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APPROPRIATIONS, NEW OFFICES, BTC. 


Report of the Clerk of the House of Representatives of 
the United States, in compliance with the ‘act to 
authorize the appointment of additional paymasters, 
and for other purposes,” passed July 4, 1836. 


OFFICE oF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
or Tue UNITED Staves, November 29, 1852. 


In obedience to the sixth section of the “ act to authorize 
the appointment of additional paymasters, and for other 
purposes,” passed July 4, 1836, which requires ‘the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Represent- 


Rtives, as soon as may be after the close of each session of | 


Congress, to publish a statement of all appropriations made 
during the session; and also a statement of the new offices 
ereated, and the salaries of each; and also a statement of 
the offices the salaries of which are increased, and the 
amount of such increase,” the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives submits the accompanying statements. 
JOHN W. FORNEY, 
Clerk House of Reps. U. S. 


STATEMENTS SHOWING 
First—Appropriations made during the first session of the 
Thirty second Congress. 
Second—Offices created, and the salaries thereof. 
Third—The offices the salaries of which have been in 
creased, with the amount of such increase, during the 
same period. 


Novemper 29, 1852.—Prepared by the Secretary of 
the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Repre- 


sentatives, in pursuance of the sixth section of the | 


I.—APPROPRIATIONS MADE DURING THE FIRST 
SESSION OF THE THIRTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 


By the act making appropriation to meet the expenses 
monne in consequence of the late fire at the Cap- 
itol. 


For discharge of the expenses incurred in the 

extinguishment of the late fire in the Library 

room, the removal of the rubbish, and the pres- 

ervation of such books and other articles as 

may have been saved, and the construction of 

atin roof for the preservation and protection 

of that portion of the building now exposed... $5,000 00 
For the purchase of books for the Library of Con- 

BUCS ieee cece see tcee eee eeeeeereceess 10,000 60 


$15,000 0 


i 


By the act to provide a room for the Congressional 
Library. 
for the purpose of fitting up the document room 
and a portion of the adjoining passage to re- 
ceive, temporarily, a portion of the books of 
the Congressional Library. .... esse eeeeee sees $1,200 00 


By the act authorizing the payment of interest to the 
State of New Hampshire for advances made for the 


use and benefit of the United States in repelling |, 


invasion and suppressing insurrection, at Indian 
Stream, in said State. 


To liquidate and settle the claim of the State of 
New Hampshire against the United States, for 
interest upon the military expenses incurred 
and actually expended by her for the protec- 
tion of the northeastern frontier of said State, 
end repelling invasion and suppressing insur- 
rection at Indian Stream, in the county of 
Coos, in said State, in the years eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-five, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six, and eighteen hundred and thirty- 
EUV sae enea risans taan arks aenn, 6,000 00 


By the act providing for carrying into execution, in 
further part, the twelfth article of the treaty with 
Mexico, concluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo. - > 


For the payment of the installment and interest 
which will fall due on the thirtieth of May, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, under the 
twelfth article of the treaty between the United 
States and Mexico, made and concluded at 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, on the second day of Feb- 
ruary, cighteen hundred and forty-eight... .$3,180,000 0 


By the act for the relief of American citizens lately im- 


prisoned and pardoned by the Queen of Spain. 
For the relief of American citizens lately impris- 
oned and pardoned by the Queen of Spain, and 


who are out of the limits of the United States., $6,000 09 


iH For invalid pensions. ..ccceesecesecereereseese $45,000 00 


|| By the act making appropriations for the payment of 


By the act to make land warrants assignable, and for | 

other purposes. | 
|| Forservicesheretofore performed in locating mil- i 
i} itary bounty land warrants, the same. rate of H 
: compensation provided in the preceding section i 
for services hereafter to be performed, after de- i 
i ducting the amount already received by such 
officers under the act entitled “An act to re- 
quire the holders of military Jand warrants to 


| States for services in relation to the location of 
those warrants,” approved May seventeenth, 
i! eighteen hundred and forty-eight...........{Indefinite.] il 


By the act making an appropriation for the payment of ' 
Navy pensions for the year ending the thirtieth of | 
June, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-three. 


i} invalid and other pensions of the United States, for 
the year ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand | 


i 
' 
compensate the Jand officers of the United i 
i 
i 


Í| For the purchase of horses required ‘for th 


eight hundred and fifty-three. | 


For invalid pensions under various acts.. .. .. $400,000 00 |: 
For pensions for widows and orphans under the | 
ii 
| 


acts of July the fourth, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and thirty-six, and July the tweuty-first, ` 
one thousand eight hundred and forty-eight. .377,240 00 


| 
For pensions to widows under the act of seventh zj 
$ July, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight...... 90,000 00 :! 
{| For pensions to widows under the act of third H 

March, eighteen hundred and forty-three. ... . 30,000 00 | 


li For pensions to widows under the acts of the 
' seventeenth of June, eighteen hundred and 
! forty-four, second of February, eighteen hun- : 
| dred and forty-eight, and twenty-ninth of July, il 
ii eighteen hundred and forty-eight. s.s.s... e. 464,000 00 `i 
| For half-pay pensions to widows and orphans, i 
; provided for by the eleventh section of an act H 
| approved January the twenty ninth, eighteen 
hundred and thirteen, and the first section of 
an act approved the sixteenth April, eighteen 
hundred and sixteen, payable through the of- 
fice of the Third Auditor of the Treasury, in i 


| 
HI 
[H 
| 
i 
li 
i 


$1,366,240 00 ` 


i| By the act to supply deficiencies in the appropriations j 
for the service of the fiscal year ending the thirtieth i 
June, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-two. |; 


: For the amount required to pay reserved per- 
i centage under the contract for the floating 
l goek at Philadelphia. .-.......-. eee eee ee eee 
For the amount required to pay for dredging the j 
river in front of the dock basin at the Phila- if 
delphia navy-yard...... 12,000 00 | 
For the amount required to pay outstanding 
Jiabilities for labor and materials expended on 
dry-dock, iron gates, pumps, engine-house, ji 
ete., at Brooklyn..... 5 88,306 95: 
For the amount required to pay for reservations i 
under the contract for engine, ete., for the dry- H 
dockat BYOOKIVN ccs eee cece seers eeenenecens 7,000 00 
t For completing the floating dry-dock at San 
Francisco. California, authorized by act of third 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty one. 
| For compensation to temporary clerks in the 
office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury, 


th 
$5,933 68 | 


For constructing, répail 


For subsistence in kind..... 


| 
i 
| 
i] addition to an unexpended balance........... 5,000 00 i For running and marking the boundary line be- 
i 
i i 
i 
i 
| 


sees -360,000 00: For completing the survey of the saleable lands 
H e 


pots at Philadelphia, St. Louis, and New Or- 
leans, to the several posts and army depéts; of 
subsistence, from the places of purchase, from ` 


the places of delivery under contract, to such: 


places as the circumstances of the service may 
require it to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance 
stores, andsmall arms, from the founderies and 
armonies to the arsenals, fortifications, frontier 
posts and army depots; freights, tolls, and fer- 
riage; for the purchase and hire of- horses; 
mules, oxen, wagons, carts, drays, ships and 
other sea-going vessels and boats, for the trans- 
portation of supplies, and for garrison purposes; 
for draying and cartage at the several posts; 
hire of teamsters, transportation of funds, for 
the pay and other disbursing departments ; the 
expense of sailing public transports on the va- 
rious rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and: the At- 
lantic and the Pacific; and for procuring water 
at such posts as, from their situation; require 


4 


that it be brought from a distances... .; 890,000. 00 


Bt 
and second regiments of dragoons, the com- 
panies of light artillery, the regiment of mount- 
ed riflemen, and such companies of infantry 
as may be mounted. 


g; and enlarging bar- 
racks, quarters, hospitals, store-houses, sta- 
bles, wharves, and ways, at the several posts 
and army depots; for temporary cantonments, 
and the authorized furniture for barrack -rooms 
of non-commissioned officers and soldiers, gun- 
houses for the protection of cannon, including 
the necessary tools and materials for the ob- 
jects enumerated, and for rent of quarters and 
offices for officers, and barracks and hospitals 
for troops, where there are no public buildings 
for their accommodation ; for store houses for 
the safe-keeping of military stores, and of 
grounds for summer cantonments and encamp- 


cevevess 40,000 00 


MENUS. eens cece nee cece pecsen sess seen aeea, 219,000 00 


‘| For clothing, camp and garrison equipage, and 


horse equipments, for engineer troops, ord- 
nance department, dragoons, riflemen, light 
artillery, artillery and infantry ..ssssescs sesse 


75,000 00 
aeaaea 279,517 00 
For pay of five companies of Texas mounted 


VOIUNTEEYS. esee soseressresseoreesarsneeveee BOTAL 00 


tween the United States and Mexico, accord- 


ing to the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo....... 80,000 00 


<== || For surveying cight hundred and seventy-five 


miles of meridian base and standard lines, 
meandering and survey of irregular or river 
lots, ete., in California, at a rate net cxceeding 


fifteen dollars per WUC. sce vesse cess seeeeeee 13,125 00 


ii For subdividing land in California into town- 


ships, equal to nine hundred miles of survey, 
at a rate not exceeding fourteen dollars per 


in the Menomonee cession, and the survey of 
the Lake Superior region, Wisconsin, at a rate 


MIO. cece rerecserecereeeeneeens cones seses. 12,000 00 
Por subdividing fifty townships in California 
into sections, ata rate not exceeding twelve 
dolars per Mile s.essasssssessensoerore - 36,000 00 
|i For surveying private claims in California..... 7,500, 00 
For compensation of the surveyor general of Ar- 
kansas, per act of August eighth, eighteen hun- 
; dred and forty SiX..ssessessresreves reren » 2,000 00 
:| For clerks in the office of the surveyor genera’ 
li of Arkansas, peract of August eighth, eighteen 
i) hundred and forty-Six...ceccseeerseresesesss 6,300 00 
For surveys in the mineral region of Michigan, 
| ata rate not execeding six dollars per mile... 24,780 00 


i: employed in making out certificates of service not exceeding five dollars per mile........... 20,900 00 
ji from the muster-rolls of one thousand eight For the complétion of the township lines, and 
io handred and twelve, and the several Indian "the subdivisions of such of the townships as 
Ji O WAYS ccececeeeee cerns ens eeenes 11,800 00 :; hear valuable pine timber, west of the fourth 
|| For the contingent expenses of the office of the principat meridian, and between the third and 
| Third Auditor, to pay for preparing books of ‘| fourth connection parallels, at a rate not ex- 
li transfers from the Quartermaster General’s i ceeding five dollars per milé.. .seersss saes e 33,009 00 
Ioner tirerssceeeerssstssestesesesssses 200 00 For annual repairs of the President's House.... 600 00 
t| For compensation to extra clerks employed tem- `! For filling up and grading, ete., Franklin square 406 99 
jj Rorarily in the office of the Auditor of the ʻi To make the roads and walks, and to plant La- 
i Post Office Department. sesssseresesese aree 4,000 90 | fayette SquAIG...s 0s sertesa cenna | 2,000 00 
|! For pasting in books, prepared for the purpose, Í To complete the improvements on the square 
| canceled certificates of the registry and enroll- |e outh of the President’s Howse......-..+.... 12,000 00 
|! ments of vessels returned by the several col- 2 i| To supply the deficiency in the appropriation for 
ij o lectors of the CUSTOMS... .eevereeeeeee eee eeees 500 OU |) “She basual repairs of the Capitol, s.. ss...» 1,500 00 


: For annuities and grants EET 
! For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s 
| Department, consisting of forage in kind for the i 


i 
į 


ito horses, mules, and oxen of the Quartermaster’s 
il Department. at the several military posts and 
; stations, and with the armies in the field 3 for 
| the horses of the first and second regiments of 
dragoons, the companies of light artillery, the 
regiment of mounted riflemen, and such com- i 
panies of infantry as may be mounted, and 
also for the authorized number of officers’ 
| horses when serving in the field, and at the 
EO QUIPORIS. esses eee ee cere ceeree crete ar 
‘| For transportation of the army, incinding the 
| paugage of the troops, when moving either by 
: A camp, and garrison 
frota the de- 


af 


| 3 


il 


land or water ; of clothing, 
equipage, and horse equipment, 


| For payment to Augustus 


For salary of S 


750 00 Por completing the improvements of New Jer- 


sey avenue, north of the Capitol vcceccereees 


For planting and finishing the roads and walks 


through that portion of the public mall sur- 
rounding the Smithsonian Institution.......0 
Humbert of balance of 
his ary as United States assayer of gold in 
California, under the act of thirtieth of Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and fifty se. sesreece sees 


For compensation of extra clerks employed in 


the office of the Commissioner of Pensions.... 


795,000 00 `i For expenses of establishing the superintendency 


of indian Affairs in California, authorized by 
the act of third March, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-two, vi: 


intendent... ies 


risege orsroe 


9,000 09 


7,000 00 


1,250 00 


20,000 00 


4,318 58 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


For presents and provisions for Indians visiting 

Superintendent on official business......++-++ 
-For traveling expenses of the Superintendent, and 

the necessary attendants.. 
For payment to the American party of St. Regis 

Indians, (less the sum of one thousand dollars 

appropriated by the aet of twenty-seventh of 

June, eighteen hundred and forty-six, in pur 

suance of the stipulation contained in the 

supplemental article,) as a remuneration for 

moneys laid out by said tribe, and for services 

rendered by their chiefsand agents in securing 

the title to the Green Bay lands, and in removal 

to the same, agreeably to the provisions of the 

ninth article of the treaty with the Six Nations 

of New York, of fifteenth of January, eighteen 

hundred and thirty-eight. esre. 
For payment to the Sencea Indians of New York, 

for moneys wrongfully withholden from them 

by an agent appointed by the Government tor 

the management of their affairs, as per report 

of Thomas B, Stoddard, Commissioner selected 

by the Secretary of War to make the requisite 

investigation pursuant to the direction con- 

tained in the fourth section of the act of twen- 

ty-seventh June, eighteen hundred and forty- 

six, making appropriations for the indian de- 

PATUMEDt. ceececercce erences cere vesersevtees ee 28,505 50 
For the reappropriation of the folowing sums 

carried to the surplus fund per warrants num- 

bered twelve and thirteen, and dated respect- 

ively thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 

forty-six, and thirtieth of June, eighteen hun- 

dred and torty-eight, under the following heads, 

VIZ: 
«For carrying into effect Choctaw treaty,” act 

eleventh of June, eighteen hundred and forty- 

LWOsarrecccccccccvvvesvsecctescccnsovans 
tí For carrying into effect Choetaw treaty on ac- 

count of lands relinquished,” act second of 

March, eighteen hundred and thirty-one. 
«Por payment to Pottawatomies for corn crop 

abandoned,’ act third of March, eighteen hwn- 

dred and thirty-Nin@.. ccc ccecceeceeens cena 
“For payment to Pottawatomies for twelve log- 

houses destroyed,” act third of March, eighteen 

hundred and thirty Wine ...... sees e ee eee ees 
For interest on the amount awarded Choctaw 

claimants, under the fourteenth article of the 

treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, of twenty-sev- 

enth of September, eighteen hundred and thir- 

ty, for fands on which they resided, but which 

it 1s impossible to give them, and in lieu of the 

scrip that has been awarded under the act of 

twenty third of August, eighteen hundred and 

forty-two, not deliverable east, by the third sec- 

tion of said law, per act of third March, eigh- 

teen bundred and forty-five, for the half year 

ending thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 

fILtY-tWO ve cececceeneceeecreeer eters T 21,800 00 
For the amount of principal awarded to the 

Choetaw claimants under the fourteenth arti- 

cle of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, of 

twenty-seventh of September, eighteen hun- 

dred and thirty, for lands on which they re- 

SIMCU sets erains siis ence eeee tere ravaa ences 42,000 00 
For the purchase of presents, und to negotiate 

under instructions from the Secretary of the 

Interior with the Indians in Texas, who have 

intruded themselves into that State from the 

Territories of the United States, for their re- 

moval from that State. .... cere eee ++ 25,000 00 
For continuing the collection and for publishing 

the statistics and other information authorized 

by the act of third of March. eighteen hundred 

and forty-seven, and subsequent acts......... 17,000 00 
For arrearages in the cost of the preparation of 

the volume, for the year cightcen hundred and 

fifty-one, of statisties and other information 

authorized by the act of third of March, eigh- 

teen hundred and forty-seven, and subsequent 

acts... Bee ea weer eee meee ` 
For printing, binding, & ix hundred copies of 

the first volume of the foregoing work, for dis- 

tribution among new members..ceee eee eens 
For this sum, to enable the Secretary of the Inte- 

rior 10 satisfy the claims of the Creek Jndians 

for mills stipulated to be furnished under the 

fitth article of the treaty of the fonrteenuth of 

February, eighteen hundred and thirty-three.. 4,000 00 
For expenses of removal and subsistence of 

Pottawatomies of [ndiand.... ce sere eeeeeses 22,500 00 
For expenses of removal and subsistence of 

Choetaws ... +... 50,000 00 
For expenses of removal and subsistence of 

Winnebagoes.. 2... cece cece eee eee teen eee 
For this sum to cover arrearages for and on ac- 

count of contingencies of the Indian depart- 

MeNtissess sheen ee aeenre cere estseevees 20,500 00 
For indemnity for losses sustained by the Menom- 

onee Srtians inthe delivery of goods to them, 

as a pari of their annuity, in the year eighteen 

hundred and thirty seven, per seventh article 

of the treaty with that tribe, of the eighteenth 

of October, eighteen hundred and forty-eight., 
For payment for services of blacksmith, and for 

the use of tools, for the Seneea tribes of In- 

dtans, from the first of July to the eighth of No- 

vember. eighteen hundred and thirty eight.. 
For clerk hire, office rent, fuel, stationery, &c., 

for Superintendent of Indian Affairs in Oregon, 
For expenses of continuing negotiations with the 
Indian tribes of Oregon lying west of the Cas- 
cade Mountains...... KEFA 
For the completion of buildin euse ofthe 

Superintendent and Indian egents in Oregon.. 
For traveling expenses of Superintendent of In- 

dian Afuirs in Oregon, and agentS..sssssssese 


1,000 00 
2,500 00 


4,000 00 


95 83 


826 26 


742 50 


609 00 


5,300 00 


6,575 00 


3,513 02 


213 33 
2,400 00 


3,624 48 |: 


12,000 00 | 
3,000 00 |! 

t 
2,000 00 || 


| For the reappropriation of this sum, (carried to 
the surplus fund per warrant number thirteen, 
dated thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
forty six,) being the balance due the Ottawa 
and Chippewa Indians, under the fifih article 
of the treaty of eighteen hundred and thirty- 
six, for paythent of their debts, appropriated 
second of July, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
six, and. reappropriated second, [third] of 
March, eighteen hundred and thirty nine...... 
For the purchase of two sections of land re- 
served by the treaty with the Pottawatomies, 
of October twentieth, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-two, for “¢ Shobonier”’........--+ ETRE 
For the redemption of outstanding loan-office 
and final-settlement certificate, dated Septem- 
ber ninth, seventeen hundred and seventy- 
nine, countersigned by Nathaniel Appleton, 
commissioner of Massachusetts Bay, issued 


624 22 


1,600 00 


57 72 


their publication.. s... ssseesesreesaseres eese 4500 00 
For necessary extra clerks during the latter part 
of the sessions of the Legislative Assembly, 
binding the Revised Statutes, and other neces- 
sary incidental expenses s...ssssessereseeese 
For payment of Messrs. Babcoek, Wilkinson, 
and Holcombe, for revising the laws, five hun- 
dred dollars each... eeceseees 
' For the contingent expenses of the House of Re 
TOSENTATIVES cccececeveccecee ceceeceseseceees 75,000 00 
For contingent expenses of the Senate.........137,775 00 
To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay for 
{ the copies of the report of Doctor David Dale 
Owen, United States geologist, on the geology 
of [owa and Wisconsin, and Minnesota Ter- 
ritory, heretofore ordered to be executed for 
the use of the Senate, under the special direc- 
tion of the Commissioner of the General Land 
To enable the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives to pay for three thousand five hundred 
copies of the report of Doctor David Dale 
Owen, on the geology of Lowa and Wisconsin, 
and Minnesota Territory, ordered by a resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives, to be 
executed under the special direction of the 
| Commissioner of the General Land Office... 
| For contingent expenses of the Library of Con- 
To enable the Secretary of State to purchase one 
hundred complete sets of Litle & Brown’s 
edition of the Statutes at Large, from volume 
one to volume nine, inclusive, for distribution 
to such new officers as would have been enti- 
tled to receive them under the act of the eighth 
of Angust. eighteen hundred and forty-six, and 
joint resolution of the eighth of August, eigh- 
: teen hundred and forty eight. s.s essers eee ee 
For payment of the second and third volumes of 
the Fifth Series of the Documentary History, 
under contract with the Secretary of State, in 
addition to the balance of the appropriation of 
thirty-five thousand dollars, per actof the thir- 
tieth of September, eighteen hundred and 
For the payment of James W. Hale, of the city 
of New York, in full, for discharging the duties 
of dispatch agent from September, cighteen 
| hundred and forty nine, to June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty, inclusive. ...- 2. cece e eee ee eee 
To cover the balance of compensation due to 
! the United States geologists for the Lake Su- 
perior region, and for Wisconsin, Towa, and 
: Minnessta, and to their respective assistants, 
including the cost of superintending the print- 
| _ ing of their final geological reports.......-.06 
I For compensation of superintendent and four 
i| watehmen for that portion of the Patent Office 
i Building which will be occupied by the Secre- 
i tary of the Interior. HESAP APE RELAFEN ASS 
|! For outfits of chargés d’affaires to Denmark and 
| _ Bolivia....... 
To enable the Secretary of State to pay William 
E. Anderson for the loss of time and expense 
incurred in coming from Rio Janeiro to New 
York, under the direction of the American 
minister at the Brazilian court, to testify 
against eertain persons alleged to have heen 
| — engaged in the slave trad@....c..eccce eee neee 
| To supply the deficiency in the appropriation for 
the relief of American citizens lately im- 
prisoned and pardoued by the Queen of Spain. 
i| For compiling, printing, and binding the Bien- 
i nial Register for eighteen hundred and fifty- 
| one, in addition to the amount appropriated 
| per aetof third March, eighteen hundred and 
i fifty-one... Sars we 
| For the trial and maintenance of the light at 
i  Wangasham, Michigan.........c.cc cece eee 
For expenses incurred in bringing gas pipes and 
fixtures into and around the northeast executive 
building. ..... 20:00: enseee teens 
For purchasing, walling, and ditehing a piece of 
land near the City of Mexico, for a cemetery or 
burial-ground for such of the officers and sol- 
diers of our army, in our late war with Mex- 
ico, as fell in battle, or died in and around said 
city, and for the interment of American citi- 
zens who have died or may die in said city... 
To pay Adam Boyd Hamilten, according to con- 
tract. for printing twenty thousand and bind- 
| ing eighteen thousand six hondred and ten 
copies, of three hundred and ninety six pages 


i 
{ 
i 
i 


2,000 00 


1,500 00 


31,218 75 


16,187 50 
800 00 


3,150 00 


11,294 00 


600 00 


5,952 00 


562 50 
9,000 00 


250 00 


3,000 00 


9,253 00 
1,000 00 


400 00 


i 
1 
j 
j 
| 
! 


| 


each, of the Register’s report of the commerce 
and navigation of the United States, for eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty ONC. ... cee e eee eee ene 
For additional compensation for inereasing the 
transportation of the United States mail be- 
tween New York and Liverpool}, in the Collins 
linc of steamers, to twenty six trips per annum, 
at such times as shall be directed by the Post- 
master General, and in conformity to his last 
annnal report to Congress, and his letter of the 
fifteenth of November last to the Secretary of 
the Navy, commencing said increased service 
on the first of January, eighteen hundred and 
fifty two, at the rate of thirty three thousand 
dollars per trip, in lieu of the present allow- 
ANCEsssesenesossenosesoresesereesoes eresas e 200,500 00 
For defraying the expenses of the supreme, eir- 
cuit, and district courts of the United States, 
including the District of Columbia; also for 
jurors and witnesses, in aid of the funds aris- 
ing from fines, penalties, and forfeitures in- 
curred in the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, and previous 
years, and likewise for defraying the expenses 
of suits in which the United States are con- 
cerned, and for the apprehension and safe- 
keeping of prisoners, in addition to former 
appropriations...... AN TEE TTN 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay 
to the clerks employed in the Census Office 
on extra duty, at the rate of one hundred dol- 
lars for full service, according to the office 
YOH sees 
For determining, running, and marking the 
northern boundary of the State of Towa, on 
the parallel of forty-three degrees thirty min- 
utes north latitude, in addition to the appropri- 
ation heretofore made for the same object.... 
For the reconstraction or repairs of the steamer 
Bibb, used in the survey of the Nantucket 
Shoaleeccscececesver 
For establishing a depôt of coal for naval purpo- 
ses at Key West, in the State of Florida..... 
For the purchase of a site on which to erect a 
custom-house at Bangor, Maine............. 15,000 00 

Tor the purchase of a site on which to erecta 
custom-house at Bath, Maine........++.+.+. 11,000 00 

For the completion of the custom-house at Mo- 
bile, Alabama sesersersessseeresrererea eres 100,000 00 

For the completion of the custom-house at 
Louisville, Kentucky .sesseeersssseere sree o 16,000 00 
50,000 00 


10,734 85 


90,000 06 


10,500 60 


15,000.00 


18,000 00 
20,000 00 


For the completion of the custom-house at Cin- 
CINMATLL cer eee eee 
For the completion of the custom-house, and 
other public oflices connected therewith, at 
PIUtSDUIG oes eee cere ceca eee eee eneeeeen vanes 
For the completion of the fire proof bnilding in 
the city of St. Louis, Missouri; fora custom- 
house and independent treasury building, and 
other offices of the United States... sses 
For completing the custom-house at Norfolk, 
Virginia cere ce ceee cree tee enet eee esentrene 
For arrears of contingent expenses in the Post 
Office Department...... 0.0. cece cece ween eens 
For compensation to temporary clerks employed 
conditionally to bring up arrears of business in 
the dead Jetter Off CC... . sees eee r ween ences 
For fuel for the General Post Office Building from 
the twentieth of February, eighteen hundred 
and fifty two, to the end of the season,...... 
For the payment of the salaries of the special 
agents of the Post Office Department to the 
. end of the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty two........ 
For payment to the following named tribes of 
Indians of the under mentioned sums due 
them, retained by the Jate sub Indian agent, 
William H. Bruce, the same to be reimbursed 
to the United States when recovered from said 
sub agent or his sureties, viz: 
TO MenomOneEeS..eeessesaserossosessscessseoa 
To Chippewas, Menomonees, Winnebagoes, 
and New York Indians..........seeseecenees 
To Six Nations of New York, (Stockbridge)... 
To Stockbridge. ccaccevcrseeeccsresevcveeneves 
For expenses of treaty with the M ippi and 
St. Peter’s Sioux, for the extinguishment of 
their tile to lands in Minnesota Territory, 
being in addition to the appropriation for the 
same object made thirtieth September, eigh- 
teen hundred fiftys..sssosesoacnoasososesssso 
For expenses of treating with the Indians and 
bait- breeds, for the extinguishment of the title 
to their Jands on the Red river of the north, in 
the Territory of Minnesota, being in addition 
to the appropriation for the same object made 
thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and fifty 
For fullfiling treaties with the Winnebagoes, viz: 
purchase of tobacco, per second article oftreaty 
of first August, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
nine, and fifth article of treaty of fifteenth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-two..... 
For fulfilling treaties with Ottawas and Chip- 
pewas, viz: purchase of tobaceo, per fourth 
article of treaty of twenty-eighth March, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-six.......cceee eee eee 
For fulfilling treaties with the Sacs and Foxes of 
the Mississippi, viz: purchase of tobacco, per 
fourth article of treaty of the twenty-first Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-two...... 
For fulfilling treatics with the Menomonees, viz: 
purchase of tobacco, per second article of treaty 
of third September, one thousand cight hun- 
Gred and UITY-SIX.. cer cece ee creer erent aes 
For the payment of annuities (and the transport- 
ation of the same) to certain trihes of Indians, 
in accordance with the seventh article of the 
treaty made at Fort Laramie, on ue seven- 


35,000 00 


37,000 00 
50,000 00 
7,500 00 


1,002 67 


750 00 


11,500 00 


9,466 27 


521 59 
22 50 
1,806 00 


4,272 38 


901 05 


375 00 


300 90 


200 00 


100 00 
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teenth day of September anno Domini eighteen Chippewas, Menomonees, Winnebagoes, and For eleventh. of twenty-five installments for the 
hundred and fifty or eraris s evsodass vay 66,009 00 a ene pay of two carpenters, stipulated in the fourth 

To purchase the provisions, merchandise, domes- New York Indians. article of the realy ot the fourth of October i 
tic animals, and agricultural implements, to he For education daring the pleasure of Congress, eighteen hundred and forty-two : > 4,900.00 
delivered in payment of the annuity first pay- stipulated in the fifth article of the treaty of For eleventh of twenty-five installments forthe =” | 
able under the seventh article of said treaty.{ ‘ndefinite.] the eleventh of August, eighteen hundred and support of schools, stipulated in the fourth ar- `" 

To py for printing four hundred and fifty copies twenty-seven........e+e seseeesees 1,50000 ticle of the treaty of the fourth of October, vats 
ofthe estimates ofappropriations far the service i é ; ‘ 
of the fiseal year ane thousand eight hundred . Choctervs. P 4 Forties catty cs R ETN i are AN a 

My Sii p : $ For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second r eleventh of twenty-five installments for the 
and fifty-three, at the rate paid by bhim for the P . ; purchase of provisions and tobacco, stipulated 
printing of the Treasury Department by con- article of the treaty of sixteenth of November, inthe fourth article of the t f he f h 
tract, under the provisions of the seventeenth eighteen hundred and five.....s..se... er-se 3,000 00 of October, eiġ hteen h a Ee reli 
section of the act of the twenty-sixth August For permanent annuity, stipulated in the thir For the sixth, os etd sel i ang fory two 100000 
one thousand eight hundred and forty-two. [ indefinite.) teenth article of the treaty of the eighteenth 0 of forty -sixi netalte foi bena P ue: ae 

To purchase for the United Statesa suitable piece ~ October, eighteen hundred and twenty....... 600 00 owas of Missis an epad {0 the Chip- 

of aroni ata ceni aieas Á pha For permanent annuity for educaiion, stipulated pewas ississippi, stipulated io the third E 
g raf point in the city of San H z ankein s article of the treaty of the second of A 
Francisco, California, as a site for the erection in the second article of the trenty of twentieth eighteen hundred and fort ene i 
of the custom- house heretofore authorized to of January, eighteen hundred and twenty five 6,000 00 | ghtcen Hundred and forty-seven ieys sagre.. 5,000 00 
be built. ..ss. cesses 40,000 00 For life annuity to one Wayne warrior, stipulated Creeks 
ei A ea aa aN E E in the twenty first article of the treaty of twen- x . 
es 44.862 30 |) ty-seventh of September, eighteen hundred For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth i 
$5,434,8 and thitty....ss.ssssceseccargveseecesecseee 25-00 || article of the treaty of the seventh of August, 

Rea For permanent provision for blacksmith, stipu- į a seventeen hundred and ninety z: sescedseessee 1,500 00 
y the act making appropriati lated in the sixth article of the treaty of eigh- or permanent annuity, stipulated in the second 
the Military vedas sh ee ee teenth of October, eighteen hundred and twen- article of the treaty of the sixteenth. of June, 
tees y ey S ty, and the ninth article of the treaty of twen- eighteen hundred and two.... .. seessees 38,000 00 

ieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- tieth January, eighteen hundred and twenty- For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
three, and for other purposes. AVC i. scs costes Agario nsr PEE AATA . 60000: article of We Weal. ot the tirenty fourth of 
ee Sore. For iron and steel, &c., for shop, stipulated in anuary, eighteen hundred and twenty-six... 20,000 00 

F ar pay of one: instructors, cadets, and mu 0 409 oo |) me ninth article of the treaty of twentieth o For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- i 

en raae DE t January, eighteen hundred and twenty-five.. 320 00 j sistant, stipulated in the eighth. article of the 

For'braie for officers horses coc tt ares oo || For interest on the amounts awarded Choctaw treaty of the twenty-fourth of January, eigh- 

For clothine for officers’ servat + 30 00 claimants under the fourteenth article of the i teen hundred and twenty-Six.........+.es00+ 840,00 

For fenit fel and aporaiey ieee Buie treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, of the twen- For iron, steel, &c., for shops, stipulated in the 
for public horses and oxen, postage stationery ty-seventh of September, eighteen hundred and eighth article of the treaty of the twenty-fourth 
printing, and other incidental and contingent thirty, from the first of July, eighteen hundred of January, eighteen hundred and twenty-six. . 270 00 
SE tats be CR SCI 95.000 00 and fifty two to the date of the passage of the For sixteenth of twenty installments, for the pay 

For increase and repairs of the library <. Yo00 00 act entitled “An act to supply deficiencies in of two blacksmiths and assistants, stipulated 

For improvements and additions to officers quar- : the appropriations for the service of the fiscal in phe thirteenth article z mie meaty, or the 
einprovenenteandsaitions of ERAGE ooo op || poan ending the tith of Sune, OMen || Hventyurhotslore, eighteen hundregand o, o 

oa > : hundred and fifty two aiaee kanian TEJANO cars esssaeieaes dseedeaviadaseissos 

EO eae AEn mannar and prons” i| For supplying a deficiency in the appropriations à For iron, steel, &c., stipulated in the thirteenth $ 
PEE T A 5) 400880 heretofore made forremoving the Choctaw Jn- | article of the treaty of the twenty-fourth of 

Hay expenses ortha ees ` sen on dians from Mississippi, as estimated by the | March, eighteen hundred and thirty-two. wees 540 00 

For purchase of new equatorial telescope, being > { Commissioner of Indian Affairs.......+...+.. 37,412 00 || For permanent provision for the pay of a wheel- 
the difference in value between the defecuve Chickasaws. | Selin it eE e er eae 
one now in ase and a new one........... ... 5,000 00 || For permanent annuity stipulated in the act of il teen Peay ah tant six uary, eigh- 600 

For purchase of thirty artillery and cavalry the twenty-fifth of February, seventeen hun- Fortwenty-second of thirty-three tallments fot 00 
horses ..., 0.056. teevetesers meae areren 3,000 00 dred and ninety Nin@.......seeeeeeeeee eee e+ 3,000 00 |] education, stipulated in the thirteenth {fo nth] 

For forage for ninety artillery and cavalry horses 6,480 00 || For payment to the Chickasaw Indians for i] article of the Trent of the fourth of Janu ul 

For per diem compensation and mileage of Sen- amount of defaleatian of Captain R. Ð. ©. eighteen hundred Jd forty-five anys 3,000 00 
ators, members of the House of Representa- Collins, United States disbursing agent, to- For interest on three hundred and fifty thousand” 
tives, and Delegates, and agreed to by the gether with interest thereon at the rate of six ‘| dollars at five per centum, sti ulated in vi 
Senate and House of Representatives........ 50,000 00 per cent. per annum from March, eighteen i| third article of The treaty of the twenty-thi å 

|| hundred and thirty-nine, until paid.....,..... 24,982 29 |] Or Nobar cishteon hundred wad shins 
$180,050 00 | For the payment ean: R. Pitehlyn, m his eight Ea SEDERE 17,500 00 
A own right and as the sole heir at-law and legal y th of twenty installmenis foredusation, T 
; ees representative of his brother, John Pitchlyn, E dhe e a ot lie cot 
By the act making appropriation for the current and deceased ene E O qusrier o las irs the fourth of January eighteen hundred and 
i ndi . ceeds S -sections o| 7 
contingent er perises of the Indian Department, and land granted to and located in the names of the 7 forty fve ee ds save a Cpa verdana secs eon: 9000 00 
Sor fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian said Hiram R. Piteblyn and Jobn Pitehlyn, un- For! lackamim ang asistan ty du ring the pleasure 
tribes, for the year ending June thirtieth, one thou- || der and by virtue of the eighth article of the Poni ne tie ioniseatnor EAN 
sand eight hundred and fifty-three. tresty wita rape A Tidians; imade at hundred and thirty-three .. ats 0 00 

For the current and contingent expenses of the te TE $ V asnington ites an a || For iron, steel, and coal, during the pleasure of 
Indian department, viz: ao was a ehh oua tarais of lana i| the President, stipulated in the fifth article of 

For the pay of superintendents of Indian affairs, were sold "and the ormeeda thereof invested the treaty of the fourteenth of February, eigh- 
per acts of fifth June, eighteen hundred and In the stock of the State of Arkansas, pursuant i| _ teen hundred and thirty-three ..ssesesseeeseee 270 00 
fifty, and twenty-seventh February, eighteen to the provisions of the article aforesaid j 2.852 36 || For Wagon-maker, during the pleasure of the 
hundred and fifty On@. cc. cecece sees eee eee 88,500 00 | ene Pr : Seige. fo% || President, stipulated in the fifth article of the 

For the pay of the several Indian agents, per acts Chippewas of Lake Superior and the Mis- | treaty or me fonrieenti of February, eighteen sbio 
of fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty, twen- sissippt. undrodand Crey MNOS srecne Set aite sa ees ree 0 
ty-eighth September, eighteen hundred and For sixteenth of pwant) instalimente in money, i| For agricultural implements, during the pleasure 
fifty, and twenty-seventh February, eighteen stipulated in the second article of the treaty of of the President, stipulated in the eighth arti- 
hundred and fifty-one ......sseceeceeeeesevess 43,750 00 the twenty ninth of July, eighteen hundred i| cle of the treaty of the twenty-fourth of Janu- 

For the pay of interpreters, per acts of thirtieth and thirty SeVen....ssee sers cceeserseeeee sree 9,500 00 || ., ary; eighteen hundred and twenty-six........ 2,000 00 
June, eighteen hundred and thirty-four, and For sixteenth of twenty installments in goods, For education, during the pleasure of the Presi- i 
twenty-seventh February, eighteen hundred and stipulated in the second article of the treaty of |} dent, stipulated in the fifth article of the treaty 
FIRY-ONE vo eee esaecee cee secerecseeereoeseees 28,000 00! the twenty-ninth of July, eighteen hundred || of the fourteenth of February, eighteen hun- 

For the pay of clerk to superintendent at St. Louis, i} and thirty-seven...ccseeceseeeereveseessesee 19,000 00 | dred and thirty-three. ...... 1,000.00 
Missouri, per act of twenty-seventh June, eigh- i|} For sixteenth of twenty installments for the es- || For liquidated balance found due the 
teen hundred and forty-six. ‘| tablishment of three smiths’ shops, supporting dians for losses sustained during the Jast war 

For the pay of clerk to super three smiths, and furnishing iron and steel, with Great Britain, by that portion of the tribe 
ren, Arkansas, per act of twenty-seventh June, i} stipulated in the second article of the treaty of that was friendly to, and cooperated with the 
eighteen hundred and forty-six ..............+ 1,000 00 '|  thetwenty ninth of July, eighteen hundred and y United States in accordance with the promise 

For presents to Todians.... s... > 57000 00 | Thivty-SCVEN osse sses ssesresrereernerreeesere 3,000 00 of the Government...+ 0.1... ++ seseo sees: 110,417 90 

For provisions for Indians... s... + 31,800 00 || For sixteenth of twenty installments for the sup- i| To pay the claim of David Taylor, as adjusted 

For repairs of buildings at agencies...... «aeaaea 9,000 00 || — port of farmers, purchase of implements, grain, | and found duc by the Second Auditor of the 

For contingencies of the Indian department. .... 36,500 00 || or seed, and to carry on their agricultural pur- j| Treasury on the eleventh of March, eigbteen 

o. : suits, stipulated in the second article of the hundred and fifty-two, under the latter elanse 
To the Christian Indians. treaty of the twenty ninth of July, eighteen i| of the thirteenth article of the treaty with the 

For permanent annuity, stipmlated in the acts of hundred and thirty-seven.........2.-- seveeee 1,000 00! eae aoe concluded at New Hehota, twenty: 
May twenty-sixth, eighteen hundred and twen- For sixteenth of twenty installments for the pur- jenn cen ee tebe th Ser niet tobe bard 
ty-four, and May twentieth, eighteen hundred l} chase of provisions, stipulated in the second j; verand approved ay fie Se E iona of ne 
and tWenty-iX.scsscssssseceetseecseeseseses 400 00 |} article of the treaty of the twenty ninth of July, || out of the balance of the appropriations of July 

‘ i| eighteen hundred and thirty seven........... 2,000 00 second, eighteen bundred and thirty-six, under 
To the Chippewas of Saganaw. | Por sixteenth of twenty installments for the pur- the act entitled “ Anact rA further Appro- 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth i chase of tobacco, stipulated in the second ar- priation for carrying into effect certain Indian 
article of the treaty of tiia of August, seven- ticle of the treaty Bethe twenty ninth of July, ||» MCAS -evees ceases rnd ete siegheas en erdess 24,853 04 
teen hundred and ninety five...........e2e005 1,000 00 i| cighteen hundred and thirty-seven........... 500 00 | ri 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second : li For eleventh of twenty five installments iv j Delawdres Mei 
article of the treaty of seventeenth of Novem- l| money, stipulated in the fourth article of the i| For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
ber, eighteen hundred and seven ...,......... © 800.00 | treaty of the fourth of October, eighteen kun- (| article of the treaty of the third of August, 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth AL dred and forty-tWO...... seers. serere- serea se 12,500 00 i] _ seventeen hundred and ninety five........... 1,000 00 
article of the treaty of twenty fourth of Bep- :| For eleventh of twenty-five instaliments in || For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
tember, eighteen hundred and nincteen....... 1,000 00 | goods, stipulated in the fourth article of the ‘| article of the treaty of the thirtieth of Septem- 

For permanent provision for the support of black- ‘| treaty of the fourth of October, eighteen hun- || _ ber, eighteen hundred and nine.. tesieni 500 00 
smiths, aud for farming utensils and cattle, and il dred and forty tWO.... sees cece esse eeeeee cess 10,500 00 |) For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fifth 
for the employment of persons to aid them in H For eleventh of twenty five installments for the : article of the treaty of the third of October, 
agriculture, stipulated in the cighth article of ‘| support of two smiths’ shops, including the pay | __ eighteen hundred and eighteen .....s.--....45 4,000 00 
the treaty of the twenty-fourth of September, i} of two smiths, and furnishing iron and steei, || For permanentanonnity, stipulated in the supple- 
eighteen hundred and nineteen, and the sev- {| stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of i| mental treaty of the twenty fourth of Septem- 
enth article of the treaty of fourteenth of Jan- || the fourth of October, eighteen hundred and i; _ ber, eighteen hundred and twenty nine....... 15000 00 
uary, eighteen bundred and thirty seven..... + 2,006 69 |) forty tWO.... see eee ee etre tenors streets 2,000 00, For life annuity to chiefs, stipulated in the pri- 

For education during the pleasure of Congress, Por eleventh of twenty-five instaliments for the ; vate articie orsupplemental treaty of the twenty- 
supulated in the sixth article of the treaty of ‘| pay of two farmers, stipulated in the fourth i fourth of September, eighteen hundred and 
the fifth of August, eighteen hundred and l Articie of the treaty of the fourth of October, i| twenty-nine, to the treaty of the third of Octo- 
twenty-six. sese sesesevcsecccseeees 1,000 00 j} eighteen hundred and fOrty-tW0O..ssesssrrese 1,000 00 |) ber, eighicen hundred and eighteen... sseres 200 00. 
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For eighteenth of twenty instaliments, for the 


For. life annuity to chiefs, stipulated in the sup- f For seventeenth of twenty instalments, for iron, | 
plemental article to the treaty of the twenty- | - Steel, &c., for shops, stipulated in the second if purehase of five hundred fish barrels, stipu- 
sixth of October, eighteen hundred and thirty- i article of the treaty of the third of September, if lated in the fourth article of the treaty of the 
TWO... eee PE AET PETE TT 209 00 i} eighteen hundred and thirty SIX...s.esrsresee 440 00 || twenty eighth of March, cighteen hundred and 
For permanent provision for the purchase of salt, | For seventeenth of twenty installments, for the fj UAILY-SEX.. oo ce srroserruerrarererrernrereree 400 60 
stipulated in the third article of the treaty of the | purchase of provisions, stipulated in the second H For three blacksmiths and assistants; for twenty 
seventh of June, eighteen hundred and three.. 100 00 || -article of the treaty of the third of September, | years, and ‘during the pieasure of Congress, 
For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- eighteen hundred and thirty’six.......-...... 3,900 00 || ` stipulated in the seventh article of the treaty 
sistant, stipulated in the sixth article of the | For seventeenth of twenty installments, for the of the twenty-eighth of March, eighteen hun- 
treaty of the third of October, eighteen hundred | purchase of two thousand pounds of tobacco, i| _ dyed and thirty SiX...isesrussesecsessrseese 2,160 00 
and Cighteen.se.ssuereeresererersreosereeses 728 00 || stipulated in the second article of the treaty of || For iron, steel, &c., for shops, ior twenty years, 
For iron, steel, &c., for shop, stipulated in the i} the third of September, eighteen hundred and ij and during the pleasure of Congress, stipulated 
sixth article of the treaty of the third of Octo- [PREF EVA SER Ss oe wre cs'e E T EE Sales ees see- ders 400 00 i in the seventh article of the treaty of the 
ber, eighteen hundred and eighteen........ see 220 00 || For seventeenth of twenty installments, for ‘| twenty eighth of March, eighteen hundred and 
For interest on forty-six thousand and eighty dol- | farming utensils and cattle, stipulated in the IE TRETY-SIX Sco ec eae cee rs eee ee etrseesereeese 660 00 
lars at five pertentum, being the value of thirty- i! second article of the treaty of the third of Sep- i| Forgunsmith, at Mackinac, for twenty years, and 
six sections of land, set apart by treaty of eigh- l tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-six...... 500 001! during the pleasure of Congress, stipulated in 
teen hundred and twenty-nine, for education, | For seventeenth of twenty installments, for thirty il the seventh article ofthe treaty of the twenty- 
stipulated in resolution of the Senate of the i barrels of salt, stipulated in the second article ii eighth of March, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
nineteenth of January, eighteen hundred and of the treaty of the third of September, eigh- six. + Eig Mele ai Siete riis 600 00 


For iron, steel, &c., for shop, for twenty years, 


Wirty-eight.. cs cesesesecseeeeeeeese esse eeeees 2,904 00 || toon hundred and thirty-siX..eeeeeessseceeees 150 09 | y 
jj and during the pleasure of Congress, stipulated 


Florida Indians, or Seminoles. į For expenses of their temporary removal and 


e ty of the eighte £ sr, eigh- | Ort $ ; 5 
the treaty of the eighteenth of September, eigh i: ent Murray to the Commissioner of Indian | For two farmers and assistant, during the pleas- 


r iti Roa a arai ere EE i: provisions, from their present location, to the j! in. the seventh article of the treaty of the Ý 
r a |, district of eoumtry on the Wott and Oconto | twenty-eigath of March, eighteen hundred and 
h . 55 SUD ay es | rivers designated in the reportof Superintend- iio thirty-six..... erates TE EIET 220 00 
if 
| 


teen hundred and twenty-three, and the fourth |! Affairs, dated September thirtieth, eighteen ure of the President, stipnlated in the seventh 


4 
article oe or tire ninth of May, cighteen 1,000 00 |; Hundred and fifty-one...... see ie. serere seee e 25,000 00 | article of the treaty of the twenty-eighth of 
i indred and thitty-twO,..cccseevessereseeere L, i Omah -li Mareh, eighteen hundred and thirty-six...... 1,600 06 
Por ninth of fifteen installments in goods, stipu- ! MANAS. it For two mechavics during the pleasure of the 
lated in the sixth article of the treaty of the . For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleasure H President, stipulated in the seventh article of 


fourth of January, eighteen hundred and forty- i of the President, stipulated in the fourth article | the treaty of the twenty-eighth of March, eigh- 
H 
f 


IVC. sessevasorsoererreessesssesesenees eases 2,060 O |: of the treaty of the fifteenth of July, eighteen t y i i oy 
For ninth of fifteen installer ts iu mouey, stipu- i hundred ani (iris s S ane as ia vase A aa Gere 720 00 teen hundred and thirty-six. sr.se esssssre 22s 1,200 00 
lated inthe fourth article of the treaty of fourth | For iron, steel, &e., for shops, during the pleas- | Osages. 
of January, eighteen hundred and forty-five... 3,000 00 ii ure of the President, stipulated in the fourth | For fifteenth of twenty installments as annuity, 
Towas. ° ii article of the treaty of the fifteenth of July, | stipulated in the second article of the treaty of 
For interest on one hundred and fifty-seven thou- t] eighteen hundred and thirty. ...eessessseseses 220 00 | the cleventh of January, eighteen hundred and 
sand five hundred dollars at five per centum, i 


For fifteenth of twenty installments for two 
smiths?’ establishments, stipulated in the sec- 
ond article of the treaty of the eleventh of Jan- 


of the President, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of the fifteenth of July, eighteen 
| hundred and thirty... 


stipulated in the second article of the treaty of 


i For agricultural implements, during the pleasure thirty-nine.... ccscecceses cence wseevecsecnes 20,000 00 
i 
the nincteenth of October, eighteen hundred | 


EP E 500 00 


-ejg 5 

and "thtey: Sights tes R a A a E detray the expenses of a certain party of i| uary, eighteen hundred and thirty-nine. ...... 2,000 00 
Kickapoos. i Omaha Indians who visited the city of Wash- li For fifteenth of fifty installments for pay of two 
For nineteenth of nineteen installments as an- i| ington during the months of February and |; millers, stipulated in the second article of the 
nuity, stipulated in the fourth article of the i March, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, the i; treaty of the eleventh of January, eighteen 

treaty of the twenty-fourth of October, eighteen {| same, or so much thereof as may be necessary, i| hundred and thirty-nine......eseeeeeeeeeeeee 1,200 00 
hundred and thirty-tw0...cecen ees 5,000 00 || to be expended under the direction of the Sec- i| For interest on sixty nine thousand one hundred 
Kansas ji retary of the Interiors... .cecee eeeeeeeeee eres 3,000 00!) and twenty dollars, at five per centum, being 
ae ; For the Omaha Indians.......... serrer e0056+ 25,000 00 :| the valuation of fifty-four sections of land, set 


For interest on two hundred thousand dollars, at 


: r 4 a h apart by the treaty of the second of June, eigh- 
live per centum, stipulated iu the second article Ottoes and Missourias. i p i on 


if teen hundred and twenty-five, for educational 


of the trey of the fourteenth of January, eigh- |, For education, during the pleasure of the Presi- ‘| purposes, per resolution of the Senate of the 
teen hundred and forty Aaaa tie cence 10300000 dent, stipulated in the fourth article of the ‘| nineteenth of January, eighteen hundred and 
Miamis. treaty of the twenty first of September, eigh- I] thrty-Cight....cscccscsevevccesesseerssceoss 3,456 G0 


f 
ere Gre ate P n | _ teen hundred and thirty Mree....ssrssssoess. 509 00 ;; : 
For permanent annuiiy, stipulated in the fourth | For pay of farmer, during the pleasure of the i Piankeshaws. 
| 3 ' 


> of the treaty of the twenty-third of Oc- Presi tipul i i arti o ! For 7 ity, sti i 

A ik À Mia g resident, stipulated in the fifth article of the | For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 

‘ighteen hundred and twenty six. ...... 25,000 00 |; treaty of the twenty- fi article of the treaty of the third of August, sev- 
teen hundred and thi enteen hundred and ninety-five... cece ceceee 500 00 


rst of September, eigh- 
UCC PRET IN 600 00 


j 
| For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleasure ‘| For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
ny i of the President, stipulated in the fourth arti- || article of the treaty of the thirtieth of Decem- 
Operaa Ae 20 00 i! cle of the treaty of the fifteenth of July, eigh- i ber, eighteen hundred and five..... cc. cece ie 300 00 
s steech, &c., stipulated in the fifth article |i teen hundred and thirty Speen 720 09 || 
of the treaty ot the sixth of October, eighteen jl ae tions steel, ie, aura de blessareacme. ooo | Pawnees. 
hundred and eighteens. ce ccs eeeeeeseereeseees 2000F President, stipulated in the fourth article of {į For agricultural implements, during the pleasure 
For permanent provision for the purchase of one if the treaty of the fifteenth of July. eighteen i} ofthe President, stipulated in the fourth article 
thousand pounds of tobacco, two thousand | hundred and thirty...... 00... as 220 00 || ` of the treaty of the ninth of October, eighteen 
pounds of iron, and one thousand pounds of i TIDER a laa ae i} hundred and thirty-throe.......ccseceesaseeee 1,000 00 
steel, stipulated in the fourth article of the ! Ottowas. : F JE 
treaty of the twenty-third of October, eighteen |) For permanent annuity stipulated in the fourth t Poliawatomies of Huron. 


hundred and twenty-Six..ceccces cee e eee ee ene 770 00 article of the treaty of the third of August, sev- ; For permanent annuity, stipulated in tile second 


For permanent provision for pay of miller in lien enteen hundred and ninety-five.. 1,000 00 |} article of the treaty of the seventeenth of No- 
of gunsmith, stipulated in the fifth article of the | For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second || vember, eighteen hundred and seven.......... 400 00 
treaty of the sixth of October, eighteen hundred i article of the treaty of the seventcenth of No- | Pottawatomi 
and cighteen, and the fifth article of the treaty i vember, eighteen bundred and seven......... 800 00 PEOS 


ofthe twenty-fourth of October, eighteen hun- For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 


| 
| For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
i 


eighteen hundred and nin. ...sesecassessoss: 500 00 
For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of the second of October, 


tober, cigbleen hundred and eighteen... ....08 320 00 
For education and support of poor during the 
pleasure of Congress, stipulated in the sixth 


August, eighteen hundred and twenty ane.... 1,000 00 
Ollowas and Chippewas. 


i 
dred and thirty OUP... ccc cseeeeecreseeeeeess 600003: article of the treaty of the seventeenth of Sep- || article of the treaty of the third of August, sev- 
For permanent. prevision for purehase of one | tember, eighteen hundred and cighteen.,..... 1,500 00 || n enteen hundred and ninety-five.. Se ne aces . 4,000 00 
hundred and sixty bushels of salt, stipulated in il For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth || For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third ar- 
the fifthartiele of the treaty of the sixth of Oc- | article of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of i ticle of the treaty of the thirtieth of September, 


: lated in the fourth article of the treaty of the 


Dlacksmiths and assistants, stipulated in th Š i $ : 
k and ass S, Stipulated in the stipulated in the third article of the treaty of 


$ i 

second article of the treaty of the third of Sep- tw i i |! à i 

tember, elgliteen hundred and thirty six... p. 1,440 00 || meent of March, cighteen me and Sean | the seventh of June, eighteen hundred and 
3 i Sere ee sae rome t enna rs eeneeres serie wes Hi 


article of the treaty of the twenty-third of Oc- | For eighteenth of twenty installments, stipulated ‘| _ eighteen hundred and cight@cn.....ccceeeee ees 2,500 00 
tober, cightcen huudred and twenty six....... 2,000 00|) im the fourth article of the treaty of the twen- ‘| For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second 
For twelft oftwenty installinents in inoney, stip- |i ty-eighth day of March, eighteen hundred and ‘| article of the treaty of the twentieth of Septem- 
vated in the second article of the treaty of the Vy UDILLYWSIN vee ee ee eee ee eeee teteereeeeeresees 30,000 06 (| ber, eighteen hundred and twenty-eight....... 2,000 00 
iwenty-cighth of November, cightcen hundred || For interest to be paid as annuity on two hun- | For life annuity to chiefs, stipulated in the second 
and forty. ae zi 12,500,00 ji dred thousand dollars, at six percent. per an- ‘| articie of the treaty of twentieth of September, 
For permanent provision for payment in lien of || num, sipniated in the resolution of the Senate i} cighteen hundred and twenty-eight. .........6 100 99 
laborers, stipulated in the sixth article of the H of the twenty-seventh of May, eighteen hun- ‘| For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second 
treaty of the twenty-cighth of November, cigh- i)  dredand thirty-six........... +... teens ++ 12,000 00 ;| article of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of July, 
teen hundred aud forty...... A P 25) 09 |! For education for twenty years, and during th i eighteen hundred and twenty-nine.. cereus 16,000 00 
Por permanent provision for agrientiural ¢ i pleasure of Congre: tipulated in the fourth i: For twentieth of twenty installments as annuity, 
anve, stipulated in the filin articie of the treaty article of the treaty of the twenty-cighth of : stipulated in the third article of the treaty of the 
of the sixth of October, eighteen hundred and March, eighteen hundred and thirty-six....... 5,000 00 :! twentieth of October, eighteen hundred and 
cighteen..... ai ai ah Sn ae Rai 200 60 | ons for twenty years, and during the “thirty-two... 15,000 90 
R Y Ai IS H pleasure of Congress, stipulated in the fourth : For lite annuity à ated in the third 
zel Rivers, (Miamis.} artiele of the treaty of the twenty.cighth of iio article of th y of the twentieth of October. 
For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth :, March, eighteen hundred and thirty six....... 3,000 60 |) _ eighteen hundred and thirty-two........ pesoen. 400 00 
article of the treaty of the third of August, ji For vaccine matter, medicines, and pay of phy- | For twentieth of twenty installments as annuity. 
seventeen hundred and ninety fve...... KRJ 500 00: sicians, so long as the Indians remain on their | stipulated in the third article of the treaty of the 
For permanent annuity, stipniared in the third i reservations, stipulated in the fourth article of a twenty-sixth of October, cightcen hundred and 
article of the treaty of the twenty first of Au- i the treaty of the twenty- eighth of March, eigh- i MOY AAW Oars sirnaa ees 29,090 00 
gust, cighteen bundred and five...... assola.. 250 60: teen hundred and thirty-six... ce. c.cec,eeee 360 00 | For eighteenth of twenty instalimen 8 á 
For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third :: For eighteenth of twenty installments, for the u ida 
article of the treaty of the thirtieth of Sep- |. purchase of provisions, stipulated in the fourth a -xixth of September, eighteen hun- 
tember, eighteen hundred and nine........... 350 60 | article of the treaty of the twenty-eighth of | dred and thirty-three j è yopa i 14,600 60 
For payment ofannuities to said Miami nation. [Indefinite,] | _ March, eighteen hundred and thirty six....... 2,000 00 | For life annuity to chieis, stipulate í ' 
Menomoners. | For eighteenth of twenty installments, for the | article of the treaty of the twenty-sixth of Sep- 
For seventeen of twenty installer Sus naw 1) purchase of six thousand five hundred pounds tember, eighteen handy i x 700 uO 
ati nlsi ii th Say a pened ie T 3 Sanity, {of tobacco, stipulated in the fourth article of ii For eighteenth of twenty installments as annuity, 
ar tne hi a Heese ORD article of the treaty || the treaty of the twenty eighth of March, eigh- ') stipulated in the secound supplemental article of 
eS sird ot September, eighteen hundred ae |, „7 teen hundred and thirty-six...... +--+ 600 00 the treaty of the twenty-sixth of September, 
For > eve enth of twenty ener mOn 20,000 00 |i For eighteenth of twenty installments, for the i| _ eighteen hundred and thirty-three ..........., 2,000 00 
Or renty instalime: |: purchase of one hundred barrels of salt, stipi- i! For permanent provision for the purchase of salt, 
li i 
| 
| 
i 
i 


hree senaosa aanne da ddaente ees EES 140 00 


xxu 


For permanent provision for the purchase of one 
hundred and sixty bushels of salt, stipulated in 
the third article of the treaty of the sixteenth of 
October, eighteen hundred and twenty-six.... 

For education, during the pleasure of Congress, 
stipulated in tbe third article of the treaty of 
thesixteenth of October, eighteen hundred and 
LWENEY-BIX. see cee ee ce ee ene cde esens 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- 
sistant, stipulated in the third article of the 
treaty of the sixteenth of October, eighteen 
hundred and tWenty-BiX...ssessvesesseoeseoe 

For permanent provision for iron, steel, &c., for 
shop, stipniated in the third articleof the treaty 
of the sixteenth of October, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-six..... Msi sosveswa dee weceese 

For education, during the pleasure of Congress, 
stipulated in the second article of the treaty of 
the twentieth of September, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-eight...ccccececee estare ceeeeneee 

For permanent provision fer the payment in 
moncy, in lieu of two thousand pounds of to- 
bacco, fifteen hundred pounds of iron, and 
three hundred and fifty pounds of steel, stip- 
ulated in the second article of the treaty of the 
twentieth of September, eighteen hundred and» 
twenty-eight, and the tenth article of the treaty 
of the fifth of June, eighteen hundred and for- 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- 
sistant, stipulated in the second articie of the 
treaty of the twentieth of September, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-eight, Frees 

For permanent provision for , steel, &e., for 
shop, stipulated in the second article of the 
treaty of the twentieth of September, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-cight......cccsvevencene 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- 
sistant, stipulated in the second article of the 
treaty ofthe twenty-ninth ofJuly, eighteen hun- 
dred and twonty-nine..... 6. eset eens Pida 

For permanent provision for iron, steel, &c., for 
shop, stipulated in the second article of the 
treaty of the twenty-ninth ofJuly, cightcen hun- 
dred and fWENtY-NINC. secure cece osasit eeeeee 

For permanent provision for the purehase of fifty 
barrels of salt, stipulated in the second article 
of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of July, eigh- 
teen hundred and twenty-nine. ..csesseeeeees 

For education, during the pleasure of Congress, 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of 
the twenty-seventh of October, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-tW0. cece cere eee eee cece ne tees 

For interest on six hundred and forty-three thon- 
sand dollars, at five per centum, stipulated in 
the seventh article of the treaty of the filth of 


June, cighteen hundred and forty-six......... 92,150 00 | 


Quapaws. 


For twentieth of twenty installments as annuity, 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of 
the thirteenth of May, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-three cs ces cee r ee reeee eee ee ee eeee neces 

For education, during the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent, stipulated in the third article of the treaty 
of the thirteenth of May, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-three .occee cece cee ee werent e re neeeees 

Por blacksmith and assistant, during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated in the third article 
of the treaty of the thirteenth of May, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-three... ssseeeeseeeee 

For iron, steel, &c., for shop, during the pleas- 
ure of the President, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of the thirteenth of May, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-three.. -sss cree. 

For pay of farmer, during the pleasure of the 
President, stipulated in the third article of the 
treaty of the thirteenth of May, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-three. . cise seeseeenceee veneer 


Six Nations of New York. 


For permanent annuity, stipulated in the sixth 
article of the treaty of the eleventh of Novem- 
ber, seventeen hundred and ninety four...... 


Senecas of New York. 


For permanent annuity, in lieu of interest on 
stack, per act of the ninetcenth of February, 
eighteen hundred and thirty ONC...... ese sees 

For interest in lieu of investment on seventy- 
five thousand dollars, at five per centum, per 
act of twenty-sevenih of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty SiXs.ccscveee sree recseeereeees 


Siockbridges. 


Siou of Mississippi. 

For interest on three bundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, stipulated in the second ar 
ticle of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty seven... 

For sixteenth of twenty installments as annuity 
in good : 
treaty of the twenty ninth of September, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-seven.....+eee.+ 

For sixteenth of twenty i Iiments for the pur- 
chase of medicines, agricultural implements, 
and stock, and for support of farmers, physi- 
cians, and blacksmith, Ke., stipulated in the 
second article of tie treaty of the twenty-ninth 
of September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
BEVEN seresr orreee 

For sixteenth of twenty installments for the pur- 
chase of provisions, stipulated in the second 


s stipulated in the second article of the . 


2,000 00 | 


720 00, 


220 00 


1,000 00 


300 00 


720 00 


220 00 


2,000 00 


1,600 09 |) 


840 00 


220 00 


600 00 


4,500 00 


6,000 09 


3,750 00 || 


825 00} 


15,000 00 | 
10,000 00 


8,250 00 


article of the treaty of the twenty ninth of Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty seven... 


| For fulfilling treaties with the Sioux of the Mis- 


sissippi, to wit: For payment of the chiefs of 
the See see toan and Wak pay toan bands of 
Dakota or Sioux Indians, to enable them to 
settle their affairs, and to comply with their 
present just engagements; for expenses of re- 
moval of the said bands from the tands ceded, 
and for subsistence of themselves for one year 
thereafter, per first clause of the fourth article 
of the treaty of twenty-third July, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-one, ratified by the Senate of 
the United States on the twenty third of June, 


5,500 00 


eighteen hundred and fifty tWO.....esaes aeee 275,000 00 


For this amount, to be laid out under the direc- 
tion of the President, for the establishment of 
manual labor schools, the erection of mills and 
blacksmith shops, opening farms, fencing and 
breaking land, and for such other beneficial ob- 
jects as may he deemed most conducive to the 
prosperity and happiness of said Lidians, per 


second clause of the same article and treaty.. 30,000 00 


For interest, ai the rate of five per centum, on 
the sum of one million three hundred and sixty 


thousand dollars, per same article and treaty. 68,000 00 |; 


For interest, at the rate of five per cenfum, on 
the sum of one hundred and twelve thousand 
dollars, (to be added to the trust fund provided 
for in the fourth article,) being the amount 
allowed in lieu of the reservation set apart in 
the third article, containing one million one 
hundred and twenty thousand acres, at ten 
cents per acre, per Senate’s amendment to the 
aforesaid treaty .... ce cece cee s ssoecasossoorse 

For payment to the chiefs of the Med-ay-wa- 
kantoan and Wah-pay-koo-tah bands of Da- 
kota or Sioux Indians, to enable them to setlle 
their affairs and comply with their present just 
engagements; for expenses of reimoval of said 
Indians from the lands eeded, and for subsist- 
euce for themselves for one year thereafter, per 
first clause of the fourth article of the treaty of 
fifth August, cighteen hundred and fifty-one, 
ratified by the Senate of the United States, 
twenty-third June, eighteen bundred and fifty- 


5,600 00 |: 


TWO. sreccrececcecrenrsvscanceeescseeseosss e. 220,000 00 


For this amount, to be laid out under the direc- 
tion of the President, for the establishment of 
manual tabor schools, the crection of millsand 
blacksmith shops, opening farms, fencing and 
breaking lands, and for sneh other beneficial 
objects as may be deemed most conducive to 
the prosperity and happiness of said indians, 
per second clause of came article and treaty... 

For interest, at the rate of five percentum, on the 
sum of one million one hundred and sixty 
thousand dollars, per same clause, article, and 
treaty......- 

For interest, at the rate of five per centum, on the 
sum ofsixty- nine thousand dollars, (to be added 
to the trust fund provided for in the fourth ar- 
ticle,) being the amount allowed in lieu of the 
reservation of lands set anart by the third ar- 
ticle. containing six hundred and ninety thou- 
sand acres, at ten cents per acre, per Senate’s 
amendment to the aforesaid treaty... errei 

Sacs and Foxes of Missow 

For interest on one hundred and fifty-seven thou- 
sand four hundred doliars, at five per cenutm, 
stipulated in the second article of the treaty of 
the twenty-first of October, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-seven......-- x 

Sacs and Foxes of Mississippi. 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of the third of November, 
eighteen hundred and four..... -+ 

‘For twenty-first of thirty installments as annuity, 
stipulated in the third article of the treaty ot 
the twenty- first September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-tWO...... esse eeeeeee seeccces 

For twenty-first of thirty installments for gun- 
smith, stipulated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of the twenty-first of September, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-two 

For twenty first of thirty installments for iron, 
steel, &c., for shop, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of the twenty-first of Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-two... 

For twenty first of thirty.installments for black- 
smith and assistant, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of the twenty-first of Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-two..... 

For twenty first of thirty installments for iron, 
steel, &c., for shop, stipulated in the fourth ar- 
ticle of the treaty of the twenty first of Sep- 
tember, cighteen hundred and thirty-two... 

For twenty-first of thirty installments for forty 
barrels of salt, stipulated in the fourth articie 
of the treaty of the twenty-first of September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two..... 

For twenty-first of thirty installments for forty 
kegs of tobacco, stipulated in the fourth arti- 
cle of the treaty of the twenty-first September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two.......ee cere 

For interest on two hundred thousand dollars, at 
five per centum, stipulated iu the second arti- 
cle of the treaty of the twenty-first of October, 
eighteen hundred and thirty seven........- ane 

For interest on eight hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, stipulated in the second ar- 
ticle of the treaty of the eleventh of October, 
eighteen hundred and fOrty-tWO..isererrs cree 


Shawnees. 
For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of the third of August, 
seventeen hundred and ninety-five........ - 


3,450 00 


7,879 00 


1,000 00 


20,000 00 


600 00 


220 00 


840 00 | 


220 00 


260 00 


go 00 © 
10,000 00 : 


40,000 00 ` 


1,060 00 


| For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
‘| article of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of Sep- 
ii. tember, eighteen hundred and seventeen. aes 
i) For permanent provision for the purchase of salt, 
} stipulated in the third article of the treaty of 
| the seventh of June, eighteen hundred ànd 
| aes 
| 


Three... cee enee 
For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated in the fourth article ; 


For iron, steel, &c., during the pleasure of the: 
President, stipulated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of the eighth of August, eightéen hun- 
dred and thirty-one.... see cree sence cee 


Senecas and Shawnees. 

| For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 

article of the treaty of the seventeenth of Sep- 

i tember, eighteen hundred and eighteen....... 

f For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleasure 

i! of the President, sti pulated in the fourth article 

i; of the treaty of the twentieth of July, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-0N€....ssrsesesress onsere 

For iron, steel, &c., for shops, during the pleas- 

i ure of the President, stipulated in the fourth 

i! article of the treaty of the twentieth of July, 

eighteen hundred and thirty-On€.+.sseereares 

Senecas. 

: For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and seventeen. sesu. 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth” 
article of the treaty of the seventeenth of Sep- 

: tember, eighteen hundred and eighteen....... 
For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleasure 

of the President, stipulated in the fourth article 

of the treaty of the twenty-eighth of February, 

i eighteen hundred and thirty one....... 

' For iron, steel, &c., forshop, during the pleasure 

i ofthe President, stipulated in the fourth article 

| of the treaty of the twenty-eighth of February, 

| eighteen hundred and UWirty-on€..iie.seeeeee 
| For pay. of miller, during the pleasure -of the 

i President, stipulated in the fourth article of 

| the treaty of the twenty-eighth of February, 

j 

| 


| hundred and thirty-one... ssceveaace seetoeee 
i 
i 


ate 


eighteen hundred and thirty ON. sere eeee 
Wyandotts. 
| For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of the seventeenth of 
March, eighteen hundred and forty-two...... 
‘For permanent provision for blacksmith and 
li assistant, stipulated in the cighth article of the 
ii - treaty of the seventeenth of March, eighteen 
i| hundred and forty tWO.. ss eee e cree eee ee tees 
ii For permanent provision for iron, steel, &c., for 
shop, stipulated in the eighth article of the treaty 
of the seventeenth of March, eighteen hundred 
l and forty tWO...ssossessssetoesesesoareorina 
| For permanent provision for education, stipulated _ 
in the fourth article of the treaty of the seven- 
teenth of March, eighteen hundred and forty- 


Weas. 
| For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fifth 


article of the treaty of the second of October, 
eighteen hundred and cighteenieceseceesseee 
: Winnebagoes. 
IÍ For twenty-fourth of thirty instaliments, as an- 
|: nuity, stipulated in the second article of the 
‘| treaty of the first of August, eighteen hundred 
ANG LWENLY- NING... cece nace cere were toeennen 
i For twenty-first of twenty seven installments, as 
' annuity, stipulated in the third articlé of the 
| treaty of the fifteenth of September, eighteen 
| hundred and thirty tWa..sesseseeosseseereees 
: For twenty-fourth of thirty installments, for the 
; purchase of fifty barrels of salt, stipulated in 
| the second article of the treaty of the first of 
© Angust, cighteen hundred and twenty nine... 
| Por twenty-fourth of thirty installments, for the 
| purchase of three thousand pounds of tobacco, 
stipniated in the second article of the treaty 
i of the first of Augumt, eighteen hundred and 
1 AUWENTY-TIME cece eves e cence cee ene er ne teees 
i| For twenty. first of twenty. seven installments, for 
|! the purchase # one thousand five hundred 
i pounds of tobacco, stipulated in the fifth arti- 
cle of the treaty of the fifteenth of September, 
eightcen hundred and thirty-two.... 
For twenty-fourth of thirty installments, for three 
piacksmiths and assistants, stipulated in the 
third article of the treaty of the first of August, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine... .rs ereas 
For payment of reasonable compensation, trav- 
eling, transportation, and subsistence of A.M, 
Mitchell, and a posse of citizens of Minnesota 
Territory, sammoned by him while marshal of 
said Territory, and engaged in the suppression 
of Indian @isturbances of said Territary, about 
| the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
Hi. fifty... ceeces è 
i| For twenty-fourth of thirty instaliments, for iron, 


steel, &e., for shop, stipulated in the third ar- 
sh- 


` ticle of the treaty of the first of August, ej 
1, teen hundred and twenty-nine......... 
| For twenty-fourth of thirty instalime 
borers and oxen, stipulated in the th 
of the treaty of the first of August, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-nine.....- Save dusles ets 
i For twenty-first of twenty-seven installments, for 
education, stipulated in the fourth article of 
the treaty of the fifteenth of September, eigh- 
i tegn hundred and thirty-tW0O.s.ssesrsrsresese 
\ For twenty-first of twenty-seven installments, for 
2 six agriculturists, purchase of oxen, plows, and 


2,000.00. 


60.00. 


of the treaty of the eighth of August, eighteen — 


220 00 
‘en es 
500.00 
840 00 
220 00 


600. 09 


17,500 00 
840 00 
370 00 
500 00 


3,000 00 


18,000 00 
10,000 00 


250 00 


600 60 


300 06 


2,160 00 


1,600 00 


365 00 


3,000 00 


E 
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other implements, stipulated in the fifth article | 


of the treaty of the fifteenth of September, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-two..... «+ 2,500 00 5) 
For twenty-first of twenty-seven installments, for H 
pay of two physicians, stipulated in the fifth 
article of the treaty of the fifteenth of Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-two......... 
For interest on one miltion one hundred thousand 
dollars, at five per centum, stipulated in the l 
fourth article of the treaty of the first of Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven. ....... 55,000 00 | 
For interest on eighty-five thousand dollars, at 
five per centum, stipulated in tle fourth article 
of the treaty of the thirteenth of October, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-Six....sscssseeseeeees 
For payment to the heirs of Cyrus Cheice, the 
balance due for services rendered by him as 
acting Indian agent in New Mexico, from the 
ninth of December, eighteen hundred and forty- 
nine, to the fourteenth of September, eighteen 


400 00 


4,250 00 


hundred and fifty, at the rate of fifteen hundred 
and fifty dollars per annum, after deducting 
the sum of fifty dollars heretofore paid to Cyrus 
CHOICE eee eee eee fs 

For payment to Presha Bedwell, (formerly S 
Foreman,) being the amount of an award by the 
Cherokee Commissioners in her favor, whieh 
was erroneously paid by a farmer Cherokee 
agent to some onc who personated the proper 
claimant .... sees 

For payment to Horsefly, being the amount of an 
award by the first board of Cherokee Commis- 
gioncrs, less the amount of six dollars allowed 
as a fee to theattorney, for an improvement be- 
longing to Tianey, (the deceased wife of Horse- 
fly,) improperly valued and paid for to Tawney, 
of the same town in the country CASE cee eeeees 54 00 

For pay ment to Se-ka-wee,a Cherokee, only heir 
of Woo.tee-ti-eh, deceased, for an improve- 
ment in furkeytown Valley, Alabama, Which 
was improperly valued and paid for t0 Rachel 
Bright, a white woman, the said Woo-tee-ti-eh, 
deceased, being the righful owner...... 

For compensation to three Special agent 
interpreters for the Indian tribes of Tex 
for the purchase of presents... z 

For presents to the Cumanches, Kiaways, and 
other Indians on the Arka river, and to 
enable the President to treat with said fndians 

For defraying expenses incident to the visit of 
the Pueblo Indians and'their attendants from 
New Mexico to Washington, and to defray 
their expensos to their homes... tees 

For general objects incident to Indian service in 

New Mexico.. dee er eee seen se tens teese 

For expenses of running and marking the east- 
ern boundary line of the Creek country west of 
ATKANSOS cece reece erences 

For payment to James M. Marsh, to cover the 
Joss of his property destroyed by a band of 
Siow Indians, in the month of July, eighteen 
hundred and forty-nine, while extending “ the 
secoud connection line’? of the pubiie surveys 
in the State of Towa, to the Missouri river, 
under contract with €. H. Booth, surveyor 
general of the United States. .ceeerereee cree 

For expenses of the California Superintendency, 

to wit: 

For salary of Superintendent oeervereerese sere 

For ay or clerk 10 Superintendent sse sses. 2,500 00 
3 


1,137 76 


464 00 


166 50 


15,000 00 


20,000 00 | 


7,500 00 | 
20,000 00 | 


7,990 00 | 


1,200 00 | 


For otce rent, stationery, fuel, and lights, and 
jal letters...+.+ 


ostage on oni eee 8,00 
For interprete . e. pees 3,060 00 
For the preservation of peace with those [udians 

who have been dispossessed of their lands ia | 

California, until permanent arrangements be 

made for their tuture settlement... ++ ++ 100,000 00 | 
Furniture for Superinterdent’s offi fe 500 00 į 
Fings for di-tribution among the tribes 500 00 
For expenses of compiling maps, under the st 

vision of the Commissioner of Tndian Affairs, 

for the use of the committees of the Senate and 

House of Representatives, and Indian Bureau, 

showing the present boundaries of the Indian | 

territory, andthe Socation of the various [n- 

dian tribes within the United States....-.++-+ 500 00 


$2,011,469 85 


By the act making appropriations for the improvement 
of certain harbors and rivers. 


For the continuation of the Delaware break- 
water ..... PARRER . e. a a + + $30,000 00 
For the construction of a harbor on the east side ! 
of Reedy Istand, Port Penn, Delaware......- 51,090 00 , 
For the repairs of the works at the harbor of 
Chester, on the Delaware river....ees 
Yor the removal of obstructions in the Savannah 
river, ata place called ‘Phe Wrecks, and the 
improvement of the navigation of said river.. 40,000 00 
For continuing the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Hudson river, above and below Al- 
bany, and not above Troy...ccseeereeeeee ees 50,000 00 | 
Fer the improvement of the navigation of the 
90,000 00 : 


5,000 00 | 


Mississippi river, below the rapids.........-. 
For the Ohio, including the repairs of the dam i 
at Cumberland [SIaDd.. ce cere es ceeeeeeeeeees 90,000 00 | 
For the M uri and the Arkausas rivers, each | 
forty thousand doNars....cceeeeeee eee eee ees 80,000 06 | 
For the construction aud repair of snag boats, | 
dreage-honts, discharging scows, and machin- i 
ery to be used on the Mississippi, Ohio, Mis- | 
souri, Arkansas, and otter western rivers, ... 150,000 00 H 
For the improvement of James and Appomattox i 
rivers, below the citics of Richmond and Pe- i 
tersburg ses.. sever serve teeerscesseeserses 45,000 00 $ 


t 
t 


For a survey in reference to the construction of 


For the improvement of the Rock River rapids, 

and the Des Moines rapids, in the M ippt 

river, at the lower chain and the Englist’chain 100,000 00 
For opening a ship channel of sufficient capt- 

city to accommodate the wants of commerce, 

through the most convenient pass leading from 

the Mississippi river into the Gulf of Mexico.. 75,000 00 
For removing the raft of Red river......eereeee 160,000 00 
For the improvement of the navigation of the 

Colorado river, Texas......e0+++ +» 29,000 00 
For the survey of the Trinity river, Texas, in- 


cluding the bar at the mouth......--.- e... 8,000 00 
For a breakwater at Richmond Island harbor, 

and repairing the breakwater in Portland har- 

bor, Maine. ...sssresrsethrareereererseeeres 10,000 00 


For removing the rocks obstructing the naviga- 
tion near Fall’s Island, Cohseook bay, Maine. 5,000 00 


a breakwater on the eastern side of the Island 

of Martinieus, Maine.......+.+ 
For the protection of Great Brewster Island, in 

the harbor of Boston.......eseeee eee ++ 30,000 60 
For the preservation of Cape Cod harbor, at and 

near Provincetown, Massachusetts... a.s.. eree 
For repairing the breakwater at Hyannis harbor, 


1,000 00 


5,000 00 
5,000 00 


DOr... becca creer eee t ween econ eens PaE] 


2,500 00 


Massachusetts... 1,500 00 
For repairing the injuries done to the Govern- 
ment works on Plymouth beach, in the great 
storm of eighteen hundred and fifty-one...... 
For a survey in reference to the improvement of 
the harbor of Scituate, in connection with the 
North river, Massachusetts........+-+++ 
For the removal of Middle Rock, designated on 
the chart as Rocky buoy, in the harbor of New 
Maven, Connecticut... .seceeerereevereeeses 
For removing a rock near the mouth of the Se- 
konk river, harbor of Providence, Rhode Isl- 
AN esesosecassos eee 
For the further improvement of the harbor of 
New York, by removing the rocks at Hell 
Gate and Diamond Reef, in the East river.... 20,000 00 
For a sarvey of the harbor of Port Jefferson, 
New York, with reference to the improvement 
MEVCOF. as cece eee ceoseeseoeseceeoseneseso 
For the removal of the bar at the junction of the 
Passaic and Haekensack rivers, in Newark 
bay, Now Jerseve.ceseceeeseeee sererese eres 10,000 00 
For the survey of Cranbury Inlet, Barnegat bay, 
New Jersey, in reference to its improvement., 1,000 00 
For the improvement of the Patapsco river, from i 
Fort McHenry to the mouth of saidriver... .. 20,000 00 
For the construction of a steam-dredge, equip 
ment and discharging-scows for the waters of 
the Chesapeake bay and the Atlantic coast... 20,000 00 
For removing obstructions at the mouth of the 
Susquehanna river, near Havre de Grace, 
Maryland... cee cecese ce te rece ees cose ee tees . 10,000 60 
For reopening a communication between Albe- 
marle sound, North Carolina, and the Atlantic 
ocean, by the construction of a breakwater 
across Croatan SOUND... reeee eee eereree cence 
For completing the improvement of the harbor 
of Washington, North Carolina... ssesss essre 
For the improvement of the harbor of Charleston, 
South Carolina. cccceseceececsce ceeeseeceeas 
For the improvement of the harbor of Mobile, 
Alabama, at Dog River Bar and the Choctaw 
Pas doce cccenvecseracs oe 
For a survey in reference to the removal of ob- 
structions to the navigation of Bayou La 
Fourche, Louisiana... ...ee cere vere cree eee 
For the construction of a harbor on Lake Pon- 
chartrain, near the city of New Orleans.,...., 25,000 00 
For continning the surveys of the northern and 
northwestern lakes, including Lake Superior. 25,000 00 
For the improvement of the harbor of Manitoo- 


5,000 00 
wesee 1,000 00 
6,000 00 
5,000 00 


1,200 00 


50,000 v0 
5,000 00 
50,000 00 


50,000 00 


2,500 00 


wac, Wisconsin..... essre PETTE ETTET pasaia 8,000 00 
For the improvement of the harbor of Sheboygan, 

Wisconsitt cc... cece eee eee swasa ia asasena aaa 10,000 00 
For continuing the improvement of tbe harbor of 

Racine, Wiscousitl..... cere ee eee ETETEN .. 10,000 00 
For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 

Milwaukie, Wisconsin s...ssereesseseeeeeese 15,000 00 
For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 

Kenosha, (formerly Southport,) Wisconsin .. 10,000 00 
For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 

Chicago, DINOS.. sese eee cee e ee cre tenner .. 20,000 00 
For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 

Michigan City, Indiana, or the Jaying down of i 


a floating breakwater and safety anchorage, as 

the Secretary of War may determine......... 20,000 00 
For the inprovement of the 

falo, Michigan... 
For continuing the impr 


St. Joseph, Michigan........ 0... see e reece ee 10,000 00 | 
For the improvement of Blac | 
Michigan ESERSE 3000 00 

For the preservation of the 
of Grand river, Michigan. ... s.s.s.. ieesses. 2,000 00 | 
For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth i 
of Clinton river, Michigan.. 5,060 00 | 
i 


For the improvement of the n 
Clair flats, connecting the upperand lowerlakes 20,000 00 
For completing the imprevement of the River 
Raisin harhor, Michigan. .....0..204 sses.. 14,009 00 
For constructing a steam-dredge, equipment and 


disehbarg seows for Lake Michigan.......- 9,000 00 
For preserving the harbor of Sandusky City, and 

improving the same........-- here a... 15,000 00 | 
For continuing the improvement of the harbor at | 

the mouth of Black river, on Lake Erie, Ohio 5,000 00 | 


For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Cleveland, Ohbio...,.. essere cscs ceeeeeeeree ee 30,000 00 


For the further improvement of the harbor of 
Fairport, at the mouth of Grand river, Ohio... 10,600 00 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Ashtabula, Ohio. .. 10,000 00 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Erie, Pennsylvania.. .ssserererrrereserereree 30,090 00 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Dunkirk, New York......-- 30,000 00 
14,000 00 


For repairing the sea- wall at the harbor of Bufiato, 
New York .... cceseeeree eee 
For constructing a steam- dredge, equipment and 
discharging scows for Lake Erie... sssereees 
For continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Oak Orchard creek, Lake Ontario, New York 
For continuing the removal of obstructions iv the 
harbor at the mouth of the Genesee river, Lake 
Ontario, New York......+ Bere ca 
For the improvement of the Harbor of Sodus bay, 
Lake Ontario, Cayuga county, New York... 
For continuing the improvement of the iarbor of 
Oswego, Lake Ontario, New York 


For constructing a steam- dredge, equi 


20,000 09 
10,500 00 


20,000 00 
10,000 00 
40,000 00 


discharging-scows fer Lake Ontario. e.. essre 20,000 00 
For a survey of the Rappahannock river, Vir- 

ginia.... Ladaasticee cee atsee pie, 3000.00 
For a survey of Taunton river and New Bedford 

harbor, Massachusetts... sseese cree scenes .. 8,000 00 


For improving the Kennebec river, from the 
United States arsenal wharf, in Augusta, 


Maine, to Lovejoy’s Narrows. ....+ereeeeeees 6,000 00 
For asurvey of San Antonio river, Texes +» 1,500 00 
For surveys of the harbors at Sabine, Galveston, 

Paso Cavallo, Velasco, Brazos de Santiago, 

and Corpus Christi, and the rivers Sabine, 

Brazos, and Trinity, Texas... eee sere eres ee 5,000 00 
For repairing the publie works at Little Egg bar- 

bor, New Jersey....+- suvcerecreceseees 8,500 00 
For a survey of East Pascagoula river, Missis- 

Sippis.sess eresse or eereerriserereert saasaa 5,000 00 
For a survey of Providence harbor, Rhode Tsland. 1,500 00 
For a survey and examination of the falls of the 

ONIO riversscsescceevceecceetecessesteereres 5,000 00 
For the repair of the sea-wall at Marblehead, 

Massachusetts.. esse seresrossesesesereereere 500 00 
For the repair of the harbor of Georgetown, 

South Carolina.. ssse eee eee Sis fa 3,000 00 
For a survey of Shrewsbury river, 1,500 00 
For repairing the piers at Kennebunk, Maine... 7,500 00 
For a breakwater at Owlshead harbor, or at 

Rockland harbor, in Maine, as the Department 

of War shall decide.. ..ssseeseeceeese eseese. 15,000 00 


| For the further removal of obstructions and the 


improvement-of the harbor of Dubuque, Iowa. 15,000 00 
For repairing the piers in Great Sodus bay, New 
10,000 00 


For improving Cape Fear river at and below 
Wilmington, North Carolina... sseeseseresee 29,000 00 


| For repairing the piers at Huron river barbor, 


OhiOvs ccc cecete cr careesersesecescseeeresses 10,000 00 
For continuing and repairing the breakwater at 
Burlington, VErMONt.... cee eecesereeceverce 10,000 00 
For repairing the piers at Conneaut, Ohio...... 10,000 00 
For repairing the piers and for improving the har- 
bor at New Castle, Delaware............-2+. 15,000 00 
For the further improvement of the harbor at 
Bridgeport, Connecticut.. ds senese 10,000 00 
For improvement of the river Saint Jobn, Florida 10,000 00 
For the completion of the old line of survey, or 
new line, as may be deemed expedient, for a 
ship-canal across the peninsula of Florida... 20,000 00 
Fora survey of the sand-bars in Newark bay, 
New Jersey. ..ssececssecsseseeveresceerestes 2000 00 
For building a Jevee across the mouth of the 
river San Diego, in the State of California, to 
turn it into its former channel, into False Bay. 
For a survey of the harbor of Ogdensburg, New 
York, with reference to its improvement. .... 
For constructing a steam-dredge, equipment and 
discharging scows, for Lake Champlain, and 
improving the navigation thercof..... setae Shas 
For connecting the waters of the Indian River, 
and Mosquito lagoon, at the Haulover, Florida. 
For the repairs, preservation, and contingencies 
of the harbor-works on the Atlantic coast.... 
For repairs and contingencies of barbors and 
rivers, and to meet charges for transportation 
of officers and for fuel and quarters, the pay- 
ment of which is no longer made by the Quar- 
termaster’s Department, and for extra allow- 
ance to meet extra expenses under the special 
direction of the Secretary of War... a ia 
For the improvement of the navigation of the 
Tennessee river, in conformity with the esti- 
mates of the War Department of the thir- 
teenth July, eighteen hundred and fifty-two... 50,000 00 


30,000 00 
3,000 00 


20,000 00 
5,000 00 
10,000 00 


10,060 00 


| For the improvement of the navigation of the 


iinois river.......605 phate ES sasae e 30,000 00 
For the improvement of the harbor and break- 
water at Waukegan, [inois........--...++++ 15,000 00 


That the Sceretary of War cause to be exam- 
ined and surveyed the rivers Savannah, from 
the city of Savannah as high up as the city of 
Augusta, the Ocmulgee up to Macon, and the 
Flint up to Albany, and the Chattahoochee up 


to Columbus, in the State of Georgia......... 10,000 00 
For filling in behind the United States s wall, 

in the harbor of St. Augustine, Florida, with 

CAIN cece esse ceteeeeeerecereecerecrces 3,000 00 


82.124.290 00 


By the act making appropriations for the transporta- 
tion of the Uniied States mail by ocean steamers and 
otherwise, during the fiscal year ending the thirtieth 
of June, oné thousand eight hundred and fifty-three. 


For transportation of the mails from New York 
to Liverpool and back........ cer ec sven eee ee 858,000 09 


m 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


For transportation of the mails from New York 
to New Orleans, Charleston, Savannah, Ha- 
vana, and Chagres, and back. ......, eeue <.. 290,000 00 
For transportation of the mails from Panama to 
California and Oregon, and back.... -348,250 00 
For transportation ofthe mails in two steamships, 
from New York, by Southampton, to Bremen, 
and back, at one hundred thousand dollars for 
each ship, and in two steamships from New 
York, by Cowes, 10 Havre, and back, at sev- 
enty-five thousand dollars for each ‘ship, under 
the contract with the Ocean Steam Navigation 
Company of New York, in addition to an unex- 
pended balance of former appropriations...... 
For transportation of the mails between Charles- 
ton and Havana, under the contract with M. C. 
Mordecai ...4 ssc sseeeesseeceeeeeeursecesees 50,000 00 
For transportation of the mails across the Isthmus 
Of Panama... se. e sc eeeee seen cnevsee- saves 100,000 00 


$1,940,250 00 


294,000 00 


By the act making appropriations for the civil and dip- 
lomatic expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, and for other purposes. 


Legislative. 

For compensation and mileage of Senators .....110,776 00 
For compensation and mileage of Membersoftbe 

House of Representatives and Delegates from 

TPePritOrien a3 scie's oen saarron een Cost 335,352 00 
For compensation of Senators, Members of the 

House of Representatives and Delegates...... 50,000 00 
For compensation ofthe officers and clerks of both 


Houses Of CONZTCSS wee ee ce eee eeeeeeeeeee ee 49,557 50 


For the contingent expenses of the Senate, viz: 

For binding tree eeeeeeresecees 15,000 00 
For printing.... 35,000 00 
For lithographing . 


For books... . 12,000 00 
For stationery + 5,000 00 
For newspapers...... + 2,500 00 
For Congressional Globe - 6,900 00 
For reporting proceedings, &c. ...... 22,000 00 
For messengers, pages, laborers, police, horses, 

and carry-alls ........ teseeecesees. 20,000 00 
For miscellaneous iter ` 19,000 00 


For the contingent expenses of the House of Rep- 

resentatives, viz: 
For printing and binding.. sesssesssessessee eo 125,000 00 
For settling the accounts of Thomas Ritchie, as- 

signee of William M. Relt, for the printing of 

the Thirty-first Congress, one half of the prices 

given by the joint resolution of eighteen hun- ý 

dred and nineteen, be allowed, not exceeding 

the amounts that would be paid under the re- 

spective contracts,if settled by the pricesnamed 

in the act passed at the present session in regard 

to the public printing, estimating the paper at 

the actual cost thereof, sess 6.6 ceceeeeeee eee 
For printing the obituary notices of the decease 

of President Taylor, said contractor shall be 

paid the actual cost, with a profit oftwenty per 

COMUM. ceeveeveerecsveseencvesersecousees | Indefinite. } 
For furniture and repairs, s... 3,500 00 
Forstationery...es.oeseeeerreoeeseevosaeseenes 18,000 00 
F¥orsalary of librarian, reading clerk of the House 

of Representatives, clerk to the Committee on 

Claims, messengers, pages, and laborers...... 38,000 00 
For horses and mail carriages....... 2,550 00 
For fuel, oil, and candles... 2,400 00 
For newspapers..csecesseseccees 
For engraving and_lithograpbing. 
For salary of the Capitol police.. 3,560 00 
For alterations, repairs, and other miscellaneous 

ULEMS eee ne eeene eens seeeseeees 30,000 00 


Library of Congress. 

For compensation of librarian, two assistant libra- 
rians, and messenger. SREE 

To defray freight and other expenses incurred un- 

der the act to regulate the exchange of certain 

documents and other publications, approved 

June twenty-sixth, eightecn hundred and forty- 


50,000 00 


a 


aoe . 


4,500 00 


1,000 00 


For purehas a i y, and for 
contingent expenses thereof, and for purchase 
of furniture forthe SAME. .ssssssesssses . 75,000 00 
For continuing the preparation and publication of 
the works of the Expioring Expedition, includ- 
ing the expenses of the greenhouse, and for the 
settlement of arrears due on the erection of 
said greenhouse... cee seeeeseaneereneerece 25,009 00 
For purchase of law books for said Jibrary...... 2,000 00 
For the publication of the Jefferson Papers, under 
the direction of the Library Committee, in ad- 
dition to the balance of an unexpended appro- 
priations cesses reret cess eheeeees . 
Executive.. 
For compensation of the President of the United 
States.... seers 
Depariment of State. 
For compensation of the Secretary of State, and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger 


3,000 00 


in his office......-.-. veserassasreesserese es 83,700 00 
For incidental and contingent expenses of said 
Department: 


For publishing the Jaws in pamphlet form, and in 
the newsnaners of the States and Territories, 
and in the etty of Washington. ; 

For proof-reading, packing, and distributing laws 
and documents, including eases, labor, and 
transportation..... seen tees rene tees tereees 

For the purchase of such works as are immedi- 
ately required for the library of the Department 
of State ......6- 


10,C00 09 


eeassasrosresesasosetat oe 


13,500 00 | 


5,000 00 | 
<... 25,000 00 | 


ce teeeseaesenees 25,000 09 | 


2,000 00 ;; 


:| For books and binding............ 
22,325 CO - 


i For miscellanesus Iter 


For remodeling the library of the Department of 
State, arranging and classifying the collection, 
binding the pamphlets which are contamed 

. therein, and preparing -a catalogue of the 
SOM Coens eee ces eee acct eae a cie’s wus oe eeveee 

For stationery, blank-books, binding, labor, and 
attendance, furniture, fixtures, repairs, paint- 
ing, and glazing .. 

For printing (letter-press and  copper-plate) 
books and mMaps......se cece ceeetes 

For newspapers ...... 

For miscellaneous items . Seeisornes se! 


Northeast Executive Building. 


For compensation of the Superintendent and 
four watchmen of the Northeast Executive 
Building ....... cece cece tareni ua 

For contingent expenses of said building, vi 

For fuel, labor, oil, and repairs......,+. 


Treasury Department. 


For compensation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his office..... 3 

For compensation of the Fi 5 
the clerks and messenger jn his office........ 

For compensation of the Second Comptroller, 
and the clerks and messenger in his office.... 

For compensation of the First Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his OFF CO... sere ceveccccerccvccevesececcecs 

For compensation of the Second Auditor, and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger 
In Nis OFF1C€......ccccecee cocccscc ene cveees 

For compensation of the Third Auditor, and the 
clerks, messengers, and assistant messengers 
In Nis OFF CO... 2. eee ee ve E T eneees 

For compensation to temporary clerks employed 
in the office of the Third Auditor, in making 
out certificates of service from the muster-rolis 
of eighteen hundred and twelve, and the sev- 
eral Indian Wars....e cee cece ecee ese re eeeeee 

For compensation of the Fourth Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger,.and assistant messenger in 
his office........-08- 

For compensation of the Fifth Auditor, and the 
clerks and messenger in his office.......... 

For compensation of the Treasurer of the United 
States, and the clerks and messenger in his 
office isles os ae 

For compensation of the Register of the Treasu- 
ry, and the clerks. messenger, and assistant 
messenger in his Off C€...... eee ee eee eee se 

For compensation of the Solicitor of the Treasu- 
ry, and the clerks and messenger in his office. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, and the clerks and messenger in his 
OMCs praire orire sussa a 9.660054 ieaie ea 

For the temporary employment of additional 
clerks in the Auditor’s Office of the Treasury 
for the Post Office Department, to compute 
postmasters’? commissions, rendered necessary 
by the act of Congress reducing the rates of 


POStAZe..seesssossososacossosooecocsseecoses 
Contingent Expenses of the Treasury De- 
partiment. 


In the office of the Secretary of the Treasury: 
For labor, blank books, stationery, sealing ships?’ 
registers, translating foreign languages, print- 
ing, advertising, printing the public accounts, 
and extra clerk hire for preparing and collect- 
ing information to be laid before Congress, said 
clerks to be employed only during the session 
of Congress or when indispensably necessary 
to enable the Department to answer some call 
made by either House of Congress at one ses- 
sion, to he answered at anothe 
For miscellaneous items......... 
In the office of the First Comptrotier: 
For furniture... 
For blank books, binding, stationery, printing, 
AN JABOL.. 0.6. ceca ccas sere noai RnR Sr NAAA 
For miscellaneous items....- eee ee eee ees seneee 
In the office of the Second Comptroller : 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and print- 
ing blanks, including pay for ihe National In- 
telligencer and Union, to be filed, bound, and 
preserved for the use of the office...........06 

For labor, office furniture, and miscellaneous 
HLEMS cores scece ence os ste eesene 
In the office of the First Auditor: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, printing 
blanks, and labor....,....+.. . 

| For miscellancous items, including subscription 
for the Union and National Intelligencer, to be 
filed for the use of the office..... 0... ce eee ee 
In the office of the Second Auditor: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, labor, fur- 
niture, blanks, newspapers, and misceHaneous 
items........- 
Tn the office of the Third Auditor: 


For expenses of arranging document rooms and 
preserving files and papers.... 0.00006 


ii For contingencies incident to the bounty land 


SOTVICE 2.5.6 cee een se * . 
In the office of the Fourth Auditor 


For printing.. 
For labor. 

In the office of the Fifth Audito 
For blank. books, binding, and s 


1,000 00 
4,400 00 
2,000.00 


200 00 
1,000 00 


2,250 00 
3,300 00 


33,750 00 
22,150 00 
24,650 00 


23,000 00 
34,800 00 


59,150 00 


35,000 00 


20,400 00 
15,600 00 


13,750 08 


30,800 00 |: 
13,850 00 


16,570 00 


In the office of the Treasurer: 
i For blank books, binding, labor, stationery, and 
printing..... 
For misceHaneousitems. 
| In the office of the Register: . 
| For blank-books, hinding, and stationery. ..::.. 
| For blank certificates of the registers of vessels, 
blank enrojiiments, and licens@s........s..065 
For arranging and binding canceled marine pa- 
pers returned by the collectors.......00 eee 
For copper-plate printed certificates of registers 
of vessels and crew list... ces ede ace osseis 
For labor and other misceHaneousitems......+. 
Tn the office of the Solicitor: ‘ 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, . printing 
circulars and blank forms of reports of district 
attorneys, clerks of courts, and marshals, and 
for Jabor..... oe TTI PTEE N 
For statutes and reports, including those of the 
several States.........- sksini ‘eis 
For miscellaneous items... see erepeececsenees 
In the office of the Commissioner of Customs: 
For blank-books, binding, stationery printing, 
and labor....... EEE Ee TEETE 
For misce}laneousitems.....cesceeeeeecevevees 


Southeast Executive Building. 

For compensation of the superintendent and eight 
watchmen ofthe Southeast Executive Building 
For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 
For labor, fuel, and lights....... sare mi aE ai bab be 
For rent of additional buildings for the accommo- 
dation of officers of the Treasury Department. 
For fuc), watching, and miscellaneous items for 
the same....... AA, Esa dein ees waves 


Department of the Interior. 


For compensation of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the clerks, messengers, and laborers 
in hisoffice.. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and the recorder, 
draughtsman, assistant draughtsman, clerks, 
messengers, assistant messengers, and packers 
in his office... š 

For compensation of the Commiss an 
Affairs, and the clerks, messenger, and assist- 
ant messenger in his OfMCO... 6... eee ee assess 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the clerks and messengers in his 
office. 

For compensation to temporary clerks employed 


Severe ereenr ewes cernee 


Contingent Expenses of the Department of 
the Interior. 
Tn the office of the Secretary of the Interior: 
For stationery, printing, binding furniture, and 
repairs, subseription to newspapers, introdu- 
cing gas into the Patent Office, fuel, and other 


2,000 00 


1 
{ 
i 
H 
H 
H 
} 
i 


10,550 00 
2,800 00 


100 00 |; 


2,034 00 
125 00 |: 


700 00 
800 00 |i 
H 


1,200 00 


300 00 | 


1,500 00 


2,000 00 
1,000 6 
1,400 00 
` 660 00 

50 00 


160 00 
200 09 


250 00 


175 00 |, 


350 00 


i For compensa 


CONTINGENCIES «2.6 eee 4 
For library books and MapS.essssesussorseserees 


Tn the Gencral Land Offic 
For compensation of laborerS....esesrorererreve 
For cash system and military patents under laws 

prior to act of twenty-cighth September, eigh- 

teen hundred and fifty, patent and other rec- 
ords, tract-books, blank-books, and blank 
forms, for the district land offices, binding plats, 
field-notes, and stationery, office furniture, and 
repairs of the same, including carpets for rooms, 
and miscellaneous iteMs.. 6.2... cece eee ereee 
i Tomeetfurther requirements of the act “granting 
bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States,” approved twenty-eighth of 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty, for pat- 
ent and other records, parchment, blank forms 
Of returns, KC..eeeeeeeeeeceees 
In the office of the Commissioner of Indian 

Affairs: ` 
' For blank. books, binding, and stationery....... 
For labor... ccc sece essence cnceereessens 
For miscelaneous items.. 

In the office of the Commissioner of Pensions: 


ctw ereoee 


i For stationery, printing blank forms and regula- 


tions, furniture, binding books, and miscella- 


| NEOUS İtEMS. sesuo nsecossososessessssaoststoo 
i 


“War Department. 


For compensation of the Secretary of War, and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messen- 
ger in his OFF CO... cece nee etet cree ee rene es 

For compensation of the clerk and messenger in 
the office of the Commanding Genera} 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger in 
the office of the Adjutant General.. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger in 
the office of the Quartermaster General....... 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger in 
the office of Clothing and Equipage in Pbila- 
delphia... 


on 


erks and messenger 
ster General......4. 


in the office of the Payma 


i 
; For compensation of the clerks and messenger 


in the office of the Commissary General of Sub- 
sistence .. 
For compens 


e additional clerk in the 


i) ative of the Commissary General of Subsist- 


(3 | | ot re er ee ee aay bee wee we eeaee 
For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
; _ in the office of the Chief Engineer.........., 
: For compensation of the elerks and messenger 

in the office of the Surgeon General...... 

| For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Colonel of Orduance......« 

. For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
| in the Bureau of Topographical Engineers...» 


1,050 00 


1,000 00 
200 00 


1,700.60 
300 00 


4,500 00 
14,500 00 
33580 06 
4,000 00 


24,700 00 


oo. 
98,806 00 
26,200 00 


18,800 00 


in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions.100,000 00. 


3 
s 83 


z 


ss 


E 


2,01 


23,710 00 


28,000 00 


1,000 00 
200 00 
800 00 


16,000 08 


17,850 00 
1,500 60 
10,450 00 


4,040 00 
9,900 00 


6,300 00 


1,000 00 
5,900 60 
3,650 00 
8,650 00 
4,909 00 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


LXXVI 
Contingent Expenses of the War Depart- 
= ment. 

In the office of the Secretary of War: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, labor, and 

printing cose cee eeeeecce teen ener enter eeeee ee 1,450 00 
For books, maps, and plans...» ++- .. 1,000 00 
For extra ClerKS...sesssneeserrereee +.» 1,500 00 
For miscellaneous itemMS....essererereses 550 00 

In the office of the Commanding General 
For miscellaneous items... sees eevee nas seeees 300 00 

Tn the office of the Adjutant General: 

For printing Army Register, general orders, cir- 

Culars, KCeceee reser eee ees eT 700 00 
For blank-books, binding, and stationery...... 500 09 
For miscellaneous items, including office furi- 

LUTCcesccccerneee creer cece aecserer sete eres 300 00 

In the office of the Quartermaster General, in- 

eluding the office at Philadelphia: 
For blank-books, binding, and stationery....... 760 00 
For labor... eee e tere er ceeeee 150 09 
For printing.. EET esses a 200 00: 
For office rent at Philadelphia.. 500 00 | 
For miscellancous items....+. 400 00 | 
In the ofice of the Commissary General of | 
Subsistence : \ 
For blank-books, binding, printing, stationery, H 
advertising, and labor .... seseeee 3,009 00 | 
For miscellaneous items TT 150 00 | 

Tn the office of the Chief Eng í | 
For blank: books, binding, stationery, aud print- | 

E EATA OE SA 600 00 | 


For miscellaneous items, including subscriptions 


to two daily Washington newspapers. 460 09 | 
In the office of the Surgeon General: 
For blank-books, binding, stationery, and print- 
ing. ...ee bass aa senora bia ears 225 00 
For miscellaneou Nee be areas 150 00 
In the Bureau of Topographical Engineers : 
For blank books, binding, stationery, and labor. 750 00 
For miscellaneous items, ATTERT 500 00 | 
Northwest Executive Building. ! 
For compensation of the superintendent and ! 
four watchmen of the Northwest Executive 
Building ..... Saviors fan eee pene OD 
For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 
For labor, fuel, and lightsseeessecessee reer eees 2,409 00 | 
For miscehancous itemsi. ess cecesees ever oseere 1,000 09 ! 


Building corner of F and Seventeenth 
streets. 

For rent of house on northwest corner of F and 
Seventeenth streets, and warming all the 
rooms init... 

For compensation of superintendent and four 
watchmen of the building corner of F and Sev- 


9 


enteenth streets. ...seee eres deskeecseeccs 2200:00 
For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 
Por labor. ce cace ures cece eee vanes ener eras tees 540 00 
For miscellaneous HIEMS.. .sss aere. eenee ee eeee 860 00 
Navy Department. + 
For compensation of the Secretary of tbe Navy 
and the clerks, messenger, and assistant mes- 
senger in his ofice... geese netem cesoie 22,000 00} 


For compensation of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Construction, Equipment, and Repairs, and the 
clerks, draughtsman, and messenger in his 
office... erta enese anana seed 48,000/00 
For compensation of the Chief Naval Constructor 


1,875 00 


and the Engincer-in Chief... ...cee essere ee 6,000 00 
Cor compensation of the Chief of the Bureau of 

Ordnance and Hydrography, and the clerks, i 

draughtsman, and messenger in his office..... 9,409 00 ; 


For compensation of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Navy yards and Docks, and of the civil engi- 
necr, draughtsman, clerks, and messenger in 
his OfFCO..c cee eee ee TE 

For compensation of th SON ger 
in the Rirreau of Provisions and Clothing..... 

For enmpensation of the Chief of the Burcan of 
Medicine and Surgery, and the assistant to chief 
clerks and messenger in his office.......+ a.e 


Contingencies of the Navy Department. 
For contingencies of the Navy Department and 
all the bureaus connected therewith, viz: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, printing, 
labor, newspapers, periodicals, and miseclla- 
neous items...... 


Southwest Executive Building. 

For compensation ofthe superintendent, and three 
watchmen of the Southwest Executive Build- 
INQereccrcerers ee 

For an additional watchman of the Southwest 

Rxecutive Building. ....0seeeseeree 

For contingent expenses of said building, 

Por Jabor....seeeeeee bee rsetas scene 

For fuel and lights 

Por miscellaneous ifems...... 05. 


Post Office Department. 

For compensation of the Postmaster General, 
three Assistant Postmasters General, and the 
clerks, messenger, assistant messengers, and 
watehmen of said Departinent....sesesere ners 101,930 60 

For compensation of one additional clerk in the 
aftiee of the Postmaster General.......5-2 oss 

For compensation of the superintendent of the 
Post Office Building... .srerererrererrrresee 

Contingent expenses of the Post Office De- 

partment. 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, fuel, for the 
General Post Office Building, oil, gas, and can- 
dies, printing, labor, day watchmen, and for 
roiscellaneOus EXPENSES. .ssescreserceseesres 12,500 00 


12,600 00 
7,300 00 


7,700 00 


viz: 


1,000 00 


250 00 | 


l 
i 
i 
i 
i 
l 


; For salary of the rep 


i For compensation of the ¢ 


i, ior 


: Por continget 


For repairs of the General Post Office Building, 
for office furniture, glazing, whitewashing,and 


Mint of the United States. 

At Philadelphia: g 
For salaries of the director, treasurer, chief coin- 
cr, melter, and refiner, engraver, assayer, 3s- 
sistant assayer, and their clerks....- 
For wages of workmen........- 
For incidental and contingent expenses, including 
fuel, materiais, stationery, water rent, repairs 
and wastage, in addition to other available 
fundS....seceseereee er ETTE 
For specimens of ores and coins to be reserved at 
the MINT. ce eee eee eee reer cetera renee terete 


At Charlotte, North Carolina: 
Por salaries of superintendent, coiner, assayer, 
and elerk ... beet eect cence eee ETE TT 
For wages of workmen and watchmen 
For contingent expenses, including wastag 
gold, fuel, materials, stationery, and repairs... 
At Dahlonega, Georgia: 
For salaries of superintendent, coiner, assayer, 
ANG clerk. cece ccc e ee rece were eee neen eee 
For wages of workmen. 
For incidental and contingen 
ing wastage 
At New Orleans, Louisiana: 
For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, assay- 
er, coiner, melter, and refiner, and clerks.... 
For wages of WORKMEN, sssesesereserere 
For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing fuel, materials, stationery, water rent, re- 
pairs, and was a addition to other availa- 
ble funds a 
For new machinery 
For the proportion due by said Mint for square 
block paving fram Esplanade to Barrack streets, 
to be paid to Thomas Hynes... sees eee eeees 
Government in the Territories. 
Territory of Oregon: 
For salaries of Governor, three judges, and sec- 
TCLOLY cee ceeeee cece eee e eens teen cece nee eens 
For contingent expenses of said Territory...... 
For comp ion snd mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, off 3, clerks 
and contingent expenses mbly....e 
Territory of Minnesota: 
For salaries of Governor, superintendent of m- 
dian afthirs, three judges, and secretary ....e.. 
onses of said Territory...... 
Kor compe on and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, 
and contingent expenses of the Assembly... 
Territory of New Mexico: 
For salaries of Governor, superintendent of In- 
dian affairs, three judges, and secre 
For contingent expenses of said Territo ate 
For compensation and mileage of the members of 
the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly... ....... 
For compensation of the acting secretary of the 
Territory of New Mexico, from the ft of 
April, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, to the 
twentieth of Jone, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
ONE. ceeeee rene 
Territory of Utah: 
For salaries of Governor, superintendent of Tn- 
dian affairs, three judges, and secretary 
For contingent expenses of said ‘Perritory 
For compensation and mileage of the members of 
the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly 


Judiciary. 


: For salaries of the Chief Justice of the Supreme 


Court, and eight Associate Judg 
For salaries of the district judges z 
For salaries of the chief justice of the District o 

Columbia, the í j 3, and the judges 

of the criminal court and orphans’ court...... 
For salaries of the Attorney General, and the 

clerks and messenger in his office.... 2.2... 
For contingent © sof the office of the At- 

torney General 


by 


Supreme Court for each volt 
the direction of the Supre 


une publistied 


For compensation of tner 


lefraying 


sd and Gfty three, and previo 

keawise for defraying the expen 
suits in which the 
and of prosceutions for offenses 
against the United States, and for the 
keeping of prisoners..... r 

For the claim presented by the county of Des 
Moines, in the Srate of Towa, for the expenses 
of the United States district court, which were 
paid by said county prior to the first day of Jan- 


for keeping the fire-places and furnacesin order 1,500 00 
Auditor of the Post Office Department. 
For compensation of the Auditor of the Post Office 
i Department, and the clerks, messenger, and 
assistant messenger in his office... . 103,200 00 
For contingent expenses of said office, viz: | 7 
For blank-books, hinding, stationery, labor, print- 
ing blanks and circulars . bescdbesesceess 9700 00 
For miscellaneous items... sesecesreoseae 1,500 00 


21,000 00 
50,000 00 


25,000 00 |: 
300 00 | 


6,000 00 
43100 00 


1,500 00 


6,009 00 
3,600 00 


1,400 00 |: 


17,300 00 | 
35,700 00 | 


45,200 0 
24,000 0 


om 


1,265 40 ` 

10,500 00 | 
1,500 60 | 
19,440 00 


9,700 00 | 


1,090 00 


20.200 00 


9,709 00 
1,000 09 


20,600 00 i 


425 005 


9,700 00 
1,000 00 


20,000 00 | 


41,000 00 | 


72,000 00 


11,200 00 
10,300 00 
500 00 


1,300 60 | 
8,800 09 1) 
7,400 00 


uary, one thousand eight hundred and forty- 
four; and if, upon such examination, he is sat- 
isfied that, prior to the first day of January, one 
thousand eight hundred and forty-four, the said, 
county has paid money which, in accordance 
with the instructions of the First Comptrolier 
of the Treasury, dated December nineteenth, 
one thousand eight hundred and forty-three, 
should have been paid by the marshal of the 
United States for said Territory... 


Surveyors General and their Clerks. 
Por compensation of the surveyor general north- 
west of the Ohio, and the clerks in his office.. 
For compensation of the surveyor general af fli- 
noisand Missouri, and the clerks in his office.. 
For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Louisiana, and the clerks in his office.... ++ 
For compensation of the surveyor general of 
Florida, and the clerks in his office.... sss. see 
For compensation of the surveyor general of Wis 
consin and Iowa, and the clerks in his office... 
For compensation of the surveyor general of Ar- 
Jerks in his office.........65 


12,000 00 


8,300 00 
5,820 00 
4,500 00 
5,500 00 
8,300 00 
8,200 00 
6,500 00 
18,509 00 
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33,000 60 


Light-House Establishment. 

For suppiying Jight-houses, containing three 

thousand two hundred and seventy-two lamps, 

with oil, tube-glasses, wicks, buffskins, whi- 

ting, and cotton cloth, transportation, and other 

expenses on the same, and for repairing and 

keeping in repair the lighting apparatus..... . 182,330 78 
For repairs aud incidental expenses, refitting and 

improvements of light-houses and buildings 
| _ connected therewith ...... isd es eieee vances e 110,857 00 
|: For salaries of three hundred and twenty-one 
| fight-house keepers and twenty-four assistants, 
i 


| (twenty-four of them charged with double 

! Tights, and two with triple lights,) and includ- 

i ing one thousand two bundred dollars for sal- - 

i aryofan inspector of lights on the upper lakes 136,713 33 

i! For salaries of forty-two keepers of light-boats. . 23,000 00 

Forseamen’s wages, repairs and supplies of light- 
POMS sce sese sre ene cece cree ceeeeeeseeen ceases 103,664 52 

For expenses of weighing and mooring, cleans- 
ing and repairing, and supplying losses of bea- 
cons, buoys, chains, and anchors eres ereraese 

For commwissious, at two and a half per centum, 
to such superintendents as are entitled to the 
same under the proviso to the act of March 
third, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, entitled 
‘An act making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of Government, for 
the year ending June thirtieth, eighteen nun- 
dred and fifty-two, and for otber purposes, 


59,057 32 


|| onthe amount that may be disbu d by them 8,000 60 
ji For expenses of superintendents in visiting light- 
1) houses annually, and reporting their condition 2,000 00 
ii For the ereetion of a light-house on Seahorse 
1 Key, in Florida, in addition to cight thousand 
|i dollars appropriated by the act of September 
| uwenty-eighth, eighteen hundred and fifiy..... 4,060: 00 
|, For the completion of the light house of the third 
Ho class at Red Fish Bar, Galveston bay, Texas.. 5,000 00 
|| For rebuilding the light-hoase at Cape St. Blas, 
2 Bloridas. cece eee cere eens cee ne ee een nee 12,000 09 


For expenses of coloring and numbering all the 
buoys, under the act of September twenty- 
eighth, eighteen hundred and fifty sesers cease 
| For the additional expense incurred for fog sig- 
nals, authorized by the act of the twenty- 
cighth of September, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty, by the application of horse- 


12,000 60 


t: 
jj power to some of them.. ........- sevevsees 1,000 00 
i Independent Treasury. 

| For salaries of the assistant treasurers of the 

i United States at New York, Boston, Charles- 

» ton, and St. LOWS... cece ee eee eee ene eee 14,500 06 
|: For compensation of the treasurer ofthe branch ` 

|! Mint at San Francisco, California, s.s s... eese 4,590 9° 
l; For additional salary of the treasurer of the Mint 
li at Philadelphia....... visi dake eaeveeier ees. “L000 0D 
l; For additional salary of the treasurer of the ` 

branch Mint at New Orleans. 500 00 


For salaries of ten addifionat clerks, g 
by the acts of Aug ixth, eighteen hu 
and forty-six, and August twelfth, ef } 
hundred and forty-eight, and a clerk for the 
treasurer of the branch Mini at San Franciseo, 

» California, at a salary 

hundred dollars. 

For salary of chief 
rer at New York 

For contingent e 
safe keeping. eaicet 
ment of the publie revenne 


ses unde 


of sixth Augnat, 


eighteen hundred and forty six. sess cree . 20,600 U9 
For compensation to special agents to examine © 

the kooks, accounts, and money on hand in 

the several depositories, under the act of Au- 

cust sixth, cighteen hundred and forty-six.... 7,000 06 


Survey of the Coast. 
or survey of the coast of the United States, in- 
; cluding compensation to superintendent and 
| assistants, (and excluding the pay and emoi- 
| ments of officers of the Army aud Navy, and 
| petty officers and men of the Navy, employed 
in the work). soe ee ee esee 186,000 00 


i Ff, 


For continuing the survey of the Florida Reefs 
and Keys, (excluding the pay and emoluments 
of the officers of the Army and Navy, and petty 
officersand men of the Navy, employed in the 
work)... 

For continuing the survey of the western coast 
of the United States, (excluding the pay and 
emoluments of the officers of the Army and 
Navy, and the petty officers and men, em; 
ployed in the work)........++.. 


Marine Hospital, 


For.draining hospital site, and heating and water- 
ing the hospital at LouisvNie, Kentucky...... 
For draining hospital site, and heating and water- 
ing the hospital at Paducah... ........ceeeeeee 
For draining hospital site, and heating and water- 
ing the hospital at Napoleon. ..........- sevens 
For draining hospital site, and heating and water- 
ing the hospital at Natchez......+.eseseceeee 
For draining hospital site, and heating and water- 
ing the hospital at St. Louis....... REIDA, à 
“For draining hospital site, and heating and water- 
ing the hospital at Cleveland... 
To meet outstanding claims ineurr shing 
the hospital at Pittsburg, and grading and drain- 
ing the site... ccceeseeee TARRA 
For completing the construction of the Marine 
hospital at San Francisco, California, and for 
arranging the grounds, fencing, furnishing 
warming apparatus, and superintendence there- 
OF. RETE aep 
For the purchase of a suitable site in Portland, 
in the State of Maine, or in such place in the 
immediate vicinity thereof as he shall deem 
proper, and to cause to be erected thereon, un- 
der his direction, a marine hospital for the re- 
lief of sick and disabled seamen..cesseseeees 


Custom Houses. 
For continuing the construction of the custom- 


house at Charleston, South Carolina.........200,000 00 
i 


tom- 


For continuing the construction of the c 
house at New Orleans, Louisiana....... 
For purchasing a site, and the construction of a 
suitable building at Wilmington, Delaware, 
for custom house, post oflice, court-rooms, 
~and other offices of the United States, and 
furnishing the S€AMC.....c eee e reece eens eeeees 
For the construction of a custom-house at Asto- 
ria, Oregon, in addition to ten thousand dollars 
heretofore appropriated, ....essssesesssosssse 
For purchasing a site, and the construction of a 
sunable building at Richmopd, Virginia, for 
custom house, post oftice, durt-rooms, and 


other offices of the United States........-... 100,000 00 | 


For annual repairs and office fixtures for the cus- 
tom-house at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, 
Erie, Pennsylvania, and other places......... 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase an addition to the custom-house at Bal- 
timore, and to repair and alter the edifice...,.J 

For purchasing a site, and the construction of a 
suitable building at Waldoboro’, Maine, for 
custom-house, post office, and other offices of 
the United States, and furnishing the same... 


Intercourse with Foreign Nations. 


For salaries of Mihisters of the United States to 
Great Britain, France, Russia, Prussia, Spain, 
Brazil, Mexico, aad Chili...... 

For salaries of the Secretaries of Legation to the 
SAME PlACES see sesers eens eee à 

For outfit of Ministers of the United States. to 
Great Britain and Mexico......... 

For salary of the Minister Resident at Turkey.. 

For salary of the Dragoman to the Legation to 
Turkey... cece eeee 

For salaries of Chargés d’Affaires to Portuglal, 
Austria, Denmark, Sweden,Holland, Belgium, 
Naples, Sardinia, the Papal States, Peru, New 
Granada, Venezuela, Buenos Ayres, Bolivia, 
Guatemala, Ecuador, and Nicaragua......+.- 

For contingent expenses of all the m 
abroad. essees. da 

For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse. . 

For expenses of intercourse with the Barbary 
POWEYS. 0.0. ee se eee 

For salary of the Consul at London..... Bo 

For salary of the Commissioner to the Sandwich 
Islands. ess ceceseveee 

For interpreters, guards, aud other expenses of 
the consulates at Constantinople, Smyrna, and 
Alexandria oo. ee cece eee cence etree nates 

For office rent of the Consul at Basle, in Sw! 
TANG. cece ee ce een ees : 

For salary and outfit of a Commissioner to res 
in China, including the additional compensa- 
tion under the act to carry into effect certain 
provisions in the treaties between the United 
States and China, and the Ottoman Porte.... 

For salary of the interpreter and seeretary to said 
MISSION cece eee cere serere 

For compensation to the Consul at the five port 
in China, viz: Kwang Chow, Amoy, Fuchow, 
Ning po, and Shanghai, s.e. ea 

For salary of the Consul General at Alexand 

For the relief and protection of American seamen 
in foreign Countries ...ceseeeesee tere rete seen 

For clerk hire, office rent, and other expenses of 
the office of the Consul of the United States at 
LOGON prc sevese cee ee 

For salary of the Consul at Beyrout,. 

For compensation to the Acting Chargé WAL 
faires to Russia, from the fifteenth of August, 
eighteen hundred and forty-eight, to the fit 
teenth of January, cighteen hundred and forty- 


aande fond bade abel gttecace’s oo 10000000 


(150,000 00 


2,000 00 
2,000 00 
2,000 00 
2,000 00 
2,000 00 
2,000 00 


1,563 48 


sete tees orerar i ay suspe A9000 00 


30,000 00 |: 


..150,000 00 || 


25,000 00 | 


30,000 00 


25,000 00 


10,000 00 


12,000 00 


72,000 00 
16,000 60 


. 18,000 00 | 


6,000 00 


2,500 00 | 


76,500 09 


40,000 00 
40,000 00 


9,000 
2009 


5,000 9 


1,500 00 
100 00 


18,000 00 | 


2,500 00 


5,099 09 Í 
3,000 00 | 


125,000 00 


2,800 00 |! 


500 00 


1,041 67 


To compensate Dabney S. Carr for expenses in- 
curred while in the ‘diplomatic service of the 
country, tõ be allowed in the settlement of his 
accounts with the Government............46 

To the Secretary of Legation at the Court of St. 
James, for services as Chargé d’Affuires at said 
Court, from the thirty-first of August, eighteen 
hundred and férty-nine, to the eleventh of Octo- 
ber, eighteen hundred and forty-nine......... 

To enable the President of the United States to 
make compensation to the Spanish Consul and 
other subjects of Spain residing at New Orleans, 
and subjects of Spain at Key West, for losses 
oceasioned hy violence in the year eighteen 

| hundredand fifty-one, arising from intelligence 

| then recently received at those places of the 
| execution of certain persons at Havana who 

i 

i 


! had recently invaded the Island of Cuba...... 
For compensation to Peter Parker, as Acting 
Chargé @Affaires at Canton, China, for two 
i years from the twenty. fourth of May, eighteen 
' hundred and fifty, to twenty-fourth May, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-two, which shall be in 
i fault for all demand for such services for the 
: period MAME reece ccceeeseeseneerserece sees 
| For compensation of Charles D. Arfwedson, Con- 
|} sul of the United States at Stockholm, Sweden, 
I| for diplomatie services rendered as Chargé 
| @Affaires at that place, by the instruction ofthe 
|) Seeretary of State, from the recall of Mr. EIs- 
{. worth to the arrival of Mr. Schroeder, appoint- 
ji ed Chargé d'Affaires from the twenty-fourth 
July, eighteen hundred and forty-nine, to the 
twenty-second day of April, eighteen hundred 
and fifty—a period of cight months and twenty- 
nine days—being one half of the salary of a 
i. Chargé d?Affaires, and in full for all such ser- 
: vice for the period named ....e.sceeceeeeeeees 
1i That the Sceretary of State cause the accounts of 
i! Joseph Balestier, late special agent of the United 
States in Asia, to be settled in such manner as 
| to allow him his traveling and other necessary 
expenses incurred in returning to the United 
States after receipt of notice of the termination 
of his mission; and that his salary as such 
agent be also allowed from the time when it 
| wasdiscontinued until a reasonable time for his 
|! return, not exceeding six months....... 
i; To Anthony Ten Eyck, for additional compensa- 
tion as late Commissioner to the Sandwich 
Islands —being the same amount allowed by act 
of September thirtieth, cighteen hundred and 
f fifty, to Charles Eames, his successor .......+ 
i! Public Lands. 
t For salary of the recorder of land titles in Mis- 
POM es sieri 
|| For compensation for secretary to sign patents for 
|j public lands. cesses reeeeeceesseetestese nee es 
|, For salaries and commissions of registers of land 
‘| _ offices and receivers of public moneys........1 


tt 
ii 
|: For incidental expenses of the several land offices 


i Surveys of Public Lands. 

i! For surveying the public tands, including inci- 
! dental expenses and special surveys, cemand- 
ing augmented rates, to be applicd and appor- 
tioned to the several districts, according to the 
exigencies of the public service; the part to be 
applied to the resurveys required by the loca- 
tion and survey of private claims in Florida to 
be disbursed at arate not excceding five dollars 


lines of 


: cluding office WOrK «1... -.seeeeeeeseee sence 
li For completing the survey of towns and villages 
| jn Missouri, named in the act of June thir- 

teenth, eighteen hundred and twelve, and May 
twenty-sixth, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
four.....+ 
For transcribing rec 
in the office of the recorde 
Lowe. eee eee ee ee eee eee ee teens 
| For additional compensation to certain deputy 
i surveyors in Iinois and Missouri, for correct- 
ive-and detached surveys.... 


vate land ciaims 
of land titles at St. 


arveying 
the year 


ii yequired in Hlinois, 4 


H 

I swamp lands, &e...... SOE ETETETT 
i For surveyors in Louisiana at augmented rates. 
i For survey of private claimsin Florida, under 
i the act of June twenty eighth, eighteen hun- 
i dred and forty including the work now 
i under contract... 
|; For completing certain sury oridi 

i rate not exceeding six dollars per mile, in eon- 
i) sequence of the peculiar difficulties attending 
i 

| 

i 


in Florida, at a 


the execution of the same, on account of 
swamps, lakes, marshes, &c., and fcr serap 
WOrK.. 1 eee eee eee ent . 

| For surveying standard parallels, township and 
i section lines, in Oregon, ata rate not excecding 


1 twelve dollars per mile, including incidental 
i; expenses... 
| For surveying t ani 
| | twenty-five miles of meridian, 


two thousand six hundred and 
base, and stand- 


25,000 00 


4,000 00 


1,681 25 


.{{ndefinite.] |! 


3,000 00 |! 


i 

i 

i 

i 

| f 

| marking the boundary between the States of * 
| 

| 

f 


Miguel, or Santa Rosa, San Bernardą, Santa 
Catalina, San Clemente, or San Salvador, San 
Nicolas, and Santa Barbara, on the ceast of 
California, by the Coast Survey, according to 
such plan as may be devised by the General 
Land Office, so that said islands may be readily 
disposed of under the laws ofthe United States, 
and in establishing the necessary corners alovig 
the meanders with which to connect the lints 
: of the subdivisions under this appropriation... 
. For rent of Surveyor General’s Office, purchase 
of instruments, records, drawing materials, fur- 
niture, fuel, pay of messenger, &C...... 05056 
; For completing the geological survey of the iron 
region of that portion of Michigan which bor- 
ders on Lake Superior.... i 
į For defraying the expense of surve 


} 
| 
i 
| For subdividing the islands of Santa Cruz, San 
i 
i 
| 
i 
} 
| 
i 
i 
i 


2 


g and 


Missouri and Iowa, under the recent decision 


22500 00- 


0,000 00 


11,400 Ge 


1,580 00 


and order of the Supreme Court......+6ece05 11,042 68 


Public Buildings. 


For compensation of the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings. 0... 0 cc cece ee een eee eeceen eee satay 
For the compensatio! a n the office of 
the Commissioner of Public Buildings........ 
For the annual repairs of the Capitol, water- 
closets, public stables, pavements, and other 
walks within and around the Capitol square, 
the flagging in the crypt, the doors of the wood- 
vaults, and for repainting the crypt, faces of 
the wood-vaults, &C.... cece cence eterno tenee 
For the purchase of two thousand feet of six-inch 
iron water-pipe, to conduct the water to the 
Capitol, and for laying the Sam€.... cesses 
For annual repairs of the President’s House and 
improvement of the grounds, viz: repairs of 
the roof and chimneys, replacing defective 
stone at the base of the house, laying brick 
walks from the house to the Treasury, War, 
and Navy Departments; cleaning, painting, 
and whitewashing the inside of the house, re- 
pairing gravel walks, paving brick gutters in . 
the grounds, fitting new blinds to the, south-’. 
windows outside... s..essesssssaeasseesesos 
For compensation to the doorkeeper of the 
President’s HOUSE... s 
For the compensation of a 
the SAINC. 0. cece ete een reece ee eeneneeeeenes 
For compensation of two watchmen atthe Presi- 
dent’s House, at a salary of five hundred dol- 
lars cach per ANNUM. ... eco. cee ee eee ee 


istant doorkeeper of 


| For compensation of the public gardener........ 
| For compensation of sixteen laborers employed 
i} in the public grounds and President’s garden, 


at forty dollars per MONtH.... cece ence eeereees 


i: To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pur- 


2,500 C0 


1,000 00 į 
1,200 69 


1,694 47 : 


6,000 09 
35,686 00 | 


10,080 00 


ii chase a suitable number of iron. settees to be 


| placed in the public grounds at the Capitol and 
t Presidents HOUSE.. sesseseeesarereseserensgs 
|! For compensation of the keeper of the western 
| _ gate of the Capitol GLOUNAS. eee cceeeveceerene 
! For compensation of two additional day watch- 
| men, to be employed in. preserving the public 
| grounds about the Capitol, authorized by the 
; act of fifteenth May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty, to supply deficiencies, and the act of 
thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty, making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of Government, at five 
hundred dollars each...... 


i! For compensation of the messenger in charge of. , 


i the main furnace in the Capitol.......- 


1i For compensation of the laborer in charge of the 


water-closets in the Capitol....ssseeens erence 
, For cart hire upon the public. grounds. sesers; en: 
For purchase of manure for the public grounds.. 


i: For the purchase of tools for Jaborers......+...+ 


Yor the purchase of trees and tree-boxes, to re- 
place when necessary such as have been 


| planted by the United States, and for repairs of 
i 


pavements in front of the public grounds...... 
To complete and revise the grades of the city of 
Washington, and to determine the plans for - 
the drainage and sewerage thereof..........4: 
To enable the President of the United States to 
cause the necessary surveys, projects, and esti - 
mates to be made for determining the best 
means of affording the cities of Washington 
and Georgetown an unfailing and abundant 
| supply of good and wholesome water. 
: For defraying the expenses incurred in theim- 


"provement and for embellishing the triangular 


'' space on the north side of Pennsylvania avente, 


10,000 00 : 


62,000 60 || : 
| Navy of the United States, sse «sves» es ce 14100000 00 


between Thirteenth and Fourteenth streets... 

: To enable the Secretary of the Interior, under 
the direction of the President of the United 
States, to purchase a site in the neighborhood 
of Washington, and for the erection, furnish- 
ing, and fitting up of an asylum for the insane of 
the District of Columbia, and of tre Army aud 


2,000 00 


1,000 00 


7,000 00 


2,500 00 


5,000 00 


5,150 00 


“ 
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For compensation of two draw-Keepers, and for 
fuel and oil for the lamps of the Potomac bridge 
For the support, care, and medical treatment in 
the Washington Infirmary, of twelve transient ` 
paupers, medical and strgical patients.. 
For compensation and contingent expenses of the 
Auxiliary Guard. ....ceceee ees cee cere ene e nee 
For compensation of two draw-keepers, and for 
fuel and oi! for the lamps of the two bridges 
across the Bastern Branch of the Potomac river 
For repairs of the two bridges over the Eastern 
Branch of the Potomac river.....: 
For lighting Pennsylvania avenne from the Cap- 
itol grounds to the President’s House, the Capi- 
tol grounds, the Presidenv’s House and grounds, 
and the streets around the executive offices. .. 
For inciosing Lafayette square with an iron 
fence, including four gates...... 12,000 00 
For defraying the expense incurred in the im 
provement of Lafayette square...... 3,983 00 
For the completion of the east wing of the Patent 
Office Building .... Lewes ecssaree ceee 103,000 00 
For finishing the front of the basementof the cen- 
ter building of the Patent Office and making it 
conform to the design of the wings........6-- 
For the erection of the west wing of the Patent 
Office Building, and completing the drains for 
said building and of the Post Office Building. ..150,000 00 
For taking up, repairing, and relaying the steps 
of the east portico of the Capitol, and for taking 
up, dressing, supplying new flagging, and re- 
laying the same inthe arcade under the portico 
For grading and paving with round stoue the 
earriage way of Pennsylvania avenue, from 
Seventeenth street west to Rock Creek, setting 
curb-stones on each side thereof, at the distance 
of twenty-five feet from the building line, and 
relaying the flag footways at the intersection 
Of the Cross Streets cree eeee rece teen seeneees 


1,377 50 


2,000 00 
14,800 00 


909 00 
4,999 00 


16,000 00 


3,200 00 


1,500 00 


20,000 00 


Miscellaneous. 


For salaries and incidental expenses of the com- 
mission appointed under the act of March 
third, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, for set- 

«tling land claims in California.. 

For annuities and grants. cece eeene ees 

For expenses of loans and ‘Treasury notes 

To carry into effect the act approved September 
the twenty eighth, eighteen hundred and fifty, 
for the purchase of a cemetery near the City of 
Mexico, and the interment therein of the re- 
mains of the American officers and soldiers 
who fell in battle or otherwise died in or near 
the City of Mexico....... 

For the discharge of sneh miscellancous claims 
not otherwise provided for, as shall be admit- 
ted in due conrse of settlement at the Treasury 5,000 00 

To supply the deficiency in the fund for the re- 
lief of sick and disabled seamen......+.eee+ 100,000 00 

As indemnity to Jonathan Elliott, commercial 
agent of the United States at Santo Domingo, 
for amount by him expended in maintaining 
refugees in the Jate revolution at that place... 

There shall be allowed and paid to each of the 
following persons: Charles H. Sherman, Lewis 
E. Jackson, Henry Taylor, Frederick Morris, 
and John Davis, mariners, sent into the port of 
New York, and detained there as witnesses for 
the United States, one dollar and twenty five 
cents for each day necessarily occupied on the 
voyage and arriving at New York; and the 
judge of the distriet court of the United States 
in whieh the said witnesses have been detained 
to testify shall allow and cause the same to be 
pañ as other witnesses’ fees are paid........[ Indefinite] 

For compensation of the warden, clerk, physi- 
cian, chaplain, two assistant keepers, four 
guards, and porter, of the Penitentiary of the 
District of Columbia. s.s.s.. 

For compensation of three inspectors of said 
Penitentiary.see secure pees 

For the support and maintenance of said Peniten- 
tiary oo. 

For clerk hire, stationery, rent, fucl, and contin- 
gencies in the completion of the census of 
eighteen hundred and filly... sees eeeee eens ee 

For the support, clothing, and medical treatment 
of insane paupers of the District of Columbia, 
at such places as the Secretary of the Interior 
may in his discretion deem proper.... 

For running and marking the boundary line be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, under 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalto...s seses. e.. 120,000 00 

For arrearages incurred during the fiseal year 
ending the thirtieth of June, cighteen hundred 
and fifty-two, for running and marking the 
boundary line between the United States and 
Mexico, under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidal- 


50,000 00 
750 00 
20,000 00 


reeg oe 


3,000 00 


600 00 


7,350 00 
300 00 


1,560 00 


49,000 00 


19,000 09 


25,000 09 


For compensation of the Librarian of the Patent 
Office, to be paid out of the patent fund...... 
For the purpose of erecting a pedestal in Lafay- 
atte square for the Equestrian Statue of An 
drew Jaekson, on such plan as may be ap- 
proved of by the artist for that Work... sees 
For freight and transportation of the group of 
statuary contracted for with Horatio Gree- 
nough, from Leghorn to Washington, and for 
placing it upon the pedestal in front of the east- 
ern portico of the Capitol.... 
To make good the interest on investments in 
stocks of the State of Arkansas, held in trust 
hy the Secretary of the Treasury for the Chick- 
azaw Indians, not yet paid, to be reimbursed 
out of the interest when collected .......50455 


5,009 09 


1,200 00 


5,000 00 


7,000 00 


5,400 00 


To enable the Secretary of State to purch 


7 
For the construction and equipment of not less 
than six revenué Cutters. ..... aanere sale tone Md 90,000 00 | 
For the redemption of seventeen Joan- office cer- 
tificates, numbered one hundred and fifty-eight, | 
three hundred and. twelve, six thousand eight 
hundred and ninety-five, six thousand eight 
hundred and ninety-six, six thousand eight hun- 
dred and ninety-seven, six thousand eight hun- 
dred and ninety-eight, six thousand eight hun- 
dred and ninety-nine, six thousand and nine 
hundred, six thousand nine hundred and one, 
six thousand nine hundred and two, nine thou- 
sand one hundred and seventy- five, nine thou- 
sand two hundred and eighty-five, nine thou- 
sand two handred and eighty-seven, nine 
thousand two handred and eighty-eight, nine 
thousand two hundred and ninety-three, nine 
thousand two hundred and ninety-four, and 
twelve thousand three hundred and thirty- 
three, which have been presented at the Treas- 
ury for payment at the specie value thereof, 
and with interest as computed by the Register 
of the Treasmry, s.s.. 
To enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to “deliver to each of the members and 
delegates of the House of the present Congress 
who have not already received them,such boaks 
as have been furnished to the members of the 
Twenty-eighth, Twenty-ninth, Thirtieth, and , 
Thirty first Congresses,” and whieh were or- 
dered by resolution of the House of July twen- 
ty sixth, eighteen hundred and fifty-two ......115,800 00 | 
To enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to pay Foree and Rives for one hundred 
copies of the eighth volume of ¢* American Ar- 
chives,” or Documentary History of the United 
States, for new members of the Jouse of the 
Twenty-eighth Congress; one hundred and 
one copies of the same volume for new mem- 
pers of the Twenty-ninth Congress; one hun- 
dred and sixteen copies of the same volume 
for new members of the House of the Thir- 
tieth Congress; and one hundred and thirty- 
four copies of the same volume for new mem- 
hers of the House of the Thirty-first Congress, H 
in all four hundred and fifty-one volumes, 
at thirteen dollars and ninety cents and six 
mills per-‘copy, in addition to six hundred and 
forty dollars and thirty-six cents, an nuexpend- 
ed balance of a former appropriation s.s.s... 
To enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to pay for reporting and publishing twen- 
tv-eight hundred columns of the proceedings of i 
the present session of the House of Representa- 
ti in the Daily Globe, at seven dollars and 
fifty cents per CNMN..susassasresessersee se 21,000 00 
To enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to pay a balance due for reporting and 
publishing proceedings of the House, second 
session of the Thirty-first Congress, at the rate 
of seven dollars and fifty cents per column in 
the Daily Globe. . 
T'o enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to pay for twenty-four copies of the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix of the first ses- 
sion of the ‘Thirty-second Congress, for each 
member and delegate of the House... +. eeeees 
For binding the same, being twenty-two thou- 
sand seven hundred and fifty-two volumes, in 
strong and substantial half binding, with Russia 
Jeather back and corners, ata rate not exceed- 
ing sixty cents per volinne... see vee 13,651 20 
For books for the library of the Patent Office, to 
be paid out of the patent fund ..........+-+. 1,500 00 
For fitting up the library of the Patent Office, to | 
2,000 00 
1,500 00 | 


4,165 42 


5,631 25 


649 50 | 


sae 


34,272 00 


be paid out of the patent funds... cece eeceeee 
For salary of the clerk of the Sergeaut-at-Arms. 
That from the commencement of the present 
Congress, the compensation of the messengers 
employed in the post office of the House of 
Representatives be one thousand dollars per 
annum, in lieu of their present per diem... 
For additional compensation to the disbursing 
clerk and draughtsman in the Patent Office, 
the sum of three hundred dollars -each, to be 
paid out of the Patent Office fund 
For the compensation of two additional perma- 
nent elerks in the Patent Office, to be appoint- 
ed by the Commissioner of Patents, at a salary 
of fourteen hundred dollars each, to be paid 
ont of the Patent Office fund. . 2,800 00 
For establishing the branch of the United States 
Mint at San Francisco, California, in accord- 
ance with the prdvisions of the law approved ! 
the third day of July, cighteen hundred and | 
RÄRAY-IWO..esese-csesosousoceesesoee Cnt 300,000 00 | 
For the payment of the balance due the Com- 
monwealth of Massachucetts, under the fifih | 
article of the treaty of Washington, for bal- | 
ance of expenses ineurred by said Statein pro- 
tecting the northeastern frontier, the same j 
having heen beretofore settled at the Treasury 
of the United States, but unpaid for want ofan 
appropriation .....eeeeeee 
For payment of balance found due by the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury to the State of Maine, 
under the fifth article of the treaty of Wash- 
ington, for expenses on account of the north- ! 
eastern boundary over and above the appropri- 
2,212 78 | 


4,000 00 


600 00 


ALLOUS MAGE... eee ee ee cece eree cer eece 


one 
hundred copies of the Synoptical Index, to 
complete the series of Statutes at Large here- 
tofore authorized by law, at three doHars and 
fifty cents per volume... EEE 


350 00 


For additional compensation to the clerks, mes- 
sengers, watchmen, and laborers employed at 
an annual salary, or in temporary positions, in 
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the exceutive and legislative departments of 

the Government in the city of Washington, 

whose annual compensation does not exceed 

twelve hundred dollars, shall, in addition there- 

to, be allowed an increased compensation of 

twenty per cent.; all whose compensation 

shali exceed twelve hundred dollars, and shall 

be less than sixtcen bundred dollars, shall re- 

ceive an additional compensation of ten per 

cent. upon the amount of their salaries .....[{Indefinite.] > 
For the salary of the chief clerk in the office of 

the assistant treasurer of the United States in 

New-York increased to sixteen hundred dol- 

lars per annum, and the salary of each of the 

other clerks in the said office increased to 

twelve hundred dollars perannum.........+ {Indefinite.] 
To settle and pay A. Boyd Hamilton’s accounts 

for all work done, and all work ordered now in 

his hands in process of eompletion, according 

to his contract prices, with such proportion of 

fifty thousand dollars in addition thereto as the 

amount of the work performed by him bears to 

the amount of work done by the printer for the 

Thirtty-first Congress, when estimated under 

his contract prices.. soceesecevees{ Indefinite. ] 


$8,297,222 60 


By the act making appropriations for the naval service, 
for the year ending the thirtieth of June, onesthou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty-three. 


For pay of commission, warrant, and petty offi- 

cers and seamen, including the Engineer Corps 

OC THE NOVY ccc cece ceeeee cece e seen eereaee say Z 7h, G98 00 
To alow and pay to the officers, petty officers, 

seamen, and marines of the United States 

Navy, and to the officers and men of the reve- 

nue service, who served in the Pacific ocean 

on the coast of California and Mexico since the 

twenty-eiahth of September, eighteen hundred 

and fifty, the same increased or additional 

compensation as has been by law directed to 

be paid to the officers and soldiers of the Army 

who served in California.......scceeeee seee [Indefinite] 
To the several officers who served on the late 

Arctic expedition in search of Sir John Frank- 

lin there shall, in addition to the pay with which 

they have already been credited, be allowed for 

the period during which they so served, the fol- 

lowing compensation, respectively, viz: the 

commander of the expedition the pay of acom- 

mander ; the passed midsyipmen the pay of lieu- 

tenants; the passed assistant surgeon the pay 

of a fleet surgeon ; the assistant surgeon the pay 

ofa surgeon; and the midshipmen the pay of 

passed midshipmen, all as on sea service; and 

that there be allowed to the warrant officers and 

to the petty officers and men that composed the 

crews of the vessels employed on that expedi - 

tion, extra pay equal to the regular pay with 

which they have been credited for their services 

on the said expedition; and the pay of chap- 

Jains in the Navy shall be one thonsand dollars 

on leave, or waiting orders, and fifteen hundred 

dollars while on AUIY....c0 se ee eeenee cece e [Indefinite] 
For pay of superintendents, naval constructors, 

and all the civil establishments at the several 

navy-yards and station mate 
For provisions for commission, warrant, and petty 

officers, and seamen, including engineers and 

marines attached to vessels for sea-service..., 686,200 00 
For a scientific investigation and experiments 

upon the character of alimentary substances 

used as subsistence in the Navy, and means to 


90,960 00 


prevent their deterioration..... veoeseees 2,500 00 
For surgeons’ necessaries and applianees for the 

sick and burt of the Navy, including the Marine 

Corps sesse 37,600 00 


For repair of v in ordinary, an 
and tear of vessels in commission, including 
fuel and purchase of hemp... ..e.eeseeeee +e 1,865,000 00 
To enable the Secretary of the Navy to have 
completed with the Jeast possible delay the war 
steamer contracted for with Robert f., Stevens, 
in pursuance ofan act of Congress, approved 
April fourteenth, one thousand eight handred 
and forty-two........4. .. {Indefinite.] 
For ordnance and ordnance stores, and smali- 
arms, including incidental expenses... + 125,000 00 
For preparing for publication the American Nas- 
tical Almanac. seserso . 19,000 00 
For the purchase and repair of nautical instru- 
ments required for the use of the Navy....... 10,509 00 
For the purchase of all the books, maps, and 
charts, required for the use ofthe Navy....... 
For backing and binding the same, and for print- 
ing and publishing sailing directions, hydro- 
eraphical surveys, and astronomical observa- 
TOMS sinesme Knas asaite 
For modcls, drawings, and copying, postage, 
stationery, freight, and transportation, for pay 
of lithographer, and for working lithographic 
press, including chemicals, for keeping grounds 
and buildings in order, for repairing and pro- 
tecting from further depredations brick wall on 
the east, south, and west sides of the grounds, 
for pay of porter, gardener, watchmen, instra- 
ment-maker, for fnel, lights, and all the unenu- 
merated contingent expenses of the hydro- 
graphical office and National Observatory...., 
For continuing the publication of the wind and 
current charts, and for defraying all the ex- 
penses connected therewith.. wai 
For the repairs and erection of buildings at the 
United States Naval Academy at Annapolis, 
Maryland..ccccccecscscenevestenseeesesessae 28,000 00 


8,250 00 


9,200 00 


11,520 00 


10,000 00 
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To complete the quarters for the students and pro- 

fessors of the Naval Academy at Annapolis... 75,000 00 
For the contingent expenses of the United States 

Naval Academy at Annapolis, Maryland...... 21,700 00 
For contingent expenses that may accrue for the 

following purposes, viz: freight and transport- 

ation, printing and stationery, advertising in 

newspapers, books, maps, models, and draw- 

ings, purchase and repair of fire-engines and 

machinery, repairs of and attending to steam- 

engines in navy-yards, purchase and main- 

tenance of horses and oxen, and diving teams,. 

carts, timber-wheels, and the purchase and 

repair of workmen’s tools, postage of public 

letters, furniture for Government bouses, fuel, 

oil, and candles for navy-yards and shore- 

stations, pay of watchmen and ineidental tabor 

not chargeable to any other appropriation, labor 

attending the delivery of stores on foreign sta- 

tions, wharfage, dockage, and rent, traveling 

expenses of officers and others under orders, 

fnneral expenses, store and office rent, station- 

ery, fuel, commissions, and pay of clerks to 

navy agents and storekeepers, flags, awnings, 

and packing boxes, premiums and other ex- 

penses of recruiting, apprehending deserters, 

per diem pay to persons attending courts-mar- 

tial and courts of inquiry, and other services 

authorized by Jaw, pay to judges. advocate, pi- 

lotage, and towage of vessels, and assistance 

to vessels in distress, bills of health and quar- 

antine expenses of vessels of the United States 

Navy in foreign ports.......eeccase cece cree + 527,840 00 
For meteorological observations, to be conducted 

under the directions of the Secretary of the 

Navy. enn 
For the payment of the salary of Professor James 

P. Espy, during the fiscal year ending June 

thirtieth, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, nu 

appropriation having been made by Congress 

for that years. ccssccvcceccsccrscescccvavavcce 


For construction, extension, and completion of 
the following objects, and for contingent ex- 
penses at the several navy-yards, viz: 


2,000 00 


2,000 00 


Portsmouth, New Hampshire. 
For building timber-shed number twenty-nine, 
foundation for shores at railway, drains,gutters, 
and paving, and repairs of all kinds........... 35,041 23 


Boston, Massachusetts. 


For rain-water cistern, pitch-house and oakum- 
loft, muster-office, and repairs of all kinds... 28,100 00 


New York, N. Y. 


To complete saw mill, quay-wall, dredging chan- 
nel, water-tank and lighter, gas pipes and fix- 
tures, lightning conductors, continuation of 
sewer, machinery, &c., for engine- house, and 
repairs Of all KiNdS....sesesesveeeeceveee sees 126,800 00 


Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 


For shed to cover north railway, covering to south 
railway, steam box and piteh-kettles, mooring 
anchors for dry-dock, dredging channel, contin- 
uing pavement to wharf, cross-paving to smith- 
ery, and from thence to the dock basin, paving 
round west end of ship-house, paving wharf 
number three to ship-house, paving between 
ways of dock, paving between timber. sheds, 
completing gutters and drains, completing shed 
number five, extending gas-pipes, &c., extend- 
jug water-pipes one thousand feet, and repairs 
Of all KINdS. ..cae esse cee neree seer eneeeseses 28,517 20 


Washington, District of Columbia. 
For completing ordnance building number eleven, 
fitting up timber-dock, completing saw-mill, 
completing copper rolling-mill, completing rail- 
way, completing side lathes in machine shop, 
and repairs of all kinds +++ + 123,778 00 


i 


Norfolk, Virginia. 
For storehouse number fourteen, wharf north side 
of timber dock, culvert, dredging-machine, and 


Pensacola, Florida. 
Towards completing permanent wharf, to com- 
plete guard house and kitehen, 10 complete 
yard rail-way and repair old track, to compiete 
extension of central wharf, to rebuild east walt 
of eisteru number twenty-six, for ice house, 
repairsofcisterns number fourteen and twenty- 
five, and repairs of all kinds. ..ss.ess eese os.a 88,044 90 


Memphis, Tennessee. 


For pavements, drains, and ditches, cisterns for 
rope- walk, hemp house, store house, (one 
) complere, railing for vertical wail, aud 


wing 
repairs of a KINdS. cece eeceeeeeeeeeeeereees 47,043 34 
Sackett’s Harbor, New York. 
* For repairs of alt Kinds.....sseceeeeseveeen ene 500 00 


` For Hospitals : 
At Boston, 
For repairs........ 


At New York. 


For fence round garden, repairs of buildings, 
painting, whitewashing, clearing up grounds, 
&c., at hospital, and for completing fence and 
wall around the burial-ground.... +++ e 

To secure some proper place for the burial of 
seamen whe die in the New York hospital. ... 


8,993 00 
5,000 00 


h 


| F or commutation of forage for ofticers’ horses 
repairs of all Kinds s.sassesssesnerseacereree 80,732 20 | cl 


| For three months’ extra pay for non-eomunis- i 


i For subs 


At Philadelphia Naval Asylum. 


For introducing gas, painting main building in- 
side, repairingand painting wall, repairs to roof 
and dome, cleaning and whitewashing, clean- 
ing and repairing grates and ranges, water-tax, 


shade trees, and repairs of all kinds.......... 5,666 00 
At Washington. 
For general repairs... ....ctecee cee s cosses raans 400 00 
At Norfolk. 
For repairs of hospital and dependencies........ 5,000 00 
At Pensacola. 
For draining and filling up ponds, &c........... 2,090 00 
For Magazines: 
At DOUM srecni cece cece eene sirius anasi 200 00 
At New York.. sereees 1,000 00 
At Washington.... Seeerei 150 00 
Marine Corps: ‘ 
For pay of officers, non-commissioned officers, 
musicians, privates, and servants serving on 
shore, subsistence for officers, and pay for un- 
drawn ciothing..... OPEN PETRER esseva cere so 217,983 44 


For provisions for marines serving on shore.... 19,984 75 
For clothing. . esse osassescesoeveoosssseseese ea 49,916 00 
For fuel...c cscs ceees 3,000 00 
For military stores, repair of arms, pay of armor- 
ers, accoutrements, ordnance stores, flags, 
drums, fifes, and musical instruments........ 
For transportation of offiers and troops, and ex- 
penses of recruiting...... 
For repairs of barracks, and rent of temporary 
barracks and offices where there are no public 
buildings for that purpo: TETAP 
For contingencies, viz: Fr , tonnage, toll, 
eartage, wharlage. compensation to judges-ad- 
vocate, per diem for attending courts-martial, 
courts of inquiry, and for constant labor, house 
rentin lieu of quarters, burial of deceased ma- 
rines, printing, stationery, postage, apprehen- 
sion of deserters, oil, candles, forage, straw, 
furniture, bed sacks, spades, axes, picks, shov- 
els, carpenters’ tools, keep of a horse for the 
messenger, pay of matron, washerwoman, and 
porter at the hospital headquarters........... 
For purchase and freight to San Francisco of 
patent black marine paint for painting the in- 
terior of the sections and end floats of the Cali- 
fornia dry dOCK.... ccc cece eee ceeeee cr oa oee 
For a deficiency in the act making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending thir- 
tieth of Jnne, eighteen bundred and fifty, ap- 
proved third March, eighteen bundred and 
forty-nine, for paying the unsatisfied demands 
upon the fund for continuing the survey of the 
coast on the Guif of Mexico, from Appalachi- 
cola bay to the Mississippi... 
For the building or purchase of suitable vessels, 
and for prosecuting a survey and reconnois- 
sance for naval and commercial purposes, of 
such parts of Behring’s Straits, of the North Pa- 
cific ocean, and of the China seas, as are fre- 
quented by American whaleships and by tra- 
ding vessels in'their routes between the United 
States and China, under the direction of the i 
Secretary of the Navy...sessasssssoneaeaa. «125,000 00 | 
For a site fora navy-vard and naval depot in the | 
Ray of San Francisco. in California, or neigh- | 
boring waters, and establishing a navy-yard 
and naval depôt upon the most approved and 
economical plan on the site so obtained, and | 
cause to he erected a foundery, machine. shop, 
blacksmith’s shop, boiler-shop, engine house, 
pattern-shop, carpenter shop, and store- house, 
and for the purpose of carrying this section inta 
CFTECE cee cece cere ceceeersarecrrereecssecenes 100,000 00 


g 
By the act making appropriations for the support of | 


the Army for the year ending the thirtieth of June, į 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-three. 


8,000 00 
9,000 00 | 


6,000 00 


25,000 00 | 


1,500 00 


2,110 62 


i 

For pay of the Army.......6- a vreveceees 1353.206 00 
For commutation of officers’ subsistence..... ..576,944 00 | 
+ 105,504 OQ! 
For pay ments in lieu of clothing for officers’ ser- | 
36,200 00 | 


vants.. 1 
For expens 32,848 32 | 


S of Yecruitin 


. 10,009 00 : 
stence in kind........ 3,047,185 00 : 
For clothing for the Army, camp and garrison ‘ 

eqnipage, and horse equipments....... . -203,180 83 
For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s 

Department, consisting of fuel, forage in kind 

for the horses, mules, and oxen of the Quar- 

termaster’s Departinent, at the several military 

posts and stations, and with the armies in the 

field; for the horses of the first and secoud 

regiments of dragoons, the companies of light 

artillery, the regiment of mounted riflemen, 

and such companies of infantry as may be 

mounted, and also for the authorized number 

of officers’ horses when serving in the field and 

at the ontposts; of straw for soldiers?’ bedding; 

and of stationery, including company and other 

blank-books for the Army, certificates for dis- 

charged soldiers, hiank forms for the Pay and 

Quartermaster’s Departments, and for the 

printing of division and department orders, 

Army regulations, and reporis 1,160,009 60 
For the incidental expenses of the Quartermas- 

ter’s Department, consisting of postage on let- 

ters and packets receivéd and sent by officers 


sioned officers, musicians, and privates, on 
reénii 


i 
i d i 

of the Army on public service, expenses of | 
t 


courts-martial and courts of inquiry, including 


it 


i 


the additional compensation to judges-advo- 
cate, recorders, members, and - witnesses, 
while on that service, under the act of March 
sixteenth, eighteen hundred and two; extra” 
pay to soldiers employed under the direction of 
the Quartermaster’s Department in the erection 
of barracks, quarters, store-houses, and hospi- 
tals; the construction of roads, and otlier con- 
stant labor for periods of not less than. ten days, 
under the act of March second, eighteen hun- 
dred and nineteen; expenses of expresses to 
and from the frontier. posts and armies“ in the 
field; of escorts to paymasters, other disburs~ 
ing officers and trains, when military escorts.. 
cannot be furnished; expenses of the intermcnt 
of non-commissioned officers and soldiers; ai- 
thorized office furniture ; hire of laborers in 
the Quartermaster’s Department, including 
hire of interpreters, spies, and guides for the 
Army; compensation of clerks to officers of 
the Quartermaster’s Department; comperisa- 
tion of forage and. wagon-musters, authorized 
by the act of July, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
eight; for the apprehension of deserters, and 
and the expenses incident to their pursuit; the 
varions expenditures required for the first and 
second regiments of dragoons, the companies 
of light artillery, the regiment of mounted rifle- 
men, and such companies of infantry as may 
be mounted, including the purchase of travel-: 
ing forges, blacksmith’s and shoeing’ tools, 
horse and mule shoes, iron, hire of veterinary hae i 
surgeons, and medicines for horses and miles. 250,000 00 
For fuel and quarters for officersof the Army serv- 
ing on the coast survey, the payment of which 
is no longer made by the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment....... $ 


4,500 00 


non-commissioned officers and soldiers, gan- 

houses for the protection of cannon, including 

the necessary tools and materials for the objects 

enumerated, and for rent of qnarters and offices 

for officers and barracks, and hospitals for 

troops, where there are no public buildings for 

their accommodation ; for store-houses for the 

safe-keeping of military stores, and of srounds 

for summer cantonments and eneampments. < 400,000 00 
For mileage or allowance made to officers for 

the transportation of themselves and baggage, 

when traveling on duty without troops....... 120,000 00 
For transportation of the Army, including the 

baggage of the troops when moving either by 

land or water; of clothing, camp and garrison 

equipage, and horse equipments, from the depot 

at Philadelphia to the several posts and Army 

depots; of subsistence, from the places of pur- 

chase and from the places of delivery, under 

contract, to such places aš the circumstances 

of the service may require if to be sent; of ord- 

nance, ordnance stores, and small-arms from 

the founderies and armorics to the arsenals, 

fortifications, frontier posts, and Army depôts ; 

freights, tolls, and ferriages$ for the purchase 

and hire of horses, mules, oxen, wagons, carts, 

drays, ships, and other sea-going vessels and 

boats, for the transportation of supplies and for 

garrison purposes ; for drayage and cartage at 

the several posts; hire of teamsters 3 transpor- 

tation of funds for the pay and other disbursing 

departments; the expense of sailing public 

transports on the various rivers, the Gulf of 

Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacifie; and for 

procuring water at such posts as, from their sit- 

uation, require that it be brought from adis- — : 

tance ... +++ 1,500,000 00 
For the purchase of horses required for the first 

and second regiments of dragoons, the compa- 

nies of light artillery, the regiment of mounted 

riflemen, and such companies of infantry as 

may be monnted.......e cece eee |. . -170,0007 00 
For the medical and hospital department +. 51670 00 
For armamentof turiifications..... see 50,000 08 
Por ordnance stores and supplies, as follows: for 

procurement of side-arms and accoutrements 

for artillery, infantry, cavalry, and riflemen; 

materials jor and preparation of siege and field 

ammunition; wages of meehanies engaged in 

making carriages, implements, equipments, 

harness, &e.; and for purchase of miscella- 

neous supplies of ordnance stores for issue to 

the Army. 
For the current exper 


65,000 00 


es of the ordnan 


ce ser- 
-.++100,090 80 
ar- 


teseeerenas. 32,500 00 
sesccccarssesee 66,985 00 
For continuing the topographical and hydro- 
graphical survey of the delta of the Mississippi, 
with such investigations as may Jead to deter- 
mine the most practicable plan for securing if 
from inundation..... + 5 ,000 09 
For payment to Priscilla D. Twiggs of the amount 
of the pay and allowances which would have 
accrued to her son, George D. Twiggs, had he 
been regularly in service as a second leuten- 
ant of infantry, from the first day of June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-seven, the date on 
which he left the United States, to the twelfth 
of August in the same year, when he fellin: 
battle at the National Bridge, Mexico ......0.4 


239 33 


Pa 


and Oregon,” approved January the thirteenth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, and to settle 
and pay his €xXpenses....essssessesssaeresree. 2,500 00 $i 
For miscellaneous iteMS..srerisssrsrreseser eee 90,000 00 | 


bur, upon a plan to be approved by the Topo- 
graphical Burcau......esssssssasreeseoses ese 
For four spar-buoys 


the harbor of New Bed- 
ford 


bssvesrassssesasessssssossseaesrosienesa 


80,000 0i 
300 9 


For six spar-buoys to be placed in the Delaware 
bay, from Mahon river to the upper point of the 
shoal known as the Shears.....csseess earner 


F . 
LXXX o THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
Light- Houses. : For postage Stamps. ...s.ceeeceeeeeeceeereesers 20,000 00 For a light-vessel to be moored off Minot’s Ledge, 
For completing ma ilgar houso at Sand Key, For the publication of twenty-five thousand copies until the proposed light-house on said ledge be 16,000 00 
FlGridaccicec ccs doee disnesdsce secede estes 144/190 81 of the laws and regulations of the Post Office completed sssssessesersrererereerceree create 40) 
For completing the light-house at Chicago, Hli- pode ob Department, and for arrears on the table of post 7,000 00 Rhode Island. 
TONE tit ne ree teen hune. |” To enable the Postmaster eneral to contract for For an iron can-buoy to be placed on arock in 
For nrrearagos prior 10 er ine ofice of the transporting the mail by steamboat from the channel leading from Narragansett Bay to osi 
the Third ‘Auditor, under-an act approved May the Lake House to New Iberia, on the route six Nanaquacket pond.....seseeseesere sever eras 00 
i lir 7 i iti thousand one hundred and sixteen, from Don- For a dolphin or buoy to be placed on the south 
first, eighteen hundred and twenty, in addition ft A ag 3 £ int of Goat Island, in the harbor of Newport. 150 00 
to an unexpended balance of two thousand nine aldsonville to Washington, in the State o point of Goat Island M Eo PaT ose aud dike- 
hundred and sixty-nine dollars and fourteen Louisiana... s.eesse osse essseseseeestersie eee 7,000 00 For Oe lang, anne habot = 00 00 
Paros eax | piaraan ; Praiser Oy 
conte, ra ae Migivoen handed and Afty- 7,134,500 00 Conediei ; 
ONG assasi etanata iana ee 7,500 00 || For a light-honse on the Long Wharf, inthe har 
That the extra pay to the commissioned officers 3: sat nake sohi- r = g > sa 
and enlisted Ten of the United States serving | By the act making appropriations for pat houses, ight bor of New Haven. ...ssessserererrereorseses 500 00 
in Oregon or California be, and the same is {| boats, buoys, §e., and providing for the erection an New York 
hereby, continued in force for one year from the i; establishment of the same, and for other purposes. ew rori. 
first day of March, eighteen hundred and fifty- iW Main Fora light-house on Point Au Roche, on the 
two, and that the provision of the last-men- | Sane: west side of Lake Champlain.. .... s.s.s.. 5000 00 
uned aet be, and is hereby, extended to Now i! roa light-house on the Nubble, Cape Neddich, ne ee For six spar-buoys in Hudson river, between Al- É 
Mexico during the current year, provided for j E PAEA E TEATE E Dy bany and Troy...sssasreensoososesasesoreass 0 00 
i pa this section. es ae see noes Keere SAN 30,099 00 i! For a dumb beacon on Haddock’s Ledge, in Pe- 30000 For oT cueon Iielit on Black Rock pier.......... 600 00 
lt the unexpended balances remaining of sums i nobscot bay...... . To repair or rebuild the foundation of the li ht- 
appropriated for fortifications, and now liable i For Jones’s fog-bells, to be placed at Cap Tae on the breakwater at Oswego...... x +. 5,000 00 
to revert to the surplus fund, are hereby re-ap- it beth, Sequin, Whitchead, and West Quoddy- For Jones’s fog bells, to be placed at the Sandy 
propriated .. [Indefinite.} || _ head light-houses .......ceesesevesgeneeeees 10,000 00 Hook and Throgg’s Neck light-houses........ 5,000 00 
For the pay and equipment as mounted riflemen, For the erection of a beacon on Logey’s Ledge, i| For a new light-ship to take the place of that 
finding their own horses and forage, ofthe vol- H in Portsmouth harbor, in addition to an appro- i now moored off Sandy Hook......-..-+ ..... 20,000 00 
unteers serving under the command of Captain |. priation of five hundred dollars by the aet of For completing the light-house on Gardner’s Is- 
Jobn C. Frémont, in California, during the year il September twenty-eighth, eighteen hundred Jand, in addition to the appropriation of six 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, as appears hy i} ANA ALY. 0. cece eee e te cence rene ee eee eres 500 00 thousand dollars by the act of March third, 
the muster-rolis on file in the War Depart- i For two spar-buoys on the Eastern and Western eighteen hundred and fifty-one. -essene a esse 1,000 00 
ment, and for the subsistence and supplies con- ii Sisters, at the entrance of Piscataqua river... 160 09 || Por erecting a beacon on the sand- spit in the har- 
sumed by said volunteers in said service......168,000 00 i Por rebuilding the light. house and keeper’s house por of Sag-Harbor, in addition to the appropria- 
Foy the expenses of said board of officers to ex- {| on Boon TIAN cee sseseosseresssesere eee e 25,000 00 tion of seven hundred dollars made by the act 
amine claims for subsistence and forage fur- || For a beacon on Steel’s Ledge,in Penobseatbay 1,000 00 of March third, eighteen hundred and fifty-one. 450 00 
nished in California. .. vestssecctecceaee 2,000 00 | Fora light-house at the easterly end of the thor- For three buoys to “mark the entrance of Stony 
Pay to each of the survivors, or to the he l! oughfare between North Haven and Vinalha- Brook harbor, Long Island.. .sseseesrererere 300 00 
those who have died, of the Seminole warriors i ven,or on Heron NCCK.. sss eceees secre rsees 5,000 00 || For the repair of the pier at the mouth of Genesee 
who were mustered into the service of the Uni- I| For beacons, buoys, and spindles at pointson the | river, and the erection of a beacon-light on the . 
ted States at Fort Brooke, in December, eigh- H Kennebeck river .s..ssersesresesaresrrereses 5,000 00 į EE E OA E Cane „. 2,600 00 
teen hundred and thirty-five, an amount equal ij For Jones’s fog-bell, to be placed near the light- ‘| For the erection of three small beacon-lights on 
to three months’ pay and allowances ofa pri- : house at Petit Menan.........-. IERTE ... 2,500 00 the Hudson river; one atthe south point of 
vate soldier in the Army of the United States.. 3,870 00 i| For buoys tobe placed on Old Man’s Ledge, at the the Island, east of Barren Island, one at the 
To refund to the State of North Carolina the i entrance of Penobscot bays... ss. ieee seer ee 500 00 i} north point of the Island opposite and cast of 
amount of money advanced and transportation ‘| For the erection of beacons on a reef of ledges at | Coeyman’s bar, and one on the point of the 
furnished to volunteers from that State during i! the entrance of Camden harbor, one near Ne- il {sland at the mouth of Schodack channel and 
the late war with MCxicO....s esrr ees eee eens 9,382 53 ji gro Island, and one near Northeast Point, and opposite Mull ROCKS......6s cress see ee rs mets 1,506 00 
For refunding to the State of Michigan the ‘| for placing buoys on other ledges in said harbor 1,000 00 || For ten additional spar buoys in the bay of New 
amount advanced by said State, in organizing, i| For the erection of beacons or spindles and pla- Ho Waele evigeeereanes ys Ss cada egee oboe 500 00 
subsisting, and transporting volunteers, pre- |" cing of buoys on the ledges at the entrance of For a spinnel or beacon to be placed on the ex- 
vious to their being mustered into the service of Naraguagus harbor. .......seeeeeseeseeeee es 1,000 00 |] treme eastern point of the north fork of Long 
the United States, during the late war with |! Por the erection of a harbor light on a point of I] Yglandvecccecceecseccencecsesaeseseeerszees 3,000 00 
MEXICO... cece ee ccetee ee esn eset ere eseese re 20,000 00 '  Jand lying west of the entrance of Buck’s har- H i i 7 
To pay to the State of South Carolina, out of any bor, in Brooksville vo. eseeeeece eee eee eeee ee 3,500 00 1) New Jersey. 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- i; For the erection of beacons, buoys, and spindles |; For a monument on Mill Reef, in Kil] Van Kin 
priated, such sums of money as were paid by ! between Owlshead and Whitehead light- 1 assado cid sled bie ds p aneian an rangeres A0 DG 
said State, in eighteen hundred and thirty- i; honses, and through Muscle Ridgechannel.... 4,000 00 || For ean buoys, to be placed in the inlet leading : 
eight, eighteen hundred and thirty nine, and l: For the erection of four buoys at Goldsborough, in Little Beg NALDOT se cseccvecraveeece veces 1,000 00 
eighteen hundred and forty, for services, losses, at the following places: one on the southeast Fora beacon to be placed on the shoal in New- : 
and damages sustained by ber volunteers in the point of Calf Island; one on the western point H ark bay, known as the West Oyster bed, and 
Florida war of eighteen hundred and thirty- of the Middle Ground, off Stone Island; one i} bug-lights on the Elbow beacon, and Set off 
six, eighteen bundred and thirty-seven, and | on Half-Tide Ledge, and one on asunken rock ! point, and for replacing the fog bell at the 
eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, while in the i at the entrance of Flanders bay......sseee eee 200 00 |; Passaic light-house. a eaaa eaei 8000-00 
service of the United States, and on their re- 1 For repairing or constructing the stone beacon I| Porone buoy in New Inlet, Great Egg harbor j 
x nar heweeie a : gg , 
we irom poia e renne ‘| on Buck Ledge, Penobscotriver..........-.. 500 00 || and three buoys in Hereford.. s.s ssseseseesse 200 00 
pointed for that purpose by a act af the Legis- if New Hampshire. l Maryland. 
lature of said State in eighteen hundred and ‘| For a beacon on Wiley’s Ledge, and a spar-buoy ` Fora fog-bell to be erected at the light house on 
thirty-BOVEN.sceeeceeeee rere eererenre cece ee [Indefinite] | on Half-Way Rock, in the harbor of Ports- i Saven foot knoll, at the mouth of Patapsco 
. 48,926,089 62 || NOUR oseccccs tree nearensecsegevestomecsos 800 00 ; river... k à 2,500 00 
x ji For six spar-bonys to be placed in 
r elis : , For a -boa ar § esset Shoal, nortt | Fora beacon-light to be placed at Fort Sollers. 
Act making appropriations for the service of the Post | channel Vineyard Sound $ 12,000 00 || on the Patapsco river, When said fort shall be 
Office Department during the fiscal year ending the |) For three buoysin Uolmes?s Hole harbor... ... 309 09 | so far completed as to receive the same....... 1,590 00 
thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and || Tor the erection oa peacon and tie repair of || For a buoy to be placed over a wreck in Hooper’s a 
thy, p ey debe li peacons, and for buoys in the harbor of New- ji straits, in Chesapeake bay..... see ser eee seeee 80 00 
Jifty-three, and for other purposes. IN any portsva sees Sara RAAT ELEINTE OF NOW 9 000 00 || Fora hell to be placed on one of the light boats 
For transportation of the mails............-+-. 4,100,000 00 +) For a beacon on Fawn bar, near Decr Island, in |’ in Chesapeake bay, to be designated by the 
Ft earin to postonsiera, noian a ii Boston harbor, in addition to the former appro- it Secretary of the Treasury...» na Oe icone eee 200 00 
additional compensation authorized by the sixth 1; PAGOA AAEN EPRA SE YTA ENE tt H ahi, 
section of the act to reduce and modify the rates Per two jron spindles on the northeast ledge of pany ne H Michigan. 
of postage, approved third March, one thou- i the Graves, and on ifarding’s Ledge, in Boston |! For buoys in Saginaw bay and at the mouth of 
_gand eight hundred aud fifty-one, .... 2,022,000 00 |! harbor, in addition to the former appropriation 6,000 00 |; _ Saginaw FAVED seve sarees eeseeeeeerees etree 600 00 
for compensation to postmasters, being the dit i| Fora light boat near Killpond bar, or a light © | Fora beacon-light on Round Island, in Lake Su- 
ference between the sum of one million eight i, house in the vicinity of it, as on examination i perior, near the entrance of the riverSt. Marie. 4,000 0% 
hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars ap- il may be thought most expedient...... 12,000 00 || For the repairand the removal of the light-house 
propriated for the fiscal year ending thirtieth of | For a spar-buoy on Bibb Roe $ ‘| and keeper’s house at the mouth of Clinton 
June, one thousand eight bundred and fifty- st WATDON.. cece eceen ee eeeeseves 75 00 || _river,on Lake St. Clair.......cceeseer eee. 5,000 00 
two, and tbe estimated amount of their com- j| Fora buoy-boat on Great Rip...... . 500 60 {| Fora light-house at the mouth of South Black 
Lele tor the same yea, ae Baoan » For a buoy poar on Sand Shoal, near north end Lp LEVON eee eeee cence eetereeeteesterenessesenen 5,000 00 
itional allowances authorized by the sixth ; of Bass Rip....e ee cece ee eee saa “sses EETETTTI 5 HI j, ‘, 
section of the act of third of March, one thou- | Fora first-class lieht- vessel to be moored on er eee Ji Wisconsin. 
sand eight hundred and fifty-one, reducing the ‘| near the New South shoal off Nantucket, to |; For spar-buoys at the entrance of Necnah or Fox 
rates of postage..... li tsseeecstecesarecne s+ 147,060 00 || be built under the direction of a competent pie tivem ae fare tasata arnein eee eae pias ... 500 00 
For clerks in the offices of postmasters PRT 439,009 60). naval architect, and fitted with a life-boat, du- il For a light house at the northern ouiet of Win- 
For ship, steamboat, and way-letters. Z; 40,000 gO plicate moorings, and a fog-bell, the illuminat- ‘| . neneee TARO secs s ec eeete eres teense canes 5,000 00 
For wrapping Pappot as euasit nrar, “NEON OD | ing apparus 1o be of large inp parole Te- E a a ae 
ro eh es of postmasters. 9,000 00 ; flectors and Argand lamps, to produce a light i, kie, and rebuilding the same at and on the 
For advertising. seeavecevceees 70,000 00 property distinguished, which shal] be seen as lı north point of Milwaukie Day......+-sreeree+ 5,000 00 
Eo mail bagge. s. errs pear 00 i faras the elevation of the lanterns above the i] Ohio 
9 Mkisi srir own yaoni okan e... 45,009 00 |, 7 a sea wili permi |i F A 
For mail-locks, keys, and stamps. ae 107000 00 «| Ey nes eee he beet Taegan 30,000 00 || For alight house or range lights at or near the 
For mail depredations and special agents....... 45,000 00 | entrance of Salem harbor, and at Race Point, 1), Bead'or Maumee:-bay; or the-tnouth ot Mau- * 
gsistz stmas a i i Yen ge a ji MEC TIVE. cece ecto eta cece sree ee cere eee cues 5 
ee a VEICUION OF Ue Boat i ioe epacta es i -> 5,000 09 | For buoys at the ledge between West Sister P 
master General, subsequent to the first of April il i sound Poi is An g | _ Island and the entrance of Maumee bay...... 300 00 
ight hundred and Aity 1 Ae ? : yard sound, near Point Gammon light-house.. 129 00 |! for the repair of the Jight-hous A wren 
eighteen hundred and ilty-one, when als res- i For a buoy to be placed over a sunken vessel, at 4 repair oF the ight house piety end: pier: 
ignation took effect, in the organization of the |” Suceonesset Point., +. s.. . 7 120 09 | Ped in the harbor of Huron, on which the 
mail service in Galifornia, approved by the if Towards the erection of a Hane oe of gran- it | paehrnouse is built .. scesceceerees 6,000 00 
joint resolution © to legalize certain contracts ji ite, ivon,ora eomhination of both, on the outer jf OL rene wing. the light a ermon harbor, and 
for the transportation ofthe mails in California i Minot Ledge, at the entrance of Boston har- | repairing the pier on which it is placed........ 3,000 00 
It l Delaware. 
t i 
i 


480 00 


For the construction of two iee-breakers, for the 
protection of the light-house on the Brandy- 
wine shoal, in the Delaware bay..... 206 


For marking Joe Flogger shoal, in the Delaware . 
bay, with first-class nun-buoys and can-boys, 
to be construeted and placed in their posifion | 
under the dircetion of the Superintendent of 
Mie Coast BULVey. cuesiosecdrseverdoraerdshok. 


Virginia: 


For tbe purchase of a site a e 
light-huuse on Jones’s Point, in the Potomac 
river, near Alexandria... .......c.. eee ee cess 

For Joues’s fog-belis, to be placed at Assateague, 
Smith's Isiand, and Cape Henry fight houses 

For a beacon on White Shoal, James river. .... 

For beacon lights on Day’s Point, on the Point 
of Shoals, and on Jourdan’s Point, James river 

For a beacon-light on the shore opposite Lyon’s 
Wreck shoals. sinire ee eee cee eens 

For a large buoy on the tail of the Horse-shoe 
Shoal, in Chesapeake bay. ......-.ceeeceeees 

For two spar-buoys to be placed at White Point 

and Elbow Point, in Mushapingo bay......... 

Fer two- spar buoys to be placed to buoy out 
Qoeauonnoek Creeks... ..cecceveeeees orarit . 

North Carolina. 

For Joncs’s fog bell to be placed near Bald Head 
light-house, at the entrance of Cape Fear river 

Fora harbor Jight-house on the eastern point of 

a Rouge Banks, at the entrance of Beautort bar- 
a PETE ET OAN ETTR sa 

Fer two buoys to be placed in the mouth of Ali- 
gator river, in. Albemarle sound .... 

Far a buoy to be placed on the nerthe 


Fatker’s shoal, in Croatan sound........-.+... 
For buoys to be placed in North river, in the 
CORULY OF CUsTHUCk coc ccccecseceeserereonee % 


Frying-pan ghoals.......sseceeeeeeeneeseaes 
For the second class buoys to mark the Main and 
Oak Island channels leading into the Cape 
Fear river, in addition to the buoys now au- 
thorized to be constructed and located under 
the direetion of the Superintendent of the 
Coast Survey...ccseceseeeececer cece ecereeee 
Her six hollow iron buoys for the waters of Cape 
PUA. occu ccorennversseteress T 


South Caroling. 

For a bell-boat to be moored at Cape Roman 
shoal...eeas easeees 

Por a harbor light to be placed on the battery in 
the harbor of Charleston... 6. cceece ee eee eee 

For three iron buoys ta be moored at the entrance 
of the harbor of Georgetown... 

For two beacon or range lights on So 
Point, and one beacon or range light on North 
Island, to range with the main light at the en- 
trance of Georgetown harbor......6 serene ee 

Alabama. 

For an iron floating betl-buoy, with heavy moor- 
ings, and in every respect complete, for the 
entrance of Mobile bay....... ETTET . 

For six large iron can and nun-buoys, to be prop- 
erly distinguished, and to be moored at points 
eff the west bank, the middie ground, and the 
southwest point of the Spit... ceseveeee teens 

For a buoy on the northwest end of Northwest 
Pelican Shoal. .ccccceceeeenee . 

For four wooden beacons, fitted with sixih order 
Fresnel lenses, or with a single twenty-one- 
inch parabolic reflector each, to be erected on 


Sand tslandand Mobile Point...........00+ oe 
For a screw-pile beacon on Revenue Point...... 
Mississippi. 


For the erection of a light-house at or near the 
entrance of East Pascagoula river, instead of a 
former appropriation... ... cceeee eee e ees ae 

For alighi Bouse on the west end of Ship Island, 
beinga renewal of a former appropriation for 
this PUTPOSE. se os cereerrers ee 

For nine buoys in Cat and Ship 

Louisiana. 

Forthe examination and survey of Ship Shoal 
and Racoon Point,on the coast of Louisiana, 
with reference to the location and erection ofa 
Heht-house and the procuring a plan for the same 

For three spar buoys to mark the channel ofa har- 
bor of refuge at Horn tsland Pass Mississippi.. 

Florida. 

For four iron can and nun buoys, one to be placed 
on the end of Sandbore, off Soldier Key, and 
three to mark the channel through Boca Grande 
Passage. 

For a first-class ight i E hes, 
off Dry Bank, halfway between Carysfort Reet 
gud Sand Key Light, to be constructed under 
the direetion of the Topographical Bureaun, and 
fitted with the most approved Himninating ap- 
PATRUS oo cere ee reece cent eee creer eee tes . 
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sland harbors.. 


5,000 00 


|| For three bollow iron buoys to be. moored in the 
channel leading into a harbor recently diseay- ~ 
ered on Florida Reef, about ten miles south of 2 5 
Cape Florida... 0... ccs e eee iesper bab ee 700500 
Fora beacon on Rebecca Shoal, between Mar- -i 


For securing the light-house at the mouth of Sa 


| Texas. i P 

| For a light-hoat to be moored. at Aransas Passy 
or a light house, as may be deemed. most. ex- 

pedient upon further examination, and for 

channel buoys in said channel, and a buoy at 

Dotar Point, in addition to the sum appropri- 

ated for a light-house at.said Point......... oe 

| For coustrueting three kmal or barbor light- 

houses in Galveston bay, namely: one at Red 

Fish Bar, one at Clopper’s Bar, and. one at 

Half Moon. Shoal, in addition to the amount 

! {twenty thousand dollars) already appropriated : 

+ fora light-house on Red Fish Bar............ 5000-00 


2,500 00 


f California. 
For large buoys to be placed.on sunken rocks, in 
| the bay of San Francisco....5. esse esesseeeee 1,000 00 
i: For a beacon at Humboldt’s harbor, near North 
Spit wives ` 5,000 -00 
For a-light-house at the har! 
Lake Superior ....... EER ET NTT T 5,800 00 
For the erection of a light house at Santa Cruz, 
California, ccc 0... dae E PPAT 30,000 00 
For the coinpletion of light houses in California 
and Oregon... cc cee eee re ences eens e asia 120,000 00 
For light-boats and other means for rendering as- 
sistance to wrecked mariners and others on the A 
coast of the United States.. .ssessereseeseeeee 10,000 00 
For testing the apparatusof Wilson and Meach- 
{ am, far illuminating light houses........ ..... 1,000 00 


$709,145 00 


By the resolution to authorize the continuance of the 
work upon the two wings of the Capitol. 
For the continuance of the work on the two 
wings of the Capitol..... se... ee eee eee aja aae 000,000: 00 


By the act for the relief of Edward Everett. 


For services rendered by biw to the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department at San Antonio, from October 
fifteenth, eighteen hundred and forty-six, to 
June seventeenth, eighteen hundred and furty- 
SOFON. iso sesi 


By the act for the relief of the Virginia 
j Woolen Company. 


The amount returned by the United States from 
the said eompany for an alleged non-compli- 
ance with a contract entered into between the 
i United States and said company, on or about 
the tenth day of January, one thousand eight 
hundred and forty-eight, for the delivery of one 
hundred thousand yards of cloth........ ..... $6,085 00 


By the act for the relief of Rufus Dwinel. 
| To be paid to Rufus Dwinel........ sesseseeeee 18,087 72 


| By the act for the relief of Lieutenant Colonel 
Mitchell, of the State of Missouri. 

i The payment of said judgment in favor of said 
Harmony, rendered in the State of Missouri, 

then it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and he is hereby authorized, to 

liquidate and satisfy said judgment, damages, 

ANG COSES. eee eee eee eee eeeeeeeneee Pererreee) {Indefinite. | 


By the act for the relief of James Ferguson, 
surviving partner of the firm of Ferguson 

i § Milharda. 

For the amount alleged to have been paid by 
them in discharge of their bond given the Uni- 
ted States, dated May twenty-second, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-eight, for duties on one 
hundred and forty-two hogsheads of molasses, 
which were destroyed by fire. while in public 
store, on the fourteenth day of June, eighteen 

; hundred and forty eight. .....61 seeeeeeseeee oe 

| By the act for the relief of Williams, Staples, 

H and Williams. 

For the duty paid by them on one hundred and 
| twenty-one hogsheads of sugar, which were 
destroyed by fire, while in the public store, in 
the city of Norfolk aforesaid, on the fourteenth 
day of June, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, 
which sugars were imported by them into the 
port of Norfolk on or about the sixth day of 7 
June, eighteen hundred and forty eight......+ 1,156 50 


| By the act for the relief of Theodore Offut. 
Í For the value of a bay mare, the property of said 
i Offut, which was turned over for the use of the 


Government by his commanding officer, Cap- 
tain W. C. Pollard, without authority....-- . 


By the act for ihe relief of James Lewis. 
For the amount recommended to. be paid to him 
as witness fees and mileage, by the United 
States district court for the eastern district of 
Virginia. sese cece ee errereen seen aces seees ¥ 


By the act for the relief of Jane Irwin. 

! To be paid Jane Irwin, the only child of Colonel 
Jared Irwin, who served in the Georgia State 
troops, from the beginning to the close of the 
revolutionary war, as an equivalent for ser- 
vices rendered and losses sustained by bin, 


F 


607 50 


i For a lärge:Þoat-on Sea-borse Reef. sie. nire... 950 00° 


queésas and Dry Portugas Keys, .0. 6cicese ces 10,000.00 f 
John river, Florida....... so deeees ede Gees cee 10,000/00 ; 


735 60 į 


: -the hallpay of a eaptai ribe péried :0 
| © thirty-five years, Without interest, sai 
| By the act for the.relief of Wiliam G 
To: pay jo William: Greer, with lega 

thereon, from July, eighteen hundred and f 
three, it. being in full payment of moneys 
him at that tims advancedte the United Stat 


For the amount of fine‘imposed on: bint, 
him paid to the collector at Tappahauno: 
| neglecting to renew the license oi 
William Page, in the year eighteen 


and fOrty-DINE...ceserevncesiwacive pene, 


By the act for the relief of Gustavus A: De 
Russy, late Acting Purser inthe Nanie ~~. 
For the balance of compensation.to whicb:he is... 
entitled for his services in. the capacity afore- 
BRIA Ceti secondo et odes easidc st eeasudes cites 
| By the act for the relief of the legal représenta- i 
_ tives of James C.. Watson, of Georgia, © 
| For the amount paid by him, under the sapetian... 
of the Indian agent, to certain Creek'wagyriars - 
for slaves, captured by said warriors,. whil 
S 


py 


they were in the.service-of the United 


against the Seminole Indians ih Florida. ~.. (adena 
By the act granting relief to John Ae 0 


McGaw, of New York. 0 0... 
For derurrage of the ship Charlotte, at, Vera 
Cruz, Mexico, while in the service of the Uni- 
ted States eel ce hens Pars 


By the act for the relief of John Moore White. 

For the seven years’ half pay to: which Major- = » 
White would have been entitled, had he not: 
died before a resolve of Congress passed the 
twenty-fourth of August, one thousand’ seven aes 
hundred and eighty......seeecesseeeeoeeoeefindefinite. ys 


| By the act for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Het- 


zel, widow and administratria of AL R oz: 
Hetzel, late Assistant Quartermaster inthe > : 
Army of the United States. Pattie 
For the amount claimed by bim in the account 
| rendered by him for æ part of the third quartet, 
of the year eighteen hundred'and thirty eight 
and which was disallowed at the Treasury 


By the act for the relief of Mis. Mary 4. Da 
vis, widow ef Daniel W. Davis. © °° 
f For the amount paid by her to employ substi- >- 
tute for her late husband during his iiness, and ~ 
while he was a clerk in the paymaster’s de- 
PAFIMENT. sssessesesososeossesesaseosesorosoe 
By the act for the relief of Z. F. Johnson. 


1 

| For the necessary and proper personal expenses 
| incurred by him at San Francisco, California, 
| while awaiting duty, under orders, and com- 
1 
| 
{ 
i 
i 


12,988'74 


pelled to live on shore, between the twentieth 
day of November, eighteen hundred and forty- 
eight, and the twenty first day of April, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty nine.....seeseveeees[Endefinite.} 


| IL.—OFFICES CREATED, AND THE SALARIES THERE- 
i OF Hy 

i . 

| By the act to provide for the appointment of a Superin- 
| tendent of Indian Affairs in California. (Ch. 11.) 

| A Superintendent of Indian Affairs authorized to be ap- 
i pointed for the State of California, at an annual salary of 
| $4,000. 

| À clerk authorized for the same, at an annual salary of 
+ $2,500. 

| By the act to establish a branch of the Mint of the Uni-- 
| ted States in California, (Ch. 54.) 

| One superintendent, at an annual salary of $4,500, 

i One treasurer, at an annual salary of $4,500, 

! One assayer, at an annual salary of $3,000. 

! One melter, at an annual salary of $3,000. 

| One refiner, at annual salary of $3,000, 

| One coiner, at an annual salary of $3,000, 


‘ Clerks and workmen to be appointed, whose compensa- 
i tion shal! be such as are “í customary and reasonabie.’? 

i By the act to establish additional land districts in the 
‘State of Wisconsin. (Ch. 75.) 

| Two registers and two receivers to be appointed, whose 
| compensation shall be the same asin other cases, 

! By the act to provide for executing the public printing, 
and establishing the prices thereof, and for other 
purposes. (Ch. 91.) 


A Superintendent of the Public Printing, at an annual 
; Salary of $2,500. 

| A public printer to be elected by each House of Congress, 
: whose compensation for work executed shall be in conform-. 


89 00 || ity to the rates specified in the act. 


: By the act to create an additional land qfice in the 
| Territory of Minnesota. (Ch. 102.) 

| A register and reeciver authorized, who shall’be entifed: 
to the compensation authorized in other eases. 

| By the act authorizing imported goods, wares, end 
| merchandise, entered and bonded for warehousing, 
| én pursuance of law, to be exported by certais routes 
| to ports or places in Mexico. 

Four inspectors of the customs, authorized to reeeive- 
> each an annual salary of two hundred and fifty dollars, 


_EXXXI1 


By the act to create three additional land districts in 
the State of Iowa. (Ch. 77.) 
T Three registers and three receivers Authorized to be ap- 


pointed, who shall be entitled to the same fees, &c.; pro- 
vided in other cases. i Si 


By an act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide | 


for the better securtty-of the lives of passengers on: 
board of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 
steam,’*. and for other purposes. (Ch. 106.) 


Nine supervising inspectors, to he appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, each 
of whom to receive an annual salary of fifteen hundred 
dollars, in addition to his actual reasonable traveling ex- 
penses, $ 


By an act making appropriations” for light-houses, | 


light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the erec- 
tion and establishment of the same, and for other 
purposes. (Ch. 112.) : 


A Light. House Board authorized to be appointed by the | 


President, coniposed of two officers of the Navy, one officer 


of the Corps of Engineers of the Army, one officer of the } 
Topographical Engineers, and two civilians: the Secretary | 


of the Treasury to be ex officio president of the hoard; the 


United States to constitute twelve districts, and an officer | 


of the Army or Navy to be assigned as a light-bouse in- 
spector to each district; the legal allowance for traveling 
expenses to be made to the persons appointed as officers of 
the Light-House Board, and as inspectors, but no other ad- 
dition to their pay as officers of the Army and Navy. 


By the act to constitute Alton, in the State of Illinois, | 


a port of delivery. (Ch. 144.) 

One surveyor of the customs to be appointed for the port 
of Alton, to receive the salary and emoluments provided by 
an act of Congress of 2d March, 1831. 

A surveyor of the customs to be appointed for each of the 
following ports, viz: Burlington in Towa; Galena in H- 
Hinois; and Knoxville in Tennessce, to receive the salaries 
and emoluments of surveyors provided for in the act of 2d 
March, 1831. 

A surveyor authorized to be appointed for the port of Jef- 
ferson, in New York, who shall be entitled to the salary and 
emoluments provided for in other cases. 


By the act (ch. 66) to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1852. 


For temporary clerks in the office of the Third Auditor, 

11,800 appropriated; no salary from this fund to exceed 

1,000 per annum, except two, at $1,200 each. 

For temporary clerks in the office of the ‘Third Auditor of 
the Post Office Department, $1,000 appropriated. 
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By the act. (ch. 108). making appropriations for the 
civil and ‘diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1853. 

-A clerk of the ‘ Sergeant-at- Arms,” to receive a salary 

of $1,500. : : i 

~ Three head gaugers for the port of New Orleans, at a sal- 
ary of $1,500 each. - 

An associate law-agent for California, whose compensa- 
tion shall be the same as that of the law-agent, and not ex- 
ceeding $5,090 each? i 

Five additional clerks authorized in the Post Office De- 
partment; one at an annual salary of $1,609, two at an 
annual salary of $1,200, and one at an annual salary of 
$1,000. 

A clerk for the Treasurer of the branch Mint at San Fran- 
cisco, at a salary of $2,500 per annum. 

A Clerk in the office of the Commissioner of Public Build- 


į ings, at a salary of 21,000 per annum. 


By the act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1853. (Ch. 111.) 

Two resident agents authorized on the Isthmus of Pana- 


ma, each of whom allowed, for salary and personal cx- 
penses, a sum not exceeding $3,000 per annum. 


IJÍ.—THE OFFICES THE SALARIES OF WHICH HAVE 
BEEN INCREASED, WITH THE AMOUNT OF SUCH 
INCREASE. 


By the act to make land warrants assignable, and for 
other purposes. (Ch. 10.) 

Registers and receivers allowed to receive for their ser- 
vices in locating military bounty land warrants, issued since 
1847, the compensation or per centage allowed on sales of 
land for cash, to be paid by the assignees or holders of such 
warrants. 

By the act making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1853. (Ch. 109 ) 
The annual salary of the secretary of the Naval Academy 

at Annapolis, increased to $1,250. 

The pay of the chaplains of the Navy shall be $1,000 per 
annum on leave or waiting orders, and $1,500 while on duty. 

The navy agent at Memphis—performing, in addition to 
his own, the duties of purser—to be allowed and paid the 
annual salary of a purser on duty of the second class, [in 
leu of commissions, ] 


Maine—discharging the duties of clerk and steward—to re- 
ceive $750 per annum. 

The first clerks to the commandants of the navy-yards at 
Nortolk, New York, and Boston, to receive respectively an 
annual salary of $1,000. 


The second elerks to the commandants at the same yards :; 
| to receive respectively $800 per annum. 


The additional allowance or percentage made to the 


clerks in the executive and legislative. departments at 
Washington; also made to the clerks employed at the 
navy-yard and marine barracks in the city of Washington, 


By the act (ch. 68] to authorize the President of the 
United States to designate the places for the ports of 
entry and delivery for the collection district of Pu- 
get’s sound and Umpqua, in the Territory of Ore- 
gon, and to fix the compensation.of the collector of 
Astoria, in said Terrilory. 

The compensation of the collector at Astoria fixed at 
$3,000 per annum, including fees of office. 


By the act [ch. 110] making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1853. 


Paymasters’ clerks to receive one ration per day when 
on duty at their stations. 


By the act [ch. 81] making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1853, and for other purposes. 


The assistant professor of French and drawing to receive 
the pay and emoluments of the other professors. 

By the act (ch. 108] making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending 30th June, 1853. 

The disbursing clerk and the draughtsman of the Patent 
Office allowed 4300 additional compensation each. 

/Two additional permanent clerks in the Patent Office, at 
a salary of $1,400 each. 

The four messengers employed in the post office of the 
House of Representatives to be allowed $1,000 each per 
annum, commencing with the Thirty-second Congress. 

The clerks, messengers, watchmen, and laborers, whose 
annual compensation does not exceed twelve hundred dot- 
lars, to receive an addition of twenty percent. ‘Those re- 
ceiving over twelve hundred, and tess than sixteen hundred 
dollars, to receive an addition of ten per cent: Provided, 
No one shal] receive more than sixteen hundred dollars per 
annum. [The provision for this increase of eompensation 
is limited to one year.] 

The pay of the deputy naval officers at Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and New Orleans, to be 
$2,000 each per annum. 

The salary of the chief clerk in the office of the assistant 


į treasurer of the United States, in New York, to be $1,600 


The assistant to the purser at the navy yard at Kittery, | j ber annum and the salary of each of the other clerks to be 


$1,200. 

By the act (ch. 111] making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1853, and jor 
other purposes, 

The salaries of route agents increased to ¢1,000 per an- 
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ON, BY JOHN C. RIVES—TERMS $3. 


‘This is the first number of the Congressional Globe “for: 
this session—the first of the Thirty-second Congress. “I 
will print several thousand surplus copies for the purpose of 


supplying all persons who: may subscribe within :a reason- | 


able time—say by the 13th. January—with-complete copies 
of the work. oy ie he A 5 

Thi first number of the Appendix will be’ printed in two 
or threé days. ‘The Appendix will contain the Messages of 
the.President of the United States; the Reports.of the heads 
_ of the Departments; all the long speechés-of the members 

of hoth Houses of Congress, written out ‘or revised by them- 
selves; and all Laws and Joint Resolutions which shall be 
passed during this session. ` : 

The Congressional Globe for the last long session—the 
first of the 31st—-made2,180, and the Appendix 1,716 pages ; 
making together 3,896 pages. The Congressional Globe for 
this session it is believed will not contain as many pages 
as it did then. The Appendix for this session will- prob- 
ably make more than it did the fast long session, as all the 
laws passed this session will be printed in it, which has not 
been done heretofore. 


The following are the prices for them during the session : 


For the Congressional Globe.. ses. seese. e.e $3 00 
& et Appendix. ..sssesesesreerereree „e... 3 00 


THIRTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 
FIRST SESSION. p 
PRETA: 

SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The names of Senators, with the expiration of the term of 
service of each. Democrats (38) in Roman, and the } 
Whigs (24) in Italic letters. ` 


MAINE. | | MISSISSIPPI. 
James W. Bradbury....1853 | Henry S. Foote*....... 1853 
Hannibal Hamlin......1857.| Jefferson Davis}....... 1857 
New HAMPSHIRE, LOUISIANA. 


Solomon. W. Downs. . -1853 | 
Pierre Soulé... n.s... 1855 


Ono., 
Salmon P. Chase...... 
| Benjamin Wude.. 
O O. o KENTUCKY. 
Joseph R. Underwood. .1853 


John P. Hale., ve s.e: 1853 
Moses Norris; jr. .-+++ +1855, 


VERMONT, 


William Upham, ».» s. 1853 
Solomon Foot. s.s.s.. 1857 


_ MASSACHUSETTS. : 
John Davis.. esses.. 1853 


1855 
1857 


Charles Sumner... ....1857 | Henry Clay... s... 141855 
RHODE ISLAND. TENNESSEE. 

John H. Ularke........1853 | John Belloeesseveerevee 

Charles T. James.....- 1857 | James C. Jones. 
CONNECTICUT. INDIANA. 

Truman Smith.... sa.. 1855 | James Whitcomb...... 1855 

Vacancy s.es.. seese 1857 | Jesse D. Bright........1857 | 

New YORK. ILLINOIS. | 
William H. Seward....1855 | Stephen A. Douglas....1853 | 
Hamilton Fish... , 1857 | James Shields........-1855 i 


New Jersey. MISSOURI 
Jacob W. Miller. ......1853 | David A, Atchison... .. 1855 į 
Robert F. Stockton... 1857 | Henry S. Geyer... s... 1857 
PENNSYLVANIA. ARKANSAS. 
James Cooper. srserres 1853 | Wiliam K. Sebastian. . 1853 į 
Richard Brodhead, jr...1857 | Solon Borland.......++ 1855 | 
DELAWARE. MICHIGAN. 
Presley Spruance......3855 Alphens Felch....++-+-1853 | 
James A. Bayard... ... 1857 Lewis Cass... s. er... 1857 | 
MARYLAND. FLORIDA. i 
James A. Pearce... 1855 | Jackson Morton....+..1859 | 
Thomas G. Pratt.. ....1857 | Stephen R. Mallory}.. -1857 
VIRGINIA. TEXAS. 


Sam Houston.. eesse. e +1853 
Thomas J. Rusk....-- -1857 


Jowa. 


George W. Jones.. see .1853 
Augustus C. Dodge... . 1855 


Robert M. T. Hunter. ..1853 
James M. Mason... ... 1857 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


Willie P. Mangum. ... 1853 
George E. Badger... 1855. 


BOUTH CAROLİNA. WISCONSIN. 
Robert Barnwell Rhett. 1853 | Isaac P. Walker. .1855 
Andrew P. Butler...-- .1855 | Henry Dodge.... «1857 
j GEORGIA. CatiFoRNIA. 

J. McPherson Berrien.1853 | Wiliam M. Gwin-..... 1855 
William U. Dawson.,..1855 | Vacancy... eevee L857 
ALABAMA. *Understood to have resign- 


ed, to take effecton the Sth 
January, 1852. 
Resigned. Contested. H 


Jeremiah Clemens... .1853 
William R. King......1855 
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Members of the Thirty-Second 


List (by States) of the 3 
Democrats (142) in Ro- 


Congress, Whigs (91) in Ttalies; 
man. 


. Maine. 
1 Moses McDonald, 
2 John Appleton, 
3 Robert Goodenow, 


1 


4 Charles Andrews, 

5 Ephraiin K. Smart, 
6 Israel Washburn, jr., 
7 Thomas J. D. Fuller. 


-New HANPSHIRE. 
‘1, Amos Tuck, 

-2 Charles H. Peaslee, 
3-Jared Perkins, 
4-Harry Hibbard. 


VERMONT. 
1 Ahiman L. Miner, 
2 William Hebard; 
3 James Meacham, 
4 Thomas Bartlett. 


_ . MASSACHUSETTS. 
1 William Appleton, 
2 Robert Rantoul, jr., 
3 James H. Duncan, 
4 Benjamin Thompson, 
5 Charles Allen, 

6 George T. Davis, 
7 John Z. Goodrich, 
8 Horace Mann, 

9 Orin Fowler, 
10 Zeno Scudder. 


Ruove ISLAND. 


1 George G. King, 
2 Benj. H. Thurston, 


` CONNECTICUT. 
Charles Chapman. 
C. M. Ingersoll, ` 
Chauncey F. Cleveland, 
0.8. Seymour. 


New York. 

1 John G. Floyd, 

2 Obadiah Bowne, 

3 Emanuel B. Hart, 

4 J. H. Hobart Haws, 

5 George Briggs, 

6 James Brooks, 

7 A.P. Stevens, 

8 Gilbert Dean, 

9 William Murray, 

10 Marius Schoonmaker, > 
11 Josiah Sutherland, 
12 David L. Seymour, 
13 John L. Schoolcraft, 
14 John H. Boyd, 

15 Joseph Russell, 

18. John Wells, 
17 Alexander H. Buell, 
18 Preston King, 
19 Willard Lves, 
20 Timothy Jenkins, 
21 William W. Snow, 
22 Henry Bennett, 
23 Leander Babcock, 
24 Daniel T. Jones, 
25 Thomas X. How, jr., 
26 H. S. Walbridge, 
27 William 4. Sackett, 
Q8 Abr. M. Schermerhorn, 
29 Jedediah Horseford, 
30. Reuben Robie, 

831 Frederick S. Martin, 
32 S. &. Haven, 

33 Augustus P. Haskell, 
34 Lorenzo Burrows. 


1 
2 
3 
4 


NEW JERSEY. 
1 Nathan 'T. Stratton, 
2 Charles Skelton, 
3 Isaac Wildrick, 
4 George H. Brown, 
5 Rodman M. Price. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


1 Thomas B. Florence, 
2 Joseph R. Chandler, 
3 Henry D. Moore, 
4 John Robbins, jr., 
5 John McNair, 
6 Thomas Ross, 
7 John A. Morrison, 
8 Thaddeus Stevens, 
9 J. Glancy Jones, 
10 Milo M. Dimmick, 
it H. M. Fuller, 
12 Gajusha A. Grow, 
13 James Gamble, 
14 T. S. Bibighaus, 
15 William H. Kurtz, 
16 James X. McLanahan, 
17 Andrew Parker, 
18 John L. Dawson, 
19 Joseph R. Kuhns, 
20 John Allison, 
21 Thomas M, Howe, 
22 John W. Howe, 
23 Carleton B. Curtis, 
24 Alfred Gilmore. 


DELAWARE. 
1 George R. Riddle. ` 


MARYLAND. 
1 Richard I. Bowie,’ `: 
2 Wm. T. Hamilton, 
3 Edward Hammond, . 
4 Thomas Yates Walsh; 


"WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 3, 1851. `. 


` 2 Richard K; Mêade, 


5 Alexander Evans; 
6 Joseph S; Cottman.  - 
VireiNta 0: 


1 John 8. Milson, 


3 Thomas. H. Averett, ` 
_4 Thomas S.. Bocock, 

5 Paulus Powell, 

6 John.S. Caskie, 

7 Thomas H. Bayly, 

8 Alexander R. Holladay, 
9 James F: Strother, 

10 Charles J. Faulkner, 
11 Jobn Letcher, 
12 Henry A. Edmundson, 
13 Fayette McMullen, ` 
14 James M. H. Beale, 
15 George W. Thompson. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

1 Thomas L. Clingman, 
2 Joseph P. Caldwell, 

3 Alfred Dockery, 

4 James T. Morehead, 

5 Abraham W. Venable, 
6 John R. J. Daniel, 

7 William. S. Ashe, 

8 Edward Stanly, 

9 David Outlaw. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
1 Daniel Waliace, 
2 James L. Orr, 
3 Joseph A. Woodward, 
4 John McQueen, 
5 Armistead Burt, 
6 William Aiken, 
7 Wiliam Colcock. 


T GEORGIA. 


1 Joseph W. Jackson, 

2 James Johnson, 

3 David J. Bailey, 

4 Charles Murphy, 

5 E. W. Chastain, 

6 Junius Hillyer, - 

7 Alexander H. Stephens, 
8 Robert Toombs. 


ALABAMA. 

1 John Bragg, 

2 James Abercrombie, 
3 Sampson W. Harris, 
4 William R, Smith, 

5 George S. Houston, . 
6 W. R. W. Cobb, i 
q Alexander White. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
1D. B. Nabers, 
2 John A. Wilcox, 
3 J. D. Freeman, 
4 Albert G. Brown. 


LOUISIANA. 


1 Louis St. Martin, 

2 J. Aristide Landry, 
3 Alexander G. Penn, | 
4 John Moore. 


Texas. 


1 Volney E, Howard, 
2 Richardson Scurry. 


ARKANSAS. 

1 Robert W. Johnson. 
TENNESSEE, 

1 Andrew Johnson, 

2 Albert G, Watkins, 

3 George W. Churchwell, 

4 John H. Savage, 

5 George W. Jones, 

6 William H. Polk, 

7 Meredith P. Gentry, 

8 William Cullom, 

9 Isham G. Harris, 

10 Frederick P. Stanton, 

ll Christopher H. Williams. 


FLORIDA. 
1 Æ Carrington Cabell. 
KENTUCKY. 
1 Linn Boyd, 
2 Renj. Edward Grey, 
3 Presly M. Ewing, 
4 William T. Ward, . 
5 James W. Stone, 
6 Addison White, 
7 Humphrey Marshall, 
8 John C. Breckenridge; | 
9 Jobn C. Mason, 
10 Richard .H. Stanton.. 
_ . ORIO. 
i David T. Disney, 
2 Lewis. D. Campbell, 
3 Hiram Bell, 
4 Benjamin Stanton, 
5 Alfred P. Egerton, 


ia 


6 Frederick W. Green, 
7 Nelson Barere, 


8 John L: Taylor, 
-9 Edson B. Olds, ` 
10.Charles: Sweetser, 
Il George H. Bisby, 3° 
12 John Welch, tes 
13 James.M. Gaylord, 
14 Alexander Harper; ` 
15 William W. Hunter, 
16 John ‘Jobnson, 

17 Joseph Cable, 
18 David K. Carter, 
19 Evan Newton, $ 

20 Joshua R. Giddings, ..; 
21 Norton S. Townshend., 

MICHIGAN: © ; 
1 Ebenezer J. Penniman, 
2 © B. Stary o =e i. 
3 James I. Conger. 


4 Willard P: Hall, - 
5 John-S, Phelps. 

s cine FOWAS, 
A:Lincoln Clark,- 
2 Bernhardt Hen 


ce INDIANA... + 
1 James Lockhart, 

2 Cyrus L. Dunham...” 
: 3 John L. Robinson,’ = |} 
4 Samuel Wi Parker, = f5 
5 Thomas A. Hendricks, 

6 Willis A. Gorman, 

7 John G. Davis, .. : 
8 Daniel Mace, 1 Henry H. Sibley;(delg’t.) 
9 Graham N. Fiteh; Uris T N 
10 Samuel Brenton: ijo Y JohnM: Bernhisel, (del 

Inurnors. col 

1 William H. Bissell, 


IN SENATE. 
© Monday, December 1, 1851... ; 
This being the day set apart by the. Constitu-: 
tion for the meeting of ‘Congress, the Senators 
assembled in their Chamber, at 12 me o. uti 
The following Senators were presenti." 
Maine.—Mr. Hamlin. RT et 
New Hampshire. Messrs. Hale and ‘Norris. 
Fermont.—Messrs. Upham and Foot. >“ 
Massachusetts: Messrs. Davis:and Sumner 
Rhode Island.—Messrs. Clarke and James 
Connecticut.—Mr. Smith’ oey ce s 
= Niw York,—Messrs.-Fish and 
-New Jersey. Mr. “Miller. « ae 
i ‘Pennsylvania. Messrs: Brodhead and Cooper. 
Délaware.—Messrs. Spruance and Bayard: 
Maryland.—Messrs. Pearce and Pratt. i- 
Virginia.—My. Mason. "age Fag ee. 
Georgia.—Messrs. Berrien and Dawson.: «. 
Alabama.—Messrs. King and Clemens... . 
Mississippi —Mr. Foote. oo o Seun 
Ohio.—Messrs. Chase and Wade. -> -> : 
Kentucky.—Messrsi Underwood and Clay. <: 
Indiana.—Messrs. Bright and Whitcomb.: i` 
Jilinois:-—Mr. Shields. ga se 
Missourt.—Messrs. Atchison and Geyer.’, 
Michigan.—Messts. Cass and Feleh.:.. 5 
Florida.—Mr. Morton; Stephen’ R. Mallory 


Orxoon TERRITORY.“ | 
1. Joseph Lane, (delegate-) © 
Minnesota T, ži 


“u New Mexico: į 
DR. W. Weightman 


| and D. L. Yulée, contestants. 


Towa.-—Measr's. Dodge and Jones. 
Wisconsin.—Messrs. Dodge and Walker. 
California —Mr. Gwin. i ok 
The PRESIDENT of the Senate, Hon. Wm. | 
R. Kine, having called the Senate to order; the 
Rev. C. M. Burer, Chaplain to the Senate, per- 
formed devotional exercises. al pas ee 
Mr. SEWARD then rose and said: ‘Mr. Presi- 
dent, I beg leave to present the credentials of the 
Hon. Hamiton Fist, a Senator! elect from the 
State of New York for'the: term of six years, com- 
mencing on the 4th’of March Jast. : 
The credentials wére read. at the Secretary’s 


esk. 

Mi. CHASE. I beg leave to present the cre- 
dentials of the Hon. Bensamin F. WADE; & Sen- 
‘ator elect from the State of Ohio. ao 

The credentials were read. i 
Mr. MILLER. I beg leave to present the.cre- 

dentials of the Hon. Ronerr. F. Srotgron, a 

Senator elect from the State of New Jersey. of): 
The credentials were read: ; 


Mx CLARKE. I beg leave to present the erez 


dentials of the Hon. Caartus T.James, aSenator 


elect from the State of Rhode Island. > Rhys 
The credentials were read. >- : ee 
Mr. ATCHISON. I desire to present the cre~" 

dentials of Henny S. Geyer, a Senator elect from 

the State of Missouri... UI EM) eds 
The credentials were yesd, © on Sises S77 


Kine, 


et 


2 


Se 


Dec. I, 


nS ae ey “ A ste = 
i have been requested’ to present” 
ic 


Mr. CASS. sted to prese 
ie credentials of Cuanies SumNER, a Senato 
elect ‘from the State of Massachusetts. 

The credentials were read. f 

The Hon. Hamilton Fish, Benjamin F. Wade, 
Charles T. James, Henry S. Geyer, and Charles 
Sumner, then proceeded to the President’s seat, 
atid the usual oath was administéred to. them, 


fCONTESTED SEAT: OF SENATOR FROM 
j FLORIDA. : 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President : I beg leave 
to present to the Senate the certificate of the Gov- 
ernor of the State of Florida, certifying the election 
of the Hon. Srepnen R. Marrory to the Senateof 
the United’ States for the term of six years, com- 
mencing on'the 4th of March last. 

I beg leave, also, to present to the Senate a copy 
of the journal of the House of Representatives of 
the State of Florida, showing the proceedings of 
the joint meeting of the two Houses of the* Le- 
gislature on the occasion of the election ofa Senator 
for the term mentioned, and which is claimed by 
the Hon. Davo L. Yurre, as evidence that he 
was elected as the Senator of the State of Florida 
for the term commencing on the 4th of March 
last. The proceedings are certified by the Secre- 
tary of State of Florida. 

have considered it my especial duty to present 
to the Senate the claims of each of the gentlemen 
to the seat in this body of a Senator from Florida, 
for such action as the Senate may think proper, 
without indicating on my part what that action 
should be, but simiply ask thatthe papers may be 
read. 

The credentials signed by the Governor of 
Florida, and the proceedings of the Legislature 
in the election of a Senator, extracted. from its 
journals, certified by the Secretary of State, were 
also read. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the 
impression, that inasmuch as it is apparent that 
there is a contest for the seat of Senator from 
Florida, it is not his province to decide who is 
entitled to it, Under ordinary circumstances; he 
would ask the gentleman whose credentials are 

resented to come forward and take the oath; but 
heretofore some cases have arisen—there was one 
of great importance in the case of a Senator from 
Rhode Island—in which it was left to the Senate 
to decide whether the individual having the certifi- 
cate should be qualified and the contest afterwards 
go on, it is, therefore, in the opinion of the 
Chair, a proper subject for the Senate to decide, 
as to whether they will admit either gentleman 
previous to an investigation by a committee, or 
exclude both until after an investigation. The 
Chair expresses no opinion on the subject, 
although, as‘a member of the Senate, he once 
gave an opinion in the course of the Rhode Island 
case, Another case, although it was not precisely 
lke this, is that of Mr. Lanman of Connecticut, 
who was not permitted to take his seat because 
the Governor of Connecticut appointed him when 
he had no right to appoint, the Legislature having 
been in session after the vacancy and before the 
appointment. The cases are not similar. 
he Chair trusts that the Senate will take some 
action in the matter, in order that the question 
may be decided, so that he may ascertain whether 
it is his duty to administer the oath to the gentle- 
man who received the certificate or not. 

Mr. BRIGHT. In order to reach the facts in 
this case in as condensed a form as possible, I 
move that the credentials of the Senator elect, 
together with the extract from the journals of the 
Florida Legislature, be referred to a select com- 
mittee of five. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, for one, I cannot 
vote for that motion. I think the case is perfectly 
clear, according to the usage existing in every de- 
liberative body of which I have an knowledge. 
Mr. Mallory comes here with a credential in due 
form, affording prima facie evidence of his right 
to the seat which he claims. There is presented 
at the same time, and I must say. informally, in 
my judgment, proceedings behind the credentials 
which took place in the legislative body. I say 
they are informally presented, because it appears 
to me that they could only be legitimately offered 
at the time when the gentleman contesting the seat 
of Mr. Mallory should choose to present a peti- 
tion claiming that seat. Under these circum- 
stances, but for the motion already made, I should 


i 


“tered to Mr: Malory? 


| papers have 


| ida has granted a certi 


| the Governor this prima facie effect. 


Ynove at ohee that. the oat 


= Mr- FOOTE, of. Mississippi: 1 hops 
der the circumstances; the honorable Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Bricut] will not. press his motion. 
J understand that a very rec t precedent has been 
supplied by this body 1n support of ‘the views just 
announced by the. honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr, Cray} _ I certainly should have made 
the motion suggested by him, but that I waited, I 
thought. with due deference, for some older mem- 
ber of the Senate to makesome motion. It seems 
to me that my friend from Indiana will not hesi- 
tate, after this explanation, to withdrw his motion, 
that the other motion may take its place. 
the Senator whose credentials have been pre- 
sented, should be permitted to 
some contest arises which may oust him 
from. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Mr. President, the public 
advised. us of the existence of this 
,and I presume it has engaged the at- 
occupied the reflection of the members 
of the Senate. te my view of the subject, it is a 
case altogether without precedent. I think neither 
of the cases which have been mentioned afford a 
precedent which can properly guide and direct us 
on this occasion. 
there was no party contesting; 
of the case there was a manifest assump 
authority not conferred by 
the Executive of a State. 
of itself, took that subject into consideration, and 
decided that Mr. Lanman was not entitled to a 
seat. That case, I apprehend, was entirely differ- 
ent from the present. 


there- 


controvers 
tention an 


but upon the face 
tion of 


A word now as to the Rhode Island case—the ; 


case of Robbins and Potter. The credentials of 
Mr. Robbins, holding a certificate from the Gov- 
ernor of the State, had been presented at a session 
anterior to that at which he proposed to take his 
seat. When the time for the meeting of Congress 
arrived, Mr. Potter came, presenting a similar cer- 
tificate of his subsequent election by the Legisla- 
ture, founded upon the assumption, by this second 
Legislature, of the invalidity of the act of the first. 
It was in that state of facts that the question was 
presented to the Senate. Relying upon the fact 
that Mr. Robbins’s credentials had been received 
and read in the Senate and placed upon their files, 
and upon the consideration that after the 4th of 


| March subsequent to such reception of the cre- į 
dentials, Mr. Robbins, 


holding this prima facie 
evidence of his election, would have been entitled 
to his seat, the Senate determined that he should 
be permitted to take the oath as a member of the 
Senate, and the subject was then referred to a com- 
mittee to ascertain the validity of the claims of the 
respective parties. But here, sir, is a case in 
which two parties present themselves, claiming a 
seat in the Senate of the United States. The 


| question of the right of either of these gentlemen | 


to that seat is a question, the obligation to decide 
which is imposed by the Constitution upon us. 
is impossible to transfer this authority to any other 
functionary. The Governor of the State of Flor- 
ficate in the form of a com- 
mission, testifying to the election of one of these 


individuals. 


founded, and coincidence with which is absolutely 
indispensable to give to that certificate any validity 
whatever, are before us. Without doubt it is the 
usage of the Senate to allow to the certificate of 


prima facie evidence? Of what validity is prima 


nary? I beg not to be understood as expressing 


| any opinion upon the effect of the facts which are | 
I am answering | 


disclosed in those proceedings. 
the suggestion, that the certificate of the Governor 
Senate the obligation to admit the person in whose 
favor the certificate has been granted, to a seat. I 
say this has been the usage uniformly where an 
individual presents the certificate of the Governor 


| of a State, and no party appears to contest his 


claim; it is received as prima facie evidence, and 
the prima facie evidence becomes absolute in the 


| absence of any contradictory evidence. Here, 


however, you have the evidence upon which the 


individual claiming. that 


dence which he submits 


Ý offige be adminis- 


take his seat until : 


In the case of Mr. Lanman, | 


the Constitution upon | 
The Senate, therefore, | 


It: 


But what is į 


I think ; 


i 


i 


if 
E hope that, un- | 


ji 


The proceedings of the Legislature jl 
upon which that certificate of the Governor is į 


si 


facie evidence in the face of evidence which is ple- | 


il 


is prima facie evidence which imposes. upon the | 


upon that plenary evi- || 
he is the Senator elect || Illinois, (Mr. Samips.] His right to his seat was 


i 
i 
i 
j 


i | this body. 
certificate was founded, and you have here another || 


from Florida... Can you recede from your obliga- 
tions under the -Constitutiog- to decide between 
these ‘conflicting claims? Can you transfer to the 
Governor of the State of Florida the right, and 
throw upon him the. responsibility of deciding 
facts which are before you, and which the Con- 
stitution niakes it your duty to decide? Prima 
facie evidence may be allowed, in its efféct, to be- 
come conclusive in the absence of plenary evidence; 
but hereis that plenary evidence, here are thosefacts 
authenticated before you, upon which the contest- 
ant claims his seat in this body, and upon which 
he denies the validity of the certificate by the Gov- 
ernor.. Then it is no longer to be considered as 
prima facie evidence which entitles the party hold- 
ing it to anything resulting from its force and 
effect, till itis compared with the plenary evidence, 
and you have decided upon that. At the first elec- 
tion which took place, there appears to have been 
cast twenty-nine votes for one gentlemen and 


i twenty-nine blanks. `The question which that rec- 


ord presents is, whether these blanks are votes—- 
whether the party receiving these twenty-nine 
votes was the sole nominee on. that occasion. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I rise to a point 
of order. With great respect and kindness for 
the honorable gentleman, it does seem to me that 
he is discussing the merits of the case, whereas 
the question at present is, I believe, only upon 
what has been the usage of the Senate in such 
cases. I make this suggestion with great defer- 
ence; but the remarks of the honorable Senator 
from Georgia may give rise to controversy. 

Che PRESIDENT. The question before the 
Senate is on referring to a select committee of 

ve. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Unquestionably; and that is 
met by the suggestion that the prima fucie evidence 
afforded by the ‘certificate ought to control the 
action of the Senate so far as to entitle one of these 
gentlemen to be sworn in. I am endeavoring to 
show my own view of the propriety of that sug- 
gestion—my own view of the proposition that this 
is to be considered prima facie evidence leading to 
such a result under the existing circumstances of 
the case—and I submit to you, sir, that I am per- 
fectly in order, and arguing the question with the 
same strictness with which T should be required 
to discuss it before a judicial tribunal. ` 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. 1 will withdraw 
the poin if the Senator desires to proceed. 

Ay. BERRIEN. If, in the view of the Chair, 
I have departed from the rules of order, I will 
cheerfully acquiesce. i 

The PRESIDENT. , The Senator from Georgia 
will proceed. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Sir, the single question pre- 
sented to our consideration is the validity of the 
first election. I say, the single question which 
must ultimately be presented to the consideration 
of the Senate is the validity of that first election; 
because if that first election be valid, all the sub- 
sequent acts, whether legislative or executive, 
must be invalid. And therefore to allow to the 
certificate of a Governor, founded on those facts 


| which are in evidence, such an effect as would 


destroy the validity of that first election to a cer- 
tain extent before the Senate has inquired into it, 
would in my judgment be a manifest error. 

Sir, I did not rise for the purpose of discussing 
this question, and I should not perhaps have gone 
so far in the observations which I have made but 
for the suggestion of a departure on my part from 
the rules of order. T depart not from the order of 
the discussion. I maintain, according to my view 
of the subject, that the prima facie evidence afford- 
ed by the certificate granted by the Governor is so 
far controlled by the exemplification of the legis- 
lative record, that it would be improper for the 
Senate to act on this subject so as to advance the 
interest either of one or the other of these parties, 
until an investigation. shall have been had by a 
select committee upon the plenary evidence now 
before us which, in deciding the question the Sen- 
ate must ultimately decide, the validity of the first 
election, will, if that. validity be affirmed, relieve 
the Senate from the consideration of all other 
questions. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I stated before 
my own recollection of a very recent precedent m 
I find my recollection to be that of 
every member of the body with whom I have had 
a consultation.. It was the case of a Senator from 


1851. 


gravely disputed. - We -decided to. admit ‘him-to_ 
is seat in the first instance. Wealso positively. 
decided, gravely and deliberately, that his having. 
accepted the seat.with. the consent of ‘the Senate. 
placed him in such a position as not to allow him, 
during our deliberations, to “resign. - The book 
containing this precedent: has just been furnished 

- me. I have: not had. an opportunity. of looking 

into its; but I believe the Senate on that. occasion. 
did decide that the. certificate of the. election sup- 

plied prima facie evidence.of his right to the seat, 

and that it was the duty of the Senate, on- the 
simple presentation of it, to allow the ‘Senator to 

be sworn in and take his seat untila contest should 

arise, the result of whiċh was an ousting of that 

Senator. J understand that to have been settled. 

If so—if such wag the decision of this body in 

that case, it seems to- me not exactly in strict 

order, for me at least; to go beyond the only tegit- 

imate evidence pertaining to a case of that kind, 

to wit, the evidence contained in the certificate of 

the Executive. I shall therefore limit my remarks 

to that precise point. — 

The reason why I rose before, and. called the 
honorable Senator from Georgia to order—I hope 
in a.very respectful manner—was, that it seemed 
to me that his line of remark would necessaril 
open a field for discussion to a very considerable 
extent, and give rise to.a great deal of feeling, and 
might more or less embarrass our action in this 
matter. My impression is yet, that the most ex- 
pedient course to be pursued would be for the 

onorable Senator from Indiana to withdraw his 
. motion, and allow the one intimated by the hon- 

orable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] to be 
submitted in its place.. We could then settle the 
question very easily; and while the whole subject 
was referred to a committee, the State of Florida 
would be fully represented in this body. If my 
friend will not do that, his refusal may oblige 
some of us to move a modification, to strike out 
all after the word “Resolved” of his resolution, 
and in lieu of it.a proposition to admit the hon- 
orable~Senator from Florida to his seat at once. 
I shall accordingly make that motion, unless. m 
friend will, in the spirit of compromise—for whic 
I know he is distinguished—allow the course. of 
roceeding which I have intimated, to be adopted. 

f he will withdraw his motion I think we could 

get at the point, and have it settled at once, so far 
af the prima facie proceeding is concerned. 

Mr. MASON. My attention has been called to 
this question to some extent. I think that at the 
last session the gentleman who was then the Sen- 
ator from Florida, [Mr. YuLEE,] and whose term 
expired on the 4th of March last, presented to the 
Senate an extract from the journals of the Legisla- 
ture of Florida, with a view, as he stated at the 
time, according to my recollection, to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact of an election which 
had been made by that Legislature, and which he 
suggested had resulted in his favor. The only ac- 
tion of the Senate upon it at present, I presume, 
will be such as to enable this body, holding the 
scales perfectly even between these gentlemen, to 
make the inquiry which necessarily devolves upon 
us in such a manner as to discharge the duty faith- 
fully which the Senate owes to the country and to 
the State of Florida. It does seem to me, from the 
consideration that I have been able to bestow upon 
this subject, that where a gentleman presents him- | 
self to the Senate witha return, in its technical and 
lezal sense, showing that he has. been elected to 
this body, it is necessarily to be received as prima 
facie evidence of his election, and, according to the 
usage of the Senate, and I believe of all deliberative | 
bodies, he takes his seat, and awaits any contro- 
versy that may subsequently arise respecting his 
right to that seat. But if the gentleman presents 
himself without:a return in its technical and Jegal 
sense,and any serious doubt is entertained and is 
presented as to the validity of his election, he then 
appears, I apprehend, without having this prima 
facie evidence in his favor. $ 

Now, if I understand the meaning of the term 


“prima facie evidence,” it means necessarily that |; 


it is competent evidence; it must be evidence just 
as competent as that which will prove the fact 
legitimately, and the only effect of such evidence 
is to shift the burden of proof upon the party who 
contests the fact thus proven. The Constitution 
_ of the United States, according to my examma- 


| « House shall bethe judge of the elections, returns, 


| Delegates shall notify the Governor of the elec- 
į tion of Senators, and the Governor shall cause 


‘and sufficient evidence of t 


| thus certified to be electe 


| has certified that fact in the case now- before us, 
i but without the authority of law for so doing. An- 


tion, has three provisions upon this subject., The 
first lodges the right to. elect the Senator in the 


Legislatures: 
As these. provisions ate. very short, although the 
Serate: are.very familiar. with. them, I- will ask 
leave to yefer:'tothem. By section 3, article-1,.of 
‘the Constitution of the United States,.it -is.provi- 
ded .that,.“« the Senate of the United States. shall 
‘be-eomposed of two Senators from each State, 
“chosen by the Legislature thereof for six years, 
Cand each Senator shall have one vote?” The 
right of choosing is therefore lodged in the Legis- 
lature of the State. . The next provisionis in-sec- 
tion 4, article 1, and provides. that ‘the. times, 
‘places, and manner of holding élections for Sen- 
‘ators and Representatives.shall be prescribed in 
‘each State by. the Legislature: thereof; but the 
‘ Congress may at any time, by law, make or alter 


‘ing. Senators.” And the third provision is in 
section 5, same article, which provides that ‘teach 


‘and qualifications of its own members,’’ &c. . 
Now, the.Constitution does not prescribe how 
the fact.of the election shall be certified tothe Sen- 
ate, but leaves that power with the Legislatures 
of the States. I- have not looked—for I have not 
had time—further. than -to the legislation of Vir- 
ginia—my own State—upon that subject. I-find 
that the State of Virginia has-prescribed the form 
of thereturn. The firstSenators that were elected 
under the Constitution were eleeted in 1778. It 
is provided by law that the Clerk of the Houseof { 


the credentials to be madewut under the seal of the 
Commonwealth, and sent to the Senator elect, to 
be presented to the Senate of the United States. 
It prescribes the form of the credentials, which is, 
in effect, a certificate from the government that the 
Senator, A B, has been chosen, in pursuance of 
the Constitution, bythe General Assembly of the 
State of Virginia. That is, prina farie competent 
e fact of the election 
And 
prerent that the party 
will have the right to 
take his seat in this body, and then await. the 
result of any controversy that may arise. 

But in the present case there is no such return. 
In the State of Florida there: is no law, as d am 
informed, prescribing the mode in which the fact 
of the election shall be certified. The Governor 


in the manner and form prescribed by law. 
under such returns I ap 


the States, and does nothing morë, | 


“such regulations, except as to the places of choos- || 


New-Jersey: presented theniselves 

| facie evidence, and the result:o! 
jority.of ‘the House. was” 
went. one way or another. i:4 
fortunate circumstance, under whic 
individuals: were tobe set 


‘beno: dimet 


sé toa 

| of order. I do not think the gentleman is-discusss. 
ing anything now before us. -The question.:of 
free-soil isin no way connected with. .the:subject: 
Iam always glad -to. hear. the -gentleman on any 
other subject. I ama non-agitator, and: am op- 
posed to-his agitating that question...I know that 

e has..an-unfortunate.-weakness-which ‘disables 
-him from. discussing. anything without -bringing 


Itin. os At F DAMES 
The PRESIDENT: Fhe Senator: from New... 
the question ison. 


Hampshire: understands that 
the reference to a committees 2 vos ds, 
Mr. HALE. I-suppose the Chair understands 
the question from my remarks., The honorable : 
Senator from Mississippi: should remember. that 
we have.not all had. so:.muéh'experience on these. 
questions as he has: had, and: possibly: some of us 
have not: heard so much about them. «I was re- 
ferring to these things not in a mere light and 
frivolous way, but as one of: the.series of advan- 
tages in which the Senate is placed, by which it 
can consider the subject. irrespective of all extra~ 
neous considerations, But to come. tothe naked 
merits of the question, I ask, with great deference; 
any of the older members of the Senate—I would 
not have spoken, -being a young man, had: riot, | 
the young gentleman from’. Mississippi. set. the 
example—I ask any of the old or-young members 
of the Senate, and middle-aged: cones. too; if they. 
know of an instance in’ which a Senator: has pre-. 
sented his credentials. in: the .ordinarysform who 
has been refuséd his seat? I put this question en-. 
tirely irrespective of the ulterior merits of this case». 
Flow ‘was it in the case.of the honorable Senator 
from Jilinois?) A question arose: theres. an objec+ 
tion was made, and the Senator stood in his seat 
holding in his hand evidence which would dis- 
qualify him just as much as if five hundred con- . 


| other gentleman has presented an exemplified copy 
of what he claims to have been an election of Sena- 
tor by the Legislature of Florida. I am informed— 
that gentleman [Mr. Yurer] has placed in my 
| hands, at my request, the legislation of Florida 
upon that subject—that it makes the Secretary of 
| the Commonwealth the keeper of the journals of 
the Legislature, and gives to that Secretary the 
i power to exemplify, under the great seal of the 
Commonwealth, all papers of that character. . It 
seems to me, then, that if there be a return at all, 
in its technical and legal sense, it is the exempli- 
fication of the proceedings of the Legislature, which 
| has been certified under the great seal of the Com- 
| monwealth, and which is presented by the gentle- 
| man (Mr. Yurer] who claims to have been elected 
by the first action of the Legislature upon that sub- 
ject. That is an exemplification in pursuance of the 
‘law of Florida by the keeper of the journals of 
the proceedings of its Legislature. 

i Lsubmit these remarks with very great defer- 
| ence, inthe belief that there is before us no cor- 
| veet return of the election of Senator, and, there- 


| 
| fore, the burden of proof has not been shifted, 


į; but the parties stand in aquale jure, and that the 


! proper course for us to pursue 1s the course indì- 
| cated by the Senator from Indiana, (Mr. Brieut, 
| to refer this matter to a committee. 


Mr. HALE. As has been well said, it is proper 


| that the Senate should keep itself in such a situa- 


tion that no undue advantage should -be given to 


| one or other of the gentlemen claiming the seat. 


| Tt strikes me to be a matter of very great moment 
that this question shouldbe settled aright. And 
| it also strikes me that it is a peculiarly fortunate 
time, and that the circumstances attending the 
| question are peculiarly fortunate also to enable the 
Senate to settle it irrespective of any extraneous 
i considerations. It isa very different case from 
i that which occurred in the other wing of the 
Capitol a few years ago, when the members from 


testants had been here. That fact was known to 
the Senate; and yet, in the face of it, the Senator 
was unanimously admitted to take his oath and 
his seat, and then in a few days ‘an. investigation 
was had. But while the contest is going on, the. 
individual presenting the common evidence which 
you and Į and every member of. the Senate have 
the certificate. from: the executive..offier of the 
Gommonwealth—is entitled to his: seat. isiy; 
The honorable Senator froni Florida’ comes 
within the category. I présume itis not known 
to one quarter or one half of the Senate, whether, 
in the various States of the Union there is any 
statute authorizing the Governor to certify the 
proceedings of the Legislature. I do not know. 
that there is such a one in my State. : L-doubt.if 
there be. But that isnot the question. | The ques- 
tion is, whether it is the ordinary evidence—the 
evidence upon which the Senate ordinarily acts. 
‘They do not know whether there is any act of the 
| Legislature of the State authorizing’ the Chief 
| Magistrate to present the certificate. You have 
i| just sworn. in. one: Senator (Mr. Fisu] who pre- 
l sented no -certificate from the Governor of his 
i State, He simply presented the evidence of the 
| doings of the two houses of the Legislature. The 
gentleman from Florida, I presume, presents 


| 
i 


ii the ordinary evidence which Senators from that 


State present. It seems to me, that if we adhere: 
to the course always pursued heretoforé—that isy 
that the gentleman having prima facie evidence 
shall take his seat—we do not-confirm him in his 
seat a moment, or prejudice the claims ofthe con~ 
testant. I hope this course will be adhered toy 
and that the Senator from. Florida will be allowed: 
| totake his seat, and then-let the thing take the : 

course suggested by the Senator from Indiana: 


But itseems tome that until he hastaken his seat we 

are departing from the usual course of these 
Iam nota great stickler for States: ghee 

mean in the popular, cant sense of the phirage. 


4 


se TEE 


am not one of those who believe that we are thir- 
ty-one-sovereign States. I: believe the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Foote] does, Ido not be- 
lieve: in. that. magniloquent idea of State sover- 
eignty. - Still, think there is some respect due to 
the States; and. that the courtesy: with which the 
Senators from the States. are always treated -on 
presenting prima facie evidence, should: govern the 
Senate with respect to the honorable-Senator from 
Florida. It seems to me that-he should take his 
seat, and. that the matter should then take the 
course suggested by the honorable Senator from 
Indiana. > 

Mr. SEWARD. I think there is no doubt 
about the principle, that a person who presents 
prima facie evidence of his election as a Senator 
must beadmitted. Weallagreeaboutthat. The 
question here in this case, however, is, whether 
there are not two-persons presenting such evidence 
in support of conflicting claims. i 

The Senator from Florida, [Mr. Morron,] in 
behalf of one candidate, presents the Governor's 
certificate of election, or, what is to the same effect, 4 
a commission founded on an election or appoint- 
ment by the Legislature. Such evidence has been 
received by the Senate as prima facie from the ear- 
liest history of the Government, and therefore, if 
unopposed, would be ample and adequate now. 

But the same Senator presents, in behalf of an- 
other candidate, certified proceedings of the Legis- 
lature of Florida; which, he claims, show that he 
was duly chosen or appointed by that body. . This 
form of evidence has always been accepted by the 
Senate also. No Senator from the State of New 
York ever brought a commission or certificate from 
the Governor. All of them have brought here 
credentials given by the Legislature, or certificates 


ascertained, the presiding officer considering that 
there was no election, the Legislature proceeded 
to-elect, and the gentleman’ who now claims to 
take the oath was elected. To call that first pro- 
ceeding, therefore, an election, and to call that 
election a credential, is; I think, a great abuse of} 
terms: The only evidence of ‘any election which 
we have, is the certificate of the Governor. And 
here, allow me to say, with great deférence'to the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Bernien,} that I| 
think a great error in his argument was to assume |; 
two classes of. evidence, and then to bring before 
the Senate prima facie evidence arid plenary evi- 


prima facie, that that prima facie evidence should be 
deprived of any effect. Now, I deny, in the first 
place, that plenary evidence is before us, legally 
and formally, according to that usage which con- 
stitutesa law of deliberative bodies. But let us 
push this argument a little further. In the case, 
so often mentioned, of the Senator from Illinois, 
(Mr. Suretps,] there was ‘plenary evidence, ac- 
cording to the argument of the Senator from Geor- 
gia; there was the evidence before the Senate of 
his being an alien at the time of his election, but 
there was also the prima facie evidence of his having 
been elected by the Legislature of his State. And 
how did the Senate treat this description of evidence, | 
plenary and prima facie? Why, they did not look at 
the plenary, as it has been called; they were gov- 
exned solely by the prima facie. They admitted him 
to his seat; and were not governed by the plenary, | 
because the time had not arrived for it tohave any 
effect. That time was after the Senator had re- 
ceived the oath and taken his seat, and when the 
question of the validity of his election should 
come up before the Committee of Elections, or 


by their officers, authenticating their action, and 
nothing more. 

Thus each candidate submits sufficient prima 
fueie evidence, and they are equal in position. 
This is so, subject to one question. The legislative 
certificate, after reciting what Mr. Yuxer claims to 
be an election, shows that the presiding officer de- 
cided that there was no election, and the Legisla- 
ture proceeded to a new election. But that in- 
volves the question, whether what had already been 
done constituted an election or not. It is under- 
stood that fifty-eight members of the Legislature 
attended: twenty-nine voted for Mr. Yuuer, and 
twenty-nine cast blank ballots. If these be counted | 
as adverse ballois, then Mr. Yurrs was not elected. 
If they be counted as no ballots, or as nothing, then 
he waselected. Now, I have no judgment formed 
on that question. The bias of my mind is adverse 
to the latter view. But it is a question, a real 
question, a grave question. I do not see how I 
can vote for the admission of the candidate holding 
the Governor’s certificate, without deciding this 
question, which I wish to hear discussed. In 
order to do exact justice, therefore, I shall vote for 
the motion of the Senator from Indiana, to refer 
to a select committee. 

Ido not see that the precedent in the case of 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Suieips] touches 
this question. That Senator presented his cre- 
dentials, and there was no adverse claimant. IfI 
recollect aright, there was alleged to be evidence 
that he was not qualified to accept the place; but 
there was no question as to his having been elected 
or appointed to it by the Legislature of the State. 
There was but one certificate, or one prima facie 
case, made out. On these considerations, as at 

regent advised, I shall vote for the motion of the 
onorable Senator from Indiana. ; 

Mr. CLAY. Feeble as I am, E cannot refrain 
from making a few additional observations. There 
is no doubt of the duty and the right of this body 
to determine all questions of elections of its mem- 
bers. The question is as to the method of doing 
this, and that question has been settled, I believe, 
by every deliberative body upon earth. It is 
this: If there is a contest, by two claiming the 
same seat, the party having the return takes 


i some other mode of investikation, We might | 
| push this a little further: ake the case of a 

| member of the House of Representatives. A pre- 
| sents his return of his election. B presents a rec- 
| ord of evidence—plenary, according to the argu- 
| ment of the Senator from Georgia—showing that A | 
| had not been legally elected, but that, if deprived of | 
| certain illegal votes which had been given to him, 
i he would be found to have obtained only a minor- 


| ity, while B, the contestant, had really a right to |; 


the return, and therefore a right to his seat. Here 
is the prima facie evidence, and here is the plenary 
; evidence; but did you ever hear any instance of 
i that kind where a legislative body, upon the pre- 
| sentation of the return, would go into that which 
| is called the plenary evidence, and decide upon the 
| case as to who was entitled to hisseat? Did you 
| ever hear of it, except perhaps in the memorable 
| instance referred to, which arose from considera- | 
| tions to which I shall not advert because they’are | 
‘unpleasant? But invariably the practice is to ad- 
| minister the oath to the man having in his pocket 
the return, and let him who contests the seat come | 
forward, by petition or some other mode, and claim 
jit. Here, I say,if you go into the journal of the | 
Legislature of J*lorida, which 1 think is entirely | 
out of order and informal, it proves there was no | 
election in the first instance, and therefore no cre- ! 
| 
| 
i 


dentials. It proves, according to the legislative | 
sense, that there was no election. 
ture afterwards proceeded to make an election; 
| and the Governor has given the certificate of it. 
| The only question which can arise at any stage 
| of this proceeding, even after it is referred to a 
committee, is whether you will overrule the decis- 
ion of the Legislature, and declare, contrary to 
their judgment, that an election was made of Mr. 
Youuer, when they declared that there was no elec- 
| tion, and proceeded to elect. 
| Mr. BRIGHT. I did not intend, by the mo- 


| tion I made, to indicate an opinion as to the right į; 
| of either party claiming the seat, My object was |! 
! to expedite the business of the body. 
however, from indications around me, that the |! 


I see, | 


motion I made will be calculated perhaps to em- 
barrass Senators and prolong the debate. Believ- | 
ing that the contestant in this case will not be at į 


the seat, and the other party presents his peti- 
tion claiming it; that petition is referred to a com- 
mittee; it is reported upon by the committee and 
acted upon by the body. Now, one very great 
error committed, as I conceive, by the gentleman 
who last addressed you, was to treat that Journal 
as an election—to consider it as a credential. It 
is no such thing. When you look into it, you 
find twenty-nine votes given for one person, and 


all prejudiced by permitting the gentleman having 
the certificate to be sworn in, I shall withdraw |; 
my motion. I do it somewhat at the instance of ii 
the contestant himself.. I have no objection to the | 
gentleman taking the oath. 

Mr. CLAY. I move, then, that the gentleman |! 
whose credentials have been presented, be sworn 
in, according to the usage of the Senate. 

‘The motion was agreed to. - 


twenty-nine blanks. Upon that result faving been 


| 
| 
| 
i 


i 
i 


Mr. MarLory then took the oath of office. 


dence, and the plenary evidence overruling the |i 


The Legisla- | 


Mr. BRIGHT: moved that the letter presented 
by the contestant ` at the last executive session 
of the Senate, together with the record and other 
papers relative to the matter, be referred to a select 
commiitee of five. © ; ` 

The motion was agreed tò, : 

On motion of Mr. GWIN, the. election of the 
special committee was postponed until one o’clock. 
to-morrow. : 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, it was 
Ordered, That the daily hour of meeting of. the Senate 
be twelve o’clock meridian, until otherwise ordered. 


NOTICE OF ORGANIZATION. 
On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary acquaint the House of Rep- 
resentatives that a quorum of the Senate has assembled, 
and the Senate is ready to proceed to business. 


NOTICES. 


Mr. GWIN gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce— ` ; 

A bill to authorize and direct the payment of 
certain moneys into the treasury of the State of 
California which were collected in the ports of said 
State as a revenue upon imports, since the. ratifi- 
cation of the treaty of peace between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico, and prior to 
the admission of said State into the Union; 

A bill to establish a branch mint of the United 
States in the State of California; 

A bill to provide for the location and construc- 
tion of a central national railroad from the Missis- 
sippi river to the Pacific ocean; hy 

A bill to reduce the rates of postage on news- 
papers, and to establish a uniform rate of postage 
on letters throughout the United States; 

A bill to establish a line of ocean mail steamers 
from San Francisco in California, via the Sand- 
wich Islands, to Shanghai in China; 

A bill to pay the expenses incurred for the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in California; 

A bill granting the right of way for, and to aid 
in the construction of, a line of telegraph from the 


i State of California; 


Mississippi river to the Pacific ocean; 
A bill to create a Board of Commissioners for 
the settlement of claims for military services in the 


A bill to establish a navy-yard and naval depét 
in California; . i . 

A bill to establish assay offices of the Mint Of 
the United States at Sacramento City and Stock- 
ton, in California; and 

A bill to provide for the survey of the public 
lands in California, the granting of donation priv- 
ileges therein, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CHASE gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to grant to the State of 
Ohio the unsold and unappropriated public lands 
remaining in that State. 

Mr. WALKER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce— 

A bill to authorize the Governor of the State of 
Wisconsin to select and locate other lands in lieu 
of such as had been sold, in the tract granted to 
aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers, in Wisconsin; 

A bill to grant to the State of Wisconsin a quan- 
tity of land to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Milwaukiein Wisconsin, by way of W ater- 
towh, to Prairie La Corsse, on the Mississippi 
river; 

A. bill to grant to the State of Wisconsin a quan- 
tity of land to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Fond du Lac to Janesville in Wisconsin; 

A bill to cede the public lands of the United 
States to the States respectively in which they are 
situated; and 

A bill to increase the jurisdiction of the United 
States district court for the district of Wisconsin. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, gave notice of hisinten- 


| tion to ask leave to introduce a bill for theim- 


provement of the navigation of the Upper Mis- 
sissippi river. 

Mr. JONES gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to grant land to the State 
of Iowa, to aid said State in the construction of a 
railroad from Dubuque to Keokuk, and from Dav- 
enport to the Missouri river. 

He also presented the petition of Henry M. 
Rice, praying for a grant of land for the construc- 
tion of a railroad from the St. Louis river of Lake 
Superior, via St. Paul, in Minnesota Territory, to 


Dubuque, in the State of Lowa. 


RECEPTION: AND ENTERTAINMENT OF -KOs8- 
; : | SUTH. parioa 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. T beg leave to 
notify thé Senate that. to-morrow, as soon as I 
can do so, after the reception ofthe President’s 
Message, I. shall ask leave to introduce. a joint 
-resolution in. relation to ‘the reception and enter- 


“tainment: of Louis Kossuth,’ Governor of Hun-- 


gary. I may venture to remark, that. shall doso 


in unison with the Administration, and somewhat ' 


at the instance of the Secretary of State; and after 
fall consultation: with ‘as. :many.of my.friends in 
this body as Ihave had an opportunity of con- 
fering with. `T would like to:‘getai informal order 
for the printing: of this ‘resolution, so that honor- 
able gentlemen may have a chance of reading it 
and seeing that there'is no mischief in it what- 
ever; so that it may to-morrow morning be unan- 
imously adopted. 

By unanimous consent, the resolution was or- 
dered to be printed, as follows : 


Joint Resolution in relation to the reception and enter- - 


œ tainment of Louis Kossuth, Governor of Hungary, in 
the United Siates. 

Beit, §c.. That a joint committee of the two Houses of 
‘Congress, to consist of —— members of the Senate and — 
members of the House of Representatives, be appointed by 
the presiding officers of the respective Houses to make suit- 
able arrangements for the reception of Louis Kossuth, Gov- 
ernor of Hungary, on his arrival in the United States, and 
to communicate to him assurances of the profound respect 
entertained for him by the people of the United States; and 
to tender to him, on the part of Congress, andin the name of 
the people of the United States, the hospitalities of the 
Metropolis of the Union. 


PRINTING. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Resolved, That instead of the nuinber of copies hereto- 
fore ordered to be printed, the usual number of copies of the 
Legislative Journal, Reports of Committees, Executive and 
Miscellaneous documents to be printed, shall be 1400 copies 
until further order of the Senate. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 1, 1851. 


This being the day fixed by the Constitution of 
the United States for the meeting of Congress, the 
members elect of the House of Representatives, at 
12 o’clock m., were called to order by Ricuarp 
M. Younes, Esq., Clerk; and the roll being called, 
the following members answered to their names, 
viz: 

MAINE. 

Moses McDonald, 

John Appleton, 

Robert Goodenow, 

Charles Andrews, 

Ephraim K. Smart, 

Israel Washburn, Jr., 

Thomas J. D. Fuiler. 

NEW. HAMPSHIRE. 


John L. Schoolcraft, 
Joseph Russell, 
John Wells 
‘Alexander H. Buell, 
Preston King, 
Willard Ives, 
Timothy Jenkins, 
William W. Snow, 
Henry Bennett, 
Leander Babcock, 


Amos Tuck iel T 

Charles H. Peaslee, Daniel T . Jones, 

Jared Perkins, homas Y. How, Jr., 

4 h Henry S. Walbridge 

Harry Hibbard. William A. Sackett,” 
VERMONT. ' Scherme 


Ab’ham M. Schermerhorn, 
Jedediah Horsford, - 
Reuben Robie, 

Frederick S. Martin, 
Solomon G. Haven, 
Augustus P. Hascall, 
Lorenzo Burrows. 

NEW JERSEY. 
Nathan T. Stratton, 
Charles Skelton, 

Isaac Wildrick, 
George H. Brown, 
Rodman M. Price. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Thomas B. Florence, 
Josepb R. Chandler; 
Henry D. Moore, 
John Robbins, Jr., 
John MeNair, 
Thomas Ross, 

Jobn A. Morrison, 
Thaddeus Stevens, 
J. Glancy Jones, 
Milo M. Dimmick, 
Henry M. Fuller, 
Galusha A. Grow, 
James Gamble, 
‘Thomas M. Bibighaus, 
William H. Kurtz, 
James X. MeLanahan, 
Andrew Parker, 
John L. Dawson,, 
Joseph H. Kuhns, 
John Allison, 
Thomas M. Howe, 
John W. Howe, 
Carlton B. Curtis. 


Ahiman L. Miner, 
William Hebard, 
James Meacham, 
‘Thomas Bartlett, Jr. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
William Appleton, 
Robert Rantoul, Jr, 
James H. Duncan, 
Benjamin Thompson, 
Charles Allen, . 
George T, Davis, 
John Z. Goodrich, 
Horace Mann, 
Orin Fowler, 
Zeno Scudder. 
RHODE ISLAND. 


George G. King, 
Benjamin B. Thurston. 


CONNECTICUT. 


Charles Chapman, 

Cotin M. Ingersoll, 

Chauncey F. Cleveland, 

Origen S. Seymour. 
NEW YORK. 

Jonn G. Floyd, 

Obadiah Bowne, 

Emanuel B. Hart, 

J. H. Hobart Haws, 

George Briggs, 

James Brooks, 

Gilbert Dean, 

William Murray, 

Marius Schoonmaker, 

Josiah Sutherland, Jr., 

David L. Seymour, 


Jobn S. Millson, 


Joseph Cable,» < : 
David K: Cartter, . ` 

Eben Newton, - Ene 
Joshua R. Giddings, +7 
Nérton S. ‘Townshend. 


‘Riehard I. Bowie, 
am T. Hamilton, 


Ear ard Hammond; 3 a part ae 
homas Y. Walsh, — 7 r PREE 
‘Alexander. Evans, ? . Ben. Edwards Grey, <” 
‘Joseph S. Cottman. Frestey Eng, n 
VIRGINIA. ‘Gorn 


James W. Stones- 

:+ Addison White, ; 
Humphrey Marshall, 
John C. Breckenridge, 
John C. Mason, d 
Riċhard H. Stanton. 

TENNESSEE. 
Andrew Johnson, 
Albert G. Watkins, 
Wiliam M. Churchwell, 
John H. Savage, i 
George W. Jones, 
William H. Polk, 

Isham G. Harris, 
Frederick.P. Stanton, 
Christopher H. Williams. 


Richard K. Meade, 
Thomas H. Averett; 
Thomas S. Bocock, 
Paulus Powel, 
Johnn S: Caskie, 
Thomas H. Bayly, . 
Alexander R. Holladay, 
James F. Strother, 
Charles J. Faulkner, 
John Letcher, 
Henry A: Edmundson, 
. Fayette McMullen, 
George W. Thompson. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Thomas L.Clingman, INDIANA. i 
Joseph P. Caldwell, James Lockhart, 
Alfred Dockery, Cyrus L. Duuhaw, 


James T. Morehead, 
Abraham W. Venable, 
John R. J. Daniel, 
William S. Ashe, 
Edward Stanly, 
David Outlaw. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 
James L. Orr, 
Joseph A. Woodward, 
Armistead Burt, 
William Aiken, 
William F. Colcock. 

GEORGIA. 

Joseph W. Jackson, 
James Johnson, 
David J. Bailey, 
Charles Murphy, 
E. W. Chastain, 
Junius Hillyer, 
Alexander H. Stephens, 


Jobn L. Robinson, 
Samuel W. Parker, 
Thomas A. Hendricks, 
Willis A: Gorman, =’ 
John G. Davis, 
Daniel Mace, ` 
Graham N. Fitch, 
Samuel Brenton. 
ILLINOIS. 
Willis Allen, 
Orlando B. Ficklin, 
Richard S. Molony, 
William A. Richardson, 
Thompson Campbell, 
Richard Yates. 
MISSOURI. 
Gilchrist Porter, 
John G. Miller, 
Willard-P. Halt, 
John S. Phelps. 


Robert Toombs. ARKANSAS 
ALABAMA. Robert W. Johnson. 
John Bragg, MICHIGAN. 


James Abercrombie, 
Sampson W. Harris, 
William R. Smith, 
George S. Houston, 


Ebenezer J. Penniman, 
Charles E. Stuart, 
James L. Conger. 


Williamson R. W. Cobb, FLORIDA. 
Alexander White. E. Carrington Cabell, 
MISSISSIPPI] TEXAS. 

D. B. Nabers, Richardson Scurry. 
John A. Wilcox, IOWA. 


John D. Freeman. Lincoln Clark, 


LOUISIANA. Bernhardt Henn. 
Alexander G. Penn. WISCONSIN. | 
OHTO. Charles Durkee, | 


Ben C. Eastman, 
James Duane Doty. j 


CALIFORNIA. 


Joseph W. McCorkle, 
Edwärd ©. Marshall: 


FROM MINNESOTA TER. 
Henry H. Sibley, Del: 
FROM OREGON TER. 
Joseph Lane, Del. 

FROM N: MEXICO TER. 
R. H. Weightman, Del. 

FROM UTAH TER. 

Jobn M. Bernhisel, Det. 


David T. Disney, 
Lewis D. Campbell, 
Hiram Bell, 
Benjamin Stanton, 
Alfred P. Edgarton, 
Frederick W. Green, 
Nelson Barrere, 
Jobn L. Taylor, 
Edson B. Olds, 
Charles Sweetser, 
George H. Busby, 
John Weich, 

James M. Gaylord, 
Alexander Harper, 
William F. Hunter, 
John Johnson, 


The Cerk announced that two hundred and | 
eighteen members had answered to their names, || 
and that there was a quorum present. S 


i 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 


Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, moved that the 
House proceed to the election of Speaker viva vote; 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I believe nomk | 
nations are now in order? 

The Cruerx. They are in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL nominated Mr. Srevens, of | 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that nom- |; 
inations for Speaker are not necessary. 


; enough of it after a while, 


Mr, STANLY.” ‘I: shoul 
there ‘is any difficulty about 
tween our’ friends’ upon th 
“House? oe. P 
A Voice: None whatever: 
Mr. STANLY. But something ig thi 
A Voice: Oh, weë will. settle that:by av. 
Mr. STANLY: But I have-heard of 


the adoption of the compromise measures,’ “I want 
to know how far the compromise measures have 
been repudiated by our friends ‘oh the: other side 


of the House, for: Í understand they 
pudiated. | © e AERO : 

Mr. SAVAGE, Itis not an: uncommon thing 
for individuals to console themselves ‘in their mis- 
fortunes by seeking out the misfortunes'of others. 
I imagine that if the.gentleman would turn:to his 
own side of the House, he would find ‘ample-need 
of consolation. [Laughter.] I am not aware of 
any misfortune in our ranks. :- CL So 

Cries of “ Call the roll!’? *¢ Call-the roll!??.from 
all parts of the Hall.]. ee d gip i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not know that it'is 
proper to discuss the. merits of the various-gentle- 
men who may be presented. as candidates for the 
Speakership. I do not design doing so. desire: 
simply to say, that as for the gentleman whose 
name I have presented to the House, he is'as true 
a friend to the Union as'there is in the Unions and 
I believe he is just as good a Whig as can be found 
in the Union. As to the compromise measures, 
I hope those gentlemen who are so much opposed 
to agitation will not bring forward those measures 
for discussion so early in the session. I am 
against agitation just at this particular time. ‘Ido 
not want to plunge this House into another revo- 
lution such as we had in our efforts to-organize the 
last Congress. I would suggest, therefore, to the 
honorable gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Sranxy,] and to the honorable: gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs,] and tomy colleague, [Mr. 
Carrrer,] that perhaps the. less:said , upon: this 
matter just now the better. When the'time comes, 
should gentlemen insist-upon agitation, we will be 
ready for it. We will take care not to throw the 
first stone. 3 

Mr. CARTTER made some remark inaudible 
to the Reporter. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL continued. Ihave not-said 
one word in relation to the merits of ‘the compro- 
mise measures, because I do not wish ‘to’ get. up 
agitation so early in the session. ‘We shall have 
but Ido not think it 
prugent to begin. now. I hope, therefore, thatthe 
roll will be called... 5 

{Cries of ‘Call the roll!” “ Call the roll1?7] 

# Mr. BROOKS. : The honorable gentleman from 
fay ennessee [Mr. Savace] has tauntingly advised 
us Whigs before we proceed to a vote, that instead 
of reproaching the Democratic party, we first. heal 
the differences in our own ranks. It is good ad- 
vice; and but forthat advice from the other side 
of the House I should not have said a word upon 
this occasion, nor have had the opportunity: 1 now 
have of informing the gentleman that the breaches 
in the Whig party have been healed: 1 now have 


The Cierx. The gentleman from Illinois is li 2 t rthat ger 
|| but all others associated with him in his. party 
|i connection, that the Whigs of this Congress as- 


correct. : 7 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Against the will 
of the House, then, I am certainly not disposed to 
make any nomination, I desire simply to say, 
that for one, I shall vote for Linn Born, of Ken- 
tucky, 
the nomination of a caucus, but because I know 
him to be a sound Democrat, and a tried and 


for Speaker—not because he has received 


| the pleasure of informing not only that gentleman, 


sembled this morning in large numbers—— i? 
Several Mempers. How many? eae 
Mr. BROOKS. Enough to give. a decided and 

emphatic expression forthe Whig partye 
Cries of How many were there??? oon o 
Mr. BROOKS. © There were fifty or sixty pres- 


6 


& 


Dec. 1, 


ent; and by a clear unequivocal, resoltition they 

have acquiesced in the compromise measures. 

{Laughter.}. Well;-I see that gentlemen laugh at 
the paucity of our numbers! Ay, it is our mis- 
fortune that. we have. ne one hundred: and forty 

members upon the floor of the House,-as. they 

have; but.it.is not charitable to. laugh at us for 

that: We-have but-seventy or eighty. Whig mem- 

bers in all, but itis probable that we could largely 

increase the number if we were no more particular’ 

about principles than they are. Nearly all-of 
those who were in the city this morning assem- 

bled in the Capitol, and expressed their opinion in 

favor of acquiescence in the finality of the compro- 

mise. measures. .Our breaches have thus been 

healed. But how is it with the gentlemen upon 

the other side of the House? Howis it that Whig 

northern men, who are the defenders of these 

compromise measures, are deserted by Democratic 

gentlemen from other portions of the country who 

-profess great devotion to them, but who are un- 
willing to sustain and defend those measures, or 

to make any record that they do sustain them? I 

have no doubt that the gentlemen upon the other 

side can, upon the single principle set forth or 

made known by the gentleman from Tennessee, 

` (Mr. Jones,] succeed in effecting an election: for 
the honorable gentleman from Tennessee who 

opened the ball, says he votes fer Mr. Boyp be- 

cause he is in favor of the compromise measures. 

I have no doubt that a very large majority of this 

House is in favor of acquiegcing in’ those meas- 

ures. The Whigs now are nearly all. upon that 

platform. . If that be the only principle upon which 

the gentleman from Kentucky is nominated by the 

gentleman from Tennessee, he shall have my vote 

with all my heart. But the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. Carrrer] rises and says that he votes for 

r. Boyn not because he is a friend of the com- 
promise measures, but because he is the nominee 
of the Democratic caucus. Here is a distinction 
and a decided difference, and all the difference in 
the world between the Democracy of Ohio and 
Tennessee. I should like to know in which State 
is taught the true Democratic faith? I should like 
to know by which of the expounders I am to be 
educated? There must be others, even Democrats, 
groping as much in the dark as myself. I see in 
the seats just before me two highly honorable and 
very distinguished gentlemen in the northern Dem- 
ocratic ranks, [Mr. Ranroun and Mr. Creve- 
LAND,] and if the honorable gentleman from T'en- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] teaches the true faith, he 
exiles them from the Democratic party at: once; 
but if the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Carrrer}] be the exponent, they are the real 
Democrats, and the gentleman from Tennessee 
himself is but an interloper in the ranks. Wis- 
consin, too, and the gentlemen who represent it, 
are deeply interested in having this dispute settled 
at once. And so are other Democratic States, 
provided Democracy does not mean one thing at 
the North and altogether another thing south of 
this. At the opening of a Congress, with a Dem- 
ocratic majority of sixty in this House, we have 
a candidate for Speaker formally presented to us 
upon ee utterly variant. Tennessee pre- 
sents him upon the principle that he is in favor of 
the compromise measures, and Ohio not that he 
is in favor of them, but only because he is the 
nominee of the Democratic party! 

Now, it is of some considerable importance to 
us from New York, upon all sides of this issue, to 
know where we stand before we begin to stand at 
all, The gentlemen upon the other side have rep- 
resented their party as discordant and belligerent 
upon measures which, in their vital importance to 
this country, rise above all party, and before 
which all party issues dwindle into insignificance. 
It is important, therefore, for me to know where I 
am to stand, and how I am to vote, before I vote 
at all. If the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Boyrp,] who is the nominee of the other side, is 
the candidate only of the compromise measures 
as the gentleman from Tennessee presents him, 1 
am ready to vote for him, and he shall cheerfully f 
have my vote, with all my heart in the bargain. | 
If, on the other hand, he is presented as the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CARTTER presents him, ag 
the nominee of my distinguished colleague [Mr. 
Preston Kine,] who figured conspicuously in 
the Democratic caucus, (as his talen 
figure every where with distinction,) and of other 
northern Democratic gentlemen from our State, | 


| who, with pleasure, io doubt, follow his lead in 


ts enable him to || J 


S represents me, 


this matter, why, it isimpossible for me to vote for 


him. I want to vote for a man who is in favor of | 


acquiescence in the compromise measures, and not 
for any candidate the nominee of a party that is 
opposed to them. : T think it a matter of the very 
gravest importance; that the organ of this the pop- 
ular branch of the Government, should, by his 
election, and the mode and manner-of it, be made 
to express the opinion that the painful: and start- 
ling issues ‘of the last Congress cannot be reopened 
in this.’ I think it due to the North and the South 
both, that they should this day know, in the nomi- 
nation orselection ofa Speaker, that the slavery fire- 
brand is to be played successfully with no longer. 
I think, if I may be allowed to speak so freely, itis 
not only dishonest but dangerous for a party with 
sixty majority in this House, to organize by pan- 
dering one way to abolition Democracy North, and 
to slavery Democracy South. It is riding the 
wind to reap the whirlwind, and it is a whirlwind 
that some of us Whigs, at great personal sacrifice 
in the last Congress, quelled once, and that we 
do not want to be called upon to quell too often. 
It is of importance, therefore, for all of us to know 
where we are, who we are, and where we are tend- 
ing. If the Democratic party is one thing inTen- 
nessee and altogether another thing in Ohio; one 
thing in Massachusetts and Connecticut and anoth.- 
er thing in Pennsylvania; if it be nothing but a 
struggle for the spoils, and means to use the slavery 
excitement, sectionally and at all hazards, to get 
them; if it be thus a sacrifice of the country for the 
purpose of obtaining the organization of this House 
or the Presidency; if Democracy be, in theSouth- 
ern country, the agitation of the slavery question 
so as to overthrow the Union, and in the northern 
country abolition, to bear down all of us Whigs 
who are defenders of the compromise bills;—if that 
be Democracy, why, it certainly is not in my 
power to vote for any nominee of the Democratic 
caucus. On the contrary, upon the single princi- 
ple that the gentleman from ‘Tennessee has indica- 
ted, I could give that nominee, with great pleas- 
ure, my vote. I hope, therefore, to hear. from 
gentlemen on the other side upon what platform 
they do really intend to stand their candidate; 
whether he is to stand upon one leg or two legs, 
or whether he go like a quadruped, walking on all 
fours. For that gentleman himself I have the 
highest respect. I know where he hasstood, and 
what he has been, and I stood with him, side by 
side. 1 have not one word to sayagainst him. 1 
have no right tojudge what is or what ought to be 
his position. But I know enough of him to feel 
sure, that if he is unchanged since the last Con- 
gress, he can receive no pleasure in taking a nomi- 
nation from a party which has refused to indorse 
those measures of which he was so earnest an 
advocate, and in the passage of which he took so 
conspicuous a part. If a caucus means anything, 
it means to express a coincidence of opinion; but 
from the demonstrations on the other side of the 
House, it would seem that there was nosuch coin- 
cidence of opinion. There is, then, as one of 
the gentlemen from Tennessee [Mr. B. meant 
Mr. Jones] insinuated, disorder and discord upon 
the other side of the House; harmony and con- 
cord upon this. 
Mr. SAVAGE. The gentleman totally mis- 

I made no such statements or 
admission. I know of no party misfortunes among 
the Democracy. I merely stated that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Sranxy,] not 
finding any comfort in his own party, was looking 
for consolation abroad, by imagining some one 
more unfortunate than himself, His conduct is 
good evidence ag to the condition of your party, 
but none as to mine. f 

_Mr. BROOKS. I have only to say, in conclu- 
sion, that the Whig party has, in its congressional 
caucus, taken that sort of action which presents 
to the country a harmonious and united front, and | 
on that front they mean to stand. If any portion 
of the Whig party are dissatisfied with our posi- 
tion, let them secede and go over to the other side,. 
where all sorts of principles are likely to prevail, 
or can find a refuge and accommodation, becuse 
no expression of opinion has been made, or can be 
made, so different are the opinions of that party | 
in the northern and southern sections of this 
nion. 


Mr. MEADE. Mr. Clerk, I was more than 


ate, 


i 
i 
H 
H 
| 
i 


l York, [Mr. Brooks,] that the Whig party h 


| promise, slave bill and. all. 


‘gratified to learn from the gentleman from New | 


ad 
healed all their old difficulties, and had united for 
the-purpose of supporting the compromise meas- 


i ures which passed Congress—the slave bill and 


all. I understand that he has stated it as a fact 
before the country, that the Whig party of the 


| North are now opposed to agitation, and are per- 


fectly willing to execute every article in the com- 
I understand, then, 
that there is no division of opinion amongst the 
Whigs of the North upon that subject. Do I 
understand that declaration to be made unqua i- 
fiedly ? : 

Mr. BROOKS. I will say that the Whig cau- 
cus, this morning, by an almost unanimous expres- 
sion of opinion, gave utterance to an acquiescence 
of the compromise measures, and that henceforth 


| opposition to that resolution here will be disor- 


ganization. a 

Mr. MEADE, (continuing.) Mr, Clerk, that 
explanation of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Brooxs] is fraught with a good many things 
addressed to the reflection of the South, and the 
other portions of this Union who are in favor of 
the execution of the provisions of the compromise. 
I understand the Whig party of the North—those 
who were in attendance here this morning in cau- 
cus—represented probably about one fourth por- 
tion of that party. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to say that the northern Whigs who attended 
that caucus will undertake to declare to this Union 
that their constituents, or even a majority of 
their constituents, will sustain them? or, in other 
words, that they reflect the sentiments of the large 
body of the Whig party of the North? and that 
that party are now prepared to stop agitation upon 
the slavery question, and to carry out faithfully 
the provisions in relation to the returning of fugi- 
tive slaves? Do I understand that pledge now to 
be given to the country? 

Mr. BROOKS. If the gentleman will permit 
me. The best explanation that I can make is to 
read the resolution that was adopted. 

Mr. MEADE. Ihave just now said that the 
Whig resolutions were passed by the Whigs of 
the South united with a small fraction of the 
Whigs of the North. That is what I understand 
to be the case. The whole body in attendance 
upon that occasion represented about one third 
part of the Whig party of the Union. 

Mr. BROOKS. Will the honorable gentleman 
permit me to add, that the majority of that caucus 
—a large majority—was from the northern States. 
There are not many Whig members in this House. 
The number of members there was between fifty 
and sixty. At the Democratic caucus there were 
eighty-three members out of one hundred and forty- 
two. I will read the resolution that was adopted, 
with the permission of the gentleman: 

Resolved, That we regard the series of acts known as 
the adjustment measures, as forming in their mutual de- 
pendence and connection a system of compromise the most 
conciliating and the best for the entire conntry. that could be 
obtained from conflicting sectional interests and opinions, 
and that therefore they ought to be adhered to and carried 
into full execution, as a final settlement in principle and 


substance of the dangerous and exciting subjects which they 
embrace. 


Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman allow me 
to speak a word in explanation? 

ir. MEADE. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Clerk, I was at that 
caucus. I moved to lay these resolutions upon the 
table. I stated, in connection with that motion, 
that I would not be bound by these resolutions. 
(Laughter and applause.] In my judgment there 
were about forty members there. I did not count 
them. I will further say, that in the vote to lay 
the resolutions upon the table, which was on a 
division by ayes and noes, I judge about one 
third were in favor of laying them on the table. 


j {Laughter.] I will say in conclusion, Mr. Clerk, 


that I deem it my duty to have the facts known as 
they are. If 1 am called a seceder, so be it. Tama 
Whig, have always been a Whig, and probably 
will ever be a Whig. I mean to stand firml 
where I alwayshavestood. [Applause.] I shall 
not be bound by the resolutions of others, passed 
beforehand. I mean to act standing upon my own 
feet in this House, and elsewhere. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call the 
gentleman to order, as destroying the harmony of 
the Whig party. 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Fow en] seceded from the Whig 


i851. 


caucus, and can, therefore, know nothing. of the 

final action. i a ` : : 
Mr. FOWLER. I remained -there until’ all 

action was concluded upon the resoliitions. “The 


whole of the members of the caucus then went | 


ont. i 3 
. Mr. MEADE: I have, Mr. Clerk, but 
words. more to say, It appears, then, that: ] 
forty Whigs were in attendance. upon that octa- 
sion It is fair to presume that twenty. of 
were from thé South, and it is fair to presume that 
every southern Whig ‘voted for t resolution; 
and take the one third who voted against the’reso- 
lution, and you have twenty-five; ‘twenty: south- 
ern Whigs from twenty-five, will leave five north- 
ern Whigs sustaining them. [Laughter.] Now, 
Mr. Clerk, it is-a very Significant commentary 
upon the action of the Whig party this morning, 
in caucus, that one of the Whies from the North 
nominated for the office of Speaker another Whig 
from the North, for whose Whiggery he vouches, 
and which I‘have no doubt all his colleagues from 
the North will vouch for. One Whig nominates 
another for the Speakership, who is known to be 
in favor of agitation ahd of repealing the only 
feature, as I deem it, in that compromise, benef- 
cial to my constituents, and the South generally. 

Now, sir, I know the purpose for which this 
motion is made, and that~purpose I wish to ex- 

ose. Itis made, sir, for political capital at the 

outh, in the approaching presidential election— 
to obtain Southern votes. The people of the 
South understand the Whigs of the North. My 
constituents understand them as well as I do. We 
know that there are some honorable exceptions in 
that patty from the general rule that controls 
them. We know thata large body of that party, 
under the auspices of a celebrated Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Sewarn,] are opposed to the 
execution of the fugitive slave bill, and that they 
have had conventions, time after time, in which 
they have avowed their determination to have it 
repealed. All the talents of Daniel Webster, and 
those acting with him ‘at the North, have been 
unable to allay the storm which that fugitive slave 
bill has created there. While we know well that 
a majority of the Whig party at the North are un- 


sound and untrue to the compromise, we also |} 


know that a large body of the Democratic party 
at the North are faithful to the compromise— 
especially those who stand so prominently before 
the community there as to be known to the people 
of the South. I can allude to such men as Mar- 
cy, Dickinson, Buchanan, Dallas, Douglas, and 
others whom it is unnecessary for me now to enu- 
merate. 

I have named some of those who are the ac- 
knowledged leaders of the Democratic party at 
the North. We know that they are the true 
friends of this Union. I know, sir, though I was 
opposed to the series of compromise measures, 
that if justice is to be done the South, it must be 
expected from, and it will come from, that quar- 
ter,assisted by a few conservative Whigs, who 
are battling gloriously (whose services we are 
willing to acknowledge) in favor of the preserva- 
tion of the Constitution, of the Union, and of the 
rights of my constituents. If the Whig party of 
the South do not intend to shut their eyes and 
willfully to stalk in the dark regardless of the 
stumbling-blocks in their way, I foresee their des- 
tiny, and the end to which they must come. If 
true and loyal to the interests of the South; if true 
and loyal to the Union, I say their destiny is with 
us—the Democracy of the North and the South. 
They must codperate with the Democratie party; 
laying aside the minor principles which have hith- 
erto divided them, the Whig party must unite 
with the Democrats of the North and South in se- 
curing thoseblessings which they wereso eloquent 
in describing to their constituents at home. We, 
sir, are not to be gulled in this mode by the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs.] If the 

entleman had not made the speech which he ltas, 
Í was perfectly willing to have acknowledged him 
as a friend of the compromise and of this Union; 
but when I know the effect of that speech will be 

robably to induce some of the people of the 
Bouth-to believe in his declarations—to infer from 
the passage of that resolution by two thirds of one 
third of his party, that they intend to abideby the 
measures of compromise, I felt it my duty to rise 
in my place and undeceive my people, and to let 
them know it is but finesse, an artful contrivance 


“Whig, and ? 
| for him, and many would of course vote for him 


t jati | the only featuré in that 
compromise that is beneficial to-us, that ‘they will 
executéit? Does he hopé to” imposé upon their 
éredulity to the extent of making them believe that 


| the Whig party of the North are sound upon this 


subject?” So far from being dissatisfied with thé 
speech of the gentleman if I thought he had good 


grounds to make that speech upon’ if he was sus- || 


tained by the facts, I should rejoice over his dec- 
larations; then I:should hope that both of the great 
parties at the North were sound upon this ques- 
tion. Let me but know tlie fact that a large ma- 
jority of the people of the North, both Whig and 
Democratic, are in favor of the execution of this 
law, and are willing to let us rest in peace with- 
out further apitation, and that this question was 
regarded as finally settled by this compromise, 
against which I voted, and would again if it was 
to come up,—I say I should then cheerfully pro- 
claim before the nation that I would abide all of 
its features. Ido not believe, neither do the Whig 
party here nor any party believe, that the declara- 
tions of the gentleman of New York, ‘purporting 
to give this assurance to the South, have any 
grounds to rest upon. The’ fact is not so; we 
know the fact is not so. As I have said before, 
the commentary upon the declarations of the gen- 
tleman from New York—that the Whig party is 
in favor of the execution of the fugitive slave law— 
is to be found in the nomination made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campnext,] bringing for- 
ward as a candidate for this high office one who 
is known to be opposed to most of its features, 
and particularly that which secures to the South 
their constitutional rights. We know, sir—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman will al- 
low me to explain, I desire to say to him and the 
House, that the presentation by me of the name 
of Mr. Srevens had no connection whatever with 
the caucus referred to by the gentleman from New 
York. J was not in the caucus; with it my pre- 
sentation had no connection. 

Mr. MEADE. 1 consider the gentleman as a 
his nominee as a Whig. He vouches 


as being a Whig. Now, the country shall not be 
deceived by this ruse practised by the Whig cau- 
cus. If I understand aright, that subject was 


| brought before the Democratic caucus, evening be- 


fore last, (at which I was not present, nor was I 
in the city,) and was laid upon the table as being 
the appropriate subject for the consideration of 
the people in convention. 
Several Mempens. Thatis it! That is it! 
Mr, MEADE. That it was a question for the 
people afterwards to be assembled in Democratic 


i convention, who will take this subject in hand 


and will proclaim to the world the opinions upon 
which Northern and Southern Democrats stand. 
While I know, sir, that there are Free-Soil agita- 
tors who call themselves Democrats, I for one, 
sir, as a member of the Democratic party, who 
will be willing to carry out in good faith this còm- 
promise which has beén passed, but which I be- 
lieve has been detrimental to us, repudiate every 
soul of them who are in favor of the agitation of 
the fugitive slave bill. They are not part and 
parcel of what I conceive to be the legitimate 
Democratic party of this Union. They are repu- 
diated by the leading men of the North, whom 
we all know at the South, and in whom we can 
trust, These resolutions it was the policy of the 
Whig party to take up for the purpose of im- 
posing upon the South the idea that their own 
party had been true upon this question. These 
resolutions, I again repeat, in the Democratic 
caucus, consisting of a bare majority, were laid 
upon the table as improper to be acted upon in a 
private meeting for another purpose. Sir, we 
wanted no declaration of opinion or principle by 
which we should be actuated here in this Con- 
gress. The Deniocratic party in this Congress 
are Known to-be united on the fugitive slave bill. 
I cast out of view the few dozen Free-Soilers and 
agitators who pass for Democrats at home, and 
who comé here as members -of the Democratie 
I do not call‘them members of the Demo- 


arty. 0 
ated party. I, for one, do not view them as 
such. When they become willing to abide this 


|| settlement and to regard the compro 


as the final settlement of the sl 


ples that characterize 
taken up, as} have state y 
contrast the:action of the Whig. ‘caucus, =" 
ing about one fourth’df. tke W higs:of the North; 
and for the very: purpose of cr als 
at the South that -we:had: rejéct atl 
passed them.-On any proper occasia) 
tūre- to affirm. there is nota dozen De 
who will vote.against resolutions:in favi 
cuting ‘the fugitive slave bill, » They- wë 
up by the Whig party this. morning witk 
of imposing their rotten party and its} 
upon the Suuth—of deceiving. them, 
will not succeed. cece Fg A galas 
Mr. RICHARDSON. .. Mr-Clerk; T haveheard 
it said that the soldier who: in the hour of: battle 
deserts, is sure to be the loudest after the victory 
in proclaiming his joy;: that he is most anxious’ 
be the vigilant sentinel, after the danger is pastyin 
guarding the camp; andhe is always the first when 
òm guard to désery danger tothe camp, and “raise 
false alarms: This is*not-only: tre 
the’ soldier, but it is true in -rélation:to’ the 


tician. . oe ŠE Gus cae 
The gentleman: from New York {[Mr::<Brooxs] 
comes forward to-day as ‘the leader, as the espe- 
cial champion of the: measures i passed: by the last 
Congress, and known as the, compromise. mease 
ures. Cy pb tae 
The compromise measures embrace six ‘distinct 
propositions. For five of them there was butlittle 
opposition from the North, and against two of the 
five—the admission of California‘and the abolition 
of the slave trade in this District—no gentleman 
representing a free State cast his vote.: The only 
one of the series of measures thus passed that was 
distasteful and violently assailed at the North; was 
the fugitive slave bill. When the time came ‘for 
Northern men to assume responsibility, the gentle- 
man now so fierce, 80 bold, so valiant, found ‘it 
convenient not to record his vote; he fled the Ha 
under which he now thinks all. true ‘patriots, a 
who love the country andthe Union, should do bat 
tle—he being leader. reise fe ae 
Mr. BROOKS, (Mr..R. yielding the ‘floor, 
voted upon that question the same way General 
Cass, and Mr. Douglas from his own State, voted. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The: gentleman from 


| New York is certainly apprised of the fact that 


Judge Douglas was confined to his bed by sick: 
ness at the time the bill passed. Does-he pretend 
that he was unable to attend the House at the time 
the fugitive slave bill was’ under discussion; or 
when it was being voted upon? ‘This hope, if 
sich hope be entertamed—this excuse, if itis plead 
ed, is cut off;—the gentleman wasin the House on 
the same day, and voted just before the vote was 
taken upon that’ bill; he was: in: the ‘Houseand > 
voted. upon: the next, proposition: that succeeded 
that bill. Does the gentleman say that he could 
not have voted upon that bill if he had desired so 
to do?. Does he deny that he was here? Tf de- 
nied, I am prepared to show, by the Journal, all 
that [ have stated. Tg 
Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman shouldbe con: 
sistent in his charges, and not say Iwas: both in 
my seat and fled the House. 1.admit: the ‘fact of 
not voting on the final passage. The gentleman 
will find. me upon every. vote facilitaung action 
upon the bill. : I have‘only:to say, in addition to 
that, that there are reasons which I have given 
elsewhere for not voting on the final passage, and 
among others that the bill was never printed for 
thia House, but driven through under the previous 
question, without giving us time to read what ‘the 
bill was. Mr. B. said he regretted that he did not 
vote for the bill on its final passage; and hes 
regretted it as the most unfortunate act. of his po- 
litical life, because, in addition to defending. the 
bill in its details, whether he approved of all: these 
details or not, he had been obliged to enter into 
long and detailed personal explanations: of his 
reasons why he did not vote forthe bill on its final 
passage. When an act of Congress was to be 
defended as he had defended this act, and apublic 
man was to.be attacked upon itas he had been at- 
tacked, whether he approved it or ‘not, the wisest 
way, experience had shown him; was.to take the 


bull by the horns and walk off witb him át once. 
Mr: B. was sorry to hear that Judge Douglas 
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had been then confined to his bed: so.as to deprive 
him. of the power of leaving a record in the Senate, 
ashe (Mr. B.) had left in the House. -Butit was 
very remarkable that every Northern Democratic 
Senator, save only the two Senators: from- Iowa, 
-was equally sick on-that day, and was also.con- 
“fined to his-bed. The malady was general, and 
only Iowa escaped the contagion. = nce: =- 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman says he 

is sorry that he did not give-that bill his. support. 
I have. no doubt of it, sir. . The soldier who de- 
serts his flag is always sorry, after the victory is 
‘won, that he was not there to help fight the battle. 
The gentleman, by refusing to vote upon the bill, 
placed himself.in that condition-(so desirable with 
some politicians) to avail himself of advantage 
either way, while he was unwilling to hazard any- 
thing by the course he pursued. If the bill was 
odious to: his constituents, he could say, I could 
not find it in my conscience to vote for it. If the 
returning sense of justice made it acceptable, he 
could isay, I had not time to read what the bill 
was. . 
The gentleman thus situated is selected to an- 
nounce to us the fact, that the Whig party have 
adopted by their caucus these measures as the 
platform upon which alone they are willing to 
stand; and in the execution of his mission he de- 
nounces as abolitionists and secessionists the whole 
Democratic party, because they have seen fit and 
proper to defer all these questions to the appro- 
priate tribunal, the National Convention, which is_ 
soon to assemble, to be considered and acted upon. 
Asa Democrat, I have fought for these measures 
when the gentleman from New York was enlisted 
under the banner. of Free-Soil, going quite as far 
as him who went furthest. 

His conversion has been sudden, and, like all 
new converts, his zeal is very great. 
gentleman if modésty should not moderate his de- 
nunciations of those who were so lately fighting 
side by side with him in the Abolition ranks? 
‘Who, sir, first joined hands and forces in the 
North with the Abolitionists? The Whig party; 
and by their votes and their aid they trampled 
down and beat the Democrats in more than half 
the northern States; and while it is true they forced 
some of the Democrats to alliances with Aboli- 
Aionists, the only men who at the North opposed 
Abolitionism were Democrats. When I first en- 
tered Congress, not one Northern Whig Repre- 
sentative could be found to place himself upon 
record, except under the lead and side by side with 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Gippi¢s;] while 
there were many Democrats from the same sec- 
tion (fully half of them) who opposed here, and 
before their constituents, Abolitionism and Free- 
Soil in all its shapes and phases: I am one of the 
number. Sir, it was but recently the whole Whig 
press of the North, among whom was the gentle- 
man, were in the habit of calling me doughface, 
because I could not and would not bow to this 
cay: once so supreme with the gentleman. 

ith the pen before me, the gentleman will 
pardon me-~I beg his forgiveness—if I decline to 
follow in his lead; and I hope he will indulge me 
while I say to him, that he had better’see that he 
is sound himself before he pronounces others so 
unsound; that if he will be content to serve in 
the ranks awhile, and does good service, by and 
by we may promote him to command, as the re- 
ward of skill, industry, and zeal. 

But, sir, the gentleman says the Whig party in 
caucus have, with great unanimity, agreed to ac- 

uiesce in the compromise measures; and he says 
that caucus was made up of mostly Northern men. 
He also says that Democrats are afraid to put 
themselves upon record for these measures. The 
entleman’s fancies are fine—his facts unfortunate. 

e was a member of this House when those 
measures passed, and he knows that they re- 
ceived two Democratic vates to one Whig. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, (Mr. RICHARDSON 
yielding the floor,) said, that during the progress of į 
this discussion, he had analyzed the vote by which 
the fugitive slave law had passed the House of | 
Representatives, and found, upon examination of 
the Journal, that eighty-two Democrats voted for 
that bill, and only twenty-six Whigs; and this, 
too, in a House composed of about an equal num- 
ber of Whigs and Democrats. 

Out of seventy-six Whig Representatives from 


I ask the || 


the North, ONLY THREE VOTED FOR THE BILL. | 
And out of only fifty Democratic Representatives | 


| to him for affording me the opportunity of pla- 


| the last Congress by those who voted for the bill, į 


| predecessors, save it be from the districts where 


| of these measures, but they are for a full and faith- 
But, į! 


| rankest Abolitionists in the land? They have but 
| recently been the standard-bearers in their States 


from the North, TWENTY-EIGHT RECORDED THEIR 
VOTES FOR IT. ot š - 

The State of New York had, at that time, thirty- 
two Whig. Representatives upon this floor, and 
not one of them voted for this bill; while the Hon. 
Hiram Walden, the only Democratic Representa- 
tive from the State, recorded his vote for it. * 

In the Senate, there was not a Northern Whig 
vote for the bill, And, sir, if gentlemen will take 
the trouble to analyze the vote by which the other 
bills composing the adjustment were passed, they 
will find, as already stated by my honorable. friend | 
from Illinois, that there were about two Democrats 
to one Whig that voted for those bills. When 
these facts have gone to the country, the people 
will be enabled to determine from them to whom 
they are indebted for the passage of these meas- 
ures and the settlement of those vexed and agita- 
ting questions. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Are those three Whigs in | 
this House? They were in the last House. 

Mr. HARRIS. I meant the House of Repre- | 
sentatives. when I used the term. But three! 
Whigs of the last House voted for the fugitive | 
slave bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. How many 
of those Democrats who voted for it have got back 
to this House? 

Mr. HARRIS. There were more Democrats | 
returned than Whigs. I see quite a number | 
around me—I have not counted them—my friend 
My. Ricuarpson, and a number of others. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will with pleasure re- 
ply to the inquiry of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Marsnaut,] and I am under deep obligations | 


cing this fact before the House and the country. 
Of the twenty-eight Democrats from the North | 
who voted for the fugitive slave bill, twelve are i 
members of this House, viz: Messrs. Bissell, 
Dimmick, Dunham, Fuller, Gorman, Hibbard, 
M’Lanahan, Peaslee, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, : 
Wildrick. Mr. Buell, of Michigan, was beaten | 
by a Whig for the vote he gave for the bill, and it | 
may be that this Whig was one of those Northern | 
Whigs who, in caucus this morning, adopted the : 
compromiseas the Whig platform. Of the twenty- į 
eight Northern Democrats who voted for this bill, 
fifteen were candidates for reélection, twelve elect- | 
ed, two defeated by Whigs, and one by a Dem- | 
ocrat. 

From all the districts in the North represented in | 


there are Representatives here as sound as their 


‘Whigs have been returned, Thisis notall; a large 
majority of the Democrats of this Congress from 
the North are opposed to any and all disturbance | 


ful execution of all the laws of the land. 
sir, where are the Whigs from the North who 
supported the fugitive bill? There were but three 
of them, it is true; only one of them has been 
spared. Are gentlemen candid when they say 
the Northern Whig party, either at home or here, 
are sound upon these measures—Winthrop, Vin- 
ton, Johnson, bright shining lights, all true and 
sound? In what but namedo they differ from the 


of this party that now are in such love with the 
Compromise. When Iam reduced to the alterna- 
tive of selecting between them and Abolitionists, 
I could not make a choice. If there are any per- 
sons in this country who are deceived by these 
peas of Northern W higs, except themselves, 

am greatly mistaken. If any of our friends 
anywhere are deceived by this specious resolution, 
it is because they areanxious to beduped. If any 
portion of our Southern friends are disposed to 
unite their fortunes with those who are the real 
authors of all those difficulties that have agitated 
the country, they are more anxious to be duped | 
and deceived than I think theyare. It is for them 
to make their election. 

Tam unwilling that the recruit of yesterday shall 
dragoon me, after twenty years of contest with 
abolitionism. In all that I have done, I have been 
actuated by a sense of duty, and a desire to over- 
throw those whom I regarded as threatening the ex- 
istence of our Government. And, in conclusion, 
I have to say to the honorable gentleman from 
New York and his Northern Whig friends, who 
with so much unanimity adopted the Compro- 


mise, that when. they shall undo what they have 
done, or when they bring their party North to ac- 
quiesce in these measures in good. faith, by acts 
instead of promises that they. cannot and will not 
perform, the day of agitation is over here. { trust 
they have seen the error of their way, and intend 
in future to seek and follow in the path of duty. 

Several Mempens.. ‘Call the roll!” ‘ Call 
the roll!” ` 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida.. 1 have but a few 
words to say in reply to what has fallen from the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meane,] and from 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson.} 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Meape] has 
said in the course of his remarks that it is the des- 
tiny of the Southern Whigs to affiliate with the 
Democrats of the North. 

M. MEADE. And of the South. 

Mr. CABELL. When I left my home in the 
South, I did feel it was to be my destiny to affili- 
ate with the Democracy. of the North. I could 
not affiliate with the Democracy of the South. 
The Southern Democracy were,.in my opinion, as 
wrong on many questions asthe Northern Whigs. 
They were seeking to tear up the foundations of 
our Government, whilst the Abolitionists of the 
North were seeking to produce excitement there | 
that would lead to the same result. I could not 
affiliate with the Disunionists and Secessionists of 
the South, or with the Abolitionists of the North— 
Whig or Democratic. 

J came here believing that it was my destiny 
to affiliate with the Northern Democrats and 
such Southern Democrats as will stand by the 
Union and the Constitution as it is. For I 
had observed, in the course of my Congres- 
sional experience, that there were more sound 
men in the Congress of the United States up- 
on this question, n the Democratic party than 
among the Whigs, and J had confidence in their 
assurances for the future. I came here for the 
purpose of taking those men by the hand, re- 
garding them as brothers, who were willing to 
stand with me by the Constitution of the United 
State. I will not mention individuals, or ] might 
point to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] who has been named by the gentleman from 
Illinois, and to the gentleman himself, [Mr. Rien- 
Arpson.] It was my expectation that I should 
act with those men. I was willing, and even ex- 
pected, that I should cast my vote for the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. Boyp,} believing that 
he would be the nominee of the Democratic party; 
that that party, after all their professions on this 
subject, would indorse the compromise measures, 
which I feared the Whig party would not do. 
We had been told all over the South that the 
great Democratic party of the country was sound 
upon that question. $ 

Mr. POLK, (interposing.) I wish to state a 
fact which has not been heretofore stated—that I 
introduced that resolution into the Democratic cau- 
cus, and that there was nota word uttered in that 
caucus in contradiction of the principles embraced 
in the resolution. The chief objection was as to 
the question of time, and, as it was not a full cau- 
cus, the objection was also raised, that it would - 
not be right for a portion of the party to take ac- 
tion on a great national question of this charac- 


ter. 

Mr. STANLY. How many were there in the 
caucus? : 

Mr. POLK. Eighty-nine were present, and I 
say, that of those eighty-nine, not one member 
gave utterance to a sentiment in contradiction of 
the principles embraced in the resolution. We 
have a right to ask for time, that we may have 
a full expression of the opinion of the Demo- 
cratic party. 

Mr. HUNTER. Do I understand the gentle- 
man as saying that all who were in attendance at 
that caucus indorsed the compromise? 

_Mr. POLK: There was.no expression of sen- 
timent against it. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. No, not a senti- 
ment was uttered against it; but they voted against 
it, They voted to lay it on the table. I say, 
then, that I came to Congress believing there was 
truth in what we had heard, and witha determina- 
tion to cut myself loose from all party affiliations; 
to stand by those who stood by the rights of my 
section of the. Union, and by the Constitution of 
these States. When I came to the city of Wash- 
ington yesterday, I learned that a resolution ap- 
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i 
roving of the compromise had: been. introduced | 
into the Democratic caucus, and, much to my saur- 
prise, had been defeated. The Whig party held 
a meeting to-day, and I confess, somewhat to my. | 
surprise, put themselyes upon. my platform. They 
stand where I ‘stand; they stand where the great 
Union party of the South stand; they stand upon 
the Constitution as it is; they. indorse the compro- 
mise as a total and final-settlement.. -The gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Meane] arrived. at- the 
conclusion, that this action of.the Whig caucus 
was consummated by Southern Whigs, with a few 
Northern Whigs. would say to the gentleman, 
that.the distrust among the Southern Whigs was | 
very great in referenoe to the action of the North- | 
ern Whigs... My impression is, that the majority 
of them did not attend the caucus. ‘There were, |! 
I think, but twelve or fourteen of the Southern | 
Whigs in that caucus, all of whom declared their | 
determination to withdraw from the caucus, and | 
no longer to act with the Whig party, if it failed 
to put itself on this national platform. A ma- 
jority of those present were Northern Whigs. 
he Northern Whigs have now placed themselves 
where I stood last Congress—where the gentlemen 
from Georgia and myself took our position at an 
early stage of the organization of the last House 
. of Representatives. We refused to act in concert 
with men who were. pursuing a course that must 
inevitably lead to the subversion of the institutions 
of our country, We determined no longer to affil- 
iate with a party that was pursuing such a course. 

Mr. MEADE. I would ask the gentleman 
from Florida if he intends to be deluded by the 
voices of the twelve or fourteen Northern Whigs 
who took part in that caucus? For, by his own 
account, there were fourteen Southern W higs pres- 
ent, which would leave about twenty-seven North- 
ern Whigs, and as one third of those present re- 
fused to vote for the resolution, it leaves but 
twelve or thirteen Northern Whigs who voted 
for it. : 

Mr. CABELL. I will state to the gentleman 
from Virginia that I was present at that caucus, 
having determined to act with the Whigs, if they 
would do what the Democrats failed to do—full 
indorse the compromise—and that I have no hesi- 
tation in saying that there were not five gentlemen 
who left the meeting on the passage of the resolu- 
tion. | think there were but three. 

There were, I am pretty sure, between fifty and 
sixty members present; quite as large a propor- | 
tionate number as attended the Democratic caucus, |i 
I am equally sure there were not more than seven | 
or eight who voted against the resolution. Had 
the Southern Whigs generally attended the cau- | 
cus there would have been a much better exhibit, 
The action of this caucus must be regarded as the 
action of the Whig party in Congress. 

It is certainly a fact, and this must go forth to | 
the country, that a meeting of the Whig members 
of Congress was called by advertisement, in the 
papers of this city; that all were invited to attend, |! 
and had an opportunity of voting for or against 
the resolution ; and it is to be presumed that if they 
had had this violent hostility to Southern institu- | 
tions that is imputed to them, they would_have 


gone into the caucus and done what the Demo- || 


cratic caucus have done—voted down the resolu- 
tion. At present I am bound to presume that the 
action of the caucus held this morning is the action 
of the Whig party, and they have placed them- 
selves upon the platform where I'stand. 

Mr. MEADE. I would ask the gentleman | 
to state to the House whether he believes that that | 
resolution, even if voted for by the Northern | 
Whigs present, does in fact reflect the opinion of | 
the Whig party of the North? . 

Mr. CABELL. Iwill say this, that it reflects 
the sentiments of the Whig Representatives of the | 
North in this House. I cannot say what are the | 
sentiments of the individual constituents, but it ; 


reflects the present sentiments of a majority of the || 


Whig Representatives elected to this House, how- 


| represent, indorsed in full the compromise meas- 


| candidates by theaid of Free-Soilersand Secession- 


i Soil Democrats and Southern Rights Democrats, 


|| from expressing their opinions on these important | 
questions. p i | 
Mr. MEADE, (interposing.) The call of the; 


Mr: HART. think the gentleman isin error. 
Mr, DEAN. -As one of the members elected to 
this House from the State of New York, I would | 
say that the Democratic convention of New York 
of last.-year, and the Democratic. convention. of 
this year, and the Democratic convention of the 
Congressional district which. I have the hönor to. 


ures as a final settlement of the slavery ques- 
tion. ý : 

Mr. CABELL. I did not mean to'do. the gen- 
tleman any injustice, I assure him; ‘What I have 
said is on the authority of his colleagues. But I 
may speak of the great Democratic party of his 
State, whose resolves arebefore the country. They 
do not indorse the compromise. I know not what | 
the party of his district may have done; but I | 
have it on good authority that in no district but | 
one was the compromise measures fully indorsed | 
by the nominating convention. The gentleman 
tells us that the great Democratic party of New | 
York have indorsed the compromise measures. 
This will astonish the Van Burens and. other 
Barnburners, who compose a majority of that 
party. Why, who are the members here repre- 
senting the Democratic party of that State? Who 
is the honorable gentleman who. sits before me, | 
[Mr. Preston Kine,]-—the grèat head and front | 
of Free-Soilism and Van Burenism in his own 
party? Who are the great majority of his asso- 
ciates? Were not more than half the men on 
their State ticket Barnburners? The Hunker 
Democrats have surrendered, and are in open coa- 
lition with the Free-Soilers in the State of New 
York; and yet the gentleman tells the House that 
the great Democratic party of the State of New 
York have indorsed the compromise measures ! 
Go, again, to the State of Ohio—how is it there? 
How is it in Massachusetts? But it would be in- 
appropriate for me to detain the House at this 
time by any further reference to this matter. 

But the gentleman charges that we, the Whigs 
of the South, have heretofore acted in concert and 
coalition with the Abolitionists of the North. He 
condemns and denounces us for it. But I ask the 
gentleman, with whom does he find the members 
of his own party acting in caucus for the purpose 
of securing certain advantages in the organiza- 
tion of the House? Why, we find them acting in 
concert with the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Fant with the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. Cunye.anp,] and the gentleman | 
from New York, (Mr. Preston Kine,] whose | 
positions upon this subject are well known. The | 
resolution approving of the compromise was laid | 
on the table, because it was not the time to adopt 
it; it was not politic to adopt itat this time. It: 
might interfere with their organization, and defeat | 
a Democratic Speaker or Clerk. Thus, the South- i 
ern Democrats are doing the very thing that we | 
have been denounced for doing; the very thing | 
that I refused to do inthe last Congress. I broke 
myself loose from my party. And now, thegen- 
tlemen opposite are all voting for the gentleman 
who has been nominated by the Democratic cau- |! 
cus, although no platform has been laid down. 
They who have been denouncing the Whig party 
for years past for not laying down their principles | 
openly, now come in here and hope to elect their 


i 
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ists. We see Union Democrats and Disunion 
Democrats, Old Hunkers and Barnburners, Free- 


everybody of all sorts from the North and from | 
the South, who will come into the Democratic cau- | 
cus, all acting harmoniously together for the sake | 
of dividing the spoils, but all studiously absolved 


į 
i 


Democrats, to attend, just as the callof the Whig | 
caucus was an invitation to all who call themselves ; 
| Whigs to attend. We could not exclude. any- 
body. We came here for the purpose of making | 


i 
l 


Whig party may have been in former times, 

Since I have been in this city and have con- 
versed with members, I have learned—and if Iam | 
mistaken I ask gentlemen to correct me—that the | 
Democratic party of the great State of New York | 
have returned to this House but one member. (the 
gentleman from the city. of New York, Mr. 
Harr) upon the endorsement of the compromise 
measures 


ever unsound the opinions of that portion of the | 


} 


| nominations. But will the gentleman pretend to 
| say that there are none of his own party who hold 
| these opinions?. Did he attempt to exclude them ? ; 
| Did he attempt to 
ł 
i 
| 


ently of those Free-Soilers? 


i Mr. CABELL. I am so frequently interrupted, | 
| that E must of necessity speak disconnectedly. 1) 
have but a few words more to say. | 

Itis true that in the Whig caucus, as. in the 


| We:took our position in ‘spite of. them 


| caucus was an invitation to all who call themselves |; 


maké a nomination independ- | 


Democratic: caucus; there <weré men of. 
scription, but wet id hot: choose,;te: 
ourselves for-the purpose of. 


hett y 
thank God:for: it: -Those ‘men: left the: éaveu 
and are no longer Whigs. | Let: them go and foi 
low the example of Senator: Chase aid othe : 
tlemen. from Ohio—act. with the great Democratie 
party. . They are no longer. Whigs: 

For myself, Ilave only to. say i 
may be the position of the Whig party, I, for. 
stand upon the. Constitution of :my:countr 
shall act with-the great Union and: Consti 
party, be it Whig or Democratic.: I; shall: 
against any man nominated by.a coalition cau 
The Whig party could not expect to elect a Whig; 
and have therefore made no nomination;-but Hay- 
ing placed ourselves on this constitutional platform, 
we are willing, and I intend to vote for some good 


Union compromise Democrat. ae x 

Mr. GIDDINGS said: As ‘yet we ‘are not or- 
ganized. We are acting under no rules, “Each 
member is permitted to speak when he pleases-and 
as long as his judgment dictates. I, however, 
(said he,) embrace this ‘opportunity of congratu- 
lating the: honorable. Secretary: of. State tthe 
President upon the beattifùl. workings of their 
peace measures—this quieting ofall agitation. I 
will also suggest to gentlemen who appear-so'eager. 
for the conflict, that we, the free. Democracy, in? 
tend to afford. each of ‘them a legitimate ‘opportu- 
nity to express their -views ~on ‘those questions. 
which have now been so inappropriately: precipi- 
tated upon us. And now I appeal to gentlemen ‘to 
permit the vote to be taken. upon the election’ of 
Speaker. I think we owe it to ourselves, to-our 
constituents, and to the country, to proceed to the 
regular. organization of the House. After that, 
the questions now referred to will come up ‘in 
legitimate order,at the proper time for discus- 
sion. 


The House now proceeded to the election of 
Speaker. ae 
The Crerx announced the following members 
as tellers to count, the vote, viz: Mr. Jones of 
Tennessee, Mr. Ricuarnson of ‘lilinois, Mr. 
Brooxs of New York, and Mr. Bowre of Mary- 


land. Pe ak 

- The roll having been called in alphabetical order, 
the tellers reported, that the whole number of votes 
given was 213; necessary to a choice 107; of 
which— 


Mr. Boyd, of Kentucky, received. ..sresressess res 118 

Mr. Stanly, of North Carolina........ seceeese 1 
Mr. Chandler, of Pennsylvania, . 
Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Bayly, of Virginia...... 
Mr. Taylor, of Ohio...... 

Mr. Evans, of Maryland.... 
Mr. Bocock, of Virginia.. 
Mr. Gentry, of Tennessee 
Mr. Hillyer, of Georgia... 
Mr. 
Mr 
Mr. Bowie, of Maryland 
Mr. Outlaw, of North Carolina 
Mr. Cabell, of Florida ......- 
Mr. Ashe, of North Carolina . 
Mr. Allison, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Meacham, of Vermont 
Mr. P. King, of New York....cecesesees 
Mr. G. W. Jones, of Tennessee... s... 
Mr. Moore, of Louisiana... 


CELT ELEKEZE RI 


J. W. Howe, of Pennsylvanias.. srs.» reei 
. Gorman, of Tndiana..ssisassees 


eben eeee 


The following is the vote in detail, viz: 

For Hon. Linn Boyd—Messrs. Andrews, „Appleton of 
Maine, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, Bartlett, Bailey of Geor- 
gia, Bocock, Bragg, Breckenridge, Buell, Busby, Camp- 
bell of Tilinois, Carter, Caskie, Churchwell, Clark, Cleve- 
jand, Cobb, Curtis, Daniel, Davis of Indiana, Dawson, 
Dean, Dimmick, ‘Disney, Doty, Dunham, Eastman, Ed- 
mundson; Edgerton, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Floyd, Frees 
wan, Fuller. of Maine, Gamble, Gaylord, Gorman, Green, 
Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harris of Tennessee, 
Harris of Alabama, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Holla- 
day, Houston, How of New York, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Johnson of Tennessee, Johnson of Ohio, John- 
son of Arkansas, Jones of New York, Jones of Tennessee, 
Jones of Pennsylvania, King of New. York, Kurtz, Letch- 
er, Lockhart. Mace, Marshall of California; Mason, Me- 
Corkle, MeDonald, Mclanahan, McMullen, McNair, 
Meade, Millson, Molony, Morrison, Murray, Nabers, Olds, 
Parker of Pennsylvania, Peasiee, Penn, Phelps, Polk, 
Powell, Price, Rantoul, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, 
Robie, Robinson, Ross, Russell, Savage, Scurry, Seymour 
of New York, Seymour of Connecticut, Skelton, Smart, 
Smith, Snow, Stanton of Tennessee, Stanton of Kentucky, 
Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Thompson: of. Vir- 
ginia, Thurston, Venable, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Williams. 

For Hon. E. Stanly—Messts. W: Appleton; Bennett, 
Bowne, Briggs, Geo. H. Brown, Chapman, Conger, Geo. 


T.. Davis, Dockery, Duncan, Goodrich, Harper, GG 


10 


GLOBE. 


`~ - Dec. 1, 


King, Miller, Penniman,: Porter, Schermerhorn, Schoon- 
maker, Scudder, B. Stanton, and Taylor. : S 

For Hon. Mr. Chandlér—Messrs.. Barrere, Beil, Bibig- 
haus, Brenton, Burrows, H. M. Fuller, Goodenow, Haven, 
Hebard, -Horsford, Hunter, Kubns, Martin, Meacham, 
Minor, Moore, Parker, B. Thompson, Washburn, Welch, 
and Yates. t 

For Hon. Thaddeus Stevens—Messrs. C. Allen, L. D- 
Campbell, Durkee, Fowler, Giddings, Hascall, J. W. 
Howe, Mann, ‘Newton, Perkins, Sackett, Schooleraft, 
Tuck, Waidbridge, and Wells. T: 

For Hon. T, H. Bayly—Messrs. E. C. Cabell, Chastain, 
Cottman, Faulkner, Hillyer, Jas. Johnson, Murphy, and 
J: F. Strother. Wen 

For Hon. J. L. Taylor—-Messrs. Ewing, Gray, H. Mar- 
shall, Stanly, Ward, and Addison White. 

For Hon. A. Evans—Messrs. Brooks; Chandler, More- 
head, and Bowie. 

For Hon. Mr. Bocock-—-Messrs. Burt, Coleock, Wood- 
ward, and Aiken. i 

For Hon. Mr. Gentry—Messrs. A. Evans, Watkins, 
and Walsh. 

For Hon. Mr. Hillyer—Messrs. A. H. Stephens, and 


Toombs. 
. Mr. Bowie—J. P. Caldwell. 
. Mr. Qutlaw—Mr. Clingman, 
. Mr. Cabell—Mr. Outlaw. 
« Mr, Ashe—My. Orr. 
. Mr, Allison—Mr. Thomas M. How. 

For Hon. Mr. Meacham—Mr. Thad. Stevens. 

For Hon. P. King—Mr. Townshend. 

For Hon, G. Jones—Mr. Alex. White. 

Foy Hon. Mr. Gorman--Mr. Thomas H. Bayly. 

For Hon. Thos. M. Howe—Mtr. Allison. 

The Hon. Linn Borvo, having received a ma- 
jority of the whole number of votes given, was 
declared to be duly elected Speaker. 

The Crerx requested Mr. Sranzy of North 
Carolina, and Mr. Disney of Ohio, to conduct 
the Speaker elect to the chair; which duty they 
performed; thereupon, 

The SPEAKER said: Gentlemen of the House 
of Representatives, for the kindness and confi- 
dence shown in selecting me as the Presiding 
Officer df this body, I beg you to accept my grate- 
ful acknowledgments. Dopey appreciating the 
high trust—the responsibility imposed, as well as 
the high honor conferred by it—I accept the 
station with a most earnest desire, and a fixed 
determination to administer its functions, so far 
as I may be able, in such a manner that our de- 
liberations may be pleasant to ourselves and agree- 
able and profitable to our common country. [Great 
applause. } i 

he Crerr stated that it was customary for 
the oldest member consecutively of the House to 
administer the oath of office to the Speaker; and 
that as Mr. Gippines was the oldest member, he 
would perform that duty. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS came forward accordingly, and 
administered to the Speaker the usual oath to sup- 
port the Constitution. 5 


MEMBERS QUALIFIED. | 
The Crrrk, according to usage, called the | 
roll, when the members came forward by delega- | 
tions to the Speaker’s chair, and were qualified b 
the Speaker administering to them the usual bath 
to support the Constitution of the United States. | 
Mr. BAYLY. In accordance with our usual ; 
custom, I offer the following resolution: i 
i 


Resolved, That a message be sent to the Senate, to inform | 
that body that a quorum of the House of Representatives | 
has assembled, and Lixn Boyn, one of the Representatives 
from the State of Kentucky, has been chosen Speaker; 
and that the House is now ready to proceed to business. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Is it not customary to 
authorize the Clerk to carry that message? 

Mr. BAYLY. My resolution provides that the 
message shall be carried by the Clerk. The law 
provides that the present Clerk shall continue in 
office until the appointment of a new Clerk. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was adopted. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. | 
Mr. BAYLY offered the following resolution: 
Resolved, That a’committee be appointed on the part of 

this House, to join such committee as may be appointed 

on the part of the Senate, to wait an the President of the 

United States, and inform him that a quorum of the House 

of Representatives is assembled, and that Congress is | 

ready to receive any communication“he may be pleased | 
to make. 
Mr. OLDS. Is it not necessary to wait until 
we are informed of the organization of the Senate? | 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks the usual | 
custom is for the Senate first to inform the Presi- 

dent, à 
The resolation, was then adopted; and Mr. | 

Barty, of Virginia, Mr. Haven, of New York, | 

aud Mr. Jones of Tennesseeswere appointed the | 

committee. - 


-THE RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. BAYLY. I move that the rules of the last 
House be adopted as the rules of this House, until 
otherwise ordered.” : Mian a 

Mr. STANLY. T hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will not insist upon that motion: As one 
of the minority of this House, it is a matter of 
very little importance to us what rules aré adopted. 
We expect to be governed by the will of the ma- 
jority, and they must take the responsibility into 
their own hands; but I appeal to. the experience 
of every member of this House—I ask the geén- 
ueman from Virginia [Mr. Barty] to say if that 
majority can accomplish its own purposes by the 
present rules of this House? I had various con- 
sultations with the Speaker of the last House, 
{Mr. Cobb,} and with other individuals, in regard 
to this subject, who have had much experience 
in this matter, and I do not hesitate to say, that 
the rules of this House are made to prevent the 
transaction of business. A minority can retard 
the whole business of the House, if they choose. 

I hope, therefore, for the sake of the country; I 
hope, for the sake of gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House, who have business of their 
own to transact, that they will not adopt the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Virginia. If we 


adopt the rules until further order, there they will || 


stand, and we shall never change them. I desire 
to see the majority of this House control its busi- 
ness according to their wishes; but I appeal to the 
experience of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bayty] whether, if these: rules be adopted, the 
majority will be able to accomplish their own 
object? 

r.GIDDINGS. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Bayuy.] I move to add to 
the 102d rule, as follows: 

“ And that if either of the standing committees shall 
neglect for thirty days to report on any subject committed 
to it, a minority of such committee may report thereon 
whenever such committee shall be called for reports.” 

Mr. G. I will detain the House but a few mo- 
ments. I wish to say, that for the last eight years 
a large portion of the people of these United States 
have been denied the right of petition. The peti- 


| tions of the people are referred to the clerks of the 


standing committees, and there they rest in silence. 
The voice of the people is smothered, and their 
constitutional rights are practically denied. The 
object of this amendment is to insure to the peo- 
ple a respectful answer to their petitions. I need 
not go into a history of the course which has been 
pursued in relation to this subject. All of us rec- 
ollect the efforts of the distinguished and venerable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Adams,) to 
secure the right of petition to this body; and this 
rule has been resorted to as an alternative for 
smothering the voice of petition. It seems to me 


that if we are, as the majority of this body pro- | 


fess to be, Democrats, the voice of the Democracy 
of this country, expressed through their petitions, 


i| Should not only be heard, but should be replied to 


with respect; that their petitions should either be 
granted or rejected. The object of this amendment 
is to insure that result—to provide that the voice 
of the people shall be heard in this body. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing that a quorum of that body had as- 
sembled, and were ready to proceed to business.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (resuming.) It is not my 
intention to extend my remarks, I wish, how- 
ever, to say to the new members here, that if we 
pass over this opportunity for amending our rules, 


we shall have no other opportunity of effecting | 


that object. Itis the only chance. Fourteen years’ 


experience in this House has taught me that this | 


is the only moment when we can lay our hands 


upon these rules to amend them. The gentleman | 


from North Carolina [Mr. Strany] has alluded to 
the principle “that the majority shall rule.” If 
the majority are to rule so as to smother the voice 
of the minority of this House—to prevent peti- 
tions from being heard—I, for one, cannot acqui- 
esce in that principle. 

Now, for the purpose of testing this question, 
upon which gentlemen seem so anxious to precip- 
itate their remarks to-day, I offer this amendment, 
and hope every man will record his vote for or 
against it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have but one re- 
mark to make, and it is this: Of all the difficulties 
and perplexing questions upon which this House 


will be called upon to act, they will find none more 
difficult to settle than the rules which are to govern 
its deliberations. I-have had some little: experi- 
ence upon this subjéct, and I know that it is with 
extreme difficulty, when we get into a discussion 
of this sort, that we can ever close it. The amend- 
ment which has just been offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio is new and unhéard-of. 

Mr..GIDDINGS. The gentleman will permit 
me to correct him. He will find by examining 
the Journal of the House four years ago, that the 
same amendment, couched in the same language, 
was offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Adams,) and discussed. 

Mr. JONES. I had reference to its adoption 
as one of the rules for the Government of a legis- 
lative body, that the minority of a committee shall 
have power to report. If it prevail, the minority 
of a committee—it may be a solitary member rep- 
resenting the minority of a committee—will make 
the report, and it‘will be presented here ‘as the 
report of that committee, 

Now, in order to bring the Howse to the ques- 
tion on the original resolution of the gentleman 
from Virginia, and to get clear of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gwpines,] I 
move the previous question. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, desired to in- - 
quire of the Speaker what would be the effect of 
the previous question? 

The SPEAKER said it would be, if sustained, 
to bring the House to a direct vote upon the main 
question. 

Mr. STEPHENS asked if it was debatable? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. JONES said that, according to his under- 
standing of parliamentary law, the effect of the 
previous question was to cut off all amendment 
and all debate, and to bring the House to a direct 
vote upon the original resolution. 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee was correct. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS desired the Speaker to èx- 
plain the effect of the previous question upon his 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER decided that, according to 
parliamentary law, the question must be taken 
upon the original resolution of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Bayzy.] 

Mr. MEADE asked if it would bein order to 
move that the rules of the House be referred to a 
committee with instructions to amend? 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion could 
not be made under the operation of the previous 
question. 

The question was then taken upon the resolu- 
tion-of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] 
and it was adopted. 

Mr. JONES rose to a privileged question. He 
moved that the vote just taken be reconsidered, 
and that that motion be laid on the table; which 


! latter motion was agreed to. 


~ 


THE ELECTION OF CLERK, 


.Mr. HALL moved that the House do now pro- 
ceed tò the election of Clerk. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Jones of 
Tennessee, Mr. Ricuarnson of Illinois, Mr. 
Brooxs of New York, and Mr. Bowi of Mary- 
land, to act as tellers, : 

The SPEAKER said that nominations were in 
order, and that no gentleman could be voted for 
for Clerk unless he was put in nomination before 
the voting commenced; thereupon, 

Mr. SAVAGE nominated Jons W., Forney. 

Mr. MEACHAM nominated James C. 
WALKER. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN nominated E. J. 
STANSBURY. 3 

Mr. ALLISON nominated Grorce Darcy. 

Mr. J. W. HOWE nominated Horace 
GREELEY, but subsequently withdrew the nomi- 
nation. 

The roll was then called, when the tellers re- 
ported, that 208 votes had been given; necessary 
to a choice 105; of which—— 


Mr. Forney received.. 
Mr. Walker.......... 


tesreesse 129 
. - 72 


Mr. Stansbury...... ssn. 3 
Mr. Darcy ....csescseers . as 2 
Mr. R.M. YOUNG.sseersseresressresseis seer ettetis 2 

208 


The following is the vote-in detail; = 


o For Mr. Forney—Messrs. Abercrombie; Aiken, Allen of 


Minois, Andrews, Appleton of Maine, Ashe; Averett, Babs 
cock, Bartlett, Bailey of Georgia, Bayly of. Virginia, Bọ- 
cock, Bragg, ‘Breckenridge, ‘Buell, Busby, Cable of. Ohio, 
Campbell of Ilinois, Carfter, Caskie, Chastain, Church- 
well, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb; Curtis, ‘Daniel, Davis. of 


Indiana, Dawson. Dean,: Dimmick, Disney; Doty, Dun- .: 


ham, Durkee, Eastman, Edmundson, Edgerton, Fic. 
Fitch, Florence, Floyd, Freeman, Fuller-of Maine, G: 
ble, Gaylord, Gorman, Green, Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Ham. 
mond; Harris“of Tennessee, Harris’ of Alabama,’ Hart, 
Hendricks, Henny Hibbard, ‘Hillyer, Holladay, tlouston, 
How. of. New.York, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson,, Jenkins, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Johnson of Georgia, Johnson of 
Ohio, Johnson of Arkansas,. Jones of New York, Jones of 
Tennessee, Jones “of Pennsylvania, King -of New York, 
Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Marshall of 
California, Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, 
McMullen, McNair, Meade, Milison, Molony, Morrison, 
Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Parker of Pennsylva- 
nia, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Powell, Price, Rantoul, 
Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Ross, Rus- 
sell, Savage, Scurry, Seymour of New York, Seymour of 
Connecticut, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Snow, Stanton of 
Tennessee, Stanton of Kentucky, Stratton, Stuart, Suth- 
erland, Sweetser,. Thompson of Virginia, Thurston, Ven- 
able, Wilcox, and Wildrick. Ls 

For Mr. Walker—Messrs. Appleton of Massachusetts, 
Barrere, Bell, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bowie, Bowne, Bren- 
ton, Briggs, Brooks, Brown of New Jersey, Burrows, Cab- 
ell of Florida, Caldwell, Campbell of: Ohio, Chandier, 
Chapman, Clingman, Conger, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dockery, Duncan, Evans, Ewing, Fowler, Goodenow, 
Goodrich, Grey, Harper, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, 
Worsford, John W. Howe, Hunter, King of Rhode Island, 
Mann, Marshall of Kentucky, Martin, Meacham, Miller, 
Moore of Pennsylvania, Morehead, Newton, Outlaw, Par- 
ker of Indiana, Penniman, Porter, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Stanly, Stanton of 
Ohio, Stevens of Pennsylvania, Strother, Taylor, Thomp- 
son of Massachusetts, Toombs, ‘'uck, Walbridge, Walsh, 
Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, White of Ken- 
tucky, Williams, and Yates. 

For Mr. Stansbury—Messrs. Allen. of Massachusetts, 
Giddings, and Townshend. 

Fer Mr. Darcy—Messts. Allison, and Thomas M. Howe. 

For Mr. Young—Messrs. Coleock and Woodward.” 


Mr. Forney having received a majority of the 
whole number of votes cast for Clerk, was declared 
to be duly elected; and he came. forward to the 
Speaker’s chair and was qualified by taking the 
usual oath of office. 


HOUR OF MBETING. 


Mr. FOWLER offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the daily hour to which this House shall 
stand adjourned shall be twelve o’clock, until otherwise 
ordered. : 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, rose for the pur- 
pose of saying, that if no gentleman on the other 
gide of the House objected, he would. offer a reso- 
lution to save time in regard to the election of 
Sergeant-at-Arms. It was read as follows: 


Resolved, That A. J. Glossbrenner be and he is hereby | 


tives for the Thirty-second Congress. 


Mr. MACE suggested that the name of Z. W. 
McKnew be inserted for Doorkeeper, and that of 
John M. Johnson for Postmaster for the Thirty; 
second Congress. p 

There being no objection, the resolution was §o 
modified and unanimously agreed to. 4 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to re- 
consider the vote on the adoption of the resolution, 
and to lay that motion on the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 4 

The above officers then presented themselves at 
the Speaker’s table, and were severally sworn in. 


SEATS OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. HIBBARD offered a resolution; which was 
read as follows, viz: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House immediately after 
the passage of this resolution place ina box. the name of 
each member and delegate of the House of Represent- 
atives on a separate piece of paper ; that he then. proceed 
in presence of the House to draw from said box, one at 
a time, the said pieces of paper; and as each is drawn, 
he shall announce the name of the member or delegate 
upon it, who shall then choose his seat for the present 
session, provided that before said drawing shall commence, 
the Speaker shal} cause every seat to be vacated, and shali 
see that every seat continues vacant until it is selected 
under this order. 


On motion by Mr. RICHARDSON, the House 
then adjourned. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


By Mr. SMART: A bill to regulate the publication of 
the jaws of the United States and the publication of the 


advertisements. , : ; 

Also, a bill to prohibit the prosecution of claims against 
the United States by the heads of Departments, and Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress 


By Mr, HALL: A bill granting to the State of Missouri 


declared: Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representa- | 


E 


1 


| ish Government and people in their behalf, and respectfully 


| 
H 
i 
i 
i 
f 


| lne- of said-State, 


! organized, an e ; 
| most respectable body, I ask that it be laid on the | 
Í table and pri 


| pensation for. services in locating military land 


the right of: way; atid a: portion: of ‘the public lands,-to aid 
in the: construction: of-a railroad.from Hannibal to Saint 
Joseph,.in said State. RT t E ale AE 
` By MY. PHELPS? A bill granting the right-of way, and 
making @ grant of land to`the State of Missouri in aid of 
the construction of a railroad from St. Louis to the western 


oy IN SENATE. O 
Turspar, December 2, 1851. == 
` Prayer by the Rev. C: M. Burien. ~ 
Mr. Hunter, of Virginia, appeared in his.seat 
this morning. P 


ORGANIZATION OF THE TWO HOUSES. 


The following message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives was delivered by Mr. Forney, its 
‘Clerk: ; 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I am directed to inforin the Senate that 
a quorum of the House of Representatives has assembled; | 
that Linn Boyn, one of the Representatives from the State 
of Kentucky, has been chosen Speaker ; Jonn W. Fok- 
NEY, of Pennsylvania, Clerk; and that the House is ready 
to proceed to business. i 

I am also directed to inform the Senate, that the House of į 
Representatives has. passed a resolution for the. appoint- 
ment of a committee jointly with such. committee as may 
be appointed on the part of the Senate, to wait on the Pres- | 
ident of the United States, and inform: him that a quorum 
of the two Houses has assembled, and that Congress is 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to į 
make; and that Mr. Bayny of Virginia, Mr. Haven of 
New York, and Mr. Jones of Tennessee, have been ap- 
pointed the committee on the part of the House. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, Thata committee of two members be appointed, 
jointly with the committee appointed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to wait on the President of the United States 
and inform him that a quorum of each House has assem- 
bled, and that Congress are ready to receive ‘any commu- 
nication he may be pleased to make. 


On motion of Mr. WHITCOMB, it was | 


Ordered, That the committee be appointed by the Pres- | 
ident pro tem. 
i 


The Preswenr appointed Mr. Brient and Mr. j 

Mixer the committee. | 
ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 

On the motion of Mr. ATCHISON, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate will proceed to the election of 
a Chaplain to-morrow, at one o’elock. 


IRISH PATRIOTS, 


Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I beg to notify 
the Senate that I shall to-morrow ask leave to 


introduce a joint resolution expressive of the sym- | 
pathy of Congress with the exiled Irish patriots, | 
m. Smith O’Brien, Thomas F. Meagher, and | 
their associates. 
The resolution is as follows: 


Joint Resolution expressive of the sympathy of Congress 
for the exiled Irish patriots, Smith O’Brien and Thomas 
F. Meagher, and their associates: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- | 
bled, "Chat in consideration of the general sympathy felt by | 
the people of the United States for Smith O’Brien, Thomas 
F. Meagher, and their immediate associates, exiled Frish | 
patriots, and the warm sympathies felt by the countrymen 
of these distingnished sufferers, who have become adopted | 
citizens of the United States, the President of the United 
States be requested to authorize a correspondence to be 
opened with the Government of her Majesty the Queen of 
Great Britain, appealing to the magnanimity of the. Brit- 


requesting the liberation of these personages from their pres- 
ent confinement, with an offer to receive them upon the 
hospitable shores of the United States. 
MEMORIALS. | 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Mr. President, I de-, 
sire to. present the memorial of a convention of | 
294 delegates from the States of Wisconsin, Towa, | 
Illinois, and Missouri, and the Territory of Min- 
nesota, which assembled at Burlington, in the | 
State of Iowa, on the 23d and 24th days of Octo- 
ber, 1851, praying for an appropriation for the re- 
moval of obstructions to the navigation of the 
Mississippi river. As the committees are not yet | 
d the memorial is one of a large and 


if 


nted. 
The memorial was laid on the table and ordered 
to be printed. E) ! 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition of; 
the present State registers and receivers. of the 
land office at Dubuque, Iowa, asking extra com- 


warrants. 


Ordered to lie on the table.. 


i 
i 


i 
NOTICES. i 


i 


Mr. ATCHISON gave notice of hisintention to | 
ask leave to introduce a bill granting the right of li 


|| the constriction of said railroad and branches: © 


|| Mr. Cass... cseeve ves 


i} Mr. Felch....0....004 


way-and -making: a donatio ; portion 
public lands tothe Stare of Missouri; to the 
construction of-a: railroad. from lannibal to 
shone dary in said State: ot PO eg i 
~My. MORTON gave:notice-of his. intentio 
ask leave-to introduce a-bill: granting. the righ 
way to the: Florida,’ Atlantic, and: Gulf Cent 
Railroad Company through publiclands, and ap- 
of 


propriating lands to the State’ of Florida in ‘aid: 


BILLS INTRODUCED: - a 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, in pursuance of prévio 
notice, asked and ‘obtained leave to. intro 

bill granting land to the State of lowa in aid of 

the construction of a railroad in said State. “It 

was read a first timeand ordered ‘to a second read- 


ing. : 
ii Mr. CHASE, pursuant to notice, asked and 


obtained leave to introduce a bill to grant.to the 
State of Ohio the unsold and unsppropHiated pub- 
lic lands remaining in that State. Andit was réad 
a first time and ordered to a second reading, |. 
SPECIAL ELECTION COMMITTEE. 

. The hour of one o'clock having atri th 
Senate proceeded to ballot for the: special comi- 
mittee agreed to be appa yesterday 1 0 i- 
sider and report on.the Florida conteste election 


case. ; Mer ee 
ESIDENT announced’ that the, Secré- 


The PR 
tary had furnished him with the following. result. 
of the balloting: Mr. Beran had received’ 21 
votes, Mr. Briant 21, Mr. Davis 21, Mr Mason 
17, and Mr. Pearce 12. These five gentlemen 
having received the highest votes, they were duly 
elected the special committee. 


The remainder of the votes were as follows: 


Mr. Douglas.....+++10 Mr. Norris, osese eee 
Mr. Pratt .........-.6 Mr. Clarke... 000.053 
Mr. Hamlin.......+.6° Mr. Shields.....055.02 
Mr. Underwood......5 Mr. Dodge, of Iowa: .2 
Mr. Clay..eecseceeeed Mrs Sumner... esce ork 

4 Mr, Cooper ....eese 0h 

4 Mr. Foote, of Miss..«1 
Mr. Foot, of Vt..... 01 
Mr. Miller. cece eee oh 
Mr. Jones, of Iowa. «1 
Mr. Badger.......+-01 
Mr. Atchison........3 Mr. Whitcomb.....-1 
Mr. Clemens........3 Mr. Hale.......-.00l 


Mr. BERRIEN. 1 would inquire what was 
the whole number of Senators voting? . 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot tell. 
It is not usual to require a majority of the whole 
number to elect members of a select committee. 
They are elected by a plurality: . i 
Mr. BERRIEN. I was under the impression 
that it required a majority to constitute any act of 
the Senate. My impression is, that we have sev- 
eral times balloted repeatedly for members’ of 
committees. , Ses: nee 
The PRESIDENT. ‘The majority rule applies 
to standing committees. ” 
Mr. BERRIEN. So little desirousam [ of the 
osition in which I seem to have been placed, that 
if the rules of the Senate require a majority to elect, 
I shall be very glad if those rules be adhered ‘to.’ 
Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I hope’ that 
question will not be urged. . The Senate is exceed- 
ingly rejoiced at the composition of the committee, 
I hear on all sides perfect satisfaction expressed. 
The PRESIDENT. The rule on the subject, 
after speaking of the standing committees, says: 
c All other committees: shall be appointed by ballot, and 
a plurality of ‘votes shall make a choice.” 
That settles the question. 
“` PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. BRIGHT, from the committee appointed 
-to wait upon the President of the United States 
and inform him that there was a quorum of each 
of the two Houses in attendance, and that they 
were ready to receive from. him any communica- 
tion he might be pleased to make, reported, that 
the committee had discharged the duty intrusted 


Mr. Walker.....++65 


Mr. Bayard isese e. .4 
Mr, Greyer.. seeren es od 
Mr. Hunter ...:+.+.-3 


‘| municate with the two Houses in writing. 


| 
| 
| 


to it, and that the President of the United States 
informed them that he would immediately com- 

Soon afterwards, M: P. Finumore, Esq:, the 
President’s. Private Secretary, appeared below the 
bar, and said: . : 


Mr. Preswent: Lam directed by the President 


12 


2, 


‘of the United States io deliver to the Senate a 
message in writing. - f T : 
_+ [For the Message, see House proceedings. ] 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was d 

' Ordered, That the President’s Message and accompany- 
ing documents be printed, and that ten- thousand copies 


thereof, in addition to the usual number, be furnished for the 
use of the Senate. 


RECEPTION AND ENTERTAINMENT OF KOS- 
a SUTH. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, in pursuance of 
previous notice, asked and obtained leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution to provide for the recep- 
tion and entertainment of Louis Kossuth, Governor | 
of Hungary, in the United States, i 

It was read a first time, and ordered to a second | 


reading. N i 
Mr. FOOTE. I wish to ask the unanimous j 
consent of the Senate to allow this resolution to | 
be considered at this time. The terms of the | 
resolution are exceedingly guarded, and can do | 
no harm any way. Unless it is adopted imme- | 
diately, I fear it can do no good. The action of 
the other House will be requisite, and J Jearn that ! 
the distinguished gentleman referred to in the res- | 
olution may be expected to arrive in New York | 
this evening. If a joint committee is to be raised | 
at all, it should be raised in time to deliberate on | 
the form of reception. I hope that no obstacle | 
will be thrown in the way of the early passage of ! 
the resolution, This measure is not brought for- ; 
ward by me alone: it is the result of much con- | 
sultation with many persons on both sides of the 
Chamber. It is introduced, as I said yesterday, 
somewhat at the instance of the Secretary of State 
and other members of the Administration, who 
supposed it important that some resolution should 
be adopted on the part of the Senate and House 
of Representatives. In this matter I am the organ į 
- of those who, I suppose, entertain the common | 
American feeling in reference to that distinguished | 
stranger. J hope that the resolution will be passed | 
immediately by this hody. 

The PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent is 
asked that this resolution may have a second 
reading at this time. Is there any objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let it lie over until to- ! 

THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 


morrow. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, gave notice of his 
intention at a future day to ask leave to introduce | 
a joint resolution declaring the measures of adjust- | 
ment, so called, a definitive settlement of the ques- 
tions growing out of the system of domestic | 
slavery. 

The resolution is in the following terms: | 


A resolution declaring the measures of adjustment to be a 
definitive settlement of the questions growing out of 
domestic slavery. 4 i 
Be it resolved, That the series of measures embraced in 

the acts entitled “ An act proposing to the State of Texas | 

the establishment of her Northern.and Western bounda- | 
ries, the relinquishment, by the said State, of all terri- : 

tory claimed by her exterior to said boundaries, and of all i 

her claims upon the United States, and to establish a ter- ! 

ritorial government for New Mexico,” approved Septem- | 
ber 9, 1850; “ An act for the admission of the State of | 

California into the Union,” approved September 9, 1850 ; | 

“An act to establish a territorial government for Utah,” | 

approved September 9, 1850; “ An act to amend and-sup- | 

plementary to the act entitled ¢ An act respecting fugitives | 
from justice, and persons escaping from the service of their 

masters, approved February 12, 1793,’ ” approved Septem- | 
ber 18, 1850; and “ An act to suppress the slave trade in | 

the District of Columbia,”? approved September 20, 1850, 

commonly known as the “ Compromise Acts,” are, in the j 

judgment of this body, entitled to be recognized as a defini- | 

tive adjustment and settlement of the distracting questions | 
growing out of the system of domestic slavery, and as | 
such, that said measures should be acquiesced in and re- ! 
spected by all good citizens. | 

| 


The Senate then adjourned. 


i 
j 
i 
I 
i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuxspar, December 2, 1851. 
The House met at 12 0’clock, m. . f 


Mr. Gewrry of Tennessee, and Mr, Srove if 


of Kentucky, appeared to-day, and were quali 
fied by taking the usual oath to support the Con | 
stitution. Í 
Mr. RICHARDSON moved that the reading of | 
the Journal be dispensed with. | 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE objected, as there was | 
an error in the Journal, which should be cor- | 
rected. 
The Journal was then read. | 


t 
ji 


| 


| had voted for Mr. CHANDLER. 


“:Mr. ABERCROMBIE said that he had voted I of a committee to wait on: the 


yesterday in the election for Speaker, but found 


a President ofthe 
United States and inform him thata quorum of 


that his name was not recorded. He had voted | the two Houses had assembled, and were ready to 


for Mr. Bayiy, of Virginia. He moved that the | 


Journal be so corrected; > --. 

There being no objection, the Journal was cor- 
rected accordingly. : i 

Mr. WELCH said that there was an error in 
recording his vote.. He was recorded as having 
voted for Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania. He 

He hoped the 
Journal would be so corrected. f 

There being no objection, the Journal was cor- 
rected accordingly. 

Mr. DURKEE said that he was recorded on 
the Journal as having voted for Mr. Forney for 
Clerk. He was not present, and did not vote. 
He moved that the Journal be so corrected; which 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWS said that he had been informed by 
the Clerk that his name was not recorded among 
the votes for Speaker. 
Sranzy, and hoped the Journal would be cor- 
rected in that particular. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


NOTICE OF BILLS. 


Mr. COBB said: I desire to give notice of cer- | 


tain bills which I intend to introduce. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. [Irise to a question of | 


order. I desire to know of the Speaker, if the 
resolution offered yesterday by the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Hissarp] does not come 
up of necessity this morning, as the first business 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. That is the first business in 
order; but if there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Alabama can give the notices he desires. 

Mr. COBB. I give notice, then, that I shall 


to-morrow, or on the earliest day practicable, ask | 


leave to introduce a bill to graduate and reduce the 
price of the public lands; 

A bill to grant the right of way and alternate 
sections of the 
ter’s Landing Railroad in the State of Alabama; 

A bill to grant the right of way and alternate 
sections of the public land to the Memphis and 
Charleston Railroad, in the States of Tennessee, 
Mississippi, and Alabama; 


A bill to grant a quarter section of land to each | 


actual settler upon the public land within the 
United States; and 

A bill to authorize the transfer of land warrants 
issued under the act of 28th of September, 1850; 
or, in other words, to require the Secretary of the 
Interior to give such construction to the law as its 
makers in the House of Representatives intended, 
and as said law expresses on its face. 


SEATS OF MEMBERS. 


The resolution introduced yesterday by Mr. 
Hinparp was then read as follows, viz: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House immediately after 


the passage of this resolution place in a box the name of | 


each member and delegate of the House of Represent- 
atives on a separate piece of paper; that he then proceed 
in presence of the House to draw from said box, one ata 
time, the said pieces of paper; and as each is drawn, he 


; Shall announce the name of the member or delegate upon 


it, who shall then choose his seat for the present session, 
provided that before said. drawing shall commence, the 
Speaker shall cause every seat to be vacated, and shall see 
that every seat continues vacant until it is selected under 
this order. 


Mr: RICHARDSON. I would suggest to the 


gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hiszarn,] | 


who introduced the resolution in reference to the 
selection of seats, that he should so modify it as 
to make the drawing of seats come off to-morrow, 


say at half-past twelve o’clock, so that gentlemen | 


who are now absent may have an opportunity of 
being present to select their seats. 

Mr. HIBBARD. So far as I am concerned, I 
should have no objection to adopt the modification 
suggested by my friend from Illinois, but itis sug- 
gested by other gentlemen around me that the 
difficulty, which is certainly worthy of being con- 
sidered, would be obviated if the House would 
allow other gentlemen to select seats for members 
who are unavoidably absent. 

[Cries of ** Agreed!” and “ No, no!’ 

There are several gentlemen absent by the order 
of the House, and it would certainly be unfair to 
proceed with the drawing in their absence. 


{A message was received from the Senate, in- ! 


forming the House that that body had concurred 
in the resolution of the House for the appointment 


Ele had voted for Mr. į 


ublic lands to the Selma and Gun- | 


j 
ji 


| 


i 
| 
i 
ji 
! 
i 


i 
| 


| 


|, the House. 


receive any communication from him; and that 
Mr. Brieut and Mr. Mizxer had been a 


hink that a majority of the House have got bet- 
ter seats than they are likely to get in the lottery, 
and I therefore move to lay the resolution on the 


| table, so that we may remainas we are. [Laugh* 
* 


ter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON called for tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Ricnarpson and 
Meracuam were appointed. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the 
negative—ayes 34; noes not counted. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
say to the House, that Mr. Darsy, of Missouri, 
is in the city, and has been here since last week, 
but has been confined: to his bed since Monday 
morning by sickness.. I move, therefore, the fol- 
lowing as an amendment, to come in at the end 
of the resolution : f 


“ And inasmuch as Mr. Darby, of Missouri, is confined 
at his lodgings in this city by reason of sickness, one of his 
colleagues is authorized to Select a seat. for him when his 
name is drawn.” j 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. The committee 
of the Senate appointed to wait on the President 
is now waiting for us, but the gentlemen who with 
me are upon the committee of the House, are 
not willing to be deprived of a choice of seats by 
absence upon official business, and by order of 
I hope, therefore, that it will be the 
pleasure of the House to delay the balloting for 
seats until half past one o’clock, by which time 


| we shall have returned. 


A Memser. Some one can choose for you. 

Mr. BAYLY. No one can tell what seats we 
should choose. 

Mr. HIBBARD then modified his resolution by 
striking out the words ‘immediately after the 
passage of this resolution,” and inserting in lieu 
ereot the words “at half past one o’clock this 

ay. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The members of 
the committee would be perfectly willing to make 
their choice of seats before they discharge the 
duties of the committee. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Moore’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. It seems to 
me that it would be much better to postpone the 
drawing until to-morrow, than to fix it for half- 
past one o’clock to-day. We may be engaged at 
that time in hearing the President’s message, and 
I suggest, therefore, to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, that it would be better to postpone 
the drawing until to-morrow. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Permit me to make a 
single suggestion. It is very desirable that the 
Speaker of the House should have as much oppor- 
tunity as possible tomake up the Committees, and 
that we should meet as seldom as possible until 
that is done. : ; 

Mr. STEPHENS. Very well, then, we can 
draw for seats after the reading of the President’s 
message to-day. Let the resolution be modified 
in that way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would suggest, that if 
the Executive message is being read when the hour 
of half-past one arrives, the drawing of seats will 
come up as the next business. : 

Mr. STEPHENS. I haveno objection to that 
arrangement, and J therefore move to amend the ` 
resolution by striking out the words, “at half-past 
one o’clock,’’ and inserting, ‘immediately after the 
reading of the Executive message this day.” 

The amendment was agreed to, and the resolu- 
tion as amended was adopted. 


SEATS FOR REPORTERS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON proposed the following 
resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of this House be author- 
ized to provide seats for the Reporters of the full debates 
and proceedings, in front of the Clerk’s table, if it can be 
done without incommoding the House. 


Mr. R, said: I desire to say only.one word in 


1851. 


relation to this resolution. .Thereis no gentleman, 
I apprehend, who has'served here for two sessions, 
but has often been misreported. He has-been 
made to say exactly those things in the report 
„which he did not say in the House, and it often: 
puts us to a great deal of trouble and inconveni- 
ence. It is very important; if we are to be re’ 
ported at all, that we should be reported correctly; 
ut that cannot be done unless we can: adopt'some: 
means by which the reporters.shall be ‘situated in 
a better position for hearing than they now: oc- | 
cupy. Ithink it very desirable that this should be 
done, and therefore T offer-this resolution. < 

Mr. EVANS. `I desire only to add a few words 
to what has been said by. the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, and to express my entire assent to his reso- 
lution. Experience has demonstrated the neces- 
sity of it. No persom has ever spoken in this 
House who has been fully heard by the reporters 
at those desks. Unless we provide seats for the 
reporters within the bar—as gentlemen will re- 
member is done in. the Senate—gentlemen cannot 
be better reported than they have been heretofore. | 
Tt can occasion no inconvenience to the House, 
but will be a great benefit to us. I hope, there- |i 
fore, that the resolution will be adopted. | 

Mr. KING, of New York. lt seems to me 
that the Hall should be arranged for the accom- 
modation of members, and there is evidently not | 
space enough in the centre of the Hall when we | 
are occupied in taking a count by tellers, for seats | 
for the reporters. A resolution of this kind was | 
pe during the last Congress, and after efforts 
had been made to provide seats in the manner pro- | 
posed, it was found to be impossible, anid the res- 
olution was reconsidered. I hope, therefore, that 
the resolution will not be adopted. | 

Mr. CARTTER. Iwould merely suggest, in ;! 
reply to the gentleman from New York, (Mr. $ 
Kine,] that on each side of the Speaker’s chair, in | 
the most convenient place for hearing, and out of | 
the range of the tellers, there are spaces that might ' 
be occupied by the reporters, without at all in-| 
commoding the members of the House. By pro- 
viding seats for the reporters in those spaces, we 
might afford them a better opportunity for hearing 
than they now enjoy. 

- Mr. KING, If seats can be provided else- 
where than in front of the Clerk’s desk without 
interfering with the House, I have no objection | 
to it; but the resolution provides that they shall be | 
placed in front of the desk. | 

Mr. CARTTER. To obviate that objection, I; 
move to strike out the words ‘‘in front of the | 
Clerk’s desk,” and insert ** within the Hall.” t 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iwillacceptthat amend- '| 
ment. I desire only to attain the end which the 
gentleman from Ohio has in view. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It occurs-to me that that | 
resolution is entirely too indefinite. In the first f 
place, it authorizes the Doorkeeper to makea very | 
material change in the construction of the Hall, | 
and to cause an obstruction of the area around the ; 
Clerk’s desk. There seems to be no restriction at | 
all—no limit to control the Doorkeeper. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe there are only | 
two reporters engaged in reporting the debates | 
fully, and it is for those two only that provision is | 
to be made. Iam willing that the resolution shall | 
be limited to providing seats for those two. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Itseems to me that there are | 
other objections to the resolution. If we propose | 
to make a change in the construction of our Hall, |! 
and especially if we attempt to make an encroach- | 
ment upon our area, that is already, in my view, | 
small enough, it seems to me that a committee of | 
this House ought to examine into the manner in || 
which it can be done. 


i 


i 


j 


I do not think we ought to | 
authorize the Doorkeeper to provide these seats ; 
without directing the manner in which he shall do || 
it, and saying where the seats shall be, of what |! 
construction they shall be, and what number of | 
them there shall be. It does seem to me that we |; 
ought not to adopt the resolution in its present || 
indefinite form, but that we ought to place some |j 
sort of restriction upon the action of the Door- 
keeper. In its present form, I shall vote against 
the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will modify my reso- 
lution to provide for two seats only. It is quite 
unnecessary, in my opinion, that a committee | 
should be raised for this purpose. If the improve- | 
ment is made at all, it will be made under the su- | 
pervision of the Presiding Officer; and Lhave entire 


| 
| 
t 
i 
i 
i 
| 


; I prefer to let the. committee of the House be ap- 


confidence that: he-will-do nothing that would || -Mr. SWEETSER. I would -guggest, that i 


incommode the: members of the House.» Fhe 
resolution ‘provides that if,.in his opinion, it will 
incommode the members, the arrangement shall 
not be made. as : 
“Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Illinois; | 
T-understand, replies to my suggestion by saying, 
that: if the change is made. at all, it will be made 
under the direction of the Presiding Officer. Now, 
‘as [understand the terms of that resolution—I may 
be: mistaken—it takes it out of the hands of the 
Speaker, and leaves it entirely to the discretion of 


the Doorkeeper, to make the arrangement accord- ij 


ing to his views; it leaves the matter to him, and | 
to him alone. - That is. my understanding of the 
resolution. 

Mr. McMULLEN.. Mr. Speaker, I concur 
fully in the views and objects of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson.] It strikes’ me 
that the gentleman ought to accept the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housrow.] 
I think we had better throw the responsibility upon 
a committee of this House. ‘I'he Doorkeeper Is a 
mere officer of this House, and I care not how he 
decides the question, he will by a portion of the 
members, probably, be censured for his decision. 


pointed to report the facts of the case to the House. 
If it is ascertained that we can furnish seats for the 
reporters in the Flouse, let it be done, but throw 
the responsibility where it ought to be, upon ‘the 
members of the House. I hope, therefore, that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] will ac- 
cept the proposition of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Hoveton] If he does not, I desire 
that we shal] take a vote upon it, and throw the re- 
sponsibility ,-wheye.it should rest, upon ourselves. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved the pre- 
vious question; which was seconded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON called for tellers on the 
adoption of the resolution; and they were ordered; 
and Mr. Ricnarpson and Mr. Housron were ap- 
pointed, ` . 

The question then being taken, the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 62, noes 72. 

So the resolution was rejected. 


NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 


_ Mr. ROBBINS presented the following resolu4 
tion: f 

Resolved, That the Clerk..cause to be furnished to the! 
members of this House, during the present session, such 
papers as they may respectively direct, the expense thereof 


from the commencement of the session. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move to 
amend the resolution by striking out the word 
“thirty,” and inserting in its stead the word “fifty.”” 
Thirty dollars enables us to receive but three daily 
papers. There is more than that number published 
in this city which it is useful for members to take. 
We desire to take papers from abroad, and thirty 
dollars is too small to supply us. 

Mr. FOWLER, of Massachusetts. I move to 
amend the amendment by substituting ‘‘forty”’ for 
Sefifty.”? 

The SPEAKER. The question will be put upon 
the largest number first. 

Mr. FOWLER. Is not the amendment amend- 
able? 

The SPEAKER. Itis; but the question will 
first be taken upon the largest number proposed. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
strike out $30 and insert $50, and it was agreed to. | 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. EVANS. I wish to call the attention of | 
the House to what they have, perhaps, not consid- | 
ered with respect to the taking of these newspa- 
pers. Members are charged $10 fora daily paper, 
and are therefore entitled to receive it for a whole 
year, yet they only receive it until the end of the 
session, and thus the $30 is speedily exhausted. 
Now, last session the Senate, on account of this 
very difficulty, adopted a resolution by which 
every Senator receives his papers during the | 
whole year. That is now the rule.of the Senate. | 
The members of the House of Representatives are 
entitled to the same privileges as Senators are; 
and I therefore move to amend the resolution by 
striking out the words ‘* during the present ses- | 
sion,” and inserting in lieu thereof, “for one 


year.” 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, accepted the 


j 


not to exceed the rate of $30 per annum to cach member, | gratified to hear the remarks made by the gentle- 


amendment 


‘would meet the views.of alt parties if: the word 


‘during the: Thirty-second.:Congr rere} 
serted instead of “t for one year.” 4 FE 
Mr, BOWIE. ls it-in order, Mr, Speaker,:to:, 


make remarks 
amended... =t pec 
The SPEAKER ‘said that it w i 
Mr. BOWIE. : I regret very much to ¿difer - 
from my colleague and: the hortorable-geritleman® 
who has‘ offered the resolution. -T -really think the: 
time has come to raise the voice of ‘this House: 
behalf of-economy.. I have no dispositionto carp 
at small things, but when example after example 
of extravagance has been exhibited by” the ‘last 
Congress, I think at the threshold: of-this:is-the ’ 
proper opportunity to set. our: face: against its 
There is an old adage to this- effect: Economy is 
a good thing—good in the. subject, better in the 
King. -Economy is, if commendable in the’ citi 
zen, infinitely more commendable in the repre~ 
sentative of the people. Gentlemen who have-a 
knowledge of what passed ‘in the last Congress, 
know that we voted for ourselves from $50;000'to” 
$100,000 worth of books, and that. done’ only ‘in 
accordance to precedent. Now, weareagain pros 
posing to give ourselves personal .donations; for: 
this resolution does nothing more nor Jess than: 
contribute to our personal benefit. “No. one can 
contend that any member of this: House requires 
five daily papers‘in order to enlighten him as to-his: 
duty to ie country. Our time, if properly devo-' 
ted, is absorbed by perusing the documents having 
an immediate connection with our duties as Rep- 
resentatives. We have not time to gather news 
from the four quarters. For what purpose is it 
we ure now proposing to increase, in this- single 
item'the expenditure, of this House to the amount 
of $4,000? I hope gentlemen will consider the end 
proposed by the resolution, and look upon it as the 
shadow of what is to come. If we commence iin 
small things, we shall continue to: increase in 
every item of expenditure in the same ratio, until 
the contingent expenses of this House must receive 
the rebuke of our constituents. ‘There are many 
memberg‘around. me infinitely better acquainted 
with thé dozen sources of expenditure than my+ 
self, ahd which are multiplying every: day, and I- 
hopé some one of them will raise his voice inopi 
p@Bition to this decided indication of a disposition 
„to waste the people’s money. 
Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, 


in opposition tothe amendm 


I arn exceedingly 


man upon the other side of the Chamber, and I 
trust they will be responded to by all the gentle-. 
men upon the other side. I suppose, sir, the Dem- 
ocratic party, and I ‘hope the Representatives in 


| Congress, are determined tomake war upon: the 
g , P 


extravagance of the Government. I. think; it 
would place us in rather a queer position,in doing 
our duty with respect to the extravagance of this 
Government, to commence increasing our-‘ownex* 
enditures, and most unnecessarily, as I think, too: 

t have been heretwo Congresses, and I must con- 
fess, so far as I am concerned, the number of pa- 
pers furnished under the old resolution were as 
many as I had a need for. ï could not use any 
more with any profit, and I do not believe an 
gentleman could use any more with any profit. If 
it, therefore, be in order, I will move, ‘in substitu- 
tion for that resolution, the resolution of the last 
Congress. pene 

The SPEAKER. Its notin order. © 

Mr. BOWIE. Whenever it is inorder, I will. 
move to substitute it for that resolution. It is, 1 
believe, sufficient for:the members of the House. : 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, said: I desire 
to express, with my honorable friend from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. HaLL,] my gratitude for the noble 
and manly expression of sentiments favorable to 
economy, which I have just heard from the other 
side of the Hall. It is to me, sir, an indication of 
a returning sense of reason upon the:part of my 
Whig friends, and I am happy to have heard it 
here to-day from one of the leading and influen- 
tial men of that party, [Mr. Bowse,] a gentleman 
whom I esteem highly, and who, having thrown 
himself into the breach, will battle manfully for 
the principles of economy. which he has just in. 
culcated. : ‘ : i 2 

I feel assured, sir, that his economy is not: of 
that two-penny, picayune order which has so often 
| been exhibited in this House, and that. when. we 
come to ‘make appropriations for the support: of 


| 


be 
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the Navy, ‘hitherto: so ‘extravagant—when we 
come to-make appropriations for the Army, here- 
tofore so imprudent and.wasteful—when we come 
to appropriate the vast sums annually appropri- 
ated to'carry on the machinery of this great Gov- 
ernment, his voice will be heard ringing clear and 
loud in favor of retrenchment and economy. Ido: 
not understand the wisdom of that system of econ- 
omy: which ‘+ saves at the spigot and lets out at the 
bung-hole’’.—the economy which would scruple at 
a useful expenditure of a féw-dollars, and permit 
millions to pass without discussion, and some- 
times without. even, investigation. Look. at the 
enormous expenditures of the last two years! 
Did our. Whig friends then scruple to vote for the 
recommendations of their Secretary? On the con- 
trary, they marched -up in solid phalanx in sup- 
portof them. This appropriation is a small mat- 
ter, and it is vehemently resisted. I trust the | 
same zeal wil] manifest itself in behalf of economy 
when larger matters shall come before us. 

The resolution proposes to expend fifty dollars 
to- supply the members with newspapers. If it 
were an hundred it would be profitably and use- 
fully expended. The sum itself is scarcely enough 
to pay for the daily papers of this city, which are 
needed and-used by each member, and we ought | 
not to be confined to this city. We need the com- 
mercial and political intelligence derived from dis- 
tant papers, to enable us to legislate wisely in 
regard to the interests of this great people. I con- 
fess, for one, sir, that I need the intelligence on the 
subject of commerce, politics, and other matters | 
which other countries, and other portions of our | 
own country, furnish, to enable më to act intelli- 
gently and wisely upon many subjects which will |} 
come up for consideration in this House. Unlike 
my friend from. Missouri, [Mr. HaLL,] I am not | 
ashamed to own that I need light, and that I will 
be benefited by the intelligence which newspapers 
will afford. The appropriation will be.useful to 
me, to my constituents, and the country; and I 
trust the resolution will be adopted. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I would not have | 
troubled the House further, had it not been for 
what has fallen from my colleague, [Mr. Bowiz.] 
I have not offered anything extravagant. I do not 
care if you do not take any papers at all. I am 
willing to supply my own. You may cut off the 
per dien—I will stand that. Take it allaway, and 
the mileage along with it. 

Cries of “Oh! no!” and laughter.] 

r. EVANS. It does not make any difference 
with me. It is well known by those who have 
served in the House with me that I have been as 
economical as other gentlemen. I do not know 
how the gentleman voted upon a certain private 
claim of $150,000. I know well enough I voted 
against it. I have proposed to myself always a 
sound economy; but I wish, if you pass this res- 
olution subscribing for newspapers, that you shall 
make it efficient to yourselves. After you amend 
the resolution in that way, you may vote it down, | 
if you like. I am quite as ready as the gentle- 
man from Maryland, (Mr. Bowre,} or any other 
gentleman, to subscribe for all my own papers. 

Mr. CARTTER. If the object of this propo- 
sition is based upon the necessity of increasing 
the intelligence of this House, there is no doubt || 
that all need it; but the curiosity about the matter 
is the source from which we are to draw this in- | 
telligence. What is to be the effect of this propo- | 
sition? It is a subscription to the newspaper press 
of. the country—a newspaper press fed by the 
proceedings of this body! And you propose to 
give $50. to the newspaper press of this country 
to secure this political intelligence, founded on the 
news yor furnish yourselves. This is the kind 
of intelligence you propose to acquire. [Laughter. 
I apprehend this is a mere ‘* scape-goat,” to get 
news to improve the heart. I think if you will 
go into the Senate chamber and ascertain what 
kind of food they feed their intellects upon, you 
will find Godey’s Lady’s Book and Graham’s 
Magazine, and the other literary periodicals of the 
day, franked to their wives and daughters and 
sweethearts. {Laughter.] This, I apprehend, is 
the cause of this great desire to acquire intelligence. 
This will be the result of it, Itis all a humbug! 

Mr, BAYLY (interrupting) announced, that 
the committee upon the part of the House to wait 
upon the President of the United States and to 

inform him that we were organized. and ready to 


H 
f 
i 
1 
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in writing immediately. A 

Mr. CARTTER continued. I would not object to 
this acquirement of intelligence with a view of dis- 
charging political duties; I would not object.to the 
appropriation, if it could be legitimately expended 
for that end; but if this appropriation be made 
to thé extent recommended by the. gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Sranron,} and the- gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Evaws,} it wil but 
bring back to this body the senseless scribbling of 
a set of hired reporters: within this Hall, the chief 
part of whose employment is to draw the portrait- 
ure of the members for pay. This is the kind 
of political intelligence you will get; or the record 
of the proceedings of some meeting, got up ta or- 
der—a beaf steak convention in the city of New 
York, or Philadelphia, or Baltimore, to feed some 
candidate into the Presidency. These things are 
manufactured to order, and multiply just as often 
as funds are furnished to purchase the steak with. 
[A laugh.) Now, I do not feel the want of any 
such intelligence; I would rather rely upon my in- 
stincts, as the safest guides under the Constitution, 
than upon intelligence of this kind. [Great laugh- 
ter.] But this species of news does not come 
from the West; it does not come from the interior 
of the Union; it is fulminated to order in the cor- 
rupt cities of the East, where the hired minions of 
political ambition bring their brains into operation, 
in order to reach public opinion in the interior. 
Now, I am not in favor of pandering to any such 
corruption. I have no candidate of my own for 
the Presidency who needs any such kind of fod- 
der, [a laugh,} and I shall therefore be under the 
necessity of voting against this resolution, al- 
though I feel the want of intelligence as much as 
any one. 

r. CLARK. It is contended that the mere 
amount of the appropriation contemplated in 
this resolution is one of minor importance, and 
perhaps it is so; bat the principles involved, 
which form a part and parcel of a system of 
extravagant expenditures I regard as worthy 

| of our consideration. I know that there are 
those who regard economy in matters of this 
kind, rather with contempt. This may be al- 
lowed, so long as gentlemen are confined to the use 
of their own money; but when they are about to 
appropriate the money of others, I think they 
should view the matter differently. We are here 
about to appropriate the people’s money, and in 
doing so, we ought to have reference, not only to 
our rights, which we may properly exercise, but 
also to the feelings and wishes of the people 
whose money we are to appropriate. I trust we 


clothed in this matter; I trust we shall do nothing 
which will prejudice the feelings of the people 
against us. A less amount will be sufficient— 
abundantly sufficient to supply all our wants. I 
aope thatan appropriation for a smaller amount 
will prevail. I shall certainly vote for it. 

Mr. SKELTON. It is with some degree of 
reluctance that I have risen to address a few re- 
marks to the Tlouse; but after the remarks just 
made upon this floor, I deem it due, not only to 
myself, but to the country, that I should take de- 
cided ground in relation to: this measure, not so 
much in consequence of the amount involved in 
the resolution—as the gentleman on my right [Mr. 
Ciarx] has justly observed—as in consequence of 


ed for our consideration. Now, Iam here as an 
individual, to represent honestly my constituents. 
In doing so, I pledge myself, upon all occasions, 
to vote for the strictest economy in the administra- 
tion of the finances of our common country. In 
conformity with that pledge, in order to be consist- 
ent, I do not desire to commence with appropri- 
ations to myself. FẸ shall vote against receiving 
anything in the shape of presents from this House. 


i I am unwilling to vote even for the small appro- 


priations provided for in the resolution now under 
consideration, not because Iam not ready to re- 
ceive instrucdon from the enlightened press of our 
country; I have always made provision for receiv- 
ing such instruction, and I have already provided 
for myself during the present session. 
subscribed for every weekly newspaper in my dis- 
trict; Į have subscribed for three daly papers, and 
Iam perfectly willing to pay for them out of my 


receive any communication from him, had per- 


per diem allowance. 


formed that duty,-and that the-President had in- | 
formed them that he would make a communication 


shall not transcend the rights with which we are || 


the principle involved in the question now present- || 


I have jj 


Now, I trust. we. may be consistent with our- 
selves; I hope we may ‘enter upon the discharge of 
our duties as representatives in this Hall, by. advo- 
eating economy in -the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment; and in carrying out this principle we 
should begin with ourselves. Let it not be said 
when we.return to our homes, that we have eco- 
nomically administered the affairs of our country 
in all matters relating to others, but have departed 
from the principle in regard to ourselves. wish 
to be consistent; and in order to be so, I desire to 
say to my constituents, and to the country, once 
for all, that I shall vote, on all occasions, against 
all dppropriations as presents to myself; and I shall 
likewise vote for the most rigid economy in ad- 
ministering the affairs of the Government. I hope 
we shall reject the resolution. 

Mr. HALL asked if it would now be in order 
to move a substitute for the resolution? He de- 
sired to present precisely a copy of the resolution 
adopted for several Congresses past. 

he SPEAKER said it would bein order. 

Mr. HALL. I then offer the following as a 

substitute for the whole resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk cause to be furnished to the 
members’ of this House, during the present ‘session, such 
papers as they may direct, the expense thereof not to ex- 
ceed the price of three daily papers to each member, from 
the commencement of the session. + 


Mr. CAMPBELL said that the time consumed 
in the discussion would almost pay for the papers; 
he therefore moved to lay the resolution and 
amendment on the table. 

The question was put, and the motion was re- 
jected. 

Mr. CAMPBELL then moved the previous 
question. 24. 

Mr. FICKLIN inquired what would be the 
effect of the previous question if sustained? 

The SPEAKER said, it would be to bring the 
House to a direct vote first upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Evaws,] 
then upon the substitute of the gentleman from 
Missouri, and then upon the original resolution. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered, 

Mr. CLARK demanded the yeas and nays; but 
H they were not ordered. 

he question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Evans,] and it was adopted—ayes 112, noes not 
counted, 

The question then recurred upon the adoption of 
the substitute. 

Mr. HALL demanded the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

he question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 107, nays 98; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, Andrews, 
Ashe, Averett, T.H.Bayly, Bell, Bibighaus, Boeock, Bowie, 
| Buell, Busby, Caldwell, Cartter, Clark, Cleveland, Cling- 

man,Coleock, Daniel, Dawson, Dockery, Duncan, Durkee, 
Eastman, Edmundson, Ewing, Faulkner, Picklin, Fiteh, 
Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Gentry, Green, Grey, Grow, Hall, 
Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hart, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, Thomas M. Howe, 
Hunter, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James John- 
i son, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. 
| Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher. 
; Mason, McMullin, McNair, Meacham, Meade, Miller, 
Millson, Molony, Morehead, Murphy, Nabers, Peaslee, 
Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Rantoul, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Savage, Origen S, Sey- 
| mour, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Stone, Stuart, 

George W. Thompson, Toombs, Townshend, Walbridge, 
Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, Wil- 
cox, Wildrick, Woodward, and Yates—107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, John 
Appleton, Wiiliam Appleton, Barrere, David I.. Bailey, 
Bennett, Bowne, Bragg, Breckenridge, Brenton, Briggs, 
Brooks, Burrows, Burt, ‘Cabell, Cable, Lewis D. Camp- 
' bell, Thompson Campbell, Chandier, Chapman, Chastain, 
Churchwell, Cobb, Conger, Cottman, Curtis, Geo. T. Davis, 
i John G. Davis, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Edgerton, 
| Evans, Florenee, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
i Gamble, Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, Haws, 
| Hillyer, Horsford, J. W, Howe, T. Y. How, Jenkins, Daniel 
i T. Jones, George G. King, Kuhns, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, 
| Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Mc- 
| Corkle, McDonald, McLanahan, Miner, Henry D. Moore, 
| Morrison, Murray, Newton, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew 
| Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Price, Robie, Ross, Russell, 
Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scud- 
der, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Smart, Snow, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Stratton, 
| Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Benj. B. Thompson, Thurs- 
| ton, Tuck, Venable, Walsh, Ward, and Williams—98. 

So the substitute was adopted. 
The question then recurred upon the adoption of 
| the resolution, as amended. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, -demande 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 


1851. 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. -| 
A message was then received from the President 
of the United States, by the hands of his Private 
Secretary, Mirrarp P. Fitimorg; which was read 
by Mr. f 
Fellow-citizens of the Senate : oe 
and of the House.of Representatives: 

I congratulate you and our common constitu- 
ency upon the favorable auspices under which you 
meet. for your. first session. : Our country is-at 
peace with all. the world. The agitation-which, 
for a time, threatened to disturb. the fraternal rela- 
tions which make us one people, is fast. subsiding; 
and a’ year of general prosperity and. health has 
crowned the nation with unusual blessings. None 
can look back to the dangers which are passed, 
or forward to the bright prospect before us, with- 
out feeling a thrill of gratification, at the same 
time that he must be impressed with a grateful 
sense of our profound obligations to a beneficent 
Providence, whose. paternal care is so manifest in 
the happiness of this highly-favored land. 

Since: the. close of the last Congress, certain 
Cubans and other foreigners resident in the United 
States, who were more or less concerned in the 
previous invasion of Cuba, instead of being dis- 
couraged by its failure, have again abused the 
hospitality of this country by making it the scene 
of the equipment of another military expedition 
against that possession of her Catholic Majesty, 
in which they were countenanced, aided, and 
joined by citizens of the United States. On receiv- 
ing intelligence that such designs were entertained, 
Į lost no time in issuing such instructions to the 
proper officers of the United States as seemed to 

e called for by the occasion. By the proclama- 
tion, a copy of which is herewith submitted, I 
also warned those who might be in danger of be- 
ing inveigled into this scheme of its unlawful char- 
acter, and of the penalties which they would in- 
cur. For some time there was reason. to hope 
that these measures had sufficed to prevent any 
such attempt, This hope, however, proved to be 
delusive. Very early in the morning of the third 
of August, a steamer called the Pampero departed 
from New Orleans for Cuba, having on board 
upwards of four hundred armed men, with evi- 
dent intentions to make war upon the authorities 
of the Island. This expedition wag set on foot in 

alpable violation of the laws of the United States. 

ts leader was a Spaniard, and several of the chief 
officers, and some others engaged in it, were for- 
eigners. The persons com osing it, however, 
were mostly citizens of the United States. 

Before the expedition set out, and probably 
before it was organized, a slight insurrectionary 
movement, which appears to have been soon sup- 
pressed, had taken place in the eastern quarter of 
Cuba. The importance of this movement was 
unfortunately so much exaggerated in theaccounts 


of it published in this country, that these adven- į 


turers seem to have been led to believe that the 


Creole population of the Island not only desired į 


to throw off the authority of the mother country, 
but had resolved upon that step, and had begun a 
well-concerted enterprise for effecting it. The 


persons engaged in the expedition were generally | 
and ill-informed. The steamer in which | 
they embarked left New Orleans stealthily and 


young 


withoutaclearance. After touching at Key West, 
she proceeded to the coast of Cuba, and, on the 
night between the 11th and 12thof August, landed 
the persons on board at Playtas, within about 
twenty leagues of Havana. 
The main body of them proceeded to, and took 
oasession of, an inland village six leagues distant, 
eaving others to follow in charge of the baggage, 
as soon as the means of transportation could be 
obtained. ‘The latter, having taken up their line 
of march to connect themselves with the main 
body, and having proceeded about four leagues 
into the country, were attacked on the morning of 
the 13th by a body of Spanish troops, and a 
bloody conflict ensued; after which they retreated 
to. the place of disembarkation, where about fifty 
of them obtained boats and reémbarked therein. 
They were, however, intercepted among the keys 
near the shore by a Spanish steamer cruising on 
the coast, captured, and carried to Havana, and, 
after being examined beforea nmay court, were 
sentenced to be publicly executed and the sentence 
was carried into effect on the 16th of August. 
On receivine-information of what had occurred, 
Commodore.Foxhall A. Parker was instructed. to 


ORNEY, Clerk of the House, as follows: { 


proceed in the steam frigate Saranac to Havana, 
and inquire into’ the charges against the persons 
executed, the circumstances under which they 
were taken, and whatsoever referred to their-trial 
and sentence. Copies of the instructions from the 
Department of State.to him, and of his letters to 


| that Department, are herewith submitted. 


. According to the record of the examination, the 
prisoners all admitted the offences charged against 
them, of being hostile invaders of the Island. At 
the time of their trial and execution the main body 
of the invaders were still in the field, making war 
upon the Spanish authorities and Spanish subjects. 
After the lapse of some days, being overcome by. 
the Spanish troops, they dispersed on the 24th of 
August; Lopez, their leader, was captured some 
days after, and executed on the Ist of September. 
Many of his remaining followers were kiiled, or 
died of hungerand fatigue, and the rest were made 
prisoners. Of these, none appear to have been 
tried or executed. Several of them were pardoned 
upon application of their friends and. others, and 
the rest, about one hundred and sixty in number, 
were sent to Spain. Of the final disposition made 
of these we have no official information. 

Such is the melancholy result of this illegal and 
ill-fated expedition. Thus, thoughtless young 
men have been induced, by false..and fraudulent 
representations, to violate the law of their country, 
through rash and unfounded expectations of assist- 
ing to accomplish political revolutions iw other 
States, and have lost their lives in the undertaking. 
Too severe a judgment can hardly be passed, by 
the indignant sense of the community, upon those 
who, being better informed themselves, have yet 
led away the ardor of youth and an ill-directed 
love of political liberty. The correspondence be- 
tween this Government and that of Spain relating 
to this transaction is herewith communicated. 

Although these offenders against the laws have 
forfeited the protection of their country, yet the 
Government may, so far as ig consistent with its 
obligations to other countries, and its fixed pur- 
pose to maintain and enforce the laws, entertain 
sympathy for theirunoffending familiesand friends, 
as well as a feeling of compassion for themselves, 
Accordingly no proper effort has been spared, and 
none will be spared, to procnre the release of such 
citizens of the United States, engaged in this un- 
lawful enterprise, as are now in confinement in 
Spain; but it is to be hoped that such interposition 
with the Government of that country may not be 
considered as affording any ground of expectation 
that the Government of the United States will, 
hereafter, feel itself under any obligation of dut 
to interfere for the liberation or pardon of such 
persons as are flagrant offenders against the law 
of nations and the laws. of the United States. 
Those laws must be executed. If we desire to 
maintain our respectability among the nations of 
the earth, it behooves us to enforce steadily and 
sternly the Neutrality acts passed by Congress, 
and to follow, as far as may be, the violation of 
those acts with condign punishment. 

But what gives a peculiar criminality to this in- 
vasion of Cuba is, that, under the. lead of Spanish 
subjects and with the aid of citizens of the United 
States, it had its origin, with many, in motives of 
cupidity. Money was advanced by individuals, 
probably in considerable amounts, to purchase 
Cuban bonds, as they have been called, issued by 
Lopez, sold, doubtless, at a very large discount, 
aid. for the payment of which the public lands and 
public property of Guba, of whatever kind, and 
the fiscal resources of the people and government 
of that Island, from whatever source to be derived, 
were pledged, as well as the good faith of the gov- 
ernmentexpected to beestablished. Allthesemeans 
of payment, it is evident, were only to be obtained 
by a process of bloodshed, war, and revolution. 
None will deny that those who set on foot military 


| expeditions against foreign States by means like 


these, are far more culpable than the ignorant and 


| the necessitous. whom they induce to go forth as 


the ostensible parties in the proceeding. ‘These 
originators of the invasion of Cuba seem to have 
determined, with coolness and system, upon an 
undertaking which should disgrace -their countrys 
violate its laws, and put to hazard the lives of ill 
informed and deluded men. You will consider 


whether further legislation. be necessary to prevent 
the perpetration of such. offences in future. 

No individuals have- the right to hazard the 
peace of the country, or to violate its laws, upon 


vague notions of altering-or reforming govern 
in other States. This:principle isn À 
able. in itself, and in accordance. wi 
but is ingrafted into. the codes of, other 
well.as our own. But while. such are i- 
ments. of this Government, it máy. be. added that 
every independent: nation must be presumed 
to. be able to defénd: its possessions against undu- 
thorized..individuals. banded. together -to.. attack 
them. The Government of the. United. States; at ` 
all times since its establishment, hag .abstained, 
and has sought to restrain the citizens-of the. coun- 
try, from entering into. controversies between other 
Powers, and to observe all the duties ‘of neutrality; 
At an.early period of the Government—in thead- 
' ministration of Washington—several: laws-were 
passed for this purpose. The main provisions of 
these laws were reénacted by -the.act.of April, 
1818, by which, amongst other things, it was. der 
clared, that if any person shall; within the territory 
or jurisdiction of the United States, begin, or sét 
on foot, or provide,.or prepare the means for any 
military. expedition or -enterprise tọ be carried on 
from thence against the territory.or dominion -of" . 
any foreign prince or State, or of. any colony dis- 
trict, or people.with whom, the United States: are 
at peace, every person so offending shall be‘deemed 
guilty of a high misdemeanor, and.shall. be-fined 
not exceeding three thousand. dollars, and.impris- 
oned not more than. three years; and this law has 
been executed and enforced, to the full extent.of 
ne power of the Government, from: that.day:to 
this. > E 

In proclaiming and adhering to the doctrine-ọf 
neutrality and non-intervention, the United States 
have not followed the lead of other civilized na- 
tions; they have taken the lead themselves, and 
have been followed. by others.. This was. admit- 
ted by one of. the most eminent of modern British 
statesmen, who -said in Parliament, while a min- 
ister of the Crown, ‘that if he wished for .a 
‘guide in a system of neutrality, he should take 
‘that laid down by America in the days of Wash- 
‘ington and the Secretaryship of Jefferson;’?-and 
we see, in fact, that the act of Congress of 1818 
‘was followed the succeeding year by an act of the 
Parliament of England, substantially.the same .in 
its general provisions. Up to that time there:had 
been no similar law in England, except certain 
highly penal statutes passed in the'reign of George 
II., prohibiting English subjects from. enlisting in 
foreign service, the avowed object. of which. stat- 
utes was, that foreign armies, raised for the pur- 
pose of restoring the house of Stuart to the throne, 
should not be strengthened by recruits from Eng- 
land herself. ; ba 
| All must see that difficulties may arise in carry- 
ing the laws referred to into execution in a ‘coun- 
try now having three or four thousand miles of 
sea-coast, with an infinite number of ports and 
harbors and small inlets, from some. of which un- 
lawful expeditions ' may suddenly set. forth, with- 
out the knowledge of Government,..against. the 
possessions of foreign States. y adin 

Friendly relations with all, but entangling alli- 
ances with none, has long been a maxim wgth us. 
Our true mission is not to propagate our opinions, 
or impose upon other countries our form of gov- 
ernment, by artifice or force; but to teach by.ex- 
ample, and show by our success, moderation, and 
justice, the blessings of self-government and ‘the 
advantages of free institutions... Let every people 
choose for itself, and make and_.alter ‘its political 
institutions to.suit its own condition and conve- 
nience. But, while we,avow and maintain this 
neutral policy ourselves, we are anxious to see 
the same forbearance on the part of other nations, 
whose forms of government are different from our 
| own., The deep interest which we feel in. the 
i spread of liberal principles and the establishment 
of free governments, and the sympathy with which 
we witness every struggle against oppression, for- 
bid that we should be indifferent to those in which 
the strong arm of a foreign power is invoked. to 
stifle public sentiment, and repress the spirit of 
freedom in any country. ` 

The Governments of Great Britain and France 
have issued orders. to- their naval commanders on 
the West India station to prevent by force, if 
| necessary, the landing. of adventurers from any 
i nation on the Island of Cuba with hostile intent. 
i The copy of a memorandum of a conversation on 
| this subject between the Chargé d’Affairesiof her 
| Britannic. Majesty and. the Acting Secretary of 
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State, and of a. subsequent note of the former to 
the Department. of State, are herewith submitted, 
together with a copy of a note of the Acting Sec- 
retary of State to the Minister of the French: Re- 
public, and of the reply of the latter, on the same 
subject. These papers will acquaint you with ; 
the grounds of this mterposition of the two lead- 
ing commercial Powers of Europe, and with the 
il phates Aes whick this Government could not | 
fail to entertain, that such interposition, if carried 
into. effect, might lead to abuses in derogation of 
the maritime rights of the United States. The 
maritime rights of the United States are founded 
on a firm, secure, and well-defined. basis; they 
stand upon the grouid of national independence 
and public law, and will be maintained in all their 
full-and just extent. 

‘The principle which this Government has here- 
tofore soleranly announced it still adheres to, and 
will maintain under all circumstances and at all | 
hazards. That principle is, that in every regu- i 
larly documented merchant vessel, the crew who | 
navigate it, and those on board of it, will find their | 
protection in the flag which is over them. No | 
American ship can be allowed to be visited or | 
searched for the purpose of ascertaining the char- | 
acter of individuals on board, nor can there be | 
allowed any watch by the vessels of any foreign 
nation over American vessels on the coasts of the 
United States, or the seas adjacent thereto. It 
will be seen by the last communication from the 
British Chargë d’Affaires to the Department of : 
State, that he is authorized to assure the Secre- | 
tary of State that every care will be taken that, | 
in executing the preventive measures against the | 
expeditions, which the United States Government i| 
itself has denounced as.not being entitled to the | 
protection of any Government, no interference || 
shall take place with the lawful commerce of any || 
nation. Hi 

In addition to the correspondence on this sub- | 
ject, herewith submitted, official information has , 


een received at the Department of State, of as- | 
surances by the French Government that, in the || 
orders given to the French naval forces, they were '| 
expressly instructed, in any operations they might |; 
engage in, to respect the flag of the United States, |! 
wherever it might appear, and to commit no act || 
of hostility upon any vessel or armament under |! 
its protection. ‘| 

Ministers and consuls of foreign nations are the ‘| 
means and agents of communication between us 
and those nations, and it is of the utmost import- į 
ance that, while residing. in the country, they || 
should feel a perfect security so long as they il 
faithfully discharge their respective duties, and |! 
are guilty of no violation of our laws. This is ! 
the admitted law of nations, and no country has a 
deeper interest in maintaining it than the United 
States. Our commerce spreads over every sea, | 
and visits every clime, and our ministers and con- | 
suls are appointed to protect the interests of that | 
commerce, as well as to guard the peace of the | 
country, and maintain the honor of its flag. But | 
how can they discharge these duties unless they | 
be themselves protected? and, if protected, it must '| 
be by the laws of the country in which they reside. ‘| 
And what is due to our own public functionaries 
residing in foreign nations is exactly the measure || 
of what is due to the functionaries of other Govern- | 
ments residing here. As in war, the bearers of | 
flags of truce are sacred, or else wars would be 
interminable, so in peace, embassadors, public 
ministers, and consuls, charged with friendly na- 
tional intercourse, are objects of especial respect 


and protection, each according to the rights be- 
Jonging to his rank and station. In view of these 
‘important principles, it is with deep mortification |: 
and regret I announce to you that, during the ex- | 
citement growing out of the executions at Havana, |} 
the office of her Catholic Majesty’s consul at New | 
Orleans was assailed by a mob, his property de- | 
stroyed, the Spanish flag found in the office car- | 
ried off and torn in pieces, and he himself induced | 
to flee for his personal safety, which he supposed | 
to be in danger. On receiving intelligence of these ! 
events, I forthwith directed the attorney of the | 
United States, residing at New Orleans, to inquire | 
into the facts, and the extent of the pecuniary loss į 
sustained by the consul, with the intention of lay- ! 
ing them before you, that you might make provis- 
ion for such indemnity to him as a just regard | 
for the honor of the nation and the respect which | 
is due to a friendly power, might, in your judg- | 


ment, seem to require. ‘The correspondence upon 
this “subject between the Secretary of State and 
her Catholic Majesty’s Minister Plenipotentiary is. 
heréwith transmitted. ~ as 

The occurrence at Néw Orleans has led me. to 
give my attention to the state-of our laws in re- 
gard to foreign: embassadors, ministers, and- con- 
suls. I think the. legislation of the country: is 
deficient in not providing sufficiently either for the 
protection or the punishment.of consuls. I there- 
fore recommend the subject to the consideration 
of Congress. 

Your attention is again invited to the question 
of reciprocal trade. between the United States and 
Canada, and other British possessions near our 
frontier. Overtures for a convention upon this 
subject have been received from her Britannic Ma- 
jesty’s. Minister Plenipotentiary, but. it seems to 
be in many respects preferable that the matter 
should be regulated by reciprocal legislation. Doc- 
uments are laid before you, showing the terms 
which the British Government is willing to offer, 
and the measures which it may adopt, if some 
arrangement upon this subject shall not be made. 

From the accompanying copy of a note from 
the British legation at Washington, and the reply 
of the Department of State thereto, it will appear 
that her Britannic Majesty’s Government is desi- 
rous that a part of the boundary line between Or- 
egon and the British possessions should be author- 
itatively marked out, and- that an intention was 
expressed to apply to Congress for an appropria- 
tion to defray the expense thereof on the part of 
the United States. Your attention to this subject 
is accordingly invited, and a proper appropriation 
recommended. 

A convention for the adjustment of claims of 
citizens of the United States against Portugal has 
been concluded, and theratifications have been ex- 
changed. The first installment of the amount to 
be paid by Portugal fell due on the 30th of Sep- 
tember last, and has been paid. 

The President of the French Republic, accord- 
ing to the provisions of the convention, has been 


Selected as arbiter in the case of the General Arm- |! 


strong, and has signified that he accepts the trust, 


and the high satisfaction he feels in acting as the | 


common friend of two nations with which France 


is united by sentiments of sincere and lasting | 


amity. 


The Turkish Government has expressed its | 
! : amare A 
‘| thanks for the kind reception given to the Sultan’s 


agent, Amin Bey, on the occasion of his recent 
visit to the United States. On the 28th of Febru- 
ary last, a dispatch was addressed by the Secre- 
tary of State to Mr. Marsh, the American Minis- 
ter at Constantinople, instructing him to ask of 
the Turkish Government permission for the Hun- 
garians, then imprisoned within the dominions of 
the Sublime Porte, to remove to this country. On 


the 3d of March last, both Houses of Congress |: 


passed a resolution requesting the President to 
authorize the employment of a public vessel to 
convey to this country Louis Kossuth and his as- 
Sociates In captivity. 

The instruction above referred to was complied 
with, and the Turkish Government having released 
Governor Kossuth and his companions from 
prison: on the 10th of September last they em- 
barked on board of the United States steam-frigate 
Mississippi, which was selected to carry. into 
effect the resolution of Congress. Governor Kos- 
suth left the Mississippi at Gibraltar, for the pur- 


pose of makinga vist to England, and may shortly | 


be expected in New York. By communications 
to the Department of State he has -expressed his 
grateful acknowledgments for the interposition of 


this Governmentin behalf of himself and his asso- | 


ciates, This country has been justly regarded as 


a safeasylum for those whom political events have į 
exiled from their own homes in Europe; and itis | 


recommended to Congress to consider in what 
manner Governor Kossuth and his companions, 
brought hither b 
and treated. 


it is earnestly to be hoped that the differences | 


which have for some time past been pending be- 
tween the Government of the French Republic and 
that of the Sandwich Islands, may be peaceably 


and durably adjusted, so ‘as to secure the inde- | 


pendence of those Islands. Long before the events 
which have of late imparted so much importance 
to the possessions of the United States on the Pa- 
cific, we acknowledged the independence of the 


y its authority, shall be received |} 


Dee. 2. 


Hawaiian Government. This Government was 
first in taking that step, and several of the leading 
Powers of Europe immediately followed. . We 
were influenced in this measuve by the existing 
and prospective importance of the Islands as a 
place of refuge and refreshment for our vessels 
engaged in the whale fishery, and by the consid- 
eration that they lie in- the course of the great 
trade which must, at no distant day, be carried on 
between the western coast of North America and 
Eastern Asia. : 

We were also influenced by a desire that those 
Islands should not pass under the control of any 
other great maritime State, but should remain in 
an independent condition, and so be accessible and 
useful to the commerce of all nations. I need not 
say that the importance of these considerations 
has been greatly enhanced by the sudden and vast 
development which theinterests of the United States 
have attained in California and Oregon; and the 
policy heretofore adopted in regard to those Islands 
will be steadily pursued. 

It is gratifying, not only to those who consider 
the commercial interests of nations, but also to all 
who favor the progress of knowledge and the dif- 
fusion of religion, to see a community emerge 
from a savage state and attain such a degree of 
civilization in those distant seas. 

It is much to be deplored that the internal tran- 
quillity of the Mexican Republic should again be 
seriously disturbed; for, since the peace between 
that Republic and the United States, it had en- 
joyed such comparative repose that the most 
favorable anticipations for the future ‘might, with 
a degree of confidence, have been indulged. These, 
however, have been thwarted by the recent out- 
break in the State of Tamaulipas, on the right 
bank of the Rio Bravo. Having received informa- 
tion that persons from the United States had taken 
part in the insurrection, and apprehending that 
their example might be followed by others, I 
caused orders to be issued for the purpose of pre- 
venting any hostile expeditions against Mexico 


i from being set on foot in violation of the laws of 


the United States. I likewise issued a proclama- 
tion upon the subject, a copy of which is herewith 
laid before you. This appeared to be rendered 
imperative by the obligations of treaties and the 
general duties of good neighborhood. 

In my last annual message [ informed Congress 
that citizens of the United States had undertaken 
the connection of the two oceans by means of a 
railroad across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, under 
a grant of the Mexican Government to a citizen 
of that Republic; and that this enterprise would 
probably be prosecuted with energy whenever 
Mexico should consent to such stipulations with 
the Government of the United States as should 
import a feeling of security to those who should 
invest their property in the enterprise. . 

A convention between the two Governments fo 
the accomplishment of that end has been ratified 
by this Government, and only awaits the decision 
of the Congress and the Executive of that Repub- 
ic. 

Some unexpected difficulties and delays have 
arisen in the ratification of that convention by 
Mexico, but it is to be presumed that her decision 
will be governed by just and enlightened views, as 
well of the general importance of the object, as of 
her own interests and obligations. 

In negotiating upon this important subject, this 
Government has had in view one, and only one, 
object. That object has been, and is, the con- 
struction or attainment of a passage from ocean to 
ocean, the shortest and the best for travelers and 
merchandise, and equally open to all the world. 
It has sought to attain no territorial acquisition, 
nor any advantages peculiar to itself; and it would 
see, with the greatest regret, that Mexico should 
oppose any obstacle to the accomplishment of an 
enterprise which promises so much convenience to 
the whole commercial world, and such eminent 
advantages to Mexico herself. Impressed with 
these sentiments and these convictions, the Gov- 
ernment will continue to exert all proper efforts to 
bring about the necessary arrangement with the 
Republic of Mexico for the speedy completion of 
the work. l l 

For some months past the Republic of Nicara- 
gua has been the threatre of one of those civil con- 
vulsions, from which the cause of free institutions, 
and the general prosperity and social progress of 
the States of Central America, have so often and 
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so severely. suffered. ..Until quiet shall have beer 
restored, and a government apparently stable shall 
have been organized, no advance can prudently be 
made in disposing of the questions- pending be- 
tween the two countries. : : 

l am happy to announce that-an inter-oceanic 
communication from the mouth of the St. John to 
the Pacific has been so far accomplished as that 
passengers: have actually traversed it, and mer- 
chandise has been transported over it; and when 
the canal shalt have been completed, according to 
the original plan, the means of communication will 
be further improved. as 

It is understood that a considerable part of the 
railroad across the Isthmus of Panama has been 
completed, and that the mail and passengers will 
in future be conveyed thereon. 

Whichever of the several routes between the 
two oceans may ultimately prove mosteligible for 
travelers to and from the different States on the 
Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico and our coast on the 
Pacific, there is little reason to doubt that all of 
them will be useful to the public, and will liberally 
reward that individual enterprise by which alone 
they have been or are expected to be carried into 
effect. 

Peace has been concluded between the contend- 
ing parties in the Island of St. Domingo, and it is 
hoped upon a durable basis. Such is the extent 
of our commercial relations with that Island, that 
the United States cannot fail to feel a strong inter- 
est in its tranquillity. 

The office of Commissioner to Chinaremains un- 
filled; several persons have been appointed, and 
the place has been offered to others, all of whom 


“have declined its acceptance, on the ground of the 


inadequacy of the compensation. The annual al- 
lowance by law is six thousand dollars, and there 
is no provision for any outfit. I earnestly recom- 
mend the consideration of this subject to Congress. 
Our commerce with China is highly important, 
and is becoming more and more so, in consequence 
of the increasing intercourse between our ports on 
the Pacific coast and Eastern Asia. China is un- 
derstood to be a country in which living is very 
expensive, and I know of no reason why the 
American commissioner sent thither should not be 
placed, in regard to compensation, on an equal 
footing with ministers who represent this country 
at the courts of Europe. 

By reference to the report of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, it will be seen that the aggregate receipts 
for the last fiscal year amounted to $52,312,979 87; 
which, with the balance in the Treasury on the 1st 
July, 1850, gave, as the available means for the 
year, the sum of $58,917,524 36. 

The total expenditures for the same period were 

48,005,878 68. 
The total imports for the year ending 30th June, 

1851, were wee ee 8215,725,995 
Of which there were in specie... 4,967,901 
The exports for the same period were 217,517,130 
Of which there were of domestic prod- 

UCIS ca aeerevee thks $178,546,555 


eee 


Foreign goods reéxp’ted -9,738,695 
Specie... see cece erer ee e 29,231,880 
6217, 517,130 


Since the 1st of December last the payments in 
eash on account of the public debt, exclusive of 
interest, have amounted to $7,501,456 56; which, 
however, includes the sum of $3,242,400 paid un- 
der the 12th article of the-treaty with Mexico, and 
the further sum of $2,591,213 45, being the amount 
of awardsto American citizens under the late treaty 
with Mexico, for which the issue of stock was 
authorized, but which was paid in cash from the 
Treasury. i 

The public debt on the 20th ultimo, exclusive of 
the stock authorized to be issued to Texas by the 
act of 9th September, 1850, was $62,560,395 26. 

The receipts for the next fiscal year are esti- 
mated at $51,800,000, which, with the probable 
unappropriated balance in the Treasury on the 
30th June next, will give, as the probable available 
means for that year, the sum of $63,258,743 09. 

It has been deemed proper, in view of the large 


. expenditures consequent upon the acquisition of 


1851. 


territory from Mexico, that the estimates for the 
next fiscal year should: be laid before Congress in 
such manner as to distinguish the expenditures so 
required: from ‘the otherwise ordinary demands 
upon the Treasury. ee ; 
The total expenditures for the next fiscal. year 
are estimated at $42,892,299 19; of which there 
is required for the ordinary purposes of ‘the Gov- 
ernment, other than those consequent upon the 
acquisition of our new Territories, and deducting 
the payments on account of the public debt, the 
sum of $33,343,198 08; and for the purposes con- 
nected directly or indirectly with those Territories, 
and in the fulfillment of the obligations of the 
Government, contracted in consequence of their 
acquisition, the sum of $9,549,101 11. f 
_ If the views of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in reference to the expenditures required for these 
Territories shall be met by corresponding action 
on the part of Congress, and appropriations made 
in accordance therewith, there will be an estimated 
unappropriated balance in the Treasury on the 
30th June, 1853,. of $20,366,443 90, wherewith 
to meet that portion of the public debt due on the 
first July following, amounting to $6,237,931 35, 


beyond the estimates. 
n thus referring to the estimated expenditures 
on account of our newly-acquired Territories, I 
may express the hope that Congress will concur | 
with me in the desire that a liberal course of policy 
may be pursued towards them, and that every ob- 
ligation, express or implied, entered into in conse- 
uence of their acquisition, shall be fulfilled by 
the most liberal appropriations for that purpose. 
The value of our domestic exports for the last 
fiscal year, as compared with those of the previous 
year, exhibit an increase of $43,646,322. At first 
view this condition of our trade with foreign na- 
tions would seem to present the most flattering 
hopes of its future prosperity. An examination 
of the details of our exports, however, will show 
that the increased value of our exports for the last 
fiscal year is to be found in the high price of cot- 
ton which prevailed during the first half of that 
year, which price has since declined about one 
half. 
The value of our exports of breadstuffs and pro- 
| visions, which it was supposed the incentive of a 
low tariff and large importations from abroad 
would have greatly augmented, has fallen from 
$68,701,921 in 1847, to $26,051,373 in 1850, and 
to $21,948,653 in 1851, with a strong probability, 
amounting almost to a certainty, of a still further 
reduction in the current year. 
The aggregate values of rice exported during the 
last fiscal year, as compared with the previous 
ear, also exhibit a decrease amounting to 
$460,917, which, with a decline in the values of 
| the exports of tobacco for the same period, make 
an aggregate decrease in these two articles of 
$1,156,751. oe ; 
The policy which dictated a low rate of duties 
on foreign merchandise, it was thought by those 
who promoted and established it, would tend to 
benefit the farming population of this country, by 


ricultural products in foreign markets. 4 
The foregoing facts, however, seem to show, 
incontestably, that no such result has followed the 
adoption of this policy. On the contrary, not- 
withstanding the repeal of the restrictive corn laws 
in England, the foreign demand for the products 
of the American farmer has steadily declined, since 
the short crops and consequent famine in a por- 
| tion of Europe have been happily replaced by full 
crops and comparative abundance of food. ; 
It will be seen, by recurring to the commercial 
statistics for the past year, that the value of our 
domestic exports has been increased in the single 
item of raw cotton by $40,000,090 over the value 
of that export for the year preceding... This is not 
due to any increased general demand for that arti- 
cle, but to the short crop of the preceding year, 
which created an increased demand and an aug- 
mented price for the crop.of last year. Should 
H the cotton crop now going forward to market be 


as well as any appropriations which may be made || 


increasing the demand and raising the price of ag- | 
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only equal in quantity to that: of the year. prece-" 
ding, and be sold at the present-prices,.then:there 
would be a falling off. in'the:value of our exports 
for the present fiscal year of at least $40,000,000; 
compared with the amount exported for the year 
ending 30th June, 1851. Bo BN Re eae 

The production of gold in California: for. the 
past year seems to promise a large supply of that 
metal from that quarter for some time to'come. - 
This large annual increase of the currency: of the 
world must be attended with. its -usual - results. 
These have been already partially disclosed in.the 
enhancement of prices and a rising spirit of specu- 
lation and adventure, tending to overtrading, as 
well at home as abroad. Unless some. salutary 
check shall be given to these tendencies, it is to be 
feared that importations of foreign goods beyond 
a healthy demand in this country will lead. to a- 
sudden drain of the precious metals. froni. usy 
bringing with it, as it has done in former. times, 
the most disastrous consequences to the business 
and capital of the American people. Nars 

The exports of specie to liquidate our foreign 
-debt during the past fiscal year have been 
TERESAN over the. amount of specie imported. 

he exports of specie during the first quarter of 
the present fiscal year have been $14,651,827. 
Should specie continue to be exported at this rate 
for the remaining three quarters of this year, it 
will drain from our metallic currency, during the 
year ending 30th June, 1852, the enormous 
amount of $58,607,308. 

In the present prosperous condition of the na- 
tional finances, it will become the duty of Con- 
gress to consider the best mode of paying off the 
public debt. If the present and anticipated sùr- 
plus in the Treasury should not be absorbed b 
appropriations of an extraordinary character, this 
surplus should be employed in such way, and 
under such restrictions, as Congress may enact, in 
extinguishing the outstanding debt of the nation. 

By reference to. the act of Congress approved 
9th September, 1850, it will be seen that in con- 
sideration of certain concessions by the State of 
Texas, itis provided that the *¢ United States shall 
‘pay to the State of Texas the sum of ten millions 
‘of dollars, in a stock bearing five per cent. in- 
‘terest, and redeemable at the end of fourteen 
‘years, the interest payable half yearly at the 
Treasury of the United States.” a : 

In the same section of the law it is further pro- 
vided “ that no more than five millions of said 
t stock shall be issued until the creditors of the 
‘State holding bonds and other, certificates of 
‘stock of Texas, for which duties on imports. were 
‘ specially pledged, shall first file at the Treasury of 
‘the United States releases of all theclaims against 

‘United States, for or on account of said bonds or 
|| < certificates, in such form as shall be prescribed 
|| «by the Secretary of the Treasury, and approved 
ii ‘by the President of the United States.” : 
The form of release thus provided for has been 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
approved. Ít has been published in all the lead- 
ing newspapers in the commercial cities of the 
United States, and all poe holding claims of 
the kind specified in the foregoing. proviso were 
required to file their releases (in the form thus 
prescribed) in the Treasury of the United States, 
‘lon or before the first day of October, 1851. 
') Although this publication has been continued from 
| the 25th day of March, 1851, yet up to the Ist 
| October last comparatively few releases had. been 
|! fled by the creditors of Texas. 

The authorities of the State of Texas, at the 
request of the Secretary of the Treasury, have 
furnished a schedule of the publie debt of that 
State created prior to her admission into the Union, 
with a copy of the laws under which each class 
was contracted. : 

I have, from the documents furnished by the 
iÍ State of Texas, determined. the classes of claims 
i! which, in my judgment, fall within the provisions 
| of the act of Congress of the 9th of September, 
i| 1850. ; ae 
On being officially informed of the acceptance 
{ by Texas of the propositions contained in the act 


referred to, I caused the stock to'be prepared, and: 
the five millions which ‘are’ to be issued uncondi<" 
tionally, bearing an interest of five per-cent., from. 
ihe Ist day of January, 1851, have been for some 
time ready to be delivered’ to the State of Texas. 
The authorities of Texas, up to the present time, 
have not authorized any one to recéive this stock, 
and “it remains in the Treasury Department, sub- 
ject to the order of Texas. = =o eect 
“The releases, requited by law to be deposited in 
thie: Treasury, not having been ‘filed there, the re- 
maining five millions havenot been-issued. ‘This 
last amount of*the stock will bè withheld from: 
Texas until the conditions upon which it is to’ be 
delivered shall be complied with by the'creditors of 
that State, unless Congress shall otherwise direct 
by a modification of the'law. f 

In my last annual message, to which I respect- 
fally refer, F stated briefly the reasons which in- 
duced me to recommend a modification of the 
present tariff, by converting the ad valorem intoa 
Specific duty, wherever the article imported was 
of such.a character as to: permit it, and that such 
a discrimination should be made in favor of the 
industrial pursuits of our own country äs to en- 
courage home production, without excluding for- 
egn competition. i 

The numerous frauds which continue to be 
practised upon the revenue, by false invoices and 
undervaluations, constitute an unanswerable rea- 
son for adopting specific instead of ad valorem: 
daties in all cases where the nature of the com- 
modity does not forbid it. A striking illustration 
of these frauds will be exhibited in the repoxt of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, showing the cus- 
tom-house valuation of articles imported under a 


former law subject to specific duties, when there 


was no inducement to undervaluation, and ‘the 
custom-house valuations of the same articles, un- 
der the present system of ad valorem duties, so 
greatly reduced as to leave no doubt of the exiat- 
ence of the most flagrant abuses under the exist- 
ing laws. This practical evasion of the present 
law, combined with the languishing condition of 
some of the great interests of the country, caused 
by over-importations and consequent depressed 
prices, and with the failure in obtaining a foreign 
market for our increasing surplus of breadstufts 
and provisions, has induced me again to recom- 
mend a modification of the existing tariff. 

The report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
‘which accompanies this communication, will pre- 
sent a condensed statement of the operations of 
that important department of the Government. 

It will be seen that the cash sales of the public 
lands exceed those of the preceding year, and that 
there is reason to anticipate a still further increase, 
notwithstanding the large donations which have 
been made to many of the States, and the liberal 
grants to individuals as a reward for military ser- 
vices. This fact furnishes very gratifying evi- 
dence of the growing wealth and prosperity of our 
country, 

Suitable measures have been adopted for com- 
mencing- the survey of the public lands in Califor- 
nia and Oregon, Surveying parties have been 
organized, and some progress has been made in 
establishing the principal base and meridian lines. 
Bat further legislation and additional appropria- 
tions will be necessary before the proper sub- 
divisions can be made, and the general land system 
extended over those remote parts of our territory. 

_On the 3d of March last an act was passed pro- 
viding for the appointment of three commissioners 
to settle private land claims in California. Three 

persons were immediately appointed, all of whom, 
towever, declined accepting the office, in conse- 
aes of the inadequacy of the compensation. 
thers were promptly selected, who, for the same 
reason, also declined; and it was not until late in 
the season that the services of suitable persons 
could be secured. A majority of ‘the commis- 
sioners convened in this city on the 10th of Sev- 
tember-last, when detailed instructions were given 
to them in regard to their duties. ‘Their first 
meeting for the transaction of business will be held 
in San Francisco on the 8th day of: the present 
“month. 

I have thought it proper to refer to these facts, 
not only to explain the causesof the delay in filling 
the commission, but to call your attention to the 
propriety of increasing the compensation of the 
commissioners. ‘The office is one of great labor 
and responsibility, and the compensation should 
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‘be ‘such as to comm: : 
‘talents and ‘the-mostunquestionable integrity. == 
California is a subject surrounded by great diffi- 
culties. ‘In. my last annual méssage I recommended 
the survey and sále of them in small parcels, under 


| such restrictions as would effectually guard against 


monopoly. and «speculation: “But upon farther 
information; andin deference to the :opinions of 
persons familiar with the subject; Fam inclined to 
charge that recommendation, and to advise that 
they be permitted to remain, as-at: present, a com- 
mon field, open to the ènterprise and industry of 
all our citizens, until further.experience shall have 
developed the best policy to be ultiniately adopted 
in regard to them, ‘It is safer to suffer the incon: 
venience that now exists, for a short period, than, 
by premature legislation, to fasten on the.country 
a system founded in‘ error, which may place the 
whole subject beyond the fature control of Con- 
gress, 

"The agricultural lands should, however, be sur- 
veyed and brought into market with as little delay 
as:possible, that the titles may become settled, 
and the inhabitants stimulated to make perma- 
nent improvements, and enter on the ordinary 
pursuits of life. To effect these objects it is desir- 
able that the necessary provision be made by law 
for the establishment of land offices in’ California 
and Oregon, and for the efficient prosecution of the 
surveys at an early day. 

Some difficulties have occurred in organizing the 
territorial governments of New Mexico and Utah; 
and, when more accurate information shall be ob- 
tained of the causes, a further communication will 
be made on that subject. 

Tn my last annual communication to Congress, 
I recommended the establishment of an Agricul- 
tural Bureau, and I take this occasion again to in- 
voke your favorable consideration of the subject. 

Agriculture may justly be regarded as the great 
| interest of our perl Four fifths of our active 

population are employed in the cultivation of the 
soil, and the rapid expansion of our settlements 
over new territory is daily adding to the number 
of those engaged in that vocation. Justice and 

sound policy, therefore, alike require that the Gov- 
| ernment should use all the means authorized b 
| the Constitution to promote the interests and wel- 
fare of that important class of our fellow-citizens. 
And yet it is a singular fact, that whilst the man- 
ufacturing and commercial interests have engaged 
the attention of Congress during a large portion of 
every session, and ourstatutes abound in provisions 
for their protection and encouragement, little has 
yet been done directly for the advancement of agri- 
rulture. It is time that this reproach to our legis- 
lation should be removed; and I sincerely hope 
that the present Congress will not close their labors 
without adopting efficient means to supply the 
omissions of those who have preceded them. 

An agricultural bureau, charged with the duty 
of collecting and disseminating correct information 
as to the best modes of cultivation, and of the most 
effectual means of preserving and restoring the 
fertility of the soil, and of procuring and distribu- 
ting seeds, and plants, and other vegetable produc- 
| tions, with instructions in regard to the soil, cli- 
mate, and treatment best adapted to their growth, 
could not fail to be, in the language of Wasuine- 
ron, in his last annual message to Congréss, a 
“ very cheap instrument of immense national ben- 
eft.” as ; 

Regarding the act of Congress, approved 28th 
September, 1850, granting bounty lands to persons 
who had been engaged in the military service of 
the country, as a great measure of national justice 
i and munificence, an’ anxious desire has been felt, 
by the officers intrusted with its immediate execu- 
tion, to give prompt effect to its provisions. All 
the means within their control were, therefore, 
| brought into requisition to expedite the adjudica- 


| tion of claims; and I am gratified to be able to 


state, that near one hundred thousand applications 
have been considered, and about seventy thousand 
warrants issued, within the short space of nine 
months. If adequate provision be made by law 
to carry into: effect the recommendations of the 
Department, it is confidently expected that, before 
-the close of the next fiscal year, all who are enti- 
-tled to the benefits of the act will have received 
their warrants. 

„The Secretary of the Interior has suggested in 
his report various amendments of the laws relating 


and men of a high order of 


“Fhe proper disposal of the:mineral:lands of. 
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ments:into Utah and Oregon, have giver increased 
interest and. importance to our-relations with the 
aboriginal race. 

“No material change has taken place within the 
Jast year in the condition and prospects of the In- 
dian tribes who reside in the Northwestern. Terri- 
tory and.west of the Mississippi river. We are 
at peace with all of them; and it will be a source 
of pleasure to you to learn that they are gradually 
advancing in civilization and the pursuits of social 
lifes: => ý ` 
“Along the Mexican frontier, and in California 
and Oregon, there have been occasional manifest- 
ations.of unfriendly feeling, and some depredations 
committed. I am satisfied, however, that they 
resulted more from the destitute and starving con- 
dition of the Indians than‘from any settled hostil- 
ity toward the whites. As the settlements of our 
citizens progress towards them, the game upon 
which they mainly rely for subsistence is dtiven 
off or.destroyed, and the only alternative left to 
them is starvation or plunder. “It becomes us to 
consider, in view of this condition of things, 
whether. justice and humanity, as well as an en- 
lightened economy, do not require that, instead of 
seeking to punish them for offences which are the 
result of our own policy towards them, we should 
not provide for their immediate wants, and en> 
courage them to engage in agriculture, and to rely 
on their labor, instead of the chase, for the means 
of support. , : 

Various important treaties have been negotiated 
with different tribes duting the year, by which 
their. title to large and valuable tracts of country 
has keen extinguished: all of which will, at the 
proper'time, be submitted to the Senate for ratifi- 
cation, 

The joint commission under the treaty of Gua- 
dalupe Hidalgo has been actively engaged in run- 
ning and marking the boundary line between the 
United States and Mexico. It was stated in the 
last annual report of the Secretary off the Interior 
that the initial point on the Pacific and. the point 
of junction of the Gila with the Colorada river 
had been determined, and the intervening line, 
about one hundred and fifty miles in length, run 
and marked"by temporary monument. Since that 
time a monument of marble has been erected at 
the initial point, and permanent landmarks of iron 
haye been placed at suitable distances along the 
line. 

The initial point on the Rio Grande has also 
been fixed by the commissioners at latitude. 320 
99’, and at the date of the last communication the 
survey of the line had been made thence west- 
ward about one hundred and fifty miles, to the 
neighborhood of the copper mines. 

The commission on our part was at first organ- 
ized on a scale which experience proved to be un- 
wieldy and attended with unnecessary expense. 
Orders have, therefore, been issued for the reduc- 
tion of thë number of persons employed within 
the smallest limits consistent with the safety of 
those engaged in the service and the prompt and 
efficient execution of their important duties. 

Returns have been received from all the officers 
engaged in taking the census in the States and 
Territories, except California. The superintend- 
ent employed to make the enumeration in. that 


State has not yet made his full report, from causes, 


as he alleges, beyond his control. This failure is 
much to be-répretted;as-it has-prevented the Sec- 
retary of the Interior from making the decennial 
apportionment of representatives among the States, 
as required by the act approved May 23, 1850. It 
is. hoped, however, the returns will soon be re- 
ceived, and no time will then be lost in making 
the necessary apportionment, and in transmitting 
the certificates required by law. 

The Superintendent of'the Seventh Census is 
diligently employed, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, in classifying and ar- 
ranging, in tabular form, all the statistical inform- 
ation derived from the returns of the marshals, 
and it is believed that when the work shall be 
conipleted it will exhibit a more perfect. view of 
the population, wealth, occupations, and. social 
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condition of a great country than. has ever been 
presented to the world. The value of such’ a 
work, as the basis of enlightened. legislation, can 
hardly be overestimated; and I earnestly hope that 
Congress will lose no.time in making the appro- 
priations necessary to complete the classifications, 
and to publish theresults in a stylé worthy of the 
subject and of our national Character. ER 

The want of a uniform fee. bill, prescribing the 
compensation to be allowed district. attorneys, 
clérks, marshals, and commissioners in civil and 
criminel cases, is the cause of much vexation, in- 
justice, and complaint. I would recommend a 
thorough revision of the laws on the whole subject, 
and the adoption of a tariff of fees which, as faras 
practicable, should bé uniform, and prescribe a 
specific compensation for every service which the 
officer may be required to 
will be fully presented in 
tary of the Interior? 

In my last annual message I gave briefly my 
reasons for believing that you possessed the con- 
Stitutional power to improve the harbors of our 
great lakes and sea-coast, and the navigation of our 
principal rivers, and recommended that appropria- 
tions should be made for completing such works 
as had already been commenced, and for com- 
mencing such others as might seem to the wisdom 
of Congress to be of public and general importance. 
Without repeating the reasons then urged, I deem 
it my duty again to call your attention to thisim- 
portant subject. The works on many of the har- 
bors were left in an unfinished state, and, conse- 
quently, exposed to the action of the elements, 
which is fast destroying them. Great numbers of 
lives and vast amounts of property are annually 
lost for want of safe and convenient harbors on the 
lakes. None but those who have been exposed 
to that dangerous navigation can fully appreciate 
the importance of this subject. The whole North- 
west appeals to you for relief, and I trust their 
appeal will receive due consideration at your 
hands. 

The same is in a measure true in regard to some 
of the harbors and inlets ori the sea-coast. 

The unobstructed nevigshon of our Jarge rivers 
is of equal importance. Our settlements are now 
extending to the sources of the great rivers which 
empty into, and form a part of the Mississippi, 
and the value of the public lands in those regions 
would be greatly enhanced by freeing the naviga- 
tion of those waters from obstructions. In view, 
therefore, of this great interest, I deem it my duty 
again to urge upon Congress to make such appro- 
priations fo. these improvements. as they may 

eem necessary. 

The survey of the Delta of the Mississippi, with 
a view to the prevention of the overflows that have 
proved so disastrous to that region of country, 

ave been nearly completed, and the reports thereof 
are now in course of preparation, and will shortly 
be laid before you. 

The protection of our southwestern frontier, and 
of the adjacent Mexiean States, against the Indian 
tribes within our border, has claimed my earnest 
and constant attention. Congress having failed, 
at the last session, to adopt my recommendation 
that an additional regiment of mounted men spe- 
cially adapted to that service should be raised, all 
that remained to be done was to make the best 
use of the means at my disposal. Accordingly, 
all the troops adapted to that service that could 
properly be spared from other quarters have been 
concentrated on that frontier, and officers of high 
reputation selected to command them. A new 
arrangement of the military posts has also been 
made, whereby the troops are brought nearer to 
the Mexican frontier and to the tribes. they are in- 
tended to overawe. f 

Sufficient time has not yet elapsed to realize all 
the benefits that are expected to result from these 
arrangements, but I have every reason to hope 
that they will effectually check their marauding 
expeditions. The nature of the country, which 
‘furnishes little for the support of an army, and 


e report of the Secre- 


abounds in places of refuge and concealment, is | 


remarkably well adapted to this predatory. war- 
fare; and we can scarcely hope that any military 
force, combined with the greatest vigilance, can 
entirely suppress it. . 

By the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo we are 
bound to protect the territory of Mexico against 
the incursions of the savage tribes within our 
border “ with equal diligence and energy” as if 


perform: This subject |j 
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| invite your early attention. 
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our. citizens. “Ihave endeavored tò comply, as 
far as possible, with this provision of. the treaty. 
Orders have been: given to the officers command- 
ing oï that frontier to consider the Mexican terri: 
tory and its inhabitants as equally with our own 
enütled to their protection; and to make all their 
plans and arrangements with a view to the attain- 
ment of this object. Instructions have also been 
given to the Indian commissioners. and agents 
among these tribes, in all treaties, to make the 


clauses designed for the protection of our own j 


citizens apply also to those of Mexico... -I have 
no reason to doubt that these, instructions have 
been fully carried into effect.. Nevertheless, it is 
probable that, in spite of all our efforts, some.of 
the neighboring States of Mexico may have suf- 
fered, as our own have, from depredations by the 
Indians. . C 
To the difficulties of. defending our own terri- 
tory, as above mentioned, are superadded, in de-+ 
fending that of Mexico, those that arise from its 
remoteness, from the fact that we have no right to 
station our troops within her limits, and that there 


is no efficient military force on the Mexican side | 


to codperate with our own. So long as this shall 
continue to be the case, the number and activity of 
our troops will rather increase -than diminish the 
evil, as the Indians will naturally turn towards 
that country where they encounter the least re- 
sistance. Yet these troops are necessary to sub- 


į due them, and to compel them to make and ob- 


serve treaties. Until this shall have been done. 
neither country will enjoy any security from their | 
attacks, 

The Indians in California, who had previously 
appeared of a peaceable character, and disposed 
te cultivate the friendship of the whites, have re- 
cently committed several acts of hostility. Asa 
large portion of the reinforcements sent to the 
Mexican frontier were drawn from the Pacific, 
the’ military force now stationed there is consid- 
ered entirely inadequate to its defence. It cannot 
be increased, however, without an increase of the 
Army; and I again recommend that measure as 
indispensable to the protection of the frontier. 

I invite your attention to the suggestions on this 
subject, and on others connected with his Depart- 
ment, in the report of the Secretary of War. 

The appropriations for the support of the Army 
during the current fiscal year ending 30th June | 
next, were reduced fay below the estimate submit- 
ted by the Department. The consequence of this 
reduction is a considerable deficiency, to which I 


The expenditures of that Department, for the 
year ending 30th June last, were $9,060,268 58. 
The estimates for the year commencing Ist July 
next and ending June 30, 1853, are $7,898,775 83; 
showing a reduction of $1,161,492 75. 

The Board of Commissioners, to whom the 


| management of the affairs of the Military Asylum 


created by the act of 3d March last was intrusted, 
have selected a site for the establishment of an 
asylum in the vicinity of this city, which has 


| been approved by me, subject to the production 


of a satisfactory title. ; 
The report of the Secretary of the Navy will 


exhibit the condition of the public service under | 


the supervision of that Department. Our naval 
force afloat during the present year has been 
actively and usefully employed in giving protec- 
tion to our widely-extended and increasing com- 
merce and interests in the various quarters of the 
globe, and our flag has everywhere afforded the 
security and received the respect inspired by the 
justice and liberality of our intercourse, and the 
dignity and power of the nation. 

The expedition commanded by Lieutenant De 
Haven, dispatched in search of the British. com- 
mander, Sir John Franklin, and his companions 
in the Arctic Seas, returned to New York in the 
month of October, after having undergone great 
peril and suffering fromanunknown and dangerous 
navigation and the rigors of a northern climate, 
without any satisfactory information of the objects 
of their search, but with new contributions to 
science and navigation from the unfrequented 
polar regions. The officers and men of the expe- 
dition, having been. all volunteers for this service, 
and having so conducted it as to meet the entire 
approbation of the Government, it 1s suggested, 
as an act of grace and generosity, that the same 
allowances of extra pay and emoluments be ex- 
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ude within our territory or against | 


tended to them that we 
men of like rating in the Te 
to the South Seas: $ : j 
‘I earnestly recommend. to your att 
necessity of reorganizing the nava } 
apportioning and fixing the number of o 
éach gradé, providing some mode of promoti 
the higher grades of the Navy, having referen 
merit and capacity, rather than ‘seniority 
of entry into the service, and for retiring from 
effective list upon. reduced pay those who mi 
incompetent to the performance’ of active < 
AS a measure of economy, as well as of'efliciency 
in this arm of the service, the’ provision last tY 
|| tioned is eminently worthy of your cons. 
tion. k 
The determination of the questions of relative 
rank between the sea officers and civil officers of 
the Navy, and betiveen officers of the Army and 
Navy, in the various grades of each, will also 
merit your attention. ‘The failure to provide any 
substitute, when corporal punishment was abdl- 
ished for offences in the Navy, has occasioned the 
convening of numerous~courts-martial: upon: the 
arrival of vessels in port, and is believed to. have 
had an injurious effectupon the discipline and. epi- 
ciency of the service. To moderate punishment 
from one grade to another is among ‘the humane 
reforms of the age; but to abolish one of severity, 
which applied so generally to offences on ship- 
board, and provide nothing in its stead, is to sup- 
posea progress of improvement in every indiyidual 
among seamen which is not assumed by the legis- 
lature in respect to any other class of men. “It is 
hoped that Congress, in the ample opportunity 
afforded by the present session, will thoroughly 
investigate this important subject, and establish 
such modes of determining guilt, and such grada- 
tions of punishment, as are consistent with human- 
ity and the personal rights of individnals, and at 
the same time shall insure the most energetic and 
efficient. performance of duty and the suppression 
of crime in our ships of war. > 
The stone dock in the navy-yard at New York, 
which was ten years in process of construction, 
has been so far finished as to be surrendered, up to 
the authorities of the yard. The dry-dock’ at 
Philadelphia is reported as completed, and is €x- 
ected soon to be tested and delivered over to the 
agents of the Government. That at Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire, is also nearly ready for delivery 
and a contract has been concluded, agreeably to the 
act of Congress at its last session, for a floating 
section dock on the bay of San Francisco.. 1 in- 
vite your attention to the recommendation of the 
Departmenttouching the establishment of anavy- 
yard in conjunction with this dock on the Pacific: 
Such a station is highly necessary to the conveni- 
ence and effectiveness. of our fleet in that ocean, 
which must be expected to increase with the growth 
of commerce and the rapid extension of our whale 
i fisheries over its waters. : ; 
The Naval Academy at Annapolis, under are- 
vised and improved system of regulations, now 
affords opportunities of education and instruction 
| to the pupils quite equal, it is believed, for pro- 
fessional improvement, to those enjoyed by the 
cadets in the Military Academy. A large ‘class 
of acting midshipmen was received at thé com- 
mencement of the last academic term, and.a piac» 
| tice-ship has been attached to the institution, to, 
afford the amplest means for regular instruction 
in seamanship, as well as for cruises during the 
vacations of three or four months in each year. 
The advantages of science in nautical affairs 
have rarely been more strikingly illustrated than 
‘in the fact stated. in the report of the Navy De- 
partment, that, by-means of the wind and current 
charts, projected - and prepared by Lieutenant 
Maury, the Superintendent of the Naval Observa- 
tory, the passage from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
ports of our country has been shortened by about 
forty days. ; 
The estimates for the support of the Navy and 
Marine Corps the ensuing fiscal year will be found 
i to be $5,856,472 19, the estimates for the current 
year being $5,900,621. , 
The estimates for special objects 
trol of this Department amount to g! 
against $2,210,980 for the present -year, the in- 
crease being occasioned by the additional mail ser- 
vice on the Pacific coast and the construction of 
the dock in California, authorized at the last:ses- 
sion of Congress, and some slight additions nnder 
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the head of improvements and repairs in navy- 
yards, buildings, and machinery. _ 

Ideem it.of much importance toa justeconomy, 
and a correct understanding of naval expenditures, 
that there should be an entire separation of the ap- 
propriations. for the support of the naval service 
proper from those for permanent improvements 
at navy-yard sand stations, and from ocean steam- 
mail service; and other special objects assigned to 
the supervision of this Department. 

The report of the Postmaster General, herewith 
communicated, presents an interesting view of the 
progress, operations, and condition of his Depart- 
ment, j 

At the close of the last fiscal year, the length of 
mail rotites within the United States was 196,290 
miles; the annual transportation thereon 53,272,252 
miles; and the annual cost of such transportation 
$3,421,754. 

The length of the foreign- mail routes is estima- 
ted at 18,349 miles, and the annual transportation 
therein at 615,206 miles. The annual cost of this 
service is $1,472,187, of which $448,937 is paid 
by the Post Office Department, and $1,023,250 is 
paid through the Navy Department. 

The annual transportation within the United 
States (excluding the service in California and 
Oregon, which is ‘now, for the first time, reported 
and embraced in the tabular statements of the De- 
partment) exceeds that of the preceding year 

6,162,855 miles, at an increased cost of $547,110. 

The'whole number of post offices in the United 
States on the 30th day of June last was 19,796. 
There were 1,698 post offices established, and 256 
discontinued during the year. . 

The gross revenues of the Department for the 
fiscal year, ineluding the appropriations for the 
franked matter of Congress, of the Departments, 
and officers of Government, and excluding the for- 
eign postages, collected for, and payable to, the 
British post office, amounted to $6,727,866 78. 

The expenditures for the same period (excluding 
$20,599 49, paid under an award of the Auditor, 
in pursuance of a resolution of the last Congress, 
for mail service on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers 
in 1832 and 1833, and the amount paid to the Brit- 
ish post office for foreign postages collected for and 

ayable to that office) amounted to $6,024,566 79; 

eaving a balance of revenue over the proper ex- 
` penditures of the year of $703,299 99. 

The receipts for postages during the year (ex- 


cluding the foreign postages collected for and pay- || 


able to the British post office) amounted to 
$6,345,747 21, being an increase of $997,610 79, 
or 18.65-100 per cent. over the like receipts for the 
preceding year. 

The reduction of postage, under the act of March 
last, did not take effect until the commencement of 
the present fiscal year. The accounts for the first 
quarter, under the operation of the reduced rates, 
will not be settled before January next; and no 
reliable estimate of the receipts for the present year 
can yet be made, It is believed, however, that 
they will fall far short of those of the last year. 
The surplus of the revenues now on hand is, how- 
ever, so large that no further appropriation from 
the Treasury in aid of the revenues of the Depart- 
ment is required for the current fiscal year; but an 
additional appropriation for the year ending June 
30, 1853, will probably be found necessary when 
the receipts of the first two quarters of the fiscal 
year are fully ascertained. , 

In his last annual report the Postmaster General 
recommended a reduction of postage to rates which 
he deemed as low as could be prudently adopted, 
unless Congress was prepared to appropriate from 
the Treasury, for the support of the Department, 
a sum more than equivalent to the mail services 
performed by it for the Government. The recom- 
mendations of the Postmaster General, in respect 
to letter postage, except on letters from and to 
California and Oregon, were substantially adopted 
by the last Congress. He now recommends ad- 
herence to the present letter rates, and advises 
against a further reduction until justified by the 
revenue of the Department. 

He also recommends that the rates of postage 
on printed matter be so revised as to render them 
more simple, and more uniform in their operation 
upon all classes of printed matter. I submit the 
recommendations of the report to your favorable 
consideration. 

The public statutes of the United States have 
now been accumulating for mere than sixty years, 


i 


and, interspersed with private acts, are scattered 
through numerous volumes; and, from the cost of 
the whole, have become almost inaccessible to the 
great mass of the'community. They also exhibit 
much of the incongruity and imperfection of hasty 
legislation. As it seéms.to be generally conceded 
that there is no ‘common law”? of the United 
States to supply the defects. of their legislation, it 
is most important that that legislation should be 
as perfect as possible, defining every power in- 
tended to be conferred, every crime intended to be 
made punishable, and prescribing the punishment 
to be inflicted. In addition to some particular 
cases spoken of more at length, the whole criminal 
code is now lamentably defective. Some offences 
are imperfectly described, and others are entirely 
omitted; so that flagrant crimes may be committed 
with impunity. The scale of punishment is not 
in all cases graduated according to the degree and 
nature of the offence, and is often rendered more 
unequal by the different modes of imprison- 


|| ment, or penitentiary confinement, in the different 


States. 

Many laws of a permanent character have been 
introduced into appropriation bills, and it is often 
difficult to determine whether the particular clause 
expires with the temporary act of which it is a 
part, or continues in force. It has also frequently 
happened that enactments and provisions of law 
have been introduced into bills, with the title or 
general subject of which they have little or no 
connection or relation. In this mode of legisla- 
tion so many enactments have been heaped upon 

| each other, and often with but little consideration, 
| that, in many instances, it is difficult to search out 
| and determine what is the law. 

The Government of the United States is em- 

phatically a government of written laws. The 
statutes should, therefore, as far as practicable, 
not only be made accessible to all, but be expressed 
in language so plain and simple as to be under- 
| stood by all, and arranged in such method as to 
| give perspicuity to every subject. Many of the 
: States have revised their public acts with great and 
; manifest benefit; and I recommend that provision 
be made by law for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to revise the public statutes of the United 
: States, arranging them in order, supplying deficien- 
| cies, correcting incongruities, simplifying their 
‘language, and reporting them to Congress for its 
action, 

An act of Congress, approved 30th September, 
1850, contained a provision for the extension of 
| the Capitol, according to such plan as might be 
| approved by the President, and appropriated ‘one 
; hundred thousand dollars to be expended under 
i, his direction, by such architect as he should ap- 
i point to execute the same. On examining the 
| various plans which had been submitted by dif- 
| ferent architects, in pursuance of an advertisement 
| by a committee of the Senate, no one was found 
| to be entirely satisfactory, and it was therefore 
| deemed advisable to combine and adopt the advan- 
| tages of several. 
| ‘The great object to be accomplished was to make 
i such an addition as would afford ample and con- 
| venient halls for the deliberations of the two 
Houses of Congress, with sufficient accommoda- 
| tions for spectators, and suitable apartments for 
| the committees and officers of the two branches of 

the Legislature. It was also desirable not to mar 
| the harmony and beauty of the present structure, 
| which, as a specimen of architecture, is so univer- 
| sally admired. Keeping these objects in view, I 
| concluded to make the addition by wings, detached 
from the present building, yet connected with it by 
corridors. This mode of enlargement will leave 
the present Capitol uninjured, and afford great ad- 
vantages for ventilation and the admission of light, 
and will enable the work to progress without inter- 
: rupting the deliberations of Congress. To carry 
this plan into effect, I have appointed an experi- 
ertced and competent architect. The corner-stone 
was laid on the 4th day of July last, with suitable 
ceremonies, since which time the work hag ad- 
vanced with commendable rapidity, and the foun- 
; dations of both wings are now nearly complete. 
I again coramend to your favorable regard the 
| interests of the District of Columbia, and deem it 
only necessary to remind you that although its 
inhabitants have no voice in the choice of Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, they are not the less enti- 
tled to a just and liberal consideration in your 
legislation. My opinions on this subject were 


| your special attention. 


more fully expressed in my last annual communi- 
cation. 3 

Other subjects were brought to the attention of 
Congress in my last annual message, to which E 
would respectfully refer. But there was one of 
more than ordinary interest, to which Lagain invite 
I allude to the recommen- 
dation for the appointment of a commission to set- 
tle private claims against the United States. Jus- 
tice to individuals, as well as to the Government, 
imperatively'demands that some more convenient 
and expeditious mode than an appeal to Congress 
should be adopted. 

It is deeply to be regretted that in several iñ- 

stances officers of the Government, in attempting 
to execute the law for the return of fugitives from 
labor, have been openly resisted, and their efforts 
frustrated and defeated by lawless and violent 
mobs; that in one ease such resistance resulted in 
the death of an estimable citizen, and in others se- 
rious injury ensued to those officers and so indi- 
viduals who were using their endeavors to sustain 
the laws. Prosecutions have been instituted against 
the alleged offenders, so far as they could be iden- 
tified, and are still pending. J haveregarded it as 
| my duty, in these cases, to give all aid legally in 
my power to the enforcement of the laws, and I 
shall continue to do so wherever and whenever 
| their execution may be resisted. 
The act of Congress for the return of fugitives 
| from labor is one required and demanded by the 
express words of the Constitution. 
| he Constitution declares, “That no person 
| ‘held to service or labor in one State, under the 
‘laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in con- 
‘ sequence of any law or regulation therein, be dis- 
‘ charged from such service or labor, but shall be 
‘ delivered up on claim of the party to whom such 
‘service or labor may bedue.”’ This constitutional 
provision is equally obligatory upon the Legisla- 
tive, the Executive, and Judicial Departments of 
the Government, and upon every citizen of the 
United States. 

Congress, however, must, from necessity, first 
act upon the subject, by prescribing the proceed- 
| ings necessary to ascertain that the person is a 

fugitive, and the means to be used for his restora- 
tion to the claimant. This was done by an act 
| passed during the first term of President Wash- 
j ington, which was amended by that enacted by 
the last Congress, and it now remains for the 
| Executive and Judicial Departments to take care 


j that these laws be faithfully executed. This in- 
| junction of the Constitution is as peremptory and 
j as binding as any other; it stands exactly on the 
| same foundation as that clause which provides for 
| the return of fugitives from justice, or that which 
| declares that no billof attainder or ex post facto law 
i shall be passed, or that which provides for an 
| equality of taxation according to the census, or 
i the clause declaring thatall duties shall be uniform 
| throughout the United States, or the important 


| provision that the trial of all crimes shall be by 


|i jury. These several articles and clauses of the 
i Constitution, all resting on the same authority, 


' must stand or fall together. Some objections have 
| been urged against the details of the act for the 
return of fugitives from labor; but it is worthy of 
remark that the main opposition is aimed against 
| the Constitution itself, and proceeds from persons 
| and classes of persons, many of whom declare 
their wish to see that Constitution overturned. 
They avow their hostility to any law which shall 
give full and practical effect to this requirement of 
the Constitution. Fortunately, the number of 
these persons is comparatively small, and is bè- 
lieved to be daily diminishing, but the issue which 
they present is one which involves the supremacy 
and even the existence of the Constitution. 

Cases have heretofore arisen in which individ- 
uals have denied the binding authority of acts of 
Congress, and even States have proposed to nullify 
such acts, upon the ground that the Constitution 
was the supreme law of the land, and that those, 
acts of Congress were repugnant to that instrument; 
but nullification is now aimed, not so much against 
particular laws as being inconsistent with the Con- 
stitution, as against the Constitution itself; and it 
is not to be disguised ‘that a spirit exists and has 
been actively at work.to rend. asunder this Union, 
which is our cherished inheritance from our rev- 
i olutionary fathers. 


In my last annual message I stated that I con- 
sidered the series of measures, which had been 
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adopted at the previous session, in reference to the 
agitation growing out of the Territorial and slavery 
questions, as a final settlement in principle and 
substance of the dangerous and exciting subjects 
which they embraced; and I recommend adherence 
to the adjustment. established by those measures, 
until time and experience should demonstrate the 
necessity. of further legislation to guard against. 
evasion or-abuse. I “was not.induced. to. make 
this ‘recommendation. because I: thought those. 
measures perfect, for no human legislation. can be 
perfect. i 
can only be reconciled. by yielding something on 
all sides, and this result had been reached after an 


angry conflict of many months, in which one part |; 


of the country was arrayed against another, and 
violent convulsion seemed to be imminent. Look- 
ing at the interesis of the whole country, I felt it 
to be my duty to seize upon this compromise as | 
the best that could be obtained amid conflicting | 
interests, and to insist upon it as a final settlement, 
to be adhered to by all who value the peace and 
welfare of the country. A year has now elapsed 
since that recommendation was made.. To. that | 
recommendation I still adhere, and I congratulate 
you and the country upon the general acquiescence 
in these measures of peace which has been exhib- 
ited in all parts of the Republic. And not only is 
there this general acquiescence in these measures, 
but the spirit of conciliation which has been mani- | 
fested in regard to them in all parts of the country | 
has removed doubts and uncertainties in the minds | 
of thousands of good men concerning the durabil- 
ity of our popular institutions, and given renewed 
assurance that our Liberty and our Union may 
subsist together for the benefit of this and all suc- | 
ceeding generations. 

MILLARD FILLMORE. 

WASHINGTON, December 2, 1851. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, moved that the mes- 
sage be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
thestate of the Union, and be printed for the use of 
the members; which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. B. then moved that 15,000 copies extra of | 
the President’s message and the accompanying | 
documents be printed for the use of the members. 

Mr. EVANS inquired whether that was the 
usual number? 

Mr. BAYLY responded in the affirmative. 

The question being put upon the resolution, it; 
was concurred in. 
MË STANTON, of Tennessee, moved that the | 
House adjourn. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will 
allow me, I desire to know whether, if the House 
adjourn now, the first business in order in the | 
morning will be the drawing for seats under the | 
resolution of the gentleman from New Hamp- | 
shire, {Mr. Fimearp.] Se | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, in conse- | 
quence of the limitation, that the ‘time will have | 
expired. | 

Several Mempers. ‘Then let us proceed now. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If that is true, I hope į 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sranton] 
will withdraw his motion, that we may execute 
that business now. : f 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think it has expired quite 
as much now as it would to-morrow. 

Mr JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to my colleague that he withdraw his motion to 
adjourn, and 
past twelve o’clock, to-morrow. 

Several Mempers: “Agreed”? “Agreed!” 

Mr. STANTON withdrew his motion to ad- | 


Wide- differences and jarring opinions || 


moveto postpone the order until half | 


journ. 


Mr. 


JONES moved that the order for drawing 
for seats be postponed until half-past twelve 


o'clock, to-morrow; which motion was agreed to. |! 


On motion of Mr. JONES, 
The House thereupon adjourned. 


By Mr. CHURCHWELL: A bill to amend the act ap- 
proved 28th September, 1850, granting bounty tand to the 
soldiers of the different wars, aud the widows and minor 
children of the same, so as to make the land warrants so 
issued assignable. y 


i 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
i 
NOTICES OF BILLS. | 
i 
1 
ji 
By Mr. BRIGGS: i 


A bill to establish a Mint of the Uni- i 

ed Statesinthe city of New York. ; 
wiy Me, STUART: A bill granting to the State of Mich- | 
igan the right of way and a donation of public land for 
the construction of a ship canal around the Falls of St. 

ary’s, in said State. - 
wy Mr. DISNEY: A bill to provide for the construction 
of a free canal around the Falla of the Ohio river. 


By Mr. MARSHALL of California: A bill to authorize 
and direct thée:payment of certain moneys into the treasury 
of the Stateof California, which were collected. in the 
ports of said State, as a revenue upon imports, since the 
ratification. of the treaty of peace between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico, and prior to the admis- 
sion of said State into the Union. $ É 

“Also, a bill. to establish a branch Mint of the United 
States in the’ State of California. 

Also, a bill to provide for the location and. construction 
of a central national railroad from the Mississippi river. to 
the Pacific oceane ~ ` ; ae 

Also, a bill to reduce the rates of postage on newspapers, 
and to establish a uniform rate of postage on letters through- 
out the United States. ‘ 

Also, a bill to establish a line of ocean mail steamers 
from San Francisco, in California, via the Sandwich | 
Islands, to Shanghai, in China. 

Also;:a bill to pay.the expenses incurred for the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities in California. 

Also, a bill granting the right of way for, and to aid in the 
construction of, a line of telegraph from the Mississippi 
river to the Pacific ocean. i 

Also, a bill to ereate a Board of Commissioners. for the 
settlement of claims for military services in the State of 
California. 

Also, a bill to establish a navy-yard and naval depét in 
California. i 

.Also,a bill to establish assay offices of the Mint of the 
United States at Sacramento City and Stockton, in Cali- 
fornia. 

Also, a bill to provide for the survey of the public lands 
in California, the granting of donation privileges therein, 
and for other purposes. 

By Mr. DEAN: A bill to reduce the postage on news- 
papers and perodicals, and to establish a uniform rate 
thereon. 

By Mr. HARRIS of Tennessee: A joint resolution ex- 
planatory of the act of 28th September, 1850, entitled “ An 
act granting hounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
who have been in the military service of the United States.’? 

By Mr. OLDS: A Dill extending to Louis Kossuth the 
privileges of citizen of the United States of America. 

By Mr. PEASLEE : A bill entitled “ An act authorizing į 
the payment of interest to the State of New Hampshire, for 
advances made for the use of the United States in repelling 
invasions, and suppressing insurrection at Indian Stream 
in said State.” 

Also, a bill entitled ‘ An act for the settlement and pay- 
ment of the claims of the State of New Hampshire for the 
services of her militia and for disbursements for military 
purposes during the late war with Great Britain.” 

By Mr. SIBLEY : A bili to grant to the Territory of Min- 
nesota certain Jands for the construction of a railroad from 
the falls of St. Louis river of Lake Superior to a point on 
the Mississippi river. 

A bill to provide for the construction of, and continuation 
of, certain roads in the Territory of Minnesota. 

A bill to provide for the removal of obstructions in the 
Mississippi river, above the Falls of St. Anthony. 

A bill to provide for the appointment of a surveyor gen- 
eral of public lands in the Territory of Minnesota. t 
A bill to provide for the establishment of an additional 

land district in the Territory of Minnesota. 


MEMORIALS. 


The; following memorials were presented under the rule, 
and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. STANTON of Kentucky: The memorial of | 
William V. Morris of Kentucky, asking that the Secretary 
of the Treasury be directed to pay him his portion of the 
prize money awarded by Congress to those engaged in the | 
expeditionZagainst the enemy on Lake Bourgne, in the year | 
1815. 

Also, the memorial of William H. Scott, for indemnity for 
loss sustained by the failure of the Postmaster General to 
give him a mail route agreeably to contract. | 

Also,'the memorial of the hcirs of Philip R. Rice, praying 
payment for a vessel impressed into the service of the Uni- 
ted States during the revolutionary war, and lost while | 
in the service. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespar, December 3, 1851. 

The Hon. R. F. Srocxron, of New Jersey, ap- 
peared in his seat, and was sworn. | ; 

Mr. SEWARD asked and obtained leave to | 
withdraw the petition and papers of Nancy King, | 
praying for compensation for the services of her : 
father, a revolutionary soldier. i 


NOTICES. 

Mr. MORTON gave notice of his intention to | 

ask leave to introduce a bill granting the right of | 

way to a railroad from Pensacola Bay, in the State | 

of Florida, to Montgomery, in the State of Ala- | 

bama, and a grant of land to aid in the construc- i 
tion of said road. 


| 
i 
H 
l 


i 

Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to i 
introduce a joint resolution relative to printing the | 
returns of the Seventh Census. | 


to ask leave to introduce a joint resolution making 


portion 6: 


Mr. UNDER W OOD gave notice of his intention | 


land warrants assignable. 


a BILLS INTRODUCED, =. 
Mr. ATCHISON, pursiiant to previous ni 
askeď and obtained-leave to introduceéa bill: 
ing the ae of way and. making a-donation of 
| the public lands to the State. of Mi 
souri, to-aid in the construction of a railroad fr 
Hannibal to St. Joseph’s; in said State; which was 
read a first time, and ordered to asécond reading. 
“Mr. MORTON, in pursuance of previous n 
tice, asked and obtained leave to. introduce. a 
granting the right of way to the Florida, Atlantic, 
and Gulf-Central Railroad Company through the 
public lands, and appropriating ane to the State 
of. Florida in aid of the construction’ of said rail~ 
road and branches; which was read a first time,. - 
and ordered to a second reading. coe 


SECOND READING OF BILLS. 

The following bills were read a second. time, 
and, until the appointment of committees, were 
laid upon the table: > : ; 

A bill granting land to the State of Towa in aid 
of the construction of a railroad in said State; | 

A bill granting to the State of Ohio-the unsold. 
ang unappropriated public lands remaining in said 

tate. : 5 ; gat eee 
RECEPTION AND ENTERTAINMENT OF KOS= 


SUTH. 

The following joint resolution came up in its, 
order, and was read a second time: 

Joint Resolution in relation to the reception and entertain- 
ment of Louis. Kossuth, Governor of Hungary; in the 
United States. ` . i : 
Beit, §c., That a joint committee of the two Houses öf 

Congress, to consist of —— members of the Senate and — 

members of the House of Representatives, be appointed by 

the Presiding Officers ofthe respective Houses to make suit- 
able arrangements for the reception of Louis Kossuth, Gov- 
emor of Hungary, on his arrival in the United States, and 
to communicate to him assurances of the profound respect 
entertained for him by the people of the United States; and 
to tender to him, on the part of Congress, and in the name 
of the people of the United States, the hospitalities of the 

Metropolis of the Union. 

The resolution being before the Senate, 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I shall not under- 
take to address the Senate at length upon the res- 
olution. I have already stated the reasons which 
induced me to offer it. It has been laid upon’ the 
tables of honorable Senators for some days.: They 
have had a fair opportunity of examining it. 
They know the object of it. They know all the 
circumstances connected with it. I trust we shall 
have a unanimous vote in favor of the passage of 
the resolution. I hope that no delay will be inter~ 
posed here, because the other House will have no 
opportunity of acting upon it in time if we dela: 
its passage. I understand that Governor Kossut 
is expected in New York to-day, and if we are to 
receive him in a manner which is supposed to be 
proper by the Government and by all intelligent 
persons, with one or two exceptions, with whom 
I have conversed, it seems to me that we ought 
at once to adopt such a resolution as the one before 
the Senate. $ 

As there are two blanks in the resolution, Imove - 
to fill them in such manner as to make the joint 
committee to consist of three members of the Sen- 
ate and five members of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Reference has been made 


iin the message of the President to a resolution 


passed by the two Houses of Congress.at the last 
session in relation to Kossuth and his companions. 
My recollection of the. terms of that resolution 
may be wrong, and therefore I ask that it may be 


read. 
The Secrerary read the resolution, as follows: 


A Resolution for the relief of Louis Kossuth and his Asso- 
ciates, exiles from Hungary. 

Whereas the people of the United States sincerely sym- 
pathize with the Hungarian exiles, Kossuth and his asso- 
ciates, and fully appreciate the magnanimous conduct of 
the Turkish Government in receiving and treating these 
noble exiles witb kindness and hospitality; and if it be the 
wish of these exiles to emigrate to the United States, and 
the will of the Sultan to permit them to leave his domin- 
iens: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That the President of the United States be and he 
hereby is requested to authorize the employment of some 
one of the public vessels which may now be cruising in 
the Mediterranean to receive and convey to the United 
States the said Louis Kossuth and his associates in cap- 
tivity. 

The PRESIDENT stated the question to be‘on 
the motion to fill the blanks respectively with-the 
figures “3” and 5,7 J 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, perhaps it 


-amended to suit its friends; as I believe the most 


22. 
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would be as well tó meetithe question at-once upon 
the proposition to fill theseblanks.” I am not pre- 
pared myself, as a representative of one of. the 
States of this Union, to adopt this resolution,’ As 
ani individual, as a citizen of the United States, I 
am willing to show to Kossuth that respect which, 
my judgment and my feelings may dictate; but in 
my capacity asa Senator I cannot éonsent.to what 
ig here proposed. I know. of no precedent ‘in the | 
history. of our legislation which would justify the 
adoption of this resolution. I have never known 
such marked distinction shown to any distinguished 
citizen of our own country, whether a military man 
oracivilian. I sée nothing in the character of this 
distinguished individual which should make the 
Government of the United States get up agreat || 
pageant on his account, and distinguish him from | 
all other men. who ‘have ever lived. Has he ever | 
been: connected with our institutions? Has he 
ever rendered any particular service to this country 
to entitle him to this mark of distinction? Not at 
all. Itis true he is a great man, but he is not 
greater than many men who now live, and who 
have lived. His position is such as to call into 
exercise our sympathies for him and his associates 
as men. That sympathy this Government has 
already shown to an extent almost unparalleled by | 
sending one.of the national vessels to receive him 
and his associates, if they were willing to come 
to this country. Have we not done enough to 
show our sympathies and our good feelings? I 
think we have. Against the man’s character and 
course I utter nota word. ‘The American heart is 
open for bis reception. Itis the people who will || 
receive him. Itis the peopleand not the Govern- 
ment that ought to receive him.. Lafayette, when 
he caine to this country, was received in a manner 
which was justifiable on the part of the Govern- 
ment of that day, because he was connected with 
the Revolution which gave us the liberties which 
we enjoy. 
But, sir, I did not intend to discuss this ques- 
tion. Ido not, however, wish the Senate or the 
country to understand that my sympathies towards 
Kossuth are not as strong as the sympathies of the 
Senator from Mississippi. I only object to the 
manner in which it is proposed to receive him. 
Mr. HALE. I would suggest to the Senator 
from Georgia, that he withdraw all opposition to 
this resolution in its present stage, and let it be 


usual course is to allow the friends of a measure 
first to perfect it before a discussion ensues on its 
merits. After the amendments proposed by the 
Senator from Mississippi shall have been adopted 
or rejected, I have an amendment which I propose 
to offer, and which I hope will meet the concur- 
rence of the Senate, and which may possibly make 
the resolution more acceptable to the Senator from |! 
Georgia. My amendment will be to add at the |! 
close of the resolution these words: 


« And also to assure him aud his associates in exile of 
the sympathy of the Congress and people of the United |! 


States with the victims of oppression everywhere, and that |! 
their earnest desire is that the time may speedily arrive 
when the rights of man shall be universally recognized and |! 
respected by every people and Government of the world.” 
If this be added to the resolution, I think it will | 
obviate the objection of the Senator from Georgia; 
because then, instead of being personal to Kos- || 
suth, it would apply to the victims of oppression 
everywhere, without any distinction. ` 
Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I shall not at- 
tempt at the present time to discuss this resolution | 
at large; but I feel bound to express the deep grief | 
and the profound surprise which I must necessa- 
rily feel at such opposition arising in such a quar- |! 
ter. The Senator from Georgia says that such | 
honors as are proposed to be rendered by this reso- |i 
lution have never been heretofore rendered to any i! 
distinguished foreigner, excepting Lafayette. That; 
is probally true; but whether true or not, it seems 
to me to be a matter of the utmost unimportance. 
The gentieman says, by way of assigning a rea- 
son for his course on this occasion, that he sees 
nothing that distinguishes this individual from || 
many other illustrious persons connected with the | 
affairs of nations. In that respect I differ from 
him very much, and | have the very signal advan- |) 
tage of being sustained by the united public senti- |! 
ment of the civilized world. i 
i 
| 


l did not expect that any intelligent member of 
this body would undertake to say, in view of the 
striking facts now presented in all parts of the 
civilized world—in view of that universal outbreak 


Í 


: andithere is but one Kossutu. 


_ vidual and his associates from captivity—having 
secured to him and to them the means of coming to 


of sympathy, of respect, of profound admiration, 
and deep gratitude. almost universally presented 
throughout Christendom towards this individual— 
that hercould see, no difference between him and 
many others. There has been but oné W ASHINGTON, 
And so:the whole 
civilized world determines. “Is the gentleman fa- 
Miliar—hé ought tò be—he doubtless must be— 
with the illustrious history of this distinguished 
person in hisown-country? Does he know that he 
is equally distingdished in'war as in “peace—dis- 
tinguised in legislation, distinguished in the per- 
formance of high executive functions? 

Mr. DAWSON. I would ask the gentleman 
to name the battle in which he was ever distin- 


| guished. 


Mr. FOOTE. If the gentleman will take his 
time I might, in due season, give a biographical 
sketch of Kossuth for his benefit. But there has 
been a book published recently which he can pur- 


chase at a small price, and which will give him | 


full information on the subject. While I should 
be willing to instruct that gentleman, and all other 
members of the Senate, according to my ability, 
if I had leisure, and to accompany the bestowal of 
this instruction with the pronunciation of a well- 
known couplet, which runs thus: 
& Delightful task, to rear the tender thought, 
And teach the young idea how to shoot??— 
on the subject of human freedom; yet I donot con- 
sider the present opportunity the best one which 
could be desired, either for the bestowal of in- 
struction, or the reception of information with re- 
gard to the historic point in question. 
I was proceeding to say, that the Senator from 
Georgia was bound to know that Governor Kos- 


suth was distinguished in war; distinguished in | 
| peace; distinguished as a public speaker, perhaps 


above all others now living; distinguished as a 
profound statesman; distinguished also in the man- 
agement of the fiscal concerns of his country; dis- 
tinguished for his noble disinterestedness evinced 
under all the circumstances of a varied public ca- 
reer; distinguished for his thorough devotion to 
civil and religious liberty; distinguished for the 
extraordinary sacrifices he has made in the cause 
of human freedom; distinguished for the noble 
stand he has taken for the liberties of his coun- 


| trymen against the tyrannical Government of Aus- 


tria, aided and sustained by the still more tyran- 
nical and ynprincipled Government of the Czar of 


Russia. +. i 

Sir, this man has performed acts, he is the 
author of achiévements that must hand him down 
to future ages as, the man of the present age—more 
illustrious in all réspects, in my judgment, than 
any other man that the present generation has 
produced in any quarter of the world. Of a pure 


! and unblemished character, amiable in disposition; 


a stern, unbending republican, though utterly 


! opposed to the accursed doctrines of socialism; 
: possessed of a moral courage which enabled him 
ito declare, even in the midst of a monarchical 


people, his unqualified respect and admiration for 
republican institutions,—such is Kossuru. We 
have invited him hither. Why? Because we 
understood his merits; because we appreciated 
his sufferings; because we sympathized thor- 
oughly with him, as an illustrious public charac- 
ter; because we knew that the American people 
sympathized with him most profoundly. What 


we did at the last session on this subject has been | 


approved of by our constituents. Ido not believe 
that there has been the least censure bestowed 
upon the Senate of the United States for the pas- 


sage of the resolution of the last session, in any | 


quarter of this broad Republic. Having had some 
hand in the passage of that resolution—having in 
fact brought it forward here for adoption, I have 
felt a natural inclination to scrutinize the state of 

ublic feeling in reference to it; and I feel author- 
ized to declare, that I have not yet heard the lan- 
guage of condemnation applied to us anywhere, 


or by any person whatsoever. What now do we | 


propose to do? Having invited Governor Kossuth 
to this country—having, by our kind offices, ac- 
complished the deliverance of this illustrious indi- 


a 


this country, where, if he chooses to remain he 
can permanently enjoy the blessings of civil and 
religious freedom;—having thus established in 
behalf of this glorious Republic, by our interposi- 
tion in this case of unmerited suffering, the ad- 


! 
i 


miration arid respect of the whole civilized world, 
we find him now ready to land-upon our shores, 
as the invited guest of the nation. ‘The Administra- 
tion at Washington—(the President)—recollecting 
that it was at the instance of Congress that one 
of; our ships of war was sent forth to bring Kos- 
sùth “and his “associates to this country as the 
guest of the Republic, being unwilling to exhibit 
even the appearance of desiring to monopolize the 
glory appertaining to this. imposing transaction, 
in his solemn annual message, read in our hearing 
yesterday, invites, in the most formal manner, the 
attention of Congress to this interesting subject, 
and recommends, in strong and emphatic lan- 
guage, the adoption of some suitable plan for the 
exercise of such hospitalities as he judges to be 
proper on this occasion. In other words, he calls 
upon us to accord an appropriate reception to the 
noble personage whom we have deliberately invited 
to come within our borders. I have already stated 
that I have’ not intruded this resolution upon the 
Senate without due consultation; indeed, from 
certain personal considerations, I should rather 
have desired some other gentleman to have moved 
in the matter, had not the worthy Secretary of 
State (Mr. Webster) some days ago called my 
attention specially to the subject, informing me in 
advance what would be the recommendation of 
the President in regard to the point imder con- 
sideration, and desiring me, as the mover of the 
original resolution of the last session, to offer to 
the Senate a resolution substantially corresponding 
to the one now under consideration. It 1s under 
such promptings from a high Whig source, that a 
Democrat, inftexibly devoted to the principles of 
his party, conceived it proper that he should, to 
some extent, rise above mere party considera- 
tions, and ċoöperate with the Administration of 
the country for the time being in this generous 
undertaking. f 
I must say that I am surprised that, under the 
circumstances mentioned, gentlemen who are the. 
peculiar friends, avowedly, of this same Adminis- 
tration, should rise up and present the stern and 
unbending opposition which it has been my. fate 
to experience, to a simple and unavoidable act of 
national courtesy. Yet I am not so much sur- 
prised as I might have been a few days ago, had 


|| the same development been then made; for I dis- 


cover in certain quarters that hints have been al~- 
ready given, that it would be a dangerous thing 
for Kossuth to be allowed to come to this contry 
and deliver such bold and soulvstirring harangues 
in favor-of the great principles of which he is the 
champion, from the fear that his eloquence might 
have the effect of unduly liberalizing the minds of 
the people of America, and might impart a still 
more republican cast to the minds of the thinking 
millions of this country. I know very well that 
political bigotry in several noted quarters has al- 
ready undertaken to sneer at all attempts even. to 
do simple jnstice to the character of this distin- 
guished man. I know that base and unprincipled 
calumniators, (who will, I trust, be very soon ex- 
posed to the unmitigated indignation and scorn of 
the civilized world,) in advance of the landing of 
Governor Kossuth upon our shores, have under- 
taken to.calumniate him seriously in regard to cer- 
tain delicate circumstanees connected with his leay- 
ing the steamer Mississippi at Gibraltar. I have 
looked into the charges which have been brought, 
and the evidence adduced in support of them, and 
I thank God that I have seen already, in advance 
of his coming into our midst, a triumphant vindi- 
cation of all these heartless allegatious. I beg 
leave to declare here, that the attempt which has 
been made to poison the public mind of America 
towards this excellent personage—to instil undue 
prejudice into the minds of the enlightened people 
of this country in regard to this illustrious victim 
of oppression—is, in my judgment, altogether the 
most disgraceful act of the kind that has yet 
marked our annals as a nation... When I first saw 
the insidious and fiendish epistle which was sent 
across the briny deep for. the purpose of awaken- 
ing prejudice in the American mind in regard to 
this long-suffering patriot and true republican, Í 
was full of grief, of disgust, and of indignation; 
and I rejoice that this opportunity has been unex- 
pectedly afforded to me of pouring forth the deep, 
and, I might almost say, inexpressible indignation 
which I feel at the concerted, cold-blooded injus- 
tice done to this noble personage. by the corrupt 
and mercenary scribblers of faction. Thad hoped, 


, 


1851. 


sir, that in the American Senate—a body hereto: 

fore noted for its courtesy, respected for its liber- 
ality, and which was oiice distinguished above all. 
other legislative’ assemblies. in. the world for its 
true and inflexible devotion to the great princi 
of civil and religious liberty- Wich Ungenérous. 
opposition would have been. presente i 
which it has been fated to encounter; which opp 
sition, T must say, derives all its importance fro 
the fact that it has originated in a quarter of ùn- 


équivocal respectability. ee ms 
_ Sir, the. gentleman from Georgia seems to over- 
look the fact, that there is a great struggle going 
on at this moment in all parts of the civilized Sorli 
between the principles of freedom and the princi- 
ples of slavery. The tyrants of the earth have 
combined for the overthrow of liberty. In some 
instances open attempts are made to break down 
political. and religious freedom. In.others, the 
means employed by the enemies of freedom are || 
more disguised and insidious, but not at all less 
dangerous. At such a moment does it behoove the 
American, people to join the side of despotism, or 
to stand by the cause of freedom? We must do 
one or the other. We cannot avoid the solemn 
alternative presented. Those who are not for us 
are against us. Those who are not for freedom 
are for slavery. 

Mr. HALE. Exactly: : 

Mr. FOOTE. The gentleman says ‘ exactly.” 
I shall deal with him very exactly, presently. I 
am using such language as I deem suited to. the 
ears of statesmen. I am employing such phrase- 
ology as has received an acceptation perfectly un- 
derstood amongst real statesmen—among men of '| 
a genuine elevation of character—who are capable | 
of breathing elsewhere than in the impure atmos- 
phere of faction; who are something more than 
the wretched demagogues of the hour; who are 
able, when a great question like this is under con- | 
sideration, to elevate themselves somewhat above 
the behests of an-unreasoning fanaticism. I say, 
sir, I am using language which, amongst such 
men—the statesmen, the true philanthropists, the 
enlightened philosophers of the world—is perfectly 
comprehended and appreciated. Yet, my simple 
words seem not to be comprehended in a certain 
quarter. I am assérting such views as have con- 
stantly been misunderstood in the same quarter 
ever since I have had the honor of holding a seat | 
in this body, and I trust that the apparently 
uncongquerable blindness which has constantly 
ane the course of certain inflated demagogues 
whom I could easily specify—(not here, of course, 
or who should not be here, certainly)—will con- | 
tinue undiminished, until Jehovah himself shall | 
determine that the fitting time has come for pour- | 
ing out upon their heads that deluge of fiery indig- ! 
nation which their manifold offences are calling | 
forth. ; 

I have nothing of a special character to say in |} 
regard to the gentleman’s amendment at present. || 
It would not now be seasonable to speak of it upon 
its merits. Every one understands why that 
amendment has been suggested; and if it shall be 
hereafter brought forward in a regular and formal 
manner, I will undertake to suggest the motives 
in which it has originated. I shall express the 
regret which I feel that every attempt which we 
make here to do our duty as Senators is either | 
impeded or counteracted by persons who, with the ; 
most high-flown professions, of philanthropy and 
disinterestedness ever upon their lips, are never so 
weil satisfied with themselves as when they acquire 
a little contemptible notori 
of acts which look alone to the production of some 
social mischief, either temporary or permanent, 
and which may perchance serve to call into re- j| 
newed action those elements of domestic excite- | 


i 
i 
| 
| 


ment and discord, which I must suppose every | 
; : , $ 
good man in the land hoped might terminate for- |; 


ever. : 
Sir, I wish to make one more remark before Ii 
take my seat. The eminent personage whose | 
claims upon our respect and sympathy Ï have en- 
deavored to make manifest, has commended him- 
self especially to my regard by the delicate and 
discreet forbearance which he has elsewhere exer- 
cised in avoiding all indecent interference with the 
domestic institutions of othe? countries than his 
own. Whilst in monarchical England, he did not 
hesitate to avow his decided partiality for republi- 
can institutions, yet no one can accuse him of 


the lent deg 


d` as, that |} 


ety by. the perpetration || 


|| only attempted in an humble way to 


culated t awaken popular dis- 


-content or 


oly designs, they will incur such a withering 
‘Duke from his lips as will make them wish, fora 


i || moment at least, that the Almighty in: his provi- | 
dence had never permitted such miscreants to pol- || 


lute the pure air of heaven with their pestilential 
breath. vi EA 

Mr. HALE. T did not expect that the brief 
notice which I gave of the amendment which I 
propose to offer, to this resolution, would call forth 
exactly the course of remark to which it has been 
subjected; and still less did I conceive that it 
was to lay up, instore such a further castigation 
as is threatened when the honorable Senator. from 
Mississippi shall disclose the motives of the mover 
of the amendment. I had supposed that it was 
in order for a man to declare his own motives, 
because he was supposed to be advised what they 
were; but when he goes further than that, and un- 
dertakes to disclose the motives of other persons, 
if he does not transgress the rules of good taste 
and Christian charity, he does transgress those of 
the Senate; and it is not competent for him within 
the rules.of the Senate to undertake to assign to 
a Senator motives different from those which he 
himself proclaims, and which appear upon the face 
of the proposition which he makes. Whenever 
the Senator shall undertake to enter into the mo- 
tives which have impelled me to action, I will 
endeavor to meet him either by argument or by 
calling him to order. . i 

Í have but a'word to say to the honorable Sen- 
ator. He says there are some minds, ‘‘ not here, 
of course,” that is; I suppose, not in his seat, that 
cannot understand language as statesmen use it. 
Why cannot they? Now, if there ever was a 
man that delivered illustrated lectures, and demon- 
strated the truth of his propositions as he went 
along, it was that honorable Senator. What is 
this amendment? Why, that we shall assure to 
this illustrious man, as dear to my affections as 
to his—dear to my affections for the principles 
which he has advocated, and for the maintenance 
and advocacy of which he is now an exile—that 
we shall assure him and his associates in exile of 
the sympathy of the Congress and the people of 
the United tates not only. with them but with 
the victims of oppression everywhere. This, sir, 
is evidence that somebody does not understand 
the English language as statesmen use it, We 
sympathize with the victims of oppression every- 
where, and that is evidence that there is a faction 
in the country that wants to arouse those sec- 
tional feelings which have been so happily buried. 
‘What more is there that shows a want of appre- 
hension and comprehension, and understanding of 
statesman-like language? Why, that it is our 
earnest desife that the time may speedily come 
when the rights of man shall be universally recog- 
nized and respected by every people and govern- 
ment of the world. Is there any intimation there 
that the honorable Senator means.to find fault 
with? Does he mean to intimate that in this land 
there is a place where the rights of man are not 
respected and recognized ? If he does, he uiters a 
fouler slander upon the country and upon some of 
the States of the Confederacy, than I would allow 
myself to utter in this place. It seems to me that 
he is wanting in an apprehension an 
sion of the fair meaning of language when he sees 
anything sinister or covert in that. ‘What is the 
color of these words? What is the complexion? 
What is the odor of them that has waked up such 
a tornado in the Senator’s breast, and stirred up 
such a magazine of wrath as is to be poured out 
on the motives I had in suggesting this poor amend- 
| ment? 


The honorable Senator accuses me of putting 


be bobtail to 
the kite he has set flying. Thatis all, As to this 
little amendment to the resolution which he has in- 
troduced, I can assure him that there 1s nothing 
sinister, nothing covert, nothing agitating or M- 
tended for agitation in it. Thad hoped that agi- 
tation was dead, and: that the agitators would be 
stifled. I had hoped that this subject of slavery 
was, as we have been told so many times, quietly 


uttering a word upon any occasion which was in 


and peaceably gettled—that the Wilmot proviso 


Civil discord; and I veriture|| w 


ng thatthe measures of adjus 

naming them every one, one after another; 
atim—are to be considered asá final and defi 
‘settlement of the questions growing ont’ of 
system of doméstic slavery. That’ brings up th 
whole subject again: It-brings up all those atty 
the fugitive slave lew included. “It opens “thé. 
whole door of discussion, and introduces all these 
„agitating questions which we had all hoped were 
so quietly buried long ago. | Now, let no gentle= 
/man retort upon me that Iam in favor of agi“ 
tation. I used to be in favor of it, but I got 
| sick of it, and T arn’still sicker of it when I see 
| the’gentlemen who have been. so long declaiming. 
„against it are the very gentlemen to. introduce 
these matters io the Senate... Tam tired of agita- 
tion here, because ‘I'am satisfied that no good can ~ 
be produced here—not the least. I had. hoped 
that here the whole’ subject was quieted. : “But 
what does it mean? Is there a monopoly of sym~ 
pathy and admiration for the distinguished patriots 
of the Old World? Cannot those of us who are 
so unfortunate as to live in Northern climes under 
the influence of the cold winds and ‘the freezing 
atmosphere of our Northern latitude—if our hearts 
do sometimes get warm and melted by ‘the glow 
of enthusiasm and sympathy, that is waked up 

| and roused by the manly, noble, generous, self? 

| sacrificing patriots of other lands—in Heayen’s 
name, if the blood begins to flow in our cold 
hearts, can we not speak? Must we still the 
throbbing pulses of humanity, and suffer gentle- 
men from another latitude to monopolize all the 
sympathy, and all the admiration, and all the zeal 
that is to be displayed for great deeds of great 
men in behalf of great causes? A 

The honorable Senator says that the despots of 
the world are linked together, and that there is a 
conflict between liberty and slavery. Well, I want, 
according to my poor understanding of the terms, 
to enroll myself under the banners of those who are 
fighting the battles of liberty. Ido not want to 
be found amid the hosts of those that are sustain- 
ing the cause of slavery, and driving the Kossuths 
of the Old World to seek refuge here. And may J 
not, although 1 am not gifted with such keen per- 
ceptions, such flowing thoughts, and such elo- 
quent diction as the honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, in my own poor way speak what I feel 
moving in my own heart, without subjecting myself 
to such a reproach? 

Sir, I do not want to bea leader. I do not want 
to go ahead. Yam content to follow. : ‘T'wo years. 
ago, When an honorable Senator from Michigan, 
now in my eye, [Mr. Cass,] gave utterance to 
some sentiments which T thought did honor to 
| him, honor to the age, and honor to the Senate, 
on a proposition to suspend diplomatic intercourse 
with Austria on account of the course which she 

ursued, I then proposed an amendment to put 
ussia intothesame category. 1 took occasion at 
| that time to be nota leader but a follower of the 
| great and distinguished men of the’ Senate who 
i had taken the lead in’ giving direction to public 


ad comprehen- |; 


myself forward to seek notoriety. No, sir, I have || 


| sentiment and expressing the sympathies of Con- 
gress and of the people with the victims of op- 
| pression that were seeking ourshores for an asylum 
| for protection. Tt seems to me that a man who 
| ean find fault with this expression—with an ex- 
pression of sympathy with the victims of oppres- 
ion the world over—a man that can find fault 


si 
with the utterance ofa prayer that that day may 
arrive which the prophets of old -have predicted 
i shall be the day when the principles of humanity 
| and christianity shall influence all nations and all 
| people, —the man that can find fault with the ex- 
| pression of such a sentiment, must poorly under- 
i stand the principles of civil liberty, the principles 
of humanity, or those which should guide enlighi- 
ji ened and humane statesmen. | n 

j _If there is anything that is exceptionable and 
‘| objectionable in the amendment which T have sug- 
|i gested, it is not on the face of the paper; and I 
i deny the right of the Senator from Mississippi, ot 
li anybody else, to look beyond the paper—to lovk 


ii beyond what appears patent upon its face ‘and 


i 
! 
i 
i 
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t 
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manifest in its plain declarations, to. seek for hid- 
den motives of action which he may choose. to. 
denominate as corrupt and. improper, as tending 
to secure illicit ends by illicit means. Tamready, 
for one, to. say that I ‘entertain the fullest sympa- 
thy with Kossuth. I entertain the highest respect 
for him.” Let the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi pour forth his eloquence, and speak as never: 
man spake in behalf of the illustrious stranger to 
whom he proposes to do honor; let him put it 
upon the ground that itis because he has been true 
in Hungary, true in England, and I trust in God 
will be true here, to the maintenance of those prin- 
ciples for the maintaining of which he is an exile. 
The Senator cannot go beyond me. «1 feel it all. 
I sympathize with it all, and I want to turn it into 
no narrow or sectional current. I want it to do 
what the honorable Senator says some narrow- 
minded men are afraid that it will do—liberalize 
the minds of many of the multitude, and in- 
fuse Democratic sentiments into the. hearts of the 
great masses of the people. That is the very ob- 
ject I propose. That is what I want. i 
Kossuth to came here, in his very person, a living 
reproach to despotism of whatever name and 

wherever it may be. I want him to go about 
among the people of the land, the living advocate 

of the rights of man, so that everybody, where- 

ever he may be, who feels in his own breast that 

he is guilty of any invasion or infraction of these 

rights, when he Doks into the face of Kossuth 

may see there the lineaments, that speak out re- 

proach. 'Thatis the reason why I honor him, and 

that is the reason why I wish him to come here. 

There are other victims of oppression. There 
are the victims of English oppression. The peo- 
ple of this country have been moving lately to get 
the kind offices of this Government to interfere in 
behalf of O’Brien, Mitchell, and their associates, 
I want this resolution to reach them. I want 
to let it go just exactly as far as the history of 
the United States goes. I want it to gq, as was 
eloquently said by a distinguished orator of 
this country to Lafayette when he was here, 
speaking to him of the voice of Washington 
that was raised in his behalf, that that voice of 
sympathy could reach him even in the dungeons 
of Austria. Well, if there are victims of oppres- 
sion in the dungeons of Austria, or of any other 
Government on earth, I want this expression of 
the sentiments of the American people to be broad 
enough to reach them. I want Kossuth, and 
Mitchell, and O’Brien, and everybody else that is 
suffering in the great cause of human rights and 
human liberty, to feel that here, without division 
and without partiality, there is the entertainment 
of an honest and earnest and zealous respect for 
the course they have pursued. 

It is the honorable Senator from Mississippi, 
sir, who has undertaken to sectionalize, and local- 
ize, and give a narrow meaning to words which, 
in their fair import, admit of no such meaning. It 
is he, if anybody, that has a mind so diseased 
upon this subject, so gangrened with particular 
local applications of a great principle, that he can- 
not view it in the light of a statesman, philanthro- 
pist, and Christian. If he has any such, let him 
lay them all aside. Let him be assured that in this 
work at least he shall have the sympathy and 
coöperation of all those who love liberty, and re- 
spect and venerate its advocates, irrespective of all 
extraneous considerations and conditions. These 
are the motives which I have. These are the mo- 
tives which I entertain, and which have impelled 
me to suggest the amendment which I propose to 
offer. These are the motives which fend by; 
and I deny to the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi, or to anybody else, the right to impute to 
me any other motives than these. If these mo- 
tives which I have disclosed are such as are un- 
worthy the occasion, unworthy of the place, or 
unworthy of the time, so be it.” But they are the 
motives which have impelled me, and which I 
hope will be convincing with the majority of the | 
Senate, so as to get their consent to modify the 
resolution. I hope that if it is so modified we 
shall have the concurrence of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Georgia, for it will make the resolution 
general in its character. , 

Mr FOOTE. Mr. President, there are some 


gentlemen in this country whose principles are |} 


well known, and with whose public course the 
whole country is familiar. There are some public 
speakers in Congress, and out of it, who have 


I ‘wish | 


i discuss that resolution now. 


been so much in the habit of discussing particular 
public topics in a certain unvarying mode, that the 
particular phraseology which they chance to em- 
ploy, is-perfectly understood by all who either hear 
or read their speeches, - Now, sir, were the ques- 


‘tion propounded to ‘any one here, what was the 


precise meaning intended to be attached to the 


‘amendment whose introduction has been menaced 


by the gentleman from New Hampshire, and the 
remarks with which it was accompanied; not the 
least difficulty could be possibly experienced in 
tfe rendition of a fitting response. Hear the 
language of this suggested amendment: - : 

“ And also to assure him and his associates in exile. of 
the sympathy of the Congress and people of the United 
States with the victims of oppression everywhere.” 

Now we all know well what class of our pop- 
ulation is alluded to by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, when he speaks of ‘‘the victims of 
oppression.” I have heard that very expression 
from his lips about one thousand times, and it al- 
ways has seemed to intimate the same thing pre- 
cisely. It was obviously designed to be expressive 
of a very peculiar sympathy for the colored races 
of this continent; and there is not now a member 
of the Senate that does.not understand this amend- 
ment precisely as I do. So confident am I on this 

oint, that I venture to assert that the Senator 

imself dare not deny that such is the true inter- 
pretation of the words of his proposed amend- 
ment. Yet he has, I will not say the effrontery, 
from regard to the rules of the Senate, but he has 
such a wonderful amount of what may be called 
self-confidence, as to enable him with a tolerably 
unembarrassed countenance, to declare that he had 
no such sinister allusion as that which [ have 
named. Sir, I was grieved and mortified to hear 
the grave denial of the honorable gentleman of a 
fact which appeared to me to admit of no negation 
whatever. Sir, allow me to aver that the honor- 
able gentleman has not a personal friend in the 
world who will not hang down his head-with 
shame at such a denial made under such circum- 
stances. Why, what is this proposition of mine? 
It is simply a resolution which I have introduced, 
with the approval of the Administration here, in 
cordial coöperation with gentlemen from whom 
I have differed considerably upon questions for- 
merly existing, which resolution asserts the expe- 
diency of providing a joint committee of the two 
Houses of Congress for the purpose of consultin 
as to the proper mode of receiving the renowne 
champion of Hungarian freedom at the Metrop- 
olis of the Union. This is all, sir, that I propose 


| todo; and yet the Senator from New Hampshire, 


pretending all the while to be altogether friendly 
to the object set forth in the resolution, offers an 
amendment, the only effect of the adoption of 
which every sane man in the world must perceive 
could only have the effect of defeating all action on 
the subject. I ask him now, Can he deny, in the 


i face of the Senate, that the proper interpretation of 


the language to which I have objected is that which 
I have affixed to it? Can he deny, in the hear- 
ing of this body, that it was his intention to ex- 
press, by that amendment, particular sympathy for 


| a certain portion of our population in the Southern 


States not of his own color or complexion? He 
cannot deny it, in my opinion, without the utmost 
confusion of face; and were he to deny it a thou- 
sand times, persons more illiberal than myself 
might suppose the gentleman had for the moment 
altogether forgotten himself. Yet he says that I 
myself complain of his having intruded the deli- 
cate topic of slavery upon the consideration of 
the Senate. Why, I am perfectly willing to leave 
the question between myself and the gentleman to 
any enlightened portion of his own constituency 
—indced, to intelligent men anywhere; and I 
should confidently expect a decision that the hon- 
orable gentleman, if he intended by his amend- 
ment, to forward the passage of my resolution, 
has been particularly unfortunate m the adop- 
tion of means not in the least degree adapted to 
the attainment of his avowed object. 

The gentleman has gone out of his way for the 
purpose of bringing before the Senate a resolution 
of which I yesterday gave notice. I shall not 
I know it would be 
unparliamentary to do so. I only wish to offer a 
few remarks in reply to some observations which 
if unreplied to would tend to put me in a wrong 
attitude before the country. The present Chief 
Magistrate of the United States in his first annual | 


message declared that he recognized the series of, 
meastires constituting together what is called the 
plan of adjustment, as a definitive settlement of 
the questions growing out. of the system of do- 
mestic slavery. The same high functionary, in. 
the message read to us yesterday, has again made 
the same déclaration. Goodmen, patriots of both 
the old political parties North and South, have de- 
clared by overwhelming majorities in favor of this 
great scheme of pacification, and expressed. their 
earnest desire that.the country should be. quieted 
on this subject now and forever. But there being 
some little opposition to these measures presented 
in several neighborhoods, and some indications of 
contemplated resistance, of a character more or 
less equivocal, it has been deemed expedient by 
several patriotic and discerning persons with 
whom I have had the honor to consult, that some 
formal declaration should be made by the two 
Houses of Congress, of anature calculated to give 
assurance to the different sections of the Union of 
the existence of a reciprocal disposition in future 
to do full justice to each other. This resolution 
has been introduced for the purpose of quieting 
excitement and promoting a speedy restoration to 
a state of fraternal concord. Sir, it was neither 
my wish nor my intention to. discuss that resolu- 
tion; it was my earnest wish and confident hope, 
that the statesmen, the true patriots, the real phi- 
Janthropists of the two Houses of Congress, 
without regard to ancient party designations, as a 
band of brothers, as an association of American 
patriots, would adopt such a resolution and give 
full and permanent quiet to the public mind. 

Sir, if this debate had occurred two or three 
years ago, it might have been proper for me to 
have entered on a vindication of that system to 
which the gentleman alludes as a system of oppres- 
sion. Happily that system stands fully vindicated 
by recent events before the habitable globe. Those 
who reside in the section of country where I have 
the honor to live, desire not at, all to propitiate 
those who have deliberately resolved to hate us 
and our cherished institutions, whose business it 
has been for years past to decry us, and some of 
whom have evinced a willingness to do all that un- 
scrupulous men could do for our degradation and 
ruin, Thank God, the people of the United States, 
without regard to sectional considerations, have 
of late nobly rushed to the rescue of the constitu- 
tional rights of that exposed section of the Union 
which I in part represent on this floor. The voice 
of faction is almost stilled even in places where 
the counsels of the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire were held in high regard, and the 
noisy demagogues of the hour are beginning to 
feel the visitations of that contempt which should 
long since have withdrawn them from the view of 
respectable and well-deserving citizens, 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I shall detain the 
Senate but a few moments. I had hoped that this 
resolution would have met with no opposition; for 
we cannot conceal from ourselves the fact that it 
will lose a great part of its value, bothat home and 
abroad, unless it meets with the unanimous consent 
of the two Houses of Congress. A strange spec- 
tacle is passing daily. There is an upheaving of the 
political system, of which no man can foretell the 
consequences. The despotism of ages has pressed 
upon most of the Governments, The people are 
striving to recover their long-lost liberty, wading, 
in the expressive language of Mr. Jefferson, 
through seas of blood to accomplish that object. 
Nation after nation rises in succession to break 
the iron yoke of despotism, and nation after na- 
tion is in succession put down by the union of the 
despotic Governments of Europe. Yes, sir; as 
soon as an attempt is made in one of the countries 
of Europe to recover the liberty which was for- 
merly wrested from them, there is a union of the 
despotic powers, and they assume the right to 
march there and to control the public opinion and 
fortunes of thatcountry. It is impossible but that 
every lover of liberty throughout the world, cer- 
tainly every lover of liberty in our own country, 
should sympathize with these movements. 

The great Hungarian leader needs no eulogy 
from me. He will live in the brightest pages of 
history. His eulogy is his conduct and his char- 
acter through life. He has passed through the 
fiery furnace of a revolution and come out of it 
unscathed. He has been the leader of his coun- 
iry in one of the most terrible crises that a coun- 
try ever passed through, and has never been suc- 


cessfully. assailed in. character. or conduct. -A 
leader in stormy times, a governor in a state of 
anarchy, misfortune has overwhelmed him; but 
the love of his. country and the respect and-ad- 
miration of mankind attach to him. peas 

We have asked him to come here. We have 
invited him to our shores. The question. now is, 
Are we going to turn our backs on him “now? 
Shall we not sympathize with those movemen 
May. wenot, as public and as private men, express- 
our own feelings and the feelings of our constitu- 
entsin relation to him? © 0,000 0 a 

_For my part, I see no reason, public, private, 
or political; why. an expression. of this feeling 
should not be made by the American people and 
Government : none whatever. . The exiled Gov- 
ernor of Hungary does not come here merely as 
the champion of his. country’s independence, 
though in that character he is entitled to the sym- 
pany and regard of every lover of liberty. But 

e comes here as the representative of a sacred 
cause—of a great and glorious cause, involving 
human. rights in every nation of the globe. He 
comes here as that representative; and may we 
not,, under these circumstances, receive him as 
such? : 

. The insurrection of Hungary was no ordinary 
case. Had Hungary made her effort against the 
Austrian Government, and been put down by 
that Government, however much we might have 
regretted the result, we could have had nothing to ; 
say on the subject. But she had defeated Aus- 
tria. The Austrian capital was taken, and the 
Emperor of. Austria was compelled to fly from 
the seat of his power. Hungary would have 
maintained her independence, so far as we are able 
to judge, but for the interposition of Russia.. What 
does Russia do? Ina struggle in a portion of a 
country to maintain independence, she imports 
her armies there and puts down the efforts of the 
Hungarian people. She intervenes by the 
“armed hand;” and the American people and 
Government are to have no right to say that they 
are sorry for Hungary! Russia may spread her 
Cossacks over Europe, and restore the iron yoke 
of Austria and despotism, and yet we on this side 
of the Atlantic, are to have no right to express 
sympathy with the millions who are undergoing 
the trial there which we have undergone here! 
Providence conducted us to a happy issue, and I 
believe that the same Providence will eventually | 
conduct them to the same issue. 

The Senator from Georgia talks about ‘*pre- 
cedents.” You cannot start-a single proposition 
here but some one must turn to the Journals and | 
see what has been done before. Some chimera— 
some imaginary evil that may happen a thousand 
years hence suggests itself. You are told to stop, | 
for there is no “precedent” for your course. I 
came here to think for myself. They say this is 
an age of progress. I am rather an old man my- | 
self, and I have found it to be an age of progress. į 
I, for one, have progressed pretty well, and l hope 
to live long enough to see still further progress. | 
I am for expressing our opinions on this subject. 
I am for receiving Kossuth as the guest of the į 
nation. I am for giving to him an imposing and 
solemn reception—one that will redound to our | 
own credit, and be useful to the struggling mil- 
lions of the globe. i 

The honorable Senator from New Hampshire 
is a most adroit parliamentary tactician. That we 
all know. We all know perfectly well that many 
times when propositions came up he seemingly: 
supported them, while he had the adroitness to 
tack a little tail to it, something or other which he 
knew perfectly well would defeat the original 
proposition, of which he seemed to be the friend. | 
Two years ago this whole subject was before the 
Senate. I then epres my sentiment in ra i 
tion to suspending diplomatic intercourse wl 
some of che aaa of the Old World. I did not | 
believe that when a nation by its character and | 
conduct placed itself out of the pale of Christian 


feeling, we should hold political intercourse with | 
it, IT would not sit down to count the costof such | 
suspension. I would not goin to any arithmeti- i 
cal calculation of its effect in dollars and cents; 
but I would cut the strings of political intercourse | 
atonce. This matter was all gone over two years i 
ago—l need not renew it at this time. ‘When that | 
proposition for suspending diplomatic intercourse 

with Austria was before us, the honorable Sena- 

tor from New Hampshire said, in his strong and į 


‘flowing language, that he was in favor of it, and: 
all that kind of thing, and then-moved an amend-. 


“ment:to include Russia. ` He knew perfectly well 
that that would. defeat the proposition. « I.wall not 
say what was his motive, though we all know it 
perfectly well nar 
in having: Russia included, other nations ‘would 


| have been brought in, and thus the original reso- 


lution would -have been certainly defeated. The 
honorable gentleman then spoke in most eloquent 
terms of the terrible condition of those-two Gov- 


ernments, and the necessity of cutting off inter- | 


course with them; and yet his amendment was 
precisely calculated to defeat the whole object. 

ow, what has the gentleman done here? We 
have got another practical proposition before us— 
a proposition to receive a guest of the nation 
whom we have invited here. What does the gen- 
tleman do? He proposes to tack to that an 
abstract declaration of no practical effect, and per- 
haps it was not intended to have any. There is 
not a man within thesc walls that does not. know 
what the gentleman means perfectly well., -He 
means to bring up the old question of slavery, 


and he means by this declaration to defeat. the 


present resolution, for he knows it cannot pass 
with such an amendment. A IR 

I am, therefore, opposed to this abstract decla- 
ration as to the rights of màn, though I believe in 
my soul I am just as good a friend to them as the 
gentleman from New Hampshire. But he knows, 
and we all. know, that such a declaration as this is 
intended to be a pronunciamiento of the American 
Government against the institution of slavery, se- 
cured by the Constitution. He knows it cannot 
pass. He knows it should not pass. He knows 
we have no power to pass such a thing with such 
a view. When a proposition comes up of any 
practical description, in which the rights of man 
are concerned, Í will go as far as any gentleman, 
But a proposition—I will not say intended, for 
that is un-Senatorial, otherwise I should—evidently 
having only the effect of throwing the firebrand of 
slavery into this Hall, renewing the agitating dis- 
cussions which have subsisted for years, and 
which have now in some measure been happily 

uelled, should meet with the reprobation of every 
Senator. There is no excuse for it. It does no 
good to the original proposition, of which the hon- 


orable gentleman professes to be a supporter; for, | 


if adopted, it would defeat that proposition. He 
knows that as well as I do. hile I shall vote 
for the proposition of the honorable gentleman 
from Mississippi I shali vote against the amend- 
ment suggested by the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire, for the reasons I have stated, 
because it would be regarded as a declaration on 
the part of the Government against the institution 
of slavery in the Southern States. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair would remind 
gentlemen that the amendment which has been dis- 
cussed for some time has not been offered, and is 
not before the Senate. The amendment pending 
is to fill the blanks with ‘three’? and ‘‘five,” 
respectively. A 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam opposed to this 
resolution, Mr. President, and I want to assign 
the reasons which induce me to give the vote 
which I intend to give. In thefirst place, it seems 
to me to be the introduction of a subject into the 
Congress of the United States, which does not 


properly belong to the functions of the body. | 


‘And in addition to that, it seems to me to be the 
introduction of a proposition upon which we are 
necessarily destitute of the proper information to 
enable us to come to a correct conclusion. Now, 
sir, what practical effect can our decision, the one 
way or the other, in regard to this resolution have, 
in a legislative sense, upon the interests of our 
constituents? None whatever. But how, in the 
other aspect of the question in which I have pre- 
sented it, are you qualified to decide upon the 
merits and actions of all foreigners within their 


| own countries in reference to pending revolutions 


there, and to come to an accurate conclusion as to 


| whether they ought to be complimented or not? 


Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I would ask my 
friend whether he did or did net formerly vote for 


the resolution expressive of sympathy for Kos- 
suth? He was very well informed at that time it 


seems. . 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Perhaps I might retort 


on my : i: t 
question of my friend behind me, before putting 


Tf the gentleman. had succeeded _ 


friend, and ask why he did not answer the | 


one to me, and point out the. ha! 
Kossuth. distinguished himself.. But. 
‘sentitallindue.time. The aspect 
T now suggest, is, that if this is 
to opérate.in all time'to, come to justi! 
‘gress of the United States in taking up tl 
of every distinguished foreigner, and in g 
their respective claims to. he complimented. 
it is a Subject upon which, in its ve Ltt : 
perhaps ere little qualified to decide. Some, with 
the great reading öf my friend from Mississippi, . 
(Mr. Foore,] may be thoroughly acquainted with... 
„all the political and military movements of- t e 
country in which the revolution may, be. pendir. 
But there may be others of ‘us who are. less in- 
formed, who have less acquaintance ‘with the. 
books to which he has referred us; and thus we 
may not have that accurate information’ upon 
which to decide whether the compliment ought 'to 
be given or not. But every Senator must-perceive, 
that if we commence the system of complimenting 
foreigners for distinguished services in their own , 
country.in behalf of human liberty, there -is no. 
end; there is no. limit to the exercise of: this powers, 
from this time-forih forever And ‘that: brings up, 
a matter of the highest importance to the Ami 
can people. ‘The Senator’ from Michigan. [Mr. 
Cass] foresaw the bearing of this whole subject 
two years ago, at the time he introduced a cele- 
brated resolution, for which. I proposed to substi- 
tute an amendment. ras ` z 

If you set this example, my word for it, you; 
legitimate that intervention in the affairs of otheri 
nations which has been hostile to the genius ofi 
our Government and to the practiceof every Ad- | 
ministration from Washington down to. this day. į 
You run counter in that to the very recommenda- 
tion of the message which we heard read yester- 
day, and thus an example is to be for the first, 
time set in the history of our Government by. 
which the doctrine of intervention in the affairs of 
all the nations of the earth is to be tolerated and 
legitimated. You give aid and assistance by. 
countenance and by commendation. How long. 
is it, after you begin your aid and assistance by. 
words, before you must carry it out by deeds? 
‘How long are you to talk without acting? How 
long are you to express sentiments, fold your. 
arms, and not carry those. sentiments into’ prac- 
tice? It is idle on the part of the American Con- 
gress to talk, to sympathize, to express abstract 
sentiments, unless in the progress of things they., 
intend to execute their declarations. I have the : 
authority of the distinguished Hungarian himself i 
for all this. I have not been an inattentive ob-' 
server to the progress of things. I have looked: 
whenever I could into the declarations of all dis- 
tinguished men. I see that Kossuth, in a recent 
speech which he has made, says your sympathies, 
your idle declarations in words amount to nothing” 
unless you can act.” True, he says ‘<I do not, 
call upon you ‘to go to war, but I want you to 
intervene against intervention; I want you to say 
to those who will intervene, ‘Hands off;’ and when 
you make that declaration I want you to act in 
reference to it.” 

Now, Mr. President, I say, simple and insignifi- 
cant as a mere compliment generally seems to be, 
although it is very grateful to the heart, the 
amount of dollars and cents in paying the bill ofa. 
distinguished foreigner you have already legiti- 
mated in the case of the Turkish envoy. True, I 
did not vote for it. I thought it a bad example 
and voted against it. But so far as the mere dol- 
lars and cents areconcerned, we have a precedent; 
we have what the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Dawson] seemed to call for. But you have never 
yet interfered in the affairs of nations by the de- 
claration of a sentiment which might ultimately 
call for action. I ask the American Congress be-, 
fore they take this step, to consider well what 
may be its ultimate consequences. If apprehend 
aright the nature of our institutions, they were 
not formed for any such purpose. If I know the 
Constitution of the United States, under which 
we happily live, it contains an imbodiment of 
general powers for national purposes; and if we 
confine ourselves legitimately and strictly to the 
execution of those powers, we shall follow out the 
system, the example, the practice of our fathers, 
and not intervene by word or deed in. the affairs . 
of any nation in the world. It is utterly impossi- 
ble that the nations of the earth are so ignorant as 


xot to know the sentiments that actuate every 
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American bosom. They k l tha 
are all Democrats; that we are all Whigs; and 
that we are all Republicans. They know. full 
wall that in the bosom of every American there is 
a, deep-seated principle ia ‘favor of thé: right. of 
opulat representation and self-government. They 
snow full well that this. lies. at’ the foundation of 
all our institutions, and that we’ will never give it 
up for any consideration on earth. It is the prin- 
ciple on which our Goverriment is based, It is 


the principle on which our lives will at any’ 


moment be staked. The nations of. the eart 
know that full well. They want no information 
in regard to it. Your declarations hére or else- 
where will give them no new light in’ reference 
to it, 

Now when they know that, does it become us, 
upon every revolution in every part of the world, 
to manifest by an open declaration that we are 

lad that Kossuth in Hungary has led a reform- 
ing band and attempted to revolutionize the gov- 
ernment under which he before lived? that we 
will be glad when some revolutionary. Cromwell 
shall again rise in England and declare a Republic? 
that we will be glad whet ‘some. Napoleon shall 
pat down a French despot, and declare a Repub- 
lic founded on the principle of the right of univer- 
sal suffrage, after a while repealing it and getting 
clear of it? Do all these declarations, as revolu- 
tion after revolution happens on the face of the 
earth, strengthen the great principle upon which 
American institutions are based—the right of self- 
government? In truth, sir, I do not conceive it 
to be our mission. Tama man of progress, as 
much so as the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Cass.] But the difference between him and me 
is as to the mode of action by which to propel the 
great, the magnificent, and the liberal governments 
of the world. If I understand his progress, it is 
to do it by war and conquest. He can swallow 
Mexico without being injured. I have no faith in 
that kind of progress. My system is to try and 
enlighten the substratum of society; to make all 
the nations of the world—the little boys and girls 
of the world—learn and understand their rights— 
civil, political, and religious. When you can in- 
doctrinate mankind by teaching them what their 
rights are, and show them that the physical power 
belongs to the multitude, you have the foundation 
upon which to ahi pyramid of Republican gov- 
ernment to enlighten the whole earth, just as ours 
is doing. But you might as well attempt to make 
a pyramid stand by inverting it, as to attempt b 
war and conquest to establish a government. It 
cannot be done. My idea of progress—and my 
idea of the destiny of this Republic in reference 
to the other nations of the world—is this: let us 
evince that we ean govern ourselves upon princi- 
ples of justice; that we administer justice without 
sale, denial, or delay, to every human being; and 
by this course of conduct constantly hold up be- 
fore mankind the broad example of Republican 
government. If you can thus difuse knowledge; 
if you can thus enlighten the people—the subjects 
of the other nations of the world—they will do 
just what Kossuth and his companions have been 
doing—they will abolish the exemption of taxa- 
tion in referencé to the nobles; they will abolish 
the privilege of the nobles to be exempt, except by 
their own consent, to the judicial tribunals of the 
country; they will extend the right of suffrage; 
and they will ultimately, from the knowledge 
which they have, adopt their institutions accord- 
ing to the circumstances by which they are sur- 
rounded, and make them what they ought to be. 
We have an example of the attempting to make 
Republican or Democratic governments where the 
people are not prepared for them, in South Amer- 
ica, where there is little else than one military 
despot after another, Now, who can say how 
far Louis Kossuth is identified with the true 
American principle? No one. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. If the Senator 
will allow me, I will answer the question from the 
President’s message. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I heard that read yes- 
terday. It does not answer what I am after. 
Who can tell me that Louis Kossuth in any speech, 
in any vote, in any action of his life, has identified 
himself with the true American, Democratic rep- 
resentative principle, or with the Declaration of 
American Independence—that to the masses be- 
longs all political power; that the government is 
formed for their use, for their benefit, and for their 


now full well that we 


suth Said, in‘at least 
that he wasa repu 
and that Washin 
admiration. and_ in 
before all Christendom. ne l 
„Mr. UNDERWOOD. He has then añ addi- 
tional, title to my admiration.~ But: surely if 
he has made that declaration in England, it was'a 
declaration after the fact: I want to sée the Dec- 


: e has said that 


ing for at the time, ne 
is In a country-——England—where I admit human 
liberty is sustained to a very great extent, and 
when he is coming to a country like America; he 
would be very green indeed—if he intends to sè- 
lect it as his asylum and home, as I hope hemay— 
he would be very green indeed, when making pub- 
lic speeches, if he did not assert his love, his ad- 
miration, his respect for the great men, and for 
the institutions of the country in which he is abeut 
to locate himself. _ 

Mr. FOOTE. Goverrior Kossuth never said 
that he intended to locate himself in America. He 
said quite the contrary. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That does not change 
the fact one iota. We have a declaration from 
Kossuth after the fact. What J have said I re- 
peat: If any gentleman can show mea Hungarian 
Declaration of Independence—something upon 
which that revolution was based, like the Ameri- 
can Government, and point me to the page and 
contents of it, I will receive the information with 
a great deal of thankfulness. No such document 
exists. I admit these reforms. They were great 
reforms, They were getting clear of the effect of 
feudal institutions like our own ancestors got clear 
of them. They were great and glorious changes 
for the people of Hungary. They helped to elevate 
the masses; and I am glad of it. But that gov- 
erment, if I understand it correctly, had been a 
government independent in its organization, gov- 
j emed by the Emperors of Austria as Kings of 
Hungary connected with the Hungarian Diet. 
The revolution broke.out to sustain that state of 
| things, with the reforms which the Diet had made. 
That is a short history of the matter, so far as I 
understand it. It was not connected with any of 
| those democratic doctrines which are so dear to 
the American heart; at least if it was, it was not 
promulgated in any official shape to the world at 
the time. The very fact that I present this view 
| of the subject, the very fact that other Senators 
present other views of the subject, which views 
conflict, show the utter impropriety of introducing 
a resolution of this sort into the American Con- 
| gress. If this thing is to be tolerated as a prece- 
dent, if this is a beginning without end, when- 
ever anything of this sort comes before us, we 
shall have to array ourselves in regard to the his- 
tories of the day; we shall have to ascertain 
whether the man performed his part in this battle, 
or in this council chamber, to enable us to come 
to a conclusion. Must we do all this? 

One remark more, I believe there was a meeting 
in Tammany Hall not long ago. That hall some- 
times puts balls in motion, not ‘solitary and 
alone,” but in masses, that have a portentous 
influence, and seem to me to be ominous of the 
fate of my country. If I am correctly informed, 
the very idea suggested by the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Cass] two years ago, of interfering by 
word, not yet by act— . 

Mr. CASS. ‘Will the Senator allow me to set 
him right? I said that cutting the strings of com- 
munication with Austria was not an interference. 
I do not claim the right to interfere. But I do not 
say that | would not at the proper time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is ominous. He 
| did not say that he would interfere; but he will 
not disclaim that he will at the proper time. That 
is the Tammany notion, according to my idea. 
Now, I say that if I should. tell you, as a neigh- 
bor of mine, I will not hold any further intercourse 
with you for your conduct, that would be pretty 
| direct interference. I have attempted to show that 
| there may be interference by words. I come into 
| your family. I undertake to say, You have lec- 
| tured this boy improperly, you have spoken a 
| harsh word to your wife, you are acting very im- 


| properly asa father and asa husband. That is 
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þjéct-of his: 


laration of Independence at the time the war was” 
in progress. I want to sée what they were fight- 
When he is in exile, when he’ 


-to that change... I think the world and the 


. are not to carry out. 


h interfe ce by word of mouth} itis an intér- 


ference in domestic, family matters. “I have en- 
| deavoyed to show that this isan‘ interference with 


thenations of the world So far‘as. words are con- 
cerned. This resolution expressly declares ‘that 
we are to compliment Kossuth. It makes it the 
duty of the committee ‘to communicate to him 
assurances of the profound respect entertained for 
him by the people of the United States, and to 
tender to him, on the part of Congress, and in the 
name of the people of the United States, the hos- 
pitalities of the metropolis of the, Union.” And 
why all that? Because of his pastactions? Inas- 
much as you compliment him, you throw reproach 
upon those with whom he was warring. The 


[question is, whether it is not interference by 


words? . 

And now to advert to this Tammany matter. 
They have, as I understand, intimated that ‘it be- 
comes necessary to change the well-settled policy 
of the country from the days of Washington down,’ 
that this doctrine of intervention is to supersede 
that of non-intervention, which has subsisted from 
the foundation of the Government to this time, and 
for which doctrine, reiterated.in his present mes- 
sage, I compliment the President, I am opposed 
overn- 
ment is not- yet prepared for anything of the kind. 
Iam not for making idle declarations which we 
If we do intervene by word, 
I am for intervening by action also. But I am not 
for intervening in any way. I think the soundest 
policy for any. man, family, or nation, is to mind 
its own business and let the business of other peo- 
ple alone. If we can intervene in this sense of the 
term in regard to Ausiria or England—and my 
friend from Mississippi has given notice of his 
resolution in regard to Smith O’Brien and his com- 
poe can perhaps take up the affairs of 

Napoleon. ; 

Mr. FOOTE. Do I understand the gentleman 
a presenting any opposition to my O’Brien reso- 
ution? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No,sir. I donot know 
how it will be presented. I hope when it comes 
up it will be in such a shape that I can swallow it 
like my friend [Mr. Cass] can swallow Mexico. 

I think the doctrine which I have advanced 
shows that if you can travel out of the United 
States and go into Europe, much more can the 
General Government go into the affairs of the 
States, I have said from the beginning, that our 
system divided the powers of government between 
the National and State Governments. I have said 
that certain subjects were local and domestic, that 
certain others were foreign and national, and that 
each government so managed its own affairs, and 
were just as separate and distinct in regard to the 
different powers under the National and State Con- 
stitutions, as are this Government and the other 
Governments of the world. Now, let this exam- 
ple be set; let us go into the affairs of Europe, 
and by expressing our opinions about European 
systems, European men,and European measures, 
and what reason is there that.the Anierican Con- 
gress could not get up and say, we express our 
opinions about State systems and State measures? 
And if you can look at tyranny, as you denomi- 
nate it, in any part of the world, do you not tol- 
erate the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Haiz,] whom J regard, in point of social inter- 
course, with a good deal of affection and csteem, 
although differing from him as to his political 
views—do you not tolerate and encourage him to 
get up and say, ‘I want to intervene alittle; I 
think Kentucky has acted rather tyrannically; I 
think Georgia has rather a despotic system, and I 
want to express my sympathy with the op- 
pressed ?”? . 

Sir, I am against this whole measure. Have 
we nothing to do. but to talk away all our time on 
resolutions of this sort? Can we say to the Amer- 
ican people that we have nothing’ that we can 
properly and usefully employ our ume about; but 
that we must be ranging over the world to hunt 
up Koseuths, and O'Briens, and Napoleons, whom 
we must either compliment or condemn? Look 
at the Executive message! Look at.the business 
to which you can turn your attention, and that 
profiiably for the American people! Legislate! 

e have plenty of subjects of much more im- 


‘portance on which we can employ our time; 


and it does seem to me that we ought not to 
tolerate the introduction of resolutions compli- 
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e menting or condemning Kossuth or. O’Brien. 
Ifyou can compliment, can you not ¢ondemn? 
‘Where is thé difference in point of principle? -If 
you compliment, which you now propose to do, 
does it not equally imply the power to condemn? 
Surely it does. — And. if we go into. the condemna- 
tion of individuals, we can take the bear bythë ear: 
and shake him a “little, and take the lion by the 

mane and shake him until we-aré tired; wé can” 
travel all over the Continent of Europe and do thë 
same thing, and, not-satisfied there, we can travel 

into Africa and’ ‘Asia ‘atid condemn ‘them all, one 

after another. Is that the: legitimate business of 

the American Congress? Js that the thing for 

which we are sent here? Sir, when the American 

people begin to look at this thing, they will not 

tolerate it. There are a great many who think in 

regard to progress as I do. They are the farmers, 

the mechanice, the working professional men— 

men who have no office. It is the principle of the 

Government to protect them in all their rights, so 

that they can’ educate their children and live com- 

fortably at home, and give them intellectual and 

moral ‘improvement. These people, when they 

come to look at your complimenting Mr. Kossuth, 

or censuring the Emperor of Austria or the Czar 

of Russia, or anybody else, will be yery apt to 

say, You are meddling with affairs which we did 

not send you to Congress to take up. 

I did not intend to detain the Senate as long as 
I have in this desultory way, but I could not 
allow this resolution to pass without thus putting 
down the reasons for my opposition to it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of this matter until to-morrow 
at one o’clock, for the purpose of going into the 
election of Chaplain, which was the special order 
for one o’clock to-day. 

‘Mr. BERRIEN. I beg to make one sugges- 
tion. The hour of one o’clock to-day was fixed 
for the election of Chaplain, in order that Sen- 
ators might have notice of it and be present. An- 
other subject has engaged their attention. I per- }: 
ceive that many seats in the Chamber are vacant. | 
$ submit to the honorable Senator from Missouri, 
whether it is proper to press the execution of that 
resolution under such circumstances? I hope that 
an earlier hour to-morrow will. be indicated, so as 
to enable us to go into it before we get into a dis- 
cussion on another subject. _ 

Mr. ATCHISON. I look upon the election of 
a Chaplain as a matter of but very slight import- || 
ance. I presume all the gentlemen whose names 
will be presented, will be good and pious men— 
such men as will answer the purpose. I presume 
the Senate is about as full now as it will be to- 
morrow at one o’clock. | 

Mr. BERRIEN. If the election of a Chaplain | 
be in the consideration. of the Senate a matter of | 
as small importance as it is in that of the honor- || 
able Senator’s from Missouri, it surely need not |; 
interrupt the discussion of this very interesting || 

uestion. | believe we shall best discharge our || 
dety by determining. upon an hour to-morrow į 
when we shall proceed to the election, making it | 
our rule that it shall not be interrupted by any 
other subject—say twelve and a half o’elock. 
Justice to Senators who attach more importance |! 
to the election than the honorable Senator from ; 
Missouri, requires that they have an opportunity | 
to vote. | 

Mr. ATCHISON. Tt is a matter of but little | 
importance to me. I care not whether we postpone 
it or not. But the Senator from Georgia is very 
much mistaken if he supposes that I attribute to 
the resolution under discussion any great import- 
ance. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I have not ascribed that opin- ; 
jon to the Senator. I have not supposed that he 
considers it of great importance; but it has been 
so pronounced by other Senators. 

Mr. ATCHISON withdrew the motion to post- | 

one. : 

My. HALE obtained the floor, but gave way to | 

Mr. CASS, who said: I rise to make an ex-} 
planation. It is simply this: In regard to the sub- 
ject of interference, | wish to read General Wash- 
ington’s declaration in his memorable address to į 
Mr. Genet, no less memorable for its sentiments 


than for the beauty of its diction: id 


“ Born, sir, in a land of liberty; having early learned: its 
value; having engaged in a perilous couflict to defend it; | 
having, in a word, devoted the best years of my life to se- | 


cure its permanent establishment in my own country,—my 5 


} 
i 


| as a safe asylum for those whom political events have 


| sions. 


| Kossuth, to justify us in any declaration of sym- i 


i! ber of the Senate. Irepeat, that I have no respect į 


xic Méċons, ny sympathetic feeling, and my best 
wishes, are -irresistibly excited whenever, in any country, f 
I sée an oppréssed' nation unfurl the banners of freedom.” 
What words. can. be stronger than. General 
Washington’s sympathy for the oppressed and 
struggling nations of the Old World. He never 
dreamed of marching armies there. His sympathy. 
was. excited, and he expressed it; and here. 
would. beg the Senator from Kentucky. (Mr: 
Unperwoop] to discriminate between interference 
and non-intercourse. If he does not discriminate 
between them, I beg he will turn to the dictionary. 
If I choose to have no intercourse with a man, itis 
not interfering with him. The ground assumed 
by the honorable Senator was taken two years 
ago, but I thought it had been given up by this 
time. If we cut off all intercourse with Austria, 
no man has a right to say we interfere with that 
Power. : | 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. The honorable 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] seems 
to be very much surprised that this resolution was 
brought forward at all. He seems to be inclined | 
to impose on some of us a heavy responsibility. 
Iam going to put the honorable Senator right on 
this matter, and let him see why action on this 
subject is recommended, and why the Executive 
Chief of this Government, even before any action 
on the part of Congress, expressed sympathy, the 
expression of which the honorable Senator so 
strongly condemns. Here is an extract from the 
President’s message received yesterday : 

“ The Turkish Government has expressed its thanks for 
the kind reception given to the Sultan’s agent, Amin Bey, | 
on the occasion of his recent visit to the United States. 
On the 28th of February last, a dispatch was addressed by 
the Secretary of State to Mr. Marsh, the Ametican Minis- 
ter at Constantinople, instructing him to. ask of the Turkish 
Government permission.for the Hungarians, then impris- 
oned within the dominions of the Sublime Porte, to remove 
to this country. On the 3d of March last, both Houses of 
Congress passed a resolution requesting the President to 
authorize the employment of a public vessel to convey to 
this country Louis Kossuth and his associates in captivity. 

“ The instruction above referred to was complied with, 
and the Turkish Government. having released Governor | 
Kossuth and his companions from prison, on the 10th of 
September last they embarked on board of the United 
States steam-frigate Mississippi, which was selected to } 
carry into effect the resolution of Congress. Governor Kos- 
suth left the Mississippi at Gibraltar for the purpose. of 
making a visit to England, and may shortly be expected in 
New York. By communications to the Department of 
State, he has expressed bis grateful acknowledgments for 
the interposition of this Government in behalf of himself | 
and his associates. ‘This country has been justly regarded 


exiled from their own homes in Europe; and it is recom- 
mended to Congress to consider in what manner Governor 
Kossuth and his companions, brought hither by its authori- 
ty, shall be received and treated.” 

The gentleman may inquire of the President į 
why he recommended action on the subject. I 
honor the President for having had the manliness 
and true republican independence to express his 
sympathy for Governor Kossuth, the champion 
of freedom in another hemisphere. I have very 
little respect, and I speak of no person here, for 
any American who calls himself a republican, 
whose coward heart does not allow him to express 
such sentiments. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope that nothing has 
fallen from me in the course of the remarks which | 
I made which indicates to anybody that I am 
averse to expressing sympathy for efforts in be- |! 
half of human freedom. IfI said anything which | 
could authorize an inference of that sort, I have ; 
certainly been most unfortunate in my expres- 


Mr. FOOTE. The gentleman stated expressly 
that he did not know enough of the merits of that 
resolution, or of the personal merits of Governor 


pathy. That is what the gentleman said, and if i 
he is properly reported he will find himself so. re- | 
ported. I excuse the language, because he has! 
spoken in great haste. While up, the gentleman will | 
allow me to say that I did not intend to apply the į 
language which I used a moment ago to any mem- | 
for any man who calls himself a republican who | 
is not manly enough everywhere to express his 
preference for republican over monarchical institu- | 
tions, and his sympathy for those who are engaged |, 
in the great struggle for civil and religious free- i 


m. l 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I go further than that, | 
and say that I have no respect for any man who | 


reportite (se 

LT could not have used such Jang 
thè heat of débate. “On the contra 
said that the reforms which were introd 
Kossuth and his associates deserved thé: hi 
commendation of everybody; 920° 88 netos 

_Mr. FOOTE. I beg to remind ‘the gentler 
of a remark which he made which wounded 
sensibilities very much. He said expressly th 
we ought to be on our guard as to expressin 
commendation or approval of the acts of the Hun- 
garian chiefs, because, in approving them, we must 
necessarily condemn others—alluding to certain 
tyrannical Governments, whose conduct I hope 
all Americans condemn. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
I could; to show that this Was an im 
ject to be introduced into Congress. | 
the principle that, as an Amer i 
the right to express my ‘opinions 
whenever I please, in regard to the institution 
the world. Thold that the‘wholé American peo- 
ple have that right, and that all ought to’ sympa- 
thize with the Hungarian strugglers in favor of 
those reforms which f aiderstood myself as com- 
mending. The gentleman must have misunder- 
stood me, for I could not certainly have both 
commended and condemned the expression -of 
sympathy for these people. 

On the motion of Mr. HALE, 

The Senate adjourned. 


I endeavored, as well as" 
roper subs 
üt 


‘hold to: 
sE e 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weonespiy, December 3, 1851. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, i. 

The Journal havirig‘been read— PEF: 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a joint 
resolution, explanatory of an act. approved Sep- 
tember 28, 1850, entitled “An act granting bounty. 
lands to certain officers and soldiers who. have 
been engaged in the military service of the Uni- 
ted States.’? ‘ ` 

Mr. H. said: I simply desire to state to the 
House that it is the same resolution, with the 
amendment of the Senate, passed by the House of 
Representatives and the Senate last Congress, and 
which failed for want of time on the part of the 
House to concur with the Senate amendment. F 
think it is a resolution in which the constituents of ' 
every member arè interested, and that it will re- 
ceive the vote of every individual in the House. 

The resolution having been read the first and 
second time, , nani i 

. The SPEAKER inquired to know what dispo- 

sition the gentleman (Mr. Harris] desired to 
make of the resolution? : g 

Mr. HARRIS. My object is to put the reso- 
lution upon its passage. 

[Cries of “ Read it!” “ Read it!’’} 

-The resolution was read. ; ‘ 

Mr. MEADE said: I wish to have the resolu- 
tion altered so as to include warrants that were 
issued during thé war of 1812, under an act passed, 
I think, that year. I have several of those old 


| warrants, which are not assignable, having been’ 


heretofore issued. Under the. new law no claim- 
ant can apply for a warrant who has heretofore 
received one. That class of warrants would be 
left unassignablé under this resolution. As the 

olicy of this resolution is to make all assignable, 
in order to effect that end I wish to introducea 
few words in arnendment. Those words are to 
the effect that ‘‘ all other warrants issued in pursu- 
ance of laws heretofore enacted.” Under the late 
law, the claimants under the old law of 1811 or 
1812, who have not already received their war- 
rants, can apply and receive them now. | 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I rise to a 
question of order. This is a bill for the appropri- 
ation of money, and all such bills must be first 
discussed in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. I do not understand whether 
the gentleman objects to thé discussion of the res- 
olution itself, or of the amendment proposed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. My objection is. to-any 


has not manliness and firmness enough to declare | 
his opinions on all questions, on all occasions. | 


discussion of the subject’at this stage of the reso- 
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lution.. It must go:to the Committee of the Whole 
ünder the rule of the House in reference to bills 
appropriating morfey. . 0.: x ; 
_ Mr. MEADE. This.is a mere motion to make 
an amendment to the resolution. That can be 
done, and then it may be committed. “I wish only 
that my amendment be accepted. by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Harrts,] which | am sure 
he is willing to do, so as to make all warrants 
assignable. ae f 
“Mr. STEPHENS.. The rule of the House is, 
that there shall be nó. discussion of a bill making 
appropriations until it shall-have been referred to 
the Committee of the Whole. i 
Mr. MEADE. I ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to accept my amendment as a part of his 
resolution. 
The SPEAKER. I understand the resolution 
contains an appropriation of money. Under the 
rule it must go to the Committee ef the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If I understand 
the resolution, it does not make an appropriation 
at all, and consequently the rule does not apply. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Let the Clerk read it. 
The resolution was then read. 
Mr. COBB. I think we can obviate the diffi- 
culty in relation to this resolution by striking out 
all except the first and fifth sections. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. To avoid the 
difficulty, I propose to strike out all except the 
first section: that simply construes the law so as 
. to make the warrants assignable; and I have no 
objection to receive the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Meane,] the object of 
which is to make a different class of warrants as- 
signable. Upon the resolution thus modified, I 
demand the previous question. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
uestion of order. J understand the gentleman 
rom Tennessee proposes now to modify this joint 
resolution, The resolution, according to my un- 
derstanding, is now the property of the House, 
and it is not competent for him, on his own mere 
motion, to modify or change it, any more than it 
would be for me to do ‘so. The resolution has 
been offered and received by the House; passed 
from his hands; read, I believe, a first and second 
time, and is now upon its engrossment, or pro- 

osed to be engrossed, or proposed to be passed. 

ou must come to the conclusion, that I have just 
as much power over this resolution as the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Haxris,] and that it 
is not competent for him to strike out, or add any- 
thing to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right; but 
the Chair had supposed that there was a general 
acquiescence. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to call the attention of 
the Chair and the House to the 45th rule. After 
a motion is stated by the Speaker and read by the 
Clerk, it shall be deemed to be in possession of 
the House, but may be withdrawn at any time 
before a decision or amendment. Now, sir, I 
conceive my colleague has a right to withdraw his 

roposition. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] will see that the rule referred 
to contemplates that the mover. of a proposition 
shall have control over it until the House passes 
upon it at some of its various stages. The reso- 
lution has been read the first and second time, 
and is now as much in the power of myself to 
modify it as the mover; but it is not in the power 
of either. Itis as much my property as that of 
the mover of. the resolution; and as such, there 
being a section in the bill that is material, as I 
conceive, tomy constituents, I object to the modi- 
fication unless it is done in due form. It proposes 
to strike out a section which I wish to retain. 

Mr. JONES called for the reading of the 45th 
rule; and it was read, as follows: _ A 


“ After a motion is stated by the Speaker, or read by the 
Clerk, it shall be deemed to be in possessien of the House, 


but may be withdrawn at any time before a decision or 


amendment, ”? 


Mr. JONES. When this proposition of my 
colleague [Mr. Harris] was stated by the 
Speaker, and read by the Clerk, it was m the 
possession of the House. There has been no de- 
cision upon this proposition—there have been no 
amendments made to it by the House; therefore it 
has not passed from under the control of my col- 
league, the mover of it; and I hold that he now 
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has aright to withdraw it. He could withdraw 
iit, then modify and introduce it under the notice 
which he has heretofore given. © 1 think there can 
be no difficulty about itatali; - 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee... My object is to 
| make these warrants assignable, and Lam not par- 
ticular as to the form or mode in which it may be 
done. _If it is competent for me to do so, 1 will 
| withdraw the resolution that Ihave offered, 
į change its form so as to retain the first section, 
and move it again in the House. I would then 
modify it accordingly. f 
| Mr. JONES. With the permission of my col- 

league, I will say he cannot propose to amend it if 
| itis a question of appropriation. Under the rules, | 
it must be first considered in Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union. My colleague 
| has a right to withdraw it and present it in a 
| modified form. 

Mr. OLDS. Iask for the execution of the order 

| in respect to the drawing of seats. 
Mr. HARRIS. I desire to withdraw the reso- 
| lution I have offered. 

Mr. BURT. 
this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too 
| late for the gentleman to withdraw his proposition 
and submit it in a modified form. 

DRAWING FOR SEATS, 

The SPEAKER. The order made yesterday | 
in relation to the drawing of seats was postponed 
until half past twelve o’clock this day. The time į 
has now arrived for the execution of the order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to state to the ; 
House that my colleague, [Mr. Ginmorr,] a mem- | 
ber from Pennsylvania, has been detained in the 
State of Maine by the serious illness of his wife. 
Under these circumstances, I wish to submit a 
proposition that one of his colleagues may be per- 
mitted to draw for him. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I object to that proposition. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My suggestion is, that one | 
j of his colleagues from the State of Pennsylvania | 
be permitted to draw for him. 
| Mr. BOCOCK. One of my colleagues is also 
absent. If wego into that matter at all, we should 
i include every, absentee. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I submit that thisis a very 
; peculiar case, on account of the serious illness of | 
| Mr. Grumore’s wife. 

Mr. BOCOCK. There are several other gen- 
tlemen similarly situated. 
|. The CHAIR. The execution of the order will 
be proceeded with. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Almost every seat 

here has the name of a member upon it; unless 
members will vacate thé seats, and remain out of 
them until their names are drawn and a selection 
made, it will be almost impossible for them to 
know the seats that are chosen, or those which are 
! vacant, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest, in 
execution of the order, that when a member draws 
| his seat, he shall take a piece of paper, paste his 
name upon it, and keep the seat until the whole 
: number of seats are drawn. The Chair earnestly 
| desires that each and every gentleman will feel it 
his duty to observe the rule, in regard to draw- 
ing of seats; otherwise we shall have inexplicable 
confusion. 4 

The order directing the process was then read. 
It provided as follows: 


! «¢' That the Clerk of the House place in a box the name of 
each member and delegate of the House of Representatives 
į on a separate piece of paper; that he then proceed in pres- 
ence of the House to draw from said box, one at a time, the 
said pieces of paper; and as each is drawn, he shail an- 
; hounce the name of the member or delegate upon it, who | 
shall then choose bis seat for the present session, provided | 
| that before said drawing shall commence, the Speaker shall 
| cause every seat to be vacated, and shall see that every | 
seat continues vacant until it is selected under this order. : 
And inasmuch as Mr. Darpy, of Missouri, is confined at į 
his lodgings in this city by reason of sickness, one of his į 
į coHeagues is authorized to select a seat for him when his į 
name is drawn.” - R 


I object to any further debate at | 


The House then proceeded in the execution of 
| the order. The members left their seats, and re- 
| paired to the area in front of the Speaker’s table. 
The names of the members, which had been 
placed in the box, were drawn out, consecutively, 
| by one of the pages, until the process was thus 
| completed and seats chosen by all the members 
present. | 
ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 
The SPEAKER stated that the resolution of | 


i| probably lead to a discussion. 


the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] was 
now. in order. E 
APPOINTMENT OF STANDING COMMITTEES, 
Mr.. RICHARDSON.. I rise to a privileged 
question, connected with the organization. of the 
House—if. the House deem it necessary: «I find 
that it has been. usual to authorize the Speaker, 
by resolution, to appoint the standing commit- 
tees of the House. i have examined the rules 
with a view to- determine the propriety of this 
course, and while I have some doubts myself -as 
to the necessity of it, I propose to follow the in- 
variable custom of the'House, and offer for adop- 
tien the usual resolution, which is in these words: 


Resolved, That the Speaker be authorized to appoint the 
standing committees of the House. 


Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I ask the gentleman 
from Illinois, before that resolution is acted-on, to 
allow me to offer a resolution in reference to the 
printing of the President’s Message. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state to the gen 
tleman from New Mexico, that that resolution will. 
The longest dis- 
cussions we have had in the House have been in 
relation to these very questions; sometimes they 
have arisen upon one resolution, and sometimes 
on another. The resolution I have offered is the 
usual one, ahd will doubtless be disposed of in a 
few moments, 

The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must first ascer- 
tain the character of the proposition submitted by. 
the gentleman from New Mexico. 

Mr. HOUSTON. But it matters not what the 
proposition is. The question I desire to present 
is, whether it is not now the duty of the House 


i to recur to the joint resolution of the gentleman 
i| from Tennessee, [Mr. Hannis,] that being the 


unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already an- 
nounced that that is the first business in order, and 
nothing can interfere withit, unless it be a ques- 
tion of privilege. 


ASSIGNABILITY*OF LAND WARRANTS. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I understood 
the Chair as deciding that it was not within my 
ower to modify the resolution which I offered. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so decided. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Then I move 


' to commit the resolution to the Committee of the 


W hole on the state of the Union; and if the House 
will indulge me, I will move immediately after- 
wards that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
commit the resolution, and it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the resolution was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. The infinished business of 
yesterday is now in order, being the question 
on the adoption of the following resolution as 
amended: : 

Resolved, That the Clerk cause to be furnished to the 
members of this House, during the present session, such 
papers as they may direct, the expense thereof not to ex- 


ceed the price of three daily papers to each member, from 
the commencement of the session. 


On this question the yeas and nays had been 
ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 


l itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of 
the resolution of Mr. Rossins as amended. 

Mr. TUCK. Would a motion to amend that 
resolution by substituting ‘*$50’’ for “830” be now 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. No amendment would now 
be in order, as the resolution is under the opera- 
tion of the previous question. 

Mr. TUCK. Then I hope the resolution will 
not be adopted. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution as amended, and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 63, nays 139; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, W. Appleton, Averett, 


. 


1851. 


Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowie, J.-H. Boyd, Bragg, Briggs, | 
Buell, Busby, Caldwell, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cott- 


man, Dawson, Disney, Dockery, Duncan, Eastman, Edger- 
ton, Fitch, Floyd, Fowler, T. J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, 


Goodenow, Hall, Hammond, Harper, Isham G. Harris, So 


W. Harris, Hart, Hascall, Henn, Houston, Hunter; Jack- 
sou, Robert W. Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, Preston: King, 
McMullen, Meacham, Miller, Molony, Morehead, Nabers,. 
Penn, Phelps, Porter, Robbins, Stanly, Benjamin ‘Stan- 
ton, Sweetser, George W, Thompson, Walsh, Wells, Wil- 
cox, and Yates—63. : Ep Te SS 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Charles Allen, Willis Al- 
len, John. Appleton, Babcock, Bartlett, D. J. Bailey, Ben- 
nett, Bocock, Bowne, Breckenridge, Brenton, Brooks, G. 
H. Brown, Burrows, Burt, E.C. Cabell, J. Cable; Lewis D: 
Campbell, Thompson Campbell; Cartter, Caskie, Chap- 
man, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, Cobb, Conger, 
Curtis, Daniel, George T. Davis, John. G. Davis, Dean, 
Dimmick, Doty, Dunbam, Durkee, Edmundson, Evans, 
Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. 
Fuller, Gamble, Goodrich, Gorman, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, 
Haws, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holla- 
day, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Thomas 
M. Howe, Ingersoll, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James 
Johnson, John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Gearge W. Jones, 
George G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, 
Mann, Edward. C. Marshall, Huinphrey Marshall, Martin, 
McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, McNair, Meade, Mill- 
son, Miner, Henry D. Moore, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, 
Newton, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Peaslee, Penniman, Polk, Price, Rantoul, Riddle, Robie, 
Robinson, Ross, Russell, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Scurry, David L. 
Seymour, Origen B. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, 
Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, A. H. Ste- 
phens, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Benjamin 
Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Townshend, Tuck, Vena- 
ble, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, 
Wildrick, Williams, and Woodward—138. 


So the resolution was not agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL SATURDAY. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is impossible to pro- 
ceed with the business of this House to any ad- 
vantage until the committees are appointed by the 
Presiding Officer. -I intend, therefore, to move 
that the House do now adjourn until to-morrow, 
and then we can adjourn over until Monday, so 
as to give the Speaker an opportunity to appoint 
the standing committees of the House. I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gen- 
.tleman from Ilinois withdraw that motion for a 
few moments, to allow me to offer a resolution for 
the consideration of the House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I,am appealed to by 
several gentlemen to withdraw my motion, so as 
to allow them to present resolutions; and in order 
to give them an opportunity of so doing, I will 
change my motion, and now move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Saturday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SEATS FOR THE OFFICIAL REPORTERS. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee of three he appointed by the 
Chair, to ascertain whether it be practicable to provide two 
or three seats within the har of the House for the Reporters 


of the Congressional Globe, without incommoding the 
House, and that the committee report upon the subject. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
` NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 

Mr. HEBARD offtred the following resolu- 
tion: i 

Resolved, That the Clerk furnish to each member and 
delegate of this House, such newspapers as they may 
designate, the cost not exceeding $30 in the whole, to each 
member. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the resolution by striking out the words ‘thirty: 
dollars,’’and substituting therefor ‘fifty dollars.” 

Mr. TUCK moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; which main question was 
on the adoption of Mr. Sranron’s amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
resolution and amendment upon the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CARTTER called for the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the amendment; but they were 
not ordered. i 

Mr. FICKLIN demanded tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays; but tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. HALL moved to lay the resolution and 
amendment upon the table. A - 

The SPEAKER stated that that motion, having 
just been voted down by the House, was not now 
in order. 

"The question was then taken on Mr. Sranton’s 
amendment, and it was decided in the affirmative 
—ayes 94, noes 64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


resolution as amended. —- 


Mr HAMILTON movell to ley the resolution 
as amended upon the table, and calle 
and nays on that moton. 


ion being taken, it was decided in the nega-, 


“Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, called for the yeas 
and nays; and they were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the negative--yeas 87, nays 109; as follows: 


t 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Andrews, John Apple- 
ton, William Appleton, Bartlett, Breckenridge, Briggs, | 
George H. Rrown, Burrows, Burt, Cabell, Thompson 
Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Clingman, Con- 
ger, Cottman, George ‘TP. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Duncan, 
Edgerton, Ewing, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Good- 
rich, Hammond, Haws, Hebard, Horstord, John W. Howe, 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, George @. King, 
Preston King, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Edward C. Marshall, 
Martin, McCorkle, McDonaid, McNair, Miner, Henry D. 
Moore, Morehead, Morrison, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, 
Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, | 
Porter, Price, Riddle, Robie, Ross, Russell, Sackett, Sav- | 
age, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Schoonmaker, Scurry, 
David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Snow, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Sutherland, 
Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, Walsh, 
Ward, and Washburn—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, Ashe, 
Averett, Babcock, Barrere, 'Mhomas H. Bayly, Bell, Bibig- 
haus, Bocock, Bowie, Bragg, Brenton, Brooks, Buell, Bus- 
by, Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, |; 
Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, Coleock, Danicl, 
John G. Davis, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Dunham; | 
Durkee, Eastman, Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, Ficklin, 
Floyd, Fowler, Gayiord, Green, Grey, Grow, Hall, Hamil- 
ton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W., Harris, Hart, į 
Hascall, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holla- | 
day, Houston, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ives, | 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, John Johnson, 
George W. Jones, J..Glancy Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Humbrey Marshall, McLanahan, MeMullin, Meacham, 
Millson, Molony, Murphy, Nabers, Orr, Peaslee, Penn, 
Phelps, Rantoul, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Skelton, 
Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Stone, Swatton, Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, George W. 
Thompson, Tombs, Townshend, Venable, Walbridge, | 
Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, Wilcox, Wild- | 
rick, Williams, and Woodward—109. 

So the resolution was not agreed to, 
On motion of Mr. CARTTER, the House then 


adjourned. 


‘NOTICES OF BILËS. 
By Mr. HENN: A bill creating three new-land districts | 
in the State of lowa. 
Also, a bill providing for the correction of errors in the | 
location of military bounty land warrants and the entry of i 
lands. f 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Tennessee: A bill to encourage į 
agriculture and manufactures, and ior other purposes. ! 
By Mr. CLARK: A bilt providing for a grant of public | 
lands to the State of Lowa, to aid in the construction of a | 
railroad from Du Buque to Keokusk, and from Davenport | 
to Council Bluffs, in said State. 


By Mr. LETCHER: A bill to change the times of hold- i 


ing the courts for the western district of Virginia, and to 
inerease the salary of the judge thereof. 

By Mr. CABELL of Florida: A bill granting the right of ; 
way and making a grant of land to the States of Florida ; 
and Alabama, in aid of the construction of a railroad from 
the waters of the Pensacola Bay, in Florida, to Montgom- 
ery, in the State of Alabama, and for other purposes. 

‘Also, a bill making a similar grant to the State of Flori- 
da, in aid of the construction of the “ Florida, Atlantic, and 
Gulf Central Railroad.” 

By Mr. MACE: A bill granting a portion of the public 
lands to actuai settlers. ý 

By Mr. DOTY : A bill to select the balance of the lands 
to which the State of Wisconsin is entitled under the ac 
making agrant of Jand to aid in the improvement of the i 
navigation of Fox and Wisconsin rivers, and the construc- 
tion of Portage canal. ; 

‘Also, a bill making a grant of land to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad from the Copper Mines, on the shore of 
Lake Superior, to Chicago. ON 

Also, a bill making a grant of land to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad from the most eligible point on Lake | 
Michigan, to the Falis of St. Anthony, in Minnesota Ferri- | 


tory. i 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Arkansas: A biH granting the | 


right of way through, and making a grant uf public lands to, 
the State of Arkansas, in aid of the construction of a rait- 
road from St. Louis, in Missouri, via Little Rock, to Ful- 
ton, on the Red river, and from some point on the Missis- 
sippi river, in Tennessee, via Little Rock, to Fort Smith. 

By Mr. GORMAN: A bill to supply a deficiency in the 
grant of lands to the State of Indiana for the benefit of a 
State University, under the ordinance of 1787. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: A bill entitled an Act to repeal the 
ninth and tenth sections of the “Act to prohibit the im- 
portation of slaves into any port or place within the juris- 
diction of the United States from and after the ist day of 
January, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hun- 


dred aud èight.” 


i 
l 
; | 
PETITIONS, &e. ! 
The following petitions and memorials were presented | 


d for the yeas || 


The yeas and nays: were not ordered; and the | 


The- memorial ofthe ` 
Board of Internal Improvements of the State of Florida for 
the right of way and graùt of public land id said State, in 
aid of the construction of the Florida, Atlantic, and Gulf 
Central Railroad. eee, 8 


IN. SENATE. 
Tuurspar, December 4, 1851. 
Prayer by the Rev. C. M. Burrer.- 


. Mr. Doveras of Illinois, and Mr. Bapert of 


| North Carolina, appeared in their seats this morn- 


ing. 

"he PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, madé 
agreeably to law, communicating lists of the 
names of the invalids, widows, and orphans now 
on the Navy pension rolls of the United - States; 
which was read, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a letter from the Treasurer of the United 
States, communicating copies of his accounts for 
the third and fourth quarters of the year 1850, and’ 
the first and second quarters of 1851, as adjusted 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury; which 
| was read, and ordered to be printed. : 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, agreeably to law, a report of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey, showing the. 
progress of that work during the year ending No- 
vember, 1851; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. f f 

Also, a letter from John P. Gaines, Governor 
of Oregon Territory, communicating, agreeably 
to law, information respecting the application of 
moneys appropriated for public uses in that Terri- 
| tory; which was read. 


| RECESS, 


| Mr. BADGER. I desire this morning to seize 
| the first vacant moment in the business of the 
| Senate, to attend to a highly-important matter, 
fearing that it might. be overlooked if not now at- 
tended to. I hope that my friend from Wiscon- 
| sin [Mr. Watrxex] will give me his attention, ind 
that on this occasion I shall be happy enough: to 
| obtain his concurrence. If I-do obtain it, I have 
no-doubt of the unanimous consent of the Senate. 
I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day, it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. WALKER. The honorable Senator who 
has just taken his seat has had such a very ar- 
duous and laborious duty to discharge during that 


|; portion of the session which has already elapsed, 


that I shall give him my concurrence jn his mo- 
tion to adjourn until Monday. mae 

Mr. BADGER. Iam much obliged to the Sen- 
ator. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. CASS presented a petition of citizens of 


|! Philadelphia, and also, surviving officers and sol- 


diers, and widows and children of those deceased 
who served in the war of 3812, for a modification 
| of the bounty land act of September 20, 1850,'so 
| as to give to each of the persons intended to be 
benefited not less than one hundred. and sixty 
acres of land. 

Also, of Jobn A. Ragan, of Louisiana, for aid 
to enable him to execute a. plan which he has. dis- 
| covered to prevent the overflow of the Mississippi 
! river, and to drain and reclaim the inundated lands 
| of the valleys of the Mississippi and its tributa- 
į ries. $ 


jess 
ent register and receiver, and the late Gncumbents 
of the land office at Defiance, in the State of Ohio, 


| Mr. CHASE presented the petition of the 


for additional compensation for lo: 
bounty land warrants. ee ie t 
Mr: SEWARD presented the petition. of B. 
Foster. Pratt; praying. compensation for the. ser- 
vicés'and sufferings of his father in ‘the  revolu- 
tionary war. Laid on the table. .. : 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. CLEMENS gave notice of his intention 
to ask Iéave to introduce a bill granting to the 
State of Alabama the right of way and: a do- 
nation of public lands-for making a railroad from 
Selma to the Tennessee river; ee 

A bill granting ‘a right of way and a donation 
of public lands for making. a railroad from. Chat- 
tanooga to Memphis; . í 

A joint resolution conferring on Major General 
Winfield Scott the brevet rank of Lieutenant Gen- 

, eral; and : mo 

A bill granting to the State of Alabama the right 
of way and a donation of public lands for making 
a railroad from Girard to Mobile Bay. 

Mr. GWIN gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to authorize the President 
of the United States to equip and dispatch suit- 
able vessels, with’ competent officers, to explore 
and examine that portion of the North Pacific 
Ocean embraced in the route and course to and 
from China and Japan, the Philipine Islands, &., 
with the view to facilitate commercial intercoursé. 

Mr. FISH gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to establish a Mint of the 
United States in the city °of New York. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GWIN, in pursuance of. previous notice, 
asked and obtained: leave to intraduce the follow- 
ing bills; which were severally read a first time and 
ordered to a second reading: ; 

A bill to authorize and direct the payment of 
certain moneys into the treasury of the State of 
California which were collected im the ports of 
said State as a revenue upon imports since the ratifi- 
cation of the treaty of peace between the United 
States and the Republic of Mexico, and prior to 
the admission of said State into the Union; 

A bill to establish a branch of the Mint of the 
United States in the State of California; 

A. bill to provide for the survey of the public 
lands in California, the granting of donation priv- 
ileges thereon, and for other purposes; and 

A bill to create a Board of Commissioners for 
the examination and payment of claims against the 
United States growing out of the conquest of Cal- 
ifornia. 

Mr. GEYER, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill grant- 
ing the right of way and a portion of the public 
lands to the State of Missouri, for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of a railroad from the 
city of St. Louis to the western limits of said 
State; which" was read a first time and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. MORTON, in pursuance of previous no- | 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
granting the right of way and making a grant of 
lands to the States of Florida and Alabama, to 
aidin the construction of a railroad from the waters 
of Pensacola Bay, in the State of Florida, to 

_Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first time, and 
ordered to a second reading. ae i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, in pursuance of previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introducea joint 
resolution explanatory of the act approved Sep- 
tember 28, 1850), entitled “ An act granting bounty 
lands to certain officers and soldiers who have 
been engaged in the military service of the United 
States,” which was read a first time and ordered 
to a second reading. 


THE IRISH PATRIOTS, 


! 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, in pursuance of | 
previous notice, asked and obtained leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution expressive of the sympathy | 
of Congress for the exiled Irish patriots, Smith : 
O’Brien, Thos, F. Meagher, and their associates; | 


which was read a first time and ordered to a i 


i 
second reading. ` 


COMPROMISE MEASURES, 


Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I gave notice the 
other day, although it was not necessary according 
to our rules, of a resolution in relation to thecorn- 


li bill printed twice, ata double cost. 
i the Senator will withdraw his motion, for I can 


| the resolution. - I wish it 


promise measures, So called. I. now- introduce 


~ [The résolition was read as published on page 


he. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I hope: the Sen- 
até will bear with me while I makea single remark, 
which is this: I expect to leave this place on the 
20th. day of this month. Iam. exceedingly anx- 
ious to carry such a resolution as this home with 
mé, for various reasons which I need not:state.. It 
is the only. favor which I shall ask of the. Senate 
during the present session, and I trust that no op- 
position willbe made to my motion to take it up 
now for consideration, with the view of making it 
the special order of the day for Monday next, at 
one o’clock. $ ; 

” The PRESIDENT. The Senator from: Mis- 
sissippi asks for the consideration of the resolu- 
tion at this time. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHASE. Then I object to it, because I 
think this resolution should not take precedence 
of the important business which has been already 
brought to the notice of the Senate. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I feel very much 
flattered that the opposition comes from that quar- 
ter, and I hope it will becontinued. We mean to 
put it down. 
Mr. CHASE. 


It will undoubtedly be con- 
tinued. 


INTEROCEANIC SHIP CANAL. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following, which lies 
over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate a dispatch addressed 
by Mr. Niles, late American Chargé d’Affaires to Sardinia, 
to the Hon, John M. Clayton, Secretary of State, on the 
subject of a ship channel to unite the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, having date 30th June, 1849, if in his 
opinion such communication can be made without injury 
to the public interest. 

COAST SURVEY. 

Mr. PEARCE. It has been usual, I believe, 
to order an extra number of copies of the report 
of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey to be 
printed for the use of the Senate. I submit an or- 
der on that subject, which will, I suppose, go to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Ordered, That five thousand five hundred additional 
copies of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the accompanying report of the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey, be printed for the use of the Senate, and that five 
hundred copies of this number be supplied to the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast Survey. 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition will go 
to the Committee on Printing. 


FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; 
which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be instructed 
to inform the Senate if the Navy Department has been in- 
formed of any violations of the law of the United States 
abolishing flogging in the naval service, by any officers of 
the Navy; aud if so, what measures, if any, has the Secre- 
tary taken to vindicate the law. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN OHIO. 


Mr. CHASE. I move that the bill which I in- 
troduced the other day, to grant to the State of 
Ohio the unsold and unappropriated public lands 
remaining in said State, be now taken up for con- 
sideration, so that it may be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ATCHISON. {do not know that I shall 
have any objection to the gentleman’s bill; but I 
can see no reason why it should now be printed. 
It will be referred, of course, to the Committee on 
Public Lands when the committee shall have been 
organized. When bills. are reported by commit- 
tees, I believe, under our rules, they are printed 
for the use of the Senate, without any motion for 


| that purpose. If this bill be now printed before 


its reference, when it shall have been reported it 
will be reprinted, and then we shall have the same 


I hope that 


see no good object to be advanced by it. 
Mr. CHASE. I hope the honorable Senator 


| from Missouri will withdraw the opposition which 


he makes to the motion, when he understands the 
precise state of the facts. This bill was reported 
at the last session of Congress by the Committee 
on Public Lands. There now remains in the 
State of Ohio only something less than three hun- 
dred thousand acres of land, and that chiefly 
worthless, which it is proposed by this bill to cede 
to the State. It was drawn up at the Land Office, 
and has all the guards which that bureau thought 


Dec. 4, 


fit to impose upon it. - Under these circumstances, 
having come from ‘a committee of this body, hav- 
ing had the sanction of one of the Departments, 
Chope that: it will be permitted to be ‘printed, as 
several bills. have already been.. I trust that: the 
printing of it will not again become netessary, but 
that printing it now will, in point of fact, facilitate 
its consideration: ae : oa 

Mr. ATCHISON. I would state to the Sen- 
ate, that what I said was.more a matter of sug- 
gestion to the Senator from Ohio than opposition 
on my part to the measure, as he seems to under’ 
stand it. I withdraw all opposition to.the motion. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. Can a single 
member successfully oppose this proposition? ` 

The PRESIDENT. No, sir. ‘The proposi- 
tion is simply a motion to take up the bill for con- 
sideration. - 

Mr. FOOTE. The question, then, is: whether 
there is any opposition. I think theSenator from 
Ohio at this. moment desires this asa faver from 
the Senate. As Iam not in the habit of returning 
evil for evil, and especially as I do not wish to re- 
turn illiberality for illiberality, I shall very gladly 
embrace the opportunity of voting for the propo- 
sition. 

The motion to. proceed to the consideration of 
the bill was agreed to. ` 

Mr. CHASE. Iam about to submit a motion 
for the printing of the bill. But before I do so, I 
wish to say a word in response to the honorable 
Senator from Mississippi. I think the Senate will 
bear me witness, that ig the whole period of 
my service in this body, I have never been want- 
ing in liberality to my brother Senators. And if 
I have objected to the consideration at this time 
of the resolution of the honorable Senator, it was 
from a deference to the public interests, and not 
from any personal illiberality towards him. 

Mr. FOOTE. Iam sure, from the language of 
the honorable Senator, that he could: not have 
heard my application to the Senate. I stated that 
I should leave this city, and leave my seat here 
vacant, on the 20th of this“month, and I had only 
one favor to ask of the members of this body du- 
ring the present session, and that was, the simple 
favor of allowing the resolution which I have 
introduced, and whigh I hope will not cause any 
serious debate, to be made the special order for 


| Monday next af one o’clock. I did not suppose 


any member would refuse such a favor, T merely 
explain this, that it may be understood how the 
thing stands. Ifthe gentleman thinks that he is 
really entitled to commendation for his liberal dis- 
position, I hope he will presently withdraw his 
opposition to that request. 

Mr. CHASE. I move that the bill be laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. ee 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I now propose 
to renew the motion which I made some time ago. 
The honorable Senator from Ohio did not,.as I 
supposed, hear the statement which I. made ex- 

lanatory of.the reasons why I wished the reso- 
ution in regard to the compromise measures to be 
taken up; and he has been courteous enough to 
withdraw his objection. I hope no opposition 
will be.made in any quarter to have thatresolution 
considered at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded. 
to consider the resolution; when, 

On motion of Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, its 
further consideration was postponed till Monday, 
at one o’clock, and it was made the special order 
for that time. 

RECEPTION AND ENTERTAINMENT OF KOS- 
SUTH. 

Mr. HALE. JI call for the order of the day. 

The PRESIDENT. The unfinished business 
of yesterday, being the joint resolution to provide 
for the reception and entertainment of Louis Kos- 
suth, Governor of Hungary, in the United States, 
is now before the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. HALE. Was nottwelveanda half o'clock 
to-day assigned for the election of a Chaplain? 

The PRESIDENT. No such assignment was 
made. 

` Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I wish to ask 
leave to withdraw the resolution now. before the 
Senate. I will simply state in relation tothe matter, 
that inasmsch as I find opposition to this resolu- 
tion eoming from an unexpected quarter, and ae 


“next. 


1851, ° 


I-am. not. willing that the time of. the Senate shall 


be occupied with a long discussion on the subject, 
and. especially as the resolution, if- not acted ‘upon 
by both Houses immediately, can-do no good, with 
the consent of the Senate I would like to withdraw 
it, and leave the Governor of Hungary to the Ad- 
ministration and the people, for they wi 
him most liberally. aaa eee ; 
„Leave. being granted, the’ resolution was with- 
drawn. * ae ea eee Seis 
_Mr. SEWARD. I give notice that I will at 
some early day ask leave to introduce a joint res- 
olution declaring that the Congréss of. the United 
States, in the name and in’ behalf of the people, 
give to Louis Kossuth a cordial welcome to the 
capital and to the country... 0 77 
. The resolution is as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate und House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled, That the 
ongress of the United States, in the name and behalf of 
the people of the United States, give Louis Kossuth a cor- 
dial welcome to the capital and to the country. 
ELECTION OF A CHAPLAIN. 
Mr. HALE. TI move that we now proceed to 
elect a Chaplain.” f f 
Mr. BADGER. Is it in order to move to pro- 
ceed to the election of a Chaplain before the allop- 
tion of a resolution declaring that a Chaplain shall 
be elected ? H i ee fa 
The PRESIDENT, The usual mode has been 
to introduce a resolution for the election of a 
Chaplain, and then to designate the period when 
he shall be elected. In this case a simple motion 
was adopted to elect a Chaplain at one o’clock 
yesterday. That hour was passed over in conse- 
quence of theSenate being engaged in other busi- 
ness, and the Chair could not execute the order. 
Mr. HALE. Then I offer the following reso- 
lution : 


Resolved, That two Chaplains be appointed to Congress 
during the present session, one by each House, who shail 
interchange weekly. 


Mr. BADGER. 


over? 

The PRESIDENT. It lies over as a matter of 
course, unless the Senate chooses, by a unanimous 
consent, to take it up. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned to Monday 
LA 


I suppose that resolution lies 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, December 6, 1851. 

The House’ met at twelve o’clock, m. 
Journal of Wednesday having been read, 

Mr. POLK said he found that his name had 
not been recorded in the final vote on the resolu- 
tion to provide newspapers forthe members. “He 
was present’on that occasion, and had voted 
against the resolution. He desired that the Jour- 
nal might be so corrected. 

There was no objection, and the Journal was 
ordered to be corrected accordingly. 

The Journal was then approved. 

The following members appeared to-day, were 

malified, and took their seats, viz: Messrs. 
Jony H. Boyv, of New York; James M. H. 
Beare, of Virginia; Auexanper Wuire, of Ala- 
bama; Lovis Sr. Manrin and J. Anristipe Lax- 
pry, of Louisiana; Wm. H: Brssexz, of Illinois; 
and Vorney E. Howarp, of Texas. 

Mr. COBB said: I hold in my hand a bill, 
which I will send to the Speaker’s desk, of which 
l] have given previous notice. And I desire to 
give notice to thé House, that when it shall have 
been read L will move that it be put upon its pas- 
sage. It is simple in its bearings, ‘and if the 
House will give me its ear for a moment until it 
is read, I think there will be no difficulty in its 
passage. i 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Cosg] indulge the Chair while he 
presents some communications from the Depart- 
ments? ; 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Treasurer of the United States, commu- 
nicating copies of his accounts for the third ‘and 
fourth quarters of the year 1850, and the first and 
second quarters of 1851, as adjusted by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. : 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, : 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey, showing the 
progress of that work during the year ending No- 
vember, 1851. i 5 


The 


l al with | 


agreeably to law, a report of the ; 


ury Department be 
ys and Means, 


RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of 
rder. “There is uch ‘committee to which it 
can bereferred. I move to lay the communication 
upon the table, and that it be printed, f a 

» The motion was agréed to. © ` 

Mr. EVANS.’ I wish to make a motion as to 
one of the communications upon the table—the re- 
port from the Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 

desire to move that it be laid-upon the table and 
printed, and that ten thousand extra copies be 
printed, five thousand of which to'be at the dis- 
posal of the Coast Survey Bureau. It is the 
usual number of. extra copies, and this, report is 
sun more valuable than any preceding one on this 
subject. i ae: re n 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I am opposed 
to that motion, and shall move, when the com- 
mittees are appointed, that it be referred t6 the 
Committee on ‘Printing, to report upon’ the pro- 
priety of printing the extra numbers. That is a 
matter which ought to be inquired into. Ihave 
no objections to its being ordered to be printed; 
bui as to the printing of any extra copies I do 
object. i r 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessees Irise to a question 
of order. I wish to inquire how this subject was 
brought before the House? f 

The SPEAKER. ` By the unanimous consent 
of the House. j f 
_ Mr. EVANS. I believe it has been customary 
in former’ years to print extra numbers of this 
document. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee., I would suggest 
to the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] 
that the rule requires all propositions for printing 
extra numbers to go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman is mistaken. 
That is the rule only respecting the President’s 
message and accompanying documents. If the 

entleman will examine the rule he will see how 
it is, and that it does not apply to the printing of 
this document. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia.. I know it has 
been usual to print an extra number of copies of 
this report, but I have never been satisfied that it 
is proper to do so, and I am lèss satisfied now 
than I have heretofore been; awd until there has 
been a report of a committee upon the propriety 
of so doing, I shall oppose the printing of extra 
copies, It is attended with immense expense, and 
with but little or no profit. 

Mr. EVANS. I willoccupy the attention of the 
House, in regard to this matter, but a few mo- 
ments. There is perhaps no document which 
emanates from the Government in greater demand 
on of higher importance than this, Commercial 
men everywhere—not only here, but over the 
whole globe—send for copies of the Coast Sut- 
vey; and we have had more calls for it, from every 
part of the world—from North and South America, 
from Europe, Asia, and Africa—than we have 
ever been able to supply. I will show to the hon- 
orable gentleman {Mr. Sreruens] the importance 
of this document and thé reasons why there 
should be no delay in the printing of it. AsI 
stated a little while ago, there is in this document 
more than three thousand two hundred geographi- 
cal posts, for the first time, ascertained with en- 
tire accuracy—posts of the highest importance to 
commerce and to the navy; the latitude and longi- 
tude of important points on the coast, and con- 
cerning which it is highly desirable that informa- 
tion should be given at once to commercial men 
everywhere. Now, if this were a new motion, 
on a new subject, it might be important that it 
should be examined by a committee. But it has 
been examined by the Committee on Printing, in 
former Congresses, from timeto time and from 

ear to year, and an extra number has always 
tea ordered. We have the concurrence of all 
former Printing Committees to which this subject 
has ever been referred, in favor of printing extra 
numbers. I am not in favor of ‘incurring extra 
and unnecessary expense; but this document. 1s 
in great demand, and continual calls are made 
upon the Department and upon members of the 

ouse for it. It contairis much information in 
regard to light-houses and their posts. “It contains 
also the leading lines, : 
-tions for the most important parts of the coast-— 


and sailing lihes, and direc- | 


of the chartmakérs, for from ‘this. coast-survey 
they make out their charts, which are Kept regu-’ 
larly for sale'in all the cities and towns in the 
United States; and vessel-owners can supply them- 
selves. ie: i ee eth gt ee 

Mr. PHELPS. Irise.to a question of, order. 
This proposition to print extra numbers of this 
document must, of necessity, be referred. to the 
Committee on Printing, in accordance with the 
joint resolution of the two Houses of Congress, 
passed in 1846. I ask that the first clause of the 
3d ‘section of that resolution be read. 

It was accordingly read, as follows: 

<c That all motions to print extra numbers of any Dill, 
paper, or document, in cither House, ‘shall be referred. to 
the Committee ‘on Printing of that. House, who ‘shall 
report on the propricty of printing, and the probable ex- 
pense. thereof, as early as convenient.” ts 4 ye ee 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was about. to rise to the 
same point. T have also here a copy of the Jour- 
nal of the Thirty-first Congress, and I beg leave 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Mary- 
land: [Mr. Evans] to it. Itsays, Mr. Winthrop 
‘moved that four thousand copies of the report 
‘on the coast-survey be printed, which motion 
‘was referred to the Committee on Printing.” It 
seems, therefore, that in corroboration.of this con- 
struction of the rules of the House, its practice has 
been to refer such motions to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that when 
this House adjourns, it adjourn till Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. That motion cannot be:en- 
tertained while the gentlemen trom Virginia. [Mr. 
Bayxy] has possession of the floor. ; a 

Mr. BAYLY. I had nearly ‘concluded my 
remarks. i Sig 

Mr, PHELPS. Lrise. to a question of order. 
The motion before the House is not in order. 

Mr. EVANS. I call for the reading of the 61st 
rule. 

The rule was then read, as follows: 

“ A proposition requesting information of the President 
of the United States, or directing it to be furnished by the 
head of either of the Executive Departments, or by thes 
Postmaster General, or to print ai extra number óf any 
document or other matter, excepting the messagés of the 
President to both Houses at the commencement of each 
session of Congress, and the reports and documents con- 
nected with or referred to init, shall lie on the table one 


| day for consideration, unless otherwise ordered by the 


unanimous consent of the House; and all such propositions 
shall be taken up for consideration in the order in which 
they were presented, immediately after reports are. called 
for from select ‘committees; and when adopted, the Clerk 
shall cause the same to be delivered.” ` ig $ 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will take occasion 
to remark, that there seems to be some conflict be- 
tween the rule of the House and the joint resolu- 
tion of the two Houses of Congress. The Chair 
is aware that extra numbers of the President’s 
messages and accompanying documents have been 
‘printed at the beginning of each Congress—— 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (interrupting 
the Chair,) said: If the Chair will allow me, the 
part of the 61st rule to which reference has been 
made, has regard solely to the old rule of the 
House which required that all motions to print. 
extra numbers of any documient shall lie upon.the 


| table ong day. In 1846/a joint resolution was 


& 


32 


D ec B. 


‘passed requiring that motions to print extra num- 
bas af any document shall go .to the Committee 
on Printing. : Sa a 

The SPEAKER. ~The Chair decides that, un- 
der the rule of the House, the motion must lie 
over. . 

The motion can be entered, but not acted upon, 

Mr. EVANS. Then I shall not press the matter 
further. I submit the motion that tén thousand 
extra: copies be printed; and, acccording to the de- 
cision of the Chair, thé motion will lie over. 

Mr. HOUSTON. desire, before this matter 
has passed from before the House, to suggest to 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] 
whether it would not be better to order the usual 
number of copies to be printed now, and let the 
extra numbers lie over? { think it is better to 
take that course, and by.the time the usual num- 
ber are printed we can dispose of the extras. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Alabama make a motion? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, sir. I move that the 
report do lie upon the table and be printed. 

r. STEPHENS. The Chair does not com- 
prehend the point I suggested. ‘A proposition 


requesting information from the President of the | 


© United States, or directing it to be furnished by 
‘the head of either of the executive departments, 
tor by the Postmaster General,” &c. That was 
the old rule. The amended rule then goes on to 
say: “or to print an extra number of any docu- 
€ ment, or other matter, excepting messages of the 
t President to both Houses, at the commencement 
‘of each session of Congress, and the reports and 
‘documents connected with, or referred to in it,” 
&c. The joint rule passed in 1846, requires that 
these documents shall be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. This is the rule that is to apply 
in this case; because this dociment, having beet 
referred to in the President’s message, forms one 
of the exceptions, and hence does not go over. 

Mr. EVANS. I would suggest, that by gen- 
eral consent, this motion to print ten thousand 
extra capies be referred to the Committee on 
Printing when that committee shall have been 
appointed. I am perfectly willing that disposi- 
tion should be made of it. 

[Cries of ‘ No objection!’ “ No objection !”’] 

Mr. EVANS continued. I will say just one 
word to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovs- 
Ton] in relation to his suggestion, that the House 
first order the usual number of copies to be print- 


ed, and leave the extras to be disposed of after- | 


wards. That gentleman will see that if we adopt 
his suggestion, and the House at some subsequent 
time order the extra number of copies to be 
printed, the type will have to be reset. Suppose 
we order the usual number of copies to be printed 
now, and the committee delay to report for some 
days: the type will have to be set up again, and 
we shall be put to double the expense. 


Mr. HOUSTON. That is supposing the com- || 
I am perfectly will- || 


mittee will not do its duty. 
ing, however, that the motion shall go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The question was then taken, and the report 
was ordered to be laid upon the table. 

It was then, by general consent, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, when appointed. 

. _ Mr. COBB. I now ask that the bill I sent to 
the Clerk’s desk be read, and that it be put upon 
its passage. The necessity of its immediate pas- 
sage will appear upon its face, and I trust there will 
not be a man upon this floor to oppose it. 

The SPEAKER said it required the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

Mr. CARTTER objected. 

Mr, COBB asked if it would be in order to move 
to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER replied in the negative, it not 
being in order to suspend the rules except on 
Mondays. 

Mr. COBB. 
for action 
(Laughter.] 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that when 
the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Tues- 
day next, to afford time to the Speaker to arrange 
the committees. 


[Cries of “ No, no! let’s meet on Monday.”] 


I see the House is not in a state 
to-day. I withdraw my motion. 


I move that 


The question was. then. put, and carried in the 
affirmative—ayes 117, noes not counted. ` 
The question then recurred 
adjourn. E E A by 

ir. LETCHER asked that the motion be with- 
drawn, in order to allow him to present an appli- 
cation to withdraw certain papers. 

Mr. STEPHENS refused to withdraw. 

The question was then taken, and 


The House adjourned till Tuesday next. . 


upon the motion to 


NOTICES OF BILLS. À 

By Mr. WALSH: A supplement tothe act of Septem- 
ber 28th, 1850, entitled An- act granting bounty land to 
certain officers and soldiers who have been engaged in the 
military service of the United States,” empowering the 
heirs at law of deceased officers and soldiers who held in 
their lifeting certificates not located, to locate the same in 
their own names. 

Also, a bill making the counterfeiting of bounty land 
certificates and other instruments of value, a eriminal 
| offence. 

By Mr. STROTHER: A bill for the relief of the Orange 
and Alexandria Railread Company. 


|! the county of Jackson, in the State of Alabama. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: A bili further to extend the time for 
locating Virginia military land warrants, and returning sur- 
ii veys thereon to the General Land Office. 


PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented under the rule, 
| and referred to the appropriate committees: 

| By Mr. BOWNE: The petition of Thomas B. Cottrill, 
| for compensation for damages sustained by seizure of the 
| schooner Essex by the Mexican Government; and the pe- 
tition of Edward Quinn, for increase of pension. 

‘| By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of H. J. D. Brain and 
43 others, citizens of Adams county, Ohio, praying Con- 


Isaac Grutzman, Jate postmaster at Scott, in Adams coun- 


ty, Ohio. ; 
By Mr. CABELL of Fiorida: The petition of Antonio 


Alvarez, for arrears of pay as keeper of the archives at St. 
Augustine, 


IN SENATE. 


Monpar, December 8, 1851. 
Prayer by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
The following Senators, in addition to those 


| morning: 


|i Lano, from Arkagsas. 
COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, I believe the 
business of the Senate will be promoted by the 
| appointment of our standing committees, which 
| will supersede the necessity of laying business on 
| the table, and hereafter again taking it up for 
|| reference. 
i! the Senate be suspended, and that the gentlemen 
| whose names will be found in the list which I 
i send to the Chair, constitute the committees of the 
The 35th rule 


i} much trouble obviated. By the unanimous con- 
t sent of the Senate the rule can be waived, and I 
i hope, by general concurrence, the list which I 
send up will be adopted. 


pended, and the following were agreed to as the 
| committees of the Senate for the present Con- 
| press: 

On Foreign Relations—Messrs. Mason, Douglas, 
Norris, Mangum, Underwood. 


Pearce, Miller. š 


of Wisconsin, Davis, Seward. 


| son, Spruance, Wade. 


|! On Naval Affairs—Messrs. Gwin, Stockton, 
| Mallory, Badger, Fish. 
| 
| 
i 


On Publie Lands—Messrs. Felch, Shields, Dodge 


of lowa, Underwood, Pratt. 
On Private Land Claims—Messrs. Downs, Whit 
comb, Clemens, Davis, Hale. 


| 
i By Mr. COBB: A bill for the relief of W. J. Price, of 
t 
1 


i] gress ta relieve Lindsay Gossett, as one of the securities of 


| who appeared last week, took their seats this | 


i Mr. Rusk, from Texas; Mr. BELL, from Ten- | 
i nessee; Mr, Burter and Mr. Ruerr, from South |; 
1 Carolina; Mr. Downs, from Louisiana; Mr. Bor- | 


I therefore move that the 35th rule of 


There. being no objection, the rule was sus- | 


Of . Claims—Messrs. “Brodhead, Whitcomb, 
Bayard, Pratt, Wade. © 0 00 0T. oe 
On Revolutionary Claims—Messrs. . Walker, . 
Chase, Jamés, Foot of Vermont, Sumner. 
On the Judiciary—Messrs. Butler, Downs s Brad- 
bury, Berrien, Geyer. $ oa eis, 
On Post Roads—Messis. Rusk, Soulé, Hamlin, 
Upham, Morton. aaa ce 
On Roads and Canals—Messrs. Bright, Rhett, 


Douglas, Spruance, Sumner. 


On Pensions—Messrs. Jones of Tennessee, Bor- 
land, Stockton, Foot of Vermont, Geyer. © 

For the District of Columbia—Messrs. Shields, 
Bradbury, Norris, Berrien, Clarke.” ee 

On Patents and the Patent Office—Messrs. Norris, 
James, Whitcomb, Dawson, Smith. : 

On Retrenchment—Messrs. Bradbury; Bright, 
Felch, Mangum, Fish. i ' 

On. Territories—Messrs. Douglas, Houston, 
Gwin, Cooper, Jones of Tennessee. : k 

On Public Buildings—Messrs. Whitcomb, Hun- 
ter, Clarke. . 

On Printing—Messrs. Borland, Hamlin, Smith. 

On Engrossed Bills—Messrs. Bayard, Mallory, 
Hale. 

On the Library—Messrs. Pearce, Clemens, Dodge 
of Iowa. i 

On Enrolled Bills—Messrs.. Jones: of.-Iowa, 
Badger. Sp Gate ge 

To Audit and Control the contingent Expenses of the 
Senate—Messrs. Dodge of Iowa, Walker, Bell. 

MEMORIALS. ú 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented numerous ‘pe- 
titions from the States of Missouri, Indiana, V er- 
mont, Illinois, Alabama, Delaware, New Jerse 
and Pennsylvania. All the memorialists, he said, 
represent that they are grieved by the election of 
Chaplains to serve inthe Congress of the United 
States; and they are further grieved, they say, by 
the appointment of Chaplains in the land and na- 
val forces of the United States; they therefore beg 
that the subject may be taken into consideration 
by the Senate, and steps adopted to getclear of 
these obnoxious appointments to them. I move 
that they be received, and for the present laid upon 
the table; which was agreed to. a s SDa 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Sarah 
Bennet, widow of Asahel Bennet, asking com- 
pensation forhis services during the revolution- 
ary war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. Ls : 

Also, of Gen. Hugh W. Dobbin, asking com- 
pensation for his services as an officer in the last 
war with Great Britain; which was referred tothe 


| Committee on Pensions. 


Also, of Hugh W. Page and other. officers of 


i the Navy, asking compensation in consideration 


of peculiar hardships and increased expenses to 
which they were subject while in California; and of 


; the petty officers, seamen, and marines who served 
iin the frigate Savannah dyring. her cruise in the 
ji Pacific in 1849, asking additional pay; which were 
; referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.: 


Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of. the 


; President and Directors of the Raleigh and. Gas- 


ton Railroad Company, asking. a remission of 
the duties on certain railroad iron; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GWIN presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of California in relation 
to the Peon fund; which was referred to the Cóm- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, in favor of an act of Congress refunding 


i! to the State the duties collected in her ports.pre- 
On Pinance—Messrs. Hunter, Bright, Gwin, | 


vious to her admission into the Union; which was 


| || referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
| On Commerce—Messrs. Hamlin, Soulé, Dodge |: 


to be printed. : 

Also, instructing their Senators and requesting 
their Representatives to use their best efforts to 
procure the establishment of forts and the placing 
of troops along the borders of this State for the 


| protection of the citizens against Indian incur- 
i sions; which was referred to the Committee on 
; Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, presented the 


|; memorial of E. D. Reynolds, a Purser in the 
| Navy, asking compensation for his services as a 


naval storekeeper at San Francisco, and to. be 
allowed the pay of a Purser to a sloop-of-war for 
the time he performed. the duties; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs> 
Also, from W. Henderlite, asking compensa- 


Mr. GIDDINGS demanded the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. f 


1 
On Indian JU ffairs—Messrs. Atchison, Sebastian, tion for services in carrying the mail; referred to 
Rusk, Bell, Cooper. i| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


WEDN 


Mr. DAVIS. 
petition of William Cranch, Chief Justice of the 
District of Columbia, who. represents. that by an 
act passed March 3, 1839, the duty of hearing 
appeals from the decisions of the Commissioner of 
Patents was imposed on him asthe Chief Justice 
of this District. From that time forward he-has 
attended to this service, but by reason of his age 
and infirmities, he does not feel able at this time 
to discharge that additional duty, and he prays 
that he may be relieved from it by a modification 
of the law. I move that this petition be referred 
to the Committee onthe Judiciary. 

While I am up I beg leave to add a word more. 
This venerable gentleman, respected by all who 
know him, and who is a very competent man for 
the station which he occupies, has, during this 
period, for the compensation of $100, heard a great 
number of these appeals. That moderate compen- 
sation was putin the bill changing the mode of 
hearing the various questions that were raised by 
applicants for patents for inventions, and this com- 
pensation was fixed without knowing what was 
the extent of the duty. I have reason to think 
that the compensation is very inadequate. I hope 
that will be taken into consideration. 

The memorial was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. DAVIS also presented the memorial of 
Winthrop Coffin, and Howard, Son & Co., pro- 
posing to establish a line of steamers between Bos- 
ton and New Orleans, and asking that they may 
be authorized to contract for carrying the mails 
between those ports; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the memorial of the 
police justices of the parish of Morehouse, Loui- 
siana, asking a confirmation of the title of this 
parish to certain lands lying on the Bastrop grant; 
which was referred to the Committee on Publie 
Lands. 

Also, one of John Erwin, a settler on the 
Bastrop ‘grant, asking to be allowed a section of 
land in licu of what he had been dispossessed of by 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, one of Thomas J. Durant, asking pay- 
ment of a balance due him on a settlement of his 
accounts, and that he may be authorized to insti- 
tute a suit against the United States, for the pur- 
pose of obtaining a judicial decision of his claim; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
clar 
f he PEARCE presented the memorial of petty 
officers, seamen, and marines of the United States 
frigate Savannah, asking additional payment for 
services in California; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER presented the memorial of citi- 
zens of Newark, New Jersey, asking the enact- 
ment of a law giving farther remedies for patentees; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. . À 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of Hezekiah 
Miller, a clerk in the Indian Bureau, asking to be 
allowed certain arrears of pay. 

Also, of certain Hollanders, settlers in the 
counties of Ottawa and Allegan, in the State of 
Michigan, asking an appropriation for the im- 
provement of Black Lake Harbor, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, of David P. Weeks, a pensioner of the 
United States, asking to be allowed arrears .of 

ension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the petition of 
James Jeffries and P. M. Smith, asking to be re- 
leased from a forfeiture incurred under a contract 
for carrying the mails; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented the memorial 
of the late and present receiver of the land office 
at Dubuque, Iowa, asking additional compensa- 
tion for services in locating military bounty land 
warrants; which was referred to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 


3 


I am requested to present the 


| mittee on Public Lands. 


| State of California,” passed 28th September, 1850. 


| entitled ‘An act to authorize notaries public to take | 
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On the motion of Mr. SEWARD, the petition 
of Stephen Warren, which he presented last week, 
was taken from the table and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

On the motion of Mr. CHASE, the petition of 
the land officers at Defiance, Ohio, which he 
presented a few days ago, was referred to the Com- 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. BORLAND gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to allow exchanges of and granting addi- 
tional school lands to the State of Arkansas; 

_ A bill to amend the Jaws on the subject of the 
inspection of steamboats, &c.; 

A bill for the relief of the widow of General 
Worth; and 

A bill for the relief of Mark and Richard Bean. 

Mr. FELCH gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce the following bills: | 

A bill granting to the State of Michigan the | 
right of way and a donation of public lands for the 
construction of a ship canal around the Falls of |! 
St. Mary’s, in said State; 3 1 

A bill granting to the State of Michigan the right || 
of way and a donation of public lands for the pur- | 
pose of constructing a road from Saginaw to Mon- 
treal river, with a branch from the Grand river 
into the same; and 

A bill to extend the time for selecting lands 
granted to the State of Michigan for saline pur- 
poses. 

i Mr. RHETT gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to indemnify the State 
of South Carolina for money expended for the 
United States in the war in Florida with the Semi- 
nole Indians. \ 

Mr. MORTON gave notice of his intention to | 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Mrs. 
A.M. Dade, widow of the late Major F. L. Dade, || 
United States Army. 

Mr. GWIN gave notice of his intention to ask | 
leave to introduce a. bill to amend the act entitled 
« An act to provide for extending the laws and 
the judicial system of the United States to the 


Mr. NORRIS gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Mrs. E. 
A. MeNeil, widow of the late Gen. John McNeil. 

Mr. BERRIEN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to be entitled “An act to amend an act || 


il 
1 


and certify oaths, affirmations, and acknowledg- 
ments, in certain cases;’ ’’ and 

A bill to regulate the compensation of the dis- 
trict judge of the United States for the district of | 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. HUNTER gave notice of his intention to | 
ask leave to introduce a bill to change the time for 
holding the district courts of the United States in | 
the western district of Virginia, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. DOWNS gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to aid the State of || 
Louisiana in reclaiming the overflowed lands there- 
in, and for other purposes. 

Mi. UNDERWOOD gave notice of his inten- 
tion to ask leave to introduce a bill to procure a 
revision of the acts of the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States. : ! 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. | 


i 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was i 


Ordered, ‘That the petition and papers of Samuel F. But- 
terworth, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 


; to the Tennessee river 


| States; which was read twice, 
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Acken, on the fies of the Senate, be referred. to the 
mittee on Naval Affairs: ` 
On motion by Mr. UNDERWOQD, it was 
Ordered, ‘That the papers of Samuel M. Boots, on thé files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims.: 


On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William B. 
Green, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce; the petition and papers ofthe Heira 
of Wm. Barton, be referred to the Committee on Pensions; © 
and the documents relating to the claim of the State of 
puede Island, be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. j 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the Orange and Alexan- 
dria ‘Railroad Company, on the files of the Senate, be re- 


Com- 


! ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William Hult- 


| man, on the files of the Senate, be referred'to the Comiit- 


tee on Military Affairs. : : : 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was : 

Ordered, That the petition of Jno. Moore White, on the , 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on REVO- 
futionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Towa, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and lis of the heirs of John 
Rice Jones, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Jommittee on Private Land Claims, 

On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Ira Day, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads; and that the petition of Azel Spalding be.re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John A. McGraw, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Goni- 
merce; also, that the memorial of the heirs of Judith Wor- 
then be referred to the Committee on Pensions ; also, that 
the memorial of Rufus Dwincel be referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 

Ordered, That Johnston Leykins have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, it was’ . 

. Ordered, That the memorial of William H. Topping, on, 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. ` 

On motion by Mr. BUTLER, it was 

Ordered, That William Rall have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CLEMENS, agreeably to notice, asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill granting to the 
State of Alabama the right of way and a donation 
of public iands for making a railroad from Selma 
; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. ; j 

Also, a joint resolution authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to confer the title of 
Lieutenant General by brevet for eminent services; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GWLN, agreeably to notice, asked and 


‘ obtained leave to introduce a bill to establish a 


navy-yard and depot on the Bay of San Francisco; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a joint reso- 
lution, explanatory of the act approved September 
98, 1850, entitled “An act giving bounty land 
warrants to certain officers and soldiers who have 
been engaged in the military service of the United 
and referred to 
the Committee on Public,Lands. 

Mr. WALKER, agreeably to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to bring in the following bills; 
which were read a first and second time by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands: í 

A bill to cede the public lands of the United 
States to the States respectively in which they lie 


ii situated, on condition that the said States shall 
| severally grant and convey the said lands to actual 


occupants only, in limited quantities for cost of sur- 
vey, transfer, and title muniments merely; , 
‘A bill granting to the State of Wisconsin the 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William D. 


right of way and a donation of the public lands 


34 


for the purpose of locating and constructing a rail: 
road from Milwaukie to Prairie la Crosse, in Wis- 
consin; and , , . 

A bill granting to, the State of Wisconsin the 
right of way and a donation of the public lands, 
for the purpose of locating and constructing a rail- 
road from Fond du Lac to Janesville. 

. OFFICERS OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. BRIGHT gave notice that he would move 
to amend the rules of the Senate as follows: 

The Secretary of the Senate, the Sergeant-at-Arms, the 
Doorkeeper, and Assistant Doorkeeper, shall be chosen 
on the third Monday of the present Congress, and on the 
second Monday of the first session of every succeeding 
Congress. 


BILLS REFERRED. 


All the bills laid on the table during the present 
session, were taken up.and appropriately referred. 
RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 

Mr. DAVIS offered the following resolution: 
Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Senate be instructed 
to complete the sets of statutes of the United States in use 


jn the Senate, its otlices, and Committee rooms, by adding 
thereto the 9th volume, 


FLOGGING IN. THE NAVY. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Harr a few 
days since, respecting violations of the law abol- 
ishing fogging in the Navy, came up for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to move to lay that reso- 
lution on the table for the present, for the reason 
that I am not certain whether the abuse to which 
the resolution refers occurred before or subsequent 
to the passage of the act. 

“Lhe motion was agreed to. 


INTER-OCEANIC CANAL. 


The following resolution was taken from the 
table and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the President of the Wnited States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate a dispateh addressed 
by Mr. Niles, late American Chargé d'Affaires to Sardinia, 
to the Hon. John M. Clayton, Sceretary of State, on the 
subjeet of aship canal to unite the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacifie oceans, having date 30th June, 1849, iC in his 
opinion such communication can be made without iujury 
to the public interest. 


CHAPLAINS TO CONGRESS, 
The following resolution was also taken up and 
agreed to: 


nH 


Resolved, ‘That two Chaplains be appointed to Congress 
during the present session, one by each Mounse, who shall 
jatetchange weekly. 


S RECRPTION OF KOSSUTH. 
y Mr. SEWARD, pursuant to previous notice, 


asked and obtained leave to introduce the follow- 


ing joint resolution: 
Resolved by the Senate and Mouse of Representatives of 
the United Sla in C re: 
gross of the Un in the name and behalf of the 
people of the United States, give to Louis Kossuth a eor- 
dial welcome to the capital and to the country; and that 
a eopy of this resointion be transmitted to him by the Presi- 
deot ofthe United States, ` 


resolution was read a first time and ordered 
second reading, 

Mr. SEWARD. 
its second reading. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Let it lie over. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I give notice that when this 
resolution comes up for consideration 1 shall move 
to substitute for it the resolution which was with- 
drawn the other day by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi. dask chat the amendment be laid upon the 
ble. F 

The PRESIDENT. It will be laid upon the 
table informally. 

Mr. SEWARD. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Minois to move that both the resolution 
and the amendment be printed. 

Mr. SIHELDS. 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the 


Chair to wait on douis Kossuth, Governor ot Hungary, and 
introduce him to the Senate, 


Task that it may now have 


That, Mr. President, may supply the place of į 


the resolution which has been offered by the Sen- 
ator from New York, [Mr. Sewan.) This is 
precisely according to the precedent in the case of 
P'afayette. As I understand the matter, on that 
occasion the joint committee, which had been ap- 
pointed to receive him, reported that it was impos- 
sible for the two Houses to receive him by joint 
action; and each branch of Congress received La- 
fayette in its own way, this body receiving him in 


I ask leave to introduce the |! 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the manner which Lpropose by this resolution that | 


we shall receive Kossuth. 

I hope there will bè no objection to considering 

this resolution atthistime. Louis Kossuth is now 
amongst us. He is. the guest of the country. 
Here he is at your door; and, as was-said by the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] the other day, 
it would seem very strange that. we should turn 
our. backs upon a distinguished man whom we 
have invited here. He was invited by the nation. 
He is the guest of the nation in some measure, and 
I can see no impropniety in receiving him in this 
simple manner. The resolution merely provides 
that he shall be introduced to the Senate, in the 
| same manner that Lafayette was. 
I do not know whether | am_transgressing the 
| rules of the Senate in making these remarks at 
present. Perhaps I am; but there is one thing 
more which I wish to mention. If this distin- 
guished man shall be received at all—if we perform 
this act of courtesy, it ought to be performed with 
something like a good grace, It is merely an act 
of courtesy, of high national courtesy; and if per- 
formed at all, it shold be performed in the spirit 
of courtesy. 

I have heard objections to receiving this distin- 
guished man from honorable Senators whom I 
esteem very highly—from my friend from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Unprrwoop] and others. Why, if 
Louis Kossuth ever goes to Kentucky, my word 
for it, he never received a more enthusiastic wel- 
come than he will receive in that generous old 
State. Sir, if there is a place on earth where an 
exiled and unfortunate man would be received 
warmly, enthusiastically, and nobly, it is in that 
State. Take New Hampshire; would it not.be 
the same there? ‘Take Georgia; would it not be 
the same there? Yet, we are told that as there 
are other foreign exiles besides Kossuth, this 
! would be setting a bad example, and, therefore, 
| this honor ought to be refused. I can scarcely 
think the term ‘‘foreign exile” ought to be a name 

of reproach in the United States Senate, 
| ‘The PRESIDENT. The Chair very unwil- 
lingly interferes with the honorable Senator; but 
the first question is on considering the resolution, 

Mr. SHIELDS. If the Chair will permit me, 
I will terminate these irregular remarks by a single 
statement, 

The world is now looking to the action of this 
body and this Congress. ‘The prayers of Elun- 
gary follow this man. ‘The hopes of the liberal 
arty in Europe follow him. In my humble opin- 
ion, he is the great man of this day. 1 feel that if 
there is one man who will carry out, what | hope 
i will be carried out, the concentration of the moral 
| force of this nge aguinst despotism, that man is 
i Louis Kossuth. J think that is his mission—not 
to involve us in war, not to force us into interven- 
tion, but to combine, unite, and concentrate the 
moral force of the civilized world aguinst the power 
i of the oppression of the world. If we are to re- 
| ceive him atall, what can be more simple than 


the hand and introduce him to the Senate of the 
United States, that we may hear what he has to 
p say for his country and his cause? Let us hear 
him, at any rate. How are we to hear bim? How 
is the Senate to receive him? I do not propose 
giving Louis Kossuth a governmental reception. 
What I propose is a mere act of courtesy, a mere 
honor to be paid to the representative of one of 
the oldest nationalities in the world—a nation that 
defended Christianity before this Union had an 
existence. 

|! J regret that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
1 Foorr] the other day withdrew his resolution. I 
i feel, I know that every act of the Senate of ‘the 
i United States is weighed, and poised, and consid- 
i! ered in every part of the civilized world. Although 
j: there is no one here who objects to Louis Kos- 
| suth, yet the withdrawal of such a resolution, the 
i defeat of such a proposition, goes forth to the 
| world as if the United States invited a man to the 
country, senta national ship to bring him to the 
į country, and then refused to give him the compli- 
i ment of a reception. 

| Ihave, in conclusion, to entreat the Senate to 
consider this resolution at this time. 
| 
| 
H 


The PRESIDENT. it requires unanimous 
consent to consider the resolution at this time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to throw myself 

| upon the indulgence of the Senate to make a few 

i remarks, on account of the personal application, 


j that three Senators should take Louis Kossuth by j 


perhaps, to myself of some of the remarks of my’ 
friend from Illinois. It might be inferred from 
what he said, that I have intimated an indisposi~ 
tion to receive Louis Kossuth, and give him, as 
an individual, the hand of commendation. My 
object in rising is to state, that as-an individual, 
asa man, no one, here or elsewhere, will receive 
Mr. Kossuth with more heartfelt admiration than 
myself; and I will venture to say for the people I: 
represent, that if he should visit Kentucky, my 
constituency would receive him not only with that 
courtesy which belongs to a distinguished foreign- 
er, but with that admiration and sympathy which 
they believe is due to a man indoctrinated with 
the same principles of liberty which they them- 
selves possess. But in the remarks whieh I made 
the other day, I endeavored to draw a distinction 
between what we ought to do individually as men, 
and what this Government ought to do as a Govern- 
ment, and this Congress ought to do asa Congress. 
I endeavored then to show that this was a subject, 
in all its relations, in all its bearings, which ought 
not to be introduced into the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States. J think so still. Ihave made these — 
remarks to put myself right in reference to the 
matter suggested by my friend from Ilinois. I 
think he is altogether mistaken as to Kossuth’s 
having been invited to come to this country; but 
that is a question which will come up when this 
resolution shall be before us for consideration. I 
do not think we ought to consider it now. Let 
the resolution take the usual course. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the resolution will 
lie over. 


ABD- EL-RADER. 

Mr. HALE gave notice that to-morrow, or 
some subsequent day of the session, he will ask 
leave to introduce a joint resolution requesting the 
President of the United States to cause a corre- 
spondence to be opened with the President of the 
| French Republic, the object of which shall he to 

interpose the friendly otlices of the Government 
of the United States with that Government in be- 
half of the liberation of Abd-el-Kader. 


CENSUS PRINTING. 


Mr. BRIGHT, in pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a joint reso~ 
lution in relation to the printing of the returns of 
the seventh census. 

It was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BORLAND. I must object to referring this 
proposition to the Committee on Printing. I can 
see no necessity for a reference. This is notasub- 
ject involving the public printing. It isa question 
as to policy, of which i think the Senate is the 
proper judge. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I know of no committee of 
this body so appropriate as the Committee on 
Printing, to take charge of and report upon the 
joint resolution just read, and which I have offered. 
with a full knowledge of the importance of having 
prompt action thereon. 

This printing ought to have been performed du- 
ring the recess of Congress, and, but for the con- 
| fused condition of this branch of the public service, 
would now have been on our tables. There is a 
necessity for legislation before this work can be 
done. I have named the individuals proposed to 
be contracted with, in order that the Committee 
on Printing, or any other committee the Senate 
may think proper to refer the joint resolution to, 
may ascertain their ability to go on with the work 
immediately, for delay lessens the value of the ser- 
vice to be performed in this case. I think the 
; Committee on Printing is the more appropriate 
and hope the Senate will so direct. 
xe motion to refer to the Committee on Print- 
was agreed to. 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the resolution submit- 
ted by Mr. Foorm of Mississippi, which he 
amended by substituting the words “ faithfully 
observed,” for the word ‘ respected,” in the last 
line; so that it stands as follows: 

A Resolution declaring the Measures of Adjustment to be a 
definitive settlement of the questions growing out of 
domestic slavery. 

Beit enacted, That. the series of measures embraced in 
the acts entitled “An act proposing to the State of Texas 
the establishinent of her Northern and Western boundaries, 


the relinquishment, by the said State, ofall territory claimed 
by her exterior to said boundaries, and. of all her claims 
apon the United States, and to. establish-a territorial gov- 
ernment for New Mexico,” approved September 9, 1850 ; 
x An act fer the admission of the State of California into 
the Union,” approved September 9, 1850; “An act to. es- 
tablish a territerial government for Utah,’’ approved- Sep- 
tember 9, 1850; An act to.amend and supplementary to 


an act entitled ‘An act respecting fugitives from justice, || 


and persons escaping from the service of their masters, ap- 
proved February 12, 1793; approved September 18, 18505 
and “Anact to-suppress the slave trade in the District of 
Columbia,” approved September 20, 1858,, commonly 
Known as the ‘“‘Compremise it 
.of this body, entitled to'be recognized asa definitive adjust- 


ment and setllement of the distracting questions. growing | 
out of the system of domestic: slavery, and as. such, that | 
said measures should be acquiesced in and faithfully ob- | 


served by. all good citizens. 


Mr. TOOTE of Mississippi. When I made up ! 
my mind to introduce the resolution now under 
consideration, 1 did not expect to say anythingin | 


explanation of it. The phraseology in which it 
is couched is neither mysterious nor equivocal, 
and therefore I had cherished the hope thet its im- 


mediate adoption by this body would take place, | 


without any extended discussion upon the delicate 
questions involved therein. I trust still, most con- | 
fidently, that no excited or angry debate will arise 
on this resolution, either here or elsewhere, and 
that the two Houses of Congress, by uniting 
promptly and cordially in the solemn declaration 
which has now been twice made by the President 
of the United States, that he considers the series 
of measures recognized as constituting the plan of 
adjustment— as a final settlement, in principle 
and substance, of the dangerous and exciting sub- 
jects which they embraced’’—will do their part 
in securing an early restoration of the friendly and 
fraternal relations formerly existing between the 
diferent sections of this Confederacy, and thus 
aid, as far as itis in their power to do so, in the sup- 
pression ofa dangerous and unseemly agitation, the 
former progress of which undoubtedly placed the 
institutions of the country in extreme peril, and 
involved the Republic itself in more or less of dis- 
credit. In departing from my original intention, 
and undertaking to address the Senate very briefly 
at the present time, my object is simply to prevent 
any misundeistanding touching my own motives, 
and counteracting certain misrepresentations in re- 
gard thereto, which I discover already to have been, 
made. 

Mr. President, I cannot believe that there are 
many individuals in this body, who are prepared 
to declare their disapproval of the conduct of the 
President in twice deliberately and formally array- 
ing all the influence of eminent station and high char- 
acter in favor of a scheme of pacification and settle- 
ment which had previously received the approval of 
the two Houses of Congress, and to which he had 
also imparted hisown official sanction; butto which 
he was at the time aware that opposition of a se- 
rious and imposing character had been presented 
jn different forms, and in opposite sections of the 
What was right in itself, and worthy 
ident, will be equally 


as many over-sanguine persons imagine. Itis un 
deniable that armed opposition to a certain por- 
tion of these measures has occurred in. more than 
one instance in particular yicinages, easy to be 
mentioned; and it is equally certain that substan- 
tial resistance to other portions of this plan of 
settlement has been quite as extensively contem- 

lated elsewhere. Sectional jealousies, which 

ave existed now for many years past, are not yet 


cts,” are, in the Judgment į 


should be. © Factious politicians have been indus+ 
triously-at work in various States of the Confed= 
eracy, to inflame the popular mind of the country 
and to give perpetuity to that unfortunate misun- 
derstanding which has so long continued between 
good men north and south of a certain geographi- 
cal line. Great and persevering efforts have been 
made in the free States of the North by a certain 


against the act for the restoration of fugitives from 
i| service, and scenes have occurred under such de- 
|| plorable instigation of too ferocious and bloody a 
character to be more than alluded to on such an 
|| occasion as the present. Movements equally de- 
‘| plorable,in my judgment, have occurred in sev- 
‘| eral of the Southern States of the Union, the ten- 
dency of which has been, to aconsiderable extent, 
|| to establish relations of permanent hostility be- 


Belonging to that class of politicians who have 
uniformly looked to the measures of adjustment 
as constituting, unitedly, an equitable scheme of 


whether resident north or south of Mason and 
Dixon’s line; and I rejoice in believing that the 
people of the Union, apart from the selfish poli- 
ticians who have been so ardently struggling to 
delude them, are every day growing better and 
better satisfied with these measures. Still there 
is something for Congress to do, in order to 
reconcile more thoroughly the sectional feelings 
which a long course of industrious agitation has 
|| engendered. Coming, as we do, into the halls of 
national legislation from all parts of the Union, 


report the present condition of public sentiment 
among our respective constituents; and I hope 
that we have it in our power, by reciprocal expla- 
nations and by joint action of the kind contem- 
plated by the resolution under consideration, to 
restore at once that fraternal understanding among 
the different sections of the Union, without which 
it is impossible that the Government itself can be 
maintained, and the permanent happiness of the 
nation secured. I do not expect, Mr. President, 


in this House or in the House of Representatives. 
I know that there are gentlemen committed, in 
both Houses, toa system of permanent opposition 
to our scheme of settlement; and it is but reason- 
| able to ex 
‘and speeches, present such opposition to any such 
resolution as the one before us, as they may sup- 
pose to he necessary to the maintenance of their 
local popularity, or the attainment of other objects 
‘| of a less reputable character. WhatI do expect 
i| most confidently is, that this resolution, or one of 
|i similar import, will be supported by so large a 
| number of both Houses of Congress, as to give 
| assurance to the whole country that no opposition 
can ever be successfully presented to any part of 
the plan of adjustment, either now or hereafter; 
and in any quarter of the Union. 

‘Me. President, L have not brought forward this 


i 


ance of mere party ends. Firmly and inflexibly 
| devoted as I have been since the opening days of 
Í manhood to the great principles of what is known 
as the Democratic creed of the country, and de- 
! sirous on all fitting occasions to give a hearty and 
| unequivocal support to the same, I should scorn 
| myself could { consent to blend the interests of any 
i 
l 


| party with the movement which I have thought 
| proper to originate for the attainment of different 
and far higher purposes. Nor do I, sir, look to 
party alone for the support of this resolation. 
Traced, in the spirit of sincerity becoming so 
i} grave an occasion, I must acknowledge that I 
‘| should hold it to be quite unsafe to rely alone 
j upon party votes for the adoption of such a 
‘i measure as is necessary to restore complete quiet 
to the public mind. I will go further, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and acknowledge that I do not recognize 
either of the great national parties of the country, 
in their present state and condition, as entirely 
promise in all its parts. Free-soilism in the North, 
| and Secession in the South, are yet undeniably 
| exerting an influence more or less mischievous In 
both the old party organizations. d 
have occurred recently calculated to excite great 


class of political agitators, to array public feeling | 


tween the people of the North and of the South. | 


i| settlement, I~ have entertained a confident hope | 
|| that they would ultimately receive a fair appreci- 
ation as such at the hands of my countrymen | 


we cannot be otherwise than prepared frankly to | 


this resolution to be unanimously adopted, either | 


pegi that these persons will, both by votes | 


1! resolution as a mere party man, or for the farther- | 


reliable for the faithful maintenance of the com- | 


And events | 


i 
H 
1 
i 


i 


| as fully asstiaged as all true patriots desire they || daria in the public mind 


j governed by an abiding con 


rit in : y ‘regard, to the Tutúre 
action of both the parties referred to, touching the 
faithful execution of the scheme: of compromise. 
I had hoped before T reached: this city tọ find 
both the Whig and the, Demécratic party pre- 
pared to repudiate. all farther: connection. with 
faction andits wretched: devices. -My mind. had 
cherished the confident hope that at least: the mem 
bers of the. Democratic. party in, Congress would 
be prepared to declare their determination.to hold 
no alliance with any body of men pledged to resist 
the laws, or to keep alive agitation upen the sub- 
ject of domestic slavery; and I: ‘yet: trust that 2 
course may be adopted by.those gentlemen: in 
Congress in whom I have heretofore confided, 

and with whom I have‘delighted to codperate on 
great national occasions, more in-unison with the 
ancient dignity of the Democratic faith, and. less 
offensive to my own sense of propriety than cer- 
tain proceedings which have of late gained a some- 
what distressing notoriety. For my own part, Mr. 
President, I am resolved to hold no political fel- 
lowship with any association of men; by whatever 
name designated, whose opinions do not. harmo- 
nize perfectly with the opinions of that nable:body 
of lovers of the Union; whom I have. the honory 
for the present, alone to.represent on this floor. 
What my worthy constituents think on this whole 
subject is so clearly and strongly set forth in the 
resolutions recently adopted by our State conven 
tion, that I shall ask leave to read theny in hearing 
of the Senate: : iaire 


Resolutions of the Committee of Thirteen, reported to 
the State Convention. 


cc Resolved, 1st, That, in the opinion of this Conyention, 
the people of Mississippi, in a spirit of conciliation and 
compromise, have maturely considered the action of Con- 
gress embracing a series of measures for the admission of 
California as a State into the Union, the organization of © 
territorial governments for Utah and New Mexico, the és- 
tablishment of the boundary between the Jatter and the 
State of ‘Texas, the suppression of the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia, andthe extradition of fugitive slaves, 
and connected with them the rejection of the proposition to 
exclude slavery from the Territories of the United States, 
and to abolish it in. the District of Columbia; and whilst 
they.do not entirely approve, will abide by it as a perma- 
nentadjustment of this sectional controversy. 

Resolved, 2d, That we pergeivenothing in the above- 


‘recited legislation of the Congress of the United States 


which should be permitted to disturb the friendly and peace- 
fal “existing relations between the Government of the Uni- 
ted States and the goverument and people of the State of 
Mississippi.” 

“ Therefore, resolved, 3d, That, in the opinion of this 
Convention, the people of the State of Mississippi will 
abide by the Union asit is, and by the Constitution of the 
United States without amendments.” 

“Resolved, further, 4th, That, in the opinion of. this 
Convention, the asserted right of secession from the Union, 
onthe partof the State or States,is utterly unsanctioned by. 
the Federal Constitution, whieh was framed to ‘establish’ 
and not to destroy the Union of the States, and that no se- 
cession can in fact take place, without a subversion of tha 
Union establishea, and which will not virtually amount in 
its effects and consequences to acivilrevolution. < > 

« Resolved, further, 5th, That, whilstin the opinion of 
this Convention, such are the sentiments: aud opinions of 
the people of the State of Mississippi, still violations of 
the rights of the people of the State may occur which 
would amount to intolerable oppression, and would justify 
aresort to measures of resistance, amongst which, in the 
opinion of the Convention, the people of the State have 
designated the following: eae 

fst. The interference by congressional legislation with 
the institutionof slavery in the States. 

«od. Interference with the trade in slaves in the States. 

«3d. Any action of Congress on the subject of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, or in places subject to the juris- 
diction of Congress, incompatible with the safety and do- 
mestie tranquillity—-the rights and honor of the slavehold- 
ing States, 5 . . 

“Ath. Che refusal by Congress to adinit a new State into 
the Union on the ground of her tolerating slavery within 

“as Mts. Jats 
ne sth. The passage of any law by Congress prohibiting 
slavery in any of the Territories. 

“6th. The repeal of the fugitive slave law, and the neg- 
leet or refusal by the General Government to enforce the 
constitutional provisions for the reclamation of fugitive 
slaves. - ` ae R 

~ Resolved, further, 6th, That, in the opinion of this 
Convention, the people in the recent elections have been 
fidence that the said adjustment 
enforced in good faith in 


measures of Congress should be 
every section of the land. 

« Resolved, further, 7th, That as the people of the State 
of Mississippi, in the opinion of this Convention, desire all 
farther agitation of the slavery question to cease, and have 
acted upon and decided all the foregoing questions, there~ 
by making it the duty of this Convention to pass no acts 
Within the purview and spirit of the law under whieh it was 
ealled, this Convention deems it unnecessary to refer to the 
people, for their approval or disapproval at the þallot-box, 
its action in the premises. ce ee 
we Resolved, fates Sth, The Conventionhaving declare 
in the foregoing resolutions, the position whieh the people 
of Mississippi have taken, and wliich, in the opinion o oe 
Convention, they will continue to ocoupy, onthe great sù! 
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jects embraced in the resolutions, deems ita duty alike in- 
eumbent on us and equally important to the rights of the 
people to declare that, in our deliberate judgment and in 
their deliberate judgment, as we believe, the eall of this 
Convention by the Legislature at its late extraor dinary ses- | 
sion by the act of the 30th of November, 1850, was unauthor- 
ized aud unnecessary, and that said actin peremptorily gider- 
ing a Convention of the people ofthe State to be heid, without 
submitting to them to be sctiled by the popular vote of the 
Stata, the question whether there showd be a Convention 
or no Convention, was an unwarranted assumption of power 
by the Legislature, at war with the spirit of republican in- 
stitutions, and an encroachment on the sovereign power of 
the people.’? 

These resolutions, Mr. President, as all present 
know, were adopted by an overwhelming majority 
of the body in which they originated—there being 
in fact only three voices raised in the Conven- 
tion in opposition to them. Now, sir, you 


discover that the sovereign people of Mississippi | 
have formally and deliberately declared, that whilst | 


they “do not entirely approve” the acts referred 


to in the first of the resolutions just read, yet they | 


will abide by the whole series of these acts as “a 
permanent. adjustment of the sectional controver- 
sy’? which has been so long pending. You will 
observe, sir, also, that our Convention has declared 
further in the sixth resolution, that the people 
of Mississippi, ‘in the recent elections, have been 
tgovemed by an abiding confidence that the said 
‘adjustment measures of Congress would be en- 
‘forced in good faith in every section of the Jand.*’ 
Such, sir, is the attitude of the people of Missis- 
sippi, and they have thought proper thus to make 
a public avowal of their opinions and expecta- 
tions, They have adjudged the measures of com- 
promise worthy of their approval, and they have 
determined to stand by them firmly and faithfully. 
They have notattempted to mystify their position, | 
or to conceal their views and wishes in any respect 
whatsoever. They have a right to expect equal 
frankness and fidelity to be exercised by their fel- 
low-citizens in other portions of the Confederacy. 
Through me they request at this moment, from 
the Senatorial representatives of the co-States of 
the Union here assembled, a declaration of the 
willingness of those under whose authority they 
act, firmly and faithfully to stand by and maintain 
the plan of adjustment In all its parts. Will bon- 
ovable Senators speak out boldly and explicitly on 
this important subject? or will they, by remaining 
silent, permit themselves and their constituents to 
be misunderstood among those whose earnest wish 
it is to reciprocate friendly sentiments with them, 
and to be ailowed to approve them, and to confide 
fully in them as just men and as patriots? 

Let no member of the Senate, Mr. President, 
from the South say that our northern brethren 
need no additional assurance from us of our deter- 
mination to acquiesce in and support the compro- 
mise. Events have occurred, as all truthful men 
will confess, calculated to awaken more or less of 
doubt as to the position likely to be assumed ult 
mately by the Southern States of the Union. Let 
no Senator from the North, either, declare that the 
people of the South have no right to demand from 
their fellow-citizens of that section of the Confeder- 
acy such an assurance as that imbodied in the 
resolution under consideration. Every intelligent 
man in America knows the fact, that the number of | 
active pouticians in the Northern States is by no 
means inconsiderable, who stand pledged to agi- 
tate for the modification or repeal of the fugitive 
slave law, as it is called. There arè men now in 
Congress—men who are sometimes, as rumor 
asserts, permitted to come into party caucuses 
too—who are not only committed to future agita- 
tion in opposition to this law, but who are known 

re solemnly declared their opinion to be that 
‘holly unconstitutional in all its material pro- 
Besides, Mr. President, it is a fact well 


J 


wistons, 
recollected 
aonree of much complaint and apprehension in the 
South, that only a small number of the members 
of this body representing the free States of the 


North weve actually present at the passage of this | 
law, so that their votes could be recorded in its | 


favor. 


f am perfectly aware that several of the gentle- |: 


men referred to were only accidentally absent, | 
and perhaps all of them had some reason for not 
being present, other than an unwillingness to be 
recognized ny their constituents as being friend] 

this great and essential measure. Indeed, I be- 
lieve most of them had previously declared their 


T 


determination, either in converse or otherwise, to |! 
ei 


support the bill. But it is, notwithstanding, true, 


| 


| fature period, by our fellow-citizens of the North, 


i 


by us all, and one which has been the |: 


| I heard of it with surprise. 


that the circumstance.of their being absent when 
the yeas and nays were taken on the final passage 
of the bill- has been seized upon by certain per- 
sons in the South, hostile to the public repose, and 
wielded with great effect against the supporters of 
the plan of compromise, and to the serious endan- 
germent of the Union itself. Besides, honorable 
Senators need not to bereminded that declarations 
are constantly made by the enemies of the Union, 
in different States of the South, that great danger 
exists of attempts being successfully made,at some 


to apply the Wilmot proviso to our vacant Terri- 
tories, and to overthrow, by Congressional legis- 
lation, the system of slavery in the District of 
Columbia. I have no such apprehension myself, 
and I know very well that the time has forever 
passed when either of the measures referred to 
could receive the sanction either of this body or of 
the House of Representatives. But until a formal 
declaration shall be made, in some such mode as 
that now proposed, of a determination to refrain 
from these acts of aggression, formerly so seriously 
menaced, it is unreasonable to expect all uneasiness 


| on these points entirely to cease. 


Ihave now, Mr. President, stated a few cf the 
most prominent reasons which induced me to offer 
this resolution, and I will conclude what I have to 
say for the present, by declaring the high gratifi- 
cation which I shall feel at its obtaining the general 
support of the members of this body. I shall say 
nothing more, unless the resolution should be 
attacked in such a manner as to make some special 
defence of it necessary. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not pro- 
pose to say much upon this subject at this time; 
bat I will say that when I heard of this resolution, 
It is a mode-of pro- 
ceeding scarcely known, I believe, in any delib- 
erative body that I ever heard of. To introduce 
at a subsequent session of the Legislature resolu- 
tions confirming what I suppose must be regarded 


And for what 
purpose? If the legislation referred to by the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi be wicked, 
can he restore purity to it by a resolution of this 
kind? If that legislation be wise, is it not superer- 


ogatory and unnecessary to introduce sucha reso- | 
lation ? 
‘introduced ? 


For what purpose, then, is the resolution 
I have no right to arraign the gentle- 
man’s motives, nor do 1. What may have been 
his object, I have no right to dispute, for he has 
avowed it; but as to what will be the effect of this 
resolution, L have a right to speak. Ifthe gentle- 


man had been selecting motions to introduce, he | 


could not have been more successful in introducing 
one to open former discussions, and to let loose 
upon this land the waters of agitation. I protest 
against this mode of proceeding as unusual, as 
unnecessary, and as—I will not say intended, 
because I shall not use any word of the kind— 
but the tendency of which will be to widen breaches 
which already exist, and to reach feelings that 
might perhaps have subsided under the influence 
of time or a better understanding among ourselves, 
I understand the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi to introduce the resolution with a view to 
give to the measures of compromise an authority 
which they do not possess by the act of legislation 
conducted with all the forms which the Constitu- 
tion requires. Can he expect to do so? Can he 
give them any other authority—any other influ- 
ence by a vote of this Senate than they would 
have had without it? Can he reconcile me to 


these measures by his vote or the vote of his ; 


friends? Sir, he knows the opinion I entertain of 
these measures, and the manner in which they 
were introduced and passed in this body. I then 


denounced them. I now denounce them; because I | 


believe that they have made a precedent in the 


: political history of this country, under the influ- 


ence of which this Union, wielded by a despotic 
majority, wiil survive the Constitution. {Í believe 
now, as I believed then, that they were passed in 


violation of ine spirit of the guarantees calculated | 


to protect one section of this Union. Does the 
gentleman suppose that the South isto have secu- 
rity by an assurance such as he proposes? Does 
he expect that I, who have heretofore denounced 
these measures, shall now consent to put upon 
them the seal of approbation, and to kiss the rod 
of oppression, as I have regarded it? Sir, I cannot, 
with Druidieal devetion, worship at the foot of a 


jas statutes upon the statute-book, is an ex. post | 
|| Jacto mode of reviewing the past. 


tree whose fruits are to be bitterness and destruc- 
“tion to my. posterity. : ~~ 

If there is any one thing in the potitical history 
of this country that will be developed by time, it 
will be this: that the Constitution of the United 
States never can be amended. I think it may be 


į proclaimed as a settled fact, that the Constitution, 


which has been in operation for more than sixty 
years, never will be amended. And why? Be- 
cause as soon as we meet with any difficulty from 
the administration of the Government—as soon ast 
any trying juncture of affairs is presented—what 
is the expedient? Do we apply that great princi- 
ple provided for in the Constitution of the United 
States, by which it can be amended? No, sir. 
‘The resort is to compromise, or to enlarging, by 
construction, some of the provisions of the Con- 
stitution. Whois it that will dictate compromises’ 
of this kind, and give to the Constitution its char- 
acter under their operation? Will it be the mi- 
nority? Will it be those whose interests have 
suffered and whose interests are in danger? No, 
sir. Whenever constitutions have to be patched 
up by compromises, or to bechanged by construc- 
tion, depend upon it, such propositions will never 
come from a minority. All expedients of that 
kind will proceed from a majority—the majority 
who have the temptation of interest to consult in 
giving character to the institutions of the country. 

I am unwilling to go further into this debate at 
this time, except to protest against this mode of 
attempting to influence the deliberations of another 
assembly in my own State. I was in hopes that 
they would beallowed to deliberate the great ques- 
tion which they are called upon. to consider fairly, 
and under auspices favorable to the protection of 
those whose rights have been violated, in my opin- 
ion, and whose political existence will be doomed, 
if expedients of this kind are to be submitted to 
by those who represent that section of the eoun- 
uy. Will the honorable gentleman tell me that 
our institutions are not in danger, when he tells 
us that the billows of the free-soil agitation are 
already beating upon the base of the Constitution ? 
When he tells me that our institutions are in dan- 
ger from agitation of this kind, does he expect to 
give me security by having a vote in favor of 
measures which I have heretofore denounced and 
made war upon, and shall continue to denounce 
and make war upon, as our fathers made war or 


' the alien and sedition laws, as long as I believed 


they had been framed in a spirit unfavorable and 
unfriendly to the rights and institutions of those 
whom I represent? 

If this discussion had not been commenced, E 
do not think I should have opened my mouth upor 
this subject during this session of Congress, and I 
have uttered these few sentences to let the gentle- 
man know my position, and to let him know the 
opinions entertained by more than myself. Itmay 
be that by singing his peans to the Union he may 
hush fora moment the tumult and opposition of 
those who would never have made war upon it if 
it had not been patched up and patched up by 
compromise, and compromise, and compromise? 
From whom do these compromises come? Never 


i from the weaker portion. 


Sir, I believe that the Southern people are a. 
doomed people if proceedings of this kind are al- 
lowed to go forth. God knows there is no man 
upon earth who would go further than myself to 
prevent anarchy, and hostility, and blood, and 
violence in this age of reason, intelligence, and 
wisdom, to effect any reforms. It is alien to the 
genius of our institutions and the spirit of the 
common law of England, to effect any reform by 
violence and civil war. Butif the Southern peo- 
ple and the Southern Representatives are not more 
united, I cannot answer for consequences. If 
these measures, which are intended, I suppose, to 
be somewhat improved by this indorsement, are 
intrinsically good, I cannot perceive any advan- 
tage to be derived from this resolution. It does 
look to me very much as if the gentleman was 
following the example of Lycurgus, who, after 
making laws, imposed on those who were to obey 


; them the injunction that they were never to be 


changed——. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. Until hereturned. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps the Senator is going 
away, wishing to leave injunctions like those 
which Lycurgus left. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I shall certainly 
come baek. Lycurgus did not return. 
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Mr. BUTLER, The gentleman, then, isimi- 
tating Lycurgus.. He does not wish these laws 
to be changed until he. does come back; and he 
says that he is coming back. © 0 oS j 

Mr, FOOTE. The difference is that Lycurgus 
went away with the intention never to return, 
whereas I go animo revertendo, for 1 design return- 
ing in little morethan a year from this time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the gentleman: intends 
to be superior to Lycurgus. Heis going to come 
back when he pleases. Nothing can prevent him; 
not even death itself. I understood that Lycur- 
gus went away expecting to die.” I would not 
wish any such fate to befall the gentleman; but it 
is not for him to control his fate and to come back 
whenever he pleases. © 

Mr. FOOTE. My Union-loving Legislature | 
will send me back | 
_ Mr. BUTLER. Thatis relying upon the fidel- 
ity of your ‘faithful commoners.” 

Mr. FOOTE. Ido rely upon them. | 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not wish to protract my | 
remarks. I may have occasion when I have de- 
liberated more upon the subject to say something 
else. I would wish to say nothing now incon- | 
sistent with the gravity of the subject and what ! 
should become the deliberations of this body. | 
If the debate shall be continued hereafter, I may | 
take occasion to go into it fully. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I shall claim the 
attention of the Senate, Mr. President, for a short 
period only, in responding to the very extraordi- 
nary harangue with which the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Butter] has favored us this morn- 
ing. “The exhibition which has just drawn to a 
close, sir, must have surprised every member of 
this body, as assuredly it has astounded myself; 
though there seems.to be more or less reason to 
suppose that the honorable gentleman did not 
come to the conclusion to entertain usin a manner 
so striking and peculiar without considerable pre- 
vious deliberation. Indeed, I should conjecture, 
from something in the honorable gentleman’s man- 
ner and certain attendant circumstances, that the 


i 


part which he has deemed it becoming to enact 
this morning, was devolved upon him, to some 
‘extent, as the result of previous concert and con- 
gultation. At any rate, it would be wronging the 
gentleman, I imagine, very greatly ndt to sup- 
pose that the speech which he has just delivered 
was the fruit of much meditation, as surely it 
ought to have been. Well, sir, I will accord to 
the gentleman all the credit to which he may be 
intrinsically entitled for having made just such a 
temperate, dignified, and statesman-like speech, as 
might have been expected from a Senator of his 
‘high reputation after the fullest deliberation and the 
amplest consultation. . 

Mr: BUTLER. I have had concert with no 
human being, and very little deliberation upon 
this resolution, for I only heard of it a short time 


ago. 

EMr. FOOTE. Then the gentleman has had the 
misfortune to have heen inops concilii. It would 
seem that he has neither consulted his friends nor 
his own sound understanding, as in justice to him- 
self and the grave subject under consideration, he 
should have done before he ventured upon that 
stormy sea of controversy, amid whose swelling 
waves he has been essaying to navigate. What 
the honorable gentleman can see in this poor reso- 
lution of mine to justify him in that fierce revolu- 
tionary harangue, to which he has. just given 
utterance, is entirely beyond my powers of dis- 
cernment. Is there anything in the resolution 
personally insulting to that gentleman, or his sen- 
sibilities? Is there anything in it insulting to any 
of the sovereign States of this Confederacy? Was 
there anything in the few remarks which I offered | 
to the Senate in support of the resolution, breath- 
ine the least discourtesy or sugges 
disrespect to any hamen being in theworld? The; 
Senate will bear me witness that I am innocent in 
all these respects; and yet the gentleman says that 
this is a very offensive reso ; | 
intimates that it is intended to have a special effect | 
in some vicinage of the South, where deliberations 
are now in progress which the honorable gentle- | 
man fears may be more or less disturbed by the | 
adoption of such a resolution as t 
us. Sir, I confess that I do not exactly under- | 
stand the honorable gentleman, upon this point. | 
Certainly the resolution was introduced for no 
sinister or concealed purpose, nor for any purpose 


tive of the least |; 


lution; and he rather |; 


he one before |} 


! 


| they s 


| destruction at any 


not clearly explained by me already. It is quite 
a mistake to suppose that I designed to interfere 
-at-all with any. such deliberations as he more than 
hinis*may be now going on in his own State, hav- 
‘ing in view the withdrawal of that respected State 
from the Confederacy. indeed I did not at all 
advert to the fact, in offering the resolution to the 
consideration of the Senate, that such deliberations 
as the gentleman refers to were going on. I will 
deal very frankly with the gentleman and the Sen- 
ate, Mr. President, in reference to this very deli- 
cate point, and say that if the favorable action of 
the Senate upon this resolution should have the 
effect of quieting excitement in South Carolina, 
and effectually reconciling that noble State to re- 
maining in the Confederacy, I shall be rejoiced 
beyond measureat such aresult, But, sir, I again 
solemnly disclaim having intended to intermeddle 
with the special domestic concerns of any State in 
the Confederacy, or to obstruct any proceedings 
of adomestic character which may be now in prog- 
ress in South Carolina. 

But the gentleman says, and certainly not with 
his accustomed courtesy, that, in his judgment, 
this resolution is unwise and unnecessary. That 
is the gentleman’s opinion. Well, sir, in my 
judgment, I will not say the resolution Is a wise 
one, as this might. look a little egotistical, but I 
will aver that J consider it quite a judicious one, 
and, under all the circumstances which surround 
us, almost indispensably necessary to the public 
repose and safety. I wish to make known to the 
honorable gentleman, also, that, (varying very de- 
cidedly from his own example on this occasion, ) I 
did not introduce the resolution until I had made 
the movement which it proposes the subject of much 
calm and dispassionate examination, nor until I 
had consulted, as to the expediency of offering it, 
many gentlemen of acknowledged wisdom and of 
tried patriotism; and its introduction was therefore 
notdetermined upon by me until men far sager than 
myself had thus aided me with their valuable coun- 
sels. I regret that I have not had the good fortune to 
secure the honorable zentleman’s codperative aid in 
support of my resolution; and he will allow me to 
express the regret, which I should certainly feel, 
should I find out, or have reason to believe here- 
after, that he would have been somewhat more 
inclined to have been a co-laborer with me on this 
occasion had the State of Mississippi not refused 
so signally in September last to codperate with 
certain persons in South Carolina in breaking u 
the Union. I protest most seriously against suc 


Rll 


single ‘sentence that approximated: to the di; 
Of argumenti 080 St es ee i 
| To begin with “the Californi 
is perfectly well known here that Idi 
for the admission of California: It ¥ j 
power to do so, without-viclating publit sent 
among my own partidilar constituents; unle 
deed that act should be niade tö form part ‘ofa 
general scheme of settlement; andl decidedly pre- 
ferred, at any rate, voting for, the retention of | 
California in the territorial condition foia year or 
two. “My reasons for desiring that this should bé 
ithe condition of California for a short “period, 
were stated very fgankly and fully at the time, in 
hearing of this body, and I shail not now recitethem. 
But I wish it to be understood, sir, that F- never 
regarded such act of admission as at all violative 
_of the Constitution. On thecontrary, J have con- 
stantly been of opinion, that there was no ground 
for doubt upon this point; and Tam happy to 
i recollect that my own honored constituents have 
' at all time, with singular unanimity, entertained 
the same opinion. Indeed, Mr. President, I think 
myself justified in believing that there were never, 
| even in this body, any considerable number of 
gentlemen whg were willing to risk their’ character 
i as public men before the country, by the assertion 
that the act of Californian admission was wacon- 
stitutional in its character. I well recollect that 
the honorable gentleman from Virginia, who sits 
over the way, [Mr. Hunrer,] in ‘his celebrated - 
protest, cautiously declined the assumption of any 
such position, and if F do not err in memory; that 
gentleman intimated, at the time of its presentation 
here, an impression that the measure of admission 
was not fairly subject to objection upon mere con- 
stitutional grounds. If the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina, to whom I am at present respond- 
ing, entertained the opinion upon this ‘question 
which he now expresses, he certainly made noth- 
ing like aregular argument in support of this view 
of the subject, or if he did do so, it was not ofa, 
| nature sufficiently striking to fix itself distinctly. in 
i my memory. Sir, California was admitted justin 
| the mode adopted for the admission of every new 
| State that has heretofore entered into the Confed- 
eracy. If she was unconstitutionally admitted, 
none of the new States heretofore admitted haye 
ever yet found their way into the Confederacy in 
such manner as to entitle them to recognition, as 
legitimately appertaining to our Confederacy of 
sovereign States. Sir, I will notargue the question 
at length; it would be wholly profitless to do so. 


a perversion of the lex talionis principle on the 
part of the honorable gentleman. 

The Senator said, I think, something about his 
not being willing to worship at the foot of a tree 
that bears poisonous fruit; and he says this in 


reference to the measures of compromise referred | 


to in the resolution. I am not entirely certain 
that I duly comprehend this figurative language, 
which, to say the least of it, is as mystical in 
meaning as it is trite in allusion; but if I am 
to understand the honorable Senator as com- 
paring the whole series of measures embraced in 
the plan of adjustment to a tree bearing fruit de- 
structive of human life, then I must tell him that 
no such death-producing fruit has yet fallen from 
the boughs of that goodly tree upon the sacred soil 


| of Mississippi, and that I am of opinion that the į 


honorable gentleman has been unfortunate enough 
wholly to have misconceived the true character and 
bearing of the measures in question. 

Sir, what are those measures, that they should 
thas be denounced before the country: Have 
o operated as to injure any State of the Con- 
federacy in any substantial respect whatsoever? 
Have they not rescued the Republic from such 
dangers as never were known to menace it with 
former period of our history? 
Is there a single one of them all that can be justl 
charged with violating 
threatening serious detriment, or any detriment 
whatever, to any section of the Union in all com- 
ing time? I shall not at present go into a minute 
examination of these measures; It is not necessary. 
But the Senate, I know, will hear with me whilst 
I offer abrief and running commentary upon them, 


the Constitution, or with | 


But let me ask the honorable Senator if it be in his 
power to show in what manner the admission of 
California has been at al) detrimental to any of the 
older States of the Confederacy? In what respect 
i is it possible that any such detriment could have 
been experienced? Have the people of California 
| not been as good citizens since their admission as 
one of the sovereign States of this Union, as they 
were antecedent thereto? Have not.the governimen- 
tal proceedings of thatnew State been suchas should 
command the respect of the nation? Is it not an 
ascertained fact, and does not the gentleman from 
| South Carolina know; that the people of Califor- 
nia have shown themselves as free from all senti- 
ments of hostility to our peculiar institutions of the 
South as the citizens of any Southern State in the 
Union? Ifheis not aware of the fact, I beg leave 
to inform him, that the sentiment of fanatical op- 
| position to the system of domestic slavery. eXist- 
! ing in the South, has never yet made itself manj- 
| fest in the legislative councils of this new State. I 
| say this in hearing of those altogether competent to 
correct me if Iam in error upon the subject. Be- 
sides, the Senator from South Carolina should 
recollect that California, from the moment of her 
| admission, has been represented in this Chamber 
t bya gentleman whom we all respect, and who 
on all occasions has shown himself, in reference 
| to the delicate and distracting questions which have 
| placed the Republic in so much jeopardy, a true 
| patriot, n zealous supporter of the constitutional 
i rights of the South, and an unswerving friend of 
i the Union. The admission of California, then, I 
| contend has done us no injury, and the particular 
‘ section of which the honorable Senator from South 


i 


| 
| 
i 


in order to show how little they deserve the harsh 
crimination which they have this day received at 
the hands of the honorable Senator from 
Carolina, in the progress of a speech which, F 
must say, has been declamatory from beginning 


to end, and in which I cannot now recollect a 


South | 


i 
| 
| 


: Carolina is the faithful and efficient representative 
here, has had no reason, thus far, to complain of 
such admission. i 

Now, sir, let us tu 
to what is called the territorial 
provide territorial governments 


rp our attention fora moment 
acts. ‘These bills 
for Uiah and New 
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Mexico, without the Wilmot proviso. . Again, each 
of these acts provides, in- the most emphatic and | 
distinct manner, for the -extension.of the Consti- | 
tution and laws of the Union to said Territories: | 
thus securing, as T.suppose all jurists worthy of | 
the name would decide, the-effectual abrogation of 
the Mexican laws abolishing slavery, These acts 
provide, as the Senator well knows,.in addition, 
that the Territories to. which they. apply, when 
they shall become States, shall come into the Union 
with or without slavery, as the people thereof may, 
in their constitution, decide; and this provision is 
equally effectual in regard to all the States into 
which these Territories may be hereafter subdi- 
vided. Surely the Senator from South Carolina 
will rejoice with me that.such are the terms on 
which territorial governments have been established 
in Utah and New Mexico, instead of extending to 
them what is known as the Missouri compromise 
line, as some ultraists in the South have contended 
should have been done. We all know that the 
Missouri compromise provides, in express terms, 
for the prohibition of slavery in all the territories | 
of the Union north of 36° 30 north latitude. Now | 
the principle of this boasted compromise applied | 
to Utah would have at once driven all the slave- | 
holders and their slaves now. resident there, and | 

| 

f 

| 


enjoying the protection of law therein, beyond the 
confines of that Territory, and have closed the 
same forever to the reception of slavery; since all of |} 
Utah is known to be situated north of the line of | 
36° 30’. How this could at all benefit the South, 
remains yet for the learned doctors of the Secession 
school to show. To my simple apprehension it | 
would be nothing more nor less than applying 
the hated Wilmot proviso to Utah. Sir, let me 
remind the Senator from South Carolina of the 
fact, that every Southern Senator, save two, voted 
for the Utah bill. Especially do I wish to re- 
mind him that his close and intimate ally, the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Hunrrn,] | 
voted for the Utah bill, as he did also, according | 
to his own declaration to me this morning, for | 
the New Mexican territorial bill—which is in all | 
material respects correspondent therewith. Surely | 
the honorable gentleman from South Carolina will | 
not think of seriously veprehending this portion of | 
the measures of adjustment, since, in order to do | 
so with effect, he will have to unite in censuring | 
those with whom I know it has long been his |! 
highest pride to act here. i 

Is it the Texas and New Mexican boundary | 
act that the honorable gentleman supposes should 
awaken so much dissatisfaction to the South? As 
to this paint I shallask leave to turn him over to 
the honorable Senator from Georgia, (Mr. Ber- 
RIEN,] under whose monitions, and at the instiga- 
tion of whose eloquent persuasions, the Senate is 
known to have given its sanction to this measure. 
By this act the disputed boundary line between 
‘Texas and New Mexico was definitively settled, 
and civil war, then seriously menaced, most happi- 
ly prevented. The territory purchased from Texas | 
now placed under the authority of the Government 
of New Mexico, became part of the Union under | 
the resolution of Texan annexation: which reso- : 
lution provided expressly that all new States into } 
which Texas might be subdivided at any future 
period, lying north of 36° 30" north latitude, should | 
pe free States. It has been seen that the act estab- | 
lishing a territorial government for New Mexico, 
brought into operation a principle far more favor- 
able than this rule of 36° 20' to our Southern insti- || 
tutions. Does the Senator from South Carolina || 
object to this important emendation of the Texan ` 
resolution of annexation, when, as he must per- | 
ceive, hy means of it, slave States are allowed to | 


spring up hereafter, where before this plan of set- ; 
tlement was adopted it was impossible that any | 
but free States could exist? j ii 
Perhaps the gentleman mainly objects to the 
District of Columbia bill, as it is called, Well, i! 
sir, if he does, I have to say to him that he objects 
to what has been the law of this District during | 
the whole of the present century. Th 
Congress of 1801, to which the signature of Thom- 


t 
i 

i 
a 


j 
| 
as Jefferson was attached, which adopted the i 


old Maryland law on this subject and gave full | 
validity and binding effect to-the same in the į 
part of the District not retroceded at the period of | 
this enactment to the State of Virginia, having 
been far more stringent in its terms than the act of | 
1850; the former having provided, under the pre- | 
cise penalties of the present law, too, not only | 
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against the bringing of slaves into-the Distriet for 
sale here, or for deposit. here and sale, elsewhere, 
but having denounced the penalty. of forfeiture, 
&c., of all slaves brought hither, for any purpose 
whatsoever. 0 a : 

» I can scatcely believe that the honorable gentle- 
man can have intendéd to be understood on, this 
occasion as murmuring over. the. pasange of the 
fugitive slave law; though I believe I do. not err in 
‘supposing the Senator from South Carolinanot to 
have attached as much importance to this partic- 
ular enactment as some other gentlemen are Known 


to have done, who represented in Congress the | 


border States of the Union. I recollect, too, quite 
vividiy, various declarations, in this Chamber and 
elsewhere, at different times, made by certain 
Southern gentlemen of extreme opinions, that no 


great appreciation was due to this particular enact- | 
ment, since it only carried out a plain provision of } 


the Constitution. It is also not forgotten by me, 
and I hope that it is not forgotten by the Senate 
either, that this particular act would have been 
passed by the two Houses of Congress at amuch 
earlier period of the session before the last than it 
was, but for the fact that it was not deemed politic 
by certain Southern Senators, who had special 
charge of the subject, to report a bill for the recap- 
tion and restoration of fugitives from service until 


it should be ascertained that all the other ques- | 


tions connected with the subject of domestic sla- 
very were likely to be satisfactorily disposed of in 
Congress. The Senate will remember my former 
exposition of this matter here, and cannot have 
forgotten my statement of an important matter 
of fact connected with this delicate point, when I 
declared, in hearing of honorable Senators from 
the South, who could not deny the truth of what 
I said, that the honorable Senator from Michigan, 
{Mr. Cass,] and other Senators from the States of 
the North, now present, and whom I could easily 
name, requested me to see the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Mason,] and the Senator from South 
Carolina, to whom | am now replying, at a very 
early day of the session then in progress, and to 
urge upon them both the importance of their re- 
porting a bill without delay which, when it 
should become a law, would secure full justice 
to the South in regard to fugitives from ser- 
vice, pledging themselves to vote for any Dill 
which should be thus reported, which should 
be free from constitutional objections. The mo- 
tives of honorable Senators in not reporting this 
bill earlier I have never arraigned, nor do lon the 
present occasion. They were doubtless conscien- 
tious in their action, though I thought them at the 
time injudicious in the course adopted by them, 
as I still do: the reason given me for delaying 
the reporting of this bill, that if the question in- 
volved therein should be satisfactorily adjusted at 
that time, it might prove impossible thereafter to 


rouse the border States to energetic action in co- |} 
operation with the other Southern States, for the : 
vindication of their essential rights, never having | 


been considered by me to be of a character suffi 
ciently sohd to entitle it to operate potentially 
upon the deliberations of Congress. I repeat, Mi 
President, that [cannot suppose that the honor 
able Senator from South Carolina could have seen 
anything in this particular law to demand that ex- 
hibition of his powers of parliamentary objurga- 
tion which we have witnessed this morning. ‘To 
be sure, I was aware that when the President of 
the United States, in the course of the last winter, 
called our attention to the riotous proceedings in 
Beston, in oppesition to this law—a painful re- 
membrance of which I suppose all now present to 


|] bear in mind—there were Southern Senators pres- 


en 
to 


, yea, sir, Southern Senators, too, who assume 
be the peculiar and exclusive guardians of the 


| South—who did not hesitate to avow the opinion 


that any attempt on the part of the Executive to 
aut down, by military force, such an armed oppo- 
sition to the law as was known to have been set 
on foot, would be a most outrageous usurpation of 
| authority, and a serious violation of the rights of 
| the sovereign State of Massachusetts. Mr. Pres- 
| ident, this doctrine was at the time most justly 


|! denounced in this body, and its upholders most de- 


servedly chastised; and the same doctrine has been 


than sheer nonsense. 3 
Now, sir, I shall state a proposition to the hon- 
honorable Senator from South Carolina, to which 


| tegularly adjudged, by all intelligent men in the | 
| South, to have been in its inception little better 


I invoke his special-attention. “Fhere is no, part 
of the plan of compromise that Is repealable in its. 
character except the fugitive. slave. bill and the 
District of Columbia bill. The latter] have show 
to be unworthy of `a. moment’s consideration. 
California is already in the Union, and there is no 
remedy known to the Constitution by means of 
which she can be expelled ‘therefrom and restored 
to the territorial state. The térritorial govern- 
menis are established, and on such principles as 
Southern men have always advocated; and I sup- 
pose that the honorable Senator would hardly con- 
tend that Congress could, otherwise than by a 
palpable usurpation of power, and a most shame- 
less violation of vested rights, deprive the people 
of Utah and New Mexico, so long cut off from 
the blessings of regular government, of the pro- 
tection now afforded to them by the Governments 
under which they live. Texas has received her 
ten millions of dollars, or a large portion thereof, 
and all sensible men know that there are no 
constitutional means of getting it back without 
her consent; whilst no one possessed of a par- 
ticle of sanity would conjecture that she would 
ever willingly restore the benefits of a contract 
so manifestly advantageous to her. ‘The great 
practical question at Jast upon my resolution is, 
| Shall the fugitive slave law be faithfully enforced ? 
In other words, Will our brethren of the North, 
through their representatives in the two Touses 
of Congress, now declare, in some formal legisla~ 
tive mode, that they will hereafter exert them- 
selves faithfully and energetically to give full effect 
to this law, and thus evince their determination to 
see perfect justice done to their fellow-citizens of 
the South? I repeat, this is the only important 
question now before the Senate; and I must be 
permitted to declare my profound regret at finding 
that every Senator from the South is net found 
willing to codperate in a movement upon the gue~ 
cess of which the security and repose of that sec- 
tion of the Union are undeniably staked, 

The honorable gentleman from South Carolina 
has been pleased to complain. specially, and with 
an emphasis net a little imposing, that the time 
seems to have gone by for amendments of the 
Constitution of the United States, without which, 
I suppose, the honorable gentleman would have 
us to understand the Southern States of the Union 
cannot remain safely in the Confederacy. 'T'his is 
not the first time that I have heard this proposition 
| stated in this Chamber. . When I heard it first, E 
| was nota little startled by its enunciation, I pro- 
i tested against it the next day as of a character 
| highly dangerous to the peace of the country. I 

mect it again now in the same spirit, for Í con- 
' sider the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
:as clearly intimating that some constitutional 
| amendment is at this moment indispensable to the 
i| peace and happiness of the Union, Sir, the only 
li 
! 


i 


constitutional amendment that I have heard of 
lately, is that extraordinary one recommended in 
ecertain posthumous political volume with which 
I hope every man in America will shortly make 
himself acquainted. The amendment suggested 
in this volume proposes, that instead of choosing 
i one President of the United States, we should here- 
i after have two elected—one from the North, b 


i; votes. Each of these Presidentsis, I believe, to have 
the command of the Army and Navy of the Union, 
and a double veto power is to be exercised by them. 
i Such an amendment would, as every man of prac- 
i tical good sense in the world will readily decide, 
break up the Union in about four or five weeks, 
Now, if it is such a fantastical amendment as this, 
or anything like it, that the honorable gentleman 
from South Carolina wishes incorporated into that 
sacred instrument, I would counsel him most seri- 
ousty to let the Constitution of our fathers alone 
for the present, or at least to be certain that he has 
some scheme of emendation already matured more 
worthy of approval than the one just specified, 
before he ventures either to obtrude it on the atten- 
tion of his countrymen, or to complain that this 
noblest production of the human understanding 
has lost all those high capacities which the wise 
men of the land once supposed it to possess, of 
securing the freedom and happiness of the mil- 
lions living under its protection, as long as civili- 
zation and social virtue should continue to dwell 
j in this favored hemisphere. 

The honorable gentleman complains somewhat 
vehemently of the want of ynion 1n the South, and 


| 

{i 
J Northern votes—one from the South, by Southern 
ji 

|! 

| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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‘declares that the Southern States will be inevitably 
‘ruined unless there is more of ‘concord and united 
action among.them. There “ate-two answers to 
this part of the honorable. gentleman’s speech. 


First, I am of opinion that the South is really al-. 


ready in quite-a united conditioi—every Southern 
State, except ‘South Carolina, haying clearly and 
‘undeniably decided itv favor of acquiescence in the 
acts ef Adjustment; and secondiy, if thereis a want 
of absolute union in the South upon the questions 
embráċeď in the'plan of settlement, it is simply 
because a small-minority of Southern men, who 
seem to imagine themselves the whole South, re- 
fuse to pay a proper deference-to: the views of an 
overwhelming majority, who are entirely satisfied 
with what Congress has done to compose the trou- 
blous feelings of the nation, which minority are 
constantly urging upon their countrymen some vis- 
ionary project, of one kind or another, supposed 
by them to be an absolute sine qua non to the true 
happiness and glory of the nation. 
feel justified in adding, sir, that the intelligent 
citizens represented in this body by the gentleman 
himself, are quite inclined to allow the country to 
return to that state of repose which it formerly 
enjoyed; inasmuch as they have recently deter- 
mined, by an overwhelming majority, not to secede 
from the Union on account of grievances imagined 
at present to exist, nor until some other Southern 
State shall testify a willingness to unite with them 
in this perilous experiment—which I confidently 
believe is a state of things that will never be 
realized. Sir, I must be allowed to express the 
high gratification which I have derived from the 
final decision of the people of South Carolina in 
opposition to the mischievous counsels of that band 
of dernagogues who have sought to involve them in 
schemes of rank disunion and foul treason. I have 
rejoiced particularly over this happy result Mr. 
President, because I had more than a year since 
predicted it both here and elsewhere. I always 
‘believed that the people of South Carolina, when 
lowed to think calmly and to act maturely upon 
this vital and momentous question of Union and 
Disunion, would so demean themselves as to prove 
to the world their utter unwillingness deliberately 
to surrender their own repose and happiness in or- 
der to gratify the unscrupulous aspirations of am- 
bitious demagogues. I rejoice, sir, that the mate- 
rials have been thussupplied for that which cannot 
but be recognized by posterity as the brightest 
page in the ltor of this ancient Commonwealth; 
and 1 trust that the day is yet far distant when, 
deluded by evil counsels, her people shall delibe- 
rately prefer the scenes of bloody anarchy and 
lawless confusion to the multiplied and unappre- 
ciable blessings which result from the sound and 
honest administration of a wise and beneficent gov- 
ernment. f 
Mr. BUTLER. Iwish to makean explanation. 
I must advert to some of the remarks of the gen- 
tleman. There is one part of his remarks that 
applied to me, I suppose, as chairman of the Ju- 
diciary Committee, in delaying to bring in the 
fugitive slave bill at as early a time as practicable, 
that it might have been acted upon. Now that 
fugitive slave bill was introduced by myself, «as 
‘chairman of the Judiciary Committee, one session 
before it was taken up and acted uponatall. I 
hope that as long as I am the chairman or the organ 
of the committee, I shall never use my accidental 
osition for any party purpose whatever. It has 
been my practice, as the representative of a com- 
mittee, to bring in any. measures ordered by that 
eommittee as early as practicable, and I brought 
‘in that measure one session before it was finally 
adopted. When my friend ‘from Virginia [Mr. 
Mason] offered a substitute for it it was then in his 
hands, so far as regarded the amendment, That 
bill was called up in the early part of the session 
for consideration, and asthechairman of the com- 
mittee I made some remarks upon it. — I was 
followed by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Mason,] when, at the instance of the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cuay,] these com- 
promise measures were introduced, with a requeest 
that the consideration of the fugitive slave bill 


should be suspended until it should make a part of |) 


those measures. : ae 

Now, what my honorable friend from Virginia 
may havesaid to the gentleman in private, I know 
not. I do notundertake to say what he may have 
remarked, for I have had no conversation with him 
on the subject. [am not very much in the habit 


| measures on the part of the South. 


-of repeating. private conversations... .I haveno 
doubt:-that my friend from Virginia might have || 
take up this measure: er saree and: 

he great con~. 


said, Why, 
aloné, and thus weaken. ourselves in t 
testin which we are engaged? L may say thatthere 
is no-one on this floor who has acted.so many 
‘different parts as the Senator from Mississippi. If 
I recollect aright his name was signed to a paper, 


which was sent to the Governor of his State, warn- 
ing the people of that State against the dangers | 


which were impending ‘over us by one of the 
measures he has so much praised to-day. 

Mr. FOOTE. All of which are obviated by this 
scheme of adjustment. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator condemned that 
measure separately. Hedenounceditalone. But 
it seems that when it went with something else, he 
was willing to acquiesce. 

Mr. FOOTE. [wish to explain. Fdid unite 
in a letter which the gentleman has evidently not 
read, in which I did state, on the Qist of January, 
of that very session, that California would be ad- 
mitted into the Union, and united also in calling 
for instructions from the Legislature of the State 
as to what that body might deem right and proper, 
under the circumstances, if California should be 
admitted. There is not one word in that letter 
intimating the unconstitutionality of the admission 
of California. I had introduced a resolution early 
in the session asserting the expediency of estab- 
lishing a territorial government in California. I 
had made a speech in support of it, and the only 
one that was made. I did not oppose the admis- 
sion of California on constitutional grounds at all, 
but on grounds of expediency, and from regard 
to what I deemed the usage applying to such cases. 
After that, when there was a proposition pending 
in both Houses of Congress to admit California 
as a separate measure, conceiving, as I did, that 
its admission, in this form, would be objection- 
able; that instead of settling the questions grow- 
ing out of the institution of slavery it would 
obstruct such settlement; under these circum- 
stances I united in that letter. I said in that letter, 
which was very hastily drawn up by one of my 
colleagues, but which T still stand Ey: as my name 
was subscribed to it, that the application of Cali- 
fornia to obtain admission into the Union, under 
all the circumstances of the case, was (not the 
Wilmot proviso) but an attempt to obtain the pas- 
sage of the Wilmot proviso in another form. I 
said it was an attempt, on the part of those press- 
ing it as a separate measure, to obtain precisely 
those advantages in favor of the North over the 
South in California which the Wilmot proviso 
contemplated; but I aver that I never did under- 
take to say, in any shape or form, either to our 
Governor or to any one else, that I conceived the 


| admission of California to be unconstitutional, 


extreme 
Vhat I im- 
sisted upon was, that it should form part of a 
general scheme of adjustment. I speak in the 
presence of Senators who recollect my whole 
course on the subject. 

I did not charge the Senator himself with having 
the conversation to which I alluded in reference to 
thefugitiveslave bill, but the gentleman must recol- 
lect that I went to him repeatedly and urged that 


and that its admission would justifi 


Í the bill should be reported to the Senate. My 


friend from Indiana, [Mr. Wmırcoms,] and my 
friend from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] will recollect 
that they urg 4 
request them to bring forward the bill, J per- 
formed my mission, and was auswered in the 
manner I have before stated. The gentleman 
being known to be on terms of extreme intimacy 
and confidence with the Senator from Virginia, 


when the latter gentleman replied to my propo |; 


sition in the manner which I have before re- 
ported to the Senate, 
acting upon something like a concerted plan. I 
did not undertake to censure them, for I have no 
doubt they both conceived it inexpedient at that 
time to push that particular question to a settle- 
ment; since other questions remained unsettled, 
the adjustment of which would be facilitated, as 
they may have supposed, by keeping the fugitive 
slave question open. p 
Mr. BUTLER. Theexplanati 
of what took place in reference 
slave bill cannot be contradicted. 
pee 
enator 


on which I gave 
to the fugitive 
It is my duty, 


ed me to go to these gentlemen and | 


i 


I did conceive they were ip 


to refer to some other remarks of. the |, ; 
and to say something with regard to | and presefit land officers at í 


| that. 


| grant of bounty he. ; y 
i| the last war wiih Great Britain; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Publie Lands. 


|! referred to the 


| performed by him 


IN SENATE. l 

Tpespay, December 9, 185]. 

Prayer by the Rev. C. M. Burren. Tae 
Mr. Houston, of Texas, appeared in his sgat 


this: morning. : 
PETITIONS. 

Mr. MILLER. I have been requested to pre- 
sent the petition of petty officers in behalf of the 
crew of the United States frigate Congress, asking 


| Congress to repeal a certain amendment made to 


the Navy appropriation bill at the last session, 
which deprives them of what they ‘eonsider an 
important privilege. I beg leave to state of what 
itis they complain. Ever since the organization ~ 
of the Government, the seaman has had the privi- 
lege of receiving money in lieu of stich rations as, 
by a very rigid economy in the consumption of 
his allowance, could be stopped, by which he was 
énabled to provide himself with some comforts 


| which did not belong to the ration. The Naval 


Committeé at the last session of Congress de rived 
him of that privilege, and now he is compelled. to 
take his rations as they come to him. 

Now, Mr. President, there are few men in the 
service of the Government who have fewer com- 
forts than the common seaman, and yet at the 


‘same time, no man could enjoy those little com- 


foris more than he does. We deprived him of his 
grog. He, being a man of reform, submitted to 
We took away flogging;with Christian 
patience he submitted to that. And now, we have 
made an attack upon this litte privilege of com- 
muting his rations. That is too much for the 
sailor even to bear. I move that this petition be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 


| hope that it will receive their early attention. ` 


he petition was so referred. t: 
Mr. CLARKE presented the petition of Eliza- 
beth Arnold, only daughter of Jonathan Pitcher, 
deccased, an officer in the Navy during the revo- 
lutionary war, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Ambrose 


| W. Thompson, proposing to establish, with the 


approbation of Congress, a line of mail steamers 
| between California and China; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. CLARKE submitted documents relating to 
| the claim of Samuel Crafin, a pensioner of the 
United States, to an increase of pansion; which 
| were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a memorial of vol- 
unteers in the last war with Great Britain, praying 
a further grant of bounty lands to the officers and 
soldiers of that war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Easton, North- 
ampton county, Pennsylvania, praying a further 
lands to the officers and soldiers of 


Also, a petition of citizens of. Philadelphia, pray- 
i ing the enactment of a law to prohibit the intro- 
| duction into the ports of the United States of for- 
eign convicts, felons, and paupers; which was 
| Committee on the Judiciary, 

| Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Leon- 
ard J. Thomas, praying that pensioners under the 
| act of April 24, 1816, may be entitled to draw 
ensions from the date of the passage of said act; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented the me- 
morial of Mary W. Thompson, widow of Alex- 
ander B. Thompson, deceased, late an officer in 
the Army, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of Jo- 
seph Gideon, praying compensation for services 
as an acting purser n theNavy; 
d to the Committee on Naval 


| which was referre 
i Affairs. B 
Mr. BORLAND presented a'petition of the late 


Clarksville; Arkan- 
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sas, praying additional compensation for services 
in locating military bounty. land warrants; ànd 
stated that a bill answering the paye of the pe- 
titioners had three times. passed the Senate and 
failed in the House for. various reasons. It -was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of George 
C. Paine and Polly Teall, heirs of Brinton Paine, 
deceased, an officer in the revolutionary war, 
praying to be allowed back pay and a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a memorial of the committee of the In- 
dustrial Congress of New York, praying that no 
change may be made in the existing bounty land 
laws tending to increase speculation in the pub- 
lic lands; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. . 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of Adam 
Hays, a pensioner of the United States, praying 
to be allowed arrears of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented two petitions of 
citizens of Virginia, and a petition of citizens of 
Mississippi, praying that the office of Chaplain in 
the public service may be abolished; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of Hiram 
Moore and John Hascall, praying an extension of 
their patent for a harvesting machine; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the Pat- 
ent Office. 

Also, the petition of the register and receiver 
of the land office at Sault St. Marie, praying com- 
pénsation for services in the entry of lands on 
military bounty land warrants; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Monroe county, 
Michigan, praying certain amendments to the Jaw 
of July 7, 1838, for the better security of the lives 
of passengers on board of vessels propelled in 
whole or in part by steam; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GWIN presented a memorial of members 
of the bar and citizens of California, praying that 
the salary of the district judge for the northern 
district of California may be increased, and said: 
Since that court has been organized it has been 
ascertained that the business is of the highest im- 
portance, and that the labor is very great. The 
judge has discharged his duties with great ability 
and to the satisfaction of the whole country, and 
it is the unanimous wish of the people of Califor- 
‘nia that he should have his compensation increased. 
The memorial is drawn up with great ability, and 
covers the case. 

It was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHASE presented the memorial of James 


B. Moore, Josiah Lawrence, and Henry H. Good- | 


men, of Obio, and John H. Deihl, of Pennsylva- 
nia, and thelr associates, proposing, with the aid 
of Government, to establish a regular line of mail 
steamers from California or Oregon to China; 


which was referred to the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, l 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of H. P. 
Dorsey, a citizen of California, praying indemnity 
for loss by Indian depredations, in consequence 
of the want of adequate protection from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Frances 
Moore, legal representative of John Moore, de- 
ceased, praying the payment of certain indents 
issued by the State of South Carolina, in the rev- 
olutionary war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

CASE OF MR. THRASHER IN CUBA. 
_ Mr. STOCKTON, I desire to present a peti- 
tion from many respectable citizens of New Jersey 
in behalf of Mr. John S. Thrasher. It is a mai- 


ter of some consequence, and I therefore ask that | 


it may be read. 
The petition was read, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representativ 

or the United States of America oes aisem- 

els 

Your petitioners, inhabitants of the city of Newark, in 
the State of New Jersey, respectfully beg leave to repre- 
sent: That many of us are personally acquainted with 
Mr. John S. Thrasher, an American citizen, now a prisoner 
in the dungeons of the Punta Castle, in the city of Havana, 
and Island of Cuba, under Spanish rule. 

‘They beg leave to state that said Thrasher has uniformly 
been found a gentleman of the strictest honor and integrity, 
a warm-hearted friend of Americans sojourning in the 


Island of Cuba, and-always ready to extend to‘his ‘country- 
men, when requiring it, his aid; advice, and protection, 
without fee or-reward, Pee ree x : 

Your petitioners.now learn, with pain and surprise, that 
Mr. Thrasher complains that he has béen accused of trea- 
son to the Spanish Government, his:papers seized, and he 
thrown. into a dungeon, and ail communication with his 
friends strictly prohibited; that he bas been denied proper 
counsel to assist him at his trial; that the representations 
of our Consul in his behalf bave been utterly disregarded; 
that instéad of an open and fair- trial, (which he, as an 
American citizen, was fully entitled to) he was compelled 
to be tried by a COURT-MARTIAL, in time of peace, without 
being furnished with copies of the charges against him; 
and that he had no access to the proceedings or testimony, 
and knew not of what crime he was accused. 

To all these proceedings he made his solemn protest, as 
against treaty stipwations with his Government, the law of 
civilized nations, and his rights as an American citizen. 
Notwithstanding, he was sent back to his dungeon,<and, 
after some days, informed that he had been sentenced to 
eight years confinement at hard labor, in chains, on the 
coast of Africa, and to pay costs,—a sentence which, if 
carried out, would be more dreadful by far than death. 

Your petitioners, and the public generally, view this 
mock trial as a gross violation of our national rights; the 
more especially as it has not been attempted to be proved 


that Mr. Thrasher was, in anywise, implicated with the | 


Lopez expedition, further than to do all in his power to 
give that comfort which common humanity demanded to 
those suffering in captivity. ‘That he has never expatriated 
himself, though urged by the Spanish Cuban Government 
to do so, but still claims to be an American citizen, and 
entitled to a full and fair protection from the American 
Government, and that he at least have a fair trial, and be 
furnished with proper counsel of his own or his Govern- 
ment’s selection. . 

Your petitioners, therefore, pray that the Congress of the 
United States will take such measures in this pressing case 
as wili prevent an American citizen of the highest respect- 
ability of character, and universally esteemed for his kind- 
ness and attention to our fellow-countrymen at Havana, 
from being sent in chains to serve out a long and horrible 
confinement as a galley slave, without a fair and full hear- 
ing in a proper court of justice, and where he may have 
proper counsel and full liberty to rebut the charges that may 
be brought against him. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I suppose there is hardly 
an individual in the Senate, or out of the Senate, 
that will not agree with me in regard to the im- 
portance of this petition. I have the most profound 
respect for that ancient monarchy, but I wish that 
it would either mend its laws or its mamners. 
The process by which American citizens are tried 
there has become no joke. It seems to me.to be 
a very summary process; and punishment follows 
instantly upon the judgment. 
the circumstances of this case; but I desire to 
know something about them. And although I 


the idea that American citizens cannot be justly 
ponished in the way some of our citizens have 

een punished and with the summary process by 
which they have been adjudged. I hope that upon 
the investigation of this case, there may not appear 
to be so much offensive in it, as appears upon the 
face of that petition. If there is, I shall certainly 
be prepared to make some other motion—some 
motion that will testify the feelings of devotion of 
the Senate to the character and lives of their fellow- 
citizens abroad. At present, however, I shall 
satisfy myself by offering the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requesicd to lay before the Seuate, if not incompatible with 
the public interests, all the information in his possession 
touching the imprisonmentof Mr. John S. Thrasher, in the 
dungeon of the Punta Castle, in the city of Havana and 
Island of Cuba. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and the resolution was adopted. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of members of the bar of Mas- 
sachuscits, on the files of the Senate, relative to increasing 


{ 
4 
i 
| 
the salary of the United States district judge for that State, H 
i 
H 
| 
! 


be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Sydney A. Allcott, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the trustees of the Mercer 
Monument Association, on the files of the Senate, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 


On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the executors of Henry 
Eckford, deceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


_ Ordered, That the petition of Robert Jemison and Ben- 
jamin Williamson, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on the Post Offices and Post Roads; that 
the petition of Emily C. B. Thompson, widow of Charles 
Thompson, deceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Con:mittee on Naval Affairs; that the memorial of 


1 know nothing of |} 


Henry ‘Smith, on: the-files of the.Senate, be referred to the 
Committee. on: Indian Affairs; that the petition of John 
©. Hays, and the memorial of Robert Piatt, on the files ‘of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims; that 
| the memorial-of Mary. W. Thompson, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. NORRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of. Isaac Adam, on the files 
| of the Senate, be referred tp the Committee on Patents and 
the Patent Office. 


On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of A. H. Cole, the memorial 
| of Isaac Varnes, sen., and the petition of Alen G. Johnson, 
| on the files of the Senate, be referréd to the Committee of 
Claims; and that the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claim of Captain George E. MeClelland’s 
company of Florida volunteers, be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, it was 


i Ordered, That the bill of last session to amend the act 
| entitled “ An act to provide for the better security of the 
| lives of passengers on board of vessels propélled in whole 
or in part by steam,” be referred, together with the papers 
on the files of the Senate, and the report of the Committee, 
j to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Wm. Wilkinson, on the 
' files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee oa Revo- 
i Intionary Claims; also, that the papers of Samuel Draper, 
on the files of the Senate, praying for compensation in con- 
į Sequence of wounds received in war, be referred to the 
| Committee of Claims. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Notices of bills to be hereafter introduced, were 
given by Mr. WHITCOMB, and Mr. JONES of 
Towa. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HUNTER, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to 
change the time for holding the district courts of 
! the United States in the western district of Vir- 
| ginia, and for other purposes; which was read a 
; firsteand second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, MORTON, in pursuance of previous no- 
i tice, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill for 
i the relief of Mrs. A. M. Dade, widow of the late 
| Major F. L. Dade, United States Army; which 
! was read a first and second time by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALKER, in pursuance of previous no- 
' tice, asked and obtained leave to bring in the fol- 
lowing bills; which were read a first and second 


| time by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


am not for intervention, yet, sir, I am not clear of || on Public Lands: 


A bill to extend the time for selecting lands 
granted to the State of Wisconsin for saline pur- 


| poses; and 


A bill granting the right of way and making a 


į donation of land to the States of Wisconsin and 
| Michigan in aid of the construction of a road from 
i Green Bay to Lake Superior. 


Mr. SEWARD, in pursuance of previous no- 


| 
i 
i 


tice given by his colleague, [Mr. Fisu,] asked and 


' obtained leave to introduce a bill to establish a 
| Mint of the United States in the city of New York; 
| which was read a first and second time by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. RHETT, in 


pursuance of previous notice, 
asked and obtained 


eave to introduce a bill to in- 


i 

| 

demnify the State of South Carolina for money 
| expended for the United States in the warin Flor- 
| 
| 
| 


ida with the Seminole Indians; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOWNS, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to aid 


j the State of Louisiana in reclaiming the over- 


flowed lands therein, and for other purposes; 
i which was read a first and second time and re~ 
| ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

My. BORLAND, in pursuance of previous no- 


i tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce the 
! following bills; which were read a first and second 


| time: 

A bill allowing exchanges of, and granting ad- 
ditional school lands to, the several States which 
contain public lands, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands; and 

A bill to establish a port of entry and delivery 
at Little Rock, in Arkansas; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. i 

Mr. BERRIEN, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to mtroduce the follow- 
ing bills; which were read a first and second time 

y their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 


1851. . 
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-A bill to regulate the compensation of the dis- 
trict judge of the United States for the district of 
Massachusetts; and a : 


A bill to be entitled “An act to amend ah act; 


entitled «An act to authorize notaries: public to 
take and certify oaths, affirmations, and acknowl- 
edgments, in certain -cases.’7? mae 

Mr. GWIN, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to amend an 
act entitled ‘* An. act to provide for extending the 
laws.and the judicial system of the United States 
to the State of California,’’ passed 28th September, 
1850; which was read a first and second time and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FELCH, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained.leave to introduce the follow- 
ing bills; which were read a first and second time 
by their titles, and referred to the Committe on 
Public Lands: i 

_A bill granting to the State of Michigan the 
right of way and a donation of public lands for 
the construction of a ship canal around the Falls of 
St. Mary’s, in said State; 

_A bill granting to the State of Michigan the 
right of way and a donation of public lands for 
the purpose of constructing a railroad from Sagi- 
naw to Montreal river, with a branch from the 
Grand river into the same; and 

A bill to extend the time for selecting lands 
granted to the State of Michigan for saline pur- 

OSES. 

Mr. BORLAND, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce the 
following bills; which were read a first and second 
time by their titles : 

A bill for the relief of Mark Bean and Richard 
H. Bean, of Arkansas; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands; and - 

A bill for the relief of the widow of General 
Worth; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. NORRIS, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of Mrs. E. A. McNeil, widow of the late 
General John McNeil; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, asked and obtained 
leave to bring in a bill to improve the navigation 
of the Upper Mississippi. 

The bill was read a first and second time by 
unanimous consent, and was before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DODGE moved that it be made the spe- 
cial order of the day for Wednesday, the 17th 
instant; which was agreed to. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. HALE, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution 
requesting the President of the United States to 
interpose the friendly offices of this Government 
with the President of the Republic of France, in 
behalf of the liberation of Abd el Kader; which 
was read a first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. : 

Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate, if not inconsistent 
with the public interest, any infermation the Executive may 
have received, respecting the firing into, and seizure of, 
the American steamship Prometheus by a British vessel of 
war, in November last, near Grey Town, on the Mosquito 
Coast; and also, what measures have been taken by the 


@xecutive to ascertain the state of the facts, and to vindi- 
cate the honor of the country. 


Mr. BRIGHT, according to previous notice, 
introduced the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the following shall be one of the standing 
rules of the Senate, to wit: 

52. The Secretary of the Senate, the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and Doorkeeper, and the Assistant Doorkeeper, shall be 
chosen on the third Monday of the present (first session of 
the 31st) Congress, and on the second Monday of the first 
session of every succeeding Congress. , 

Tts consideration at the present time was ob- 
jected to; and therefore it lies over. 

Mr. DOWNS offered the following resolution; 


which was adopted: : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of War 
communicate to the Senate any reports which have been 
received in reference to the inundations of the Mississippi, 
and to state whether any further appropriation is re ured 
to complete the surveys and investigations heretofore di- 
rected. 


RECEPTION OF KOSSUTH. 
Mr. FOOTE of Mississippi. 1 hope that the 


promise teeta ee 

~ The PRESIDENT. It will be taken upas soon 
as the morning business is through. ` i ` 
oMr. FOOTE: Is that the invariable order? 

The PRESIDENT said it was. 
~~ Mr. FOOTE. Some honorable Senators around 
me seem to think that the special order should be 
taken up at the appointed hour, unlessthere should 
be an express hier to the contrary. ` : 

Mr. SEWARD. lask the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi to allow me to call up the resolution in 
regard to Kossuth. 
| The PRESIDENT. The hour having arrived 

for the special order, the Chair will call it. It is 
the resolution offered by the Senator fram Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Foors,] declaring the measures of the 
adjustment to be a definitive settlement of the dif- 
| ficulties growing out of the existence of domestic 
slavery. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will ask my honorable friend 

from Mississippi to permit that to lie over for a 
few minutes. I want to call up the resolution in | 
regard to Kossuth. 
_ Mr. FOOTE. If there was a prospect of pass- 
ing it, I should hesitate to do anything to prevent 
it. But the Senator will see that I am placed ina 
| very delicate situation—I have not the floor for the 
morning. I am here only as an auditor. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair having called 
for the special order, it can only be postponed by 
the action of the Senate. 

Mr.SHIELDS. Ifthe honorable Senator from 
| Mississippi insists upon calling for the special 

order—— 

Mr. FOOTE. IT have not insisted upon it. I 
| have stated that another gentleman has the floor 
on that resolution. I merely suggested that it; 
should be taken up. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Then I move to postpone the 
| special order for the present, in order to call up the 
| Kossuth resolution. I think the subject of the 
measures of adjustment has been tolerably well | 
considered in this body. I want to see this Kos- 
suth resolution disposed of one way or the other, I 
move to postpone the special order until two o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to, there being, on a di- 
vision, ayes 20, noes 13. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to postpone all other 
business and take up the resolution offered by 
myself concerning Kossuth. 
| The PRESIDENT. It is the first resolution 

on the calendar, which comes up for a second 
reading. 

Mr. SEWARD. Jask that the resolution may 
| be considered and finally disposed of now. And 
because I am sincerely desirous of its passage, I 
| shall endeavor to promote that object by refraining 
| from any great latitude of debate, at least at pres- į 
ent. hat I have to say upon the subject will 
| relate simply to the circumstances under which I 
think the resolution comes before Congress, and | 
the nature and character of the measure which I 
have submitted. | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let the resolution be 
read. i 
: The resolution was read accordingly. 
| Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I have said | 
i that I should abstain from discussing this ques- 
tion on its merits at the present time. I willad- i 


special order will now be taken up. (The Com- 


vert first simply to the circumstances under which 
it comes before Congress. | 
If the distinguished personage whom it is the | 
design of this resolutionto honor, had floated upon | 
| our shores unbidden and unheralded, there would į 
have been no great embarrassment in suffering his 
arrival to pass without notice by Congress; but 
the case is widely different. The Congress of the 
| United States found him a prisoner in Asia Minor— 
: an exile from his native land, in an effort for the 
| redemption of which ke had fallen. ‘They caused | 


ithe President of the United States to express to 
i him the sympathy of Congress with him in his 
‘exile and misfortunes, and to tender to him an 
‘invitation to come to America as an asylum, in 
| one of the public vessels of the nation. The Pres- 
| ident executed these instructions, and in pursuance | 
| of them, it is known to all the world that Kossuth 
| was liberated from his captivity, and he is now | 
|| upon our shores. The President of the United 
| States, in anticipation of his arrival, informed 
| Congress on their assembling at the present ses- 


i sion that he had executed their instructions, and | 
! that the arrival of this illustrious man was hourly | 


expected, -and ‘he recommended to “Congress: to’ 


take into consideration thë proper ‘manner’ and = 


‘ceremonial of receiving: the guest-who had’ been: 
brought here under their authority: ‘This of itself 


was sufficient to engage the attention of the civil- 
ized world for the action of Congress. in’ vélation 
to the personage whose ‘name and: fame filled the 
eye and ear of the world.’ But the action of Gov- 
ernment: has not stopped here,» ‘In ‘pursuance-of. 
this recommendation, and ‘atthe instanceof the 
President and the administration, the subjéét, has 
been opened in this Chamber—a debate has openéd 
upon the question submitted by the President. 

nder such circumstances absolute silence would 
amount to nothing short of neglect, and neglect 
would be liable to’ be construed, in my poor judg- 
ment, into indignity. It is under these cireum- 
stances that this question comes before Congress, 
and I am sure it is not the intention of the Senate 
that their treatment of Kossuth should be that of 
either neglect or indignity. But if such would be 
the result, the consequence would be the inflicting 
of a wound upon the generous and noble heart of 
a friend of liberty, whose gratitude we have awak- 
ened and stimulated, and in whose bosom we have 
kindled the expectation of a warm, a generous, à 
cordial welcorne. The effect would be this upon 
him. The effect upon his country would be to 
subdue the feelings of affection and gratitude which 
the expression of sympathy in their misfortunes 
heretofore has awakened. The effect of it would 
be to discourage the hopes and expectations of 
the friends of freedom throughout the world; and 
finally, it would have the effect to encourage ‘the’ 
advocates of oppression throughout Europe in their 
efforts to prevent the transition of the nations of 
Europe from under the systent of force to the vol- 
untary system of government which we have 
established and commended to their adoption. 
Under such circumstances I was not at liberty to 
consent to be understood as being willing to allow 
the arrival of Kossuth in the Uhited States to pass 
unnoticed. In order that I might put myself right, 
and give an opportunity to others who might agree 
with me in opinion to put themselves right, I 
have endeavored to submit a proposition which 
would avoid the consequences which have been 
deplored, and bring this question before Congress 
in a shape so unexceptionable that it seemed to me 
all might agree in adopting it.: : 

I will say a word now upon the form of the re- 
ception, or welcome, which I propose. It is not 
in the form which I myself would originally have 
wished. J have no particular tenacity in regard to 
it. The proposition submitted by the honorable 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Foorr] would have 
received my vote; it would have received it if it 
had said more, as was proposed by the honorable 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Haue.] It 
would have received it if it had said less. It would 
have received my support under any circumstan- 
ces, if it had been pressed, and I should ‘have en- 
deavored to have codperated with the honorable 
mover of it in avoiding any amendment which 
might have embarrassed its passage through the 
Senate. But that has passed; and in looking 
around for what might be substituted for it, it 
seemed to me that, if there was one sentiment more 
plainly and universally expressed by the Ameri- 
can people than any other, in regard to the Hun- 
garian revolution, and in regard to its hero, the 
champion of Hungary, it was that of wELtOME 
TO THE SHORES or THE Unirep Srares. Taking 
that idea as my guide, I have submitted a restu- 
tion in which it is proposed that Congress shall 
declare that they give to Louis Kossuth, whom 
they have brought to our borders, a cordial WEL- 
COME. 

Less than this, Mr. President, no man can pro- 
pose who thinks it proper to makeany expression, 
or take any action; and more than this, it seems 
to me, must be waived. It must be something 
like this, or nothing, and this is better than noth- 
ing. I would have the passage of this resolution 
communicated to Kossuth by the President, the 
Executive organ of the nation. My own feelings 
would exact more; but I am content to waivethem 
under this consideration—that the simplicity of the 
act will give it a peculiar value. I know not, in 
the history of thisnation—I know not, in the his- 
tory of modern times, a more sublime spectacle 
than would be afforded by seeing the Congress of 
the United States, in the name and behalf of the 


American people, bidding Kossuth, the represent- 
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ative of the cause of voluntary government in Eu- 
rope, a cordial welcome on his escape from-the 
perils. of his position, and his,arrival in :this land 
where that system of. government. is..established 
and in full operation. Eee eee ls 

There is a simplicity in this ceremony which is 
worthy the dignity of the American Government 
and of the greatness of the American people; there 

‘ig a simplicity in it worthy the character of the 
illustrious citizen whom it is proposed to honor. 
I haveno tenacity in regard to this measure. in 
preference to any. other which would make me 
Insist on this at the hazard of its defeat. It seems 
to me to be preferable tu that of the honorable 
Senator from Mlinois, and gentlemen say that. they 
„do prefer it upon the ground that this would be the 
joint act of both Houses of Congress. I am quite 
‘sure that if adopted here it would be concurred in 
by the House of Representatives, and would thus 
become a national act of welcome. I confess that 
I am desirous that, as the Congress of the United 
States caused Kossuth to be brought here under 
their authority, his reception should be a national 
act; and that Congress should not be divided in 
its expression or its action on this the crowning 
occasion. This form also seems to me to com- 
mend itself to the adoption of the Senate, because 
dt stops short of committing Congress or the Gov- 
ernment to any action beyond that of simply 
giving welcome. "What I desire is not the utter- 
ance of words. What I want to sec—what I want 
to have Congress do, is to extend the welcome 
which the world expects us to give to the illustri- 
ous exile. 

Objections have been made, to which I will ad- 
vert very briefly. It has been said or intimated 
that we are not well aware of what we are doing— 
that we are not well acquainted with the character 
of Kossuth—that we do not know certainly that 
he is entitled to these attentions from the American 
people. Sir, in the course of human events we 
see the nations of Europe struggling to throw off 
the despotic systems of government, and to estab- 
lish governments upon the principle of repub- 


licanism or of constitutional monarchy. When- || 


ever such efforts are made we see it invariably 
happen that the existing despotisms of Europe 
combine to repress those struggles—combine to 
subdue the people. The consequence is, that des- 
potism is a common cause, and it results also that 
the cause of constitutional liberty has also become 
one common cause—the cause of mankind against 
despotism. Now whatever people leads the wa 
at any time in any crisis in this contest for civil 
liberty, becomes the representative of the nations 
of the carth, We once occupied that proud and 
interesting position, and we engaged the sympa- 
thies of civilized men throughout the world. No 
one can deny, that recently [lungary assumed 
that same position, and the records of our own 
Legislature show that we, in common with the 
friends of civil liberty in Europe, hold Hungar 
to be the representative of the nations of the earth 
in this great cause. We had a messenger on the 
verge of the battle-field ready to acknowledge her 
independence. 


Mr. President, it happens, in the Providence of 


God, that whenever a nation thus assumes to open 
this controversy for liberty, in behalf of the 
nations of the earth, some one man more than an- 
other becomes identified with the struggle by his 
virtues, by his valor, by his wisdom, or by his 
sufferings, until he eclipses others who may be 
associated with him, and comes to be regarded by 
the country itself, in whose behalf he labors and 
struggles, and by mankind, as the representative 
of that nation, and of thatcause. The deliverance 
of Switzerland brings up at once the name of 
William Tell. The struggle of Scotland calls up 
the name of Wallace; and all over the world no 
man ever hears the American Revolution spoken 
of, but it calls up the majestic form of Washing- 
ton. So it happens that the name of Hungary 
calls up at once the great, the towering fame of the 
author, the hero, and the sufferer of the Hungarian 
Revolution. Now, then, shall we say that we do 
not know that Kossuth is worthy to be regarded 
as the friend and advocate of liberty in his own 
country? Shall we say that he does not metit the 
homage paid to him, as the leader of the Hunga- 
rian Revolution. Hungary herself has set the 
seal upon his merits, and concluded that question, 
aud it would be as unreasonable and absurd to 
-listen to those who should depreciate the princi- 


ples. or-the character.of Washington, as itis to 
stand doubting or hesitating whether, in honoring 
Kossuth, we are really doing honor to his cause, 
and the cause of -his unfortunate country. 

But it is asked, why: should the American peo- 


granting all his merits, because he has done noth- 
ing for America? True; -he never did anything 
for America.. We have reached that time when 
no man living out of America can confer upon us 
abenefit. We are beyond the reach of beneficence 
other than at the hand of the Great Creator and 
Preserver of nations; but do we honor only those? 


upon us? Certainly not. We honor those who 
serve the common cause of civil liberty through- 
out the world. That cause is our own cause. 
We honor those who advance and promote it. 
But, although Kossuth has done nothing for this 
country, Europehas. It has sent us a Lafayette, 
a Kosciusko, a De Kalb, and a Steuben, and thus 
has created a debt against us, which, while we 
cannot pay to the illustrious dead, we can dis- 
charge towards fit and lawful representatives, in 
the persons of the illustricus living. 

I shall notice a single other objection, and then 
I shall leave this resolution to its fate. It is an 
apprehension that, by the adoption of this, or a 
similar motion, the Congress of the United States 
will commit itself to some act of intervention in 
the affairs of Europe by which the Government of 
the United States may be embarrassed in its for- 
eign relations. Mr.. President, E am a lover of 
peace. I shall never freely give my consent to any 
measure which I think shall tend to involve thig 
nation in the calamities of foreign war. T believe 
that our mission is a mission of republicanism. 
But I believe that we shall best execute it by main- 
taining peace at home and peace with all mankind; 
and if Isaw in this measure a step in advance 
towards the bloody field of contention in the affairs 
of Europe, I, too, wouid hesitate long before adopt- 
ing it. But I see no advance towards any such 
| danger in doing a simple act of national justice and 
magnanimity. I believe that no man will deny the 
principle, that a nation may do for the cause of hb- 
erty in other nations whatever the laws of nations 
do not forbid. [plant myself upon that principle. 
What the laws of nations do not forbid, any nation 
may do for the cause of civil liberty in any other 
nation, in any othercountry. Now, the laws of na- 
tions do not forbid hospitality. The laws of nations 
do not forbid us to sympathize with the exile—to 
sympathize with the overthrown champions of 
freedom. The laws of nature demand that hos- 
| pitality, and from the very inmost sources of our 
nature springs up that sympathy. What is that 
great. epic poem which has filled the second place 
in the admiration, I had almost said in the affec- 
; tions, of mankind for two thousand years, but the 
| history of an exile flying from the walls of his 
| burning city and devoted State? Sir, the laws of 
| nature require—the laws of nations command hos- 


| pitality to those who fly from oppression and 
| despair. And this is all that we have done, and 
‘all that we propose to do. W e have invited Kos- 
suth—we have procured his release from captiv- 
| ity—we have brought him here, and we propose 
í to say to him, standing upon our shores with his 
eye directed to us, and while we know that the 
eyes of the civilized world are fixed upon him and 
us, ‘ Louis Kossuth, in the name of the American 
people, we bid you a cordial welcome.” 
Mr. SHIELDS, I understand that the resolu- 
‘tion now before the Senate for consideration is 
that offered by the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
;Sewarp.] I wish to move an amendment to it, 


i; and T do it without the slightest intention of dero- 


| gating from it. I would vote for the resolution as 

it is, but for the purpose of facilitating its passage 
: I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘resolved,”” 
i and insert, ‘That a committee of three be ap- 
i pointed by the Chair to wait on Louis Kossuth, 


|: Governor of Hungary, and introduce him to the 


Senate.” This is the resolution which I offered 
yesterday. I will state io the honorable Senator 
| from. New York the reason that I offered this, lest 
‘it should be supposed that we are running in op- 
| position in this case. I find in the proceedings in 
| relation to Lafayette that a joint committee of the 
Senate and House of Representatives was ap- 
| pointed to make arrangements for his reception. 
| The House committee reported—I read from the 


' proceedings of the House— 


ple engage in paying ‘this ‘homage to. Kossuth, | 


Do. we reward only those who confer ‘benefits: 


i 


$ That-they, have. met.the committee of the Senate on 
that subject, and that the committees have agreetl to recom- 


“mend to their respective Houses that cach House should re- 


ecive General Lafayette in such manner as: it shall deem 


most suitable-to the oceasion.”?.- - . 

.: They stated at the same time, that there was no 
mode of receiving him jointly by the two Houses. 
Here are the proceedings when he was received : 

“At one o'clock, General Lafayette entered the Chamber 
of the Senate, accompanied by the committee of that body. 
On entering the bar, Mr. Barbour, chairman òf the commit- , 
tee, announced the presence of General Lafayette, in the 
following words: ‘ We introduce General Lafayette to the 
Senate of the United States.’ 

That was the whole ceremony, and I regard it 
as an excellent precedent. I do not wish to delay 
action on the matter by any discussion. In fact, 
I regret that I said as much as I did say yester- 
day, because I think an act of courtesy should al- 
ways be clothed in as few words as possible. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the 
impression that the Senator from Illinois is not at 
liberty to offer the amendment which he propo- 
ses. This is a joint resolution. It has been read 
twice and is now in Committee of the Whole. 
The resolution which the Senator from Jilinvis 
proposes to substitute for it is a simple resolution, 
which does not require the joint action of the two 
Houses of Congress. The Chair is therefore un- 
der the necessity of declining to receive theamend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Hlinois. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Unfortunately I know very 
little of the rules; but I have understood that it 
was perfectly competent to move to strike out all 
after the word ‘ resolved,” in a resolution, and 
insert something else. If, however, the Senator 
from New York would accept this as a substitute 
for his resolution, Ihave no doubtthat all difficulty 
would be obviated. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Itdoes appear tome thatthis 
would be an inconsistent mode of proceeding. The 
resolution of the Senator from New York pro- 
poses the joint action of the two Houses of Con- 
gress. ‘he amendment of the Senator from Ili- 
nois proposes the separate action of the Senate. 
The two cannot go together. 

poe PRESIDENT. Such is the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. BERRIEN. It would be well, I appre- 
hend, for the Senator from Illinois to allow the 
resolution of the Senator from New York to be 
disposed of, and then let him bring forward his 
proposition as a separate measure. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair. has already 
said that he cannot entertain the motion to amend, 
as propoaed by the Seuator from Mlinois. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I rise to make a 
suggestion. Weall have the same feelings on this 
subject. I imagine that the Senate will unani- 
mously manifest a disposition to accord respect to 
this distinguished stranger. The main difficulty 
heretofore has been as to the manner in which 
we should act. The honorable Senator from Illi- 
nois has looked into precedents, and I think he 
has very satisfactorily shown that the precedent 
which he has brought forward is entitled to respect. 
It is most obvious, in the present state of things, 
that if those gentlemen who prefer the form sanc- 
tioned by precedent should vote against the reso- 
lution of the Senator from New York, they would 
be subject to be misunderstood. 1 therefore hope 
that, in the spirit of proper compromise, the Sen- 
ator from New York will withdraw his resolution, 
and allow the other to be proposed and acted 
upon. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I understand the Chair to 
have decided that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from [linois is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT. Such was the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Unless that is appealed from, 
the question comes before the Senate upon the res- 
olution of the Senator from New York, and upon 
that resolution I desire to submit some brief ob- 
servations to the consideration of the Senate, ` 

Mr. SHIELDS, Will the honorable Senator 
from Georgia permit us to have this question of 
order determined before he proceeds any farther? 

Mr. BERRIEN. The question of order can 
only be determined by an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair; and I beg leave to say now, in rela- 
tion to the precedent which has been referred to, 
that that was the result of a conference of a joint 
commytge on the part of the two Houses of Con- 
gress. Ghey conferred, and separately reported 
to their respective Houses. ‘Chere is no prece- 


1851. 


ey 


dent, then, for the course which is now proposed 
by the Senator from Illinois. ; 
Mr, HALE. I would like to take an appeal 


be taken, 

Mr. BERRIEN. 
when I have finished. i pee ee 

The PRESIDENT, ‘The Senator from Geor- 
gia has the floor., Á eat wots 

Mr. BERRIEN. Mr. President, Iiconsider 
this entirely too grave a question to be involved 
in forms of proceedings, I concur with ‘my eol- 
league [Mr. Dawson] in the position’ which he 
took the other day, in opposition to the resolu- | 
tion introduced by the Senator from Mississippi, | 
(Mr. Foors,] and I am opposed myself to the res~ 
olution of the Senator from New York [Mr. Sew- 
arp] in the form in which it is presented. 

But I desire to say at the outset, in order that I 
may not be misunderstood on this subject, that 
this opposition arises from no doubt as to the 
merits or the services of the individual whom it is 
proposed to honor. Hijs services as a patriot, who | 

as distinguished himself in the cause of -civil lib- 

erty, I am willing to admit in the largest extent in | 
which they have been asserted by his most ardent | 
admirers. Sir, I have not been an inattentive ob- || 
server of events which have occured in Hungary, | 
within the last three or four years. I have seen | 
that people struggling for the achievement of their | 
national independence, have rejoiced in their pros- | 
perity, and have sympathized in their misfortunes. || 
Lam perfectly well aware, as everybody must be | 
who has given his attention to this subject, that | 
that struggle was for the preservation of an ancient | 
constitution, which operated with great inequality | 
upon the various classes of the people; but I did il 
not doubt that after that independence was ob- 
tained, when peace was restored, when the exist- 
ence of Hungary, as an independent nation, was {| 
acquiesced. in, the progress of liberal principles i; 
incident to such a struggle would have resulted in | 
ameliorating the organic law and in giving equal | 
rights to all classes of people. With this view of 
the subject, L have looked to the progress of events 
in Hungary with no ordinary interest. I have 
rejoiced in the prospect of the successful issue of 
that struggle, and have regretted its defeat. > 

I have been at all times willing to accord to this 
distinguished individual—I am now willing to ac- 
cord to him—the merit of having contended for 
the advancement of the principles of civil liberty 
jn a manner which commends him to the feelings 
of every friend of freedom. While, therefore, ; 
fulfilling my duty as an American Senator, I op- | 
pose this resolution, I would not pluck a Single || 
leaf from the laurel crown which, whether in tri- 
umph or adversity, should encircle the brow of the | 
patriot who is siruggling for the advancement of | 
those principles. No, sir, that is not my pur- | 
pose. ` TRN z | 

Mr. President, if this resolution be, as has been | 
suggested, the simple expression of the feelings of | 
the American Congress, complimentary to Goy- 
ernor Kossuth, why, under the circumstances in 
which we dre now placed—engaged, as we are, M !j 
the performance of our constitutional duties, with : 
a mass of business which will command our earn 
est, constant, undivided attention for months to | 
come—why has it not occurred. to Senators to | 
‘consider whether, neglecting our appropriate du- i 
ties, we ought to employ our time in regulating ; 
the terms of a mere idle, valueless compliment ?— | 
idle in itself, and valueless in the view of him to | 
whom it is addressed, as we know from his re- } 
peated declarations. So considering it, that ques- 

ion i i 
i 


That can be done presently, 


tion is submitted to the individual opinion and to | 
ihe individual taste of every member of the Sen- | 
ate. i . : 

It seems, sir, we have got to a point of time, in; 
thigssystem of progress, when precedentsare scoffed || 
at. We are not to look at precedents—we are to de- | 
cide de nove upon existing cireumstances as they 
arise, and to make precedents which our successors i 
will in like manner follow, or discard at their pleas- | 
ure. Sir, this is not my view. J am not willing to 


ii sented. 


| designed as a 


some reason can be asigned for such departure | 
that is satisfactory to my judgment. Such also | 
seems to have been the view of the advocates of | 
the resolution, for they refer’ to the case of the {i 


| 
| 
depart from the usages of our predecessors, unless | 


Marquis de Lafayette as a precedent. to justify. 
this proceeding Mr. President, in the American 
Senate,:in: the highest: legislative council of the 
Union, aré we, who are reveling in the enjoyment 
of those liberties which this illustrious man assisted 
our fathers-to:achieve=are .we to put the case 
whiéh-is now presented to us,in comparison with 
that of Lafayette? Who was that distinguished 
individual?“ What were his services? Bir, the 
career of Lafayette exhibits a noble patriotism 
unrivaled in the history of the world. Born and. ed- 
ucated under a monarchical government; a French 
noble, invested with all the privileges of his rank, 
and accustomed to the deference which was paid 
to it, he forgot all the prejudices of birth and of 
education; surrendered the privileges of his rank; 
abandoned his home and. his country, to come to 
us. He was with us and ofus. He put life and 
fortune on the same cast with our fathers. He 
was theircompatriot, friend, brother; and devoting 
himself with all the energies of his mind to the 
achievement of our liberties, he battled nobly in 
that glorious cause. When we gave him the 
reception which is referred to as a precedent in 
this case, he came not to agitate, not to advance a 
political principle, and not to involve us in Buro- 
pean strife, but to revisit the scenes of his early 
and glorious struggles in the cause of freedom; to 
grasp the hands of his surviving brethren in arms, 
who had battled with him in the achievement of our 
liberties. Aye, sir, he came to view the glorious 
Spectacle presented by the successful administra- 
tion of that very government which he had risked 
life and fortune to establish. It was to this man, 
coming to us under such circumstances, that this 
tribute was offered. Sir, it has no parallel; it can 
have no parallel; it stands alone, and it should be 
permitted to stand alone. I would not diminish 
the value of the compliment which was paid to the 
Marquis de Lafayette, by its repetition in favor 
of any living man. 
itude for personal services and for pecuniary aid, 
which we endeavored to discharge. The per- 
sonal homage which we offered was a tribute to his 
patriotism. We gave the reception which our 
feelings prompted. Sir, we look in vain to the 
case of the Marquis Lafayette for a precedent to 
the course which it is proposed to pursue on this 


occasion. | 


But if this were really and truly the mere un- 
meaning compliment which gentlemen seem to 
think it—if it were indeed a mere expression on 
our part of the feelings of the American people in 


relation to this distinguished individual, a simple | 


welcoming to our shores, committing us to no 


future action—if this were truly the whole extent | 


of the resolution that is proposed by the Senator 
from New York—I say agam, I would refer it to 
the taste of individual Senators, exercising my 


i} own without troubling the Senate with the remarks 
which I propose to make on that branch of the | 


subject. ae: , 
Mr. President, this resolution is to be consid- 


ered not merely with reference to the terms in | 


which it is expressed, but also in its close connec- 
tion with the circumstances under which it is pre- 
This individual, distinguished by his 
exertions in the effort to achieve the independence 


of his native country, was the victim of misfor- | 


tune. Compelled to fly from his native land, he 


| was imprisoned, or subjected to surveillance, in 


the dominions of Turkey. His situation and that 
of his associates excited our sympathy, and not 
merely ours alone, 1 y 
portion of the civilized world where the blessings 
of freedom are held even in slight regard. What 
have we done? A great stress is laid upon the 
fact that we have invited him to our shores. We 
have not invited him alone. We have interfered 


for his relief and for that of his associates in cap- | 
tivity with the Government of Turkey, and our | 
| agency has been effectual in accomplishing that 


But our invitation was not addressed to 


object. 
Tt was not 


him only; it included his associates. 


with a band of gallant patriots who had struggled 
and fallen in the effort to achieve the ind ependence 
of their country. Again, sir: for what purpose 
did we invite him here? Isit doubted by these to 
whom l address myself that thi vbject and purpose 
of that invitation was to afford to these Hungarian 


patriots, who were then imprisoned, an asylum in i` 


our country? We dispatched a national vessel 


1 


We owed him a debt of grat- | 


it arrested theattention of every | 


mere compliment to Mr. Kossuth. į 
| It was intended as the expression of our sympathy 


for the. purpose of securing their safe transita 

the Ocean. We have‘brought. them- here, an 
my judgment,. if they were disposed to remain, . 
we have imposed upon ourselves the obligation to 
afford them an asylum in our land the mean 


rs deci 
rations of Mr. Kossuth, we know that this is n 
his object; that he does not come to seck an asylu: 
here. No, sir; he comes here for the purpose of 
| propagating a political principle; to assert the right 
| of the people of every nation to regulate theirownh 
i affairs, uncontrolled by the action of any foreign 
power; and to ask from this Government a pledge 
that it will aid him, not merely by moral, but by 
physical force, if it becomes necessary, in any 
future struggle in Hungary, to enforce and estab- 
| lish that principle. Se 
The consideration which I am disposed to. give 
to this subject, the gravity of the question presented 
to us, arises therefore from the fact, patent on. the 
face of the proceedings exhibited to us—that Mr. 
Kossuth expects from us, from the American 
Government, voluntarily—of their own accord, if 
they will—and if not, from the American people, 
acting upon the American Government, under the 
excitement produced by his narrative of Hunga- 
rian wrongs, a similar result—a pledge that they 
will so far interfere in the contest about, as he 
states, to be renewed in Hungary, as to say to 
every foreign power: * You must abstain from all 
interposition. The people of Hungary have the 
right to establish the principles of their own 
government. ‘They are engaged in acontest with 
the power of Austria. You must not interfere. 
We hold this to be the principle which our posi- 
tion in the civilized world requires us to main- 
| tain.’ ‘We are to become the champion of this 
principle, and, in union with Great Britain, we are 
to say to the Emperor of Russia: “Stand off! If 
yon attempt to interpose in this contest between 
Iungary and Austria, we shall feel bound to 
render such interposition fruitless.” Ig tbis a 
fair interpretation of the facts which are before the 
public? I ask, without quoting them, a reference 


|| to the speeches of Mr. Kossuth, delivered in vari- 


ous places in Europe—to the speech of a dis- 
tinguished citizen of our own country in England— 
to the sentiments avowed by an American official 
there—and to various declarations made by Mr. 
Kossuth since his arrival on our shores. 

Now, what is the position in which he places 
i this matter? He says to you, The expression of 
your sympathies—of that feeling which is natural 
to every freeman—is grateful to the Hungarian; 
but the expression of your sympathy. is valueless: 
| it can do us no good. Our necessities require that 
the expression of sympathy should he followed 
| by some efficient act on your part. [am a plain 
man, he says; Iam now here where I am free-to 
| speak, and I tell you that I come to ask the aid. of 
|| your Government to secure to my countrymen the 
{ enforcement of the principle, that no foreign power 
| shall be permitted to interfere in the contest which 
| we shall wage with Austria for the establishment 
|! of our independence. Sir, if gentlemen have read 
the speech of the distinguished American: citizen 
in Europe, to whom I have referred, they have 
seen distinctly avowed this proposition. 

There is about to be convulsion in Europe. A 
! league of despots have combined for the purpose 
| of destroying all republican governments; and the 
| question proposed is, Shall we wait until, isolated 
and aloje, we are compelled to arrest their aggres- 
sions? or shall we unite ourselves with the only 
really free Government on the other side of the 
Atlantic, and announce, in advance, ourdetermina- 
tion to maintain the principles for which Mr. Kos- 
suth contends? In express language, it is said in 
the speech to which I have referred, that England 
and the United States, looking to their mercantile 
and naval marine, command the ocean; that they 
| have it in their power to blockade the ports of 
il these despotic powers, if it he necessary, or if.not 
| necessary, to place their vessels at the mouths of 
| the harbors of their different ports; and to repeat 
the operation which was practised by our own 
: Government upon Mexico during our war with 


ti that Power; to levy duties on vessels entering 
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those ports, and in that way to destroy their com- 
merce. ae 

I refer to these details not for the purpose of 
commenting upon them; not of expressing an 
Opinion as to their efficiency, still less to intimate 
any opinion of the correctness. of their avowal; 
but simply to show that itis not your sympathy 
which Mr. Kossuth asks. It is not public honors 
to himself which he seeks. No, sir, he comes here 
to obtain from you a pledge to enforce the principle, 
that no foreign Power shall be permitted to interfere 
between the Hungarian people and the Austrian 
Government in the event of a renewal of the con- 
test. Are we prepared to give that pledge? 
Whence do we derive our authority? e have 
in these two Chambers. the right to exercise all 
legislative power which is conferred by the Con- 
stitution: and among these powers is that of de- 
claring war." Have we the power, under circum- 
stances like the present, to pledge this Government 
irredeemably, to a course of action which may lead 
to war, and which must, in all human probability, 
have that result? 

Ido not know what estimate is formed of the 
character of the Emperor of Russia: it has not 
been a subject of my study. But I can imagine 
that if anything could arouse the feelings of an 
individual to resistance against such interference 
as is proposed, it would be theannunciation of the 
principles that we, to them a trans-Atlantic Power 
~~a free people who have hitherto declared that, | 
while maintaining the principles of freedom within 
our own limits, we abstain absolutely and entirely 
from ail interference with any other Government 
Srey more, that we will allow (as some are dis- 
posed to assert) no interference of any European 

ower in the affairs of this Continent,—if any cir- 
cumstance, I say, could arouse the feelings of the 
individual who is at the head of the Russian Empire 
to a des 
would be the course which it is now proposed to 
pursue, That this course is contrary to the set- | 
ded policy of the Government from its foundation, 
I think no one will be disposed to deny. Our 
Presidents and our Congresses have not hesitated | 
to express, in times past, their devotion to the 
principle of civil liberty. They will not hesitate 
now. But from the time of General Washington’s | 
Farewell Address to the American people, down to | 
the present moment, the principle of avoiding en- 
tangling alliances with other nations—such as that 
which I think must be the inevitable result of the 
progress of these proceedings, if they should be 
adopted—the principle of avoiding all interference 
with the disturbances or convulsions of Europe, 
has been uniformly and emphatically avowed. 

I desire to ascertain from the American Senate— 
according to the individual whom it is intended to 
honor, on this occasion, all the merit which his 
most enthusiastic admirers may he disposed to 
claim for him—whether they are disposed to depart 
from that principle of policy by adopting a meas- 
ure which, in my judgment, necessarily involves 
that departure ? 

‘Weare told of the interpretation which the civ- 
ilized world has given to the mere act of invitation 
which has been extended to this individual and 
his associates, by sending for them a national ves- 
sel; and if, after the avowals he has made in Eng- 
land; if, after the declarations of the distinguished 
American citizen to whom I have referred, and 
which Mr, Kossuth says expresses all his feelings 
and all his desires; if he after the declarations 
which Kossuth has made after landing on our 
shores; the distinction which he has drawn be- 
tween the Government and the people; his avowal 
of a determination to appeal to the people for the 
active sympathy which he invokes in behalf of 
his country; if after all this, which is perfectly 
known to us, the Congress of the United States, | 
representing the thirty-one sovereign States of this | 
Union, and the twenty-five millions of people 
which compose it, shall welcome him to the 
shores of the United States in this formal man- | 
ner, do they not thereby impliedy acquiesce in | 
the object which he thus publicly and in advance | 
announces that he came here to accomplish? Tsi 
not that the very interpretation which the civilized 
world will giveit? Hesays to the American peo- 
ple—and the declaration is before us while we are 
agitating the question: 

“Ido not come here to ask your sympathy. That is | 
gratifying, but valueless. T come here to invoke the aid of 
the great American Republic to protect my people, peace- 


ree which must inevitably result in war, it | 


ably, if they may, by the moral influence of their declara- 


tions, but forcibly if they must, by the physcial power 
of their arm—to prevent any foreign interference in the 
struggle about to be renewed for the liberties of my coun- 
try. Lama plain man. I am ina land of freedom. I an 
permitted to speak freely my sentiments. This is what I 
ask. If this is accorded to me, I go home, and the liberties 
not merely of Hungary but of Europe, are secured. If not, 
I go with my countrymen. alone to: renew that struggle for 
the achievement of our liberties.” 

This language is too distinct ta be mistaken. If 
this resolution passes, extending to -him alone— 
(departing from your invitation, for that: included 
his associates)—the welcome which it proposes, 
after these declarations of the object for which he 
comes here, the civilized world will be much more 
authorized than they were by the invitation which 
has been referred to by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Sewarp] to conclude that the welcome 
to Governor Kossuth implies a pledge that we will 
interpose, if necessary, and in the manner he de- 
sires, for the protection of the Hungarian nation. 
In my judgment this inference is irresistible; and 
if it be not, yet if it occasion doubt; if it result in 
producing opposition to this resolution in its pres- 
ent form, if gentlemen do believe (and 1 doubt 
not that.they are sincere in the declaration) that 
this is a mere testimonial of the respect and good 
will of the people of the United States toward a 
distinguished advocate of the cause of civil liberty, 
they will not hesitate to accept the amendment 
which I shall submit, and which is simply calcula- 
ted to exclude this conclusion. I desire, in the first 
place, by the amendment which I shall propose, to 
fulfill the expectations which were reasonably cre- 
ated by the invitation, by extending this resolution 
to the associates of Governor Kossuth. The inter- 
position of the American Government in behalf of 
these captives was not confined to that individual 
alone: it extended to all his associates in captivity. 
The invitation to our shores equally embraced 
them all. If, therefore, we are acting in fulfill- 
ment of the obligations created by that invitation, 
we must not confine the resolution to Governor 
Kossuth, but must extend it to hisassociates. To 
him and to them, to the full extent of my consti- 
tutional powers, I am willing to afford an asylum 
within the limits of the United States, and to pro- 
vide all the means of making that asylum com- 
fortable. But I should be unfaithful to my duty 
as an American Senator, according to the convic- 
tions of my judgment, if I suffered any zeal for 
the advancement of the principle of civil liberty 
on the other side of the Atlantic to induce me to 
jeopard the safety and the vital interests of the 
country which is my own; to which I owe my 
first, entire, and absolute allegiance. Iam unwil- 
ling, therefore, to leave it to implication, that by 
this reception, under these circumstances, we 
have entered into a pledge that by the exertion of 
moral, and, if necessary, of physical force, we 
will protect the people of Hungary from all for- 
eign interference upon the renewal of their strug- 
gle. Such a pledge once given would be irrevoca- 
ble. It could not be violated without dishonor. 
It could not be redeemed without putting in jeop- 
ardy the best and most vital interests of our coun- 
try. 

These are the views which I entertain on this 
subject, and, in accordance with them, I propose 
to amend the resolution by adding to it the fol- 


lowing: 


& And be it further resolved, That the welcome thus af- 


H forded to Louis Kossuth be extended to his associates who 


have landed on our shores; but while welcoming these 
Hungarian patriots to an asylum in our country, and to the 
protection which our laws do, and always will afford to 
them, it is due to candor to declare that it is not the purpose 
of Congress to depart from the settled policy of this Gov- 
ernment which forbids all interference with the domestic 
concerns of other nations.” 

Mr. HALE. I am desirous that the resolution 
shall pass, but I am not so desirous that this reso- 
lution shall pass that I am willing, in order to ob- 
tain that, to resign what I believe to be any of the 
privileges of a Senator. With great deference to 
the Chair, I look upon its decision as being in 
contravention of that right; and before I sit down 
I intend to take an appeal, and quote author- 


ij ity from the Manual, which I think sustains me. 


I refer to the decision that the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Suexps] to the 
resolution of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Seiad is out of order. But before I proceed to 
do this, Í wish to say a word or two upon that 
question in the aspect in which it is now presented; 
and 1 beg leave to assure the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr.Foore] that I use words 


with no-sectional, no hidden, no sinister meaning. 
I will endeavor to use as pure English as I can 
collect, and use English in the acceptation which 
it has as far South as civilization extends, and 
without any qualifications at all. Bas 

I am desirous that the resolution shall ass, and 
Tam so desirous that it shall pass that I shall in- 
terpose no amendment, because the honorable 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] thinks that, 
on a former occasion, an amendment which I had 
the honor to propose operated very fatally upon 
the resolution which he introduced. My own 
opinion is, that the amendment lost strength by 
being tacked on to his resolution; and if 1 had in- 
troduced it as an original measure it would have 
passed. But to come to this resolution, I want 
to speak to what seems to me to be a great objec- 
tion to it, and that is, that it wants precedent. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator gave notice 
that he was about to appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. If the debate goes on, he will be too 
late to take an appeal. The decision of the Chair 
is considered as acquiesced in, unless an appeal is 
immediately taken. When the Senator from Geor- 
gia rose, the Chair requested him to give way in 
order that an appeal might be taken. But the 
Chair will still receive the appeal; though, if the 
discussion goes on, it will be too late to take an 
appeal. 

Mr. HALE. Yielding to the wishes of the 
friends of the resolution around me, I will not take 
an appeal, but I hope this decision will not be taken 
as a precedent. I deem it wrong; but I shall sub- 
mit to the wrong for the present, for the purpose of 
getting to a greater gòod, and that is, the consid- 
eration of this resolution. I want to address my- 
self to the objection that this resolution wants 
precedent. Itis said that the only precedent which 
can be found was the case of the reception given 
to the Marquis de Lafayette. A very eloquent 
eulogy was passed on the sacrifices and services 
which that distinguished individual made in the 
attainment of the liberties of this country, which 
entitled him to the reception which he received 
when he visited our shores, something more than 
a quarter of a century since. Now, I wantto take 
this very case of Lafayette, and see if it is not a 
case in point. I ask you, sir, if, when the idea 
was first suggested to the mind of Lafayette that 
here was to him a trans-Atlantic people—an ocean 
wider, for all practical purposes, by thousands of 
miles, then than now, was between him and this 
trans-Atlantic people, who had risen up with the 
energy of freemen and were asserting their rights, 
and struggling to maintain the declaration which 
they had made—if Lafayette, instead of acting 
with that noble and disinterested chivalry with 
which he threw himself into the contest without 
waiting to see whether fortunate or adverse cir- 
cumstances attended those who were struggling 
here—if, instead of obeying the generousimpulses 
of his own nature, he had begun to study the 
musty records of the monarchy of France to find 
a precedent, how long would it have been before 
he would have thrown his fortunes and his life 
into the scale in which he ventured his all? Sir, 
many, many centuries would have elapsed before 
he would have found a precedent for the course 
which he then took. He found that precedent by 
the occasion, and the occasion made the precedent. 

Another word as to precedents, as applicable to 
us. What has been the history of the United 


| States? Why, instead of following precedents, 


they have been making precedents. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. Presidents. 

Mr. HALE. The honorable Senator from Mis- 
sissippi says we have been making Presidents. I 
suppose the word precedents sounds so much like 
presidents, that the Senator from Mississippi can- 
not hear it without its calling up some other asso- 
ciations than those, as the only ones which belong 
to the occasion. 

Mr. FOOTE. I would simply say, that know- 
ing that the gentleman himself had at one time 
aspirations for the Presidency, I thought it pos- 
sible that that was in his mind when he made use 
of the word; particularly as I understood him dis- 
tinctly to pronounce the word presidents. 

Mr. HALE. In dictionaries, and precedents, 


| and pronunciation, I yield to the honorable Sena- 


tor from Mississippi, (Mr. Foore,] but in nothing 
else. I think it is a little ungenerous in the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, who comes here from fields 
in which he has so successfully combatted those 


1851. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


who opposed his claims—who comes here with 
plumed cap full of triumph, not to enjoy the blush- 
ing honors with which his State has crowned him, 
without a fling at my poor claims, which were so 
long ago rejected. 1 ask him if, while those hon- 
ors are heaped upon him, he cannot remember 
Mordecai the Jew, sitting at the King’s gate? I 


had hoped that prosperity would have brought bet- 


ter lessens with it, butitseems it has not. I leave 
the subject. i : : 

I say, that it has been the province and destiny’ 
of the United States not only to make Presidents 
but precedents. I believe that, when the mem- 
bers of the Continental. Congress assembled on 
the 4th of July, 1776, and put forth the declara- 
tion which they have put forth to the world, they 
were acting entirely without a precedent; that a 
precedent is not to be found in which the repre- 
sentatives of a vast number of States had come 
together in peaceful conclave, and in solemn and 
mature deliberation come to the conclusion that it 
was a dictate of duty to separate the connections 
which had heretofore bound them to their mother 
country. Then they were acting without prece- 
dent. And after the justice of that declaration was 
vindicated by a seven years’ war, the experience 
of a few succeeding years of peace had told them 
that peace itself might become valueless without 
something to render those blessings permanent 
and valuable, they assembled together in a con- 
vention which framed our Cunstitution, and they 
were then acting entirely without precedent. I 
believe you may search the world, and you can- 
not find an instance in which the representatives 
of a nation came together in that manner, and 
formed a written constitution. It was the second 
written constitution, I think, which the history of 
the world, up to that period, presented, and the 
first was that formed on board the Mayflower, 


when the Pilgrims were on their way from Delft- | 


haven to this country. That was a matter with- 
out precedent, and so the history of our country 
has Peen without precedent. Instead of following 
in the vestiges which have been left us of nations 
gone before us, we have been following the destiny 
which seems to be ours—been making, instead of 
following precedents. And such, | trust, we shall 
continue to do. 

In regard to this resolution of sympathy, re- 
spect, or condolence, or whatever it may be, with 

ossuth, what is to be the effect of it? Some gen- 
tlemen may think that it looks to something ulte- 
rior, but it does not of itself include anything of 
that sort. {ft does not bind the people of this 
country to anything. It is simply the expression 
of what I believe the whole people feel—sympathy 
with Kossuth. They look upon him as the living 
representative of a great principle which has been 
the idol of their affections. They look upon him 
as the vindicator, in the struggles which he has 
sustained in his own country, of those great sen- 
timents which are dear to the whole American 

eople, and impressed upon the whole American 
heart: It is because the people of this country 
look upon him as the representative of these priu- 
ciples, and see in him the living imbodiment of 
that whichis dearest to their own affections. They 
desire in the most solen'n form in which the action 
of the people or the Government of the United 
States can do it, an expression of those feelings to 
be given to the distinguished individual who has 
thus come to our shores. 

And, sir, shall the American people hesitate, 
shall they pause, shall they be afraid to give utter- 
ance in the most formal, the most solemn, and the 
most effective manner in which they can do it, to 
the sentiments which the great body of the people 
entertain? If we are to pause before we give 
utterance to sentiments like these, until we think 
that they will fail to give offence to any of the 
other Governments of the world, we might as well 
abandon at once the idea of carrying out the prin- 
ciples which are imbodied in the Constitution 
under which we are organized to-day. I have no 
doubt that the very formation of that Constitu- 
tion, the very imbodiment of the sentiments upon 
which the Constitution is founded, embraced in 
the Declaration of Independence, gave offence at 
the moment of their promulgation, and give offence 
now, and will continue to give offence to the latest 
period of time, to the despots of the Old World and 
of the New. They will never be pleasing; they 
will never be palatable to them. If the people 
and the Government of the United States are to 


pause and reckon and calculate how the expres- 
sion and utterance of their sentiments may be 
made palatable and- void of offence to those who 
entertain directly contrary sentiments, we might 
as well at once close our mouths in eternal silence. 
- It is because the utterance of these sentiments 
will give offence to those who are always offended. 
whenever the sentiments of liberty are uttered, 
that they have value. It is because they will tes- 
tify to the victims of oppression everywhere that 
there is a feeling of sympathy, of commisseration, 
of condolence, and.of respect in the whole Ameri- 
ean people with them in their misfortunes—it is 
because of this that this resolution has any value. 

If you stop to fortify it with provisos and quali- 
fications, and reservations and exclusions of con- 
clusions, it may be a very good special plea, but it 
will bea very poor channel through which the sym- 
pathies are to find vent—to find utterance and ex- 
pression. No, sir; let the expression of these 
sentiments be broad and manly, open, unquali- 
fied, and direct. Let them speak in the plainest 
manner in which the English language can present 
ideas, the sentiment which to-day is beating and 
vibrating through the hearts of the whole Ameri- 
can people. Let the bearings and uprisings of the 
great American heart, which has been moved by 
the advent of this man, as it has not been moved 
for more than a quarter of a century, find a cor- 
responding movement and expression here from 
the representatives of the nation in this Congress 
assembled. 

Let us not be afraid that there is any danger of 
compromising or committing ourselves to any step 
which we may need hereafter to retrace or retract. 
It was said by a distinguished American states- 
man, on another occasion, that he took no step 
backwards. Such, [ trust, will be the language 
of the American Senate and American people— 
that they will take no backward step. They have 

lanted their banners. They are unfurled. They 

ave written their sentiments where the world may 
read them, and where, I trust in God, all time 
will not efface them. Let it never be said to the 
victims of despotism in the Old World, that are 
straining their aching eyes and looking with throb- 
bing hearts to hear what the only free people on the 
face of the whole earth will do, that we have hesi- 
tated, halted, furled our banners, lest our views, if 
repeated and reuttered by us, might give offence to 
those to whom the principles of liberty are always 
an offence. I trust that, instead of going back— 
instead of retrograding—instead of pausing—we 
will make this resolution more full and more ex- 
plicit. If it wants more meaning, put it into it. 
We do not, by such a course as this, commit 


| ourselves to anything and everything which some- 


body may have said: but we do commit ourselves 
to principles of fidelity to the great cause which 
lies at the bottom of our Revolution and is im- 
bodied in the principles of our Constitution. I 
trust that we are prepared to go as far as that. As 
I am desirous that the resolution shall pass, I will 
not trespass longer on the Senate, but will give 
way, hoping that we may arrive at early action. 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I desire, at 
this point of the debate, while the amendment of 
the Senator from Georgia is before the Senate, to 
say afew words. Three months ago, the object 
of this resolution was a prisoner in Turkey. 
Driven from his own country, forsaken by every 
Christian nation in Europe, the diplomacy of this 
country, actuated by a high and Christian spirit, 
sought him out, and tendered to him a national 
ship, in which he was brought to this country, 
under the flag of the Union. When he landed on 
the shores of this continent, he received, as he is 
now receiving, the sympathies of millions of free- 
men. Who was it that attracted the attention and 
the {sympathies of this country? It was Louis 
Kossuth, the exile, not Louis Kossuth, the Gov- 
ernor of Hungary. It was not Kossuth, the suc- 
cessful hero and statesman, but the deserted and 
the unfortunate Kossuth, to whom we extended 
our liberality and our courtesy. In the spirit of 
the resolution which we passed at the last session, 
asking our Executive to interfere ina peaceful and 
a quiet way, by diplomacy, he was rescued from 
his imprisonment and placed upon our shores as 
an exile. In that spirit I am willing to receive 
him, and in that spirit the American heart is will- 
ing to receive him. It is not to Louis Kossuth, 
Governor of Hungary, that this resolution and 
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia ex- 


tends. We receive him-not with a-crest upon his, 
helmet, and swordand spear, not as Cesar clothed 
in armor; but as Cato in his gown, as the great 
Aposile of Liberty, coming here after having been 
driven from his native land, seeking that liberty 

upon our shores which, with all his exertions, he. 
could not-obtain at home. Ya 

It is a common fashion to glorify the successful 
and conquering hero. | But it is no. common 
fashion for a great nation to seek the deserted and 
the weak and the down-trodden, and to award to 
them their sympathies and cordial greetings.: E 
confess that I consider it one ef the proudest 
chapters in the history of American diplomacy, 
where it interferes not by armed force, but by the 
great influence which is gathered around this 
country of liberty and law, to take from. the 
dungeons of ‘Turkey a man who had been trodden 
down by the despots of Europe, and without in- 
terfering with the rights of any, placed him at 
liberty and brought him here-to this Western 
world, where he can enjoy the rights and privileges 
of a freeman. ; 

The resolution of the Senator from New York 
does nothing more than to bid him welcome to 
this country in the name of the people. “I should 
have preferred that resolution, had 1t not been for 
certain matters which have transpired since the 
landing of this distinguished individual upon our 
shores. In the first speech which he made on 
landing in New York, at Castle Garden, a speéch’ 
prepared with great care, he declares, with the 
manly straight forwardness of an honest. man, 
what he wants. He says that it is not merely 
our sympathies that he looks for, but that he 
wants pecuniary means and political aid, and 
nothing less. He asks for all the sinews of war-—~ 
money, men, and political power. It is said that 
he has not asked this of the Government, but he 
has asked it of the people. What is this Govern- 
ment but the mouth-piece of a free people; and 
when this Government speaks to strangers and 
speaks to the world, it is the people of the country 
that speak in the language uttered by the Govern- 
ment. That is the great glory of our Republican 
institutions. 

This distinguished man asks us—the people of 
this country—to go to war on the Continent of 
Europe, by money, men, and political influence, 
for the cause of human hberty there, Now, no 
man desires more than I do, that the great cause 
of civil and religious liberty should succeed upor 
the Continent of Europe; and I believe, judging 
from the signs of the times, the day is not far dis- 
tant when, by reason of the influences which have 
been cast back upon that Continent from this 
country, by means of the continual and intimate 
social intercourse between that country and this, 
by means of emigration and reémigrauion, by the 
peaceful and quiet influence of this country, Europe 
1s to be regenerated. But if we listen to this cry. 
of armed interference, and if the people of this 
country are to go with men and money to fight 
the battles of liberty on the Continent of Europe, 
then we at once put an end to that wise policy 
which we have practised from the days of Wash- 
ington to this hour; and instead of the influence of 
this country being exercised as it has been here- 
tofore exercised, armed force, and war, and blood 
is to determine whether Europe is to be free or not- 
In my humble opinion, the first American gun 
discharged upon the Continent of Europe, in de- 
fence of a revolution in Europe, will be more dis- 
astrous to the cause of human liberty than all the 
batteries of all the despots in the world. 

Sir, itis said that we have a great mission to 

erform : that it is. our duty to interfere, not only 
by the expression of sympathy, but in some other 
way which gentlemen do not exactly define, in the 
cause of distressed humanity in Europe. We 
have a great trust to execute, and a great duty 
to perform; but, like every other trust and every 
other duty, domestic, social, and political, it is lim- 
ited; it has its errand. If we go beyond that— 
if we turn crusaders for the purpose of executing 
that trust and performing that duty in other lands, 
like all crusaders we may get great honor, we ma 
be renowned in chivalry and in song, but we shall 
neglect the great duties which we have to perform 
at home, where we can perform them to the ad- 
vantage of mankind. 

The altar of our liberty has its own temple. It 
lis here. Here let the oppressed of every land 


ij come to worship. Here let them come if they 
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desire to get rid of oppression at home or to warm 
their patriotism to return to renewed efforts abroad. 
Let them come; but Jet us. not take away that altar 
from our own temple and carry it off into the wil- 
derness of European Revolution, there to be taken 
by the Philistines, or its fires to be quenched for- 
ever beneath an ocean of blood. No, sir; itis 
here that our duty is to be performed. 

I have felt it my duty to make these remarks, 


because I intend to carry out the resolution of | 


Congress which was passed at the last session, 
and to give to Louis Kossuth and his companions 
in exile, a hearty, a noble, and a generous wel- 
come to this country. I care not as to the form of 
this welcome. While I am willing to do that, I 
wish it at the same time to be understood that I 
acknowledge none of these new doctrines which 
have been started, that. we are to implicate our- 
selves in the affairs of Europe. I wish it also to 
be distinctly understood, that I do not agree with 


the doétrine of cutting off this nation from all | 


social and international intercourse with Europe. 
iam not, in the language of the Senator from 
Michigan, for cutting the string. We havea duty 
to perform in this respect. Iam for keeping up 
legal and international intercourse through diplo- 
macy with all the nations of the earth, and main- 
taining friendly and social relations with them. I 
would not forsake Austria because of Austrian 
despotism. 


the proudest nations of Europe, alongside of the 


highest and oldest flag, should our flag be sus- | 


tained; not by war, but this great nation should 
be represented there by some of her patriotic and 
intelligent citizens. In the darkest days of the 
struggle for human liberty there I would maintain 
the influence of this Government; not for the pur- 
pose of interfering by armed force, but to hold out 
to the unfortunate and oppressed of those nations, 
if they cannot after all their exertions maintain 
liberty there, our flag and our influence will afford 
them a home here. 

A word more, and I have done. 
ment of the Senator from Georgia does not at all, 
as I see, change the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from New York. It merely avoids a conclu- 
sion which might be drawn from the passage by 
the Congress of the United States of a resolution 
in such general terms. The resolution with the 
amendment shall have my hearty concurrence. I, 
too, have not been an inattentive observer of the 
history and conduct of this distinguished indi- 
vidual. I admire his talents and patriotism. 
believe him to be a man who has devoted himself 
not to any wild scheme of liberty in Hungary, 
but to the establishment of constitutional govern- 
ment and liberty for the benefit of his people. As 
such I shall personally greet Louis Kossuth cor- 
dially, and also as a representative of one of the 
States of this Union. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. 
the purpose of continuing this debate, and if any 
give way to him. I intend simply to put myself 
1 introduced the original resolution, as I have 
already stated, at the instance of the Secretary 
of State, and, as declared to me by him, and 
doubtless truly, with the sanction of the Admin- 
istration itself, 1t being the opinion of the Pres- 
ident and his Cabinet, as clearly intimated in the 
last annual message, that it was the duty of Con- 
gress, under all the circumstances existing, to pro- 
vide a suitable reception for the distinguished per- 
sonage whose character and actings have been the 
subject of such extended remarks on this occasion. 


I acted, I say again, at the instance of gentlemen | 


of high official standing in Washington, with whom 
after full consultation, I had the good fortune to 
agree. Tam willing to acknowledge, that in none 
of the conversations which I held on this subject, 
preliminary to introducing the original resolution, 
did any person undertake to intimate the pro- 
priety of so demeaning ourselves in the discussion 
of the question designed to be presented to the 
Senate, as to avoid enkindling the resentment of 
the Emperor of Russia. Had any such consider- 
ution been suggested to me, I should have felt not 
alittle dissatisfaction with the personage in whose 
brain an idea so ignoble had arisen. Tunderstood 
the resolution before usto be simply a proposition 
to afford to Governor Kossuth, on account of the 
high respect which we entertain for his public 
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I would not forsake Russia because | 
she is denounced to be a despotic power. Among į 


The amend- | 


I! 


I do not rise for | 
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character, and the ardent sympathy which. the 
freemen of thiscountry must naturally feel for him, 
and the noble cause with which he stands identified, 
a recéption cordial. and respectful on the part of 
the two Houses: of Congress in the first instance, 
to be followed, as has been generally anticipated, 
by an additional reception on the part of the Ex- 
ecutive of the Républic. Inow regret exceedingly 
having withdrawn the original resolution, Because 
itmight, perhaps, have been acted upon before the 
present time. F withdrew it for reasons satisfac- 


the Senate. I supposed that it would be impossi- 
ble for us, in consequence of the unexpected op- 
position presented in various quarters of this Hall, 
to act on the resolution brought forward by mein 
| time to accord to Governor Kossuth that reception 
i| which I had hoped all the members of this body 
|! would have supposed to be due to him. Since 
that period, some delay having occurred in New 
York with regard to his public reception there, 
other gentlemen here, friendly to the original ob- 
ject which I had in view, have thought proper to 
introduce propositions to provide for him a re- 
spectful and affectionate reception in the capital 
of the nation. 

Was there anything in the original resolution— 
is there anything in either of the resolutions which 
į have been presented to the Senate since the with- 
drawal of the original one, which indicates an in- 
tention, on the part of those who have agreed that 


spectful notice at our hands, of a nature to commit 
the Government to all the uncertainties and perils’ 


passionate man can examine any of the propo- 
sitions presented, and come to such a conelusion. 


Kossuth in New York as the Senator from New 
Jersey, [Mr. Mriier,] and some others, seem to 
understand it. 1 do not understand him at all as 
intimating an expectation that this Government, 
as such, should enter into a war at once without 
delay, for the maintenance of the independence of 
Hungary. I understand him—and the gentleman 
| from Georgia, in one part of his speech seemed 
| so to understand him—as clearly asserting a dis- 
| tinction between the people of the United States 
i 

| 


I! and their Government. 
i! timated by him, not in any spirit of hostility 
toward. our institutions—not for the purpose of 
exhibiting any disrespect on his part towards the 
Government, or intimating any doubt in his mind 
as to the sincere sympathy which the Government 
| of the United States entertains for him and his 
| fortunes. The contrary idea is most emphatically 
| stated by him. I understand him to appeal, as 
| he has a rigħt to do, to this nation of sovereigns, 
ti every man of whom is equally and completely in- 
dependent, for the calm and dispassionate consid- 
eration of that claim to respect and sympathy 
which he has come here to present to them. Has 


Í 
| 
| 
i 


| 
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| 


citizens in behalf of the cause of Hungarian free- 


right to listen to him respectfully—to avow their 
| respect and affectionate sympathy for him, and 
| to supply him with such pecuniary aid as he 


j 

i to do anything for the furtherance of the cause 
| which he has at heart, which-is not of a nature 
calculated to compromit our international rela- 
tions, or involve us in foreign wars ? 

I maintain that he has said nothing at all in any 
of his speeches that I have seen which goes beyond 
| this. I know that certain slanderous prints have 
i asserted that he has employed language of a very 
different character. I know that in advance of his 
| coming the most unmanly and illiberal efforts were 
| made to poison the public mind in regard to him 
j and his claims to our admiration and kindness. 
i T have looked into this matter pretty closely, and 
| I feel justified in asserting that great and cruel in- 


; in regard to what he said in the city of New York. 


i 
i 
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| simply urges substantially that we shall give to 
1i Governor Kossuth a hearty national welcome. - Is 
i there any harm in that? But it is said there is no 


i precedent for this: and again it is answered that a 
t 


} 


į precedent has been discovered. Then it is said 
| that the precedent found does not apply, because 
Lafayette was a greater man than Kossuth, or had 
I| greater claims upon our regard. Both of them 


tory to me, and which I stated in the hearing of | 


this illustrious personage is entitled to some ré- | 
of a European war? No calmly-thinking and dis- į 


I do not understand the language of Governor j 


hat distinction was in- | 


l 1 | he not a right to address public meetings of our | 
gentleman wishes to discuss the resolution, I shall : 


i | dom and independence? Have not our people a: 
right before the country in regard to this matter. ji 


may be willing to receive? Have they not a right | 


justice has been done to this distinguished individual ; 


| What is it that isnow proposed? One gentleman ; 


t 


9, 
+ ea 


were men, I believe. . Both were illustrious men. 
Both were champions of freedom. Both had suf- 
fered in maintaining this cause. ` Itis true, Lafay~ 
ette was not Kossuth, and Kossuth is not Lafay- 
ette; but no one can deny that the ¢haracter of 
each is such as naturally to command ‘the respect 
of a nation of freemen. 

We have said already, by a resolution adopted 
nearly a year ago, that Kossuth was entitled to 
our special sympathy. I. undertake to assert, 


i therefore, that the precedent established in the 


case of Lafayette is applicable in all its material 
bearings to this case. I do not care very much, 
though, about precedent in such a case. This is. 
in some degree a question of common sense, and 
still more a question of manly feeling—a question 
to some extent also involving our character as sup- 
porters of Republican institutions. Iwas not pre- 
pared to hear it said, or even insinuated here, that 
we should shudder with alarm in the performance 
of what we may consider a high moral duty to the 
cause of freedom, on account of the danger which 
is supposed to exist of our offending his High 
Mightiness, the Czar of Russia. I am resolved to 
perform what I deem my duty as an American Sen- 


j ator, and toriskall consequences; and I shall respect 


the government of this Republic far less than I now 
do when it shall fail to perform its clear publie duty” 
from dread of the censure or condemnation of any 
of the despotic powers of Christendom. I fear that 
there has been too much of this feeling in our na- 
tional councils in times past; and Iam sure that 
we have arrived at a period when it becomes us to 
express our opinions of public men and of Gov- 
ernments with more freedom and boldness than 
has heretofore been usually practised by men in 
power. 

We owe, as I believe, to the illustrious Gover- 
nor of Hungary, a cordial national reception. Can 
any one pretend that such reception would violate 
the laws of nations? No one has pretended that 
it would. What right, then, would the Emperor 
of Russia have to complain of it? Is it disrespect- 


| ful to him to treat a man, who is, in the judgment 


of the civilized world, possessed of higher moral 
attributes than any reigning monarch, with special 
respect and even with reverential homage? If this 
potentate could feel insulted at an act on our part 
so becoming, so natural, and should be silly enough 
to complain of it, he would expose himself to the 
laughter and contempt of the civilized world, and 
I should rejoice that his proud and callous heart 
had been made to feet the softening influence of 
chagrin and mortification for once in his life. 

I must confess that I greatly prefer the propo- 
sition of my friend from Hlinois, [Mr. Surexps,] 
and but for the extraordinary desire felt by the 
honorable Senator from Georgia to gratify the 
American public with his views in extenso on this 
subject, the resolution of the Senator from Illinois ` 
might have been accepted by the Senator from 
New York as a substitute for his, and there would 
have been an end of the matter. The perforrn- 
ance of such an act as that indicated by the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Ilinois, woul not have 
affected our peaceful relations with the. Govern- 
ments of Europe. How is it possible that any 
mischief can possibly arise from our being intro- 
duced to Governor Kossuth in our own Hall, and 
the other members and the Government perform- 
ing the rites of hospitality in such manner as they 
deem appropriate and becoming? Sir, I deeply 
deplore this whole debate. I must say that I 
think it is calculated to detract somewhat from the 
dignity of the Government itself. Comparisons 
have been indulged, and parallels attempted to be 
run which, whilst they testified some ingenuity of 
a rather trivial and worthless character, are not 
at all in unison, as I must think, either with the 
rules of good breeding or the laws of sound taste. 

Mr. SUMNER next obtained the floor, but 
gave way to— 

Mr. RUSK, on whose motion the Senate ad- 
journed. , 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, December 9, 1851. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, 

TheJ ournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The following gentlemen appeared to-day, were 
qualified, and took their seats, viz: Mr. McQueen 
and Mr. WALLACE of South Carolina, and Mr. 
Moone of Louisiana, 
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The SPEAKER announced the standing com- 
mittees which he had appointed under the rules and 
order of the House, viz: . . 

Commitiee of Elections—Messrs. David T. Dis- 
ney of Ohio, William S. Ashe of N. C., Christo- 
pher H. Williams of Tennéssee, Wm. T. Ham- 
ilton of Md., Abraham M.Schermerhorn of N. 
Y., John S. Caskie of Va., Presley Ewing of 
Ky., George T. Davis of Massachusetts, and 
James Gamble of Pa. i ; > 

Committee of Ways and Means.—Measrs. George 
S. Houston of Alabama, George W. Jones of 
Tennessee, Edward Stanly of N. C., Harry Hib- 
bard of N. H., James Brooks of N. Y., J. Glancy 
Jones of Pa., William Appleton of Mass., Cyrus 
ie Dunham of Ind., and John S. Phelps of 

0. 

Committee of Claims—Messrs. John R. J. Daniel 
of N. C., Alfred P. Edgerton of Ohio, Richard I. 
Bowie of Md., Origen S. Seymour of Conn., 
Robert Rantoul, jr., of Mass., William A. Sackett 
of N. Y., Carlton B. Curtis of Pa., William R. 
Smith of Ala., and Gilchrist Porter of Mo. 

Committee on Commerce.—Messrs. David L. 
Seymour of N. Y., Andrew Johnson of Tenn., 
Alexander H. Stephens of Georgia, Thomas J. D. 
Faller of Me., James H. Duncan of Mass., John 
Robbins, jr., of Pa., Louis St. Martin of La., 
William Aiken of S.C., and Thomas Y. Walsh of 
Md. 

Committee on Public Lands.—Messrs. Willard P. 


Hall of Mo., W. R. W. Cobb of Ala., Henry | 


Bennett of N. Y., James L. Orr of S. C., Albert 
G. Watkins of Tenn.,John D. Freeman of Miss., 
Henry D. Moore of Pa., Bernhart Henn of Iowa, 
and Joseph W. McCorkle of California. 

Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.— 
Messrs. Edson B. Olds of Ohio, Alexander G. 
Penn of La., Orin Fowler of Mass., Paulus 
Powell of Va., John L. Schoolcraft of N. Y., 
Richardson Scurry of Texas, Ben. Edwards Gray 
of Ky., Edward C. Marshall of Cal., and Lincoln 
Clark of Towa. 

Committee for the District of Columbia.—Messrs. 
Orlando B. Ficklin of IH., Thomas H. Averett of 
Va., David Outlaw of N. C., Edward Hammond 
of Md., Charles Allen of Mass., Junius Hillyer 
of Ga., Hiram Bell of Ohio, Alexander H. Buell 
of N. ¥., and Daniel Mace of Ind. 

Committee on the Judiciary.—Messrs. James X. 
MceLanahan of Penn., Richard K. Meade of Va., 
Humphrey Marshall of Ky., Abraham W. Ven- 
able of N. C., Isham G. Harris of Tenn., James 
Meacham of Vt., John Brage of Ala., Samuel W. 
Parker of Ind., and Preston King of N. Y. 

Committee on Revolutionary Claims.—Messrs. 
Moses McDonald of Me., Richard H.‘Stanton of 
Ky., James F. Strother of Va., James M. Gay 


t 


lord of Ohio, Henry M. Fuller of Penn., Rober 
Rantoul, jr., of T 
Richard Yates of Ill., and Gilbert Dean of N. Y. 

Committee on Public Expenditures. —Messrs. An- 
drew Johnson of Tenn., Charles Sweetser of 


Ohio, Marius Schoonmaker of N. Y., Nathan T. 


Stratton of N. J., John Letcher of Va., Thomas | 


M. Howe of Penn., James T. Morehead of N. 
C., Leander Babcock of N. Y., and Thompson 
Campbell of Tl. 
Commitiee on Private Land Claims.—-Messrs. 
Timothy Jenkins of N. Y., George W. Thomp- 
son of Va., James Abercrombie of Ala., John L. 
Dawson of Penn., Lewis D. Campbell of Ohio, 
Benjamin D. Nabers of Miss., J. Aristide Lan- 
dry of La., William W. Snow of N. Y., and John 
G; Miller of Mo. 
“Committee on Manufactures, —Messrs. James M. 
H. Beale of Va., Thomas B. Florence of Penn., 
Benjamin Thompson of Mass., Chauncey F. 


Cleveland of Conn., Addison White of Ky., Wil- 


Ham Murray of N. Y., Jared Perkins of N. H., | 
Frederick W. Green of Ohio, and Emanuel B. : 


ssrs. John G. | 
in of Va., Al- | 


Hart of N. Y. 

Committee on Agriculture —Me 
Floyd of N. Y., Fayette McMull À 
fred Dockery of N. C., Joseph Cable of Ohio, 
Charles Skelton of N. J., Samuel Brenton of Ía., 


Eben Newton of Ohio, James Duane Doty of | 


r of Penn. 


Wi Nai 
Wis., and John McNair es pase eae 


Committee on Indian Affairs. 
W. Johnson of Ark., Volney E. 
Texas, George Briggs of N. Y., J oseph W. Jack- 
son of Ga., James Y. Conge 
N. Fitch of Ia., Joseph P. Caldwell of N. C., Ed- 


Mass., Charles Murphy of Ga., | 


Howard of; 


r of Mich., Graham : 


ward 

Committee on Military Affairs. —Messrs. Armis- 
tead “Burt. of S. `C., William H. Bissell of ML, 
Meredith P. Gentry of Tenn., Willis A. Gorman 
of Ia., Alexander Evans of Md., Ephraim K. 
‘Smart of Me., Thaddeus Stevens of Penn., John 
A Wilcox of Miss., and Solomon G. Haven of 


Committee on the Militia.—Messrs. Charles H. 
Peaslee of N. H., John H. Savage of Tenn.,; 
George G. King of R. I., John G. Davis of Ia., 
William F. Hunter of Ohio, Charles Andrews of 
Me., William Hebard of Vt., Elijah W. Chastain 
of Ga., and Wiliam T, Ward of Ky. 

On Naval Affairs. —Messrs. Frederick P. Stan- 
ton of Tenñ., Thomas S. Bocock of Va., Lorenzo 
Burrows of N. Y., Sampson W. Harris of Ala., 
E. Carrington Cabell of Fla., Thomas Ross of 
Penn., Ebenezer. J, Penniman of Mich., Isaac 
wane of N. J., and Robert Goodenow of 

e. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs. —Messrs. Thomas 
H. Bayly of Va., Joseph A. Woodward of S. C., 
Robert Toombs of Ga., William H. Polk of Tenn., 
John L. Taylor of Ohio, John Appleton of Me., 
Colin M. Ingersoll of Conn., Joseph R. Chandler 
of Penn., and John C. Breckenridge of Ky. 

Committee on the Territories —Messrs. William 
A. Richardson of Ill., Alexander R. Holladay of 
Va., Thomas L. Clingman of N. C., James W. j! 
Stone of Ky., Joshua R. Giddings of Ohio, David 
J. Bailey of Ga., Zeno Scudder of Mass., Charles 
E. Stuart of Mich., and James Lockhart of Ja. 

Committee on Revolutionary Pensions.—Messrs. 
John S. Millson of Va., Joseph Russell of N. Y., 
Amos Tuck of N. H., Norton S. Townshend of 
Ohio, George Hl. Brown of N. J., William M. 
Churchwell of Tenn., Joseph S. Cottman of Md., 
soan Z. Goodrich of Mass., and Willis Allen of 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. —isham G. Harris | 
of Tenn., Rodman M. Price of N. J., Frederick 
S. Martin of N. Y., Richard S. Molony of IN., ; 
Ben C. Fastman of Wis., John Johnson of Ohio, 
Joseph H. Kuhns of Penn., Daniel J. Jones of 
N. Y., and Charles Chapman of Conn. i 

Committee on Roads and Canals.—John L. Rob- 
inson of Ind., William F. Coleock of S. C., John j/ 
W. Howe of Penn., John C. Mason of Ky., | 
Benjamin Stanten of Ohio, Emanuel B. Hart of 
N. Y., Charles J. Faulkner of Va., Josiah Suth- 
erland, jr., of N. Y., and James Johnson of Ga. | 

Committee on Patents.—David K. Cartter of O., | 


i 
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Ky., Benjamin B. Thurston of R. 1., and Alex. 
White of Ala. 

Camntittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.— 
Richard H. Stanton of Ky., Henry A. Edmund- 
son of Va., Richard 1. Bowie of Md., James j 
Duane Doty of Wis., and John H. Boyd of N. 
York. 

Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Business — 
W. R. W. Cobb of Ala., Thomas Y. How, jr., 
of N. Y., Thomas M. Bibighaus of Penn., Geo. 
HE Busby of Ohio, and Israel Washburn, jr. of 
Maine. 

Committee on Accounts.—John C. Mason of Ky., 
John A. Morrison of Penn., John Welch of 0., 


| 


j 
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Mass. 

Committee on Mileage.—Thomas A. Hendricks | 
of Ind., John D. Freeman of Miss., J. El. Hobart 

Jaws of N. Y., John Letcher of Va., and John 
Allison of Penn. 

Committee on Engraving —Edward Hammond 
of Md., George Reed Riddie of Del., and Ahiman 
L. Miner of Yt. 

Joint Committee on the Library of Congvress.— 
Messrs. Joseph R. Chandler of Pa., Joseph A. 
Woodward of S. C., and Horace Mann of Mass. 

On Enrolled Bills —Messrs. Isaac Wildrick of | 
N. J., and Nelson Barrere of Ohio. j 

On Expenditures in the Siate Department.— 
Messrs. Charles E. Stuart of Mich., William S. 


| 
i 
i 
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Campbell of IH., and Alexander Harper of Ohio. 

On Expenses in the Treasury Deparitment.— 
Messrs. Benjamin B. Thurston of R. L., Thomas | 
A. Hendricks of Ind., Henry S. Walbridge of | 
N. Y., Galusha A. Grow of Pa., and John Allison | 
of Pa. 

Committee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
mént.—Messrs. Milo M. Dimmick of Pa., Willard 


\ 
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Milo M. Dimmick of Penn., Wiliam T. Ward of |; 


Reuben Robie of N. Y., and James H. Duncan of | 


Ashe of N- C., John Wells of N. Y., Thompson ji 


l; 


| 


N: Y; Andres 
Parker of Pa., and Elijah W. Chastain of Ga- 

Committee on Expenditures in the Nuty Dé 
ment.— Messrs. Fayette McMullin. of Va. 
son W. Harris of Ala., Jedediah Horsford’o! 
Y., Thomas B. Florence’ of Pai, E. ‘Carrington 
Cabell of Fla. i Aae a 

Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office. De- 


|| partment.—Messrs. Alexander G, Penn of ‘Lia, 


| William H. Kurtz of Pa., George T: Davis of. 
Mass.; Augustus P. Hascall of N. Y., and John. 
H. Savage of Tenn. A Aa 

Committee on Expenditures on the Public Build-* 
ings.—Messrs. Thomas Bartlett, jr. of Va., J. H.. 
Hobart Haws of N. Y., David Outlaw of N. C, 
| William M. Churchwell of Tenn., and John L. 
| Taylor of Ohio. Ly 


CHAPLAINS. 


[A message was received from the Senate, iñ- 
forming the House that that body had passed a 
resolution to authorize the election of Chaplains, 
| that it had appointed a Committee on Printing, and 
on Engrossed Bills, &c.] = : 

Mr. CARTTER. I move that the House now. 
proceed to the consideration of the résolution of © 
the Senate in relation to.the election of Chaplaing.:. 

There being no objection, , 

The resolution of the Senate was then read, as 
follows: . 

Resolved, That two Chaplains be appointed during the. 
present session, one by each House, who shall interchange 


| weekly. 


Mr. JONES of Tennessee. I do not intend to 
detain the Flouse by a speech upon this resolution; 
but being opposed to its adoption, and to the election 
of the officers it proposes—first, upon the ground 
that we have no authority to do so;and secondly, 
that it is a burlesque upon the Christian religion, I 
move to Jay the resolution on the table. f 

Mr. CARTTER. Upon that motion Lask 
the yeas and nays. . 

Mr. HENN. I wish to offer an amendment to : 
the resolution, providing that the Chaplains shall 
receive no compensation out of the public Treasury. - 

The SPEAKER. No amendment can now be 
offered. ad vot 

Mr. HENN. J give notice of the amendment 
I wish to offer, and ask leave that it be read. S 

Mr. FOWLER. I object to the reading. ` 

The CHAIR. Objection is made, and the 
amendment cannot be read. : 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jonns’s 
| motion, and there were—yeas 22, nays 169; as , 
i follows: 

YEAS—Messrs: Abercrombie, W. Allen, Beale, Bragg, 

; Joseph Cable, Chastain, Cobb, Edgerton, Ficklin, Gaylord, 

| Grow, Isham G. Harris, Henn, Hibbard, James Johnson, 

i George W. Jones, McCorkle, McMullin, Phelps, Robinson, 
Smith, and Toombs—22. i 


for 


! NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Charles Allen, Allison, Andrews, 


| Jonn Appleton, William Appleton, Babcock, Bartlett, Bar- 
! rere, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Bell,: Bennett, 
Ribighaus, Bissell, Bocock, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Breck- 
| enridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, George H. Brown, Buell, ~ 
Burrows, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Thomp- 
son Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Churchwell, 
Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Conger, George "Pf. Davis, 
Dawson, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Dunham, Bast- 
man, Edmundson, Hyans, Ewing, Faulkner, Fitch, Flor- 
ence, Floyd, Fowler, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Giddings, Geodenow, Gorman, 
Grey, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, Sampson W, 
Harris, Hart, Haws, Haseall, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, 
Hillyer, Holladay, Horsford, Houston, Howard, Jobn W. 
| Howe, Thomas M., Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, In- 
| gersoil, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson; John 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel. T. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Geo. G. King, Preston King, Kubns, Kurtz, Letcher, 
i Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McDonald, MeLana- 
i han, McNair, McQueen, Meacham, Miller, Milson, Miner, 
i Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Morri- 
| son, Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, Andrew 
Parker. Samuel W. Parker, Peaslec, Penn, Penniman, 
| Perkins, Polk, Rantoul, Richardson, Riddie, Robbins, Ro- 
į bie, Ross, Russell, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, School- 
| craft, Scudder, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 8, Sey- 
| mour, Skelton, Smart, Snow, Benjamtn Stanton, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Stone, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Benjamin 
Thompson, George W. Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, 
Tuck, Venable, Walbridge, Wailacc, Walsh, Ward, Wash- 
um, Watkins, Welch, Weils, Addison White, Wilcox, 
Vildrick, Woodward, and Yates—169. 

So the resolution was not laid upon the table, 

‘The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. HENN. Fnow offer the following amend- 

ment to the resolution: 


€s Provided, That said Chaplain shall receive no comp 
sation out of the Treasury of the Uuited States.” 


Mr. EVANS demanded the previous question’ 


? 
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which was seconded, and the main question or- 
dered. 

The question being first on the amendment— 

Mr. HENN called for the yeas and nays; which 
were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 

` ment, and it was not agreed to. 

The question now being on concurring in the 
Senate’s resolution— 

Mr. HENN asked leave to be excused from 
voting. i 

There 
excused. 

The question was then taken, and it was deci- 
ded in the affirmative. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


¿THE ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


Mr. FOWLER. I move that the House pro- 
ceed forthwith te the execution of the order just 
made. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. . 

The SPEAKER. Nominations are now in 
order for the office of Chaplain. Whereupon the 
following nominations were made, viz: 

By Mr. Moors, of Pennsylvania—Rev. R. W. 
Cushman, of the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. Briees—Rev. R. R. Gurley, of the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. Watsrmer—Rev. Dr. Wisner, of 
New York. 

By Mr. Price—Rev. C. D. Westbrook, of 
New York. 

By Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee—Rev. Littleton 
F. Morgan, of the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. Born, of New York—Rev. S. S. Bee- 
man, of New York. 

By Mr. Gorman—Rev. Mr. Daily, of Indiana. 
5 By Mr. Orpos—Rev. W. A. G. Emerson, of 

hio. 

By Mr. Yares—Rev. James Gallagher, of Mis- 
souri, 

By Mr. McLawanan—Rev. David X. Junkin, 
of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. Townsnenp—Rev. Charles G. Finney, 
of Ohio. 

By Mr. Tuomrson, of Massachusetts—Rev. 
Dr. Dewey, of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following gentle- | 
men to act as tellers, viz: Mr. Fowrer, Mr. 
Jounson of Tennessee, Mr. OLps, and Mr. Gor- 
MAN. 

The roll having been called, the tellers reported 
that 192 votes had been cast; necessary to a choice | 
97; of which— 

Rev. Mr. Gurley received. .........454-.70 

Rev. Mr. Morgan. ...eeseeeseee cere ee dO 

Rev. Mr. Cushman.. sosssesoseese 29 

Rev. Mr. Gallaghers ssssesess served 

Rev. Mr. Daily. ..cceccee cer enceereeen eld 

Rev. Mr. Junkin.ccceeeeesssee +12 

Rev. Mr. Finney.. 

Rev. Dr. Dewey........ 

Rev. Mr. Westbrook 

Rev. Mr. Beeman. ......scececececerene 


being no objection, he was accordingly 
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The following is the vote in detail, viz: 

For Rev. Mr. Gurley—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Al- 
len, Andrews, Jobn Appleton, William Appieton, Thomas 
H. Bayly, Bissell, Bowne, Briggs, Brooks, Busby, E. Car- 
rington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chapman, 
Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Conger, Dimmick, 
Dockery, Edmundson, Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fowler, 
T. J. Ð. Fuller, Gentry, Hanilton, Hammond, Harper, | 
Haven, Hebard, Hillyer, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, 
Ingersoll, James Johnson, John Johnson, George G. King, 
Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McDonald, MeNair, | 
Meacham, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Murray, Nabers, į 
Outlaw, Peaslee, Penn, Poik, Richardson, Robie, Ross 


Schermerhorn, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Strother, Sweet- 
ser, Taylor, Toombs, Walsh, and Watkins. 

For Rev Mr. Cushman—Messrs Aiken, Averett, Bab- 
cock, David J. Bailey, Bibighaus, Boeock, Burrows, 
Chandler, Cobh, Doty, Eastman, Grey, Sampson W. Har- 
ris, Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Milson, Molony, John Moore, Rantoul, 
Stratton, Stuart, Thurston, Tuck, Venable, Wallace, and 
Woodward. 

For Rev. Mr. Morgan—Messrs. Alison, Barrere, Beale, 
Bell, Linn Boyd, Joseph Cable, Churchwell, Dawson, Dis- 
ney, Edgerton, Florence, Floyd, Gaylord, Isham G. Harris, 
Haws, Holladay, Houston, Hunter, Ives, Andrew John- 
son, Daniel S. Jones, Mason, Orr, Perkins, Robbins, Sav- 
age, Smith, Stone, George W. Thompson, and George W. | 
Foner. 
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Peta: 


For Rew Mr. Gallagher—Messrs. Bartlett, Brecken- 
ridge, George H. Brown, Goodenow, Hall, Horsford, 
Miller, Penniman, Phelps, Porter, Ward, Addison White, 
and Yates. : ee 

For Rev. Mr. Daily—Messrs. Brenton, John G. Davis, 
Dunham, Fitch, Gorman, Hendricks, Lockhart, Mace, 
Samuel W. Parker, Robinson, Benjamin Stanton, and 

elch. 

For Rev. Mr. Junkin—Messrs. Bragg, Buell, Thompson 
Campbell, Curtis, Gamble, Kuhns, Kurtz, McLanahan, 
Morrison, Andrew Parker, Riddle, and Wildrick. 

For Rev. Mr. Dewey—Messrs. George T. Davis, Evans, 
Hibbard, Richard -H. Stanton, Benjamin Thompson, and 
Washburn. f 

For Rev. Mr. Finney—Messrs, Charles Allen, Giddings, 
John W. Howe, Newton, Scudder, and Townshend. 

For Rev. Mr. Beeman—Messrs. John H. Boyd, Miner, 
David L. Seymour, and Sutherland. 

For Rev. Mr. Westbrook—Messts. Bennett, Price, Sack- 
ett, Schooleraft, and Schoonmaker. 

For Rev. Mr. Wisner—Messrs. Hascall, Walbridge, and 
Wells. j 

For Rev. Mr. Emerson—Messrs. Cartter and Olds. 

So there was no choice. 

Mr. OLDS withdrew the name of Rev. Mr. 
Emerson. : i 

Mr. BRIGGS inquired of the Chair whether it 
would be in order to move that the election be by 


resolution? 

The SPEAKER said it could be done by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. BRIGGS then moved a resolution that the 
Rev. Mr. Gurley be elected Chaplain. 

Objection was made, and the resolution was not 
admitted. 

The roll was again called, and the tellers (the 
same as above) reported that 182 votes had been 
cast; necessary to a choice 92; of which— 

Rev. Mr. Gurley. received... .e eseese eeo 87 

Rev. Mr. Morgan. .eorseereee eeccceee A0 

Rev. Mr. Cushman. ......0...e eee ee e. 30 

Rev. Mr. Gallagher... 2.0.2 20. ee ere ee 2 ed3 

Rev. Mr. Daily....ecseceseececvssceeee 3 

Rev. Mr. Junkin... sce eee eee cene eens 4 

Rev. Mr. Westbrook.......esseeeseeeee 3 

Rev. Mr. Finney. ..cecssecescececvevecs 
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The following is the vote in detail, viz: 

For Rev. Mr. Gurley—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Al- 
len, Andrews, John Appleton, William Appleton, Bar- 
rere, Bell, Bennett, Bissell, Briggs, Brooks, Busby, E. 
Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, 
Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland, Con- 
ger, Dawson, Dimmick, Dockery, Edmundson, Evans, 
Ewing, Faulkner, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, 
Gentry, Hamilton, Harper, Haws, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, 
Hillyer, Howard, John wW. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, In- 
gersoll, John Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McDonald, 
McNair, Meacham, Miuer,-Jonh Moore, Morehead, Mur- 
ray, Nabers, Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, 
Polk, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Ross, Scher- 


merhorn, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Frederick P. | 


Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, 
George W. Thompson, Toombs, Walbridge, Walsh, 
Weich, and Wells. 

For Rev. Mr. Cushman—Messrs. Aiken, Averett, Da- 
vid J. Bailey, Bocock, Burrows, Chandler, John G. Da- 
vis, Doty, Eastman, Henry M. Faller, Grey, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hendricks, Holladay, Jackson, Robert W. John- 
son, MeMullin, Millson, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Pen- 


niman, Rantoul, Robinson, Stratton, Thurston, Venable, | 


Wallace, and Woodward. 


For Rev. Mr, Morgan—Messrs. Allison, John H. Boyd, | 


Breckenridge, Brenton, Buell, Joseph Cable, Cobb, John G. 
Davia, Disney, Dunham, Edgerton. Ficklin, Florence, 
Floyd, Gaylord, Gorman, [sham G. Harris, Houston, Hun- 
ter, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, Mace, Mason, McQueen, Murphy, New- 
ton, Olds, Orr, Perkins, Price, Savage, Scudder, Smith, 
Stone, Sweetser, Washburn, and Watkins. 

For Rev. Mr. Gallagher—Messrs. Bartlett, Goodenow, 


Hall, Hascall, Horsford, Kuhns, Miller, Porter, Tuck, į 


Ward, Addison White, Yates, and Phelps. 


For Rev. Mr. Junkin—Messrs. Thompson Campbell, 
« 


McLanahan, Andrew Parker, and Wildrick. 

For Rev. Mr. Westbrook—Messrs. Sackett, Schooicraft, 
and Schoonmaker. 

For Rev. Mr. Duily—Messrs. Fitch and Lockhart. 

For Rev. Mr. Finney—Messrs. C. Allen and Townshend. 


So there was no choice. 


The roll was called for the third time, and the 
tellers reported that 173 votes had been cast; ne- 
cessary to a choice 87; of which— 

Rev. Mr. Gurley received......++..-++-.84 

Rev. Mr. Morgan. .seseseresosseere oee. 82 

Rev. Mr. Cushman...ccccssccescersecee O 

Rey. Mr. Junkin.......c. ee ceereceenree l 

Rev. Mr. Finney....sceeeeseceeeeeces I 


173 
The following is the vote in detail, viz: 


For Rev. Mr. Gurley—Messrs. Abercrombie, John Ap- 
piston, Wiliam Appleton, Bell, J. H. Boyd, Bowne, Briggs, 
rooks, Burrows, Busby, E. ©. Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis 


1 


| 


| Stanton, Stratton, Sturi e weetser, George 


D. Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, 
Clark, Cleveland, Dimmick, Dockery, Ewing, Faulk- 
ner, Fitch, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gentry, Hamil- 
ton, Harper, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, 
Horsford, Howard, John W., Howe, Ingersoll, John Jobn- 
son, J. G. Jones, George G. King, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, 
Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McCorkle, McDonald, Me- 
Lanahan, McNair, Meacham, Miner, Henry D. Moore, 
John Moore, Morehead, Marray, Nabers, Samuel W. Par- 
ker, Peaslee, Penn, Polk, Richardson, Robie, Ross, Sack~ 
ett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scurry, 
Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexan- 
der H. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Sutherland, Taylor, 
Benjamin ‘Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Walbridge, Walsh, 
Wells, and Wildrick. 

for Rev. Mr. Morgan—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis 
Allen, Allison, Andrews, Averett, Barrere, Beale, Benuctt, 
Bissell, Bocock, Linn Boyd, Breckenridge, Brenton, Buell, 
Joseph Cable, Thompson Cainpbell, Churchwell, Cobb, 
Conger, George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, 
Doty, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, Ficklin, Florence, 
Floyd, Gaylord, Goodenow, Gorman, Hall, Isham G. Har- 
ris, Houston, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hun- 
ter, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel T. 


į Jones, George W. Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Lockhart, 


Mace, Mason, MeMullin, McQueen, Miller, Millsou, Mo- 
lony, Olds, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Porter, Price, 
Rantoul, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Savage, Scudder, 
Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, Stuart, Sweetser, 
George W. Thompson, Thurston, fuck, Ward, Washburn , 
Watkins, Welch, Addison White, and Yates. 

For Rev. Mr. Cushnan—Messrs. Aiken, Bibighaus, Grey, 
Robert W. Johnson, and Wallace. 

For Rev. Mr. Junkin—Mr. Andrew Parker. 

For Rev. Mr. Finney—Mr. Townshend. 


So there was no choice. 

The roll was called for the fourth time, and tel- 
Jers reported that 187 votes had been cast; neces- 
sary to a choice 94; of which 

Rev. Mr Morgan received.. wee LOB 

Rev. Mr. Gurley....-...0. areas 88 

Rev. Mr. Finney....cecseesseeseeeeees T 


187 


The following is the vote in detail, viz: 


For Rev. Mr. Morgan—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis 
Allen, Allison, Andrews, Averett, Babcock, Bartlett, Bar- 
rere, Beale, Bell, Bibighaus, Bocock, Linn Boyd, Breck- 
enridge, Brenton, George H. Brown, Buell, Joseph Cable, 
Thompson Campbell, Churchwell, Cobb, Conger, George 
T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Doty, Dunham, 


| Eastman, Edgerton,. Ewing, Ficklin, Florence, Floyd, 


Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Gorman, Grey, Hall, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 


| Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 


Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Dan- 
ie} T. Jones, George W. Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, 
Kurtz, Lockhart, Mace, Mason, McCorkle, MeMullin, 
McQueen, Miller, Millson, Miner, Molony, Morrison, Olds, 
Orr, Andrew Parker, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, 
Price, Rantoul, Richardson, Robie, Robinson, Savage, 
Scudder, Smith, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Richard H. 
wW. Thompson, 
Thurston, Tuck, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, and 
Addison White. 

For Rev. Mr. Gurley—Messrs. Abercrombie, Jobn Ap- 
pleton, William Appleton, Bennett, Bissell, Bowne, John 
Il. Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Busby, E. Carrington 
Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, 
Chapman, Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Dim- 
mick, Dockery, Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, Fitch, Fow- 
ler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Grow, Hamil- 
ton, Harper, Hart, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Horsford, 
Howard, Ingersoll, James Johnson, J. Glaney Jones, George 


| G. King, Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McDonald, 


McLanahan,. McNair, Meacham, Henry D. Moore, John 
Moore, Morehead, Murray, Nabers, Outlaw, Samuel W. 
Parker, Peaslee, Polk, Porter, Ross, Sackett, Schermer- 
horn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scurry, David L. Sey- 
mour, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Frederiek P. Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Strother, Sutherland, Taylor, Ben- 


| jamin Thompson, Toombs, Venable, Waibridge, Walsh, 


Wells, Alexander White, and Wildrick. 

For Rev. Mr. Finney—Mr. Townshend. 

The SPEAKER said that the Rev. Littleton F', 
Morgan, having received a majority of the votes 
cast, was elected, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, desired the gentle- 
man to withdraw his motion that the message from 
the Senate authorizing the appointment of the 
Committee on Printing might be taken up for ac- 
tion. He said it would take but a moment, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, for that purpose 


withdrew his motion. 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, then moved to take 
up the message from the Senate upon the subject 
of the joint Committee on Printing. ` 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] that it was but a mere 
notification that the Senate had appointed a com- 
mittee on their part. 

Mr. JONES then said, that the joint rule pro- 
vided that the committee shall be appointed by 
the Senate and by the House—three upon the part 
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of each.. It did not provide that the committee 
should be appointed by the Speaker. He moved 
that the Speaker be directed to appoint the com- 
mittee. Í 
The question being put, it was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, 
the House then adjourned. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. PRICE gave notice of a motion for leave to intro- i 
duce hiils of the following titles: | 

A bill amendatory of the act entitled ‘ An act to provide ; 
for holding the courts of the United States in case of the 
sickness or other disability of the judges of the district 
courts,” approved July 29th, 18503 and 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to contract 
for carrying the mails between Jersey City, in the State of 
New Jersey, the port of New York, and Galway, or such 
other port as may be selected on the west coastof Ireland. 

Mr. WALSH gave notice of bis intention to offer a bill 
to enable the heirs of deceased officers and soldiers who 
in their lifetime held land certificates not located, to locate | 
the saine in their own names. 

Also, a bill to make the counterfeiting of land warrants 
a criminal offence. 

Mr. DOTY gave notice of his intention to introduce the 
following : 

¢ Joint resolution tendering a welcome to Louis Kossuth, 
and making an appropriation to defray the expenses of his 
reception hy the President.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, gave notice that he will, on | 
some future day, ask leave to introduce a bill to amend an | 
act entitled “An act to regulate the carriage of passengers į 
in merchant vessels.” 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill to ameud an act entitled “ An 
act to provide for the payment of horses and other property 
lost or destroyed in the military service of the United 
States,” approved March 3d, 1849. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented | 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: | 


By Mr. PRICE: The petition of William A. Christian, | 
praying to be allowed certain payments made to officers on | 
oard the United States steamer Princeton. i 
Also, the petition of Daniel S. Anderson, praying an į 
allowance of prize money due his father, Thomas O. An- 
derson, one of the captors of the frigate Philadelphia. 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition and papers of Thomas | 
Allen, of St. Louis, Missouri, asking compensation for | 
printing done by order of the State Department. 

Also, the memorial of R. H. Griffith, L. P. Hallack, Par- 
ker Dudley, Benjamin Davis, and James F. Mahan, the 
late and present register and receiver at Palmyra, Mis- 
gouri, asking compensation for locating military bounty 
Jand warrants. i 

By Mr. CABELL, of Florida: The petition of John G. | 
Gamble, Frederick Class, James A. D. Lawrence, Captain + 


Johu Philips, and others; Captain William Black and |; 


others; Jobn G. Smith, Alexander Watson, Jeremiah 
Wingate, the heirs of John Slaughter, heirs of Lientenant 
John Gregg, Charles Reeder, Benjamin Holland, and Ma- ` 
trossy & Farrally. 

Mr. MEACHAM asked leave to withdraw from the files 
of the House, and refer to the committees, the following 
papers: Vermont volunteers in the battle of Plattsburg, 
Rodman Chapman, Rebecca Furman, Sylvanus Blodget, 
Joseph Johnson, Samuel Page, and Emanuel P. Stedman. 

By Mr. BUSBY: The petition and accompanying papers 
in relation to the claim of Andrew H. Patterson, of Ohio, 
asking payment for certain mail bags made for the Post OL- . 
fice Department. : 

By Mr. BOWNE: The petition of Thomas Barelay Liv- į 
ingston, United States Consul at Halifax, for increased com- | 
pensation. oa 

By Mr. DOTY: The petition of General William Blake 
for his back pension, and for an increase of the pension now | 
received by bim. 

By Me. STUART: The petition of certain Hollanders, 
citizens of the State of Michigan, asking an appropriation | 
for the improvement of Black Lake Harbor, on Lake ; 
Michigan, in said State. 


IN SENATE. f 
Wepyespay, December 10, 1851. 

Prayer by the Rev. C. M. Butier. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. Forney, their Clerk: 

Mr. Prestpext: The House of Representatives conenr 
in the resolution of the Senate for the election of two Chap- 
lains to Congress, one by each House, and have elected ; 
the Rey. LITTLETON F. Moreax, Chaplain on their part. 

The House of Representatives have appointed, in pur- 
suance of the joint rules of the two Houses, the following | 
committees on their part: i 

On the Library—Mr. CHANDLER Of Pennsylvania, 
Woopwarp of South C 
chusetts. H 

On Enrolled Bills—Mr. Witprick of New Jersey, and | 
Mr. Barrere, of Ohio. i 

PETITIONS. j 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ihold in my hand the | 

petition of Wiliam L. Merideth, who represente 
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Mr. 
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| Jutionary ancestors, that they are not to be de- 


| that he hopes that Congress will mete out to him 


| now amount in his case to some twenty or thirty | 


; E | on Naval Affairs. 
arolina, and Mr. Mann of Massa- |) n 


. FRIDAY, D 
himself to be the son, and perhaps the only child 
and heir, of Major William Merideth, who was 
an officer in the army of the Revolution. He | 
avails himself of the example set by the Congress 
of the United States, in the case of Miss Charlotte 
Lynch, to present this petition to Congress. I 
will not read about the sufferings of his father in 
the Revolution; it is sufficient to say that he was a 
soldier from its commencement to its end. He 
“states that his father received his commutation 
of five years’ full pay, in lieu of the half pay 
promised him by his country for life. That he 
was reluctantly forced to this by a law to which | 
he was no party, and by the necessity which 
the privations and losses of war had entailed 
upon him. He lived until the 23d February, 

1833, (on which day he died,) a period so long | 
that his half pay for life would have quadrupled | 
the amount he received for his commutation. | 
Your petitioner is rejoiced to see, that in a recent 
ease—the case of Miss Charlotte Lynch—youtr || 
honorable body has at length recognized the 

great rule of justice, as applicable to your revo- | 
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prived of the benefits of a contract to which they 
were a party, and which they sealed with their | 
blood, by the provisions of a law to.which they | 
were no party at all,’’&c. He goes on to say | 
the same justice which was meted to Miss Char- i 
lotte Lyneh, and allow him the difference between |! 
the half pay and commutation pay, which would 


thousand dollars. I hope Congress will see the | 
propriety of doing equal justice to all its citizens; 
and that Mr. Merideth’s memorial may be referred, | 
without further reading, to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, and that they will take it into 
their special consideration. I will state that I will 
furnish to the committee, from the Pension Office, 
the evidences of Colonel Merideth’s qualifications 
as an officer of the Army of the Revolution. 

The memorial was referred accordingly. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition of the Jate 
and present land officers at Dixon, Hlinois, pray- 
ing compensation for services in entries of land 
under military bounty land warrants; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


i 
it 


y 
e 
to the Committee on Public Lands. | 

Mr. GEYER presented the petition of the late |; 
and present land officers at Palmyra, Missouri, | 
praying compensation for services in the entry of | 
lands under bounty land warrants; which was i 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, i 

Also, a memorial of the Ohio and Mississippi | 
Railroad Company, praying a grant of public lands || 
to aid in the construction of their railroad; which : 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FISH presented a memorial of the assist- | 
ant marshal of Sullivan county, New York, pray- | 
ing additional compensation for services in taking | 


the Seventh Census; which was referred to the ij 
Committce on the Judiciary. N au H 
Mr. DODGE, of Towa, submitted additional |: 


| States distriet Judge for the ¢ 
! referred to the Committee 


Mr. BERRIEN presented the memorial of | 
Catharine B. Turner, widow and executrix of | 
Daniel Turner, deceased, late a captain in the 
Navy, praying 
incurred by her 


taining on board the vessel under his command | 


| certain public functionaries 


the reimbursement of expenses | 
husband in receiving and enter- : 


€ of the United States, 
in foreign countries, while on foreign stations, 
from 1841 to 1844; which was referred. to the 
i Committee on Foreign Relations. ag 

„Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of La- 
vinia Taylor, widow of a private in the Army of 
the United States, praying to be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 

Pensions. 

_ Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, presented the pe- 
tition of Anna De Neufville Evans, heir and Jegal 
representative of John De Neufville & Son, pray- 
‘ing repayment of advances made by: said De 
Neufville in the revolutionary war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of the 
Board of Internal Improvement of the State of 
Florida, praying a grant of public lands to the 
Florida, Atlantic, and Gulf Central Railroad Corn- 
pany, to aid in the construction of their railroad; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was ; 
Ordered, ‘That the memorial of John T. Sullivan, on the 

files of the Senate, be ed to the Committee on the Post 


Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, it was 
_ Ordered, ‘That the petition of Wm. ©. Easton, on the 
files of t wrod to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affair p 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of H. Paulding, on the files 
of the Senate, be reverred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; and thatthe petition of Horace Southwayd & Son, 
on the files of the Senate, be reterred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the judges and members 
of the bar at New Orleans, Louisiana, and a memorial of 
the New Oricans bar, on the files of the Senate, in relation 
tothe forms of practice in the cirenit and district courts 
of the United States in Louisiana, be referred to tie Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. WHITCOMB, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Mary B. Renner, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was | 

Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs of Joseph Wat 
son, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Aiiairs. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Alexander Y. P. Garnett, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


Ordered, Tiat the memorial of William A. Seely, on the 


ay 


ar 


i 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Foreign 


Relations. 
On motion by Mr. RHETT, it was 
and executors 


Ordered, That the memorial of the hei 
aie, be referred 


of Samuel Priolear, on the files of the 5 
to the Conimittec on Revolutionary Claims. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 
Ordered, That the memorial ef Salvadora McLaughlin, 
widow of utenant Joha P. MeLaughlin, on the files of 


| the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 
Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate 


| relating to the appiieation of Thomas J. Godman for an 


extension ofa patent, be referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office. 
On motion by Mr. HALE, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of the members of the bar 
of New Hampshire, and the documents on the files of the. 
Senate relating to an inc of the salary of the United 
strict of New Hampshire, be 
ciary 


My. BERRIEN, 1 
petition of the members of the bar of 

the Districtof Columbia, on the files of the Senate, relative 
to an inerease of - of the judge of the eriininal 
court tor that District, be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
On motion by Mr. GWEN, it was 
Ordered, That a memorial, on the files of the Senate 
| for the relief of the widows and orphans of the officers and 
| senmenn of the United States brig Washington, Jost in Bep- 
tember, 1848, be referred to the Committee on Naval Afffairs. 

On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Vietor. Morass, 
| on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
| Public Lands. 


On motion by 
Ordered, That the 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was. 


and papers of the heirs of 
be referred to 


On motion by 

Ordered, That the petition a a 
William Beatty, on the files of the Senate, 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. DA VIS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Martha. Giay, widow of 
Captain Robert Gray, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr: CHASE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of J. Williamson, on the. files. 
of the Senate, bereferred to the Cominiitee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. NORRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and paperson the files of the 
Senate, relating iv the claim,.of the widow of the late Gen- 
eral Jonn MeNiel, be referred to. the Committee on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the administrator of Gerard 
Wood, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revoluiionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. SMITH, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial on the files of the Senate 


relating to the subject of amending patent laws, be referred | 


to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Oflice. 

On motion by Mr. FISH, it was 

Ordered, That the petitions presented at the last session 
of Congress from assistant marshals, praying additional 
compensation for services in taking the seventh census, be 
referred to tho Committee on the Judiciary. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. MASON gave notice of his intention to | 


ask leave to introduce a bill to authorize the pay- 
ment of invalid pensions in certain cases. 

Mr. DOWNS gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam Daly. f 

Mr. BORLAND gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to revive a portion of 
an act for the relief of the widows of deceased 
soldiers. 


Mr. HALE gave notice of his intention to ask | 


leave to introduce ‘a bill increasing the salary of 


the United States district judge of the district of | 


New Hampshire. f ore f 
Mr. MALLORY gave notice of his intention to 


ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Wil- | 


liam Richardson and others. 

Mr. WALKER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to grant to the State 
ef Wisconsin the Military Reservation at Fort 
Winnebago, in that State, to aid in improving the 
navigation of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, gave notice of his 


intention to ask leave to introduce a bill granting | 
> | 
ublic 


to the State of Wisconsin a donation of 
lands, to aid in the construetion of a railroad from 
the city of Milwaukie to the Mississippi river. 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, gave notice of his inten- 
tion to ask leave to introduce the following bills: 


A. bill to relinquish to the State of Iowa. the į 


lands reserved for salt springs, therein; 

A bill to establish additional land offices in the 
State of Towa; and 

A bill to grant to the city of Burlington, in 
Towa, the lund heretofore reserved between that 
city and the Mississippi river. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, gave notice of his inten- 


tion to ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief | 
of preëmption claimants for the land upon which | 


the towns of Fort Madison and Burlington, ix 
Towa, are situated. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD gave notice of his inten- | 


tion to ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A Dill granting a pension to. Sally T. Floyd, 
widow of Lieutenant George C. Floyd, late of the 
United States 75 

A bill for the relief of Theodore Ofat; and 

A bill to provide for the unpaid claims of the 
officers and soldiers in the Virginia State and 
Continental line of the Army of the Revolution. 

Mr. PEARCE gave notice of his Intention t 
ask leave to introduce a bill in addition to and 
amendatory of “An act to provide for the settle- 
ment of the accounts of public officers and cihe 


who may have received moneys arising from mil- | 
itary contributions or otherwise in Mexico,” ap- ji 


proved 3d March, 1849. 
Mr. BADGER 


K. Warrington. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CLEMENS, agreeably to previous notice, | 


asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill grant- 


ing the right of way and making a donation of | 


land to the State of Alabama, in aid of the con- 
struction of the Mobile and Girard Railroad; 


ER gave notice of his intention to | 
nek Jezave to introduce a bill for the relief of M. | 


Mr. WALKER, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
authorize the State of Wisconsin, to select the resi- 


under the act of August 8, 1846, to aid in the im~ 
provement of the Fox. and Wisconsin, rivers; 

which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to. the Committee on Public. Lands. 

; RESOLUTIONS. 


i sent and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canala be. 


or more competent civil engineers to make the necessary 
explorations and surveys, ang to ascertain the cost of sup- 
plying the Ohio river and its navigable tributaries with 
i| water, during periods of drought, from artificial reservoirs, 
according to the plan submitted to Congress by Charles 
Elet, jr., civil engineer, so as to make the same perma- 
i nently navigable for vessels and boats drawing four feet of 
water. 

|! "Ehe following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
i! Davis, on the Sth instant, was taken up. for con- 
| sideration and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Seerctary of the Senate be instructed 
to complete tho sets of statutes of the United States in use 
in the Senate, its offices, and committee rooms, by adding 
thereto tho ninth volume. 

REPORT OF A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
i Public Lands, to which was referred the joint 
I| resolution explanatory of the act approved Bep- 
Vi tember 28th, 1850, entitled ““An act granting 
bounty lands to certain officers and soldiers. who 
have. been engaged in the military service of the 
United States,” reported back the same with an 
amendment; which was ordered to. be printed. 


me RECEPTION OF KOSSUTH, 

i On the motion of Mr. SEWARD, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of the special order, 
being his resolution of welcome to Kossuth. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, words are 
sometimes things; and I cannot disguise from my- 
self that the resolution in honor of Louis Korkak 
|! now pending beforethe Senate, when finally passed, 
' will beanact of no small significance in the history 
I| of our country. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Berrie] was right when he said thatit was no un- 
meaning compliment. Beyond its immediate wel- 
come to an illustrious stranger, it will help to com- 
bine and direct the sentiments of our own people 
everywhere; it will, inspire all in other lands who 
jj are engaged in the contest for freedom; it, will 
challenge the disturbed attention of despots; and 
i| it will become a. precedent, whose importance will 
i grow, in the thick-coming events of the future, 
with the growing might of the Republic. In this 
view, it becomes us to consider well what we.do, 
and to understand the grounds of our conduct. 

For myself, Lam prepared to vote for it, without 
t amendment or condition of any kind, and on rea- 

sons which seem to meat once obvious and conclu- 
ij sive. In assigning these, I shall be brief; and, let 
me say, that novice as Í am in this Hall, and, m- 
| deed, in all legislative halls, nothing but my strong 
interesit in the question, as now presented, anda 
| hope to. say something directly upon it, could 
ii prompt me thus early to mingle in these debates. 

{ ‘Phe case seems to. require a statement, rather 
i than an argument.. As Į understand, the last Con- 
gress requested the President to authorize the em- 


| This honorable service was performed, under the 

express direction of the President, and in pursu- 
jf ance of the vote of Congress, by one of the best- 
; appointed ships of our Navy—the steam-ftigate 
i Mississippi, Far away from our country, in for- 


ji eign waters, in the currents of the Bosphorus, the 


{ 
l 
i 
| 
i 
i 
} 


due of the lands to which that, State is entitled | 


lE know; but itis not so great as his deserts. 


Mr. UNDER W COD offered the following reso- | 


lution; which was considered. by unanimous cot- i 4 Š y é es 
? a: OF | terly labors, with voice and pen, in parliamentary 


instructed to inquire into the ‘expediency of employing one | 


: he caused to be rec: 


| ployment of one of our public vessels to receive | 
‘and convey Louis Kossuth to the United States, | 
H 


deserves it as the early, constant, and incorruptible 


į champion of the Liberal Causein Hungary—who, 


while yet young, with unconscious power girded 
himself for the contest—and by a series of mas- 


debates and in the discussions of the press, breathed 
nto his country the breath of life. He deserves 
it, by the great principles of true democracy which 
ized—representation of the 

eople without distinction of rank or birth, and 
equality before the law.. He deserves it, by the trials 
he has undergone, in prison and in exile. He 
deserves it, by the precious truth, which he now so 
eloquently praclaims, of the Fraternity of Nations. 

As I regard his course, I am filled with reverence 
and awe. I seein him, more than in any other 
living man, the power which may be exerted by 
a single, earnest, honest soul, in.a noble cause, 
In himself he is more than a whole cabinet, more 
than a whole army. I wateh him in Hungary, 
while, like Carnot in France, he “ organizes vic+ 
tory;’? I follow him in exile to distant Asi- 
atic Turkey, and there find him, with only a 
scanty band of attendants, in weakness and con- 
finement, still the dread. of despots; I sympathize 
with him in his happy release; and now, as he 
comes more within the sphere of our immediate 
observation, amazement fills. us all in the contem- 
plation of his career, while he proceeds from land 
to land, from city to city, and with words of 
matchless eloquence, seems at times the fiery 
sword of freedom, and then the trumpet of resur- 
rection to the nations— Fubamirum spargens sonum, 

I know not how others have been impressed, 
but I can call to mind no incident in history—no 
event of peace or war—certainly none of war 
—more strongly calculated—hetter adapted—to. 
touch and exalt the imagination and the heart than 
his. recent visit to England. Ee landed on the 
southern coast, not far from where William of 
Normandy, nearly eight centuriesago, had landed; 
not far from where, nineteen centuries ago, Julius 
Cesar had landed also; but William, on the field 
of Hastings, and Cæsar, in his adventurous expe- 
dition, made no conquest comparable in grandeur 
to that achieved by the unarmed and unattended 
Hungarian. A multitudinous people, outnumber- 
ing far the armies of those earlier times, was sub- 
dued by his wisdom and eloquence; and this exile, 
proceeding from place to place, traversing the coun~ 
try, atlast inthe very heart of the kingdom, threw 
down the gauntlet of the Republic. Without 
equivocation, amidst the supporters of monarchy, 
in the shadow of a lofty throne, he proclaimed 
himself a republican, and proclaimed the republic. 
as his cherished aspiration for Hungary. And 
yet, amidst the excitement of this unparalleled. 
scene, with that discretion which I pray may 
everattend him,asa good angel—the ancient poet 
aptly tells us that no Divinity is absent where 
Prudence is present—he forbore all suggestion 
of interference with the existing institutions of the 
country whose guest he was, recognizing that vital 
principle of seli-government, by virtue of which 
every State chooses for itself the institutions and. 
rulers which it prefers. 

Such a character, thus grandly historic—a 
living Wallace—a living Fell—I had almost said 
a living Washington—deserves our homage; nor 
am I tempted to ask if there be any precedent 
for the resolution now under consideration. 
There is a time for all things;, and the time has 
come. for us to make a precedent in harmony 
with this. unprecedented career. The occasion, 
is fit; the hero is near; let us speak our wel- 
come.. It is true that, unlike Lafayette, he has 


never directly served our country; but I cannot 


admit that, on this account, he is less worthy. 
Like Lafayette, he periled life and all; like Lafay- 
ette, he has done penance.in an. Austrian dungeon; 
like Lafayette, he has served the cause.of free- 
dom; and whosoever serves. this cause, whereso- 
ever he may be, in whatever land, is entitled, ac- 
cording to hig works, to the gratitude of every true 


| American bosom, of every true lover of mankind. 
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The resolution before us corimends itself by its 
simplicity and completeness. In this respect, it 
seems to me preferable to that of the Senator from 
illinois, [Mr. Samos] nor is it obnoxious të 
objections urged against that of the Senator from 
Mississippi; [Mr. Footr,] nor do F see that it can. 
giveany just umbrage, in ourdiplomatic relations, | 
even te the sensitive representative of the house of | 
Austria. Though we have the high authority of 
the President in his message for styling our guest 
**Governor”’—a title which seems to imply the de 

fucto independeice of Hungary at the very time 
when our Government declined to acknowledge | 
it—the résolution avoids this difficulty, and speaks 
of hint without title of any Kind—simply as a pri- 
vate citizen. Ags such, Ht offers him a welcome 
tothe capital and to the country. 

The comity of nations I respect. To thebehests 
of the law of nations I profoundly bow. As in 
our domestic affairs, all acts are brought to the 
Constitution, as to a touchstone; so, in our 
foreign affairs, all acts are brought to the touch- 
stone of the law of nations—that supreme law— 
the werld’s collected will—which overarches the 
grand Commonwealth of Christian States. What 
that forbids 1 forbear todo. But no text of this 
voluminous code, no commentary, no gloss, can 
be found which forbids us to welcome any exile 
of freedom. 

Looking at this resolution in its various lights; 
as acarrying out of the act of the last Congress; | 
as justly due to the exalted character of our guest; 
and as properin form, and consistent with the law | 
of nations, it seems impossible to avoid the con- 
clusion in its favor. On its merits it would natu- 
rally be adopted. And here I might stop. 

Batan appeal has been madeagainst the resolu- 
tion on grounds which seem to me extraneous and 
irrelevant., It has been attempted to involve it with 
the critical question of intervention by our country 
in European affairs; and recent speeches in Eng- 
land and New York have been adduced to show 
that such intervention is sought. by our guest. It 
is sufficient to says in reply to this suggestion; in- 
troduced by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brr- 
rien] with a skill which all might envy—and also 
by the Senator from New Jersey, (Mr. Minien]— 
that no such intervervention is promised’ er implied 
by the resolution. Itdoes not appear on the face of 
the resolution; it cannot, in any way, be inferred 
from the resolution. It can be found only in the 
imagination, ia the anxieties, or in the fears of 
Senators. It is a mere ghost, and. not a reality. 
As such we may dismiss it. But I feel strongly 
on this point, and desire to go further. 

W hilethus warmly joining-in this tribute, let me 
be understood as in no respectencouraging any idea 
of armed intervention in European affairs. Sucha 
system would open phials. of perplexities and ills, 
which I trust our country will never be called to 
affront. Tn the wisdom of Washington we may 
find perpetual counsel. Like Washington, in 
his eloquent words to the Minister of the Freach 
Directory, I would offer sympathy and God speed 
to all, in every land, who struggle for Human 
Rights; but, sternly as Washington, on another 
occasion, against every pressure, against all popu- 
far appeals, against all solicitations, against all į 
blandishments, Í would uphold with steady hand 
thepeaceful neutrality of the country. Could I now 
approach our mighty guest, f would’say to him with 
the respectful frankness of a friend: ‘* Be content 


with the outgushing sympathy which you now so |) 


marvelously inspire everywhere throughout this 
wide-spread land, and may it strengthen your soul! 
Trust in God, in the inspiration of your cause, 
and in the Great Future, pregnant with freedom 
for all mankind. But respect our ideas, as we re- 
spect yours. Do. not seek to reverse our tradi- 
tional, established policy of Peace. Do not, under 
the too plausible sophism of upholding non-interten- | 
tion, provoke American intervention on distant Euro- 
peal soul. Leave us to tread where Washington | 
points the way.” i : | 
And yet with these convictions, Mr. President, | 
which Fnow most sincerely express, I trust the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Berrien] will pardon me 
when I say that (cannotjoinin his pro osed amend- 
ment; and for this specific reason. It attaches to 
an act of courtesy and welcome a condition, which, 
however justasan independent proposition, is most 
ungracious in. such connection. It is out of place, 
and everything out of place is, to a certain extent, 
offensive. If adopted, it would: impair, if not de- 


i 


; Stroy, thé value of our act. 


i; ject now under consideration, as well as of some 


l occasions we will speak out our abhorrence of 


We will teach the world, that whatever of worth 


| British monarchy. 


| known as much of the honor and virtue and | 


| his reception here should be hospitable and affec- 
i tionate. Congress have made him the guest of the 
i nation—as such the people in New York have 


| defence of national independence and free gov- 


and such hospitality, I trust, Congress will tender 
to Louis Kossuth. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr, President, surrounded 
by Senator's of so great ability—so experienced. by 
many years in council—it is with profound defer- 
ence to their superior wisdom, that I mingle my į 
voice in this debate. I would much prefér being | 
an auditor, but the extraordinary nature of the sub- 


& ge 
will not make terms. or conditions with a guest; | 


£ 
} 


of the doctrines insisted upon by those who oppose 
the resolution, compel me, however reluctant, to 
trespass for à few moments on your attention. i 
What is the subject of your deliberations? sim- 
ply, whether of not you shalt carry out the initia- 
tive hospitality of a preceding Congress. The 
adoption of the resolution “has this extent, no 
more.” It is the natural sequel of the resolution 
of the last Congress, inviting the Hungarian exile 
to these shores. It contemplates nothing further. | 


It involves no question of foreign policy—it looks H 
| have adverted to them only to show the changé 


neither to intervention nor to non-intervention, 
Sir, l regard the honor of Congress more than | 
I do Mr. Kossuth. The truth is, sir—and I might | 
as well frankly avow it—some of the sentiménts | 
and opinions of this distinguished stranger and 
illustrious exile are not my sentiments or opinions 
in regard to the workings and the results of thé 
But let that pass. I am glad 
that he has beén received with so much cordiality 
by the people‘of New York, and that the Tam- 
many Hall men and the Whigs have united to | 
make his reception most honorable and gratifying 
to him. I commend this fact to the remembrance 
of the Senator from Kentucky, who, if he had | 


patriotism of Old Tammany as he does: of those |} 
old and time-honored principles of international law į; 
which would prevent an American citizen from | 
expressing the honest feelings of a republican free- |: 
man without rebuke, he would have saved the |) 
fling he made at the old Democ¥atic Wigwanr in } 
New York. But let that pass too. Sir, in view 
of the peaceful struggle now going on in the world 
between the friends of free government and des- 
potism, it seems to me to be proper and right that || 


received him. Europe will discern an emphatic 
moral in the event. ‘The despots who drove him | 
forth from his country, to seek an asylum here 
among the sons of liberty, will see from the greet- 
ing which we extend to him that the people of the 

United States fear them not; that on all suitable 


their atrocious systems of government, and our 
sympathy with those gallant men, whether suc- 
cessful or unsuccessful; who strike a blow im 


ernment. By the course proposed, we shall 
testify our fidelity to the principles of our Revohu- 
tion, and show that our Republic: is steadfast in 
the faith of Washington and his compatriots. 


i 
| 
f 
i 
{ 
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ty the most sanguine expectations of the- founders |; 


of the Republic, will demand a modification of jj 
ects different ; 


nérous hospitality |t 


i} an 
|| realize t 


| desire to see the tridént of the seas wrenched 


sition, and i reference to what fell from the 
roliorable Senator front Massachusetis, E with - 
kazerd the assertion, that thé rigid neutrality of the 
Washington administration, wise and just as i 
then was, would not now (if a similar belligerent: 
State of the world existed) be possible. Ther 
; our weakness admonished us not to risk the: trial 
of our strength, or tempt the hazards of war. We 
Wisely suffered much, submitted to. many wrongs, 
and endured them as less evils than. war with 
a powerfat adversary. In truth, we consulted tlie 
dictates of a masterly prudence, in preference të 
indulging the martial spirit of our country. We 
chose to nurse the infant Hercules, until he should 
he able to encounter, upon more equal terns; the 
monsters he was destined to averdirow. F neeg 
not say how the proud spirit of America chafed: 
and fretted under the insults and agéressions of 
Great Britain and France. Ít is recorded in his~ 
tory that we submitted not without murmurs of 
| dissatisfaction. But the injuries of the boy should 
not rankle in the memory of the wise man. 


which has taken place in these principles, whick 
will no doubt herenfter govern our foréign’ réla+ 
tions. No American statesman cań now conteni- 
plate any condition of the world, or any principle 
of public policy which would for a moment perm 
the United States to submit to any indignity from 
any power on earth. We acknowledge no supe? 
riors. Nay; all christendom combined would not 
appal thestout heart of America. In a good causey 
and with a united people, we know and feel that we 
are invincible. 

Mr. President, it has become quite fashionable 
to approve and applaud constitutional monarchies; 
and the Government of Great Britain has beer 
more than once referred to. Sir, E have not found, 
either in her traditions or her histories, one forward 
step in thé cause of free government which she 
has taken except by compulsion. Look at hery 
and you will see a country whose government is 
monarchical and whose institutions are essential- 


i ly aristocratical, the most prominent featuré of 


which is the degradation of the masses. There; 
sir, the land, the operative capital, the law-making 
power, are in the hands of comparatively a few} 


i while all the rest are reduced to a state of practis 


éal slavery of the worst kind—obliged to work 
for masters who are under no corresponding obli- 
gation to provide for their wants. Sir, this state 
of things in England is subversive of all the ends 
| of just government. Their work-houses are crowd- 
ed’ to overflowing; their home prisons’ and: their 
convict receptacles abroad are peopled with the 
miserable results of their domestic serfdom. ‘Fhe 
| end of all government should be the promotion of 
| human happiness, the elevation of human nature; 
d a republican government is best calculated to 
fese results. The isstie in the coming 
struggle, disguise it as you may, is between Kinga 
Land republicans; and, in my judgment, has cons 
| menced, in the amicable strugglé now going on 
for British or American ascendeney on the otear. 
Fhe national sensibilities on both sidesaré keenly 
awakened and excited with reference to the con- 
test. For my part, I desire the ascendency of rë- 
publican principles. Alt kings aré alike to me. f 
| desire the ascendency of my country over alt 
others—-I desire, from my heart, swecess’ in’ this 
gigantic struggle for supremacy on the ocean. Ë 


‘ powerful of all the nations of the globe, then E be» 
lieve the time will have arrived when the principles 
| of right reason, of humanity, and of Christianity, 
will exert their natural and superior power in mae 
king war no longer the last resort for the settle~ 


ment of national quarrels. If we shall then pre~ 
sume to dictate, we will dictate Peace a the 


l sovereign law of all nations, and War ag the vio= 


lation of that universal law. Jf ambition for the 
ascendency of my cotintry for such a purpose be 
censurable, I invoke the censure it merits; but be- 


our national policy, in various resp 
from that which prevailed in the infancy of the || 
country. For the sake merely of ilustrating thie ii 


fore the world I declare this to be the spirit-of my 
ambitio. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise for the purpose 
of saying to the Senator from New Jersey who 
has just taken his seat, that I should have asked 
the privilege of making an explanation during the 
progress of his remarks but for my reluctance to } 
gay anything while he was making the speech 
which he has so handsomely delivered. J] hope 
he did not understand me when I spoke the other 
day as casting any reflection of an msulting char- 
acier upon Tammany or the Tammany Society. 
Tf he did so wnderstand me, he certainly misun- 
derstood me, because I had no such intention, | 
On the contrary, I spoke of the movement there 
as one indicating a disposition to change the long- 
settled policy of the country. I spoke of them as 
a body entitled to great influence, and possessing 
great influence, and I deprecated the movement on 
that account. I have risen merely for the purpose 


arniiting myself right, I hope, in his estimation, |; 
and. particularly in the estimation of the gentlemen 


who may compose that society, with which I ac- 
knowledge I have no great acquaintance, as the 
gentleman might have known from our relative 
positions on the continent, I have made this 
statement to show that I meant no indignity what- 
ever to that Society, and I hope that I shall not 
be understood as having designed anything of the 
kind. 

Mr. CLEMENS said: Mr. President, I regret 
very sincerely that this resolution was introduced. 
It is painful to do anything seemingly discour- 
teous, and as I must oppose the adoption of this 
and all similar resolutions, I should greatly have 
preferred that the especial champions of Louis 
Kossuth had been content to leave him in the 
hands of the people, without attempting to commit 
the Government to any of his schemes for revo- 
hationizing Kurope. : 

I have listened, Mr. President, with great at- 
tention to all that has been said in this debate, 
and if I have been convinced ef nothing else, I am 
at least satisfied that the resolution on your table 
furnishes a most excellent subject for speech- 
making. [t possesses the peculiar advantage, that 
the less we know about it, the better we can talk 
upon it, We may then give free rains to the 
imagination, and fancy can supply all that is 
needed to give beauty to a sentence or symmetry 
to the whole discourse. A great man bent, but 
not broken by misfortune; an exile pleading the 
cause of his bleeding country; a gallant people, 
struggling for freedom against overwhelming 
odds, overpowered, crushed for a time, but only 
wailing for a ray of hope, a word of sympathy, 
to rise again upon their oppressors; all these are 
themes upon which even a dull man might grow 
eloquent. The misfortune is, that so much of itis 
fancy; so little is fact. I understand the friends of 
Kossuth to base his claims to a public reception 
by Congress, partly upon the assumed fact that 
he is a republican in principle, and has been the 
great disseminator of republican sentiments 
throughout Europe; and I have heard, I must 
confess with some regret, that he was expected to 
liberalize still more the already liberal ideas pre- 
vailing upon this continent. In other words, that 
he is to give lessons to the descendants of the pa- 
trints of “76, and teach this benighted land the rudi- 
ments of civil liberty. Sir, I think it well enough 
to mquire, before we enter his school, whenhe be- 
came a republican? If I have read the history of 
that struggle aright, it was not until defeat and 
misfortune had overtaken him. In the zenith 
of his power—in the pride of his high place as 
Dictator of Hungary, he saw no beauty in univer- 
sal equality, and knelt at no altar erected to Free- 
dom. "Fhe contest in which he was engaged wa 
not a contest between despotism and republi- 
canism. Ti was a war of races. Kossuth and 
his associates weve the oppressors, not the op- 
pressed. So far from rebelling against the Em- 
peror of Austria, they petitioned him, in the 
humblest terms, not for liberty, not for the se- 
curity of their own rights, but for aid to enable 
them to keep another people in subjection. I have 
that petition before me. A short extract from it 
wiil enable the Senate to determine how far the | 
Magyars at that day deserved the character of 
republicans: 

From a Memorial presented to the Archduke by Kossuth 
and the Hungarian Ministry, July 4th, 1848. 

«Jf his highness the Archduke John will bestow a care- 
ful attention upon aii that we have just said, he cannot but 
be convinesd of the true character of the rebellion of those 
States, whioh make great pretensions ef fidelity te the Fev- 


Si 
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| worthy of a world’s admiration. 


ereign, whilst violating the royal authority, he cannot but 


H perceive that even their offer of joining Austria is merely a 


feigned pretext, in order to give at the crisis of the struggle 
such a superiority to the Sclavish element in Austria that, 
aiter thus completely paralyzing the German element, and 
undermining the Austrian throne, the empire shal be split 
up into independent Sclavish kingdoms, and the very exist- 
ence of the Austrian Imperial House shall be thus buried. 
«< And yet loyalty and attachment to the King is so deeply 
rooted in the heart of the Hungarian nation, that the Il- | 
lyrian rebels are well aware; that in openly exhibiting their 
intentions, they will not meet any sympathy. They have 
therefore come forward in the spirit of reaction, as the 
pseudo-heroes of the royal authority, and against the Hun- 
garian nation, who have not attacked the royal power, for 
whom 2 legal independence and a constitutional adminis- į 
tration is not a recent grant, but an ancient right, sanctioned 
by innumerable royal oaths—against the Hungarian nation, 
which at this present moment, when almost every throne 
in civilized Europe is tottering, remains not only the firm 
est, but the only firm prop of the Austrian throne. Thi 
feeling and this experience have led us to to reyuest the 
kind assistance of his Highness the Archduke John with 
respect to the Illyrian rebellion.” 
* R * cd * > 
«The disloyal rebels actually boast of the support of the 
offended ruling House itself! And when we requested his 
Majesty, in order to enlighten the unhappy and deccived 


* + ” a 


! people, by his own handwriting, to let the people know that 


lis Majesty disapproves of tire rebellion, and is determined 
to maintain, in all their integrity, the solemnly aflirmed in- 
violability of the Hungarian Crown and the authority of 
the laws, tlre leaders of the rebels deceived the people by 
declaring that this has not been done voluntarily on the part 
of his Majesty, but thatit is mercly an unwilling expression, 
extorted by the JLungarian Ministry, through means of 


eompulsion. ”” 


The Iuyrian rebels, against whom Kossuth so 


humbly petitioned the aid of the -King, had de- 


o 


manded, and were struggling to obtain, some smal! 
portion of the natural rights of man, and the war 
which finally ended in the subjugation of Hungary 
was begun by the Magyars to keep the Sclavonian 
race in subjection—a people every way their 
equals, and who, if we are to judge from the dif- 
ferent character of the petitions presented by them, 
seem to me to have been far better entitled to the 
sympathies of a free people than Kossuth and his 
associates. 

I bave read the petition of the Magyars; let me 
now call the attention of the Senate to that of their 
antagonists: 

<< Pmperor, if you reject our prayers, we shall know how 
to vindicate our liberty without yous; and we prefer to die 
heroically, Hke a Sclavonian people, rather than to bear any 
longer such a yoke as is imposed upon us by an Asiatic 
horde, from whom we have nothing good to receive or to 
learn. Emperor, know that we prefer, if we must choose 
between them, the Knout of the R ns to the insolence 
of the Magyars, We will not, on any terms, belong to the 
Magyars. Remember, that if Croatia forms but a thirty- 
fitth part of your empire, the Croatians constitute a third of 
your whole infantry.” 


Sir, the men who uttered such sentiments de- 


| served tobe free. They are words fit to be spoken 
| by freemen, and I must be excused if I cannot 
| feel any extraordinary enthusiasm in the cause of a 


man who sought to hold them in bondage. The 
question with me is, not whether he preaches free- 
dom and equality now, when he is a wanderer and 
an exile, but rather, what was his practice when 
power was in his hanes, and when to have sur- 
rendered that power would have been indeed amerit 
The task of | 
tracing the history of that period affords me no | 
pleasure, but when F am called upon, as the repre- 
sentative of a sovereign State, to aid in conferring 
on any individual an cxtraordinary honor, it is my 
duty to ascertain how far that honor is deserved. 
What, then, was his course during the whole prog- 
ress of the memorable struggle in which he was 
engaged? Did he ever at any time give utterance 
to a republican sentiment? On the contrary, was 


i not his whole course that of a determined and 


haughty oppressor? When the demands of the 
Sclayonians were rejected by the House of Austria 
and they proposed to join their forces to his, upon 
the sole condition that he should guaranty them 
equal righis and equal privileges, his reply was as 


haughty and imperious as any ever uttered by the j: 


most absolute despot to the humblest slave: 


“There are three principles which must prove as a basis 
to any conciliation, and iu regard to which WE SHALL 
CONCEDE NOTHING, ON ANY CONDITION WHAT- 
EVER, for it would amount to committing suicide with our 
own hands: 

“ist, The unity of the State. 

«2d, 'The integrity of the territory of the State as it has 
existed for centuries. i 

«3d, THE SUPREMACY OF THE MAGYAR ELE- 
MENT, acquired one thousand years ago by the armed 
hand, the foundation of our autonomy, and consecrated hy 
the use of the Magyar as the diplomatic language. ”? 


This was on the 10th of June, 1849, only two 


| 
i 


c. 10, 


hilated—Gargy a prisoner and Kossuth a fugitive 
in the dominions of the Turk. Even at that late 
moment the supremacy of the Magyar element was 
announced as an indispensable basis of any con~ 
ciliation; and it thus becomes apparent that the 
right to enslave others rather than the right to be 
free themselves, constituted the main object of the 
war. The supremacy of the Magyar element was 
the leading idea, and much of the sympathy and 
enthusiasm which the advent of Kossuth has ex- 
cited in this republican land might well have been 
reserved for worthier objects. I expect tobe told, 
that whatever may have been his former sentiments 
he is now a republican in feeling and principle- 
Indeed the Senator from Massachusetts has already 
informed us that he has dared to utter such senti- 
ments within the shadow of the throne of England. 
I have not so read his speeches. I have read a 
great deal in praise of the British constitution— 
nothing against the hereditary King and the hered- 
itary nobility which disgrace it. British freedom. 
isnot freedom,as we understand it, and praises of 
the British constitution do not furnish the highest 


| evidence of a clear conception of the principles of 


civil Hberty. At all events, if we concede all that 
is claimed for him now, we must still bear in mind 
that he is only a recent convert. Aslong as there 
was a hopzof his maintaining an iron rule over a 
people far more numerous than his own, republi- 
canism never entered his thoughts. There is not 
a solitary paper emanating from him or his asso- 


:ciates during the continuance of the war which 


does not establish clearly and conclusively that no 
one of them ever dreamed of the formation of & 


; republic. The language of Count Pulzsky is too 


explicit to leave a doubt upon this point: 


“The most current misrepresentation of the Hungarians 
is, that they are Republicans, and that they have proclaimed 
the Repuhfic in sneh of the Hungarian counties as are in 
their power, which now comprise almostall the Hungarian 
territory. ‘This assertion is often unwarily reëehoed by 
friends of the Hungarians, who, considering that the Queen 
of England maintains amicable relations with the Republic 


| of the United States, with the Republic of Franee, and the 
| Republic of Switzerland, are not altogether horrified at the 
| Republican appetiation. 
: is, that the Hungarians ARE NOT REPUBLICANS, and 
‘ that the Republic has aot been proclaimed ungwhere im 
: Hungary.” 


But the real state of the matter 


There is more, much more, to the same effect, 
but it is not needful for me to refer to it. As ary 
individual, I am willing to concede to Kossuus 
whatever of merit he can justly claim; but [ am 
not willing to say by my, vote or otherwise, that 
I regard him asa purer patriot than Washington— 
a greater statesman than Jefferson, or a more skill- 
ful General than Jackson. ‘Phere are living men 
now within the limits of this city whom I look 
upon as altogether his superiors, I amnot one of 
those to whose vision it is said ‘distance lends 
enchantment.” I respect rather that greatness. 
which is near me—which I do not have to take 
upon the uncertain reports of others. If the near- 
ness of the object should disclose infirmities—if 


i dark spots or weak points should be revealed by 
‘it, I can still revere what is good and appreciate 


what is great, without looking fora perfection 
which is denied to man. [can kneel among the 
yank weeds at the base of alofty mountain and 
worship the grandeur of the Almighty’s work, 
without remembering the petty or the worthless 
things. around me. 

One of the most serious mistakes which has 
crept into this discussion, is the confident assump- 
tion that Kossuth is ‘the invited guest of the 
WNation.”? I deny it, broadly and explicitly. If 
he ever read the resolution under which he came 
he could not possibly have so understood it. That 
resolution was carefully and deliberately drawn by 
the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Foors,| whose 


! knowledge of language is familiar to us all, and 


who we all know is not addicted to the use of 
words the full import of which he does not under- 
stand. Itis in these words: 


A Resolution for the relief of Louis Kossuth and his Agso- 
ciates, exiles from Hungary. 

Whereas the people of the United States sincerely sym- 
pathize with the Hungarian exiles, Kossuth and his associ- 
ates, and fully appreciate the magnanimous conduct of the 
Turkish Government in receiving and treating these noble 
exiles with kindness and hospitality ; and, if it be the wish 
of these exiles to emigrate to the United States, and the 
will of the Sultan to permit them to leave his dominions : 
Therefore, 

Beit resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the President of the United States be and he hereby 
is requested to authorize the employment of some one of 


months before the armies of Hungary were anai- ii the publie vessels which may now be eruiaing inthe Medi- 
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terranean te reccive and convey to the United States the 
said Louis Kossuth and his associates in captivity. 

J need not say in this Senate, that it is impossi- 
ble to construe the word “emigrate” into “guest.” 
All that the resolution says, all that it meant to 
say, is, that if he and his associates chose to 
come here as seitlers—if they chose to seek an 
asylum here, we ‘would furnish them with the 
means of transportation. I am willing to admit 
further, that by the passage of that resolution we 
tacitly pledged ourselves to provide them homes 
when they did come; but certainly no ingenuity 
can give to it a broader construction than that. 
He was not invited asa guest. He was not in- 
vited at all; but simply informed that if he desired. 
to come among us as an emigrant, the means of 
reaching our shores would be placed at his dis- 
posal. 

Mr. FOOTE. Did the Senator read the whole 
resolution ? 

Mr. CLEMENS. The preamble is the im- 
portant part, but the Senator can have both. [Mr. 
©. then read the resolution, as given above.] 


It will be observed, that the resolution refers not | 


%o Kossuth alone, but “his associates” are con- 
nected with him throughout. If he is our guest, 
they are equally so, and entitled to an equally 
honorable reception. Further, the resolution does 
not authorizethe President to send a national ves- 
sel specially for them, but simply to direct their 
reception on board of one that might be at the 
aime cruising in the vicinity. 

Mr. FOOTE. That is all we intended. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Certainly. Sol understood 
then, and understand now. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that it is ex- 
pected in any quarter to make political capital out 
‘of the movements which preceded and accom- 
panied the landing of the Hungarian Governor, 
‘and certainly I attribute no such purpose to the 
‘Senator from Mississippi; but I have heard a great 
deal of that ‘swelling tide of public sympathy,” 
which we are warned not to disregard. We have 
peen told that the people have received Kossuth, 
and Congress dare not turn their backs upon him. 
I propose neither to turn my back nor my face 
upon him. I propose to leave him in the hands 
‘of the people. If they choose to get up pageants 
in his honor; if they choose to carry him in pro- 
cession from city to city and village to village, it 
is no cencern of mine, and I shall not interfere 
with so harmless an amusement. But itis a dif- 
ferent matter when the Senate of the United States 
js asked to take partin it. I have been able to 
find nothing in the history of this man—nothing 
in his whole career which demands such an honor 
at our hands. If it is a mere political speculation, 
jt is so much the more to be reprohated. Weare 
not altogether without example in our own land, 
to which it may be instructive to refer. Not many 


years since there wasa struggle for freedom on the 
southwestern border of the Republic—a struggle 


which finally brought an empire into the Union. 
‘When the successful hero of that revolution landed 
upon our, shores, not as a fugitive, but crowned 
with the wreaths of victory, who ever dreamed of 
inviting him here to receive the homage of Con- 
gress? Sir, he was bone of our bone, and flesh 
of our flesh. He had shed his best blood, in his 
youth, in defence of our land. In riper years, he 
had accomplished a successful revolution, red eemed 
a people from bondage, and brought an empire to 
lay at our feet; but for him there was no Con- 
gressional homage—no resolution of welcome. 
Sir, I am afraid that we are sometimes inclined to 
‘overlook the merits of our 
‘duly exalt those who have less claim upon our 
sympathies. We can intercede with Turkey for 
the Hungarian—with France for the Arab—with 


England for the Irishman; butnot a word is spoken į 
America who were mur- | 


here of the fifty sons of 
dered in Cuba. We hear nothing ofn 
sels sent to the coast of Africa to redeem from 
bondage our own citizens, banished to this inhos- 
pitable shore, for no sin but that of loving liberty 
well enough to fight for it in another land than our 
own. 

Mr. President, I have yet another and a graver 
objection than any yet urged to the passage of this 
resolution. Since the landing of Kossuth in Eng- 
Jand, evidence has been piled upon evidence that 
he seeks this land for political purposes—that he 
‘comes not as an emigrant, but as an I 


. ) agitator., 
“know the Senator from Mississippi has denied 


that the speeches of Kossuth will bear this inter- 
pretation, That Senator surely could not have 
reed those speeches with his usual care and atten- 


tion. I read from Kossuth’s London speech: | 
t When I declared, — Let not remain barren your sym- \ 
pathy ; help us to carry that noble cause to a happy issue ; 
| you have the power, so help,?—when T spoke that, I in- 
tended not to ask England to take up arms for the restora- 
tion of Hungary to independence and liberty. No, gentle- | 
men, that is the affair of Hungary itself; we will provide 
for our own freedom. (Hear, hear.) All I wish is, that 
| the public opinion of England may establish it to be a 
ruling principle of the politics of Europe to acknowledge 
the right of every nation to dispose of its own internal con- | 
cerns, and not to give a charter tothe Czar to dispose of the 
| fate of nations—(cheers), and so not to allow the interfer- 
| ence of Russia in the domestic concerns either of Hungary, 
i or of whatever other nations on the continent—(hear, 
hear.) because the principles of freedom are in harmony, : 
and { love—I ain interested in—the freedom of all other ; 
countries as Well as of my own. (Hear, hear.) My lord | 
| and gentlemen, these are the words which I again and again | 
will repeat here in England, and there in the United States, | 
from a most honored member of which I have had the ; 
honor to hear principles which quite once earried into 
effect, would and will give liberty to the world. I have 
heard it proclaimed from an honored citizen of the United ; 
States, the honored object of the sympathy and confidence 
of a great part of his countrymen, cvetu a candidate to be- 
come the Chief Magistrate of the United States—] have 
heard, in answer to my appeal, declare that he believes the |: 
younger brother of the English race very heartily will give 
his hand to England to protect the oppressed nations not 
admitting interference with their domestic affairs.” 
Mr. FOOTE. I will ask from what paper the 
Senator is reading ? i 
Mr. CLEMENS. The New York Courier and | 
Enquirer. [shall read something stronger from ; 
other papers directly. Now, sir, Jt was not in| 
London only, but everywhere in England, and | 
since his arrival here, he has proclaimed himself ; 
a political missionary. His avowed object is to | 
induce England and the United States to combine | 
for the purpose of preventing Russian interference i 
with the affairs of Europe. ! 


i 
i 
i 


That is, we are to! 


prevent Russia from interfering by interfering our- || 
selves. We are to abandon the policy of Wash- 


| ington and his successors—forget all the lessons 
| they have transmitted to us, and erect the United 
| States into a kind of general guardian for the na- | 
| tions of Europe. I know he speaks of assuming | 
i a threatening attitude merely, and predicts that will | 
be sufficient to overawe the Emperor of Russia. | 
But suppose he should he mistaken in that predic- | 
tion: we would then be fully committed to war. : 
If he possesses one tithe of the foresight which ; 
has been ascribed to him, he must be aware that 
‘an interference begun by threats must be ended | 
! by cannon balls and bayonets. It is childish to | 
| talk of trammeling the action of Russia by threats 
‘uttered on this side of the Atlantic. She would i 
i laugh your threats to scorn. She would tell you į 
i that you have enough to do to manage your own 
į concerns at home, without traveling beyond the 
! Atlantic to interfere with the concerns of other 
nations. She would tell you to be careful that in 
traversing the world to give liberty to other na- 
tions, you did not lose your own, She would 
| remind yeu that but recently a bitter sectional 
| strife was raging in your midst, which threatened 
iat one time to shatter your Confederacy into 
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own kindred, and un- j 


ational ves- | 


|| cover our 
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| atoms—that the embers of that strife were still 
| unquenched, and that it was the part of wisdom : 
i to secure internal peace before you engaged in ex- | 
: ternal war; that when you had removed all the $ 
. causes of bitterness at home—when you had fully - 
|| cemented your own empire—it would then be time | 
| enough to say that the paw of the Russian bear 
| should be planted on no soil without your consent, 
| Such, sir, would be the answer of Russia, and 
| such the answer-we should deserve. To indulge 
| 
| a OW t i 
selves with ridicule, or involve the coun- | 
: try in war; and. that, indeed, is the true purpose | 
| of Kossuth. Searcely v 
been almost openly proclaimed in America. 
i: is his New York speech: 
*¢Then what is the motive of my peing here at this very ` 

time? The motive, citizens, is that your generous act of |) 
: my liberation has raised the conviction throughout the :; 
; world that this generous act of yours is but the manifesta- 
: tion of your resolution to throw your weight into the bal- 
! ance where the fate of the European continent is to be | 
weighed. You have raised the conviction throughout the | 
i) world, that by my liberation you were willing to say, ‘Yel 
| oppressed nations of old Europe’s continent, be of good : 
| cheer, the young giant of America stretches his powerful ; 
| arm over the waves, ready to give a brother’s hand to your ; 
i future? So is your act interpreted throughout the world. i 
i * * * = > Ci i 
; What is the source of this apparition unparalleled in man- | 
| kind’s history? The source of itis, that your gencrous act 
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in the use of threats towards Russia is either to |: 


eijed in England, it has |: 


say, that at the present moment i 


of my liberation is taken by the wortd for the revelation of 
the fact that the United States are resolved not to ailow the 
despots of the world to trample on oppressed. humanity. 
It is hence that my liberation was cheered, from Sweden 
down to Portugal, as a ray of hope. It is hence that even 
these natious which’ most desire my presence in Europe 
now, have unanimously told me, < Hasten on, hasten on to 
the great, free, rich, and powerful people of the United 
States, and bring over its brotherly aid to the cause of your 
country, so intimately connected with. European liberty ;? 
and here I stand to plead the cause of the solidarity of hu- 
man rights before the great Republic of the United States. 
* * * * * * nr 

«“ Having thus expounded my aim, I beg leave. to state 
that I came notto your glorious shores to enjoy a happy 
rest—T came not with the intention to gather triumphs of 
personal distinction, but because an humble petitioner, in 
wy country’s name, as its freely chosen "constitutional 
chief, humbly to entreat your gencrous aid; and then it is 
to this aim that I will devote every momento! my time with 
the more assiduity, the more restlessness; as every moment 
may bring a report of events which may call me to hasten 
to iny place on the battle field, where the great, and f hope 
the last, battle will be fought between Liberty and Despot- 
isin,~-a moment marked by the finger of Gad to he so near, 
that every hour of delay of your generous aid may preve 
fatally disastrous to oppressed humanity.” 

This language leaves no room for conjecture. 
His object is to secure the armed assistance of 
England and the United States. And now let us 
inquire for what purpose that assistance 1s sought? 
To establish liberty in Hungary? No; but the 
supremacy of the Magyar race. The exiles who 
have come among us have probably imbibed, and 
have certainly proclaimed, republican sentiments; 
but who believes that such sentiments have found 
ahome in the bosom of the Hungarian people? 
lt has been their boast for ages that they consti- 
tuted the firmest prop of the Austrian throne, It 
is a well-known historical fact that they have clung 
to their institutions with a tenacity even beyond 
that with which the Mohammedan clings to the 
Koran, [tis those who have remained at home, 
constituting the vast majorit of the population, 
who must give character to the institutions a sut- 
cessful revolt may enable them to establish; and 
who doubts they will return to that constitution 
and form of government for which they have man- 


| ifested so decided a preference? Our aid, then, if 


given at all, will not be given to a republic but to 
a monarchy. 

The Senator from Mississippi tells us that we 
ought notto shrink with alarm at ihe idea of a con- 
troversy with Russia. I have seen no manifestation 
of any great apprehension on the part of any. one 
here. Butitby no means follows that, because we 
do not happen to feel any greatalarm at the idea of 
a controversy with Russia, we should provoke 
that controversy. Itby no means follows that 
because we are not afraid of Russia, we should 
go to war with Russia. She has a right to the 
same courtesy at our hands that other nations 
have. She hasa right not to be insulted. If this 
resolution should be adopted, under all the attend~ 
ing circumstances, and the Emperor of Russia has 
the feelings of a man, he must believe—he will 
believe—that we have offered him an unnecessary 
and causeless insult. ‘To demonstrations on the 
part of the people he has no right to object; bat 
acting in our official capacity, we ought to be cau- 
tious how we do things calculated to disturb our 
friendly relations with forcign Powers; and, above 
all, we should refrain from giving our public ap- 
srobation to an individual who has told us openly 
Defore landing on our shores—who tells us now— 
that his object is to agitate—to excite enmity 
against a nation with whom we are on terms of 
lis us, further, that his object will 
i not be accomplished unless he can obtain from the 
Governmont of the United States a sanction and 
; approval of hbis mission. When the news reached 
! Gov. Kossuth that the resolution introduced by 
the Senator from Mississippi had been withdrawn, 
he saw proper to become highly offended, and às- 
sumed to deliver a lecture to a Philadeiphia com- 
mittee upon the conduct of Congress. Listen to 
his reply to that committee, and then judge how 
far we can now be justified in inviting him here: 

u Kossuth said he was extremely rejoiced at this demon- 
station on the part of Philadelphia, and that he felt the 
highest gratification in being thus honored by the glorious 
corporation of that renowned city. Before he left Europe, 
one of the picasures he had promised bimself was to meet 


fw 
and mingle with the citizens of that great city where the 
DPeciaration of Independence hai 


d been proclaimed; and he 
fehnow particularly anxious to visitthe hallowed spot where 
that immortal charter had been adapicd. But he went on to 
t was quite im 


| 
| 
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possible for 
him to dectare at what time he could go there, and that, in- 
deed, it was not certain that he could go thereatall. Hisob- 
ject in visiting this country was not a personal one—he did 
not come to promote any selfish purpose, and he could not, 
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wowa ‘now dedine to bid me a welcome, I would have 
thought that I was not awelcome guest; so nutch the more | 
‘he the President of the United States has formally invited 
the Congress in his message to consider what steps are to 
de-taken to reciéve the man for whom he has sent a frigate 
to Asia, complying with the will ofthe same body in which 
now a resolution of no further political tendency—the 
simple resolution to bid me a welcome—wius withdrawn on 
account of an unexpected opposition. Under such circum- 
‘stances E would not have wished tointrude, 

s And asit was, with the utmost.gratitude to all who be- 
stowed on him such marks of kindness as the eity of Phila- 
délphia had offered, and especially with sentiments of sin- 
cere regard for Philadelphia and ifs citizens, he must defer 
fora day or two any positive reply to the request which bad 
been made to him.’ | 

Had the proceedings of Congress reached Kos- i 
guth before he left Europe he would have hesitated 
to come to this country. And why? Was 


|i constitution; so, even, the republican constitu- | 


ji histories which have been printed here, for most. 


ii the Magyar, but to the Croat, to the Schlavonian, 
and to the Sloac, it is this distinguished man who 


there ahything in those proceedings disrespectful |; 
to him? Was there a solitary remark made by |! 
any Senator on this floor which was not in the |/ 
highest degree eulogistic of him and his character? || 
Was there not everything in the proceedings of |i 
that day to gratify his personal vanity? Certainly; ij 
and there must have been some other cause why | 

} 


he would have failed to come to America if he had | 
known what was to transpire. He would not j 
have come here because those proceedings taught |: 
him that he could not succeed in engaging the | 
Government of the United States in a war with | 
any foreign Power, and as his mission here looked | 
to that result, and that only. As he sought no 
personal sympathy, no personal protection, he 
would have directed his steps to some quarter |i 
where the prospect of obtaining armed aid for Hun- 
gary was more cheering. Sir, I protest against 
this intervention with the domestic concerns of 
other nations. I protest against this resolution, 
because it commits us in some degree to the wild 
schemes.of an enthusiast; it sanctions the arrogance 
which rejects the home we offered, and demands as | 
a right that we should offer in exchange the blood |i 
and the treasure of our people. 

Mr, SHIELDS. Mr. President, having intro- |; 
duced a resolution upon this subject, I feel it my 
duty to say a few sober words. When I intro- 
duced the resolution, I was a little excited—per- 
haps a little more than I ought to have been. I 
shall endeavor to be brief, and perhaps what I say 
may furnish another illustration of the fact, that 
the less a man knows of this subject, the more 
eloquently he can speak upon it. Ì regret, and I 
wish that I could express my regret in such a 
manner as to convey it to others, that this resola- 
tion was ever introduced. 1 regret it exceedingly 
now. I feel that this movement, whether or not 
we shall be successful in it, is calculated, in sorme 
measure, to damage the great cause for which Kos- 
Buth has come to this country. I have watched 
his course very closely. I am somewhatacquainted 
with the history of Hungary, and I confess that I 
have been somewhat astonished at some of the 
illiberal remarks which have been made in relation 
to that man in this body. Honorable Senators, 
perhaps, in expressing themselves here, forget i; 
what I stated the other day, that every word t 
spoken by an American Senator, in his place, in 
relation to this movement, must either aid the 
cause of liberty, or injure it, in Europe. 

It has been stated here, by one of is most in- | 
telligent and experienced members of this body— 
by a gentleman for whose talents I esteem him as 
highly as any man in this body—the honorable li 
and distinguished gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. || 
Berrren,] that the constitution of Hungary was, | 
in some measure, an unjust one toward the infe- i; 
rior races of Hungary. That is not the exact || 


i become a republican since his exile; that he was 
| not a republican in his prosperity. But, sir, I say 


i and intense interest. 
| of Hungary and rejoiced in their victories; and] | 


‘these harsh sayings have been unintentional. I 


! it will be misunderstood abroad. There is nota 


! American Senate, rises up and states that Kossuth 


t what wall be the effect abroad? | 


_ ought to hesitate long before he would embark 
| this great country in any of those dangerous con- 
! vulsions of Europe. 
! forced into the convulsions of France in 1789, no 


i: itate long before they would commit themselves | 
{| to such a principle as intervention. 
l? understand this resolution to be any such commit- | 
| tal. 
j suth himself may expeet: it is only what this || 
‘country may choose to perform. No doubt he 


tions of Europe. But honorable Senators forget 
me thing—and. the honorable Senator from Ala- 
bama fie .. Ciemens] forgot it—that the object of 
Kossuth and his associates was to renderthe con- 

itution of Hungary equal toward all those in- | 
ferior races. I do not care for some of thosepretty | 


of them are libels. If there is a man living who 
has endeavored to give equal liberty, not only to 


is now in this country. Rermitme here to say, in 
this Senate, that my reading of the history of their 
struggle is this: The associates of Kossuth, who 
‘surrounded him—who were the ruling and domi- 
nant men of the Maygars—did what is very sel- 
dom done in any country: they stript themselves 
of their own power, they voluntarily cast off their 
privileges, and spontaneously elevated those infe- 
rior races. {think this is a remarkable example 
in the history of the world. 

Take, now, the speech of the honorable Senator | 
from Alabama to-day, in relation to this distin- 
guished man, and I ‘ask, in the sincerity of my 
heart, after a distinguished man has been invited 
to your shores, whether it is. magnanimous, 
whether it is American, whether it is republican, 
to make any disparaging comparisons between 
him and others? One Senator runs a parallel be- 
tween Kossuth and Lafayette. Another tells you 
that Kossuth is no republican, or that he has only | 


here, that I have followed his course with deep 
I have followed the armies 


co not hesitate to say that there have been more | 
unpleasant and hard things said of Kossuth in this 
Senate than have been said of him in all Europe, | 
except by the bribed and hireling prints of some 
of the despots of the Old World. I know that 


know that there is the best feeling for Kossuth 
here. I want to express this, because I am afraid 


gentleman who opposes this resolution that does | 
not at this moment delight at the idea of seeing 
Kossuth in this country, and who would not re- 
joice in the supremacy of the principles he now 
advocates. But it will not go abroad to the world | 
in this way. When a Senator in his place, in the | 


is no republican, that he was a Jeader of despots, 


It would, Mr. President, be exceedingly un- 
seemly in me to say anything looking toward the 
violation of that great principle of American poli- 


cy—the principle of non-intervention in foreign 
affairs. It would be ungracious; it would be un- 
becoming. And here I would say, that I regret 


as much as any man living some of those theories 
which are brought to this country by very honest 
and well-meaning individuals, but which are not į 
at all applicable to the condition of the people of | 
the United States. I regret these things. Every | 
American statesman—every man who thinks— 


Tf this country had been 


one can tell the effect it would have had on the : 
liberties of the country. So of the convulsion of | 
1848. Although that seemed to be a more general | 
one, we see how it has terminated. Hence I do 
not wonder that experienced Senators should hes- | 

i 


But I do not ; 


Far from it. It doesnot matter what Kos- 


Hi 
! 


i 
| 
l 


would have been delighted to have this country | 
unite with England to check Russia, and prevent ; 
Russia from crushing his country, in case another 
revolution should arise. 

Mr. DAVIS. He expects that. 


i 
`i 
l$ 
ji 


l 


I may say that the character of Kossuth was 
formed in an Austrian dungeon. He is one of the 


| most remarkable men cf the present age. He has 


recently told more political truths in England than 
they have heard for half a century. This is the 
man that comes here. Gentlemen ask why he 
does not come as an emigrant? Why, sir, if you 
gave him the whole United States he could not 
stay amongst you with the feeling that now pos- 
sesses his heart. He has but one feeling, and that 
isa high and noble one—the redemption of his 
own country. He comes to this country expect- 
ing that we might aid him in the accomplishment 
of that object. I did believe that this resolution 
could have done so, and I think so now. It coule 
have helped his cause without any fear of inter- 
vention, if, without any debate, Kossuth could 
have been received here in this Hall and in the 
other branch of the National Legislature, quietly, 
silently, and with dignity. That of itself, in con~ 
nection with what has taken place in England, 
would have prevented any intervention with Hun- 
gary in case of another revolution, That is my 
opinion. {t was not necessary for this country to 
give any pledge—any promise which might de- 
ceive Louis Kossuth. No, it ought uot to have 
done so. But had we received hina quietly and 
unanimously, the effect of that, in connection with 
what is now taking place in Europe, would have 
accomplished his objects and he knew it. There 
would have been no necessity for armed interven- 
tien. 

Tt is said that Kossuth has made some import- 
ant remarks since he came to this country: and 
some of our statesmen are a little offended because 
he has spoken about the sovereignty of the peo- 
ple, and has distinguished, as it were, between 
the government and the people. Perhaps he has. 
One thing I know; he has bsen so followed by 
little petty slanders, that I am very unwilling to 
credit anything I hear, until I find it better sub- 
stantiated than it isin any of those papers, and 
particularly the paper from which the Senator 
from Alabama read. So far as America is con- 
cerned, this commenced at Marseilles, and it has 
followed him ever since. F read these accounts 
with a great deal of allowance. I have read all 
his speeches in England, and read thera with 
pleasure. There, as was said by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, in a monarchy, in the pres- 
ence of royalty—you may say a monarchy that 
has acted very liberally towards him and his asso- 


| ciates, and toward Hungary—and | wish they 


would act as liberally towards some other coun- 
tries—he declared himself boldly and fearlessly to 


| be a republican. This ought to bring him some 
| respect in America, and in an American Senate. 


For one, I confess that Lam a little afraid that 
the republicanism of Europe will not be able to 
accomplish much. For, when a king has been 
unfortunate—when a crowned head, who has 
struggled in the cause of royalty, is unfortunate, 


' all the kings and all the crowned heads of the 


world enter into competition to do him honor. He 
is sacred to them, because he has been unfortu- 
nate in their cause. When the last Stuart fled 
from his throne, the monarch of Francereceived him 
in a manner in which he would not have received 
any other man on earth. Why? Because he had 
been unfortunate in the cause of monarchy. But 
when a poor republican becomes unfortunate— 
when a man who has struggled and tried to ele- 
vate his country, and his country has been crushed 
by a conspiracy of monarchs—when such a man 
is unfortunate, and comes to a Republic, the ery 
s, Oh,no! oh, no! Procul, O procul, este profani! 
We cannot sympathize with you without getting 
into trouble. Itis intimated that we might, per- 
haps, insult Russia or Austria. And yet Russia 
and Austria do not hesitate much in putting down 
free countries, and insulting republicanism. I 
look upon this as a melancholy fact; and Į look 
upon it not as a hopeful fact for republicanism 
or for liberty. France scarcely becomes a Re- 


4851, 


poe when she sends an army to crush another 
ittle Republic for assuming the véry same right 
which she assumed for herself. She would. not 
allow the right which she took herself to the Ital- 
ians. America has become a 
Republic. 
her trial; and now that she is 
she says to others, You ma 

battles in your own way. e are safe, and we 
willcontinueso. Thisis goingrather far; and there 
is one thing which, I think, has been carried too 
far: it is the ostentatious parade of this principle 
of non-intervention. We may-act upon it; and it 
may be prudent to act upon it; but why parade it 
before the world? Why tell the despots of the 
world, that no matter what Republic they may 
crush, our hands are tied; that we stand, as it 
were, self-excommunicated from the rest of the 
world in that way. I think it may be very well 
to act upon that principle: and hitherto it has been 


powerful and great, 
fight out your own 


a great and powerful | 
America got some aid in the hout of | 


} 


well. it has, no doubt, made this country great, ; 


But I feel, at the same time, that it is not very 
prudent to parade it before the world, as the per- 
manent, fixed, and unalterable policy of this coun- 
try. I can imagine a state of things—and it was 
suggested by the honorable Senator from New 
Jersey, [Mr. Sroceron]—wherein this principle 
could not be acted upon. If the present appear- 


ance of the world be taken as an indication of the | 


future, God only knows how long we shall be 
permitted to act on this principle. Reaction is 
now triumphant ail over Europe. When it be- 
comes successful universally, who can tell how 
long we shall be permitted to remain here without 
some interference? Be that as it may, it is not the 
question. 

I say again, that it does not matter now whether 
this resolution pass or not. The effect of it has 
been destroyed by this opposition. Kossuth, in 
coming to this country, must have either benefited 
or injured his cause. ` He came to this country to 
benelit his cause. He has said frequently that he 
wants us to unite with England, and form a kind 
of alliance, to prevent the intervention of other 
countries in the affairs of Hungary, and make 
other countries observe the ‘principle of action 
which we have laid down for ourselves. We wish 
to make our principle universal. He says that it 
will not do for any country not to intervene; be- 
cause that would require that country to be unfaith- 
ful in its duty to humanity, There is something 
in that view. He asks us to unite with other lib- 
eral countries, and prevent intervention. This 
country need not give him an assurance that it 
will act on that principle of his. But, by receiving 
him kindly, generously, hospitably, magnani- 
mously, we would have made an eficient impres- 


sion upon him, so that he could go back to Europe } 


and accomplish, perhaps, his object, so far as his 


own country is concerned. But it matters not | 


now what we do, because it seems that the cause 
of Kossuth has not been benefited by the proceed- 
ings which have taken place in this Senate. 

would beg honorable Senators to abstain from 
saying anything with regard to Kossuth which may 
injure his prospects. Tle will go back; and within 
two years from his going back to Europe, mark my 
word for it, there will be seen a revolution in Eu- 
rape such as has never yet been witnessed there. 
Kossuth, in my opinion, is the man, framed by 
misfortune, formed by education, and, if [ may 
be allowed the expression, raised by the hand of 
God, to prepare the materials for that great and, 
I hope, final and successful revolution in Europe. 
Senators may say that he is not a man to compare 
with Lafayette, or this man, or that man. This 
country owes to Lafayelle an immense debt; but 
I say that this age has produced no man to compare 
with Louis Kossuth. He is, in my humble opin- 


ion, in politics and statesmanship what Napoleon | 


was in war. He looks over the whole field of 
Europe. His country is his idol. Noman conld 
be what he is, if he had not that grand ideal be- 
forehim, which he has. He has studied not only 
the politics of Hungary, but of Europe. 

Sir, in England he seems to know her institu- 
tions, her weakness, and her strength, as well as 
Lord John Russell, the Premier. They are aston- 
ished, they are asiounded at it. So with regard 
to France. So with regard to Italy. 
him, therefore, if I may use the expression, as 
raised by the hand of destiny for this great mis- 
sion. The time is arriving; the hour will soon 
come—here ds the man !—here he is amongst us! 


His speeches. thrill all Europe. And the cause 
of Hungary is the cause of all Europe. Every 
man felt that when Hungary was fighting, she 
Was not only fighting her own battles, she was 
fighting the: battles of liberty; she was fighting 
the battles of nationality for the whole civilized 
world. Kossuth will go back to his own country, 
whether you receive him or not—whether you 
give or refuse this little compliment. He goes 
back to Europe. The first revolution that takes 
place there—and that may not be very. far dis- 
tant—my impression is, that Hungary will be 
erect and free again. Hungary cannot be kept 
down unless Europe is kept down. Europe must 
be trodden down first. The fate of Hungary is 
involved in the fate of Europe; and they will not 
keep Europe down—never! never!! 

There is the most extraordinary phenomenon 
in Europe now that ever perhaps was witnessed 
before. There are more men in arms, from the 
Volga to the Rhine, than there were when the bat- 
tle of Leipsic was fought, when Napoleon was at 
the head of his army—when he had aroused all 
Europe. ‘There are more men in arms in Europe 
now than there were then. Napoleon is dead; he 
is not at the head of his army now; he is lying 
buried on the banks of the Seine, and yet Europe 
is now trembling under the tread of armies. Of 
what is Europe afraid? Whereis theenemy? No 
one nation is now afraid of another. No, sir; but 
they have armed against such men as Kossuth; 
against the spirit he brings, and against the prin- 
ciples he enunciates to the world. They have 
armed against the spirit of democracy. I do not 
mean that in a little party sense. I mean it ina 
broad, national, mundane sense. I say now that 
there are no governments on God’s earth possi- 
ble but democracies and absolute govermnents. 
The old governmentsaregiving way. Even Eng- 
land is effete. She will go, and she feels it; and 
her statesmen now are preparing to launch her on 
the tide of democracy. She cannot live longer 
unless it is done. She must go with the Abso- 
lutists or with the Democrats. Fler statesmen see 
it. Why was Kossuth received so warmly there, 
not only by the people, but by the first men of the 
land? hy has Palmerston taken such pains to 
rescue him from the dungeons of Turkey? Why 
is he shown such friendship in England? Si, it 
is because Kossuth is fighting the battle of liberty 
everywhere. All must become absolute govern- 
ments or democracies. Absolutism seems to be 
in the ascendant. Thereseems to be but one mind 
from St. Petersburgh to Lisbon. AJ the princi- 
palities of Europe in that neighborhood, political 
and religious, have become absolute; there all are 
absolutists now. England sees it. She sees that 
if the tide of absolutism prevails, she is excom- 
; municated from the continent of Europe. 
knows and she feels it. fn my opinion it willnot 
be long before England will be launched upon the 
tide of liberty; and that is why England courts 
this country at this time. Shenow turns her face 
to a nation which she rejected, and 1 may say 
despised, for along time. Why does she do it? 
Because she wants this great, young, powerful, 
unconquered and unconquerable country to stand 
at her back in defence of these great principles. 

I say, therefore, that Kossuth, in this re- 
spect, 1s an extraordinary man. His history is 
| one of the most extraordinary that has ever yet 
been known in this world. Take him in his 
Austrian dungeon, where he disciplined his mind 
for the present trial. 
the proudest and oldest aristocracy of Europe, 
the Dictator, as it is said, the organizer of the 
armies of Hungary. 
| in Turkey. It has often happened that men have 
been chased away by Christians, and have found 
reftige under the Crescent. ‘Take, as an illustration, 


it this man, who, as the representative of a country 


I consider |: 


which defended Christianity—that carried the 
Cross triumphant—that man in his country 1s 


finds a refuge—where? Not on the continentof Eu- 
rope, but under the Crescent of Mahomet. Then 
follow him: England and America unite.in obtain- 
ing his release. He comes to England—this ex- 
traordinary man, whose career is more romantic 
than romance—comes there, and how is he re- 
ceived by Englishmen? Ido not speak of mere 
English officials—I do not speak of men in high 
political stations—I speak of the strong, bold, 


i 
j 
| 
| manly heart of the Englishman; who has that 


She | 


Take him at the head of | 


Take him as a prisoner | 


crushed by Christians and Christian nations, and he : 


inborn sense of pride and. independence. which 
scorns the idea that either Austria, Russia, oral 
Europe, would make him shrink from performing 
his duty towards a guest who comes to his coun- 
try. I speak of that. I forgive England. aad 
Englishmen a few of the wrongs which they: in- 
flicted elsewhere, when they show the way in 
which they receive this man... There is something 
great init. As for an Englishman, you could not . 
get him to say that he is afraid of the Czar of 
Russia. You would never hear that from him. 
On the contrary, as was -said by the honorable 
Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Srockrow,] ifan 
Englishman is ingulted in any part of the world, 
there is immediately an English fleet sent. to repel 
that insult. I saw that myself very often, 

Trom England he comes to this country. “We 
propose here to give him a public reception and 
welcome, J before said that I regretted this dis- 
cussion had commenced, but now that it has com- 
menced, now that his name has been brought into 
it, I think it would be ungenerous, and almost 
wanting in magnanimity, to repulse him from us. 
In receiving Louis Kossuth you would do honor, 
not merely to him, but toa great principle. What 
is that principle? It is the very principle of ‘our 
own political existence. Are you afraid to réspect 
a man who is the incarnation of.a great principle, 
when that principle itself is the very principle 
upon which our nation is founded? Tt seems tò 
me that such should be the case. But this is said 
to be an empty honor. Very well; if it be an 
empty honor, why not give it to the Governor of 
Hungary, whom all acknowledge was once the 
Governor of Hungary? Te was the governor of 
a grèat nation. Is not that sufficient to authorize 
his reception? I think so, and I believe that he 
will be Governor of Hungary again. I hope s0; 
and I trust that this Republic will do everything 
a great nation can do to give him encouragement, 
and bid him God speed ! : 

Mr. FOOTE next obtained the floor, and made 
a few remarks relative to his connection with the 
subject under consideration, he report of them 
has been withheld for revision.] 

Without finishing, he gave way for a motion to 
adjourn. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wrpwnespar, December 10, 1851. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER announced the following gen- 
tlemen to constitute on the part of the House, the 
members of the Joint Committee on Printing, viz: 
Mr. Gormay, Mr. Haven, and Mr. STANTON of 
Kentucky. 

Mr. COBB gave notice, under the rule, of his 
intention to ask leave to introduce a bill to enable 
the proper Department so to construe the act of 
June 28, 1850, granting bounty land to the officers, 
musicians, and soldiers of the American Army 
since the year 1790, as to embrace all persons who 
may have been mustered into, received pay from, 
and were mustered out of service by the General 
Government. 

Mr. HALL, by unanimous consent of the 
House, introduced a bill, of which previous notice 
had been given, “granting to the State of Missouri 
the right of way and a portion of the public lands, 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Han- 
nibal to St. Joseph, in that State.” 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ténnessee, moved that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolre 
itself into Committee of the Whole upon the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. H. said, if the House will indulge me ma 
solitary remark, I will state that my object in 
moving to go into Committee of the Whole is to 
take up the joint resolution making land warrants 
assignable. 

The question was put and the motion was agreed 
to. 
So the House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Ricnarpson in the chair.) i 

Mr. HARRIS. If it s ip a cet now 
move to take up joint resolution No. f, ex- 
planatory of the act approved Septeniber 28, 1850, 
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sity forit. What we propose to effect to-day, can | 
easily be effected before a single week shall have 
passed away. No delay will be caused by wait- | 
Iing until we can inform ourselves in regard to the 
contents of these resolutions. With respect to | 
one of them, it seems to me—although I may 
have misapprehended it—that it directly throws 
upon the Treasury of the United States expenses 
which ought perhaps to be borne by the pos- 
sessor of the land warrant himself. It provides 
that the owner of the land warrant, if it be 
assigned, shall be responsible for all the charges 
connected with it, but that if the land warrant 
is not assigned, and is in the possession of the 
original holder, then the Treasury of the United 
| States shall pay all the charges of the register and 
receiver, who-are engaged in locating and record- 
ingit. Ido not know the preciseamount of these 
charges. I do not know what they amount to 


entitled “ An act granting bounty land to certain 
officers. and soldiers who were engaged in the 
military service of the United States.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is in order. 
The committee can determine what business it will {| 
first take up. z 

Mr. KING, of New York. Does not the rule 
require that we shall take up the business in the 
order in which it stands upon the Journal? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. KING. Then I desire to know what is 
the first business in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The President’s message is 
the first business in order. The gentleman from | 
Tennessee must move to pass that by, in order 
to take up the joint resolution to which he has 
referred. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I make that motion. 

The motion to pass by the President’s message 
was then agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS then moved to take up for con- 
sideration joint resolution No. 1, in relation to the 
assignability of bounty land warrants; which mo- | 
tion was agreed to. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. HARRIS. With the indulgence of the 
committee, Í propose to make a brief statement 
as to the objects to be effected by the passage of the 
series of resolutions which I had the honor to 
introduce. 

The object of the first resolution is to make the 
bounty land warrants, the issuance of which was 
authorized by the act of 28th September, 1850, 
assignable. 

Of the 2d, is to authorize the registers and re- 
ceivers of the United States land offices, to charge 
and receive for the location of these warrants the 
same rate of compensation that they would be en- | 
titled to where the land was sold at public sale at | 
$1 25 per acre, to be paid by the Government of 
the United States where the location is made for 
the soldier or his heirs, and m all other cases to be 
paid by the assignee or holder of the warrant. 

Of the 3d, to provide for the same rate and 
character of compensation to registers and receiv- 
ers for services already rendered in the location of 
this class of warrants. 

Of the 4th, to extend the provisions of the act 
of 28th September, 1850, to all commissioned and | 
non-commissioned officers, musicians, and pri- 
vates, who have been mustered into the service of 
the United States to suppress or prevent Indian 
hostilities, and who have served asufficient length 
of time to entitle them to bounty land under the 

rovisions of that act. 

OF the 5th, to extend the provisions of the act 
of 28th September, 1850, to the militia, volunteers, ( 
and State troops, who have been called out by the l Mr. CARTTER objected, The committee was, 
law or exceutive authority of any State, and whose ji he said, the proper place for amendments. 
services have heen recognized and paid for by the i 
Government of the United States. i 

‘The necessity of the passage of the resolutions 
under consideration addresses itself with so much į 
foreeto the sound judgment and discretion of every || 
Jeman upon th yor, that I should regard i} 
If as trespassing unnecessarily upon the time f 


| 


i 
4 


| 


|| Secretary of the Interior informs us in his late 
! report, that the total number of these land war- 
| rants, issued under the act of the 28th of Septem- 
Í ber, 1850, will be at least two hundred and fifty | 
thousand. Now I am not prepared to say that it | 
| ig not right and proper that the Govern ment should 


ie 

; pay these charges, but it is at any rate a fair mat- 
ter for consideration. It is known to those gen- | 
tlemen who were in the last Congress, that I 
offered strong opposition to certain features of the 
bounty land bill, but I do not intend to offer any 
opposition to these resolutions, or even to vote 
against them, as I understand that it is the general 
feeling of the House that they shall pass. 1 will, 
however, respectfully suggest to the mover of these 
resolutions, that he should allow the committee to 


winted, we shall again go into Committee of the 
Vhole on the state of the Union, and pass them 
I move that the committee do nowrise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committeé then rose, and the Speaker hav- 


mittee reported that they had had joint resolution 


conclusion thereon. 
Mr, EVANS moved that joint resolution No. 1 
be printed. 


mous consent, presented an amendment, [a cop 
of which could not be procured,] which he intend- 
ed to offer to the resolution at the proper time. 
Mr. DUNHAM asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to lay upon the table and have 
winted an amendment to the resolution, which he 
; Intended to offer at the proper time. 


dering the joint resolution and the amendment of 
Ar. hy 


it was agreed to. 
TRANSFER OF BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. 


unanimous consent of the House to introduce a} 
shill af w 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrrr] objected to | 
iis introduction at that time, because he did not 
know the contents of it. He now understands it, | 


` ” By . . 
patience of the commitice, to detain them with | 
awmi of comment upon tt : 

Mr EVANS. 


{ do net intend to offer any re- 
of theseresolutions. ‘That | 
be made as- i: 
: wherher they ought ever to i: 
iad, is another question. I cani 
ngeman who has introduced this |} 


i 
n concerned, Ido not |, 


try and to the parties more particularly interested | 
demand that T should press the bill upon all ocea- 
sions, and I therefore again ask leave to introduce 
i Tt is simply a bill to authorize the transfer of | 
bounty laad warrants issued under the act of the 
28th September, 1850, granting bounty land to the 
officers and privates of the American Army since 
1780. ' 

There being no objection, the bill was intro- 
duced, and read a first and second time. 
Tr. COBR. I now move to put the bill upon 
ge, and call for the previous question. 
ir. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Is it in order to 
-move to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. His in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would submit this ques- 
tion of order to the consideration of the Chair: 
When a bill is before us and there is a call for the 


be apparent to every gender 
understand what itis. The 1 tions are very | 
long. I have heard them read twice, with great | 
attention, and yet I am not able to comprehend | 
them. ‘There may be a great deal more in the | 
resolutions than meets the eye. There may he a : 
reatdeal more in them than strikes us at first hear- 
ing, and there ough 


he 
solution 


on agar 
not to be passed with-si 


' upon a single warrant. Put I do know that the |} 


rise, in order that the resolutions may be printed, |} 
with the understanding that as soon as they are |! 


ing resumed the chair, the chairman of the com- |! 


No. 1 under consideration, and had come to no j; 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, by unani- | 


The question was then taken on the motion or- |; : < 7 
: | : OY- li certain quantity of land to the State of Iowa for 


Tansuaur, of Kentucky, to be printed, and j 


Mr. COBB. A few days ago I asked the |; 


h previous natice had been given. The |: 


and is in favor of its passage. Duty to my coun- |: 


i 


Dec. 10, 


| question will be sustained, for a member to make 
‘another motion? I submit that the gentleman 
| from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] is too late in ma- 


|! king his motion. If the previous question is not 


sustained, then farther motions will be in order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cuixeman]is correct. The motion 
| to refer cannot be entertained pending the call for 
| the previous question. 

The question was then taken on sustaining the 
call for the previous question; and, on a count, 
there were—ayes 93, noes 31—no quorum voting. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Ropinson and Coss were 
appointed, 

The question being again taken, there were— 
ayes 91, noes 24—still no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER stated, that if there was no 
objection the count would be taken over again. 

There being no objection, the tellers resumed 
their places; and a new count having been had, 
there appeared—ayes 109, noes 25. 

So the previous question was sustained. 

The main question on the engrossment of the 
bill was then ordered; and the bill being en- 
| grossed was then read a third time. r 

The question now being, ‘* Shall the bill pass??? 

Mr. COBB demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded, and under the operation 
thereof, the bill was passed. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I ask leave to introduce a bill 
of which previous notice has been given. 


NAVAL COMMITTEE. 

' Mr. ROSS. I rise to a privileged question. I 
‘ have had the honor of being appointed a member 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. I regret to 
‘say that Lam under the necessity of asking the 
House to excuse me from serving on that com- 
mittee. Imake the request, not with any disre- 
spect to the honorable chairman or any mem- 
ber of that committee, but for reasons which 
are entirely satisfactory to my own mind, and 
i whtch leave me no other alternative. I hope the 
: House will excuse me. 

The question was then taken, and he was ex- 
| cused. 
| Mr. FICKLIN, by unanimous consent, intro- 
| duced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, to protect actual settlers on the lands on the 
line of the Central Railroad and branches, by grant- 
ing preémption rights thereon; which was read a 
first and second time by its tide, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLARK asked leave to introduce a bill, of 
i which previous notice had been given, to grant a 


i 
i 
i 
i 


i 
| 
1 
| 


the purpose of aiding said State in the construction 
| of a railroad from Dubuque to Keokuck. 

Mr. CARTTER objected, and inquired of the 
! Chair what was the regular order of business? 

The SPEAKER said, the regular order of busi- 
ness was to call the States for petitions. 

Mr. CARTTER asked if it would not be in 
‘order to take up the President’s message and to 
` refer it to appropriate committees? 

, The SPEAKER said that it would not be strictly 
in order. 


On motion by Mr. JOHN W. HOWE, by 


| unanimous consent, leave was granted to withdraw 


‘from the files of the House, for the purpose of 
| reference to one of the executive departments, the 
petition and papers of John Morrison, asking for 
: bounty lands under the law of 1859. 
THE PRESIDENT’ S MESSAGE. 

Mr. CARTTER. I now move that the House 
| proceed to take up the President’s message, and 
- to refer it to the appropriate committees. My ob- 


i| ject in making that motion is to furnish the stand- 


“Ing committees with their legitimate business, so 


| that they may organize and go to work. IT would 


‘inquire whether the message is now before the 
| House, or whether it has been referred to the 
| Comnuittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 
| “The SPEAKER said it had been so referred. 

i Mr. CARTTER. Then I movethat the House 
! do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, with the view of taking 


inconsistent with sound leg 


ation to proceed with | 
such unseemly haste. i 


egi : previous question, is jt in order, while the Chair 
Neither is thereany peces- |: 


is in the act of ascertaining whether the ‘previous +: 


; up the President’s message, and distributing it 
: between the several standing committees. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. SMART objected, and called for the regu- 
lar order of business. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] was a privi- 
leged motion. The regular order of business was 
to call the States for petitions; but the gentleman 
had the right, under the rule, to move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to go into committee, and it was not agreed to. | 
SEATS FOR THE REPORTERS. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous 
consent, from the select committee appointed on 
‘Wednesday last to inquire into the practicability 
of procuring, within the bar of the House, suit- 
able seats for the Reporters of the Congressional | 

Globe, reported the following resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be and he is herchy au- | 
thorized and directed to provide three chairs for the Report- | 
ers for the Congressional Globe, to be placed in front of the | 
Clerk’s desk, similar to the chairs occupied by the Report- | 
ers on the floor of the Senate. 


The resolution having been read, 
My. STEPHENS said: I will barely remark, 
that upon investigation we have found that three | 


1 
i 
t 
t 


chairs may be placed directly in front of the Clerk ’s | 
desk for the Reporters of the Globe without at all 
incommoding the House. If they should, they | 


{ i oe 
|| them, and authority to call upon the Departments 
li for explanation and information. I therefore 
ii move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
ji mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
i Mr. HOUSTON. The House is aware that 
| the message has not. yet been printed. I had 
intended myself to make a motion similar to that 
: just made by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
| hardly see the utility of the motion. I think, 
| therefore, the gentleman had better withdraw his 
| motion for the present. 
| Mr. JONES. The message has been printed in 
| the papers. lt has not, to be sure, been printed 
| by our public printer and laid upon our tables. 
i When that will be done, the Lord only knows. 
{Laughter.] If we have to wait until we receive 
it from the publie printer, with the documents 
' which accompany it, we shall be obliged to wait 
for three months, at least. 
Several Mempers. Five months. 
Mr. JONES continued. My experience is, that 

it is not common to wait for these documents to 


referring it; but if it is the pleasure of the House 


| 
i to wait that time, I have no objection. 


| draw his motion? 


| The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
| Mr. JONES. No, sir, Ido not. The House | 


can be removed. I move the previous question on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; which question being put, 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the vote 
just taken be reconsidered, and that that motion 
be laid upon the table; which latter motin was 
agreed to. 

: PETITIONS. 

The SPEAKER stated that the States would be 
called for petitions, commencing with the State of 
Maine. 

On motion by Mr. LETCHER, by unanimous 
consent leave was granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the petition and papers of Rich- 
ard Pool. 


ADVANCES BY NEW HAMPSHIRE. | 


Mr. PEASLEE, by unanimous consent of /! 


the House, and in pursuance of previous notice, 
introduced a bill authorizing the payment of inter- 


est to the state of New Hampshire for advances |; 


made for the use and benefit of the United States, 
in repelling invasion and suppressing insurrection | 
at Indian Stream, in said State; which was read a | 
first and second time by its title, and referred to ; 


Mr. TUCK. 
House which authorizes the presentation of peti- | 
tions without detaining the House; and believing 
that we shall do nothing else that will be useful, I 
move that the House do now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


agreed to. _ ys 

Mr. WALBRIDGE presented the petition of | 
Lemuel Hudson and Ephraim Sharp, which was | 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
MINT OF THEUNITED STATES AT NEW YORK. : 


Mr. BRIGGS, by 


given, to establish a Mint of the United States in || 


t 


the city of New York; which was read a firstand |, 


second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. i 


REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
already heard that petitions may be presented here : 
under the rule of the House without wasting its | 


time. It is important that the standing committees E 


should have some basis upon which to commence | 
their work; and preparatory to that, it is neces- ; 
sary to dispose of and refer the various subjects | 
treated of in the President’s annual message to the 


proper committees. That message has been re- i! 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state |; 


ofthe Union. Now, I think the proper course |; 
for us to pursue, is to go into committee, and refer | 
it to the appropriate standing committees, and let | 
those committees meet and report when they may |; 
think proper. It is right that they should have | 


jurisdiction over the subjects to be referred to 


unanimous consent, intro- |i 
duced a bill, of which previous notice had been |! 


Hf 
The House have |: s t at 
: Brown, for balance of claim; which was referred | 


f 


t 


may vote it down if they wish. | 
Mr. GORMAN. I hope the gentleman from | 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones] will withdraw his motion. 
E doubt not, there are other gentlemen in the} 
House in the same situation with myself, in rela- ' 
| tion to this matter. Papers have been referred to 


withdrawn, except upon motion. 


The rules of the House require that previous 
notice shall be given of intention to introduce a 
bill. Now, when the States are called for peti- 
! tions, members are also allowed to give notice of 


their intention to introduce bills, as well as present į 
Lhope, therefore, it will be the pleasure } 


| 
| petitions. 
lof the gentleman from Tennessee to withdraw, 
| for the present, his motion to go into committee. 

| Mr. JONES then withdrew his motion. 

i Petitions were then called for from the State of 
! New York; and 

Mr. JENKINS presented several. 

On motion by Mr. HAVEN, by unanimous 


t consent, it was ordered that the petition of Silas 


|! papers, be withdrawn from the files, and referred 


A Pyne ii to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
the Committee on the Judiciary. — . f 


I believe there is a rule of this | 


INSOLVENT DEBTORS. 


Mr. HAVEN gave notice that he would to- ; 


; morrow, or on the earliest day practicable, ask 
| leave to introduce a bill to reénact and continue in 
| Operation certain acts for the relief of insolvent 
| debtors of the United States. 

: On motion by Mr. SACKETT, it was 


i Ordered, That the petitions and papers of Jacob Kerr 


| and that the former be referred to the Committee on Private 
' Land Claims, and the latter to the Committee on Revolu- 


i tionary Pensions. 


Mr. HART presented a petition from Samuel 
F. Butterworth; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. KING, of New York, it 
was 


Ordered, That the petitions and papers of Ira Baldwin 
and Daniel R. Granger, be taken froin the files of the 


{ 


Private Land Claims, and the latter to the Comfhittee on 


+t Invalid Pensions. 
} 


Mr. PRICE presented the petition of Jesse D. 


to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. ROBBINS presented the resolution of the 
| grand inquest for the eastern district of Penn- 
: Sylvania, for the extension of the buildings occu- 
pied by the Philadelphia post-office; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


lution providing for per diemand mileage to John 
S. Littell, as contestant of the seat of John Rob- 
: bins, jr., in the Thirty-first Congress. 
| Mr? JONES, of Tennessee, objected; and the 
resolution was not received. 


| Jones,] but until the message is printed, I can | 


: be officially printed and laid upon our tables before | 


committees during the last Congress; they are | 
now upon file in the Clerk’s office, and cannot be | 
But [hope the | 
motion will be withdrawn for another reason. | 


| Champion for a pension, and the accompanying | 


and Adam Garlock, be taken from the files of the House, | 


i House, aud that the former be referred to the Committec on | 


Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania, asked the unani- | 
mous consent of the House to introduce a reso- 


Mr. MeNAIR presented a petition of sundry 
citizens of Delaware county, 
tive to a modification of the bounty land ‘act of 
28th September, 1850; which was referred‘ to the 
Committee on Public Lands. - i : 

On motion by Mr. CHANDLER, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files, for the purpose 
of reference to the War Department, the mêmo- 
rial and papers of Mary Ann Beecher. 


On motion by Mr. CLINGMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Fielding G. 
Brown be withdrawn from the files of the House, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Tnvalid Pensions. 

Mr. RIDDLE presented a petition from Dela- 
ware, $ 


THE PRINTERS’ MEMORIAL. 


Mr. WALSH presented the memorial of the 
Congress of Printers upon the subject of the mode 
of giving out the Congress printing, and suggest- 
ing that a committee of three practical printers be 
authorized to act with a committee of Congress to 
fix the proper rates of compensanión for the pub- 
lie printing, and praying a discrimination in favor 
of practical printers in awarding a contract for 
printing. 

Mr. W. said that the respectable source from 
which it came commended it to the attention. of 
the House. 

The memorial having been read, 

Mr. WALSH moved that it be referred to a 
select committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that it be re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Printing; which. mo- 
| tion was agreed to. . 


On motion by Mr. WALSH, it was 


| Ordered, Vhat the petition and papers of John Gallagher 
be taken from the files of the House, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. BOWIE presented sundry petitions; which 
were appropriately referred. 

On motion by Mr. FAULKNER, it was 
| Ordered, That the petition and papers of Jacob T'hody be 
taken from the files of the House, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
i| Mr. F. also presented several petitions. 
|. Mr. McMULLIN presented a petition. 


| ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 

Mr. STROTHER. I desire to introduce a bill, 
under leave of the House, of which previous notice 
has already been given, for the reliefof the Orange 
i| and Alexandria Railroad Company. 

1 Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. STROTHER. I presume the gentleman 
| will not object when I tell him that 1 only desire 
to introduce the bill and have it referred to the 
appropriate committee, I ask that it be reported 
for information. 

‘| The bill was then read. 

Mr. JONES, I would like very much to ac- 
commodate the gentleman, but I will say this to 
him, that if the State of Virginia will come here 
and ask this Government to pay the $120,000 
| which she says she has advanced to it, I will vote 
|! to pay it, but I am not going to vote money for 


| 


i] the construction of railroads in that country. 
Mr. STROTHER. I should be glad if the gen- 
| feman would postpone his objections to the bill 
| until it comes regularly before the House ‘upon 
i the report of the committee, at which time I hope 
‘| to be able to relieve his mind from the difficulties 
ypon the subject. Of course I shall not go into a 
' discussion of the question now. If the gentleman 
from Tennessee will not withdraw his objection, I 
will move that the rules be suspended, in order to 
afford mean opportunity to introduce the bill, 
The SPEAKER said it was not in order to 
move a suspension of the rules for any such pur- 
; pose except on Mondays. 


On motion by Mr. MeMULLIN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of George W. 
Hopkins, of Virgivia, be withdrawn from the files of the 
House, and referred to the Cominittee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, 
it was ` 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Daniel Steenrod 
be withdrawn trom the files of the House, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. McMULLIN gave notice that at some 
future time he would ask leave to introduce a bill 
appropriating five hundred thousand acres of land 
i to the Virginia and Tennessee Railroad. 

Mr. JACKSON presented a memorial from 


ëT 


ennsylvania, rela- 


+ 
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Thomas M. Newell, a captain in the Navy, ask- | 
ing for foll pay during the period he was sus- | 
pended from command; which, with the papers 
on the files of the Elouse on the same subject, was | 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. — 

“Mr. COBB asked leave to introduce a bill, of 
which previous notice had been given, for the re- 
lief of William J. Price. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I dislike very much to | 
object to the motion of the gentleman from Ala- 
bam, [Mr. Cons;] but if these things are allowed 
to go on in this way, we shall never reach the | 
State of Illinois. 

Mr. COBB then presented the petition of Wil- 
liam J. Price; which, with the papers on the files 
of the House in support of the claim, were referred | 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


COMMITTER OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. SMITH. J have been appointed upon the |; 
Committee of Claims, and I desire respectfully to į 
ask the House to excuse me from serving on that 
committee. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Mr. Speaker—- | 

Mr. SMITH. I Hope the gentleman is not | 
about to interpose any objection. I have reasons 
which, in my opinion, are ample. I do not ask it 
out of any disrespect to the source of appointment, 
nor from any disposition, on my part, to shrink ; 
from the labor it imposes; but, as I have remarked, | 
I have ample reasons for the request, and I hope 
the Honse will grant it. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I rise simply to say that the 
gentieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ross] asked 
this morning to be discharged from service on one 
of the committees of the House. He gave no rea- 
son for the request, but merely stated that his rea- 
sons were suchas were satisfactory to himself; | 
and upon that statement he was excused, Another 
gentleman now, under similar circumstances, 
makes the same request, but gives no reasons upon 
which the House is to base its action. Now, l 
desire to propound this question to the House: If | 
we go on to grant every request of this nature i 
which is presented, without any reasons being | 
given for granting such requests, what will become 
of the business of this House, or of the country? 
That is the suggestion [ wish to make. 

Mr. SMITT. T have no doubt the committees 
will remain full; there are a plenty of gentlemen 
who are willing to serve upon them. I trust, after 
one gentleman has this morning been excused, 
without giving his rensons, specially, the same | 
courtesy will be extended to me. 

The question was then taken, and Mr. Sari 
was excused. 


NOTICE TO LOUIS KOSSUTH. 


Mr. SMITE. I give notice that on to-morrow, | 
or some subsequent day, I will ask leave to intro- : 
duce a joint resolution requiring the Secretary of 
State wo furnish Louis Kossuth with copies of the | 
acts of Congress which define treason and mis- 
demeanors against the United States. The resolu- | 
tion also further contemplates that if, after the read- | 
ing of these laws, he should continue to make such | 
speeches as he has made since his arrival in New 
York, inciting the young men of the country to || 
take up arms against a nation with which the | 
United States is at peace, it shall be the solemn | 
duty of the President to have him arrested, (laugh- | 
ter,) and detained until satisfactory assurances be 
given that he will cease his efforts to enlist the 
coöperative aid and armed interference of the peo- ; 
ple of these Hiates in favor of Hungary. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS objected. i 


i 

t 

| 
5 i 
introduce a bill? i 
rectly, when the question is presented by the in- i 
troduction of a bill, if objection be made, the ques- || 
tion arises, “ Will the House receive it?” and upon f 
that question there is something upon which they | 
can act definitely. I only desire that we may un- , 


ji 
derstand these rules correctly, so that we may start || 


| Daniel Slack, of Batavia, in relation to the Mex- 


right. My information is, that when the proper || 
time arrives, any gentleman may give any notice || 
he pleases, and no one has the right to object. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think the gen- | 
tleman from Illinois (Mr. Racnarpsoy] will, upon ,, 


reflection, see he isin error. The practice of the jj 


House has been, that when a member asks the f 


unanimous consent of the House to give notice of 
the introduction of a bill, if objection be made, he 
cannot give such notice. If it beon Monday he 
may move a suspension of the rules, and the dif- 
ficulty may be avoided. But in order to afford 
every one an opportunity of giving notice prepara- 
tory to the introduction of a bill, a rule has been 
adopted providing that-notice may be given by 
the filing of it with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of 
any express rule with reference to giving notice 
of the introduction of bills, except that referred 
to by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonxs.] 
The Chair will remark, however, that it has been 
the usual practice of this body to give such notice 
by general consent. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I desire toask 
my honorable friend from Alabama (Mr. Smita] 
whiether it is his intention in offering this joint res- 
olution to reénact the “ Alien and Sedition ” law? 

Several Memuers. ‘Order! order”? 

The SPEAKER. No discussion is in order. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I call for the 
regular order of business. 

Mr. SMITH. I will answer the interrogatory 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Sranron.] 
Ido not desire to reénact the “ Alien and Sedi- 
tion” law, but we wantno more “Pampero”? 
expeditions. The object of this resolution is to 
warn Kossuth of the ground on which he stands, 
and to remind the public officers of their duty. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in or- 
der. 

Mr. SMITH. Well, but I do not understand 
the decision of the Chair as to whether I have the 
right to give this notice. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentieman has the right, under the rule, to give 
the notice, by filing it with the Clerk at any time. 

On motion by Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, it 
was 

Ordered, That the petitions and papers of John It. 
Thompson be withdraws trom the files of the House, and 
referred to the Commitice of Claims. 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, by unanimous con- 
sent, gave notice that he would, at the earliest day 
practicable, ask leave to introduce a bill, entitled 
w An act to make a grant of public lands to the 
Staie of Louisiana for the purpose of constructing 
railroads in said State.” 

Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, and in 
pursuance of previous notice, asked leave to intro- 
duce a bill further to extend the time of locating 
‘Virginia military land warrants, and for return- 
ing surveys thereon to the General Land Office ; 
whieh was read a first and second time by its title 
and referred to the Committee oa Public Lands. 

Mr. GIDDINGS presented a petition. 

Mr. BARRERE presented a memorial from 


ican indemnity. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio, presented a petition. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, presented a 
petition from B. B. Bennett, of Kentucky, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


NEWSPAPERS TO MEMBERS. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce a reso- 
olution; which was read forinformation as follows, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House furnish to each 
member such newspapers as he may desire, not exceeding 
in amount that allowed to members of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected to the intro- 
duction of the resolution. ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS inquired of the Chair whether 
the resolution was not in order under the rules as 
a part of the organization of the House? 

The SPEAKER responded in the negative. 


HOMESTEADS. \ 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill, of which previous notice 
had been given, to encourage agriculture, com- 
merce, and manufactures, and other branches of 
industry, by granting to any man who is the head 
of a family and a citizen of the United States, a 
homestead of one hundred and sixty acres of land 
out of the public domain, upon condition of occu- 
pancy and cultivation of the same for a period 
therein specified; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I rise for the 
purpose of asking of the House to be discharged 
from service on the Committee on Pablic Expend- 
itures. As the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bococx] thinks it incumbent upon gentlemen io 
do so, I will assign the reasons why I wish to be 
discharged from serving on the committee, if thé 
House will indulge me two or three minutes in 
explanation. In the first instance, I will state that 
I do not ask to be excused from serving on this 
committee out of any disrespect to the Speaker, 
as, I think, he will bear me witness. If there is 
honor or emolument flowing from serving as 
chairman of said committee, I desire no longer 
to enjoy such honor or emolument, having enjoyed 
them heretofore. I will assign another reason, 
and a very good one, it seems to me, and that is, 
when you come to examine the rules of the House, 
which define the jurisdiction of this committee, 

ou will find that the Committee of Ways and 
Means: by the same language in which it is con- 
ferred upon the Committee on Public Expendi- 
tures, have charge of every subject that could pos- 
sibly come within the range and jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Public Expenditures. In 
addition to this, there are six other committees 
that have jurisdiction of all that could reasonably 
come within the range of the duties of the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures, producing such a 
conflict of jurisdiction that it makes the Commit- 
tee on Public Expenditures a perfect. nullity, and 
in fact does away with the necessity of the com- 
mittee altogether. 

I will say, in this connection, that, humble as I 
am, I have no desire to occupy a position as chair- 
man of a committee which has no duties to per- 
form. I will repeat, if there are emoluments or 
honor to be derived as chairman of this commit- 
tee, I have enjoyed themas longasI desire. There 
is one other reason I would name: Jama mem- 
ber of one other committee, which, in all proba- 
bility, will have much labor to perform. I hope, 
therefore, that the House will kave no hesitancy 
in excusing me from service upon this committee. 

The question was then taken, and Mr. Jouwson 
was excused. 

Mr. GORMAN, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, to supply the State of Indiana with the 

eficiency in former grants of lands for the use of 
the State University; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and, with certain memo- 
rials upon the files of the House, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


KOSSUTH AGAIN. 

Mr. ROBINSON asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a joint resolution pro- 
viding that the Congress of the United States, in 
the name and behalf of the people of the United 
States, give Louis Kossuth a cordial welcome to 
the capital of the country; and that a copy of the 
resolution be transmitted to him by the President 
of the United States. 

Objection was made by several, and the resolu- 
tion was not introduced. 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE presented the memo- 
rial of the widow of Q. H. McKee, which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims; the petition 
of E. TI. Taylor, which’ was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals; the petition of 
Thomas L. Judge, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims; the petition and papers of 
Thomas P. Dudley, which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions; and the petition and pa- 
peas of Josiah P. Pilcher, which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FICKLIN presented the petition of Rezin 
C. Martin and eighty-seven others, protesting 
against the employment of Chaplains by Congress 
at the expense of the Government, onconstitutional 
grounds; which was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. BISSELL presented the petition of Mar 
Prettyman for allowance of a pension; whic! 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
‘sions. 

Mr. BISSELL. Ialso present the petition of 
Dr. W. T. G. Morton, for remuneration as dis- 
coverer of étherization. I wish to siate to the 
House, that in this case the petitioner represents 
himself to have been the first person who demon- 
strated by actual experiment the fact, that the 
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inhalation of sulphuric ether rendered the human : 
body msensibie to pain during surgical operations. 
I would state to the House that it is a matter of 
considerable importance; and I ask that a select 
committee of five be appointed to take itin charge. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Chair was 
authorized to appoint the committee. 
‘On motion by Mr. RICHARDSON it was 


‘Ordered, That the petition and papérs of Nicholas BoH- 
vin ‘be withdrawn'from the files and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Ilinois, and Mr. YATES 
of Illinois, presented petitions of certain registers 
and receivers, asking compensation for locating 
military land warrants; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public lands. 

On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Massa- 
chusetts, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Daniel Sampson, ‘praying 
relief on account of blindness, brought on by exposure 
whilst in the service of the United States, as a eaulker in 


the Navy, be taken from the files, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. HALL and Mr. MILLER presented sev- 
eral memorials from the State of Missouri; which 
were appropriately referred. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
House adjourn; which motion was disagreed to. 

On motion by Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, it was 

Ordered, That certain papers in relation to James Me- 


Kall and Charles Fouman, be taken from the files of the, 
House, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Moore and Has- 
call'be taken from the files of the House, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. STUART, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, granting to the State of Michigan the right 
of way and a donation of public lands, for the 
construction of a ship canal around the Falls of 
St. Mary, in said State; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. : 

Mr. PENNIMAN presented a memorial from 
certain registers and receivers, asking for compen- 
sation for services in locating bounty land war- 
rants; which was reférred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill, of which previous notice 
had been given, granting the right of way and ma- 
king a grant of land to the States of Florida and 
Alabama, in aid of the construction of ẹ railroad 
from the waters of the Pensacola Bay, in Florida, 
to Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Cammittee on 
Publie Lands. 

CESSION OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida, asked the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion; which was read for information, as follows, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of granting to the 
States in which they lic, alternate sections of the public 
lands along the line of all railroads, to construct which 
companies have been chartered by the Legislatures of such 
States, to aid in the construction of said railroads. 


Mr. SWEETSER objected, and the resolution | 
was not received. 
On motion by Mr. HOWARD, it was f 


Ordered, That the following petitions be taken from the 
files af the House, and referred as indicated below, viz: 
the petition of Harris and McCulloch to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads; the petitionof Maurice R. 
Simons to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; the peti- 
tions of Captain A. Buchel, John Huff, and G. W. Davis, 
to the Connnittee on Military Affairs ; the petitions of Wil- 
liam Alexander and Charles Pin to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. y 

Mr. CLARK, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following bilis, of which previous notice 
had been given; which were read a first and second 
time by their titles, and referred to the Committee | 
on Public Lands, viz: | i | 

A bill to grant a certain quantity of land to the | 
State of lowa, for the purpose of aiding said State 
in the construction of railroads from Dubuque to 
Keokuck, and frem Davenport to the Missouri | 
river; and ; S , 5 

A bill for the relief of the preémption claimants 
of the land upon which the towns of Fort Madison 
and Burlington, in Jowa, are situated. — 

Mr. HENN, by unanimous consent, introduced 
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| send us against the Government in any of the 


abill, ef which previous notice had been given, 
to provide for the correction of errors in the lota- 
tion of military bounty land warrants, and the | 
entry of lands; which was read a first and second | 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. HENN, the following joint 
resolutions of the Legislative Assembly of the 
State of Iowa, were ordered to be taken from the 
files of the House, and referred to the respective 
committees to which they were heretofore referred: 

A joint resolution for an appropriation for the 
improvement of the Des Moines and Rock River | 
Rapids, on the Mississippi river; 

A joint resolution asking a donation of lands to 
actual settlers; f 

A joint resolution for establishing a land office | 
at Fort Des Moines; and 

A joint resolution respecting saline lands; and | 
a preamble and resolutions on the subject of pro- 
curing from the United States a compensation for 
services and expenses, in defending a portion of 
the territory of the United States against the un- 
Jawful claim to the exercise of authority by the 
State of Missouri. 

On motion by Mr. HENN, it was 

Ordered, That document No. 200, of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, (Treasury Department,) of the first session 
29th Congress, together with the accompanying papers, be 
taken froin the files, and referred to the Comunittee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. HENN asked leave to offer a resolution; 
which was read and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reoceupying Fort j 
Kearny, near the mouth of Platte river; oref establishing 
a new military post at same point on the Missouri river, for 
the protection of the western frontier of the State of lowa 
from Indian depredations. | 

Mr. HENN asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introducea resolution instructing 
the Committee on Military Affairs to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a military post at 
the source of the Humboldt river. 

Mr. SWEETSER objected, and the resolution | 
was not received. 

Petitions and memorials were then presented by 
Messrs. Marsnaxs of California, and McCorkxe. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California, by unanimous | 
consent, introduced a bill, of which previous notice | 
had been given, to create a board of commissian- 
ers for the examination and payment of claims 
against the United States arising out of the con- į 
quest of California; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. FAULKNER, it was 
Ordered, That sundry petitions of citizeps of Virginia, 
asking thatthe military system now in force inthe armories |; 
may be abolished, and that the said armorics may be placed | 
under civil superintendence, be taken from the files of the 
House, and referred to the Committee on Military Atfairs. | 

Mr. VENABLE presented a petition from cit- || 
izens of North Carolina against the employment 
of Chaplains; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


THE LAWS AND PUBLIC ADVERTISEMENTS. i 

Mr. SMART, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, to regulate the publication of the laws of 
the United States, and of the public advertisements; | 
which was read a first and second time by its title; ; 
when | 

Mr. S. moved that the bill be referred to.a select ‘| 
committee of five, to be appointed by the Chair. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that it be | 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; which į 
motion was agreed to. 


PROSECUTION OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. SMART, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill, ef which previous notice had been 
given, to prohibit the prosecution of claims against | 
the United States by heads of Departments, Sena- 
tors, and Representatives in Congress, during the | 
term of their respective offices; which having been 
read a first and second time by its title, | 

Mr. S. asked that it might be put upon its pas- 


sage. | 
Mr. CARTTER called for the reading of the |; 
bill; and it was read. i ! 

Mr. JONES. That is tolerably broad. We! 
are all in the habit here, or atleast I am, of attend- | 
ing to every claim which our constituents may | 


received, directly or indirectly, the. first cent. of 
compensation for such services, Now, this is a 
question which requires ‘some invéstigation, per- . 
haps legislation, and I. will go as far as that 
gentlemen or any other. gentleman, to prescribe 
penalties of the severest character againstimembers 
of Congress who may. or shall prosecute ‘claims 
against the Government for pay. ‘But a “bill 
Should be so guarded as ‘not to prevent others 
from attending te the legitimate demands of their 
constituents against the Government. T- think 
that we cannot here, at this time, properly guard 
and frame a bill to effect these objects.. ‘I Dope, 
therefore, that the matter will be referred to some 
appropriate committee—perhaps that of the Judi- 
ciary would be the most proper one. 

y. SMART. Iwish to say that there jsa 
similar rule of this House in relation to one officer 
of the House at least, providing that he shall not 
prosecute any claim against the Government; and 
there is a penalty affixed to thatrule. That officer, 
it is true, is a subordinate officer of the House; 
‘but fer one, I have no idea of permitting men high 
in station to go unpunished, and visit penalties 
upon the acts of subordinate officers. I think the 
country calls for such a law as this. L have no 
objection to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jongs] to refer, and I think he 
will concur with me in the opinion that such anact 
should be passed by Congress as this bill contem- 
plates. Everybody knows the enormous amount 
of claims that have been presented ofa certain de- 
scription. Everybody knows the‘amount ofcon- 
tingent fees that gentlemen, Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, have obtained in prosecuting these 
claims. Senators and Representatives become 
interested in these claims to an extent almost 
equal to the original claims; and I think it is a 
matter that requires legislation. Why, you have 
upon your statute-book a prohibition that no mem- 
ber of Congress shall make a contract with this 
Government, and yet you see Senators and Rep- 
sentatives taking here $75,000 as contingent fees 
to obtain a claim against this Government. I 
have nothing more to say upon this subject now, 
and move the reference of the subject to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BOCOCK, I wish to ask the gentleman 

from Maine [Mr. Smarr]-one question: Does he 
mean to say that any member of the last Congress 
has received a fee for prosecuting claims? 
Mr. SMART. Notatall. Idid not mean to 
apply my remarks to any member of this House, 
but rumor and the press of the country say that 
Senators have received the enormous amount of 
$75,000 for a single fee. I hope that the matter 
may be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
with instructions to report a bill. 

The bill was so referred. 


PUBLIC EXPENDITURES. 
Mr. SMART. I ask the indulgence of the 
House to present a resolution for obtaining sonye 
information, and I would like to have the unani- 


mous consent of the [Louse upon its passage, 
Mr. JONES. I would inquire if the call ‘for 


: petitions has been gone through with? 


The SPEAKER. Not yet. 

Mr. JONES. Then TI object, and call for the 
regular business. , 

Mr. SMART. The information which I call 
for is very important, and needs to- be before Con- 
gress at an early hour. 

Several Members. Read it; read it. 

The resolution was then read for the informa- 
tion of the House, and is as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to canse to be 
communicated to this House, the whole amount expended 
by the General Government in each State and Territory 
since the year 1789, for forts, arsenals, armories, navy- 
yards, docks, light-houses, beacons, buoys, piers, and all 
publie buildings, including cost of sites, and, as near as can 
be shown, the amount expended, including grants of land, 
in each State, for all works of internal improvement, and 
the probable amount that it will cost in cach State and Ter- 
ritory to complete such forts, arsenals, armories, navy- 
yards, docks, light-houses, beacons, buoys, piers, public 
buildings and works of internal improvements as are at- 


! thorized by Jaw, and now remain unfinished. Also, the 


whole expenditures already incurred, or by law contempla- 
ted, for all public buildings and ail local objects in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, Also, the whole amount expended by 
the Government, including the probable: amount to be ex- 
pended in virtue of existing laws for all the objects above- 
named. Also, the amount expended in each State and 


ii Territory in the removal of the Indians, ineluding the 
i; amount paid to said Indians for vacating lands in each 


| State and Territory aforesaid ; and the cost of each Indian 


i 
| 
Departments, or before Congress, I have never | 


war since 1798, designating the tribes or nations with which 
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we have been at war, and the State or Territory to which 
said tribes or nations belonged while at war with the United 
States; and also, the whole expenditures of the General i 
Government since the year 1789 among the Indians for all | 
other purposes, designating the amount of expense in each 
State and Territory. Also, the amount of money furnished 
„for sick and disabled seamen in each State since 1789, and 
the amount of pensiens and land warrants granted to-citi- 
zens of each State since the year 1789 aferesaid. 

Mr. JONES. The departments, with the aid 
of fifty clerks, could not furnish that information 
by the end of this session. He therefore objected, 
and : 

The resolution was not received. 


KOSSUTH AGAIN. 

Mr. DOTY asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce a joint resolution, of which 
previous notice had been given, tendering a welcome 
to Louis Kossuth, and making an appropriation 
to defray the expenses, under the direction of the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. ORR objected; and the resolution was not 
introduced. 

Mr. DURKEE presented a petition; which was 
appropriately referred., 

Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced 
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a bill, of which previous notice had been given, i 
entitled ‘A bill amendatory of the act entitled ; 


* An act to provide for the holding of the courts of | 
the United States in cases of sickness or other dis- | 
ability of the judges of the district courts,’ ap- i 
proved July 29, 1850;”’ which was read a first and į 
second time by its title. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to refer it to the į 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES. I insist upon the enforcement of 
the rule, and that is to call through the States for 
petitions. Gentlemen whose States have been 
passed, cannot go back and bring up their cases 
again, 

The SPEAKER, The bill just read was re- 
ceived by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES. It was objected to over here. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair did not hear any 
objections. j 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on | 
the Judiciary. | 

| 


Mr. SIBLEY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution calling upon 
the Secretary of War-for information of a local ; 
character. | 

Objection was made, and the resolution was not | 
received. | 

Mr, JONES. I move that the House now ad- ; 
journ. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion, in order that the message | 
upon the Speaker’s table may be taken up. 

Mr. JONES. That would not be in order. The 
call of the States for resolutions would be the next 
business in order. 

The question was taken, and the IIouse then 
adjourned. f 

—— j 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 

By Mr. HENN: A bill to revive and continue in force H 
the provisions of an act entitled t An act granting five į 
years’ half- pay to certain widows and orphans of officers, | 
non commissioned officers, musicians, and privates, both | 
regulars and volunteers, ? approved February 22, 1849. 


y Mr. BISSELL: A bill making a grant of land to the 
several States of the Union, for the benefit of the insane. | 
By Mr. EVANS: A bill to amend an act entitled “An aet | 


for the punishment of crimes in the District of Columbia.’ 


i 
l 
PETITIONS, &e. | 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented i 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees + | 
By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Mathews, Wood & l 
Halj, for compensation for losses incurred in building the | 
custom-house at New York, owing to the failure of the i 
Government to comply with their part of the contract, &e. | 
By Mr. AIKEN: A petition to change the name of the , 
Swedish brig Ulriea to that of Etiwan, and for a register. 
On motion of Mr. AIKEN, it was j 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of Capt. John Ba- | 


ker Rogers be taken from the files, and referred to the Com- |; 


mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of James B. Moore, 
Tsrael Lawrenee, Henry D. Goodman of Ohio, and John | 
U. Diehl of Penusylvania, and their associates, asking the 
Government to enable them to establish a regular line of | 
mail steamers from California, or Oregon, to China. i 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of W. H. Y. Hacket, Rob- | 
ert Rice, and others, praying for the erection of beacons | 
and broys in the harbor of Portsmouth, New Hampshire. : 

By HENRY DÐ. MOORE: The memorial of Horatio N. | 
Crabb, praying for allowances withheld by the accounting | 
officers of the ‘Treasury. H 

Also, the memorial of Bernard Henry, praying for the | 
payment of a balance due him from the Government of | 
the United States. i 


| pension; also, the petition of the heirs of Robert Henry 


Í Knapp, praying for a pension; also, the petition of Gcorge 


| bounty in lieu of land, would, in the estimation of your 


By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of Hugh W. Wormley, 
praying for a pension. f 
Also, the petition of Gilbert C. Russell, praying for the : 
payment of damages for the breach of a contract by the! 
Government, and seizure of property. j 
By Mr. RIDDLE: The mèmorial of sundry citizens of 
Delaware, praying for an appropriation to establish certain | 
buoys in the Delaware Bay. f 
By Mr. ALLISON: The petition of Robert Milligan, of 
Washington county, Pennsylvania, a soldier of the war of 
1812, for an increase of pension. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Robert L. Ganis; | 
also, the petition of James S. Mitchell, one of the volun- į 
teers, praying Congress to so change the late Bounty Land i 
law, tbat a meritorious class of volunteers may be provided j 
for. f 
Also, the petition of Hugh W. Wormley, praying for a | 


Dyer, praying for a pension on account of his services dur- | 
ing the war with Great Britain; also, the petition of John | 
H: B. Rolls, praying compensation for a horse and saddle 
converted to the public service in the Florida war. 

By Mr. SCHERMERUORN: The petition of Amos 


S. Clatiin, praying for a pension; also, the petition of David jj 
Bell, praying for the payment of his share of the pension |! 
granted to the heirs of Jesse Bell, deceased. | 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The petition of William H. Top- || 
ping, for services as Secretary to the Commission appointed ; 
to investigate the affairs of the New York Custom-House. ' 

By Mr. MEACHAM: The petition of Henry McLaugh- | 
lin; also, of Harry Halgate, of Milton, Vermont. j 

By Mr. WALSH: The memorial of Samuel Collins, of | 
Baltimore, in relation to Mexican indemnity; also, the | 
memorial of Dawson Phenix, a passed midshipman in the | 
United States Navy, praying the reimbursement of certain | 
traveling expenses incurred by him. H 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of Araham Pettin- | 
gill for pension trom September, 1834, to December, 1850. | 
| 
| 
t 
| 
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Also, the petition of Eliza Merril, widow of James Mer- 
ril, for arrears of pension. 
By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Seth Crowell, and 
others, for a breakwater at Dennis, Massachusetts. 
On motion by Mr. Briggs, it was | 
Ordered, That the papers relating to the establishment of j 
a Mint in the city of New York be withdrawn from the files | 
of the House, and referred to the Committee of Ways and | 
Means. H 
Mr. BROOKS presented a memorial from the | 
Industrial Congress of New York, remonstrating | 
against proposed amendments to the bounty land | 
bill, the reading of which was as follows: i 
To the Honorable the Senate and Houseof Representatives | 
i 
| 
1 
| 
| 
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in Congress assembled: i 

Fhe undersigned respectfully represent: That they were 
appointed a committee of the Industrial Congress of New | 
York, to memorialize your honorable bodies against any | 

amendment of the most recent bounty land act, passed at 
the session of 49-50, giving to the soldiers of the wars of | 
our country certain quantities of land, upon conditions of a | 
personal and bona fide entry of their claims, unless so to 
amend such act as to make more stringent its provisions 
and render absolute settlement and improvement of their 
grants a condition precedent to a title from Government; 
or, in the event such conditions might become onerous to 
some fairly entitled to the consideration of the people and 
the beneficence of Government, the substitution of a money 


memorialists, meet both the approbation of the people and 
the merits of the case, and furnish no cause of censure ex- 
cept to that class of men that in every country speculate 
upon the necessities of the race, and deliberately forecast ; 
the inerease of population and the demand for land likely 
to accrue from such inerease within a given period, and 
then, as deliberately antedate its possession, with a view to 
enrich themselves at the expense of the people, while seat- i 
tering them over tenfold the area of ground they can profit- H 
ably improve, either for their individual benefit or the wel- H 
fare of the eonununity in which they may reside, or of the : 
country at large; while they at the same time withhold 
from sale all choice Jocations, all mines, streams, the best 
land, the forests, coal-beds, and every spotlikely to become 
the future s of commercial marts, with a view still fur- 
ther to render tributary to them those whom necessity drives 
to the outskirts of civilization for bread and employment, 
or for the means to attain that independenee of position 
which constitutes the aim and the worthiness of the Demo- ! 
cratic citizen and the progress of the age. i 

Your memorialists conceive the rights of every citizen | 
are infringed upon, where the lands of a country are im 
providently sold to those who seek them not for personal 
use and occupation, and that the duty of all Governments 
to the people which they represent, is to prevent the accu- 
mulation of soil in the hands of a few, by any and all means |} 
in their power, and much more may they claim at the hands H 
of their Government that wise and humane forethoughted- ` 
ness, that shall leave no excuse to the citizen for holding in | 
contempt the laws and institutions he is presumed to under- 
stand, and to have himself created or consented to. 

The parent or trustee of an estate that should so manage : 
his trust as to give to, or permita few ofits heirs to monop- : 
olize its benefits, to the exclusion of the vastly larger body | 
of those entitled to the inh ance, or that would blindly f 
encumber such estate by anticipating its revenues to squan- H 
der upon favorites, or in Hlusory speculations and expecta- | 
tions of the future, Jaw, justice, and common sense would | 
equally condemn and subject to punishment or public cen- ii 
sure, apd your memorialists conceiving the relation your i 
honorable bodies bear to the people and to them, the same i: 
in essence as that which constitutes the parent and trustee, i 
would claim at your bands, for the benefit of the race, and i 
of the American people especially, such laws in relation to 
the future disposal of the public lands of our country as ; 
shall most tend to compact setilements of the people upon | 


them and facilitate the establishment of common schools, | 
cauals, roads, and every other desirable improvement of | 
the ages present and prospective—a result that cannot be |! 


reached and that seems not to be desired by those who would 
throw open to speculators lands ostensibly devoted to the 
payment of the soldier for services rendered to the country, 
while deeply infringing the rights of others and the public 
interest. , . 

Your memorialists, in conclusion, would observe that the 
public mind is.ripe for the occasion and opportunity to 
settle the unsold lands of the Union. That the spirit which 
animated our fathers of the Revolution has revived from the 
exhaustion of that and the later wars of the Republic, and 
under the better educational auspices of the times, is deter- 
mined to conquer its liberties anew, and wrest from the 
grasp of monopoly and money, (which should at all times 
be the servant, not master of the people,) that which our 
fathers denied to the laws of primogeniture and entail. Nor 
would your memorialists omit to observe, that the convic- 
tion of the public mind is against the principle of granting 
bounty lands alone to the soldiers, not because they are not 
the soldier’s due, but because he seldom reaps but a moiety 
of the benefit intended by such grants, and because the man 
of honest toil, upon whom the burdens and expenses of all 
wars mainly fall, is denied an equal claim to reward and 
the world’s esteem, by the distinction raised in the prefer- 
ence given to the men bearing armsonly. T'he public lands, 
acquired as they are by imposts upon, and by the toils of 
the people, should cease to be the sport of chance and the 


| property of those who make the soldier’s merits the pre- 


tence for their avarice and predetermined intention to hold 
in subjection to their aggrandizement the labors and increase 
of the population of the country; and the Government that 
tolerates and the people thatsubmit to that invasion of their 
rights, and that neglect of duty which springs from a mo- 
nopoly of land, however produced, can have neither a just 
claim to the title of democratic, nor be entitled to the ap- 
plause of history or of mankind. Your memorialists, there- 
fore, solicit that no change be made in our existing bounty 
land laws, tending to increase speculation in the public 


lands. 
WM. J. YOUNG, 
BENJ. PRICE, 
JAS. HIBSON, 
INDUSTRIAL Congress, New Yor«, Dec. 6, 1851, 


Com. Ind. Congress. 


IN SENATE. 
TuHurspay, December 11, 1851. 


Prayer by Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
Mr. Brapsury, of Maine, appeared in his seat. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted additional documents 
in relation to the petition of Hugh W. Dobbin; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented the memorial 
of Richard M. Johnson, praying remuneration for 
losses sustained by him in consequence of his im- 
pressment into the service of the United States, as 
a pilot, in the late war with Mexico; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam A. Duer, administrator of William Duer, 
deceased, praying the payment of a balance due 


-to the estate of the deceased, on a contract for sup- 


plying rations to the army under General St. 
Clair, in the year 1791; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial of George 
Talcott, late of the Army of the United States, 
complaining that injustice has been done him in 
the sentence of a court-martial, by which he was 
dismissed the service, and praying that the Senate 
will investigate the proceedings of the court before 
acting on the nomination of the person appointed 
in his place. 

Mr. F, said that he doubted whether the memo- 
rial should be presented in executive or open ses- 
sion, but on consultation with older Senators, he 
was advised that the latter was probably the best 
mode of presentation. Heasked that it be laid 
on the table, without reference for the present; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of Fort Winnebago, Wisconsin, praying a 
grant to the State of Wisconsin of the military 
reservation at Fort Winnebago, to aid in the im- 
provement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of 


| New Hampshire, praying the establishment of a 


mail route from Pittsfield to Farmington Dock, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication of Aaron H. Palmer, ac- 
companied by a description of the colonial depend- 
encies of Japan, with a plan for opening that 
empire to the commerce of the United States. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, moved that the commu- 
nication be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT. If a motion to print is 
made, it goes to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GWIN said it wasa matter of considerable 
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importance, and therefore he moved to refer it to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not know what the wishes 
of the memorialist are; but it is evident, from the 
general tenor of the letter, that if the memorial 
ought to go to any committee, it should be to the 
Committee on Commerce. I move to refer it to 
that committee. 

Mr. GWIN remarked that he had desired to 
refer it to the Committee on Commerce, but. after 
having had a conference with its chairman, he 
thought it was not the proper reference.» He with- 
drew the motion. f 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ihad a conference with the 
honorable Senator from California, in relation to 
this matter. So far as I understand it, itis a ques- 
tion which properly belongs to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and not to the Committee on 
Commerce. I understand the object of the com- 
munication to be to make certain suggestions as 
to the best method of opening relations with the 
Japanese Government, the ports of which are now 
closed against us. While the matter is one of a 
somewhat commercial character, yet in all the in- 
cipient and subsequent steps which may be taken, | 
it is one eminently connected with the foreign re- 


! Francis P. Stockton, a Purser iu the Navy, be referred to 


lations. I therefore think the motion made by the |; 
Senator from California was the proper one. | 

Mr. DAVIS. [certainly have no disposition |; 
to give any particular direction to this paper. Í 
hardly know what it contains. But, as far as I || 
was able to understand from the reading of the 
letter, it seemed to me to treat entirely of the |i 
means of enlarging the commerce of the country. 
J take it that it belongs to commercial affairs. 
But if the gentleman himself, or any one else, de- 
gires it to go to a particular committee, 1 have no 
objection. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I suppose this is the 
document, or a part of the document, on which 
we had once “the battle of the books,” between | 
the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. Foot] and a 
Senator from Missouri, now no longer a member ! 
of this body, (Mr. Bexrox.] I supposed it was 
that; and I supposed that it would be a proper 
inquiry for the Committee on Printing to deter- 
mine whether it should be printed or not. Iam 
against the printing of these documents without | 
the examination of a committee; I therefore moved 
its reference to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GWIN. I would suggest to the Senator |; 
from Iowa that the question be divided. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Iagree to it at once. 
I know what itis. Let it be referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce, and the question of printing |; 


o to the Committee on Printing. | 
Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator from Iowa | 
will withdraw the latter part of the motion, for 
this simple reason, if the communication goes to 
any standing committee, that committee will in- 
vestigate the matter, and will be better able to 
judge of the propiięiy of printing it than the Com- 
mittee on Printing. apprehend it is not expected 
that the Committee on P 
the merits of every question presented. If obliged 


to do that, they certainly could discharge no other || 
I think, therefore, the simple question of || 


duty. 

reference s 

printing be determined subs 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 


equently. 
I yield to the sugges- 


tion of the Senator. j; VLOR € 
a bill grantin 
| tion of public 


The communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. | 


Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of William |! 
A. Christian, a purser in the Navy, praying to | 
be allowed, in the statement of his accounts, cer- |i 


tain payments made to officers on board the Uni- 
ted States steamer Princeton, holding acting ap- 
pointments; which was referred, with the papers 
on file, to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ; 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Daniel 
Anderson, son and heir of Thomas O. Anderson, | 
deceased, late of the Navy, praying payment of | 
the prize money due his father as one of the cap- 
tors of the frigate Philadelphia; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH presented the memorial of Thos. | 
Pember, praying compensation for services ren- | 
dered as a Purser in the Navy; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


rinting should investigate |; 


hould be made, and let the question of |) 


! relating to the claim of Mary Williams; which, ! 


| ate, be referred to the Committee of Claims, 


i ajoint resolution approv 


the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on For- 
cign Relations. ` 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, 'That the petition of T. P. MeBlair, on the files 
r the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
airs. 

On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 

Ordered, That the widow of George R. C. Floyd have 
leave to withdraw her petition and papers. 


D vaasan 


Mr. WALKER, agreeably tọ previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to. introduce a- bill to 
grant to the State of Wisconsin the military reser- 
vation at Fort Winnebago, in that State, to aid in 
improving the navigation of the Fox and Wiscon~ 
sin rivers; which was read a firstand second time, 


| and referred to the Committee on Public Lands... 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, agreeably to previous 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the petition of Abraham L. Knickerbock- 
er, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Thomson Hutchinson, and | 
the petition of Barbara Reily, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On,mption by Mr. HAMLIN, it was | 
Ord , That the petition of Daniel Winslow, on the | 


files of the Senate, be referred to the Committce of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relative to the claim of Thomas 
M. Taylor, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was i 


Ordered, That the papers on file relating to the claim of |) 


i 
1 
} 
j 


the Committee on Naval Aftairs. 


On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on file relating to the claim 
of F. P. Stockton, be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. PRATT submitted an additional document 


with her petition on the files of the Senate, was | 


notice, asked and obtained leave to bring: in the 
following bills; which were reada first and second 


| time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
| Lands: 


A bill for the relief of Richard Cheyney and 
others; and 

A bill for the relief of Charles Melrose. 

Mr. PEARCE, agreeably to previous notice, 


; asked and obtained leave to bring ina bill in ad- 


dition to and amendatory of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the settlement of the accounts 
of public officers, and: others, who may have re- 
ceived moneys arising from military contributions 
or otherwise, in Mexico,” approved March 3, 


1849; which was read a first and second time, and 


referred to the Committeeyon Finance. __ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, agreeably to previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a 
bill to procure a revision of the acts of Congress, 
and also of the statutory laws in force in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ; 
Also, a bill granting a pension to Sally T. 
Floyd, widow of George C. Floyd, late lieutenant 


referred to the Committee of Claims. i! 
On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was H 


Ordered, That the petition of Richard Mackall, the peti- 
tion of Bryan Callaghan, and the petition of the heirs of |; 
Robert Sewall, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the jj 
Committee of Claims; that the memorial of the legal rep- jt 
resentatives of Rinaldo Johnson and Ann F. Johnson, the | 
petition of the legal representatives of Jolin G. Mackall, the | 
memorial of Benedict J. Heard, the petition of the heirs || 
and legal representatives of William Somerville, and the 
memorial of Hodges & Landsdale, on the files of the Sen- 


| 

i 

| 

On motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was l 

Ordered, That the memorial of Elizabeth Monroe, on the || 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen- |} 
sions, 

NOTICES OF BILLS. | 

Mr. MILLER gave notice of his intention to |; 
ask leave to introduce a bill giving further reme- 
dies to patentees. 

Mr. HUNTER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to establish a Board 
of Accounts, 

Mr. BORLAND gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to amend the act of |} 
1831 in relation to cutting timber on the public 
lands. | 

I 
| 


Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to || 
ask leave to introduce a joint resolution repealing 
ed March 3, 1845, direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury, whenever any 
State shall or may be in default of the payment of 
interest or principal on investment in its stocks or 
bonds held by the United States in trust, to retain 
certain moneys to which said State is entitled, for 
the purposes there in named. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, agreeably to pre- 
vious notice, asked and obtained leave to bring in ;; 
ig to the State of Wisconsin a dona- | 
> Jands to aid in the construction of a | 
railroad from the city of Milwaukie to the Mis- |; 

hich was read a first and second | 


by 


Mr. FISH, agreeably to previous notice, asked i 
in a bill to establish a |; 


and obtained leave to bring in c is] 
Mint of the United States in the city of New || 


Ordered, That the memorial of BRebert M. Hamilton, on į 


York; which was read a first and second time by jj 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. | 


|! and paving Pe 


colonel in the Army of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 


i. referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. U. also obtained leave to have the papers 
on file in relation to this case referred to the same 
committee. 

Mr. BORLAND, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to’ re- 
vive a portion of the act for the relief of widows 
of deceased soldiers; which was read a first. and 


‘ second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
i mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. WHITCOMB, agreenbly to previous no- 


i tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 


for the relief of John Devlin; which was read a 


| first and second time by its title, and referred to 


the Committee of Claims. i ; 
Mr. MALLORY, agreeably to previous notice, 


‘asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the 
‘relief of William Richardson and others; which 
il was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HALE. As the Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Bapeer] is not in his seat, I move that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day, it adjourn to 


; meet on Monday next. 


The motion was not agreed to, there being on & 
division—ayes 16, noes 17. 

Mr, BADGER. I hope it will be entered on 
the Journal by whom the motion was made. F 
should not like it to go out to the country that I 
made it and that it failed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; 


| which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commeree be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of amending the laws in 
relation to alien and other passengers on board of vessels, 
so as to secure more effectually the penalties for the viola= 
tion of such laws, 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to.com- 
municate to the Senate the report of the survey, estimates, 
&e., of a route from St. Louis to the Big Rend of Red river, 
made under the direction of the Topographical Bureau by 
Captain Joshua Barney. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted the following 
resolution for consideration: > 


Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia be, and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into 
the expediency, and probable cost, of straightening, grading, 
nnsylvania avenue from Seventeenth street 
west to Georgetown ; the erection of a permanent bridge 
across Rock Creek, from the termination of Pennsylvania av- 
enue, tointersect with Georgetown >the building of asewer 
of suitable dimensions for draining Pennsylvania avenue 
from Seventeenth to Twentieth streets west; the extension 
of gas lights along the line of Pennsylvania avenue frou 
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Seventeenth street west to Georgetown; an mereéase of the | 
Auxiliary. Guard, under a new system: of organization, suffi- 
cient to make them an efficient body; of supplying the city | 
with pure water from. the Great Falls of the Potomac; and 
the extension of a line of gas lights from the bridge afore- [ 
said. to High street in Georgetown, and thence along sait | 
street toits western. termination. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Al these subjects were 
brought before the Senate by a variety of memo- 
rials whieh F presented during the last session of 
Congress. These memorials: are on file, and Ẹ 
have been requested to bring the subject. to the | 
attention of the Senate again. 1 have thought best | 
to do so by the resolution of inquiry. F hope 
the Senate will adopt it, and then 1 will move te | 
take frow the files the petitions on thie various sub- 
jects embraced in it, thatthey may be referred to 
the same committee. 


Mr. CASS. I object to the consideration. of iy 


the resolution at this time. F do not do so because 
of any objection to the resolution itself; but I have | 
a resolution before the Senate, upon which E am 
anxious to have its action; and it will not eome up 
at all daring the session, if every other resolution 
is discussed, as it is presented, and adopted. 


COLONEL TALCOTT. 

Mr. TISH submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
mumicate to the $ e a copy of the proceedings of the 
Geacral Court-Martial. held in the city of Washington in 
June and July last, upon the trialof George Talcott, Colo- 
nak of Ordnanec and Brigadier General by brevet in the 
Army of the United States; and of the testimony taken be- 
fore the said court; together with. the finding and sentence 
of the court, and the approval thereof by the Prosident. 

Mr. RALE. I shall vote against that resolu- 
tion, for this reason : Various attempts have been 
made in the Senate to obtain copies’ of the pro- 
ceedings of court-martials upon private soldiers 
and sailors even when they have been put to death, 
and the Senate has refused to interfere. Tt refused 
to call for the proceedings of the trial of sailors | 
who were put to death on board the Somers, | 
And last session E made application to call for a 
copy of the proceedings of a court by which some | 
private soldiers in a fortat Portsmouth were sen- | 
tenced to wear iron collars with prongs around |} 
them, and balls attached to their feet, for twelve 
months. leould never get it. Private soldiers 
and sailors may be subjected to the most infernal 
and horrible torments which can be devised, and 
applications to the Senate to call for the proceed- 
ines in thelr cases are refused, If we do not 
interfere to protect the private, I am opposed to || 
interfering for the officer. But as soon as an offi- 
cer is mied we have orders for publications that 
would outnumber the pages of the Bible. For 
these reasons I am opposed to the resolution. 

Mr. BADGER. i would sugvest to the honor- 
able Senator who introduced this resolution, that 
there is perhaps some unnecessary language in it, 
We have been inthe habit of considering that a call 
for the proceedings of a court-martial was neces- |} 
sarily a call for the evidence aad everything in || 
those proceedings. i 

Several Sevatons. It does no harm. | 

Mr. BADGER. Tadmit that it does not. 

Mr. GWIN. [think this case is one in which 
we ought to have the papers, because it will come | 
up before the Senate in anotherform. A nomina- į 
tion has to. be made to fill the vacaney occasioned. | 
by the removal of Colonel ‘Talcott. If L under- | 
stand. the ease properly, it is important that we 
should have the papers, and the sooner we get 
them the better. 

Mr. SEWARD. Thaveasingle question about 
this resolution which. I will propose for the con- |; 
sideration of those who are wiser than [ am: jj 
whether it ought not to be addressed to the Presi- 
dent of the United States instead of to the Secre- | 
tary of War? (suppose that tle sending of such | 

apers here is.a question left to the discretion of the 

resident. I would ask my colleague to consent |: 
to an amendment, substituting the President of the 
United States for the Seeretary of War, and put- || 
ting in the qualification, “if consistent. with the 
public interest,”’ f i 

Mr. FISH. T have no objection to such an i 
amendment, if it is- necessary. I understand, |! 
however, that the resolution is now in. the form | 
usual for calls upon heads of Departments. I | 
presume the Senate is perfectly competent to | 
direct a Secretary to transmit such. papers as it! 
may deem necessary for its own enlightenment | 


fi 
i 


| sideration. 


with regard to the business which is to come be- 


före it. Fhe memorial which E presented this 
morning contemplates some further action by the 
Senate in the case of Colonel Taleott. For that 
action thé proceedings of this court will become 


essentially necessary. They are voluminous, and H 
We | 
| know not when the Senate may be called upon in 
| another capacity to act upon the case. I believe 
the resolution is in the form usual in such cases. 
| If it be not, I will consent to the amendment. 


it will take some time to prepare them. 


Mr. SEWARD. I would say to my colleague 
that learned Senators around me are of the opinion 
that it will facilitate the passage of the resolution 
to substitute the President for the Secretary of 
War, and to insert “if consistent with the puphe 
interest.’” 

Several Senators. Oh, no. 

The resolution was adopted. 

OFFICERS OF THE SENATE. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Brient, on the 8th instant, was called up for con- 
sideration: 

Resolved, That the following shall be a standing rule of 
Senate, to wit: 

‘The Secretary of the Senate, the Sergeant-at-Arms, the 
Doorkeeper, and Assistant Doorkeeper, shalt be chosen on 
the 3d Monday of the present Congress, (fitst session. of the 
32d,) and on the second Monday of the first session of 
every succeeding Congress. 


Mr. BRIGHT asked for the yeas and nays on į 
j the resolution; and they were ordered. 
Mr. President, if I reeol- | 


Mr. BERRIEN. 
lect. aright, that rule was, after consideration by 
the Senate, repealed, upon a view of the incon 
venience which resulted from frequent removals 
of the ministerial officers of the Senate. 1 really 


would desire, before Lean give my vote in favor | 


of this resolution, to know upon what grounds 
this change is proposed, It seems to me to be in- 
consistent with the character of this body to elect 
its ministerial officers every two years. The re- 
sult of the operation of that rule would be to de- 
prive the Senate of the benefit which is received 
from the experience which the persons filling 
those oflices have in relation to its proceedings. 1 
believe that there is no Presiding Officer who does 
not frequently find a great benefit from referring 
to some of those officers with regard to senatorial 
proceedings. E hope that however much or how- 
ever little we may regard precedents in other cases, 
we shall adhere to precedent in this case. [am 
unwilling, for myself, to encounter the risk, by a 


biennial election, of depriving the Chair and the | 
> 


Senate of the experience of officers who have 
served for a considerable time in their respective 
places. It is the less necessary to adopt this rule, 
because we have the power at any moment, by a 
resolution, to dismiss any one of these officers 
who may act Improperly, and supply his place by 
the election of another. ‘These are my views. If 


restoration of what was found inconvenient, I 

shall listen to it with pleasure. As at present ad- 

vised, I am decidedly opposed to the resolution. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 


tion who are now, or may hereafter be the officers 
of this body. 
dinate offices are now held establishes a 

anti-republican in its character, and ca 


chise generally. [do not wish to be understood 


| as stiking at the present incumbents, or as seeking 


to revive the old rule in order to displace any 
particular one ofthem. If Eam so understood, I 
am misunderstood. 


striking at. 
A reference to the Journals of the Senate shows, 
that at the first session of the ‘Twenty-first Con- 


gress (rule 49) was passed, which rule required | 


that the officers of this body should be elected in 
the manner prescribed in the resolution under con- 
At the close of the Thirtieth Congress, 
an honorable Senator from Missouri, no longer a 


; member of this body, (Colonel Benton,) moved 


a resolution, which was adopted, repealing the 
49th rule, thus continuing the present incumbents 
without limitation. Had my attention been called 
to this subject then, [ should have opposed the 
measure. Thus the matter has rested until this 


| time, many of us admitting that it is a very anti- 


democratic feature in our organization, and. one 
that ought to be corrected, but all agreein 


> the 
task of undertaking it would be a mast thankless 


ve 
there be any good reason for the change, for the | 


I have offered this resolution | 
without being at all influenced by the considera- | 


The tenure by which these subor- į 
proces | 
j ling for j 
such change as harmonizes with the elective fran- | 


l It is the tenure by which : 
they hold, it is the principle involved, that I am | 


i! 
| 
{ 
i 
} 
l 
i 
f 
i 
i 
i 


‘| in the ministerial offices of the Senate. 


ove, and in all probability result in the mover in~ 
curring the displeasure of those now in place. 
But be this as it may, and as much as I would 
regret to have the performance of that which I 
regarded as a public duty lead to such a result, E 
cannot be deterred by any such consideration from: 
acting and speaking out. 

My. President, ] have neverheard any satisfac- 
tory reason given for abrogating the 49th rule. 
It is said that Senators reheve themselves front 
the disagreeable necessity of saying yes or no to 


‘applicants who. present their names for our corr 


sideration in connection with these offices; that itis 
a fall and satisfactory answer to all our constitu- 
ents who seek these lucrative offices, to say, Sir, 
we have disposed of them during the lifetime of 


|} the present incumbents, and therefore it is unne- 


cessary for me to waste time discussing the merits 
of your claims, &c. Now permit me to say this is 
all wrong. ‘Fhese, like other places of public emi- 
ployment, should be left open for disposal at stated 
periods, thus enabling the coming Senators at the 


. opening of each Congress to aid in making a choice 


of the officers of the body in which they are to 
serve, and giving every good citizen an opportunity 
of sharing in whatever of honor or profit belongs 
to such stations. E donot mean by what E have 
said to be understood as advocating the principle 
of rotation in ofice. Where we obtain the services 
of gentlemen possessing peculiar qualification for: 
the offices they are chosen to, and the public ser- 
viee would be promoted by their continuance, I 
would say, continve them; but continue them 
according to the forms and usages of a popular 
government, and not during good behavior, as it 
is called, which is nothing less thati*tha grant of a 
life-estate. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I regret that I shall be under 
the necessity of voting against any change in this 
rule. I regret to differ from my learned friend 
from Indiana; but E shall not vote for any changé 
at this time. Ido not want to see the Senate at 
this session, at all events, turned into a kind of 
electioneering hall. I think it is exceedingly im- 
prudent; let me tell my honorable friend from 
mdiana, to introduce this subject at this session. 
After the general election, and after we have as- 
certained the result of that election, we may com- 
mence a general disturbing of officers everywhere, 
But I think this is a very bad time for the Demo- 


| crats to commence to disturb the Senate. For 


one, Í shall not do it justnow. Tam not prepared 
for it. It seems thig aims at a general revolution. 
I perhaps might unite with the gentleman if he 
should introduce a resolution to remove a particn- 
lar officer. Perhaps I might; but I do not know 
that I should. If that be the object, I should like 
to see it come in that way. I say again, I hope 
the gentleman will reflect that this is not a very 
auspicious time to commence a thing of this kind 
in the Senate. 

Mr. BERRIEN, It wis the concluding remark 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Brient] which 
announced to me the principle which actuated him 
in bringing up this resolution. Up to that time T 
had not understood what that principle was. Now 
I submit to’ the honorable Senator, that there is no 
such principle involved in the present. practice of 
the Senate. ‘The principle to which he objects is, 
that any officer under our institutions should have 
his office as a life estate. There is no life estate 
t You can, 
by a resolution, remove the incumbents at once, 
They hold their offices at the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate. They are the occupants of their placesat our 
will. Certainly, if there be any miseonduct on 
the part of any officer, aresolution for his removal 
would induce an inquiry. He would be furnished 
with the means of answering any allegations made 
against him. But by this process, if it is intended 
to affect the actual incumbents, they are to be de- 
prived of their offices and: condemned unheard, 
‘They are to be removed, divested of their present 
tenure of office, and depend: upon their capacities 
to obtain: the votes of Senators to be restored. I 
take it for granted: that though these officers hold 
their places. at our will, yet the Senate is a body 
holding itself responsible to the country for acting 
upon principles of equity and justice, and no offi- 
cer should be removed who faithfully discharges 
his duty. If there be asingle individual now in 
the employ of the Senate. who: has. failed in the 
discharge of his duty, I will cheerfully unite with 
any Senator in his removal upon proper evidence, 


1961. 
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But F reiterate what has been affirmed: by the Sen- 
ator from Hlinois, that it really does look like can- 
vassing for the offices, 

Mr. HALE. I have endeavored, in my humble 
sphere, to move consistently. T have usually looked 
out for the privates. E understand this resolution 
is aimed at the privates, If it is insisted upon £ 
shall be.compelled to move to insert the Presiding 
Officer of this body at the head of the list of those 
officers to be elected. I am not willing to begin 
at the bottom. £ want to begin at the head of the 
chapter. I shall vote. against the resolution; but if 
it is pressed I shall move my amendmen. I need 
nol say to you, Mr. President, nor to any member 


of this body, that I am influenced only by a desive | 


to carry out a great principle. I think if that 
principle ap Jies to one it should apply to all. 
Mr. BRIGHT. The honorable Senator from 


Georgia, [Mr. Berrien,} and the honorable Sen- | 
ator from Ilinois, [Mr. Surexps,} reason upon this | 
subject as though | were striking at particular ofti- | 


cers of this body. I have announced that I did 


not seek or desire a change of the rule in order to | 
Ef either. of those | 


reach any particular officer. 
Senators suppose that T am striking at-a particular 
officer he is mistaken. i 

Mr. BERRIEN. Will the Senator allow me 
to explain? I have not made the slightest sug- 
gestion that he was acting through any such mo- 
five. I know beis not. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I said, when first up, that my 
object was to reinstate a rule that had been over 
twenty years in operation, and one that isin uni- 
son and harmony with the principles of the Gov- 
ernment under which we legislate. 

I cannot refrain from expressing my surprise at 
the opposition of the honorable Senator from Hli- 
nois, [Mr. Sureips.] Thad every reason to sup- 
pose that the principle sought to. be established by 
this resolution, would have found an advocate in 


him; but instead thereof, heseeks rather to weaken | 


my proposition, by alleging that my motion is an 


imprudent one, and not altogether well-timed. F| 


am. at a loss how to interpret the language of the 
honorable Senator. Certainly there is nothing 
very imprudent in asking the Senate to declare 


that hereafter they will elect. their officers every |; 


two years, thus abrogating the law of life estates 
in offices of this body. Certainly it is not ill- 
timed here or anywhere else, under a republican 
form of government, to advocate and declare in 
favor of so: sound a political principle as the one 
sought to be established by this resolution. In 


view of the political changes in this Government, | 


and the party proscription that has characterized 
the present haninisations E think there is some- 
thing due our political friends wherever we have 
the power; and if the present incumbents are de- 
aerving the support of the party in. the ascendant 
here, they have nothing to. fear from the reinstate- 
ment of the old rule. í 

J have offered the resolution because I believe it 
right. I defend it because of my determination. to 
permit no pressure from any quarter to influence 
my political action, and if voted down now shall 
renew it whenever parliamentary order permits. 

A word in reply to the motion and speech of 


the honorable Senator from New Hampshire, (Mr. | 


Elane.] He moves to include the President “pro 


tempore’? in the list of officers to be elected, I; 


will venture to advise him to bring up that as an 
jndependent proposition. It isnot germane to the 
question before the Senate. ‘That officer is chosen: 
under a constitutional enactment, and the tenure 


of his office dependent on. something higher than | 


a mere rule of the Senate. I hope he will not per- 
sist in his motion to.amend, but allow us to. vote 
on the resolution as it is. 


Mr. BADGER. ‘Fhe-honorable Senator from į 


Indiana (Mr. Bricxt] seems disposed to get back 


to former usages again; to stand super antiquas ; 


vias of the Senate. Sedo I; and I suppose that 
therule of the Senate, asit now exists, is that very 
same rule under which the Senate was. originally 
organized. 
that: it is: per: r pre 
body, at its organization, 
officers. 3 
ever been organized since the first Senate met? 
When has there ceased to be a Senate? At what 

erjod did a new Senate commenee? At what mo- 
ment in the past history of this body was it. with- 
out an organization? Sir, under the Constitution, 
no:such a thing takes: place in this body as a new: 


fectly proper that every legislative 
should choose its own 


I agree with the honorable Senator, | 


But will he tell me when the Senate has- 
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organization. When. the Senate commenced: its 
proceedings, it appointed its officers according to 


ing to the constitution. of the other House of Con- 
gress, and so it proceeded for many years. 

But E do. not wish to pursue inquiries of that 
kind, but would suggest to the Senate this consid- 
eration: The rule which: it is now sought to rein- 
state, had existed for a number of years.. During 
the last Congress a Senator from Missouri, not 


fered a resolution to rescind the rule, and return 
to what bad been the practice of this body from 
the beginning. We all recollect when that resolu- 
tion was introduced, that it was adopted by the 
unanimeus consent of this body. Not one word 
|| was said against it. What is the inference? We 
T must suppose, as no one objected, that all were in 
favor of it. Lf everybody was in favor of it then, 
permit me to inguire why it is that any should 
ave changed their opinions since? If it was 
proper to restore the practice of the Senate, when 
Mr. Benton was a member of this body, what has 
happened since, what. facts have heen developed, 
what discoveries. made, what seerets transpired, 
$ which should lead us now to wish to undo what 
was then done by the: unanimous. consent of the 
body? It seems. to. me that we shall occupy a very: 
unenviable position: before the country, if we adopt 
this resolution. When Mr. Benton proposed the 
i restoration of the old practice, no man opened hig į 
mouth, against it, and. yet now we are told that a 
| high: principle requires the adoption. of this resolu- | 
li tion. It must be inferred, then, that what was | 


that time either all of us were so ignorant that we } 
could not discover the great principle involved, or | 
all so timid that none of us objected to. his propo- | 
sition. I hope the resolution will not be sloped, 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall vote for the resolution 
of the Senator from Indiana. I believe the princi- 
ple involved is a. sound one, and that the practice 
to which it tends is. equally sound. T regard the | 
present rule as substantially establishing the prin- 
ciple of life oflices. I shall vote for the resolution 
without any reference to who are to fill the offices, 


not. 
afterwards. But I do helieve that the true principle 
is.to have a fixed time at which the office is to. ex- 


the nature of its own constitution, and net accord- | 


new a member of this body, [Mr. Benzon,] of- | 


done commanded unanimous consent, because at |j 


or whether there shall be any change in them or |} 
‘Fhat will be a question to be determined jj 


SS, 
‘| So the resolution was rejected. > o> : 


Mr. ATCHISON. _F now move to reconsider, 
the vote on the resolution; and F move that’ that 
motion le on the table. Iam not altogether satis- 
fied with the vote which T gave. [wish further. 
time for consideration. Therefore I move to: rê- 
| consider the vote, and ask:that-that motion lie on 
the table. If it is laid on the table, I prestime it 
j can. be taker up at any time a majority.of the 

Senate think proper. i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If F understand: the matter, 
-the effect of laying on the table of the motion’ to 
reconsider will be to clinch the matter against the 
power of reconsideration. The universal practice 
m the House of Representatives is, that after a 
measure is passed, a motion is made by some of 
its friends to reconsider it, and to ley that motion” 
on the table, which, if agreed to, prevents the body 
touching the question again. 

The PRESIDENT, The Chair does not cor- 
sider that to be the effect of the adoption of the 
motion. 

Mr. HALE. The practice referred to by the 
Senator from Minois, is because in the other House 
it requires a two thirds vote to take any subject 
fiom the table. Here it only requires a majority. 

Mr. DAWSON. If I understand the rule, not- 
withstanding you may lay this motion on the 
table, any Senator may, to-morrow, move. to 
change the rules of this body to-morrow. “We 
cannot be precluded by any motion of this kind 
from any exercise of any power belonging to the 

ody: 

Mr. BRIGHT. The object of the honorable 
Senator from Missouri is, I suppose, to reach the 
subject at a subsequent period of the session. If 
the process of repentance has already commenced 
in his mind, E hope it may continue until it shall 
reach that point that a sense of justice will permit 
him to support the proposition. I hope that a re- 
consideration will take place at some future day, 
and that the rule will be reinstated. I shall vote 
with the honorable Senator under that impression. 

The motion to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table was agreed to. 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 
On. the motion of Mr. HALE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the election ofa Chaplain. 
The PRESIDENT announced that forty-five 
ballots had been east, of which number twenty- 


pire and an election to be gone into; and in order 
to establish that, E shail vote for the resolution, 
With regard to the suggestion of the Senator 


{ 
| of the Senator from Missouri alluded to, was. that 
j it came up in the morning business, when it was 


not known what was the pending question. 


| andthe same I believe to be true with regard. to 

the Senator from: Indiana also. But whether that 
be so-or not, is a matter of no consequence. The 
‘question is, What is the true practice of the Senate 
fas. regards. this question? Believing that the 
sound: practice is, to have a fixed term of office, at 


| place, I shall vote for the resolution. 
O Mr. BUTLER. I will add one word. to what ! 
‘thas been. said by my friend. from North Carolina, | 
| [Mr. Bapaer.]} T regard these officers as holding | 
their places by a tenure at our f 
as. holding them during good behavior. I say 
that the subordinate officers-of this Senate. should 
not be removed sò Jong as they discharge their 
duties. properly. That is my opinion. I differ 
| from. my friend: from Indiana [Mr. Briar] en- 
tirely, in saying thet offices of this kind should 
f be made the subject of contention and strife. An 
officer, like our Secretary and those who are 
| associated with him, should be almost as stationary 
il aa the. records. I like to have them associated to- 
‘gether. I shall therefore vote against the resolu- 
tion. 
The yeas and nays being tak 

H sition, resulted—yeas 20, nays 24; as follows: 
i YEAS—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Brodbead, Cass, 

Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, 

Downs, Felch, Foote of Mississippi, & 
it ter, James, Jones of Iowa, Norris, Sumner, 
Whiicomb—20. ` 

NAY S—Messrs. Atehison, Badger, Berrien, Borland, 
Butler, Clarke, Davis, Pawson, Fish, Foot of Vermont, 
| Geyer, Hale, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rhett, Seward, 


Shields, Smith, Spruance, Stockton, Upham, and Wade 
—24. 


enon the propo- 


Walker, and. 


from North Carolina, I could not see that there | 
was much force in it, I presume that the reason | 
why there was no opposition made to the motion | 


If |! 
I had known of it, I should not have voted for it; |j 


i the expiration of which a new election is: to take | 


pleasures and also | 


win, Hamlin, Hun- į 


three was necessary. to. a choice; of which— 
Rev C. M. Butler received a. ae ees osae oe 25 
Rev. Mr. Gallagher... 0. sence cece cee es 12 
Rev. Dr. Junkin. e... A 
Rev. R. R. Gurley... sense erves. 3 

Rev. C. W. Rodier... asees ereeenere È 

i pa 

| 45. 

‘he Rev. C. M. Burier.was.declared to be duly 

|; elected Chaplain. of the Senate for the present 

| session. 

| RECEPTION OF KOSSUTH. 

| The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 

; pre A : 

special order, being the resolution submitted by 

Mr. Sewarn, in these words: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
| the United States in Congress assomblod, hat the Con- 
gress-of the United States, in the name and in: behalf of the 
people of the United States, give to Lonis Kossuth acor- 
| dial welcome to the capital and to the country; and that 


|| a copy of this resolution be transmitted to him: by the: Pras- 
dunt of the United States. 

When the resolution was- under consideration 
yesterday, ot 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, said: I regret ex- 
ceedingly to feel: constrained to say something 
more in defence of myself and:in.explanation of the 
attitude which I occupy in connection. with this 
‘truly delicate and painful affair. But several 
i| remarks. have fullen this morning from. tħe lips of 
the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. Grem- 
ens} which compel me to throw myself again 
upon the indulgence of the Senate for a few min- 
utes, whilst I endeavor to shield myself against 
H that reprehension. to which it is most apparent I 
|! must stand exposed’ should: I remain silent. under 
i! the strictures to which I have been so. unexpected» 
lily, and I will add so undeservediy, subjected. 
| Siv, it is most true that I am the author of the 
| resolution which has been read: in cur hearing this 
i; morning by the honorable Senator from Alabama, 
' under the authority of which the Hlustrious cham~ 
‘pion of Hungarian freedom and independence 
|i was invited to.our hospitable shores, and. made for 


ee as 


i 
it 
H 
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H 
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a season the guest of the nation. It is equally true 
that at the time of the adoption of this resolution 
this renowned personage was a prisoner in charge 
of the Turkish Government, and that the main 
object which I had in view in urging the adop- 
tion of the resolution was to procure the liberation 
of Kossuth and his companions in captivity, and 
to secure to them a permanent asylum in this 
country, where the liberty of which they had been 
cruelly despoiled in their native hemisphere might 
be restored to them once more. It is also true, 
sir, that this resolution did not at all contemplate. 
the least indelicate or intrusive intermeddling on 
the part of the Government of the United States 
with the affairs of continental Europe. It never en- 
tered into my head for a moment that this move- 
ment could in the least degree embarrass or com- 
promise our international relations, or commit this 
Republic to the multiplied hazards of a bloody 
and exhausting war with the despotic powers of 
the Old World. I expected Governor Kossuth 
and his associates in imprisonment to be brought 
in one of our national vessels across the Atlantic, 
and to be allowed to become participants with 
ourselves in the multiplied blessings which a 
bounteous Providence has vouchsafed to the hap- 
py millions who inhabit this fair land. Our reso- 
lution did express sympathy for those in behalf 
of whom it was drawn up and presented for the 
consideration of the two Houses of Congress; 
but it did not express more sympathy, I am sure, 
than was felt by the whole body of our citizens, 
and was but faintly typical of that extraordinary 
outburst of affectionate regard and admiration 
with which this remarkable man is destined to 
be received in every part of our wide-spread Re- 
public that may hereafter be honored with his 
presence. I have already stated once or twice, 
and I will again state, that 1 did not originate 
the resolution introduced by me in the begin- 
ning of our present session, and afterwards with- 
drawn because of the vehement opposition which 
I saw it was to encounter here, for the sake 
of gaining a little additional notoriety, or even be- 
cause I hud myself come to the conclusion that 
any particular form of reception by Congress was 
indispensably necessary. Indeed, I should never 
have connected myself with the affair at all, but for 
the fact that the gentleman who discharges with 
such marked ability the duties of Secretary of 
State at the present time did me the honor of call- 
ing my attention to the subject a day or two before 
the commencement of our session, and urged upon 
me the propriety of bringing forward a joint reso- 
lution providing for the reception of Governor 
Kossuth by the two Houses of Congress. Sir, it 
is not as a political ally that I refer to Mr. Web- 
ster at present, and surely not in the spirit of 
mere partisan opposition. ‘The occasion is one, in 
my judgment, far above all mere party or personal 
considerations. But censured and earped as I am 
in consequence of the part which I have thought 
proper to act, under monitions from so high a 
quarter, I will say, that no one who knows the 
Secretary of State, and is familiar with the attri- 


butes which adom his character as a public man, |! 


can suppose it possible that he could have coun- 
selled a movement calculated in the least degree to 
compromise our international relations. When I 
first proposed to the Senate the resolution offered 
by me, l distinctly stated the fact, that I acted under 
the advice of the Secretary of State, and that his 
name was mentioned in connection with this move- 
ment with the knowledge and consent of that gen- | 
leman himself. Now, sir, this is no fitting time or 
place for the delivery of a personal eulogy upon the | 
accomplished statesman, jurist, and orator, to | 
whose special promptings I have thought it not 
improper for me to yield, touching a transaction, 
all the bearings of which, whether domestic or 


view than any other man of all our international 
relations, and qualified him, above all men living, 
to determine as to the precise mode in which the 
various Departments of the Government should 
receive the distinguished guest of the nation at the 
nation’s capital. Sir, T have said that I should 
deliver no eulogy on Mr. Webster. He needs 


| 
i 
li 
i 


| 
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: for such a night on this sea??? 


! the whole expanse of the Atlantic, since Washington put 


i a prospect? 


{ reconcile, may be the trials of the next four years. 


dis, but acr 


| is it he, in whose intellectual and prudential character are 
! so felicitously adjusted the antagonisms of conservatisir 


i highest freedom compatible with the scheme of actual | 
| things on the one hand, and on the other, order, obedience, : 
: thesacredness of society, of property, and the rights of labor; 


none at my hands. His fame fills the civilize 
world, and his name has become a terror t 
tyrants throughout Christendom. Indeed, I coul 
not, perhaps, declare all the admiration which I 
feel for this gentleman’s high powers and gracious 
qualities, without giving rise perchance to some 
suspicion that l was about to become the special 
supporter and- advocate of his claims to higher 
official honors than he has yet enjoyed. Notbeing 
willing to incur the risk of an imputation which 
might embarrass my existing relations with the 
members of that ‘great political party with which 
I have long had the honor of holding a firm and 
affectionate alliance, (relations, too, which no man 
could value more highly than I dos) and not 
feeling authorized, as a member of the Union party | 
of my own beloved State, at present absolutely | 
to commit myself in regard to the complex ques- jj 
tion of who shall be elected President in 1852—I 
shall, without saying more in praise of New Eng- | 
land’s gifted son myself, bring forward a witness | 
in his behalf whose eloquent voice has been often ! 
heard in this grand Hall of national consultation, 
and whose manly advocacy of the Constitution | 
and laws of the Union during that fearful struggle 
which, I hope, is now drawing to a close, will 
command for his winged words of fervent energy 
a more than patient hearing from those whom {Í 
behold before me and around me upon this grave 
occasion. Mr. Choate, the other day, in Faneuil 
Hall, spoke thus of Mr. Webster, in connection 
with the uncertain and tumultuous condition of 
the general affairs of the world at the present 
moment: 

“ How unsettled is that world, what clouds and darkness 
rests on its fatureof the next four years, you all appreciate. 
It seems as if the prerogatives of thrones, and the rights of 
man, and the hoarded up revenges and griets of centuries, 
were unsheatbing for a conflict, in Which, as in the apoca- 
liptie vision, blood shall flow to the bridles of the horses; : 


in which tbe clock of time shall be found to have struck : 
another hour; in which one age of the race shall pass away | 
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‘world; to mete out public sympathy in time and 
‘measure, yet hold unbroken every tittle of the 
‘ public code to which the repose of the world is 
‘intrusted.”’ 

Sir, I subscribe heartily to every word and sen- 
timent of this -noble paragraph. Is it true, Mr. 
President—f hope that no gentleman upon the 
Whig side of the Chamber at least will be in- 
clined to dispute it—thatin Mr. Webster’s ‘‘intel- 
‘lectual and prudential character are so felicitously 
‘adjusted the antagonisms of conservatism and prog- 
‘ress, institution and reform, liberty and law, the 
‘highest freedom compatible with the scheme of 
‘actual things on the one hand, and on the other, 
‘order, obedience, the sacredness of society, of 
‘property, and the rights of labor??? Was it Mr. 
Webster ‘who settled the boundary question with 
‘England by his sense and temper, and put an end 
‘forever to the possibility of impressing a sailor 
‘from under the stars and stripes, by his spirit and 
‘argument; who rebuked theinsolence of Austria, 
‘and will give the right hand of a nation’s fellow- 
‘ship to Kossuth—yet raise no casus belli on which 
s Hapsburg or the Czar could stand for a moment 
‘in the forum of States??? I repeat the question 
emphatically, Mr. President, (and in asking I turn 
to the Whig side of the House,) Is Mr. Webster 
deserving of all these commendations, and did I 
yet act indiscreetly in acting upon his advice? Is 
the Secretary of State in fact to extend “ihe right 
hand of a nation’s fellowship to Kossuth ?’’—yet 
are we censurable for simply urging upon Congress 
the propriety of according to him an affectionate 
national welcome? 

Mr. President, I shall have more to say of Mr. 
Webster (nothing, surely, in a spirit of unkind- 
ness or disrespect) towards the close of these 
desultory remarks, when I shall undertake to 
show, by evidence of a nature not to be success- 
fully opposed, that many years since this gentle- 
man, in a well-considered and most masterly 


forever; in which society itself is to be tried by fire aud 
steel, whether it be of nature and of God, or no. 
“In such a conflict have we nothing to fear? 


Has not |} 


forth his proclamation of neutrality, not the least of his titles ` 
to a pure as well as brilliant fame. has it not contracted, as 
it were, to aband’s breadth? That same cross sea, that 
confluence of all winds and waves, rough which the great 
pilot scarcely steered the ship of state, is there no danger 
that this, that worse than this, will strain our fastenings 
and rend away our sails, and carry our masts by the board ? 
Shall any seamanship but the bighest hold the helm in such 


& Who does not see now difficult and delicate a part the 
New World may have to act? To observe neutrality stead- 
fast and impartial, yet maintain our rank and fulfill our mis- 
sion as the successful Republic, whose sound has gone into 
all nations; to keep peace in this war of giants, if such 
there shall be, yet so to cause our light to shine before all 
men, that all, seeing with what felicity, with what glory 
the people may rule themselves, may be stimulated to pass 
on the torch of liberty, till its radiant round eneircies the | 
world; to mete out public sympathy in time and measure, |) 
yet bold unbroken every tittle of the public code to whieh | 
the repose of the world is intrusted? Such, so hayi to : 


«To steer our course, not between Seytla and Charyb- ` 
s à Whole archipelago of rocks, seen and un- 
seen, who I be our pilot? Who of our statesmen in 
cireumstar more perplexing than thosc of the admini 

tration of Washington may win a second time such praise, 
such envy as he extorted from all the world, even from the 
yery belfigercnis who could not, or would not, adopt the : 
lom of his poliey? Does our partiality deceive us? or 


and progress, institution and reform, liberty and law, the 


who settled the boundary quarrel with England by his 
sense and temper, and put an end forever to the possibility 
of impressing a sailor from under the stars and stripes, by | 
his spirit and argument; who rebuked the insolence of 
Austria, and will give the right hand of a nation’s fellow- 
ship to Kossuth—yet raise no casus belli on which Haps- 
burg or the Czar could stand for a moment in the forum of 
States? Does our partiality deceive us, or is he the pilot 


Mr. President, I agree perfectly with this dis- 
tinguished gentleman, that we have both “a deli- 
cate and difficult part’? to act as a nation at 
the present time. I admit most freely that it is 
our true policy, and not less our high moral duty, 
“ to observe neutrality steadfast and impartial, yet | 
‘maintain our rank and fulfill our mission as the | 
successful Republic, whose sound has gone into- 
all nations; to keep pace in this war of giants, 
if such there shall be, yet so to cause our light to | 
shine before all men, that all, seeing with what : 
‘felicity, with what glory, the people may rule. 
‘themselves, may be stimulated to pass on the 
‘ torch of liberty till its radiant round encircles the | 


‘ 


< 


‘ 


‘ 


| conduct of this persecuted patriot. 


speech, gave expression to what I have ever 
deemed the true American doctrine, in regard to 
the policy of this Government towards the des- 

otic Powers of Europe, touching the right claimed 

y them of intervening forcibly in the domestic 
affairs of nations rightfully as independent in all 
respects as themselves, in order to suppress move- 
ments therein tending to the establish ment of freéin- 
stitutions. Ishalllay certain portions of thespeech 
of this gentleman upon the Greek question, deliv- 
ered during the administration of Mr. Monroe, be- 
fore the Senate, and I expect to satisfy every dis- 
assionate mind present, that even in the year 1823, 
anguage was held by one of the most conservative 
statesmen that this country has at any time pro- 
duced, assuming as high and, as I think, even 
higher and bolder ground, in regard to the rights 
and duties of this Government to interpose, in a 
discreet and becoming manner, for the purpose of 
preventing the armed intervention of Russia, 
Prussia, and other Powers, for the suppression of 
the rising spirit of freedom in continental Europe. 
When I read these extracts, with a view to his- 
toric elucidation merely, I hope not to be accused 
of having in view the promotion of any public 
man whatever to Executive honors in 1852. 
With the presidential contest, now almost at hand, 


į I expect to have no very close connection, and I 


shall do nothing in the progress of it whatever that 
I may not think necessary to the great Union 
cause, to which, for the present, I am specially 
devoted. 

I shall proceed to make, at this time, some ad- 
ditional remarks in reply to the honorable Senator 
from Alabama, to whose speech on this occasion 
{listened with a chagrin difficult to be expressed. 
Sir, I will say nothing disrespectful of that gen- 
tileman. I could not do so without greatly wrong- 
ing that sincere friendship and esteem which 
I cherish for him. Surely, sir, my friend from 
Alabama could not have dispassionately exam- 
ined the delicate and interesting question before 
us anterior to hig launching so boldly upon the 
~ocean of controversy. The honorable gentleman 

seems to have formed a highly unfavorable opin- 
ion of the public character of the great Magyar 
chieftain, and has indulged in various remarks of 
a nature decidedly unkind and derogatory, He 
has read to us, too, sir, copious extracts from the 
columns of a newspaper which he held in his 
hands, most bitterly aspersive of the motives and 
Whilst the 
honorable gentleman was thus entertaining us, 
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i ventured to inquire of him the name of the 
newspaper thus specially honored, and was an: } 
swered, as I expected to be; that it was the New 
York Courier and Enquirer. Sir, I had read in 
the same paper everything brought to our notice 
this morning by the honorable gentleman, and || 
i had also read’ more than’ one overwhelming 
refutation. of every slanderous allegation which 
this Thersites of the American press had dared to 
fulmihate against the exalted object of his fiend- 
ish hostility. I shall not go into details on this 
head at present. It would be useless to do 803 
but I venture to asseverate, that there is not 
one criminatory accusation that James Watson 
‘Webb has presumed to publish against Governor 
Kossuth which has not been so effectually dis- 
pe in other newspapers of New York, and 
y the adduction of testimony the authenticity of 
which no man of standing will dispute, as to 
cover the author of these heartless calimnies with | 
the most lasting contempt. Does the honorable 
Senator frem Alabama know who this James 
Watson Webb is? Why, this is the renowned 
personage who left the shores of America, early 
in the administration of General Taylor, under 
very peculiar circumstances, as Chargë to Vienna; 
and whose nomination was rejected by an indig- 
nant Senate with indications of scorn, such as 
have never been known to mark any similar trans- 
action in our annals. Rumor says that only seven 
Senators could be induced to vote for his confirm- 
ation, I shall not undertake to trace out the his- 
tory of this personage as the habitual promulgator 
of printed scandal, and as a mercenary and time- 
serving political parasite. It is, in my judgment, 
by no means to be regretted that Kossuth hes 
escaped the laudations of the New York Courier 
and Enquirer. The exorbitant and unblushing 
eulogist of the bloody house of Hapsburg cannot 
but hate, with all the demoniac intensity of an 
evil nature, the man whose resplendent virtues and 
high achievements have caused him to be recog- 
nized throaghout the world as peculiarly and pre- 
eminently qualified for the high part which Louis 
Kossuth is evidently destined to enact on the the- 
atre of continental Europe, as the heroic avenger 
of long-suppressed freedom, and the chastiser of 
earth’s haughtiest and most heartless tyrants. 
(To-day Mr. Foore continued: a 
Mr. President, I was not less surprised than 
mortified when [ heard from the lips of the Senator 
from Alabama, the same erroneous views of the 
character of the Hungarian struggle, and ofthe con- 
duct of Kossuth in éonnection therewith. If the 
honorable gentleman had taken pains to inform 
himself somewhat better in regard to the historic 
topics which he has discussed this morning with so 
much spirit, he would have been able to avoid the 
multiplied errors which he has committed, and the 
gross injustice which he has unwittingly done to 
Kossuth and his Hungarian associates, I can 
assure the gentleman that, when he shall hereafter 
have leisure for a more thorough exploration of 
the subject, he will discover with some surprise 
the grievous extent to which he has been misled 
by the ingenious fabrications to which he seems 
to have yielded the most implicit credence. If it 
should turn out in the progress of the debate to beat 
all necessary to bring forward here authentic evi- 
dence in refutation of the slanderous statements 
of the New York Courier and Enquirer, and no 
other Senator should find it convenient to do so, T 
may be tempted to assume the performance of this 
task. For the present I shall decline it, and pro- 
ceed to notice severalremarks which fell from the 
honorable Senator in regard to the circumstances 
connected with the coming of Kossuth to this coun- 
try, and his conduct since he arrived upon our 
shores. The honorable gentleman denies that Kos- 
suth is the guest of the nation, and contends that 
the language of the original joint resolution invi- 
ting him to this country, affords conclusive proof 
in refutation of this notion. ‘This, it really seems 
to me, is a very strange position. The gentle- 
man will not, surely, deny. that the resolution did 
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| hither, in part at least, in one of our national ves- 


sels, dispatched to the coast of Asia for the pùr- 
pose of bringing this distinguished exile into our 
midst. He is in America, in some capacity or an- 
other, and at our invitation. This country has not 
yet been chosen as his permanent home, and we 
allknow that he has long since explicitly announced 
his intention to return in a few weeks to Europe. 
I confess that I cannot understand how he can be 
otherwise than regarded as our guest, towards 
whom we are bound, in every form, to exercise 
the rites of a cordial hospitality. The gentleman 
says that inasmuch as the resolution inviting him 
hither describes him as a person supposed by us to 
be desirous of emigrating and settling permanently 
among us, and, inasmuch as he has now conciu- 
-ded not to abandon‘his own country permanently, 
he is not at all entitled to be considered ‘the guest 
of the nation.” Well, sir, it does seem to me that 
the honorable gentleman’s philological explana- 
tions are of a most unsatisfactory character, and 
such as hardly demand more than the passing 
notice already bestowed upon them. 

The Senator from Alabama is greatly dissatis- 
fied with the language employed by Governor 
Kossuth on several occasions since his arrival in 
this country, and especially with his reply to the 
Philadelphia committee. The gentleman says: 

“When the news reached Governor Kossuth that the 
resolution introduced by the Senator from Mississippi had 
been withdrawn, he saw proper to become highly offended, 
and assumed to deliver a lecture upon the conduct of Con- 
gress. 

Sir, I have scen no such lecture; I have seen no 
proof of Governor Kossuth’s becoming offended 
with the action of Congress at all; nor, in my judg- 
ment, did the printed extract read from Governor 
Kossuth’s reported address to the Philadelphia 
committee at all warrant the description now given 
of it by the honorable gentleman. Le expressed 
his regret simply, in decorous and respectful lan- 
guage, that Congress had hesitated about according 
him a national reception, and added: 

“Wad I known that in the same place, where I was invi- 
ted to this country by an act of Congress, the same body 
would now decline to bid me a welcome, I would have 
thought that I was not a welcome guest.*? 

Why, sir, surely if Congress should refuse to 
bid him welcome, he could not do otherwise than 
come to the conclusion that he was not welcome. 
If we refuse to welcome him, will he be welcomed 
by us? And if thus refused a welcome, will he 
have a right still to regard himself as welcome? 
He ventures to add, that had he anticipated this 
refusal of welcome, he “ would not haye wished to 
intrude,” Certainly, sir, this language is exceed- 
ingly proper and not at all disrespectful in its 
character. What gentleman in the world would 
wish to intrude under the circumstances stated? 

Again: the gentleman insists that the intention 
of Kossuth is to involve us in European war. I 
hope not, sir; and T must confess that I have seen 
not the least evidence yet of his entertaining any 
such intention. He has certainly, on many occa- 
| sions, most explicitly disavowed any such design; 
and I hold in my handa New York newspaper, 
in which is published an authorized declaration 
from him, which reads as follows: 

“The impression having gone out through some of the 
public journals, that the purpose of Governor Kossuth aims 
at a forcible intervention in foreign affairs, we take leave to 
say, on authority, that such is not the fact. He asks sim- 
ply that England and America shall unite in affirming the 
policy that ‘every nation shall have the right to make and 
alter its political institutions to suit its own condition and 
eonvenicnee,’ and that the two nations (ugland and 
America) shall not only respect, but cause to be respected, 
this doctrine, so as to prevent Russia from again marching 
her armies inte Hungary. He bolds that there is a wide 
difference between a resolute attitude, powerful enough to 
prevent interference, and the going to war to repulse an in- 
tervention already commenced. . Governor Kossuth has 
not intended to suggest that America should copy the exam- 
ple of France during our Revolution, according te the let- 
ter, but according to the spirit. The circumstances are 
widely different, and all that can be hoped is, that a great 
and free country like this should act in behalf of Freedom 
according to the time and the circumstances in which it is 
placed.” g = 

Lam not prepared at this moment to express 


my views in regard to the true policy of this 


invite him to our shores, and that he is now here 
in accordance with that invitation, and brought 
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question herein referred to: ` That question, ‘as had 
been repeatedly shown, does not at all arise upon 
this simple resolution of welcome, and I protest 
against this hasty and extemporanéous decision of 
a great question of national. policy whichis entitled 
to a calm and extended examination at our hands, 
in all its grave and momentous bearings, and con- 
cerning which the ablest and most experienced 
statesmen of the Republicmight well differ? ‘Certain, 
it is, that there are very distinguished gentlemen in 
this country who have avowed the opinion’ that a. 
discreet and enlightened regard to our own safety 
and honor, as one of the independent nations of 
the earth, requires that we should, in some form 
or other, assert at this time, the acknowledged 
principle of international law, that “every nation 
shall have the right to make and<alter. its ‘political 
institutions to suit its own condition and conveni- 
ence.” This principle is one of the utmost value 
in itself, and not less important to us than to other 
civilized nations; and it is ondemably truc that 
movements have occwrred within the last year or 
two, of a nature to call the validity of this principle 
into serious question, and which, ifnotin some way 
checked, must eventually subvert it forever: Sir, 
the views so forcibly presented by Governor Kos- 
suth touching this point, are not now declared for 
the first timein thiscountry. They have been long 
ago declared by some of our ablest and most con- 
servative statesmen in the two Houses of Con- 
gress, in Janguage of wonderful force and clearness, 
without, I believe, calling forth disapproval in any 
quarter. In proof of this, I beg leave to read in 
hearing of the Senate the extracts from the speech 
of the eet Secretary of State, [Mr. Wensrzr,] 
upon the Greek question, in the year 1823,to which 
I referred in the beginning of these remarks. 
ĮI shall not, on this occasion, declare my ownentire 
sanction of the doctrines then asserted by Mr. 
Webster. Still less will I take it upon myself. to 
denounce orto censure them; but] venture to assert, 
that Kossuth has neither gone further, nor is likely 
hereafter to go further, than did Mr. Webster 
during the calm and peaceful administration of 
Mr. Monroe, in asserting the policy of this coun- 
try touching the attempts of the Allied Powers of 
Europe to intervene for the purpose of putting 
down republican governments newly springing 
into existence on that continent. It is thus that 
Mr. Webster expressed himself more than twenty- 
five years ago: 

&I might well, Mr. Chairman, avoid the responsibility of 
this measure, if it had, in my Judgment, any tendency to 
change the policy of the country. With the general course 

-of that policy I am quite satisfied. The nation:is prosper- . 
ous, peaceful, and happy; and I should very reluctantly 
putits peace, prosperity, or happiness at risk. It appears 
to me, however, that this reselution is strictly conformable 
to our general policy, and not only consistent with our 
interests, but even demanded hy a large and liberal view of 
those interests.” 

Again he says: ; 

“ft cannot be denied that the great political question of 
this age, is, that hetween absolute and regulated govern- 
ments. The substance of the controversy is, wheher so~ 
ciety shall have any part in its own government... Whether 
the form of government shall be that of Jimited monarchy, 
with more or Jess mixture of hereditary power, or whally 
elective, or representative, may perhaps be considered as 
suborditiate. The maia controversy is between that abso- 
lute rule, which, while it promises to gavern well, means 
nevertheless to govern without control, and that regulated 
or-constitutional system, which restrains sovereign discre- 
tion, and asserts that society may claim, as matter of right, 
some effective power in the establishment of the Jaws which 
are to reguiate it. The spirit of the tine sets with a most 
powerful current in favor of thesc last-mentioned opinions. 
it is opposed, however, whenever and wherever it showa 
itself, by certain of the great potentates of Europe; and it 
is opposed on grounds as applicable in one civilized nation 
as in another, and which would justify such opposition in 
relation to the United States, as wel! asin relation to any 
other State, or nation, if time and circumstance should ren- 
der such opposition expedient. i 

“What part it becomes this country to takeon a question 
of this sort, so far as it is called upon to take any part, can- 
not be doubtful. Our side of this question is settled for.us 
even without our own volition. Our history, our situation, 
our character, necessarily decide our position and our 
course, before we have even time to ask whether we have 
an option. ‘Our place is on the side of free institutions.” 

Further on, he thus continues: 

“I will now, Mr. Chairman, advert to those pretensions, 
put forth by the allied sovereigns: of continental Europe, 


country at the present moment upon the delicate Ù which seem to me calculated, if unresisted, to bring into 
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disrepute the principles of our Government, and indeed, to 
be wholly incompatible with any -degree of national inde- 
pendence. I do not introduce these considerations for the 
sake oftopics. Iam not about to declaim against crowned 
heads, nor to quarrel with any conntry for preferring a form 
of government different from our own. ‘She choice that 
we exercise for ourselves I am quite willing to leave also 
to others, but.it appears to me that the pretensions of which 
I have spoken are wholly inconsistent with the independ- 
ence of nations generally, without regard to the question 
whether their governments be absolute, inonarchical, and 
limited, or purely. popular and representative. J have a 
most deep and thorough conviction. that a new era has 
risen in the world, that new ‘and dangerous combinations 
are taking place, promulgating doctrines and fraught with 


consequences wholly subversive in their tendency, of the fi 


public law of nations, and of the general liberties of man- 
Kind. Whether this be so or not, ix the question which I 
now propose to examine, upon such grounds of informa- 
tion as the common and public means of Knowledge dis- 
close.”? 


Mr. Webster then proceeds to examine, and to 
comment with great freedom and boldness upon 
various public documents, bearing evidence of the 
formal combination which had been entered into 
by the despotic Powers of Europe against free 
institutions, and gives.expression to the following 
generous sentiments: 


“ Rut the second, and, if possible, the still more objec- 
tionable principle, avowed in these papers, is the right of 
forcible interference in the affairs of other States. A right 
to control nations in their desire to change their own gov- 
ernment, wherever it may be conjectured, or pretended, 
that such change might furnish an example to the subjects 
of other States, is plainly aud distinctly asserted. The 
same Congress that made the declaration at Laybach, had 
declared, before its removal from Troppau, € that the Pow- 
£ ers have an undoubted right to fake a hostile attitude in 
‘regard to those States in which the overthrow of the gov- 
‘ernment may operate as an example.” 

“There cannot, as I think, be'conceived a more flagrant 
violation of public law, or national independence, than is 
contained in this declaration. 

“ No matter what be the character of the government re- 
sisted ; no matter with what weight the foot of the oppres- 
sor bears on the neck of the oppressed; if he struggle, or if 
he complain, he sets s dangerous example of resistance— 
and from that moment he becomes an object of hostility to 
the most powerful potentates on the earth. F want words 
to express my abhorrence of this abominable principle.” 


_ But, Mr. President, it seems that we are now 
urged by certain honorable Senators to be exceed- 


ingly cautious how we receive Kossuth, or hazard 
a declaration of opinions which may by vossibil- 
ity give offence to the Emperor of Russia. We 
are urged to do nothing that can possibly have 
the effect of wounding his delicate sensibilities. 
‘Well, sir, if I thought that the language of manly 
indignation uttered by members of this body 
could awaken the least remorse or mortification 
in the ice-bound bosom of this potential person- 
age, and constrain him, for a single moment, 
to open the portals of his iron heart to the throb- 
bings of a genial sympathy towards the millions 
whom he has so eruelly oppressed, and the hun- 
dreds of thousands whom he has so ruthlessly 
slaughtered in Hungary and in Poland, I should 
even be willing to continue this debate a day or 
two longer, as fatiguing and disagreeable as it has 
certainly become to those participating in it, and 
as offensive and disgusting as it has also become 
to the whole country. But to return to Mr. Web- 
ster’s speech. He says, in relation to the princi- 
ple of forcible intervention: 


“I trast every enlightened man throughout the world 
will oppose it, and that especially, those who, like ourselves, 
aie fortunately out of the reach of the bayouets that enforce 
it, will proclaim thcir detestation of itin a tone both Joud 
and decisive. ‘The avowed object of such declarations is 
to preserve the peace of the world. But by what means is 

. it proposed to preserve this peace? Simply, by bringing 
the power of all governments to bear against all subjects. 
Here is to be established a sort of double, or treble, or 
quadruple, or, for aught I know, a quintuple allegiance. 
An offence against one king is to be an offence against all 
kings, and the power of allis to be put forth for the pun- 
ishment of the offender. A right to interfere in extreme 
eases, in the case of contiguous States, and where immi- 
nent danger is threatened to one by what is transpirmg in 
another, is not without precedent in modern times, upon 
what has been called the law of vicinage ; and when con- 
fined to extreme cases, and limited to a certain extent, it 
may perhaps be defended upon principles of necessity and 
self-defence, But to maintain that sovereigns may go to 
war upon the subjects of another State to repress an ex- 
ample, is monstrous indeed. What is to be the limit of 
such a principle, or to the practice growing out of it? 
What, in any case, but sovereign pleasure is to decide 
whether the example be good or bad? And what, under 
the operation of such a rule, may be thought of our exam- 
ple? Why are we not as objects for the operation of 
the new principle, as any of those who may attempt to re- 
form the condition of their Government, on the other side 
of the Atlantic??? 


An extract or two more, and I am done: 


“This asserted right of forcible intervention, in the 


affairs of other nations, is in open violation of the publie | 


; commenced it. 
! duty imposed on us—to give our weight to the side af tib- 


law of the world. Who has authorized these learned doc- 
tors of Troppau to establish new articles in this code? 
Whence are their diplomas? Is the whole world expected 
to acquiesce in principles which entirely subvert the inde- 
pendence of nations? On the basis of this independence 
has been reared the beautiful fabrie of international law. 


| On the principle of this independence, Europe has seen a 
| family of nations flourishing within sts Himits--the smalt 


among the Jarge—protected not always by power, but by a 
principle above power—by a sense of propriety and justice. 
On this principle the great- commonwealth of civilized 
States has been hitherto upheld. There have beeu occa- 
sional départures, or violations, and always disastrous, a3 
in the case of Poland; but, in general. the harmony of the 
system has been wonderfully preserved. In the produetion 
and preservation of this sense of justice, this predoini- 
nating principle, the Christian religion has acted a main 
part. Christianity and civilization have favored together 5 
itseems, indeed, to be a law of our human condition, that 
they can live and fidurish only together. From their blended 
influence lias arisen that delightful spectacle of the preva- 
Jenee of reason and principle, over power and interest, so 
well described by one who was an honor to the age 
¢ And sovereign Law, the world’s collected will, 
O?er thrones and globes elate, 
Sits Bmpress—crowning good, repressing ill: 
Sinit by ber sacred frown, 
The fiend, Discretion, like a vapor, sinks, 
And e’en the all-dazzling crown 
Hides his faint raya, and at her bidding shrinks.” 


But this vision is past. “While the teachers of Laybach 
give the rule, there will be no law but the law of the 
strongest. 

« It may now be required of me to show whatinterest we 
have, in resisting this new system. What is it to us, it 
may be asked, upou what principles, or what pretences, 
the European governments assert a right of interfering in 
the affairs of their neighbors? The thunder, it may be 
said, rolls ata distance. The wide Atlantic is between us 
and danger; and, however others may suffer, we shall re- 
main safe, 

«T think ita sufficient answer to this to say, that we are 
one of the nations; that we have an interest, therefore, in 
the preservation of that system of national law aud na- 
tional intercourse, which has heretofore subsisted, so benc- 
ficially for all. Our system of government, it should also 
be remembered, is, throughoat, founded on principles otterly 
hostile to the new code ; and, if we remain undisturbed by 
ity operation, we shall owe our security either to our situa- 
tion or our spirit. ‘he enterprising character of the age, 
our own active commercial spirit, the great increase which 
has taken place in the intercon between civilized and 
commercial States, have necessarily connected us with the 
nations of the earth, and given us a high concern in the 
rvation of those salutary principles, upon which that 
vonese is founded. We have as clear an interest in 
international law, as individuals have in the laws of so- 
ciety. 

«But, apart from the soundness of the policy, on the 
ground of direct interest, we have, sir, a duty connected 
with this subject, which, { trust, we are willing to perform, 
What do we not owe to the cause of civil and religious 
liberty? to the principle of lawful resistance ? to the prin- 
ciple that society has a right to partake in its own govern- 
ment? As the leading Republic of the world, living and 
breathing in these principles, and advanced, by their oper- 
ation, with unequalled rapidity in our career, shall we give 
our consent to bring them into disrepute and disgrace? It 
is neither ostentation nor boasting to say, that there lie be- 
fore this country, in immediate prospect, a great extent and 
height of power. We are borne along towards this, with- 
out eflort, and not always even with a full knowledge of the 
rapidity of our own motion. Circumstances, which never 
combined before, have combined in our favor, anda mighty 
current is setting us forward, whieh we could not resist, 
even if we would, and which, while we would stop to 
make an observation, and take the sun, has set us, at the 
end of the operation, far in advance of the place where we 
Does it not become us, theu—is it not a 


erty and justice—to Jet mankind know that we are not tired 
of our own institutions—and to protest against the asserted 
power of altering, at pleasurc, the law of the civilized 
wort?” 

Mr. President, I cannot conclude without ex- 
pressing the deep regret which I feel that circum- 
stances should have arisen of a nature to make it 
apparently necessary that so mnch should be said 
in defence of a movement which, I do not doubt, 
will be warmly approved by nine tenths of the 
free and enlightened citizens of this great Repub- 
lic. I hopethat we may soon come to a vote 
upon the resolution. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The question is on the 
amendment which I have had the honor of sub- 
mitting to the Senate. It contains two proposi- 
sitions. First, it proposes to extend this welcome 
to the associates of Governor Kossuth. And sec- 
ondly, disclaims the purpose which is there stated. 
I apprehend, therefore, that the Chair will concur 
with me that it is susceptible of division. 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly. The amend- 
ment contains two distinct propositions, and the 
question can be taken separately upon each. 

Mr. BERRIEN. ‘At the suggestion of Sen- 


! ators, then, I ask that the question may be di- 


vided. 

The PRESIDENT. The question, then, is on 
the first branch of the amendment: 

“And beit further resolved, That the welcome thus offered 


|| to Louis. Kossuth be extended to his associate Hungarian 


exiles who have landed wpon our shores.?? 


Mr. SEWARD. I see no objection to that 
proposition, and if it will commend the main 
resolution to the favor of the Senator, I shall very 
cheerfully vote for it. i 

Mr. BERRIEN asked for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I wish to make 
an explanation, Jest my vote on this amendment 
may place mein a wrong attitude. { thought that 
| some special respect was due to Governor Kos- 
suth over and above his associates. On that 
account I shall vote against the amendment, with 
the view of making this a special compliment to 
Kossuth. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Iam compelled to vote against 
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia. If 
it is adopted it will derogate very much from the 
original intention. I hold that his associates are 
entitled to this honor; but as we commenced with 
Kossuth himself, we ought to confine it to him, 
regarđing him as the representative of Hungary 
and as the representative of liberty. 

Mr. BADGER. It seems to me that my friend 
from Ilinois makes a mistake, and that the prem- 
ises from which he argues lead to'a conclusion 
directly opposite that at which he arrived. We 
commenced by the joint resolution of the last 
session. We commenced with ‘* Louis Kossuth 
and his associates in captivity.” The Senator 
says he wishes to follow up as we began. How 
is that to be done by leaving out the associates of 
Kossuth ? 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. The gentleman 
forgets that we only included these associates in 
the proposition of release, and that this is intend- 
ed as a cordial welcome to one who is. entitled to 
be recognized as the personification, the Imbodi- 
ment of liberty beyond the rolling ocean. 

Mr. BERRIEN. We did not merely unite the 
associates of Kossuth with him in the proposal 
of a release from captivity, but we united them in 
inviting to our shores and preparing the means of 
transit. 

Mr. BADGER. Every word of the original 
resolution which applies to Kossuth applies to his 
associates. 

Mr. CASS said: Mr. President, I shall vote 
against the amendment of the Senator from Geor- 
gia, [Mr. Berrien,] not because the fellow-suffer- 
ers of the illustrious Hungarian leader are not 
worthy of respect and commiseration everywhere, 
but simply because he comes here as the represent- 
ative of a great principle, and I do not desire to 
have our testimonial in its favor weakened by the 
introduction of other names or topics. We all 
know the effect of amendment after arnendment 
upon a resolution, and how easily its character 
and objects are changed by such proceedings. 
For myself, I shall adhere to the purpose we have 
in view. 

Mr. President, I intended to say something upon 
this subject, and I may as well say it now upon 
the question before the Senate. This discussion 
has taken a very wide range—a very discursive 
range. I shall not follow it in its ramifications; 
but there are some observations which I wish 
briefly to offer to the Senate. 

Now, with respect to the invitation from Con- 
gress to Kossuth, I am not going to enter into 
any critical analysis of it; I am not going to enter 
into any philological examination of its words. It. 
is idle to say that we invited him as an ordinary 
emigrant, to come here to enter his one hundred 
and sixty acres of land and take up his residence 
in the forest. 

To be sure, the word ‘emigrants’ is used in the 
original resolution, but our attention was fixed 
upon the leader and his patriotic band, not be- 
cause we sought them for the usual purposes of 
emigration, but because he had been an apostle 
and had become a martyr of liberty, and we de- 
sired to honor the cause and to honor the man; 
and we were truly anxious to rescue all these inter- 
esting sufferers from the evils of captivity, and the 
still greater evils impending over them, should 
Mohammedan hospitality be compelled to-yield 
to Christian menaces. We invited the great leader 
of a great revolution to come among us; one who 
had performed a noble part in the history of his 
| country, in the history, indeed, of the human race, 
[It was an imposing procedure on our part. It 
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was, and was intended to be, a téstirionial from 
the Congress of the United States, to a great man 
and a holy cause,’ Why, it went forth to the 
world asa homage from a great Republic to a prin- | 
ciple, which is the corner-sténe of its own institu- 
tions, and was announced in every journal from 
California to Siberia, wherever an iron despotism 
has not placed its foot upon the press. It was a | 
most imposing legislative act. The arrival of the 
vessel we sent on this grateful mission upon the 
old Homeric waters of the Hellespont was her- | 
alded by the announcement of the fact to all the if 
world. And a proud day it was for us, and I 
trust, for hunfan liberty, when thesé‘hope-deferred 
exiles trod the deck of freedom, and found the en- 
sign of a great and free people waving over them. 
Then, and not till then, were they safe. 

And are we now to mar this beautiful page of 
our history, this tribute to patriotism and freédom, 
by saying that we merely invited a party of un- 
fortunate Hungarians, as “emigrants,” to our 
shores, and there they have landed, and there we 
leave them? They came as emigrants, and let 
them settlo as such. And do we seek to prove | 
by a philological examination of the invitation, 
merely, in fact, it would appear, to please two des- 
potic monarchs, that we meant no honor to Kos- | 
suth, none to his companions, none to the cause | 
to which they have devoted themselves? Why, 
sir, the common instincts of every man revolt 
against such a perversion. He came under no 
such circumstances. He came an exile, indeed, | 
but admired and revered, wherever liberty has 
found an abiding-place, or wherever sincere but 
secret aspirations ascend to Tleaven for its enjoy- | 
ment, “Such were the condition and claims of 
Kossuth, I regretted;very much to hear upon this 
floor words of reproach, both against him and the 
revolution of his country. He needs no eulogy 
from me. He will find that in the hearts of man- 
kind and in the voice of History. His name will 
go down to posterity, imprinting his character and 
principles upon the generation among which his 
great deeds have been done. Every age of the 
world is marked by the advent of peculiar indi- 
viduals, who seem designed by Providence to per- 
form a distinguished part in. the concerns of the 
world. This age is marked by the deeds of Kos- 
suth. Why, sir, there must be some great fas- 
cination about this wanderer, without power, with- 
out wealth, without a country. Such processions 
as those, that have welcomed his arrival both here 
and in England, have scarcely been seen in the 
world, since the pageants of Roman triumphs. 
No man can receive such voluntary homage from 
a free people, without possessing some of the high- 
est qualities of our nature.. Did he not, his pres- 
ence would soon dissolve the enchantment, and 
reduce him to his true dimensions. But enthu- 
siasm seems to increase as hé becomes better | 
known, and all join in tenderiné to him the tribute 
of admiration. f 

A good deal has been said about the revolution 
of Hungary, and a good deal in disparagement of 
it. Ishall not follow these assaults to repel them. 
It would be a work of supererogation in this coun- | 
try. I will say, however, that it was a great and | 
noble effort, worthy of the descendants of that 
band of heroes, who, centuries ago, upon the fron- | 
tier of Christendom upheld the banner of the Cross | 
against the standard of the Prophet of Mecca. It | 
is objected here, that the Hungarians began their | 
revolution with professions of loyalty to the Aus- | 
trian crown and of attachment to the Austrian em- 
pire; that they asked but little at first, and that they | 
avowed their determination not to be separated | 
from their common country; and all thisis brought 
forward here as a charge and a proof of inconsist- i 
ency and insincerity. Well, sir, this is almost a į 
chapter taken out of our own revolutionary histo- | 
ry—almost a narrative of events and feelings in} 
our own country, connected with the origin and || 
progress of our struggle with England. ‘The re-i 
semblance, not to say the identity, is remarkable. | 
What did our revolutionary fathers do? They, | 
too, began with declarations of attachment to the | 
English crown and people, ahd it is a historical 
truth beyond contradiction, that they did not | 
desire separation, and they at first condemned | 
it as a great evil. If the Hungarians boasted, as | 
is here said, that they were the firmest supporters | 
of the Austrian power, and had freely shed their | 
blood in its deferice, did not the noble patriots who 
conducted ua through our stormy and perilous 


i 
| 


crisis, did they not boast in like manner, that they 
had shown their attachment to England by fight- 
ing her battlés-in the wars of 1745 and 1760, and 
had taken efficient parts in the capture of the Ha- 
vana, of Louisbourg, and of Quebec, and in’ the 
annihilation of the French power upon this Con- 
tinent? So began the contest, but sufferings and 
sacrifices on one side, and cruelty and oppression 
on the other, soon changed all these feelings, and 
converted sincere friendship into deadly enmity. 
And such is the natural course of all revolutions. 
They generally commence with moderate de- 


mands, but soon change their character and séek-! 


the permanent establishment of independence. 


Concessions, which would at first: have been re- | 


ceived with gratitude, are afterwards spurned with 
contempt, and the struggling party rises in its 


hopes and expectations in proportion to its own | 


exertions and to the prospects of success. I ré- 
peat, it is human nature. Attempts at subju- 
gation produce their necessary consequences— 
enmity and alienation. Now, sir, Ido hope we shall 
heat no more of Hungarian inconsistency and in- 
sincerity; because little was asked at first and 
much afterwards; for we cannot hear it without 
being sensible that the same accusation may be 
made against Washington and his associates, 
whom we all love and honor. ‘This has been-pre- 
cisely the course of all men, who have had to fight 
the battles of freedom, since human rights first 
contended against human despotism. 

Mr. President, what is the object of the present 
proceeding ?—I refer now to the resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Mississipi, [Mr. 
Foors,] as it is more comprehensive pen the one 
offered by the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Sewarp,] and better opens the whole subject. 
But by-and-by I shall briefly consider the latter. 


What, I repeat, is the object of this proceeding? į 


It is to express the interest of the American 
people and their representatives in the glorious 
cause, aye, and in the glorious fate of this great 
Hungarian leader, What was that resolution of 
the Senator from Mississippi? It was substan- 
tially an expression of “ sympathy”? for a people 
“ unfurling the banners of freedom,” in the beau- 
tiful words of Washington; and these words fur- 
nish a precedent, which I hope the Senators from 
Georgia and Kentucky [Mr. Berrien and Mr. 
Unpverwoop] will consider sufficiently authorita- 
tive to enable them to join us upon this oecasion 


in expressing the sympathy of our countrymen, as | 


the same feeling was expressed by the first and 
greatest of our Chief Magistrates in the heroic age 
of the Republic. What have nations a right to 
do—a real practical right to do—under the cir- 
cumstances, in which we are placed? That is the 
true question, divested of all the fears, whose anti- 


cipations have here fallen from eloquent tongues, ! 


but I trust upon unbelieving ears. Why, sir, 
every nation has the right to open wide its doors, 


and to receive, with welcome and kindness, all the |! 


victims of oppression, who, seeking to free their 


country from despotism, encounter the disastrous | 


chances of a revolution, and are compelled to seek 
safety by flight. These unfortunate men are re- 
ceived and protected by every Government under 
heaven, except where excluded by the joint stip- 
ulations ofsome of those iron-hearted rulers, whose 


vengeance nothing but human blood will satisfy, | 


and who desire to cut off all means of escape 
from homeless, houseless patriots. 
a revolution is put down, those who have taken 

art init, fleeelsewhere, if they can, for protection. 
if Europe they find refuge in France and Eng- 
land. ‘There are at this moment, some half a 
dozen wandering pretenders, whom revolution- 
ary events have expelled or withheld from thrones, 
and who are roaming through Europe, protected 
by its various Governments. England, at one 
time, afforded an asylum to the refugees of two, 
if not of three, revolutions. I am not sure, that 
the representative of the Bourbon family was 


| there when Louis Philippe was overthrown, but 


Louis Philippe himself, and those, who led to the 
revolution, that dethroned him, and were the vic- 
tims of another struggle, found themselves in 
England at the same time, quietly enjoying the 
protection of her laws. Who ever complained 
that a place of refuge was thus found for the 
unfortunate? And yet, what is the importance 


of a small band of exiles upon a distant continent i 


to the real presence and protection of- him 
who claims, by the grace of Go 
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of a country? . If the former ies justly:offensi 
| Should like to know what the latter is? If. 
poor privilege of escape were' taken: away, 
would ‘shut up, within: a. condemned: dist 
évery man under the ban of his rulers, And 
would make each of the despotic. countries of- 
Europe one vast slaughter-houée; and still more; 
you would destroy “the very, germs. of Hberty,:. 
throughout a vast portion of the world. Batstilt t 
further, the Governments of Europe appropriate. 
| money to defray the expenses of strangers, thus 
thrown upon their hospitality. "The British Goy- 
i} ernment has done this,and so has the Government 
| of France, and to a large amount, for exiles, who. 
have taken refuge there. It is a well-known fret, - 
that the banished pretenders to several of the Eu- 
ropean thrones, have bee aided, if not wholly 
supported, by the contributions of their monarch- 
ical brethren, who have been fortunate enough to 
| retain their positions. And are we to ‘refrain 
from.even the poor tribute of expressing our sym- 
pathy for these interesting strangers, who come 
among us—these patriotic exiles, because we are 
republicans, and they desire their countrymen ‘to 
become such? No one complains of monarchical 
sympathy! Let no man in this free country com- 
plain of the republican expression of it. It is futile 
to talk about intervention. There is no interven- 
tion in all this. f 

I suppose it would be a much more offensive 
proceeding to a persecuting government to have 
the subjects of its wrath protected and. main- 
tained, than would be a mere expression of sym- 
pathy in their misfortunes. 

Mr. President, there is a great principle, which 
no one can deny, and that is, that in the internal 
contests of other countries, where one portion of 
a community is endeavoring to throw off an iron 
yoke, the other Powers of the earth have no right’ 
to interfere. England, and her continental allies, 
violated this salutary prohibition, in the invasion 
of France, towards the commencement of her rey- | 
olution, and signally was this breach of duty ré- 
buked and punished by triumphant armies, who 
carried the tri-colored flag from Lisbon to Mos- . 
cow. As far as I understand, this is the very 
ground taken by Kossuth in his various answers 
and addresses, concéived, I must say, in the genu- 
ine spirit of eloquence. He is willing to abide the 
issue of the efforts of the Hungarians, if they are 
left to contend with the power of Austria alone. 
It may be, that in the many and extemporaneous 
answers he is compelled to make, he has not al- 
ways laid down the precise limitations; but the 
general purport is sufficiently manifest, and, sir, I 
fully agree with him in this view. Russia and 
Austria have violated this great salutary principle. 
Thelatter, hard-pressed by the gallant Hungarians, 
invoked the aid of the Autocrat, and the Cossacks 
| poured aver the frontiers, and prostrated in the dust 
| the banner of freedom. Now, what may other 
| nations rightfully do under such circumstances? 
| The law of nations is the bond, which unites all 
civilized communities together; which protects, not 
always, unfortunately, but often, the weak against 
the strong—the arbiter which substitutes reason 
for force. Every country under heaven has an 
interest in its immunity and preservation. 

If, then, one of its great principles is violated, 
what may other nations rightfully do? Why, sir, 

i the answer is easy and clear. If any nation believes 
its own interestis so much affected by this violation, 
and that it is so grave in. its character as to justify 
it, it may resort to that remedy atits discretion. It 
has the moral right to appeal to that final arbiter 
jin the disputes among independent Powers. 
Whether it will take that serious step is a ques- 
tion for its own decision, depending upon its view - 
of its own interest and policy. 


ty 


But there.are other methods, than war, by which 
the feelings and disapprobation of the impartial 
Governments of the world may be expressed. 
They may make a public and solemn protest 
against the proceeding, placing upon historie rec- 
ord their disapproval of this conduct, and avowing 
their determination never to assent to the conse- 
quences of such acts, nor to the doctrines they ès- 
tablish. Or they may remonstrate, in a diplomatic 
form, through their own representative, in terms 
more or less severe and decided, as the gravity of 
| the circumstances and the interests involved may 
render proper; or the whole subject may be dis- 


| cussed, and the course condemned in the legisla- 
d, the government ,j tive bodies of other Governments, as Is doné in 
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France, in England, and in the United States. 
The public opinion of the world is a powerful 
engine in its social and political systems; and 
though not always strong enough to prevent injus- 
tic, it is never without a salutary effect. - lt can- 
not be wholly shut out from the most despotic 
countries, and it has often made the tyrant tremble 
on his throne. And the halls of free legislation 
are the very places, whence this warning voice 
may issue to perform its work. It seems to 
- have been assumed in this discussion, that if we 
remonstrate against infractions of the law of 


nations—against this high-handed violation, for || try, to which the plagues of Egypt were but a gentle 
| shower, compared to the tornado of the tropics. 


example, by Russia and Austria—that we must 
be prepared to support our dechration by war— 
that, in truth, the act itself pledges us to war. 
Why, sir, no error can be greater or more mis- 
chievous. . The protests and remonstrances of 
“nations are everyday occurrences in the diplomatie 
“history of the world, England put upon record {{ 
her protest against the occupation of Cracow, to ij 
> record in all time her disapprohation of that act of 
violence and injustice. But she rested there. She 
did not think the circumstances called for war. 
And within the current year, it is known that both |; 
France and England made representations against 
the demand of Russia and Austria, that the Sultan 
should deliver up to their tender mercies the un- 
fortunate FIungarian exiles. ‘What the protesting 
States would have done, had this insolent demand 
succeeded, we do not know. It did not necessa- || 
rily follow, that they would go to war. But it {i 
would be time ill spent to multiply instances in | 
illustration of this doctrine. Modern history is 
full of them, and they are familiar to all. Ire- 
res what we shall do, in cases where we 
nd it necessary to pursue this mode of expressing 
our disapprobation, is a mere question of policy; 
and if we do nothing but put ourselves right by 
this process of a disapproval, we compromit neither 
our dignity nor our honor. We put our views 
upon record, and then we are free to act at any |i 
time thereafter, as we please. 
I take it for granted, that there is not asane man 
in this country who dreams even of intervening by || 
force in this affair—of sending a fleet to cover the 
Adriatic, and to blockade the lagunes of old Venice, 
and the port of Trieste, or another to'take its station 
onthe Sound, and close the entrance of the Baltic to 
the ships of Russia. It is not physical force that 
every true lover of his country would desire to 
employ on this occasion, Itis moral force; that 
powerful lever in the affairs of the world, which 
sooner or later will do its work. Like truth, it 
is mighty and will prevail. Let not gentlemen, 
therefore, be alarmed at the proposed expression 
of sympathy and interest. It may keep alive the 
hopes of oppressed millions in Europe to know | 
that their condition and prospects receive the warm 
regard of the great Republic, which in the new 
hemisphere has preceded them in the struggle for 
freedom, and now reaps the reward; and in doing |} 
this, we keep ourselves stillin the pale of the law of || 
nations, and give just cause of offence to noone. 
My. President, eloquent allusions have been 
made here to the ominous condition of Europe. 
And truly it is sufficiently threatening to fix the re- 
gard of the rest of thevivilized world, Elements are 
at work there, whose contact and contest must ere | 
long produce explosions, whose consequences no j! 
man can foresee. "The cloud may as yet be no bigger | 
than a inan’s hand, like that seen by the prophet | 
from Mount Carmel, but it will overspread the | 
whole hemisphere and burst perhaps in ruins upon 
the social and political systems of the Old World. 
Antagonistic principles are doing their work there. ; 
The conflict cannot be avoided. The desire of | 
man to govern himself, and the determination of! 
rulers to govern him, are now face to face, and | 
must meet in the strife of action, as they have met | 
in the strife of opinion. It requires a wiser or a | 
rasher man than I am, to undertake to foretell when i 
and how this great battle will be fought; but it is | 
as sure to come, as is the Sun to rise asain, which | 
is now descending to the horizon. What the free | 
governments of the world may find it proper todo, H 
when this great struggle truly begins, I leave to | 
those upon whom will devolve the duty and the | 
responsibility of decision. Even if I hadthe right, į 
Thaveno disposition, to lay down the course, which i 
the great interests of humanity may require the | 
then established governments of the people toad opt. 
How far they will maintain by protest or remon- 


| 


| most to blot us out from the record of nations. 


| tionate. 


| flection will dispel. 


strance, or how far they will maintain by actual k 


force, the inviolability of the law of nations, or 
what other intervention they may find it expedient 
to. adopt, can only- be determined when the exi- 
gency. arises. For myself, I would leave our suc- 
cessors unshackled by any declaration upon this 
grave subject, and I consider it unwise to prejudge 
either the circumstances, or the course which they 
may then impose upon us.. : eet TE 
An auditor listening tő the progress of this dis- 
cussion might naturally suppose, that our proceed- 
ings would be followed by vials of wrath to be 
poured out by Europe upon our unfortunate coun- 


These observations have relation to the resolution 
of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Foorr,]andI 
have endeavored to show, that its adoption would 
give no just cause of offence to any Government |; 
whatever. But they apply with still more force 
to the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Srwarp,] which simply says to 
the Hungarian Patriot, You are welcome to our 
country. And is it possible, that one member of |! 
this body can be found, who sees anything offen- |i 
sive in this expression of regard, or anticipates the |i 
slightest danger from the procedure? If there is, 
let him console himself. ould that we were as 
secure against all other evils, as we should be || 
against the wrath of European sovereigns for this |! 
act of hospitality; if we were, our Government || 
would endure, till all human governments shall 
have fulfilled their functions and disappeared. 

I prefer the original resolution of the Senator 
from Mississippi, and regret that he found it neces- 
sary to withdraw it. I trust, however, that it will 
be renewed? My next choice is the one offered 
by the Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Surenys;] but if 
neither of these can pass, I shall then vote for the |} 
proposition of the Senatorfrom New York. That, 
ji have said, is a mere welcome, tendered to our | 
guest; and really, sir, I cannot treat with becoming 
gravity, the fear thatits adoption is to raise a storm |! 
of indignation against our country, which is al- 


Never could cause and eflect be more dispropor- 


The honorable Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Ber- |} 
RIEN,} proposes an amendment, which is to rescue 
us from our perilous condition, by making a decla- 
ration, whioh decrees that we declare nothing by 
this otherwise pregnant resolution. Tt is a sort of 
promunrcianiento, if I may so say, which is to an- 
nounce our true object, and to serve as the exclu- 
sion ofa conclusion, when the Russian and Austrian 
Cabinets come to consider this grave measure, so 
directly affecting the rights and honor of their 
sovereigns. Jt is a kind of abstract annuncia- 
lion of our policy, appended to one of the most 
harmless procedures, that ever took place in our 
legislation. 

Mr. President, I am utterly opposed to this |j 
careful regard of the susceptibilities of European |! 
arbitrary monarchs. It becomes neither us, nor the |: 
great people we in part represent. It is said, in- | 
deed, that we are in effect using threats towards the || 
crowned beads, who rule over Russia and Austria. 
A most prolific engine of mischief is this same res- 
olution, Ourcountrymen bave too much regard for 
the character and position ofourcountry to approve 
of the use of menacing language by their servants 
to other Powers, or to suffer it to be used to them. į; 
These are all chimeras, which I am sure a little re- 
Let us stand fast to our dig- 
nity, our character, and our principles. That is |} 
no threat; and if it be taken as such by the Auto- i 
crat of Russia, or by anybody else, so be it. Let 
him follow his own course, and seek his own 
remedy. 

This proposed amendmentis a sort of appeal to |i 
the good-wil of these monarchs, saying in sub- 
stance, Take no offence, for we mean none. The} 
resolution does not pledge us to do youany injury, 
and we mean to let Hungarian affairs take care of 
themselves. Well, sir, it appears to me, that all 
this is uncalled-for, undignified, and unworthy of 
the representatives of the sovereign States of this 
Union. It shall never receive my assent. i 

The old well-known spectre of precedents has |! 
been revived. I hopethat the two honorable Sen- |i 
ators, who have opposed ouraction on thisaccount, |) 
will see in the precedent of General Washington |! 
the true principles of this case. I would ask the | 
Senator from Georgia, if the time has not arrived, |! 
when we may set precedonis for those, who are ia H 


| is our duty to do so. 


follow us, as they have been set by those who pre- 
ceded us. 

It has been wel] said, that the existing generation 
stands upon the shoulders of its predecessors; its 
visual horizon is enlarged fromthis elevation. We 
have the experience of those, who have gone before 
us, and our own, too. We are able to judge for 
ourselves, without blindly following in their foot- 
steps. There is nothing stationary in the world. 


i Moral and intellectual, as well as physical scien- 


ces, are in a state of progress; or, rather, we are 
marching onwards in the investigation of their 
true principles. It is presumptuous at any time 
to say, that now is the best possible condition of 
human nature; let us sit still and be satisfied; there 
is nothing more to learn. I believe in no such 
doctrine. I believe we are always learning. We 
have a right to examine for ourselves. In fact, it 
Still, sir, I would notrashly 
reject the experience of the world, any more than 
I would blindly follow it. I have no such idea. 
I have no wish to prostrate all the barriers raised 
by wisdom, and to let in upon us an inundation of 
many such opinions, as have been promulgated in 
the present age ; but far be it from me to adopt ag 


| a principle of conduct, that nothing is to be done 


except what has been done before, and precisely 
as itwas then done. So much for precedents. 
Sir, a most extraordinary spectacle is this day 
presented in the American Senate—extraordinary, 
I mean, when compared with what took place not 
long since in one of those old regions, which were 
the cradle and threaten to become thé tomb of 
civilization. ‘Che comparison of our course with 
that of the Sultan of Turkey is far from being 
flattering to our national vanity. Iam apprehen- 


! sive, that the nations of the world will wonder at 


our timidity. Here we are halting, hesitating, 
doubting; afraid to express our approbation of a 
great principle, even in the guise of a mere hospi- 
table barren welcome. And was the conduct of 
the Successor of the Prophet marked by such vacil- 
lation, when he was insolently reqùired to deliver 
those relics of a revolution to their relentless ene- 
mies, that they might expire upon an Austrian scaf- 
fold, or suffer worse than death from Siberiaand the 
knout? Henobly answered, ‘ No; they have eaten 
my salt, and by the faith of the Prophet not a hair of 
their heads shall be touched.” And if he had been 
driven-——if the successor of the Othmans had been 
driven to unfurl the standard of Mahomet, and to 
defend his dominions and the sacred rights of man- 
kind at the head of his armies, every true Ameri- 
can would have bid him God speed, and would 
have prayed for his success in upholding the doc- 
trines of Christianity against the persecuting spirit 
of self-styled Christian rulers. I think that his 
rejection of the demands of these too great Powers, 
one of which touches his open frontier for hun- 
dreds of miles, while the other is always ready to 
pour its myrmidons from the heights of the Bal- 
kan and to drive h&g from Constantinople across 
the Bosphorus,—I ‘say I think his course upon 
this occasion was one of the most remarkable in- 
stances of firmness, that the world has lately seen. 
i give him credit for it, and still the more, when I 
see with what cautious deliberation intelligent free- 
men explore this subject, and how unwilling they 
are to move when there is in truth “ nothing to 
make us afraid.” 

There is another circumstance connected with 


i this matter, of avery different character, but scarce- 
: ly Jess extraordinary. 


y. Hereisa subject presented 
to Congress in the gravest form by the President, 
in his annual message, a document everywhere 
read through the civilized world. He asks our 
special attention to it, and a resolution is intro- 
duced, as an honorable Senator has publicly 
stated—and no man ever doubted his word—at the 
instance of the Secretary of State, to give effect to 
the President’s recommendation; and yet we see 


' gentlemen of the same political party opposing the 


whole proceeding, with zeal amounting almost to 
warmth, because it may give offence to other Pow- 
ers. The high officers specially charged with our 
foreign relations, and who ought best to under- 


i stand the bearing of this proposition upon them, 
! tell us by their®conduct, that the proposition is 
i right. No injury can result from it, nor will any 
i one have just cause of complaint. I repeat, that 


the circumstance is a very extraordinary one, and 
far beyond my comprehension. The Executive 


| says, by the nature of his communication, there 


is no danger in all this; while our ears are assailed 


e 
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with Jeremiads, almost proclaiming the downfall 
of our institutions. There seems to be a curious 
conversion going on. Upon this question, the |; 
President is abandoned by his own party and sup- 
ported ky ours. Well, sur, the President is right, 
and for once Lam an Administration man. I go 
for the movement, heart, soul, and body. Ihave 
no fear of the consequences, and if I know my |! 
countrymen, they would defend the sacred cause 
of free opinion and action, if assailed, against all || 
the Powers of the earth. 

Mr, BERRIEN, Mr. President, the question f 
whichis before the Senate is upon the first branch 
of the amendment which I had the honor to sub- 
mit. While that is the question, it is the only 

roper subject of discussion, The Senator from 
ichigan [Mr. Cass] has traversed the whole 
ground of the original resolution. I am not dis- 
posed to follow him in that discursive course, but 
he has addressed certain of his observations espe- 
cially to myself; and upon these I desire to make 
a few brief remarks. 

The Senator frém Michigan inquires emphati- 
cally from me, whether we at this day have not a 
right to make a precedent. I am disposed to an- 
swer the question with a frank simplicity, and 
with a distinct affirmation of the proposition itself. 
Unquestionably we have a right, in the adminis- 
tration of the affairs of this Government, to do 
any act which in our judgment the circumstances 
which surround us may require; and if those cir- 
cumstances have not previously existed, by the 
performance of the act which establishes a prece- 
dent. But how, I beg to ask the Senator from 
Michigan, did: this doctrine of precedents come 
into this discussion? Was it introduced by the 
opponents of the resolution? Was it introduced 
by the advocates of the amendment? No, sir. 
The original movers of this resolution sought to 
rest upon the foundation of precedent, and what 
we have said upon the subject of precedent has |} 
been merely to show that the foundation upon 
which they propose to erect the superstructure was 
an unavailing attempt. If the circumstances of 
the case justify the act which you are about to 

erform, no man denies the right to make a prece- 
rot Wehave not objected to a precedent, if the 
circumstances justify it: but when you have sought 
to arrest this proposition upon the basis of prece- 
dent, we have said to you that the circumstances 
do not justify it; that you are counteracting an 
established policy of your country. The amend- 
ment which I have olfered was presented with a 
view of enabling Senators to place themselves dis- 
tinctly before the country in affirmation or denial 
of the established policy of this Government. 

The honorable gentleman talks of timidity—of 
an apprehension of exciting the indignation of the 
Powers which are to be prevented frorn interfering 
in the particular affairs of Hungary. Hespeaks of 
the fear which gentlemen seem to entertain; the 
alarm which he seems to think animates them at 
the prospect of war. I beg to say to that honor- 
able gentleman, that I have not been influenced by 
any consideration of timidity; that the question, 
whether this shall excite the indignation of foreign 
powers, does notin the slightest degree actuate me; | 
and that the apprehension of war itself, whenever 
my country shall be placed in a situation in which 
her interests and her honor may require that she 
should take that last resort, I will meet it with as 
little apprehension of its consequences as the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan, or any individual 
who may avow indifference to such a result. No, 
sir; the motive by which I have been actuated is 
not timidity—not a consideration of the influence |f 
which this may have upon the minds of those |, 
whom it is proposed we shall restrain; not a fear |i 

{ 
| 


of the consequences of any just and rightful war 
in which we may be involved; but a regard to the 
essential interests of my own country, and a solemn 
conviction that you do not present those circum- 
stances which authorize you to put at hazard the 
vital intersts of the country. That is the ground 
upon which I have presented this proposition; 
that is the ground upon which I have resisted the 
passage of this resolution, . i 

But, sir, the question which is immediately be- 
fore the Senate is upon the first branch of the 
amendment which I have submitted; and it is upon 
that question that I desire to have an expression 
of the senatorial will, Will you make this an in- 
sulated compliment to Governor Kossuth? Will 
you consider him as the sole, individual who is 


| unavailing? 
i Would this bea rule of the Senator from Michi- 


noble exiles with kindness and hos: 
|! wish of these exiles to emigrate to the United States, and 
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-entitled to your cordial welcome, or will. you in- 
clude‘with him those Hungarian patriots in stb- 
ordinate situations, who have struggled with a de- 
votion to freedom as ardènt as his own in this great 
cause? “Ordre you disposed, by voting against this 
branch-of the amendment, to exclude those Hunga- 
rian patriots, who, like Governor Kossuth, periled 
life, fortune, all, in the maintenance of the principles 
for which they contended? Why will you makethis 
dictinction? I shall not at this moment turn you 
to the words of the original invitation, but I ask 
you—considering it as a perfectly new case—as a 
question unaffected by any preceding action—sup- 
pose this question now presented to you: Here 
are upon our shores a body of Hungarian patriots 
with their leader. They have all struggled in this 
glorious cause. Shall we direct our sympathies 
to the leader? Shall we, freemen, recognizing 
the principle of equality—adhering with devo- 
tion to freedom, whether it burn in the bosom of 
a President, a Governor, or an humble citizen— 
shall we say to these peoplé you—the mass—are 
beyond the reach of our sympathy? We have 
invited you here, to be sure; and, according to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Michigan, we shall 
give you a hundred and sixty acres of land; but 
you are not the objects of our cordial sympathy; 
you are not the persons to whom we will extend 
the cordial welcome which this resolution proposes. 
Theonly individual among you is Louis Kossuth— 
to whom the open hand of welcome shall be ex- 
tended, but not to you. Jf this were a question 
of first impression—if we had not committed our- 
selves by our previous action, I ask Senators 
whether they would be willing to make this dis- 
crimination between the private and the oflicer— 
open your heart to the leader, but turn the back 
of your hand to his associates by whom he was 
sustained, and without whose exertions and ex- 
posures to peril, from which he, perhaps, might 
vave been safe, his efforts would have been utterly 
Is this a principle of your action? 


gan, if it were a question of first impressions—if 
we were not already committed by our previous 
action? : 

When we turn to the act of the Congress of the 
United States in relation to these Hungarian 
patriots, the idea which I was desirous of present- 
ing to the Senate receives a thousandfold addi- 
tional force. The honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan will not engage in any philological analysis of 
the original resolution. He will not engage in 
critical commentary upon its words. Who has 
asked it? Who has called upon the Senator to go 
into an analysis, or commentary, upon the words 
of the original resolution? The plam, the obvious 
interpretation of these words, points out to us 
what we have done before, and is an index to us 
of what we ought to do now, so far as it is proper 
for us to act at all. I would call the attention of 
the honorable Senator to that resolution. He will 
not agree to any analysis or commentary upon it; 
and why? To substitute his estimation of what 
has been done, for the record of what has been 
done. He says we have invited Governor Kossuth 
here, under circumstances which he has glowingly 
depicted, as,the great leader of a noble struggle 
for freedom. He says we have invited him here 
in that capacity. Ideny the fact; and I appeal to 
the record—to no philological analysis—to no criti- 
cal commentary upon it, but to the plain recorded 


| language of the American Congress: 
| A Resolution for the relief of Louis Kossuth and his Asso- 


ciates, exiles from Hungary. 
Whereas the people of the United States sincerely sym- 


| pathize with the Hungarian exiles, Kossuth and his asso- 
ciates, and fully appreciate the magnanimous conduct of 


the Turkish Government in receiving and treating these 
itality ; and if it be the 


the will of the Sultan to permit them to leave his dominions: 
Therefore, f 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the President of the United States be and he hereby 
is requested to authorize the employment of some one of the 
public vessels which may now be cruising in the Mediter- 


| ranean to receive and convey to the United States the said 
i Louis Kossuth and his associates in captivity. 


I said that if this was a case of first impression, 
our sympathy was equally due to the associates 
of Mr. Kossuth as to himself. I say we are not 
at all at liberty to moot the question; that we have 
committed ourselves by the expression of our 
sympathies for his associates as well as for him- 
self; that we have invited them to our country if 


4 


they desired. to emigrate; and that. wè have ini- 
posed upon ourselves, therefore, an: obligation, to: 
fulfill any reasonable expectation which that i Is). 
tation was calculated to excite. | mo 
“The honorable Senator says that it is quite. ci 
tomary for Governments to contribute to the. sup- 


f port of exiles, whether ‘monarclis or of lower 


rank.. I doubt not the power of this Government 
—Thave no doubt that we would violate Ho prin- 
ciple of the law of nations in extending. to-these 
Hungarian patriots such assistance as would be 
necessary to. make the asylum which we have 
offered to them a comfortable“one.. I have ho 
such doubt. But the question which I here prè- 
sent to youis, Will you confine your sympathy— 
will you confine your benevolence—will you con- 
fine the manifestations of your devotion tothe cause 
of civil liberty throughout the world, to the person 
of Louis Kossuth alone, and turn the back of your 
hand upon those whom you have invited with 
him, and whom you authorized to expect would 
have a comfortable asylum accorded to them? 
That is the question. It is upon this: branch of 
the amendment that Senators are now to record. 
their votes, anid that the country will find whether, 
they mean to make this ‘distinction in favor of thes 
leader, and against his followers who assisted him 
to achieve that fame which is the subject of ad- 
miration. | 

Mr. CASS. I desire merely to answer, the 
question put to me so emphatically by the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia, whether I am in favor 
of making these distinctions, or not? I reply, 
that I am decidedly in favor of making these dis- 
tinctions. Mr. President, you know, and every 
Senator knows, that it is an old way to defeat a 
measure by tacking tail after tailto it. Ido not 
mean to say that the honorable Senator from 
Georgia has any such object in view, but I believe 
he would vote for the resolution if amended to suit 
him. LIreminded the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire, (Mr. Haxz,] the other day, of.an 
amendment which he proposed to a resolution of 
mine two yearsago. I then proposed to suspend 
diplomatic intercourse with Austria.. He pro-. 
posed to tack on Russia. And if that had carried, 
I suppose some one else would have moved to, 
attach China, and so on; and we might have tray- 
eled round the whole circumference of the globe 
before we got a vote upon the original resolution. 
Every one, therefore, understands it, 

Here is a plain and distinct proposition, I con- 
fess, for one, I was in favor of the original resolu- 
tion. I want to do honor to the great principle of 
human freedom in the person of Kossuth, Cir- 
cumstances have given him a high and lofty posi- 
tion before the world; the eyes of civilization are 
upon him, and I desire emphatically to declare the 
opinion of the American people with reference to 
the principles he advocates. That is the reason I: 
do not wish to mingle anything else with. this, 
resolution. I tell the Senator from Georgia, that I 
am perfectly willing to welcome the Italian exiles, 
the Irish exiles, or any other exiles who have come 
here from the oppressions of despotism; and if he 


: will introduce resolutions for these purposes, I will 


vote for every one of them. But I will not tack 
them on to this proposition, so as to injure or de- 
feat it. Iwill vote for every resolution he ¢an: 
bring forward welcoming a political exile-from a 
land of oppression to a land of freedom. -AN JI 
object to is the place, I do not want to have this 
resolution defeated or lessened in its value by the 
addition of anything else. Although I honor 
Kossuth much, I honor liberty more. It is be- 
cause the cyes of the world have heen upon him, 
and Providence seems to have placed him as the 
great leader, at the head of his countrymen; and 
therefore, in some measure, he has become the 
inearnation of a principle, and I am willing to do 
honor to the man, and honor to the principle with 
which he is connected. 

Mr. BERRIEN. The honorable Senator from 
Michigan does not impute to me the intention. 

Mr. CASS. I said that I believed the Senator 
would vote for the proposition; but I spoke of the 
general effect of tacking these things to resolutions 
that were introduced. I know the honorable Sen- 
ator—and I stated that I knew he would vote for 
his proposition. But we have seen instances Im 
this Senate where men have brought forward prop- 
ositions which they did not mean to vole: for... 
Therefore I am always cautious. de 


Mr. BERRIEN. I am perfectly satisfied that 
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the Senate, as well as the Senator from Michigan, 
will render it entirely unnecessary for me to dis- 
claim any intention to do what he says is fre- 
quently done. But is this a tacking to an original 
proposition of an amendment which is calculated 
to defeat it? Did not the mover of this resolution 
begin by detaching from the original resolution ot 
the Senate the associates of Governor Kossuth? 
That resolution embraced Governor. Kossuth and 
his associates. In the spirit of that resolution 
they have been brought to our shores. Why do 
you not embrace them all in this welcome? So 
far ‘have I been from attaching any extraneous 
subject to that which was the original spirit of the 
movement, that it is the mover of this resolution 
who has detached Governor Kossuth from his as- 
sociates who.were united with him in the original 
resolution. The original resolution embraced them | 
both, and I desired merely to restore the ancient | 
stabus—to carry out the original proposition of the | 
Congress, and to correct the detachment of these 
Hungarian patriots from their leader. : 

Mr, HALE. Mr. President, I do not rise to | 
make a speech. My views of this resolution are 
well known. J shall vote for it in almost any 
shape in which it can be presented. My object is 
simply to divest the subject, if possible, with some 
suggestions of my own, from some extraneous |i 
considerations which have been thrown around it. 
Senators are looking to the consequences to result |! 
from the action of foreign nations, growing out of | 
this. Gentlemen have been so fond of reading the 
foreign history of the world, that they have neg- 
lected domestic history. If gentleman had read 
carefully the history of this. country, they would 
have seen that there is a precedent for every step 
that may, by any contingency, arise. Suppose 
we pass this resolution, and suppose some offence 
is taken at it: what have we to do? Simply in- 
troduce a joint resolution, and reannex Hungary 
to this comntry. [Laughter.] Reannexation is 
the remedy which is to be applied. Suppose Aus- 
tria squirm at that: then all that is to be done is, 
for us to declare that war exists by the act of 
Austria, [Laughtor.] Then we can, according 
to precedent, take two thirds of Austria. I wish 
to confmend this view of the subject to gentlemen 
whose minds are oppressed by fear of the conse- 
quences that will grow out of the action of foreign 
nations. I appeal to the conservative portion of the 
Senate—without any offence—that here is a pre- 
cedent clear and wellestablished: a precedent which 
has led to glorious results heretofore; and we 
shall not only, in this way, welcome one hero to 
our shores, but we shall raise up another brood of 
ourown. [Laughter.] Tam sorry to see Sena- 
tors treat so serious a matter so lightly. It seems 
to me to be unbecoming the subject. 

I hope that this resolution will pass. A word 
more in regard to the admonition which has been 
so kindly, and, I have no doubt, so considerately 
bestowed by the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan, I have refrained from offering any amend- 
ment to this resolution. I had another victim of |! 
oppression in my mind’s eye, and I havea good | 
many of all colors. I hada white victim in my | 
heart, and wanted to have a little sympathy for |: 
him. But, instead of being subject to censure, by | 
offering an amendment for that purpose, F have | 
reserved it for an original resolution. And I pro- ' 
pose to have the sympathies of the Senate ex- 

ressed, at some future day, in favor of Abd el |! 
Kader; and, therefore, I have refrained, and will ;! 
refrain, from offering any amendment. i 
I 

| 


ASenator. Is he white? | 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt that he is as | 
white as some men that pass for white men. In; 
accordance with what I have said, I shall vote i 
against all of these amendments, because, when I | 
want to extend the right hand of friendship to 1 
Kossuth, I want him to understand that itis a 
good, honest grip. I don’t want to say, when I. 
meet a friend from the Southern States—I shake | 
hands with you, but I want you to understand :; 
that I do not agree to all your notions, and I do ` 
not want to favor your peculiar institutions—but 
Į want to give him an honest shake, if he will 
take it; and if he takes one from me, I do not ex- 

ect him to indorse all my fanaticism by the act. 
har 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I simply rise to || 
aay, that if gentlemen desire to vote on such a I 
resolution as that described by the honorable Sen- i; 
ator from Georgia, they will probably hava an |; 


i 
i 
i 
i 
! 
i 
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; Many matters of legislation that I have become 


‘is, not whether it will be agreeable to the des- 


| ciple of the law of nations, or give just cause of 


| the cause with which his life is identified, and our 
| sincere desire for his entire success, can be properly 


| tinguished Senator from Michigan has well re- ! 
} marked that it has been the usual practice of all | 
i enlightened nations in Europe to give a weleome 


! speech from the throne, expressed his heartfelt ! 


|, propriated each year for the support of the several | 


said that Democratic America is not to be per- |! 


opportunity. Sir, I understand that such a reso- | 
lution will probably be offered by the honorable || 
Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Srocgron,] after | 
awhile, as a separate proposition. I hope there ; 
will be no difficulty then. Tam glad to see gen- 
tlemen’s sympathy enlarging so rapidly. 
` Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President; Í shall not I! 
long detain the Senate. a ji 
I regret that this resolution has been introduced, 
not because I do not cordially unite with all my | 
sympathies, in the proposed measures for the re- 
ception of Governor Kossuth, but for the reason 
that it could not. pass this hody unanimously. A |i 
resolution to give such a reception as has been 
proposed shouid pass with entire unanimity; for 
ils discussion and a divided vote deprive it of its | 
chief merit. I would not have brought forward ! 
the resolution for the simple reason, that I have 
yet to learn that the man lives, or ever did live, 
that could make a proposition in this body that 
would not give rise to discussion. It has been ob- 
jected to this resolution, sir, that its passage would 
give offence to the principal Powers of Europe. I 
have heard this objection raised in relation to so 


heartily tired of it. I do not deem it material 
whether the reception of Governor Kossuth will 
give offence to the crowned heads of Europe, pro- 
vided it does not violate the Jaws of nations, and 
give just cause of offence. The question with me 


potic Powers of Europe; for I well know that 
they will not be pleased with any actioa of this 
Republic which gives encouragement to Euro- 
pean movements favorable to liberal institutions ; 
the question, therefore, is not whether they 
will be pleased or displeased, but whether the 
adoption of such a resolution gives just cause of 
offence, according to the laws of nations. Sir, I 
know of no principle of the law of nations that 
deprives a Republic of the right of expressing its 
cordial sympathy in all movements tending to the 
establishment of free principles throughout the 
world. I hold that it is our duty to demonstrate 
our heartfelt sympathy and profound admiration, 
by every act which is appropriate to the occasion 
and to the subject-matter. It is due to our own 
character, in vindication of the history of our rev- 
olutionary struggles, which resulted “in the estab- 
lishment of republican institutions upon this con- 
tinent. i 

But while it is our duty to do this much, I 
would take no step which would violate any prin- 


offence to any Power on earth. Nor do I think 
that a cordial welcome to Governor Kossuth, ac- 
companied by the expression of our devotion to 


construed into such cause of offence. The dis- 


and an asylum to all exiles who have been unsuc- 
cessful in their struggle for liberty in their native 
land. He has referred to the example of Eng- 
land, and might also have cited that of France ! 
during the period that he represented this nation 
with so much honor and dignity at the Court of 
Louis Philippe. If my recollection serves me right, 
Louis Philippe, for many years, in. his annual 


desire and strongest hopes for the restoration of / 
the nationality of Poland, which had been divided 
and apportioned among the Powers composing the 
Holy Alliance of despotism. He did not stop there, |! 
for, under the direction of his Minister of Finance, | 
between one and two millions of francs were ap- || 


thousand exiles then in his own capital, waiting 
an opportunity, like Kossuth and his associates, | 
to return and engage in the struggle for the inde- || 
pendence and freedom of their native land. | 
If, then, a King, in the heart of Europe, could 
from his throne express such a desire in behalf of | 
unfortunate Poland, and at the same time could | 
tax his people to raise millions of money for the | 
support of the patriotic exiles, without giving | 


cause of offence to his brother Kings, shall it be | 


l 
H 
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mitted to grant a hearty welcome to an exile who 
has become the representative of liberal principles ‘| 


i 


|; throughout the world, lest despotic Austria and | 


Russia shall be offerided? Wee should not close i 


our eyes to the fact; that a great movement is in 
progress, which fhreatens the existence of every 
absolute government in Europe. It will be a 
struggle between ‘liberal and absolute principles-—- 
between Republicanism and Despotism. Are we 


; to remain cold and indifferent spectators when the 


time of action shall arrive, and the exciting scene 
shall be presented to our view? Will it not be- 
come our duty to do whatever the interests, honor, 
and glory of our own country may require, in 


| pursuance of the laws of nations, to give encouragé- 


ment to that great movement? Should we not 
recognize the independence of each Republic as 
goon as it shall be established; open diplomatie 
intercourse, and form commercial treaties; and, in’ 
short, extend the right hand of fellowship, tender- 
ing all the courtesies and privileges which should 
exist between friendly nations of the same politi- 
cal faith? J think that the hearing of this country 
should be such as to demonstrate to all mankind 
that America sympathizes with the popular move- 
ment against despotism, whenever and wherever 
made. I hold that the principle laid down by 
Governor Kossuth as the basis of his action—that 
each State has a right to dispose of her own des- 


|| tiny, and regulate her internal affairs in her own 


way, without the interference of any foreign Pow- 
er—is an axiom in the laws of nations which 
every State ought to recognize and respect. lam 
prepared now to assert and affirm the proposition 


_by a vote of the Senate, as a part of the interna- 


tional code. It is equally clear to my mind, that 
any violation of this principle by one nation, in- 
tervening for the purpose of destroying the liber- 
ties of another, is such an infraction of the inter- 
national code as would authorize any State to 
interpose which should conceive that it had suffi- 
cient interest in the question to become the vindi- 
cator of the laws of nations. The armed inter- 
vention of Russia to deprive Hungary of her 
constitutional rights, was such a violation of the 
laws of nations as authorized England or the 
United States to interfere and prevent the con- 
summation of the deéd, if either had chosen to 
do so. If another alliance shall be formed by 
the despots of Europe to destroy the last vestige 
of freedom that now remains, the question will 
then arise, what course interest, duty, and honor, 
require us to pursue? We will have the right, 
under the law of nations, to interfere or not, accord- 
ing to our convictions of duty, when the case shall 
be presented. Iwill not say, as most Senators 
have said, that in no event will I be for interferencë 
by this Government. I will judge of the case 
when itarises, To sayin advance that the United 
States will not interfere in vindication of the laws. 
of nations, is to give our consent that Russia 
may interfere, in violation of the international 
code, to destroy the liberties of an independent 
nation, Such a declaration would afford as much 
encouragement to Russia and Austria in the con- 
summation of their work of blood and vengeance, 
as a similar declaration by our Government ona 
recent occasion did in instigating Spain to butcher 
American citizens without the form of trial, and 
in violation of treaty stipulations, I will make no 
such declaration. I will grant no such license to 
the absolute governments of Europe. On the other 
hand, I will not advise the declaration in advance 
that we will interfere. Such a declaration might 
be looked upon as a blustering, empty threat. I 
would make no declaration upon the subject either 
way until the proper occasion shall arise. I would 
have this Republic retain within herself the con- 
trol over her own action, so that we may be in 


‘ condition to do whatever our interests and duty - 


may require when the time for action comes. F 


| think this is the most dignified and imposing po- 


sition our country can occupy. It gives us the 
control of our own movements, and enables us to 
perform our duties to ourself and to the rest of the 


itself. 

Sir, something has been said about an alliance 
with England, to restrain the march of Russia 
over the European Continent. I am free to say. 
that I desire noalliance with England, or with any 
other crowned head. I am. not willing to ac- 
knowledge that America needs England as an ally 
to maintain the principles of our Government, 
Nor am I willing io go to the rescue of England to 
save her from the power of the Autocrat, until she 
assimilates her institutions to ours. Hers is a 
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half-way house between despotism and republi- 
canism,- She is responsible; as much as any 
power in Europe, for the failure of the revolution- 
ary movements which have occured within the 
last four years. English diplomacy, English in- 
trigue, and English perfidy put. dowii the revolu- 
tion in Sicily and in Italy, and was the greatest 
barrier to its success even in Hungary. | So long 
as Iingland shall, by her diplomacy, attempt to 
defeat Jiberal movements in Europe, 1 am utterly 
averse to an alliance with lier to” sustain. her 
monarch, her nobles, and her privileged classes. 
She must sustain her constitutional monarchy, 
even against absolutism, without receiving aid 
from republican America with my consent, and 
especially so long as she condemns to imprison- 
meut and transportation for life the noble Irish pa- 
triots, whose only crime consisted in attempting 
that for which the great Hungarian is now idol- 
ized by the English people. She must do justice 
to Ireland, and the Irish patriots in exile, and to 
the masses of her own people, by relieving them 
from the oppressive taxation imposed to sustain 
the privileged classes, and by adopting republican 
institutions, before she can have my sympathy, 
much less my aid, even against Russia. Iwish no 
alliance with monarchs. No republican movement 
will ever succeed so long as the people put their 
trust in princes. The fatal error committed in 
Italy, in Germany, in France, wherever the ex- 
periment was tried, consisted in placing a prince 
at the head of the popular movement. The princes 
all sympathized with the dynasties from which 
they were descended, and seized the first op- 
portunity to produce a reaction, and to betray 
the people into the hands of their oppressors. 
There is reason to believe that much of this was 
accomplished through British diplomacy and in- 
trigue. What more natural? The power of the 
British Government is in the hands of the prin- 
ces and the nobility. Their sympathies are all 
with the privileged classes of other countries, in 
every movement which does not affect the imme- 
diate interests of their own kingdom. Repub- 
licanism has nothing to hope, therefore, from Eng- 
land so long as she maintains her existing govern- 
ment, and preserves her present policy. I repeat, 
I desire no alliance with England. e require no 
assistance from her, and will yield none to her 
until she does justice to her own people. The 
peculiar position of our country requires that we 
should have an American policy in our foreign re- 
lations, based upon the principles of our own Gov- 
ernment, and adapted to the spirit of theage. We 
should sympathize with every liberal movement— 
recognize the independence of all Republics—form 
commercial treaties, and open diplomatic relations 
with them—jrotest against all infractions of the 
laws of nations, and hold ourselves ready to do 
whatever our duty may require when a case shall 
arise. 

Returning to the immediate question before the 
Senate, I hold that a welcome to Governor Kos- 
suth—a national welcome and a public reception 
by both Houses of Congress—is no cause of of- 
ence to any Power on earth. That the despotic 
Powers of the Old World would prefer to have us 
withhold from this distinguished champion of free- 
dom every act of courtesy and evidence of sym- 

athy, is doubtless true; for they would take his 
Fife, and consign his name to infamy, for the very 
deeds which endear him to every American heart, 
and make him the representative of the liberal’ 
movement in the Old World. We love and honor 
him for the same reason that they hate and fear 
him. Hence we cannot regulate our action byy 
their wishes. We should notact in abject obedi- 
ence to the wishes of other nations, whose institu- 
tions are different from ours, nor in fear of their 
resentment. We should act in fear of God, per- 
forming our duty to ourselves and to mankind, 
and leave the world to form its own opinion. I 
desire to extend this welcome to Governor Kos- 
suth, because he is the recognized representative 
of the popular movement in Europe. The reso- 
lution does not commit us to anything in the fu- 
ture. Itis no sufficient objection that Governor 
Kossuth may ask inore for his country than we 
deem it consistent with the interests and honor of 
our country to grant. I repeat, we will judge of 
that question when it arises. J will not encour- 
age the despots of Europe by our reftisal in ad- 
vance, nor will { mislead him by inciting hopes 
which may not be realized. Let us do our duty i 


the future: “© fi 


| would you suffer that individual to have wrong : 


| United States to announce to this distinguished in 


n 


now, aiid reserve the right to do whatever Ameri- |! 


‘Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, when thefirst i 
resolution offered by the Senator from Mississippi || 
(Mr. Foore} was presented, I briefly stated the 
reasons why 1 could not vote for that resolution. | 
Since the discussion has commenced, the character | 
of the proposition before the body has most essen- 
tially changed. It is due to candor, and to a right | 
understanding of this subject, before the pation | 
and the distinguished individual whom we are dis- 
posed to honor, that we should understand each 
other thoroughly; that we should know what were |} 
the expectations created in the mind of Kossuth |} 
when he received what is called the invitation to 
the hospitalities of this country. We have toask 
him his impression of that invitation. We should 
know what expectations were created. We should 
understand them. We should understand his im- | 
pressions of the obligation he is laid under. And 
then candor would compel us to investigate the | 
understanding between the host and the guest. | 
We. tendered to him a national vessel to come to 
this country and seek an asylum; orto come and 
receive hospitality, according. to the interpretation 
of some. e did not intend to interfere with the 
domestic affairs of Hungary, or any other coun- 
try. Wefound him an Pelee voluntary captive, 
or under the hospitable protection of the Turkish | 
Government. Weasked him here. He has come. 
On his way to receive our hospitality, he announ- 
ces to the world the character of the invitation. He 
lets us understand what is his construction of it: 
that he has come here, not merely for the purpose 
of receiving our sympathy, but to ask of us to | 
interfere between his country and foreign Govern- | 
ments. He asks us to declare that we will inter- 
fere, in the event that the struggle should recom- 
mence in Hungary against Austria, He tells the 
world that this is the object of his visit. And, 
when he lands on our shores, he tells us that he 
knew he had our sympathies; that he and his coun- 
trymen had the sympathies of the world; that it was 
not for mere sympathy that he crossed the Atlantic 
ocean; that he came here to have something more 
substantial. He wants to receive the pledge of this 
Government, that if the hour of revolution should 
ever come again in his fatherland, the United 
States will stand by and see fair play; and that if 
any other nation on earth interferes, then the Uni- 
ted States shall take part in the controversy. That | 
is the character of the position he now occupies. 
He tells us that he expects the materiel of aid to 
protect his country. And what is that? Men, | 
money, and arms, That is his impression. 

Is it not, then, due to candor—do not honor and | 
magnanimity require us to announce to Kossuth 
that this Government has no such design? Will ; 
you suffer him to come to the seat of Government 
with such expectations? or will you state to him 
the character in which you expect to receive him? 
My colleague, sensible of bis position, and of the | 
impression made upon the mind of this distin- 
guished individual by this formal welcome to our i 
shores, has intraduced an amendment asking us to | 
announce to him that he is mistaken; that he is not 
to come to the seat of Government of this great | 
nation under the expectation that this Government 
gives any pledge, or any assurance, that they will 
sustain him at any time. Why should we not tell | 
him that he must not expect that we shall afford 
him men and means as a Government? As an 
honorable man, connected with another individual, 


I 


impressions in relation to the course you intended ` 
to pursue? Would you not let him understand 
precisely what you intended? Just so with na- ; 
tions. It is due from the Government of the . 


dividual the object they have in view. I submit | 
to honorable Senators whether they iniend to jus- | 
tify the expectations which Kossuth has an- | 
nounced he had in coming to this country? Will | 
they allow the impression to be left on his mind , 
that we are to furnish him with any materiel of |; 
war? l think not, although some Senators de- 
clare that they will not express an opinion one 
way or the other; that ‘¢ sufficient unto the day is 
the evil thereof; when the occasion arises, they 
will determine whether or not to interfere. This 
is the language of the Senator from Illinois, (Mr. | 
Doveras.) This is the language of the Senator |; 
from Michigan, (Mr. Cass5] and indirectly, the |! 


i Government. Then it was, I would remind. t 


! various vibrations, cannot affect us. 


tary of State in 1893, it at once drew my attention : 


| to the State of this country.at, that time, and tothe 


principles upon which the Republican party haye.: 
stood from the days of Washington down to thé 

present hour.’ Then it was. that revolutions were 
going on'in South. America; then it was that our | 
country had to announce to the civilized world the 

principles upon which we administered this happy - 
ay 


Senator, that the distinguished Mr. Monroe, who. | 


concentrated in himself, on account of his purity, 
both the Republicanand Federal parties, announced. 
what were the principles of this Government, and 
the principles which had been sustained by Wash- 
ington, by Adanis, by Jefferson, and by Madison. 
I will show you, by reference to the message of- 
1824, what were the views of Mr. Monroe, and 
upon precisely such a question as this; that is, the 
uestion of interference with foreign Governments. 
beg to read from that message, inorder that this 
may go out with the speech which was read, by’: 
the Senator from Mississippi. fe eee 
Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I wish. to ask: 
the gentleman whether we are. to understand him, 
as concurring with Mr. Webster, or Mr. Mons; 
roe? i : 5 $ 
Mr. DAWSON. If they differ àt all, I concur. 
with Mr. Monroe, though J do not, think there is 
any difference of opinion. But X would ask. the 
Senator, in return, whether in 1824 he would have 
concurred with Mr. Webster, or Mr. Monroe? 
Mr. FOOTE, If their views were the same 
there is no necessity for that. g 
Mr. DAWSON. I read from Mr. Monroe’s 
message of 1824: 


“In tuming our attention tothe condition of the civilized 
world, in which the United States have always taken. a, 


| deep interest, it is gratifying to see how large a portion of it 


is blessed with peace. The only wars which now exist’ ` 
within that limit, are those between Turkey and Greece, in 
Europe, and between Spain and the new Governments, our: 
neighbors, in this hemisphere. In both these war: the. 
cause of independence, of liberty, and humanity, continues 
to prevail. T'he success‘of Greece, when the'relative popu- 
lation of the contending parties is. considered, commands. 
our admiration and applause, and that it has had a similiar, 
effect with the neighboring powers, is obvious. The feeling 
of the whole civilized world is excited, in a high degree, in 
their favor. May we not hope that these sentiments, win-- 
ning on the hearts of their respective Governments, may- 
lead to a more decisive result? that they may produce an 
accord among them, to replace Greece on the ground which 
she formerly held, and to which her heroic exertions, at this 
day, so eminently entitle her. 

“With respect to the contest, to which our neighbors are 
a party, itis evident that Spain, as a power, is scarcely felt 
in it. These new States had completely achieved their in- 
dependence before it was acknowledged by the United 


| States, and they have since maintained it with little foreign 


pressure. The disturbances which have appeared in cer- 


| tain portions of that vast territory, have proceeded, from ` 


internal causes, which had their origin in their former gov- 
ernments, and-have not yet been thoroughly removed. It > 
is manifest that these causes are daily losing their effect, | 
and that these new States are setting down under govern: 


i ments elective and representative in every branch sitniliar 


to ourown. Jn this course we ardently wish them to per- 
severe, under a firm conviction that it will promote their 
happiness. In this their carcer, however, we have not 
interfered, believing that every people have a right to insti- 
tute for themselves the government which, in their judg- — 
ment, may suit them best, Our example is before them,‘ of 


| the good efleet of which, being our neighbors, they: are 


competent judges, and to their judgment we leave it, in the 
xpectation that other powers. will purse the same policy. 
he deep interest which we take in their independence,. 
which we have acknowledged, and in-their enjoyment of 
all the rights incident thereto, especially in the very im- 
portant one of instituting their own governments, has been 
declared, and is known to the. world. Separated, as we 
are, from Europe, by the great Atlantic ocean, we can have 
no concern in the wars of the European Governments, nor 
in the causes which produce them. The balance of power 
between them, into which eyer scale it may turn, in its 
It is the interest of 
the United States to preserve the most friendly relations 
with every power, and on conditions fair, equal, and appli- 
cable to all. Butin regard to our neighbors, our situation 


i! ig different. it is impossible for the European Governments 


to interfere in their concerns, especially in those alluded to, 
which are vital, without affecting us; indeed, the motive: 


i which might induce such interference in the present state 
i of the war between the parties, if a war it may be called,: 
i would appear to be equally applicable to us... It is gratify-; 


ing to know that some of the powers with whom we enjoy, 


! a very friendly intercourse, and to whom these views have 


been communicated, have appeared to acquiesce in them”? 


. Sir, the principles here laid down by Mr. Moi- i 
| yoe have been laid down from the foundation of . 
| this Government: that we should not interfere tm 


the affairs of European nations; that we should 
take no part in their wars; and that wë should 


‘ 
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suffer no European Power to interfere or inter- 
meddle with the internal relations of this continent. 
What is sought now to be done? I know that 
gentlemen disclaim the idea of interference; that 
fs, they do not intend to intermeddle in any of 
their strifes. But what is the proposition before 
us, stripped.of the circumstances which surround 
it? Take away the verbiage and the rhetoric which 
have béen thrown around it, and what does the 
proposition amount to? What does Kossuth ex- 
pect from this country? What does he believe 
your invitation is intended to signify? From 
Whon can you get this: information but himself? 
- He tells you, candidly, that he comes, not merely 
for your sympathy, but for your materiel—for 
your pronunciamiento or proclamation, that in 
case Austria and Hungary again engage in bloody 
strife, you will stand by and see fair play; and if 
any other foreign Power interferes, we shall take 
ahand init. I defy any Senator to put a differ- 
ent construction upon the language of this distin- 
guished man. Yet, in a crisis like this, in our 
own country, at a time just preceding the presi- 
dential election, when the foreign influence is tre- 
niendous, we are called upon to do this. I say it 
is wrong.. There is a want of candor and a want 
of magnanimity in giving him a public reception 


here, unless we tell him what we really intend |, 


to do, and what we intended at the time we invited 
him, and ‘that when we opened our hearts to re- 
ceive him, it was for the purpose of throwing | 
around him the protection of the Constitution and || 
laws of this country. But when he comes here, 
he changes his character to that of an agitator, and 
reclaims to us—-Gentlemen, I will dine with you; 
ut I shall prescribe the character of the dishes 
which shall be on your table; I shall tell you what 
I expect when I come to see you, and not leave it 
to your own taste. This question comes home to 
_ our candor and magnanimity, not as politicians, 
but as men and statesmen. The consequences 
growing out of this question will involve not us 
only, but our reputation as a Senate. Ix there a 
Senator here who would say to Kossuth, We will 
ive you the materiel of war at the proper time? 
ut, he says, I come here under that expectation; 

J announced that expectation, and still you asked 
me to come. 5 
the deputation from Philadelphia, that “if he had 


known, before he came here, that this was the i 
limitation put upon the invitation, he would have |} 


hesitated long before he would have come.” 

Kossuth is acting with candor. THe is carrying 
out that boldness and independence of conduct 
which has marked his career, Let us follow the 
same example, and when dealing with a man of 
honor, of chivalry, of intelligence and statesman- 
ship, let us deal with him in candor, and not allow 
him to be lead astray by our uncertain course. | 
Hence itis that Lhave taken up my position in 
opposition to this resolution; hence, T oppose the | 
resolution of the Senator from New York. What | 
is meant by it?) The Senator from Michigan says, | 
we welcome Kossuth as the representative of a |: 
great principle. Of what principle? Kossuth says 
it is the right of nations to interfere with foreign |: 
nations; not the principle of non-intervention, but | 
the right to interfere when two contending Powers | 
are engaged in war to prevent a third Power from į 
taking part. "That is his principle, and he expects 
it to be sustained. Now, will you receive him, 
and receive him publicly, without announcing to 
him what we mean—without letting him under- 
stand, as proposed by my colleague, the principle 
which we intend to pursue—a principle coeval 
with the foundation of our Union? 

Lask pardon of the Senate for having trespassed 
so long upon them. Idid not design to speak, but 
Ithought it necessary for me to do so in conse- 
quence of the position in which the question had | 
been placed. — | 

Mr. BADGER. I have some remarks which | 
should be extremely glad to submit to the Senate 
on this subject. As they are not intended for Bun- 
combe but for the Senate, I should be extremely 
glad to have an opportunity of submitting them 
at an hour of the day when the Senate is full. In 
addition to that, I am laboring under a cold which 
unfits me for addressing the Senate this evening, 
and I should be extremely glad to have this sub- 
ject postponed until to-morrow. I move that it 

e so postponed, 


Mr. SEWARD. Does the Senator wish to |! 
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| 


Te will say to you, as he said to |; 
M ' posed of. 


| 
| 
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| know the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Foote} 


speak upon the. amendment or upon the original 
resolution ? - à E 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to speak upon theres- 
olution, and upon the amendment as connected 
with the resolution. 

Mr. DAWSON. I understand that a Senator’ 
from Alabama and a Senator from Texas, who 
are not now in their seats, also desire to speak | 
upon the question. : : 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion to postpone 
until to-morrow the further consideration of the 
subject. 

Mr. CASS. I would yield as cheerfully to the 
Senator from North Carolina as any other gentle- 
man; butit seems to me that this, instead of being 
merely courteous, would prolong debate. T would 
like to have this proposition voted on, for I under- 
stand that if itis voted down another will be of- 
fered. J hope the subject will be disposed of. 

Mr. BADGER. Iam extremely obliged to the 
honorable Senater from Michigan for that cour- 
tesy which manifests itself in words and not in 
acts; which shows itself with an almost sponta- 
neous granting when there is no desire to refuse, 


| 


and refuses at the very moment it is courteous to ji 


grant, 1 throw myself on the indulgence of the 
Senate. I do not often ask these things. 


The motion to postpone was agreed to, 


RECESS. 

Mr. BADGER. I now desire, not for my ac- 
commodation, but at the suggestion of some of 
my friends on both sides of the Chamber, to renew 
the motion made this morning by the Senator from į 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare,] that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet ou 
Monday next, 

Mr. (O00'L, of Mississippi. I hopemy friend 
will not press that motion. As 1 sliedl lenva herein 
about ten days, I feel a particular anxiety in rela- 
tion to one particular subject. Fam exceedingly 
anxious to know the position of my resolution in 
relation to the compromise measures, 

The PRESIDENT, That resolution is the next 
special order, and it will come up after this is dis- 


Mr. GWIN. 
Carolina will withdraw his motion, and that we 
shall mect to-morrow, with the understanding that 
this resolution shall be the subject of discussion. 

Mr. BADGER. Does the Senator wish to push 
forward anything for California now? 

Mr. GWIN. I want to have this resolution 
out of the way. 

Mr. BADGER. As the ultimate object of my 
friend from California is to expedite the California 
business, L would say to him that festina lente is 
the best policy about that, ‘This pushing forward 


of California will ultimately put ler further behind. {! 


We have a long session before us. We are all 


extremely anxious at the earlie 


fornia, but do not press us into sitting on Fridays 
before the Christmas holidays. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I am utterly op- į 
posed to losing time in this way. It does seem to 
me rather censurable, and I think it will be cen- 
sured by the country, if we adjourn until Monday 
without disposing of the Kossuth resolution. Un- 
less it is disposed of before Monday, I feel that its 
adoption will do no good. As suggested by my 
friend from California, we might meet to-morrow 
with an understanding that the Kossuth resolution 


would be disposed of, after we should have the |! 


enjoyment of listening to the Senator from North 
Carolina, I think that we have already extended 
the spirit of accommodation far enough by post- | 
poning the resolution until to-morrow. I cannot 
consent to adjourn until Monday. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senate refuses to adjourn 
until Monday, they will be departing from the 
usual and ordinary course—from the super anti- 
quas vias. If we meet to-morrow, instead of les- 
sening it will open the floodgates of debate, in my 
opinion, and inflict ten speeches for one we should 
otherwise have had. It will be considered a sort 
of invitation for gentlemen to comeand speak. I 


has but a few days to stay and a great deal to say. | 
Hence his anxiety that we should sit to-morrow. 


I hope the Senator from North |) 


st convenient mo- |i 
ment to do everything that is necessary for Cali- ji 


| time by its title 
| Mr. PHELP: 


| good deal, I have very little more to say. I shall, 
| during my continuance in,this body this session, 
i say nothing more unless something which I have 
already said shall be assailed. PAR: 
Mr. HALE. If I did not know what the Sen- 
jator meant by ‘ta single word,” I might be gov- 
| erned by his suggestion; but I do know. Jhope 
| the Senate will adjourn over. : 
| Mr.SEWARD. I hope the Senate will indulge 
| me while I make a single suggestion as-regards 
| this proposition to adjowrn until Monday. We 
: have excited an intense interest in the bosom of 
| an illustrious man who is now upon our shores, 
:and whose course, we know, may be affected by 
| the decision at which we shall arrive. I hope that, 
| out of consideration forhim whom we have broughs 
: here, we will not adjourn over until Monday and 
| leave him in suspense until next week. 
; Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I call for the yeas and 
| nays on the motion. 
i The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
| 


li taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Berrien, Clarke, 
! Davis, Dawson, , Foot of Vermont, Geyer, Hale, Ham- 
| tin, Hunter, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Spruance, ang 
: Underwood—t&. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Bornand, Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, 
| Cass, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, 
! Downs, Fetch, Foote of Missi sippi, Gwin, Houston, James, 
Jones of Towa, King, Mallory, Norris, Seward, Shichls, 
Smith, Stockton, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Whit- 
: comb—27. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, December 11, 1851. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. i 
TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved- 


The following gentlemen were announced to con~ 
| stitute the select committee authorized to be ap~ 
: pointed yesterday wpow the petition of W. T. G. 
Morton, praying remuneration as the discoverer of 
etherization, viz: Messrs. Bisspiy, Frren, STAN- 
LY, Rawroun, and SUTHERLAND, 


i LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 
| Mr. DISNEY, on leave, and in pursuance of 
i previous notice, introduced a bill to remit the tolls 
' on the United States stock in the Louisville and 
Portland Canal Company, and to purchase the 
i shares of the individual stockholders, and to make 
' the navigation of the said canal free, and to con- 
! struct a free canal on the Indiana side of the Falls 
! of the Ohio; which, having been read a first and 
second time by its utle, 

Mr. D. moved that it be referred to the Com- 
‘ mittee on Roads and Canals. 
Mr. VENABLE moved that the bill be referred 


H to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


i the Union. It contained some important princi- 
| ples, and should be fully discussed. 

Mr. KING, of New York. Let it be first re- 
` forred to the Committee on Roads and Canals, and 
we can have the report of that committee to guide 


us. 

Mr. VENABLE withdrew his motion. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Fennessee, moved fo lay the 
bill upon the table—the only place, he said, where 
it ought to be. He demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the question; which were not ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to lay the bill upon the table; and it was mot 
agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the motion to refer 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals, it was 
agreed to. 


COMMITTEE OF ELECTIONS. 


| on the Committee of Elections, for reasons which, 
‘he said, he deemed satisfactory to himself; not, 


| Mr. DISNEY asked to be excused from service 
L 
| however, for want of respect in the appointing 


| power. 


| 
1 
| 


The question was put, and he was excused, 


GRANT OF LAND. 
Mr. PHELPS, on leave, and in pursuance of 
i previous notice, introduced a bill granting the 
iyight of way and making a grant of land to the 
| State of Missouri, to aid in the construction of a 
| railroad from St. Louis to the western line of said 
| State; which having been read a first and second 


2 r = 
S moved that it be printed, and 


Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. Having said a 


| referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


1851. . 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, remarked that it was 
not customary to print a bill until it was reported 
back from the committee. 
think proper to report an entirely different bill: 

Mr. PHELPS withdrew the motion to print. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE: 


Mr. HOUSTON said that he felt himself called 
upon to move'that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with the view to take up and refer the President’s 
annual message.. He submitted that motion. 

The question was put and agreed to; and 

T'he House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Jones of 
Tennessee in the chair,) and took up for consid- 
eration the President’s message. 

_ Mr. HOUSTON submitted a series of resolu- 
tions; which were read, as follows: 


1. Resolved, Thatso much of the annual message of the 
President of the United States to the two Houses of Con- 
gress at the present session, as relates to our foreign affairs, 
together with the accompanying correspondence iu relation 
thereto-—the proposed increase of compensation to the Com- 
missioner to China-—marking the boundary line between 
Oregon and the British possessions; so much as relates to 
the reception of Governor Kossuth and his companions— 
the amendment of the law for the protection or punishinent 
a Consuls—be referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
airs. 

2, That so much of said message as relates to the exist- 
ing tariff, and recommends a revision and change thereof; 
60 much as relates to the general condition of the finances— 
to the revenue and the prevention of frauds in its collec- 
tion—the Treagury—the public debt and its payment—the 
estimated receipts and expenditures for the next fiscal year, 
together with the report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and estimates accompanying the same, be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. : 

3. That so much of said message and accompanying doc- 
uments as relates to the condition and operations of the 
Army of the United States; so much as recommends an 
increage of the same, together with the report of the Sec- 
yetary of War, and the accompanying documents, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

4. That so much of said message and accompanying doc- 
uments as relates to the Navy of the United States—its 
condition and operations; so much as recommends the Cs- 
tablish ment of a navy-yard on the Pacific, together with 
the report of the Secretary of the Navy, be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

5. ‘That so much of said message as relates to the ap- 
pointment of a commission to revise the public statutes 
of the United States—as recommends a change in the law 
yelative to fees to certain officers; 30 much as recommends 
the appointment of a commission to settle all private claims 
against the United States ; so much as recommends the en- 
actment of a law making it penal to forge, &c., bounty 
Jand warrants, be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

6. Phat so much of said message and accompanying doc- 
uments as relates to our intercourse with the Indian tribes, 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

7. That so much of said message and accompanying doc- 
uments as relates to the Post Office Department, the trans- 
portation of the mail, the revision of the law regulating 
postages on printed matter, together with the report of the 
Postmaster General, be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

8. ‘Chat so much of said message as relates to. commerce, 
the improvement of harbors, reciprocal trade between the 
United States and Canada, and other British possessions 
near our frontier, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. k 

9. That so much of said message and accompanying doc- 
uments as relates to the publie lands; so much as recom- 
mends an increase of compensation to commissioners to 
settle private Jand claims in California, and the establish- 
ment of land offices, be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

10. That so much of said message 
provement of the navigation of rivers, 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

11. That so much of said message as relates to the estab- 
lishment of an Agricnitural Bureau be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. , 

12. That so much of said message as relates to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, be referred to the Committee for tbe 
District of Columbia. i 

13. That so much of said message and accompanying 
documents as relates to arevision and amendment of the 
Jaws relating to pensions, 


invalid Pensions. a - 
14, That so much of said message as relates to the publ 


buildings be referred to the Committee on Public Buildi 
and Grounds. 
Mr. HALL said: Mr. Chairman, it is not my 
intention to discuss the President’s message. By 
the indulgence of the committee, I design to say a 
few words with reference to a bill I introduced 
into the HLouse on yesterday. That bill proposes 
to grant to the State of Missouri the right of 
way and a portion of the public domain to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from Hannibal to 
St. Joseph. Some gentlemen seem startled at the 
roject. J assure them it is nothing new nor un- 
heard-of in the history of our country. It is only 
about fifteen months since Congress made an ex- 


as relates to the im- 
be referred to the 
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tensive grant.of land to the State of Hlinois, to aid 
in the-construction of a railroad from Chicago to 
Mobile bay.” I.am not aware that that grant has 
| ruined or seriously injured either this Government, 
or any State, or any individual. On the contrary, 
I believe it has been of general benefit. At all 
events, the road it was intended to promote will 
be one of vast importance, and is destined to exert 
a most- happy influence on the country at large. 
It is not, however, to be concealed that the Chica- 
zo and Mobile road must run nearly parallel with 
the greatest river on our continent, and must enter. 
into competition with most of the great thorough- 
| fares of the West. All the rivers of our great 
| valley tend from the North to the South. The 
Ohio and its tributaries on the one hand, and the 
Missouri, the Arkansas, and the Red river and 
their tributaties on the other, in conjunction with 
the Mississippi, open’ up the entire West to New 
Orleans and the Gulf of Mexico. But between 
the Atlantic seaboard and the New States there is 
no direct natural channel of intercommunication. 
Commerce can be carried on successfully between 
the old States and the Mississippi vailey only by 
doubling Cape Sable or through means of artifi- 
cial avenues extending from the Atlantic coast far 
into the interior. Hence if the last. Congress was 
justifiable in aiding the construction of a railroad 
from the northern lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, 


struction of a highway from the extreme confines 
| of Missouri to the States this side of the Allegha- 
nies—a highway which will open a direct, speedy, 
safe, and economical communication between parts 
of the Union that now hold intercourse only by 
the most circuitous, tardy, hazardous, and expen- 
| sive routes. . The Hanmbal and St. Joseph rail- | 
| road will form an important part of such a line of 
intercommunication. ; 

The town of Hannibal is situated on the west 
bank of the Mississippi river, in latitude 399 45' | 


and eighty miles duc west of fannibal, on the 
east bank of the Missouri river. ‘The city of 
| Philadelphia, and the seats of government of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois, are nearly on the same par- 
| allel of latitude with the town of Hannibal. So 
thatarailroad running due west from Philadelphia 
would pass through the centre of the States of | 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, cross the Mississippi 
at Hannibal, and strike the Missouri at Saint Jo- 
seph. Within eighteen months a railroad will be 


we shall be more than justified in aiding the con- i 


north. The town of Saint Joseph is one hundred j|! 


completed from Philadeiphia to Pittsburg. Within 
the same time a railroad will be finished from | 
| Pittsburg to Columbus, Ohio. A railroad is nearly 
| finished between ‘Terre Haute, near the western 
line of Indiana, to Indianapolis, in that State. The 


be referred to the Committee on | 


| Ylinois cross-cut railroad is already finished from 
' Springfield to the Hlinois river, and in less than 
two years will be finished to the town of Quincy, 
which is only twelve miles from Hannibal; so that 
in the course of afew years we may reasonably ex- 
| pect to see a railroad communication complete 
| between Philadelphia and_the Mississippi river. 
| The construction of the Hannibal and Saint Jo- 
i seph railroad will complete the connection as far 
| west as the Missouri. The same chain of rail- 
! roads, too, which will connect the western por- | 
tions of the State of Missouri with Philadelphia, 
will unite with that great railway line already 
extending from N i 
also with the Baltimore and Ohio railroad, and 
with the road from Louisville, by way of Nash- 
ville, to Savannah, Georgia, and to Charlesion, 
South Carolina. Thus, in a few years, may we 
hope to see the banks of the Missouri river, and 
the fertile country bordering thereon, brought with- | 
in three days’ travel of the metropolis of the 
Union, and of the great cities of Charleston, Bal- 
timore, Philadelphia, New York, and Boston. 
Nor is this all. ‘Phe railroad from Chicago to the 
mouth of the Ohio river is to be completed within 
a few years. The Hannibal and Saint Joseph 
railroad will connect with the Chicago and Cairo 
road, by means of the Springfield, Hlinois, railroad. 
In this way will be opened to the South and to the 
northern lakes, as well asto the Atlantic seaboard, 
all the fertile country included within northern 
Missouri, and all that immense country to the 
west of our State, which is destined in afew years | 
to be the home of multitudes of white men. Let | 
any one, sir, turn to the map of the United States, | 
and endeavor to trace out the line of railroads 


j 
i 
i 
| 
i 


which will most promote the welfare of the whole 


ew York city to Cincinnati, and || 
| shall add to the home trade, we shall also increase 


| higher charges for transp 


country, and: he...will inevitably fall upon 
very line of which the. Hannibal and Saint Josep 
railroad makes a patt. ‘That road is on the pare: 
allel of latitude which passes midway between th 
northern boundary of the United: States and th 
mouth of the Mississippi river. : It is on the line’ 


| which passes through the-heart of Missouri, Hli- 


nois, Indiana, Ohio, and Pennsylvania... It is; 
on the line. which . passes between: the ~ north. 
ern lakes and the Ohio river, at nearly an equal: 
distance from each. It is on the linewhich divides 
the population of the United States into two equal : 
parts, . It is on the line which connects at the same’. 
time with the great New York, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, Virginia, and southern railroads, and: 
by means of which, therefore, more distant and, 
more numerous points of the Union can be brought 


1. . . 
| into easy communication than any other which 


can be conceived. 
The. opening of good roads between the eastern: 
and western portions of the Union has been- a 
favorite object with our greatest statesmen almost. » 
from the foundation of our. Government. The 
Cumberland turnpike was projected by one of the - 
‘early Presidents,” and has been carried forward: 
at the expense of millions of. dollars. . In conses: 


| quence of modern improvements, that work: has. Pes 


become nearly useless. But the time has been’ 


| when the Cumberland road, by its. promise of 


opening a way from the old to the new States, was. > 
a much-cherished object with a large portion of 
the American people. It.is now proposed to effect 
the same purpose by the greatest of modern im~ 


| provements without the cost of a dollar to the 


Government—without the exercise of any danger- 
ous or doubtful power, by the mere appropriation 
of a small portion of the public domain in a man- 
ner that will cover it with an industrious and 
active population, and convertit from a wilderness 
to cultivated farms and flourishing villages. ‘There 
is no portion of this vast country which contains 
go large an area of fertile land, in proportion to | 
its extent of surface, as northern Missouri.. Yet 
that fertile and beautiful region is, toʻa great de- 
gree, a waste, because it possesses no channel for 
the transportation of its products. Its citizens... 
are almost entirely dependent upon the Missouri. 
river for getting to and returning from the markets - 
of the country. That river is closed to steamboats ` 
for four months every year, and during the re- 
mainder of the time it is so difficult of navigation 
that those who ship by it are subject to much 
ortation and insurance 
than the citizens of the neighboring States. The - 
consequence is, that the farmers who live in the 


ji 


| stimulated by fair prices for 


| sippi river; 
F 


interior of northern Missouri, are almost as effect- 


|| ually shut out from all commerce with other sec- 
| tions of the country as though they laid at the 


North pole. The Hannibal and St. Joseph rails 
enetrate the very centre of that entire 
section, and will bring it as near market as some: 
portions of the Atlantic States.” Our. farmers, ` 
their produce, will 
and our products will be multi- 
plied many fold. ‘To the southern and eastern 
States we will sell stock, provisions, and. our 
other staples. From them we willreceive in return 
sugar, colton, salt, rice, and fabrics. As our 
means increase our consumption will increase also. 
We will consume not only articles of domestic 
but of foreign manufacture, and thus, while we 


road is to p 


open large farms, 


the foreign commerce of the country, and swell 
the resources of the Government. 

If a proposition were submitted to connect New 
York or Boston with the extreme settlements of 
Missouri, all would admit the importance of the 
enterprise. Some would be willing, no doubt, to 
construct the road at the expense of the nation, 
No such charge upon the Treasury is, however, 
required in order to consummate a railroad commu- 
nication between the Missouri and the Atlantic 
seaboard. A railroad is nearly finished from New 
York city to Cincinnati. Indiana is extending 
this road to her western boundary. Illinois is. 
extending it through her territory to the Missis~ 
and all that is necessary to complete 
the entire chain of railroad from Boston to Saint 
Joseph—indeed from Portland, Maine, to Saint 
Joseph—is to construct a railroad through- the 
northern part of Missouri. X 

The people of Missouri have, by an act- of their | 
Legislature, appropriated $1,500,000 to the Hans 


nibal and Saint Joseph railroad. Counties and: 
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individuals have taken a large amount of stock in 
the work. And now we ask Congress to do for | 
us what they have so frequently done. for other | 
States. Weask you to give us alternate sections 
of the publie lands, through which. our road will 
pass, for six miles on each side of the road, to aid. 
us in our enterprise, ‘This is not a proposition to 
take money out of the Treasury. If it was I 
would not advocate it. ‘The effect of the proposi- 
tion will be, in my opinion, to increase the revenues 
of the Government. And why? . Because the 
alternate sections reserved by the United States 
are not to be sold for. less than.two dollars and a 
half per acre. Now they are liable to entry at 
one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre. So that 
ou will receive as much, at least, from the public 
lands if this grant be made,.as you will receive 
if-it fail. Do gentlemen fear that the value of the 
public domain will not be enhanced by our road? 
Tes me beg them to look at our condition, at our 
soil, as fertile as any in the world; at our situation, 
possessing none but the most expensive and tardy 
means of reaching a market, and then to reflect on 
the effect which similar roads have had elsewhere. 
Wo such work has ever been made even through the 
most densely settled sections, which has not great- 
ly enhanced the real estate in its neighborhood. 
Ffow much greater enhancement of lands must 
follow the construction of a railroad through such 
a section as northern Missouri. It is now occupied 
by somethree hundred thousand people; itis capable 
of sustaining a population of several millions. 


The making a railway through it will pour immi- | 


grants into it until every foot of land shall be occu- 
pied and improved. Its citizens now need mills, 
schools, churches, and many of the comforts of 
life. A railroad will secure to them all these ad- 
vantages at one and the same time. In view of 
those facts, itis a most stubborn skepticism which 
doubts that the construction of the Hannibal and 
Saint Joseph railroad will appreciate the lands 
near it twofold or more. That appreciation will 
not be confined to the lands within six miles of 
the road. It will extend to lands even fifteen and 
twenty miles from it. Public lands that are not 
worth fifty cents an acre will readily bring the 
minimum price. Lands that soldiers will not lo- 
cate with heir warrants will be eagerly sought for 
this purpose, and the income of the Government 
from the publie lands will be greatly augmented, 
This is not fancy. During the last Congress mil- 
lions of acres of public lands were given to soldiers. 
{twas confidently predicted here and elsewhere that 
for many years we would, in consequence of the 
military grants, receive no money from the public 
lands; and yet we find that our revenues from that 
source have greatly increased within the last year, 
and are still rapidly increasing. Why is this? 
Solely because numerous railroads are projected 
in the new States through the publie domain. 
Some of these roads are now constructing. They 
have so largely appreciated the public lands that 
millions of acres are now bought which until re- 
cently were a drug in the market. This fact, and 
this alone, explains why it is that the receipts 
from the public lands have increased, notwith- 
standing the bounty act of the last Congress 
and the immense emigration which has recently 
gone from the Western States to Oregoh and Cal- 
ifornia. 

There is another piece of history in connection 
with this matier, to whieh I must refer gentlemen 
of the committee. The only acts granting lands 
to new States, besides the [linois grant of 1850, 
in which the price of the alternate sections reserved 
by Government was doubled, are those relating to 
certain lands in Ohio, The amount of those re- 
served sections is 259,423.96 acres, of which, up 
to the 30th of September last, nearly one half had | 
been sold for two dollars and fifty cents per acre. | 
No returns have been received as yet from the 
lands reserved by the grant of the last Congres to 
the Staie of Illinois. But the case of the Ohio 
grant shows that the doubling of the price of the 
alternate-sections reserved to the United States in 
internal improvement grants is nota nullity. It 
is a reality which secures the Government from all 
loss. 

J trust it will be borne in mind, that under the 
acts granting land to soldiers, warrants can be 
located only on land subject to private entry. 
Now, all the lands in northern Missouri are sub- 

ject to private entry, and have been for sixteen 
years and more. Whatever, therefore, adds to the 


° 


value of these lands is for the benefit of soldiers | 
having land warrants, whether in Maine, Virginia, | 
or Texas. So that the Hannibal and St. Joseph || 
railroad grant is not only recommended by its } 
intrinsic merits, but by the tendency it will have | 
to benefit a large and most meritorious class of our : 
citizens who are scattered all over the Union. | 

What is the extentofthegrantIask? Iana able | 
to answer this question from official documents. | 
The whole amount of public lands within six miles | 
of eacli side of the proposed route of the Hannibal | 
and St. Joseph railroad was, on the 1ith day of | 
April, 1847, 640,362 acres. A portion of these | 
lands has passed into private hands since that i 
time. All of them have been subject to private | 
entry for many years—most of them sixteen years :| 
and upwards—so that they have been culled over i} 
and over again, and rejected as wortli less than 
one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre. The | 
most that Missouri can receive by the grant I ask | 
is 320,181 acres of refuse land. She would not: 
probably receive more than 250,000 acres if the! 
grant should pass to-day. And in return for that, : 
she not only engages to construct a railroad which | 
will enhance your public domain two or three times ‘| 
asmuch as this grant will amount to, but to carry || 
your troops and munitions of war over the road i 
free of all charge forever, and to transport your | 
mails at such prices as you shall prescribe. | 

When Missouri came into the Union, the Fed- | 
eral Government required her to promise not to | 
tax the public lands within her limits ‘ for the | 
term of five years from and after the day of sale.” | 
In consideration of tis promise, the United States || 
agreed to pay to the State of Missouri five per i| 
cent. of the net proceeds of the sale of lands lying | 
within her limits, of which three fifths was to be | 
applied to purposes of internal improvements by | 
her Legislature; and ‘ the other two fifths in de- | 
fraying, under the direction of Congress, the ex- | 
penses to be incurred in the making of a road or | 
roads, canal or canals, leading to the said State.” | 
In order to discharge a public debt, the United | 
States have granted some 70,000,000 or 80,000,000 | 
acres of land to those who have been in our mili- | 
tary service in a time of war, A large amount of | 
those lands has been located in Missouri, and | 
more will be located there still, Those lands not | 
being disposed of by this Government for money, | 
the State of Missouri receives nothing for exempt- | 
ing them from taxation. The strict letter of the | 
compact does not, perhaps, entitle her to anything. 
But surely a fair and liberal spirit on the part: 
of the United States will give Missouri some ! 
equivalent for not taxing the lands within her } 
limits which have been and will be located by mili- | 
tary warrants. Missouri supposed that she was ; 
to receive a valuable consideration for her agrec- ; 
ment not to tax the public lands ‘for the term of : 


| five years from and after the day of sale.” The’ 


United States so understood it. Now, suppose all i 
the public domain in Missouri should be absorbed | 
by land warrants, what would she receive for not į 
taxing the lands of this Government? Nothing, 
absolutely nothing. And would that be a fair and ; 
bona fide execution of her compact with the Uni- 
ted States on the part of the latter? On the con 
trary, would not the United States be obnoxious 
to the charge of “ paltering in a double sense?” of | 
keeping ‘the word of promise to our ear and 
breaking it to onr hope?” 
Missouri does not ask that the land given to sol- |! 
diers should be treated absolutely as land sold for | 
cash. All she asks is, that inasmuch as the policy |; 
of granting bounty land is for the benefit of citizens | 
of every State, cach State shall bear its proportion || 
of whatever expense and burden that policy costs. 
Missouri is willing to give up a part of her three 
per cent., but she does not think she should be re- || 
quired to relinquish all, And it appears to me jj 
that this Government cannot discharge the equita- : 
ble demands of Missouri on better terms to the | 
nation than by making the grant I am urging. 
When Missouri makes a road through the land : 
of her citizens, the landed proprietors benefited by | 
the work are compelied to pay their share towards : 
its construction, in the form of taxes. As the ij 
value of their land is increased, their taxes are ii 
increased also. Now, this Government is a great | 
landed proprietor, and owns large domains in the | 
State of Missouri, Is it right, is it just, is it fair, į 
under these circumstances, that while private indi- | 
viduals are compelled to pay for improvements | 


i 
H 


which add to the value of their estates, the Federal | 


| : 
be done to both sections of the Union. 


Government should receive precisely the same 
benefits and not contribute. one dollar?) Let gen- 
tlemen from the old States revolve this matter in 
their minds, and I ar sure they will dismiss some 
of the opposition which they manifest: towards 
donations of Jands to the new States. 

tt should be borne in mind that all the new 
States receive five per cent. of the net proceeds of 


‘| the sales of the public lands within their. lintits,- 


for the purposes of internal improvements, except 
Missouri, Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio. They re- 
ceive but three per cent. for that object, the other 
two per cent. being retained in the Treasury. for 
constructing, under the direction of Congress, a 
road or roads, a canal or canals, leading towards 
the limits of the enumerated States. It should 
also be remembered, that this portion of the public 


‘| lands is not given to the new States as a gratuity. 


It is. given in return for the non-taxation of the 
public domain for a term of “ five years from and 
after the day of sale.” This arrangement has 
never been a favorite with the new States, It 
originated with Congress, and was forced upon 
the Western States as a condition to their admis- 
sion into the Union. From the statement just 
made, it will be perceived that Missouri, Illinois, 
Indiana, and Ohio, stand on precisely the same 


| grounds,’so far as their compacts with the United 


States are concerned. But how different, how 
widely different, is the treatment which Congress 
has meted out to them. In Ohio $2,812,034 21 
have been expended on the Cumberland road. In 
Indiana $1,128,289 50, and in Hlinois $742,445 30 
have been spent on the same work. Tn Missouri 
not one single cent has been expended by this 
Government on any like enterprise. Besides this, 
Ohio has received upwards of eleven hundred 
thousand acres of public land for the purpose of 
internal improvements. Indiana has received up- 
wards of fourteen hundred thousand acres, and 
Illinois has received upwards of three millions of 
| acres for canals and railroads. Missouri has 
í received nothing. Why this difference in the 
| policy of Congress towards these four States? Is 
not Missouri faithful in the discharge of her duties 
to the Union? Is she not upright in her engage- 
| ments with her sisters? Is she not worthy of 
membership in this Confederacy? I have never 
heard any such charges made against Missouri, 
and I trust that the neglect of Congress has been 
unintentional, There is certainly no equity in 


|| treating Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois with marked 


kindness, while you turn away from Missouri as 
from a step-child. 

It is, however, objected, that the grants of land 
to the new States for the purposes of internal im- 
provement are injurious to the old States. In what 
way? [ inquire, It has been shown that those 
grants do not diminish the revenues of the country, 
but largely increase them. They diffuse the com- 
forts and conveniences of life into many a habita- 
tion and family that are now cheerless. They 
spread education and intelligence. They build up 
school-houses and churches, and they bring into 
communion and friendly intercourse distant parts 
of the Republic. Surely there is nothing in all 
this of which any member of the Union ought to 
coraplain. 

But if the policy of granting land to the new 
States for railroad purposes is to stop, let justice 
i Elereto- 
fore those grants have been confined almost exclu- 
sively to the free States. Let Missouri, Arkansas, 
Mississippi, and other Southern States be placed 
upon an equal footing with Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois, before you refuse all grants. To stop be- 
fore this is done would give color, at least, to the 


‘| charge sometimes made, that the majority of this 
| House cannot and will not do justice to the South- 


ern part of the Union. 
Agee States should not overlook the fact that 


they ¥gve received all the unappropriated lands 
which were within their limits at the date of the 
Revolution. Massachusetts and Maine, even at 


‘this moment, possess a large domain that is undis- 


posed of. Now all of those lands were acquired 
by the common blood and treasure of the nation, 
The lands of Maine and Virginia and Georgia, 
which were unappropriated at the time of our 
Revolution, were as much the common acquisition 
of the whole Union, as the ‘public lands in any of 
the Western States. But the old States, I reiter- 
ate, received every foot of unappropriated: land 
within their limits. -And yet when anew State asks 
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for a small part of the public land within its limits, 
in discharge of high and important services, ren- 
dered by it in the construction of railroads through 
the Government domain, we hear the cry, Injustice 
to the old States. Place the new States on the 
same footing with the old States, and you would 


five them all the waste lands within their limits.’ 


his we do notask. We are not.so rapacious as | 


the Atlantic States were when they occupied our 
position. All that-we ask. is a small appropria- 
tion, which, while it increases the receipts of the 
Treasury, will afford some remuneration for our 
services to the nation at large. 

No other expenditure of public money has re- 
sulted in so much and so general good as that 
which has had: for its object the settlement of the 
West. Separate the new States from the old ones; 
strike off the Valley of the Mississippi, even in 
imagination, from the Atlantic seaboard, and you 
will possibly form some small conception of the 
benefits which the settlement and improvement of 
the public lands have had upon our national 
wealth, greatness, and prosperity. The fortfi- 
cation of your coast, your Navy, your Army, are 
all useful; but no statesman will pretend that any 
one or all of these combined has contributed one 
tenth as much to our reputation abroad, or our 
security at home, as the settlement of the great 
West. Now, while the settlement of the West 
has been of greater advantage to the whole coun- 
try than almost anything else which has trans- 
pired in our history, it has repaid by millions all 


the expenses it has occasioned to the Government. | 


Your public domain has cost you $74,757,879 58. 
Upto this time it has yielded you $135,337,093 17— 
just $60,381,213 79 more than it cost you. If the 
Navy, besides protecting our commerce, had yield- 
ed to the Treasury double the money it has cost, 
how irresistible would be an application for an 
appropriation to that branch of the service! But 
the settlement of the public domain has operated 
in that manner. It has increased the -general 
welfare, it has augmented the resources and mul- 
tiplied the power of the country, and it has at the 
same time repaid to the Government two dollars 
for every one it has cost. 

Will not gentlemen be instructed by the history 
of the past? Experience has taught us that every 
foot of land brought under cultivation in a new 
State adds to the wealth and prosperity of all. 
«The current of emigration, from one part of the 
‘Union to the other—from the old to the new 
< States—rolls back a golden tide of trade and busi- 
‘ness. The old States now supply nearly all the 
«wants of the farmers of the Valley of the West, 
‘and hence ils prosperity wonderfully promotes 
‘the welfare of the older States of the Union. The 
‘poor emigrant from the old States, who estab- 
< lishes a farm in the West, soon contributes more 
‘to the wealth and commerce of the State he left 

.than if he had remained there in dependent pov- 
‘erty. The prosperity of the new States reacts, 
‘through the channel of trade and business, in 
‘favor of the old States, and hence the wonderful 
‘growth of the whole country.” This is a fair 
statement of the fact. Every man of observation 
knows it to be true, and still you hesitate to be 
liberal to the new States—no, sir, not liberal, but 
just. 

: Mr. Chairman, Congress should either graduate 
the price of the public lands, or aid in enhancing 
the value of those which have been for a long time 
in market. All the public lands near our navi- 
gable rivers are readily sold and settled. So it is 
with the best lands in the interior. But the public 
lands of the poorer class remain unoccupied for years 
after they have been subject to private entry, di- 
viding neighborhoods, keeping settlements sparse, 
and rendering it impossible, very, frequently, for 
our people to enjoy even the blessings of common 
schools. In order to remedy this evil, the new 
States have been applying to Congress fo®more 
than a quarter of a century to graduate the price 
of the public domain. ‘This has been steadily re- 


= 


fused. Now, in order to settle our waste Jands, } 


we ask you to.aid in increasing its value, by grants 
to railroads, which will enable Government to sell 
the public domain at its present minimum In all 
cases, and at double the minimum In many 1m- 
stances. 


I hope gentlemen will not oppose this policy 


because the new States are to be its immediate | 
bethoughtif the W est 


beneficiaries. What would be : i 
should vote against a proposition to fortify an im- 


|i for alternate sections of land. 


‘| a railroad or a canal—that they desire shall pass 


‘portant seaport because the money necessary to 
that: purpose would. be expended on the coast? 
Why, everybody would say, such a motive is 
unworthy an. American citizen. Will you, then, 
apply a rule to the new States, which, if sought 
to -be applied to the old States, would be repudiated 
as disgraceful in its conception and purposes? 
Rather inquire whether the propositions relative 
to'grants of land to the West, are for the benefit 
of the nation and within your constitutional pow- 
er. And being satisfied in the affirmative on both 
propositions, do not withhold your support be- 
| cause the donation is to a new State. ; 

Mr. SWEETSER. I feel justified in detaining 
the committee for a few moments by the great 
| importance of the subject to which the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Hatz] has called the atten-" 
tion of the’House. I desire to see, at the com- 
mencement of this session, a distinction taken, 
which I conceive to be important, to control our 
action in relation to the disposition of the public 
domain. This House was scarcely organized be- 
fore there was anxiety manifested to obtain the 
floor in order to introduce bills for the purpose of 
obtaining the public lands. in aid of private incor- 
porations. ‘That anxiety was not confined toany 
particular section of the Union. It was not con- 
fined to the great West. It is, therefore, import- 
ant, if this system of granting the public lands is 
| to be carried out by this Congress, that we should 
here, at the outset, get a fair startin relation to the 
principles on which these lands are to be granted. 
"There can be no controversy in relation to the 
manner. in. which the Government holds these 
lands and for what purposes. They are the com- 
mon property of all, and are held by the Govern- 
ment in trust for the benefit of all the States of 
this Union, and the people thereof; and whenever 
Congress undertakes to dispose of these lands, they 
should adopt a policy in so doing of fairness, not 
only to the Western States, but to all the States 
of this Confederacy. Care should also be taken 
to grant these lands to the States, and not to indi- 
| viduals or private corporations. We have pre- 
sented before us a great number of these bills. 
During the last Congress, and already during the 
present Congress, they have hovered, like birds of 
ill omen, over this Hall, and it is highly important 
that we should look at once into the matter, and 
see whether these bills are sought by States, for 
the purpose of aiding in internal improvements, or 
whether it is the corporations of the country, now 
swarming in every State, that are here importu- 
i ning this Congress to grant them portions of the 
| public lands for their benefit, and not for the ben- 
| efitof the States. It will be observed that the main 
i object of these bills is professedly to obtain ‘a 
| right of way’? for the purpose of constructing 
these works of internal improvement through the | 
public domain, and in addition to that, they ask 
Now, I suppose | 
that no lawyer in this House will rise and main- 
tain here that the States of this Union have not 
the right of way through the public lands within 
their limits for the construction of State works of 
internal improvement, without asking it from Con- 
‘gress. The right of eminent domain belongs to 
| the States, and [ am here to-day for the purpose 
| of maintaining that right in its full extent. j 

Mr. HALL. Do Í understand the gentleman 
from Ohio to insist that a State in which the pub- | 
lic domain is situated has a right to take that | 
public domain for public purposes by paying com- } 
pensation for it, just as in the case of individual | 
| property? j 

Mr. SWEETSER. Thegentleman shall bean- | 
swered. I maintain this, that whenever any States | 


| 
| 


of this Union have projected a public work—either | 


through the public lands held by Congress in trust | 
i for all the States, they have the right of way with- | 
! out any act of Congress to give it to them. The! 
! right of eminent domain belongs to the States, and | 
| wen gentlemen come here asking for an act ofi 
| Congress to give them the right of way, it 1s evi- | 
|! dent that they have some ulterior object. When- 
|! ever any State of this Union comes here to ask a | 
| grant of public lands to aid in the construction of: 
i works which she has projected, and which she 
: owns, she shall cheerfully have my vote to what- 
ever extent she may desire. Ohio does not ask 
her representatives upon this floor to be guilty of | 
any act that could be construed into meanness. I 

have to tell the gentleman from Missouri that all 


the grants-which have been made to’ Ohio :hev. 
been made to the State for ihe benefit of the State 
and. the works constructed are:now: the propert 
of the State, with the solitary exception of the Co-: 
lumbus and Sandusky Turnpike Company. 

Now, I will tell the committee why I-make:this 
distinction between grants to the States and grants- 
to corporations. I doubt not only the propriety: 
but the constijutional power of this House togrant: 
the public domain to the ‘private ¢orporations. of ’- 
the country, or to States for the purpose of aiding: 
the private incorporations. Such a connection! of 
public property or money is unsafe in such keep” 
Ing, as all experience has demonstrated. T 

here is no State in this Union which-hag had 

a greater interest in public Improvements than the’ 
State of Ohio. Early in 1824 she took the lead 
amongst the Western States in rélation to internal’ ` 
improvements. Her.two canals connecting. the 
waters of Lake Erie with the Ohio river at Ports- 
mouth and Cincinnati, are among her earliest 
efforts. . The system was one of State policy and 
concern. :I am glad to acknowledge that the’mu+ 
nificent donations. of public lands by- Congress 
were important and necessary, and'she has-applied: 
those grants faithfully and honestly, and her. cit 
izens here and elsewhere most:cheerfully acknowl: 
edge their obligations. But, sir, Ohio has not per- 
verted the object of the grants, and suffered’ her 
citizens to look upon her works’ of internal im- 
provements now in the hands of incorporations‘or: 
speculators. ` i Me 

I call upon the people’s representatives here, 
at the very beginning of the session, to see who 
are the parties who are importuning Congress for 
grants of the public domain. Indiana has received 
large grants of the public domain. I appeal. to 
the gentleman from Indiana, to say whether all 
her grants have not been made to the State, in 
aid of works which she has projected, and which 
she ought now to control and own.. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I should like to know whether 
in any instance Congress has granted lands 
otherwise than to the States ? ; : 

Mr. SWEETSER. The gentleman’s. special 
pleading will notavail him. Gentlemen will recol- 
lect, that though grants are sometimes made to the 
States, they are made for.the purpose of benefiting: 
corporations. es 

In the case of grants to Ohio, the specific ob- 
jects to which the lands were to be applied, were 
embraced in the grants, and to those objects alone 
have the lands been applied. 

It is true, that in all the various projects to which 
lam objecting, it is answered that the grants are 
to the States. What are the facts? In many 
cases the States that seek these grants are not en- 
gaged in any system of internal improvements. 
‘And in many cases these grants are asked in aid 
of roads that have never been surveyed or located. 
Acts of incorporation in the Western States have. 
been granted for the last few years, without himit. 
The incorporators; in many instances, do not ex- 


‘pect to organize and make a road, unless they can 


obtain grants of public land. | ‘The name of the 
State is used as a scape-goat in order to obtain grants 
of land, And my honorable friend well knows the 
fate of all public property in the hands of private 
incorporations. { wall cite an example in my own 
State. Ohio, in 1837-38, changed her policy; 
and called in the aid of private incorporations to 
carry out the extended policy of.internal improve- 
menis in railroads, canals, and tum-pike roads. 
Upon the organization of compames; under vari- 
ous acts of incorporation, and the subseribing ofa 
certain amount of stock, the State subscribed, 
and became a joint stockholder. What was the 
result? Outof about five millions of public money 
thus invested, one half is entirely lost, and the 
balance is unproductive. I speak her convictions, 
when she repealed the odious Plunder Law. And 
in the light of her experience I warn other States 
of this Union, that public money or public lands are 


| unsafe in the care and custody of private incor- 


porations. f i 
- Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him for one moment? 


| make further, and I will yield to the 


| State of Indiana. 


Mr. SWEETSER. Ihave but one remark to 
gentleman. l 
was about to speak of the Wabash Canal in the 
Gentlemen are aware that pub- 
lic lands have been donated for the construction of 
that canal; and I da not hesitate to say that, as 
far.as the people of that State are concernéd, they 
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have not derived the benefit which thèy had a 
right to expect from this canal. They permitted 
their interests to be entangled with private incor- 
porations, What is the result? The Wabash 
Canal has been transferred to speculators, and is 
not now owned or controlled by the State. ‘The 
consequence is, their canal is rendered almost val- 
ueless. I have scen whole fleets of canal boats 
stuck in the mud in consequence of bad manage- 
iment since the State has lost the control over it. 
I will now give way to the gentleman from In- 
diana. ` 


Mr. DUNHAM: I dislike very much to take | 


up the time of the committee in the discussion of 
this question. But I deem it due to this body, 
that Í should correct the assertions made by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sweerser] in relation 
to the grants of Congress to the State which I have 
the honor in partto represént. 0 
which the gentleman refers, were applied by the 


State of Indiana in good faith to the improvement jj 


for.which they were designed, and that work re- 
mained entirely under the control of the State 
until after a considerable portion of it was com- 
pleted. But, unfortunately, the State of Indiana, 
like other States, became involved to some extent 
in her exertions to develop her immense resources, 
and for. the purpose of paying off those debts, she 
conveyed the work (the Wabash and Erie Canal) 
to her creditors, together with the lands then un- 
applied, until the income arising from the canal 
and from thoge lands should relieve her from those 
liabilities, or she should choose to redeem them 
by herself paying off these liabilities. She has not 
entirely relinquished her-control over the canal or 
the lands, 

I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Sweersur] this question: What is the dif- 
ference in principle between granting public lands 
to a State to be applied by her directly to her 
works of internal improvements, or granting them 
to her in such a way that she may, if in her 
sovereign wisdom she should deem it to her in- 
terest to do so, invest them in the stock of an 
incorporate company, which shall apply them in 
the construction of such works within her borders 
and for the benefit of her commerce and the con- 
venience of her citizens, and thereby aid said 
companies in constructing such works? Task if 
the gentleman’s skill in political economy cannot 
discover any advantage in the expenditure of public 
money for works of internal improvement, more 
than simply the percentage which the stock in- 
vested may yield to the stockholders? Sir, my 
notions of political economy go beyond this. I 
apprehend that a State may derive advantage, not 
only from the percentage that may be derived 
from dividends, but she may also receive advan- 
tage from the improvement which those works 


The grants to || 


not better that the public lands which are to be 
given. to the- States should be under the State 
control? I ean appeal to the experience of the 
|| great State-of New York in corroboration of the 
|| position I have assumed, as well as to the State 
of Ohio, which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent on this floor. 

Mr. HALL, (interrupting.) The gentleman 
from Ohio is certainly under a great misapprehen- 
sion as to what I propose. My proposition is to 
i grant land to the State of Missouri, not for the pur- 
pose of aiding a private corporation, but-—— 

Mr. SWEETSER. I understand the gentle- 
man’s position perfectly. . I think I shall not mis- 
represent him. 

Mr. HALL. Well, I will say this to the gen- 
tleman: If the bill which I have had the honor to 
| introduce this morning is not sufficiently guarded 
in its phraseology, to prevent the land from being 
|i squandered or passing into the hands of a private 
ij corporation, I ask him to suggest any amendment 
he may think proper, and I will adopt it. Wewant 
ii the land for the benefit of the State, and I desire 
| as much as he does that it shall not go into the 
hands of a private corporation. 
| Mr. DUNHAM. Will the honorable gentle- 
man from Ohio allow me the floor but for one mo- 
| ment? $ 
| Mr. SWEETSER. Certainly. 

1 Mr. DUNHAM. I cannot allow the gentle- 
man’s remark about the humiliation of my State 
to pass without at least an answer. 

f itis a humiliation to the State which I have 
|| the honor in part to represent upon this floor, to 
|| avail herself of the means which she honestly 
possessed for the purpose of paying her just debts, 
it is a humiliation of which I feel proud. After 
the United States had granted her this land for 
purposes of improvement, she did not divert them 
from the object for which they were granted; but 
while she appropriated thern to that object, she has 
also paid her own debts, so that instead of its be- 
ing a subject of humiliation, it is one of which 
every citizen of the State ought to be proud, and 
|| one of which the State is proud. 

i Mr. SWEETSER. My honorable friend will 
| pardon me, 1 did not intend to place him or his 
State in a false position. But I submit this ques- 
i| tion to him: Has not the business of the canal to 
which Lhave alluded been impeded, in the manner 
i which I have stated, week after weck, in conse- 
i; quence of the canal having been sold into the hands 
of a private corporation? 
! Mr. DUNHAM. I will answer the gentleman. 
|| Ts it not better the State should have received even 


|| these imperfect advantages, than to have received 
il none at all? or is this a greater humiliation than 
| that her debt shouldshave gone unpaid? That is 


the answer I make; and besides, that work is not 


may yield to that State in all the ways which the | 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. HarL,}] in his |; 
speech this morning, so ably enumerated—tha i! 
improvement in ber society, in the development of |! 
her resources, the improvement in her agricultural |} 
products, and in her commerce, and not only in |: 
the commerce of the State, but the commerce of |! 
the Union. But I desire also to allude to another +! 


in the hands of a private corporation, but it is 
under the contro] of trustces, part appointed by 
the creditors of the State and part by the State, so 
that the interests of both partes are provided for 
and protected; and J will further add, that the work 
is at least as weil conducted now as it was when 
under the scle control of the State, and affords as 
ample facilities for our commerce. 


thing. : 

Mr. SWEETSER. I beg to remind the en- 
tleman that I only yielded for explanation, not for 
him to make a speech. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 1 beg the gentleman’s pardon; 
I thought he had concluded his remarks. f am 
sorry Í have detained the gentleman so long. 

Mr. SWEETSER, (resuming.) The gentle- 
man cannot suppose that I am going into the 
question, to the full extent which he has suggested, 
I have a distinet object, and when that is effected 
I shall take my seat. But I will answer the gen- 
tleman’s question. I had no intention of doing 
injustice to the sister State of Indiana. Her humili- 
ation in the act to which I have alluded is sufficient 
for her, and it is not for me to augment her mis- 
fortunes or commit any act of unkindness to that 
fertile and promising State. 


But I will not stop in my argument here; I ap- 1 


peal not only to the State of Indiana, but to the 
other States of this Union, for proof that the prin- 
ciple I have maintained is sanctioned by their ex- 
perience. I have endeavored to enforce upon this | 
House the danger of trusting the public property ; 
and the public money in the hands of corporations | 
which are controlled by private individuals. Task ! 


Mr. SWHEETSER, ‘Che gentleman has the full 
benefit of his answer. It is not my object in ma- 
king these remarks to oppose any particular bill. 
My objection is to the whole class and tothe prin- 
ciple involved. I do not propose to go into the 
|| details of the bill of my honorable friend [Mr. 
|, Haut] at this time. I am speaking of general 
i! principles which, in my judgment, should control 
i; the action of this House in relation to the whole 
i class. 
|| Mr. HALL, (interrupting.) I have no doubt 
| the gentleman will give his active support to my 
! bill. 
| Mr. SWEETSER, When my honorable friend 
interrupted me, I was proceeding to remark upon 
the policy of several States upon this subject of 
internal improvements. New York was one of 
the first to embark in these enterprises, and hav- 
| ing carried them to a length beyond that of any 
| other State, a short time since, in a convention 
‘called for the purpose of amending her constitu- 
tion, she inserted a provision, as a part of her or- 
ganic Jaw, prohibiting her Legislature from raising 
| a single dollar by taxation, to be invested in any 
| corporation whatever. ‘hat is the policy of the 
great State of New York; a policy which has-been 


gentlemen to determine the question, whether it ig! 


forced upon her by such dire necessities that she 


has madeit a part of her organic law. Ohio, too, 
has had some experience inthis matter, and in a 
convention recently held in that State. for the pur- 
pose of remodeling her constitution, a. provision 
was adopted similar to that of New York. Ido 
not believe there isa State in this Union which 
is so deeply interested in relation to these subjects 
as the State which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent. I speak from what I know in relation to 
this matter. Representing, as Ido, the centre of that 
State, I know perfectly well the responsibility I 
take upon myself in opposing some of these meas- 
ures in relation to granting public lands. I have no 
desire to oppose the plans of the gentleman from 
Missouri, except upon the principles stated. 

Mr. HALL, (interrupting.) I have no plans. 
All I desire is, that while Congress has done justice 
to one State it should not refuse to do justice to 
another. 

Mr. SWEETSER, (resuming.) I maintain that 
where grants of land have been made by Con- 
gress to Western States, they have uniformly 
been made for .the purpose of aiding in the con- 
struction of works already projected. by and 
owned by the State. ‘hey have not been appro- 
priated for the aid of private corporations. I 
know that this system of giving away these lands 
for works of internal improvement has . become 
quite popular in this House. Gentlemen will 
recollect that during the last Congress one of the 
strongest arguments used against the bounty land 
bill was, that it would destroy this land system. 
It-was said it would destroy the prospect of ob- 
taining these lands in aid of these works of im- 
provement, I desire now for a moment to call 
the attention of the committee to the bill passed 
by the last Congress appropriating lands for the 
construction of a railroad in Ilinois. Gentlemen 
will recollect that the bill was passed ata time 
when this House and the country were excited to 
a degree which forbade its receiving that discussion 
and deliberation. which it should have had. But 
for those circumstances that bill would never have 
passed Congress. It never would have received 
my vote; and had I been present when it was 
under consideration, I should have raised my 
voice in opposition to it. 

I repeat, that whenever a State comes forward 
and asks au act of Congress granting the right of 
way for a State work, or a railroad through the 
public domain, the State concedes the point that 
the proposed road or canal is a private enterprise, 
under the control of a corporation, for the reason 
that if it is a State work, no such legislation is 
necessary. If alternate sections are wanted, then 
the object is to obtain the public lands in aid of 
private incorporations. The right of way is a 
mere pretext. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Ha] will pardon me when 1 say, that be- 
fore he attempts to force his conclusions upon thé 
TIouse, it is his duty to prove that it is necessary 
for a State to obtain an act of Congress granting 
the right of way over the public lands, which { 
deny. 

Mr. HALL, (interrupting.) [have no doubt in 
the world that the assent of Congress is abso- 
lutely necessary before a State can make a rail- 
road through the public domain. There is no 
question about it. If we have the right to take 
the public domain for making a railroad, we have 
the right to take it as individual property; we 
have the right to take just as much as we require 
for public purposes. 

Mr. SWEETSER, (resuming.) I think the 
gentleman is in error in relation to this matter. 
‘We are at issue upon the legal proposition. 

The people desire that some disposition should 
be made of these public lands. My honorable 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson] will excuse 
me when T allude to him. The bill he reported 
to this House upon yesterday will meet with 
oo and shall have my cordial support. 

hope this Congress will not adjourn until it 
passes that bill, or one imbodying its principles, 
H will bea matter of public justice, not only to 
the new States but to the old States of this Union. 
It will open up to the people of New England— 
those men who have been reared upon a barren 
and sterile soil—an object, an inducement to emi- 
grate to a more congenial climate and locality 
better suited to the purposes of life. Sir, I shall 
go with my honorable friend from ‘Tennessee in 
this matter, and I hope, when a proper occasion 
| Shall present itself, to be able to lay before this 
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House and the country some considerations in 
relation to the importance of that measure. If 
you give this public domain'to the actual settlers, 
you not only furnish efficient aid for the construc- 
tion of works. of internal improvement, but you 
assist in bearing the burdens of the State. Extend 
this invitation to the people of all. the States of 
this Union, and to the agricultufal world, and 
you will be but carrying out the trust which is 
placed in yourhandsasthepeople’srepresentatives, 

ut you furnish to the laboring man of the Eastern 
States of this Confederacy a home.in a more con- 
genial climate, 
faim suficient to sustain him and his family after 
him... That wise measure will extend to the culti- 
vator of the soil an inducement to emigrate from 
all sections of the country into this land of promise 
—* The Great West.” 

I entered upon this discussion, without pre- 
paration, upon the impulse of the moment. My 
object was to call the attention of the House at 
this early stage to the various projects for ab- 
sorbing the public lands; to the danger that these 
various bills import; and to give, if possible, a 
proper direction to our action. 
ceeded in making myself understood, Tam content 
to await the action of this House in disposing of a 
subject of such vitalimportance in the disposition 
of a trust of such grave importance. 5 

Mr. BISSELL. Upon some future occasion, 
if I can get an opportunity, I design to present my 
views at some length upon the subjects embraced 
in the bill of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Harr,) but not now. I rise upon the present oc- 
casion merely to indicate my intention to support 
this bill in precisely the shape in which it now 
stands. Ido not mean to assert that the bill in 
every feature meets my entire approbation, not 
having examined it particularly. But the gencral 
features of the bill—the leading objects and main 
provisions contained in it, I shall support, not ‘be- 
cause similar grants have been asked for and made 
to other States, but because I believe the true poli- 
cy of the Government with regard to the public 
lands will be carried out by the adoption of the 
provisions therein contained. I hold that it is 


erfectly susceptible of demonstration that the true | 


interest—the pecuniary advantage, if you please— 
of this Government would be promoted thereby, as 
would the happiness and prosperity of its individ- 
ual citizens. 

Mr. Chairman, there was a time when Ohio— 
not then so rich as she is now—clamored loudly 
and ceaselessly in these Halls for grants of public 


lands to make railroads—to make canals and other | 


improvements. She worried the Government until 


she obtained the grant of Congress for tracks of | 


as fine land as this Government ever owned. She 
applied it to purposes of improvement, and put 
the money derived therefrom into her treasury. 
She continued to press her claims to the full extent 
of her power, and continued to get land from the 
Government until there was no longer any public 
Jands within her borders. Then comes up Mis- 
souri, young and poor now, as Ohio was then, 
and asks for about one third as much public land 


as Ohio has received, for a similar object; and | 


Ohio, if correctly represented here, starts up and 
demands that justice shall be don 
States shall receive an equal share. 
notions had prevailed at the time 

Mr. SWEETSER, (interrupting.) The gen- 
tleman entirely misunderstands me. Ohio is not 
and has not been here, through any representative, 
asking that the public domain shall be given to 
corporations within the State. She never asked 
any such boon from Congress or the Government; 
she asked for public land to aid in improvements 
which had already been projected, which she con- 
structed herself, and which she now owns. 
has not asked aid for any corporation. 

Mr. BISSELL, (resuming.) No, sir, she asked 
for herself, just as Missouri does. Does that 
change the case? She asked for herself and she 
obtained for herself, justas Missouri now asks for 
herself, and, by the justice of this House, I trust, 
will obtain for herself. When Ohio had secured 


Now, if these 


the land, she made such disposition of it as she į 


deemed best for herself—just as Missouri will do, 
and just as this Congress or any other power has 
no right to prevent her or Ohio from doing. 


A Memser: That was granted for a specific | 


object. 
Mr. BL 


You furnish him, also, with a į 


If I have suc- | 


e—that all the į 


She į 


SSELL. So is this asked for a specific | 


| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


object—to be invested as the State deems best for 
its own interest... Is the gentleman not. willing 
that Missouri shall take care of herself? Does he 
want to provide, by a law of Congress, that Mis- 
souri shall dispose of her own in a particular 
way, when Ohio did what she pleased with hers? 
If she has chosen since, or shail choose hereafter, 
to sell or give away any of the improvements 
made by the land she got from Congress, may she 
not do it?) Has she not the power? Well, then, 
is it not perfectly idle to say that there ought to be 
some provision made by Jaw that the land to be 
given to Missouri shall be invested in a particular 
manner—that the work proposed shall be made by |! 
her as a State? Would she not, the very moment 
it was completed, be at liberty to giveit away, or |i 
sellit? Why not, then, leave her at liberty to dis- 
pose of the land to a company chartered to build 
the work,.or to build the work herself? Why 
not give her full power from the first, as she will 
of course possess over the work after it is com- 
pleted ? j 
I hold that every State may be safely intrusted 
with its ownaffairs. The gentleman wantsa sys- || 
tem which shall be just and equitable to all classes 
and to all portions of the Union, and therefore he 
will oppose this bill, and will support the bill in- 
troduced by the gentleman from M inensas; {Mr. 
Jounson.] So shall I support that bill. Will 
that bill be just to all classes? Let us see.’ That 
proposes, if | recollect aright, to give to each settler 
a certain amount of land, perhaps one hundred 
and sixty acres, on condition he will reside on and 
cultivate it. Task if itis just to merchants and 
manufacturers? Does it give as equal advantages | 
to operatives in New England, New York, and 
elsewhere, as it does to the agricultural classes in 
the West? Not at all. In the nature of things 
they cannotavail themselves of it. Does ithold out 
any advantage to the blacksmith, cooper, or shoe- || 
maker pursuing his business—the only business in 
which it is competent for him to obtain a livelihood. 
None at all. It is the agricultural class, and that 
alone that will derive ahy advantage from the bill 
introduced by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Jonnson.] The friends of the bill say, sup- 
port it, because it is just to all classes of the peo- 
pler but it seems to me reasonable to oppose the |i 
ill, because it is partial. I donot design at pres- 
ent to say anything more; but upon some subse- 
quent occasion more favorable than the present 
one, I will again express my opinions more at 
length. 
Mr. SEYMOUR called for the reading of the 
eighth resolution; and it was read. | 
Mr. 8. yielded the floor to 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, on whose mo- 
tion the committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman reported that 


Union had had the President’s message under con- 
sideration, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. Asranam P. Sravens, of New York, ap- 
peared, was sworn in, and took his seat. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Mr. HOUSTON said that it was important that 
the Executive messages on the Speaker’s table 
should be referred and printed. He hoped that 
the House would consent to their presentation. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid be- 
fore the Housea communication from theSccretar 
of State, agreeably to the act of Congress of March j 
28, 1796, covering a statement showing the num- 
ber of seamen registered in the several collection 
districts of the United States during the year end- 
ing 30th of June, 1851; which, on motion of Mr. 
Houston, was ordered to lie on the table ande 
printed. 

FORTIFICATIONS—JURISDICTION OF THE 


MILITARY COMMITTEE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
report of the Secretary of War on the subject of 
fortifications, prepared in answer to a resolution of 
the House of Renresentatives of March 3d, 1851. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved that the report be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, did not think that 
the gentleman from Illinois had proposed the proper 
reference. He supposed that the report was upon 
the subject of the defences, and as such the Com- 
mittee on Commerce had nothing to do with it. | 

Mr. BURT. 1 understand that that report re- 
lates not merely to the continuance of fortifica- 


ofa system 


n 0 f ù of fortif- 
cations, which may. materially modify that now 


tions, but tothe beginning 


existing in the United States. ‘i is Knowh to the 
House, and indeed the rules of the, House’ ex- 
pressly prescribe, that all propositions: for fortifi- 
cations, whether to authorize or reject: themin‘any 
way whatever, are proper subjects for “the ‘con- ` 
sideration of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Ido not see my honorable friend from North: 
Carolina, [Mr. Cuiveman,]} who introduced’a re- 
solution to which this report isin answer. He 
intimated to me that he might'move.to ‘refer the 
report to a select committee. I can’see no sort of 
propriety in that reference. There certainly’ is 
none in referring the report to the Committee on 
Commerce. It is amatter which properly belongs 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and I trust 
the House will not give it the direction of any 
other committee, unless some special cause be as- 
signed. If that committee be a fit one for the 
duties which are devolved upon it by the rules of 
the House, it is a special act for its consideration. 
If the Committee on Military Affairs know any- 
thing of military subjects, they should know some- 
thing of the system of fortifications... I'am satis- 
fied that that committee does. not‘entertain any 
hostility to fortifications, and that it does ‘not en- 
tertain any views that are adverse to.the known 
views of the Administration or Department of 
War, and that it will be disposed to carry out, as 
far as may be consistent with its own views of 
good policy, any recommendation or suggestion 
of that Department. I trust the report will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Milttary Affairs. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I hope that 
the direction which the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [My. Criveman,] not now in his seat, 
desired the report should take may be given to it; 
and that it may go to a select committee, for the 
reasons afforded by thechairman of the Committee 


ion Military Affairs, that that committee did not 


entertain any hostility to the system of fortifica- 
tions, and are willing to carry out the views of 
the Administration or Department in that partica- 
lar. 

Mr. BURT. If they are proper. es 

Mr. MARSHALL. The system of fortifica- 
tions, or rather appropriations for the continuance 
of the system of fortifications, came, I supposed, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs at the last 
Congress, but it did not meet the approval of the 
House of Representatives. The fortification bill 


| was defeated in the House. The Congress of the 


United States indicated its determination, by its 
defeat, to put an end to the system. 1 do not 
know how the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. Crioman] happened to call for this exposé 


| from the Department, but I suppose that the re- 


port lying upon your table is an additional plea, 
upon the part of the Engineer Corps, for the con- 
tinuance of the system in the old mode, or under 
some modification. I take it, if the Congress of 
the United States meant anything last year by the 
vote they gave on the subject, they meant this, that 
they ought not to throw this matter upon the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, whose appropriations 
for fortifications in the last Congress were killed, 
and they ought not to trust this document from 
the Department to their keeping, but give it a spe- 
cial direction. . 

Mr. BURT. If my friend from Kentucky 
(Mr. Marsnark] will allow me, I beg to say to 
him, that the bill on the subject of fortifications 
which was defeated the last session of Congress 
in this House, did not come from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, but from the Committee of 
Ways and Means. l wasa bill to continue forti- 
fications that had been commenced, and to make 
repairs upon those which had been completed. I 
hope my friend will allow me to say, that he has 
misconceived my remarks in relation to the policy 
of the Administration or the Department of War. 
What I did say, or certainly what I intended to 
say, was, that the Committee on Military Affairs 


l have no hostility to any views of the Administra- 


tion that are known, which they deem consistent 
with good policy. That committee will give to 


; all recommendationsof the War Departmenta free, 
| candid, just, and impartial consideration. 


Mr. MARSHALL. Ihave no recollection of 
the facts, and I stand corrected as to the fact that 
this fortification bill, which was defeated in the 
last Congress, may have come fromthe Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. ` I supposèd, as a matter 


48 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Dee, Tt, 


“of duty, that the Committee on Military Affairs, 
if it wasan act especially under their cognizance, 
had transferred it. If they did not have the re- 
sponsibility of it, it is the very best argument to 
show why they should now have no business with 
it; and as a matter of course it would lay the axe 
at the root of the claim.which they set up here 
why. it should be transferred to them, as a matter 
coming within. their peculiar ay cna Tdonot 
know what the views of the Administration are 
about fortifications, nor. do I care; but I know 
what my own views are. I know what the views | 

. of the last Congress were upon it, and I am acting 
in continuance of those views. The Military 
Committee having their attention engaged, per- 
haps, exclusively in regard to the army—in re- 
gard to the defence of our southwestern frontier— 
the Pacific frontier—in regard to the transportation 
of the army—in regard to those bills which neces- 
sarily fall within their cognizance—will have a 
busy time of it—too busy a time of it to pass upon 
the policy of continuing or modifying this system 
of fortifications. J have no particular interest in 
this matter. The gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Crineman,] to whose resolution this report 
is a reply, remarked to me yesterday, that he had 
a strong desire that this matter should go to a se- | 
lect committee. Not finding him in his seat, as aj 
matter of courtesy to him, I move its reference to 
a select committee. ; i 

Mr. CARTTER. I hope the subject will take 
the direction desired by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Marsnart.] Uhope it may, under 
the indication of the House, that the system of 
appropriations for useless fortifications thay termi- | 
nate, It is true that the subject is in the preroga- 
tive.of the Committee on Miliary Affairs, as I 
understand it. It is equally true that, as a stand- 
ing committee, they are in the habit of carrying | 
out the recommendations of the Department. 
Having been upon that committee for two years, | 
I understand its practice. The Committee of | 
Ways and Means took charge of the subject at 
the last session, followed out the appropriation 
recommended by the President, and then the 
House took charge and pinned it to the wall. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Committee of 
Ways and Means at the last Congress took charge 
of no proposition, I believe, connected with appro. 
priations or fortifications which was not referred | 
to that committee. The estimates submitted by | 
the War Department, through the Treasury De- 
partment, for the support and continuance of forti- 
fications, were referred to that committee. The 
Committee of Ways and Means, in pursuance of 
these estimates, reported a bill making appropria- 
tions for the continuance and maintenance of such 
fortifications as they thought should be established, | 
and when that bill came here there were one or | 
two of the members of the Committee of Ways | 
and Means who codperated with those who thought 
the system was a bad one and should be stopped, 
and they exerted themselves to defeat the bill. 
This is a different proposition. We will again | 
have the estimates for fortifications when we get 
the other estimates, and they of course will go to į 
the Committee of Ways and Means. | 

IfI have any knowledge of what this report is, | 
it is as to the continuance or discontinuance of 
some fortifications, or the establishment of others 
upona different basis from that now prevailing. | 
Tf so, it goes legitimately and properly, under the 
rules of the Fouse, to the standing Committee | 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CARTTER. Lam gladto hear a response | 
that the Committee of Ways and Means had 
charge of appropriations for fortifications. It was 
a new duty which they had fathered. ; 

Mr, JONES. The gentleman misunderstood | 
me, and I wish to correct him. I say that the; 
Committee of Ways and Means at the last Con- | 
gress had the estimates for fortifications referred | 
to them. In pursuance of that reference and those : 
estimates, in the discharge of their duty they re- | 
ported a bill to the House. his is upon a differ- | 
ent subject altogether, 

Mr. CARTTER. I understood the gentleman 
as I do now—that the Committee of Ways and 
Means had in charge the subject now proposed to 
be referred; that they had in charge certain appro- il 
priations recommended to them by the Depart- | 
ment, a part of which they adopted and a part re- || 
jected, The gentleman remarks again—what we | 
are.all informed of—that this is a special communi- i 


TRE 7 : ae : 
cation from the President, under a resolution of j 


the House, designed. to test. the necessity of the 
continuation of fortifications, and the character of 
these fortifications. The fact that this communi- 
cation is called out by special resolution, and the jj 
fact that it is a special communication to this | 
House, proposing new measures in reference to |! 
fortifications, argues the propriety of committing | 
the whole subject to a select committee.. I do not | 
wish to discuss this matter at all; but [ am anx- 
ious to have that communication go to a special 
committee for the reason that I believe it will re- | 
ceive the attention that a special committee will 
give it, unprejudged by the recommendation of the 
Department; unprejudged by the habit of 4 stand- 
ing committee in responding to the recommenda- 
tions of the Department. It is under the convic- 
tion that a special committee will put an end to 
the whole system; will reflect the will of the na- 
tion as it was reflected in the last Congress in 
reference to the subject, that I desire the reference 
of the subject to a select committee. The last 
Congress refused to give anything for fortifications. | 
If this Congress is wise, it will also so refuse, and | 
put'an end to this drain upon the Treasury, with- | 
out any benefittothe country. We have learned | 
the important fact, that when a man wants to be | 
shot at he does not conceal himself behind a for- | 
tification. [Laughter.] I hope the bill may be | 
referred to a special, committee. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. A single word. 
The 91st rule prescribes that ‘it shall be the duty 
of the Committee on Military Affairs to take into 
consideration all subjects relating to the military 
establishment and publie defence which may be 
referred to them by the House, and to report their 
opinion thereupon; and also to report, from time 
to time, such measureg as may contribute to econ- 
omy and accountability in the said establishment, ”? 

Mr. CARTTER. Will the gentleman permit 
meto make a single inquiry? 1 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTTER. Does the gentleman from | 
‘Tennessee [Mr. Jongs] rend that rule for the pur- | 
pose of convincing this Fouse that they have not 
the power of committing this subject to a special 
committee? 

Mr. JONES. Notatall, I read that rule for 
the purpose of letting the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Carrrer] aud this House see what is the 
proper duty of the Committee on Military A fairs; 
and that this report, now before the House from 
the War Department, is one of the legitimate du- 
ties of that committee. If I understand the ob- 
ject of the gentleman from Ohio, in having this 
special committee raised, and this report referred 
to it, if you follow the parliamentary rule in or- | 
ganizing that committee, his object will be defeated. 
The standing committecs of this House are organ- 
ized upon broad national principles, in view of the 
subjects which shall be legitimately referred to 
them, and which have claims to their considera- | 
tion. This subject is one of that character. It ig 
proposed to refer it, however, to a special com- 
mittee. | 

The report, we are told, proposes to modify in | 
some degree the system of fortifications, estab- 
lish a new system, and discontinue the old one. f 
What will be the rule which should govern you | 
in the appointment of that special committee? It 
will be to give this report into the hands ofa favor- 
able committee—to commit the child to its friends; 
and then, perhaps, you may expect, instead of an 
adverse report, a favorable one. Ifa special com- 
mittee should be organized upon this principle, and 
in pursuance of the common law which governs | 
all deliberative and legislative bodies, then F say 
thagentleman from Ohio is not acting in such a | 
manr as to secure his object, and procure the | 
kind of report which I should think he was desir- | 
ous of securing from his remarks. I think, there- | 

i 
i 
| 
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fore, that it is right and proper that this report 
should go to the standing Committee on Military 
Affairs, and not to a select committee. If the du- 
ties and business assigned to these committees are | 
to be taken from them and referred to special com- 

mittees, we had better at once abolish all rules re- į 
quiring their appointment; and whenever a subject 
has to be referred, send it to a special committee. 
I will go as far as the gentleman from Ohio, orany 
other gentleman upon this floor, in arresting not 
only appropriations for fortifications, but any. i 


ij select committee. 
| sation between us on yesterday, and we both came 


‘chairman of his committee. 


other unnecessary, extravagant, and wasteful ap 
propriations. à 


Mr: CLINGMAN. Lunderstand that in my 
absence, which has been but a few moments, a 
motion has been made by my friend from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. MARSHALL; }] to refer this subject to a 
There was some little conver-. 


to the conclusion that it would be the proper 
course. I will briefly state the reasons which op- 
erated upon my mind for making that suggestion 
to him. It will be recollected that at the last ses- 
sion the House rejected the fortification bill.. The 
object of those, no doubt, who rejected it was not 
to refuse absolutely all appropriations for fortifi- 
cations, but to obtain a change in the existing 
system. The bill was rejected, notwithstanding 
it received the sanction of the standing committee 
of this House. The Military Committee sanc- 
tioned the bill, and the chairman desired its pas- 
sage. 

-Mr. BURT. I merely desire to say to my 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Crmemay,] 
that the Committee on Military Affairs never saw 
that bill until it was reported to the House. It 
was a bill which my friend will remember was 
reported, under the rules of the House, by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. We had noth- 
ing to do with it, and we did not see it, ‘and some 
of the committee opposed it, 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Iwill ask the gentleman 
if he did not urge the House to pass the bill? 

Mr. BURT. Notatall. The gentleman isto- 
tally at fault. I believe that I made the first assault 
upon the fortification bill at a prior session of the 
last Congress, I think I was not in the House 
when it was voted upon at the last session of 
Congress. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ihave no doubt the gen- 
tleman attacked the bill two or three years ago. 
The system has been attacked again and again. 
My impression was that the gentleman at the last 
session of Congress desired its passage; but I may 
be wrong in that. The object of the House in de- 
feating that bill, was to change the system and sub- 
stitute a new one, less extensive. That bill, or a 
similar bill, has regularly received the sanction of 
the House for many years past. It is known to 
those who have looked into the subject, that in 1816 
a system of fortifications was adopted. That sys- 
tem proposed that one hundred and fifty seven forts 
should be built. Congress has gone on, from year 
to year, making appropriations. Up.to this time 
fifty or sixty forts have been completed, or are in 
progress. More than one hundred have yet to be 
touched, We have gone on in this way, making 
appropriations from year to year; but a feeling 
prevailed in this House and in the country, that 
a change had taken place in the art of war—a 
great change, in the last few years, in the condi- 
tion and strength of the country, which did notre- 
quire a system of fortifications so extensive as this. 
Upon these grounds the House rejected the bill, 
and these resolutions were offered, therefore, with 
a view of retrenching the existing system.. I un- 
derstand—for I have had occasion to get some 
knowledge of that report since it came in two or 
three days since—that the Secretary recommends 
important changes in the system of fortifications, 
against the advice of the Corps of Engineers. He 
recommends that a large portion of the forts they 
propose to complete, shall be abandoned. Now 

do notsee how the Military Committee should 
have charge of this subject exclusively. It may 
be as well referred to a naval as a military officer, 
and in fact, the Secretary has furnished the opin- 


| ions of naval men upon the subject. If the object 


is to defend our sea-coast mainly against naval 
attacks, the Naval Committee might just as well 
claim it. 

The ground upon which I maintain that a special 
committee is proper is, that there is to be an entire 
change of the system, if the policy adopted at the 


|| lest session of Congress is to be carried out. I 


have great respect and confidence for the Militar 

Committee of this House ag well as the Committee 
of Ways and Means. I know that the chairmen 
of these committees, to whom this subject has been 
heretofore referred, have regularly sanctioned the 


į recommendations of the Engineer Department. I 


do not gay that the gentleman did sanction it as 

Itis a matter of com- 
plaint with many Army officers that we have been 
making appropriations for twenty or thirty years 
to finish forts; and we have had a large number of 
men superintending these. works and receiving 
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salaries, but the works are never finished. What 
I desire is, that we may go on and finish the 
works necessary. The Secretary states that about 
$16,000,000 have been appropriated to existing før- 
tifications—to those which k 

now in progress; and that the sum of five or six 
millions of dollars will complete them; and that it 
will take at least $20,000,000, perhaps more than 
that sum, to finish the other one hundred that are 
proposed to be built. Iwill say this to the House, 
that originally they classified the forts proposed to 
be built into six classes; when they had completed 
those in the first and second classes, the third was 
put in progress. Those forts are of the most im- 
portant character, and necessary to the defence of 
points of importance on the sea-coast, as they pro- 
tect a vast amount of property in our large cities. 
J rather think that. Boston and New York are now 


pretty well fortified. Philadelphia, Baltimore, and | 


Charleston, and other points, need something fur- 
ther. The works now in progress will enable us 


to protect these cities against attacks where there | 


is a large amount of property invested, but no one 
supposes that every inletinto which a steamer can 
run shall be defended. 1 will here make another 
suggestion to the House: It will require an army 
of sixty-five thousand men, according to the esti- 
mate, to man these fortifications; and that is a 
larger army than we have ever had. If you do 
not put troops there, the enemy will attack and 


seize upon some of those fortifications. I consider į 


the movement a judicious one in which to review 
the whole system—to finish promptly the forts 
which are already begun, and to abandon those 
which may be deemed unnecessary. 

There are some other suggestions connected with 
the report of the Secretary which I do not desire 
to dwell upon now. I do not desire to have con- 


trol of this question; my only desire is that the | 
subject may receive that direction which will in- ; 


sure something being done. It was the business of 


the Military Committee, charged with the defence | 


of the country, to have brought in recommenda- 
tions for retrenchments, but, either from supine- 
¿ness or some other cause, they failed to do it. 
That may well justify the House in confiding the 
subject to a special committee. I hope the House 
wil act upon the suggestion of my friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Marsuaxr,] and refer the sub- 
ject to a select committee, who will make that 
their special business—examine the large volumin- 
ous documents—bring in a report, so that we may 
see what ought to be done. 

Mr. CARTTER. After this disclosure of pur- 
pose of the gentleman, and after the development 
of the contents of the budget that is proposed to 
be submitted, in justice to my own views, I am 
under the necessity of backing out of the propo- 
sition to refer the matter to a special committee. 
{Laughter.] Tam satisfied that the honorable mem- 
ber from North Carolina’ [Mr. Crixeman] mis- 
apprehended the direction of the sentiment of the 
last Congress. If I understood it, it was an un- 
yielding sentiment. Just stop there with this plun- 
der, an 
appears that the Department has gone to work, 
under the resolution of the honorable gentleman, 
to propose a new one. There is no new system of 
public exp 
Government that will not swallow up more than 
the flanks of the old one. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My remarks may have 
done injustice to the Serrie I will state this: 
that the original plan adopted in 1816 was a very 
extensive one. The Secretary recommended that 
a large number of these forts be abandoned, and 
leaves it to Congress to say whether they shall 
finish those in progress or not. J do not wish it 
to be understood that we should have any new 
system. ‘The only question is, whether we shall 
abandon the old system partially or entirely. 

“Mr. CARTTER. If there is in this projected 
reformation a new system of fortifications, I am 
opposed to organizing a select committee for that 
urpose, IfI undetstood the sentiment of the last 


Touse of Representatives it was to close the gates | 


upon this useless cea That is the only 
method of getting rid of it; that is the only senti- 
ment which I would sanction. I had no idea at 
that time, that a Phenix was to rise from the ashes 
of the dead, IfI understood the action of the last 
Congress, it was, upon the subject of fortifications, 
a finality—a totality. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURT. Mr. Speaker, it 1s proper that I 


ave been built or are | 


d not patch up a new system; but itj 


enditure that can be proposed by this | 


| not hesitate to do so, while gentlemen who sat j 


; stated, what this House will very soon see is true, | 


il 


should say-a few. words. in relation to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. I cannot comprehend | 
how-that gentleman [Mr. CLmeman] and the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Marsuarz] could | 
have been brought to think that the Committee on | 
Military Affairs had charge of the fortification bill | 
at the last session, or were in favor of it. The! 
misapprehension may have arisen from the fact | 
that t felt it my duty to defend the estimates of | 
| 
i 
i 
t 
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appropriations that were made for the Army—-a bill, 
too, which was reported to this House by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and a bill with 
which ‘the Committee on Military Affairs had 
nothing whatever to do. Feeling it to be my duty 
to defend a bill containing estimates for the Army | 


which I deemed indispensable for the service, I did | 


upon that side of the House assailed that bill with | 
great fierceness, and with unfortunate success. I| 


that a demand would be made this. session of Con- 
gress for supplying the deficiencies of that service, | 
which were caused by striking out some of the j 
items in the bill reported by the Committee of | 
Ways and Means. Very large deficiencies have | 
arisen, and the House will be called upon to sup- 
ply them. 

I do not understand what the gentleman from | 
North Carolina [Mr. Cuineman] means, when he 
speaks of the supinenegs of the Military Commit- 
tee preventing it from discharging its duties. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I believe, Mr. Speaker, 
that my remark was this: that the Committee on i 
Military Affairs, whose business it was, and who | 
claim it as their appropriate duty to look into the | 
appropriations for these military fortifications, | 
from supineness, or some other cause, (what it is | 
the gentleman has not yet explained,) failed to | 
make any movement in favor of retrenchment | 
whatever during the whole two years. } 

Mr. BURT. Now, the gentleman from North | 
Carolina [Mr. Ciiveman] is quite as unfortunate } 
in his phraseology as before. And, sir, I am to | 
be understood as speakmmg, not with reference to 
myself, but in justice to that committee. The | 
Committee on Military Affairs of the first session 
of the last Congress—I believe at their very first 
meeting—with unanimity determined to retrench | 
very materially the expenses of the organization 
of the Army. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina will remember that a Whig Secretary of War 
was then at the head of the Department, as there 
isnow. {ft was deemed a matter of courtesy to j 


that gentleman, and of common decency to the | 
committee and the country, that the Secretary of | 
War should be called upon to aid the Committee 
on Military Affairs in their work of retrenchment. 
He was called wpon, but the aid was never ren- 
dered. Weall know, who were members of that i 
Congress, and the whole country knows, that the | 
deliberations of both Houses of Congress very soon | 
became engrossed by very exciting subjects. It | 
was alinost impossible to-enforce upon the atten- | 
tion of either House of Congress any matter ef | 
ordinary legislation; arid we were thwarted—I will 
not say by the supineness of the Secretary of 
War, or by the negligence: 
Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) Ifthe com- 
mittee desired retrenchment, why did they not 
bring in a report to that effect? | 
Mr. BURT. The gentleman from North Car- | 
olina will see that any Intelligent report to retrench 
such an immense establishment as the Army of 
the United States, or even the fortifications of the ; 
United States, which he has shown to be so ver 
large; or the man who would strike with intelli- | 
gence and discernment at that system, would re- | 


1 
1 
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| quire great labor and research. IJ say he can- | 


Department. We may apply the knife, but we 
are just as apt to strike an artery as an unsound | 
limb; and I would like to see, sir, from the dis- 


i 
i 
1 
| 
not do it intelligently without the aid of the War | 
| 
| 
{ 
closure the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. | 


| Cuweman] has made, how he, at the head of ai 


select committee, would be able to dispatch so soon | 
the Herculean labor proposed in the report of the į 
Secretary of War. 1 have no doubt he can do it. || 
I have no doubt of bis industry and energy; and || 
I suppose the work would not be delayed by his | 
supineness. I. should like to see it; but, sir, if || 
this subject is to be referred to a select committee, | 


I ask of this House that the whole subject of the | 
Army be referred to that committee. 


And] would | 
like to see the gentleman from North Carolina ij 


(Mr. rinena] at the head of that .committee,: 
I trust he is much better prepared: for. these mili-: 
tary duties than are the members of the Committee. 
on Military: Affairs, and that he will perform them - i 
with great discretion and intelligence, ang that the 
country will be immensely benefited by-the result 
of his labors... I shall be glad to. hear ofait. 5 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. It was:my purpose, in the: 
event. of the approval. by the House of a select 
committee, that it should. be given to some mili-” 
tary gentleman like my friend. from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Manrsuait,] who has been in service... Jam 
but a civilian. I did not wish to have the charge 
of it, because there were others here more compe- 
tent than myself to discharge the duties. Ss 

Mr. BURT. Mr. Speaker, I am sure thatthe 
gentleman would do it justice. J think it -unfortu- 
nate that the gentleman from North Carolina did 
not suggest to you, when. you were appointing 
the committees of this House, that there were 
gentlemen in the House who could perform. these - 
duties so admirably. I am sure the country would 
have been indebted. to him for the suggestion 
which would conduce to such immense retrench- 
ment. Now, upon the subject of retrenchment,.it 
is needless to say how far I. have gone. . I fear I 
have sometimes gone too far, Lean say, with. a 
clean breast, that I have never supported anys 
thing which I considered an abuse; and-I would 
be willing to compare notes. upon that point-of 
economy even with my friend from North Caro- 
lina—even with him. But,Mr. Speaker, it is not 
to be disguised—as J have had the honor to say 
upon this subject heretofore to-day—that there are 
numerous abuses in the Army, aifording immense 
work for the knife of retrenchment; and I would ' 
like to see that instrument used, even by the skill- 
fal hand of my friend from Kentucky, or any 
other gentleman who would wield it wisely and, 
effectively. I havetried to reach it. 1 would have 
done it, had I got the aid necessary to success at 
the first session of the last Congress. Every one. 
knows that nothing could be done at the last, ses- 
sion of Congress, as it was too short. No sys- 
tem could be matured. I have, in the Committee 
on Military Affairs, day after day, opposed appli- 
cations for new fortifications. Ihave complained 
of the corps of engineers—one of the most admir- 
able corps, however, in the world. I have. com- 
plained that they have not made their recom- 
mendations for new fortifications with a proper 
discernment. I have, upon that ground, opposed 
many applications for new fortifications, that they 
were intended for the purpose of mere local ex- 
penditure, without regard to the great interests of 
the country. 

I have endeavored to conceive some plan—for we 
can have no system of fortifications in the United 
States upon our immense sea-coast—by which the 
most important points of our coast would be de- 
fended. No man who has looked at the extent of 
our coast can suppose. that every desirable point 
upon it may be defended by fortifications. It is 
impossible. And while Tam utterly uninformed 
of the suggestions of the report upon your table, 
I confess, sir, I have great curiosity to hear them, 
I hope the Secretary of War may have suggested 
something that will enable us to improve entirely 
our plan of fortifying our coast, We can have 
no connected system of fortifications, such as pre- 
vails in many countries of Europe. In my opin- 
ion they are unnecessary here. T know that very 
many of these fortifications have been sought as 
the mere means of expending. money in certam 
localities of our country. È hope all such abuses, 
as I conceive these to be, will be cut off by this 
report of the Secretary of War; and what the 
report is, I repeat, I am wholly uninformed. Of 
course, Mr. Speaker, the House will do me the 
justice to und erstand that I have no desire to 
increase my own labors, or those of the commit- 
tee of which Iam a member; but, sir, you know, 
as does every old. member of Congress well un- 
derstand, that a subject is not referred to a select 
committee unless there he some special reason for 
it, such as the idea that the measure will. not 
receive a candid and just. consideration, from the 
standing committee of the House; and if this 
House are of the opinion that the Committee on 
Military Affairs, which has been so recently ap- 
pointed, will not bestow such consideration. upon 
this report, I beg them to refer it to such commit- 
tee as will. If there-be no such imagination upon 
the part of this House, I repeat that I cannot see 


80 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Dec. 12. 


why the proper, the legitimate, the fitting duties 
of that committee should be delegated to a select 
“committee of the House. . f 
Mr. BOCOCK. As my friend from Ilinois 
“{Mr. Ricrarpson] is notin, I rise to renew his 
call for the previous question, f 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Will the 

gentleman allow me for a moment— 
Mr. BOCOCK. The gentleman, I believe, has 
already addressed the House upon this subject; 
and with all courtesy and respect to him, I decline 
to withdraw my call for the previous question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will say to my friend 
from Virginia, that the gentlemen from Kentucky 
[Mr. Marswat] was about to withdraw his mo- 
tion for a reference to a select committee. 
- Mr. BOCOCK. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MARSHALL, I only intend to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that my motion to refer this subject to a 
select committee, was done asan act of courtesy 


to my friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Cume- |} 
‘| On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, it was 


man] who intimated his wish to institute this in- 
quiry, and that it was not done by way of reliev- 
ing the Military Committee of what seemed to be 
a legitimate part of their duty; and certainly not 
with a view of disparaging the ability with which 
the chairman of that committee has always dis- 
charged his duties. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg leave to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that I mentioned to the chairman of the 


Committee on Military Affairs, my design of ma- i 


king this motion, and’ communicated to him the 
reasons that governed me. I prefer that it should 
be withdrawn. He understood that I was to make 
‘it, and knew my cbject in doing so. 


Mr. BURT. I beg to informthe gentleman from |j 


North Carolina, in his absence this morning | 
felt it my duty to state to the House that he had 
intimated to me his purpose of moving for a select 
committee. . 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
feel desirous of prolonging this discussion. I cer- 
tainly never dreamed that in making the motion 
for the raising of a select committee, it would be 
the intention of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Criyastan} to shift the responsibility 
upon my shoulders. 
to trespass in the slightest degree upon the man- 
agement of the Committee on Military Affairs by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burr.] 
I will take this occasion to observe, in reply to the 
remarks of the gentleman from South Carolina, 
touching the deficiency bill, which he promised to 


this House—which he has spoken of as being the | 


consequence of our failure to carry out the esti- 
mates as they came from the Department—that 
whenever the House of Representatives of this 
country, after denying to the Executive Depart- 
ment appropriations they have asked from us, are 
found consenting to meet those appropriations when 


expended, in the shape of a deficiency bill, it will} 
‘| to the Efouse, that the estimates required by law 


be time for the representatives of the people to 
surrender their powers here, and the sooner they 
go back to the bosom of the people the better. I 
take this occasion to say, that for not a dollar of 
such deficiencies will I ever vote, and 1 do hope 
that the House of Representatives will never be 
found ready or willing to vote a dollar. We ap- 

lied the knife to the Quartermaster’s department. 
qe may be we struck in the dark; but whenever 
the Quartermaster’s department, or any other de- 
partment, undertakes, in the absence of Congress, 
after appropriations have been refused, to make 
such expenditures, and come here expecting them 
in the shape of deficiency bills, then will be the 
time to assert our privileges as the representatives 
of the people, and the guardians of their Treas- 
ary. withdraw my motion. 


The report was then referred to the Committee | 


on Military Afairs, and ordered to be printed. 
OTHER SUBJECTS. 

[A message was received from the Senate in- 
forming the House that that body had elected the 
Rev. Mr. Burier as their Chaplain.] 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


the names of the invalids, widows, and orphans, 
now on the naval pension roll of the United brates 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 


I certainly did not propose | 


| Mr, HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to 


he S ji ury; for I could not know, except it might be 
munication from the Department of the Interior, | 
transmitting the report of the Commissioner | 
of Pensions, in obedience to the requirements of | 
the act of July 10, 1832, comprehending lists of į 


Also, laid before the House:the report of the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, showing 
the expenditures out of the contingent fund, and 
for stationery, for the year ending Ist December, 
1851; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. a 

Iso, laid. before the House a communication 
transmitting the acts of the Greek House of Rep- 
resentatives, for the sessions of 1848 and 1849, 
presented by that body to the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Library. - | 

On motion by Mr. MOLONY, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files, for the purpose of ref- | 
erence to one of the executive departments, the 
petition and papers of Mary Stanton, the widow 
of Eldridge Stanton. 

On motion by Mr. BISSELL, it was 

Ordered, 'That the papers in the claims of Antoine Peltier 


and Nicholas La Chance be taken from the files of the 
House, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


Ordered, That when the House adjourns it be till Monday 
next. 

PROPOSED BOUNTY. 

Mr. AIKEN asked the unanimous consent of | 
the House to introduce a resolution; which was | 
| read for information as follows, viz: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the justice aud propriety of allowing | 
bounty land to the Washington Light Infantry, Washington 
Volunteers, German Fusiliers, and Hambarg Volunteers, of 
South Carolina, who were engaged in the Florida war, and 
were discharged before the expiration of one month from 
the commencement of their term of service; and that the 
accompanying papers be and are hereby referred to said 
committee. 

Mr. KING, of New York, objected; and the 
resolution wag not received. 

THE TREASURY ESTIMATES--THE DELAY ; 


IN PRINTING. 


submit a matter to the consideration of the House, | 
and I will only occupy a few moments time in | 
doing so. It is known fat the estimates from the 
Treasury Department are required by law to be | 
laid upon our tables at the meeting of Congress. | 
Two weeks of the session have now elapsed, and 
those estimates are not to be had. Ido not under- 
take to say, Mr. Speaker, where the fault is; but | 
it is very evident that there is a serious obstruc- 
tion to the dispatch of the public business of the | 
country, which will require the action of this 
House in some shape or other. I had intended 
on to-morrow—not supposing the House would | 
adjourn over until Monday—to move a resolution i 
upon that subject. I desire now merely to bring | 
the subject to the attention of the House. On | 
Monday { shall move some resolution, by which | 
we will be enabled to getat the difficulty, and have 

| it removed, if possibie. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say | 


have been in the hands of the public printer of this | 
House, who holds the publie printing by contract | 
under law, for some time. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. How long? 

Mr. BROOKS. I cannot state the exact time, 
but for some considerable time. The Secretary 
of the Treasury has complied thoroughly with the 
requisitions of the law, and whatever the fault, or | 
wherever it may be, it certainly is noton his hands. 
Nor is it the fault of his department. I do not; 
understand the gentleman from Alabama as ma- 
king any insinuation that the Secretary of the 
Treasury has violated the law. The estimates, Ti 
understand, have to come here printed, and be 
| laid upon the tables of members; and as the 
Secretary of the Treasury was not the printer, it 
was not in his power to do more than to Jay the 
estimates before the public printer. And if he 
| has not complied with the requisitions of his con- 
i tract, the fault is on his hands, and not those of 
the Secretary. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I did not intend to convey 
an insinuation against the Secretary of the Treas- 


| privately, where the fault was. In the discharge 
| of my official duties here, acting in the capacity in | 
| which I am, itis proper for me to bring this sub- j 
| ject before the House. If it be not the fault of the | 
| 


i 


| Secretary of the Treasury—and I do not pretend | 
| 


to say it is—it is equally a matter that addresses 
itself to the sound discretion of the House, for its 


| prompt action at some early day. I have ae- 


complished, Mr. Speaker, all Iintended to do to~ 
day. : ` 

On motion by Mr. HALL, the House ad- 
journed. 


— 


NOTICES OF BILLS. : 

By Mr. HALL: A bill to organize Nebraska Territory. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: A bill ceding tothe State of 
Indiana all the public lands within said State. 

By Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky: A bill to abolish the 
office of Commissioner of Public Buildings. 

By Mr. MALONY: A bill for the relief of Oris Crosby, 
of the State of New York. 

By Mr. MASON: A bill to provide for the repair and im- 
provement of the dam at the head of Cumberland Island in 
the Ohio river. g 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill to grant land to aid in the eon- 
struction of the inilitary road from Burlington to Fort Des 
Moines, in the State of Towa. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation for the construction 
of a military road from the Mississippi river to Fort Dodge, 
on the Des Moines river. 

Mr. HASCALL gave notice of his intention to introduce 
the following bills: 

A bill to be entitled “An act concerning invalid pen- 
sioners.”? 

A bili to be entitled “ An act anthorizing the names of 
certain widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers to be 
placed on the pension list.” 

Mr. BENNETT gave notice of a motion for leave to in- 
troduce the following bills: 

A bill to equalize the grants of lands to thé several States. 

A bill to establish an Agricultural Bureau, and to pro~ 
mote the interests of agriculture. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, aud referred to the appropriate comuittees + 

By Mr. MILLSON: The petition of Messrs. Ferguson 
& Milhado, praying that their bond given for duties may be 
cancelled. 

Also, the petition of Messrs. Wiliams, Staples & Wil- 
liams, tor the same object. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Willis Riddick, asking 
compensation for losses sustained in the revolutionary war. 

Also, the petition of John G. Wilkinson, praying com- 
pensation for his services as Navy pension agent, 

By Mr. HIBBARD : ‘The memorial of J. È. Martin, late 
acting Consul at Lisbon, praying for compensation for dip- 
lomatie services 


By Mr. CABELL. of Florida: The petition of Giles W. 
Ellis, Augustus Steele, and James P. Roan. 

By Mr. MALL: ‘The petition of Thomas Ellis, of Platte 
county, Missouri, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. APPLETON of Massachusetts: The petition of 
Robert B. Storer, President of the Boston Marine Society, 
and others, that the money now in the United States Treas- 
ury, unclaimed by deceased seamen, as prize money in 
public and private vessels, and from contributions made by 
all seamen of twenty cents per month, be applied to the 
further relief of disabled seamen. 

By Mr. GOODENOW: The petition and memorial of 
Charles Foster, by Stewart Foster, his administrator, for a 
claim to indemnity against Mexico. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of John Hanigan, 
praying that a pension may be allowed him for injuries re- 
ceived in the war of 1812, 

Also, the petition of John W. Robinson, praying that a 
penson may be allowed him for injuries received in the war 
of 1812. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The resolution of the 
grand inquest of the eastern district of Pennsylvania, re- 
Jating to the deficiency of post-office accommodations in 
Philadelphia. 

Also, the memorial of the officers of the Navy, relative to 
an equality of rank, &e. á 

By Mr. JOHN W. HOWE: The petition of Hugh Smith 
and 25 others, citizens of Crawford county, Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to establish a post route from Smith’s 
Mills, on Little Sugar Creek, via Cochranton,to Whitman’s, 
on the Susquehanna and Waterford turnpike, in said 
county. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of David D. Porter, 
a lieutenant in the United States Navy, praying for similar 
allowance as was granted to John Hogan, as diplomatic 
agent to the Island of St. Domingo. . 

Also, the petition of L. R. Peal, asking for compensation 
for valuable articles lost by shipwreck while on the Explor- 
ing Expedition, and also for arrears of pay. 

By Mr. HEBARD: The petition of Sarah Smith, widow 
of Alba C. Smith, a private in the Mexican war, for a 
pension. 

By Mr. MeNAIR: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Delaware county, Pennsylvania, relative to a modification 
of the bounty land act of 28th September, 1850. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, December 12, 1851. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
PETITIONS. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of Lydia Ann 
Mills, widow of John Mills, deceased, late a boat- 
swain in the Navy of the United States, praying 
to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Jacob 
Cooper, praying to be allowed the seven years’ 
half-pay due his father as licutenant in the 
Army of the Revolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
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Mr. GWIN presented a memorial of citizens of 
Washington; in the District of Columbia, praying 
the establishment of a Lunatic Asylumin that 
place; which was referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. : : 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of John Jackson, Joseph Pineau, and Louis A. S: 
Smith, citizens of Port-au-Prince, Hayti, praying 
payment of their traveling expenses in attending 
as witnesses for the United States in a criminal 
prosecution in’ the United States circuit court at 
Boston, in the year 1849; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. BORLAND, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Lewis Morris, on the files 
et ene Senate, be referred to the Committee on Military 
airs, ` 


On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 


Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claim of Jonathan Kersley, and the petition 
of John Biddle, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 
“Ordered, That the memorial of citizens of Washington, 
om the files of the Senate, relating to the improvement of 
Pennsylvania avenue west of Fiftcenth street, and an in- 
crease of the Auxiliary Guard of Washington, be referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 

Ordered, That Eli Iobbs have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. BORLAND gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to grant to the State 
of Arkansas the hot springs in that State, and the 
four sections of land reserved from sale by the act 
of 1832. 

Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to bring in-a bill relating to the improvement 
of the Ohio river as well above as below the Falls. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

‘Mr. MILLER, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill giving 
further remedies to patentees; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill increasing the 
salary of the district judge of the United States 
for the district of New Hampshire; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, aeréenbiy to previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill 
to provide for the unpaid claims of the officers and 
soldiers of the Virginia State and Continental lines 
of the revolutionary army; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Theodore Offutt; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred, with the papers on file, to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. . 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, agreeably to previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill 
to relinquish to the State of Iowa the lands re- 
served for salt springs therein; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. . : 

Mr. BRIGHT, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring ina joint reso- 
lution, repealing the joint resolution approved 
March 3, 1845, directing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, whenever any State shall have been, or may 
be, in default for the payment of interest or prin- 
cipal on investment in its stocks or bonds, held 
by the United States in trust, to retain certain 
moneys to which such State is entitled; >which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the petition of Sid- 
ney S. Alcott, submitted a report, accompanied 
bya bill for his relief, 

"The bill was read, and passed to a second read- | 
ing; and the report was ordered to be printed. 


‘ COAST SURVEY REPORT. g 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the motion to print ad- 
ditional copies of the reportef the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with the accompanying report of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey, reported an 
amendment, 

‘The Senate proceeded to consider the said report 
and amendment; and on concurrence therewith, it 
was bs 

Ordered, That 10,000 additional copies of the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, with the report of the Su- 
perintendent of the Coast Survey, be printed for the use of 


the Senate; and that 5,000 copies thereof be for the use of 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 


MOTIONS TO PRINT. 


Mr. FISH moved that the bill formerly intro- 
duced by him, to establish a Mint of the United 
States in the city of New York, be printed, and 
stated that he made the motion at the request of 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. a 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, moved that the bill for- 
merly introduced by him, for the improvement of 
the navigation of the Upper Mississippi, be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Unperwoop, on the llth instant, was taken up 
for consideration and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be, and they are hereby, instructed to inquite into the 
expediency, and probable cost, of straightening, grading, 
aud paving Pennsylvania avenue from Seventeenth street 
west to Georgetown; the erection of a permanent bridge 
across Rock Creek, from the termination of Pennsylvania 
avenue, to intersect with Georgetown ; the building of a 
sewer of suitable dimensions for draining Pennsylvania 
avenue from Seventeenth to‘l'wenticth streets west; the ex- 
tension of gas lights along the line of Pennsylvania avenue 
trom Seventeenth street west to Georgetown; an increase 
of the Auxiliary Guard, under a new system of organiza- 
tion, sufficient to make them an efficient body ; of supply- 
ing the city with pure water from the Great falls of the 
Potomac ; and the extension of a line of gas lights from the 
bridge aforesaid to High strect in Georgetown, and thence 
along said street to its Western termination. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Sureips, was taken up for consideration: 

Resolved, 'T'hat a committec of three be appointed by the 
Chair to wait upon Louis Kossuth, Governor of Hungary, 
and intreduce him to the Senate. 


Mr. SHIELDS moved to lay it on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. 

A bill from the House of Representatives, enact- 
ing that the act passed 28th September, 1850, grant- 
ing bounty land warrants to officers, musicians, and 
privates, of the American Army since the year 
1790, be so construed as to authorize the transfer 
of said warrants, was read a first and second time 
by unanimous consent, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 


Mr, WALKER offered an amendment, which 
wasfeceived informally, 


STEAMSHIP PROMETHEUS. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Cass on the 9th instant, was taken up for consid- 
eration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate, if not inconsistent 
with the publicinterest, any information the Executive may 
have received respecting the firing into and seizure of the 
American steamship Prometheus bya British vessel of war 
in November last, near Grey Town, on the Mosquito Coast ; 
and also whut measures have been taken by the Executive 
to ascertain the state of the facts and to vindicate the honor 
of the country. 

Mr. CASS said: Mr. President, I do not suppose 
that this resolution will meet with any opposition, 
and I rise principally to say that I know nothing 
of the facts of this case, except what is stated in 
the public letter of the captain of the steamship 
whichwas attacked and captured. It appears by 
his statement, that a wanton outrage was commit- 
ted by a British vessel of war upon the flag of the 
United States, which calls for speedy explanation 
and redress. l 

I donot understand from the statement precisely 
where this aggression took place, whether within 


any territorial jurisdiction as defined by the laws: 
of nations, or upon the high seas, be rond: ite reach; . 
In either event it was no less insulting than it was 
indefensible. . If within the jurisdistion of the Ih-.- 
dian chief, called the Mosquito King, ‘England, 
before she approves the act, must disavow cher 
„own treaty obligations, because she has stipulated” 
with us that she will not assume or exercise dominion:. 
over Nicaragua, Costa Rica, the Mosquito Coast, or 
any, part of Central America. If the seizure was 
made upon the high seas, it involves considerations 
of the gravest character, affecting alike our honor 
and our interest. i 

_ When reports of such flagrant violations of our 
rights reach us, we cannot act with too much 
promptitude. Let us show to the nations of the 
earth, that the American Congress watches with 
jealous solicitude the conduct of other. Powers 
towards our vessels, as well upon the: broad ocean, 
as in the-most secluded place to which the ener, 
and enterprise of our citizens may conduct them. 
While England, in her dreams of. universal mari- 
time’ sovereignty, aspires to exercise a surveillance 
over all the navigable waters that surround the 
globe, it is our duty to exercise a surveillance over 
our own flag, and to guard it with the utmost 
power of the country from the desecration of - 
foreign violence, so that wherever it floats, it may 
announce, that it is the ensign of a jealous Repub- 
lic, ever ready to protect all the rights of its citizens 
within the law of nations, and where protection 
fails, to avenge them. i 

Mr. President, much of the infancy of our Gov- 
ernment was passed in arguing the question.of 
our maritime rights against the most outrageous 
claims ever urged by cupidity and ambition, as 
was yesterday stated by the honorable Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. Srocxron] in language 
equally eloquent and true. I trust its maturity 
will be passed in a very different manner—in de- 
fending and enforcing them, when necessary, not 
with the pen, but with the iron hand... The argu- 
ment was long since exhausted, under the‘admin- 
istrations of Washington and Jefferson and Mad- 
ison; or rather, the true principles were stated with 
great force and knowledge; for argument against 
these positions there was none. Those statesmen 
maintained the doctrine, that in time of peace 
no power on earth has the right to board and 
search an American vessel for any purpose what- 
ever, and that in time of war a belligerent power 
has the right to board a neutral ship solely for 
the purpose of ascertaining her real national char- 
acter, which, having ascertained, the cruiser must 
depart peaceably, without touching seamen or car- 
go. And this doctrine of the inviolability of our 
flag, should be a cardinal principle in our policy, 
to be adhered to with unyielding tenacity in all 
our vicissitudes, whether of prosperity or adver- 
sity. The soil of the Republic and the flag of the 
Republic should be equaily sacred, and the viola- 
tion of either equally avenged. And I trust, that 
in all time to come, the boarding and search of an 
American ship upon the great highway of nations, 
where the proceedings of the officer are approved 
by his Government, except in a State of ostili- 
ties, as a belligerent right, merely to ascertain her 
national character, will be considered as an act of 
war, to be met by the whole power of the coun- 
try, with an energy and unanimity as great as 
would an invading force crossing our boundary. 

I observe among the. executive papers, laid be- 
fore us, in relation to the Cuban expedition, that 
pretensions are advanced by the British and French 
Governments, which bring up this claim to 
search our vessels in a new form. ‘The principle 
has assumed many phases, and is destined to as- 
sume many more, before its final abandonment. 
The last comes in the guise of a right to protect 
the Government of Cuba, and to exercise a pre- 
ventive poligy over the neighboring seas, by stop- 
ping and searching vessels bearing our flag, and 
navigated by our citizens. We are not told 
whether the engagement for this. purpose between 
France and England is a temporary diplomatic 
arrangement, or whether it-is a. permanent guar- 
antee, making part of a secret treaty. Be this as 
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is may, 
meddle-with us. 
are quite able to. punish the offenders; and even 
when unforeseen accidents occur to prevent pun- 
ishment, as sometimes_will happen both here and 
every where else, we do not mean to invoke, and 
Tirst we do not meaii to permit, either France or 
England, or even Ų 
to be sheriffs: and judges, and to take American 
citizens from the decks of American vessels, and 
from the jurisdiction of American tribunals, and 
punish them at their own discretion. ‘¢ All our 
Goverment contends for,” said the London Times; 
in 1842, on the subject of the right of séarch, ‘is 
the mere right to ‘act as constables in boarding 
suspicious vessels bearing the American flag.” 
A modest claim, and modestly urged, especially 
with the admission made by the same powerful 
but reckless journal, that in the practical enforce- 
ment of the claim to search, ‘the searching party, 
“being from the nature of the case the strongest, 
“and moreover, ordinarily speaking, persons of 
‘summary habits, were apt to be somewhat arbi- 
*trary in theirjudgments of who was American and 
*who was English; when they doubted they took the 
*trick.”? Memorable words, never to be forgotten 
by the American people or by their Government! 
American citizens offending against our laws are 
responsible to our tribunals, and to no other earth- 
ly jurisdiction, except in the case of piracy, which 
by universal consent is a crime against all civilized 
nations, and may be punished, by either of them. 
if indeed adventurers from our own country en- 
gage in an unlawful expedition against any other, 
they are of course liable to the consequences of 
theiracts—punishmentby the Government injured, 
when taken in the attempt. But this is far differ- 
ent from the voluntary interposition of other 
Powers to watch the hick seas, undera pretension 
which cannot be carried into effect, without assum- 
ing as its corollary the right to search every vessel, 


which may make her appearance upon the Gulf 


of Mexico, or indeed along our coast, wherever 
these protecting powers may choose to -exercise 
this new jurisdiction. For the claim to prevent 
vessels of a certain charaeter from approaching 
Cuba, includes of course the claim to examine all 
veisels found within the debood region, in order to 
ascertain whether they come within the condemned 
class; whether in fact the trick may not be taken, 
by virtue of a little well-timed donbt. Or, in other 
words, this doctrine, if established, would estab- 
lish the full right of search at all times upon waters 
ofthe ocean, whose free navigation is as essential 
to the United States as is that of the English 
Channel to England, and would give to two great 
maritime Powers the control of the Guif of Mex- 
ico and of the mouth of the Mississippi. Lord 
Palmerston, indeed, assures us that our commerce 
shall not be interrupted. Cold comfort this! We 
had rather depend upon our own rights and power, 
than upon his moderation or that of his country.? 
tc Timeo Danaos ” is a wise caution in political 
affairs, when counsel is proffered by those who 
are not with us, norofus, We know the British 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs is not easily 
turned from his purpose. He has stamped his 
character as a bold statesman, if nota circumspect 
one, upon the history of the foreign intercourse of 
his country; and if he has not always scrupu- 
lously regarded the rights of other nations, he has 
Kept a steady eye upon the interest of his own. 
He undertook to convince us a few years since,’ 
that because England had formed_a treaty with 
some of the European continental Powers for the 
suppression of the slave trade, she had, therefore, 
e right to search our vessels, in order to carry 
these engagements into effect. And now, because 
France and England have constituted themselves 
the guardians of the Spanish Governmentin Cuba, 
therefore their cruisers are at liberty to violate the 
American flag in seas coterminous with our own 
coasts, and which are navigated by a large portion 
of our mercantile marine. The former effort 
failed, and this will fail, as will the others, in what- 
ever fruitful brain they may originate, which are 
destined to follow, ` 
7 -I must express my gratification, in looking over 
the papers, at the ground taken by Mr. Critten» 
den in his communications with the French and 
British Ministers. 
doctrine, the doctrine for which we have always 
eontended; and I trust the Administration will 
firmly adhere to it. They will meet, I am sure, 


we want no such ministerial officers to") 
“When our laws are violated, we | 


Francé and England, to assume: 


He has laid down the true |! 


“with the general conentrence of the country. ‘This 
is precisely one 4 fthose questions before which 
party disputes should be hushed, and which ap- 
peal to the hearts of the whole American people. 
The résolution ‘was ado} ; 
RECEP’ ix) UTH 
‘The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 


welcome to Kossuth. 


explanation. The honorable Senator from Geor- 
gia, not now in his seat, [Mr. Bernien,] who has 
manifested some interest in the discussion of this 
resolution, has been called from the city by sick- 
ness in his family. On a personal appeal made by 
him to me in view of that fact, I have concluded 
to pair off with him in regard to this resolution. 1I 
| make this explanation as due tọ him. Ishall 
therefore decline voting on the resolution. 

Mr. BADGER. Irise for the purpose of say- 
ing, that although, according to the usage of the 
Senate, [am now entitled to the floor, for the pur- 

ose of discussing this question, yet an honorable 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Matxorr] having inti- 
inated to me that he desires to address some Lre- 
marks to the Senate, and that, on account of the 
state of his health, he may not be able to remain 
within the Chamber so as to be able to submit his 
views to the Senate and the country at a later hour 
| in the day, I have very cheerfully agreed that he 
| should have the opportunity of presenting those 
views now. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I design to 
vote on this resolution, and ask the indulgence of 
the Senate while I state the reasons which govern 
the vote that I shall give. As becomes a new 
member of this body, | have listened carefully to 
the remarks of honorable Senators opposed to the 
| resolution, with a mind unbiased, and anxious 
| only to ascertain the course which wisdom and 
the dictates of a sound policy prescribe. This res- 
|| olution is opposed by honorable Senators, whose 
| negative, apart from any argument, carries with it 
ia moral influence which this country well under- 
stands, and which no Senator better appreciates 
Í than myself; and in differing from them on this 
Í occasion, as it is my misfortune to do, it is no less 
respectful to them than due to myself, that] should 
express something more than a mere negative vote. 

The objects of both resolutions, as L understand 
them—the resolution of the honorable Senator 
from Ilinois, [Mr. Surevps,] and that of the Sen- 
ator from New York, [Mr. Sewarvo|—are identi- 
cal; and the motives which influence the support 
| of one are equally applicable to the other; and I 
am free to say that I am prepared to vote for 
either. The object of the resolution is to extend 
to Kossuth an honor which, however it may be 
regarded by other Senators, I contemplate as the 
highest distinction of the age—a distinction, sir, 
infinitely above all the gorgeous triumphal spec- 
tacles which Rome ever conceded to her conquer- 
iors in the palmiest days of the Republic—a dis- 
tinction emanating from a council of sovereigns—a 
distinction which derives both grace and gravity 
from its association with the name of Lafayette. I 
would ask, Is the man whom it is proposed thus 
to greet worthy of this rare and remarkable honor? 
I will not, at this inauspicious moment, stay to 


question all that his most ardent admirers conc 

to him. I will not here question his former views, 
plans, or policy with reference to his country’s 
wrongs. I will not now, by a hyperèritical in- 
vestigation, seek an excuse for withholding from 
his present position—from his present heaven- 
born hope for freedom to Hungary—that sym- 
pathy, that respect which his former course, 
personal or political, whatever it may have been, 
might possibly have precluded. 

In voting for this resolution, I do not regard 
Louis Kossuth as a man whose every word and 
| deed are to be subjected—as they have been here 
to some extent—to an inquisitorial examination; 
an examination from which frail humanity, what- 
ever form it take, can never emerge unscathed. 
But, in yielding him this respect, I regard him as 
| the impersonation, the imbodiment of the princi- 
les of civil and religious liberty among the mil- 
ions of Europe. I regard him as a man followed 
| to our shores by the eyes of the petty tyrants of 
every quarter of Europe, and as the man who has 
concentrated upon himself the gaze of the strug- 
gling millions of the earth, who are regarding him 


tat this moment es the forlorn hope of freedom. 


Whole, the consideration of the joint resolutign of | 


Mr. HALE. I desire to saya single word of |! 
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to direct his attention to our form of government, 
and the courage to lead his people by our example. 
Principles, sir, are more mighty in the change of 
empires than all the armed mtervention that “ever” 
unfurled a flag: Kossuth struggled fora principle 
which we venerate—the principle of self-govern- 
ment, as I understand it,—and, struggling, failed» 
But his very failure in such a cause entitles him as 
fully to our sympathy and respect as any degree 
of success could possibly have done. 

I feel called upon to say, that. in supporting this 
resolution I am not governed by the question 
whether Kossuth be or be not the guest of the nav 
tion, or whether he was or was not invited to our 
country by the action of Congress. But, though 
the solution of this question, about which honor- 
able Senators so widely differ, is regarded by me 
as unimportant, I am free to confess that I can 
perceive, neither in the joint resolution ef Congress, 
nor in any act of any department of our Govern- 
ment, nothing which confers upon him this char- 
i ater, or justifies his friends in placing bim in this 
attitude. No fair construction of language, in my 
judgment, can possibly regard the joint resolution 
of Congress as an invitation to our country. The 
utmost that was ever contemplated by this Govern- 
| ment was to afford him ani his companions itr 
| arms, prisoners in Turkey, a means of reaching 

the United States, if they aad desire to emigrate. 
here. No,sir; my sympathy is yielded regardless 
! of any such consideration. 
| I believe that there is no disposition on the part 
of Senators who have spoken against this resolu- 
li tion to withhold from Kossuth their respect and 
| sympathy. On the contrary, every Senator whons 
i I have heard express an opinion seems to regard 
| him as the Man of the Age. Iwill not stop to in- 
| quire whether adulation of this character be mer- 
‘ited or well-founded. But while yielding him 
| this personal tribute, the feeling with those who 
| oppose this resolution seems to be, that if it shalt 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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pass it will be a species of intervention, or, at 
least, that it may lead to intervention and entan- 
gling alliances in the affairs of Europe. Now, dif- 
fering in toto, as I do, from those honorable Sena- 
tors, | must nevertheless respect the motive which 
dictates their opposition; and I am free to confess, 
| that if I could regard it in this light—if I could 
| look at it as intervention in the affairs of Europe, 
| or as leading to such intervention, however slight 
| it might be, it would never receive my vote. 

But it is impossible to regard this simple resolu- 
tion as intervention. I have listened to Senators 
who have spoken upon the other side of the ques- 
tion, to discover some argument on the subject to 
show that the expression of sympathy is inter- 
vention. ButI have failed to discover any. Had 
I been convinced that it was intervention, the 
resolution should certainly not receive my support. 
I cannot regard it as even a discourtesy or as eal- 
culated justly to offend any power of Europe. 
Still I have no doubt but offence will be taken in 
certain quarters, if the resolution shall pass. It 
will be borne upon the wings of a thousand winds, 
and every petty tyrant, from the Rhine to the 
| Volga, will be’ made to understand that the sym- 
| pathies and prayers of the American people on 
this broad continent are with the masses; and the 
masses themselves will feel their hearts swelling 
| with new hopes, their arms strengthened with 
| new vigor; and it is for this very reason that lam 
prepared to support it. 
| Ifwe may justly welcome Kossuth to our sol— 
| if we could place a national ship at his disposal 
to bring him here—if we can express our sympa- 
thies in his past sufferings, and our ardent hope 
for his brilliant future,—if we can do this on our 
own soil, in our own family circle of States, and 
k ander the broad shadow of our flag, what care we 


—— 


for any misinterpretation that may be pat upon.| 


our conduct, if the conduct be correct in itself? Jt 
is-our honor we have in charge, and not the opin- 
ions of despots in any part of Europe... Every: 
act that we may do upon'the subject of freedom, in 
any part of the globe, must be offensive to despot- 
ism: Our forms of government are antagonistic, 
and the progres’ of one leads to the destruction of 
the other. Our very birth was an_offenée'to des- 
potism. It grew out of it, and every step which 
we have taken in our political existence, has been 
but an augmentation of it. Every: town, hamlet, 
and village.in. our country; every spot of. earth 
consecrated by our ‘flag; every-star added to our 
Union, is not only an offence, but an attack, a di- | 
rect attack, upon despotism; and our glorious | 
country itself, towering, as it does, above the na- | 
tions of the earth, and within the moral vision of | 
all mankind, is a monument, I verily believe a 
monument designed by the Almighty, which tells 
as plainly as the writing upon the wall, that the | 
days of despotism are numbered. Yes, sir, I be- į 
lieve our country is a monument permitted by | 
Heaven to foretell the destruction of despotism; 
and that it has become a mere question of time. 
But I cannot believe for a single moment that 
the honorable Senators who oppose this resolution | 


hades.of ion, asan intentional insult, and as 
such would it have been treated... ake 

__ Bur, sir; as J have said, I do not see interven: 
‘tion in this~proposition, and shall therefore vote 
for it.’ If, unhappily, those nations with which it. 
is“our duty as well as our interest, .to cultivate. 
amicable relations, should so construe it, the illy- 
sion would be dispelled by ‘a firm adherence to the 
principle which has always governed us—the prin- 
ciple of non-intervention. Senators have talked 
as if the hour might speedily arrive when we may 
be called upon to abandon this time-honored prin- 
ciple. They have said not that it will come, but 
that it may be close at hand. Sir, I regret to hear 
it. I shall regret to see the time when we shall be 
called upon to intervene, directly or indirectly, in 
the political affairsof Europe. It has been asked, 
too, by the honorable Senator from New Jersey, 
[Mr. Stocxton,] Is this firm adherence to one 
established principle, progress? I reply that the | 
abandonment of it would not be progress. In my. 
opinion it would be a step backwards. I pro- 
| fess, sir, to be a man of progress. I profess an 
abiding belief in the progressive development, un- 
| der the immediate providence of God, of the intel- 
| lect, power, and happiness of man; and, profess- 
i ing this, I say, Heaven forbid that we should ever 
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are actuated by any consideration as to what the || 
despots of Europe, or any Power of earth, may | 


think of their conduct. No, sir; I am not to be | 
told that any member of this body would deviate | 
the thousandth part of a hair from any course | 
which his judgment and patriotism would dictate, | 
through fear of any of the consequences which : 
might arise in that quarter. If any such cowardly 
instincts could find their way into these halls, the 


associations by which we are surrounded, the high |! 


vocation we pursue would make a hero of the! 


coward, in an instant. But the opposition springs | 
from the idea, that if this is not intervention per |i 


se, it may lead to it. As regards the abstract sub- | 
ject of intervention, I entirely concur with the 
gentlemen who have spoken in opposition to the 
resolution. I believe if we intervene at all, it must 
hemoraily, not physically.. And in this light our 
intervention has been going’on for years, and its | 
‘march is mighty at this very moment. By bring- 
ing from Europe her down-trodden thousands; by | 
offering to the martyrs of civil‘and religious lib- | 


erty in the Old World a country and a home; by || 


admitting them to the rights of citizenship before 


i , il 
they speak our language; by bestowing upon them |: 


our public lands and throwing around them the || 


Co of equal laws, liberties, and institutions, 


man’s condition, more for the development of hu- 


man intellect, power and happiness, than all the | 


armed intervention in the world could ever do. 


But, sir, a species of amicable intervention has | 
been alluded to. Protests have been spoken of by | 


honorable Senators to whom it has always been 
my pleasure to look for instruction on that as on 
all other points of international law. And I say 
with all frankness now-——though still open to con- | 
viction—that I cannot regard a protest as the re- | 


sult, or the evidence, of any amicable intervention. |; 


Neither do I agree with my honorable friends as 
to the policy, the wisdom, or the expediency of pro- | 
testing against the conduct of any despotic power 
of Europe. The protest spoken of would, in my | 
judgment, be an intervention, and an intervention 
equally novel and dangerous; because E cannot, in 
my mind, get rid of the absurdity of assuming a 
position by protest which we had not predeter- 
mined to maintain in the only manner which could 
possibly prove effectual among the nations of Eu- 
‘rope. Our policy has been that of non-interven- 
tion; and when we make a protest, it goes forth 
accompanied by a tacit declaration of non-inter- 
“vention as the policy of the land, unless contra- | 
dicted by an unheard-of exception. As to itsi 
expediency, I would remind honorable Senators, | 


who maintain this idea of protest, that but yester- | 
day, as it were, we were engaged in a contest upon | 


this continent, and I would ask them what would 
have been the result, if, in the midst of that con- 
test with Mexico, we had heard, some cool morn- 
ing, that the Czar of Russia, from his distant 
throne, had sent hisprotest to the State Depart- 
ment against our interference in the affairs of 
Mexico? What would have been the result? One 
` universal shout of defiance would have ascended 
` from the Kennebeck to the Rio Grande. It would 
have been regarded by men of all parties, and all 


|i the breast of every man in this Chamber, that our 


believe we are doing more for the amelioration of : 


| be called upon to abandon the principle of non- 
‘intervention. Principles are eternal; and I would 
have this, especially, as eternal, as immovable as 
the stars of heaven by whose fixed and unchanging 
light we guide and regulate our progress. 

|! Ihave also heard the idea thrown out that we 
have a mission, a political mission to perform. 
i In my humble judgment, sir, if we have such a 
mission, we must look for the field of its exercise 
Southward, not Eastward. If it be our ** manifest 
destiny” to regenerate mankind, I humbly con- 
ceive that we should continue as we have begun— 
take one continent at a time. Senators have in- 
dulged in a wide field of remark upon this subject; 
and as if to show our power, should we be led, by 
intervention, to cope with the Powers of Europe, 
it has been suid by the honorable Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Srocxrox,] and, said, too in 
tones which will rouse the blood in the heart of 
every American, tones which found an echo in 


i 
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| old mother herself, were she to enter intoa contest 
‘with us, would find that there are blows to be 
And in 
illustrating his idea of her form of government, he 
denied her some things, which I apprehend no 
Senator will be more willing to concede to her 
than himself. Lam not about to become the eulo- 
gist of Britain, her government, or her so-called, 
or rather miscalled, Constitution. It is unneces- 
sary. I need not point to her thousand sources 
of greatness and glory, for I see around me Sena- 
tors who are its living monuments. IĮ see around 
me honorable Senators who cannot trace back 
their blood a hundred years without running into 
| some of her purest fountains. But discarding this, 
| andall minor claims to our admiration and respect, 
|! we should never forget to whom we are indebted 
for the Janguage of Shakspeare and the laws of | 
our land; for the writ of habeas corpus, for tridl by 
| jury,and for the very principles of civil government. 
“And, sir, were we to divest ourselves to-day of 
everything we owe to Britain—of law, language, 
literature, and morals—we would hardly have any- 
thing with which to set up for ourselves, 

But that is not the question. T agree with the 
honorable Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Hate] that this is a great national act of courtesy; 
that as such it should be-performed gracefully for 
our own sakes, or not performed at all; and that 
it should not be burdened with conditions which 
are tantamount to a declaration to the recipient 
that he must not abuse our hospitality. He bas 
doubtless come to these shores under a hope—yea, 
more than a hope, under a conviction—that he | 
ean obtain governmental and substantial aid for 
himself and his country. I confess that. I believe 
so; because I must be blind to the ordinary use , 
of language, which he knows so well how to use, | 
if I did not come to that conclusion from his.own | 
| declarations. Butitis an error which a month’s | 
|i residence in our country will dispel. We may 
well conceive what isthe hope and wish of a man 
whose whole being is concentrated in one great 
and neble idea—the freedom of his country. Do 
not let us, while breathing words of welcome, 
{j thrust this rebuke of his error prematurely and i 


| received as well as blows to be given. 


i 
| 
i 
t 
i 
i 
{ 
{ 
{ 


| which I listened, of course, ‘with 


unhandsomely-upon hime: Th 
not. the guest-whom accid 
with such unmannerly hospitality.: 

The Senator from New- Pam shire: 
[Mr. Hare] of. greeting a.man cò 
greet. him -at all—of:eraspiie ‘his “han 
truthful pressure, regardless of his peculiar: 
syncrasies—meeis. ‘my assent; t : 
strongest figure. in my power, T willisa 
honorable Senator; that even he, should: 
find himself beneath the- roof-tree of an’ 
man in the State which Ihave the honor to. repr 
rent, his welcome will he. dictated by the goo 
old-fashioned rules of Southern hospitality, regard= 
less-of his peculiar idiosyncrasies. My voice ad- 
monishes me, sir, of my. inability to contirue:. 
these remarks, in which my only aim. isto state” 
briefly and frankly wherein J do not coneur with 
my friends on this side of the Chamber, and the 
views which influence my support of this resolu- 
tien. i 

T hold, sir, that before we are called: upon, to 
forbear the expression of feelings in: the manner 
proposed, upon, the ground: that. such an expres- 
sion will be a departure from the settled: policy: of 
our country, argument and not. declamation should: 
be invoked to show it to be. interventions and I 
trust, sir, that opposition to thé passage of the 
resolution will not be persisted in unless honorable 
Senators can sustain this point. 0000 o SR TRE, 

Mr. BADGER. When. the Congress. of the 
United States is called upon to award a high’ 
honor—an honor, according to the honorable Sen- 
ator from Florida, [Mr. Martiory,] who-has just 
taken his seat, higher than triumphs which Rome, . 
in her palmiest days, ever awarded to her conquer- 
ing sons—it is certainly but reasonable to expect 
that the grounds should be clear and manifest 
upon which such a demandis made. . In the past 
history of this country we have had but one ex- 
ample of such an honor having been awarded by 
the Congress of the United States: , And surely, 
without troubling ourselves with any investigation 
of what is supposed to be the musty doctrine.of pre- 
cedent, we have a right to expect. that gentlemen 
who ask this at our hands shall.assign the reasons 
why we should now, for the second time, ofer-the - 
contemplated honor to the individual who is named 
in this resolution. Gentlemen have felt that there’ 
was an obligation upon them to produce the rea- 
sons of this proceeding. My friend from Ilinois, 
(Mr. Doveras,] who deemed it strange and un- 
reasonable that this resolution should provoke the 
least discussion, that gentleman, himseif, who 
seemed to suppose that any discussion of it could 
be accounted for only by the supposition. that this. 
Senate would always discuss any proposition— 
even he, with the sentence of censure upon all 
previous discussion upon his lips, went forward. 
in the pursuit of that which he condemns.in..oth- 
ers, ond occupied the Senate witha speech—to 
pleasure, as “I. 
always do to whatever falls from that distinguished 
gentleman—which occupied no inconsiderable por- 
tion of yesterday’s sitting.. He delivered a speech, 
of which I will say it brought no new topic before 
the American Senate, upon this subject. It urged 
no new argument, it produced no new statement, 
it was made in reply to no new antagonist who 
had appeared in the debate. It was a reiteration 
for the fourth, fifth, or sixth time, of arguments— 
I will not say which had been as well expressed— 
into the arena of such criticism as that I dare not 
venture—but which had certainly been well and 
forcibly expressed by others. Now, sir, knowing, 
as I do, that that. honorable Senator, when he 
speaks in this Chamber, always speaks to. this 


|! body; that he seeks to enlighten and to guide our 


opinions, and that he has nowulterior objectsand pur- 
noses before him, I have felt by these remarks. of 
fia the strongest possible conviction fixed upon my 
mind that the friends of this resolation thought it 
necessary to assign some reasons for its adoption. 
And I must say, that when I listened to that hoh- 
orable Senator, and when I listened.to some other 
Senators—my friend from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 
in particular—I have felt another conviction fast- 
ened upon my mind—that while they were doubly 
impressed with the extreme necessity of producing 
reasons, they found it no easy task to discaver 
any to produce. : E 

Mr. President, I wish-to say, in the commence- 
ment of what I have to. offer to the Senate-upon 
this subject, that if discussion has heen produced 


u 


84 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


F. 


Dec. 12, 


hereon this resolution, it is- not to be charged to’ 
those of us who oppose its adoption. When the 
honorable Senator froni New York, [Mr. Sew- 
ARD,} in discharge of the high duty which he 
thought was imposed upon him, thought proper 
to introduce this resolution, he accompanied its in- 
troduction with a long, elaborate, and soul-stirring 
appeal, which was calculated’ to arouse our feel- 
ings, to excite our passions, and for the moment 
to suspend the calm exercise of our judgments. 
‘When, after this storm of passion had subsided, | 
we were at length allowed to exercise our own 
judgments, unimpeded by the mystic visions of 
grandeur and terror and glory, with which im- 
passioned eloquence had surrounded us—when 
Wwe were able once more to resume the exercise of 
a calm understanding, and to take, in the language 
of my friend from Wisconsin, [Mr. WALKER,} a 
dispassionate view of this subject, was it to be ex- 
pected that, entertaining different opinions from 
others, we could, in justice to ourselves and what 
we believe to be the true interest of the country, 
fail to assign our reasons to the Senate? Were 
we not called upon, by considerations of high re- 
spect for the honorable and distinguished Senator 
from whom this resolution proceeded, as well as 
for the honorable and distinguished gentlemen who 
supported this resolution with their eloquence and 
their arguments,—were we not bound, independ- 
ent of all other considerations, by due respect for 
them, to say why we could not go with them 
when it is always a matter of such deep-felt reluc- 
tance to part from them ? 

Mr. President, I think it is out of place to say 
that it is a waste of time to subject this resolution 
to discussion. It is a question which ought to be 
discussed; its intrinsic merits demand it. The 
circumstances which surround it in this Chamber 
and beyond these walls enforce the necessity and 
the propriety of it; and if we may drop from the 
high and solemn topics which have been gathered 
around the reception of Louis Kossuth and his 
associates in captivity, which have been so bril- 
liantly spread before us—arching the heavens, 
spangling the firmament, and I know not what 
other, magnificent and startling figures—and look 
at some of the mundane operations which are im- 
mediately before us in the course of our political 
future soon to be history,—when we consider 
certain disposals of certain eminent political offices 
which in a short time are to be made by the Amer- 
ican people, we find an additional reason. Why, 
if we can allow ourselves to subside from the tor- 
rent of excited feelings into which we have been 
plunged, we should present before the American 
people what we think is the calm and dispassion- 
ate and deliberate common-sense view of the sub- 
ject before the Senate. 

I agree with what was said by the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner,] who 
addressed the Senate a few days ago on this sub- 
ject, that this is a case which requires statement 
rather than argument; and I would add to his 
proposition, that it requires argument rather than 
declamation, and proof of the propriety of adopt- 
ing this course rather than, 1 will not say un- |; 
meaning (for nothing that is spoken on this floor j 
is ever unmeaning) defiance of foreign Powers, 
and the large and expansive declarations of Ameri- 
can power and prowess, which we have heard, 
and of our capacity to contend with a world in 
arms. Let us look at this question as it is pre- 


| the Turkish Government in receiving and treating these | 


philological criticism, the rule by which we ascer- 
tain the meaning of language, to the question of 
the interpretation of language t Why, my hon- 
orable -friend must have-a very singular idea of 
the office and purpose of philology. He seems 
to have made a similar mistake In reference to 
that science which was made by a very respect- 
able but a rather’ testy. old gentleman of my 
acquaintance with eard tothe science of arith- 
metic, or numbers, who became extremely offend- 
ed when waggishly told by a young man. sitting 
at the breakfast table with him, pointing to a plate 
containing three biscuits, “ Mr. R., you canhot 
tell how many biscuits there are in that plate with- 
out counting them.” “What! sir,” says he, ‘do 
you take me fora fool, that I cannot tell that there 
are three biscuits in that plate without counting 
them?” He rejected the idea that computation 
and arithmetic were necessary to ascertain num- 
bers, if the number of particulars were small. I 
know that my honorable friend did not mean that; 
but why did ‘he use that high term? Why did he 
go into this Anglicized Greek word, of which 
many of our constituents at home know nothing, | 
and who would naturally imagine, without an 
explanation, that those of us who are opposed to 
the resolution had brought some new and strange 
and barbarous machinery of interpretation to bear 
brought, perhaps, from some of those Euro- 
pean despotisms, and totally unknown to our 
country? Why, wecannot ascertain the meaning 
of anything which depends upon words, without 
the application of the rules of philology to it. 

But did my friend mean to imply that there was 
any disposition to what is called hypercriticism ; 
that is, to bring to the construction of this resolu- 
tion a reluctant disposition to understand its mean- 
ing, and a disposition to cavil with it? Why, if 
he did, as was justly said by the honorable Sar - 
ator from Georgia, {Mr. Brrrren,] there is not 
the shadow of a foundation for the suggestion. 
Yet I may be permitted to say, that although I 
would not feel myself justified in applying to an 
ordinary resolution or act of Congress any par- 
ticular strictures of interpretation; though I am į 
not disposed to apply it to this, there would be 
nothing very unreasonable in such a process, when 
we recollect from whom the joint resolution pro- 
ceeded. It came from my honorable friend from | 
Mississippi, [Mr. Foorr,] known to us all for his | 
extreme exactness in the use of language, and, | 
therefore, it may well stand out as an exception 
from the general legislation of this body, and we 
have a right to treat it with more closeness of ex- 
amination, and more severity of criticism than a | 
resolution proceeding from another person. We 
all know that the honorable Senator has a place in 
what he writes for every word; and, he will ex- 
cuse me for saying, that we also know that he 
has a word for every place. It is impossible for 
us, according to my judgment, if I understand 
the English language, as it is used North and 
South, that there can be any mistake about the 
understanding of Congress at the time the resolu- 
tion was adopted. It says: 


Whereas the people of the United States sincerely sym- 
pathize with the Hungarian exiles, Kossuth and his asso- 
ciates, and fully appreciate the magnanimous conduct of | 


noble exiles with kindness and hospitality; and if it be the 
wish of these exiles to emigrate to the United States, and 
the will of the Sultan to permit them to leave his domin- 
ions: Therefore, 


sented to us upon its intrinsic merits. What is 
it? As [have said, gentlemen have admitted (as || 
is plain, whether admitted or not) that they are 
to assign some reasons why this resolution should 
be adopted. The resolution proposes to bid, in 
the name of the American people, Louis Kossuth 
welcome to our shores. Several reasons have 
been assigned why we should adopt this course. 
I proceed to offer some remarks upon them. 

It is said, in the first place, that by the joint 
resolution adopted at the last session of Congress, 
we have taken the initiatory step which requires || 
us, in point of consistency and honor, to follow it || 
up with what is now proposed. That I deny. 
I know no method by which we can ascertain 
what we did at the last session of Congress, and 
to what, therefore, we may consider ourselves as |! 

Poperly obliged as a consequence of it, than by | 
ooking at the language of the resolution, M | 
honorable friend from Michigan [Mr. Cass] said || 


i 


: the particular direction of the resolution is founded 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress assem- f 
bled, That the President of the United States be and he 
hereby is requested to authorize the employment of some 
one of the public vessels which may now be cruising in 
the Mediterranean to receive and convey to the United 
States the said Louis Kossuth and his associates in cap- |} 
tivity. 

The preamble of that resolution asserts, in the 
first place, a fact; and then it alleges a contingency; 


upon which contingency, and upon which alone, 


and is to take effect. The fact affirmed is the sym- 
pathy of the American people for those exiles, and | 
their estimate of the noble conduct of the Turkish 
Government in giving them a refuge. The con- 
tingency is, whether or not these exiles desire to | 
emigrate to the United States. If they desire to 
emigrate, the President is requested to authorize | 
the use of one of our ships cruising upon the | 
Mediterranean sea to bring them to the United | 
States. And if they did not mean to emigrate, it | 


that he scouted the idea of applying philology to 
this investigation. Scout the idea of applying 


was not the intention of Congress that the Presi- | 


presume that, without aty particular dexterity in 
this dark, barbarous Greek-derived science of 
philology, we have a prett tolerable. understand- 
ing in this country of what is meant-by an emigrant 
and emigration. If an English or a French gen- 
tleman ‘comes over to this country to visit it; to 
look at its railroads, its steamboats, its harbors; 
to contemplate its government and the condition 
of its people, we do not call him an emigrant. 
When we speak of emigrant ships we think we 
have a clear and distinct meaning attached to the 
term. An emigrant is a man who leaves Europe; 
who comes to our shores with a view of making 
our country his home; who comes to settle amidst 
us and become one of our people; and to enjoy 
the privileges and protection which our laws give 
him; and ultimately, in due time, and at no very 
distant day, to be allowed to participate equally in 
all the municipal privileges conferred by the Con- 
stitution upon the citizen. Then to whom did 
this resolution apply? It-applied to Kossuth and 
his companions in captivity, desiring to emigrate 
to this country and to make it their home. It was 
intended to afford them facilities in a public ship, 
in order that they might become domiciled here. 
That is the plain, unmistakable meaning of the 
law. , X 

Now, besides the meaning of it as apparent 
from its terms, do we not all know that that is 
the way in which we understood it? We took it 
for granted—the outbreak in Hungary having been 
crushed by the power of the Czar added to that of 
the Emperor—the country being restored to its 
original condition of subjection, but stripped of 
its privileges—that Kossuth, languishing in a 
Turkish prison, was desirous to come to this 
country, and enjoy with us a common freedom, 
partake of the protection of our laws, and do 
what he could not do in Europe—tive a peaceful 
and happy life, and die a Christian and quiet 
death. To this state of things it applied, and this 
was all. It was not a resolution directly for the 
benefit of Kossuth, the late Governor of Hun- 
gary, by way of doing him an honor in the char- 
acter which he had then lately sustained. It was 
not a resolution that bears upon its face the slight- 
est allusion to the fact, that, for the time, he had 
been possessed of and exercised sovereign power 
in the direction of this contest. -It was addressed 
to Louis Kossuth as an exile in captivity, seeking 
to escape from the inauspicious condition of Euro- 
pean coercion, to place himself, as a resident and 
a denizen, upon our shores. No man can suc- 
cessfully deny this. There was a reason why 
Congress should have desired the President to 
transport Kossuth and his associates in captivity 
here in a public ship, which has never heretofore 
occurred in the case of any other person desiring 
to emigrate. We all know that the Emperor of 
Austria considered his entertainment in Turkey 
an offence to him. We all know he demanded 
that Kossuth should be expelled from Turkey by 
the authority of the Sultan. We all know that 
he sought to seize him and bring him within his 
jurisdiction and authority, to subject him to such 
punishment as he might deem suitable to the occa- 
sion. It was, therefore, for that reason, impor- 
tant that when the Sultan gave permission to 
Kossuth and his associates to leave his dominions, 
if they desired to emigrate to the United States, 
we should put them under the protection of our 
flag, which would effectually prevent him from 
being seized by the power of Austria. 

This being the state of the case, I desire to know 
upon what authority gentlemen say, that by that 
resolution we have invited Kossuth to our shores— 
have made him the guest of the nation? Is there 
a word in that resolution expressive of invitation? 
Is there a word in it that declares that the people 
of the United States desire that he should come to 
our shores as a guest? The difficulty interposed 
by the word “if?” was to be solved before this 
public ship was to be placed at his disposal, or 
used for his service, and there is not a word in 
the resolution which intimates that the United 
States cared whether or not he décided to come. 
It announced nothing but this: This man was in 
captivity; we understood he wanted to come to 
our country. We knew that in the existing state 
of things, if he left Turkey without being put 
aboard an American ship, he might not be per- 
mitted to exercise his free wish to come. There- 
fore we tendered him the opportunity to come 


dent should furnish them with a national ship. I! 


under the national flag of this country. That is 


pes 
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the whole of it: He-was no invited’ guest of the 
nation,—not a whit more an invited guest.of the 
nation than the humblest emigrant that leaves the 
shores of Europe and finds himself in the port of 
New York. If the fact of placing that ship at his 
control, or rather of charging that ship with the 
duty of bringing Kossuth and his companions to. 
our shores; if the fact that he was brought.to our 
shores in that ship would have constituted him ` 
the guest of thé nation, he did not come in that 
capacity. He left that vessel at Gibraltar, and 
made an excursion to England. He-left his asso- 
ciates to come under our flag without. him, and 
he came here afterwards in. a private packet 
How, then, is he to be distinguished in the par. 
ticular to which I am referring from any otheo 
emigrant who seeks our shores? He can in no 
way be distinguished. Other men who come here 
are more humble. They may not have achieved 
the name which he has acquired. They may 
leave ‘a transient impression in the little circle 
which surrounds them, and then be forgotten, 
while his name may remain and be perpetuated by 
history to succeeding generations; but so far as 
the claims of an emigrant may extend—so far as a 
generous desire to give our hospitality to those who 
come—so far as a wish to offer a refuge to the 
permecu ed, the oppressed, the unhappy, extends, 

ouis Kossuth stands no particle higher than the 
meanest and humblest down-trodden individual of 
Europe who ever reached our shores. Indeed, so 
far as claims to our sympathy are concerned, 
surely to a generous mind there are particular 
reasons why this sympathy should be opened and 
shown forth more towards the lowly and the hum- 
ble. Isay, then, that there being nothing in the 
original resolution but a simple proposition to 
bring to this country one who was supposed to be 
desirous of emigrating here, there is no more 
reason why we should pass a resolution of wel- 
come towards him than towards those thousands 
of humble individuals who come here not. under a 
particular resolution, but under general invitation 

eld forth by our Constitution and our laws to the 
Oppressed, the poor, and the humble of every 
state and clime, 

The resolution of the last Congress, then, does 
not pledge us to thisstep; but ifit did, Lask, howis 
it possible to resist the conclusion that the amend- 
ment offered by my honorable friend from Georgia 

Mr. Brrrren] ought to be attached to the pend- 
ing resolution? and that the honorable Senator 
from New York, when he drew it, should have 
inserted in it the name—not the individual names 
—but the general name, descriptive of all those 
persons who are embraced in the original act of 
Congress which gave rise to those proceedings. 
The resolution of the last Congress makes no dis- 
tinction among them. The President is requested 
to furnish to them all, as Hungarian exiles in 
captivity, a passage to this country—“‘to Kossuth 
and his associates in captivity.” What a strange 
spectacle, then, do we exhibit, when our friends 
on the other side of the Chamber resolutely refuse 
to permit the associates of Kossuth to be incorpo- 
rated in the resolution of welcome to Kossuth! Is 
it to be construed as a degradation to Kossuth to 
be put alongside in this resolution of those his as- 
sociates? If the association be not offensive—if 
he was willing to keep company with them, to be 
prisoner with them, to receive their affectionate 
ministrations and their affectionate sympathies, 
my opinion is, that, if he has the soul of a man in 
his bosom, he will resent the idea of having com- 
pliments paid to him alone, did we offer to do it. 
When, during the war of 1812, and during the 
recent war with Mexico, one of our commanders 
gained a great victory, and Congress expressed 
the sense of the nation upon the subject, were the 
thanks of Congress expressed toward the com- 
mander-in-chief, and the officers and soldiers who 
served under him omitted and forgotten? N 0, Six; 
the thanks of Congress were always bestowed 
upon the commander-in-chief, and, through him, 
to the officers and soldiers who served under him, | 
and by whose aid and assistance the victory had 
been achieved. Has it not heen alwaysso? We 
may vote medals to the generals; we may some- 
times give additional pay to the soldiers; but the 
thanks of Congress, the expression of the sense of 
the country in behalf of those who have served 
faithfully, and added another leaf to the laurels 
which crown her brow, have always been voted 
to all, in whatever situation, who have partici- | 
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pated. inthe gallant deed. -And yet -here are. 
Mr. Kossuth’s: associates, not, I suppoše, ser- 
Yants—men, I suppose, his equal in the sense in 
which we understand equality. I presume they 


are men whom he takes by the hand, whom he. 


does. not keep at a @istance, compelling them to 
approach him in the attitude of servile dependence. 


"Yet when Congress is asked to bring Kassuth and 


these very associates here, the first thing-after that, 
and after they are brought, is, that a resolution is 
offered by the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Sewarp, | to welcome Kossuth, and turn our backs 
upon his associates. Sir, if any reason in the 
world can be assigned for the resolution, it follows 
as a necessary and indispensable corollary from it, 
that the amendment should be also adopted. Ido 
not understand this thing. It is not consistent 
with my notions, and what I believe to be Ameri- 
can notions, of equality. We have sent a public 
ship, or we have authorized the using of a public 
ship, to bring Kossuth and some twenty or thirty 
other Hungarians, who have all fought for their 
country, who have shared a common captivity 
with him. When we propose to include these 
men in the resolution of welcome, it is opposed as 
interfering with the preéminent dignity of the 
chief. Is that the American idea of equality? 

I do not understand a very great deal about this 
contest. Some of my honorable friends here, who 
are much better acquainted with the case than I am, 
have regarded it as a sort of attempt to uphold the 
Magyar—or Maguire, as some of us call it—supe- 
riority of race. Even if that is so, I presume these 
associates of Kossuth are neither Croats nor Scla- 
vonians, but belong to the privileged race, as well 
as himself.. I do dot suppose that Kossuth will feel 
his dignity insulted if we choose to say to him, 
Weare glad to see you, and are glad also to see 
the men you have brought with you. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I wouldask my friend 

from North Carolina [Mr. Baverr] if he will vote 
for the resolution in case the amendment he has so 
much at heart should prevail? 
_ Mr. BADGER. The question need not have 
been asked by the honorable Senator, because I 
had answered it already. Allow me to assure the 
Senator that he places me in no difficulty by ask- 
ing questions of this kind. I have said, and I 
repeat, I am opposed to the whole resolution, with 
or without the amendment. Therefore the Sen- 
ator did not ask the question in order to be in- 
formed. For what purpose he did ask it, he is 
best able to determine. 

Sir, other reasons have been assigned in the 
course of this discussion. It has been said that 
we were committed to adopt some such precedent 
as this, because it was of Executive recommend- 
ation. J think, sir, some of the House who con- 
sider ourselves pretty good Whigs, were rather 
twitted by some of our friends on the other side, 
because we were opposing what they said the 
President recommended. Permit me to remark, 
it is no Whig doctrine, that a Whig is bound to 
support, with or without reason, whatever a Whig 
President may recommend. Ifthat doctrine obtains 
among our friends on the other side with regard to 
a Democratic President, it may be necessary they 
should urge some special excuse for departing from 
it in any particular case, while such departure 
might, without such excuse, be considered a ground 
of censure, and an intimation that they had stepped 
off the Democratic platform. But we acknowledge 
no such doctrine, and therefore it would be a suf- 
ficient answer to say, that even if it were the Pres- 
ident’s recommendation, we do not agree in its 
propriety, and therefore cannot support it. But 
the fact is, the President cf the United States has 
recommended no such thing? 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. Will my friend 
allow me a moment of explanation? 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FOOTE. If I was understood as stating 
that the President of the United States recom- 
mended this resolution, I was certainly grossly 
misunderstood. I stated the simple facts to be, 
as I shall explain them on this occasion. { wish 
it to be understood distinctly, that I said this before, 
that I should never have moved, or thought of 


| moving in this business, but that] received an unex- 


pected, kind, and very complimentary written appli- 
cation from the Secretary of State of the United 
States, requesting an interview upon this subject; 
which interview was immediately held. In the 
course of that interview he brought to my atten- 


tion, in advance of the. President’s message 
received in ‘this body, ‘the fact ‘thatthe: 
dent would make substantially the reci 
tion which is to. be found “in the message e 
requested me especially, and in a manner: marked 
with particular earnéstness, to introduce; at ‘the 
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earliest possible moment after the commencement: - 


of the session, a joint resolution for the purpose 
of.raising a joint committee of the two Houses of 
Congress, to decide, inaccordance with the recom- 
mendation of the President ‘contained in his mès- 
sage, upon the most expedient: mode of. affording ` 
a national reception to Governor. Kossuth. “He 
went further, as I may now state. I dislike to 
go into these particulars; but really, the allusion 
of the honorable gentleman makes it necessary for 
me to do it. He requested me—having a very 
high respect, as we all have, for that knowledge of 
parliamentary precedents which distinguishes ‘so 
ighly the Secretary of this body—to go to him . 

immediately. I went to his house without delay, 
at the instance of the Secretary of State, for the 
purpose of ascertaining how, in some way con- 
sistent with Senatorial usage, such a joint. reso- 
lution could be introduced-and passed; if such: a 
thing should turn out to be practicable, without 
the necessity of previous notice. I learned from 
the Secretary that the mode of proceeding thus 
intimated by the Secretary of State, was not prac- 
ticable. Therefore I did proceed to give notice, 
as the Senate recollects. ages ae 

I will state further, in explanation of my conduct, . 
that I should not have mentioned the name of the 
Secretary of State at all except upon his express 
authorization. It appears to me that if a joint 
committee was raised, the Secretary should Jie- 
self deliver the address to the Governor of Hun- 
gary. I spoke to him to that effect; which he 
promptly declined, from an unwillingness to do 
anything which might look like compromitting our 
neutral relations. ; i 

If I had known at first that there would have” 
been so much discussion about this delicate sub- 
ject, as to the responsibility which the Adminis- 
tration have assumed, or intended to assume, I 
would have been more circumstantial in the’ first 
instance. But really I could not anticipate such 
a course of proceeding. It is true, and the Secre- 
tary of State will bear me witness of the-fact, that 
in the course of my interview with him, he went 
so far into particulars as to refer to the former 
reception of the Marquis de Lafayette, as afford- 
ing a proper precedent. So that idea did not origin- 
ate with this side of the Chamber. He suggested 
it to me as the proper precedent, and said that in 
his opinion the best mode would be to bring in 
Kossuth, without any particular ceremony, to each 
House, and have him introduced to the President 
of this body and to the Speaker of the other House, 
when suitable addresses should be made, in some 
formal mode, by the presiding officer ‘of each 
House. That was the idea of the:Secretary of 
State; and concurring with him, I adopted the 
course which I have pursued. 

I wish all to understand, that owing to the deli- 
cate character of this affair, I resolved not to enlist 
in it at all unless I could be authorized by the Sec- 
retary of State to say that it was at his instance 
that Í acted, and that he sanctioned the proceeding. 
I hope that in all I have said, no one will. under- 
stand meas casting censure on any person.’ I have 
been very desirous of receiving Kossuth in a man- 
ner creditable to the nation, creditable to our nation- 
al feeling, and in a manner required by the almost 
unanimous voice of the people. Knowing the feel- 
ings of some members of the Administration, I 
was anxious to give the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House a-fair opportunity of participating 
in the eclat of the proceedings, and if they have 
declined it, I think they have madea great mistake, 
and that it has been one of the most serious“polit- 
ical blunders they have ever committed. 

Mr. BADGER. I would ask my friend. from 
Mississippi, whether, after having introduced this 
resolution, at the instance of the Secretary of State, 
he withdrew it without any conference with that 
gentleman? 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I withdrew the 
resolution certainly, without any conference with 
him. I withdrew it, because I did think honora- 
ble gentlemen had not conferred. as they might 
have done with the powers that be.: I did,consider 
that I was rather ungraciously treated by some 
honorablegentlemen on the other side of the House, 
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“who seemed to misunderstand my. position, and 
not to afford me that liberal support which they 


ought to have done, when ‘the proposition was 
brought foward under such auspices. Lwithdrew 
the resolution for the additional reason, that I saw, 


very plainly, that if Governor Kossuth was. re- + 


ceived on the day when it was originally expected 
he would be received in New York, it was not at 
all likely, from the opposition” experienced here, 
provided. a similar opposition was presented in the 
other House, that we should be able to act in time 
to receive this distinguished stranger in the mode 
contemplated. I stated these reasons at the time 
I proposed to withdraw the resolution. f did it, 
as I stated then, without the least feeling of un- 
kindness or disrespect toward any human being in 
the world; but with feelings of the-most profound 
mortification, that gentlemen had not acted up to 
what I had supposed would be their course of 
conduct. 

Mr. BADGER.» I gave the opportunity to the 
gentleman from Mississippi with great pleasure to 
make these statements; because, although he has 
already spoken several times with reference to this | 
particular point, some misapprehensions have pre- 
vailed which this opportunity has enabled him to 
rectify. But atthe time he interposed I was not 
referring particularly to the introduction of his 
resolution, under the sanction of the Secretary of 
State; I was alluding to a remark made by the | 
honorable Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] 
that this was a measure recommended by the Ex- 
ecutive of the United States in his annual message. 
So far as that is concerned, it seems to me that no 
two things can be more-clearly and distinctly sep- 
arate than what is contained on this subject in the 
President’s message and this resolution. The 


President had been desired by Congress to cause | 


these Hungarian patriots to be brought here in a 
public ship, Ele had, in compliance with that re- 
uest, caused them to be brought in the ship; and 
hey were daily expected at the time the President’s 
message was written. -Fe could say nothing less 
than he has said. Tle has simply communicated 
to Congress the fact that these captives had been | 
brought here according to their request, and he de- 
sired them to do what they thought proper under | 
the circumstances. The President does not inti- | 
mate that he wished one disposition or another to 
be made of them, or of the subject. Of course he 
was. bound, as President, to inform us in his an- 
nual message what he had done in accordance with 


our desire, and to ask us to make such further 
disposition of the subject as we thought right. 


gain: and now I refer to what my friend from 
Mississippi has said. It was the desire of the 
Secretary of State that this resolution should be 
introduced. As regards his application to the 
Senator from Mississippi for that purpose, the in- 
troduction of the subject and the withdrawal of | 
the resolution, we must keep dates in view in order 
to give a proper influence to these various trans- | 
actions. The President’s message was prepared 
and printed, as we all know, before the meeting 
of Congress. It was in the town in which [| 
lived, before T left there for the seat of Govern- | 
ment. Before is was sent to either House of Con- 
gress it was in the possession of the postmaster, 
ready lo be delivered when he should receive a 
telegraphic dispatch authorizing him to do so. 
Everything, therefore, in the President's message, 
was prepared, written and printed before the arri- 
val of this gentleman in this country. "The reso- 
lution, offered by my friend from Mississippi, 
was, if I recollect aright, introduced on the very 
first day of the session. it was withdrawn on 
the Thursday succeeding, being the fourth day of | 
the session, and Kossuth did not arrive in this i 
country until the day afterwards—until Friday. | 
We mast bear in mind that Kossuth had been | 
expected to come to this country as an emigrant. : 
Jt was in that character that a public ship was 
employed to bring him here. Tt was in that char- | 
acter he was expected to arrive. Tt was with ref- | 
erence to that character that the President’s mes- | 
sage referred to him. It was with reference to 
the same thing the resolution was proposed to be | 
jntroduced by the Secretary of State, and that the | 
resolution was introduced. ‘That state of things 
inued until the resolution was withdrawn. 
until Kossuth landed upon our shores, did | 
e any authentic declaration from him of 


the purpose for which he came here. We may | 
have drawn our conjectures from what he said in! 


his hasty visit to England, but we had no authori- 
tative expression of his purpose in coming, and 
what He expected to accomplish, until after he 
landed in this.country. -< 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. - In justice to the 
Secretary. of Siate, and to the Administration, I 


-ust say that the object of his visit was not spo- 


ken of in the interview which I had with Mr. 
Webster. The reception referred to and recom- 
mended by Mr. Webster was based upon’ our 
resolution of last séssion, and he- suggested to me 
the propriety of my moving in the matter, on ac- 
count of my being, as he knew, the author of the 
original resolution. I feel bound to say, that if 
the Secretary of State had supposed that any ex- 
pectation was entertained by Governor Kossuth 
that an armed intervention was to take place on 
the part of the United States in European affairs, 
I think he would have been one of the last men 
in the world to have requested me to offer any 
resolution on the subject. I do not think now 


that anything of the sort is contemplated in any , 


quarter. j 

Mr. BADGER. I am obliged to my friend 
from Mississippi for this explicit statement, which 
he has made with his usual candor. It seems, 
then, that so far as the action of the Administra- 
tion is concerned, the President and the Secretary 
of State both referred to a supposed emigrant 
coming among us for the purpose of settling here, 
and making this country his domicile. 

Mr. FOOTE, 
as saying that the application was made to me to 
introduce my resolution this session with a view to 
providing for the reception of Kossuth as an emi- 
evant, he misunderstood me. J stated no such thing. 


If the gentleman will refer to the British papers, he | 
will find that Governor Kossuth stated in many | 
speeches in England, that he was coming to the ; 
United States merely as a visitor in behalf of his | 


country, and not asan emigrant. We ascertained 
months ago that our original expectationsupon this 
subject had not heen founded upon actual facts. 
Mr. BADGER. 
What I meant to’ say was this: Not that the Sec- 


retary of State had spoken to the Senator from > 


Mississippi to offer this resolution to receive an 
intended emigrant—not at all. It was the resolu- 
tion of Congress under which the President was 


directed to bring him here which fixed the char- | 


acter and what he now expected. That resolution 


contemplated his coming as an emigrant. What- | 


ever he might have said in England, we had no 
authoritative exposition from him before he landed 
here, that he was to act in any other character. 
When, therefore, these proceedings took place, I 


say that it is clear upon the record that they re- | 


ferred to an expected emigrant. As soon as [Los- 
suth lauds upon our shores, he assures us that we 
were mistaken, and that he does not come as an 
emigrant; that he does not purpose to become a 
citizen of the country; but that he is here as a visitor 
—not for the purpose of curiosity orimprovement, 
but upon a political mission. He comes here to 
agitate among the people of this country, and to 
endeavor, so far as he can, to awaken among 
them a spirit which may prompt intervention in 
the future contest thatis expected between Austria 
and Hungary—iutervention in order to prevent 
the Czar from interfering. Now the whole char- 
acter of the caseischanged. We invited Kossuth, 
if we invited him at all, to come here for pur- 
poses personal to himself. We invited him to 
come here asau emigrant and liveamongus. He 
says, I come in no such character, for no purposes 


personal to myself; I come upon a political mis- : 
sion, to place myself in that character before the | 
people of this country, and to induce them to give į 
me pledges that they will make any intervention | 


on the part of Russia in the affairs of Hungary, 
ineffectual. There has been no sanction given by 
the Executive Department of this Government, in 
any of its branches, to a resolution proposing to 
welcome this gentleman in any such character. It 
is one thing to weleome him as a distinguished 
foreioner, coming from exile to settle among us, 
and it is another and a very different thing to wel- 
come him as a political agitator among our coun- 
trymen. Whatever else may be said, it is no 


diminution of the high character this gentleman : 


occupies for intelligence and high standing to 
say, that it is in exceedingly bad taste, in my 
judement, for a foreigner, who has just set his 
foot on our soil, who comes here to invoke our 


If the gentleman understood me | 


I understood all that before. | 


sympathies, to become a propagandist of his 
opinions, to endeavor to influence the people to the 
adoption of measures which hè may think bene- 
ficial to the cause of Hungary, without regard 
either to the law or the policy of our Government; 
and to hint, not obscurely, that, whatever may be 
the action of Congress, he will appeal to the free- 
men of the United States, as our sovereigns. 


| Now, when emigrants come to this country to 


seek refuge from abroad; when they come to-settle 
among us, and to mingle with our people, to en- 
joy the privileges of our institutions, to add energy 
to the industrial pursuits of our country, so that 
we may all together enjoy the blessings of civil 
liberty, and that they may become a perpetual 
strength to the country, we might well hid them 
welcome. And when emigrants come to this coun- 
| try, as sometimes they do, who are able to min- 
ister to our assistance, and to shed glory upon 
our country in different and far higher spheres, 
|| who are able to direct the thunder of our armies 
in the field, and to add grace and wisdom to our 
legislative counsels, I shall ever be ready, as, if 
my friend from Ihnois [Mr. Surety] will per- 
mit me to say, I have in respect to him already 
` done, to place them near to my heart. However 
it may not be in unison with the temper of the 
times, I say I thank no foreign emissary to come 
|| here and assume to instruct our people with re- 
gard to our duties at home or abroad. Whether 
it is a member of the British Parliament who en- 
deavors to provoke sectional discord, and if possi- 
ble to shake the fabric of this Union to pieces, or 
whether it is a Hungarian exile, however eminent, 
‘| who comes here to persuade us either to make an 
empty boast and utter an unmeaning threat, and 
thus expose us to the derision of mankind, or else 
to mix us up in the turmoils of European politics 
and cause us to expend the blood and treasure of 
our free citizens in disputes with which they have 
no concern, and from which they can derive no 
benefit, terminate as they may, makes in this re~ 
|| spect no difference tome. Ican agree to welcome 
neither the one nor the other, 
|| It may be, sir, that E have not got the idea of 
progress which is peculiar to the times. My hon- 
i| orable friend from New Jersey, (Mr. Srocxron,] 
|in speaking of that policy of ngn-intervention 
which we received from Washington, said that 
what was proper then might not be proper now, 
|! and he asks, Ís adhering to that policy, progress? 
I think it is. A man may advance, houch he 
does not change the road in which he travels. To 
make progress it is not necessary that a man should 
i be perplexed and bewildered with repeated changes 
| of direction, and perpetually retracing his steps, 
and beating out new and devious paths in which 
to tread. I want progress in old principles to- 
wards the full development of our institutions—to 
the consolidation of our liberty, Progress upon 
old principles to make us and to keep us Ameri- 
il canized forever. That is the progress which I 
|} wish. 
l; Nor can I consider it entirely harmless in a 
|| person to come and inflame the people of the United 
States, or particular portions of the United States, 
| hastily to commit themselves to measures like this. 
It is not. only against the settled policy, but it is 
against the statute law of this country. Our law 
| forbids armed intervention in all its forms, by citi- 
zens or others from the shores of the United States, 
in the affairs of other nations with whom we are 
‘| at peace. 
| Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. 
i sedition law has been repealed. 
Mr. BADGER. It might perhaps be fortunate 
for some, in certain events, that the sedition 
law has been repealed. I am not affected by 
any reference to the sedition law. “There is a 
+ sedition that does not depend upon that statute, 
j; and although that sedition law has been repealed, 
i| the repeal has not made sedition honorable. I 
il say that it is not entirely innocent for any man to 
i| endeavor to inflame particular portions of the 
ji people of this country, in favor of this measure 
i which Kossuth desires to recommend. Why is 
| itnot so? I was about to state why, when the 
l anticipative genius of the Senator from Missis- 
|, Sippi at once sprang far ahead of me, and he saw 
| in his mind’s eye that bugbear of the Democracy— 
: the sedition law. We havea statute which forbids 
| all armed intervention from this country in the 
i| affairs of any nation with which we are at peace. 
|! That statute forbids the sending forth, or setting 


1 believe the 


1851, 


on foot, of any such expedition, and it necessarily 
condemns all preparatory ‘steps by which-such'a 
‘result is to be produced. “If. they do not fall within 
the provisions of the statute, so as to be punishable 


. criminal in their character. aa SES 


What does this gentleman {Kossuth} want these 


fellow-citizens of ours’to commit themselves to? 
Why to this: that this country shall furnish ‘the 
material and. means to prevent the Emperor of 
Russia from interfering in: the future contest Dé- 
tween Hungary and Austria. What means? Pa- 
per resolutions, printed protests, or protests writ- 
ten upon parchment with the seal of the United 
‘States attached? How much do we suppose they 
will sway the mind of the. Czar? No, sir, the 
moment we take that ground—the moment we oc- 
eupy the position he désires, (1 do not say what 
genilemen here contemplate,) we will have, inmy 
judgment, placed ourselves in such a position that 
we must advance in the event of a future contlict 
and the interposition of Russia, which I suppose 
is just as certain as the future conflict itself, or we 
must ingloriously retire. We must either abandon 
the policy of the country and involve ourselves 
in distant and future quarrels, of which no man can 
foresee the issue, or after having threatened we 
must ignobly retreat. Iam willing to welcome for- 
eigners who come to our shores for just and laud- 
able and useful purposes, but I am not willing to 


welcome by my vote any man who comes here to | 


endeavor to commit the citizens of this country to 
any intervention in foreign transactions. In say- 


ing this Ido not mean to cast reproach on Kossuth, | 


for Í can understand the enthusiastic temper and 
the character of the man. I can understand how 
he has been led, on his first landing in the United 
States, to believe that our people were ready to 
pour by thousands and hundreds of thousands, 
to join his siandards. It is natural. He is wrapt 
up in Hungary. He is devoted to Hungary. He 
lives for Hungary, and he is prepared to die for 


Hungary. We can understand his natural feeling | 
We can understand his strong | 


on this account. 
-desire to solicit aid for his country; but when I 
am called upon to vote for a resolution, and wel- 
come to our shores one who has openly and pub- 
licly made this announcement of h 

one who has made the most powerful appeals to 
the passions of his auditors every where, I ‘cannot 
help seeing that the inevitable interpretation of the 
proceeding must be that we receive him in that 
character; that we indorse him as a political mis- 
sionary. I take it that, by doing that, we would 
welcome him here as one who is to receive assur- 
ances of armed intervention to prevent the inter- 


ference of Russia in a future quarrel between | 
I do not think that such | 


Hungary and Austria. 
a course is consistent with what I owe to my own 
country. While I would hold myself ready to 
adopt any measure which I believed to be just, 
reasonable, fair, and honorable towards this unfor- 
tunate exile, I cannot, by giving my consent to this 
resolution, aid to mislead him into believing that 
he will receive any such aid from us. 

Again, Mr, President, it has been said that we 
owe this testimony to Kossuth as the great im- 

ersonation of the principle of free government. 
te has not been my fortune, though I do not pro- 
fess any large knowledge on this subject, to have 
found in the past history of Kossuth any evidence 
that he occupies such a position. I have watched 
with interest the struggle between Austria and 
Hungary, and felt a sincere and anxious desire 
that Hungary should succeed in vindicating her 
independence. I was satisfied, from the examina- 
tion Í was able to give the subject, that the Emperor 
of Austria had violated the fundamental conditions 
upon which, for centuries, the originally independ- 
ent Kingdom of Hungary had been attached to 
the Austrian Crown, and fell under the control of 
the House of Hapsburg. It was not a contest to 
establish republican institutions, according to our 


understanding of the term. I have no evidence of | 
It was a war for national in- | 


any such purpose. y 
dependence—a war justifiable on the part of Hun- 
gary, because the fundamental condition of union 
had been violated, and because that violation was 
obstinately persevered in—and, therefore, whether 
Hungary had intended to establish a despotic or 
free government for herself, I should have heartily 
wished for her success in the conflict. lt was the 
cause of national independence, not of republican 
institutions, which Kossuth urged. I doubt very 


by law, they certainly and indubitably are morally . 


is purposes— j 


“before occupied 


much whether, in the whole struggle, the idea ever“ 
-entered into-his. mind’ of a broadcast’ sowing of 


liberal principles and equal rights among his coun- 
trymen. - He wished to establish an independent 


‘State ‘and Nation under the supremacy of. the 
-Magyar‘race; leaving the Sclavonians and other 
-inferior castes to occupy the position that they had: 
when the kingdom was connected | 


with Austria. That I think is what he wished. 
itis a mistake, therefore, jt seems to me, to sup- 
pose that Kossuth, in his struggles in Europe, was 
the imbodiment of the principle of American free- 
dom—freedom as we understand it, A country 
may beabsolutely independent, and yet thoroughly 
despotic: Such’ is’ Russia. A country may be 
absolutely independent, and entirely aristocratical 
or absolutely independent and thoroughly Demo- 
cratical. The interior regulations by which the 
public authority is distributed and the rights of the 
citizens are secured, are totally distinct from the 
position which in external relations makes the state 
or sovereignty:independent. Iam willing to admit 
that Kossuth represents a high principle—the prin- 
ciple of national’ independence, but not that of 
republicanism. When this subject is carefully 
considered, I think it will be found that the whole 
of it resolves itself into this: that Kossuth was 
expected or invited here as an emigrant—he came 
asa political emissary; and the question is, whether 
there is anything in our past history—in our pres- 
ent condition, in our present purposes, or our 
future prospects, which should induce us to pass 
a resolution of this kind in favor of one coming 
amongst us in that character and under such cir- 
cumstances. 

Tt has been said that his proceedings in Flungary 
were like those out of which sprang our own Dec- 
laration of Independence, and our State constitu- 
tions—our demands, originally small, growing 
larger as we advanced in strength. This, I think, 
is a mistake. Our fathers did not increase their 
demands on the British Government from time to 
time. They preferred a claim at once for all the 
rights of Englishmen—the rights which their an- 
cestors enjoyed in England and brought here. 
They demanded no more. Although my friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. SrderToN] seemed to sup- 
pose that Englishmen, as such, have no rights, 
our revolutionary 
laration of Independence no rights but the rights 
of Englishmen. It was an invasion of their birth- 
riehtas English subjects of which they complained. 
For years they solicited the Crown and Parliament 
to maintain or restore to them their ancient rights, 
and when these solicitations bad proved ineffectual, 
then, as a last resort, they flew to arms and de- 
clared themselves independent. They scarcely 
waited an hour after that declaration before the 
several States formed constitutions for themselves; 
and what do they imbody in them? The principle 
of English freedom—such as the habeas corpus, and 
the trial by jury; the liberty of speech and of the 
press; an when they came to frame their own 
declarations of rights, where did they resort for 


the materials out of which they were to be framed? | 


Did they not resort to that very England? Assur- 
edly they did. ‘They struck off the external form 
of monarchy, and they provided by republican 
forms for the security of their rights—the civil 
rights which they had enjoyed as Englishmen, but 
which, in consequence of the changes of time, had 


| become insecure or threatened by their connec- 


tion with that country. They did not begin by 


making small demands, and hypocritically reserv- | 


ingtothemselves until they acquired more strength 
the whole of what they required. All they asked 
at all, they asked at first. ‘They asked the rights 
of Englishmen, as they understood them—as they 
had enjoyed them—as long as hope of success re- 
mained, and when that hope was over, they de- 
clared themselves independent, and provided, by 
republican constitutions, security for themselves. 
That is what they did. : , 
There is therefore, so far as I can see, nothing 
in our history, or the history and present position 
of Kossuth, which should induce us to pass this 
resolution. But if we do pass it, I am totally 
unable to perceive why gentlemen should object 
to the amendment which my friend from Georgia 
proposes, to include the associates of Kossuth in 
the same welcome with himself. If we are to 
welcome the one, why not welcome the other? Is 
it because the associates of Kossuth have made 
no political speeches that we will leave them out? 


fathers claimed before the Dec- | 


Shall he beselected for this honor because; instead 
‘of landing: on dur shores -quietly;: ey shave: 
‘done, and enjoying “the -hospitality, ‘he 
pied his time iù inflammatory’ addresses: je 
“people? Is this a reason why he should be singled 
-out-from his fellows:in captivity, and shave albne 
this distinguished honor? ::Whatever-we do for the 
one, in the way of honor and compliment, tetus 
‘do for all. In my-judgment, the: American :Con- 
‘gréess'would act wisely to do no such thing 38:18 
-proposed by this resolution in respect to any. ofthe 
parties; but if to one, then surely to‘all alike." 
Mr. President, I wish not to be misunderstood 
about this matter. “I would be far from, offering” 
any indignity to the distinguished man who has 
come upon. our shores: Far, very far be it-from 
me to do so. He who is ‘the victim of oppression, 
he who has fallen in a contest nobly maintained 
for the maintenance of national independence,.and 
seeks our shores, I would always receive with the 
most cordial feelings. He may forfeit them by his 
subsequent conduct; he may-forfeit them by show- 
ing that he brings a restless spirit with him, which 
is incompatible with the security of any State; but 
‘my first impressions must always be decidedly and 
heartily in his favor. ` In making these remarks, 
I have merely given my reasons. for declining: to 
vote for the passage of the resolution; and for 
deeming ‘it eminently proper, if-it passes: at all, 
that the amendment proposed by the honorable 
Senator from Georgia should be attached to.it: <~ 
Whatever may: be the state of public opinion at 
present—excited, strongly and naturally excited, 
as the people now are—a calmer moment will ‘ere 
long arrive. And if this resolution shall be adopt- 
ed, I believe that at no distant day the whole 
American people will understand the character, 
and tendency, and consequences of this resolution— 
will understand that, in the circumstances which 
surround us and give it significance, there. is;a 
| great deal more implied than empty compliment or 
honorary gratulation; a great deal more than we 
can do in consistency with our past history, and 
with a just regard for our own interests and future 
peace and welfare. f ae 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I wish to call-the 
attention of the Senate, and. of the. Senator from 
North Carolina (Mr. Bapeer] especially, to what 
I know he is as familiar with as any other manin 
existence—to one of the amendments to the Con- 
stitution ofthe United States, which reads as fol- 
lows: 

c Congress shal! make no law respecting the establish- 
ment of religion, for prohibiting the free exercise thereof, 
or abridging the freedom of specch or of the press, or the 
right of the people peaceably to assemble and petition the 


Government for a redress of grievances.” 


I suppose that under that clause no one can 
doubt the right of the people peaceably to assem-~ 
ble. The right of freedom of speech 1s also fully 
secured. Therefore it-seems.to me that any gen- 
tleman, especially such an individual as this, tavi- 
| ted to our shores and brought in a national vessel, 

might at least make.a public speech withou}. being 
denounced as apolitical emissary..Ithink he might 
be allowed to reply in a decent and proper manner 
to the addresses made to him by other persons, 
I venture to say that my friend from North Cero- 
lina, if he will look into the public prints of New 
York, will find that the demeanor of this gentleman 
since his arrival here has been modest, dignified, 
and judicious; that he has shown no intermeddling 
| spirits that he has not agitated against our mstitu- 
tions, but that under the most extraordinary tests 
he has manifested a disposition not to interfere in 
the least possible degree with domestic questions of 
any kind. He has said expressly that his mission 
ig in behalf of his own country, and that he should 
deem himself disgraced if he were to utter or write 
a single word which could possibly be miscon- 
strued to an intention on his part to interfere in 
| our domestic concerns. These are the facts of 
; the case. His speeches are all of one tenor and 
character. Yet the gentleman seems to conceive 
thatin consequence of certain acts of Governor Kos- 
suth, he is justified in denouncing him as an emis- 
sary. He cannot certainly be both an emissary 
and an emigrant. The gentleman’s knowledge.of 
| philology has not, I think, been exactly as accu- 
i tate on this occasion as it usually is. If he 1s 
ian emigrant: to this country, how can -he be an 
| emissary? We know that he isnot an emigrant, 
because in England he took occasion to inform 
|| the whole civilized world that he came; here ag a 
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visitor for legitimate purposes. How can thegen- 
»theman call him an emissary when he has not been 
sent? The word emissary is derived, as we all 
know, from two Latin words—the preposition €or 
ex® and mitto, tosend. Who sent him? -I under- 


derstand him tocome here ex sua voluntate, to some. 


extent. We declared the consent of the people— 
yea more than their consent—that he should come 
and receive hospitable entertainment from.us, and 
interchange sentiments with us upon those ques- 
tions on which every lover of freedom must feel 
an intense interest. , 

Although I entertain sentiments of the greatest 
respect for my friend from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Baneéer;] although there is no one whom I esteem 
more highly, yet I must say that he has uttered 
doctrines this morning which, if carried to their 
full. extent; would make this the most absolute 
despotism in the world, break down the freedom 
of speech which we now possess, and lead to 
such violent and despotic proceedings as have out- 
raged. our sensibilities in republican France, and 
goaded the French people once more to the brink 
of civil revolution. I know the gentleman did 
not contemplate anything of the sort, but such 
would be the result of his doctrine. . He seems 
to intimate that some interference should take 
placa to prevent the speeches now being made 

y Governor Kossuth, which, in my opinion, are 
decorous, and modest, and eloquent. Certain 
portions of the American people have freely and 
voluntarily assembled, not only for the purpose 
of hearing him speak, but for the purpose of con- 
straining him to speak by addresses delivered to 
him. This the gentleman seems to consider a 
great public grievance, and out of this he conceives 
great mischief is presently to flow. He seems to 
think that if this is allowed, it may have an inju- 
rious effect on the public quiet of the country, and 
tend to jeopard our free institutions. 

The gentleman will allow me to say, in conclu- 
sion, that I would rather have traveled five hun- 
dred miles, on one of the hardest trotting horses 
in Christendom, without cessation and without 
sleep, and have submitted to all the discomforts 
that could'possibly be experienced by a traveler 
under such circumstances, than listened to such an 
harangue from a gentleman whom I admire and 
love so much. 

Mr. BADGER. Itis one of the ordinary dex- 
terities of accomplished debaters, among whom 
everybody knows the Senator from Mississippi 
occupies a high station, to put into the mouth of 
an adversary, language which he has not used. 1 
have neither said nor intimated that I think Gov- 
ernor Kossuth should be arrested in his course of 
speeches. 

Mr. FOOTE. I understood thegentleman to com- 

lain of the speeches now being made by Governor 

Kossuth, and to say that such speeches were dan- 

gerous, and to intimate clearly, that in his opinion, 
some steps ought to be taken, either positive or 
negative, to arrest him in what he deemed tobe 
his mischievous course of proceeding. 
that the honorable gentleman meant that we should 
use the moral influence which would necessarily 
grow out of a refusal to do him these honors at 
the present time, and nothing more. 

r. BADGER. I said nothing of the kind; 
and I said nothing from which anything of the 
kind could be inferred. 

Mr. FOOTE. Did not the honorable Senator 
speak of moral sedition ? 

Mr. BADGER. I said nothing about moral 
sedition. I said this, and I will repeat it, that when 
iam called upon to givea vote of thanks to a for- 
eigner who lands upon our shores, if I find him 
engaged in making political harangues to our peo- 
ple, the avowed object of which is to commit them 
to a course of conduct that may involve us in brag- 
gadocia toward a foreign Government, or in for- 
eign war, that is sufficient reason with me to re- 
fuse that vote. I said that while the law of the 
land forbids any steps being taken for the purpose 
of organizing or setting on foot any such for- 
cible interference with foreign States, itis not to my 
mind an entirely innocent thing fora foreigner to 
attempt to commit our people to the accomplish- 
ment of such an object by previous declarations, 

That is what I said, and what I thought. 

Mr. FOOTE. Did not the gentleman say at 


that point of his remarks, that the incipient step |} 


by inflammatory addreases which might lead to 
such a result was, in his judgment, highly censur- 


I suppose | 


able and calculated to. have a mischievous ten- 
dency, which; in his opinion, should be counter- 
acted? aain ae ge? : 

Mr. BADGER. I used no word of the kind. 
I said that if the law forbade the ultimate accom- 
plishment, the incipient steps could not be innocent, 
whether punishable or not. I said nothing about 
inflicting punishment. I was assigning reasons 
why E could. not vote for the resolution.. It may 
seem very extraordinary to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, but he must pardon me for saying, that 
with all my respect for and deference to him I 
must be governed by the exercise of my own judg- 
ment. ‘The Senator gets up and reads an amend- 
ment to the Constitution about the liberty ef the 
pressand the liberty of speech. I have impugned 
neither right. ; 

A short time ago we had another political emis- 
sary in this country. If the honorable Senator 
dislikes the name of emissary, he may dignify 
him with the name of missionary. We had a 
Mr. Thompson, a member of the British Parlia- 
ment, coming over here exercising the liberty of 
speech, going about addressing public meetings in 
the New England States, endeavoring to stir up 
sectional feelings between different portions of the 
United States. 

Mr. FOOTE. He was intermeddling with our 
domestic institutions. ` 

Mr. BADGER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. FOOTE. Governor Kossuth has not done 
this. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly not. 

Mr. FOOTE. Therefore the cases are not 
alike. 

Mr. BADGER. The cases are not the same, 
but they may nevertheless be alike. If he who 
comes here to stimulate us to a domestic war is 
blameable, I think he who comes here to instigate 
us to a foreign war may be likewise blameable. 
It is the difference between ‘*same”’ and “alike.” 
The two cases are not the same, but they are 
in one respect alike. 

I do not undertake to say whether Thompson 
could have been prosecuted and punished for any- 
thing he said. The Government of the United 
States has no sedition law, therefore, that would 
depend entirely on the laws of Massachusetts, and 
the other States, in which he made those flagitious 
appeals. Still, I have no hesitation in saying that 
I consider the conduct of that manasa great in- 
dignity, as a brutal insult, and as an infamous 
transaction on his part. When I say that, I do 
not intimate that he should be put in the pillory 
and whipped, because he made these speeches. 

ĮI am called upon here to give a vote in favor of 
this resolution, which, it seems to me, must be 
understood by the world as indicating that we ap- 
prove the course Kossuth is pursuing, and the objec- 
for which he came. I do not approve of the course 
he is pursuing. I do not sanction the object for 
which he came; therefore, I will not, directly or 
indirectly, place myself in a position in which it 
can be attributed to me that T approved of it. 

I am very sorry that my friend from Mississippi 
has such an idea of the character of my speech. 

Mr. FOOTE. I thought it a very good one. 

Mr. BADGER. We who have been here for 
the last four or five years have heard him char- 
acterize one hundred speeches in the same way. 
I have noticed that if any one makes a speech 
against any ground which the Senator from Mis-* 
sissippi supports, parnrulariy if he makes a pretty 
good speech—that is, a spetch which hasany sense 
or reason init, and which it is not so very easy 
for him to answer, he gets up and expresses his 
perfect astonishment and horror at hearing such 
barbarous, monstrous, and preposterous doctrines 
advanced, (laughter,) and declares that he would 
rather travel five hundred miles on a hard trotting 
horse than listen to him. (Great laughter.) 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President: Under an 
expectation that the first part of the amendment 
proposed by the honorable Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Berrien] would secure some favor to this 
resolution, which it might otherwise lose, I yes- 
terday intimated that I would give it my support. 
Bat discovering now that no such advantage is 
to be gained, I beg leave to recall what I then said. 
I shall vote with the original friends of the measure 
against the amendment. 

T will suppose now that the opposition made to | 


| absolutely there. 


this resolution is effective. I will suppose that the 
measure is defeated. 


Let us look to the con- ii 


sequences beyond. What are. they? . Kossuth, 
admitted here to be the representative of the down- 
trodden constitutional liberties of his own country, 
and the representative of the up-rising liberties of 
Europe, shakes from his feet the dust that has 
gathered upon them on American shores, and re- 
turns to the Eastern Continent—returns upon a 
point of honor with the United States of America, 
and therefore, in a practical view, returns as he 
will say, and those devoted to his cause will say, 
repulsed, driven back. Where, then, sir, shall he 
find welcome and repose? In his own beautiful 


native land, at the base or on the slopes of the 


Carpathian hills? No! the Austrian despot reigns 
Shall he find it in Germany, 
east or west, north or south? No, sir; the despot 
of Austria and the despot of Prussia reign abso- 
lutely there. Shall he find it under the sunn 

skies of Italy? No, sir; for the Austrian monarch 
has crushed Italy to the earth. Shall he find it in 
Siberia, or in the frozen regions of the North? 
No, sir; for the Russian Czar, who drove him 


‘from his native land and forced him into exile in 


Turkey, will be ready to seize the fugitive. The 
scaffold awaits him there. l 

Where shall he go? Shall he seek protection 
again from the sceptred Turk? The Turk would 
say, You have eaten my salt as a voluntary cap- 
tive and I sheltered you until you left me under the 
seductions of the Republic of the United States. 
If you come now, the laws of my country and of 
my God will not oblige or allow me to hazard the 
peace of my own people again to extend protection 
over you. Where, then, shall he go? Where else 
on the face of broad Europe can he find refuge but 
in the land of your forefathers, in Britain? There, 
God be thanked, there would be a welcome and a 
home for him. Are you prepared to give to the 
world evidence that you cannot receive the repre- 
sentative of liberty and republicanism, whom Eng- 
land can honor, shelter, and protect ? 

But, Mr. President, will this transaction end 
there? I fancy that I see the exile winding bis 
lonely way, with downcast looks, along the streets 
and thoroughfares of the great metropolis of 
Britain and the world, forsaken and abandoned, 
but not forgotten. Willit end in that? No, sir. 
Beyond us, above us, there is a tribunal, higher’ 
and greater than the Congress of the United States. 
It is a tribunal whose. existence and jurisdiction 
and authority we have acknowledged, and to 
whose judgment-seat we have already called the 
Turk, the Austrian, and the Russian, to account 
for their action in regard to Hungary and to Kos- 
suth. It is the tribunal of the public opinion of 
the world—the public opinion of mankind. Sir, 
that tribunal is unerring in its judgments, It is 
constituted of the great, the wise, and the good of 
all nations—not only of the great, and wise, and 
good who are now living, but of the great, the 
wise, and the good of allages. Before that tribu- 
nal, States, great and small, are equal. Aye, 
before that tribunal the proudest empire is equaled 
by its humblest citizen or subject. Yes, the In- 
dian and the serf are equal there to the American 
Republic and to the Russian Empire. Iknow no 
living man entitled by the consent of Christendom 
to preside in that august tribunal. But there is a 
venerable form that seems to rise up before me, and 
all the congregated nations and people deferentially 
make way as he advances and takes the judgment 
seat. Itis the shade of Franklin. And there I see the 
parties opposed. Ontheone side stands Hungary, 
downcast and sorrowful, but she is surrounded by 
the people of many lands, who wait her redemp- 
tion and their own. On the other side 1 see the 
United States of America, sustained—most singu- 
lar conjunction !—by the youthful and impatient 
Bonaparte, the sickly successor of the Romans, 
and the Czar of all the Russias. I hear the im- 
peachment read. It is, that the United States have 
dishonored and insulted the unfortunate represent- 
ative of unfortunate Hungary; that they found 
him a captive in Asia Minor, under the protection 
of the Turk, but subjected to the surveillance of 
the Russian Tyrant; that they addressed to him 
words of sympathy and hope, and that they 
brought to the doors of his captivity a national 
vessel, with their time-honored flag, and badehim to 
come upon its deck and be conveyed to a land of 
constitutional freedom—a land where the advo- 
cates and champions of universal liberty were sure 
to enjoy respect and sympathy and fraternal wel- 
come; and that when they had so seduced him 
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from a place of obscurity but of safety, and had- 


thus brought him to their own shores; and when 
he stood waiting there for one simple word of 
welcome, one simple look of recognition, the 
turned away from him, spurned’ him from their 
presence, and cast him back upon the charities of 
Christian or Turk, in whatever land. they. might 
be found. ; a 

That is the impeachment. -And the United States 
hold up the right hand and answer, ‘Not guilty.” 
I see the books of testimony opened on behalf ‘of 
Hungary. Here they are. A resolution of the: 
Congress of the United States of America, passed 
in the year 1850, tendering the hospitalities of the 
nation, and the usé of a national ship, to Louis 
Kossuth; then the message of the President of the 

‘United States; in 1851, calling upon Congress to 
say what shall be the ceremonial of receiving him 
who has been brought here under their authority; 
and then the record ‘of this Senate, that upon a di! 
vision of its members, a resolution of welcome 
was rejected. That constitutes the case on the 
part of Hungary. Sir, the United States appear 
in that august tribunal by learned and eloquent 
defenders and advocates. I see there my ardent 
and enthusiastic young friend from Alabama, [Mr. 
Ciemens,] and the candid and learned Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop,] the impulsive 
and generous Senator from Georgia, (Mr. Daw- 
son,]| the very learned and astute advocate who has 
just taken his seat, [Mr. Bancer,] and, lastly, he 
who holds the first place in our veneration of living 
Senators, save only one, (Mr. Cuay,) the honorable 
Senator from Georgia, who is now absent, [Mr. 
Berrien.] I listen to the long, elaborate, and 
earnest defence which they make against this im- 

eachment. Hungary declines to reply; and 

ossuth, the orator of modern times, upon whom 
she leans for support, for the first time overcome 
by a sense of cruel insult, is silent, dumb. 

The defence is weighed by that august shade, 
in whose placid countenance I read at once the 
sagacity of the lightning hunter and the common 
sense of Poor Richard. ‘You say, that your 
invitation to the Magyar ‘justified on his part and 
on the part of Hungary no expectation of a wel- 
come.’ How, then, came Kossuth, how came 
Hungary, how came the world, how came you, 
how came your President to misunderstand the 
invitation which was addressed to the exile? 
When did you first revise your diplomacy to 
ascertain to what extent you might abridge the 
hospitalities to which you had invited him? Not 
until you were committed before the world. You 
say that ‘ Kossuth was invited to be a resident, to 
become a citizen of the United States, and that 
he came, on the contrary, as a transient guest.’ 
Grant it; what then? Is a welcome less due to 
him whom you have invited as a perpetual guest, 
when he comes to thank you and decline the 
courtesy, than if he had accepted it and become a 
perpetual charge upon pe hospitalities? You 
say that the honors to Kossuth ‘were moved in 
your Senate by ambitious aspirants for place and 
distinction.” Has, then, my country degenerated 
so much that there are no true, genuine patriots 
in the Senate of the United States who could lead 
that illustrious body in the discharge of so great 
a national obligation ? 

You plead that the Hungarian chief ‘ wasanoble 
by birth, an aristocrat by education and associa- 
tion, and that he had devoted himself in an effort not 
to disseminate the spirit of universal liberty, but 
to fortify the privileges of the Maygar race?’ If 
that be so, did you not know it when you invited 
him? If you did not, how can you justify your 


ignorance of a character that was blazoned to the | 


world? Butit is not true. Kossuth’s first public 
action in early youth, was an effort, 
Hungarian Diet, to extend equal priviléges of rep- 
resentation, of suffrage, and of taxation to all the 


people of Hungary, without distinction of rank, or | 


cast, or race. Fr his fidelity to the great cause 


of human equality and freedom he was imprisoned | 


three long years in a dungeon in the castle of 
Buda by the hand of the Austrian despot. When 


he came out from that captivity, he commenced | j f , 
such as it was proposed to give to Kossuth?) 


that career of agitation for the restoration of the 
constitution of his country, which ended with suc- 
cess in the year 1848. When he had wrung that 
charter from the Emperor of Austria, his consti- 
tutional king, the first exercise of Hungarian au- 
thority by the Legislature which he directed, was 
an act which abolished all the feudal tenures, that 
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brought land:within the reach of all, and put the 
Croat, the Waldachian, the Illyrian, the Jew, and 
the Maygar upon the same platform of equality 
before the law, equality before the government, 
equality in representation, equality in suffrage, 
and equality in enduring the burdens of govern- 
ment, It was for this that he was hunted-from 
his native land and came amexile to your shores. 
Who pursued him there with reproaches of false- 
hood to freedom? Not the Jew, the Croat, or the 
Sclave, but the tyrant of Austria, who has reduced 
all the people of Hungary, of whatever rank or 
race or cast, to the level of slaves. í 
You say that ou were willing to give Kossuth 
a welcome, but that i> demanded more. How did 
you know that he ‘demanded more? How did 
you learn that Kossuth demanded more than a 
cordial welcome? Where did he ask of you even 
so much as a welcome? Was it in your capital? 
To whom did he address his extravagant and of- 
fensive reclamation? Was itto your President? to 
your Ministry? to your Congress? No; all alike 
refused to receive him, refused even to hear him 
speak, and yet you say he demanded too much. 
ou closed his mouth before he had time to tell 
you what he thought, and what he wanted, or whe- 
ther he wanted anything. But you reply he was 
overheard to say that he expected arms, men, mo- 
ney, ‘materialaid, and intervention.’ Overheard? 
What! did you deliver Kossuth from Russian 
surveillance in Turkey to establish an espionage 
over him of your own? Shame! shame to the 
country that so lightly regards the sanctity of the 
character of a stranger and an exile. But you say 
that he would have demanded intervention. Sup- 
pose he should? ‘Would you have been less able 
to have met that unreasonable demand after hav- 
ing accorded to him the exact justice which was 
his due, than you are now when you have done 
him injustice, and thus clothed him with the sym- 
pathies of your people and of mankind! But you 
aver that he spoke irreverently of your authority: 
he was overheard to say, in the outgushing of his 
gratitude to the generous people who received him 
on Staten Island, that the people were the sover- 
eigns of the government of the United States? and 
you cannot pardon that offence. What if he did 
say that? Are not the people the sovereigns of the 
Government of the United States? Which one of 
your Senators or Representatives dare deny in his 
place that the People are his sovereigns? But you 
say that you had a precedent; that you once took 
offence at a Minister of France who assumed the 
same position. You refer to Genet. But there is 
no parallel. Genet was a minister of a Govern- 
ment actually hostile, almost belligerent. 
in negotiation, and his demands were denied. 
took an appeal from the decision of your-Govern- 
ment to the people. But Kossuth is no minister. 
He is your guest. He went to you not to nego- 
tiate, or to demand a right. He went by your in- 
vitation to enjoy your hospitality. You have deci- 
ded nothing against him. He submitted no appeal. 
Ido not say that you ought to have granted in- 
tervention had it been demanded. But Ido say 
this, that the Hungarian would have demanded 
no more of you than, in a strait less severe than 
his, I solicited and obtained for the United States 
of America from the Bourbon of France. Could 
yon not have pardoned him for asking what you 


ad once asked and obtained for yourselves ? | 


Was it so great a fault in him to suppose that 
now, in the day of your greatness, prosperity, 
and power, you might not be unwilling to do for 
Hungary what, in the day of your infancy, pov- 
erty, and _ weakness, France had done for your- 
selves? You say you stand upon precedent. 
Precedent? By whom established? y your- 
selves. Was Hungary concluded by such a pre- 
cedent? And what precedent? ‘The precedent of 
the reception given to Lafayette? Was not even 
that reception grudgingly given by the Congress 
of the United States? If the ashes of rave He 
could be reanimated, and he could present him- | 
self again upon your shores, would you not now | 
willingly accord him a greater than the welcome 


he before received at your hands?}—~a welcome, | 


Wherein does the parallel between Kossuth and | 
Lafayette fail? Lafayette began his career as a | 
soldier of liberty in the cause of your country; but | 
he pursued it through life in an effort to establish | 
a republic in his own beloved land, Kossuth found | 
the duty which first devolved upon him was to i 


He was | 


He! 


wage a struggle for freedom in histown tountry. > 
‘When overborne there, he became, hke Lafayette, 
a champion -of liberty throughout the world, You: 
say that the Russian. might. have taken. offences ` 
Is America, then, brought so low. that-she fears to. 
give offence when commanded by. the laws of ‘na-: « 
ture and of nations? What right had Russia’ to 
prescribe whom you should receive and: whom 
reject from your hospitalities ?. Let-no- such hu- : 
miliation be confessed. xi TUENA 

Thus in the tribunal of. the public opinion’ of 
mankind, all our pleas are disallowed. We ‘have. 
exposed ourselves to the eensure—I will not say 
to the derision, ofthe world. Reh ONE Yes 

Iltis said, Mr. President, that there is danger 
of intervention if we accord these honors; that 
intervention will follow them. No, sir; itis nota 

uestion of intervention future, but of interven- 
tion past! There has been intervention already. 
Russia. has intervened and Hungary has fallen by 
that crime. Kossuth is an exile upon our shores 
in consequence of it. What we havedone already, 
was by manifesting our sympathy for him, to ex- 
press our abhorrence of the intervention of Rus- 
sia, which has worked so great injustice, and: to” 
rebuke and prevent such mtervention hereafter. 
What do we now propose to do? To grant a 
welcome to Kossuth. It is but the fit conclusion 
of an action already near complete. I greatly 
fear that we do not understand our own interests in 
this great question. “We cannot extinguish’ sym» 

athy for freedom elsewhere, without extinguish- 
ing the spirit of freedom which is the life of ‘our 
own Republic. 

Again, sir, you may reject Kossuth; you may, if 
you please, propitiate despotic favor by trampling 
the exiles.of all Europe under your- feet. But 
what will you have gained? This Republic is, 
and forever must be, a living offence to Russia and 
to Austria, and to despotic powers everywhere. 
You will never, by whatever humiliations, gain 
one friend or secure one ally in Europe or Amer- 
ica that wears a crown. It is clear that the days 
of despotism are numbered. Wedo not know ` 
whether its end is to come this year, or next. year, 
or the year after; in this quarter of a century or in 
this half of a century. But there “is to come, 
sooner or later, a struggle between. the repre- 
sentative and the arbitrary systems of government. 
Europe is the field on which that struggle must 
take place. While the representative principle is 
gaining strength among the people, the power 
of Russia is seen to culminate. That struggle will 
be between Russia, whose power extends across 
the whole northern part of the Eastern Hemis- 
phere, and all the people of southern and western 
Europa If the Russian Autocrat prevail in that 
contest. we shall be left without friends or allies 
in the Eastern World. Isit wise to deny ourselves 
the benefits of ‘alliances with .States kindred in 
political interests and constitutions? Far other- 
wise; true wisdom dictates that we lend to Euro- 
pean nations, struggling for civil liberty, all possible 
moral aid. to sustain them until they can mature 
and perfect their strength for that great conflict, 
through which they are doomed to pass. The 
nations that we thus lawfully aid to raise up, will 
constitute a lasting and impregnable bulwark for 
ourselves. DE 

Mr. RHETT. I do not rise tọ debate this 
question, although I might have thought of saying 
something. I rise merely to suggest to the Sen- 
ate, that as we have had a very long discussion 
on this subject, and as the gentleman who offered 
the resolution has bad an opportunity of replying 
to its opponents, we should now take the vote. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I rise simply to say, 
that E have paired off with the Senator from Ma~ 
ryland, who has been called home this evening. 
But for that, I should vote against all amendments 
and for the original resolution. ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to say that I have 
paired off with my colleague, [Mr. Rusx,} who is 
too unwell to appear to-day. ; 

The question being taken on the first branch of 
the amendment of Mr. Berrien, that the welcome 


i| offered to Kossuth be extended to his associate 


Hungarian exiles, resuited—yeas 13, nays 27; as. 
follows: ; 
YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Borland, Butler, Clarke, Clem- 
ens, Dawson, Geyer, King, porion, Spruance, Under- 
wood, Upham, and Walker—13. ~ : ; 
NAY S Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead; Cass, - 


Chase, Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Felch, Fish, 
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¥oot-of Vermont, Foote-of Mississippi,- Gwin, Hamlin, 
James, Jones of Towa, Mallory, Milter, Norris, Rhett, Sew- 
ard, Shields, Smith, Stockton; Sumner, Wade, and Whit- 
comb— 27, : b 


So it was not agreed to. 

The question then being on the 
the amendment— ` 

_ But while. welcoming these Hungarian patriots to an 

asylum in our country and to the protection which our Jaws 
do, arid always will, afford to them, it is due to candor to 
declare that itis not the purpose, of Congress to depart from 
the settled policy of this Government which forbids all in- 
terference with the domestic concerns of other nations”’— 

On-motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was modified 
by substituting *‘this Hungarian exile” for “these 
Hungarian exiles,” in consequence of the rejection 
of the first branch of the amendment. 

The.question being taken, by yeas and nays, on 


other branch of 


the amendment as modified, resulted—yeas 15, | 


nays 26; as follows: 

YEASG—Moessrs. Badger, Borland, Butler, Clarke, Clem- 
ens, Dawson, Geyer, Hunter, King, Miller, Morton, Rhett, 
Spruance, Underwood, and Upham—15. 

NAYS— Messrs, Bradbury, 
Chase, Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Felch, Fish, 
Foot of Vermont, Foote of Mississippi, Gwin, Hamlin, 
James, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Norris, Seward, Shields, | 
Smith, Stockton, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Whit- 
comb—26, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. | 

Mr. SHIELDS. When this resolution was 
first introduced, I gave notice that I should move 
to substitute in place of it the resolution originally 
introduced by the Senator from Mississippi. 
now move to amend by striking out all after the | 
resolving clause of this resolution. and inserting: 

That a joint committee of the two Houses of Congress, 
to consistof three members of the Senate and five meni- 
bors of the House of Representatives, be appointed by the 
presiding officers of the respective Houses to make sujt- 
able arrangements for the reception of Louis Kossuth, Gov- 
emor of Hungary, ov his arrival in the United States, and 
ao communicate to him assurances of the profound respect 
entertained for him by the people of the United States ; and 
‘to tender to him, on the part of Congress, and in the name 
of the people of the United States, the hospitalities of the 
Metropolis of the Union. 

Mr. BORLAND. Imove toamend the amend- | 
ment by striking out all after the word ‘* That,” 
and ingerting— 

«The Congress, in the name and on behalf of the people 
of the United States, cordially sympathize with the people | 
of Hungary in their recent laudable and heroic struggle, and į 
iu their present misfortunes; that itrecognizes and cordially 
welcomes Louis Kossuth, late Governor of Hungary, and 
his associate exiles, who have recently landed on ouri 
whores, as worthy representatives of their country, and in- | 
wites them to the capital, as guests of the Union; that it 
requests the President of the United States to receive and | 
entertain them, in such manner as he may deem proper; | 
and thatthe sum of —— dollars be and the same is hereby 
approprinted and placed at the disposal of the President, to 
pay the expenses of the reception and entertainmentof such 
guests during their sojourn at the capital”? 

ĮI will not detain the Senate with anything like 
‘aspeech on this subject. ‘The Senate has already 
heard a great deal on the subject, and it has heard 
remarks more valuable and interesting than any I 
could make. I propose, ina few words, to state 
the reasons why I offer this amendment. | 

Mr. BUTLER. With the consent of the Sen- 
ator, I will move an adjournment. | 

Mr. BORLAND. I give way for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr, FOOTE, of Mississippi. [hope the friends | 
of the measure will insist on coming to a final 
vote. . 

The PRESIDENT. 
batable. : f 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw the motion, in or- 
der to make a single remark. If the proposition | 
of my friend from Arkansas shall be adopted, I, 


i 
t 


The motion is not de- 


i 
Bright, Brodhead, Cass, } 


|| has called the attention of Congress to the subject 
| of a reception, I am for carrying out the resolu- 


and perhaps others, may desire to say something. 
Twas very much in hopes that the resolution might | 
have passed in the form proposed by the Senator 
from New York, without any call for the yeas and 
nays. Ishall object to the resolution in any other 
form. Any other form of the resolution will lead į 
to great division of opinion. I renew the motion | 
to adjourn. i 

Mr. BORLAND. I would say to the Senator 
from South Carolina that I shall not occupy five | 
minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I withdraw. 

Mr. BORLAND. I offer this resolution, as 
the only one for which I can vote under the present 
«rcumstances of the case. In paying this com- | 
pliment to a distinguished foreigner, I wish to pay 
it in a substantial manner. Ido not want to com- 
mit this Government to any course of policy 
which he may have indicated. This proposition 


| Hlungary. 


is-simply to welcome him asa distinguished stran- 
ger, one who has rendered services to his countr 
which have deserved the admiration of the world. 
Inasmuch as the President of the United States 


tion of the last session. Then we submitted to 
the President. the employment of.a public vessel, 
and I am now for leaving the question of enter- 
tainment to his discretion. In the amendment, I 
propose to place a sum of money at the disposal 
of the President for that purpese. In this amend- 
ment I have styled Kossuth “the late Governor 
of Hungary.” I have done so in accordance with 
the historic fact. He was Governor of Hungary. 
He voluntarily resigned that place to another, and 
therefore he is no longer Governor. 

Mr. FOOTE. I know that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Arkansas does not intend to insult the 
gentleman whom he calls ‘the late Governor of 
Hungary,” but who calls himself the Governor of 
Hungary in his last speech. He is recognized, I 
think, by the lovers of liberty throughout the world 
as virtually the Governor of Elungary—as the Gov- 
ernor de jure though not de facto. I am satisfied 


that there is no intention to insultthe gentleman by |! 


calling him the late Governor of Hungary, and by 
proffering to him pecuniary aid in the manner pro- 
posed; but I beg leave to call the attention of my 
friend, to the fact that, speeches have been recently 
made by Governor Kossuth in New York, in 
which he expressly declares his entire unwilling- 
ness to receive the sort of entertainment proffered 
by the amendment, I must say in addition that, 
as I am a democrat and a strict constructionist, I | 
doubt our power to do anything or the kind in the | 
form now proposed; and I am assured of one 
thing, we should dishonor Governor Kossuth, and 
the cause in which he is engaged, by the adoption 
of the amendment. 

Mr. RHETT. I shall vote for the simple res- | 
olution of the Senator from New York, and shall! 
vote for none of thesenmendments. If the friends 
of the measure want a large vote in its favor they | 
had better stand to the simple proposition of the | 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would suggest to the Sen- | 
ator from Arkansas that his substitute will be 
accompanied by one very great embarrassment. | 
Under the rules of the other House, every appro- 
priation of money must be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and go on the calendar in its 
regular order. If, therefore, we send the propo- | 
sition to the House with an appropriation of} 
money in it, we shall delay action there. I shall, | 
therefore, vote against it. 

Mr. BORLAND. Ihave no objection to stri- 
king from the amendment that portion of it making 
an appropriation of money. It.has seemed to me, 
however, that if we undertake to do a thing we | 
should provide means of doing it. How are we | 
to treat Kossuth and his associates as the guests 
of the nation without some expense? | 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Foore] ob- | 
jects to calling Kossuth the late Governor of Hun- 
gary. 
toric fact. The only history which I have seen, 
which gives a reliable account of the Hungarian 
struggle, is the book of Dr. Naphegyi, which, it 


I call him so, in accordance with the his- || 


paired the value of any action that we shall take. 
I shall vote with very great reluctance against the 
proposition submitted by the distinguished Senator 
from Illinois. _ I shall vote against it for the reason, 
amongst others, which has governed me in voting 
against all other amendments, viz: that the propo- 
sition of the Senator from New York is simple, 
fit, and adequate. It expresses the sentiments of 
the American’ people in reference to our distin- 
guished guest, and I know of no form of expres- 
sion by which we can add to its force, and none 
which will not impair its simplicity. I must 
therefore vote against this proposition. “Whilst I 
do it for that reason, and should consider that rea- 
son of itself sufficient, we know that when the 
distinguished benefactor of America, Lafayette, 
was received by Congress, a joint resolution was 
proposed and a joint committee was raised, and 
that joint committee reported that it was impossi- 
ble for the two Houses to act jointly. If, then, 
the proposition of the Senator from Minois be 
adopted, it may result in a similar report, and thus 
still further delay the action which the occasion, 
and all the circumstances of the occasion, so im- 
peratively demand should be prompt, frank, and 
generous. 

Mr. SHIELDS asked for the yeas and nays on 

is amendment. 

The yeds and nays were ordered, and being ta- 
ken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 22, as follows: 

YRAS—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Douglas, Felch, Foote of Mississippi, Gwin, 
Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Norris, Shields, Stockton, Walker 
and Whitcomb—16. 4 

NAYS—~Messrs. Badger, Borland, Chase, Clarke, Clem- 
ens, Davis, Dawson, Downs, Fish, Foot of Vermont, 
Hamlin, Hunter, James, King, Miller, Morton, Rhett, 
Seward, Smith, Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, and 
Wade—22. 

The joint resolution was then reported to the 
Senate without amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD asked for the yeas and 
nays on the question of ordering it to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being ta- 
ken, resulted—yeas 33, nays 6, as follows: 

VEAS—Measrs. Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, 
Chase, Clarke, Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, 
Downs, Veich, Fish, Foot of Vermont, Foote of Missis- 
| sippi, Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, James, Jones of Iowa, King, 
| Mallory, Miller, Norris, Rhett, Seward, Shields, Smith, 

Spruance, Stockton, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Whit- 
comb—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger 

Morton, and Underwood—6 


The joint resolution was then read a third time 
and passed. l í 


Borland, Clemens, Dawson, 


RECESS. 

On motion, it wasordered, that when the Senate 
adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, December 15, 1851. 
| Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
Mr. BELL presented the credentials of the 


Hon. James C. Jongs, elected a Senator of the 
State of Tennessee for six years from the 4th 


has been. stated, has been submitted to Intelligent 
Hungarians, who have pronounced its statements 
correct. He was agreat friend to Kossuth and to | 
He there asserts, as a historical fact, | 
that Kossuth did yield his Governorship to Gérgy, 
the individual who betrayed his country and de- | 
livered it up to Austrian power. Kossuth consti- 
tuted, as far as he could, Gérgy the Dictator of 
Hungary, and with the power thus conferred, he 
abandoned the battles which had been begun, and 
delivered his country into the hands of Austria. ; 
Kossuth voluntarily resigned the office of Gover- 
nor, and therefore it is that I have called him the 
Jate Governor of Hungary. I ask for the yeas 
and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; and the 
amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


| 
{ 
l 
| 
i 
i 
l 


The question recurred on the amendment of || 
| Mr. Sureips. 


Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, I had desired to 
express my views upon the subject which has oc- 
cupied so much of the time of the Senate, but I 
have been for action, and prompt action. I have 
known well that every word uttered in this body 
on that subject has. delayed action, and thus im- 


March, 1851. The oath having been administered, 
Mr. Jones took his seat. 

Hon. Winzuiam K. Sepastian, from the State 

of Arkansas, appeared in his seat, 
PETITIONS. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the petition of Joseph 
A. Barelli, praying that the Secretary of the 
| Treasury may be authorized to issue a register to 
i the brig Ada, late the British brig Josephine; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Italian Mutual Beney- 
olent Society of New Orleans, praying that certain 


i| marble to be used in the construction of a tomb 


or monument for the reception of the mortal re- 
í mains of the members of the Society may be 
| imported free of duty; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Commerce. 
Also, the petition of Jehiel Brooks, praying 
| authority to sue the United States for damages 
| sustained by him in defending his title to certain 
‘land against a suit brought against him by the 
| United States under false representations; which 
| was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. RHETT presented the memorial of George 
‘Hervey, agent for the owners and consignees of 
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the English ship James Mitchell, praying the pay- 
ment of a sum of money “due under. an act of. 
Congress, and retained in the Treasury of the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit-. 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, GWIN presented the petition of Ursula E.: 
Cobb, widow of Charles Cobb, late a gunner. in. 
the Navy, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the memorial of the 
executrix and securities of Benjamin F. Hart, de- 
ceased, late a purser in the Navy, praying that his 
accounts may be cancelled on the books of the 
Treasury; which, with their memorial and papers 
on the files of the Senate, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. -BRADBURY presented the petition of 
Nancy Wright, widow of an officer in the rev- 
enue service; which, with the papers on file, were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FELCH presented a resolution passed by 
the Legislature of the State of Michigan, in favor 
of the construction of aship canal around the Palls 
of the Ste. Marie; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a resolution passed by the Legislature of 
the State of Michigan, requesting the Senators and 
Representatives of that State in Congress to use 
their exertions to procure the repayment of the 
money expended by her in furnishing volunteers 
for the Mexican war, and the expenses incurred 
in defending her territorial boundary as estab- 
lished by Congress before her admission as a State 
into the Union; which was referred to the Com- 
‘mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of B. F. Pal- 
mer and several others, citizens of Philadelphia, 
exhibitors of articles at the late Industria] Exhibi- 
tion held in London, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made to pay the expenses incurred by 
citizens of the United States for the transportation 
and display of goods at the Industrial Exhibition 
at London; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, presented the 
memorial of Mary Walker, widow of George W. 
Walker, late Paymaster of the Marine Corps, 
sraying to be allowed the traveling expenses of 

er late husband in the settlement of his accounts; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
petition of William M. Lapsley, receiver of public 
moneys at Cahaba, Alabama, praying compensa- 
tion for services in making entries of land under 
bounty land warrants. 

© Mri JONES, of Towa, moved to lay it on the 
table, as the committee had made a report on the 
subject; which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented the 
memorial of William Butler, praying to beallowed 
a pension on account of injuries received in the 
naval service of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
John W. Simonton and others, owners of the 
Island of Key West, in Florida, praying indem- 
nity in consequence of its occupancy by the Uni- | 


ted States; which was referred to the Committee |! 


on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GEYER presented he memorial of the Le- 
gislature of Missouri, praying a grant of land for 
the construction of the Lexington and Davies | 
County Railroad; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Missouri, 

raying a grant of land for the construction of the 
Northern Missouri Railroad; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Missouri, praying a grant of land for the con- 
struction of a plank road from Tully, in that State, 
to Bloomfield, in Iowa; which was referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands. | 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Missouri, praying that an island in the Mis- 
souri river, opposite the town of Weston, may 
be granted for the improvement of the harbor and 
landing of that town; which was réferred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. , : 

‘Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Missouri, 


praying a grant of eighty acres of land to every 
free white citizen, being the head of a family and 


So Sg 


not a ‘land owns hich 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a memorial of. 
citizens of Pennsylvania, New Jersey and Dela- 
ware, praying the construction of piers and harbors 
in the Delaware river and bay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of the heirs at law.of Henry 
Miller, praying compensation for the military ser- 
vices of their ancestor ‘in the revolutionary war; 
which was referred tothe Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr: B. also presented the petition of Samuel ©. 
Morton and twenty-eight other citizens of Phila- 
delphia, praying Congress to provide for the erec- 
tion of such piers and harbors in the Delaware 
river‘and bay as will afford shelter and protection 
to vessels, &c., navigating said river. 

This petition (said Mr. B.) contains a brief but 
truthful statement showing the importance, if not 


Was referred to the Coni- 


| the absolute necessity, for the appropriation therein 


asked. From the breakwater at the mouth of 
Delaware bay, to the city of Philadelphia, a dis- 
tance of ninety miles, there is not a single safe 
harbor, in consequence of which valuable lives and 
large quantities of property are lost. According 
to the custom-house returns, there were twenty- 
seven thousand five hundred and fifty-five vessels 
entered the port of Philadelphia during the year 
1850, and that from the first of January, 1830, to 
the first of January, 1851, the duties paid exceed 
$59,000,000, and that-but a comparatively small 
sum has been expended in improving said harbor. 
In view of these facts, he asked the early and seri- 
ous attention of the Committee of Commerce to 
the subject. Referred to said committee. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 


Ordered, That the memorials and papers on the files of 
the Senate, relating to the claims of Roddy, Carter, and 
Jennings, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Asenath M. Elliott, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. f 

On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Walter Colton, on the 


files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the | 


Judičiary. 
On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 
Ordered, That the memorial of Ezra Williams, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 
-On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 
Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claims of William S. Waller, be referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 
OÀ motion by Mr. CASS, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of General Robert Armstrong, 


| on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was 

Ordered. That the memorial of Roger Jones, and the 
memorial of Margaret Hetzel, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. JONES of Iowa, it was 

Ordered, That. the petition of Harriet R. F. Capron, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BRODHEAD submitted an additional 
document relating to the claim of Thomas Flana- 
gan; which, with his petition on the files of the 


Senate, was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 
NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, gave notice of his 
intention to ask leave to introduce a bill granting 
to the State of Mississippi the right of way and a 


donation of public land, for the purpose of locating | 


and constructing a railroad from Brandon to the 
eastern border of said State, in the direction of 
Montgomery, Alabama. 


Also, a bill to reduce. the price of the public į 


lands lying south of the ‘Old Choctaw Line,” in 
the State of Mississippi. ; 

Mr. MALLORY gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to repeal an act en- 
titled “An act concerning tonnage duty on Span- 
ish vessels,” passed on the 30th day of June, 

834. 
‘ Mr. BRADBURY gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce’a bill for the ascertain- 
ment and satisfaction of claims of American citi- 
zens for spoliations committed by the French prior 


H to July 31, 1801. 


“Mr. HUNTER gave noticeof his” 
ask leave to introduce a bill to pro 
| compensation of such persons as mayb 
nated by the Secretary of the'Treasury to 
and keep the public moneys, under the 15th 
tion of the act.of August 6, 1846, for additional 
services required under that acts © 0-8 S t 
. Mr. UNDERWOOD gave notice of his- inten- 
tion to ask leave to introducea bill to provide for . 
the improvement of the dam at-the head ‘of Cum. . 
| berland Island, in the Ohio rivers > BETALA 
REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BORLAND. Tam directed by the -Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to which. was referred--a: bill, . 
for the relief of Mrs. Margaret L. Worth, widow: 
of the late General Worth, to reportbacl: the same 
without amendment. 1 would ask, as it is a mat- 
ter which will give rise to no discussion, and as 
the same bill passed the Senate last session, that it 
| beconsidered now. I may stateas a reason, whatis 
known to many Senators present, that Mrs. Worth — - 
widow of the late*gallant- General Worth, is in 
very straitened pecuniary circumstances; and this 
bill provides relief for her and: hersfamiuy. vlt 
was passed at the last séssion without adissenting 
vote, and failed in the House simply, I presume, 
for want of time. As it is not likely to give rise 
to any discussion, and as it is one of great merit, 
which every Senator will acknowledge, I ask that 
i it be considered now. ; Gu 
Mt. RHETT. Lobject. Itis, no doubt, a:prop- 
i er bill; but there is another matter which J am 

desirous should be taken up now. : 


| “Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- 
| gions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
| sion to Sally 'T. Floyd, widow of George R. C. 
| Floyd, late a licutenant-colonel in the Army of the 
i United States, reported it without amendment. 
Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred the bill to revive a portion of an act 
| for the relief of the widows of deceased soldiers, 
reported it without amendment. 

| “Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the memorial ot 
the heirs of Judith Worthen, deceased, reported.a 
| bill for their relief; which was read and ordered to 


| A 
' a second reading. 


Mr. J. also, from the same committee, to which 
| was referred the petition of citizens of Niagara 
| county, New York, in behalf of Stephen Warren, 
| asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
| tion of it. ; 
| Mr. SEWARD. It appears that that petition 
! was referred, under an erroneous view of the na~- 

ture of the case, to the Committee on Pensions. 

I do not object to the committee being discharged 
| from its further consideration, but would move its 
| reference to the Committee of Claims. 


The motion was agreed to. 


.CALIFORNIA BRANCH MINT. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred a bill to establish’ a 
branch Mint of the United States in California, re- 
i ported back the same with an amendment. ` 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senate will indulge 
| me in taking up this bill at this time, It has 
‘already passed the Senate once, and favorably 
i reported upon unanimously by the Committee on 
| Finance. It contains no appropriation. of money. 
| It only provides for the establishment of a branch 
| Mint in California. I hope it will be considered 


ii now. 


No objection being made; the Senate, as in Com- 
: mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The amendment reported by the committee was 
| to strike out the eighth section of the bill relating 


| to the assaying office, and substitute in its place 


; the following: 

Sec. & And be it further enacted, That if required by 
the holder, gold in grain or lumps shall be refined, assayed, 
cast into bars or ingots, and stamped in said branch Mint, 
or in the Mint of the United States, or any of its branches; 
in such manner as may indicate the value and fineness of 
the bar or ingot, which shall be paid for by the owner or 
holder of said bullion at such rates and charges and under 
such regulations as the Direetor of the Mint, under the con- 


establish. 

SEC. 9. And be it further enacted, That so soon as the 
said branch is established in the State of California, and 
| public notice shall be given thereof in the mode to be des 
| ignated by the Secretary of the Treasury, then so. much of. 
: the act making appropriations for the civil and, diplomatic 
| expenses of the Government for the year ending 30th Sune, 
1851, and for other purposes, as provides for the appointment 


| 
i 
i of a United States assayer and the contracting forthe assay- 


trol of the Secretary of the Treasury, may from time to time ` 
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ing-and fixing the value of ‘the gold in gain oy. himps, and 
for. forming the same into bars, he, and the whole of the 
clause containing said provisions, shall be hereby repealed. 

Mr. HUNTER. This bill contains no appro- 
priation. It simply provides for the establishment 
of a branch Mint in California. The bill as first 
introduced contained a provision for abolishing the 
present assaying office. That the committee did 
not adopt. They have substituted a provision to 
` allow the holder.of gold in grains or lumps to. take 
ingots.or bars at pleasure at such rates and charges 
as shall be appointed. In all other respects it is 
similar to the bill passed last year. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment concurred in. ie 

: Mr. BRODHEAD called for the reading of the 
section relating to the compensation of the offi- 
cers. 

- After the reading of the bill had been proceeded 
with for a short time, 

Mr. BRODHEAD said: I do not desire that 
the bill should be read any further. I understand 
that the salaries provided for in this are the same 
ag those contained in the bill as it passed last ses- 
sion. I shall have no objection to it. 5 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HUNTER, ngiecably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to es- 
tablish a Board of Accounts; Which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


WELCOME TO KOSSUTH. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that it had passed the 
joint resolution of welcome to Louis Kossuth. 

In the course of the day the joint resolution was 
engrossed and signed by the Presiding Officers of 
the two Houses. 


JOINT COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Representatives, announcing that Mr. Gorman 

of Indiana, Mr. Haven of New York, and Mr. 

Sranton of Kentucky, had been appointed mem- 

bers of the Joint Committee on Printing. 
CORRECTION. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississi pi. I rise to make a 
very short explanation, While 1 have been struck 
with the general accuracy of our Reporters this 
session, and the accommodating spirit which they 
have manifested towards myself and other Sena- 
tors, yet I feel bound to state that it has happened 
that my hastily-delivered remarks made the other 
day, by way of explanation of one or two points 
raised by the honorable Senator from North Car- 
olina, (Mr. Bapcrr,] were reported erroneously; 
and I rise for the purpose of correcting one of 
several mistakes. I hope the Reporters will not be 
pained at my saying that those mistakes would 
not have occurred if they had pursued their usual 

. course—and the one which they are always bound 
to pursue—of bringing the report to the Senators 
before it is published in the papers. Ido notcen- 
sure them; but I regret that the necessity has 
arisen for making this explanation. 

I will state what I am about to correct. 
honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bancer] uttered certain general political doctrines 
to which I objected the other day. Iam reported 
as saying “ they break down the freedom of the 
€ press, ates the freedom of speech, and after a 
“while would lead to just such violent proceedings 
“as have outraged the sensibilities of the so-called 
t republican Government of France,” &c. 

I intended to be understood as saying, substan- 
tially, that they broke down the liberty of the 
press and destroyed the freedom of speech, and 
that while leading to just such violent proceedings 
as those adopted by the so-called republican Gov- 
ernment of France, and which so outraged the 
feelings of the people of that country, &c. [rise 
more for the purpose of protesting, in this gentle 
and respectful manner, against the whole report 
made the other day, and with the view of giving 
this delicate and admonitory hint to the Reporters 
that they may always be kind enough to bring the 
report to me before it is published. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to say a word. I 
would not have said anything upon this subject, 
had not the Senator from Mississippi brought it 
up. Though Ido not choose to enter into any 


The’ 


corrections, I Would-say that I noticed a number 
of mistakes in the remarks. made by me the other 
day... They can, of course, only be avoided as 
suggested by the Senator from Mississippi, by 
giving Senators an opportunity of correcting. 
[The-report alluded to was not one published in 
the **Globe.”’] . , N 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. \ 


Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I hope the Senate’, 


will now take up the special order. I am informed ¢ 


at this moment that a gentleman who will go 
home to-morrow, or atsome early moment, wishes 
to be heard upon the resolution which I submitted, 
and to reply to the few remarks I made the. other 
day. For one, Iam exceedingly anxious to at- 
cord him the opporfunity. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration. of 
the following resolution: 


A Resolution declaring the Measures of Adjustment to be a 
definitive settlement of the questions growing out of de- 
mestic slavery. 

Be it enacted, That the series of measures embraced in 
the acts entitled “ An act proposing to the State of Texas 
the establishment of her Northern and Western boundaries, 
the relinquishment, by the said State, of allterritory claimed 
by her exterior to said boundaries, and of all her claims 
upon the United States, and to establish a territorial gov- 
ernment for New Mexico,” approved September 9, 1850; 
« An act for the admission of the State of California into 
the Union,” approved September 9, 1850; ** An act to es- 
tablish a territorial government for Utah,” approved Sep- 
tember 9, 1850; “ An act to amend and supplementary to 
an act entitled ‘An act respecting fugitives from justice, 
and persons escaping from the service of their masters, ap- 
proved February 12, 1793,’ ” approved September 18, 1850 ; 
and ‘An act to suppress the slave trade in the District of 
Columbia,” approved September 20, 1850, commonly 
known as the “Compromise Acts,” are, in the judgment of 
this body, entitled to be recognized as a definitive adjust- 
ment and settlement of the distracting questions growing 
out of the system of donvestic slavery, and as such, that 
said measures should be acquiesced in and faithfully ob- 
served by atl good citizens. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, lam very sorry 
that this debate has heen suspended, because what 
I would have said last week would have been said 


; in a very few words, and distinctly in reference to 
A message was received from the House-of |i y J y 


the topic before me. To resume and continue the 
debate now will not obviate the incidental injus- 
tice to myself and others, occasioned by so long a 
suspension. I went into the debate last Monday 
morning unexpectedly; that is to say, I spoke from 
information acquired only the day before. I had 
not seen any of the notices in the newspapers of 
the honorable Senator’s resolution. I had not 
learned that they had been proposed in the Dem- 
ocratic caucus, Although, in some measure, I 
might have spoken from information thus acquired, 
my remarks were made mainly from views which 
I took of the subject whilst hearing the honorable 
Senator from Mississippi. ` 
While I denounced his proposition as a mode 
of ratification of the compromise to which I had 
been opposed, I said not one single word, I made 
not a single allusion to his own State, or to him- 
self, except, perhaps, of a political character, and 
that rather by implication than by any distinct ex- 
pression. He was pleased to say I had come into 
the debate inops concilii. I came into it, however, 
with nothing like militia precogitata. 1 soon earned 
that I was contending with one who was conduct- 
ing his movements with the concert’and skill of 
political tacticians. But even regarding him as 
an organ confining himself to the views and 
purposes of himself and others, I might have felt 
little inclination or desire to continueand widen the 
debate. When, however, the gentleman enlarged 
the scope and aim of his remarks, and gave them 
such a direction that they could not escape me and 
others; and when he made allusions undera degree 
of excitement and passion for which I was not 
prepared, I had no alternative left but to make a 
rejoinder. They are allusions and remarks which 
cannot escape myself, in connection with the meas- 
ures he has brought up for ratification, as a repre- 
sentative of the State of South Carolina. He knows 
as well as any man upon this floor, how painful it 
is to me to have anything like an occasion to par- 
ticipate in a debate of this kind. There are inci- 
dents in our lives which he knows very well make 
this painful to me. I must, however, discharge my 
duty, and I hope I shall do so in such a manner 
that, whilst I may show to the gentleman that 
“he who lives ina glass house should not throw 
stones,” I may also endeavor to vindicate myself 
from some of theallusions and remarks which were 
intended to reach me. When I sawthegentleman, 
with so much deliberation, draw from his quiver 


arrows that had been laid aside for a contest for 
which I was. not prepared, I confess that I then 
looked with surprise. as well as concern upon the 
course which the debate was likely to take. 

If the gentleman had satisfied himself with sim- 
ply avowing that he intended to put the seal of 
approbation upon the compromise measures, I 
might not have had cause to complain so much. 
If he had. coatented himself with being entirely 
sifent as regards the effect which his resolution 


would have upon those who opposed it, I might 


hpt, perhaps, have been altogether satisfied, but I 
would not have taken material exceptions. But 
he went much further, and not only bestowed ap- 
plause and commendation upon-the cherished com- 
promise measures, but turned round and fired on 
the camp of his former comrades. My duty to 
that camp, deserted as it has been, requires me to 
vindicate its history and the conduct of those who 
are connected withit. Under the cover of the prop- 
osition now before the Senate, there seems to be a 
double aim—to make a new platform for the secu- 
rity of some, and to expose others who are not 
willing to be forced from their original position; 
and this, too, in a manner unprecedented in the 
legislative history of this country, or any other. 
It is a mode of ratification of what is regarded as a 
popular measure by certain politicians—of course 
not so much for their. own advantage as for the 
good of the whole country—not ta.give up to party | 
what is meant for mankind. I may take a differ- 
ent view of the matter. Instead of quieting agita- 
tion and restoring harmony, this proceeding will 
sow the seeds of discord among those who havea 
common interest to defend the rights of the States, 
especially the Southern States, which are alone in 
danger, and which must be doomed if their true 
friends suffer party organizations to divide and de- 
stroy them. This measure is to be an ark for the 
elect of the land to be saved from the great deluge 
that may be coming over us. I suppose politicians 
will go into it by pairs, of different kinds, to make 
an improvement by amalgamation,—as Mr. Burke 
said of a similar class, a Mosaic-work, “ here a 
black piece, and there a red one,” &c. The be- 
nevolent plan is to put to the sword all who are to 
be excluded from the ark, or who cannot be ad- 
mitted into it by a party passport. 

I know that the honorable Senator said that his 
resolution originated in an enlarged patriotism, 
having no reference to party tactics, Sir, I have 
always remarked, that when patriotism becomes 
so diffused and enlarged, it becomes rather weaker 
than stronger. I did not know what the honora- 
ble Senator was aiming at, but, as [ said then, I 
knew what the effect would be. Now, before I 
allude to or notice some remarks which specially 
claim my attention, I will dispose, by way of ex- 
planation, of some of the charges, or complaints 
perhaps I should say, which he made against those 
who had charge of the fugitive slave bill. Hein- 
timated that they did not do their duty toit, Per- 
haps the charge was not made so strongly as to 
accuse them of bad faith in relation to it, but it 
was something like it. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. 
claimed it. D 

Mr. BUTLER. Thecharge was, that they had 
not brought forward the bill with that promptness, 
and urged it upon the consideration of the Senate 
with the energy, which the occasion, in the opinion 
of the gentleman, and some of his special friends, 
called for, {made an explanation in reference to 
the bill once before. It was atthe first session of 
the last Congress called upat an carly day, and I 
made my speech upon it ag the chairman of the 
committee; and my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
Mason] had also madea speech upon it, when, 
the late Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Dayron] 
having the floor, the whole discussion was sus- 
pended, to give the Senator from Kentucky, not 
now in his seat, [Mr. Ciay,] an opportunity of 
bringing before the Senate his measures of com- 
promise. No objection was then made to letting 
the bill drop for awhile; but before the Committee 
of Thirteen had matured and disposed of their 
work, I suppose the suggestion was made to 
bring up the fugitive slave bill asa separate meas- 
ure. Perhaps it was intended to make it a test 
in advance. Some of us who had charge of the 
bill might not have been inclined to yield too 
readily to the suggestions of those in whose course 
of policy we did not exactly agree, or there may 
have been. a fair difference of opinion as to the 
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mode of using the fugitive slave bill. -But when 


the bill was brought up under the suggestion’ of- 


the honorable gentleman, and with the understand- 
ing that his Northern friends and allies would sup- 
port it, how many of them voted for it? Thetwo 


gentlemen from lowa [Messrg. Doper and Jones] 


voted for the bill, arid the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, no longer a member. of this 
body, [Mr. Srurcegon,] voted for the bill. “The 
honorable gentleman from New York, [Mr. Dicx- 
inson,] no longer here, would have voted for it, 
and explained at the time the reasons why he 
did not, having paired off with -his colleague. 
There were but. three Northern. Senators who 
voted for it. Let the country understand now, 
for the first time, if it never has been under- 
stood before, why honorable gentlemen from the 
North, who are now so vehement upon the subject 
of these compromises, did not vote on that bill, 
either for or against it. When the compromise 
measures have swum to the shore, there are some 
willing to stretch out the hand of aid, but were 
unwilling to run the hazard of the flood when it was 
uncertain as to the fate of the bill referred to. Did 
they avoid that vote? or were they absent by acci- 
dent when the vote was taken? Some of those gen- 
tlemen, I know, gave their moral support to the 
bill; but I state the fact, that it was not until the 
bill had gone to the country, and obtained its 
favorable judgment, as they suppose, that some 
gentlemen became its open advocates. So much 
for that. 

Now for another complaint and charge, which 
the honorable Senator has made, which may ap- 
ply to myself, that is, denying the President power 
to enforce the law. I beg to bring to the attention of 
the Senate the report which I submitted in relation 
to the President’s message, calling for additional 
legislation to enable him to enforce the fugitive 
slave law. ” 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I thought that I 
was distinctly understood by the whole Senate in 
stating that L had no allusion to the honorable Sen- 
ator in connection with this matter. I recollected 
his report, and I have had occasion to read it in 
my own State in language of commendation. He 
expresses some opinions in the report in which I 
do not entirely concur. But I was exceedingly 
struck with a portion of the language used in the 
report, expressing confidence in the disposition of 
the Executive to perform his duty faithfully in ex- 
ecuting the powers vested in him on this import- 
ant subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. [ wish to have the reportread, 
not so much for any vindication of myself as that 
the Senate may understand my views. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 

‘Tn submitting my views on the message of the President 
referred to the Judiciary Committee, it is not my purpose 
to express my dissent from the general and unqualified con- 
clusion of the majority of the committee, to wit: that it is 
unnecessary at this time, by further legislation, tu give the 
President power over the militia and military forces of the 
Government, for the purpose of suppressing insurrections 
and combinations to obstruct the execution of the laws, 

« There are some subjects of the message presented to the 
consideration of Congress, and which address themselves 
specially to the consideration of the committee, upon which 
I feel it a duty to express an opinion, lest by silence there 
might be a tacit recognition of one of the assumptions and 
an approbation of some of the recommendations of the 
message. 

« Previously to the act of 1807, it seems to have been the 
implied understanding of all the departments of the Govern- 
ment that the President was confined to the militia, ‘to 
suppress insurrections against the State government and to 
suppress combinations against the laws of the United 
States.’ 


i | 
« The act of 1795 indicates the occasions and prescribes 


the manner in which the militia shall be called out and 
employed. The President cannot order out the militia to 
suppressinsurrection against the State government, without 
being called on to do so by the legislative or executive 
authority of the State concerned. 


1 
& To suppress combinations against the laws of the United 


States, it is the duty of the President to judge of the ocea- 
sion for calling out the militia. On all occasions for calling 
out and employing the militia, it was made the duty, by the 
act referred to, to issue his proclamation as a previous 
warning to the employment of force. 

«This provision was founded in usage, and has had the 
sanction of time, trial, andexperience. It is but the warn- 
ing voice of a forbearing Government. There might be 
some occasions when the interval between such warning 
and the actual employment of force might be of some dura- 
tion. Other occasions might be suchas to require the force 
to follow in quick succession to, the warning of a proclama- 
tion. ‘The order to cali out the militia and the proclama- 
tign might emanate at the same time. 


«Tt seems to have been in contemplation by the act of 


1795 to putat the disposal of the President a quasi military 
posse comitatus of citizen soldiers, to maintain the domin- 
jon of the lawa, ia which they had the interest of citizens, 


Tt was.to.make use of ‘one class of citizens.to bring another. 
to a sense of justice and a.proper-submission to. the law. I 
approve-its wisdom... An insurrection wouid be much 
more easily quelled by the array of fieighbors and fellow- 
citizens; than by the employment of a trained and organ- 
ized army, whose only influence would be the employment 
of force: An overwhelming force mightbe employed in the 
first case, whilst the other might only be strong cnough to 
provoke collision, and: end in blood. Whatever might be 
the views of our ancestors, it is certain that until 1807 the 
militia was the only force put at the disposal of the Presi- 
dent to suppress insurrection, &c. 

“The act of 1807 is in these words: ‘That in cases of in- 
“surrection or obstruction to the laws either of the United 
£ States or of any individual State or Territory, where it is 
‘lawful for the President of the United States to call forth 
‘the militia for suppressing such insurrection or causing the 
“laws to be duly executed, it shall be lawful for him to em- 
‘ ploy for the same purpose such part of the land and naval 
‘foree as shall be necessary, huving first observed all the 
t prerequisites of the law in thut respect.’ 

“ So far as it regards the employment of the army and 
naval force, the President maintains that he is subject to no 
prerequisites of the act referred to, but that they are abso- 
lutely at his command for the purposes indicated. 

The words of the President are: ‘Congress, not proba- 
€ bly adverting to the difference between the militia and the 
‘regular army by the act of March 3, 1807, authorized the 
t President to use the land and naval forces of the United 
¢ States for the same purposes for which he might call forth 
‘the militia, and subject to the same proclamation. But 
‘the power of the President under the Constitution as coni- 
€ mander of the army and navy is general, and his duty to 
í see the laws executed is general and positive ; and the act 
¢ of 1807 ought not to be construed as evincing any disposi- 
í tion in Congress to limit or restrain any of his constitu- 
“tional authority.’ 

«T'he import of which is, that the President may use the 
Army and Navy ashe may think proper under the plenitude 
of his constitutional authority, and that he is not constrained 
by the act of 1807, nor can he be restrained by any act of 
Congress. Being ex officio commander, he can use the 
Army in suppressing insurrections in a manner different 
from that in which heis required to use the militia. 

‘6 For the specifie and sometimes delicate purposes indi- 
eated, I think Congress has the direction of the President. 
When actually in command for repelling invasion or for 
any other purpose, he must exercise his own judgment 
under his constitutional discretion. In one sentence Ì deny 
that the President has a right to employ the Army and Navy 
for suppressing insurrection, &c., without observing the 
same prerequisites prescribed for him in calling out the 
militia for the same purpose. , 

“His suggestion in his message is, that he shall have a 
right to employ the militia, as he contends he hag a right 
under the Constitution to employ the regular military force 
—that is, without notice of a proclamation. I donot think 
he has the right to callout the military force of the Govern- 
ment without observing the prerequisites of the act of 1795, 
and I am unwilling to give him such power in calling out 
the militia. I would regard it as a fearfully momentous 
occasion to see the Army called out to shoot down insur- 
gents without notice or proclamation. eet 

«<The truth is, it must be regarded as a significant omen 
of the times to be told that a marshal, uuder bis plenary 
power to call out the posse comitatus, cannot execute con- 
stitutional laws without resort to force, and that to be exc- 
cuted with the promptness of executive will. 

éc Justice and the occasion require me to say, that I do 
nat believe the power contended for would be abused by 
the present Executive. ‘I'he precedent for the direction of 
a mild and just President may be the rod of power for 4 
military despot. A. P. BUTLER. 

« FEBRUARY 28, 1851.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, this report did 
not materially differ from the report of the major- 
ity. I have seen it adverted to by the newspa- 
pers, and generally, I think, the report has been 
approved. If I had been influenced by feelings of 
sectional resentment, I might have been tempted 
to yield to the President’s demands. The import 
of his message was, that he should be allowed not 
only to use the regular army, without proclama- 
tion, in putting down insurrections and bodies of 
men too formidable to be overcome by the ordinary 
posse comitatus of the country, but he required that 
there should be an armed militia at the disposal of 
his marshals, with bayonets and balls, who should 
put down those formidable bodies of men, without 
warning them—without having the riot act read to 
them at all. Idid not agree to any such sugges- 
tion. I recollect that under the influence of the 
highly eloquent appeal which was made by the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Cray,] | 
not now in his seat, this body was prepared almost 
for any law, and to adopt almost any suggestion. 
1 recollected, however, that what might be urged 
as the precedent of to-day, might be the prescrip- 
tion of to-morrow, and the same principles which | 
would prevail if his recommendation had been 
assented to in this case, might be abused by any 
arbitrary tyrant, 

I made no allusion to the precedent as a means | 
to overcome the liberties and institutions of the | 
country. I say now, that if the fugitive slave | 

[i 


law is to be enforced by the bayonet—by an 
armed posse comitatus, put at the disposal of the ; 
Executive—it is an evidence that it is a Jaw which 


will not be enforced atall, 1 believe that it will; 


not—TI believe thatit has:not been enforced... 
in this Republic, when it is’ necessary. thatthe. 
bayonet should be used instead of. voluntary: sub 
mission tothe dominion of. the law by the‘citizens 
themselves, or by the ordinary. force which can 
be evoked.on.the occasion to. carry it into effects. 
it is a significant: omen, and “indicative: of: the: 
times. hy, I read ‘of these riots’ and: these 
combinations being denounced: as treason. I did. 
not believe, at the time, that they would beicon- 
strued so as.to amount to treason against ‘the 
United States. Whatever might be’ their ‘real’ 
character, such would not be their complexion in’ 
the courts. The character.of such meetings wilt 
depend more on the testimony of witnesses than 
the truth of facts, and no authority can overcome 
such influences. We have a great many rhetori- 
cal declamations in this Senate; and if the advertise- 
ments which go out from. here were to indicate 
anything like the truth, there would be very little 
difficulty in carrying out the provisions of the- 
Constitution. But the Constitution. is a dead 
letter. United States courts have no jurisdiction 
over the subject, for itis not regarded as treason. 
It is referred to the State courts.: What. will be 
the result?. The State courts take jurisdiction of 
this resistance of the ‘fugitive slave law as‘of ar 
ordinary riot or murder. Who are to decide 
upon the crime? A jury composed, perhaps, of 
those who sympathize with the person charged. 
Who is to award the punishment? The ‘judge 
who, perhaps, entertains the same. feelings, and ` 
indulges in the same sympathies. Or, if a tribu- 
nal could be found—which I never expect to see-—— 
stern enough, in defiance of public opinion, to do 
justice, under the sanction of an oath, to the obli- 
gations of the Constitution, the sentence would 
be remitted by the Executive of almost any onë 
of the non-slaveholding States. i 

Gentlemen preach to me eternally that this fugi- 
tive slave law will be executed, when every news- 
paper brings a refutation of the assertion. Flave 
we not arrived at an eventful period in the: history 
of the country? When I see that, by combina- 
tions, by contrivancesy by legislative enactments, 
one of the solemn articles of the Constitution—for 
the fugitive slave law is nothing but an affirmation 
and recognition of the Constitution—is not only 
violated, but even put under the ban of the pulpit, let 
the gentleman not tell me that we are to put bayo- 
nets at the disposal of an Executive to enforce any 
such law. Let the gentleman not lay that flatter- 
ing unction to his soul. I know that the people 
may be addressed, and that parties may make 
excuses and patched-up platforms, for the purpose 
of concealing the truth from the public mind; but 
it cannot be done. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. Lest I should 
have misunderstood the gentleman, I will ask him 
whether we are to understand. him as’ just. now 
announcing the opinion, that armed opposition on 
the part of citizens of a country, for the purpose 
of arresting the execution of the fugitive slave law, 
would not amount to treason ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I said no such thing. I know 
the difference between riot and treason. It would 
be treason to levy war against the United States, 
if there had been a concerted movement of a 
public kind to defeat the execution of a law, or of 
the Constitution, it would amount to treason: 
But these riots which break out suddenly fora 

rivate end—the release of a fugitive slave from 
fis master—would be construed toamount to mere 
riot, and would not be held to be treason. ` And ¥{ 
said, too, thatif a judge would award proper pun~ 
ishment, the Governor of the State would remit it, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Notin Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUTLER. [have aright to appeal to the 
Senate upon another subject in connection with 
this, The Senator from Mississippi vehemently 
urges the necessity of having statutory or legis- 
lative enactments for the ratification of this com- 
promise. He may take either one of the horns of 
the dilemma. The gentleman was either opposed 
to some of the points of the compromise when they 
were under consideration, or he was in favor of 
them. I donot care which he takes, . If he says 
he was opposed to some one of the propositions 
involved in the compromise, he must allow me tò 
take his authority; and if, on that occasion;: he ` 
denounced and was opposed to it, I have a right 
at least to expect from him some indulgence to» 
ward those who agreed with him on that oecasion, 


If, on the contrary, the gentleman was in favor of | 
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the compromises, -he surely will not take the posi- 

tion that he was. “rowing one way and looking 

another, that he gave us his voice by a -simple 
monosyllable of aye or-no, when he gave his heart 
and hand to those who. were forcing. the measure: 
on. He must take one or the other. He cannot 
escape it. He was either opposed to the admis- 
sion of California, and opposed to the abolition of 
the slave trade in the District-of Columbia, or he 
was in favor of those two measures.. For, as re- 
gards the fugitive slave law, of which so much has || 
been said, it was not a-part of the original com- 
promise, I take it that the record must speak 
upon this subject. Here are his votes: and how 
does the gentleman. stand’in. the parliamentary 
mirror? He stands opposed to the admission of |! 
California, upon the ground that it wasa precedent 
not to. be found in the political history of this 
country. If I remember right, at one time he | 
denounced Executive interference for the procure- 
ment of the admission of California. I need not 
go through all the gentleman’s speeches in support 
of this view, because they are too various; but I 
wish to go through this fairly. The gentleman 

_ said that California had been admitted under cir- 
cumstances under which no other State had been 
admitted—in violation of all precedent; and in the 
next breath he says, why do the enemies of the 
compromise denounce this measure? He under- 
takes to vindicate California, and say that she 
came into the Union justlike any other State. At 
another time he admitted that she came in in viola- 
tion of all precedent; and at the next moment, he 
says she was admitted in the same manner as any 
other State was admitted into the Union. 

Allow me to say, that although California has 
been admitted against my judgment, and in oppo- |! 
sition to my will and vote, I have met her rep- 
resentatives here with all respect and kindness, 
and entertain for them entire friendship. IT urged 
the constitutional objection as well as I could 
in the speeches made at the time, with great 
respect and deference to those who differed trom || 
me. Ido not intend to repeat them. What- 
ever may have been the operation of that 
mieasure—and I think it may operate differ- 
ently from the intention—the doctrine was pro- 
claimed before her admission, and some of those 
who voted for it, assumed to do so on the ground |! 
that not another slave State should be admitted | 
into this Union. My. Webster, with all his an- | 
notations and commentaries, has put it forth in | 
that form. The doctrine was avowed and in- 
tended to be established by the precedent, that no 
other slave State should pollute the political asso- 
ciation of this Confederacy ;ayd the doctrine, if not | 
avowed, was practically maintained, that the slave 
States of this Union were not, in a political point 
of view, equal to the non-slaveholding States. I 
believe the honorable Senator has exhibited many 
evidences of a mind sensitive to the honor of 
his State. Will he tell me that when these doc- 
trines were announced and proclaimed, I was to 
submit toa system by which war was to be made 
upoh the institutions of that section of the coun- 
try which I in part represent? I opposed it on |j 
this ground, and I believe the honorable Senator 
did the same. Submit to inequality! Submit that || 
my posterity shall not be equal in political eligibility 
with the sons of the honorable Senator from 
New York! [Mr. Sewarp.] Would I consent to 
the political disfranchisement of my own. chil- 
dren? Yet such were the doctrines avowed, and |! 
such was the belief entertained as to the opera- 
tion of that measure. 1 believe that gentlemen | 
who entertain views of this kind, will be signaliy | 
disappointed, I hope so, at Jeast. For I believe | 
the institution will continue to go South and West, | 
and California will take it as peculiarly suited to 
her condition. 

Now, let me ask the honorable Senator a ques- | 
tion, which I expect him to answer—and I hope | 
he will answer it without the least hesitation: | 
Suppose a proposition were to come up to-morrow H 
to divide California, with the understanding that 
one portion should be a slave State, or that both 
should be slave States, would he vote for it? 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I will answer by 
eiting past history, if the gentleman will allow me. 
I introduced two propositions on the subject my- 
self while this matter was pending, for neither of 
which, according to my recollection, I had the : 


i 


| sippi Convention. 


gentleman’s support, or that of his political asso- 
ciates in thisbody. On the contrary, both of those 


propositions received the fiercest denunciation 
trom. that quarter. - When ‘the proposition to ad- 


| mit California was pending, 1 moved to amend 


the bill sọ that California should be hereafter, with 


| her ‘consent, so divided as you, Mr. President, had 


previously. proposed. she should be. Upon consult- 
ation with you, [Mr. Kine,|1 took the line which 
is proposed in theamendment, for the reasons you 
stated. I did not get the support I anticipated; 
and I will be prepared to show hereafter, from 
the printed debates, what reasons were given by 


i honorable gentlemen for. not voting for that very 
| proposition. a : 
| proposition, that California should be, with her 


I subsequently introduced another 


consent, divided by that line, and that a territorial 
government should be established south of it. 
The objection, then, of certain gentlemen who 
called themselves, par excellence, State-rights men, 
was the supposition that they imagined my amend- 
ment to convey that California, not yet admitted, 
in their judgment, validly into the Union, should 
be treated with so much respect as to have her 
consent to this territorial curlailmentasked. That 
also was voted down. Wheneverany gentleman 
introduces a proposition here to divide California 
with her consent, by the line of 360 30', or 350 
30’, treating her in all these respects as a sovereign 


State, I shall vote for it, and some of those who ! 


will vote for it in connection with me will vote 


jin a manner wholly repugnant to their former 


feelings. 


Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senator admits that | 


while he wishes to make the compromise immu- 
table, he is perfectly willing to change it when it 
suits him. ‘This is a “finality of a totality.” 
Mr. FOOTE. 1 should vote for that proposi- 
tion in the same way that I should vote for a 


| proposition to alter the boundary lines of any other 
l would not ! 


State in the Union at her request. 
vote for that sooner than a proposition to divide 
Texas or New York, if those States desire a new 
State to be formed within their limits. While I 
hold the compromise to be a definitive settlement, 
I do not hold it to be above the Constitution, and 
the Constitution expressly gives Congress the 


power of admitting new States. Now, perhaps, | 
the gentleman is entitled to the triumph which he 
i claims. 


Mr. BUTLER. I claim no triumph. Thegen 
tleman’s own explanation shows where he considers 
the triumph is. While he insists on these com- 
promise laws being like unto the laws of the Medes 
and Persians, so perfect as not to be changed, yet 


he admits there are contingencies on which they | 


may be changed. Thatis what I intended to say. 
It is so wise now that he does not choose to let any- 
body consult the progressive improvements and 
suggestions of time; but he wishes to stitch down 
and pin everybody else to his propositions, upon the 
ground that the Procrustean bed, whether shorter 
or longer, is the only true measure for the country. 
I sball put another proposition to the gentleman, 


,and shall expect him to answer that too. 


Mr. FOOTE. I will answer as many as the 
gentleman chooses to put to me, if he will only 
allow me an opportunity of answering them fully. 


j Some gentlemen neveranswer any questions I put 


to them, but I challenge the propounding of ques- 


| tions from any adversary. 


Mr. BUTLER. The honorable Senator in his 
speech referred to the resolutions of the Missis- 
I wish to ask him a question, 
and I do not wish a disquisition in reply. I ob- 


| serve that the Mississippi Convention have resolved 


that there is no other remedy for abuse of the Con- 
stitution but revolutionary resistance; that thereis 


no right in any one of the members of the Confed- ; 


eracy to resist the Government and form a new 


government except they incur the penalties of | 


treason and rebellion against the Federal Consti- 
tution. The gentleman has chosen to denounce, ; 
in no measured language, the State of South Car- | 
olina. Now, I think he will find himself in a di- 
lemma. from which he cannot escape if he answer ! 
the question I now propound. The Mississippi | 
Convention has said that for an interference with 
slavery in the States—interference with the com- | 
merce in slaves between States—the abolition of 
slavery within the District of Columbia—the repeal 
of the fugitive slave law—the abolition of slavery | 
in the Territories, would constitute a ground for 
the dissolution of their connection with the Fed- 
eral Government; and that for these causes which í 


they have assigned, they would dissolve by revo- į 


|| to attempt it. 


‘lutionary resistance their connection with this 
Government. Now, the gentleman must be placed 
in this situation: Suppose Mississippi, for any of 
these causes, or all of them, should détermine upon 
quitting this Union, or assume a position in which 
her connection could no longer be continued, and. 
the gentleman was called upen to take sides. with 
Mississippi or the Federal! Government, which. 
would he prefer? 

Mr. FOOTE. I shall reply in due season if the 
gentleman will give me an opportunity, but in the 
first place I must tell him that I consider it. insult- 
ing to the State which I represent kere, which has 
always proved true to the Constitution, to put her 
in any such predicament as that described. Never 
will the State of Mississippi, in my opinion, bein 
such a position as to call on any of her sons to 
make war upon the Federal Government; and 
| f ei ne i $ 

when she shall do so, E shall deliberate the question 

and decide according to my sense of propriety. I 
acknowledge my respect, my profound respect, 
for what I deem the supreme law of the land, and 
those who do not, in my opinion are traitors 
| wherever found. 
i} Mr. BUTLER. Well, then, the gentleman, in 
i| a contest between Mississippi and the Federa} 
Government, would consider himself a traitor if he 
were to fight against the Federal banner. 

Mr. FOOTE. The gentleman may make his’ 
own commentary; I shail state my views in full 
hereafter. ý 

Mr. BUTLER. Mississippi here meant some- 
thing or she meant nothing. If these causes were 
appended to the gentleman’s resolution, I presume 
he would go for them or against them. What is 
the supreme law of the land of which he speaks? 
I say the settled doctrine of Virginia, North Car- 
i olina, South Carolina, and I believe of Georgia 
and of Alabama, would be, that this is a confed- 
| eracy of sovereign States, and not g consolidated 
|| Government, which has the exclusive right to de- 
|! cide upon the duty of its members. I know there 
are questions of perplexity, and the gentleman 
might take time to consider; but I know where 
my allegiance will be in a contest of that kind. I 
would not stop to chop logic on the construction 
of papers when my hearth and fireside areinvaded 
and Lam called upon to defend them. If my blood 
| is to be spilt in a contest between. my State and 
| the Federal Government, I would not take time to 
i| deliberate, as the gentleman says he would, where 
l| my allegiance was due. ‘The impulse of my heart, 
i! and the dictates of a judgment long and deliber- 
ately formed, would mark out my path of duty. 

Another of the topics upon which the Senator 
from Mississippi dwelt. He said he would never 
| consent to have the Constitution of the United 
| States amended—he said he wanted no amendment. 
! to the Constitution of Washington. Why, sir, the 
| Constitution itself, with the wisdom that char- 
|| acterized its original organization, provides for 
; amendments. My deliberate opinion is, that if 
amendments had been made to answer the exigen- 
cies and progressive development of this country, 
| we would have been a happy Confederation of Re- 
| publics, under a union having satisfactory guaran- 
| tees for the rights and interests ofall; but, instead of 
| amending it according to the original provision of 
the Constitution, we have now got to a time when 
|| itis declared that it shallnever be amended. AndI 
would say to the gentleman frankly, that I can sce 
no oceasion why he should wish it amended. He 
has not said that he is in favor of a consolidated 
government, but he has maintained that this Gov- 
|! ernment and the Constitution, in all the difficulties 
| which may be involved, may be overcome by 

compromises—the compromises of the majority; 
l and if the gentleman chooses always to act with the 
majority, he has no occasion for amendments. 

Mr, FOOTE. Does the gentleman undertake 
to charge me with having said, at any time, that 
the Constitution of the United States. could, in my 
opinion, be put down by compromises? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. FOOTE. That is the way the gentleman’s 
remarks will be understood. I stated the other 
day, that one of two reasons why I supported the 
compromise was, thatit was not only constitutional 
| in itself, but that none of the constitutional law- 
yers of this body had attempted to make an elab- 
| orate argument to this when they were challenged 


i 


Mr. BUTLER. Tsay that as long as the ma- 
jority can make these compromises or give cón- 
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structions to the Constitution, it will not be amend- 
ed, and the gentleman is emphatically a majority 
man, Idid not say that the gentleman woulé 
agree to what he regarded as a palpable violation or 
the Constitution, but I said the tendency of this 
mode: of treating the Constitution was: to have 
these excrescences in the form of compromises to 
give it a validity which it would. not otherwise 
have. I think we ought to meet the crisis and. 
provide a remedy; ` : ue 

The gentleman says that I have proposed’ no 
amendment. . True, I have proposed: none, but 
there are amendments which J will vote for. When 
the Federal Constitution was under consideration 
in Philadelphia, it was proposed that’ no measure 
affecting the regulation of commerce, or the dis- 
bursement of the public money, should pass with- 
out a vote of two thirds; and I tell the gentleman 
that I would now vote for such a provision. If an 
amendment was proposed to afford new guarantees 
to the slaveholding interest, requiring Congress to 
give governments to Territories, without restric- 
tion as to slavery, I should vote for it. If I were 
to consult the security of this Government, I 
would vote for amendments that would give en- 
forceable guarantees to the minority, and not leave 
the majority to fritter it away by construction, or 
deform it by compromises. ‘There are many salu- 
tary amendments that might be proposed, 

In connection with this subject—and I say it 
to the Senator from Mississippi, more in sorrow 
than in anger,—TI wish he had not thought proper 
to allude, as he did, with rather a sneer, to the 
book of my late distinguished colleague, and to de- 
nounce the proposition contained in that book in 
a way which evidently showed that it was under 
the ban of his censure. I was not prepared for 
that. I have not read Mr. Calhoun’s book. His 
memory is not committed to me, neither are the 
works of his great intellect committed tome. I 
would not be able to take care of them; but the 
least we could have expected of those who often 
agreed with and admired that distinguished man 
was, that we should. not assail him before the 
world, and the Parliament of the nation, where 
the gentleman himself had so many, and seeming 
kindly, associations with him. : 

Mr. FOOTE. The gentleman does not charge 
me with ever having agreed with Mr. Calhoun 
that the Constitution should be amended, so as to 
give additional constitutional guarantees to the 

outh?. I protested against that during his life. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not say that. 

Mr. FOOTE. What did the gentleman say? 

Mr. BUTLER. I said that the gentleman fre- 
quently agreed with, and was a great admirer of, 
Mr. Calhoun. 

Mr. FOOTE, (in his seat.) On some questions 
I did agree with him, but on most I did not. 

The PRESIDENT. The conversation must 
not goon in that way. The Senator is always at 
liberty to make an explanation, with the consent 
of the gentleman having the floor, but he is not at 
liberty to sit in his chair to make comments while 
the speaker is going on. 

Mr. FOOTE. I understand my duty as well 
as the Chair can inform me. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam inclined to think that in- 
justice has been done, perhaps unintentionally, to 
my late distinguished colleague; and perhaps some 


newspaper correspondents may make out of it |! 


something tributary to the state of the public mind. 
I think, however, that the book is not in danger 
from such commentaries, or any that can be made 
upon it by the Senator. They will not add to 
nor take from its merits. They may, it is true, 
make false impressions, for the time, upon super- 
ficial minds, who look not into the book itself; but 
those who are capable of appreciating it, and seek 
after the truth, will read for themselves, and form 
an enlightened and honest judgment. Itis not true, 
as the honorable Senator has said, that Mr. Calhoun 
thought there should be two Executives with the 
same powers. He is a historian, and he knows 
very well that there were two Consuls in Rome, 
“with a Tribune to control them. Bya partition of 
power, and such control of it by the tribunitial veto 


on occasion, the Roman Republic moved on with į 


success and energy. I presume that Mr. Calhoun 
might very well have entertained the idea that two 
Presidents might be very well: one perhaps having 
jurisdiction of foreign and the other of domestic 
“affairs, or some such partition of duties. I presume 


he intended that each should be independent in his | 


mentioned the subject to me in his lifetime, and F 
have not yet had an opportunity, and I regret it, 


to read his book. I- only noticed the remark of 
the gentleman, in passing, with a view to show 
that in some respects his interpretation of the 
book might not be the interpretation of everybody. 
There are other minds besides his to look at the 
subject; and when a great work of the kind is to 
be measured, it must be measured by an enlight- 
ened public opinion after full discussion upon the 
subject. 

Su, I have touched upon these things with re- 
gret. The Senator from Mississippi is in favor of 
the compromise; and he denounces, in no meas- 
ured terms, all thosé opposed’ to it; not that the 
gentleman seems to be governed by unkind feel- 
Ings to many embraced in the sweep of his cen- 
sure. 

Mr. FOOTE. I have here, elsewhere, and 
everywhere, wherever I have attempted to speak 
of the struggle which occurred in the two Houses 
of Congress, in reference to the questions con- 


| tained in the plan of compromise, said, uniformly 


and emphatically, that, so far as the conduct of 
Senators and Representatives was concerned in 
that struggle, I had no censures whatever to be- 
stow; nor that I wished them to be censured in 
any shape or form by any patriotic man in the 
country. The President of this body knows what 
my views on this subject were, for we have talked 
together. All that I have said was, that now, 
when these measures have become the law of the 
land; now that the great experiment of compro- 
mise was in course of trial, | did conceive that it 
was the duty of all parties, North and South, to 
make a fair experiment of those measures, and not 
to engage in violent agitations against any feature 
of them. I have simply condemned all attempts 
at the North, or at the South, at this time, to break 
up the compromise. But I have never undertaken 
to condemn any man, or set of men, for decent, 
zealous, patriotic opposition to any of the meas- 
ures of adjustment which they themselves disap- 


| proved at the time. This is, and always has been, 


my attitude on that subject. 
Mr. BUTLER. That may be; but the gentle- 
man knows as well as any one here, that no one 


i had greater influence—perhaps I may say that he 


had uncommon influence—in getting up the South- 
ern Address; he was the prime mover of it. 


| And I think the gentleman must, to some extent, 
| assume the responsibility of the Nashville Con- 


vention. I say that, after the position which that 


| gentleman has occupied, justice, if not generosity, 


requires that he should at least look to the mo- 


| tives, which I hope he will, of other persons who 


are disposed to stand up to the propositions which 
they avowed at the time in the Southern Address. 
I supposed it was a matter of historical interest 
to the gentleman. And now I will say here, for 
the first time, what I have heretofore said to my 
friends, that the Nashville Convention was prema- 
ture. My friends know that this was my opinion. 


If there is one gentleman in this hall who has’ 


contributed fuel to the fires of Southern resistance 


| and indignation, the honorable Senator has fed 


them as freely asany other. I amnot now making 
any accusations against him for mere change of 
opinion and position. I have said nothing at 


| all, nor will I say anything, in reference to a man 3 


course, when he changes it; but when the Senator 


| from Mississippi thought proper to speak of South 


Carolina, and allude to her internal contests, the 
least, in my opinion, that delicacy or propriety 
could require of him, was to forbear unkind allu- 
sions to her course, and especially to abstain 


| from availing of his own change of doctrine and 
position to give point to those allusions. The | 
i mass of those who, in South Carolina, were for 


putting her in advance of what I regarded the 
position she should occupy, are persons whose 
motives and designs would place them before the 
tribunal of history in a point of view far above 
reach of the gentleman’s arrow. They are as 


T hoped that the 
people there, under the lead of the honorable'gen- 
tleman-and such as he, would vanquish the dema- 
gogues in that struggle. That is what. I said. - 
I didnot denounce the Legislature of South Caro- 
lina. I did not denounce any organized body of 
men there, Legislature or Convention. If Ihave 
any particular sentiments ‘unfavorable : tov’ such 
bodies, I withheld themi; but I did denounce, and’ f 
shall continue to denounce, any man or set of men 
in South Carolina, who dared to urge the people 
of that State to attack the forts of the United States 
within her limits—to make war upon the General 
Government—and who dared to say, perverting 
the language of the immortal Henry, ‘I say we 
must fight.” I did denounce such persons, and 
not those who were inclined to arm the State for 
her own defence against the General Government, 
in the event of an unjust attack neither menaced 
nor expected. I did denounce persons who, as I 
am prepared to prove by their speeches, attempted, 
without any aggression on the partof the General 
Government, to incite the people of South Carolina 
to an immediate attack upon the Government. 
These are the men that I denounced, and I am-re- 
sponsible here and elsewhere, for thé strongest lan~ 
guage used in decrial of them. I shall always 
decry them. Btn Cres 

Mr. BUTLER. If I had not been interrupted 
I should have gone on and stated, perhaps, what 
the gentleman could not have taken exception’ to, 
so far as I am concerned. I have not said anp- 
thing in a personal point of view, but I must do 
my duty to others. i 

Mr. FOOTE. If the gentleman chooses to de- 
fend such men, he can do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. South Carolina, in her first 
resolutions of 1848, proposed nothing but codp-~ 
eration with the other States. In 1849, in the 
mildest terms, she proposed the same thing. In 
1850--I'say it upon my responsibility in this Cham- 
ber—she called her convention in reference to a 
course projected and intimated by the State of 
Mississippi. I cannot be mistaken in that. « Is it 
just that any reproach should attach to her froma 
representative of Mississippi? : : 

There were many things well calculated to ag- 
gravate the popular excitement and indignation at 
the course of the General Government. Whilst 
‘the people were deliberating on their condition, 
and the course the State should pursue, the Ad- 
ministration showed both a want of wisdom and 
decency. For what purpose some troops were 


; sent to the forts in Charleston isnot distinctly un- 


derstood. ‘The effect was to arm-all parties with 
a determination to resent the insulting demonstra- 
tion; and it was difficult for her public. men to re~ 
strain excitement and control consequences, That 
movement hag left an abiding impression on the 
public mind. There was not the slightest occa- 
sion for troops, and if one drop of blood had been 
shed, there would have been a civil war that would 
have put the questions now in debate under the 
arbitrament of the sword. The gentleman might 
have found ita difficult task to have found enough 
constables to hang the traitors. He would have 
been consumed in his own State if he had made 
a demonstration against South Carolina. The 
issue would have been far above party strife or 
rhetorical display. 

Į cannot go further into this subject, except to 
express my opinion that injustice has been done 
to those of South Carolina who have attempted 
to conform to the suggestions of Mississippi; not 
altogether under the counsels. of the honorable 
Senator, but yielding very much to influénce-which. 
his counsels and those of others had.’ “Therefore 
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I think such an allusion as he made was entirely 
unnecessary. i N 

Mr. FOÒTE, of Mississippi. I will not now 
ask the gentleman to. allow me to explain, because 
I have interrupted. him so often. Yet, if it would 
make no'difference to him, Í would. go-on-now to 
explain the attitude of the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman is at liberty to 
proceed. 

Mr. FOOTE. I shall explain more fully here- 
after. I wish now simply to protest against what 
the gentleman has said in regard to the course and 
attitude of the State of Mississippi. It is true I 
signed the Southern Address; ane Tnow approve 
every word contained therein. It is true, I did 
forward a letter from Mr. Calhoun to my own 
State which proposed the holding of the Nashville 
Convention, and which marked out to some extent 
the then expected modus operandi of that body. It 
is true, also, as I have heretofore asserted, that not 
one single word is contained in that Southern Ad- 
dress or in Mr. Calhoun’s lettef which recom- 
mends secession, or intimates that there should be 
any amendment to the Constitution. The State 
of Mississippi was willing to meet, in a proper 
manner and a truly patriotic spirit, the citizens of 
the rest of the slavelfolding States of this Union in 
the Nashville Convention, for the purpose of fra- 
ternal consultation, in regard to the means most 
proper to be adopted for guarding against certain 
dangers with which we were then menaced—one 
of which was the abolition.of slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; another of which was the at- 
tempt to impose the Wilmot proviso. I will not 
reiterate all the measures with which we had been 
then menaced for some years, and to which the 
Southern Address, in the most solemn manner, 
called the attention of the South; to guard against 
whish the State of Mississippi, under advice re- 
ceived from South Carolina through me, in the 
manner I have described, was willing to send del- 
egates to a Southern Convention. I will add, 
though, that it was doubiless one of our objects in 
this movement, to secure our long-withheld right 
to an efficient congressional enactment providing 
for the recapture and restoration of fugitives from 
service. But I reiterate, that we did not commit 
ourselves to secession, ner did we insist on amend- 
ing the Federal Constitution. 

1 will say further to the honorable gentleman, 
that the State of Mississippi, as she was justified 
in doing, came to the conclusion, gravely and de- 
liberately—and I believe all dispassionate men will 
admit that she acted wisely in coming to that con- 
clusion-—that.the. plan of compromise. effectuall 
guarded against every single danger with which 
the South had been antecedently menaced, and 
secured to her the fugitive slave law, to which she 
was entitled by the Constitution, in addition, to- 
gether with certain other incidental advantages, 
some of which I endeavored to point out the 
other day., Now if, in the opinion of the State 
of Mississippi, the compromise has operated 
in a manner so comprehensively beneficial, how 
can it be contended that the State of South Caro- 
lina, when she undertook, without just reason, to 
manifest dissatisfaction with the acts of adjustment, 
and-proposed a Southern Congress for the purpose 
of arraying the Southern States against them, was 
led into that attitude by the State of Mississippi? 
I have heard that said before, and F have dented 
jt. Had the wise monitions of the parent Con- 
vention of Mississippi been adopted by the Nash- 
ville*Convention, the South would have had no 
further trouble. I believe this advice would have 
been adopted and acted upon, but for certain in- 
triguing politicians, who attempted, in my opinion, 
in bad faith—of which I shall give the proofs here- 
after—to wield the machinery of the National Con- 
vention, gotten up for very different purposes, for 
the overthrow of the Union; a very ingenious plan 
having been adopted, under the advice of certain 
persons who have openly avowed themselves sub- 
sequently to have been secret disunionists in heart 
and design at that time, in demanding terms of 
settlement so extravagant and unreasonable as to 
make all hope of their ultimate adoption utterly 
absurd. . 

One of the leaders of South Carolina, a gentle- 
man who is reputed to be the author of the Nash- 
yille Address, declared, as I well recollect, in a 
speech delivered in Charleston, immediately after 
his return from the Nashville Convention, that he 


had entertained no expectation when the celebrated |} 
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demand of 360 30’ was made on the part of -the 
Convention, that it would be acceded to; but that 
he, for many years past, had been tired of the 
Union and anxious to break it up, and expected, 
through the agency of. the- Nashville Convention, 
and by demanding terms of adjustment which 
would not be acceded to by Congress and the 
Northern States, to accomplish his Tong-cherished 
objeet. This noted avowal, I say, was made in 
Charleston after the session of the Convention had 
drawn to a close; but that gentleman cannot deny 
that hé had been quite particular in not declaring 
such views and objects in the Nashville Conven- 
tion. All-will perceive from this statement that 
the honorable Senator [Mr. Burser] has entirely 
misunderstood the true position of the State.of 
Mississippi, and I hope not hereafter to hear her 
accused of being instigated by any portion of the 
extravagant movements of certain factionists in 
South Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have only said that South 
Carolina, to some extent, shaped her course accord- 
ing to the plan marked out by the State of Missis- 
sippi. The Senator has made allusious which 
cannot be mistaken. 1 must, therefore, in justice 
to my colleague, yield the floor, to allow him an 
opportunity of speaking, although there is much 
more which I would have said, but for the frequent 
interruptions with which the course of my remarks 
has been broken in upon, and the allusions to my 
colleague which it is Dut justice he should have an 
opportunity to notice. 

r. RHETT next addressed the Senate until 
past theusual hour of adjournment, when, without 
finishing, he yielded the floor, and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 15, 1851. 

The House met at twelve o’clock. 

The Journal of Thursday wasread and approved. 

Mr. Srratron was appointed by the Speaker to 
fill the vacancy in the Committee of Elections, in 
the place of Mr. Disney, who was excused from 
service on said committee. 

Mr. CuLLom, of Tennessee, and Mr. Brown, 
of Mississippi, appeared, were qualified by taking 
the usual oath to support the Constitution, and 
took their seats. 

LOUIS KOSSUTH. 

A message was received from the Senate, an- 
nouncing the passage by that body of ‘ A joint 
resolution of welcome to Louis Kossuth.” 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a resolution 
calling upon the President for information. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Is it in order now, Mr. 
Speaker, to move a suspension of the rules, to 
consider the resolution from the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has the floor. 4 

Mr. BAYLY. I will say to the gentleman from 
Indiana, [{Mr. Rosinson,] that I have no intention 
of being in the way of the resolution concerning 
Kossuth, My resolution is simply one asking 
important information from the President; and to 
which I presume there will be no objection. 


IMPRISONMENT OF MR. THRASHER. 


There being no objection, the resolution was 
reported to the House, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, so far asin his judgment may be compatible with the 
public interest, to communicate to the House any informa- 
tion in possession of the Executive respecting the impris- 
onment, trial, and sentence of John 8. Thrasher, in the 
Island of Cuba, and to his right to claim the protection 
of the Government, as a native-born citizen of the United 
States. 


The question was then put, and the resolution 
was adopted. 


WELCOME TO LOUIS KOSSUTH. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I now move a suspension 
of the rules, for the purpose of taking up the reso- 
lution of welcome to Kossuth, I shall also ask 
that it be put upen its passage. ` 

The question was then taken, and the rules 
were suspended, 

The resolution was then read the first and sec- 
ond times by its title. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I now move that the reso- 
lution be put upon its passage; and upon that 
mation J ask the previous question, 


Cries of: ‘« Read the resolution.” 
The résolution was read, as follows: 


@ A Joint Resolution of welcome to Louis Kossuth. 
Resolved, That Congress, in the name and behalf. of the 
people of the United States, give to Louis Kossuth a cor- 
dial welcome to the capital and the country yand that a copy 
of this resolution be transmitted to him by the President of 
the United States. » s 


The question now being upon ordering the res- 
olution to a third reading, f : 

Mr. ROBINSON called for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Cries of “ That’s right!” * Let’s have the pre- 
vious question !”? 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered; and being put, was 
carried in the affirmative, ; 

The resolution was then read a third time. 

The question now being, ‘Shall the resolution 

” 
pass? x . 
Mr. RICHARDSON moved the previous ques- 
| tion; which was seconded, and the main qustion 
was ordered to be put. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, asked the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the resolution; which were 
ordered; and being taken, were—yeas 181, nays 
16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Charles Allen, Willis Allen, 
Allison, Andrews, John Appleton, William Appleton, Bab- 
cock, Bartlett, Barrere, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Beale, Bell, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bocock, Bowne, John H. 
Boyd, Breckenridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Buell, Bur- 
rows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, ‘homp- 
son Campbell, Carttcr, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, Chas- 
tain, Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Cullom, 
Curtis, Daniel, Geo. T. Davis, J. G. Davis, Dawson, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Eastman, 
Edmundson, Edgerton, Evans, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fiteh, 
Florence, Fowler, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J.D. 
Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Gorman, Grey, Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, 
| Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Horsford, Houston, 
Howard, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, In- 
| gersoll, Ives, Jackson, John Johnson, Daniel T, Jones, J. 
Gtaney Jones, Geo. G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, 
Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Edward C. Mar- 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, McCorkle, McDonald, MeLana- 
han, MeMullin, McNair, McQueen, Meacham, Meade, 
| Miller, Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Jolin Moore, Mor- 
i rison, Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, Outlaw, 
Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Pen- 
niman, Perkins, Phelps, Porter, Price, Rantoul, Richard- 
son, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Ross, Sackett, Schermer- 
horn, Schoonmaker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen 
S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Snow, Benjamin Stan- 
ton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abr’m P. 
Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Geo. W. Thomp- 
son, Thurston, Townshend, Tuck, Wallace, Walsh, Ward, 
Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, Alex- 
ander White, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Yates—161. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Averett, Bragg, Albert G. 


Brown, Caldwell, Isham G. Harris, Holladay, James John- 
son, George W. Jones, Martin, Morehead, Savage, Scurry, 
| Alexander IL. Stephens, Williams, and Woodward—l6. 


So the resolution passed. 


Mr. McMULLIN, when his name was called, 
said he should vote for the resolution, though 
with great reluctance. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. ROBINSON moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and to lay that motion on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


The question was then taken upon the title of 
the resolution; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
question of privilege. 

Mr. SMITH. I rose for the same purpose. I 
move to reconsider the vote just taken, by which 
the title of the resolution was adopted, and I ask 
ifupon that motion l cannot submit a few remarks 
on the merits of the resolution? 

The SPEAKER, Debate upon that question 
| must be confined to the merits of the title of the 
i resolution, and the reasons for its reconsideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of 
order. I desire to inquire whether there was a 
division upon the question of adopting the title? 
If there was no division, then I have no question 
i to make. 
|} The SPEAKER. There was no division. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I have no ques- 
tion to make. 

Mr. SMITH. Jask the Clerk to read the title 
of the resolution and the resolution. 

Mr. CARTTER. I object to the reading of the 
| resolution. That is not now under consideration, 
The SPEAKER. It is competent for the House 
! to order the reading of the resolution. The ques- 
| tion, therefore, is, Shall the resolution be read? 


I rise toa 


” 


Mr. EVANS. I submit to the Chair that the: 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Smitu] has ‘the 
right to demand that the resolution shall be read. 
If he has the-right to discuss the merits of the 
title, and its pertinency to.the resolution, I desire 
to know how he can show its pertinency without 
having the resolution read? 

Mr. SMITH. If the House will but listen to 
me for two minutes 

Mr. CARTTER.: L object. | 

[Cries of “ Hear him!” è Hear him!” and great | 
confusion inthe Hall.] ` | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Smits} is entitled to the floor, and will 
proceed. 

Mr. SMITH. Thenotice which I gave the other 
day of resolutions I intended to introduce into this | 
House, has placed me in a most extraordinary 
position before the country, and has rendered it 
necessary for me to make some explanation as to 
their object and the reason for their introduction. 
That is my only object for now asking the indul- 
gence of the House. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a question of order. 
J desire to know of the Chair if the gentleman is 
proceeding in order? 

[Cries of ** Don’t interrupt him!” “ Let’s hear 
him!” i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the gentleman is in order. The Chair cannot an- 
ticipate what application the gentleman intends to 
make with his remarks, * 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from 
Alabama rises te explain. Now, since I have 
been a member of this House, the privilege of per- 
sonal explanation has not been refused once, and | 
I hope it will not be refused to the gentleman from 
Alabama. : 

Several Memsers. Certainly not. ` 

Mr.CARTTER. Itis not my desire to object 
to the gentleman’s making a personal explanation, | 
but-—— * 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the gentleman from Alabama has not transgressed | 
the rules of legitimate debate. 

Mr. CARTTER. But I understand that the | 
gentleman’s intention is, to discuss the merits of | 
the resolution itself. He has the right only to 
discuss its title. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot tell what 
application the gentleman will make of his re- 
marks. The gentleman from Alabama will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. SMITH. I merely wish to explain my 
position. If the House will indulge me, I will get 
through in the time which gentlemen will consume 
with their interruptions. I believe I have the 
right to' address the House upon this question, | 
and I also ask it asa matter of courtesy. I desire | 
to show, that at the time I gave notice of my in- 
tention to offer these resolutions, there were really 
grounds upon which they were properly based. 
Well, sir, I cannot get at this without going to 
some extent into the merits of the resolution just 
adopted, and also, to some extent, into the merits 
of the whole Kossuth question. Edo not say that 
I have that right. 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The gentle- 
man: from Alabama will allow the Chair to say, 
that he has not now the right to discuss the reso- 
lutions of which he gave notice the other day, 
unless the House grant him leave; neither is it in 
order to discuss the main body of the resolution, | 
except so far as it is necessary to Inquire whether | 
the title ought or ought not to be adopted. | 

Mr. McMULLIN. J rise for the purpose of | 
propounding this interrogatory to the Chair: I| 
desire to know whether it is in order to move that 


the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Snir] have |! 


leave to explain? 

TheSPEAKER. Itis competent for the House 
to grant leave, if the rules are suspended for that 
purpose. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. 
move a suspension of the rules for that purpose? 


Ys it in order, then, to |} : f } met 
} : H the explanation I wish, without going into the i 


i nity of explanation. 


‘gentleman from Alabama an- opportunity for ex- | 


| the law, and pass she resolution? 


“Mr. McMULLIN. Then Unays that the rules 
of the House be suspended, in order to-allow the 


planation. 


the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GENTRY. I believe, according to pre- 
vious usage, the Househave the right to grant leave 
upon a mere motion. I move that-the gentleman | 
from Alabama have leave to explain, so far as he | 
thinks it necessary for his own vindication. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Tennessee has anticipated me. I intended to 
have made the same motion. $ 

The question was then put, and carried in the 
affirmative. 

So leave was granted. 

Mr. SMITH. I thank my friend from Vir- 


ginia [Mr. McMuutry] for the motion to suspend |! 


the rule, in order to allow me the fuller opportu- 


that he remarked, that he doubted the propriety of 
that vote. 1 am satiated he will agree with my 
views. The course, Mr. Speaker, which has been 
taken upon this resolution presents to the country 
a most extraordinary spectacle. A few days ago, 
when it was introduced into one end of this Capi- 
tol, we hear, it met with so light favor that its pro- 
jector [Mr. Foorr]—a man of indomitable zeal 


and energy—thought proper to withdraw it, un- |! 
ey ght proj , | 


der the frowns of opposition. At that time the | 
“Star of the East ”? had not arisen; at that time | 
Kossuth had not appeared, and popular commo- | 
tion had not been aroused in the country; atthattime | 
the mob power had not begun to be exercised. | 
But since then a most astonishing change has come 
over our legislators; a resolution, though not in 
the same terms, yet looking to the same object, 
has been introduced in the Senate, and that body 
assed it with but six dissenting voices. Is that 
egislating within the walls of this Capitol, beyond 
the influence of popular commotion, or is it not, 
rather, the public outside these walls who make 
But what do we 
see in this House? We see this same resolution 
brought forward here, at the hour of twelve 
o’clock, and before a remark could be made the 
previous question was called; that question was 
sustained, and the resolution passed. When I 
reached my seat I found the House voting upon the | 
passage of the resolution, and was forced to vote | 
in favor of it, in order that I might move a recon- 
sideration, and thereby be enabled to make the 
remarks which I think so important to me. 

Mr. CARTTER. I riseto a question of order. 
The question submitted to the House was, ‘‘ Shall 
the gentleman from Alabama have leave to make 
a personal explanation?”? That was the question 
submitted to the House, and the one upon which 
the House acted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That is just what 
he is doing. | 

Mr. CARTTER. Thegentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Jones] says that is what he was doing. | 
I do not understand what this personal explana- 
tion is, then, if it will allow the gentleman to start 
off with a general attack upon Kossuth, and this 
body, for passing the Kossuth resolution. If I 
understand the force and connection of his re- 
marks, instead of being a personal explanation 
of the gentleman from Alabama, it is a reflection 
upon the whole House and its character, and par- 
ticularly upon the friends of this resolution. - 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I call the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to order. 

Mr.CARTTER. Well, that isthe point of or- 
der I make. 

Mr: SMITH. I believe the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] is a little fuller of a speech 
to-day than Tam. [Laughter.] : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remark that, 
in his opinion, the gentleman from Alabama has 
not transgressed the privilege granted him by the 
H ‘ 


1 


Mr. CARTTER. Upon that motion I demand || 


I noticed, when he voted, || 


merits of the controversy, and Twill “proce 
do it in brief. I will begin by looking upon Ko 


| his country—as an exile. ‘ Now, itis thought 
en to man to be banished. from: his .country; 


misfortune depends upon circumstances-—the coun- 
try from which he is banished, its situation; its 
wealth, poverty, its laws, and the home condition 
of the party banished at the time.- Indeed, it is 
not always a misfortune. > 
I remember that, Diogenes counterfeited coin in 
order that he might be banished from Pontus. I 
remember that Stragoniscus committed forgery in 
| order that he might be banished from Straphos. 
tries was getting out of prison, Now, I think, if 
these things were applied seriously to. the histor 
and present condition of Hungary, that Kossuth: 
i might not only not be considered aùn unfortunate, 
but, truly, a most fortunate man. We have it, in 


! the story of Themistocles, that when he was ban- 


ished from Athens. he fled. to the court of. Persia, 
where he was received with so much graciousness, 
that the great Monarch of Persia set apart for him 
six cities; one for his wine, one for his meat, one 
for his bread, one for his chamber, one for his 
wardrobe, and I suppose another for his kennel. 
Well, this Themistocles, while living in so much 
splendor, forgot poor little Athens, and considered 
himself the happiest of men; and in contemplating 
the splendor and luxuries with which he had been 


heads of his children, and exclaim, “ Ah! my chil- 
dren, we would have been undone, but for. our 
undoing!” Happy Themistocles! Now, let. us 
look at the man sath again, There he stands, — 
| before the American people, welcomed as no, man’ 
was ever welcomed before. Private assemblies 
and publie assemblies, private mansions and public 
mansions are opened. to receive him,’ Military. 
chieftains and municipal authorities attend him 
with all the pomp and circumstance of place and 
power. : . 


| Wine, wit, and beauty still their charms display, 
\ 


Light all the shades of life and cheer him on his way.” 


| Happy, happy Kossuth! And, in addition to 
į this, it seems to bea part of his mission—and I in- 
| tend to go into the merits of that mission, in order . 
i to sustain my resolution—toask for money; Now, 
Mr. Speaker, in connection with my resolution, I 
propose to present him to this Elouse as’ coming 
here to raise money. That was part of his busi- 
ness. We are told by his friends that he’ was 
detained in England, and did not arrive‘ gù our 
shores as soon as was expected, because he was 
there to arrangeand provide for the wants of his 
associates, by a subscription, got up for them. in 
London. 

I see in’ his last speech in New York he un- 
rolls a little magical scroll there, which gives him 
a great deal of pleasure, and which seemed to be 
a source of great pleasure to his audience—that 
dinner party—that great dinner party, “which I 
suppose is to control, as the pulss of public senti- 
ment, Congress as well as the sentiments of the 
whole American people... It is wise to remember 
that the sober second thought comes, not only after 
dinner, but after digestion. 

The little document: which he unrolled came 
from the city of Cincinnati. Why, sir, if Kos- 
suth could but get that city (which is Porkdom,) 
as one of the siz, he certainly might be contented, 
as much so as Themistocles. 

Here it is: 

CINCINNATI, On10, November 14, 1851. 


M. Lours Kossu'rn, Governor of Hungary: Sir—I have 
authorized the office of the Ohio Life Insurance and Trust 


| Compamy, in New York, to hand you drafts on me for one 


thousand dollars., x 
Respectfully yours, W. SMEAD. 
This was very gratefully received, and the Hun- | 
garian exile then proceeded to submit.a proposi- 
tion to raise more money. aoe 


Mr. SKELTON. | I rise to a question of order. 


ouse. 
Mt. SMITH. It is impossible for me to make 


I desire to inquire of the Chair, if itis in order, 


suth, standing, as he does, a marl banished ‘from ~ 
some persons to be the greatest evil’ that can hap- | 


ut this is not alwaysthe fact. The extent of the 


surrounded, he was led to lay his hands upon the - 


They thought that to be banished from such coln- -, 
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after the Floüse has sustained the previous ques-. 
tion, and when the. resolution ig not before the 
House, for any member to discuss It in this'stage of 
proceeding. ‘The resolution was put to the House, 
anda large majority of us voted for its adoption. 
Lask, therefore, if it is in order for the gentleman 
from Alabama, under the privilege granted him to 
make a personal explanation, to speak against the 
resolution when no one of its friends can be per- 
mitted to defend it? es 

“The SPEAKER. The House, by a vote, have 
given the gentleman from Alabama leave to make 
a personal explanation, Ithas been the custom of 
the House, where such leave has been granted, to 
allow. the largest latitude for debate; and in 
accordance with that usage, the Chair does not 
féel at liberty to interrupt the gentleman in his 
remarks: because it is notin his power to antici- 
pate the application which the member from Ala- 

ama might make of the- course of remarks he is 
now pursuing. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay that 
are on the table. A 

he question was then put upon the motion to 
Jay upon the table, and a division being had, 103 
rose in the affirmative. 

Mr. STUART demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. FOWLER. I beg the Chair to inform the 
House of the state of the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Canrrar] takes an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, that the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. Surrx] was not wandering beyond the limits 
prescribed by the House, in granting him leave to 
make a personal explanation. 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] moves to lay that 
appeal upon the table; and upon that motion the 

eas and nays have been ordered. : 

Mr. JONES. Iwithdraw the motion to lay the 
ore upon the table, I understand an appeal is 
debatable, and I desire to make two or three 
remarks upon it, 

Gries of “No! No!” 

Mr. STUART. Lrise to a question of order. 
I submit this point. After the yeas and nays 
have been ordered upon a motion, I submit that 
the mover has no right to withdraw it. 

oe SPEAKER overruled the question of 
order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Irise to a question of 
order. I submit to the Chair, that when an appeal 


I take an appeal from the 


js taken from the decision of the Chair, according | 
to our rules, that appeal must be decided by the 


House without debate. 

Mr. JONES, Where do you get that rule? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. itis one of the rules of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrwes this 
point of order also. The genteman from Fen- 
nessce [Mr. Jongs] is entitled to the floor, 


ting. 
er. 


Mr. JONES. Imerely wish to make a state- 
ment of the case, as I understand it, in order that 
the House in overruling the Chair, may not violate 
the rules of the House—because there may be a 
spirit here in favor of Kossuth to override all rules, 
and perhaps all discussion, The. gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Sarr] asked leave to make an 
explanation. Tt was objected to. ` 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, Cntr } 
I call the gentleman from Tennessee to or 
ask that the 35th rule be read. 

It wag then read by the Clerk, as follows: 

“Yf any member, i waking or otherwise, transgress the 
rules of tie Louse Speaker shall, or any member may, 
eall to orders in which ease the member so called to order 
shall immediately sit down, nn} permitted to explain 5 
and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, but 
without debate: if there be no appeal, the decision of the 
Chair shall be submitted to. Ef the decision be 
the member ealled to order, he shall be at liberty to pro- 
ceed; if otherwise, he shall not be permitted to proceed, in 
case any member object, without leave of the House; and 
if the case require tt, he shall be liable to the censure of the 
House.” 

r. JONES, of Tennessee. That rule was 
pended with the other, in order to permit the 


Z 


sus 
gen 
his speech, 
the newspapers throughout the country, and it is 
right that he should have an opportunity of de- 
fending his course, [cries of ‘* Order P? “ order!” 

Į repeat that the rule has been suspended. [Re- 
newed cries of “ Order !?’] 


The gentleman } 


iavor of 


tleman from Alabama [Mr. Smr} to make || 
The gentleman has been abused by | 


i 


| 


| gerous influence that this man may exercise in 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion, 
notwithstanding the rules have been suspended 
for a particular purpose, that the gentleman from 
Alabama is subjected to the rules of the House in 
the course of the remarks, which he may make, 
and that in any question arising on an appeal. in 
this particular case, debate is not In order. The 
gentleman from Tennessee has withdrawn the mo- 
tion to lay the appeal on the table. | . 

Mr. JONES. I renew the motion to 
appeal upon the table. d 

Mr. CARTTER called for the yeas and nays 
| upon the motion to lay upon the table; and they 

were ordered. 4 . 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
| lay the appeal upon the table; and there were— 
ycas 122, nays 58; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, Wiliam 
Appleton, Averett, Barrere, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Bell, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bocock, Bowne, Bragg, 
Breakenridge, Brenton, Brooks, Buell, Burrows, Busby, 
E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, 
Caskie, Chastain, Clark, Cullom, Curtis, Daniel, George 
f. Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dockery, Dun- 
ham, Durkee, Edifundson, Enans, Ewing, Ficklin, Fitch, 
Fiorence, Fowl Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, 
Goodenow, Gorman, Hali, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham 
G. Harris, Sampsou W. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, 
Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, Holladay, Horsford, 
Houston, Howard, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, John Jobnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, Martin, Me- 
Corkle, MeMullin, McQueen, Milson, Miner, Henry D. 
Moore, John Moore, Morrison, Nabers, Olds, Samuel W. 
Parker, Peasiee, Penniman, Phelps, Rantoul, Richardson, 
Robbins, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, Seudder, Seurry, 
David L. Seymour, Origen S7 Seymour, Smart, Smith, 
¥yederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Sutherland, 
| Tayior, Benjamin Thompson, George W. Thompson, 

Walbridge, Wallace, Walsh, Watkins, Welch, Addison 
White, Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, Woodward, 
and Yates—124 

NAY S—-Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Andrews, 
John Appleton, Babeack, Bartlett, John H. Boyd, Briggs, 
| Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Chapinan, 
| Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Dimmick, Doty, 
Edgerton, Faulkner, Floyd, Freeman, Grow, Hart, Hib- 
| bard, Ingersoll, Preston King, Letcher, Taunphrey Mar- 
| shall, MeDonald, McNair, Meade, Molony, Morehead, 
| Murray, Newton, Andrew Parker, Penn, Perkins, Polk, 
Price, Robie, Robinson, Sackett, Schoonmaker, Skelton, 
Benjamin Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Ste- 
veng, St Martin, Strother, Stuart, Swectser, Thurston, 
i Townshend, Washburn, Wells, and Wildrick—58. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

Mr. COBB, on his name being called upon the 
above vote, said: Duty and inclination come in 
conflict. Tshould like to vote Yea, but my duty 
compels me to vote * No;” and I therefore do it. 

Mr. SMITH then resumed his remarks, and 
said: To relieve the gentleman who has inter- 
rupted me so frequently, I will make this remark, 
that it is impossible for me to submit the explana- 
f tion which } design, without vindicating the reso- 

lutions which I offered the other day, and I can- 
not vindicate those resolutions without going into 
i the merits of the controversy. I should, however, 
have been nearly through by this time, and I trust 
that I shall not be met by any further interruption. 

The fate of the unfortunate fifty who fell in 
| Cuba, whose melancholy end is fresh in the rec- 
ollection of us all, ought of itself to be sufficient 
to make the American people and the American 
! Congress pause and make the solemn inquiry 
whether or not they are ready so soon to invite, 
to foster, to encourage, and to feast another for- 
eigner—another perturbed, restless political revo- 
hutionist ? 

It is impossible for any one to look this ques- 
tion calmly in the face, without being compelled to 
see the close similarity between the Lopez expedi- 
tion and any expedition which could be fitted out 
in this country in favor of Hungary. Wecannot 
yet assign to Lopez his proper position; I trust 
that posterity will find in him all the elements of 
| a martyr and of a hero. All we know of him is, 
| that he beguiled the young of the country, and 
that he deceived the old of the country—not pub- 
licly, not by eloquence, but by dinner-table con- 
| versation, private understandings, loans and Cu- 
| ban-bondisms. 

Now, sir, this illustrious exile cannot consider 
that I bring him into contempt, by mentioning his 
name with that of Lopez. I do not doit with any 
such intention. I believe that Lopez may find a 
lofty place in the estimation of posterity. I refer 
to him merely for the purpose of showing the dan- 


lay the 


our country at this moment. Every American 


| tion. At this particular time, šo soon after thedis- 
banding of our armies, when the country is so full 
of those young men who have. tasted of war— 
whose swords have been whetted, whose ambition 
now has no outlet, no escape; who have no. hope 
except in arms—at this particular time, the excit- 
ing speeches of this exile may have upon the 
country a most disastrous and unfortunate effect. 
It was to avert these evils that I desired to call the 
attention of the public officers of the country to 
| him and to his position. eS 

Now let us examine the merits of Kossuth’s 
mission to this country. He told us in his Eng- 
lish speeches that his object in coming to the Uni- 
ted States was to endeavor to unite England and 
America in behalf of his country, and to induce us 
to abandon our old national non-interventionalism, 
and to adopt an “armed non-intervention,” as he 
is pleased to term it. He told us that this was 
his object. I have his speeches before me, in 
which he says that one of the objects of his mis- 
sion to this country is to perfect a union between 
England and America, and to introduce into our 
policy a new code of national non-intervention, 
Here is what he says: : 

“ J suppose itis known now that the policy of England 
and of the United States ean unite; and when they are uni- 
| ted, I myself hope that without wars the interests of man- 
| kind by that means will be secured. x * s 7 
When I go to the United States, I will consider it to be one’ 
of my duties to try if there cannot be an humble opportuni- 
ty for this union, as I was an humble opportunity for the 
promulgation of the solidarity sentiment of nations for the 
principles of liberty.” 5 

In that same speech what did he say as to our 
policy of non-intervention—as to Washington’s 
policy of non-intervention? Why he compliments 
the Father of his Country for promulgating what 
he is pleased to term, in his unique phraseology, 
“ the letter-marque of despotism.” Washington’s 
policy of non-intervention is, in the idea of Kos- 
suth, “the letter-marque of despotism!’ Hear 
what he says: 

‘That is the principle—the sovereign right of every na- 
tion to dispose of itself. But this is not the non-interven- 
tion which would be defined by these words: ‘£ do not care 
whatever be the fate of humanity, whatever the disposal of 
the world may do with Europe or with its liberty, because 
my principle is non-intervention.? ‘That, I say, is not non- 
intervention; it is the letter-ofmarque to despotism; it 


would be an assurance to society to carry with certainty 
the victory to despotism.” 


Now, sir, when Kossuth arrived in New York 
he was met there by a Doctor somebody—Iob- 
goblin, or a name of a similar character—who 
gave him the following assurances? 


“For my part, and I ask no one to be responsible for 
what I say, although I honestly believe that {£ speak the 
sentiments of the great mass of my fellow-countrymen, and 
especially the sentiments of those three and a half millions 
of stalwart, able-bodied young men of America whom our 
laws have designated for military purposes—I believe I 
speak the sentiments of this great mass of intelligent citi- 
zen-suldiers, who are not merely houschold troops, sir, but 
| who have recently had an opportunity of demonstrating 
before the world what use they can make of arms in the 
enemy’s country—I speak their sentiments, sir, when I say 
that the great Kossuth doctrine of armed non-intervention 
is the doctrine and sentiments of America—non-interven- 
„tion for us—non-intervention for all.” 

What does Kossuth say in reply to this?, Why, 
he says: 

‘The reception I have already experienced relieves me 
from much anxiety. If the doctrine of non intervention is 
understood, as you state, then the goncrous and efficient aid 
of the United States to my country’s suffering independence 
is gained.” 

Let us pause a moment at this period. We see 
that Kossuth stated in England that the object of 
his mission to this country was to endeavor to 
unite England and America upon a new princi- 
ple of non-intervention, When he arrived here he 
| was told that three millions of armed young men 


| 


i 
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| 


{ 


{ were prepared to aid him; that ‘¢ armed non-inter- 


| vention” was the doctrine of America; and he 
then said that the great object of his mission was 
more than half accomplished. 

l propose now to refer to some of the speeches 
| which he made previous to the offering of my 
resolution. I propose to show that they contained 

hrases which authorized the resolutions. Recol- 
ect that it has been our policy from the very 


| foundation of the Government to stay at home and 


to aitend lo our own wars—to our own business— 
and to let the other nations of the earth do like- 
wise. Recollect, too, that we have adopted a 
statute which makes it almost treasonable for any 
man to aid in setting on foot any expedition 


knows the excitability of the American disposi- 


against any country with which we are at peace, 


cd o 
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Now, hear what Kossuth says of his motive in 


being here at this time: 

‘The motive, citizens, is that your generous act of my. 
liberation has raised the conviction throughout the world 
that this generous act of yours is but the manifestation ‘of 
your resolution to throw your weight into the balance 
where the fate of the European continent is to be weighed. 
You have raised the conviction. throughout the world, that 
by my liberation you were willing to say, ‘Ye oppressed 
“nations of old Europe’s continent, be of good.cheer; the 
< young giant of America stretches his powerful arm ‘over: 
‘the waves, ready to give a brother’s hand to your fatiire.? 
Bo is your act interpreted throughout the world.” 


He goes on to. say: 


“Tt is hence:that my liberation was chesred, from Swe- 
den down to Portugal, asa rày of hope. It is hence that! 
even those nations which most desire my presence in Europe | 

` now, have unanimously told me, ‘ Hasten on, hasten on to 
the great, free, rich, and powerful people of the United 5 
States, and bring over its brotherly aid to the cwuse of your i 
country, 80 intimately connected with European liberty.’ + 

Again, he says: 

“ And takihg my ground on this principle of union, which ! 
1 find lawfully existing, an established constitutional fact, | 
it is not toa party, but to the united people of the United 
States that I confidently will address my humble requests 
for aid and protection to oppressed humanity. I will con- 
scientiously respect your laws, but within the limits of your 
laws I will use every bonest exertion to gain your gperative | 
sympathy and your financial, material, and political aid 
for my country’s freedom and independence, and entreat the 
realization of these hopes which your generosity has raised | 
in meand my people’s breasts, and also in the breasts of | 
Europe’s oppressed nations. ` And, therefore, thirdly, | beg | 
leave frankly to state that my aim is to restore my father- | 
land to the full enjoyment of that act of declaration of in- | 
dependence, which being the only rightful existing public 
law of my nation.” 


How is it possible for his fatherland to be re- 
stored without war? How could we possibly aid, 
financially, materially, and politically, witheut bring- 
ing war? 

refer to these speeches to show that my reso- | 
lutions had some foundation in fact. But in addi- 
tion to all this, we have another most extraordi- | 
nary development. Kosssth was invited to review | 
the militia of New York; he was invited to appear | 
i 

| 


before the militia of the country with all the trap- | 
pings of military gewgawism, no doubt with the 
privilege of expressing to those men in arms, the | 
same sentiments that he expressed at the other : 
meetings. Here is what he says in referehce to | 
that invitation: i 

“E am told that I will have the high honor to review your į 
patriotic militia. Oh, God! how my heart throbs at the 
edea to see this gallant army enlisted on the side of free- | 
dom against despotism; the world would be free, and you | 
the saviors of humanity.” | 

Now, I ask if there was not some reason for the | 
resolutions which I offered? Task the House to | 
Jook at this man, with his powerful eloquence, | 
with his great ingenuity, with his greater charac- 
ter, coming as he does from the fields where lib 
erty’s battles were fought and won and lost—I 
ask the House to view him in his speeches and in | 
his positions, with all its candor, and to say if 
there was not some grounds of apprehension that 
those inflammatory harangues would incite, the 

oung and the ambitious into an expedition ? How} 

ong would it take New York, with its immense 
wealth and shipping resources, to supply and fit | 
out an expedition? Itis known that New York | 
was the life, soul, and centre of the ill-starred Cu- | 
ban expedition. B . 

But I pass on to the general positions which he | 
assumes in some of his other speeches. Was it | 
generous in this man—was it returning our hos- 

‘itality in a proper manner, to come here and so : 
immediately, so directly, so unblushingly, so un- | 
hesitatingly to commence a direct interference in 
our public and private concerns. What does he 
say? Notcontent with receiving the homage of | 
the people in their popular assemblies, he assails i 
Congress and advises us to recall our Minister 
from Vienna! What a height of impudence is | 
that! He tells us that we can spare Mr. Hulse- | 
mann. Here is his language: | 

“ Now, as to your minister at Vienna, how you can com- | 
bine the letting him stay there with your opinion of the ; 
cause of Hungory, I really don’t know; but so much I: 


know, that the present absotutistical atmosphere of Europe |} 


13 net very propitious to American principles, I know a 
man who could tell some curious facts about this matter. 
But as to Mr. Hulsemann, really 1 don’t believe that he } 
would be so ready toleave Washington. He has extremely | 
well digested the caustic pills which Mr. Webster has 
administered to him so gloriously.” a 

Now notice the magical skill of this arch elocu- 
tionist. See with what ingenuity he mixes the 
flattery with the censure. Why, he is almost as 
poe and as ingenious as St. Paul, who, when 
š 


e pleaded before Agrippa smoothed his way to i 


the: King’s'-heart by a_magital touch, thus: “I 
think myself ‘happy, King Agrippa, because I 
shall-answer for myself, this day, before thee, 
especially because I know thee to be expert in all the 
uestions and customs which are among the Jews.” 
ere, in connection with these slurs upon our 
Austrian mission, and upon the respectable rep- 
resentative of that Government here, he soft- || 
sawders Mr. Webster, endeavoring, I suppo3e, to 
obtain, and no doubt obtaining, by that soft-saw- 
dering, the influence -of some of Mr. Webster’s 
friends. But he mistakes the American heart. 
Our triumphs bring pleasure and delight to us. 
Our, friends rejoice when the: victory is over, it 
it not ours to turn the knife in the wound; we are 
not cold enough for that. Mr. Webster’s triumph | 
in the little matter of diplomacy was very com- 
plete over Mr.’ Hulsemann—very gratifying, very 
satisfactory. Did Mr. Webster enjoy the pain 
which it gave his respectable adversary? No. He 
rejoiced not in the pain he inflicted; but in the in- 
tellectual pleasure of looking upon his own bant- 
ling—a great liitle letter! Now, I tell Kossuth 
that Mr. Webster feels great disgust for this heart- 
less effort to revive an old quarrel, and to insult 
Mr. Hulsemann by referring to him in words of 
contempt coupled with a flattering allusion to the 
Secretary of State I refer to this for the pur- 
pose of asking if it became an exile who had been 
brought to this country by the mediation of the 
Government, sanctioned by the people, so soon 
and so unblushingly to begin his interference in 
our public as well as qur private affairs? 

But I must hasten on. This man, in the last 
speech which he made in New York—to which 
speech I take no exception whatever—I have no 
doubt that he had seen or heard of my resolutions 
before he delivered it, because it is entirely free 
from the incendiarism which marked his former 
speeches—but in thatspeech, he says that General 

ashington never recommended national non-in- 
tervention, but only neutrality, and he resorts to a 
species of fallacious logic by which he endeavors 
to draw a distinction between ‘ neutrality ” and 
national ‘non-intervention.”? Everybody knows, 
Mr. Speaker, what has been our policy. It makes 
no odds whether Washington recommended it in so 
many words. His word “neutrality” was quite 
sufficient, and upon it has been built the policy that 
has ruled us in all time. And what has been the 
result of that policy? Why, from the small be- 
ginning of three millions of inhabitants, we have 
now got twenty-three millions; froma small num- 
ber of States, we are now over thirty; from a rag- 
ged population, we present the best dressed popu- 
lation in the world; and from poverty we have 
risen to the greatest wealth and prosperty. Why 
and how did we get all these? We got them by 
an adherence to the great principle of staying at | 
home and minding our own business. Itis a princi- 
ple @pon which a private man thrives. It isa 
principle upon which private families prosper. 
it is a principle upon which a neighborhood has 
peace and prosperity and enjoyment. It is that 
great principle which has raised us up to be thé 
greatest government on earth. But Kossuth says 
that we may depart from that policy now—that 
it was wise when we were young, but that now |! 
we have grown up to be a giant and may abandon 
it. Here is another bit of philosophy for you. 
We can all resist adversity. Weknow the uses— 
and sweet are they—of adversity. It is the cruci- 
ble of fortune. Itis the iron key. that unlocks the 
golden gates of prosperity. 
versity. [t pricks me. I bleed and am well. Bat 
the rock upon which men and upon which nations 
split is PROSPERITY. 
have grown to be a giant and that we may depart 
from the wisdom of our youth. But I say that į 
now is the time to take care; we are great enough; 
let us be satisfied; prevent the growth of our } 
ambition, prevent our pride from swelling, and 
hold on to what we have got. Do youremember į 
the story of the old governor, who had been raised 
from rags? His King discovered in him merit 
and integrity, and appointed hima satrap—a ruler 
over many provinces.. He came to be great, and 
it was his custom to be escorted. throughout the 
country several times during the year, in order to | 
see and to be seen. He was received and acknowl- 
edged everywhere as a great man and a great gov- 
ernor. But he carried about vith him a mysterious 
chest, and every now and then he would look into 
it, but let nobody else see what it contained, 


{ say, God bless ad- į] 


This man says that we | 


There was-a great: deal of y 
this chest, arid’ finally he. was: prevailed upon 
some of his friends to let them look into its: Weth: 
he permitted ‘it, and what: did they see? They 
saw an old ragged and torn suit of clothes, the: 
clothes that he used. to wear iñ his. huniilityand: 
in his poverty,-and he ‘said that-he carried them ~ 
about with him inorder that when his heart began: 
to swell, and his ambition to rise, and his, pride to: 
dilate, he-could: look on’ the rags, they reminded: 
‘him of what he had been; and thus he was enabled. 
to resist the temptations of prosperity. Let us: 
see whether this can illustrate anything in-our 
history.. Raise the veil, if there is ‘one, which 
| conceals the poverty of this Union, when there 
were but thirteen States... Raise the veil that coh- 
ceals the rags of our soldiers of the Reéyolution. , 
Lift the lid of the chest which contaiñs the pov- 
erty of our beginning, in order that you may be 
reminded, like this old satrap, of the days óf. your 
poverty,and be enabled to resist the advice of this 
man who now tells you that you were wise in: 
your youth, but that now you are a giant and 
may depart from that wisdom.. Remember now... 
the use of adversity, and let us take’advantage. of 
it and be benefited be it, for great isthe man, and , 
greater is the nation, that can resist the enchanting 
smiles of prosperity. ‘ 

Tn referring to our humble beginning, and our . 
great and astonishing. growth, I am induced. to 
pause a moment, and ask why is it that we should 
so lightly and carelessly treat propositions of. this 
sort, which involve, as it is admitted this propo+ 
sition does involve, the very principle by which 
we have grown to our present condition? What 
was the cost of this great and glorious Confeder- 
acy? We cannot find it by going back and- 
searching the old Quartermaster’s reports. We 
cannot find it in dollars and cents~we know: not 
how to estimate it by this method. The true place 
to find the cost is in the battle-fields of the Revo- . 
lution—in the rags, the deprivations, the bleeding 
feet of your soldiers—the history of those brave ; 
men, who fell in their youth. In this contempla- 
tion, I cannot arrive at an estimate of the cost of 
these States. Now, I ask, if it is wise in. this 
legislative assembly so lightly and. carelessly to 
pass by the wisdom of our fathers? a 

In reference to this question of non-intervention, ` 
Mr. Kossuth rather exultingly asks, in answer to 
some objections, if France did not give us active 
and meferiat aid in the days of the Revolution ? 
Certainly; but that was her business, and_not 
ours—that was her policy, and not ours. It is 
very simple in Mr. Kossuth to ask such aques- 
tion. He should read history; the little tags he 
picks up from editors and reporters and conferring 
friends will not suffice. Do the advocates of-this 
resolution—the advocates of the abandonment:of 
our non-interventiontepend upon this question as 
an argument for them? “Is it not known in history 
that France had possessigns contiguous to the 
colonies, and that it was her business. to protect 
| them? It was her policy to come here and afford . 
us aid against England, as well for her own sake 
as for ours. There is an answer to any little ex- 
ultation any man may have, in referring. to the 
French question. I say it was her policy to.de- 


| sire to defeat England, as well as her inclination, 


to aid a suffering and oppressed people as we were 

at that time, which brought her to our.shores. 
And now, as I havea few moments left, I beg 
leave to call your attention. to another fact. I 
have passed over many things which [ should 
like to dwell upon, but [turn to consider another 
question, which is a part of his mission, and that 
is the question of Reyeron. Religion! T havea 
book, written. by his biographer, and, of course, 
his friend, in which he says that one of Kossuth’s 
objects is’ ‘to beat down the Catholic religion!?? 
‘That in the struggle in the Hungarian contro~ 
versy depended the prevalence of the Protestant 
religion? That is, the Protestant religion would 
rise or fall with the Hungarian struggle. This 
man goes on to show that Kossuth’s object is to 
destroy the Catholic religion. (Teft’s Book.) I 
refer to this in order to ask, whether freedom in 
religious worship is not one of the corner-stones 
of our institutions.. I ask if it is proper in the 
Congress of the United States, by its assembled 
wisdom, to say to this man, “Come here--stir 
us up, in order that we may superintend secret 
expeditions against Austria; come. here'to feast,. 
drink, loaf, and lounge, teach us: politics, and in-. 
. 
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terfere with our religion, also?”’, Shali we say 
this? Sir, our notion of religious liberty is deriv 
from the Pilgrim Fathers—was founded upon the 
Rock ‘of Plymouth—en h a 
our institutions, so. that the humblest log-cabin in 
the Far West, if dedicated to Christian worship, 
js assacred in the eyes of the law as the lord- 
liest cathedral in the Eastern world. And yet; 
ou invite this man to come here to carry on 
te crusade upon. religious subjects. 
A word that reminds us of the days. of chiv- 
alry ; and if we would yield a moment to the 
false appearances of this day, we might say that 
_ Burke was wrong when he exclaimed ‘* The days 
of chivalry were gone.” The apostles of this 


mañ have already proclaimed him to this country | 


as another Peter the Hermit. Ab! there is another 
exhibition of the religious part of his mission. I 


am willing to acknowledge, that Kossuth must he į 
a man of consummate eloquence. Iam perfectly | 
I bave read his speeches |! 


Satisfied of that fact. 
with great admiration, mixed up with a little in- 
dignation, and that opinion I have expressed. I 
am nota man to turn my eyes from the face of 
genius. Wherever it exists, whatever may 


be its sentiments, { love to look upon it, because 


I know that in the face of genius there is the | 


image of God. Iam willing to say, that Kossuth 
possesses all the charms to make him a most ac- 
complished man and a gentleman, and I shouid 
consider it my misfortune if he should pass 
through here without my seeing him, and, if I 
dared, I should venture to make his acquaintance. 
J donot think that the idea of a mission like that 


of Peter the Hermit will be tolerated in this coun- | 


tty. ‘What was the object of Peter’s mission? 
It was to raise an innumerable army to fight in 
the cause of religion, Ele was said to bea man 
of great and exceeding eloquence, as no doubt he 
must have been, to have produced such a wonder- 
ful effect. Task, you then, are we ready for another 


Peter the Hermit? Are we ready to be instructed : 


by some Eastern monk? Why, sir, we have 
enough orators at home—men born in the West 
—eradled in the wilderness, where everything 


around them is grand; and if men grow where , 


grandeur surrounds them, they cannot help being 
orators, 
him from the East. 
from the West. 
« Westward the stay of empire takes its way.” 
Let our instructions come from that source. 
T wiil make another observation, and that is in 


We want Peter the Hunter, 


reference to the idea of establishing republican gov- ; 
New governments there are | 
continually rising and falling; and have they not: 


ernments in Europe. 


been trying to establish republican governments 
there for the last thousand years? Have they ever 
sueceeded? And why not? 
tiquities, and their monnumofts breathing, smaek- 
ing, and smelling of nobility and royalty, and be- 
cause half of the people are pretendates. 
that state of saciety exists, one man will always 
want to be superior to the others, aud the idea of 
human agrarianism is a mere absurdity. Look at 
the present condition of France. Whata mockery 
unon republican institutions. Having driven out 
her K i 
done all thet was necessary, she could not take a 


mmen name for her President. She had to take | 


a princely name—a name connected with royal and 
princely blood, Whata mockery! What chance 
would such a republican name as Jones, Davis, 
Johnson, Thompson, or Smith have [laughter] of 
being President of republitan France? [teil you 


that Republics exist where God has so ordained, į 


and nowhere else; aad all, your sympathy for 


eastern Republics is thrown upon the water, witi- ii 
ont the virtue of thebread. Republics exist where | 
men are born free—where there are no monuments | 


of royal 


oh ay ianiti 
ty—where there are no antiquities, no 
her 


dries to remind one of the superior origin of 


his blood. God has written it, and it is mevitable, - 
that no Republics shall exist for along period of : 


time in their true character, where the monuments 
of the country are indelibly connected with nobil- 
ity and royalty; but they shall exist in the West- 
ern hemisphere, where the anointed king has never 

laced his foot. There is no regal atmosphere 
hare. There are no histories, no heraldries, no 
songs to inspire us with the idea that one man 
shall be superior to another, except in the love 
and affections of the people. Aslong.as that state 
of things exiat, we will be free. But in the eourse 


ed | 
d'is diffused through all | 


Crusade! | 


If we want any Peter, we do not want : 


Because of their an- | 


Where | 


ing—having achieved the first step—having | 


‘| of time—I trustit will be thousands of years hence 
—by some accident of nature, we may be blotted 
|| out, and this which is now the Western abiding 
placè of liberty, may be the Eastern home of kings, 
land the Eastern land, by some freak of nature, 
may be covered up, and these monuments of re- 
gality and nobility may be buried, and the places 
‘| hallowed by the footsteps of kings may be thou- 
| sands of feet under the earth. Then, and not till 
i| then, will there be a genuine republican. govern- 
ment on the Eastern continent. Now, I say that all 
your sympathy is thrown away, and all your fht- 
ing for a man struggling to be a head of a republic 
i| in the East, is but to elevatea prince into places.of 
power, in order that he may oppress his serfs. 
The present Republic of France is but the nursery 
i| of new Robespierres and Dantons, whose days of 
blood are not far off!! > 
I When did Kossuth become a republican? Never 
i| until he reached England. What was he fighting 
il for? Why, for the permanence of the Hungarian 
iÍ constitution. . Here is the Hungarian constitution, 
|| as he says to us himself in his New York speech— 
here is the constitution he was trying to perpetuate. 
« Hungary is a free and independent Kingdom?’ — 
(Kixapom)—* having its own self-constituent ex- 
istence and constitution, and not subject to any 
other nation and country in theworld. The only 
4 tie between us and Austria, was that we were bound 
| to elect to be our Kings the same dynasty, which were 
also the sovereigns of Austria.” Tere you see that 
this free constitution and this free country fought 
for by Kossuth in the Hungarian struggle, had a 
l| King! And all Kossuth wanted, was to establish 
their ancient constituencies. There is the republic 
|| for whose perpetuation he was striving and fight- 
ing. 

He comes here now to this country almost a 
i red republican—a much better republican than 
| ourselves, who were born republicans. But Tam 
| proud of his conversion. I congratulate him and 
the cause of liberty throughout the world, that 
American atmosphere has had such a magical 
‘effect. upon him. 
| Lhad some interesting authorities, which I would 
‘like to read if I had time, but [will close my 
| remarks by thanking the House for their kind in- 
| dulgence in hearing me. x 
| Mr. HIBBARD. {moveto lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider the vote on the adoption of 
the title. ` 

The question was then taken, and the motion to 
reconsider was laid upon the table. 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. FITCH asked the unanimous consent of 
the House for the purpose of introducing a pre- 
! amble and resolution, which was read for informa- 
tion, as follows: 


Whereas on the 2d of January, 1848, the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States declared that the then ex 
i isting war with Mexico was “ winece sarily and unconsti- 
ii tationally begna by the President of th United States,” 
which declaration, if uncontradicted, inay hereafter lead 
to erroneous opinions of the cause of that war, and the 
views and motives of those engaged in its active prosecu- 
tion; therefore— 

Resolved. That the said declaration was a libel upon our 


country’s enuse, astigma upon the memory ofthe brave dead 
of that war. and a reproach upon the living who fought its 
battles; that it was unfounded iu fact, and expressed not 


the opinion of the people of the United States, but that 
only of an accidental majority in Congress. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of, Georgia. 
| their introduction. 
| Mr. FITCH moved a suspension of the*rules, 
i| to enable him to introduce the resolution; upon 
which motion 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia asked for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered; and, being 
taken, were—yeas 102, nays 53; as follows: 

YRAS~—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Andrews, Jobn 
Appleton, Averett, Babeock, Bartlett, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Bissel}, Bocock, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Busby, 
Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Clark, Cobb, John 
G. Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Eastman, 
| Edmundson, Edgerton, Faulkner, Fieklin, Fitch, Florence, 
| Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gorman, Grow, 
| Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
: Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, How- 
ard, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew Jobnson, John Jotmson, 
i Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
| J. Glancy Jone&, Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, 
| Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Hemphrey Ma hall, MeCor- 
| 


I object to 


kle, McDonald, MeLanavan, McMutlin, McNair, Meade, 
Millson, Molony, Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Andrew Par- 
il ker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Polk; Price, Richardson, Rob- 
‘| bins, Robie, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Seurry, David L. 
l| Seymour, Origen S. Sepmour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, 
i Frederick Pt Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. 
i] Stevens, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, George W. Thomp- 
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son, Thurston, Venable, Alexander White, Wilcox, and 
Wildrick—102. > a 

NAYS—Messrs: Abercrombie, Allison, William. Apple~ 
ton, Bell, Bennett, Bowie, Bowne, Briggs, Brooks, Bur- 
rows, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Clingman, Conger, Cullom, 
George T. Davis, Evans, Ewing, fowler, Gentry, Good- 
enow, Hascall, Haven; Hebard, Hitler, Horsford, Joh@ 
W. Howe, ‘Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, George. G. King, 
Kuhns, Landry, Mann, Martin, Meacham, Miller, Henry 
D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Newton, Outlaw, Sam- 
uel W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Sackett, Seher- 
merhom, Schoonmaker, Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Taylor, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, W: ard, Wash- 
burn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, and Williams—53. 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE, who was without the 
bar when his name was called, asked permission 
| to record ‘his vote. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. He 
had been there, he said, for eight years, and never 
knew the privilege to be accorded to any one. 

So.the rules were not suspended. 


Mr. CLINGMAN, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, by general consent, reported the following 
resolution; which was read and adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cated to this House all such information as may be in his 
possession, calrmated to show the actual condition of things: 
in the Territory of Utah ; and especially to enable the House: 
to ascertain whether the due execution of the Jaws of the 
United States has been resisted or obstructed; whether 
there has been any misappropriation of the public funds y 
and whether the personal rights of our citizens have heen 
interfered with in any manner. 

Mr. SMART, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read 
and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested te communicate to this House, if not incompatibles 
with the public interest, any information he may have re- 
ceived respecting the seizure and confiscation of the barque 
“Georgiana,” of Maine, and the brig “Susan Loud,” of 
Massachusetts, by the Spanish and Cuban authorities; to- 
gether with all applications and correspondence in reference 
thereto; and that he inform the House what measures Gf 
any) bave been taken for the indemnification, by the Span- 
ish Government, of the capteins, owners, and crews of said 
vessels. . 

The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. MEADE asked. the general consent of the 
House to introduce a resolution; which was read, 
as follows, wiz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, information, if any, in tis power, 
first, as to the concl n of the treaty between Spain, 
France, and Great Britain, in respect to the Island of Cuba, 
and the nature of that treaty ; second, as to the relative 
strength of the British, French, and United States squadrons 
in the West India seas; and thirdiy, whether additional 
appropriations are necessary to increase our force on that 
station. 

Mr. CARTTER objected to the introduction of 
the resolution. i 

Mr. MEADE moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to introduce it; which question was 
put and agreed to. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee of Ways: 
and Means, by general consent, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
authorized to employ a clerk at the usual rate of compen- 
sation. i 

The question was taken upon the adoption of 
the resoluiion, and it was agreed to. i 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee of Ways 

x ; 
aħd Means, by the unanimous consent of the 
House, reported the following-resolution; which 
was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 

| authorized to cause such repairs to be made in their com- 
mittee room as the majority of such committee may deem. 
| necessary, uot to exceed in cost the sum of $20. 
Mr. EVANS asked and obtained leave, and in- 
| troduced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
punishment of crime in the District of Columbia;’” 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. SIBLEY, by unanimous consent, mtro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read 
and adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
inform this House, ist. What progress has been made, if 
any, in the construction of certain roads authorized by 
Congress in the Territory of Minnesota ; 2d. What amounts 
of the sum appropriated by Congress for that object has 
been expended, and for what specific purpose; 3d. What 
additional suin. in his opinion, will be necessary for the 
completion of the roads so authorized. 

“LOUIS KOSSUTH. 


Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on 


i 


* Affairs, was a very appropriate one under all the 
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Enrolled Bills, reported as. cerrectiy enrolled. the | 
joint. resolution of welcome to Louis Kossuth; 
which was presented to the Speaker, and received 
his signature. . = 


REFUNDING OF MONEYS TO CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of California, on-leave, in- 
troduced the following. bill, of. which. previous 
notice had been given, to authorize and direct the 
payment of certain moneys. into the treasury of 
the State of California, which was collected in the | 
ports of said State as excise upon imports since | 
the ratification of the treaty of peace between the | 
United States and the. Republic of Mexico, and | 
previous to the admission of California into the 
Union. A 

The bill having been read a first and segSnd 
time by its title, 2 H 

Mr. MARSHALL moved its. reference to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs; and it was so | 
referred. j 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
reference to that committee. 

: The SPEAKER. The objection comes too 
ate, : 

Mr. JONES. I move a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The question was’ put, and the motion was | 
agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I now move that the bill be re- | 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The reference that I 
moved, of this bill to the Committee on Military | 


I object to the; 


circumstances. The moneys which that bill pro- 
vides ‘to be refunded to the State, or rather to the 
treasury of California, were collected under a 
military administration, and are now in some | 
art of the military department in this city. | 
he matter is one`that comes properly under 
the cognizance of the committee to which I have | 
moved its reference. There are other reasons, | 
sir, which I had intended some time or other in! 
the course of this session to state—but perhaps it 
would be as well to state them now—why I pre- 
fer the Committee on Military Affairs to the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means. At the head, and 
the one next to the head of the latter committee, | 
are gentlemen very distinguished for their econo- | 
my—for an economy that induces them to nega- 
tive everything which looks like an appropriation. | 
I desire to refer my bill first to the Committee on 
Military A ffairs—an appropriate and proper com- 
mittee. 
the hands of the Committee of Ways and Means. | 
“These are the motives. Everybody understands 
them. Ifthe bill ever falls into the hands of that 
committee, itis buried. I know that now. I there- 
fore propose that the bill be referred as indicated 
and- ï rely upon the generosity of the House to 
sustain this reference, that it may, at least, have į 
a fair chance—that at least it will not be prejudged 
before it is even presented. | 
Mr. JONES. I think the gentleman from Cali- | 
fornia has certainly not made up his opinion of 
the Committee of Ways and Means from any | 
knowledge that he has. I ask that gentleman if | 
he over heard of a bill referred to the Committee | 
of Ways and Means, as now constituted, or as | 
constituted at the last session of Congress, which | 
was buried, or was permitted to sleep inthat com- | 
mittee? I ask him, sir, if thisis nota prejudgment | 
and warning without knowledge upon his part? If; 
the gentleman’s bill is right, he has nothing to | 
fear from me, or from the committee. If the gen- | 
tleman will go back and look at the records of this | 
House, and see when the Congress of the United | 
States refused to give to his new State a territorial | 
government after its organization in 1848—refused || 
to give it the protection and benefit of our laws || 
and government—and a proposition was brought į 
here, sir, to send the tax-collector among that | 
people, and levy taxes upon them, and make them | 
ay tribute toa Government which denied them i 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
j 
i 
i 


j 
{ 
i 
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its protection and laws, he will find one individual | 
—the one who now addresses you, sir, and who į 
ig a member of the Committee of Ways and | 
Means—who voted against sending the tax-col-| 
lector to his people without first. giving them the | 
benefit ofthe laws and government under whieh we | 
claime dthat that people belonged to. Now, sir, I 
say again, that if his bill is right, I do not pre- 
judgeit. If itisnght—if this money was collect- 


1 want it to escape, if possible, altogether || 


|| action goes as 


— 
ed before they‘had the benefit of our laws—they | 
should -have the. benefit of the money. The. 
Committee of Ways and Means is the appropri- 
ate committee, in my opinion, for it, and not the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I hope, sir, that 
the House will do with it what they may think, in 
their judgment, is right. I would merely ask for 
the reading of the rule defining what sort of juris- 
diction the Committee on Military Affairs shall 
have, and what the Committee of Ways and 
Means, ` ee 
Mr. HOUSTON. The very extraordinary 
course taken by the gentleman from California, 
and the unfounded and extraordinary remarks he 
has made with reference to myself, require that I 
should say a word upon the subject. I do not in- 
tend to give to it at present but a moment’s con- 
sideration. The gentleman from California is, no 
doubt, well informed upon the matters coming 
before him, and under his peculiar management 
and jurisdiction. I do not pretend to deny to him 
transcendent abilities, peculiar knowledge, and a 
mind calculated to grapple with all subjects. And 
while he has, no doubt, his proper share of liber- 


Government; : Beyond: that-1 do” 

1 BO, s eek eee ; 

| Ido not-prejudge the estimates from thë; De 

| partrnents. “1 do not pretend to say whether they 

are large, or. whether they are small... When they 

| come properly before me I will-judge of thet: 

but, as a general rule formy-conduct-as amrember -` 

of the Committee of Ways and Means, and a méme” 

| bèr of this House, Entend, as T befpre said, to give 

| the Administration in power fair and: liperal appro~ * 

| priations to carry on the Goveriiment, . Lintend to 

| pass, according to the best judgment Ihave, upon 

| all bills that it may be the pleasure of the Housé'to 

i! submit to that committee. It may, and I haveno. 

| doubt will be the case, that I shall b found-against 

some of the bills that will come before the com- 

| mittee; That is the case with members upon all - 

‘committees. Every member must, at times, meet... 
| with disappointment in not getting his bills through 

| the committees and the House. It is natural. We 

| do not all view the merits of a bill alike. Wa 

differ in opinion upon the subjects. involved, and 

! it is natural that it should beso: While I have said 
thus much, and while I have declared here in my 


t 
t 


ality, would it not have been well for him to have i! place that J will give my support to appropriations 
10) 


informed him8elf more correctly before he ad- 
vanced any objection to the Committee of Ways | 
and Means, or any of its members, and before he 
thus wantonly assailed, without, I apprehend, the 
least foundation in fact, the chairman and other 
members of that committee? I undertake to say 
that his declarations, as far as I am concerned, 
are gratuitous and unjust. From what, sir, does 
he judge of my cour8e upon that subject? Does 
he know that | have prejudged his bill? And has 
he any reason for saying that I have such opinions | 
of economy that I am unwilling to vote appro- 
priations for anything, or give countenance to 
any proposition, that will draw money from the 
Treasury, however just the demand upon that 
Treasury? Sir, I was not in the last Congress. 
I presume the gentleman has not consulted my į 
votes while I had the honor, formerly, of a seat | 
here ; and if he has, then he is more in fault, be- 
cause my votes show, through the whole course | 
of my legislative career here, that I voted for | 
most of the propositions for appropriations that | 
were deemed by the majority of the coe | 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


of Ways and Means as necessary and right to 
the proper administration of the Government, 


Has he consulted the Journals thereof? F had the 


honor of being a member of the Committee of j; 
Ways and Means for several years, during the |: : occa : Å 
| T said that this bill, and all bilis of this character, 


time I was a member of this }Touse; and although 
I have been regarded as strict in my opinions of 
economy, I have never yet found any one who | 


has been willing to hazard the expression, (for it |; 
is a hazard,) that I would prejudge a proposition 


of this character, or any other. 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from California | 


probably did not weigh the import of the lan- 
guage he used. 
not, that we are here acting under the same solemn 
injunctions that are resting upon him. We have 


our duties to discharge to the country, and it |; 


ought to be presumed, at least, that we are as 


willing to discharge these duties as the gentleman; 


ji life. 


He ought to .know, if he does |/ 


| which I consider fair‘and liberal for the Govern- 
| ment, I will not be found amongst those who are - 
i disposed-—and I hope there may be none in. this ~ 
| Congress—to waste and squanderthe public money. 


(| T regret exceedingly the remarks of the gentleman 


from California, [Mr.Marswaut,} which madeit 
necessary for me to say a word. They were so 
‘unjust, and so unfounded in fact, it was due to 
i myself that I should say what I have said. >" 

| Mr. HIBBARD obtained the floor; but gave 
|l way to z 

1 N r. MARSHALL, of California, who saidil 
iam surprised, Mr. Speaker, at the storm’ that 
‘seems to be raised around me for a few sugges- 
| tions I felt myself obliged to throw out., 1) con- 
| ceived that the Committee of Ways and Means 
i would have felt itself preéminently flattered at what 


ii I said. I found their character, for. economy, pre- 


i yailing so universally here, that I thought itwas a 

| thing at which they had aimed all their political 

T meant it as a compliment, though it-did `. 
í not suit me exactly: and I thought when tie-shite? 
| made by me against them found its way into the 
| papers, and went to their constituents, that: their 
| political fortunes would be made forever. {Laugh- 
| ter.] Well, I did not mean to prefer against them 
any very grave charge. I did not mean anything 
that ought to occasion feelings of resentment, when 


would be prejudged in that committee, I have no 
doubt these gentlemen will, in the spirit of a Cal- 
ifornia committee, give this bill a fair hearing, as 
| they say—just as our committees do give a fellaw 
a fair trial, and then hang him, [Laughter.} He 
‘ will have an admirably fair trial; but this.is abil 
| in which I take an interest, - [tig a just and. fair, 
i bill. It provides for the refunding ota samiot., 
| money to which California is entitled, ifwhy coun- 
| try upon earth had a ‘right to any money. Re- 
| funding is a proverbially difficult operation in the 
| Congress of the United States. Itis a master of 
eculiar difficulty to get money paid back after it 


himself; and if he had exercised that charity | 


which he would wish others to exercise towards |: 
him, he would never have commiued the blunder |! 


of making the unfounded and gratuitous attack | 
upon the Committee of Ways and Means that | 
he hgs made. Mr. Speaker, i am satistied that | 
the appropriate committee for the investigation of 
the bill presented by the geutieman from Califor- 
nia, is the Committee of Ways and Means. 


I have no desire, as. one of the members of that |} 


committee, to have charge of the bill. If the bill ! 
should be committed to the Committee of Ways and | 
Means, so far as my action is concerned, as one of 
that committee, I will give it the same careful and ; 
candid investigation which I intend to give to all 
other propositions that may come before tbat com 
mittee. {would examine into its merits, and if 
supposed it had merits sufficient to entitle it to the | 
favorable consideration of the committee and th 
House, I would give it my sanction; otherwise, 
would not. And upon the subject of appropriation, ; 
‘allow me to say here, for myself, 
position I occupy, and the course I mean to pursue 


upon that subject—that I intend, as far as my | 


a member of that committee and ; 
this House, to give to the Administration in power | 
fair and liberal appropriations to carry on this | 


as defining the © 


has once passed into the coifers of the United 
States, as this has done. I say, therefore, the bill 
i Tabors under peculiar difficulties, and I have. been 
obliged to say all this, and do all I have done..: T 
i felt | was obliged to do it in jastice, tomy con- 
stituents, because } knew, if in addition to the dif- 
ficulties that beset it naturally and necessarily, itis 
referred to the aforesaid Committee of Ways and 
Means, that it was a gone bill. I know that;and [ 
therefore do urge the reference of this bill to that 
| committee which is equally as appropriate as the 
: Committee of Waysand Means. Such reference is 
pot without example—without precedents in the 
| history of this very body. Mr. Clay made his cel- 
' ebrated report upon the public lands from the 
Committee on Manufactures, to which it was re- 
ferred. Everybody recollects that. Tsay there is 
nothing inappropriate—no violation of rales in the 
reference which I wish to make to the Military 
Committeg, as it is the only one which will-have 
the collateral information necessary to a. faisir 
vestigation, and a correct report. I do therefore 
‘ urgeits reference to the Military Committee. AN 
not to the other. The object of the bill might 
| bave been gathered from its title. It is ihs It is 
“to repay to the State of California: tke money 
' which was collected under the militaryocep pation 
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of that country; ata time when she had no-benefit 
from the laws of the United States, and at'a time 
when she had no representative in any legislative 
body, thus'involving the very principle of the rev- 


oliitionary war—taxation without representation. | 


It is perfectly just: that the refunding should be 
made, ‘and it is money, moreover, our young State 
wants. I hope the House will consider the ne- 
cessity of the Military Committee having this bill, 
because it'yas. under military. occupation that the 
funds were collected; that military officers were 
the agents. by which it was collected; and that that 
committee will alone be in possession of thein- 
formation that is necessary to the proper under- 
standing of the bill. 

Ihave not the time nor the disposition to hunt 
up- the Jowmals of this House, though I have 
looked at them some time ago, to establish and to 
prove the reputation which [ charged upon those 
gentlemen—whether itisa creditable one to them or 

<not—but I do not believe that the Journals of this 
House will show any one single, solitary instance 
of an appropriation out of the ordinary appropria- 
tions necéssary to sustain the Government, and 
perfectly in the routine of their duty, having been 
supported by either of those gentlemen. I think 
not. Imay be mistaken; but I do not know of 
- any. Their reputation is general, as I have stated 
it.” It has come tome everywhere. Whisperings 
have been made by members from bench to bench 
all around the Hall, that Jones and Houston are 
celebrated for that quality. 

Several Members. ‘Order!’ ‘ Order!” 

Mr. MARSHALL. Now, I do not mean to 
-charge it as a bad quality. Economy isadmirable 
in its place. I do not state itas a crime., I do 
ope the bill will be referred to the other commit- 
tee, and taken away from that. Ihave felt obliged 
to say this much thus early in the session. I may 
possibly have to suggest the same thing in other 
cases. I rely upon the generosity of the House to 

ive the bill at least a chance. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I have but a word to say, 
and it is not with a view to vindicate myself, or 
any other member of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, from the remarks made by the gentle- 
man from California, [Mr. Marsrauu.] {took 
no offence at them; I take none; but perhaps they 
were superfluous. If I have any objection at all 
to what the gentleman has said, it is that he did 
not do me the high compliment of including me, 
though an humble member of that committee, in 
his remarks. The gentleman says he deems the 
bill is prejudged—that it is sure to be defeated if it 
goes before the Committee of Ways and Means, 
I have no such opinion to express; but his firm 
conviction of the future fate of this bill has seemed 
to me to indicate in his own opinion that there is 
or may be something *‘ rotten iy Denmark.” My 
mind is not in this way made up. As a member 
of the committee, of course my mind is open, as I 
suppose is that of the other gentlemen, to a fair 
consideration of that bill upon its merits. Nor 
have we, so far as I know, any wish that the 
House would impose duties upon us that do not 
belong to us. Nor have I any objection, if this 
House choose, with a full and fair understanding 
of the matter, to take from them this duty, or any 
other of the onerous duties which devolve upon 
the Committee of Ways and Means; but I wish 
to object to this understanding, because a prece- 
dent may be set in this matter. {suppose this bill 
ought to, and I wish it to, be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, because I think it is 
clear, beyond all doubt, that it belongs to that 
committee. Whatisit, sir? The gentleman states 
it to be a bill. respecting a part of the revenue of 
the Government—a part of the money that is now 
the revenue of the Government. It proposes to 
take from the Treasury of the United States a 
certain sum—several hundred thousand dollars— 
and refund it to the State of California. It was 


money collected as revenue, if I understand the |} 


bill aright, in California before it was a State, or- 
ganized in its present form. This is a bill touch- 
ing the revenue—touching the means of the Gov- 
ernment to that extent. Itis a matter that clearly 
and plainly belongs to the Committee of Ways 
d Means, and to none other. The House have 
pover to send it elsewhere, They can doitif they 
please; but if this precedent—this example—is to 
be set,let it be done witha fair understanding of 
the question, 


T propose only to read the first clause of the 


i < such provisions and arrangements as may be | 


| < referred to them by the House, and to report their ; 


Í upon the ropriety 


| House to a vote first on the proposition to refer 


reserved for salt springs therein. 


= “= 
78th rule, defining the duties of the Committee of 
Ways and-Means, and the 91st rule, defining the 
duties of the-Committee on Military Affairs. The 
first clause of the 78th rule provides, ‘that it shall 
‘bethe duty of the Committee of Ways and Means 
‘to take into consideration all such reports of the 
“Treasury Department, and all such propositions 
‘relative to the revenue, as may be referred to them 
‘by the House; to inquire into the state of. the 
‘public debt or the revenue, and of the expenditure: 
‘and to report, from time to time, their opinion there- 
‘on; to examine into the state of the several peblic 
< departments, and particularly into the lawsmaking | 


; ‘appropriations of money, and to report whether |i 
| «the moneys have been disbursed conformably with | 


‘such laws; and also to report, from time to time, 


“necessary to add to the economy of the depart- 
“ments, and the accountability of their officers.” 
The 91st rule provides “ that it shall be the duty 
‘of the Committee on Military Affairs to take into 
“consideration all subjects relating to the military | 
‘establishment and public defence which may be 


‘opinion thereupon; and also to report, from time | 
“to time, such measures as may contri ute to econ- 
‘omy and accountability in the said establish- 
‘ment. ”? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Irise to aques- 
tion of order. I call for the reading of the 133d 
rule. 

T'he Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

133.—AN proceedings touching appropriations of money 
shall be first*discussed in a Gomnittee of the Whole 
House.” 

Mr. S. The question of order I raise is, that 
this debate is altogether out of order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The question was 
of the reference of the bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS.” I raise the point that no 
debate is now inorder. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brices] moves the previous question, 
The previous question, if sustained, will bring the 


the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, and | 
if that does not prevail, then upon its reference to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the question; which were ordered. 

Mr. ROBINSON moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion was agreed to; and 

The House adjourned. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

By Mr. FREEMAN : A bill granting to the State of Mis- 
sissippi the right of way and a donation of public Jand for 
the purpose of locating and constructing a railroad from 
Brandon to the eastern border of said State, in the direction 
of Montgomery, Alabama. 

Also, a bill granting lands to the State of Mississippi for 
the purpose of improving the navigation of the Pcarl, Big 
Black, and Yazoo rivers, in said State of Mississippi. 

By Mr. TUCK: A bill to provide for the ascertainment 
and satisfaction of the claims of American citizens for spo- 
liations committed by the French prior to the 3lst day of 
July, A. D. 1801. 

By Mr. EASTMAN: A bill granting the right of way and 
making a donation of land in aid of the construction of a 
railroad in the State of Wisconsin, from the northern line 
of the State of Illinois to Lake Superior. 

Also, a bill granting certain lands in the State of Wiscon- | 
sin, in aid of the constréetion of a plank road from the Wis- 
consin river to the mouth of Willow river on Lake St. 
Croix. 

Also, a bill granting certain Jandsin the State of Wiscon- 
sin for the purpose of improving the navigation of Black 
river, 

By Mr- DOTY : A bill to establish the collection district 
of Wisconsin, and declaring Green Bay a port of entry. 

Also, a bill to previde for the protection of commerce on 
Lake Michigan, within the State of Wisconsin. 

Also, a biji to establish an Agricultural Bureau in the 
Department of the Interior, 

By Mr. HENN : A bill to continue half pay to certain 
widows and orphans. ‘ 

‘Also, a bill to relinquish to the State of Iowa the land | 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions &e., were presented under the | 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Seneca W. Ely, | 
present receiver of public moneys at Chilicothe, Obio ; John 
Hough, late receiver at the same place; Anthony Walke, 
present register of the land office, and Thomas J. Winship, 
late register at Chilicothe, praying Congress to allow the 
same compensation to land officers for their services in case 
of euch land warrant already located, or hereafter to be 


t 


t 


; 


| 


į register 


located, as is at present allowed for a cash sale of the same 
quantity of land. cae . 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of C. C. Sadler & 
Co., Scull & Thompson, and other merchants of Philadel- 
phia, asking for appropriations for erecting piers and con- 
structing harbors in the river Delaware. S 

By Mr. SIBLEY: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph 
Mozeau, praying to be refunded certain moneys improperly 
paid out by-the commissioners of the United States under 
the Sioux treaty of 1837. . 

Also, the petition of John Davis for a pension and for the 
allowance of bounty land. : 

Also, a memorial to Congress in favor of a preémption 
right to James K. Paul, on the Ontonagon river of Lake 
Superior. 

Also, the petition of the people of Minnesota Territory 
foran appropriation to continne the construction of certain 
roads therein, and also for an appropriation to complete the 
capital buildings therein. 

„By Mr. HENN: The petition of A. D. Jones and 38 oth- 
erg, citizens of Madison county, Towa, asking for the es- 
tabl ent of a mail route from Oskaloosa, via Knoxville, 
TndiaGMa, and St. Charles, to Winterset. 

By Mr. CABELL, of Florida: The memorials of Cap- 
tain- William Blake’s company- of Florida volunteers 3 
Captain Phillips’s company of Florida volunteers; Cap- 
tain John G. Smith’s company of Florida volunteers; 
Captain Joseph Hale’s compavy of Florida volunteers; 
Captain George E. MeClellan’s company of Florida volun- 
teers, and Captains Bush’s, Price’s, and Suwarrer’s con- 
panies of Florida volunteers. 

Also, the memorial of the Jacksonville and Alligator 
Plank Road Company. 

Also, the memorial of the Florida and Georgia Railroad 
Company. ' i 

Also, the memorials of Augustus Steele, Alexander Wat- 
son, Jeremiah Wingate, Bulon’s heirs, Giles U. Ellis, and 
Samuel Clarke. fe 

By Mr. MILLSON: The memorial of William. B; Bing- 
Jey and wife, asking compensation for lands sold to the 
United States as a site for the dry dock at Gosport. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Harriet Saunders, administra- 
trix of Captain William Davis, praying compensation for 
the services, and reimbursament of the expenditures, of said > 
Davis, whilst in command of the United States transport 
schooner Enufala. 

Also, the petition of James Lewis, asking compensation 
for attendance as a witness on the district court of the 
United States. 

Also, the petition of Major C. H. Fitzgerald, United States 
Army, praying to be relieved trom liability on account of 
the loss of $2,000 of the public funds. 

By Mr. BISSELL: The petition of Silas Noble and oth- 
ers, present and late officers of the land office at Dixon, 
Tilinois, praying for compensation for locating military land 
warrants. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE: The petition of C. A. 
Passavant and others, for the alteration of certain mail routes 
so as to conform to the route of a plank read now in process 
of constrnetion between the city of Pittsburg and the town 
of Franklin, in Pennsylvania. 

Also, the petition of Thomas H. Baird, of Pennsylvania, 
for balance alleged to be due to, Dr. Absalom Baird, for 
commutation of half pay, &c. ms 

By Mr. PORTER: ‘The petition of George Elliott, for- 
merly of Kentucky, now of Franklin county, Missouri, 
a soldier of the war of 1812, who was wounded and disabled 
while in the discharge of his duty at the battle of Fort 
Meigs, on the 5th of May, 1813—asking Congress for arrears 
of pension. 

Also, a petition for the relief of Elizabeth Prewitt, widow 
of Robert Prewitt, deceased, of Lincoln county, Missouri, 
in regard to services rendered by her deecased husband 
under a certain mail contract. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Gladney, of Lincoln county, 
Missouri, asking Congress to release to him any tide the 
United States may have in a certain tract of land, in said 
county. 

Also, the petition of James W. Campbell, for relief im 
regard to the supposed entry of certain lands at the United 
States land othce at Palmyra, Missouri, some years since 5 
which lands he had lost by the failure of duty of the 
of said land office. 

Also, the memorial of the General Assembly of Missour?, 
asking Congress to make a grant of Jand to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad through northern Missouri, from the 
city of St. Charles to the northern boundary of said State. 

By Mr. DOTY: The petition of ‘Thomas L. Franks, 
and the administrator of Louis Grignon, for compensation 
for supplies furnished the troops of the United States. 

Also, the petition of the register and receiver of the land 
office at Willow river, for compensation for extra services 
for land warrant entries. 

By Mr. FULLER, of. Maine, the petition of Wiliam 
Wetherlee and others, citizens of Castme, Maine, mer- 


s 


|! chants and ship owners, praying for the erection of a 


monument on Steels Ledge, so called, in Penobscot Bay. 

By Mr. DIMMICK : The petition of Thomas Sletor and 
180 other persons, of Northampton county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for a modification of the bounty land law of Bep- 
tember 28th, 1850, so as to increase the allowance of Jand 
granted to the persons mentioned in said law, and make it 
equal to that granted to the soldiers in the war with Mexico, 

Also, the petition of divers officers and soldiers of the 
war of 1812, praying fora like modification ofthe act of 28th 
“September 1850, and an increased ‘allowance of land to be 
granted to the persons mentioned in said law, equal to that 
granted to the soldiers in the war with Mexico. 

By Mr. MURRAY: The petition of the assistant mar- 
shals of Sullivan county, New York, praying for addi- 
tional compensation for taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr: JOHN W. HOWE: The petition of Robert Allen 
and others, citizens of Butler county, Pennsylvania, praying 
Congress to establish a post road from the city,of Pittsburg, 
via Alleghany city, Perrysville, Wexford, Zelienople, 
Harmony, Whitestown, Prospect, Centreville, Harrisville, 
and Wesley, to Franklin, Venango county. 

On motion by Mr. KING, of New York, the petition and 
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papers of Sylvanus Burnham were referred'to the Commit- 
teeon Invalid Pensions. 4 

‘Also, the petition and papers of Zacharia Barber were 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Drew, asking interest on 
pay due to him as a soldier in the war of 1812. : 

Mr. BRAGG withdrew from the files ‘the petition of the 
heirs of Semoice, and referred the same to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. £ ` 


| IN SENATE: 
Turspay, December 16, 1851.. , 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BurTLer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of State, showing 
the amount expended from the appropriation for 
the expenses of the agent of the Sublime, Porte, 
and the balance remainingin the Treasury; which 
was read. nS 


Ordered, Thatit be referred to the Committee on Finance | 


and printed. 


IOWA ON THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 

‘Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Mr. President, it is 
with feélings af gratification and pride that I pre- 
sent to the Senate certain resolutions, which were 


adopted by the Legislature of Iowa on the 25th | 


of January last, but which did not reach me until 
after the adjournment of the last session of Con- 
gress. I regard these resolutions as speaking the 
true American sentiment upon the question of sla- 
very, and the rights and duties of our people under 
the Constitution and lawg of the land. But to me, 
Mr. President, they afford an additional gratifica- 
tion, which is, that they are in sentiment an ap- 
proval of the course of my colleague and myself 
upon that series of measures known as the “‘Com- 
promise.’? We were the only Senators from any 
of the free States who were not instructed to vote 
for the Wilmot proviso, and its kindred abolition 
doctrines.. Left to our own judgment, we gave a 
cordial and unwavering support to each and every 
one of those measures, believing, as I then did 
and now do, that we voted on the side of our coun- 
try, and for its future welfare and prosperity. 
These resolutions, I am very certain, reflect the 
sentiments of the Democratic party of Iowa, and 


a small portion of the Whigs of that State. The | 


democracy of Lowa never adopted the Wilmot pro- 
viso In any State or even count convention, 
and their whole course through that period of fa- 


natical excitement wassuch as, in my humble judg- | 
ment, to commend itself to every lover of the | 
I wish I could say as much for my polit- į 


Union. : 
ical opponents in that State, who, through their 
county and State conventions, and presidential 


electors, all declared for that proviso, and strove | 
for its adoption, notwithstanding the attitude as- | 
sumed by every Southern State upon that question. | 
And it is due to truth further to say, thgt some of | 
these designing and fanatical Whig politicians, | 


who strove to introduce the poisonous ingredients 
of Abolitionism and I'ree-Soilism into the Legisla- 
ture of our State, and foted in that body to instruct 
their Senators here to go for the Wilmot proviso, 
have been rewarded by this Administration by 
„appointment to some of thé most responsible and 
lucrative offices in that State, and that, too, after 
the President and the department (Interior) had 
been notified, verbally and in writing, as well as 
by reference to the journals of the Legislature, (to 
which they had access,) of the obnoxious proceed- 
ings of those to whom they deemed it proper to 
extend their favorand patronage. These attempts 
of the Administration to keep in favor with that 
class of politicians in Iowa and in other North- 
ern States, are, doubtless, unknown to my distin- 
guished friend, [Mr. Foorz,] who has, within the 
past week, been so complimentary to those who 
now administer the General Government. 

Mr. President, there are, in my opinion, other 


acts of gross violation of public duty upon the | 
I allude, sir, to their | 
towards the people of our country in not | 
their rights were protected, and the laws | 


part of this Administration. 
course 
seeing that i ot 
and treaty stipulations for their benefit fully en- 
forced. Their management of our foreign relations 
calls condemnation at the hands of other members 
of this body, who are more competent to the task, 
and who, I hope, will, at the proper time, do so. 
I amsure our honorable friend from Mississippi 
[Mr. Foors] would, were he permitted to remain 
with us during the residue of this session. | The 
public press— Democratic Į mean, not Whig—as 
well as the people everywhere, North and South, 


|:theus; the merciless and inhuman butchery of 
fifty untried, unarmed, American..youths; ‘the 


‘thereby adding insult to injury. 


va debt, a claim against the Mexican R 


| Government. 


‘admitted by the Mexican Government; that after | 


| Minister, the claim was submitted to the Board of} 


ign 


= ae : 7 

in public: meetings.and otherwise, have spoken in | 
terms of rebuke not to be. misunderstood, andit 
appears tome to be the duty of this body, particu- 
larly, to hold up such acts of gross dereliction of 
duty to the scorn of the world. Among these are 
to be enumerated the insults offered to our flag, in 
the firing into the Falcon; the arrest of the Prome- 


Anglo-Franco guard-a-costa of Cuba;’’ and the 
vindictive cruelty to Thrasher,—not to speak of the 
transportation, to the dungeons of Spain, of the one 
hundred and fifty American citizens who, like 
Thrasher, were condemned upon a mock trial, 


I move that the resolution be printed, and laid 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Eliza C. 
Bache, widow of George M. Bache, a lieutenant 
in the Navy, praying that she may receive the’ 
same amount that was paid to the widows of those 
officers who were lost in the brig Somers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

7 Also, the proceedings of a meeting of the citi- 
zens of San Diego, California, protesting against 
the change proposed to be made_in the contract 
with the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, by the 
substitution of a coasting steamer; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of officers of the revenue ser- | 
vice stationed in California, praying an increase of 4 

ay; which was referred to the Committee on 

‘inance. | 

Also, the petition of Joseph Hill and sons, pray- | 
ing compensation for horses and mules stolen 
by the Indians in California; which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of James R. Browning, pray- l 
ing indemnity for property stolen and destroyed 
in California during the war with Mexico; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 

Also, the memorial of James C. Cushing and į 
others, representing that they have discovered a | 
1 
| 
i 
1 


pass through the greater range of the Sierra Ne- 
vada, and proposing to open a wagon-road upon 
certain conditions; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOUSTON presented the memorial of S. 
H. Duff, praying compensation for services in 
seizing spirituous liquors under an order of Gen- 
eral Taylor, during the war with Mexico; which ; 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a memorial of offi- 
cers of the Army serving in New Mexico, pray- 
ing that they may be placed on the same footing 1n | 
regard to pay as the troops serving in California; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I present the memorial of José 
Maria Jarero, a citizen of Mexico, praying the 
payment of a claim of an American citizen against 
the Government of Mexico, which was received 
by said Jarero in payment of a debt. He repre- 
gents himself to be a citizen of Mexico, and a 
General in the Mexican service. 

Mr. S. As I desire to have this memorial referred 
to the Committee of Claims, I should like to have | 
the attention of the chairman of thal committee 
for a moment. The memorialist states, that 
previous to the war he procured, in payment of 
epublic; 
that this claim was for arms and munitions of | 
war purchased by the Mexican Minister for his | 

He further states that the claim | 
was established in the courts of Mexico, and | 


li 
j 
if 
it 


i 


the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo the Mexican | 
Congress decreed that it was one of the claims to |! 
be, paid out of the three millions and a quarter || 
which was sel apart by the treaty for that pur- į 
pose; that upon the application of the Mexican į 


Commissioners for their decision; that the dps i 
jon of the Board was adverse, on the groun hat |; 
it was not an American claim at the date of the | 
treaty, being held by a Mexican. Now thisisthe | 
point to which I particularly request the attention | 
of the chairman of that committee, as well as of i 
such of the members as may be present in the |! 

il 


Senate. Itwas considered avalid American claim 


in its origin and character; but having passed into 


the. hands.of 2. Mexican: previous: to 
the treaty, and being in his hands at thé 
that instrument, it ceased to bean American clé 
and consequently became a Mexicam. ¢ 
was, therefore, not provided for by. the 

should also. be observed that-the treaty makes 
decision of the Board of Commissioners final; 
that, consequently, this memorialist has no red, 
except by application to Congress. ioi S 

He states, still further, that there are $45,000: of . 
the residue of the three millions.and a quarte ill 
unexpended, and that the Government of, gün: 
try have requested that this amount should: b 
plied to the payment of this debt. -Fagain þeg: 
state that the commissioners decided that this daim 
was a just one, and that it was American in its 
origin, American in its character; but that having 
been assigned to a Mexican at the date of the 
treaty, it ceased to be American and became Mex- 
ican; whereas, the petitioner shows. most conclu- 
sively that this decision is not within the spirit 
and meaning and equity of the treaty. 

I move that this memorial, together with the ac- 
companying- documents, be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. i 

The motion was agreed to. .. pe eS 

Mr. WADE presented the petition of Priscilla 
C. Simonds, praying compensation for the effects 


| of her son, Mosas H. Simonds, who died in: ser- 


vice, which were taken possession of by his su- 
perior officer and lost; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. aa 
Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Gridley 
Bryant, proposing to enter into a contract with the 
Government for the erection of a permanent light- 
house on Minot’s Ledge, in Massachusetts bay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ce 
Mr. BRADBURY presented the petition of 
Isaac Lilly, praying compensation fora vessel and 
cargo seized and sold by an agent of the Govern- . 
ment, under the erroneous pretext of her having 
on board timber cut from the live-oak land of the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. x ; A 
Mr. FISH presented the memorial of E, Paven- 
stedt and F. A. Schumacher, praying the returh pf 
duties paid on goods which were lost at sea; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. (5... 
Mr. BRADBURY. I present a memorial of 


. William T. Johnson and others, publishers of 


newspapers in Maine, praying an alteration in the 
rates of newspaper postage. 

Lam requested to call the 
the Committee on the Post 


articular attention of 
fice and Post Roads 


| to a defect in the present postage law. The peti- 
| tioners do not, by an 


means, ask to do away 
with the system established by law during the last 
session of Congress, but deste. that a defect in 
that law may be remedied. They set forth that 
they are the publishers of newspapers which, are |. 
devoted to the publication, in an extended formy 
of the details of legislative proceedings, and. de> 
bates; that their circulation is largely dependent 
upon members-of the Legislature, who. purchase ~ 
their papers in quantities from time to time fog 
distribution among their constituents; that the 
present postage law, establishing a high rate upon 
transient newspapers and requiring their prepay- 
ment, operates very injuriously against that part 
of their circulation which is thus derived: from 
members of the Legislature; and thab.their_ paper 
is thus prevented from having as full a distribution 
as it would have were this part of the law some- 
what modified. Undoubtedly, members of the 
Legislatures of other States were similarly situated, 
as well as the publishers of other papers. 

The memorialists believe that the existing rates 
of postage established in regard to papers sent 
from their officeare adequately sufficient, and they 
therefore ask that, in this respect, the law may be 
modified. 

I move to refer the memorial to the Committee, 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The memorial was so referred. . 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a petition of the 
late and present land officers at Batesville, Arkan- 
sas, praying compensation for services in entering 
lands under bounty land warrants. A bill having 
been reported, it was . l 

Ordered, That it lie onthe table. ve 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Samuel 
Spalding, praying arrears of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, the petition of Jacob Young, praying to 
be allowed a pension; which was referred to. the 
Committee on Pensions. : ‘ 
~ Also, a memorial-.of citizens of “Washington, f 
praying an appropriation for the erection of an 
equestrian statue of Washington under the. reso- 
lution o€ Congress of 1783; which was referred to | 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHITCOMB presented resolutions adopt- 

- ed ata meeting of citizens of Westfield, Indiana, 
recommending that the sale of the public lands be 
discontinued, and that they be granted in limited 

uantities to the citizens of the United States with 


was referred the bill to. extend the time for select- 
ing lands granted to ‘the State of Michigan for 
saline purposes, reported it without amendment. 


‘SEVENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the joint resolution in 
relation to printing the Seventh Census, reported 
it without amendment, as follows: 

Be it resolved, Çc., That the Joint Committee on Printing 
be directed to contract with Donaldson & Armstrong for 


printing the census returns, upon such terms as -they may 
deem reasonable. 


Mr. BRIGHT asked that the resolution might 


‘amilies; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of. 


Pri d Thomas Suarez, | 
Isaac Bush, John Price, an u 2 MILIS INTRODUCED; 


praying compensation for themselves and the offi- 


cers and men under their command during the | 
Seminole war in Florida; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. i 


‘ PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was i 


Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate 
gelating to the claim of B. Jnan Domereq, a Spanish sub- | 
ject, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


“On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of G. Thomas Howard, on | 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Samuel Crapin, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was ! 


Ordered, That the memorial of L. B. L. A. Lawson, | 
heir of Gengral Eleazer W. Ripley, on the files of the Sen- | 
ate, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. i 


be considered at this time. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let it lie over. 
The resolution was passed over accordingly. 


Mr. HUNTER, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to pro- 
vide for the compensation of such persons as may 
[b be designated by the Secretary of the Treasury 
| to receive and keep the public moneys, under the 
| 15th section of the act of August 6, 1846, for the 


was read a first and second time by its title, and 


Mr. DOWNS, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the 


| 

| Š i 

I| referred to the Committee on Finance. 
! 

j 

| 

i 


il relief of William Rarley; which was read a first 


| and second time by its title, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. - 
On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 
Ordered, {hat the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned to Monday next, and be the special order of that 
ay. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, agreeably to previous no- 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was i, tice, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to 


Ordered, That the petition of Phebe Glover, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS gave notice of his intention to ask | 


leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Charles 
A. Kellet. 
Also, a bill for the relief of Enoch Baldwin, | 
Mr. FELCH gave notice of his intention to ask | 


leave to introduce a bill to revise and continue in |! 


force for a limited time the provisions of an act 
relative to suspended entries of public land. | 

Also, a bill to authorize the State of Illinois to 
select the balance of the lands to which she is en- 
titled under the act of 2d March, 1827, granting | 
lands to aid that State in opening a canel to con- 
nect the waters of the Illinois river with those of 
Lake Michigan. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD gave notice of his inten- į 
tion to ask leave to introduce a bill to extinguish 


the individual stock in the Louisville and Portland | 
Canal, in order to make the navigation free and į 


to enlarge it. 

Mr, JAMES gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a joint resolution authorizing 
the President of the United States to appointa com- 


mittee of practical scientific men, to make a series | 
of practical experiments for the parpose of ascer- | 


*aining if possible the cause or causes of the ex- 
plosion of steam boilers. : 


PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. PRATT submitted the following resolution | 


for consideration: 

Resolved, ‘That after the first day of January next, Fri- 
days of each week shall be set aside for the consideration 
of private claims, and that on those days private bills have 
priority over all other business. 

REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr, FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the petition, reported 


provide for the repair and improvement of the dam 
at the head of Cumberland Island, in the Ohio 
il river; which was read a first and second time by 
i! its title, and considered as in Committee of the 
‘| Whole. i 

i| On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 

il Ordered, That itlie on the table. 

|} Mr. BRIGHT, agreeably to previous notice, 
i| asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to provide 
|i more effectually for overcoming the obstructions 
to the navigation of the Ohio river at the falls 
thereof; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, agreeably to previous 
notice, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill 
to grant to the city of Burlington, in Iowa, the 
land heretofore reserved between that city and the 
Mississippi river; which was read a first and sec- 
| ond time by its title, and referred to the Commit- 

tee on Public Lands. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

| Mr. BRADBURY, agreeably to previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to 
| provide for the ascertainment and satisfaction of 
claims of American citizens for spoliations com- 
mitted by the French prior to 31st July, 1851; 
which was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, it was 


Ordered, 'That it be referred to a select committee con- 
sisting of five members, to be appointed by the President. 


i Mr. Brapsury, Mr. Smitu, Mr. Baieut, Mr. 


Downs, and Mr. Ferci were appointed the com- 
mittee, 

: TONNAGE DUTIES. ` 
Mr. MALLORY, agreeably to previous notice, 
|! asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to re- 
į peal the act entitled ‘ An act concerning tonnage 


a bill authorizing Victor Morass to relinquish cer- | 


tain lands, and to enter the same quantity else- i 

where; which was read, and passed to a second 

reading. R 
He submitted. a report on the subject, which | 


was ordered to be printed. ii 


He also, from the same committee, to which was | 
referred the bill for the relief of Charles Melrose, | 
reported it without amendment. | 

He also submitted a report on the subject, which | 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill to extend the time for select- | 
ing lands granted to the State of Wisconsin for | 
saline purposes, reported it with amendments, | 

He also, from the same committee, to which | 


duty on Spanish vessels;”? which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


CALIFORNIA BRANCH MINT. 

The eyfrossed bill to establish a branch of the 
Mint of the United States in California, was read 
the thytd time and passed. 

WELCOME TO KOSSUTH. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move to take up a resolu- 
i tion which I moved to lay on the table the other 
day. The resolution proposes the appointment of 
! a committee of three to introduce Louis Kossuth 
to the Senate. I presume that, after what has taken 
place, both here and in the other House, there 
will now be no opposition to the resolution. 


| additional services required under that act; which | 


THE. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


i 


Mr. PRATT. I should like to have the resolu- 
tion read. ; 
The resolution was read, as follows: | 


Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the 
Chair to wait upon Louis Kossuth, Governor of Hungary, 
and introduce him to the Senate. 


Mr. GWIN. I would be much gratified if the 

Senator from Illinois would withdraw his motion 
for a few moments, so as to permit a bill.to be read 
a third time. I feel pretty well assured that there 
will be debate on the resolution of the Senator from 
I}linois—the Senator from Wisconsin amongst 
others will debate it—and it will not take ‘one 
minute to have the bill I have mentioned rend a 
third time.. If there were not likely to be debate 
on this resolution I would not ask the Senator to 
give way. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to call up this resolu- 
tiot becausé I think that under existing circum- 
stances it should now be acted upon. If itis likely 
to create any debate it can be laid over. Butafter 
the action that has already been had upon the 
subject I cannot imagine that it will generate de- 
bate. I think.the question has been as much 
debated already as is desirable, and I am also in- 
clined to believe that the Senate generally concur 
in that opinion. 

Mr. BADGER. _It seems to me that the ques- 
tion with regard to this resolution occupies a. dif- 
ferent position from that which it occupied on the 
joint resolution. I entertain now precisely. the 
same opinions which I entertained prior to the pas- 
sage of that resolution*—opinions which I have 
already expressed to the Senate. But, by an un- 
common unanimity in both branches of Congress, 
Kossuth has been recognized as the guest of the 
nation. 
supposition that the joint resolution would be 
approved by the President of the United States, of 
which there can be no doubt; and the question 
now is, Being, by the action of the constituted 
authorities, such guest of the nation, is it proper 
that this resolution should be taken up and passed ? 
That point being settled I shall make no vexatious 
opposition to the proceeding. 

Mr. BORLAND. It seems to me that the ac- 
tion of the Senate, so far as this resolution is con- 
cerned, has settled the question, unless a change 
takes place in the minds of the Senators. This 
resolution was a material part of the resolution 


| which was rejected the other day, and which was 


offered as an amendment to the resolution of the 
Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDENT. It is not in order to dis- 
cuss the resolution until it is taken up. 

Mr. BORLAND. That is the reason why I 
think it cannot be taken up, being part of the 


| resolution of the Senator from New York; and 


that resolution was the same in substance as the 
resolution of the Senator from Illinois, with the 
exception of this portion which it is now proposed 
to revive. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
take up the resolution, and it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 
effect of that resolution before I vote. If this 
committee shall be appointed, I suppose they will 
proceed to New York, or wheresoever Kossuth 
may be, for the purpose of bringing him to Wash- 
ington and introducing hirn to the Senate. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will amend it by saying 
“ on his arrival in the capital,” 

No objection being made, the resolution was so 
amended. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President: Notwith+ 
standing it has been announced by the mover of 
this resolution that it has been discussed suffi- 
ciently, I ask the attention of the Senate for some 
ten or fifteen minutes, that I may express my 
views upon the subject. Itis true that the reso- 
lution has been discussed, but my views have 
not been expressed. Differing so widely in some 
respects from some who have spoken, I have been 
particular in maturing my own views, afd I shall 
be particular in expressing them to the Senate. 

. The present occasion and the subject of pres- 
ent discussion, are more momentous and of deeper 
import than the eye or the mind will readily dis- 
cover without careful examination and deep reflec- 
tion. They merit this examination and reflection; 
and from me they have and shall receive them— 
not, however, from considerations of mere eti- 
quette—of what is due to Governor Kossuth as a 


This has been done no doubt upon the - 


I would like to know the | 


“ir 
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manor a patriot, or to the Senate, as regards its 
dignity; but from considerations of a far deeper; 
. broader, and more sacred character—such-as con- 
cern the happiness, security, and duty of our Re- 
ublie. $ : - 
F When the question was taken upon the resolu 
tion to welcome Governor Kossuth. to-thè capi- 
tal and country, I voted for it, as’ I shall for that 
now. under consideration; but. for very different 
reasons, and from very different motives from an 
that I have heard expressed in the Senate.: -1 did 
and shall do so, not as a mere personal compli- 
ment to Governor Kossuth, (great and preéminent 
as I concede and claim his merits. to be;) for this, 
Linfer, he did not and does not desire. The pur- 
pose of his mission and his life has a far higher. 
and more noble end and aim... Nordid I, nor shall 
I vote on this subject for the purpose of rendering 
mere vocal tribute to his political creed, princi- 
ples, or character. This can be better done by the 
eople in their spontaneous plaudits, responsive to 
his sentiments, : Indeed, sir, if these had been and 
were the only reasons which my mind could urge 
upon the subject, I should have voted against the 
former, and would vote against the present resolu- 
lution. _ I am averse to all personal adulation, in- 
tended merely as such, and where no practical 
good is intended or can result. I mistake Gov- 
ernor Kossuth’s republican principles ifhe do not 
entertain similar sentiments. Nor yet, sir, have 
I voted, nor shall I vote for these resolutions be- 
cause I can see in their consequences no change in 
our neutral policy, but for the very reverse. Iad- 
vocate them because I think I discover in them the 
initiatory step toward the abandonment of our now 
.impolitic, unwise, and unjust system of neutrality, 
et no one do himself the injustice, or me the 
false charity, to suppose that this is a conclusion 
or determination to which I have hastily sprung. 
Far from it, sir. I have long desired to see our 
neutral policy abandoned or overthrown; and | 
hail the events of the present hour, as happy omens 
ofa speedy consummation of my wishes. 

I contend, Mr. President, that what was our 
policy in our infancy and weakness, has ceased 
to be our true policy now that we have reached 
to manhood and strength. And I deny, what is 
So often asserted, that either Washington or any 
of the founders of the Republic, ever recom- 
mended that the neutral policy of our early days 
should become an established principle, to govern 
the conduct of the country in the days of its ma- 
turity and power. i 

Asa period and condition of human existence, 
infant weakness is naturally timid, and in- 
stinctively cautious. It ranges only within the 
walks of security and home; is governed by its 
wants or necessities—without the power of ad- 
venture to supply or gratify even these. It may 
look on with tears, commiseration, and pity, ata 
cruel imposition or infliction upon its fellow and 
infant associate; but it can neither resent the 
wrong nor defend against it—it can only stand 
careful and trembling for its own security. Strike 
it cannot—to interpose would be futile and dan- 
gerous. But when arrived at manhood, the same 
course of conduct would merit and receive the hiss 
of scorn, and stamp. the wretch a coward and pol- 
troon. It would also render his position insecure, 
by inviting insult and aggression. 

So it was, so it is, and so it will be, with our 
Government and country. When we had but just 
struggled into infant existence, we could manifest 
commiseration and pity only, when we saw the 
feeble breast of our-sister, Poland, mangled by the 
iron heel of despotism, and her substance divided, 
and her name Pioited out by tyrants. But now, 
when matured and strong, shail we supinely and 
timidly look on, and see all the morals, justice, 
and principles of international Jaw violated, without 
interposing? The law of nations, under that of 
the Creator, is the law of the civilized world—is 
as binding upon despots as upon republicans, and 
republics are as much interested in its maintenance 
as monarchies, or despotisms, and have more 
‘right to interpose to defend and maintain it, than 
they to violate and destroy it. And what princi- 
ple or rule of that law should be more dear to 
America, than that which secures the right of the 
masses to rise and throw off the yoke of oppres- 
sion through the medium of revolution, and this, 
too, in a fair and single-handed contest with the 
oppressor? But, while this principle is thus dear 
and’ important to our country and the cause of 


+ 


ji e 
liberty, sHall- 


we-never raise our-voice or hand to 

defend or sustain it, but erase and expunge it, by 
conceding the right of despots to perpetually viot 
late it?) Shall another Poland be stricken from 
nationality and independence, to non-entity and 
oblivion, by å triple European despotism? © Shall 
Italy. again, while able, willing, and striving to 
stand erect and free against her native oppressor, 
be stricken down, bleeding, and more enslaved, at 
the feet of tyrannic France and Austria? Or shall 
Hungary, struggling alone and friendless against 
the tyranny of ‘Austria, with victory and triumph 
already perching upon her republican standard, be 
again trampled to the dust—enslaved and -chained 
by intermeddling Russia? and all this without a 
murmur or a blow from the land of Washington 
and Franklin? God forbid! Yet, address these 
questions to some Senators, whose heads have 
whitened in the service and battle of conservatism, 
and they will answer, Yes; but I address them to 
the manly hearts of the American people, and the 
answer will be one universal and indignant, No! 
Never! 

Sir, our strength no longer consists in a policy 
so criminally neutral. It did so in the beginning, 
only because the success of our experiment was 
distrusted by the people of all countries; and we 
could gain no sympathy by showing sympathy 
with others. But our success is no longer proble- 
matic, nor the permanency of oar Government and 
institutions doubted by any. Republican spirits, 
in every clime, feel joy in our triumph, and are 
enlisted for our defence and protection. Their 
hopes run high to imitate our example; and they 
feel those hopes would be forever blasted by our 
downfall. If we now discharge aright our high 
mission, by sympathizing with them in their 
struggle, and danger should assail us, they will 
feei our cause to be their own; and whatever soil 
they may tread, will be made a recruiting station 
in our defence. The next army that invades our 
country will come to fight our battles, and not to 
crush our liberties. With us, the day of conflict 
with mercenaries will have passed; and armies of 
invasion will have become but organized armies 
of immigration, seeking a hearthstone and a home 
arnong us, to be enjoyed and defended in common 
with our own, Sir, if you deem me visionary, 
or ¢ver-sanguine in these opinions and hopes, pray 
tel. ne where you would find the Hungarian, the 
German, the Irishman, the Briton, Frank, or 
Swede, who would wield the sword or bear the 
staxlard of a despot upon our shores, and against 
our country and republic? You could not more 
gravely insult the millions of these braves amongst 


us, than by asking them if they would do so. |) 


Yet, sir, they are but the representative few of 
countless hosts left behind, actuated by a similar 
spirit. The situation of a Haynau, commanding 
an army of these in America, would soon be for- 
lorn and pitiable indeed. The treatment of the 
English brewers would be mercy and hospitality 
itself, compared to that he.would receive here, at 
the hands of his own troops. 

But, sir, seal or lock up the stores of your sym- 
pathy—suffer the spirit of liberty to struggle, 
bleed, and expire alone in its unequal conflict 
with intruding despots, and you cut the sympa- 
thetic chord that binds the freedom-loving world 
to your cause; you consolidate despotism, and at 
length, when it shall turn upon you, as the last 
survivor of republicanism, you, too, must strug- 


gle, bleed,and fall alone. No friendly heart or hand f 


will be left to sympathize or strike in your cause | 


or your defence. 

This, sir, must be the result at last, if we con- 
tinue our present policy. No one can believe, that, 
with the present and gorio intelligence of the 
world, despotisms and republics can much longer 
oceupy the earth together. The flame of conflict 
is already kindled; the blood of one or the other 
must quench it. Between the spirits of the two 
political existences, there can be no compromise; 
one or the other must quit the world. In the 
struggle we cannot remain neutral if we would— 
and it is useless longer to disguise the fact.. For 
one, I throw off all disguise. Iam for the cause 
of liberty and free Government, against slavery 
and despotism, throughout the globe—and this 
without disguise. 

Far be it from me, however, to recommend or 
advocate the policy of predatory or aggressive 
warfare, or warfare for conquest. Iwill go as far 
as the most pacific against all interference in the 


i 


internal-polity or concerns of other,nations,)<But_ 
| Ttake and mainiain a wide distinction between the - 
| internal concerns of nations and international:con= 
cerns. - While Russia or Austria is content-under 
| a monarchy or despotism, or.so long as the mon- 
arch or despot can, within himself, or wilt 
own resources, maintain his authority and-po ver ys 
| be it so—let him alone. -This isa matter of intere | 
nal concern to the nation, and’ she has the right to 
be let alone.: I would protest against the interfer- 
ence of our own or any other country as a Gove. 
ernment. But when the- people of éither-rise up- 
and seek to throw off the yoke, orbreak the chain 
that galls them, and the other would interfere to: 
prevent them, this becomes an international’ con= 
cern—an affair between nations; and involves a 
breach of the law and morals of nations, in which 
we become an interested party with all. other na- 

i tions. Against such interference I would not only 
have our country protest, but E would have. her 
interpose both her moral and physical power, whether 
in conjunction with England or alone. In. this 

; case we have the right to interpose, and I contend 
that justice, as well as our interest. and security, 
makes it our duty to interpose. ; : 


Sir, peace is beautiful. and holy when it can be’ 


all its tragedy and ‘blood, is less to be dreaded 
than dishonorable or * ignoble peace;?—peace at 
the expense of peace, justice, liberty, and the 
rights of man. In the “case supposed, even war 
| on our part, against intervention, would be sacred 
to the cause of peace. It would be necessary in 
order to conquer conflict, establish peace, and de- 
fend the right. Without our interposition, there 
would not be peace, but wrongful war; and we, 
too, a party to the wrong by acquiescence. Asa 
| friend and advocate of peace, as well as of na- 
| tional morality and national law, I would recom~ 
mend war in such an extremity, when merely 
j moral means had proved unavailing. ‘Nor would 
I delay or wait for the coöperation of England— 
though I am not one of those who would decline 
jite An alliance for such an occasion would not 
conflict with the policy or advice of Washington. 
He never condemned alliances temporary and 
i for the occasion. He only declared that ‘it is 
our policy to steer clear of permanent alliances.’? 
He did not even recommend that this “ policy”. 
| should be permanent and perpetual; but for such 
time only as would enable you ‘to gain time to 
‘ your country to settle and mature its institutions, 
| ‘and to progress without interruption to that de~ 
| ‘gree of strength and ‘consistency which is ne- 
i fcessary to give it the command of its own for-« 
‘tunes, ’” 
| believe that such time has been gained, and 
i that our country has reached the required condi- 
tion; and so far from condemning. and declining 
the occasional coöperation of other countries in- 
such a cause, I would approve atid accept it, as I 
would, indeed, invite it. oar i 
Mr, President, of two things I feeleertain: first, 
| that the spirit of Russian absolutism, unless pre- 
| vented by the interposition of constitutional gov- 
| ernments, will triumph and prevail in Europe, and» 
| ultimately turn upon liberty here and elsewhere; 
and, second, that the only Powers on the broad 
! face of God’s earth which can interpose and pre- 


| arately or in concert, then, we must act or fall; or, 
| if not fall, must ultimately suffer and bleed to a 
degree of depletion tenfold that which our timely 
| interposition would cause. ae 

Sir, the portents of the hour are momentous in- 
: deed; and I fear are too dimly seen, or not at all, 
| by the Senate and the country. With no enemy 
afield, despotic Europe is trembling under the 
sullen tread ofa conscript soldiery; while gloomy 


i 
i 
i 


i Apprehension sits a joint oceupant of the throne 


' of monarchy. Whyis this so? It is that amur- 


| yet determined and universal—is heard to rise from 
| the oppressed and down-trodden millions and be- 
| cause monarchs sec and know that occasion only 
| is awaited by these millions, to rise and strike a 
! more universal, terrible, and determined blow than 
ever yet was struck, for self-emancipation, šelf- 
| government, and freedom They see, also, that 
: such an occasion will offer in the approaching 
| struggle for the French Presidency. Princes, on 


i the one hand, are looking to the Czar of: Russia 


i to bear them safely through; while the republican 
| masses, on the other, are looking with beseeching 


justly and honorably ‘maintained; but war, with: ’ 


; Vent it, are the United States and England. - Sep- - 


mur of discontent—suppressed and low indeed, = 


a 
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eyes to America and England.” Shall we. turn 
coldly away, and leave tyranny to riot 1n its crim- 
son orgies, and to raise its.shout of: triumph over 
the rights of nations and mankind? or shall we 


interpose, AND INTERPOSE NOW; to prevent ‘it, and | 


to staunch the flow of human blood? For one, 
by. all-the sacred promptings of the human heart, 
I am for the latter! 1 would now, or before an-. 
other moon had waned, throw patent to the world 
a declaration that hereafter the practice, if not. the 
policy of nations, must:be “ hands off,” or non- 
intervention in the internal concerns or revolutions of 
other nations; and this declaration I would make 
good, too, when occasion should demand, by the 


4 


blood and treasure of the land. But with sucha |! 


declaration, the occasion would never arise: we- 
would have no occasion to shed the one or to ex- 
` pend the other. These, sir, are the views which 
{ entertain. I speak for no one but myself; but I 
‘should speak as I have though I knew I stood 
alone. 


that I speak or think in matters of political import, 
but for the approval of my own heart, and for the 
promotion of right and justice, with the best inter- 
ests of the Republic. 

These being my views, Ihave all along regretted 
to hear Senators, while advocating these resolu- 
tions, so careful to disavow any meaning in them, 
or, in other words, to hear them declare, in effect, 
that they designed nothing tangible or practical; 
and yet, at the same time, profess the highest de- 
votion to the cause of liberty, and the deepest 
sympathy for struggling and oppressed humanity. 
Tf our devotion and .sympathy lie no deeper than 


the lip, they will be but little consolatory to Kos- | 


suth or to Hungary. To prove that they lie no 
deeper, I would advise that, when we meet the 
country’s guest, and extend to him the right hand 
in fellowship, we offer him with the left our act of 
neutrality; and declare to him that it is a fixed, un- 
alterable law of the land. From that he may read: 


Sec. J. Be it enacted, Çe., That if any citizen of the 
United States shall, within the territory and jurisdiction 
thereof, accept and exercise a comunission to serve a for- 
eign prince, state, colony, district, or people, in war, by 
land or by sea, against any prince, state, colony, district, 
or people, with whom the United States are at peace, the 
person so offending shall be deemed guilty ofa high misde- 
mieanor, and shajt be fined not more than §2,000, and shall 
be imprisoned not exceeding three years. 

Sse., I And be it further enacted, That if any person 
shall, wifhin the limits of the United States, fit out and | 
arm, or attempt to fit out and arm, or pracure to be fitted 
out and armed, or shall knowingly be concerned in the fur- 
vishing, fitting out, or arming of any ship or vessel, with 
intent that sach ship or vessel shall be employed in the ser- 
vice of any foreign prince or state, or of any colony, dis- 


triet, or people, to cruise or commit hostilities against the | 


subjects, citizens, or property 
or of any colony, district or 
States are at peace, or shall 
within the territory or jurisd 
any ship or ves 


of any foreign prince or state, | 
ple, with whom the United 

uc or deliver a comm 
ction of the United States 


guilty of a high misdemeanor, and shall be fined not more 


to liberty in the Uuited States, punish practical ; 
devotees as malefactors and criminals, 

Sir, I repeat that if I had nothing but words to 
render in the service of Hungarian freedom, I ! 


speak for it, but I will vote for it—write for it; | 
and when occasion shall demand, under the smile 

of Heaven, I will fight for it. So would others | 
who have spoken with so much seeming caution— | 


and they might as well avow the fact. They do || 


no good by their mental reservations—iet them 
speak out, and act. 
ceived a compliment, sublime indeed—a compli- 
ment of the means to triumph in the cause of lib- 
erty, and Hungary will be free. 

Mr. BADGER.. There is one thing in that | 
resolution to which I wish to call the attention of | 


of Hungary.’ hat, I suppose, must be intended 


to assert the fact that he is Governor in reality or | 
Governor in right. I suggest to my friend that 
he does not mean to make any such assertion. 
And surely it cannot be necessary to make known 
who Louis Kossuth is, to add as a description 
beyond his name the words, ‘*Governor of Hun- 
gary.” I would suggest, also, to the Senator, 
that the phraseology of the joint resolution which 
has passed both the Senate and the House differ 
from this. 


I neither ask nor expect commendation | 
from this Senate—it is not for its commendation 


| very cheap. 


4, to the intent that she may be employed |: 
as aforesaid, every person so offending shall be deemed | 


| the time being. 


© olution passed last session. 


: passed a resolution requesting the President to 
| «authorize the employment of a public vessel to 
: ‘convey to this country Louis Kossuth and his 
my honorable friend from Illinois, [Mr. Sureips.] | 
The resolution styles Louis Kossuth, ‘Governor |! 
i; gress had formerly done, and I suppose that the | 
; same words are used. 
. the resolution read literally correct, I suppose it 


‘ same he will not do that. 
| 
il 
ij 
it 


i | [Mr. Sumzos,] to strike out “ Governor of Hun- 
He is there designated as Louis Kos- i| gary,” it was agreed to. 


suth.: If he was sufficiently known and described 
by that. name there, is it necessary or proper to 


| assert a different description here? 


Mr. SHIELDS. I had: no object in view, ex- 
cept to. make it-conform to the language of the 
President’s message. 1 do not wait to tavilabout 
it. -I think he is called Governor in the message. 
We are accustomed in this country, when a man 
has held an office,to continue calling him by the | 
tide which he had while. in that office.. I do not 
think it amounts to much. ‘Some honor-me, by 
calling me “General,” though L am no General 
now. And we have Governors and Generals all | 
over thecountry. However, I am willing to make | 


it conform to the exact language of the President’s | 


message, whatever that may be, because I regard 
that as a kind of committal by the Executive, the 
representative of the nation, and I wish to go on 


| as he commenced. 


Mr. BADGER. I shall not move any amend- 
ment to the resolution. The Senator can shape it 
as he pleases. But I would submit to my friend, 


| that when, in the joint resolution, which is the act 


of both Houses and is of the nature of a law, this 


| gentleman is named by his Christian and surname | 


only, and as this proceeding of the Senate is in- 
tended to follow out what has been done by that 
joint resolution, that it is the resolution which we 
are to follow, and not the incidental expression in 
the President’s message. This resolution styles 
him “ Louis Kossuth, Governor of Hungary.” I 
admit that in common conversation, in addressing 
the honorable Senator from Hlinois, we call him 
« General Shields;’? but I submit that no formal 
paper in the world would now describe him as 
« James Shields, Brigadier General.’” 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will read the language of 
the President’s message. 


ment. ‘* The instruction above referred to was 
complied with, and the Turkish Government 
having released Governor Kossuth,” &e. ‘* Gov- 
ernor Kossuth.” I am willing to make the reso- 


lution conform to that. i 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ilinois | 


proposes to strike out ‘Governor of Hungary,” 


and insert previous to the name ‘Louis Kos- | 


suth,” the word ‘* Governor, ” so that it will read 
“ Governor Louis Kossuth, ”? 

Mr. HALE. The President, when he first 
mentioned this matter, simply calls the gentleman 
* Louis Kossuth,” andl think that is ‘a better 
title than any we can put on him. Governors are 
There are a good many of them. 
There is but one Louis Kossuth, and Í think 
“ Louis Kossuth” sounds better than ** Governor 
Kossuth,” or ‘ Squire Kossuth,” or any other 
title. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. It would not add any im- 


| portance to it, unless an objection were taken to it, 
than $10,000, and imprisoned not more than three years, |! Then, if we should strike it out, it might be sig- 
&e. |; nificant. 


From this, Kossuth will learn that lip-devotees |: 


Ifit be necessary to express the proper 
idea, I presume the addition of one word will ac- 
complish it—we might say ‘¢ Louis Kossuth, the 
rightful Governor.” If he be not the Governor 


i de facto, if he is not in the exercise of the power 

) i! belonging to that station, I apprehend there can 

would be silent. But I have more: I will not only if 
1 


be no question that he is the rightful Governor 
of Hungary, although ejected from Hungary for 
I would suggest the insertion of 
the word “ rightful. ”? 

Mr. HALE. Before the question is taken on 


I hope my honorable į 
friend front North Carolina will not regard it as a | 
mere incidental expression, or as a trivial docu- | 


The latter part of the amendment to insert the 
| word “ Governor ” before “ Louis Kossuth,” was 
not agreed to.. : ae 

The question was then on the resolution as 
amended. - 

Mr. MASON. Ido not doubt that the very 
distinguished gentleman for whom this honor is 
intended, is the patriot whom he has been described 
to be by Senators on this floor; and that he is wor- 
thy of the honors which have been heaped upon 
him by the people of America. "When the vote 
| was taken upon the resolution of welcome to him, 
Iwas not here, or I should have voted for it 
cheerfully. - But I am not prepared to extend the 
distinguished honor of a reception by the Senate, 
to thatgentleman—an honor which has never been, 
I believe, conferred upon a citizen of American. 
It has been conferred only upon General Lafay- 
ette, who had been identified with the most trying 
scenes of our revolutionary struggles. 

It is not, therefore, for any purpose of detract- 
ing from the merits of the gentleman to whom 
this honor is proposed to be extended, that I have 
' desired thus to place myself right in the vote 
I shall give. Ihave another reason, sir. So far 
as I understand it, his avowed mission to the Uni- 
ted States of America is to endeavor to induce this 
Government to depart from our long-established 
policy in relation to'foreign nations. It may be 
| that if this peculiar reception be given him by the 
| Senate, it may be construed into some disposition 
on the part of the Senate to acergdit him on his 
mission. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to make a suggestion? Ihave interfered 
with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mæ. 
Ruerr,] believing that this would occasion no de- 
bate. i 

Mr. MASON. I have finished what I had. to 


say. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD called for the yeas and 


nays. 
| Mr. SHIELDS. Oh! no, It will be a much 


i higher compliment to pass it without the yeas and 
nays. : 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question being taken, resulted—yeas 30, 
nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bradbury, Brodhead, Cass, 
Chase, Clarke, Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Towa, Douglas, Felch, Fish, Foote of Mississippi, Foot of 
Vermont, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, James, Jones 
of Towa, Miller, Norris, Seward, Shields, Smith, Stockton, 
Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Whitcomb—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Borland, Butler, Clemens, 
Dawson, Hunter, Jones of Tennesee, King, Mason, Mor- 
i ton; Pratt, Sebastian, Spruance, Underwood, and Upham 
—15. 

The resolution was adopted as amended, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by 
the Chair tọ wait upon Louis Kossuth, on his arrival at the 
capital, and introduce him to the Senate. 


THE COMPROMISE. MEASURES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
special order, being the resolution declaring the 
measures of adjustment to be a definitive settle- 
ment of the questions growing out of domestic 
slavery. i 

Mr. RRETT resumed and finished the speech 
which he commenced yesterday, a report of which 
will be found in the Appendix. 

After a few words from Mr. Foors, and a brief 
conversation, in which Mr. Boriany, Mr. Foore, 
Mr. Mason, and others took part, (for which see 


the amendment of the Senator from Hlinois, [Mr. ! 


| Sure ps,] [desire to read a single extract from the 
Then Kossuth will have re- | 


President’s message, in which he refers to the res- 
He says: ‘ On the 
‘third of March last, both Houses of Congress 


» ‘Thatis the President’s 


‘ associates in captivity. 
Reference is there had to what Con- 


message. 


If the Senator would make | 
would be “ Louis Kossuth aforesaid;” but 1 pre- | 
It will be better to let 
it stand as it stood originally. It is a better title | 
than any we can give him, 

The question being taken on the part of the | 
amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois, 


Appendix,) Mr. Mason obtained the floor, and 
on motion, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvrspay, December 16, 1851. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. > 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
COMMITTEE ON THE RULES. 

The SPEAKER announced that the following 
gentlemen had been appointed the Committee on 
the Rules, by aresolution of the House: GrorcE 
| W. Jonzs, of Tennessee; ALEXANDER H. Sre- 
PHENS, of Georgia; Josera R. CHANDLER, of 
Pennsylvania; Joun L. Rosinson, of Indiana; 
Epwarp Sranzy, of North Carolina; Davin L. 
Seymour, of New York; Grorer G. Kuve, of 
| Rhode Island; Ensow B. Oxps, of Ohio; and Daw- 


wL Waxiace, of South Carolina. 


1851... 


UNFINISHED BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER then announced that the first 
‘business in order would be the unfinished business 
of yesterday—the motion to refer to the Commit~ 
tee on Military Affairs the bill to refund to the 
State of California cértain moyteys collected in her 
ports. ` 


COMMITTEE ON REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS.. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I risecto a 
question of privilege. I perceive that I-have been 
appointed on three of the standing committees of 
the House. The rules allow me to decline serv- 
ing on one of .these committees, and therefore I 
avail myself of the right to decline serving on the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. In doing 
this, I intend no disrespect to the Speaker, nor to 
any of the members of that committee, but simply 
because I cannot perform the duties of so many 
committees. 

The SPEAKER. Undertherules of the House, 
the gentleman has a right to decline serving; and 
if there be no objection, he will be accordingly 
excused. So it was S 

Ordered, That Mr. Sranvon, of Kentucky, be excused 
from further service on the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, and that the Speaker be authorized to fill the va- 
cancy created thereby. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, by unanimous 
consent, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Ienry Johnson 


be withdrawn from the files of the House, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


. THE WORKMEN ON THE CAPITOL. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to submit a resolution. It is 
known probably to the House, that a number of 
persons have been recently discharged from em- 
ployment on the works at the Capitol now in 
progress of construction. Ihave been called upon 

y a number of these persons, and they desire me 
to present a resolution, 

he following is the resolution: 

Resolwed, That the Committee on Public Buildings, or 
whichever committee may have charge of the subject, be 
requested. to report forthwith a bill making further appro- 
priations for the continuance of the work recently in prog- 
ress for the extension of the Capitol buildings, in order that 
alarge number of mechanics and workingmen, who have 
been deprived of work, and thereby their present means of 
subsistence, having been discharged a few days ago trom 
that employment, may be again employed, it being exceed- 
ingly difficult at this inclement season of the year to obtain 
employment elsewhere in the city. 


Mr. CLINGMAN inquired of the Chair the 
order of business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already an- 
nounced that the unfinished business of yesterday 
is now in order. Any other business cannot in- 
tervene except by the unanimous consent of the 
House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
the unanimous consent to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of 
order. I understand the Chair to state that the 
unfinished business of yesterday is in order. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr.: Rictranpson] allow the «gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Froruwecr] to ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to introduce a 
resolution? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object to the 
introduction of any business out of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 understand the Chair 
to state that the business in order is the unfinished 
business of yesterday. I want to call the attention 
of the Chair to the fact, that upon yesterday a 
motion to suspend the rules was in order. I un- 
derstand the rule to be, that when the day arrives 
upon which it will be in order to move a suspen- 
sion, of the rules, business undisposed of on the 
previous suspension day would come up as the 
regular business in order. Hence itis not now 


jn order—this not being suspension day—to recur | 
to the bill introduced yesterday under a suspension | 


f th les. i 
i The SPEAKER. The Chair must remind the 


gentleman that the question of order is, in his 


jnion, not admissible. i f 
“EM. EVANS. Idonot wish to debate this mat- 


ter, but make a suggestion, if the Chair will have 


patience with me for a- single moment. The 23d | 


rule declares: 


«That ag soon as the Journal is read, the Speaker shall | 


call for petitions from the members of each State and dele- 
gates from each ‘Territory, beginning with Maine.” 


The 27th rule says that— 


, uatil the former is disposed of.?? 


“ After an hour shall, be devoted to reports from commit- 
tees and resolutions, it-shall be in arder, pending the con- 
sideration or discussion. thereof, to entertain a motion that 
the House do-uew proceed to dispose of the business on the 
Speaker’s.table, and to the orders of the day.” 

Then by the 58th rules 

“The unfinished business in which the House was engaged 
at the last preceding adjourament shal} have the preference 


in the orders of the day, and no motion on any-other busi- 
ness shall ‘be received without special leave of the House 


Mr. HALL. Irise to a question of order.. T 
understand that no debate is in order upon the 
question of priority of business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already an- 
nounced that the question of order is not debatable. 

Mr. EVANS. I was reading the rules. 

Mr. HALL. I understand you are making a 
speech. 

Mr. EVANS. Notintheleast. I suggest that 
the first business in order is the call of States for 
petitions, next for reports of committees; and then 
resolutions are in order. And when the orders of 
the day comeup, the unfinished business of yes- 
terday will ‘have the preference.» 1 call’ for the 
reading of the 23d, 27th, and 58th-rules. 

The rules were then read as inserted above. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to state 
the ground of his decision, which is this: But 
for the fact that the previous question. had been 
seconded and the main question ordercd-to be put, 
the rules referred to would have required this bill 
to go over and take its place upon the calendar of 
the House. But the House ordered the main 
question to be put, and thus gives this bill or the | 
unfinished business preference over all others. 
The main question must therefore be now put. | 
By reference to the Journal of the Twenty-eighth 
Congress, the gentleman will’ find a decision di- 
rectly in point. Is there any appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair? 

No appeal being taken, the Speaker stated the | 
question as follows: The gentleman from Cali- | 
fornia [Mr. Marsuaut] moved a reference of this 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, The 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Jongs] moved its 
reference to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Upon this question the previous question was sec- 
onded and the main question ordered, and the yeas 
and nays were also ordered upon said question. | 
The first question will be upon the proposition to 
refer the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California. I would ask 

ermission of the House to make a few remarks 
in explanation of a personal matter. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I hope the objection may 
be withdrawn, as [ shall consume but a very litle 
time. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
Chair is bound to enforce the rule. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I wish to inform the} 
House, inthe course of this explanation, in re- 
gard to the nature of the bill and the propriety of 
the reference. 

Mr. CARTTER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. MarsnaLL] to order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I wish to exculpate my- | 
self from the charge of making an attack upon the 
committee. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it in order to make a | 


motion to suspend the rules to allow the gentle- į 
man to proceed? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order. 

The question was then taken upon referring the | 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, and | 
decided if the negative—yeas 75 nays 110; as fol- | 
lows: 


YEAS—Measrg.-Abercrombie, Allison, Bell, Bibighaus, | 
John H. Boyd, Breckenridge, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, | 
E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chapman, Cleve- 
land, Cullom, Dawson, Disney, Doty, Edgerton, Evans, 
Ewing, Faulkner, Fitch, Fowler, Freeman, Henry M. Ful- 
ler, Gaylord, Goodenow, Green, Grey, Grow, Harper, Hart, 
Hascall, Haven, Thos. M. Howe, Andrew Johnson, James | 
Johnson, George G. King, Kubns, Landry, Letcher, Ed- | 
ward ©. Marshal], Mason, McCorkle, McNair, Meacham, į 
Meade, Miller, Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John 
Moore, Morehead, Newton, Olds, Perkins, Polk, Porter, | 
Price, Sackett, Smith, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Fred. P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. ‘Stephens, St. | 
Martin, Sweetser, Taylor, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, | 
Welch, Addison White, and Yates—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Charles Allen, Willis Allen, | 
Andrews, Wm. Appleton, Asbe, Averett, David J. Bailey, | 


Bennett, Bissell, Bocock, Bowie, Bragg, Brenton, Brooks, | 
Buell, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Cartter, Caskie, : 


Chastain, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Curtis, Daniel, George T. | 


Davis, John Gi Davis, Dimmick, Dockery, Dunham, E 

man, Edmundson, Ficklin, Florence, Hee then 
Fuller, Gambie; Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G-H: 
ris, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Hebard, Hibbard; Ai 
Holladay, Horsford, Houston, J 

Ives, Jac! son, John Johnson, Be 
Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Preston’ Kin 3 
Kurtz, Mace, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McDon= 
ald, McLanahan, MceMuilin, McQueen, Millson, 7s 
Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Orr, Oudaw, Andrew Parker, 
Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, 
Rantoul, Riddte, Robbins, Robie# Robinson, Ross, Séber- 
methorn, Schoonmaker, Scurry, David ‘Li: Seymour, Ori- 
gen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, 5 


eri 
lonn W flewe, Thgersolly. : 
obert W. Johnsen, Daniel T, 


Abym P. Stevens, Stone, 
tuart, Sutherland, Benj. Thompson, Geo. W.Thompson; 
Thurston, Townshend, ‘Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wil. 
cox, Wildtiek, and Williams--110. phe 

So the motion was rejected. 

The question was then iaken upon referring the 
bill to the Committee of Ways and Means; and it 
was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I cali for the regular order of busi= 
ness. : : 

PAY TO HON. MR. DARBY. . BE 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania.: I wish to offer 
a resolution, and I am ‘sure. will get the unani- 
mous and favorable action of this House upon it.. 
Mr. Darsy, a Representative from the: St. Louis 
district, came to Washington to enter. upon the 
discharge of his duties as a Representatives On 
Monday morning, the Ist of December, he was 
suddenly and. unexpectedly stricken down wish - 
paralysis; and from that time to the present mo- 
ment he has been confined to his bed as an invalid 
and helpless as an infant. He is here now at the 
seat of Government, thousands of miles away from 
his family and friends, in this -distréssing’ and 
helpless condition. I feel sure that themere men- 
tion of these facts will be sufficient to claim from 
the members of this House favorable action upon 
this resolution. z 

The resolution was read, as follows: P 


Resolwed, Thatinasmuch as Mr. Joun F. DARBY, of the 
First District of Missouri, has been in Washington from the 
commencement of the session, and been prevented by sè- 
vere indisposition from taking dis seat as a member.of this” 
House. that he be allowed to draw his per diem and mile- 
age: and that the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby authorized to 
pay him the same. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to the gentleman to. mddify his resolution by sub- 
stituting the Speaker for the Sergeant-at-Arms.., It 
is the Speaker who has charge of the matter, and - 
not the Sergeant-at-Arms. l . 

The question was then.taken, and the resolution “ 
was agreed to. 


PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS. 
Mr. COBB, I call for the regular order of busi- 
ness. Let us hear from Utah. 
The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the 
States and Territories for petitions, commencing 
with the Territory of Utah. s 


Mr. DOTY, by unanimous consent, introduced- 
a bill, of which previous notice had been given, 
granting the right of way and, making.a-donation 
of land to the State of Wisconsin, in aid: of the 
construction of the Central Railroad; which was 
read a first and second time by its tide, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Subsequently, On motion by Mr. HALL, this 
reference was reconsidered, and the bill was com- 
mitted to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McCORKLE, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill, of which previous notice. had been 
given, to provide for the survey of public lands in 
the State of California, and for granting donations 
and other purposes; which was ‘read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred. to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, granting the right of way and making a do- 
nation of land to the State of Alabama, in aid of 
the construction of the Girard railroad which was 


read a first and second time by its title, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. BRAGG, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House, for the 
purpose of presentation to the Senate, the joint 
resolution of the State of Alabama, in regard. to 
ahi, reserved lands in Clarke county, in that 

tate, 


Mr. LETCHER, by unanimous consent; in- 
troduced a bill, of which previous notice had béen 
given, to change the time for holding the district 
courts of the United States. in the western district 
of Virginia, and for other. purposes; which was 
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réad a first and second time by ‘its title, and, with i 
the various petitions heretofore presented upon 
this subject, now on’ the files of the House, was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KING, of New York, asked permission to 
offer a resolution. 

Mr. EVANS objected, an 
lar ‘order-of business. 


RESERVED LANDS IN IOWA. 

Mr. HENN, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill, of which previous notice had been given, to 
relinquish to the State of Iowa lands reserved for 
salt springs therein; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. H. I have also a resolution which I wish 
to offer, and I hope that it may be put upon its 
passage immediately, as it is'a matter of import- 
ance to my constituents. It isa resolution, I ap- 

rehend, that will not be objected to by any one. 

Mr. EVANS. I object. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICTS. 

Mr. HENN. I have also another bill which I 
wish: to introduce, and of which previous notice 
has been given. It is a bill creating three addi- 
tional land districts in the State of Iowa. 

- Mr. TAYLOR objected to its inurod uction. 


*On motion by Mr. HOWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of George Simpton, praying 
compensation for vessels lost in the public service during 
the late war with Mexico, be taken from the files and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida, asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a resolution. 
Mr. EVANS objected. 
Mr. PHELPS asked the unanimous consent of || 
the House for leave to introduce a bill, of which |! 
previous notice had been given. | 
Mr. TUCK objected. | 
Mr. MILLER presented a petition from sundry 
citizens of Monroe country, Missouri, praying 
Yor the establishment of a mail route from Paris, 


d called for the regu-, 


j 


| on which a favorable report was made at the last session of 


| referred to the Committee on the Post Officeand Post Roads. 


' duced a bill, of which previous notice had been 


| and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

Mr. EDGERTON presented the petition of | 
Alexander Armstrong, praying compensation for | 
property lost. during the war of 1812; which was | 
referred to the Committee‘of Claims. 
_ Mr. BELL, by unanimous consent, gave notice 
that on to-morrow or some subsequent day, he | 
should ask leave to introduce a bill to amend an | 
act of Congress, passed- September 28, 1850, al- | 
lowing bounty land warrants to those who served | 
in the war with Great Britain and other wars, &c. 

Also, presented the petition of the heirs of 
Lieutenant Joseph Parrott, an officer in the Army 
during the revolutionary war, praying commuta- 
tion pay; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

On motion by Mr. CARTTER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of A. H. Patterson, 


Congress, be withdrawn from the files of the House, and | 


Mr. PENN presented the petition of Thomas 
J. Durant, of New Orleans, for the payment of a 


‘balance claimed to be due him for services as at- | 
| torney of the United States, in the district of Loui- 
siana; which was referred to the Committee on the | 


Judiciary. 
Mr. FREEMAN, by unanimous consent, intro- 


given, granting to the State of Mississippi the 
right of way and donation of public lands, for the 
purpose of locating and constructing a railroad 
from, Brandon to the eastern boundary of said 
State, in the direction of Montgomery, Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 


Mr. F. also asked unanimous consent to intro- 


Also, a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
| Louisiana, in regard to awarding-the contract for 
carrying the mail, to such company as may have- 
the right of crossing the Isthmus of Tehuantepec 


i by the shortest and most expeditious route; and 


also praying for am appropriation to survey the 
said route from the Gulf of Mexico to the Pacific, 
in Tehuantepec; which was read and referred. to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of Jehiel Brook, praying for 
authority to sue the United States for damages for 
a suit instituted against him; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORSE, of Louisiana, gave notice that on 
to-morrow, or on some other day, he would ask 
leave to introduce a bill making appropriation for 
the removal of the raft in Red river. 

Mr. WALSH asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution. 

Objected to. 


Mr. BOWIE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduée the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia inquire. into the expediency of preventing the issue of 
small notes, under the denomination of five dollars, in the 
District of Columbia, and that they report by bill or other- 
wise. 

On motion by Mr. GROW, it was 

Ordered, That the papers and petitions of Conrad Hines 
and others, for recompense for the services of Captain 
Bartlett Hines in the revolutionary war, be withdrawn from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. i 

Mr, ALLISON presented the memorial of John 
Crosby, administrator of the late A. D. Crosby, 
| purser in the United States Navy, praying to be 
allowed a credit to his account for payment made 
i| to certain warrant officers; which was referred to 


` 


duce another bill; to which objection was made. | 


Mr. F. I understand we have a right to intro- 
duce bills upon a call of the States ? 

The SPEAKER. Upon a call of the States for 
resolutions you have, but not upon a call for peti- 
tions. 


through Shelbyville, to Newark, Missouri; referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, the petition of Robert Nelson for leave to 
change an entry of land; referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, gave notice that 
he would to-morrow ask leave to introduce a bill |! 
for the improvement of the Rock Island and Des 
Moines Rapids on the Mississippi river. 

Mr. MOLONY presented the petitions of D. |! 
Clapp and Silas Noble, register and receiver, ask- 
ing for an increase of pay for locating bounty land 
warrants; which were referred to the Committee || 
on Public Lands. : 

Mr. FICKLIN presented the petition of A. M. | 
Patterson and one hundred others, praying the 
establishment of a mail route from Vincennes, in 
the State of Indiana, via Lawrenceville and other 
places, to Springfield, in Illinois; which was re- i 
ferred tothe Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. MOLONY asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a bill to correct an error |: 


in the pension of Orris Crosby. | 

Objection was made, and the bill was not intro- || 
duced. * t 

Mr. GREY, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill, of which previous notice had been given, to 
provide for tke repairand improvement of the dam 
at the head of Cumberland Island, in the Ohio 
river; which was read a first and second time by 
is title, and referred to the Committee on Roads |} 
and Canals. 

Mr. EVANS. I wish to inquire of the Chair, 
if bills cannot be introduced, when States are called 
for resolutions, under the rule? 

The SPEAKER, By the unanimous consent 
of the House, they can be introduced at any time. 

{Cries of “ That is the rule!’? «That is the 
practice.”7] 


_ THE WORKMEN ON THE CAPITOL. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce a joint 
resolution, authorizing the architect of the Capitol | 
to continue in employment the mechanics and la- 
borers upon the two wings thereof. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I ask that the 
resolution may be read, as it contains very im- 
portant matter. 


: House, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


i to the Committee on Commerce. j 


' bama, for the purpose of constructing a railroad | 


t for other purposes, 


l tion of William M. Lapsley, of Alabama, asking 
; compensation for services rendered as receiver at li 
: the land office at Cahaba, Alabama; which was | 
: referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. FREEMAN. I should like to know why 


objection is made to the introduction of this bill, : 
when other gentlemen have been permitted to in- || 
f troduce bills? 


The SPEAKER. Debate is notinorder. Ob- 


Mr. WILCOX presented the~ petition of the 


military bounty land warrants; which was referred 


! n j 
to the Committee on Public Lands. | 


On motion by Mr. DISNEY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Captain Linn 
and heirs of Joshua Huddy be taken from the files of the 


On motion by Mr. SACKETT, it was 
_ Ordered, "That the petition of John Raynolds and others, i 
for the improvement of the harbor of Pultneyville, on Lake 
Ontario, be taken frown the files of the House, and referred 


Mr. COBB asked the general consent of the | 
House to introduce the following bills, viz: 


A bill granting the right of way and alternate || 
į sections of the public lands to the State of Ala- 


from Selma to the Terfnessee river;, 

A bill granting the right of way and making a 
grant of land to the States of Mississippi and 
Alabama, to aid in the construction of the Mem- 
phis and Charleston Railroad; and 

A bill to graduate and reduce the price of the 
public lands belonging to the United States, and 


H 


Objection was made. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, presented the peti 


jection being made, the bill cannot be introduced. | 


register and receiver at Augusta, Mississippi, | 
praying for additional compensation for locating | 


| the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, the memorial of James A. Fawns, pray- 
ling that he may be allowed the salary of purser 
while acting as such on board the United States 
brig Bainbridge, on the coast of Brazil; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Also, the memorial of James W. Wilkins, pray- 
i| ing to be allowed the salary of purser for the time 
he performed the duties of that office during the 
late war with Mexico; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania, 
it was + 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of the heirs of 
Samuel Ransom be withdrawn from the files of the House, 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. CURTIS presented the petition of Samuel 
Baker, a soldier of the last war, praying that he 
may be allowed a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. FLORENCE presented the petition of 
|| Buckingham Hoty, administrator of Peter Hoty, 
praying for an examination of the proceedings of 
the Board of Commissioners on claims against 
| Mexico, in relation to a claim presented to them 
| and rejected; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. ; 

Also, tlfe petition of sundry citizens of Pennsyl- 
i vania, asking for the enactment of a’ law to pre- 
vent the immigration of foreign paupers into the 
United States. Referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, and Delaware, for an appropriation 
to erect a harbor and piers in the Delaware bay 
and river, for theshelter of vessels navigating them. 
Referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| Also, the petition of citizens of the city and 
, county of Philadelphia, praying for a modification 
of the bounty land law of 1850, so as to give 160 
acres of land to those and the children of those 


H 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


| 
| 
|; 


Mr. OUTLAW presented the petition of C. B. 
Hassell, and 831 others, citizens of North Caro- 


tion of R. W. Wynn, John Webb, and others, to i! 


a 


i 

| 

i 

Roads. | 


| officers and soldiers who served the war of 1812. 
| Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| _ Also, the memorial of Benjamin Holbrook, of 
| Philadelphia, asking indemnity for the loss of a 
vessel in the service of the United States. Referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John Duncan, a blind 
sailor, who lost his sight in the service of the Uni- 
ted States, asking for a pension. 
| Also, the memorial of the route agents of the 

Post Office Department, asking for an increase of 
| compensation. Referred to the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr, PRICE asked leave to introduce a bill, of 
| 


which previous notice had been given. 
Mr. EVANS objected. 
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Mr. PRICE claimed that, under.the-44th rule, 
he had the right to introduce the bill. ` 

The SPEAKER decided that the bill could not 
be introduced, except by unanimous consent. 

. Mr. PRICE took an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. i 

Mr. DUNHAM moved to lay the appeal on the | 
table; which was agreed to. pe 

Mr. PRICE presented a petition from.sundry 
citizens of Newark, New Jersey, asking the pas- 

` sage of a law giving proper remedies to patentees; | 
which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. . : 7 
< Mr. P.’also gave notice that he would, at the | 
earliest day practicable” ask leave to introduce a 
bill for the purpose of giving proper remedies to | 
patentees. | 

Mr. HASCALL presented the petition of Mary | 
Hascall, the widow of Benjamin Hascall, a soldier 
of the Revolution, asking for a pension; which, 
with the papers on the files of the House upon the 
same subject, was. referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. ` 

Mr. SEYMOUR presented the petition of John 
Burlason, for a pension; which wås referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the memorial of certain officers and soldiers | 
in the war of 1812, praying for relief. Referred | 
to the Committee on Public Lands. | 

Also, presented additional papers in the case of | 
Thomas Thooly; which, with those on the files of | 
the House in regard to said claim, were referred to | 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HORSFORD presented the petitionof Peter 
Van Buskirk, asking pay for property furnished 
to the American troops during the revolutionary 
war. Referred to the Committee on Revolutionary | 
Claims. : &, : 

Mr. BENNETT presented a petition for a mail | 
route from Vallonia Springs, via Minerva and | 
Coventry, to Oxford. Referred to the Committee | 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. CLEVELAND, it was 
‘Ordered, That the petition and papers ‘in the case of Dr. | 


Congress. He hoped the resolution would be put 
on its: passage..." s: g 
Mr:CARTTER. Will the chairman of the 

committee permit me to ask him a question ? 

. Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

. Mr. CARTTER. We are informed by the 
chairman of the committee that the funds appro- 
priated are all expended. Can he give the House 
any information as to the fact that a large portion 
of that money has been expended in sending to 
‘the Catskill mountains for Jime to lay these foun- 
dations with, when there is an abundance of lime 
within sight of the Capitol? I should be very 
| glad if the chairman of the committee could throw 
any light upon that subject. 

Mr. STANTON. The House, and perhaps 
the country too, know that I have had some little 
experience in this matter of lime, having used a 
great deal of it when I was a boy and growing up. 
L have seen this lime that has been so much talked 
about, and I declare to the House that I have never 
seen better lime in my life. I think the architect, 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the other agents 
engaged in making the contract, did well in select- 
ing this lime, for it is preferable to any other that 
j 1 have ever seen in this neighborhood or elsewhere. 

I do not know what amount of money has been 
expended in the purchase of lime; but I know that | 
a great deal of work has been done, and that a 
great deal of materia] has been accumulated with 


deal more work has been done, and a larger quan- 
tity of material accumulated, than I expected to 
see. 

Mr. CARTTER. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman an additional question, and that is: What 
is the cost per bushel of this lime which has been 
used, and what is the cost of the lime which could i 
be obtained within sight of the Capitol? I am in- | 
formed that there has been a little peculation about | 
this matter, 

Mr. STANTON, 
tion. 

Mr. BELL. I have but a word to say upon 
this subject. I do not wish to throw any impedi- 


i 
I cannot answer that ques- | 


Avery Downer, a surgeon’s mate in the revolutionary war, | 
with the bill No. 74, and report No. 44 of the Committee on | 
Revolutionary Pensions, of the first session of the Thirty- ! 
first Congress, be taken from the files of the House, and ! 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 


ment in the way of the progress of this work, but | 
{ wish to inquire of the gentleman who drew up | 
this resolution whether the language in which it is 


Mr. MANN presented the petition of Jesse | 
French, of Braintree; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Mr. SIBLEY presented the papers relative to : 
the claim for compensation of the volunteers who 
served in the suppression: of the Winnebago hos- | 
tilities in July, 1850; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. GAYLORD, leave was | 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, | 
for the purpose of presenting to the Senate, the 
petition and papers of Zachariah Lawrence. H 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 
tees for reports; when ; "i 
Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a biil for the relief of the Virginia H 
Woolen Company; which was read a first and | 
second time by its title, and, with the report ac- 
companying, ordered to be printed, and referred |; 
to a Committee of the Whole House. 
THE WORKMEN ON THE CAPITOL. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, from the Com- j 
mittee on the Publie Buildings and Grounds, re- 
ported a joint. resolution authorizing the architect , 
of the Capitol to continue in employment the me- 
chanics, laborers, and others employed upon the | 


two wings thereof, . $ 


The resolution was read a first and second time 
by its title. 


Mr. STANTON remarked that the appropria- || 


tion for the additions to the Capitol had been ex- 
hausted, and that some three hundred mechanics 


and laborers—some of them with large families— _ 
who had been brought on to Washington under | 


the expectation of permanent employment, had : 


been discharged. They had been thrown out of |: 


employment, too, in the most inclement season of : 
the year, without the means of support and with- 


appeal to the House to pass the resolution imme- | 
diately. He had been told by the Architect that | 
they could be profitably employed.“ They were | 
willing to work and await the appropriation by | 


| report from a committee I presume that I have not 


|| deal of pleasure to the remarks of the 


couched would not make it obligatory upon the 
agent to continue in pay every hand who is now 
or has been engaged upon this work? 
Mr. STANTON. It was 


the $100,000 appropriated a year ago. A great i| 


certainly not so in- '' 
tended by me, and if the resolution is susceptible |! 
i of such a construction I have no objection what- | 


this work will be willing to remain in th 
or in the pay of the Government, and th 
will induce the superintendent to.con 
the pay of the Government. 4 zi : 
, My honorable friend over the way [Mr. BELL}: 
inquired if this resolution made it obligatory upon 
the Superintendent to continue.these hands in em- 
ployment. This resolution, together’ with the 
clamor that will.be sent up to him, will prevent. 
him from discharging’ any one of them: T am 


tinue them 


would inguire of my honorable friend from Ken» 
tucky, [Mr. Sranton,] in whose charge is this 
expenditure? Is this building under the charge of 
| the Superintendent, or is it not under the charge of. 
other officers of the Government? De 
| Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. It is under 
the charge of the Secretary of the Interior and of 
the Architect, The Architect has charge of the 
building, of the employment of hands, and of the 
paynfent of the money. ; woe 
Mr. FICKLIN, Well, then, if the Secretary 
of the Interior deems it proper to. continue this: 
work during the winter, and to keep these hands 
in employment, let him take the responsibility of 


that purpose. We can do it in an hour from the 
time that he makes his application. But this 
| resolution places it in the pawer of the Superin- 
tendent to keep ail these hands in the-employment 
| of the Government during the winter. 

Tam opposed to the passage of the resolution 
; at present, at all events, and in order that its mer- ~ 
| its may "be examined into and its demerits ascer- 
‘tained, if there be any attached to it, I ask its 
reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 
| State of the Union. 
| The preamble and resolution were reat} as fol- 
lows: 

Whereas, in consequence of the exhaustion of the ap- 
propriation heretofore made for the improvement of the 
į Capitol, a large number of mechanics, laborers, and athers 
: employed there have been discharged, and are thrown out 
of service at a season of the year when employment cannot 
be obtained elsewhere, b 

Be it therefore resolved, ‘Chat the architect of the Cap- 
itol be and he is hereby authorized to continue in service 
until an appropriation. shall hereafter be made, as many oi 
the mechanics, laborers, and others who have beet em- 
) ployed in the extension of the Capitol as shali be willing to 
; remain in service and await any appropriation which may 
| he hereafter made by Congress for their pay. 

Mr. SACKETT. 1 hope the gentleman from 
Illinois will withdraw that motion for a moment 
! to allow me to propose a modification of the reso- 


` 


i 
l 
H 
} 
i 
i 
i 


ever to its modification so as to obviate that diffi- 
culty. 
[À message was received from the Senate, ac- 


States in California.] 

Mr. BELL. Ther I understand that the gen- 
tleman is willing to accept of a modification of his 
resolution? ‘ 

Mr. STANTON. 1 will accept of a modifica- 


tion if it is in my power to do so, but as this is a 


the power. 

TheSPEAKER, As the resolution is a report 
from a committee, it is not in the power of the 
gentleman to modify it. 


companied by the bill, which had passed that body |: 
to establish a branch of the Mint of the United |! 


| lution. 
The SPEAKER. The gentkeman from North 
; Carolina [Mr. VenaBie] has ‘been recognized by 
the Chair. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Permit me to suggest: to my 
| friend from New York, that as this resolution is & 

report from a committee, the gentleman: who 

i offered it cannot modify it. T 

Mr. SACKETT. I can move an amendment, 
I suppose? 

The SPEAKER. The 
Carolina has the floor. 

Mr. VENABLE. Téyere may be the very best 
; reason in the world why these workmen should be 
| retained. If that reason was the preservation of 
| the public work, and if that work was likely. tobe 


Sentleman from North 


Mr. FICKLIN. Ihave listened with a good | 


gentleman | 


who has introduced this resolution: | 
Mr. SACKETT, (interposing.) If the gentle- ; 


man from Illinois will allow me, I will suggest to 


will certainly prevent the resolution from receiving 
my vote. What is that. preamble? The pream- 
i ble states that whereas these individuals have been 
thrown out of employment, and cannot at this 
| season of the year obtain employment elsewhere, 


| be it therefore resolved to quarter them upon the i 
_outany hope of employment elsewhere. He would | Government. That is the proposition when stript |i 


| of he verbiage by which it is surrounded. itis 
| a plain, simple proposition to quarter these indi- 
viduals upon the Government during the winter, 
because they cannot now find employment else- 


the mover of the resolution that he should modify i 
it by the addition of these words: “If he shall | 
think advantageous to the Government.’? That | 
|| will relieve the resolution from the objection sug- 

i gested by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BeLL.] 

Mr. FICKLIN. The modification that is sug- | 
ij gested does not make the resolution acceptable to 
me. There is a passage in the preamble which 


j injured or destroyed unless this resolution was 
; adopted, I might, perhaps, very cheerfully. vote 
t for it. But I never can vote for the employment 
, of these men for the reasons set forth in this reso- 
i lution. I never can consent to recognize, by my 
vote, the principle that it is the primary duty of 
| this Government to afford work to anybody. I 
| am opposed to Fourierism in all its shapes; and I 
; repeat that I never can recognize it as a primary 
į duty of this Government to supply people that are 
out of employment with work. If these men have 
made a contract with the undertaker of this work, 
and the money appropriated by the Government 
is exhausted, they must take their luck, as others 
do. When the people in my country get out of 
work, they never come to Congress and ask tö be 
provided with employment, and they have never. 
recognized the principle thatgit is the business of 
this Government to take money out of the Treas-. 
ury to supply people who are out of work, oridlé 
people with the means of living. If it can besat- 
ii isfactorily shown that the adoption of this reaala- 
| tion is necessary for the protection of thé public 
works, [ will cheerfully give it my support. Bút 


i 


opposed to the passage of thisresolution: and I 


asking Congress to make an appropriation for . 


eee 
where. Every hand that has been engaged: upon ~ 
e-service = 
eir clamor: 


r 
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here. is. the bald proposition introduced into this 
House, and placed before the country, that because 
these men are out of employment and cannot find 
work, itis therefore our duty to authorize the cre- 
ation of a debt upon the Treasury, and to permit 
the architect, or superintendent of the work, to 
employ these men upon the faith-of the promise of 
Congress that an appropriation shall be made here- 
afterfor their payment. 

Lagree with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Froxiwy] that this resolution had better be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, so that it may be put ina proper form, and 
that it may not go forth that this House has sanc- 
tioned the doctrine that itis a primary duty of the 
Government of the United States to furnish those 
who are out of work with employment. 

Mr. FIGKLIN: With the permission of the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Venanix] 
Ï wish to sug¢ést to him that this resolution takes 
the responsibility from the Secretary of the, Inte- 
rior, and interposes between him and his duty to 
this Government. . i 

Mr. VENABLE. Iwas about to make that 
very remark. ` Lam one of those who believe in 
the responsibility of agents. 
ought to fix the duties of your agent, and hold 
him responsible for the discharge of those duties. 
T never will, by any vote of mine, step in between 
him and his responsibility, so that if there is mis- 
management, a waste of the public funds, or a di- 
rection given to those funds that was not contem- 
plated by the act of Congress, he can shelter him- 
self by saying, “ I was doing exactly what the 
law required, and you stepped in and interfered 
with me.” No; let us hold the Department of the 
Interior responsible for this work. ‘If they need a 
further appropriation; if the works need protec- 
tien; or ff there be sound and good reasons for an 
additional appropriation, let the information come 
from the Department, and let us have the reasons 
before us on which we are to act. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I would in- 
quire of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
whether there 1s not an estimate from the Depart- 
ment for the continuation of this work? If so, is 
there any good reason why the work should stop 
during the present season? Would it not be for 
the public interest to let the work go on in antici- 
pation of the appropriation which has been asked 
for by the Department? 

Mr. VENABLE. Ihave no disposition what- 
ever-to obstruct or to arrest the execution of this 
work, but Ido protest most solemnly against the 
admission of the principle, in our legislation, that 
it is a primary duéy of this Government to furnish 
work to those who are in need of employment. 

Mr. FLORENCE, (interrupting.) Here area 
number of persons who have come from the dif- 
ferent States of the Union—having given up em- 
ployment dsewhere—under the impression that 
they could have continued employment here. I 
apprehend that every one of them earns all that 
he obtains for his labor. I apprehend that every 
one of them feels at the close of his day’s work, 
that he has performed his duty to_ himself and to 
the Government, and waald despise the idea that 
he had “ quartered himself’? upon the Govern- 
ment, 

The prospect was held out to these men—from 
the fact that the building of these Capitol wings 
would be continued for years—that they would 
have permanent employment here. And I desire 
to say, on behalf of these persons, that they would 
not think for a single moment, of ‘‘ quartering 
themselves upon the Government”? without render- 
ing what some one has called a quid pro quo. 

Mr. VENABLE, All that is nothing new to 
me. I did not rise for the purpose of diseussing 
the character of these men or the calculations which 
they may have made. Arguments of that sort 
ought to have no influence here, These men ap- 
pear before us just likeany otherlaborers. I have 
exactly as much respect for them as I have for any 
other honest laborers. If they made a contract 
with the agentof the Government to work fora cer- 
tain number of days, they ought to be paid for that 
work, but if they m@le a bargain to work as long 
as the money which had been appropriated lasted, 
and that money is now exhausted, they. have 
worked out their contract, and we have not de- 
ceived them or withheld anything from them which 
they had a right to expect, however respectable 
they may be, or however unwilling to quarter them- 


I believe that you | 


selves on the Government—and I freely admit that 


| they are so. Isay again, that if that resolution is 


passed for the reason given upon its face, that these 
men have been thrown out of employment, and 
éannotat this season obtain employment elsewhere, 
it is a recognition of the principle that it is a pri- 
mary. duty of this Government to furnish men who 
are out of work with employment. To such a 
principle, I for one, can never give my sanction. 

Mr. SACKETT. Will the gentleman from 
North Carolina allow me to submit an amend- 
ment? i 

Mr. VENABLE. Iwill yield the floor to the 
gentleman, ` 

Mr. SACKETT. I suppose that this work is 
under the charge of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I rise to a 
question of order. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
if the motion now pending is not a motion to refer 
this resolution to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. That is the question now 
pending before the House. 

Mr. SACKETT. That motion was withdrawn. 


Mr. FICKLIN. No, sir; I have not with- 
drawn it. 
The SPEAKER. The first question put to the 


House will be upon the motion to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. VENABLE. And I am entitled to the 
floor, and was discussing the propriety of that very 
reference. This resolution is, in my opinion, 
properly referable to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. There the whole sub- 
ject can be examined and discussed, and the report 
can beamended. The resolution makes an appro- 
priation, and it must therefore go to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

I should not have opened my mouth upon this 
subject, except to have voted for the reference, 
but I could not consent to remain silent, and thus 
appear to recognize the principle involved in this 
resolution, that it is a sufficient reason for the em- 
poeot of anybody that he is out of work. As 
has been justly remarked by the gentleman from 
Ilinois, (Mr. Frexuin,] the effect of this resolu- 
tion, and of the clamor and pressure from without, 
would be that the Superintendent would continue 
in employment every one of these individuals. , 

Economy must begin somewhere. Responsi- 
bility with regard to the expenditure of the public 
funds must be fixed somewhere, and as we have 
fixed the responsibility of this expenditure in the 
Department of the Interior, and as the appropria- 
tion is exhausted, I am unwilling to make a further 
appropriation until it is applied for by the Depart- 
ment. While, therefore, L am not opposed to the 
continuance of this work, 1 am not disposed to 
further it in violation of the rules of this body, 
and of proper rules of economy. Let the whole 
subject come before the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. It is better that these 
workmen should be without employment for a day 
or two than that: we should violate the rules of 
prudence and economy. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, called for the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; which main question was 
on the motion to refer the joint resolution to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FICKLIN called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered, 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 93, nays 58; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, William Appleton, 
Averett, David J. Bailey, Bell, Bissell, Bocock, Brenton, 


Buel, Caldwell, Cartter, Caskie, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Dunham, Hdgerton, 


Faulkner, Fieklin, Fitch, Floyd, Thomas J. D. Fuller, į 


Gamble, Grey, Hall, Hamilton, [sham G. Harris, Hart, 
Hascall, Haven, Henn, Hibbard, Holladay, Horsford, Hous- 
ton, Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, James Johuson, John 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. 
Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, 
Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Mason, 
McDonald, McMallin, McNair, Molony, John Moore, Mur- 
ray, Nabers, Orr, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Penni- 
man, Perkins, Phelps, Porter, Rantoul, Richardson, Rob- 
bins, Robie, Ross, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. 
Seymour, Smith, Abraham P. Stevens, Alexander H. 
Stephens, St. Martin, Sweetser, George W. ‘Thompson, 
Townshend, Venable, 
Wilcox—93. f 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, Thomas H. Bay- 
ly, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bowne, John. H. Boyd, ‘Briggs, 
Brooks, Burrows, Lewis D,Campbel!, Thompson Camp- 


Wallace, Watkins, Welch, and! 


| on a division, there were—ayes 55, noes 51. 


bell; Chapman, Georgé T; Davis, Doty, Edmundson, Evans, 


Ewing, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord, 
Green, Hammond, Harper, Haws, Hebard, Howard, John 
W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, George G. King, Mann, 
McCorkle, Meacham, Miner, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, 
Samuel W. Parker, Polk, Price, Riddle, Sackett, Schermer- 
horn, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, 
Thurston, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Williams, and 
Yates—58. . i 

So the joint resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the State of the Union. 

Mr. WALSH moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into. 
Committee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union, 
for the purpose of considering the joint resolution 
just referred thereto. 


The question was taken upon this motion; and 


No 
quorum voting. 
On motion by Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, 
the House then adjourned. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


By Mr. YATES: A bill making appropriations for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Illinois river. 

By Mr. BROWN of Mississippi: A bill to perpetuate pre- 
emptions to actual settlers on the public lands, 

Also, a bill to grant the right of way and make a donation 
of public lands to the States of Mississippi and Louisiana, 
in aid of the construction of a railroad from New Orleans, 
Louisiana, to Jackson, Mississippi. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following memorials, petitions, &c., were:presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. BOWIE: A memorial of Charles Fletcher, of 
Lancaster, on behalf of himself and others, -praying for a 
charter to build arailroad, through the District of Colum- 
bia, in a northwestern course to the Maryland line. 

By Mr. STUNTER: The petition of Johnston Lawrence 
and 83 others, praying for a new mail route from Powhat- 
tan Tomt in Belmonte county, to Malaga, in Monroe coun- 
ty, Ohio. ` : 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: The memorial of Leonard 
Skinner, presenting his claim to back pay and bounty 
and. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN : The petition of Capt. Thor, 
Duer, praying pay for money advanced while in the service 
of the United States during the late war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. DOTY: The petition of A. W. Clarke, J. B. 
Garland, J. B. Winchell and others, praying for a mail 
route from Princeton, in Wisconsin, to Weyanweya. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A memorial signed ‘by James Dev- 
ercaux, Samuel ©. Morton and others, citizens of Pennsy]- 
vania, New Jersey, and Delaware, praying Congress to 
make an appropriation for the construction of a harbor on 
the eastern side of Reedy Island, in the Delaware river, 
where substaintial piers would be erected at a moderate ex- 
pense, which would afford shelter‘to vessels navigating said 
river. 

By Mr. MILLSON: The petition of Nelson H., Hodges, 
heir of Wm. Hodges, deceased, asking remuneration for in- 
jury to property while in the occupation of the troops of the 
United States, during the last war with Great Britain. 

Also, the petition of Henry and Robert Blow, heirs of 
Henry Blow, deceased, asking arrears of pension due de- 
ceased. 

Also, the memorial of Thomas Robinson and others, 
“< forward officers”? of the Navy, asking that their pay may 
be graduated according to sea service. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 17, 1851. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ©. M. BUTLER. 


The Hon. Wiru P. Maneum, from the State 
of North Carolina, attended in his seat. 


NAVIGATION OF THE ST. LAWRENCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a report of the Secre- 
tary of State in answer to the resolution of the 
Senate of the 8th March last, submitted by Mr. 
Davis, of Massachusetts, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to inform Congress, at the 
earliest date, whether any arrangements are in progress, or 
likely to be made, with Great Britain and the British Prov- 
inces of North Aimcrica, for securing to the citizens of the 
United States the free navigation of the St. Lawrence, St. 
John, and other large rivers, and the right to enjoy freely, 
in common with British subjects, the sea and coast fisheries 
of the British fisheries of the British North American Colo- 
nies. 

The communication was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CASE OF MR. THRASHER IN CUBA. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate the following message from the President of 
the United States: ree 5 


To the Senute of the United States: 
In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 9th in- 
stant, requesting information in regard to the imprisonment 


of John- S. ‘Thrasher, at Havana, I transmit a report from 


1851. 


the Secretary of State, and the documents which accom- 
panied it. >` MILLARD FILLMORE. 
Wasinindrox, December 16, 1851. g 


The message was read. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, Thatit be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and be printed. 7 : 


THE CASE OF THE PROMETHEUS., 


The BRESIDENT pro tem.'laid before the Sen- 
ate the following message from the President of 
the United States: a : 


To the Senate of the United States: : 

Thave received a resolution of the Senate, adopted upon 
the 12th instant, in the following terms: ~ 

“Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
‘requested to communicate to the Senate, if not inconsist- 
‘ent with the public interest, any information the Execu- 
‘tive may have réeeived respecting the firing into and 

~- seizure of the American steamship Prometheus by a Brit- 
‘ish vessel of war, in November last, near Grey ‘Town, on 
€ the Mosquito Coast; and, also, what measures have been 
‘ taken by the Executive to ascertain the state of the fact 
‘and to vindicate the honor of the country.” 

In answer to this request, I submit to the Senate the ac- 
companying extracts froma communication addressed to 
the Department of State by Mr. Joseph L. White, as coun- 
sel of the American Atlantic and Pacific Ship Canal Com- 
pany, dated 2d instant. í 

This communication is the principal source of the in- 
formation received by the Bxeeutive in relation to the sub- 
jectailuded togand is presumed to be essentially correct in 
its statement of the facta. Upon receiving this communi- 
eation, instructions, such as the occasion seemed to de- 
mand, were immediately dispatched to the Minister of the 

Jnited States in London, Sufficient time has not elapsed 
forthe return of any answer to this dispatch from him; and, 
in my judgment, it would at the present moment be incon- 
sistent with the public interest to communicate those in- 
structions. A communication, however, of all the corre- 
spondence’ will be made to the Senate at the earliest 
moment at which a proper regard to the publie interest will 
permit. 

At the same time instrnetions were given to Commodore 
Parker, commanding the home squadron, a copy of which, 
so far as they relate to the case of the Prometheus, is here- 
with transmitted to the Senate. @ 

MILLARD FILLMORE. 
WASHINGTON, December 16, 1851, 


The message was read. 


On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 
Ordered, That it lie on the table and be printed. 


INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. also laid before the | 


Senate the following message from the President 
of the United States: 
To the Senute of the United States : 


Tu answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 8th in- į 


stant, requesting the communication of a dispateh addres 
to the Department of State by Mr. Niles, late Chargé 


qd Affaires of the United States at Turin, 1 transmit a report $ 


from the Sceretary of State, which is accompanied by a 
copy of the dispateh, MILLARD FILLMORE. 
WASHINGTON, 16éh December, 1851. 


The message was read. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 
Ordered, 'That it lie on the table and be printed. 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE DEPART- 
MENT OF WAR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 


Senate a report of the Secretary of War, accom- 
panied by statements showing the expenditures 
from the appropriations for the contingent ex- 
penses of the offices and bureaus of that Depart- 
ment; which was read. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table and be printed. 


TOPOGRAPHICAL ENGINEERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 15th February last, a report of the 
Chief of the Corps of Topographical Engineers, 
giving the rules for the government of that corps, 
and the duties on which each officer has been em- 
ployed since 1838; which was read. 

On motion by Mr. BORLAND, 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

PETITIONS? 
Mr. CITASE presented a petition of citizens of 


Ohio, praying an amendment to the laws relating 


to the diplomatic intercourse between the United | 


States and foreign countries; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, the petition of Zachariah Lawrence, pray- 
ing compensation for the capture of a British sloop 
called the Venture, during the last war with Great 

: Britain; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 
` Mr. DOWNS presented a petition of the late 
and present land officers at Monroe, Louisiana, 
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bounty land Warrants. 
Ordered, That it He on the table. 

Mr. GWIN presented a petition of the officers 
of the United States sloop-of-war Falmouth, at- 
tached to the Pacific squadron, praying extra pay; 
which wag referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: ‘ 

Also, a document relating to the claim of Mari- 
ano G. Vallejo to indemnity for property taken 
for the use of the United States troops under the 
command of Captain J. C. Frémont; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Alabama, praying the sale of re- 
served lands in Clark county in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the memorial of 
Peter G. Washington, John F. C. Saloman, and 
William Selden, proposing to enter into a contract 
for supplying the cities of Washington and George- 
town td water from the Potomac river, above 
Georgetown; which was referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition from citizens 
of the districts of Kershaw and Lancaster, South 
Carolina, praying the establishment of a mail 
route from Camden, in that State, to Monroe, in 
North Corolina; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office.and Post Roads. 

Mr. WALKER presented the memorial of 
Benjamin H. Mooers, for himself and the other 
heirs of Benjamin Mooers, deceased, an oflicer in 
the revolutionary Army, praying to be allowed 
the depreciation on the commutation certificates 
issued to their ancestor in lieu of his half-pay for 
life; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I have been requested to 
present a memoriai, signed by a large number of 
the citizens of the United States, praying for the 
restoration of the law authorizing prompt and 
summary punishment for petty offences in the 
Navy and commercial marine. I understand the 
petitioners to pray for the restoration of the law 
authorizing flogging. I move that the memorial 
be referred to the Committec on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKTON. l am quite amazed, Mr. 
President, at that paper. I did not believe it pos- 
sible that so many people in Philadelphia could 
have been found to sign such a memorial as that 
seems to be. [hardly know at this moment of 
surprise what to say in relation to it. It is a very 
important matter, which is presented to the Sen- 
ate, in reference to which I ought not, perhaps, 
inconsiderately to discourse. 1 cannot but remem- 
ber that the State of New Jersey was one of the 
first in the Union which approved those important 
amendments to the Constitution’ of the United 
States which secured freedom of religion, of 
speech, and the right to petition, and which has so 
securely guarded the State sovereignties from en- 
eroachments by the General Government. For 
myself, I yield to no man in respect to the right 


praying. additional. compensation -for locating 


of petition; and as long as truth is permitted to | 


combat error, I will throw no obstacles in its way. 
Sir, if there be a right to petition the Senate upon 
such a subject, I suppose it is entirely within the 
power of the Senate to take what action they may 
think proper upon it; and therefore perhaps it 
would be most prudent for me to postpone the 
expression of my opinions, and ask that for the 
present the memorial sheuld be laid upon the 
table, with the view of taking it up again for dis- 
cussion on Tuesday next. By adopting this 
course, I shall have an opportunity of reading the 
memorial. „In the mean time, I give notice to 


į those who may be in favor of the measure, that I 
| will fight it from the start. 


Sir, lam entirely op- 
posed to any such proposition; and move that it 
be laid on the table. x 

Mr. SEWARD. What is the 
petition? 

Mr. STOCKTON. To lick the sailors. 

The PRESIDENT. If the memorial is laid 
upon the table, it can be called up at any time. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to lay it on the table, 
and let it lie there. 

The motion to lay the memorial on the table 
was agreed to. . f 

Mr. GWIN, at a subsequent Po of the day, 
rose and said: Mr. President, I wish to make a 


prayer of the 


remark respecting a memorial which: was presented + 
this morning by the Senator from Pennsylvanias- 
[Mr. Bropwean,} praying for a restoration of ` 
flogging in the Navy.. “Before that memorial shall. 


be referred to the Committee on: Nayal Affairs,.it - 


will be desirable to know. whether it:s intended to» 
restore flogging, or to-substitute any other system: 
of punishment inthe Navy. That-the opinion of 
the Senate may ‘be expressed on this: subject; F 
give notice that I shall. call up the memorial: an 
Tuesday next, and I hope the Senator from New. 
Jersey will then be ready to debate it. pi 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. | 
On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was | 


Ordered, That the memorial of Sylvester Churchill; on: 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee. on 
Military Affairs. - ae 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the petition of the heirs of Charles Lidwis, 
on the files of the Senate, be. referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. : 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 

Ordered, That the petion of James Dunning, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, it was : 

Ordered, That the petition of Joim O. Means, onthe” 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Navat: 
Affairs. f 

On motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was 

Ordered, That the doċcuments'on the files of the Senate, 


| relating to the application of John Schley, for a renewal of. 
4 A patent, be referred to the Committee on Patents ard the 


Patent Oce. 
On motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of George Talcott, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to®the Committee on Military 
Affairs. i 

On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of J. K. Rogers, legal rep- 
resentative of David Cordery, deceased, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred to the Committee on {ndian Affairs, 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of the legal 
representatives of John Moore, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was È 


Ordered, That the Committee’ on Commerce he dis-. 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of the: 
Italian Mutual Benevolent Society of New Orleans, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. ; 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. MANGUM gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of the 
personal representatives of William A. Slacum. 


CONSTITUTIONAL GOVERNMENTS versus 
MONARCHIES. : 
Mr. WALKER submitted the following reso- 
lutions for consideration: 


Whereas the signs of the times are portentous of .an‘ap-. , 
proaching struggle in Europe between the republican’ 
masses, for constitutional governinents on the one Side, and* 
the advocates of monarchies for absolute governments on 
the other; and whereas it. pressingly behooves tite repre- 
sentatives of the American people of the -united sovercign 
States of America to seriously consider, and betimes to 
inquire into the relations of the Government and the conn- 
try to-this struggle, and theip duty, in view of it, to them- 
selves, to foreign nations, all@mthe international law: There-. 
fore. 

Be it resolved, "Phat the Committee on Foreign Relations 
be instructed to inquire into, and report upon, the’ expe- 
diency of an open declaration by Congress to foreign, na~ 
tions and the world, that the United States hold strictly to 
the policy and principle, that each individual, nation, state, 
or power, possesses for itself the exclusive right, and sole 
power, to take care and dispose of its own internal con 
cerns, without and exempt from the intervention and inter- 
ference of any foreign government, state, confederacy, 
alliance, or power whatsoever, and that any such interven- 
tion or interference by, or on the part of, any foreign gov- 
ernment, state, confederacy, alliance, or power, constitutes 
an infraction of the Jaw of nations, authorizing aud justify- 
ing the interposition of any or all other goverumeuts, eon- 
federacies, or powers, at their diseretion, to prevent such 
intervention, and to repair such infraction of the law of 
nations. 

Resolved, further, That the same committee be instructed 
to inquire also into the expediency of requesting the Presi: 
dent of the United States to cause negotiations to be opened 
with all other constitutional governments, with a view and 
to the end of obtaining their cedperation with the United 
States in the declaration aforesaid, and the policy and prin- 
ciple thereof, and in the observance, defence, and. mainte- 
nance of the law of nations in this respect. 


REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the petition of Wil- 


| liam P. Greene, submitted a report, accompanied: 


by a bill for the relief. of William P.: Greene. 3 


+ 


- and second time by its title, and referred’ to the | 


“House, but failed there for want of time, not com- 
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The bill was -read and passed to the second 
reading. i : i 

` Ordered, That the report be printed.- 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of John A. McGaw, sub- 
mitted.a report, accompanied by a bill granting 
relief to John A. McGaw, of New York. 

“The bill was read and passed to. the second | 
réading. 

“Ordered, That the report be printed. 

“Mr. H.also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill supplementary to the several 
acts of Congress providing for the better security | 
of the lives of passengers on board of vessels pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam, and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr, FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was’ referred the bill to grant to 
the State of Ohio the unsold and unappropriated 
public lands remaining in that State, reported it 
with an amendment. 


COMPENSATION OF TREASURERS. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill to provide | 
compensation tosuch persons as may be designated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury to receive and 
keep the public moneys, under the fifteenth section 
of the act of 6th August, 1846, for the, additional 
services required under that act, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

It will take but little time, said the honorable 
gentleman, to dispose of this bill, and F ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to take it up for | 
consideration now, It yas passed during the last 
session of the Senate. It is designed to provide 
compensation for a class of officers who were 


| stances under which it was reported last session. 


omitted to be provided for by the act of 1846—I 
mean that class who were designated as the ‘“de- | 
positors.”” This bill having passed the Senate last | 
year, probably failed in the House because it only | 
reached that body in the regular order of business. | 
"The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 
The bill was then considered by the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and there being no 
amendment thereto, it was reported to the Senate, | 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. | 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS, agreeable to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the 
relief of Charles A. Kellett; which was read a first 


Committee on Commerce. 

‘Also, a bill for the relief of Enoch Baldwin and 
others; which was reada first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

WIDOW OF GENERAL WORTH. 

The Senate, on the motion of Mr. BORLAND, 
proceeded to consider, as in Committee of the 

hole, the bill for the relief of Margaret L. 
Worth. 

Mr. HALE. Is there any report accompany- | 
ing ihat bill? If there be, I should like to have it ; 
read. 

Mr. BORLAND. Thgre was no report in the 
case. It was a hill introliced by me last session | 
of Congress granting a pension to the widow of. 
General Worth. There was no report necessary | 
inthe case. The facts were known to all. His 

osition in the Army, the circumstances of his 
death, his great merit as an officer, added to her 
claims to support under these circumstances, she 
was generally regarded as deserving of the care | 
and sympathy and relief of the Government. | 
‘There were no facts beyond these necessary to be 
set forth in a report, and these facts were in the | 
knowledge of every Senator. For this reason no | 


report was made. When the bill was reported 
from the committee, I asked for its consideration. | 
Jt was passed in the Senate and went to the | 
ing up in the regular order of business. One reason 
why I ask for its passage by the Senate now is, | 
that I learn from members of the House that it 
can be passed in that branch of’ Congress at an | 
early day, and thus afford relief to the widow of | 
one of the most gallant officers ever known in our || 
Armyerelei of which she stands eminently in i 
need. | 
Mr. HALE. Tam by no means opposed to the 
passage of the bill, and shall not pake any objec- | 
tions. My reason for inquiring’ whether there | 
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in E } 
was any. report was this, that I know the circum- 


I know, also, that a bill was introduced for the 
relief of the widow of: another distinguished of- | 
ficer—I mean. the widow of General McNeil. 
When that bill came up, it did not go quite so 
easy, and I want to know if there is anything pe- 
culiar in the two cases. I supposed that if there 
was anything peculiar which could distinguish the 
one cage from the other, that peculiarity would 
have been set forth in the report. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will not prolong the dis- 
cussion on this bill, but will merely answer the 
Senator from New Hampshire, by remarking that 
I know of no peculiar feature in the bill for the 
relief of the widow of General McNeil which 
should preventits passage. That bill will soon be 
reported by the committee, and it shall have my 
support. But I cannot conceive how that bill can 
have anything to do with this. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe that I madean 
objection to the bill for the relief of the widow of 
General McNeil, and I also object to this. It is 
the introduction of the principle to which I ob- 
ject—that of pensioning the widows of distin- | 
guished men by making them exceptions to general | 
laws, and of legislating upon each particular case į 
without a general law. That is the prnciple we 
are introducing in this case, and in others like it, | 
and therefore lam opposed toit. But I have made , 
opposition to this principle so often, and yet so 
ineffectually, that I know the inutility of renewing 
that opposition now, and therefore I'surrender the 
point, merely expressing my disapprobation of all 
bills of the kind. 

Mr. SEWARD. If were possible to frame 
a general law embracing cases so meritorious as | 
this and no othérs, I would agree with the honora- 
ble Senator from Kentucky. But I despair of ever 
seeing any such law; and because it is only by | 
special legislation that we can obtain the attention | 


1 


A . . | 
of Congress to a case so peculiarly meritorious as |; 
| this, if such a general law were passed and because | 


other applications less meritorious in their charac- 
ter than this would often obtain an equal consid- | 
eration under it, I think itis right, and proper, | 
and wise, to consider these cases separately. Ii 
think it just to single out, for favor such əs come 
recommended to the consideration of the Govern- | 
ment by the magnitude and heroism of services 
rendered, and the destitution of families bereaved. 

Those cases which have not merit will undoubt- | 
edly fail by the way. I therefore cordially sup- 
port the proposition contained in the bill. shall | 
record my vote for it now, and I shall be equally 
happy to record it on its final passage. 

r. UNDERWOOD. The Senator from New 
York has expressed a wish to have an opportu- 
nity of recording his vote in favor of this bill, and 
I wish to give him that opportunity, as well as 
to have myself an opportunity of recording my 
vote against the principle, and therefore I will ask 
for the yeas and nays. I wish to ascertain the 
sense of the Senate on this matter—because I think 
it will save time and expense hereafter—whether 
they will undertake to legislate in particular cases, 
and grant pensions when there are no general laws 
authorizing it. I believe that if we introduce this 
principle, it will lead to more partiality, more 
favoritism, and interfére more with the regular 


legislation of Congress, than almost anything else || 


that we can do. And, Mr. President, my expe- 
rience has been that there ishardly any case where | 
you bring forward the claims of the individual, | 
and present him or her-with the wants by which | 
he or she is surrounded to thesympathies of Con- | 
gress—I say, there is hardly any individual case 
which may be thus presented, which will not be 
provided for; and if you begin to act ip this way, 
without a general principle, you will-consume the H 
whole time of Congress in these individual gra- | 
tuities. Sir, what was the case of Charlotte | 
Lynch? I had occasion, the other day, to men- | 

| 


tion that case- 
Mr. HALE. And upon that I had occasion to į 
meet you. f 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Sir, that case illustrates || 
the whole condition ef things. An accomplished | 
lady | 
Mr. HALE, (in hisseat.) Certainly, a poetess. |; 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir, a poetess, in- j| 
termingling and associating with members of Con- į 
gress, making a deep impression upon them by 


| you are to provide for 


© the battles of his country, broken down with 


my firmness. to resist an application of that sort, 
and I own that I was near giving way myself. 
| (Laughter.) Now, sir, you presentan mdividual 
i case, man or woman, and you have eloquent ap- 
peals made in favor of that man or that woman, 


|| and the consequence is that you give the gratuity 


| which may beasked for. And, sir, with reference 
to this, we had an illustration the otherday. One 
of my good constituents, who, upon the pginciple 
of that bill is entitled to receive fifteen or twenty 
thousand dollars from the Treasury, was represent- 
ed by me here the other day. l was advocating 
| his cause on that precedent, and my friend to the 
| left [Mr. Haz] shook his head and said that we 
‘had gone far enough. Now, sir, let us have the 
eas and nays. And I will say that if you go it 
in this case, I shall make no resistance, but will 
say go itinall. Sir, we have innumerable widows 
į to provide for; and if from the fact of their being 
i the widows of*meritorious and distinguished men 
; them all upon the same 
| footing, you will have claims upon you enough to 
i bankrupt any treasury. If, then, gentlemen wish 
‘ to set the example in this case, I assure them that 
|I will not trouble them hereafter with speeches 
| upon the subject. 
! “The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator propose 


l' to take the yeas and nays upon the engrossment 


| of the bill? ` I suppose that is his proposition. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir. 
The question was then taken on the call for the 
| yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. BORLAND. F desire to say one word, 
-although it is not my purpose to say anythiug in 
| relation to this bill, but simply in response to a 
| remark made by the Senator from Kentucky. I 
' insist that in asking for the passage of this bill we 
| do not seek the introduction of any new principle. 
| It may indeed be a new principle, according to the 
i letter of the law, bit certainly is not so accord- 
‘ing to the spirit of the law; for our present law 
grants pensions to thé widows of all officers and 
soldiers who are killed in battle, or who die of 
| their wounds or of disease contracted while in the 
| service of their country. Now, sir, it is true that 
General Worth was not killed in battle; but I do 
insist upon it, and say it upon my personal knowl- 


i 


| edge, as well as upon the knowledge of others, 


| that he returned from Mexico, after having fone 
is- 

l : : i 

| ease, suffering from wounds received in former 

i battles, dnd in thatcondition was ordered to Texas, 


li in the face of the cholera, and. he fell before it— 


marching to San Antonio—a more formidable 
| enemy than any he had ever encountered on the 
field òf battle—leaving his family, whom he had 
not been able to take cure of for more than thirty 
| years, destitute of the common comforts of life. 
' I contend, then, that Mrs. Worth is eminently 
| entitled to receive this pension. I say, also, that 
there is no new principle, nor any new precedent, 
involved in the proposition, because we have done 
‘the same thing for other widows. This sum of 
$50 pet month, is precisely the sum which was 
| given to the widow of Commodore Decatur. That 
is the sum which was asked and obtained in that 
i case, and that case can be claimed as a precedent, 
‘if necessary, so that the consciences of gentlemen 


| $ 
| may be relieved on the score of want of prece- 


! dent. I have no more to say. 


The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on the engrossment of the bill, and resulted —yeas 
38, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Borland, Bradbury, 
| Brodhead, Butler, Chase, Clemens, Davis, Dodge of Wis- 
| consin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Fish, 
| Foot of Vermont, Geyer, Gwin, Houston, James, Jones of 
owa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mangum, Mason, Mil- 
er, Morton, Norris, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, Smith, 
pruance, Stockton, Sumner, Upham, Wade, and Walker 
aie ‘ 


NAYS—Messrs. Dawsfn, Hunter, King, Pratt, and Un- 


i; derwood—s. 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
special order, being the resolution declaring the 
measures of adjustment to bea definitive settlement 


l of the questions growing out of slavery. 
| Mr. MASON. Mr. President, Ido not know 


| that I should have taken part in the debate on this 


resolution, but that I have thought it proper, and 
perhaps necessary, to place myself right upon 
some questions which have arisen heretofore, and 
were adverted to at a former period by the Sena- 


her merits in every way; and, sir, it required ail 


tor from Mississippi, [Mr. Foors,] in reference to 
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the action of certain Senators from the Southern 
States, myself included, upon the bill for the rec- 
lamation of fugitive slaves, which passed during 
the last Congress, and which formed one: of that 
series of measures which some gentlemen term the 
compromise. In order that I may be distinctly 
understood upon this guestion, I will:ask the per- 
mission of the Senate: to read the remarks made 
by the Senator from Mississippi during the present 
session, so far as they referto it. ‘Those remarks, 
as reported, were as follow: 

“Tt is also not forgotten by me, and I hope that it is not 
forgotten by the Senate either, that this particular act would 
have been passed by the two Houses of Congress at a much 
earlier period of the session before the last than it was, but 
for the fact that it was not deemed politic by certain South- 
ern Senators, who had special charge of the subject, to re- 
porta bill for the recaption and restoration of fugitives from 
service until it should be ascertained that al} the other ques- 
tions connected with the subject of domestic slavery were 
likely to be satisfactorily disposed of in Congress. The 
Senate will remember my former exposition of this matter 
here, and cannot have forgotten my statement of an in- 
portant matter of fact connected with this delicate point, 
when I declared, in hearing of honorable Senators from the 
South, who could not deuy the truth of what T said, that 
the honorable Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] and 
other Senators from the States of the North, now present, 
and whom I could easily name, requested me to see the 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason, ] and the Senator from 
South Carolina, to whom Jam now replying, ata very early 


day of the session then in progress, and to urge upon them: |} 


doth the importance of their reporting a bill without delay 
which, when it should become a law, would secure full 
justice to the South in regard to fugitives from service, 
pledging themselves to vote for any bill which should be 
thus reported, which should be free from constitutional ob- 
jections. The motives of honorable Senators in not report- 
ing this bill earlier I have never, arraigned, nor do E on the 
present occasion. They were doubtiess conscientious in 
their action, though I thought them at the time injudicious 
in the course adopted by them, as I still do; the reason 
given me for delaying the reporting of this bill, that if the 
question involved therein should be satisfactorily adjusted 
at that time, it might prove impossible thereafter to rouse 
the border States to energetic action in codperation with the 
other Southern States, for the vindication of their essential 
rights, never having been considered by me to be of a char- 
acter sufficiently solid to entitle it to operate potentially 
upon the deliberations of Congress.” 

Such is the reference made to this subject by 
the Senator from Mississippi, as contained in the 
report from which I read. He said there, and 
said correctly, that a like reference had been made 
to the same subject at a former time, his purpose 
being then, as it was the other day, to show that 
those Senators who it was supposed had the most 
particular charge of the bill adverted to, had not 
Brought it forward or pressed it upon the considera- 
tion of the Senate in such a manner as the Senator 
from Mississippi, and those Northern Senators 
with whom he advised, deemed it became them to 
do. I have looked back to his former reference 
to this subject, and desire now to give a history 
of the action of the Senate on that bill, and of 
the agency of those having it in charge, so far 
as the same has been questioned by the Senator— 
that series of measures to which I have adverted, 
and which is called ‘‘the compromise.” It is 
well known that this batch of measures had been 
aggregated into one bill, called, after the fashion 
of the day, the ‘omnibus, ” and that from being 
overloaded, or the passengers quarreling by the 
way, the omnibus broke down, and each measure 
was left to take care of itself. They were sepa- 
rated. A great effort had been made to keep them 
together. But it failed; and each bill stood upon 
its own merits. The bill for the admission of 
California passed August 13,1850. It had on the 
day previous been ordered to a third reading. On 
the same day it passed, a motion was made by 
the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dovexas,] chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories, to take up, 
as next in order, the bill providing a government 
for the Territory of New Mexico. The Senator 
from South Carolina, at the head of the Judiciary 


Committee, [Mr. Burter]—the committee that |; 


reported the fugitive slave bill—interposed, and 
said that, according to his view, the bill for the 
reclamation of fugitive slaves had the precedence, 
and should be taken up next in order. It was at 
that time that the Senator from Mississippi took 
the first notice of what he supposed, and it would 
appear yet supposes, to have been some delin- 
quency, either on thé part of the Senator from 


HINGTON, BY JOHN C. RIVES._TERM 


_. + MONDAY, DECEMBER 22, 1851. 


S $3 FOR THIS SE 


South Carolina, who-had reported the bill, or on 
my part, I having introduced it, in pressing it upon 
the- attention of the Senate. The Senator from 
Mississippi stated, on that occasion, as he has 
stated now, that at a former period of that session 
he had been specially applied to by some Senators 
from the northern’ States, among whom he in- 
stanced the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass, ] 
who had suggested to him to confer with those 
; Senators who had charge of the bill, upon the pro- 
priety and expediency of bringing it forward and 
urging its passage; that he made that application 
to me, amongst others; and that it was declined. 
I do not recollect such application, though I have 
no doubt of the fact, as the Senator from Missis- 
sippi has said so. But I have just as little doubt 
that various conversations took place between the 
Senator and myself, and other Senators and my- 
self, upon the expediency and wisdom, as things 
then stood, of bringing on this fugitive slave bill 
in advance of the other measures with which it 
had been connected, and urging it upon the atten- 
tion of the Senate. What my reply to him was 
I do not know. I have no doubt, however, if the 
| Senator’s memory is accurate, that he has reported 
it correctly. -I shall come presently to that. 

I wish to show now from the record, because I 
am desirous that it may go before the country, 
what steps were taken in reference to that fugitive 
slave bill; how they progressed, and where they 
terminated. J have had reference to the register, 
and find that on the 34 of January, 1850—a very 
j early day after the Senate met—] gave notice of 
my intention to introduce that bill. It was intro- 
duced January 4th, and on the same day, on m 
motion, was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. January 16th the chairman of that com- 
mittee reported it to the ‘Senate. January 22d I 
offered an amendment to it, which, at my instance, 
was laid on the table and printed. I should say, 
however, that on the 16th of January, the day 
upon which the chairman of the committee re- 
ported the bill, it was on his motion made the 
special order of the day for January 23d, one week 
off. On the 23d, as appears from the register, 
| other business interposed, and, on the motion of 
| the chairman of the Judj lary Committee; the spe- 
cial order was deferred until the next day. On 
| the 24th the bill was debated pretty much atlength 
| by the chairman of the committee who reported 


The reason assigned was, that: the Senator from 
Ohio desired to be heard upon it, but that he was 
called from the city by illness in his family. Ht 
appears, however, that a Senator from Ni ew Jers 
sey, no longer a member of this body, [Mr. DAY- 
Ton,] obtained the floor, but did not continue ‘the 
debate. Thus it was, that the law for the reclamas 
tion of fugitive slaves, which had been introduced 
at an early day of the session, and promptly and 
actively carried on through its various stages, lay 
in repose, after the 28th of January, for reasons 
which I am about to-assign to the Senate. j 
The Senator from Mississippi says, according 
to his recollection or his construction, that there 
was a policy on the part of the gentlemen who 
‘had charge of the bill,in thus keeping it. back, : I 
think 1 have shown, that up to January 28th; 
whether there was a. policy or not, the bill was not 
kept back, but was urged and pressed upon the 
consideration of the Senate, I have shown ‘that 
on the next day (the 29th) the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky were introduced, and that 
the debate continued upon them, together with the 
motion to refer, up to the period to which I am 
about to advert. On the 13th of March, the reso- 
lutions of the Senator from Kentucky and of the 
Senator from Tennessee, in connection with ‘the 
motion to refer to a special committee, being still 
under debate, a Senator from Connecticut, no 
longer a member of this body, [Mr. Batpwin,] 
moved that all matter in the resolutions relating to 
the State of California be excluded from that ref- 
erence. I have no doubt that many Senators, 
who were present then, will recollect. that there 
was a strong and prevailing inclination on-the part 
of gentlemen opposed to the reference, to except: 
certain favorite measures of theirs from it. This 
California bill was one of them. Upon the prop- 
osition to exclude it, a Senator from Massachu-. 
setts, no longer a member of this body, but-at the 
head of the Department of State, expressed him- 
self strongly in favor of keeping it separate. The 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] expressed 


| himself favorable to the plan of reference, but said, 


“My hopes are not strong as to any favorable 
‘results to grow out of this committee. The 


‘taken on yesterday, if that vote contained. an 
‘indication of the feeling in this Chamber wit 


it. The Senate on that day adjourned until Mon- 
day, the 28th, when I engaged in the debate and 
spoke at length on the bill. On the 29th, (the 
| next day,) the very distinguished Senator from ; 
Kentucky, [Mr. Cuay,] whose absence from the | 
deliberations of this body, and its cause, we all de- | 
plore, introduced his resolutions for the purpose | 
of covering all the subjects then before the Senate 
arising out of the institution of domestic slavery, 
and on his motion they were made the special or- 
der of the day for the 5th of February, six days 
off. On that day, the Senator from Kentucky ad- 
dressed the Senate upon the subject of his resolu- 
tions, and continued that address during the next 
day, occupying the 5th and 6th. The debate con- 
| tinued on these resolutions, and on the 13th of 
February the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sipppi [Mr. Foore] gave notice that he should 
| at an early day, move for a special committee to 
which the entire subject should be referred. On 
the 25th, the debate still continuing on those reso- 
lutions, the Senator from Mississippi moved this 
reference. The debate then continued upon the 
resolutions ofthe Senator from Kentucky,and upon 
resolutions of Tike character offered in the mean 
time by a Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL,] in 
į connection with the motion made by the Senator 
į from Mississippi to refer them. 

Now, as to the fugitive slave bill, I have said that | 
it was made the special order of the day for Jan- 
uary 24th; fjhat it was debated by the Senator 
| from South Carolina on that day; that the Senate 
| did not again sit until the 28th, when the debate 
| was continued by myself. On the same day (the 
| 28th) the Senator from New York [Mr. Sewanp] | 


t 


! informed the Senate that he had been requested by | 
ithe Senator from Ohio [Mr. Cuase] to ask that 


‘regard to the committee itself, and the ‘benefit 
‘to result from it.” The vote to-which the Sen- 
ator from Michigan had reference, was. a ‘vote 
taken the day before on the motion’ of the Sen 
ator from Mississippi to take up the resolution,’ 
and his motion to refer, which proposition to take 
up was carried by a majority of two votes ‘only, 
the vote being 24 yeas to 22nays. From this the 
Senator drew an unfavorable augury as to any 
benefit to result from the committee proposed: to 
be raised by the Senator from Mississippi, ‘The 
Senator from Michigan went further, and said: “J 
‘am sorry to say that I can anticipate very little 
‘good from the proposition of the Senator. from 
‘Mississippie For myself, Lam not prepared to, 
‘say what my views will be upon this whole mat- 
‘ter; they are notformed. Isay merely, that this 
‘course holds out some hope, and is therefore well 
‘worthy of adoption.” And he goes on to say: 
“« We have been three months here, and what 
‘have we done? Nothing. Wehavenot passed a 
“single law of the least material importance. We 
‘have occupied the whole time by the discussion 
‘ of this question, and no practical result has been 
‘attained; and present appearances do not indicate 
‘that such a result is near. But though we have 
‘done nothing, we have ascertained that some 
‘things cannot be done’’—referring to the fact, that 
in his belief the Wilmot proviso and Missouri 
line could not pass. as 
As a part of the same debate he went on to say: 
“Well, then, Mr. President, if these things are 
‘ impossible—if they cannot be done, it remains to 
: ‘inquire what it is in our power to do. wi 
‘opinion is, sir, that we should take up the bill for 


| ‘the recapture of fugitive slaves, reported, by the: 
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the further consideration of the bill be postponed. f 
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‘chances have been much diminished by the vote; 


My own: 


' ‘Judiciary Committee. I am disposed to suspend - 
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“Eal our discussion, and tó-lay aside all other busi- 

“ness, with a view to.act upon that bill,” &c. 
It was to this idea, thus thrown out in debate at 
„that time, when the honorableSenator from Mich- 
igan expressed: his apprehension, betause of the 
, Note taken. the -previous 
sons, that no good result was likely to follow 


Sei, Resolved, "That more effectual provision ought to be 
made by law, according to the requirements of the Consti- 
tution; for the restitution and delivery of persons hound to 


Sesviee or labor in any State, who may escape into any 
ether State or ‘lerritory of the Union.” 

The proposition of the Senator from Mississippi 
was to refer the resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky, and everything contained in them, to 
this special committee, which committee, by its 
deliberations on all the subjects thus connected, 
might be enabled to present sich a series of 
measures as would tranquilize and quiet the public 
mind upon this entire subject. 


The resolution to refer was in these words: 
_ “Resolved, That the Presidents message and accompany- 
ing documents, on the subject of admitting California, be 
referred to a special committee of fifteen, (afterwards 
amended to thirteen,) to be chosen by ballot, whose duty it 
shail be to consider the same; and also to take into con- 
sideration the various propositions now before the Senate 
relating to the same subject, in connection with the subject 


of domestic slavery in all its varions bearings; and to report, 
if they find it practicable to do so, a plan for the definitive 
bettiement of the present unhappy controversy, and rescue 
from impending perils the sacred Union itself’? 

. The resolution, then, was to refer the whole sub- 
ject, embracing the resolutions of the Senator from 

Centucky and of the Senator from Tennessee, to 
this committee, fora great, practical, and wise end; 
requiring of the committee to report such a series of 
measures, embracing the whole subject committed, 
as would tranquilize the public mind, and make a 
final disposition of the subject committed. Twent 
for it earnestly and zealously. '’here were some 
Senators from Southern States—one of whom, 1 
more especially recollect, was the very illustrious 
Senator who then in part represented the State of 
South Carolina, and who is now no more, [Mr. 
Calhoun,|—who thought it would be better to 

efer raising that committee until the debate had 
ended. 4 differed from that distinguished Senator 
with great difidence and great. distrust of my own 
judgment; but 1 differed, and believed that it was 
our duty—a duty we owed to the subject and the 
country—to take the chance,” as expressed by 
the Senator from Michigan, of some good resulting 
from the deliberations of such committee. As the 
best. evidence of the opinions of Senators repre- 
Beyting slave States on the expediency of raising 
this committee, I advert to the fact thai on the vote 
which startled the apprehension of the Senator 
from Michigan—the vote of 24 to 22 on taking up 
these resolutions—of the 24 yeas 17 were from the 
Southern States, and only 4 from the Southern 
‘States were in the minority of 22. T advert to this 
for the purpose of showing that those Senators 
who represented slave States, including, of course, 
those Senators who more immediately represented 
the fugitive slave hill, went for the committee, and 
in every instance voted for the reference. There 
Were Senators who were against it altogether, A 
Very distinguished Senator from Missouri, no 
Jonger a member of this body, (Mr. Benton,) was 
against it. Certain it is that he made strenuous 
‘efforts to except from its action the admission of 
California as a State into the Union. That excep- 


necticut. ` ; X 
' attempted itin the form of instructions to the com- 


| have the interviews alluded to early in the ‘session, | 


t moved by the Senator from Con- 
The Senator from Missouri afterwards 


mitteé,. that they should not deliberate upon it. 
Furthét: thé Senator ft m Wisconsin [Mr. Warr- 
ER] moved to except from the reference to’ the 
committee this very fugitive slave question. I 
have a memorandum of it in my notes, showing 
that on the 18th of April, he moved to except from 
the reference “such parts” of the resolutions ‘*as 
related to the capture and return of fugitives from 
service or labor.” The vote was taken by yeas 
and nays, and the proposition was rejected by 17 
yeas to 27 nays. Amongst the 27 nays was one | 

enator alone representing a State holding the | 
institution of slavery; that was the Senator from 
Missouri, (Mr. Benton.) | 

T adduce these facts for the purpose of showing 
that it.was the policy of those with whom I acted 
upon the fugitive slave bill, to let that subject go 
along with the rest tọ the committee. It was em- 
braced in the resolutions of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, directly, by a separate and independent 
resolution. It was embraced in the proposed ref- 
erence of the Senator from Mississippi, in com- 
prehensive as well as in direct terms; and every 
atiempt that was made to except any part of the 
pers subject from that committee, was resisted 
hy the almost combined vote of Senators from 
Southern States. I recollect perfectly—and doubt- 
less other Senators recollect—that weconsidered ita 
matter of great moment that these questions should 
not beseparated, ifa committee wasraised. know, 
in reference particularly to the bill for the admission 
of California as a State, which I and some others į 
looked upon as the most important in the whole | 
batch, and against which, our resistance was most 
sternly directed, every effort to exclude it from the 
committee failed by the vote of Southern Senators. 
And I would ask of the Senate, and of the Sena- 
tors from Michigan and Mississippi, with what | 
propriety, with what justice or reason—contend- 
ing as we always had contended, that if that com- 
mittee was raised, the whole subject should go to 
it—contending, as we had. more especially done, | 
that the question of the admission of California | 
should go to it—could we have asked that this 
measure for the reclamation of fugitive slaves 
should be alone excluded? It would have de- | 
stroyed the whole plan of operation, which, 
whether right ox wrong, was that the whole sub- 
ject before the Senate, affecting the institution of 
slavery in any manner, should be committed to 
that committee. e 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. Will the honor- 
able Senator allow me to make one remark? I 
wish simply to state, that when J brought these 
facts.to the attention of the Senate, upon which 
ihe Senator from Virginia has commented, my 
object only was to correct an impression that I 
feared might be made by certain remarks of the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. But- 


LER,] in reference to the position in which he inti- |! 


mated, or at least suspected, certain honorable 
Senators to be, in reference to the enactment of 
any law upon this subject. It will be recollected 
that he complained, in a special and emphatic 
manner, that there had been’a very decided reluc- 


tance shown by Senators from the North to doing 
the South justice upon this subject; and that wpon 
the spur of the moment, and certainly without the 
least deliberation or concert, I simply rose and vin- 
dicated those gentlemen by astatement of the facts 
which have been referred to by the honorable Sen- 


ator from Virginia. My object only was to show |} 


here, and to the country, for obvious purposes, 
and with the view of quieting feeling that al- 
ready, I thought, had been too much marked 
with extreme excitement upon this subject, that 
the Senators from the North—of course I allude 
chiefly to my political friends in this body—had | 
manifested a disposition to do full justice to the 
South upon this subject. I stated the facts with | 
a view of doing justice to honorable Senators 
whom 1 recollected distinctly authorized me to 


in regard to this question of slavery. 1 never said 
anything on the subject with the videv of causing 
any one to misunderstand the position of the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia, or the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, in reference to this | 
measure. Ihavealways taken it that every mem- | 


ber in this body from the Southern States must 


have felt the vecéssity of some legislation upon ; 


‘this subject, more 


efficient’ tien that formerly 
adopted: : S s 

Mr. MASON. My only object is, as is some- 
times said by my friend front South Carolina, 
(Mr. Burier,] to take care of history—to have 
this matter correctly on record; and. to vindicate, 
as for as may be necessary, myself and those with 
whom I acted, from any charge that we had beer 


. careless of our appropriate duties in réference to 


this fugitive slave law. It is thus scen that the 
motion of the Senator from Mississippi was de- 
signed to take the matter of this bi, together 
with its kindred subjects, from the Senate, and to 
carry them to a committee—a policy in which I 
fully concurred, and which was ultimately effected. 
Oné great and controlling purpose was, when 
that committee was raised, to except nothing from 
it, but let the whole subject go to it. 

Thus it was, I apprehend, that the honorable 
Senator from Michigan, when, on the 13th of 
March, he proposed to take up the fugitive slave 
bill and act upon it separately, was, as he stated 
at the time, induced to do so because his hopes of 
raising the special committee had failed. Head- 
verted to the close votè taken the day before, and 
declared his belief that no special committee could 
be raised; or, if raised, would result in no good. 
I take it for granted that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi thought differently; for he contiited to press 
the committee, and eventually carried the measure. 
‘Whilst the motion to refer was before the Senate, 
we thought our original line of piy ‘was the 
safest, and that the whole should be referred to- 
gether. : 

Now, as to what particular views or opinions 
gentlemen held, or by what motives they were 
governed, either separately or collectively, I Gan, 
after so long a time, answer nothing. The record 
shows that we desired to except hothing from the 
deliberations of the committee. f 

Of the particular conversation referred to by the 
Senator from Mississippi, I have. no recollection, 
though doubtless we hàd many. I do reċol- 
lect that heretofore alluded to by the Senator from 
Indiana, [Mr. Wasrcoms.] But what my answer 
to him was | do not know, except that I declined 
the proposition he made, because we deemed it 
injudicious and inexpedient to press the bill at 
that time. I should hold- so still. I think it 
highly probable that it was frequently said in con- 
versation, that it would be impolitic in Southern 
Senators to do it, lest, among other reasons, they 
should weaken their position upon other vital ques- 
tions affecting the institution of slavery, then be- 
fore the Senate. The Senator from Mississippi 
says, that the reasons assigned for declining a 
change of our policy was, lest by so doing we 
might find it ‘impossible thereafter to rouse the 
border States to energetic action in coöperation 
with the other Southern States for the vindication 
of their essential rights.” This may very prob- 
ably have governed us to some extent in our de- 
sire to keep the subject together. I should have 
deemed myself wanting in my proper duty as a 
representative of one of the Southern States, if I 
had done anything which might, tend to weaken 
the position which the Southern States then held. 
I trust I have thus shown to the Senate, and to 
the country, that so far as depended upon those 
to whom the fugitive slave law was more partic- 
ularly committed, we were not only not wanting 
in our duty, but we did that which we deemet 
best for the occasion, and from which certainly no 
mischief has resulted, for the law ultimately passed 
ina most stringent form, without any very serious 
or decided opposition. 


Mr. FQOTE, of Mississippi. It has ever af- 


| forded me the highest satisfaction on all occasions 


when the matter has been discussed, to state that 
I believe the whole body of Southern Senators had 
been perfectly faithful to the South on that subject, 
and that the honorable Senator froin Virginia 
[Mr. Mason] and the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Burien] acted not only with 
fidelity to the South in reference to this matter, but 
with great energy, judgment, and skill. That has 
been my opinion, and Í have always expressed it. 
I would never have undertaken to intimate the 
fact which I have stated, that Northern Senators 
urged, through me, earlier action on this subject 
than took place, but for the fact that certain re- 

the lips of the Senator from 


marks which fell from the 3 ] j 
South Carolina, [Mr. Burier,| if unreplied to, 


might leave the impression that Northern Senators 


generally had manifested most decided opposition 
to early legislation on this ‘important subject. I 
rose simply for the purpose of stating the facts: of 
the case, with the view. of -yindicating the secret 
truth of history which had not been previously 
revealed. My. object was. not to implicate ‘the 
Senator from South Carolina or the Senator from 
Virginia, but simply to enable ys to. have a hetter 
understanding among ourselyes, and to let my 
constituents, and thecitizens of theSouthgenerally, 
understand that there was a strong and.earnest 
desire on the part of influential Northern members 
of this body to accord to the South all that the 
South could claim on. this point. That was my |! 
sole object. i 
` Mr. MASON. `I have finished what I had to | 
say on this point, but I do not wish to take my || 
seat without saying a few words upon the resolu- |! 
tion now before the Senate. What I shall say || 
must be brief, from reluctance to detain the Sen- 
ate, as well as from my present condition, for I am 
unfortunately so hoarse that I can scarcely speak 
at all. < 
". The resolution which is now before the Senate 
is of a character which does not, in any form, ad- 
dress itself to my approbation. I can see no rea- 
son for it, and no occasion for it. As I under- 
stand it, it declares that, in the opinion of this 
body, the measures cited should be considered as 
terminating all questions arising out of the insti- 
tution of slavery. Now, I am not aware that 
there is any State in this Union, except the State 
of South Carolina, which continues to protest 
against them. I am not aware of one of the 
Southern States, except the State of South Caro- 
lina, which has not declared, in the most emphatic 
manner, to the majority in this Government, If 
ou will stop there, and execute in good faith the 
Jaw for the reclamation of fugitive slaves, we will 
acquiesce in what has been done. That being the 
condition of the country, I can see no reason, no 
propriet , in further interference with the subject 
y the Congress of the United States. As to the 
measures themselves—the law for the admission 
of the State of California into the Union, the law 
for the abolition of what is called the slave trade 
in the District of Columbia, and the law for the 
dismemberment of Texas—I have no change of 
opinion to announce, no palinode to sing. I op- 
posed them upon this floor by my voice and by |; 
my votes; and when they passed, I united with 
ater Sehators in a solemn protest against them. | 
I retract nothing of what I then said; my opinions 
of them remain unchanged. But they have passed 
to the statute-book; they constitute a part of the 
law of the land. I have never counseled, and 
never shall counsel, my people to further resist- | 
ance on account of these laws. If they are 
allowed to remain as they are, and are efficiently 
executed, there is no purpose or desire on the part 
_of the people of my State to disturb them, hardly 
and unjustly as we have, in our opinion, been dealt 
with by their enactment. 

Such being the general feeling in those States 
most seriously affected by these measures, where 
js the necessity, where the propriety of disturbing 
again the subjects they disposed of? As to the fu- |i 
gitive slave law, I do not entirely agree with the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Bur- 
Ler] as to the practical effect of that law. Tam 
not aware (unless it be in the first instance which 
occurr@d at Boston) of any instance where the of- 
ficers of the Federal Government, in the execution 
of that law, have failed to do their duty. I am | 


j 


this subject 
a-pe tion of their censtitutional duty; and they | 
wil 


„aware that, notwithstanding what I really believe 
to have been the fair and honest purpose of those 
officers to execute the Jaw, in two States at least 
it has been effectually resisted. I referto the cases 
in Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, and Syracuse, 
New York. What was there done is now the 

_ subject of judicial investigation; and I am content 
to wait the result of that investigation, before I 
form an opinion whether itis or is not the intention 
of those States to have the law enforced. 

So far the law hasdone good. It hasawakened 
public attention to the necessity of having its pro- | 
visions carried fully into execution. It has at- 
tracted around it the patriotic feeling of a large and | 
intelligent portion of the people in those States. 
The subject is yet pending, and Iam not prepared 
to pronounce a judgment upon the result. 1 trust 
that I am not.hoping against hope when I say that 
I believe, in time, and in good time, the sentiment 
of the people of those States will be regenerate on 


‘They will find that it carries with it 


nd; algo, that it carries with it the safety. of 
the Union. It has been placed upon that distinct 
issue by almost all of the Southern. States, and 
among others by the State of Virginia; and I do 
Hat despair of that law yet doing its office effect- 
ually. = 

Then as to thisresolution further. I had under- 
stood from gentlemen who voted for those méas- 
ures as a compromise, that they were to be re- 
ceived by the country as the great tranquilizing 
measure of peace—to end the discard and iil feel- 


‘ing which always attend the agitation of the sub- 


ject of slavery in our deliberations. I object to 


| this resolution, because it is not the usual and prop- 


er mode of legislative action. Our functions are 
to express the legislative will of the country 
through the forms of law and under the sanctions 
of law. ‘The resolution on the table has no sanc- 
tion—none whatever. It is inofficious, and, for 
whatever end introduced, its effect must be rather 
to renew agitation than to quiet it. 

We are all aware that while these questions 
were pending the safety of this Union was most 
seriously endangered; but, in the language of Mr. 
Jefferson, I had hoped and believed that the billow 
which threatened us had passed under the ship. 
The public mind has become to some extent tran- 
quilized. The people of the Southern States who 
felt themselves aggrieved by it, if not reconciled, 
are disposed to acquiesce; and in such condition 
of things, I submit, to what useful end should the 
subject be further agitated here? Sir, I did not 
sympathize in the slightest degree with what fell 
from the honorable Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Ruerr,] who addressed us yesterday and 
the day before, when he declared himself for dis- 
union. There is no State which made greater 
sacrifices to obtain this Union than the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent. She 
has made another great sacrifice to preserve it, by 
her acquiescence in the measures which are re- 
ferred to in this resolution. The transactions of 
the past Congress, so far as they may affect the 
institution of slavery, are with her matters done 
with and ended. For what has passed, Virginia 
does not seek disunion. None can look with 
greater horror than do her people upon disunion 
for disunion’s sake. But the Union which they 
cherish must continue a Union under the Const- 
tution. A Union by force, or a Union in which the 
forms of the compact are alone regarded, whilst 


‘ the rights of the mingrity are violated, her past 
| history shows she wi 


be the first to repudiate 
and to disown. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
as I stated yesterday, it would be exceedingly 
gratifying to me to obtain an early vote on this 
resolution. If I could be satisfied that the Senate 
would be now prepared to decide the question 
involved in the resolution, I should not hesitate to 
decline to address them, more especially as I feel 
that my present physical condition is such as to 
justify a desire on my part not to be compelled to 
go through the labors of the debate now in prog- 
ress. J would say in addition, that if there are 


| honorable Senators here who are anxious to be 


heard upon the question, and who do not design 


making any extended address to the Senate, I shall | 


willingly give way. I mention this, because a 
friend suggested to me this morning that he should 


perhaps deem it desirable to be heard for a few | 


minutes in explanation of the position of his own 
State in relation to this delicate question. 
willing to give way, or to take any course which 
honorable Senators may see fit to prescribe. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi is not prepared to proceed with 
his speech, which I know will take him some time 


to deliver, I have a few remarks to make, in con- | 


sequence of an allusion made to my State by the 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Ruerr.] 

Mr. FOOTE. I shall give way to the gentleman 
with pleasure. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I design to | 


make astatement, nota speech; for while I occupy 
a place here it is my intention to endeavor to make 
myself useful as a working man, rather than con- 
spicuous as a speech-maker. The observations 
of the gentleman from South Carolina respecting 
the execution of the fugitive slave law in Pennsyl- 
vania, render it necessary for me to bring to the 
notice of the Senate the whole truth upon the sub- 
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be harmed; and if they were convicted of offendin, 
against the laws, the Governor would pardon them 
Now, sir, this-stagement does: the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent; great injustic 
and casts an imputation upon her, and the pul 
authorities, which I feel bound to repels -ft 
in question the fidelity of that State as a me 


of this Confederacy, in a manner entirely unauthor- 
ized by the facts; for there is not a State, old’ or 
new, more loyal to the Constitution and laws, or 
more devotedly attached to the Union.” > 0" 7 


which the gentleman has referred, proves notht 
against the other facts of the case. He might as 
well have cited any other case of riot in Pennsyl- 
vania, to prove that we cannot execute our own 
laws, and maintain the public peace. Is there 
anything in the recent trial in Philadelphia that 
goes to prove that the officers did notdo their duty? 
Does any lawyer pretend to say’ that the distin- 
guished judge (Grier) did not expound the law of 
treason correctly to the jury, and did not properly 
denounce abolition fanaticism? Would the hon- 
orable gentleman have charged the jury in any 
other way if he had occupied a place upon the 
bench? The zeal upon the part of the officers in 
Philadelphia faithfully to execute the law, led 
them, perhaps, to mistake the proper remedy and 
undertake too much. In connection with the 
Christiana case, another important fact should be 
stated, to wit: that in nearly every week ‘since 
the passage of the fugitive slaye law, fugitives from 
labor have been delivered up in Pennsylvania. 
The truth is, sir, that’ if a prejudice exists in Penn- 
sylvania which could obstruct the due administra- 
tion of justice, it is against the Abolitionists. 

But, Mr. President, I have still stronger eyi- 
dence to submit to the Senate in support of the 
position Lassume, and that is the action of our 
State Legislature, and the result of the recent elec- 
tion in that State. The fugitive slave bill became 
a law in September, 1850. Shortly after that our 
| Legislature assembled, and there being a. large 
Democratic majority in the lower House, and a 
small one in the Senate, a bill was passed re- 
pealing the State laws which were in contraven~ 
tion of that provision of the Constitution : relat- 
ing to the surrender of fugitives from labor. “Ehe 
Whig Governor refused to sign the bill-+the 
Legislature adjourned, and he kept it in his pock- 
‘et. In a month thereafter the Damocratie party 
assembled in convention, nominated a candidate 
for Governor, (Colonel Bigler,) passed resolutions 
in favor of the fugitive slavelaw, the compromise 
measures generally, and the repeal of all obstruc- 
tion laws. The candidate accepted the nomina- 
tion, and in the most emphatic manner pledged 
himself to carry out the views of his party,’ 
especially in relation to the fugitive slave law. 
The Whig convention met, and Governor John- 
ston made a speech before it, in which. he talked 
i about the right and duty of Congress to modify 
| the law, and refused.to. say whether he would or 

would not sign the bill repealing the ebstruction 
‘Jaws. Here are the resolutions adopted by the 
Democratic Convention : f 

Resolved, That the sixth section of the act of the Legis- 
1 Jature of Pennsylvania, passed on the third of March, 1849, 
denying, under severe penalty, the use of our State jails for 
the detention of fugitive slaves while awaiting their. tral, 
ought to be expunged from our statute-books, boili because 
it interposes obstacles, by means of State legislation, to the 
execution of the provisions of the Constitution of the Dni- 
ted States, and because it is a virtual disregard of the prine 


i 
! ciples of the compromise, and is calculated seriously to 
endanger the existence of the Union 


Resolved, That the Democratic party of Pennsylvania are 
true to the Union, the Constitution, and the laws, and will 
: faithfully observe and exccute, so far as in them lies, all the 
| measures of compromise. adopted by the late Congress for 
| the purpose of settling the question arising out of domestic 


i slavery; and this not only froma sense of duty -as good eiti- 


| gens of the Republic; but also frem.the kind and fraternal 
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“feelings which they cherish towards their brethren of the 
slaveholding States. TA ; 3 

You will therefore perceive, Mr. President, that. 
a distinct issue was thus made up, and an appeal 
was made to the virtuous, intelligent, and patriotic 
mind of the people, and their. decisive result is 
well known. Shortly after both candidates were 
nominated ['took occasion to declare my own po- 
sition upon the: oa state my view of the 
issue to be decided, in a letter which I wrote to a 
Philadelphia. committee, an extract from which I 
beg leave to read to’ the Senate. $ 

.  & Political issues are to be determined this fallin our good 
old State, which justly occupies so important a position be- 
tween the dividing interests of the North and the South, 
of the gravest character, in a State as well as a national 
aspect. I need not name them all. The true friends of 
the Union throughout the Confederacy jook with anxious 
solicitude to the result. No State election was ever held 
go important in its national bearing. Pennsylvania is now 
to decide what she esteems to be her duty to her sister 
States upon the slavery question. She is now to decide 
how she construes the compact of Union. The Democratic 
party and its candidate frankly declare their purpose faith- 
fnlly to execute the provisions of the Constitution, the fu- 
gitive slave law’ without complaint or modification, to 
repeal all obstruction laws, and to cherish fraternal feelings 
toward their southern brethren. Governor Johnston, the 
Whig nominee, (for whom personally I have the highest 
regard,) is pledged to a different policy; modification or 
repeal of the fugitive slave law, further agitation of the 
slavery question, and no repeal of the obstruction laws. 
Now, let us have an election which will decide something ; 
for the safety of the Republic requires that there should be 
some end to the diseussions about negroes and negro sla- 
very. Let us see whether the National Whigs, as they 
cali themselves, and the Abolitionists can unite in support 
of Governor Johnston, There has been heretofore too much 
paitering with grave and important questions prior to elec- 
tions, and the result was witnessed in the fearful struggles 
of the last Congress, and can now be seen in the difference 
of opinion which exists between the Whig national and 
State administrations.” 

It seems to me, therefore, I have submitted 
sufficient evidence to the Senate to show that the 
fugitive slave Jaw will be faithfully executed in 
Pennsylvania, and that one reason assigned by 
the Setiater from South Carolina for desiring to 
withdraw from the Union has no foundation in 
fact. ; 

While up, Mr. President, I beg leave to refer 
to another matter, in connection with this subject. 
It has been asserted that my honest, patriotic, and 
true-hearted predecessor, (Dr. Sturgeon,) who 
voted for the fugitive slave law, was not reélected 
on that account. Sir, that is not the fact. The 
ror of Pennsylvania approved of that vote. If 

had been here, I would have voted in the same 
way; and those who -elected me very well knew 
it. My position in regard to the Wilmot proviso 
and Abolitionism was and is well known. 

Mr. RHETT. In the observations which I 
made the other day, { was very far from desiring 
to cast any Imputation upon the ancient Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania. I thought myself fully 
justified by the facts as they have occurred, to 
suppose that the fugitive slave law would not be 
there fully executed. I think my honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania has shown sufficient grounds 
himself, in what he has now submitted to the Sen- 
ate, for the belief which I had intended to express. 
He has told us that the Governor of Pennsylvania 
refused to sign an act repealing the prohibitory 
laws which stood in the way of the execution of 
the fugitive slave law in Pennsylvania. He has 
told us further, that it became an issue in Penn- 
sylvania; that the Democratic party took issue on 
that question, whether those laws should be exe- 
cuted or not. He tells us that the Democratic 
party have prevailed; but by what majority? 

hy, I believe by a majority of some six or eight 
thousand out of over three hundred thousand 
votes cast. The question was made a party issue, 
in which one half the people were arrayed against 
the other half. Under such circumstances, had I 
not good grounds to suppose that a law of this 
kind could not and would not be faithfully exe- 
cuted? One man on a jury may defeat the execu- 
tion of a law. 

Several things are yet to occur in Pennsylvania 
which may alter the impression which I have en- 
tertained. If the Legislature of Pennsylvania 
should again pass an act repealing those prohib- 
itory laws, certainly it will be a strong indication 
on the part of that State that she is determined to 
carry out the fugitive slave law in good faith. An- 
other requisite is, that all offenders who have 
resisted the execution of the Jaw should be pun-’ 
ished. Thatis yet to be shown... Although the 
honorable Senator——and I have no doubt he speaks i 


with the utmost confidence in his opinion—says it 
| will be enforced, it is yet to be seen that a single 
man can be punished in the free States for resist- 


punished for resisting it in any part of the North, 
although the frequent infractions of the law call 
loudly for punishment. The result of the Chris- 
tiana trials must yet show whether these offenders 
can be punished. I should be very happy to 
know that Pennsylvania or any other State would 
do anything to accommodate the differences which 
now exist, by showing a disposition to be faithful 
toward the execution of laws. J have my doubts, 
however, and these doubts are based upon the 
facts which the Senator himself has laid before the 
Senate. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It is true that the Dem- 
ocratic candidate for Governor had but about eight 
thousand majority, but the issue. to which I have 
referred was not the only one to be tried before 
the people. 

One word as to the Executive pardon, and the 
manner in which the fugitive slave law is to be 
executed. The gentleman has intimated that of- 
fenders against this law will not be punished. 
Why, if there is any prejudice in the State which 
would prevent the due administration of justice, it 
is against the Abolitionists, and not against the 
southern slaveholders. That is my answer. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, | did not intend to 
trespass upon the Senate during this discussion ;and 
while it was confined entirely to another latitude, I 
did not feel disposed to interfere. But it seems to 
be peeping up this side of 360 30’, and therefore I 
may putin a single interrogatory. An inquiry has 

| already been put-and answered by the Senator 
from Mississippi, which throws some light upon 
the subject in regard to what my duty may be as 
to the vote I am called upon to give. Thatis the 
question which was propounded by the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Butter] to the 
| honorable Senator from Mississippi. It was la- 
‘boring in my own mind at the time, and I felt 
| relieved when the question came out and was 
answered. ‘The question was this: If a propo- 
sition should be submitted to the Congress of the 
United States now to divide California by the 
line of 360 30’, would the embodiment of the com- 
promise go in for it? The honorable Senator from 
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promise, then, is to be final, with exceptions. 
Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I am reported in 
the Republic to have used precisely the labeuage 
which the gentleman haggttributed to me; but I 
was very particular in expressing myself to a 
somewhat different effect to that just now stated. 
I said most expressly, that I would vote upon 
such a proposition, coming from the State of Cal- 
ifornia, precisely as I would upon a similar prop- 
osition coming trom any other of the sovereign 
States of the Confederacy. I said that 1 did not 
conceive the compromise to be above the Consti- 
tution; and that, as the Constitution allowed new 
States to be formed out of old States, with the 
consent of those States, if such a proposition were 
submitted, with the consent of California, and if I 
| should deem it politic and right to allow such di- 
vision to take place, why I would deem it right, 
under present circumstances—especially knowing, 
as I do, the desire entertained by a large portion 
of my constituents—I would vote for the proposi- 
tion, not with the intention of impairing the com- 
| promise, or calling into question the principle upon 
which the compromise is based, or in the least 
degree interfering with the compromise as a com- 
promise. Every principle of it would still stand 
| firm. All that we would do, would be to establish 
a new State, in the manner and form allowed by 
| the Constitution. If the honorable Senator, or 
anybody else, considers the compromisé above 
he Constitution, and, therefore, as liberating hon- 
orable Senators from the obligation which is im- 
posed upon them by their oath to maintain the 
: Constitution inviolate, itis not my sentiment. I 
| did not say, here or elsewhere, that I shall attempt 
to obtain a modification of the compromise, so as 
to allow new States to be formed within the limits 
i of California; but I said distinctly, that 1 would 
treat this proposition, coming from the State of 
California, precisely as I would treat a proposi- 
tion of a similar kind coming from the State of 
| Texas, or from New York, or from any other 
State; and that in doing so, Í should not consider 
myself as interfering in the least degree with the 


ance to'thislaw. There has not yet been one man. 


ississippi says he would go in for it. The com- 


compromise acts. On the contrary, should look 
upon them, in the language of the President of the 

nited States, as, in principle and..substance, a 
final and definite settlement of. the question. 

Mr. HALE. Iam unfortunate in not seeing 
that the Senator has made any difference between 
the manner in which he has now stated the prop- 
osition, and’ the way in which I Ve him 
to state it before. e says he holds it, as a com- 
promis to be final; but that a certain measure, if 


rought ap in a certain shape, would receive his 
support. He would be willing to divide California 


if she wished it. : 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. It must be ob- 
vious to the gentleman, that i should have con- 
sidered the admission of California as part of the 
plan of compromise, just as valid, if the line of 
350 30’ or 360 30’ had been made the southern 
boundary, instead of the present line. "Will any 
man of sense—will the Senator himself—under- 
take to pan out to this Senate, how the compro- 
mise is better or worse, as a compromise, in con- 
sequence of a bg ri line being the southern 
boundary of California? Would it not be pre- 
cisely a compromise, and a settlement of the ques- 
tion of slavery, whether the southern boundary 
of California were one line or another? If the 
pope of California, as a sovereign State of the 

nion, should think proper to apply for a sub- 
division of their territory, in Bt ‘manner as to 
establish new States therein hereafter, and they - 
should come into the Union, upon the same terms 
upon which California came in, will any one.un- 
dertake to point out in what respect the compro- 
mise, as a compromise, in principle or in sub- 
stance, would be in the least degree impaired? I 
am not now engaged in a chop-logic contest; nor 
do I wish to amuse the audience by lightly dis- 
cussing these great points; but what I have said 
will serve, in other minds, if not in the mind of 
the Senator from New Hampshire, I think, as a 
pretty solid distinction, and one based upon prin- 
ciples exceedingly valuable to those of us, at least, 
who seek the future repose of the country. 

Mr. HALE. My object simply was to obtain 
light, and I wish to put in a query now, before the 
Senator from Mississippi makes his argument. I 
want light, and I want to attract his attention to 
the points upon which I need enlightenment. E 
understand him now—stripped of all the eloquent 
adjectives with which he has dressed out his prop- 
osition, and which he uses as well as any man in 
the Senate—l understand him now, after these re- 
peated disclaimers and explanations, to go back 
to precisely the same answer which he gave to the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina; that is, 
if the sovereign State of California, in her sover- 
eignty, comes here to this representative conclave 
of sovereignties—(I am not a sovereign man, and 
hence I do not know that I always use this adjec- 
tive in a proper way; Ido not represent a sover- 
eign State here; the State of New Hampshire has 
not a right to make war or peace; she has no right 
to coin money, or to send or receive ambassadors, 
and she is stripped of a great many other attributes 
of sovereignty)—but if California comes hereas a 
sovereign State, and asks for a division, she will 
not lack the vote of the'Senator from Mississippi 
in order to obtain it. That I understand to be the 
proposition. 

Tam not discussing the question whether it is 
proper or improper, or how far it is cdhsistent 
with the views of those gentleman who have sup- 
ported the compromise. I simply want to ask 
Northern Senators what they got by this compro- 
mise? A compromise, I understand to be some- 
thing in which there is a giving and a taking on 
each side. The honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi said—and I think with a great deal of truth— 
that the South ought to be satisfied, for they had 
got everything which they had demanded. I be- 
lieve it. I have been asked sometimes by some of 
my unsophisticated constituents at home, “What 
did the North get in this compromise?” Well, I 
have been compelled to tell them that it had escaped 
my recollection if they had got anything. It was 
said that the North had probably got something 
by the admission of California; that that great 
State had been admitted with a constitution ex- 
cluding slavery. But some of my friends have 
said, Did not the people of California frame their 
own constitution, and Is not that the Southern doc- 
trine, that every State may frame its own consti- 
tution, and ask for admission into the Union, 
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That seems to me to bea Southern doctrine rather 
than anything peculiar to the North. All that 
the North got began, and continued, and ended 
with the admission of California. : 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I wish to correct 
the gentleman with regar 
meant was simply this, that, in my opinion, al- 
though we of the South were opposed to the.ad- 
mission of California at the time when she was 
admitted, I preferred that she should remain in 
a territorial condition for reasons. satisfactory 
to us, but notat all based ọn thé supposition of 
many of us, that her admission would be un- 
constitutional. Although we were not particu- 
larly anxious that the District of Columbia bill 
should be passed through Congress in the form in 
which it did pass, yet 1 have said that I am pre- 
pared to maintain it. The South, the unaggres- 
sive South: the South, that has never claimed any- 
thing except the enjoyment of her domestic rights; 
the South, that has stood firmly for the great prin- 
ciple of non-intervention and non-aggression; the 
South, that has only claimed the establishment of 
internal government, without any instructions on 
the subject of slavery;--that South, even in this 
compromise, has obtained, in my opinion, every- 
thing she claimed, which was simply a strict adher- 
ence on the part of Congress to the provisions of 
the Constitution. I did not say that the South, ina 
matter of bargain, had got the advantage of the 
North. I did not undertake to say that in a 
scheme of management the South had out-man- 
aged the North. I did not say that there were 
any essential advantages secured to the South by 
this plan of adjustment which the Constitution 
had not previously most amply secured. Noth- 
ing of the sort. But I did say, and have always 
maintained, that although we were opposed on 
grounds of expediency to the admission of Cali- 
fornia at the time that she was admitted, and op- 

osed to it for reasons not, in my opinion, very 
important to the passage of the District of Colum- 
bia bill in the terms in which it did pass, yet that 
the plan of compromise, as a plan of compromise, 
was, in all its essential features, marked with the 
true spirit of moral equity, and, as such, ought to 
be and was satisfactory te the South, she never 
having claimed anything at the hands of her sister 
States of the North but simple justice, and a strict 
and faithful adherence to the Constitution. 

Mr. HALE. Tam confirmed again. The Sen- 
ator did say that the South had got everything 
they claimed. Now, I did not say that the South 
had claimed anything which was unjust. 

Mr. FOOTE. The gentleman certainly inti- 
mated that the South claimed something which the 
Constitution did not give her. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know where the Senator 
from Mississippi saw the intimation. He might 
have felt it in the secret sanctuary of his owh con- 
science, but he could not have seen it in anything 
which Í said, for 1 did not say any such thing; I 
did not mean to intimate any such thing. But the 
Senator did say, and 1 think he said it with great 
truth, that the South had got everything which 
they claimed. When the historian of our land— 
and I do not know whether Bancroft has brought 
his book down to this period or not—but when 
our historian has written up to these times, the 
last chapter of ourhistory from the foundation of 
the Goyernment to the overthrow of the universe, 
it will be read that the South got everything they 
claimed. It has been so from the beginning; it is 
so now; andI have no doubt that it ever will be 
so. If the North were to speak the language of 
truth to the South, when we hear such reflections 
and taunts as we heard yesterday, our reply, how- 


ever mortifying it might be, would be the language- 


of Balaam’s beast to him when he smote him: 
“Why hast thou beaten me these three times? 
Am I not thine ass, upon which thou hast ridden 
ever since I was thine??? [A laugh.] That, sir, 
would be the truth of history. 

Į was proceeding to relate in my own way some- 
thing which had passed between myself and my 
constituents when they had asked me what the 
North had got by this compromise. There was a 
question raised some years ago In the other House 
about what was called the “ Wilmot proviso.” I 
think the vote upon that question was nearly, if 
not quite, unanimous from the Northern States. 
I do not know that the vote was quite unanimous, 
but there were certainly very few exceptions. 
That vote, if ever there was a vote of the House 


to. myself. What I 


of Representatives that did it, spoke out the:sen- 
timents of the North. That was the matter upon 
which. issue was joined. There was no dispute 
then about any fagitive slave law; there was no 
dispute then about the admission of California; 
there was no dispute then about whether we should 
give Texas ten millions of dollars, and a hundred 
and fifty thousand square. miles of land not to 
make war upon us. The sole and simple ques- 
tion which agitated the public mind, and divided 
the public councils, at that time, was the applica- 
tion of this Wilmot proviso to our ‘erritories. 
That is settled, and what have the North got there? 
How much of this territory has-been appropriated 
to them? Notonesingleinch. You hada north- 
ern majority here in the two Houses; you made 
the law for that territory; and as if-you were not 
certain that slavery would watch its own interests 
carefully enough—as if you had doubts that that 
institution which had watched with sleepless eye 
the progress of this Government from its first in- 
stitution to the present moment, and would not be 
quick to grasp every advantage that might possi- 
bly accrue to it—your Northern men invited the 
South to carry slavery there. It was not enough 
that you left it open, but you put in the bill a sug- 
gestion to them to take slavery there. You said 
to the South, “ Take your slaves there, and it 
shall form no objection to your admission as a 
State at a future day-—you may come in with or 
without slavery, as you choose.” The South 
knew that before, just as well as they did after the 
passage of the act. [t seemed to me that it was 
entirely unnecessary to put that into the bill by 
way of suggestion; but there it is. That is the 
way the queron was disposed of. There wasan 
entire and utter abandonment of principle in rela- 
tion to every inch of the territory. California was 
admitted; the fugitive slave law was passed; and 
in the whole series of measures, I do not know of 
anything which passed in which the most brazen- 
faced man that ever stood up before an insulted 
constituency, could tell them there was anything 
favorable to the North, unless in the admission of 
California. T donot know of anything else. The 
law abolishing the slave trade in the District of 
Columbia was, if I understand it, reef the law 
of Maryland. We just assimilated the law of the 
District to what the daw of Maryland was. True, 
we got nothing. We did not get the shadow of 
anything, unless it was the admission of Califor- 
nia. And now weare called upon to vote that this 
system of measures called the ‘* Compromise,” is 
to be final and conclusive in everything except 
that which had the shadow of something which 
was favorable to the North. That is to be left 
open for repeal. 

The Senator says that he would not put the 
compromise above the Constitution. Well, would 
he put the compromise above the Constitution in 
any other respect except in the admission of Cali- 
fornia? The fugitive slave law is but an act of 
ordinary legislation. Is that law above the Con- 
stitution? And suppose that some sovereign State 
should come here in her sovereignty and ask that 
it should be repealed, is the question not to be 
opened? I understand this compromise perfectly, 
and Í understand. this resolution perfectly; and if 
they were put in the meaning which, in effect, 
they carry to the public mind, the resolution would 
read thus: ‘ Resolved, That the South having got 
everything they claimed, they will be content until 
they want something more; and when they want 
something more, they will take it.” {Laughter.] 
If they want California divided, they will have it 
divided. If that is not enough, if it is found that 
these institutions for which these champions are 
ever so zealous and of which they are.so jealous— 
if they find that these emigrants who come in such 
fearful numbers, as was portrayed by the eloquent 
Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. Ruxtr,} and 
fill up this territory and make free States, and it 
is found to be necessary for the protection and ex- 
tension and perpetuation of human slavery that 
Cuba should be annexed, I wonder if the compro- 
mise would be regarded final as touching that? 
No, sir; not at all. Whenever they want any 
more slave territory, they willhaveit. Pass your 
compromises and cover them over with resolutions 
every session, they are only calculated to be bind- 
ing for the present, until something further is 
wanted. Pes 

Mr. FOOTE. The resolution contains nothing 
against the acquisition of territory. 


Mr. HALE. Thegentleman suggests that there 
is nothing in the resolution against acquiring terri- 
tory at a certain end of the Union.’ . A 

` Mr, FOOTE. Anywhere., — moe oe 

Mr. HALE. I threw-these:questions out 
the Senator from Mississippi. may see what is. läs 
boring in my mind, and why I.cannot vote for 
the resolution with the light which I now have. 
But there is another subject which ‘has addressed 
itself to my mind, which I want the sense of the 
Senate upon in some way or other before the sese 
sion is over. I want to know if it is intended: by 
this compromise, and by this resolution, to en- 
dorse the doctrines that have been promulgated in 
the judicial administration ofthis law? -T want to 
know if the odious and infamous doctrine of coh- 
structive treason, which brought Charles the First 
to the block and which drove the second Jamesa 
wanderer from the throne of his ancestors—l want 
to know if the doctrines of constructive treason, 
which have. been broached in some instances’ by 
very high authority, are to be baptized in. this señ- 
atorial font by this resolution of approbation which 
we are to pass? Sir, I think that here, if nowhere 
else, in the great council of the nation, the atten- 
tion of men, of patriots, ought to. be directed: to 
this outrage which is perpetrated onthe Constitu- 
tion and laws of the land, and upon all the ideas’of 
constitutional liberty which every man whois read 
in English or American history must have enter- 
tained since the Revolution of 1688. I want to know 
if the framers, the founders. of the Constitution, 
when, with that foresight which belonged to them, 
acquainted as they were with the history of, the 
country from which they came, they inserted this 
provision into the Constitution: that ‘treason 
against the United States shall consist only in levy- 
ing war against them, or in adhering to their-ene- 
mies, giving them aid and comfort,” imagined that 
it was to be overridden by this compromise, or ‘its 
administration? I look upon itas one of the main 
dangers of the times, as one of the most alarming 
facts that the history of this country has devél- 
oped, that the judiciary of the land have been. se 
swift to prostrate and to prostitute themselves be- 
fore the operation of this law, so .as to override, 
and nullify, and destroy that great safeguard: of 
constitutional liberty which the framers and found- 
ers of our Constitution thought they had sectired, - 
hope that the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
will let us hear from him upon this subject. `` x 

I want to know if the fugitive slave law, which 
confessedly takes away the trial by jury from per- 
sons claimed as fugitives, also takes away the 
right of trial by jury from every onè who may: 
come in contact with the operation and adminis- 
tration of this law? I think this is a subject which 
has not yet attracted the attention which belongs 
to it. Evil precedents and evil examples always 
grow up in this way. In times of great excitement, 
when a very popular, or a very unpopular: cause 
is before the country, men’s minds become excited, 
and, in thé madness of the moment, they resolve 
that which it seems they could not have resolved 
if their intellects had not been scathed by the 
Almighty. They utter something which in after 
times is seized upon as a precedent, and works the 
most dangerous consequences to the interests of 
the country. I hope that before this subject. is 
finally disposed of, this matter will attractzand 
receive attention. Das i 

I trust it is not necessary for the’ preservation 
and conservation of any institution. In the land, 
that that great principle of constitutional liberty 
which has been ingrafted upon the Constitution 
by its founders, and which they learned by :the 
bloody history of the Revolution the necessity of 
inserting, shali not be overridden by any attempts 
to give peculiar force to the administration of the 
fugitive slave law. “ss A 

i wish to throw out another subject, on which 
I trust the Senator from Mississippi will speak, 
for it was alluded to by the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina. When I have spoken upon 
this subject, I have been in the habit of speaking 
plainly. “The honorable Senator from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Ruerr,] when speaking of the great 
difficulties which embarrassed the South in this 
matter, said, in effect, that the majority of the 
judges who had been sent by the Adn» stration 
into the newly-organized Territories of Uten ‘und 
New Mexico, were supposed to. be thosé who 
would give a judicial construction to the law, b+ 
favorable to what he thought was the constitutional, 
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law of these Térritoriés, -I do not now. know 
what the facts of thé case àre, but Tdo know this, 
that whatever may. bè the character of the terri- 

” torial judges, there iš à tribunal that sits bengath 
this Sonate chamber; which is the very citadel of 
American slavery, and that it will be perfectly 


gfe Neve; whatever thë territorial judges may say. 
T know that although a very large niajority ‘of the 


people of these Territories way come from the 
ree States; yet the sleepless and Watchful guar- 
diana of that peculiar interest have retained, and 
Will retain, in ‘the ‘organization of that court, a 
niajority of Members who form their local—— 


Mr. STOCKTON.” I am altogéther wnac- 


ë Senate; Tdo vot, thereforé, know exactly what 
course (6 take except this—to say that, as an Anyer- 
ican citizen and a Senator, I cannot ‘sit hère and 
hear such: language’ in reference to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, without doing some- 
thing. to arrest this course of debate. I call the 
Senator to order. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator froni New 
Jersey calls the Senator from New Hampshire to 
order. 

“to decide that the Senator from New Hampshire | 
is out of order, Inasmuch as his remarks do not 


the rules particularly protecting the other House 
against any improper allusion on.the part of mem- 
ers of the Senate. It is for the Senator himself 
to.determine how far it is proper for a member of: 
this branch of the Government to hold wp either 
‘ta ridicule or denunciation, another codrdinate 
e branch of the Government. 
himself. : . 

“Mr. HALE. The honorable Senator from New 
‘Jersey misunderstood the application of one re- 
mark that I made, and that was, in reference to 
the progtration and prostitution of certain influ- 
ences, This remark did not apply to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, because ho case grow- 
ing out of the fugitive Slave law ever came before 
them.” I confess that I had supposed it was but 
a legitimate range of debate to comment upon the 
pret of other branches of Government; and 

thoaght I had authority for it, from remarks 
which have been thrown out this session, in com- 
menting oh some of the duties of the President of 
the United Siates. I supposed that the President 
of the United Statés was a codrdinate branch of 
the Governrient, às much as the Judiciary; but 
yéindrks rettecting of the conduct of the Presidént 
of the United States have been indulged in at this 
‘session. ‘If my reading is right, there has hereto- 
fore heen a good deal of latitude allowed in de- 
‘bate, not only in speaking against: acts, but in- 
impeaching and impugning his motives. I have 
only said that tlre constitution of the Supreme 
Court of the United States was composed of a 
majority of men who, from their local position, 
are supposed peculiarly to represent this interest, 
and that the advocates of slavery would ‘always 
find a safe citadel there. They may be driven from 
the Senate, but it will be a great while before that, 
comes to pass; for thése twenty-eight States will 
not come in so fast as the Senator from South 
Carolina fancies. Ihave found that it is always 
States that 'are called free that, when they get into 
Congress, and ‘go to voting, are found voting on 
the side of what the Senator from South Carolina 
would denominate the fanatics. They are some- 
times very conservative in their views; and there 
is a great deal of truth in the remark which the 
Senator from South Carolina made yesterday, that 
‘the North were South in the House some time ago 
on this subject; that is, the North sustained slavery 
in its demands; but he said the South were not 
‘true to themselves, What was the reason? Why, 
it was because Northern servility outran Southern | 
‘arrogance. Thatisthereason. They saw North- 
ern men ruining themselves at home among their 
‘gonstituents by the depth to which they yielded, 
‘arid therefore it was that some from the South gave 
way and said, they would not slaughter their 
frierids at honie by asking them to sacrifice thein- 
‘welves for them. ‘That is the reason the South did 
“pot get all that some Southern men desired. 

‘Some of those Northern-men found what Gén- 
‘eval Scott found when he was ordered to México. 
They found a'firein the rear, and they began to 
find that the fire in the rear was :hottér than the 
fire in front; therefore it was ‘that there was'a 


Seared with thé rulés which govern the order of | 
th 


The Chair does not think himself àt liberty |, 


H 
apply either to this body ‘or to the other House, |! 


It must rest with || 


J from Mississippi is not going to bag his game, 


| 


“change brought about on the floor of the Fouse 


j 


| pour its learning upon the Senate, in the hope that 
| the darkness uñdėr which Iam laboring—the cloud 


| I confess that there’is another dark speck in the 
| horizon. 


i wounds, but that since the 


: the old days of the 


- GLOBE. 7 


Dec. 17, 


of Rispiedentatives in regatd to the subject of | 
slavery. Isay; and L-repeat, with all the respect | 
which is due to the rene Court--and I am not 


going to say how mach that is—reading the re- | 
ports of their decisions whenever that stitution 


has conte before themi; the Most jealous friend of 
slavery could not fail to have his fears-quieted as 
hè réad in thé Book ‘of the Chronicles the doings 
of that tribunal in regard to the institution which | 
is thé ‘subject of his affections. No, sir; all the 
procéédings of those territorial judges, be they 
what théy may, must come for ultimate supervis- 
iow and corréction before this tribunal of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

I have not, as I said, been making a speech. 1 
have been putting forth matters by way of inter- 
rogatory, for the purpose of opening that regervoir 
of information and instruction which will soon 


which obstructs my vision—may be illuminated. 


It seems to me that these compromise 
measures have not had that quieting effect upon 
the nerves of gentlemen which their friends anti- 
cipated, The honorable Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Ruzrr,] to whom I listened with 
a great deal of pleasure and Some instruction, did 
not seem to be quieted. If the honorable Senator 


and go home in à hurry, I may hope to reply to 
that Speech at some future day. The honorable 
Senator from South Carolina says the condition 
of the South is infinitely worse than it was before 
these compromise measures were passed. He 
says that before their passage there was a com- 


parative state of quiet, not perfect, for nothing can i 


be perfect in this world, but there was a compara- 
tive state of quiet until these ‘distinguished men 
of the Senate” came with their soothing palliatives 
and healing plasters to cover up these bleeding | 
have, the case has 
been infinitely worse. Well, the Senator from 
Mississippiseems how to think the disease must he | 
treated on the homeopathic principle, and that, as 
these compromise measures in several acts have 
produced such a state of irritation in the patients, 
asmall dose by way of resolution, will ‘certainly 
cure the disease. I do not believe it. I believe, 
with great déference to thie better judgment of the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi, that theintro- | 
duction of this very measure—of this very resolu- 
tion, has not been ‘healing, quieting, and soothing. 
I know it is out of order to make personal allu- į 
sions, but I think the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina (Mr. Burner] mentioned in his speech | 
thatit had not had that effect on him, but that it 
rather operied old wounds which he had hoped the 
healing influences of time might have cured. 

Mr. FOOTE. ‘Has it had a soothing influence 
on the Senator? 

Mr. HALE. The honorable Senator makes a 
peroni appeal to me; he wants to know if it has 

ad such an ‘effect upon me. 
not; nor did the original dose in the first instance. 
T thought it ill-judged and ill-advised, and I think 
so now. I think it was the greatest misnomer | 
that ever was khown to call ita compromise. I | 
think the honorable Senator from Mississippi has | 
very rightly named it when he says that the South | 


T 


| 
I confess that it has |} 
H 
| 
| 


got all she claimed; but he adds that she did not 
claim anything but what was right. Iremember 
hearing a controversy about the freedom of con- 
science in old times between a Quaker and a 
Presbyterian. The Presbyterian told the Quaker, | 


« You have liberty of conscience; you have liberty | 


to believe what is right, and nobody should have | 


| liberty to believe what is wrong.” The honor- | 


able Senator says the South got all she claimed; | 
but he consoles us and applies a palliative to our | 


irritated feelings by telling us that she only claimed | 
what was right. Ithought that‘we of the North } 
claimed nothing but what was right. We claimed | 
that the Government should go on in its old | 
course. We claimed that that system of legisla- | 
tion, older than the Constitution itself, sanctioned | 
by Washington, and ‘by all our Presidents, from | 
Washington to James K. Polk, affirming and de- 

termining the right of legislation over slavery in 
the Territories, should be adhered to. Weasked 
that there should be no new lights set up for us 
to follow. We asked that we might go on asin 
ublic—that we might walk į 
‘Washington himself hed | 
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| us tò do what was right. 


plaiited, and. guide. our way: by the. light which 
his successors had. shed upon the path of duty. 
That was all we asked, and we. humbly thought 
we were asking nothing but what was right; but 
the Senator from Mississippi comes and-asks us 
to reverse our steps—to retrace our “progress; 
and nullify and stultify the legislation which has 
marked the history of the country from the adop~ 
tion of the Constitution, and “before the adoption 
of the Constitution, to the signing of the Oregon 


|| bill, and give slavery free liberty to enter upon ali 


the Territories. The honorable Senator asked us 
to do that, and we did it; and then he says we did 
no great things after all, because he only asked 
When he asked us to 
give up a principle which had been consecrated 
by the continued practice of the Republic from its 
first days to that moment, he asked us not only to 
say that there should be no legislation against 
slavery, but that we should invite slavery to go to 
the Territories. Now he says it was right, and 
we did well. 

Sir, I should like to see a spirit of candor, and 
Northern men and Southern men sit down and 
candidiy talk over the compromise, and count up 
their winnings and losings. What havethe North 
given up? Why, when acitizen of the free States, 
black or white, is claimed as a fugitive from labor; 
all that a Northern man has ever held sacred in 
the institutions of human government, he ‘has to 
surrender. He has the trial by jufy, and the ha- 
beas corpus, and the right of personal replevin— 
all are to be thrown into the scale, and sdrrendered 
atonce. Andis thatall? No, sir. He is caleg 
upon, after he has done all this—after he has 
yielded to the last inch, every claim, and every 
demand that are made upon him, and it is said 
that he cannot have the reputation of being an 
honest citizen unless he is ready once in twelve 
months to reéndorse the act, and to swear to the 
compromise. 

I am afraid that if we magnify this compromise 
much more, it will come, by and by, in the polit- 
ical creed, to usurp the place of the famous reso- 
lutions of 98; and that instead of their being a 
standard and measure of a man’s orthodoxy, it 


| will bethis compromise. Ithought it was ill-timed 


in the beginning—I thought it was ill-tinted to call 
it up now to have it rechristened, It seems to me 
to be an impeachment of the orthodoxy of ‘those 
wlio passed the act. Sometimes we know that 


| when a man is converted from one’seet to another 


pretty rigid one, although his children may have 
been baptized in the form of his old faith, they 
have to be rechristened in the new. ‘Tt seems to 
me that that is the attempt which is made now. It 
is an impeachment of the orthodoxy of those who 
passed the act, and asif it gavea force and validity 
which the original act did not. Therefore it is, 
perhaps, that we, in our wisdom and strength, are 
to reéndorse and rebaptize it, and tell the good 
people of the United States that this fugitive slave 
law in particular is a.good one. If this resolution 
‘is to be adopted (although I. have been accused 
sometimes of offering amendments with sinister 
views to defeat the original resolution) I ‘shall 


‘question whether it is not my duty, as 'a member 


of this Congress, to add some other acts to it, and 


‘to include in the resolution other measures which 


the last Congress in their wisdom enacted, which 
are good, and ought to be observed and, carried 
out, until some sovereignty wants it altered, for it 
scems to me that that is all the limitation which 
the Senator would impose. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I simply rise to 
say that | am desirous of having an opportunity 
of vindicating this poor resolution of mine against 
the opposition of extremists in the opposite sec- 
tions of the Union. I had expected to see this 
happy harmony between gentlemen of extreme 
opinions North and South; 1 had expected them 
to feel that sweet concert of action and sentiment 
here, and my anticipation has been fully realized. 
But I am exceedingly anxious, feebleas Tam, and 
inadequate as I am to the performance of the task, 
to havean opportunity of meeting these extremists 
of the North and extremists of the South upon 
this subject. Iam anxious to have an opportu- 
nity of showing to the whole country that this 
resolution has been wholly misunderstood in its 


i character and bearing, and that it-is calculated to 


have a very different effect from ‘that which ‘the 
honorable gentleman who has just taken his seat 
thinks it likely to produce. 


Certainly it is not .at all astonishing that the. 


honorable Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr 
Hax,] and the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr; Ruert,] should be opposed to this 
resolution. Ft would have surprised me .exceed~. 
ingly if either of them had been in favor of it, 
because all must understand that the resolution is 
not calculated -to produce additional agitation Or | 
to disquiet the public mind. It seems. tobe 
strongly censured by gentlemen not-very remark- 
able, they will permit me to say, for the manifes- 
tation of a proper willingness to allow the public 
mind North -and South: to remain in a ‘state of 
quiet and composure. The. opposition of these 

entlemen is the best recommendation to the reso- 

ution, and -will serveto show to all that the resolu- 
tion is such a one as should be adopted by the 
Senate. s ` 

J did not rise at the present time for the purpose 
of replying to- the remarks.of these gentlemen, but 
simply for the purpose of suggesting to the Senate | 
the claim which I feel that I have upon their indul- 

ence, to allow me an opportunity to reply to the 
enators from New Hampshire and South Caro- 
lina to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTLER. I feel it to be but an act of jus- 
tice to the judiciary to say something in relation 
to the remarks of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. I participated in the same feelings which 
actuated my friend from New Jersey, [Mr.Srocr- 
ron,] when he rose to the point of order. What 
does the Senator from New Hampshire mean, 
when he says that so long as the Supreme Court 
of the United States is organized as it is, we must 
expect the influence of the judges in favor of sla- 
very? Isit hisobject to say that that Court should 
be ‘constituted differently from what it is consti- 
tuted under the Constitution of the United States? 
Js it to its organization, as a judicial tribunal, that 
he objects? What does he mean? 

Mr. HALE. What I meant to say was this: 
That the division of the United States into judicial 
circuits, is such as to give a majority of judges 
upon the Supreme Bench to those localities in 
which- the institution.of slavery is sustained. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senator undertakes 
to say thatthe judges who.come from the south- 
ern portion of the. United States are not honest? | 
for it amounts to that. As far as I can speak of 
the opinions of the Supreme Court, I can say that 
I have discovered nothing of the tendency attrib- 
uted in the decisions of the judges from one por- 
tion of the Union to the other. In the case of 
Prigg and the State of Penysylvanies the judgment 
was, I believe, progunced by a Southern judge, 
and I believe it has. been generally understood to 
be one of the most unfortunate decisions, in its 
effects upon the South, of any that has ever been 
made by that.bench. I believe that Judge Wayne 
was authorized to draw that opinion. 

Mr. SUMNER. Judge Story delivered that 
opinion. i 

Mr. BUTLER. I am informed that Judge 
Story delivered the opinion in that case, but Judge 
‘Wayne certainly concurred in it. The judges 
were not divided in their decision by any geo- 
graphical line. ae 

Since the gentleman has been so bold in his ex- 
pressions, I defy him, in the face of this Senate, to | 

roduce a single case in which the Supreme Court 
bes deliberated on any matter affecting the institu- 
tion of slavery in accerdance with the sections of 
country from which they came. The gentleman | 
has made a bold assertion, which he cannot sus- 
tain. ‘Che strongest opinion ever given on the 
Supreme bench, in relation to this subject, was in 
the case of Prigg vs. the State of Pennsylvania, in 
which Judge Wayne, the extreme Southern judge, | 

ave a separate decision, concurring with Judge 
Story. Has it come to this, that because judges 
in the original organization of the Supreme Court 
under the Constitution, and at a time when honest | 
men were disposed to preserve and observe 
it—were sworn to observe the Constitution and 
the laws of the land—they can have it imputed to 
them that, if they come from one section of the 
Union, they are less likely to be honest than those 
who come from another? If the gentleman in-. 
tends to-have a reorganization. of this Court, I 
presume he wants to have it in such a way as_to | 
give a preponderance to the Northern section. | 

If you will select a lawyer from any section of 
the United States, and place him upon that. bench, | 
~if he is-an-honest.man, L.would.as.soon trust- him. 


ji 


if he came from the North as if he came from the 
South.’ I am not one-of those who believe that a 
judgecan.act under the temptationsofa, lemagogue. 
Placed on-that bench—elevated above the ordinary 
.excitemenis which too much influence political 
controversi } 0 bu 
peal to the Constitution, and be governed by their 
“consciences in the administration of justice. Twill 
:not, as a Southern man, allow myself to.suppose 
that any of ‘the considerations imputed to South- 
ern judges would influence Northern judges, while 
in the discharge of the-high duties devolved upon 
them. I will not make such an imputation upon 
the judges of the North. It is a casuistry of mo- 
rality which will allow gentlemen to make such 
charges to pollute the public mind. I would rather 
have heard of any other department of this Gov- 
ernment being assailed, because the other depart- 
ments may have their representatives and advo- 
cates on this floor. The President has his advo- 
cates here. The different political parties ‘have 
their advocates. The Judges of the Supreme 
Court have to take the aspersions of everybody 
who may think proper to make political capital by 
attacking them. Iam avery unworthy person to 
speak for them on this occasion, and I do solemnly 
declare, so far as regards their opinions on the 


| subject of slavery, in looking through them, Lhave 


not been able to discover anything like a bias, 
North or South. 

Mr. HALE. One fact cannot have escaped the 
attention of anybody who has been in the Senate 
for the last few years, because it is a fact to which 
attention has been called. There was a great con- 
stitutional question of law, upon which there was 
difficulty. q allude to the question whetherslavery 
was or was not abolished.in the territories acquired 
from Mexico by the operation of the Mexican 
laws. 
upon the floor of the Senate, that every Senator 
who spoke on that subject, living south of a cer- 
tain geographical line, took one view of the con- 
stitutional question, and those living north of that 


geographical line, took a contrary view. 
Mr. WALKER, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. UNDER- 


WOOD, and others. It is not so. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is contrary to the fact. 

Mr. HALE. I say that the fact was so stated 
upon the floor of the Senate. Such is my recol- 
lection. There may have been some exceptions, 
and gentlemen will remember them if there were. 
The general fact was, that lawyers on one side of 
the line pronounced that the question of constitu- 
tional law ought to be one way; and lawyers on 
the other side of the line pronounced that it ought 
to be the other way. If there were individual ex- 
ceptions, they have escaped my recollection. This 
fact was alluded to in a speech delivered to the 
Senate by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Crase. | 
It is no impeachment of a man’s integrity—what- 
ever the Senator from South Carolina may con- 
sider it—to say that a man’s opinions are influ- 
enced, bent, and biased, by the circumstances in 
which he may be placed—by the localities and 
influences amid which he may be educated. It is 
to say:nothing more than to say that man is hu- 
man. That is the fact, and the ‘history of the 
country will show it; and we are not so blind as 
to shut our eyes to an existing fact, because we 
think the fact is not consistent with the highest 
degree of purity in mankind. Such as the fact; 
it always has been, and always will be so until 
human nature is regenerated. 

What did I say about the Supreme Court? I 
said, and I repeat, that I believe it is the citadel in 
which this institution of slavery has been pro- 
tected, and will be protected; and 1 say that the 
constitution of that court—not its constitutional 
organization, for-the circuits are organized by act 
of Congress—I say that these judicial districts or 
circuits, are so organized that a majority of the 
judges upon the Supreme Bench are from those 
parts of the country in which the institution of 
slavery is upheld. The Senator from Ohio alluded 
to this in a speech which he delivered to the Senate 
some time ago, and: in that speech demonstrated, 
by reference to the history of the country, that it 
had always been so. If it has not always been 
go, and if Southern gentlemen have had such 
high confidence in Northern lawyers, I wonder it 
has not manifested itself in the egislation of the 
country. . 

Mr. CASS. Does the-honorable Senator mean 
to intimate, that the. four judges from the non- 


rsies, they have nothing to.do but to ap- | 


It was remarked as a very astonishing fact | 


ch. thing, 
arolit e 


at. 


ions by geographical lines. “Well,.c 
ator from -South Carolina find ac 
ators upon this floor have divided according to. 
geographical lines? Can: he find ‘it-in.the other 
House? But to return tothe point. If these gen- 
tlemen have such high cénfidence in the integrity 
of Northern lawyers, why has it happened that 
they have never trusted a majority of Northern 
lawyers on that bench? If they have had such 
confidence in the learning and the integrity of 
Northern lawyers, why, in the name of God, hag 
it not manifested itself in the legislation of the 
country? No, sir. The territory covered by the 
free States is vastly larger, and their population, 
and business is vasily larger than. that of the slave 
States; yet this interest has always.been.careful; 
or, if it-has.not always been careful, it has always 
accidentally secuyed a majority.of Southern gen- 
tlemen upon that tribunal, from the beginning, of 
the Government down to the present time. “It 
would be time enough to talk of having confidence 
in the integrity of Northern lawyers, when you 
shall have shown yourselves willing to trust a 
majority of them to try those cases. You.vever 
have trusted them, and, my word for it, the day 
is far distant when this confidence will be mani- 
fested in the organization of this court. ` f 

1 know that I am speaking in a Senate full of 
lawyers. I believe that more than nine tenths of 
the body are lawyers. I know what the feelings 
of lawyers are in regard to judges. I know that 
respect for courts is a part of their very. nature; 
and I suppose that I have as much of that in my 
constitution as most men. But with all of it I 
say, and I repeat it, I appeal to the country. to, bear 
me witness, I will make the issue before the world, 
I will stake what little reputation attaches to so 
humble a name as my own upon the assertion, 
that upon the decisions of the . upreme Court. ol 
the United States rest the final hopes of the insti- 
tution -of slavery. I have said this without im- 
peaching their Integrity. I have said nothing 
about their integrity; and the remark which the 
honorable Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Srock- 
Ton] attributed to me, about some judges pros- 
trating and prostituting themselves before the 
influence of this institution, did not apply to the 
judges of the Supreme, Court, but elsewhere, be- 
cause there have been no cases under this law 
before that court. I stand to the general truth of 
the remark which I have. made. I believe what-I 
ha¥e said, that it has been. constituted with. that — 
object in view, with the hope that, the anchor.of 
slavery might there rest in a sure place. .A major- 
ity of that court have been, selected: for. their local 
positions. Insaying this I do not mean to say that 
a.man coming from a certain latitude is a dishonest 
man. No.such thing. Ihave said nothing from 
which that can be intimated. What I have said 
I repeat, that the judges of the Supreme Court are 
nothing but men. I think I have seen as good 
specimens elsewhere, Being nothing but men, 
from the necessity of their moral and. intellectual 
constitution, it must be. that they are influenced, 
more or less, by the institutions and influences of 
the places from which they come. . This is what I 
have said, and this is. what I stand by. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Irise to correct the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire in one particular. He 
has fallen into a great mistake, when he says that 
the Senators south of Mason and Dixon’s line 
thought alike upon the particular subject to which 
he alluded. In reference to the continuation in 
fall force of the laws of Mexico, I expressed the 
opinion, upon the floor of the Senate, that they 
did so continue, in- response to a question put to 
me by the late Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. 
Darron;] some years since. I have entertained 
that opinion from that day to this, and have 
avowed it on all suitable occasions. After the 
compromise bill was reported by the Committee 
of Thirteen, I contended that that provision which 
prohibited the local Legislatures from passing any 
ie in respect to slavery.within. these. territoris, 
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amounted, on that account, to the ‘Wilmot proviso, 
and was anxious that it should be stricken out on: 
that account. I go further. If I am not mistaken, 
my colleague, (Mr. Cray,] who was in a very 
great degree the author of these compromise meas- 
ures, entertained and ‘expressed the same opinions 
which I myself: have entertained on this subject. 


So that we. at-least constitute exceptions to the. 


gentleman’s: remarks. i ; 

The Senator from New Hampshire seems to 
have forgotten that in the organization of the Su- 
preme Court and districts over which the judges 
are to preside, that that took place many years 
ago; before this agitation on the subject of slavery 
occurred. If he will reflect a moment he will see 
that he is mistaken in another particular. There is 
much more territory east of the Mississippi, within 
the limits of the slave States, than there is within 
the limits of the free States; and in the organiza- 
tion of these judicial districts, originally, some 
respect was paid to territory as well as to popula- 
tion. On that account the legislation of Congress, 
in forming the judicial districts, necessarily pro- 
duced the organization of the court as it is. 

The Senator is mistaken in supposing that at the 
time these judicial districts were formed, the free 
States had ‘a greater extent of territory than the 
slave States. ‘The fact is entirely the reverse. So 
that you canaccount for the existing state of things 
without supposing that there were any sinister 
motives in Congress, in the organization of the 
Supreme Court, which I think the gentleman has 
attributed to the two branches of Congress. He 
should algo recollect that during this whole time 
there has been a majority of the free States in both 
Houses of Congress. It was Congress that regu- 
lated these districts, and they regulated them upon 
the basis of territory and population. 

Task you, Mr. President, and I ask the Senate, 
if it be right to make imputations against the 
judges of the Supreme Court, or to make remarks 
from which inferences can be drawn unfavorable 
to their purity—from which inferences may be 
drawn stigmatizing them as corrupt men, without 
specifying the particular act? When the gentle 
man makes remarks of this sort, let him point out 
the particular decision—the ruling of a particular 
point, which he may be disposed to denominate 


corrupt or incorrect, before we can take issue with || 


him. It is a very easy matter to deal in general 
declamation, and to say that a body of men may 
be unworthy of trust——that they may be corrupt. 
‘Why, you cannot take issue upon a general dec- 
laration of that sort, except by an unqualified 
denial. 

The gentleman chooses to impeach the proceed- 
ings of the Supreme Court. Let him point to a 
decision; let him bring evidence, either of imbecil- 
ity or corruption, and then we can see the ground 
upon which the charge is made. So far asmy ob- 
servation of the proceedings of that court has 
gone; so far as [ have read the decisions of that 
court on questions connected with the institution 
of slavery, they have done nothing more than 
carry out the Constitution and laws of the country; 
and if they had not carried out that Constitution 
and those laws, they would have been corrupt. 
They are bound by an oath to support the Con- 
stitution and the laws, and their administration of 
those laws, in accordance with the Constitution, 
is the very best evidence of their purity. 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I believe that the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Bananr] wishes to måke a few remarks on this 
precise point. Ishall be pleased to hear him, but 

eis not now here. I movethat the Senate adjourn. 


_ The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, December 17, 1851. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
GOVERNOR KOSSUTH. . 

Mr. CARTTER asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution proposing 
the appointment of a committee of five by the 
Chair to wait upon Louis Kossuth on his arrival 
in Washington, and introduce him to the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. C. said the resolution was the same as that 
passed on the part of the Senate. 


Objection was made by several, and the resolu- 
tion was not received. a, ; 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the regu- 
lar order of business. | 

Mr. FICKLIN. If I can get the ear of the 
House, I desire to make a single suggestion. It 
is, that by general consent we now proceed to call 
the States for resolutions; in order to. give gentle- 
men an opportunity to introduce their resolutions 
and bills. 


WORKMEN ON THE CAPITOL. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the motion pending on the adjournment yester- 
day, that the rules. be suspended and the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, with the view to consider the 
resolution introduced by the gentleman from Ma- 
ryland, [Mr. Waxsu,] for the continuance of the 
work on the Capitol. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—ayes 46, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to resolve itself into Com- 
| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Calls for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER said that petitions were in 
order from the State of Maine. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would respectfully sub- 
mit that there have been a great many attempts 
made by gentlemen to introduce resolutions and 
bills. I hope, by general consent, we will havea 
call of the States for resolutions and bills. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Let us have the general con- 
sent to the call for resolutions. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

The House then proceeded to the regular order 
of business, which was the call of the States for 
petitions. 

Mr. KING, of Rhode Island, presented the pe- 
tition of Lewis E. Simmons, Captain in the Uni- 
ted States Navy, praying to be reimbursed for the 
expenses of certain suits to which he has been 
subjected in consequence of the discharge of his 
duty;"which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut, presented the 
memorial of Norman Sherwood, of Southport, 
Connecticut, praying for relief in relation to Mex- 
| ican indemnity; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Mr. KING, of New York, said he had no pe- 
titions, and asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to present a resolution, which he hoped 
might be read for information. 

Mr. CLINGMAN objected. 

Mr. HAVEN presented the petition of John O. 
Hodge, of Cleveland, Ohio, now a pensioner at 
the rate of $96 per year, for an increase of pen- 
sion, in consequence of disabilities received in the 
Mexican war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. BOWNE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Joshua P. Pow- 
ers be taken from the files of the House and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BOWNE also presented the petition of the 
assistant marshals of the county of Kings, and 
southern district of the State of New York, for 
increased compensation for their services in taking 
! the Seventh Census; which was appropriately re- 
ferred. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of Cap- 
| tain Hugh N. Page and other officers of the Navy, 

asking Congress to make provision for their relief 
similar to that made for the United States arm 
serving in California and Oregon; also, the peti- 
i tion of petty officers, seamen, and marines of the 
United States Navy, who served in the frigate 
| Savannah, on the coast of California, praying 
i for compensation similar to that granted by Con- 
| gress to the army serving in California and Ore- 
i gon; which were severally referred to the Com- 
; mittee on Naval Affairs. 
| Mr. B. also presented the petition of Phebe 
| Thompson, widow of John Thompson, praying 
| for a pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the memorial of 
merchants and others of the city of Philadelphia, 
asking for the erection of piers and the construc- 
tion of a harbor in the Delaware river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. JOHN W. HOWE, it was 
\ Ordered, That the petition and papers of John Lynch be 


withdrawn from the files of the House, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : ees, 

On motion by Mr. KUHNS, it was’. | 

Ordéred, That the papers of James Johnson be with- 
drawn from the files of the House, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. ; x 


On motion by Mr. HAMMOND, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Samuel T. An- 
derson, of the city of Baltimore, be withdrawn from ‘the 
files of the House and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 2 : 

Mr. BOCOCK presented the petition and pa- 
pers of Daniel Guenant for a pension, in consider- 
ation of injuries received while in the service of 
the United States during the war with Great Brit- 
ain; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. CLINGMAN gave notice of his intention 
to move to.xrepeal so much of the standing rules of 
the House as provides for calling the States for 
petitions. 

Mr. AIKEN presented the memorial of Ann Y. 
Kelly, of Charleston, South Carolina, praying for 
an examination of the proceedings of the Board of 
Claims against Mexico; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, presented the pe- 
tition of James M. Smyth; also, of A. H. Shep- 
herd, for indemnity for loss sustained from hostile 
Creek Indians in 1836; which were referred to the 
Committee of Claims. Ee 

On motion by Mr, JOHNSON, of Georgia, it 
was . 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Moses Mat- 
thews, praying for indemnity for property destroyed by the 
enemy during the war of the Revolution, be taken froin the 
files of the House, and referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. 


Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of Wil- 
liam O. Handley, grandson of Major George 
Handley, of the Georgia line of the Continental 
Army, praying for commutation pay; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions. oy 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, presented the peti- 
tion of the register and receiver of the land office 
at Monroe, Louisiana, for compensation for loca- 
ling military land warrants and Choctaw serip? 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. M. also asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 
notice had been given, for the removal of the Red 
river raft. 

Mr. MeMULLIN objected, : 

Mr. GIDDINGS wished to say to the House 
that the presentation of petitions in this manner 
was awaste of time. Gentlemen were at liberty to 
send in their petitions indorsed at any time under 
the rules. He moved that we dispense with the 
further call for petitions, and that the House do 
now proceed to the next order of the day. 

Mr. JONES said that motion was not in order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then asked unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. EDGERTON presented the petition of Ab- 
ner Merrill for an invalid pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. E. also gave notice that he would on to- 
morrow, or some subsequent day, introduce a bill 
for the survey of the townships of Pulaski, Cen- 
tre, and St. Joseph’s, in Williams county, Ohio, 
being townships six north,‘and ranges one, two, 
and three east of the principal meridian. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to introduce a 
bill, of which previous notice had been given. He 
asked that it might be read for information. 

Mr. FICKLIN said, that he would be glad to 
accommodate the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Marsuaxx,] but objection had been made to all 
other attempts to introduce bills. He therefore 
objected to this. : 

r. STANTON, of Kentucky, presented the 
memorial of Charles C. Lacy and J. F. Jones, 
late assistant marshals ir the State of Kentucky, ` 
asking for compensation for taking the census; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, presented a res- 
olution of a public meeting of the citizens of the 
town of Westfield, county of Hamilton, and State 
of Indiana, recommending that no more publie 
lands be sold, and that Congress provide for the 
free grant of the public lands, in small parcels, to 
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the landless citizens of the several States and Ter- 
ritories. He asked that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture; which ‘motion was agreed 


to. i 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition. of 
Hiram Duncan and 52 others, of the counties of 
Hancock and Hamilton, State of Indiana, pray» 
ing that the offices of chaplain in the Army and 
Navy and Congress might be abolished; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ` 

Mr. BISSELL presented the petition of Jacob 
Shy, praying for a back pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. B. also asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce a bill; which was objected to. 

Mr. FICKLIN presented the petition of James 
M. Davis and others, late registers and receivers 
of the land office at Vandalia, Illinois, asking com- 
pensation for the location of bounty land warrants; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, presented the 
memorial of the widow and heirs of Elijah Beebe 
for losses by Indian depredations; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. C. also asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce a bill for the improvement of 
Rock. Island and the Des Moines Rapids, in the 
Mississippi river. 

Mr. EVANS objected. 

Mr. CAMPBELL also presented the memorial 
of John Frink, praying for relief; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce a bill, of 
which previous notice had been given. 

Mr. P said, if objections were continually made 
to the introduction of bills, he wished to know 
when members were ever to have the opportunity 
of introducing them, and having them referred to 
the appropriate committees? 

Mr. EVANS objected to its inffoduction. 


On motion by Mr. STUART, it wag 

Ordered, That Henry Chapman and William Woodbridge 
have leave to withdraw their petitions and papers from the 
files of the House, that they may be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary in the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER presented the memorial of C. 
Roosevelt and others, late and present registers 
and receivers of the land office of Genesee, Michi- 

an, asking compensation for locating military 
and warrants; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. C. also presented the joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Michigan in favor of a canal around 
the Falls of St. Marie; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. C. also gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to provide for the construc- 
tion of a ship canal around the Falls of the St. 
Marie river, at the foot of Lake Superior. Also 
of a bill to grant certain public lands to the State 
of Michigan, to aid that State in the construction 
of the Clinton and Kalamazoo canal; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EASTMAN presented the petition of Cor- 


; a h I | 
nelius Zielie, for back pensions; which was referred 


to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 7 
Mr. SIBLEY gave notice of his intention to in- 
troduce a bill to grant to the several States of the 
Union the proceeds of certain public lands, for the 
relief and support of the indigent insane therein. 


THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN said the people of New 
Mexico had been urged to set up an independent 
government for themselves, and they had been 

romised the sustenance of several of the States 
of this Union. He hoped, under these circum- 
stances, it would be the pleasure of this House to 


grant the people their light to impart to them | 


knowledge of the affairs of the Government. He 
asked the unanimous consent of the House to in- 
troduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
pe directed to cause, as soon as practicable, to be translated 
into the Spanish language the President’s message and 
reports of heads of Departments, and to have printed in 
said language five thousand copies of the same, for dis- 
tribution among the Mexicans, in the territory acquired by 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 


My. FICKLIN objected to the introduction of 


the resolution. f 
Mr. HOWARD presented a memorial from the 


merchants and other -business-men of Galveston, 
Texas, praying for a reconnoissance of the coast of 
Texas, arid for the construction of a light-house, 
navy~yard, and fortifications;. which was referred 
to the. Committee on Commerce. 


‘REPORTS OF. COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the 
standing committees for reports. 


On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Thomas Barelay Livingston, consul for the United States 
at Halifax, Nova Scotia, for increased compensation, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. H., it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Pierce Crosby and William E. Buckner, officers in the 
Navy of the United States, praying to be paid their respect- 
ive shares of the award of the sale of the schooner Oregon, 
and that it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. HALL, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the [subject not 
heard,] and it was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. A 

On motion by Mr. CABELL. of Florida, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Abigail Connell, of New Hampshire, for a navy pension; 
and it was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. BOCOCK, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Josiah P. Pilcher, a volunteer, asking for certain pay, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


It was so referred. 


` RESOLUTIONS. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the 
States for resolutions, commencing with the State 
of Maine. 

Mr. FULLER presented the following resolu- 


i tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to, 


VIZ: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be and 
they are hereby instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
repealing so much of the provisions of the act of Congress, 
approved March 3, 1847, chapter 45, as deprives seamen, 
who may libel a vessel for the recovery of wages, from re- 
acovering full costs, and to report by bill or otherwise. 
NEWSPAPERS TO MEMBERS. 


Mr. FULLER submitted a resolution providing 
for four daily papers to the members of the pres- 
ent and future Congresses. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I believe that the 
rules prescribe that no member shall offer more 
than one resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisthe rule of the House. 

Mr. FULLER. That is in regard to resolu- 
tions on the same subject. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order without the 
general consent of the House—the resolution being 
a distinct one in a distinct form. 

Mr. FULLER withdrew the resolution. 

Mr. GOODENOW offered the following reso- 
lution, and upon its adoption demanded the pre- 
vious question: 


Resolved, That during the present and every future ses- 
sion of Congress, cach Representative and Delegate in Con- 
gress be furnished with such newspapers and publications 
as he shall select, not to exceed in amount per annum the 
cost of four daily papers. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered. 

The question now being on the adoption of the 
resolution, . 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, demanded. the yeas 
and nays; but they were not ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked for tellers 


| upon the call for the yeas and nays; but they were 


not ordered. 

Mr. JONES moved to lay the resolution upon 
the table; which motion was disagreed to. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution, it was taken, and the resolution agreed 
to. 

Mr. FULLER moved to reconsider the vote by 


j| which the resolution was adopted, and to lay that 


motion upon the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. TUCK, in pursuance of previous notice, 
| on leave, introduced. a bill to provide for the ascer- 
tainment and satisfaction of claims of American 
citizens for spoliations committed by the French 
prior to the 3ist day July, 1801; which having 
been read a first and second time by its title, Mr. 


T said there may be a difference of opinion inthe: 
Houge.as to. the allowance of thesé claimay but: I: 
think there should be no difference'as.to a propo- 
sition. to refer the bill to a select committees 04. 
Mr. BAYLY moved ‘that it be referred to “the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. ci a Ps Ene get 
Mr. TUCK hoped that it would not be killed in 
that way. : E S 
i Mr DUNHAM moved thät`it-be:laid: on the 
able. E ; 
The question was then~taken, and the House 
refused to lay the bill upon the table. cones 
_ The question then recurred upon: referring’ the 
bill to the Committee. on Foreign Affairs; which 
was agreed to. Ea 


Mr. MEACHAM, agreeably to previous ioti 
on leave, introduced a bill providiug for the pay- 


$ ment of Vermont volunteersin the battle of Platis- 


burg; which having been read a first and second 
time by its title, Mr. M. moved to refer it to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. R 
Mr. DUNHAM Mbved its reference to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. S 
The question was' then taken upon referring it 
to the Committee of the Whole on ‘the state of 
the Union, and it was not agreed to. Andes 
The question then recurred upon referring it to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and it-was - 
agreed to. : 


Mr. ALLEN offered the following resolution: ; 


Whereas the best interests of the country demand that 
the great and rapidly-increasing patronage of the Executive 
Department of the General Government be diminished, by 
transfering the power of appointment, whenever it can be 
done without prejudice to the public service from the Execu- 
tive to the people; and whereas the appointment of more 
than twenty thousand deputy postmasters constitutes the 
largest branch of that vast patronage— 

Be it therefore resolved, That the Committee on the 
Judiciary be instructed to report, within thirty days, an 
amendment to the Constitution, by which Congress shall be 
empowered to provide, as far as practicable, for the election 
of deputy postmasters by the qualified voters in the respect- 
ive localities in which post offices are situated: Provided, 
That if,in the opinion of said committee, Congress has 
already such constitutional power, said committee shall, 
instead of said amendment, report within the time aforesaid 
the bill to effect the aforesaid object. 7 : 

The resolution having been read— E 

Mr. ALLEN demanded the previous question.. 

Mr. ORR. I propose to debate the resolution. 
Does it go over? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It goes over under 
the rule. ` 

The SPEAKER. Theresolution would go over 
after the first thirty days of the session. 

Mr. ORR. I make the question with the Chair. 
Will the Chair decide it? 

Mr. JONES. If the Speaker will refer to the 
24th rule—that in relation to receiving petitions 
the first thirty days—he will find it as follows: 
“That petitions, memorials, and other papers ad- 
‘dressed to the House, shall be Sreseh ted. by-the 
‘ Speaker, or by a member in his place;'a brief 
‘t statement of the contents thereof shall be made 
‘ verbally by the introducer; they shall not be de- 
‘ bated on the day of their being presented.” . 

The 25th rule says, that resolutions shall then 
be called for in the same order, and disposed of 
by the same rules which apply to petitions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, upon examining 
the 24th and 25th rules, and finding that resolu» 
tions must be disposed of in the same manner as 
petitions, changes his opinion, and the resolution 
must go over. g 

Mr.ORR. I propose to debate the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Then it will go over. 


Mr. KING, of New York, offered the following 
resolution; which was read, and by unanimous 
consent considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House the correspondence upon which the 
elaims of citizens of the United States against Portugal have 
been adjusted, if not incompatible with the public interest. 

Mr. HAWS, on leave, introduced a. bill, of 
which previous notice had been given, entitled ‘An 
act to amend anact entitled ‘ An act regulating the 
carriage of passengers in merchant vessels,’ ap- 
proved February 22, 1847; also to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to provide for the’ventilation of 
passenger vessels,” approved May 17, 1845; 
which was read the first and second time by ita” 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce- 


Mr. BO E, on leave, introduced ajoint žes- 


alution. to grant land. to the Hungarian exiles; 

which was read a first and second time by its title. | 
‘The resolution was as follows: | 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of. 


- the United States in Congress essembled, Tba anehundred | 
and sixty. acres of land be. granted to each of the Hungarian 
citizens, who have heen transported to this country by fhe | 
orders of this Government; said land to be located by such 
Hungarian citizens from any lands belonging to this Gov- | 
ernment now unoccupied. k : 

The question now was, Shall the resolution be | 
yead a second time? 

Objection was made. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection having been made, | 
the question will -be, Shall the resolution be re- 
jected ?. . 

J Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Iask the gentle- 
man from New York to add a proviso to the joint | 
resolution, that they go and live apon the land. 

Mr. JONES. I move to reject the bill. 

"Mr. HALL. I would inquire if it is in order 
now to offer an amendment to the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It will not bein order until | 
the resolution shall have bdn read a second time. 
It has been read the first time, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee {Mr. Jones] moves its rejection. | 

Mr. HALL. I want only to propose that our | 
citizens shall be entitled to the same privileges as 
his Dutchmen. That isall. . 

Mr. GIDDINGS demanded the yeas and nays 
on the rejection of the resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. This resolution is simply a | 
resolution of the House, and it has not the words 
necessary to make ita joint resolution. I presume | 
if itis proposed to debate it, it will go over under 
the rule. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] having moved a rejection of | 
the ‘resolution, in the opinion of the Chair that | 
question will have to be taken. 

Mr; JONES, of Tennessee. I withdraw the 
motion to reject, as it is not a'joint resolution, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from | 
Indiana [Mr. Gorman] intend to débate the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. | 

The SPEAKER. The resolution then goes | 


over, 

Mr. EVANS. I ask whether it is not a joint 
resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Ithasno title, but it isin the 
nature of a joint resolution. 

Mr. EVANS. I-wish merely ta suggest tothe 
Chair that the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Bowne,] when he offered that resolution, called for 
the previous question. After the gentleman had 
ealled for the previous question, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] moved to reject the 
resolution. The motion for the previous.question 
was not put by the Chair, and the gentleman had 
no right to interpose the proposition he made— 
thereby carrying the resolution over, unless the 
previous question was first rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The House refused to sec- 
ond the call for the previous question.” - i 

Mr. EVANS. It may be so, but the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Bowne] tells me that the 
motion was not put. 

Mr. BOWNE, I moved the previous question, 
but I do not understand that it was put. 

The SPEAKER. I trust the gentleman from 
New York will be indulged in testing the sense of 
the House upon the call for the previous question. 


Mr. HALL. I move tolay the resolution upon 
the table. 

Mr. STUART. I-wish to inquire if it isa joint | 
resolution? 


Mr. STUART. I would inquire if under the 
59th rule it would go over? 

The SPEAKER then read the 115th and 116th | 
rules, as follow: 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk so reports it. 
i 
| 


«Every bill shall receive three several readings in.the 
House previous to its passage; and bills shall be dispatched 
in order as they were introduced, unless where the House 
shali direct otherwise; but no bill shall be twice read on the 
same day, without-special order of the House.” f 

* 'Fhe first reading of a bill shall be for information, and : 
if opposition be made te it, the question shall be“ Shall this | 
pill be rejected ?”” 


Mr. JONES, Has notice been given-to the 
Clerk, under this rule,.of anintention to introduce | 
this resolution? | 

To this interrogatory no response was heard. | 

| 


The SPEAKER. As the proposition is made 
to debate the resolution, it goes over; and unless 


P 


there bean appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
he ‘will so order it. is i 

Mr. SACKETT introduced abill, of which pre- 
vious ‘notice had been given, efititied “An act to 
amend an act entitled t An act to extend the patent 
heretofore granted to William Woodworth; ” 
which having been read afirst and second time by 
its title, Mr. S. moved to refer it te the Committee 
on Patents. f £ 

Mr. TUCK moved to lay it upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said the same bill 
had been Killed over-and over again. They had to 
kill it every session. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
refused to lay on the table. 

Mr. SACKETT said that gentlemen were mis- 
taken in regard to the bill. 

The bill was then read through. 

Mr. TUCK said that, from the title.of the bill, 
he inferred that it was a bill which had been re- 
peatedly before ‘Congress. He withdrew his mo- 
tion. : i 

Mr. ROBBINS renewed the motion to lay the 
bill upon the table; and, the question being put, it 
was not agreed to. i 

The question was then taken on referring it to 
the Committee on Patents; and it was agreed to. 


Mr. HASCALL, on leave, introduced a bill, of 
which previous notice had been given, concerning 
invalid pensioners; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. HAVEN, on ‘leave, introduced a bill, of 
which previous notice had been given, to reënact 
and continue in operation certain acts for the re- 
lief of insolvent debtors of the United States; 
which was read the first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. BENNETT, on leave, introduced a joint 
resolution, (and desired that it might be put upon 
its passage,) to establish certain post routes; which 
was read a-first and second time by its title. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

‘Mr. BENNETT. I will ońly.say a word upon 
the subject. Iask the consent of the House to let 
this resolution pass. 

A Member. It is not debatable. 

Mr. BENNETT. ‘The reason I ask this, it is 
a new and important route. 

Mr. FICKLIN. There is a motion to commit 
it. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 


and Post.Roads. 


Mr. HEBARD offered a resolution; which was 
read as follows, viz: 

Whereas Kossuth, in a speech by him lately delivered 
at New York, is reported to have declared that he consid- 
ered the resolution recently passed and adopted by this 
House “ has a political meaming:” Therefore, 

Resolved, ‘That said resolution was intended by this House 


ernment to any-political action; but that it was intended 
merely as a testimonial of sympathy and respect. for Kos- 
suth, and the cause in which he is engaged. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I propose to say some- 
thing upon that resolusion. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution goes over, 
then, under the rule. 

Mr. DISNEY. Do I understand the Chair to 
decide that the resolution goes over because the 
gentleman proposes to debate it? 

The SPEAKER. That-was the decision of the 
Chair. 


rule? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair refers the gentle- 
man to the 24th and 25th rules. 

Mr. DISNEY. The 24th rule is in these 
words: j 

-a petitions, memorials, and other papers addressed to 

the House shall be presented by the Speaker, or. by a.mem- 
ber in his place ; a brief statement of the contents thereof 
shall be made verbally by the introducer; they shall not be 
debated on the day of their being presented, nor on any day 
assigned by the House for the receipt of petitions after the 
first thirty days of the session, unless where the’ House shall 
direct otherwise, but-shall lie on the table, to be taken up 
in the order in which they are presented.”’ 


Now, here are two direct limitations upon-the 
debate of the presentation of resolutions—upon the 
day of presentation, and again upon the day 


to have no *¢ political meaning,” nor to pledge this Gov- | 


was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
| 


Mr. DISNEY. Willthe Chair refer me to the |} 


t assigned by ibe House forthe reception of peti? 


‘reply. 
no right to speak. 


tions. : 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. I xise toa ques- 
tion of order. Is there any question before the 
House? : : K 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman rises to a 
question of order. : 


Mr. JONES. Has there‘been an appeal from 
the decision ofthe Chair? : 

Mr. DISNEY. L.will suggest to the Chair—— 

Mr. JONES. All I want is, if the gentleman 
from Ohio makes a speech, I wish to be heard in 
If there is no appeal, it will be said I have 


Mr. DISNEY. I have no desire to make a 
speech, but informally to make these remarks as 
a suggestion to the Chair; but as the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] has avowed his de- 
sire to makea reply, for the sole and only pur- 
pose of gratifying the gentleman from Tennessee, 

do make an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. ; i 

Mr. TUCK. As tbis appeal is taken for the 
only reason, as stated-by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Diswey,] to enable him and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] to have a little exer- 
cise in public debating, I would suggest to him, if 


| it would not be better for the public, that this de- 


bate should take place in some committee-room, 
or any other private room? [Laughter.] 
A-brief discussion here took place between Mr. 


| Disney, and Mr. Jones of Tennessee, relative to 


the decision previously made by the Chair, that 
resolutions giving rise to debate must lie over, Mr. 
D. citing the rules to show that debate was in 
order, and Mr. J. sustaining the decision of the 
Chair. The appeal was then withdrawn. These 
remarks,.owing to the imperfect manner in which 
they were heard, the Reporter is constrained to 
omit. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, offered the fol- 
lowing resolutia@g; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, hat the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of so altering the 
value of the specie coin of the United States as to make the 
realand nominal value of said coin equal. 

Mr. PRICE, on leave, introduced .a bill, of 
which previous notice had been given, “to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Navy to contract for car- 
rying the mails between Jersey: City, in the State 
New Jersey, and port of New York, and Galway, 
or any other port which may be selected, on the 
west coast of Ireland.” 

i E bill was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

Mr. PRICE moved that the bill be referred to 


| the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. DUNHAM moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on the'Post Office and Post Roads. 

The question was first taken on Mr. Pricn’s 
motion; ‘and it was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dunuam’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to as- 
certain as soon as.possible the. legal expenses of the con- 
tested election in the Fourth Congressional District of Penn- 
sylvania,and pay the same out of the contingent fund of the 
House ; and that he also be directed to pay to John S. Lit- 
tell, the contestant, his mileage and per diem allowance, 
from the commencement of the first session of the Thirty- 
first Congress until the llth September, when the contest 
was determined. 


_ Several gentlemen desiring to debate the resolu- 
tion, it was laid over, under the rule. 


Mr. McNAIR. It is well known that there are 
a great many Germans in many parts of the Uni- 
ted States. In my own district—and no doubt in 


| many others—there are many of them who are 


very anxious to have the President’s : message 
printed in the German language, in order that they 
may be able to read it.. ‘If this be not done, they 
are entirely cut off from knowing what the mes- 
sage contains, unless they. have.a clerk to. read it 
to them, and in the agricultural districts they are 
not much accustomed to having clerks to read to 
them. I therefore hope that it will be the pleasure 
of the’ELouse to adopt the following resoultion: 
Resolved, That five thousand copies. of the President’s 


| message be printéd in the; German language. 


e 


AL GLOBE. 


Mr. ORR desiring to debate the -resoultion, it 
was laid over. f : 

Mr. RIDDLE. I desire to offera resolution, 
Which ‘is upon the same subject—although it dif- 
fers in effect—as the resolution offéred yesterday 
by the géntleman from Kentucky, [Mr. STAN- 
on, and which was referred to the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union. 1 0 tiot | 


desire to debate the resolution further than to say, 
that all the objections urged against the resolution 
yesterday, are obviated by the one which I now 
offer. If it is read, I feel confidént that it will 
meet With the coheurrencée of the. whole Howse, 
as, Lam assdred, it does meet with the contur- 
tence of the Committee on Public Buildings. The 
yesohition was read, as follows: 

Whereais the appropriation for the idproverent of the 
Capitol has been exhausted: Therefore 

Beit resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol be and 
he is hereby authorized to continue in service, until an ap- 
propriation shall hereafter be ihade, such mechanics and 
laborers as may, in his opinion, be demanded by the inter- 
‘ests of the Government. 

Mr. RIDDLE demanded the previous question 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Is it in order to 
offer an-amendment to that resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, as the pre- 
vious question is demanded. 

Mr. FULLER. Then I move to lay the reso- 
lution upon the table. 

Mr. VENABLE denianded tellers; which were 
‘ordered; and Messrs, Orr and Meacnam were 
appointed. 

Mr. WALSH. I submit to the Chair that we 
have no power to appropriate money, except by 
joint resolution; and-as this resolution necessarily 
ria an appropriation, it is not in the proper 

orm. : : 

The SPEAKER. That may be a reason for 
voting down the resolution, but the Chair cannot 
upon that ground rule it out-of order. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the resolution‘on the table; afid the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 72, noes 61. 

-So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

Mr. EVANS ‘submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to‘inform this House whether any, and if any, what meas- 


ures he may deem necessary to prevent the exportation of 
silver coin, and whicther he recommend to Congress any 


‘hew' adjustment of the relative value of gold andsilver; and 
also whether, in his opinion, seignorage or charge upon the 


‘eoindge of silver coin be necessary or proper. 


The resolution havitig been read, 
My. CAMPBELL, of Hlinois, desiring to debate 
‘the resolution, it was laid over under the rule. 


Mr. WALSH submitted ‘the following resolu- 


tión; which was read, considered, and agreed to: ` 


_ Régolied, That the Secretary of the Treasury be re- 
quested to commiinicate tó this Housea statement of the 
‘accounts between the United States and the State of Mary- 
land, for ‘advances of money made by said State to the 
General Government during the war of 1812; and that he 
also communicate a statement of the account between the 
United States and the said State for money advaneed by 
Maryland to aid in the erection of the Capitol at Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. BOWIE offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
ev Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colui- 
bia inquire into the expediency and practicabijity of pre- 
venting the issue and circulation of small notes, under the 
denomination of five dollars, in the District of Columbia, 
and that the committee report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
‘mittee on Priniing, reported the following joint 
resolution: 

Resolved, §c., That the Executive documents, the print- 
inig of additional copies of which have been ordered during 
the present séssion, or may, during either ‘session of the 
present Congress be ordered by ¢ither House of Congress, 


and the size of which shall not be less than 250 pages, such ; 


additional copies shall be bound, under the direction of the 

-Joint Committee on Printing: Provided, That the cost shall 
notexceed twelve and a half cents per volume for the whole 
number ordered. 

Mr. S. stated that this resolution was precisely 
similar tothe ove passed by the last Congress. 
The joint resolution having been read twice, was 
ordered to be engrossed ‘fora third ‘reading, ‘and 
was subsequently read a third time and passed. 

Mr. S. moved to reconsider the vote on the pas- 
sage of theresolution, and to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table; ‘which latter ‘motion 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN offered the following reso- 
lution: 


| motion to amend the rules cannot be made with- | 


}i the Battle of Plattsburg.?? 


` “Resolved, That so tnuch of the 17th standing rule as pro- 
vides for-the admission of certain persons therein named 
within the Hall of the'House of Representatives, beso modi- 
fied as to émbrace Governor Louis Kossuth, of Hungary; 
and that the Speaker of the House be requested to commu- 
nicate the same1o Governor Kossuth. F 
The resolution having been read, ~ 
_ Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the previous ques- 
tion on its ‘adoption. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


za 


| 


I believe that a 


out one day’s notice. 

The SPEAKER. 
hëssee ig right. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I was in hopes that the 
gentleman from Tennessee would have offered no 
objection to ‘this resolution. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do objest to it 
i We have enough admitted now. 

The resolution was then laid over. 


Mr. AIKEN offered the following resolution: | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
‘structed to Inguire into the justice and propriety of.allowing | 
‘bounty land to the Washington Light Infantry, Washing- | 
ton Volunteers, German Fusileers, and Hamburg Volun- 
teers, of South Carolina, who were engaged in the Florida 
war, and were discharged before the expiration of one-month { 
! from the commencement of their term of service; and that | 
the accompanying papers be and are hereby referred to said 
committee. | 


The resolution having been read, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved to 
i amend it, by inserting after the words ‘term of 
' service,” the words: 


“ Also, all those who were engaged in the removal of the | 
Cherokee nation west of the Mississippi, from 1835 to | 
1838.” 


Mr. MEACHAM moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding thereto the words: 
« And also the Vermont volunteers who were engaged in 


The gentleman from Ten 


Mr. AIKEN. I object to those amendments. 
The gentlemen can bring in resolutions of their 
own. : 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. ORR demanded the previous question, with 
a view of cutting off further amendments. 

The previous question was not sustained. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was agreed to. r 

Mr. CARTTER. I propose now further to 
amend the amendment, by adding at the heel of 
it these words: “and all the rest of mankind.” 
(Great laughter.] 

The question being taken, the amendment to the | 
amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. FOWLER. I propose further to amend 
! the amendment, so as to ‘include the soldiers of the 
revolutionary war who served less than six months 
and morethan onemonth. No provision has ever 
been made for them. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts whether he pro- j 
poses that those soldiers of the revolutionary war 
, ce theixlands here or in eternity? [Laugh- | 
ter. 

Mr. FOWLER. 1l think the question is not 
‘relevant, and I therefore decline ‘to answer it. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. SCURRY. I propose'to'amend 'the amend- 
ment, so as to make it include all those who served 
in the revolution in Texas. [A laugh.] | 

The SPEAKER. There is already an amend- 
ment to the amendment pending, and the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from Texas is not therefore | 
in order. | 

Mr.GORMAN. Tunderstand that the previous | 
question has been demanded and refused. 

The SPEAKER. It was not seconded. i 

Mr. GORMAN. I believe the House. is now 
prepared to sustain the previous question, and 
therefore I demand it. } 

The question being taken on seconding the call 
for the previous question, there were ayes 63, noes 
36. No quorum voting. 

On the motion of Mr. STANTON, of Tennes- 
see, the House then adjourned. | 


i _ NOTICE OF A BILL. | 
By Mr. HAWS: A bill in relation to the -office of assist- i 


ant treasurer, in the city of New York. 


: PETITIONS, %e. i! 
“The following menorials, petitions, ‘&c.," were presented Hl 
under the rule, and referred tothe appropriate committees: | 


By. Mr. JOHN W.HOWE: The petition of E. Kings- A 
“pary.and 39 others, citizens,of Butler county, Pennsylvania, ; 
|: praying Congress to establish a mail route from Pitsburg, | 


naiai vni 


via“ Allagheny® City, “Perrysville, -Wexford;. Zelienople; 
Harmony, Whitestown, Prospect, Cenueville, Hamsville, 
and Wesley, t0 Franklin, Venango county, yivay 


nia. : lg 
on ot- 


‘By. Mr, STANTON, of Kentucky: The: petiti 
sundry citizens of Grant county, Kentuoky; praying Ahat 
arrearages of pensions may be pelt. to George Wilhams 
who was wounded in the war of 1812. 3 : 

Also, the memorial of Adron Adams, © 


f Grant county; 
Kentucky, an invalid pensioner, asking an increase of pèn“ 
sion, mnd compensation for & horse Jost in. the India war 
‘By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. The. petition. of. 
Thomas K. Knowland, for himself ‘and ‘others; praying for 
the establishment ofa post route. eae ere 


; IN SENATE. 
Tuurspary, December 18, 1851... 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
` PETITIONS. f 
Mr. MASON presented the petition of Charles 
Fletcher, proposing to establish a line of steam- 
packets between Norfolk, Virginia, and the ports 
of Cadiz‘and Gibraltaggin Spam, and praying ‘that 
the Secretary -of the Navy may be authorized to 
contract with him for carrying the mail between 


those ports; whieh was referred to the ‘Committee 


on Naval Affairs. a a 
Mr. HALE presented the memorial of Caleb 
Dustin, praying the redemption of certain ‘conti? 
nental money issued to his grandfather for ‘his 
services in-the revolutionary war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
Also, a-resolation passed by the ‘Legislature of 
the State of New Hampshire, in favor of 'the-es- 
tablishment of a Bureau of Agriculture in the De- 
partment of the Interior at Washington. ' 

Ordered, Thatit lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. BORLAND presented a memorial of Rob- 
‘ert Mills, architect, praying to be allowed an op- 
portunity to justify his acts as Architect. and 
Superintendent of the Patent Office wing building, 
against certain charges made against them by the 
‘Commissioner of Public Buildings in his report 
to the Department of the Interior; which was te- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of the assistant 
‘marshals for taking the Seventh ‘Census of Kings 
‘county, New York, praying to be allowed addi- 
‘tional compensation for their services; ‘which was 
referred to the Committee-on, the Judiciary. ©" 

Mr. PRATT submitted additional evidence in 
relation to‘the claim of thelegal representatives of 
William Somerville, deceased; which was referred 
to the ‘Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted ‘additional evidence in 
relation to the petition of the representatives of — 
Jolin Moore, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. ? 

Also, the petition of Derrill H. Darby, for‘him- 
self and ‘the other’heirs of Colonel William John- 
gon, an officer in the revolutionary army, praying 

to be‘allowed commutation pay. ` 

Colonel.Johtison is well known-from his histor~ 
ical reputation. He wasa soldier in ithe revolu- 
tionary continental service. He performetl'a gal- 
lant part in’ the`battle åt Fort Moultrie, and served 
from that time until the capitulation of-Charleston, 
in May, 1780. Colonel Johnson and his regiment 
were‘ prisoners of war and continued so until-an 
exchange of prisoners was ordered in May, 1781; 
so that he claims commutation pay as a soldier: or 
officer in the service of the Revolution, until Octo- 
ber, 1780; because the law provides,. that, those 
who served till that time, without resignation or 
being cashiered, shall be entitled to this commuta- 
tion pay. Although this is the provision of the 
law, neither he nor his representatives ever re- 
ceived this pay. This-is one of those claims which 
I would ‘especially commend to the attention of 
the’chairman of the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. I move that the petition be referred: to 
that committee. 

The petition was so referred. 

‘Mr. DOWNS presented the petition of Francis 
Gardere, praying compensation for certain land `» 
claimed by him under a Spanish grant, and occu- 
pied by the United States for-military, purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. y 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memotial ‘of the 
administrator of Joshua B. Smith, deceased, pray- 
ing compensation for the use of a vessel employed 
under a contract with a Government oficer, an 
transporting troops dûring the Florida war; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. : 
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“Also, the petition of John H. Patterson, pray- 
ing compensation for his services as a, lieutenant 
in the Florida war; which was referred- to the 
Committee-of Claims. i i 

Also, the petition of C.. H. Blood, praying com- 
ensation for supplies furnished to a company of 
forida volunteers in the Seminole war; which 

‘waa referred to the Committee of Claims, 

‘Also, the petition of Sarah Flinn, praying com- 
ensation for. supplies furnished the troops of the 
nited,States in the Florida war; which was re; 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. F 

Also, the petition of David Osburn, praying 
compensation for corn and fodder furnished the 
troops of the United States in the Florida war; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

: Also, the petition of John W. W. Jackson, 
praying compensation for a horse killed in the 
service of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

„Also, the petition of José Baya, praying com- 
pensation for a horse lost in the military service of 
the United States; which Was referred'to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the petition of 
Leslie Combs, praying the payment of certain 
bonds issued to him by the late Republic of Texas. 

The memorialist represents that he holds Texas 
bonds for the sum of $69,200; that he has filed these 
bonds in the Treasury Department, with the view 
of obtaining compensation according to the act 
granting ten millions of dollars to. Texas; that 
the Treasury Department, according to the state- 
ment of this memorialist, had ascertained that 
there were more than twelve millions of these 
Texan bonds falling within the provisions con- 
templated by the act of Congress. The memori- 
alist says that the Government therefore refuse to 

ay him or any of the holders of these bonds un- 

ess they will agree to accept such a proportion of 
the twelve millions of dollars as five millions will 
ay, thus scaling him down to less than one half. 

e concludes his memorial by saying that the 
United States never intended to disgrace themselves 
or to dishonor the Government by repudiating an 
acknowledged debt, and he hopes that provision 
will be made for paying him the whole of his 
$69,200. I move that the memorial be referred to 
the.Committee on Finance. 

The memorial was so referred. 

Mr. U. I also present a memorial of John A. 
Rajan, proposing to execute a plan discovered by 
him for. draining the lands overflowed by the 
Mississippi and its tributaries, on condition of a 

. grant of a portion of the lands reclaimed.- 

This memorial is of vast importance, if the pro- 
ject proposed can be accomplished, The memo- 
rialist is a native of Georgia, but is now a citizen 

of the parish of Natchitoches, in the State of Loui- 
siana. He states, that after much attention and 
‘study, he has discovered a plan to prevent the 
overflowing of the Mississippi river, so as to throw 
the surplus water into Hudson’s Bay in one 
direction, and through Texas in the other. He 
proposes to accomplish all this, if Congress will 

ut give him the one half of the lands which he will 
save by this operation; and he proposes to have 
the work completed in ten years, if Congress will 
patronize him. I think, sir, that we should make 

a most admirable bargain, if we could accomplish 
so great a work at this price. I move that the 
memorial be referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. 

The memorial was so referred. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Cadwalader Wallace, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of merchants, ship-owners, 
and others, inhabitants of Portland, Maine, on the files of 
the. Senate, relating tu the establishment of a marine hos- 
pital at that piace, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of William Beatty 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. FISH gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill amendatory of the act en- 
titled “An act to provide for holding the courts of 


the United States, in case of sickness or other dis- 


ability of the judges of the district courts.’? > 

“Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to presenta joint resolution for the estab- 
lishment of post routes in the State of New York. 


LAKE SUPERIOR TRON REGION. 

Mr. FELCH submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: : 

Resolved, That five thousand: five hundred additional 
copies of the Report of Messrs. Foster and Whitney, in re- 
Jation to the iron region of Lake Superior, Michigan, which 
was ordered to be printed by the resolution of the Senate 
of the 13th March last, be printed for the use of the Senate, 
and that three hundred copies thereof be furnished to the 
Smithsonian Institution for distribution, and two hundred 
copies to Messrs. Foster and Whitney- 

The Senate proceeded to consider the said reso- 
lution by unanimous consent, and it was 

Ordered, Thatitbe referred to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the memorial of Eliza 
C. Bache, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for the relief of the widows and relatives of cer- 
tain officers and seamen of the United States brig 
Washington, who were lost overboard in a hurri- 
cane. 

The bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 


THE BRIG ADA. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which the subject was referred, reported 
a bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a register to the brig Ada; which was read 
a first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. DOWNS. I hope that the Senate will 
agree to consider this bill now, 

Mr. HAMLIN. This bill is in the usual form 
required for such bills, and is one of that class 
that is never objected to. It simply authorizes 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a register 
to this brig Ada, upon its being shown that she 
has been thoroughly repaired, and that the repairs 
have exceeded three fourths of the original cost of 
construction. As the owners of the vessel can- 
not employ her, or send her out without this re- 
gister, I trust that the consent of the Senate will be 
given to dispose of the matter now. 

The bill was then read a second time; and, hav- 
ing been considered by the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, it was. reported back without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. i 


MISSISSIPPI AND ALABAMA RAILROAD. 
Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. Pursuant to pre- 


vious notice, I ask leave to introduce a bill grant- | 


ing to the State of Mississippi the right of way 
and a donation of public land, for the purpose of 
locating and constructing a railroad from Brandon 
to the eastern border of said State, in the direction 
of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama. 

_ Leave was granted, and the bill was read a first 
time. 

Mr. FOOTE. I ask that this bill may be read 
a second time now. 

The PRESIDENT. With a view to refer- 
ence! 

Mr. FOOTE. No, sir; I think this is a case in 
which the Senate will concur with me that refer- 
ence is not necessary. I wish to make a simple 
statement with reference to this bill. This is a 
bill which passed the Senate last session without 
the least opposition from any quarter, but failed in 
the other House for want of time. It involves a 


little land in the State of Mississippi which is not | 


of avy present value to the Government. It isa 
matter of great importance to many persons in- 
terested in railways that it should be acted upon, 
and I hope that under all the circumstances the 
Senate will agree to its second reading. 

The bill was then read a second time, and the 
Senate proceeded to consider it as in Committee of 
the Whole. : 

Mr. BORLAND. I move that this bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands; and I 
do so not with any intention of opposing the bill, 
for I think that when it comes before the Senate, 
if it be reported favorably upon by the committee, 
I shall vote for it very cordially. But I hold that 
taking up a bill without reference, and passing it 
simply because it has passed the Senate at a pre- 
vious Congress, is giving it precedence and advan- 


tage over other bills which have similar objects in 
view. I have introduced two bills equally as im- 
portant as this, and which passed the Senate last 
Congress, but were left wholly neglected by the 
House, These bills have been again referred, and 
I think this one ought to be referred also.. 

Mr. FOOTE. {am sure the Senator from Ar- 
kansas will do me the justice to say that Ihave 
never manifested a desire to depart from the usual 
order of doing business in the Senate, and. that it 
is but rarely that I have come forward to ask any- 
thing fer the State which I represent. I may be 
allowed to state, however, that in two days from 
this time, my State will be entirely unrepresented 
here. That is a fact; and I hope, therefore, that 
this bill may be considered as an exception, and 
be allowed to pass. I think the honorable Senator 
from Arkansas will admit that I have usually given 
him my support when he has had anything before 
the Senate, in which the interest of his State was 
concerned, and I hope he will extend to me his 
courtesy on this occasion. This measure, at the 
last session, was referred to a committee, and un- 
derwent the fullest investigation. Several amend- 
ments were proposed, and with these amendments 
it passed the Senate. I can assure the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas that the facts connected 
with this bill are rather peculiar. The lands have 
been suspended from sale with a view of securing 
to the State of Mississippi the advantages which 
were expected to arise from the passage of this 
law. Its passage we have been in the habit of 
looking upon as a fixed fact, and its suspension 
will create great inconvenience. T am informed 
by gentlemen connected with this railroad, that 
the engineers have laid it out, and that they are 
prepared for substantial and practical action. They 
are only waiting for this bill to pass, in order that 
they may take such steps as will bring about the 
speedy consummation of the work. I hope, 
therefore, that, under all the circumstances, it will 
be allowed to pass. Itis, most probably, the last 
time that I shaf ever ask the Senate for any fa~- 


vor. 

Mr. BORLAND. Ihave never in my life re- 
fused an act of courtesy. I therefore yield to the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. FELCH. Ido not rise for the purpose of 
making any objection to the last request of the 
Senator from Mississippi, but simply to say that 
this bill is in precisely the form approved by the 
Committee on Public Lands last session, and 
adopted by the Senate, and that this bill is like all 
others of a similar character. Many bills have 
been referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
asking for similar grants, That committee have 
not yet fully consulted upon the subject; but they 
intend to take the whole matter into their consid- 
eration—the form which was adopted last session, 
and also with the view of adopting such amend- 
ments as may be suggested. I have no objection 
to the particular form, nor have I any objection to 
the bill; but I think it my duty to state this fact. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senate will pass this 
bill. I have no doubt that the next form will be 
more liberal, and I think we shall gain something 
by passing this bill thus early. [À laugh.] 

The bill was then reported back to the Senate 
without amendment, and was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GWIN, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill granting the 
right of way for, and to aid in, the construction 
of a line of telegraph from the Mississippi river 
to the Pacific ocean; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. FELCH, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in the following 
bills: 

A bill to authorize the State of Illinois to select 
the residue of the lands to which she is entitled 
under the act of 2d March, 1827, granting land to 
aid that State in opening a canal to connect the 
waters of the Illinois river with those of lake 
Michigan; and ; 

A bill to revive and continue in force for a lim- 
ited time the provisions of an act relative to sus- 
pended entries of public lands. i 

The said bills were read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 


Mr. MANGUM, agreeably to previous notice, 


185i. 


asked and obtained leave to bring`ina bill forthe 
relief of the personal representatives of William 
A. Slacum, deceased; which was read a first and 
second. time, and referred to the 
Foreign Relations. 


BILLS PASSED. wet 

The following engrossed bills were ‘severally | 
read a third time and passed: oe 

A bill for the relief of Margaret L. Worth; and 

A bill to provide compensation to such persons 
as may be designated by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to receive and keep the public moneys, 
under the fifteenth section’ of the act of 6th Aug- 
ust, 1846, for the additional services required under 
that act. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Ross, Chief Clerk: S: 

Mr. Presipent: The House of Representatives have 
passed the following joint resolutions: 

Joint resolution providing for the binding of certain doc- 
uments 5 

Joint resolution to authorize the Postmaster General to 
legalize certain contracts for the transportation of the mail 
in California and Oregon; and 

Joint resolution providing for the printing of additional 
copies of the Journals and public documents. 

In which they request the concurrence of the Senate. $ 


THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. There is a joint resolution be- 
fore the Senate providing for the printing of the 
returns of the Seventh Census. The public inter- 
est would be promoted by early action upon it, 
and [ think it my duty to call to it the attention 
of the Senate. As there is, however, other busi- 
ness before us to-day, I shall not insist upon 
calling it up for consideration at this time, but 
would move that it be made the special order of 
the day for Monday next, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXPLANATION, 

Mr. HALE. I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
while I make avbrief explanation in regard to the 
repor! of what occurred here yesterday. 

r. FOOTE. 1 know very well what the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire is about to be at, 
and J rise to oppose his explanation, not from any 
discourtesy towards him, as he well knows. But 
I know very well, and he knows it also, that as 
soon as he makes his explanation, three or four 
other Senators will be on the floor in a few seconds 
to make their explanations also, and thus I shall 
be cut off from any opportunity of being heard on 
the question which comes up as the special order. 
I appeal to the gentleman, therefore, whether he 
will not withhold his explanation for the present. 

Mr. HALE. I shall not occupy two minutes. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from New 
Hampshire, according to the usage of the Senate, 
has a right to make his explanation. 

Mr. HALE. This is but the second time, Mr. 
President, that I have ever asked the indulgence 
of the Senate for such a purpose, and in all prob- 
ability it will be the last. In the debate of yester- 
day I remarked that— 

«There was a great constitutional question of law, upon 
which there was difficulty. ¥ allude to the question whether 
slavery was or was not abolished in the territories acquired 
from Mexico by the operation of the Mexican laws. Itwas 
remarked as a very astonishing fact upon the floor of the 
Senate, that every Senator who spoke on that subject, liv- 
ing south of a certain geographical line, took one view of 
the constitutional question, and those living north of that 
geographical Jine, took a contrary view. 

“Mr. Wager, Mr. Burer, Mr. Unperwoop, and 
others. Itis not so. — 

‘t Mr. Dovetas. Thatis contrary to the faet.” 

I now. want to read a few words from a speech 
delivered by Thomas Corwin, late Senator from 
the State of Ohio. I do not mean Thomas Corwin, 
Secretary of the Treasury, but Thomas Corwin, 
late Senator from the State of Ohio. It is from 
the Congressional Globe, and is as follows: 

“¢ What is there in the way, then, of my giving an intelli- 
gent vote on this subject? Nothing at all. I would take 
this bill in a moment, if I had faith in the processes through 
which that law is to pass until it becomes a Jaw in the 
Chamber below. ButI have not that faith, and I will tell the 
gentleman why. It is asad commentary upon the perfec- 
tien of human reason, that with but very few exceptions, 
gentlemen coming from aslave State—and I think I have 
one behind me, who ought always to be before me, [Mr. 
Bavcer,]—with a very few exceptions, all eminent lawyers 
on this floor from that section of the country, have argued 

‘that you have no right to prohibit the introduction of slavery 
into Oregon, California, and New Mexico; while, on the 
other hand, there is not a man, with few exceptions, (and 


some highly respectable,) in the free States, learned or un- 
learned, clerical or lay, who has any pretensions to legal i 


Committee on 


.on the other side had taken another and an oppo- 


knowledge, ‘but believes in his conscience that you have a 
right to prohibit slavery. Is not thata-curious commentary 
upon that wonderful thing called human reason? 

“Mr. UNDERWOOD. Itis regulated by a line.’ ` 

I haye done, sir. That is all the explanation I 
have to.make. ra ` 
_ Mr. DOUGLAS. As the report is read there, 
it would seem to convey the idea that I questioned ` 
the veracity of the Senator, when I said that such 
was not the fact. I referred to the declaration by 
which he made it appear that all on one side of 
the line had taken one view of the matter, and all 


site view of it. It may have been true that.a 
Sehator had previously made such a statement 
upon this floor, That was not my denial. My 
denial was, that if any Senator had made such a 
statement, that statement was not true in fact. . It 
seems now that Mr. Corwin once said in the Sen- 
ate, that, with few exceptions, those on the one 
side had voted in one way, and, with few excep- 
tions, those on the other side had voted the other 
way. But whether the exceptions constituted 
the majority or the minority, the Senate has now 
no means of ascertaining. I know a large number 
of Senaters from the South, who are eminent law- 
yers, who took the- view that these laws were in 
force; and others, again, from the North who took 
the view that these laws were not in force, 
but there was no division such as has been spoken 
of by a geographical line. I understood the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire yesterday to say that 
the South had been unanimous in one view of the 
question, while the North had been equally. I 
am not aware that a question of law or of con- 
stitutional constructien ever arose in this body on 
which all the Northern members took the one side 
and the Southern Senators took the other. It} 
was this proposition which I denied when I said 
that such was not the fact. 

I will now say, in this connection, that so far 
as I have been familiar with the proceedings of 
the Supreme Court, that body has never brought 
itself under any just suspicion in regard to their 
opinions on this matter as a legal or constitutional 
question. The gentlemen from the North on the 
Supreme Bench, as their decisions will show, have 
uniformly, firmly, and rigidly adhered to and pro- 
tected the constitutional rights of the South, as the 
gentlemen on that bench who were born in the 

outhern States. There has frequendy been a 
versity of opinion among the judges of the Su- 
preme Court on points of law and constitutional 
construction that might affect this slavery ques- 
tion; but where that diversity has existed, the 
Southern judges have been divided amongst them- 
selves, and the Northern judges have also been | 
divided amongst themselves; but never has it been 
known that the judges from the North, collect- 
ively, have taken one view of the question, and 
the judges of the South, collectively, taken another 
and a different view of it. If you examine the 
decisions of the Supreme Court on this question, 
z will see an entire absence of this supposed 

ias or impression on the minds of the judges, 
growing out of locality of interest, or association, 
or birth, I have been gratified that such has 
always been the case in the past, and I trust it 
will always continue to be the case in the future; 
that whatever may be the differences of opinion 
which exist in this body, or elsewhere, the bench 
of the Supreme Court of the United States is never 
to be affected or influenced, or to be rendered sub- 
ject even to the suspicion of entering into any of 
those local feelings to which reference has been 
made. I believe that that court is above all such 
imputations. . 

r. UNDERWOOD. I understood the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire to say that he made 
no exception, I do not know that he used the 
term “no exception,” but he certainly made none 
in the course of his remarks. My only object in 
rising yesterday was to show that there were ex- 
ceptions. Now, sir, I will admit what J said at 
the time of Mr. Corwin’s making his speech, that 
the majority of members on the south side of 36° 
30 denied the power of Congress over the subject 
of slavery in the Territories, and contended that 
they had a right to take and hold their slaves in | 
the Territories under the Constitution regardless 
of Mexican laws; and that the majority on the j 
other side of the line were of a different opinion. 

Mr. BUTLER. What has this to do with this 

uestion ? 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair is very unwill- } 


f 


ing to interrupt“ gentlemen, but hë must say th: 
this debate is altogether irregular,- The gentleman 
from New Hampshire got up for the purpose of. 
making an explanation, and he'read-an ‘extract’. 
from a speech of a gentleman formerly a member 
of this body. This discussion is out of order, 3- 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ~I rose, also, to. make an 
explanation. The gentleman from: New Hamp- 
shire read what I said when Mr. Corwif made 
his speech, as if what I said then contradicted what’ 
I said yesterday. It does not. I admit’ that a 
geographical line seemed to control the opinions’ 
of majorities. But it was not universal,.as I un- 
derstood the gentleman to affirm. There were 
exceptions. g 

A SENATOR. 
order. ` 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. || will call for the special 
order. 

THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution declaring thgmeasures of adjustment to 
be a definitive settlement of the questions growing 
out of domestic slavery. f ace eS 

Mr. BADGER. I Tavs an amendment to, offer 
to this resolution. Itis for the purpoge of rélieving 
it of two objections which may. be taken against 
it, one of them perhaps having some intrinsic force, 
and the oiher t think, without any intrinsic, but 
having some apparent force. The first objection 
to which I allude, is as follows: The resolution, 
as it now stands, undertakes to declare, in respect 
to the series of measures constituting the com- 

romise, what is the duty of the public at large. 

he second is, that it implies, or may be made to 
intimate, that the Senate suppose that the acts of 
legislation referred to are irrepealable, or that it is 
beyond the power of Congress to modify them. 
J knew that this was not the intention of the 
mover of the resolution; but as it is important, if 
it should be adopted, that it should be distinctly 
understood, I suggest an amendment which I think 
will avoid all difficulty, and express with clearness 
and precision what is designed by it. It is to 
strike out of the resolution the wold . 

‘ Entitled to be recognized as a definitive adjustment and 
settlement of the distracting questions growing out of the , 
system of domestic slavery, and as such, that said measures. 
should be acquiesced in and faithfully observed by all. good 
citizens?” — 

And insert as follows: 

« A settlement in principle and substance—a final settle- 
meut of the dangerous and exciting subjects which they 
embraced, and ought to be adhered to by Congress until 
time and experience shall demonstrate the necessity of 
further legislation to guard against evasion or abuse.?? 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I accept the 
amendment with great pleasure. J am not partic- 
ular about the phraseology of the resolution. 
What I wish is, to get a large vote in its favor. 

ThePRESIDENT. TheSenator from Missis- 
sippi is not privileged to accept it, The question 
must be taken upon it; Pet 

The question being taken on the amendment, it 
was agreed to, there being on a division—yeas 24, 
nays not counted. ; 

he resolution therefore now stands as follows: 
A Resolution declaring the Measures of Adjustment to be a 
definitive setttement of the questions growing out of do- 

mestic slavery. s 

Be it enacted, That the series of measures embraced in 
the acts entitled An act proposing to the State of Texas 
the establishment of her Northern and Western boundaries, 
the relinguishment, by the said State, of all territory claimed 
by her exterior to said boundaries, and of all-her claims 
upon the United States, and to establish a territorial gov- 
ernment for New Mexico,” approved September 9, 1850; 
“ An act for the admission of the. State of California into 
the Union,” approved September 9, 1850; © An act to es- 
tablish a territorial government for Utah,” approved Sep- 
tember 9, 1850; “ An act to amend and supplementary to 
an act entitled ‘An act respecting fugitives from justice, 
and persons escaping from the service of their masters, ap- 
proved February 12, 1793, ” approved September 18, 1850; 
and “ An act to suppress the slave trade in the District of 
Columbia,” approved September 20, 1850, commanly known 
as the “ Compromise Acts,” are, in the judgment of. this 
body, a settlement in principle and substance—a final set- 
tlement of the dangerous and exciting subjects which they 
embraced, and ought to be adhered to by Congress until 
time and experience shall demonstrate the necessity of 
further legislation to guard against evasion or abuse. : 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, then addressed- 
the Senate at length, giving his views in favor of 
the resolution, and in reply to the speeches of Mr. 
Bur.er and Mr. Ruserr. [For which see Apr- 
PENDIX.] : 

Without concluding, Mr. F. gave way. to. a 
motion to adjourn. ` oe : 

And the Senate adjourned. 


Well, well; now move the special 


r 


GLOBE. 


Dec. 18, 


“HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
-THurspay, December 18, 1851. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m, 
‘TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House.a com- 

munication from the State Department, covering a 

statement showing that of the $10,000 appropri- 

‘ated last ‘session for the expenses:of the agent of 

the Sublime Porte, the sum of $4,051 81 had been 

expended for that purpose, and that there was a 

balance remaining in the Treasury of said appro- 

priation of $5,948 19; which communication, 
On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 
Also, laid before the House a communication 
_ from the War Department, showing the expend- 
.itures. in the several bureaus in said Department 

‘of their contingent funds, in compliance with the 

twentieth section of the act of August, 1842; 

which, ; 
On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, was referred 

to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


INDIGENT INSANE. 

Mr. BISSELL asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 
notice had been given, with the view to its commit- 
‘ment, making a ‘grant of public lands to the several 
States of the Union for the benefit of indigent in- 
sane. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Ihave no dis- 
position to object -to this bill. But the introduc- 
tion of a bill at this time is altogether out of order; 
‘and if the House will proceed in regular order, in 
‘the course of an hour and a half all these bills can 
be introduced and be perfectly in order. I there- 
fore call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made, and the 
bill cannot be introduced. 


BRANCH MINT IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. McCORKLE. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up Senate bill No. 6, for 
the establishment of a branch of the Mint of the 
United States in California, in order that it may 
be referred. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


On motion by Mr. DISNEY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of Sam- 
uel Allen be withdrawn from the files of the House, and, 
together with the petition of the Hon. A. Allen, now pre- 
sented, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. D., it was also 

Ordered, That the papers in relation to Hiram Powers 
be withdrawn. from the files of the House, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings. 


Mr. COBB. I call for the regular order of busi- 
ness. 


oe 


PETITIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness being called, the States and Territories will 
‘be called for petitions, commencing with the Ter- 
ritory of Utah. 

Mr. BERNHISEL presented the petition of 
Robert Owen, George A. Smith, and otlrer citizens 
of the Territory of Utah, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a monthly mail route from San Diego, 
California, via Barowar, to Great Salk Lake City; 
which was referred tothe Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads.. 

Mr. SCURRY presented two several petitions 
of citizens of Arkansas, Texas, and Louisiana, 
praying for the removal of the raft in the Red 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FICKLIN presented the petition of Silas 
Noble and other officers of the land’office at Dixon, 
Ilinois, praying compensation for locating mili- 
tary bounty land warrants; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MOLONY. I ask unanimous.consen to 
introduce a bill, of which previous notice has been 
given, to correct.an error in the pension of Orris 
Crosby. 

The SPEAKER. 
objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made, and the 
bill cannot be received. 

Mr. MOLONY. Then I present the petition of | 
Orris Crosby, praying for the correction of a mis- 


It will be read, if there is no 


take in-the pension of Orris Crosby; which was’ 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


~ LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, presented the 
petition of A. JsSharpless, A. E. Hamilton, Wm. 
©. Kennett, and two hundred and eighty others; 
also the-petition of the passengers and crew ofthe 
steamer Fleetwood, praying for an appropriation 
from the national’ Treasury of such an amount as 
will be necessary to purchase the smal! remaining 
private stock in the Louisville and Portland Canal, 
and to make the same free of tolls and to suit the 
wants of commerce. 

Mr.M. I have also in my hands a bill con- 
nected with the same subject, which I ask leave 
now to present, in order that it may be referred. 
I ask thatthe bill may be read, and that it may be, 
together with the petitions, referred to a select 
eommaittee. 

The bill was accordingly read a firstand second 
time by its title. 

Mr. M. I move that it be referred to a select 
committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
That is the appropriate committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Ido not wish to trespass 
| upon the jurisdiction of any regular committee of 
this House; but it does seem to me that the usual 
rules which govern the gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. Jones] might be waived, and that 1 might 
be permitted to give this bill, covering a subject of 
so much importance, into the hands of its friends, 
who will have an opportunity to present their 
views, connected with the subject, to the Housein 
a form more imposing than is done ordinarily., 
And I trast that the Speaker, in the selection of 
that committee, will place upon it the representa- 
tives of the sections most particularly interested in 
the variety of schemes connected with the sub- 
ject already presented to the House. 

Mr. JONES. We have standing committees 
of the House, and it seems to me that the rule 
which should govern the action of the House 
should be, that when a bill or proposition is of- 
fered here it should be referred to the appropriate 
standing committee, unless there be some good 
reason against it. If there is any good reason 
why this bill to purchase the individual stock in 
the Louisville and Portland canal should not go 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals, I have no 
objection to a select committee. But as a general 
rule, I think a select committee should not be ap- 
pointed when the subject to be investigated comes 
within the legitimate sphere of a standing com- 
mittee, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. T wish to inquire if this 
subject, giving rise to debate, does not go over? 

The SPEAKER. This subject was taken up 
by unanimous consent, therefore the gentleman’s 

oint is overruled. 

Mr. JONES. All I have to say, Mr. Speaker, 
is, that it is a wrong policy to raise select com- 
mittees for the examination and investigation of 
subjects which properly belong to a standing com- 
mittee, unless there is some good and valid reason 
why the standing committee to which it appro- 
| priately belongs should not have charge of this 
subject. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have very little pride or 
personal ambition about this matter; but inasmuch 
as I have the honor of standing at the head of the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, I feel itmy duty 
to resist this attempt to take subjects properly be- 
longing to that committee and refer them to a select 
committee. The subject-matter of the petition 
presented by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Marsyal] has already been referred by a vote 
of this House to the Committee on Reads and 
Canals. If, therefore, you raise a select commit- 
tee, you will have this subject distributed to two 
| different committees. If it is the pleasure of the 
: House to abolish the Committee on Roads and 
| Canals, I shall make little or no objection to it, as 
| I will then have no work to do; but inasmuch as 
| this subject belongs clearly to that committee, I 
| hope the Efouse will adhere to the rule and send it 
| to them. 
| The question was taken upon referring the biil 
land petitions to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, and they were so referred. 


_ On motion by Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, 
it was, ; 


Ordered, That the papers ip regard to:the claims of Cas- 


| sius M. Clay, Stanton Gaar, and Jotin Poe, be taken from 


the files of the House, and 
Claims. : A a 

Mr. HUNTER asked the general consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution; but objection 
being made it was not received... - . ; 

Mr. TAYLOR presented the memorial’ of 
Thomas J. Durant and others, citizens of New 
Orleans, praying Congress. to pass a law which 
will enable him to bring a suit against the United 
States, to obtain a judicial decision upon a claim 
which he prefers against the United States; which 
was referred to the Commitiee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BELL presented a petition, prepared by 
the Colonization Society of Greene county, Ohia, 
and signed by seventy-nine citizens of that county, 
asking Congress to recognize the independence of 
the Republic of Liberia; and praying that Congress 
establish.a line of steamers to run from the United 
States to said Republic of Liberia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. - 

Mr. GAYLORD presented the petition of Levi 
Déaver, Francis Pettit, and one hundred and thirty 
others, citizens of Morgan county, Ohio, asking. 
Congress to carefully consider the unconstitution- 
ality, injustice, and oppression of the national 
“Chaplaincy system, and to abolish the office of 
Chaplain wherever it may exist by the authority 
of Congress; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. ST. MARTIN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of John Mitchell, 
James M. Howard, and Moses H. Coats, be taken from the 
files of the House, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Also, on motion by Mr. ST. MARTIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of the heirs of 
Cattalina Badon, formerly Cattalina Montlemar, be taken 
from the files of the House and referred to the Committee 
! on Private Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, it 
was è 

Ordered, That the petition of John A. Regan, praying to 
be allowed to drain such lakes in the Mississippi valley as 
he may designate, on certain conditions, he withdrawn 
from the files’of the House, and referred to the Committee 
! on Public Lands. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked the gen- 
eral consent of the House to introduce a bill, of 
which previous notice had been given; but objec- 
tion being made, it was not received. 

Mr. FREEMAN asked the general consent of 
the House to introduce a bill; but objection being 
made, it was not received. 

On motion by Mr. FREEMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Anna C. De 
Neufville Evans, and A. B. Dawson, be taken from the files 
of the House, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, presented a memorial 
in regard to patents, and the draft of a law for the 
protection of patentees; which was referred to the 

Committee on Patents. 


On motion by Mr. MEADE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Samuel Jones 
be withdrawn from the files of the House, and referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. ; 


Mr. FLORENCE presented the petition of 
| William Abbott, harbor-master, and Harman 
Yerkes, master-warden, and others in the city. of 
| Philadelphia, and the pilots navigating the Dela- 
ware bay and harbor, and other citizens of the 
States of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Dela- 
ware, praying for the erection of a pier and har- 
bor to afford better shelter for vessels navigating 
said bay; which was referred to the Cominittee 


i 


| on Commerce. 


Mr. CHANDLER asked the general consent 
of the House to offer resolutions; which were read 
for information, as follows, viz: 


Resolved, That the Speaker of the House be and he is 
hereby authorized to cause such arrangementto be made 
in the interior of the Hall, as may be deemed necessary to 
the comfort and health of the members. Also, 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be and he is hereby an- 
thorized to appoint an additional assistant, if he deem it 
necessary -to the proper execution of the duties of his 

- office. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Itisa privileged qüestion, 
and I trust my friend -will not object. Iam, as 


many others are, doomed, by a species of lottery, 
to take a seat out here upon the boundaries of 
civilization; but Iwill be well content with that 
distange if- ` j 


Mr. EVANS. I call-the gentleman to order. 


[Cries of “Leave!” Leave!’ “Go on!” “Go 


‘on 177] 
Mr: CHANDLER... I will be well content to 
occupy this place, but I object to the hyperborean 


remedy for that. I do not like this attack in the 
rear. I beseech the House, therefore, to allow 


me the privilege of presenting resolutions which | 


look towards a remedy. We are, day by. day, 
- attempting to pass laws here for patting money into 
this man’s and. that man’s pocket, to the comfort 
and convenience of the people; but salis populi 
suprema est lew—the great law. of the land is 
the health and comfort of the legislators. [Laugh- 
ter.] I hope, therefore, that it will be heard, and 
approved, and passed. 

Cries—*‘I object”? **I object !”] 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to be an interior 
gentleman who objècts. Is the first resolution 
objected to?” 

Cries-—~‘‘No!?? “No n°] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
resolution. ; 

The first resolution was then read as above. 

Mr. SCURRY. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, what he means by the 
comfort of the members? I do not understand it. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I submit to the 
Chair, whether it is not a question of privilege? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a question of privi- 
lege entirely, Whether the House vote it down or 
not. f 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, It was decided 
by the Speaker of the last Congress, that the elec- 
tion of a Doorkeeper, which touched the organiza- 
tion of the House, was a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. That is very true; but the 
election of Doorkeeper is provided for by the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. A proposition touching the 
health and comfort of the members is a privileged 
question, and, of course, overrides all others. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 

oint of order raised by the gentleman from 

eorgia. 

Mr. SCURRY. I have no doubt there are 
many here—Whigs and Democrats—who would 
be desirous of getting friends to administer to their 
comfort; but I would like to know what comfort 
they would provide. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me have only a word 
upon the second resolution. 

Objetion was made. 

Mr. C. then withdrew the resolution. 

The question was then taken on the first reso- 
lution, and it was adopted. 

Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania, presented a 
petition of citizens of Carbondale, Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to make suitable provision for 
the erection of a line of telegraphs from Fort In- 
dependence to some eligible point on the Pacific 
coast; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. JONES, of New York, presented the peti- 
tion of the supervisors and others of the towns in 
the county of Onondaga, New York, asking that 
bounty land may be granted to the officers, musi- 
cians, and privates of the twenty-seventh brigade 
of New York militia, who were ordered into the 
service October 25, 1814, and discharged on the 
27th November, at Sackett’s Harbor, one hundred 
miles from home; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, with instructions to in- 
quire and report by bill or otherwise upon grant- 
ing bounty lands to the persons serving In the 
brigade mentioned in the petition, and to all who 
yendered service under similar circumstances. 

Mr. HASCALL gave notice that he will, to- 
morrow, or al some subsequent time, ask leave to 
introduce a bill to be entitled ‘* An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘ An act to reduce and modify the 
‘rates of postage in the United States, and for 
other purposes,’ ” approved March 3, 1851. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine, presented the peti- 
tion of Samuel Adams and others, with an ac- 
companying paper of Castine Hancock to himself, 
praying for the erection of alight-house on the 
island ‘Of Au-Haute, in Penobscot bay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Hiram R. Nason, and other 
citizens of Crawford, Washington county, Maine, 
praying for the establishment of a post road 
through said town; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Read the. first 


s e | forthe amount 
winds that blow in upon my back, and I ask some } 


Office and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution 
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curred while a Territory in maintaining the terri- 
torial boundary; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Mr. BISSELL asked leave to introduce a bill 
making a grant of public lands to the several 


States of the Union, for the benefit of the indigent | 


insane. 
Objection being made, leave was not granted. 


Mr. OLDS, from the Committee on the Post 


authorizing the Postmaster General to legalize cer- 
tain contracts for the transportation of the mailin 
California and Oregon; which was read a first and 
second time by its title. 

Mr. O. said: As I intend to ask the House to 
put the resolution upon its passage, I will say a 
few words in explanation. It will be recol- 
lected by the members Gf the last House that this 
bill ee the Senate, and was lost in this body, 
at the moment of the adjournment, under a call 
for the previous question and the yeas and nays.. 
It authorized die Postmaster General to make pro- 
posals for carrying the mail in California and Ore- 
gon, the contracts to be opened and acted upen at 
San Francisco. Objection was then made, in con- 
sequence of the belief of some members that it 
would establish a sub-department of the Post Office 
in California. The. Postmaster General, actin 
upon the supposition that the law would pass, had 
the advertisemonts made in California and Oregon, 
and ordered the contracts to be opened in San | 
Francisco; but the bill having failed in this House 
there was not time for readvertisement. The pro- 
posals consequently were opened at San Francisco, 
and adopted, with the reservation indorsed upon 
the contracts that they conld be abrogated by the 
Department at any time it saw proper. The Post- 
master General states in his report, that these con- 
tracts have been made upon advantageous terms— 
much lower than those made previously. He does 
not ask that there shall beasub-department there, 
but merely that these contracts thus entered into 
shall be legalized and continued until 1854, the 
same period as other contracts in the Northwest- 
ern and Southwestern division of themail contracts 
for the United States are to exist. The resolution 
does away with all the objections urged before the 
last House, and the legalization of these contracts 
saves the necessity of readvertisement and re- 
letting. 

The joint resolution was then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read a third time. 

Subsequently, having been engrossed, it was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. OLDS moved that the vote by which the 
resolution was passed be reconsidered, and to lay 
the motion tọ reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. E 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Joint Committee on 
Printing, reported a resolution providing for the 
printing of one hundred copies of the Journal and 
documents of the House of Representatives in ad- 
dition to the number now printed, to be deposited 
with the Secretary of State for distribution accord- 
ing to law. 

Mr. G. said he would make simply this re- 
mark, that the Secretary of State addressed a letter 
to the Clerk of this House, informing him that the 
usual number of copies was insufficient, and would 
not supply the officers of our four Territories with 
the public documents. 

The joint resolution was then read a first and 
second time, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and -subsequently, having been en- 
grossed, was read a third time and passed. 


The SPEAKER stated that the next business 
in order was the unfinished business of yesterday; 
which was the resolution offered by the genile- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Aixen,] providing 
bounty land to certain volunteers in the Florida 
war. The question immediately pending was upon 
the demand for the previous question. _ 

Mr. ORR rose to a privileged question. He 
moved that when this House adjourns to-day, it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next; which motion 
was agreed to. j 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved that 
the House do now adjourn; which motion was 


rejected. l 


Mr..PENNEIMAN. submitted joint resalutions || - 
of the Legislatare.of Michigan, relative to moneys | 
|i advanced by said State to the United States, and 
id by the State for expenses in- | 


Mr. WALSH: moved Abat: the rules bè yus 
pended, and the House resolve itself-into: Com: 
mittee ef the’ Whole on the state of the Union, - 
for the pursose of taking. up and. considering the 
resolution relating te the workmen upon the Cap- 


tol, ‘and-upon that motion. called for the yeas and 


nays; which call ‘was subsequently withdrawiny 
and the motion rejected. 6 SanL io f EOS 
Mr. SMART moved that the House adjourn.” ` 
The yeas and nays were called. for, but notor- 
dered. ; A GA 
[A. message was received from the Senate; in- 
forming the House that that body had passed the 
bill entitled “ An act to provide compensation to 
“such persons as may be designated by the Secre- 


i * tary of the Treasury to receive and keep the pub- 


‘lic moneys, under the 15th section of the act of 
‘t 6th May, 1846, under the additional security re- 
t quired by said act;’’ also, ‘An act for the relief 
of Margaret L, Worth.”’ 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, requested to 
be permitted to suggest to the mover to-withdraw ° 
his motion for adjournment until the President’s 
message was referred. There were important 
matters in that document.to be referred: to-com> 
mittees of the House. . : j 

The question was then taken om the motion to 
adjourn, and agreed to—ayes 88, noes 74.° > 

The House then adjourned until Monday. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. . 


By Mr. FAULKNER: A bill to provide for the settle- 
mentof claims against the United States, : 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill to relinguish to the State of” 
Missouri the two per cent. of the net proceeds of the pub- 
lic lands sold in said State since the 6th day of March, 
1820, and which have been heretofore withheld from said 
State. 

Also, a bill to grant to the State of Missouri the right of 
way and a portion of the public lands, to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from the city of St. Charles, on the 
Missouri river, to the northern limits of said State. 

By Mr. MILLER: An act entitled An act making an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Missduri river, , 

By Mr. MILLSON: A bill making further provision for 
the satisfaction of Virginia military land warrants. : 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, memorials, &e., were. presented 
under the raie, and referred to the appropriate committees > 
By Mr. FAULKNER: The petition of Isaac. Fouke, ad- 
ministrator of Eli H. Carrell, of Harper’s Ferry, Virginia, 
praying relief on account of Joss sustained by the purchase 
of a building at said place. . 
Also, the petition of the heirs of James Greer, deceased, 
praying compensation ‘for the use ofa patent machine ‘for 


| boring gun-barrels atthe national armory at Harper’s Ferry. 
gE 


‘Also, the petition of Thomas Russell, a disabled mechanic 
at the National Armory at Harper’s Ferry, praying to be 
placed on the pension roll. 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of Edmund Rine, of 
the second regiment of Pennsylvania volunteers in Mexico, 
praying for bounty land. ‘ 

Also, the petition of John R. Edie, heir of John Edie, 
praying for commutation pay and interest. . 
By Mr. APPLETON, of Massachusetts: The-petition of 

the Boston Marine Society, for restoration of the light om 


the Minot Ledge, in Massachusetts bay. : 


IN SENATE. 
Farmar, December 19, 1851. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burren. 


Mr. HUNTER presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Joux I. McRaz, appointed a Senator by the 


i Governor of the State of Mississippi, to. fill the 


vacancy occasioned by the resignation of ihe Hon. 

Jefferson Davis; which was read; andthe oath 

prescribed by law having been administered to 

Mr. McRae, he took his seat in the Senate. 
PETITIONS. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Thomas 
J. Page, praying. compensation for services ren- 
dered as purser on board the brig Dolphin, in the 
years 1849 and: 1851; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of D. 8: Ed- 
wards, Richard McSherry, and Elisha R. Kane, 
medical officers in the Navy, praying to be placed 
en the same footing as to pay and allowance with 
the medical officers of the Army, during the time 
they served on shore with the army in Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the assistant marshals for 
taking the Seventh Census in King’s county, New 
York, praying additional compensation for:their 
services; which was referred to the Committee: on 
the Judiciary. Oe CES 
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Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Jas. 
P: Lightbourn, praying compensation for property 
destroyed while in the occupation of the troops of 
the United States during the Florida war; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. i 

“Mr. DAWSON submitted additional documents 
relative to the memorial of Jane Irwin; which 
were referred to the Committee on. Revolutionary 
Claims. dA . 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Squire 
Moon, praying to be allowed arrears of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NORRIS. submitted additional documents 
in relation to the claim of Israel Ketcham; which, 
with his petition on the files of the Senate, were 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, it 
was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Clements, Bryan & Com- 
pany, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. i 

On motion*by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Noah Miller, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, it was 

Ordered, That the pctition of William R. Hallet, admin- 
istrator of Joshua Kennedy, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. CHASE, it was 

Ordered, That Bryan Callaghan have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That so much of the President’s annual message 
asrelates to the finances be referred to the Committee on 
Finance; that so much thereof as relates to naval affairs 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; and that so 
much thereof as relates to military affairs be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s annual mes- 
gage as relates to the public lands be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That so much of the President’s annual mes- 
gage ag relates to the foreign relations of the country be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 
_ Mr. MANGUM gave notice of his intention to 
ask Jeave to introduce a bill for the relief of John 
B. Bryan, administrator of Isaac Garretson, de- 
ceased, late a purser in the United States Navy. 

Mr. MILLER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill for making appropri- 
ations for the improvement of certain harbors and 
rivers. 

FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to furnish the Senate with any Jetters from oflicers of the 
Navy on the subject of corporal punishment inthe Navy, 
and any code or codes of law or regulations which he may 
have had prepared for the better government of the Navy. 

CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. BORLAND submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Printing be authorized 
to employ a clerk during the present Congress, to whom the 
usual per diem compensation shall be paid out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

FLORIDA CLAIMS. £ 

Mr. MALLORY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent; and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish to 
the Senate the original record of examinations of witnesses 
prepared by a “Board of Examiners,” composed of General 
Churchill, United States Army, and: other officers, relative 
to sundry claims of.citizens of Florida, and also the record 
of examinations of witesses prepared by Major Thomas 
United States Army, and other officers, on the same subject, 
which records were prepared by order of the War De part- 
ment, and are now on file in said department. 

IRON REGION OF LAKE SUPERIOR. 
_ Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the resolution of Mr. 
FeLcH, of the 18th instant, ‘that five thousand 
‘five hundred additional copies of the report of 
t Messrs. Foster and Whitney, in relation to the 
‘iron region of Lake Superior, Michigan, which 
‘was ordered to be printed by the resolution of 
‘the Senate of the 13th March last, be printed 
£ for the use of the Senate, and that three hundred | 


“copies thereof be- furnished: to the Smithsonian 
t Institution for distribution, and two bundred 
< copies to Messrs. Foster and Whitney,” reported 
that the same be printed; and the report was con~ 
curred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


_ Mr. SEWARD, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a joint resolu- 
tion, to establish certain mail routes in the State of 
New York; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. i 

Mr.. ATCHISON, agreeably to previous no- f 
tice, asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill for 
the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
Colonel Alexander G. Morgan; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FISH, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill amendatory 
of the act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide for holding 
the courts of the United States, in case of the 
sickness or other disability of the judges of the 
districts courts,” approved July 29, 1850; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS FROM THE HOUSE. 


The joint resolution, providing for the binding 
of certain documents, was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. ‘ 

The joint resolution to authorize the Postmaster 
General to legalize certuin contracts for the trans- 
portation of the mail in California and Oregon, was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

The joint resolution providing for the printing 
of additional copies of the Journals and Public Doc- 
uments, was read a first and second time by its 


and no amendment being made, it was reported to 
the Senate. 


Ordered, That it pass to a third reading. 
BILLS PASSED. 


The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: 

A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue a register to the brig Ada; and 

A bill granting to the State of Mississippi the 
right of way, and a donation of public land, for 
the purpose of locating and constructing a railroad 
from Brandon to the eastern border of said State, 
in the direction of Montgomery, in the State of 
Alabama. 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the special order, viz: the resolution submitted by 
Mr. Foorr, and amended on the motion of Mr. 
Banecer, as follows: 


A Resolution declaring the Measures of Adjustment to be a 
definitive settlement of the question growing out of do- 
mestic slavery. 

Be it enacted, That the series of measures embraced in 
the acts entitled ‘An act proposing to the State of Texas 
the establishment of her Northern and Western boundaries, 
the relinquishment, by the said State, of all territory claimed 
by her exterior to said boundaries, and of ali her claims upon 
the United States, and to establish a territorial government 
for New Mexico,” approved September 9, 1850; ‘An act 
for the admission of the State of California into the Union,” 
approved September 9, 1850; ‘‘ An act to establish a terri- 
torial government for Utah,” approved September 9, 1850; 
tAn act to amend and supplementary to an act entitled ‘An 
act respecting fugitives from justice, and persons escaping 
from the service of their masters,’ approved February 12, 
1793,” approved September 18,1850; and ‘‘An act to sup- 
press the slave trade in the District of Columbia,” approved 
September 20, 1850, commonly known as the “t Compromise 
Acts,” are, in the judgment of this body, a settlement in 
principle and substance—a final settlement of the dangerous 
and exciting subjects which they embraced, and ought to be 
adhered to by Congress until time and experience shall 
demonstrate the necessity of further legislation to guard 
| against evasion or abuse. 


Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi, who was entitled 
to the floor, resumed and concluded the speech 
commenced yesterday; the report of which is with- | 
held, at his request, for revision. [It will be pub- 
lished in the Aprennrx.] 

Mr. HOUSTON next obtained the floor, but he 
gave way to : t 

Mr. RHETT, who desired to make a brief re- 
piy. He, however, also yielded to the request of 

enators. And the Senate adjourned. \ 


title, and considered as in Committee of the Whole; | 


< IN SENATE. 
Sarurvay, December 20, 1851. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Butizr. 


PETITIONS, 


Mr. SEWARD. My. President, I present the 
Sea of the Industrial Congress of the city of 

ew York, praying for the adoption by the Gov- 
erment of the United States of a policy in its di- 
plomatic relations with foreign Powers which shall 
favor all struggles for freedom worthy the genius 
of a democratic people. : 

The memorial, which is as follows, was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
Statesin Congress assembled: 

The Industrial Congress of the city of New York, deeply 
sensible of the benefits and blessings flowing from free insti- 
tutions and republican government—the happy possession 
of the American people—are anxious that these blessings 
should extend to, and be enjoyed by, the entire family of 
man. 

The last few years have witnessed many manful efforts 
and heroic struggles on the part of the people of the Old 
World, to cast off the yokes. of despotism and monarchical 
government, and erect in their stead forms of government 
more in consonance with the principles of democratic lib- 
erty. 

These struggles have.not yet ceased: The fire of liberty 
has not yet been quenched, but is burning with an intensity 
in the bosoms of our European brethren equaled only by that 
which pervaded our fathers in America’s earlier career. 

The Industrial Congress esteem it the religious duty of a 
people so fortunately situated as are the people.of the Uni- 
ted States, to manifest their sympathy and extend their aid 
in behalf of the depressed of other lands. It therefore re- 
spectfully memorializes your honorable bodies so to modify 
the foreign policy of the Government of the United States 
as to admit of a practical expression of sympathy and ex- 
tension of aid, on the part of our people, in behalf of such 
victims of European despotism as may hereafter desire and 
require it. 

In thus memorializing the Congress of the United States, 
the Industrial Congress would not be understood as seeking 
to involve our Government in foreign war, to infringe upon 
our treaties with other nations, nor to disturb our interna- 
tional law. On the contrary, we simply ask that in our 
diplomatic relations with foreign Powers, a position shall 
be assumed and maintained in behalf of all strugglers for 
freedom, worthy of a just, generous, and democratic people, 
knowing that the assumption of such a position on the part 
of Government will be followed by a ready and hearty re- 
sponse from the citizens of the United States; and that this 
combination of sympathy for the oppressed cannot but be 
instruniental in hastening the day when the entire human 
race shall be delivered from the thraldom of monarchy and 
despotism. 

In behalf of the Industrial Congress : 

: H. A. GUILD, Secretary. 


Mr. DAWSON presented the petition of W. 
R. Nevins, praying an extension of his patent for 
a machine for rolling and cutting crackers and bis- 
cuits; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. . 

Mr. MORTON presented the petition of Daniel 
Brister and others, praying compensation for prop- 


| erty taken and destroyed by the Camanches and 


other Indian tribes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH presented the memorial of Charles 
Massey, jr. and other citizens of Philadelphia, 
praying indemnity for French spoliations prior to 
1800; which was referred to the select committee 
on French Spoliations. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citizens 
of Maine, praying an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a breakwater in Owl’s Head harbor, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. GWIN presented the petition of Z. F. 
Johnston, an officer in the Navy, praying the re- 
imbursement of certain. expenses to which he was 
subjected in obeying an order of the Secretary of 
the Navy, and to be allowed the pay of a Captain 
in the Navy during the time he discharged the du- 
ties of that office; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Thomas Rhodes, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by DODGE, of Iowa, it was 

Ordered, That John C. Sheldon have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. : 

On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That Albert Fitz have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Mira M. Alexander, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 
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NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention. to 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of 
H. Leggett. T 

Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a joint resolution author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to commute the 
payment of certain Choctaw annuities. 


REPORT FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
_Mr. MANGUM, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom was referred the bill for 
the relief of the personal representatives of William 
A. Slacum, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment. 


BINDING OF DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. BORLAND. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing, to whom was referred a joint 
resolution of the House providing for the binding 
of certain documents, to report the resolution with- 
out amendment, ‘ind to recommend its adoption b 
the Senate. I ask that the resolution may be read, 
as then I have a remark or two to.make upon it. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution has not 
come up for action. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then I move that the reso- 
lution be taken up now. 

The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous 
consent, If there be no objection the resolution 
will be taken up. 


Thos, ; 


j 


eos . % { 
The joint resolution was then read a second 


time, and considered by the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

It provides that all the Executive documents of 
which additional copies have been ordered to be 
printed, which shall not contain less than two hun- 
dred and fifty pages, shall be bound, under the di- 
rection of the Joint Committee on Printing, pro- 
vided the cost thereof shall not exceed 12! cents 
per volume. 

Mr. BORLAND. Before proceeding with the 
remarks which I have to offer, I desire to submit 
an amendment, which is necessary, in order to give 
the effect intended, to the resolution as it came 
from the House. The amendment isto insert the 
word “of,” after the word ‘‘ that” in the first line. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was adopted. 

Mr. BORLAND. Iam opposed to the resolu- 
tion, and I will briefly state the reasons of my op- 
position. This resolution proposes to adopt the 

«Same course with regard to binding public docu- 
ments, that was adopted last session. And I ask 
the attention of Senators to this matter, because it 
is one especially affecting their convenience, as well 
as the interests of the country, so far as the print- 
ing and binding of the documents are concerned. 
At the last session a resolution was adopted by 
which it was agreed to bind all the public docu- 
ments of a certain size. At that time it was sup- 
posed that this course would greatly increase the 
value of the documents by enabling us to keep 
them in better preservation. The practical work- 


ing of that resolution, however, was the very re- | 
verse of what was intended by the adoption of it. 


So far from facilitating the work, and so far from 
rendering the documents more valuable by placing 
them in a better condition for preservation, the 
reverse of this was the case. And one of the prin- 
cipal causes of the long delay which we expe- 
rienced in obtaining these documents was, that the 
binding required considerable additional time. As 
a consequence of this, we have not yet received all 


the documents which were ordered last session of || 


Congress. a : 
There is another ground of opposition, to which 


I desire to refer. This proposition for binding the | 


documents opened another door for additional im- 
position upon the Senate and the country by pro- 
viding another case of failure to comply with the 
terms of the contract. We all well know the infe- 
rior character of the work which was done under 
contract during the last two or three years in the 
way of printing. That wasbad enough. We had 
submitted to imposition enough, and difficulty 
enough, in getting the documents printed; and 
when we agreed to have them bound we opened a 


| 


j 


j 


door—I will not say to fraud, for I make no such 
charge against any parties—but at all events, we 


opened such a door as let in upon us, if not in- 


vited, culpable disregard of the terms and condi- 


| tract. 


tions of the contract. The binding was greatly 
inferior to the kind stipulated for, and. it proved 
impracticable to hold the contractors to their con- 


In justification of myself, I feel bound to state a 
factin this connection. Under that contract, which 
seemed as stringent as it was possible to make it, 
so far at least as words and obligations could go, 
I, as chairman of the Committee on Printing, had 
to examine and pass upon these documents when 
they were brought in by the contractor. The 
work at first was nearly up to the contract, and 
the committee agreed to receive it notwithstanding 
it was a little below the quality stipulated for. 

But the next batch of documents was so badly 
printed, and especially so badly bound, that, as 
chairman of the committee, I considered it my 
duty to reject them. The committee at first sus- 
tained me in the course I pursued; but notwith- 
standing this decision, those having the work to 
do, persevered in doing it in the manner I have 
mentioned. Documents were piled up in the docu- 
ment rooms, appeals were mafte to the members 
of the committee, and others’ of the Senate and 
House, and my rejection, at first sustained, was į 
overruled, and thus we were imposed upon by this 
inferior work. Under the joint resolution under 
which the committee was formed, and the subse- 
quent resolution for binding, made it my duty to 
make this examination, &c., of these documents, 
and the binding. That I performed that duty 
faithfully, 1 believe no one will question; and yet, 
under the operation of the persuasion of the con- 
tractor, my decisions were overruled and the con- 
tract was thus trampled under foot. I believe, sir, 
most decidedly, that such a system of contracting 
as that of which we have already had experience, - 
will result in nothing better than putting money 
into the hands of speculators; that inferior war 
will be done, and that the Senate and the country 
will thus be imposed upon. Money will be taken 
out of the ‘Treasury which will not go to subserve | 
the public interest, and the pockets of speculators | 
will be filled with it. Sir, I am opposed to such a | 
system. We may not, perhaps, get clear of the | 
whole of the evil, because we niust have printing | 
done; but here, I think, is a door which has been 
opened to imposition, and which I think may now 
be effectually closed, and with great advantage to | 
the public. At any rate I, for one, cannot agree 
to a proposition of this sort, because I feel fully 
convinced that we will not gét the work done with- 
out great delay and greater imposition. As chair- 
man of the committee J am unwilling to perform 
this duty, because I know quite well in advance 
what will be the consequences. I know that Ij 
will not be sustained in my duty; and so far ad 
the committee is concerned it will avail nothing to 
protect the Treasury and the public. 

Mr. HAMLIN.” I concur in many of the sug- | 
gestions which have fallen from the chairman of | 
the Committee on Printing; yet as to the propriety 
of adopting the resolution which the House has į 
sent to us, I do not agree at all with him. Iam 
inclined to think, while we print extraordinary 
numbers of the President’s message, and the Pat- 
ent Office reports, and various other reports from 
different Departments of the Government, contain- 
ing valuable and useful information to the country, 
that it is desirable to preserve them, and put them 
in a state of preservation for distribution through- 
out the country. It is very true, I believe, that in 
but few if any instances where contracts have been 
made by Congress, have the contractors been made 
to comply strictly with their contracts. Indeed, 
I know of none that have been literally complied 
with. I think, however, if Senators will take the 
trouble to examine the matter, they will find that | 
these binders have better complied with their con- | 
tract than almost any other contractors with Con- | 
gress. [know ofno contractors who have fulfilled 
their contracts so faithfully as these binders have | 


some extenuating circumstaiices in relation:to this 
matter, to the benefit of which these contractors’ 
are entitled. The Jarge editions of documents’ 
which are published go to the binders in a state 
which precludes and absolutely prevents the bind- 
ing of the documents in that manner in which they: 
would be bound if the sheets were dry angin a 
different state of preparation when they go-to be 
bound. If a document is bound while the’ sheets 
| are yet moist, it will after binding shrink, and it can- 
| not be so well bound as it can be if it be allowed to 
lie till the sheetsare dry. Hence the distinction be- 
tween this and ordinary binding. But if Senators 
will look at the documents which have been bound, 
and particularly that mass to which allusion has 
been made, I think they will be found to be ofa good 
quality. Itshould be borne in mind that the sum 
which we pay for the binding of all these docu- 
ments is but twelve and a half cents per volume. 
It is a matter in which, individually, I feel no ‘par- 
ticular interest; but still Iam decidedly of opinion; 
that while we publish large editions of the various 
works to which I have alluded, it is desirable that 
we should put them into a statein which they may 
be preserved, and for that reason I shall vote for 
the resolution. 

Mr. MANGUM. I move that the further con- ` 
sideration of the resolution be postponed until 
Monday next. It is interfering with and cutting 
off the morning business. - 

Mr. BORLAND. I have no objection to the 
postponement of it. I would be giad to have it 
postponed indefinitely. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let it go over until Monday. 

Mr. BORLAND. I hope that will not be done, 
for I shall not be here on Monday next, and. I 
should like to be present when the resolution is 
again considered. 

Mr: MANGUM. Well, then, say Monday 
week. l £ 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes; Monday week: That 
will do. ` A 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Maneum to postpone the further consideration 
of the joint resolution until Monday week; and it 
was decided in the affirmative. 


MONARCHICAL versus CONSTITUTIONAL 
GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to take up the reso- 
lutions which | had the honor of inicoducing the 
other day, with the view of moving that they be 
printed. I refer to the resolutions of inquiry ad- 
dressed to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
in reference to our foreign policy. -L make this 
motion, because I discover that there is some mis- 
apprehension existing, not only in the minds ‘of 
Senators, but also in the public mind, in reference 
to what these resolutions are. In one of the pa- 
pers published in this city, the Union—towards 
which I entertain the most cordial feeling, as well 
as towards the publishers of that paper, and I am 
very confident that they do not feel otherwise to- 
wards myself—lI find this statement: 

“Mr. Walker introduced a resolution declaring it the-true 
policy of the United States to ‘intervene against interven- 
tion’ in the cause of Iungary.”” : 

I have also been inquired of by Senators, and 
indeed by several others, whether my resolutions 
were absolute, and declaratory of the policy of the 
United States, or whether they were merely reso- 
lutions of inquiry. The resolutions themselves 
having relation toa very important subject, and 
finding this misapprehension prevailing regarding 
them, I desire that they may be printed, in order 
that there may no longer be any misapprehension 
about them, and that their phraseology may besub- 
mitted to the most careful examination and scrutiny, 

The motion to take up the resolutions was agreed 
to, and they were then ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. f 


BOUNTY LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT. There is a joint rẹgolu- 
tion upon the table in relation to the act grantin 
bounty lands to soldiers who have been engage 
in the service of the United States. It will now 


done. And, sir, let me say further, that there are | 


be read a second time. 


130 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


- Dec. 22, 


The resolution was accordingly read. 

Mr. BORLAND. Is the resolution open to 
amendment? í 

The PRESIDENT. Itis open to amendment, 
unless: it be referred. ri 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This-whole subject is 
now under the consideration of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. I have been instructed, to 
hold a conference with the Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Lands, and expect to report on Monday or 
Tuesday next. . 1 think, therefore, it would be bet- 
ter to let this resolution lie over until the commit- 
tee who have this bil under consideration make 
their report; and when it is made it will most prob- 
ably be matured in such a way as to make the 
whole matter satisfactory. . 1 therefore think it ad- 
visable to postpone the subject for the present. 

Mr. BORLAND. I quite agree with the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky; but I have an amendment 
which T wish to propose to the bill when it comes 
up for consideration, and which I wish to be re- 

_ ferred to the committee with the other papers. 

'The amendment was read, as follows: 

Be it further resolved, That in all cases where the militia, 
or voluuteers, or State troops, were called out under the 
requisition of the Secretary of War, or of any officer of the 
United States Army duly authorized, and whose services 
have been recognized and paid by the United States, shall 
he considered as having been in the service of the United 
States, and shall be entitled to the benefit of the act of 
which these resolittions are explanatory. g 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to say a single:word 
in reply to the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Unperwo0op,] and that is, that this bill passed the 
Committee on Public Lands in both branches of 
Congress last session, but by some means or other 
it failed between thetwo Elouses. -I believe it has 
also passed the Committee on Public Lands this 
session. 

The PRES 
leave. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Well, itis the same bill which 
assed the committees of both ELouses last session, 
ut failed by some means which I cannot explain. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to state to my 
friend from [ilinois that the Committee on Public 
Lands have an amendment under consideration, 
which it is of some consequence to be matured, and 
which will probably be done next week. That 
amendment is to make the locations which have 
taken place on land warrants assignable as well as 
the warrants themselves. There are, also, some 
other amendments in contemplation; and I have 
some information, derived from the Commissioner 
of Public Lands, which I propose laying before | 
the Committee. Now, although this resolution in 
substance passed during the last session of Con- 
gress, it did not make provision on this new sub- 
ject I have mentioned, and therefore I think it 
would be better to refer this resolution to the Com- |! 
mittee on Public Lands, that have the subject 
under consideration, and let that committee review 
the whole subject and report early upon it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Certainly I have no objec- 
tion, 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Kentutky make that motion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD.: With the consent of |) 
the Senator from Ilinois I will move its reference 
to the Cominittee on Public Lands. 

_ The guestion being taken on the motion to refer, 
it was agreed to. 


IDENT. No, it was introduced on 


j 


| ily. 


| a definitive settlement of the questions growing out | 


; for which see Appendix, 


| day was so far advanced he should prefer to take 


| the doors were reopened, and, 


THE. LIBERATION OF ABD EL KADER. 
The joint resolution requesting the President of 
the United States to interpose the friendly offices 
of this Government with the President of the Re- 
public of France™in behalf of the liberation of 
Abd el Kader, came up in its order, was read the 

second time,and was then passed over. ` 


PRINTING OF THE JOURNAL, &C. 
_ The resolution providing for the printing of ad- 
ditional copies of the Journal and public documents, 
was read a third time and passed. 


CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [havea matter to bring 
before the Senate for which I have a precedent in 
the casee of Mrs. Worth. Mrs. Alexander, of 
Kentucky, is the only. daughter of George Madi- | 
son, late Governor of Kentucky. She represents 
that her father, being captured and taken prisoner 
and being carried to Quebec, never received com- 
pensation, and no provision was made for his fam- 
I move that the papers be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mitte on Pensions, so that this lady may be put 
upon the same footing as other ladies, being the 
representative of a distinguished man, who, it is 
said, lost his life by disease contracted in the ser, 
vice of his country. 


i 


in this case? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe that a favor- 
able report has been made, but I am not quite 
certain. . 

Leave was given to withdraw the papers, and 
they were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 

The Senate then resumed the considerafton of | 


t 
t 
i 
i} 
| 


by Mr. Foorg, declaring the compromise measures į 


of the subject of slavery. | 

A debate ensued, to which Mr. Ruerr and Mr. | 
Foorr were the parties, which occupied the Senate | 
until near the usual hour of adjournment. And 


Mr. HOUSTON then rose and said, that as the 
an earlier portion of the day on Monday, if it met | 
with the approval of the Senate. 

The suggestion was assented to, and on motion 
the Senate proceeded to the consideration of Ex- 


ecutive business; and after some time spent therein 


i 
' 
| 
i 


The Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
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Thie Si a Cee eens | asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the 


H 
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Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the proceedings | 
and a memorial of the Railroad Convention of the : 


granting the right of way and making a grant o 


railroad from Dubuque to Keokucls,and from Dav- į 
enport to the Missouri river, at or near Council | 
Bluffs, in Ilowa; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. | 

Also, the memorial of Mary Robb, widow of ; 
Hugh Robb, a soldier in the last war with Great | 
Britain, praying to be allowed a pension; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. | 


Mr. BORLAND. 
ment þe printed. 
The motion to print the amendment was agreed | 


I now move that my amend- 


t 


praying that a pension may be granted to David | 


‘Mr. WALKER, Thereis an amendment which 
I wish to offer. It is a proviso to the first resolu- 
tion; and as the amendment offered by the Senator : 
from Arkansas has been ordered to be printed, I || 
move that my amendment be printed also. 

The amendment is as follows: 


Provided, That not more than two land warrants, of one 
hundred and sixty acres each, or their equivalent in war- 
rants of less denominations, shall be located by orin the name 
of the same individual upon any of the public lands. 


The motion to print the amendment was agreed 
to. 


i 
H 
{ 
i 
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THE EXILED IRISH PATRIOTS. | 

The joint resolution expressive of the sympathy 

of Congress for the exiled Irish patriots, Smith 

O’Brien, Thomas F. Meagher, and their asso- 

ciates, came up in its order, and was read the sec- 
ọnd time, and thes passed over, 


i 
| 
i 
| 
| 


| 
| 
i 


: which, with his petition on the files of the Senate, | 


sistant surveyor of public lands; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted additional documents | 
in relation to the petition of Nathan W eston, jr.; 
were referred to the Committee on Military Af- | 
fairs. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the petition of Thomas 
Mullett, praying compensation for his services as | 
a deputy surveyor of public lands in Lotiisiana; į 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. | 

Also, the petition of W. C. Templeton, propos- | 
ing to establish a line of mail steamers from New | 
Orleans, via Tampico, to Vera Cruz, and praying 
that the Postmaster General may be directed to 
enter into contract with him for the transportation 
of the mail between those places; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, ` 


1 
i 


i 
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| 
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Monpay, December 22, 1851. fi 


Also, the petition of S. Hempstead and others, H 


L. Davis, in consideration of an injury received |i 
while m the service of the United States as an as- |} 


land to that State, in aid of the construction of a i 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 


. Ordered, That the petition of tue heirs of John Ireland, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


STEAMSHIP PROMETHEUS. 
On motion by Mr. CASS, it was 


_ Ordered, That the message of the President of the United 
States, communicating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, information in relation to the firing into and 
seizure of the American steamship Prometheus, by a British 
vessel ofavar, transmitted to the Senate the 17th instant, b 

referred 10 the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


MESSRS. FOSTER AND WHITNEY’S REPORT. 
On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 


Ordered, That of the additional number of copies of the 
report of Messrs. Foster and Whitney, ordered to he printed 
by the resolution of the Senate of the 19th instant, five 
hundred be furnished to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. 


CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 
Mr. HUNTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 


and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be authorized 
to ensploy a elerk during the present session, who shall re- 
ceive the usual compensation. 


+ 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. SEWARD, according to previous notice, 


relief of Thomas H. Leggett; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, by unanimous 
consent, asked and obtained leave to bring in a 
joint resolution for the relief of Alexander P, Field, 
late Secretary of Wisconsin Territory, and sureties; 


: i : : iel ` rst and second time by its ti 
the special order, being the resolution submitted || which was read a first and secon y tle, 


and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MANGUM, according to previous notice, 
asked and obtained Ieave-to bring in a bill for the 
relief of John R. Bryan, administrator of Isaac 
Garretson, deceased, late a purser in the United 
States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time by unanimous consent, and, with the papers 
on the files of the Senate, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. | 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill to authorize 
the State of Illinois to select the residue of the 
lands to which she is entitled under the act of 2d 
March, 1827, granting land to aid that State in 
opening a canal to connect the waters of the Ii- 
nois river with those of Lake Michigan, reported 


; it without amendment. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred a bill grant- 
ing the right of way and making a grant of land 


| to the State of Iowa, in aid of the construction of 


State of Lowa, in favor of the enactment of a law | arailroad in said State, reported it with an amend- 


ment, 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Elizabeth Arnold, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for her relief. 
_ The bill was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing. 
Ordered, That the report be printed. 
RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. MILLER. Pursuant to a notice which I 
gave on Saturday last, I ask leave to introduce a 
bill making appropriation for improvements in 
certain rivers and harbors. 

In presenting this bil] to the Senate, I desire 
merely'to say, that it is the same bill as that which 
passed the House at the last session of Congress, 
but which was defeated in this body on the last 
night of the session, for want of time to bririg it 
to a final vote. 

It has been the habit of both branches of Con- 
gress to delay action upon measures of this kind 
until towards the close of the session, when it is 
impossible to give to them that attention which 
their importance demands. 

My object in introducing this important measure 
to the attention of the Senate at so early a day, is 
to give ample time for its consideration, and there- 
by save it from the catastrophe which defeated it 
at the last session. I hope that the subject may 
receive the early attention of the Committee on 
Commerce, to which I move its reference. ` 

Leave being granted to introduce the bill, it was 
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read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. ae 


FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE. I move to take up a resoluticn 
which was laid upon the table some days ago, | 
calling upon the Secretary of the Navy for some 
information in regard to the practice of flogging 
in the Navy.. È : , 

The motion to take up the resolution was agreed | 
to. 

Mr. HALE. Inow move to amend the reso- 
lution, by striking outall afterthe word “resolved,”’ 
and inserting what I now send to the Chair. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to | 
inform the Senate whether any charges were preferred | 
by any officer of the United States frigate Cumberland | 
against William K. Latimer, while commanding said frigate | 
on her recent cruise, for illegal punishment and disohedi- 

sence of orders. and also, whether any court of inquiry was 
holden on the conduct of said Latimer, and if so, what was | 
the finding or recommendation of said court of inquiry ; 
and if any such charges have been made against said Lati- 
mer, or if any such court of inquiry has been holden, that 
be furnish the same to the Senate; and that he also inform 
the Senate what proceeding the Secretary of the Navy has 
taken in the premises, both as regards said Latimer and the 
officer who preferred said charges, 


Mr. DAWSON. I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, whether it would not 
be better to alter his amendment so as to call upon | 
the President for this information. I believe it is | 
not usual to call upon the Heads of Departments 
directly for any information, but through the me- 
dium of the President. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the words ‘ Secretary 
of the Navy” and inserting the words the ‘* Presi- 
dent of the United States.’ I believe this is the 
usual course. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not positively certain what 
the practice is; but 1 understand that it is both 


waya, f 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Georgia propose to amend in the way he has sug- 
gested ? 

Mr. DAWSON. I have no particular wish to 
interfere with the amendment of the Senator from ! 
New Hampshire. My only object was to observe 
a conformity to what I believed to be the usual 
custom, f 

The PRESIDENT. Sometimes calls for in- 
formation are made upon the Heads of Depart- i 
ments, and at others upon the President. I be- 
lieve there is no fixed custom upon the subject. | 

Mr. DAWSON. Well, it is immaterial, and I | 
will withdraw my amendment. 

The question was then taken on the amendment | 
offered by Mr. Hate, and it was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of, 
the resolution as amended, and it was decided i 
the affirmative. 


CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution of the 
Senator from Maryland will now be taken up for 
consideration. 

The resolution provides, that from and after the 
firstof January next, Fridays of each week shall 
be set apart for the consideration of private claims, 
and that on these days private bills shall have 
priority over all other business. 

Mr. DAVIS, (in his seat.) I hope that resolu- 
tion will not pass. 

Mr. PRATT. I did not suppose that this res- | 
olution would have met with opposition on the 
part of any member of this body; but I understood 
the Senator from Massachusetts to say, in an 
under tone of voice, that he hoped this resolution 
would not pass. I was a member of the Commit- 
tee of Claims during the last session of Congress, 
and I have the honor of being upon the same 
committee now. During the last session there 
were more than a hundred claims favorably re- 
ported upon by the committee, and yet not one of 
them was acted upon by the Senate.. During the 
same session, there were more than one hundred | 
claims which were reported upon unfavorably, and | 
all of these latter mentioned reports were immedi- į 
ately sanctioned by the Senate. Anterior to the | 
last Congress I believe that two days in each week | 
were assigned for the consideration of private | 
claims. 


fi 
| 
H 
i 
1 
| 


T have been instructed by the committee | 
to ask the Senate to pass this resolution. I hope || 
it will be adopted; for one thing is certain, and | 


of this body, unless-their.action is to receive some 
attention on the part of the Senate. Let me ask 
why this committee is to be engaged session after 
session in investigating private claims, if gentlemen 
are to.express the hope (no doubt expecting that by 
the mere expression of the hope it will be realized) 
that such a resolution as that will not pass? 

Mr. President, unless the Senate agree to fix 
some particular day in each week for the consid- 
eration of these claims, they will not beconsidered 
atall. The experience of the whole of the last 
Congress shows this to be true. It is clear that 
you are doing injustice to this committee of the 
Senate by imposing upon them this labor without 
considering what they havedone. Mr. President, 
I repeat that I am instructed by this committee to 
ask for the passage of this resolution by the Senate; 
and it may be as weil to say, that if the Senate 
will not consent tg give some little attention to 
what we do, we de not intend to do anything more 
but to ask the Senate to abolish the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS. Itis very true, Mr. President, 
that I did express a hope that this resolution 
would not pass, and I did so because I believe that 
by adopting it, we are not going either to save 
the time of the Senate or to facilitate the dispatch 
of business. I do not know how it should hap- 
“pen in the course of a session of three months, 
when every bill goes upon the calendar, private as 
well as public, that we should not reach these pri- 
yate bills. But then I take it as the result of an- 
other disorderly practice which we have adopted 
here—and I trust the Senate will excuse the use of 
that word, for I do not use it disrespectfully—I 
refer to the system of making special assignments 
of business from day to day, and from time to 
time, and from hour to hour. Now, to say the 
least, I think that this is an erroneous practice; 
that it creates-confusion; that it does not hasten 
the progress of business at all; while, on the con- 
trary, I believe that if we would permit the busi- 
ness to go on in the order in which it stands on 
the calendar, we should accomplish much more 
than we do, and do it more to our satisfaction. I 
have no objection to the assignment of a day or 
days for the consideration of these private claims, 
if the honorable Senator and his committee desire 
it; but instead of selecting certain days of the 
week for that purpose, I would select those sca- 


press upon us; and in such seasons and times I 
would assign certain days for taking up these bills 
and for the action of the Senate upon them. 
There is another reason why I would prefer this 
course—a reason in the force of which { think all 
gentlemen here of any experience will agree—and 


that is, that if you assign Fridays and Saturdays 
, y. g y y 


to private bills, you will seldom have a quorum in 
this body. Gentlemen will abandon the Senate. 
That is the experience of the past, and if you adopt 
this rule again you will very often find yourselves 
in that condition. Those gentleman only who 
happen to feel an interest in private claims, will 
come here just for the purpose of having those 
claims in which they are particularly interested 
brought to an issue. Other gentlemen will say, 
‘I have no particular interest in this. business; I 
can employ my time in a manner which will be 
much more agreeable to me, and I will leave the 
Senate.” 

If any change is to be made in the mode of doing 
business, I believe it would be better to take the 
business as it stands upon thecalendar, and lessen 
the numberand frequency of special appointments 
—the assignment of particular days for particular 
things if you please, and take them in the order 
in which they stand on the docket. [by no means 
wish to throw any obstruction in the way of pri- 
vate bills, but desire that they may go through the 
Senate in the ordinary way. If I differ with the 
gentleman, it is merely as to which is the best way 
of doing this business, he appearing to suppose 
that we can accomplish it best by the adoption of 
ane mode, while I think we can do it best by the 
adoption of another. . 

Mr. PRATT. Ido not know that I precisely 
comprehend the argument of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts; but if I do understand it, it is 
this: That the claims of the citizens of this coun- 
try against the Government for money due them 
do not ceme under his category of ‘ public busi- 
ness;” that it is not a kind of business which de- 


that is, that that committee design to ask the Sen- 
ate to abolish it as one of the standing committees į 


mands the action of ig “es i 
Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator will allow me, I 


sons and times when the public business does not | 


beg to say that I did not make any such assertion 
jas that. “Not atall. I merely wished: that’a dis- > 
crimination should be made here between a certain 
class of bills known as private bills, and a certain 
other class called public bills. That was al-I in- 
tended. : y 

_ Mr. PRATT.. The Senator from Massachu-, 
setts does not make in terms, the assertion-or the 
argument which I attributed. to him; but in reality: 
he does so. What is it that he asks? He says. - 
that he has no objection that some days:should be.’ 
i fixed for the consideration of private. claims, but 
he wants such days fixed as will not interfere with 
public business. Although, therefore, in so. man’ 
words the Senator does not assert what: I stated; 
yet in substance he certainly did so. All these 
claims are to be superseded if there be anything 
for the consideration of the Senate which is called 
tt public business.” I apprehend that there is not 
a single claim which has been passed upon by that 
committee which was not investigated most rigidly 
and patiently; and I am satisfied that none of them 
were favorably reported upon which ought not at 
once to have passed. On the contrary, I know, 
both as a member of this body andas: a member 
of that committee, that not one of these claims has. 
been passed upon by the Senate. Where the Gov 
ernment is indebted to citizens it is the duty of 
Congress, which I believe the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will not in the abstract deny, to pay 
those citizens, rather than to attend to resolutions 
j and discussions which the gentleman may consider 
as public business, especially such business as we 
| have been engaged in since the commencement of 
this session. I hold that we should have been 
| much more profitably engaged if, instead of dis- 
| cussing the abstract propositions which have thus 
| far engaged our attention, we had been engaged in 
j doing justice to citizens who have claims against 
| the Government—if we had been engaged in pay- 
ing our honest debts. Yes, sir, this would lave 
i been much better than devoting our attention to 
people who have no particular claim upon us. 

I hope, then, that this resolution will be passed. 
It is due to those claimants that it should be passed, 
and to refuse to pass it is to do injustice. There 
are claims here which have been standing for the 
last ten years, which have been favorably reported 
i| upon, and which certainly ought to be passed. 
That the Government owes the money there can 
be no doubt. That money has never been paid; 
| and I hold it to be the duty of this body to fix 
l some day for that purpose. Ta this end I have 

offered TAN resolution, so as to see whether we can 
j| prevail upon Senators to pay the just claims of 
|| their fellow-citizens upon the Government, and to 
i attend to the reports of their committee. 

Mr. MANGUM. After a long course of obser- 
vation | am satisfied that any departure from’ the 
| ancient rules of the Senate in this respect will tend 

to obstruct rather than to facilitate the course of 
business. If this body will do what it did ‘some 
years ago—pertinaciously adhere to the calendar, 
we shall get through the whole business satisfacto- 
| rily and accurately. But, sir, there is a struggle 
here towards the close of the session, and very often 
at the early part of it, to get precedence to take up 
particular claims in which individual Senators feel 
| an interest, to the prejudice of all others. If the 
i Senate will adhere to the ancient rule, and suffer 
i nothing to be taken up out of its order, unless it 
| be in a case of great emergency, we shall accom- 
| plish all in due season. J am opposed to the 
: passage of this resolution. -I have seen this thing 
‘ attempted at least twenty times, with very indif- 
| ferent effect as to the progress of business, besides 
! the risk of injustice sometimes being done to the 
i Treasury by the minority. On the other hand, if 
| everything comes up in its due order, everything 
| will be done satisfactorily to the country and to 
i this body. I hope, therefore, that this resolution 
will not pass. I am perfectly satisfied that all the 
business of the Senate can be done, and well done, 
| if the Senate will adhere to its ancient rule and 
| take up all business in its order. Under sucha 
| rule, public and private business shares an equal 
| 
L 


| fate. 
Mr. ATCHISON. I concur with the Senator 
i from North Carolina in one point of view. If we . 
; do adhere to the calendar all these difficulties will 
! be obviated. But the Senator knows as well as 
| any gentleman here that we do not do it—that the 
i Senate never has done it—— ; 
| Mr. MANGUM, (in his seat.) Yesit bas. 
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Mr. ‘ATCHISON. And they never will do it. 

Mr. MANGUM. Ob, yes they wilh ~~ 

Mr. ATCHISON. There were three abstract 
resolutions introduced at an early period of this 
session, out of which no earthly good can possi- 
bly grow. These resolutions have been discussed 
day after day, and that, too, against the ancient 
usages of the Senate, on Fridays and Saturdays, 
and, sir, from one o’clock till four o’clock on each 
day. There is the Kossuth resolution, and the 
Compromise resolution, and the O’Brien resolu- 
tion yet to come up—— 

Mr. DAWSON.. And the Abd el Kader reso- 
lation. 

Mr. ATCHISON. All abstract resolutions, 
that have had precedence of all other matters; and 
they are made the special orders of the day, from 
day to day, until the final voteis taken upon them, 
for they are sometimes taken up even in the morn- 
ing hour, and the discussion of these questions 
rans through the whole day. 

Now, sir, let me mention another matter. Here 
wé have been sitting on Fridays and Saturdays, at 
this early period of the session, for the discussion 
of these abstract resolutions. This custom of 
sitting on these two last days of the week is never 
adopted at the commencement of a session, but 
usually towards the close of it, and such has been 
the practice ever since I was a member of this 
body. Thus far, Fridays and Saturdays have been 
employed in debating these questions, and 

Mr. PRATT, (in his seat.) And all those 
claims which have been favorably reported upon 
remain untouched. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Just so; not one of them 
acted upon; not a singleclaim from any committee 
disposed of. Now let us pass this resolution and 
fix these days, and these claims will soon be dis- 
posed of. ‘They will be settled in one way or j 
another, and the calendar and the committee room 
will not be burdened with them. Sir, I know of | 
matters which have occupied the attention of some | 
of the committees for four or five mouths, which || 
have been reported by these committees, and yet i 
to which the Senate has never bestowed even five ;; 
minutes’ consideration. Witha resolution similar || 
to the one oflered by the Senator from Maryluud | 
this could never be the case. i 

Mr. HUNTER. I concur in what has been | 
said by the Senators from Massachusetts and || 
‘North Carolina in relation to this rule. I believe |! 

that the claimants would be worse off after the 
adoption of this rule than they are now. Ihave || 
witnessed the operation of a similar rule in the 
House of Representatives, and the cffect will be | 
that whenever we have a matter of public im- |! 
portance to discuss, we shall set aside the rule, i 
and set aside private bills on the days appropri- 
ated to them, and we shall go on with the busi- 
ness just as we do now. The eflect will be that || 
they will lose the day set aside for them,and they 
will never be taken up on any other day. On the 
other hand, if we adhere to the calendar, we shall | 
reach these bills in their order, and settle questions 
appertaining to them quicker and better than can |i 
be done by an alteration of the rule. 

There is much in another point which was 
urged by the Senatorfrom Massachusetts, namely, || 
that if we set aside these days for these claims, 
we shall hardly ever have a quorum. Not only |; 
that, but it is the custom of the Senate to adjown i! 
on these days during the first months of the ses- 
sion. Private bills will therefore lose that atten- : 
tion which they might otherwise get during the 
early portion of the session. For these reasons, 
l am of opinion that private claimants will be 
much worse off by the adoption of this rule than 
by adhering to the course we now pursue. 

My. HAMLIN, I shall vote in favor of this | 
resolution, for two or three reasons, which I will j 
state to the Senate. Ido not concur in what ap- | 
de to be the recollection of the Senator from 

irginia in regard to the operation of this rule in | 
the other House. Without that rule I am quite | 
satisfied that no private claimant would have got | 
a hearing at all; and the only hearing which they | 
had there was in virtue of that rule. If we could i 
adopt the course suggested by the Senators from | 
Massachusetts and North Carolina, I would most 
cheerfully coöperate with them.. But the practice 
of the Senate shows that we cannot adhere to our 
own rules. Sir, what is on your table at this 
present moment? Four special orders—one of 
which, as has been well remarked by the Senator 


i 


i 


| in that order. 


from Missouri, [Mr. “Arcuison,] is not only use- 
Jess, but worse. than. useless—which have over- 


ridden the rules of the Senate. There is a prac- 
tical commentary on adhering to the rules as sug- 
gested by the Senators from Massachusetts and 
North Carolina. = 

Again, sir; there is another reason, which I think 
will commend itself to the sense of the Senate. 
There were a few private claims which received 
the favorable action of the Senate last session. But 
how was it accomplished? By a struggle on this 
floor, and an attempt to obtain action wpon any 

articular bill, to the exclusion of other business 
in which other Senators might feel an interest; and 
hence there was produced a collision between Sen- 
ators, and a struggle for the floor, to take out of 
the ordinary course of business the few bills which 
did get through. Besides that, I have not forgot- 
ten, and Senators will not perhaps forget, that I 
stood in my place here till I was almost exhausted, 
attempting to keep the order of the calendar. And 
what was the result? Simply that a little band of 
us round here were disposed to adhere to the bus- 
iness as it stood upon the calendar, and take it up 
“Special orders” on ‘‘ special or- 
ders,’’ were piled upon your table, and the ordi- 
nary course of business was not pursued, and the 
Senate refused, time after time, to take up the bus- 
iness on the calendar. Now, what has been the 
practice for the last five or six years, we may an- 
ticipate will be the continued action of the Senate, 
when we look at the fact that you have now at this 
early period of the session four special orders on 
your table, not one of which is a private claim. 
Sir, I think we should adopt this rule. There is 
an obligation on the part of the Senate, to examine 
and pass upon these claims; and entertaining that 
opinion, Į indorse every word which has fallen from 
the Senator from Maryland. There is an obliga- 


| tion upon us, that the Governmentshould discharge 
its indebtedness, because in many instances, this | 


delay works the most cruel injustice. True it is, 
that some of these claims are what may be said to 
be entirely of a disputed character; but whatever 
they may be, let us at least vote upon them after 
the committees have made their examinations and 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. MANGUM. Ervery gentleman, with only 
one exception, who has spoken upon this subject, 
admits the soundness and propriety of the rule of 


proceeding according to the calendar; and all the | 


arguments which have been offered in favor of this 
resolution, proceed upon the presumption that the 
Senate will fail to do its duty. Now, I will not 
be so discourteous to the Senateas to act upon any 
such assumption. -I hope, sir, that while the 
Senate is wall convinced of the propriety of taking 
up the calendar in its order, they will adopt an 


! additional rule, that no business shall be taken up 


out of its course, without a vote of two thirds of 
this body. 

A Senaror. No, no. 

Mr. MANGUM. A majority regulates the 
business, and that is as it should be; and if a rule 
requiring a two-thirds vote should be adopted, the 


| business would go on smoothly and properly; and, 


in any case of emergency, that number could be 
obtained to set aside the rule for the time being. 
Sir, I am perfectly satisfied, from long observa- 
tion of the course of business here, that if private 
claimants are to have their business pass through 


| this body with any certainty, it can only be done 


by adhering to the rules of the Senate. ` If that is | 
done, all will be accomplished in due season. I 
admit that I have witnessed what I would hardly 
regard as strict decorum in this body, when gen- 
tlemen were pressing claims; but, if a majority 


i} will turn their faces against this thing, and remain 


steady and firm, there will be no difficulty at all. 
I repeat, sir, that all the arguments which have 
been urged in favor of the adoption of this resolu- 
tion, have been based on the assumption that this 
body is not to be trusted in the true and proper 
discharge of its duty; and I think that Senators, 
by their votes, will hardly give countenance to 
such an assumption. 

Mr. DOWNS. 1 feel it my duty, as a member 
of two committees engaged in the business of the 
Senate—the Judiciary Committee and the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims—to express my 
entire concurrence in what has been said by the | 
Senator from Maryland; and unless this resolu- 
tion is adopted I shall consider it as amountitig 
almost to a determination of the Senate not to dig- 


pose of these claims.. Wie had formerly a rule of 
this kind, though it was sometimes dispensed with 
on particular occasions; but I recolleét that when 
this rule was in force we disposed of much more’ 
business of this kind than we have done without 
it. The Senator from North Carolina seems to 
admit that with the present system some additional 
rules are necessary; that we should take up bills- 
according to their order upon thecalendar. We 
were told over and over again last session that 
this was the proper course, and we tried to pursue 
it, but were defeated Mm all our attempts.. On 
many oceasions the Senate refused to take up 
i bills, on the ground that it was proper that they 
should come up in their regular order; and you, 
Mr. President, can bear witness that we did not 
for a single day adhere to that rule. And, sir, if 
we adopt it again we will not adhere to it now. I 
feel satisfied that we will not. There are many 
inconveniences which would be experienced with ‘ 
such a rule. It would be inconvenient that we 
‘should so cramp ourselves by rule or practice as 
|| to take nothing up which might not happen to be 
in the regular order of the calendar. Sir, emer- 
gencies might arise when it would be necessary to 
travel out of the usual order-—emergencies which 
are common to all legislative bodies. We may 
have indulged in this practice of taking’ up bills 
out of their order too much; we may have car- 
ried it too far; but we have pursued it so long 
that I do not think that we shall depart from 
it now; and therefore, Mr. President, I hope that 
this rule will be adopted. Let us try it for a while 
at any rate. Matters in respect to these private 
claims cannot be worse, with this rule, than the 
were last session, for we then got nothing; and 1f 
' we can do nothing with this rule, let us try some 
| other. I am unwilling to admit that the Senate 
i has got into such a habit that Senators will not 
attend to the duties for which they are sent here. 
It is especially incumbent upon the Senate to pro- 
ceed in this matter now, especially since we alk 
know that the last session of Congress passed off 
without anything being done in this large and im- 
i| portant part of the business of Congress. The 
‘i course we have pursued in regard to these claims 
| has furnished more real cause of complaint than 
| perhaps any other. We cannot force the Gov- 
| ernment to do anything, but we may at least be 
permitted to ask for justice. I hope, sir, that this 
resolution will pass. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair may be per- 
mitted to state, in consequénce of a remark made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, in which he 
alluded to what he considered a ‘disorderly ”’ prac- 
tice, that the practice of making special orders could 
i not be considered disorderly, inasmuch as it was 
the wish and decision of the Senate. Theremark, 
toog would seem to convey the idea that the Chair 
nat indulged Senators in *¢ disorderly practices. ”’ 
! The practice of making special orders may be a 
very inconvenient one, but it cannot sustain the 
designation which has been given to it. The 
Chair feels called upon to make this statement. 
| The practice being the action of the Senate itself, 
jit cannot with propriety be designated as disor- 
derly. ` 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution, and there were for the motion 21; 
against it 19. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


PRINTING THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 


| Mr. BRIGHT. There is upon the table a spe- 
cial order for this morning of which I hope the 
Senate will dispose. I allude to the resolution in 
| relation to the printing the returns of the Seventh 
| Census. 

The PRESIDENT. Another special order has 
the priority, upon which the Senator from Texas 
has the floor. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the resolution to which 
i I refer may be acted upon, with the consent of the 
| Senator from Texas. I believe it will occupy but 
a brief period, after which the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam disposed to yield for 
twenty minutes, if the resolution can be disposed 
of in ihat time. 

Mr. SMITH. 
up that resolution. 
an amendment to it. 

‘Several Sevarors. Offer it now, 

Mr. SMITH. I have not yet prepared it. I 
knew there was another special order before that 


I hope the Senate will not take 
Ishall have occasion to move 
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resolution, and therefore I did not come prepared | 
to offer my amendment, I repeat the expression 
of my wish that the Senate will not agree to the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana." It will occupy 
considerable time in its consideration when’ it shall 
come up. ‘ 

Mr. BRIGHT. If it will lead. to discussion I 
am bound not to press it, but I give notice that I 
shall to-morrow, and each succeeding day-there- 
after, press it upon the attention of the Senate until 
it is disposed of, and I hope the Senator from Con- 
necticut will come prepared with hisamendment. 

The motion was then withdrawn. 

THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
special order, being the resolution submitted by 
Mr. Foorg, as amended on the motion of Mr. 
Baperr, declaring the compromise measures a | 
definitive settlement of the questions growing out | 
of the subject. of slavery. i 

The resolution is as follows: | 

i 
t 


A Resolution declaring the Measures of Adjustment to be a | 
definitive settlement of the questions growing out of do 
mestic slavery. 

Be it enacted, That the series of measures embraced in | 
the acts entitled “ An act proposing to the State of Texas | 
the establishment ef her nerthern and western boundaries, | 
the relinquishment, by the said State, of all territory claimed | 
by her exterior to said boundaries, and of all her claims | 
upon the United States, and to establish a territorial govern- 
ment for New Mexico,” approved September 9, 18505 “An | 
act for the admission of the State of California into the 
Union,” approved September 9, 1850; “ An act to estab- 
lish a territorial government for Utah,?? approved Septem- 
ber 9, 1850; “ An actto amend and supplementary to an act 
entitled é An act respecting fugitives from justice, and per- 
sons escaping from the service of their masters,’ approved 
February 12, 1793,” approved September 18, 18503 and : 
46 An act to suppress the slave trade in the District af Col- í 
umbia,”? approved September 20, 1850, commonly known | 
as the “Compromise Acts,” are, in the judgment of this | 
body, asettlementin principle and substance—a final settle- | 
ment of the dangerous and exciting subjects which they | 
embrace, and ought to be adhered to by Congress until time 
and experience shall demonstrate the necessity of further | 
legislation to guard against evasion or abuse. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, for several i 
days past I have hoped this resolution could be | 
disposed of. I have evinced but little anxiety to | 
participate in this debate, though I have thought | 
much in relation to the disposition which is to be 
made of the resolution which is now before us. L; 
must confess that it was a matter of astonishment | 
when I first met with it in this body. [had ex- 
pected nothing of the kind. The general aspect | 
of affairs throughout the country seemed to be of | 
the most favorable character towards the harmo- |; 
nious adjustment of the difficulties which have | 
excited the community, and I had hoped that they | 
would have been permitted to have taken their ; 
natural course, and that the good sense of the 
American people would have regulated these mat- | 
ters, without the interposition of any deliberative | 
or legislative body. The contrary, however, has ; 
been the case, and it devolves upon me as a mem- 
ber, not only of this body, but of the Democratic 
party, to declare my objections to it. 

I may say that I occupy no equivocal position 
in relation to the matter of the compromise, for I 
believe the records of the Senate will prove that I 
am the only Senator now upon this floor that voted 
for every measure of the compromise, An hon- | 
orable Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srur- 
GEON] also voted for all the provisions of the com- 
«promise, but he is no longer a member of this | 
body: This being my position, I feel at liberty to | 

acquit myself of all embarrassment, and to pro- | 

ceed to the investigation of this subject, I hope, | 
without incurring the suspicion of any design to ; 
conceal or smooth over any portion of my conduct. | 

I desire, sir, to have no broader platforms than || 

those now existing and maintained by thetwo par- |} 

ties of this country. I understand that the Dem- | 

ocratic party is tolerant in its principles; that they 1 

arenot proscriptive; that they are not for applying `j 

the Procrustean ruleto every member of the party. | 

Harmonious as they generally are, some gentle- : 

men of the same party differ essentially upon the ii 

subject of internal improvements. That has been | 

evinced on former occasions here, within my rec- | 
ollection, and I believe it extends much further | 

back than my familiarity with the proceedings o 

this body. And not only that, for I have heard | 

discussions here by the members of the same po- | 
= litical party on the tariff, in regard to which there | 


was a wide difference of opinion; yet it was not a 


or excluding them from participating in all the 


į needful. 


$ 

ground for proscribing the members of the party, | 
| 

i 


rights pertaining to it. 


-This being my view of the principles of the 
party, bam perfectly willing that the platform 
upon which we. have heretofore acted should re- 
main as it now is, and has been recognized. If 
gentleman have departed from the principles of the 

emocratic faith, and they choose to return to the 
same-platform, I know no objection to their doing 
so. . They have a right to return at any time they 
pleage, and the mere concurrence with a paper | 
resolution, unless they feel it here, [laying his hand 
upon his heart,] will never constrain them to coöp- | 
erate with the party in good faith. I have this to 
say to gentlemen who are tenacious on this subject, | 
«Show me your faith without your works, and I | 
willshow you my faith by my works. When this 
rule is applied Į can see no difficulty in the way of 
concurrence of opinion and action in the Democratic 
party. Moreover I object most especially to the 
action of this body upon the subject of political 
platforms. I understand that the business of the 
Senate of the United States—at least I so regard 
my own duty—is legislative employment, and not 
to construct political party fabrics for the people. 
I would defer to the pressure from without, but I 
should not expect to benefit the community by 
radiating from this point, influences of opinions 
that savor too much of centralism. Centralism 
is the danger against which the States have to 
guard; and if our legislatjon has this tendency, as 
has been complained of—{ do not say it has—but 
if such dangers are to be apprehended from legis- 
lative action, are they not much more to be dreaded 
by converting the Senate of the United States into | 
a political machine? I never willagree to this, sir. 


I will never exercise a function in this bey, that | 
is not clearly delegated by the relation which I | 


bear to my constituency, and for which I wassent | 
here. 

` Itis a principle which is orthodox, and essential || 
to the Democratic party, that the citizen, in a re- 
public, is to delegate no power that he can conve- 
niently exercise himself; and the powers which he 
cannot conveniently exercise he delegates to his 
representative, who is to perform the functions for 
him. If Iam correct in this, whenever the pow- 
ers delegated are diverted from the objects to 
which they ought to be directed, it is an applica- 
tion of them which is foreign to the rights of the 
people; and therefore I will never exercise any 
power, which I may have in this body, towards 
creating sentiment at home, when I ought, in jus- 
tice, to derive that sentiment from my constitu- 
ency. We have seen the effect of itin days gone 
by. Ido not say it for the purpose of awakening | 
any feelings or reminiscences that would be un- j 
pleasant, but is it not within -the recollection of , 
members of this body, that opinions which were 
sent from here to the several States throughout : 
the South, had a powerful influence in producing 
the excitement which existed in the country? F 
was opposed to all this, because I deemed that the | 
people throughout this Union were sufficiently iu- | 
telligent to appreciate their true condition, aud | 
that if there was a necessity for correcting evils 
that might grow up in the country, they would 
have an ample opportunity, at the ballot-box, for 


exercising their powers in correcting them. These 
are my opinions in relation to this matter. If the 


Democratic platform and the Whig platform are 
not broad enough for all to occupy, let the people | 


| stitution was formed. 


| broad enough, to embrace the whol 


tainly it was not.an emanation of party, an 
gentleman has the privilege of disposing of 
manner suitable to himself. : ars 

Mr. FOOTE. “I did noti 
man. k ea 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have witnessed with con- 
cern the proceedings of this body for some days“ 
past. Ihave been silent, for.if no older person 
than myself were present, there were Senators here 
who are more familiar with the proceedings of the 
body than I am, and to them I deferred the duty * 
and privilege of regulating the conduct ‘of Sena- 
tors, if it was not in accordance with the practice 
of the body, and I looked moreover to an enlight- 
ened President, For myself, having occupied no 
great portion of the time of this body, I shall 
| claim the privilege of proceeding without interrup- 
tion, unless for the purpose of correction of some 
misstatement which I may make in the progress 
of my speech. My disposition is never to» pro- 
voke interruption or produce annoyance to honor- 
able members of this body, and I cannot suspect 
that any one would have the design of annoying 
me; but every Senator must be aware that such 
things must be unpleasant, if not discourteous., 

I should think, Mr. President, according to the 
rule which I have laid down, that if we were to 
pass resolutions in this body, or if joint resolutions. 
were passed by Congress, prescribing the, faith of 
either party, or what their principles, should be, 
that every one who did not come within the exact 
measure prescribed would be reproachfully treated, 
or at least arrayed at the tribunal of party, hot 
where he would have a hearing, because he would 
be excluded. He would not have the privilege of 
ahearing. Sir, I am for leaving to every gentle- 
man’s own conscience, and to the high motive of 


ntroduce it as a party 4 


| love of country and patriotism, to determine with 


which party he will act, and how far he will act 
with it. td the representative of a party is brought 
forward and that representative is sustained, though 
not agreeing in opinion with all of those who 
elected him, I should say that he was entitled to 
its consideration, and that he should be received 
by the members of that party, because as long as 
a man remains within it heis bound by its general 
principles. ; one 

It is the boast of the Democratic party, I believe, 
that it is the true conservative party of the country, 
though, at the same time, it is thé boast of every 
political party. I will not deprive either of them 
of the agreeable assurance. But, sir, if the Dem- 
ocratic party is truly conservative, 1 think the 
platform upon which it now stands is wide enough, 
e Union. fit 
isnot Tam nota member of it. I know that I 
| have been arraigned for having been too latitudin- 
ous in my feelings; but 1 nist confess that my 
| country seems not too large. to love, to cherish, 
and support. Then, sir, if the object ofthe party 
is conservatism, and to preserve what we believe 
the true constitutional principles of the: Govern- 
ment, whoever loves and supports that Constitu- 
tion strictly, is my fellow. I know how the Con- 
Tt was by concessions made 
by the several States, or by grants of certain pow- 
ers that were to remain in the Federal Government; 
but these delegated functions were to be exercised 
by it for the benefit of the whole. So far the Fed- 
eral Government has rights, but no further. The 


put on any additional plank which they deem |; 


may induce an accession too great for the platform | 
to bear, and it may break asunder. 
Resolutions similar to the one under considera- | 
tion were introduced into a caucus of the Demo- 
cratic members of the other House, and met with 
little favor there; some fifty to thirty rejected it. 
It was not introduced into a caucus of Senators, 
or I presume it would have met with as little favor. 
But it has found its way into this body; for what | 
purpose? For the purpose of benefiting a party | 
that was acting, I believe, harmoniously. Some | 
differences of opinion existed, as is always the 


We know not but that we, by enlarging, |} 


States were free, sovereign, and independent, until 
these concessions were made. The Federal Gov- 
ernment became the repository of delegated pow- 


; ers, and there they remain for the benefit of the 


several States. The States, in the full enjoyment 
of the powers reserved, are independent within 
their sphere and subject to no control from the 
Federal Government. These are my opinions, and - 
I believe they agree with the Democratic faith, 
Incidentally various subjects have arisen in this 
body since I have been a member of it, and upon 
all these I have recorded my opinions. I know 
they have been at variance, on some occasions, 


case, and always will be; but how easy would it | 
have been within a short time for all these asperi- 
ties of feeling to have worn out, and enabled the 
members of each party to act harmoniously. , |j 

Mr. FOOTE. Does the Senator intend to inti- | 
mate that I had any party purpose 1n view 10 in- 
troducing this resolution? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I cannot believe that the 
Senator had, and would be sorry to believe that 
there was any individual purpose in it. But cer- 


with my party, or rather the piy with which E 
act—I will not call it mine; I belong to it. As 
some of them have been incidentally adverted to, 


| I feel bound to take up more time in some explan- 


atory remarks in regard to my course, than I should 


I 


otherwise have any disposition to do. : 

One thing I must be permitted to say. On this 
-ompromise, which appears to be again brought 
into this body, and the several measures of which 
have produced divisions in the Democratic party, 
I acted, to be sure, with the majotity;: but because 
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gentlemen of the same political party differed with 
mel am not their censor, nor have I any right to 
judge them beyond the exercise of my own power 
‘or to impute to them motives unworthy of Sena- 
tors. I have never done this; and I claim exemp- 
tion only from charges of this character. 

J had “hoped that the agitation on this question 
was fast dying away; and it might ere this have 
been forgotten had it not been for the introduction 
of this unfortunate resolution, which has renewed 
all the agitation of former times, and produced 
crimination and recrimination, and-scenes not less 
violent in their character than those exhibited upon 
the adoption of the compromise itself. It is un- 
fortunate; and if in the incėption of a resolution 
of this kind.such are the fruits, and if such they 
are in a green tree, what must they be in a dry? 
I apprehend that no earthly good can grow out of 
the adoption of the resolution. The usurpation 
of thie people’s rights will be manifest. lfa modi- 
fication is to take place in the Democratic plat- 
form, let it take place in a convention of the dele- 
gates of the people sent there for a political pur- 
pose, not for the purpose of legislation, but for the 
formation of certain creeds and imbodiments of 
opinions, by which the party is to be regulated in 
its action. That is where I wish to see such action 
take place. But further than this I am not 
prepared to go. Iam not disposed to set myself 
up here to dictate what the peculiar political faith 
of my constituents shall be, or to unite in saying 
what the faith and opinion of the whole party 
throughout the United States shall be. But Iam 
willing to vote in the passage of laws that shall 
extend throughout the whole Union, and the in- 
fractions of which shall incur penalties. Tam not 
competent to perform the former tasks, nor do I 
think they are designed for me to do. 

As the State to which I belong has been alluded 
to in this body in relation to the compromise meas- 
ures, I will detain the Senate while I utter a few 
words on that subject. The compromise, sir, was 
the work of able, patriotic, and renowned states- 
men, Some of them are no longer in this body. 
It is with regret, Mr. President, that I witness the 
absence of one who bore an important and a con- 
spicuous part in the accomplishment of that com- 

romise. I allude to the venerable Senator from 

entucky, [Mr. Cuay,] who is detained from this 
Chamber by sickness, with which he is deeply 
afflicted. I trust he will again resume his place in 
the Senate. The wisdom of his counsels, the 
brilliancy of his genius, the strength of his will, 
and the patriotism of his heart, never shown 
brighter than during their manifestation in this 
body in the achievement of that compromise. 
But my State has been arraigned by a portion of 
this Union, and of the Democratic party, too, for 
making a disposition of a portion of her territory 
to the detriment of Southern interests; and that 1 
felt. It was not that she was disposed to abridge 
or impair any of the rights of the South. Texas, 
no doubt, had a right to dispose of it? Did not 
Georgia dispose of her territory to the Federal 
Government? Did she not sell enough to make 
theStates of Alabama and Mississippi? And have 
any complaints been made against her for it? And 
had Texas, who came into this Union as free and 
independent as Georgia did, no right to dispose of 
her domain to the Federal Government? She did 
it, sir; and I have this to remark, that had it been 
any obstacle to the compromise of the jarring in- 
terests of this country, and to their reconcile- 
ment, I would have been willing that every foot of 
the territory which she claimed, should become 
a lake of fire and brimstone rather than it should 
have thrown an impediment in the way of the 
peace and harmony of the Union. 

„I voted also for the admission of California. I 
did it upon the acknowledged and avowed princi- 
ple of the South: “Let us alone; let the people 
regulate their municipal and domestic institutions: 
let themalone.’? And I put ittothe candor of hon- 
orable Senators from the South, no matter how 
ardent their feelings may have been, whether, if 

$ + ° . ? 
California had made application for admission into 
the Union, with a constitution declaring that 
slavery should exist, they would not have disre- 
garded all the irregularities which may have been 
connected with it, and readily have voted for her 
admission asa slave State? The same rule which 
would induce me to vote for it in one situation 
would constrain me to do it in another. I did it, 
What advantage would have resulted from :a 


| 
| on the 8th of February, 1850, Í made the follow- || 


delay? ‘Was there any hope for a change of her 
institutions? Was there any probability of it? 
No. She came’in; and whatever reproaches are 
attached to the vote I gave, f derive my consolation 
from the general prosperity and happiness of my 
country. x $ . 

Allusion has also been made, I believe, to the 
vote I gave on the organization of the Oregon 
Territory, containing the Wilmot proviso. Wpon 
that subject, Mr. President, I feel myself. fully 
sustained. I voted for the Missouri compromise 
line. Upon the admission or organization of Ore- 
gon, that Missouri compromise line was repudiated 
by the South, and I was the only clearly Southern 
Senator that voted for that admission. I voted in 
harmony with the Missouri compromise line. I 
based my vote upon that ground, and in this Sen- 
ate, it will be remembered what my declarations 
and sentiments were. To sustain mysélf upon 
that, | will bring forward a portion of a speech 
which was made at that time. It was by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from South Carolina, no longer 
on earth, (Mr. Calhoun.) During the debate in 
relation to the territorial government of Oregon, 
he said: 

‘¢ After an arduous struggle of more than a year on the 
question whether Missourt should come into the Union, 
with or without restrictions prohibiting slavery, a compro- 
mise Jine was adopted between the North and the South; 
but it was done under circumstances which made it no- 
wise obligatory on the latter. It is true it was moved by one 
of her distinguished citizens, (Mr. CLay,] but it is equally 
so that it was carried by the almost united vote of the 
North against the almost united vote of the South, and 
was thus imposed on the latter by superior numbers in op- 
position to her strenuous efforts. ‘The South has never 
given her sanction to it, or assented to the power it assert- 
ed. She was voted down, and has simply acquiesced in an 
arrangement which she has not had the power to reverse, 
and which she could not attempt to do without disturbing 
the peace and harmony of the Union—to which she has ever 
been adverse. Acting on this principle, she permitted the 
Territory of Iowa to be formed and the State to be admitted 
into the Union, under the compromise, without objection : 
and thatis now quoted by the Senator from: New York to 
prove her surrender of the power she claims for Congress,” 

Although no State in the Union and no assem- 
blies had become adverse to this, yet it appears 
that it was taken for granted that it was unwel- 
come tothe South, and therefore it was repudiated. 
But in going on further, to show the extent of 
that gentleman’s dislike to it, and an expression 
doubtless that influenced materially the action of 
the Southern Senators, he proceeds to say: 


t Now, let me say, Senators, if our Union and system of 
Government are doomed to perish, and we to share the fate 
of so many great people who have gone before us, the his- 
torian, who, in some future day, may record the events 
tending to so calamitous a result, will devote his first 
chapter to the ordinance of 1787, as lauded as it is and 
its authors have been, as the first in that series which led |! 
toit, His next chapter will be devoted to the Missouri || 
compromise, and the next to the present agitation. Whether 
there will be another beyond, I know not. It will depend || 
on what we may do,” * 


Here was a formal repudiation of the Missouri |! 
compromise line, upon the principle of which |i 
Texas had been brought into the Union, and by |! 
which one third of her territorial limits had been |! 
cut off to free soil. As Texas did come into the |: 
Union upon that line, I felt warranted and in- |' 


structed by the Texan people to vote for the Mis- |! 
souri compromise when a bill for a territorial gov- 
ernment came up, and I did it. 

In aiding the production of this compromise, or 
in its effectuation, I found it necessary, in justifi- 
cation of myself, and in the urgency I felt for its 
success, to make some remarks. I will read some |! 
extracts from the debate which took place. Ina 
speech upon Mr. Clay’s resolutions, and when it 
was pretty well ascertained they would not pass, 


ing remarks: 

“ But Teall upon the friends of the Union from every || 
quarter, to come forward like men, and to sacrifice their j| 
differences upon the common altar of their country’s good, |; 
and to form a bulwark around the Constitution that cannnot |; 
be shaken. It will require manly efforts, sir, and they must || 
expect to meet with prejudices growing up around them 
that will assail them from every quarter. They must stand 
firm to the Union, regardless of all personal consequences. 
Time alone can recompense them for their sacrifice and 
their labors; for devotion to country can never be forgotten, 
when it is offered freely, and without expectation of re- 
ward. The incense of self-sacrifice, when thus offered 
on the altar of their country, will be acceptable to the people. 
I have no doubt that this question might be easily adjusted, 
if gentlemen would encourage such disposition and feeling 
as doubtiess actuate a large portion, if not all, of this body, `| 
if they would come up to the work. T have no doubt six |) 
Senators here could be designated, without reference to || 
party, (you may, if you please, disregard the section of 
eountry from whieh they come,) who would act as a Com- | 


mittee of Conference, and sit down together as wayfaring fi 


iis a fact which 


men, and produce satisfactory reconciliation, thereby dif- 
fusing universal peace, and calming the agitated waves that 
are lashing at the base. of our Capitol, and speak comfort 
and solace to millions of freemen. 
“Do not the American people love this Union?, Are 
they not devoted to it? Is not every reminiscence of the 
past associated with its glories, and are they not calculated 
to inspire prayers for its prosperity and perpetuity? ` If this 
were not the case, you might think lightly of our noble 
Confederacy; but so it is—it stands connected with every 
fibre of the national heart, and is interwoven with every 
glorious recollection of the past, which affection or rever- 
ence can inspire in the minds of the American people., It 


is not, Mr. President, that twenty-three millions of souls. 


are involved in the perpetuity of this Union ; it is not that 
every consideration of happiness connected with country 
ahgrtains toit; but itis because it is the great moral, social, 
and’ political lever, that has moved, is moving, and will 
continue to move the world. Look abroad at foreign na- 
tions, and behold the influence of our example upon them 
—not ours, for I feel a sense of humiliation when I contrast ` 
the efforts of any man now living with ‘the illustrious 
achievements of the departed sages and heroes who per- 
formed this mighty work.”? 


These were the remarks which I made in that 


| speech. In the progress of it, the honorable Sen- 


ator from Mississippi, supposing that I alluded 
to the convention which had assembled in Missis- 
sippi, interposed and said: 

“Mr. Foote. Does my friend from Texas wish to be 
understood as undertaking to decry or censure the State of 
Mississippi for having originated this convention ? ”? 

The reply was: 

# Mr. Houston. The last thing in the world.” 

I again proceeded with my remarks, when the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi interposed: 

“Mr. Koote. I hope my friend will pardon me for-ask- 
ing of him an additional explanation. Itrust he did not 
intend to insinuate as a matter of opinion, still less to make 
the statementas a matter of fact, derived from any authority, 
that the sovereign State of Mississippi, in the incipient move- 
ment towards the Nashville Convention, for which she is 
responsible, was instigated by South Carolina, or her states- 
men; or that she acted otherwise than upon herown un- 
biased judgment without instigation from any quarter, I 
know that what he has said will be understood as intimating, 
at least, that this conventional movement of ours was stim- 
ulated by South Carolina, and was the result of concert be- 
tween certain South Carolina politicians and certain poli- 
ticians in Mississippi, with a view of having that movement 
originate in the State of Mississippi instead of South Caro- 
lina, in order to avóid any odium that might thereby arise. 
I am surs he did not intend to be so understood, and yet he 
will be if he does not correct his remarks.” 

My reply was: 

“Mr. Houston. I can assure the honorable Senator 
that this is a very delicate and complicated question. But 
I believe that if South Carolina never had existed, and ifit 
had not been for her disposition, and the movement which 
began there, Mississippi would never have thought of it”? 


Again the gentleman said: ; 

“Myr. Foote. If the honorable Senator will permit me 
to interrupt him, I will remark, that upon the pointon which 
he has been so well answered by my colleague, I have 
nothing to say. But in addition I wish to say thatif the 
honorable Senator from Texas supposes that there is a sin- 


| gle man of intelligence and character in the State of Mis- 


sippi who recognizes any human being as his leader, 
his political leader, or as his master, by whom and to whom 
lie is to be held responsible, he has grossly misjudged the 
people. Ebad hoped that the demeanor of those who rep- 
resent Mississippi here and elsewhere, would have afforded 
satisfactory evidence to that Senator and to all men, that, 


: highly as we reverence character, high intellect, purity of 


heart, and spotlessness of reputation, there is no man who 


: represents the State of Mississippi in the Halls of Congress 


at the present time, who recognizes any human being inthe 


; world as his leader or controler, or as entitled to have any 
; undue influence over his mind or conduct—at any rate I 
: speak for myself—and I hope the Senator will understand 


me when I say,I recognize no leader on the face of the 
globe.” 

Mr. FOOTE. I must explain my connection 
with amatter which is more or less connected with 
myself, and which, if unexplained, may subject me 
to misapprehension. It will be seen that,ina speech 
which Í made here a few days ago, I did state what 
I now know to be true, that Mr. Calhoun, during 
his life, with the purest intentions, with no dispo- 
sition to lead or control our State, had a pretty 
extensive correspondence with persons there. This 
did not know at the time I de- 


i livered the speech which has been read by the 


honorable Senator. The truth is, that I never 
heard, until recently, of the letter which I read the 
other day of Mr. Calhoun to a fellow-citizen of 
mine, Mr. Tarpley. I was surprised when I found 
that such a letter had been written. In the course 
of last year—and | say it without intending to cast 
any imputation anywhere—I ascertained by vari- 
ous evidences, that several gentleman. in my own 
State had been corresponded with by the distin- 
guished Senator from South Carolina, now no 
more, on -this subject. The letters that I have 


| seen, according generally with this one, satisfied 


my mind that the modus operandi.of the Convention 
was more or less marked out by his great intellect. 
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At the time I made the remarks which have been 
read, I did not believe that any human being in 
the world had received a letter from Mr. Calhoun | 
on the subject, except one which I myself received,. 
and which has been published long since. 1 must 
say that a gentleman, a friend of mine, in the State 
of Mississippi, well known to my.colleague, who 
was a partner of mine.in the practice of the law, | 
and for many years an intimate friend, (but. from 
whom I am now very painfully separated by ex- 
isting questions,). wrote me a letter early in the 
summer before last, desiring me to correspond with | 
various distinguished Southern statesman, Inclu- 
ding Mr. Calhoun, for the purpose of ascertaining | 
what their opinions were as to. the action which 
was to be considered: in the State of Mississippi | 
in the event of a Convention being called. I was} 
then in the State of Virginia, in my native county, | 
and I undertook to hold a correspondence with | 
various persons on this subject. If there was 
any intrusion on this delicate matter on the part of | 
anybody, I was the intruder. I wrote to the late | 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Catuoon;] | 
[wrote to the Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Hunt- | 
ER,] who wrote me a very patriotic and interesting 

letter, which never has been published, but which, 

if published, would evince the correctness of the 

opinion which I have always entertained of him— 

which would prove that he is a sound statesman, 

and an upright patriot. Neither of their letteys 

indicated disunion, or intimated the necessity 

of a change in the Constitution, or certainly | 
{ would not have been the medium through | 
which their communications were introduced to | 
the people in my own State. When this matter , 
came up to-day, the Senator from Texas pursued || 
a line of remark at which I was somewhat galled, | 
{ confess, as one of the Senators from Mississippi. | 
{ refer to his insinuation that that State was con- || 
trolled by certain persons in South Carolina, Ii 
did not know then that letters had been addressed | 
to any member of the Convention, except to || 
Judge Sharkey. So faras I knew, no other mem- | 
bers of the Convention received any communica- | 
tion from ‘him. I believe that another letter ad- | 
dressed to me by Mr. Calhoun was pretty freely 
cireulated—I was so informed, at least. I make 
this statement to throw some light on my course 
in regard to this matter. I still say that the State 
of Mississippi was not dictated to—was not led or 
controlled, and that no attempt was made to lead 
or control it, so far as I know. + Yet, through me 
a correspondence took place, which, no doubt, re- |) 


! eupied no equivocal position in relation to it, or the 


sulted in the adoption of a certain course of pro- 
ceeding by that State, as I now believe. I am 
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the consistency with which I adhered to it until 
it was repudiated. - Even-afterwards, when the. 
compromise was brought up, I introduced a reso- 
fution for the purpose of asserting the claim of the 
South to extending the line of 360 30! to the Pa- 
cific. That is what I wish todo. Certain gentle- 
men did not seem to consider me so ultra when 1 
voted for the Missouri compromise in favor of the 
South, as when I voted for it when it favored the 
North. I voted for itupon principle: But after I 
did vote for it it was repudiated by the South and 
thus rendered void. ; . 

I well remember another thing in which I differed 
from the honorable Senator from Mississippi. 
However much I giay defer to his intelligence, 
wisdom, statesmanship, and patriotism, yet I have 
been unfortunatein dissenting from various schemes 
of his. I was directly opposed to the Southern 
Address. I did not sign that Address. My col- 
league [Mr. Rusk] did not sign it. I believe we 
were the only Southern Senators who did not sign 
that Address. [I believed that that.Address was 
fraught with mischief; and when I saw the conse- 
queni action that grew out of it—when I saw the 
Mississippi Convention and the Nashville Con- 
vention—I became more satisfied with my own ; 
course in not signing it. I did not denounce those 
gentlemen who did sign it; but I wish to show 
that I have beeri consistent throughout in reference 
to the compromise and to the rights of the South. 
I have been unwilling to sacrifice™those rights, 
My associations and all my interests are in the 
South. If Ido not own millions of broad acres, || 
all that I do own is in the South; yet Lam not 
going to insist upon requisitions that I do not deem 
right; nor am I going to follow fantasies for legis- 
lative direction by which the country cannot be 
benefited. I am sent here to act in a legislative 
capacity for my State in matters of detail, and for 
the Union on general subjects. I have one direc- 
tor in that: it is the Constitution. Wherever that 
directs me there will I go. 

Mr. President, I delivered my speech on the 
subject of the compromise on the 8th of February, 
1850; and the resolution of compromise was intro- 
duced on the 14th of February follgwing—six 
days afterwards, so that I have not been wholly 
disconnected from that matter. I put it to the 
candor of any gentleman, whether I have not heen 
as zealous and as forward in the support of that 
measure as any other member of this body. I oc- 


results growing out of it. I wish to add no addi- 


i 
i 
| 


What was done has had the acquiescence of both 
political parties. It. has been unfortunately so 
mixed up.as to have had a wet blanket: thrown: 
over it; and. really at this. time I had hoped that 
agitation was about to subside, and. that the: old” 
parties would fall into their ranks and march on 
quietly to the attainment of the objects they thought 
most. eligible or judicious. -And [never shall 
sanction any measure which is calculated only to 
distract the party. to which I. belong... I will do. 
everything I can, fairly and justly, conformably to 
the Constitution, to pour oil on. the troubled waters. 
and to quiet them; but I will not introduce a fire- 
brand, I will not attempt to distract-the party, by < 
| anything extraneous to the principles which have 
i bound them together. I never will, as long as I 
i live, seek to become the dictator of a party, as to 
what they ought to do. If I have any measure 
relating to the interests of the party to introduce, 
I will submit it to its members; and if they think 
| it ought not to be introduced, 1 will be prepared to 
hear their reasons; and if a majority shall overrule 
my own opinions, I will, upon conviction, surren- 
|der my impressions to thew decision, I have 
| never attached sufficient importance to myself to 
i believe that I have a right to control the party, or 
to believe that my diction should be their law, or — 
my opinions their guide. bas 
If Í could be induced for one moment to believe 
that the Democratic party could derive any benefit 
from the adoption of this resolution, without pre- 


! judice to the general weal of the country, I might 


not oppose it. But now Tcan see no propriety or 


| utility in it, and therefore I shall oppose it. 


Ts it intended to give effect to the compromise? 
Will those measures derive any additional force 
from the passage of this resolution? Will they 
| be more binding? [think not, Is it customary 
to reénact laws of Congress, or to indorse them 
| by resolution while they remain upon the statute- 
book? Will not the adoption of this resolution in 
i effect declare that we have not full confidence in 
existing laws passed by a former Congress? If 
this resolution is necessary at this time, will not 
a similar resolution be necessary at each succeed- 
ing Congress, upon the compromise and every, 

ed? 
to 


other important measure that may be pass 
And will not such a course have a tendenc 
produce unpleasant scenes in the halls of legisla- . 
tion, impair public confidence in our proceedings, 
and keep incessant agitation in the community? 
if a minority are willing to acquiescein a nteasure, 

| and the country is tending to repose after the set- 

| lement of controverted questions, so far as they 


| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
l 
| 
| 


tional plank to that platform, The honorable ven- 
tleman may deem it necessary to do so. If he 


much indebted to the gentleman for allowing me | 
this opportunity to explain. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to put myself right 
in relation to the views I then entertained upon the 
subject. Certainly I did not know officially or 
reputedly that any interference had taken place 
in reference. to this matter, but I believed, from the 
indications which afterwards surrounded me, that 
something of the kind must have been done. And | 
when I alluded to it, it was without information | 
further than that which results from analogy to 
other things. I find that the honorable Senator | 
from Mississippi, the other day, declared as fol- | 
lows: f 

« Ihave heretofore mentioned in this body, that it was 
through me, in the first instance, that Mr. Calhoun suc- | 
eceded in instigating the incipient movements in Mi: 
sippi, which led to the calling of the Nashville Convention. 
J repeat that statement now, and insist that my fellow- cit 
izens of Mississippi, who had been thus induced to assume 
the responsibility offcalling the general convention into be- 
ing, hada right to expectthe earliest information to be given | 
to them of any contemplated departure from the origina 
plan of operation.” 

This merely corroborated what I then stated 
It establishes it beyond all controversy. It wil 
be remembered that in 1847 I was denounced for 
voting for the Missouri compromise line. In Oc 
tober, 1849, the Mississippi Convention oceurred, | 
and the Nashville Convention grew out of it. At: 
the adjourned meeting ofthe Nashville Conven- : 
tion the ultimatum laid. down by that body was į; 
that very identical line which had been repudiated : 
by the whole South. That line they made the | 
ultimatum for all difficulties then exising. Their | 
motto was “ Thirty-six thirty or fight.” T had: 
been denounced for supporting and voting for that |i 
line, and the whole South had repudiated it. In | 
1850, the Nashville Convention laid it down as 
the only ground of compromise that could be 
acceded to by the South. I only wish to show 


il 


il 


| might set myself up as a dictator of opinions, į 


But i: 


ii road before me. 
‘we have stood, and on which we have acted. 1) 
! did not expect an entire concordance of opinions, or 


! some new subject would furnish excitement to ‘th 


| 


resents himself as the organ of the party to which 


|! I belong, and wishes to ingraft this condition upon || 
| the platform, I, as a member of the Democratie 
li party—unimportant as { may be—most solemnly, 
į in the face of the Senate, this assemblage, and the 
| world, protest against any test that has not its 


origin in the action of the Democratic National 
Convention, called for political purposes. I never 
will record my vote on the Journals of this Sen- 
ate for a resolution that is‘not connected with 
legislation, and is purely political in its character. 
I will not blacken the white paper of the Senate 
with it. If I distrusted the intelligence of the 
American people; if I distrusted their patriotism, L | 


and instruct them in what they ought to do. l 
L nave no pretensions to the character of a leader. | 
I am willing to follow; and 1 have got the broad | 
I have got the platform on which | 


of platforms; but such as have formerly reconciled 
those opinions. 
internal improvements and gentlemen opposed to 
them have stood upon the same platform. Tariff 
and anti-tarif gentlemen have stood upon the same 
platform: they have supported the great creed of | 
Democracy; and if you begin to enlarge that} 
platform we shall have more trouble hereafter in | 
reconciling other jarring interests. 


Heretofore gentlemen in favor of t! 


It will cre- |: 


! ean be seed by the action of Congress, does it 
| become a magnanimous majority to open afresh 
the sorest points of severe conflicts that have been 
ailayed, and which the minority do not propose to 
i disturb? And especially, sir, is it magnanimous 
‘in the majority to open these questions again, 


| when the very object of their adoption was to allay. 
|| agitation ? voted for them, each and ally as 
i peace measures, As such they have been received 
i by the country, and millions have rejoiced that 
i these unhappy controversies had been adjusted. 
| Since these peace measures were adopted, an en- 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


tire session of Congress has passed, and now at 
the commencement of a new session of a new 
Congress, a resolution is offered which again 
apens, and has opened, the aggravating agitation. 
It is an AGITATING RESOLUTION upon’ a series of 
| PEAGE MEASURES, and measures, too, acquiesced 
| in by nearly the whole country. Where, sir, is 
| the practicability of this resolution? Its friends 
‘have not shown it,and cannot. Its evil influences 
are already apparent as defeating the very object 
of the compromise measures; and as a fast friend 
of the adjustment, | cannot consistently vote for 
it. Why not, sir, introduce a resolution here de- 
claring that the independent treasury bill shall be 
a final adjustment of the questions that arose during 
its progress through the two Houses of Congress? 
Some of our political friends at first opposed that 
measure, but have since acquiesced in it. . If the 
position -of the Senator from Mississippi be cor- 


ate additional trouble to the party. I believed | 
that the discord which had existed throughout the | 
country on various subjects, and particularly the | 
conflict between the North and South, was fast ; 
dying away and would soon be forgotten, until | 
jei 
American people, and divert their minds from this | 
subject, which had so long agitated them. I 
thought they had determined to be reconciled, 


i 
i 
j 
i 


| rect, we must get up a resolution to ‘' commit”? 
: Senators upon that measure at the present time. 
Why is it not done? Simply because such a course 
would be weakness, and worse—it would be ridic- 
ulous; but no more ridiculous than the resolution 
now before us. I cannot, Mr. President, trifle 
i with laws in this way. It is not compatible, with 
‘the dignity of this honorable body, or consistent 
| with the well-established principles of legislation 


o 


member of the Senate from South Carolina, in a 
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in this country. Sir, Lagain say there is no prac- 
ticability in thisresolution. It may be adapted to 
a peculiar platform in Mississippi; but itis not a 
suitable platform for the Democratic party of this 
whole country. . 

I do not expect to occupy any of the time of 
the Senate by adverting to matters ih connection |) 
with myself.. But at the conclusion of the last 
session of Congress, I was attacked by a then 


manner of which I cannot refrain from spealting. 
A publication had appeared over my name ina 
letter dddressed to a gentleman, and in which 
some error had accidently occurred in transcrib- 
ing. I was. attacked as having charged upon 
South Carolina certain principles which were not 
contained in her constitution. It was said that | 
what was in her constitution was in the constitu- |! 
tion of every other State, and therefore I must |! 
have been either very ignorant of the Jaws of | 
South Carolina and the other States, or it wasa |i 
very useless charge. 
to be charged with having assailed the State of |; 
South Carolina. 
great inclination to be speaking in the Senate or 
elsewhere, I will place myself right in relation to 
South Carolina, Whenever I have spoken of that 
State, I did not allude to the people, but to her 
rulers. I did not call in question their patriotism, 
but their policy. I had repeatedly been attacked 
by citizens of that State; I had been denounced by 
the illustrious man, upon whose memory I would 
not cast a slur. He is gone, and with him are 
buried all the resentments I might ever have felt; 
but my feelings towards him were only those 
which resulted from wrongs, real or imaginary, 
which I had suffered. 1 have no enmity with him, 
so that I can have no feelings of enmity to gratify 
when I allude to South Carolina, or to her most 
distinguished citizen. When I speak of her, I do 
it with all deference to her honored Senator, [Mr. 
Burier,] who sits before me. Ido not agree with 
all her institutions; and though she is very tena- | 
cious in relation to State rights, of which [am a į! 
„Sincere lover—for I would die before I would see 
any of the rights which belong to the States 
wrested from them—yet it seems to me that if 
South Carolina was as sensitive with regard to her 4! 
municipal institutions as she is with regard to her 
relations with the Federal Government, she would 
poe find that she had a great deal todo. In 
ooking over the constitutions of the various States | 
of the Union, and comparing them with the Federal 
Constitution, I have come to the conclusion that 
South Carolina is not more liberal in her institu- 
tions to her own citizens than are most of the other 
States. Ifthe Federal Government were to enact | 
a law by Congress, approved by the President, 
dictating to any State or States that they should 
not exercise the fullest latitude of suffrage or fran- 
chise, it would be deemed a flagrant usurpation, 
and no State would submit to it. Suppose Con- 
gress, if it had the power, were to pass a law say- || 
ing to Virginia or New York, or any other State, 
You-shall not permit your citizens to vote for the || 
electors of President or Vice President; you shall j 
not permit them to vote for the Governor of your | 
Stata: what would be said in reply to this? Why į 
it would be one of the most flagrant outrages by 
federal authority that ever was committed upon 
the rivhts of the States. It would be a usurpation |! 
ofa most atrocious character. Yet South Carolina | 
has never permitted one of her private citizens to || 
voit: for the electors for President or Vice Presi- || 
dent, or to vote for the Governor of the State. | 
y know no more who is to be voted for as the | 
ernor, or who is to be voted for as the Chief i 
trate of the Union, than they know of the | 
interior of Africa, i 
T used the term oligarchy towards the legislative i! 
body of South Carolina; because the constitution || 
| 


of that State is in their power. Such is the rot- | 
ten-borough system of South Carolina that forty 
persons in the lowlands wield as much political ! 
influence as thousands in the uplands. These | 
were the objections which I made to the institu- | 
tious of the State. I made no objection to the | 
people of the State. I madè it to those whom I | 

elieved to be oppressors and usurpers. The | 
people of South Carolina are a gallant and daring 
peop, They are as generous, noble, and warm- 


; land. 


— + 
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where it was commanded by the gallant and gen- 
erous Butler, who, not satisfied with the inflic- 
tion of severe wounds, rushed on bravely, leading 
his men on to victory, till he fell, he would not have 
had the privilege of voting for the Chief Magis- 
trate of his State, or*for electors for the President 
and Vice President of the Union. Nor, sir, would 
any one of his gallant followers. I say it is 
wrong thus to deprive the people of South Caro- 
lina of their privileges; and if disunion were to 
begin there, no one could blame the highlanders of 
South Carolina for drawing a line of demarcation 
between oppressors and the oppressed. But I 
would be sorry to see discord of that kind arise. 
And there may be policy in Weeping up agitation 
against the Federal Government, for some men 
would rather be chief in a village than second in 
Rome; and it might do very well to create a 


| diversion by loud complaints against the Federal 


authorities, to prevent the people from looking 


i into their domestic affairs. 


1 have on some occasions not had the good for- 
tune to act in accordance with the wishes of the 


| honorable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 


Burer.) I never have believed, nor will I ever 
believe, that one, associated as he is with such 
patriotic recollections from the commencement of 
the Revolution down to the present day—that he, 
in whose veins flows the blood of all the Butlers, 
would be wanting in patriotism. I respect his 
love of country, though I dissent from him in 
some of his opinions. : 

Mr. President, twenty-seven years ago I had 
the honor to occupy a seat in the House of Rep- 
resentatives from the State of Tennessee. I recol- 


‘lect that in the discussion of the tariff act of 1824, 


for the first time in my life I heard the idea sug- 
gested that there might be secession, disunion, or 
resistance to the constitutional action of the F'ed- 
eral Government. When I heard it, I was amazed. 
{ could hardly think it possible that a representa- 


| tive of any portion of the American people would 


have the fierce temerity to suggest disunion or re- 
sistance to the constitutional authorities of the 
It produced deep and intense meditation 
on my part. I did believe then that an example 
ought to be made of it, but there was no way to 
touch it. It wanted some technicalities to make 
it treason. I have heard principles of disunion 


| boldly avowed in this Hall, and have heard Sena- 


tors avow what was treason, not technically, but 
which was not stripped of one particle of the mor- 
abturpitude of treason. Disunion has been pro- 
claimed in this Hall. What a delightful commen- 
tary upon the freedom of our institutions, and the 
forbearance of the public mind, when a man is 
permitted to go unscathed and wnscourged, who, 
in a deliberative body like this, has made such a 
declaration! Sir, vo higher assurance can be 
given of the freedom of our institutions and the 
forbearance of the American people, and their re- 
liance upon the reason and the intelligence of the 
community. The intelligent mind is left free to 
combat error. Such sentiments, with their au- 
thors, will descend to obscurity and the tomb of 
oblivion. Ihave only to say in conclusion, that 
those who proclaim disunion, no matter of what 
name politically—that those who, for the sake of 
disunion, conspire against the Union and the 
Constitution, are very beautifully described im 
Holy Writ. They are ‘‘ raging waves of the sea, 
foaming out their own shame; wandering stars, 
to whom is reserved the blackness of darkness 
forever !’’ 

Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. Mr. President, 
I regret very much to be compelled to trespass 
upon the attention of the Senate, but all must per- 


linquishing all sentiments of self-respect, to permit 
what has fallen from the honorable Senator from 
Texas to go unreplied to. Whether the Senator 
prepared his speech, expecting I should be absent, 
and made the first regular assault on me which he 
has ever undertaken in this body, under the hope 
that it would not be responded to, remains to be 
decided by others. l happened to be here, and I 
intend, so far as I can, to give him a Roland for 
an Oliver. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman will permit 
me, I would say that I notified him on Saturday, 
that I should oppose this resolution. 


nearted as the sun under which they live. I com- i 
mend them. But let us recollect that had the gal- |! 
laut Palmetto regiment returned from Chapultepeo, || 


as he has made. I had heard a rumor through 


ceive that it will be impossible for me, without re- | 


Mr. FOOTE. The gentleman did; but he gave | 
no notification that he would make such an attack | 


town, that I was to receive a drubbing here this 
morning, during my absence, and I remained on 
that account. l. have heard the’ gentleman at 
length, and have listened to-him with forbearance, 
without any undue resentment; and I am very 
happy that he has given mea legitimate and proper 
occasion for commenting, with suitable feeling, 
not much at length, and with'no malignity, upon 
his course in connection with the pending ques- 
tion. i 
The gentleman undertakes to intimate, in the 
very face of my solemn declaration to the con- 
trary, (a declaration which I formally put in wri- 
ting and read to the Senate,) by multiplied imuen- 
| does, that I kad introduced this resolution for some 
illicit party purpose; and he has given the Senate, 
on this occasion, the benefit of a regular party 
harangue. I deny the imputation made by him. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I especially exempted the 
Senator from it. 
|| Mr. FOOTE. The Senator did exempt me 
i! fromit, but still entangled me in it, by insinuation. 
He knows how to manage these things very well. 
The impression which will go out from the Sena- 
| tor’s speech is, that I introduced this resolution 
for the purpose of destroying the harmony of the 
‘| Democratic party. The geneman talked about 
doctors, and about persons undertaking to enlarge 
the party platform. All that is perfectly under- 
stood by some of us. Is there anything in this 
resolution repugnant to Democracy? If so, De- 
mocracy is in itself a monstrous thing. Is there 
anything in these compromise measures contrary 
to the great principles of the Democratie creed? 
I deny it. As a Democrat I deny it, and assert 
that there is not one single important, material 
| feature connected with this plan of settlement 
| which is not in perfect harmony with the great 
| fundamental principles of the Democratic faith. 
i The man who does not understand that, does not 
|| understand the first elementary principles of the 
tl rs i À 
| Democratic creed. Why, the Democratic party 
jisa Union party—a party strictly observant of 
the Constitution, The Baltimore platform, (I am 
afraid the gentleman has never read it,) imbodies 
every principle of this plan of compromise. 
took occasion to say the other day that the Dem- 
| ocratic party fought out the contest of:1848 on 
the principle of non-intervention. I said else- 
where, in this city, in the hearing of the gentle- 
man, that the great contest of 1848 was fought 
upon the principle of non-intervention, which is 
the principle imbodied in this plan of settlement. 
That principle was not recerved from the Senator 
from Texas, but from another and a much higher 
source, and was adopted by the whole Democratic 
party of the country. Does this resolution, then, 
add to the Democratic platform? But for the 
high respect I entertain for the Senator, I should 
pronounce this statement a slander upon the Dem- 
ocratic party. When the Democratic party 
| becomes a F'ree-Soil party—when the members of 
it are permitted to enter into secret intrigues for 
the purpose of securing the Free-Soil votes for 
the presidential and other offices, by avoiding a 
bold and manly assertion of the great principles 
which lie at the very foundation of the Demo- 
cratic creed of the country, and which are essen- 
|| tial to the prosperity and true power of this 
| great Republic—when such schemes can succeed, 
i then indeed will the glory of our Democratic Israel 
| depart, and unprincipled demagogues be enthroned 
in high places. I understand this matter, and the 
| country shall understand it. « 
| The gentleman says he defers to the feelings of 
this body; he does not originate anything here; 
i he looks to outward feeling. It is a curse to this 
country that there are so many members of Con- 
i! gress who are constantly looking out: beyond the 
| body to ascertain what are the indications of pub- 
| lic feeling, not because they respect public feeling 
| more than other men, but because they are anx- 
ious to bolster up their tottering popularity to ob- 
i tain high office, by trimming their sails to any 
| gale that happens to be Blowing. The aura popu- 
laris is the breeze under the influence of which 
i| these gentlemen sail; and they are eternally look- 
ing out to ascertain whether there are any breakers 
i ahead that may possibly shatter the frail vessel 
which contains their hopes of future political ad- 
'vancement. Therefore, they do not: look into 
their own consciences for motives of action, and 
| they do not consult their own understandings. 
| They do not undertaké to examine the great prin- 


# 


from coming into our midst, and exercising efficient 
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ciples of public expediency, but they ascertain, if 
they can, what is popular, or what is likely to be 
popular, by looking out of Congress, as the gen- 
tleman says, and in that way they expect to ob- 
tain, some of them, high office. They have un- 
derrated the intelligence of the people of this 
country. The people have a little more under- 
standing than some persons suppose. The trick- 
ery of demagogism has already become so famil- 
jar to the intelligent.and sagacious people of this 
country that it isno sooner practised in their view 
than the performer finds himself prostrated before 
an indignant and outraged constituency. 

Sir, I hope the day has gone by when any little 
tricksters, with shallow intellects, utterly deficient 
in all knowledge of statesmanship, with no moral 
quality on the face of God’s earth, who would in- 

uce any man to think of them for high station, 
willbe able by sly trickery and underhanded man- 
agement, to attain high places, the incumbency of 
which by such persons must inevitably inflict per- 
manent, lasting, and ineffaceable disgrace upon 
our free institutions, I have no respect for dema- 
gogues; I like sometimes to expose them. I am 
not doing it now; oh no, I would not be so dis- 
courteous and unparliamentary; but I do like some- 
times to expose persons of this class. I do like 
sometimes, if I may use the expression, to employ 
the cudgel of casfigation upon such people. 

The Senator from Texas talks about the Senate 
of the United States being converted into a politi- 
cal machine. What did he mean by that? Noth- 
ing in the world, of course. He talks about the 
resolution being a flagrant usurpation upon the 
people’s rights. He did not mean anything dis- 
respectful by that—oh, no. But the gentleman 
says that this thing commenced in the Democratic 
caucus, and that a similar resolution being rejected 
there, it was vamped up and reintroduced here for 
asimilar purpose. The gentleman is willing, as 
I understand-him, that the unity and concord of 
the Democratic party shall not be so far broken 
in upon as to prevent the rankest Free-Soilers 


influence in the political contests of the day. I 
understand what the gentleman means. Hehasa 
very special audience. (Here the speaker pointed 
at Mr. Rawrovs., who was sitting just behind him.) 
The signs of the times are very ominous. I un- 
derstand them well enough. ‘There are some men 
(of course not in the Senate) who are prepared to 
give their deliberate sanction to corrupt political 
bargains, by means of which mean and unprin- 
cipled men are to be elevated to high stations, 
through the agency of corrupt intrigue and man- | 
agement, of such a nature as almost to stamp per- 
manent discredit upon the escutcheon of the Repub- 
lic. Because some of us say we do not wish to 
associate with such people—because we say we 
will have no political connection with any man 
pledged to agitateagainst the fugitive slavelaw, who 
calis himself a Democrat, but who stands solemnly 
pledged to a fanatical constituency to come here and 
agitate constantly, in opposition to this law—is it 
to be said that we are disturbing the harmony of 
the Democratic party? The gentleman may if he 
chooses have association with such people. Ido 
not wish toassociate with them. I have said every- 
wherein my own State, and I say it here, that the 
man who is pledged in the North to agitate against 
the fugitive slave bill; and the man in the South, 
who is pledged to agitate in opposition to any part 
of this great plan of compromise, is, in my judg- 
ment, no patriot in the first place, and is secondly 
no Democrat. Ido not charge the gentleman with 
wishing to associate with such persons. I do not 
say that he has corrupt intentions himself. Ido 
not say that he wishes to use certain persons for 
his own particular purposes—that he is willing to | 
discredit the Democratic party, to disgrace its an- 


cient creed, to pull down its primeval dignity in |! 


order to have an opportunity of foisting himself, | 
a wretched political humbug, into the highest place 
in this Republic. This whole imagination is nau- 
seating—it is disgusting—it is horrifying. 

The gentleman quotes Scripture, and says that 
he wishes to judge men by their works, not by 
their professions. Sodo I, What are the works 
of the honorable gentleman? I will show him up 
a little on that score. What are his works, I re- | 
peat? “Why, he intimates that he is the author of | 
the compromise. He says he made a speech, in | 
which he prepared the way for the compromise; 


p 


| 


and then went off to Texas, leaving other persons 


| known to honorable men, 


to perform the labor of perfecting the scheme. I 
can say. with perfect truth, that the gentleman did 
nothing. to promote the passage of any of the 
measures of compromise, except the bill granting 
money to Texas. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I voted’ for every measure 
composing the compromise. 

Mr. FOOTE. I voted for every measure except 
the California bill and the District of Columbia 
bill. Why did that gentleman vote for the Cali- 
fornia bill? "Was it because he was more disposed 
to sympathize with California than other Senators? 
Why did he vote for the Oregon bill in 1848, fol- 
lowing the lead of the late illustrious Senator from 
Missouri? [Mr. Benron.] Rumor says—I will 
not say it, for it would he unparliamentary—that 
the honorable gentleman was then looking out for 
the Free-Soil vote, and hoped to be elected b 
means of certain Free-Soil support to the Presi- | 
dency. I know a man, sir, who thinks he has 
very high pretensions to presidential honors; who, 
to my knowledge, for the last four or five years 
has been constantly engaged in the most corrupt 


and contemptible trickery, in order to secure the `| 


highest Aree known in this country, 
through the wretched instrumentality of the Free- 
Soil vote of the North; notwithstanding he was a 
Southern man by birth, and professed to have feel- 
ings such as belong naturally to Southern men 
upon the disputed questions of the timés. Such 
a man I pronounce to be a traitor to the South, no 
matter who he is—I pronounce a traitor to all 
honest principles, and a contemptible demagogue, 
wholly unworthy the respect of this body, and 
deserving of expulsion from it, should he ever 
obtain a place here. Such is my opinion, and I | 
am responsible for its expression in every mode 
s 

The gentleman says he did not sign the South- 
ern Address. No, I never expected him to do it. | 
I knew that the motives of that Senator (pointing | 
to Mr. Rusk) were pure and upright; and every i 
man knows him to e so. J know him and I ad- | 
mire him; and he will alow me to say I hope that 
I havea true affection for him. I say nothing 
about the motives of anybody else. T'he Senator 
did not sign the address. No, sir; but I admit 
that there were many honest and patriotic mem- 
bers of Congress who did not sign it. The late 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Mr. 


any-act which I have performed. -I have attempted 
to force no man to vote for this resolutiony nor 
have I used urgent persuasions of any kind. tose- 
cure the support of honorable Senators. -T have 
spoken what I thought was true, when I-said that 
I thought it was a movement, in support.of which 
patriots of both the old.political parties. could-unite, 
from regard to the vital interests of the country, 
and with a view to restoring quiet and fratérnal 
feeling among us. i ee 

Sir, for one, [ am desirous that the ‘question of 
| slavery, in its various bearings, should-be entirely 
withdrawn from the presidential contest, and that: 
| this important election should take place without: 


l| the least regard to what has occurred in connection 


with it. But I feel bound to say that, in my” 
opinion, there would not have been any particular 
opposition to this resolution in the Senate, if cer~ 
| tain gentlemen, easy to be-named, had not chanced 
| to entertain presidential aspirations, This is our 
whole difficulty. Every man who is disposed to 
perform his duty, independently and honestly, as 
| a Senator, without looking to the right or to the 
left, or entering into secret arrangements, in order 
to get a particular class of voteg north of Mason 
and Dixon’s line, for some high office, (he being a.” 
slaveholder south of that line,) would be likely to” 
approve this resolution. If there are Northern 
politicians (I trust there are none such) who are 
disposed to cater to undue local excitements in the 
South, and by the manifesfation of an apparent 
sympathy wih factionists there, are striving to 
arrange for additional support in that quarter of 
the country, in the expected presidential contest, 
I hold that they are unworthy of the respect of the 
| nation, The man who cannot forget all personal 
aspirations, at such a moment as this—the poor ' 
wretch, in whose heart sentiments of pure and 
elevated patriotism do not display themselves, and 
under circumstances like those which now exist, is 
| unworthy to be recognized as an American citizen. 
The contemptible demagogue who would enter 
into a corrupt and illicit scheme for the purpose of 
securing support, as a presidential aspirant of a- 
particular body of factionists in the North, by the” 
avowal of more sympathy for them and their prin+ 
ciples than any honest Southern man can profess, 
is not only unworthy of the Presidency, but unfit 
to act as a constable in the most obscure. hole in 
the Republic. 


Cobb, and others, whose motives I have always 
vindicated, did not subscribe the Southern Address. | 


But there was a mode of manifesting opposition to || 


this address as a political movement, and there | 
is a spirit capable of being manifested on such 
an occasion, which, among men of proper astute- 
ness of mind, will supply the plainest evidence of 
the basest treachery to a Southern constituency, 
and of the grossest infidelity to Southern rights. 

I suppose the gentleman did not mean to say 
anything unkind, when he spoke of this resolution 
of mine as blackening the white paper on which it 
was written. That particular gentleman is never 
found enlisted in the process of blackening any- 
thing. Oh, no! all his movements are as pure as 
vestal purity itself. 

He denounces this resolution as a torch, intro- 
duced, as he says, into the Democratic party, in 
order to consume the temple of our party strength. 
He considers it a sort of incendiary movement, I 
suppose. 

He seemed to intimate that the resolution was 
introduced also by somebody who wished to 
“lead” and ‘direct’? the people. T know he in- 
tends no unkindness. Oh, no, the Senator from 
Texas is just the kindest man in the world; but 
I must say, before God and my country, that 
I introduced that resolution, alone, for the purpose 
ofaiding, as far as [ could, in securing arestoration | 
of fraternal feeling in this country. Every en- 
lightened Southern man, in my opinion, must see 
that the South is entitled, at this moment, on the 


part of our Northern brethren, to some special as- || 


surance that the fugitive slave law shall be faith- 
fully executed. I, for one, as a Southern man, 
am willing to give to my brethren of the North an 
assurance, in return, that the remainder of the 
compromise scheme—the District of Columbia 
bill, and the rest—shall be faithfully carried out. į 


Iknow, sir, that my motives have been arraigned, il 3 l 
| me which I would not have made against any 


but I aver, that no man of honesty, no man of 
sound intellect, no man whose mind is not unduly 
swayed by prejudice of some kind, can look at my 


I believe I have given the gentleman a Rowland 
for his Oliver, as I promised him I would do; and 
{am content with the result of our most kindly 
and amicable conference. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was very much edified, 
and I might say amused, by the remarks of the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi. I cannot 
but be astonished at the temper of the gentleman. 
I had not intended to say anything to excite his 
| ire, because I flatter myself that lam a prudent 
man, and do not like to provoke assaults. I am 
exceedingly gratified at one thing. In the couse _ 
of his entire tirade, I believe the gentleman did 
not state a single fact. He has indulged in many 
conjectures in relation to Free-Soilism and cater- 
ing for the Presidency. Why, should feel that I 
was not only degrading myself, but degrading the 
nation and the body in the midst of which I stand, 
if I would cater to the passions of men or compro- 
mise my principles for the Presidency. What I 
have, I have. I wish to make no new voyages. 


l| Tam satisfied with the position which I occupy. 


| What I might adventure might be lost. Therefore, 
| I have no petty hankerings after office to gratify. 
Nor have I any party inirigues to enter into. I 
| have had no correspondence on the subject of the 
Presidency. The world is acquainted with what 
I have said. What I do, they make it a point to 
knows The same charge was made against me 
on my way here; but, as you, Mr. President, 
very well know, I expressed the same sentiments 
fat Montgomery, Alabama, which | have ex- 
pressed here to-day. 1 addressed a public assem- 
lage there. They knew my sentiments. There 
were no Free-Soilers there with whom to concoct - 
schemes of personal aggrandizement for presiden- 
tial advancement. -The honorable Senator has no 
desire to be King; but I think that for a few years 
past he has been playing Warwick or King-me- 
ker. Hie has made various insinuations against 


| gentleman on this floor. When I have resent: . 
iments, I speak them out. When I have charges 


whole conduct in this affair, and censure me for 


to make, Í make them directly. Ido- not imply 


% 
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a charge and then disavow the imputation. I do 
not state a hypothetical case, leaving others to ap- 
ply it. I did not charge the gentleman with having 
derived this resolution 
I have not said that it was concocted there. The 
gentleman seems to acknowledge the wish to raise 
athird party, to break up the two old parties, and 
run-athird-party man for the Presidency. Wheth- 
er the honorable Senator from Mississippi is to be 
front or rear in the race, I do not know. .I do 
not impute any design of the kind. 
_ I should be sorry to.suppose that there could 
be the least ground for applying to me the term 
“ demagogue.” --What demagogism was there 
when I gave unpopular votes in this body, when 
` there was no prospect for advancement in popu- 
larity, for I was denounced far and near? hat 
intrigue could I then have had, with a party un- 
important in the country, when I could have gone 
with the whole South if I had chosen to sacrifice 
my own opinions on the Oregon question? Was 
I playing the demagogue when I refused to sign 
the Southern Address? Did I not vote for every 
one of these compromise measures? The honor- 
able Senator from Mississippi did not vote for 
them all. I voted for all. J think, then, that [ 
am a better compromise man than the honorable 
Senator from Mississippi. 

If I kad charged the gentleman with a design to 
distract the Democratic party, he might have re- 
pelled the charge. If had charged the gentleman 
with manufacturing a platform to suit the peculiar 
condition of Mississippi, I would only have reit- 
erated a charge which 1 have heard frequently for a 
ye or more, The gentleman’s furious onslaught 

as given me a better opinion of my character as 
a man; for if we had sworn together to commit 
high treason, he would certainly have betrayed 
me. The honorable gentleman reminds me of an 
‘anecdote, which I will relate to the Senate: 

There was a reverend gentleman, one Parson 


Means, possessing many amiable and excellant | 


qualities as a neighbor and as a companion, He 
was a generous, hospitable man, but he had a rest- 
less disposition, and never could be kept out of 
mischief, notwithstanding the restraints of religion 
and morality. He disorganized every church and 
congregation with which he had any connection. 
He was a common agitator. At last he passed 
from the stage of action. Afterwards a particular 
friend, and a great admirer of his, had a vision 
in which he was translated to Paradise. When 
he arrived there, he felt, as he represented, some- 
what strange and solitary. He thought he would 
like to see some old friend or acquaintance, and 
the first one who presented himself to his mind 
was Parson Means. He inquired for Parson 
Means, and was informed that he was not there, 


but that perhaps he could be found in Purgatory, | 


He repaired to Purgatory, and was received by 
the keeper with great cordiality and courtesy. 
While compliments were passing between them a 
loud noise was heard in Purgatory. ‘‘Stop,’’ said 
the keeper, interrupting the conversation, “wait a 
moment if you please; Parson Means has broken 
his chains, and unless I have him fastened again he 
will turn Purgatory upside down.” [Great laugh- 
ter. 
hen I review the conduct of the honorable 
Senator from Mississippi for several days, and in- 
deed for several years past, I have had deeply im- 
ressed upon my mind the anecdote of Parson 
eans. ‘The course the Senator has pursued has 
suggested itself so strikingly to me, that I could 
not resist relating the anecdote to the Senate for 
their application of it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. FOOTE. I hope the honorable Senator 
will allow me to make an explanation. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose I must give way. 

Mr. FOOTE. What Ihave said I have said. 
All f have uttered I uttered with gravity, with a 
solemn conviction of the truth of every syllable 
enunciated by me. I have used the language of 
honesty and patriotism. If I have delineated 
character in a somewhat striking manner, it is be- 
cause I understand that character well, from hav- 
ing studied it closely, and from having made up 
my mind concerning it without prejudice. The 
Senator from Texas says that I have spoken indi- 
rectly. He is the only gentleman who thinks so. 
Certainly I meant all that E have said that was at 
all disrespectful for him, and for him alone; and 
the whole country will so understand it. 


from the State Department. | 


| 
i 


| that-such. was the intention of the Senator, he! 


|) said. My reason for not applying my denuncia- 
i tory language directly, was that I knew I could 


| thing else in which he is interested, all I have to 


| pendent; and whenever I find a case of conceal- | 


| the Senate, and I assure the country, that every in- 


| ness of members of m 
| Senator from Mississippi introduced his resolution j 
: for the appointment of a committee of thirteen. 


| that declaration here without any feelings of un- 
| kindness towards the gentleman from Mississippi, 
i for I can assure him that I wish hima smooth and | 
| and for the gratification of his friends, I hope it | 


| heretofore. 


| me. 


The PRESIDENT. - If the Chair had supposed | 


would have felt it his duty to call him to order. 
Mr, FOOTE. - Ido not now repeat what I have 


not do so without violating the rules of senatorial 
propriety. I knew, sir, that if I did so you would 
call me to order. Having given my reason’ for 
using indirect language, I hope the gentleman, and 
everybody else, willunderstand me. A word asto | 
the gentleman’s anecdote. He may consider me 
a very restless person; and if he supposes it ne- 
cessary to chain me in order to prevent my doing 
mischief to his presidential pretensions, or some- 


say is, that itis not in his power to forge a chain 
strong enough to hold me in duress, when I have, 
a public duty to perform, and especially such a 
duty as I have been called to perform this morning. | 


My language is ever free, unequivocal, and inde- 
| 

ed iniquity, requiring, in my judgment, a prompt | 
and explicit disclosure, I shall be ever ready to | 
employ such language of manly contempt and in-! 
dignation as the occasion may seem to demand. i 
I am perfectly content, in harmony with his very | 
chaste and classical anecdote, either to go to Pur- : 
gatory headlong, or descend in infernis, as may | 
suit his taste. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. [I have a better illustrative | 
anecdote than the one I told, but I shall not occu- 
py the time of the Senate by repeating it at this 
ate hour. Mr. President, I assure you, I assure 


sinuationagainst me of indirect plotting by myself 
or by my friends, within my knowledge, with one | 
party or another—@very insinuation that imputes ; 
to me any other design than that of preserving the | 
Government in its purity, and the Democratic | 
party in itsown faith without an extension of plat- ' 
form, is altogether unfounded. I voted for the | 
compromise, for every measure of it. But I did 
not insinuate that I had started it. The records 
of the Senate, however, will show that I gave out 
the inception of a suggestion of a committee of 
six Senators. In my absence, owing to the sick- 
family, the honorable í 


i 
i 


Whoever insinuates that I have had any intrigue, 
or any understanding, or any correspondence upon 
the subject of free-soil, abolition, disunfion, or se- 
cession, insinuates what is utterly unfounded, and 
without the slightest countenance of truth. I make 


untroubled path of life, and that for his own good 


may be less troublous hereafter than it has been | 
{Laughter.} 
Mr. FOOTE, of Mississippi. I thank the gen- | 
tleman for his generous wishes in my behalf. [| 
trust I may have a quiet career hereafter. I have! 
felt pained at the necessity, which I thought was | 
imposed upon me, of vindicating myself on this | 
occasion. The first assault did not come from } 
The Senator from Texas will bear me wit- | 

ness that I warned him solemnly this morning, 


that, if at this moment when I was about starting || 


for my home, he should undertake to indulge in | 
illiberal remarks, in the expectation that I would | 
probably not stay here and vindicate myself, he | 
would find himself to have committed a great | 
error. 

I will announce to him now, that he cannot get ! 
out of the predicament in which he has deliberately į 
placed himself. The language of the gentleman | 


| an the first instance, as he declares, was intended ; 


to be strictly political My words of deragation | 
and contempt were designed to be most emphati- ; 
cally personal. I have nothing more to say. | 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I am not in- | 
| 


| clined to take any part in this debate at this time; | 


nor do I know that I shall take part in it to-mor- | 
row morning. {f F were to consult my own; 


| feelings, after what has passed between gentlemen, } 


I would not say a word. But I must be permitted į 
to express my surprise that the honorable Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Hovsroy] should have thought : 
proper to wage war on the constitution of South | 
Carolina. It is not the first, second, nor third |! 


constitution and laws of South Carolina, and to 
hold them, as far as he could,.to censure and con- 
demnation. I have not the least idea that the con- 
stitution of South Carolina is in any danger from 
the assaults of the honorable Senator. I would just 
as soon suppose that-a diamond could be cut by 
having rubbed upon it a piece of stained glass. But 
allow me to say, in a tone of seriousness, that if 
the sentiment of union between ug, the representa- 
tives of the sovereign States, is to be preserved. 
and cherished, it will not be by allowing any man - 
upon this floor to look into the constitution of a 
State which one of his fellow Senators represents, 
and make criticisms upon it. ` 

Next to the religion of any people is their laws 
and constitution. Now, what would be thought 
of a Senator upon this floor rising and speaking 
of the represenatives of Louisiana—I do not know 
that either of them is a Catholic, but there isa 
very large Catholic population in Louisiana—or 
of Maryland, where there is also a large Catholic 
population, and of the religion of their constitu- 
ents in language of censure? What would be 
thought of any Senator who spoke in terms of cen- 
sure of the religion of any portion of the people? 
And I say that next to the religion. of any people, 
is their laws and constitution. 

I would as soon suppose that the Roman con- 
stitution would have suffered ffom the rebuke of 
the Scythian, as that the constitution of South 
Carolina will suffer from any remarks of the hon- 
orable Senator from Texas. Iam sorry that he : 
has thought proper to allude to it for the third or 
fourth time. What brought that subject into this 
debate? Does the gentleman suppose that by 
bringing himself in comparison with South Garo- 
lina and herinstitutions, he is to shine more bright- 
ly by the contrast, in his professions of love for 
tbe Union? Is that his object? Why has he se- 
lected peculiarities in the constitution of South 


il Carolina, when they obtained in the constitution 


of almost every State in the Confederacy, until 
very recently. Some provisions which have been 
put into the constitutions of the States of late 
years, have not, in my opinion, improved them.’ 
Why, at this moment North Carolina has the same 
features in her constitution, so far as regards a 
property qualification for Governor and a property 
qualification for Senators In Georgia, a Senator 
sometimes represents five hundred people, while 
another may represent two thousand or three thou- 
sand. It is so. 

What does the Senator mean when he speaks 
of an ‘oligarchy ” in South Carolina? Does he 
mean to say that the people of South Carolina 
are governed as slaves by an oligarchy who have 
concealed from them the knowledge of their 
rights, or have defrauded them of those rights? 
I will not speak in anything like flattery of 
the people of South Carolina; but I would in- 
form the Senator that that people will not appeal 
to him for instruction as to their rights. Philip 
of Macedon had a party in Greece; Napoleon 
Bonaparte had a party in Italy; and perhaps the 
gentleman may suppose that he hasa Houston 
party in South Carolina. 

The Senator asked a question which is perhaps 
illustrative of his doctrine as to the relation of the 
Federal and State Governments. What was it? 
I wish to put it in a prominent point of view, with 
no disposition to throw anything like personal 
odium on him. But he asked, in a very emphatic 
manner, if the Federal Government were to inhibit 
the people of New York, or of any other State, 
from voting for electors of President and Vice 
President, would it not be considered. an outra- 
geous usurpation of their rights? Heturned round 
and in the next breath said, South Carolina had 
done the same thing, and she is to be heid equally 
responsible to the condemnation of history, or 1 
suppose to the condemnation of the gentleman, 
who is to set himself up as the muse of history— 
as the modern Clio. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. I said nothing about con- 
demnation. i 

Mr. BUTLER. No; but the gentleman made 
this illustration. The gentleman’s doctrine will 
have that effect to some extent. Ihave always 
contended that the Federal Government acted un- 
der derivative and delegated powers, and could not 
by any act of legislation affect any State beyond 
the powers conferred. I have contended that the 
States possessed all powers that have not--been 


time that he has thought proper to allude to the li delegated to the Federal Government; that they 
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are on a parallel of equality. The idea of the Sen- 
ator,as I understood it, was, that because she has 
thought proper by her constitution to exercise her 
franchise for electors of President and Vice Presi- 
dent in acertain way, she is as reprehensible as 
the Federal Government would have been if it had 
done the same thing. He cannot get rid of that 
proposition. The fact is that nearly every State 
in the Union exercised this power in the same way 
as South Carolina until very recently.” In ‘South 
Carolina the people vote for the representatives 

who elect the Governor. They vote’ for repre- | 
sentatives, knowing that those representatives are | 
to select presidential electors. They do not make 
the matters of popular election directly, but they 
are so indirectly, because these things are done 
with intelligence. The people of South Carolina | 
know their rights, and they exercise them in a | 
way they think most conducive to the security of | 
the community. Iam one of those who believe | 
that the United States is an organized confederacy j 
of republics. Iam not one of those who believe 

that it isa wild democracy. This thing of break- 

ing down the conservative guarantees of State con- 

stitutions will destroy the Confederacy. 

The gentleman talks of the Union. It is one of 
his themes. 1 believe he: is the only practical 
secessionist on this floor. I believe he is the only 
man here who voluntarily left the Union. He | 
left the Confederacy and went abroad to enjoy || 
practically in another community these high dem- 
ocratie or sans culotte doctrines which he professes. 
Sir, I believe he did not go, like Coriolanus, to | 
make war on his ancient mother. I have never | 
said or believed anything of the kind. He went | 
to make his fortune, and I award to him all the | 
reputation of being historically connected with 
the creation of the State which he now so very 
ably represents. I shall deny him nothing. But | 
I do say, and I say it now for the first time, that | 
he is the last man who should speak unfavorabl 
of South Carolina. Look at the course of Sout 
Carolina in connection with the history of Texas. 
Who proposed for the first time in the Senate of |; 
the United States to recognize the independence of | 
Texas? He wasa Senator from South Carolina— ! 
William C. Preston. Who supported it in the other 
House? My friend and relative, General John- 
son. Who consummated it? My distinguished 
predecessor and colleague, Mr. Calhoun—with an ; 
ability for which the gentleman ought to feel an it 
obligation instead of a disposition to throw impu- || 
tations on his memory. Sir, who was the hero of || 
the Alamo? Who commanded the troops with so | 
much gallantry atthe battle of San Jacinto? A citi- |} 
zen and native of South Carolina, my friend Gen- | 
eral Rusk. Who was the gallant Travis? He was | 
born not more than five miles from my place of 
birth. His gallant compeer, Bonham, drank out į 
of the same spring, and went to the same school. 
Who advanced money for Texas when she needed | 
it? A South Carolinian. Who have had agreater | 
agency, next to the gentleman himself, in bring- 
ing into existence a political association with this | 
Confederacy the State of Texas than the people 
of South Carolina? Yet it is the institutions of | 
that State the gentleman is continually aspersing: 

« How sharper than a serpent’s tooth itis 
To have a thankless child.” 

The honorable Senator has expressed kind feel- 
ings for me and for my family. I believe he en- 
tertains them; but I cannot suffer my mother and ; 
my country to be assailed under compliments of |; 
the kind.” The injustice which has been pro- | 
nounced upon that State more than once, must be i 
rebuked, or I cannot hold my place upon this floor | 
with anything like feelings of perfect equality. 
No man on this floor has the right to look into | 
the institutions of another State. I will not have | 
the indecency to do so. Suppose I were to look 
into the institutions of T'exas, and hold up some- 
thing that I might not approve, what would be 
thought of it? It has only been done on this floor 
by the Senator from Texas in relation to South 
Carolina. It is the fourth time it has been done | 

- by him. a | 

Ihave not said that the gentleman is a candi- ! 
date for the Presidency and is fishing for popular ; 
support. If he were to fish in South Carolina for 
popular support, and to appeal to the people, as 
distinguished from the rulers, as he calls them, he |; 
would fish with a hook so naked that the people | 
would see and despise it. I know, sir, that a 


| 
i] 
| 
' 
i 


| 
i 
| 


| that State. 


great deal might be said on this subject. I do not 


wish to protract this debate, for I do- not feel that | 
the institutions “of South Carolina are in danger 
from the gentleman’s attacks. Coke’s Comment- 
aries upon Littleton have been read, and have in- | 
structed the great lawyers of the land. Justinian 
has embalmed and given immortality to the Pan- 
dects. I suppose we shall have a book coming 
out, “Houston on the Constitution of South 
Carolina,” as equal with them in literary merit 
and instructive matter. Iam willing to let it go 
forth with all the authority of the Senator’s high 
name. ' 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is seldom that I ask the 
indulgence of the Senate; it is with regret that I 
ask that indulgence now. I started upon the 
compromise resolution, but ‘I believe we have 
travelled off and around it until we have got to 
“ Coke and Justinian.” Iam really very sorry 
that the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
has gone so much into detail in relation to the po- 
sition I bear to his State. It would appear from 
his remarks that I had wantonly, at various times, 
made attacks on South Carolina. I will be a little 
personal to myself, but I hope not egotistical, in 
stating the only occasions on which | made any 
allusions to the constitution of South Carolina. 
The first difficulty that originated was with a dis- 
tinguished citizen of South Carolina, and I hope 
the gentleman did not understand me as casting 
the slightest reflection on the late Senator from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Catnoun.] 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator said that he did 
not intend’ to cast any such reflection; therefore 
I must believe him. I always confide in that 
Senator’s word. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I said that I buried any re- 
sentment which I might have had against him, 
and I wished it so understood. I have no resent- 
ments against the dead. 1 was proceeding to state 
that the first thing in this controversy was the de- 
nunciation of me by that distinguished man, when 
he said that I ought to be held up to public repro- 
bation for voting for the Oregon bill. Tadverted 
to that matter in ah address to my constituents. 
The next cause was a letter which I received of a 
most abusive character from Colonel Gadsden, of 
I responded to it. I was not the as- 
sailant in either case. The next cause was, that 
a member of the other House issued a most scur- 
rilous publication against me. I repelled that; so 
that I was merely acting defensively. At the con- 
clusion of the last session an attack was made on 
me by a Senator, which was followed up by 
another. | am now repelling that attack, which I 
had not the opportunity of doing then. I care 
not what others may think about it; but I thought 
it due to myself that I should let these facts be 
known. I designed no reflection beyond the facts. 
I intended to say nothing in derogation of the State 
of South Carolina, or of her citizens, 

We have lately seen a practical manifestation 
of the truth of my remarks. The Legislature has 
taken one course in the recent proceedings in that 
State; the matter was submitted to the people; and 
notwithstanding the unanimity of the Legislature, 
we find that the people, by eight thousand ma- 
jority, negatived the course indicated, so that I am 
tight in relation to the matter in South Carolina. 

The Senator says that I am a practical seces- 
sionist, I never was a secessionist. If I left my 
own to visit an adjacent country, it was no seces- 
sion from principle or from allegiance to this coun- 
try. Ifa new government was formed, and I was 
apart of that government, I owed my allegiance 
to it, but that did not make me an enemy to my 
native land. It is said South Carolina has imposed | 
obligations on Texas in her veriest need. Irec- | 
ollect that a Governor of South’Carolina denounced 
Texas and her cause when she was bleeding at 
every pore. When her women and children were 
fugitives, and distracted with fear and apprehen- 
sion—when an invading and victorious enemy 
were sweeping over her plains—then it was that 
a Governor of South Carolina denounced us as 
vagrants and vagabonds. Sir, if this imposed an | 
obligation upon us in our veriest need, I have yet 
to learn a sense of gratitude for such favors. We 
honor the memory of the gallant sons of South 
Carolina who fell in the Texan contest, and we 
have recompensed their representatives as far as 
‘possible; but to say that South Carolina ever aided | 
Texas in the advance of one penny 


Mr. BUTLER. I never said that South Caro- 


suppose; that some of her citizens did.- oi 
- Mr. BUTLER. [have always understood so. 
Mr. HOUSTON. TLassure the gentleman that 


Mr. HOUSTON. Then the gentleman says; E 


he is mistaken in his apprehension.. I do not mean ~ 


any disrespect to South Carolina, “I have stated 

facts. Lintended to make no disreputable inti- 
mation. I can assure the gentleman. that Iam not 

fishing for the favor of South Carolina. ` Ido not 

like the sea-board, and in the meuntains they have 

nothing but trout, and [never was a fisherman, <I - 
would not fish for political influence: in South’ 
Carolina particularly, until some change or modi- 

fication takes place in the power of the people: to 

express their opinions. J do say, once for all, 

that Ido not intend to reflect on the people of 

South Carolina, or on the memory of the illustri- 

ous dead. J am sorry we have had such a ramb- 

ling, desultory. debate to-day , but I havedone with 

it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not know 
that I shall make the motion which it was my in- 
tention to make when I at first rose. i 

Mr. BADGER. I must beg, as a favor of 
the honorable Senator from New Hampshire; that 
he will allow me one moment for the purpose of 
making an explanatiou. ` : 

Mr. HALE. Lhavegiven way already an hour 

anda half for explanations, and I shall nevergetthe 
floor in the world if I give way any more. . I do 
not know that J shall make the motion which I at 
first intended to make, which was to lay the sub- 
ject on the table. I am too unpopular to carry the 
motion, and too good-natured to persist in it, par- 
ticularly when I have been notified that several 
gentleman want to speak upon it. But I do hope 
that at avery early day the motion will be made. I 
wish to call the attention of the Senate, and of the 
Senator from Mississippi, who is about to leaveus, 
toone fact. Hesays,and I have no doubt ofit, that 
his intention in introducing the resolution was to 
produce a brotherly feeling. Well, I think the 
exhibition he has had hereto-day will satisfy-him, 
that so far as we have had any experimental knowl- 
edge of the effects of his brotherly resolution, it has 
been a failure. 3 

Mr. FOOTE. I never expected, when | intro- 
duced the resolution, that it would pass without 
opposition, I expected that every Abolitionist 
would oppose it, of course; that every Free-Soiler 
and every disnionist would oppose it. I expected 
that all from the South who were catering for Free- 
Soil votes at the North,and that all from the North 
who were catering for secession votes at the South, 
would oppose it; but I believed that all patriotic 
votes—that is, thesvotes of all the rest of the mem- 
bers of the Senate—would be given in favor of the 
resolution. 1 wanted the fight to take place here. I 
thought the factionists would die hard; but die they 
must. I thought, however incompetent E might 
be for destroying such monsters, that I might have 
_a chance for striking one or two blows more for 
my country. i K i 

Mr. HALE. I think that the illustrations of 
the healing and brotherly influence which this 
resolution is to produce, was best manifested by 
the state of mind in which the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi himself addressed the Senate. It was the 
operation which it had produced upon himself 
that induced me to come to the conclusion that it 
could not produce brotherly feeling. ; 

The Senator said he expected the. Free-Soilers 
to die hard. Why, we can die without making 
as much fuss as the Senator does in living upon 
this earth. I think we shall not have as many 
spasmodic throes as he has in the full life and ex- 
periment of the resolution itself. You know, Mr. 
President, that I am a diffident man; but I think 
I have a right to advise these gentlemen from the 
South upon this subject, I appeal to the Senate, 
that when we had this agitation on our side we 
managed it in much better temper, and more 
quietly. If this resolution is to operate on. the 
country as it has operated upon the Senate, the 
effect will be to throw the patient into fits before- 
it is cured. But that may be the intention of the 
physician. He maybe one of those doctors who 
cannot cure a patient without throwing him into 
fits. It is said that there are some such. I-be- 
lieve conscientiously that this resolution is not 
calculated to do any good in the world: and it cer- 
tainly cannot be the object of the gentleman from 
Mississippi to kill off the Free-Soilers “before he 


lina did. 


retires; for he announced here during the last Con- 
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gress, as often as once a week, that the Free-Soil- 
ers were dead. 

Mr. FOOTE, We are merely performing their 
obsequies how. 

Mr. HALE. But they are notdead. Itseems 

to me that the task. of killing them is not over. 
It is altogether a mistake. I want to call the atten- 
tion of my friends to another view of this subject 
presented by the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi the other day. In urging Southern men to 
„vote for the resolution, he gave as a reason that 
the South had got everything they claimed; but 
he added, by way of proviso, that they claimed 
nothing but what.was right and patriotic. 

Mr. FOOTE. Nothing but what the Constitu- 
tion allowed. 

Mr. HALE. He did say so; but he said they 
got everything they claimed. But to-day he says 
it is a thoroughly-Democratic measure, by which 
I understand the modern definition of his democ- 
racy is, that it is thoroughly Democratic to give to 
the South everything they want, and that is the 
reason Southern men are to vote for this compro- 
mise resolution. I want to appeal to some North- 
ern gentlemen here, for there are some Northern 
members on this floor representing Northern States 
and Northern constituencies. What can we—we 
patriotic men, I am not speaking of factionists— 
after wehave taken this dose, and given this great 
glory to our friend to go hometo Mississippi with, 
what can we tell our constituents that we got? 
The South, remember, got all she claimed; what 
did we get? 

Mr. BADGER. All the rest. 

Mr. HALE. The honorable Senator from 
Worth Carolina has made the best answer in the 
world. The South got everything she asked; the 
North gotalltherest. Thatis a complete answer, 
and it is a highly satisfactory solution of the whole 
difficulty. With that I suppose we can stand 
before our constituents. 

But the honorable Senator from Mississippi, as 
I said the other day, does not consider this to be 
final. He means it to be final until the South 
wants something more, and then the compromise 
is no longer binding. 

Before the honorable Senator goes home, I can 
assure him that if he has not produced a brotherly 
feeling all around, he has on me: I have none but 
the kindest feelings for him. But when he and 
the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Ruerr] the other day were disputing the palm 
with one another, to know who had done most 
for the Abolitionists, and which acted with them 
the best, I remembered very well that it used to be 
the fashion when I was getting what little educa- 
tion J have, to have debuting societies, where the 
disputants displayed themselves, and where it was 
the fashion for the presiding officer to scan up the 
merits of the various disputants, and to award the 
palm. As it is not precisely in accordance with 
your position, Mr. President, to assume that place, 
and as from the very nature of the case, I supposed 
the appeal was made to me to pronounce which 
was the better Abolitionist of the two, L think it 
ismy duty to the country to announce the fact. I 
can assure both of these honorable Senators that 
they have done a great deal more for the Abolition- 
ists than either of them is aware of. But on the 
score of magnanimity, and on no other score, I 
think I must award the palm to Mississippi; and 
I will tell the honorable Senator why. He says 
the South got all they claimed, and having got all 
they claimed, they are willing to acquiesce for 
awhile. Having got all they wanted they do not 
care about dissolving the Union. South Carolina 
is in the same category with Mississippt. She 
gets everything she wants, and everything the 

orth has got to give; but, like the old lady who 
got a new kettle, she is neither for borrowing nor 
lending any more. She is for dissolying the Union 
and going on-for herself. Having got everything 
she claimed, and everything we could give, she 
thinks the Constitution has entirely failed to bring 


about what was intended, and she is for going off. || 


Mississippi has the advantage in this respect, and 
in this alone. 

I would not undertake to go further into the 
comparison. If the honorable Senator would per- 
mit me to quote Latin, I would say non nostrum |} 
inter vos tantas componere lites. I would leave the 
controversy between the two where it stands; but 


I must say that I hope I shall not hurt anybody 
in Mississippi by doing this. 


Mr. FOOTE. Do not praise me too much. 

Mr. HALE. I will not praise the gentleman 
too much. -I oily give him credit for magnanim- 
ity. On that score alone, I give the palm to Mis- 
sissippi. If I were to follow the dictates of my 
own judgment, I would move to lay this resolu- 
tion onthe table, not that I think it will do any 
great hurt to the Free-Soil- party or to anybody 
else. Iam certain, however, that it will do no 
good. I sympathizé with some of those honor- 
able gentlemen who spoke to-day for the private 
claimants; and I think that something is’ due to 
them. I do not wish the whole time of the Sen- 
ate to be occupied during this long session in re- 
discussing what took us a long session two years 
ago to discuss. We have in our courts in New 


| Hampshire a sort of trial on review; and I have 
| always found in my experience as a practitioner, 


that it takes twice as long to try a case on review 
as on the original issue. This is caused by new 
evidence coming up, and the case being presented 
in new aspects, What is this? Stript of its 
technicalities, it is nothing but the trial, upon re- 
view, of the compromise measures. The honor- 
able Senator who introduced it was in a hurry to 
have it passed, so that he might go home in sea- 
son to be inaugurated Governor of Mississippi, 
and carry the resolution in his pocket. He may 
go home, be inaugurated, serve his time out, and 


| eome back, and, in the ordinary course of legisla- 
| tion, we shall not have got through the resolution 


unless the Senate come to the conclusion that they 
will do something practical, and lay the resolution 
on the table. I shall not make the motion which 
I rose to make, because I sce some gentlemen op- 
osite me—some young gentlemen—who are anx- 

ious to distinguish themselves before the country, 
and.shed light on the subject, and I am desirous 
to hear them. 

Mr. CLEMENS next obtained the floor; but it 
being four o’clock, he yielded the floor, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 22, 1851. 


* The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. MoRGaN. 


The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 


ALPHABETICAL LIST OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. DANIEL, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee of Claims, presented to the House 
a report made to him, as chairman of said com- 
mittee, by the late Clerk of the House, Richard 
M. Young, showing the progress made in prepar- 
i ing an alphabetical list of private claims, the nature 
of said claims, and the action thereon, accompa- 
nied by the following resolutions, viz: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be and he is 
hereby directed to have completed, in the shortest pos- 
sible time consistent with accuracy, the digest of claims 
authorized by the resolution of the House of the 27th of 


| January, 1848, and the 2d of September, 1850, in the man- 
ner and at the rate of compensation therein authorized to 


| 
| 
| the extra clerks employed upon the same; and that he 
i 
f 
i 


pay the compensation due for services already pertormed 


i on the work, which has been withheld in consequence of 


the restriction as to time in the resolution of 1850. 
Resolved, further, That the Clerk be and he is hereby 


! required to withhold the work from the press until the whole 


of it shat! have been completed and sithjected to a reë xam- 
ination with the journals, reports, laws, &c., and to bave 
reprinted so much,of that now printed as shall, by the dis- 


| covery of errors in it, connected with that now incomplete, 


or otherwise, be deemed necessary; and that the work, 


; when ready for the press, be printed by the printer now 
| engaged upon it. 


[A message was received from the Senate, in- 
forming the House of the passage, by that body, 
of the joint resolution of the House providing for 


documents; also, an act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue a register to the brig 
Ada; also, an act granting to the State of Missis- 
sippi the right of way and a donation of public 


said State, in the direction of Montgomery, Ala- 
bama.] 


read, 
Mr. DANIEL said: I beg leave to state, that as 
this. matter requires the immediate action of the 


| House, I trust there will be no objection. It is in |} 


i 


regard to the digest of private claims which was 


the printing of additional copies of the Journal and | 


| land for the purpose of locating and constructing || 
a railroad from Brandon to the eastern borders of 


The resolutions of the Committee having been |! sufficient to complete it, that the Clerk should.be 


| authorized to employ a greater force... He pro- 


| ceeded at first.with the smallest number supposed 


authorized by a previous Congress, and continued 
| under a resolution of the last Congress, The print- 
er has suspended the work, awaiting the action of 
the House, as some inaccuracies have been found 
in the work, until the sense of the House can’ be 
taken whether they shall be corrected or not.. ‘The 
committée have had the matter under considera- 
tion, and have authorized me to report to, the | 
House the resolutions which have been‘read, that 
the House may see the state of the work... Task 
that the Clerk read the report I send to his desk. 
| It is a report made to me, as chairman of the ‘com> 
| mittee, which more properly might have been made 
to yourself as the Presiding Officer of the House. 

The report of the late Clerk of the House, 
showing the progress made in preparing the alpha- 
betical list of private claims, was then read. 

Mr. JONES. I wish to inquire of the chairman 
of the Committee of Claims, when it is probable 
that this work will be completed, and how many 
clerks are now employed: upon it; and, also, what 
sort of volume it will make? : 

Mr. DANIEL. It will make three volumes 
about the size of the Congressional Globe. There 
are about a dozen clerks now employed upon the 
work, and I understand, if thecourse recommended 
by the committee be pursued, it will be completed 
in five to ten months, and then we shall have prob- 
ably a work as nearly accurate as one can be made. 

Mr. JONES. The thing was wrong in the 
i start, Iam opposed to going’ on with it.. ` 

Mr. APPLETON; of Maine. I would like to 
inquire if the committee know what amount of 
money has been already expended and contracted 

or? 

Mr. DANIEL, I will firstgive the House some 
idea of the progress and origin of the work, and 
| they can then judge for themselves. This work 
was authorized previous to the last Congress, and. 
was recommended by the Committee.of Claims. 
| They found in their investigation, that some digest 
| and index referring them to the action, which the 
two Houses of Congress had had upon the various 
i claims which had been before them, would not only 
| facilitate the labors of the several Committees, 
| but would tend to protect Congress from imposi- 
| tion. It was found, that claims sometimes re- 
| jected in one shape, sometimes assumed another 
‘shape, and afterwards very unjustly passed. [have 
been referred to a case, Shick was twice paid by 
: Congress, at the distance of only eight years. ‘The 
| committee, therefore, felt the necessity of such 
a work, and recommended that a work similar to 
| the digest of claims which had been prepared b 
the Senate, should be also prepared, containing all 
the cases which had been before this House, and 
that Mr. Young, a gentleman of this city, who 
had performed the duties of clerk.to the Com- 
mittee of Claims in previous years, should prepare 
the work. During the last Congress, feeling the 
necessity of the work, and wishing to have. itcom- 
| pleted as soon as possible, the Committee of 
| Claims inquired what progress had been made, and 
found that although oung had been'engaged 
| some three years, he had made but very little pro- 
gress, and that if he were alone employed upon 
it, years would elapse before we should have the 
work, without any saving, as regards expense. It 
seemed best, therefore, to the Committee of the 
last Congress, that the work should he hastened, 
but first requested the Clerk of the House to as- 
certain, from such source as would impart correct 
information, what force would be necessary, in 
addition to the Clerks of the House, to complete the 
work within twelve months. We wished to: have 
| it completed by the last session of the last Congress. 

i It was amatter about which all was mereconjecture. ` 
i We had no idea of the vast labor which was re- 
quired, nor, as it seems, had the Clerk, who sup- 
| posed that seven extra clerks would be sufficient to 
: complete the work within twelve months... The 
House, under therecommendation ofthe Committee 
| of Claims, therefore, passed aresolutionauthorizing 
; an additional number of clerks, but thought proper 
not to restrict him as to the number, for 1t was very 
| obvious that it wasall mereconjecture. Asthework 
| had been commenced, we were desirous of having 
the work completed, and if seven clerks were not 


j 
i 
{ 
| 


to be necessary to complete the workin- thé requi- 


site time. But as the time approached: he found 
that the force was not sufficient, and enlarged it to 
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something like a dozen, They have been em- 
ployed in making examinations—they have gone 
through the Journals, reports, and laws—they have 
examined written and printed reports—they have 
examined the files, and in fact everything relating 
to the action of the House upon the various claims 
which had been before it as well as the Senate. 
They have, as I understand, completed the alliter- 
ation of all the letters of the alphabet, except per- 
haps the letters M, S, and T.. They have made 
extracts from printed reports, laws, and the files 
of the House, and arranged them ‘under their re- 
spective letters. That isthe condition of the work, 
so far as the alliteration is concerned. The late 
Clerk, being exceedingly anxious to hasten the 
work, thought proper to have the copies of the allit- 
eration under the two first letters of the alphabet, 
A and B, senj to the printer, and they have been 
printed. mh 

Mr. McMULLIN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? Was it not understood 
that this work was to be finished by the Ist of 
September last? 

Mr. DANIEL. It was so expected, sir; but, 
as I have stated, it was not so finished. There 
was no just idea of the immense amount of labor 
which it involved. The object of the index or 
digest is for the purpose of reference to claims 
which have been betore Congress. It must be 
obvious to the House that the same claims may | 
appear under different names. For instance, an | 
original claimant presents a claim. After it has 
been pending some time, he dies. Then his rep- 
resentative presents Jt. The claim would appear 
first in the name of the original claimant, which 
name might begin with the letter A, and subse- 
quently it would appear in the name of his repre- 
sentative—sometimes of assignees, The letters 
A and B have been prepared and sent to the 
printer before a comparison of the alliteration 
under subsequent letters had been made; and, 
therefore, there is no reference of cases under 
those two letters to the same cases appearing 
under different names beginning with subsequent 
letters of the alphabet. After sending the work 
so far as it was supposed to be completed to the 
printer, the clerks, on proceeding with a compari- 
son of other letters, found that there were many 
cases under other letters that ought to be referred 
to under letters A and B, and that the work would ! 
be imperfect unless it should be suspended until 
the alliteration was completed, and the copies for 
the printer be compared with the originals, and 
they with the Journals, reports, &c. Although 
this work is far more accurate and extended than | 
the work of the Senate, there are, it seems, 
some mistakes in copying as well as in the ab- 
stracts, which we are anxious to have corrected, 
and have, if possible, an accurate work, and not 
an imperfect work, like the Digest of the Senate. 
That, [ understand, is exceedingly imperfect. I 
am informed that there are thousands of cases 
which have been before the Senate, and upon 
which they have acted, which are not to be found 
in the Digest. So that that Digest is calculated to 
mislead as to cases which it does not embrace, 
but which have in truth been acted upon by the 
Senate; and I understand there are thousands 
of cases that have been omitted. This we wish 
to avoid in the Digest under consideration. If 
the Digest which has been prepared thus far, 
should be suffered to go to the printer, although | 
incomplete and inaccurate in some respects, yet it | 
would be valuable, and might aid in guarding 
against imposition, but would be more valuable if | 
accurate. These matters have been taken into 
consideration by the Committee of Claims, and 
they have instructed me to report a resolution 
which directs the Clerk of the House to withhold 
the work’ from the printer until the entire allitera- 
tion has been gone through with and compared, 
and an examination of the Journals, laws, and files |! 
of the House have been made, so as to insure the jj 
greatest possible degree of accuracy. There ig | 
another matter embraced in the resolution which’; 
the committee thought proper to bring to the con- |} 
sideration of the House. This is a matter which | 
falls within the contract of the printer of the last 
Congress. If the work should be suspended 
as proposed, a claim might be set up by the 
printer to the present Congress, and the committee 
have thought proper to provide by resolution, that 
the work should Be done by the printer who has 


i 
i 
Í 
i 


‘work, under the letters A and B, and some per- 


| upon the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


-Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Cur- 


| 
| 
| 


heretofore performed a part of it. He has his 


type already. set up, and can correct with less 
trouble-and expense the defects which exist ynder 
the letters A and B, than to make an entire reprint 
of the work. I will state to the House, that the 
committee have been informed by the clerk of the 
Senate Committee on Printing, and one of the print- 
ers engaged about the work, that the cost of the 
printing which has been already done, if that should 
be thrown aside, will be a little the rise of twe 
thousand dollars. Fourteen hundred copies of the 


haps under the letter C, have been printed. ‘The 
committee thought it would be best even to pay 
that sum to have the work accurate. They be- 
lieve that a great deal of the work which has been į 
printed under letters A and B, might be embraced | 
m subsequent reprints; so that the probability is, if ; 
the House see fit to act upon the suggestions of the 
committee, the cost will be much less than $2,000. | 
It is supposed if they were to compare the copies 
with the original abstracts, under the different | 
letters, it would require some two or three months 
to have the work ready for the printer; and to 
compare the abstracts with the Journals, reports, 
and laws, might require some four or five months | 
more. The number of clerks employed at present 
is about twelve, as before stated, and they receive | 
the compensation of engrossing clerks—salaries | 
of $1,500 per annum. ‘The House can see, there- 
fore, what the additional cost will be. I suppose, 
if the work shall be so prepared and so printed į 
as to insure that accuracy which the committee 
think highly desirable, the whole cost will be up- 
wards of $20,000—perhaps as high as $25,000. 
Even if the cost should reach that sum, it might | 
save the Treasury double, treble, even ten times į 
the amount in a single Congress. I trust that į 
with these explanations there will be no objection 
to the resolutions, and that they will be adopted. 

I desire to add one single remark, which I omit- j 
ted. I understand from the clerks who have been | 
engaged in this investigation, that the indices to | 
the Journals and the reports of the House have | 
been found to be exceedingly inaccurate. In one 
case several hundred matters that have been before | 
the IJouse are not indexed atall, 1 make this re- 
mark with the hope that those engaged in prepar- 
ing the indices will pay more attention in future. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called forthe yeas | 
and nays on the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the ; 
resolution, and on adivision there were—ayes 100, | 
noes 38. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SACKETT moved to reconsider the vote ; 
just taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider | 


RECEPTION OF LOUIS KOSSUTH. 


Mr. CARTTER asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the following resolu- 
tion: 

“ Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the 
Chair to wait upon Lonis Kossuth on his arrival at the 
capital, and introduce him to the House of Representa- | 
tives.” H 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, to enable him to introduce the resolution. | 


Mr. JONES called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I desire to debate | 
the resolution. | 

The SPEAKER. The motion now is, to sus- ! 
pend the rules to enable the gentleman from Ohio | 
[Mr. Carrrer] to offer his resolution. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. | 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules; and there were—yeas 111, 
nays 58; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, Andrews, John 
Appleton, Babeock, Bartlett, Bennett, Bissell, Bowne, | 
Jobn H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Busby, Joseph Cable, | 
Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, i 


‘tis, George F. Davis, John G. Davis, Disney, Doty, Dur- į 
kee, Eastman, Faulkner, Ficklin, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, | 
Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, 
Gentry, Giddings, Green, Grey, Grow, Hascall, Hendricks, | 
Hibbard, Horsford, Howard, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 
Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, John Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, 
Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Mace, Ed- 
ward C. Marshall, Mason, McDonald, McNair, Molony, 
H. D. Moore, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, Andrew Par- 
ker, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Polk, Rantoul, Richard- 
son, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, | 
Smart, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, | 


i 
i 
i 
i 
j 
l 
i 
| 


Abraham P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Stuart, Sutherland,. 


Swectser, George W. ‘Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, 


Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washbuin, Welch; Ad=" 


dison White, Wildrick, and Yates—111. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, Averett, 


Barrere, Thomas H: Bayly, Bibighaus, Bocock, Bragg). 


Breckenridge, Albert G. Brown, E.- Carrington’ Cavell, 
valdwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cullom, Daniel, Dockery,’ 
Dunham, Edmundson, Evans, Fiteh, Goodenow, Hall, 
Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, Sampson. W, Harris, Ha- 
ven, Hebard, Henn, Hillyer, Holladay, Houston, Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, George W. Jones, Lock- 
hart, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, MeMullin, Millson, 
Morehead, Morrison, Murphy, Orr, Penn, Powell, Scurry, 
Smith, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Taylor, Benjamin 
Thompson, Venable, Watkins, Wilcox, and Williams—58. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, asked leave to 
record his vote, being without the bar when. his 
name was called; but objection was made. 

So, two thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. f 


HOLDERS OF BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. ~. 


Mr. BRENTON, by unanimous consent, and 
pursuant to previous notice, introduced a bill “for 
the relief of the holders of bounty land warrants 
issued under the act of September 28, 1850.” 

i one bill was read a first and second time by äts 
title. * ; 

Mr. BRENTON. I wish to make a very few. 
remarks in reference to that bill. Itis one which, 
in my opinion, demands the prompt and speedy 
action of Congress; and if I had confidence in the 
general correctness of its phraseology, I would 
ask the House to pass upon it immediately, with- 
out any reference to a committee. 

The object of the bill is to permit the location of 
these bounty land warrants upon lands above the 
minimum price of $1 25 per acre; and.also to con- 
firm the titles of the holders of land of that char- 
acter that has already been located. Under the 


present law the Commissioner has suspended the ` 


operation of locations at several offices upon lands 
of that character. Many warrants have been loca- 
ted upon these lands under the instructions appli- 
cable to the location of Mexican bounty land war- 
rants; but those locations have been suspended, 
and it is important that they shall be confirmed, in 
addition to extending the privilege of locating on 
these lands, to the present holders. Again, patents 
have already been issued upon locations that have 


been made of the character described in the bill, « 


and it is important that the last section shall pass 
in order to confirm the titles of the present holders 
of these patents. The offices where there are lands 
of this dhinracier are now suspended, as far as the 
location of warrants is concerned, and have been 
since some time in the month of September last. 
I myself know of hundreds of cases where indi- 
viduals are now held in suspense—locations having 
been made and the Commissioner having author- 
ized the canceling of those locations in some in- 
stances and the suspension of them in others. It 
is therefore important that the patents of the hold~ 
ers shall be legalized. i 

Believing that the bill can meet with no objection 
from any part of the House, I ask that it be put 
upon its passage immediately. 
made, I shall move its reference to the appropriate 
committee. 

Mr. HALL. This isa bill of considerable im- 
portance, and I do not think it ought to be passed 
without being examined by acommittee. I there- 
fore move its reference to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. i 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee.on Public Lands. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. BISSELL moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed, and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
for the purpose of taking up for consideration the 
joint resolution explanatory of the act approved 
September Bth, 1850, entitled “ An act granting 
bounty lands to certain officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the 
United States.” 

Mr. B. said: If the House will indulge me for 
a single moment, I will state that there are matters 
contained in this resolution which require prompt 
action on the part of this House. I know of no 
measure that has been or can be brought before 


| us that requires prompt action more than the mat- 


ters embraced in this resolution. I hope, therefore, 


that there will be no objection to gomg into com-. ` 
| mittee and passing it to-day. 


The resolution provides, amongst other things, 


If objection is~ 
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for compensating: land officers for locating military 
bounty land warrants. This is but am act of jus- 
tice, and one which is demanded by every princi: | 
ple that should govern our action here. 

I will state to the House, that there are land offi- 
cers in the West who, under the impression that 
compensation would be made to them for locating 
these warrants, have held on to the offices fortwo or 
three years, which only yield them one hundred 
dollars a year above clerk hire. The very fact | 
that. all the- lands around them. in their districts 
are entered upon by these warrants prevents them, 
of course, from receiving that percentage which 
they have heretofore received when their land has 
been entered by money. All that they get, there- |! 
fore, is the $500 salary, and very small dribblings 
received from other sources, which do not com- 
pensate them for their labor. I hope there will be 
no objection to my motion. 

Mr. TUCK. I desire to inquire of the gentle- 
man, whether it is his purpose to ask that the 
other parts of the resolution which he proposes to | 
take up, shall be passed, besides that to which he | 
has referred? 

I have not yet heard of any opposition to that | 
part of the gentleman’s resolution to which he has 
referred, but I consider it a matter demanding the 
utmost deliberation before we determine to create 
an indefinite and, at present, unknown extension 
of the law of 1850, granting bounty lands. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call the gentleman to or- 
der. I object to this debate. 

The SPEAKER. The debate is not in order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Brsse.1’s 
motion; and it was agreed to—ayes 81, noes 36; 
[the Speaker voting in the affirmative to make a 
quorum. | 

So the rules were suspended, and 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, |! 
(Mr. Himsarn in the chair.) 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to pass by all the 
business precediug the joint resolution in relation 
to bounty lands warrants, with the view to take 
up and consider that resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That motion is 
notin order. The 135th rule requires that the 
business shall be taken up in committee in the or- 
der in which it stands upon the calendar; and it 
is a question for the committee to determine 
whether they will proceed with the first business | 
in order, or whether it shall be laid over. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from 
Tennessee is right, and I was but anticipating the 
rule. If, however, the Chairman will designate 
what the business 1s that precedes the resolution, 
I will move to pass it by. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the first business 
in order was the resolutions of the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Hovsron,] for the distribution of 
the President’s message to the several standing 
committees. | 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to lay aside | 
those resolutions. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not understand the gen- |! 
tleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] as yield- ji 
ing the floor for a motion of that sort. hen the | 
committee was last in session, that gentleman was | 
entitled to the floor, and is, therefore, now entitled | 
to it. Unless he shall yield the floor, the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois cannot be enter- 
tained. 

Mr. RICHARDSON.. When the gentleman 
from New York gave way for the committee to 
rise, he lost the control of the floor. It is for the | 
committee to-determine each day what business 
they will take up. They have entire control of 
the business. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I will state 
that when the committee last had under consider- || 
ation the President’s ‘message, the floor was | 
awarded to me. The question was about to be | 
taken upon the resolutions introduced by the gen- } 
tleman from Alabama, (Mr. Housron;] and desir- | 
ing to offer an amendment to one of these resolu- 
tions, I obtained the floor. I do not propose to 
enter into an extended discussion, but merely to 
offer an amendment to one of the resolutions. For 
one, I hope that the President’s message will take | 

recedence, and that the subjects therein contained 
will be referred to the appropriate committees, so 
that the committees of this House may have sub- 
jects before them to consider during the recess, or 


during the time when this House will not be seri- | 


oe 


ously occupied with business until after the Ist of 
January. It will not take long to dispose of the 
message, and then this resolution can be taken up. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of 
order. I desire to know from the Chair whether 
or not the gentleman from New York is entitled 
30 the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair- decides. that 
the gentleman from New York is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON appealed from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The business before the 
committee is the consideration of the resolutions of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovusron,] in 
relation to the President’s message. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Seymour] having ob- 
tained the floor before the committee last rose, the 
Chair decides that he is now entitled to the floor. 
From that decision the gentleman from Iinois 
appeals; and the questiofi now is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As I understand that 
the gentleman from New York desires only to 
occupy the floor for a few moments, I withdraw 


i the appeal; but I shall renew it hereafter with a 


view of testing the propriety of the decision of the 


| Chair. 


Mr. CARTTER. I want that question decided 
at once, and therefore I renew the appeal. 

“The question was then taken, and the Chair 
was sustained. 


Mr. SEYMOUR called for the reading of the 
eighth resolution; and it was read as follows: 

«8. That so much of said message as relates to com- 
merce, the improvement of harbors, reciprocal trade be- 
tween the United States and Canada, and otber British 
possessions near our frontier, be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce”? + 

Mr. S. then moved to amend the resolution by 
inserting before the word “harbors”? the words 
s riyers and;’’ and also to strike out the 10th reso- 
lution, which provides that so much of the mes- 
sage as relates to the improvement of rivers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. S. said: Mr. Chairman, the remarks I pro- 
pose to submit upon this amendment will be very 
brief and of an entirely practical nature. It will 
be perceived that the resolution as offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] pro- 
poses, among other things, to submit to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce the consideration of the im- 
provement of our harbors; whereas the same res- 
olution proposes to submit the subject of the 
improvement of our rivers to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. Now, the amendment which 
I have submitted proposes to submit the consid- 
eration of both these subjects to the Committee 
on Commerce, as has been the practice of the 
House heretofore. 

Tam aware that the resolution as offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] is 
strictly in accordance with the 98th rule of this 
House, by which the Committee on Roads and 
Canals was established. That rule provides, that 
this committee shall have consideration of all such 
petitions and matters or things relating to roads 
and canals, and the improvement of the navigation 
of rivers, as shall be presented, or may come in 

uestion, or be referred to them by the House, &c. 

“hat rule, however, I will remark, bears date 
twenty years ago; and if gentlemen will take the 
trouble to examine, they will find that the universal 
practice of the House, from that period down to 
the present time, has been to refer all matters re- 
lating both to the improvement of harbors and 
rivers, to the Committee on Commerce. I have 


not been able to find a single instance where the ! 


two subjects have been separated. Such has been 
the uniform practice of the House, and I suppose 
it has been thus uniform for good reasons. A full 
investigation of the matter will convince gentlemen 
of the propriety of this practice. The subject 
themselves are of a similar nature; both have ref- 
erence to matters affecting the foreign commerce 
of the country. 

A rule which has been promulgated—and which 
we have endeavored, certainly, to adhere to, in re- 
lation to the improvement of rivers—that all ap- 
propriations for such objects shall be of a national 
character, shows the propriety of the reference of 
all matters pertaining to the navigation of our large 
rivers, as well as those pertaining to the improve- 


ment of our harbors upon the Atlantic and Pacific 
coast, or upon the lakes, to the Committee on Com- 
merce. The committee will perceive that appro- 
priations made for these subjects, if separater A will 
often be expended upon similar objècts. ‘The im- 
provement of a river is many times the improve- 
ment of a harbor—the river itself helping to form- 
i that harbor. Gentlemen are aware of the great 
ressure for appropriations upon these subjects. 
pas therefore, that they will see the propriety 
and importance of referring them both tothe Corn- 
| mittee on Commerce, in order that those subjects, 
which are kindred in their character, may be cons 
i sidered and decided upon by one and the same- 
‘committee. If the House is to pass a bill the 
present session, making such appropriations. as 
our coystituents may reasonably expect, it seems 
to me that it can be better matured in one com- 
mittee than in both. I wish ta be distinctly un- 
derstood, in making this motion, that I cast no 
disrespect upon any member of the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. I believe that this, or any 
other subject, which it may be the good pleasure 
of the House to refer to them, will receive their 
| deliberate and impartial investigation; and I believe 
that investigation would be conducted with ability, 
I make the motion for the purpose of preserving 
| uniformity of proceeding upen this subjèct, and for 
the purpose of subserving to what I believe will 
be the best interests of the country, in relation. to 
these matters. I present these remarks for: the 
| consideration of the committee, and I leavg them 
to make what disposition of the subject they may 
| deem proper. : 

Mr. BISSELL. As this subject furnishes a 
theme for discussion about as illimitable as any 
| other, I move that it be now laid aside. 
| Mr. ROBINSON. I hope that it will not be 
| the pleasure of the committee to pass it over. 
| Mr. BISSELL. Well, I make the motion to 
| lay it aside temporarily, in order to take up the 
| next business on the calendar. 
| Mr. ORR. I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
| from Ilinois, [Mr. Bissunz,] if the resolution 
i which he proposes ‘taking up, has been printed 
; and laid upon the desks of members? 

Mr. BISSELL. It has been printed, but it 
seems has not been very generally distributed. 

Mr, ORR. I will merely remark that I have 
{just sent out fora copy of it and cannot obtain 

one. 

The question now being upon the motion to lay 
aside the resolution under consideration, 

Mr. BISSELL demanded tellers, which were 
ordered, and Messrs. Carrrer and FowLER ap- 
pointed. 

‘The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 41, noes 57; no quorum voting. 

[Cries of ** Re-count!”’ and ‘Call the roll °] 


The CHAIRMAN said that the roll would be 
| called to ascertain the names of the absentees. 
The roll was then called and the committee 
| rose, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, > 
the chairman of the committee reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
having found itself without a quorum, had in- 
| structed him to report that fact to the House, with 
the names of the absentees. 

| A quorum being now present, the committee 
resumed its session; and the question being taken 
| upon the motion to lay aside the resolution under 
| consideration, the tellers reported—ayes 65, noes 
61. 


| So the motion prevailed. 


The CHAIRMAN stated the next business in 
order to bea joint resolution explanatory of the act 
approved September 28, 1850, entitled “An act 
granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
who have been engaged in the military service of 
‘the United States.” 

r. DUNHAM desired to offer an amendment. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the reading 
f the resolution. 

It was read by the Clerk. The following is the 
first section, as read:  ' 


Resolved by the Senate and-House of Representatives of 
the United Statesof America in Congress assembled, That 
nothing in the act approved September 28, 1880, “€ grant- 
| ing bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have 
; been engaged in the military service of the United States,” 
| shall be construed as to prevent the sale and transfer of any 
| certifieate or warrant issued by virtue of said aet, prior to 
the location ôf the same, or the issue of the patent thereon, 


| Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to offer an amend- 
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ment, which I send to the table, to.come in as an 
additional section. . i ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana propose to amend the first section? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Idonot. . 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I suggest to 
the gentlema from Indiana, [Mr. Dunuam,} that 
he move to amend in such a’ manner that the 
whole shall take the form of an act, and not of a 
resolution. 

Mr. DUNHAM made a reply that was entirely 
inaudible to the reporter. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I move to‘amend the 
first section, by striking out the word ‘‘ Resolved,” 
and inserting the words * Be it enacted.” 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I move to amend the first 
section by inserting the following as a substitute 
therefor: 

Secrion 1. That hereafter all military bounty land war- 
rants shall be assignable by indorsement thereon, and may 
be either by a special or blank assignment, but shail in all 
cases be dated on the day of the assignment, attested by two 
competent witnesses, and acknowledged before some officer 
authorized to take the acknowledgment of deeds, who 
shall certify that the person making the assignment is per- 
sonally known to him to be the individual making the as- 
signment, or that his identity was established by two com- 
petent witnesses, which said assignment to be attested by 
the seal of a court of the proper county, and shall authorize 
the assignee thereof to locate the said warrant in his own 
name, 

Mr. FICKLIN. It may be proper for me to 
say, in explanation of the amendment I propose, 
that 1 concur entirely with my friend from Geor- 
gia, (Mr. Srepuens,] that it is proper that this 
resolution should throughout assume the form of 
an act. I think it proper also that, instead of say- 
ing that nothing in the act shall be construed to 
prevent an assignment, that there should be an 
express authority given to make the assignment; 
and that the mode of making it should be designa- 
ted, so that all may understand it. As I under- 
stand it, sir, the act which has heretofore been 

assed making land warrants assignable, is so 

oose that infinite frauds upon the Government in 

making assignments have been committed; and 
that one location after another has been set aside 
by the proper officers of Government, because of 
defects in the assignmentand transfer of warrants. 
Tam not prepared to say that the amendment I 
propose is perfect; but lam prepared to say that 
there should be an amendment giving express 
authority to the holders of these warrants to as- 
sign them, and also pointing out the mode and 
manner of making that assignment, so that it may 
be understood by every person how he can effect 
an assignment of these warrants to make them 
good at the Jand offices. 

Mr. BISSELL. As the amendment proposed by 
my colleague [Mr. Ficxuin] aims at the accom- 
plishment of the same object as the first resolution 
of the series, and perhaps is better adapted to ac- 
complish that object, I see no objection to its being 
adopted. The object will perhaps be more cer- 
tainly and more elfectively attained. 

Mr. BRENTON. Task that the amendment 
may be read, as I desire to make a few remarks 
in reference to it. 

The. amendment was accordingly read as 
above. 

Mr. BRENTON. Mr. Chairman, I have some 
objections to the form prescribed in the proposed 
amendment. It would be much better, sir, to pro- 
vide simply that the warrants shall be assignable, 
leaving the form to be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. The practice 
has been, in reference to warrants issued under the 
law of 1847, to accompany them” with the blank 
form of an assignment. The form prescribed 
would be objectionable, if for no other reason than 
this, that k 
ably of ten out of a hundred of those that will 
hold these warrants. But if authority be given 
to make these warrants assignable, under the in- 
struction of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, in the form of the assignment accom- 
panying the warrant, every individual, when he 
receives the warrant, will at once have the form 
before him. T. 

Mr. FICKLIN. With the permission of my 
friend from Indiana, (Mr. Brenron,} I wish to 
ask him if he is not aware that such instructions 


have heretofore been given under the act of 1847, ; 


“and that in very many cases of warrants being 


located these “locations have been set aside one or 
two years after the location for a defect in the 
assignment? : ; 

Mr.BRENTON. I will answer the gentleman, 
that such is the fact; but the remedy is not to be 
found by imbodying the form of the assignment 
in the law. Itis true, sir, under my own obser- 
vation, that thousands of these warrants have, 
during the last few years, been assigned in the 
most informal manner, even with the blank form of 
assignment, and by attorneys who have acted for 
the holders of warrants. Ifthe form of assignment 
is embraced in the law, and no authority given to 
have it printed upon the warrants themselves, the 
law will not be generally circulated, and greater 
evils and informalities will grow out of it than 
have grown out of the practice heretofore. ; 

Mr. FICKLIN. 1 would inquire of the honor- 
able member from Indiana, if the printing of this 
first section, as to the mode of assignment upon 
the warrant, would not obviate, his objection en- 
tirely ? 

Mr. BRENTON. TL answer the inquiry of the 
gentleman further: Under the act of 1847, the 
ninth section of that act, by which these warrants 
are authorized to be issued, and by which they 
were made assignable, accompanied the warrant, 
and was then followed by a bill of instructions 
from the Commissioner himself, printed upon the 
back, prescribing the form in which these war- 
rants should be assigned; and I conceive all that 
is necessary in making these warrants assignable, 
is to leave the matter with thes Commissioner of 
the General Land Office to prestribe the form, and 
to have that form printed upon the back of the 
warrant, that every holder may have it directly 
before his eye. I have known hundreds of cases | 
where warrants have passed into the hands of | 
attorneys who have undertaken to transact this 
business, and these warrants have come to the 
Land Office regularly assigned apparently, but 
with only one attesting witness, and in many cases 
with no seal of any officer attached to them. 

The instructions should be made so specific that | 
every individual who holds a warrant, however 
ignorant, may be enabled to fill up the assign- 
ment, and to put his name to it so as to save, in 
the language of the law of 1850, the soldiers from 
any expense whatever in the location of their 
warrants. T would remark further, sir, while upon 
this point, that, as regards the location of these 
warrants, the provisions of law in reference to the 
expenses incurred by the soldiers have, to my 
mind, been contravened. Expenses have been | 


incurred by the holders of warrants issued under 
the act of 1850, which, I think, are wholly un- 


in favor of the transfer or assignment of all these 
warrants, and want a provision inserted in the | 
first section, such as shall authorize the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, or the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, issuing the warrants, to cause 
to be printed upon the back of them the form of 
an assignment, such as shall be recognized by the | 
proper authority for the location of these warrants. 
And as I have not the amendment before me, and 
I do not know at what point precisely to intro- 
duce that provision, I will leave it with the com- 
mittee, that it may be introduced. In that form 
and with that change in the proposed amendment 
I shall favor it. + 

Another point, sir. If I understand the lan- | 
guage of the proposed amendment, it is simply | 
that hereafter all warrants shall be made assigna- 
ble. Iy the language there used mtended to em- 
brace all warrants now outstanding, or warrants į 
| which shall hereafter be issued? It should be 
made retrospective. 

Mr. FICKLIN. It means all outstanding War- : 
rants. It embraces all warrants. l 


the law would not be in the hands prob- | 


i 


Mr. BRENTON. I supposed that was the in- | 
tention. | 
Mr. BISSELL. It must be recollected that the 
fown which it is proposed the Commissioner shall 
adopt, cannot reach the thousands of warrants al- 
ready out; therefore I think that we should fix in 
substance the form, so that holders of warrants 
already issued can have the help of the Commis- 
sioner, and may know how to assign them. Į 
think, therefore, that the form proposed if the ; 
amendment of my. colleague (Mr. Fiexiin] should ; 
be adopted; and if it is thought advisable, to sug- | 


called for, it order to their location, Lam decidedly į! 


gest to the Commissioner, or require thatany war- | 
rants hereafter to be issued, should have printed | 


= 


upon them the form corresponding with what we” 
here contemplate, it will be well. - But, in addition : 
to that, it is necessary here to fix.the substance: of 
the form, in order to meet the case óf -warraiits 
already passed beyond. the control of the Com-: 
missioner. ; : 

Mr. BRENTON. There is véry httle difference 
between me and my friehd: from: Ilinois, [Mr. 
BısseLL.} There is no difference as regards the 
propriety of the assignment and the form of. the 
assignment. The point is this, to get the assign- 
ment in such a form that the mass, the illiterate 
and the uneducated, shall understand it. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to aquestionof ordér. 
It is this: Is it competent to discuss the point the ` 
gentleman is now discussing, when there is no 
amendment beforethe committee. He said he has 
an amendment somewhere in contemplation, 

Mr. BRENTON. Iam thankful that the òr- 
derly gentleman from Ohio has called my attention 
toa point of order. I always, as a stranger to 
parliamentary proceedings, feel myself under ob- 
ligation to any gentleman who sets me right, and 
puts me in order when I am out of order. -T un- 
derstand that in discussing this question iñ the 
Committee of the Whole, I would have a right to: 
take up and discuss every letter and syllable of- 
this section, as well as the proposed amendments, 
and still be in order. I only ‘suggested to my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Ficxur] the propriety 
of having that amendment so changed as to author- 
ize the indorsement of the form of the assignment 
upon the back of the warrant. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I have no objection. It 
right. 

Mr. TAYLOR inquired if it was in order to 
submit an amendment to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that it was. 

Mr. TAYLOR then submitted the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the first sec- 
tion, viz: 

In conformity with a form to be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. 


Mr. BISSELL. One suggestion upon that 


is- 


amendment: It would not reach the warrants 
already out. : 
Mr. TAYLOR. I apprehend it: will, just as 


readily as the form suggested by the gentleman 
from dndiane, [Mr. Brenron.] leis not my pur- 

ose to detain the committee. I believe a very 
arge majority of the House would like to see 
these land warrants made assignable. I believe that 
is the desire of the country—particularly of those 
persons to whom these warrants have been issued. 
The object of the gentlemen who have discussed 
this question is to adopt some form by which this 
may be done. Now, sir, I think there is no bet- 
ter person to prescribe a form for such warrants 
than the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and the amendment I move to come in at the end 
of the first section will meet that view.. I propose 
these land warrants shall be made assignable in 
the form prescribed by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. “That will be known to the 
country, and accessible to everybody, and prob- 
ably will be printed upon the back of the land 
warrant itself. This I think meets the views of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Brenron,] so 
intelligently expressed. 1 will add to my amend- 
ment the words, “and be printed upon the back 
of the warrant.” It is very evident, Mr. Chair- 
man, that these land warrants are to be made as- 
signable; and I think if these words are adopted, 
they will meet the views of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does'the Chair under- 
stand the gentleman to modify his amendment? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Ithink my amendment as first 
offered will meet the wishes of gentlemen, and I 
will not modify if. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move the committee 
rise. My object is to terminate this debate. 

Several Mempers. ‘Oh, no!’? “Oh, no!” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the resqjution I in- 
tend to propose is adopted, we can go back into 
committee again; gentlemen can offer all of their 
propositions, have a vote upon, and five minutes 
to debate them. I want to terminate this sort.of. 
debate, as there is evidently no good to result from~ 
it. I mové the committee rise. ` 

Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. Mag 

The question being taken, the motion was not 
agreed to. ` 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Theamendment 
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of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Frc] is one 
in substitution of the first section—is & not, sir? 

The CHAIRMAN assented. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. ‘Then I suppose 
it is in order to perfect the first. section before the 
vote is taken upon the substitute. I offer the fol- 
lowing as a proviso, to come in after the first sec- 

-tion, and I desire its adoption, although I have no 
objection to the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis theimpression of the 
Chair that theamendment submitted by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Taynor,] being in fact te 
perfect the first section, takes precedence. The 
first vote must be upon it, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I supposed it 
was an amendment to the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. CLEVELAND called for the reading of 
the section as it would be if the amendment were 
adopted; which was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I -will detain 
the House but for a moment. The sense of the 
House upon the subject now before them is a 
matter very well ascertained. We will not reach 
the time when we can proceed to vote upon these 
questions at all, so long as there is a gentleman in 
this Hall disposed to go on and make a speech, 
except by proceeding according to the regular rule; 
that régular rule is, that in the House we shall 
pass a resolution which shall limit debate to five 
minutes. Then every gentleman can havean oppor- 
tunity of offering amendments and of making five 

_minutes’ speeches upon them, and those opposed to 
them will have, also, five minutes in which to state 
their objections. If we are disposed to go on and 
get through with this matter, which has been half 
passed upon already by this House and the Senate, 
there can be but one motion now introduced that 
is in order, which will cause the business to pro- 
gress, and that is, sir, that the committee rise. I 
intend, if the committee rise, to present the reso- 
lution [ have indicated, which I hope may pass. 

«Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I rise, Mr. 
Chairman, to a question of order. I had the floor 
and yielded it but for the reading of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Tarzor,] to learn to what end that amendment 
was submitted. I did not think proper to inter- 
rupt the gentleman from Arkansas while he was 
addressing the committee. My question of order 
is, that the gentleman has no right to offer the mo- 
tion, as J am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I am very 
sorry that my friend has been cut off so unceremo- 
niously. I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr; HARRIS. I understand the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio is an amend- 
ment to the original section, and that it is in order 
to offer an amendment to the amendment: I there- 
fore offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s table, to come in after the amendment of 
the first section. 

The amendment was read by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: 

Provided, That in all cases the assignment shall be ac- 
knowledged or proven by two subscribing witnesses, before 
some ollicer authorized to take the probate of deeds, who 
shall certify under his seal of office that the person making 
the assignment is personally known to him, or that his or 
her identity has been proven by two credible witnesses. 

Mr. WALSH. I move an amendment as a 
substitute for the whole, in order to simplify the 
subject. 

A Memper. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. WALSH. Only one word, as was al- 
lowed the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BREN- 
ron.| Thedifliculty has been, it is said, that these 
persons will not understand the particular rules 
governing these assignments, established by this 
House. Now, every man in every city under- 
stands the local laws governing the transfer of 
real property. 1 desire to so amend the bill that 
said assignments shall be authenticated in all re- 
spects in the transfer of land as authenticated in 
the State where said assignments are made. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I rise to a point 
of order, which is, that there is a substitute pend- 


ing for the whole of the first section; that there is |] 


p ee i 
an amendment to an amendment perfecting the 


first section, and therefore no other amendment 
is in order, aceording to my idea of the rules. I 
make the question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the impression of 
the Chair. The proposition submitted by the gen- 


tleman from Illinois [Mr. Fiexziy] was in fact a 
substitute. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TAY- 
Lor] moved an amendment to the original section, 
which he had a right to do, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. Harris] moved an amend- 
ment to the amendment, which is now the ques- 
tion before the committee. A 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If I understand 
aright I would not certainly intervene between any 
gentleman, and any wish he has in regard to the 
offering of an amendment. I will say the motion 
E proposed to make is,one which will cause the 
advancement of business; and when this step has 
been taken every gentleman will still have in the 
committee, upon the same subject, the right to 
offer amendments. I therefore move that the com- 
mittee rise with reference to the putting a limit 
upon debate. We cannot get along if members 
are permitted to offer all the ideas they desire. 

I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommitteeaccordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Charman [Mr. His- 
BARD] reported that the Committee of the Whole 
had had the state of the Union generally under 
consideration, and particularly the joint resolutions 
explanatory of the act, passed 28th of September, 
1850, entitled <* An act granting bounty lands to 
certain officers and soldiers engaged in the military 
service of the United States,” had made progress 
therein, but had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I offer the 
usual resolution fgr closing debate in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union in five 
minutes after the said committee shall have again 
resumed its session. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved that the rules be 
suspended, and that thé House resolve itself into 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HALL, of Missouri, rose to a privileged 
question, and moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion, upon a division of the House, was 
agreed to—ayes 64, noes 56. 

So the House adjourned. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. WEIGHTMAN, of New Mexico, gave notice, under 
the rule, of his intention to introduce the following bills: 
A bill to authorize the Govemor of New Mexico to call 
an extra session of the Legislature, if the same shall by 


| him be considered necessary and expedient, and for other 


purposes ; 

A bill to extend to officers and enlisted men of the Army, 
and to volunteers and militia called into the service of the 
United States by competent authority, and doing duty in 
New Mexico, the provisions of the act of September 28th, 
1850, making appropriations for the support of the Army; 

A bill to increase the salaries of civil officers in New 
Mexico; ° 

A bill to authorize the survey of the public lands in New 
Mexico, and for other purposes; 

A bill providing for the arming and equipping the militia 
of New Mexico ; and 

A bill to provide for a geological and mineralogical survey 
of New Mexico. 

PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. FAULKNER: The petition of Passed Assistant 
Surgeon Richard McSherry, of the United States naval 
service, to recover compensation for extra services per- 
formed in Mexico. 

Also, the petition of Joshua Lewis, a disabled mechanie 
of the national armory at Harper’s Ferry, praying to be 
placed on the pension roll. "n 

By Mr. ANDREWS: The petition of George F. Patten 
and others, of Bath, for the improvement of Kennebec river 
by the erection of beacons, buoys, and spindles, and for an 
appropriation of $5,000 to complete the same. 

Also, the petition of Francis Tribon, for an invalid pen- 
sion; and the petition of William Elwell, for the same. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of Thomas C. 


Rockwell, Whelan & Co., and many other merchants of |j 


Philadelphia, asking Congress to purchase the remaining 
stock in the Louisville and Portland canal. ` s 

By Mr. BOWNE: The petition of Joshua R. Sands, 
praying for the payment of the expenses incurredin carry- 
ing out Hon. Wilson Shannon as Minister to Mexico. 

Also, the petition of C. L. Franklin and others, assistant 
marshals of Kings county, southern district of New York, 
for increased compensation for taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr. CHASTAIN: The petition of sundry citizenstof 
Paulding county, Georgia, praying for the extension of mail 
route No. 3376 from Rome to Cedartown, Georgia, to Pump- 
kinville post office, Georgia. 


IN SENATE. 
: Tuespay, December 23, 1851. 
Prayer by the Rev. Mr. Morean, 
+ FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 


communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 19th instant, letters from offi- 
cers-of the Navy on the subject of corporal pun- 
ishment in the Navy, and a revision of the rules 
and regulations of the Navy by a board of naval 
officers. f ` 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Comnitttee on Naval 
Affairs, and printed. ~ i 

Mr. GWIN. I move that this communication, 
with the accompanying papers, be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and be printed for 
the use of the Senate. And I also give notice, 
that instead of calling up the memorial of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropurav,] as I 
intended to do to-day, Í shall postpone calling it 
up until the 6th of January, when I hope that 
those gentlemen who are in favor of this practice 
will be prepared to give their views upon the 
subject. 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish merely to say, that this 
is a question of some interest, agitating the public 
mind in many quarters to a considerable extent; 
and J hold that the whole matter should go to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, who should take it 


into their deliberate consideration, and make a 


written report, which may go out to the country. 

Mr. GWIN. Ihave moved that the commu- 
nication and papers go to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and stated that f will postpone the con- 
sideration of the memorial presented by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania until the 6th of January. 

The question was taken, and the communication 
and papers were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying that the stock 
owned by individuals in the Louisville and Port- 
land Canal may be purchased by the United States; 
which was referred to the Commitee on Roads 
and Canals. ; 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented the pe- 
tition of Catherine Elmes, widow of Alfred t 
Elmes, a surgeon in the Army, praying a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted ‘additional doc- 
uments in relation to the petition of William L. 
Meredith; which were referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. STOCKTON presented the memorial of 
Jesse E. Brown in hisown right, and asadministra- 
tor of Wm. J. Russell, deceased, complaining that 
injustice has been done him and his intestate in 
the rejection, by the late Board of Commissioners 
for settling claims against Mexico, of a large por- 
tion of their claim for indemnity, and praying that 
a tribunal may be established for reviewing the 
decisions of that Board; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. McRAE, it was 


Ordered, That Samuel Colburn have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 
On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Charles 8. Jackson, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
Preston Starritt and others, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of W. 


| R. Hallett, administrator of Joshua Kennedy, and that it be 


referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs Ve dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial 
of Richard M. Johnson, and that itbe referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Afairs. 


On motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Charles’ Lee Jones, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John W. Whipple, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims, 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, it was 

Ordered, That the heirs of James Bell have leave to with 
draw their petition and papers. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. SHIELDS gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill to increase the 
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On. motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was i 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourng this day, it ad- 


a retired list forsdisabled. 


journ to meet again on Friday next. 
REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLEMENS, from the Committee on Mil- | 
itary Affairs, to whom was-referred the joint res- | 
olution authorizing the President of the United 
States to confer the title of Lieutenant General, by | 
brevet; for eminent services, reported it without,| 
amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition % 
Margaret Hetzel, submitted a report, accompanie® |; 
by a bill for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, 
widow, and administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late 
‘assistant quartermaster in the Army of the United. 
States. j 
` The bill was'read and passed to the second 
reading. 

Grdcred, That the bill be printed. 

Mr. D. also, from the same committee, to whom || 
was referred the memorial of Roger Jones, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for the relief 
of Adjutant General Roger Jones. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading. i 

Resolved, That the report be printed. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill to | 
velinquish to the State of Iowa the lands reserved 
for salt springs therein, reported it without amend- 
ment. : i 

NAVAL DEPOT AT KEY WEST. | 

Mr. MALLORY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by-unanimous con- 
‘sent, and agreed to: . 

Resolved, That the Committee en Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inguire into and report on the expediency of 


establishing a Naval Dept at Key West, in the State of 
Florida. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE GN PENSIONS. 


Mr. JONES. I wish to offer a resolution, and |; 
{ ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that it || 
may be considered now. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Cemmittee on Pensions be author- 
ized, as heretofore, to employ a clerk. 


Mr. ATCHISON. Unless the pension busi- 
ness has greatly increased within the last few | 
years, there is no necessity to appoint a clerk to | 
that committee. 1 was a member of that commit- | 
tee at one time—TI believe for about two years— | 
and, to the best of my recollection, two members 
of the committee disposed of all the business 
brought before that committee. Two working | 
members were at that time amply suficient to dis- | 
pose of all the business without occupying half of | 
their time. Now, I am not aware that there has | 


ti 


been such an increase ef business as to require a | 
clerk; and it does seenrto me that five members, 4 
who constitute that committee, can dispose of pen- 
sion claims. These claims are generally disposed | 
of upon the opinion of the Commissioner of Pen- | 
sions. The memorial is enclosed to the Commis- 
sioner, and he gives his opinion in relation to it, 
embracing the law and its application to the facts; | 
and itis no difficult matter then for the committee 
to determine whether they will allow or disallow |, 
the pension. f 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa” I believe, sir, that an | 
immense saving to the Government will be the re- | 
sult of the employment of this clerk. It is his 
duty to carry communications, petitions, and pa- 
pers, in every case, to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions; to confer with him, to ascertain the facis in 
each case respectively; and also communicate by || 
letter. with the Commissioner, by order of the | 
committee, in each case. At the last session of | 
Congress the clerk of our committee addressed | 
some two or three hundred communications to the 
‘Commissioner, made’ very frequent visits to him 
on behalf of the committee, and also prepared a į 


10 


| Pensions, or was presented by that Senator. 


‘ bachelor. I 
| investigating this matter, and getting the money 


! the services of the same man. 


synopsis of each case; and 1 am well satisfied that 
agreat saving: to the Government was- the result 


of his labors. [know this as a fact; and at the first, 


session of Congress. which I attended, in 1848, the 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions (Governor 
Johnson, of Louisiana). assured. me that almost 
the whole business was in his hands; that the 
committee permitted him to make reports in nearly 
every case. At the last session of Congress a 
similar course would have been pursued if I, as 
chairman of the committee, had been willing to 
assume so much responsibility. 
to do, andthe committee were unanimous in their 
opinion that the interests of the country would be 
subserved by the appointment of aclerk. Ou this, 
as I have just remarked, the committee were ùnan- 
imous; and in consequence of the great number of 


| cases now before us, and the utter-impossibility of 


obtaining the services of the different members of 
the committee, they have therefore instructed me 
to offer this resolution; and I am satisfied that. by 
doing so the business of the claimants will be bet- 
ter attended to, and a considerable saving to the 
country be effected. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I am satisfied with what 
the Senator from Iowa has said, and I will take 
his word, without any argument. I did not know 
that this proposition came from the committee on 
The 
reasons he has assigned I think are sufficient to 
authorize the appointment of a clerk. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was adopted. 


REINVESTIGATION OF SETTLED CLAIMS. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 desire to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committce on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
tor the reinvestigation, by the judicial department of the 
Government, of all payments made by any of the executive 


| departments, when there is ground to apprehend fraud or 


mistake. 


I beg leave to make a statement, and then to ask 
for the immediate consideration of ihis resolution. 

I brought this subject to the attention of the 
Senate perhaps two years since. “The necessity 
of some provision of this sort grew out of a case 
somewhat personal te my family. [had an old 
uncle who happened to be a revolutionary captain 
in George Rogers Clark’s regiment. He died in 
1794; and under the act of 1832, allowing half pay, 
there were some two or three thousand dollars to 
which my family were entitled, and which some 
twenty years ago they drew from the Treasury. 
Subsequent to that time a North Carolina family 
sprung up, pretending to be the heirs of John 
Rogers deceased, insisting that he lived till 1822 
or 1823, and drew from the Treasury some fifteen 
or twenty thousand dollars, for the services of the 
same man whose family had drawn two or three 
thousand dollars before. This money was drawn 
two or three days before I reached Washington, 
and when I was informed of it, I went at once to 
the department and made some inquiry to know 
how this had happened. ‘hey showed me a 
bundle of papers in which there was affidavit after 
affidavit, od memorial on memorial, and circum- 
stance after circumstance, to show that this Nerth 
Carolina family were the real descendants of John 
Rogers, alleging that he had been a married man, 
and left a great many children; when, in fact, the 
real John Rogers was never married, and died a 
Well, I asked if there was no way of 


back again. It was said that perhaps the decis- 


ion of the department was final, and there could į 


be no reinvestigation; and thus it appears that two 
sums of money have been paid in consequence of 
For the reputation 
of my family, allow me to remark, that I was 
obliged to send home and get copies of the original 
commission, which fortunately had been retained ; 
and we also retained the diploma of his being a 
member of the Cincinnati Society, signed by Gen- 
eral Washington, and .countersigned by Knox. 
It so happened that the claim twenty years ago, 
on behalf of the true representatives of John 


This I declined | 


| 


i that I should make the 


Rogers was made. on the affidavit of a 
dier, and.it was overrated by thepile « 
to which. } have referred; and we wi 
there could be- no réinvestigation;:b 
tion of the department was final: ~ ies 
subject to the ‘attention of the Congress 
United States, andy since ‘that. time, I have- re- 
ceived letter after Tettér stating other cases of 
cisely the same kind. I hope the Committée on 
the Judiciary will attend to it. I once drew up a 
bil for the remedying of this evil, but it fell through. 
I want them to provide by law a remedy in ‘cage 
of payments being made by the Executive depart- 
ment of the Government, where there is ground to 
apprehend fraud or mistake, that remedy to. be by ` 
bringing ‘suit against. the party supposed'to bein 
the wrong, and make them refund the money.‘ 
Justice requires this; and I hope that the. Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary: will take the subje 
their consideration, and report us. a bul to 
effect. J ask that the resolution may be. now: 
sidered, and the subject referred to the Comittee 
on the Judiciary. ot pda E 
The consent of the Senate being given:to. the 
present consideration of the resolution, and. the 
question being taken on its adoption, it was dê- 


cided in the affirmative. 


MESSENGER OF THE SENATE, 

Mr. BELL. I offer the following resolution, 

The resolution was read, as follows: ; 

Resolved, That Owen Connelly be and- he is. hereby ap- 
pointed messenger to the Senate, the appointment, to take’ 
effect from the first day of March, 1851. ag ; 

I do not know, Mr. President, whether this is 
in strict conformity with the usual mode. of pro- 
ceeding in such cases; but it was suggested to: me 

roposition, and-asix, the 
unanimous consent of the Konate to consider sit ` 
now. I will merely state to the Senate what I 


have been informed in regard to the. condition of 


y 


this man. He was formerly a watchman, t 
the grounds of the Capitol, and: had, the 'misfo) 
tune to be dreadfully crushed. He recovered, how- 
ever, sufficiently to be able to perform the duties 
of an ordinary messenger about the Senate, al- 
though not sudiciently to be able to perform labor 
about the grounds. By this accident he has been 
left destitute. It is true that this man has not suf- 
fered in the Army or. the Navy, but he has suf- 
fered in our service here; and as there are several 
duties that he can competently perform asà mes- 
senger, I trast the Senate will agree to consider 
this proposition now. This. is a, dreadful season. 
for a man Yo be cut off from the means of su 

especially when he has beendoprived of theen y 

andactivity with which he was by nature endowed. 

It is a dreadful season for a man in this condition 

to be cast upon his own resources—indeed this 

man has no resources; and as he suffered in our 

service, I hope there will not be an opposing voice 

to the taking tip of this resolution, and the passing 

of it. po 
Objection being made, the resolution was: laidy 

over under the rule. Pae ce 
COMPROMISE MEASURES. ý 
The Senate resumed ‘the consideration of the 
special order, being. the resolution. submitted. by 

Mr. Foorse, as amended: on the motion of Mr. 

Bapeer, declaring the compromise measures a 

definitive settlement of ‘the questions growing out 

of the subject-of: slavery. 

The resolution is as follows: 

A Resolution declaring the Measures of Adjustment to be a 
definite settlement of the questions growing out of do- 
mestic slavery. ` 
Be it enacted, ‘hat the series of measures embraced in 

the acts entitled “ An act proposing to the State of ‘Texas 

the establishment of her Northern and Western boundaries; 
the relinquishment, by the said State, of al} territory claime 

by her exterior to said boundaries, and of all’ her claims 

upon the United States, and to establish a territorial governs. 

ment for New Mexico,” . approved September 9,:18507 

“ An act for the admission of the State of California into 

the Union,” approved September 9, 1850; “An act to estab- 

lish a territorial. government for Utah,” approved Séptem> 
ber 9, 1850; “An act to amend and supplementary t9 an, 
act entitled “An act respecting fugitives from justice,’ 
persons escaping from the service of their inasters,” 

proved February 12, 1793,” approved September 18,1850 5, 

and “ An act tq suppress the slave trade in the District of 
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: Columbia,” appro ved Septe 


aber 20 1850; commonly known” 

as the Compromise’ Acts,” are, in the judgnient of this 

body,a settlement in principle and substarice—a final settle- 
ment of the dangerous and. exciting subjects which. they 
embrace, audought to be adhered to by Congress until time 

“and experience shali demonstrate the necessity of further 

‘legislation to guard against evasion OF abuse. 

_ Mr. CLEMENS, who was entitled to the floor, 
“wielded it for a few minutes at the request of the | 
Senator from Michigan, who-desired-then briefly 

to address the Senate., : 

Mr. CASS. Mr.P 


] resident, Lam much obliged 
to the Senator from Alabama for yielding me the 
“floor; and as I shall occupy it but for a few min- 
utes; I trust he will then: be permitted to resumeit, 
in order tò. go. on with his remarks, which Fam 
‘sure. the Senate will find more interesting than 
anything I have to say. i 

Though I expressed, sir, to the honorable mover 

“of! this resolution [Mr. Bapeer] my regret at its 
introduction, yet here it is, and I am required to 
~yote upon it; to testify my satisfaction at the pas- 
sage of the compromise measures, and my convic- 

tion that the arrangement was a just, and should 
be a final one, no more to be disturbed in whole 
ox in part. I have before taken oceasion, in my 
seat here, when practical subjects involving all 
these issues were before us, to state my views, 
and I shall not now repeat them, when the course | 
proposed proposes no legislative action. Jam not 
generally in favor of mere legislative declarations, 
leading to no practical results; yet, the circum- 
stances which surround this proceeding give to it 
unusual importance, and it may well rest upon its 
“own peculiar claims. The peace of the country 
- has been assured, I trust, by this series of meas- 
ures, But reports have gone forth, more or less 
imposing in their character, that they would be 
assailed in Congress, and some of them repealed, 
or so modified as to destroy their efficiency and 
acceptability. Agitation is thus kept alive by the 
expectation of change, prepared to renew its fear- | 
ful work, and in this state of things, I find myself 
face to face with a resolution which asserts, as I be- 
lieve, the true character and just inviolability of 
these measures, and seeks thereby to remove from | 
the public mind all apprehension that the perilous | 
contest through Whiide by the kindness of Provi- 
dence, we. have safely passed, will again be re- 

“ newed; and I should discharge my duty as faith- 

lessly to my constituents as to myself, if I did not 
meet this proposition with frankness, and support 
it with firmness. And especially, sir, am I un- 
willing to be misunderstood in this grave conjunc- 
ture, after, the denunciations we have heard for the 
first time, from an American Senator, in the 
American Senate, against the Confederation and 
Government of our common country. If such 
sentiments are to fumish motives to any one for 
the rejection of this proposition, they will furnish 
motives to me for its support, as T desire, by my 
voice and my vote, equally to mark my disappro- 
bation of them. 

Mr. President, the words that fell from the hon- 
arable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Rurrr] | 
were as unwelcome’ as they were unexpected. | 
They fell upon reluctant, I may well say, indig- 
nant ears, and they went to sorrowing hearts. I 
have not the most distant idea of following the 
Senator in his bill of indictment against his coun- 
try, against my country¢ against this glorious 
Union, the most precious political gift of God to 
man since the exodus of our first parents from the 
garden of Eden. T will not follow him—the task 
would be too irksome—in hisarithmetical calcula- 
tions of what the different portions of our country 
have lost or gained in the collection and disburse- 
ment of revenue, in the disposition of the public 
lands, nor even in the amount of pensions granted 
to the poor and time-honored, but time-stricken 
relics of our revolutionary struggle; not only be- 
cause many of the facts, and almost all the con- 
clusions, are erroneous, but still more, because, 
after all the inequality, which really exists not, but 
which: may be shadowed forth by the most dis- 
tempered imagination, there remains a sum of | 
freedom and prosperity, of enjoyment and of bless- | 
ings, such as the world never saw hefore, and will | 
never see again, if this Union is dissolved. That | 
it is the freest government the sun ever shone upon i 
requires no clearer proof than is furnished by. the Ht 
very denunciations against it, uttered in this high | 
place, in the presence of the portrait of the Father 

of his Country, hallowing, not merely adorning 
these walls, and who,in his last solemn act, warned 


i 


i 
j 
1 
i 


bus against sectional feclings 


| languagenot less clear than 


eclings and their consequences. 
That Government has not-been merely assailed in 
a strain of invective, rare even if the contests of 
arty; but the determination has been avowed, in 
unqualified, to break up 
the Union, by breaking the prestige of its integrity, 
and to` reduce it toa kind. of temporary. partner- 
ship, feeble and inefficient in its operations, both 
at home and abroad, and equally contem tible to 
its own citizens and to the rest of the world.. Does 
the honorable Senator believe, there is. another j 
government under the face of heaven, where such | 
Tanguage and such objects can be uttered and | 
avowed with impunity? And does he not find, in 
the great principle of the right of speech, of free: 
speech, unshackled by conditions or limitations, 
unknown indead in its extent elsewhere through 
the world,—does he not find, I say, a refutation of 
his own position that we live under a despotism; 
a practical commentary, which rebuked, even 
while he uttered them, his harsh denunciations? 
As to the ruin so confidently asserted or pre- 
dicted, or both, where is it, or even a sign of itas 
big as à man’s hand, like that seen by a prophet, | 
more truly inspired, I trust, than the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina? [Mr. Rrerr.] Has 
the eye of man ever rested upon a more prosperous 
country than this? And if such a condition is ruin- 
ous or pregnant with ruin, where shall we ‘find 
prosperity, but in some new Paradise specially 
created and governed by God? though even in such 
a place sad experience has taught us that a tree of 
evil may be found, and the highest blessings rashly 
rejected in a spirit of impatience and discontent. 
North and Routh, East and West, the sun rises 
and sets on a happy land, teeming with an intelli- 
gent people, with free and equal institutions, with 
all the avenues of position and employment open 
to all, and advancing in every element of power 
and prosperity with a rapidity which outstrips 
human expectation, as it has outstripped human 
experience, and with nothing to fear but our! 
own crimes and follies, and the just judgments of 
God. And while republics, and empires, and j 
monarchies, have fallen and are still falling before 
us, marking this as the age of social and political 
revolutions, our institutions have been preserved, 
our boundaries enlarged, our power augmented, 
and the beacon-light of liberty still shines from 
our shores, inviting the struggling nations of the 
earth, tossed upon a sea of oppression, to follow 
us to a haven of safety., For almost three score 
years and ten this has been my country, my hap- 
Py: glorious country, and for more than half a 
century, since I have been old enough to appreci- 
ate and to love it, its Government has protected me } 
and mine from foreign aggression and domestic 
violence. The honorable Senator from South Car- 
olina seems to measure the value of free institutions 
by a standard adapted to his own peculiar notions i! 
of the operation of fiscal laws, and the assumed |: 
want of equality, which he has strangely and | 
strongly asserted, but has failed to prove, may be | 
the knell, is now, indeed, the passing knell, he 
hopes and believes, of this world-watched Republic. 
But our real equality, the true American equalit 
of condition, by which we have neither high 
nor low among us, and which freely offers | 
fortune and honors alike to the hopes and exer- 
tions of all, this condition of social existence the 
Senator has not glanced at, probably has not 
even thought of, in bis search after the evidences | 
of sectional inequality. But it is an institution 
which those who commenced life under circum- | 
stances less fortunate than himself, regard as the | 
brightest spot in our political firmanent, as offering | 
ample compensation for any temporary partial | 
operation of public measures, where such occur, | 
(and they must sometimes occur in every Govern- j! 
ment,) far greater than in the cases, even if they} 
were all liable, which they are not, to this objec- i 
| 
| 
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tion, whose proofs have been collected with so 
much industry, and spread before us with so much 
power, and I doubt not sincerely, but with so little 
conviction. Such was the charge against the non- | 
intercouse, the embargo, the war, the tariff, and į 
to some extent against the removal of the deposits; |; 
and the foreboding of rain, happily rebuked by |; 
the results, was then as wide-spread as it can be | 
again, and was rendered still more powerful by 
that strange spirit of hallucination, to which the | 
best and the wisest are often subject during periods 
of excitement in this, our world of errors. And I; 


may well speak with a full heart upon the subject | 


1 ofour equality of condition; forthis very condition, 


| low-citizens 


this great depositor 


feelings as sacrificed by the 


eed, to the undeserved favor of my fel- 
, has given. me, whose early prospects 
in ife wéreshrouded in difficulties, and who passed 
much of it in hard and harsh duties inthe forest, 
it has. given even to me this opportunity, and f 
glory in it, of bearing. my testimony ‘of gratitude 
to the priceless value of the Constitution here, in 
of its power. And when, in 
God’s good time, t shall need its protection ‘no 
longer, may I leave it, as a most. precious legacy, 
untouched and unscathed, to those who are most 
dear to me, an object of pride and affection for 
them as it has been for me. 

One more word, Mr. President. Whata strange 
spectacle does the opposition to the compromise 
exhibit? Assailed with equal violence, not to‘say 
virulence, North and South, its enemies unite in 
condemning it with equal zeal, but they unite in 
nothing else. Both parties charge it with uncon- 
stitutionality and injustice, because it concedes all 
to one, and nothing to the other, while each con- 
siders itself the injured party, and its rights and 
arrangement. For 
myself, sir, I believe it was a wise and patriotic 
disposition of the eventful questions, which agi- 
tated and threatened us, and I think, if other evi- 
dence were wanting, it has. been supplied by the 
criminations and recriminations, which are yet, 
sounding in our ears. - 

Mr. CLEMENS next addressed the Senate at 
considerable length in favor of the Compromise 
measures, and in favor of the passage of the reso- 
lution. His speech will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. DOUGLAS followed, and entered into. 
explanations of his position on the fugitive slave 
bill, and the circumstances which prevented his 
presence in the Senate Chamber to vote for the 
bill on its passage. His remarks will be found in 
the Appendix. f ; 

Mr. DOWNS was next: recognized by the 
Chair. He said he was desirous of addressing 
the Senate on this resolution, but the day was too 
far advanced to enable him to do so satisfactorily. 
He therefore moved that the further consideration 
of the subject be postponed to the first Monday 
in January next. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 
journed to Friday next. 


joined, ind 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, December 23, 1851. 


The House met at twelve, m. : 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was the unfinished business of yesterday, 
cing the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, 
{Mr. Ricarpsoy,] that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TUCK rose to a privileged question, and 


‘moved to reconsider the vote of the House, yes- 


terday, adopting the resolution limiting the debate 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union upon the bill in relation to the assignment 
of bounty land warrants. 

Mr. T. said: I propose to occupy the attention 
of the House for but a few moments. . 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) I 
rise to a question of order. I submit that a motion 
to reconsider a resolution closing debate is not 
debatable, for the reason that the resolution itself, 


: when upon its adoption, is not debatable.” It is 


like a motion to reconsider a motion to lay on the 
table; the motion to lay on the table not being 
debatable, a proposition to reconsider that motion 
cannot be debatable. 

The SPEAKER sustained the point of order. 

Mr. TUCK. Ide not propose to take an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, but I recollect 
that the practice of the House has been directly 
contrary. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution itselfnot being 
debatable, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


| which that resolution was disposed of, cannot, of 


course, be debatable. 

Mr. TUCK. Well, I hope the House will look 
at the 4th section of the bill, TI am/sure it cannot 
be understood. - 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


1851. 


‘New Hampshire ask for a vote on his motion to: 
reconsider? ae rey 
“Mr. TUCK. Idos 0 3000-25 ye 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. teess > 

The question being taken; of ‘a division there 
were—ayes 75, noes 58. Be ak eS Pary 

So the motion to reconsider was-laid upon the 
table. i : z5 

The question recurring upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Tlinois, (Mr. -Richanpson,] it! 
was taken and decided-in the affirmative. : | 

‘ ein 

. So the rules were suspended, ‘and the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Hipparp in the chair.) | 

The CHAIRMAN stated. that the question be- 
fore the committee was on the amendment of the 
gentleman. from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the j 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | 
Taror] = i 

The following is the first section of the bill: 

_Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That nothing in the act approved September 28, 1850; 
“granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the United 
States,” shall be construed so ag to prevent the sale and 
transfer of any certificate or warrantissued by virtue of said 
act, prior to the location of the same, or the issue of the 
patent thereon. 

Mr. TAYLOR had submitted the following 
amendment to come in at the end of the above | 
resolution: 

“Yn conformity with a form to be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office.” 

Mr. CARTTER called for the reading of the 
amendment to theamendment, and it was read as 
follows: 

4 Provided, That in all cases the assignment shall be ac- 
knowledged or proven by two subscribing witnesses, before | 
some officer authorized to take the probate of deeds, who | 
shall certify under his seal of office that the person making į 
the assignment is personally known to him, or that his or 
her identity has been proven by two credible witnesses,” 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, demanded 
tellers on the adoption of the proviso; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. FowLER and CARTTER ap- 
pointed. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and there were—ayes 52, noes 
56—no quorum voting. 

(Cries of Another count!” and ‘Call the roll t] | 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent | 
another count will be had. 

Mr. KING, of New York.. No, call the roll. | 

The roll was then called, and the absentees noted. | 
The committee then rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman of the committee į 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union having found itself without a 
quorum, had instructed him to report that fact to 
the House, with the names of the absentees. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, stated, that Mr. ! 
Parker, of Indiana, was detained from his seat | 
by sickness. | 

A quorum being now present, the committee 
resumed its session; and the question being taken 
on the amendment to the amendment, tellers re- 
perted—ayes 67, noes 59. - 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Tarzor’s amend- 
ment as amended. 5 

Mr. SACKETT. Is an amendment now in | 
order by way of substitute? . 

‘ne CHAIRMAN. It is not now in order. 

Mr. TAYLOR asked for the reading of the 
amendment as amended, and it wag read. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I propose to 
amend the amendment by inserting at the com- 


|| gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Frexrin] requires | 


mencement thereof the words “but the same | 
shal] be assignable.” 

Mr. MARSHALL, of 

“male it imperative. 7 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I will make it ‘* may | 
be assignable.’ As the bill now reads, it says 
that nothing in the existing law shail be so con- 
strued as that the warrant shall not be assignable. 
My object is to make it affirmative. 

Mr. SACKETT. Iask leave to have an amend- 
ment read which I propose to offer as a substitute 
for the whole of the first section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute is not now 

-in order, but by universal consent it can be read 
for information. , 
“Several Memsers objected to the reading. 


Kentucky. That would : 


“that about the constriction of the law? 


~ Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. T- now: offer | 
the amendment which I indicated just now. ~~. =| 
Mr. PICKLIN. Do you propose to strike out | 


Mr. STEPHENS. No; I propose to strike out || 
nothing, but-merely to insert. the words which I 
-have read, so as to make it affirmative. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Srernens’s | 
amendment to the amendment, and it was agreed 
to. ` : 

Mr. FICKLIN. I propose now to amend the 
amendment as amended, by. inserting after the | 
word “fassignment’’ the words ‘‘ by indorsement | 
upon the warrant;”’ so as to make it read: ‘ Pro- | 
t vided, That in all cases the assignment by tadorse- | 
‘ment upon the warrant shall be acknowledged or 
* proven,” &c. ` 

. The object of that amendment is, that the sol- 
dier shall have his warrant before he makes an 
assignment of it, and that he shall make the as- 
signment upon the- warrant, instead of upon a 
separate piece of paper. A great many. of the | 
frauds which have been committed have arisen 
from the want of such a provision as this. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If we are notex- | 
ceedingly cautious, we shall get into difficulty 
about this whole matter. This amendment of the 


the assignment to be upon the warrant. Now, 
the warrant never leaves the Department. It is 
filed there; a certificate of location is issued to the 
soldier, and it is located and returned here. I be- | 
lieve that has been the case with nearly all the 
warrants that have been issued. 

Mr. BISSELL here interposed a remark, which 
was not heard by the Reporter. 

Mr. JONES, (continuing.) The best way to 
provide for this assignment, I think, would be to |i 
declare that such sale, transfer, or assignment shall : 
be made and authenticated in accordance with | 
rules to be prescribed by the Secretary of the In- | 
terior. He can then alter them to suit the circum- | 
stances. . 

Mr. FICKLIN, (interposing.) I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman, that the certificate of loca- 
tion is the paper that is assigned, and is the one | 
that is located upon the land. 

Mr. JONES. Then put in ‘ warrant or certifi- 
cate of location.” | 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from | 
Illinois modify his amendment? 

Mr. FICKILIN. Ihave no objection to do so, 
but it is understood already. The certificate of 
location is the paper that is assigned. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I suggest to 
the gentleman from Hiinois, that his amendment 
would be more acceptable, if it did not require the 
assignment to be proven befuré the person author- 
ized to take the probate of Weeds. It will require i; 
a man to go to the clerk’s office in the county seat |! 
every time he wants to make an assignment. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I will state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, that the provision to which he has 
reference, is contained in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Harris,] which 
has already been adopted by the committee. My 
amendment is simply to have the assignment made 
upon the warrant or certificate of location, and not į 
upon a separate piece of paper. My object is to | 

revent fraud and forgery. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ment to an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I thought the 
gentleman from Illinois was willing to modify 
bis amendment, by adding the words “or cer- 
tificate of location,” 

Mr. FICKLIN. I will do it. ! 

The amendment was modified accordingly. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [Ís it in order now | 
to offer ‘An amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. i 
amendment to an amendment now pending. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I think, as the 

i 
| 
i 


t 
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Is this an amend- i 


i 


i 
It is not; there is an i 


gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Jones] has said, || 
that we are likely to get into great difficulty with || 
this bil. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ficx- | 
Lin] has submitted an amendment that these as- | 
signments shall be authenticated by two witnesses | 
before some officer authorized to take the probate | 
of deeds. et 

Mr. FICKLIN, (interrupting.) That provision |, 
was contained in the substitute submitted by me |; 
yesterday, which has not been voted upon by the |} 


| the committee, and ET intend, therefor 


committee: "The gentleman fi 
Hargis] offered'an amendment re 
thing, which has been voted :on:ané 


my. substitute. eee ae 
Mr. STEPHENS, What [-wish, tò'say i8; 

that different officers have authority to witness’ |. 

deeds, in thedifferént Statesof this Union. This ve 


would oceasion some difficulty, ifwe were to pass. i 
| Such a law as this, and therefore‘ think it wou 


be better to adopt the amendment suggested by the >; 
gentleman from Maryland, (Mr: Watsn,] provi- + 
ding that the assignment. shall be witnessed. by 
such partiesas are authorized to authenticate deeds 
in the several States where the assignments ‘are 
made. We have been here for two days engaged 
upon one section of the bill, and it is impossible 
for gentlemen upon different sides of the House to 
understand one another in reference to this subject: 
‘We shall spend two more days upon the bill-at. 
this rate. I shall therefore move that the commit- 
tee rise, for the purpose of submitting a motion to 
the House to take this bill from the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and refer it 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, who’ cani prë- -~ 
sent to the House a bill that. will meet: the views: 
and wishes of all. We can never perfect. sucha: 
bill here. I move that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill to the House with a recommendation 
that it be referred to the Judiciary Committee. © 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask permis- 
sion to say a few words upon that motion, and I 
usually say as little as any gentleman ‘here, . Itis 
well known—~- ; ; 

Mr. TUCK. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ar- 


| kansas can only proceed by unanimous consent, as 


debate is out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman’s objection : 
came too late. A gentleman must. object before a 
man has begun his remarks. (Laughter, and cries 
of “Go on a I have merely to say that I am 
perfectly satisfied of the entire sincerity of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Srernexs in making 
this motion, for I have been with him’ heré for 
some time. But at the same time I know that 
after the amount of discussion which we have had’ 
upon this bill, if we now put it beyond our reach 
and send it to a committee, it is lost beyond resur-. 
rection. If we want these land warrants. made 
assignable and the other relief given which is con- 
templated by this bill, we must go ox and consider 
the bill and act upon it now. : 

If there is not sufficient intelligence amongst the 
members of this House to perfect a bill that was 
discussed for weeks during the last Congress, and 
has been so much discussed already in this, no 
Judiciary Committee can do it; it cannot-be done 
atall. if we go back now and refer this bill to'a 
committee, we shall have again to go through the 
whole process of considering and discussing. sepa- ~ 
rate amendments. If the committee \rises..now: 
without considering and perfecting the. bill, we 
shall have gone back to where we commenced 
yesterday morning, The wholé country demands 
ihat these warrants shall be made assignable, and 
that the other provisions contemplated by this bill 
shall be made. We had better. proceed with the 
bill and perfect it. T call for tellers on the motion 
that the committee do now rise. ego th ate Se 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. ‘The gentle- 
man from Arkansas (Mr. Jounson] appeals to 
the experience of this House to sustdin him in 
saying that should this resolution go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, it will be the last we shail 
see of it, I would barely remark that such has 
not been my experience. © 

Mr. JOHNSON. I hope the gentleman will 
not understand me as casting any slur upon that 
committee. j 

Mr. STEPHENS. I did not understand the 

entleman as casting any slur upon that commit- 
tee; but I think the experience of this House in 
regard to the past is, that bills which have‘ been 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, have 
been considered and acted upon with promptness, 
The gentleman says this House has sufficient in- 
telligence to perfect this resolution.: - 1 do not 


l| doubt its intelligence, but I submit that however 


intelligent it may be, it is impossible for us to per- 
fect this resolution so well here as it can be: done 
by the Judiciary Committee. I submit, with all 
due respect, that this committee is constituted of 
gentlemen who are more competent to ‘perform 


this duty; they-.can better draw up “bills, and put |} 

them in the proper legal form, than: the- majority 

ofthe members of this House. Many gentlemen 
are not lawyers, and they-may state what they 
desire to be one fn order to pit ihe billin a form 

, to make it acceptable to. them, The gentleman 
says thatit is poor soldiers whose claims are pre- 
sented-in this bill.’ Now, in my: judgment, this 
forms: an additional reason: why the bill should be 
committed to the Committee on the Judiciary, in 
order that we, as. members upon this floor, may 
not failin our-efforts to accomplish the object we 
have-in view, by employing improper: language. 
I think, therefore; that it will facilitate this busi- 
ness if the committee rise and report the bill to 
the House, inorder thatit may be referred to the 
appropriate committee for perfection, with instruc- 
tions Gf gentleman desire it) to report with as 
litte ‘delay as possible. I move that the com- 
mitteedo now ‘rise. : - 

Telers were demanded, and ordered; and 
‘Messrs. CARTTER and Fowner were appointed. 

‘The question was ‘then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 68, noes 67. 

So the motion prevailed. : 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and especially joint resolu- 

` tion No. 1, in relation to bounty land warrants, 
and had instructed him to report the same to the 
House, with the recommendation that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ORR. I desire that the House will also 
refer the bill upon this subject which was pre~ 
pared by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. It embraées all the points touched upon 
in the: bill before the House, and is, in many re- 
spects, preferable to any bill I have seen, and [ 
hope that it will be referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee along with that bill, Tt is as follows, viz: | 
A BILL declaring warrants for military bounty land assign- 

able, and for other purposes. 


Suc. 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress , 
assembled, That all warrants for military bounty iand$ | 
which have been, or may hereafter be issued, under any | 
Jaw of the United States, and all valid locations of the sane | 
which have been, or may hereatter be made, tnd the same 
are hereby declared, assignable, according to such fonn, 
and pursuant to such regulations, as may be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Oiee. 

SEC, 2. And he it further enacted, ‘hat the registers and 
receivers of the United States land offices shall hereafter 
be severally authorized to charge and receive, fer their ser- 
vices in locating all military bounty land warrants, the same 
rate of compensation or percentage to which they are onti- | 
ted by tnw for sales ofthe public lauds for cash, at the rate 
of one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre; the sai 
compensation to be paid by the assignee or holder of 
warrant, in all cases where the same have been transter 
by the soldior or his legal representatives; but in any ease 
in which the warrant has been or may be focated by and for | 
the use of the warrantee or his heirs, no compensation shall | 
be charged by the register or r ver for any Services they 
may render in making such location; and the provisions of | 
the act of L7th May, 1848, requiring “the holder of military | 
tand warrants to compensate the Jaud otficers of the United 
States for service in relation to the location of those war- 
rants,” be, anid the same are hereby repealed. ! 

Suc. 3 And he it further enacted, That the franking | 
privilege be, and the same is hereby extended to the princi- | 
pal clerk of public lands of the General Land Office. i 

Mr. BISSELL. 
the House? 

» The SPEAKER. Nothing except the report | 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. BISSELL. Then there is nothing before | 
the House. 

Mr.ORR. The report of the Committee of the 
Whole is before the House, and the question is on | 
concurring. with the recommendation of that com- | 
mittee, I submit that that is the motion. | 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I understand | 
that the question now pending is to refer the bill | 
under consideration to the Committee on the Ju- | 
diciary, as recommended by the Committee of the i 
Whole. | 

y eer 

Mr, BISSELL. That question could not come 
before the House without a motion, and no such |! 
motion has been made, Ñ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
recommendation of the Committee of the Whole | 
is now before the House, and the question pend- 
ing, therefore, is to refer the bill to the Committee | 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr, BISSELL, Is that motion debatable? 


ls there any motion before 


A 


<Mr- STEPHENS. « Certainly; but I have pos- 
session of the floor, 00 205 5 o a 

The SPEAKER- The gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr: Srepnens] hag been recognized. 

Mr: BISSELEL. ` I submit, with due deference 
to the-Chair, that I was recognized first. 

The SPEAKER. It istryethe gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Bisset.] was recognized by the 
Chair; but that gentleman only asked.a question, 
which the Chair answered, when the floor was 
accorded to the gentleman from Georgia. . 

Mr. STEPHENS. I donot claim the floor for 
the purpose of debating this question. 1 merely 
rise for the purpose of moving the previous ques- 
tion. i 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman from 
Georgia withdraw the demand for the previous 
question for a moment, in order that I may be al- 1 
lowed to make a single inquiry? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will withdraw it for that 
purpose. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to inquire of the | 
gentleman from Georgia if he would not accept 
an amendment to his motion, to refer the bill to a 
select committee, instead of the Committee on the 
Judiciary? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I have no objection to its 
going to a committee composed of the friends of 
the bill. I will accept the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
point of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, 
floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I supposel have the right 
to state my point of order, whether the gentleman 
yields the floor or not. What I wish to say is, 
that after the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sru- 
PIENS] has moved the previous question, he has 
no right. to withdraw it for the purpose of allowing 
one gentleman to get in his amendment, when the 
rest of us will not be permitted to offer ours. 

Mr. STEPIIENS. If the gentleman objects, 
then [ shall insist upon my first motion, to refer 
the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. I 
make that motion, and now move the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] 
whether he designed his motion as a distinct 
proposition, or to be incorporated in the motion 
of the wentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. ORR. Tasked that the bill to which I re- 
ferred might go with the bill under consideration 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The previous question was then seconded. 

Mr. HALL. I,desire to propound a question 
to the Chair. á 

The SPEAKER. No remarks are in order. 

The main question was then ordered: to be put. 

Mr. HALL. [now desire to inquire whether, 
if the House refuse to refer the bill, it will not then 
be in order to put it upon its passage? 

The SPEAKER. Tt will be in order to move 
that it be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I desire to ask how 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] has 
got his bill before the House? 

The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent. 
of the House, the gentleman from South Carolina 
was permitted to move that his bill be referred, 
along with that before the House, to the Judiciary 
Committee. If the gentleman desire it, however, 
the question will be taken separately. upon the ref- 
erence of each bill. 

Mr. STANTON. . Well, I make it as a point 
of order, that the gentleman from South Carolina 
had no right to introduce his bill. : 

The SPEAKER. It was introduced by unani- 
mous consent. ` 

Mr. STANTON. But there was no opportu- 
nity of making objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question was pending 
to refer the bill under consideration to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. The gentleman from 
South Carolina, by unanimous consent moved, as 
an amendment, to refer along with it the bill 
drafted by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. The question, therefore, now is to refer 
both bills to that committee. 

Mr. FICKLIN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and the question being taken, 


` 


I rise toa 


I bave not yet yielded the 


there were—yeas 82, nays 81; as follow: 
YEAS—Messrs, Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, John Ap- 


I 


|} 


| 


pleton, Wiliam: Appleton, Babcock, Thomas: H: Bayly, 
Bennétt, John H. Boyd, Bragg, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. 
Brown; Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Cartter, Chandler, 
Chapman, Curtis, George T. Davis, Dockery, Evans, 
Faulkner, Floyd, Fowler, Henty M. Fuller, Thomas J. D, 
Fuller, Giddings, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Hascall; Haven, 
Hebard, Henéricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Howard, Thomas. 
M. Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, JamesJohnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, 
Landry, Letcher, Martin, MeDonald,; Meacham, Henry D. 
Moore, Morehead, Nabers, Newton, Orr, Andrew Parker, 
Perkins, Robbins, Robie, Scudder, Sewry, David L. Sey- 
mour, Origen, S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Stanly, Alex- 
ander Stephens, Sutherland, George W. Thompson, Thiars- 
ton, Townshend, Tuck, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Welch, Wileox, and Wildrick—82. ¿ 

NAYS—Messrs. Wilis- AHen, Andrews, Averett, Bar- 
rere, Bartlett, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bocock, Breckenridge, 
Brenton, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Caskie, Chastain, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clevelane, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, 
Cullom, John G. Davis, Doty, Dunham, Eastman, Wdger- 
ton, Edmundson, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Gamble, Gay- 
lord. Gentry, Goodenow, Gorman, Green, Hall, Isham G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Henn, John W. Howe, 
Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Je 
Glancy Jones, Kurtz, Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, 
McCorkle, Millson, Miner, Molony, Murphy, Olds, Peasice, 
Penn, Penniman, Porter, Richardson, Riddle, Robinson, 
Sackett, Savage, Smart, Benjamin Stanton, Riehard H. 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Stuart, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, 
Addison White, Williams, and Yates—81. 

The Cuar votedsin the negative, and the bilf 


was not referred, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
now adjourn, * ) 

{Cries of No 1.“ No”? 

‘Che question was then taken by tellers, (Mesars. 
Ricnarpson and Crinéman -acting,) and decided 
in the negative—ayes 23, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to adjourn. : 

Mr. FICKLIN. I move the previous question 
upon the bill. g ae 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise to make an inquiry. 
It is whether the bill is not still under the operation 
of the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was 
ordered upon the motion to commit. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I then inquire of the Chair 
whether or not,’after the previous question has 
exhausted itself, the question may not be recon- 
sidered? l 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is upon order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 
The Chair thinks thatas the House is acting upor 
the direction or recommendation of the Committee 
of the Whole, the previons question would not 
apply to the question of engrossment. The ques- 
tion is now on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and réad a third time, on which the previous 
question has been demanded. 

[Cries of ** Question!’ ** Question !’7] 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Ifthe House 
should refuse now to order the previous question, 
will it not be in order to refer the bill again to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER, It will. , 

Mr. EVANS. How will this previous ques- 
tion operate? 

The SPEAKER. To bring the House to a 
vote upon the question of ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. EVANS. I then riseto a question of or- 
der. I submit that the bill takes its place in regu- 
lar order upon the Speaker’s table, and comes up 
under the 27th rule, after messages, executive 
communications, bills and resolutions from the 
Senate on their first and second reading, engrossed 
bills and bills from the Senate on their third read- 
ing, according to the provisions of that rule. It 
comes up in the fifth order, and not in the first, 
and cannot be now taken up on the question of 
engrossment without the unanimous censent of 
the House. The 27th rule expressly provides 
that it shall be the fifth business in order, 

The SPEAKER. I overrule the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Evans.] f 2 n 

Mr. EVANS. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, and ask that the 27th rule may be 
read. 

The rule was then read, as follows: 


“27. Aiter one hour shallhave been devoted to reports 
from committees and resotutions, it shall be in order, pend- 
ing the consideration or discussion thereof, to entertain a 
motion that the fiouse do now proceed to dispose of the 
business on the Speaker’s table, and to the orders of the- 
day—January 5, 1832; which being decided in the afirm- 
ative, the Speaker shall dispose of the business on his table 
in the following order, viz :—September 14, 1837. 


I move this House do 


“ist. Messages and other Executive communications,— 
September 14, 1837. 


1851. 


3d, Messages from the: Senate and. amendments pro- | 


posed by the Senate to the bills -of the House.—September 
4, 1837. E y REES 
ĉc34. Bitis and resolutions from the Senate on- their first 
and second reading, that they be referred to: committees and 
put under way ; but. if, on being read. & second time, no 
motion be made to commit, they are to be ordered te their 
third reading, unless objection he made ; in which ‘case, if } 
not otherwise ordered by.2 majority of the House, they. aré 
to be laid on the table “in. the general file of bilson- the 
Speakers table, to.be taken up in their turn.—September 
4, 1837. pies 
“4th, Engrossed bills and bills from fhe Senate on. their 


third reading.--September 14, 1887... : . 
‘Sth. Bills of the House and‘frem the. Senaté, on the 
Speaker’s table, on their éngrossment, or on being ordered | 
to a third reading, to be taken up and considered in the 

order. of time in which they passed.to a second reading. 

“The messages, communications, and bills on his table, 
having been disposed of, the Speaker shall then proceed to 
cali the orders of the day.— September 14, 1837. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, What question can arise 
now upon the réport of the committee after that 
report has been acted upon?, 

Mr. EVANS. [had the floor upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debata- 


le. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the appeal į 
be laid upon the table. v= 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. I hope that by general 

consent the 50th rule may be read, whick governs 
this case and. shows that it is now covered by the 
previous question. The previous question is not 
exhausted. 
The 50th rule was then read, as follows: 


The previous question shall hein this form: Shall the 
main question be now put? It shall be only admitted when 
demanded by a majbrity of the members present; and its 
effect shall be to put an end to all debate, and bring the 
House to a direct vote upon a motion to commit, if such mo- 
tion shall have been made; and if this motien does not 
prevail, then upon amendments reported by a committee, 
if any—then upon pending amendments, then upon the 
main question.”? 


Mr. CLINGMAN, In the confusion that oc- 
curred I did not understand the Chair to decide 
that the previous question was exhausted. If so, 
I should have appealed from that decision; and I 
respectfully request the Chair to inform me of the 
operation of that decision if it has been made. It 
will be seen by the rule quoted. that the previous 

uestion has not been exhausted, and it has been 
the every-day practice of all. the Congresses of 
which I have been a member. I desire to take an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. FICKLIN. There is an appeal now pend- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER. I am inclined to believe that 
my decision upon that subject was wrong. 

Mr. EVANS. ITadmit that ifthe previous ques- 
tion is pending, I cannot takean appa. But that 
is not the question. It is whether the previous 
question is pending or not. I submit to the Chair, 
whether I am not entitled to debate the bill, Ido 
not wish to occupy many. minutes.’ 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Riciwarpson to lay the appeal upon the 
table; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

Fhe SPEAKER. The Chair is disposed to re- 
view its decision, and his opinion is, that the pre- 
vious question is not exhausted, and does apply 
to the engrossment and reading of the bill a third 
time. g 

Mr. DUNHAM. [Irise to makean inquiry, 
whether, if we now go on and order the bill to be 
engrossed, the previous question will not have ex- 
hausted itself? . 

The SPEAKER. It is very true. It is not 
now in order. to interrogate the Chair upon that 
subject, The Chair will, however, decide that 
question when it comes up in order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Imove that 
the House resolve itself into a Committee of the | 
‘Whole on the state of the Union, with a view of 
taking up this bill. i 

Cries “Notin order!” from different parts of 
the Hall. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You cannot get it | 
there. 

ne. MARSHALL. My motion was made 


b 


with the idea that the previous question had not || 


been ordered by the House atall. 1 understood 
the Chair decided that the previous question had 
exhausted itself. . ; 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that the | 
_ previous question had not exhausted itself. The 
question now recurs upon ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading. ae Š 
Mr. TUCK.. I submit that this bill was in 
Committee of the Whole, and before it was in 


| 


* 


į rant,” approved May 17, 1848: Provided, That no register | 


| tion of Indian hostilities, and served the length of time re- | 


-order to-rise: and: report: it. to: the House, it was 
necessary that each section should be read, and 
amendments thereto, if any, should be considered 
| in the committee. We had not concluded delib- 
erations upon the first section, when. the motion 
bol made that the committee rise, and report the 
~- Mr. OLDS. Icall the gentleman to order. We 
are notin committee but in the House, and the 
gentleman has no right to refer to what was trans- 
acted in committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order taken by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire. The bill was referred back to the 
House by the committee, with the recommenda- 
tion that it be committed to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. The House refused so to refer it. ! 
The Chair decided that the previous question had 
not exhausted itself; and the House is brought 
now to a vote dirgetly upon the question of en- | 
grossing the bill. f 

Mr. TUCK. 
the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the appeal 
be laid upon the table. i 

Mr. CARTTER. IJ rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. G 

“The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Ricwarpson to lay the appeal upon the 
table, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I find we are getting into consid- 
erable difficulty. 

3 The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in or- 
er. 

Mr. COBB. Trise for personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama is not in order. 

Mr. CARTTER. Icall for the reading of the 
. third section. : . 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I object. 

Cries of * Let the bill be read!” 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I move that when | 
this House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Friday 
next, a 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. f 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
nothing in the act appoved September 28, 1850, “ granting 
bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have been 
engaged in the military service of the United States,” shall 
be so construed as to prevent the sale and transfer of any 
certificate or warrant issued by virtue of said act, prior to the 
location of the same, or the issue of the patent thereon. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolugd, That the registers 
and receivers of the United States loud oflices shall here- 
after be severally authorized to cMarge and receive for their 
services in locating bounty land warrants, the same rate of 
compensation or percentage to which they are entitled by y 
jaw for sales of the public lands for cash, at the rate of 
$1 25 per acre, the said compensation to be hereafter paid 
by the assignees or holders of such warrants, in ali cases 
where the same have been transferred by the soldier or bis 
legal or personal representative, undcr the provisions of the 
acts of Congress, and the regulations of the General Land 
Office on that subject, and to be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States, upon the adjustment of the accounts of 
such officers, where it shall be shown to the satisfaction of 
the General Land Office that the same was located by the | 
soldier or warantee, or in case of his death by his next of 
kin, as provided by the acts of Congress aforesaid. | 

Sec. 3. And be it further resolved, ‘Thatthe said officers, | 
whether in or out of office atthe time of passage of this | 
act, or their Jegal or personal representatives in case of | 
their death, shall be entitled to receive from the Treasury | 
of the United States, for similar services heretofore per- | 
formed insuch cases, an amount equal to the compensation, 
provided for by the first section of this act, after deducting | 
the amount already received by such officers under the act | 
entitled “An act to require the holders of military land į 
warrants to compensate the land officers of the United 
States for services in relation to the Jocation of those war- į 


I appeal from the decision of the 


or receiver shall receive any compensation out of the} 
‘Treasury of the United States, for past services, who has 
charged and received illegal or exorbitant fees for the loca- j 


have been recognized ad pait dy thi 
ernment, shall-be-considered as having been 
of the United States, ‘and shall be enticed: to. th 
the act to. which these resolutions are explanator, 
[Mr; WILDRICK, from the Committee 
Enrolled Bills, reported'te the House, as ‘correctly, 
enrolled, the joint resolution providing for printing. 
of additional copies of the Journals and documents.: 
It was then signed by the Speaker gio oo auses 
The question recurred on ordering’ the bill to: 
engrossed and read a third time. 
The yeas and nays were demanded and:ordered 
Mr., CARTTER, Is it competent, under: the 
operation of the previous. quéstion, to. call far- 
separate vote upon each section of the resolution? 
There is a rule semewhere, but Ido not know 
where it can be found. a : 
Mr. WELCH, (in his seat.) .. Rule 53.00 05 
Mr. BISSELL. If the previons question -ig 
still in force, I call for the question. Sarees 
[A message in writing was. here received from 
the President of the United States; which in a 


| subsequent part of this..day’s. proceedings was 


laid before the House. j. ` 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.: 
question of order at this time. | o V os, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would remind 


‘I wish to make.a : 


& 


the gentleman that while the roll is being called it * 5 


is not in order to make explanations. 


A 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This bill makes : 


an appropriation of $500,000. ater, 
Cries of “ Call the roll P? ` t6 Call the rollt? <7. 
Mr. BRENTON, when his name was: called, 
asked to be excused from voting, as he was 
included under the exceptions contained in the 


|] 40th rule. 


The question being put and taken upon ordering 
the bill to be read a third time and engrossed, it 
resulted—yeas 89, nays 66;.as follows: ee 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Andrews, 
Ashe, Bartlett, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bissell, Breckenridge, 
Albert G. Brown, Busby, B. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell; 
Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, - 
Jonger, Cullom, John G. Davis, Doty, Dunham, Eastman, 
Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Gamble, Gaylord, 
Gentry, Giddings, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Isham G, Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, Hendricks, Hillyer, John We 
Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jom- 
Johnson, Robert W. Johason,’ J: Gtancy Jones,’ Kuhns; 
Kurtz, Loekhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Mo-.. 
lony, Morehead, Murphy, Nabers, Olds, Peaslee, ‘Penn, | 
Polk, Porter, Powell, Rantoul, Richardson, Riddle, Robin- 
son, Sackett, Savage, Smart, Benjamin Stanton, Richard’ He 
Stanton, Abr’m P. Stevens, Stone, Stuart, Sweetser, Tay- 
lor, Thurston, Venable, Walsh, Ward, Wasbbum, Wats 
kins, Welch, Addison White, Wilcox, Williams, and 
Yates—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John ae William 
Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Bocock, J. H. Boyd, Bragg, 
Burrows, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Chap- 
man, Curtis, George T. Davis, Dockery, Durkee, Edimund- 
son, Evans, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Good-: 
enow, Grow, Harper, Haven, Hebard, ‘Hibbard; Houston,’ 
Howard, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, James Johnson, ‘Daniel 
T. Jones, George W. Jones, Geo, G. King, Preston King, 
Landry, Letcher; McDonald, Meacham, Milson; Henry De: 
Moore, Newton, Orr, Andrew Parker, Penniman; Perking, 
Robbing, Robie, Scudder, Scurry; David Li Seymour, O 
gen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Alexander H. Stephens, : 
Sutherland, George W. Thompson, Townshend, ‘Tuck, 
Walbridge, Wallace, and Wildrick—66, i : 


tion of such warrants. 

Sec. 4. And be it further resolved, That nothing in the ; 
first section of the act of the 28th of September, 1850, granting į 
bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have been į 
engaged in the military service of the United States, shail be | 
so construed as to exclude any commissioned or non-com- | 
missioned officer, musician, or private, whether of regulars, 
volunteers, rangers, or militia, who was mustered into the ; 
service of the United States for the suppéession or preven- | 


quired by said act, or whose services wére subsequently H 
recognized by the United States. i í | 
Sec. 5. And be it furthur resolved, That in all cases ji 


| where the militia or volunteers, or State troops were-called į 


out under the laws or executive authority of any State, and || 


who served in defence of the cowùtry, and whose service i 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennesse, I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which this bill was ordered to be. 
engrossed and read a third time, and to lay that 
motion upon the table. eee 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I call fora 
division of the question. ; 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 
and nays. aa $ 
The SPEAKER. It is not divisible, 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The question 
is divisible, and the first question is wpon laying 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. Tf that 
motion is voted down, then the question will recur 
upon the reconsideration. i 

The SPEAKER. By the option of the House 


| it may be divided; but cannot by the Chair. 


The question was then taken upon laying the. 
motion to reconsider upon the table, and it wag 
not agreed to—ayes 47, noes not counted. 


‘ 


4 


Mr. DUNHAM. I believe the previous ques... bas 


tion has now exhausted itself, and I hope the mo- ./ 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was - 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time may 
prevail; for if it z 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Frise toa point 
of order. The bill having passed under the oper: 
ation of the previous question, the motion. t 
reconsider is not debatable. ror i 
The SPEAKER. The opinion of thé Chair is, 


thatthe previous: question -has been exhausted, . 
and that the motion. to-reconsider is debatable. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I hope-the-mation to recon- 
sider the vote by which*the bill was engrossed 
‘and read a third ‘time. may prevail. If it-does, I 

-mean to make a motion to. refer the bill to.a-select 
committee-where it may be fully. considered. 

“Mr. BRECKENRIDGE. LE wish to saya word 
upon that motion to those having constituents in- | 
terested in these land-warrants. - I am in-favor of | 
the reference of the subject tö a select committee. 
By the bill as it now:stands the holders of these | 

._Warrants are limited, in the location of them to the 

“Jands inthe market at the time the bill was passed. 
Since that time great quantities of lands have been | 
‘brought into market. “Should ‘you not adopt an | 
amendnient including the lands that were brought | 
into market after the passage of that bill, it will be 
“practically éxcluding the holders of land warrants 
from the best portion of the public domain. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Will the gentle- į 
man allow me to say a word? 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE. Certainly, sir. 

Mr, CABELL. 
from Kentucky that he will offer as an amend- 

_ ment such as T send to the Clerk’s table. 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE. I will cheerfully 
yield to an amendment that will accomplish my 
purpose. : ` 
© Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment is not in 
order. 

Mr. CABELL. I do not propose to amend | 
the bill. This question is open to’ discussion, 
and I only desired that the proposition should 
be read, with ‘a view to carry out the pur- | 

osen of the gentleman from , Kentucky, [Mr. 

Brucnenrnipcr.] I will state to the gentleman | 
from Kentucky, and to the House, that when this 
bill granting bounty lands originally passed, it had 
no such provision attached-to it as that which he 
proposes to repeal, All lands, subject to entry at 
the time of making the application to locate the | 
bounty lands, were open to the soldier, At the 


I propose to the gentleman || 


Florida’ (Mr. Casert] designs to offer to. the bill, 
in case the vote to reconsider prevails. “To open 
the virgin’ lands ofthe. territories to the liability of 
being taken by the holders of these warrants, is a 
measure which I caf never support. I had the 
pleasure during the last sammer to travel through 
| several of the Western States, and into one of-the 
Territories. In-Minnesota I found men who had 
| removed from Illinois and Wisconsinto escape the 
effect of such a’ provision as the. gentleman from 
| Florida: proposes, by his amendment, to make 
i general throughout the Territories and our whole 
| domain. These men gave me as the only reason 
| for leaving the fertile fields and prairies of those 
| States, that the villages which they had commenced 
to build up by hard labor, amidst the inconveni-. 
| ences of afrontier life, had become surrounded 


|i by the lands of those who had bought up and 
| located land warrants, and who, amidst the luxu- | 


ries of eastern cities, were waiting for their lands 


| western farmer. They told me that they would 
no longer work to develop a country, when the 
land about them, without an inhabitant upon it, 
| was to be enhanced in value by their labor only; 
and to escape such a necessity they had gone to 
Minnesota, where land warrants cannot be located 
by the laws of the country, and where the actual 
inhabitants own the soil. These men were those 
who live by the sweat of their brows—honest citi- 
zens, desirous only of earning a livelihood and 
competence, by hard labor and patient industry. 
It may be that the only satisfaction we shall de- 


bill, will be to gain the privilege of giving a de- 
liberate vote against it. That satisfaction I hope to 
‘have, and also that of calling the attention of the 
House to some of my objections to its provisions. 
I call the attention of members to the fact, that 
this bill has its present place ahead of all other 
business, because we have, in regard to this 
measure, dispensed with the formalities, require- 


succeeding session of Congress, a gentleman from 
Ohio, no longer a member of this House, (Mr. | 
Vinton,) who seemed to be specially anxious to ; 
revent new States from acquiring benefits which | 
ad been conferred most liberally upon his own, 
introduced, at what time I know not, in a bill 
having no connection with bounty lands whatever 
a proviso, to repeal which the gentleman from Ken- 
wicky now makes his motion, In one of the gen- | 
eral appropriation bills of phe preceding session, a | 
roviso was introduced, providing that no land | 
ounty for military services granted by the act of : 
the 28th of September, 1850, entitled ‘An act | 


granting bounty land to certain officersand soldiers |, 


who have been engaged in the military service of 

the United States, or by virtue of any other act of | 
Congress heretofore passed granting land bounties | 
for military services, shall be satisfied out of any | 
public land not heretofore brought into market, 

and now subject to entry at private sale under ex- | 
isting laws.’? This was a proviso to the civil and : 
diplomatic appropriation bill. In that way it 

passed the Flouse, and, as I think against the sense | 
of the House. I intend, when it shall be in order 
to offer an additional section to the bill, to repeal 
that clause of the civil and diplomatic bill, thus: 


And he it further resolved, 'Thatso much of an act entitled |; 


c An act making appropriations for the civiland diplomati 
expenses of Government for the year ending the 30th June, 
1852, and for other purposes,” as provides ‘t that no land 
bounty for military serviees granted by the act of the 28th of 
September, 1850, entitled © An act granting bountyl and to 
certain officers and soldiers who have engaged in the mili- | 
tary service of the United States,’ or by virtue of any other | 
act of Congress heretofore passed, granting land bounties . 
for military services, shall be satisfied out of any public land 

not heretofore broughtinto market, and now subject to entry ` 


at private sale under existing laws,” be and the same is |! 


hereby repeaicd. 


Mr. BRECKENRIDGE. The proposition is 


not now inorder. It is evident that the gentleman 
from Florida and myself are aiming at the same 
thing. I rose merely for the purpose of explaining 
a portion of the bill, and of showing the importance 
of amending it in the manner suggested. I hope | 
the friends of the soldier will vote for the reference, _ 


warrants. 

Mr, TUCK. Iam in favor of the reconsidera- 
tion moved, although I would oppose it, if nothing 
influenced me but the reasons which have hitherto 
been assigned in its favor. Iam decidedly opposed | 
to the amendment which the gentleman -from | 


j 

i 

and for giving this privilege to holders of land i| 
} 

t 


ments, and tests which are required in all other 
cases. This bill has been to no standing commit- 
tee, has never been considered in Committee of 
the Whole House, except the first section of it, 
and is now attempted to be forced through, under 
the operation of the previous question. I am un- 
able to understand the occasion of this hot haste, 
and undignified rapidity of legislation, unless 
speculators in warrants are impatient to havea 
good branch of business opened to them for the 
winter. Gentlemen may suppose that the multi- 
| plication of land warrants by this bill will espe- 


the Atlantic cities will divide the spoils with them. 
They will buy the warrants at a great discount, 


of the West, and patiently wait at home for the 


| * B i 
: Western men to give a high value to these lands | 


; by labor and toil, in which the speculators will 
inot parttapate, 
; Sort of mortmain, and the new States be cursed 
by the sharpers, who refuse to take a share in the 
hardships of that frontier life, by which they at- 
tempt to become enriched. 
This bill has been talked about yesterday and 


ł 

[not Rear a word 

| gives to it its chief importance. 
o 

\ 


f the bill is contained in the fourth section. To 


The attempt is made to force this law to the 


i: last stage of enactment, when no gentleman has 
‘| yet proposed to lay before us an 
j; 
j 


| ever of the extent of land which will be appro- 
| priated under the operation of this law. Does 
this haste become us? Is it necessary for the 
friends of the law to deny us light, and to force a 
vote without knowing themselves, or permitting 
i others to know, anything of the amplitude of 
the provisions of this law? 


Let me call the attention of the House to the fate 


| to be made valuable by the hard labor of the j 


cially benefit the Western donecs of the land. | 
They may be right in this supposition, but T can ; 
assure them that the sharp-sighted speculators of i! 


‘ locate them in large or small parcels in all parts | 


to-day; but until within a short time, we have į 
ot heard a word upon that part of it which 
The great feature | 


rive from. attempting to arrest the passage of this |! 


The lands will thus be held in a: 


estimate what- í 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


i 
l 
i 
i 
l 
i 


| and curse them for many years. 


condemned. “It was stated during the discussion, 
by a gentleman from Ohio, of great experience and 
great wisdom, (Mr. Vinton,) that applications for 
these gratuities of land had been before Congress 
for about twenty-five years, and had-always been 
refused. The applications had been examined at 
every Congress and condemned, first- because: of 
want of merit in the applicants, who had: been 
paid for all services they had performed, ahl there» - 
fore deserved nothing, in justice; and-secondly, 
because the policy of our legislators had always 
condemned all schemes of plundéring the public 
Treasury, or the public domain.. Yeta law did 
pass the last Congress of unparalleled amplitude, 


“giving lands to an immense number, which it is 


now proposed to follow up, by a precipitate en: 
actment ofanother lawofunestimated andunknown 
capacity. If gentlemen, alter examining the law, 
and. ascertaining whatit means, and what it is to 
accomplish, ave inclined to vote for it, so be it. I 
shall not be captious, but shall content myself 


with the opposition which one member can make, 


and which my own judgment dictates. 

Let me say a few words in regard to the first 
section of the bill, which relates only to the making 
efland warrants assignable. We lave been in 


| Committee of the Whole House, and have heard 


many remarks upon this section; but it has not 
yet been stated, what I now say, that some ten 
days ago a bill passed this House, and is pow be- 
fore the Senate, making land warrants assignable. 
This section is entirely unnecessary, and can do 
nobody any good. I voted for the other bill, and 
I have no objection to the regnactment contained 
in this section, if one reason could be given for it. 
I do not believe that such reduplication in the 
labors of this branch of Congress is becoming, as- 
suming, as it does, that the attention of the Senate 
may not be attracted by doing a thing over once. 
It will also lead to confusion. 

I will only say in regard to the fifth section of 
the bill, which is designed to give bounty lands to 
such State troops as have been recognized and paid 
for by the United States, that the section does not 
enlarge in the least the law of 1850, as now ad-" 
ministered. Such claimants are now allowed 
bounty lands, as any one may learn by inquiring 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, i 

The second and third sections in regard to pay- > 
ments to assistant registers, J have not examined 
with much care. As at present inclined, I inter- 


| pee no-objection. I believe that all officers should 


have fair compensation for their services, and if it 
be the intention of these sections to secure such a 
purpose, I shall give them my support. I consider 
the fourth section of the bill creating the new class 
of land warrants, as before stated, to have an 
overwhelming importance, which throws all the 
other sections into comparative insignificance. To 
that I have exclusively directed my attention, 
leaving others to examine the other provisions of 
the measure. [ entreat gentlemen to consider the 
great feature of this bill, and to consider the policy 
of this extravagant appropriation of the public 
domain, as well as the eflect of it upon the new 
States, before they give to it the sanction of their 
support. Let-it go through the ordinary stages 
of legislation, and be tried by: those tests which 
are thought necessary in Jaws which have not one 
thousandth part of the importance of this. Under 
the fourth section of the bill there is concealed a 
monster, whose talons may pierce the new States, 
{I cannot pre- 
tend to drag him forth and destroy him. I content 
myself with only pointing to the placé where he 
lies concealed. 2 
I did not rise with the purpose of occupying so 
much of your time. As I said at the outset, [ 
fear, from the indications about me, that opposition 
will be fruitless, and that I must content myself 
with the enactment of a bad law, by the reflection 
that I opposed and voted against it. I have pointed 
out some of my objections to the bill, and I close. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The. gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Tucx] has opened a dis- 
cussion here as to the effect upon the new States 
of the resolution now before us for consideration. 
Thave thought, and still think, that the Repre- 
sentatives from the West understand her interests. 
They have not been accused heretofore of any 
negligence in this respect. ‘Fhe gentleman: is 


i| very much afraid that our interests will be neg- 


lected and forgotten. Well, for one, I beg leave 
to say, that I think we understand the interests of 


* 
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the West. quite as well as the gentleman Tiom. 
New Hampshire. ‘The gentleman says that heis! 
opposed to certain provisions in this. bill, beċanse: 
they open a door to speculation. How, sir? We: 
have watched the operations of the bill as, it now 
exists, and how has it ‘been? The speculator: 
who buys the land or buys the warrant. without | 
an assignment upon the back, buys it ata far less | 
price than he would jf hë got the assignment, be- 
cause he is to run the hazard of. getting. the title. 
The man who intends to: buy him.a home; and 


who has only money enough to do it, isnot going || 


to ran any chance in speculation. It is only the 
speculator who will do it.’ ` | 
Mr. TUCK. it seems I was not fortunate | 
enough to make myself understood. ‘I voted for į 
the law which passed a few days since, making 
these land warrants assignable. The gentleman 
misunderstood. me.” I-said I am opposed to any 
proposition subjecting the public demain to entry 
»y these land warrants, for the reason that it 
would open all the new Territories to the specu- 
lators; and to this f am opposed. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, I think. What 
-reason ist here that this Governmentshould not give 
the privilege to enter land in Minnesota as well 
asin Minois? Can the gentleman assign any good 
reason? He says the effect of it is, to drive our 
population from Ilinois to locate in the Territo- | 
ries, where they will not have to meet competi- į 
tion from the speculator holding these land war- 
rants. Has not your Government perpetrated 
fraud by pretending to. give the public domain to 
your citizens for public services, when it only 
gives them the refuse of the Jands? Can the gen- 
tleman assign any reason why an individual who 
has his warrant from Government for land, should 
not locate in Minnesota as well as in Illinois? 
The gentleman says that the question was dis- 
cussed in the last Congress, and that the subject 
was perfectly understood. I concur with ‘the 
statement made by the gentleman from Florida, 
[Mr. Cabexx,] that the amendment restricting the 
location of the warrants to the lands then in mar- 
ket, found its way through this House covertly; 
that its purpose was not avowed, nor was it under- 
stood. I understand from gentlemen around me, 
that it came from the Committee’ of Ways and ; 
Means in one of your appropriation bills, and 
under the plea that it would have checked the 
wheels of Government, unless these lands were 
cut off from the soldiers. Thus it was that the 
- bill was passed. I think, however pertinest this 
whole discussion may be at this time, that there | 
is an appropriate place for the discussion of all | 
these questions. want this thing disposed of, 
and for the purpose of producing this result, 1 
move the previous question. * 
Mr. BAYLY. wish the gentleman would 


withdraw his call for the previous question for a | 


few moments. 

The call being withdrawn— 

Mr. BAYLY resumed. I only desire to say a 
word in reference to the remarks of my friend from | 
Florida, [Mr. Casers.,] and my friend from Ili- 
nois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,] in respect to the provis- 
ion contained in the civil and diplomatic bill passed | 


at the last session of Congress. It was true that | 
that amendment was moved by the gentleman | 
from Ohio (Mr. Vinton) at that time, and that I| 
aided him zealously in passing it. I therefore feel | 
myself quite as responsible for that amendment as | 
the gentleman from Ohio. Thesmotives which | 
actuated us were these: At that time it was almost | 
certain that unless we husbanded the resources of , 


„public lands can now 
with. By the operat 1 
withstanding the predictions that this bounty land 
bill would cut off the entire revenue from the pub- 


i| —corn-stalks and all. 


. ship in these cases. J did not regard it as a matter | 


lielands, we were enabled in the last year to receive | 
from that soureé more than two millions of dollars, | 
We had another view, or at least I had, in advo- | 
eating the adoption of the provision to which my | 
friend from Florida has referred. I shall not imi- | 
date the ‘example of the gentleman from New |) 
Hampshire; [Mr. Tucx,] and undertake to in- 
striet these Western members as to what is their + 
interest, because in my experience here during | 


five Congresses I have found that they are exceed- |j not raise my voice against its alienation, fo: 


ingly smart and adroit in taking care of them- | 


selves. | 

Mr. TUCK. Iwish to say to the gentleman, | 
that I defy him or any other member who. heard ; 
my remarks, to find one word that assumed any 
position or any right to instruct members from any į 


! part of the country. 


| 
Mr. BAYLY. ‘If thatis the case, let the matter | 
drop. ‘That was the understanding of my friend | 
from-Hlinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] of the speech of | 
the gentleman from New Hampshire. It is aj 
small matter any way. I had another view in | 
wishing to cdnfine the location of these warrants | 
to lands already in market. My own decided | 
opinion is, that it is the policy of this Government 

to withdraw its proprietorship. over the public 

lands within the States as rapiðly as ìt can be done 

with propriety. I knew that the public lands in- 
nearly all of the States had already been surveyed į 
and were in the market; and I knew, also, that b 

confining the location of these warrants to such 
lands, it would compet the extinction, to the extent 
of these warrants, of the Government proprietor- | 


of any hardship to these soldiers, because there 
are in these States, now open to private entry, as | 
fine lands as there are on the face of the earth, It 
was for these reasons, and not from any disposi- 
tion to do injustice to warrant holders, that I felt 
it my duty, In the position 1 then occupicd, to hus- 
band the resources of Government as much as I 
could. In doing that, I was pleased to find that T 
was at the same time carrying out this very policy 
of the Government, to which T have referred—that 
is, the extinction of the proprietorship of this | 
Government over these lands. | 

Mr. BISSELL. The land warrants throughout | 
the West might have been located in the State of | 
Ilinois, and still there would be three millions of | 
acres left there nows j 

Mr. BAYLY. That was the pelicy I pur- j 
sued. 

Mr. CARTTER. Iwill trespass upon thetime | 
of the House but a few moments. I hope that ; 
the motion to engross this bill may be reconsid- 
ered, for I understand by gentlemen best acquinted ; 


with the rules of the House, that they permit an || 


expression of the sentiment of the House in refer- 
ence to the merits of the Dill, and that they also ; 
tolerate amendments. My objections to the bill | 
are not of the character that have been alluded to, | 


I am done with that point; į 


among speculators to plunder the public domain. 

In the pursuit of this measure, you have hunted | 
up all the patriots that ever shouldered a musket, : 
and they have even got warrants for corn-stalk f 
service In the States. We have exhausted this | 


|| avenue to the expenditure of the public domain; | 
|| for every man that ever heard or smelt powder, or |! 
‘| that had a great-great-grandfather that ever did, ji 
i| has been provided for as a patriot in the public | 
‘service. [Laughter.] I know that this way of ; 
i| talking isa little unpopular. The army, and every- j 
| body that ever heard of ii, is canonized, and I am | 
‘| aware that I run some little risk of getting into | 


i 


collision with this patriotic force. Nevertheless, 
no gentleman will differ with me in this, that, in 


i| the wide range of public benevolence, in the direc- | 


tion of military service, they have got them all in ; 


But, sir, my objection to this bill is, that we are || 
exhibiting our financiering talents; we are making : 
an exhibition of our abundant capacity to throw 

away the public domain—a domain purchased out |! 
of the general Treasury, and paid for in the coats |} 


; compensated for, when itis alienated: by { 
„eral Government, in the-same description of taxa- =: 


+ officers of the late war. 


| abundantly profligate in throwing away the public ; 
i! domain, and not only that, but abundantly profli- 


and pantaloons of ‘the citizens ~a.domain: thi 
longs, (if'tax-paying constitute y 
ment in the premises,) not to the Stat 
have contended, ‘orto’ the torn-stalk ariy: 
that belongs to the. individual ‘citizens, 

secured by individual’taxation, and that i 


tion. - Nevertheless, it is doomed to.g0,;.and 


would be impotent for that purpose.) °° 
But’to the question of financiering as.con : 
with this subject. We are proving” ourselve 


gate in drawing out of the public. Treasury money: : 
outside of the domain, to provide for its distribu- 
tion. You not only. tax the citizen by his con- 
tribution to the F'ederal Treasury, forthe purchase 
of this domain, but you propose by this bill totaz 
him farther in the process of giving it away ‘to 

atriots. What is. the third section of this; bill? 

t says, * afficer's, whether in or out-of office.” ” You 
are not content with paying officers in-office, and 


with prospects for the future, but: you pay. men ; . 


meet in or out of office—the reat of mankind, 
[ naughtier] et Be gh Ee 

Mr. BISSELL. Will the gentleman from Ohio - 
permit me—as I may not be able to get the floor 
when he shall have concluded—to say a word. or 
two upon that third section? Beene 

Mr. CARTTER. Well, perhaps I might-if.1 
knew what you were going to say. aes re 

Mr. BISSELL. What I should say would be 
directly against what you are saying, andit would 
be based upon the bill itself which you misappre- 
hend entirely. 

Mr. CARTTER. I may. misapprehend. the 
bill, but it certainly reads, that ‘‘said officers, | 
‘whether in or out of office at the time of the passage 
‘of this act, or their legal or personal representa- 
‘tives, in case of their death, shall be entitled. to 
‘receive from the Treasury of the United States’’—~ 
not from the revenues of the public domain; not.’ 
from the fund proposed to’ be distributed by this. 
bill, but from the general revenues of the United 
States. ADAL we ft 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) I desire :to make a 
suggestion to the. gentleman. Is he awarethat 
that applies also to the Mexican bounty land war- 
rants that have Already. been paid? s 

Mr. CARTTER. Precisely so. It is a bill 
in the past, present, and future tenses; providing 
for the dead and the living; for men in office an 
out of office. A more flagrantand profligate meas- 
ure for drawing money out of the public Treasury, 
it appears to me, has never been submitted to this 
House. Is it not enough in all conscience to tax’ - 
the American citizen to fill your public Treasury,’ 
and then give away the resources that have been, 
purchased by his taxation, without drawing upon’ 
the public ‘Treasury to provide. the ‘ways’ and. 
means by which it shall be given away? “I regard: 
it as an outrage upon the. private rights of the citi- 
zen who has not had the gratification of shoulder- 
ing a corn-stalk. i ms 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. “Will the 
gentlemen permit me? 

Mr. CARTTER. I mean no disrespect ‘to the’ 
Laughter. J =.. 
supposed the gentleman 


Mr. MARSHALL. 
had finished. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
tleman. . : ae 
Mr. MARSHALL. I did not tise with the in- 
tention of replying to the gentleman’s remarks, 
but merely to say that it must be apparent to the 
House, chat the course of this proceeding had 
thrown the friends of a measure similar to this into 
a position on which they must either have en- 
grossed the bill or killed it, and it is to be hoped 
that the House will now unanimously agree to the 
reconsideration, and to the commitment of the bill . 
either to the Committee of the Whole on the state’ 
of the Union, or to a select committee, with a view.. 


I will give way to’the gèn- 


i that a bill may be brought in here upon which* 


gentlemen can expend their eloquence and their 
encrry. I move the previous question. ee 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] yield the floor for that pur- 
ose? ; 
Mr. MARSHALL, The gentleman: yielded: 
the floor absolutely. s T E 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understood the 


gentleman ftom Ohio as merely yielding for an 
explanation. oe k T 
‘Mr. CARTTER. Certainly. L: only yielded 
for an explanation, and I wish now to state a fact. 
“Mr. MARSHALL. I declined. to take. the 
floor for the purpose of explanation. ie 
“The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair. desires to 
know of thegentleman from Ohio, whether he had 
-yielded the floor finally, or merely for explanation? 
“Mr. CARTTER. | Only for explanation. 

Mr MARSHALL, Wel, I declined at th 
time to‘accept it for that purpose. eae 

The CHAIRMAN. .. ‘The gentleman from Ohio 
is entitled to the floor. i ie 
“Mr. CARTTER. © I will yield the floor finally 

` ina moment, but not by calling the previous ques- 
tion. | The fact that I was about stating at the; 
time my friend from Kentucky rose, was this, that 
every one of these warrants costs the public Treas- | 
uty “two dollars. Now I want this measure 
opened up. If we dispose of this public domain, 
let us do it intelligently and responsibly, and not 
under the gag of the previous question, or by 
force of the drill, taking hold upon combinations 
here: Give ws an open sea, anda fair sail upon 
this question, and I apprehend that a portion of 
this bill at any rate will be obliterated. 
` Mr. JONES of Tennessee. It is very evident, 
I think, from the vote of this House refusing to 
‘lay upon the table the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed, 
that the billis not now in a form that meets the 
wishes and views of a majority of the House. 
While there is a decided majority of the House 
for. the main and principal feature of this bill, 
there is also, I think,a majority against the bill as 
it now stands. ; 

In the first place, the first section of this bill is 
perhaps wholly and entirely unnecessary, because 
this House has, upon a former day of the present 
session, passed a provision to effect exactly the 
same purpose that this section is intended to ac- 
complish. ` 

The next section, which provides for giving 
fees and augmented fees to the receivers and regis- 
ters óf the land office who shall locate the land 
warrants, is not in a form that suits myself, and 
1 think very many of us, if not a majority of this 
House. 

I must say that I do not understand the full 
bearing of that section. Ifit shall pass into a law, 
I suppose it is to give to'these officers the same 
fees to which they would have been entitled if the 
land had been entered and paid for as provided for 
in’ this section; and not only this, but, if I under- 
atand it, it does more—it authorizes the registers 
and receivers to ‘receive similar fees for the land 
warrants they have heretofore located under the 
law granting bounty lands to the soldiers in the 
Mexican war. Bat this section makes a distine- 
tion between the soldiers who are the beneficiaries 
of the Government under the acts of Congress 
granting bounty lands. It provides that the sol- 
dier shall locate the land himself, and that the | 
Government shall then take the responsibility of 
paying the register and receiver for locating them. 
i ask you how does the soldier who paid it in | 
the first instance to the receiver of the land office |; 
get it back from that officer? This bill provides 
in the first instance, that everybody shall make 

ayment to the register and receiver the fees for 
Ioeuting the warrants, and that when he comes to 
settle with the Treasury Department there shall 
be refunded to him from the Treasury of the 
United States as much as he has receiyed from 
the man himself. It provides that— : 

“The registers and receivers of the United States land 
offices shall hereafter be severally authorized tocharge and |} 
receive for their services in locating bounty land warrants, 
the same Fate of compensation or percentage to which they 
are entitled by law for sales ofthe public lands for cash, at 
the rate of one dollar and twenty five cents per acre, the 
said compensation to be hereafter paid by the assignees or |; 
bolders of such, warrants, in all cases where the same have 
been transferred by the soldier or his legal or personal rep- |i 
resentative, under the provisions of the acts of Congress, 
and the regulations of the General Land Office on that sub- 
ject, and tobe paid out of the Treasury of the United States, 
upon the adjustment of the accounts of such officers, where 
it shall be shown to the satisfaction of the General Land 
Office thatthe same was located by the soldier or warrantee 
or in ease of his death by jis next of kin, as provided: by the 
acts of Congress aforesaid.?? ` 

Mr. BISSELL. Will the gentleman allow me 
for a moment? 

Mr. JONES. Certainiy. 

Mr. BISSELL. By the termsof this resolution 


ject to being located upon by these warrants. 


it ig not contemplated that the soldier himself, ; in | 
locating’ the ‘warrant,-shall pay anything to: the] 


register and ‘receiver for said location. . The Gov- 
ernment itself is to- allow compensation to the 
register and receiver, when the soldier has not 
transferred the warrant; bat when the soldier has 


made a transfer, the assignee who made the pur- 


chase is required to pay the compensation to the 
register and receiver. i ae 8 i 

Mi. JONES. Siill you authorize the soldier to 
transfer his warrant, and you charge the assignee 
the price of the fees which you authorize the reg- 
ister of the land office to receive for making the 
location. When the man comes to buy the war- 
rant from the soldier, it will reduce the value ex- 
actly. to the amount which he is to pay to the 
receiver of the lang office. Then this section 
makes an appropriation out of the ‘Preasury; and 
by our rules the bill should be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
where this section has not been considered. ` To 
the next section, which provides for extending the 
benefits of the act approved September 28th, 1850, 
to other persons, I have no objection; but it will 
not suffer from undergoing an investigation by the 
committee to which it will be referred, and who 


j} will report it back an an intelligible form which 


will bear the test of scrutiny. 

I desire to make a few remarks upon another 
subject which has been introduced here; that is, 
the proviso which was incorporated into the civil 
and diplomatic bill the last session prohibiting the 
location of bounty Jand warrants upon any lands 
other than those which had been surveyed and 
brought into market. I think the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Bayty] will find he is mistaken 
when he says that this provision was incorporated 
into the civil and diplomatic bill under the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
it would be necessary to make a loan. My recol- 
lection, is that the recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Treasury for n loan was in the first session 
of the last Congyess. This proviso, restricting 
the location of these bounty land warrants, was 
passed upon the last day of the last session of 
the last Congress, when it had been ascertained 
that the revenues of the country would exceed even 
the wasteful and extravagant and prodigal esti- 
mates and demands of the Administration, sus- 
tained and backed by the Congress of the United 
States. : 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, (interrupting.) I 
only wish to set the gentleman from Tennessee 
right as to the matter of fact in relation to this 
loan. Does not my friend recollect that he and I 
had three or four discussions during the last ses- 
sion of Congress, in which he undertook to show 
that the bills we had reported largely exceeded the 
revenues of the country? 

Mr. JONES. That was the first session. 

Mr. BAYLY. At the second, too. 

Mr. JONES, (resuming.) Thén how did this 
proposition get into the civil and diplomatic bill? 
They cannot say l did it. The first move which 
was made was to refuse to make any appropria- 
tion for the further survey of the public Jands and 
to provide for their being brought into market sub- 
The 
Department said that they must have money to 
survey the lands, and it was decided to put it into 
the bill, at the instance of Mr. Vinton, whose 
name has heen mentioned in connection with this 
subject; hut when the appropriation was put in, it 
was accompanied by a proviso to prevent the loca- 
tion of warrants upon such lands as should here- 
afier be surveyed. When it came into the House 
that proviso was stricken out of the bill by an 
overwhelming majority, so large that those who 
advocated it had no show at all upon the question. 
Mr. Vinton was, from the beginning, uncompro- 
misingly opposed to the passage of the bounty 
land law, and threw all the obstacles in his power 
in its way. IfI mistake rot, my friend from 


| Virginia {[Mr. Bayzy] voted against that law when 


it was before the House. 

Mr. BAYLY. I must say that my friend from 
Tennessee does not exhibit his usual accuracy to- 
day. I voted for it, 

Mr. JONES. I recollect that the gentleman 
said in a speech that he did not want his constitu-. 


ents.to get these lands and remove from his State. || 


Mr. TAYLOR. Willthe gentleman from Ten- 
nessee permit me to ask him if this proviso did 


not come from the Senate, as an amendment? t 


“Mr. JONES. ‘That is: just what F. am coming 

tó.: When it had been stricken outin the House, 
the bill went to the Senate, and it was.understood 
that Mr. Vinton followed it there and: got'the pro~ 
viso incorporated. . It came “back tothé House, 
and a committee of conference was appointed upon 
the biland that .committée, I- believe, with “my 
friend from Virginia, (Mr. Bayzy,] and Mr. Vin-. 
ton both, on it, on the part of the House, reported, 
it back here, when the clock wanted but five, ten,’ 
or, at most, fifteen minutes to twelve o’clock;. the: 
4th of March, 1851. JI then called for a-vote upon. 
it.. I wished to defeat the proviso; and I would 
have defeated the appropriation bill sooner than to 
have seen it passed the House with the proviso in 
it. The committee had not time to meet again, 
and unless the Fouse concurred in the report the : 
bill would be lošt.. . In that state of feeling, and at . 
that period of the session, passed the proviso, after. 
three fourths of the members had voted against it. 

I hope this bill will be referred either to a select 
committee or to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
or to some other committee, which will take the. 
subject into consideration and make the bill such 
as it should be and such as shall meet the wishes 
of a majority of this House, and which, at all 
events, shall provide for the repeal of that proviso 
in the civil and diplomatic bill of the last session. - 

I move the previous question. ; : 

The previous question was then seconded, and , 
the main question ordered. = Menten 

Mr. CLARK asked that the previous question | 
mi¢ht be withdrawn for a moment. beste 

{Cries of ** Too late !”’] i 

The SPEAKER said no remarks could be made 
after the previous question had been seconded, 
The question was now upon reconsidering the vote, 
by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read the third time. ‘ 

The question was then put, and carried in the 
affirmative. . 

So the House agreed to reconsider; and. the 
question again recurring upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time— 

Mr. DUNHAM moved to refer the bill to a. 
select committee of five. : 

The question was put, and the motion to refer 
was agreed to. - 

Mr. DUNHAM moved to reconsider the vote. 
just taken, and to lay that motion upon the table; .. 
which latter motion was agreed to. ij 

CUBAN AFFAIRS. i 5 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, asked that by unani- 
mousgonsent the Chair be permitted to lay before 
the Housethe several Executive communications 
upon the Speaker’s table. One of these was of a” 
most important character, and should be. referred, 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. There 
being no objection, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication froin the President of the, 
United States, viz: 

To the House of Representatives: 
I transinit to the Mouse of Representatives a report from 
the Secretary of State in answer to the first part of a reso~ 


lution of the 15th December, 1851; and also a report from 
the Seeretary of the Navy, in answer.to the remaining part 


of the same resolution. oe 
MILLARD FILLMORE, 

WASHINGTON, 23d December, 1851 g 

[The first part of the resolution ofthe House referred to 
in the above, called upon the State Department for any in- 
forniation in its possession in regard to the conclusion of @ 
treaty hetween Spain, France, and Great Britain in relation 
to the Istarid of Cuba, and the nature of such treaty. The ~ 
Department informs the House that it has no knowledge of 
the conclusion of any such treaty, and that there is good: 
reason to suppose that no such treaty hag been entered into, 
although there is no official information upon the subject. 
The second branch of the resolution called upon the Navy 
Department forinformation in regard to the relative strength. 
of the British, French, and the United States squadrons in, 
the West India seas, and whether additional appropriations: 
are necessary to increase the force of the United States on 
that station. In response to the above, the Secretary of the 
Navy reports that the United States have in those seas but 
five vessels, carrying sixty-five guns in the aggregate ; that 
the British squadron consists of twenty-one vessels, carry- 
ing in the. aggregate six hundred and thirty-two guns; and 
that the force of the French is deemed to be equal to that 
of the English. He also states that additional appropria- 
tions are necessary if the United States squadron be in- 
creased, unless the vessels be drawn from other stations. ] 


Mr. BAYLY moved that the communication 


eo 


‘and accompanying documents be referred to the. 


Committee on Foreign Affairs,and be printed; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Treasury Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with the 20th section 


1851. - 


of the-act of 96th August, 1842, detailed. state- | 


Page, 


* 


ments of the manner in which the contingent funds 
of said Department have been expended during’ 
the year ending the 30th day of September, 1851; 
which, Eeoa 

On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, was referred to 
the Committee of. Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed, x res end s 

Also, laid before the Housea communication | 
from J. J. Abert, Colonel of the’ Corps of Topo- 
graphical Engineers, a report relative to the con- 
struction of roads in Minnesota Territory, in- 
answer to the resolution of the House of the 15th 
instant; which, . — - f 

On. motion by Mr. SIBLEY, was referred to 
the Committee on- Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. as A 

Also, a communication froni the Navy Depart- 
ment, transmiiting a report from the Fourth Audit- 
or of the Treasury, exhibiting in detail form the 
pay and, allowance of the several officers of the 
Navy and Marine Corps of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1851; which, 

On motion by Mr. BOCOCK, was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 

i JOHN S. THRASHER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
following communication from the President of 
the United States, viz: 

To the House af Representatives: 

In answer to a resolution of the House of Representatives 
of the {5th instant, requesting information in regard to the 
imprisonment, trial, and sentence of John S. Thrasher in 
the Island of Cuba, I transmit a report from the Secretary 
of State, and the documents which accompanied it. 

MILLARD PILLMORE, 

WASHINGTON, December 23, 1851. 

The communivation having been read, 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. BROOKS moved to amend the motion as | 
follows: t 

« With directions to examine into the laws of domicil in 
the Island of Cuba, and to see if they are not proper mat- 
ters for negotiation and treaty.”? | 

The question was put, and the amendment 
was agreed to. : 

Mr. B. said: I do not propose to make any 
remérks upon that amendment at the present time. 
A Memner. You can’t, for it has passed. 

Mr. B. continued. But I will, at a proper time, | 
by the indulgence’ of the House, enter into an 
explanation of what these Jaws are, and how pn- 
justly they operate upon our citizens, and the rea- 
son why I think it a proper-subject for negotiation 
upon the part of our Government, 

The whole subject. was then referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 believe that the first message 
which was read from the President of the United 
States, was in answer to a resolution offered 
by my colleague from the Petersburg district, 
[Mr. Mrane,] a few days ago, calling upon the 
Executive for information, as to whether there 
had been a treaty concluded between _Engiand 
and France having relation to Cuba. The com- 
munication in answer to this legitimately goes to | 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. There 
was another part of that resolution calling upon 
the President of the United States to inform the 
House whether, in his opinion, it was necessary 
that our navy in the Gulf of Mexico should be 
increased. In answer to that part of the resolu- 
tion there was a communication from the Navy 
Department, and it is my impression that com- 
munication should go to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. The chairman of that committee is not | 
here, and supposing that is the legitimate refer- 


ence, I move, or ask, if it is not apparent to the || 


chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
thatit be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. The reference I, 
moved was a proper one, as. the communication | 
refers to international affairs. I have not, how- 
ever, the slightest objection to the reference pro- 
nosed by my colleague. 

Mr. BOCOCK. If the reference to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations is the proper one, I į; 


am satisfied.. 


Mr. HASCALL moved the Mouse adjourn; |; 


which-motion was agreed to. 


i 
1 
| 
| 
i 


i which I intended to submit, but I am willing to let 


So‘the House adjourned. 


Joson 2 NOPICE OF A BILE. | 
-By Mr. FOWLER: A bill for regulating the mileage of: 

members of the Senate and House ef Representatives of the 

United States. : j č A 


oiei e PETITIONS, &c. 

«The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, aud referred to the appropriate committees : 
- By Mr. BRIGGS: Memorial trom citizens of New Bed-` 
ford, Massachusetts, for tlie relief of seamen at home, and 
in foreign ports. i ` : 

Also, for the same, the Nautical Institution and. Ship- 
Master’s Society of the city of New York. 5 : 

Also, for the same, citizens of the United States trading 
with Havana. 

Also, for the same, the President and Secretary of the 
Marine Society of the city of New York. 

Also, for the same, the Society in Philadelphia. 

Also, for the saine, the Chamber of Commerce in the 
city of New York. 


Also, for the same, citizens residing in the city of Phila- |) 


delphia. 

Also, for the same, citizens residing in Havre de Grace, 
France. 

Also, a memorial fom the Chamber of Commerce in the 
city of New York, for the construction of a light louse on 
Sandy Key, Florida. j 

By Mr. BRAGG: The memorial of the assignees of the 
claim of Francis Collel, praying for the confirmation of the 
title to a tract of land in the city of Mobile. 

By Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky: The memorial of 
the administrators of John H. Metlalton, deceased, pray- 


ing to be allowed the commutation to which be was cn- H 


titled. 

By Mr. GAYLORD: The petition of J. S. Armstrong 
and sixty others, citizens of Wesley and vicinity, Wash- 
ington county, Ohio, asking a grant of. land tor the benefit 
of education in the “ Independent School Association, of 
the Commonwealth of Wesley.” 

Also, the petition of citizens of Somerset, Perry county, 
Ohio, asking the cstablishinont of a mail route from the 
town of Somerset, in Perry county, to the town of Jackson, 
in Licking county, Ohio. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS : Two petitions, numerously signed, 
praying for a mail-route from Decaturville, Decatur county, i 
by the way of the Hermitage and Swaliow Bluff, to 8a- 
vaunah, Harden county, . 

By Mr. MLLLSON: The petition of Vincent Walker, 
and other watchmen of the Gosport navy-yard, asking an 
increase of their pay. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Murry, asking the payment 
of compensation improperly withheld. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of Patrick Hayes, | 
U. Massey, jr, aud many other citizens of Philadelphia, ask- 
ing Congress to remunerate the sufferers by French spolia- 
tions oh the commerce ot its citizens of this country previous 
to 1800. 

By Mr. MOORE: The memorial of citizens of Philadel- 
phia asking an appropriation for the erection of piers and 
harbors in the Delaware river and bay. 

Aiso, the memorial of Messsrs. H. P, & W. C. Taylor, 
and Powers and Weightnan, of Philadelphia, asking Con- 
gress to pay the expenses of sending the American specihneng 
of art to the London fudustrial xgibition. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, December 26, 1851. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morgan. 
The PRESIDENT called the Senate to order at 


thirty-five minutes after twelve o’clock; and stated | 


that there was not a quorum present. 

Mr. FELCH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MANGUM. Will the Senator withdraw 
that motion? 

Mr. FELCH. I withdraw it. 

Mr. MANGUM. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next, 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the 
impression that the motion cannot be received. | 
The Constitution of the United States expressly 
designates what is to be done. We cannot adjourn 
for more than three days without a joint resolu- 
tion; and whensthere is not a quorum in attendance | 
we can only adjourn from day to day. Such is! 
the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. FELCH. Then I renew the motion to | 
adjourn. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I think there will be a 
quorum present in a few minutes. I hope the 
Senate will not adjourn until we order some in- 
vestigation into the causes of the late fire. I think | 
the Sergeant-at-Arma might easily secure a quo- 
rum. 

The PRESIDENT. It isin the power of the 
Senate to send for absent members if such is ita | 
pleasure. S x 

Mr. CASS. I do not think it is worth while to 
send for absent members during the holidays. I | 
have, prepared a resolution in relation to the fire, | 


it lie over. 
Mr. FELCH. e € 
complished by withdrawing the motion, I 


withdraw it. 


If there is any object to be ac- | 


| 


will | 


i the like disaster, and report the facts to the Hypuse. 


The PRESIDENT. The only object which 


can. be. accomplished: bi 
the sending for absent Senator’ 
order the attendance of absent -me 
to.see whether or not they will come. 
Mr. CASS. I would only: sof that 
think there is any proWability of: obtaining. a 
uorum. a cera ; 
` Mr. MANGUM: 
journ. ee rad 
The motion was disagreed to—ayes 10; noe 
After waiting for some time longer: without © 
taining a quorum, es ; 
On the motion of Mr. MANGUM 
adjourned. : 


I renew the 


; the Sena 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frinay, December 26, 1851. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. aa 
The following. gentlemen have been appointed 


| by the Speaker to constitute the select commitice.: 


on the joint resolution in relation to the assign-. 
ability of land warrants, viz: Mr. Dunuam, of Ine: 
diana; Mr. Staruens,-ofGeorgia; Mr. Harris: 
of Tennessee; Mr. Tuck, of New Hamp: 


and Mr. Brssexz, of Illinois. cane 
‘BURNING OF THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous: consent, Taid : 


| before the House a communication: from. the’ Lis: 


brarian of Congress; which was 
viz: ie $ aon 
: SLinrary or Coneress, December 25, 1851, - 

Sır: Itis my very painful duty to communicate to Cans: > 
gress the destruction of the books, paintings, statuary, 
medals, and otber property of the principal saloon of their 
Library, yesterday morning, by fire that originated in the - 
room, in a manner to me altogether unaccountable, agno 
fires have been used in it for along time, and no candles, 
Jamps, or other lights, have ever been used in it during the 
whole time that it has been under my charge. 

I have not been able to ascertain the preeise number of 
the books that were destroyed, but believe that it may.bs.’ 
estimated at about thirty-five thousand. : ee 

It is truly gratifying to have it in my power to add, that 
about twenty thousand volumes of books. that were in the ` 
Law Room, and in the two rooms: adjoining: the Saloon of < 
the Library, are safe. Many of these books belonged tothe’, 
library of the late President Jefferson, that. was purchased: > > 
by Congress in the year 1815. F s 

They constitute the several chapters in the Catalogué'e 
the Library, agreeably to Mr. Jefferson’s classification, un 
der the fotlowing heads: Ancient History ;: American 
tory ; Eeclesiastical Uistory 3 Chemistry; Mineralogy and: 
Conchology; Moral Philosophy; Law of Nature and’ Na+ 
tions; the five chapters composing the law deparunent of 
the Library; Religion ; Politics, (including the science of 
Legislation, Political Economy, Commerce, Banking Sta-~ 
tistics, &e.,) part of the chapter on Architecture, and the 
entire chapter on Music; Dialogue and Epistolary; Logics 
Rhetoric and Orations, and the Theory of Criticism. i 

I sincerely hope that the searching investigation Con- 
gress will give to the distressing event, which every lover: 
of science and literature must deeply deplore, will lead to ` 
a detection of the causes that produced it, and to the adop-° 
tion of means that will prevent, in all future time, a. recur: . 


read, as follows, . 


| rence of the sad calamity. 


With the most respéctful regard, I have the honor to Pr 


your obedient servant, at ce te HSE 
JOHN S. MEEHAN, Librarian; 
To the Hon. Lyns Boxy, we ef ied (ata oa 
Speaker of House Representatives U. S. Congress. 

.Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, ‘asked. ‘the 
unanimous: consent of the House to introduce a 
joint resolution in reference to the subject referred 
to in the communication just read. — 

[Cries of “Read it!’ “Read it!”’] 

The resolution was then read the first and sec- 
ond time, as follows: ie 
Joint Resolution authorizing an inquiry into the origin of 

the late fire, by which the National Library was des 

stroyed. ‘ : 

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on Public Buildings 


and Grounds be instructed to inquire into the origin of the 
fire by which the National Library was consumed, on the 


| 24th instant, and whether the same occurred from the neg- 


ligence of any officer of Government, or person in the em~ 
ployment of either or both Houses of Congress, or from the: 
defective construction of the furnaces or flues, or was the 
act of an incendiary; and also the extent of injury to the 
building, and the best mode of reconstructing the Library 
Room, so as to afford perfect security in the frture against, 
The’ 
said committee shall have power to send for and examine, 
on oath, such persons as may have information touching: < 
the premises. * : 
Mr. SWEETSER. I move to amend the resas 
lution by making it the duty of a select committee, 
to consist of five, instead of the Committee ons 
Public Buildings. E ga 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from-Ohio: i 
moves to strike out the ‘* Joint Committee on Pyb=; 
lic Buildings and Grounds,” and insert a“ select 
committee of fiye.” . 


Mr. SWEETSER. At the suggestion of the 


members aroun i 
Committee onthe Libvary,insjead of that pro- 
posed in the-resolution. = =] 4 
The question was then. taken 
and it was lost. a a 
"The resolution was then read asecond time, and 
ordered to be engrossed fora third-reading.: ee 
My. FOWLER, ‘I-suggest an amendment to 
the last part of. the resolution. “It proposes that 
the ‘committee shall have power to send for such 
persons as may have information. Now, how 
are we to know they have information? I suggest 
as an amendment the words “that may be stp- 
posed “to have information,’” instead of the wor 
used in the resolution, i 
- The SPEAKER. The amendment can be in 
troduced only by unanimous consent. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
suggested'to nie, that in the resolution offered to 
the House, the Library has been miscalled, and 
“that instead of being called the National Library, 


on theamendment, 


it should be called the Congressional Library, or , 


the Library of Congress. J suppose that by the 

wnanimous consent of the House that alteration 

can be made. : 

_ The SPEAKER. «If there was no 

the alteration could be made. i 
No objection being made, the resolution was 

altered accordingly. 


objection 


The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gen- | 


tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Fow er] is ob- 
jected to, and cannot be entertained. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. It seems to 
me that the resolution is defective in one particu- 


lar. I merely make the suggestion to the gentle- ji 


man who offered the resolution, and to the THouse, 
thatif the House concur with me in that respect 
it may be amended without objection, One object 
of the resolution seems to be to inquire into the 
best mode of making the Library, when it should 
be rebuilt, fire-proof,so that it cannot be subjected 
to any similar accident in future. I simply wish 
to inquire, and suggest whether the range of in- 
vestigation ought not to go further than this, and 
inquire as to the best means of making the whole 
Capitol fire-proof, It is well known to all that 
this aceident not only destroyed the Library, but 
endangered every other part of the Capitol. The 
structure of this building above the House and 
Senate is of wood, and both the Senate and House 
of Representatives are liable to be consumed at 
any time, as was the Library day before yester- 
day. I make thisas a suggestion, and I think the 
resolution should be.so amended. 

Objection was made to any such change, and 
the suggestion was not considered. 

The resolution was then read the third time and 


passed. r 


SEIZURE OF THE BRIG AROC. 
Mr, FULLER, of Maine, by the general consent 


of the House, introduced the following resolution; | 


which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if not incompatible 


with the publie interest, any information in possession of | 


Government relative to the seizure of the brig ‘ Aroc,”? of 
Eastport, Maine, owned by Z. A. Paine, and commanded 
by Captain A. ©. Spates, and the detention and imprison- 
ment of the master in the year A. D. 1859, by the Haytian 
authorities at the port of Jeremies and also what measures, 
if any, that may have been taken to procure indemnity to 
the owners of said brig for her detention, and for the im- 
prisonment of the master. 


Mr. SWEETSER asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to withdraw certain papers from 
the files? but it was objected to. 

Mr. COBB. Many of us have important bills 


to present to the House, and have referred to the | 


appropriaté committees, but we shall never be 
able to do so, unless we proceed to the regular 
order of business. 
is calling the States and Territories for petitions, 
and I call for that order of business now. 


EXPENSES OF THE FIRE. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. + With the 
permisson of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Cogs] I will state that the Committee on Public 
Buildings received a communication this morning 
from the Commissioner of Publie Buildings, sta- 
ting that great expense had been incurred in ex- 
tinguishing the fire on the 24th instant, and that 
an appropriation is needed to meet this expense 
and for the purpose of putting the building in a 
condition to be secure from the action. of the 


d me, I will move to insert: the | 


It has been |; 


The regular order of business | 


i weather. I requést the gentleman. from Alabama 4 
| to-withdraw_his call for. the regular order. of busi- į 
ij ness, to enable. me to introduce a bill: for. that | 
|| purpose. B : | 
H= Mr. COBB.. L-have no objection. I consent. 
i Mr. STANTON, pf Kentucky. I- ask- the | 
|; general consent. of the House to introduce a bill, | 

t 

t 

! 


j} 


| and to move to-refer it to the Committee of the il 
E Whole on the state df the Union. © > > ; 
H wp t 33 

Several Members. ‘‘ Readthe`bill! 
f The bill was then read, as follows: 
i An.act making appropriation to meet the expenses incurred 
i in consequence of the late fire at the Capitol. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
l sembled, ‘That the sum of five thousand dollars be, and 
| the same is here 
fi 


i 
i 
i 
! 
l 
i 
j 
{ 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 


by appropriated, out of any money in the || 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended, or so ! 
much thereof as may be necessary, under the direction of | 
i} the Commissioner of Public Buildings, in discharge of ex- © 
=! penses incurred in the extinguishment of the late fire in the | 


i| Library Room, the removal of the rubbish, and the preserva- "| 
i| tion of such books and other articles as may have been i 
saved, and the construction of a tin roof for the preserva- `; 
tion and protection of the public building now exposed. jr 
The reading of the communication from the: 

! Commissioner of Public Buildings was then called 5; 
for, and it was read, as follows: ' 


it 
j OFFICE or COMMISSIONER OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS, il 
j Wasnineron, 26th December, 1851. H 
Honorable RicnaRrd H. STANTON, | 
Chairman Com. on Public Buildings and Grounds: 
Sır: The late destruction of the Halt of the United | 
States Library by Öre, has left a mass of burning books | 
aud papers, which I am now having removed. Tam also 
; constructing a temporary roof (covered with tin) over the 
exposed arches whicb cover the rooms immediately cast of | 
| the Library, which T hope to finish this week. ` BH 
To enable me to pay the cost of these works, and also -' 

| the buckets, axes, &c., purchased during the fire, and 
i wages of men employed to guard the premises and prevent :i 


| respectfully pray your committee to ask for an appropriation 
j or five thousand dollars, which J hope will be sufficient for : 
these purposes. i 
lam, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
WM. EASBY, 
Commissioner of Public Buildings. 
Mr. SWEETSER. The bill makes an appro- 
priation of money, and must go to the Committee 
i| of the Whole on the state of the Union. i 
The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the ' 
introduction of the bill? : 
Mr. SWEETSER. Yes, sir, I object. ° i 
Mr. COBB. I now make a motion to proceed |; 
with the call for resolutions, dispensing with the | 
call for petitions, &c. i 
Mr, CLINGMAN, (interrupting.)_ If the gen- | 
tleman will allow me, F ask the general consent of || 
the House to offer a resolution, of which I have | 
| given previous notice, and which I think will meet | 
with no objection, which resolution is as follows: || 
Resolved, That so much of the standing rules as provides ij 
for calling States and Territories for petitions, be rescinded |} 
and repealed. ji 
| Objection was made by Mr. JONES, of Ten- | 
nessee, and the resolution was not received. i 


* 
e. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that when this jj 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Tuesday || 
next. 

Mr. FOWLER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is there a quorum ? 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not necessary 
on a proposition for yeas and nays. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I move to strike out ‘Tuesday, 
and insert Monday. SAS 
“Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish to be! 
indulged to say a word or two. If we adjourn ! 
|| over till Tuesday, it will be impossible to` pass į 
before that time upon the bill, of which no- j 
tice was given, appropriating money to defray the 
expenses incident to the burning of the library, 
and necessary to preserve the other portions of the | 
building now exposed to the weather. It is a bill 
| that should be passed immediately, and sent to the į 
|| Senate, before its adjournment to-day, for action 
i thereon. Ifthe House remain in session, reports 
| from committees will soon be in order, when the 
r 
| 


i 
| 
li 
|; 
{ 
i 


chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds can introduce as a matter of right 
his bill, which has just now been precluded by 
the objection of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Sweerser.} The House should not adjourn to- | 
day before passing the bill. We must sit here 
until we can reach that bill in the regular order of | 
li 


business. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. There is barely a quo- 


' 


i rum; 


l but I do it with considerable reluctance. : 
in favor of a more stringent course than thet indi- 


í further extension of fire to other parts of the Capitol, I very |. 


__ Dee. 26, 


rum of thé House now present. - Gentlemen hare 
left with ‘the impression’ that there would be no 
business.transacted until after New Year’s day. 
The SPEAKER stated that there was no quo- 
Mr. SWEETSER. `I withdraw’ the objection 
I made to the introduction of the: bill offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Stanton] 
was 


vated by the chairman, of the Committee on Pub- 
ic Buildings, but 1 withdraw it upon the -sugges- 


i tion of my friends. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now upon 


the motion of the gentleman from Hlinois, (Mr. 
. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 1 withdraw my motion 
in reference to adjournment for the present. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, ie unanimous 


i! consent then introduced the bill, heretofore referred 
' to, making appropriation to meet the expenses in- 


curred in consequence of the late fire at the Capi- 


| tol; which was read a first and second time by its 


title. 
Cries “ Read the bill!” “ Read the bill!” 
The bili was accordingly read as. reported 
above. : i 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move that 
it be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. There can be 


` no objection to its being passed upon immediately, 
` without sending it to the Committee of the Whole. 


The rule can be suspended by unanimous consent; 
and we can pass it, and send it to the Senate for 


i their action upon it to-day. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed it was then read a third time and 
passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now renew the mo- 
tion I made a few moments since, that when the 


| House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Tuesday 
next. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I ask that the Clerk be 
authorized to carry forthwith to the Senate the 
bill which has just been passed. 

The SPEAKER. 1t will be done as a matter 
of course. « 

Mr. FOWLER called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Ricwarpson;] which were ordered; and having 
been taken, were—yeas 91, nays 54; as follows, 
viz . ee f 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, John Appleton, 
William Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bennett, Bissell, Bocock, 
Bowne, John H. Boyd, Bragg, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, 
Burrows, Bushy, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Chastain, 
Churchwell, George T. Davis, Disney, Dockery, Dunham, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Florence, Floyd, 
Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Faller, Gorman, Hall, 


| Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 


Hebard, Houston, Howard, Hunter, James Johnson, John 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, George G. 
King, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McCorkle, Mc- 
Donald, MeMulien, Millson, Miner, Morehead, Olds, Orr, 
Penn, Powell, Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robinson, Sack~ 
ett, Schermerhorn, Schoonmaker, Scurry, David L. Sey- 
mour, Smart, Snow, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Benjamin ‘Thomp- 
son, Thurston, Venable, Wallace, Addison White, Wilcox, 
Williams, and Yates—9l. x 

WAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, Brenton, Briggs, 
Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Chapman, Clark, Cleve- 
land, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Jobn G. Davis, Doty, Fick- 
lin, Fowler, Gaylord, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grey, Grow, 
Hascall, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, Horsford, Jolin 
W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Preston King, Kubns, 
Landry, Lockhart, Mason, Meacham, Molony, Murphy, 
Nabers, Newton, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Rautoul, 
Robie, Scudder, Origen 8. Seymour, Benjamin Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Stone, Sweetser, George W. 


t Thompson, ‘Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Ward, Wash- 


burn, Watkins, Welsh, and Wildrick—64. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ORR moved that the House do now ad- 
journ; upon which question tellers were demanded 
aud ordered, and Mr. Ogg and Mr. Fow er ap- 
pointed. The question was taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 74, noes 89. 

So the House adjourned to Tuesday next. 


PETITIONS, &c. G 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 
By. Mr. JOHN W. HOWE: The petition of William 
Nickell and forty-four others, citizens of Venango county, 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to. establish a post route 
from Agnew’s Mills, in said county, via Lamartine and 


* 


KA 


1851. 


\ Five Points, to Cass, on the Susquenanna’ and: Waterford 
+ tumpike, ten miles east of Franklin: Sig See ` 
By Mr. CLEVELAND: The petition ¢f S.-Burrows and 
other citizens of the town of Wales, in the. State of Mas- 
sachusetts, praying for the settlementof-all national ques- 
tions by a Congress of Nations. 4 PE RST 
By Mr. BENNETT: The petition of C. A; Thorp; Esq-, 
and other citizens of Chenango, Néw York, asking fora 
law to give more effective protection to the rignts-of-pat- ' 
entees. ; Eoy : 5 i 
By MÈ STANTON, of: Kentucky: The memorial of i 
Robert Mills, late Architect of Publie Buildings. recom- | 


come 


f i motion-by:Mr. FELCH, it was 
yd, That-the petition of Joseph W. Edwards, on the 
the Sénate, be referred to the Committee oa Pen- 


0 
Ee 


Ons. 


f < On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was . 


Ordered, ‘That the mensorial of citizens of Baltimore, on” 


+. = <a oe mf of as n 

} the files ofthe Senate, relating to the establishment of a line 
of mail steamers between the ports of Baltimore-and Nor- 

i folk and England, be referred to the Committee on the 


mending the construction of a temporary: Hall for the use of 
the House of Representatives on thé site of the Tate Library 
Room, and the use of the present Hall for the Library. 

By Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia: The petition of Charles 
Fletcher, of Lancaster, fora contract for carrying the Uni 
ted States mail in a line of steamers: proposed to be estab 
Hizhed between Norfolk, in Virginia, and Cadiz, in Spain. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturday; December 27, 1851. 


Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Moreay. i 


There being no quorum present, 


On the motin of Mr, SMITH, the Senate ad- || 


journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, December 29, 1851. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burien. 
FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution | 
of the Senate of the 22d instant, the record of the 
proceedings of a Court of Inquiry, convened No- 
vember 20, 1850, on board the United States ship | 
Cumberland, in the bay of Naples, for the inves- | 
tigation of charges preferred against William K. | 
Latimer, an officer in the Navy; which was read 
and ordered to lie on the table. 

K 5 
DEFICIENCIES IN NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
communieating estimates for deficiencies in the 
hd emacs for the naval service for the year 
ending June 30, 1852; which was read: 


Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of James | 
Corrigan, a pensioner of the United States, pray- 
ing an increase of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 


zens of Cherokee county, Alabama, praying that 


remuneration may be demanded of the Spanish | 


| 
Mr. CLEMENS presented a petition of citi- |! 
| 
Government for the seizure of the property of } 


Edward Stiff, a citizen of the United States, and 


his imprisonment by order of the Captain Gen- ; 


eral of Cuba; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of Amos | 
Kendall and John E. Kendall, praying compensa- 
tion for services rendered the Western Cherokees : 
in prosecuting their claims; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, praying that the right of pre- į 
emption and a credit of two years may be allowed 
to the settlers en the Menomonee Purchase, in 
that State;. which was referred to the Comnrfittee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented additional ev 


t 
i 


= o On motion by Mr. P., it was 


| Post Office and Post Roads. 


i 


io Ordered, That the memorial of William Blackiston and 


others, citizens of Maryfand, in relation to the establish- 
ment ofa line of mail steamers between the ports of Balti- 
: mote and Norfolk and England, be referred to the Committee 


ii on the Post Office.and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. DAWSON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Willard Boynton, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committec on Indian 
AQhirs. 

On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, That the memoriat of the representative’ of 
William Russwurm, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee oa Revolutionary Claims. : 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Towa, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the petition of William Roberts, and the 

: documents relating to the claim of Rhoda Frisbie, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen- 

sions. : 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice that he should 
ask leave to introduce a bill to grant the right of 
; way and a portion of the public lands in the State 
of Arkansas, to aid in the construction of certain 
railroads therein. , 
| Mr. DAWSON gave notice that he should ask 
| leave to introduce a bill to provide for the payment 
| to the State of Georgia of moneys expended and 
| losses sustained, in horses and equipments, by the 
volunteers of the State militia, while engaged in 
; the suppression of Indian hostilities. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
i dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
| of the heirs of Joseph Watson, reported a bill for 
the relief of the representatives of Joseph Watson, 
| deceased; which was read, and passed to the sec- 
ond reading. 

| Mr. JONES, of 


i 
if 
į 
j 
} 
1 
| 
Í 
j 


On the motion of Mr. ATCHISON, it was 
| Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it will adjourn 
i to meetagain on Friday next. 


MILITARY ROADS IN IOWA. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
| consent, and agreed to: ‘ 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs he in~ 
i structed to inquire into the expediency of constructing a 
| military road from Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, to Fort 


| THE HOLIDAYS. 
| 
a 


\! Dodge, in said State. 


Mr. JONES also submitted the following reso- 


sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, ‘Phat the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate such information as maybe on file 
n the War Dgpartment relative to the construction of a 
military road from Fort Dodge to Dubuque, in Ilowa; and 
that he inform the Senate what the cost bas been for the 
transportation of the munitions of war, provisions, &e., 
used at said fort, from the usual place of deposit upon the 
ippi river. 


| 
i 
li lutions; which were considered by unanimous con- 
| 
| 


dence in relation to the claim of James Jeffries 
and Jeremiah M. Smith; which was referred to the | 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. DAWSON submitted additional evidence 
in relation to the claim of Calvin B. Seymour; 
which, with his memorial on the files of the Sen- 
ate, wag referred to the Committee on Indian ; 


Affairs. ; i 


Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a peti- | 
tion of citizens of La Crosse county, Wisconsin, 
praying the establishment ofa mail route from La 
Crosse to Black River Falls, in that State; which 

wag referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. fe i 

Mr. GWIN presented the petition of Santiago 
E. Arguello, a captain in the California battalion, 
praying compensation for losses sustained during 
thelate war with Mexico; which was referred to 
the. Committee on Military Affairs. 


. 


I 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be also directed to 
communicate to the Senate a pian and estimate for the 
! construction of a military road from Dubuque to Fort 
Dodge, and the amount necessary to pay for the survey and 
stimates for such road. i 


GEOLOGY OF IOWA, WISCONSIN, AND MIN- 
NESOTA. 

The following resolution, submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, [Mr. Dopoe,] came up in order 
: for consideration: 

Resolved, That five thousand five hundred copies of the 
| report of Dr. D. P. Owen, on the geology of Iowa, Wiscon- 
sin, and the Territory of Minnesota, together with the maps, 
i ilustrations. &e., be printed; and that five hundred copies 
| be delivered to the Commissioner of the General Land OF 


: fice, two hundred copies to Dr. Owen, and three hundred 
: eopies to the Smithsonian Institution. 


| Mr. UNDERWOOD. That resolution was 
| passed over the other day at my instance, and Tam 
| so very hoarse now that I do not know that I can 


wD REFERRED: 


* 


| 
i 
} 
i 


Speak upon'the subject at 
suggestion to my friend from Towa, V 
lL perceive, from the wording-of. es 
the printing isto be done inthe qu 
the printing that has Deen: done heretofor 
been done in the octavo form. : By departing fro 
the mode of. doing ‘the printing, If T.am_correc: 
informed, you will leave” the :printer ‘at Jibért 
make his own.charges, without any rega 
past action of Congresson that. subje 
proposal. seems to me to bea départure. 
mode which we have heretofore adopted. in relation’ 
toprintng. If we purse it weshall order a thing: 
to be done in a new mode, and there will he noth-.. 
ing to govern us in fixing the compensation.: 1 
think our past experience ought to ‘have shown us’ < 
that this mode is not the right one. 1 desire that 
this matter shall be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. According to my experience on subjects’ 
of this sort, there will be a great mamy plates, di- 
agrams, and edgravings,. I recollect having looked - 
into the subject a year or two. ago; and the amount 
paid for engravings in a. report from the. Patent, 
Office was such as to astonish me, believe jt 
amounted to some thirty or forty thousand dollars 
for a single volume. 5 Tope 

If we adopt a resolution: of this: sort, changing 
the form in which the printing is to be done: with- ° 
out knowing anything of the number of diagrams 
or plates which it may be necessary to print, we, 
shall do it in ignorance of the amount of the cost. 

I therefore think it would be prudent-—and:T make: 
that motion—to refer this, matter to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, that that committee may make’ . 
an investigation of the whole subject. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. {do not object to the 
reference of this resolution to the Committee on 
Printing, though the number stated is precisely 
that which was ordered to be published of Foster 
& Whitney’s report. This document wasordered 
to be published at the Executive fession of the. 
Senate, commencing the 4th of March, 1851, ‘by 
a resolution which I offered at that time. But as 
it is proposed to publish it ina new form, and as. 
I am anxious that it shall be published in that * . 
form, (that being the form recommended by Dr. 
Owen,) and as the Senator from: Kentucky has.. « 
made some observations in reference to the mat- 
ter, I hope the resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. Sea ae 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
refer, and it was agreed to. ; 

PRINTING OF THE CENSUS RETURNS.: 

The following resolution, offered by Mr. Bricur,. 
was taken up for consideration: 

Beit resolved, &c., That the Joint Committee on Printing 
be directed to contract with Donelson & ‘Armstrong for 
printing the Census returns, upon such terms as {hey may 
deem reasonable, . po R 

Mr. SMITH. As this is a subject of very.con- 
siderable importance, and asit willinvolve an-ap= ` 
propriation to the amount of several’ hundred 
thousand. dollars, I should be very sorry to have 
it brought under consideration, and receive its dis- 
position at our hands while the Senate is as thin 
as itis at the present time. I have no disposition ~ 
to throw any obstacle in the way of the consider- 
ation of this question; but I desire to tale, the 
opinion of the Senate—of the entire body—upon 
it. There is very little more than a quorum pow 
present; and I would suggest to my friend: from 
Indiana, that the consideration of the resolution 
had better be postponed until after the-holidays, , 
and at an early day next week I will be prepared 
to submit to the Senate such suggestions as | may 
deem proper. I therefore move that the subject | 
he postponed until Monday nest, when I will be 
prepared to have it taken up, and disposed of at 
as early a dày as possible. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It will be recollected that this 
resolution has been the standing order of the body 
for the last ten days. [refused to call it up on 
one occasion, when the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut objected. He alleged that pe would 
be ready, on the morning following, with an 
amendment. There is an urgent necessity, for 
acting on this subject. A part of the retums of 
the census are ready for delivery, and ought to be : 
in the hands of the printer. I dislike to press: rt 
if the honorable Senator objects; but Ican see no 
good reason for delay in the matter. 'The public 


contract which we have for the printing of this. 


body does not cover this class of printing, ahd we 
have to dispose of it to other and different persons 


i 


r than those holding the contract.’ The joint reso- 


lution: provides’ that “the Committee. on Printing t 


shall contract with the gentlemen named init, who 
are prepared to. go on with the printing, at fair 
prices. È can see rio objection to the resolution, 
and I hope it may be the pleasure of the Senate.to 
iake it up and act upon it now. te 

<Mr. SMITH. Ihave already. said to the Sen- 
ate that wé have very little more than a quorum 
present. There are only sonie thirty-four or thirty- 
five Senators here, and it ‘is-exceedingly doubtful 
whether there will be a quorum in the Chamber if 
we undértake to-go. into. the discussion’ of this 
resolution. [have some suggestions to make to 
the Senate in opposition to its passage, and I hope 
to beable to satisfy the honorable Senator from 
Tndiana, that there are very serious objections to 
its. adoption; but lam unwilling to address myself 
to only about one half the Senate.. 1 believe it is 
very unusual, to. take up questions of this import- 
ance, involving. the expenditure of some three or 
four hundred thousand dollars, if not half a mil- 
lion, when there is but little over one half the Sen- 
ate present, to make a disposition—a final dispo- 
sition—of them, so far as we are concerned. I 
wish to say nothing at present in regard to the 
character of the resolution; but it is a proposition 
.to reverse what has been the policy of the two 
Houses of Congress during the last five or six 

ears. Some fourorfive years ago we determined 
that the public printing should be divorced from 
the political presses òf this city. It is now pro- 
posed to reéstablish the connection which formerly 
existed. If it shall be the purpose of the Senate 
to reéstablish that connection in the manner pro- 
posed by my honorable’ friend. from Indiana—if 
that be the real judgment and opinion of the body 
—I for one shall not complain; because I have no 
objection whatever to the respectable and worth 
gentlemen named in the resolution. But I wish 
the opinion of the entire Senate upon the subject. 
I am unwilling to be called upon to address the 
Senate on a subject of so DUEN importance when 
there is barely a quorum present. I therefore 
feel it my duty to persist in the motion to post- 
pone its consideration. I certainly do not de- 
sire any delay. I have come for three or four 
mornings in succession prepared ‘to address the 
Senate on the resolution. But I trust those gen- 
tlemen who constitute the majority in this body 
will be willing to postpone the question until we 
have the Senate in its usual condition, with some- 
thing more than a bare quorum. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I understand the honorable 
Senator from Connecticut to remark that some four 
or five-years since, this body proposed to divorce 
the printing from the public press of this city. 
The proposition was made and acted upon, and I 
ask him, and every other Senator, what has been 
the result? What has the sequel proved? That 
we have either not had the printing done at all, or 
done in a manner unfit to be put in our archives. 
The work proposed to be done by this resolution 
is important, containing statistics towhich we shull 
want to refer in all time to come; and to print it 
upon paper of the character used under the con- 
tract system, and to have it done in the manner in 
which itis now done will render it valueless. ‘This 
resolution is framed with reference to giving the 
work to responsible persons—persons who are 
ready to commence it, and to execute it, as the 
Committee on-Printing may require. It is not an 
appropriation of money. The honorable Senator 
says that it will involve an expenditure of thou- 
sands of dollars. Itis true that money will be ex- 
pended, butit is to be expended under the direction 
of our committee, and one of them is a gentleman 
practically acquainted with the subject. The Cen- 
sus returns are soon to be presented, and hence I 
find an apology for pressing the matier now. I 
am willing to hear the Senator from Connecticut 
at this time, and I presume the body generally are 
ready to hear him, 

Mr. PRATT. In my judgment we have not 
the necesSary information to enable us to act upon | 
this resolution. I notice that the Secretary of | 
the Interior, speaking upon this subject in his re- 
port, says: 

«s With the view of enabling Congress to form a just esti- 
mate of the importance and varied character of the inforin- 
ation derived from the late census, and of the admirable j 
arrangement of the tables, the Superintendent has, with 
my sanction, caused the returns of Maryland to be printed 
for the use of the members of the two Houses. That State 
was selected, because, from its central position, and the 


Y 


F 


i 


į 


j 


“character-of ‘its population 


_should be informed of the extent of the printing, 


| State, the period at which it was settled, by whom 


i the expenditure, I suppose, of half a million of 


! know what it is to involve before we direct the 


| judgment of its utility, before we direct the com- 


j : B 
| be reliable, that from some cause the printing has 


; ought to know something about it, 


| the probable amount of the expenditure, and this 


1, productions, and industrial- 
pursuits, its census presented the best illustration of the ex- 
tent and practical utility of the information which has-been 


gained: TNR ROS A Eas 

= Another object was to furnish a specimen of the stylein 
which, according-to my jpdgment, it ought to be published. 
Such a specimen will be of great valuc-in contracting for 
the publication of the.entire work by-furnishing a standard 
by which the contractor will be governed in regard to the 
paper, printing, and general style of exccutiom”’ | 

I have seen a part of the proof-sheets of the 

publication which the Secretary of the Interior 
says hé has caused to be prepared; but it has not 
been laid upon our tables; and I think the Senate 


for which they are about to contract, before they 
authorize it to be done. The census of Mary- 
land, which. the Secretary proposes to exhibit to 
the members..of both Houses, contains a short 
history of the State, and of each county in the 


it was settled, and a great deal of information of 
this kind. If the whole Census returns are printed 
upon such a basis, they will take up some twenty 
or thirty volumes as large as the Documentary 
History which is being published, some of which 
are in the archives of the Government, and involve 


dollars. 

A Senator. Yes, more. 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, or more. Ido not know 
what the amount is to be; but ought we not to 


printing? If we publish a work of this character, 
ought we not to see the work itself, and form some 


mittee to contract for its printing? What is the 
resolution? ‘* That the joint Committee on Print- 
‘ing be directed to contract with Donelson & 
< Armstrong for printing the census returns, upon 
“such terms as they may deem reasonable.” What | 
is to be printed? If it is to be a history of each 
one of the United States, and of each county in 
those States, giving the population of each, the 
period at which, and by whom, it was settled—if 
it is to be such a work as has been prepared in 
reference to Maryland, surely each Senator ought 
to examine it before we vote to have it published. 
If it is sufficiently valuable to be printed in this 
form, it should be done ip the best manner, regard- 
less of the cost. But for one I desire to see the 
work—to see the sample which the Secretary of the 
Interior says he is preparing to exhibit to us, 
which is now being printed, and which will be laid 
upon our tables. J desire that it shall be laid there, 
so that each Senator may examine it and know 
what it is. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask a question? [would inquire if the printing to 
which he has alluded has not been suspended? I 
have been informed, and I deem the information to 


been suspended, and that nothing is now being 
done in regard to the matter, 

Mr. MANGUM. “Perhaps I can answer that 
question. J had an interview with the head of the 
Census Bureau, and he informed me that this work 
was in progress now, and would soon be com- 
pleted, and that it was impossible to form a just 
estimate of what expenditure would be required 
until that work should be laid before the Senate. 
I have no sort of objection to the gentlemen men- 
tioned iw the resolution. They would perform 
the duties a8 well as any others I hae-no doubt: 
I have no choice in that respect. But I do think 
before-we embatk in so large an expenditure, we 
I hope the 
Senator from Indiana will not press the immediate 
consideration of this resolution, in the absence of | 
such information as would let us know what we 
are about to do. 1t has been said that half a mil- 
lion of dollars will be required. Sir, it will in all 
probability be three half millions—certainly nearer 
that amount than half a milion. I hope we shall 
not take a leap in the dark. I hope the consider- 
ation of the resolution will not be pressed upon the 
body when there is scarcely a quorum present. 
At all events, before I give a vote affirmatively 
upon any proposition of this sort, I desire to know 


can be ascertained only when we have the work 
alluded to on our tables. . 

“Mr. PRATT. I did not know that the work 
had been suspended. I knew it had been com- | 
menced, and I have seen some twelve or fifteen 


Secretary speaks..-.I-should:liketo‘be.informed, if 
‘it has been suspended, why it has. We. want 
that. information.” I should like. to “know. with 
whom the contract was made: to- print it; whether 
the printer under that contract is to be connected 
with the contract under thisresolution; and whether 
the suspension has not been caused by the propo 
sition contained in theresolution. -I desire all. thia 
information before I vote upon the subject. 


But my great object in rising was to ask the at- 


` tention of the Senate to this point: If the work is 


to be published in the manner proposed by the 
Secretary of the Interior, we should examine 1t— 
we should see that it is a work of.such a character 
as would do credit to the country before we order 
its publication. If it is to consist of the mere tab- 
ular statement of the census, as the last was, I 
should have no objection to any mode of publica- 
tion which might be required. But if itis to be 
published in this extended form, according to the 
view of the Secretary of the Interior, and as it will 
be published if this resolution passes, I say we 
have not sufficient information in regard to the 
character of the work to vote understandingly 
upon it. i 

Mr. GWIN. I think the arguments of the 
Senators from Maryland and North Carolina jus- 
tify us in passing this resolution now. If we get 
the information of which ‘they speak, it must be 
through the committee. What does this resolu- 
tion propose to direct the committee to do? To 
print the census. H they find it necessary to give 
this historical account of each State, they will 
come to the two Houses of Congress for instruc-. . 
tions. This resolution simply provides for the pub- 
lication of the census. 

Mr. BADGER. What for? The census. 

Mr. GWIN. What isthe census taken for, if it 
isnot wanted? Why was it taken, if not to make 
a portion of the permanent archives of the coun- 
try? I want it printed at once. The Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Mancum] says that it 
will cost several half millions of dollars. I should 
like to know if the postponement of it will make 
it cost any less. If we are going to pyint it, let 
us do it at once. Whether we print it under the 
contract, or give it to diffevent individuals, let us 
do itat once. I think that the very information 
these gentlemen wish will come more proper] 
through the committee than any other way. . If 
the committed want additional power, or additional 
instruction, let them come to the Senaté and 
House of Representatives for it. We ought to 
act on the subject, so that the printing may pro- 
gress. In regard tothe specimens alluded to bi 
the Senator from Maryland, he seemed to inti- 
mate that they were probably-printed in the office 
of the gentleman mentioned in the resolution. 

Mr. PRATT. I did not say so. 

Mr.GWIN. I take it for granted that they 
have had no agency in the suspension of the work. 
I feel confident that they have not. The object of 
the Senate shouldbe to have this work printed, 
and an appropriation should be made at once. 
We have another special order for next Monday. 
If we postpone this resolution to that day, it ma 
lead to its being put off from time to time. It 
seems to me that its postponement will only em- 
barrass the Senate. I think we had better take it 
up and pass it, or amend it, now. 

Mr. PRATT. I have been very singularly un- 
fortunate, if the argument which I intended to 
make has proved the exact contrary of that for 
which I used it. What is this resolution? Is it 
that this committee shall inquire in reference to 
what is to be done, and what is to be published? 
Does it give to the committee the power to inquire? 
On the contrary it takes from the committee that 
power, and directs them to contract for the print- 
ing of the census, which the Secretary of the In- 
terior has prepared. That book, that census, that 
which he has reported to the Senate as having been 
prepared as the census, is what this committee is 
directed to print. They have, under this resolu- 
tion, no power to inquire. They are not instructed 
to inquire. The sole power proposed to be con- 
ferred by this resolution is to contract for the 
printing of that paper, which has been prepared 

y the officers of the Government as the returns of 
the Seventh Census. I apprehend, then, that I 
was not wrong in the argument which I made. 

Mr. BADGER. The Senator from California 
seems to have fallen into a mistake—an_ evident 


proof-sheets of the Maryland census of which the 


mistake—as to the nature of the joint resolution 
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which it is proposed we shall pass. He seems-to 

suppose that we are merely to refer this subject to 

a joint committee of the twp Houses; that that 

committee is to take some preliminary steps; and 

that, after the joint resolution passes, we are to 

have some control over the subject. But the effect 

of it is to put the committee in the place of Con- 

gress as to the disposition of this printing. They 

are to make the contract; they are to make no re- | 
port to us; they are to get no further directions | 
from us; their contract is not to be sanctioned by | 
us. When made by them, it is a contract of the 
Government. The Senator said that the census 
returns ought to be published; that they are 
wanted—that they are needed. I asked the Sen- | 
ator for what? What we are now considering is | 
a niere question of time. Everybody admits that 
they ought to be published; but I desire to know 
where is the necessity? What public purpose is 
to be served by having them printed now? What 
public injury will be sustained by delaying the 
publication a week? That is all that is asked. It 
is impossible to assign any reason why there 
should be such hot haste in the publication. 
Surely, 
reasonable time. 
in such a manner as to do credit to the country, so 
as to perpetuate in the best manner the materials 
coniained in the returns. But they ought to be 


ublighed with some reasonable care, that there | 
shall be no unnecessary expenditure; and particu- | 


larly in passing this joint resolution for the pub- | 
ligation of the census returns, we should, as has 
been suggested by my friend from Maryland, [Mr. 
Prarr,] not turn the Superintendent of the Cen- 
sus Bureau into ahistoriographer, and biographer 
of the United States, and of all the counties in the 
States thereof—for I presume that this must con- 
tain information as to ‘‘the first families” in those 
parts of the United States where they are so fortu- 
hate as to have first families. I think we have a 
right to have some little time to inquire into this 
matter. 

But again, Mr. President, I ask you, if such a |! 
thing has ever been known since you have served : 
in theSenate—certainly it never has to my knowl- į 
edge since I have been here—of a measure of con- 
siderable importance, involving the expenditure of | 
money tothe amount, as some gentlemen say, 
a million and a half of dollars, being hurried 
through this body during the Christmas holidays? 
Again, the Senator from Connecticut says he de- 
sires to be heard upon the subject of the resolution. 
He gives his reasons why; though ready himself, 
he has not had an opportunity heretofore of being 
heard. He wishes to be heard by a full Senate, 
and not by a body ] 
constitutional quorum, and he asks the indulgence | 
of the Senate for the postponement of this subject | 
until the day following our next meeting. l ask 
rou, sir, if, in your experience of the proceedings 
of this body, such a request at this season was 
ever denied to any Senator? This resolution is an. 
important one besides and beyond the amount of 
public money which it is proposed to expend. 
confess, that to me the amount of the expenditure 
is not the primary consideration. If this work be 
published, I wish it to be 
those who print it to be w 
But this involves another ques y 
our diverting from, and ultimately subverting, the | 


ell paid for their work. 


i 


system which has prevailed here of printing by |) 


contract. 

I agree with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. | 
Brieut] entirely in regard to the contract system. | 
I am opposed to it. Ihave been willing for years | 
to vote for a law or joint resolution to abolish it. | 
Our experience in this body, as well as that of 
the other House, has shown that under it we get | 
documents wretchediy published upon bad ‘paper, | 
with worse printing and still worse binding. For | 
one, I am tired and sick of it. The publications | 
are disgraceful to the body that has them pub- 
lished; and the probability is, that in most of them, 
in a few years, the ink will have destroyed the 
miserable substitute for paper, and leave them | 


illegible. My mind has been made up on that 
subject, and T agree with the Senator from Indiana | 


When this resolution comes up, 
d to see a provision appended to it 
esolution or Jaw under 
m exists. But if the 
ders for a moment, he 
sion of 


in regard to it. 
I should be gla € 
for repealing the joint r 
which the contract syster 
Senator from Indiana const 
will see that in order to have an expres 


they ought to be published; and that in a |! 
But they ought to be published | 


of |! 


consisting of little more than a | 


published well; I wish |: 4 
‘was important that the work shou 


tion—namely, as to |: 


} 
j 
f 
i 


i 


{ 
i 


t 


i 
i 
if 


| 
| 


| to the printing of these census returns. 


| for us to obtain from any man his time and ser- |; 


| at the same time I would suggest that this resolu- || 


‘delayed for ten days it will answer all the pur- 


: ments? 


i up and act upon it. 


| consequence of a cold he was not able to address |: 


| be taken up as unfinished business at the next | 
| meeting of the Senate. 


| merit, and unless it ought to pass. 


! the sum named by the honorable Senator from | 


| answer to his inquiry is to be found in the law of | 
! the last Congress. 


ł 
f mittee appointed by this body to prepare the work. 
i 


| not authorized to print it. This resolution merely. 
nosed |} directs the Joint Committee on Printing, who are 
I wish it |} presumed to know all about this subject, to eon- 
to be done by competent persons, and I wish them F tract at fair prices ‘with the individuals named in 
to be well paid. I baveno sympathy with that |! the resolution for printing just such matter as Con- 
wretched policy which endeavors to save money |, gress declared in express terms should be pre- 
to the Government by inducing people to come |} pared—nothing moreand nothing less. Hoticethers 
forward, and by competition make bids at ruinous || is no force in the argument that we shoùld delay 
rates, and either lose money or resort to the trick i! the consideration of the subject for the purpose of 
of foisting upon the public worthless and badly |: enabling this bureau to lay before us all the matter 
executed documents. I think it is unbecoming | which they have collected. Iam willing, how- 

ever, that the resolution should lie over to next 
Monday. 

After a brief conversation as tothe proper course 
to pursue, the joint resolution was made the spe- 
cial order for Tuesday week, the 6th January, at 


opinion which will be at all available, we should | 
get it from a fullSenate. Iam notatall opposed 


vices for anything less than a fair equivalent. But | 


tion should not be pressed at this time, if for no 
other reason, according to the usages of the body 


The suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut, || half past twelve o’clock. 
and the reasons he has assigned why he has not |: 
heretofore had an opportunity of being heard, ii 


a 
RECEPTION OF KOSSUTH. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by M. P. Furmors, Esq., his 
: Private Secretary: : 

Mr. Presinenr: I am directed by the President of the 


ought to induce us to let this measure go over H 
until our next sitting day. If the publication is 


poses for which it is intended. 

Mr. GWIN. TheSenator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Bapeer] speaks of “ hot haste.” Is it 
not known to every Senator that this subject was 
brought to our attention near a year ago by the 
President or by the head of one of the Depart- | 
Is it not known that it was pressed then, | 
and that we should have acted on it then? Has 
not this resolution been before ys almost from the 
commencement of this Congress? I do not think |; on his arrival at the capital, and introduce him to` 
there has been any “ hot haste” about it. The |; the Senate of the United States. 
question presented is, whether we shall take this |} The PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Cass. 
anc g If it is taken up now, as long i The committee, therefore, consists of Messrs. 
as it is before the Senate it will postpone other j: SuieLDs, Sewanrp; and Cass. 
special orders. The object which I have in view || Mr. SHIELDS subsequently rose, and made 
is tapress the business of the Senate. I am not || the following report from the special committee: 
anxious to press the consideration of this resolu- ii The special committee appointed to wait upon Louis 
tion now, because there is a thin Senate; but I || Kossuth on his arrival at the capital, and introduce him 
wantit taken up, so that if it isnot settled to-day, | to pus Benate of the AA pclae have Jad the same 
` a ey 7 { nder consideratio: N e i) a x pro~ 
it may come up from day to day as unfinished || unig eopaideratiom am pre eate al Gonera dt 
business until itis settled. wit: That the chairman of the committee introduce him 

Mr. BADGER. I think the Senator from Cali- |; in these words : * We present Louis Kossuth to the Senate 
fornia did not distinctly understand the Senator of the United States.” Upon which the Senators are recom- 
from Connecticut, [Mr. Smiru.] He said that in | 


On the motion of Mr. SHIELDS, the President 
pro tem. was authorized to supply the_vacancy 
uned by the resignation of Mr. Foorr in 


|: occasione 
‘i the special committee appointed ünder a resolu- 
| tion of the Senate, to wait upon Louis Kossuth 


mended to rise, and the President will invite him to be 
; seated. JAMES SHIELDS, ~~ 
WILLIAM H. SEWARD, 
the Senate to-day. j \ LEWIS CASS. ` 

Mr. GWIN. I certainly did not hear that. | 'The PRESIDENT stated the question to be on 
But all that 1 have to say is, that 1 want this reso- |! the adoption of the report, 
lution taken up for consideration, so that it may || The report was adopted. 


DESTRUCTION OF THE CONGRESS LIBRARY. © 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


H 
H 

l; 
{t 
tt 
Ik 


1 


i 
Mr. BRIGHT. I certainly did not understand | Bn 385, 
the honorable Sénator from Connecticut as object- || Senate a letter from John S. Meehan, Librarian 


ng to the consideration of the resolution on the | to Congress, communicating information of thede- 
ground of his inability to address .the Senate to- | struction by fire, on the 24th instant, of the books, 


Ai inti 7 j 
day. I should not have pressed this matter, if I |: paintings, statuary, medals, and other property of 
had so understood him. i the Government, in the principal saloon of the 
Mr. BADGER. I understand that my state- i Library of Congress; which was read, as follows: 
ment was a mistake. It was the Senator from i; LIBRARY or CONGRESS, December 25, 1851, 
Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop,] and not the Sena- i Sipi Je isan Tan palar aa a oa aA Ta ny 
3 x ` 2 E ae “43 E gress struction } s, paintings, statuary. 
tor troim Con necticut, who pleaded indisposition. : medals, and other property of the principal Saloon of their 
Mr. BRIGHT. Iam not disposed to press the |, Library, yesterday morning, by fire that originated in the 
consideration of this subject on a thin Senate. I |; room, ina mamer to me altogether unaccountable, as no 


do not desire this resolution to pasa unless it has |; fires have been used in it for a long time, and no candles, 
I introduced l: Jamps, or other lights, have ever been used in it during the 
bs i whole time that it has been under my charge. . 
leving thatit |) [have not been able to ascertain the precise number of 
id be entered |: the books that were destroyed, but believe that it may be 
|; estimated at about thirty-five thousand. 
It is truly gratifying to have itin my power to add, that 


it atan early day of the session, bel 


upon. It will be a very voluminous work. It: 
will require time; and it will require the expend- about twenty thousand volumes of books that were in the 
iture of a large sum of money, but nothing like | Law Room, and in the two rooms adjoining the Saloon of 
| the Library, are safe. Many of these books belonged tothe 
r F a ¢ . Sen | library of the late President Jefferson, that was purchased 
Maryland, {Mr. Frart ] and eo able Sen- |) py Congress in the year 1815. 

ator from North Carolina, (Mr. Mancum.] The | “They constitute the several chapters in the Catalogue of 
cost of the printing of the last census amounted to | the Library, agreeably to Mr. Jeffersons classification, imn- 
less than $200,000, and | feel authorized to say, on |; der the following heads: Ancient History ; American His- 


ie i av aren tory: Beclesiastical History ; Chemistry; Mineralogy and 
nguiry which L have made, that the cost of this |; Condtiology ; Moral Philosophy; Law Ys Natoroand Na 


printing will‘amount to less than $300,000. |! tons; the five chapters composing the law department of 
The honorable Senator from Maryland inquires | the Library ; Religion Politis, (ine and the renee Ob 
A ta 7 y j -Te ini ji gislation, itical RFeonomy, Commerce, Banking Sta- 
wie ee pent. ne thinks the gentle- peet laon can oF the chapter on ‘Architecture, aiid the 
man who has charge of this subject ought to lay © entire chapteron Music ; Dialogue and Epistolary ; Logic; 
on our tables the forms of the returns. I under- |; Rhetoric and Orations, and the ‘Theory of Criticism. 
stood him to say that there is a great deal of his- | I sincerely hope that the searching investigation Con- 
torical matter eonnected with the census returns it pasty give to the distressing event, Which every lover 
of science ang 


A > - i Literature must deeply deplore, will lead to 
which will be placed before us to be printed. The | a detection of the causes that produced it, and tp the adop- 
tion of means that 


will prevent, in all future time, a recur- 


We are to print the enumera- |: rence of the sad calamity. 
5 . ` +r G With the most respecttal regard, 1 hav 
tion of the inhabitants of the United States and į: your obedient servant, 4 

JOHN 8. MEEHAN, Librarian. 


such statistics as shall be reported by the com- 
To the Hon. W. R. Kine, 


President of the Senate, U. S. Congress. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives by Mr. Forney, their Clerk: 


ce the honor to be, 


ij 
f 
Jf the Census Bureau has collected historical mat- ji 
ter relating to Maryland and other States of the | 
Union not contemplated by the law, we clearly are | 


i 


f 
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Mr. Presipenr: The House of Representatives have 
e inte fire, by which the Congressional Library | 
was destroyed. Also a bill making appropriation to mect — 
the expenses incurred in consequence qf the late fire at the 
Capitol; in which resolution and biii they request tbe con- 
currence of the Senate. 


The resolution was read a first and second time, 
my i 

as follows: i 
Joiut Resolution authorizing an inquiry into the origin of : 
ye late fire, by which the Cougressional Library was į 
] 

| 

i 


passed a joint resolution authorizing an inquiry into the 


origin of th 


troyed. 
Resolved, That 
and Grounds be instructed to inqu f 
fire by which the Congressional t was consumed, on 
Ə4th instant, and whether the same occurred from the | 
negligence af any officer of Government, or person in 
the cmployinent of either or both Houses af Congress, or i 
from the defective construction of the furnaces or fucs, or 
was the act of an incend 


the Joint Committee on Public Buildings 
ire into the origin of the | 


Y; 


to the buiding, and the best mode of reconstructing thesi 
Library Room, sas to afford perfect security in the future | 


the like disaster, and report the facts to the House 
aid committee shali have power to send for and e 


amine, on oath, such persons as may have information | 


touching the premises. 

Mr. BADGER. I moveto refer that resolution 
to the Committee on Public Buildings. 

The resolution was so referred. 

The bill was read the first and second time, as 
follows: 


An Act making an appropriation to meet the expense in- | 


curred in consequence oF the late fire at the Capitol. 
Be it enacted by the Senate und House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the sum of five thousand dollars be, and the same is 


hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not | 


otherwise appropriated, to be expended, orso much thereof 
as may be necessary, under the direetion of the Commis 
sioner of Public Buildin 
in the extinguishment of the late fire in the Library Room, 
the removal of the rubbish, and the preservation of sneli 
books and other articles as may have been saved, and the 
construction of a tin roof for the preservation and protec- 
tion of the public building now exposed. 

Mr. CASS. Ihave another section which I 
wish to add to the bill. It is a short section, sim- 

ly that the sum of (say ten thousand dollars) 
be appropriated to the purchase of a new library. 

The amendment is as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of dollars 
be and the same is hereby appropriated for the purchase of 
books for the Library of Congress, to be expended under the 
direction of the Joint Committee on the Library. 


On the motion of Mr. BADGER, the bill and 
amendment were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. WHITCOMB, from the Committee on 
Public Buildings, to whom was referred the reso- 


4 H . ` ren l 
lution authorizing an inquiry into the origin of the 


late fire, by which the Congressional Library was 
destroyed, reported it without amendment, 
On the motion of Mr. WALKER, the Senate 


proceeded to consider the said resolution as in | 


Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. CASS. I regret that the resolution does 


not contain any provision about constructing the | 
wings of the Capitol so as to render them inde- 


struetible. 
in a shameful manner. 


ment inserted as to the construction of the wings, | 


but I suppose that cannot be done without delay- 
ing the investigation. Jam therefore willing to 
postpone it, 


‘The resolution was reported to the Senate with- | 


outamendment. 


Mr. BADGER, I wish to ask whether if that 


joint resolution should pass in its present form, it ii 
would have to go to the President of the United | 


States for his sitvature? 

The PRESIDENT. If the resolution shall be 
passed in its present shape, it will require the con- 
currence of the President. The usuai mode is to 
pass a concurrent resolution—ihe House to ap- 
point a committee to act jointly with such com- 
mittee as may be appointed by the Senate, 

Mr. BADGER, That thought occurred to me. 
t seems to me to bea very great outrage that we 
should pass a resolution to Inquire into a fire in 
our building in such a form that if cannot go into 
st without the signature of the I 
United States. Ther 
ed. It should not pass in its present form. 
move to lay it on the table for the present. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Myr, CASS submitted the following resolutions 
for consideration: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed, jointly with 
such com asimay be appointed on the part of the 
House of Representatives, to inquire into and report th 
cause of the recent fire in the Capitol; and also, what į 


I 


s, in discharge of expenses incurred | 


Our public buildings are constructed | 
I wish to have an amend- | 


President of the | 
og Reyne cee lin 
tion ought to beamend- |} 


[E] 

i{ measures it is proper to take to prevent the occurrence of a 
il similar accident hereafter. And the said committee be also 
insteneted to examine the proposed, mode of construction of 
the addition to the Capitol, and ascertain whether it is in- 
tended to render the same fire-proof, and, if not, what 


dauger of fire. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be in- 
structed io examine and report what measures should be 
taken immediately to proeure such books as may be most 
! indispensable; and what plan it is best to adopt to procure 
a Hbrary, which, in its extent and in the character. of the 
works, shall be sufficiently useful and honorable to the 
country. 


The Senate then adjourned to Friday next. 
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and also the extent of injury | 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

Prayer by the Rev. Mr. BUTLER. 

The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 

| proved. 

| Mr. Gilmors, of Pennsylvania, appeared to day, 

| and, after taking the usual oath to support the Con- 

| stitution of the United States, took his seat. 
RECEPTION OF KOSSUTH. 

Mr. CARTTER. Imeve that the House re- 

solve itself into a Committee of the Whole on the 

state of the Union, with a view of proposing a 

resolution in the committee. Ihope the House 

will permit me, at least, to make a single remark. 

I wish to say that the friends of the resolution do 

not contemplate any action of the committee or 

|| the House towards opening this Hall to any ha- 

[| Tangues, but simply to carry out quietly an act of 

I 

| 


courtesy, the initiative of which the nation has 
already taken. 
The resolution was then read, as follows: 
Resolved, That a committec of five be appointed by the 


Speaker, to wait upon Louis Kossuth, and introduce him 
to the House of Representatives. ? 


Mr. McMULLIN objected. 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the rules be sus- 
pended for the purpose, and on that motion de- 
manded the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I would suggest, 
that if the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
prevails, the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union cannot take up that resolution. 
They can entertain no subject but such as has 
been referred to it, 

The SPEAKER. 
before the House. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
tion. 
|| The question was put, whether there should be 
|| a call, and determined in the negative. 

1} The question was then taken upon Mr. CART- 


That question is not now 


Is it in order to movea 


. . . 
It is in order. 


Then I make such a mo- 


TER’s motion, and resulted—yeas 103, nays 49; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, John Appleton, 
Witham Appleton, Babcock, Bartlett, Beale, Bissell, 
Bowic, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Buell, 
Busby. Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbeli, Cartter, Chap- 
man, Chastain, Cleveland, Clingman, Conger, George T. 
Davis, Jolin G. Davis, Dean, Disney, Doty, Durkee, 
i| Eastman, Ficklin, Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, 
i; Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, 
Gorman, Green, Grow, Hascall, ilendricks, 


| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 


| 

l 

l Moiony, John ? 
it Penniman, Perkit 
| Robinson, Sackett 
| mourn Origen S 
H 
i 
! 
| 
| 
| 


Kelton, Sing 
ek P. Stanton, Rich 
fand, Sweetser, G: 
nshend, Puck, SValbridge, : 
eleh, Addison White, Wildrick, and 


our, Snow, Benja- 
min Stanton, Fra d H. Stanton, 


Stratton, Stuart, Sut 


03. 

-—— Messrs. Aber 

arrere, Thomas If. Ba 
on 


mbie, Aiken, Ashe, Averett, 
Bocock, Bragg. G. Brown 
Churenwell, 
wing, 
Isham G. Harri 
a, Hillyer, Jackson, Andrew John 
y - Jones, Hu 


> 


B 
E 


ant 


i Bamundson, E 
; Hamilton, Harpe 
f 


S ams-—48, 
So the rales were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself inte Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union, (Mr. Jones, of Tennes- 
© see, in the chair.) 

Mr. CARTTER. 
; take up the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
| desk; and I ask that 11 may be reported. 


should be done to secure il, as far as possible, from the j 


ze Vy. Phomp- | 
Vaish, |; 


I move that the committee | 


gihe CHAIRMAN, ‘The first business in order 
is the resolutions proposing to refer the President’s 
message to the appropriate committees. 

Mr. CARTTER. Did the Chair hear my 
motion? : 
| The CHAIRMAN, 
man’s motion? 

Mr. CARTTER.: My motion was to take up 
a resolution which F sent to the Clerk’s table for 
the consideration of the committee as its first busi- 
| ness. j 

The CHAIRMAN. Therule requires that the 
business shall be taken up in the order in which 
it stands on the calendar., 

Mr.CARTTER. I move, then, to lay aside all 
other business, and take up my resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first business is the 
| resolutions referring the President’s message. 7 

Mr. CARTTER. One of the subjects referred 
to in the President’s message is the subject of my 
resolution. f move to take up that subject in the 
form of my resolution, and act upon it. 

ae CHAIRMAN. That metion is not in 
order. 

Mr. CARTTER. Do [ understand the Chair 
| to decide that it is notin order to take upa subject 
embraced in the President’s message which has 
been referred to this committee, and which is im- 
bodied in the proposed resolution? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to make 
that motion, as itis not the first business in order 
upon the calendar. 

Mi. CARTTER. Well, then, I move to lay 
aside the resolutions relating to the President’s 
message, with a view to take up my resolution, 

The question being taken, the motion was 
agreed to, and the resolutions were laid aside. 
The CHAIRMAN stated the next business in 
der to be the joint resolution authorizing the 
Architect of the Capitol to continue in employment 
the mechanics, laborers, and others employed upon 
the two wings thereof. e 

Me CARTTER moved to lay that resolution 
aside. 

Mr. WALSH. I hope that resolution will not 
be laid aside, but will be acted upon at once. I 
am perfectly willing todo every appropriate honor 
to Louis Kossuth, and to extend to him a hearty 
welcome; but I think thatour own people who are 
suffering, are entitled to precedence. I hope, 
therefore, that the motion will not prevail 

Mr. RICHARDSON demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Sranron, of Tennes- 
| see, and Cartrer were appointed. 
| The question was then taken, and there were— 
i ayes 85, noes 58. 
[i 
| 
| 


What was the gentle- 


So the resolution was laid aside. 

Mr. CARTTER. I would now inquire of the 
| Chairman, what orders have precedence of the 
| resolution which I have submitted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing. The commit- 
tee has disposed of the business referred toit by 
the House and now has nothing before it, 

Mr. CARTTER. I now move the resolution 
| which I have sent to the Clerk’s table, and ask 
i that it may be reported. 
| The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order. The 
|! committee has no business before it. 
| Mr. CARTTER. ButI move this resolution 
i as business, and Í again call for its reading. 

{i “he CHAIRMAN. The Chair has informed 
i 
| 
t 
{ 


the committee that, having disposed of the busi- 

ness referred to it by the House, there is no busi- 

ness before it, and it is the opinion of the Chair 
i that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
l the Union cannot originate business. 

Mr. CARTTER. [ appeal from that decision, 
aod i ask that my resolution may be read, in order 
that the committee may vote intelligibly on that 
appeal. ; 

Mr- FICKLIN. I desire to inquire of the 
' Chair, if a resolution cannot as well be offered 
/ before the Committee of the Whole on the state 


n» | of the Union, as before a standing tecor 
Marshall, |i i iion, as before a standing committee o 

i Orr, Pow- | 
ith, Stanly, Taylor, Venable, Wal- |) 


any other committee? 

| Several Muwsens, Certainly. 

f N. The Chair has before 
|i stated that the mittee of the Whole on the 
i State of the Union has charge of, and jurisdiction 
over, only such business as may have been re- 
i ferred to it by ihe House. 

| In reference to the standing committees of the 
: House, the Chair is aware that the rule is differ- 
Lent. The rules of the House prescribe the duties 


è 


| The CHAIRM 


kË 


‘to me the 


‘ the resolutions and appoint the committees. 


BILA 6 


and jurisdiction of each of. the standing. comm 
tees, but do. not prescribe the duty of this eommit- 
tee. The Chair, therefore, decides that this com- 
mittee can originate no business. - Prom: this 
decision the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CARTTER]. 
appeals. eee tee cae eso 
“Mr. BAYLY, ef. Virginia. I: would ‘suggest 

another, reason why thé decision just given by the 
Chair is ‘a correct one, besides the ‘conclusive one 

Which the Chair has given. =o 08 I a Se 

Mr. CLINGMAN. object, unless theres to 
be an opportunity granted forreply.. 9 

Mr. BAYLY.: Frise to.a-point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of 
order., There'is nothing before the committee ex- 
cept the appeal from the decision of the Chair, 

Mr. BAYLY. Well; I meant to debate that 
appeal. i 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


I object to its being de- 


‘bated. 


‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides thatin 
the present case the appeal is debatable, although 
the Chair is aware it is departing from the general 


rules which govern the committee. 


Mr. CARTTER. I appeal from the last dey 
cision of the Chair. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is notin order. 

Mr. BAYLY. I do not intend to detain the 
committee, but 1 do intend to say that I think the 
decision of the Chair is ckearly right. This reso- 
lution proposes to raise a select committee. Now, 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union cannot raise such a committee. It ‘is, of 
itself, only a committee. Such a committee as the 
resolution contemplates can only be raised by the 
House itself. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I must say that it seems 
osition taken by the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Bayur] is a very singular one. It 
is true that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union cannot appoint a committee. 
‘L’his resolution, however, proposes no such thing. 
It proposes only to recommend to the House the 
appointment of the committee. 

A- message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, announcing that he had 
approved and signed a joint resolution providing 
for the printing of additional copies of the Jour- 
nals and other documents.] 

. Mr. C. continued: I was about to say that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
can recommend to the House the passage of any 
resolution or bill which any other committee can 
recommend; and it can originate a resolution such 
as any other committee might originate—for the 
appointment of a committee, or for any particular 
purpose. We have repeatedly had recommenda- 
tions for the appointment of. committees upon 
particular subjects, emanating from the standing 
committees of this House. They report their rec- 
ommendations to the House, but the House adopt 
If 
the Committee of the Whole should pass this res- 
olution, it will not undertake to appoint the spe- 
cial committee. The resolution, in the event of 
its passage, will be reported to the House; and if 


the House then adopt it, the Speaker will appoint į; 


the committee. Its appointment will be the action 
of the House, and not of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. I think, there- 
fore, that the Chair will not hesitate to decide this 
question—if it be a matter of division—that the | 
committee have the right to recommend this reso- 
tion to the House. This very subject (1 mean 
that of Kossuth) has been referred to this com- 
mittee, among various others, in the President’s | 
message. We all know that it is the practice of 
this ‘committee, when various subjects are re- 


ferred to it in the President’s message, to report |: 


upon one part of that message on one day, and 
upon another part on another day. We are not 
obliged to make one report only upon that message. | 
I submit, therefore, that, as the President’s | 


message is now before us, and as this subject is f A è. 
| was never reported to the House as an original ! 


embraced in that message, we have the right to 
take this subject up, and report this resolution to 
the House. i 
A Member. Titis not before the committee. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I understood the Chairman 
to decide that it was before the committee. 
Mr. BAYLY. It has been laid aside. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Then we can take it up 


e üp any business which has 
tited to the committee. - The fact that it 
L sen laid aside is io reason why we may 
tiake tüpagain:  - ; 

i A; Memsen. We have not laid aside the Pres- 
| ident’s message; we have only laid aside one reso- 


power to take up any other resolution relating 
pto ity 

Mr. CLINGMAN. ‘Fhat was precisely my 
understanding. If the facts are as stated by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayzy,] we can 
take up the subjéct again; but if it is already be- 
fore the comtnittee, why so much the better. ` 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to say just one word. 


It seems to me that the practice of the House jus- 


| tifies the introduction of this resolution. I under- 


| the Whole on the state of the Union, on the prin- 
| ciple of right, to report a resolution asking to be 
| discharged from the further consideration of any 
í subject. I understand the President’s message— 
iat Jeast, the general subjects contained in it—is 
still before the committee. 
| that a resolution relating to it, but contemplating 
| no action in committee further than a report to the 
! House, can be originated here. It seems to me 
į it may be introduced (if I may be permitted to use 
| the expression) by common right. As I under- 
‘stand it, this resolution, which the gentleman 
| from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] proposes, is simply to 
; refer tae matter to the House. It isnot to origin- 
ate any new business—it is not a subject of legis- 
lative business to which it refers: it is a matter 
entirely within the jurisdiction of the committee, 
totally irrespective of any legislative action. That 
is my view of it. 

Mr. OLDS. It seems to me that we have fallen 
into error in not considering the condition which 
this committee is now in. According to parlia- 
mentary law, the Committee of the Whole can 
act only with reference to such matters as are re- 
ferred to it by the House; but the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union is not subject 
to.such restrictions, because it has under consid- 
eration the state of the Union, and it is raised for 
the purpose of taking into consideration every- 
thing pertaining to the Union. And when you, 
Mr. Chairman, leave that chair, you are compelled 
to make a report to the Speaker different from that 
which you would make if you were chairman of 
' the Committee of the Whole—not on the state of 
| the Union. You are compelled to report that the 
| Committee of the Whole have had under consid- 
| eration the state of the Union generally, and spe- 
j cially the subject upon which the committee had 
| been engaged. Let me refer to precedent. If I 
recollect aright, during the last Congress a gentle- 
: man from Wisconsin was allowed to introduce 
into the Committee of the Whole a bill to adimit 
California into the Union, and he was sustained 
by the Flouse. If you will go back and examine 
| the practice of this House, you will find that in 
| Committee of thë Whole on the state of the Union, 
some of the most important war measures have 
| been originated, and have been reported from that 
committee to the House for its action. Itis dif- 
erent from the Committee of the Whole; it is the 
Committee of the Whole upon the state of the 
Union; and you have under consideration every- 
thing pertaining to the state of the Union; and 


in it, and report them to the House for its action 
thereon. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
stand the gentleman to say that ihe Committee of 
the Whole upon the state of the Union have ori- 
inated any proposition? 

Mr. OLDS. L so understand it. Certain it is 
hat during the ast Congress the gentleman from 
: Wisconsin introduced a bill into that committee 
i for the admission of California into the Union. 
| Mr. STEPHENS. That bill was introduced 
in connection with the President’s message. It 


i 
i 
i 
| 
j 
i 
1 
j 
| 


proposition; if it had been I undertake to say that 


i 
| 

' There is not in the history of this country, a case 
| in which the Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union originated any matter. They could 


| mittee has already laid aside the consideration of 
i the President’ If that message were 


again. I make this point, that as there is now no 
business regularly before the committee, it is eom- | 


s message. ti e 
| now under consideration, the resolution in relation 


lution: connected with that message; it is in our | 


| stand that it has been the practice in Committee of 


If so, it seems to me. 


therefore you can originate measures of this kind | 


Do 1 under- ! 


it would never have been sustained by this House. i 


not do it, and have no power to doit. The com- + 


President’s méssage is before the committe 
resolution is pertinent:to ‘that message 
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, resolutions in reference to that message, forthe 
express purpose, as understood by everybody, of. 
taking up this very resolution‘in reference to Kos- 
suth—a subject which is referred to'in-that mes- 


sage. The message is still before the committee, 


i 
which is equally pertinent to the President’s mes: 
sage. That is Yyhat we propose to do. a 
Mr. STEPHENS. That is not the question at 
all. I understand that the President’s message 
i has been laid aside. oes 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. : Not ‘at. all... 
But if it had been, we could takeit up-again forthe 
| purpose of passing this resolution, whieh:is per- 
nent. ‘ ; AA 
| Mr, STEPHENS. When we take up the me 
| sage, then this resolution will bein order, = 075s 
|. Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Thé Presi- 
| dent’s message is still before the committee, This, 
| resolution is pertinent to it, and in taking it up, 
| we take up that particular branch of the message. 
Itis therefore perfectly in order, and in the hands 
of the committee. gree 
The CHAIRMAN. The President’s message 
was first beforé the committee. The committee 
| by a vote laid the message aside, and it is hot now 
| under consideration. After all the business upon 
| the calendar was disposed ‘of by the committee, a 
proposition was made by the gentleman from. Qhid 
! [Mr. Carrrer] to introduce a resolution... The 
| Chair decided that the Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union could originate no: sub= 
| ject within itself. It could only act upon such 
uestions as had been referred to it by the House. 
From that decision the gentleman from Ohio took. 
an appen. The Chair, for reasons first assigned; 
|i is still of opinion that the decision is correct; and: 
| for other reasons, he is confirmed in that opinion, 
land more strongly than before. ` By referring to 
; the 134th rule, it will be found that it is provided 
i| that the rules of proceedings in the House shall be 
| observed in a Committee of the Whole Hoase, so 
| far as they may be applicable—except the rule 
|| limiting the times of spealting—and no member 
i! shall speak twice to any question, until every mem- 
ii ber choosing to speak shall have spoken. Now: 


ii member shall introduce a resolution or make.a 
i| proposition except by ungnimous consent, or whren 


|i the States arë called for resolutions. “That 


|Í then, is applicable to the Cémmittee ofthe Whol 


; olution had been offered to the House, and objected 


| 
| to: no motion could have been made, under the 
H rules, to suspend them for its admission, conse~ 
i quently it could not have keen introduced. | A mo- 
jj tion could only be made on Monday to suspend 
|! the rules, and this would be the only way, in, the 
i House, in which this resolution could. be intros 
© duced‘upon any other day than. Monday, except 
L by unanimous consent. nET : 

| "Mr. STUART. T wish to inquire df the Chair 
‘how his decision, that this appeal.is' debatable, 
can he sustained; it being an appeal founded upon 
the order of business ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair stated, when 
this appeal was taken, that it was a new question, 
and for that reason he would decide that it was 
| debatable. The Chair is now perfectly clear that 
! the decision appealed from is right. The Chair 

has no pride of opinion about it, and is perfectly 
willing that the committee should overrule it, and 
say what shall be done. 
| (Cries of Question !’’ “ Question PY 
| Tellers were demanded-and ordered, and Messrs, 
| Vexasre and Carrrrr were appointed: , 


| The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
‘| ported—ayes 68, noes 80. i ; 
So the decision of the Chair was overruled. | 
| Mr. CARTTER. I now offer the resolution, 
ij that a committee of five be appointed by the Ý 
ii to wait upon Louis Kossuth, upon his arrival 


le; 


Lon the state of the Union... Suppose that this res- 


; and we can take up this resolution, dr any other. - 


© one of the standing rules of this House is, that no : 


of 


Dee. 80. 


- the capital, and” introduce hir to, the House of 


“Representatives. 


‘Mir BAYLY. of Virginia. -I rise toa question 


‘of arder.. The point J. make is, that.special com- 


' “yaittees can only be appointed by the Speaker; 


Vv 


“osition. to appoint a -special committee. by 


unlessthe House order otherwise. ‘This is aprop- 
tion. the 
chairman, of the Committee of the Whole.on the 
state of the Union. T subimit it cannot bé done. 
“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the point of order. raised by the gentleman 
from. Virginia is well taken. : 

- Mr. CARTTER.». I will modify it by inserting 
the: word “Speaker” in the place of the word 
© Chair.” í : ae sO: 

Mr. FICKLIN. Change the phraseology so 
that it shall read that it be recommended to the 
Speaker to appoint a committee, &. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [want to make a single 
suggestion. I fully concur with the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Barty] in the point of order 
raised by him. In my opinion there is Shut one 

lan. by which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Paroten] can attain his object. It is by recom- 
mending to the House the passage of a resolution 
to authorize the raising of a committee. That is 
the only way in which it cah be done. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee... I understand 
the object of this resolution is nothing more than 
a recommendation to the Speaker of the House. 
Every subject that comes be*-ws the House in the 


‘form of a bill, which is pas. iit- 
ee of the Whole, is merely M- 
mendation to the House to pa. . this 
resolution.” Before it passes 4, must 
first piss the committee. It is no’ ce than 


a recommendation to the House. 

Mr. HALL moved that the commiunee rise. 

Mr. CARTTER. Js that motion subject to 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ithink not. 

Cries of ‘Tellers!’ «Tellers !”] 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cotto, and 
Kine of New York, were-appointed. 

The question having been taken, the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 44, noes 85. 

So the motion that the committee rise was neg- 
atived. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
in order now? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The resolution is not yet 
before the committee, 
Mr. CARTTYER, 

now reported. 

The Crenx then read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the 
Speaker to wait upon Lows Kossuth, and introduce him 
to the House of Representatives. 

» Mr. CARTTER. The resolution is now sub- 
ject for the action of the committee. 1 move the 
committee rise and report the resolution to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I do not un- 
derstand the resolution is yet before the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair considers the 
resolution now before the committee. 

Mr. STEPHENS. [object to the reception of 
the resolution, under the 136th rule, which pro- 
vides “ that no standing rule or order of the House 
‘shall be rescinded or changed without one day’s 
‘notice being given of the motion therefor; nor 
“ghall any rule be suspended except by a vote of 
‘at least two thirds of the members present: nor 
t shall the order of business, as established by the 
‘rules, be postponed or changed, except by a vote 
s of at least two thirds of the members present.” 
The 17th rule defines what class of persons shall 
be admitted upon the floor of the House. It isa 
downright breaking down of the rules of the 
House, if this resolution is entertained without 
one day’s previous notice. 

Cries of “ Question!’ © Question V? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair concurs in 
opinion, individually, with the gentleman from 
Georgia; and but for the recent vote of the House 
overruling the decision of the Chair, he would sus- 
tain the‘question of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. This is another 
and entirely distinct point, and [ call upon the 
Chair to decide it. I call also for the reading of 
the rules. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chairthinksthecom- 
mittee suspended the rules, and are now acting 


Is an amendment 


I ask that the resolution be 


| ism. 


‘without rules, as they intend to get the “subject 
before the committee. [Laughter.j f 


Mr. STEPHENS. It then amounts to this— 
that weare in the midst ofrevolution. (Laughter.] 
- Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. From that decision 
of the Chair | take an appeal... - 

~ Mr. CARTTER. Irise to a question of order. 
I understood the Chair to state that the resolution 
was before the committee for their action. After 
that decision of the Chair, and without an.appeal 
being taken from it, the gentleman from Georgia 
‘{Mr. Srepuens] first, and then afterwards the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bay.x,] rise to ques- 
tions of order as to the reception of the resolution 
in committee. Now, is it in order to do this after» 
the committee have received it? ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Bayxy] appeals from the decision of 
the Chair, deciding that the resolution was before 
the committee. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to submit this to 
the consideration of the Chair, whether the 136th 
rule referred to does not apply to motions made 
in the House by individual members to chang® 
the rule, and not. to reports,of the Committee on 
Rules, or of the Committee of the Whole? The 
one day’s previous notice is necessary on the part 
of an individual member, but not by a committee. 

Mr. BAYLY. I will not embarrass this reso- 
lution in the Committee of the Whole, and will 
withdraw my appeal. I, however, give notice 
that I shall make all these points over again in the 
House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
move an amendment? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. No. The question is upon 
rising and reporting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The resolution is before 
the committee. ‘I‘he gentleman from Ohio pro- 
poses to amend the resolution, and it is certainly 
in order to offer any amendment the gentleman 
may think proper to submit. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to strike out 
all afterthe word * resolved,” and to insert the reso- 
lution offered the other day by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Ciineman,] embracing Gov- 
ernor Kossuth amongst that class of persons 
entitled to the privilege of the floor under rule 17th. 
My desire is to have a resolution adopted similar 
to the one passed in favor of another very distin- 
guished friend of humanity, who came to this city 
about a year ago. [allude to Father Mathew. 
A resolution was passed simply giving to that dis- 
tinguished man the privilege of this Hall. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That was done 
by universal consent. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I hope there will 
be no objection in this committee to the passage 
ofa resolulion of that kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the. 
resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, offered as 
a substitute, is not in order, because it is upon a 
different subject, and proposes a change of the 
standing rules of the House. 

Mr. MACE proposed the following amendment, 
viz: to strike out all after the word ‘ resolved,’*and 
insert: ` 

‘That the Speaker wait on Governor Louis Kossuth, and 
give him a cordial welcome, and introduce him to the 
members of the House of Representatives. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. VENABLE proposed to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘resolved,’’ and to insert as follows: 

That the Speaker be authorized to invite Louis Kossuth 
to a privileged seat within this House. 


Mr. VENABLE said: Mr. Chairman, I ask 


Is it in order to 


| the indulgence of the committee whilst I submit 


a few remarks on the amendmént which I have 
offered. For the distinguishetl stranger, whose 
advent has produced such a sensation, I feel all the 
sympathy whichis due to one who has struggled, 
although unsuccessfully, for that national organi- 
zation which suits his views of civil liberty. How- 
ever [ might differ with him as to what constitutes 
that liberty, I feel satisfied that in the struggle in 


! which he has fallen he was sincerely contending for 


the constitution of Hungary. I regret, however, 
that I am compelled to remark, that this distin- 
guished stranger has not sustained the high estimate 
which I had formed of him as a prudent statesman 
anda reliable patriot. I mean not te question the 
sincerity, but the practical reliability of his patriot- 
Invited as a prisoner and an emigrant, he, 


‘before he reached: the shores of England, became 


a propagandist,’ At Southanipton, almost in hear- 
ing of the coast of Ireland, where the. shrieks of 
the families ‘of Mitchell and O’Brien had but lately, 
rent the air, he eulogized.the British Government, 
who had awarded to those patriots the fate from 
which the intervention of our Government had res» 
cued him. - Believing that there arë no-degrees in 


| despotism, I did not compreherid the propriety or 


admire the taste of that eulogy. Since he has 
landed on our shores he has disavowed the ,char- 
acter of an emigrant seeking an asylum in our 
country, but is anavowed propagandist of political 
heresy, so far as we are concerned —harmless, I 
admit, unless made mischievous by our indorse- 
ment. The coolness with which he announced in 
his speech to the New York Bar, that if Russia 
should disregard the policy of non-intervention 
which he recommended to our country, we must 
fight or be disgraced, left nothing to be disclosed 
as to his purpose or his policy. He has followed 
up that demonstration, until in Baltimore, recog- ` 
nizing a difference between the people and the 
Government, he calls for a pronunciamento as to, 


the propriety of intervention should Russia inter- 


fere hereafter in the affairs of Hungary. Sir, I 
am opposed to any act which commits this Gov- 
einment to intervention in the disputes which em- 
barrass and often convulse the Old World. Sep- 
arated by oceans and by distance, the problem is 
left to us to work out, what Gan be done for hu- 
man liberty by those who duly appreciate the 
principles on which it is founded? And here let 
me remind the committee, that there is a great prac- 
tical evil in interference in the domestic affairs of 
other nations. He has read history with but little 
profit, and observed his own times without im- 
provement, who has not learned that all communi- 
ties who deserved and who could take care of civil 
liberty were in possession of that blessing. It is 
the natural result of a just appreciation of, and a 
determination to possess the full: enjoyment of 
equal rights. Whenever the experiment is tried 
of making a people free before their time, it will 
result in compelling the reception of liberty by 
brute force—in the folly of sustaining the minority 
againt the majority—which will be abundantly 
manifest when the assisting foreign force is with- 
drawn. It is a policy as unwise as that of furnish- 
inga prodigal the means of,wasteful expenditure. It 
is an undertaking in advance of the call of the peo- 
ple, and doomed always to disaster and defeat. 
Our own history teaches an important lesson. 
Three millions of people, scattered over a vast coun- 
try, encountered and conquered the opposition of 
the most powerful nation on the globe. 

A Member. Whatif France had not interfered 
for us, would we have secured our liberty ? 

Mr. VENABLE. We were always free, and 
we fought, and fought successfully, against op- 
pression in prospect—against the asserted right 
of taxation without representation. France inter- 
posed, but it was an act of war, so acknowledged 
and so regarded; and long were the dreary years 
before she exhausted the cup of bitterness the 
dregs of which she was compelled to drink, and 
which she had placed to her own lips. Edo not 
believe that the havoc and the blood which mars 
and stains the history of France, from the com- 
mencement of the Revolution of 1790-91, has 
resulted in any permanent good to human liberty 
or social rights. I rejoice that I am one who, four 
years ago, recorded my name amongst the forty- 
seven who refused to congratulate Europe and 
mankind upon the sudden appearance of the mush- 
room-republic of France, which has been in so 
summary a manner uprooted by the bayonets of 
Louis Napoleon, They have all the liberty which 
they can take care 6f—more would make them a 
nuisance to themselves-and the world. I believed 
so four years ago, and ask no particular credit for 
sagacity in the conviction—time has demonstrated 
its soundness. But, sir, I repeat, all nations who 
desire and rightly appreciate civil liberty, acquire 
and preserve it, and are invincible in that cause. ` 

(Mr. Venage was here interrupted by calls of 
Question! Question !’’ from a particular part of 
the House.] 

Mr. V. continued. Mr. Chairman, there are 
persons even in this Hall who, either from defect- 
ive breeding or obtuseness of perception, place 
themselves beyond the pale of that courtesy which 
regulates the intercourse of gentlemen; and I can 
assure those persons who interrupt me by calls of 
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“Question! Question H”? whilst Iam in possession 
of the floor, that they only awake sensations in 4) 
my bosom which it would be unparliamentary for i 
me to designate in this House. f 

T would return, and remark, that we are not left i 
to our own experience on this subject. 
not go to the lore of Greek and Roman records. 
Look at Switzerland, surrounded by despotism, 
the object of hatred and the subject of assault: 
she stands like her own Alps, and, frée as the 
winds which sport amengst her glaciers, unmoved 
and unsubdued.. Her own Mont Blanc is not 
more fixed than the neutrality of Switzerland, be- 
cause she understands and appreciates liberty, and 
is invincible. 

{ am unwilling to see our Government become 
a knight-etrant in the great cause of national 
liberty and independence over the whole face of 
the earth. for this diffusive benevolence I have 
not much respect. Like other knights-errant, in 
the zeal to redress wrongs, there is no estimate of | 
wrongs perpetrated. If Hungary is to demand 
our intervention, what shall we say to Poland, to į 
lreland, andtotherevolutionisis of Naples? Where | 
will our mission end? I think the first and m&st | 
obvious remedy for such a zeal would be the pub- ; 
lication and diffusion of a cheap edition of the | 
adventures of the Knight of La Mancha, familiarly 
known as Den Quixote. Sir, 1, as a statesman 
and representative of the people, can neither en- 
courage nor indorse the doctrines of Louis Kos- } 
suth in this country. F protest against any inter 
ference on the part of our Government, or its 
functionaries, as such, in the affairs of [urope, ; 
any further than they concern ourselves. I would 
reserve our remonstrances and our demonstrations } 
for our own wrongs and insults, which are not | 
wanting in the history of the present time; and I 
would refrain from giving the sanction of a repre- 
sentative of my district, to the opinions of one 
who demands intervention in the aflairs of Europe, 
and calls upon the people to make pronunciamien- : 
toes in his favor, I trust that my amendment | 
may prevail, that the Speaker may invite the distin- 
guished Hungarian to a privileged seat-—such cour 
tesy as Father Mathew and others have received— |! 
and leave him to the impression which speeches | 
may make upon the public mind. Let all contri- |; 
bute who choose, but I protest against any act 
which seems to complicate our Government with 
the affairs of others who have no claim for our 
protection and no right to ask intervention, Iam 
not afraid; but I know that the intermeddling in 
private life becomes contemptible, and it is equally 
truc of nations. Let Kossuth be invited toa privi- 
leged seat, treated with due respect, welcomed with | 
cordiality, and made free to come and free to go. 

Mr. CARTTER. Irise simply to say, that I 
did not desire myself to address the committee; 
and I trust we will not enter upon a general dis- 
eussion of matters callateral to this resolution. I 
avowed the purpose, when J offered the resolution, 
that I introduced it simply as a peaceful act of |; 
courtesy, already made necessary by the’previous i 
action of this House and nation, and not for the |: 
purpose of bringing upon this floor any of the ele- 5; 
ments of discussion outside of this House. Al- ; 
though Í would be glad, when the ime arrives, to | 
open the broad field of discussion that lies behind, 
yet, as foreign to this act of courtesy, I shall not | 
do it at this time; and I hope that the committee 
will not doit: If we are to be involved in a dis- 
cussion of the general topic, and that is settled, 
why I am ready to enter upon it, and the friends 
of ihe resolution arealso ready. I hope the ques- 
tion may be taken, and the prevailing sense of the | 
House realized. Jf it is adopted, I hope the act 
of passing it may be simply regarded as an act of | 
courtesy on the part of this body, made necessary 
by the position in which it stands. Thatis all I 
intended. I hope, with this view, that the amend- 
ments may be voted down, and the original reso- 
lution passed, or defeated, without entering Into 
any further discussion. , 

Mr. McMULLIN. Isit in order to offer an 
amenidinent to the resolution? | 

The CHAIRMAN, There is an amendment 


li 


| already pending. 


i other. 
i sympathy for the poliucal principles which not 


: not vote 
: of us who are ever for war, even for just wa 
: sce him anxious to-day, with others of his class, 
to sally forth upon the general principle of inter- ; 


An amendment to the amend- 
ment might be in order, 
Mr. McMULLIN. 

ing amendment, viz: 


And that said committee alsa introduce to this House 
Colonel Scott Harris, and such others, now in this city, as 
were engaged in the late Cuban expedition, and who were 
en prisoners by the Spanish authorities aud have keen 
since released. 


[Laughter.] 


I desire to offer the follow- 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in | 


order. z 
Mr. McMULLIN. Dol understand the Chair 
to decide that it is out of order? 
The CHAIRMAN. I de. 
Mr. McMULLIN. 


{Laughter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman take 
an appeal? 

Mr. MceMULLIN. IbelieveI willnot. [Laugh- 
ter.] : 


Mr. BROOKS. I intend to vote for the passage 
of the resolution of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Venasxn;] but I intend also to give 
the reasons why 1 vote for that resolution, because 
it often happens in this House that when votes are 
given, unless you seize the time of giving them, it 


‘is impossible to accompany them with any expla- 


nation. We are about to make a mark, a signifi- 
cant mark on the history of this Government; and 
while that mark is making, L desire to give the 
reasons why laid in making it, and to accompany 
my vote with a translation. 
it shall be said, when vote for this resolution, 
that I mean to intervene or interfere in the allnirs 
of all this earth, not even of all this continent, or 
of any other continent. J intend merely to pay a 
political compliment to a political principle. While 
paying it J do not intend to pay it officially; I do 
not intend to pry it in behalf of this Government, 
but as an individual, as a citizen, as a member of 
our common society; for that reason and for no 
I cherish in my bosom a deep and warm 


only Kossuth, but O’Brien, Meagher, Avezzana, 
and Garibaldi, and others on the Continent of ISu- 
rope, have contended for. à 
heart, the tribute of my warm desire for their suc- 
cess, the force of the example whieh this country 
can set by peace and quictude, and by a good ex- 
ample—ali these J am willing to give; but l stand, 
as a Northern man, upon one ground, upon one 
politieal principle, that is, non-interference with 
otner people’s affairs; and upon that breakwater 
alone can { defend myself from the surges which 
rise up around me, and which seek to deluge por- 
tions of this country, as well as other governments 
over sea. If once this Washington principle of 
non-intervention or non-interference with other 


| Governments can be broken down, J see no land 


energy to-day, though a member of the peace so- 
iety, in the general cause of war, can only be 
accounted for by his determination to break down 
the barrier of non-intervention and non-iterfer- 
ence that stands between him and the society and 
governments of large portions of this country. 
While preaching peace, bringing peace propositions 
within this Hail, denouncing all of us who will 
against armies, and clamoring against all 


vention and war—bella, horrida bella, with univer- 
gal creation. J protect myself from the surges of 


Edo not'intend that | 


The tribute of my |, 


rf 


|| about me when they are clamoring fot the princi- 
| ples of universal liberty—liberty for all races, all 
; colors, and all breeds, by saying, “that itis my 
i duty as a peaceful citizen, living within my own 
i Government, to attend to my own business and 
i concerns, and let other people attend to theirs.” 
; Lam no Peter the Hermit. T have no chivalrous 
| mission to go forth and enlighten the whole earth. 
_ LU will not take my little candle and walk among the 
: powder-magazines of all mankind and set those 
| magazines on fire, and then rejoice at the general 
j and gloriousexplosion. J defend myself from that 

gentleman and his associates when they assail our 
own State governments, and clamor for universal 
liberty, by the general declaration, that it is notie 
of my business what is done in other State gov- 
ernments than my own—that I am opposed to i- 
‘ tervention of all sorts, Attend to your own ĉon- 
, cerns, mind your own business, take care of your 
‘own household affairs, is the primary duty of a 
| nation as well as of a family or individual. This» 
| I am sure, is the duty of a good citizen and a good 
‘legislator. If we once lay down and establish the 
principle that this Government has a right to inter- 
Tere and intervene and take up arms against 
| slavery in Hungary, or any other portion of the 
i continent of Europe, there stand in my own State 
i more than a million of human beings who ery, 
“that there is no slavery on God’s earth so horri- 
‘ble as the chattel slavery of the Southern States, 
ii and that our first duty, before we arm ourselves 

against European despots, is to seize the cannon, 
: the musket, the torch, and the firebrand, go across 
1 the Potomac, and set fire to the whole southern 
| country at once.” I do not stop to discuss this 
question with such pedple theologically or econom- 
ically; but constitutionally, I say Southern slavery 
is none of your business; you have no authority 
over, or right to interfere with it. If ever, then, 
this principle of non-intervention in the affairs of 
| other people is broken down, it is in vain for me, 
and those who act with me, to attempt to resist the 
|i universal crusade which will sweep us, not towards 
: Europe, but across the Potomac into the whole 
Southern country; 

This Government was formed for peculiar and 
special purposes, and for none other. It was made 
a limited Government especially to make us attend 
to our own concerns. Nowhere in our Constitu- 
tion can the power be found. to intervene in the 
affairs of other nations, in Europe or on this Conti- 
i nent; and when such a thing in Genet’s day was 
j! attempted, both Washington and Jefferson. put it 
ji down. We can only protect ourselves and our 
|| institutions by that humble primary maxim ‘of 
A 
f 
! 


i 
| 
i 
I 
} 
i 


ji 
| 
ji 
f 
i! 
ji 
| 
i! 
| 
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| minding our own affairs. 


| I know, sir, that this is no popular 
ti mine. 


speech of 
secure me 


i Tt will bring me no cheers and 
no friends 


i! no votes if I desired them, and make me 


thrown. A 
‘which I make to the wild passions which are hur- 


i 
| 
|; rying on this country towards intervention in the 
{ 


i affairs of the whole earth——toward universal war. 
I submit to the sacrifice. I care not what be- 
; comes of myself. I did not intend to vote forthe 
resolution; I should not have uttered a word. 
| But this translation must go forth with my vote; 
‘and when Kossuth reads—if he condescends: to 

read—my humble vote upon this resolution, he 

will see in the translation to that vote, that how- 

ever we may open our hearts to him; however we 
imay cherish his principles, all we mean is sym- 
pathy, welcome, encouragement to him and hisin 
their efforts to imitate our own bright and glorious 
i, example. ` 


li 


162. 


£ Dee. 30, 


Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the oor, but 


yielded it to : eee ae 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I am astonished: at the ex- 
eitability of gentlemen on this floor. It-would ‘ap- 
éar that no subject’ whatever can be introduced 
ere but some'minds will seize upon it and give it 
_acconnection-with: matters which are: not® legiti- 
mately. connected with. it. Most béartily do I 
concur with the gentleman from New York (Mr: 
Brooxs] in paying the tribute of. my respect. to 
this distinguished foreigner. 1 shall do it most 
cheerfully. The act is one simple in its charac- 
ter, and- obvious in its tendency; But, sir, what 
` right has the gentleman upon the present occa- 
sion-to drag my name in'and attempt to arraign 
me before this House and: before the nation? 
Wify.attempt to charge. me with a design of in- 
volving the nation in war? Ihave not uttered a 
word upon this question. I sat here in silence, 
without the remotest idea of mingling in this de- 
bate; and had I taken upon myself to address the 
committee, it would never have entered into my 
mind to connect this resolution with the question 
of slavery, as the gentleman has done, or to con- 


nect it with war, as the gentleman has wantonly- 


accused me of doing. Far, far from my thoughts 
would have been such an idea, and I deny the 
right of that gentleman or any other, before I have 
spoken, to anticipate the positions which I should 
take, and arraign me before the House and before 
thë country for those positions. Have I ever 
at any time hesitated to express my views openly, 
with perfect frankness, on any and on every 
question that has been presented to this body 
since | have had the honor of a seat in this Hall? 
T appeal with confidence to those who have served 
with me, to the country who have read my re- 
marks-and votes on every subject brought before 
us, against this unfounded, this ungenerous charge 
of the gentleman. My whole political life bears 
testimony in contradiction of it. Whenever a 
roper occasion shall present itself, I shall not 
esitate to express my opinion on the subject of 
eace with other nations, and among all nations, 
in favor of universal peace. But I cannot be 
` dragged into a discussion of those principles on a 
subject so unsuitable as that now before us. 
What authority had the gentleman from New 
York, or any other gentleman, to charge me with 
inconsistency in relation to my avowed principles of 
peace? Certainly from nothing which I have said: 
nor from any vote which I have ever given. There 
is something most wanton in his charges. I surely 
had not provoked it at his hands. To him I would 
say, Your charge is unfounded and false: you have 
traveled out of your way to assail me: on those 
charges { will meet you most cheerfully at the 
proper time, or whenever the proper occasion shall 
arrive. The gentleman has spoken of popular 
sentiment, of which he appears to stand in great 
dread. J have no such fears. The popular mind 
is lighted by the intelligence of the people, and it 
will mete out justice, and no more than justice, to 
that gentleman and to myself. However much he 
may shrink from it, he must meet it. The gen- 
tleman appears now to tremble in view of the pen- 
alty of that ** higher law” written upon the hearts 
of men by the finger of God. This law he has 
contemned and ridiculed. For the subversion of 
this law he has sentso many thousands of ‘‘ lower 
law sermons” broad-cast throughout the free States. 
He must, however, meet the penalties of the pop- 
ular will; he may fear and tremble and turn pale 
at its approach. 
this supreme law, before which we must all bow. 
Itis already inflicting its penalties upon him, and 
-ere long will consign him to the charnel-house of 
political apostates. 


Mr. Chairman, while on the floor I will take | 


occasion to say that I shall most cheerfully and 
most heartily vote for the resolution. I wish to 
tender to the distinguished Kossuth not merely the 
homage of my own heart, but I wish this House, 
the representatives of the people, to do it officially, 
in the name and on behalf of the nation. For 
this reason I wish to see this resolution pass 
and that speedily. I decline all attempts to drag 
me into a discussion of its merits; they will-be ap- 
preciated by the people Without any aid from us. 
Mr. RICHARDSON... I was proceeding to say 
before yielding the floor, that I did not think there 
was much difference between the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Venasie,] who proposed 
this amendment, and the gentleman from Ohio, 


It must come; he cannot avoid | 


i 


| country. to war. for any people except our own. T 
| have read with a great deal 


[Mr. Carrrer,] who submitted the original reso- 
Yution;.and it is-for that reason that Tam willing 
‘to vote for the proposition of either of those gen- 
tlemen.: Butt am unwilling to go any further. E 
perfectly. concur in- the sentiment which has been 
expressed by gentlemen who have: preceded me 


in. this debate, ihat we should. not commit. this 


of pleasure some of 
the speeches-of Mr. Kossuth, and.some of them | 
with much less pleasure... If it is to be a struggle 
„as to who shall rule in-Hungary-—if it is to be a 
question as to the independence of that people, 
and not a question of the elevation of the masses, 
then itis a matter of utter indifference to me. I 
do not care who shall govern in that. country. 
Butif itis a struggle for the freedom of the people, 
they have my sympathy, my wishes, and my 
prayer for their success. If it be a question. of 
power, as to whether this man or that man shalt 
govern the country with despotism, it is a matter, 
as I have said, of utter indifference to me. But, 
sir, I trust, I believe, E hope that the struggle has 
been to give liberty to the masses; and, believing 
that, lam willing to tender to Kossuth, as the 
representative of that country, the hospitalities of 
this. But I am not to be deterred from giving’ 
this vote because heretofore we have not been 
successful while expressing our sympathies for 


The liberties of the people of France have not been 
placed in proper hands, and they will fail in Hun- 
gary if they fall into’ similar hands. Whatever 
else may be done or accomplished in France, one 
thing has been accomplished: the divine right of 
kings to rule has been broken and destroyed. 
We have heard a great deal said about peace 
and war, but, as J have said before, if this coun- 
try is to be involved in a war, I want it to be on | 
her own account. I never wish to see an Ameri- 
can army guided by a power alien to us. I never 
want to see a war carried on except by the direc- | 
tion of our own legislation. I wish to see the 
American people carry it on under their own 
guidance and for their own purposes; otherwise 
that flag which has never trailed in the dust may 
be humbled. And I am unwilling, while I extend 
freely the hospitalities of the nation, and the hos- | 
italities of the individuals of the nation, to Mr. | 
Kossuth, to commit the nation to a policy until I 
know what that policy is. I repeat, if the strug- 
gle in Hungary is for the ascendency of the individ- 
ual who is to control, and not for the elevation of 
the masses, itis a matter of utter indifference to 
nre whether they succeed or not; but if it is for 
the liberty of the masses, they have my ardent 


| his doctrines; and the Government ought not to 


hopes and my best wishes for success. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I do not regard the 
resolution before this committee as committing this | 
Government to the doctrines which Kossuth has 
been attempting to propagate in the speeches he 
has made since his arrival upon our shores. If I 
so regarded it, it would not receive from me the 
feeble opposition which, it will now encounter at! 
my hands. Onthecontrary, if I regarded it in any | 
such light, I should esteem it asolemn duty to my 
country to resist it with every energy with which 
God has endowed me. My opposition to the res- 
olution is not of that high character; if it were, the 
resolution should never pass so long as opposition 
could delay it. If this Government should ever 
connect itself with the principles which Kossuth 1 
has been attempting to propagate, it would be to | 
give it such a blow as it has never yet received, 
and which our liberties could not for any length of 
time survive. It would commit this Government | 
to a course of policy which we have no constitu- i 
tional power to carry out. I shall not attempt to 
elaborate this view of the matter at the present | 
time, but I shall feel it my duty upon a proper | 
occasion to go into it more at large, But I desire į 
here, to say that I do not regard this Government 
as altogether blameless in its conduct in reference 
to Kossuth. There is evidently a misunderstand- 
ing between him and us. 
the Government as, in some degree, committed to 


allow this delusion to continue: if it does, it may 
involve humanity in Europein an extent of suffer- 
ing such as is not anticipated. i 
Suppose this delusion is permitted to continue 
upon his mind; suppose this Government does 
not, in some emphatic manner, repudiate his doc- | 
trines, and with the expectation of succor from 


the millions of France, in securing their liberty. |; 


He obviously regards |; 


us, Hungary should again rise’ and she should 


again be put.under the iron heel of despotism, and 
“this | 


Government should fail tovinterfere;.as we all 
know, and with absolute certainty, that‘we should 
ao, shall, not-we in a degree. become responsible* 
for the suffering and calamities:which that people 
would be subjected toin: consequence: of permit- 
ting- them to continue under. the delusion which 
Kossuth is obviously now laboring under?.. If my 
counsel can prevail, he will not leave this country 
until there Js a distinct understanding. between 
him and this Government; such an understanding 
that nobody in Europe, or anywhere else, shall be 
deluded into acts with any expectation of succor 
from us. There ought to bea distinet understand- 
ing. He is clear and explicit in what he asks; 
we ought to be equally so.. I do not understand 
this resolution as committing this Government'at 
all, My opposition does not grow out of any 
such impression; it is based upon this: I think we 
are offering an extent of aduJation to Kossuth 
which his antecedents do not authorize. ‘{ havea 
feeling in respect to this adulation growing out of 
another circumstance, and a feeling which I con- 
fess has touched every patriotic impulse of my 
heart. Sir, Kossuth is not the first man who has 
fallen in the fight for liberty in Europe who has 
visited our shores. About 1793, I think it was, 
when the fires of liberty were burning in this land 
witha brightness with which they donot now 
burn; when the patriots of the Revolution were 
still living; when our Washington was still among 
us, Kosciusko, with whom I will not undertake 
to compare Kossuth, because it would be doing 
injustice to the dead; Kossuth, who fell in the de- 
fence of the liberties of Poland 

A Voice. No! Kosciusko. 

Mr. BAYLY. Did! say Kossuth? Ofcourse 
T mean Kosciusko; I meant that man of whom 
when he fell the poet said: “Freedom shrieked 
when Kosciusko fell.” His merits as a European 
patriot, I undertake to say, were at least equal to 
the merits of this man; death has canonized him, 
but I canonize no man until death has sealed his 
character. But his claims upon our gratitude did 
not stop with his claims to the title of “ friend of 
freedom” in Europe. He was the companion in. 
arms of Washington, and aided in achieving those 
liberties which we now enjoy. But when he 
came here and went hence, he received none: of 
those adulations which are so lavishingly poured 
out upon Kossuth. When I contrast the recep- 
tion of that man upon his arrival upon our shores 
with the reception which it is now proposed to 
give Kossuth, I confess I look upon it not entirely 
without feelings of mortification and shame. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when I took the floor, I 
did not design to go into this matter to the extent 
which my feelings have carried me. I wish to 
say here, and desire that it should go forth to the 
country, that from an_intimate association with 
members of the two Houses of Congress, and 
having made it a frequent subject of conversation 
with them, I here assert—and'I hope it may meet 
Kossuth’s eye—that I do not believe there are 
twenty members in both Lfouses of Congress who 
would be willing to sanction the doctrines he has 
attempted to propagate in this country. And if 
there are those who are carried away by the en- 
thusiasm. which is’ rumning through the land, who 
will for a moment fall in with it, either from mo~ 
tives of popularity-hunting, or from other mo- 
tives—I say, if there are twenty members of this 
Congress who are prepared to give way to that 
feeling—which I am quite sure is not the case—I 
believe that nineteen twentieths of the American 
people are the other way. From-where I am now 
standing to the Rio Grande, I do not believe there 
are one thousand men of substance and character < 
—men whose opinions upon matters of this kind 
are regarded with respect—I do not believe that 
one thousand mien of this character can be found 
who would be willing to commit this Government 
to a policy which would involve us in an eternal 
strife between European Powers—which would 
bring upon us standing armies, heavy taxation, 
and national debts, such as are now pressing 
down the nations of Europe, and a greater part of 
which have been incurred In wars waged to carry 
out this very doctrine of intervention, or non-inter= 
vention, whichever you are disposed to call it. If” 
our. Government were to become wedded to this 
policy, I repeat, I do. not believe our liberties 
would survive twenty years; and | believe this is 
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the opinion of the American people. Upon. this 
mere incidental motion, which I do not regard as 
committing the House to anything, I shall net go 
into this debate fully. I shall do it hereafter.” I 
have only said what I have said with a view, 
if possible, of commencing that understanding 
between this Government and Kossuth, which, I 
think, ought to be perfected; and which, if I can 
have my way, will be perfected before he leaves 
these shores. Heshall be told, in language which 
he cannot misunderstand, that this Government 
has no idea of involving itself in the policy which 
he so actively and industriously propagates. 

; Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, said: E shall 
imitate the example of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] so far as to send the vote I 
shail cast upen this question to the country, ac- 
companied by the reasons which induce it; but, 
unlike the gentleman, I choose that my vote and 
the reasons therefor, shall harmonize with each 
other, 

We are urged to pass the resolution offered by 
thegentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Canrrer,] because 
it is said that the passage thereof is due as un act 
of courtesy, simply, to My. Louis Kossuth. We 
are told that it isintended as a mere personal courtesy; 
its introduction being accompanied by a disclaimer 
of any idea of committing the Government to a 
line of public policy. Mr. Chairman, T cannot 
be deluded by this disclaimer, nor by the want of 
pretension with which this act is heralded. We 
are here, not in the simple capacity of private cit- 
izens, or as a body of American gentlemen, onl 
we are here representatives of the American peo- 
ple—a coustituted legislative body—a part of a 
constitutional Government; and whatever resolu- 
tion we pass, is a governmental act, so far as we 
can manufacture a public act; whatever extent. 
our act has, so far we commit our Government 
ex necessitate. 
troduce Kossuth to this House under the guidance 


of a committee appointed by the Speaker—no | 


more. The gentleman from Ohioassures the House 
that he is as much opposed to “hearing a har- 
angue’’ as any one can be, and that he contem- 
plates no such result to flow from the passage of his 


resolution. Let me assure that gentleman, and this | 
committee, that while his purposes are so praise- | 


worthy, there are other gentlemen here whe do 
contemplate the delivery of “ a harangue” by the 
Hungarian chief, and who support the resolution 
because they expect to hear that harangue when- 
ever Mr. Kossuth comes within this Hall. Let 
me assure the honorable member that the evidence 
is strong and persuasive that Kossuth himself ex- 
pects to address this House, and that a few days 
since he sought temporary retirement from public 
observation, with, the view of preparing the ora- 
tion he expected to deliver to this Congress. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I have more than the common 
stock of patience; but I confess that it has been 
exhausted by the manner in which this distin- 
guished stranger has been treated by the people of 
the Atlantic cities, and by his ‘ harangues * in 
New York, and thence to Baltimore, in presence 
of the multitudes and in reply to the societies 
which have addressed him. Sir, he is a man of 
genius, of talent, of wonderful oratorical facilities; 
but his sentiments are Quixotic, and especially 


they are not American sentiments, or calculated, |; 
by their impress upon the American mind, to pro- |! 


mote the harmony and the happiness of this peo- 
ple, or the influence, and_glory, and permanency 
of this Government. When I have read his 
speeches to the bar, the bench, the press, the peo- 
le, and have remarked the care he has taken to 
teach thatthe lessons of our forefathers were crude, 
andcan haveno permanency as principles of nation- 
al conduct, every drop of American blood in my 
frame flows faster with indignation at the estimate 
he must place upon American intelligence, and at 
the rapidity with which he uncoils himself under 
the warmth of our honest, hearty, and well-meant 
sympathy for him while chilled by misfortune. 
Look there at our own Washington, as his great 
image looks down upon this debate, and 
whether it becomes us, as Americans, to hear with 


in this Hall, sacred to the business of the people, | 


an oration from a-foreigner, the burden of which 
must necessarily be an attempt to unteach all that 
he taught; to loosen all the ties which his wis- 
dom provided in our infancy as the guides of our 
manhood as a pation; to leave behind us forever 
the landmarks by which the vessel of State has 


Ah! but it is only proposed to in- |! 


| thus far been steered through stormsand tempest, | 
‘and under. this new pilotage to go careering over 


the-sea in a crusade efter the rights of humanity and |i 


stand how, among well-balanced minds, there can 
| be a difference of opinion as to our public duty in 
| regard to this question. 
| 


i 

| 

f . > . 

i the Utopia of universal liberty? [do not under- 
i 


Mr. Chairman, if this isan act of mere cour- 
tegy to which we are invited, then it is extrava- 
i gant, under all the circumstances. Compliments 
to be apprecjated at due value, should be gradu- 
i ated by some standard. Precedent has furnished 
| the standard by which the courtesy of an Amer 
| can Congress should, through all future time, be : 
| measured, There (pointing to the portrait of | 
| Lafayette) is the “token” of a man, the compeer ; 
and compatriot of Washington, to whom in his | 
| old age the United States designed to offer the very ; 
| highest compliment they could bestow upon mor- 
i tality. Me tes abandoned prosperity, the smiles | 
i of his sovereign, the adulation of a court, fortune, | 
i family, and had embarked his all in the struggle | 
! for American independence. Ie had bled freely : 


“in that cause. He had expended of his own | 


I 
| 
| 
| 


i 

i 4 

‘had from his own stores put shoes upon the 
iy ó 


bleeding feet of the American patriots who were 
R H 


| fighting by his side through the Revolution. 
was an adopted son of the Union. He under- 
|| stood the principles of our Government, because 
|! he was of the glorious band who laid the founda- 
; tions of our freedom. 
| Washington. He had illustrated his principles 
ii by along career in Europe, ever devoted to the 
|; establishment of rational liberty. Congress, obe- | 
i dient to the national affection, invited Lafayette to | 
: leave his own homestead to revisit our shores that 
ii he might contemplate our growth and look upon i 
|) the results of his own glorious services in our na- 
tional development. When he came, the un- | 
, doubted guest of America, Congress passed a res- 

‘ olution directing the Speaker to congratulate him 
j upon his arrival, and to assure him of the satis- 
faction of Congress in being able to testify to him | 
‘in person a nation’s gratitude. Ie was intro- 
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means $140,000 to clothe our naked soldiery, and |) ) 
‘this occasion to go too far, mere precedents con- 


He was the companion of |; 


‘He, too, was identi- 
He 


i J Why shall we 
pay higher honor to the orator for his advocacy of 
the principles of Jiberty, than to the brave ‘old 
soldier who fought and periled all, and finally 
asserted the principle in the very terms of his most 
honorable capitulation to an overwhelming force 
and necessity? I have indulged-in these remarks 
to prove to: this committee that we are asked upon 


sidered. But, sir, for one, I am not willing to 
leave this subject with a cloud of doubt upon. it 
in another of its aspects. 

We are told that Kossuth is the invited guest® 
of the country; that Congress sent after him ina 
national ship; that since his arrival Congress has 
welcomed him to the capital, and now that, he 


| has actually reached the city, Congress is bound, 


in the exercise of an ordinary courtesy, to wel- 
come him into this Hall, and that the members of 
| Congress shall be personally introduced, &c., &e. 


i| Now, Mr. Chairman, I voted in the last Congress, 


duced accordingly by a committee, and such hon- 
ors paid as you now propose to accord to Kos- 
suth! Are the cases parallel? Have we so fallen 
i in love with Louis Kossuth that we are ready, $ 
| without having any further acquaintance with ; 


| 
| 
ji 


|, Hungarian war and his own speeches, to pay him 
i! the same amount of honor that we offered to La- 


ciusko, to Father Mathew—to any man of foreign 
birth, or to any hero of our own free clime? If 
you so cheapen what has been offered to Lafay- 


that your courtesy means as little as that of the 


t 
i 


will then render it alike valueless to all. 
; must not be forgotten that the compliment bestowed 
i upon Lafayette, of an introduction to the Ameri- 
! can Senate and House of Representatives while | 


| 
i 


‘ernment. Itis the only instance to be found in 
the history of any civilized government since the 
middle ages. Roman consuls had ovations, and 
i returned from conquests attended by crowds of 
| captives to pass under triumphal arches amid the 
| bazzas of the multitude. These did no more. 
! Even these halted at the steps of the Senate house. . 
When gentlemen propose this exalted and ex- 
; traordinary honor, therefore, to Kossuth—I say | 


; 
i 
i 
i 
1 


extraordinary, since the precedent is nowhere to be | 
this undue excitement in kis behalf. Is 
| traordinary merit testified by honorable sears 
received in the fields of battle upon the plains of | 
| Hungary? Did he suffer amid the snows of | 
i Szolnok, or herve the Honvöds to stand the 
dreadful charge of cavalry? Sir, I do not mean 
to criticise his participation in the struggle of | 
his country. J giy 

merit of patriotism, though in my limited read- : 


ascertained in what battle his laurels were won. ; 
I remember well when Ujhazy—the glorious old | 
Governor of Comorn—came to this country from | 
the fields of Hungary, such honors as these were 


| 
i 
| 
| 


| 


fayette, and more than we have accorded to Kos- ; 


atte, abolish the grades of compliment and avow | 


|| Spaniard, whose usual salutation is to request his || 
visitor “to hold all his host possesses at his own |; 
disposition.” Theuniversality of your politeness |) 
Sir, it 7 


those bodies were in session, is the only instance of | 
! the kind to be found in the history of this Gov- | 


1 award him willingly all the |) Guest, 


ing I have been so unfortunate as never to have i 


| if T remember correctly, to suspend the rules to 
| consider the resolution in regard to sending the 
| ship after Kossuth; but I have no recollection that 
| I voted for the passage of the resolution. I may 
have doneso; | have no memory of the fact. But 
| there was an understanding in Congress at that 
day that the lives of Kossuth and his associates 
were in danger; that the Sultan was in jeopardy* 
because of his noble determination to perform.the 
sacred duties of hospitality; that Austria wished 
the delivery of the exiles into her power; that 
Russia threatened to avail herself of this pretext 


‘him than is obtained through the mists of the |! to strike the long-meditated blow at the Ottoman 


‘| Porte, and that, after all, and above all, that Kos- 


suth was anxious to emigrate hither, and to follow 
Ujhazy and his companions to the far West, 
where the Magyar might plant his own vine under 
new and nobler auspices than he had yet known. 
| In all these representations there was much to ex- 
| cite thesympathy of the American bosom. Sym- 
i pathy for the exile from home and country is a 
common sentiment of humainity—an emotion of 
the savage as well as of civilized man.: But here 
was a case of a patriot exiled from. his native 
land, because he had contended for her freedom 
and her constitutional rights, not to say ameliora- 
| tions, and wé were informed that from his prison 
grates he looked wistfully to this great country, 
and probably depended upon our aid for his ex- 
istence. : 

Sir, we did extend that sympathy and actively 
too; but it was on the state of case already made out. 
‘When the flag of the Union floated from the quar- 
ter-deck of the Mississippi before the prison- 
house of Kossuth, and he saw its broad folds to 


‘protect him under the very Ægis of Liberty— 


achen Americe was at Kitaniah to bear him froma 


was distinctly announced in the preamble and res- 
olution of Congress, which proclaims thet Con- 


i 
| 
i dungeon to freedom, the cause of her intervention 
| 


found save in the case of Lafayette—I may be || gress understood u was Kossuth’s wish and determina- 


well excused for the inquiry as to the cause of | ton, wi 
his ex- ii States. ‘ È 
employed. Therefore it was the arm of this- Gov- 


hen released, ‘lo emigrate to the United 
Therefore it was the national ship was 


ernment was extended to aid him to reach a shel- 


| ter from the pitiless storm that pursued him, and 


to find here again a home and a country. I dare 
to aver no member of that Congress, at the timè, 


| dreamed of making Louis Kossuth the. Nation’s 


or of scenes through which we are now 
passing, Well, sir, in my opinion Kossuth was 
committed, by his acceptance. of the conveyance 
furnished, under the character of a resolution that 


| accompanied the offer of that conveyance, to. the 
: distinct acquiescence in the correctness of ‘our 
| supposition that it was his deliberate purpose, on 
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being released, “to emigrate tò the United States.” 
“When he came on board:the Mississippi, it was.| 
inthe character of an emigrant and of an exile from 
Hurope. Who wasto find upon these shores an 
asylum from oppression; and-to raise: here new 
altars to patriotism: If, then, Kossuth and. Con- 

‘gress labored under mutual mistake as to the inten- 
‘tions’of this distinguished character, surely, when 
. ayecagsertained-that his restoration to liberty was 
‘put the signal for his renewed activity in the field 
of European politics, all Christendom would have 
held us released from any further obligations spring- 
ing from the exertion of our sympathy in. his be- 
half. Heavailed himself of 4 very early occasion 
to abnource that he did not ‘intend to emigrate to 
‘the United States—that he was consecrated to the 
cause of Hungarian ‘Independence, and that his 
mission ‘was henceforth to preach that cause and 
to arrange the instrumentalities through which its | 
success might be achieved. After these dis- 
elosiires—even had he been invited hither as an 
“emigrant—we should have been under no obliga- 
tiw to receive him asa political propagandist. His 
mission was distinctly proclaimed in England. He | 
proclaimed it afier he was free, and after he had 
abandoned the conveyance of the frigate Missis- 
sippi. Then we, as a people, and Kossuth were 
‘mutually released from whatever obligations to 

each other. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the mission to which he has | 
“devoted himself brought him here, not our invita- 
tion—if it be still insisted that he was invited. | 
True to that apostolical character he assumes, 
Kossuth commenced his labors inthat mission im- 
mediately on his arrival at Staten Island. From | 
his first speech there to this moment he has, on no | 
oceasion, failed to proclaim why.he is in America; | 
what brought him to America, and what results he | 
expects to accomplish hy. his visit to America. 
He has accepted every demonstration of popular 
adulation, as an evidence of approbation of his 
doctrines. Emboldened by the passive submission 
of the people to these, his conclusions, and intoxi- 
cated by the more active and bold acquiescence in 
his political principles, by desperate politicians or 
mere holiday orators, he has at length commenced 
the work of polling the American population, in 
imitation of the mode adopted in the Hungarian 
comitats, making up an expression of the sover- 
eign will of the people upon certain political propo- 
sitions of his own propounding, which public will 
he is now bearing to the Government as testimony 
from the masses, to dictate future American policy ! 
Methinks I can hear the. sound and conservative 
voice of the interior, as it dwells with incredulity 
upon this infatuation—this folly. Yes, sir, it is a 
fact; that from the capital of Pennsylvania the 


i 


adopted. He- goes further. He says that the 
illustration of American policy heretofore, may be 
found in the economy -of the silk-worm—‘‘a. poor, 
miserabl4insect,”? which wraps. itself in its own | 
self-woven web, from which.it creeps only—to die. 
That America belongs to the. family of. nations, 
owes duties to the family of nations, or she may 
exile’ herself among the nations, and while she 
weaves at home a woof of comfort will, like the 
miserable insect in question, only.come forth under 
the policy of Washington eventually—to meet 
death as a nation, consigned as a ‘miserable crea- 
ture” to the contempt of: those to whom we owed 
duties and from whom we withheld favors.. Now, 


l: sir, this language and these illustrations are to my di K arive asut In Our Conn 
: as he was before his arrival in the hearts of our 


comprehensionalike offensive andimpudent. They 
explain the character of this foreigner, and serve 
to prove the folly of that popular adulation which 
has accompanied his progress so far on our Con- 


i tinent, in some places, Mr. Chairman, as observa- 


ble in the case of a danseuse or a cantatrice as in 
the instance before us—to us, perhaps, not so re- 
markable, but exceedingly apt to intoxicate: and 
mislead the deluded recipient of these bountiful 
ministrations. Iam desirous to be distinctly un- 
derstood upon this oceasion. TI Jisten with no 
patience to Mr. Kossuth, when he invites me to 
abandon the counsels of Washington, and to desert 
the ancient, time-honored, household gods of my 
owncountry, to follow him in the task ofreéstablish- 
ing those of Hungary, if need be, at the expense of 
war to the United States. I mày bean admirer of 
the artist, of the eloquent advocate, of the enthu- 
siastic patriot, of the knight-errant who preaches 
the crusade for Hungarian independence with all 
the zeal of Peter the Hermit,—I may be willing, as 
a private gentleman, to extend the courtesies and 
civilities due from an American to a distinguished 
stranger, and, indeed, may do him festive honors 
to testify ‘the passing noble emotions of the heart 
and the hour,’’—I_ may be willing to the propasi- 
tion of the member from North Carolina, which 
authorizes the Speaker to invite Kossuth to a priv- 
ileged seat. But, Mr. Chairman, these duties of 
| courtesy and these extensions of privilege are 
easily comprehended by the recipient and by the 
world, 

Iam unwilling to see the American Congress, 


| as a legislative body, pass the resolution now be- 


fore us. I know it will be the precursor of dis- 
turbance. I know it is the entering wedge for an 
order of things destructive of the stand we should 


to turn this sacred Hall into a lecture room—a | 
school house—where American statesmen may i 
receive their lessons in political wisdom and he 


i taught the propositions upon which are said to jj 


programme of Kossuth has been returned to him, 
indorsed by the people, and he has proudly pro- 
claimed the fuct. In New York he directed a vote 
ina New York comitat (God save the mark!) on 
the same propositions, and yesterday in the city 
of Baltimore, in a public assembly, with all the 
pomp and ceremony due to so imposing an occasion, 
and with a judge for his heralg, the same profound 
propositions were again received with acclamations 
of popular applause, and adopted without contra- 
diction ! 

These propositions constitute his published pro- 
gramme of principles whereby the family of na- 
tions is to be saved through the application of | 
intervention, to enforce non-intervention. I shall |; 
not enter upon the discussion of these principles | 
or of the policy they portend. I am not afraid of , 
their adoption by my country. I allude to them | 


4 


rest the prospective grandeur and the glory of the | 
Union, from a foreigner who has not been yet 
| thirty days upon our shores. 

Mr. INGERSOLL remarked: It was with 
many regrets he had witnessed a discussion spring- | 
ing up on the resolution now before the commit- | 
tee. He had hoped that the bare announcement i 
of the resolution of the honorable member from 
Ohio to this body would have elicited a promptand | 
| universal response from all parts of the House; | 


| and coming as we do direct from the voices of the 


sovereign people of these States, we would re-i 
spond to what he believed to be the wishes of that 
people, and award to the illustrious individual | 
whose name forms a part of the resolution, that : 
cordial welcome which, wherever he has gone, 
the “friends of liberty have given him. He had 
witnessed with feelings somewhat akin to morti- 


now merely to indicate who it is—the character of | 
the mission, and some of the virtues of the apostle | 
we are called upon as an American Congress to 
receive here in our places with superlative forms 
of commendation, and compliment almost without iH 
a parallel in the history of civilized government. | 
Mr. Chairman, it is worthy of remark that Mr. 
Kossuth enforces these (his) propositions with a |! 
strajn of logic and oratory at once peculiar, and, to | 
American ears, no doubt, felicitous. Not to go! 
further back than to his speech in Baltimore, he | 
tells our people that of all national policy that i 
which, in his opinion, is most important; is our |, 
foreign policy; that the foreign policy we have pur- | 
sued from the era of the Constitution to the present i 
time is ‘‘no policy at all,” and that through the 
future our true policy is to be found in the pro- 
gramme of principles he has furnished, and which 
“the people of Baltimore afterwards so clamorously 
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| lution of welcome to Kossuth had taken in an- 


i lantic and reached the ears of those despots who 


fication, the course which the discussion of a reso- 


other end of this Capitol; and when he thought of 
the effect of that course upon the sympathizing 
friends of freedom in the Old World, and when 
he could almost hear the exultations of the min- 
ions of despotic and monarchical power when the | 
news of that discussion shall have crossed the At- | 
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claim by “divine right” to awe into submission 
t“ their people,” upon whose necks their feet are 
P 
and sorrow. 
misfortune, to have spent the better portion of the i 
last few years in a land of strangers to liberty and | 


the rights of man. The greater portion of that li 


the rising spirit of Hungary, and sent her illustri- l! 


dccupy beforeour own countrymen. Tamunwilling | 


it 


iW 
H 
laced, he could almost bow his head in shame j| though ] could not give him all he came to ask 

It had been his fortune, perhaps i Still, respecting him as a gentleraan—respecting 


ous leader a wanderer in otherlands. He (Mr. J.) 
had witnéssed the.struggle and the defeat, (a tem- 
porary one, he trusted in Géds) and knowing 
what he did of that struggle, andof the feelings in 
i regard'to it df the people of the patriotic State he 
i had the: honor in part to represent: in Congress, 
Lhe should be unworthy of a seat in that body, 
aye, of the name of an American citizen, coutd he 
| hesitate for one moment as to his course of action 

upon the resolution. now before the House. «This 
was not, it seemed to him, the proper time and oc- 
casion to go into the history of the Flungarian war, 
| theereater part of which- Kossuth was. The time 
i for speeches has passed-—the time for immediate 
action has arrived. Kossuth is in our country, 


countrymen. He is at our inner doors: shall we 
wound: him in the house of his friends? How 
does he come here?—as an exile? Let gentlemen 
| remember that a national ship received him from 
| his exile in Turkey, and that before he put foot 
| upon our shores he was received by a national 
salute—that salute fired from a national fortress— 
that fortress in the command of the Executive of 
these United States. Away, then, with the idea 

of Kossuth as an exile. No, Mr. Chairman, he 

is here as the great champion of freedom in Eu- 

rope; and in view of what the Government here 

has already done towards receiving him, good faith 

and honor on our part, to say nothing of the dic- 

tates of humanity, demand that we should extend 

to him all the honors so justly his due. 

But in voting for this resolution, he (Mr. I.) 
wished not to be understood as placing himself 
at this time upon the platform of armed mterven- 
tion by the Government of this Union in the 
affairs of Hungary. 'That was not necessary in 
| voting for this resolution. Indeed he would add, 
| that, for his part, he was willing to abide by the 
| counsels of Washington and the doctrines of Mon- 
| roe in regard to intervention. He (Mr. I.) was 
| not quite ready to send an American army to the 
+ Danube; and, in conclusion, he would remark 
i that he had witnessed, with some forebodings, 
' the positionsof men at the North who surrounded 
Kossuth during his sojourn in New York, and 
who were urging the intervention policy upon the 
Government and people of this country. He 
| thought he saw in their movements a foundation 
| for a plan, to be developed hereafter, to interfere 
| in the affairs of our domestic States, as they now 
| wish, on the same plea of humanity, to intervene 
| in the affairs of foreign States. But he would not 
| now go into this great question of intervention, 
and he hoped that the resolution would pass with 
| great unanimity. ; 

Mr. GENTRY. 1 should have preferred to 
hare given a silent vote upon the proposition that ` 
i is before this committee. I think that would have 


i 


H 


|| been in the best taste, in my own view of what is 


i proper, and in view of what we owe to ourselves 
| under the circumstances which surround us. But 
-somuch has been said pro and con, that I feet 
disposed to say a word or two by way of indica- 
i ting the reasons which have influenced me, and 
will influence me in all the votes I may givein con- 
nection with this Kossuth question. Ifa man 
presents himself at my door when I know he 
comes for the purpose of asking me to indorse his 
‘note for $50,000, if he isa gentleman in charac- 
ter and position I will invite him into my house, 
and extend to him all the courtesies which are due 
i to a gentleman, though I may know him to be in- 
solvent, and though I may feel all the while that 
duty to myself and my children imperiously im- 


|| poses upon me the necessity of refusing to indorse 


| the note. 


I would be careful more especially to 
do so, if the doors of my house had been opened 
to him by myself, and I had invited him to come 
there upon another ground not connected with the 
indorsement of his note. I would invite him into 
my house if I supposed him a gentleman of hich 
character, principles, genius, and talent—over- 


i whelmed by a torrent of misfortune, though I 


might know he came to ask me to do that which 
would imperil the fate of myself and family, and 


Ka 


him for his genius, the exalted principles and mo- 
tives which I believe actuated his'conduct—thħough 
I might believe that the wave of misfortune had 


i period was spent within the dominions of that jj buried him beyond all hope of resurrection, and 
| northern. Autocrat whose hireling forces crushed |: I could do nothing for him except to giv 


e him my 


respect and sympathy, would I slam the door in 
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his face and say, “Get away from here! you shall 


notask me to indorse that note?” [Laughter.] | 
Not at all. It would be an exceedingly painful | 
operation, and therefore I should make my cour 
tesies and hospitalities all the more abundant, be- 
cause presently I should have to givea most un- 
welcome response to the favor which he asked of | 
me, 
That is the position in which wé'stand in refer- | 
ence to Louis Kossuth; and the only question in | 
the American House of Representatives to con- | 
sider is, that they shall be careful to demean them- ` 
selves as gentlemen upon this occasion, and not 
as rowdies. The question of indorsing the note | 
is an after question, which we are not called upon | 
to consider now. We ate called upon to extend | 
the civilities and courtesies which the proprieties | 
growing out of the circumstances that surround 
us demand at our hands. We are called upon to i 
represent and take care of the dignity and charac- 
ter of this great nation in this regard. Whether : 
in relation to what is passed we have done right 
or wrong, is not now the question. This gentle- ` 
man is here. How is he here, and what are the ij 
circumstances under which he presents himself | 
here? It surprises me that any debate or adverse | 
opinions showd have arisen here in relation to this | 
subject. After the disastrous termination of the Ji 
Hungarian struggle for national existence, when : 
Louis Kossuth was a prisoner in Turkey, this 
Government, responding to the just, proper, and `! 
honorable feelings of the American people, in all :i 
the forms which it could employ exhibited its 
anxiety for his condition and fate.” Much as lam i 
opposed to embarking this nation in the affairs of | 
Hungary, I am not ready to admit that we are ' 
called upon to be afraid to show we sympathize 
upon this or the other side of questions which may i 
arise beyond our borders. Congress passed reso- | 
lutions upon this subject. Our diplomatic repre- ' 
sentatives to European Governments were in- ' 
structed and required to use the influence which | 
they might legitimately and rightfully employ to | 
release Kossuth from imprisonment. ship was | 
sent across the Atlantic ocean, and its commander | 
was instructed to receive and bring him home to ji 
our shores, if he chose to come. 


i 


suth will forget Washington. I have no such 
fear. Let him speak as much as he pleases. Let | 
him go into every Congressional district in the 
United States of America, and speak as often as | 
he desires. His speeches will be harmless. I; 
expect, if occasion should make it necessary, to | 
resist, with as much firmness as any other man, i 
the line of policy which he would induce us to | 
take. Let him speak. Why, sir, I am so much | 
of a Democrat—a real genuine Democrat—that I 
am willing to submit every and all questions which 
have arisen, or can possibly arise, involving the | 


į untary depletion. 


interests and honor of this Republic, to the arbitra- | 
ment of the American people. If the people are i 
not competent to solve safely for the Republic all /! 
questicns that can be submitted to them, why, ʻi 
then our Government is founded upon a false idea, |! 
and it is needless for us to struggle against the || 
ruin that is inevitable. If Kossuth can overturn |! 
this Republic, or unsettle the long-established and | 
firm convictions of this people, and make them || 
disregard the admonitions of Washington, so as | 
to make them abandon the policy that has made ` 
them what they are, and which, if persevered in, l 
is destined to make them infinitely more power- | 
ful than language can tell, or imagination con- : 
ceive—if any foreigner from another clime can do | 
all that, if our only safety is in not giving him a : 
chance to speak, [laughter,] why, then this lega- 
cy which we have inherited from our fathers is | 
not worth struggling or fighting for at all. 


In re- | 
spect to the safety of this Government, and the: 


| this, we must tell it to him. 


stability of its policy, I consider Louis Kossuth 
as a very harmleas individual. If Iam wrong in 
that, L am wrong in believing the theory upon 
which this Government is founded. If this peo- 
ple can be made to forget the high destiny to 
which they are called, and the great responsibility 
which rests upon them—if they can be made to 
forget Washington for Louis Kossuth, why then 
our institutions are not worth a strugele, and the 
whole experiment which our fathers have under- 
taken, and which we are seeking to perpetuate, is 
a fallacy and is of no value. Í do not believea word 


of it. A rabble of fools and demagogues, in this or ` 


that locality, may shout at his heels, and profess 


themselves in favor of plunging this Government | 


into any line of policy which he may request. Such 


characters as these are merely seeking to appropri- jj 
ate to themselves some small portion of the glory | 


and eclat that surround the name of Kossuth; and 
after all it will presently be seen that they cannot 
really effect anything, either to save or destroy the 
Republic, Let them shout—let them huzza—it is 
all harmless. Who is afraid? {Laughter.] You 
need have no fear for the Republic in this regard. 
The intelligence and patriotism of the American 
people will take care of all these questions. The 
only thing we have to look to, is to take care of ow 
dignity, and not permit the thing to be overdone. I 
have the most profound confidence in the capacity 
of my friend from Ohio [Mr, Carrrer] laughter] 
to form a just conception of what the proprieties 
of the occasion demand; and if this resolution 
shall be adopted, the Srraxer will doubtless asso- 


ciate other sensible eentlemen with him, and such : 


a committee will no doubt execute in good taste 
what a just conception of the circumstances of the 
case demands. Let Louis Kossuth be invited into 
this Hall, and let him take a seat within the bar 
of the House of Representatives, and let that be 
the end of it here. Let him speak elsewhere as 
much as he wants to, and I will give five or ten 
dollars to hear him. I have already subscribed 
a paper to give him a dinner. Let him speak, but 
he cannotun-Americanize me, or this Congress, or 
this nation. If I am wrong in that, I want to be 
undeceived. F desire to sce the experiment tried. 
[Laughter.]- Gifted though he be, eminently 
gifted, let us not be afraid of his genius. Is there 
no genius in America—are there none to plead as 
eloquently and as ably as he ean do, for the United 
States, and the dutiesof this Government, in view 


of the present and coming generations, as well as |! 
Do not be scared about it. 


those that are past? 


Laughter.] Ifgentlemen have any surplus cash— 
if you are disposed to be liberal, hand: it over. 


| [Eaughter.] We are rich and prosperous, and 


can stand a little of that sort of individual and vol- 
Gentlemen are afraid of Kos- 
suth, lest he should make us forgetful of our duties 
as American legislators, into whose hands has 


been committed this great legacy of freedom, which į 


we hold in trust for all mankind—not for this gen- 
eration alone, but all coming generations. Let 
them dismiss their fears. 

When it shall become necessary, we will tell 
Mr. Kossuth—and I desire to call him Mr. Kos- 
suth distinctly, and for a redson, because it is the 
policy of this Government to recognize existing 
governments--governments de fucto--and I conform 
to this established policy—we will tell Mr. Kos- 
suth, that inasmuch as it was our example which 
animated him and his Hungarians to the great 
and glorious efforts which they made, and which, 


though unsuccessful now, we hope will be more | 


successful in the future, we will keep that light of 
our example burning and shining upon the path- 
way of the nations, to guide them onwards like 
that cloud by day and pillar of fire by night which 
guided the Israelites from Egyptian bondage to the 
promised land. We will keep it burning upon 
their pathway, to guide them from the darkness of 


; tyranny and despotism to the sunlight of liberty. 


But we will not imperil the good we have our- 
selves, and which we hold in trust for all humanity, 
by plunging into adventures as he invites us to. 
When the proper time comes for us to tell him 
But being here under 
all the circumstances in which he is here, we are 
called upon to behave towards him as gentlemen. 
The Senate has passed a resolution, I believe, 
‘precisely similar to that which the gentleman from 
Ohio has offered. Now, is it in good taste.for the 
two branches of the legislative departments of the 
Government to be at issue upon such a question 
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as this—a mere question of courtesy, involving 
nothing beyond that? Let gentlemen do what is 
demanded ‘of them as gentlemen, and as Repre- 
sentatives of the dignity and character of the na- 

tion, quietly, decently, and in order. The only. 
i danger is of its being overdone... There gught to 
f have been no debate about the matter at all, 
i| There ought to have been an understanding among 
us as to what was the proper resolution to be of- 
fered, and it ought not to have been debated, but 
‘should have passed without any argumentation 
whatever. 

Mr. Chairman, ‘you mustrealize the fact—-every, 
gentleman here must realize the fact thatif you 
i; were to goto the house of any gentleman where 
|| you understood you had an invitation, or, at least, 
an implied permission to go, and when yougot to 
the door you found one half the family declaring 
that you should not come in, and the other half in- 
sisting that you should come in—a sort of intestine 
war in the household as to whether you should be 
received and treated with courtesy or not—though 
you might get in by and by, you would not enjoy 
yourself much, [Laughter.] You would wih to 
be away again. , ; 

Now I think that we ought quietly to pass this 
resolution, without further debate, and Jeave it to 
ithe discretion and good taste of the gentleman 
i from Ohio, (Mr: Carrrer,] and of the other gen- @» 
tlemen that the good sense of the Speaker will 
associate with him, to do this little mere matter of 
manners in that way which the proprieties of the 
asion demand, ‘We disgrace ourselves by talk- 
| ing on the subject. 
|! Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I think that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gewrry] has 
| been quite as unfortunate in the analogy that he 
has submitted to the House as he has been in his 
argument. He has compared Kossuth to a poor 
man who comes to your door with a note of 
$90,000, which you know he cannot pay; but he 
| asks, © Will you, therefore, refuge to admit him??? 
| And he asks, Would it be civil to turn the door 
upon him? Sir, that is not the case, But 1 will 
i} give him one. Suppose that a man in the condi- + 
tion he represents, going through the gentleman’ ’ 
own town endeavoring to raise money, should re- * 
ceive a note on the street by a messenger from the- 
| gentleman, inviting him into the gentleman’s 
|| house—into his pour end after he gets in, the 
|| gentleman should say, I cannot indorse your note: 
i} would it be civil to send for the man barely to tell 
|| him that you would not aid him in the matter? I 
| ask thegentleman who has been lecturing us to-da 
|| about good taste, and manners, and courtesy, if 
|! he does not think that it would be rude to send 
i| out on the highway and ask a man into his house: 
i! to treat him in such a manner? Would it. not 
be much more courteous at least to wait until he 
should come and knock? Mr, Kossuth, we all 
know, wants money, or ‘* material aid.” It-is 
true he has not yet knocked at our door—but we 
all know it—and the gentleman saya that he does 
' not intend to grant its He has Said so here to- 
day. Why, then, do you ask himhere? why in- 
| vite him into your house, unless it be to tell him 

that he cannot get the “ aid” he desires? If, Mr. 
Chairman, Louis Kossuth was here as the repre- 
sentative of the principle to which the gentleman 
| from New York [Mr. Brooxs] referred, I might 
i| extend this courtesy to him. But I do not look 
i upon Louis Kossuth on the continent of Amer- 
|| ica as Louis Kossuth in Hungary. He is no 
f longer the representative of the principle of con- 
| stitutional liberty that was overthrown in his na- 
| tive land. The only principle that he is now the 
representative of is the principle of intervention to 
| prevent intervention. That is the principle which 
he is now urging—the object of his mission is to 
carry out this principle. Does he advocate any 
other wherever he goes? Did he not make the 
issue distinctly in New York? “I do not want to 
be feasted,” said he. He does not ask your cour- 
tesy or your compliments. He wants nothing 
I short of armed intervention, if need be. He 
wants you to change the settled policy of your 

Government-——and he wants no mistake aboutit. F 
/admire his candor. Fle said he wished not to steal 
| into our feelings ‘by any easy, slippery evasion. 
= He is here, I say, as the open, avowed represent- 
ji ative of this great principle, and there can be no 
i mistake about it. If, then, we take him by the 
i hand, and extend to him the privileges of this 
ii floor, do we not do it in approbation of the cause 
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which he styles his mission? Can-we do it with- 
ot giving countenance to that principle? eS 

"The gentleman ‘from Tennessee tells-us that he | 
is notafraid of Louis Kossuth; and he says “< don’t | 
be afraid.” Sir,-I.do not know whether the gen- i 
ieman. thinks. Kossuth. a little man,.and, there- 
< fore, not-to be feared.. I will tell him, however, | 
that Fam by no-means in a panic. But-Lam not 
ane of those who seem disposed’ to attribute too 
little importance to the powers of this man.. -E be- | 
lieve him to be a man of. great abilities—a man of | 
rare talents. - In-my estimation he stands forth as ; 
one of the first. of his species., Every speech, | 
* everything that hesays, bears thé marks, the deep | 
unmistakable impress of. mind, of intellect, and 
of genius of the highestorder. “It is because I ad- 
mire him, and believe that he has the mind to | 
_ appreciate sense and intellect, that I wish not to | 
go through with the solemn mockery. that gen- 
tlemen here would urge upon the American Con- 
gress,- Let us notask him in the House that we 
may: tell him that we do not intend to indorse this | 
new principle of his. If we do not intend to give ; 
him the indorsement, let us treat him with that | 
dignity that will become him and ourselves. But, 

ir, the gentleman says again, ‘don’t be afraid.” 


i 


sir, 
Well, I will say to him I was not very apprehen- 
sive myself of the effect of this illustrious foreign- ; 
er’s influence upon the American mind until I came | 
A here this morning. . Since then, I must confess į 
my mind has had reason to undergo a change on | 
that subject. It is true, we are told with an easy | 
air and grace not to be afraid that the legacy of i 
Washington will be thrown away! Sir, those | 
were wise and patriotic words that fell from the! 
lips of Patrick Henry, “The price of liberty is | 
. eternal vigilance.” I have received a new lesson 
upon that subject here this day. We are here in 
the American Congress, having intrusted to us, if 
you please, that legacy. Ihold in my hand the; 
Constitution of the United States, which imbodies | 
that language, and which we have all sworn to | 
support—that this Constitution says that the mem- 
bers of this House shall make rules for their gov- | 
ernment. We have made rules in the exercise of | 
this power granted Heretheyare. ‘These rules 
are the law of this House—as much binding upon 
every member of it as any law of the land. The | 
17th’ of these rules declares who shall be entitled | 
to a place or seat on this floor. All others are 
excluded. Louis Kossuth does not come within 
either of the classes of persons. herein named as | 
those who may be admitted upon the floor. The | 
136th rule declares that there shall be no change or | 
alteration’ of either of the standing rules of this 
House without one day’s notice.. The gentleman | 
from Ohio [Mr. Canrrer] comes in here and j 
moves a resolution giving the privileges of the | 
floor to a person not now entitled under the 17th | 
standing rule, and without any notice. Not only | 
this, but he moves this resolution in Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union, where, ac-} 
cording to all parliamentary law, no original mat: | 
ter can originate; and yet I have here this day! 
seen amajority of this House disregard precedent, | 


usage, and. the express law of the House under || 


the Constitution, and sustain this unheard-of pro- | 
ceeding—carried away, I suppose, by this late | 
contagious sympathy for the cause of intervening | 
in other nations’ affairs in ord¥& to give and se-| 
cure universal liberty to mankind. And I have || 
seen the gentleman from Tennessee himself acting | 
with that majority—riding ‘rough-shod ” over"! 
the laws of this House to be civil and courteous || 
to a man who comes here to teach us that Washing- || 
ton did. not understand the iaterests of this coun- || 
try as well as he does—this, too, in the very pre- i 
sence of the Father of his Country, as his noble | 
countenance beams: from yonder canvas. Iti 
comes, sir, with a bad grace from the gentleman || 
to tell mg, in the midst of these scenes, and what `i 
I have here this day witnessed, not to be ‘afraid | 
that the legacy of Washington will be thrown i 


away.” Here the gentleman stands, and here a: 
majority of this House stands, presenting the |; 
tive step for assuming jurisdiction over the liber- | 
ties of all the rest of mankind by grossly violating | 
ment. Poor defenders, gentlemen, you will prove |} 
yourselves to be of other people’s liberties when | 
And never would I, if I were Kossuth, place | 
much réliance on the promises of any people. to { 


strange spectacle to the world of taking the initia- | 

i 
and overriding the laws of their own Govern-| 
you will not maintain the bulwarks of your own! | 


& 


| the copy of the rules before you, you will find it H 


defend the liberties of my country, when they paid 
so little regard to the principies.of their own. | 
Sir; L say again, 1 was disposed to have little 
apprehension of the effect .of Kossuth’s progress 
here till T saw that his coming had disorganized 
the American: House of Representatives. An- 
swer me; answer me, any man-upon this floor, 
whether you can. pass the resolution to-day with- 
out beating down and battering down the law by | 
which you are governed, and with it one of the | 
safeguards of thé Constitution of ‘your. country? | 
You cannot do it, Gentlemen “speak a great deal 
of down-trodden Europe and liberty. Sir, Fam | 
an admirer of liberty; I am a friend of liberty; 
but the liberty I have attachment for is constitu- 
tional liberty. It is not a wild unrestrained licen- 
tiousness, but itis a liberty defined and regulated 
by written law. It is such liberty as I find in my 
own country, and nowhere else on the habitable 
globe. For this reason I love my country—this 
“ my fatherland.” And when we look out upon 
the nations of the earth and see our country rising 
up as the great light of the world to cheer up the | 
spirits and gladden the hearts of the victims of 
power and misrule elsewhere—when I look upon į 
it, as the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] 
“says, as “the pillar of cloud and of fire” to direct 
other nations in their exodus from tyranny and des- 
potism—it may not be impertinent to ask ourselves, 
what is it that makes it so? Whatare the massive 
columns that uphold this towering dome of Ameri- 
can liberty in its majestic might—in that grandeur 
which challenges the admiration of the world? 

My countrymen—for so shall I appeal to you 
this day while you are acting, as you now are, 
upon this resolution in violation of the law of the 
House—I address you as a town-meeting, for you 
have no rightful power to consider this resolution 
but by an overthrow of your own rules and in 
open disregard of public law—I say to you, that 
this great work of American liberty, my country- 
men, this great achievement which no other na- 
tion or people have ever attained, depends solely 
upon the supremacy of the law. This is the 
whole secret—a strict maintenance of the law. 
The first step towards despotism is a disregard of | 
law. When the restraints of law are removed, 
anarchy reigns until force is called in for self-pres- 
ervation; and I call upon -every man that regards | 
his own country, not only to stand this day by | 
the laws of this House, but by the principles upon 
which his own Government was founded, and do 
not, in an eager desire to be conspicuous in giving 
evidence of a surpassing liberality abroad, over- 
throw and demolish the outposts of liberty at 
home. 

Mr. GENTRY. In reply to my friend from 
Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens,] I will say, in all frank- į 
ness, that although I have been a member of this 
Housea good many years, I have not scanned and 
studied the rules with great care. Ihave thought ! 
that, generally, business was more expedited by | 
acquiescing in a wrong decision, than by debating | 
questions of order; and hence I geverally put myself 
under the protection of the Speaker, or the Chair- 
man, as the case may be, and in most cases am wil- 
ling to abide their decision. Thus frankly disclaim- 
ing everything like pretensions to a very accurate 
knowledge of the rules of the House, and of par- 
liamentary law, I must say that the gentleman’s 
argument rests mainly upon an assumption, which, 
in my humble opinion, is unfounded in fact. In 
my opinion, the House has not overridden its rules, 
as contended by the gentleman. 


If you look into | 
noted there, that in the early history of the Gov- | 
ernment no proposition touching an appropriation j| 
of money could originate elsewhere than in ai 
Committee of the Whole House. That being found | 
inconvenient, the rule was changed in that regard. ` 
My opinion is, that when the House chooses to || 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole upon 
the state of the Union, the Committee of the Whole | 
may make any report back to the House which 
it may believe to be demanded by the exigencies 
of the Union. That is my belief; but I will waive 
that. Iwill not argue it. tis needless to do so. 
In answer to the gentleman’s argument that to 
pass the resolution now under consideration will | 
be to change a standing rule of the House, in pal- ; 
pable violation of that rule of the House which | 
_requires notice to be given in advance of such || 
proposition, before it can be made, I maintain i 
that by the action now proposed we change no} 
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rule of the House... We only make a 
ration of a standing rule. T nope 
ion will be. borne in mind. e 


e. Weagree 


standing 
ception to theope 
that this distincti 
change no standing rule of the Hous 
io invite Louis Kossuth upon this floor, but the 
standing rule. remains unchanged; We simply, 
by virtue of power residing in this House, in view 
of reasons. satisfactory to ourselves, choose to 
make an exception, to à standing: rule, which we 
have prescribed for our’ everyday. ordinary govern- 
ment; and that standing rule still remains un- 
changed as the common law of the House. We . 
choose, for reasons satisfactory to ourselves, to 
make an exception to the standing rule for this 
present necessity. Ihave so high an opinion of 
the fairness and candor of the gentleman who has 
spoken, that I cannot even intimate that he has in- 
dulged in any intentional sophistry upon this ques- 
tion. I think, however, that when the excitement 
of the hour has passed from his mind, when he 
reviews his argument, he will see that he has not 
to-day met this question fairly and squarely, as he 
usually meets questions. T think he has not ex- 
hibited his usual candor. I think the skill of the 
advocate has pushed aside the candor of the man. 
} I think he playsthe lawyer a little upon this occa- 
sion. ae 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to put a case to him which tests 
the sophistry. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Rawrour] had yielded 
the floor to allow an explanation to be made, and 
he did not conceive the gentleman had a right to 
yield it to others- `, ‘ 

Mr. RANTOUL yielded the floor. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. We have a 
standing rule of this House that bills shall be 
offered in a particular manner. Suppose an indi- 
vidual member arises and moves as an exception 
to allow his bill to come in, would it be sophistry 
to urge that the House should not change the rule? 
No, no, I move barely this as an exception to the 
standing rules. You cannot make an exception to 
a standing rif, but by changing it. The rule has 
to be removed to make the exception. I.think 
the gentleman would so decide, could he see 
through the Kossuth fog which has come over his 

rain. - 

Mr. GENTRY. 1 would gladly answer the. 

uestion propourided to me by my friend from 

eorgia, [Mr. SrepHens,} but another gentleman 
was talking to me when he propounded it, and 

revented me from hearing dr comprehending him, 

tis by no means essential to the purpose of this 
debate, waiving all question of rules, I assume 
here, and do it fearlessly, that while ordinarily due. 
deference and observation ought to be paid to the 
rules we have instituted for the regulation of the 
ordinary business of legislation, an occasion may 
arise when the rules may be set aside by the will 
of the House, in deference to what the public ne- 
cessity may demand. We do it every day upon 
the most trivial questians, and I am surprised that 
the thunders of my friend’s eloquence. have not 
heretofore been heard upon this floor, when he has 
seen questions of order decided one way to-day, 
and reversed the nextday. We have constantly-re- 
curring examples of opposite and contrary discus- 
sion upon questions of order, justaccording to the 
humor of the House. Iam sure this declaration 
will be supported by every gentleman who has 
any experience on the floor, This habit has, I 
think, grown into an abuse that ought to be cor- 
rected. However, admitting what he says is true, 
I stand where I stood in regard to the proprieties 
of the occasion. I do not admit the arguments 
or conclusions of the gentleman. He says if we 
invite the gentleman in we are bound to indorse 
his note. Iam willing to rest it there. I say if 
aman of high character, of honorable and high 
aim, one as he has been so known and recognized 
through his whole life, shall be overtaken and 
overwhelmed by misfortune, although I may be- 
lieve he had come to my house to ask me to in- 
dorse his note for $50,000, which in view of what 


| was due to myself and children, E would be bound 


to refuse, yet I could not, as a gentleman, shut 
the door in his face, because I knew he had come 
toask a favor which duty would not permit me 
to grant. Am not I, under such circumstances 

bound to invite him in? Am not I bound to ex- 
‘tend to him every civility, which a gentleman 

and especially a gentleman overwhelmed by mis. 
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fortune, has a right to demand? Am T not all the 
more bound to be thus courteous, because of his 
misfortunes; because those misfortunes will make | 
him more sensitive te the slightest omission of | 
courtesy? And am I not bound to be more assid- | 
uously observant of such courtesy, because I know | 
that presently I will be under the painful necessity 
of refusing hima favor? I will not argue it. Ii 
refer it to your hearts. I refer it to your feelings | 
H 
l 


A $ A D 
as gentlemen, Tsay, in regard to this point there | 


can be no question. 

Well, suppose Kossuth asks us to overturn the 
settled policy of the country—supposing him to 
come to us, as he says he does, an humble peti- 
tioner in behalf of his downtrodden and ruined | 
country, to try to induce us to enter into a line of 
action whicli he thinks will resuscitate, resurrect, ; 
and restore his country to national existence, | 
although we know we cannot grant his request 
consistently with the duties and obligations which : 
are binding upon us, still shall we treat him 
rudely? Cannot we excuse him for a little ex- 
travagance in this regard? Suppose he sees the ` 
advice and views and opinions of Washington | 
standing in his way,and that he, in the extremity | 
of his desire to make an impression upon us, to 
accomplish.something for that bleeding and ruined 
country of his, which he has left behind—suppose 
he shall argue and try to persuade us to disregard 
even the policy of Washington—we will not do it, 
J trust—cannot we pardon something in the mo- | 
tives that animate and the object which impels 
him in these efforts for his countrymen and his 
annihilated country? If we believe his motives to | 
be high and honorable, cannot we sympathize | 
with him in those motives and objects, although | 
we see, as in the case of the unfortunate gentleman || 
who comes and asks us to be responsible for | 
$50,000, that we cannot indorse the note without | 
ruining ourselves, yet we must treat him with all | 
possible courtesy? We must not offend or regard | 
nim as a madman, because in his enthusiasm he | 
believes he will be able to convey us harmlessly 
through the enterprise—like the unfortunate gen- | 
tleman who asks you to indorse his. note, and 
who, in his anxiety to escape from the hands of : 
thé sherif and marshal, and save his wife and || 
children from poverty and ruin, may ask us to | 
trustin HIS HOPE, rather than in any reason- | 
able and rational prospect. That is the precise | 
posture of the question, and we ought to be unani- | 
mous. I do not wish to be understood as reproach- 
ing any gentleman. My opinion is, the whole 
argument against this resolution is founded upon 
erroneous assumptions and false premises. I re- 
gret this debate. We ought to have acted unani- ' 
mously, and I hope we may do so yet. 

Mr. RANTOUL. I desire to say that I shall 
vote for this resolution, not because I consider | 
Louis Kossuth to be identified with the great cause 
of ` European liberty—although I sympathize 
strongly with all who are the champions of that 
cause, —nor simply because he stands before the 
country'asa champion of national independence— 
although there is no holier or higher cause in | 
which man can be engaged than that; but because i 
he comes here the representative of a principle . 
heretofore almost peculiar to our own institutions. ` 
The case of Hungary is the case of a sovereign ; 
independent State united with other States under | 
one’ common executive for limited and specific 
purposes, that sovereign State reserving her own | 
rights, and Louis Kossuth stands here before the 
country, the first European that ever stepped upon 
our shores, the champion of State rights. It is that 
principle which he personifies, and no other man : 
ever came from the Old World that could be said : 
to personify it. That is the highest claim which i 
he has upon my regard, and, as I believe, upon the : 
regard of the civilized world. What was the case | 
of Hungary for several hundred years? She had ' 
constituted a part of a confederated Empire—she | 
had had her own rights and guarded them with 
jealous care, and she had her separate State inde- | 
pendence and sovereignty, which perished through | 
the encroachments of the central power—a power | 
created originally under express limitations. If | 
this Republic shall go the downward path which : 
every republic has gone whose history. has been 
written, from what cause will it perish? I stand | 
heré to welcome Louis Kossuth because I love this | 
Union and pray that it may be eternal; but I see | 
in this Government a symptom of mortality, and | 


will perish by the encroachments of the central 
power upon. tie reserved rights of th» separate 
States. And here stands a man whose whole life 
has been devoted to the vindication of State rights 
against consolidation and centralization. . That 
is the principle he imbodies, and it is for that we 
should welcome him here, if we welcome him at 
all—as I trust in God we shall do cheerfully and 
with our whole hearts. 

Now, what is the reason why liberty has been 
impossible in Europe from the earliest times down 
to the present day? Simply because they have 


: had no contrivance there for dividing the powers 


of the Government among many different admin- 
istrations. How was it that that great man—the 
apostle of liberty in two worlds—and his com- 
peers failed to establish constitutional government 
in France? Why is constitutional liberty impos- 
sible now in France? For one reason, and one 
only; and that is, because all the powers of the 
Government are intrusted to one central power. 
And that power must of necessity be altogether too 
strong for liberty to exist anywhere. 

And, sir, when I see here in this country the uni- 
versal tendency of power to attract to itselfall pow- 
er; when I see that there must, some day or other, 
come up the question, Shall this ciuster of Republics 


| cease to be a cluster of Republics? Shall it be- 


comeanational Government?) When I seea party 
sometimes calling itself national, because it carries 
national powers further than other men are dis- 
posed to carry them; when I see such tendencies 
—l allude not to the present time particularly, but 
to different periods since the foundation of our 
Government—when I see that that is the great’ 
danger against which every man in this country 
ought to contend who desires the preservation of 
our institutions; and when I see here a man who 
has devoted his life, his energies, his genius—a 
genius which 1 will not now pauseto characterize, 
for I trust all around me appreciate it as I do—a 
man who has devoted all tke powers that God has 
given him to the single purpose of defending the 
Institutions and independence of his country 
against the central power of her Federal Govern- 
ment, I ask myself, isit possible that any man who 
sees in the rights of the several States the bulwark 
and safeguard of our liberties, can fora moment hes- 
itate to welcome such a man? The mystery is to 
me incomprehensible. I confess I cannot fathom 
it; and nothing that I have yet heard in the debate 
upon this floor has given me any assistance in 
understanding what is at the bottom of this unwil- 
lingness to welcome our brother, our friend, our 
copatriot in the defence of that great principle 
which lies at the foundation of all our institutions. 
If, sir, Louis Kossuth had not been brought 
here in a government ship—if he had come in his 
own vessel, at his own expense—if he had never 
been heard of except as the champion of the prin- 
‘ i I . 
ciple which I have already specified—that alone 
would have been claim enough on me. And 
when such a man has been brought here at the 
national expense, are we to stand parleying while 
he is at the door, and debating whether we will 
let him in or shut himout? What new light have 
weonthissubject? Are we to say that bhy admitting 
Louis Kossuth we sanction all the opinions that he 
has ever uttered? If that be so, we never should 
have invited him here. 
many opinions before he came to this country in 
which | for one could not agree with him. But I 
say that we must take the man as the glorious 
representative of a glorious cause. As such we 


j can take him to our hearts, differ from us as he 


may on a great variety of questions, and import- 
ant questions, too, that may arise. All honest 
men, having sound intellects, do differ. When I 
find two men agreeing precisely in opinion, I take 
it for granted that they are cither both fools, or 


i| that one of them isa fool and is controlled by the 


other. This man has a right to his own opinions. 


j Let him express them, and express them fearlessly. 


I do not say by my vote that I indorse any of 
his opinions. I simply say that I glory in wel- 
coming to America the peculiar champion of the 
great principles of American institutions. 

With this exposition I am willing that my vote 


| shall go forth to the country; and whatever course 


Kossuth may hereafter take, I shall not feel that 
I have reason to regret that vote. 

Mr. EWING. I am gratified to have the op- 
portunity of making a brief explanation (and I 


what is it? If this Government shall perish, it ; 


promise itshall be nothing more) of the vote which 


I shall give upon this resolation: ` The geñtlewan 

| from Ohio. {Mr. Carrrer] will observe the incon-: 
sistency in which his own position upon this-sub- * 
ject involves him, when he speaks of our being 
committed .to. this. act by steps heretofore taken, 
upon this ground calls upon us to adopt the resos 
lution now before us, and yet tells us we cannot 
possibly be committed to anything further by what 
we are now to do. 

It seams to me, sir, that the time has alread 
come when we should stop and inquire how-much 
further we are to go. If we are committed, first 
by the offer of a vessel under a misunderstanding, 
to extend a national welcome, and then by this 
welcome forced to lavish these extraordinary hon- 
ors upon this individual, patriot though he be, and 
unsatisfied with the hospitality so liberally ex- 
tended by the people, to turn this great council- 
house of -the nation into a reception room, we 
have a right to stop, and before we go further to 
demand whither we are tending, and how much 
further we are to be driven on and on and on, by 
the consequences of one act to the perpetration of 
another. ' He tells you with sufficient plainness, 
his view of the matter, and weowe Mr. Kossuth— 
(i ask his pardon if I do him injustice in denying 
him a title)—we owe him a debt of gratitude. for ` 
his candor. He has proclaimed over this land, 
that if we are once committed to say to Russia, in 
diplomatic phrase, as has been proposed already ` 
by some gentlemen on this floor, that we will not 
be indifferent to a second interference on her part; 
and if she does not subvert her whole policy in 
deference to our protest, we must then go to war, 
or be degraded before the eyes of the civilized 
world! Startling commentary upon this new doc- 
trine of precedents and commitals! 


| It is said that he comes here as the representa- 


tive of State-rights doctrines. I much fear me 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Ran- 
TOUL,} who has just taken his seat, has learned 
that doctrine too recently fully to appreciate or 
comprehend it. State-rights doctrines! Let me 
ask those gentlemen, who have hitherto com- 
plained of the encroachments of the Federal Gov- 
ernment in the exercise of implied and doubtful 
powers—who have complained of the latitudinary 
construction of the Constitution—whether the 
teachings of Louis Kossuth are in conformity 
with a strict construction of that instrument?— 
which, as much as he may despise the political 
philosophy of its framers, tells us, in language 
too plain to be mistaken, that it was formed “ to 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our 
posterity,” not to Hungary or any other people on . 
earth. Let meask those gentlemen who have been 
so much shocked at the idea of expending two or 
three pitiful millions in the improvement of the 
navigation of our streams, where they find the ` 
power for the expenditure of untold millions in a 
scheme of knight-errantry to redress the wrongs 
of every oppressed people, and if of every: people, 
of course of every oppressed: individual upon the 


He had uttered a good | 


face of this broad earth? Every subject of Aus- 
tria has rights as sacred as those of her Hunga- 
rian subjects, and have, too, many of them, strug- 
gled to assert them. Without kinship, with no 
| ties of relationship, we are called upon to go to 
the extreme boundaries of civilization, even to the 
borders of barbarism itself, upon a crusade in the 
cause of liberty, while tens of thousands of us; 
American citizens with Irish blood flowing in our 
veins, have looked idly, passively, inactively on 
while Great Britain has denied those sacred rights 
to Ireland. But in this new crusade the Crescent 
and the Cross are to be united in the same cause! 
Those banners which are floating in so strange a 
combination over our great capitals, which are kiss- 
ing each other in so new and extraordinary a friend- 
ship, are no more to flout defiance at each other, 
as they have hitherto done upon so many a battle- 
field; but the Union Jack and the Stars and Stripes, 
the Crescent and the Cross, are henceforth to march 
side by side in the van of the armies of Liberty! 
In this reunion of the ancient oppressor and the 
| revolted colonies, we might well inquire who is to 
be-the annexer and who the annexed? We should 
not be over confident in our own past success, for 
| the conqueror of India and of Canada, upon whose 
| dominions the sun never sets, may with some 
| reason boast her greater proficiency in this rival 
art. What new developments are to be made, sir, 
in our relations with the world? what new system’ 


to be built up on the ruins of the ancient policy of 
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our fathers? AgainTask, whither are we tend- 
ing, andto what pointare weto be:driven = =} 


Mr: 
Tise. eg IE Eg 
Gries of Oh nol’? Oh no 1”. 
The question was taken, and-55 rose: 
firmative. : Gree se i 
“Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers, which were 


“ORR. -I move that the committee do now 


in the’ af- 


Ge 


ordered; and Messrs. Briees and Witnricx ap- | 
pointed. i 
"The questi 
ported—ayes 81, noes 60. 

So the motion prevailed. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er, having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported. that the Committee of the 
Whole on the. state of the Union had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon.. [Laughter.] 

Mr, FICKLIN. Frise to a question of order, 
1 make this point. It is the duty of the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole ôn the state of 
the Union to report the facts as they existed in 
_the committee. Now, a resolution was introduced 
and debated in that committee, and various amend- 
ments were proposed; and I submit with all due 
deference to the chairman of the committee, [Mr. 
Jonzs,] that he should. have reported the intro- 
duction of that resolution to the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, 
with the gentleman from. Hlinois [Mr. FIcxLIN] 
in the position he has assumed, that the chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole should. report the 
state of the facts as they occurred to the House. 
But I tell you and the House that I have reported 
. tte facts... I say that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union always have the state of 
the Union generally under consideration; and 
further, that the chairman of that committee never 
makes.a report of anything unless something is 
done. When you, Mr.. Speaker, called him to 
the chair this morning, the first business in order 
on the calendar was the message of the President 
of the United States, which had been referred to 
that commitiee, and a resolution had been intro- 
duced in relation to it by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Housron.] If that resolution had 
been adopted, your chairman would have reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Uniéh had had the Union generally under 


consideration, and particularly the annual mes- | 


sage of the President of the United States, and had 
come to-no conclusion thereon. 
said nothing about the resolution which had been 
adopted, or any resolution which had been intro- 
duced.. He would have made no. reference to 
anything which had not been referred to it by the 
House. I take it that the chairman of the com- 
mittee can make no other report without the spe- 
cial instruction of that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Fick] that he 


sees no good reason for impugning the motives of | 


the chairman of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. He thinks the report 
made to the House was a correct one. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I do not want to embarrass | 


the Chair, nor do I desire to make any reflection || 
upon the honorable chairman of the Committee of |! 


the Whole on the state of the Union. But I make 
the suggestion, that when the House go into the 
Conimittee of the. Whole upon the state of the | 
Union, they go there for the consideration of a | 
particular bill, and I think the chairman should | 
make his report in relation to that bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. There is nothing now be- 
fore the House, T move the usual resolution stop- 


Y i 
ping debate on the Kossuth resolution in half an it 


our after the House shall have again resolved it- | 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


the Union; and upon that motion I call for the | 
previous question, i 


Mr. MILLSON. I move that when this House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

Cries of * No! not”? | 

The question was then put, and. the motion was 
not agreed to—ayes 53; noes not counted. 

Mr. ORR moved that the House. do now ad- | 
journ. 

Mr. KING, of New York, demanded the yeas 


and nays; which were ordered; and the question 


on wag then taken,and the tellers’re- | 


I concur fully ; 


He would have. 


-WEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, John :Ap- 
pléton, “Willian Appleton; Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Barrere, Bocock..Bowne, Brenton, Brooks, Albert. 
Brown, Burrows, E.-Catrington Cabell, Caldwell, 
Lewis. D.. Campbell, Chavehwell, Clark, Cobb, Cuttons, 
George T. Davis, Disney, Dockery, Dunham. Edmundson; - 
‘Ewing;. Fickliny Fiteh, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D, 
Fuller, Gentry; Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, Grey, Hall, 


Thomas M. Howe, Jackson, Andrew ‘Johnson; James 


G. King, Landry, Letcber, Lockhart, Wimmphrey Mar- 
shal}, Martin, Mason, MeDonald, McMullin, Meachanr, 
Miller, Milson, Miner, John Moore, Morehead, Murphy, 
Olds, Orr, Porter, Powell, Richardson, Savage; Schermer- 
horn, Scudder, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Smith, Snow, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Taylor, 
Wallace, Watkins, Addison White, Williams, and Yates | 
—90. EA 7 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Bartlett, Jobn H. Boyd, 
| Briggs, Buell, Joseph Cable, Cartter, Chapman, Cleveland, 
Clingman, Conger, John G. Davis, Dean, Doty, Durkee, 
Edgerton, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Giddings, 
Green, Grow, Tlascail, Horsford, John Juhnson, Daniel T. 
Jones, Preston King, Mann, Molouy, Newton, Peasice, 
Penniman, Perkins, Robie, Robinson, Sackett, Sehaon- 
maker, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, 
| Sweetser, George W. Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, 
Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch, and 
Witdrick—57. 


So the motion prevailed, and the House ad- 
-joured. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


he following petitions, &c., were presented under the 

rule, and referred to the appropriate commiftees: 

By Mr. BROWN; of Mississippi: The remonstrance of 
| Ellis Henderson and 49 other citizens of } issippi, against 

any extension of the grant of the public lands to the Ohio 
and Mobile Railroad Company which shall conflict with 
the interests of settlers, &c., &c. z 

By Mr. DISNEY: The memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Cincinnati, asking for the erection of a ma- 
rine hospital in that city. i 

Also, the memorial of the administrator of T. P. Wallace, 
deceased, in relation to Mexican indemmnitics. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The memoria! of 70 merchants and 
others, of the city of New York, to refund the duty on mer- 
ebandise destroyed by fire in the year 1845. 

Also, for the same, memorial of the Common Council of 
the city of New York, 

Also, for the same, resolution of the Chamber of Com- 
merece of the city of New York. 

By Mr. WALBRIDGE. The petition of Moses Barker 
and 51 other citizens of Danby, in the county of Tompkins, 
New York, fora mail ronte from Ithaca, in the county of 
Tompkins, to Spencer, in the county of Tioga, through 
West Danby. 

Also, the petition of Homer Muck and 121 other citizens 
of Ithaea, for same mail ronte. 

Also, the petition of N. T. Gary and 43 other citizens of 
Spencer, for same mail route. 

Also, the petition of Tamza Smith, for relief. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The memorial of Charles D. Arfer- 
edson, asking remuneration for his services as Charge 
WAffaires ad interim at the Court of Stockholm. 

By Mr. MEACHAM: The petition of O. A. Burton, 
President of Champlain Transportation. Company, and 
others, for a light-honse on Lake Champlain. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Adonijah Crane and 
96 others, citizens of Scioto and Adams counties, Ohio, 
praying Congress to establish a post route from Lucasville, 
in Keioto county, to Locust Grove, in Adams county, Ohio. 

By Mr. WEIGHTMAN: The memorial of the Council 
and House of Representatives of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, praying the enactment of a Jaw providing for geologi- 
cal and mineralogical surveys of said Territory. 

Also, the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of New Mexico, asking for said Territory a grant- 
of $50,000 to enable it to open a wagon road from Santa Fé 
to the valley of T'aos. 

Also, the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of New Mexico, pmying the relinquishment to 
said Territory of all the right, titie, and interest the United 
States may have to certain lots and houses in the city of 
Santa Fé. 

By Mr. BISSELL: The memorial of J. L. Collins, pray- 
ing that the benefits of the bounty Yand law of September 
28, 1850, may be extended to the volunteers raised in New 
Mexico, in 1849, by Colonel Washington. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Willis Hawes and 
others, citizens of Massachusctts, for a survey and appro- | 
priation for a breakwater at Dennis, in Barnstable bay. 

Also, from the files of the Honse, the petition of Job 
Chase and others, for the location of a light-hoat on Keh- 
pond bar in the Vineyard Sound. 

Also, from the files of the House, the petition of Andrew 
Harwood, of Bristol county, Massachusetts, for a pension 
on account of wounds received and services performed in | 
the Mexican war. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

© Wepnespar, December 31, 1851. 
‘The House met at twelve o’clock, m. li 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. | 
RECEPTION OF LOUIS KOSSUTH. 
Mr. STANLY. I rise to a question of order || 
upon the proposition offered yesterday by my col- 


i 


being taken, there were—yeas 90; nays 57, as fol- 
lows: 


league, {Mr. Cuiveman,] to stop debate in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


| Harper, Isham -G. Harris, Sampsoin W. Harris, - Haven, |} 
Hebard, Hendricks, Hillyer, Howard, John W. Howe, |; 


Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Gcorge W., Jones, George || 


|! ferred to it by the House. 


in half an hour after we shall: again go into such 
committee: - 1 bez leave to call the attention of the, 
Chair and the Flouse tò the 136th rule. That rule 
provides that whenever any bills are referred to 
the Committee of the Whole by the House, the 
House may, according to that rule, discharge the 
committee from the farther consideration of them 
after acting without debate on all amendments 
pending, and that may be offered. The rule éon- 
| templates only bills referred to the committee “on 
| the part of the House.” This resolution relates to 
‘no bills, nor to any action upon a bil] referred to 
the committee by the House. ` Amd I submit that 
if My.-Kossuth comes in this House. at all, he 
| should not come here ‘by force of any gag resolu- 
uon. 3 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will remem- 
ber that the resolution before thé House is not 
! debatable; and: further, that no question of order 
l arising out of that proposition can be debated. _ 
‘Mr. STANLY. FT only rise to make an inquiry 
of the Chair. I wish to state my point of order so 
| that the Chair may understand it. 

The SPEAKER. | did not intend to interrupt 
the gentleman dn stating his point of order. I 
desire to give him every reasonable facility for 
doing so. ; . 

My. STANLY. I wish to have my point of 


| 
| order understood; and if I succeed in doing so, I 
| 
| 


| will acquiesce in the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The rule to which the gen- 
| tleman refers, does not in terms specify resolu- 
| tions. But it has been the uniform practice under 
! that rule to consider in Committee of the Whole, 
| not only bills, but also resolutions, the President’s 
| messages, and whatever other matter may have 
| been referred to it by the Howse. The Chair 
| would refer the gentleman from North Carolina — 
| (Mr. Sranzy] to an authority contained in the 
| Journals of the last Congress, directly to the 
oint, which the Clerk will read to the House. 
he debate upon the President’s message, in that 

i case, was stopped by a resolution similar to this 

| one now before the House. ` 

| Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. The Speaker can 


l only know what has transpired in the Committee 


| of the Whole House upon the state of the Union, 


| from the report of the chairman of that com- 
i mittee. hat chairman did not report that the 
i President’s message was under consideration, and 
| he could not have so reported, for such would not 
| have been the facts in the case. : 
i Mr. GIDDINGS. Is there an appeal from the 
i decision of the Chair? 

| The SPEAKER. It is the®opinion of the 
| Chair that the resolution introduced by the gentle- 
‘man from North Carolina [Mr. Crivemay] is in 
‘order. [Great confusion in the Hall.] 2 

| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. F call for the 
! reading of the resolution. 

| Mr. STANLY. I do not understand the de- 
i cision of the Chair. I did not hear a word of it. 


I! ‘he SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 


resolution is in order. F 

' Mr.STANLY. I did not understand the Chair — 
| as giving any reasons for such decision. 

' he SPEAKER. The Chair stated that it had 

| been the practice of the House, under the 136th 
_rule, for the Committee of the Whole on the state 
| of the Union to consider not only bills, but also 
| resolutions, and whatever else may have been re- 


|, Mr. STANLY. I would like to hear of a case 
iin point establishing such a practice. I never 
i heard of it before. 

i The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the 
; Journals. 


The Clerk then read the authority referred to by 
: the Speaker, from the House Journal of the second 


session of the Thirty-first Congress, on page 33, 
; as follows: i 


“Resolved, That the debate in the Committee of the Whole 


, on the state of the Union, on the President’s message, shall 
| ceasc in five minutes after the committee shall again resume 
1 
i 


the consideration of the same, (if the committee shail not 
sooner come to a conclusion upon the same,) and the com- 
mittee shall then proceed to vote on such propositions as 
may he pending, or offered, in reference to the same; and 
shall then report it to the House, with such propositions as 
may have been agreed to by the committee.” 


Mr. STANLY. How did the Kossuth resolu- 


i tion get before the committee? It has not been 


referred to it by the House. 
The SPEAKER. The President’s’ message 
was before the Committee of the Whole on the 
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state of the Union, and it makes direct reference 
not only to Kossuth, but to his arrival here, and 
the manner of his reception by this House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I call for the reading of 
the resolution submitted by the gentleman from 
Worth Carolina [Mr. Crixemay] referred to. 

Mr. STANLY. That resolution does not cover 
the case in point. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, hat all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, upon so much of the Presi- 
dent’s message as relates to Louis Kossuth, shall terminate 
in one half hour after the committee shall again resume its 
consideration, (if the committee shall not sooner come to a į 
conclusion on the same,) aud the conmnittee shall then pro- j 
ceed to vote on such propositions as may be pending, or 
oftered, in reference to the same: and shall then report it to 
the House, with such propositions as may have been agreed 
to by the committee. . 

Mr. STANLY. And this resolution stops the 
debate in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, when that part of the message which 
refers to Kossuth comes under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. It does; and the Chair de- 
cides that the resolution is m order. 

Mr. JONES. I appeal from that decision. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. l wish to make an 
additional point of order. It is this: we cannot 


stop debate upon a part of the President’s mes- ji 


sage any more than we can upon a section or part 
of a bill. 

Mr. KING, of New York. 
man to order, 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. It is difficult to state a point of 
order; my object in taking an appeal is not upon | 
the ground that a resolution to stop debate upon 
the President’s message is not in order, but upon 
the ground that you cannot stop debate upon one | 
part of that document and not upon the re- | 
mainder. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order taken by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, 


I call the gentle- 


Mr. JONES. Then I appeal from that decision li 
of the Chair, and upon that question I ask the |; 


yeas and nays. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire that the rule 
may be read which authorizes the stopping of | 
debate in a Committee of the Whole. 

The 136th rule was then read, as follows: 

<The House may, at any time, by a vote of a majority | 


of the members present, suspend the rates and orders tor | 


1i Stuart, 


|i reading of the Journal, to sce if it was or no 


The question was then taken, and the appeal 
was laid upon the table—yeas 91, nays 65; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, John Appleton, 
Babcock, Bartlett, Bissell, John H. Boyd, Breckenridge, 
Briggs, Buell, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Cartter 
Chapman, Chastain, Cleveland, Clingman George T 
Davis, John G. Davis, Dean, Disney, Doty, Eastman, Ed- 
gerton, Ficklin, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Green, Grow, Hascall, Hendricks, Henn, Horstord, John 
i W., Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, ives, John Jobn- 

son, Daniel T. Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Letcher, Mace, 
: Mann, Mason, McDonald, Meacham, Molony, Nabers, 
Newton, Peasiee, Penn, Penniman, Perki Riddle, Robie, 
| Robinson, Sackett, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen S 
! Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Snow, Besjamin Stanton, Fred- 
i erick P. Stanton, Richard I. Stanton, Stone, Stratton, 
Sutherland, Sweetser, George W. ‘Thompson, 
| Thursfon, Townshend, ‘ack, Walbride, Walsh, Ward, 
Washburn, Welch, Addison White, and Wildrick—91. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Aiken, William Appleton, Ashe, Ave 
ett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bell, Bocock, Bowne, 
Brenton, Brooks, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis 


Dockery, Dunham, Edmundson, Fiteh, Goodenow, Mall, 
Hammond, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Haven, Hebard, Hulyer, Hunter, Jackson, Andrew Jobn- 
on, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Jeorge G. King, Landry, Lockhardt, Hwuphrey Marshall, 
MeMullin, Miler, Millson, Miner, John Moore, Morehead, 
Murphy, Olds, Orr, Porter, Powell, Schermerhorn, Seurry, 
Smith, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Taylor, Venable, 
Vallace, Watkins, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates--85, 
| So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
. The question then recurred upon the adoption 
! of the resolution. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inquire 
if it is in order to move an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [would remind the Chair 


3. 


i on the adoption of the resolution to close debate. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair’s recollection is 
‘that the previous question was demanded by the 
gentleman. e 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 


i call for the 
t; be- 
cause my recollection was the other way. But I 
will be governed by the Journal. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [remember the fact. I do 
not know how the Journal is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects that the 
gentleman made such a motion. f 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, I paid strict 
attention to the reading of the Journal, and it does 
not state the fact. I rely upon the Journal, and 


the purpose of going into the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union ; and also for providing for the dis 
charge of th 
Commìttee o 
January 25, 18148—from the further consideration of any 
Dill referred to it, after acting without bebate on all amend- 
nents pending, aud that may be offered.— March 11, 1844. 

Mr. TUCK. [move that the appeal taken by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones} be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and nays upon the motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to inquire of the 
Chair if it has not been the uniform practice of 
this body, that when we have arrived at a conclu- | 
sion upon one resolution touching any one portion 
of the President’s message, to report that to the 


I call the yeas 


. House before pe other parts of the message have |} 


been disposed of, and without reference to them? | 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated to the | 


House, that it has been the practice of this hody i: 
to pursue the course now proposed by the resolu- j) 
| 


tion. There can be no doubt about it. me 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The Chair j 
states that it is the practice of the House to do | 


what is now proposed to be done. I ask the}, 


Chair if any instance can be given, by any mem- | 
ber upon this floor, 


a resolution as this, discharged the Committee of | 


the Whole from the consideration of any separate |; 


portion of the President’s message? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is no 
any practice upon that particular point. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
htoinquire of the Speaker 
what would be the effect of laying the appeal upon 
the table? Whether it would cut off all’ further 
debate tpon the resolution? ; . 

The SPEAKER. The effect will be to sustain 
the decision of the Chair. | c ) 
laying the appeal on the table; upon which motion 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


Mr. TAYLOR. [wis 


e Committee of the Whole House, and the | 
fthe Whole House on the state of the Union— l 


when the House has, by such |, 


t aware of || the “ Globe. 


The. Chair || 
stated that such was the practice. l 


The question is upon |; 


it corroborates my recollection. 

Mr. GLINGMAN. I lmow I made the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
i there is any record of it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state his rec- 
ollection of the proceedings. There was a good 
deal of confusion at the moment. The gentleman 


Chair, called for the previous question. 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Or 
adjourn till Friday next, Another gentleman 
moved that the House adjourn. The Chair first 
put the question upon the adjournment to Friday, 
and it was voted down; then upon the adjourn- 
ment, which motion was carried, and the House 
But previous thereto, upon the intro- 


i adjourned 
duction © 
North Carolina { 
tion of order, in regard to which the Chair replied 
he would be heard after the motion was disposed 
of upon the adjournment. 

The Chair did not state to the House the de- 
mand made for the previous question, the other 
matters intervening; but it is his recollection that 
the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Cuine- 
man} demanded it. 

Mr. GENTRY here read an extract from the 
| report of yesterday’s proceedings as published in 
» The extract is as follows. 

«cfr. Crineaan. There is nothing now before the 
T move the usual resolution stopping debate on 
an hour after the Douse shall 
Committee of the Whole on 


House. 
the Kossuth resolution in half 
have again resolved itself into 
l the state of the 
: previous question, ”? 


i| The SPEAKER. That is the recol 


: the Chair. . 

! Mr. GENTRY. The Journal is subject to 
: correction. i 

| The SPEAKER. Upon this resolution the pre- 


| vious question is demanded. 


D. Campbell, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Conger, Cullom, : 


| 
! 
| 
i 


; ; |! 
i that I moved the previous question, on yesterday, į 


from North Carolina [Mr. Crixeman] offered the 
resolution, and, according to the recollection of the 
The 
RR] then | ed the previous question, having a right to do-s0; 
moved that when the House adjourned, it should and it is the dut 


f the resolution, the gentleman from | 
Mr. Ciivamay] arose to a gues- |i 


nion; and upon that motion I call for the :: 


lection of || 


as 


j Mr CAMPBELL, of Ohio... I do not consider 
i; the newspaper as any authority at all. I would 


i inquire if it is not necessary that.there should be- 
| a motion to amend the Journal, soas to show that ` 
i. the previous question was demanded, before we 


shall be called upon to vote to second the previous 
question ? : oo 

The SPEAKER, 

; amending the Journal. 

| (Cries of “I object !?? “IT object? “I ob- 

i ject!’ 7 : 
The SPEAKER. The Journal can be amend- 

d; but the Chair does not regard the omission 

as controlling any decision which he gave. The ` 

motion does not, it is true, appear upon the Jour- 

_ nal; but, according to his eoidion, the previous 

question was demanded, and itis the duty of the 

Chair to purit. Does the gentleman appeal from 

Í! the decision of the Chair? 

1 Mr. CAMPBELL. If T understand the Speak- 

er to decide that the demand for the previous i 

| question can now be made, as the Journal stands, 

' without amending it, then | take an appeal. 

The SPEAKER — Debate is not in order pend- 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 was not debating it, 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chairis, 
that the previous question was demanded by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. CLINGMAN,] 
and that he had a right to do so. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I appeal from the 
| decision of the Chair. 

Cries of “Question!” question!” “question P? 
| Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I hase 
i| something to say upon the appeal. 

i. The SPEAKER. No remarks are in order. 
ii Mr. FICKLIN. I move tolay the appeal upon 


i the table. 
| 
i 


There. is rio necessity of 


| 
{ 
t 


i 
‘ 
i 
i 


Mr. MARSHALL demanded the yeasand nays; 
and they were ordered, 
| Mr. CLUNGMAN. I understand that the mo- 
|| tion to correct the Journal is a privileged one, and 
ii takes precedence of all other mations, and there- 
i! fore I move that the Journal be corrected in that 
i respect. ss l 
ii TheSPEAKER. Itis not in order at this stage 
f gs to move fo amend the Journal: 


| tion is before the House. 

| 'PheSPBAKER. The Chair will, then, state it. 
;i The Chair declares that, according to his best rec- 
‘| lection, and about which he has no doubt, the 


I will ask the Speaker if i! gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Crinamay] 


|: Introduced his resolution upon yesterday evening, 
‘and, demanded the previous question thereon, 
i) There are gentlemen upon this floor who think 
ii that the Chair is mistaken about it, The Chairhas 
i| no pride of opinion or memory to gratify, as itis 


‘a question of fact, and not of parliamentary law. 
! The Chair decides that the gentleman had demand- 


of the Chair to propound that 
l| question to the House. From that decision the 
|i gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camps.) takes an 
‘| appeal. 

i| Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand the Speaker 
n to decide that, as the Journal stood, the question 
il could be taken upon the demand for the previous 
question. ldo not deny the fact, that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina may have made the mo- 
| tion, but the Journal does not show it. 

‘| The point I make is this: that you cannot take 
ia vote to sustain the demand for the previous 
ii question until the Journal is amended to show 
' the demand. An additional point I make is 
ii this: that a motion cannot be made to amend the 
H Journal while I have the floor, proposing to amend 
li the resolution which is to be reported to the 
i; House 

i Mr. 


i 
| 
} 
g 
i 
i 


CLINGMAN. Do IT understand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CamPBELL] as having 
resigned the floor for the purpose of havigg the 
question of order decided? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave resigned it only for 
that purpose. 
' Mr. CLINGMAN. 


| 
i 
i 
| 
H 
i 
| 
i 
| 
t 
| 
i 
i 


i 
t 
i 
1 


T must insist, according 
to the practice of the House, that the motion to 
amend the Journal must be acted upon and take 
precedence, though the previous question had: 
| been sustained upon a previous. day and we: had 
i adjourned over. My mation is right, and will-take 
| precedence of a motion to amend this resolution y 


13 
ui 
ii 


_takes the floor, and moves to amend the resolu- 


‘amend the Journal. 


- table. 


_ Dec. 31, 


j 
į 


otany other motion. It maybe Fam not entitled | 
to take the floor: while the gentleman from Ohio 
hasat: ‘The moment: he sits down, if i have the | 
floor; Fray make that privileged motion; which 
motion must be acted upon before the Honse pro- 
ceeds to the-otlier question. : : ae 
she SPEAKER. The Chair will decide.the | 
points inthe order in which they are made. The 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mri Ctineman] 
asked forthe previous question on yesterday.upon 
this resolution. “he Journal: does not ‘show that | 
fact.’ The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CAMPBELL] 


tion. : The decision of the Chair at the moment 
was, that the demand for the previous. question 
must be put. . The gentleman from Ohio now 
assumes that*he has the floor upon the proposi- 
tion to amend the’ resolution, and that the floor 
cannot be taken from him to supply defects and | 
add'to what’should Have been in the Journal, and | 
in'that state of things no motion can be made to | 
i That is‘what I understand | 
to be the- proposition of the gentleman from Ohio. 
The Chair decides that it is competent even in 
that condition of things to move to amend the: 
Journal, as he regards it as one of those privileged 
motions which must be put. The Chair is there- 
fore of the opiniog that the motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to amend the Journal 
is inorder. 

Mr. OLDS. I move to lay the appeal upon the 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Can I rise and 
deprive a member. of the floor, to make a privi- 
leged motion? I cannot take the floor from him 


and move an adjournment as a privileged motion, | 


or to bring a question of privilege before the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Campseti] was not entitled to the floor at 
all, the previous question having been demanded. 
It is moved to lay upon the table the appeal now 
taken by the gentleman from Ohio, for it has 
changed its character somewhat. 

Mr. WILLIAMS demanded the yeas and nays; 
and they were not ordered. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, called for tellers on 
the yeas and “nays; which were ordered, and 
Messrs. Srone, and Srepuens of Georgia, ap- 
pointed. 

The count was made, and the yeas and nays 
were ordered. i 

The SPEAKER.: The Chair will again state 
the point of order upon which the appeal has been | 
taken. The question is simply this: that the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. Cuineman] had 
aright to move to amend the Journal. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. Camrne.t] appeals from 
the decision’ of the Chair. The motion is now 
made to,lay that appeal upon the table, and upon | 
that motion the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. CABELD. I desire to be informed as to 
the point of order, and if I am mistaken, I desire | 
to be corrected. The Chair has decided, that | 
while one member had the floor, another member | 
had the right to move to amend the Journal. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no such | 
decision; for, ifthe demand for the previous ques- | 

: : as : i 
tion was pending, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | 
CamrBELL] had no right to the floor. 

Mr. CABELL. The gentleman from’Ohio was 
upon the floor, and was recognized by the Chair. 
“The SPEAKER. He had no right to it. | 

Mr. CABELL. He was recognized by the 
Chair. 


I 
t 
i 


“Schermerhorn, Setioon: z 
mour; Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H...Stanton, Stone, Stratton, Stuart, 
Sutherland, Sweetser, George- W.: Fhompson, Thurston; 
Townshend; Tuek, Walbridge, Wallace, Ward, Washburn, 
Weich, Addison White, Wildrick, and Yates—109. 

NAY S—Méssrs. Babcock, Thomas H:-Bayly, Barrere, 
Bocock, Bowie, Brooks, E: Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, 
Joseph: P. Campbell, Lewis D- CampheH, Churchwell, 
|. Cullom, Disney, Dockery, Dunham, Grey; Hammond, Har- 
per; Isham G. Harris, Haven, Hebard; Hunter, Andrew 
Johnson, George W.. Jones, Landry, Humpbrey Marshall, 
Martin, Milier, Morehead, Murphy, Porter, Savage, Scurry, 
Smith, Stanly, Benjabin Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Taylor; Venable, Walsh, Watkins, Wilcox, and Williams 
—41. i £ ae 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Cumeman’s 
motion to. amend the Journal; and being taken, it 
was decided in the affirmative. 

So the Journal was ordered to be so-amended. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL SATURDAY. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to make 
a privileged motion. To-morrow is New Year’s 
day; I see that there are to bea great many houses 


i, open, and members will doubtless be visiting them, 


and perhaps they will not be in a very good con- 
dition for business the day after. I therefore move 
that when the House adjouns to-day, it adjourn 
to meet on Saturday next. : 

Mr. TUCK. Will not the resolution to ad- 
journ till Saturday be quite as much in order after 
i the adoption of the Kossuth resolution as it is 
now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that 
question when it arises properly. 

Mr. FOWLER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and the question being taken, 


as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, John Appleton, William Apple- 
ton, Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bell, Bo- 
cock, Bowie, Bragg, Brooks, Brown, Burrows, Busby, E. 
Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Church- 
well, Cutlom, George ‘I’. Davis, Disney, Dockery, Dunham, 
Edmundson, Fitch, Florence, Henry M. Faller, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Gentry, Goodenow, Green, Hall, Hammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Hebard, 
| Hillyer, Hunter, Jackson, James Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kuhns, Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Mar- 
tin, MeMullin, Miller, Millson, Miner, John Moore, More- 
head, Murphy, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Powell, Richardson, 
Riddle, Savage, Schermerborn, Scurry, Smith, Stanly, 
| Rickard II. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Sutherland, 
| Taylor, Venable, Wallace, Wells, and Williams—74. 
NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, Babcock, Bartlett, 
Bissell, Bowne, Jobn H. Boyd, Breckenridge, Brenton, 
Briggs, Buell, Joseph Cable, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, 
Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, John G. Davis, 
Dean, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Ficktin, Floyd, 
Fowler, Gaylord, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Grey, Grow, 
Harper, Hascall, Hendricks, Henn, Horsford, John W. 
Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, Andrew Johnson, 
John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Danie! T. Jones, George 
G. King, Preston King, Letcher, Mann, McDonald, Meach- 
am. Molony, Newton, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Robie, 
Robinson, Sackett, Schooumaker, Scudder, David L. Sey- 
mour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Sinart, Snow, Benjamin 
Stanton, Frederick P, Stanton, Stone, Stratton, Stuart, 
Sweetser, George W. Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, 
| Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, 
Welch, Addison White, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Yates—89. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tel- 
lers; which were ordered, and Messrs. STEPHENS 
of Georgia, and Ricnarpson were appointed, 

The question was then taken, cad the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 89, noes 48. 

So the previous question received a second. 

The main question, viz: on the adoption of Mr. 
Cieman’s resolution to close debate, was then 
ordered. i 


The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will preserve or- 


der, jr 


The question was then taken on laying the ap- | 


peal upon the table, and it was decided in the af- i! 


jį tion being taken, it was decided in the negative— 


firrnative—yeas 109, nays 41; as follows: i 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Wilis Allen, Allison, John Ap- : 
pleton, Witiiam Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Bartlett Bell i 
Bissell, Bowne, Join H. Boyd, Bragg, Breckenridge, Bren- | 
ton, Briggs, Buell, Burrows, Busby, Jo-eph Cable. Cariter, | 
Chapman} Chastain, Clatk,: Cleveland, Clingman Cobb, : 
Conger, George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dean, Doty Dur. | 
kec, Bastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ficklin, Fiteh ’ Flor- | 
ence, Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Futter, Thomas J. Dz Ful- | 
ler, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, Green, | 
Grow, Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, Hendricks, i 
Henn, Hillyer, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M {l 
Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W. i 
Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Preston King, \ 
Kuhns, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Mason, McDon- li 
ald;-MeMullin, Meacham, MiHson, Miner, Molony, Nabers, || 
Newton, Olds, Orr, Peasiee, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, i 
Powell, Richardson, Riddle, Robie, Robinson, Sackett, ij 


resolution on the table, and called for the yeas 
and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 


| yeas 56, nays 100; as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, Averett, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bocock, Bowie, John H. Boyd, 
Bragg, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, B. Carrington Cabell, 
Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Churchwell, Clark, Cullom, 
Dockery, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Fitch, Nall, Ham- 
mond, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Ha- 
ven, Hebard, Hillyer, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Landry, Humphrey Marshall, 


{| Martin, McMullin, Millson, Moore, Morehead, Murphy, 


Orr, Powell, Savage, Scurrys Smith, Staniy, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Taylor, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wilcox, 
and Willams.—56. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, John Appleton, 
William Appleton, Babcock, Bartlett, Bell, Bissell, Bowne, 
BrecKeubridge, Brenton, Briggs, Buell, Burrows, Busby, 


il Joseph Cable, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, Cleveland, 


it was decided in the negative—yeas 74, nays 895 


kër; Scudder, David L: Sey=| 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved to lay the | 


Clingman, Cobb, Congéry George T. Davis, John G. Davis, » 
Dean, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Ficklin, 


: Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J.D. 


Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, 


| Green, Grey, Grow, Hascall, Hendricks, Henn, Horsford, 


John-W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, 
John Johnson, Daniel T- Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, 
Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Edward C. Marshall, 
Mason, McDonald, Meacham, Molony, Nabers,, Newton, 
Olds, Peaslee, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Robie, Robinson, Sackett, Schoonmaker, 
Seudder, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, 
Smart, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard. H. Stanton, Stone, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, 
Sweetser, George W. Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, . 
Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch, Ad-. 
dison White, and Wildrick —100. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. i ok : 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution, it was taken, and decided in the afirm- 
ative—yeas 102, nays 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs.. Willis Allen, Allison, John Appleton, 
Bartlett, Bell, Rreckenridge, Briggs, Buel, Busby, Joseph 
Cable,Cartter, Chapman,Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Conger, George T. Davis, Jobn G. Davis, Dis- 
ney, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Ficklin, Florence, 
Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, Grey, Grow, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Hascall, Hendricks, Henn, Horsford, John 
W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll; Ives, John John- 
son, Robert W. Johuson, Daniel Ts Jones, Preston King, 
Kuhns, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, ‘Mann, Edward C. 
Marshall, Mason, McDonald, Meacham, Molony, Nabers, 
Newton, Olds, Peaslec, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Ran- 
toul, Richardson, Riddle, Robie, Robinson, Sackett, Scher- 
merhorn, Schoonmaker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, 
Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Snow, Benjamin 
Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stone, 
Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, George W. Thomp- 
san, Thurston, Townshead, Tuck, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Walsh, Ward,- Washburn, Welch, Addison White, Wil- 
drick, and Yates—102. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, Avérett, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bocock, Bowie, Bragg, Bren- 
ton, Brooks, Burrows, B. Carringtop Cabell, Caldwell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Churchwell, Cullom, Dean, Dockery, 
Dunbam, Edmundson, Ewing, Pitch, Hall; Hammond, Har- 
per, Isham G. Harris, Haven, Hebard, Hillyer, Jackson, An- 
drew Johnson, James Johnson, George W. Jones, Landry, 
Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McMullin, Miller, Millson, 
Miner, John Moore, Morehead, Murphy, Orr, Porter, Pow- 
ell, Savage, Scurry, Smith, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Taylor, Venable, Watkins, Williams—i6. 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL FRIDAY. 

Mr. STANLY moved that when the House 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet’on Friday 
next. 

Mr. VENABLE demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion, 
and it was agreed to, on a division; ayes 98, noes 
46. i 

The question recurring on Mr. Carrrer’s mo- 
tion, it was taken, and agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
-state of the Union, (Mr. Jones, of. Tennessee, in 
the chair.) ; 

The CHAIRMAN stated the business before 
the committee to be the annual message of the 
President of the United States, in relation to which 
a series of resolutions had been offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hot@sron,} and 
an amendment to that resolution by the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Seymovur.] 

Mr. CARTTER,. I move that the committee 
do now take up that portion of the Pregident’s 
message which relates to Kossuth. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. | rise to a question 
of order. ` . 

The CHAIRMAN. The entire message of the 
President is before the committee, and the onl 
question pending is the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Alabama and the amendment thereto 
offered by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
SEYMOUR. ] . 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. As I had the 
honor of proposing that ameñdment to the resolu- 
tion offered by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and as that gentleman is not 
now present, I hope, by general consent, the res- 
olution and amendment will be passed over, and 
the committee will proceed to take up the resolu- 
tion which was under consideration yesterday. [ 
make that motion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 4 submit this point of or- 
der: the business which was before the commit- 


tee on yesterday—that is, the resolution of the 


< 


aks 
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sate 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer]—was left | 
unfinished, and I ask if that is not the regular | 
business before the committee? i 
Mr. SEYMOUR. [insist upon my motion to 
lay aside the resolution of the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Housrow,] and the amendment 
which I had the honor of proposing to that reso- 
lution, and that we proreot ts take up the resolu- 
tion which was under consideration yesterday, | 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. CART- 
TER. i 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that a 
motion to postpone any particular part of the | 
President’s message is not in order. The Presi- | 
dent’s message and resolution of the gentleman | 
from Alabama are now regularly before the House, | 
and the Chair thinks they cannot be postponed in | 
part. x 
Mr. SEYMOUR. My amendment relates not | 
to the consideration of the message, but to one of | 
the specific resolutions offered by the gentleman | 
from Alabama, [Mr. Housron.] I suppose it is : 
in order to move to postpone that, if not all the 
resolutions offered by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, and take up the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] yesterday, 
which relates also to the message.” If the Chair 
decides that motion to be out of order, l shall be 
constrained to take an appeal from that decision. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the committee, when last in session, having 
had a resolution introduced which was not based ; 
upon the questions referred by the House to the | 
committee, that it does not come up as unfinished 
business of a former session of the committee. | 
The Chair is further of the opinion that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York, {Mr. Ser- || 
MOUR,] proposing to postpone a particular resolu-, ; 
tion to distribute the message, is not in order. The 
only legitimate course for the committee to pwr- |} 
sue, the Chair thinks, is to proceed with these 
resolutions in the order in which they stand on 
the calendar. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. 
decision. j 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from | 
New York, [Mr. Seymour,] as I understand it, | 
roposes to lay aside the resolutions introduced | 
$ the chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 


cide that motion to be out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that it į! 
is not in order to move to lay aside those resolu- | 
tions unless the whole message goes with it. It is | 
upon the same principle as when a bill is pending | 
in the House and an amendment thereto: if a 
motion be made to lay that amendment upon the | 
table, and the motion prevail, it carries with it the | 
whole bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to make one. 
single inquiry. The effect of the motion is to be | 
decided hereafter. The right to make that motion | 
has never been questioned in committee. In my 
opinion the Chair is clearly in error in deciding 
that the gentleman from New York (Mr. Sey- 
mor] has not the right to make a motion to lay il 
aside these resolutions. 

The CLIAIBMAN. The gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. Ricwanpson] is clearly right in saying || 
the right to make the motion has never been ques 
tioned; for if the Chair is correct, such motion has | 
never been made in Committee of the Whole on | 


resolution ‘to which the gentleman from North 
Carolina refers, as having been before the commit- 
tee at a previous sitting, has no relation to and 
does not connect itself with-the President’s mes- 
sage at all. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Whether it relates to the 
President’s message or not, itis before the com- 
mittee under the Chairman’s own decision. I 
care not whether it is connected with the message; 
it has come up before the committee, and stands 
as the unfinished business. It is upon that ground 
that I take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the President’s message, and the resolution of the 


are now the business before the committee. 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] moves 
to lay aside all of the message except so much as 


consideration of that part of it. ‘The Chair de- 
cides that the motion is not in order, and from 
that decision the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. Cureman] appeals. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. TheChair misunderstands 
me. 
sideration yesterday is now the regular business 
before the committee. I understand the Chatr 
decides differently. It is from that decision that 
I take an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rules of the House 
preseribe the mode of proceeding in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union; and those 
rules prescribe that the business shall be taken up 
in the order in which it is referred and stands upon 
the calendar. ‘The committee cannot go back, as 
the Chair conceives, and take up anything as wn- 
finished business, but must take up the business 
as it stands upon the calendar, as the rule pre- 
scribes. 

-Mr. RICHARDSON. 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an appeal now 
pending which was taken by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Cruxeman.] The question 
is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Committee?” 


I desire to ask a single 


gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Crincman] 
a question in relation to this very matter. 
that gentleman is clearly wrong in the point he 
has made. I submit to that gentleman if, when 
the compromise measures were before the last 


Yommittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
dar at each sitting and lay it aside? J think, ac- 


cording to the invariable practice of the commit- 
tee, the course proposed by the gentleman from 


| North Carolina is wrong, and that proposed by 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] is 
right. 


Did not ‘the House this morning decide that all 
debate in Committee of the Whole upon the state 


| of the Union should cease upon this resolution in 


a half hour after the committee commenced its 


i session, and that the committee should proceed to 


vote upon this resolution? If thisis so, I submit if 
the House has not decided these questions about 


| which there seems to be so much difficulty? 


The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the 


resolution. 


the state of the Union. The Chair adheres to its | 
decision. From that decision the gentleman from 'j 
New York [Mr. Seymour] appeals. i 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I made a point of order 
which comes up first. I desire to appeal from the | 
decision of the Chair—if it is competent for me to | 
do so—upon the point I made, that the business | 
pending when the committee rose was so much of ji 
the President’s message as relates to Kossuth and || 
the resolution in regard to it. That resolution was 
not disposed of yesterday, and, as I understand : 
it, comes up here as unfinished business to-day, || 
and is the regular order. ` The Chair, as Í under- H 
stand him, decides that it does not so come up. | 
From that decision I desire to appeal. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the ; 
point made by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Crixeman.] The Chair will state | 
further, that one of the resolutions before the com- | 
mittee proposes to make a reference of so much j| 
of the message as relates to Louis Kossuth. The || 


The resolution was then read, as follows: 


Resolved, That all debate in the Commitee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, upon so much of the Presi- 
dent’s message as relates to Louis Kossuth, shall terminate 
in one half hour after the committee shall again resume its 
consideration, (if the committee shall not sooner come to a 
conclusion on the same,) and the committee shail then pro- 
ceed to vote on such propositions as may be pending, or 
offered, in nee to the same, and shall then report it to 
the House, such propositions asmay have been agreed 
10 by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark, 
that the resolution provides for terminating the 
debate upon so much of the message as relates to 
Louis Kossuth; but the entire message is before 
the committee, and the resolution does not termi- 
nate debate upon any other portion of the mes- 


sage. À 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to ask this question: 
I want to know whether any motion can be made 
which, in the judgment of the Chair, will be an 
order; and which will bring that portion of the 


chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, | 
The | 


relates to Louis Kossuth, and to proceed to the | 


My point is, that the resolution under con- | 


Mr. RICHARDSON. ButI desire to ask the | 
I think | 


Congress, it was not the invariable practice of the | 


to take up the business as it stood on the calen- jj 


“Mr, GENTRY. I desire to ask one question. 


President’s message relating to Kossuth before the» 
| committee? Se 
The CHAIRMAN. If the Chairman: were:a 
member upon the floor, there are several motions 
| which he thinks he could make in order, but he 
| does not deem it-his province to instruct gentlemen 
| as to the proper motions to. be made.” Itis his 
duty to state to thé committee the business asit 
|! comes up; and the good sense and knowledge of 
| gentlemen will certainly enable”. gentlemen’ to pro- 
| ceed with the business of the commitiee. ete 
i My, FICKLIN. 1n connection with these ques- 
| tions of order, I ask that the last paragraph: on 
page 150 of the Manual, be read. j 
Mr. CABELL. We seem to be in the midst of 
great confusion. I move that the committee: do 
i| now rise; and upon that motion I call for tellers. 
|| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FuLLeR and 
i; WiunLiaAMs were appointed. y 
The question was then taken, and the tellers: re- 
|| ported—ayes 36, noes 86. 
i} So the committee refused to rise. 
|| The CHAIRMAN. The question is now upon 
| the appeal of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
| (Mr. Cumeman.] -~ : : 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: . Before the 
1} question is taken, I ask of the Chair if two ap- 
peals can be taken at the same time? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman front 
North Carolina appealed from the decision of the 
! Chair before the gentleman from New York sub- 
mitted his; but it was not put to the House, and 
is therefore, now, the only one pending. 
|} Mr. FICKLIN. I now ask thatthe paragraph 
i| in the Manual be read. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
|i jection is made. 
|” A Menpur objected, 
i} The question now being ‘Shall the decision of 
| the Chair stand as the judgment of the Commit- 
i tee? tellers were demanded and ordered; and 
Messrs. Marsuarr of Kentucky, and Orr were 
appointed. 
The question was then taken, and the tellers:re- 
li ported—ayes 36, noes 75—no quorum. 
|” [Cries of * Call the roll!” and “ Recount!?7] 
Ir. CLEVELAND. I call for another count. 
The CHAIRMAN. Another count is called 
for. If there is no objection, it will be done. ` 
i} [Cries “I object!” “F object? all over the, 
|| House. ] 
| 


i 


It will be read, if no ob- 


i} The CHAIRMAN said the roll would be called 
to ascertain the names of the absentees. 

The roll was then called and the absentees noted, 
i| The committee rose, and the Speaker having re- 
: sumed the chair, the Chairman of the Committee 
; (Mr. Jonxs, of Tennessee] reported that the Com- 
i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 


i eration, and especially the President’s messages 
| and having found itself without a quorum, caused 
| the roll to be called, and had instructed him. tore- 
| port the facts to the House, with the names of the 
absentees, : 

The CHAIRMAN also stated that Mr. Hovs- 
ron, of Alabama, is confined to his rooms by sick- 
ness, and that he had been requested to state that 
fact to the House. 
| A quorum being now present, the committee 
resumed its session; and the question being taken 
| on the appeal of the gentleman from- North Caro- 
i| lina (Mr. Criyeman] from the decision of the 
i Chair, the tellers (Messrs. MarsnarL; of Ken- 
tucky, and Orr) reported—ayes 29, noes 89, 

So the appeal was sustained, and the decision 
of the Chair overruled. 

' TheCHAIRMAN. By this decision the com- 
mittee have decided that the messaze of the Presi- 
i dent of the United States is not before the com- 
mittee; but that the resolution introduced to the 
| committee when last in session by the gentleman 
i from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,} proposing to appoint 
a committee of five to receive Louis Kossuth, is 
before the committee; and upon that question the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr, Disney] is entitled to 


i 


t 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
1 
H 
| 
i 


i; the floor, : 

| Mr, STANTON, of Tennessee. I rise to a 
i question of order. Ido not understand that the 
i 

i 


committee has decided that the President’s mes- 
i sage is not before the committee. 

| ‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated distinetly 
| that the message was before the committee.. The 
| gentleman from North Carolina [Mr Cineman] 
| made a question of order that the resolution ofthe 


1 
j 
l 


| had the state of the Union generally under consid- . 


i 
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gentleman from Olio, [Mr. Cartrer, introduced 
‘to the committee on a former-eccasion, was the 
business before the comfuittee as unfinished busi- | 
ness at its last sessions The Chair decided against 
hima; aid from that decision an appeal was taken, 
aud the committee -overriled the. Chair. -The 
Chair is therefore constrained to. say that the reso- 
lution. is now before the committee as the unfin- 
ished: business. i Ee 
Mr. STANTON.”:.I am not disposed to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair that the President’s 
naegsage is not-a part-of.the question before the 
committee, being ‘satisfied. that the statement of | 
“the' Chairman cannot alter the facts. >’ 

“Mro DISNEY, Had it.been the pleasure of the 
House on‘yesterday to have permitted me to speak 
when I first obtained the floor, T'should probably 
then have said much, very much, in relation to the 
merits of the resolution before thecommittee, which 
I shall. now refrain from, uttering. I shall now | 
abstain from presenting any extended views. I 
Bee around me indications too evident to allow me 
to: doubt the propriety and, indeed, absolute neces- 
sity of-action instead of debate. Influenced by 
considerations of this sort, and animated by a de- 
sire to bring this matter to a final decision, I will 
not avail myself of the privilege of discussion even 
to the extent which I may under the resolution, 
limited ag it is to one-half hour. I propose to 
trespass upon the patience of the committee but 
for a very brief period indeed; put I regret the 
conclusions to which I have been forced to come 
in this respect, and the mode in which circum- 
stances will compel me to handle the subject, the 
less, because, independently of all other incidental 
questions'andof the various views. in which this 
matter may be presented, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessce [Mr.Genrry] has in fact practically pre- 
sented the entire actual question before the House 
for its decision. lt is a wise and safe rule which 
teaches us that when we have one point upon | 
which a case may be properly decided, we never | 
should seek for another. But as I have obtained | 
the floor, and may, under the rules, occupy the 
attention of the committee for a few moments, I 
will take the occasion, before I sit down, to utter 
some sentiments, It may be that they are peculiar | 
to myself; that may be so; they are at least quite 
different from the general course of remark I heard 
yesterday uttered in this Hall—I allude, sir, to the | 
idea of intervention. And here, once for all, let | 
me say in advance, that intervention stalks no | 
Spectre in my path. It cannot startle me frorn my 
notions of right and wrong; but as I shall say 
something upon this part of the matter before 
T take my seat, I will, inthe first place, ask leave 
to address myself to some of the questions of order, 
which I see evidently will, when this committee 
rises, be raised in the House for its decision. First, 
it is objected that this resolution is not properly | 
before the committee. Now, every one at all fa- | 
yniliar with parliamentary law and the history of | 

* the origin of committees, knows that all commit- 
tees, of whatever character, whether special, select, : 
or standing, have full 
every case upon such subjects as may be embraced H 
in the general scope of the’ authority ¢onferred | 
upon them by the rule or order creating and estab- | 
lishing them, as well as in all other matters which i 
may be specially referred to them by order of the 


ower to act in each and |! 


derstand this matter, it seems to. be conceded upon: 
all hands, that if the ‘subject-matter of this thing 4 
shall: be fairly. before the committee—that is, the 
subject out of which the resolution may have lë- 
gitimately grown, or may legitimately grow—that 
then the resolution may be acted ‘on, and properly 
reported tå the House. ‘That being conceded, the 
only question that remains for-us to inquire into 
is simply whether there is now legally before this 
committee any subject-matter out of which a res- 
olution of this sort ‘can come? The House has 
decided ‘this question. I flatter myself, if I haf” 
been heard upon this subject yesterday, that I 
could have convinced gentlemen that the introduc- 
tion.of the resolution was right, because such sub- 
ject-matter did exist; but Fam saved the necessity 
of the attempt to-day, by the decision which this 
House came to this morning, in relation to a res- 
olution offered by the gentleman from North Car- 
olma, [Mr. Cuineman,] by and in which you as- 
serted and decided that so much of the President’s 
message as relates to Louis Kossuth, was and is 
before this committee, and that out of it this reso- 
lution has grown. I say, that point is already, 
decided by the resolution of the gentleman from 
North Carolina; but I waive all these positions. 
They are not necessary or essential to the decision 
of this question. - The latitude to which I have 
adverted, as belonging to committees of the whole, 
is established and known to the law. Still you, 
by your usages and rules, have not been content 
with that, but have gone further, and created an- 
other committee of the whole, with higher and 
broader privileges, and less restrained in regard to 
the freedom of debate, or its mode and manner of 
procedure, You have not only a Committee of 
the Whole, but you have a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union—a committee 
unknown to the common law, and in which you | 
exercise a latitude of debate sanctioned by imme- | 
morial usage unknown even to those allowed even | 
in committees of the whole. 

What is your every-day practice, no matter 
what particular subject may be the matter pend- 
ing before the committee? A gentleman rises in his | 
place, and presents his views upon any subject with- 
m the range of human comprekension. He does 
not talk at all about the matter upon which he is 
going to vote. He is tied down by none of the 
rules of order as generally known to the common 


actions which usually govern committees of the 
whole. As we have been told here, the practice 
of the Fouse has been to originate bilis in this 
committee, as in the case stated by the gentleman 
of a bill being introduced in the committee for the 
adrnission of California. It originated in the com- 
mittee, consequently in conformity to the general 
provisions to which I have alladed before in re- 
gard to the powers of the committee. Then, in 
my judgment, it is sufficient to rest this matter 
upon the general fact, that the Committee of the 
Whole upon the state of the Union, having the 
Union generally under consideration, and this 
matter pertaining to the official action of the Gov- 
ernment—having relation to the Government as a 
Government—is within th® scope and authority of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. But I will not trespass further upon this 
point. Time flies rapidly. Another objection is 


House. Committees of the Whole were constitu- | 
ted for particular purposes. They were to relieve 
the legislative body from the rigor of the common 
laws, if I may soexpress myself; toplace the House 
in its undress; to permit it to consider the subject on 
two different occasions—the one with freedom and | 
with ease, unrestrained and untied down by these | 
formal ceremonies or rinciples of the law; and in | 
the other case,to consider it according to the rules i 
and ceremonies which ‘custom, reason, and, I may | 
add, common ‘sense combined, have established | 
for the government of legislative bodies. The very | 
essence and existence of committees of the whole | 
are to be found in the freedom with which you | 
can discuss and handle subjects. One attribute of | 
all committees is, that when any particular sub- 
ject may have been referred to them, they may i 
act with regard to it, and, in the language ‘of the | 
law, report upon it either by bill or otherwise. l 
Read the Manual, and you will find that when any.: 
paper or subject is referred to the committee, th y i 
may originate matter concerning it, either by res- i 
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olution or by bill, and repòrt it to the body who 
has appointed such committee. In truth, as I un- 


| committee; for I admit, in that it is well estab- 


raised, and it is, that the resolution proposes to 
refer ‘a subject to the action of another committee. 
I apprehend that the gentlemen who read that 
resolution carefully will find it proposes no such 
thing. It does not propose that this committee 
shall refer any subject to the action of another 


lished that no committee—neither the Committee 
of the Whole, nor any standing or select commit- 
tee—can refer a matter of which it has the charge 
to any other committee. Does this resolution 
propose to do any such thing? I apprehend not. 
What is that resolution when fairly and fully | 
written out? ¢ Resolved by the House of Represent- | 
atives, That a committee be appointed,” &c. I 
know not whether the technical phraseology is iñ 
the resolution or not; but if it be there, gentle- 
men will discover afterwards, upon the very face | 
of the resolution, that it does not propose that 
this committee shall refer this matier to another 
committee; but it proposes that the House shall 
refer this subject to the action of the proposed 


law. He is not put down by those mations and lj 


|| Prime Minister, who, under those 


L ; í | 
congmittee—a committee to be raised by the order | 
of the House. This committee is only discussing | 


‘the propriety. of recommending ‘to. the House this- 
matter.” But, sir, I stated; when I got up, I had 
no intention of trespassing long upon the attention 
of the committee. I feel myself, and T'know that 
in that feeling I‘participate with a vast majority of 
the members of this House, that the committee 
will prefer action rather than either words or ideas. 
But before I take my seat, I must say that I 
feel also that, in justice to myself, I ought to enter 
my dissent from the doctrines and opinions ad- 
vanced upon this floor, yesterday in. reference to 
the reception of this distinguished person. It has 
been intimated that favorable action upon this poor 
. resolution involves some matter of principle—that 
it will commit the [Youse to the doctrines advanced 
by Louis Kossuth. I was pleased to hear the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations admit that, in his judgment, it in- 
volved no such committal. Nor does it. I ap- 
prehend that this is the sound conclusion to which 
every gentleman will come, and must come, who 
sits down and. calmly looks over the whole 
matter. What are the facts before us in re- 
gard to this subject? -You haye invited him to 
your country; you have passed’ resolutions in- 
viting hini to your seat of Government; and now 
the only question before this committee to decide 
| is, whether you will appoint a committee of a few 
| gentlemen as a part of the arrangement to intro- 
ducehim? It is objected by some that heis a for- 
| eigner, and they do not desire to be. taught the 
doctrines of republicanism, or the true policy of: 
our foreign relations, or the principles of our ihsti- 
tutions of government, by foreigners. How very- 
alarming! how well founded! But, really, is there 
anything to startle us from our propriety? What 
are the bare and naked facts? Here comes a man 
under the circumstances I have stated—~a man who 
needs no ealogy from my hands. T attempt no èu- 
wlogy upon Louis Kossuth. I make-none. No, 
| sir;no. No, I shalldono such silly, foolish thing, 
| He is too far beyond my power of praise. He 
| has written his own eulogy. He has written his 
name—he has written himself a MAN upon the 
historic page of the present age, and he has writ- 
tey it in the broad character of living, enduring 
light, which will be read as long as the history of 
the human race is read. He is beyond all eulogy 
at my hands. His fame-will be perpetual, no - 
matter what may be the action which we may 
take in regard to this petty resolution. I say pet 
ty, because it contemplates a ceremony involving 
nothing of principle, but, as the gifted gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] so forcibly and 
eloquently said, does involve somewhat of our own 
ignity. i 
It is objected that he, a stranger, comes forward 
and advocates doctrines gentlemen cannot assent 
to. Sir, he would be false to his mission, comin 
here to beg for his suffering and drown-trodden 
country, if he did not seek to obtain your aid by 
every means and argument that the powers of his 
mighty intellect could suggest. Great as Louis 
Kossuth is, he comes here in a mightier character 
j than even all of his own ennobling qualities can 
make him. He comes here as the representative 
of a people. It is a nation that talks io you when 
Kossuthspeaks, Hungary appeals to you through 
him. Read the page of history front¥the earliest 
i time, and nothing is more common than missions 
for assistance from one people to another. But 
our Government is peculiar. On the continent of 
| Europe, where monarchies and kingly crownsexist, ` 
these missions are settled in the audience of the 
Governments, 
| represents the Government and the power of the 
| nation; but we have no such government here. A 
man to reach this Government must appeal to the 
representatives of the people; and it is for this that 
Louis Kossuth seeks to address himself to you, 
and if possible, to persuade you, by every means 
and argument, to his convictions. Js there any- 
thing wrong in this? Is there anything indelicate 
init? Ts there anything in it to startle gentlemen 
in the fear that they may subject themselves to the 
j charge that they were learning the doctrines of 
American republicanism at the hands of a for- 
eigner? T repeat it, that he would be false to his 
| mission if he did not seek to have an audience be- 
fore you—you the representatives of this mighty 
Republic—and if possible, to convince you of the 
righteousness of his cause; to enlist your sympa- 
thy and aid in his behalf. This is his object, and 
for it he desires to make his appeal. Are we afraid 
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that he will convince us? Are we afraid that 
if we are convinced in the cause of human free- 
dom, and in relation to the great rights of nations, 
thatif we acknowledge the fact that the confes- 
sion will involve some cost? And shall we shrink 
under such an apprehension? Such is not-the tem- 
per of the American people. No one believes more 
sincerely and cordially than I do in the profound 
wisdom ofthe doctrines laid down by the early foun- 
ders of our Government. Interference with foreign 
nations in our infant condition would have been 
unwise, so the men who formed that Government 
understood it, and hence the Father of his Coun- 
try distinctly recommended us to avoid them. The 
recommendation at the time was wise, but the 
principle was but the principle of nolicy. lt was, 
as I have said, wise, just, sound, and becoming in 
a nation of some three millions of inhabitants 
but, sir, it would not be wise in a nation of twenty- 
five millions of people, with a commerce spreading 
itself throughout the globe, with powers hardly 
yet developed, but developing themselves with a 
rapidity which amazes and startles both. Sir, 
never in my life did I feel prouder of myself as 
an American citizen than when I read the letter of | 
the present distinguished Secretary of State to the 
Austrian. It has been my lot, it may have been 
my misfortune, to have differed with that gentle- 
man all my life in reference to other questions, yet 
L confess that my blood in my veins tingled to my 
finger ends under the glow of patriotic admiration | 
as I read that specimen of noble American pride— 
that expression of a just consciousness of Ameri- | 
can power, as well as of American right. The 
records of your negotiations heretofore are marked 
by a creeping caution, a fear of giving offence, and 
a shrinking, no evidence of which you find in the 
letter to which [ now refer, and which spoke out as 
became not only a Republic, but as became a na- | 
tion of twenty-five millions of freemen, freemen 
proud of their character, and, if it please you, sir, 
proud, in a righteous cause, of their power, too. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. With the permission of the ; 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Disney,] I desire'to | 
ask hima question. The distinguished gentleman | 
from Virginia [Mr. Bayr] announced to th 
House yesterday, seemingly with great pleasure? | 
that there were not twenty members in this Con- 
gress that indorsed the doctrines of Louis Kos- 
suth. I thought then that he was mistaken, and 
Ï desire now to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
whether we are to understand him as indorsing 
the doctrines of Louis Kossuth? 

Mr. DISNEY. If the gentleman will honor |! 
me by listening to my remarks, he will understand 
precisely where I stand. 

1 desire, then, to say briefly and rapidly—for I 
will trespass but little longer upon the cominittee— 
that, in my opinion, the day has gone by when this 
country may wrap itself up in its own selfishness 
and have nothing to do with the affairs of other 
nations, I regretted to hear, on yesterday, the 
sentiment advanced by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Vuwancn,} that the nations of the 
earth that had no liberty, deserved to have none. 
God cannot Jove the wretch he starves. 

Mr. VENABLE. ‘The gentleman misunder- 
stood me: I said that they were not ready for | 
liberty. . 

Mr. DISNEY. My time is nearly out; I must | 
hasten. Sir, we are a living antagonism to the 
despotic Governments of Europe, and they never 
can have peace and quiet there so long as this 
country exists with the prosperity and happiness 
with which it now exists. ‘There is not a steam- 
packet which floats upon the waves of the broad 
Atlantic, as it bears the letters from emigrants in 
this country to their friends on the European 
continent, but carries the seeds of liberty to that 
continent, ‘There is not a gale which wafts your | 
commerce across the ocean——there is hardly a | 
billow which breaks upon its broad bed which | 
does not bear upon its bosom the seeds of repub- |! 
licanism as they are borne upon their way to 
Europe’s despotic shores. The very pictures of 
happiness and prosperity existing in this country, 
as the emigrants here describe them, must favor- 
ably impress their friends in Europe as to the 
effect of republican institutions. ‘Chese letters are 
read throughout the neighborhoods to which they 
are dispatched, and thus we are hourly furnishing 
aconstantand steady supply of republican thoughts __ 
to the people of Europe. — And, sir, when our in- | 
stitutions are having this constant effect upon | 
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| country has a mission to fulfill. 


| country to determine upon its course when that | 


t of course, that because you protest against infrac- |i 


| then you can intervefle—aye, if necessity or honor 
j calls, intervene by force of arms. 


i (Mr. Disye 


Europe, it. is all idle for you to shrink back and 
say, that because your immediate, peculiar, and 
personal interests are not directly and immediately || 
concerned, that you will not interfere. Such ts | 
not the law of nature; it is not the law of God; it |! 
is not the Jaw which God himself has stamped |! 
upon humanity. | 

In our daily pursuits, how often does the senti- 
ment to which I have adverted rise up in the 
bosom of etery man, and tempt him to step 
aside and do that which the instinct of which í} 
speak teils him is right? This ‘country cannot jj 
wrap herself up in any such miserable, selfish pol- | 
icy as would refuse every generous appeal. This į 
Itisa high and 
noble one; and though some of us may seek to 
postpone the hour, yet it is rolling on—destiny ! 
impels us onward, and the time must come, and | 
will come, when our institutions will come in con- 


are but the laws of right, as established by com- 
mon sense and sanctioned by human reason; and 
when these laws are violated and trampled down 
by the strong arm of power, it is the duty alike 
of nations and of individuals to protest against 
the outrage, 

It is not necessary that I should refer here to par- 
ticular cases. I have not the time. Butit is both || 
the right and duty of the Government to lay down |} 
her broad and general principles of right, and to || 
protest against the wrong; and if the protest shall || 

e disregarded, it will be time suficient for the || 


í 
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hour arrives and the case presents itself. But, in | 


my humble judgment, looking to the power and the ‘| 
future destiny of this country, it is its bounden || 
duty, in the position which it occupies on the į; 
theatre of the world, to protest at any and every |i 
and atall times against any and every of those || 
terrible infractions of the laws of nations that j 
may be and sometimes are perpetrated by the |i 
hands of power; and I would protest against 
them, no matter how great or formidable may be 
the guilty power. It does not follow as a matter | 
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tions of the sort, you are therefore bound to inter- | 
vene with armed force upon all oecasons. No, 
sir; you place yourself right before the world by |i 
the protest. You give the moral power of your 
position to the doctrines which you announce; and 
1f the particular case does indeed require it, why 


1 
Having ex- 
hausted the time allotted to ine, and thus hurried- 
ly, rapidly, and imperfectly expressed my views, 

J take my seat. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have not time 
now to reply to the remarks of my colleague, 
v;} I will, however, send to the Clerk’s 
desk an extract, which I wish to have read to the 
committee, from one who, though dead, yet liveth, : 
I trust, in the hearts of his countrymen; it is from | 
the Farewell Address of Washington. 
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The Clerk then read the following extract: 


“The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign ii 
nations, is in extending our commercial relations, to have |i 
with them as litte political connection as possible. So far 
as we have already sorincd engagements, let them be ful- | 
filled with perfect good faith. Here let it stop. | 

Europe has a set of primary interests, which to us have | 
none, or a very remote relation, fence she must be en- 
gaged in frequent controversies, the as of which are i 
essentially forcign to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it 
must be unwise in us to implicate ourselves by artificial 
ties, in the ordinary vieissitude of her politics, or the ordi- 
nary combinations and collisions of her friendships or en- 
mnities. 

“Our detached and distant situation invites and enables 
us to pursue a diffcyent course. If we remain one people, 
under an efficient government, the period is not far off when 
we may defy material injury from external ausoyance 5 
when we may take such an attitude, as will cause the nen- 
trality we may at any tine resolye upon, to be scrupulonsly 
respected; when belligerent uations, under the impossi- 
bility of making acquigitions upon us, will not hazard the 
giving us provocation; when we may choose peace or war, 
as our interest, guided by justice. shall counsel. . 

“Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation ? 
Why quit onr own to stand upon foreign ground? Why by 
interweaving our destiny with that of any part of Europe, 
entangle our peace and prosperity in the toils of European 
ambition, rivalship, interest, humor, or caprice ?” 


Mr. CAMPBELL, (resuming.) = No betterar~ 
gument can be presented by any living.man, upon 
the proposition just made by my colleague, [Mr. 
Diswey,] than the one which has. been read at.the 
desk, I do not propose now to add to ita single ` 
word. But I-do desire to understand from my 
colleague fully and unequivocally the extent te 
which he proposes to go. I desire to know from 
him whether it is his design to advocate the doc- 


| trine of intervention, as it has been. proposed by. 


Louis Kossuth in the various speeches that he has. 
made? I desire to know from him whether hejn- 
tends to advocate the position that this Govern- 
ment shall declare to Russia, in the event of a 
struggle between Hungary and Austria, that. she. 


i| shall not interpose; and whether he would be pre- 


pared to back that declaration by war? 

Mr. CARTER (rising to a question of order} 
inquired whether the half hour allowed by the 
resolution closing debate had not expired? 

Baty CHAIRMAN stated that it had just ex- 
ired. 
The resolution and the pending amendment were 
then reported, as follows, viz: 
Resolved, That a committtee of five be appointed by th 


Speaker to wait upon Louis Kossuth and introduce him to 
the House of Representatives, 


Mr. VENABLE had moved to strike out all 
after the word *resolved,”’ and to insert, 

tE That the Speaker be authorized to invite Louis Kossuth 
to a privileged scat within the House.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it proper, 
under the curious circumstances under which the 
committee is now acting, to state, that in the 
opinion of the Chair the resolution which was 
adopted in the House this morning terminating 
debate upon “so much of the President’s message 
as relates to Louis Kossuth,” does not apply to 
the resolution now under consideration, ‘The 
Chair is of that opinion, because this resolution 
does not connect itself with the message by any 
language which is contained in it. i 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I appeal from that decis- 


iion. 


Several Voices. “You cannot get the floor.” 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I have a right to appeal.. 
Loud eries of ‘Order!’ «t Order!” , 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Ihave not yielded, 
the floor, nor do I design to do so unless I am de- .. 
cided to be out of order. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The-Chair made the point 
of order himself, and stated it to the House, and 
he thinks that gentlemen have a right to appeal. 
The question now is, “Shall the décision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ?’’ 
If the decision of the Chair shall be overruled; it 
will be regarded by the Chair as a decision that 
this resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, with 
the pending amendment of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, is before the committee, and that 
the resolution adopted by the House terminating 
debate upon so much of the President’s message 
as relates to Louis Kossuth, should be applied to 
that resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Is the appeal 
debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. As the question of order 
on which the appeal is taken grew out ‘of a reso- 
lation to close debate, the appeal, in“the opinion 
of the Chair, is not debatable. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers on the appeal; which 
were ordered, and Messrs. Vewaste and WiL- 
LIAMS appointed, 

‘The question was then taken on the appeal, and 
the tellers reported—ayes 8, noes 99—no quorum 
voting. 

Loud cries of ‘* Call the roll!” “ Call the roll”? 

The roll was then called, and the absenteea 
noted. The committee rose, and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, the chairman of the coms 
mittee [Mr. Jones] reported that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union had had 
the Union generally under consideration, and, 
having found itself without a quorum, ordered the 
roll to be called, and instructed him to report this 


fact to the House, with the names of the absent- 
ees. 


A quorum being now present, the committee 


resumed its session, 


„Mr. WILLIAMS, I move that the committee 
rise, y : - 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tells: 
ers; which were ordered, and Messrs, Fowzan 
and McMutuw appointed, 


"edge, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 


- Fiiday: 
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"he question was then taken, and Re telles ; 


‘eported. es-10, noes. 95; no- quorum voting. 
7 Ones Call the roll!?” «Call the-roll!??] 3 
“Thé roll was again: called: and the committee || 


‘the clrairman of the committee reported that, the 
“Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
‘having again found ‘itself without a quorum, had 
catised ihe roll to be called, and. instructed him to 
report the facts to the Eiouse, with. the names of 
“the absentees. ni San : | 
- Mr. SWEETSER, © I rise to a privileged mo- 
tion. | [-move-a-reconsideration. of the vote by 
which this Hlouse: resolved to adjourn over until | 
“The SPEAKER. No motion is now in order 
under the rules and’ practice “of this House. A 
niortim, of. the House being now present, the 
chairman ‘of the committee will resume the chair. 
Mrs KING, of Rhode Island. Would it be in 
order to move a call of the House? 
~The SPEAKER. No business is now in order | 
before the House. 3 

A quorum being now present, the committee | 
resumed its session. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now before 
the committee is on the appeal taken from the de- 
cision of the Chair by the gentleman from North 

‘Carolina, [Mr. Crivemam.] 

Myr. LETCHER. ‘1 move that the committee | 
rise, and report the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Canrrer] to the House, 
with instructions that it pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia is not now in order. The ques- 
tion is upon the appeal. taken by the gentleman 

` from. North: Carolina, (Mr. Crineman.] 
. Mr. ORR. I move that the committee rise. It 
is getting late. 

Mr. FOWLER. I rise toa pointof erder. It 
is this: We have just taken the question upon 
rising, and no business has been done since. It |! 
cannot be in order to move that same question | 
again at this time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts is mistaken. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. As I under- 
stand it, the committee rose for want of a quorum 
while there was an appeal pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South 
Carolina moves that the committee now rise. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers; which were 
ordered) atid Messrs. Carrrer and Brooxs were 
appointed. 

he question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 52, noes 85. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question now being upon the appeal taken 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, demanded 
tellers; which were ordered, and Messrs. Carrrer | 
and low er were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 5—and while the noes were being 
counted— 

Mr. CLEVELAND said, I rise for the purpose | 
of asking the Chair to discharge his duties accord- 
ing to the rules of the House. 

(Cries of t Order??? “ Order!”’] 

Mr. CLEVELAND. But I ask 

[Cries of “Order!” ‘*Order!?? ** Order!” all 
over the House.] 

a CLEVELAND. Mr. Chairman, may I 
aSK--—— 

(Cries of “ Order !’? * Order!’ and great con- 
fusion. | 

The tellers then reported the vote on the appeal 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, and there | 
were—ayes 5, noes 89. No quorum voting. 


I move that the committee | 
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Mr. CLEVELAND. Yesterday, sir, we list- | 
ened to-——— 

(Cries of “Order !?? “Order * Hear!” “Hear!” 
and great confusion in the Hall} * 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I call upon the Chair to 
enforce the rule which requires that every member : 
in his seat shall vote. | 

[Cries of “Order P? © Order!” | 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I find many of those 
who were yesterday denouncing the friends ofthe 
resolution as violators of the Constitution and the | 
rules, now sitting in their seats and doing that of 
which they accused those who differed with them 
in opinion merely. s 
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ps Order 1?” and great con-_ 
“Mr: CLEVELAND. It is‘alike disgraceful to 
the Housé and the country... AA : 

‘The CHAIRMAN.” Will the gentleman from 
Connecticut..comée to order? “No debate is in 
order. ape an te a f 
:- [Great noise and confusion.] f 

Mr. RIDDLE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. {Laughter and great. confusion. ] 

he CHAIRMAN said, that the roll would. be 
called, to ascertain the names of the absentees. ` 
The roll was then called, and. the absentees 
noted. The committee rose, and the Speaker 
| having resumed the chair, the chairman of the | 
| committee “reported that the Committee of the | 

Whole on the state of the Union, having found 
i itself without a quorum, had ordered the roll to 
| be called, and instructed him to report the facts to 
| the House, with the names of the absentees. 

A quorum being now present, the committee 
resumed its session. ` 

| TheCHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the 
decision 8f the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
rise. 

The CHAIR is of the opinion that that ques- 
tion is not now in order. Nothing has been done 
since the committee last found itself without a 
quorum upon the appeal taken from the decision 
of the Chair. The motion that the committee rise 
has been put, and therefore the question isnot now 
in order. 

Mr. DEAN. I would like to make an inquiry: 
Have we not a rule in this House, that every 
member must vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the rule of the 
House, but I have never yet seen any one forced 
to vote, 

Mr. McMULLIN. Weare not governed by 
| rules. You voted down all rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The decision of the Chair 
is, that the resolution adopted in the House, ter- 
minating debate upon so much of the President’s 
message as relates to Louis Kossuth, is not appli- } 
cable, and does not stop the debate upon the reso- 
lution, which the committee had before it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Do I understand the 
Chair that we cannot make a motion to rise? 

The CHAIR decides that a motion was made 
that the committee rise, put and negatived. The | 
question then was upon the appeal. Upon that 
question the committee found itself without a quo- 
rum, and, nothing having been done since, a mo~ 
non now that the committee rise would not be in 
order. 

Mr. VENABLE. If the Chair will pardon me, | 
I rise to make a point of orđêr. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereis one point of order 
already pending. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I beg the House 
will indulge me for a moment : 

[Cries of “I object!’? “I object!” “I object !?’] 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to say a word to 

| the committee, if they will indulge me. [ will on | 
this question vote to make a quorum, in order that | 
the Chair can entertain a proposition that the com- | 

; mittee rise. As the case now stands the motion | 
cannot be made. k ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be again 
taken by tellers. 

The tellers (Messrs. Carrrer and Fowrer) | 
having resumed their places, the question was again 
taken, and there were—ayes 35, noes 99. 

The CHAIRMAN. The decision of the Chair | 

is overruled, and the committee determines that | 
the resolution adopted this morning, terminating | 
debate and discharging the Committee of the | 
Whole from the consideration of so much of the | 
President’s message as relates to Louis Kossuth, | 
applies to and terminates debate upon the question 
now pending in the Committee of the Whole. | 

_ Mr. BOCOCK. I move that the committee 
rise. 7 j 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered, and Messrs. Mracwam || 
and VenapLe were appointed. | 

The question was then take; and there were 
61 ayes and 83 noes. i 

So the committee refused to rise. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon | 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from | 
North Carolina, [Mr. Venas_e,] to strike out all | 


after the word ‘€ resolved,’”in the original resolu- 


tion, and to insert the following, viz: . 
“That the Speaker be authorized to invite Louis Kossuth 
to a privileged seat within this Houses <. 7> 

Mr. JOHNSON, of ‘Tennessee... I move to re- 
consider ile vote by which the. decision of the 
Chair was reversed.” on 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman that a motion to reconsider eannet 
be made in the Committee of the Whole.’ ~ 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I offer the following 
amendment to the original resolution: 

Provided, That by the adoption of the pending résolution 
this Government does not depart from its long-established 
doctrine Of non-intervention; and does not intend to in- 
dorse the doctrine of Kossuth, if that doctrine be direct 
interference by this Government with foreign Powers. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I'must insist upon 
it that- Lam entitled to the floor. [Laughter.] At 
the time the question of order was raised I had the 
floor, and proposed to amend the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
VENABLE. | ae 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio. 
[Mr. Camppexx] will recollect. that he was occu- 
pying the floor under the half-hour rule, when he 
was arrested in his speech, and the committee de- 
termined that he could not proceed under the rule. 
Of course he was cut off, and did not have the 
floor. i ae ES 

Mr. CAMPBELL. T beg leave to. say to the . 
Chair, that I distinctly stated at the time that, I 
desired to introduce an amendment. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot be 

revented hereafter from offering his amendment. 
He is certainly, in the opinion of the Chair, not 
entitled to the floor, as,under the time which was 
assigned before, the half hour had expired. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cuurcuwe] 
offers his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS called for the reading of the 
amendment as amended. a i 

Ahe CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
ayhendment relating to Kossuth, and the doctrines 

e has maintained, is in order. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment which I offer is intended as an addi- 
tion to the resolution. I do not desire to oppose 
the proposition to welcome Kossuth; but I do de- 
sire to infurm him that in giving this welcome 
Congress does not intend to indorse the views 
which he seems to entertain. The honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Diswey,] while he de- 
clares himself to be in favor of direct interference 
by this Government, asks if we are afraid to en- 
counter the spectre of non-interference in our path. 
I can answer that gentleman—-we have no fear, 
nor have the people f have the honor to represent. 
They are the people of Jackson—liberal, generous, 
and brave. Noram I, sir, to be frightened from 
the path of duty. I come with liberal views, and 
when I say that my heart is full of sympathy for 
those who struggle in the Old World for a change 
of government, and manifest a desire to adopt the 
institutions under which we have grown prosper- 
ous and powerful, I only express the feelings of 
my people. We should be glad to see the institu- 
tions which we so much prize, and which are so 
dear to us, established throughont the civilized 
world. But while we entertain these views and 
are animated by these feelings, I do not feel pre- 
pared to go the length which Kossuth seems to 
desire. I am not willing to see resolutions adopted 
by this Assembly touching the great question. of 
intervention, without expressing my dissent, 

There are no people who are more generous in 
their feelings than those that I have the honor to 
represent; but while they would be willing to wel- 
come the distinguished Hungarian, they would not 
agree that he should be the recipient of the nation’s 
honor if by that honor gentlemen mean to indorse 
his views. The high position of our Republic de- 
mands that we do not compromise its dignity. 
The teachings of that man who is without a model, 
the immortal Wasuiveron, who speaks to us from 
yonder canvas as though animate with life—the 
recollection of Jerrerson, the sagacious. states- 
man—the memory of Jackson, who rests in the 
bosom of his mother earth at the Hermitage in my 
own native State,—forbid us to take a step which 
has no parallel in the records of the history of our 
country. È i 

Kossuth asks, yea, demands the aid.of the 
young American giant ir his behalf. Sir, for such 


1851. 


direat interference Lany not prepared, nor are the 


American people., We-have advanced to'the high: 


station we now occupy, commanding respect both 


at home and abroad, by adhering to our Constitu- 
tion and respecting the precepts of thé sages who- 
framed it. Sir, suppose we give him our sympa- |} 
thy as it was given four-years ago. to the.French 


people, who it was-supposed were anxious to. en- 


joy free institutions; will’. you: nòt bestow itun- | 


worthily? Grant that you give hini-the ‘nation’s 
sympathy, give him men, give him money—for 
like Cesar he.demands them—and who can foresee 
the result? May we not expect to beholdin a few 

ears the novel spectacle of Kossuth being crowned 

Emperor of the Republic of Hungary? We gave 
our sympathy to the French people. Bonaparte 
is a Republican Emperor. | France is not free. 

Weare happy and independent. We have al- 

waysrecognized the feeling of independence where- 

~ever manifested, and given it our countenance 
without interference. And, sir, let us, for the high 
respect we entertain for the honored dead, pause, 
and consider the step we are now invited to take. 
For myself, I am opposed tg the adoption of the 
‘resolution unamended; and Í am unwilling that it 
shall go to the country, especially after the eloquent 
speech of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. DisneEy,] 
in favor of direct international interference, with- 
out the expression of my dissent. Kossuth has 
been honored on his way to the capital. More 
fortunate than most men in adversity, he has n 
taken by the hand and welcomed by our distin- 
guished men; grey-headed men—men who have 
grown up with the Republic, and whose heads are 
crowned with laurels for services in defence of the 
cause of liberty in their country, have taken him 
by the band and given him a hearty welcome to 
ourshores. The Empire City has done him honor. 
The roar of the American cannon has scarcely died 
away that announced his arrival. What more can 
heask? It is true he has been unfortunate in the 
controversy at home; but are we prepared to ún- 
dertake to restore him? The Bourbons were long 
out of power. 

There seems to be a strange, wild infatuation 

ervading this assembly. Indeed, sir, I am ata 
oss to conjecture from what political wardrobe 
gentlemen have dressed themselves within the last 
few days. I well recollect that before I had the 
honor of a seat upon this floor, there were resolu- 
tions introduced here proposing to furnish ‘*mate- 
rial aid” for the Mexican war, in which our own 
country was justly engaged. Sir, there are gen- 
tlemen here who voted against those resolutions 
who are now the advocates of that which is before 
us. I feel a license to speak freely on this sub- 
ject, because, with others of both the Senate and 
the House, I have united to give a banquet in hon- 
or of the distinguished stranger. 

[Here the chairman’s hammer fell, to intimate 

that the gentleman’s five minutes had expired.] 

Mr. BISSELL. I desire to say one word upon 

the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
It is too indefinite, and [ cannot vote for it. J 
intended to vote, and still intend to vote for the 
original resolution, or something like it—design- 
ing thereby simply to render an act of courtesy to 
a distinguished individual—nothing more, nothing 
less. I wish this explanation to go forth to the 
country, that in voting for the resolution I mean to 
do nothing more thaw I have stated. But fam 
free to. say, also, that Louis Kossuth has advanced 
some doctrines here which I am not prepared to 
sanction. While I make this declaration, however, 
I admit he has advanced other doctrines and prin- 
ciples in regard to intervention and non-interven- 
tion, which I am willing to indorse. I believe in 
the right to act precisely as Kossuth seems to de- 
sire it should. am willing, when the time comes 
that makes it necessary, be it sooner or later, that 
our Government should make such declaration for- 
mally as Kossuth desires. But the time has not 
come, and there is nothing existing which calls for 
it. I am willing to pass the naked resolution, 
therefore, not coupling it with any conditions, ex- 
planatiens, or ualifications. Whenever the occa- 
sion arrives—l trust it may never come—which 
will make it important or necessary for our Gov- 
ernment to make such a declaration as Kossuth 
would have usto make now, and to follow up that 
declaration with war; if itis necessary, I am ready 
for it. But this amendment is too indefinite; and 
I should not know what I was voting for or against 
if I vote for that amendment. What is the well- 
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| tleman`tell me? It would require many pages and 


i this subject. If that amendment he adopted, as it 
| now stands, who shall say that we-are authorized 


d principle of this: Govern- 


established dog ) 
non-intervention? Can thatgen- 


| mentin regar 


almost a volume to tell us, what is the principle | 
of this Government in regard. to non-intervention- 
Again, what is the doctrine of Kossuth in regard 
‘to this subject? The hints‘he has thrown outare’ 
entirely-too crude for me to form any very accu- | 
rate and definite notions as to his own ideas upon 


! to interfere even with the affairs of this continent? | 


| a case, if we were to adopt that amendment? I; 
| say again, therefore, that the amendment is. too 


i paseia? in the Senate of the resolution of welcome, 


i 


| my colleague, (Mr. CHURCHWELL.] 


i 


Suppose that England, France, or any other for-! 
eign Power, should attempt to subjugate Mexico, | 
would we not be estopped from interfering in such | 


indefinite; and, in voting upon it, I should. not 
know what I was voting for or against. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Cries of Question!” ** Question !”? 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man—— 

. The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in 
order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I desire to offer 
an amendment to the original resolution. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Ven- 
ABLE] was a substitute for the one introduced by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mi. Carrrer.] The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Caurcuwe tt] | 
proposes to amend the original resolution. It is 
pened in order to perfect the original resolution 

efore the question is put upon a substitute, 

Mr. HARRIS. That is precisely what [intend | 
to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to. the j 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. Cuurcnuwext] is in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I offer the following as an į 
amendment to the amendment: 


And that said committee be instructed to inform Lonis 
Kossuth (when they shall wait upon him) that the settled 
policy of this Government is: “ Friendship with all nations 
—entangling alliances with none.” i 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would suggest to my col- 
league, [Mr. CuurcuweLL,] that he withdraw his 
amendment, and let the question be taken upon 
the amendment of my other colleague, [Mr. Har- 


RIS. | 

The CHAIRMAN. That cannot be done ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I move to insert my; 
amendment as a substitute for the amendment of 


s 


a 


Mr. HARRIS said: ‘The whole course of Kos- 
suth since he reached our shores has heen char- 
acterized by an amount of candor and frankness 
that is at least worthy of our imitation. Imme- 
diately upon his arrival in this country he an- | 
nounces distinctly the, mission upon which he | 
comes. He tells you plainly that he comes not 
for the purpose of partaking of your empty hos- | 
pitalities or your emptier compliments, but that he 
comes in the character of a political propagandist— 
upon a political mission. He comes to ask this | 
Government to interfere in the struggles that are 
going on in Europe; and after having thus dis- 
tinctly announced to.you his object, it is but natu- 
ral that he should construe every act of courtesy 
that you extend to him, as an indorsement of that 
object; at all events, it is quite clear that he does so | 
construe them. If gentlemen doubt this, I refer 
them to his speech at New York: in noticing the 


pa i een 


and powerful nation. 


personal compliment, | 
that he urges upon.u 


at our hands.- SR ee tee 

It is said by the gentleman froin Ohio, [Mr 
Disney,] and others, that, the principle of; non=; 
intervention was a very proper one for theadép-; 


| tion of this Government when an infant Republic, : 


but not so now when we have grown tobe a great” 


My own opinion ‘is, that the principles and 
policy which were then necessary for the healthful 
development of the genius and powers of the young- 
republic, are equally necessary now, to protect ithe 
strength and purity of that Government when 
grown great and powerful; and if this principle 
was worthy of our adoption then—and experience 
has sanctioned its utility from that time to the 
pregent—it is certainly worthy of our maintenance, 
now and hereafter. ; us 

If, then, the House intends to do no*more than 
pay to Louis Kossuth a personal compliment, they 
will join me in adopting this amendment; and in 
paying that compliment.: But if it is the intention, 
of the House to do more than this, let.them vote: 
down the amendment, and Kossuth.and the coun-. 
try will understand it as a. declaration upon. the 
part of the House of Representatives of the Ameri- 
can Congress, against that great and vital principle 
of non-intervention upon the part’of : this Govern- 
mentin the affairs of other governments, bequeathed 
tous as a rich and last political legacy by: the’ 
Father-of his Country. a 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CARTTER. Ido not rise for the purpose 
of prolonging this discussion, or, at least, for the 
purpose of following the vein of discussion sought 
to be introduced here by the amendment of my. 
friend from Tennessee, [Mr. Harnis.] The great 
mistake in his position, in. connection with’ the 
resolution that has been offered, is: the identifying 
of the line of political and national action, with. ty 
subject of the resolution. .Now:! protest, as -did . 
when I offered:the resolution, that the committee 
should perform the naked office that it professes.to 
perform—that it should not be incumbered with 
the doctrines of ‘intervention or non-intervention, 
While I would not wish to see ingrafted upon. it 
the doctrine of intervention, I protest against in« 
grafting upon it the doctrine of non-intervention.. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Will the gentle~ 
man allow me to ask him a single question ? =y 

Mr. CARTTER. Certainly. at Pe 

Mr. HARRIS. Can the speech of the gen- 
tleman’s colleague [Mr. Disney] be understood 
by Kossuth or the country. in any other con- 
nection? : 

Mr. CARTTER. They can understand just 


he said ‘‘ that it was said that the passage of this 
resolution had no political meaning; BUT THAT HE 
KNEW THAT IT HAD.” 

Indeed, sir, if this resolution passes without my 
amendment, while the speech of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Disnry,] and the speeches of 
other gentlemen in favor of intervention are ring- 
ing in his ears, what can he understand from it but 
a declaration in favor of that policy? | 

Sir, in my opinion the time has come when we || 
should understand ourselves, and let Kossuth, the | 
country, and the civilized world, understand pre- | 
cisely how far we do intend to go in this matter. || 
Ifit is the intention of the Honse to commit It- | 
self to the policy of intervention in the affairs of | 
other Governments, vote down the amendment |! 
that I have proposed, and let Kossuth and the | 


as much from the'speech of my colleague as from 
the speech of the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Harnis,] that neither of them rep- 
resents the sentiments of the entire American peo- 
ple, and neither of them represents the sentiments 
of the entire House of Representatives! . That 
is what they will understand. They will ùn- 
derstand just as much by it as if the senti- 
ment had been uttered by any other gentleman.. 
But one thing has been said which is legitimate to 
the resolution by the gentleman. from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Harnis.] That gentleman says that Louis | 
Kossuth repudiates the honors we are-abowt: fo: 
pay to him. Now, look in vain for any.such: 
avowal upon the part of Mr. Kossuth...1t) : 
not be found in any of his speeches, ; Bu 
the other hand 


fy OD: 
, every speech” he has. uttered 


a 


sathés a spirit of pure devotion to the’ grea 
principles of this nation, and pure devotion to the: 
preat American: character, and -an-acknowledg- 


` E ont of gratitude in the receipt of American hosi; 


tice: ‘That is the inference which draw from all 
he Has said; and I proposed the. resolution-in the 
first place; and I support it how, because: regard 
g-involving Considerations: only personal $ 
Kossuth, although I protest:that ihe resolation 
as net offered with a: view of ‘settling the. piin- 
‘ciple of intervention or non-intervention. Yet 
it does incorporate the sentiment of the American 
heart, that itsympathizes always and everywhere 
“with the Sentiment of liberty; and thatit sympa- 
thizes always with every person who. may be in- 
Volved in the misfortunes of oppression. Now, 
“that is the real soul of, the resolution; and I hope, 
the friends :of it, whatever may be their feelings 
“in relation to “intervention or non-intervention, 
Avill suffer this simple tribute, thus unincumbered, 
to go forth from this Hall without attempting to 
ineraft upon it the principle of non-intervention. 
Ishall vote against the amendment.” 
` [Here the hammer fell.]. 
» The question now being on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Harris] to, 
the amendment of his colleague [Mr. Cuurcu- 
WELL,] téllers were demanded and ordered, and 
Messrs. Cuineman and-Haxt were appointed. 
< The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
‘ported—ayes 82, noes 53. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

. The question then was on the adoption of the 
amendment as amended, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, called for tellers; 
which were ordered, and Messrs. Penn and Hun- 
“rer appointed, E 

The question being then taken, there were—ayes 
71, noes 77. 

So the Amendment as amended was not agreed 


to. 
Mr. COBB moved to amend the original reso- 
{ution by inserting after the word * Kossuth,” the 
words “and his associates in exile.” 

Mr. C. said: I desire it to be distinctly under- 
stood that I intend to vote for the original resolu- 
tion; but at the same time my sympathies are not 
confined to the distinguished chicftain. Whilst 
we remember the epaulettes, let us not forget the 
knapsack. Whilst I admire Louis Kossuth as 
much as any man a Ee this floor, my sympathies 
do not stop there. I admire also those of his-gal- 

“tant associates who are now in this city with him; 
and T contend. that it would be a personal indig- 
nity to those brave men to confine our invitation 
to the distinguished individual whose name now 
stands alone in the resolution. If you will revert 
to the language of the resolution adopted by the 
last Congress, you will see that Kossuth and his 
associates in exile were invited to come to our 
shores. They are here to-day; and shall we make 
a distinction between them? [offer this resolution 
in good faith. I hope it will be adopted. I trust 
that when Kossuth is admitted to this Hall, his 
companions im exile will be admitted likewise. 
Whatever inference might be drawn from my 
votes upon this resolution since its introduction, I 
have stated in private conversation long since, that 
although [ was willing that Kossuth should be 
admitted toa seat upon this floor, I yet repudiated 
‘his. doctrine. I repudiate it to-day. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [My. Genrry] asked Who 
is afraid of Kossuih’s speeches?” I answer, Not 
I. Tam not afraid of Kossuth'’s eloquence or 
power. He may go into my own district and 
promulgate his doctrine there. If my people | 
choose to indorse it, let them do it; but, for one, I 
will not. 

I have voted throughout for the resolution to in- 
trodyce Kossuth into this Hall. I want his doc- 
trine to be promulgated here in the very midst of | 
the Representatives of the American people. Let | 
them hear it from his own lips. I understood it 
when he landed at New York; but when I told | 
Kossuth’s friends that he entertained such opin- 
ions, they denied it. Iwas in hopes that Kossuth 
would be allowed to speak here, and that our 
Speaker, in receiving him, would have so addressed 
him as to have required him to be explicit-in his 
answer, Thus his doctrine would have beein. dis- | 
seminated through the land without the possibility 
of its being misrepresented, 

(Here the hammer feil.] 


Mr. NABERS, I had not the most distant idea | 


the country into a war of intervention. _ 

Again, let me ask who will. be offended at the 
adoption‘of this resolution? Willit offend any- 
body whose good opinion we now have? ` No, sir. | 
It may offend the iron-hearted despots of Europe; | 


but do they love us now? Did they ever love us? | 
They wou have. strangled us in our infancy if | 
they could. They would do it now if it was in | 
their power. : ee 

Now, I desire to make a kind of home applica- 
tion of this matter. I have the honor to represent 
that gallant and magnanimous constituéncy, the | 
first Congressional district of the glorious State of | 


Mississippi, and I undertake to say that there is 
not a man or a woman in that district who would 
not welcome Kossuth to their roofs and their fire- | 
sides. And what would they say to him? Would | 
they say to him, ‘ Mr. Kossuth, we are sorry that | 
Haynau did not butcher you and your wife”? | 
Would they tell him that it would have been well | 
for the world if Haynau had butchered him and | 
his wife and children? Would they talk in that 
way? No, sir;notin my country. [Laughter.] | 
They would tell him that they regretted the fatal į 
calamity that overtook the Hungarian cause. But 
would they put on their knapsacks the next morn- | 
ing and go to Hungary to fight for her? I think | 
not. And yetgentlemen tell us that if, after adopt- 
ing a resolution of welcome to Kossuth, we now 
raise a committee to carry out that resolution, the 
construction will be put on it that weare prepared 
to take up our arms and go to war for the Hunga- 
rian cause. I repeat again that every syllable I 
have heard urged against this resolution is based | 
upon a false assumption. In other words, you 
build up a man of straw and then knock him | 
down. {Tere the hammer fell.] 

[Cries of “Go on!” “Gô on!?] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Conn’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. DEAN moved to amend the resolution by 
striking out the words ‘ the Speaker,” and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof “ this House,” so as to make 
it read, 

Resolved, That a committee of five he appointed by this 


House to wait upon Louis Kossuth and introduce him to 
the House of Representatives. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
of order. The point I make is, that this being 
‘the Committee of the Wholt on the state of the 
Union, we have no right to change the power 
which appoints the committees of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. This committee can do 
nothing-final. Whatever is done here must go to 
the House, and one of the standing rules of the 
FLouse is, that all committees shall be appointed } 
by the Speaker, unless otherwise ordered by the | 
House. The Chair therefore thinks the amend- 
ment in order. a 

Mr. DEAN. Iam entirely satisfied with and 
shall vote for the original resolution, and should | 
not have offered this amendment were it not per- ! 
fectly evident, from what we have seen in this city | 
and the action of this House, that there is an or- | 
ganized opposition, who are determined not only 
to defeat this resolution, but, if possible, to offer | 
insult and indignity to the illustrious guest of the | 
‘nation. Any man who witnessed the arrival of | 
Louis Kossuth yesterday, and saw him received 
in the capital of the country by a crowd of boys |} 


i 


crow-be-spoken horses harnessed to each of them-— 


(much laughtér)=I say, that any one who wit- 


ll from the dictates of my own heart. 
i| needs an apology for voting for such a proposi- 


I riseto a question |! 


and three shabby carriages, with a single pair of | T 


nessed, that disgraceful-scene, hatemiserable™pol- 
ogy fora public teception, and who. has seen the 
conduct of.a portion of this House, must be per- 
fectly Satisfied that there is-reason: for proposing 
this amendment: T E f 
We have witnessed here: a deliberate: attempt, 
which has been -for two days systematically per- 


| sisted in by a factious minority, to'defeat the will 


of a majority of this: House; and I for one, want 
‘that the whole action of this body should go forth 
before the people of this.country, that they may 
understand who it is that thus endeavors to thwart 
their. will, and from what quarter this movement 
roceeds. ‘There is another thing which makes it 
proper that this amendment should be offered— 
and that is the hypoeritical conduct of the present - 
National Administration toward Louis Kossuth. 
The President, after having, by direction of Con- 
gress, sent a national ship to bring him to our 
shores; after haming him in his annual message, 
and directing the attention of Congress to his ex- 
pected arrival—calling him in that message, Gov- 
ernor Kossuth; after having sent a special mes- 
senger to New York, with the resolution so unan- ” 
imously passed by this Congress, welcoming hint 
as the nation’s guest, and thus impliedly inviting 
him here, we-now find that ‘the organ and the 
friends of the Administration are secretly stabbing 
him to the. heart, and attempting, by. every means 
iggheir power, to give him a cool reception—and 
they have thus far succeeded. But the people of 
this country, when they come to understand it, 
will indignandy frown upon this conduct, and will 
by their action reverse the decision which has led 
to this reception. For these reasons, sir, { want 
a committee appointed by the friends of Kossuth, 
or the majority of this House—not a committee 
who will go to him and say,‘ We. come to per- 
form an unwilling dut rhat a committee who, 
with warm hearts, will rejoice to welcome and in- 
troduce the representative of free principles in 
Europe to the representatives of the only’ free 
Government inthe world. Let, then, the friends of 
Hungary, the friends of universal. freedom, the 
opponents of Russian interference and of Hay- 
nau, be appointed on this committee instead of 
the friends or apologists of either. 

I have said I should vote for the original reso- 
lution. I shall do so, because I consider myself 
so instructed by the almost unanimous voice of 
the citizens of my State. The people of the Em- 
pire City—the commercial emporium of the whole 

nion—have, by their enthusiastic reception of 
Governor Kossuth, and the people of the capital 
of that State have, at a public meeting, instructed 
me to vote for such a resolution. But I needed 
no such instruction. I should do it cheerfully, 
No man 


tion, sustained as it is by the voice of the whole 
| country; for I had rather trust the generous sym- 
pathies—the spontaneous sentiment of a free peo- 
ple—than the cool calculations of the shrewdest 
politician. : 

[In the middle of this sentence, the Chairman’s 
hammer fell.] f : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desired very much, on 
yesterday, that I should have had an opportunity 
to place my views and opinions with regard to this 
whole Kossuth matter fairly before the country. 
I have only five minutes now, but I feel disposed 
to express those opinions in an unbridled manner. 
The pretence—the hollow pretence that that reso- 
lution is merely designed for the purpose of doing 
honor to Kossuth, has been stripped of its plausi- 
bility, and the proposition now stands nakedly 
before the gaze of-the American people. My col- 
league and friend from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] 
offered a proposition here in the language of. 
George Washington, that we are prepared to enter 
into ‘‘friendly relations with all, entangling alli- 
ances with none.” That was a plain and simple 
proposition, that could not have offended Louis 
Kossuth or anybody else, but it was voted down 
by this committee. 

Sir, the assertion that Louis Kossuth was in- 
vited here as the guest of the nation by the last 
Congress, is not warranted by the records of the 
country. We found him an exile from Hungary, 
having voluntarily abandoned his high position as 
Governor of Hungary, and wended his.way to a 
urkish prison, and we offered him an asylum 
here. He lands upon our shores, and declares 
that he scorns your sympathy unless you follow 
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up that sympath 
you are the propagandists of universal emancipa- 
tion. That is the language of Kossuth in all he i 
speeches. He proclaims to you that his country : 
is in the attitude of a man who is drowning in the | 
surf on the sea-shore, and if you delay assistance 
he is lost; just so, he says, is it with Hungary— 
if you fail, or even delay to decide this question | 
in favor of intervention, it is death to her liberties, |! 
and to the liberties of the other European coun- |i 
tries. And yet, notwithstanding this declaration, | 
the House and the country have witnessed in New 
York, Philadelphia, sad Baltimore, not merely the 
rowdies, but men of high character, and who oc- | 
cupy a high position in the American nation, fol. 
lowing Kossuth, and cheering him on, and sus- 
taining him by contributing to a popular excite- 
ment unsurpassed in the history of our country. ; 
Even now whilst I am speaking, that popular ex- 
citement is beating against the very base of this 
Capitol, and prompting the American people to 
disregard their cherished principles, and to pro- | 
claim that they are now in favor of intervention. ! 
Why, we have already heard that doctrine pro- | 
claimed in this Hall, and I predict that in the ap- | 
proaching presidential canvass, it will be a leading | 
element in the contest. i 

| 


Sir, I have been surprised to hear the sentiment | 
uttered on this floor by the gentleman from Ohio, | 
and by other gentlemen in private conversation, | 
that it is the duty of this House to proclaim to the 
world that they are prepared to sustain the blood- 
stained banner of Louis Kossuth. For one,as an 
humble representative on this floor—as an Ameri- 
can citizen, I reject indignantly that blood-stained 
banner. My first, my last, my great, my only 
duty istomyown country. Louis Kossuth seems 
to be devoted body, soul, and mind to Hungary. 
May I not imitate his example? May [ not go 
for my own country? and should I not be a traitor 
to that country, and to the blessings by which we 
are surrounded—-— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DEAN asked if it would be in order to || 
withdraw his amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN stated that it could only be 
withdrawn by unanimous consent. 

[Loud cries of ‘ Object !?"] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dran’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, moved the following 
amendment: 

Provided, ‘That nothing in this resolution contained shall | 
he construed as expressive of a design to involve ourselves 
in entangling alliances with European governments. 

Mr. FICK LIN. Irise to a point of order, in 
reference to this amendment. I inquire if this 
amendment is not in substance the same as one 
offered some time ago ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in the same lan- 
guage. 1 believe there is no rule or practice of the 
House which says an amendment once offered 
and voted down shall not be again offered. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. It is not the resolu- 
tion in substance of my honorable friend from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Hannis.] His resolution instruct- || 
ed the committee, which the original resolution |} 
proposed to raise, to inform Louis Kossuth that ! 
the settled policy of this Government was, friend- | 
ly relations with all nations and entangling alli- 
ances with none. This resolution differs from it , 
in this: it does not say what is our policy, but | 
only declares a purpose upon our part to express i 
by his reception here no design of involving our- 
selves in alliances. On yesterday, I took the 


ground that the resolution as it stood did not com- || 


mit our Government to the principles which he | 


‘| all the force we can command. 


willing to canonize any man unti 


its seal upon his character. Two years 
Louis Napoleon had come here there would have 
been somewhat such a demonstration in his favor 
as there is now in behalf of Kossuth. 

Mr. CARTYER. Not at all. 

Mr. BAYLY. It was made to some extent 
without his coming, by the two Houses of Con- 
gress. Without the inspiration of his presence, 
there was to some extent a manifestation of this 
unjustifiable disposition in the American character 
to idolize and to prematurely canonize—for that is 
the expression—these European advocates, as they 
are called, for liberty. I confess I am no great 
admirer of them. ‘They are too transcendental for 
me. 


two years ago received adulation. If his illustrious 
uncle, when atone period he stood before the world 
as the friend of freedom, had come here, and a 
disposition had then prevailed which now does to 


fied; and ovations would have been made to him, 
not surpassed by those made to Kossuth; and yet 
afterwards he became the scourge of humanity. 1 
do not wish to commit this Government in any 
respect. J am free to say that 1 have not that ad- 
miration for those transcendental European advo- 
cates of liberty which I have for those who founded 
our Government and gave it a character. And l 
am not willing to abandon the policy of the fathers 
of the Republic in a fit of enthusiasm for Kossuth. 
This amendment does not undertake to say what 
our policy shall be, but it precludes the idea that 


resolution claim that it is—an act of courtesy that 
commits us to nothing, And, Lask, who can ob- 
ject to it? 

Mr. SWEETSER. [t seems to me that the 
time for disguise is gone by, and that 1 should fail 
to discharge the duty which | owe to my constit- 


I believe to be their. views and sentiments upon this 
question. ‘Those gentlemen who have seen fit to 
oppose this resolution for the reasons which they 


1 difler from those gentlemen. Whatever may 


l believe that the time has come, in this nineteenth 


ties that compose the Congressional district which 
| I have the honor to represent upon this floor, being 
the central counties of the great State. of Ohio, have 
spoken out upon this subject; and while they, in 
common with the whole people of this country, 
understand the issue which Kossuth desires to 
make in coming here, they have, by their resolu- 
tions, instructed me to say in my place here that 
so far as relates to the mission of this man to our 
country—so faras relates to the principles which 
he maintains, they are prepared to declare not only 
to this Cougress, but to the world, that the time 
has come when the American nation, with twevty- 
five millions of people, will enter their protest 
against such atrocities as characterized the inter- 
ference of Russia in the recent contest between 
Hungary and Austria. They have, by their res- 
olutions, authorized me to say this; and in saying 
it they have not been unmindful of the precepts 
given to us by the Father of his Country. Pru- 
i dential motives alone stimulated that illustrious 


was propagating; but, sir, a change has come over 
the spirit of the dream of some of us. We have 
heard it avowed here to-day that intervention in 
European affairs might be the policy of this Gov- | 
ernment; all I call upon this committee now to 
declare is, what I maintained upon yesterday, that 
this resolution commits us to nothing except the 
showing of an act of courtesy to Kossuth. I was | 
opposed to that resolution on yesterday for some | 
reasons I stated. Isaid on yesterday I was nat! 


12 


American people, whom we represent upon this 


o if} 


Louis Napoleon, who now stands before the | 
world as arrant an usurper as the world ever saw, | 


go mad over foreigners, he would have been dei- į 


it is anything more than what the friends of the | 


‘uents did i not endeavor to give utterance to what | 


have assigned to the House and the county, have | 
undoubtedly represented truly their constituents. | 


| have been the policy of this Government hitherto, | 


century, when the power of this nation, with its | 
f twenty-five millions of people, is net only to be | 
i felt in a moral point of view, but is to be felt with 
Two of the coun- | 
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|| floor, remain silent and adhete to the policy of 
non-intervention? As oneof the representatives of 
the people, I declare, in my place here,.that what- 
ever may be the consequences, itis the duty of this 
Government, if there should be another outbreak in 
| Hungary, to say to the Autocrat of Russia that he 
i Shall not go there for the purpose of beating down 
the flag of freedom. We are determined to see 
a fair fight. Whatever may be the consequences 
of that act, I take upon myself to say that one. 
hundred thousand freemen from the central distriet 
of Ohio are prepared to back me in the sentiments 
which I express to-day. IfI was authorized to 
i| speak for the whole American people, and had the 
voice of ARTICULATE THUNDER, | would tellthe des- 
potic Governments of Europe that henceforth in 
contests for liberty—-where constitutional freedom 
I| has been trampled under foot, there must be. no 
such interference as there has been in the. past. 
And, sir, whatever may be the responsibilities that 
i] attach to this declaration, I will no longer remain 
‘| silent. I will pledge that portion of the people of 
my State that i am authorized to represent, that 
they will, when the time comes, protest against the 
interference of Russia in another contest in Hun- 
gary for liberty. I say this in the Capitol of the 
Union. I hope that, if Louis Kossuth takes the 
trouble to read the debates here, he will find that 
Ohio, in this contest, is not only prepared to do 
|| him this simple act of courtesy, but is also pre- 
pared to say to the world that we are here to-da 
for the purpose of representing the people of this 
country, and not for the purpose of representing 
the Autocrat of Russia or the other despotic Pow- 
ers of Europe. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the amendment by adding thereto the following: 

But if, in any great emergency, the Governnent of the 
United States can secure the libertics of Europe, by pre- 
venting the intervention of despotic powers, this Govern- 
ment Will not refuse to maintain the laws of nations b 
any practicable exertion of its power. i 

Mr. S. said: My object in offering this amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
i| Virginia, is to do what I am sure I shall have no 
‘i other opportunity of doing, to express my opin- 
ion in favor of the original resolution without any 
j| amendment whatever. f A 
I| Lam opposed to any declaration in connection 
| with this resolution of the disposition of this Goy- 
|| ernment, either to interfere in European affairs, of 
not to interfere. My disposition is in conformity 
with that of the mover of the resolution—that is, 
| to pass a simple resolution for the purpose of rec- 
ognizing a great principle—a principle that dies 
at the foundation of our Government, and all free 
| governments—by doing honor to Louis Kossuth. 
But while I am disposed to do this, apart from 
! any declaration, I am prepared to say at the same 
time, that I believe the propositions made to the 
American people by Governor Kossuth, are 
worthy of the deliberate attention of the American 
| Government. J do not think it improbable that 
the time will come, and is near at hand, when 
‘i every man in this Elouse will be prepared to tare 

| the position which Governor Kossuth at this time 

; advises, requests, and begs the American people 
| to take. Now, what is the condition of Europe? 
| An armed force of two millions of men holding in 
| subjection three hundred millions of people. You 
| see that, by the will of a single man, some of the 
| greatest men—some of the purest patriots in Eu- 
| 
| 


rope are sent to the dungeon without law. You 
see ihe constitution of a great vation struck down 
and trampled under foot. You see Thiers, Cd- 
‘| vaignac, and other distinguished men, legitimista 
and republicans, sent to prison by the will of a 
single man; and this state of things is maintained 
in Europe by two millions of armed men against 
three hundred millions of people. Suppose the 
people of Europe were to rise-suppose that, in, 
an extraordinary state of affairs, any reasonable 
intervention on the part of the Government of the 
| United States would secure the liberties of Europe 
|! by one blow—suppose that the hands of Prussia 
| may be stayed, will the Government of the United 
i 


:| States refuse to intervene? I say, that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will not refuse.` f 


é 


gay that you, sir, Mr. Chairman,.whatever may 
be your opinions now, would not refuse. 
that the majority of this House, whatever may be 
‘their views at the present time, would not refuse, 
because circumstances may arise which will ren- 
der intervention necessary. It is not because they 
have arisen, but because they may arise, that I am 
unwilling to see this Government commit itself to 
a declaration that we will not interfere, under any 
circumstances, for the purpose of securing the lib- 
erties of the down-trodden nations of Europe. I 
say, when we can intervene, it is our duty to do 
it, and we will do it. $ 
Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman, if I had been 
doubtful before as to the propriety of caution on 
our part in yelation to the course to be pursued 
towards M. Kossuth, all my difficulties would have 
been removéd by the events occurring in this 
House and during this debate. Although it was 
manifest that he was for intervention on our part 
in the troubles of Europe, we had seen no indorse- 
ment of that policy by the representatives of the 
éople in Congress. This is no longer the case. 
e have heard more than one distinguished mem- 
ber of this House announce that intervention in 
favor of universal liberty was our destiny and 
mission. We have more than once been remind- 
ed that we had nothing to fear, and there has been 
even some merriment at the apprehensions of those 
who thought it prudent for our Government to 
avoid the hazards of entering the whirlpool of 
_Europeanrevolutions. We have been admonished, 
“that although the doctrines of General W ashing- 
ton’s Farewell Address were suitable to the infan- 
cy of our Republic, they were no longer appli- 
‘gable to the grown-up power which now stood 
forth amongst the first on the platform of nations; 
that a new destiny and new duties had been re- 
vealed; andthat to be insensible to them was in- 
excusable. Those whose ignorance or timidity 
induced them to advise caution have, by one gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Dean,] been spoken 
of as the apologists for the Butcher Haynau. I 
can assure him that the days of Anacharsis Cloots— 
the orator of the human race—are among the things 
which have passed by never more to return; that 
Red Republicanism is at a discount even in France; 
and that it will neither exalt his reputation for 
practical wisdom. or as tne possessor of the quali- 
fication of the elements of profound statesman- 
ship, to fix a policy upon our country which shall 
present a future history like the roll in the pro- 
phet’s vision, written within and without with 
t mourning, lamentation, and woe.” l fear no 
just quarrel of our own—TI apprehend nothing 
from the consequences of war in such a quarrel 
beyond the calamities necessarily belonging to 
that condition; but I shrink from that causeless 
and unholy strife which drenches a country in 
blood and strews the fields with the slain; which 
is productive only in the nurture of a savage and 
destructive spirit, the tears of widows, and the 
sorrows of orphans. We have even seen the 
platform of Kossuth recommended for our adop- 
tion, and one and another has openly avowed our 
duty to declare to the world our purpose to aid 
the oppressed in their struggles for liberty. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sranron| speaks 
of the present condition of Europe, where two 
millions of bayonets hold down and oppress more 
than one hundred millions of people. If the re- 
moval of this evil be our duty, we have indeed a 
great work before us, one concerning which I 
think we ought to prudently pause and ponder the 
consequences of the undertaking. He speaks of 
the present condition of France, whose liberties 
have but just been overthrown by Louis Napo- 
leon, He speaks of the imprisonment of Thiers, 
Cavaignac, and other deputies, and more than inti- 
mates that the time is near for us to intervene in 
such affairs. Sir, I think that the bursting of this 
French bubble is full of instruction to us. 
ought to learn the folly of being premature in even 
an expression of approbation for the measures in 
which national identity is destroyed. France hag 
fallen by the institutions which were chosen b 
the people themselves. The army, which kek 
their liberties, has taken them for their ak 
use, and a mushroom republic bids fair to find its 
maturity in a Snished despotism, IT admit that the 
imprisonment of the representatives of the peo- 
ple is a great outrage on the part of the Presi- 
dent of France, and I do not’ wish to see it re- 
enacted here. Should the doctrines of those gen- 


Isay, 
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‘lemen who see our duty in a mission of- des- 


tiny prevail, we must keep on foot such an army 
as shall enable us to fulfill it; and we may live 
to see the representatives of our people forcibly. 
ejected by our own troops, conveyed to dungeons 
by our own Executive, and he perpetually seated 
and kept secure in authority by thearmy, who were 
to be the missionaries of universal emancipation. 
Sir, neither the dread of being identified with the 
defenders of Haynau the Butcher, nor the shame 
of being considered an antiquated politician, whose 
views are fitted only for the infancy of a great 
republic, can deter me from making resistance to 
the doctrines advanced in this debate, or protest- 
ing against the adoption of the troubles of every 
foreigner, who, visiting our shores, can by his 
eloquence and his tact excite the passions of the 
masses who may listen to his orations. If to 
study the interests of my country, and my whole 
country—if to adhere to the policy under which 
we have grown greatand powerful—if to remember 
that we have inherited the office of the keepers of 
the Temple of Liberty, and to be resolved that no 
hand shall apply the torch to it whilst vigilance 
and patriotism can prevent it, constitute an anti- 
quated politician, 1 glory in the name. I shall 
never blush at the remembrance that I was un- 
willing to forget my country’s dignity, under any 
excitement, or compromise that. dignity by a de- 
parture from those rules of propriety amongst 
nations, so essential to the comfort and prosperity 
of individuals. With those who suffer for the 
cause of liberty in Europe I feel, as I trust, a 
proper sympathy, but I do not perceive the wisdom 
of an intervention which can only compromise us 
and do them no good. 

[Here the hammer fell, the five minutes having 
expired. 

Mr. V. intended to have continued his remarks, 
by observing, that if we felt very much inclined to 
look for a quarrel, the questions involved in the 
policy of England in relation to the Mosquito king- 

om, the firing into the Prometheus, and the as- 
sumed guardianship by the Inglish Government 
of the locum tenens negro king, to the injury of our 
commerce and the insult of our flag, would afford 
at least temporary employment for the zeal of those 
who are inclined to seek for wrongs to redress. 
I propose that we adjust our real quarrels beforé 
we engage in amateur disputes. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranron’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. TAYLOR moved the following amendment 
to the amendment, viz: 


Resolved, That the vote of welcome heretofore given by 
this House and the Senate of the United States to Louis 
Kossuth had no political meaning, but was intended to car- 
ry out the kind intention of the United States in their joint 
resolution, approved March 3, 1851, in relation to Kossuth | 
and his associates in captivity, to afford them a secure | 
asylum in the United States. 


Mr. TAYLOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
listened here for several days to a debate which I 
think would have been more profitable if we had 
had it atthe time when the resolution of welcome 
was under consideration. I have sat here quietly | 
for many days, anxious to engage in the public | 
business, and do justice to our fellow-citizens all | 
over the United States, by taking up the great | 
questions of public policy which are pressed upon | 
our attention by the millions of people we repre- 
sent. I have, sir, noticed with disgust the move- 
ments of men who seek high places in your coun- 
try, since the unfortunate exiles of Hungary landed | 
upon your shores; yea, sir, from the time he took 
his departure from your frigate-of-war Mississippi, | 
to become a propagandist in England first, to ex- 
cite a feeling in that country, and then in this, to | 
induce us to depart from that wise policy—that | 
straight-forward policy recommended to us by : 
Washington, and which we have carried out from | 
the foundation of ourGevernment. | have looked } 
at the progress of this business from its inception. | 
No class of men have been more anxious to do | 
honor to Louis Kossuth, and to show him the | 
kindness which did honor him, than the politicians | 
of the country, and for the purpose of upholding | 
their own fortunes. Look around this House, || 
and see what a billing and cooing there is here of | 
persons from the most extreme sections. 1 

Sir, if there is one man upon this floor, who will | 
pretend to sympathize with the Hungarian exiles 
more than another, he does dishonor to himself | 
and a great injury to his fellow-members. We all 
sympathize with the exiled Hungarians in their 


gréat struggle forliberty, and the best evidence of it 
is found in the fact, that when we learned thatabout 
four thousand refugees had taken refuge in the 
Turkish empire, this Government took the initia- 
tive step to express the sympathy of this nation 
for them.. We, on the 3d of March, 1851, passed 
the joint resolution to which I have referred. For 
what: purpose? Merely to liberate these Hunga- 
rian exiles? No, sir; but to afford them an asylum 
in the United States of America; a home, as eml- 
grants to this country. They intimated -their de- 
aire to live under our glorious stars and stripes, 
and to become citizens of the United States. Now, 
what do we see? Do you suppose that, if it had 
been known on the 3d of March, 1851, that Louis 
Kossuth would come here to undertake to incor- 
porate a new principle—a great principle in the 
foreign policy of our Government—which we have 
abstained from and keptaloof from until this time, 
under the advice of the great Washington, the 
Father of our country—do you suppose that if he 
had announced that as his intention at that time, 
that we should ever have passed that joint resolu- 
tion? Never, never! We passed it to aid the 
Ottoman Sultan in liberating, from extreme dan- 
ger, the unfortunate exiles who had fled from their 
own country for life, and to afford them, as Isay, 
a secure asylum in the United States. į think, sir, 
in passing that. vote of welcome a week or two 
ago, we exhausted all our duty to him as members 
of this House; and by that vote welcomed him to 
the country, its protection, and to its hospitalities, 
if he should choose to become a citizen of the 
United States. I am opposed tó the whole pro- 
ceedings now before us—the original resolution of 
my colleague from Ohio, (Mr. Carrrer,] and all 
the amendments. I say, this House is not called 
upon totake any such step. Let us treat this gen- 
tleman with the utmost kindness; but to do more, 
to carry out the objects he now proposes, would 
be a departure from the national policy which has 
enabled us to become the admiration of the world. 
I would cheerfully unite, as a citizen of the United 
States, in promoting their settlement in this coun- 
try, and rendering it a safe retreat and secure asy- 
lum to Kossuth and his associates in captivity. 
But, sir, let us adhere to the settled policy of the 
country—let us avoid “ entangling alliances” with 
foreign nations, and show, by exact justicein our 
intercourse with foreign nations, and wise legisla- 
tion, for the benefit of our own country, that our 
constitutional form of republican government is 
the wisest and best to promote the true interests 
of the people, and our example will be powerful 
for good in all the nations of the world. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I believe we should be do- 
ing better justice to our own reputations as states- 
men, if we were to proceed in the ordinary mode 
of legislation upon the subject-matter before us, 
and avoid all reference to matters not legitimately 
under consideration. I believe, sir, it is due to 
ourselves, as the representatives of the people of 
this nation, that we do the business which is pre- 
sented to us, and do it in the ordinary forms and 
in the ordinary manner, without factious opposi- 
tion, and without any extraneous matters being 
brought in for investigation. I make these re- 
marks because, from some experience in this 
House, I am constrained to say, that, from this 
factious. opposition which we have sometimes scen 
displayed in this body, we have never seen any 
good result. It does not serve to raise our repu- 
tation with the American people, nor does it in- 
crease our own self-respect. I sincerely hope we 
may proceed to vote upon this resolution; but 
while I am up, I am constrained to notice the ex- 
traordinary inconsistency of certain gentlemen 
upon this floor. IfI mistake not, my colleague 
who has just taken his seat [Mr. TayLor] voted 
for a certain resolution, ef a direct character, in- 


i| terfering and proclaiming our sympathies with a 


foreign and European nation in a cause of free- 
dom. ‘J ask the Clerk to read the resolution I 
have sent him. 

The Crerr then read the resolution referred to, 
from the Congressional Globe, of 1847-’8, vol, 18th, 
page 592, as follows : 

“Resolved, That in the name and behalf of the American 
people, the congratulations of Congress are hereby ten- 
dered to the people of France, upon the success of their 
recent efforts to consolidate the principles of liberty in a 


ii republican form of Government. 


“vind be it further resolved, That the President of the 
United States be and he is hereby requested to transmit 
this resolution to the American Minister at Paris, with in- 


structions to present it to the French Government.” 


1851. 
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Mr. GIDDINGS, (continuing.) Mr. Chair- | 
man, how men’s minds alter and change! My col- i 
league who has just taken his seat, [Mr. Tayzor,] i 
there pronounced this in relation to an European | 
nation and an European people. 

Mr. TAYLOR, (interrupting.) Who were 
they? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Has my colleague forgot- 
ten? {Laughter.] Sir, it becomes politicians to 
have memories. If for nothing else they should | 
know what to do. [Great laughter.}] “My col- | 
league is not the only man | 

Mr. TAYLOR, (interrupting,) made a re- | 


mark inaudible to the reporter. i 
Mr. GIDDINGS, (continuing.) If I stand | 
here to be interrogated by every one who is con- į 
tradicting his former actions, I may be kept here i 
till morning. {Laughter.] The honorable chair- | 
man of the Committee on Forcign Affairs, whose | 
holy horror has been called up here, and who has | 
expressed himself in such eloquent language, he, | 
too, voted for this very resolution, and now he | 
turns round and proclaims anathemas to every 
man who will vote a welcome to Louis Kossuth ! 
Again, the very eloquent gentleman from North 
Carolina 

A Vorce. Venable? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Yes, sir, my friend from 
North Carolina, whose sympathies thus flowed || 
out in eloquent language in regard to that foreign | 
people, he too, has forgotten the sentiments he || 
then held. [Laughter.] i 

[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] 

(Cries of, “Go on 1”? “Go on P?) | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Chairman, I only |! 
want to say that when resolutions of sympathy i] 
shall come before the House, I will discuss them, || 
and I will’ express my sentiments freely and 
frankly; but I will not express them upon subjects | 
altogether foreign to the subject-matter before the | 
House. fi 


i 


The question was then taken on theamendment | 
of Mr. Tayxor to the amendment, and it was re- | 
jected. | 


The question recurring on the amendment of | 
Mr. Barty, tellers were called for and ordered, | 
and Messrs. Jounson, of Arkansas, and Sackert | 
were appointed. | 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected—ayes 50, noes 85. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I offer the following | 
as an amendment to the resolution: 

Provided, That by the adoption of the above resolution a 
compliment only isintended to the distinguished Hungarian. 

Tam astonished at the wild enthusiasm which 
seems to pervade this assembly. We are told that 
this distinguished foreigner comes among us, not | 
seeking our interference with the Powersof Europe 
—not asking us to enter into an entangling alliance. 
What! do gentlemen recognize the speech which | 
I hold in my hand, in which he says: ‘ Į desire | 
the young giant of America to raise his arm in 
favor of that principle??? What principle, I ask, 
is it that he desires this young giant to adopt? He 
gives the answer in the preceding sentence of his į 
own speech. He says, ‘we do not wish to fight | 
against the world; the only thing which we desire || 
is fair play.” Yet gentlemen tell us that he comes || 
not here seeking an intervention with foreign Pow- || 
ers! Why, he puts the question distinctly to the | 
American people as a court and jury, and waits į 
for the decision from the American Congress. || 
Here is his concluding remark: ‘¢ When that. tri- | 
bunal speaks, J must hear with sentiments of joy, | 
if it is joyful, but with resolution and not despair, | 
if itis not joyful. I have pleaded my cause.” | 
We are told by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | 
CaRTTER,] that perhaps we do not represent the || 
views of the American people. Mr. Chairman 
for one, I claim when l speak upon this floor to | 
speak for the people of my district. I oppose this 4 
resolution not for the mere purpose of opposition, 
but because I believe the effect of the resolution | 
will be to commit this Government to the doctrine | 
of intervention, and I am not willing that it should 
pass without being accompanied by such a proviso 
as I have offered. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BısseLL] 
asks me where I get my notions of a long-estab- | 
lished doctrine of non-intervention. I answer : 
the gentleman, that it is in the language of Jeffer- ; 
son: ‘Friendship with all nations—entangling | 


alliances with none.”’ i 
I hope, if the resolution be adopted, that the | 


amendment will also be adopted. If gentlemen, 
as they say, oniy intend to compliment Kossuth 
by the adoption of the resolution, why not ex- 
press it in so many words? He has been frank; 
let us be equally so. I do not desire to detain 
this House longer, and with a simple reference to 
resolutions adopted by the Legislature of my own 
State honoring Kossuth as Kossuth, I yield the 
floor. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I regret that the distin- 
guished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CARTTER] was 
Poe to introduce this resolution originally. I 
have risen now, not for the purpose of protract- 
ing this debate, which has already continued too 
long, but for the purpose of defining my position, 
and setting myself right upon this question before 
the country, and especially before my constituents. 
I avail myself of this opportunity of tendering 
my congratulations, and not only my congratula- 
tions, but those of my constituents, for the stand 
he assumed when this matter was first presented 
to the House. Although that gentleman is a 


| young member among us, yet I regard his posi- 


tion as a manly one before this House and the 
country. It is true he acted somewhat rashly in 
maintaining that position, but still I regard him 
as deserving the thanks of this House and of the 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, I, for one, would be willing, and 
more than willing, to tender my hand to the dis- 
tinguished Hungarian in his true character—as a 
champion of freedom. But I deny that we have 
any right to indorse his principles which he is 


| seeking to propagate in this country. What, I | 
| ask you, was the phraseology of the joint resolu- 


tion of Congress which invited him to our shores? 


It was, that if he and his countrymen, then in | 


exile, desired to emigrate to this country, we 
would tender to him and them the use of a national 
vessel. And what is the condition of things now? 
Why, here, in this Jast day of the year 1851, we 
see the Congress of the United States gravely con- 
sidering whether we shall appoint a committee 
upon the part of the House to wait upon this 
same personage, whom we only invited to emigrate 
to this country, and pay to him honors similar to 
those which were paid to Lafayette—the second 
Father of his Country. And permit me, in this 
connection, to remark, that in the other end of this 
Capitol, where Senators have thought proper to 
associate him with that distinguished man, I could 
not regard it otherwise than as an insult to the 
memory of Lafayette. It is true, I voted the other 
day for the resolution inviting him to this capital; 


but I gave that vote under a protest; and I take | 


this occasion to declare, that if that vote had not 
been given, I would not now give it. But the 
invitation has been given, and while, under the cir- 
cumstances, I am willing that the Speaker should 
receive Mr. Kossuth and introduce him to the 


members, I am unwilling that, in order to extend | 
! to him those civilities, we should ride over the 


rules and trample down the rights of the House; 
and I cannot sit here quietly and see its rules thus 
disregarded. J here solemnly enter my protest, as 
the representative of my constituents, against this 
proceeding. I say again that I am willmg to ex- 
tend to Kossuth the hand of friendship, as a man 
and as a patriot. But I am not willing to coun- 
tenance him in the attempt which he has made to 
lecture the American people upon the character of 
our institutions. What do gentlemen mean when 
they tell me that they do not intend to commit this 
Government to his doctrines? Has not Mr. Kos- 
suth told you that he does not desire your sym- 
pathy? And if be does not want your sympathy, 
what does he want? Why, it is men and money 
to fight the battles of Hungary. But I tell gentle- 
men that he will neither get men nor money by my 


| vote. I repeat that I am willing that the Speaker 


should tender to him the same hospitalities that 


| were tendered to Father Mathew, although the | 
latter gentleman is doing much more good to our | 
country than is Mr. Kossuth; but I am not willing |; 


to go further. 
{Here the hammer fell.} 
Mr. APPLETON, of Maine. I move to amend 
by striking out the word “only.” ; 
{ desire once more to bring back this committee 


to the original resolution which was proposed by | 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Carrrer.} When |: 
that gentleman offered that resolution he express- | 
ly stated tha he repudiated any idea of interven- 


i 


| 


j 

| should be considered merely as a matter of courte- 
isy. I agreed with that gentleman then in that 
pinion, and [do not mean now to be driven from 
that position by anything which I have heard 
since. It is only a matter of courtesy: Why, 
sir, we have gone too farin this matter now to 
recede. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mc- 
Mutu] expresses the same opinion when he 
says that if he could give his vote overagain upon 
the resolution inviting Kossuth to this capital, 
that he would give it against that resolution, But 
that vote cannot be recalled. The question is de- 
cided; the issue has been made; and, sir, there 
was a previous question to that. We invited 
Kossuth to our shores; we sent a national vessel 
: for him; and we adopted a resolution of welcome 
to him after his arrival in this country, by a large 
majority of both branches of Congress. However 
gentlemen may refine about it, he must be regard~ 
ed in some sort as the nation’s guest. I know 
very well that it has been said by gentlemen upon 
| this floor that Kossuth was not invited here as the 
| guest of the nation—that the object of the ori- 
ginal resolution was merely to rescue him from 
imprisonment and give him a home among us; 
but that only shows that we did not know the man 
with whom we were dealing. He had a loftier 
character than we gave him credit for. He had 
been through a long struggle at home, and by 
power and treachery united, he had been signally 
defeated. He had beena wanderer and an outcast— 
separated from his family—deprived of his home— 
cut off from his country—and obliged to seek 
Turkish imprisonment as a shelter for his life. 


|| Even in that retreat, the threats of Austria had 


| been constantly sounding in his ears, and he was 
| compelled almost daily to feel that his hospitable 
| host placed in jeopardy his own peace and power 
‘for the purpose of protecting him. Under such 
| circumstances, we gave him the means of escape, 


i! and might almost be pardoned for believing that 


he would be glad to forget his past sufferings in 
future comfort, and soothe his broken spirit amidst 
the quiet of a western home, where he would be 
sure to find sympathy for his misfortunes, and a 
generous approval of his republican course. Yet 
it was not so. Jt was no poor broken-hearted 
dreamer, sighing for personal care and comfort, 
and almost regretting the sacrifices which had 
made him an exile from his home, that the steamer 
Mississippi received on board, when Kossuth came 
upon her deck at Constantinople. No, sir; but 
the moment he stood beneath a free flag, and trod 
upon a free deck, and saw around him the men 
and the arms of a free country, his great spirit 
swelled to its old dimensions, and the love and 
power of liberty were renewed in his veins to- 
i gether. Not for hima cottage in some far retreat. 
: Not for him the delights of a homely fireside, and 
all the comforts of ease and competence. Not for 
him the plough and the sickle, and the peaceful 
employments to which they tend. Far other vis- 
ions occupy hismind. His thoughts are with his 
countrymen who are’still oppressed; and the pale 
and bleeding form of Hungary seems to walk con- 
stantly before him, and to beckon him onward to 
the great work of her deliverance. Sir, in all this, 
I find nothing to diminish our estimate of the man, 
but much rather to increase it. The patriotism 
and self-sacrifice which he has thus shown give 
him a new title to our regard, and justify by fresh 
reasons the welcome which we have given him. 
| Sir, I believe he has deserved that welcome by his 
past services, and I hope he will deserve a stil 
more illustrious expression of our regard, by the 
events of his future career. All this, I think it 
has been the right and the duty of the American 
Congress to declare—and to declare it with no 
scanty phrases, no bated breath, and no trembling 
voices—-but in tones loud enough to be heard alike 
by the despots and the subjects of the Old World, 
and firm enough to carry the conviction wherever 
they go, that we mean what we say. To this 
extent we have high authority to justify us, as 
"well as the teachings of our own minds. 


|) And beyond this it is not necessary now to de- 


clare ourselves. I do not intend to-go into the 
‘broad questions of national policy which have 
; been opened here to-night. Upon these questions 
-Lhave nothing to say. They do not belong to 
this debate. But I recognize in Louis Kossuth the 
great master-spirit which has been evoked by the 
It is almost-a law of 


į late European excitements. 


tion or non-intervention, He only asked that it || revolutions that they create their own chief guides 
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avid leaders. From out the stormy waves of the 
French convulsions emerged Napoleon Bonaparte, 
who seized with an iron hand the helm of europe 
and wrote hi8 name with the point of his sword in 
ineffaceable characters upon the history of the 
world. Inour own Revolution, also, Providence 
raised up the man for the times, and gave as that 
Washington whose fame is yet the dearest treasure 
of his countrymen, and Whose iiame~-is honored 
_ wherever liberty is praised. But in looking over 
the late agitations of the Old World, no man, it 
aeems to. me, appears Who can fairly contest the 
aliy of supremacy with Kossuth. “When revo: 
tution had failed ‘everywhere else, and the old dark- 
ness was settling over the nations, it was he who 
kept Hungary alive with freedom, and so anima- 
ted her with his own spirit that she beat Austria 
from the field, did not tremble before Austria and 
Russia combined, and only bowed her head at last 
before the treachery of one of her own sons. Sir, 
for what this man has done I am willing to give 
him my cordial thanks, and I care not how loudly 
and how warmly he may be welcomed to our 
shores. Jam willing to see the people Joad him 
with honors, and make him the almoner of great 
wealth. All this they have a right to do, and 
there is no power on earth which can control them. 
Nor do ! fear that they will ultimately go too far. 
I have great-and abiding confidencein their ** sober 
second thought.” But I warn gentlemen that 
any abatement of a proper courtesy on our part 
towards the illustrious Magyar may awaken an 
indignant feeling among the people, which may re- 
act in favor of those very doctrines of his which 
some of'us do nat see fit. yet to avow, 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr.GROW,. It was not my purpose thus early 


in the session to mingle in the debates of this Hall, | 


ror would I at this late hourof the day trouble the 
House with any remarks but for the charge that 
has just fallen from the lips of the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. McMunuw.] Tcannetrefrain from 
replying, when I have the words of Kossuth to do 
it with. Let his own language defend him against 


the charge of audacity. Fle comes here advoca- | 
ting the rights of crushed humanity and the cause | 
of his native land, and asks the American people | 


for their aid against the despots of his country. 
Frankly he lays his claims and wishes before his 
hearers, and asks their consideration. He asks 
them as men standing under the shadow of Wash- 
ington, to consider the cause of humanity; and for 
this he is charged with being guilty of the greatest 
impudence! Ave his requests unreasonable, that 
they should not be heard? THe brings to their elu- 
cidation the light of his master intellect, and thé 
impulses of a warm heart. Jn what consists his 
impudence? Does he make a demand upon this 
Government or people, and attempt by threats or 
intimidation to coerce it? 
and reasons, and asks you for a voluntary decis- 


ion; and if in his favor, then he will leave your | 


shores—the herald of glad tidings to enthralled na- 
tions. Butif you answer no, in his own language 
* you will see a mournful tear in the eye of human- 
‘ity—its breast heaving with a sorrowful sigh—yet 
“the answer must be accepted.’ «Tf youanswer, 
‘you would rather be on friendly terms with the 
‘Czar than rejoice in the liberty and independence 
‘of Hungary, Italy, Germany, and France, yet 
‘dreadful as it is [will wipe the tear of sorrow 
‘from my eye, and say to my brethren, let us pray, 
‘and go to the Lord’s last supper, and then to båt- 
‘tle and to death. I will say to them, there is no 
‘help for us but in our trust in God, and in our 
‘own good swords. Twill leave you with a dying 
‘farewell, and bless you with the warmest wishes 
‘of my heart, and pray to God that the San of 
Freedom may never decline from the horizon of | 
‘your happy land.” If this be «© impudence,” in | 
what way would you have an apostle of liberty j 
appeal for the sympathy and aid of a people whose 
country has drank the life-blood not only of its 
own martyrs, but of the martyrs of every clime? 
Is it impudent for a man just escaped from Aus- 
trian dungeons and Turkish exile to stand up in the 
face of nations and advocate the consciou i 
of man? is it “impudent” for 


i 
I 


| 


ceived the aid òf a Lafayette, De Kalb, and Kos- 
ciusko, and whosé soil still holds the ashes of 
Pulaski and Steuben? 5 0 o o 

Mr. McMULLIN, (interrupting.) His impu- 
dence is in-attenipting.to- destroy the teachings of 
Washington, =. == pt S 
Mr. GROW. Devoutly as we turn to the 
teachings of that greatest of mortals—and Heaven 
grant the day may never comè when it shall be 
otherwise with the American—still the institutions, 
opinions, and men, both living and dead; of this 
country, as of all others, are here proper and open 
stibiects of manly discussion. Freedom of opin- 
ion and expression on any and all subjects, is the 
right of a freeman under a free Government. The 
only sure reliance in every casé is on the virtue, 
intelligence, and integrity of the people to correct 
all errors. It bécomes not the American to bow 
with blind reverence to opinions or institutions be- 
cause of their grey age. For‘ while knowledge is 
growing more comprehensive, man’s relations be- 
coming better known, he who would cling blindly 
to all the notions of other times, acts a suicidal 
part to the best interests of the present. While 
truth and society are progressive, he who would 
seek the che with an honest heart and fearless 
mind, and act with a generous soul for the best 
interest of the other, cannot entertain all the no- 


| tions of his predecessors. 


If the doctrine of non-intervention was proper 
for our country in the days of Washington, and 


has not the time come, or will it never arrive, for 
this Republic to decide whether in its foreign rela- 
tions it ig an inveterate rule never in any case to 
rhe departed from; that we must stand with folded 
ed by the wrongs of centuries and battling for lib- 
erty and the rights which God and nature has given 
them, and even when they have driven the invader 
from their soil, struck down by the hirehng myr- 
midons of united despots, and their country 
drenched with the blood of the noble and the brave, 
blotted from the map of nations? Is it the legacy 
of wisdom and humanity bequeathed hy Washing- 
ton and his copatriots, that Americen freemen must 


liberty” as her votaries fall? 


WwW Fatever may be the policy or decision of our 
Government in reference to armed intervention, as 
the generous spirit sits not atthe social board with 
the robber and the assassin, let it, at least, in its 
intercourse with- other nations, be as cireumspect 
in its company as the private citizen. To that na- 
tion which tramples on the Jaws of nations and 
the common rights of humanity, let it not extend 
the hand of fellowship. Let us welcome to our 


H a i| shores, and to the hearts of our countrymen, the 
He presents his cause | 


exile driven by oppression and wrong from the 
fireside of his fathers. 


i 


f 


Mr. GORMAN. As the gentleman’s time is 
not yet out, I desire to make a statement to the 


: friends of this resolution. I desire to say to them, 
| that if they expect to arrive at a vote upon the 


resolution to-night, they must not discuss it them- 
selves. If gentlemen will recollect, during the 
last Congress the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union were kept from a vote for sixty 
days precisely in this way. For one, I intend 
to sit here till midnight rather than not to dispose 
of this resolution. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. APPLETON,] 
and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I have an 
amendment which I propose to offer, after which 


speech of Kossuth’s. I move to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘provided,’* and insert the following: 


e . ji 1 > 
of a brave people to present the claims of his fa- | 


therland to the sympathies of the descendants of 
Washington, Franklin, and Jefferson?—t 
ae ppeal in behalf of bleeding humanity t 
ple who > every battle-field in the first and second 
war of independence is red with the blood of for- ! 


a 


i! 
| ernment should take appropriate measures for the protecticn fi 


$ 

i so) 
o make |! the nati 
0a peo- i tion against their government or not; and that, with a view | 


First, That, fecling interested in the maintenance of the 
laws of nations, acknowiedging the sovereign right of every 
people to dispose of its own domestic conceriis to be one ef 


i] these laws, and the interference with this sovereign right to 


be a violation of these latvs of nations, the people of the 
solved to respect and to make respected 


these public la declare the Russian past intervention in 


s rights i| Hungry to be a violation of these laws, which, if reitera- 
the representative |i ted, would be a new violation, and wonld not be regarded | 


indifferentiy by the people of the United States. 

Second, That the people of the United States are re- 
Ived to maintain its right of commercial intercourse with 
as Of Furrope, whether they be in a state of revolu- 


of approaching scenes on the continent of Europe, the Gov- 


of the trade of our people in the Mediterranean; and, 


r 


&gners—tö à country that inthe hour of -feril re- |] 


even though bequeathed to us as his dying legacy, i 


arms and closed lips and see a brave people, goad- | 


forever, in silence, be pierced with the “shrieks of 


I intend to ask the Clerk to read an extract from a j 


Third, That the Government of the United States th 
declare its opinion in respect to the question of the inde- 
pendence of Hiumgary, and act accordingly. ; 

‘Mr: S: said: The amendment is simply the 
platform of Kossuth himself, as presented to the 
American people, and seems either to have been 
mmgundereided, or forgotten, by those who have 
| undertaken to announce his purposes in the de- 
bate which has taken place on this resolution: 
Kossuth himself can better éxplain what-he means 
by these propositions, than any one else,and ashe 
hashad no chance of speaking to-day for himself, f 

roposé to afford him an opportunity. When Kos- 
auth shall have spoken, it will be a fit time to close 
this debate; and ji trustthat the little speech which 
I send to the Clerk to read, from the great Hun- 
garian himself, explanatory of his platform, will 
be the last made upon the subject. 

The following extract from Kossuth’s address 
to the Jackson Democratic Association, was then 
read: 7 

« My nation believes that the United States, presenting 
themselves before. the world in that imposing attitude, wiif 
reatrain tyrants without any War. Let me say, thati came 
not to try to engage your arms and the blood of your hearts, 

to fight our battles. We will fight our bates ourselves. 
[Applause.] {came not to entangic youin a war. We 
can fent owr own battles. We are @ nation capable of 
achieving our own freedom if we have fair play. If a na- 
tion like Hungary, with fifteen millions of inhabitants, is 
not able to fight its own battles, by its own force, against 
its own enemy—if it is not strong enough to settle its own 
domestic ‘matters, by its own strength, it deserves not, if 
merits not, to be free. All we wantis fair play. [Applause. f 
We do not wish to fight againstthe whole world. The only 
thing which we desire is fair play.?” 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 1 will remark thas 
the extract which has just béen read, does not 
contain all that Kossuth has said on this point. 
{Prolonged laughter. ` I hope that langh will not 
be taken out of my time. [Renewed laughter.} 
He has told us, with that candor which has char- 
acterized him since he came amongst us, that when 
he asks us to declare against intervention, if that 
| declaration of ours was disregarded upon the part 
of Russia, that he expeeted us to go to war to sus- 
tain it. 'That is what he said, and it cannot be dis- 
puted on the floor; and an attempt ought not to be 
mate to disguise it. Now, I want to put to the 
American Congress one or two sivrple inquiries in 
respect to this doctrine in favor of non-interven- 
tion. I ask what department can commit us to it 
in a form to be authoritative and respected? Sup- 
pose the Executive should declare it, does not 
every one know that, coming from that Depart- 
ment alone, it would be brutum fulmen? Suppose 
it should not be respected, as it most probably 
would not be, what could the Presidentdo? He 
could not back it. with the Army and Navy of the 
United States. The war-power resides in Con- 
gress; and no appropriation to that use can be 
made for a longer period than two years. All he 
could do would be to convene Congress, and rec- 
| ommend to it to declare war to make good his 
declaration. Congress is,as we all know, a fluctu- 
ating body; an opposition Congress is not always 
disposed to carry out Executive recommendations, 
and it cannot be relicd upon With certainty that 
all future Congresses would go to war to sustain 
such a declaration, even if made by a President 
to whom it was friendly. It certainly would not 
do it in a ease which did not strongly enlist its 
sympathy. Yet to cause the principle to be’ re- 
i spected in any case, it would be necessary to vin- 
i dicate it in all.. I repeat, what Kossuth himself 
admits in effect, that, unless itis known by other 
j nations that we wouid vindicate our declaratian by 
war if it was not respected, that it would be mere 
brutum fulmen. 

Suppose the declaration made by the Executive 
and by Congress also. It could only bind the 
Congress that would make it. 

Kossuth’s doctrines are impracti¢able under our 
form of government. Let me illustrate. Sup- 
pose this Government was to commit itself in all 
of its branches to them; suppose about August, 
Hungary should again strike for her independence; 
suppose Russia should interfere—as interfere she 
would, for the right to do so, as she esteems, is 
the vital principle of her system, and she would 
risk a war with us, or anybody else, sooner than 
surrender it—all the President could do would 
be to convene Congress. This would take sixty 
|; days. We would debate at least six weeks, more 
i likely six months, before a declaration of war 
| would be made. Then we would have to take 
[i tme to raise and discipline an army, unless we do 


i 
i 


i 


t 


what J think is an indispensable adjunct to this 
policy—keep on hand a large stailding army. 

hen they are to be transported to Hungary, and 
in the mean time she is again prostrate; and we, I 
suppose, would either return with our fingers in 
our mouths, or wage a war to resuscitate her. In 
other words, we would wage a war to bring into 
existence a republic rather than to succor one. If 
we desire to engage in this policy, I think France 
presents a fair theatre. That is the view I hinted 
at yesterday; but I did not wish to elaborate it 
then, and, of course, I do not mean to attempt it 
now, in the five minutes that are allotted me. I 
shall do it hereafter, But I undertake to say that 
this doctrine of intervention is utterly inconsistent 
with the whole structure of our Government. 
Under a monarchy it is different. 
of England or any other of the potentates of 
Europe make a declaration against intervention, 
they have all the war power in their own hands, 
and they can back their declaration without con- 
sulting anybody. I undertake to say, with some 


little knowledge of history upon this subject, that | 


there has been no case where any nation of Eu- 
rope has taken the decisive ae which we are 
called upon to take, that did not at least commence 
making preparation for war coexistent with its 
declaration. In most cases the preparation has 
preceded the declaration; and to cause it to be 
respected this must be done. If we are to adopt 
this European policy, we must adopt all essential 
parts of it. 

[Fere the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sran- 
ron’s amendment to the amendment of Mr, 
Crvurcuwe tt, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. ` I 


When the King | 


desire to offer an | 
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gling against power and despotism for true and 
genuine liberty. 

Whois Louis Kossuth? Hestands forth prom- 
inent before the civilized world as the distinguished 
representative of the democratic principle in Eu- 
rope; as one who, in the council chamber of his 
native land—in the Hungarian Diet—contended 
for the abolition of feudal prerogatives, for the 
principle of popular representation, and for unre- 
stricted equality without regard to rank or birth— 
and who is now the great missionary of freedom, 


the splendor and power and brilliancy of his elo- 


He comes here an exile. Overcome by his ene- 
mies, defeated by the treachery of his friends, in- 
carcerated in Austrian dungeons, banished from 
his native country, from the home of his childhootl, 
yet hislofty spirit, still unbroken, towers with the 
great idea of redemption to Hungary, and his great 
heart still beats with the unfaltering purpose te 
strike for freedom and the rights of man. 
sir, is the man whom we propose to welcome. 
Sir, if it be intervention, which I deny, to shake 
by the hand this republican, then F am for interven- 
tion. If it be intervention to proclaim our sym- 


from tyranny, for the great principles of demo- 
cratic liberty, then I am forit. [Several voices: 
e That’s right.”] If it be intervention for this 
Congress to express its indignant condemnation 
| of the tyranny of Austria and the double tyranny 
of Russia, in the progress of this Hungarian war, 
then lam forit. (Voices: “ That's right”) Sir, 
the inglorious sentiment that we, the freest nation 
in the world, enjoying all the blessings of republi- 


and is setting on fire the whole civilized world by : 


quence in the sacred cause of oppressed humanity. | 


This, | 


pathy for any people struggling for disenthralment | 


can government, can be indifferent to the struggles 


LE 


population of the district I have the honor to rep- 
resent, consists of Germans, and, sir, they are dis- 
tinguished for their intelligence, enterprise, and 
public spirit; but more than this, they are distin= 
guished for their ardent devofion to our Govern: 
ment. They readily learn our language, take an 
interest in our schools and- public works, and I 
believe, sir, are as sober, industrious; moral, and 
patriotic as our native American citizens... Upon * 
the great subject of liberty I humbly trust. that 
this House cannot hesitate because Kossuth is a 
foreigner, The true friends of freedom are united 
in the bonds of brotherhood throughout the would, 
and no natural barriers, no differences of locality, 
of clime, or country, no ecean running between, 
should divide them. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a noble opportunity for 
the representatives of this great nation to testify 
to the world their sympathy for a nation strug- 
gling to be free. It should not pass. We should 
give to Kossuth such a welcome as is worthy of 
his exalted worth—of his privations in the cause 
of freedom—of his illustrious services, and of him 
as one of the greatest living orators of the age— 
and such a welcome as is worthy of this great 
nation. Ours is the greatest and freest nation on 
the earth. We have attained to a fuller and more 
perfect development of the democratie principle 
than any other people. Then, sir, let us welcome 
Kossuth in a manner worthy of this our great 
land of free States and spreading millions of free 
people. Let noidle and inglorious fears of offending 
the despots of Europe deter us from the plain dic- 
tates of patriotic duty. Let Kossuth feel that the 
simple, unostentations welcome of this House is a 
fall reward for all his services in behalf of op- 
pressed humanity; and that this land, with insti- 


amendment to the amendment of the gentleman | 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Cnurcuwext.] | offer the | 
following: ` ! 

Resolved, That the Speaker be requested to appoint a || 


tutions based emphatically upon the power of the 
people, is indeed an asylum for the oppressed. 
Let him feel that if he does not get men and 
money and armed intervention from our Govern- 


of the oppressed for the same liberty we possess, 
ig asentiment unworthy of the spirit of the age in 
which we live, and should find no lodyment in the 
American heart. It has been the policy of this 


eommittee who shall report to this House whether, in their || Government to express itssympathy in such cases, 


opinion, the resolution of the last Congress, iuviting Father ; 


Mathew to a seat in this Hall, committed members of Con- 
gress and the Government of the United States to the cause 
of temperance. 


[Great laughter.] 

reg CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in 
order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
pending amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Cucrcnwe...] 


What is the 


Mr. STEPHENS. What has become of the i 


pand I hope it will continue to be. We must do 
| right, sir, let the consequences be what they may. 
If Russia and Austria take offence and bring on 
war, it will be their war and not ours. We shah 
fight in the defence; and in a righteous war upon 
our own soil, we could bid defiance to the despot- 
isms of the world. Bright glories have covered 
our arms in three wars already; but in this last 
and final struggle between freedom and despotism, 
our good old fag would be borne aloft in triumph, 


ment, he gets what is not less potent for his 
cause—the moral power of this nation. 

Mr. Chairman, let not the representatives of 
the people be behind the people themselves. I re- 
joice, sir, that standing in this the Capitol of my 
country for the first time, it is my prerogative to 
speak for this resolution. Let us hail Kossuth, 
not for himself only, but for his cause, as the 
elder Adams said of the Fourth of July, “ with 
gratulation and joy, with bonfires and illumina- 
tions.” Welcome should be inscribed upon the 
doors of the Capitol, upon the flag that floats 


, the glorious ensign of hherty to the world. 
1 g l l | Mr. Chairman, we are told thatthere is no pre- 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order. t cedent for this welcome, Iam willing to admit 
~ Mr. YATES. I offer the following amendment !! that precedent is worth something, and could show 
to the amendment: | that we had precedents in a good measure similar 
“And that said committee be instructed to inform Louis | to the case now before us, in the reception of La- 


above us 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. GREY said, that this debate had taken a 
range and latitude, which to him seemed strange 
and inappropriate. 'The simple question presented 
by the resolution ofihe gentleman from Ohio, [Mr, > 


amendment of the gentleman from Minois? 


Kossuth that the Government of the United States will not 


took with indifference on the interventi 
any other foreign Power, against Hungar, 
for liberty she may hereatter have against the despotic 
power of Austria.” 

Mr. YATES said: I have introduced this 
amendment only for the purpose of saying that 
Jam in favor of the original resolution. Iam 


astonished that gentlemen will not permit the ; 
TI ouse to come to a fair vote upon that resolution. | 


The resolution does not commit the House to the 


principle of intervention, No, sir; not even by | 
There is nothing in | 


unplication or construction. 
it which, according to a fair and honest interpre- 


tation, can be construed a committal to that prin- | 
The only question is, whether we will | 
extend a cordial welcome to this illustrious cham- |: 
pion of human rights. It contains a simple direc- | 
tion to the committee to wait upon Louis Kossuth, | 


ciple. 


and to introduce him to this House. 


There is no such averment in the declaration. It 
is a simple act of courtesy, and no more. I would 
not, sir, heedlessly involve this nation in the affairs 
of foreign nations. I see no reason yet to change 
the time-honored policy of the country—entang- 


ling alliances with none; and immediate inter- | 
vention, by means and men, might prove most | 
disastrous to the best interests of our country, and ; 


might even endanger its existence, to say nothing 


of the blood to be shed and the immense amount | 
of treasure to be expended in such a fanciful eru- | 


sade for liberty. 

Bat, sir, I would be willing to go further even 
than this resolution, and to express, in unequivo- 
cal terms, our sympathy for every nation strug- 


n of Russia, or | 
sin any struggle j 


When gen- | 
tlemen array the objection of intervention against | 
this resolution, they travel out of the record. | 


fayette and Father Mathew; but what is it for 
which gentlemen ask a precedent? Why, sir, it 
I is this: we must not takea good republican by the 
i hand, because we have no precedent for it. This, 
| sir, with due deference to gentlemen, | must say is 
| simply ridiculous. No precedent, sir! 

| guire if all advance in legislation, all progress in 
civil or political reform, and even the friendly ex- 
i 

i 

| 

| 

| 

i 

| 

l} 

| 

i 


disregarded, because there isno precedent forthem? 
Sir, it is in politics as it is in the physical sciences, 
in improvements in agriculture, or the mechanic 


and striking out a new path. Less than he 


boats, or railroads, or telegraphs. 


valleys; 
thoughts and messages faster than eagl 
| if there is no precedent in the annals of Congr 
i for tendering the hospitalities of this nation to so 
|| distinguished a champion of human rightsas Louis 
|= Kossuth, then the sooner we hare sucha precedent 
the better. 


precedent. 

But Kossuth is a foreigner. 
objection with me. It is justly our boast, that 
ours is an asylum for the oppressed of every clime; 
and long, long I hope it will continue to be. 


other refuge, here, sir, in all time to come, may 
he finda foothold. A considerable portion of the 


1 will in- | 


change of the common courtesies of life, are to be | 


arts; it is an age of progress in which in some | 
things we are leaving the old lavdmarks behind | 
if al 
century ago, and there was no precedent for steam- | 
r Now, sir, we | 
have precedents in the palaces that float upon the; 
bosoms of our rivers and plough the ocean; in the : 
iron horse that thunders aloig our mountains and | 
and in the long wires which bear eur | 
es fly. Sir, Í 


The more is the honor to us, if we! 
shail be the first Congress to set such a glorious | 


This, sir, is no: 
‘try by the order of Congr 
; and the President of the United States, as Com- 
; mander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, had re- 


i 
| When the lone exile of oppression shall find no | 


Caxrrer,] wae as to the appointment of .a com- 
mittee to introduce Mr. Kossuth to the House of 
Representatives. Yet a person entering the Hall 
and ignorant of the true question before the House, 
would suppose that the proposition under discus- 
sion was war with Russia and direct intervention 
in the contest between Hungary and Austria. The 
resolution presents no such issue. ‘The question 
is simply whether we shall now repudiate, or carry 
out the invitation heretofore tendered to Kossuth; 
whether we shall extend to him the courtesies tò 
which we stand committed by the action of the 
Executive and by past legislation. In February 
last, the Secretary of State, the officer charged 
with the management of our foreign relations, had 
taken the initiative, and instructed our Minister in 
Turkey to open negotiations with the Turkish 
Government for the liberation of Kossuth. This 
proceeding of the national Executive had been 
subsequently indorsed and approved by Congress, 
by the resolution of March last, instructing the 
President to send a national vessel to bring Kos- 
suth to this country. 

Yhe President in his message informed Con- 
gress that he had complied with their instructions, 
and that Kossuth was soon expected to arrive, 
and he referred to their consideration the question 


| of the manner of the reception and treatment of 


this distinguiseed man, thus brought to thiscouns 
. Kossuth arrived, 


ceived him at New York as ihe nation’s guest 
with a national salute. Congress then adopted 
the following Joint Resolution: 


4 
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Dec. 31, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled, 


g That the Con- 
gress of the United States, in the name and behalf of the 
people of the 


United States, give to Louis Kossuth a eor- 
dial welcome to the capital and to the country; and that a 
copy of this resolution be transmitted to him by the Presi- 
dent of the United States.” 

Where did this demonstration in favor of Kos- 
suth ofiginate? It was not a Democratic meas- 
ure, nora Whig measure; but a measure’ of the. 
National Executive—of the Secretary. of State, 
who controls the foreign affairs of the country, 
arid who first suggested that-we should passa 
joint-resolution welcoming Louis Kossuth to the 
capital and the country. DA f 
` In compliance with the invitation tendered him 
by Congress in this joint resolution, Kossuth 
presents himself in this capital. Now, the plain 
question is, Will you recall, or will you fulfill the 
invitation you have given him? Are you now 
doubtful of his worth and merits? And had you 
not the same data, by which to judge of his worth 
` and merits, before you gave him this invitation, 

as now? My colleague on my right [Mr. Ewine] 
fears that this tends to intervention in the affairs 
of Europe, and asks where are we to stop? Ian- 
swer, that the question of intervention or non- 
intervention is not before us. It will be time 
enough to decide that question when it arises. 
The question now presented; and the only ques- 
tion, is, shall we fulfill the reasonable expectations 
created by our own previous action? Having inw- 
vited Kossuth to come to the capital, shall we 
receive him and treat him with courtesy, now 
that he has accepted our invitation? And shall 
we, by so doing, express our sympathy for the 
progress of liberal institutions and resublicanism 
m Europe, of which he is the representative? I 
do not intend to contribute in any way to involve 
my country in a war, for the propagation of the 
doctrines advocated by Kossuth. Yet I see no 
reason why we should not give him and his cause 
the moral influence of our countenance and sym- 
pathy, by receiving him with the civility and po- 
iteness due to our own self-respect. The law of 
nations does not forbid the exercise of such hospi- 
tality, nor the expression of our sympathies for 
this distinguished man and the cause he represents. 
The despotic powers of the world combine to 
maintain and uphold their doctrines, and why 
should we hesitate to give the moral influence of 
our sympathy to the cause of liberal and republi- 
can institutions, or to extend to their representa- 
tive the civilities to which we are committed? To 
my colleagues, who: differ from me on this ques- 
tion, I say that the people of Kentucky would 


Ohio: does this, and commits us.to nothing more; 
and Iwill vote for it with all’ my heart. 
But it is said that if you receive him, as this 
resolution proposes, he will next ask your aid and 
intervention in the affairs of Hungary. Be it so. 
Will it be a crime in Kossuth to ask our aid? J 
think not. He hasa right to ask, as we havea 
right to grant, or to withhold, as we may judge 
fitting and proper, when the demand or request 1s 
presented. And I ask how we will be in any 
worse condition to refuse his request, after we have 
received him with that hospitality and those civili- 
ties, which seem called for by the invitation which 
has brought him here. If you invite a man to 
your house, you receive him when he comés, with 
cordial courtesy; and if he afterwards presents an 
unreasonable request, or one which you do not 
tifink proper to concede, you 
grace decline. 
It has been imputed, as an offence, to Kossuth, 
that he has appealed from the Government to the 
people. J do not so understand him. Incontrast- 
ing the Governments of Europe with that of the 
United States—a contrast drawn from him by the 
excitement of the warm reception with which his 
landing in America was greeted by the people—he 
has said that here the people are sovereign, as 
they should be, and_as he wishes to see them in 
his own country. In declaring that the people 
are the true sovereigns, I understand him as 
declaring his assent to that principle of our Gov- 
ernment, which he wishes to see introduced into 
his own country. Has not every member of this 
House, in his canvassing, used the same language, 
and in the same spirit, when addressing the 
people? If so, did they mean any offence to the 
people or to the Government? If not, why take 
exception to the same language when spoken by 
Kossuth? For my part, being well convinced 
that he intended no offence, I will not captiously 
take offence. It is also urged that we offered him 
an asylum; that we invited him to become a resi- 
dent amongst us; and that we ought not to receive 
him because he comes, not to reside, but as a 
transient visitor. But if you invite a person to 
take up his abode with you, and he comes to thank 
ou, will you turn your back upon him, because 
e respectfully makes known that his circum- 
stances prevent his accepting your kind offer? 
We do not do so in Kentucky. No, sir. 
ress invited Kossuth to come to America. On 
is arrival, the President received him as the na- 
tion’s guest, with a national salute. Congress 
has since invited him to the capital; and since he 
has come on that invitation, I, for my part, will 


not hesitate to do so, fully, frankly, heartily, 
and gracefully, as the occasion demands. 

Sir, Louis Kossuth, as the great apostle of lib- 
erty, as the Pa Nae an of those who advocate 
liberal principles in Europe, as a martyr to those 
principles, and an exile from his own dear Iun- 
gary, would be greeted nowhere with a more cor- 
dial and whole-souled welcome, than in Kentucky. 
To. my. colleagues who oppose this resolution 
(Messrs. Marsnany and Ewing) I will suppose 
this case: They unite in an invitation to a distin- 


guished but unfortunate individual, a citizen of | 


another State of this Union, or, if they please, of 
a foreign government, to comeand make his home 
in Kentucky. They send their ‘coach and four” 
to bring him to the State. He arrives. They 
again unite in a joint note, bidding him welcome 
to the State, and to their houses. He so conducts 
himself that he is received in every town and city 

with the greatest enthusiasm, with every token of 
the highest appreciation, and he is escorted by 

committees from town to town, till he reaches the 

doors of my two colleagues. Would they then 

say to their families and friends, ‘Sit still, be | 
quiet, don’t move; I won’t invite this man in, nor | 
introduce him to my household, for fear he may | 
next ask for a loan of money, or some new favor; | 
or lest he may not behave like a gentleman, and 

act in all respects with propriety.’ 
tucky hospitality? No, sir; no. After such invi- 


the stranger at the door; would do it handsomely; 
would take him cordially by the hand, and ex- | 
elaim, ‘* Welcome, sir, thrice welcome to these 


halls. Allow me the pleasure of introducing you |! 


to my family and friends.” This much is due 


from this House to the distinguished patriot and 
exile, who now stands at our door—our own in- 
yited guest. The resolution of the gentleman from 


Is this Ken- |} 


‘ A Í 
tations and antecedents, a Kentuckian would meet |! 


receive him in the manner which I think our pre- 
vious action requires—with the cordial sympathy 
due to his cause, with the honors due to him as 
its representative, and with the polite courtesy and 
generous hospitality for which the American peo- 
ple are distinguished, and none more than the peo- 
ple of the State which I have the honor in part to 
represent. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tellers 
on Mr. Yares’s amendment; which were ordered; 
and Messrs. Averetr and FowLER appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 6, noes 90. No quorum voting. 

{Loud cries of ‘ Call the roll!”] 

“Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, inquired if a mo- 
tion that the committee do now rise was in order. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the motion would 
| not be in order, as the rule required that when the 
committee found itself without a quorum the roll 
should be called. 

The roll was then called, and the committee 
| rose, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
the chairman of the ‘committee reported the facts 
to the House, with the names of the absentees. 

A quorum being now present, the committee 


| resumed its session, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Alabaina, moved that the 
committee rise. 


ordered, and Messrs. Org and Fow.er were ap- 
pointed. 


the negative—ayes 50, noes 74. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question was next again taken on Mr. 
Yares’s amendment; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 2, noes. 77.. No quorum voting. 


So the roll was again called. ! 
The committee rose, and the Speaker having | 


may then with beiter | 


Con- |! 


Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers; which were | 


The question was then taken, and decided in 


resumed the chair, the chairman of the committee 
reported the facts, and the names of the absentees 
to the House. í . 

A quorum being present, the committee resumed 
its session, - . i 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, moved that the 
committee rise. i 

Mr. WALSH moved to amend the motion by 
adding, ‘with instructions to report the resolu- 
tion te the House.” f 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment outof 
order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tell- 
ers on the motion that the committee rise. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Snow, and 
Jounson of Tennessee, appointed. 

The question being then taken, tellers reported— 
ayes 15, noes 74; no quorum voting. 

The roll was called. , 

The committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman of the committee 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, having caused the roll to be 
called, had found itself without a quorum. 

Mr. ASHE moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, inquired if a 
motion for a call of the House would not take 
precedence of the motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER ruled that it would not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. f i 

The question being then taken, it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 54, nays 88; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Averett, Thos. H. Bayly, 
| Barrere, Bocock, Bowie, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, E. C. 
| Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Churchwell, Cobb, 
Cullom, Dockery, Edmundson, Ewing, Fitch, Goodenow, 
Hall, Hammond, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Haven, Hen- 
dricks, Hillyer, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James John- 
| son, George W. Jones, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, Hum- 
| phrey Marshall, Martin, McMuilin, Meacham, Miller, John 
| Moore, Morehead, Murphy, Porter, Powell, Savage, Scher- 
merhorn, Scurry, Smith, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Taylor, Venable, Watkins, and Williams—54. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, Babcock, Bart- 
| leit, Bell, Bissell, John H. Boyd, Breckenridge, Brenton, 
Briggs, Buell, Busby, Joseph Cable, Cartter, Chapman, 
Chastain, Cleveland, Clingman, Conger, George T. Davis, 
John G. Davis, Dean, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, 
Ficklin, Florenee, Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Thos. 
J. D. Fuiler, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings Gilmore, Gorman, 
Green, Grow, Henn, Horsford, John « Howe, Thomas 
| M. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, John Johnson, Robert W. Jobn- 


} 


| son, Daniel T. Jones, Preston King, Letcher, Mace, Mann, 
|| Millson, Molony, Nabers, Newton, Peaslee, Penniman, 
Perkins, Rantoul, Robie, Robinson, Sackett, Scudder, Da- 
vid L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart. 
Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, George 
W. Thompson, Thurston, ‘Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, 
Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch, Addison White, Wil- 
drick, and Yates—88. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Before the above result was announced— 

Mr. GENTRY asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to propound a question to the Chair. 
I simply wish to know whether it will bein order 
for me to move, provided the Flouse does not ad- 
journ, that the Committee ef the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the res- 
i olution, and instructed to report that resolution 

forthwith to the House without amendment? 
| The SPEAKER. It can be done by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. VENABLE. I object. 

[Cries of ‘Go on!” “Go on!?’] 

Mr. GENTRY. Ido- not claim the right of 
debate, but only ask the permission of the 
| House 
| [Cries of ** Order !” “Order!” “Go on!” “Go 
| on!’ from numerous members.] 

Mr. GENTRY. Iwas about to remark—— 
[Cries of * Order!” t Order!” 
The SPEAKER. Objection 

| gentleman cannot proceed. 

The SPEAKER. There being a quorum pres- 
ent, the chairman of the committee Mr. Jones, 
i of Tennessee] will resume the chair. That is the 
order of business under the rules. 

The Cuarrman resumed the chair, and an- 
nounced that the question before the committee was 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Yates] to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. CuurcHwe t.] 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. The question be- 
| fore the committee was on the motion to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Florida is correct. Upon this question tellers 
had been ordered, and when they had reported, 


being made, the 


1851. 


TH 


The tellers will resume their places. 


Mr. GORMAN. I beg to remark that I believe | 


the question before the committee was upon the 
motion that the committee rise, and that the in- 
flexibility of the opposition is such that every one 
must perceive, if they are determined to hold out, 
it is out of the question to pass this resolution to- 
night. Gentlemen will remember a similar scene 
upon the California question during the last Con- 
gress, and the amount of time consumed in five 
minute speeches. And in this case, unless gentle- 
men want to make five minute speeches, I insist 
that the committee do rise. 

The tellers, Messrs. Brown of Mississippi, and 
Cuapman, having resumed their places, the ques- 
tion was taken on the motion that the committee 
rise, and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 74. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurring upon the amendment to 
the amendment, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered, and Messrs. GILMORE 
and Cape Lu were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—aye 1, noes 75; no quorum voting. 

(Cries, ‘* Call the roll!” “Call the roll! 

‘The roll was then called, and the committee 
rose, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
the chairman of the committee reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


having found itself without a quorum, caused the | 


roll to be called, and instructed him to report the 
facts to the House with the names of the absent- 
ees. 


There being no quorum present, ‘ 
` Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved a call of 
the House; which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STANLY. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WILDRICK called for the yeas and nays 
on that motion; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
ree to adjourn—yeas 61, nays 77; as fol- 
ows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Abercrombie, Aiken, William Apple- 
ton, Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bocock, 
Bowie, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, B. Carring- 
ton Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Churchwell, 
Cobb, Cullom, Dockery, Edmundson, Ewing, Fitch, Free- 
man, Gentry, Goodenow, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hammond, 
Harper, Isham G. Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Hillyer, An- 
drew Johnson, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kubns, Landry, Lockhart, Humphrey Marshall, 
Martin, McMullen, Miller, Milson, John Moore, More- 


head, Murphy, Powell, Riddle, Savage, Schermerhorn, ; 
Scurry, Smith, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Taylor, i 


Venable, Watkins, and Williams—61. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, Babcock, Bart- 
lett, Bissell, Bowne, Briggs, Buell, Joseph Cable, Cartter, 
Chapman, Chastain, Cleveland, Clingman, Conger, John 
G. Davis, Dean, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Fick- 
lin, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord, 
Giddings, Gilmore, Green, Grow, Hascall, Henn, Horsford, 


John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, [ves, John | 


Johnson, Daniel T, Jones, Preston King, Letcher, Mace, 
Mann, Meacham, Molony, Newton, Peaslee, Penniman, 
Perkins, Porter, Rantoul, Robie, Sackett, Scudder, David 
L. Seymour, “Kelton, Smart, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, Stuart, 
Sweetser, George W. Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, 


Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch, Ad- | 


dison White, Wildrick, and Yates—7?7. 


Mr. FOWLER. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking 


up the subject under consideration at its last sit- | 


ting. 
TheSPEAKER. The House has already or- 
dered that there shall be a call of the House, and 
it is the duty of the Chair to direct the roll to be 
called. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The yeas and 
nays were called upon that question. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair did notso under- ; 


stand it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I had just risen, when the 
motion was made to adjourn, to calF for the yeas 
and nays, when the gentleman upon my right 
[Mr. Crixemay] called for them. The Chair said 
it was too late. [ raise this point of order. It is 
never too late to call for the yeas and nays, be- 
cause it is a constitutional right. 

The SPEAKER. There is no doubt that it is 
a constitutional right, but it is too late to call the 
yeas and nays upon a question that has passed. 

Mr: JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
in force? 


Is the call still į 


it was ascertained that no quorum was present. | 
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The SPEAKER. Weare under an order of 
the House for a call of this House. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I move that all further pro- 
ceeding upon the call of the House be suspended. 
Mr. STEPHENS. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon that motion. 7 
r. ORR. I rise to a question of order. ‘It is, 
that no proceedings have been had since the’call 
of the House, and it is not in order to make such 
a motion now. 
The SPEAKER. It is competent forthe House 
at any time to rescind its order. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw my motion. 
Mr. CARTTER. {sit in order to make a mo- 
tion to adjourn? ; 
The SPEAKER. 
i Mr. SWEETSER. 
er. 
Mr. CARTTER. I have the floor. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Carrrer] has the floor. 
Mr. CARTTER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. i 
The question was taken, and'the motion was 
agreed to. 
So the House, at ten p. m., adjourned to Friday. 


It is. 
I rise to a question of 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following memorials, petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. JOHN W. HOWE: The petition of John Gilfil- 
lin and 65 others, citizens of Lawrence county, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying Congress to pass a law making land warrants 
under the act of 1850 assignable. 

By Mr. APPLETON, of Maine: The petition of citizens 
of Portland, in the State of Maine, for an appropriation to 
build a marine hospital. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Bangor and Eastport, in said 
State, for an appropriation to build a breakwater at Rich- 
mond’s Island. : 

By Mr. ALLISON : The petition of Elizabeth Swagers, 
widow of George Swagers, a soldier of the revolutionary 
war, for a pension, 

By Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky: The memorial of 
the General Council of Louisville, for the purchase of the 
Louisville and Portland Canal. 

By Mr. McDONALD: The petition of Enoch Burt and 
others, asking for compensation for inventing an important 
improvement in the art of weaving by power. 

By Mr. GORMAN: The memorial of the heirs of Colonel 
Francis Vigo, for advances made tothe United States during 
the campaign of General George Rogers Clark. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: The petition of H. N. Cur- 
tis and 35 other citizens of Rochester, New York, praying 
for the passage of a Jaw for the protection of American pat- 
entees against the violation of their rights in the neighbor- 
ing province of Canada. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
By Mr. MACE: A bill to grant a right of way for a rail- 


road front Springfield, [ltinois, to Tolede, Ohio, via La- i 
fayette and Delphi, Indiana, and making a grant of land to | 


said States to aid in the construction of such road. 


IN SENATE. 
Friday, January 2, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burien. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The following message was received from the 
President of the United States: 

To the Senate of the United Stutes : 

I transmit herewith a copy of a letter of the 26th instant, 
addressed to the Secretary of State by the contractors for 
paying the next installment due to Mexico, pursuant to the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, representing the necessity of 
an immediate appropriation by Congress of the money ne- 
cessary for that purpose. MILLARD FILLMORE. 

The message was read, and it was 


Ordered, That it be referred to. the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. DOWNS presented the petition of Richard 
King, praying to be allowed to enter certain land 


within the t‘ Maison Rouge Grant,” upon the! 
terms allowed by the act of the last session of ; 
Congress for the relief of purchasers of land i 
within that grant; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Sam- 
uel Noah, praying compensation for services dur- 
ing the last war with Great Britain; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of officers of the Army sta- 
tioned at Fort Laramie, praying an increase of 
compensation; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Maria Davis, praying a 
pension and bounty land in consideration of the 
services of her son, Thomas Davis, in the late war 
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with Mexico; which was referred -to the: Commit» 
tee on Pensions. Bo Sok Cee ee 
Mr. GWIN presented two petitions of citizens 
of San Francisco, California; praying’.the estab- 
lishment of a branch of the Mint: of the United 
States at that place; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. i j í ae 
Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of William 
Blodgett, a revolutionary pensioner, praying ati 
increase of pension; which. was referred 
Committee on Pensions. shes ; 
Mr. BORLAND presented the “petition: of the 
late and present lani officers. at Washington; At- 
kansas, praying compensation for .services in 
making entries of land under bounty land war- 
rants; which was ordered to lie on the table. : 
Mr. FELCH presented the petition of Elvira 
F. Smith, widow of an’ Army officer, praying a 
continuance of her pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. i 
Also, the petition of the administrators of John 
Anderson, praying remuneration for property-de- ; 
stroyed by the enemy during the last war with ’ 
Great Britain; which, with the documents on the 
files of the Senate relating to the claim, was: re- 


ferred to the Committee of Claims. , 

Also, the petition of Hiram McCarty, praying. 
indemnity for the confiscation of the property of 
his late father by the British authorities in Upper 
Canada, in consequence of his adhering. t6 the 
American cause in the last war with Great Britain; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims... 

Also, the petition of William Woodbridge and 
Henry Chipman, late judges of the United States - 
in the Michigan Territory, praying compensation 
for services rendered by them which’ did. not 
properly belong to their office; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a peti- 
tion of citizens of Wisconsin, praying that so 
much of the land contained in the Fort Howard 
military reservation as is not required for military 

urposes may be surveyed and brought into mar- 
ker: which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. : 

Also, the petition of James’ Edi, praying the 
establishment of an Agricultural Bureau; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition of citizens 
of Wisconsin, praying a grant of publie land to 
that State, to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Milwaukie to the Mississippi river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of 
Edward Holt, praying permission to enter a quar- 
ter section of land, lying in a military reservation, 
on which he has made improvements; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. | I have received a peti~ 
tion from William T. Finch, of St. Louis, which 
is of a rather extraordinary character. -He repre- 
sents that he feels that he is destined, in the provi- 
dence of God, to fulfilla destiny. He says that 
he has been engaged during the whole course of 
his life in the cause of human progress and ad- 
vancement. He says that, unfortunately, he has 
not met with that success in his efforts which his 
cause deserves. In this petition he evidently takes 
the side of “intervention” as his doctrine, and 
would go so far as to extend it throughout the 
world. He prays that Congress would take his 
memorial into their consideration, and that they 
would put him upon the same footing as other 
foreign refugees are placed who come into the Uni- 
ted States; that they would give him a tract of 
land, and make.a special provision to that effect, 
in the bill which he understands is now before 
Congress for granting lands to foreign refugees. 
He further states, that if this cannot be done with- 
out prejudice to the presidential election of 1852, 
he prays that he may at least have the warmest 
sympathies of this body. I move that this mem- 
orial be referred to the Committee on Publie 
Lands. 

The memorial was so referred. 

MEXICAN CLAIMS. : : 

Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President, I nie in my 
hand one of several memorials of persons claim- 
ing indemnities for losses sustained in Mexico. 
They represent that their claims were presented to 
a former, as well as to the late Board of Mexican 
Claims; and some of them allege that their claims 
were entirely rejected by the late Board, although 
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they had been. approved. by the revious: Board. 
OtHers, again, state that their claims have been 

reatly reduced; and set forth that, in consequence 

-Of this reduction, injustice has been done, to them 
by the Board of Commissioners; that, by the | 
course which the Government of the United States 
has taken with Mexico, in relieving that country 
from all of these. claims, it. has become bound to 
do them justice, and they ask that another Board 
niay. bè organized, or’some other mode adopted, 
by which. the justice of these claims may be ascer- 
tained, and payment, of them made; if they are 
found to be just. I feela good deal at a loss to 
know what ought to. be done in cases of this kind. 
I understand that there are a great many.of them 
besides those that have been intrusted to my care. | 
They ask for an investigation of the matter by the 

Senate... They desire the-appointment of a com- 
mittee, with power to send for persons and papers. | 

entertained some doubt whether this.was a prop- | 
er subject for the investigation of this body; but I | 

became convinced that there was propriety in it, į 
since. the object of the memorialists is not to make 
any criminal charge against the Commissioners, 
but simply to have a reinvestigation of their claims, | 
in order that the facts may bé ascertained, and the 
question be presented and decided, whether the | 
Government of the United States will feel itself 
bound to pay these claims beyond the amount of | 
indemnity stipulated in the late treaty with Mexi- 
co. It is suggested by some of the memorialists, 
that the three millions stipulated for the payment 
of these indemnities has not yet been exhausted, 
ga that there:is yet a fund remaining, out of which 
some of these claims at least can be paid; and thus 
there is á question presented to us which we must 
meet at some time. or another, whether the Gov- 
erfment will go beyond the awards of the late 
Commission. 

Tunderstand that there is a number of other 
memorials in the hands of Senators, of a similar | 
character; and as they, like myself, feel some 
doubt as to what disposition should be made of 
them, I will merely present these memorials now, | 
and move that they be laid upon the table. 

The following memorials were accordingly pre- j 
sented, and laid upon the table : 

The memorial of James W. Zacharie, assignee 
of Asmus C. Breedall, praying the establishment 
of a tribunal for reviewing the decisions of the 
late Board of Commissioners for investigating 
dlaimis against Mexico. 

"The memorial of Edmund J. Forstall, and the 
memorial of Nathan C. Folger, assignee of Chas. 
Guenet, representing that there is a variance be- 
tween the awards made on their claims by the 
Board of Commissioners for the settlement of 
claims of American citizens against Mexico, and 
praying the payment of that portion of their 
claims disallowed by the said Board. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was | 
Ordered, ‘That the petition of Charles Cooper &' Co., on | 

the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of | 

Claims. j 

On, motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the clerks in the Adju- 
tant Gencral’s Office, on the files of the Senate, be referred | 
to the Coimittce on Military Affairs. 

RECESS. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it be to Mon- 
day next. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. | 
Mr. FELCH gave notice that he should ask ! 
leave to introduce a bill granting to the State of Í 
Michigan the right of way and a donation of pub- |; 
lic land, for the purpose of constructing a canal or | 
railroad across the Peninsula of Michigan; and | 
A bill to establish an additional land office in | 
Michigan. f 
Mr. CLARKE gave notice that he should ask | 
leave to introduce a joint resolution declaratory of | 
the principles of the United States Government |! 
upon the doctrine of intervention with the internal || 
relations of other States, and reaffirming the |! 
known settled policy of our country. ñ : 
* Mr. G&EMENS gave notice that he should ask ` 
leave to introduce a bill, to be entitled ** An act | 
to provide for the appointment of a United States |! 
district attorney for the northern district of Ala- | 
bama,” 


| 
RECALL OF OUR MINISTER TO FRANCE. | 
Mr, WALKER. A memorial has been sent to | 


. 


me, from an association known and styled as the 


* Industrial Congress of the city of New York,” 
with a request that I would present it to the Senate. 
This memorial. asks for the recall of the United 
States Minister from France, and the suspension 
of all diplomatic intercourse with. the Government 
of that country. -I present this memorial as I would 
present any. other which might be transmitted to 
me with a request that I would present it. I will 
ask that it may be read. I do not know whether 
in consequence of its being read, it will go into the 
publig journals of the day or not, but it is desired 
by te memorialists, in a letter accompanying the 
memorial, that it should do so. i 


he memorial was then read, as follows: 
Th the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 
The Industrial Congress of the city of New York, in view, 
of the late tyrannical and unpardonable conduct of Louis 
Napoleon Bonaparte, President of the French Republic, 
respectfully pray your honorable bodies immediately to re- 
call Ilon. William C. Rives, your Minister to France, and 
the suspension, on the part of our Government, of all 
diplomatic and commercial relations with that Power. The 
Industrial Congress is not insensible of the importance and 
responsibility that would naturally attach to the assuming of 
the position herein recommended. It well Knows the fact, 
however, that the United States Government was the first 
to acknowledge the Republic of France. This recognition 
was manifested on the ground that the people of that unfor- 
tunate nation had become wearied of the form of govern- 
ment under which they so long had lived, and had risen in 
their majesty, and established a Democratic government. 
Louis Napoleon Bonaparte, he whom the French people 
had honored with their confidence, and elevated to the 
Presidency of the Republic, has proved treacherous to the 
trust reposed in him; he has violated and trampled under 
foot the constitution he had solemnly sworn to support, and 
has in various ways proved recreant to his duty, and thrice 
recreant to humanity. . 

Under these circumstances, the Industrial Congress es- 
teem it not only proper, but necessary and right, that our 
Government should enter its sternest protest against the 
flagitious tyranny of the usurper Napoleon. 

In behalf of the Industrial Congress, 

H. A. GUILD, Secretary. 

Mr. W. I move that this memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MANGUM. If the motion which I am 
about to offer will take precedence of the motion 
which has just been made by the Senator from 
Wisconsin, I will move that that memorial be laid 
upon the table. It proposes to reverse the entire 
policy of the Government. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina has precedence. 

Mr, MASON. Will the Senator from North 
Carolina withdraw his motion for a few moments ? 
I will renew the motion, if the Senator desires it. 

Mr. MANGUM. Certainly. I withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. MASON. I understood this to be a memo- 
rial to the Senate, but 1 did not distinctly hear 
what was its urport. 

The PRESIDENT. It is a memorial from the 
Industrial Society of the city of New York. 

Mr. MASON. From a society called the “t In- 
dustrial Congress of the city of New York?’—the 
memorial of a society of which we know nothing 
except through newspaper reports, asking this 
Government, because of an alleged change in the 
form of the French Government, to recall its Min- 
ister, under circumstances of discourtesy, without 
regard to the consequences which would certainly 
ensue on the adoption of such a measure. 

Mr. President, this is from the same type 
of which we have recently had many impres- 
sions from the same quarter of the Confederacy. 
I had intended, when I first heard this memorial 
mentioned, to oppose any reference. I did not 
know what reference the honorable Senator who 
pene this memorial might ask for it, but I 
had intended, without wishing to treat that paper 


| with any disrespect—and I do not wish to treat 


any paper with disrespect that may be presented 
here—to oppose its reference to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, chiefly with the view of show- 
ing that the Senate are not disposed to entertain a 
proposition of that kind. I now renew the motion 
made by the gentleman from North Carolina, that 
the memorial be laid upon the table. 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the Senator from Vir- 
ginia withdraw that motion for a few moments? 

Mr. MASON. I withdraw it if the Senator 
from Georgia wishes it. 

Mr. DAWSON. This question is now fairly 
presented to the Senate; and if it be desirable on 
the part of any member in this body to make this 
issue before the American people, no time can be 


better than the present.. If we are to change the 
foreign policy. of this country at this time, let us 
do it now; but, on the other hand, if we are deter- 
rained not to do so, let us announce it at once. 
What committee, then, can more. appropriately 
make a report upon this subject. than the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations? Now I am desirous 
that this should be done. If it is desired that this 
question should be discussed, let it go before the 
American people, and let it be thus determined 
whether we shall take part in the strife and wars 
of other countries, or abide by the course which, 
in this respect, we have pursued since the first 
foundation of the Government. I trust that this 
reference may be made, and that that committee 
will report upon the subject. I hope the Senate 
will not lay the memorial upon the table. 

Mr. WALKER. I should regret exceedingly 
if the introduction of this memorial should at this 
time give rise to any discussion. I certainly in- 
troduced it with no such expectation, no such de~ 
sire, no such design. I perhaps know more of 
the association whence this memorial comes than 
most of the Senators who have spoken in refer- 
ence toit. I believe it is constituted of a class of 
men to whom respect should be shown—that is, if 
respect is to be shown in the Republie of the 
United States to what constitutes the laboring 
and mechanical portion of the country. This as- 
sociation, termed the ‘‘*Industrial Congress of 
New York,” is chiefly composed of that class of 
men—not all of whom it is true—who are under 
the necessity of laboring for a livelihood. Some 
of them, 1] am aware, by their labors, have ac- 
quired a fortune. I believe them to be as good 
republicans as any who stand on this floor, and 
I shduld regret exceedingly that any disrespect 
should be shown to’ their memorial. [ have 
moved its reference to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations; and I have done so with somewhat of 
the motive which has been expressed by the 
Senator from Georgia, [Mr. Dawson.] Thesub- 
ject of our conduct towards certain foreign gov- 
ernments is one which is now agitating the coun- 
try to a considerable extent. e shall undoubt- 
edly have this subject fully before Congress. We 
cannot keep it out. It 1s one of those matters 
that will come before us, and it is now a mere 

uestion of time as to when we shall meet it. I 
think, as the Senator from Georgia has expressed 
himself, that the present is just as good a time to 
meet it as we shall ever see; and what committee 
is better qualified to report and throw light. upon 
the subject than the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions? I am grateful to that Senator for his. con- 
currence in my motion to refer this matter to that 
committee. I hope it will go there, and that we 
may have a report which the country will study 
with that interest which such a report would be 
entitled to receive. This, I think, is the better 
way to treat this matter, and not as the Senator 
from Virginia would treat it, by rising imme- 
diately on the bare mention of the subject in the 
Senate with apparent indignation, both in his 
voice and manner, and moving to lay it upon the 
table. This is not the way to receive it. I said 
that I introduced this memorial because I had 
been especially requested todo so. That was my 
only motive, with the further motive of giving 
the memorial the reference I proposed, and that 
that committee to which this memorial and papers 
of a kindred character may be referred, may give 
usa report which may go before the country for 
its consideration. 

Mr. MANGUM. It was certainly, sir, with 
no purpose of treating these memorialists with 
disrespect that I made the motion to lay the me- 
morial on the table. But it asks us to act con- 
trary to the whole spirit of the Constitution and 
our organization. The interposition of the voice 
of the Senate in matters of this sort would be a 
violation of the policy of this Government, which 
has existed from the earliest day until the present 
time. Sir, we shall meet these questions; we shall 
have them to meet. I, in my humble capacity, 
am willing to take the responsibility of meeting 
them at any moment. A joint resolution, of which 
notice has this morning been given by the Senator 
from Rhode. Island, [Mr. Crarxe,] will bring up 
this question distinctly; and we shall see, upon the 
vote, who are willing to stand by the ancient 
usages and principles of the Government, and who, 
on the other hand, are willing to go for foreign in- 
tervention with the view of propagating liberty 
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throughout the world. And here, sir, I can only 
hope that our policy may not be changed. I there- 
fore again move, with no feeling of disrespect to 
the memorialists, that the memorial be laid upon 
the table. Should any gentleman, however, de- 
sire to speak upon the subject, I will withdraw the 
motion, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
few remarks. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to’ say. a-very. few 
words. | agree with very much of what my friend 
from North Carolina has intimated. 
change the whole mode of treating our foreign re- 


I desire to make a very 


lations; if, instead of having a communication of | 


this kind come through the Executive organ to the 
Senate, itis to.be introduced by any public body— 
an irresponsible one, so far as it is known to the 
Constitution—I do not say irresponsible so far as 
regards their relations as citizens—if, I say, such 


communications are to be introduced into the Sen- | 


ate for the purpose of dictating to the Executive, 
who should take the initiative in all matters of 
foreign relations, it will, in my opinion, change the 
whole spirit of the Constitution. 

I think the more promptly we meet the subject 
the better. ‘What is this? A memorial from a 
numerous, intelligent, and I suppose a very influ- 
ential body in New York, praying that we should 
take a step which does not lie within our province. 
In New York I have no doubt the politicians, who 
are so much wiser than the Constitution, or at 
least the usages of the Government under. the 
Constitution, are willing to have subjects of this 
kind agitated to favor their wild doctrines, for wild 
I must call them—fouricrism, socialism, &c.,— 
which tend to pull everything down to a level why 
what they may conceive to be right. I do 
say that this is not an accurate standard, but it is 
a standard to which I do not choose to conform. 
I regard this Union as a Confederacy of organized 
Republics, and I believe that our conduct in refer- 
ence to it should be regulated by the Constitution. 
When we violate or disregard precedent on this 
subject, we are prepared for a revolution ourselves; 
and while looking out for the interests of others 
abroad, I think we had better tale care of our- 
selves at home. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I coneur very much in 
‘the views of the Senator from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Mawegm,] and of the Senator from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Burrer.] But we shall have to 
meet all these new questions, which are forcing 


themselves before us, in some way or other, sooner | 


or later. I think that the sooner you meet them, 
the’better it will be for the country. The longer 
you postpone the combating of error, the greater 
root error takes; and through delay the most dan- 
gerous evils are more likely to spring up and over- 
shadow the country. The question hereis, What 
course ought we to take upon the present occa- 
sion? Ifthese memorialists want Congress to in- 
terfere with the Executive departmentof the Gov- 
ernment, would it not be proper to 


to be done, that the Constitution does not tolerate 


it, and thus bring their attention to the very objec- | 


tions which are made on the different sides of this 
Chamber? As the memorialists are indorsed as 
respectable by the Senator who has presented the 
memorial, it does seem to me that the most- satis- 
factory answer to them—if you can reason with 
them at all, if they are not enthusiasts, with whom 
you cannot reason—would be to say, you are inter- 
fering, and requesting Congress to interfere, with 
matters which pertain exclusively to the Executive 
department. 

Mr. President, there is a temper pervading the 
country at this time which, in my judgment, is 
lamentable to the greatest degree. I feel called 
upon—and it is a thing which I very seldom do— 


to make a personal explanation, growing out of a | 


speech made in the other branch of this body, im- 
bodying what seems to have been published in 
one of the New York papers. Itis not my habit 
to apply epithets upon any occasion to any body 
or any set of men. Epithets do no good. If you 
were to take all the caustic words in all the lan- 
guages, living and dead, and form them into a 
cataplasm and apply it to the gangrene souls of 
some men, you could not excite.a redeeming blis- 
ter. It is useless to. apply epithets to any one. 
The matter to which I want to call the attention 
of the public—and I do it because it has found its 
way into a very able speech of Mr. Suiru, of 


If we are to j 


ive them an | 
answer through the committee, that that ought not | 


| i 


t 


| distinguishing feature of the occasion, 


i floor of the Senate, or elsewhere. 


Alabama, which has been printed for cireulation—" 


is the following: <- 

- “< Tho scene on Wednesday jast in the United States 
Senate, during the debate on the Kossuth resolution, was 
one of peculiar interest. The Russian Minister was the 


to pay the deepest interest to the discussion. -When Foote 
spoke, he looked'‘on with that expression of contempt and 
disgust with which one of our codfish aristocracy would re- 
gard a Democratic harangue from Mike Walsh. When 


Goneral Cass spoke, however, the countenance of-M. Bo- |! 


disco assumed a melancholy expression, as if touched with 
a presentiment of the power of the unterrified Democracy 
of this country in shaping out the action of our Govern- 
ment. But there were two sides to the question; and 
when General Dawson, of Georgia, took the Russian side, 
the Siberian coldness of the distinguished envoy was thawed 
into a genial smile of approbation. The speech of Mr. 
Underwood, however, told with the happiesteffect. Sev- 
eral times he lifted his hat, as if about proposing three 
cheers for Underwood, but desisted, most likely, out of re- 
spect to the Senate. 

“The fact is, the Russian Ambassador had achieved a 
great victory. He had heard Kossuth and his cause de- 
nounced in the American Senate, and he had occasion to 
plume himself upon the result. Why? Because, as we 
are apprised, he had been seen in close and suspictous con- 


Jah with Messrs. Dawson and Underwood on the floor of 


the Senate the day before.” 

There is not one word of truth in it, so far as I 
am concerned, No such confabulation ever took 
place—no. such interview ever occurred on the 
It is lamenta- 
ble that letter-writers and others will flood the 


journals of the country with falsehoods deroga- 


tory to the character of Senators, and the charac- 
tér of this body. These things go abroad. But 
for the effect this might have of being published 
in the other branch of the Legislature, I would 
not have noticed it here, because it is useless to 
enter into a war with an editor, who has an arsenal 
of missives of that sort when you have none. 
Mr. DAWSON. 1 would not have referred to 
this subject had not my friend from Kentucky 
alluded to it. I would now merely say that the 
statement made is not true. M. Bodisco may 
have been here, and I may have been in conver- 


sation with him, but not upon that subject; and |, 


as for the three being engaged in conversation to- 
gether, I have no recollection of it. I have no 
recollection of having seen M. Bodisco here the 
day alluded to. As the Senator from Kentueky 
says, it is certainly a misrepresentation, or the 
writer may have been mistaken. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
importance as to what disposition is made of this 
peution; but I agree with the remarks which have 

een thrown out by some gentlemen, that the time 
has arrived when it is, perhaps, expedient that 
there should be some discyssion upon this subject, 
and perhaps action by the Senate npon it. And I 
hope when it does come up it will be deliberate in 
its character. I hope go, sir, because I think there 
is some misapprehension as to duties which we 
owe to ourselves. and to other Governments. 
There is, I apprehend, an idea prevalent to some 


extent—I hope not largely so—that free institu- | 


tions, republican Governments, and publie liberty, 
may he created and sustained, and Governments 
of that. character built up and supported by the 
bayonet. I hold this view of the subject to be 
utterly delusive and false. I hold. that all the ex- 
perience of the world is at war with that idea, and 
that it is quite impossible by force and violence to 
cherish and build up these principles of free gov- 
ernment which are the result of peaceful inquiry 
and an enlightened public intelligence. ‘The pub- 
lic mind must be imbued with a just conception of 
what political liberty is, and of the means by which 
it is to be enjoyed and muintained before it can be 
successfully established among a people. Prema- 
ture efforts have and will be unavailing—war may 
overwhelm arbitrary power—an outbreak of in- 


| dignation under oppression may break down the 


power of the oppressor. This is neither difficult 


| nor uncommon, but how unfrequently such a state 
of things has proved a harbinger to public liberty! | 


We saw the revolutions in Europe in 1848. We 
saw the thrones of those ancient monarchies fall to 
the ground under the public breath. Almost no 
force, no violence, no arms were necessary to 
accomplish so great and so extraordinary an event 
in human progress. But what do we see now? 
Why, if there had been in Europe the requisite 
wisdom—that just view of the subject which I hope 
and have every reason to believe prevails through- 


| out our own land, then was the time, then was the 


opportunity which every lover of liberty might 


have embraced to work out the great change in 


He was observed į 


I do not think it a matter of great || 


i, is coram non judice. 


| 


to act with- harmony in the. attainment of great, 
objects, nor did the people seem io-be:able to take < 
that comprehensive view of this subject. which is 
indispensable to build up and sustain free governs s ° 


ment in the placeof the absolutizms which they” 
had prostrated. It is lamentable that it is so. No 
one can deplore it more than I do, ee 

But may we not learn a lesson from facts of this 

sort which may be of some importance. to us? 
Suppose that instead of these thrones crumbling 
to the earth in the manner they did, they had been 
prostrated by war, overtured by the intervention 
of the sword and bayonet; would the people, 
then, have been any better prepared to build up 
and sustain free institutions? No, sir... Publie 
liberty ripens like the fruit upon the tree, and-it is 
in vain to attempt to hasten it except by moral 
and pacific means.. And give, me leave to ‘say, 
i that whenever force and violence interfere with 
a view to-hasten a people into. the enjoyment of 
liberty. which is not fitted for it, however patriotic 
į the feeling may be, and however strong the desire’ 
for the enjoyment of public liberty; it ordinarily 
ends in swinging from one form of absolutism into 
anotlier, and thus removing the day of. deliverance. 
further away. Do we notsee this in France now? 
i How long is it since the constitution, which wag 
| deliberately adopted, was overthrown and pros- 
trated in the dust in a single night? It is only a 
few days since we received the intelligence that 
| that constitution is in the dust, the Executive 
| Department of the Government having abolished 
the Legislature and returned to the imperial model, 
All I wish to say at this time is, that when 
we are treating of this subject, do not let ug 
delude ourselves with the idea, that force and.vie+ 
lence can, unaided by fitting moral and mental 
preparation, propagate free institutions, ‘There. 
must be a preparation in the public mind. for such. 
an event. The public must have the requisite in: 
telligence—it must embrace and understand the 
subject itself, in order to enable it. to execute a 
purpose of this sort. If they have not this com- 
| prehension, all measures of force are not. only . 
| wasted, subserving no efficient purpose, but are 
positively injurious. I hope this subject will be 
discussed and examined with calm consideration, 
| and that in the end the policy of the Government 
which has hitherto sustained us may be vindi- 
cated. Da 

I do not stand here to say that nọ case.can 
arise in which intervention may not be: appro» 
priate. I can understand: that a case may arise 
when it may become a proper, if not the only. 
remedy. .I can imagine. that combinations may 
exist to suppress free government-combinations 
to overwhelm us in detail; but I see at this time 
no distinct evidence of such a purpose. When 
that day comes, and come it may—when. that 

reat issue is made, which is so much talked of, 
between absolute and free governments, we know 
where we shall be. We understand what part 
|| we shall espouse. But that day. will come fa 
| enough of itself, without our undertaking to hasten 
it, There will be nothing gained by undertaking 
i to hasten it by wars and violence..-On. the con- 
| trary, much mischief may be accomplished in that 
way, by arousing the very spirit we deprecate. I 
do not wish to go into any discussion now; but I 
thought this was the appropriate time to throw 
out the views which I have suggested. Iam in- 
different as to what disposition is made of this 
memorial. 

Mr. MASON. Iwill detain the Senate but a 
few moments. I entertain the impression which 
J expressed when this proposition was first sprung- 
upon the Senate, that this memorial ought not to 
have a reference. And the first and insuperable 
objection is, that it asks the Senate to do what it 
is not competent for it to do—it asks the Senate to 
recall a minister. I have read the petition, and it 
If it should. be referred, the. 
! committee could. do no more than to say that it: 
| was not within their jurisdiction. But I havean- 
|; other and still stronger objection, if.a stronger:one ; 
could be made to its reference. . Sir, the commu- 
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nication that takes place between nations through 
their respective representatives is one of national 
courtesy: alone. ‘The ‘President of the United 
States is the organ, and the only organ, of this 
Confederation in that respect. When he thinks it 
advisable or proper, in the discharge of his trust, 
to-recommend that: we should have a minister in 
one‘of the nations abroad, he does so upon his 
own responsibility as President; if Congress agree 
with him,they make an appropriation to maintain 
that minister. If it be important—and I need‘not 
say to the Senate that it is of the highest import- 
ancé—that the departments of this Government 
should proceed harmoniously, and not interfere 
with, much less. encroach upon the rights of the 
others, it is most important that it should be so 
between the President and the Senate. If this 
Industrial Congress, or any other body of men, 
think a,minister should be recalled, let them ad- 
dress the President. But if we give their memo- 
rial a reference, it will be to that extent, at least, 
(considering that we have entertained the proposi 
tion made,) to give consideration to that which, in 
my judgment, the Senate ought not to entertain, 
because it does not come within their proper sphere. 
I will not go into.the matter discussed by the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] 
as to the character of the present French Govern- 
ment, or what it may or may not become this 
Government to do. If I should say anything, I 
should say that the experience of the world will 
show, for the last half century, that the French 
eople at present are incapable of self-government. 
iver since the present century began we have had 
that demonstrated to us; butas to that, I have now 
nothing to say. Tamagainst intervention in every 
form, whether intervention to prevent intervention, 
or intervention direct. This is intervention in a 
modified form. But, for the reasons which I have 
presented, with great deference, to the Senate, I 
think the committee, if this memorial were referred, 
could make but one report-—that is, that the sub- 
ject is not a proper one to come before this body. 
hen the time comes—and we are aware that a 
resolution has been submitted by the Senator who 
introduced that memorial—for the subject to go to 
that committee, they will, I have no doubt, avail 
themselves of the opportunity to make known their 
views upon the whole subject. I renew the mo- 
tion to Jay the memorial upon the table. 
Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 21, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Berrien, Butler, Clarke, 
Clemens, Cooper, Dawson, Downs, Geyer, Gwin, Jones of 
‘Tennessee, King, Mallory, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Smith, and Underwood—2h. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Bradbury, Dodge of Wiscon- 
sin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Felch, Hamlin, Jones of 
Towa; Norris, Shields, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Whit- 
comb—14. 


So the memorial was laid on the table. 

Mr. DAWSON, when called upon to vote, said: 
As this seems to be a test question, in order that 
my views may be understood I must vote to lay 
the memorial on the table. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill to change 
the times for holding the district courts of the 
United States in the western district of Virginia, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill to authorize notaries public 
to take oaths, affirmations, and acknowledgments, 
in certain cases, reported it without amendment, 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill giving 
further remedies to patentees, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred a bill to create a | 
Board of Commissioners for the examination and 
payment of claims against the United States grow- 
ing out of the conquest of California, reported it 
with an amendment. k 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill for 
the relief of Richard Charey and others, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Rufus Dwinel, submitted a report, 


The bill was read, and- passed`to the second 
reading, and the report-ordered to be printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred. the bill to 
provide for the unpaid claims of the officers and 
soldiers of the Virginia State and Continental 
lines of the revolutionary. army, reported it with- 
out amendment. ; ; 

He also submitted a report on the subject; which 
was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill for the 
relief of the widow of Major A. M. Dade, re- 
ported it back without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAWSON asked and obtained leave to 
bring in a bill to provide for payment to the State 
of Georgia for moneys expended by the State for 
horses and equipments lost by volunteers and mil- 
itia whilst engaged in the suppression of the hos- 


accompanied by a bill for his relief. 


tilities of the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee In- 
dians, in the years 1836, 1837, and 1838; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOWNS asked and obtained leave to bring 
in a bill to grant the right of preémption to set- 
tlers on the public land known as the ‘‘ Maison 
Rouge Grant;” which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 


JUDICIAL SYSTEM IN NEW MEXICO, 

Mr. DAWSON asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill to amend 
the act entitled “An act proposing to the State of 
‘Texas the establishment of her northern and 
‘western boundaries, the relinquishment by said 
‘State of all territory claimed Oy. her exterior to 
* said boundaries, and of all her claims upon the 
‘United States, and to establish a territoral gov- 
‘ernment for New Mexico,” approved September 
9th, 1850; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER subsequently rose and said: A 
bill was referred a moment ago to the Judiciary 
Committee which ought to have been referred to 
the Committee on Territories. That committee 
has heretofore had cognizance of all territorial 
business. I do not wish to take work off other 
people’s hands. 1 move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill introduced by the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. Dawson] was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWSON. tt is to amend the judicial 
system in the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. BUTLER. I recollect that when thissub- 
ject was up before, some gentlemen said it was a 
Judicial question; but it was taken from the Judi- 
ciary Committee by a vote of the Senate. All the 
bills in reference to California and the Territories 
at the last Congress were taken from the Judiciary 
Committee and referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. As the Territorial Committee has had 
the whole subject under consideration, and as the 
Senate took the subject from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I do not wish it to be referred to the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

Mr. DAWSON. The Judiciary Committee is 
the proper committee to which should be referred 
all matters relating to the judicial system of the 
country. 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust that my friend from 
Georgia wilt acquiesce in my motion, and let the 
subject be referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. If he knew as much of the history of the 
matter as I do, he would not resist my motion. If 
this subject had not before been taken from the 
Judiciary Committee, I should not now object to 
its reference to that committee. 

The question being taken on the motion to re- 
consider, it was found there was no quorum pres- 
ent. 

After waiting a short time without obtaining a 
quorum, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 2, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


The Journal of Wednesday was read and ap- 
proved. : 


REGENTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

The SPEAKER. : In pursuance of the act of 
Congress, T beg leave to announce the names of 
the following gentlemen as the Regents of the 
«Smithsonian Institution:’? Messrs. CoLcocx, of 
South Carolina, Frrcu, of Indiana,and MEACHAM, 
of Vermont. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. BRENTON. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. Iwish simply to have the Journal corrected 
in two particulars. 1 find that I am recorded on 
the Journal as having voted in the negative on 
Wednesday last on the motion to lay on the table 
the appeal of the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Jonxs,] whereas my vote should have been in the 


| affirmative. I find myself again reported as hav- 


ing voted in the negative on the passage of the 
resolution stopping debate, when it should have 
been in the affirmative. : 

There being no objection, the corrections were 


| ordered to be made in the Journal. 


; MR. PARKER, OF INDIANA. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, stated to the House 
that Mr. Parxer, of Indiana, was confined to his 
bed with sickness ‘on Tuesday and Wednesday 
last, which would account for his absence from 
the House. ` . { 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. CARTTER. I would inquire whether it 
is in order during the morning hour to move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole? 

‘glhe SPEAKER. Itis in order. 


" LOUIS KOSSUTH. 

Mr. CARTTER. Then } move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
committee upon private bills. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Carrrer, and it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, 
in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN, Under the decision of the 
committee at its last sitting, overruling the decis- 
ion of the Chair, and declaring ‘that the resolu- 
tion introduced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Carrrer] was the unfinished business at the pre- 
ceding sitting of the committee, the Chair will so 
consider it on the present occasion. 

Mr. CARTTER. Is it necessary to make a 
motion to take it up, or proceed as of course? 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question as fol- 
lows: The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] 
had offered the following resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the 
Speaker to wait upon Louis Kossuth and introduce him to 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Venaste had moved the following, asa 
substitute therefor, viz: 

That the Speaker be authorized to invite Louis Kossuth 


Let us go into 


| to a privileged seat within the House. 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cuurcr- 
wELL] had moved to amend the original resolution 
by adding thereto the following, viz: ` 

Provided, That by the adoption of the above resolution 
a compliment is only intended to the distinguished Hunga- 
rian. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Yates] had 
moved to amend the amendment by adding thereto 
the following: 

And that said committee be instructed to inform Lonis 
Kossuth that the Government of the United States will not 
look with indifference on the intervention of Russia, or any 
other foreign Power, against Hungary, in any struggle for 


| liberty she may hereafter have against the despotic power 
| of Austria. 


And the pending question is upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
Yates] to the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Upon that I 
ask for tellers. 

Mr. YATES. With the consent of the com- 
mittee, I wish to withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It cannot be done without 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object, be- 
cause I want to know how many will vote forit. 

Tellers were then ordered; and Messrs. Davis 
of Indiana, and Baiccs were appointed, i 


> 


1852. 


The question was then taken, and: the tellers 
reported=-ayes 7; noes 111, l 

So the amendment to the amendment was: re 
jected. ae . Š 
_ Mr, STANLY. I wish to submit the follow- 
ing amendment to the amendment, viz: 

Resolved, That in adopting this resolution this. House 
does not believe that Louis Kossuth, nobly struggling in be- 
half of his oppressed country, has given his-approbation to, | 
or has any sympathy with the Abolitionists, who, in a con- 
vention recently held in Pennsylvania, at which an address 
was delivered by one of the‘members of this House, with 
a wicked. disregard of the obligations of the Constitution 
and laws of the. land, proclaimed. that they sympathized 
with Kossuth is his heroic devotion to the cause of human 
freedom, “and expressed the hope that his herculean labors 
in this behalf would conduce to the-overthrow of oppres- 
sion not in Hungary alone, but in ‘the United States and 
throughout the world. ”: ~ 

Mr. S. said: Iam glad to see that some gentle- 
men in this part of the House are satisfied with | 
that resolution, and I hope they will vote for it. 

I shall not vote for the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. CARTTER,] as it now stands. 
1 wish to do all that courtesy requires. But in the 
first place, we have not had an opportunity of 
presenting our views upon this question of national 
intervention, and then again because a demand has 
been made in a solemn form, to give to Louis Kos- 
suth the aid and influence of the Abolition soci- 
ety. I have regarded his movements with a great 
deal of interest since his arrival in this country, 
and had I been here when the resolution of wel- | 
come from the Senate was passed, I might have 
voted for it. “Since then T hare had my eyes 
opened, and I think it is time fór every gentle- 
man here, especially from the Southern country, 
to pause and see what they are about. Now look 
at the state of things on this foor! Who are the 
most strenuous and foremost in advocating this 
resolution? Who most ardent in violating all 
rule, and then sanctimoniously talking of good 
behavior? Is there an Abolitionist here, who is 
not urgent in demanding that Louis Kossuth shall 
be privileged to admission in this House? The 
honorable member from Ohio, [Mr. Gippines,] and 
from Massachusetts, [Messrs. Mann and Rax- 
TOUL, ]and others, are most earnestin aiding to stifle 
debate, and welcome Kossuth. One of the gentle- 
men from Massachusetts, who sits near the door, 
{Mr. Ranrovt,] has said that Kossuth was a 
“ State-rights man.” A new idea of State rights! 
That gentleman mttained his present position by 
his opposition to the fugitive law, which he de- 
nounced as violating ** State rights.’? Louis Kos- 
suth is proclaiming in his speeches, that he is a 
“ State-rights’* man. What is the meaning of this 
new doctrine? Do the gentlemen from Ohio and 
Massachusetts, [Messrs. Gippines and Ranrovut] 
think the late Abolition convention in Pennsylva- 
nia were advocating State rights in adopting the 
resolutions I hold in my hand, and will insert in 
myremarks? I wish I had time to read them. 


(From the National Intelligencer of Dec. 23d, 1851.] 

At a Convention of “the members and friends of the 
Pennsylvania Anti-Slavery Society,” held at Philadelphia 
last week, and said to have been “largely attended,” and 
at which addresses were delivered by Hon. J. R. Giddings 
and the Rev. Wm. H. Furness, the following resolutions 
were passed, which appear to us to be too significant to be 
withheld from our readers: 

Resolved, That we heartily congratulate one another, 
and the ‘friends of liberty throughout the Jand, upon the | 
auspicious result of the recent trial of Castner Hanaway ; 
and that the efforts to revive in this country the ohsolete 
and infamous doctrine of constructive treason, and_ to par- 
alyze, by the terrors of the dungeon and the scaffold, not 
merely the fugitive’s cherished hope of maintaining his ; 
freedom, but even the liberty of the press and the freedom 
of speech on the subject of slavery, have so signally failed; 
and that, in the final rejoicing of the peuple, in view of this | 
result, we see an evidence of the progress of our cause, 
and a sign of its future triumph. 

Resolved, That the Convention recommend to the Exec- 
utive Committee of the Pennsylvania Anti-Slavery Society 
to prepare an address, for presentation to Louis Kossuth, į 
expressive of sympathy with him in his heroic devotion to | 
the cause of human freedom, and of earnest hope that his : 
Hereulean labors in this behalf will conduce to the over- 
throw of oppression, not in Hungary alone, but in the Uni- 
ted States, and throughout the world. 


A member of this House [Mr. Gippives] was 
present at the meeting where they passed resolu- 
tions congratulating the country upon the acquittal | 
of Castner Hanaway—one concerned in the Chris- 
tiana murder—as being a sign of their success, and 
indicating a repeal of the fugitive law. They also | 

assed a resolution, in which they expressed the 
ope that the efforts of Kossuth ‘would conduce 
to the overthrow of despotism in the United 
States.’? Now, sir, what does this mean? How 


- trines? 


ONAL GLOBE. 


| are -his efforts tò aid the abolition of slavery in the 


United States? “Sir, I cannot go in such company 
in honoring Kossuth: I fear Í should reluctantly 
consent -tọ to Heaven in such company. 
[avghter.] But I need have no apprehension of 
that kind, for these State-rights men, in the 


| charnel-house Abolition party, are not bound in 


that direction. I could not follow them, no matter 
how sacred the flag they pretended to raise. I 
should first desire to examine the foot of the 
standard-bearer, to see if it was not cloven. I 
could not believe such men were in the right path, 
unless one rose from the dead, to assure me, when 
I saw among their leaders, the members from 
Massachusetts and Ohio, (Messrs. Mann, Rax- 
TOUL, and Gippines.] 

Mr. Chairman, I have heard it said that Aus- 
tria, Russia, and Haynau, had friends and advo- 
cates in this House. I might, with propriety, 
refer this unworthy remark to the gentlemen on 
the other side. The author of it will find among 
his political friends men of patriotism equal to his, 
whose deportment he had better imitate, who are 
as firm in their opposition to this resolution as an 
on this side of the House. Gentlemen of both, 
parties are opposing it. Whigs and Democrats, 
actuated by principle, firm, true, and unflinching 
men, unite in opposing it. Sjr, if I were to say 
of any one here, he spoke like one who had been 
intimate with discussions at the Five Points in 
New York, and there learnt his courtesy, I should 
not be more unjust than he was, who charged 
those who opposed this resolution as being friends 
of Haynau. 

This matter demands careful consideration when 
we see the course adopted by the Abolitionists. 
When we see the proceedings of the Abolition 
Convention, when we look to the Senate, and 


| there find Seward and Sumner taking the lead in 


this matter, I pause to know what it means. It 
is true that General Cass is with them, but Gov- 
inor Seward will beat him at that game out of 
sight, 

ot only in Pennsylvania, but Ohio, a man, 
bearing the name of Kinkle, 1s collecting money, 
and avowing he intends to aid in abolish sla- 
very. I have seen several of the Ohio papers 
publishing the proceedings of meetings in which 
the Pennsylvania Convention finds aiders and 
abettors. 

I have only time to add, Mr. Chairman, that I 
am willing to do all that courtesy requires towards 
Kossuth: but it is due to him that his name be not 
allowed to appear as sanctioning the wishes of 
those who so unworthily are willing to injure him, 
to give themselves some poor advantage. Weare 
by no means, sir, free from danger. Attempts 
have been made within a year to invade the Island 
of a power with whom we are at peace-—our 
whole country has been agitated by the malig- 


nant efforts of fanatics North and South—Canada‘’ 


is not always quiet, the world is seeming to be 
unsettled, and a war is still proclaimed against the 
South by the enemies of the country. Is thisa 
time for us to commit ourselves to Kossuth’s doc- 
1 think not. And my duty compels me 
to vote against this resolution as it now stands. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Ihave long known the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Sraniy,] who 
has just taken his seat. I know his sentiments, 
and the feelings of his heart. I have long served 
with the gentleman here, and I receive all that he 


i| has said in perfect kindness. 1 will say to him at 


the commencement, very frankly, that he need 
feel no trouble about going to Heaven in company 
with those referred to, or alone. Indeed, I fear he 
will never find the path there. [Laughter.} The 
gentleman has not discussed any matter which is 
before the House, but he has thought proper to 


travel to Philadelphia and pick up some newspaper || 


article there to discuss in this Hall, instead of the 
resolution which is under consideration. He ai 
pealed to me, as if he felt confident that he could 
so far draw me from my propriety as to enter into 
a discussion of that kind. In this he certainly 
paid no compliment to my Ls wee If he had 
known meas well as I think he should have known 
me, he certainly would not have flattered himself 
that he could induce me to participate in such a 
discussion on such an occasion as the present, I 
thank him not for the left-handed compliment 
thus paid to my judgment. He should have 


i 
i 
f 
i 


me by the crack.of his Jash into such-an impro- 


priety. “To the sentiments which “I/have:at ahy 


time expressed here ör elsewhere, the: gentleman’ 
well knows I am ready on-all: proper otcasions 


to respond and vindicate, ‘The gentleman ‘will, 


bear testimony to the promptitude with ‘which I 


„have ever been ready to take up and -abswer-any 
attacks upon my opinions on every fitting 


á j oppor. 
tunity. The gentleman shakes his head. “I ask- 
the gentleman to point to a single instance in’ 
which I have ever failed to meet any gentleman 
who has assailed niy opinions in this Hall when 
propriety would admit. ee 

Mr. STANLY. You have now. . 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will do that on a proper 
occasion, but not upon this resolution, and under 
the five minutes rule. The gentleman knows that 
the opinions which I entertain could not be ex- 
plained, enforced, and advocated in a five minutes 
speech. He is attempting to draw me into the 
vortex of interminable debate, but I am not to be 
caught in that way. He may, perhaps, catch 
some younger opponent and drag him into this im- 
proper discussion, but he might have known ‘that 

was not to be thus caught. I repeat for-the-for- 
tieth time, that I will not discuss matters which 
have no relation to the pending-resolution. Sir, 
have we not trifled with this subject long énough'? 
We have injured our reputation in the eyes of 
the American people by the revolutionary and dis- 
organizing proceedings which weré witnessed at 
our last session.. And for what? To prevent'the 
passage of a simple resolation in honor of Louis 
Kossuth. A minority of this House, in which I 
regretted to see my friend from North Carolina— 
for I did not expect to find him in such company— 
have resorted to revolutionary and diserganizing 
measures for the purpose of defeating the will of 
the majority. The country will mark it as an era 
in the hiaary of American legislation. 

In conclusion, I will say to the gentleman from 
North Carolina that here or elsewhere my opin- 
ions are the same, and I shall be prepared to vindi- 
cate them as soon as we enter upon the discussion 
of the President’s message. I shall then be most 
happy to cross swords with the gentleman if it‘be 
his pleasure. i ae ees 

r. STANLY. Just as I expected. He backs 
out. 


Mr. STEPHENS demanded tellers, on 
amendment to the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. INGERSOLL 
and Brices were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative—ayes 27, noes 92. : 

So the amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 


the 


Mr. WASHBURN moved to amend the amend-. 


ment of the gentleman from Pennessee, by adding 
thereto the following; ; ae 

Provided, That nothing in this resolution shall be con- 
strued as impairing the effect, or questioning the policy of 
the measures passed by the Jast: Congress, kniown as the 
compromise measures. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I raise the 
question of order, that this amendment is not at 
all pertinent to the subject-matter before the com- 
mittee. It relates to the compromise measures of 
the last Congress. 

The CHAIR ruled the amendment out of order, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move, then, to amend 
the amendment, by striking out the word ‘‘ only.” 
The resolution of the gentleman from. Qhio (Mr. 
CartTTER] is but a compliment, and it seems to 
me that it isa natural and appropriate sequence 
of the joint resolution; which passed a few days 
ago by the nearly unanimous voice of both Houses 
of Congress. The opposition which this resolu- 
tion meets with seems to me a very strange thing. 
What does this resolution imply? What is it? 
It implies just what it expresses—nothing more 
and nothing less. It says that inasmuch as this 
distinguished stranger has been invited to the cap- 
ital, and is now at our gates, it is proper and fitting 
for us to provide for his introduction and reception 
here, in a manner worthy of ourselves and worthy 
of him. It cautiously and studiously ignores the 
question of intervention or non-intervention, and 


‘all other questions. «And if it is strange that such 
j a resolution should meet with opposition, it is still 


stranger to me that it should meet with the kind 


: of opposition which it has encountered here. Gen- 


| tlemen are not only unwilling to. pass the resolu- 


known that no slaveholder or overseer could drive || tion, but it seems as if they felt themselves under 


courtesy. If we adopt any qualification, we raise 
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insult the distinguished stranger, | 


ån obligation to 
and wound the cause that they profess to have at | 
heart. Not content with opposing the resolution | 
in a. fair, legitimate, and straightforward way, | 
they have resorted: to every. species of obstruction | 
and strategy to. prevent us from coming to a yote 


onthe resolution. And for what? Simply to 
stifle. the expression of the feeling of the people of 
this country in favor.of Kossuth and ‘his cause, | 
jt would. have been infinitely better that no reso- 
lution had been introduced here, than that we 
should have made such a record as will be made 
—a record that will stand as long as this Govern- 
ment shall last—a record that cannot be blotted out 
or burnt out. : 

Gentlemen have endeavored to alter this resolu- 
tion. They have stood here and chaffered and 
bartered as to the amount of courtesy that is to be | 
shown to this distinguished republican. They | 
have tried how small a modicum of courtesy they | 
could get extended to him. Allusion has been | 
made to other distinguished. individuals who have | 
been invited into this hall. But there has been no 
ease at all parallel to this. Kossuth is here by 
invitation of Congress. He was brought here, | 
as the President informs us, under the authority: 
of Congress. In an Executive communication, 
the President recommends that we shall consider 
the manner in which this man, brought in by our 
own authority, shall be received and treated. Be- 
sides all this, we ourselves, by a nearly unani- | 
mous vote, have invited him to come here. He 
has responded to that invitation, and is now here. 
I say, then, that we can pass no less resolution 
than. this. This is not like the cases of Father 
Mathew, Ujhazi, and others. No other individual | 
has been. brought to our shores under the authori- 
ty of Congress, been made the subject of an Ex- 
ecutive communication to Congress, or been in- 
vited here by joint resolution of both Houses. 
The circumstances of the case are different, and | 
therefore our action should be different also. I 
submit further, that it is better to let the naked | 
question go to the country than to qualify it. 1 
have voted against all amendments and qualifica- 
tions, because I will not have an issue raised be- | 
fore the country independent of the question of 


an issue; on that issue we shall have to go to the 
country, and it will besaid by the people and the 
press throughout the land that the House of Repre- 
sentatives hag as good as said, that should there- 
be another contest between Austria and Hungary, 
Russia may igterfere as much as she likes, with | 
our consent. The adoption of a qualification of } 
any kind means something. You cannot add 
anything that is unnecessary and out of place 
without meaning something, and that is. the trans- 
lation that the country will give toit. Now, [; 
say that it is not wise for us to make such an | 
issue. Itis better for the peace, quiet, and har- | 
mony of the whole country that we should passa | 
simple resolution. ; 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BARRERE. Coming as I do from a State 


Now, what principle does he represent? If he 
represents in these United States any principle at 
all, itis the principle of intervention for the sake 
of non-intervention, and further, one which -has 
not been remarked upon in -this House, but 


and that. is, that we shall acknowledge the inde- 

endence of Hungary-—a nation that is not now 
in existence; and, also, that we shall acknowledge 
him as Governor of Hungary, when he voluntarily 
resigned his office to a man whom his friends and 
admirers in this House charge with being a tral- 
tor to Hungary. If this man comes hereas_the 
representative of any great principle at all, it is of 
that. Ayre we to suppose that he preaches one set 
of doctrines, when he intends to represent another ? 
Look at his speeches; if they contain the views 
and doctrines which he intends our people to un- 
derstand he came here to represent, then he is the 
representative of the doctrine of intervention for 
the sake of non-intervention. I do nat blame 
Kossuth. I undertake to say that I feel as much 
sympathy for him, and admiration for his talents, 
for his genius, and for the efforts he made in be- 
half of his oppressed country, as any man in this 
House. l undertake to say, that no man here 
feels more for downtrodden humanity, wherever 
found, than I do. The gentlemen who represent 
the opponents of this resolution as the apologists 
of Haynau, or any other tyrant, show little under- 
standing of theintelligence of the American people. 
I am nat to be swerved from my course, because 
the great cities are in favor of this man’s doctrine; 
for I take upon myself to say, that the people of 
the great cities are not so sound upon the political 
questions of the day, as are the yeomanry of the 
country. We are asked whether we are afraid 
that Kossuth wants to lead the American people 
away from Washington, and the policy of Wash- 
ington. For one, lam notafraid. [-do not fear 
that the American people would be led away from 
the sacred policy of the country, even though the 
American Congress should prove recreant to its 
duty, and vote for all of Kossuth’s propositions; 
for I have no fears that any foreigner, however 
distinguished, whether a whiskered Pandour, or a 
fierce Hussar, or any other character, can lead the 
popular mind of this great country away from its 
allegiance to its long cherished and settled policy. 
The hearts of the American people are still fixed 
with pride and exultation upon Washington and 
his policy. 

Whilst, therefore, I am willing to extend to 
Kossuth the hand of friendship; whilst I am 
willing to do all in my power for downtrodden 
humanity, I am not willing that the American 
Congress shall commit itself to the approbation ofa 
set of doctrines which in my opinion are destruct- 
ive of the maxims, views, and principles laid 
down by the great founders of our Republic. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wasu- 
BURN’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
not agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I offer the follow- 


which is said to be favorable to this resolution, | 
and intending to vote against it, it is right and pro- | 
per that I should give some of the reasons why I | 
take that course. Ít is but proper that the friends | 
of the resolution should give us the reasons why | 
it should be passed, and I have had some anxiety to ` 
ascertain why it should be passed. One gentle- | 
man tells us that it is a mere matter of courtesy; 
another, that it is a tribute to the great principles | 
of republicanism and national independence; a 
third, that it is to indorse Kossuth’s views of in- | 
tervention; and a fourth tells us that it is because 
the executive officers of this Government have | 
not acted towards M. Kossuth with becoming de- ' 
ference. As to the matter of courtesy, if any 
blame attaches to the manner ef his reception in | 
Washington, it attaches to the Senate’s commit- $ 
tee, who received him; and not to. the executive :! 
officers of the Government, or the minority in `| 
this House. The. President of the United States |! 
and the heads of several executive departments, H 
have received and treated him with. marked atten- `i 
tion and respect. Ido not think that this pro- | 
ceeding can be properly looked on in that light, || 
Gentlemen may get up here as mhuch as they like, i] 
and say that they do not mean this or that; but the 4 
construction that the country, our people at home, : 
and the world, would put-upon this resolution will į 
be that wẹ indorse this man’s doctrines. i 


ing as an amendment to the original resolution: 


And that the Government and people of the United 
States sympathize with the people of Hungary in their 
struggle for liberty. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not 
strictly in order. The.original resolution has ne 
reference to Hungary, but to Louis Kossuth. 

Mr. FICKLIN called for the reading of the 
resolution. 

The resolution was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
| gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Stanroy] is in order 
! as an amendment to the substitute of the gentle- 
| man from North Carolina, [Mr, Venasxe.] 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Being a friend to 
the original resolution, I had not intended to oc- 
cupy the time of the committee in discussing it, 
and I should not have done so had I not differed 


‘| from my colleague, [Mr. Barrere,] for whom I 


entertain a very high regard. Itis the first time 
I have ever heard it gravely argued that a simple 
act of civility—an exercise of the common hospi- 
talities of life, committed a man to the sentiments 
of his guest. This resolution contemplates a sim- 
ple act of hospitality. Nay, it is not even that. 
The two Houses of Congress have cordially 
welcomed Louis Kossuth to the capital and the 
country. He is now the nation’s invited guest. 
He stands before it in that position, and it cannot 


which I think more objectionable than any other, |! 


þe eseaped. This resolution—copied from one 
passed -by the Senate almost without opposition— 
merely contemplates the formal mode of receiving 
and entertaining him. It is as though you said, 
when he reaches your door, ‘ Walk in, and take a 
seat.” That is the whole effect of the resolution. 
| But it is argued that. the adoption of this reso- 
lution would commit this Congress and the nation 
to the sentiments of their guest. Sir, I take it to 
be no such thing. I will not clog this resolution 
with anything that is inconsistent with it-—with 
anything that is equivalent to saying that we per- 
form this act of civility reluctantly, grudgingly, 
and hesitatingly, because that is the same as say- 
ing that Kossuth is an unwelcome guest. f 

Some other things that have taken place in this 
discussion are rather extraordinary,to my mind. 
Even though gentlemen are not disposed to inter- 
vene in favor of Hungary or any other country, I 
cannot see the necessity of avowing it before the time 
arrives. The only effect of it can be to say to the 
despots of Russia and Austria, ‘So far as we are 
concerned, you have our approbation, indorse- 
ment, and permission to go on and trample ynder 
foot the nations of the European continent.”’ For 
one, I will hold out no inducements or encourage- 
ment to the despots of Europe to trample down 
the people there. 

But I will do this: I am prepared to express the 
sympathy of the Government and people of this 
country in the European struggles for liberty. I 
am prepared to intérfere with every species of in- 
tervention short of armed intervention; and whether 
' I will resort to armed intervention or not, I will 
decide when the question shall properly arise. I 
will say, however, that I can hardly imagine any 
contingency in which I would vote for a national 
war, for I am opposed to wars of all descriptions; 
| but I am certainly opposed to declaring in advance 
and before the occasion calls for it, that we will 
under no circumstances intervene. 

But, sir, as I have already said, that question is 
not now before us. The question before us is 
simply one as to the formality in receiving one 
who is already the nation’s guest. I shall vote for 
this resolution because it is a simple form that has 
been adopted by the other branch of the Govern- 
ment, and I shall vote for it, too, as an additional 
indication of the sympathy which we feel for the 
downtrodden classes of Europe. Sir, I confess 
I have been much surprised thats upon a question 
of this sort, involving no constitutional or political 
principle, and which commits the. House and the 
nation to no practical action that affects the well- 
fare of the country, revolutionary struggles should 
have been resorted to, and that a minority should 
have placed itself in the attitude of a factious 
endeavor to. defeat the passage of the resolution. 
Now, if sucha course is to be pursued upon a 
question of this sort—if a minority is to rule this 
body upon an unimportant question, may we not 
expect the same power to be exercised on every 
occasion; and is not the right of the majority to 
govern in this House effectually stricken down? 

- [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLSON. I confess, Mr. Chairman, 
| that I am somewhat impatient of this protracted 
discussion, and I should be entirely satisfied if the 
committee would come at once to a vote upon the 
| propositions pending before it. I, for one, have 
j not engaged in any scheme, as gentlemen call it, 
to defeat the final action of the committee upon the 
resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Cartter.] I have voted upon every division, 
and therefore the censures, of whieh gentlemen 
have been so lavish, are not applicable to me. 
The committee seem determined to adopt some one 
of the complimentar resolutions under consider- 
ation, and { see no good that can result from mere 
delay; not that I am at all in favor of the resolu- 
ii tion of the gentleman from Ohio. On the contrary, 
: I am warmly and decidedly opposed to it, though 
| not altogether for the reasons that have been urged 
| by those who have preceded me in the debate. The 
; adoption of this resolution will not necessarily com- 
; mit us to intervention in the affairs of Hungary, 
| though there is a significance in the declarations of 
Kossuth, and in the remarks of several gentlemen 
: upon this floor, which makes it dangerous to over- 
| look this objection entirely. Nor do I see, as the 
| gentleman from North Carolina’ [Mr. Srayiy] 
| seems to suppose, that there is any necessary con- 
| nection hetween the question of slavery and a pub- 
| lic reception of Kossuth. And I am sure, I need 
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not-say that my objection to the resoliition pro- fh vi 


ceéds in no degree froin an unwillingness to bestow 
upon the distinguished Hungarian any. civilities 
_ which it might becomeus to offer. I oppose it'as 
_@ meré matter of good taste. Ido not think it bë- 
comes an American Congress to bestow thesé honz 
ors upon any man. I suppösed, when Kossuth 
arrived upon our shores, that he- would receivë 
those civilities—even those exaggérated hondrs 
which our people arë sometitives so ready to offer. p 
To all this’ theré could be iio serioùs Objection. 
He and they, in their character of. private citizens, 
stand upon a footing of equality. But, sit, the 
people of the United States, in their public, corpo» 
rate, sovereign capacities, ought not to bow down 


before any created intelligence. I am unwilling || 


that the Representatives of thirty-one soveréignties | 
should dance atteiidance upon any mortal now 
living. I object, then, to. this resolution. I ob- 
ject to it in substaiice and in phraseology. I will | 
not consent that a committeé of five gentlemen of 
this House, representing as it does the sovereignty 
of thirty-ofie States, should wait upon—yes, that 
is the phrase—should ‘‘wait upon Louis Kossuth.” 
It implies subserviency. It seems to exact the 
customary service rendered by an inferior to his 
superior. Itis true, that in the view in which I 
am‘presenting this subject, it is a mere question 
of dignity; but in national affairs, questions of 
dignity are matters of importance, Junius has 
well said, ‘ the feather that adorns the royal bird, 
supports his flight.” | 
ut, sir, is it one of the functions of an American 
Congress to bestow honors upon men; and is it 
altogether consistent with the genius of a repub- 
lican government to do so? It seems to me, sir, 
to be eminently anti-republican. These things 
belong to monarchies, but they are out of place 
here. The President Montesquieu understood this 
principle very well when he said that honor was 
thechief spring of monarchical governments. ‘The 
framers of our Constitution understood it very 
well, when they denied to Congress the power to 
tant titlesof nobility. But you seek to confer 
1onors—mere honors—when, as it seems to me, 
the very spirit of our institutions forbids it. But 
some gentlemen have said that these honors are 
offered to Kossuth as the representative of a great 
principle. Sir, what man can claim to be the rep- 
resentative of agreat principle? Political equality 
is of the very esagnce of our institutions; and no 
man, whatever may be his advantages of fortune, 
station, or intellect, can claim to be the represent- | 
ative of a principle, which belongs to the whole 
community. But, sir, are honors ever bestowed 
for other reasons than those now urged by the 
friends of this resolution? It is always to the rep- 


ieee | 
resentative of some principle, so to speak, that 


they are offered, when they are conferred at all. 
They are not given to mere flesh and blood, butto 
rank, and wit, and piety, and to literary merit, or 
military genius. These are some of the principles 
represented by those upon whom the favor of the 
monarch may be lavished. But it is not so with 
us. Our republican theory is, that the agents of 
the people are their servants. Office is not de- 
signed to confer personal distinction, but to furnish 
occasion for rendering public service. The only 
orders they receive, are those they are required to 
obey. 
[Here the hammer fell.] ` 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. i 
Mr. CLARK. I desire to inquire of the Chair 
what is the precise state of the question? i 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment pending 
ig that of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Cuurcawe.t] to the original resolution. 
Mr. CLARK. I suppose it will be in order for 
me to offer an amendment to the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. It will bein order. 
Mr. CLARK. On examining the pending | 


amendment 1 find that my amendment will not be | 


by insi 


i g the word t high” in the amend- 
mediately before the word ‘t compliment.” 
Mr. S. said: As my amendment indicates, 1 do 
not fige for thé purpose of discussing the resolu- 
tion nor the many subjects, extraneous a8 I think, 
which have been brotight in and discussed during 
the many hours which this committee have ‘been 
iñ sessi¢n, but I rise simply for the pitrpose of 
saying, with many gentlemen who have spoken 
here, that I think it is due to oursélvés that we 
should come to some definite action upon this sub- 
ject. There is much wliich | should like to say, 
both in the way of argument and in reply to the 
many propositions which have been submitted as 
| amendments to this resolution, and also in reply 
to many arguments which have been advanced, but | 
I repeat that it is not my purpose to do so. I tise 
merely for the purposé of saying to those who 
favor the adoption of the resolution, and those 
who oppose it, Let as, as becomes the represent- 
atives of thirty-one American States, proceed to 
definitive action upon this subject, and proceed at 
once. I hold myself ready to vote for any form 
of words that suits any gentleman or any number 
of gentlemen upon this floor, provided those words 
are respectful ib their éharacter, and do not. carry 
with them, either expressly or impliedly, a com- | 
mentary upon the course of Kossuth since he 
arrived upon our shores. I offer these words 
for the purpose of pacification. Let us meet upon 
some common ground, that is objectionable to 
none of us—with which we can all comply—and | 
let us adopt it. But do not—I ask it of the 
friends of the resolution—insist so strenuously 
upon any particular form of words as to render 
our course obnoxious in the opinion of our oppo- 
nents. And I ask of our opponents, that they will 
not show themselves so punctilious as to insist 
upon incorporating into this resolution—a mere 
matter of hospitality—anything which is offensive. 
Do not say to this distinguished man what you 
would dishke yourselves to say to any man who 
was approaching your domicii—* I am happy to 
meet you and welcome you-to my home, but I 
despise your polities, I condemn your religion, and 
I have buta very slight opinion of your morality ?’— 
for, sir, Louis Kossuth might well say, From all 
such compliments as this “good Lord deliver 
us.” Now, I say—and it is all I rose to say—I 
beseech gentlemen upon both sides of the House 
to stop this debate; let us agree upon some form 
of words—something that is acceptable to all, and 
let us adopt it, and put ourselves right before the 
country and before the civilized world. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Compliments! 
the gentleman says. If we do not pass this reso- 
lution, unaccompanied with any proviso, Mr. 
Kossuth may say: ‘Good Lord deliver me from 
such compliments.’? Now, sir, I understand that 
this gentleman, Mr..Kossuth, says that he does 
not want your compliments. He has not come 
here to receive compliments. His mission is of 

“quite a different character. He thas distinetly 
made it known. He wants you to change the 
policy of your Government. This is the issue 
he made in New York. The same he presented 
again in Philadelphia; and still again repeated in 


to any man, who Says in advance that he will not 
thank you for it—that he is for higher and more 
substantial things than empty, unmeaning cere- 
monies? Do we, or shall we, maintain our own į 
self-respect, in tendering compliments under such | 
circumstances? Gentlemen may look upon it as | 
they please, but I cannot, for myself, consider the 
passage of the resolution in any other light than 
an indorsement, to some extent, of the principle 
which he advocates. Any unusual mark of esteem 
| to any man engaged in any great work or enter- į 
prise, it seems to me, cannot be looked upon but | 
as expressing, in some degree, an approbation of 
| the cause advocated by the recipient of such dis- | 
tinguished tokens of respect. : i 
But this, sir, goes to the merits of the resolu- 


in order as an amendment to the amendment. I 
suppose, however, it will be in order to offer it as 
an amendment to the origin resonon ' 
The CHAIRMAN. It will not be in order. 
One amendment is already pending, and no amend- 
ment ig in order except as an amendment to that 
amendment. 3 f , 
Mr. CLARK. Then I desire to give notice 
that I will offer an amendment to the resolution as 
soon as | shall have an opportunity. 


My. STUART. 1 move to amend the amend- 


tion and the propriety of its passage. I did not į 
rise to discuss that now. My object is to. repel 

the charge that the minority in their action against i 
| the majority in this matter are pursuing a factious | 
course. I belong to that minority; and 1 am pre- | 
pared to defend their course against any such 

charge either in this Hall or out of it. We stand | 
į upon the right. And in this position I intend, as | 
one of them, to stand in perfect. defiance of both 


Baltimore. And why should we pay a compliment |! 


tion heré, it is the majority; who are’ 


t 


| 


in-door and out-door clamor. If there be a fac- | 


to carry theif views in open ‘violation: 
of this Housé. “I-stand: by ‘these’ 
standing by them, I ‘stand by law a rdet 
Who is it that is disorganizing this body? <H 
was this resolution brought in here;'and how 
attempted to be passed through >> Stand: ups 
tlemen, and defend yourselves if you tah: If notj 
Cease to talk about faction. How did this resohis.. 
tion-get here? Last Monday a week, whehit Wad: 
perfectly in order, the gentleman from Ohio (Mi: 
Caxrter] moved to -stispend the rules, that he: 
might be enabled to offer it. It required two 
thirds of the House to suspend the rules.: Theré 
were less than two thirds who voted’ for hig mo- 
tion. That method failing, he came into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union and 
offered it here, contrary to all usage, precedent, and 
parliamentary law, as well as in direct. Violation 
of two express rules of this House. Never be» 
fore was it proposed, in any. parliamentaty body 
that I ever heard of, that the. Committee of the 
Whole, who ate only empowered ‘to act: ipon 
such mtatters'as are referred to themi by the House, 
could originate avid bring forth: matter thathad not 
been so referred. Yet the gentleman did: this; ane 
the majority sustained him in it by simple numeri 
cal force in overruling the decision of the Chair: 
But this is not all, sir. The 17th rile ofthis: . 
House, which I hold in my hand, expréssly de-. - 
clares that ‘* No person, except members ofthe 
Senate, their Secretary, Heads of Departments;”* 
&c., &e., ‘shall be admitted into the Hall of the 
House of Representatives,” 

This is one of the standing rules of this House; 
and the 136th rule also declares, that “no stand- 
ing rule of, or order of the House, shall be:re+ 
scinded or changed without one day’s notice 
thereof.’? No such notice was given or pretended 
to be given, and yet the efforts of the majority are 
to carry this measure by trampling these rulés' - 
under their feet. They attempted to carry their 
object by overriding the rules of their organizas 
tion. ho then are the disorganizers? -They: 
desire to have a committee appointed to intro+ 
duce into this Hall Louis Kossuth, and this can- | 
not be dane but by ‘rescinding, ” of changing}? 
or violating the 136th rule. ‘Their object is tò vio- 
late that rule, and to do this by numerical streigth 
and the clamor of faction, which clamor is usually. 
resorted to by those who are claiming the exercise 
of illegal and unjust powers. 

Now, sir, I say that these rules, made and 
adopted in pursuance of the Constitution, for the 
government of the proceedings of the Hotise, are 
the law of the House. And who are greater dis- 
organizers than those who strike at the very 
foundation of their own organization? The gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Miuson,] to whose | 
a I listened in the main with à good deal of -~ 
pleasure, dropt one word, or uttered one sentiment 
that I cannot let pass;and which T regret! : 
hear him express. . He said while he was oj 
to the passage of the resolution, yet finding 
it-was the manifest wish of the majority that it 
should pass, that he ‘felt inclined to acquiesce. 
Now, sir, I will at all times defer to the will of the 
majority, when legally and constitutionally ex- 
pressed, but never will I yield to the dictation of 
a majority, who attempt to force upon me any, 
measure in violation of law. Some gentlemen: 
talk as if a majority had the right to. have their 
way upon all questions, and that it was a duty to 

ield to the known will of the majority. Sir, 
Lacy the doctrine tolo clo, and 1 will oppose 
the will of a majority on this floor, and every- 


| where, when that will does not conform to law, as 


unyieldingly as I would oppose any other outrage 
upon my rights.” 3 , 

Sir, war against usurpation, Jet it be begun by 
many or few, by a majority of this House, or by, 
one man. What is usurpation, Mr. Chairman? 
It is the exercise of powers that do not belong to 
those who claim the right to enforce them, wheth- 
er it be by many or a few—whether it be by a 
majority of this House or ‘one man—there is no 
difference. And I shall war against the attempted 
usurpation of the majority here this day, with the 
same spirit that I would war against the usurpa- 
tion of Louis Nap®teon, if I were in Frances and, 
the craven heart that would. basely yield to your. 
illegal declaration, barely because you are in the 
majority , would bea fit subject-to bow his pecie 
to his imperial edicts! And 1 will resist you as 
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quick as would 
master. as many. 


him. - I would as soon have one 
I tell gentlemen, then, plainly, 
that they may a factious opposition as loud and 
as long as they please. For one, [ intend to'stand 
by the rights of the minority in this House under 
the rules. -I should ‘feel that I was an unfit repre- 
sentative of the rights of a free people, if I should | 
on this occasion prove recreant in the defence. of 

-my.own. This is the position I occupy, and I 
shall.hold it, and maintain it, if E can get a little 
band to. stand by me, much longer than Louis 
Kossuth ever defended the liberties “of his father- 
land:”. You shall never pass this. resolution in 
this way, if I can prevent it. . 

When this resolution was first brought forward. | 
on Monday week last, I gave a silent vote in my | 
seat against the suspension of the rules to allow 

< itsintroduction. If two thirds had voted for it I 
should simply have recorded my vote against it. | 
I should not have attempted to t 
the majority properly and legally expressed. But | 
I shall not be run over in this way, nor will I sit 

. by and see the rules thus trampled upon for any | 
purpose. If gentleman wish to carry this resolu- 
tion, which they say there are two to one for, let 
them cease their present efforts to force the House | 
in this irregular way. Let them bring forward 
their motion next Monday to suspend the rules, 
to allow it to be properly considered. If the 
have two to one they can easily pass it. I shall | 
offer no further obstacle than my yote and my | 
reasons, and if there are not two thirds for it they | 
will have to do as all others do who fail to succeed 
in their wishes in bringing forward measures here: 
they will have to submit to the will of the House 
whenproperly and fairly expressed under the 
rules. If they attempt again to force the measure | 
by numbers alone, or by physical indecorum, į 
they will then see the same unyielding defence of 
the rights of the minority on this floor. I feel | 
that I and the minority hold theright in this issue. ; 
No one on this floor can or has pretended to an- 
swer the argument; and holding this position, I 
shall continue to hold it and maintain its I shall | 
never surrender it, Upon that you may depend. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, and it was lost. 

Mr. WALSH moved the following amendment 
to the amendment: 

And that the Speaker, in the name of the members of 
this House, then assure him of their deep gratitude for his 
signal services in the cause of freedom, and their high re- 
spect for his exalted character and genius. 

Mr. W. said: I have but very few words to say 
in support of this amendment. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brooxs] said that this House 
was putting a mark upon this age. It is, and I 
am afraid it is going to bea bad mark; I am afraid 
it is going to be one in reference to which we can 
utter the ejaculation of “God save the mark!” 
I therefore want to relieve myself from all con- 
nection with it. Sir, we have fallen upon strange 
things and strange times. Buta short period has 
elapsed since this distinguished leader, with his 
associates, were driven from their country, and 
sought refuge within the limits of Turkey. Chris- 
tendom then turned her back upon her own cham- 
pion. Thé Crescent seemed for a time to assume 
the energies of nature, and to borrow its light from 
the Sun of Righteousness. You transferred tliese | 
people then to your own country, and they were 
received upon your shores with a shout of welcome 
such as is not often heard within the limits of the 
Republic, prone as that heartis to generous im- 
pulses. Maid and matron joined the holy cause; 
and ministering angels, around your domestic al- 
tars, left the scenes of their devoted life, and came 
forth to bless and hallow the festival of freedom. 
The sons of toil, with the sweat of their brow 
turned into gold, came with their offering to his | 
cause. Men, who are accustomed to instruct the 
wise and hold together the masses, stood con- | 
founded by his wisdom, and fascinated by the 
necromancy of his voice. And where is this dis- 
tinguished individual to receive, for the first time 

: . > 
the cold shoulder? It is in the councils of the 
American nation! not in the aristocratic Senate— j| 
so called—but.from the offspring of the masses, so | 


that your future history will read, that of all the | 


wart the will of || 


| for itself—a sentiment we inspired, 


do we give to the e? Gentle- 
men will recollect that the President of France o 
posed his coming 
in his footsteps and say that he shall not come 
into the Capitol. 
ceeding gets to Europe, t s 
liberty think of it? I-have not time to look into | 
the matter now, or to express my views In connec- 
tion. with it; but let us look at the effect upon our 
people. When the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bayiy] said the other day that there were not | 
twenty men in this House who were in favor of 
intervention, the words were scarcely out of his 
mouth when the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dis- 
yex,| almost the head of his party—a man who 
was a prominent candidate for the Speakership in | 
the Democratic caucus, and standing in the posi- į 
tion he does, whose words are almost the organ | 
of the Democratic party, what does he tell you? | 
He says, never trifle with the people. This man 
is at your door, and if you do not receive him, if | 
you tum him away from your door, recollect the | 
people will take the matter into their own hands.* 
Mr. NEWTON. I do not rise for the pur- | 
pose of explaining or translating the votes I have į 
been giving, and expect to give, upon the resolu- 
tion. They need no explanation, no transla- 
tion. My object is to offer some considerations to 
the committee in favor of the passage of the reso- 
lution. The resolution is a simple proposition to 
introduce Louis Kossuth, the representative of a | 
nation whose elevation we devoutly wished, and 
in whose depression we sincerely sympathize, to 
the Hall of the House of Representatives of the 
American nation—the most free, liberal, enlight- 
ened and powerful nation on earth; one whose 
free institutions and laws are the wonder and ad- 
miration of the whole civilized world; for whose 
model the masses of all enlightened nations strive. 
There is no long trail of committals, either ex- | 
press or implied. 1t is a sentiment of itself, and | 
kindled, and 
kept alive, and permitted to spread over the land, 
until it would be suicidal to our honor to repel and 
reject it. Is this resolution and its effects a mere 
offer to see the naked walls of your Capitol, and 
view coldly and ceremoniously the nation In its 
Representatives, there congregated? No, no! ver- 
ily, no! It is an introduction to the nation, in all 
her honor, her glory, and her pride. Itis an in- 
troduction of the Hungarian nation to the Ameri- | 
can nation in her full majesty and strength. It is 
a free-will offering of the American nation in her 
prosperity, to the Fiungarian nation in her adver- į 
sity. Itisacompliment rarely bestowed , butnever | 
more richly deserved. It is a relation we sought, | 
and cannot, in honor, coldly repel and cast off. 
How should it be bestowed? Not grudgingly and ; 
provisionally; not with exclusions of conclusions; | 
not timidly and fearfully; not in a controversial į 
spirit, grumbling and murmuring; butas freemen, || 
proud and able to bestow upon one proud and de- | 
serving to receive. Does he come uninvited and i 
unsought, seeking an introduction, or interfering 


| 
: * BALTIMORE, January 3, 1852. | 
Dean Six: There are some errors in the report of my | 
remarks, in your paper of this date, Which I ask the favor | 
of you to correct by the publication of this note. | 
I referred to the services done by the Government of Tur- | 
key to Kossuth and his associates, and in that connection | 
said: “That in this matter the Crescent appeared to adapt | 
itself to the analogies of nature, and to receive its light | 
from the blessed Sun of Righteousness.” This language, I i 
admit, is imperfect; but it conveys the meaning. The terms | 
used by your excellent Reporter, “The energies of nature,” ! 
do not bring about that result. I-should have said, that in : 
this matter the Crescent appeared to be governed by a rule : 
analogous to that prevailing in the natural world, and te 
derive its light, &c. 
Į said that Mr. Disney himself (not his words) might be :i 
considered, looking to his relations to the Democratic party, 
as in some measure an organ of its views. 
F did not say that this gentleman told the House not to! 
trifle with the people. I referred to his avowal, of concur- 
rence in the views of Kossuth, and relied upon it as an ad- 
ditional reason why the House should do justice to that 
exalted person. That if it did not, there were thousands 
of citizens whose sympathies would carry them to the path as 


i 
i 


people of this great nation, ngne refused to give 
‘him hospitality except those who asked him to 
Lome and get it. | 
I have but little more to say upon this subject, | 
1 


put I ask gentlemen what translation we can give | 


laid out by the eloquent gentleman from Ohio. I was in. 
this course of remark when the rule stopped me. a 
i 


Yours, very respectfully, F 
: T. YATES WALSH, 


Jeux C. Rives, Esq. 


i and sympath 


You have done more: you have invited him into 
your palace; and, when he knocks at your door, 
will you refuse him, vilify him, slander him, and 
shut the door against him? Who asks anew to let 
him in? Atleast two thirds of the nation. And yet 
you repel their earnest wish and desire, and turn 
them off with scorn and contempt. I ask you to 
pause and obey the ex ressed will and desire of 
the nation, that reached him in his solitude and 
safety, and the reiterated voice of the country, 
and not crucify him afresh, in the house of his 
friends. Has he feelings? If so, respect them. 
Has the nation feeling? If so, respect that. But 
be careful how you repel. this warm, this gen- 
-erous, and eloquent heart, that swells with the love 
ofliberty and patriotism, and let loose the ultimate 
and crowning wish of his humble prayer rampant 
over the country. ‘Phe importance of its passage 
is vastly increased by. its introduction and discus- 
sion. Here we are, a house arrayed against 
itself. ‘To one room he is invited and welcomed, 
and from the other he is shut out and refused an 
entrance, and by itis degraded in his own estima- 
tion, and that of his country and the world. 
What! have you brought him here, and held him 
up to the gaze of the world to humble and degrade 
him anew? If you refuse him this common civil- 
ity and turn him from this Hall, and not permit 
him to see the promised land, you turn him over 
to the common arbiter of all from principles—the 
People. And they will ride with him upon the 
wings of the wind, and spread his prayer to the 
four corners of the earth, Do you not loose the 
reins every hour you withhold your assent, and 
give impetus to the car? Soon you cannot chain, 
nor guide it. Retract—yield to the voice of the 
nation, once and again este Yield to the 
voice of your honor knocking at your door. My 
friend from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] seems to 
stand upon technicalities, with great tenacity. 
But does not that gentleman know that the inter- 
pretation of these rules is a matter which the 
House must determine for itself? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, Will the gen- 
tleman allow me for a moment?) When the rules 
of the House have been adopted, they are thelaw 
of the House, and can only be altered or changed 
through the regular mode. 

Mr. NEWTON. So I understand. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Very well; that cannot be 
done without giving one day’s notice. 

Mr. NEWTON. True. But the application 
of this rule to the subject under consideration, is 
amatter of opinion for the House to determine. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. CLARK. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding the following, viz: 

In the same manner as General Lafayette i 
duced to the House of Representatives. y aa aac 

Mr. C. Mr. Chairman, I have kept my seat 
here for two days in silence, while this interesting 
topic has been under discussion. I have been 


| moved with no ambition to break that silence; but, 


sir, the door has been open wide, and every gen- 
tleman who chose to express his sentiments upon 
this subject has had an opportunity. I take this 
occasion to say, that a large portion of the people 
whom I have the honor to represent here, have 

within a few years, emerged from the same condi- 


! tion of depression and wretchedness which attends 


the people of Hungary, who are now the focus 


'i of all the world; and that condition draws upon 


them not only the observation, but the solicitude 
of the world. But, sir, were I to 
keep utter silence, those whom I represent, at 
least that portion of my constituents to whom I 
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have alluded, might think I was recreant to. the 
cause which they hold dear. They might suppose 
I did not treat their sentiments and feelings with 
proper respect. I am moved, therefore, to utter a 
few sentiments upon this resolution, and I regret 
to see that the question has taken somewhat of a 
„geographical character. Now, sir, I think this 
condition of things isto be deprecated; I.come 
from the latitude of 420 30’, and had I sufficient 
standing and influence here to make myself a peace- 
maker, Í should hope that the little I may have to 
say would not be without influence; ahd that the 
humble sentiments I express would not fall to the 
ground without any effect whatever. 

I can say to my brethren from the South, that 
they need have no fear of me. ` There are circles 
at home, limited, it is true, in which Fam regarded 
as sufficiently a Southern man; and if this be sufi- 
cient to regard me a constitutional man, I glory in 
the estimate put upon me where I live. But, Mr. 
Chairman, to return to the resolutionitself:it seems 
to me that those gentlemen who have opposed this 
resolution have opposed it without cause. I speak 
with great respect of those who have opposed the 
resolution. ‘I refer to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, (Mr. Srermens,} from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar- 
SHALL,] and the gentleman from North Carolina, 
{Mr. Sranzy;] and I can say most heartily that 
anything that should fall from the lips of those 
gentlemen would be entitled to great consideration 
from me. But, Mr. Chairman, are not their con- 
clusions badly drawn from the proposition? They 
seem to suppose that if this proposition passes it 
is an indorsement of the doctrines which have been 
so‘zealously and pointedly set forth by the distin- 
guished Hungarian. 

Mr. Chairman, I think these conclusions are 
unwarranted. It has often been said that the only 
purpose of this resolution is a mere compliment to 
the distinguished hero of Hungary. 

Here the Chairman’s hammer fell] 

r. CLARK. I must say I am taken by sur- 
prise. . 
Mr. BELL, Thad no desire to take up the time 
of the committee by remarks upon this subject; 
but as it has become fashionable for every member 
to either offer or oppose some amendment, for the 
purpose of submitting his views-upon the matter 
at issue, I rise to protest, to some extent, against 
what I understood to be given as the opinion and 
feelings of the free and independent citizens of 
Ohio, by one of my colleagues. I refer, Mr. 
Chairman, to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dis- 
ney,] who spoke on a former day, under the half 
hour rule. hen he was inquired of to know 
how far we may go with propriety, as a nation, 
upon the subject of intervention, he was not, if I 
understood him, free to say that he was in favor 
of the policy which we have recognized since our 
national existence—that policy of non-interven- 
tion, recommended to us by the Father of our coun- 
try, and practised by all the Presidents of this 
Republic, from that day to this. 

The correctness of the policy of non-intervention 
with the governments of Europe, is imbodied deep 
in the hearts and affections of the people of Ohio. 
I undertake, Mr. Chairman, as one of the repre- 
sentatives from that State to say, that the people 
of Ohio have no desire to change that policy. 
But, while I am free to declare their true adherence 
to the former and present wise policy of our Gov- 
ernment, on the subject of foreign intervention, 
I do not believe that the people of Ohio, or of any 
considerable proportion of our common country, 
wish by the action of this House, to proclaim to 
all nations of the world, that they may exercise 
the iron rule of tyranny against those who are 
struggling to be free as we are, and there shall be 
no arm to interfere or succor the oppressed. I 
had prepared, and would have offered, had it been 
in order under this proposition, an amendment to 
the original resolution, providing that nothing in 
the aforesaid resolution should be considered as 
committing this Government in favor of, or against 
foreign intervention. Faulk is the ground upon 
which we should stand. i 

I heard my friend from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Sranzy,] in his ingenious manner, refer to other 
subjects, which I hope will not be connected with 
this resolution or debate. Does he suppose his 
friends from the South can be driven from their 
support of this measure by such a course? I ask 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr, Sraxxy] 
if he expects to drive these men from the support 


if of this resolution by the shallow pretext of its re- 
1 cetving support from: some of the Abolitionists? 
$ If he does { think he is mistaken. f 
i ‘he compromise. measures of last session have 
| also been referred to. Sir, I do not desire to disturb 
; those measures, now that they have been adopted; 


in those measures—for some I do not approve—but 
because they were passed and adopted as a com- 
promise; and | assure my friend from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Sranzy] I intend for one to live up to 
the spirit of those measures; but at the same time 
I pledge him and his associates further, being one 
of the representatives of a free State with a free 
constitution, that I will not permit the enemies of 
| the abolition cause, here or elsewhere, (because the 
name may be obnoxious to some,) to connect that 
with this matter, to interfere with or prevent my 
expression of sympathy for the oppressed and the 
great principles of human freedom, of which Louis 
Kossuth in the Old World has been the exponent, 
and the man whom we have welcomed to the peo- 
ple of the nation, and assented to by their appro- 
bation óf the sentiments contained in the Presi- 
dent’s message. The voice of this nation has 
spoken. You have invited Kossuth to your doors. 

ill you invite a guest to your table, and not set 
him a chair? ls that the courtesy we are to extend 
to him? I hopenot. : 

{Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa {Mr. CLARK] 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, and it was rejected. 

Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
mau I offer the following amendment to the amend- 
ment, viz: j 

Thatin the opinion of this House the armed intervention 
of one Power in the affairs of another, isa violation of the 
public law of the world, and a war upon the rights of na- 
tions. 

Mr. F. Mr. Chairman, I have forborne hereto- 
fore from taking any part in this discussion, with 
the hope that the majority of this House would suc- 
ceed in securing that final action upon the original 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Carrrer,] which appeared to meet with the wishes 
and approbation of a majority of this body; but, 
sir, as that seems to be impossible, and as the op- 
portunity is now afforded for all to express their 
į opinions and views upon this question, I avail 
myself of it. 

1 was surprised that there should be any differ- 
ence of opinion with regard to the propriety of 
that resolution. It seemed to me, that it should 
have met at once the unanimous approbation of 
| every member of this House; that it was but the 
natural consequence of what we had already done; 
that it was simply, as has already been stated, an 
act of courtesy, merely decent behavior, upon 
our part, in consideration of what had previously 
been done. Why, sir, who intervened to prevent 
the surrender of this illustrious stranger to the 
power of Austria?. Who intervened to secure his 
liberation? Who brought him here? Upon whose 
invitation is he here? And now that he is knock- 
ing at our doors, shall we throw them open, or 
close them in his face? Itis, to be sure, sir, an 
expression of opinion in favor of the Hungarian 
revolution. I regard it as such. 

lt has been well said, by one of the most gifted 
orators of this country, ‘‘that, although the 
‘whirlwind has its power, and the lightning its 
t power, and the earthquake its power, yet public 
‘opinion is stronger and mightier than them all.” 
And it is to a very greatextent the public opinion of 
this country in behalf of free institutions and pop- 
ular rights, which is now operating, and shaping, 
and moulding public opinion abroad. That the 
uprising will come which is now predicted, I ver- 
i ily believe; and that tay and Germany, Poland 

and Hungary, and even Ireland, will yet success- 
fully maintain their independence, I fervently 
hope—for, although the head of Emmet has rolled 
from the block; although O’Brien, and Mitchell, 
and O’Meagher, have been doomed to transporta- 
tion, yet the spirit of liberty is still there, and as 
long as there remains a heart to throb, or a hand 
to strike, there is hope for their deliverance. 

The spirit of liberty has been well compared to 
| volcanic fires, which cannot be quenched, and 
which, though mountains may press it down, and 
oceans overwhelm it, will sooner or later burst 
forth and flame up to heaven. I trust the time 
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not because I approve of all the principles embraced | 
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: : pos : 
will come: quickly when. all these oppressed-na~: ~ 
tions. may successfully. wage war. upon their! -op-: 
pressors. and when:.the chains.which have peen: 

forged for them will be burst asunder; and -break | 
the heads of their. oppressors—when men wil bë 
free to act as God has made them free to-think: I; 
believe that time is coming; but- whether it he the- 
policy. for this country now, forcibly. to interfere, 


is a very grave proposition, and one which I very 
much question. j 


At home, on our own soil, 
we can resist the world. The. experiment: ofa 
foreign war, ona foreign soil, requires sober con- 
sideration. Our mission is one of peace-—our sets 
-tled policy has been “ friendly relations with all, 
entangling alliances with none.” It is true, we 
live in an extraordinary age. Ancient usages and 
established policy are yielding to the force of new 
opinions. Our position, too, is marked and pecu- 
liar, We are the free State among the nations. 
Our history, mixed population, and commercial 
relations make us interested observers of, what.is 
transpiring in Europe; and while we sre watching 
the effect. of our opinions. and our example upon 
the continental Powers, is it. not -proper for-us‘to 
declare ourselves in favor of popular rights and 
constitutional liberty? It becomes.us as a nation- 
to assert that we are in favor of our own institu- 
tions, and that we recognize the right of every 
people to frame and adopt. their own form of gov- 
ernment, and that we regard any foreign interfer- 
ence as an infraction.of the law of nations, and at, 
war with the rights of humanity. ey et 

Mr. MANN. Ido not rise, Mr, Chairman, to 
utter any warm or passionate words. I wish only 
to bring the committee to a calm consideration of 
the circumstances in which we-have placed our- 
selves. The relation in which we stand to Gov- 
ernor Kossuth, was not sought by himself but. by 
us. ‘This Government took the initiative... The 
Secretary of State, by command of the President, 
first addressed a communication to our Minister at 
Constantinople, in behalf of this fugitive from 
Austrian oppression. This step was followed by 
the, action of the Government, tendering the ser- 
vices of a national vessel to bring him to our 
shores. He accepted the offer, placed himself 
under the protection of the American. flag, ‘and. 
from that time was the nation’s guest. The Pres- 
ident, in his Jast annual message, referred to the 
subject anew, spoke complacently of what had 
been done, and commended. the subject of further 
demonstrations in behalf of this vicum flying from 
oppression, to the consideration of Congress. In 
both Houses, Congress acted promptly upon the 
subject. A joint resolution was passed, extend- 
ing to hima ‘ welcome,’’—a sincere one, as was 
believed,—and this resolution was signed by the 
President, and officially communicated to Gover- 
nor Kossuth. He accepted our salutation, and, as 
in duty bound, has come here to-make ‘fitting ac- 
knowledgments. And here we all know heis.. 
He waits only to have the etiquette of his ‘intro- 
duction arranged. The President has received 
him. The Senate has fixed upon the day for a 
formal reception. But the Housedemurs. While 
he stands at our door, we compel him to overhear 
a wrangle within the House, whether he shall be. 
received in pursuance of the invitation given, or 
driven rudely away. 

And why this revocation of our “welcome,” 
and this breach of decorum? So far as I have 
heard, for no reason except that he is understood 
to entertain some notions in regard to a breach 
of the ‘law of nature and of nature’s,God”’-re- 
specting the intervention of one nation in the 
affairs of another to put down its liberties. He 
says that when a people has broken loose from 
the oppressor, a third party ought not to come in 
and bind the chains anew. But in the first place, 
is this sentiment so flagitious that we cannot bear 
to hear it? and, in the second place, where has it 
been uttered? He has advanced it only in circles 
of his friends where he has been invited to speak, 
He has, as yet, made no request of the Govern: 
ment of the United States to act upon this prineis 
pe, When he.makes such a request of us, it wilt 

e time enough to refuse him. Nay, [Igo further, 
and say, if we fear that he will make such a re- 
quest of the responsible head of this Government, ~ - 
and we are unwilling to trust that head to answer 
it, let us Instruct the Committee on Foreign Rela= 
tions to bring in a resolution defining or denying 
| the duty of thie Government to interpose against 


in our own defence; : 
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the tyrant and in behalf of the tyrannized. That 
is the only legitimate method of treating the case: 
All else seems premature, irrelevant and insulting. 
Nothing can be more grateful to his enemies and 
thé eneinies of liberty in Europe, than'to see him 
‘rebutted: by the American House of Representa- 
tives. After having first invited this distinguished 
‘exile to comé to us from abroad, and then wel- 
comed him when he landed wpon our shores, I 
hold that it would be disreputable to ourselves, 
and wounding to the spirit of freedom every where, 
now to rëfüše to take hitn by the hand and give 
him free access to our House. I trast the coun- 
try will andlyze the votes, and place the-responsi- 
bility of ‘the opposition where it belongs. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Fuster] to the amendment; and it was re- 
jected. © 

Mr. TAYLOR offered the following amendment 
to the amendment: 
.. No ‘change iè contemplated in our uniform course of 

policy, in conducting our foreign relations. 

Mr. POLK. I rise to a question of order. I 
wish to know, having no special knowledge of the 
operation of the rules of, this House, whether a 
principle can be ingrafted upon a simple resolution 
of courtesy? The resolution of the genlleman from 
Ohio, if I understand it, was to appoint a com- 
mittee to wait upon Louis Kossuth, and invite him 
upon this floor. Can gentlemen offer amendments 
involving the great principle of intervention or 
non-intervention, upon the part of this Republic? 
I want to know the legitimacy of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlenian from Ten- 
Nessee. cannot arene the pòint. 


Mr. POLK. 1 will not argue it; I merely sug- 
` gest a point of order. $ 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman fiom Ten- 


nessee (Mr. Porr] makes à point.of order upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Tayior] to theamendmentof the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Cuurcuwext.] The original 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Canrrer] is one proposing to appoint a 
committee to introduce Louis Kossuth into the 
House of Representatives. The amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Tayor] 
proposes to declare what we intend by that invi- 
tation, It is considered by the Chair, that the 
amendment is in order, as it is a further declara- 
tion or explanation of what the House intends to 
do or not to do, and the Chair believes it to be per- 
tinent, and therefore in order. 

Mr. POLK. . i wished to submit my case, so 
that I might make an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. POLK. T do appeal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask a single 
question—if after you send a matter to a com- 
mittee, the only way in which you can attach any- 
thing to it is not by instructions to that committee? 

Mr. POLK. Is the appeal debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is debatable | 
within the five-minute rule. 

Mr. POLK. I do not desire to occupy five , 
minutes; but wish to call the attention of the 
House to this question: If members are permit- | 
ted upon this floor to offer amendments and dis- 
cuss them for five minutes, when are we to termi- 
nate? Jt will be interminable. Then, sir, if the 
decision of the Chair is sustained, I can offer an 
amendment to make‘temperance—as my friend 
from Ulinois, [Mr. Rrcnarspon,] a few days ago, 
did-—to make temperance the ruling order and con- | 
trol of this House. [Laughter.| I can go fur- | 
ther: L can introduce an amendment declaring 
thai this Government will not longer entertain dip- 
lomatic intercourse with the Emperor of Austria. 
{ean go further: 1 can declare upon an amend- 
meat-to this resolution, that we will cease diplo- | 
matic intercourse with every Government upon 
the continentof Europe. 
can I go to that extent? Can I declare upon this | 
resolution that we will maintain relations of friend- | 
ship and amity and of commercial. intercourse | 
with Great Britain? No, sir; you will say. But i 
if I cannot do so, can you decide that the declara- | 
tion of intervention in the affairs of Europe can | 
be considered here under the head of a proposi- 
tion merely inviting a distinguished foreigner to | 
take a position upon this foor, Why, sir, if you 
give me such a liberty, if you give me sach. 4 


j 


| tion. of 


| or greatly misunderstand. 


ge, can bring to your ‘attention the ques- 
the Prometheus; the Thrasher case, and 
introduce upon this platform the case of the poor 
Cuban invaders. Where is it to stop? When- 
ever the chairman of this committee will mark 
out the boundary, and fix a:place to stop, I -am 


privile 


-willing to obey his mandates. But-when he con- 


fines himself to this case, ‘and admits propositions 
directly reflecting upan our foreign intesčourse, I 
must claim the privilege of throwing myself upon 
the House to be sustainëd. : f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must state 
that, upon reflection and examination of the rules, 
the decision of the Chair that the appeal is de- 
batable, was not correct. 

Mr. POLK. I take back my five minutes, then. 
(Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN read the 136th rule in sup- 
port of his decision. The Chair decides that the 
pending amendment is in order, and the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. Pork] appeals from that de- 
cision. The question now is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee? 

Tellers were demanded upon the question and 
ordered, and Messrs. Brown, of Mississippi, and 
Hunter were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 88, noes 35. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I would not consume the 
time of the committee even for five minutes, if it 
were not that I hear it constantly asserted upon 
this floor that the illustrious Hungarian exile, 
now within the city of Washington, is ‘‘ the guest 
of thé nation.” He has been received formally 
by the President of the United S@tes, courteous- 
ly, hospitably, frankly, and in a manner becoming 
this great nation and the Chief Magistrate of our 
country. He is still remaining with us, receiving 
the attentions and polite hospitalities of the peo- 
ple of this city, and of many of our most distin- 
guished citizens. But, sir, E dissent from some 
gentlemen upon this floor, who insist that Louis 
Kossuth is “the guest of our nation.” How is 
he the guest of the nation? What steps have we 
taken to bring him to this country, and how does 
he come here? Are all who emigrate to our coun- 
try the guests of.the nation? The messages of 
the President of the United States made to Con- 
gress at the present session, which I have before 
me, present a list of papers embracing a corre- 
oe between the Secretary of State of the 

nited States and our Foreign Minister at Con- 
stantinople, a letter from Kossuth himself, and 
one from Mr. Brown, our dragoman at Constan- 
tinople, the whole tenor of which goes to show 
that these Hungarians desired to emigrate to the 
United States. ‘That after the Sublime Porte re- 
ceived four thousand Hungarian exiles in his 
Empire, and defied the power of Russia and Aus- 
tria to take them out of it by force, that he saved 
their lives by his power, and maintained them by j 
his hospitality and liberality. The people of the 
United States had their feelings of sympathy 
aroused in their behalf. And the correspondence 
between the Government of the United States, 
our Minister at Constantinople, and the Turkish 
authorities, shows, that while the Sultan of the 
Ottoman Empire was willing to pay their ex- 
penses to get them out of his country, and send 
them, or some of the chief personages amongst 


| thém, to England, they had not the means where- 


with to come to the United States of America, 
as they desired to come. What did we do, sir, 
under this state of things, having had their wishes 
officially announced to us? The Congress of the 
United States, on the 3d of March, 1851, passed a 
joint resolution, which I have before me, and 
which, it appears, gentlemen of this House forget 
In order that the 
country may understand it, and that I may stand 


1 | justified before my constituency, I will read the 
ls that legitimate? Sir, ji J 4 A : 2 


resolution: 


“ Whereas the people of the United States sincerely 
sympathize with the Hungarian exiles, Kossuth and his 
associates, and fully appreciate the magnanimous conduct 
of the Turkish Government in receiving and treating these 
noble exiles with kindness and hospitality; and whcreas it 
is the wish of these exiles to emigrate to the United States, 
and the wil of the Sultan to permit them to leave his do- | 
minions: Therefore, 

“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of | 


the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, 
requested fo authorize the employment of someone of the 


public. vessels, which may besnow cruising in the Mediter- 
ranean to receive and convey to the United States the said 


Louis Kossuth and his associates in captivity.” 


* We gave them a passage in one of our foreign 


vessels as exiles—as men desiring to emigrate to this 
country for a secure. asylum and a home. And that 
secure asylum, and protection they would receives 
the whole power of the Government against the 
nations of the Old World: would be exerted to sei 
cure it to them, now that they are amongst us, if 
they choose to remain with ug and become adopted 
citizens of this country. Now, I say we have not 
made Louis Kossuth, by this proceeding, “the 
guest’of the nation, ”? We have welcomed him and 
his associates.. We have welcomed him, formally, 
to the capital and to the country., Lask, does that 
imply that we should go further, and place him 
upon the footing of Lafayette ?—the immortal La- 
fayette, who struggled and fought for us during 
our seven years’ revolution, and aided us by his 
fortune, the risk of his life and_sacred honor, to 
secure our own independence? I say that he can- 
not be placed upon the same footing, and does not 
deserve to be received in the same way. YetI 
would extend to him every sympathy and kind- 
ness suitable to his late eminent position in Hun- 
gary and his present situation, and do all that is 
becoming in me to do towards him and his associ- 
ates, as'a citizen of the United States of America, 

I now wish to allude one moment to the course 
of my colleague from the Ashtabula district, (Mr. 
Gippincs,] who, during the debate in the last ses- 
sion of the committee, read at the Clerk’s table 
certain resolutions which he alleged had beén voted 
for by myself. 

In the debate on Wednesday last, my colleague,. 
[Mr. Gippines,] to show what he considered my 
inconsistency, charged me with voting for a certain 
resolution of a direct character, interfering and 

roclaiming our sympathies with a foreign and 
Suropean nation in the cause of freedom; and 
caused certain resolutions of Mr. Cummins, offered 
in this House on the 22d March, 1848, relatin 
to the state of affairs then existing in France and 
Italy, to be read by the Clerk. They were read 
as follows: 


«“ Resolved, That it becomes the people of the United 
States to rejoice that the sentiment of self-government is 
commending itself to the favorable consideration and adop» 
tion of the intelligent and thinking men of all intelligent 
nations. ‘ f 

“ Resolved, That the only legitimate source of political 
power is the will of the people, and the only rightful end of 
its exercise their good. ; 

“ Resolved, That we sincerely hope that downtrodden 
humanity may succeed in breaking down all forms of tyran- 
ny and oppression, and in the establishment of free and 
national governments for the good of the governed, and not 
for the aggrandizement of those who govern. 

t Resolved, That we tender our warmest sympathies to the 
people of France and. Italy in their present struggle for re- 
form, and sincerely hope they may succeed in establishing 
free and constitutional governments, emanating from and 
based upon the will of the governed, suited to their wants 
and condition, and such as will secure to them liberty and 
safety. 

« Resolved, That we tender our sympathy and hopes of 
success to every people who are seeking to establish for 
themselves free and national governments, and that what- 
ever of blood and treasure may be shed or spent in a strug- 
gle of the oppressed against the oppressor, is to be charged 
to the unjust resistance of the oppressor, who strives to hold 
and exercise the rights of the people, usurped against their 
will, and exercised for the benefit of the few and the op- 
|- pression of the many, and not to the people, who seek only 

to regain and exercise their natural rights in such manner 
as will best secure and promote their own happiness and 
r safety.’? 


I was charged with voting for them, and with 
inconsistency; and the gentleman refused to say 
who offered the resolutions, or give me any in- 
formation about them. He did not even say who 
offered them. But how does it appear by the rec- 
ord? See the Congressional Globe, page 521, vol. 
i 18. These resolutions were objected to, at the 
time they were offered, and they were not received. 
: No direct vote was afterwards taken upon them. 
: Nor did I vote for them, The Congressional Globe 
| was before the gentleman, and he saw and well 
i knew that I had not voted for or against those 
resolutions, because no vote was taken upon them, 
except to suspend the rules to mtroduce them. I 
i therefore must believe that it was the design of 
| the gentleman to misrepresent me—knowingly 
| willfully, and maliciously—by a false allegation. i 

[Here the hammer fell, the five minutes having 
expired. ] i 

Mr. TayLor intended to continue his remarks 
by observing: i 

To show this, it is only necessary to look at the 
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report of the proceedings of Wednesday last, in 
the Globe of this morning. The gentleman is there 
represented as having read by the Clerk the fol- 
lowing resolutions: (See Congressional Globe of 
1847-8, vol. 18, page 5922) a = 

“Resolved, That in the name and behalf of the American 
people, the congratulations of Congress are hereby tendered 
to the people of France, upon. the success, oftheir recent 
efforts to consolidate the principles of liberty in a republi- 
ean form of government 

«c And be it further resolved, That the President of the 
United States ‘be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit 
this resolution to the American Minister at Paris, with in- 
structions to present it to the French Government.” 

Now, sir, my colleague [Mr. Ginprnas] did not 
cause these last resolutions to be read at all. But 
to show what he called my inconsistency, he had 
the resolutions of Mr. Cummins read, and not 
those adopted by the Senate, and sent us for con- 
currence, in relation to the then recently-estab- 
lished Republic of France. 

Those resolutions of the Senate passed this 
body on the 10th of April, 1848, by a vote of 174 
yeas to 2 nays. J voted in the affirmative for the 
Senate’s resolutions. Nor do I act inconsistently, 
by opposing the resolution offered by my colleague, 
(Mr. Carrrer.] [regret that my coileague (Mr. 
Givpines] should find it necessary to say, in ref- 
erence to myself— 

« Has my colleague forgotten? Sir, it becomes politicians 
to have memories. If for nothing else, they should know 
what to do.?? 

Sir, I would say to him, that it is equally neces- 
sary for politicians to have honesty, and to speak 
the truth. And now, Mr. Chairman, let me ask 
you, and honorable gentlemen on this floor, with 
what grace or propriety he dares thus indirectly 
to censure me; by charging me, in this House, 
with voting for resolutions when I did not vote for 
them, and holding me up to the House and to the 
country as acting inconsistently. ] 

Mr. BOWNE. Mr. Chairman, I rise here, sir, 
asa friend of Kossuth and of Hungary, and as 
one who has voted with the majority throughout 
this contest, to ask of that majority a simple act 
of justice. We find that the minority in this 
House will not rest satisfied with the resolation 
now under consideration as it now stands, inas- 
much as it seems to them to contain something 
under the rose. Sir, it has been said that any ap- 
péndix to this resolution would seem to imply a 
discourtesy to Louis Kossuth. Permit me to sug- 
gest that we have high authority for differing 
from this proposition. We find that the Presi- 
dent of the United States, in the very act of wel- 
coming Louis Kossuth in person to these shores, 
took occasion to say clearly and distinctly, and 
withal most courteously and properly, that this 
Government could not indorse the doctrines of its 
distinguished guest, as regards the propriety of an 
intervention on our part between the Powers of 
Europe. Under such circumstances we find the 
minority here unwilling to vote for a resolution 
which seems to cover a cloven foot. Now, asa 
friend to this measure, I call upon the mee: 
and especially upon my friend from Ohio, [Mr. 
Canrrer,}] who offered this resolution, to come 
forward and explain to this committee whether or 
not there is anything behind the proposition now 
under consideration which does not appear upon 
its face. I consider that this is due to the minor- 
ity, and that if the majority do not do it they are 
responsible for giving what is here been called an 
insult to Kossuth. 

It has been said that by protracting this debate, 
we insult him. Who are responsible for this, I 
desire to know? a majority, a majority who can 
afford to be generous, for they representa generous 
principle, ora minority struggling to avoid being 
misrepresented—a minority, permit me to add, in 
my belief, quite as honestly devoted to Kossuth 
and his cause as the majority here present? And 
now, sir, } ask again, if the gentlemen with whom 
J have been voting here do not desire to do wrong— 
if they do not wish to involve Louis Kossuth in 
difficulty with the people of this country, how can 
they object to coming out and satisfying the mi- 
nority on this head? I admire the man Kossuth 
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| them my humble vote. 


| over, will be fully appreciated here, as I know 


| hoped that these considerations, each and all of 


| emphatic, cordial, and universal adoption. But, 


| world. Governor Kossuth, sir, is here the guest 
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| seen perpetrating an act, in them most ungracefal, 
! and insulting to the feelings of their guest, In deba- 
ting for three days and a part of one night a sim- 


| this House. t have, sir, no responsibility in this 
| matter; I mean to have none. 


; resolution before the Elouse, my constituency, and 
| country, I rise, and 
| must answer for it to themselves, 


aiid his cause; and J am willing to congratulate him 
and to ask him here, where he may learn and 
know what are true republican views. And there- 
fore I trist that this captious argument may be no 
longer continued—that it may come to an end—and 
that the majority, with whom I am identified, will 
show a disposition to abandon their captiousness, 
and show that, in their desire to compliment the 
living imbodimeut of a just principle, they have 
no selfishness, but are willing to throw open their 
doors to all who may wish to join them. And, 
sir, furthermore, I will say that unless this major- 
ity will consent to this measure which I now pro- 
prose, I, for one, distrusting their ungenerousness, 
will be constrained to refuse again to accord to 
And, in doing this, I trust 
and believe that my motives, as a true friend of 
Hungary, of Kossuth, and of liberty the world 


they willbe by those whom l represent here, whose 
undying devotion to the cause of human freedom 
is above fear and above reproach. 

The question being taken upon the amendment 
of Mr. Tayor to the amendmentof Mr. Cauke- | 
WELL, it was rejected. 


Mr. MOLONY offered an amendment to the || 
amendment, which was read by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: l 

Resolved, That the passage of the original resolution 
shall be understood as expressive of the indignation of this 
House in behalf of the American people at the despotic in- 
tervention of the Czar of Russia, and crashing by his armed jj 
legions the republican and triumphant spirit of Hungary. |} 

iie i 


Mr. MOLONY said: Mr. Chairman, I owe an 
apology to the friends of Kossuth upon this floor 
for offering this amendment at this time. I should |; 
not have done it, was | retaining a particle of that || 
strong assurance which, at the commencement of 
this debate, { entertained, viz: that a proper regard 
for the dignity of this body, for the proprieties of 
courtesy due to our illustrious guest, for the man- 
ifest will of the American people, which it is our 
sole province to reflect in our action upon this res- 
olution, and at all times, would insure a favorable 
and harmonious action upon it. I repeat, 1 had 


them, would secure for this original resolution an 


sir, that hope has died withinme. I perceive, sir, 
that a factious minority, and in numbers almost 
contemptible, has for the last three days and part 
of one night, held, in Committee of the Whole, at 
bey, by parliamentary tactics, an overwhelming | 
majority of this body—gagged them, sir, and 
through us gagged the sentiments of the American 
people in regard to our illustrious stranger—an act 
alike disgraceful to this body as it is insulting to 
the nation and its honored guest. I repeat it, sir, 
that this House, by its unwarrantable, factious 
opposition to the passage of the original resolution, 
has disgraced itself in the eyes of the civilized 


of the nation; such he is by an invitation extended 
to him by the proper national authorities, while 
an exile and a guestof the Sultan of Turkey; such 
he is by the orders given by the Executive of the 
nation, that a national salute should announce his 
arrival in New York; such he is by an invitation 


f > l t ; people generally, 
of the President and Congress, since his arrival | 


resentative of a constituency of two hundred thou- 
sand. . Yes, sir; and I would have it understood 
by the despots of Europe and their sympathizers 
ineAmerica, that my constituency feel strongly the 
sentiments imbodied in my amendmen ani when 
the proper time and. occasion shall arrive, ‘1y äs 
their. representative, am prepared to declare by 
vote that the armed intervention of despotic: Rus» 
sia, in the domestic concerns of: Hungary, crush- 
ing by its armed legions the republican’ and tri- 
umphant forces of that people, was an: outrage 
| upon the sympathies of the Christian world, and 
| alike a violation of international and divine law. 
> Mr. Chairman, I have accomplished my object 
in offering my amendment—that was, an opportu- 
nity to put myself right upon :the original“ resolu- 
tion; and, as I have always voted not to embarrass 
the original simple question with any amendments, 
I shall defer my approbation of my own amend- 
ment foi a more fitting time: and occasion, and 
accordingly now vote against its adoption 

[Here the hammer fell.] ioe 

Mr. CULLOM. I had not. intended, Mr. 
Chairman, to have participated in this discussion. 
It was my purpose to vote silently, as Lhave done 
from the origin of this question; ‘but since gentle- 
men arrogate to themselves the prerogative. upon 
this floor of denouncing me and those with whom 
Lact upon these questions as factionists, I have 
the right as an American citizen—the~ double 
right, as a member upon this floor, of acting 
upon these questions, as upon all others, under 
all the obligations and sanctions which this high 
trust imposes, I would be false to myself and 
unloyal to my constituency, if I did not, as I here 
do, hurl it back upon its authors as a falsehood. 
[Ap lause, and cries of Good!’ Good!” and 
“That’s right! J What have I done as a Rep- 
resentative here for which I am to be thus ‘cen- 
sured? Have I not demeaned myself in: every 

hase this question has assumed in strict conform- 
ity with the rules prescribed by this body for its 
government? Might I not with far greater pro- 


| priety charge that the dominant majority upon 


this question have madly overriden the stubborn 
rules of the House in order to precipitate this 
question? and in their holy zeal to do honor to 
Mr. Kossuth, would crush and thus denounce 
| those whom they choose to call factionists, ‘but 
| who, Lassert, are the real American law-and-order 
party of this House. [Great applause. **Or- 
der!” «Order! ??} While I am disposed to treat 
members with all the courtesy due their station 
as representatives of American: freemen, Iam 
here to exact that same observance; wand: whilst 
gentlemen are talking for Buncombe and the mobs 
at the Five Points, they must learn that’ these in- 
dignities are highly unbecoming. ‘Mr. Chairman, 
I have fully, in my opinion, discharged the obli- 
gations of courtesy in relation to the distinguished 
individual who is the subject-matter of this dis- 
cussion. Our Government had invited him to'our 


| free country as a refugee from European. oppres- 


sion, and in that same spirit I voted the invitation 
to visit the capital of this mighty nation. “There 
I choose to stop and hand the distinguished gen- 
tleman over to the hospitality:of the American 
and to the people of Washing- 


ton in particular; feeling that my legislative func- 


on our shores, to visit the nation’s capital; and || tions have ceased; but every amendment limiting 


yet, sir, after all this, the unfortunate yet glorious 
exile no sooner arrives here than this House is | 


ple resolution for introducing him to the floor of 


And, sir, for the j|; 
purpose of putting myself right upon the original 


and to throw it upon those who |) 
and should to | 
their constituency and the country. For the ori- | 
ginal resolution -I go hand, head, and heart; and | 


our action to merecourtesy (and nothing more, we 
are assured, is intended) has been voted down, 
and a new. and dangerous doctrine hes been 
shadowed forth through the speeches of gentle- 
men, from which, as an American, I shrink. 
My American pride has forced me to take: my 
stand, and it shall be my last intrenchment, by my 
own country and her time-honored usages. Mr. 
Chairman, ours is justly called a model republican 
Government, whilst its enemies tauntingly point 
to it as a mere experiment; and soit will prove, if 
your quacks are permitted to practice their experi- 
ments upon it. Yes, sir, gentlemen eloquently 


have turned their eyes in their struggles: against 


| 
j 
in saying this, I say not that I speak for myself | 
alone, as has been repeatedly, announced on the 
other side of the House, but I speak itas the rep- | 


; the despotisms of the Old World. 


How: import- 
ant that this great light should be always steady 


point to it as a beacon light to which the world ~ 


ast 
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and stable; but in the. hands of the progressive 
gentlemen, it would-be'a mere. jack o’lantern ,lead- 
ing the nations of thé earth to quagmuires and 
marshes. Iam not prepared tocommit this country, 
by my vote, to the new-madeand dangerous policy 
of espousing the quarrels and.wars of other and 
foreign: Governments. I am for maintaining our 
own national. honor and rights, at any and all 
‘times, let the consequences be what they may. 
But ] adhere to the sacred saying, which has with 
us’ become an axiom; ‘Friendship with all, but 
entangling alliances with fione.” Iam here, sir, to 
do homage to no. man living. I am no man-wor- 
shipper. If I were, the patriots of my own coun- 
try are entitled.to my first adoration. But, in the 
language of one, upon a very solemn occasion, “I 
bow the knee to no power, save God Almighty.” 
Tlick the dust from no man’s feet, I care not what 
the trappings of royalty or circumstance may be. 
Laman American.’ f am a Tennesseean. Agd 
those honorable gentlemen who have been so exces- 
sive intheir eulogies of the great Magyar—and great 
I admit him to be—will have the same regrets, I 
fear, that the same people did, who were foremost 
in their adulations of Mr. Dickens. Yes, Mr. 
Chairman, he will write a book, and, I fear, these 
eulogistic gentlemen will occupy the same page 
that Dickens’s admirers did in his book. But for 
the conservative position which we, who are de- 
nounced madly as factionists, occupy, our nation 
would be precipitated from its ancient moorings. 
{Here the hammer fell.} 

, The question was then taken on Mr. Morony’s 

amendment, and it was rejected. 


Mr. MEADE offered an amendment to the | 


amendment, (a copy of which was not obtained.) 
My. M. Lamone of those who draw a dis- 
tinction, and a very material distinction, between 
the honor it is proposed to do Louis Kossuth by 
the original resolution, and the ultimate design of 
some, if there be any such in this House, to in- 
volve this country in difficulties with European 
Powers. Iam opposed to the latter, and in favor 
of the former. I believe the questions to be en- 
tirely distinct. Permit me, Mr. Chairman, to say 
to my brethren of the South, that it seems to me 
they have manifested upon this occasion an, undue 
sensitiveness in reference to this proposition. Do 
they intend to imply by opposition to this resolu- 
tion, that the march of free principles in Europe 
isa march upon the South? If they do, I must 
beg leave to part from them. I stand here amongst 
the foremost, whenever republican liberty is the 
question, to give my aid in every legitimate form 
for its progress. Ido not believe the establish- 
ment of freedom anywhere can operate to the pre- 
judice of the South or Southern institutions, and 
any undue sensitiveness upon that subject is cal- 
culated to do us injury—serious injury with the 
lovers of freedom throughout the world, because 
we teach them by that means to draw a distinction 
between the republicanism of the South and re- 
ublicanigm elsewhere, I admit no such thing. 
assert that the triumph of democratic constitu- 
tional liberty does not, and cannot interfere with 
the Southern institutions. I will not admit there |; 
is a paradox presented by ourinstitutions and the 
constitutional liberty we enjoy. They are alto- 
gether compatible, and I shall always be found 
among the foremost in advocating whatever may 
legitimately tend to the establishment of freedom 
in other parts of the world, but not to the extent 
of involving my country in intervention with 
European politics. Ian opposed to a policy of 
that sort; but when the simple question is, Shall 
we do such honor to the representative of free 
principles in Europe as will give aid and comfort 
to those noble hearts who are now beating high 
with aspirations for freedom, shall I withhold it? 
No, sir; [ will not withhold it through the vain 
fear that it may recoil upon our institutions. Our ji 
institutions are based upon a firmer principle—a j; 
firmer foundation; and the march of liberty else- || 
where is not in conflict with our interests. We, |) 
at the South, know there would be as much wis- 
dom ina man emancipating hisinfant children be- 
fore they have arrived at the years of discretion, 
as there would be in emancipating the black race 
The difference between the two is, that the chil- 
dren of the white man will arrive to a period 
when they become freemen, and can provide for 
themselves; the negro never can. A distinction 
drawn by the hand of the Almighty between the i 
black and the white race, has placed the negro | 


t 

i 

e è a | 

! demnation if we refuse our sympathies to the. op- | 
t 

| 


| here. | 


| it is not Louis Kossuth that we are only deceiving. | 
j 
| 
| 


in his present position, and there he must. remain, | 
receiving protection from the white man, and ren- j 
dering him service forit. The white man must | 
be served by them as the little boy of ten years | 
must serve his father, who protectshim. A negro 
is always-a child. - Unless we can stand upon a j 
principle which~is immutable in-relation. to our | 
institutions, and`also compatible. with the great | 
truths of republican government, we shall be con- | 
demned; and we are pronouncing our own con- 


pressed of. other ‘countries. Let us avoid,-sir, 
even the appearance of it. H 
Mr. BOCOCK. This debate has been long pro- | 
tracted, and I have not made an attempt before 
this in the last two days, to participate in it. Nor 
should I have done so now, but for the fact that 
the speech which has been just made by my col- 
league [Mr. Mrans] places me, and those who ; 
have acted with me, in a false position before this 
House, the country, and our constituents. He 
has assumed in the remarks which he has just 
made, that we have been guided solely by a sen- | 
sitiveness upon the subject of slavery in our course | 


Mr. MEADE. If in the hurry of my re- 
marks I made any such statement, I did not intend į 
it. I only inferred the thing from the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from North Carolina, į 
[Mr. Sranty,] and from the fact that the vote here | 
had partaken in a measure of a sectional charac- | 
ter. j 

Mr. BOCOCK. If the gentleman has not in- | 


tended it, 1 take this occasion to say for my- 
self to this House, and this country, that it is not : 
the consideration which has chiefly operated upon : 
me, or any of us on thisside,so faras I know. j 
Mr. MEADE. Iam glad to hear it. H 
Mr. BOCOCK. The vote has in fact been very 
far from a sectional one. Gentlemen from Indi- | 
| ana, Ohio, and New York have been prominent | 
on our side. i 
Task upon what principle is it expected that 
this resolution is to be adopted? Is it asa per- 
sonal compliment to Louis Kossuth? Nobody 
claims that. _ Is it because he is the representative 
of a great principle, that we are to honor him in 
this House? Now, Task of what principle is he 
the representative? He comes to declare before 
this country what principle he represents; and 
he is the organ of his own opinions, sentiments, 
and wishes. He has proclaimed trumpet-tongued, 
“ { do not ask your empty compliments; I do not | 
ask your empty sympathy. He says the sym- 
pathy he wants is operative sympathy. He wishes | 
us to take European affairs under our manage- i 
ment, and if necessary to fight for Hungary. | 
When a resolution like this was sent him from | 
the other end of the Capitol, what did he say? |) 
He was told it was a compliment. He said no; ! 
I know better than you do. There is a meaning, 
a political meaning in it. He was deceived. Well, jj 


In deceiving him, are we not, as was said by my | 
colleague, [Mr. Bayzy,] deceiving his countrymen | 
at home, and deluding the poor Hungarians? In || 
aid of his sentiments, we see men in the northern || 
States leaping forward as if in eager competition, | 
to be the first to join in this current. When we | 
see the thing taking through the country, and the |) 
public mind becoming inflamed, and when we see | 
gentlemen upon this floor rising and uttering such ; 


s 7 A i 
| sentiments as we have heard in this debate from f 


: was welcome to the capital of the country. 
; nimity and liberality required. 


i the cause of freedom throughout the world, or | 


|i Tess. 
| are likely to follow from our action, is it not time, | 
| I ask, to pause and reflect? And when gentlemen 


several speakers, and when we see a majority : 
here breaking down the rules to carry out their 
purpose in this respect,—I ask, is it not time for | 


|| this resolution. 


reflecting, serious, and sober-minded men to pause | 
in their course, ere they upturn the long established į 
policy of the country? We have told him that he |! 
We 
have rendered all that the country, all that magna- 
This I willingly | 

consented to. No man feels more sympathy with || 
| 

! 


with the men who dedicate themselves to it, than I 
do. But our first duty is to ourselves. 

IT am willing to pay compliments and extend 
courtesies to the worthy and deserving, if harm- 
But when we see that serious consequences | 


i 
i 
| 
come here, and tell me that with the minority I i 
have resorted to ares cel measures, and to ai} 
factious course, I tell them that the charge they i! 


make against us applies.to them. They have 
trampled. on the rules; we have not. They have 
resorted to unusual and unprecedented modes of 
action: we have not., We have endeavored to de- 
prive such efforts of a successful result, and thus 
to maintain the rules and protect our.own rights. 
But for doing so, we are not. to be misunderstood 
as having no sympathy with Kossuth and, his 
cause, nor as improperly bringing the Institution 
of slavery into the arena. We have not done any~ 
thing to give good grounds for either charge. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to know if it 
will be in order to move that the committee rise 
and report the resolution and amendments to the 
House, and to recommend their reference to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. The gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Srepuens,] the other day, 
carried to the House, from the committee, a bill 
similarly situated. 

Mr. STEPHENS. With the permission of the 
gentleman, that would not be in order, as it would 
cut off debate on the amendments. Suppose the 
resolution should go to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, they have to report everything to the 
House. I make this suggestion to the gentleman: 
Let us adjourn over till Monday. It will be then 
in order to move to suspend the rules to introduce 
H two thirds vote for it, our op- 
position ceases. If two thirds do not vote for it, 
ig it right that less than two thirds of the House 
shall pay a compliment. to any foreigner, in dero- 
gation of the rights of one third of our number? 
Now, if gentlemen do not want to be factious, 


i| give it a fair test; meet on Monday next, when it 


is in order to move a suspension of the rules, and 
if two thirds vote for it, let it be done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This question of rules 
is a matter about which gentlemen upon this floor 
may well differ. I have my own o inions, and 
they are as firm and fixed as those of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Srernsns.] I entertain 
them as the representative of the American people, 
and I abide by them as firmly as he does. We 


i differ very often about them. I make the motion 


that the committee rise, report the resolution with 
the amendments to the House, with a recommend- 
ation that they be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. STANLY, Iask the Chair, if the com- 
mittee rise and report this resolution and amend- 
ment to the House, and then the previous ques- 
tion be moved, and another gag is foreed upon us, 
where we will be? 

Mr. VENABLE. 
question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will ask the Chair, if 
we are not at liberty to have such a recommenda- 
tion offered by gentlemen, if it is not in the shape 
of an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Is debate not 
in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate is terminated 
by the latter branch of the 136th rule. This rule 
provides, “ that the House may, at any time, by 
‘a vote of a majority of the members present, 
‘suspend the rules and orders for the purpose of 
‘going into the Committee of the Whole House 
‘on the state of the Union; and also for providing 
‘for the discharge of the Committee of the Whole 
‘ House, and the Committee of the Whole House 
ton the state of the Union, from the further con- 
‘sideration of any bill referred to it, after acting 
‘without debate on all amendments pending, and 
‘that may be offered.” This rule provides, that 
the House itself may discharge the Committee of 
the Whole upon the state of the Union from the 
consideration of any proposition committed to it 
without debate, after voting upon all amendments 


I understand that previous 


i; which have been offered or may be offered. The 
:: committee, by this vote and decision, have deter- 


mined that the debate upon this resolution should 
terminate. Then, in the opinion of the Chair, it 
cannot be reported to the House until all the 


, amendments pending, and which may be offered, 
i shall be voted upon. 


} The Chair overrules the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Iinois, (Mr. Ricuarp- 
SON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
appeal, and demand tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House? Upon that question tellers are called for. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask a single 


From that decision I 
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question of the Chair: If itis in his remembrance, | 


that a measure was carried out in committee the 
other day upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Srepnens,] with precisely the same 
recommendation ? : 

The CHAIRMAN, There were no amend- 
ments if my recollection serves me.. The Chair 
has not a very distinct recollection of the cireum- 
stances attending that resolution, and would thank 
et to inform him, whether or not débate 

ad been terminated, i elie E 

Mr. DUNHAM. There was then no objection 
to such proceeding. It was hy general consent. 
ue STEPHENS. Debate had not yet termin- 
ated. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in the recollection of 
the Chair, that the debate had not been terminated. 
A motion was made that the committee rise and 
report the resolution, with a recommendation to 
the House to discharge the committee from its 
further consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
taken. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the im- 
pression further, that the proposition that the com- 
mittee rise was agreed to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. So much the stronger 
for my position. : 
The CHAIRMAN. There was no objection 
to it. There was also a suspension of all rules, 
and this resolution could be introduced into the 
House in the same way by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I beg to cor- 


I think the Chair is mis- 


rect the Chair, and state the facts. I recollect them | 


perfectly. My motion was first made, as a sug- 
gestion to the committee. No member persisted 
in taking a vote upon the pending amendment, 
and the committee permitted the question to be de- 
cided by tellers. It was carried by one vote, and 
you will see, by referring to the Globe, that no 
member made objection. If any objection had 
been made, I should have withdrawn my motion. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. If there was no objec- 
tion, it but makes the precedent the stronger. 
assion leads to it—— 
ae CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Chair as to one thing. 


I want to correct the 
There were amendments 


pending, and the question arose in the House, as | 


If! 


i 


i 


‘to Whether those amendments came with the ori- || 


ginal proposition or not. 
ing came with the original resolution. The whole 


question was presented; and concurred in unani- | 


It was decided that noth- | 


mously by this House then, and ought to be now, | 


I think. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Thi- 


nois [Mr. Ricnarnsex] appeals from the decision ; 


of the Chair, and upon that question tellers are 
demanded. 
Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Cartrer and 


the tellers reported—ayes 78, noes 44, 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The question recurring upon Mr. Meapr’s 
amendment to the amendment, it was taken and 
decided in the negative. 

So the amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. TUCK offered the following as an amend- 
ment to the amendment, to come in at the end 
thereof: 

And it is hereby declared to be the judgment of this 
House, that the late intervention of Russia in the affairs of 
Hungary was a violation of the law of nations. 

Mr. T. said: That amendment expresses my 
sentiments, and 1 am for speaking them out here, 
Jet who may take offence. 

Mr. CATTER. I would inquire of the Chair, 
whether that amendment is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the amendment is not in order. . 

Mr. SAVAGE. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. TUCK. { have not yielded the floor yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from the decision of the Chair, 
ment out of order? 


deciaring his amend- 


Mr. TUCK. No, but l wanted to offer another | 


amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amend- 
ment was decided out of order. 

Mr. TUCK. But I offered another. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman lost his 
right to the floor when the question, upon which 


Did the gentleman appeal | 


i 


he obtained it, was ruled out of order, and conse- | 
quently passed from before the committee. The | 
floor has been-assigned to the gentleman from | 
Tennessee. _ : 
_ Mr. SAVAGE then offered thefollowing amend- | 
ment to the amendment: f 

Resolved, That Congress disapproves the political doc- | 
trines of [Louis Kossuth, in relation to the foreign policy of | 


this Government and the spirit of the Constitution to pay 


mere personal compliments to individuals. l 


| 


duty to offer the amendment just read. 
my action relative to Kossuth. 


hostility to the so-called great Hungarian. I wish 
every man on earth peace, glory, success, and 
contentment; nor shall I ever travel out of my 
path to lessen the honor of any man, no matter 
how unmerited he may wear it. But when a ques- | 
tion comes up in the line of my duty, no tempest- | 
uous enthusiasm, no considerations of safety to | 
myself, shall drive or deter me from expressing 
my honest and deliberate convictions. E 

I cannot approve the political principles of the 
great Hungarian apostle, and there is nothing left | 
for me to bow to. Ihave been taught to honor 
principles, not men; and especially will I fail to 
seek an occasion to pay an unusual compliment to 
a man advocating principles the practice of which 
will destroy the peace and glory of this proud į 
Republic. I desire my acts and opinions to ac- | 
cord with each other. 


« Whoever dares think one thing and another tell, 
My soul detests him as the gates of hell.” 


the United States, and that it is contrary to the practice of |: 


A $ $ i 
Far be it from me to entertain sentiments of |! 
1 


| of courtesy—and it is evident from the general ex 
į pression of the House, that if ‘grarited aral, it wi 
be as a courtesy and not as aw. indorsemen 


‘us do it at once, ‘My position’ in‘ regard’ to: this © 


i matter has'certainly not been ah extravagant one 


‘| on either side, I have been’ voting all along: so-as 


| to bring us to a direct yote on thezorigial resdlu~ 
| tion; and whenever we reach that pointd shall vote 
against the reception as proposed in that resolution: 
| That is the position which I occupy. “Now let us 
| look at the position of the matter itself. - The gen* 


Mr. SAVAGE said: Mr. Chairman, I had |! À ` f aia 
|| hoped to have passed through this unpleasant dis- |’ teman from Olio [Mr Canrten] has, olore 
cussion without detaining the House by any re- H j ittee b I d ana oS received pyra 
aapon the sabject: Batt have firit || committee; but, as I un erstand it, no one knows 
P J it my |; what is to be done when he shall be so received; 
Tt covers || we do not know but that it might lead to his de- 


in brief the many reasons which have controlled ‘i livering an address in this body, and thus sanction 


the implication that he was received here for that 
; purpose, and that we indorsed his sentiments on 
i the subject of intervention. There are, therefore, 
| sound and rational objections to that resolution, 
|as I think, if such a possibility exist. On'the 
j other hand, the substitute offered by the gentleman 
| from North Carolina [Mr.’Venanix] only pro- 
| poses that Kossuth shall be admitted: toa priv- 


|, ileged seat on this floor, as Father Mathew “and. 
' other distinguished foreigners, among them. the 


i 
compatriots of Kossuth, have been. ‘To that, I be- 
i lieve, no rational man can object. But'we cannot 
i get to the vote on either of those propositions. 


menis to the original resolution which must ‘be 
perfected before the substitute can be voted on, < 
I hope, therefore, that after this long debate, we 
may be permitted to have a cessation of amend- 
| ments to the original resolutions, and may come 
| to the substitute itself, to which gentlemen can of- 
fer such amendments as they desire. Butit seems 


It is right to deal honestly with Kossuth, and I 
confess I have not the ingenuity of paying a com- 
pliment to his person and a curse to his principles 
by the same act. Besides, T am not sent here for 
either purpose. I am the Representative of a por- 
tion of the people of Tennessee. I have been 
sworn to support the Constitution of the United 
States, and am willing to perish in a struggle for 
that purpose whenever an Almighty Providence 
shall so decree. I have not been sworn to sup- | 
port the Constitution of Hungary, or to go upon | 
a crusade for the world’s liberty; and I am un- | 
willing to peril the interests I have sworn to guard 
by an interference with the affairs of the European | 
States. I aman American, and want no new light 


| to me, that it would be much wiser and more ra- 
| tional to have a vote upon the substitute at once. 
I candidly believe that it would be carried, for ap- 
preciating M. Kossuth, as we all do, I believe we 
i should all be disposed to admit him toa privileged 
seat. i 
Gentlemen must bear in mind, that we have de- 
bated this question, not only before the American 
public, but before the whole world; every kind of 
extrayagant consideration connected with the sub- 
ject, has been brought in. I hope the Buncombe 
| is now exhausted, and that after four days talking, 
| we may be permitted to have a vote. 
| The question was then taken upon My. Sav- 
| agr’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 


| 
| not agreed to. 
i 


to shine upon my pathway in polities. The star 
of Washington has lost to my vision none of its 
charms or brilliancy. Tt rose in glory with our 
Government, to shine eternal and unchanging upon 


| our political horizon. My feet shall follow but 


one path, my eyes shall see but one light, although 


£ || many others may glitter in the heavens. 
Cane. appointed; and the question being taken, į 


We all know that all the light above us is not 
useful or substantial. 


tiny, yet other lights have oftentimes come upon 


illusions. meteors of the moment, that have as- | 
cended in the dark—we know not when or how— | 
whose only glory is displayed in their fall. j 
1 
| 
i 


‘ernment. It is a lesson of wisdom. I want no } 
new apostle, new bible, or new faith. I would not : 
alter a syllable of the past if I could. I only hope 
the future may be like it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
a matter of very small consequence to the com- 
mittee what my position is in regard to this matter, 


but I ask that a little consideration may be given 


I have desired, from the outset of this discussion, 
to take no part whatever in it, but so to regulate 


i 
my course as to bring the committee to a direct vote 
| 


settle it one way or the other. } 
contest last Monday week, when the resolution 

was rejected, because it did not receive a two-thirds | 
vote. The same was the 
now we have been oceupied with the subject all į 
day Tuesday, all day Wednesday, and during the! 


Although many be the stars || 
that have shone upon man’s dark and dreary des- | 


the heavens—not stars of eternity, or of theage or || 


century, but airy, unsubstantial things—brilliant {| gentleman will,-at once, be placed in a 


Sir, lam content with the history of my Gov- |! 


li ; i 
I presume itis 1) Kossuth personally, involves necessari 
i| 


and I do not state it because of its consequence, |; 


upon this resolution—the :mportance of which has |! 
been so much magnified—in order that we might |! 
We began this || 


|i Provided, further, That nothing contained in this resolu- 
i| tion, or any action Which may be had thereon, shall be so 
| construed as to identify any member of this House, against 
|| his own will, with any of the principles advocated by 


| . 

| ment to the amendment, viz: 
| 

| 

l 

rh 


try. 


either for or against the principles which have 


| 

i 

| 

| 

i 

| where 
| been advocated by Louis Kossuth. 
i 


terized this House since the beginning of this de- 
bate, that an act of courtesy, extended to Louis 

y thé adop- 

tion or recognition of the principles which he ad- 
| yocates. If this position be correct, then when- 
ever we condescend to extend the common, civili- 
| tieg of life to those who may differ in opinion from 


| to the few words which I am about to utter. il as, we adopt the sentiments which those individ- . 


uals may entertain upon any great question what- 
soever. There is nothing more erroneous. We 
practice upon this principle every day in the ordi- 
nary business of life. Is it true, because I invite 
| a neighbor to partake of the hospitalities of my 
I necessarily adopt all the abominable 
| notions he may entertain upon any question what- 
| ever? Suppose; for instance, the honorable gen- 


; house that 


under the influence of his known hospitality, ten- 
i der to his distinguished friend from Ohio. Mr. 


1 


whole of yesterday. A oe: 
If we are going to grant this privilege as an acti 


| Gappines] the hospitalities of his house:: would it 


| be taken for granted that he had adopted the senti- 


Why? Because there are hundreds of amend- 


case last Monday; and |) tleman from North Carolina (Mr. Srayty] should, . 


Mr. BRENTON offered the following amend- Y 
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ments of that gentleman, and would the country 
become alarmed with the fear of his becoming a 
Free-Soiler?. If sò, they would come to that con- 
clusion against every principle of common sense. 
The most that could be made-out of it would be | 
this: that the gentleman from North Carolina 
had, inthe kindness. of bis heart, thrown open | 
his doors, and, while detesting the sins of the 
party, he loved the sinner. Mr. Chairman, I have 
sufficient confidence in the intelligence of the peo- 
ple of this country, and especially in that of the | 
people whom. I have the honor to represent. I 
Believe they will distinguish between the personal 
reception of this distinguished individual and the | 
adoption of his principles. If. Louis Kossuth had | 
come to this country, on his responsibility, by his 
own funds,-as a private individual, I would be | 
ready to do him honor, and the country would | 
be ready to do him honor; for I know we are 
- ready. and willing to extend this honor to individ- 
uals of high rank from foreign countries, and we | 
are especially willing to pay those honors to the 
poor and downtrodden who have fled from for- 
eign despotism, when they shall land upon our 
shores; but we extend this honor to them without 
adopting their principles. 
Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, I desire to say a 
few words to set myself right upon this question. 
I was originally in favor of this resolution, and I am 


H 
1 


| 


4 


i 
i 


. still jn. favor of it, because itis paying respect to a jj) 


great principle of liberty which I recognize es re- 
publican., But although I am in favor of paying | 
this tribute of respect, Í have voted with the minor- 
ity in this committee, and I cannot consider that 
a factious minority, as we are acting under the 
rulesand orders of this House, and those rules and 
orders are the statutes of this country—as much 
so as any other statutes until they are repealed. 


upon several occasions, because this resolution was 
introduced here in violation of the rules, of the 
House, and in violation of the decisions of the 
honorable chairman of this committee, and there- 
fore I say that the minority were not acting fac- ; 


tiously. They were acting under the rules and |; be appropriated in opposition to the amendment of | 


orders of this House, and they have the right so 
to act. Though I had intended to vote for the 
resolution, yet I have voted with the minortty, be- | 


cause the rules of the House were violated by its i 
introduction. With this explanation, I shall vote |: 


for the resolution, though I am opposed to inter- 
vention; and in voting for. it I wish to be under- 
stood that I do not indorse the doctrines of Louis 
Kossuth., T shall support the same policy—the | 
policy of Washington—in relation to intervention, 
which has always been supported by this Con- 
gress since the foundation of this Government. | 
‘With this explanation I take my seat. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that gentlemen | 
are permitted to speak five minutes for and against , 
an amendment, by a rule which was adopied du- | 
ring the last Congress. I ask the Chair if Iam j 
right? | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. | 


Mr. GORMAN. Then the rule provides that | 


one gentleman may be permitted to speak five min- | 
utes in favor of the amendment, and another in || 
opposition to it the same length of time. I rise |! 
to say, that I hope the Chairman will enforce this |; 
rule, and not alow two gentlemen to speak upon | 
one side of the same amendment. I hope the i! 
friends of the resolution will not sneak at all. | 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Bren 
‘con’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. POLK offered the following amendment: 

When the Committee on Foreign Affairs shall report, ail 


who wish will have an opportunity to speak on the subject i 
{I 
il 
Hi 


of jatervention. 


_ The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not 

in order. 

pee oR, Vion what ground does the 
air rule my amendment out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the ground of irrel- 
evancy. 

Mr. POLK. Then I move to strike out in the | 
amendment the word ‘distinguished;”? not that I i 
am not willing to award to Kossuth all the honor Hi 
to which he is entitled, but I do it for the purpose i 
of enabling me to express my views upon this 
quesiion. If T understand it correctly, the Presi- | 
dent of the United States directed our diplomatic 
agent at Constantinople to invite Kossuth to this 
country. Three days after, if I understand the 


Hi 


I 
| 
i 
1 
Í 
i 
i 
{ 


tt 


it 
lj 


i| of that kind. ‘Sir, I hope the friends of this reso- 


! talk alone and take the consequences. 


' the motives by which they were governed. 


ssed:a resolution inviting him 
Here is a double duty, The President 
rst, and Congress afterwards sanctioning the Exe- 
And not only that, but an Ameri- 
can vessel is sent to bear him to our shores. He 
lands here and becomes the nation’s guest. He 
comes to Washington; and what does Congress 
do? It says, “Mr. Kossuth, your sentiments are 
such that we.cannot receive you. in-our delegated 
capacity? No: You pass a resolution three or 
four days after the beginning of the present. Con- 
gress in which you invite him to the capita 


record, Congress pa 
here. 
fi 


cutive power. 


Kossuth is here by the invitation of this House, 
with but sixteen votes in. the negative—for I re- 


i 
i 


| member the yeas and nays were called—but six- 


j 
į 
{ 
i 
$ 
i 
fi 


teen were found to vote against giving to the great 
Magyar a reception worthy of himself and the 
cause in which his country has fallen. , By your 
| own invitation he stands at your portals, and 
what are you doing? You are consulting whether 
you will receive him or not. You invite a guest, 
and then call a family circle to discuss the propri- 


|| ety of receiving him. Kossuth isin the city. Heis 
i; under the very portals of your Capitol, and here 
ii we are debating the question as to whether we 


will receive him! Gentlemen upon the other side 
| of the House have indulged in epithets, and have 
even used the word “falsehood” to the majority, 
because we dare tð exercise our rights. Sir, we 
dare to proclaim them factionists, and we dare to 
stand by the consequences. Weehave done noth- 
| ing to elicit this charge. I belong to that major- 
ity, and I will give my vote for any reception 
i which I may deem proper and just; and that 
minority must understand that I will not share in 
any opprobrium or epithets of that character. 


1 


take care that they do not-—— 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Chairman, I hope that 
we shall soon come to a vote upon this question; 
and I know if I do not get the floor now, some 
one else will, to fill out the five minutes that would 


i thegentleman from Tennessee, [Mr.Potx.] Ido 


‘| not know that my opinions are of any consequence 


here or elsewhere, upon this question. And I have 
‘ no solicitude whatever, sir, as to what conclusion 
may be drawn from my vote, in favor of this 


| resolution to receive Governor Kossuth—none 
il whatever. 
i! the purpose of making a declaration to Russia, If 


I shall not travel out of my way for 


| you interfere again in the affairs of Hungary there 
| will be no danger from us. _ If there were no other 
' reason in the world why I would refuse to make 
| sucha declaration, it would be that, and thatalone, 
i that while it would palsy the arms of patriots 
| struggling for liberty, it would nerve the arm of 
‘the tyrant that is now stretched over them. Gen- 
| tlemen say they are as much the friends of Kos- 
i suth and his cause as we are. I shall not question 


! their motives; but let me ask them what the effect ti 


iof their opposition is? Who are they who first 
! upon this floor talked about incorporating a prin- | 


; cipleupon that simple resolution? Were they the 


| friends of this resolution ? No, sir; butthe enemies | 


of it, who, looking far into the future for something 
to embarrass us, must go out of their way to de- 
clare that they will or will not do thus and so. 


Sir, | had just as leave, and rather, that Russia 
hould infer from our action here that we intended | 
I will not say what I would do, but | 


8 
to interfere. 
i it seems to me he is not a wise statesman who, 


eae : : 
| without knowing anything about the extent of the 


| danger that surrounds the future—who, without 
| knowing anything about what governments we 
may get into difficulty with, or what embarrass- 


what the extent of our interests involved, yet goes 
out of the way to try his hand upon a principle 


lution will cease offering amendments; for if we 


cease offering them, the five minute speeches will | 


soon be ended. Let the enemies of the resolution 
So far as 
I am concerned, I am not so much mystified as 
some others at the result. . The country can know 


į just as well, whether this resolution pass or not, 


who were and who were not in favor of it, and 
Gov- 
ernor Kossuth himself is too intelligent not to 
know, that though this resolution may not pass, 
that there are two to one in favor, and that it is 


lofi 
the country. And now, how does the case, stand? j 


r ed. || When they fling stones of that kind they. must | 
As I have stated, I have voted with the minority |) 


ments may result to our commercial relations, or | 


i come here in the character of an emigrant. 


by resort to parliamentary maneuvres that it is 
defeated. ee FA 
A Vorce. Two to one cannot suspend the 
rules. 
Mr. STEPHENS, oof Georgia, (interrupting. } 
If the gentleman will allow me—— , 
Mr. ROBINSON. I cannot be interrupted in 
a five-minute speech. The gentleman has had 
two or three speeches. The gentleman from Geor- 
ia bases his opposition upon the rules, and that 
if we set them aside, we are in a revolution. Does 
not every gentleman know, who has been here a 
sufficient length of time, that nothing is more 
comirion. than that when a majority desires, they 
override the rules ? 
[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] 
The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Poxx,] and it was rejected. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi; offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

And be it understood, that the House of Representatives 
declines at this time to express any opinion as to whether 
this Government will or will not interfere in the wars thai 
niay hereatter occur between other nations. 

_Mr. BROWN. I have offered this amendment 
in good faith. thee AG Meas 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘he Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is not strictly in order. It 


| does not connect itself with the resolution. 


Mr. BROWN. I will change the resolution so 
that it will read in this manner: 


Be it understood, that the Hoase of Representatives 
declines at this time to express any opinion as to whether 
this Government will or will not be indifferent to the doc- 
trines of Kossuth. 


I offer this amendment in good faith. When, 
a little more than twelve months ago, I voted to 


| send a national ship to bear this distinguished 


man to our shores, I did it, sir, that he might 


never dreamed—as I am sure no member of the 


; last Congress ever dreamed—that he was coming 


here as a propagandist of new doctrines. I ap- 
peal to every member of this Congress, who was 
a member of the last House of Representatives, 
if any member supposed he was coming here upon 
any such mission? The first we hear of his in- 
tentions was in one of his English speeches—I 


‘think in his Southampton speech—when fog the 


first time he made it known that he was coming 
io procure the intervention of this Government in 
the struggles that were going on in the Old World. 
I do not desire that our action here, either in in- 
viting this distinguished man to this country, or 
inviting him to come to take a seat within the bar 
of this House, shall be construed into any ex- 
pression of opinion upon the subject of his doc- 
trine of intervention. And why? I can very 
readily imagine that in the progress of human 
events a case may arise in which it may become 
important for this Government to interfere. No 
such ease has, in my judgment, arisen yet. But 
I would not, by saying that we never would inter- 
fere, cut ourselves off from the possibility of do- 
ing so if a case should arise. So much has been 
said upon this subject, not only by that distin- 
guished man himself, but by his friends in Con- 
gress and out of it, that the inference may be drawn 
that we either intend to indorse his doctrines upon 
the one side, or that we do not upon the other. 
that, in my judgment, it is imperative upon us to 
say whether, in our action here, we do intend to 
express a judgment pro or con. Surely this can- 
not wound the sentiment of the distinguished Gov- 


: ernor of Hungary. But whether it does or does 


not, we are here the representatives of the Amer- 
ican people, not responsible to Kossuth, but to the 
people of this country—responsible for the exer- 
cise of an important trast, and the manner in 
which we shall exercise it will have an important 
bearing upon the present and future peace and 
prosperity of the country. I have done nothing, 
and I shall do nothing captiously.. 1 am willing to 
do all proper honors to this distinguished man, but 
I am not prepared to show him such honors as 
never have been shown to any living man. If it 
is the will of his friends to vote him an invitation 
within the bar of this House, when we have suffi- 
ciently discussed the question to show to the 
American people that we do not intend to indorse 


i his doctrine, then I am willing to withdraw oppo- 


sition and invite himin. But you cannot separate 
this distinguished man from the grent principles he 
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avows. What does he tell you every day? He 
says, Lam not here to be complimented. Tam 
here to procure the recognition of a great national | 
pee And this is the shield which he bears | 

etween himself and the American people, from 
day to day. No man, I undertake to say, can ap- 
proach him except through this shield. You must 
indorse his doctrines, or he seeks no intercourse 
with you. I am for saying, in the language of 
that amendment, that we neither indorse nor refuse 
to enforce his doctrines at this time, reserving any 
such question until a proper case shall arise. 

Mr. FOWLER, Ido notrise even for the pur- 
pose of making a five minutes speech, but to ask 
the friends of the resolution to abstain from speak- 
ing. Iam in favor of the resolution, but not any 
amendment. The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Gorman,] who last spoke, requested the friends 
of the resolution ‘not to offer amendments. Ire- 
quest them not to make speeches of five minutes 
in answer to amendments. That is all I have to 
say. Let us have the question. 

Mr. SWEETSER demanded tellers upon the 
question; which were ordered; and Mr. VENABLE 
and Mr. FowLer appointed. 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
there were in the affirmative 53, and in the nega- 
tive 56—no quorum voting. 

Mr. CLEVELAND asked to have a recount. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that by unanimous 
consent there might be a recount. 

Mr. STEPHENS objected. 

[Cries of Call the roll!’ ‘s Call the roll !?"] 

The roll was then called, and the names of the 
absentees noted; the committee rose, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the chairman 
of the committee reported the facts to the House, 
with the names of the absentees. 

_ A quorum being present, the committee resumed 
its session, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the committee 
rise. Let us adjourn. I never saw a minority 
fail to beat in this. House—we have tried it often. 
It is not worth while to keep up the struggle. 

The question was then taken; and it wasagreed 
to. 

The committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman of the committee 
reported that the Committee of the Whole had 
had the state of the Union generally under consid- 
eration, but came to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. I believe I will make a | 

rivileged motion, that when the House adjourns, | 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

{Cries of « No P?“ No!” « No!’] 

Mr. CLEVELAND demanded the yeas and | 
nays; but they were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution, and on division there were—ayes 
91, noes 58. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ORR moved that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman with- 
draw that motion, to enable the Chair to dispose 
of some Executive documents? 

Mr. ORR withdrew his motion. 

CASE OF J. S. THRASHER. 
To the House of Representatives: 

‘As a further answer to the resolution of the House of Rep- 

yesentatives of the 15th ultimo, calling for information re- | 


specting the imprisonment, trial, and sentence of John S. 
‘Thrasher in the Island of Cuba, t transmit another report 


from the Secretary of State. 
MILLARD FILLMORE. 


WASHINGTON, January 2, 1852. 
t 


Mr. BAYLY moved that the communication | 
and accompanying documents be referred to the | 


Committee on Foreign Affairs, and printed. 

Mr. FLOYD moved to amend the motion, by”) 
adding thereto these words: 

‘And that the Committee on Foreign Affairs be instruct- į 
ed to wait upon Louis Kossuth, and introduce him to 
this House. $ 

On that motion, he asked the previous question. | 

| 


The SPEAKER ruled the amendment out ofi: 


order. , 
The question was then taken on Mr. BarLy’s | 


motion, and it was agreed to. | 
So the communication was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 


To the House of Representatives : shies | 
1 transmit, herewith, a copy of a letter of the 26th instant, | 


addressed to the Seeretary of State by the contractors for 
paying the next installment due to Mexico, pursuant to the 


| 
| 
| 


| Army. 
i 


cessary for that purpose. : 
n $ MILLARD FILLMORE. 
WASHINGTON, December 29, 1851. ` 
On motion of Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the 
communication was referred to the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIM OF THE STATE OF MARYLAND. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Treasury Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with the resolution of 
the House of the 1%th instant, a statement of the 
accounts between the United States and the State 
of Maryland for advances made by said State 
during the war; also, for advances made to aid in 
the erection of the Capitol. : 

Mr. WALSH. I introduced the resolution 


ipo fees cae K T 
treaty. of Gaudalupe Hidalgo, representing the necessity of | 
an-immediate appropriation by Congress of the money ne~ j; 

f 


calling for that information, and I am instructed | 


| by the agent of the State of Maryland, Colonel 


Howard, to ask that the subject-matter of that 
communication be referred to a select committee. 
I move that it be soreferred. The communication 
relates to a claim of one of the States of this Union, 
and I hope there will be no objection to the refer- 
ence to a select committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to refer the 


| communication to the Committee of Ways and 


Means, and that it be printed. 

The question being first taken upon Mr. Jones’s 
motion, it was agreed to. 

So the communication was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be | 
printed. 


DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Navy Department, sub- 
mitting estimates for the deficiencies in the appro- 
priations under the control of that department, for 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1852, amounting 
to $219,888 94. 
On motion b 
communication was referred to the Committee. of 
Ways and Means. 


RELATIVE RANK OF SURGEONS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 


communication from the Medical Institution of |} 


Charleston, relative to relative rank for the sur- 
geons in the Army and Navy. 

Mr. FITCH moved that the memorial be re- 
ferred to a select committee. 

Mr. BISSELL. It seems to me that that me- 
morial might with propriety go either to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs or to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I would sug- 


gest to the gentleman that neither of those com- | 
and this memorial į 


mittees is composed of doctors, 
should go to a committee of doctors. 


Mr. FITCH. If gentlemen will examine that | 
| memorial they will see that there is no standing | 


committee to which it can properly be referred; Í 
hope, therefore, that it will go to a select com- 
mittee. A 

Mr. BOCOCK. Does not that communication 
refer to the subject of rank in the Navy? 

Mr. FITCH. In part, only. 

Mr. BISSELL. It refers also to rank in the 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I would sug- 
gest that so much of the communication as refers 
fo relative rank in the Navy be referred to the 
Naval Committee; and that so much as relates to 
the same subject in the Army, be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BISSELL. I will modify my motion in 
that way. 

The question was then taken on Mr. BISsELL’s 


li motion, and it was agreed to. 


Mr. ORR. It has been suggested to me that | 
there is a portion of that communication that has | 
not been referred by the action just taken by the | 


House, and therefore I think that the motion of |! 


[Mr. Frreu,] to re- 


the gentleman from Indiana, 


fer the communication to a select committee was || 


the proper one. ; 
The SPEAKER. After reading the paper, the 
Chair is of the opinion that the whole of it has | 


been referred to the appropriate committees. 
Ou motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, 
the House then adjourned. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, the 


H 


“PETITIONS, &e . 
The following: petitions, mémorials, &c., were presented 
under the ruie; and referred to the approprivte committees: 
By Mr. WASHBURN + The'petition of Josiah Smith and 
204 others; of Bangor, Maine, for land reforms 2 eo. csr. . 
_Also, the petition of Joseph Webb, for ‘increase -of pou- 
sion. $ ji fe 
By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Thomas. Hi liard 
and others, citizens of Massachusetts, for the erection ófa 
break were nt Denney in Barnstable Bay. - woe Le 
t y Mr. N: The petition of J. Decret, for: boùnt: 
land for E. 'Thorom’s hein? ERIR REE, RY 
By Mr. HARPER: ‘The petition of Joshua Dickerson and 
124 other citizens. of Guernsey county; Ohio, “praying. that 
the employment of chaplains in the Navy, Army, and-Con- 
gress, may-hereatter be dispensed with. nie? 
Also, that the petition and papers of George W., Cassiday, 
an file in the office of the Clerk, be referred to the Commit- 
i tee on Pensions. s : 
By Mr. MANN: The memorial of the Religious Society 
| of Friends of New England, praying for a repeal of the fugi- 
tive slave law. : 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 5, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
Mr. MANGUM. At the request of: divers 


persons, I desire the consideration of the Senate 
while T submit a motion which I hope will pass 
with unanimity. It is to suspend the rules of the 
Senate so far as to admit ladies ‘behind ‘the bar of 
| the Senate Chamber. rue 

Gentleman can at any time call and see the 
illustrious stranger whom we ate to receive to- 
| day; but if ladies are not now gratified, another 
occasion may not perhaps be presented to them. 
| 1 hope there will be no objection to my motion. 
| The PRESIDENT. ‘The motion cannot be 
| received except by unanimous consent. ” 

There being no objection the motion was re- 
ceived and agreed to. i 

A great number of ladies were then adinitted, 
| filling all the space without the bar. “Phe circular 


| gallery was occupied exclusively by ladies from 
an early hour; and the usual 
porters’ Gallery were 


tency. : 

In the group of gentlemen present several for- 
eign embassies had their representatives. Amongst 
them were three attachés of the British Legation. 
| The Secretary of the Interior, the Hon. A. H. H. 

' Stuart, the Attorney General, the Hon. John J. 
| Crittenden, and probably other Cabinet officers, 
l! were in the crowd of ex-senators, members, and. 
| ex-members of the House of Representatives, and 
| other distinguished gentlemen. — 

THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, was read as fol- 
lows: p i oat ee 

Mr. Presipest ! The House of Representatives, in čom- 
pliance with the, provisions. of the act to establish the | 
! Smithsonian Institution for the increase and diffusion of 


knowledge among men,. have appointed Mr. Corcock, 
Mr. Frren, and Mr, Meacuam, Regents on their part. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. McRAE presented a petition of the late 

and present land officers at Jackson, Mississippi, 
praying compensation for locating military boun- 
ty land warrants; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. i ; 
Mr. MASON presented the petition of H. M. 
i Bell and David Points, assistant marshals in ta- 
| king the Seventh Census, of Augusta county, 
| Virginia, praying additional ompa anan which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a memorial of 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, prayin 
for an appropriation for the erection of ‘piers an 
harbors of the Delaware river and bay; which ~ 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

‘Also, a petition of John H. Parker and sixty 
other citizens of Philadelphia, Peansylvania, pray~ 
ing the enactment of a Jaw to prohibit the intro- 
duction into the ports of the United States ` of 
felons, and paupers; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
"Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of the 


if 


f 


| setts, praying the reconstruction -of the: 
i 
t 
i 


house on Sand Key, on the coast of Florida 


was referred io the Committee of Com 


_San. 5, 
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Mr. DODGE, of Lowa, presented the petition | 


of Benjamin Arnold, praying compensation for 
damages done to his property by the enemy during 
the last war with Great Britain; which was refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. eS 
Mr. COOPER presented a memorial of citizens 
. of Huntingdon county, Pennsylvania, praying 
that the transportation of the mails on the Sabbath 
may be prohibited by law; which was referred. to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
Also, three memorials of merchants of Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania, praying for an appropria- 
tion for the erection of piers and harbors in the 
Delaware river and bay; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a memorial of 
citizens of the United States, praying that the office 
of Chaplain. in the public service may be abol- 


ished; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FELCH presented six petitions of citizens 
of Michigan, praying a grant of public land to 
the Zilwaukie Grand Traverse and Mackinaw 
Plank Road Company, to aid in the construction 
of their road; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the Board of Education of 
the State of Michigan, praying a grant of land to 
that State for the use of the State Normal School, 

_ equivalent in value to the land originally granted 
for that purpose, of which the State has been de- 
prived; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. NORRIS presented the petition of John 
Clark, praying that a contract may be entered 
into with him for rebuilding the light-house on 
Minot’s Ledge, near Boston harbor; which was 
referred to the Committeeon Commerce. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a peti- 
tion of citizens of Middletown, Wisconsin, pray- 
ing a change in the laws providing for the sale of 
the public lands; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. > 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of Jobn- 
son Lykins, praying compensation for services as 

. physician for the Osage river band of Pottawat- 
omie Indians; which was referred to the .Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a memorial of 
the people of Iowa, assembled in convention at 
Iowa City, praying a grant of public land to aid 
in the construction of the Dubuque and Keokuck, 
and the Davenport and Council Bluffs railroads; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the 
Charleston Chamber of Commerce, praying that 
a light-boat and fog bell may be placed on the 
shoals east. of Cape Roman, on the coast of South 
Carolina; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the three petitions of inhabitants of Sedg- 
wick, Maine, on the files of the Senate, in relation to a port 
of entry at that place, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


On motion by Mr. NORRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of A. A. Frazier and Alvin 
Baker, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims 

On mation by Mr. BELL, it was 


Ordered, ‘Uhat the petition of Joseph Byrd, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
Mr. WHITCOMB gave notice that he should 


ask leave to introduce a bill granting lands to aid 
in the construction of a railroad, with right of way, 
from La Fayette, Indiana, by way of Peoria, Ili- 
nois, and Burlington, Iowa, to the Missouri 
river. 


Mr. GWIN gave notice that he should ask leave | 


to introduce a bill to suppress Indian hostilities in 

the State of California and Territory of Oregon, to 

establish an Assistant Commissioner of Indian 

Affairs for the Pacific coast, and for other pur- 
oses. 

Mr. MORTON gave notice that he should ask 
leave to introduce a bill granting the right of wa 
and a donation of land to aid in the cousirusugy 
of a plank road from the city of Pensacola, in 
Florida, to the town of Montgomery, in Alabama 

Mr. RUSK gave notice that he should ask leave 
to introduce a joint resolution authorizing the 


Postmaster General to contract for the placing of | 
an ice-boat on the Potomac river. it 

Mr. MALLORY gave notice that he should ask |) 
leave to introduce a bill to be entitled “A bill for | 
the relief of Kennedy and Darling.” 


BILLS INTRODUCED. i 

Mr. FELCH, agreeably to previous notice, `| 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill grant- | 
ing to the State of Michigan the right of way and i 
a donation of public lands for the purpose of con- |) 
structing a canal or railroad across the peninsula | 
of Michigan; which was reat a first and second | 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on i! 
Public Lands. E . H 
He also asked and obtained leave to introduce !i 

a bill to establish an additional land office in Mich- | 
igan; which was read a first and second time by i 
its titlé, and referred to the Committee on Public | 
Lands. : <] 
Mr. SEBASTIAN, agreeably to previous no- i 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill : 
for the redemption of certain Choctaw annuities; ij 
which was read a first and second time by its title, | 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill to | 
grant to the city of Burlington, in Jowa, the land | 
heretofore reserved between that city and the Mis- | 
sissippi river, reported back the same without jj 
amendment. i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Committeeon Pub- | 


lic Lands have, after considerable labor, prepared || 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 


an amendment which they have instructed me to | 
offer to the Senate bill, providing for the as- | 
signability of land warrants. lask that it may be | 
received informally, and ordered to be printed. It; 
was received and ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of | 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of A. | 
S. Williamson, submitted an adverse report; which |! 
was ordered to be printed. | 


He also, from the same committee, to whom || Y 


was referred the petition of Allen G. Johnson, sub- || 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his re- į 
lief. i 

The bill was read and passed to a second read- | 
ing, and the report was ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


The bill for the relief of Sidney A. Allott, was 
read a second time and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The object of the bill is to 
allow him to enter land in Michigan, for which in | 
1836 he paid $200, but neglected to enter. The} 
bill was reported tothe Senate, and was ordered {| 
to be engrossed and read a third time. | 

The bill for the relief of the heirs of Judith |! 
Worthen, deceased, was read a second time, and : 
the Senate proceeded to consider it as in Com- | 
mittee of the W hole. 

It provides that the Secretary of War be au- 
thorized and required to pay out of any money in | 
the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, to the | 
heirs of Judith Worthen, deceased, widow ofi 
Isaac Worthen, late a revolutionary pensioner, | 
sueh sum as she, if now living, would be enti- | 
tled to receive under the act of July 7th, 1838. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would ask if there is į| 
any report on this bill? j 

The PRESIDENT. A report was made at a 
former session, but not at this session. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
read. 

ae report of the Committee on Pensions was || 
read. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I trust that the objections 
in the mind of the Senator from Kentucky will 
be relieved by the reading of the report. ‘It ap- | 
pears that the pensioner in this case was entitled | 
to a five years’ pension under theact of 1838; that | 
the proofs were duly filed in the office of the Com- | 
missioner of Pensions; but owing to the press of | 
business in that office there was some delay in the ` 
decision of the case. 
claim. ‘The pensioner was equitably entitled to | 
a pension under the provisions of the act of 1838. ` 
I have had occasion to look into the case, and I | 
think there is no valid objection to the bill. I hope | 
the Senator from Kentucky will make no objection. : 
_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have made no ob- | 

jection. i| 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


1 would like to hear it i 


This delay cut off the |! 


amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. hee 

A bill authorizing Victor Morass to relinquish 
certain lands, and to enter the same quantity else- 
where, was read a second time and considered as 


lÍ in Committee of the Whole. No amendment being 


made thereto, it was reported to the Senate and 
ordered to be engrossed and read a thirdtime. | 

The Senate proceeded to consider as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Charles Melrose; and 

A bill granting a pension to Sally F, Floyd, 
widow ot George R. C. Floyd, late a Lieutenant 
Colonel in the Army of the United States; andno 
amendment being made thereto, they were report- 
ed to the Senate. 

Ordered, That they be engrossed and read a third time. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mitiee of the Whole, the bill to revive a portion of 
an act for the relief of the widows of deceased sol- 
diers. 

It had been reported back from the Committee 
on Military Affairs with an amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON. I ask that it be passed over 
for the present. Itrequires some investigation. 

Mr. BORLAND. I hope it will not be passed 
over. It has been before the Senate the last few 
sessions, and has not been passed because it has 
never been properly reached. It is a bill of great 
merit, and I hope the Senate will now consider 
and act upon it. é 

Mr. DAWSON... The bill will give rise to dis- 
cussion. I move to lay it on the table. 


Mr. BORLAND. must ask the yeas and 


|i nays upon that motion. 


Mr. DAWSON. My object is not to oppose 
the bill, but to have an opportunity to look into 


| the facts. 


Mr. BORLAND. If the Senator will withdraw 
the motion I will explain the merit of the bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. I withdraw it. 

Mr. BORLAND. It is a proposition to revive 
that portion of the act of 1816 which granted five 
ears’ half pay to the widows of soldicrs who died 
In the service, or of wounds incurred in conse- 
quence of service, in the war of 1812. There are 


i| but few of those widows now remaining. There 


are no minor children entitled to benefit under the 


i| provisions of the act of 1816, and but very few 


widows. Those widows are old and many of 
them destitute. There now remain but a small 
remnant of the widows of those gallant men who 
fell in defence of their country in the war of 1812, 


; or who died of disease contracted in that war. 


This is a bill, which it appears to me, appeals not 
only to the sympathies but to the sense of justice 
of every one. It is impossible to ascertain the 
precise number of those widows now remaining, 
because when the five years expired—that is m 
1821—all these persons passed off the pension 
roll, The attempt, therefore, to obtain informa- 
tion from the Pension Office, as to their number, 
fails. The Pension Office cannot give the inform- 
ation, but any one who will look into the matter 
will perceive that there can be but very few of 
those widows remaining. So far as my knowl- 
edge extends, most of them are very poor. Some 
of them are infirm. I know in my own State, 


| some one or two only, and I learn from others 


that there are very few in any of the States. I 

hope, therefore, the Senator will not make a mo- 

tion to lay the bill on the table, but will let it be 
assed. 

Mr. DAWSON. I would ask whether the bill 
proposes that the pensions shall be from 1821 to 
the present time, or shall commence after the 
passage of this act? 


Mr. BORLAND. If the Senator will let the 


: bill be read, he will see what are its provisions. 


The bill was readaccordingly. It provides that 
so much of the act of April 16, 1816, entitled 
“An act making further provision for military 
services during the late war, and for other pur- 
poses,” as applies to the widows of deceased 


, Soldiers, and which expired by limitation five 
: years after the passage of that act, should be 


thereby revived and extended during the natural 


i life of any widow therein described. 


Mr. DAWSON. I perceive that that bill grants 


a thirty years’ pension to all these widows that 


are living; and according to the practice which 
has prevailed, I suppose that the children of all 


; who have died in the mean time will claim up to 


the time of the death of their parent. 
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Mr. BORLAND. I would say to the Senator 
that such is not my understanding of the pro- 
visions of the bill. | understand it to apply from 
the passage of the act, That is the view of the 
committee. It does not grant a thirty years” pen- | 
sion. 

Mr. DAWSON. I think that the construction 
of the bill is contrary to that given by the Senator 
from Arkansas. I think it gives a pension for 
thirty years. I move to lay it upon the-table, ` 

The motion was agreed to. ` 


JUDICIAL SYSTEM IN NEW MEXICO. 


The Senate proceeded to` consider the motion i} 
submitted by Mr. Butter, on the 2d instant, to i 


reconsider the vote referring to the Committee on į 
the Judiciary the bill to amend the act entitled |; 
<: An act proposing to the State of Texas the es- | 
tablishment of her northern and western bounda- | 
ries, the relinquishment by said State of all terri- | 
tory claimed by her exterior to said boundaries, 
and of all her claims upon the United States, and 
to establish a territorial government for the terri- | 
tory of New Mexico,” approved September 9, || 
1850; and the motion was agreed to. i 

Ordered, That the bill be referred to the Committee on 
‘Territories. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. DOWNS. I move to postpone the prior 
special orders, in order to take up the bill for the 
relief of William Darby. 2 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the |; 

{| 
Whole. | 

It provides that there shall be paid to William 
Darby the sum of $4,500, in full compensation for 
labor and materials furnished in surveying and 
making a map of the Territory of Louisiana in 
the years 1812 and 1813. 

Mr. DOWNS. I wish to state very briefly to 
the Senate the merits of this bill. It was intro- | 
duced during the last Congress, and referred to a j| 
select committee, as it could not be referred to any ! 
of the standing committees with propriety. The || 
present Secretary of the Treasury (My. Corwin) | 
was chairman of that select committee. A favora- 
ble report was made, and the bill passed the Sen- 
ate, but failed in the House of Representatives, as 
many private bills did. It proposes compensation 
for very important services rendered by this dis- 

_ tinguished geographer, William Darby, atan early 
day in exploring what was then anew country, 
now Louisiana and Arkansas. For that service he 
contended, and the committee considered, that he 
was entitled to this very moderate and reasonable 
compensation. I hope, therefore, that there will 
be no objection to the bill. 

A committee reported a much larger sum for 
services of less value formerly; and this bill was į 
not seriously opposed before. It then passed the 
Senate, and I hope it will pass again without op- 
position. Mr. Darby is now a very old man, 
maintaining himself by his own labor in a subor- 
dinate office under the Government. 

The PRESIDENT interposed, and the honor- 
able Senator yielded the floor, it being understood | 
that the distinguished guest of the Senate was 


about to enter. . 
DOWNS, the bill was laid 


On motion by Mr. 
` on the table. 


t RECEPTION OF LOUIS KOSSUTH. 


i; son of the hero of San Jacinto. 


|| mere vote, without remark, may be misunderstood. | 


| here, 
| powers, to do anything else; and in the teachings and ad- 


At one o’clock the doors of the Senate Chamber 
were thrown ‘open, and Governor Kossuth, sup- 
ported by the committee appointed by the Senate 
to introduce him, the Hon. James Sureps, the 
Hon, Wm. H. Sewarp, and the Hon. Lewis 
Cass, entered and advanced within the bar, the 
Senate rising to receive them. ; 

The suite of Governor Kossuth, in military unl- |; 
forms, were grouped below the bar. 

Mr. SHIELDS addressed the President, as fol- | 
lows: ; | 

«Mr. President, we have the honor to introduce | 
Louis 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore then addressed | 
him, as follows: 

«Louis Kossuth, I welcome you to the Senate of 
the United States. The committee will conduct 
you to the seat which I have caused to be prepared ; 
for you.” ; A i 

He was then conducted to a chair in front of the | 
President’s desk, and seated with the Committee | 

_ of the Senate. g : 

Mr. MANGUM rose some time afterwards and \ 


Kossuth to the Senate of the United States.” |! 


| the favor, therefore, 


i Mr. President, with a view of affording Sen- 
ators an opportunity of paying their respects to 
our illustrious guest, 1 move that the Senate do 
new. adjourn. : 

‘The motion was agreed to. ; 

The PRESIDENT then descended to the floor 
‘of the Senate, ahd was introduced to Governor 
Kossuth by the committee. The other Senators 


| were also severally introduced; after which gen- 


tlemen and ladies present in great numbers sought 
the same gratification. Amongst the incidents of 
the levee, it may be mentioned that when the mar- 
tial figure of General Houston approached Kossuth, 
there appeared to be a special attraction in the per- 
; The introduction 
having been made, the following brief but expres- 
sive dialogue ensued: ‘ 

Mr. HOUSTON. Sir, you are welcome to the 
Senate of the United States. 

M. KOSSUTH. I can only wish I had been 


! as successful as you, sir. 


Mr. HOUSTON. God grant that you may 
yet be so. yw 


Subsequently the distinguished stranger was 


| conducted to the Vice President’s room, to which 
| the President pro tem. and Senators retired with 


him. 


Senare Cuamser, January 2, 1852. 


To the Editor of the Congressional Globe: 

DEAR Sir: You will find me reported, in the proceedings 
of the Senate to-day, as voting against laying the memorial 
of “The Industrial Congress of the city of New York’? 
upon the table. [ write this by way of explanation, lest the 
voted 
against laying the memorial on the table, and would have 
voted for its reference to the Committee on Poreign Rela- 
tions, not that I favor the views or wishes of the memorial- 
ists, but because [regard this movement of theirs as one of 
a series which is now in rapid progress of development, 
the effect of which, if favored by Congress, is to involve us 
in the political affairs of other countries, in a way and toan 
extent not intended or recognized by the Constitution, and 
which, in my opinion, can end only in changing the char- 
acter of our Government, and bringing ruin upon our coun- 
try. Such movements, threatening, as I believe, great evil 
to the country, should be met and arrested (so far as Con- 
gress may be able to arrest them) at the threshold. To give 
them the go-by, by laying the proposition to consider them 
upon the table, is, in my opinion, but to cover the flame at 
a single point of its exhibition, with the certain effect of 
stimulating and encouraging the efforts of those whose 
vocation seems to be to pile fuel upon the fires of its source. 
Į am for meeting the evil at once, by referring its consider- 
ation to an appropriate committee, and, when their report 
should be brought in, by expressing the sense of the Sen- 
ate, by an emphatic vote, upon the merits of the whole 
question. 

Lam one 0 
formed, and we, the 


f those who believe that our Government was 
representatives of those who formed it, 
were sent here for the sole and exclusive purpose of legis- 
lating for the promotion of American interests. I find no 
authority in the Constitution under which T hold my seat 
and which alone prescribes and limits my duties and 


monitious of the “ Father of his Country,”? and of those 
wise men who codperated with him in framing and admin- 
istering the Government, I find the highest and strongest 
considerations, if additional ones were needed, for kecping 
within these well-defined and sacred limits. 

‘As individuals, we may righfully sympathize with whom 
we please; and Í would remove every legal barrier which 
now prevents the citizens of our country, as individuals, 
from manifesting any sympathy they may feel for any man 
or any cause, by deeds as well as words. But as public 
functionaries, deriving all our duties and powers solely and 
exclusively from the Constitution, which we have sworn to 
support, I hold that American interests and American citl- 
zens alone can claim. our official interference and protec- 
tion. When we undertake to g0 beyond these limits, in my 
opinion we usurp powers which were never conferred upon 
us, and enter upon a career which can end only in ruin to 
those whose interests we were appointed to take care of. 

1 bope, and doubt not, an opportunity will soon occur 
when such action as T have indicated may be taken upon 
this general subject. Then I shall be prepared to vote, and 
to give at length my reasons for it. For the present I de- 
sire only that this brief expression of opinion may go to the 
public along with the vote it is intended to explain. Dome 
to let this appear in the same number 
of your paper with this day’s proceedings of the Senate, 
and oblige yours, 

Very respectfully and truly, 
SOLON BORLAND, of Arkansas. 

P. S. Lam authorized to say that other Senators who 
voted as I did were influenced by similar considerations 
with those which governed my vote. S.B. 


en 


HOUSE OF REPRESENT ATIVES. 
Monpvay, January 5, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal was read and approved. 
THE COMFORT OF THE MEMBERS. 
The SPEAKER. Some days ago a resolution 


was adopted by the House of Representatives, 
«that the Speaker of the House be authorized to 


t 


i 


i 
t 
{ 


Upon consulting those members, however, | 
seems to be a general concurrence of opinion, that 
nothing cotid improve their condition so. much as 
to have another assistant doorkeeper-appointed to 
guard the door to the Gallery in that quarter. 
The Chair does not feel at liberty to authorize the 
appointment of. that assistant doorkeeper: or: mes- 
| Senger, without the consent of: the House. 
i will, therefore, be for the House to determine 
| whether anadditional messenger shall be appointed 
for not. The Chair is assured by gentlemen, in 
that quarter of the Hall, that such an appointment 
would greatly improve their condition; and he 
asks to. be instructed upon that point, 
| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I presume there 

will be no objection. ; 

There was no objection; and an assistant to whe 
| Doorkeeper will, be appointed. i 


THE RECEPTION OF LOUIS KOSSUTH. 
Mr. CARTTER. I move that the rúles:of the 
House be suspended, in order to enable me'to: offer . 
the following resolution. I have simply. to say that 
if we seek to do respect to the distinguished man 
named in that resolation, we must do it between 
this and Friday, for upon that day he is to leave 
| this city. . ne Othe 
The resolution was then read, as follows: 
“Resolved, That a comiittee of five be appointed by the 
| Speaker to wait upon Louis Kossuth, and introduce him 
i tothe House of Representatives.” 
| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded the 
| yeas and nays on the motion to suspend the 
| rules. 
| Mr. STUART. For the purpose of obviating 
| a difficulty, which suggests itself to the minds of 
some of the members, I propose to offer an 
ment, which I desire to have read; and 
ask the mover of the resolution to accept. 
The SPEAKER. Itis not in order to discuss 
the resolution, until it is before the House. ` The 
amendment can only be offered by unanimous con- 


sent. ; E 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. |: 
House proceed 


amend- 
which I 


Mr. HEBARD moved that the 
to the call of the States for resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 
But the motion offered by the gentleman from 


id 


Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] to suspend the rules, is 
| also in order, and takes precedence; and upon that 
motion there can be no debate. 

| The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

| Mr. STUART. Iam sure no gentleman will 
| object to the redding of the amendment which: I 
| propose to offer. I only. desire to have it read for 
| information. : B E ps 
|” Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I do object, and 
I would state the reasons for my objection if the 
Í Chair would give me leave. : 

Mr. STUART. Well, Ihave the right to pro- 
pound the inquiry to the gentleman who oftered 
the resolution, in ofder. 
| The SPEAKER. No discussion is in order. 
i Phere is no motion before the House which can 
| be acted upon, except the motion to suspend the 
| rules; and not until the rules are suspended can 
| the gentleman from Michigan {Mr. Srvarv] offer 
| his amendment. : 
| Mr. STUART called for-th 
| ginal resolution. aaa y 
1? Mr. CARTTER. `I hope the modification will 
also be read, so that gentlemen may understand 
| what it is. 

Cries of “Read it!” “Read it!” 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will withdraw my objec- 
tion, as gentlemen around me are desirous of hear- 
ing the resolution read. i 

*Che proposed amendment was tHen read, as fol- 
lows: 


And that the chairman of that committee introduce him . 
| in these words: “We introduce Louis Kossuth to the. House 
| of Representatives of the United States? -Upon which the 
members are recommended to rise; and the Speaker will 
| invite him to be seated.” 

| The question was then taken, and resulted—yeas 
17, nays 51; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, 
į; Andrews, John Appleton, Babcock, Bartlett, Beale, Bel, 
| Bowne, Breckenridge, Brenton, Briggs, Buell; Burrows, 
i Busby, Joseph Cable, Cartter, Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, 


ereading of the ori- 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
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Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Conger, Cottman, Curtis, Geo. 
'T Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, 
Doty, Dunkam, Eastman, Faulkner; Fieklin, Florence, 
Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord; Gentry, Giddings, Gil- 
thore, Goodenow, Gorman, Green, Grow, Hart, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Howard, John W. Howe, Hunter, Inger- 
soll, Fves, John Johnson, Danie} T. Jones, J. Glancy. Jones, 
Preston. King, Kubns, Kurtz, Letcher, Mace, Mann, Ed- 
ward C. Marshall, Mason, McNair, Meade, Miller, Miner, 
Molony, John Moore, Murray, Nabers, ‘Newton, Olds, 
Peaslee, Penn Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Price, Rantoul, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Scudder, David L. 
Seymour,*Origén S- Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Snow, 
Benjamin. Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Abrabam P. Stevens, St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, 
Sutherland, Sweetser, Benjamin Thompson, George W. 
fhompson, Thurston, Townshend, Truck, Walbridge 
Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Wells, Addison White, an 

Yates—117. ’ 7 

NAYS—Messrs. Abererombie, Aiken, William Appie- 
ton, Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bocock, 
John H. Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Caldwell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Church well, Cobb, Cullom, Edmundson, Ewing, 
Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Haven, Hillyer, Holladay, Houston, Jackson, An- 
drew Johnson,-James Johnson, George W. Jones, Landry, 
Humphrey ‘Marshall, Martin, MeMullin, Miffson, Henry 

*), Moore, Morehead, Murphy, Orr, Outlaw, Powell, 
Bavage, Smith, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, ‘Taytor, 
Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Alexander White, and Wil- 
liams—5l, S 

Previous ‘to the announcement of the above 
result, . 

Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE said: I have reached 
this Hall, after some three or four days of absence 
by reason of sickness. Iam exceedingly anxious 
to record my vote upon this question in the affirm- 
ative, and I ask leave to do so. ; 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 
gentleman cannot record his vote. 

So the rules were suspended, and the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Cartrer] had leave to introduce 
his resolution, above referred to. ; 

Mr. CARTTER. Upon that resolution I move 
the previous question. 

Cries of ‘Good!’ Good!” 

The previous question then received a second, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. ROBBENS demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Cries of “Read the resolution!’’ “Read the reso- 
lution!” 

The resolution was accordingly read, as above 
reported. 

Phe question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 123, nays 54; as follows: 


» Martin, McMullen, Milson, Henry D. Moore, 
Morehead, Murphy, Orr, Outlaw, Powell, Savage, Seurry, 
Smith, Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, Taylor, Venable, 
Wallace, Watkins, Alexander White, and Wiiliams—4. 

So the resolution was adopted, and in pursuance 
thereof 

The SPEAKER appointed Messrs. CARTTER, 
Crineman, Gentry, Sravrox of Kentucky, and 
PEASLEE, to constitute the committee, 

Mr. CARTTER rose to a privileged: question, 
and moved. to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was passed, and to lay the motion of 
reconsideration upon the table; which latter mo- 
tion was agreed to. 


"FHE DOCTRINE OF NON-INTERVENTION. 


X Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce a reso- 


3 


H 


f 
i 
| 


lotion; which was read for information, as fol- 
lows: fhe 8 Fg a AF 

Resolved, Phat the House of Representatives declines 
at this time to express an opinion on the subject of .the fu- 
ture intervention or non-intervention of the United States 
in the affairs of other nations, believing, as it now declares, 
that no case has yet arisen which requires such expression. 

“Mr, JOHN W. HOWE objected. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved the sus- 
pension of the rules; and upon that motion called 
for the yeas and nays, which were not ordered. 

Tellers were then demanded, but refused. 

The question being taken, the House refused to 
suspend the rules. 


GRANTS OF LAND. 


Mr. SIBLEY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill, of which previous notice. had been 
given, granting the right of way and making a 


| donation of public lands to aid in the construc- 
| tion of a railroad from the falls of the St. Louis 


river to St. Paul, on the Mississippi river; which 
was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. S. moved its reference to thé Committee 
on Territories; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HALL moved the reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. . He had tried 
to get the ear of the Speaker before the question 
was taken upon the reference, but failed. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER replied that it was. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I do not wish to detain the 


| House at this period with remarks of any length, 


on the motion just made by the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands to refer this bill to 
that committee. We havea standing committee 
of this House, whose business it is to attend par- 
ticularly to thelegislation for the Territories. Now, 


| this billis proposed to be taken from the committee 
| to which I believe it properly belongs, and to be 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands, where, 
to a certainty, it will be served exactly as bills re- 
ferred to that committee at the last session. 'T'er- 
ritorial bills always came in at the heel of the 
session, for the reason that the States have the 
preference. We have a standing committee with 
special reference to territorial legislation, and I 


agree inthemotion just submitted by the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Lands, and trust that 
they will adhere to their decision that this bill go 
to the Committee on Territories, 

Mr. HALL. It is very true there is a com- 
mittee of this House whose appropriate duty it is 
to take charge of the business of the Territories; 
but it is eq#tally true that there is another com- 
mittee of this House whose duty it is to adminis- 


| 
| 


| mittee. 


; think it a matter of great importance, in order that 


| granting of public land to aid in the construction 


: gratuitous. 
| and all other subjects that may be referred: to 


i man’s bill, he may rest assured, will be reported 


ter the public domain. The Committee on Public 
Lands Is the one. F believe that this bill proposes 
to make a grant of public lands for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of railroads. Bills 
making grants for such works, and other internal 
improvements, have uniformly gone to that com- 
We have before that committee now a 
great many bills upon this subject, coming from 
all parts of the country; and the committee are 
endeavoring to fix upon some principle which 
shall guide their actions upon all of them. I 


Justice may be done to every portion of the Union 
in reference to the subjects of these bills—the 


of works of internal improvement—that all of 
them should be referred to the same committee. If 
it be believed by this House that the Committee 


; on Public Lands is not competent to discharge its 


duties, I trust the bills upon this subject will be 
taken from them and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. Now, as to the remark of the 
gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Srstey,] that 
this bill if referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands will never be heard of, I think it is entirely 
I believe that that committee are dis- 
posed—nay more, determined, in regard to this 


them, to report for or against. Now, the gentle- 


a 
upon time enough for the action of this Congress. 

Mr, SIBLEY. I beg to say tothe gentleman, 
I had not the least idea of imputing any neglect 
of duty, or any want of attention by the Com- | 
mittee on Public Lands, to the business that may | 
come before them. 


hopethis Fouse will not, under any circumstances, | 


i 
i 


has ‘uniformly shown,.that whenever territorial 
questions were referred to committees, they had 
to-yield’to those from States. In all questions 
that come before them—the Committee on Public 
Lands, as well as the other committees—the States 
have the preference. 

Mr: HALL. I cannot understand the force of 
the objection made by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota, [Mr. Sipiuy.] He says that his experi- 
ence is, that all committees have given the prefer- 
ence to subjects from States over those from the 
Territories. Well, I suppose if this matter goes 
to the Committee on Territories, it will be treated 
just as it would be by the Committee on Public 
Lands. I will assure'the gentleman that he need 
not be afraid of the non-action.of the Committee 
on Public Lands. Iam certain that it will act at 
the earliest practical periog in regard to this mat- 
ter, and all similar bills that may be committed to 
its charge. My desire is, that all these bills may 
go to the same commiltee, as they involve the 
same principle. They may be considered togeth- 
er, aud reported to the House, so that a like action 
may be had in regard to all of them. There is 
another thing the gentleman knows well: that it 
is the practice of tlie House of Representatives to 
set aside three days each session for the consid- 
eration of territorial business. He need not be 
uneasy that this or the ether territorial bills will 
be neglected, as they will come up as territorial 
business, and then will be determined upon by 
the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor, but 
gave way to 

Mr. SIBLEY. I wish to ask a question of the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands— 
whether, last Congress, a bill providing for a do- 
nation of public lands to the Territory of Minne- 
sota did not come into the House on the day set 
apart for territorial business, and under the rules 
of the House was not acted upon, because it was 
not considered strictly territorial business? 

Mr. HALL. I donot remember the case. The 
éecision of the House then was right. ‘This is 


| not strictly of a territorial character, and ought 


not to go to the Committee on Territories; and if 
it is not territorial in its character, the motion of 
the gentleman is improper. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the ques- 


| tion before the House is the ‘reference of a bill 


granting a donation of land to the Territory of 
Minnesota to aid in the construction of a railroad. 


| I believe, according to the uniform practice of the 


House, this subject properly belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands, and not to the Committee 
on Territories. I expect, and I think the country 
expects, of that committee that they will originate 
some general system upon this subject by which 
they will provide for the construction of roads 


| through the lands of the Government by donations, 
‘not only in the States, but in the Territories. 
; am very free to say, as one member of the Com- 


I 


mittee on Territories, that it iga subject that I do 
not want the charge of. We have enough to do 
if we discharge the other duties before us, without 
coming into conflict, as we necessarily should, 
with the system laid down by the Committee on 
Public Lands, were this bill referred to us. 

Mr. HEBARD obtained the floor, but gave 
way to— 

Mr. SIBLEY, I want to ask a question of the 
gentleman from INinois—whether he does not rec- 
ollect that a bill granting a donation of public 
Jands to Florida, passed during the first session of 
the last Congress, was reported from the Com- 
mittee on ‘Territories? The Committee on Public 
Lands had nothing to do with it. 

-Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no distinct rec- 
ollection upon the subject. I will, in reply to the 
gentleman, say that my opinion is, the Govern- 
ment ought to deal liberally with these Territories 
in donations. It is the policy and interest of the 
Government to do so—to settle them up as rapidly 
as possible, by making improvements that will 
give facilities for settlement, and for the transport- 
ation to market of the agricultural products of the 
country. Iam not hostile to the object of which 
the gentleman is in favor; nor do I believe it is the 
policy of this Government, of this House, or the 
Committee on Public Lands, to be so. I do not 
recollect whether at the last session of Congress an 
important bill of this character came from the 
Committee on Territories. I should have no hes- 


The practice of this House || tation in reporting such a bill back if I believed it 
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right, and I speak only for one member of that 
committee. a i 

Mr. SIBLEY. I will withdraw my opposition 
to the reference of the bill to the Committee-on 
Public Lands. ` 

Mr. HEBARD. I did not rise to discuss the 
question, not having any interest in it; but merely 
to save further time In discussion. Iwillnot move 
the previous question as the bill is now to be dis- 
posed of. ; is 

The question being taken upon the motion to ; 
reconsider, it was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. HALL, the bill was then 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a resolution 
calling on the President for information. | 

Objection was made. * 

Mr. BAYLY moved the suspension of the rules | 
for the purpose of introducing his resolution; | 
which was agreed to. 

The resolution wasread by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: 

Whereas there was issued on the 16th October, 1850, by 
the Secretary of State of Colonial Affairs of the British | 
Government, the following cireular, viz: i 

tf CIRCULAR. 
: “ DOWNING STREET, October 16th, 1850. | 

«Sir: I have to acquaint you thatit has been suggested to 
me thata desirable class of emigrants for the West India | 
Colonies might be induced to come to them from among | 
the black and colored population of the United States, whose | 
arrival and location, if they choose to come, would, X have | 
no doubt, be advantageous both to themselves and the Colo- 
nies. I am not aware of anything which can be dowe by. | 
the Colonial Government to encourage such immigration, 
beyond showing a readiness to pass acts giving the privilege ; 
of naturalization to any such persons as might come and | 
settle there, and providing that a bounty should be payable | 
on such immigrants under such arrangements as may be 


|| Consent. 


thought desirable. I would also suggest, as deserving of | 
consideration, whether laws might not be passed rendering | 
binding on certain condivions engagements to pay sums of | 
money which may have been agreed on by immigrants, al- H 
though such erigagements may have been contracted in į 
America, and while the parties were in a state of slavery. | 
“I have, &e., GREY.” | 
And whereas the subject referred to in said circular is a | 
matter of the deepestinterest-to the people of one portion of | 
this Confederacy ; now, therefore 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- | 
quested to communicate to this House, if not incompatible || 
with the public interest, any information he may possess | 
respecting said circular; and particularly what action the; 
Legislative Assemblies of the British West India Islands | 
have taken in pursuance of the suggestions contained 
therein. 


Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was adopted. 


WIDOW OF GEN. WORTH. 


Mr. BRIGGS asked the unanimous consent of | 
the House to take up Senate bill No. 32, for the 
relief of Margaret L, Worth, for. the purpose of; 
referring it to a standing committee. 

Objection was made by several. 

Mr. 
purpose 


of allowing him to introduce his motion; | 
and upon which he demanded tellers; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. Jonnson, of Tennessee, and 
Kiya, of New York, were appointed. 

The question being taken, the tellers reported— 
ayes 101, noes 19. 

So the motion to suspend was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGGS then submitted his motion; and 
the bill was read a first and second time by its; 
title. 

Mr. B. moved that it be referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DUNHAM moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The question was put on the motion to refer to : 
the Committee on Military Affairs; and it was dis- | 
agreed to. i 

The latter motion was then agreed to. 

Mr. ROBBINS asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a resolution, which was 
read for information, as follows, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be requested 
to ascertain and report the amount due to Alderman Galla- 
way, for services rendered as commisioner to take testi- 
mony in the contested-election case 
of Pennsylvania, in accordance wi 
House, passed January 29, 1850. 

Mr. R. moved that the resolution be referred to 


the Committee of Elections. ; 
Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
the Committee of Elections also be requested to 


j 


i 
t 
i 


th a resolution of this | 


| 
| 
| 


BRIGGS moved to suspend the rules for the |; 


‘ of the Chair whether it is resolution or petition | 
H 


| of the House to introduce a resolution, and I feel 


i 


i| ordered; and Messrs. McNair and Beare were 


{ 
i 
ł 
| 


i ram voting. 


i 


e from the fourth district : 


| 


i it now. 
EMIGRANTS FOR THE WEST INDIA COLONIES. |; 


| to. 


ay, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘ascertain the amount due to John S. Littell for con- | 
testing: that-case. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The resolution is 
not before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that 


the resolution. was before the House by unanimous | 


i 
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| Mr. JONES. 1 understood the consent was | 
only for reading ìt for information. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- i 
sylvania moved that it be referred without the | 
Chair inquiring whether there was any objection į 
or not. If there is no objection, he will entertain 


Mr. JONES. I object. | 

Mr. ROBBINS. Then I move a suspension of | 
the rules for the purpose of enabling me to intro- | 
duce the resolution just read. 

The question was then taken, and it wasagreed 


So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. ROBBINS then demanded the previous 
“question; which was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was adopted. 

A message was here received from the President 
of the United States. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, leave was granted 
to withdraw the petition and papers of Samuel | 
Spalding for the purpose of transferring them to 
the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. KING, of New York, it was | 

Ordered, That the petition and papers relative to the 
claim of Lyon and Howard be taken from the Clerk’s files 
and referred to the Committee of Claiins. 

IMPROVEMENT OF RIVER SAVANNAH. 

Mr. JACKSON asked the unanimous con- | 
sent of the House to introduce a bill, of which | 
previous notice had been given, for the removal 
of obstructions in the river Savannah, in the State 
of Georgia. 

Mr. CLARK objected. | 

Mr. JACKSON moved to suspend the rules | 
for the purpose. ! 

The question was then taken, and the rules 
were not suspended. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to inquire 


} 
i 
i 
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day? ! 
Phe SPEAKER. The Chair rulesit is petition | 


ay. 

Mr. JONES. I call, then, for the order of the 
day. 

The SPEAKER. The order of the day will be 
to call upon the States for petitions, beginning ; 
with Maine. 

Mr. McNAIR. I ask the unanimous consent 
| certain that no gentleman in this House will ob- 
| ject to it when they knew something about it. I 
| will say a word 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. McNAIR. I want simply to give an| 
idea 

TheSPEAKER. It is impossible for the Chair | 
to allow discussion under the rules. 


tleman from: Pennsylvania (Mr, MeNain] tointro- 
duce a resolution, which will beagain read ‘fo 
information of the House. : “ine LABS Bose 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania... I-would sug- 
gest to my colleague that if he would substitute” 
the Committee on Public Buildings; the resolution 
would. pass. without any objection. fee 

Mr. McNAIR. I prefer.a select committees: 

Mr. FICKLIN said tellers were ordered, and 
there was no quorum. I ask for a recount, that 
we may see if there is: not a quorum present. 

A recount was then had, (Messrs..Penn and 
McNair acting as tellers,) and there were—ayes 
84, noes 42. mae 

So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. McNAIR: moved the- previous 
upon the adoption of the resolution. : 
r M COBB demanded tellers; and they were or- 

ered. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will it be in order to move 
the reference of the resolution to the Committee on 
Public Buildings ? R 

The SPEAKER. The reference will not be in 
order dugipg the pendency of. the previous ques- 
tion. — ne 

Mr. FOWLER. [think that is theappropriate 
committee. i DE 

The question was then taken on the call ‘for'th 
previous question, (Messrs. FowLer and McNair 
acting as‘tellers,) and resulted—ayes 78, noes 23. 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum voting. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. q move that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE demanded: the yeas 
and nays; which were not ordered. 

The question was then taker, and the House 
adjourned. 


question 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. MILLSON: The petition of John ©. Cohoon, 
administrator of F. W. C. Murren, asking payment of pen- 
sion due deceased. ; 

Also, the petition of Wm. B. Thomas, asking compensa- 
tion on account of the services of his father, Jas: Thomas, 
a pilot, in saving from capture the frigate Constitution during 
the war of 1812. ` A EA 

By Mr. GOODENOW : The petition of Clemmans Eaton, 
for arrears of pension. í : aa 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Hlinois: The petition or Jom T. 
Cook, and other citizens of Iiinois, praying the right-of way, 
and a donation of the public lands for the construction of a 
railroad from Shawneetown, Llinois, to a point opposite to 
St. Louis, Missouri, 7 : 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of John P. Morton, 
late collector of customs for the district of’ Edgartown, 
Massachusetts, for allowance of commissions on duties 
received. bed 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND : The petition of Henry E. Mus- 
sey; and four hundred and thirty other citizens of Lorain 
county. in reference to the harbor at the.mouth of Black riv- 
er, on Lake Erie. A 

By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: The petition of Joshua Shaw, ` 
and twenty-two other citizens of Carroll county, Ohio, for 
a Jaw to correct errors, under.the old surveys of lands, in - 
dividing sections into.quarters, and to guard against similar 
results in future, $ oe Hey ey 

Also, the memorial of Nathan Winteringer, accompanied 
by four hundred and ninety-six petitioners, asking remuner- 
ation for a-boat and load of produce seized. and-applied to 
the use of the army under General Jackson at the battle of 
New Orleans. 

Also, the memorial of Capt, Daniel Harburgh, accompa- 
nied with papers. 


The resolution was then read, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire into 
the firmness and solidity of the foundation of the extension 
of the Capitol, now Jaid, and whether the strength of the 
stone be sufficient fo uphold the superstructure about to be 
erected thereon. 


Mr. McNAIR moved to suspend the rules. 

A division being asked, the question was taken, 
and there were—ayes 78, noes 45. 

Mr. McNAIR demanded tellers; which were 


appointed. 

‘The question was then taken, and there were— 
es 77, noes 34. 
The SPEAKER. Thereappears to be no quo- 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved that the 
ouse adjourn. On which motion, 
i Mr. JOHN W. HOWE demanded the yeas | 
! and nays; which were ordered; when— 
Mr. STEPHENS withdrew his motion. i 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I ask the unanimous con- 


| 
| i 
there will be no objection. ‘ : 

|! The SPEAKER. The motion cannot be enter- 
| tained at present. The proposition is now to sus- 


pend the rules for the purpose of enabling the gen- 


sent of the House to offer a resolution; and hope | 


| 
| 


ii mon Tracy, a revolutionary soldier, 


1 
| 


ii as to prevent the transportation and delivery of mail on:th 
i] Lord’s day. ae 


| 


By Mr. MILLER: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Missouri, praying the establishment of a mail route from 
Bloomington to Edina, Missouri. ; ; 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, praying 
the establisbmentof a mail route from-Shelby ville to Kirks- 
ville, Missouri. 

Also, the petition_of John Davenport, of Boone.county, 
Missouri, praying Congress for arrearages of pension from 
September, 1824, to December, 3844. i 

By Mr. INGERSOLL: The memorial of Mary Wood- 
ward, of Connecticut, widow of Lieutenant Woodward, 
who josthis life while on hazardous duty in the United 
States reveuue service, asking fer a pension and other 
relief. 

Also, the petition of Julia T. Gibbs, of Connecticut, 
praying for-a pension on account of the revolutionary 
services of her husband, Samuel Gibbs. ; 

By Mr. MANN: The petition of Hannah Harris, of 
Newton, Massachusetts, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: The memorial of Henri P. Ritter and 
one hundred and thirty other citizens of the District of 
Columbia, praying for the establishment of a Lunatie Asy- 
lum in said District. 

By Mr. HAVEN: The petition of Dolly Tracy, of Ash- 
ford, Cattaraugus county, New York, the widow of Solo- 
fora pension. j 

By Mr. KUHNS: The petition of Robert Graham ang 
twenty-two other citizens of Westmoreland county, Penn- 

ylvania, praying for such alteration in the present ‘laws so 


‘The petition of 


By Mr. STANTON, of Ohio: 
the passage of 


McColloch, of Logan county, Ohio, proying 
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kr aerea 7 
a law authorizing him to surrender his patent for. a section. | 
of land west of the Mississippi, and that scrip may. be | 
issued to him therefor. > 2 A | 

By Mr. ROBIE: The petition of Lyman N, Cooke, ask- | 
ing an increase of pension, i 
my Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky: The memorial of | 
Gregory Ennes, executor of Philip Ennes, deceased, ask- | 
ing payment of a.balance due him on contract for work | 
done on public grounds, aud damages for the arbitrary |; 
recission of said contract by the Commissioner or Public | 
Buildings. . i | 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A memorial of citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, sigied by Arthur B. Coffin and twenty-one others, 
praying Congress to erect substantial piers on the eastern | 
side of Reedy (stand, in the Delaware river, for the pur- | 
pose of making a harbor to protect and. shelter the vessels 
navigating said river. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 6, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morgan. 


-. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
accompanied by a memorial addressed to the Pres- 
ident of the United States by the petty officers, 
seamen, and marines, attached to the UM@ited States 
squadron in the Pacific, asking an increase of pay; 
which was read. 

Ordered, ‘That it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. | 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has received | 
the annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury | 
on the state of the finances, which will be read. | 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that, without read- | 
ing, it be referred to the Committee on Finance, | 
and that it be printed. s 

The report was so referred, and it was ordered 
that it be printed. . 

Mr HUNTER. I move that ten thousand 
extra copies be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. BRADBURY. It was my purpose, Mr. | 
President, had I been able to take my seat here! 
before the extra copies of t 
this session had generally been ordered to be | 
printed, to have offered a resolution providing that | 
a COMPENDIUM or ABSTRACT of the annual public 
documents be prepared and printed. It has long | 
appeared to me that something*of this kind is im- | 
periously demanded. By the mode of printing | 
the public documents now adopted, large numbers | 
of volumes of the President’s message and the ac- | 
companying documents are printed for general cir- 
culation, containing, with a great amount of valu- ; 
able matter, a still greater amount of. no public 
interest whatever. ‘These documents sometimes 
extend to three or four or more large volumes ata | 
single session. By a reference to these books, it 
will be seen that hundreds of pages are occupied 
with mere details and estimates, of no earthly. ser- | 
vice except to members of Congress, or possibly | 
for deposit in the publie libraries. What possi- |! 
ble interest ean it be for as to print and send abroad | 
amongst our constituents, the minute estimates for ! 
the various items of provisions and clothing re 
quired at our various naval and military stations? 
With this mass of useless detail we bury the val- : 
uable information which the documents otherwise | 
contain, We.should separate that which is of; 
public interest from that which is uot, and print || 
for genera! circulation only that which is of general i 
interest. I can perceive no way in which this can | 
be accomplished, except by the preparation of a 
COMPENDIUM or ABSTRACT of the public documents. | 
I believe it to be practicable to condense all that is ; 
valuable for general use, into a single volume of | 
reasonable size, suited for circulation, and with a | 
good index, made exceedingly valuable and con- || 
venient, Every individual to whom such a vol- ji 
ume should be sent, would have the substance of /! 
the documents, showing the operations of the Gov- || 

li 


ernment, and ail that is of value to him, in a con- || 


he public documents of H 


| York, praying that the bill now before the Senate, |; 


Another reason for the change suggested, is | 
the saving of the expense of printing volumes of ; 
ušeless matter. i 
It may be necessary that the proposed abstract | 
or compendium should be prepared by the head | 
of one of the Departments—perhaps the Sec- jj 
retary of the Treasury or the Secretary of the į 
Interior. It can hardly be expected that it could | 
be conveniently done by the Secretary of the Sen- | 
ate or a committee of either House. oe 
The subject has been brought to the attention 
of the Senate somewhat unexpectedly, as I was | 
not aware that a question of this kind would come } 
up at this session. I throw out these suggestions | 
for the attentive consideration of the Senate, and | 
hope they may lead to the adoption of a system 
by which the evils of the present may be avoided, 
and we may be able to condense into a single | 
volume what is material for general information. | 
By so doing we can greatly increase the circula- 
tion of all the important matter, and at a great 
saving of expense. 1 throw out these suggestions, 
not with the view of interposing any objection to 
the motion of the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Hunren,] inasmuch as the report ; 
under consideration is one of the most important ! 
of our public documents, but rather as a notice j 
that I intend to call the attention of the Senate to | 
the subject hereafter. i 
The question was then taken on the motion of | 
Mr. Hunver, and it was decided in the affirma- | 
tive. | 
THE CUBAN PRISONERS. f 


The following message was received from the | 
President of the United States, by Mr. M. P. | 
Fitimorg, his Private Secretary: i 
To the Senate of the United States: 

I transmit tothe Senate a reportof the Secretary of State | 
relative to the persons belonging to the expedition of Lopez, | 
who were taken prisoners in Cuba and afterwards sent to 
Spain, and who have now been pardoned and released by | 
her Catholic Majesty. The appropriation, the expediency | 
of which is suggested in the report, I cordially commend to || 
the consideration of Congress, with the single additional 
suggestion, that to be available it should be promptly made. 

MILLARD FILLMORE, į 

Wasuinetron, January 5, 1852. | 

The message was read, and it was 


Ordered, 'That it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of mer- ; 
chants, underwriters, and others, of New York, | 
praying a survey of such parts of the China seas, | 
the Straits of Gaspar, and the Java sea, as lie | 
directly in the tracks of vessels proceeding to and | 
from China; which was referred to the Committee ; 
on Commerce. n 

He also submitted a statement showing the | 
amount of gold bullion received at the port of 
New York from Californias from January 6 to 
December 1, 1851; which was referred to the Com- || 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. i} 

Also, a petition of citizens of Rochester, New | 


ae r k f 
giving further remedies to patentees, may become | 


a law; which was referred to the Committee on ; 
Patents and the Patent Office. | 

Also, a petition of the assistant marshals for f 
taking the Seventh Census, in Ulster county, New j 
York, praying additional compensation; which | 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. i 

Mr. WADE presented the petition of Zebulon 
Parker, praying the renewal of his patents for | 
certain improvements in hydraulic power; which || 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and the | 
Patent Office. 

Mr. ATCHISON submitted documents in re- į 
lation to the claim of Henry C. Miller, Philip W. |! 
Thompson, and Jesse B. Turley. to indemnity for 4 
cattle stolen by the Osage band of Indians; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, i 


venient form. i 
It would be a volume which, for its compact- : 
ness and convenience, would be worth more to | 


to every Senator that the sets, as now distributed, | 
are very generally broken. One volume is sent i! 
to one constituent, and one to another. If the! 


full set is sent to each person to whom the first is ; 


with the papers on file relating thereto. i 

Mr. SUMNER presented two petitions of citi- i 
zens of Massachusetts, a petition of citizens of : 
New Jersey, and a petition of citizens of New | 
Hampshire, praying that the bill now before Con- j 
gress, giving further remedies to patentees, may ;i 
become a law. : li 
Ordered, That they lie on the table? | 


citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying |) 


if 
H 


French spoliations. ii 


Mr. WHITCOMB presented the memorial of 
David A. Cameron, representative and. heir of 
James Bell, deceased, and assignee of the other 
heirs of said Bell, praying payment. of advances 
made to the American Army during, the revolu- 
tionary war; which was referred to the-Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. i E 

Mr. BRODEIEAD presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, 
praying the construction. of piers and harbors in 
Delaware river and bay; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce: 

Mr. BORLAND presented the petition of John 
McVey, a soldier in the last war with Great Brit- 
ain; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of L. M. S. Holleville, pray- 


Ling a modification of the laws relating to the dis- 


position of the public domain; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr: DOWNS presented a petition of citizens of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia, praying 
that Pennsylvania avenue, east of the Capitol, may 
be improved and lighted;*which was referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FISH. presented -the memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of New York, praying 
the completion’ of the light-house on Sand Key, 
on the coast of Florida; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. . 

Also, the memorial of Thomas B. Cottrell, 
and the memorial of Frederick Bange and Albert 
Southmayd, praying, the establishment of a tri- 
bunal for reviewing the decisions of the late Board 
of Commissioners under the treaty with Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 
< Also, a petition of the assistant marshals for 
taking the Seventh Census in Dutchess county, 
New York; and a petition of the assistant mar- 
shals for taking the Seventh Census in St. Law- 
rence county, New York, praying additional com- 
pensation for their services; which were referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Sally 


i J. Matthews, praying compensation for the ser- 


vices of her late husband, as clerk in the Treasury 
Department; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of citizens of 
Albany, and a petition of citizens of Brooklyn, 
New York, praying an appropriation for paying 
the expenses of the American contributors to the 
World’s Fair at London; which were referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Charles 


i D. Arfenedson, praying compensation for services 


as Chargé d’Affaires ud interim at the Court of 
Stockholm; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. WHITCOMB, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs of James Bell, 
deceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and petitions ov the files of 
the Senate, on the subject of indemnity for French spolia- 
tions prior to 1801, be referred to the select committee on 
French spoliations. a 


On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of D. D. Mitchell, on the 
ye of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Indian 
airs. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of J. Smith, on the files of 


i the Sénate, be referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
On motion by Mr. McRAE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of George Poindexter, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of J. K. F. Mansfield, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the Association of the 
Defenders of Baltimore in 1814, and the memorial of Ed- 
ward Thompson and others, calling themselves “Old De- 
fenders ? of Baltimore in the war of 1842, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Edwin James, Sr., on the 
aerat the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public 
ands. 
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On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
F. Hultman ; from the further consideration of the petition 
of Joseph Byrd} and from the further consideration of 
documents relating to the claim of Mariano G. Vallejo. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Janes R. Browning, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. i 

NOTICE OF A BILL. : 

Mr. BERRIEN gave notice that he should ask 

leave to introduce a bill to be. entitled.“ An act to 


provide for the removal of obstructions in the river 
Savannah, in the State of Georgia.” 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHIELDS, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to in- 
crease the efficiency of the Army by a retired list 
for disabled officers; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. j 

FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. GWIN. There was a memorial laid upon 
the table some time ago, which I promised to call 
up to-day. It relates to flogging in ‘the Navy. I 
move that it be taken up and disposed of. 

Mr. BRIGHT. A week ago this morning, 
the joint resolution in relation to the printing of 
the returns of the Seventh Census, was made the 
special order for to-day, and the morning hour 
has now passed. 

the PRESIDENT. That is the first special 
order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to proceeding with its consideration now. 

Mr. SHIELDS. But committees have not yet 
been called upon for reports, and I have one which 
1 wish to present. 

The PRESIDENT. The hour of one o’clock 
has arrived, and if the Senator from Indiana calls 
for the special order, that will be the next busi- 
ness for the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I withdfaw the call for the 
special order, to give the Senator from Illinois an 
opportunity of presenting his report. 

Mr. GWIN. If the call of the Senator from 
Indiana for the special order is withdrawn, I must 
insist upon my motion. The Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Srockron] wishes to make some 
remarks, and I also wish to offer some observa- 
tions on this subject. I hope, therefore, that the 
memorial will now be taken up. 

Mr. STOCKTON. So far as I am concerned, 
I am quite willing to be satisfied so long as this 
memorial is allowed to lie upon the table; but as 
soon as it puts its head above the tableI shall talk 
about it. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will not call 
for the special order until reports are made, if the 
Senator from Indiana wishes to withdraw. his call 
for the special order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
present. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill to establish 
a navy-yard and depôt on the Bay of San Fran- 
cisco, in California, reported it with amendments. 

He also made a report on the subject; which 
was ordered to be printed. ae 

Mr. CLEMENS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred a bill to m- 
demnify the State of South Carolina for money 
expended for the use of the United States in the 
war in Florida with the Seminole Indians, reported 
it with amendments. A 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill to pro- 
vide for the payment to the State of Georgia for 
moneys expended by the State for horses and 
equipments lost by volunteers and militia whilst 
engaged in the suppression of the hostilities of the 
Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee Indians, in the 
years 1836, 1837, and 1838, reported it without 
amendment. 


DESTRUCTION 


I withdraw the call for the 


OF THE CONGRESSIONAL 
LIBRARY. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which, was referred the bill from the 


House of Representatives making appropriation 
to meet the expenses incurred in consequence -of 


the late fire at:the Capitol, and the amendment of 
the Senate appropriating dollars for the 
increase of the Library, reported them back, and 
recommended their passage. 

He’ presumed there would be no objection to 
the immediate consideration of the bill, and he 
therefore asked the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to take it up. : 

The motion being agreed to, the bill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and the 
blank in the amendment was filled with $10,000. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill as amended was subsequently read a 
third time and passed. 


Mr. HUNTER submitted the following reso- || 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to: 


Resolved, Lhat the Committee on Public Buildings be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of appropriating a | 
sum not exceeding dollars, to fit up the document H 
room nearthe Library and a part of the adjoining passage, for 
the temporary reception of the buoks of the Congressional 
Library. 


i MARINE CORPS. X 

Mr. CLEMENS submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: * 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of adopting a sepa- 
rate code of regulations for the government of the Marine 
Corps of the United States. 

Be it further resolved, That said committee be also in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint annually two 
cadets to the Military Academy at West Point, to be edu- 
cated with a view to appoiutinent in the Marine Corps. 


WIDOW OF GENERAL BELKNAP. 


by duties which I have ‘neither’ 
petency.to perform in a manner” È 
satisfactory to myself or useful tothe public 
perform ever so well, were never intended ‘to. be 
performed by any Senator, and arè not contem~- 
plated or provided for. m the organization of the 
commnitteesof thia body. eee oe 
This résolution requires the ‘Committee. on 
Printing to go out into the streets, as it were, and 
engage in chaffering and. bargaining with those 
who wish to do this portion of the public work. 
The mere statement of this fact, it seems to me, 
t shows that the resolution is wrong in this respect, 
and imposes duties upon Senators. which would 


| sphere, and utterly incompatible with their other 
| and appropriate duties. 

l have said that | do not feel competent to per- 
form the duties required by this resolution. 1 re- 
peat it with emphasis, and in. all sincerity and 
i candor. Thereare details in the proposed arrange- 
| ment of this business which J do not understand, 
and which I have neither time nor inclination.to 
learn. But the persons whom I propose to sub- 
stitute in. the place of the ‘committee, havethe 
qualifications which Ido not possess... It'is in the 
| line of their duty—a duty which they have habit- 
| ually performed for years past. : 


I am not a practical printer, though F have some 


i| knowledge of the printing and publishing business,- 


from having heretofore been. engaged init; but I 
| do not know enough about it to do this work ag it 
ought'to be done, and as it must be done, if the 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution for cousideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the justice and propricty of awarding a pen- 
sion to the widow of the late Brevet Brigadier General Bel- 
knap, who served during the late Mexican war with distin- 


engaged in the public service. 


| public interest is to be taketi care of. To require 
it of me js to require impossibilities at my hands; 
| and I now notify the Senate and all concerned, 
that if, notwithstanding what I have said, the 
resolution shall pass in its present form, some 


form the duties it imposes, if they shall be per- 
formed at all, But who is the member who will 


guished fidelity and ability, and recently died while “YW other member of the committee will have to per- 


PRINTING OF THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the following resolution, intro- 
duced by Mr. Bricur, and reported back by the 
Committee on Printing: 

Be it resolved, §c., That the Joint Committee on Printing 


be directed to contract with Donelson & Armstrong for ij 


printing the census returns, upon such terms as the commit- 
tee may deem reasonable. 

Mr. BORLAND. When this resolution was 
before the Senate on a previous day, I stated that 
I should offer an amendment to it. I now pro- 
pose to strike out the words ‘* Joint Committee on 
Printing,” and insert ‘* Secretary of the Senate 
and Clerk of the House of Representatives.” I 
shall also move further to amend it, by striking | 
out the word ‘‘ committee,” 
the resolution, and inserting ‘Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives,” so as to make it read consistently with the 
first amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. If the former amendment 
is adopted, the latter follows as a matter of course. 

Mr. BORLAND. L do not offer this amend- 
ment with the view, as some might suppose, of 
defeating the resolution. I offer it in good faith, 
for the purpose of putting the resolution in what 
I consider the proper form. I am in favor of the 
purpose of the resolution; 
Committee on Prinung, 


chairman of that committee, and still more due 


to the Senate, that this alteration should be made i 


in the resolution as reported from the committee. | 
In its present form the resolution proposes to im- 
pose duties upon the Committee on Printing 
which Í do not think ought to be imposed upon it, | 
and which I think calculated to do injury rather 
than good to the public service. It requires execu- 
tive, or rather edministrative duties of the com- 
mittee—a class of duties which are not required 
of the other committees of the Senate. It consti- 
tutes them an executive board, and imposes upon 
them duties analogous to those which are per- 
formed in every other Department of the Govern- 
ment by a bureau, at the other end of the avenue. 
ĮI am not opposed to performing any duty which 
the Senate may impose upon me, as the member 
of any committee. I think I have labored faith- 
fally; I know I have labored industriously and 
assiduously in-the performance of duties which 
have been imposed upon the 

ing, and those duties are well known to be ardu- 


in the latter part of | 


but I deem it due to the || 
to myself particularly as j! 


Committee on Print- | 


| or who can perform them ? Sir, I turn to my as- 
| sociate on the committee, the Senator from Maine, 
| (Mr. Hamuin,] who alone may be su posed to be 
| competent to perform these duties, and te says that, 
like myself, he is not. Tam sure then. no other 
| member of the committee is competent. "7 > 

In justice to the other members of the commit- 
tee and to myself, I must say, 1 do not oppose 
the imposition of these duties upon us, because 
we are unwilling to perform any amount of labor, 
| assume any responsibility which may legitimately 


| fall to our share. But, sir, because f am convinced 


| that these cannot properly be required of us; and 
| even if they could be, they exceed our powers of 
performance. The passage of the resolution, then, 
in its present form, will, in my opinion, result in 
| confusion in the public business, and, in-all prob- 
| ability, defeatthe object sought to be accomplished 


|| by its introduction. On the other. hand, if the gen- 


tlemen I propose to substitute, for the’ committee, 
be charged with these duties, there is the bèst Yea- 
son for believing they will be faithfully and efi- 
ciently performed. 

Mr. CASS. I desire to say one word upon 
| this subject. It seems to me, that under any 
| view which we can take of it, this committee is 
| quite as competent to perform the duty as the 
secretary of the Senate and the Clerk. of the 
House; the members of the committee are “as 
i much practical printers as they are. I believe the 
committee has a clerk, who could collect all the 
necessary facts. There is a good deal of respon- 
sibility about the matter, and it seems to me that 
| it will be much safer with the committee than 
| with the Secretary and the Clerk. 1 wish, for 
myself, that the Committee on Printing may go 


on with it; and if they do not, I would much 
prefer the appointment of a select committee to 
attend to it. I think the responsibility had better 
| be assumed by a committee of this body than by 
the Secretary and Clerk. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The practical effect of- the 
| amendment proposed by the Senator front Arkan- 
gas would be to let out this contract to the lowest 
| bidder. That, for one, 1 wish to avoid, for the 
| reason that. experience has proved that under that 
system we cannot get our work done in a suitable 
and proper manner, and in reasonable time. Tt ig 
clearly demonstrated that this work, to be valu- 
able, should be performed promptly, and“ for its 
prompt and proper 


ous. But, sir, | am opposed to being burdened 


pay a fair price. Hence, the resolution. was 


which, evem if J had the time and competency: to . 


| carry them beyond their legitimate and proper - 


execution we are..willing to - 


i 
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framed to pay a fair price, and to give it to gentle- 

men who, we knew, were able to go of imme- 

diately with the work. I am sorry to hear the 

honorable Senator say that he is unwilling to un- 

dertake the labor of making the contract and dis- 

posing of the work. It isa duty which belongs | 
legitimately to the committee of which he is the 

chairman. ‘This is a legitimate method.of dispos- 

ing of this branch of the public business. There. 
‘are precedents on the Journal showing that, here- 

tofore, we have authorized, public printing to be 

done through the medium of the Committee on 

Printing; and I hope the honorable Senator will 

reconsider his determination. 

The Joint Committee. on Printing of the two 
Houses can afford to do that which the officers of 
this. body dare not do. ‘They can afford to say 
that they will give to gentlemen who are ready 
and qualified to do this work, a fair price for it; 
and they would not be censured for doing so; but 
if-the officers of the two Houses should do that, 
they would subject themselves to censure; and it 
is for the purpose of relieving them that I object 
to the amendment. I feel quite sure that the Joint 
Committee would be sustained in giving a fair 
price, provided the work were done immediately 
and done well. For these reasons I object to the 
amendment, and hope it will not be agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND. I repeat that it is not to 
avoid either labor or responsibility that I proposed 
this amendment. I am as ready to perform labor 
or to assume responsibility, here or elsewhere, as 
any other Senator. I have never shrunk from 
either. I would remind. the Senate, however, in 
support of what I-have already said, that the 
Committee on Printing are acting under the joint 
resolution of 1846, which prescribes their duties. 
When that committee was appointed they looked 
to that resolution for the rule and prescription of 
their duties; and { hold that it is not proper or 
competent for the Senate to change that resolution’ 
and make the committee a pack-horse—if I may 
so express it—to perform any drudgery which it 
may please the Senate to have performed in the 
dispatch of its business. Why, sir, if you may 
legitimately require us, under a resolution of this 
sort, to do what it proposes, you may also require 
us to go out into the streets and bargain for the 
wood with which we make our fires; or you may 
require us to establish a public printing office, and 
then give all our time and attention to the details 
of a printer’s business. This might all seem 
very right and proper in the eyes of the Senators 
who are urging the adoption of this resolution. 
But for myself, as a Senator, and as member of 
the committee, I protest against it, and against 
everything of like character and tendency. 


The Senator from Indiana (Mr. Bricur] says | 


that the committee can perform this duty in a 
manner, and give ‘‘a fair price ’’ for the perform- 
ance of this work, which the Secretary of the Sen- 


and which not only permits, but encourages bad 
faith in the execution of the public work. And 
the second obstacle—the most pertinent, perhaps, 
to be mentioned here, has been found in the action 
of the Senate itself—in this: that when the com- 
mittee have time and again faithfully performed 
their duty, in requiring the terms of the contracts 
to be complied with, the Senate, instead of sus- 
taining the committee, and. thus insuring the 
proper execution of the public work, have (inva- 
tiably, I think I may say, for I can recall no in- 
stance of the contrary) abandoned and overruled 
the committee, and sided with and sustained. the 
faithless contractor. This was the case during 
ihe last Congress, as most of the Senators well 
i| know; and unless some radical change be speedily 
made in the system I have spoken of, and also in 
|| the practice of the Senate, there is reason to_ fear 
that the same things will be done over again dur- 
ling the present Congress. In view of this state 
i! of things, consider, sir, the position of the Com- 
|| mittee on Printing! It surely is bad enough, and 
|| the burdens you have. already imposed upon us 
il are heavy enough, to entitle us to be spared that 
‘| which this resolution proposes to add. 

The advocates of this resolution seem to agree 
with me in condemning the contract system, and 
|| speak of this as if it were a remedy for the evils 
i of that system. In this, I beg leave to say, with 
|| all.respect, they are widely mistaken. The prop- 
li osition of the resolution is, that a contract be made, 
and it differs from the present evil system in no 
material particular. It differs only in changing 
the parties to the contract, and allowing latitude 
for paying a somewhat higher price. Instead of 
putiing the work out to the lowest bidder, it names 
the contractor who shall have it; and instead of 
| making it the duty of our executive officers, the 
| agent of Congress, it imposes that duty upon the 
: Committee on Printing. Supposing the committee 


| 
i 
| 


i] 
t 


act to be made, it might be that the work would 
| be better done and furnished in better time than it 
| has been our fortune to obtain under the present 
‘system. Butall that would depend upon the good 
faith of the contractor, as it now does, and has 
i; done for years past under the pern system. 
|| Where, then, is the advantage to be gained? Let 
i! those find it who can. But, sir, suppose the con- 
ii tract to be violated in this case, as it has heretofore 
| always been, there is this additional disadvantage 
i to the committee: They would then be liable to 
|| censure not only for failure to perform the impos- 
| sibility of holding the contractor to his terms when 
| the contract had been made by another agency, 
but as thd agents who themselves made the for- 
l feited contract. For the committee and myself, I 
ask to be spared this additional burden. 

Mr. GWIN. I can appreciate the desire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing to get 
clear of the labor of making this contract. I can 


N $ be qualified to perform this duty and the con- 


I 
i 


ate and Clerk of the House “dare” not do. Why 
“dare” not. doit? Does the Senator mean to say, 
or does he think, that the committee could or 
would give more than ‘a fair price,” and that if 
they did, they would be censured, and justly cen- 


i| appreciate his feelings. I know that it would 
| take a great deal of his time to attend to that 
i work. But really I do not think his arguments 
|| should influence the Senate at all. The Commit- 
|i tee. on Naval Affairs was raised for the purpose 


sured, for doing so? Surely he does not. And | of attending to the business of the Senate pertain- 


if not, why would not the Secretary and Clerk i 
& dare ” do the same thing? A “reasonable ?’— ; 


that iy, a ‘fair’ ’™—-price is what the resolution |; carrying of the mails. 


provides for. Let the Secretary and Clerk 


i 
i 


give || 


i ing to the Navy; and we all know perfectly well 
| that they have toattend to business relating to the 
The Senate imposes that 


duty upon them. One of the most responsible 


that—as I am sure they would—and who would, |; of ihe. duties imposed upon them is the directing 
who “dare,” censure them? If any one, his || or superintending of the great lines of mail steam- 


censure would be harmless. I do not seek to save 
the committee from such responsibility as that. 
"The Secretary and Clerk need not fear to ineur it. 
Some Senators seem to think it an easy task to 
erform the duties of the Committee on Printing. 


|) ers. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would ask the Senator 
one question. He alludes to the increased duties 
i; imposed upon the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
; I will ask him if, in these increased duties, the 


he duties may seem simple, and the matters re- ; Senate have ever directed that committee to con- 


ferred to them very trivial. True, the matters | 
referred to them are often very trivial; but they 
are, nevertheless, very troublesome, and require | 
much time in attending to them. Senators can | 
convince themselves of this by undertaking fora ; 
short time some of the duties they-are so anxious | 
to impose upon others. | 
Even as it is now, and has been for the last two i 
years, it has been difficult for the committee to 
perform their duties with satisfaction to them- 
selves—impossible it has seemed to give satisfac- || 
tion to the Senate or the country. And why? | 
The first obstacle in the way of success has been 
found in the ‘ contract system,” under which our 


i tract with individuals for constructing ships or 
‘carrying the mail? If they have done that, I will 
_ admit that the cases are parallel; not otherwise. 


| Mr. GWIN. The printing is a specific object. 


| We must have it done, and we have appointed a 
; Committee on Printing to attend to it. This is a 
: question pertaining to that subject. We must 


i! have the census returns printed; and as to the 
| additional duty which it will impose upon that 
| committee, it strikes me that if it is as laborious 


| as it is represented, it would impose a duty upon 


i the Secretary and the Clerk which would incapa- 
i ciate them for the discharge of their present du- 
ti 


ties, which are onerous. But i am convinced that 


printing has been, and is now, required to be done, || the labor;which will attend this contract is over- 


rated. I take it for granted that the parties 
“who have authorized this application to be made 
to Congress are prepared to relieve the Committee 
of this great labor, geving before them the.con- 
ditions upon which they propose to do this work, 
‘They will do it in a manner so simple that it will 
“be impossible for the committee to misunderstand 
the contract, Iam confident that the labor of ma- 
king this contract will be taken from the Commit- 
tee by facts which will be laid before them by the 
parties. I agree with everything which has been 
said about the necessity. of printing these census 
returns in a manner that will make them a part of 
the archives of the country, of which we shall not 
be ashamed. Ihope the Senator will review-his 
determination, and consent to attend to this work, 
and, if he does, I am sure he will do it as he al- 
ways does the wowk which falls into his hands. 

Mr. CASS. It seems to be conceded on all 
hands that we have arrived ata position in respect 
to this business in which there must be some special 
contract made. The census was taken a yearand 
a half ago. It has not been published and laid be- 
fore us yet. I do not believe there is another 
country on the face of the globe in which such 
a delay would have taken place. The decennial 
term will almost expire before the. people get the 
information contained in this census. So we are 
treated in all our printing. Whereis the Biennial 
Register, which should have been laid on our ta- 
bles? Shall we get it this session or the next? ° 

A Senator. Who was to print it? 

Mr. CASS. Ido not know who was.to print 
it; but it should be here. Thelaw contains.a pro- 
vision that it should be here. So itis with every- 
thing we have. All our printing comes to us after 
the subject-matter of it has almost passed from 
the public mind. ; 

ere is some printing which is to be done. 
How is it to be done? The proposition is to refer 
the making of the contract to a committee of this 
body. Can it bein better hands? What is the 
objection to it? The honorable Senator from Ar- 
kansas objects to the labor which it will impose 
upon the committee. I suppose it will notamount 
to much. They will have to go into no specific 
j details, for the facts will be before them. f 

But the Senator doesnot like the responsibility; 
and then the proceedings of. the committee have 
been censured by the Senate! I never knew that 
they had been censured. But is it not better that 
this responsibility: should be taken by a committee 
of this body, rather than by the Secretary of the 
Senate and the Clerk of the House? What was 
said by the honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Brieut] is very true, that they. can make a more 
| just contract than the Secretary and Clerk, for the 
best ofreasons. Ifthe Secretary and Clerk should 
go to every man in the country and ask him what 
he would do-the printing for, and thus bring it 
down to the lowest bidder, which is the position 
| in which we are now, it would defeat our object, 

which is to have the work done speedily, It can- 
not be done unless it is done by persons who are 
every way prepared to do it; and that preparation 
is perhaps in the hands of only one or two. I 
appeal to my friend from Arkansas, whether the 
responsibility had not better be taken by himself 
and the other members of the committee, than laid 
upon the two persons whom he proposes to sub- 
stitute for the committee, neither of whom, in a 
practical point of view, has better information than 
the members of the committee. Why, then, should 
not the responsibility be with the committee? It 
seems to me that it would be the better way to 
treat this very extraordinary case. 

Mr. BORLAND. I am sorry to trouble the 
Senate any further. Still I feelit due to myself 
and to the position I occupy in this matter, to say 
a few words more. The Senator from Michigan, 
[Mr. Cass,] I am happy to find, agrees with me 
upon one point—that responsibility should never be 
avoided in this body. Iam glad to be sustained 
by his high authority. I certainly never have 
avoided, nor desired to avoid, responsibility. I 
| hope I shall be joined in that respect by that dis- 

tinguished Senator always hereafter, and that 
when questions involving responsibility come before 
this body, he will, with me, (to use a phrase com- 
mon in the far West, where I live,) “toe the 
| mark.” 

I must confess that I cannot fully understand one 
position taken by the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
Brieut,] and sustained by the Senator from Michi- 
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gan, [Mr. Cass,] to which I have already alluded. 
itis, that the committee can go further than the 
Secretary and Clerk, and, in the price to be paid 
for this work, do what those officers ‘dare’ not 
do. I cannot understand the precise meaning and 
force of that position without an explanation. To 
me, it is an enigma which I am not able to unrid- 
dle. The resolution provides that the contract 


shall be entered into ata ‘‘réasonable’’ rate of comi- 


pensation. ` No one, I apprehend, who knows the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, and who has any knowledge 
of the proposed work, will doubt that they are 

eculiarly and eminently qualified to judge of what 
is ‘freasonable’’ in this respect; certainly better 
qualified than any committee that either House, or 
both Houses of Congress can appoint. The Sec- 
retary of the Senate has for years been engaged. in 
the performance of work of i6 very kind, It has 
for years been part of his annual duty. He has 
become perfectly familiar with it. The committee 
would have to rely mainly upon him, if they un- 
dertook to perform it. The Clerk of the House 
of Representatives is, perhaps, one of the most ex- 
perienced men in the business of printing that we 
can find in this city or elsewhere. He is peculiarly 
well qualified. 

But I come back to a point which I wish to in- 
sist upon. I said that in the joint resolution of 
1846, under which the committee was raised, its 
duties are prescribed. I hold in my hand the rules 
of the Senate, from which I will read what are the 
duties required from the Committee on Printing: 

“ A Committee on Printing, to consist of three members, 
to whom shall be referred every question on the printing of 


documents, reports, or otlver matter transmitted by either of 
the executive departments, and all memorials, petitions, 


two Houses. -F will explain what I meant by that 
remark, but first let me go a little further back. 
The first speech of the honorable Senator is a 
sad commentary on our mode and manner of le- 
gislating here. He states that we have a law au- 
thorizing the letting out of the public printing to 
„the lowest bidder, and yet there is not a day. that 
we do not see a practical viclation of that Jaw. 
Day after day the printing is laid on our tables 
bearing on its face evidence of the violation of the 
contract. It is our duty as legislators to improve 
| the morals of those for whom we legislate. It is 
certainly immorality on our part to tolerate this 
violation of contracts day after day. It is to pre- 
vent that state of things that I advocated this res- 
i olution. I know that there is a violation of the 
| contract regulating the public printing, and I be- 
| lieve that if we were to let out this class of valu- 


| lated again. 
1 have hitherto advocated the letting out of the 
public printing to the lowest bidders. As a gen- 
: eral rule, I approve of that manner of disposing of 
the public work, but having seen so many practi- 
cal illustrations, which prove that we cannot get 
our printing done in a suitable manner under that 
system, lam now opposed to it, 
should be let out to the lowest bidder through the 
| officers of the two Houses, [ do not believe that it 
will be done in the manner which the public ser- 
vice requires. If the officers of the two bodies 


will have no alternative, and we shall have these 


lic printing for the last few years. 


| able printing under this system, it would be vio- ; 


If this work | 


have the matter referred to them, I believe they | 
important returns printed like every class of pub- į 


Every morning we have public printing laid on | 


‘borhood, and which works so:well at Howie, fails 


in Congress, beéause we have not Virtue arid firm< 
ness enough to have. it executed: F am “not 
willing to go before’ the country with any such 
acknowledgment as that. Sir, if we will do our 
duty—if we will say to these bidders who ‘are: en= 
deavoring to get jobs and contracts, Put‘ in:such'a .. 
bid as you can live by, and if you do not, weins 
tend to make you suffer and feel the effects of your 
own folly; nay, of your own frauds;—if we will 
do that, my word for it wé shall have our work. _ 
well and promptly done; and we shall have no 
more complaints about not being able’ to. get it 
one. So 
These ‘acknowledgments are reflections upon | 
this body, reflections upon ‘the whole country, 
and reflections especially upon the employees 
that they are permitted to trifle with their con- 
tracts, to impose upon us a fraudulent article in 
paper, to execute their work in such a manner ` 
that when the documents are placed in the ar- 
chives of the country they will not last perhaps 
ten years. These avowals are degrading to us 
and to the country. We ought to ‘enforce the 


| remedy by telling all these people, in the language 


of the Senator from Arkansas, You. must. “toe 
the mark;”’ you shall “toe the mark;” and if you 
do not you shall reap the consequences of your 
own folly and improvidence in making bids: by 
which you cannot stand. It is manifest that itis 
the conduct of Congress, in endeavoring to patch 


! up those who put in improper and fraudūlent bids, 
2 


that has led to the whole series-of mischiefs of 
which complaint is now made. : 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Kentucky says that these are ‘‘ precious 


our tables. It is done under a law which provides 
that it shall be executed on paper of fifty pounds 


confessions,’’ which have been made on this side 


accompanying documents, together with all other matter iea 
tingof. "bon : of the House, and that they reflect very injurious- 


the printing of which shall be moved, excepting bills origin- 


ating in Congress, resolutions offered by any Senator, com- 
munications from the Legislatures, or conventions lawfully 
ealied, of the respective States, and motions to print by 
order of the standing committees of the Senate; and ex- 
cepting; also, messages and other communications from the 
President of the United States, and such reports and com- 
munications from the heads of departinents, as may be made 
to Congress, Or to the Senate, in obedience to law, or in 
answer to calls from the Senate; and it shall be the duty of 
said Committee on Printing to reportin every case in one 
day, or sooner, if practicable.” 


You perceive from this the character of the du- 


to the ream, and at a cost of seven dollars and a 
half. Now, I presume those who execute our 
printing will not pretend that their paper weighs 
over forty pounds to the ream, or that it costs 
more than five dollars. And [ learn from othets 
| that the paper on which the printing is generally 
done is but two and a half instead of seven dollar 
| paper. Shall these valuable census returns be 

thus printed? And yet, if we impose the duty of 
| making this contract upon our Secretary and the 


! House. 
truth should be told, and F have told it. . 


ly upon members of this body. Tam not respon~ 
sible for the inferences which may be drawn from 
what he calls ‘confessions’? on this side of the’ 
I have always acted upon the rule, that - 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. BORLAND. Iam notresponsible for the 
inferences which may be.drawn. T based wi 
statement upon what I know to be facts, and: 
willegive the case to which I particularly referred 


I thank you for it. 


at the time I made the remark. During the last 
Congress the public printing was let out by éon- 
tract. As chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing, I examined that contract; and my knowledge 


ties required of the committee. It is to report || Clerk of the House of Representatives, will they 
upon the propriety of printing various papers | feel themselves authorized to do otherwise than 
which come before this body, and we are required submit At to this ruinous syaten of competition 
to report, certainly in oneday, and sooner if prac- || which is productive of such lamentable results? 


ticable. Will any one undertake to say that the 
committee can perform the duties required by this 
resolution in one day, or in one week? No one 


who knows anything aboutit, would say they could; 
Evenif competent to do 


be performed in a week. 
it ever so well, I would not undertake to do it in 
any time less than one month. A practical printer, 
or one experienced in-the performance of such 
duties, might do it sooner, 

The joint resolution prescribes also that the 
committee shall audit the accounts of the public 
printers. That duty they have been in the habit 
of performing. But this resolution goes further, 
and requires them not only to do this, and to 
make reports, but to go out into the market and 
make contracts, 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] says 
this is all very easy and simple, and will require 
but little time and labor. He surely has never 
looked into the manner of making the contracts for 
the public printing. If he had but examined one 
sheet of the calculations necessary to be made in 
order to provide for the different classes of printing, 
he would not, he could not say that it is a simple 
thing, and one easily done. 

I insist that the resolution under which the com- 
mittee was formed, and the rule of the Senate un- 
der which they have heretofore acted, shall be 
adhered to and observed. And I protest against 
being required to perform these other duties, which 
are altogether foreign to the purpose for which 
the committee was raised, and for which it can be 
legitimately employed. ; 

Mr. BRIGHT. The honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Printing has made a remark which 
geems to require a reply from me. He says that 
ĮI made use of an expression which is an enigma 
to him, particularly when it was, coincided in by 
the honorable Senator from Michigan, {Mr. Cass.| 
He cannot understand how it is that the Com- 
mittee on Printing can afford to give a higher price 
for this printing than the ministerial officers of the 


partes 
|i evil. 


| do that which the officers of the two Houses would 
| not venture to do. The joint committee could cal- 
; culate the cost of good paper; they could ascertain 
i how much it costs per hundred ems to set type; 
they can sit down and in a few hours make a cal- 


be worth; and then they can say to these parties 
on what terms they will be willing to make a con- 
| tract. They can say we will give you so much 
| for performing this work, meaning that they will 
give a fair price for paper and for setting the type, 
and a fair profit on the work. That, I apprehend, 
Congress is willing to give. We do not desire to 
It is for the purpose of avoiding the 


ee 
! give less. 


| printing that it is proposed to give to the Com- 
| 


confessions which the gentlemen are making. 


r 


he gentleman from Indiana tells us that the con- 


Í 
| x é . 
| the Senate will not sustain the Committee on 


| Printing in its efforts to prescribea remedy for the 


|; those persons who 
i form their duty. 
' plain English of it. 


| ear any imputation of that sort. 


I, for one, am not willing to 
I wish to sus- 


| efforts to make the undertakers, these employees 


| perform their duty. | 
| say to my constituents, that ‘that rule by which 


i and 


erected, by which you do everything in your neigh- 


| The joint Committee on Printing, on the other | 
i hand, from their position before the country could 


| culation showing how much the whole work will | 


i! evils resulting from the present contract system of | 


mittee on Printing the privilege of selecting those | 
| whom we know can do the work, and do it well. || 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. These are very precious | 


tract system of letting our printing to the lowest | 
| bidder, has proved a failure; and the gentleman , 
from Arkansas says that one reason of that is, that 


What does all that mean? Why, that we | 
‘have nut the virtue and the firmness to rein up į 
make contracts with us to per- || 
That I understand to be the ií 


tain the Committee on Public Printing in its |} i > f 
! thedocuments folded and sent to their constituents, 


| of the Government who make contracts with us, £ 
j I am not willing, for one, to |i 
ji them till after I had left. 
: all your bridges are built, by which all your jails į 
your court-houses and publie works are į 


of the printing business, though not extensive ‘or 
minute, was sufficient to satisfy me that the coir- 
tractors had taken the public printing at prices at 


| which, if the contract should be faithfully exe- 


cuted, they would lose a large amount of money. 
Before any of the public printing was done, I no- 
tified them that this was the opinion of the com~ 
mittee—I reminded them of the fact that: the 
contractors of the preceding’ Congress had cóme 
before us and exhibited’ a loss of about twenty 
thousand dollars; and I-knew that they (the new 
contractors) had taken thé work at about twenty+ 
five per cent. lower, and that it was impossible 
for the work to be performed according to contract 
without heavy loss. By authority of the commit- 
tee, I accompanied this notice with the assurance, 
in advance, that they would be held to a faithful 
performance of their contract, and that no work 
below the contract standard would be received or 
paid for. ale 
Well, the work came in; it was at first a little be~ 


! low the standard; it became: worse; it got to bevery 
i| bad; it became intolerable; T rejectedit, What was 
i the consequence? Was I sustained? In despite of 


my rejection of it, the work continued to be done 
in this inferior, this miserable style, and was sent 


| here, and piled up in the document room, till it 
i! reached the ceiling. 


I was calied upon every day 
by Senators, who requested me to receive the 
work. Jrefused. Į said it was done in violation 
of the contract; that I could not receive it, nor ap- 
prove any account for its payment. The con- 
tractor came to the Senate, and made his appeal 
here; and the consequence was that I was over- 
ruled; and the work was received. Senators. had 


But the contractor never sent his bill to the eont- 
mittee while I remained in the city. He retained- 


I was complained of, I was. censured, but 1 
stood upon the contract, and: insisted upon its 
being executed, Senators ‘know ‘that. make 


_ bat providing for paying him a profit of nearly 


* 


. sponsibility to the respective Houses for which 
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no-random assertions. I state what is known-to 
be true by: all who were here at the time.. Work 
of an inferior quality, not half up. to the contract p 


+ 


standard, was received, And not only was the | 
proposition made here, but it actually passed this,i 
body, to pay the contractor a-profit of ten per 
cent. tipon the whole amount of his expenditures. | 
That failed in.the other House. But at the last 
session the House of Representatives . passed a 
joint-resolution, not only receiving all his work, |i 


two hundred thousand dollars on that work. It 
came to the Senate at the close of the session, and 
was not passed. If it had come earlier, I caúnot 
say what would have been its fate, The resolu- 
tion, as it passed the House of Representatives, 
allowed a profit, as I can show any one by a sim- 
ple calculation; of very nearly two hundred thou- 
sand dollars on the work. Was that no censure 
on the Committee on Printing that had performed 
their duty in rejecting the work? Was it no cen- 
sure on the committee to receive the work and to 
pay the contractor a profit in double the amount 
of the contract, for a violation of that contract? 
These are the facts to which I alluded; and they 
are facts which cannot be controverted. Call 
them “precious confessions,” or what you please; 
let them reflect injuriously upon whom they may, 
I appeal to the Senate for their.truth, and am not 
responsible for them or their consequences. I did 
allin my power to prevent their occurrence. Had 
I been sustained in that attempt, the Senate would 
have been spared these ‘‘confessions,”’ and have 
avoided any censure they may imply. 

Mr. PRATT: Mr. President, the proposition 
under consideration is, as I understand it, that the | 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House | 
of Representatives shall be substituted for the 
Committee on Printing, and that the same powers 
shall be given to the Secretary and the Clerk, which 
this resolution proposes to give to the committee, 
to make this contract. My friend from Indiana 
says the object of this amendment will be to put 
this printing out to the lowest bidder. I cannot 
see that that is to be the legitimate result of the 
amendment which has been proposed. What is 
to be the effect? The Secretary of the Senate and 
the Clerk of the House of Representatives would 
be directed, if this amendment should prevail, to 
make this contract; they would be directed to make | 
itin the same words in which the resolution directs 
the committee to make it. Why, then, are we to 
assume that the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk 
of the House would let this work out to the low- 
est bidder, if the committee are not bound to do 
so? The gentleman tells us, that it is because the 
committee would assume responsibilities which 
the Secretary and Clerk would not assume. The 
argument of the honorable Senator from Mich- 
igan {Mr. Cass] is, that the Secretary of this | 
body and the Clerk of the House will employ 
parsons who are not prepared to do the work. 

is whole argument is predicated upon that as- 
sumption. 

Mr. CASS. 
will correct him. 
1 merely meant to say that the Secretary of this | 
body and the Clerk of the other House might con- |i 
ceive it to be their business to go to every printer, |; 
and ask the lowest price at which he would do the |! 
work, and take that as a standard. That was my i! 
idea. | 

Mr. PRATT. The idea conveyed to my mind || 
by the Senator’s remarks was, that he supposed |; 
the Secretary and Clerk, if this matter were left to 
them, would employ persons who were not pre- 


{| right to ask. 


If the Senator will allow me, I |! 
I meant to convey no such idea. |: 


formance of the work will be better secured than 


if it were left to the committee. 

I can see no reason why the committee should 
be preferred to the Secretary and Clerk, except 
the ground, not brought into view very direcily, 
“put certainly covered up by what has been said, 
that the committee might give this printing to a 
political press irrespective of the manner in which 
it is to be performed, and irrespective of the price; 
whilst the Secretary of this body and the Clerk of 
the other House, owing responsibility to their re- 
spective bodies, would be afraid to do so. 

Mr. BORLAND called for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. BADGER. As the yeas and nays have 
been ordered on this amendment, I wish to say a 
few words to explain the reasons of my vote. 1 
agree that the duty which the amendment of my 
friend from Arkansas proposes to impose upon the 
| officers of the two Houses, is at once a difficult 
and delicate one. For myself, I should be per- 
fectly willing that the resolution should remain in 
| its original form; but that the honorable Senator 
from Arkansas, who is at the head of the Printing 
| Committee, informs the Senate that he is not will- 
| ing to take the responsibility which it is thus pro- 
; posed to devolve upon him. He is not willing to 
become an agent for contracting to let out the work 
of the Senate. And when I recur to the rule of 
the Senate under which that committee was consti- 
tuted, and find that no duty of the kind was con- 
templated to be imposed upon that committee; and 
| that this resolution, in its original shape, directs 
| this committee to perform what does not properly 
belong to the Senatorial duties of members of this 
body, I do not see how I can, with propriety, with 
a just regard for the motives which the Senator 
from Arkansas has stated, and from the circum- 
; stances of this case which entitle him to ask an 
exemption from having placed upon him a duty 
| not belonging to his office as a Senator, and not 
belonging to the position which he occupies on 
the committee, refuse a vote which is to concede 
| to him what he desires, and what I think he hasa 
I do not see how I can refuse to ex- 
empt him from a duty which I think the resolu- 
tion cannot rightfully impose upon him and his 
associates of the Printing Committee. For that 
reason, and that reason only, I shall vote for the 
amendment. 
| Mr. GWIN. I wish'to make a statement, which 
' I think will induce the Senator from North Caro- 
| lina [Mr. BapeEr] to change his opinion. I wish 
| to ask this question of the Printing Committee: 
| Suppose the present contractor fails to perform his 
j duty, would it not then be the duty of the Printing 
Committee to make a contract for the printing? I 
so understand the law. The very duty which it 
is said we are now throwing upon the committee 
i is already imposed upon them by law. They are 
' now required, if I understand the law, in the event 
| of the contractor failing to perform his duty, to 


ji make another contract for the Congressional print- 
ie 

i ing, 
: D 


Then this is nota new duty which we would 
impose upon them, It is merely acting up to the 
letter and spirit of the law. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I wish merely to get the 
statement of a fact. I understand that this matter 
was submitted to the Joint Committee on Printing, 


i and thata majority of that committee overruled the 


Senator who has offered this amendment, and re- 
fused to accede to it. . 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator from Alabama 
is correct. I did not offer this amendment as 
į coming from the committee. 1 offered it from my 
i own sense of propriety. Since the Senator has 


pared to do the work: whilst the Committee on 


| referred to the action of the joint committee, it 


Printing would employ those persons who had | will net be improper, I apprehend, to state the 


their printing presses and paper and everything i 
ready, prepared to go on with the work. It occurs / 
to me, that from the very fact that the persons 
who would have to make the contract, if this 
amendment should pass, would not be willing to 
assume the respousibility which it is supposed the | 
committee would be willing to assume, that they 
would take care to employ those who were pre- | 
pared to do the work—persons who would do the | 
work well, and who would do itata fair price— | 
because they would act as though they owed re- il 


j: 
ii 
t 
fi 
l 
ti 
| 
J: 


theyacted. On the other hand, a committee misht f 
act without any fear of that responsibility. I think fi 
therefore, that we have every reason to suppose | 
that, by the adoption of this amendment, the per- |! 


vote of the committee. I will state it. The joint 
committee, as is known to the Senate, is composed 
of three members of the House and three Sen- 
ators, The vote was, three in favor of the reso- 
lution, two against it, and one member of the 


; committee did not vote at all. I voted with the 
; majority. 


1 I so voted with the express declaration, 
that it was for the purpose of getting the matter 


‘before the Senate, but that I would offer this 


amendment. If the whole of the committee had 
voted, I think there would have been a majority 
in favor of the resolution as I proposed to amend 
it, and that it will be so found when the vote 
comes to be taken here. At any rate, this amend- 


; ment of mine represents the sentiments of a ma- 


jority of the Senate committee. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I only desire 
to state, in addition to what has been said by the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, in rela- 
tion to the vote which decided this matter, that I 
am, myself, the individual, upon that committee 
who withheld his vote. I withheld it for this rea- 
son: I was in favor of giving the contract to the 
persons named in the resolution; and so. am now; 
but I was not in favor of making any committee 
a ‘* pack-horse”’ for the Senate, nor was I in favor 
of making any committee of Senators go out into 
the streets and chaffer for the Senate, while they 
had ministerial officers to whom those duties prop- 
erly belonged. The Senator from Arkansas will 
recollect the fact, that I withheld my vote, not be- 
cause I was opposed to the resolution, but solely 
because I wished this business to be done by our 
ministerial officers and not by the committee. 

Mr. BORLANI® = That is the fact. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President. I certainly felt 
some delicacy in pressing this resolution after the 
Senator from Arkansas announced that he was 
opposed to the performance of the duties imposed 
by the resolution upon the committee; but since 
his first speech I have turned my attention to the 
general law under which the printing of Congress 
is now done, and I find that this joint resolution 
proposes nothing more than is now in force under 
a law that was passed on the 3d of August, 1846. 
I understand from that law that if a contractor 


| should fail to perform the public printing, or any 


part of it, it is the business of the committee of 
the two Houses to select another agent, and make 
full and ample provision. for the public printing. 
But the law does not stop there. It goes on to 
say, thatthese committees shall audit the accounts 
of the public printers. There is great force and 
propriety in that law, because the Committee on 
Printing in each House has been furnished with a 
clerk; and during the recess of the last Congress, 
or the Congress before the last, I am not certain 
which, a committee of Senators sat, and for ser- 
vices which they then rendered as members of the 
Committee on Public Printing, they received their 
per diem of eight dollars. 

Mr. BORLAND. The statement of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Bricur] has reference to 
a state of things which existed before I became 
a member of the committee or of the Senate. 
Prior to that time it was customary, not for the 
committee to remain, but for one member to re- 
main to audit the accounts of the public printers, 
presented after the adjournment of the Senate. 

ince I have been on the committee, a different 
practice has prevailed. Now, instead of any mem- 
ber of the committee remaining to audit the print- 
ers’ accounts, and drawing his per diem during 
that period, the Secretary of the Senate, the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, and the clerk of 
the Committee on Printing, are constituted a 
board to audit and settle the accounts of the pab- 
lic printers during the recess. The Secretary of 
the Senate and the Clerk of the House receive 
no extra compensation for that service; but the 
clerk of the Committee on Printing merely re- 
ceives his per diem. That is the present state of 
the case. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ido not undersiand the law, 
however, to have been changed since the period 
mentioned. The same law under which Senators 
and Representatives acted as a joint committee, 
and drew pay during vacation then, is now in 
force. The Senator complains of the duty which 
will be thrown upon the Committee on Printing. 
I think that the reading of the law will clearly 
demonstrate that we do not propose to impose any 
additional duty on that committee. This joint 
resolution will throw no additional labors on them 


| whatever. The law of 3d of August, 1846, under 


which the public printing is now done, provides— 


“That a committee, consisting of three members of the 
Senate and three members of the House of Represent- 
atives, shali be chosen by their respective Houses, which 
shall constitute a Committee on Printing, which shall have 
power to adopt such measures as may be deemed necessa- 
ry to remery any negligence or delay on the part of the 
contractor Lo execute work ordered by Congress, and to 
make a pro rata, reduction of the compensation allowed 
or to refuse the work altogether, should it be inferior to the 
standard. ?? 


This committee, as it is now organized under 
this law, has largeand plenary powers. It has a 
right to declare a contract under that law abro- 
gated by any non-fulfillment; and I think our com- 
mittee ought to have declared the present contract 


THE CONGRESS 


ONAL GLOBE. 


void, if the character of the printing be as ‘it is | 
represented to be by the chairman; and I think he 
represents the case correctly. That, however, is 
perhaps outside of the question now before us. 

The honorable Senator from North Carolina 
{Mr. Bapcer] was inclined to vote against the 
amendment until he was convinced by the remarks 
of the Senator from Arkansas Spal this would im- 

osc additional duties upon the Committee on 

rinting. Ihave read this séction of thë law of 
1846 for the purpose of relieving his mind, and-the 
minds of other Senators, upon that point; for it 
really does impose no additional duties. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator from Indiana, 
[Mr. Bricut,] itseems to me, must perceive a very | 
material difference in the cases to which he has 
referred. In the joint resolution of 1846, from 
which he has read, provision, is made against a 
contingency that is supposed not likely to hap- | 
per that in case the-public printer should vio- 
ate his contract, then the Committee on Printing 
should have power to employ somebody else to do 
the work and pay for it. It provides further that 
the public printer and his sureties shall be respon- 
sible for the difference between the contract price 
and the increased amount which shall be paid for 
the: work. Such a case has not arisen since the 
Committee on Printing has been constituted. 

There has been no case in which this duty has 
been performed; and although the committee 
might have to perform it, it is a provision against | 
a contingency which was supposed not likely to 
happen, and nota prescribed duty. At the time 
the joint resolution passed, I suppose no one 
expected that the contractors would not fulfill | 
their contracts. But here it is proposed to send 
the committee out beyond the walls of the Capitol | 
to chaffer and make bargains. Nothing of the 
sort is done by any committee of either House. 
We have a Committee on Public Buildings, 
which takes charge of all matters relating to the 
public buildings; but that committee is not re- | 
quired to make contracts for building. There 
is a Commissioner of Public Buildings for that | 
purpose. We have a Committee on the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. That commit- 
tee, I suppose, audits the accounts for the fuel 
consumed, and the stationery used by the Senate; 
but do we send that committee out to contract 
with the wood haulers and paper makers of the | 
country to supply the Senate? We have a Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, but. that committee does 
not make contracts for the building of ships of 
war. The Senator from California has referred to 
carrying the mails.» The Committee on Naval | 
Affairs pass on the policy or propriety ofa par- 
ticular measure, but it is not required to make 
contracts with persons for carrying the mails. 
Why, then, should we require the Committee on 
Printing, which was raised for the purpose of ex- 
amining questions submitted to the Senate as to 
the propriety of printing documents, to go into 
market and perform a duty so different from an 
duty performed by other committees of the Sen- 
ate? Why should you require that committee to 
contract with printers for doing this work? à I can 
see no reason for it. It is without precede I 
adhere to my objections. : . 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, there is nothyyt | 
in the joint resolution of 1846, as I think was well | 
stated by the Senator from Arkansas, which is at 
all conclusive upon the objection which he has 
stated, and which I was inclined to support by 
my vote. That joint resolution requires contracts | 
for the printing to be made by the executive offi- | 
cers of the two Houses. They advertise for pro- |! 
posals. They receive proposals. They come to 
a decision. ‘They award the contract. And then | 
the resolution proceeds to make proyision for ! 
cases, not, as some gentlemen have supposed, un 
likely to happen, but I presume from the very — 
nature of the joint resolution of 1846, to provide | 
for a case which it was supposed would be very 
likely to happen; that is, a case wherein the con- 
tractor would not discharge his duty; and in such 
an event, it directs the Joint Committee on Print- | 
ng to tuke such measures as should be necessary 


| bad printing, and bad binding, for the Senate as 


| ever heard any inquiries made with regard to that 


‘ing, I desire to make an explanation of the rea- 


two Houses had ordered. That is, in substance, 
what the joint resoliition of 1846 directs. 

Now, it is proposed to put the Committee on 
Printing in anew attitade—to originate contracts 
and make bargains. Well, it shows, if anything 


if 


fortunate the joint resolution-of 1846 was. It was 
unfortunate In many respects; unfortunate, as. I 
think, in the whole costract system, which has 
produced nothing but difficulty, delay, bad paper, 


well as for the House of Representatives; and un- 
fortunate in this—a consequence flowing out of 
the first unfortunate step of the resolution—in in- 
troducing a joint committee of the two Houses to 
a function, which I believe was never before dis- 
charged by any committee. We are now to take 
a still further step, and put a committee of thetwo 
Houses in the attitude of making contracts and 
bargains. It seems to me that this is taking a 
step which the two Houses will find reason to 
repent. There is great force in the suggestion of 
the honorable Senator from Arkansas, that, whilst ji 
we have committees charged with a great many 
subjects relating to contracts, in no instance has 
any of these committees been charged with the 
making of contracts. 

Mr. GWIN. Has not the Committee on the! 


| 


ter. 
Mr. BADGER. If the honorable Senator had | 
only adverted to the facts of that case, he would 
have seen that it had no reference to such a one 
as is now under the consideration of the Senate. 
‘When the Congress of the United States purchased 
the papers of the distinguished dead, to whom he 
has alluded, it was a subject of literary taste—it 
was a subject of Congressional and delicate dis- | 
cretion that must have been exercised by the com- 
mittee of our body to determine which of those 
papers should be printed. It was not intended by 
Congress that the whole of the papers indiscrimi- | 
nately purchased should be printed at the expense | 
of the Government, and it necessarily and prop- 
erly devolved on its committee the difficult and 
delicate duty of making a selection. A just regard 
to the interests of the public made it necessary | 
that that matter should be under the disposal of | 
the committee. 
Bat I was about to say that my friend from | 
Arkansas, in his zeal of illustration, (if he will ʻi 
permit me to say so,) fell into one grave error— 
he undertook to refer to the functions discharged | 
by the Committee on the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate. I beg him to be more cautious here- 
after—he was touching a subject which should 
never be alluded to in open Senate. He knows 
very well that in one of the Departments of the 
Government which has charge of our external |! 
affairs, there is secret service money, and who- 


fund? The remark of the Senator was irregular. 
I know it was not intentional. I was once a! 
member of the Committee to Audit and Control the į 
Contingent Expensesof the Senate. Unfortunately |; 
for the Senate and for the country, Lam no longer | 
so. [Laughter.J But still I cherish a very high 
respect for the confidential operations of that com- | 
mittee, and I hope on no occasion hereafter to see | 
such indiscretion committed by my friend, or by | 
any other member of the body, as to allude to the į 
particular functions which they discharge. — 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I shall vote against 
the amendment oTered by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas; but lest F sould seem discourteous towards 
him, as the chairman of the Committee on Print- || 
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sons which influence my vote. I think that som 
reform is necessary in regard to our printing. 
think something should be done by which effi- 
ciency would he secured, and when. we order 
documents, that they will be printed in some || 
reasonable time. I have received various letters |) 
and communications from all parts of the country |; 
asking me for copies of the census returns. Íi; 
received some of them so long since that E have | 
mislaid them; and I do not know that Tj; 


| 
el! 
ri 
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1 
Nel : é | Sought me, as a member of 
were necessary to show il, how exceedingly wr | 


could find them all. New; F- know; by. repeated 
conversations with the worthy Secretary of this 
body, that he does not desire that this dt g 
be imposed upon him. T, know that he? 
“the body; to: keep) 


duty off him. : ee 
In reply to the political argument of. the Senator | 
from Maryland, {Mr. Pratr,} lam ready: to'sty}. 
that so far as the bestowment of this job, or any. 
other job which is proposed here, is concerned, I 
shall expect the Committee on Printing to give.a 
pieren, to those of their own political faith; 
ut I expect them to do it upon most reasonable 
and just terms. I believe that the Committee on 
Printing of this body is competent to discharge 
all and singular its duties; and if a comparison 


i must be instituted between that Committee and 


the Secretary of the Senate or the Clerk of the 


: House of Representatives, I believe, whether as 
; Senators or as practical printers, I should give the 
| committee the preference if the printing were my 
; own or if it were. to be donefor the Senate. They 


have-had experience in their station. As a mem- 
ber of the body, I have had something todo in 
retaining them in their present position ‘for this 
session. I have been glad to help'to replace them 
in the position which they have heretofore occa: 
pied. Lapproved of their course during ‘the last 
session, and I am disposed to sustain them ‘in this 
position, believing, as I do, that they aré:more 
competent as practical printers, and better judges 
of what is economical and proper to be done 
under this contract than either the Secretary of 
the Senate or the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. , 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, I have not 
at all changed my views upon this subject. Before 
doing what I now rise to do, I wish to say a very 
few words. I reassert, and I do it-with all candor 
and sincerity, that I am not competent to perform 
the duty which this resolution proposes to impose 
onme. I candidly confess that i do not know 
how to perform it, and I have not now time to 
learn. If the other members of the committee have 
this competency, they will have to perform the 
duty. If not, it will not be performed by the 
committee at all. Of this Inow give fair notice 
to the Senate. I have deemed it my duty to maké 
this statement. Whatever opinion other Senators 
may entertain of my competency for this business, 
I think I know what I am able to do; and I know 
that I am not competent to do this. [am not one 
of those who believe that a man cannot know him- 
self. I have always thought that a man’s capacity 
is better known to himself than to anybody else. 
I have looked somewhat into this matter, and I 
know I am not capable of performing this duty. 
For that reason, 1 do not wish to be obliged to 
rerform it. But as I fear that my amendment.may 
embarrass some of my friends, and asl am uh- 
willing to impose duties on the executive officers 
of the two Houses of Congress which would in 
volve them in any painful or injurious, responsi- 
bility, or which their friends are unwilling ‘that 
they should assume, f will'withdraw the amend- 
ment which I have proposed; closing my remarks 
with a repetition of the assurance to the Senate 
that I am unable to perform the duty required by 
the resolution, and if it is imposed on the commit- 
tee I shall not undertake it. f withdraw my 
amendment if it is in my power to do so. 

The PRESIDENT. By unanimous consént 
the amendment can be withdrawn. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
withdrawn. $. 

Mr. SMITH.. I have some views which I de- 
sire to present to thé Senate in regard to this sub- 
ject, which will be very likely to occupy more 
time than remains at present according to the ordi- 
pary practice of the Senate. I would, therefore, 
be very glad to have this resolution postponed 
until to-morrow. I therefore move, if it meets 
the approbation of honorable members of: the 
body, that the resolution be postponed until one 
o’elock to-morrow, and be made the special order 
for that time. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 22, noes 18. 


ASSIGNMENT OF PRIVATE BUSINESS. |; 


Mr. DOWNS. The bill for the relief of WH- 
liam Darby was under consideration yesterday, 
but it was then interrupted by the introduction 
the distinguished stranger who then visited 
hope it will now be disposed of. Tt wag daid ‘on 
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the table yesterday on my motion. I move that 
it be-now taken up. a aly ee 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will take this: 
occasion to call the attention of the Senate to a 
resolution which was adopted some time: since in 
these words: 
` “Resolved, That after the Ist day Of January next Fridays 


ofeach week shall. be set aside for the consideration of pri- 


vate claims, and that on those days private bills shall have 


priority over all other business. ’? 

The Chair brings the subject to the considera- 
tion of the Senate in consequence of a different 
construction. being put on. this. resolution as he 
understands by different Senators. There seems | 


i 


i 


to be doubt as to whether itis intended that that | 


|. days, that wé may have the rest of the week for 


‘|| of private bills which either expresses or implies 


} 


the- transaction of public business, or else let us 
return to the old rule, dne or the other. 

Mr. BADGER. There is nothing in the rule 
or resolution adopted by.the Senate on the subject 


! that these bills should not be in order of any other 


? day of the week than Friday. The resolution sim- 
| ply declares that on- Friday they shall have priority. 
| On the other days they have no priority. 


| nothing in the resolution to prevent them being 
considered when they are reached on the calendar— 
no matter on what day. This is not the first in- 


day shali be exclusively set apart for private bills, 
and that they shall not be taken up on any other 
day, or whether they shall be taken up in regular 
arder on the calendar as they are reached and yet 
have entire preference on Friday. The Chair is | 
unwilling to give any construction of the resoiu- 
tion, inasmuch as it is for the Senate to decide 
what they intended when they adopted the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. DOWNS. I think the Senate itself has 
put a construction on that rule. I recollect that a 
similar rule was in force two or three sessions ago, 
and the construction then was, that such a rule 
did not prevent private bills being considered when 


they were reached on the calendar in regular or- |! the rule setting apart Friday for the consideration 


der, even though it was not on the day fixed. | 
J consider that the Senate has at ‘his session || 


put that construction on this rule, because yester- || attention would be drawn to those bills which 


day they took up several private bills and dis- 
posed of them. : 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair, without con- 
sulting the Senate yesterday, finding them upon 
the general orders, took up several bills, which 
were ordered to a third reading. They have not 
been read a third time to-day, because the Chair 
kept them back until the Senate should decide 
whether private bills were to be acted upon on 
every day of the week or only on Friday. 

r. DOWNS. It certainly was my construc- 
tion, and the construction of the honorable Sena- 
tor who offered the resolution, that fixing a par- 
ticular day for the consideration of private bills 
should not deprive them of the privilege of going 
considered on other days when reached in their 
order, because it might very well happen that 
such a rule as that would do great injury to those 
whom it was intended to benefit. It very often 
happens that in the early part of the session we 
do not sit on Friday, and very often on those 
days private bills are necessarily interrupted by a 
press of other business. And if by fixing a par- 
ticular day for the consideration of private bills, 
we cannot take them up at any other time, sucha 
rule, instead of promoting the interests of parties, 
might subject them to great inconvenience. 

Thope the Senate will agree with me in the con- 
struction which I have given to the rule, that when 
these bills are reached in their regular order in the | 
calendar, they will be taken up as well as consid- 
ered on Friday. {think that was the general un- 


derstanding of the rule when itexisted at previous || 


sessions. 


Mr. HUNTER. I recollect distinctly that 1; 
opposed the resolution at the time it was introduced |; 


and one of the grounds that I took was, that it 
would work an injury to private claimants, for it | 
would devote Friday to them, and they would be | 
denied a place on the calendar, which they had 
hitherto enjoyed. It certainly could not have been 
the intention of the Senate to have given private 


| OF 


| stance in which the Senate has passed the resolu- 
| tion setting apart Friday for the consideration of 
| private bills. It has been done at former sessions 
at which I have been here, and I have never heard 
it suggested before that in consequence of setting 
| apart Friday for the consideration of private bills 
| it was not in order to take them up on any other | 
' day, when they were reached on the calendar. 
| There is nothing in the resolution—nothing in the 
practice of the Senate under former resolutions of 
the kind which sanctions the idea that by having 
| Friday given to private bills they lose their chance 
| on every other day of the week. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, I voted for | 
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of private bills. I believed, that by assigning a 
particular day for their general consideration, our 


| were matters of private concern, and that we 
| should be more likely to give them a careful con- 
| sideration, and discriminate between those which 
| have merit and those which have not. One diff- 
culty which 1 hoped to avoid, was the constant 
habit of springing upon the Senate the considera- 
tion of matters about which we necessarily could 
know nothing. If we are repeatedly called upon, 
and without any indication as to the time when to 
consider those matters which are not of such gen- 
eral concern, we necessarily pass our opinion upon 
them without the requisite information. If, how- 
ever, we set apart a day, as the Senate has already 
done, for their consideration, every Senator has | 
notice that such bills are to come up. 1 do not 
say that we should be confined to that day when 
they are reached on the calendar in their order” I 
would consider them on other days; but if, after 
| having given them priority on one day, we will 
now say that we are to call them up irregularly, 
we shall have ourselves exposed to the difficulty to 
which we had hoped we had put an end, by setting 
apart a particular day. I hope, then, that private 
| bills will not be brought up. irregularly, but that 
we shall consider them only when reached in their 
order upon the calendar, or on Friday, except 
| some good and satisfactory reason can be given for 
taking up a particular bill out of order. After 
| having given them priority on one day, they 
; Should stand on the calendar until reached in regu- 
| lar order on other days. I hope, thercfore, the 
| motion of the Senator from Louisiana, a gentleman 
whom we would all very gladly accommodate, 
may not prevail, unless some particular reason can 
be given why the bill which he proposes should | 
be taken up. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, all this opposition | 
to private bills, it seems to me, proceeds, or seems 
| to proceed, from the principle of guarding the 
| Treasury of the United States. We have got into 
| difficulty by almost repudiating all the debts of : 
| this Government. Thisis the way that fraudulent | 


j 


bills a precedence over public bills, not only on 
Fridays but on all other days. They could not 
have intended by setting apart a day for their con- į 
sideration, that on other days they should also | 
have precedence over bills of general interest. | 
Under the rules of the House of Representatives, | 
Fridays and Saturdays are set apart for the con- i 
sideration of private bills, and under these rules 
they are not considered on any other days. 

think such is the fair consequence of the establish 
ment of such a rule; and therefore it was that 1: 
thought at the time of the adoption of this rule, |! 
that we would be better off if we adhered to the i 
old practice of the Senate, and stood by the calen- 
dar. We would be better off if the Senate would | 
return to the ancient rule. T supposethe rule must |} 
be construed as it was construed in the House of i! 
Representatives. If certain days are to be assigned i 
to private bills, they ought'to be confined to those i 


it 


j: the Senate and the House of Representatives, and 


| claims pass. Individuals who have claims against | 
: the Government, come forward and present them, 
| and are delayed in one way or another until they 
i become twelve, fifteen,or twenty years old, and | 
‘all the facts are forgotten. Then it is that claims, | 

sometimes not well-founded, are enabled to pass | 
become a charge on the Treasury. 

_ The rule, setting apart Friday for the consider- 
ation of private bills, has been adopted several 
times before by the Senate. It has never before 
been construed to exclude bills on any other day 
when reached on the calendar. There scems to be 
a general disposition to give private bills the go- 
by. If we are to repudiate the debts of the Gov- 
ernment, let us do it at once. What will be the 
consequence of the continuance of these claims? 
It will be to break up the individuals who have 


[ There | 
! is nothing in the resolution which says they shall |; 
| not be considered on any other day. There is |; 


' of. 


them, and to fill the Capitol with agents to get 


| them through, who will annoy every Senator. It 


is time that we should take up these bills and dis- ` 
pose of them one way or the other. Let us reject 
or adopt them, and do it immediately, that indi- 
viduals may. have their claims decided while they 
are alive, and not leave their heirs to prosecute 
them when they die. © : 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator is aware that 
it is simply for the Senate to decide what con- 
struction they will put on the resolution. 

* Mr. RUSK. That is the point to which I am 
trying to direct my attention. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to inquire whether it 
is the decision of the Chair that a formal motion 
should be submitted ? ‘ 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair was under the 
impression, though it has been stated otherwise 
by honorable Senators, that when a rule of this 
kind has prevailed’ heretofore, private bills were 
passed over on other days, and were taken up 
only on the day set apart for their consideration. 
Such was theimpression of the Chair, but it is for 
the Senate, who adopted the resolution, to say 
whether it was intended that the general orders 
should be taken up as they stand onthe calendar, 
whether of a public or private character; and that 
on Friday all questions of a public character should 
be excluded. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I move, as the sense of the 


i Senate, that the rule adopted by the Senate shall 


not affect the standing of the private bills on the 
calendar on other days. 

Mr. BADGER. A motion is already pending. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair does not con- 
sider that a motion is necessary. He has simply 
endeavored to ascertain the sense of the Senate as 
to the construction of the resolution. He wishes 
to conform to the view of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I voted for that resolution. 
If the Chair had not called attention to the sub- 


|| ject, I should never have dreamed that there could 


be any question about the matter. As has been 
well said by the Senator from North Carolina, 


; what is not in the resolution does not belong to it. 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair thea under- 


| stands that the construction put upon the resolu- 


tion is, that the calendar shall be taken up in reg- 
ular order, whether the bills are of a private.or 
public nature; and that on Friday public bills are 


| to be excluded, and private bills solely acted upon. 


Ts that the understanding of the Senate? 
[Several Senators. “Agreed!” “Agreed !”] 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair was under the 
impression that it was necessary to bring the qués- 
tion to the notice of the Senate, because some Sen- 
ators had. entertained a different opinion from that 
expressed by the honorable Senator from Maine, 


i! and the honorable Senator from North Carolina, 
and others. 


Mr. DOWNS. One of the honorable Senators 
from Maine [Mr. Brapsury] thought that we 
should not take up private bills out of their order. 
I have moved to take up this bill because yester- 
day being a day of ceremony it was not disposed 
Itwould have been passed in five minutes, 
but fof the arrival of our distinguished guest. 
Thațf is the reason why I want it taken up and 
disysed of now. It will take but a short time. 


WILLIAM DARBY’S RELIEF BILL. 


_ The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


|i the bill for the relief of Wiliam Darby. 


Mr. DOWNS. I concluded yesterday what I 
had to say in relation to this bill. Itis one of 
very great merit. It was passed-before by the 
Senate, and I hope we will pass it again. “ The 
gentleman for whose benefit it is intended is very 
old and very poor. I hope it will pass without 
opposition. I will not take up time by discussing 
it. 

Mr. FELCH. I believe there was a report 
made in this case some two or three years ago. | 
recollect that last year we voted on this question 
by yeas and nays, and I think the Senate was very 
nearly equally divided. I should like to hear the 
report read. 

he report not being on the Secretary’s des 

Mr. FELCH continued: IfI DRdesoIArAT iie 
matter, there was a report from a select commit- 
tee, of which Mr. Corwin, then a member of the 
Senate from Ohio, was chairman. That report 
was acted on that session. The bill has since 
been twice introduced on leave, but no new facts 
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have been laid before the Senate. Last year, or 
the year before last, the bill passed the Senate. 

At that time I listened to the discussion, and was 
unable to discover any principle ever sanctioned 

by this Government on which this claim could be 

allowed. This applicant claims that he was once 

employed by the Government in making certain 

surveys in Louisiana. He received his pay, as 

others do who are employed as surveyors. He 

claims that he acquired certain information in 

regard to the geographical character of that coun- 
try, which information was disposed of by him 

to an individual named Mellish, who published a 
map in Philadelphia about that time, and there 

was a difficulty between him and Mellish in re- 
gard to compensation. He alleges in his petition | 
that no compensation was ever received. But I 

am not aware that upon that ground there is any 

reason why we should interfere, and grant from 

the public Treasury a compensation for a loss |} 
which may have resulted from any private con- 
tract. 

I do not understand that this individual was || 
employed by the United States to acquire the in- | 
formation for which he now claims compensation. 
Ido not understand that we have received any- 
thing from him for the benefit of the Government, | 
for which compensation should be paid. He 
acquired certain geographical knowledge, and 
claims that in certain treaties—a treaty made with 
France, and a treaty made with Spain, in 1819, 
which referred to the Mellish map—that map 
being made use of, received virtually the sanc- 
tion of this Government to such an extent 
that his private information was not afterwards | 
valuable to him, and that, therefore, he could 
not sell any maps which he might make aftgr || 
that period. I do not understand that he made | 
any maps, but that he acquired information 
from which he might have made them; and he 
claims that we destroyed the value of that prop- 
erty, because we referred to the Mellish map in ji 
the treaties made with France and Spain, That 
is the whole foundation of the claim. 

Now, if we are to pay for information which 
individuals derive from their own private enter- 
prise, and surveys for the purpose of publishing 
maps and literary works of any kind, I take it | 
that we shall have plenty of persons applying to 
us for compensation. I do not see how the facts | 
stated in the petition and in the report are to bea 
proper foundation for this claim. I looked into | 
the report a few days since, and I do not see how, | 
from any facts there stated, it can result as a con- 
sequence that the United States are under an ob- 
ligation to pay this claim, unless we are under a | 
general obligation, when an individual has become 
distinguished as a geographer, and has devoted his 
time and attention and talents to scientific pur- 
suits, to come forward and pay from the ‘Treasury 
on that account. I do not see why we should pay 
this claim in this particular case. 


Mr. BADGER. I wish to ask a question of f 


the honorable Senator from Louisiana. Has not ; 
a bill, precisely in this form, passed the Senate | 
heretofore? I understand from him that such a 
bill has passed this body. I wish, then, to say, 
without any farther investigation of the subject, | 
that that fact determjpes my vote. If we undertake 
to investigate and reinvestigate all the private bills ; 
that come before us, we shall never be able, what- 
ever diligence we bestow on them, to do justice to 
one fiftieth part of the claims which come here. 
For my own part it is with extreme difficulty I |j 
can be prevailed upon to vote against a private bill j; 
which comes before us with the sanction of all 
the members of a committee of this body. The! 
Senate have already determined this case. They f 
have determined that in equity this sum is properly 
due to this individual. 1 am therefore relieved 
from all further difficulty. I will not go into an 
investigation to ascertain whether that decision of 
the Senate was right or wrong. I presume it was 
right. Iam satisfied it was right. Iam sure it 
was right. i y : 
The report of the committee upon this claim 
having been procured, was read to the Senate. Iti 


14 


states that Mr. Darby was the first to furnish an 
j accurate map of that portion of the territory of the 


| Senator from Louisiana can 


| thah the fact that this gentleman, whois now very 


j another reason. 


| rendered at a much earlier period, in sections of 


| this claim. 


li to the Congress of the United States. 
| satisfied that he performed very great services for 
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United States lying west of the Mississippi, and 
bordering on the line between the United States 
and the Spanish dominions, as fixed by the treaty 
ceding Louisiana. The materials for a map pro- 
cured by. Mr. Darby, were used by Mr. Meliish, 
in his map of 1816. Mr. Darby was never remu- 
nerated for his services, which were of great value 
to the United States. The committee consider that 
$1,500 was not an adequate compensation, but as 
his claim was nota strictly legal one, the committee 
have allowed this sum, thinking it might afford 
some small recompense to Mr. Darby. | 
Mr. BERRIEN. Iam very desirous of voting 
for this bill. 1 know the very worthy man for 
whose benefit it is intended. If this Government 
has availed itself of his labors, it is proper that he 
should receive compensation for them, but I desire 
to be informed why it is that this claim is pre- 
sented at this late day? Why it has not been 
presented before to the notice of this body? The 
probably give me that 


information. 

Mr. DOWNS. I donot know any other reason 
old, has been in previous portions of his life ina | 
more prosperous situation, and did not feel the 
necessity of presenting the claim. There may be 
In the early history of this Gov- 
ernment there were not very liberal appropriations 
made for surveys and maps. Recently the Gov- 
ernment has been very liberal in this respect; and 
I think it was very natural, when Mr. Darby saw 
the thousands of dollars which were appropriated 
for the surveys in California and elsewhere, that 
he should think it right to come forward and claim | 
some little compensation for much greater services, 


the country of so much importance. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I should perhaps do myself 
injustice if I did not say a word or two in favor of 
I know this old gentleman well. 
When I had the honor to be at the head of the ; 
land office he was one of the clerks. I examined 
the claim at the time, and 1 know it would never 
have been presented to Congress had it not been 
for his very dire necessity. l am satisfied that | 
there is not a more worthy man presenting a claim 
I am also 


the country at that time, and that he even declined 
remuneration for them, for he was then wealthy, 
as has been stated by the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana. He was then in prosperity, and is 
now poor and old, feeble and disabled. I found 
him in office, and I was afraid then that he was not 
able to discharge its duties. But I retained him 
there, because I felt that to turn him out would be 
turning out an old and serviceable man, on the 
charity of a cold and unfeeling world. F shall 
vote for the claim, and shall be very sorry to see 
it rejected. | 

Mr. BRADBURY. I would gladly vote for | 
this bill, but I cannot regard it in any other light 
than as a gratuity. Therefore, without going into 
the facts of the case I wish to record my vote 
against it. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and on the 
question of ordering it to be engrossed for a third 
reading, 

Mr. FELCH asked for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and, being taken, were—yeas 
29, nays 11; as follow: 

YEAS —Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Borland, Bright, 
Brodhead, Clemens, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge 
of fowa, Douglas, Downs, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, 
Houston, James, Jones of Iowa, McRae, Miller, Morton, 
Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, 
and Walker—29. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Berrien, Bradbury, Felch, Hun- 
ter, Jones of Tennessee, King, Norris, Sumner, Wade, and 
Whiteomb—11. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following engrossed bills were severally read || 
the third time and passed: 


A bill for the relief of Charles Melrose; 


‘A bill granting a pension to Sally T. Floyd, i 


widow of George R. C. Floyd, latè a Lieutenant. 
Colonel in the Army of the United’ States; 
A bill for the relief of Sidney Si Alcott; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Judith Wor- 
then, deceased; and ee : 
A bill authorizing Vactor Morass to 
certain lands, and to enter the same 
where, 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


relinquish 
quantity else 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuesday, January 6, 1952. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


VIRGINIA MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 

Mr. MILLSON, by unanimous. consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced ‘a bill 
making further provision for the satisfaction of 
Virginia military land warrants; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


RECEPTION OF LOUIS KOSSUTH. 

Mr. CARTTER, from the select committee ap- 
pointed to wait upon Louis Kossuth. and intro- 
duce him to the House of Representatives, sub- 
mitted the following report; which was read, and 
ordered to lie upon the table: 

The committee appointed for that purpose beg leave to 
report, that they will be prepared to introduce Louis Kos- 
suth to the House of Representatives on Wednesday at one 
o’elock, p. m. 3 and would recommend ceremonies similar 
to the action of the Senate in the same dase. 

Mr. HALL asked leave to make sundry reports 
from the Committee on Public Lands. ` 

Mr. HOUSTON objected, and called for the 
regular order of business. i 

The SPEAKER stated that the regular order of 
business was the call of committees for reports, 
and thereupon proceeded to call the committees 
for reports. : f 
APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following bills; which 


| were severally read a first and second time by their 


titles, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed, 
viz: 

A bil making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30th, 1853; se Bok Pah 

A bill making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions for the year 18535. 

A bill making appropriations for the payment 
of Navy pensions for the year ending 30th June, 
1853; and 

A bill for carrying into execution, in further 
part, the twelfth article of the treaty with Mexico 
of the 2d of February, 1848. 


On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition of 
John B. Rogers, and that it be referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Vincent Walker and others, waichmen of the Gosport 
navy-yard, asking for an increase of pay; and the petition 
of H. W. King, clerk of the naval constructor of the Gos- 
port navy-yard, asking increase of pay; and that they be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PUBLIC PRINTING, 


Mr. HOUSTON. Iam instructed by the Comi- 
mittee of Waysand Means to report to the House 
some papers which have been referred to that 
committee by the Secretary of the Treasury, that 
the House may take the order that it considers 
necessary upon the subject. There is a letter 
from the public printer, Mr. Hamilton, and also 
one from the acting Secretary of the Treasury, 
calling upon,the Committee of Ways and Means: 
to pay for printing the annual estimates of the 


Secreiary of the Treasury, which weré laid upon 
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w weeks since. The Commit- 
Means do not conceive it to be 
ate matters of printing. In 
the first place it seems to have been usual, as far 
as the committee can ascertain the facts, for the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay for the printing 
of these annual estimates out of his own. contin- 
gent fund for printing. He writes, however, that 
he has no fund out of which to pay it. The 
printer, it seems, has charged for the printing of 
the estimates as a job; he does not consider that it 
falls within the range and influence of his contract; 
and we were asked to make an appropriation to 
meet his account. We did not feel authorized to 


our tables some fe 
tee of Ways and À 
their duty to investig 


do so, forif the work went to the public printer | 


as a patt of the public printing of the House, then, 
in the opinion of the committee, it would fall 
within the range of his contract, and the rates of 
charge must bg influenced and controlled by that 
contract. The matter was not, however, appro- 
ptintely before the Committee of Ways and 
Means, nor could it be; and the committee there- 
fore deemed it prudent to report the papers to the 
House, and let the House make such order as it 
might see fit upon the subject. I ask for the read- 
ing of-the letters. I suppose that the Joint Com- 
miitee on Printing would be the proper committee 
to which to refer them. 

The letters in regard to the matter were then 
read. 


Mr. HIBBARD moved that the papers be re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

‘Mr. GORMAN. It seems to me that this 
communication ought not to be so referred. It 
has been before that committee already, or at 
least it has been before one member of that com- 
mittee. { have examined it myself, and I do not 
see what the Committee on Pring has to do 
with the auditing and settling of an account of 
the public printer. It seems that the Secretary of 
the Treasury had some printing done; the public 
printer presented his account to that officer for 
payment; the Secretary declined making the pay- 
ment, alleging that he had no funds; the public 
printer then brought his account to me, and asked 
my opinion about it; and I told him and, I be- 


lieve, indorsed it on the back of the account—that, |; 


in my opinion, the Secretary of the Treasury 
was bounds under the law, to pay that account, 
or canse it to be paid. That the Committee on 
Printing should be compelled to make an audit- 
or’s office of itself in regard to the accounts of 
the public printer, is not, I apprehend, within 
the purview of the duties assigned to it, The 
Committee of Ways and Means have to devise 
ways and means for the payment of the debts of 
this nation. This matter has been referred once 
by the letter of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to 
that committee. It should go there now. They 
must find means to pay this account, if the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has not the means of doing 
it.” The Committee on Printing have no mode of 
ascertaining anything except whether the printing 
was done. That, I apprehend, is not in contro- 
versy. ‘I'he only question in controversy is, how 


is the work to be paid for? and the duty of ascer- | 
taining that, belongs certainly to the Committee of i 


Ways and Means. The Committee on Printing 
do not want to have anything to do with the mat- 
ter. It is not within the purview of the duties 
assigned to them. 
undertake any task which the House may impose 
upon me, and J have no doubt that I may say the 
same for the whole of the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
(My. Gormay] I think misapprehends the force of 
my remarks, I have no doubt the House will see 
at once, after reading the letter from the Secretary 


of the Treasury, that there was a principle to set- 
tle, in connection with that account, before it could | 


he paid by any committee. The Committee of 
Waysand Means did not refer it back to the House 
because they had not the ways and means of liqui- 
dating the debt, but because a principle was in- 
volved which they believed ought to besettled by 
some appropriate committee of this House before 
the Committee of Ways and Means should be 
called upon to make an appropriation. 

Mr. HALL, (interrupting.) Irise toa point of 
order. | believe the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Houston] has already addressed the House 
once upon this subject, and according to our rules 
he has no right to speak again so long as any other 
member wishes to speak upon thesame subject. 7 


I am willing, however, to į 


The gentleman from Indiana j' 


Mr. HOUSTON. If the House do not want | 
to hear me, of course I do notwish to press myself 
upon their attention. -- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- | 
bama having once addressed the House upon this 
subject, is not in order, if any other gentleman 
wishes to speak upon the same subject. 

No other gentleman having claimed the floor, 

Mr. HOUSTON (resuming) said: I did not | 
| know that I was trespassing upon the patience of 
the House, or I should not have attempted to make 
any remarks upon this‘subject. 

I was going on to say, that, in my opinion, the 
principle to be settled in connection with that ac- | 
count is one which ought to be settled by the 
' Committee on Printing. It is their province to 
i examine the contract with the public printer, and + 
see whether, from the general scope and tenor of | 


j 
i 


i 


i 
t 
| 
ji 


i 

t 

t 

i 

H i 
f i 


i 
H 
i 
F 
| 


i 


} 


| 
It has been included in a class known in! 
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| that contract, this account should not be embraced | 
‘init. lf so, then the Committee on Accounts, if | 
' that is the appropriate committee, can pay it, or it | 
| may take such a direction as the House may | 
| choose to give it, thatit may receive its liquidation. | 
|! But unless the Committee of Ways and Means | 
| were satisfied what the proper charges were, and 
l; unless they were satisfied whether or not it should | 
|: be included in the contract with the public printer, | 
: it is impossible for them intelligibly and satisfac- : 
! torily to make an appropriation for its liquidation. | 

Iam asked by some gentlemen around me how | 
this printing has heretofore been paid for. A law | 
was passed in 1846, providing that the Secretary | 

| of the Treasury should have prepared, printed, and 
| laid upon the desks of the members, the first day 
|! of the session of Congress, annually, estimates of ; 
|| the appropriations required in that Department. | 
| The printing of those estimates has been paid for, 
‘as I understand it, out of the contingent fund of 
| the Treasury Department, by the Secretary of the 
i Treasury. 
' been referred to any committee of this House. | 
| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. - At what rate 
| has it been paid? i | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know what rate | 
the Secretary of the Treasury has allowed for the 
work, j : 

Mr. STEPHENS. What I wished to inquire | 

| was, whether’ this printing has heretofore been | 
| done at the contract, or job rates? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not know what rates 
the Secretary of the Treasury has heretofore al- | 
lowed. I presume, however, that it has been paid | 
for at the job rates. i 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. The printing of 
these estimates has heretofore been done under the 
law of Congress requiring the Departments to | 
have the printing done by contract. F inquired of | 

m 
! work has been heretofore done, but he says he} 
| has no means of ascertaining, and I do not know. | 

Mr. ORR. I am under the impression that, | 
heretofore, the estimates of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury have been printed by a printer other 
than the public printer of either House of Con- 
gress, 
the last Congress as ‘‘Department Printing. 
was never done by the public printer. t 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is the point which I i 
was endeavoring to present, that “heretofore, in | 
carrying out the law of 1846, the Secretary of the | 
Treasury has let out this, as a part of the print- | 
ing of the Department, and has paid for it out of | 
the contingent fund of that Department; and paid | 
for it at the rates which he pays for his other print- | 

iing. I suppose he has paid for it heretofore as a ; 
i job, under the contract or arrangement, such as he į 
i has made with his printer. I believe, furthermore, | 
| with the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. | 
: Orr,} that in every instance heretofore the | 
` printing of these estimates has been done by 
“some other printer than the public printer for ; 
: either House of Congress. | 
ĮI have nothing to do with the contingent fund | 

i of the Secretary of the Treasury. If he has ex- | 
' hausted that fund improperly, it is a matter which | 
| has to come before this House, when he gives us | 
‘an account of his expenditures. If then the! 
Committees on Expenditures of the various de- | 
partments of the Government see fit to take up | 
this subject, they can give us all the information | 


that it may take such direction as the House may | 
choose to give it. For the present, I do not see j 


which may be desired, but until then, we have no | 
| course left but to bring the matter before the House, 4 


i 


Lam not aware that it has ever before || 
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a 


y friend from ‘Tennessee, (Mr. Joxes,] how the || 
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'how it can be disposed, of otherwise than by re- 
ferring it to some committee, for the purpose of 
settling the principle upon which the ratë of com- 
pensation must be determined. | ee ay 
Mr. HALL. {rise for the ites of moving 
the previous question. And will say that my 
only object is to cut off debate. ‘Tf any gentle- 
man desires that 1 should make a motion to dis- 
pose of the matter, I will do it with the greatest 
leasure. 
Mr. FICKLIN. I would suggest to the gen- 


Í leman from Missouri, [Mr. HaLL,}] that he move 


to refer this matter to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, with instruction that they settle the principle 
whether or not this account should come under the 
contract with the publie printer. 

My. HALL. I move that this matter be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Expenditures of 
the Treasury Department.. And upon: that mo- 
tion I call for the previous question. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I rise to a question of order- 
There was already a motion pending to refer this 
matter to the Committee on Printing, 

The SPEAKER. That motion will not be cut 
off by the previous question. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Will not that motion take 

recedence? 

The SPEAKER. It will take precedence. 

Mr. ORR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say: 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order pend~ 
ing the call for the previous question. 

Mr. ORR. Then I move to lay the whole sub- 


| ject upon the table. 


The question was put, and on division, there 
were—ayes 30, noes 74—no quorum voting. 
Mr. CLINGMAN called for tellers; which were 


| ordered, and Messrs. H amsLTON, and STEPHENS 


of Georgia, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 10, noes 115. 

So the motion was not agreed to, and the sub- 
ject was not laid upon the table. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the maim question ordered to be put; which ques- 
tion was first on the reference of the subject to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. ‘Fhe Com- 
mittee on Commerce have instructed me to report 
to the House that in consequence of the large and 
increasing amount of business before them, they 
are in need of aclerk. They have, therefore, dl- 
rected me to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be author- 
ized to employ a clerk at the usual rate of compensation. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think that it is 
unnecessary for that committee to have a clerk. I 
move, therefore, to lay the resolution upon the 
table. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
laid upon the table—ayes 82, noes 46. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which-was referred the petition of cer- 
tain owners of the Swedish barque Ulrica, reported 
“a bill to admit a certain vessel to registry,” 
which, having been read a first and second time 
by its tite— s 

Mr. WALSH expressed the hope that the bill 
would be read through and put upon its passage. 
The vessel was now lying in the harbor of Charles- 
ton, ready for sea. 

The bill was read through, and then ordered to 
be engrossed and read a thl time; and having 
been engrossed, it was read a third time and 
passed, 

On motion by Mr. HALL, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Wiliam S. Grayson and other settlers on the Maison 
Rouge Grant; the petition of Samuel Gladney ; the petition 
of William B., Ross, and other citizens of Columbia county. 
Florida; and that they be referred to the Committee on Pii 
vate Land Claiins. 


On motion by Mr. HALL, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the further eonsideration of resolutions of the 
public meeting of the citizens of Shelbyville, Indiana, on 
the subject of grants of the public Jands, and against the 
assignment of land warrants issued under the act of Sep- 
tember 28, 1850, and that they be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 


Mr. HALL also, from the same committee, re- 
ported ‘* A bill in relation to a certain lot of land 
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in the town of Gnadenhutten, in the State of 
Ohio;”? which, having been read a first and second 
time by its title, he moved that it be put on its 
passage. 

Mr. H. saidy I only wish to say in reference to 
this bill, that by an act of Congress in 1824, a lot} 
of ground, about one acre in extent, was granted 
to this town for the purpose of a market square. 
The inhabitants of the town have now become so 
few in number that they no longer need the ground } 
for a market square, and they ask that they may 
be permitted to use it for other purposes. The 
United States have no use for the ground at all. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time; and, having been engrossed, 
was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands; made an adverse report | 
on the petition of William Fisher and Solomon | 
Wood; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Public | 
Lands, to which was referred House bill No. 27, 
to relinquish to the State of Iowa the lands re- 
served for salt springs therein, reported back the 
same to the House without amendment and with 
a recommendation that it do pass; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr.RANTOUL, from the Committeeof Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the Orange and 
Alexandria Railroad Company; which was read | 
a first and second time by its title, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
and ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. McMURLIN, from the Committee on Ag- | 
riculture, reported back with an amendment the 
bill to encourage agriculture, commerce, manufac- 
tures, and all other branches of industry, by grant- 
ing to every man who is the head of a family and į 
a citizen of the United States, a homestead of one 
hundred and sixty acres of land out of the ning 


domain, upon condition of occupancy and culti 
tion of the same for the period herein specified; 
which was read a first and second time by its title. 
Mr. McM. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture to move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, printed, and made a special | 
order of the day for the first Tuesday of February 
next. 
- Mr. COBB. I suggest to the gentleman from | 
Virginia [Mr. MeMvziin] an amendment, that it 
be considered from day to day until disposed of. 
Mr. McMULLIN. TYhatis part of theinstruc- | 
tions under which I act, i 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Irise to a point 
of order. The bill cannot be made the special 
order without unanimous consent. j 
The SPEAKER. It requiresa suspension of! 
the rules, It cannot be made a special order unless 


by unanimous consent. H 


Mr. McMULLIN. Iam notat liberty to de- 

art from the instructions of the committee; but if | 
it be the pleasure of the committee and of the | 
House, I will move that the bill be printed and | 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, and made a special order of the | 
day for the first Tuesday of February next, and į 
so continue from day to day until disposed of. f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that | 
the motion to make this bill a special order cannot | 
be entertained, it being objected to on the left of 
the Chair. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I understand | 
that the gentleman fim Georgia [Mr. Steruens] | 
withdraws his objection, and it can be made a spe- ; 
cial order of the day by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COBB. I suggest to the gentleman from | 
Tennessee [Mr. Jonson] that it should go toa | 
Committee of the Whole House, and not to the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. į 
If it goes there we shall never hear of it again. | | 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am in hopes the objection | 
will be withdrawn. ‘There will be ample time, | 
and the bill can come up and be considered in its ; 
proper place. . ji 

Several Memsers. “I object.”” | 

Mr. COBB. I desire that the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. MeMcxury] will copsider whether | 


the bill should not go to a Committee ofthe Whole. | 
I have never known a bill considered in the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in | 
my life. i 


Mr. MeMULLIN. -Taccept of the modification | 
of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Cozs.] i 
. Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If this bill be | 
committed to either committee, it certainly should | 
go tò the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union. It is a general bill—one notin the na- | 
ture of a private claim, but proposes to dispose of | 
a large portion of the public domain of the coun- 
try;.and it is one which will suggest itself to every || 
member of the House as proper: to go the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. I| 
submit that motion, : 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I have no authority to act | 
for the committee, but so faras I am individually | 
concerned as a member of the committee, and of | 
this House, I would accept the proposition of the ; 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.] 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. Before the ; 
question is taken upon the motion to print, I de- j 
sire to give notice of my intention to introduce an 
amendment, which I ask to have included in the 
motion to print, that it may be printed along with 
the bill. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed, to- | 
gether with the amendment offered by Mr. Brown. 

Mr. BISSELL, from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs, made an adverse report upon the memorial | 
of James Rogers, asking compensation for the 
loss of a horse by his son, who was killed in Mex- | 
ico; which was ordered to lie upon the table and 
be printed. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Edward Everett, late surgeon į 
in the United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, referred to the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole House, made the order of the | 
day for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. \ 

Mr. WILCOX, from the Committee on Mili- į 
tary Affairs, reported a bill entitled “An act for the ! 
relief of David C. Cash and Giles U. Ellis; which | 
was read a first and second time by its title, re- | 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, made | 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered | 

| 
i 
| 
H 
| 


to be printed. . 

On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, it was 

Ordered, ‘hat the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Benjamin Holbrook, asking for a revision of the decision of 
the Board of Commissioners ou Mexican Claims, and that 
the same be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. BURROWS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs. to which 
was referred the petition of Ira Baldwin, praying for the |; 
payment of a balance due him on a contract with the Navy jj 
Department, be discharged from the further consideration 
of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee of |! 
Claims. 

On motion by Mr. MILLSON, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the petition of Jesse French, 
of Braintree, asking for a pension; and the petition of 
Cornelius Ziely, asking for a back pension, be. discharged 
from the further consideration of the same ; and that they 
be severally referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of John W. Robinson; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, referred to a commit- 
tee of the Whole House, made the order of the day 
for to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, from the Com- į 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, reported bills for the || 
relief of Gardner Herring and Silas Chapman; , 
which were severally read a first and second time || 
by their titles, referred to a committee of the 
Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 


was 
Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which were referred the petition of John Gallagher, for an 
invalid pension; the petition of Alexander Estep, praying 
for a pension from the time he was disabled in the war of 
1812, to the time he was placed on the pension list; and | 
the petition of R. L. Gaines, praying for arrears of pension, ji 
i 
i 
i 


be discharged from their further consideration, and that į 


i cases; which were ordered 


New York Herald; and whether it is nota 


Philip Miller; which was read. a-first and: second 
time by its title, referred -to -a committee of the- 
‘Whole House, made the order of the: day. for to- 
morrow, and ordered to'be printed: eee 
Also, from the same committee, made adverse: 
reports upon. the petitions of John Concklin and’ 
Richard L: Jones, for increase of pensions; which 
were.severally ordered to lie upon the -table, and 
be printed. Fa ae 
Mr. KUHNS, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report inthe following 
; ; tw lie on the table aiid 
be printed, viz: AE a Eg 
On the petition of Edward Quin for a pension; 
On the petition of Mary Wright, of Conneaut, 
Ohio, for a pension; and ` FAT 
On the petition of William Batchelder for a ` 
pension. i 
Mr. K. also, from the same compittee, reported 
two several bills for the relief of Aibro Tripp and 


| Joseph Johnson; which were read a first and vec- 


ond time by their titles, referred to: Committees of 
the Whole House, made the order of: the day for 
to-morrow and ordered to be printed..." © 

Mr. EASTMAN, from the Committee’ on In- 
valid Pensions, reported two several bills forthe 
relief of Robert Milligin and Sylvanus Blodget; 
which were read a first and second time by their 
titles, referred to Committees of the W hole House, 
madesthe order of the day for to-morrow, and 
ordered to be printed. f 

Mr. E. also, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports in the cases of Benjamin Holland, 


| Hugh Wallace Wormly, and Mary Prettiman, 


praying for pensions; which, were severally or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. MOLONY, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made two several adverse reports in the 
cases of Sarah Smith for a pension on the ground 
of the services of her husband, Elba Smith; and 
on the bill for the correction of an error in the 
pemon of Orris Crosby; which were ordered to 
ie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. M. also, from the same committee, reported 
two several bills for the relief of Amos Knapp and- 
Artemas Conant; which were read a first and-sec- 
ond time by their titles, referred to Committees of 
the Whole House, made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. : 


On motion by Mr. M., it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the papers 
of James W. Low from the files of the House, for the pur- 
pose of reference in the Senate. 


Mr. STUART, by unanimous consent, intro- 


| duced the following resolution; which was read, 


considered, and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be instructed 


! to inquire into the expediency of erecting spindles and pla- 


cing buoys upon the “Muscle. Ridges,” on. the coast of 
Maine; and that the said committee be authorized to take 
from the files of the House any papers showing the neces- 
sity of erecting spindles and placing buoys upon said Muscle | 
Ridges. ; 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I rise and protest against 
the publication by the returning officers of the - 
United States for the Territory of Utah, on their 
return, in Missouri papers, and now in the New 
York Herald, and before it is communicated: to 
Congress, of a report, extraordinary in its details, 


| of high crimes and misdemeanors, and calculated,” 


if not intended, to prejudice and render odious a 
distant and dependent people,.and to involve them 
in inexplicable difficulties with the General Gov- 
ernment. I ask for them a suspension of public 
opinion—of executive and legislative action—until 
the truth can be elicited touching the grave charges 
contained in an ea parte report. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire of the Del- 
egate from Utah whether he himself did not pro- 
cure that publication, and cause it to be sent to the 
Sar- 
bled report of the Utah affairs? oe 

Mr. BERNHISEL. Ireply that I did not fur- 


nish, or cause it to be furnished. 


Mr. CARTTER. My information is, that the 


they be severally ordered to lie on the table to be printed. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill concerning invalid 
pensions, reported the same back to the House, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

He moved that it lie upon the table; which mo 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 


i| gentleman from Utah is the only person who has 
had access to the documents in the Department, 
‘| and that there is reason to suppose that he caused 
i| the communication in the New York Herald (which 
|| is a garbling of the report) to be sent-to that pa~ 
‘per. If that is the case I should like to seean: 
investigation had. aa 8 
; bill; of. 


Mr. BELL. I ask leave to introduce a 
which previous notice has been given.» 


| 
i 
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Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I insist upon 
“going through with the call for reports. 
. Mr BELL. I would not have asked leave for 
the purpose indicated, had I not supposed that the 
call upon committees had been gone through with. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to propound a 
single question to the Chair. I want to know if 
there is upon the Speaker’s table a communication 
frorn the President in answer to the resolutions of 
inquiry introduced by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, originating from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, in relation tg the matter just spoken of? 
Tf there is, I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House that it may be referred to the Committee 
on Territories, that they may get possession of 
the question before itis judged of by the public. 

’ AMzemper, Regular business is not yet through 
with. ee i aie 

The SPEAKER. There is a communication 
on the Speaker’s table. S , i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will wait until we get 
through with the regular business. | 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California. | I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to introduce a 
resolution. , i 

It was read for information by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
instructed to inquire into the practicability and expediency 
of providing water by tanks, wells, or otherwige, upon the 
following routes to California: From Red river via El Paso 
del Norte, the mouth of the Gila, to Los Angeles; from, 
Independence via the South Pass to Sacramento ; from In- 
dependence, via Salt Lake and Humboldt’s river, to Sacra- 
mento. ° 

Mr, STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on En- 
graving, made the following report, viz: 

The Committee on Engraving recommend to the House 
the adoption of the following resolution + 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Engraving be, and 
they are hereby authorized to contract for lithographing or 
engraving eleven (11) maps accompanying the President’s 
message, provided the cost shall not exceed four thousand 
dollars; and four maps accompanying the report of the Sec- 
retary of War, showing the positions of the fortifications of 
the country, provided the cost shall not exceed seven hun- 
dred dollars. 

And the committee further report, that there are a large 
number of plates accompanying the President’s message, 
showing plans for the construction of buildings in navy- 
yards, and for such like purposes, which they do not pro- 
pose to have published. 


Mr. GORMAN moved to lay the resolution 
upon the table. 

Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. FowLer and Hammonp ap- 
pointed. 

The question being taken, the tellers reported— 
ayes 73, noes 46. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. I voted upon the last motion under a mis- 
apprehension, and therefore move to reconsider 
that vote. Ido not desire that it shall come up 
now. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
question was put and agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up and con- 
sidering the bill authorizing the Architect to con- 
tinue in employment the workmen engaged on the 
additions to the Capitol. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I will request my 
friend to withdraw that motion, until we can get 
off the table some Executive communications 
which ought to be referred. There is one F want 
to get myself. It-will take but a few minutes. 

Mr. STANTON withdrew his motion. 


THE CUBAN PRISONERS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; 
which was read, as follows: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I transmit to the House of Representatives a report of the 
Secretary of State, relative to the persons belonging to the 
expedition of Lopez, who were taken prisoners in Cuba 
and afterwards sent to Spain, and who have now been pare 
doned and released by her Catholic Majesty. The appro- 
priation, the expediency of which is suggested in the report. 
Į cordially commend to the consideration of Congress with 
the single additional suggestion, that to be available it 
should be promptly made. MILLARD FILLMORE. 

WASHINGTON, January 5, 1852. 

[The communication from the Secretary of State 

covers the dispatches of the 12th ultimo, from Mr. 


Barringer; the-minister of the United States at 
Madrid, announcing the pardon and release of the 
risoners taken in Cuba. It also recommends an 
immediate appropriation for the purpose of pay- 
ing the expense which may have been, or may be 
incurred in administering to the necessities of 
those persons while in Spain, and until their re- 
turn to the United States; and represents their 
condition as forlorn and de lorable] nae 
On motion by Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, it was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LIBRARY OF CANADIAN PARLIAMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
following communication from the President of 
the United States; which was read, viz 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

T transmit to the House of Representatives a copy of the 
resolution adopted by the Legislative Council of Canada, 
together with the copy of the note by which the resolution 


was communicated to this Government, expressing the sat- 
isfaction oY that council at receiving intelligence of certain 
donations in aid of the reconstruction of the library of the 
Cavzdian Parliament. MILLARD FILLMORE. 

WASHINGTON, January 2, 1852. 

REPORT ON THE FINANCES.: 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
on the condition of the finances; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 

communication from the Navy Department, trans- 
mitting a memorial addressed to the President of 
the United States by the petty officers, seamen „and 
marines attached to the United States squadron in 
the Pacific ocean, asking for increase of wages for 
the time they have served, and may serve faith- 
fully in cruising in our vessels of war upon the 
western coast of America, and the islands adja- 
cent. The Secretary of the Navy, in his commu- 
nication, unhesitatingly recommends such addi- 
tional compensation be granted to the petty officers, 
seamen, and marines, who served in the Pacific 
ocean and upon the coast of California, during the 
late war with Mexico, and until the present time, 
as Congress in its wisdom may'deem just and 
proper. Referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a communication from the Secretary of 
the Territory of Minnesota, (Mr. Alexander Wil- 
kins,) transmitting, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of an act to establish the territorial gov- 
ernment of Minnesota, a copy of the laws of 
Minnesota Territory, passed at the last session of 
its Legislative Assembly, and of a code of laws 
adopted at the same session. 

The SPEAKER stated that he had had the 
communication in his possession for several days 
past, but as yet has not received the documents 
referred to. 

On motion by Mr. RICHARDSON, the com- 
munication was laid upon the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to take up the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from California, [Mr. 
MARSHALL,] to which he had objected. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and adopted. 

Mr. HASCALL asked to introduce a bill, of 
which previous notice had been given, authorizing 
the names of certain widows of revolutionary of- 
ficers to be placed upon the pension roll. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, objected. 


THE CALIFORNIA MINT BILL. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of California. I desire, if 


it is in order, and I know it used to be, to make 
an inquiry of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means as to the reasons why the bill 
has not been reported back to the House for the 
establishment of a branch Mint in California? 

The SPEAKER. The courtesy of the House 
has usually allowed such interrogatories. 

Mr. MARSHALL. It simply accords him a 
right-he ought to have. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In reply to the question of 
the gentleman from California, I have only tosay, 
that the Committee of Ways and Means have not 
acted upon the subject of a Mint at California or 
at New York. They have not yet taken up that 
subject. They have been engaged with other mat- 


ters for a portion of the time. Some of the com- 
mittee have been out of the city, and we could not 
geta quorum. For the last ten or twelve days I 


i Committee on Commerce, who offered it. 


have been unable to come either to the committee 
or the House; hence we have not been able to 
take up the subject. 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I now move the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, for the pur- 
pose of taking up the bill reported from the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means to-day, making an 
appropriation to carry into execution the 12th 


‘article of the treaty with Mexico. 


The question being taken, on a division there 

were—ayes 18, noes 28; no quorum yoting. 
Tellers were demanded and ordered; and Messrs. 
Rossixs and CALDWELL appointed. 

The question being taken, the tellers reported— 
ayes 102; noes not counted. 

So the motion was agreed to, and the House 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, 
in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that, under the decis- 
ion of the committee heretofore, the resolution of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrzr] comes 
up first as the unfinished business. 

Mr. CARTTER, with the unanimous consent 
of the House, withdrew his motion. 

THE PRESIDENT’ S MESSAGE. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the next business 
in order was the resolution of the gentleman from 
Alabama proposing to refer to the standing com- 
mittees the President’s annual message. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved that the 
message be laid aside. 

The question was put and the motion was dis- 

reed to. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the question im- 
mediately pending was the motion of Mr. Sev- 
moug, of New York, to amend the 8th resolution, 
by Jnserting before the word ‘“harbors’’ the words 
‘Avers and.” 

The 8th resolution proposed to be amended was 
ead, as follows: 


8. That so much of said message as relates to commerce, 
the improvement. of harbors, reciprocal trade between the 
United States and Canada, and other British possessions 
near our frontier, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


Mr. ROBINSON. The House need not ap- 

rehend that it is my purpose to detain them very 
ong. Standing, as I do, at the head of the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, I feel it my duty, 
however, to say a few words in opposition to this 
amendment and in reply to the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Seymour,] the chairman of the 
The 
Committee of Ways and Means, as the House 
will observe, when they reported these resolutions 
to the committee, it was with a view of parcelling 
out and referring the President’s message, and 
have referred so much of the President’s message 
as relates to rivers to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. The gentleman at the head of the 
Committee on Commerce desires that all that re- 
lates to the subject of rivers should go to his com- 
mitte:, Iam aware, as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Seymour] stated, that it has been the 
practice—an improper one, I think, however—for 
a very few years past, to send everything relating 
to rivers to the Committee on Commerce. To 
show that it is an improper practice, allow me to 
read the 98th rule: 

“Tt shall be the duty of the Committee on Roads and 
Canals to take into consideration all such petitions and 
matters or things relating to roads and canals, and the im- 
provement of the navigation of rivérs, as shall be presented, 
or may come in question, and be referred to them by the 
House 3 and to report thereupon, together with such proposi- 
tions relative thereto as to them shall seem expedient.” 

The rule in reference to the Committee on 
Commerce makes no reference whatever to the im- 
provement of the navigation of rivers. The prac- 
tice has grown up within a few years past, of 
making this Committee on Commerce a kind of 
reservoir, that has drawn into its vortex everything 
of this nature. The consequence has been, that 
they have reported what are termed omnibus bills 
like the one reported and passed by this House at its 
last session, and which fell in the Senate. Now, 
if this House, composed asit is of a very large 
majority of Democratic members, will carryout the 
principle—one of the fundamental principles of the 
party, as I think—and if they will undertake to 


break up this system of omnibus bills, they will 
then pursue that course of Jegislation which will 
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make all those measures relating to harbors and 
rivers stand as much as possible each upon its own 
merits, so that the meritorious and unmeritorious 
will not be thrown together and the whole be de- 
feated. The gentleman from New York took oc- 
casion the other day to remark, that so far as he 
had examined, it had been the uniform practice to 
refer these matters to the Committee on Com- 
merce, In this he was mistaken, as it isa very 
modern practice. Ahd if he will examine the res- 
olutions parcelling out the President’s messagé back 
seven, eight, or ten yéars, he will find, that no res- 
olutions have been reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, referring the subject of the 
navigation of rivers to the Committee on Com- 
merce. I say it is anew notion, grown up within 
the last few years, since omnibusbills have become 
fashionable; and since they have become so, noap- 
propriations have been madé for anything what- 
ever. Ido not recollect a single omnibus bill that 
has become a law, except the one under Mr. Ty- 
ler’s administration, in 1843-’4, I think. There 
were two or three passed under Mr. Polk’s ad- 
ministration, all of which he vetoed, and prop- 
erly too. In 1831 the 98th rule of the House was 
inserted in your general rules, under the adminis- 
tration of General Jackson; and a committee was 
then raised with the special view of taking into 
custody and charge the subject of the navigation 
of rivers. That was the reason why the commit- 
tee was raised, and it isthe only important subject 
that is referred to them at all. 

There is another view of this question, to which 
I wish to call the attention of gentlemen coming 
from the Northwest. Those of us who live in 
the Northwest know that it is the habit there, par- 
ticularly with our political opponents, to charge 
upon us that while we vote large appropriations for 
the harborsupon the Atlantic coast, we always overs 
look the great West. Now, I wishto ask those who 
should feel an interest in the prosperity of the great 
West, to turn to the list of committees and see who 
compose the Committee on Commerce. Now, Í will 
be the last man in the House to intimate a want of 
proper confidence in that committee; but commit- 
tees are always raised with referente to the sub- 
jects referred to them. They are raised so as to 
represent the various interests involved. Let us | 
see how many upon the Committee on Commierce 
come from the great Northwest, comprising thir- 
teen States of this Union, and in which we find 
nearly all the great rivers of the Union. The first 
gentleman on the committee—its chairman—is 


from New York; the second from Tennessee; the 
third from Georgia; the fourth from Maine; the 
fifth from Massachusetts; the sixth from Pennsyl- 
vania; the seventh from Louisiana; the eighth 
from South Carolina; and the ninth from Mary- 
land. Nota solitary man from one of the great 
States of the Northwest. Now, I would not have 
it inferred that I impute anything improper to the 
Speaker in the organization of this committee. I 
presume the Speaker followed the rule, and had it 
in his eye, when he appointed the committee; and 
seeing that the Committee on Commerce could 
properly have under its jurisdiction only those 
cases relating to our foreign commerce—there was 
nothing in the rules referring the subject of the 
navigation of rivers to them-——he very properly 
formed the committee so as to represent the 
great commercial points on the sea-board. When 
he formed the Committee on Roads and Canals, 
he took gentlemen who resided, to some extent at 
least, upon the great rivers of the country, so as to 
have them represented. 

I wish to note another fact here. I have stated 
that since this idea of making omnibus bills has 
become fashionable, bills of any character making 
appropriations for what are termed internal im- 

rovements, have generally failed. I have stated | 
also that prior to this practice under the admin- 
istration of General Jackson, when this Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals was first author- 
ized, it was common for the western waters to get 
appropriations, and that bills making appropria- 
tions for these waters did not come from the Com- 


mittee on Commeree, nor was it ever thought then | 


that the power to make appropriations for pur- 
oses of this kind was to befound in that part of the 
Yonstitution which speaks of regulating commerce, 
If I were to look into the Constitution to seek for 
power upon the part of this Government to make | 
such appropriations, that clause would be the very | 
last to which I would refer. 


i 
i 
i 
i 


_ Twill not stop, however, to argue the constitu- | 
tional question. Personally, asa matter of course, 
it can be of very little interest to me where this 
subject is referred. It will relieve me of a good 
deal of trouble if it goes to the Committee on Com- 
merce. I only feel it my duty, however, to make 
this statement to the House, being placed in the 


position where I am, because I am friendly to ap- | 


propriations for the improvement of the navigation 
of the great rivers of the country. T'o some extent, 
I say that I am friendly to such appropriations. 
I am not inimical to appropriations for harbors, 
when they come within what I deem the constitu- 
tional rule. - 

I warn northwestern gentlemen who feel a soli- 
citude upon this subject, that if all these measures 
go to the Committee on Commerce, no bill can find 
its way through this House. While I would ap- 
prove of a great many of the objects named in the 
bill of the last Congress, I will never vote for an 
omnibus of such a character as that one was. I 
promised not to detain the committee. 
have the question now before them, whether the 


will follow the rules giving one of their stand- | 


ing committees jurisdiction over the subject, and 
which the rules say belongs to it; or whether 
they will allow the Committee on Commerce to 
usurp it. : 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I will only 
say a few words by way of reply to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Rosinson.]_ I think that 
gentleman has labored under a mistake in refer- 
ence to the course of practice upon this subject. I | 
concede that the rule to which he has alluded— 
the 98th rule—refers not only matters relating 
to roads and canals, but those which may relate 
to the improvement of rivers, to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. I think he will look in vain, 
in the practice of this House, from the period 
when that rule was established, downto the pres- 
ent time, to find a single instance, when, either by 
a resolution of this House referring the Presi- , 
dent’s message, or otherwise, the committee | 
has had referred to it the consideration of the im- 
provement of the rivers of the country. And I 
think he will also find, as a matter of fact, no such | 
bill for the improvement of the navigation of rivers 
has ever emanated from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. This, in my apprehension, has | 
arisen from the very reason which was at the 
foundation of the committee designated now as a | 


Committee upon Roads and Canals Ifthecommit- || 


tee will look at the facts and circumstances which 
attended the original organization of this commit- 
tee, I think they will see a good reason which has 
influenced our predecessors, and which should 
influence this House in departing from the strict 
language of the rule, and adhering to the settled 
practice of the House upon this subject. This 
98th rule, to which the gentleman has referred, 
the committee will see was incorporated in our 
rules in the year 1831, now twenty years ago. 
Previous to that time, and at that very session, 
there existed a select committee upon the subject 
of internal improvements. It was distinctly and 
emphatically an internal-improvement committee, 
organized and operating for the purpose of carry- 


ing out that great system of internal improve- || 


ments which then occupied the public mind m this 
country—a system which had extended so far, | 
that at the time when General Jackson interposed | 
by his veto upon the Maysville road bill, there | 
were reported ready for action by this House, bills | 
involving the expenditure of more than $100,- 


000,000. This system had grown up in this way. | 
| 


It had been fostered by the action of the Internal 


Improvements Committee. General Jackson’s | 


doctrine incorporated in his veto altered the course j/ 


of things upon this subject, and a new doctrine | 
was established, which was followed up by | 
another message returning a bill which had passed į 
Congress in the year 1832; and declaring that the | 
true line of distinction should be, whether the ; 
works for which these appropriations weie made | 
were national or merely local in their character. | 
At the session of 1832, for the first time, a Com- į 
mittee on Roads and Canals was appointed, and ; 
to that committee was referred, under the general į 
reference of topics in the President’s message, all | 


the subjects that related to the internal improve- '! 


ments of the country, so that this committee was | 
really asubstitutefor and incorporation of theselect ; 
committee, formerly known as the Internal Im- 
provements Committee, and occupied its place | 


They | 


| 
| terpose. 


precisely, both in “its character arid’ the subjects 
which were referred toit,- If you will-take the ` 
trouble to look at the debates that’ occurred aipon 
the motion to appoint this Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, and the voté also that was first takèni; 
you will find that the measure. was ‘sustained by 
the internal improvement party of this country, 
sustained and advocated upon this floor, and voted 
upon and carried by them by a majority of six 
votes, : 

I am right, therefore, in the assumption, that 
this Committee on Roads and Canals, in its of- 
ganization, was essentially an internal improve- 
ment committee. Now, what’is the reason that 
since the first organization of this: committee by 
our predecessors down to the very last House 
that preceded us, the subject of the improvement 
of our large rivers—though in some cases the ref- 
erence has not been specifically mage on the sub- 
ject—has been referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce—to the same committee to which the subject 
of the improvement of harbors has been referred, 
and the general matters pertaining to commerce? 
I think it is clearly seen that. it has, because the 
policy of this Government has changed. in: this 
respect, and we have put ourselves, since that pe- 
riod, upon the ground of appropriating only for 
national objects, and have left entirely this-whole 
system of internal improvements, as a system, to 
be carried out under the auspices of the’ National 
Legislature. That being so, the Committee on 
Commerce has properly had under consideration 
all matters relating to the commerce of the coun- 
try—to its foreign commerce—to ‘the improve- 
ment, protection, and maintenance of that com- 
merce, so far as a national legislature ought to in- 
It has been the national power that has 
been exerted for the purpose of supporting and 
sustaining the national commerce, whether that 
commerce shall be found upon the Atlantic coast, 
upon the Gulf of Mexico, the Pacific, o upon 
the great rivers of this country. That has been, 
I affirm, the settled practice of. this House for the 
last twenty years. Ko 

Mr. CARTTER. With the permission of the 
gentleman, I will make an inquiry. Does the 
gentleman understand that the structure of the 
committee confines it to appropriations for the 
improvement of harbors opening out upon for- 
eign commerce alone? I wish to ascertain that 
fact, with a view to the harbors upon the lake, 
and of determining my vote. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. ‘I will say, in reply to the . 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,] that the 
Committee on Commerce have not as yet had this 
subject under consideration, for the reason that 
H| this question has been a pending question; and 
for another reason, also: Many of the committee 
i| have been out of town, and their opinions could 
not be ascertained. It would be improper in me 
to commit any gentleman to any precise line of 
action upon this subjeet; but as for myself, Iam 
willing to say, that I think the true ground which 
should be taken by this House upon this subject, 
is the one which was marked out in the Mays- 
ville Veto Bill, and reaffirmed in the subsequent 
message of President Jackson, to which 1 re- 
ferred. 

We should reportto this House, and this House 
should pass such a bill in relation to these works— 
many of which have been already fostered by 
Government and received very large expenditures, 
but now going to decay—as will sustain them. If 
there are new points at which the commerce of the 
country, in its most enlarged sense, which, needs 
| to be fostered and sustained, they should also re- 

i ceive proper appropriations for their protection. 
I am as much opposed as the gentleman who pre- 
ceded me to what he terms an omnibus bill. T'ao 
not wish to betheorgan ofa committee, to present 
| to this House a bill that shall not have in itself 
intrinsic merits—-merits such as this House shall 
approve—such as our constituents shall approve, 
and upon which we can fairly stand before the 
country, aud not by such strength as is to be de- 
rived merely from appropriations for the purpose 
of carrying out and subserving local interests. 
; Thus much I feel prompted now to say. i 
| Before I sit down I ought to advert briefly to 
a topic to which the gentleman has alluded, and. 
| that is, the construction of the Committee on Come 
i; merce. For my part, in relation to thedé matters 
of great national concern, Ihave not been disposed 
ito scan closely the locality. of gentlemen who 


| 
| 
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might compose the committees. I had hoped that 
gentlemen who were placed upon important com- 
mittees of this House would act, as I have no doubt 
they will, feeling that they represent every portion 
of this nation, so far as their action upon the com- 
mittees of the House is concerned. T am not to 
see whether a man comes from the North or South, 
from the East or West, to judge of him in advance 
and determine whether he shalt’ be favorable or 
unfavorable to any particular policy I may wish 
to advance by the action of a committee. I hope 
and believe that such will not be the. judgment of 
this House, either as respects the Committee on 
Commerce or any other committee. 
Let us go a little into particulars upon this sub- 
ject,asthe gentleman has, and denote the residences 
or cities from which the members of that com- 
mittee have been selected. He has appealed to 
gentlemen from the Northwest in reference to their 
interests; and he said that no gentleman connected 
_with or having any interest in the trade or com- 
merce of that part of thecountry was to be found 
on the Committee on Commerce. If he willlook 
at that committee, he will find a gentleman, [Mr. 
Sr. Mantrin,] as faras his Stateis concerned, whose 
locality is at the mouth of the Mississippi river—a 
river upon which floats the great commerce of the 
West—a river upon which, and its tributaries, 
large appropriations are needed for the purpose of 
protecting that commerce. I have no doubt the 
Interests of that quarter of the country, if they 
are to be represented by that gentleman, will be 
safe in his hands. If he will look at another State 
upon the western side of the mountains, he will find 
upon thatcommittee the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Jounson,] an old and experienced 
member; and surely a gentleman coming from 
that quarter is safely to be intrusted, not only with 
the interests of his own State, but with all the in- 
terestg that might pertain to the commerce of the 
great valley. He will find also another gentleman 
[Mr. Rossis] representing the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, whose trade and commerce extend to one of 
the great western lakes, and finds its outlet upon 
the river nearest us. Finally, (and the committee 
will pardon me—the Speaker has been pleased 
to place me upon that committee. The State of 
New York, which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent, has an interest as deep and abiding in the 
source of the prosperity and trade of the great 
Northwest, as any State in this Union. The 
river upon which I reside—the Hudson river—is 
the great outlet of all that commerce scattered over 
the extreme. Northwest, brought down through 
the Erie Canal and other avenues, and all concen- 
trating in our great commercial emporium. It is 
needless—it would be improper for me to say, to 
what extent I would be willing to go to foster that 
trade, Suffice it to say, that I feel that my con- 
stituents have a deepand abiding interest init, and 
as far as constitutional power will permit the 


House to go, in my judgment, on this subject, I | 
i; one, but I have had the pleasure of meeting our 


shall be disposed to go for all necessary protection 
of that interest. 

I have been constrained to go thus minutely into 
this matter from the course which the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Rozinson] has taken. I do 
not wish to detain the committee by a discussion 
of the vexed question of internal improvement. 
The whole matter will come up before the com- 
mittee when a bill shall be presented. I would 
rather that that bill should be judged of by its own 
merits, than to have it forestalled here by the sus- 
picions of any gentleman. I will merely say now, 


1, the rules expressly assign this duty to us, I hold 


The experience of our legislation for twenty years 
past has sanctioned the reference of this whole || 
subject to the Committee on Commerce, as the 
appropriate power that should act upon it; and I 
hope that the practice, thus uniformly followed, 
will be adhered to by this House. The chairman | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, of the last | 
| House, reported a resolution similar to this, sep- 
| arating the improvement of rivers from the im- 
| provement of harbors, and referring the former to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals, and the latter 
to the Committee on Commerce. After discus- | 
sion, that resolution was negatived, and the whole 
subject sent to the Committee on Commerce. Thati; 


is the most recent action upon the subject, and I | 
: hope that the example of our predecessors will be 
followed by this House. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have heard no good 
| reason assigned, in the course of this discussion, || 
why this subject of the improvement of rivers 
should be taken from the Committee on Roads and 
i Canals and sent to the Committee on Commerce. 
Two reasons have been given: one relates to the 
| policy and the constitutional right of Congress to 
make these appropriations, and the other to the 
| necessary connection existing between the two 
Í subjects—the improvement of rivers and the im- 
| provement of harbors. The policy of these ap- | 
| propriations for the improvement of rivers and | 
| harbors, and the constitutional right to make || 
| them, are questions to be discussed when the bill is 
reported to the House. But to say that those are 
| appropriate considerations in deciding to which | 
| committee the, subject shall go, is assuming a 
knowledge on the part of the House, of the feel- |; 
| ings and opinions of the committees, which I 
think ought not to be assumed. ! 

My colleague [Mr. Seymour] says that rivers || 
| and harbors have a necessary connection, and re- |! 
| late to the commerce of the country. I would ask |; 
i what thing is not connected with commerce? Is | 
| ariver or harbor necessarily more connected with į 
| the subject of commerce, than agriculture is? 


! Without exports, you cannot have commerce, 
and without grain and other produce, you cannot 
have exports. Is it any more connected with || 
Í commerce than naval architecture is? Without | 
ships, you cannot have commerce. Is it any 
more connected with it than astronomy? 


You 
cannot navigate a ship without the north star. Is 
it any more connected with it than electricity and 
magnetism? You must havea compass. 

Why, according to that argument, the Committee 
| on Commerce might claim that all matters and | 
| subjects relating to the arts and sciences, should 


|| similar to that which I have offered. 


be referred to them. Iam myself a member of 
| the Committee on Roads and Canals, but I am not 
| so extravagantly fond of cold water, as to desire to į 
i have jurisdiction not only over rivers and canals, 
| but also over the ocean. For myself, I would : 
| quite as lief get rid of the labor of taking up this Í 
i subject, which will probably be a very laborious ! 


! committee once or twice, and have a very high re- | 
‘spect for our chairman. I know his intelligence | 
į and ability to take charge of this subject, and as || 


| that it should be so referred. | 
i 


| Now Ihave had no experience in legislation, | 
i but permit me to ask whether—even if the prece- 


; dents to which the gentleman has referred do exist į 


if 
l 


| —the practice of three or four sessions is to over- 
| ride the rules of the House, one of which expressly 
; says that it shall te the duty of the Committee on || 


i 


that it must be obvious to the gentlemen of the 
committee that this whole interest of internal im- 
provement which relates to the commerce of the | 
country, whether that commerce be upon the sea- 
board or upon the northern lakes, or upon our 
larger rivers, is almost identical. They are con- 
nected together, and the power that acts upon one 
should act upon them all. As I said when I had 


Roads and Canals to take this subject into con- || 
i sideration. 

| There is another reason why this amendment 
ought not to prevail, and I mention it withall pos- 


ji 
li 


ible respect to the chairman of the Committee on |, 


Commerce. But I say that when the chairman of į! 


"a committee appeals to this House, to refer to that || 


duties assigned to the different committees by these 
rules. And why did.he put me on the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, and my colleague on the 
Committee on Commerce?’ Not certainly be- 
cause, being taller than my colleague, Icould per~ 
haps touch bottom in the ocean as well as in the 
shallow rivers better than he could; for, as the 
poet says: 
« The mind’s the stature of the man.” 


When the Speaker appointed these committees, 
he inquired not only with regard to the general 
standing of gentlemen, but also as to their intel- 
lectual stature. I have no doubt, that in compli- 


i| ment to the high intellect of my colleague, [Mr- 


Seymovr,] he gave him the broad ocean, the great 
ships, the great steamers, and the whole commerce 
of the country, whilst he gave to me and my col- 
leagues on the committee—being men of less in- 
tellectual stature—the shallow rivers and the little 
muddy canals. And we want to show that it is 
not too much for us. J express no opinion what- 
ever, one way or the other, about the doctrine of 
internal improvements. My opinions on that sub- 
ject are known, I believe, to no human being here. 
I have no personal feeling upon this subject, and 
should be glad to accommodate my colleague; but 
I have made these remarks because it is the desire 
of the respected chairman of the Committee on 


! Roads and Canals, that this subject should be re- 


ferred to that committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not intend to occupy the 
committee long, and I am not going into a dis- 
cussion of the amendment of the gentleman from 


|| New York. -The rule has been read, and that is 


sufficient justification for me and for the resolutions 
which I had the honor to submit, proposing to 
distribute the President’s message. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Szymour] says that a like 
thing was doneat the last. session of Congress, and 
that the House ‘overruled the then chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means by amending his 
resolution in reference to this subject, which was 
Well, sir, 
the House can give any direction they see fit to 
this subject, but I conceive that in submitting these 
resolutions for the action of this committee, I had 
no discretion at all in the matter. Iam bound by 
the rules of the House which have been adopt- 
ed for our government, and one of those rules 
expressly says that this subject shall go to the 
Committee on. Roads and Canals. I have pro- 


| posed, therefore, to give it that direction. If this 


committee shall see fit to overrule that rule of the 
House—if it shall see fit to adhere to its practice 
instead of to its rules, I shall be perfectly content 
that the subject should be referred to either com- 
mittee. My main purpose in addressing the com- 
mittee now is to call their attention to another 
subject which is pressing upon Congress for early 
action. I hope that the committee will vote upon 
the resolutions which I have submitted, and let us 
then pass on toa bill upon which the President 
has urged us in his message to take early action. 
I allude to the bill which I had the honor to report 
this morning, making an appropriation for the pur- 
pose of carrying out the twelfth article of the treaty 
between the United States and Mexico. 

Mr. STUART, (interposing.) Ifthe gentleman 


i will allow me, I would suggest, that as there are 


several topics connected with the message that will 
probably give rise to considerable discussion, it 
would perhaps be better to lay aside these resolu- 
tions for the present, and proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill to which he has referred. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have ‘no hesitation in do- 
ing that, if it be true, as indicated, that an extend- 
ed debate will be likely to grow out of it. Ido 
hope that the message may he referred, and that 
we may come to this subject at once. 

A Memper. We cannot get through with it 
to-day. 


; committee a subject which is not before them, it is f 


the honor of presenting my amendment, these im- į 
provements, in many cases, are themselves con- 
nected together. By the resolutions presented by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovston] you 
grant power to the Committee on Commerce to re- | 
port appropriations for harbors, and you grant to | 
another committee—the Committee on Roads and 
Canals—power to report appropriations for rivers 
that enter into those harbors, when the very con- 
structions, in many instances, which you propose 
to erect for the protection of your commerce, are 
connected together. 


i 


i pr 


‘presumption, that there is an opinion already 


| entirely impartial and unbiased. 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


j 
i 
H 


} 


esuroptive evidence that the subject ought not to | Mr. HOUSTON. Then I find myselfina very 
be committed tothem. Why? Because the very || unpleasant situation in regard to this matter. We 
anxiety to get hold of the subject authorizes the |) are called upon very urgently to take up the 
i Mexican indemnity bill and pass it. lam satis- 


; formed; and certainly it is for the good of the ‘| fied that it ought to be taken up. I am satisfied 


country, that subjects should be referred to com- |: that this bill appeals to this House for its early ac- 
mittees who, when they take hold of them, are tion. 1 therefore move that this subject be laid 
l aside, with a view of reaching it. ; 

But] have yet another reason for opposing this i- Mr. GIDDINGS. ‘Will the honorable chair- 
amendment. I have a great respect for the Speaker | man of the Committee of Ways and Means inform 
of this House; and when he appointed these com- | me at what time that Mexican indemnity will fall 
mittees he had the rules before him, and knew the i: due? 


. upon the extension of the Capitol. 


1852. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. 
of May, 1852. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I understand it will become | 
due the Ist of May, 1853. So it seems were | 
ealled on thus urgently to legislate for May, 1853! 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The indemnity becomes due in 1852... I am sure 
Tam right in this matter. If the gentleman from | 
Ohio chooses to do so, he can examine the docu- į 
ments. i i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I will say that I do not assert it as certain; | 
but I am very certain that we legislated for the 
payment of the installment due rext May near | 
the close of the last session of Congress. If this | 

i 
Í 


It will become due the 30th 


is so, the payment for which we are now urged | 
to legislate will not fall due till the 30th of May, 
1853. I.am sure of that. f | 
Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe message of the Presi- | 
dent is on the Clerk’s table, I must ask that he 
will read that part of it which refers to this sub- 
ject. But I know the fact, which I have stated, to 
be true. I know that there was no law passed the 
last session of Congress. There was a bill before 
the House during the last session of Congress, 
but it failed to becomealaw. By reference to the 
treaty, you will find that the last installment be- 
comes due 30th May, 1852, and no paymentis to | 
be made in 1853. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move 
to lay the resolutions before the committee aside? 
Mr. HOUSTON. 1 do make that motion. 
Mr. GIDDINGS, If the gentleman will per- 
mit me. I understand that the bill, to which I 
have alluded, passed the"House during the last | 
session, but failed to become a law. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. [tis very necessary that we 
should legislate upon this subject as soon as possi- | 
ble. By our treaty stipulations, we are to make | 
negotiations for $3,180,000, to be paid in the city 
of Mexico by the first of May’, 1852. 1 think 
the time is already too short. I regret that the | 
proper legislation was not had the last session. I | 
therefore move that this resolution be laid aside. į 
The question was then put, and upon division | 
there were—ayes 95, noes 17; no quorum. | 
Tellers were demanded and ordered; and Messrs. į 
Penn and Breckenripge were appointed. 
The question was again taken, and the tellers | 
reported—ayes 113, noes not counted. | 
So the resolution was laid aside. \ 


The CHAIRMAN stated the next business in 
order to be a joint resolution providing for con- | 
tinuing in employment the workmen engaged | 


Mr. HOUSTON moved to lay it aside. 
Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman allow me | 
to say a single word? I think there was, at least, 
an implied understanding that this business 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was | 
ordered to be laid aside—ayes 72, noes 47. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it competent for me to 
move to lay aside all business which takes prece- 
dence of that relating to the Mexican indemnity ? | 
The CHAIRMAN. Notexcept by unanimous | 

| 


consent. | 
No objection was made, and the committee pro- ; 
ceeded to take up and consider the bill to provide 
for carrying into execution, in further part, the 
12th article of the treaty concluded with Mexico 
at Gaudalupe Hidalgo. “ 
Cries of «Read the bill!” $y 
The bill wag then read. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not know that any ex- 
lanation of this bill is necessary. I will say, 
owever, that, as the reading of the bill has indi- | 
cated, its object is to carry into effect the stipula- | 
tions of the treaty between Mexico and the Uni- | 
ted States, by which the United States agreed to ; 
pay Mexico $15,000,000. Three millions was | 
paid upon the ratification of the treaty, and the | 
remaining $12,000,000 was to be paid in install- | 
ments of $3,000,0000, annually. According to | 
the provisions of the treaty each installment car- | 
ried with it the interest on the whole amount then ; 
due. The first installment which was paid at the 
expiration of twelve months after the ratification 
of the treaty was $3,720,000 according to the pro- 
visions of the treaty, it being $3,000,000, and six 
per cent. upon the whole $12,0000,f00 then due. 

the second payment was $3,000,600, and the in- 


terest upon $9,000,000 for twelve months at six 
per cent.” In that-way payments have been made 
until the last installment, which falls due the 30th 
of May, 1852, with the interest upon that amount 
for twelve months. That is the reason why the 
appropriation is for $3,180,000. The $180,000 is 
the twelve months interest at six per cent. upon 


that $3,000,000. The committee, I have no doubt, 


are just as familiar with the whole legislation that 
has occurred upon that subject, and of the provi- 
sions of the treaty, as I am, or as I can make them. 
This is one obligation growing out of the twelfth 
article of the treaty, in which we have stipulated 
and pledged our faith as a nation, that we will at 
certain periods pay certain sums of money to 

Mexico, upon the ratification of that treaty. | 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
how this indemnity is to be paid, and to whom it | 
is tobe paid? I remember that during the last 
Congress a payment was made to Mexico through 
a certain house, while there was a proposition 
submitted—informally, I admit—by which the 
Government would have saved from sixty to 
eighty thousand. dollars. My object now is to 
ascertain from the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, by whom this money is to be 
paid—by what house, or by what concern? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I am unable 
to answer the question of my friend from Vir- 
ginia, for the very good reason that I consider 
that it is a subject with which this House and 


committee have nothing to do. We are re- | 
uired 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, (interposing.) If 


the gentleman from Alabama will allow me, I will 
take the liberty of answering the question my- 
self. I will not consume the time of the House | 


tirely mistaken in the remark he made, that a | 
proposition was rejected here which would have 
saved the Government a cent. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I did not say the propo- 
sition was rejected here. 

Mr. BAYLY. It was the proposition of Duff 
Green to pay three millions and a quarter of dol- 
lars, and in that proposition he offered to do it for 
one half of one per centum less than anybody 
else. The Committee of Ways and Means did | 
not believe that Duff Green was the man to pay 
three and a quarter millions of dollars in the State 
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Mr. McMULLIN. I did not state that the | 
understood there was a house, or an agent, who 
would have negotiated this payment, and by that 
negotiation the Government would have saved 
sixty or eighty thousand dollars; and I under- 
stood a house in this city proposed that the Gov- 
ernment should not advance anything until they 


by the stipulation, and should show to the Gov- 


payment had been made. My object now in 
calling the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to this subject is, 
that if we can save sixty or eighty thousand dol- 
lars by requiring the payment to be made through 


| some other house than that of Corcoran & Riggs, 
I desire the attention of the Efouse to be called to |; 


the fact, with a view of saving that vast amount | 
of money, and I hope the chairman of that com- | 
mittee will give this important view of the sub- | 
ject his especial attention. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have nothing to do with 
what was done by the Committee of Ways and 


Congress. My opinion is, however, that theCom- | 
mittee of Ways and Means of the last Congress, | 
if I understand their action, acted as the Commit- | 
tee of Ways and Means at this session have done | 
and propose to do—and as a matter of course I ; 
believe it to be right. | 

It is not our province, Mr. Chairman, to receive | 
propositions from Corcoran & Riggs, or Duff | 
Green, or anybody else, as to the mode of paying | 
this installment. We are called upon to appropri- ! 
ate the money, but the responsibility rests with the 
Government of the United States—the present Ad- 
ministration—for its faithful and efficient and prop- ; 
er payment. We are not called upon to take from + 
the President his responsibility. We have ours, | 
which isto make the appropriation, and when we | 


5 
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shall have completed our labors, the matter rests | 


now, but I wish to say that my colleague is en- |; 


proposition had been rejected. I stated that I li 


had absolutely paid over the last dollar required |} 


ernment sufficient vouchers from Mexico that the j’ 


Means or by the House, at the last session of į; trol over it. 


with him, If he sees fit to make any negotiation: ` ` 
by which the Government-losés, that:is a matter 
between him.and Congress and'the country: His 
| is the responsibility and: not: ours: -Itis not our . ; 
province, as I conceive, to introduce’ a provisión ` 
i into this bill by which we should direct the manner 
| of the agency through which that “money. should’ 
| be paid to Mexico, because by so doing we should, 
| at once, involve ourselves in all the difficulties.and 
| troubles which may grow out of-it, By so doing 
we should make ourselves responsible for atiy loss 
or miscarriage that might occur, and ‘relieve the 
| President entirely of his responsibility in the: dis- 
i charge of his duties upon this important qüestion. 
| I believe thatit is a matter entirely foreign to. our 
| examination and inquiry here. The question*pre- - 
, sented for the consideration of this committee is, 
| in the first place, the amount of money due; and if 
j it be determined that itis due, then what ig the 
usual mode of action on the part of Congress to 
secure its payment, Why, Congress does not 
carry on the negotiation, we do not appoint an’ 
agent, we do not say haw it shall be paid, but 
simply put the money at the disposal of the Ad- 
ministration, and then the power, ‘the duty, the 
i responsibility all rests with them, and not with ùs. 
There seems to be no difficulty, Mr. Chairman, 
| unless it may be one which I have endeavored: to 
show is foreign to our inquiry, and which I. hope 
will be kept out of this discussion entirely. 
Cries, “Question !’’ “Question!” . 
| Mr. BAYLY of Virginia. - I have no disposition 
| to say anything upon this subject, if there is a 
, disposition to pass this bill. 
i dae “Let us pass the bill!’’ ‘Let us pass the 
| bill! 
; Mr. KING, of New York. There isa point in 
| controversy, as to the expense of making the pay- 
ment of the last installment to Mexico. It is 
| charged that the expense was increased by making 
i the payment through the Secretary of State, in- 
| stead of the Secretary of the Treasury, and it is 
| Upon that point that the gentleman from Virginia 
'[Mr. Baty] proposes to make an explanation, 
‘as chairman of the Committee of Ways ‘and 
| Means of the last Congress. Ate, 
Mr. McMULLIN. ‘I hope my colleague. will 
ostpone his remarks until morning. -It is getting 
| late, and I should like to have time to look into 
this measure. j 
Mr. BAYLY. Ihavebut oneobjection to this, 
and it is, that I dislike to have a speech upon my 
; mind worse than anything else in the world. 
Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman must per- 
| ceive the great difficulty in reaching this bill in the 
i morning. We shall then have to go through half 
|! a dozen other matters to get at it again. 
i Mr. BAYLY. I think the chairman of the Com- 
| mittee of Ways and Means is right. I think this 
| bill should pass to-day. I will, in a few words, 
i explain precisely the action of the Committee, of 
Ways and Means of the last’'Congress upon this 
subject. In the first place that committee, at. the 
| last Congress, came to the same conclusion unan- 
| imously which it has come to. at this; and that is 
i that the payment of this indemnity was an execu- 
i tive and not a legislative duty. We were then of 
' opinion that when Congress had appropriated the 
! money to make this payment, our functions were 
at an end, and that the payment of this. money 
"was an executive duty. ~ eo 
We believed, as the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means has informed us that, the 


j 
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ii present committee believe, that we ought not to 


take the responsibility of managing the mode of 
this payment, when we could not have any con- 
We did not think it was expedient 
for this House to assume a responsibility when it 
; would have no control of the subject. Well, sir, 
| for these reasons we reported a bill, which was 
| precisely the bill now before us, with the excep- 


: tion of the sum appropriated. There were a par- 
| cel of speculators here, who put out pamphlets in 


i: reference to this matter, filled with misstatements. 


“members of this House, and when we got before 


| They succeeded in making an impression upon 
i 


i| it we had a very long debate, which is reported in 


_ the Congressional Globe. 

: Amongst other points which were made was the 

| point to which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

| Kiwe] has referred—ihat the payment Of this in- - 

dermnity, which under Mr. Polk’s administration 
been made by the Secretary of the Treasury, 


1 
| had : ast 
| had been taken. by General Taylor’s administra 
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‘tion from the Secretary of the Treasury and con- 
ferred upon the Secretary of State. 1 informed 
the House at the last Congress of the reasons of 
this.transfer: So far from either of these officers 
. desiring to have the charge of this payment, Mr. 
Meredith, at that time Sccretary of the Treasury, 
insisted that it belonged to Mr. Clayton, and Mr. 
Clayton insisted that it belonged to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, each one wishing to escape the 
trouble and calumny they knew they would in- 
` yolve themselves in in making this payment. The 
officer to make the arrangement was made, as I 
was authorized to state upon this floor, a matter 
of Cabinet consultation; when the Cabinet of Gen- 
eral Taylor decided, that inasmuch as it referred to 
our foreign relations; as it was a matter connected 
with a foreign nation, it properly belonged to the 
State Department, and not to the Treasury; that 
although it wasa payment of a sum of money, 
yet if the Secretary of the Treasury had the man- 
agement of the matter, he must have communi- 
cated through the Secretary of State, because he 
was the one that conducts all business with foreign 
nations, These were the reasons that induced the | 
Cabinet of General T'aylor to decide that the State ; 
_ Departnient was the one to make this negotiation. 

Well, sir, General Taylor died. The present 
Administration came in when the affair stood in 
that plight, and Mr. Fillmore’s administration de- 
termined to carry out, or rather to adhere, to the 
decision which General Taylor’s administration 
had made, and Mr. Webster made a contract with 
Messrs. Corcoran & Riggs, Howland & Aspin- 
wall, and Baring Brothers, to make this payment. 
They agreed to give three and a half per cent. to 
the Government for the privilege of making it. 
The proposition which was made by Green and 
his ‘associates was to give four per cent.. The de- 
bate upon that matter—I have not recurred to it, 
as I did not anticipate that this bilf would be 
brought up to-day—but the debate will show that | 
J demonstrated upon that occasion that the propo- 
sition of Corcoran & Riggs was the better prop- 
osition for this Government of the two in a pe- | 
cuniary point of view, even supposing that Duff | 
Green and his associates had “been the proper per- 
sons to intrust with this business. 

But I was authorized by Mr. Webster to say, 
that no matter what had been offered by Green 
and his associates—if it had been twenty per 
cent.—he should not have contracted with them 
in reference to the subject. I showed, too, that 
the arrangement the Administration made was, at | 
least, as good a one as that of Mr. Walker’s; and 
I believe, after a thorough investigation of the 
whole subject, that the conduct of the Adminis- 
tion in this matter had been fair—that there had 
been nothing exceptionable in it. That was the 
unanimous opinion of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. ‘The matter was discussed in this 
House for several days, and the Committee of 
Ways and Means were sustained by a vote, I 
think, of two or three to one. The bill was || 
carried to the Senate, where this whole discussion || 
was renewed, and after full debate there, the bill |! 
which we sent there from this House was passed 
by an overwhelming majority. For the part I 
acted upon that occasion, In sustaining an arrange- 
ment which I thought was a judicious one, for 
reasons I have assigned at Jength in the debates 
at the last Congress, I have paid the usual pen- 
alty. A little sheet published in this city—The 
Telegraph—edited by one of the disappointed con- 
tractors, (Duff Green,) has been maligning and || 
traducing me from that time to the present mo- |i 
ment. I will tell my friend from Alabama [Mr. : 
Hovston] that he has not a conception of the | 
number of insidious enemies he will have at the | 
end of this Congress; for every man who has a | 
scheme to plunder the Treasury—which it will be | 
his duty to defeat—will recollect it as long as he 
lives, and they will use every opportunity of | 
making him feel, as far as they can do, that it is * 
remembered. But they will conceal the ground | 
of their enmity. This is not the only case. I 
have referred to it especially, because I notice that 
some of the papers, from whom better thines 
might be expected, copy these attacks, without | 
knowing the source whence they emanate. This | 
is not the only case I have traced to the manner | 


‘and but a word. I-concur fully.with what has 


| bility of the firm of Rothschilds, that no 
; they accepted the offer of that house. 


j expedient for the House to listen to the proposi- 


' for that belief. I was a member of the Committee 
| was clear upon this subject. 


‘if there was an offer equally responsible that 


Ide not wish to go into this matter. If there is | 


any gentleman who wishes to be informed on any- 
thing connected with the conduct-of the commit- 
tee at ‘the last session, l am prepared to inform 
him. It was precisely that.of the Committee of 
Ways and Means this session. 

Mr. HIBBARD. One word upon this subject, 


been said by thé chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means (Mr. Houston] and the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bayzy,] with regard 
to the expediency of this House taking into con- 
sideration offers that any individual or firm may 
make for the payment of this money. Itis- with 
the Executive power solely and particularly. It 
belongs to them by law; and the responsibility is 
with them. If they do wrong, with them is the 
blame. There is no good reason, in my mind, 
for our entering into the consideration of the offers 
individuals may make, or may have made. Now, 
as to the history of the transactions in this House 
at the last session with regard to the same bill. 1 
uuderstand the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bayur] to say there was an offer from Duff Green 
to negotiate the payment of this indemnity at one 
half per cent, less than those made by others. It 
was disregarded, as I understand the then chair- 
man, by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and by the House. Their action was based upon 
two grounds: one was, which has been referred to 
here, that it was not a matter properly coming 
within their jurisdiction; and another very good 
ground was, the general apprehension that it was 
not a responsible offer—a statement which, prob- 
ably, might with safety be made. There was, 
however, another proposition made before the 
House and before the Committee of the Whole, 
by the firm of Rothschild, through their agent, 
Mr. Belmont, of New York, to negotiate the pay- 
ment of this same installment at a rate materially 
less than that offered by the house of Barings—for 
it was virtually by the Barings, though I do not 
know in what name it was made—one half per 
cent. less. I think the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Bayzy] will concur with me in this; and allow 
me to say, Mr. Chairman, that some. proposition 
from the Rothschilds, through an agent author- 
ized by them, to the Department of State, ap- 
peared before the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and I think before the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BAYLY. With the gentleman’s permis- 
sion. The offer of the Rothschilds, as I have 
shown on the occasion of the debate at the last 
session, was one that was inadmissible, inasmuch 
as it conflicted with the treaty. The debate will 
show it. I know the fact, that I satisfied the 
House they could not accept that offer without the 
negotiation of a new treaty. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I do not make these state- 
ments with any view of expressing a different 
opinion touching the propriety of the action of the 
House. Thus much, I think, was apparent, that 
if the committee, or the House, had accepted the 
offer of the Rothschilds, the fesponsibility would 
have been upon the House, hat there been any 
miscarriage. I do think such was the responsi- 
anger 
could have been incurred by the Department, had 
J agreed in 
the conclusion the House came to, that it was in- 


tions. I was not so clearly satisfied as was the 
distinguished gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. BAY- 
LyY,] as to the propriety of the action of the De- 
partment upon that question. I was not satisfied 
that the Department of State could not with safety |; 
and with propriety have accepted the offer of the 
Rothschilds, because it was the first banking- i| 
house in the world—as responsible surely as that |; 
of the house of the Barings. I thought then, and |} 
I think now, that the offer might have been ac- |! 
cepted without any additional increase of liability. 
I will not take up time with going into my reasons 


of Ways and Means, at the last session, and I 
was not satisfied that the action of the Department 
it may have been as 
the gentleman from Virginia states. If it was so, | 
well; but if there was fault—if there was blame— 


might have been accepted, saving to the Union 
from sixty to one hundred thousand dollars in the į 


negotiation for the payment of the installment, let į 
the responsibility lie at the door where it belongs: |! 
at that of the Department of State and the Admin- 


propounded the interrogatory to the ge 
from Alabama, [Mr. Hovuston,] that it would 
lead to this debate. I am now satisfied that the 
House ought to take a little moretime for deliber- 
ation before they pass this bill. This bil was 
reported to-day, and I believe it has not been usual 
to pass bills through the House upon the same 
day they are introduced. There is ample time for 
the House to give it that consideration which its 
importance demands. I am inclined to the posi- 
tion assumed by the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, (Mr. Hovston,] my col- 
league, [Mr. Bayzy,]and the gentleman irom New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Hisparp,] that the provision for 
the payment of this money belongs to the Execu- 
tive Department. Itis true there has been a loss 
to the Government in the payment of the last in- 
stallment of the indemnity of some sixty or eighty 


| thousand of dollars. I ask of this House whether 


it is not worth while to stop and pause a moment 
to look into this matter. 1 tell the House and the 
country I am informed—not by a published pam- 
phlet—directly by a gentleman, that he would 
engage the payment of the installment at one half 
per cent. less than it was negotiated by the Execu- 
tive and the Secretary,of State. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I think it is perfectly evident 
this subject cannot be completed to-day, and with 
the consent of my colleague I will move that the 
committee rise. 

The question was put and agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr. 
Jonzs] reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and partic- 
ularly House bill No. 46, providing for carrying 
into execution in further part the 12th article of 
the treaty concluded with Mexico at Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, but had come to no conclusion thereon. 

On motion by Mr. BRIGGS, the House then 
adjourned. “ 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

By Mr. DOTY: A bill to grant a certain quantity ofland 
to aid in the construction ofa railroad from Manitowoc to 
the Mississippi river. 

Also, a bill making a grant of Jand to aid in the con- 
struction of a plank or other road from the United States- 
military road, between Fort Howard and Fort Crawford, to 
Fort Wilkins. 

Also, a bill to provide for the completion of certain mil- 
itary roads in Wisconsin. 

Also, a bill to grant the right of preémption for the term 
of two years from the notice of sale, to settlers on that por- 
tion of the public lands in Wisconsin known as the ** Mu- 
nomonee Tract.?? 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. CABELL: The memorials of Rufus Ballard and 
Samuel Bray, keepers of light-houses near Apalachicola. 

By Mr. HASCALL: The petition of Jacob Coe, of 
Michigan, for compensation for property lost in the late 
war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The petition of a number of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, praying that a hundred and sixty 
acres of bounty lang may be granted to soldiers of the war 
of 1812, &e. 

Also, the petitiO® of Sophia Anderson, of Philadelphia, 
praying for a pension. 

By Mr. CABELL: The memorial of M. Carrington 
Watkins, a lieutenantin the Navy, asking an appropriation 
for the exploration of the interior of Africa. 

By Mr. DIMMICK: The petition of N. B. Eldred, and 
24 other citizens of Wayne county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for an appropriation sufficient to meet the expenses 
necessarily incurred by the contributors of articles from 
this country to the Great Industrial Exhibition at London, 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Uriah Hawes and 
145 others, citizens of Massachusetts, for the erection of a 
breakwater at Dennis, in Barnstable bay. 

By Mr. SWEETSER: The memoriat of C. W. Jay and 


i 21 others, citizensof Trenton, New Jersey, asking Con- 


gress to pass a law requiring the “Ministers of the 
despotic Governments of Europe to reside, during their 
official term, ata distance of at least one hundred miles 


| from the seat of Government during the session of Con- 


ress.?? 

By Mr. HENN: The petition of Joseph Broket and 
66 others, citizens of Marion county, lowa, asking for 
the establishment of a mail route from Oskaloosa, via 
Knoxville, the eounty seat of Marion county, and Indian- 
ola, the county seat of Warren county, to Winterset, the 
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county seat.of Madison county, and for semi-weckly ser- 


vice in two-horse coaches thereon. 

Also, the petition of Aaron S. Johns, of Polk county, 
Towa, asking for a law authorizing the corfection of 
an érror in the location of a military bounty land warrant. 

By Mr. HASCALL: The petition of Jacob Coe, of Mi- 
chfgan, for compensation for property lost in the late war 
with Great Britain. i ae 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of John Madeira, and 
65 other citizens of Pope county, Ohio, praying Congréss 
to extend the time for locating Virginia military land war- 
rants in the Virginia Military District, in the State of Ohio. 

By Mr. HIBBARD: The petition of Betsey Whipple and 
Calvin Whipple, praying for leave to surrender patents for 
lands in Arkansas, and take other land. 

By Mr. PERKINS: The petition of Selden Brown, of 
Marlow, New Hainpshire, asking for relief. 

By Mr. MILLSON: The petition of Ro. Owens, asking 
the difference of pay between that of a chief boatswain’s 
inate and a boatswain. 

Also, the petition of Solomon Cherry, asking a pension, 
ou account of inability from wounds received in the mili- 
tary service of the United States during the last war with 
Great Britain. R 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of Man- 
son, Brothers, and others, of New York, that an appropri- 
ation be made ta reimburse advances made by George 
Peabody, Esq., and others, for the protection of American 
interests at the World’s Exhibition. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Wm. A. Crocker, 
and 30 other citizens of Jaunton, Massachusetts, praying 
that a sum be appropriated sufficient to defray their un- 
avoidable expenses in preparing their goods for exhibition 
at the Crystal Palace, in London. 

By Mr. WEIGHTMAN: The memorial of a citizen of 
New Mexico, praying the enactment of a law authorizing 
the Governor of the Territory of New Mexico to call one 
extra session of the Legislative Assembly of said Terri- 
tory. 

By Mr. HAVEN: The petition of ©. B. Evans, of Buf- 

-falo, New York, asking that Congress appropriate money 
to pay the charges on goods sent to the World’s Fair. 

Also, the petition of W. D. Allen, and 90 other citizens 
of Buffalo, New York, asking Congress to make suitable 
provisions for extending a telegraph from Fort Independ- 
ence to the Pacific, by the passage of a law that will pro- 
tect and encourage. 

Also, the petition of Blizabeth E. N. Field, of Milton, 
Massachusetts, widow of the late Captain George P. Field, 

~ for a continuance of her pension. 

By Mr. FITCH: The memorial of Thompson Barnet, of 
A at asking compensation for services in transportation 
of mail. 

By Mr. INGERSOLL: The memorial of Hon. Charles J. 
Ingersoll, of Philadelphia, in relation to a claim for contest- 
ing his seatin Congress. 

y Mr. KUHNS: The petition of Samuel Slick, (not the 
veritable Sam Slick, of Slicksburg, down East, but) of 
Bedford county, Pennsylvania, the son of a revolutionary 
sire, praying for a pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpvyespay, January 7, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Monegan. 
PETITIONS. 

Mr. WADE presented the memorial of Daniel 
Slack, representing that there is a variance between 
the awards made on his claim by the two Boards 
of Commissioners for the settlement of claims of 


American citizens against Mexico, and asking the- 


payment of the difference of awards. 

Also, one of a similar character from Johnson 
H. Alford, by his administrator Henry P. Bates; 
both of which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. Í 

Mr. GEYER presented the memorial of Mary 
8. Wetmore, widow of the late Major Alphonso 
Wetmore, of the United States Army, praying a 

ension; which was referred to the Committee on 
ensions, 

Mr. G. I present the petition of Richard B. 
Lee, an officer in the Army, praying to be allowed 
the amount of public funds stolen from him, and 
which he repaid to the United States. 

The memorialist states that he was ordered b 
the commander to proceed to the Séndwich Islands 


and purchase supplies for that portion of the army | 


which was in California and Uregon; that on his 
return he employed a vessel which was chartered 
by an individual who was in control of it. He 
further states that he deposited eleven hundred dol- 
lars with the charterer, and took a bill of lading. 
On his arrival at San Francisco, this money had 
been taken on shore and deposited with some 
merchants there. It appears, however, that this 
money was appropriated to the payment of the 
debts of this individual. He absconded, was pur- 
sued, overtaken, and searched, but no money was 
found. The major being without remedy against 
the general orders, sought relief by attaching the 
vessel, in which, however, he failed, this being 
before the admission of California as a State, and 
there being no tribunal there by which a specific 
remedy against the vessel could beenforced. Under 
these circumstances he felt obliged to make good 


the money; atid he now prays the action of Con- 
gress for his relief. I move the reference of the 
memorial and the accompanying documents to the 
Commitiee:-of Claims. 

. The memorial was so referred. : 

‘Mr, SUMNER presented the petition of čiti- 
zens of Boston, Massachusetts, praying that the 
expenses incurred by American contributors. at 
the World’s Fair in London may be defrayed by 
Congress; which was referred to the Conmittee of 
Claims. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memorial of 
Benjamin Holbrook, and the memorial of Char- 
lotte B. Holtz, administratrix of Peter Holtz, 
| praying the appointment of a Board to review the 
| decision of the late Board of Commissioners for 
settling claims against Mexico; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. RUSK presented the petition of Charles 
i Uhde & Co., praying the return of duties paid on 
‘certain cotton goods shipped by them at New Or- 
| leans for Point Isabel, in Texas, and lost at sea; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

i Mr. FISH presented the memorial of the heirs 

of Charles Oakley, praying compensation for the 
services of said Oakley in the revolutionary war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Also, a memorial of the heirs of Jacob Latting, 
praying indemnity for spoliations by the French 
j prior to 1801; which was referred to the select 
committee appointed on the subject. 

Also, a letter from the Mayorof thecity of New 
| York, communicating a resolution of the Board of 
| Aldermen and Assistants, tendering to the United 
| States a plat of land within that city for the erec- 
ition of a Mint; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. DOWNS presented a petition of citizens of 
| Caldwell Parish, Louisiana, residing on the ‘« Mai- 
| son Rouge Grant,’’ praying an amendment of the 
| late act of Congress for the relief of purchasers of 
land in that grant: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, the petition of Evariste Blanc, praying the 
| confirmation of his title to a certain tract of land; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Private 

Land Claims. 

| Mr, GWIN presented the memorial of L, M. 
| Goldsborough, 8. J. Van Brunt, and S. F. Blunt, 
| naval officers, praying additional compensation for 
| Services on special duty to California and Oregon; 
i which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs. 

| _ Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a memorial of the 
| First Christian and Orchard Parties of Oneida In- 
| dians, asking interest on certain moneys improp- 
erly withheld from them after the same became 
due; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

CUBAN EXPATRIATED INVADERS. 


Mr CLEMENS. Mr. President, I desire to 
present a petition, which I will ask the Secretary 
to read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


To the President and members of the Senate, and the 
Speaker and members of the House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United States : 

Genriemen: Your petitioner, a resident citizen of the 

; city of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, most re- 

spectfully begs leave to represent, that, on the 3d day of 

August last, lie, in company with 434 associates, embarked 

| on board the steamship Painpero, for the Island of Cuba, 

į with the only and openly avowed intention of joining the 

Creole population for the purpose, and that alone, of aiding 

and assisting them in the contest which we were fully con- 

vinced had then commenced for the overthrow of the Span- 
ish authorities there, and the establishing in their stead 
repubjican institutions similar in all respects to those gov- 
| erning our own highly-favored and prosperous country ; and 
in furtherance of their wishes, a debarkation of our force 
| was effected on the Island on the night of the 11th and 12th 
of the same month, between the hours of 11 and 2 o’clock ; 
| but, after undergoing privations and hardships well calcu- 
| lated to appal as well as to demoralize the stoutest and 
| purestheart, without the commission of a single outrage 
| either public or private which can cause the blush of shame 

: to mantle the cheek, or the breath of detraction to justly 

: sully the soldier’s escutcheon with the taint of dishonor, 

| and the having been engaged in several very hotly contested 

i battles with her Spanish Majesty’s troops, your petitioner, 

| with the entire force under bis command, was entirely cut 

| to pieces, or dispersed, rendered fugitive and finally cap- 
| tured and conveyed to Havana as prisoners, where 160 to 
| 175 of the number were, by order of his Excellency the 
| Captain General, Coucha, eondemued as public majefactors 
| to ten years’ servitude in the fortress of Cento, and were 
| 


by him sent to Spain to undergo the infliction of the pun- 
ishment decreed; but, through the exercise of the high pre- 


i 


rogative of the pardoning ‘power Vested. in: her hand; heti / 
Catholic Majesty, the Queen of Spain, has.déemed it boti 
; merciful, politic, and wise, to commute’ the sentence of: 
| punishment, to knock the shackles from the bound, i 
į set the prisoners free. { : eh f 
Therefore, with a full. knowledge of the destitute’ situ-.- 
ation of these brave and gallant, but unfortunate meh, (the 
most of whom are known to be gentlemen in their own ins’ 
dividual personal right, aud of highly. reputable relationship: 
in the United States,) and in view of that devotion. to lib- 
eral republican principles by them herein exhibited, and of, 
the action of your honorable bodies. in behalf of refugees 
driven froin their homes on the continent of. Europe in.con- 
sequence of similar espousals.of the cause of liberty; your’ 
petitioner does most earnestly and urgently. pray. the ta-. 
king such immediate steps by your honorable bodies ag will 
authorize and command the Executive head of the nation 
to furnish a vessel with all necessary supplies for the trans-. 
portation,in comfort and health, of these pardoned and re- 
| Jeased soldiers of liberty’s army back to the shores of their 
own free and happy land; for which your petitioner in all 
good faith, must ever pray. WM. SCOTT HAYNES. 
Wasuineton, D. U., January 5, 1852. 


On motion of Mr. CLEMENS, the memorial 
was. referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


RECONSIDERATION OF VOTE. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Yesterday the Senate passed 
a bill entitled “An act granting a pension to Sall 
T. Floyd, widow of Lieutenant. George R. BA 
Floyd.” I see that the bill was introduced by the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Unprr- 
woop.}] Asa general rule, I should defer greatly. 
to his judgment in such matters, but on looking 
over the papers of this morning, particularly with 
reference to this bill, I find that it contains what 


| consider a dangerous principle—-the granting of a. 


pension to the widow of an officer who died out- 
side of the service. I desire to move tite reconsid- 
| eration of the vote by which this bill was passed; 
and as I observe that the Senator is not in his seat, 
I will make the motion, and consent that it lie on 
the table till ] may have an opportunity to examine 
the papers relating to the su eor 

The motion was accordingly laid on the table.: 


‘PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. GEYER, it was i : 
Ordered, That the memorial of the heirs of Herman 


Blaunerhasset, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was. : 

Ordered, That the petition of Eliza M: Evans, òn the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. : 

On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Wiltiam-Miller, on the files 
i of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 
Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
i from the further consideration of the petition of Mira M, 

Alexander, and that itbe referred to the Committee of 
Claims. r 3 

Mr. PRATT. My attention has been called to a 
memorial of citizens of the District of Columbia, 
i which is on the files of the Senate, praying that 
‘the United States may purchase.a portion of the 
Columbia Turnpike Road, which is.in the District 
of Columbia, so that it may. be made free. 

The Senate are aware that the Government have 
| built a bridge across the Potomac river, now con- 
necting the District with the State of Virginia. 
| Senators are also aware. that we have purchased 

the bridges across the Eastern Branch, thus con- 
necting the District with the State of Maryland. 
I believe that this turnpike road is the only thor- 
| oughfare through the District which may not 
now be traveled free of expense. I move that 
the memorial be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and I hope they will give it their early 
attention. 

The memorial was accordingly so referred. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. CLEMENS gave notice that he should ask 
leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Thomas 


| Snodgrass. 


Mr. FISH gave notice that he should ask leave 


| to introduce a bill to increase the salary of the 


judge of the United States district court for the 
southern district of Florida. 

Mr. PEARCE gave notice of his intention’ to 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Sarah 


E. McKay, widow of Lieutenant-Celonel Mc- 
| Kay. 


BILL INTRODUCED. ie 
Mr. BERRIEN, agreeably to previous notice, 
! asked and obtained leave to bring ima bill to pro~ 
vide for the removal. of obstructions ‘in the river 
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Savannah, in thé State of Georgia, and for the 
improvement of the same; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, . 
REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Pat- 
‘ents and the Patent Office, to whom were referred 
documents relating to the application of John 
Schley for the extension of a patent, reported a 
bill to extend a patent heretofore granted to John 
Schley, of the State of Georgia. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of Charles A. Kellett, reported it without amend- | 
ment, and submitted a report; which was ordered | 
to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on theJu- | 
diciary, to whom was referred a memorial of | 
members of the Bar of the District of Columbia, 
reported a bill to make the salary of the judge of 
the criminal court of the District of Columbia 
equal to that of an assistant judge of the circuit 
court of said District; which was read and passed į 
to the second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred a bill amendatory of an act entitled 
“ An act to provide for holding the courts of the | 
United States in case of the sickness or other dis- 
ability of the judges of the district courts,” ap- 
proved July 29, 1850, reported it without amend- | 
ment. : 

On’ motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, it 
was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the documents 
relating to the claim of the State of Rhode Island for ad- | 
vances to volunteers in the late war with Mexico. j 

On motion, also, by Mr. J., it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Nathan Weston, Jr. 


TONNAGE OF VESSELS. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent | 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be in- 
structed to communicate to the Senate the following in- 
formation, to wit: : 

First. The number and tonnage of American and foreign 
vessels which have arrived annually in the United States ' 
from foreign ports after 1814, designating the countries to i 
which such vessels belonged, and that from whieh they 
Jast, before their arrival, elcared. | 

Second. The number aud tonnage of such vessels which i 
have arrived, during the same period, annually, in the ports | 
of Portland, Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, i 
Mobile, and New Orleans, respectively. 

Third. The number and tonnage of such vessels which 
have arrived in the United States during the same period | 
from foreign ports on the lakes, classilying in all cases | 
such vessels in the usual manner. 


FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 

Mr, GWIN. As I believe the morning busi- ; 
ness is concluded, I hope the memorial introduced | 
some time since by the Senator from Pennsylva- | 


nia, (Mr. Bropnean,] relating to flogging in the | 
Navy, which has been laid upon the table, may be |) 
now taken up. Tts consideration is due, asa mat- | 
ter of courtesy, to the honorable Senator from : 
New Jersey, (Mr. Srocxrow.] 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRIEN, Let the petition be read, 

The Crerk read it, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate of the United States of 5 
America: : | 

The memorial of the subscribers, citizens of the United | 
States, beg leave respectfully to represent to your honor- | 
able body, that at the last session of the Congress of the { 
United States an important change was made in the regu- 
lations by which the discipline of the Navy and of the 
commercial marine of the United States was enforeed, and 
which, in the opinion of your meniorialists, if it be not | 
modlitied or repealed, will lead to the most disastrous re- i! 
sults to that great arm of the national defence and welfare. H 
Your memorialists refer to the law by which command- 


li 
i 
' 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


lieve, that.considerable numbers of the crews of our ships; 
on approaching the coast of America in-the winter season, | 
have retired from their duty, knowing that the command- į 
ers had: no-legal authority to compel their service by the 
prompt and summary infliction of punishment, and that 
such vessels have been exposed in most inclement weather 
to great danger from such abandonment of duty on the part !| 
of this portion of their erew. 

Your memorialists would also further state, that the de- 
sertion of duty before referred to inall cases had been on the | 
part of the worst portion of the crews of. those ships, and 
that it thus imposes upon the better portion of them so severe 
a duty that their strength may, in the hour of the utmost 
need, fail them, and that whilst deserters from duty are en- 
joying themselves in their hammocks, protected from. the | 
fury of the storm, their exhaustion may lead to the loss of | 
the ship, and the destruction of the lives of all on board of ! 
her. Good men, who do their duty, fear no punishment, | 
and it is not inflicted upon them. The good men of the | 
service, it is believed, desire the repeal of the late Jaw. It j 

i 
i 


i 


imposes upon them the duty of bad men, whoshelter them- 
selves under it from the performance of their duty. It is 
not, in.the opinion of your memorialists, punishment, 
whether it be of the lash, the dungeon, or the sword, that ! 
disgraces aman. It is the offence which merits such pun- i 
ikhment that disgraccs him. Lafayette was not disgraced H 
by incarceration in the dungeons of Ojmuiz, Algernon | 
Sydney by the axe of the second Charles, nor the great | 
Aposile to the Gentiles by the repeated infliction on his | 
person of the Mosaic law of “ forty stripes save one.”? | 
Ifa sailor beso lost to a sense of duty, feeling, and honor, | 
as to desert his post, or to commit crime, there is Jittle dan- | 
ger to be apprehended of his feeling disgraced by the inflic- | 
tion of punishment by the lash, the chain ball, or the tread- | 
mill. f 
And your memorialists would further add, that the ne- | 
cessary power of moderate and prompt punishment for | 
petty offences committed on beard ship has been, and still | 
is, conferred on commanders of British vessels, and was į 
so upon commanders of American vessels until the last | 
session of the Congress of the United States; and will only | 
refer, in addition to the foregoing statements, to the high i 
state of discipline and efficiency attained by these great |i 
i 

| 

| 


i 
i 
i 
i 


maritime powers as a vindication of that practice, and an | 
argument in favor of its reénactment. 
And your memorialists, as in duty bound, will ever pray, i 
Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, the sub- 
ject of this memorial, in my judgment, is equal in !! 
importance to any which is likely to occupy the |! 
attention of Congress. It was, therefore, sir, that 
I asked the Senate, on its first presentation, to per- || 
mit it to lie on the table for a few days, that I i 
might have an opportunity to examine it. At the: 
same time I promised the Senate, when it next l 
came up, that I would express my views in rela- !' 
tion to it. Itis my purpose now to redeem that | 


| 
promise. ij 

The memorial upon the table presents for the || 
consideration of the Senate nothing less than the | 
whole foundation of our naval structure—the hu- i 
man material by which your ships are worked and !: 
fought, your guns leveled, and their thunders | 
pointed at your foes. Good ships, well built, well || 
rigged, and fully equipped, are magnificent and |! 
perfect specimens of human science andart. But || 
unless they are manned by good men they will sail 
only to become prizes to your enemies. If you. 
do not desire to build ships for your enemies, you 
must give them crews worthy to defend them. 
Sir, the difference between sailors is as great as 
the difference between other classes of different na- |! 
tions. There is as much difference between the 
American sailor in our whaling and coasting ser 
vice and the sailors of other nations, as there is be- || 
tween the raw European emigrant and the sturdy |! 
son of one of our frontier pioneers. The emi- il 
grant will, in some cases, almost starve, while the 
pioneer is building his log house, enclosing his | 
cornfield, and making himself an independent and | 
useful man. | 

I am of opinion that the nation whose service is 
supplied with the best common sailors, will excel | 
in naval warfare, as well as in all maritime pursuits. |! 


j 
i 


' sentiments, 
' dier, because the soldicr was his idol. 


I am further of opinion, that in versatility, educa- | 
tion, courage, and industry, our sailors in the | 
whaling and coasting service excel those of all | 
other nations. Iam furthermore of opinion, that | 
the superiority of the American sailor has decided | 
the battle in our favor in many a bloody conflict, | 


i 
E 


ers of vessels are not permitted, for the commission of 
petty offences against the regulation of their ship and the ;j 
laws of naval discipline, to inflict a prompt and ready | 
punishment upon offenders ‘for the commission of such i; 
offences. i 
Your memorialists most respectfully represent, that on | 
the high seas, where ready access to legal civil tribunals | 
if 


cannot be obtained for the prompt punishment of offenders 
against the laws of the naval and marine service, and where 
it is neither possible to discharge sneh offenders from the 
service or to obtain others to occupy their places and per- 
forin their duties, it is of the highest importance that a 
power should be conferred upon commanders to compel the 
service of their crews by means and punishments which, 
under other circumstances, would not be required. 

Your memorialists would state, in illustration of the fore- i 
gojng proposition, that they have been informed, and be- | 


a 


H 
| 
| 
| 


| otherwise. I desire to secure and preserve that su- |! 


| Arctic and Antarctic oceans, the intrepid New 


i 

: l 

when, without that superiority, it might have been | 
| 


periority. To that end, and for humanity’s sake, 
am utterly and irreconcilably opposed to the use 
of the lash in the Navy, or anywhere else. The 
longest, the most arduous voyages are made in 
the merchant service without the use of the lash. 
In the Polar seas—among the icebergs of the 
i 
Englander pursues his gigantic game and hurls his : 
harpoon; and after a three years’ voyage, returns 
With the oily spoils of his adventurous navigation. 
But he owes none of his success, his patient en- || 
durance, his exemplary discipline, and his in- 


i The infamous “question” of torture no 


defatigable industry to the guardian ministrations 
of the lash. To say that men who can make such 
voyages, and endure such hardships cheerfully and 
contentedly, cannot navigate their own national 
ships without the infliction of the infamous lash, 
is a libel, Is their nature changed the moment 
they step. on the deck of a-national vessel? . Are 
they less men—less Americans—as soon as the 
custody of the American flag, or the national 
honor, is intrusted to their keeping? No, sir; it 
isa libel. Ido not mean to use'the word in an 
offensive sense, nor shall I to-day use any word 
in that sense. It is one of those inconsiderate, 
thaughtless opinions, which mankind seem to think 
they have a perfect right to express in regard to 
sailors. It was not long since, sir, that I had a 
conversation on this subject with a gentleman who 
had for several years commanded a fine ship in the 
merchant service, but who is now an honorable, 
active, and efficient man of business in one of our 
large cities, and to whose integrity, generosity, 
and humanity, I would intrust anybody but a 
sailor. After he had heard my views on this sub- 
ject, he instantly replied, ‘Why you mean to treat 
them like human beings.” The theory that the 


| Navy cannot be governed, and that our national 


ships cannot be navigated without the use of the 
lash, seems to me to be founded in that false idea, 
that sailors are not men—not American citizens— 
have not the common feelings, sympathies, and 
honorable impulses of our Anglo-American race. 
I do not wonder, when I look back on the past 
history of the sailor, at the prevalence of this 
idea. His life has been a life of habitual, I will 
not say of systematic, degradation. The officers 
who command him—the oldest, the bravest, and 
the best—have been accustomed from their boy- 
hood to see the sailor lashed about the ship’s deck 
like a brute. He who by the laws of the service 
in which he is engaged is treated, or liable to be 


‘| treated, like a brute, soon comes to be thought of 


as at least but little better than a brute. Who in 
social life respects a man whose back has been 
scarred at the whipping-post? Into what depth 
of contempt does such a punishment sink its vic- 
tim? And here is one of the worst evils of the sys- 
tem. It destroys those feelings of respect and kind- 
ness which officers ought to entertain for the sailors 
under their command. But this is only one of 
the worst evils of the system. It‘destroys those 
feelings of regard and respect which the sailors 
should entertain’ for their officers. The truth is, 
there are no relations of affection and regard be- 
tween them. The one is the oppressor, the other 
the oppressed. Sir, a man may fear or hate; but 
he neither loves nor respects his tyrant. The 
worst government upon earth is that of fear; the 
best, that of love and affection. These senti- 
ments, by a law of our nature, must be mutual 
Bonaparte was the idol of the sol- 
They 
loved him because they supposed he loved them. 
There is nothing that gallant and brave men will 


; not do and suffer for a commander whom they 
| love. 


Difficulties and dangers and death have no 


terrors for such men. In great battles, where the 


‘i contest has been doubtful, those soldiers have 
always fought most desperately whose devotion 


to their commander was the greatest. It has 
always been considered as an essential element in 
the character of a successful commander, that 
he should be able to excite and encourage the 
confidence and affection of the men under his 
command. But what confidence or regard can 
be expected under the government of the lash? 
But more than this: this punishment destroys 
the sailor’s own self-respect. What has hon- 
or—what has pride—what has patriotism to do 
with a man who may be, at the caprice of 
another, subjected to an infamous punishment, 
Worse—aye, sir, in some cases worse a thousand 
times—than death? Can nobleness of sentiment, or 
an honorable pride of character, dwell with one 
whose every muscle has been made to quiver under 
the Zash? Can he long continue to love his coun- 
try, whose laws degrade him to the level of a brute? 
1 w only 
remains as a blot on the page of Anglo-Saxon 
history. The whipping-post, where the worst 
vagrants used to expiate their offences, has been 
discarded from society. The worst offences in our 
State prisons are no longer punished by the lash. 
Why is all this? Why are those punishments 
now condemned as the shameful relics of a bar- 
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1 
barous age? It is because the light of a better day 
has dawned. It is because the precepts of the 
Gospel of Christianity have ameliorated our laws. 
It is because society has made the discovery, that 
if a man is fit to live at all, he ought not to be di- 
vested of all the qualities which make a mañ, by 
the infamous mutilation of his body. What is the 
answer which is given to all this by those who 
seck to restore this relic of barbarism to the Navy? 
Why, they tell us we intend only to apply this 
system of punishment to seamen—we intend only 
to flog sailors. That is quite true. It ‘is only 
sailors who are to be treated like brutes—aye, 
sir, worse than brutes.. There is no man Who 
hears me, who would permit his dog to be thus 
treated. ‘There is no spot on the habitable globe 
known to me, where a man would be permitted to 
seize upon a dog, and lash him until he cut the flesh 
from off his ribs, and the blood should be made to 
run down from his backbone to his heels. But, 
sir, itis only the sailor, for whom this punishment 
is to be reserved. i 

Who, O Senators! is the American sailor, that 
he is to be treated worse than a dog? He has 
been my companion for more than a quarter of a 
century—through calm and storm, privations, 
sufferings, and danger. In peace and in war I 
have lived with him, and fought with him side by 
side, by sea and land. I have seen him in the 
northern ocean, where there was no night to veil 
his deeds. I have seen him on the coast of Africa, 
surrounded by pestilential disease. I have seen 
him among the West India Islands in chase of 
pirates, with his parched tongue hanging almost 
out of his mouth. I have encamped with him on 
the California mountains, and on the plains of the 
Mesa. I have seen the rays of the morning sun 
play on his carbine and his boarding pike. I have 
seen him march one hundred and fifty miles 
through an enemy’s country, over mountains and 
through rivers. I have seen his feet scarified by 
the projecting rocks, as he hauled his cannon over 
the hills. I have seen him with no shoes on but 
those of canvas, made by his own hands, and 
with no provision but what he took from the 
enemy. I have seen him plunge into the Rio 
San Gabriel, and drag his guns after him in the 
“face of a galling fire from a desperate foe. . And 
finally, I have laid beside him on the cold ground, 
when the ice has formed on his beard. Sir, his | 
heart has beat close to my own. I ought to know 
him. Ido know him. And this day—now, be- 
fore the assembled Senate of the Republic, I stand | 
up to speak in his behalf. I hope he will find an | 
abler advocate. Nay, I am sure he will find ablerad- į 
vocates onthe floor. But, nevertheless, hear me. 

Mr. President, the American sailors, as a | 
class, have loved their country as well, and have 
done more for her in peace and war, than any 
” other equal number of citizens. Passing by fora 
moment their antecedent glorious achievements, 
let me remind you that he has recently gained for 
his country an empire. Through perils by land 
and perils by water he has gained a golden em- 
pire, which has added to his country’s renown and | 
greatness, and perhaps saved his fellow-citizens | 
from almost universal bankruptcy and_ ruin. |; 
| 


And what has his country done -for him? When 
the fighting was over, the battles won, the con- | 
uest achieved, you sent a band of Mormons to ! 


‘alifornia to drive him to his ship, and rob him |i 
of his glory. And historianstoo have done more to | 
ove that history is a lie. You refused to give 
him “bounty lands,” which you gave to the sol- ., 
dier—his comrade fighting by his side—and you : 
have neglected to give him even your thank 
And now, to cap theclimax of his country’s in 
gratitude, these memoralists would have him 
seourged. ‘They would scourge him for drunk 
enness, when they put the bottle to his mouth 
They ‘would scourge him for inattention to his | 
duty, when injustice and wrong have made him fo 
an instant discontented and sullen. Shame! Shame! : 
You would scourge him while living, and when /' 
dead consign him toa felon’s grave. ‘That I may | 
not be supposed to have drawn upon my fancy, | 
or to have exaggerated his country’s inhumanity, | 
Task the Secretary of the Senate to read these 
documents. 
The Secretary read them as follows: 
To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representa- | 
tives in Congress assembled : 


The undersigned, President. and Trustees of the Boston $ 
Marine Society, of the city of Boston, in the State of Mas- ; 


1+ Mr. STOCKTON. 


: he brings to you. ; 
| strangers and friendless. When worn out he is 
‘scarcely provided for. Making many rich, he: 
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sachusetis, beg: leave to represent to your honorable bodies, 
that, having had their attention directed, for many years, 
to the condition of seamen, abroad and at home, they have 
been much impressed with the fact of the sufferings of this 
valuable class of our citizens by sickness and accidents, 
and from poverty arising trom these cireumstances, con- 
nected with their proverbial improvidence for the future, 
with their pecuniary means. - y 

“The benefits of medical aid and comfort in foreign ports 
enjoyed by others, are hardly ever obtained by them, and, 
in consequence, after receiving such comforts and atten- 
tions as the ships they are attached to, and their officers 
can give, they are frequently brought home and placed in 


| our marine hospitals, where no seaman can remain beyond 


the time limited by the laws regulating those institutions. 

It is very often the case that they are dismissed from these 
hospitals, when not sufficiently restored to render them fit 
for their active service, and, in consequence, they become 
paupers or tenants of public alins-houses, though most of 
them would rather die than suffer this degradation. 

It is well known to all, observant of seamen, that they 
are always ready to answer the call for their services, 
whether it be in the service of the naval, or of the mercan- 
tile marine—as ready to fight with valor for their country 
as to aid in its commerce—and so true is this, that very few 
seamen, advanced in years, can be found who. have not 
served in both our public and private ships. 

Your attention is respectfully called to the fact, that there 
is, at this moment, in the public Treasury, as your memo 
rialists have been informed, money to the credit of seamen 
who have been attached to the Government marine, and to 
the mercantile marine, amounting to more than a million of 
dollars. 

This large amount has accrued from unclaimed sums 
due to deceased seamen, from unclaimed prize money be- 
longing to seamen of private as well as public armed ves- 
sels, and to the contributions made by all seamen of twenty 
cents per month in the name of hospital money. 

In view of these facts, your memoralists beg leave to so- 
licit from your honorable bodies, that measures may be 
taken to ascertain the amount accumulated from these 
sources in the United States Treasury, and that, therefrom, 
suitable provision may be made in the principal seaports in 
the United States for the further maintenance ofseamen, citi- 
zens of the United States, who are infirm and unfit for ser- 
vice, from sickness, advanced age, or any Other cause. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

PRESIDENT AND TRUSTEES, B. M. S. 

Z. Rixa, Esa.—Drar Sir: I herewith furnish you with 
the information desired. During the year 1850 there were 
JuG deaths of seamen ; of which number 45 were buried by 
friends, the balance (61) were taken by the Alms-House to 
Potter’s field; for the latter class the Government allow us 
$5 each— (#8 for coffin, and $2 for ground.) 

Not one in ten have money to provide for themselves. 

Very respectfully, 
Joun L. Roome, 
Superintendent of City Hospital, N. ¥. 

Porrer’s Frrtp.—The grand-jury for the September 
term examined 276 complaints, and found 133 bills of indict- 
ment. They visited the various public institutions, but 
made no presentment. Previous to being discharged by the 
court, the foreman, Henry Erben, Esq., at the request of 
the grand inquest, stated to the court that the jury had visit- 
ed Potter’s Field, and found itina horrible condition. One 
pit was about half filled. The coffins were exposed to the 
sun. The stench from them was very great. ‘They direct- 
ed Mr. Webb, the keeper, to come before the grand-jury on 
the following day. On the 19th he made the following affi- 
davit: 

Granp-Jury Room, September 19, 1851. 

William O. Webb, being duly sworn, saith, that he is the 
keeper of Potter’s Field; that the ground on Randall’s 
island, used for a burying-place, is not at all suited for it; 
that it is full of rocks; pits are dug for the dead, where 
they are put in layers of six deep. The bottom of the pits 
being solid rock, when decomposition takes place, the 
liquid, not being able to go in the ground, passes through the 
top, causing a horrible stench, which can be smelt for more 
thana mile. 

‘here is no earth between the layers of coffins, and there 


are only about eighteen inehes of earth over the top layer j 


of coffins—that it frequently happens that at high tides and 


heavy rains, the water gets into the pits, so that the coffins |, 
i are floating. 


He further saith that in less than three weeks 
there will he no room Jeft in the yard to bury another per- 
son. He also states that the south end of Ward’s Island is 


| a suitable piace for a Potter’s Field, the soil being good and 


free from rock. 

Sworn this 19th day of September, 1851. 

Henry ERBEN, Foreman. 
Mr. President, to whom 
in time of peace are intrusted the lives of the thou- 


| sands who traverse the ocean? Whose energy and 


skill, and hardy self-denying toil, carry the prod- 
ucts of your soil through the world, and bring 
back the rich return? Itis the American sailor. 


' By his superior qualities asa man he has enabled 


you to rival in commerce the boasted mistress of 
the ocean. Where is the coast or harbor in the 
wide world accessible to human enterprise to which 


' he has not carried your flag? His berth is no sine- 


cure. His service is no easy service. He is ne- 


: cessarily an isolated being; he knows no comforts 


of home, and wife, and children. He reaps no 
golden rewards for the increase of treasure which 
When on shore he is among 


lives and dies poor; carrying the arts of civiliza- 
tion and the blessings of the Gospel through the 
world, he is treated as an outcast from the mer- 


cies of both. But look to your history—that p 

of it which the world knows: by hear i 
will find on its brightest page theglorious-achie 
ments of the American sailor. Whatever his cow 
try has done to disgrace him and break his spirit, he. 
has never disgraced her; he has always been ready 
to serve her; healways has served her faithfully and 
effectually. Hehas often been weighed in the bal- 
ance, and never found wanting. The only fault ever 
found with him is, that he sometimes fights ahead 
of his orders. The world has no match for him, 
man for man; and he asks no odds, and:he ‘cares 
for no odds, when the cause of humanity. or the 
glory of his country calls-him to ight. Who, in 
the darkest days of our Revolution, carried your 
flag into the very chops of the British Channel, 
bearded the lion in his den, and woke the echoes 
of old Albion’s hills by the thunders of his cannon 
and the shouts of triumph? It was the American 
sailor. And the names of John Paul Jones-and 
the Bon Homme Richard wil] go down. the annals 
of time forever. Who struck the first. blow: that 
humbled the Barbary flag, which for a. hundred 


years had been the terror of christendom, drove 


it from the Mediterranean, and put an. end. to. 
the infamous tribute it had been accustomed’ to 
extort? It was the American sailor... Arid) the 
name of Decatur and his gallant:companions will 
be as lasting as monumental brass. In your war 
of 1812, when your arms on shore were covered 
by disaster—when Winchester had been defeated 
—when the Army of the Northwest had sur- 
rendered, and when the gloom of despondency 
hung like a cloud over the land, who first relit 
the fires of national glory and made the welkin 
ring with the shouts of victory? It was the Amer- 
ican sailor. And the names of Hull and the Con- 
stitution will be remembered as long as we have 
left anything worth remembering. That was no 
small event. The wand of Mexican prowess 
was broken on the Rio Grande. The wand of 
British invincibility was broken when. the flag of 
the Guerriere came down. That one event was 
worth more to the Republic than all the money 
which has ever been expended for the Navy. 
Since that day the Navy has had no stain upon its 
escutcheon, but has been cherished as your pride 
and glory. And the American sailor has estab- 
lished a reputation throughout the world—in peace 
and in war, in storm and in battle—for. unsur- 
passed heroism and prowess. 

Mr. President, Lam no painter. I cannot draw 
with artistical skill the scene I would have you 
look upon. But it requires no artist. Picture it to 
yourself, sir. See the gallant bold sailor who has 
served his apprenticeship with Hull in the Consti- 
tution, or one who helped to drag the guns across 
the San Gabriel, stripped and lashed worse thana 
dog. Can you stand it, sir? Yet your laws have 
authorized it to be done—it. probably has been 
done. And now it is proposed. to give authority: 
todo itagain. Wil the American people stand it? 
‘Will this more than Roman Senate long debate 
whether an American citizen, as he is—the sailor 
shall be entitled to all his rights as an American 
citizen’ or not; whether, freeman as he is, he shall 
bė scourged like a slave? Cicero’s climacteric, in 
his speech against Verres, is, that though a Ro- 
man citizen, his client had been scourged.. And 
shall an American citizen be scourged? Forbid 
it, God of humanity, forbid it, Formy own part, 
I would rather sce the Navy abolished, and the 
stars and stripes buried with their glory. in the 
depths of the ocean, than that those who won its 
glories should be subjected. to a punishment so 
ignominious and brutalizing. Sir, if I had the 
power vouchsafed to others, to impress my own 
feelings upon the hearts of those who hear me, 1 
would rouse in the minds of Senators such a sense 
of national pride and human sympathy that they 
would with one voice demand that the memorial 
which seeks to rob the American sailor of his 
rights as an American freeman, should be thrown 
under your table and trampled beneath your feet. 

Mr. President, the object of all our legislation 
for our seamen should be to clevate them .as.% 
class, and not to degrade them. In proportion as 
you do this, and teach the sailor to respect him- 
self, you will bring him to the performance.of his 
duty with cheerfulness and alacrity. Yau best 
appeal to his patriotism by showing him that-he 
is honored and respected by his countrys. You 
best appeal to his sentiment of native pride by 
presenting motives to.his emulation. . You can do 
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infinitely more with him by rewarding him for his 

faithfulness than by flogging him for his delin- 

quéncies. Whatever the peculiarities of the sailor 

ntay be, he ig still a man, with all the impulses, 

wishes, and hopes ofa man. And if there is one 
trait more peculiar to him than another, it is the 
sentiment of gratitude. He-never forgets a kind-. 
ness, and would take his heart. out of his bosom 
to.save a friend. Let him only see that he is hon- 
oréd and réspected by his country, and her honor 
and interest will always be safe in his hands, 

I believe that many of the officers of the Navy 
have fallen into the error of supposing that sailors 
are more infiuenced by their fears than by their 
affections. They do not rightly appreciate his 
character. If they would take more pains to think 
for him—to keep him out of temptation—to attend 
to his wants—to see that he was fairly and justly 
dealt. by-—and properly to consider the fair allow- |! 
ance which ought to be made for him, they would 
find it much less difficult to enforce discipline, to |! 
gain his confidence, and find him much more 
tractable. It is not by the severity of discipline 


| depository he cori8iders is his own hands. 


! sels? 


unwilling to admit that he ean abuse it. Its ae 

or 
these and similar réasons, I think that the opinion 
of the officers of the Navy on this subject Should 
be taken with many grains of allowance. I find 
no fault with the independent expression of their 
opinions. It is the opinion itself which I propose 
to combat.. Their argument is as brief as it seems 
to Some minds formidable. They declare the lash 


| to be necessary and indispensable. If they are 


right ‘in this opinion, there is an end to the mat- 
ter. Necessity has no law. But Il beg leave to 
inquire into this alleged necessity. r 
nd first, I ask for what offences has this lash 
been so freely used? Has it been inflicted for 
serious or atrocious crimes, which involve the 
honor of our flag or the safety of our national ves- 
Or rather, let me ask, has it not been in- 
flicted for offences which, if they had been entirely 
| overlooked, would not have injured the proper 
discipline of the Navy? Has the lash ever been 
used in the hour of battle, or in that of prepara- 


‘ tion for battle? Is it reasonable to suppose that a 


as much as it is by a firm, just, and generous‘ | 
government, that he is to be controlled. It is so |; 
among men everywhere. It is rather by humane |; 
and judicious laws, than by the severity of penal 
enactments, that good government is established i 
and maintained. Again: in the training and gov- || 
érning those men who are to fight your battles, |} 
and face every danger with courage, their fear 
should seldom be appealed to. You ought not to 
cultivate the emotions which make men cowards, 
and teach them habitually to shrink from the fear 
of personal suffering. You ought rather to teach 
them to despise an honorable suffering. True 
heroism is an intellectual quality. It is moral in- 
trepidity that makes the man of true and reliable 
courage. And this can only coexist with a proper 
sense of personal honor and self-respect. Degrade 
a.man by an infamous punishment, which de- 
stroys his personal honor and self-respect, and 
you do all that human ingenuity can to make him 
cowardly. 

But it is said that the Navy cannot be governed 
without the lash, As a general proposition, I 
express my utter dissent to it. I admit that 
among sailors, as among other classes, there will 
always be found some who are vicious and trou- 
blesome. That is the casë in the Army as well 
as in the Navy; and they have abolished the lash |! 
inthe Army. It is as easy to get other and less 
offensive punishments for the Navy as for the 
Army; and if those punishments will not answer, 
the refractory person had better be driven in dis- 
grace from the Sayy: He is not fit to be trusted 
in the hour of peril—he is unworthy to*have the 
honor of the flag confided to him. ‘Sufficient in- 
ducements should be offered to the better classes 
to enter the Navy; and a part of those inducements i 
should always be good treatment. A free use of |! 
the lash—nay, its probable use, its permission by |! 
law—has always been an objection urged by the || 
better classes to entering the Navy. They prefer |! 
the merchant service, where they can at least select 


their own commander, while in the Navy they || 
know not into whose hands they may fall. Thus || 
you see that the very necessity which is pleaded || 
creates, in a great degree, the circumstances out | 
of which it is supposed to spring. You flog be- | 
cause there are phd men in the Navy, and the j 
fact that you do flog excludes the better class of |! 
sailors from entering the service; so that the mis- i 
chief is self-perpetuating. But again, it is said that || 
a large majority of the officers of the Navy are of |} 
opinion that the lash is necessary and indispens- |! 
able. Well, there are differences of opinion about |! 
it. Weall know, however, that old notions and | 
opinions are hard to be rooted out, and that men |! 
are very apt to love arbitrary power when they are 
to exercise it, and not be subject to it. Al his- 
tory shows this, and the experience of all reform- 
ers confirm it. Lord Denman, late Chief Justice |! 
of England, in a letter on the subject of legal il 
reform, complains that everywhere he met the i 
objection that the judges were opposed to it. And |) 


l 
i 
i 
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Lord Brougham, in a speech delivered in. Parlia- Í 


ment on the same subject, expresses a similar |! 
sentiment; yet it was not long before the judges |i 
and the bar and the people concurred in opinion || 
as to the beneficial effects of the same reforms. It | 
would seem, sir, that itis a part of man’s nature 

to yield with great reluctance the smallest atom of 


power with which he may be invested. He is 


i 


coward or traitor would face a cannon-ball to 
avoid the lash? It would seem, then, without 
multiplying words, that so far from the lash being 
necessary for the maintenance of discipline in the 
most important duty of a ship-of-war, it never has 
and never will be used. ow is it, then, in re- 
gard to the next most important matter concerning 
the discipline of a man-of-war? Has it ever been 
used for the suppression of mutiny? No, sir; the 
law has provided for that offence, as well as for 
cowardice, the punishment of death. Having thus 
briefly stated what the lash has not been used for, 
let me inquire, what are the offences for which it 
is deemed so absolutely necessary? We may 
derive some information In this particular from the 
| published reports of the offences and punishments 
| which have actually occurred on board our ships- 
of-war. By reference to the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy on this subject, you will perceive 

that one of the offences for which it has been used 
‘is that of suspicion of theft. One would hardly 
| Say it was either necessary or proper in that case. 
| The offence for which, however, there seems to 
have been more lashes inflicted than for all other 
offences, is that of drunkenness. Now, sir, the 


; Government furnishes the liquor for the sailor, 
and if he gets drunk upon his allowance, the Gov- 


ernment itself is responsible, and the sailor ought 
not to be flogged. If he procures it on board of a 
ship by theft or bargain, it is evidence of a laxity 
of discipline, for which others are res ponsible, and 
for which the sailor ought not to be fogged. The 
lash, therefore, is not necessary to prevent drunk- 
enness, not only for the reasons just stated, but 
because it must be universally admitted that it 


: never has and never can prevent the offence of 


drunkenness, if he who is habituated to it is per- 


| mitted to have liquor. 


The offence of disobedience of orders will be 


| found frequently in this report. But we are not 


informed of the precise nature of the offence. 


' Whether it is actual or constructive disobedience 


of orders; whether it isa serious or trifling matter; 
whether it is for accidentally spitting on the deck, 
or neglecting to clean the bright works of a ship, 
or not mending his, clothes, or leaving his bag on 
deck; or whether it was a positive refusal to do 
his duty. Weare, therefore, left to infer its seri- 
ousness by the punishment inflicted for it. I will 
hazard the opinion, judging by that standard, that 
stopping the offender’s allowance of tobacco, or 
rum, tea, sugar, and coffee, would have been, in 
every case, a much more réasonable and a more 
efficient punishment. And now, sir, what has be- 
come of this plea of necessity ?—I will not call it in 
this connection the tyrant’s plea; the officers of the 
Navy do not deserve such a reproach from an 

one, and especially from myself, because I did when 


| in the service execute, and permit to be executed, 


the law of the lash as T hope I did all other laws 
of the service, which I had sworn to obey and to 
enforce. And this should bea sufficient answer 


| to those who expect to_ escape from the grasp of 


argument and facts by indulging in individual re- 
crimination, and will be sufficient to remind them 
that thereis some difference in the position of those 
who are called upon to make the laws and those 
whose duty it is to execute them. 

The officers of the Navy, in my judgment, are 
entitled to high commendation. “They are, as a 
class, brave, noble, generous, and patriotic men; 


and inall theelements of character which constitute 
valuable public servants, they have no superiors, 
But however much respect I may entertain for 
them as aclass, it is my duty, which I shall en- 
déavor to perform, to deal without reserve or 
false delicacy with their arguments, and the errors 
which disgrace and paralyze the service to which 
they belong. It does appear to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the argument, from hecessity, has re- 
solved itself simply into this: that the lash is an 
easy and short way to settle a trifling difficulty 
with a sailor. And ‘so were the thumb-screw and 
the rack an easy and short way to get a confes- 
sior, and the inquisition settled matters of faith 
easily and readily. But, sir, there has been a 
great change in the opinions of mankind on this 
subject, and I hope the change will go on until the 
last relic of barbarism shall be banished from the 
world. 

But I care very little for the details of this argu- 
ment, and will not detain the Senate any longer in 
relation to them. There is one broad proposition 
upon which I stand. It is this: That an Ameri- 
can sailor is an American citizen, and that no 
American citizen shall, with my consent, be sub- 
jected to this infamous punishment. Placing my- 
self upon this proposition, I am prepared for any 
consequenees. I love the Navy. When I speak 
of the Navy, I mean the sailor as well as the offi- 
cer. They are all my fellow-citizens, and yours; 
and come what may, my voice will ever be raised 
against a punishment which degtades my country- 
men to the level of a brute, and destroys all that 
is worth living for—personal honor and self-re- 
spect. 

P Mr. President, reference hasbeen made by these 
memorialists to the example òf the British Gov- 
ernment. With what propriety such an appeal is 
made by the citizen of a free republican Govern- 
ment to the institutions of monarchy, let others 
determine. But, sir, I am not aware that the Brit- 
ish Parliament has ever by statute expressly au- 
thorized the use of the lash. There is no doubt 
that it is used in the Navy of Great Britain, and 
has been so used since the restoration of the mon- 
archy under the Stuarts; but there is no evidence 
that the practice of flogging prevailed in the re- 
publican fleets of the English Commonwealth; and 
it is doubted by the best authorities that it ever 
was tolerated prior to the act of 13th Charles 
II.’ We have copied it from their practice, and 
not from their statute-book. But our Congress 
did what no British Parliament ever did: they 
sanctioned it in express terms by the laws of the 
United States. And here, Mr. President, you 
must permit me to call the attention of the Senate 
to a most singular fact, which isthis: Our law of 
April, 1800, was principally copied from the stat- 
ute of Charles H., and is’ openly and avowedly 
more severe and arbitrary than the British act, 
even under the Stuarts, and has remained so until 
last year, although flogging, as apunishment, was 
tolerated during the whole of that time, and up to 
the present moment, on land in England. 

The act of Charles II. alluded to, was passed 
when the Duke of York, afterwards James IL, 
was Lord High Admiral of England, and may be 
supposed to have been done at his instance. The 
English historian, the Earl of Clarendon, tells us, 
that when that prince entered on hig duties, he 
found the Navy toorepublican for his taste or pur- 
poses, and set about reorganizing it by getting rid 
of the republican officers. In pursuance of this 
policy, he procured the passage of the act of 
13th Charles II. Although that act does not, 
In express terms, authorize the use of the lash, 
yet by virtue of a clause contained in it, the 
Lord High Admiral, or the commissioners for ex- 
ecuting his duties, issued instructions authorizing 
the use of the lash in the British Navy; and cer- 


| tainly it may be cited to justify any tyranny. I 


would not have noticed the reference of the memo- 
ralists to the practice in the British Navy, but that 
I desire, on this subject, not to leavea peg tohang 
a doubt upon. But, sir, the example of the Brit- 
ish Government, such as it is, is no justification 
for the United States. The infliction ‘of corporal 
punishment for certain offences has always, as far 
as I know, been sanctioned by British laws. The 
sailor in the British Navy receives the same pun- 
ishment that is inflicted’ upon land in England; 
whereas, in the United States it has been almost 
universally abolished, and certainly has never 
been sanctioned by the laws of the United States, 


_ishment which is proscribed in the best prison-gov- 
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except in the Army and Navy. Justification it 
has none; and if palliation is to be looked for, 
it could only be found in its infliction by the judg- 
ment of the sailor’s peers. But the trial by jury 
is unknown to the naval service. Those great 
conservative safeguards, so dear. to the freemen— 
the arraignmentand trial before a jury of his peers 
indifferently selected, counsel and defence, are 
unknown to the everyday discipline of a man-of- 
war. Much less has the sailor,any appeal. . The 
process by which he is tried is a short process, | 
and the punishment follows immediately on judg- 
ment. Where the power to punish is so absolute, 
the law should at least protect. its victim from an 
infamous punishment. for a petty offence, which 
may disgrace and ruin him for life. If when a 
citizen‘enters into the service of his country, he 
is to forego the protection of those laws, for the 
reservation-of which he is willing to risk his life, 
e is entitled in all justice, humanity, and grati- | 
tude, to all the protection that can be extended to 
him in his peculiar circumstances. He ought cer- | 
tainly to be protected from the infliction of a pun- 
ishment which stands condemned by the almost 
universal sentiment of his fellow-citizens; a pun- 


ernment; proscribed in the school-house; and pro- 
scribed in the best government on earth—that of 
parental domestic affection. Yes, sir, expelled 
from the social circle, from the school-house, the 
prison-house, and the Army, it finds defenders 
and champions nowhere but in the Navy. To 
say that no laws can be devised for the govern- 
ment of the Navy which do not tolerate the lash, 
is an acknowledgment of imbecility which this | 
Senate will never make. 

The difficulty in regard to this matter has been, 
that in framing articles for the government of the 
Wavy, three things have been overlooked, which | 
ought never to be lost sight of. First, that an 
American sailor is an American citizen and a free- | 
man, though in the service of his country. Sec- 


ond, that*he has yielded no Jegal right, not incon- jl 


sistent with his obligations of duty. Third, that 
naval officers are not infallible, and require as 
stringent regulations for their governmentas other 
citizens invested with authority. 

And now, Mr. President, I come to the discus- ; 
sion of a part of this subject far from being agree- 
able. Why is it that naval officers, and even some 
seamen, as I am told, desire to have the lash re- 
stored to the Navy? It isa symptom of unfavor- 
able augury. It is an indication, that the moral 
standard by which the Navy is estimated, is low 
and degraded. 
ercise of arbitrary power, rather than appeal to 
those feclings of respect and sentiments of honor, 
which should influence the conduct of honorable 
men towards each other in the service of their coun- 
tty. The great Montesquieu has said, that while 
virtue was the principle of a republic, honor was 
that of a monarchy. Now, the actual government, 
in peace or war, in your military and naval ser- 
vice, is necessarily, in some degree, monarchical. ; 
Within the limits of his command, and in reference 
to those immediately subject to him, the captain, 
the colonel, thé general, or the commander of a 
ship of war, is a sovereign—a monarch; and Í hold 
that honor is the principle on which the ovom i 
ment of his subordinates should befounded. ‘Tell 
me not that a sailor’s heart is insensible to the 
dictates of honor. I know better. It is there. It 
may indeed slumber and remain passive, and be 
almost extinguished by sullen revenge or bitter 
hatred; yet there it is, as real, and in as perfect 
existence, as in your breast or mine. By proper 
appeals to it, by generous treatment, by manly 
and discriminating excitement, It kindles into ac- 
tivity, and becomes the supreme arbiter of the | 
sailor’s life and conduct. Sir, if the officers would 
only believe in the existence of this sentiment of 
honor, and appeal to it as an instrament for the 
preservation of discipline, we should not be asked 
to restore the lash. A requisition for the lash 
proceeds on the supposition that there 1s no honor 
in a common sailor. Now, so for from that 
dogma having any foundation in fact, it must 
be known to all who appreciate the character of a 
true-hearted sailor, that honor is almost the only 
principle by which nine tenths of them are gov- 
erned. When an unsuccessful appeal ie made to 
the honor of a sailor, it is not because he is desti- 
tute of the principle, but because the appeal has 
not been properly made. 
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It argues a preference for the ex- |, 
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| provement. i 
ithe victim of injustice and cruelty. Look, sir, 


l| ests of the sailor had received a tithe of the atten- 


| Iaborer—all have felt the benign influences of im- 


In the view I take of the subject, then, the ar- 
gument derived from a low and degraded estimate 
of the Navy, is unfounded in any of the charac- 
teristics belonging to the common sailor. Has it 
any foundation in the incapacity of the officers io 
excite and cultivate those feelings of honor in a 
sailor which make him obedient and tractable? I 
hope not. If there beany such, they should not 
be intrusted with any command. They are desti- 
tute of the faculty of commanding. They have 
not the necessary qualifications. They are not 
safe depositaries for such absolute power, or for 
the gecurity of our public ships. How can they 
rouse the sailor’s sense of honor in time of battle, į 
who have proved themselves incapable of believ- 
ing in its existence at all other times. I appre- 
hend, if the restoration of the lash be made to 
hinge upon the question, whether the sailor is | 
destutute of honor, or the officers of capacity to | 
successfully appeal to that honor, that we should | 
not be troubled with many importunate demands 
for its restoration. If the desire to restore the lash | 
to the Navy is evidence that the standard by | 
which the Navy is judged is low and degraded, 1t | 
is also evidence, to my mind, that the Navy has | 
not ept pace with the moral improvement of the { 
age. If it be the general opinon in the Navy 
that the lash is necessary and indispensable for | 
the preservation of discipline, then, 1 say, we are 
now just where public sentiment stood in 1660, 
during the infamous reign of Charles II, Then 
the thumb-screw and the rack were in vogue, 
too. And if we are to go back to the lash, 1 do 
not see why we should not retrograde likewise to 
the boot, the rack, and the torture. What would 
be thought of the man who should propose to in- 
troduce into our penal code those horrible and bar- 
barous punishments of which L have spoken? || 
What would be thought of the civilized commu- || 
nity who would approve such a proposition, || 
and reénact punishments in vogue three hundred | 
years ago? Yet the proposition to restore the | 

| 
t 


Îash is of a similar character. It takes for | 
granted that the sailor has remained stationary, 
ever since the rack, the thumb-screw, and the 
boot were abolished as part of the criminal law of | 
civilized nations; it takes for granted that of all 
the light which has irradiated the human mind 
during the progress of the world, none of it has 
been poured on the understanding of the sailor. 
That he alone has remained stationary. That he 
alone has remained ignorant and incapable of im- | 
That he alone is doomed to remain 


through the various pursuits of human life, and 
wherever your eyes rest, you find that improve- 
ment has advanced with giant strides. You find 
that it has elevated and enlightened the plough- | 
man in his feld—the mechanic in his workshop— 
the merchant—-the professional man—the daily 


proved civilization. If the sailor has not felt it in 
an equal degree with other classes, it is because 
you have degraded and abused him, by treatment 
from which other classes have compelled you to 
relieve them. His voice has not been heawl like 
that of other classes in the halls of-degislation. 
He has no representative in such places. He 
wields no political influence. He has no resi- 
dence. His domicil is on the ship. If the inter- 


tion bestowed by legislators on the interests of 
other classes, we should not now be discussing 
the question whether or not he should be re- 
manded to the tender mercies of these penal atroci- 
ties, from which the progress of modern improve- 
ment has relieved all other denominations of men | 
—we would not now be discussing the question 
whether he should be treated like a man or a 
brute. 

Mr. President, a word or two more and I am 
done. We hear a great deal of the delinquencies 
of sailors. There are delinquencies of officers, as 
wellas of sailors. ‘There are officers in the Navy; 


as well as sailors, who ought not to be there. If 
you desire to prepare the Navy for the exigencies + 
of war—if you desire to preserve your ancient 
renown as a naval Power, you must, 1n my judg- 
ment, abolish the lash, and adopt a system of i 
rewards and punishments in its stead. You must | 
abolish the liquor ration; you must alter the whole |; 
system of the recruiting service; in one word, you | 
must purge the Navy of all its foul stuff, in high | 
places as well as low places; and you must lay | 


|| petition from that which has been so 


broad and deep the foundation of your, naval 
greatmess in the character of the COMMON SAILOR 

he bone and sinew of every Navy. is. the common. 
sailor. You require the commanding intellect of 
scientific officers to direct him, and yon. require 
good ships. But after ‘all, the common: sail is. 
the working power which enables the captain and 
the ship to gainlaurels, "Tis the sailor who works 
and sails and fights the ship; and in proportion as 
he is superior or inferior, will be the’ success of 
the captain and the ship. Sir, in all the best traits 
of character which distinguish sailors, no nation 
excels the United States. The American sailor is 
bold, intelligent, hardy, and enterprising, and in 
nautical skill is unsurpassed. He shrinks from no 
danger, he dreads no foe, and yields to ‘no supe- 
rior. No shoals are too dangerous, no seas too 
boisterous, no climate too rigorous for him. The 
burning sun of the tropics cannot make him effem-. 
inate, nor can the eternal winter of the polar seas 
paralyze his energies. Foster, cherish, develop 
these characteristics by a generous and paternal 

overnment. Excite his emulation, and stimulate 

ig ambition by rewards. But above all, save 
him, save him from the brutalizing lash, and: in- 
spire him With love and confidence for -your ser- 
vice; and then there is no achievement so arduous, 
no conflict so desperate, in which his actions will 
not shed glory upon his country. And when the 
final struggle comes, as soon it will come, for the 
empire of the seas, you may rest with entire con- 
fidence that victory will be yours. 

I move you, sir, that it is inexpedient to grant 
the prayer of the petitioners. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not propose to occupy 
the time of the Senate. It is known probably to 


|| Senators, that the Senator from Louisiana (Mr. 


Downs] has been for several days extremely de- 
sirous of addressing the Senate upon another sub- 
ject. The Senator from California, upon whose 
‘motion the Senate this morning prodeeded to the 
consideration of this matter, has been called from 
the Senate. 
motion to lay it on the table for the present; and 
in his absence I have risen simply to make that 
motion. a 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to make a few remarks 
upon the subject. ae 

Mr. HAMLIN. I trust the Senator from 
North Carolina will yield, for the benefit of the 
Senator from Louisiana. I therefore move to lay 
the subject on the table. h 

Mr. BADGER. I hopeitwillnot be dong, sir. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I submit the motion because 
I told the Senator from California that I would 
do so. 

Mr. BADGER. And because the Senator from 
California is absent, is that to preclude a member 
of the Naval Committee from saying a word: on 
the subject? f : 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
North Carolina to understand 
not propose, by moving to lay this subject on: the 
table, to preclude all further discussion’ of it; but 
only to preclude it so far as to allow the Senator 
from Louisiana to address the Senate to-day upon 
another subject, as he is anxious to do, so that he 
may leave the city fora time. It is out of kind- 
ness to him that I make the motion. 

Mr. DOWNS. I did desire to address the 
Senate to-day; but if the Senator from North 
Carolina desires to continue this debate, I shall be 
very willing to wait until to-morrow. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BADGER. -Ihave no disposition to inflict 
a speech upon the Senate upon this subject. The 
views that have been submitted to the Senate by 


I wish the Senator from 
my position. Ido 


il the honorable Senator from New Jersey, have in 


some respects struck me with surprise; and I think 
that as they have been delivered to the Senate upon 
an occasion when it is not usual for us to go into 
discussions or investigations of this kind, as I am 
a member of the Naval Committee, to whose cus- 
tody, long ago, according to my view, this memo- 
rial should have been intrusted; and as I entertain 
a very different opinion upon the subject of: this 
forcibly and 
eloquently expressed by the honorable Senator 
from New Jersey, I could not think it right that 
remarks of this kind should go forth to the country .. 
without an instantaneous notice from some gentle- 
man who belongs to that committee. : In the ab- 
sence of the chairman, I have assumed that. duty 


myself. E 


He was desirous of submitting the ~ 


è 
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Mr. President, it is necessary that, on every 
-oceasion of this kind, we should understand what 
is the subject that is presented for the considera- 
tion of the Senate. We should look. at it as it is, | 
not as itis presented to us by oratorical exaggera- 
tions. . The honorable Senator from. New Jersey | 
speaks of administering the lash to, these gallant 
and noble sailors until the flesh is torn from their | 

„backs, while the blood is ranning down to their 
heels; and he assumes, or supposes, that the peti- 
tion now on your. table-is an application to the 
Senate of the United States to be instruniental in 

.restoring—I should say, sir, in introducing—such | 
horrible barbarity into the service. Now, what į 
is the petition? It is-simply a petition that the 

ongress of the United States will restore a dis- 
pline to the Navy which had existed in it from 
iis institution, and was discontinued only during 
thelast session of Congress. It is an application | 

¿to restore a discipline to the Navy which went into 
operation under the sanction of the immortal 

ashington, and was continued under all suc- 
ceeding administrations of the Government; and 
surely [ need not say, sir, that asking us to restore 
such a discipline, is not asking us either to restore 
orintroduce into the Navy a system of horrible, | 
barbarous, and detestable exaggeration of punish- 
ment, such as cannot be stated without making 
the heart turn sick with horror and detestation. 

The honorable Senator from New Jersey was 
pleased to say, that if he could make the proposi- 
tion. with propriety to the Senate, he would be 

‘glad to see that petition, praying for the restora- 
tion of a law more than halfa century old, which 
was sanctioned by Washington and by all his 
illustrious successors, praying for nothing more, 
laid under the table and trampled under foot. I 
hope, Mr. President, that he would not also send 
with it under the table, and under the same tram- 
pling of fect, those of us here who think the peti- | 
tion right and reasonable and just; for it seems to | 
follow, if those who ask this thing of the Senate 
are to be treated with indignity by this body, that 
either precisely the same or some similar treatment | 
is justly due to those who advocate the petition 
they present. But little is gained in discussions 
in this Chamber or elsewhere, as I imagine, by 
observations which do not meet the merits of the 
question under consideration. To that I desire to 
invite your attention for a few minutes, without 
undertaking to follow the Senator through the 
whole of his remarks, or to notice in detail the | 
statements which he has made on this subject. 

His objections to the punishment which it is | 
proposed to restore to the discipline of the Navy | 
divide themselves into two heads. So far as I see, | 
my task will be a very easy one, for the honorable 
Senator himself has distinctly refuted both of | 
them in the course of his remarks. The first is, | 
that this punishment is positively mischievous; 
that to subject the sailor to the lash is to teach him ! 
to be a coward; that if you expect him to main- | 
tain the glory of the country, to maintain posses- | 
sion of the public ships, to resist the enemy who ` 
assails him; if you do not wish to build ships, not 
for yourselves, but for your enemies, you must 
abolish the lash; for by accustoming the sailor to į 
that punishment, you deprive him of the princi- | 
ples of honor, and make him a coward. Yet in 
the very same breath the honorable Senator re- 
minds us of those gallant and noble achievements | 
wbich distinguished the progress of the late war | 
with England—of those victories upon the ocean | 
and lakes which have made the names of the naval | 
commanders immortal, and shed lustre upon this | 
country; and of which I wouid only say, that [| 
should be entirely satisfied, if the successes of our H 
naval coramanders under this, or any modification 
of the law, would equal them. How were those ! 
sailors bred? Under what discipline were they | 
trained? Was it not with this very discipline of: 
the lash, which the honorable Senator says must | 
be abolished in order to make them brave? Every |! 
victory which they have gained, every monument | 
of naval renown which, at the day, was received |! 
with shouts of joy and gratulation from one por- jj 
tion of the Union to the other, and the memory o 
which is cherished b 
ors, noble, daring, courageous sailors, but sailors | 
who were formed under the discipline of the lash. | 

Now, it seems to me that nothing can be plainer, | 
as I have said, than that this objection of the hon- || 

orable Senator is refuted by himself; for, so far 

from speaking of these achievements and exploits 


i 


j 
j 
| 
j 
j 


y us all, was gained by sgail- | 


as but the beginnings of naval renown hereafter to 
be emulated and exceeded, he. Speaks of them in 
glowing terms of eloquence, which 1 have not the 
power. of language -or the graces of delivery. to 
equal. He brings them forward as glorious ex- 
amples which we are to follow. If they are ex- 
amples which we are: to follow;if the ends then 
attained are what we are to propose as the ultima- 
tum of our hopes, is it not a contradiction for the 
honorable Senator to say that the very discipline 
which trained men for their accomplishment, 
makes men cowards? So much with regard to 
the mischievous tendency of this punishment. 
‘The next objection of the. honorable Senator 
was, that this punishment is inexpedient and un- 
necessary. Let us see how thatis. AsI should 
have said, it is a punishment that obtains in every 
naval service on the globe. It obtained in ours 
from the establishment of our naval marine until 
the last Congress. It is said by the honorable 
Senator, that nothing is urged, in the form of an 
argument, in support of the necessityand propriety 
of that punishment. He says the common course 
is to say that the punishment is necessary, that 
it cannot be dispensed with, and there leaye the 
subject. What more does the honorable Senator 
say in reply, but simply to make a strong and con- 
fident assertion; and what is that? That it is un- 
necessary. He says that no officer, who is fit to 
command a ship, needs the lash. is that an ar- 
gument? or is it not rather one assertion opposed 
to another? Certainly the opinion of the Senator 
is entitled to as much weight and consideration as 
that of any man in this country. But it is no 
more an argument, than the opinion of any other 
man. And then, as I have said, the honorable 
Senator has refuted his own proposition by his 
own statements. What does he say? “He 
that is fit to command a ship does not need the 
lash.”’ The honorable Senator has certainly told 
us, in the eulogy he passed on the celebrated 
victory of Hull in the Constitution, that Hull was 
fit to command a ship. I suppose that Decatur, I 
suppose that Perry, the conqueror of the lakes, 
that Morris, that Warrington, were all fit to com- 
mand ships. Yet they all needed, they all used, 


and in using that term, L do not mean to say that 
they were engaged in excessive flagellation: No 
one asks or contends for that; but that they used 
it as a means of discipline, as a means of coercing 
their authority and forming the sailor to habits of 
obedience. Then, if the honorable Senator has 
conceded the fact that these men actually needed 
the lash; if, as he has shown, they were fit to com- 
mand ships, I ask if he has not repudiated all his 
objections? 


ted them further, for he’ tells us, in anticipation of 
what he supposes may be a reply, by an argumen- 
tum ad hominem, that when he was in the com- 


the lash. They formed their men with the lash; | 


But again: the honorable Senator has repudia- | 


the honorable Senator himself included; they were 
fit to command ships; therefore the lash was 
needful: i 

The honorable Senator commenced his remarks 
by saying, that that government is the best which 
rules by love, and not by fear. Iam a good deal 
| in the habit of distrusting these abstractions. I do 
not know that we are exactly able to form an idea 
of what is the best government in the abstract. 
If we confine ourselves to the affairs of this globe 
on which we live, and on which our ancestors 
have lived before us, we will find that there never 
has been any such government in it, cither human 
| or divine, for one single instant of time. When 
that primeval pair, from whom we have all sprung, 
were placed in perfect and happy innocence in 
Paradise, with their affections all attuned ina har- 
monious disposition to love, to reverence, and to 
serve their great Creator, were they left without 
the influence of this principle of fear? Notat all. 
“ In the day that ye eat thereof, ye shall surely 
die.” However agreeable and pleasing it may be 
to us to imagine a state of society in which all 
men shall do exactly everything that is right, and 
nothing that is wrong, merely because of a spon- 
taneous disposition to do it, it is very certain that 
no such government ever has existed, or ever can 
| exist, until there is a total renovation: of man’s 
character. All governments, that is, all wise and 
just governments, act by the double influence of 
hope and fear, by the application at one time of 
reward, at another of punishment. Is not that the 
rule in the domestic circle? We encourage and 
lead our children; but ifthey will not be encouraged 
and led we punish them. We endeavor to induce 
them to do right from love to us: but if they will 
not do it from love, they must do it from fear. It 
| is the object to be accomplished that is to be looked 
at. If weare faithful to ourselves, we do not leave 
them without the necessary coercive means. The 
end to be accomplished, is obedience and submis- 
| sion—the doing right. If you can bring it about 
by encouragement, and persuasion, and love, so 
much the better, If you cannot, you must resort 
to fear, because the end is too valuable to be sacri- 

ced. 

Mr. President, I believe greatly in the tribute 
which the honorable Senator has paid to the char- 
acter of the American sailor; but permit me to 
| say that the honorable Senator does not exactly, 

as I think, meet the question presented by this 
petition, He says the American sailor is a noble 
specimen of aman. As a general remark, what 
he says is true. He says that such a man as that 
ought not to be degraded. I admit it; but is it 
proposed to degrade him? Is this a petition that 
Congress shall pass a law compelling the officers 
who have charge of the public ships of the country 
to whip all the men, those who behave well and 
i those who behave ill? It does not propose that 
commanders shall do as our old friend Caleb Quo- 


mand of ships, he used the lash. And why? He 
says he acted in obedience to thelaw. What law? 
There never was a law in the United States that 
required the commander of a ship to use the lash. 
The ław authorized him to use it when it was 
needful. ft made him the judge, and the sole 
judge, of that necessity. He has no assessors in 
his tribunal. He has no jury to determine when 
the lash shall beused. He is the one supreme judge 
on his own ship. The law says to him, in fact, 
“ When you shall deem it necessary for controll- 
ing and directing your vessel and governing your 
men, for restraining misconduct, for giving a 
proper degree of order to the-ship and efficiency 
to the service, you are at liberty to use the lash.” 
Now, the honorable Senator says that when he 
was in command of a ship he used it. There is. 
no man who knows him, and who knows the | 
kindliness of his heart, who would suppose that 
he ever used it except in a case of necessity in his 
judgment. Then he himself, being in the posses- 
sion of a power at liberty to use it at his own dis- 
cretion when it was needful, and to forbear using 
it when it was not needful, actually used it. I 
suppose none of us here doubt for a single mo- 
ment that he is fit to command a ship; he is emi- 
nently fit for it, at least he was while he was in 
the service. Thus I think I have a distinct refu- 
tation of the honorable Senator’s own proposition. 
It is precisely logical. He that is fit to command 
a ship needs not the lash. It is refuted very sim- 


i their neighbors’ hedges, 


ply. All the leading commanders in our service 
did need the lash as an instrument of authority, 


j tem, the schoolmaster in the farce, did. He had 
to leave his school to go to the review. He first 
went to the school-house, and not being able to 
remain long, he thought it best. to whip the boys 
all round before he started, because, he said, he 
| knew they would deserve it during theday. There 
E : H 
is no proposal of that kind. These petitioners 
simply wish to restore that discipline in virtue of 
which a man who offends—a man who, by his 
conduct, soils this fair and excellent character 
which belongs to the American sailor—shall be 
made to suffer, and to suffer by punishment suffi- 
cient to restrain him, if possible, and if not, at 
least to warn others, whose virtue and whose 
principles may not be very strong, from falling 
: mto a like error. 
The honorable Senator says that it is very clear, 
upon looking at the report which has been made 
bere of the number of -whippings inflicted for 
drunkenness and other offences, that this punish- 
ment is useless and does no good, and is there- 
fore unnecessary. Is that a proper conclusion? 
Is it one justly drawn? Can it stand the test of 
examination? Suppose that a man should come 
forward and call upon society to abolish all pun- 
ishments, and trust to the genial influence of 
moral suasion to prevent those who have a dis- 
position to put their fingers into their neighbors? 
pockets and take their neighbors’ pocket-books 
| or those who desire to steal horses, getting over 
or those who are blood- 
| thirsty from cutting their neighbors’ throats, it 
| seems to me that he might offer precisely the 
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same argument for abolishing all punishments. 
He would take up the criminal calendars which 
show how many men were punished for stealing, 
how many were punished for murder, and say: 


‘These punishments are of no avail—they have i 


done no good, and therefore no punishment should 
be inflicted.” No man supposes for one moment 
that any institutions of society would ever prevent 
the occurrence of crime. But before we come to 
the conclusion of the Senator, we must ascertain 
what would have been the condition of things jin 
the Navy, and the condition of things in society 
in the case I have taken, if all legal restraint were 
removed. Now the spirit of. evil would rise re- 
freshed, like a giant refreshed with wine. It 
would gó forth for destruction and ruin upon all 
the best interests of society and social order. The 
Senator’s argument proves this—if it proves any- 
thing—that the system of punishment, severe as 
it was, was not more than adequate to preserve a 
tolerably sound and healthy condition in the naval 
branch of the service, and, in my opinion, it 
proves nothing more, 


Sir, I shall be extremely glad to seea state of || 


things in which our officers would conduct our 
ships over the wide surface of the ocean, and that 
the service should be carried on always, and inall 
circumstances, by free andwilling minds; and that 
under the stars and stripes there should never be 
a necessity for resorting toany punishment. We 
would all rejoice at it. ~ I should be extremely glad 
to believe that the particular punishment alluded 
to can be dispensed with; but it does not help for- 
ward the consideration whether it ought to be dis- 
pensed with or not, to say that it is treating the 
sailor like a slave. That, Í admit, conveys to the 
mind something shocking and terrible. Why, the 
honorable Senator would not at all object to con- 
fining the sailor. who had been guilty ‘of misbe- ) 
havior in irons orin double irons. I think it 

` would be extremely difficult to show how a man 
could exhibit more the appearance of slavery than 
with his hands and legs manacled with double 
irons, and he himself locked up in prison on board | 
ship. It would not be thought right, if I objected 
to that punishment, to say, that putting a man in 
irons was treating him like a slave. In one sense 
of the word, whenever we seize an offender and | 
restrain him in the exercise of his liberty, we are 
treating him like a slave, but we are treating him | 
like a slave, because he has shown himself to 
need such treatment. We take from him that lib- | 
erty which he has abused—he shows that he is 
not worthy to exercise the freedom of heaven, | 
and we are obliged to take away some of his priv- 
ileges. 

Doubtless there have been men who have been 
so happily constituted in the command of an armed 
force as to be able to lead about their troops, as it 
were, by a charm. There may have been men 
under whose command’ punishment was unne- 
cessary. The poet has told us of the gallant Gen- 
eral Wolfe, that ‘his example had a magnet’s 
force, and all were swift to follow whom all 
loved.” Still, if the general who commands 
the army be not that attracting magnet which 
induces his men to follow him from love, 
the interest, not of the officers but of the country, 
requires that the men should be made to follow him 
from fear. Why, the poets tell us that the herds 
voluntarily followed Orpheus when he moved 
through the fields; but the ordinary herdsmen of 
that day were under the necessity of carrying 
goads to drive before them their reluctant steers. 

Wecarinotargue from these particular instan- 
ces; we must adapt our law to the general condi- 
tion and character of mankind; and I think it 
would be as unwise to speculate upon the capacity | 
of officers of the Navy superseding stringent and | 
effectual punishment by attracting the love of their ; 
sailors towards them, as it would be if any unfor- 
tunate herdsman in ancient times had said he 
would take a flute or a fiddle, throw away his 
thong, go out into the fields, and endeavor by 
piping to induce his cows and kine to follow him 
home to their pasture. — fs: , te 

Upon the subject of this petition I will say this— 
although I was myself entirely opposed to the 
change in the law made by the last Congress— 
made, as we all know, in a manner irregular and 
not according to what are or should be the usages | 
of sound legislation, by thrusting 1n an amendment | 


| ble state in which it has always maintained itself | 


ment of flogging in the Navy; although, as you 
well knew, Mr. President, a vast number of peti- 
tions and applicatiéns upon this subject had been 


the Committee on Naval Affairs, and asi knew | 
that committee had been diligently engaged in 
collecting information from every quarter whence 
it could be obtained, and were exceedingly desir- 
ous to present to the Senate some measure of im- 
provement which, while it preserved the power of 
the officer in circumstances where it was nécessary 
to use the lash, should, at the same time, prevent 
-its hasty and ill-tempered or excessive application; | 
and while we had the materials ready to make a 
report on the subject after having paid such atten- 
tion and vigilance to the subject as we had hoped | 
might make it worthy the consideration of the 
| Senate, this was put into the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill without any inquiry except a j 
moment’s discussion in the Chamber and was | 
passed—although this measure was thus put, I, 
for one, am not for touching it now. . 

I want our policy on the subject to become set- 
tled. We have become dissatisfied with our past | 
experience. “The glories of the Navy, the admira- 


and performed its duties towards the country under 
the ancient discipline, have not been sufficient to 
induce Congress to trust it as it was. They have 
abolished flogging in the Navy. Now, I want no 
frequent changes in the discipline of the Navy. I 
want the problem worked out by actual experi- | 
ment whether this species of punishment is neces- | 
sary to the Navy or not. We can only ascertain 
this by waiting and seeing what is the operation | 
of the present system. 
entirely inadequate—if the punishment shall be | 
seen by the country to be absolutely necessary—if į 
it shall be restored with proper safeguards against į 
its abuse if those safeguards did not exist betore— 
„then it will be restored by a community satisfied | 
that the punishmentis necessary, and then we may j 
hope to have some rest, and escape from further 
agitation on the subject. That is my view; and, | 
.therefore, for my own part, I have no disposition | 
to see the subject contained in that memorial fur- 
| ther prosecuted at this session of the Senate. | 
If the honorable Senator from New Jersey prefers | 
it, I, for one, am perfectly willing that the petition | 
shall lie on the table without being called up again. ; 
{ want no hasty changes backwards and forwards | 
on this subject. I assure that Senator, and every | 


received by the Senate, and had been referred to | 


If it shall prove to be jj 


genius, and his classical: erudition... As far a 


opportunity to do so. : But, ‘sir, there is nothing, © 
in miy judgment, which the Senator ‘said ‘worthy 
of a reply from me, except one remark. “In. te= 
ferring to. my remark, that when the sailor was: 
flogged he was scourged like a slave, the honorable: 
Senator intimated that-I was claiming. more: for : 
the sailor than he was justly entitled to. ‘Sir, all 
that I ask for the American sailor is, that he shall 
be treated likean American citizen. . Tuhave asked ° 
for nothing more. Now, I would inquire of the 
Senatorif American citizensare generally scourged? ` 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly they are. . 

Mr. STOCKTON. They may be in North 
Carolina. I believe it is said that that State isa 
little behind the age. i 

Mr. BADGER. And in Virginia and Dela 
were, Most respectable company for North Car 
ina. : 

Mr. STOCKTON. I shall say nothing about 
Delaware, and I have no knowledge of floggiig 
being allowed in Virginia. But I say, that the 
American citizen in the other States of the Union 
is elevated high above the scourge. All Task is, 
that the American sailor should be treated like’ 
any other American freeman, and not punished: 
like a slave. The slave is, perhaps, as univer- 
sally punished by the lash, when he deserves it, as’: 
the American freeman is exempt from such a pun-. ° 
ishment. Therefore it was that I said that an 
American freeman as he was, the American sailor 
ought not to be scourged like a slave. Now, I 
| would ask the honorable Senator whether he 
would have the punishment of the lash inflicted 
upon the freemen of the United States generally? 
| If the honorable Senator is prepared to say that 
he is willing to have this punishment inflicted on 
all the citizens of the United States, there may be 
some consistency in his position. = 

Mr. BADGER. Does the gentleman wish me 
to answer that question? 

Mr. STOCKTON. Certainly, if you see fit. 

Mr. BADGER. Then T would say that I am 
totally opposed to any law for whipping. all of 
the citizens of the United States, for we should be 
brought into the difficulty of being citizens of the 
United States. With regard to the subject of pun- 
ishing offences, I am very well satisfied that the 
system of punishment prescribed by the laws of 
the United States, prevails over the citizens of the 
United States; and | am very well satisfied that 


other Senator, that, if the naval service can be | 


| carried on with efficiency, and its character main- | 


i luctant to see it restored as any member of this 
| body. Iwas opposed to abolishing it because I 
| believed it necessary to retain it. If it shall be 
found that it is not necessary, Í shall be as strongly 
opposed as the Senator from New Jersey to re- 
storing its. I am indifferent whether the petition 
goes to the Committee on Naval Affairs, or re- 
mains on the table without further action by the 
Senate. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I have 
been accustomed heretofore to look to the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Banger] for direction 
| and counsel in important matters. I have always 
| had great pleasure in considering him not only 
my friend, but worthy of the most entire confi- 
dence and respeci; but however much I may | 
regard him individually—however much I may | 
esteem his great ‘learning and acquirements, I 
must say to the Senate, even at the risk of being 
thought quite presumptuous, that I do not think 
that the Senater from North Carolina has treated 
my remarks with his usual candor and fairness. He 
has stated my arguments in hisown way, and then | 
unceremoniously declares, that I have myself | 
refuted them. His speech seems to have been 
characterized by a degree of sentimental levity 
not altogether in good taste. It appears to me 
| that under the circumstances, I had a right to 
expect something more kind and considerate from | 
‘the honorable Senator. Certainly the attempt to | 

turn my argument into ridicule was the last thing | 
I should have expected from him. | 

Mr. BADGER. Ibeg pardon of the Senator. | 
I intended no such thing. « | 

Mr. STOCKTON. 1 thought the gentleman | 
intended to do so. ; j 

The gentleman at ag 


took advantage of | 


tained, without that punishment, | will be as re- ii 


the system prescribed by law, prevails over those 
citizens of the United States who are sailors. I 
would ask the Senator, if he intends that the sail- 
ors shall have all the privileges of citizens of the 
i| United States? Does he intend that bills shall ke 
|! found against them by grand-juries, and they Le 
i| brought to trial before judge and jury? ' 
|l Mr.STOCKTON. [should be very glad if sail- 
| ors could have the benefitofa trial by jury. » The 
Senator says wisely, that he does not want all the 
citizens of the United States scourged. “He does 
not wish to be scourged himself, nor does ‘he wish 
that the Executive Department of thisGovernment, 
nor the members of the two Houses of Congress, 
should be scourged. Now, sir, let him tellus why 
a Senator should not be flogged as well as a sailor. 
Or why any other public servant, as well as the 
sailor, should not be scourged, Especially: let 
him tell us, why the defrauders ofthe Government— 
those men who rob the public Treasury—should 
not be scourged as well as the sailor. 


i 


| this argument, that he had no good cause, but, 
lawyer-like, he has worked all round the circle, 
and at last got back to the very same place from 
which he started. He now says, thet he is not 
willing to restore the lash at present; therefore, 
Mr. President, I move that it is inexpedient to 
grant the prayer of the petitioners. 

Mr. MALLORY. - Mr. President, as one of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, it is my mis-.’ 
fortune to differ with the honorable Senator from 
New Jersey. The views which he has advanced 
so eloquently, came upon me very unexpectedly. 
I have been familiar with the Navy for. some 
twenty-odd years, and in interest in the Navy, I 
i can yield to no Senator on this floor. I have some. 
views, which I could wish to express on. this 
matter, but as it is now the usual hour of ad-. 
journment, if the Senate will indulge me, I would. 


| 
| 
i| The honorable Senator knew, when`he began 
| 


the opportunity to display to the Senate, at the} 


upon a general appropriation bill—the civil and | 
dplomalte bill--a proviso to abolish the punish- 


| expense of my argument, 


the. versatility of his | 


express those views to-morrow morning. >T thêre~ 
fore now move th@ the Senate adjourn. ; 


was agreeable to him, 1 am glad that-he had the’ 


+ 
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Sn ps 
Mr. GWIN. Ihope the Senator will withdraw 
that motion, inasmuch as I wish to submit a few 
remarks on the subject at this time. : 
. Mr. MALLORY... I withdraw the motión, 
Mr..GWIN. ‘I was absent when the Senator 
from New Jersey concluded his speech. I wish 
to. make some few remarks upon this subject, but 
Ì am not now prepared to go into the discussion of 
: this question, for a document which I called for and 

hoped would be on our tables some days ago, has 
` only been placed before us this morning, and I 
have had no opportunity to examine it. 

Several Senators entreated the honorable gen- 
tleman to yield the floor, as it was the usual hour 
of adjournment. 

Mr. GWIN. Iwill yield the floor, then, to the 
Senator from Florida. 4 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I again move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

“Mr. DOWNS. Will the Senator from Florida 
“withdraw the motion for a moment? 

‘Mr. MALLORY. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. DOWNS. Ihave been prepared for two 
or three days to make a speech on the compromise | 
resolutions. I expected that should have had an | 
opportunity to make that speech before this, and | 
therefore I would ask the honorable Senator to 
move to postpone this subject until the day after 
to-morrow, so that I can have the floor for to- | 
morrow. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move, then, to postpone the 
further consideration of this memorial until the 
day after to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT. That will be Friday, the 
day which has been set apart for the consideration 
of private bills. 

Mr. PRATT. [ would remark to the Senator 
from Florida, that the only difficulty is, that Fri- 
day has been already’appropriated to a specific 
purpose—the consideration of private bills; there- 
fore if Monday would be agreeable to the Senator, 


I would move to postpone the further considera- | 


tion of the memorial until that day. 

Mr. MALLORY. Friday or Monday—it is 
indifferent to me. 

The motion to postpone until Monday was then 
agreed to. 

ANNIVERSARY OF THE BATTLE OF NEW 

ORLEANS. 

Mr. BADGER. F would like to seize a single 
moment to call the attention of the Senate to a sub- 
ject which I am afraid may escape their observa- 
tion. To-morrow is the 8th of Tanuary, the anni- 
versary of the victory of New Orleans. Theother 
House, [ believe, in accordance with usage has 
acu over until the day after to-morrow. 

Ve should not be behind them in respect for the | 
day. Assome of my Democratic friends do not 
like to take the responsibility of making this mo- | 
tion, I move that when the Senate adjourns it | 
adjourn to meet on Friday. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 

The bill from the [Touse of Representatives to 
admit a certain vessel to registry, was read a first | 
and second time by its title, and referred to the | 
Committee on Commerce. 

The House bill in relation to a certain lot of 
ground in the town of Gnadenhutten, in the State 
of Ohio, was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


WILLIAM DARBY’S RELIEF BILL. 
The engrossed bill for the relief of William 
Darby was read the third time and passed. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 7, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. | 
A message was received from the Senate, by 
Aspory Dickiws, their Secretary, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed the bill of the | 
House, entitled ** An act making an appropriation | 
to meet the expenses which were incurred in con- 
sequence of the late fire at the Capitol.’ ii 


Mr. HOUSTON. My object in rising now is 
to make a suggestion to the House, that the few 
minutes left before the special order of the day is 
executed be appropriated, by universal consent, 
to the reception of bills from all gentlemen who 
have bills to offer, for the purpose of referring 
them to committees. I have no bills mysel to 
offer at all, but I know that there are several gen- 
tlemen here who have. I move, then, that uni- 


. versal consent be given. 


[Cries of * Agreed !’? ** Agreed P?) : 

Mr. CLARK, on leave, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Edward Brown; which was read the first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. . 

Mr.BAYLY. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to report back a bill—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs can report at any time. 

Mr. BAYLY. I report it, then, upon my in- 
dividual responsibility. 

Mr. BAYLY then, on leave, introduced “A 
bill for the relief of American citizens lately im- 
prisoned and pardoned by the Queen of Spain;” 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BELL, on leave, introduced a bill to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act granting bounty 
lands to certain officers and soldiers who have 
been engaged in the military service of the United 
States,” approved September 28, 1850; which was 
read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. B. Iask that the Clerk shall read a short 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior. 

[Cries of “I object!” «I object !?"} 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move the reference 
of the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BELL. I do not wish to take up the time 
of the House. It is a general act, and I make 
this motion for the purpose of having the com; 
munication printed. 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

It was so ordered. 


Mr. LOCKHART, on leave, introduced a bill 
“ granting the right of way and making a donation 
of land to the States of Indiana and IHinois, in aid 
of the construction of arailroad from New Albany, 
in the State of Indiana, via Mount Carmel, on the 
Wabash river, to Alton, in the State of Hlinois;”’ 
which was read the first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, on leave, in- 
troduced a bill “granting to the States of Arkan- 
sas and Missouri the right of way and a portion 
of the public lands, to aid in the construction of a 
railroad from St. Louis, Missouri, via Little Rock, 
to a certain point on Red river, near the town of 
Fullerton, in Arkansas, and for branches thereto;”? 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 


| and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. SIBLEY, on leave, introduced a bill pro- 
viding for the survey ofthe Mississippi river above 
the Falls of St. Anthony; which was read a first 
and second time by its title. 

Mr. S. moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

Mr. DUNHAM said that all other bills of this 
kind had gone to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. He moved its reference to that com- 
mittee. ` 

The question was first taken upon Mr. SæLEY’s 
motion, and it was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Dox- 
HAM’s motion, and it was agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, on leave, intro- 
duced a bill to provide for the survey of artificial 
sites for reservoirs, to be constructed in the main 
affluance of the Ohio river, in accordance with the 
plan submitted to Congress by Charles Ellet, jr, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. POLK. I rise to a privileged question. 
The hour is approaching when the order of the 
House is to be executed, and-J have a motion 
which I desire to submit. I will, however, give 


Mr. BRIGGS moved that when the House ad- 


journs, it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 
The question was taken, ang it was agreed to. 


way to enable gentlgm enggo get in their bills, with 
the understanding that I shall have the opportu 
nity to submit my privileged motion. 


I move that the bill be re-‘ 


j 


Mr. HENN, on leave, introduċed a bill to 
create three additional land offices ii the State of 
Iowa; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. Š ; 

Mr. H. also introduced -a bill to continue haif 
pay to certain widows and orphans; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and. re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MeMULLIN, on leave, introduced a bill 
making grants, on certain conditions, to the Vir- 
ginia and Tennessee Railroad Company, to aidin* 
the construction of their railroad; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion, and I desire the attention of every gentleman 
present—— 

Mr. POLK. I rise to a point of order. [Great 
laughter and confusion in the Hall.] By universal 
consent, as I understood it, I was to be allowed to 
make the motion that the ladies be allowed to oc- 
cupy seats within the bar. [Laughter.] The gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr.McMutum, | I believe, 
is about to make that motion. He is going to take 
the wind out of my sails. [Roars of laughter, 
and great confusion.] T find, Mr. Speaker, to 
treat this question seriously. 

Mr. BISSELL. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. POLK. Will the gentleman reduce his 
point of order to writing? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BISSELL. My point of order is, that 
there is no question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. MeMuuuiy,} can 
gubmit his motion; but not otherwise. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I ask most respectfully 
that the House of Representatives shall be as cour- 
teous and respectful to the ladies of our country as 
was the Senate of the United States; and that, by 
the unanimous consent of the House, the ladies 
be permitted to appear within the bar of the House 
and witness the ceremonies of the day. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

The doors were then thrown open, and the va- 
cant space outside the bar was soon filled with la- 
dies. Many were also introduced within the bar, 
the members vacating their seats for that purpose. 


Mr. COBB, on leave, introduced the following 
bills; which were severally read a first and sec- 
ond time by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands: : 

A bill granting the right of way and alternate 
sections of the public lands to the State of Ala- 
bama, for the purpose of constructing a railroad 
from Selma to the Tennessee river, in said State; 

A bill granting the right of way and making a 
grant of public lands to the States of Mississippi 
and Alabama, to aid in the construction of the 
Memphis and Tennessee railroad; and 

A bill to graduate and improve the price of the 
public lands belonging to the United States, and 
for other purposes. 


Mr. PHELPS, on leave, introduced a bill to 
amend an act entitled “ An act to provide for the 
payment of horses and other property lost or 
destroyed in the military service of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1849; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. FOWLER, on leave, introduced a -bill for 
regulating the mileage of members of the Senate 
and House of Representatives; which was read a 
first and second time by its title. 

Mr. F. moved that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Mileage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. object to that motion. 
When this matter is referred, I want another 
matter to go with it, and that is the payment of 
members after the time for which they have been 
elected has expired, 

Mr. FOWLER. I will withdraw my motion 
for the present. 

The motion. was withdrawn. 


_Mr. BISSELL, on leave, introduced a bill ma- 
king a grant of public land tothe several States of 
the Union, for the benefit of indigent insane per- 
sons; which was read a first and second time by 
its title. _ 

Mr. B. moved that the bill be referred toa select 
committee of five. 
. Mr. HALL moved to refer it to the Committ 
on Public Lands. a 
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taken upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri. i 


Mr. BISSELL. I-hopethat motion will ‘not. be [F 


persisted in. ; 

The SPEAKER. If. debate arise, the Chair 
will have to rule that the bill must lie.over. 

Mr. BISSELL. Ido not propose to debate it. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hauw’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote on 
referring the bill, and to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table;. which latter motion was 
agreed to. 


Mr. DOTY, on leave, introduced a bill to estab- 
lish an Agricultural Bureau in the Department of 
the Interior; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture. , 

Mr. GREY, on leave, introduced a bill making 
a grant of public lands to the Commonwealth of 
Kentucky, to aid in the construction of railroads | 
in that State; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, aud referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


Mr: MACE, on leave, introduced a bill g = 
ing lands to actual settlers; which was read a A&i 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
‘Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, on leave, intro- | 
duced a bill for the improvement of the Rock 
Island and Des Moines Rapids in the Mississippi 
river; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. i 


Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, on leave, intro- 
duced a bill granting the right of way and making 
a grant of lands to the States of Louisiana, Mis- 
sissippi, and Arkansas, to aid in the construction 
of certain railroads; which was read a first and | 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 


s 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question faust first be 


mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CONGER, on leave, introduced a bill to | 
provide for the construction of a ship canal around 
the Falls of the St. Marie river, at the foot of 


Lake Superior; which was read a first and second | 


time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, on leave, intro- | 


duced a bill granting the right of way and making 
a donation of public lands in aid of the construc; 
tion of a railroad from the city of New Orleans, 
in the State of Louisiana, to Jackson, in the State 
of Mississippi; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, on leave, intro- 
duced a bill to encourage agriculture, and for other 
purposes: which was read a first and second time 

y its title. 

Mr. J. then moved to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the bill until the first Monday in | 
February, and that it be made the special order 
for that day. i 

Mr. ORR objected. 

The bill was therefore laid on the Speaker’s 
table. 


Mr. TIASCALL, on leave, introduced a bill au- | 
thorizing the names of certain revolutionary offi- 
cers and soldiers to be placed on the pension list; 
which was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. ; , 

_ Mr. DEAN, by unanimous consent, introduced | 
the following resolution; which was considered and | 
agreed to: ! 

Resolved, That the Gommittee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Fishkill village, in Duchess 
county, through Brinkerhoof, Johnsville, Oregonville, Gay, | 
Head, and Cortlandvilic, to Stormville, in said county. 


Mr. JACKSON, on leave, introduced a bill for 


| 


| 


the removal of obstructions in the river Savan- 
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nah, in the State of Georgia, and for the improve- 
ment of the same; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title. $ 

Mr. J. moved to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. DUNHAM moved that it be referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question would 
first be taken on the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Jackson.]} 

Mr. JACKSON demanded tellers on that. mo- 
tion; and they were ordered. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (it being now 
ten minutes to one o’clock,) said that it must be 
apparent to gentlemen that it was utterly impracti- 
cable to divide the House at the present moment, 
and he would therefore suggest that all further 
business be suspended until the order of the House 
should have been executed. It wanted but a few 
moments to one o’clock—the time fixed for the in- 
troduction of M. Kossuth. : 

The suggestion was concurred in; and, by gen- 
eral consent, all further business was suspended 
until the hour of one o'clock arrived. 


RECEPTION OF LOUIS KOSSUTH. 

M. Louis Kossurn, escorted by the Committee 
of Reception, and followed by his suite, entered 
the Hall and advanced up the aisle in front of the 
Speaker—the members of the House generally 
rising to receive him. 

Mr. CARTTER (the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Reception) then addressed the Speaker as 
follows: 

Mr. Speaker: We have the honor to present 
Governor Louis Kossuru to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. : 

The SPEAKER. As the organ of this body I 
have the honor to extend to Lovis Kossuru a cor- 


dial welcome to the House of Representatives of || 


the United States. 

M. Kossuru replied in the following words: 

Sie: It is a remarkable fact in the history of 
mankind that while, through all the past, honors 
were bestowed upon glory, and glory was at- 
tached only to success, the legislative authorities 
of this great Republic bestow the highest honors 
upon a persecuted exile, not conspicuous by glory, 
nor favored by success, but engaged in a just cause. 
There is a triumph of republican principles in 
this fact. 

Sir, in my own and my country’s name I thank 
the House of Representatives of the United States 
for the honor of this cordial welcome. 

M. Kossuts was then conducted by the Com- 
mittee to a chair which had been prepared for him. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. For the pur- 
pose of giving the members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives an opportunity to pay their respects 
to the distinguished guest of the House, 1 move 
that we now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 
journed until Friday. 

The Representatives were then presented by the 
Speaker and Committee of Reception to M. Kos- 
suth, as were also the immense crowd of ladies 
and gentlemen who had assembled upon the occa- 
sion. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate comunittees < 


By Mr. STUART: The petition of the citizens of Al- 
bion, Michigan, praying that Congress will make suitable 
provision for the erection of a line of telegraph from Fort 
Independence to some eligible point on the Pacific coast, 
by the passage of a law that will protect and encourage the 
telegraphic inventions of American citizens. 

Also, the petition of the Board of Education of the State 
of Michigan, praying for a grant of Jands to them equal in 
value to certain salt spring 
State and erroncously confirmed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Mary Ruggles, of 
Tisbury, Massachusetts, widow of the late Timothy Rug- 
gles, praying that a law may be passed giving pensions to 
the widows of e 
subsequently to the year 1800; and for other relief 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of William H. Winder, 
praying Congress to purchase the building at the corner of 


fands heretofore granted to said | 


revolutionary soldiers who were married | 


F and Seventeenth streets, in Washington city; now. tented. 

of him. by the Government. eg he et eas 
By Mr. SCHERMERHORN : The petition of Sarah K.: 

Jenks, asking for compensation. for losses sustained <by the 


seizure of the brig Jane and cargo at Laguayra. *; i> 


ea 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, January 9, 1859. . 


Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morean.. © 
The Hon. Pierre Sours, from the 
Louisiana, attended this day. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in obedience to law, statetnents of the 
contracts which have been made under the author- 
ity of that Department during the year 1851; which 
was read, and it was ; S E A AU 

Ordered, That it lie on the table and:be printed. ©" 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, made in 
obedience to law, accompanied by a statement 
showing the expenditures for contingencies of the 
military establishment during the year ending 
December 31, 1851; which was read, and it wag. ` 


Ordered, That it lie on the table and: be printed: 
LIBRARY OF THE CANADIAN PARLIAMENT. 


: The following message was received from the 
| President of the United States, by Mr. M. P. 
| Fizimors, his Private Secretary: : 
To the Senate of the United States: 

E transmit to the Senate the copy of a resolution adopted 
by the Legislative Council of Canada, together with the 
copy of the note by which the resolution was communicated 
to this Government, expressing. the satisfaction of that. > 

ouncil at receiving intelligonos of certain donations in aid 
| of the reconstruction of the Library of the Canadian Parlia- 
ment. MILLARD: FILLMORE, 

WASHINGTON, January 6, 1852. : AE 

j “LEGISLATIVE COUNGIL, oY 
; “WEDNESDAY, August 20, 1851$; 

“Resolved, That this House receives with rauch satisfac- 
tion the intelligence of the munificent donations which have 
been inade in aid of the reconstruction of the Parliamentary 
Library by the Houses of Congress of the United States, the: 
| Legislature of the State of Vermont, and the Legislature of 

BRITISH LEGATION, 


the State of New York.” 
| Wasuineron, October 30, 1851. } 


Sır: The Governor General of Canada has forwarded to 
| her Majesty’s Legation the copy which I have the honor to . 
| inclose herewith of a resolution adopted by the Legislative 
i] Council of that Province when the Provincial: Parliamént 
was last in session, expressive of the satisfaction with which 
| they have received tie intelligence of. the munificent dona- 
| tions which have been made by the Congress-of the United. « 
| States, by the Legislature ofthe State of Veri nt, and: by ` 
the Legislature of the State of. New York, in aid of the re- 
construction of the Library: of the: Canadian Parliament, 

I have accordingly to. request that you, sir, will have the 
goodness to cause theabove resolution to be communicated 
| to the Congress of the United States, as well as to the Le- 
gislatures of Vermont and New York. 5 

I avail myself of this opportunity to renew to you, sir, the 
assurance of my highest consideration, 

JOHN F. CRAMPTON: 

The Hon. Dante. WEBSTER, Secretary of State. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 
Ordered, That it lie on the table and beprinted. ` 
NEW MEXICO. : Bie’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid. before the 
| Senate a letter of William S. Allen, Secretary of 
the Territory of New Mexico, communicating, in 
obedience to the act establishing a territorial gov- 
! ernment for New Mexico, copies of the acts,.reso- 
lutions, and memorials, of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of that Territory, passed at a session begun 
‘and held the 2d of June, 1851. 
| On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries and printed. : 

PETITIONS. j 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition of citizens 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that the public lands 
may be ceded to the States for the purpose of set- 
tlement; which was referred to the Commitiée on 
Public Lands. ESS 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition of citizens ~ 
of Pennsylvania and Delaware, praying an appre- 
priation for the repair of the piers at Port fenn, 


State of 


j 


$ 
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in the Délaware river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. Bie 
‘Also, a memorial of the Commissioners of ‘the 
town of Newcastle; Delaware, praying an appro- 
iation for the improvement of the harborat that | 

. place; which was. referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. i 


priatio: 


mittee on Commerce; and L beg leave to suggest 
to the committee that some provision should also 
be made to facilitate our trade in the North Pacific, 
sojas to change the course of that trade, which 
now. hds to pass around Cape Horn to California, 
and thence to China, 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. E 

Mr. HAMLIN. J am instructed to present to 
the Senate a memorial signed by the journeymen 
bookbinders of the city of Washington, in which 
they set forth their views at length why no con- 
tract should be made for the binding of the public 
documents. That matter has been considered by 
the Committee on Printing, and there is a resolu- 
tion now before the Senate proposing to make a 
contract. Inasmuch as the committee have acted 
upon the matter, I move that the memorial lieupon 


the table, with a notice which I shall now give that |; 


when the subject shall come up for consideration 
before the Senate, I shall move the reading of that 
memorial, that the reasons stated by the book- 
binders may be thus presented to the Senate. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SHLELDS presented a petition of citizens 


of Washington, in the District of Columbia, pray- | 
ing the incorporation of the Eagle Steamboat | 
Company; which was referred to the Committee 


for the District of Columbia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. WADE, it was 


Ordered, Thatleave be given to withdraw the petition of |! 
sd D 


Joseph Verzie. 

On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Edward Dexter, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 


Ordered, Vhat the petition of Willitin D, Porter, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 


Ordered, What the memorial of the heirs of Caleb Swann, | 
on the tiles of the Senate, be referred to the Commitice of | 


Claims. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the Pioneer Cotton Man- 
ufreting Company of Georgetown, on the files of the 
Senate, be reterred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
Imbia. 

On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate 
relating to the ehtins of the States of Maine and Massa- | 
echusectts against the United States under the treaty of 9th 

1,1 between the United States and Great Britain, 

be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of Colonel 
John O. Hays, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. NORRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Combs Greenwell, en the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims 


STATE OF THE SURVEYS. 


_ Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following resolu- | 
tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed 
to employ a draftsman to mark and Jay down on the maps 
now in the room of the Committee on Public Lands the 
state of the surveys, and also show what has been disposed 
of by sale or otherwise. T'he rate of compensation for the 
service shall be the same as that of a clerk not exceeding | 
$1,800 per annum. 


NOTICES OF BILLS.. 


Mr. BAYARD gave notice that he should ask |: 
leave to introduce a bill concerning the sessions į; 


of the courts of the United States within the State 
of Delaware. 

Mr. BRODHEAD gave notice that he should } 
ask leave to introduce a bill for the payment of | 


i temporarily for the reception o 


E 


| outstanding loan office and. final settlement certifi- 
| cates issued for money loaned, or for services, or 
| for supplies during the revolutionary war. ` 

Mr. GEYER gave notice ghat he should ask 
leave to introduce a bill declaring the ‘assent of 
Congress to the State of Missouri to impose taxes 
on lands hereafter sold by the United: States in 
said State, from and after the day: of sale. - 
| Mr. BORLAND gave notice that heshould ask 
| leave to introduce a bill to grant a quantity of the 
| public land to the State of Arkansas, to aid in the 
| construction of a railroad from the Mississippi 
river to the western boundary of Arkansas, by 
the Helena and Fort Smith Railroad Company. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CLEMENS, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introducea bill for the 
relief of Thomas. Snodgrass; which was read a 
; first and second time by its title, and referred to 
| the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

. Mr. PEARCE, agreeably to previous notice, 
| asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the 
; relief of Sarah D. McKay, widow of Lieutenant 
! Colonel McKay; which was read a first and second 

time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
: Pensions. 
| Mr. CLARKE, agreeably to previous notice, 
i asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to re- 
| mit or refund duties on goods, wares, and mer- 

chandise destroyed by fire; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BORLAND, agreeably to previous notice, 
| asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
‘amend the act approved March 2, 185], entitled 
; An act to provide for the punishment of offences 
; committed in cutting, destroying, or removing live- 
oak and other timber or trees reserved for naval 
purposes;’? which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of H. P. Dor- 
sey, submitted an adverse report; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill for the relief of Theodore 
: Offutt, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
/ mitted a report on the subject, which was ordered 
| to be printed. 

i Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Pub- 
; lic Buildings, to whom the subject was referred, 
i reported a bill to provide a room for the Congres- 
sional Library; which was read a first and second 


i of the Whole; and no amendment being made, it 
i was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and subsequently it was 
i read a third time and passed. 
The bill simply appropriates the sum of $1,200, 
i to be expended under the direction of the Super- 
intendent of the Public Buildings, to fit up a room 
a porton of the 
books of the Congressional Library. 
Mr. WADE, from the Committee of Claims, to 
: whom was referred the memorial of A. H. Cole, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
| relief; which was read a first time and passed to 
| a second reading. 
i Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee of Claims, 
| to whom was referred the petition of James Dun- 
! ning, reported a bill for his relief; which was read 
j a first time and passed to the second reading. 


: MAIL SERVICE IN CALIFORNIA AND OREGON. 
nn . F. i 
Mr. RUSK. The Committee on the Post Of- 


i 
i 
i 
i 


|: fice and Post Roads have instructed me to report 
i a joint resolution of the Senate and House of 


Representatives to authorize the Postmaster Gen- 

: eral to legalize certain contracts for the transporta- 
tion of the mails in California and Oregon. As 
this is a matter of some importance, I hope there 
will be no objection to its being considered now, 

‘and I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 

i that end. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 

: as in Committee of the Whole, and no amendment 


: being offered, it was reported to the Senate. 
‘ ve NORRIS. I should like to have some ex- 


Mr. RUSK. The object of the resolution is 


anation of this resolution. |: 


General to: Congress, both at the last and the 
present séssion. Contracts were made in Califor- 
nia and Oregon at the same time and under the 
same circumstances as contracts were made- else- 
whére. A proposition was -before Congress last 
session authorizing contracts to be opened. by the 
agent in California, and the ‘contracts to be made 
there. Owing to the confusion which: prevailed 
at the close of the session, this amendment to the 
Post Office bill was not adopted. "These contracts 
have been made by the agent. and the postmasters 
in California and Oregon,-containing-a stipulation 
that they might be set aside. if it should be de- 
sired by the Postmaster General, inasmuch as 
they did not reach here by the stipulated time. 
Allthe mails are carried there by contract at this 
time, and at a rate of some forty or fifty per cent. 
cheaper than formerly. The Postmaster Generat 
has recommended that ‘these contracts be con- 
firmed; and if they are confirmed, they will re- 
main in force until the year 1854. If they are 
rejected, new contracts will have to be made, and 
a large additional expense will undoubtedly be 
incurred in the transportation of these mails. 


The resolution was ordered to be read a third 
time. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolutions submitted by Mr. Warxer the 17th 
December, concerning the relations of the United 
States with foreign nations; and, 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, it was 

Ordgred, That the further consideration thereof be post~ 
until to-morrow. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS. 
On the 22d of December last, the Senate adopted 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That after the lst day of January next, Fridays 


time by its title, and considered as in Committee i 


of each week shall be set aside for the consideration of 
private claims, and that on those days private bills have 
priority over all other business. oe 
The PRESIDENT, after the presentation of 
executive communications this morning announced 
| to the Senate, that under that reselution this day 
| had been set apart for the consideration of private 
| claims. 
| Mr. HAMLIN. Does that include the morn- 
| ing hour? : 
| The PRESIDENT. The resolution is compre- 


hensive so as to cover the whole. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Iask leave to introduce a 
‘private bill of which notice has been given. 

The PRESIDENT, TIt is not in order accord- 
ing to the resolution, which requires that we shall 
proceed in the order as laid down by the calendar. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I hold in my hand a private 
petition which | wish to present. f 

The PRESIDENT. {t cannot be presented. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is it not competent to post- 
pone that business, or would it require a suspen- 


i sion of the rule? 


| 


! by next Friday 


The PRESIDENT. It is an order of the Sen- 
ate, and not a rule which requires notice to change 
it. ‘The execution of the order of the Senate may 
be postponed by a majority of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move, then, that the execu- 
tion of that order be suspended until one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

When the hour of one o’clock arrived, the con- 
sideration of private claims was announced as the 
special order. 

Mr. GWIN. Lam entirely in favor of the con- 
sideration of these private claims; but we have no 
calendar, and it is very important that we should 
have one, that we may know what the bills are 
before they are called. I hope the chairman of 


| the Committee on Private Claims will consent that 


these bills be passed by until we have a calendar, 
and that the special order may be postponed, that 
we may go on with other business. It is import- 
ant that we have a calendar. We cannot act un- 
derstandingly upon these bills without one. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. {t will not afford you any 
information. ‘ 

Mr.GWIN. Icannotactunderstandingly with- 
out one; and if we postpone the special order now, 
we can be prepared and ready 


; to consider these bills. 1 hope -we shall go on 


- fully explained in the- report of the Postmaster 


with the consideration of the resolution relating to 
printing the returns of the Seventh Census. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Ido not feel at liberty to 
consent, nor do I know that my consent is neces- 
sary. The Senate can dispose of the motion of 


|: the Senator from California as it pleases. 


1852. 
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Mr, PRATT. The objection of my friend from j 
California is, that we have no calendar printed. 
Now, I do not know that we can learn from the 
calendar anything about the character of a bill, or 
the propriety of its passage. Bills are upon our 
tables as well as the reports of committees, and I 
suppose that the reading of these reports will give 
the principle upon which the. committees haye re- 
potted. From these reports we may judge, but cér- 
tainly not from the calendar. Ido not think the 
reason assigned by my honorable friend is such as to 
make it necessary that we should postpone this mat- 
ter, It is now the first time within three years that 
the Senate of the United States have made an effort 
to devote one day in ‘the week to. doing justice to 
claimants against this Government; and this very 
first day that we propose fo consider these claims, 
a motion is made to postpone their consideration 
because there is no calendar ready. I hope we 
shall show the whole country that we are deter- 
mined, upon this day, to devote ourselves to the 
passage or rejection of as many of these bills as 
we can dispose of. 

The PRESIDEN’ 
before the Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. Then I will make the motion that 
the order of the Senate, in relation to private 
claims, be postponed, in order to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution in relation to the 
printing of the returns of the Seventh Census, 

Mr. BRADBURY. I certainly am not dis- 
posed to interpose any objection to the considera- 
tion of private claims, whenever we are in a situ- 
ation to examine them. I was in favor, and am 
still in favor, of the rule which was adopted, set- 
tin® apart a particular day for their consideration. 
On a former occasion I gave my reason for favor- 
ing that rule, which was, that by this regulation 
we might have our attention particularly directed 
to the consideration of cases of that character, 
By an examination of the calendar we could as- 
certain what cases were to come up, and then, by 
a reference to the reports upon these cases, we 
should understand something of their merits. 1 
do not agree with the Senator from Maryland, 
{Mr. Prarr,] that the calendar is of no service; 
on the contrary, I regard it as highly important. 
We all know that there is such a multiplicity of 
business presented to the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, that we resolve ourselves into a sort of chan- 
cery court to consider private claims—a work 
which we are almast intompetent properly to per- 
form; that there is such a large number of these | 
claims, that it is impossible to investigate every- | 
thing ; but by a reference to the calendar, we can 
give our special attention to the cases which are 
first to come up on the day set apart for their con- 
sideration. Iam, therefore, inclined to favor the 
motion of the Senator from California, to post- 

one the execution of this order.till Friday next. 

ecan probably have a calendar by that time, 
and:have an opportunity to look into the cases 
which are to come up, and do justice to honest 
claimants, while at the same time we scrutinize 
all those cases which may be of a doubtful char- 
acter. 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘The Senate, some time back, 
adopted a rule the object of which was to facilitate 
the transaction of business of a certain character. 
Now if weare to repudiate that rule on the grounds 
which have been urged to-day, it will be just as 
liable to be repudiated on other grounds which 
may be urged on other occasions. If we do not 
now adhere to this rule which was adopted by the 
Senate after much discussion, we might as well 
abandon it altogether. I confess I am unable to 
see the force of the argument in relation to having 
a printed calendar. I presume that the bills re- 
lating to private claims stand in their order upon 
the regular calendar of the Senate, and there can 
be no difficulty in taking them up in the order in 
which they there stand. You take them up on 
other days in that order; and there is no reason 
now, when you have excluded other business from 
being disposed of on this day, that I can discover, 
nor any want of sufficient means of gbtaining the 
necessary information so as to act upon the private 
bills which have been brought into the Senate and 
reported upon. lam decidedly in favor of any 
system which, as far as practicable, tends to sub- 
divide and appropriate to particular times partic- 
ular classes of labor. For this reason I think that | 
this reversing of a former order of the Senate, de- | 
liberately made, and that, too, on the very first 


. . « 
T. There is no motion now | 


| 
i 
| 
i 
1 
i 
i 


i 
Í 
| 


H will ever report a bill which I shall vote against, 


| at the same time it is theduty of the officers of the 
! Senate to furnish a calendar, in order that we may 


| 


occasion of its being acted upon, will have a bad 

effect; and. tend to make the order a mere nullity. | 
- Mr. GWIN.. I made this motion for the pur- 
posé of advancing the action of the Senate in 
regard to private claims. For myself I confess 
that I have not hitherto had time to examine these 
claims, If we had a calendar we could examine | 
the bills as they would have to come upin their 
jorder. I doubt whether the Committee of Claims 


because they are close in their investigations, But 
| 
| 


know the business of the session. We ask for 
the reading of reports simply because these reports 
are not in the recollection of any Senators except, 
perhaps, those who made them; and I have asked 
that we may havea calendar, on the ground that 
we would make much greater progress on this 
day week than we would on to-day and this day 
week together without a calendar. There are a 
great many bills of this kind, and Lam as anxious 
to have them considered and disposed of as any 
Senator can be. Now there is a question which 
has been discussed by the Senate at great length, 
and which might probably be disposed of to-day— 
I mean the question in regard to the printing of 
the Seventh Census; and there is another question 
which the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Downs] 
has been waiting from day to day to discuss. 
Either of these questions might be brought up and 
disposed of while the Senate is getting ready to 
dispose of these private claims. I made the mo- 
tion with no other object than to facilitate the 
business of the Senate, because I want these bills į 


| 


the appointment of-collector of the port-of Provis 
dence, and he received a subsequent appointment: 
asmeasurer of salt, and thatappoimtmient was sahc-. : 
tioned by the Secretary of the Treasuryy : lt-waa. 
afterwards ‘ascertained by thé Secretary that: the. 
two offices of surveyor of customs and measurer: . 
of-salt were incompatible. . The duties.of -thei two.” 
offices were performed: by him, and though: he- 
| would have received the ordinary fees, amounting 

| to but little more than three hundred. dollars, the? 
; Secretary of the Treasury was obliged to. disallow 
‘them. The collector had no other recourse than, 
i to apply to Congress for relief. “I suppose the: ` 
circumstances are all well-understood; and_J pre- 
ume there will be no objection on the part of any 

i member to the passage of the bill. a 

| The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 

! ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. ` 


1 
CASE OF JOHN A. w’GAW. 


The Senate then proceeded, as in Cominittee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of a bill for the 
relief of John’ A. McGaw. : 

Mr. HAMLIN. This bill received the. favor- 
able action of the Senate last ‘year, and J believe 
the unanimous vote. of the Senate, after a. slight 
discussion upon it. If there be any necessity for 
an explanation after the reading of the report, a 
few remarks will place the matter distinctly. before: ; 
| the Senate. anc 

The bill was designed to pay to McGaw the 
sum of $1,400 for demurrage—$100 a'day for four- 
teen days, while his vessel was detained at Vera 
Cruz, by the default of the agents of the United 
| States. ` 


| out of the way as soon as possible. 

Mr. WADE. Will it be in order to move to 
lay the motion offered by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia on the table? 

The PRESIDENT. It will be in order. 

Mr. WADE. I fear that we shall not make much 
progress with anything if we go on in this way; 
and I therefore move to lay the motion on the | 
table. 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to say only a single 
word, and perhaps the Senator from Ohio will 
oblige me by withdrawing that motion for a few 
moments. 

Mr. WADE. I withdraw it. 

Mr. PRATT. We have now occupied nearly 
half an hour 

Mr. GWIN. Oh no; only ten minutes. 

Mr. PRATT. Verywell. Ten minutes, then, 
we have occupied in discussing the question sug- 
gested by the Senator from California. Now, the 


} 


| act upon these private bills to-day, but postpone 
our action until Friday next, we shall do more on 
that day than we should do both to-day and next 
Friday, when the calendar will be ready. 

Mr. GWIN. So I think; that is, on the sup- 
position that we have no calendar before us. 

Mr. PRATT. But the argument proceeds on 
the supposition that a calendar will be prepared į 
by next Friday; and then, that if we do not act 
upon these claims to-day, we can do more on 
Friday uext than we can do on both days together. 
Now, I cannot sce the force of that argument. If 
the question is to be taken on the motion of the 
Senator from California, I desire that we may have 
the yeas and nays, so that the country may see 
| whether Senators are willing to postpone action 
further in reference to claims of this character. 
| The Senator has remarked that he does not know 

that the committee will ever report a bill for which 
he will not vote. The inclination is rather to pro- 
tect the Government than the individual, I think 
the reverse should be the case, and that where an 
individual presents a prima facie case of an honest 
claim, they investigate it with all the scrutiny they 
can give. 

Mr. GWIN. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PRATT. Very well, sir. 


| last argument of that Senator is, that if we do not | 


i] requires it, 


The report was accordingly read. There being 
no proposition to amend the bill, it was reported 
to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. f 


REPRESENTATIVE OF WM. A. SLACUM. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of the 
personal representative of Win. A. Slacum... o, 

The bill enacts that the proper accounting offi-” 
cers of the Treasury be authorized to‘ settle and. 
adjust the accounts of the-late Wm. A. Slacum, 
and pay his personal: representative, in addition 
to what Mr. Siaenm received -in his ‘lifetime; his 
charges for expenses incurred in visiting thée'Co- 
i Jumbia river in pursuance of the direction of the 
Secretary of State, in the years 1836 and °37, 
provided that the amount allowed for such ex- 
penses shall not exceed the sum of $712 90; and 
| also to pay his said representative for services 


i 


| rendered to the United States by Mr. Slacum on 
that mission, at the rate of six dollars per diem, 
l| commencing the first day of June, 1836, and ‘con- 
| tinuing to the 15th day of March, 1837, provided, 
| however, that the amount of pay received’ by Mr. 
| Slacum, as purser in the Navy of the! United 
States, during the period ‘of time embraced in:the’. 
above dates, be deducted from the amount‘of ‘said 
er diem allowance. meats Ng 
Mr. MANGUM. I suppose that no ‘explana-" 
tion of this case is necessary. If any gentleman 
I will call for the reading of the report 
of the committee. That bill has passed the Senate 
three or four times, after a very full examination 
by the late Mr. Sevier, who was at the head of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations; and'I think 
| it was reported with entire unanimity, . 
The bill was reported to the: Senate without 
amendment, and was ordered:to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


: ELIZABETH ARNOLD. 


| he bill for the relief of Elizabeth Arnold was 
i read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole. 

It provides that the Secretary of the Interior be 
directed to place upon the pension list the name 


t 
i 
1 
| 
i 


of Elizabeth Arnold, only child of Jonathan. Pitch-. 


ier, a lieutenant in the.Navy during the revolu- 


CASE OF WILLIAM P. GREEN. 


The Senate'then proceeded, as in Commit 
the Whole, to the consideration of a bill for the 
relief of William P. Green. 

Mr. CLARKE. Mr. President, I beg leave to | 
say to the Senate, that at the last session that bill i 
was passed by the Senate without a dissenting , 
voice. The bill is founded on a claim for services | 
| performed by him under an appointment as an } 


j officer of this Government. In 1849 he received | 
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| tionary war, and pay her during her life twenty: 
dollars per month, to commence Decembér 20, 
1851. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD called for the reading of the 
| report of the Committee on Pensions. ae 
| "The report was read accordingly, from which 
‘it appears that Elizabeth Arnold is. the only 
child of Jonathan Pitcher, of Pawtuxet,in Rhode 
‘Island, who was appointed by Congress a lieuten- 
| antin the Navy on the 22 of: December, 1775, 
land who rendered highly. important services to 
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ng the revolutionary war; that. 

-sheis now eighty-three years old; and that in 
view of the facts before the committee, they haye | 
deemed it proper to report.a bill for her relief... 

Mr. FELCH:. 1 would inquire’ of “the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions, what princi- 
pleis involved in the bill; whether by passing it 
we shall not be extending pensions to a class of 
eases which have never been recognized by us 
heretofore; and whether there are any special cir- 
cumstances which require a departure from the 
tule? 

“ "Mr. CLARKE. If the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions will allow me to state the pe- 
culiar circumstances of this case, I willdo so. On 
the 224-of December, 1775, more than six months 
before the Declaration of. Independence by Coh- 
gress, it is known that a naval force was fitted out | 
in this country, which went upon a.cruise and 

” finally took possession of the Island of New Pro- 

vidence, and brought to the country a large 

amount of the munitions of war. That naval. 
force was fitted outin the waters of Rhode Island; 
and I may be allowed to say that in my own 
veins runs the blood of one of its commanders. 
A selection was made of the most able, expe- 
rienced, and gallant men that could be found to 
officer the vessels of the force. Small as those 
vessels were, imperfectly fitted as they were, the 
most gallant men that could be selected were got 
to command them. Among the appointments 
made—and it is upon the very earliest record of | 
your Government—was that of Jonathan Pitcher, 
a man whom I myself knew, and who had the 
universal reputation of being one of the most gal- | 
lant, patriotic, and daring men that had entered 
into de service of the country, either on sea or on 
land. He wasone of those men who did not look 
for his pecuniary reward from the Government. 
He went into the service from a warm and 
earnest zeal to sustain the Declaration which had 
been made by his country. He continued in the 
service as long as the naval force was sustained 
by the United States; and in that, as well asin the 
privateering service, did his whole duty to annoy 
and destroy the commerce of the enemy. While 
he was in France, and lieutenant on board the 
ship Providence, which was commanded by John 

Paul Jones, Dr. Franklin, I believe, after John 

Paul Jones had concluded, on account of some 

other engagement, to leave the vessel, put it under 

his command to bring it back to the United States. 

Perhaps in the Navy there might have been found 

a more accomplished man—he was rough, but 

honest; perhaps there might have been a more 

accomplished gentleman, but there was not one 
who entered into it more zealously, dnd did more 
effective service. THe made no claims against his 

Government. He lived and died in an humble 

situation. He always said that his services were 

offered to his country, because of love to it and to 
liberty. He asked no pension for himself, nor 
any, during his life, for any one connected with 
him. During the last year, this aged daughter of bis, | 
who is his only surviving child, at the advanced age 
of eighty-three, came to me, and stated to me her 
totally destitute situation. She had nothing what- 
ever but the recollection of the debt that was due 
from her country to her father, who so gallanilly 
exposed himself in defence of its liberties, and she 
did hope that the Congress of the United States 
would give her this little pittance, which would 
make her comfortable for the remaining days allot- 
ted to her here. That is thesituation of this lady; 
aged. and infirm as she is, she cannot long bea 
tax to this Government, or to any one else in this 
world. . She is now perfectly destitute; and if the 

services of her father, durmg the revolutionary 4! 

war, do not entitle her to this small recompense | 


the country. duri 


officers and soldiers who have served in the various 
wars.in which this country has been engaged; but 
it seems to me that this bill is adopting an entirely 
new principle, which has never. been applied either 
in the naval pensions orin thearmy. Naval pen- 
sions commenced about the year 1809, when a 
special fund was set apart for the purpose of pay- 


| ing them. Various laws, very. liberal—so liberal 


as to have absorbed that fund, as 1 understand— 
have been passed at various times; naming the differ- 
ent classes of individuals who were to receive them; 


have béen passed embracing widows and children, 
only apply to those cases in which the father or 
husband died in the service,,or of wounds or dis- 
ease incurred init. That is not this case. This 
would bea departure from the established rule. 
! None of the laws which embrace widows and 
children have gone so far asthis. They embrace, 
in most instances, the widows, or where they em- 


then they are, most of them, for five years and for 
children less than sixteen years ofage. The ques- 
tion now is, are we prepared to depart from the 
established rule? If we are prepared to depart 
from it in this instance, I am prepared to act upon 
a general bill to depart from it in all cases. This 
is, no doubt, a meritorious case. ‘There can 
‘scarcely be any cases arising from the revolution- 
ary war that can be characterized in any other 
manner than as highly meritorious. If we are to 
adopt this principle, | am prepared to act upon a 
proposition of that kind; I am prepared to go for 
it if it is advisable and right todo so; but Tam not 
prepared to single out this individual case and 
apply it to it. 

e had this same principle proposed here in 


Congress-—a principle to extend it to children, and 
carry it beyond the provisions of the laws. It was 
first presented in the way of a general provision, 
or law, adopting that principle as a general pro- 
vision. I had the curiosity—and I did it in the 

erformance of what I considered my duty—to 
inquire at the Pension Office to see how far that 
principle led. I ascertained that, if it was carried 


| out, we should adopt a provision which would re- 


quire us to pay something like half a million of 
dollars from the Treasury. I take it that almost 
every man who looked at that bill without making 
inquiry, would have felt astonished, as J did, if he 
had traced it out in the same manner, and found it 
to involve a principle of so much importance. And 
now, before we adopt the principle here in regard 
to navy pensions, I am disposed to look into the 
matter, at least so far as to call attention to the 
principle which we are adopting, and ask that, if 
we adopt it, we may do it by a general provision 
of law, and not by a special provision in an indi- 
vidual case. 

Mr. CLARKE. Icertainly have no disposition 
to follow the honorable Senator through his re- 
marks abouta principle of which we have hearda 
great deal lately. But he asks, upon what princi- 
ple is this bill to be passed? I simply answer, 
upon the principle of humanity. 

Mr. MANGUM. And justice. 

Mr. CLARKE. Yes, sir, and justice, too; I 
thank my friend for his suggestion. 

Mr. BORLAND. And national gratitude. 

Mr. CLARKE. Justice to an old and faithful 
revolutionary servant, who has left this daughter, 
his only posterity, in a destitute situation. That 
is the principle, and you never need fear that the 
Congress of the United States will be swayed 
from its propriety by such a principle too often or 
to too great an extent. The Senator, in speaking 


from this Government and country, which has |; 
now grown so strong and rich, I know not |! 
what appeal can be made either to our justice or || 
sensibilities. There is the whole case, sir. If |! 
any objection can possibly be made to this allow- || 
ance, I shall be glad to hear it. i 

Mr. FELCH. I have no doubt of the state- |} 
ment made by the Senator from Rhode Island upon 
this subject, both as to the meritorious services of |! 
the father of this applicant and her poverty. I 
asked the question of the chairman of the commit- || 
tee which has been answered by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, What is the principle involved in 
this bill? Now, I have no objection to going as || 
far as any one in providing liberally for those 


of the bills which have heretofore been passed, 
says that they were confined either to the indi- 
vidual who performed the service, to his widow, 
or to his children who were notabove sixteen ycars 
of age. I simply answer the gentleman, that this 
poor old lady has arrived at her second childhood. 
I can conceive of no stronger appeal to present 
to the Senate of the United States than to ask this 
pittance for this poor old decrepit lady, who is 
suffering from paralysis and has nothing to sup- 


| port her—a lady who is the only surviving child 


of one of the bravest men who ever trod the 
quarter deck of a ship of the United States, 
whether in the revolutionary or any other war. 
She, herself, destitute as she is, reluctantly asks 
this small pittance from her country as evidence 


but there was never a law passed which embraces | 
la case of this kind. AJ the provisions which 


brace children, it is only those who are minors; and | 


regard to army pensions at the last session of 


-of its appreciation of the services of her father. 
I trasi the Senate of the United States will not 
refuse the request. ; 

Mr. BRADBURY. . After the appeal which 
has been made by the honorable Senator from 
Rhode Island to the sympathies of the Senate, I 
feel, certainly, very great reluctance to the in- 
terposing of any objection to the bill now under 
consideration. “But I do regard it as a bill involv- 
ing a principle of very great importance, If we 
pass it, we not only open the door, but we take it 
from its hinges; we declare that we will grant pen- 
sions to the children of all those who served.in 
our revolutionary strugele—for almost every in- 
dividual who engaged in that struggle, whether 
he acted in the capacity of an officer or private, 
performed services of the most meritorous char- 
acter. It is now proposed to take an insulated 
case and pension a surviving child. I know no 
reason why, if we do this, we should not do it in 
‘every other case; and if we proceed in this manner 
we shall soon have one half of the coyntry pen- 
sioned upon the Government. I regret, as I said 
at the commencement, to interpose any objection 
to the bill'after the remarks of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island; but I am not prepared to 
vote for a bill upon: the principles of humanity 
alone, for I think that we‘cannot as legislators 
justify ourselves in acting upon that principle. 
We must have some principle beyond that of gen- 
eral benevolence, because we are not sent here to 
dispense alms. I hope that a bill of so much im- 
portance will receive the attentive consideration 
of the Senate, and with a view of having an op- 
portunity of further considering it, I will move 
that it lie upon the table, in order that it maf be 
called up again after we have considered it further. 
I do not make this motion for the purpose of hav- 
ing a test vote, but simply to give further time for 
an examination of the bill. 

Mr. CLARKE. Will the honorable Senator 
do me the favorto withdraw that motion? 

Mr. BRADBURY. Certainly, if the Senator 
will renew it. 

Mr. CLARKE. I would merely say that this 
is one of those cases in which any delay is denial, 
We all know how long it would take to get 
through the other House. Once more I will say, 
that if her father, who served his country so faith, 
fully and so well, had been living, he would have 
been entitled to a pension. That father has died 
and left this his only child, whose only inheritance 
is her father’s good name, his blood, and the claim 
he had upon his country; and upon thig she asks 
fora slight pittance to ease her lot, which will not 
be long upon earth. I have no more to say, but 
renew, according to my promise, the motion to lay 
the bill on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to—there being on 
| a division, 17 yeas and 17 nays. 

Mr. PRATT. I would like to have the yeas 

and nays on that bill. The effect of the bill, as I 
‘| understand it, will be to extend the pension laws 
| to the children of deceased soldiers or officers. 
Now, sir, I can readily comprehend the results if 
the Senate are disposed to act upon the principle 
avowed by my friend from Rhode Island, [Mr. 
Crarke.] They did act upon it the other day 
with reference to the widow of General Worth. 
If I had voted affirmatively on that occasion, I 
should vote now with my friend from Rhode 
Island. But having voted against that proposi- 
tion, and looking upon it as a matter of principle 
involving a large amount of money, I ask the 
yeas and nays, that we may see who are disposed 
to extend the pension laws as far as the principle 
| of this bill does. 
i! -Ehe bill was reported to the Senate without 
i| amendment; and the yeas and nays were ordered 
i| upon the question of ordering it to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote is taken, I 
i| desire to say one word in favor of the bill. I have 
i Often heard it said upon this floor, that the pas- 
sage of a bill of this sort established a principle 
which would require us to extend the pension 
laws. I dé not think that that follows as a conse- 
quence at all. It is not true, in fact, that we, by 
a bill of this sort, determine to extend the benefits 
of the pension laws.to all the children of persons 
who have served the country in the Army or 
Navy in the revolutionary war, or any of the 
| wars in which we have been engaged. It simply 
i provides for the application of the benefits of this 
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Jaw to one child of one worthy and distinguished: | 
The propriety of doing so depends upon: 
the merit of the particular case, and involves ro 


man, 


principle that requires us to go beyond cases that 
ave equally meritorious. I make thesegemarks in 
reference to this particular case.. T made the same 
in regard to the case.of Mrs. Worth, which has 
been referred to; and I do not hesitate to say, that 
whenever any case equally as meritorious as. the 
case of Mrs. Worth, or this case, 1s préserited to 
the Senate, I shall be prepared to vote for it. I 
think not only that correct principles of legislation 
authorize and require us to do so, but that every 


consideration of humanity and national gratitude | 


requires it, . 

I am prepared to go even further. Iam prepared 
to go. as far as it is said the principle of this bill 
would carry us. I donot think it would carry us 
to the extent which has been stated; but whenever 
a proposition is made to carry it to that extent, I 
am prepared to go for it. As long as I have aseat 
on this floor, I will vote to take care of the desti- 
tute widows and orphans of those who have de- 
voted their lives to the service of their country, 
and especially of those who have died in conse- 
quence of their devotion to the interests of the 
country. 

Mr. CASS. Before I vote upon this question, 
I desire to ask a question. I did not listen atten- 
tively to what was said, and should like to know 
if the person for whose services the pension is 
asked died during the revolutionary war? 

A Senaror. He did not. 

Mr. CASS. He.did not die in the service, I 
understand. Of course this petitioner, his child, 
must be of a very advanced age. 

Mr, CLARKE. If the honorable Senator will 
allow me, I will answer his question, whether the 
father of the petitioner died in the service. He 
did not. He received for his service in the revo- 
lutionary army his pay in what was called Con- 
tinental money. But it is not upon that that this 
poor lady rests her appeal for aid. Under the 
circumstance it was her father’s good fortune, 
perhaps, that he did not die in the service of his 
country; but it would scemi as if it were her mis- 
fortune. 

The question being taken by 
ordering the bill to be engrosse' 
ing, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Berrien, Borland, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, 
Douglas, Fish, James, Jones of lowa, Mangum, Miller, 
Morton, Seward, Smith, Upham, and Wade—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bradbury, Brodhead, Cass, 
Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, 
felch, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, 


King, McRea, Mallory, Norris, Pratt, Spruance, Sumner, 
Underwood, Walker, and Whitcomb—24. 


So the bill was rejected. 


MRS. MARGARET HETZEL. 

The bill for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, 
widow and administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late 
assistant quartermaster in the Army of the United 
States, was read a second time, and the Senate 

roceeded to consider it as in Committee of the 

Whole. 

It enacts that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be theréby authorized to allow and pay, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, widow and. 
administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late assistant 
quartermaster in the Army of the United States, 
the sum of $12,988 74, being the amount claimed 
by him in the account rendered by him for a part 
of the third quarter of the year 1838, and which 
was disallowed at the Treasury. 


Mr. BRADBURY called for the reading of the 


ya and nays on 
for a third read- 


report of the Committee on Military: Affairs; | 


which was accordingly read. i 
It appears from the report that A. R. Hetzel died 
an the 20thof July, 1847, at Louisville, Kentucky, 
after most laborious service at the city of Vera 
Cruz, Mexico—leaving a wife and three children 
tomourn his loss. He served in the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department more than twelve years previous 
to his death. He disbursed large sums of money. 
His accounts were all settled at the Treasury. In 
an account rendered by the deceased for part of the 
third quarter of 1838, there appeared this item: 
“Percentage on disbursements on account of the 
appropriation for preventing and suppressing In- 
dian hostilities from the 4th day of July, 1836, to 
the 30th of September, 1838, on $519,549 60 at 2; 
per cent., amounting to $12,988 74° That duty 
was entirely disconnected from the regular quar- 


iy 


| Lermaster’s account which: was covered by the | 
official bond. - But during this very period. his 
disbursements on account of the Army amounted 
to. several hundred thousand dollars, and his ac- 
counts were all duly closed at the Treasury. De- 
partment. He did not retain the amount charged 
as percentage, but he considered that he was 
entitled to it, in consequence of the unusual and 
extraordinary responsibilities he assumed as 
principal quartermaster in the Cherokee nation, 
He established such a system of accountability 


|| that not one dollar of the funds of the Government || any claim, and the only reason why ‘such. indis- 


placed in his hands—nearly $800,000—was lost. 
His duties were arduous in the extreme, as sev- 
eral commanding officers represent. 
ter of this officer was strictly honest and honorable. 


To show it, the committee extract some items | 


from his accounts. 

By the act of 3d March, 1839, claims of this 
character were not thereafter to be allowed. This 
cut off this claim. But the committee think that 
that law ought not to apply to a case where the 
extra service was previously rendered. 

The report is accompanied by certificates from 
Major General Scott and Major General Wool, as 
to the good character of Mr. Hetzel and the value 
of his services to the Government. 

Mr. HUNTER. If I understand the case it is 
this: This quartermaster discharged service that 
belonged to his office, only he had a little more 
duty than usual. But that was a contingency he 
had a right to expect when he accepted office. I 
believe we have long ago decided, by the passage 
of a law to that effect, that we will not give double 


The charac- | 


pay to an officer who merely discharges the duties | 
required by the service. It seems to me that this | 
is contrary to law. ` 

Mr.DAWSON. Mr. President, in the absence 
of the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, with whom this bill originated, I beg to | 
state, that the services of this officer were rendered 
prior to the passage of the law prohibiting extra 
pay being allowed to officers for services performed 
while in the discharge of their duty, and that this 
is the only case of the kind now remaining. The 
reason why two successive committees, of which 
I have been a member, have reported the bill unan- 
imously—for it was reported last year by the hon- 
orable Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] no ; 
longer a member of this body—is this, $800,000 
was sent to the Cherokee nation to aid in the emi- | 
gration of the Indians. The whole of the money 
was placed in the hands of Captain Hetzel. It was 
beyond his duty; he was under no obligation to 
receive it and take care of it. The money was 
placed in his hands by General Scott. 
care of it, and, as General Scott says, he was 
held responsible for the amount. THe had to 
employ various persons to disburse the money in 
various sections of the Cherokee country. He 
discharged the duty to the entire satisfaction of the 
Government. This was all done prior to the pas- 
sage of the act of March 3, 1839. When he re- 
turned, he went to the accounting officer and paid | 
up every single dollar, claiming this amount of 
two and a half per centum for the expenditure. Un- 
der these circumstances the accounting officer said 
he had no power to make the allowance. Instead 
of holding on to the money,as officers did previous | 
to the passage of the act of 1839, he paid every 
dollar into the Treasury, and laid his claim before 
Congress. Since the period of the application, | 
the Military Committee has twice, to my own 
knowledge, unanimously authorized the reporting 
of this bill. 

If thereever wasa claim in which extra compen- 
sation ought to be allowed, this is one of them. 
And surely General Scott and General Wool 
would never have given the certificates which 
have been read unless the facts were as stated. 
Why, there are hundreds of precedents prior to 
the 3d of March, 1839, precisely in point. But 
for. the act of 1839 the auditing officer would have 
allowed this sum. That act was passed before | 
Mr. Hetzel’s accounts were settled; but the ex- į 
tra services were rendered prior to the passage of 
theact. The act was tooperate prospectively and | 
not retroactively. ee 

This case is sustained by precedent. Itis in j 
violation of no principle of policy settled prior to | 
1839. If the judgment of the Committee on 
Military Affairs be worth anything, this-bill ought 
to be passed, for the committee was unanimous in 


i 


its favor. I believe it is as economical and care- 


He took į 


ful as any committee of. the Senbie, in-relation:to.. 
public expenditures. “All who were here during 
the last session of Congress: will recollect. the 
Speech which was made in favor of:this bill bya 
gentleman who was then Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Davis.] - ft then. passed with scarcely a gis- 
senting voice, and-went.to the House of. Repre- 
sentatives, and was there lost in consequence of ` 
thé failure of the House toact on private bills. It; 
is founded in justice and equity: : There canbe 

no objection. to it except an indisposition to pass” `- 


position can exist is a want of a thorough knowl- 
edge of the subject. ao 

Í would never have consented to the bill being 
reported if T did not believe it just and proper that 
the money should be paid. No lawyer. or ageiit 
of any character would have discharged the ser- 
vices which Mr. Hetzel performed, so honorably 
and settled so punctually, without being entitled to 
compensation, and none who would not have 
asked it. He has asked,*and his widow now 
asks for it, in conformity with the established 
usage of the gorernment down to 1839.. As was 
stated by the Senator from Mississippi last year, 
this is the only remaining case of the kind, and it 
is due to a meritorious, honorable, and worthy 
man. Itis not upon principles of humanity that. 
thisis asked. It is a matter of justiceand equity. 
I have nothing more to say. a 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘Mr. President, I recol- 
lect perfectly well the discussion that took. place 
at the time this subject was up at the last'session, 
and I recollect the grounds on which this bill was 
passed. It then seemed to me, and it now seems 
to me, that it is reasonable. I had something. to 
say when I was a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the subject of cutting off all these 
extra allowances, and a bill, if I recollect rightly, 
was passed in 1839—it was a part of some appro- 
priation bill—we had to gét it into an appropria- 
tion bill—suppressing all these allowances. The . 
practice before the passage of that‘bill was, in 
settling the accounts of officers, to make ‘these 
allowances. Congress determined to put aù end 
to that system forever; therefore, for the'purpose 
of accomplishing that object, they, amended one 
of the appropriation bills, so as to cut off these 
extra allowances from officers of the Army. This - 
service of Mr. Hetzel had been rendere 


before 
the passage of that act; and if he had been treated 
like all other paymasters, this commission would 
have been allowed. i i 
The reason why this bill passed with the una- 
nimity with which it did when it was up before 
Congress was, that Congress wished to mete out 
to him the same allowances, by this bill, which had 
been made to others similarly situated. He could: 
not get the allowances by virtue of the act of 1839, 
which cut him off before the settlement of. his ac- 
counts, although the service ‘had : been. rendered 
before. That is my recollection of the whole 
matter. f is 
Mr. DAWSON. fie paid over every dollar to 


the Government, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Perhaps that fact ought 
to be remarked. When Mr. Hetzel settled his ac- 
counts, as the Senator has remarked, he claimed 
the allowances usually made to paymasters; but 
this law which had been passed in 1839, ačedrding 
to the construction of the Department, prevente 
his receiving it, and instead of holding on to the 
percentage and allowing the Government to sue 
him, he paid over every dollar, percentage and all, 
and said he would resort to Congress, and see if 
they would not treat him precisely as all othe» 


| paymasters had been treated. I think his punc- 


tuality and promptness in settling his accounts, 
instead of operating against him, ought to operate 
for him. , 

The bill was then reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 

GENERAL ROGER JONES. : 

The bill for the relief of Adjutant General 
Roger Jones was read a second time, and the 
Senate proceeded to" consider it as in Committee 
of the Whole. s cai 

The bill enacts that the accounts of Adjutant 
General Roger Jones: shall be settled by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury cr principles of 
equity and justice, and in such manner as i aow 
him the pay and emoluments of Adjutant Genera 
from the time of the reduction of the Army in 
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1821; to March 7, 1835, when he was restored to 
his rank and commission in the staff of the Army, 
the pay and emoluments of captain of artillery 
which he received’ during the same period being |! 
first deducted therefrom. s 
~The bill was reported to the Senate- without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
; third. reading. : 


REPRESENTATIVES OF JOSEPH WATSON. 


The bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Joseph Watson, deceased, was read a- second 
time, and the Senate proceeded to consider it as in | 
Committee of the Whole. ` 

It enacts that the Solicitor of the Treasury shall 
be authorized and directed to cause to be executed, 
on the part of the United States, a full release and 
acquittance of the claims of the United States 
against Joseph Watson, as one of the sureties of 
Henry Ashiton, late Marshal of the District of 
Columbia, and that the. property in the city of 
‘Washington, at present held in trust as security 
for the payment of said claim, be reconveyed to 
his legal representatives free from such incum- 
brance. 


The report of the Committee on Indian Affairs |! 


was read, 

It appears from it, that the claim in question 
has been before Congress for many years, and 
reports for and against it have been made. The 
services of Joseph Watson, for which his repre- 
sentatives ask compensation, were rendered and 
sanctioned by the head of the territorial govern- 
ment of Michigan. But these services were per- 
formed without any provision of law regulating 
their compensation. The difficulty appears to 
have been to ascertain the exact amount of remu- 
neration for them. The services seem to have 
extended from the yer 1806 to 1812, making six 
years, during which Joseph Watson performed, 
when required to do so, the duties of superintendent 
and storekeeper, for which he received no remu- 
neration. In view of the difficulty referred to, the | 
committee being desirous to do justice between the 


‘Government and the claimant, deemed it proper to į! 


offset his claim, against a claim of the Government | 


against him as one of the sureties of Henry Ash- || 


ton, late Marshal of the District of Columbia. It | 
appears from an extract from the docket of the 
Solicitor of the Treasury, annexed to the report, 
that at the November term in 1849, a verdict was 
rendered in the United States District Court in the 
District of Columbia, in the case of James Wil- 
liams, one of the six sureties of Henry Ashton, 
for 48,150, It further appears, from the letter of 
the chief clerk, in the ofhce of the Solicitor an- 
nexed to the report, that in 1842 the representatives 
of Joseph Watson made an arrangement with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, whereby his indebted- 


ness to the United States, as one of the sureties of || 
Henry Ashton, was secured to the satisfaction of |: 


the Government, The debt thus secured amounted | 
to $1,375, for which a deed of trust on real estate | 
in this city was conveyed to the Government. It 
appears that of the appropriations made for the || 
contingent expenses of the Territory of Michigan, i! 
from the year 1806 to the year 1812, there re- 
mained in the Treasury on_the first of January, |! 
1813, a balance of $1,050. No part of that appro- |; 
priation appears to have been paid, on account of |: 
the Indian Department or to Joseph Watson. || 
Taking into consideration the circumstances in | 


which the liability on the part of Joseph Watson |; 


had its origin, and the fact admitted on all sides | 
7 that the services for which compensation is at | 


paid for, while this balance of $1,050 for the con- 
tingent expenses for the Territory of Michigan, :! 
nearly the amount of said liability, remained in the 
Treasury, the committee deemed it just that one; 
should be regarded as an offset against the other, | 
The committee gave evidence showing the value. 
of the service, and concluded with therecommend- _ 
ation that the bill should be passed. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I would like to hear the: 
bill read again. I wish to see, if we undertake b 
this bill to discharge one of the surcties, how far 
it is to operate on the others. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It will discharge them all. 


Mr. RUSK. It would generally release them 


1 
| 
all; but if the honorable Senator had attended to | 
the reading of the report he would have perceived | 
that an arrangement was entered into between the i 
Government and the sureties by which each became || 


l 


10 
present demanded were actually rendered, but not 


i! fate of all bills of that character. 


surety for his own proportion... Thése representa- 
tives of Joseph Watson became sureties for their 
proportion; and to secure it they- granted to the 
Government a deed of trust. - The bill will not go 
any further. ee 

Mr. BRADBURY... The explanation is suffi- 
cient. I was unable to hear the report when read. 
I was unable to ascertain-the facts of the case; but 


i| as I understand the Senator from Texas, thé peti- 


tioner performed services which may. be offset 
against his liability as surety. 


this report. Atthe last session, on a full investi- 
gation, this bill passed the Senate by a large ma- 
jority. There is a mass of testimony in the case 
which has been collected by the representatives of 
Joseph Watson, deceased. He has long since de- 
ceased. His representatives are females, and it 
was with considerable difficulty that they could 
collect this testimony. This judgment of the 
United States against them is levied upon, and in 
fact secured by the only property which they have; 
when, if the claim had been pursued at the right 
time, there would have been absolutely due by the 
| Government of the United States to Joseph Wat- 
son’s representatives a larger sum, I have not the 
| slightest doubt. A difficulty with this case is, that 
i it has lain over for a number of years. The iv- 
vestigation showed that he performed these servi- 
ces—that under one appointment he performed the 
services perinining to one or two other appoint- 
ments. he testimony goes on to show further, 
that in a critical time on the northwestern frontier 
his services were invaluable. 

There is a circumstance alluded to in the report 
which is strong presumptive evidence that the 
Government at that time intended to pay him for 
these additional services. In the annual appropri- 
ation for that Department there remains unex- 
pended upwards of $1,000—almost the amount 
asked to be released. The testimony is ample and 
full that he was a faithful officer; that he dis- 
charged those duties over and above those properly 
pertaining to his appointment, and that those du- 
, ties accrued to the interests of the country. Now, 
under such circumstances, with a very doubtful 
claim against him, created by his generosity to- 
wards his friend, amounting to about $1,300, the 
question is, will the Government of the United 
States, on such a showing as this, and when, I 
t have no doubt, if the claim had been pursued in 
proper time, it would have been a much larger 
amount, as a hard-hearted creditor enforce this 
judgment against hig heirs, and turn them out of 
the last vestige of property that they have? 

Mr. BRADBURY. he Senator from Texas 


mittee that the petitioner had a claim for services 
equal to the amount of the liability—a claim that 
| was equitable and just. That is satisfactory to 
i my mind, and I withdraw all opposition to the bill. 


to be engrossed for a third reading. 
MRS. DADE. 

The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of 
Mrs. A. M. Dade, widow of the late Major F. L. 
Dade, of the United States Army. It enacts that 
the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place 
the name of Mrs. A. M. Dade, widow of Major 


| Army, on the pension roll from and after the 18th 
f December, 1848, for and during her natural life, 
at the same rate of pension she has heretofore re- 


' ceived, 
Mr. MORTON. That bill, as itstitle imports, | 
_ is for the relief of the widow of the late Major 


Dade, of the United States Army. Major Dade 
fell at the commencement of the Seminole war, in 
Florida, in the year 1835. 
which is known in the history of that war as 


i: e“ Dade’s Massacre,” when he ‘and all his com- 
“= mand, save two, were massacred by the Seminoles. 


This bill passed the Senate during the last Con- 


House of Representatives, and there shared the 
I hope it willbe 
the pleasure of the Senate, without any further 
comments on my part, to pass the bill with the 
same uflanimity they passed it at the last Con- 
gress, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


y 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, some two or three || 
sessions ago, I investigated this case, and made 


has stated a fact on which this case may well rest. | 
He says the evidence was satisfactory to the com- | 


‘The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered : 


F. L. Dade, deceased, late of the United States ; 


He fell in that battle | 


ress without any opposition. It went to the | 


-amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
‘third reading. Ss 
ALLEN-G. JOHNSTON. 

The bill for the relief of Allen G. Johnston was 

| read a sec@nd time, and the Senate’ proceeded to 
| consider it as in Committee of the Whole. 
i It enacts that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be authorized and directed to cause to be paid 
| to Allen G. Johnston, of the State of Florida, the 
value of certain subsistence stores turned over by 
| him as captain of a company of Florida mounted 
militia at the time he was mustered out of service, 
on the 6th of January, 1840, to J. B. Collins, 
quartermaster in the service of the United States, 
but not credited to him by said Collins in his re- 
i turn to the Treasury Department; the amount so 
paid not to exceed the sum of $123 63. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
| amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

RICHARD CHANEY AND OTHERS. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of Richard 
Chaney and others. A 

It enacts that the land officers for the district of 
Fairfiéld, in lowa, shall be thereby authorized to 
examine into and adjudicate, on their own merits, 
subject to the revision of the Commissioner of.the 
General Land Office, the claims under the pre- 
emption act of June 19, 1834, to the lands on 
which the towns of Fort Madison and Burlington, 
in Iowa, are situated, under instructions that have 
| been or may be prescribed in relation thereto, and 
| independent of the appropriations made of these 
| lands for town sites, by the acts of July 2, 1836, 
; and of March 3, 1837. If the said land officers 
shall decide that any of the said claims would have 
been good and valid under said preémption laws 
| and instructions, if the lands covered by said 
| claims shall be appropriated, they shall proceed, 
| under the instruction of the General Land Office, 
; to ascertain from disinterested testimony the value 
| of the lands covered by such claims at the time 
| the claimants were deprived of them by their appro- 
| priation for town sites, and also the value of an 
i lot or lots, if there be such, purchased by such 
i claimants under the acts of July 2, 1836, and 
| March 3, 1837, as aforesaid; all which they shall 
| certify to the Commissioner of the General Land 
i Office. And it further enacts, that if the Com- 
! naissioner of the General Land Office shall be sat- 
isfied, by sufficient evidence, of the correctness of 
the decisions of the land officers and the value of 
the lands, he shall deduct therefrom the value of 
said lands at $1 25 per acre, and also the value of 
any ‘ng lands, if such there be, in either of the 


j 
{ 
i 
i 
i 


said toNg#s purchased by any of the said claim- 
ants, under the acts of July 2, 1836, and March 
i| 3, 1837, and pay the balance to the claimants 
or their legal representatives, in certificates of 
i location, at the rate of $1 25 per acre, which 
shall be located on any unsettled or unimproved 
‘lands within Fairfied district: provided that pre- 
vious to such certificate being located the claimants, 
or their legal representatives, shall file with the 
land office a relinquishment of all right, title, and 
interest, in and to all the lands on which the said 
| towns are situated; and provided, further, that no 
{ 
| 


| claim shall be adjudicated under the provisions of 
the act, which shall not be presented within six 
months after its passage; nor shall any certificates 
be located which shall not be presented within 
eighteen months after the passage of the act. 

The bill. was reported to the Senate without 


tid and ordered to be engrossed for a 


third_regdling. 
i RUFUS DWINELL. 
‘| The bill for the relief of Rufus Dwinell was read 


d a second time, and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider it as in Committee of the Whole. 


authorized and directed to cause to be paid to Rufus 
Dy 


money 
priated. 


| It appears that in the year 1837, James Thomas, 
|; of the State of Maine, entered into a contract with 
| he Postmaster General for carrying a daily mail 

between certain points therein specified, which 


1852. 
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contract was te remain in force for four years from 
thetime ofits date. Subsequently, in consequence 
‘of the embarrassed condition of the Post Office De- | 
partment, the service was reduced ‘to. tri-weekly, | 
and for several months of the year there was no | 
service whatever, with a view to a reduction in the | 
expenses of the Post Office Department.. The con- | 
tractor had made all his arrangements for a daily | 
transportation of the mails, and. for that purpose | 
had obtained the best carriages and horses. It’! 
was necessary for him, when the change was made, | 
to keep on the road a full force half employed, or 
to sell his steck at a great loss at a season when 
that description of property was not in demand. 
Under these circumstances, the contractor felt him- 
self bound to be in readiness to adhere to the terms | 
of his original contract. He presented his account 
to the Department as if the service had been ren- 
dered. ‘The Post Office Department paid him more 
than they would have paid for the reduced service, 
amounting to $919 31 additional. Colonel Thom- 
as, the contractor, requested that suit might be 
brought against him for the balance claimed to be 
due, and the trial took place before the circuit court 
of the District of Columbia, at the March term, 
1841. . The jury, instead of finding a verdict for 
the balance, found a verdict of $13,037 72, with 
interest from March 4, 1837, in favor of Mr. 
Thomas. No exception was laken on the part of 
the Government to, the verdict. The plea on the | 
part of the Government for having disallowed part į 
of the amount was, that there had been a change in į 
the service with the assent of the contractor, and 
that the contract might bechanged. In answer to 
this, it was proved that Mr. Brown, an officer of 
high rank in the Department, had notified the con- 
tractors, Colonel Thomas among others, that so | 
soon as the Department would be able to do so, it 
would make everything right. The committee did 
not recognize the right of either party to cancel or 
alter the contract without mutual consent, in which 
case it could only be done, as they think, by an in- | 
strument of equal solemnity with the original con- 

tract. Inthe presentcase no such formal changetook 

place. Although, in the opinion of the commit- 

tee, the verdicts of juries do not always furnish a | 
very safe standard for measuring the liabilities of | 
the Government, yet, under the circumstances 

of the present case, they cannot but believe that | 
they can find no better guide. The jury was | 
composed of men of intelligence and respectabil- | 
ity, which is attested in the strongest manner by | 
the highest authority; and the court is universally | 
admitted to be one of great experience, of exten- | 
sive legal knowledge, and of entire impartiality. | 
The contractor was unable of himself to provide | 
the means of carrying out his contract. The pres- 
ent petitioner, among others, made advances for 
that purpose.. To save himself, Mr. Dwinell was 
forced to purchase the claims of other parties. 
He, in all probability, looked to the original con- 
tract as a source of reimbursement; and the com- | 
mittee consider that the faith of the Government | 
was impliedly, if not expressly, pledged to his | 
payment. The committee, after the most mature | 
consideration, came to the conclusion that this | 
sum ought to be paid to Mr. Dwinell. | 


plies to other cases: the want of due diligence on | 


Mr. WHITCOMB. Why has not this claim 
been presented before? ~~ i 
Mr. HAMLIN. There have been applications 
wadé before, and if E am asked why it has not 
been: granteé, I can give the same reason that ap- 


the part of Senators and Representatives. I think | 
this is one of that class of cases where this com- £ 
mittee have been right. It is true, T am this year | 


a member of the Committee on the Post Officeand | 


Post Roads, and I gave my concurrence to the re- | 
port. It was, however, matured at a previous ! 
session, when { was not a member of this commit- 
tee. I think that the claimant is equitably entitled | 
to interest. | 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not feel the force of the ; 
argument of the Senator from Maine. If interest | 
should be allowed in this case, I do not see why : 
it should not be allowed in every other case. Itis | 
said that interest should be allowed because the | 
claim is due; and the same is said in relation to : 
every other claim presented here. I donot think ; 
that the verdict of a jury gives it any particular |! 
force, or gives it a better right to interest than 4) 
other claims presented here. The United States ; 
does not allow itself to be sued; and why? Be- jj 
cause it is afraid to trust itself in the hands of || 
juries. This is an indirect mode of accomplishing |} 


‘what the law does not allow, and what the policy | 


of the Government is opposed to. Whether that | 
policy be right. or wrong, I do not pretend to say; | 
but such has been the policy of the Government. | 
Lam vot satisfied that the claim is due at all. I 
am not satisfied but that the change in the mail ! 
service was according to the agreement of both | 
parties; and I do not believe it requires an instru- jj 
ment under seal to change the agreement. But I || 
have not examined the matter; and, as the Com- | 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads report |, 


this sum to be due, I am willing to let that go, but į 
I cannot consent to allow interest. If we establish 
this precedent; if we allow interest in this case, I | 
do not see why we can refuse it in any other case | 
in which the Government owes a debt. It is no 
answer to say that Congress did not act upon the 
case at the time; because that would cover a vast 
amount of money, and a great many cases hang- 
ing over here from year to year. I hope the Sen- 
ate will agree to the amendment, and not consent 
to allow interest. 

Mr. RUSK. I made the report in this case | 
after a very full investigation of all the papers re- | 
Jating to it. In my opinion, itis fully a legal claim | 


against the Government. Certainly it is a very || F | 
i| self impelled to vote in favor of the amendment of 


strong equitable claim which the individual has. | 
As the report states, the contract was made by an į 
individual for the transportation of the mail, with- į 
out any reservation of power on the part of the ; 
Government to reduce the contract. Jt was for | 
the purpose of relieving the Department from an | 
embarrassment, which was supposed, at the time, 
to be temporary only, that it was changed, and 
with the assurance to the contractor that what 
was right in the premises should be done. The 
contractor had gone on and stocked theroad. He 
had made all the necessary preparations, and gone 
to all the expense necessary to complying with the 


i 

i 
| 
} 

i 
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Mr. HUNTER. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out of it the words “ with interest from 
the 4th of March, 1837.” I believe it is not the 
practice of the Government to pay interest on 
claims against it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I know very 
well what the rule of the Government has been in 
relation to interest; but it seems to me that this is 
one of the cases within the rule which the Gov- 
ernment itself has adopted. There are certain 
cases which have always met the favorable con- 
sideration of Congress, wherein interest has been | 
allowed to the individual where payment has been | 
delayed, not by the remissness of the person to 
whom the money was due, but_by the failure of | 
the Government to pay him. Now, this report is | 
predicated, and this claim rests, upon the decision | 
ofa jury; and that decision shows that this amount 
was due to the person at that time. „Certainly, if; 
there is any safe basis for our action, it should | 
be that of a jury of the country where there has | 
been a trial, and witnesses have been examined by | 
the Government and by the claimant for the pur- | 
pose of adjudicating and determining the sum | 
due. It seems to me, therefore, that this is one 
of that class of cases where the claimant is equi- 
tably entitled to interest. 


contract. He was enabled to comply with the | 
contract by advances made to him by his friends, . 
but was unable to do it himself. By the arrange- || 
ment which was afterwards made, for the purpose 
of relieving the Department, this heavy loss fell, 
not upon. the contractor, but upon those who had 
made these advances to enable him to comply with 
his contract. y 
There is a mass of testimony in the case. The 


| 


testimony before the jury was, that the assurances |j 


mentioned in his petition, and in the report, were 


made from the Department itself. That they were | a 


intended to be fairly performed at the time, there 
is not any reason to doubt; because the Depart- 
ment paid him an amount larger than the reduced 


service, which they had made to relieve a tempo- ; 


rary derangement of the Post Office Department. 
They had overpaid him the sum of nine hundred | 
dollars. They sued him to recover that amount; ; 
and then those individuals who advanced the 
money come forward and make the claim. In 
place of paying this claim, the Department charged 


the contractor with having received nine hundred | 
| 
i 


dollars more than he was entitled to, under the | 
reduction of the service made by the Postmaster | 
General, to relieve the service for the time being. | 
All parties consented that a suit should be brought. | 


1 rs 
i| see that his argument touches the 


It is brought here, neat the Department, where 
the testimony. could “all be taken, and ‘where the’ 


| United States prosecuted: the claim against the in- 
i 


dividual by respectable counsel, before a highly 
respectable jury. The testimony is; that. thejar’ 
‘were highly respectable men. “This jury, sworn’ 
to do justice and equity between the parties, : 
stead of giving a verdict of nine hundred - dollars: 
| for the Government, gave a verdict against: the. 
Government for the amount named ‘in the bill. =. 
There arë peculiar circumstances in this case 
which render it peculiarly hard to the individual 
who now makes this claim. -He made advances 
| to the contractor, but the contractor gave the prë- 
| ference to other persons who had made advances. 
| tobim. In order to avail himself of the benefit of 
| this security, whatever it might bej in orderto get 
i back the amount which he had actually advanced, 
this individual had to go into the market and pùt- 
chase the rights of those who were before. him. 
So that he had not only advanced money to the 
Government, but he has had to go-into: the mar- 
ket and take up liabilities, in order to enable him 
to try to get the benefit of his claim. “This partic-, 
ular circumstance seems to me to present avery. 
strong case; and J am free to say, if J were- party. 
in interest, I could not: consent, with my conscience 
and my notions of right and wrong, to refuse to 
pay the individual the interest as well as the prin- 
cipal. : j 
Mir. BAYARD. Mr. President, IL confess: tha! 
after hearing the Senator from Texas, J, cannot 
uestion .con- 
nected with the amendment of the Senator from 
Virginia. Like every other claim that comes be- 
fore us, if we allow it, we allow it upon the ground 
that it is just, and either a legal or an equitable 
claim against the Government. But the general 
rule is, that the Government does not allow interest 
on claims against itself. Now, what distinction 
has heen pointed out which makes this case dif- 
ferent from any other? It is the case of a claim 
ascertained by a jury, if you will. Claims ma: 
be ascertained in other modes, but. they are ‘all 
supposed to be just claims against the Government 
when passed. If the general rule is not to allow 
interest, what reason is there, and what reason 
have the opponents of the amendment presented 
why interest should be allowed in this case?’ If 
the rule is not right, rescind it in ail cases, and pay 
interest in every case; but if the rule be wise and 
necessary, as I believe it is, the exceptions must 
be few and rare in which the Government can pay 
interest upon a claim against it, 1 shall feel my-. 


| 
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i 
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! the Senator from Virginia, that this claim of in- 
‘terest ought not to be allowed. I see nothing in 
| the argument of the Senator from Texas, to bring 
this as an exception to the general.rule, that. the 
| Government will not pay interest on claims against 
it, A . ae č : Di Priz 

Mr. HAMLIN. : I think I may have heen mis- 
understood in @ point which T designed to ‘make a 
few moments since. What I. meant to say was 

this: that this was a sum determined upon “by a 
| jury, who had heard the evidence in a legal trial 
between the parties, and that it ought to stand 
i higher in our estimation than it would stand on 
that evidence which is of an ex parte character, 
furnished to a committee here. Besides, if it had 


been a judgment against an individual, the judg- 
‘ment would have been enforced by the party m 
lw 
i have 
| would 


hose favor the judgment was given, fe would 
been entitled to recover that amount, and 
have received what would have been equiv- 


seem to 
whether 
whether 


| 
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- Although the total-amount in. this case is quite 
small, it is a question of very vital importance— 
oné that has occupied a great share of publicat- 

_tention during the past few years, and one that | 
may. occupy it still more during the coming year. 
Standing ‘here, representing the State of Florida, 
Thavé to say, that perhaps that State is more in- 
terested at this moment in the-question whether. 
this:Government is bound to pay interest on ad- 
judicated. claims, than any. other State in- the 

nion. I could refer toa very able opinion on 
that point, recently pronounced.by a Federal judge; 
but it may not be pertinent to this question. 

This sum has already been adjudicated upon by 
the consent of the country; and the question now 
is, whether the country will go behind the adjudi- 
cation—go' behind the vérdict of the jury, in 
search of what it was that influenced the minds of 
the jury. : I think the United States are con- 
“eluded. They have. submitted to the suit: they 
are; therefore, concluded. How can they inquire 
why it was that the jury found this sum? They 
must pay it, And then the question of interest 
comes up. Every Senator concedes that the Gov- ; 
ernment is forced to do justice by paying the 
principal. The principle that the Government 
does not pay interest is based upon the princi- į 
ple, that de is always ready to pay; and that the 
neglect to pay arises from the laches of the claim- 
ant, from a delay to prosecute the claim in time. | 

I go further, and_say that Congress has in no | 
case set forth the doctrine that the Government | 
will never pay interest. It isa mere rule of the 
accounting officers. The rule has been adhered to: 
but it is an unjust one. And one of the earliest 
cases. where ibis rule was enforced, arose under 
the Florida treaty. By an article of that treaty, | 
those individuals who had claims under the old 
Spanish rule of Florida—who had claims when 

Florida was under the Spanish flag—it was pro- 
vided that such should have their claims adjudi- | 
cated by due course of law. The Government | 
failed to provide a due course of law for their ad- 
judication, Those clainiants were kept out by no | 
laches of their own, but clearly by the fault of the 
Government. And when a law was provided, it 
was temporary in its character, and insufficient to | 
allow time to claimants to make their claims good. 
The law contemplated that the claim should be ad- 

. judicated or reported by.the commissioner to the 

ecretary of the Treasury. He was to examine 
the evidence and’ allow or discharge the claim at 
his discretion. And at that time, shortly after 
the acquisition of Florida, in the year 1821, his 
discretion was to disallow interest; although | 
interest was justly due to the parties, and they had | 

suffered in consequence of ihe negligence of the 
Government. I apprehend that this doctine has | 
derived additional strength from the position 
which the Secretary of the Treasury then took. 1 
apprehend, therefore, that the question is not very 
clearly before the Senate, whether we ought or 
ought not to pay interest as a generalrule. If we 
pay interest in this case, we do not establish a 
precedent for the payment of interest in all cases; 
and even if we did so, the bill should have my | 
support. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am unable 
to agree with the Senator from Florida. I con- 
sider the rule denying interest a wise one, because | 
the tendency always is, according to my observa- 
tion in these claims, to delay them. The Senator 
takes a position to which I am perfectly willing to | 
assent—that the Government is always supposed | 
to be ready to pay, and therefore does not pay in- 
terest because the principle is that the delay flows | 
from the laches of the claimant. I say that that | 
principle applies here with all its force. The | 
claimant here had the evidence of his claim, arising | 
from the verdict of a jury as early as the year | 
1841. Why then was not the claim presented to | 
Congress long before this? If he chooses to let 
it be delayed, is the Government bound to pay in- | 
terest in the interim? Has the Government not | 
been able to pay in the interim? Has the Gov-! 

ernment not had any money which it could have | 

disbursed for the purpose of paying the. party | 
when he had the full evidence of the character of; 
his claim in 1841? Upon what principle, then, | 
can he ask interest from us from the time of the. 
rendition of the verdict? I submit, therefore, if | 
this principle be true—and I think it is sound—that | 
where a party has a claim against the Government, 
the Government is supposed to be ready to pay it} 


if it is-a good one; and if it is not paid, the pre- 


if he does not present his claim for ten years after 
obtaining full.evidence, by the verdict of a jury, 
ofits amount, hé should be debarred from obtain- 
ing: interest. -. B <o F SD 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, the principle 
laid down by- the honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware is,that the Government refuses to pay inter- 
est upon a sort of legal presumption. Now, can- 
not the legal presumption be removed by a state of 
facts adverse to it? Ithas been done in numberless 
instances of appropriations made by Congress for 
debts which were due; Itis not by means of his 
laches that this claimant does not receive this 
amount of money; but it is because it is refused to 
him by the Department. They bring suit with 
his consent. e waives the jurisdiction, and al- 
lows them to bring suit in this District, where the 
testimony can all be obtained. This is certainly 
the prosecution of the claim, because he comes be- 
fore the jury and submits proof of the validity of 
his claim. Does not this rebut that presump- 
tion? 

But the committee went behind the verdict of 
the jury. I knowthat many objections are raised 
to the verdicts of juries against the Government 
of the United States. I know they are liable to 
very many and very serious objections. Thecom- 
mittee did not take the verdict of the jury without 
an investigation of the testimony upon which the 
verdict was given. From the testimony, they be- 
came satisfied that the verdict was a correct one, 
and that the debt was due by the Government of 
the United States. It seems to me that these 
facts are amply sufficient to do away with any 
presumption which could relieve the Government 
from the payment of interest. 

Mr. PRATT. Lhope to be excused, Mr, Presi- 
dent, for saying one word after the argument which 
has been made. The particular proposition here 
is, whether the Government is bound to pay inter- 
est on debts admitted by the Government, or ascer- 
tained to be due by the Government, to States or 
individuals. I think the sound legal mind of the 
honorable Senator from Florida will at once see 
the fallacy of the distinction which he attempted 
to draw between this and ordinary cases. The 
verdict of the jury does not decide the case; it only 
ascertains the amount of indebtedness. Conceding 
that the verdict of the jury only ascertains the 
amount of indebtedness, it only does that which 
the Senate ascertains in reference to every claim 
which is brought before this body. When the 
Senate decide in any one of the claims which are 
brought before them, we ascertain that upon a par- 
ticular day a particular service was rendered, or a 
particular amount of money was due by the Gov- 
ernment to an individual, The Senate’s ascer- 
tainment of the fact of the indebtedness at the par- 
ticular time, is as much an ascertainment of fact, 
as is the verdict of a jury. You can, therefore, 
invoke this verdict only for the purpose of show- 
ing the indebtedness, on the part of the Govern- 
ment, at the time the verdict was rendered. 

Conceding the indebtedness, the broad question 
comes up: Is the Government bound to pay in- 
terest? Iam not committed to the policy of the 
Government heretofore. I believe that the Govern- 
ment, like individuals, is bound, when it owes an 
honest debt, and I insist upon its duty to pay in- 
terest upon it, as much as | would in the case of 
an individual. If the Senator assumes this broad 
doctrine, I can go with him; but there is no dis- 
tinction between this and every other case in which 
the Government has paid a debt which has been 
due for any length of time. If the honorable 
Senator, therefore, will put this upon the broad 
ground, and the Senate will understand that we are 
deciding the broad principle that, whenever the 
Government of the United States owes a sum of 
money to an individual it is bound to pay interest 
on that sum, from the point of time when it be- 
comes due, I will go with him. But there is no 
distinction between this and any other case. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, I under- 
stand that the propositión here is to pay interest 
from the time when the proof of the claim was 
made complete. In 1837, the claimant prosecuted 
his claim and made his proof complete. I know 
that some two or three years ago I had the honor 


|| of serving upon the Committee of Claims, and in 


sundry cases we undertook to adopt the principle 
that interest. should be paid from the time when 


sumption is that it. arises from laches on his: part; | 


| the jury, but were fully satisfie 


| the proof of the claim against the Government was 


made complete, In regard to thé payment of in- 
terest which has been spoken of, itis. a question 
which has been settled by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury. I suppose it is competent for 
Congress to determine m what, ease it will, and 
in what case it will not pay interest. I under- 
stand the chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads to say that in this case, the 
committee did not even rely upon the verdict of 
by the evidence 
in the case, that the verdict of the jury was cor- 
rect. 

Mr. HUNTER. I call for tlie yeas and nays 
on my amendment.. It is an important question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BERRIEN. I desire simply to ask of the 
chairman of the committee one question. I un- 
derstand that the verdict of the jury was rendered 
in 184]—more than ten years ago. The informa- 
tion which I desire is, why has not this claim 
been presented before? Or wasit presented to the 
proper Department immediately after the verdict 
was rendered ? 

Mr. RUSK. | My recollection of the matter is, 
that it was presented to the Department immedi- 
ately. This report was made two years ago, and 
as a matter of course, some of the facts have es- 
caped my recollection. Of one thing Tam sure: 
the claim was presented and urged. by these indi- 
viduals immediately after the performance of the 
contract. It had been pressed more than once. 
Finally an understanding took place between them 
and the Department, that upon a claim of nine 
hundred dollar said to have been over paid to 
these individuals, suits should be instituted, and 
the whole matter should go before a jury. Wheth- 
er application was made to Congress before the 
last Congress I do not know. {fam inclined to 
think not; but I may be mistaken, My recollec- 
tion is, however, that immediately ‘after the verdict 
of the jury was rendered, they attempted to get 
their payment from the Department, but failed 
in that; and that they made application to Congress 
two years ago. 

Mr. BERRIEN. My inquiry was, whether, 
after the verdict of the jury, application was made 
for the payment of this sum, and when? The 
United States has no inflexible rule in regard to 
the payment of interest. The. opinion of the 
present Chief Justice, when he was Attorney 
General, is very distinct on that subject. The 
United States proceed generally in the payment 
of claims upon the principle that this Government 
is always ready to meet all just demands against 
it. Now, assuming the fact on which the chair- 
man has, relied, not resting exclusively upon the 
verdict of the jury—for the verdict of a jury 
against the United States is not always the purest 
criterion of the correctness of a claim—but as- 
suming the fact which has -been stated by the 
chairman, that the committee had examined the 
evidence upon which the verdict was rendered, and 
that it was satisfactory to them; then upon. the 
rendering of that verdict there was a claim against 
the United States which is now ascertained to be 
just, and the withholding of the payment of that 
claim would, in my judgment, subject the United 
States to the payment of interest on it. The im- 
portant inquiry, therefore, is, when was the claim, 
after it had thus been ascertained to be just, pre- 
sented to the proper Department? 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the chairman will allow 
me to answer the honorable Senator from Geor- 
gia, I will do so. I cannot answer as to the spe- 
cific time when the claim was pressed upon the 
Department, and I'am not certain that the papers 
show it; but I can answer the Senator from Geor- 
gia, that immediately after the rendition of the 
verdict, within, at the furthest, a very few months, 
the matter was presented to the Department and 
urged upon them. The individual who was the 
contractor in this case was a contractor for other 
routes, and did other service. This was mixed 
up with other accounts, and he continued to press 
it to the day of his death. It has come equitably 
into the hands of the parties who now prosecute 
itas advancing the funds to support him in his 
contract with the Government. 

Mr. BERRIEN. Ido not mean to make the 
slightest distinction between the rights of the ori- 
ginal claimant and that of the present claimant; but 
l presume that the report, better than the recol- 
lection of individual Senators, will show the facts 
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concerning the delay. I should prefer myself to 
_ take time to look into these matters. If the friends | 
of the bill do not choose to fix upon a time when 
this claim can be ascertained to have been made’ 
upon the Government subsequently to the ascer-', 
tainment of its correctness, that will impose wpon 
me the obligation to vote in favor of the motion to 
strike out. i : : 
The question. being taken on the amendment, 
by yeas and nays, resulted—yeds 28, nays 11; as 
follows: : $ 


YEAS-—Messcs. Badger, Bayard, Berrien, Borland, 
Butler, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, Dodge of Iowa, 
Feich, Fish, Geyer, Hunter, James, Jones of lowa, King, 
Mason, Miller, Pearce, Pratt, SewardySmith, Spruance, 
Sumner, Underwood, Wade, and Whitcomb—28. 

_NAYS—Messrs. Bradbury, Brodhead, Dodge of Wiscon- | 
sin, Downs, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, McRae, Mallory, 
Morton, and Rusk—lIi. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended, the amendment made in committee was 
concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


EXTENSION OF A PATENT. 


The bill to extend the patent heretofore granted 
to John Schley, of the State of Georgia, was read 
a second time, and the Senate proceeded to con- | 
sider it as in Committee of the Whole. 

It enacts that the patent granted to John Schley, | 
on the 27th of October, 1836, for a new and use- 
ful improvement on the cotton-gin, and the appli- 
cation of his machine to a new and useful pur- | 
pose—the packing and breaking of wool and grain, 
and seedless cotton, and dislodging and cleansing 
them from those substances which prevent them 
being properly dyed; also, for mixing cotton and 
wool together for carding purposes—be extended 
for the term of fourteen years after the expiration 
of the term for which such patent was originally 
issued, and be granted to the executors or admin- 
istrators of John Schley, now deceased. 

Mr. BADGER. [I would like to inquire from 
some member of the Committee on Patents, wheth- 
er that bill was reported unanimously by the 
committee? j 

Mr. DAWSON. It was. 

Mr. NORRIS. The bill was agreed upon: by 
the committee. No one dissented. The case, in 
short, is this: The original patentee died, and the 
heirs could not makean application seasonably at 
the Patent Office. 

Mr. BADGER. Iam satisfied. 

Mr. DAVIS. I notice that this bill proposes 
to extend this patent for fourteen years. Thelaw 
provides for the extension of patents only for 
seven years, and it has been the policy of Con- 
gress heretofore, I believe, not to create an in- 
ducement for people to come to Congress to get 
extensions by doubling the time, but to limit the 
time to the period fixed by law. I therefore move 
to strike out ‘‘fourteen,’’ and insert ‘‘ seven.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended. 

The Senate concurred in the amendment made 
in the Committee of the Whole, and the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 9, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. * 
The Journal of Wednesday was read and ap- 


proved. 
Mr. PEASLEE asked the unanimous consent | 


of the House to introduce a bill of which previous || 


notice had been given. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I shall object 
to the introduction of this bill, and for this reason: 
I think I am right—and Task the Chair if I am 
nol—in saying, that if we proceed in regular order, 


| 
| 


1 


under the 25th rule, to call for reports of commit- || 
tees, it will then be in order to call for resolutions, || 


and, as I understand it, by the 114th rule, these | 


bills can all be introduced. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct; 
but by unanimous consent, it is competent for the 


į 
ji 


House to pass over the call of committees for || 


reports. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move, then, that the Chair 
proceed to call the States for resolutions, when it 
will be in order for gentlemen to introduce their 
bills. ' 


j| private calendar. 


| chair.) 


i ceeding further, J would inquire of the Chair 
i| whether the report of the committee in this case |) 


j! consequence of some misapprehension on the part 


Thé SPEAKER. ` If there be no objection, the 
“Chair will take that course. | 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to make one sug- 
gestion in connection with this subject. I am as 
anxious as any onè that these bills should be in- 
troduced and receive their proper reference; but if 
‘this cOurse is taken, some of them will give rise to 
debate, and we shall consume our whole time wit! 
| them. ` 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
no debate. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule there can be || 
no debate. 


Not at all. 


There can be 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well; I desire that the 
House shall go into Committee of the Whole, and 
take up the bill which we had under consideration 
when we were last in session, providing for the | 

ayment of the last installment of the Mexican 
indemnity. 
PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. In the absence of į! 
the chairman of the Committee on Private Claims, 
i (Mr. Danzex,] I move that the House do now re- | 
solve itself into Committee of the Wholeupon the |; 


Mr. MASON demanded tellers; which were | 
ordered, and Messrs. Mason and VENABLE ap- 
pointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 71, noes 58. 

So the motion prevailed. 1 

The House accordingly resolved itself into | 
Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Venage in the 


i 
i 
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THE VIRGINIA WOOLEN COMPANY. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the first business | 

in order was House bill No. 30, for the relief of | 
the Virginia Woolen Company. 

The bill having been read through, and there | 
being no objection, was laid aside to be reported 
to the House, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 


4 


. 


EDWARD EVERETT. 


House bill No. 50, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs; for the relief of Edward 
| Everett, late a sergeantof the United States Army, 
| came up next in order. 

; The bill having been read through, 

Mr. BISSELL. I desire to say a word or two || 
in explanation of this bill. It was reported to the | 
House by the Committee on Military Affairs, by 
whom all the facts connected with the subject were | 
| fully investigated. A precisely similar bill passed 
i the Senate at its last session, was reported favora- 


i 
f 
\ 


| 


here only for want of time. The bill provides for 
the payment of the claim of Edward Everett, for 

services as clerk in the Quartermaster’s Depart- | 
ment during the Mexican war. Everett was a 
sergeant in the first regiment Illinois volunteers, 
in General Wool’s column of the Army, and 
while in the discharge of his duty at San Antonio, 
Texas, received a pistol-shot wound in the knee, 
which permanently disabled him. But before pro- 


has been printed? Lf so, its reading will aid me | 
in the explanation of the case. 


The CHAIRMAN. The report has not been 
rinted. 


iP | 
Army moved forward into Mexico, but Everett’s 
wound compelled him to remain at San Antonio. 
On the surgeon’s certificate of permanent inability, 
Everett forwarded an application to the Com- 
manding General, now far in Mexico, for a dis- 
charge, to which he was clearly entitled; but in 


i 


of his friends who took charge of the application, 
there was returned to him, not a discharge, but a į 
furlough for the balance of his term of service. 
| This furlough gave him the right, of course, to 
the use of his own time during the remaining por- 
tion of the term for which he had enlisted. He | 
had a perfect right, then, to return home or go | 
whithersoever he pleased—a perfect right to the | 
i avails of such labor as his crippled condition might | 
enable him to perform. This is clear. elt 
It so happened that Captain Ralston, the United | 
States quartermaster at San Antonio, was at that 
time in pressing need of the services of an addi- į 


i 


ji P 
| bly upon by a committee of this House, and failed | 


Mr. BISSELL. The main column of the || 


È 


tional clerk in his departmént, arid. he- engaged 
Everett, under an agreement to’ pay hinm the's: 
compensation as was allowed’ to other clerks for 
similar services, Everett sérved in ‘that'capacity, 
most efficiently and satisfactorily, from October to; 
June, when he returned home. “The Quartermas:. 
ter paid him, according to ‘the stipulation; some 
six hundred dollars. This was all night; but, 
upon adjustment of the quartermastér’s. accounts 
with the Department here, the sum which hë had 
thus paid to Everett was disallowed, on the tech- 
nical ground that inasmuch-as Everett was’ not 
actually discharged from service, he could, under i 
no circumstances, receive for. services: rendered 
the Government more than a sergeant’s pay. 
This decision of the Department being ‘made 
known to Everett, he promptly, and from the 
most elevated motives, refunded to the quarter- 
master, Captain Ralston, the entire sum he had 
received from him, and he now applies to. Con- 
gress, who aloné have the power, under the cir- 
cumstances, to do him justice. Sa 
Mr. GIDDINGS. l wish to inquire—for 1 


| know nothing about this bill—if this gentleman 


was receiving pay also for his services in ‘the 
Army while upon his furlough? > ~ a 

Mr. BISSELL. Assuredly so. Itis always 
the case. I hope there will beno further opposi- 
tion to the bill. I know it to bea meritorious 
one. I know it of my own personal knowledge; 
besides, the proofs before the comimittée were 
ample and satisfactory. Any man who will pay 
any attention to the subject, will be satisfied that 
he is entitled to what he asks, as much so as any 
man was ever entitled to a cent for services ren- 
dered. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I well knowit is an ungra- 
cious task to oppose any private claim in this 
body. Very early in the history of this Govern- . 
ment, we adopted certain rules, and more recently 
we are disposed to trample those rules under foot. 
As early as 1804, this identical question, now trged ` 
upon us, was particularly before this body, and be- . 
fore the other branch of the Legislature. It was 
then decided, that in no instance should we allow 
a man double pay; that when a man enters the - 
service of the Government, it is a contract: by 
which he is bound to bring with him his ability ` 
to perform the duties that shall be assigned:him, 
within the scope of his engagement. Here isa 
sergeant, as I understand the gentleman from Ili- 
nois, (Mr. Brssrn1,] entering the service and pay 
of the United States, being wounded, and while 
receiving the compensation for which he engaged 
to serve, and by which he bound himself to bring 
| with him all the energies and powers which he 
ossessed 
My. BISSELL, (interposing.) I still -have the 
floor. I wish to say to the gentleman. from Ohio, « 
as well as for others, that in this case he is not 
paid twice. The bill by its. operation. deducts: 
from his pay as a clerk, what he received.as a 
sergeant. I hope that it is understood, and that 
it will obviate the objection of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to inquire of the hon- 
orable gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Bissett] 
whether the individual named in this bill is draw- 
ing a pension? It was stated by a gentleman, that 
he was receiving a monthly pension, if 1 under- 
stood him. I wish to know whether he is receiv- 
ing a pension, or whether he is an applicant for 


"Mr. BISSELL, I do not know ‘personally 
i whether he is, or is not. I know he ought to be, 
| because he is disabled for life, having a stiff knee, 
| from a wound received while in discharge of his 
| duties, But that certainly constitutes no reason 
| why he should not receive a fair compensation for 
services performed under the circumstances al- 
ready explained. I repeat, that this bill does not 
ropose to pay him twice. It deducts from what 
e was fairly entitled to as a clerk, that which he 
ls the gentleman’s diffi- 


' 


received as a sergeant. 
culty obviated ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Is the gentleman through? 

Mr. BISSELL. I prefer, while | am upon the 
floor, to answer any objections that may arise. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have no objection to state 
what I was about to remark. I have no‘intention 
to occupy the time of the House long. Tamin : 
a minority upon this floor, and the responsibility 
is with the majority. 1 shall give my vote accore- 
ing to the known and established” rules’ which 
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should, and which in former days and better times | 
of this Republic did actually, guide our delibera- | 
tions. I, then, repeat what I was about to remark, | 
that I- know nothing of this individual case. [have | 
never. seen. the individual named in the bill, and | 
never heard. of the.case before the bill was read. I 
have no other feeling or desire in regard. to it, than 
to obey the great and importantrules which should | 
govern usin our deliberations. And I now, again, į 
refer to the point that, when a man is in the empto 
of the Government, he. is bound to exert suc. 
powers and ability as he possesses, for the benefit 
of that Government... H he is wounded. it gives 
him no title. to increased -pay at her hands, unless 
it be by way of a pension; and it gives him no 
title to increased pay. if he was able to perform the 
duties of clerk; after he was disabled for the field. 
It wag the duty of his officer to employ him in that 
department, In that employment the officer had | 
a right to require his services; and it was his duty | 
to render them. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the | 
rule we had in former. times observed. The gen- 
tleman says, that in consequence of this wound, | 
being disabled. for the field, he had an: increased ; 
claim upon the Government for an increase of pay, 
pecause he performed the arduous duties of a 
clerk—the more easy “duties of a bureau in an 
office, rather than those of a field, and the suffer- į 
ings of a soldier. I do- not think the reasoning 
good. It is not such as has been admitted as co- 
gent and good in former times. It gives him no 
increased claim upon the Government. Now, sir, 
this man, being in the employment of the Govern- 
ment, and agreeing to serve, was entitled to his 
compensation from the time he entered it up to the 
time of his discharge. Iam willing to give him 
this; and then he is entitled to a pension from that | 
time from the Government, and unquestionably 
does receive it. He is, therefore, now in receipt i 
of his pension, according to laws in force at the | 
time of his engagement. I would give him that: 
pension, but I would not heap upon him the extra | 
compensation which this bill contemplates. Fre- 
peat that it is a most ungracious and unwilling task 
to stand here and oppose a private claim. But we | 
have had one continued rule upon this subject for | 
thirty years—never departed from—and_ to that | 
rule Í am, for one, disposed to adhere. Iam un- 
willing to depart from it; but, as I said before, upon 
the majority of this House rests the responsibility, 
and not upon me. | 
Mr, BISSELL. A single word. The gentle- 
man from Ohio overlooks the fact altogether, that: 
it is in proof before this committee that this young | 
nian wits entitled to his discharge, and that he ap- | 
plied for it. He also overlooks the fact that the | 
furlough for the balance of his time entitled him |} 
to his own services, and to the earnings of his own |} 
labor, from that time to the expiration of his term. | 
Mr. GIDDINGS. It was far from my inten- ; 
tion to overlook this point, as I said before, and || 
so says the gentleman now, that he received his f 
furlough. For what? Because he was disabled ii 
for the field. It gave him no right to claim addi- ʻi 
tional compensation from this Government what- i| 
soever because he was permitted to return home |! 
from the field. it Was only because he was in- | 
competent to follow the army, and discharge field | 
duties. When he did this, it was his duty to ren 
der his best services to the bureau to which his | 
officer assigned him. | 
Mr. BISSELL. 


I ask the gentleman what | 
avail, then, v his furlough, if he is to derive no | 
benefit from it? Why make a mockery of the | 
thing, and send him a furlough for the balance of : 
his term, and thea claim his services for that un- |! 
expired term? | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will reply to the gentle- 
man with his permission. 

Mr. BISSELL. Certainly. 


| either in law or equity? There is not a man in | 


Mr. CARTTER. Trise to a question of order. 

Is it in order for onè gentleman to give the floor to ` 
another, with his consent that he make’a speech? | 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iti- 
nois, [Mr. Bissett] has the floor, and it is not | 
~ competent for him to give the floor to another. 
Mr. BISSELL. I wish merely to ask again, 


i!l urges such arguments against it, speaks from his | 


sent him that furlough did you tell him the Gov- | 
ernment is still entitled to his services? That fur- 
lough gave him a right.to the balance of his term, | 
the same.as_a discharge would have done, and he | 
entered into a. special contract with an officer of | 
the Government there, for a specific price to act as 
clerk in the Department, precisely the same as if 
he had returned to New Orleans and engaged with 
a merchant there to act as clerk; and whether this; 
be according to precedent or not, I say here, so 
help me God,.so long as I have a seat in this: Hall 
I will forever vote for claims like this. | 

Mr. CLEVELAND. It seems to „me that | 
this is not correctly understood by my worthy | 
friend from Ohio. In the first. place, as to the 
matter of the rules and practice of the House, when i 
they run counter to the principles of justice, L am 
opposed to them. ` But this claim is not very Well 
understood by the gentleman upon my right, [Mr. 
Gippines.] When this man enlisted to serve his, 
country, he enlisted to serve that country as a 
soldier; and one of the conditions necessarily im- | 
plied by that enlistment was, if he received wounds | 
in that country’s service, he should be entitled to | 
a discharge or furlough. Now am I right in this? | 
if Iam, then when he had received a wound, in 
the discharge of the duties that he contracted to | 
perform for that Government, and was disabled 
from the farther discharge of those duties, I ask | 
whether the Government had any claim upon him | 


i 
| 
| 


if 
} 
i 
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this House but who will say, no—no claim what- 
ever. Has it come to this, that if I enlist to serve į 
my country, and suffer from wounds received in | 
the service of that country, they have a right to | 
turn me over to become a shoe-black, or clerk, or 
or anything else I may still be able to perform? | 
This seems to be the substance of the claim of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Ginpivas.] Now, 
the Government discharged him from the perform- | 
ance of further military duties; and having done 
so, they had no right to call upon him to perform 
another duty—which I presume the committee j 
found was necessary for some one to do; and | 
hayige done so, I ask, Is there a man in this | 
Howe who is not willing to pay him for that ex- | 
tra duty? Upou the same principle, a master me- 
chanie might refuse to pay a useful servant for 
overwork. With equal propriety the gentleman | 
from Ohio might claim, as we pensioned him, that ; 
we have aright to compel him to perform clerical | 
duty the rest of his life, when he owed no sort of | 
duty to the Government any more than any mem- | 
ber of this House owes duties outside of this | 
House. And with that view, it seems to me there 
cannot be ten men found in this House who would 
not be ready to vote for this claim. It is as right- 
eous and just a claim as ever was presented for | 
consideration in any deliberative body. And in | 
addition to that, the man who employed him, and | 
who, all will allow, was more competent to decide | 
the matter than we can be, felt the justness of it | 
so strongly that he paid it out of his own pocket; ; 
and this man might have keptit. But he wasa ` 
noble man. When he found that the Department || 
felt constrained to refuse it, he paid it back, and || 
comes here and asks this House whether they || 
will refuse to pay him. If I had one hundred | 
votes to give, I would most cheerfully give them ;! 
in favor of this man; and I believe such is the |} 
voice of a large majority of this House. ! 
Mr. CHANDLER. ` I merely rise for a mo- | 
ment. I haveno voice or inclination to address Í 
the House. This matter was submitted to my 
examination last year, asa member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I remember its mer- ; 
its. 1 looked at this case carefully. Having | 
examined it with great attention, I became satis- | 
fied that the claim upon the Government was just, ii 
and that the first payment to Mr. Everett wascor- 
rect, and was more satisfied of the correctness of | 
his intentions by his willingness to repay it. My } 
honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. Gippiyes] who 


j 
i 


own feelings when he talks of the right of ; 


dier. Because he would volunteer his services i 


of what avail was his furlough? and, according to 
the doctrine of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Guopives,] what was it but an insulting mockery 
to send him a furlough for the balance of his term 
on the ground that the severe wound he had re- 
ceived disqualified him for the duties.of a soldier, 
which he had undertaken to perform? When you 


‘| does not follow that the Government hasa right to | 
| compel the services of a man whom it has dis- 
i missed for honorable wounds. It wasupon that view |} 
of the subject that I reported a bill at the last ; 
ongress similar to the bill now beforethe House. 
became fully satisfied of the merits of the case, 


ae 


the country for which he claims payment, but be- 
cause the country had no. more right to his ser- 
vices then, than it has to come. and claim one of 
the clerks in front of your desk, to go and do any 
clerical duty in the western part of thé city. This 
man was dismissed, and was semper by 
the officer of the Government, and he was prop- 
erly paid, not the full payment of a clerk, but the 
payment-of a clerk, less the amount of. hisser- 
vices as a dismissed soldier. Upon this ground I 
shall vote for it. [should have said more about 
it, but my honorable friend [Mr. Cuiveranp] who 
has just taken his seat, has so fully and fairly 
stated the case that further remarks are unneces- 
sary, and I will take my seat. oo 

Mr. EDGERTON. The simple question we 
should ask, as regards the payment of this claim 
is: Did the United States require the services per- 
formed by this Mr. Everett? It is to be presumed 
that the United States did require that service. 

Requiring the service, it is a matter of perfect 
indifference to the Government whether it was per- 
formed by Edward Everett, John Jones, or any 
other person; and the only question we have to 
ask is simply, was the service required by the 
Government; was it performed to the satisfaction 
of the Government; has the Government paid any 
person for the performance of this service; if the 
service was performed—as it was of course—was 
it performed by Mr. Everett? If he had not per- 
formed it, some other person would have been re- 
quired to do it, and the Government would have 
paid them for it. It is simply for the reason that 
the service was required and performed, and the 
Government has not paid for it, that I shall vote 
for this bill. 

Mr. WILCOX. It seems that the services in 
this case were required. There is, then, but one 
point involved in the consideration of this bill, 
which is simply this: It appears that he was un- 
der a furlough, from the officer who had a right to 
give him a furlough. During the pendency of the 
furlough, his military identity was suspended, and 
he had a perfect right to employ himself as a clerk 
in the different departments; and I know of no bill 
presented to the House, or that will be presented, 
that is more meritorious than the one now under 
consideration. I know something of the hardships 
of camp duties, and I know something of the 
rights, too, of a soldier; and while this Govern- 
ment has been just and liberal heretofore in the 
passage of bills and bestowing of bounties, still I 
think there never has been a ease presented to the 
consideration of this House, having more merits 
than the one now under consideration. This in- 
dividual was disabled by the accidental discharge 
of a pistol. He could not discharge such duties 
as the regulations of the United States required to 
be performed at his hands. Consequently he 
| sought employment in one of the departments, and 
| discharged the duties there devolved upon him faith- 
fully, promptly, and efficiently. It appears from 
| the papers appended to the memorial that those 
duties were required, and that he was paid for 
those services the entire amount which was al- 
lowed him under the contract. The quartermas- 
ter presented his claims to the Government, but 
the Government having refused to allow it, he, as 
an honest American citizen—as a soldier, true to 
his Government and just to his country—paid 
back the money to the quartermaster, and now 
throws himself upon the justice of his country 
throug the Representatives in Congress. I hesi- 
tate not a moment to believe that the Congress of 
the United States will pass a bill so meritorious 
as the one now under consideration. 

_Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I know but 
little about military affairs, or military opera- 
tions—in fact, nothing. But I understand there 


| is a difference between a discharge and a furlough. 


That when an individual is put under a furlough, 
he is subject to the order and command of the 
Government, under the laws and Constitution of 
the Government. Then the question does nat 
present itself in the shape stated by some of the 
honorable members—that the Government used 
his services, and therefore should pay-him. When 
an individual is on furlough, his services are in 
requisition when required by the Government, 
according to the contract between the Government 
and the volunteer. 

Mr. BISSELL moved that the bill be laid aside 
and reported to the House, with a recommenda. 


I 
not only because the man had done the service to | 


tion that it do pass; which motion was agreed to. 


“© elsewhere expressed, by proof of the surround- 


1852. 


DAVID C. CASH AND GILES U. ELLIS.” 


House bill No. 51, for the relief of David C. 
Cash and Giles U. Ellis, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, next came up in order 
for consideration. 

The bill having been read, a! E 

Mr. WILCOX. I desire to submit a few re- 
marks upon the questions involved in the passage 
of this bill. It seems that during the Seminole 
war, Mr. Ellis and Mr. Cash, the one asa private 

nd the other asa lieutenant, received for distribu- 
tion certain public property from R. R. Crum, a 
legally authorized quartermaster of the Govern- 
ment. ‘They distributed that public: property 
under proper regulations and orders of their com- 
manding officer. In the reception of this property || 
they would sign their vouchers as acting assistant 


quartermasters, and regularly appointed quarter- |! erforn o an ; 
| accountable in his stead to his principal, the 


masters of the Government. At the conclusion of | 
the war, they made an application to the Govern- |! 
ment for whatever pay might be due to them, the |! 
one as a privateand the other as a lieutenant upon 
the musterr-roll. They were denied: what they |i 
considered their just dues by the Government, 
from the simple fact, that from an inspection of 
the papers which were returned from the quarter- 
master’s department, they found a deficit in the 
public property; and the Government now seeks 
to hold them responsible for the distribution of the 
same. There seems to be a failure, so far as the 
quartermaster is concerned, to make his return to 
the Government, thereby throwing a seeming lia- 
bility upon Cash and Ellis, who were his agents. 
The Government refused to pay them what was 
their due, from the simple fact that they signed 
their vouchers, as acting assistant quartermasters. 

Itis a well-settled legal principle in the interpre- 
tation, of instruments of writing, that the intent 
and meaning of the parties by such writing is to 
govern, and nothing can be more consonant with 
sound reason; and while it is equally well settled 
that a party by parol contemporaneous evidence 
cannot ‘‘ contradict or vary” the terms of a 
written instrument, yet parol evidence is admis- 
sible ‘‘to explain written instruments” in order to 
an ascertainment of their just meaning, namely, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


law, ov any other ‘officer of the staff, had any 
power either to appoint an agent or an assistant 
to act for the United States in the Quartermaster’s 
or Commissary’s Department, or had power to 
delegate his own authority to another, for ‘* the 
true. doctrine,” as. stated by Story on Agency, 
p. 17, “ to be deduced from the decisions is, (and 
‘itis-entirely ceincident with the dictates of na- 
“tural justice,) that the authority is exclusively 
s personal, unless, from the express language used, 
“or from the fair presumptions growing out of the 
‘ particular transactions, or of the usage of trade, 


| ‘a broader power was intended to be conferred on 


‘the agent.” 


was given to Mr. Crum, either directly or indi- 


j rectly. Of course, therefore, he could substitute 


no one to perform his official duties and to. be 


United States: He might employ sub-agents, and 
this was all hecould do. With this, however, the 


| Government (the principal) has nothing to do. | 


It neither enjoins, nor forbids, their employment. 


It is a matter purely between the officer and his 
| agent. 
4 
i 


If he deems it necessary for the perform- 


‘ance of his duty, he has the right to employ all 
| necessary means for the performance of that duty, 


and whoever he may employ is responsible to 
him, unless there is privity between the Govern- 
ment (his principal) and himself, concerning the 
employment of the sub-agent. 

The law on the subject is stated in Story on | 
Agency, p. 486, to be, ‘ that if an agent employs 
‘a sub-agent to do the whole, or any part of the 

‘business of his agency, without the knowledge 
| < or consent of the principal, express or implied, 
| € there, inasmuch as no privity exists in such a 
i ‘case between the principal and the sub-agent, 


* diate employer, and his sole responsibility is also 
‘to him.’ 

The principal in these cases (the Government) 
had no knowledge ofthe appointment ofsub-agents, 
and gave no consent thereto; nor, as heretofore 
stated, was there any appointment to them, or 
any legal recognition of them in any form & the 
direct agents of the Government. hatever their 


“by showing the situation of_ the party in all his 
«relations to persons and things around him, or, as 


‘ing circumstances,” or-if “the terms be vague 
tand general, or have divers meanings. * * * 
“In all these and the like cases, parol evidence is | 


“admissable of any extrinsic circumstances, tending 


l] 

“to show what person or persons or what things || c Í 1 r 

| of the case itself, and without resorting, to sustain |) 
| 

i 


‘were intended by the party, or to ascertain his 
‘meaning in any other respect; and this without 
‘any infringement of the rule, which, as we have 
“seen, only excludes parol evidence of other lan- 
s guage declaring his meaning than that which is 
«contained in the instrument itself.” The above 
quotations are from Greenleaf’s Evidence, vol. 1, 

. 412, where will be found numerous authorities | 
im support of the same doctrine. 

Now, the only question is, What was the 
meaning of Giles U. Ellis and David C. Cash in | 
signing themselves, the former as ‘Assistant 
Quartermaster at Fort Gilleland” and “Acting | 
Quartermaster at Fort Gilleland,’’ and the latter 
as “Acting Assistant Commissary” and “Acting | 
Commissary of Subsistence?” and this meaning | 
we are to deduce according to the rule mY et 
not by the addition of other language t that 
expressed, but by explanation of the language 


actually used, by its consideration in connection j; 


with the circumstances with which the transaction | 
isconnected. Neither Ellis nor Cash were agents | 
of the United States in the Quartermaster’s or | 
Commissary’s Departments. ‘This position is in- 
controvertible, for the United States did not ap- į 


i 
t 
} 
i 
| 


act of Congress; and Crum, the quarter- | 


pom them as such, nor were they so recognized |; 
y 


master, had, of course, no power to appoint them |. 


agents of the United. States in either of those De- 
partments, i 

What, then, without any reference to contem- 
porangour parol evidence, were those officers? 


were they such b 
Crum was the legally-recognized oficer and agent 
of the United States for the Quartermasters De- 
artment. Again, it will not, be pretended that 
. R. Crum, the quartermaster recognized by 


| is, that the meaning of the writing must be ascer- 


authority was, therefore, it was wholly and exclu- 
| gively derived from Cram, the quartermaster, and 
| could be, as has been shown, derived from no 
other source, and their accountability is likewise 
| wholly and exclusively to said Crum as his sub- 
agents. 

This conclusion is irresistible from the nature 


it, to the rule respecting evidence, which is laid 
| down in the books, and referred to in the first part 
of this paper, to wit: That it is competent for a 


party to adduce parol evidence to expluin his writ- |; 


ten instrument, in order to arrive at its just mean- 
ing and true intent, which is always to govern. 
But if recourse is had to the legal rule referred 


and to remove every doubt as to the sub-agency, 
and as to the accountability of the sub-agents. 
Each of these parties signs himself as ‘‘assistant,”’ 
* acting assistant,” or ‘ acting” quartermaster or 
commissary. The words “ assistant,” “acing 
assistant, and “acting,” clearly imply an agen- 
cy—that the parties thus signing are not acting 
fòr themseives, or in their own right, but for 

‘another. Butit is nowhere stated who they are | 
i agents for, and certainly there is nothing wn the | 
| writing to furnish that information. Still less is 
there an implication even, that they are agents of 
the United States. 

Now the rule of evidence comes in to explain | 
whose assistants or agents the parties are. (See | 
authority before adverted to for admitting explan- | 
atory parol evidence, Greenleaf, vol. 1, p. 412.) | 
| Without this explanation the writing is incom- | 
| plete and unintelligible in respect of the important | 
: item as to whose agents the parties ave. For the rule | 


| tained from “the meaning of the words” parties 
| «have used” in the writing itself, and the duty of | 


i the court is ‘* merely a duty of interpretation ;”’ | 


| «< that is, to find out the true sense of the terms as | 
| the parties used them. (Greenleaf, vol. 1, p. 399.) | 

Now the writing is incomplete, for wherein is it) 

made to appear therefrom for whom Ellis & Cash | 
| acted? and this being unquestionably its state of | 
| incompleteness and consequent uncertainty, aS | 
| Greenleaf has it in another place (vol. 1, p. 405) i 


It is not contended that any such broad power i 


‘ the sole remedy of the latter is against his imme- į! 


to, it will surely serve to confirm this conclusion, | 


i} vate bills too frequently do. 
i| been a report made against it. 


i Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee: 


equally in point with the reference ©: 

same volume: ee eee es 
** When the agréement in writing is expressed: . 

‘in short and incomplete. terms, parol evi énce is. 

l ‘admissible, to explain that which is per se unine.. 

| £ telligible, such explanation not being-inconsistent 

| ‘with the written terms;”?.andon same page he 

| adds: “To ascertain the meaning of these words, 

| ¢ (the words used in the written instrament,) it is 

| ‘obvious that parol evidence of extraneous facts 

‘and circumstances, may in some cases be admit- 

| ‘ted to a very great extent, without ih any wise. 
‘infringing the spirit of the” general rule exclu- 

| ding parol evidence of the language of parties. 

| _ The admissibility of parol evidence being estab- 

| lished in these particular cases, as well as the pro- 

H 


i priety and necessity of its application thereto, it 
, only remains to refer to that adduced in support 
| of the pplication of the memorialists, consisting, — 
| independently of the testimony of the parties in- 
| terested, (Ellis & Cash.) and also of that of Crum, 
| the officer for whom they acted, of the affidavits 
l in Ellis’s case, of six credible and competent wit- 
| nesses, and in Cash’s of that of. the commanding: 
: officer of th detachment in which Cash also was 
| an officer—all explaining the true meaning. of the 
writing by supplying what was absolutely neces- 
sary to make the instrument intelligible and’ per~ 
spicious, or, indeed, to give it any practical use 
or effect. : ; 

This testimony, it is conceived, is sufficient evi- 
dence that the present applicants were sub-agents, 
accountable alone to their immediate principal, 
R. R. Crum, and of course (and what we wish to ° 
establish by this argument) that they cannot be 
held liable or accountable by the United States for 
! the public property received by them as the agents 
: of Crum, which it is proved they were. 
| Jn conclusion, sir, permit me to say, that R. 
| R. Crum, in_ his affidavit, says that these, his 
i agents, acted in good faith, and accounted to him 
| faithfully for all the supplies which they received 
l 
| 
| 
| 


| from him as Quartermaster or Commissary of 
Subsistence—that they turned over to him all their 
receipts, parers, and vouchers. It is plain, then, 
sir, that he is the only 
Government, and that E 
‘lieved from liability, and paid whatever may be 
| due them on the muster-rolls for their services 
i the one as private and the other as lieutenant. in 
the Seminole war. 


| these remarks. . l 
| The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
| the Flouse, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. ROBINSON. 5 


| and laid aside, to be reported to the House, with 
‘ the recommendation that it do pass., 


GARDNER HERRING. 

House bill No. 53, for the relief of Gardner 
Herring, reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, coming up in order for consideration, 
was read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. FOWLER. J would like to have the re- 
; port accompanying this bill read. : 
| The CHAIRMAN. The reports ‘are not 
; printed in any of these cases. . They were sent to 
the printer. 

Mr. FOWLER. I-would like to hear the rea- 
sons for it. iim 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. The report in 
this case shows the petitioner was disabled in the 
military service during the war of 1812. It isa 
case that has been before this Hlouse for a number 
of years. It is my belief that at every session of 
| Congress since it has been here reporis have been 


i 


! made favorable to theclaim. Bills have repeatedly 
i passed, but failed between the two Houses, as pri- 
There has never 
g The proof in the 
i case clearly shows his disability and his service, 


| passed this House? 

{ They have. 

| Mr. FOWLER. Why has not this case been 
i presented to the Pension Department? = 
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, In consequence 
‘of the fact that the party is unable- to make the 
| proof in compliance with the strict rule. required 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. ‘Have bills 


è 


pariy responsible to ‘the . ; 
lis & Cash should be re- | 
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“py the Pension Department; yet no one can doubt 
the truth of every material fact. 

Mr. FICKEEN. Do I understand the Chair to 
‘state that reports intended to accompany these 
bills have not-been printed? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. So I understand from the 


Clerk. 

Mir, FICKLIN. That being the fact, andas it 
is unsafe to pass these. bills without a knowledge 
of the facts, Į move the committėe rise. 

[Cries of ** Agreed V? “Agreed !””] 

Mr. FOWLER. Weought riot to pass them 
without the reports. 

Mr. FICKLEIN demanded tellers on his motion, 
which were not ordered; and the question being 
then taken the committee r efused to rise. 

There being no further objection, the bill was 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
recommendation that it.do pass. 


SILAS CHAMPION. 


House bill No. 54, “for the relief of Silas 
Champion,” reported from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions by Mr. Harris, of Tennessee, 
was next taken up for consideration, which bill 
was then read through. 

Mr. FOWLER. I would like to hear the re- 
port upon this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not printed, 

Mr. FOWLER. I then would like to hear | 
from the chairman a statement of the facts. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I regret the fact 
that these reports are not yet printed. The facts 
of this case as they appeared before the commit- 
tee, as far as I recollect them, are: that Silas 
Champion volunteered in 1814 upon an emergency. 
He was at the battle of Plattsburg. The proof 
shows that the night after the battle, whilst acting 
as sentinel, he was exposed to a cold and inces- 
sant rain. Up to that service the proof farther 
shows that he was a very sound, healthy, and in- 
dustrious man. Upon the very next morning 
after this exposure, he was attacked with a fever 
and an inflammatory rheumatic affection. This 
disease continued for a number of weeks, perhaps 
months, from the effect of which he has never | 
recovered. The testimony of the physicians | 
shows that he is totally disabled in consequence 
of it. These are, I believe, the main facts. I re~ 
gret that the report is not before the House. 

Mr. FOWLER. Lalso regret that the report 
in each of these cases is not before the House, and 
I concur with the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
Fickiin,| that we are acting blindfold, and ought 
not to proceed. Perhaps when I can see the facts 
in this case, I shail be ready to vote for this bill. 
I think it highly probable; but 1 wish to act with 
my eyes open, and with the light that may be laid 
before us. I move, as the bills are not printed, 
and we cannot go forward understandingly, that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. MASON. There is but two or three more 
of these small bills for the committee to pass upon, | 
and I hope the committee will not rise. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. 

The bill was then laid aside, with a recommenda- 
tion to the House that it do pass. 


PHILIP MILLER. 


House bill No. 55, for the relief of Philip Mil- 
ler, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, next came up for consideration. It was 
read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. FOWLER. I again call for the report. I 
want light before I act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report is not printed. 

Mr. MARTIN. I made that report upon a! 
full investigation of the facts of the case. This | 
bill has been before the House, I think, every ses- | 


sion since 1848. Favorable reports have uniformly || 


been made in this case. At almost every session | 
of this House a bill has been passed, but failed in | 
the Senate for want of time. The applicant is an | 
old man; and at the time of application was seventy- 

three years of age. His wounds were received in || 
the spy service upon the frontier of Virginia. The || 
fact of the existence of the man, and his decrepi- 

tude, are well sustained by proofs—by a member | 
upon this floor, in whose district in the. State of [i 
Kentucky he now resides. I think the claim is a i 
meritorious one—one that ought to pass. The 


report is fulland ample. The committee adopted. 


the report previously made, with a statement. of 
some additional facts. z 
A Mruser. Why havewe not a report? 

Mr. MARTIN. Ido not know. It was sent 
up with the bill to the Clerk’s desk. y 

Mr. ALLISON. When we are seeking for 
objects upon which to. bestow favor, I think we 
should have confidence in the committee that have 
investigated claims of this kind to adopt them, 
where they ate recommended by the committee. 
I have no doubt that a large majority of this 
House would at once adopt a report made by a 
committee constituted as that committee is; but 


those who have suffered in our wars, I think we 
should not question the propriety of the report of 
the committee. It is very well, sir, the gentleman 
who makes a report, accompanied with a bill, 
should explain in a few words the ground upon 
which itis made. While it is not in print upon 
our desks, members should know what they are 
doing. 
ferred to all others. [tis the claim of the old sol- 
dier, who comes here and asks that you will give 
him some relief in his declining years. I hope 
the committee will not rise until all these claims 
shall be heard, and favorably passed upon. While 
we are ready to spend thousands of dollars for 
purposes of doubtful propriety, I hope we shall 
not chaffer about a few dollars to those who have 
come. forward when their country needed their 
service, and may be their lives. I repeat, I hope 
we will not rise until these claims have all been 
heard, and favorably passed upon. 

The bill was then ordered to be laid aside, to 
be reported to the House, with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 


ALBRA TRIPP. 
House bill No. 56, reported from the Committee 


was next considered, and ordered tobe laid aside, 
and reported to the House, with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 


JOSEPH JOHNSTON. 


Efouse bill No. 57, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions for the relief of Joseph 
Johnston, came up next in order for consideration. 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. FOWLER. I feel extremely reluctant 
to object in this case. Perhaps all these cases are 
meritorious. I am bound to believe so; but my 
faith must rest upon no basis whatever, when 
there is nothing before this House to sustain these 
cases—no report having been printed and laid 
upon our tables, Therefore, that I may act un- 
derstandingly, I ask for the facts in this case. 

Mr. KUHNS. It was several days since that 
I reported the bill to the Hlouse, and the facts in 
some measure have escaped my recollection. 
They are in general evidences of a series of very 
important services rendered by Joseph Johnston 
along the frontier of Canada, through a very in- 
clement season of the year. The company of 
which he was a member were engaged in several 
severe skirmishes with the enemy. ‘They con- 
quered in every instance, and brought off tri- 
umphantly upon several occasions numerous pris- 


gard to the important services he rendered to his 


that in that service he contracted a disease which, 
from that hour to this, has rendered him totally 
disabled and incapable of discharging the duties 
to himself and family. The case appeals more 
strongly than any $ have yet witnessed to the 
justice of the country. 
mony is voluminous and irrefragable in his be- 
half, and so conclusive that in every instance— 
which I believe amount to four in all—where this 


have reported in his favor. 


for the action of both branches of the Legislature 
upon it. 

And here I may say, for the information of this 
gentleman, and other gentlemen who feel an inter- 


in every case that has been reported from the Com- 


when it is to relieve the wants and distresses of | 


Yet this class of claims should be pre- | 


on Invalid Pensions for the relief of Albra Tripp, |; 


mittee on Invalid Pensions, the case has in the first 
| instance undergone a careful scrutiny of a member 
of that committee to whom it had been specially 
referred. Upon his report, the case has again 
undergone the investigation and closest scrutiny of 
every member of the committee before it receives 
| their approbation, and beforeinstructions are given 
to the member to report it to the House. Ihave 
seen scrutiny in courts of justice—I have seen the 
scrutiny of different tribunals, and I am free to say 
here, in the face of this House and country, that 
no case has passed our committee and been di- 
rected to be reported to this House which has not 
undergone the closest scrutiny, both as to the law 
| and facts of the case. No case has come from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions to this House but 
| has merit and justice in it, entitling it to claims 
upon the country and upon Congress, which is. to 
administer justice according to the laws and equity 
of the country. 


| Now, this petitioner has been knocking at the 


door of Congress—I do: not know how many 
| years. I sent to the Clerk’s table to obtain the re- 
i| port- of the committee, so as to lay the facts before 
the House, but it seems that report is not printed. 
I regret it, because I would like to bring before the 
‘| House all of the factsin the case, speaking out, as 
they do, their own merits in language that cannot 
be misunderstood. I hope, therefore, the gentle- 
| man is satisfied, and I hope Congress will award 
to this meritorious case the justice it demands. [ 
would be glad to give to the House the particular 
| dates; but, under the circumstances, 1 cannot fur- 
nish them at this period, because it is some two 
| weeks since I examined the case and made a re- 

port of the facts. I dismissed them from my recol- 
| fection, relying upon that report for the exhibition 
| of them to the House. 1 know that it is a claim 
based not upon any fictitious foundation, but one 
| having in it the highest merit; one which has re- 


| ceived the sanction of three or four committees in 
its favor. I take that as prima facie evidence, at 
least, that there is something meritorious in the 
claim. 

The bill was then laid aside, and ordered to be 
reported to the House, with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 


ROBERT MILLIGAN, 


The House bill No. 58, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, for the relief of Robert 
Milligan, coming up next in order, was read 
through by the Clerk. 

Mr. EASTMAN. I had the honor to report 
| that bill, and will state to those interested the facts 
of this case, as I recollect them. A pension of 
four dollars per month was granted this man for 
several years, as stated in the bill. Testimony 
|| was produced before the committee, which was of 
i such a character that it was believed, showing 
| that, since that bill passed, he has become totall 
i disabled by the wounds he had received, so much 
i so that it was impossible for him to perform any 
‘i kind of manual labor; hence he has to rely solely 
i upon his pension for his support. The commit- 


oners from the British army. This case is sup- | 
ported by the most ample testimony not only in |} 
regard to his courage as a soldier, but also in re- |) 


Š i as ti 
country. The evidence is clear and conclusive |; 


I may say, that the testi- | 


ease has been brought to the consideration of the į; 


} 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, the committee ! 


i tee, upon that state of facts, which were suffi- 
|| ciently established, have reported a bill granting 
i him an additional four dollars per month. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
i! ordered to be reported to the House, with a rec- 


i ommendation that it do pass. 


SYLVANUS BLODGET. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the next bill in 
order, No. 59, was a bill from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, for the relief of Sylvanus 
| Blodget. 

The bill having been read through, 

Mr. EASTMAN said: The reason why this 
man has not been entitled to a pension before is, 
that he was not~regularly mustered into the ser- 
viee of the United States at the time of the war 
| between Great Britain and the United States, in 
| 1812. He was at the battle of Plattsburg, called 
from theState of Vermont, and served there as one 


) in I ) Nothing has de- |} 
layed this meritorious claim but a want of time jj 
| 
H 
| 
i 
i 


if 
est in protecting the funds of the Government, and || 
who feel, perhaps, a like interest that justice shall |; 
be awarded to those to whom justice is due, that į 


of the militia. From exposure there hecontracted 
a disease, which has totally disabled him from per- 


| forming manual labor. Thisappears from numer- 


|| ous depositions and evidence furnished to the com- 


| mittee, who, after scrutinizing the whole mass of 
the testimony in the most careful manner, came 
to the unanimous conclusion, that, if there ever 
was a meritorious case before them, this was one. 

Mr. FOWLER. Is this the first time the ap- 
plication has been brought here? 


$ 


aa 


1852. 


THE CONGRI 
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Mr. EASTMAN. Itis the first time. 
Mr. FOWLER. Why has he not brought it 
before? ` : 
Mr. EASTMAN. He may not have 


i wanted 
it before. a 


Mr. FOWLER. Then I will inquire of the 


committee, whether they adopt the rule that, if a 

man thirty years afterwards becomes infirm, ‘he 

is to be an applicant before this House? © ©. > 
Mr. EASTMAN.. The. rule we have adopted 


in relation to this question is, if the applicant can. 


trace disease back to a cause, which commenced 
in the service of his country, then. we" report in 
favor of the applicant, unless ‘there is a contradic- 
tion by competent testimony. ` 

Mr. HEBARD. I wish to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. Eastman,] if he is 
not mistaken in saying that this is the first time 
the claim has been presented ? 

‘Mr. EASTMAN... I think I'am not mistaken, 
although it has been some time since I prepared 
the report. ! 

Mr. HEBARD. I think I reported a bill for 
relief in this case at the last session, which failed 
for want of time. ; i 

Mr. EASTMAN. If if am mistaken, I have 
confounded this with another case. 

Mr. HEBARD. I am sure I am correct in 
this, that the bill was favorably reported upon, 
and only failed to receive the action of this House 
for want of time. 

Mr. EASTMAN. 
taken. 

Mr. DUNHAM. If this is a new bill, as the 
gentleman who reports it to the House states it to 
be, it is in violation of a principle of action here, 
to which [ wish now to call the attention of the 
House. It is very important, if we AT a pen- 
sion to this man, to know whether it shall go back 
to 1846. I so understand the bill. I ask that it 
moy be read. 

he bill being again read— 

Mr. DUNHAM resumed. It is as I have 
stated. It does seem to me it is a strange thing 
to have this pension given by Government for 
current support to men for seven or eight years, 
and thus giving the applicant a little fortune to 
begin with. I call the attention of the House to 
that fact. If we pursue this course, and vote to 
him that pension, the consequences will be that 


It may be that I am mis- 


T know this, that it is a meritorious case. j 


we shall have brought before us all the invalid ; 


pension cases heretofore granted for arrears of 
pension. 
can get the pension from the time their application 
is completed. If they neglect that for afew years, 
instead of going to the Pension Office to have their 
pensions granted, they will come here for back 
pensions, when they could not get it there. It 
seems to me, if the object of Government is to 
give a support to those who have served their 
country, it is quite enough that we give a pension 
from the time that their cases first commenced in 
this House. I shall move to strike out 1846 and 
insert 1850. This iş the time that I understand 
the case was favorably reported upon in the 
House. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. When the gen- 
tleman makes that motion I shall resist it. F un- 
derstand the object of giving an invalid pension to 
be to give the means of support and maintenance 
to a man who has lost the ability to support him- 
self by manual labor, by reason of disease con- 
tracted in the military service of the country. The 
rules adopted by the Departments, and, indeed, by 
thelaw thal governs those Departments, require that 
the pension shall not go further back—or in other 


If they go to the Pension Office, they | 


words, the pension shall commence at the time the | 


applicant completed his testimony and made a de- 
mand upon the Government. Whenever he has 
made out such a case as this Government can act 
upon and allow, why then his pension commences. 
Take the case before the committee at present. 
Here is a man wlio presents a case meritorious in 
its character—a case where the applicant has lost 
the ability to make a support for himself, by reason 
of wounds received in the service of his country. 
He has demanded of this Government a pension, 


. J H 
that you admit he is entitled to. He does all that į 


is necessary for him to do to make out his case. 
According to the argument of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Dunwam,] he is willing to allow 


him a pension from January, 1850, for and during | 


his natural life. Then you make him a loser by 
your own laches and neglect to perform the duty 


that üevolves.upon you. He demanded this pen- 
sion in 1846, and made out such a case as you are 
willing to allow to-day. He did everything that 
‘was necessary for’ him to do towards completing 
his case. -He proved every material fact that was 
necessary for him to prove. And because you 


have neglected to perform your duty to him—be- 


cause you failed to take up the case he made out 
and give him what you are willing to admit was 
then"his due, you will decide, I suppose, that he 
shall starve from 1846 up to this hour, and shall 
not receive what would have been due him—what 
he would have received every year since that time 
if this Government had performed the duties it 
owed him at that time. Then the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions have adopted this as an inflexible 
rule, controlling its action upon this question, that 
whenever the party has made out just such a case 
as we can allow at all, we will allow the pension 
from the day that he completed and perfected the 
proof in his case. If it be but yesterday, it shall 
commence then. If it be five or ten years ago, his 
pension shall commence when he perfected and 
made out such a case as we shall feel bound to 
allow at all, in order that our neglect to perform 
the duties we owe him—in order that our laches 
shall not run against him. That is the principle 
we have adopted; and the bill before the com- 
mittee is founded upon that principle. I shall, 
therefore, when that amendment is offered resist 
it, for the reason that it is unjust to the petitioner 
to adopt any amendments upon that principle. If 
the principle be true, it will be the policy of this 
Government not to decide for or against a case of 
merit, but to delay, delay, until you have literally 
starved out the wounded soldier who has lost the 
ability to support himself. And, indeed, that 
principle has been already too nearly adopted by 
this Government. We areto delay in meeting the 
demands that have been made upon us by those 
cases which have merit in them. I trust the Gov- 
ernment will abandon a policy so unreasonable 
and unjust. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to make an 
inquiry of my colleague. There was a report 
made in this case, which has gone to the printer, 
and we have not the facts of the case before us. 
The bill proposes to give a full disability pension 
for life. The inquiry I wish to make is, what are 
the facts upon which this pension is to be granted, 
and why it is that it cannot be granted at the Pen- 
sion Office? Now, if he first received this dis- 
ability while in service, and in the line of his duty, 
which prevents him from obtaining a livelihood 
by manual labor, then he can get his pension at 
the Pension Office. What is the defect in the 
proof of this case? Why isit? He would get it 
granted there. 

Mr. HARRIS. J will answer it with pleasure. 
As a general answer to his question, I will state, 
that whenever a case has been presented to the 
committee, and upon investigation they determine 
that itis such a case as can be allowed under the 
rules of the Department, we turn the petitioner 
over to the, Department, because it is not a case 
which requires any special legislation. Butin this 
particular case, the pension could. not be allowed 
by the Department, for the reason that he had 
never been technically and formally mustered into 
the service of the United States. He was called 
out, as I stated in another case of the same charac- 
ter a few moments since, upon an emergency, 
when thearmy of the enemy was making a descent 
upon our forces stationed at Plattsburg. When 
a flag was sent through the country, and the in- 
formation reached the State of Vermont that the 
little force we had at Plattsburg was likely to be 
overrun by the enemy rapidly descending upon 
them, volunteers from that State rushed to the 
scene of action; there was a large detachment that 
marched from all parts of that State, under the 
emergency of the moment. They were in that 
battle, and greatly exposed for a few weeks—for 
they performed efficient service to the country. 
Many of them lost their lives; others their limbs; 
others their health. While they were never tech- l 
nically and formally a part of the Americanarmy, 
they performed important and efficient service in | 
the American army as soldiers. ‘Their cases | 
cannot be allowed by the Department, because 
they were not mustered into. the service of the 
United States; yet they. were in that service. 
They performed important duties,and made heavy 
sacrifices. For those services they present cases 


for the consideration of this House, as meritorious. 
as if they. had served years'in the regular army: 
For.that reason these cases cannot beallowed by 
the Department—for that and*other reasons; they. 
ought to be allowed by this House. R RA AS 

Mr. OLDS. Tt will be recollected by the mem- 
bers of the last Congress, that this question in rë: 
gard to the time at which these pensions’ should 
take effect, was discussed nearly a whole day in 
this House when we were in Committee. of the. 
Whole upon the private calendar. "This very case’ 
was one of the cases acted upon. It being objec 
tion day, if any objection was made, the bill was 
compelled to go over, but the friends of this bill, as 
well as the friends of other bills, under similar cir-: 
cumstances, permitted a gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Concer] to make an amendment similarto 
the one proposed by the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. Dunuam,] that these pensions should take 
effect from the 1st of January, 1850. But when 
the bills were reported back to the House, then a 
contest was waged upon that very question, | After 
a few days discussion the House. determined. that. 
these pensions should cormmence.at the. time the 
papers of the applicant were-perfected' before Con- 
gress. The case now under consideratidn, wad 
one of the cases then acted upon, and the amend- 
mend then made on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. oneen] striking out 1846. 
and inserting 1850, was rejected; and the original 
features of the bill'were reinstated. The argument 
then urged is the same that is now urged. Why 
is it, if these men were entitled to a pension,:and 
have perfected their papers, that the action of Còn- 
gress is delayed year after year? In-this ver 
case a bill has twice passed this House, the 301 
and 3lst Congress granting to this very man a 

ension, and yet he has no pension; and why? 

ecause there was no time for action upon this 
bill in the other branch of your National Legisla- 
ture. Now is it his fault, the bill having passed 
this House, that he is not receiving his pension? 
Why, then, would you cut him off the four. or 
five years he is entitled toa pension, merely be- 
cause there has not been time for his bill to pass 
both branches of the National Legislature. . lam 
sure my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Dunyam,] 
acting upon the principles of justice, will see the: 
propriety of dating this case back to the time the 
papers were perfected, and will withdraw any ob- 
jection of that kind, and let the bill pass. 

Mr. MARTIN. There is one fact I wish to 
bring to the notice of the committee—that the-rule 
adopted by the Committee on Invalid Pensions in 
regard to perfecting testimony, is the same rule 
that is practised upon in the Pension Office, 
Whenever the testimony is perfected, and pre- 
sented in the Pension Office, from that. time the 
pension dates. That is the same rule adopted by. . 
this committee, and is considered: a very. equi- 
table one, although there are instances where ‘the 
rule is apparently: very hard. But upon a full 
hearing of the subject’ before the committee, ‘we 
have come tò the unanimous conclusion to adopt 
that mode, being determined to: keep within the 
same lines. This is one of these cases. How 
came this man not to. fall within the lines? He 
went to Plattsburg upona proclamation issuedby: 
General Macomb, who was military commander 
there. Your humble servant was among the 
number who were there, under the call of that 
proclamation. We were never mustered into the 
service of the United States, and the men: who re- 
mained there were severely ‘exposed: This man 
produces inrefragable. testimony that his health 
was destroyed in consequence of such exposure 
during that short campaign. These are the, facta 
why be cannot apply to the Pension Office for a 
pension. I know the facts personally, for I was 
among the, number who answered the proclama- 
tion. Our very excellent Governor of the State of 
Vermont at that time refused to order the military 
over, but we went in there by any mode of con- 
veyance we could get upon that side of the lake. 

I hopeand trust that this bill will not lie over, and 
that the poor old man, whose bosom must soon 
be covered by the clods of the valley, shall be re- 
munerated eight dollars a mouth, from the time his 
testimony is perfected. : 

Mr. EASTMAN. I desire that the report of 
the committee made in this case on. the‘ 19th of 
July, 1848, shall be read. ; 5 


The report was then read, as follows: 
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The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom. were |; 
referred the petition and papers of Sylvanus Blodget, report: |; 
That it appears from ‘the starement of. the petitioner on |; 
oath, sustained by satisfactory evidence, that he was.a pri- | 
wate in the company of volunteer militia from the town-of 
Jericho, in the cowity of Chittenden, State of Vermont, 
commanded by Captain Peter L. Allen, of said town}; that 
on hearing thatthe British forces were advancing upon 
Piattsburg, in the State of New York, early in September, 
1814, the said militia company. volunteered to defend. their 
country against the invading foe, marched to Lake Cham- 
jain, whieh they crossed, and were actually engaged in 
the battle of Plattsburg; that the petitioner, while. in the 
line of ‘his duty as a private in said company in the defence 
of Plattsburg, by reason of fatigue and. exposures, lying 
out on the: ground. in cold rainy nights without covering, 
took a severe cold and, was subsequently carried. home 
sick, with severe pain id his head, back and hips, and also 
avery sore throat and mouth; that he was then confined by 
severe sickness, by rheumatismin his hips, back, and right 
knee and ancle, about six weeks, and also severe inflamma- 
tion in bis eyes, which rendered them very weak and sore, 
gradually growing worse ever since, and has been able but 
a small portion of the time to perform manual labor; that 
for nearly twenty years past he has been too blind to do much 
labor; that ever since his return from Plattsburg he had 
been more.or less afflicted with rheumatism, and at times 
very severely; that he has lost the use of one of his eyes, 
and can sce but dimly with the other; that before he went 
to Plattshurg he was in robust health, but since his return 
_his general health bas been very poor; that he is fully sat- 
jsfied that his afflictions came upon him by going to Platts- 
burg, as aforesaid; that he is poor and now about sixty- 
five years old; and is dependent entirely on a son, who is 
in low circumstances, for a house to shelter himself and 
family. Therefore, in consideration of his services and 
consequent afflictions, the petitioner prays that Congress 
will grant him common soldier’s pay during the remainder 
of his life. oc 
Phe facts of petitioner’s service and faithful performance 
of his duty as a private, as stated, are sworn to by his cap- 
tain and colonel, and the fact of his being a healthy, robust, 
and athletic man previous to said service, is sworn to by 
his. captain and several of his neighbors, who were well 
acquainted with him previous to and since his return from 
said service; and also his being brought home sick, and 


li cause this case has “been before Congress for five i 
nish the | 


ii say that the ‘principle is wrong 


gratuity. -His case comes not within the general | 
Jaw under which the Department is acting. Task, | 
then, with what propriety can it be said that be- | 


| years, we are therefore bound, not to fur ] 
‘claimant with a current support, but to set him 
! up in life with sufficient capital to begin with? I 
rong. “Before I take 
| my seat, I will change my amendment and. move 
| that #1846” be stricken out and “1848” be in- 
| serted in lieu thereof. 
Mr. FOWLER. I wish to say that I objected 
to this case in the outset, for want of the facts. I 
‘understand now that the gentleman from Wis- 
i consin (Mr. Eastman] has introduced thie sub- 
i stantial facts of the case, by presenting a former 
‘report. That report being authenticated, is satis- 
factory to me, and I state, by way of explanation 
of my objection in former cases to-day, that it 
arose solély from the want of light. That was 
the ground on which I originally objected to this 


case. Iam now satisfied, because we have gota | 
! report. | 
Mr. HEBARD. I believe that the objection | 


to this case is not with reference to the merits of | 
‘the case, but merely with reference to the point 
of time at which the pension shall commence. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunnam] has 
modified his amendment, and it is not a matter of | 
very great consequence now, except as regards | 
the establishment of a principle. It seems to me | 
that when the gentleman yields the first point, as l 
his amendment indicates, he yields the whole. | 
The gentleman says this isa gratuity. That is | 
very true; but it is a gratuity founded upon the | 
merits of the particular case. I am aware that | 


i 
i 


remaining sick for several weeks, and fully corrobora- 
ting hin in his statements as to his continued bad health, 
inflammation of the eyes, and subsequent blindness and 
overty. 
There is also the testimony of two physicians, who cer- 
tify that the petitioner is in the condition set forth by him, 
and that it is their opinion that the cause of liis said com- 
plaints was in consequence of his exposures at the battle of 
Plattshurg. 
Your committee, being fully satisfied that the petitioner is 
entitled to the relief, report a bill accordingly. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I do not intend to detain the 
committee long. ‘When I made my motion Iun- 
derstood the gentleman on my left [Mr. East- 
MAN] to say that this was the first application of 
the petitioner. In that heis undoubtedly mistaken, 
for I remember this as an old case. I maintain, 
however, that the principle is a wrong one. It 
does seem to me that the same principle which 
requires us to pay back pensions—the hack prin- 
cipal—would require us to pay interest also; for if 
we have improperiy retained the money, we ought 
to pay interest upon it. But that is not the inten- 
tion of the Government. The intention of the 
Government is to furnish a support tothe individ- 
ual who has been disabled in the public service 
from earning a livelihood by his own exertions, 


and itscems to me that that is all we ought to do. |; 


Suppose a case is brought before this Congress; 
we think that the claim is not sufficient and reject 
it. It comes before another House and they reject 
the claim, and so it goes on for eight or ten years. 
Finally, a House comes up thatis favorable to the 
pill and passes it, reverses the decision of the eight 
or ten Congresses before, and gives a back pension. 
It is for the Efouse to say whether that principle 
is correct. I do not think it is. 

Mr. AVERETT. I rise to make an inquiry as 
toa fact. Is it a fact that there have been hereto- 
fore adverse reports and adverse proceedings of | 
the House upon this case? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I cannot answer that ques- 
tion, because the committee’s reports are not before 
the House. We are legislating here without any | 
of the facts of the case before us. The reports are 
not here and we can tell nothing about the cases. 
Bat I understand this case to have been here for 
several years, 
have sent to the table the first report made, and 
that was in 1848, and I presume, therefore, that | 


j 


i! because of any technical objections, but because 


I understand the gentleman to ij 1 
|, mission of the gentleman, 
| spoke of technical objections, I meant that the | 

i 


the principle has been established heretofore in | 
granting invalid pensions, that we hall not go | 
back to the time of service for the date of the 
commencement of the pension, but that we shall 
follow the rule adopted by the Pension Depart- | 
| ment, and allow the pension from the time when ; 
the case was made out. Now l understand this | 
case to have been made out to the Pension De- | 
partment in 1846. ‘That department did not refuse 
to grant the pension because the case had no mer- | 
its, but because they were acting under certain | 
rules and regulations, and there were technical 
objections to their granting the pension. The 
| committee, therefore, acting upon the rule that the 
| pension should commence at the time when the 
case was made out, have fixed the period at 1846. 
It sgems to me that we should be acting by a 
i very artificial rule, if, in endeavoring to do jus- 
‘tice here, we should deny the first element of 
|| justice in the case. If this man was ever entitled 
| to a pension under any law, or according to any 
| principle of or analogy to law, it was when he had 
' made out his case. I hope the House will not ; 
undertake to act under any artificial rule or tech- 
nicality, but will deal out a measure of justice by 
i granting to this very meritorious man, who has 
made outa very meritorious claim, his pension 
| from the time the committee have recommended. 
Mr. MILLSON. There are before the Com- | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and before the com- | 
mittee of which [am a member, a great many ap- | 
plications for pensions, and itis very important | 
that the House should use some circumspection } 


j 
ji 
| 
t 
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t 
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hereafter to be governed. i 
Į understand that the present application is to | 
place an individual on the pension list, who is not j 
entitled to be there by any existing law. I do 
; not see, therefore, that the objection made in the į 
| Pension Office, is of the character described by the | 
| gentleman from Vermont, (Mr. Hesarpj—a mere 
i technical objection. The claim was rejected, it | 
| appears, by the Commissioner of Pensions, not | 


t 
i 
i 
i 


| there was no existing law which authorized this | 
: individual to be placed upon the pension list at all. jj 
Mr. HEBARD, (interrupting.) With the per- | 
1 will state that when I | 


the case failed to receive the favorable action of |! 
Congress. i! 

There is another suggestion which I desire to 
make. If there is a good claim against the Gov- | 
ernment, in this case, why is it here? Because 
the case does not come within the purview of the | 
law, and consequently there is no valid claim |! 
against the Government. The claimant comes n 
here to ask from us, not a matter of right but a i 


claim was not disallowed for want of merit. 

Mr. MILLSON. Now, for aught I know, there | 
may be petitions before this House, asking that | 
the pension system may be extended to the State vol-' 
unteers, as well asto the officers and soldiers of | 
the regular Army, and it may be very well for | 
this House to deiermine whether they will extend | 
the pension system as far as that or not. But it i 
seems to me to be somewhat dangerous to legislate i 


i} 


in establishing the principle by which they are f 


| 


| 
| 


; say upon this subject. 


upon general principles, atid to apply these gen- 
eral principles only to particular cases. If it be 
right to place an individual upon ‘the pension list 
who'has been engaged in the service of his State, 
then, there ought to be a general law embracing 
those cases; and that is the decision to which the 
Committee on. Revolutionary Pensions, to which 
I belong, has invariably’ come.. There are now 
before us very many applications from different 
persons, asking that the benefit of the pension: law 
may be extended to them. The widows of revo- 
lutionary soldiers are entitled to receive pensions 
if they married’ before the Ist of January, 1800. 
We have before us now, and there have heretofore 
been, a great number of petitions asking that those 
widows who were married since the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1800, may receive pensions from the United 
States. Those petitions have been invariably re- 
jected, upon the ground, that if the Government 
chooses to extend the pension laws, it ought to be 
done bya general law applying to all cases—those 
cases io be adjusted at the Department, and not 
by Congress.’ But the committee have been un- 
willing to extend relief in a particular case when 
it would apply to a larger number of instances. 

I am expressing no opinion, at this time, as to 
the propriety of extending our pension system as 
far as is asked, but I think it is somewhat dan- 
gerous to legislate upon these particular appli- 
cations when we may be committed to such an 
extension of the system as would be objectionable 
to the majority of this House. It is not, there- 
fore, Pecause I have come. to any definite con- 
clusion in regard to the subject under discussion, 
but because we are now at the commencement of 
our session, and because the principles declared 
to-day, may, if they do not control, at least em- 
barrass our futureaction, and because weare legis- 
lating without the aid of those reports which are 
intended to give information to the members, that 
I suggest there should be somelittle delay at least, 
before we come to a conclusion which may lead to 
consequences somewhat formidable. I therefore 
move that the committee rise. f 

The question being taken, there was found to 
be no quorum voting. 

Mr. HAMILTON demanded tellers; which 
were ordered, and Messrs. Hamitton and Mur- 
runy appointed. 

The question being then taken, it was decided 
in the negative—ayes 43, noes 74. 

So the committee refused to rise. l 

Mr. BISSELL. This application was made 
some time since—no matter how long ago—and we 
are about now, forthe first time, to take action upon 
it and decide it. ‘There can be no doubt that we 
have the power to act arbitrarily in this matter, and 
do just as we please in reference to it, but T do hold 
that in this case, as in all others, we oughtto have 
some little regard to consistency. If we decide 
that this petitioner is entitled to a pension, we de- 
cide so upon the case that he made out and pre- 
sented to us some time ago, but which we have 
not acted upon till now, There is no additional 
proof presented to us at this time which was not 
before us when the application was first miade. If 
he is entitled to a pension now, he was then; and 
if he was not entitled to it then, he is not now. If 
we vote him a pension at all, therefore, that pen- 
sion ought to date back to the time when he made 
out his case and presented his application. He 
made out his case and presented it long ago, and 
now when we are about to act upon if, what con- 
sistency or propriety is there in saying that he 
shall have a pension from this time? Remember 
that we must decide this case as it was presented 
tous at first. It has undergone no change—no 
modification. I will read to the committee a sec- 
tion of the act of 1822, which, I am this moment 
informed by a friend, coversthis case. It isas 
follows: 


“The right any person now has, or hereafter may ac- 
quire, to receive a pension in virtue of any law of the United 
States, shall be construed to commence at the time of com- 
pleting his testimony, pursuant to the act hereby revived 
and continued in foree.” 

That is not only law, but it is reason and com- 
mon sense; and it is clear that this claim ought 
either to be rejected altogether, or allowed from 
the time when the application was made and the 
case perfected. 

Mr. SKELTON. I have but afew words to 
y The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. BrsseLL] says, that if this petitioner is 
entitled to a pension at all, he is entitled to one 
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from the time when he first made his application. 
Now, there is a principle involved in this granting 
of pensions, which the gentleman seems to have 
overlooked. We grant pensions in some cases 
upon principles of justice, and in other cases upon 
pee of humanity. If the petitioner claims 
his pension upon principles of justice, he is evi- 
dently entitled to it for the whole time; "but if he 
claims it on principles of justice and humanity, it 
is fully competent for us to decide on the extent of 
his claim. If we acknowledge the principle indi- 
cated by the gentleman from Illinois, wè must 


give the pension back ‘to the time when ‘the ser- | 


vices were rendered. Now, that is a principle 
which is acknowledged by no one here. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) I 
desire to say one word of explanation. The prin- 
ciple of allowing pensions from the time when the 
testimony in the case was completed, does not ne- 
cessarily carry. back the allowance to the time 
when the services were rendered. It proceeds upon 
this principle: that if the applicant has neglected 
his rights and slumbered on them, he must take 
the consequence of having so done; but if, on the 
other hand, he has made out his case and Congress 
has neglected to act upon it, then we are bound 
to allow him his pension from the time when the 
application was made. In other words, the prin- 
ciple upon which we proceed is, that our neglect 
shall not prejudice his rights, while his own neg- 
lect shall prejudice that right. j 

Mr. SKELTON. The gentleman bases his 
proposition on the principles of right and justice; 
while I contend that these pensions are given upon 
principles of humanity, out of. gratitude, on our 
part, for services rendered to the country, and that 
those persons claiming pensions have no right to 
come to us on principles of justice. 

I shall vote for this amendment, because I am 
opposed to this payment of back pensions, as I 
believe it to be prejudicial to the interests of the 
country, and a principle that ought not to be al- 
lowed in our legislation. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Dennam’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. : 

The next question being, ‘‘ Shall the committee 


report the bill to the House with a recommenda- | 


tion that it do pass?” it was taken and agreed to. 
p S 


AMOS KNAPP. 


The next bill in order was House bill No. 69, 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
for the relief of Amos Knapp. 

There being no objection to the bill, it was or- 
dered to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ARTEMAS CONANT. 

The next bill that came up was House bill No. 
61, for the payment of arrears of pensions. to 
the guardians of Artemas Conant, reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

No objection being made, the bill was ordered 
to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The calendar having now been gone through 
with 

Mr. GOODENOW moved that the committee 
rise; which motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee rose accordingly, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House had had 
under consideration sundry bills, from number 30 
to number 6], inclusive, on the private calendar, 
and had instructed him to report them all to the 
“House without amendment, and with the recom- 
mendation that they do pass. 

The bills were then severally reported to the 
House by their titles. : 

The SPEAKER said the question on their en- 


grossment would be taken in gross, unless gen- |: 


tlemen desired that it should be taken upon them 
separately. 

Mr. DUNHAM asked that a separate vote be 
taken upon number 61 for the payment of arrears 
of pension to the guardian of Artemas Conant. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, asked that a sepa- | 
rate vote be taken upon number 60 for the relief, 


of Amos Knapp. 
The other bills were then ordered to be en- 


grossed and read a third time; and having been 


engrossed, were severally read the third time and | 


passed, as follows, viz: ee 
“A bill for the relief of the Virginia Woolen 


Company; 


Sergeant of the United States army; 

Abill for the relief of David C. Cash and Giles 
U. Ellis; aa 
` A bill for the relief of John W. Robinson; 

A bill for the relief of Gardner Herring; 

A bill for the relief of Silas Champion; 

A bill for the relief of Philip Miller; 

A bill forthe relief of Albra Tripp; , 

A bill for the relief of Joseph Johnston; 

A bill for the relief of: Robert Milligan; and 

_A bill for the relief of Sylvanus. Blodget, 
AMOS KNAPP AGAIN, 
| The question then recurred’ upon the engross- 
i ment of number 60, being ‘* A bill for the relief of 
Amos Knapp.” 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio.. There has been no 
| Statement in regard to this bill as to what are its 
| merits. Task that it be read. 

The bill was accordingly read. 

Mr. MOLONY. For the information of the 
| House in relation to this bill, I will state, that the 
papers accompanying the report, and which were 
before the committee, show the fact of the dis- 
charge of Knapp fron? the service of the United 
States during the war of 1812. Knapp’s declara- 
tions, made under oath, prove to the committee 
not only the fact of his service for the United 
| States, but his disability incurred in that service; 
| and that the disability has continued from the time it 
was incurred down to the time of his presenting 
his case to Congress. He states, furthermore, in 
that declaration, that he was not only disabled 
from taking care of himself by disability, but that 
| he is embarrassed in his pecuniary condition— 
that he is very poor. The declarations of Knapp 
are sustained, in the first place, by the certificates 
of nine citizens of Rochester, (the residence of 
Knapp,) indorsing his statements in relation to 
his disability, his poverty, and his being engaged 
in the service of the United States. ‘The charac- 
ter of those nine citizens for high standing and 
for veracity is indorsed by the member of this 
| House from Rochester, |Mr. SCHERMERHORN.] 
; The fact of Knapp’s disability being incurred in 
the service of the United States is attested by two 
| fellow soldiers who enlisted and served in the war 
with him—the depositions of those soldiers being 
| taken before a judge of the county court for the 
county in which Rochester is situated, (Monroe,) 
i and the official character and signature of that 
| Judge is attested by the member of this House to 
i whom I have just alluded. The disability of 
! Knapp is attested by two physicians, whose high 
|! standing and professional character is indorsed 
|| by the same member of this House. These are 
i the material facts which sustain the claim of 
i Knapp, and which were, in the opinion of the 


favorable report. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I desire to ask the 
| gentleman. from Illinois, [Mr. Moxony,] now, 
what are the reasons for granting this clam? I 
understand there is a general law authorizing the 
| Commissioner of Pensions to grant pensions to 
persons. wounded in the military. service of the 
country. I wish to know why this case does not 
come within the provisions of the general law ; 
and why is it that a special act is necessary ? 

Mr. MOLONY. The reasons are these: Knapp 
enlisted in the service of the United States. While 
in that service he received bodily disability. It 
| also appears that he is now very poor, and needs 
| his rights at the hands of the Government. These 
are the reasons which have influenced the com- 
mittee in giving their report. 
| The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
i 


i 
j 
j 
i 


: read a third time; and having been engrossed, it 
i was read a third time and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. GENTRY. [rise toa privileged question. 
: In consequence of the request of some gentlemen 
| on the other side of the House, who say they are 
l: fatigued, [laughter,] | move that when the House 
i adjourn, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

| Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nays; 
‘| and. on a division they were not ordered. 

i The House then agreed to the motion—ayes 


i ARTEMAS MOLONY, AGAIN. 

| The question now being, ‘Shall bill No. 61 be 
|| engrossed and read a third time?” b 

| Mr. DUNHAM called for the reading of the bill. 


A bill for the relief of Edward Everett, late a`i 


committee, sufficient to warrant them in giving a || 


| “Mr. DUNHAM. | T think this is avery singu- 
| lar bill, to say.the least.of it; and itis due to this 
| House, if nothing more, that the gentleman who 
i reported it, should give an. explanation‘of it. “It 
| provides for paying a pension to a guardian from: 
| 1830 to 1846, in violation òf the ô 
| which this Government-has heretofore acted. : 


gentleman last up, and of the. House, I will give 
ithe facts upon which this report was made. J 
agree with the sé j 
| it has the app 

H : ` fe 

| which this House has been governed heretofore in 

i granting pensions, It also has upon the face of it 

| an appearance of contradicting the rules that gov- 

i ern the Committee on Invalid Pensions, as -has 

been stated by the chairman of that committee. 

But it will only become necessary to lay open: to 

the House, and to the gentleman from Indiana, 
| [Mr. Dunnam,] the facts as they are, and the 
| prima facie evidence will be rebutted: The facts 
are, that this said Artemas Conant,.in the ‘year. 
1815, was put upon the pension roll at the rate of 
: $5 per month, for services in the: war of 1812. Is 
appeara that he continued to draw his pension. reg- 
ularly until 1830; that from 1830.to 1846 his pen-. 
sion was suspended, and for this reason: That 

the certificate of the physican required by Jaw, 

and the rules of the Department, to wit—to the fact 
of the continuation of his. disabilities—-was ‘not, 

from 1830 to 1846, rendered to the Department. 

Hence, according to the rules of the Department, 

if not according to specific law, the Department re~ 

i fused to give him his pension. In 1846,and from 

| that time to the present, application was succes- 


i that application was a certificate of a physician, 
required by statute, of the continuation of the dis- 
‘ability upon which the pension was originally 
| granted. The question naturally arises in the 


į pension of a pension to 1846, and why did not a 
| certificate of a physician accompany the applica- 
tion? For the reason, as appears in the evidence 
fully, that said Conant was violently insane—so 


! certificate to be rendered. In 1846 his insanity þe- 
i came partially relieved, so much so that he was 
; made to understand the necessity of an examina- 
‘tion by a physician, and of a certificate, in order 
| to procure his pension. He submitted to that ex- 
i amination. From that time a certificate has been 
given, and he has drawn his pension. ; 
Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to inquire if he is 
| still living ? : 
| Mr. MOLONY.. He was.a short time since. 
Mr. DUNHAM. Then I move, so` far as I 
jam concerned, simply to amend.this bill sby,in- 
i serting after the word ‘‘ guardian,” ‘th 
“for the use of said Conant. ?? :“ La 
| .The question was taken on the amendment; and 
it was agreed to. oes i 
The question was then taken upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed apd read a third time, and it 
was agreed to. The bill having. been engrossed, 
it was then read the third time and passed...» > 
Mr. GOODENOW. I ask leave of the House 
to report a bill from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. When that committee was called the. other 
i day, I did not hear it at all. Iam anxious to re- 
port a bill, that it may be put, upon-the calervdar. 
Mr. ORR. The committees will be called in a 
day or two again. I move the House adjourn. 
Mr. VENABLE.: T hope the gentleman will 
| withdraw his motion, for the reason that there is 
| a communication upon the table which, I think, is 
ii in answer to the call which emanated from the 
| Committee on Territories. I hope the House will 
| not adjourn until that communication be opened 
‘and read. The public feel an interest in it. F 
i take an interest init, and I think the House does.: 
' Mr. ORR. I will withdraw it for that purpose. 
: Mr. MILLER. 1 ask the consent of the House 
previous notice has 


| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that 
‘the House proceed to the consideration ofthe 
! business upon the Speaker’s table. 


i Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The motion isnot 
j in order. Pa ogie 
` The SPEAKER. It is not in order if objection 
i is made. oe 


principles upon’ ` 


| Mr. MOLONY, For the information of the’ 


gentleman that upon the face’of-it, 
earance of contradicting the rules by. 


| sively made to the Department. Accompanying . 
¡minds of gentlemen. now here, why this sus- . 


| violent that he would not, and did not, submit, to, . 
the necessary examination by a physician for the. 


e. words: 


a 
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r: STEPHENS. 
one hour. We have exhausted ‘the private. calen- 


dar. ‘ 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee.’ T object... Itis not 
in orders = os i on ae 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order if objected 
-< Mr. FOWLER. . 1 move that the House do |) 
now.adjourn. > et oe 

“Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.’ “I withdraw my 
objection to the motion of the ‘gentleman. from 
Georgia, [Mr. Sreriens:] eae pis. 

Mr. FOWLER. I withdraw my motion to 
adjourn. . : : 
UTAH TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER,’ by unanimous consent, then 
Jald before the FLouse the following communication 
from the President of the United States, viz: 
To the House of Representatives: ` 
~ In answer to the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 15th ultimo, requesting information in regard to 
the Territory of Utah, 1 transmit a report from the Secre- 
tary of State, to whom the resvlution was referred. 
: MILLARD FILLMORE. 
Wasuincton, January 9, 1852: 
[For which documents see Apnendix.] 
“Mr. POLK. On account of the voluminous | 
character of the documents accompanying the 
communication from the Executive, I move that | 
their reading be dispensed with, and that they be 
rinted. : 
p Mr. KING, of New York. Let us have it. 
Mr, CLINGMAN. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will move to amend that motion. i 
Mr. BERNHISEL. I move—— 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I-wish to ask the gentle- | 
man from Utah—— t 
Mr. POLK. Ihave not yielded the floor. If; 


the gentleman wishes to propound a question I | 
will yield. | 
Mr. CLINGMAN. My question is simply to | 

| 


request the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Porr] | 
so to modify his motion that, in addition to the | 
motion to print, there may be one of reference to 
the Committee on Territories, who have called for 
this information. 

Mr. POLK. I move that the communication 
from the President of the United States be printed, | 
and referred to the Committee on Territories, T| 
consider ita matter of greatimportance. We have 
had rumors from that country, and the National 
Legislature should take some charge of them if 
they are true. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I move that the commu- | 
nication of the President of the United States, and | 
accompanying report, be read and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary—as it involves some 
grave legal questions—and that it be printed. 

Mr. Speaker, before the reception and reference 
of the report addressed to the President of the 
United States by the three disappointed and re- | 
turning officers of the United States for the Terri- 
tory of Utah, containing, as I am informed and 
believe it does, grave and grossly-exaggerated, not | 
to say false and perverted statements, impugning | 
the conduct and character not only of the Gover- 
‘nor, but the whole people of a new and distant | 
Territory: whom I have the honor, as a Delegate 
on this floor, to represent. From my own knowl- 
edge in part, and from others, 1 know and am in- 
formed, and venture to assert, that if time and 
opportunity should be given for that purpose, the ; 
‘committee to whom the reference shall be made 
will be furnished with ampleevidence of the grossly 
exaggerated, shamefully perverted, and apparently 
misrepresented facts, statements, and detailed oc- 
currences contained in the report. Unable to com- | 
municate at this season of the year with the Gov- 
emor and people of that distant and dependent 
Territory, loyal as I know them to be to the Gov- 


“is always in order-after F The SPEAKER. 


` motion that the communication be read. 


ernment and Constitution of the United States, 
assailed and aspersed as they are in that report in | 
their official, moral, and religious character, and | 
charged. with crimes and misdemeanors of such | 
enormity and character as to challenge credulity 
and stagger: belief- 
Mr. HEBARD. Irise to a question of order. 
It is whether it is proper to refer to the sentiments 
of that report when it has not been read, and we 


know nothing about it? | 
The SPEAKER. It is in order upon a motion | 
| 


to print to refer to the body of the report. 
Mr. BERNHISEL, “I ask for the reading of 
the report. l 


ER. he gentleman can perhaps 
facilitate his object by taking the question.on the 


1 all 


Cries“ Mr.: Speaker!” «Mr. Speaker 
overthe Houses 2 o ocus $ 
. The SPEAKER.” The gentleman from Utah 
has the. floor if discussion arises. 

“Mr. BERNHISEL. At an early day I shall 
ask for a commission to be appointed by the 
Speaker of this House; or by the President of the 
United States, to proceed to the Territory of Utah, 
under authority and with instructions to take tes- 
timony to be laid. before Congress and the com- | 
mittee touching the matters contained in the report Í 
referred to; and in the mean time I bespeak a sus- 
pension not oniy of Executive action based on this 
report, but of the opinion of the members of this 
House and the people of this country m relation | 
to the Governor and people of Utah, and the | 
libelous report preferred against them, and on file | 
in the Department of State. After the reference, 
I shall ask leave to offer a resolution, that the 
committee to whom it is referred shall have power 
to send for persons and papers, and to send a com- | 
mission to Utah to taketestimony to be laid before | 
Congress in this case.” : 

I renew my motion that the communication be | 
read, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, | 
and ordered ‘to be printed. 

Mr. POLK. I desire to inquire of the Chair if, 
the motion I made is not first in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is so considered by the 
Chair. i | 

Mr. STUART. I only wish to say a word or | 
two before this question is submitted to the House. | 
J will simply remark, that this is a communication | 
derived from the Executive through the action of | 
the Committee on Territories. A resolution was 
introduced by the gentleman from North Carolina, 

[Mr. Cuineman,] under instructions from that 
committee, of which I have the honor to be a 
member, and which was adopted at a former day. 
This communication is a response to it, and I 
know of no reason why it should be referred to 
any other committee. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I do hope the House will ! 
refer this question to the Committee on the Judi- | 
ciary, as it involves grave legal questions. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have individually no | 
preference in relation to this matter, but I feel it | 
to be my duty, as I do not see the chairman of | 
our committee—the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. | 
Ricuarpson]—in his seat, to say that he regarded | 
it as a part of the duties of the committee, and the 
whole committee were of the opinion that we | 
should have this information. It is the duty of | 
our committee to recommend appropriations for, | 
and also what laws are necessary to be passed for | 
the good government of the Territories. It will be ! 
found, therefore, that the resolution which the | 
committee instructed me to offer is very compre- į 
hensive. It calls for all information in relation to | 
the present condition of that Territory, to enable us 
to determine whether the existing laws are suffi- | 
cient for its good government—to protect our citi- ; 
zens there; also to ascertain what has become of | 
the public money heretofore appropriated, and | 
whether these charges of misapplication are true, | 
and various other matters I do not now propose 
to go into, It cannot act until it has this informa- 
tion. For one, sir, with the impressions upon 
my mind, I will not be disposed to recommend 
any appropriation for that Territory to this House, | 
nor will I vote for any appropriation to the Terri- 
tory of Utah until I ascertain what truth there is | 
in these allegations. It was therefore that the | 
committee made the call; and in the absence of the 
chairman, who understands the question better 
than I do, perhaps better than any member of the | 
committee, | thought it courteous and proper that | 
the information called for by the committee should 
go to them, Individually Ï would prefer that the 
Judiciary Committee should take charge of the | 
matter. It would relieve us from the labor of i 
the investigation. Imake this statement in behalf | 
of the chairman of the Committee on Territories, 
who is absent. I now call for the previous ques- 

tion. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman from 
North Carolina withdraw his motion for a mo- 
ment? I will renew it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. T have no objection. H 

Mr. GIDDINGS. There is much force in the | 


I 
j 
} 
l 
i 
| 
Í 


argument of the gentleman front North Carolina. || 


‘the Judiciary. 


tI am also a rember of ‘the committee to which he 


belongs, and. I have not, nor has that, gentleman 
any personal desite to take jurisdiction of this 
matter. These peopleare a distant people. They 
are represented upon this floor by a representative 
who is certainly a young member here, and who 
desires these charges should go to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. I, as amember of the Commit- 
tee on the Territories, am. perfectly. willing and 
desirous they should go to that committee. ` 1 do 
not know but it is éertainly as proper as that it 
should go to the Committee on the Territories. It 
+s for an infraction of the laws. The people of the 
Territory are charged with violating the laws. of 
the United States, and it appears to me these ques- 
tions are. appropriate ones for the Committee on 
havethus spoken solely because 
the gentleman from Utah [Mr. BERNHISEL] is a 
young member here. He feels anxious these _ 
charges should go before that committee, and to 
gratify him and that distant people, I hope it will 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary. I will now 
move the previous question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to say a word. 
The call for the previous question was with- 
drawn. E 

Mr. C. I have no preferences in the matter. 
1 do not care what the House does. If it judges 
this to be more appropriate for the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, let it go there; but our committee took a 
different view of it. The chairman is not here. 
I regard it as falling properly within the duties of 
that committee. I am not aware of any reason 
why that committee would not just be as likely to 
dg justice to the gentleman, whom I never saw or 
| heard of until he became a member of this House. 
I presume no member of the committee has any 
prejudice against Utah. I have none upon the 
subject; but if there was, I do not see why that 
should change our action here. I doubt whether 
they knew these charges would be preferred at the 
time that gentleman left home. He may have 
some reason for referring it to the Judiciary Com- 
| mittee, but he has not assigned any. If the House 
think it proper, let it go there. renew now the 
call for the previous question, because I regard. 
debate as unnecessary. 

Mr. LOCKHART. L ask for the reading of 
the 95th rule. 

The rule was read by the Clerk, as follows: 


«It shall be the duty of the Committee on the Territories 
to examine into the legislative, civil, and panied pro- 
ceedings of the 'lerritarics, and to devise and*feport to the 
House such means as, in their opinion, may be necessary 
to secure the rights and privileges of residents and non- 
residents.” 


Mr. CLINGMAN withdraw the call for the 
previous question at the request of— 

Mr. McLANAHAN, who said the question 
whether this matter be submitted to one or the 
other of these committeesis one of serious import- 
ance. It seems to me the reading of that, rule 
ought to be sufficient to convince the House that 
the proper reference of the question is to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. As a matter of courtesy, 
the disposition of some members of that commit- f 
tee seems to be to refer it to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ftis a question that originates under 
the organic law of that Territory, and it is the pe- 
culiar duty of the Committee on Territories to see 
that the organic law, coming through their hands 
in its original form, should be fully, fairly, and 
honestly carried out. Doubtless, sir, questions 
of constitutional law may arise; but it is not to be 
presumed, because such questions are involved in 
this case, that therefore no other committee of the 
House is capable of attending to them except the 
Committee on the Judiciary. If the House think 
proper to impose the duties upon that’ committee, 
I trust we will discharge them with fidelity; but, 
under the rules.of the House, as well as consid- 
ering the committee from which this investigation 
has originated—the committee who had the reso- 
lution passed, and to whose inquiry this is a re- 
sponse, I think, as a matter of courtesy as well as 
of parliamentary duty, it belongs to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. The Committee on the Ju- 
diciary do not claim it as aright; they cannot 
claim it as a right, whether arising out of courtesy 
or under the rules of the House; but for the rea- 
sons I have suggested, I think the House would act 
with great propriety in referring it to the committee 


in which the resolution of inquiry originated. 
„Mr. BERNHISEL. I will withdraw my mo- 
tion to refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. McLANAHAN. 
question. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I renew my motion to have 
the document read and printed. 

The SPEAKER. During the pendency of the 
call for the previous question, the gentleman can- 
not submit the motion to have the document read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It has never been read. If 
the House will agree to pass this subject over until 
morning, the cominunication will appear in the 
morning papers, and then we can all tell whether 
this matter ought to go to one committee or the 
other, and it will supersede the necessity of rea 
ding an immense amount of matter. 

[Cries of “ Question!’ ‘Question !?] 

è Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the previous ques- 
ion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman hae a right 
to ask that a document shall be read at any time. 
I think the rule so states, that the question sliall 
be put to the House as to the reading, and when 
a paper is before the House that has not been 
read, I understand that the rules authorize any 
member to have it read at once. 

Mr. CLINGMAN., Is this in order upon the 
call for the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. It is true, under the rules 
any gentleman of the committee, or any other 
member, has a right to have all papers accom- 
panying the President’s message read as a matter 
of course, which must be done independent of the 
eall for the previous question. 

ee HALL asked for the reading of the 57th 
rule, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved that the 
House adjourn; which was not agreed to. 

The 57th rule was then read. 

Mr. HENN. I wish to ask whether the mo- 
tion now before the House is debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It ig not. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, which was upon referring 
the communication to the Committee on Territo- 
ries, and ordering it to be printed. 

The question was then taken, and it was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I beg leave to offer the 
following resolution, and send it to the Clerk to 
be read. 

[Cries of “ I object!” “I object !?"] 

The SPEAKER. The resolution may be read 
for information. 


The resolution was then read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the committee to whom has been re- 
ferred the report of the three returned officers of the United 
States for the ‘Territory of Utah, addressed to the President 
of the United States and communicated to this House, have 
power to'send for persons and papers, and to send a Com- 
missioner (to be designated by the Speaker of this House) 
to Utah, duly instructed and commissioned to take deposi- 
tions in writing touching the matters contained in said 
report as are of public concern, and to return and report the 
same to said committee ; and that the Delegate in Congress 
from that Territory have authority from this House to retain 
counsel to conduct the proceedings in this case before said 
committee, 


Mr HALL objected, and the resolution was not 
received. 

Mr. KURTZ had leave to withdraw from the 
files of the House the petition and papers of 
Henry Miller, praying for a pension; and on his 
motion, the same were referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the War Department, transmit- 


I call for the previous 


ting, in compliance with the acts of April 21, 1808, | 


and March 2, 1809, statements of what contracts 
have been made under the authority of this De- 
partment during the year 1851. 

Also, a communication from said Department, 
under the act of 1809, transmitting a statement of 


the expenditures from the appropriation for the | 


contingent expenses for the military establish- 
ment; which communications were severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, laid before the House a communication 
from the Navy Department, transmitting, in com- 


16 


| to the gentleman. 


pliance with the act of 26th August, 1842, a state- 

ment showing theclerks employed in that Depart- 

meiit during the year 1851; which, on motion of 

Mr. Sranron, of Tennessee, was referred tw the 

Committee on Naval Affairs. Y 
LAWS OF NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 
copies of the acts, resolutions, and memorials of 
the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New 
Mexico, beginning in June, 1851; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories, and or- 


i dered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER begs leave to’present the laws 
of the Territorial Council of Minnesota. I ask 
leave to remind the House, that there was a letter 
presented in connection with this subject, and laid 
upon the table. i 

Mr. SIBLEY moved that the copy of the com- 
munication, with a copy of the acts, be referred to 
the Committee on the Territories; and it was so 
ordered. 

Mr. HENN asked leave to withdraw certain 
papers; which was objected to. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to inquire if the acts 
sent from New Mexico are now printed? 

The SPEAKER. According to my best recol- 
lection, the laws of New Mexico were ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will move to 
reconsider the vote taken a few minutes since; and 
I desire to say a word upon it. I would be glad 
that any one would show me when the Territories 
send copies of their laws here, why we should 
order them to be printed. I would be glad to 


‘have any one give me a good reason why we 
| should print a mass of legislative matter, with a 


great deal of which we have nothing to do, and 
which is entirely and wholly an unnecessary 
expense. If the Committee on Territories shall 
think that they want any portion of these laws 
printed for the purpose of action by this Congress, 


| then they can apply to this House and have them 


rinted. But to print the entire body of these 
aws, seems to me too absurd an idea to consider. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I wish merely to state to my 
friend from Arkansas, (Mr. Jounson,] that by the 
order of the House all these communications come 
to the Committee on Territories, and it is from 
them that any action of the House emanates. 
There is no necessity for printing an additional 
number of Jaws that maycome here. Those from 
Minnesota are already printed; and those from 
New Mexico are in manuscript. 

The SPEAKER. There is no order to print 
the laws from Minnesot&. There is one to print 
those of New Mexico. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I understand that there is a 
separate order to print the laws of New Mexico. 
I move to reconsider the vote, so that the printing 
shall not be ordered. The code as it now stands, 
with slight change, was printed years ago. Now, 
under the organization of these Territories, Con- 
gress has jurisdiction of all the laws which have 
passed there. We have the veto power if we 
choose to exercise it. There is not one act out of 
a hundred which Congress would be disposed to 
take hold of or consider at all. Under these cir- 
cumstances, why shall we order the whole of these 
acts to be printed? The committee can tell, in 


| nine cases out of ten, by reading the title of an act 


through, whether it is necessary to look into it 
at all. 

Mr. STUART. 1 wish to make a suggestion 
If he will let the question to 
reconsider stand over until the chairman of the 
Territories can have a moment to look at it, there 
will be no difficulty about it. p 

Mr. KING, of New York. When was this 
motion made to print? 3 

The SPEAKER. Only about ten minutes ago. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Ihave but very 
little more to say upon this matter. The very gen- 
tleman who made the motion says upon reflection 
he will consent to a reconsideration. ; 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, (interrupting.) I 
will not consent. Will the gentleman give way 
for explanation? 


| 


i 


| from a premium for a wolf-scalp out. 


| have sent theselaws here in mianuscript—that 


Mr. JOHNSON. Certain] 
explanation. 

Mr. BAYLY. [do not want to explain. I 
wish to reply to thê gentleman. ae. ‘ 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 well know what the gern- 
tleman wants. I know him full well, and T know 
that he is an economist of the first water. “Ilike 
the gentleman exceedingly for his most excellent 
and kindly deportment in this House, and I would 
be glad to vote with him, if he can show me what 
there is in these laws which require that we should 
print them, and which the committee cannot read 
in manuscript. The Jaws now proposed to be 
printed relate to the local legislation of that Ter- 
ritory, and every trifling and insignificant act. 
The printing of them will be wholly and entirely 
an expense without a consideration. "The actdare 
of every character, class, and variety—éverything, 
Why does 
that gentleman wish to get at these laws? It has 
some relation to the fugitive slave law, I take it. 
Why, such an object can be attained by the Cóm- 
mittee on Territories making ordinary exomina- 
tions of these laws in manuscript, and if proper 
for our consideration they can. present them by 
their titles to this House with a request that they 
shall be printed, accompanied with such resolu- 
tions or recommendations of action a8 they may 


think proper. 
Mr. BAYLY, (again interrupting.) ‘Wil the 


y, for purposes: of 


| gentleman give way for a moment? 


Mr. JOHNSON. [have no doubt the Speaker 
will assign the floor to the gentleman as’ soon as I 
am through, and it will give me great pleasure if 


| he will do so. 


1 would be glad to know why the gentleman 


| supports a motion to print the laws that have been 


enacted by these Territorial Legislatures—which 


| they have not seen fit to print for themselves, or 


at least have not seen fit to send here in the printed 
form? I am certain thatin times past, when these 
laws have been referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, there has never been” issued—at leist 


| where there has been any debate or consideration 
| upon the subject—an orde 
| the entire laws of the Territories. 


r of this House to print 
These laws 
are too local and inconsiderable in their character 


| for it to, be necessary for us to print them. For 


one I am opposed to it, and T hope the House will 
reconsider and vote down the motion. 

Mr. BAYLY. I care little about this matter, 
| but the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Jounson] 
has asked me what particular laws of these Terri- 
tories I want printed. I do not know one. ‘word 
| about any one law that either of these: Territories 
have passed, and for the very reason that I know 
nothing about it, I want these laws printed that I 
may see what they are. 

Mr. HALL. | und 
these laws have been prin 


erstand that nearly all of 
by this House, ahd 


| are now bound up in one of our Executive dotu- 
į ments of four or five years ago. 


The Legislature 


have regnacted the Kearny code. $ 

Mr. BAYLY. There is a species of economy 
that I have never been the advocate of, though my 
friend from Arkansas has seen fit to pronounce a 
eulogy upon me as an economist, in which, of 
course, he referred to me in my publie capacity, 
and not. in my private capacity. Well, in one 
sense] am an economist. But Iam not for that 
sort of economy by which we may save a’ few 
hundred dollars and keep ourselves in darkness in 
reference to matters of important public concern, 

Now, the Congress of the United States has al- 
ready reserved to itself a veto over the Jegisiation 
of the Territory. To enable us to act understand- 
ingly in this capacity which we have reserved to 
ourselves, it is proper that these laws should he 
printed, so that we can know what they are. 

It is for the very reason that I do not know 
what a solitary one of these laws is, that T desire 
to have them printed. The expense of printing is 
a small matter. ee 

Phe gentleman from Arkansas’ says that they 
mney. 
have not printed them themselves. “Well, that 
supplies a very good reason why we should ‘do it. 
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Mu, JOHNSON, of Arkansas.. T believe I did 
not say that. You misunderstood me. 
“Mr. BAYLY. Then what was it that you 


said? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I did not say that they had 
not printed them at all. I said that if they had 
printed them, they had chosen to send us the 
manuscript only. . 

Mr. BAYLY. That does not alter the case at 
all.. The only copy of these laws which we have 
is in manuscript. Now ewy member of the 
House has a right to see those laws, because every 
member has a right to move to disapprove of 
them, and there is but one copy of them in the 
city. Can there be a better reason assigned for 
printing them? Suppose the copy of those laws 
Ís referred to the Committee on Territories; there 
are nine members of the committee, and each one 
of them is to read these laws in the manuscript. 
Why, it would take nearly the whole session for 
the members of the committce, with their other | 
engagements, to read them—to say nothing about 
the members of this House. I want to see these 
laws, and they ought to be printed. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL] tells 
me that these laws are nothing but a transcript of 
the Kearny code. I do not know anything 
about that. 

Mr. FOWLER. You want to see that code, I 

‘suppose?  , 

Mr. BAYLY. Yes, I want to sce that code, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts suggests; 
and I undertake to say here, in respect to the 
legislation of this Territory of Utah, that if the 
American Congress does not keep its eyes open, 
and does not look to what they are doing there, 
we shall one of these days have an extent of trou- 
ble with that people that nobody here now dreams | 
of. Let any one read the history of that people. 

Mr. MEADE. ‘Will my colleague allow me 
to say one single word, as an additional reason 
for the printing of these laws? 

Mr. BAYLY. Certainly. - I yield the floor to | 
my colleague. : 

r. MEADE. I will inform my colleague | 
and the House, that I understand that code to | 
have been written by a private soldier in the Army | 
of the United States. 

ae JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
then? 

Mr. MEADE. I want the code printed, be- 
cause I understand that it reflects great credit 
upon the private soldier who drew it up. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It has Veen print- | 
ed, and is now amongst the public documents. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I should be 
glad to ask the gentleman from Virginia, whether 
that soldier had anything more to do with the code 
than the copying of it? Whether he really drew 
it up, and whether he enacted it? Because if he 
did, it would certainly add much to the credit he 
may deserve. 

Mr. MEADE. I will explain to the gentleman | 
from Arkansas, that I understand the code was | 
made at the time that the Territory was without | 
laws, and in the occupancy of General Kearny. į 
One of his privates @as called upon by him to į 
write a code of laws, and he not only wrote it, but | 
drew it ùp. And that private is now a member | 
of this House. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bayny] yield me the floor for a 
moment? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 
move an adjournment. 

Mr. BAYLY. Oh no, let me finish what I 
have got to say. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does the gentleman yield 
the floor? ; 

Mr. BAYLY. Reluctantly, I do. 


Well, what 


Permit me to 


Mr. JOHNSON. It has been ascertained that | 


these laws were copied—and I say it with no dis- | 


respect to those who copied them—from an odd | 
volume of the old laws of the Territory or State | 
of Missouri. Now we are asked to reprint, for | 
the benefit and use of this House, all those old | 
things that are to be found in print everywhere! 

Mr. BAYLY. The opposition to the printing i 
of these laws only creates an additional necessity | 
for doing it, because gentlemen—and certainly | 
gentlemen such as my friend from Arkansas— | 
never make useless opposition to anything, I i 
want to see these laws, and it is proper that they || 
should be printed. But, to resume what I was i 


saying with respect. to this Territory of Utah. 
Unless this Congress keeps its eyes open with re- 
spect. to the movements of that people, we are 
going to have an amount of trouble with them that 
nobody now conceives of. 


ing to that subject now. 
Mr. BAYLY. If gentlemen 


will not interrupt 
me, I shall soon finish what I have to say. 


order in this House, since I have been here. 


I wil] got, however, pursue the remarks which 
I inten to make in reference to the Utah Ter- 
ritory, because I find the hour is so late that gen- 


tlemen are indisposed to hear debate of any kind. 

[Loud cries of “ Go on!" : 

Mr. BAYLY. [donot wish to pursue that topic 
now. ButI say,it is false economy, it is a grand 
mistake to undertake to save money 
to print matter in which this House ought to feel 
an interest, and, if it does not, in which the coun- 
try feels a deep interest.” 

T want to see the laws that have been passed in 
New Mexico and Utah. I want to understand 
what is going on in those Territories. There has 
enough transpired already, in one of them, to 
awaken the vigilance of the American people. As 
I have already said, the House has a veto upon 
their legislation; and to enable us to act under- 


I care not whether they are written by a private 
in the Army, or by a general, or by anybody else. 


more, if they were written by a military man, for 
I have no confidence in military legislation—none 
whatevers 

Mr. STUART. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will occupy the floor but a moment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ifthe gentleman from Mich- 
igan (Mr. Srvart] will allow me, I desire to 
say in reply to the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Ba riy] that l now hold in my hand the docu- 
ment which is proposed to be printed. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Haut,] who was in 
his seat a minute ago, tald me that, with the ex- 
ception of some half a dozen pages, the whole of 
this voluminous document is now in print, and 
that, as the Kearny code, it was nearly all copied 
from the laws of Missouri, and those half dozen 
pages contain little else but blank paper. So this 
very slight portion of it is all that remains un- 
printed. Yet the whole document is to Le re- 
printed, and for what purpose? Now, l ask my 
friend from Virginia—for I will use that word, so 
often very improperly used in this House—if he 
ever in his life read a copy of the laws of any one 
Territory when they were printed? If these laws 
were printed, I do not believe they will be read 
by a single member. The Committee on Territo- 
ries, whose business it is to examine into these 
matters, will of course do it. Now, I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Wirginia if he ever in his 
life read one single copy of the laws of any Terri- 
tory, when presented in this manner for our con- 
sideration? I hope the gentleman will give mea 
categorical answer. 

Mr. BAYLY. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes or no? 


man shall dictate to me my answer; I prefer to 
give itin my own way. 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘I will not insist upon the 
gentleman’s answering it categorically. 

Mr. STUART. I think Ican dispose of this 
question, if gentlemen will allow me, so that nei- 
ther of them will have any right to complain. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well; 1 will not keep my 
friend from Michigan [Mr. peda) standing 
much longer. (Laughter.] I will allow him to 
have his way. 

Mr. BAYLY. Will the gentleman allow me 
for one moment? 

Mr. STUART. Will the gentleman allow me 
first to make my suggestion ? 

Mr. BAYLY. Certainly. 

Mr. STUART. I would suggest that if this 


‘| House adjourn pending this motion, the paper 


will still be printed. I understand the Speaker 


House that the Committee on the Territories will 
not proceed rashly in this matter, the chairman 


being absent. I hope the House will now adjourn. 
Mr. BAYLY. 


Mr. HALL. You are not in order in referr- | 


It is | 
very rarely that I have ever been found out of | 


by refusing |j 


standingly, we ought to have their laws before us. | 


I want to see them, and I want to see them all the | 


Mr. BAYLY. I do not choose that the gentle- | 


may control this matter to some extent, and he | 
may order it to be printed or not. I assure the | 


House adjourn with this motion to reconsider 
the motion to print still pending, no printing will 
be done until that motion is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remark that 
he shall feel -himself called upon to order a sus- 
pension of printing until this motion is disposed 


of. 
Mr. STUART. Under the assurance of the 
Chair, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and 
The House adjourned till Monday next. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. MILLER, for Mr. DARBY : A petition of the Ohio 
and Mississippi Railroad Company, asking for right of way 
and grant of lands. 

Also, the petition of John C. Kuhn, for compensation for 
services in the Mexican war, 

Also, the petition of George K. McGunnegle, surviving 
partner of Hill & McGiunnegle, for compensation for sub- 
sistence furnished in the Black Hawk war. 

Also, the petition of Gustavus Peterson, for pension for 
services in the Black Hawk war. . 

Also, the petition for compensation for 
Mexican war. i i 

Also, the petition of Robert Forsyth, asking a confirmation 
of title to a tract of land in St. Louis eonnty, Missouri. 

Also, the petition of James W. Kingsberry, for comfirm- 
ation of a Spanish grant of land to him as jegal represent- 
ative of John Pierre Cabaum. 

Also, the memorial of the St. 
merce, for the improvement of 
Louisville, Kentucky. , 

Also, the petition of Wal Hutson, praying for a pension. 
By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of many merchants 
and other citizens of Philadelphia, asking that one or more 
vessels be detailed by the Government for a reconnoissance 
of such ports of the China seas, the Straits of Gaspar, and 
the Java sea, as fie directly in the various tracks of vessels 
proceeding to and from China. 

Also, the memorial of J. R. Warchever, D. Lewis, ang 
numerous other citizens of Philadelphia connected with 
commerce, asking Congress to make appropriation for con- 
ij structing piers and harbors in the river Delaware. 

Also, the memorial of numerous citizens of Philadelphia, 
| asking for a repayment of duties paid by petitioners upon 
| imported merchandise destroyed by a great fire in New 


services in the 


Louis Chamber of Com- 
the Ohio river opposite 


York. 

Mr. CHANDLER asked permission to withdraw from 
the files of the House the memorial and accompanying pa- 
pers of Amelia and Louisa Dumas, to be referred to the 
proper committee, 

By Mr. JOHNSON, 
tions and memorials: 


of Tennessee: The following peti- 
Of Nathan H. Wells, application for 
arrearages of pension; of Lewis Roberts ; additional proof 
of Charles and Valentine Sevier, applicants for a pension $ 
and the application of Brooksy Bell, for arrearages of pen- 
sion. 

‘Also, the petitions and memorials of the following persons, 
which have heen heretofore referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees: William K. Blair, John Conklin, Henry lick ,Cha’s 
C. Cargill, Washington Denham, John English, Lawson 
Goodwin, Valentine Sevier, Cornelius Hughes, Elizabeth 
Huntsman, John Kerbaugh, widow of Edward Moody, Jon- 
athan Naif, James M. Rhea, Lewis Roberts, David Troxall, 
| Robert Trevitt, Virginia and Tennessee Railroad, James 
| Wright, Jr., N. H. Wells, Nathaniel H. Wills, Howson 
Kenner, William Mann, John Naff and W. W. Rockhold, 
Thomas Whinney. 
| By Mr. FITCH: The petition of Hartley T, Howard and 

556 other citizens of Indiana and Tilinois, asking a donation 
|| of public land to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Lafayette, Indiana, to intersect the Ilinois Central Rail- 


road. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Benjamin F, Wins- 
low and six other citizens of Fal! River, Massachusetts, 
praying that a law may be passed prohibiting the importa- 
tion of intoxicating liquors from foreign countries. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: The petition and 
papers of R. M. Bouton. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The memorial of citizens of South Al- 
abama, praying for a resurvey of the public lands in the dis- 
trict of St. Stephen’s, Alabama. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The memorial of Wil- 
lam F. Walker, of Mississippi, praying to be released from 
| a judgment in favor of the United States. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, asked and obtained leave 
to withdraw the papers in the case of Drusilla Bukey, and 
that the same should be referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims. 


j IN SENATE. 
| SATURDAY, January 10, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. MORGAN. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. HALE presented the petition of citizens of 
Alton, New Hampshire, praying the adoption of 
measures for the amicable adjustment of inter- 
if national controversies; which was referred to the 
i; Committee on Foreign Relations. 
| Mr. BUTLER presented the memorial of the 
|! Chairman of the Board of Port Wardens of the 
| port of Charleston: the memorial of the President 
| and Secretary of the Charleston Marine Society; 


i i| and the memorial of the President and Secretary of 
undertake to say that, if the | t 


the Charleston Chamber of Commerce, prayingthat 


1852. 


ps 
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from the fund which has accumulated in the Treas- 
ury from hospital and prize money and unclaimed 
balances due to deceased seamen, provision may be 
made in foreign ports for the comfort and accom- 
modation of sick seamen; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of the petty of- 
ficers, seamen, and marines, on board the United 
States ship North Carolna, praying the repeal of 
the act of Jast session of Congress requiring them 
to receive their ration in kind; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the memorial | 
of a convention of citizens of Iowa, held at Orka- 
loosa, praying a grant of land to that State for the 
construction of a railroad from Davenport to Coun- 
cil Bluffs; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BORLAND presented the memorial of the | 
Arkansas Central Railroad Company, praying a 
donation of land for the construction of a railroad | 
from the Mississippi, opposite Memphis, to the į 
boundary of Texas; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GWIN presented the petition of James W. 
Low, praying compensation for the capture of the 
British private armed schooner ‘* Ann” during the 
last war with Great Britain; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of the heirs 
of Sylvester Day, late an assistant surgeon in the 
Army, praying the reimbursement of the money 
paid by the demand fora substitute during the 
time he was prevented by sickness from dis- 
charging his duties as surgeon at the United States 
arsenal, at Alleghany, Pennsylvania; which was | 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, a memorial of a Committee of Inventors | 
and Patentees, praying certain amendments to the 
patent laws; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. | 


i| for granting a right of way through the public lands to all 


Mr. SPRUANCE presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying an appropriation | 
for the construction of piers and harbors in the | 
Delaware river and bay; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


| 
| 
l 
| 
On motion by Mr. MASON, it was | 
Ordered, That the petition of Nathaniel King Kendall, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 
On motion by Mr. SMITH, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Francis P. Gardiner, on | 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. i 
On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 
Ordered, That the memorial of John Tucker, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 
On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Gad Humphreys, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred tothe Committee of Claims. 
On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of John Underwood, on the 
files of the Senate, bo referred to the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims. 
On motion by Mr. HALE, it was | 


Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of the Navy, | 
communicating the proceedings of the Court of Inquiry in 
the case of William K. Latimer,a captain in the Navy, be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. i 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, agreeably to previous no- | 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill | 
for the payment of outstanding loan office and , 
final scttlenient certificates issued for money loaned, | 
or for services, or for supplies during the revolu- 
tionary war; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. oth 

Mr. GEYER, agreeably to previous notice, | 


i 
| 
: 
H 


asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill decla-- }) 


ing the assent of Congress to the State of Mis- | 
souri to impose taxes on lauds hereafter sold by | 
the United States in said State, from and after the | 
day of sale; which was read a first and second | 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on | 
Public Lands. , D 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, agreeably to previous notice, | 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill grant- | 
ing the right of way and making a grant of land 
to the State of Arkansas, in aid of the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in said State; which was 
read a firstand second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


1 $1,800 per annum. 


| ent States of the Union. 


| fer that work to the maps which are now in our 


REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill for the relief of 
Enoch Baldwin and others, reported back the’ 


sarfie withoutamendment, accompanied by areport, | 


which was ordered to be printed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF THE CAPITOL. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution | 
submitted by Mr. Cass, the 29th December, in 
relation to the construction of the Capitol, and the 
restoration of the Library. i 
On motion by Mr. CASS, it was 
Qrdered, That it lie on the table. 


RAILROAD COMPANIES. 


_ Mr. FELCH submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 


railroad companies authorized by the laws of the respect- 
ive States to construct said roads, when the same pass 
through such lands. 


MARINE CORPS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Cremens, on the 6th instant; 
which was read, as follows, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of adopting a sepa- 
rate code of regulations for the government of the Marine 
Corps of the United States. f 

Beit further resolved, That said committee be also in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the ` 
President of the United States to appoint, annually, two 
cadets to the Military Academy at West Point, to be edu- 
cated witha view to appointment in the Marine Corps. 


STATE OF THE SURVEYS. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Smerps yesterday: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed 
to employ a draftsman to mark and Jay down on the maps 
now in the room or the Committee on Public Lands the 
state of the surveys, and also show what has been disposed 
of by sale or otherwise. The rate of compensation for the 
service shall be the same as that of a clerk not exceeding 


Mr. SHIELDS. Lest there should be some 
misunderstanding with regard to this resolution, 
I will state what is its object. Jt is a resolution 
which I was instructed by the Committee on 
Public Lands to report to the Senate. Draftsmen 
have been employed by the House of Represent- 
atives for several years, who have prepared maps 
showing the state of the public lands in the differ- 
That labor has been 
performed at a very great expense, and has been 
exceedingly difficult and troublesome. Those who 
have performed the work have gone to the General 
Land Office and examined the plats and the sur- 
veys, and have brought these maps up nearly to | 
the present time. In ourcommittee room we have 
the maps ready for the work, and the work is 
nearly performed under the operation of some 
former resolution. The object of this resolution, 
then, is not to go into anything like the expense 
which has been incurred in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I should object to that. But the la- 
bor has been done in the House, and is on the | 
maps of the House, ahd all we want is to trans- 


room. I understand the work can be done with- 
out much loss of time, and at a very trifling cx- j 
pense. It can be done, perhaps, in three months. į 
The expense, as will be seen by a reference to the 
resolution, is not to exceed the hire of a clerk for 
the time he is employed; and we shall secure 
thereby the benefit of all the information which 
has been collected in the House of Represent- 
atives for several years. The expense has been 
incurred and the labor performed for the House, 
and the question is, whether we will take advan- 
tage of it. 
The resolution was adopted. 


BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forvey, their Clerk, was received, as fol- 
lows: | 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The House of Representatives have 
passed the following bills, in which they request the con- 
eurrence of the Senate: 


An act for the relief of the Virginia Woolen į 


Company; i 
An act for the relief of Edward Everett; | 


An act for the relief of David C. Cash and Giles 
U. Ellis; l l : = 

An act for the relief of John W. Robinson; 

An act for the relief of Gardner Herring; ` 

An act for the relief of Albra Tripp; 

An act for the relief of Silas Champion, of the 
State of New York; i 

An act for the relief of Philip Miller; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Johnston; 

An act for the relief of Robert Milligan; - 

An act for the rel@f of Sylvanus Blodget; 

An act for the relief of Amos Knapp; and’ 

An act for the payment of arrears of pension to 
the guardian of Artemas Conant. 


MAILS IN CALIFORNIA. 


The joint resolution to authorize the Postmaster 
General to legalize certain contracts for the trans- 
portation of the mail in California and Oregon, 
was read a third time and passed. 


ENGROSSED BILLS PASSED. 


The following engrossed bills were read a third 
time, and passed: 

An act for the relief of Mrs. A. M.: Dade, 
widow of the late Major F. L. Dade, United States 
Army; 

An act for the relief of Richard Chaney and 
others; : 

An act for the relief of William P, Greene; 

An act granting relief to John A. McGaw, of 
New York; 

An act for the relief of the personal representa- 
tives of William A. Slacum, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, 
widow and administratrix of “A. R. Hetzel, late 
enn quartermaster in the Army of the United 

tates; 

An act for the relief of Adjutant General Roger 
Jones; 

An act for the relief of the representatives of 
Joseph Watson, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Rufus Dwinell; 

An act for the relief of Allen G. Johnson; and 

An act to extend a patent heretofore granted to 
John Schley, of the State of Georgia. 


NAVY-YARD AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. GWIN. I should be gratified if the Sen- 
ate would now proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 15, which is a bill to establish a 
navy-yard and depôt on the bay of San Francisco, 
in California, This is a bill on which it appears 
necessary that there should be immediate action. 
The bili requires the President of the United 
States to cause an examination and survey to be 
made of the bay of San Francisco, by a board of 
experienced officers, with a view of selecting such 
a site for a navy-yard and depôt, on that bay, as 
will be most suitable for such.an establishment. 
Now, if that board is not appointed immediately, 
it will be impossible for them to make a survey 
and report upon it before the-next session of Con- 
gress, and, of course, impossible to take.any ac- 
tive measures before that time for the construction 
of anavy-yard. It has been found that in the 
site formerly designed for a navy-yard, there is 
not sufficient water, and that some other location 
will bave to be chosen. i 

There is another reason why this bill should be 
passed as early as possible. At the last session 
of Congress an act was passed authorizing the 
building of a sectional floating dry-dock, and the 
same objection exists in regard to the location of 
this dock, as in the. location of the navy-yard, 
namely a want of sufficient water, There was a 
site selected for this dock, and an experiment made 
by which it was ascertained that the location was 
unsuitable. The dock is now built, and in a few 
daysit will be ready to be shipped, But unless 
another location be selected, it will be of little orno 
use. There will be no expense incurred in conse- 
quence of the passage of this bill except from the 
appointment of these commissioners, and the selec- 
tion of a site for this dock and navy-yard. This 
bill was reported unanimously by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and I hope that there will be no 
objection to taking it up. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion is to postpone 
all the previous orders in order to take up this bill. 

The question being taken, the consideration of 
the previous order was postponed, and the motion 
to take up the bill was agreed to. i 

The bill was then read and considered by the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
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‘The original bill consists of two sections, re-” 
ported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, with 
two additional sections as amendments. The first 
section authorizes. the President of the United 
States to cause an examination and survey of the 
bay of San Francisco to be made by a board 
of commissioners, to be appointed by him for 
that purpose, with the view of selecting a location 
for a navy-yard and dry-dock. The second sec- 
tion provides that when such. site shall be. sose- 
lected, the President shall apfint and. assign such 
officers, and. make such arrangements, as may be 
necessary for the, establishment of such navy- 
yard, upon the most approved plan. : 
The amendment reported by the committee, and |} 
contained in sections three and four, provides that | 

in the selection of such site, regard shall be had to 


with the stipulations of the 4th article of the treaty 
of Washington.of. August 9,. 1842; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the memorial 
of Benjamin S. Roberts, an officer of the United 
States Army, praying indemnity for losses sus- 
tained during the war with Mexico; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. FISH presented the petition of assistant 


i marshals for taking the Seventh Census in West- 


chester county, New York, praying additional 
compensation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. ; 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of officers 
of the United States Army stationed- in Califor- 
nia, praying a continuance of the increased pay 
granted by an act of Congress; which was re- 

e 


i 
i 

its adaptation for the construction of a basin and | 
railway, and the location of the sectional floating : 
- dry-dock now in course of construction; and that 
the President be authorized to allow additional į 
compensation, not exceeding double the amount ! 
of their present pay, to the officers whom he may |: 
appoint, and to allow them the actual amount of f 
their expenses consequent upon the performance || 
of their duty. tt 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Virginia has || 
suggested to me an objection to the bill, which he | 
will state to the Senate. In order that I may |! 
make progress, I am willing that the section to | 
which he objects should be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT. The first question will 
be on the adoption of the amendments. ii 

Mr. BRODHEAÐ. I would suggest that this |! 
bill should be laid over until Monday. Itis a 
very important bill. We bave erected a number 
of dry docks recently, and T think this is a matter || 
which shoul? be carefully examined. 

Mr. GWIN. I will not object to that, for I 
wish the hill to be fully considered. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Then 1 move to postpone | 
the further consideration of the bill till Monday 
next. i 

f 
| 


The question was taken, and the motion to post- || 
pone was agreed to. j 
THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. H 

The Senate resumed the consideration of Mr. || 
Foote’s resolution as amended on the motion of | 
Mr. Bapnarr, declaring the series of compromise |: 
measures of the last session a definitive settlement ji 
of all questions growing out of the subject of |i 
slavery. | 
i 

| 


{Mr. Downs spoke at length on the subject; 
and in favor of the compromise measures. For a | 
report of his speech see Appendix.} i 

Mr. DAVIS then rose and said: T believe we | 
have reached an hour when, perhaps, it would be |! 
as well to adiourn, and I make that motion. i 

Mr. MeRAE. I would ask the Senator to sus- 
pend his motion for a moment, in order that I may | 
ask bim a question. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
quest, 

Mr. 


| 
li 


. i 
I comply with the Senator’s re- j! 
yy 


1 


MeRAE. Does the Senator desire, by || 
the motion to adjourn, to obtain the floor? |) 


Mr. DAVIS. 1 desire to submit a few remarks |: 

ji 

li 
T desired myself, at as early a || 
period as I could do so, to give expression to my i 
i on the subject which is before the Senate; |: 
sve it was that I asked the Senator whether | 
ired the floor. I yield to him. i 
The Senate then adjourned. i 


IN i 

Monpayr, January 12, 1852. | 

Frayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Berrer. | 

È 

PETITIONS. i 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of the | 

widow of Oriando Pierce, a private soldier killed in 

the war with Mexico, praying a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of F. Mac- 

manus, praying the enactment of a law to author- 

ize debenture on goods transported through Port 


SENATE. 


| 
i 
1 
| 
i 
f 


La Baca, San Antonio, and the Rio Grande, to | tion. 
Mexico; which was referred to the Committee on | 
H 
ii 
if 


Commerce. 


Mr. BRADBURY submitted additional docu- | 


ments i relation to the claims of the States of 
Maine and Massachusetts to indemnity for lands 
surrendered to enable the United States to comply. 


ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Iinois, praying a grant of the right of 
way through the public lands for a railroad from 
Shawneetown to the Mississippi river, opposite 
St. Louis, Missouri; which was referred to the 


! Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. STOCKTON presented two petitions of 
citizens of Trenton, New Jersey, against the in- 
troduction of corporal punishment in the Navy; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented the memorial of 
Robert H. Caffee and others, lately attached to 


‘the Commission for running and marking the 


boundary line between the United States and 
Mexico, praying to be allowed their pay and trav- 
eling expenses from the time they ceased to be 
employed on that service until theirreturn to their 
homes; which was referred to the Cominittee of 
Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of W es- 
ley Smith, alderman, and five hundred residents of 
the eleventh ward of the city of New York, calling 
the attention of Congress to the question of inter- 
vention of Russia in the struggle of Hungary for 
freedom. It was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and is as follows: Fi 
To thehonorable the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States of America: 

We, the undersigned, citizens of the eleventh ward in the 
city of New York, do respectfally represent, that we do 
consider that the petition of Louis Kossuth, on behalfof the 
people of Hungary, is in accordance with those principles 
of justice and right which we find implanted in our minds, 
and to which all humanity owes allegiance. Aud as we 
consider tbat to shrink from the performanee of a duty im- 
posed by those principles, as cowardly in a great nation, 
we ask of your bonorable bodies that you, in behalf of the 
United States, of whom we are a part, do proclaim your ac- 
guiescence in the three petitions offered by said Louis 


i Kossuth in a speech made at the banguct given by the mu- 


nicipal authorities of New York, or inso many of those pe- 
titions as our Constitution and laws permit your acquies- 


` cence in. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ihave a petition, very 
numerously signed by the people of Tennessee, 
and particularly of the city of Nashville. [tprays 
Congress to make an appropriation for the pur- 
pose of rendering the navigation of the Louisville 
and Portland canal free. İt shows the amount of 
tolls received upon that canal from the time of its 
construction, The sum received in 1850 was 
$115,000; and in 1851 the amount, it is believed, 
was $150,000. Iwill not detain the Senate by 
showing how the amount received has increased 
from $12,750 up to $150,000. i have already 
given notice that [ intend to bring in a bill upon 
this subject, which I shall offer within a few days. 
I do not know any committee to which it will be 
proper to refer the memorial at present, and there- 
fore I hope it willbe received and laid upon the 
table. 

It was accordingly laid on the table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have also received, 
‘upon the same subject, the proceedings of the 
i| General Council of the city of Louisville, in which 
_ they represent the necessity of making the naviga- 
i! tion of that canal free, and of an appropriation for 
ii its enlargement; and embracing a series of resolu- 
‘| tions upon the whole subject; and for the reason 
i already assigned, I will give it the same destina- 


It was accordingly laid on the table. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Nancy Bowen, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That-the memorial of Elizabeth V. Lomax, or 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee op 
Pensions. - 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the petition of George G. Bishop and Pe- 
ter U. Morgan, administrator of John Arnold, deceased, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee om 
Patents.and thé Patent Office. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Wiliam A. 
Duer, administrator of William A. Duer, deceased, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill to reviseand 
continue in force for a limited time the provisions 
of an act relative to suspended entries of public 
land, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred the bill to establish an additional Jand 
office in. Michigan, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a communication 
‘from Aaron H. Palmer, submitted a report, ac- 
| companied by the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the communica- 
tion of Aaron H. Palmer, relating to the colonial depend- 
encies of Japan, and a plan for opening that empire to the 
| commerce.of the United States. 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the report be printed. 
| Mr. TTAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a memorial of citi- 
zens of Portland, Maine, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill making an appropriation for 
the erection of a Marine hospital at Portland, 
Maine. 

The bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
James B. Cushing and others. 


CASE OF CAPTAIN THOMAS SNODGRASS. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill, accompanied by a re- 
port, for the relief of Captain Thornas Snodgrass. 

The bill provides that the sum of $230 be appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to reimburse to Captain 
Thomas Snodgrass the expenses incurred by him 
for a team, and balance for forage and subsistence 
furnished to his company of volunteers while em- 
ployed as a guard, or escort, for a party of emi- 
| grating Cherokees in the year 1838. 

Mr. S. 1 will say,in explanation of the report, 
that this bill was before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs at a previous session; that at that time 
this claim received a faithful investigation, and 
| from the evidence adduced, it was clear that it was 
i just, beyond all question. The committee there- 
fore, without hesitation recommended the passage 
, of that bill at the last session, and in the report 
| they now present, they merely refer to a report 
| which was formerly made. The amount recom- 
mended is the same as that embraced in the former 
Senate bil. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I wish toask the unanimous 
| consent of the Senate to act upon this bill now. It 
| has been reported upon before, and was unani- 
mously recommended by the committee. 

There being no objection, the bill was consid- 
| ered by the Senateas in Committee of the Whole, 
! and no amendment being offered, it was reported 
| back to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
; for a third reading. 
| LOCATING MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 

l Mr. FELCH. I am instructed by the Com- 
i 


mittee on Public Lands to ask to be discharged 
from the further consideration of a number of pe- 
titions referred to them, asking additional compen- 
; sation to the several land officers for locating mili- 
| tary bounty land warrants in the several States. 

| Mr. WALKER. 1 would inquire if the com- 
| mittee have any special reasons for asking to be 
j discharged from the consideration of these peti- 
; tions, and whether the committee which makes this 
report wish to be understood as being averse to 
giving further compensation? 


s 
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Mr. FELCH. I should have stated, but [sup- 
posed every Senator knew, that we have reported 
an faver of giving additional compensation; and 
therefore it was that we ask to be discharged from 
the further consideration of these memorials. 

Mr. WALKER. If I understand what. the 
Senator refers to, it is an amendment to the bill 
pene for the assighability of land warrants; 

ut if that bill should not become a law, the pro- 
wision to which the Senator refers will go down 
of course. i 


. 


Mr. FELCH. We cannot be accountable for | 


what may be the action of the Senate on the sub- 
jects; but whatever it may be, it is competent for 
any member to present the subject again. 

The motion was agreed to, and it was 

Ordered, That the Cominittee on Pubtic Lands be dis- 
‘charged from the further consideration of the petition of the 
fate and present land officers of Dixon, Hiinois, praying ad- 
ditional compensation on account of services connected 
with bounty lands, and from tie several memorials and pe- 
fitions on the same subject referred to the committee. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD subsequently mved to 


postpone all prior orders for the purpose of taking | 


up and disposing of the bill referred to, to make 
bounty land warrants assignable. He said he 
Yearned from many Senators, that-they were in 
the receipt of large numbers of letters in relation 
to that measure. He had received many himself, 


and he was desirous that the subject should be | 


disposed of, As it was discussed and passed at 
the last session, he apprehended no debate upon 


it now, and hence he made his motion, believing | 


that it would consume but very little time. 
After a brief conversation, the honorable Sena- 
‘tor agreed to postpone his motion until to-morrow. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to ask a favor of the 
Senate this morning, and that is, that I may be 


discharged from further service as a member of | 
fam chairman | 
of twe other committees of theSenate; and as the i; 
: suspense for some time, with all these papers be- | 


the Committee on Publie Lands. 


committee is now constituted, there are three mem- 
bers from three adjoining States. F think, there- 
fore, that it is but just to the Southwest, or some 
other portion of the country, that they should have 
@ representative. 

The question being taken, it was agreed to; and 
‘on motion of Mr. Sansups, it was 


Ordered, That the President pro tempore of the Senate 
fill the vacancy thus occasioned in the Committee on Pub- 
tic Lands. 


Mr. Borzanp was appointed. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FISH, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
and obtained leave to bring ina bill to increase the 
salary of the district judge of the United States for 
the southern district of Florida; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


NOTICE OF BILL. 
Mr. FELCH gave notice of his intention to ask 


leave to introduce a bill for the relief of William | 


A. Richmond. 


INDEX’TO THE LAWS. 


Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That of the synoptical index of the laws pre- 
pared and printed pursuant toa resolution ofthe Senate, there 
be distributed in the same manner as the copies of Little & 
Brown’s edition of the laws were distributed under the act 
of 8th August, 1846, (except to the Library of Congress,) 
six hundred and seventy copies; and to each member of 
the Senate and House of Representatives who has not al- 
ready received the same, one copy; and that ten copies be 
placed in the Library of Congress. : 

Resolved, That each member of the Senate be furnished 


with the Sth volume of Lite & Brown’s edition of the | 


Jaws, and that the preceding volumes be furnished to those 
members who have not already received them. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read a first and second time by 
their titles: . 

An act for the relief of the Virginia Woolen 
Company; 
An aci for the relief of Edward Everett; and 

An act for the relief of David C. Cash and Giles 
U. Ellis. 

Ordered, That they be referred tothe Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, 

The following bills were read a first and second 
time by their titles: 


An act for the relief of John W. Robinson; * 

An act for the relief of Gardner Herring; 

An act for the relief of Albra Trippi; 

An act for the relief of Silas Champion, of the 
State of New York; 

. An act for the relief of Philip Miller; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Johnston; 

An act for the relief of Robert Milligan; 

An act for the relief of Sylvanus Blodget; 

An act for the relief of Amos Knapp; and 

An act for the payment of arrears of pension to 
the guardian of Artemus Conant. i 


Ordered, That they be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
SiGas. 
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FIRE AT THE CAPITOL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. Forney, their Clerk 


in the amendment of the Senate to the bil] making appro- 
priation to meet the expenses incurred in consequence of 


the late fire at the Capitol. 
y yore the bill 


Mr. BADGER subsequent! 
duly enrolled. 

PRINTING OF THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to make a motion. I 
believe it will be necessary to move to suspend 
the present order of business, for the purpose of 


printing of the returns of the Seventh Census. I 
move, therefore, to suspendall the previous orders, 
both special and general, with the view of taking 
up that resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS. fs not the unfinished business of 
Saturday the order of the day? 

The PRESIDENT. It is the first special or- 
der; but the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Bricur] 
moves to postpone all the orders of the day, both 
special and general, to take up this joint resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
that. I think that as my friend from Connecticut 
{Mr. Smiru] has been kept in a state of painful 


fore him, it is but fair that he should have an op- 
portunity of expressing his sentiments. I hope, 
however, if this measure is taken up this morn- 
ing, it will be with the understanding that the 
unfinished business shall follow it. 

The PRESIDENT. it will follow as a matter 
of course, being the unfinished business. 

The question was then taken an the motion to 
postpone ihe previous orders, and it was agreed to. 
|” The PRESIDENT. This isa joint resolution, 


i the Whole. The resolution is as foliows: 


Be it resolved, §c., That the Joint Committes on Printing 
|: be directed to contract with Donelson & Armstrong for 
printing the Census returns, upon such terms as the com- 
mittee may decin reasonable. 


Mr. SMITH. 
ment to the resolution, i 
the enacting words and insert: 

It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Unterior, in 
conformity with the provisions of the act entitled ‘ An act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year 1842,” approved on the 18th 
! day of May in the said year, to contract tor the composition 
: and press-work of copies of the returns of the Sev- 
; enth Censns, as the same are classified and arranged by the 
id Seeretary ; and in like manner to contract for so much 
perand of such quality ashe shall deem proper for the 


said returns as printed in such style as be may judge expe- 
i dient: Provided, The parties to each of said contracts shall 
; give such guaranty, and said paper and work shall be sub- 
f ject to such inspection as said Secretary shall require to 
| insure the faithful performance of the same. 
: Mr.S. Mr. President, I regret that I should 
have the ill fortune of being a member of the Com- 
ii mittee on Printing, the duties of which are perhaps 
l more irksome and unpleasant than those of any 
‘ other committee in this honorable body. But the 
Senate having been pleased to assign me to a po- 
sition asa member of that committec, it has become 
my duty to turn my attention to the subject that 
is now before the Senate—a subject of very consid- 
i erable importance in its practical results, and still 


volved in the resolution now before us. 

At the outset, Mr. President, of my remarks 
upon this subject, I desire it may be understood 
that I have no other purpose in addressing the 
Senate upon the present occasion than to promote 
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to the public interest. 1 desire also to disclaim 
entertaining any sentiment of antipathy, either 
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oe 


taking up the joint resolution to provide for the į 


I have no particular objection to į 


such a disposition of the subject as shall conform | 


Mr. Paesipesr: The House of Representatives concur | 


i 


H 


i other individuals might be willing to do it. 


: political or personal, forthe highly-respectabl 
| tlemen whose names are introduced in this resola- 
ition, If were about to confer a favor upon any 
_ one of the proprietors of the varidus printing ésta 
_ lishments in this city, I know of no reason why: I 
Should not do that favor as readily and as -cheer- 
; fully to the gentlemen who are named in'thät reso- - 
, lution as to any other firm or parties whatever; 
i| who are concerned in this department of industry. 
|| But, Mr. President is proposed in this resolv: 
| tion to dispose of an important work, which in- 
i volves: the expenditure of a very large sum of 
|! money, upon the principle of favoritism; a princi- 
i ple to which I utterly object, and which I conceive 
: to be inadmissible on the present occasion. What 
i is the character of the resolution that is now sub- 
: mitted to the consideration of the Senate? It is 
proposed by my honorable friend from Indiana 
i, (Mr. Brranr] that the two Houses of Congress 
| shall make a peremptory order on the Committee 
_ on Printing, to make a contract with a certainfirm 
in this city denominated Donelson & Armstrong, 
for the execution of this work, upon such terms 
'as this committee shall judge to. be reasonable, 
We are not, sir, to inquire whether Messrs. Don: 
elson & Armstrong are competent to perform this 
work. We are not to inquire whether they have 
the requisite machinery and the requisite material, 
or the requisite capital to enable them to perforin 
the work in a manner that shall comport with the 
public interest. We are net to inquire whether 
they are as competent, or more competent than 
the proprietors of other printing establishments in 
the country. We are not to inquire whether they 
; would be willing to do this important work on 
! terms as favorable to the public as those on which 
But 
| we are to make a contract with them at all events, 
: There is to be no qualification except what is in- 
volved in that clause of the resolution which pro- 
vides that it is to be done ‘upon such terms as 
the committee may deem resonable.” Nothing 
can be further from my thoughts than to cast an 
imputation upon my honorable friend from Indi- 
‘ana who has submitted this proposition to the 
consideration of the Senate; and I certainly would 
not express, aš I do not entertain, the slightest 
| want of confidence in the rectitude of my honor- 
able friends who constitute a majority of the 
Committee on Printing. But, I ask, what is 
‘the character of this resolution? It is, that a 
! committee of this body, or rather of the two 


t 


i and is now before the Senate as in Committee of |; 


I desire to submit an amend- į 
It is to strike out all after ;; 


Houses of Congress, organized, and properly 

organized I admit, upon politica considerations, a 
; majority of which, in the proportion of four to 

two, sympathize in feeling and opinion, and prop- 
i erly so, with the majority of the two Houses of 
' Congress, shall make a contract, not with any of 
i| the eftizens of the country who are prepared ‘to do 
this work on terms most favorable to the public, 
but with the proprietors of a political organ—a 
highly-respectable organ T admit—to do this work 
on such terms as the majority of the committee 
shall deem to be reasonable. Now, what does 
that mean, Mr. President? Itis proposed that a 
majority of the two Houses of Congress should 
confer this work upon the proprietors of this po- 
i litical establishment, as a matter of favoritism, and 
as a job, to be done, to he sure, ‘upon such terms 


id work; andin like manner to contract for the binding į: 


more important in reference to the principle or rule |, 
of conduct in regard to this subject which is in- į: 


as the committee may judge reasonable.” 
Now, sir, we are not among those who would, 
i for one moment, harbor the thought that the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Printing, 
[Mr. Borzanp,] or my other honorable friend, 
[Mr. Elamury,] would enter into any stipulation, 
‘under this resolution, and make any arrangement 
: with Donelson & Armstrong, or any other individ- 
waals ou earth, which they believed to be unjust, or 
inconsistent with the public interest. But the very 
character of this transaction—the fact thatthis work 
‘is not to be open to the public generally, the fact 
that the drawing up of this contract, and the settle- 
: ment of its terms, isto be committed—to whom? 
iot to the Executive, not to the Secretary of the 
Interior, not to any officer connected with the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government, but is to 
be put into the hands of a committee, organized, 
and properly organized, and composed of highly. 
respectable gentlemen, Í admit—saying nothing of 


the minority—-who are to make a contract with 


the proprietors of a political organ in this cty; 
' who sympathize with a majority of the commutée, 
on such terms as the committee may deem treason- 


‘able, Iam not atall surprised that my honorable 
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friend, the chairman of the Committeeon Printing, 
of whose rectitude;and whose fidelity to his duties 
as a member of this committee, I shall ever speak 
with the highest respect, has manifested the utmost 
repugnance to having this duty. devolved upon 
him. f . 
I contend, then, that the very character and 
` essence of this resolution involves: the idea.that 
a contractis to be made which. is to confer pecu- 
cniary advantages upon a pæticular party; and I 
do not hesitate to say—I care not what efforts may 
be made by honofable members constituting a 
majority of this committee—that it will involve 
the expenditure of a very large sum of money 
over and above what should be required for the 
execution of the work which is now under con- 
sideration. 

But, Mr. President, there are some objections, 
which should be urged in detail, to the measure 
now before the Senate, and to which I wish to 
invite the particular attention of the members of 
this‘body. In the first place, I have to remark 
that in the present state or condition of this sub- 
ject, the resolution, in the form in which it is pre- 
sented to the Senate by my honorable friend from 
Indiana, is utterly impracticable, or in other words, 
it is impossible for the Committee on Printing to 
determine what terms would be ‘* just and rea- 
sonable,” or what terms they should require of 
Donelson & Armstrong, for the reason, that Con- 
gress has not yet made any order specifying the 
number of copies of these returns which they in- 
tend to have printed. My friend from Indiana 
does not propose to settle, by his resolution, what 
number of copies are to be ordered by the two 
Houses of Congress; and yet it would seem to me 
that this is a question to which he should have 
addressed himself at once when he proposed to 
print the Census returns. Are we to enter into a 
contract for the printing of these returns without 
knowing how many copies are to be ordered by 
the two Houses of Congress? How can the 
Committee on Printing determine what terms are 
just and reasonable unless they know what is to 

e the number of copies and the magnitude and 
extent of thework? If my honorable friend from 
Indiana will reflect on this subject for a single 
moment, he will, see that it is utterly impossible 
for us to form ay opinion in regard to whatshall 
be the terms. And why is it so? Because the 
cost of composition for one hundred copies, or 
even one copy, is exactly the same that it would 
be for ten thousand copies. If you order five 
hundred copies, you are then to pay per copy a 
comparatively high price, because the expense of 
composition is only spread over five hundred 
copies. But if you order the printing of five 
thousand copies; the cost of composition is divi- 
ded among the five thousand copies, and the price 
becomes comparatively low per copy; and if you 
print ten thousand, then the expense of composi- 
tion is distributed over a greater number of copies, 
and the cost per copy becomes still lower than if 
five thousand copies are printed. F say again, 
then, that the first thing to be done, before we 
make any contract for this printing, is to deter- 
mine what number of copies we are to print. If 
my friend from Indiana will refer to the act of 
Congress which was passed in regard to the Sixth 
Census, he will find that the law which provided 
for the printing, fixed also the number of copies 
to be printed, It provides: ` 

“That when the aforesaid enumeration shall be com- 
pleted and returned to the office of the Secretary of State, 
by the marshals of the several States, he shall direct the 
printers to Congress to print for the use of Congress teu 
thousand copies of the aforesaid returns received from the 
marshals. ’? 

Now, then, Mr. President, I object entirely to 
the passage of that resolution, even in the form 
in which it has been presented by my friend from 
Indiana, until the Senate is prepared to decide as 
to the number of copies of these returns which 
shal] be printed, for there is no possibility of the 
Com mittee on Printing deciding what terms would 
be just and reasonable until they know what 
number of copies they are to order. 

But, Mr. President, what is more than that, the 
price per copy will not only depend upon the 
number of copies to be prinied, and also on ac- 
count of the distribution of the cost of composi- 
tion over the entire number of copies, but there | 
comes in another element which is material to be 
taken into consideration, and it is, that if it be a 
large number of copies, the parties who under- 


| hundred and sixty-one clerks and messengers em- 


take the printing can afford.to make a propor- 
tionate reduction, not only in consequence of the 
distribution -of the cost of composition over a 
larga number of copies, but they can afford to 
make deductions in consideration of the magni- 
tude of the work itself—I mean the magnitude of 
the number of copies ordered. If it be a large 
job—if there be ten thousand, or fifteen thousand, 
or twenty thousand copies ordered—the magni- 
tude in reference to the number becomes an im- 
portant element to be taken into consideration, in 
order to. enable us to decide judiciously and prop- 
erly what terms are ‘‘just and reasonable.’’ | 
And, sir, besides all this, not only will the com- 
mittee be involved in inextricable difficulty, unless į 
the number of copies is fixed, but I desire also to 
inquire how Donelson & Armstrong can them- 
selves decide whether they will accept such terms 
as the committee may see fit to prescribe or dic- 
tate, unless they know what is to be the number 
of copies printed? f 

Thus there is another difficulty in the way of the | 
resolution of m\griend from Indiana. It would | 
seem to be equefly necessary that both the com- | 
mittee and the proposed contractors should know | 
the magnitude or extent of the work to be done; | 
and, Mr. President, what do we know about it? | 
The work is not completed; no report of this | 
work has been. submitted to the two Houses of | 
Congress. What the work is to be the Senate 
does not know, neither is there any human being 
in the country who does know, or can know at’ 
present. We know—or rather we have every 
reason to believe—that it is to be a work of very | 
great magnitude. From the number of persons | 
employed on the work at the present time, and | 
from the Jength of time in which they have been } 
engaged, and are still likely to be engaged, we | 
may conclude that it is to bea document of an i: 
unusual size. Ihave understood that in making | 
up the census returns of 1840, there were only 
seventeen clerks employed inall. ‘That, we know, | 


Congress and published as early in the session as | 
this time, in 1841 or 1842. But instead of seven- | 
teen clerks employed, I understand that they have | 
now in the Census Office a hundred and sixty- | 
one clerks and messengers. Ido not know how ! 
many messengers there are, or how many clerks; 
but I understand the roll of the present employees | 
runs up toa hundred and sixty-one, and I sup- | 
pose the services of all these clerks are rendered į 
necessary by the great number of interrogatories 
and the vast amount and variety of statistics 
brought into the returns of the marshals by the | 
act of Congress on this subject. What is to be | 
the magnitude of this work 1 have no means of ! 
knowing; and how can the committee, without | 
that knowledge, decide what terms would be ¢ ‘just | 
and reasonable??? Sir, if Messrs. Donelson & ' 
Armstrong, in consequence of the vast magnitude | 
of the work, have to geta vast deal of new ma- | 
chinery, and presses, and a vast quantity of type, if 
which would be of very little use to them after the !! 
work is completed, and upon which, when they | 
come to make a disposition of the machinery and || 
presses and type, and other materials, they must | 
sustain a great loss, then the committee ought to | 
accord one set of terms. If, on the other hand, : 
it is comparatively a small work, coming within : 
the capacity of their present machinery, they could : 
afford to do it on another set of terms. And how. 
can we judge of the ability of Donelson & Arm- | 
strong to do the work, unless something is known ` 
of what this work is to be? i 

But again, who ever heard of the two Houses of | 
Congress ordering a document of this importance || 
to be published before it had been communicated ; 
to them? T have never heard of such a thing. i 

Mr. BORLAND. Will the Senator from Con- 
necticut allow me to ask him a question? | 

Mr. SMITH. Certainly. ji 

Mr. BORLAND. Did i understand the Sena- || 


tor to say that the Census Board had a hundred | 
and sixty-one persons employed in the preparation | 
of the returns of the census? i 

Mr. SMITH. I understand that there are one | 
ployed. i 
Mr. BORLAND. I asked the question simply j; 
for information. a 

Mr. SMITH. I suppose the employment of ,, 


these persons is rendered necessary by the extent | 


was a large work; and I believe it was laid before || 


and complexity of the interrogatories that were | 


propounded by order of the two Houses of Con- 
gress? But the Blue Book will tell the story, and 
my honorable friend can refer to it. = 

` The provisions of the Census. act, as I insist, 
shows conclusively that Congress could. not have 
contemplated the printing of these returns until 
they had been made out and submitted to the two 
Houses of Congress. This act provides that 
“the Secretary of the Interior shall see that all 
‘due diligence is employed by the marshals and 
‘assistant marshals to make the returns of their 
‘respective doings complete at the times herein 
‘prescribed. And further: as the returns are so 
‘made, to cause the same to be so classified and 
‘arranged in the best and most convenient manner 
‘for use, and to lay the same before Congress at 
‘the next session thereof.’’ 

Why lay them before Congress? Not for the 
purpose of founding any legislation upon them. 
Formerly, the census returns were laid before 
Congress to enable Congress to apportion the 
members of the House of Representatives among 
the various States of the Union. But that labor 
has been taken off our hands. These returns 
were to be made out and laid before Congress, 
not for the purpose of becoming the foundation of 
legislation, but solely to enable Congress to make 
a suitable and proper order in regard to their 
printing. 1 can conceive of no reason for commu- 


i nicating the census returns to the two Houses of 


Congress, except simply that we might have them 
before us in order to form an opinion in regard to 
their character and in regard tò their value: to see 
whether they are properly arranged—whether we 
have reason to believe they are accurate, and then, 
in reference to the magnitude of. the work, to de- 
cide how it shall be printed, and what number of 
copies shall be printed, 

3ut the honorable Senator from Indiana, before 
these returns came in from the Secretary of the 
Interior, who was tocomplete and submit them to 
the two Houses of Congress, proposes that we 
should take aleap in the dark; that without know- 
ing anything as to the magnitude of the work, or 
as to its accuracy; or whether it comes before us 
in a ferm in which it ought to be printed; without 
knowing anything in regard to the number of 
copies—he proposes what? Ah! a job is wanted 
for the proprietors of the Union office in this city. 
Such seem to be the indications of the case, and 
therefore we are to take time by the forelock, and 
seize hold of the first page that happens to be 
completed; or perhaps the committee are to go up 
to the Census Office, (for my honorable frond doss 
not propose to make an order on the Secretary 
of the Interior to hand over any portion of these 
returns,) and, for aught I know, to break into the 
office, and capture a portion of this documentand 
hand it over to the proprietors of the Union. From 
all the circumstances of this case, we may be 
led to infer that that office is pretty hard pushed 
for supplies. Why cénnot the Senator wait till 
the document comes here? The Secretary of the 
Interior is not ordered to hand the document over 
to them; he is only ordered by the law to lay it 
before Congress. Surely the worthy and highly- 
respectable gentlemen, who are the proprietors of 
the Union, are notin a state of starvation. Why, 
then, should there be such monstrous haste to get 
hold of some portion of the public Treasury to 
sustain the organ of the Democratic party, for 
which, as I have said, I have a very great respect? 
It is an excellent organ—it supports the principles 
and doctrines and views of a very patriotic party; 
though, as I believe, a party which is monstrously 
mistaken with regard to some very important 
questions of public policy. Still I admit that it 
is necessary and proper that they should have an 
organ; and Iam perfectly willing and desirous 
that it should prosper. I do not know but that I 
may be persuaded, by and by, to came into this 
measure myself, and hand over to them the job of 
printing the Census returns; for I believe I am a 
very accommodating gentleman. Tam disposed to 
oblige my Democratic friends, and particularly m 
honorable friend from Indiana, the author of this 
resolution. I have received a great many favors 
from him since I have been a member of this 


| body, and if he should put it on the footing of 


reciprocation of favors, I might go a great way to 
oblige him, and do something forthis Union office, 
which seems now to be so severely pressed that it 
cannot wait for this document, but mustcatch hold 
of its head or tail, and print it before we know 


ates 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


247 


anything about it. Ido not know that this will 
not be done; but I will wait until I see a majority 
of the two Houses of Congress in favor of this 
proposition, before I shall be prepared to believe it. 
Sir, I maintain that it would be in the highest 
degree indiscreet for Congress to. commit itself in 
the dark to the printing of such an important doc- 
ument as this without knowing what it is to be. 
We ought to have the document first, and ought 
to refer it to the appropriate committee to give it 
a thorough examination, I do not know what 
they are making up in the Department of the Inte- 
rior. I have a very great regard for the honorable 
head of that Department, and great confidence in 
his rectitude and patriotism; but I may not have 
the same confidence in all heads of bureaus. Itis 
very possible that these returns may be made up 
in a way, and may be in a form which would not 
meet with the approbation of the two Houses of 
Congress; and what is more than that, they may 
be erroneous. That is not by any means an un- 
exampled circumstance in the history ofthe coun- 
try. In the case of the Census of 1840, after the 
returns came in, it was discovered that there was 
probably a very serious error in the taking of the 
census in an adjoining county to this District—the 
county of Montgomery, in the State of Maryland— 
and Congress passed a law authorizing the census 
of that county to be taken over again. It was 
taken over again, and an error of several hundred— 
i do not now recollect how large the number was, 
but I know that an error of several hundred was 
discovered on retaking the census of the county of 
Montgomery, in Maryland. 

I maintain, then, that a document of so much 
importance as this, and so deeply affecting the 
interest and honor of the country, ought to come 
into the hands of the two houses of Congress, and 
undergo a careful examination, before we commit 
ourselves in regard to printing it; whereas this‘is a 
proposition to hand this entire document over to the 

ead of the Census bureau. tdo not know how 
competent he may be, I believe he is a very 
worthy young man of Some twenty-five or thirty 
years of age. For aught I know he is doing his 
duty very well; but Lam not prepared to say that he 
shall settle this question of the census printing 
finally and forever. I am not prepared to say that 
even the very able and excellent Secretary of the 
Interior shall do so. We ought to have it before 
us. We ought to scrutinize it. We ought to see 
whether it is correct or not; whether it is made 
out in proper form, and whether it is made out 


in conformity to the law, before we commit our- | 


selves to this printing. Why this hot haste? 
Cannot my honorable friend from Indiana wait for 
six months? For within that period, I venture to 
say these returns will be completed. Cannot he 
wait till the close of the present session of Con- 
gress? For a bill can be passed at any time for 
printing these returns. Or, if these returns should 
not be completed during the present session of 
Congress, cannot the Senator from Indiana wait 
till the opening of the next session of Congress? 
I most strenuously resist this extraordinary man- 
ner of doing business. When an important docu- 
ment is to be made out—a document that is to go 
down to posterity—a document that is to contain 
facts and statements, to say nothing about popu- 
lation, in regard to our great industrial and agri- 
cultural interest, which I trust and hope, and am 
inclined to believe, will be made out correctly. I 
insist that it would be in the highest degree rash, 
notto say presumptuous, for us, without knowing 
what it is, to commence the printing of some por- 
tion of it; and what portion, in the name of Heaven, 
the beginning, middle, or end, no human being 
knows. ; 

But, sir, I have another point to m 1 
is, that this resolution, if passed, would, in my 
opinion, be an encroachment on the functions and 
duties of the Executive, and would, in fact, be aj 
usurpation of Executive power. It is, no doubt, 
competent for Congress to order the printing to be | 
done, and to fix the number of copies. Wemay, 
perhaps, say that certain parties shall execute the; 
work, or that it shall be let to the lowest, bidder. 
Congress may doubtless prescribe the condition and 
terms; but, having said, for example, thatit shall be 
executed by Donelson 
take upon themselves 
And can they, by the 


the making of a contract? 
agency of one of their com- | 


ake; and that |! 


& Armstrong, can Congress | 
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“ of the House of Representatives, because, as 


d put it in form? Hf we can 


mittees, draw it up an i 
y d to the execution of the! 


do so, who is to atten 


ling. 


i mittee to disharge executive duties. 


i not be disch 


contract?’ Who is to determine whether Donelson 
& Armstrong have or have not conformed to the 
terms of the contract? To whom is the work to 
be delivered? Who is to pay forit? Will my 
honorable friend tell me whether it is to be paid for 
out of the contingent fund or not? Is it printing 
for the Senate? Is it printing for the House of 
Representatives? Or is it printing to enable us to 
perform our legislative duties? My honorable 
friend, for reasons that will be directly apparent, 
will hardly contend thatthis is Congressional print- 
Lask, then, who isto attend to the execution 
of the contract, and from what fund isit to be paid? 
There is no doubt that Congress can provide for 
such printing as is necessary for the performance 
of the duties of both Houses, or either House. 
But is this Congressional printing? My honora- 
ble friend said, the other day, that it was not; and 
therefore we are not obliged to give it to A. Boyd 
Hamilton. I must acknowledge, Mr. President, 
that on very mature consideration, I have come to 
the conclusion that it is not Congressional print- 
ing, and not within the contract of A. Boyd Ham- 
ilton. It is not printing for either of the two 
Houses of Congress; it is not printing to enable 
us to discharge our legislative duties; but it is 
printing for the Government and for the country. 
Í admit that either of the two Houses of Congress 
has a right, by a committee or otherwise, to make 


| a contract for such printing as may be essential to 
į enable them to discharge their respective legislative 
: duties. 


But can Congress, through one of the 
committees of either House, arrogate to itself the 
power of making contracts for‘other printing than 
such as is required to enable it to discharge its 
legislative functtons? Will my honorable friend 
from Indiana [Mr. Brieut] contend that we should 
take into our own hands the business of making 
contracts for thé printing that is required for the 
various departments of this Government? Has 
Congress the right or power to embark in the busi- 
ness of making contracts generally? If, through 
the agency of the Committee on Printing, we can 
make a contract for printing that does not appertain 
to our legislative duties, I desire to inquire of my 
honorable friend whether, through the agency of 


|, the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 


we can make a contract for the transportation of 
the mail? Why not raise a joint committee, on 
the principle of this resolution, and make a con- 
tract for the transportation of the mail? Why not 
raise a joint committee on Naval Affairs, and make 
a contract for the construction of a frigate or ship 


| of the line? Why notarrogate to ourselves all the 


executive duties and powers of this Government? 


| Mr. President, you know very well that the pub- 
; lic printer—that is, the printer employed by the | 
' two Houses of Congress—is considered an officer 


of the two Houses. Heisan officer of the Senate, 
and an officer of the House of Representatives. 
And why? Because he is employed in doing cer- 
tain work for us that is necessary to enable us to 
discharge our duties. Now, if we adopt this reso- 

tion, will Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong be 

ficers of the two Houses of Congress? Appointed 
for what? Not to print for the Senate or the 
House, but to print for the Government and for 
the people of this country. 

My honorable friend from Arkansas, [Mr. 
Bornanxp,] when he was on the floor the other 
day, objected most strenuously to the devolving | 
of this duty of contracting upon the Committee 
on Printing, insisting that it should be given | 
to the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk 


that com- | 
Ah! 
ecutive duties! Then why are we providing for 
the discharge of executive duties by a joint com- 
mittee of the two Houses of Congress? We have | 
a Joint Committee on the Library; and asa library į 
is an important establishment to enable us prop- 

erly to perform our legislative duties, we charge it | 
with the duty of purchasing a library for us., But 

shall we charge it with the duty of purchasing a 

library for the Attorney General, for the Secretary į 
ofthe Treasury, for the Department of the I nterlor, 

or for the Post Office Department? I maintain, | 
sir, that th 2 0 
legislative duties. It is an executive duty, which 
must be discharged, if properly discharged, by the 
executive department of the Government, and can- 


he truly said, the resolution called upon 


|! and injurious to the public, 


|i printed. 


ex- | 


! little patronage. 


| upset th 


is is entirely out of the range of our || 


I now come to the last objection which I shall 
urge to the passage of this resolution. It hag been. 
the policy of Congress, for some “years past, to 
open the public printing to competition, and ‘thus 

revent its being conferred on the political. presses 
m this city as a matter of favoritism; and the 
question for the consideration of this honorable 
body now is, whether the connection which for- ~ 
merly existed shall be renewed. The proposition 
submitted by my honorable friend from Indiana is 
precisely this, that we shall confer thé printing of 
the census returns upon one of the political presses 
in this city. Here I desire to call the atterttion of 
the Senate to the first introduction of our policy— 
and I believe a highly salutary policy—-on this . 
subject into the legislation of the country. It will 
be found in a provision introduced into the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill, which passed 
the two Houses of Congress, and was approved 
May 18, 1842; published in the tenth volume of 
the Acts of Congress, page 189. It is as follows: 

« Por incidental and contingent expenses of the Depart- 
ment of State, including the publication and distributidt of 
the laws, $25,000: Provided, That the job printing, station- - 
ery, and binding of each of the Executive Departments 
shall, until otherwise directed by law, be furnished by con- 
tract, proposals of which shall regularly be advertised in 
the public prints, and the character and description of 
printing specified in each advertisement, as far as that can 
be done, it being made a condition in all cases, wiless other- 
wise specified in the advertisement, that the work shall be 
done in the city of Washington, and the contract shail in 
each case be given to the lowest bidder, whose bid shall be 
accompanied with the proper testimonials of the ability of 
the bidder to fulfill his contract.” 


Here, for the first time, was introduced into the 
legislation of the country the provision. that all 
the departmental printing should be advertised 
and put out to the lowest bidder, and that remains 
the law of the land to the present hour, But 
Congress continued, notwithstanding the passage 
of that law, to confer the printing for the two 
Houses of Congress upon the political press in 
this city; and in this respect I admit that there 
has been no difference between the. two parties. 
The Twenty seventh Congress passed the law of 
1842, to which I have referred. Then came the 
Twenty-eighth Congress. The Senate was one 
way, and the House of Representatives the other. 
The printing of the Senate was conferred upon 
the publishers of a politic ] press in this city, en- 
tertaining views in accordance with the majority 
of the Senate; and the House made a disposition 
of their printing in accordance with their, views. 
This state of things continued until the first session 
of the Twenty-ninth Congress, when, the two 
Houses having become convinced that the busi- 
ness of conferring the public printing upon con- 
siderations of political favoritism was unsound 
passed the joint reso- 
ljution of the 3d of August, 1846, requiring: the 
| printing of Congress to be let out to the lowest 
bidder. À 2 S 

My friend from Indiana, (Mr. Bricur,] and 
other gentlemen, who advochte the resolution un- 
der consideration, are obliged to take. the ground 
that this printing does not come within the joint 
resolution of 1846, or in other words, that it is not 

Under what, then, does 
vision of the 


Congressional printing. 

itcome? lt comes within the pro t 
It is departmental printing, which 

You have nothing to do 


| law of 1842. 
is already ‘provided for. y 
e number of copies to be 
be printed and 


with it unless to order th 

Youmay say how itis to 
of what quality the paper shall be. But the very 
moment that you order the number of copies, fix 


| 


|i the style of the work, and the quality of paper, 


and determine what the work shall be, then comes 
in the law of 1842 and imposes it upon the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to let it out to the lowest bid- 
! der. Why, then, does my honorable friend pro- 
ose to interfere with this law? Why has he 
! introduced this resolution ? He says it is not 
Congressional printing, Why not let the law 
operate? Ah! but “the Union > office wants a 
Is that a publie reason upon 
which the Senate are to act? Are we about to 
is law of 1842, take this job out of ‘the 
scope of the operation of that law, and hand it 
over to whom—and by whom? By a highly- 
respectable committee I admit, but one organized 
upon political considerations. We aré to turn ìt 
over to a political organ, And this is to be done 
by the Senate of the United 


arged by a committee of the two 
Houses of Congress. 


i 


States! Pretty ele- 
| vated legislation itis to be sure. 


Sta 
We have our 
llaw that departmental printing shall go to the 
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lowest bidder;and thisis not Congressional print- 
ing says.-my honorable friend. Besides the docu- 
ment is not here, and we do not know what is 
donè, whether the beginning, middle, or end, I 
presume we are to capture a part of it. My‘ friend 
from Arkansas, [Mr. Boruanpn,]—for whom I 
have great respect, and who we know. has had 
some experience in the military service of the 
country, and very creditable experience too—is to 
march at the head of the Committee on Printing 
and invade the Census Bureau, capture something, 
and hand it over to the proprietors of the Union 
printing office. I do not know but. that it will be 
done; but I shall wait a good while before I be- 
lieve it. : ee 
But, says my honorable friend from Indiana, 
the contract system is an utter failure, and it ought 
to be blown up sky-high. I join issue with my 
friend on that subject. I will admit that the con- 
tract system for the two Houses of Congress has 
proved, to seme extent, a failure; but I utterly 


deny that the contract system for the departmental’ 


pringing has failed at all. On the contrary, | can 
demonstrate that it has succeeded, and has pro- 
moted the public interest in a very high degree. I 
know, Mr. President, that the contract system for 
the departmental printing is exceedingly distaste- 
ful to some portions of the political press in this 
city. The Democratic and some portions of the 
Whig press do not like it. 

Mr. HALE. How is it with the Free-Soil 
portion? 

Mr. SMITH. I do not know how it is with 
the Free-Soilers. I cannot say, as I am notin very 
intimate communication with them. I will leave 
that to my honorable friend from New Hamp- 
shire, who is entirely competent to represent that 
portion of the publishing interest in this city. 

But I defy gentlemen to show an instance where 
there has been any failure. My honorable friend 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] who, I am sorry to 
see, is notin his seat, indicted the contract sys- 
tem for the departmental printing on the ground 
that the ** Bhie Book” had not been furnished us. 
He said that the Jaw required that it should be 
laid on our tables; he did not say when, exactly, 
but he was for blowing up the whole concern be- 
cause we had not the “ Blue Book.” It is a 
preity large concern, [exhibiting a copy,] and is 
rrowing rapidly. I have sometimes thought that 

would take the “ Blue Book” of the present day, 
and that which was published when I came into 
Congress, and take the difference between the twe 
in pounds avoirdupois. I think the difference may 
be calculated in pounds; at all events, I know that 
it is very large, and it is an indication of what 
strides our Government is cing in extravagance, 
not to say in downright corruption. But my 
friend from Michigan wants to blow up this sys- 
tem of departmental printing by contract because 
he has not the Blue Book. If it had so turned 
out that the Blue Book had not been published 
just when it was ordeved to be published, viz: the 
first Monday in January, taking into view ow 
monstrous labors during the six weeks of the ses- 
sion—you know, Mr. President, what they have 
been, the manner in whieh we have devoted our- 
selves to other subjects, and the profound anxiety 
under which we have labored for the promotion 
of the public interest, particularly undere the head 
` getihing over again that matter of the compro- 
s—one would suppose that the Senator from 
Michigan ought not to make such grave com- 
plaints, if the delivery of the book had happened 
to he some two or three days behind the time. 

But, sir, 1 have taken the liberty to inquire into 
this matter, and I have here a memorandum of 
the delivery of this most interesting concern called 
the Blue Book, which is contracted out to the 
lowest bidder. It is a pretty good book; the pa- 
per, the type, the binding, are all good. If I get 
the census returns printed as well, I shall be con- 
tent. The law says that it shall be laid on our 
tables on the first Monday in January; and I be- 
lieve that was the very day on which the Senator 
from Michigan made his speech by way of assault 
on this departmental public printing. Now, I 
find that one hundred and seventy-five copies were 
delivered on the 29th of December, one hundred 
and twenty-on the 31st, and two hundred and five 


on Jannary 3, which was Saturday; and the law | 


said they should be here on our tables on the 
Monday following. That is the case which was 
brought forward by my friend from Michigan, to 


> 
of that cl 


prove that we aught to blow up the system of let- 
ting out the departmental printing to the lowest 
bidder; and my friend from Indiana was obliged 
to take the ground that the printing of the census 
returns was departmental printing, to get it out 
of the hands of A. Boyd Hamilton, the printer of 
the two Houses of Congress. 

I have already. stated that the proprietors of the 
political and of the job presses of this city are 
very willing to get rid of the contract system, and 
that they would like to have the public printing 
given out as a matter of favoritism; but I deny 
that it has proved a failure. On the contrary, I 
believe it has saved a very large sum of money to 
the public Treasury. Ihave here another docu- 
ment printed under the system. for departmental 
printing. It is a history of the condition and 
prospects of the Indian tribes, by R. H. School- 
craft, LL. D., illustrated by S. Eastman, United 
States Army. A more beautiful specimen of ty- 
pography, of paper, and of execution I never 
saw. Jam ready to take up this census matter 


propose the printing of it in a style of magnifi- 
cence corresponding substantially with this work. 
There has been, then, no failure of the contract 
system in its application to departmental printing. 
But I admit that there has been some failure in it 
as it regards the Congressional printing; and I 
shall explain to the Senate how it is. 

But before I go any further 1 wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to the amendment which I 
have offered, and I will explain to the Senate its 
precise character. Ie proposes to separate the com- 
| position and press work from the supplying of the 
paper, and both from the binding, and to make a 
separate and distinct contract for each, and all to 
be done under the provisions of the law of May 
18, 1842. Perhaps by way of amendment to the 
resolution it would not be strictly necessary for 
me to propose anything more than a specification 
of the number of copies, with a provision that the 
work should be executed under the supervision 
and direction of the Secretary of the Interior. It 
would then become departmental printing, and 
would necessarily be executed under the law of 
May 18, 1842. But if I were simply to propose 
an amendment of that character, it would leave 
the composition and press work to be paid for in 
connection with the supplying of the paper; for 
| the party to do the composition and press work 
would supply the paper for the work. But for 
reasons which J shall indicate directly, I think it 
is highly important that the composition and press 
work should be separated from the supplying of 
the paper, and that both should be separated from 
the binding, My amendment, therefore, contem- 
plates, on the one hand, the adoption substantially 
of the principle of the law of May 18, 1842. But 
some modification of that law is deemed neces- 
sary, so that the composition and press work shall 
he separated from the supply of paper, and more- 
į over, that the party who enters into this contract 
i shall give due security for the performance of the 
contr the law of 1842 containing no provisio 
raracter, Having thus explained briefly 
the character of my amendment; having shown 
the Senate that this is departmental printing, and 


| having proposed that it shall be brought within 


the scope of the provisions of the law to which I 
have alluded, I now proceed to the consideration, 
as briefly as I can, of the subject of Congressional 
printing, for the two are necessarily connected to 
some extent with each other. 

Thave already insisted, and, I trust, have shown, 
that there has been no failure of this system under 
the head of departmental printing; but I have also 
said that there is a failure, and a very serious fail- 
ure, in its application to Congressional printing. 
And why has that been so? The joint resolution 
directing the printing for the two Houses of Con- 
gress to be let ont to the lowest bidder, was 
adopted at the first session of the Twenty-ninth 
Congress. At the second session of that Con- 


thuysen, to execute the largest portion of the 
work. A small portion of it was assigned to an- 
other firm of the name of Tipten & Streeper; but 


; much the largest portion of it—nearly the whole, 


in fact—was assigned to Wendell & Van Ben- 
thuysen. 


performance of their contract. 


They failed in the 


|| typography. According to the stipulations, they 


and deal with it liberally and fairly, and I would | 


i gress a contract was made, in conformity with the | 
| provisions of that law, with Wendell & Van Ben- 


T admit that they utterly failed in the | 


i 


| come in. 


were to be paid so much. for every thousand ems. 
The type and the size of the page were specified, 
but [ have understood, and suppose the fact was 
so, that they got fonts of type cast to spread the 
letters out, so as to get many more ems than would 
be had if the type was put in the usual form. 
That was undoubtedly a violation of the contract. 
It was also violated in the quality of the paper. 
There was an utter failure to conform to the terms 
of the contract in that respect, and there was a 
more injurious failure, so far as the public busi- 
ness was concerned, in not furnishing the printed 
matter within such a period of time as was indis- 
pensably necessary. to render the documents val- 
uable to Congress for the transaction of the public 
business. 

Coming down to the last Congress, we find that 
the contractors were William M. Belt, who took 
the second, fourth, and fifth classes; John H. 
Trenholm, who took the third class; and John T. 
Towers, who took the first class, which was the 
printing of bills and resolutions. In regard to Mr. 
Towers, it ought to be stated that, so far as I 
know and believe, there was a most perfect perform- 
ance of the contract on his part. I think the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing will agree with 
meinregardto that. Butso faras regards Trenholm 
and Belt, there was a failure not less gross and 
aggravated than that during the preceding Con- 
gress, Ido not know that they had type ofa pe- 
culiar character cast to help out the line and spread 
the matter over as much. surface as possible. I 
suppose they had not. But, nevertheless, there 
was an utter failure in the quality of the paper aud 
in the binding, as the chairman of the committee 
very well knows. Trenholm and Belt were con- 
tractors for the binding I believe; and I understand 
that they farmed it out and made considerable 
profit upon it, to the amount of several thousand 
dollars. There was the same failure with regard 
to the promptitude of the execution of the work, 
which was necessarily indispensable to the public 
interest. Every word which the chairman of the 
committee stated on that subject was true. I shall 
ever bear testimony to the rectitude and fidelity 
with which he and the other member of the com- 
mittee (Mr. Hamurn] discharged duties, in regard 
to it, which were very painful. 

But I will add something which the chairman 
forgot to state, and that is, that after the docu- 
ments had accumulated in ouř document room, 
and after he and the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
Hamu] had decided that they would not receive 
them—and 1 believe that I concurred with them, 
too—at my suggestion the other members of the 
committee saw fit to appoint. me a sub-committee 
to look into the matter; and I believe they gave 
me instructions not to receive the documents; or 
rather, I was appointed to receive them if they 
| conformed to the contract. I went into the docu- 
ment room and looked at them. I knew that 
the contract, if performed according to its spirit 
and letter, would involve the contractor in an 
enormous loss. And I confess that 1 had in my 


\ 


| proceedings under that head some reference to 


the condition of the surety of the contract. Ire- ' 
fer to Mr. Ritchie. I felt for him.a sentiment of 
commiseration. I thought he had a ruinous con- 
tract. Members wanted the documents; and I 
took the responsibility of deciding that they should 
I thought they were worth all that we 
had agreed to pay for them, although they did not 
accord with the contract. They were received; 
but I did not suppose that the two Houses of 
Congress would entertain the purpose of passing 
abill to make up any loss that he would sustain 
under that contract which was violated so gross- 
ly; and least of all did I believe that they would 
pass a bill, as the House of Representatives did, 
and as I was afraid the Senate might possibly do, 
which would give him the enormous fortune, ac- 
cording to the statement of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, of $200,000 under this broken contract. I 
never had the slightest idea that they would give 
him a fortune of $100,000; least of all did I believe 
that it would go up to such a figure as that 
named by the Senator from Arkansas. 

In this way I admit that this method of dispos- 
ing of the public printing to the lowest bidder under 
the joint resolution of 1846 has proved a failure. 
But the system of disposing of the departmental 
printing—and thisis printing of that character—in 
that way, has not failed. But why has the con- 
tract system with regard to the printing of thetwo 
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Houses of Congress failed? Tt is partly the fault 
of the two Houses of Congress, but perhaps much 
more the fault of the contractors themselves. 
When the Thirtieth Congress, either by design or 
neglect, tolerated Wendell & Van Benthuysen in 
the violation of their contract—so grossly as they 
violated it—they laid the axe at the root of the 
tree; they laid the foundation forthe complete sub- 
version of the whole system. What followed? In 
the case of Trenholm & Belt, they underbid even the 
prices of Wendell & Van Benthuysen, who claimed 
to have sustained under their contract, broken as 
it was, a loss of about twenty thousand dollars. 
What did they do? In consequence of the tolera- 
tion that had been extended, in the violation of 
their contract, to Wendell & Van Benthuysen, 
they did exactly the same thing. Then comes A. 
Boyd Hamilton. Itis no part of my business or 
duty, or even of my right, as [ am situated, to 
prejudge his case; but 1 know perfectly well what 
is to follow. We are not to have the documents 
in proper season. Those that are laid on our 
tables may be, perhaps, printed according to the 
terms of thecontract, or very nearly so; butin regard 
to the long numbers, we have every reason to an- 
ticipate the same violation of contract by him, 
which we have tolerated in Wendell & Van Ben- 


thuysen, and which, in the case of the last Con- | 


Press, we were about to compensate by an enor- 
mous fortune—and would have done so had it not 
been for my friend from Maryland, [Mr. Pearce,]} 
who stepped in and performed the very unpleasant 
task of objecting to it, at the last moment of the 
last session of Congress. He thus successfully 
resisted a measure which I can only characterize 
as a most enormous outrage; though not so in- 
tended by honorable Senators here who favored 
that measure, for I impeach the rectitude of no 
man. Then it is absolutely necessary that we 
should have some change in this system. But I 
desire to say to my honorable friend from Indiana 
that I am not for giving up the contract system, 
though we can change it; and we ought to attend 
to the modification of it immediately. Perhaps I 
may feel it my duty, at the very next meeting of 
the Senate, to introduce a resolution on this sub- 
ject, charging the Committee on Printing with the 
duty of considering what modification should be 
made in this system. And I am willing to make 
the resolution larger—to inquire whether we should 
not repeal or set it aside entirely: for I wish no 
Limited inquiry on this subject. But I will now in- 
dicate whatare my ideas in regard to the change that 
should take place. I doit with the more freedom, 
because it will serve to illustrate my views in in- 
troducing to the consideration of the Senate the 
amendment which I have offered to this resolution. 

I think we should separate the supply of paper 
from the composition and press work. That is 
the first step to be taken. hy should not the 
United States furnish its own paper? What has 
been the difficulty with the execution of former 
contracts? And what are to be the difficulties of 
the present session of Congress? They arise from 


the manner in which we are cheated in paper; and į 


{do not believe | use too harsh a term in connec- 
tion with this subject. Let us furnish our own 
paper. I wantto know why we should he cheated 
in paper? Why is it that adventurers can come 
into this city—men who are not connected with 
any establishment here—and underbid all the 
local printers? 


party takes his pay on the composition and press 
work. Ifthe orders are for short numbers, com- 
position and press work is to be high; if for long 
numbers, composition and press work will be 
comparatively low. Th [ € on th 
press work and composition with a stipulation in 
regard to the quality of the paper, the parties 
who really intend to get the contract, and at the 
same time cheat us out of the due performance of 
it, come in and bid on composition and press work 
at a very low rate: whereas, the proprietors of 
the Union, the proprietors of the Intelligencer, the 


proprietors of ihe Republic, and the proprietors of | 


the various job establishments in this city, such 
as Towers’, bid for the composition and press work 
with the idea of performing the contract. But your 
adventurer comes here and bids on composition and 
press work at a low figure~below everybody 
else—and then calculates to make up the difference 
by supplying a kind of paper utterly inferior. Thus 
these adventurers get the means of taking con- 


It is because the bidding is not } 
merely on the composition and press work. The | 


The bidding being on the | 


tracts. Now if we separate the supply of paper 
‘from the composition and press work, they will 
| have no margin: they will have to bid for the thing 
j itself. As things now are managed they do not 
bid on the composition and press work alone; but 
-combine it with the idea that they will cheat in the 
paper. All we have got to do, is to.furnish our- 
selves with the paper. Iam perfectly willing to 
say to the honorable Senator from Indiana, thatif 
he will join with me in separating the supply of || 
paper from the composition and press work, I do || 
| not care what he does with the composition and || 
| press work. L think that strictly, it ought to be j! 
| let out to the lowest bidder; but Ido not care two || 
‘straws, if it is distributed around among the |; 
| various printing establishments of the city; and if $ 
you are hard pressed for the want of a little sup- 
| port for a political organ, why I wiil indulge you || 
‘with a large slice; and you can take it all for 
i aught I care. The large fortune that has been 
| made by one concern in this city, has been princi- 
f 

| 


pally realized in the profit on paper. Ido not 
mean to accuse those gentlemen of cheating in the || 
paper; for I have no idea that they did so. And |i 
if this plan be carried out, and a contract be made |; 
with Donelson & Armstrong to do this great job |i 
—they to furnish their own paper—if they do not 
make a large fortune, I am greatly mistaken. One 
hundred thousand dollars transferred from the pub- 
| lic Treasury to their private coffers, would be the 
very lowest figure which the amount of profits 
would probably reach. If they do the work, lam 
i perfectly willing they should have a reasonable 
profit. Iam willing they should havea profit of 
| $5,000 or $10,000; and I would not find much fault || 
iif it were to be $20,000; but when you come to |} 
‘ this business of handing over to men—I care not 
who they are, whether they belong to the Union 
office, the National Intelligencer office, or the Re- || 
| public office—large fortunes, I object to it in toto. |i 
| It is of evil example. 

| Mr. President, no man knows better than your- 
| self, that the idea has got to be somewhat rife in 
| the country, that men can come to Washington, 
| spend one or two winters here, and carry large 
i 


estates outof the city, obtained, too, from the Gov- 
| ernment. I have seen men about our public hotels 
| smoking cigars, and enjoying themselves in a va- 
i riety of ways, who come here and remain during 
! a few sessions of Congress, and return home with 
|! large estates, obtained in prosecuting claims before 
|! the Departments, before Congress, and before 
: Commissioners here. When any man makes an |} 
| enormous amount of profit here, on anything, no || 
| matter what it is, it brings a horde of people upon |} 
|, us: itis ruinous in every shape and form; and is ! 
j| doing infinite evil and infinite mischief to the coun- |; 
ii try. I am utterly opposed to this system. I| 
| have been in the habit of earning what little bread |i 
i| l have eaten by the sweat of my brow; andallof | 

us who are here in the two Houses of Congress, 
I believe, earn preity well the pittance we receive 
in the form of compensation, When [ am at 
home, like other honorable members of this. body, 
[vote myself to the duties of my profession, 
| and endeavor, with other citizens of the country, 
| to earn an honest livelihood. But Iam totally op- 
| posed to this system of getting estates by filching 
|i from the Government—coming here with enor- 
l! mous claims for a quarter or a half million of dol- |, 
ars, and dividing the plunder with influential and 
able men, who are supposed to have an influence 
with this Secretary, or that board of Commission- į 
I say that is corrupts itis of evil example; |) 
It is not de- | 


j 
i 
j 
i 
| 
l 
i 


i 
|| ers. 
and therefore } resist this scheme. 
igned, I know, to be a scheme of plunder, but I 
i| venture to say it will result in plunder. {i 
How is this contract to be enforced against 
Donelson & Armstrong? Suppose we enter into 
tipulations with them, and they do not choose 
i exactly to perform them: suppose they do not j; 
furnish as good paper as the contract requires 


i 
! 
| 
‘them to furnish: suppose they do not execute the j 
{ 
[i 
i 


| work in the time stipulated—how is the contract 
‘to be enforced? Is it to be believed that a politi- 
ii cal majority of the two Houses of Congress get- |) 
| ting up a contract to support a political organ, f 
|i will enforce that contract to the ruin of the pro- li 
| prietors of that organ? I say they never will do | 
‘it; and I will not claim that the party with which | 
‘Tact stands on any higher ground in this respect | 
‘than the Democratic party. I have lived long | 
| enough to understand that there is but little differ- i 
j| ence between parties in regard to men, although || 


| Allen printer for the Senate. 
i well, until the last day of the Congress, (the 3d 


jam connected is concerned. 


it might be ruinous to them. 
| a political committee, or a political majority in the 
‘two Houses of Congress, will enforce the contract 


there is some difference in regard .to questions of. 
public policy, We may have different views with: 
regard to the questions whether we should encour- 
age our own domestic indusiry; whether: we 
should have a system of harbor and river “im 
provements, And if Iam a Whig this day, itis- 
simply because I Believe that certain méasures.of- 
public policy are indispensable to the public wel- 

fare; and it is no} because I believe the Whig 

party, in general or in detail, is any more pure or 


| any more honest than the Democratic party. . I 


might illustrate this, and show how the two pare 
ties act when they give out jobs of this character < 
to political organs. = 
I referred a while ago to gentlemen for whom 1 
have the highest respect—the proprietors of the 
National Intelligencer More pure, more honest 
or excellent gentlemen do not live on the face of 
the earth. But in the Twenty-seventh Congress, 
having a large Whig majority in the two. Houses, 
we made an order that the public printer should 
do the printing at the rates of 1819, with twenty 
per cent. off. We elected Gales & Seaton printers 
for the House of Representatives, and. Thomas 
We went along very 


of March,)—and I would remind Senators that if 
any mischief is to be done, it is suré to be done 
on the 3d of March. There was then slipped 
into the appropriation bill a provision repealing 
those rates, and paying the public ‘printers the 
rates of 1819 in full. This is the history of the 
matter so far as the political party with “which I 
I am inclined to 
think that I am about as impartial on this subject 
as avy other member of this honorable body; and 
I sometimes think [ am the only man entirely 


i competent to do justice to both parties in this 


matler. [Laughter.] 

I would refer to the case of Thomas Ritchie, 
who violated his contract in the most outrageous 
manner. He was a printer, and made his con- 
tract with his eyes open; and yet the House of 
Representatives passed a bill last year, giving him 
the rates of 1819, with fifty per cent, off. The 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing, for whom I have a sincere respect, has told 
us that that would have put two hundred thousand 
dollars into Mr. Ritchie’s pocket. So that I think” 
the two parties stand exactly even. Itis a neck 
and neck-race between ‘ Eclipse’? and “ Henry.” 

In the Twenty-seventh Congress, we Whigs 
had a majority. We made an order that the pub- 


i lie printers should receive the rates of 1819, with 


twenty percent. off. When they accepted the of- 


‘ fice of public printers under these rates, a contract 
| was made thereby; and I have always believed 


that we had no right to vote that money. Al- 
though I was then a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, | was not presentat the time.’ Fdo.. 
not know what might have been done if I had -hap- , 
pened to be there. But it so happened,. that,very : 
urgent professional engagements called ‘me to. my 
home some two or three days before the close of the 
Congress. Possibly I might have voted for it; [ 
might have been persuaded to vote for it. And 
this is the way in which these things are usually 
done, i 

If we make this contract, Donelson and Arm»; 
strong will have money, and a geod deal of it; out 
of the Treasury. Mr. Donelson is a gentleman 


_ who has occupied very conspicuous positions-in 
_our diplomatic relations; and long before I knew 


him personally, I was taught, by a perusal of his 
correspondence with the Government, to cherish 


_ sentiments of very high respect for him, as a man 
‘of talents and a man of high integrity. 


if you 


|| give these gentlemen this contract, 1 believe that 
: they will manage it in the same manner that other 


contracts have been managed, They will intend 
to do the business with integrity and with fidelity. 


| But, suppose there shall be a defalcation in the 


paper; 1f you brought them right up to the mark, 
T want to know if 


against them in such a case? No, they never will 

do it. : 
I have said that this is departmental printing. 

If the amendment shall pass, we separate the pa- 


: per from the composition and press-work, There . 


is one fact which I must state here, There is a. 
stipulation in our contract for the Congressional: 
printing, requiring that it shall be done-on paper 
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weighing fifty pounds to the ream. My worthy 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing, has obtained information which he will ex- 
cuse me for mentioning: he has heard of cheat- 
ing among the manufacturers of paper. In 
modern times they have discovered a mode of in- 
troducing some mineral substance into paper to 
make it weigh some twenty-five per cent, more 
than the proper materials would weigh. I have 
no idea that Donelson and Armstrong would 
buy such paper. But suppose you stipulate with 
them as you have stipulated with A. Boyd Ham- 
ilton; that the printing shall be done on paper 
weighing fifty pounds to the ream; I have no idea 
that gentlemen as respectable and honest as I be- 
lieve Donelson. and Armstrong to be would, 
knowingly, purchase such inferior paper: sup- 
ose, however, that it was their misfortune to 
ave such paper, and they actually print the Cen- 
sus returns upon it: suppose when you get the 
Gensus returns you should find the weight of the 
book to be made up of lead or some material im- 
properly intermixed with the paper,—are you go- 
ing to exact anything from these gentlemen? Are | 
they to be made to stand up to their contract? | 
Would not the condition of the Union office then 
come into view? and would it not be said, We 
must not suffer our organ to be broken. up? You 
never can enforce such a contract made with the 
proprietors. of a political organ, by a political 
committee, appointed by a political majority in 
the two Houses of Congress—certainly to sub- 
serve thé public interest, not to support the organ. 
I. would not suggest such an idea as that, because 
it would involve an imputation on the motives of 
honorable Senators, in which I never indulge. 

I am in favor, then, of separating the supply of 
paper from the composition and press-work, in the 
printing of the two Houses of Congress, for then 
printers can stand face to face, and bid on the 
composition and press-work, the prices of which 
are well known to everybody. The market prices 
of composition and press-work are just as well 
known as the price of cotton in Texas. The diffi- 
culty heretofore has been that the contractors have 
hada vast margin under the head of cheating in 


high time that public attention should be called to 
this. matter. K : 

I have already occupied more of the time of the 
Senate than I intended to occupy; and Iam sensi- 
ble that I have given my views, such as they 
are, to the Senate in a very imperfect form; but { 
intended to have gone into the subject of the enor- 
mous expenditures under the head of printing— 
and here 1 wish to speak of one evil that flows from 
giving the public printing out to political favorites 
by a majority of the two Houses of Congress. 
The tendency of it is, in my opinion, to enhance 
the amount of expenditures enormously under one 
party or another. [ say that if a majority of the 
two Houses of Congress arrogate to themselves 


Pihe power of giving out the printing upon consid- 


erations of political favoritism, it influences, in a 
very considerable degree, the number of copies 
that are to be printed. When you embark in the 
matter of political favoritism, avowedly, or if not 
avowedly, really; when you make a contract 
under this feeling, is there not a strong temptation 
held out to the majority to augment unduly the 
quantity of matter ordered to be printed? I do 
not say that any such-purpose is entertained here 
in regard to this printing. I do not say that any 
honorable member of this body would intention- 
ally do any such thing; but I do say that such is 
the tendency. I believe that this principle of po- 
litical favoritism has operated heretofore in the 
procuring of an undue increase of the amount 


of printing ordered by the two Houses of 


Congress. Perhaps honorable Senators and hon- 
orable members of the House of Representa- 
tives have hardly been aware of the presence of 
the motive in their own minds$ perhaps it would 
not be so with a majority of the members; a con- 
siderable number may be in favor of printing a 
large number of any particular document without 
reference to any consideration of that character; 
yet a few, with a view to favor the public printer, 
a political favorite, might be induced to think that 
on the whele they would favor the proposition, al- 
though, otherwise, they would be opposed to it. 

I have before me some statistics in regard to 


i the Congressional printing, which 1 obtained from 


aper. If that margin is taken away, it is all that 
is wanted. If that is done! do not care what 
you do as to composition and press-work. , I 
would be very well satisfied to distribute that work 
amongst the various printing establishments in the 
city; and Iam not certain that I would not say that I 
would allow no one to compete for composition and 
petits unless he were a resident of the city of 

Washington, and had his establishment here: for I į 
wish to keep these adventurers out of this matter. I 
feel a sincere respect and sympathy for the press 
here, and am wiling myself todo something towards 
sustaining it. I think that, strictly, the composi- 
tion and press work ought to be given to the low- 
est bidder, butif you choose to distribute it among 
the printing oflices here, I will not object; or if 
you choose to elect a printer to do it, still I have 
no objection. But 1 do object to this old corrupt 
aystem of enabling men by being elected printers 
to Congress to make large fortunes mainly by de- |, 
falcations in paper. It is corrupt in its tendency. 
It is of evil example. It serves to disseminate in | 
the country the idea that a man can, by undue | 
means, make a fortune out of the Government of 
the United States. Indeed, our Government has 
made progress, and I am sorry to say it, in cor- 
ruption, during the past few years, which should |, 
awaken and alarm all good citizens of the country. | 

When I came into Congress the received opin- | 
ion among members was, that the expenditures of 
the Government should, in no event, exceed about 
twenty-one millions of dollars per annum; and [ | 
remember very well that the expenditures by 
General Jackson’s and Mr. Van Buren’s admin- | 
istrations, of about twenty-one millions of dollars | 


H 


| 
| 
| 


i 


i 
l 


per annum, during whatis usually denominated 


with the expenditure of the administration under 
John Quincy Adams, as being perfegtly enormous 
and in the highest degree corrupt. But what now 
is the state of things? These expenditures have 
been carried from twenty millions up to about}: 


| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
t 
i 
l 


fifty millions of dollars; and it isa painful duty | a period when we ought to consider what we ar 
for me to discharge when I say, what I verily be-: to do in regard to Congressional printing. 

lieve, that corruption and extravagance in the; have thrown out these views in a manner which I li 
Government have increased just about in the! confess is somewhat embarrassed and imperfect, | 


| the office of the Register of the Treasury. 


i ag) 


I will 


| not occupy the time of the Senate by going into 
: any details. 
| then conclude this branch of my remarks. The 


I wish to give some Statistics, and 
gregate amount paid for the printing of the two 
Houses during the Twenty-second Congress, the 
first Congress under General Jackson’s adminis- 
tration, was $142,685 65; for the Twenty-third 
Congress, $353,429 18, being a great deal more 
than double the cost of printing for the preceding 


Congress; for the Twenty-fourth Congress the 


mount was $154,221 17; for the Twenty-fifth 
Congress, $218,047 59; for the Twenty-sixth 


| Congress, $190,824 59; for the Twenty-seventh 
! Congress, $293,457 38—that wasa Whig Con- 


gress, and it seems to have gone pretty deep into 
the Treasury under the head of printing; for the 


| 'I'wenty-eighth Congress the amount paid for 
| printing was $356,431 65; for the Twenty-ni 


Congress, $259,596 75. 

That closed the old system of choosing politi- 
cal favorites to be printers to both Houses. Now 
we come to the new system. For the Thirtieth 
Congress, the printing cost $182,887 12. I have 
a statement here of what has been paid out of the 


Treasury for the printing of the last Congress. It |j 


is $125,783 36; but I understand that there is a 


; considerable amount of work yet to be done. 
. Therefore we cannot yet tell what will be the 
! aggregate expenditures for the printing of the 
: Thirty-first Congress. Thus, since General Jack- 
son came into power, the enormous sum of; 


$2,277,364 40 has been expended in printing for 
the two Houses of Congress. I do not hesitate to 
say that every penny of this over halfa million of 


mind could conceive, until we were converting 
Congress into one vast book concern, as our hon- 
ored friend, the former Senator from Missouri, 
(Mr. Benton) used to express it. 

Now, then, I will admit that we are brought to 
€ 


same propornon as the increase of our expendi- | resulting in a great degree from a weakness of my 
tures—more than one hundred per cent. It is | lungs at the present time, laboring, as I do, under 


|a coji. Yet I do think that there is in this sub- 
| ject matter that is entirely worthy of attention, 
‘and I want my Northwestern friends particularly 
| to consider it. We ask nothing for our State; we 
| are not petitioners here for the assistance of Con- 
gress in any form, for improvements of our har- 
i bors and rivers, or for appropriations of public 
lands in aid of railroads. They are asked and 
| demanded, and required in the Northwestern sec- 
| tion of our Union, and I stand ready to accord 
| them, and will do so most cheerfully. But to en- 
! able us to do it, I demand, and shall insist, on a 
i proper economy in all the Departments of the 
! Government. Where shall we begin? I think 
some reformation is necessary, and I think the 
very first thing we should do is to reform our- 
selves, reform Congress, reform the extravagant 
and wild expenditure which we have had here. 
| And how are we to do it? Not by making the 
public printing a matter of favoritism, but by dis- 
pensing it, as I conceive, under the provisions of 
existing laws, though I should like to have such 
modifications made as I have suggested in these 
! remarks, 

What have we before us, Mr. President? and 
what are the results at which we have arrived? 
This is not Congressional printing; it is depart- 
; mental printing. ‘Then I say the number of copies 
should be specified; and in regard to that, there is 
! a blank to be filled in my amendment. I wish to 
say a few words on that subject in this place. In 
: 1839, when Congress passed a law for taking the 
i Sixth Census, they made a provision for printing 
| the returns; and they then ordered ten thousand 
i copies of the returns to be printed. Now, what 
| number of copies shall we order at this time? I 
have great difficulty as to making any order about 
it, until I know what is the magnitude of the 
work. If itis to be a very large wovk, as I be- 
| lieve it will be, I am for a small number of copies. 
t I doubt exceedingly whether we ought to exceed 
i ten thousand. l know we have more States now 
| than we had in 1840. We have added five addi- 
i tional States since that time; we have a vastly 
| larger extent of territory, and a much larger pop- 
i ulation. Therefore I will not complain if honor- 
i| able Senators should propose to print twelve 
_ thousand copies. In the Twenty-sixth Congress 
; I believe ten thousand copies of the returns of the 
| Sixth Census were ordered to be printed, and in 
the Twenty-seventh Congress we ordered & com- 
| pendium to be made, and twenty thousand copies 
of it to be printed, ; 

Iam opposed to any compendium of this census. . 
Blair & Rives obtained a very large and lucrative 
| job in printing the original returns of the Sixth 

ensus; and I hope it was not the purpose of the 


$ 


C 
| Whig Twenty-seventh Congress to give a job in 
the form of a compendium to the Madisonion news- 
paper then printed inthis city. ‘That compendium 
: cost a large sum, and I believe it never was of the 
li least practical utility. Ido not believe it necessary 
| to print a vast number of such a document as this 
{ to circulate all over the country. It will be of no 
use. Congress must have a proper supply—the 
Congressional Library, the Departments, tle State 
governments, the Jeading seminaries of learning, 
and the literary institutions of the country, should 
be well supplied. As for putting this census into 
the hands of a vast multitude of people in this 
country, it is, in my judgment, utterly absurdand 
ridiculous. It is of very little use, except to Con- 
| gress, to enable it to make an apportionment of 
| the members of the House of Representatives 
: among the respective States, and to furnish sta- 
tistics of the population and of the business of the 
: country. But who are the men who are com- 
; petent to deal with the contents of the census in 
| this regard? Only staticians—very learned men, 
and there are a very few of them in this country. 
I am perfectly free to admit that I should myself 
be utterly incompetent for such an undertaking of 
this sort, although there may be members of this 
body who may be competent. I would therefore 
have no compendium—I would print a limited 
number of copies of this work. My own belief 
is, that ten thousand or twelve thousand copies 
will be an abundant supply for the entire country. 
You ought to have some copies to send to Europe, 
to interchange with foreign Governments, and per- 
haps some to send to some of the leading semi- 
naries of learning in Europe. 

After we have supplied Congress, the Genera} 
| Government, the State governments, and the va_ 


| 


H 
p 
| 


i 
1 
N \ dollars was completely thrown away. We have: 
the Harrison campaign, was held up in contrast |: printed almost everything of which the human 
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rious seminaries of learning, and sent copies to the 
Foreign Ambassadors, I think we shall have gone 
quite as far as the public interests require. lam, 
therefore, for filling up the blank in this amend- 
ment, as at present advised, with ten thousand 
copies; but I will not even object to twenty thou- 
sand copies, if honorable members desire that 
number; but I should be utterly opposed to print- 
ing a compendium such as was ordered by the 
Twenty-seventh Congress, because I believe there 
is no real practical utility in sucha work. 

Having demonstrated, as I trust I have, con- 
clusively, that this is departmental printing; hav- 
ing shown that the law of 1842 is now in full 
force; having shown that that law has worked 
well, and that all contracts under that law have i 
been performed; having shown that the public 
treasure has been economized in a very consider- | 
able degree by the operation of that law; having 
shown, as I trust I have, that the public interests 
in every regard, require that that law should be 
maintained, and that the law which provides for 
the printing of the two Houses of Congress should 
be amended; l ask, upon what principle is it that | 
any one member can rise in his place and demand | 
the passage of the original resolution submitted 
by my honorable friend from Indiana, and upon 
what principle can any one object to the amend- 
ment which I have proposed, separating the sup- 
ply of paper from the composition and the press- 
work and from the binding, and requiring the | 


Secretary of the Interior, with proper securities || 


and under proper supervision, to let out all three 
matters to the lowest bidder, which I am entirely | 
sure can be done, and will secure this printing 
more effectually than in any other form which can 
be proposed ? 

I was near overlooking one single point. If 
a majority of the Senate (which I can hardly be- 
lieve) shall reject. my proposed amendment, then I 
have prepared another amendment, upon which I 
shall ask my honorable friend from Indiana to 
reflect, and which I think will meet with his con- 
currence—that is, to give the composition and 
press-work to Donelson & Armstrong upon such 
terms as the committee may think reasonable: 
but at the same time to require the Secretary of | 
the Interior to contract with the lowest bidder for 
the paper, and also for the binding of the work. | 
If the proposition I now make shall be rejected, I 


shall then consider it as settled—so far asa major- || 


ity of the Senate are concerned—that they are de- 
termined to put this work, to some extent at least, 


in the hands of Donelson & Armstrong, and I| 


shall then feel it to be my duty to make an en- 
deavor to improve the proposition in other modes. 
In this way, ifit shall 

to patronize the establishment of Donelson & Arm- 
strong, (and I admit that it is a highly respectable 
one,) it will have a very ample patronage, and a 
very large and lucrative job to do the composition 
and press-work. It will be a job which I will 
venture to say will furnish them with all the sup- 
plies which will be required under present emer- 
gencies. I have no feeling on the subject. Iam 
simply doing a public duty, and I leave the sub- 
ject in the hands of the Senate, with the assurance 
that for one, I intend to acquiesce cheerfully in 
whatever may be the decision of a majority of this 
honorable body. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iam very anxious that a vote | 
should be taken on the resolution this evening. I 
have heretofore said more on the subject than I 
expected to say at the time I introduced the reso- 
lution, and yet there is much in the speech of the 


honorable Senator who has just taken his seat |; 
Much of it, however, | 
does not meet the question before the Senate. At |; 


that deserves a reply. 


the time’ offered this resolution, my sole object 
was to secure the performance of a work which 1 
though 
can assure the honorable Senator that I had no 
such motives in view as he would seem ło impute 
to me. 
which I offered ‘the individuals who were to per- 
form theservice. Andwhy? For the reason that, 
upon inquiry, I ascertained that they were in pos- 
session of the materials; that they were so situated 
that they could go forward with the work imme- 
diately, provided they could get a, fair price for it. 
I beg leave to remark, ‘ e ‘ 
a member of this body, until this session, I 
have advocated the contract system, and I only 
abandoned it when I found that the men we 


e the pleasure of the body | 


t would be of great service to the public. I| 


It is true that I named in the resolution | 


that ever since l have been | 


employed abandoned us, and abandoned their con- 
tracts.. I have come to the conclusion that it is 
immaterial what kind of contract we make, or how 
guarded itmay be, we cannot get the work laid on 
our tables in the manner we contract for it. 
was even disposed to tolerate that in view of the 
repeated decisions of the Senate, so long as it ap- 
plied to work of an ordinary character. But 1 
was unwilling to see this class of service; 1 was 
unwilling to see returns so valuable as I consid- 
ered these returns to be, printed on the kind of pa- 

er and in the manner in which our public print- 
ing has been hitherto done. Hence I proposed, in 
| the resolution, that the committee should have a 
discretionary power; not that they should be abso- 
lutely compelled to contract with these parties, but 
| that they sheuld contract with them provided they 
would make a contract for work upon reasonakle 
i terms, done in the manner the committee would 
require. 


enlarged powers. They will have a right to say 
that they will pay so much for paper,so much for 
composition, and so much for press-work; and I 
hope that, if the resolution shall pass, the contract 
for the paper, and the contract for the composition 
and press-work will be separate. I believe that, in 
this way, we shall get the work better done. They 
have the power to say on what kind of paper the 
work shall be.done, and how much they will give 
for the composition, and how much for the press- 
work. 


not covered by any general law. That, the com- 
mittee have already decided and reported to this 
body. This printing is not disposed of; and 
the ‘question is, What disposition will the Senate 
make of it? The gentleman says we are in hot 
haste; that we are too early; that an effort is made 
by this resolution to reward a partisan press. 
The honorable Senator certainly forgets that at 
the last session of Congress he himself proposed 
in the Committee on Printing to give this very 
work to the Republic. Hot haste! It was not 
too early at the fast session of Congress to agitate 
the question. 

Mr. SMITH. As the honorable Senator never 
has attended any of the meetings of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, I presume he makes the statement 
| that I was in favor of giving the printing of the 
| census returns to the Republic on the authority of 
‘others. All 1 have to say is, that the gentleman 
_ is entirely misinformed. 
| Mr. BRIGHT. 
| chairman of the Committee on Printing will cor- 
| rect me. 

Mr. BORLAND. I presume the statement of 
the Senator from Indiana was made on informa- 
tion received from me. He is mistaken, however, 
in supposing that I said the Senator from Con- 
necticut proposed to give this printing to the Re- 
| public. 1 did say that the Senator from Connecti- 
cut was in favor of the proposition made by the 
, | Spero of the Census to leave the printing 
to him, and have it executed at that time. Whether 
he would have had it done at the Republic office or 
elsewhere I do not know. But the Superintendent 


to have the printing executed as he might think 
proper at that time. The committee decided that 
an arrangement of that sort could not be entered 
into, because the census bill itself, after providing 
for the execution of the preliminary printing, re- 
quired that the report of a plan for publishing the 
census should be made to 
session, and that the printing of the census returns 


| Therefore they did not feel authorized to enter 
| into any arrangement, or give their assent to any- 
thing of that kind. I then understood the Senator 
from Connecticut, and I now understand him, to 
have been in favor of the arrangement proposed 
by the Superintendent of the Census. i 
Mr. SMITH. I wish to say a word on this 


i 
i 
i 
H 
i 
| 
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subject. It is very unusual, I believe, to bring 
| into the Senate conversations in the rooms of the 
committees of this body. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I refer i 
a debate that came up on a collateral question at 


| 

Í the last session. 
| me, but I think that I can turn to them and show 
that the honorable Senator from Connecticut ex- 
pressed a preference at that time for giving to the 


If I am not correct I hope the | 


of the Census did express a wish—and that sub- | 
ect came before the committee—to be permitted | 


for my information to | 


I have not the debates before | 


‘at 


nder this resolution, the committee will have ;; 


The printing provided for in thiseresolution is || 


ongress at the present | 


should be done as this Congress should direct. |} 


| 


gentleman who has ‘charge of the Census Bureau 
the privilege of making a contract for this print- 
ing. The inference follows as a matter ofcourse 
that it would have taken the direction which Tin- 
dicated. me 
Mr. SMITH. 1 do not know what the gentle- 
man may find recorded in the debates of the Sen- 
ate, as having been said by me, but I know that I 
never entertained gny such view as that: I must: 
also say, in very broad. terms, that my friend from 
Arkansas (Mr. Borianp] is entirely mistaken. ‘I 
do not know but that I may have used > language 
from which he properly inferred what he seems 
to have inferred; but I have never entertained any 
such views, but have been from the beginning to- 
tally opposed to breaking up the contract system. 
And if I felt at liberty to state to the Senate the 
appeals which have been made to me by some of 


| my own political friends in this city, proprietors 


of political presses, or at least of one of them, in 
regard to this very thing, and in furtherance-of 
the views of the ‘honorable Senator from Indi- 
ana : 

Mr. BRIGHT. I gave way for an explaya- 
tion. I hope the honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut will not extend his remarks. 7 

Mr. SMITH. I was not going to extend 'm 
remarks further; but 1 wished to say that if I felt 
at liberty to bring the matters to which T have al- 
luded before the Senate, nobody would have any 
doubt with regard to the position which I now 
occupy, and ever have occupied, on this subject. 

Mr. CLARKE. Ifthe honorable Senator from 
Indiana will give way, I will move an adjourn- 
ment, 

Mr. BRIGHT. T desire to conclude what little 
I have to say on this subject this evening, I think 
I see a disposition on the part of the Senate to 
vote on the resolution this evening, 

Mr. DAWSON, Mr. CLARKE, and others. 
You cannot get a vote to-night. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the Senator will give 
way. Itis now late. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I yield. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 12, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Joumal of Friday last was read and. ap- 
roved. 2 
Mr. CLINGMAN. There is, I understand, 
upon the Speaker’s table a bill which has been 
returned from the Senate with an important amend- 
ment. It is the bill making appropriation for the 


i repair of the Capitol. It ought to be acted upon; 


and if there be any objection, I shall move a sus- 
pension of the rules, with a view of taking it up, 
and in order that we may act upon the amendment 
ef the Senate. ao 


THE LAWS OF NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The first business in order 
is the proposition to reconsider the vote by which 
the laws of the Territory‘of New Mexico were 
ordered to be printed. That being a privileged 
motion, it must be first disposed of before a 
motion to suspend the rules can be entertained. 

Mr. WEIGH TMAN. Iwas not, Mr. Speaker; 
in my place when this debate took : place, and 
when the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. J onn- 
son] made his, motion to reconsider the order to 
print the laws of New Mexico; and I hope if he 
be not prevented by any important matter of prin- 
ciple from so doing, that he will withdraw his op- 
position. Iam desirous that any suspicion, which 
may be harbored in the mind of any gentleman 
upon this floor, in reference to the laws of New 
Mexico—that they contain anything hostile or 
anything inconsistent with the existence of the 
most kindly respect towards the Government and 
pens of the United States—may be discharged 

y the fullest investigation. The gentleman from 
Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] and other gentlemen, 
are, | believe, mistaken in supposing that these 
laws have ever been printed. Heretofore the laws 
of the Kearny code,as it is called, were reénacted 
in such words as these: ‘And all that portion of 
‘the Kearny codeand laws of Mexico, not incon- 
‘sistent with the Constitution of the United States 
‘and the laws passed by this-Legislature, are: 
‘hereby reénacted.’? That is all that the. gentle- 
man can find upon this subject. “They never have 
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been printed, to my knowledge; and I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw his. motion to reconsider, 
‘and allow the laws to be printed. e 


A message in writing was here received from 
the President of the United States, by the hands. 
of his Private Secretary, Mrutarp P. Firimons.] 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Thisis the firstinstance, 
I believe—certainly the first T. have been able to 
find-—when the laws of-a Territéry have been sent 
here without being printed. It has been the inva- 
riable practice of Congress and of this House, 
from the foundation of the Government to the 
present time, to send those laws to the Committee 
on Territories. I know of no very good reason 
why they have been sent there. I do not recol- 
ect any instance in which they have reported upon 
them. They have been invariakly sent there in 
printed form; and it may be, if We depart from 
the custom of Congress on this subject, we ma 
see the necessity arise for such action. I think it 
is necessary that these laws should be printed and 
sent to that committee, whose duty it is to exam- 
ing them, and see what theyare. 1 have no doubt, 
sit that while you and myself were members of 
that committee, at a former Congress, that some 
members of the committee at all times examined 
the laws passed by the Territories—though few in 
number—sent to them. Those Territories are 
now increased; they are remote and distant from 
us, and their legislation becomes a matter of deep 
importance to us in some instances. I do not 
know, and I do not believe, that there is anything 
improper in the legislation of New Mexico. Ido 
not know such to be the fact in any of the Terri- 
tories. Itis necessary, however, that these things 
should be brought betore the country. Every 
gentleman should have the opportunity of exam- 
ining them, if'he is disposed to do so; and it may 
become important hereafter, in relation to another 
Territory, fo which we have given laws, and to 
which we are bound to give government. I think 
it is necessary, then, that this motion to reconsider 
should not prevail; and that those laws should be 
printed, that they may come before the committee; 
and that gentlemen here and elsewliere may have 
an opportunity of examining them, to ascertain 
what they axe. It is true, sir, that in the Terri- 
tory from which they come, a large portion of the 
citizens there have but recently been brought into 
the United States. We have a guardianship to 
some extent over them; and if we do not expect 
to find anything wrong or improper in those laws, 
stil] it is necessary that we should examine them. 

My, CLARK. l wish to inquire if this is not 
resolution day, and whether the regular order of 
business is not to-call the States in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis: but this ts a privileged 
question, and must be first disposed of. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish merely 
to answer the question of the gentleman from New 
Mexico, [Mr. Wetcurman,] and then submit two 
or three remarks in regard to this matter. I made 


the motion to reconsider at the last session of this | 


House. I would withdraw that motion to gratify 
the gentleman, but I believe that the motive which 
he has chiefly in view is entirely a mistaken one. 
I have no idea myself, nor do J] believe any one 
else has, that there is anything wrong in the legis- 
Jation of that Territory. If] thought so, I would 
be willing to incur any amount of expense that 
might be necessary to enable this House to correct 
any wrong legislation there. So farfrom my mo- 
tion having any effect in the shape of a reflection 
upon the legislation of that Territory, it is rather 
an exhibition of the confidence of this House in 
-its legislation. For these reasons—with all wil- 
lingness in the world to gratify that gentleman, 
{Mr. Weicurmanj—lI shall decline to withdraw 
the motion to reconsider. But to look at the mat- 
ter of printing itself, 1 submit to the House, if 
they will examine the matter, they will find that 
these laws, when printed, will form a respectable 
sized volume. Now, I would be glad if any gen- 
tleman will inform me how many copies of it will 
have to be printed. I presume there will be enough 
printed for every member of this House, and 
enough extras for the committees to act upon, and 
still a surplus beyond what will be so required. I 
am aware of the fact that the Government of the 
United States has to pay all the expenses of the 
government of every Territory, and that in paying 
those expenses, the printing these laws comes in as 
apart. But they will have to be printed at home. 


i 


i the order of this House from any cause of neces- 


| Congress over those laws. 
j that we should adopt or that we should approve 


; a decided majority in favor of it, I would never 


i whether we will order the 


“If-we pay a double expense of having them printed | 


again here, there will be but, this limited number | 
printed, which will not be sufficient to answer the | 
purposes of home consumption. oe Aaa 

Then the only object there can be in incurring 
this unnecessary eXpense in printing is this, that 
we may have perfectly in our power to run 
through a long list of laws passed by a Territory, 
the substance of which we can ascertain, in nine 
cases out of ten, or in twenty-nine cases out of 
thirty, just by a casual glance at the titles of the 
laws. ‘Now, this matter has been referred to the 
Committee on Territories; and I suggest whether 
it would not be wise for them to run through those 
laws by their titles, and report back to the House | 
such, which will not be ten at the outside, as they 
desire to have printed. The House will grant the 
request at once. 

‘Then where is the necessity for printing all these 
laws, of such varied’ character? Almost every | 
member is familiar with the laws of hisown State, 
and with the varied character of the enactments | 
thereof; hence he must see how perfectly futile, 
idle, and useless it will be to print all these laws 
of the Territory of New Mexico, with the view to | 
any practical good? If they were never to be 
printed elsewhere, I would say print; but they are 
to be printed at home, and it is not necessary to 
print them here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from | 
Arkansas (Mr. Jounson] will allow me to inter- | 
rupt him, Í will say that the labors of the Com- 
mittee on Territories are going to be pretty ar- | 
duous. We have gone far enough to see that. It: 
will take the committee some time to determine 
what they want printed, ifanything. The expense | 
of printing is not very great, and the amount that 
will be printed will be the usual quantity ordered 
by the House, for the use of the House. It may 
become very important, hereafter, that these laws 
should be printed.” 

Mr. JOFINSON, of Arkansas. The gentleman 
refers to the amount of labor devolving upon the | 
Committee on Territories. How long will it take | 
to turn over fifty, sixty, or a hundred pages of 
manuseript, when there will never, probably, be 
more than one title upon a page, and look out 
those acts which the committee wish printed, and į 
report them to the House, without taking the | 
trouble of any deeper investigation? 

[Here a message was received from the Senate | 
by the hand of Asstry Dicxivs, Esq., their : 
Secretary, accompanied by several bills, which | 
had passed that body.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, (resuming.) The object of 
printing these laws, then, is merely, as 
s‘ated, for the purpose of enabling the committee į 
to examine them. The amount of labor which 
they have to encounter, is, as it seems to me, a i! 
matter of moonshine, for the honorable chairman 
of that committee himself says that it is not prob- | 


i 
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| 


j able that they will want many of them printed. ij 
| It is ad 


probable, he says, that they will want | 


none. Lf never heard of one that was printed h; 


sity growing out of their consideration here. Itis 
not necessary to the power of supervision of this 
It is not necessary <; 


i 


them. They stand as the laws of this land, unless 
they are taken up by the House, considered, and 
rejected. So that we do not have to approve them 
by any action, and it is only by positive acts that 
they ever stand rejected. Under these circum 
stances, it seems to me that every guarantee that is | 
necessary, is left to us for security without printing | 
them at all, if the committee will merely take the 
pains to run through them. I will say in con- 
clusion, that so far as I have anything to do with 
it, E am done with it. I am perfectly willing that || 
these laws shall be printed, if it be the desire of the || 
House; and if I had been satisfied that there was | 


ij 
$i 
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have made the motion at all. 

Mr. CARTTER. The question made by the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories is, 
printing, and thus 
bring before this body the territorial laws of New 
Mexico. I understand the objection made by | 
him to be based upon pecuniary considerations, | 
chiefly. It is a sufficient answer to that objection, |) 
as it appears to me, that pecuniary considerations || 
amount to nothing, comparatively, when contrasted | 
with our position as a National Legislature to the ii 


it 
it 
| 
j 
| 
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have |! 


Territories. It ought not to amount to any con- 
sideration. "What is our position here? Under 
the organic law of that Territory we sustain the 
same relation to it that the President of the United 
Stotes does to the legislation of this body. It is 
our duty to examine and approve or disapprove 
of their legislation. And the proposition is made 
here to deprive this body. of the means of deter- 
mining its own judgment of approval or disap- 
proval. In the case of New Mexico, I presume 
that their legislation is squared to the Constitution 
of the United States—that it is subordinate to the 
organic law of the.Territory. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Before the gen- 
tleman goes any further, I will correct him upon 
one point. No proposition is made to deprive the 
House of the power of examination into it—not 
atall, You cannot define it in that manner. 

Mr. CARTTER. I definemy own ideas in my 
own language, and when I wish to use a diction- 
ary, I hope the gentleman will permit me to select 
my own. The proposition is to cut off the print- 
ing of these laws, and to shut them up in the ar- 
chives of a court; and if it isnot one to shut them 
out from the criticism and personal examination 
| of this House, I do not understand the force of a 
| measure. Now, sir, 1 do not know but they 
are all right, and, as I have remarked before, in 
pursuance of and in subordination to the Consti- 
tution of the United States and the organic law of 
the Territory. Whether right or wrong, isimma- ' 
terial to my position—I do know that this House 
is the responsible body to know whether they are 
right or wrong; and I know that the suppression, 


if 


j; 
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‘| or the denial of the privilege of reading them— 


for it amounts to that—is a denial of the privilege 
of judgment. 

Now, to asingle remark of the gentleman from 
| Ilinois, (Mr. Ricuarnson,] that the Territories 
| are multiplying; that they are measuring greater 
distances from us; that their relations to us are be- 
coming more interesting, and that these relations 
are becoming more complicated with the machin- 
ery of this Government. And precisely as you 
multiply their number, increase their distance, and 
augment the complication of their relations, pre- 
cisely in that ratio rises the responsibility of this 
body, and the necessity-of a thorough examina- 
tion of what they do, with a view of preserving 
the organic law of that Territory. 1 have no 
doubt of the ability of the gentleman in relation 
to monetary affairs; but he will agree with me, 
that this is but a two-and-sixpenny question of 
printing. I have no doubt that he has examined 
all these laws and knows they are all right; but 
he will not ask us to indorse his opinion. I go 
for light. I go for displaying them before the 
American people, that they may know what their 
infant brethren are about—that we may know 
it—that we may stand guard over. these ‘Territo- 
ries under the Constitution, and under their or- 
ganic law; and that if there is anything wrong, it 
may not be permitted to steal into a precedent, to 
become an authority, without our knowing it. 
Let us not shift the responsibility upon the com- 
mittee in this respect, although that committee is 
an able one and will perform its duty. I go for 
printing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The cost of printing 
this document will be about $100. The expense 
of our deliberation is about $800 per hour. Upon 


| the score of economy, I just submit the question, 


whether it is cheapest to have this printed, or to 
debate it an hour? IfI had the chance, I would 
move the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think the true 
course in this matter would have been to refer the 
question to the Committee on Territories. That 
committee could have examined these laws and 
all the papers accompanying them, and when 


‘| they make their report back to the House it could 


be with a recommendation to print the whole 
document, or such part of it as they thought 
might be necessary. It is certainly not custom- 
ary, I think, to print when first a subject is re- 
ferred to one of the standing committees. I will 
not consume the time of the House; but I think 
our true course and best policy would be to recon- 
sider the vote ordering this document to be print- 
ed, and refer the question to the Committee on 
Territories, let them examine the laws, and report 
back to the House whether it is necessary to print 
all or any part of them. J ask for the previous 
question. 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I move to lay | 


the ‘motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
motion was agreed to. _ 
“So the motion was laid upon the table. 


THE FOUNDATION OF THE ADDITIONS TO 
THE CAPITOL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave. to 
state, that at the adjournment on last Monday 
there was pending a resolution introduced by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McNaire,] 
upon the adoption of which the previous question 
had been called. Is there a second? 

Mr. McMULLIN, Let the resolution be read. 

‘The resolution was read’ by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That a.committee be appointed to inquire into 
the firmness and stability of the foundation of the extension 
of the Capitol now laid, and whether the strength of the 
stone be sufficient to uphold the superstructure about to be 
erected thereon. 

The call for the previous question was then sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered to be put. 

The question now being upon the adoption of 
the resolution, it was put, and there were, upon a 
division—ayes 107, noes 28. ` 

So the resolution was adopted. 

REPAIRS AND RENEWAL OF THE LIBRARY. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I renew the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, with the view of taking up the bill 
from the Senate making appropriation to meet the 
expenses incurred in consequence of the late fire | 
atthe Capitol, which comes back to us with an 
amendment. 

The question being put, the motion was agreed 


to. 
So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [think it may be neces- 
sary, as the bill provides for an appropriation of 
money, that I should move to suspend the rule re- 


quiring this bill to go to the Committee ofthe Whole, į 


I make the motion with a view of 
I under- 


which I do, 
having the House pass the bill at once. 


stand this appropriation of $10,000 which the Sen- | 


ate recommends for the purchase of books—— 

The SPEAKER. Will thegentleman suspend 
his remarks until the amendment of the Senate is 
read? 

Mr. CLINGMAN yielded. 

The amendment of the Senate was read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 

To add as an additional section, the following, viz: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $10,000 he 
and the same is hereby appropriated for the purchase of 
books for the Library of Congress, to be expended under 
the direction of the Joint Committee on the Library. 

<Mr. CLINGMAN. I was about to say that I 
am informed that, with this sum of $10,000, and 
the standing appropriation of $5,000, they will be 
able to get those books we are most in need of. 
Such books can be procured in the course of two 
or three weeks in the principal cities. In that 
time, by passing another bill which. has come in 
from the Senate, and I presume is upon our table, 
making an appropriation of $1,200 to fit up a cou- 
ple of rooms by throwing them together, so as to 
furnish a temporary library room, we can have 
those books within our reach which we are most in 
need of. I hope there will be no objection, but that 
all will concur in thatamendment. I have no dispo- 
sition to speak upon it, but wish that it may pass. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 will inquire of 
the chairman of the Library Committee on the 

art of the House, if that committee have exam- 
ined and approved of this amendment for an ap- 
propriation? i ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. If I am permitted I will 
answer the gentleman. We have not examined , 
the amendment, because it was not before the com- : 
mittee at its last meeting. The committee have | 


had a meeting, and have been over with care the | 


list of books. They have selected a large number | 
of daily account amongst the members, but which 
will cost considerable. The passage of that amend- 
ment will facilitate the acquisition of these books, 
which it will indeed be necessary to procure. They 
may be procured. ina week or ten days. Some 
less than a week if we had the money. 

The question being put, the motion was agreed 


to. wv? , , 
So the rule requiring this bill to be first consid- 


ered in Committee of the Whole was suspended., 

The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment of the Senate, it was put,and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


HUNGARIAN EXILES. 


Mr. STANLY. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer a resolution, which I wish 
to refer to-the Committee of the Whole, if objec- 
tion be made to it. 

. Mr. FICKLIN. 


ular order of business? 


olutions. 
` Mr. FICKLIN. I call, then, for the orders. 
Mr.STANLY. Thad the floor before that mo- 
tion was made, and was recognized by the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to move to suspend the rules. 
Mr. FICKLIN. 
read. I have no disposition to object. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


exiles now in New York, and providing means for the 

relief of their suffering should it be found to exist. 

Whereas information has reached Congress, that there 
is great suffering among the exiles from Hungary now in 
the city of New York, many ot whom are believed to be in 
danger of dying by starvation and the inclemency of the sea- 
son: therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representutives of 
the Uniled States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
the President be authorized and requested to inquire into 
the truth of said information ; and if it appear to be true, 
that he be authorized to take such steps as he thinks proper 
to relieve their suffering, until homes can be provided for 
them, and for that purpose the sum of —— thousand dol- 
lars is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


which were ordered. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I desire to ask the 
gentleman from North Carolina one question. 

Mr. STANLY. I will answer no questions 
from that quarter. 

Mr. KING. 
voted for the resolution to receive Kossuth? 

Mr. STANLY. These are real exiles, and no 
humbug. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 


Is it in order to move 


follows: 
YUAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, William Appleton, Barrere 


| 
| 
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Bell, John H. Boyd, Brenton, George H. Brown, Burrows, 


E. Carrington Cabell, Thompson C 


can, Freeman, Goodenow, Harper, Hart, Hebard, Howard, 
Kuhns, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Miner, Heury 
| D. Moore, John Moore, Polk, Robbins, Robinson, Sackett, 


| 
| 
H 
{ 
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! Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Thad- jj 


deus Stevens, Stuart, Taylor, Thurston, Tuck, Watbridge, 
| Walsh, and Williams—46. 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Charles Allen, Willis Ajlen, 


Allison, John Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, į 


Bartlett, Bibighaus, Bocock, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, 
Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Cas- 
kie, Chapman, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, George T. Davis, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Dunham, Dur- 
kee, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ewing, Faulkner, 
Fieklin, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, 
Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Has- 
call, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, 


Peasles, Penn, Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Price, Rantoul, 
Richardson, Robie, Ross, Savage, Schoolcraft, Seudder, 
Scurry, Origen 8S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Snow, 
Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, St. Martin, Stratton, Sweetser, George W. Thomp- 
son, Townshend, Wallace, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, 
Welch, Addison White, Alexander White, and Wilcox— 
125. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was disa- 
greed to. 


not having been suspended, he had no opportu- 
nity to bring the evidence before the House: 
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! exiles from Hungary, now in this city ; 


«Tue HuxearaN Exines.—We are assured on all 
hands, that there is exceedingly great suffering among the 


not go unheeded. Eve 
high rank, who after stru 
vation and avoi f 
hat factory, twenty-seven cents R week more than his 


I will inquire what is the reg- | 


The SPEAKER. Thecall upon States for res- 


Task that the resolution be , 


A Joint Resolution requesting the President of the United | 
States to inquire into the condition of certain Hungarian | 


Mr. STANLY called for the yeas and nays; | 


I will ask the gentleman if he ; 


ampbell, Chander, | 
Cleveland, Clingman, Conger, Curtis, Disney, Doty, Dun- | 


John W. Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Eves, Jackson, Jenkins, į 
Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, John Jolmson, Robert | 
W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George Wi Jones, J. Glancy | 
i Jones, Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, | 
! Edward C. Marshall, Mason, McLanahan, MeMuilin, ; 
| McNair, Meade, Millson, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, | 
Nabers, Newton, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, ji 


and they present a i 
} claim for the sympathy of our fellow-citizens, which should ii 
ry man of them is willing to labor if į 
| the opportunity offers; and we know a Magyar noble of 
ggling for months to prevent star- ; 
id beggary, boasts that he now earnsin a | 


hoard! Yet he is one of thè most: fortunate among-his’ 
countrymen—many of whom are suffering incredibly | 

_ “Ithas been suggested, and: we. think wisely, now. thet 
itis apparent to everybody, that nothing cah be, done for. 
Hungary, with the funds recently raised here, thatthe com- 
mittee get together and call upon the donors; through: the 
press, for permission to use this: fund for the benefit of the: 
suffering Hungarians in our midst! | 'This.is feasible, prac= 
ticable, and wise; and this should be done. Not-one dolar 
of the sum raised can be used in Europe ; and this is fully’ 
demonstrated by the recent usurpation in France. “We 

hope; therefore, that the conunittee who has charge of. this: 
fund, willask permission of those who contributed it, to 
use it for the relief of the really suffering Hungarians. in the 

United States, instead of squandering it upon so visionary 

a project as the creation of'a revolution in Hungary: “Every 

member of the committee well knows, that it cannot be ised? 
for the benefit of Hungary, except in aid of her suffering: 
children in America; and we therefore entrent of thein ‘to 

strive and appropriate it, with the sanction of the donors, to 
this praiseworthy object, instead of leaving it to be squan- 

dered hereafter, in some reckless and-futile attempt to dis- 

turb the peace of Europy. Even Kossvuru, now that he 
sees what has occurred in France, with the sanction of the 
French people, should counsel this proceeding. 

But one thing is certuin,—there is suffering in our very. 
midst by the exiles from Hungary; and it is the duty of 
those who possess the means, to extend to them the aid. they 
so imperatively require, to prevent death by starvation and 
the inclemency of the season. } 


Mr. WALLACE. I ask the unanimous’con= 
sent of the House to offer a resolution. Dae 

Mr. FICKLIN. . I insist upon the regular order’ 
of business. 

.The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Winois 
[Mr. Ficxuin] objects to the introduction: of the 
resolution. 

Mr. WALLACE, Then I move a suspension 
of the rules. . 4 

The resolution was then read for information, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the papers in the invalid pension claim 
of Ifamilton Carroll, of South Carolina, be withdrawn 
from the files, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I withdraw my objection to 
the resolution. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 
lar order of the day. 


BOUNTY LANDS. 


The SPEAKER announced, as the regular or- 
der of business, the resolution submitted by Mre; 
Axey, when the States were last called for reso- 
lutions, which had been amended so as to read as 
follows, viz: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands he in- 
structed to inquire into the justice and propriety of allowing, 
bounty land to the Washington Light Infantry, Washing- 
ton Volunteers, German Fusiliers, and Hamburg Volunteers, 
i of South Carolina, who were engaged in the Florida war, 
ij and were discharged before the expiration of one month 
{| from the commencement of their term of service; and that 
the accompanying papers be, and are hereby, referred 


I call for the regu~ 


l to the said committee; also, all those persons who were 


n the removal of the Cherokee Indians west of 
sippi river, from 1835 to 1838; and also, the Ver-: 
engaged in the.battle of Platts- 


engaged 
i) the Mi 
mont Volunteers who were 
burg.” i 

The pending question when the House passed. 
from its consideration : being. upon agreeing to the 
following amendment, submitted by the gentleman. 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Fowxer,] viz: 

t And also the soldiers of the revolutionary war whe 
served Jess than six months, and more than one month.” 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment pending, and it was agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the adoption 
of the resolution as amended, it was taken and 
agreed to. 

So the resolution as amended was adopted. 

REPORT ON THE COAST SURVEY. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer the following report 
from the Committee on Printing: 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was re~ 
ferred the subject of the Coast Survey, have di- 
rected me to report the following resolutions 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 
of Representatives five thousand copies of the Coast Sur- 
vey report, and one thousand for the use of the Superin- 
tendent of the said survey. 

Mr. EVANS. J move to amend that resolution, 
not by increasing the number of copies, but by 
dividing them equally, so as to make three thou- 
sand for the use of the House of Representatives, 
and three thousand for the Superintendent of the 
Coast Survey. If I were to make my motion, the 
House of Representatives should have one thou- 
sand, and the Coast Survey the other five thousand.: 
I apprehend it will be a much better disposition 
than that proposed by the honorable chairman of: 
l this committee. A very injudicious use is. com- 


| 
| 


| 


i 
it 
i 
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monly made, by the members of this House, of 
documents of this kind. Inthe first place, many 
are distributed where there is little demand for 
them, and a great'many go into the interior of the 
country, where they excite but very little interest, 
and. certainly where they are of very little use. 
Now, the officers of the Coast Survey, upon the 
contrary, know precisely where they can be used 
for the best interests of the country. Having no 

ossible object or motive to distribute them in an 


improper quarter, it is just and right that the larger 
quantity should go to that office. I think, how- 


ever; that the committee should have reported in 
favor of a larger quantity of this document, It 
contains a larger quantity of valuable matter than 
it has contained in former years; and that matter 
of a different character and description. At the 
last session of Congress the special Committee on 
Printing reported in favor of printing six thousand 
extra copies of this document; three thousand, 
perhaps four thousand, of which were,to go to the 
Coast Survey. That report was’so amended by 
this House as to increase the quantity to ten thou- 
sand. The Coast Survey report of this session 
contains a great variety of valuable matter, not 
contained in the report of last year. There are a 
large number of geographical positions contained 
in this report. Of these, I think, there are about 
three thousand positions, and a large number of 
poime upon the coast of the United States; the 
atitude and longitude of which are important to 
be known to navigators. It is equally important 
that these positions should be communicated to 
merchants and sea-faring men, and all who are en- 
gaged in the commercial transactions of this or 
any foreign country. On this account, therefore, 
I had hoped that the Committee on Printing would 
increase the number of copies to more than six 
thousand. I protest against the distribution made 
by this House of five thousand to the House, and 
one thousand to the Coast Survey. I ask the 
House to content itself with three thousand copies, 
and let the other three thousand go to the Coast 
Survey. ‘Chere will be no impropriety in this 
course. If we get three thousand, it will bea suffi- 
cient number for distribution to all of our constit- 
uents who are interested in the report. The 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey, and all of the 
officers engaged in the survey, will make a much 
better distribution of the three thousand copies 
that will be allowed them, than we can possibly 
make. I move an amendment, then, that three 
thousand be printed for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and three thousand for the Coast 
Survey. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Is it in order to 
move an amendment to the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. His. 

Mr. FULLER. I move to make the number 
ten thousand. 

Mr. EVANS. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. FULLER. The expense of this Coast 
Survey to the Government was over $300,000. 
This report, as I understand it, is the legitimate 
fruit of that expenditure. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. [rise toa question of order. 
This debate is out of order, and I call the attention 
of the Speaker to the 26th rule of the House, and 
also to the 21st jointrule. The 26th rule provides 
that the whole of this day shall be appropriated 
to the reception of resolutions. The 21st rule pro- 
vides “that it shall be in order for the Committee 
on Printing to reportat any time.” Now, I regard 
it as a violation of the rules entirely to occupy 
this day in discussing reports of that committee. 
The report will lie over, and certainly it is not in 
order to occupy the day appointed to resolutions 
in the discussion of reports. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recol- 
lect what the practice of the House has been upon 
this subject. The joint rule of the two Houses 
provides ‘that the Committee on Printing may 
report at any time.” It makes no provision in 
regard to the discussion or disposition of the 
report which they may make. The rules of this 
House appropriate this day to the calling of States 
for resolutions. The Chair was under the im- 
pression that the joint rule would be controlling 
and that the authority to report carried with it the 
authority to dispose. The Chair thinks that is 
the proper construction of the rule, and that itis | 
in order to dispose of the report thus made, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. For the purpose of testing 
the sense of the House, l take an appeal. 


i 


The question was then taken, and the decision 
of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. FULLER said: I deem this document of 
vast importance to the whole country, indeed, of 
more real value than perhaps two thirds of the 
documents annually ordered to be printed by 
Congress. Three Nundred and twenty thousand 
dollars was appropriated. the past year to defray 
the expense of the Coast Survey. This work now 
proposed to be printed, is the legitimate fruit of 
that expenditure; and not to occupy too much of 
the time of the House, the following points will 
show the importance of publishing a larger num- 
ber of copies of the annual report of the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast Survey than has heretofore 
been done; 

1. Lt will givetwo thirds the work of the season, 
and most of the work of former seasons. 

Q, Sixty-five sketches will accompany it, forty 
of which will be charts for the navigator, eighteen 
sketches will relate to the western coast, and thir- 
teen sketches will show sites for light-houses, &c. 

3. It will give alist of 3,240 geographical posi- 
tions, the first ever published, and bringing the 
work down to July, 1851. 
published again for several years. Hence the ne- 
cessity of a large supply for the Coast Survey of- 
fice. 

‘4. It will present the methods of copying plates 
by thegalvanic battery, pursued in the Coast Sur- 
vey office, showing the numerous improvements 
that have been introduced. Plates can by this 
process be made in eight to ten days, which take 
years to engrave. 

5. There willbe a large amount of geographical 
information imbodied in this report. 

Another, and additional reason, which gives in- 
creased importance to this report is, that by act of 
Congress approved March 3d, 1851, it is made 
| the duty of the officers in charge of the coast sur- 
vey, to examine and report upon light-houses, 
beacons, buoys, piers, &c., &c.—-information which 
| has been greatly desired—and this report contains 
valuable information upon that branch of the ser- 
vice. 
printed, the share which would be assignable to 
me, will not supply the academies and public libra- 
ries in my district with a copy. 


coast, and the great lakes of the North and the 
| Northwest. 

| Every man can refer to the coast sutvey with 
| just pride, as a standard and scientific work, alike 
creditable to our own Government and the age in 
| which we live. 

As it isa work in which the navigating and 


a deep interest, I hope the amendment will pre- 
| vail. 

| Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 1 think there 
f is nothing of a domestic character in which this 
| Government is engaged, or which this Govern- 
ment ever does, that is more important to some 
lof the greatest interests of the country, than 


| The present report, combining the results, and 
the very important results of the operations of 


these circumstances, it struck me with some little 
| astonishment that the Committee on Printing 
should not be willing to give the usual number of 
extra copies. $ 


sketches contained in this report are sixty-five in 
number. Now, it ought to be known to the 
House that all the engraving has been done by the 
Coast Survey. itself, and that there will be no ex- 


| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 


' this extra number. They have done it by the 
| galvanic process, as is known to every gentleman 


i here who has taken the trouble to inquire into the 


| matter. That expense, therefore, will not be at- 


"tional copies will merely be for the paper and 


| press-work—a very inconsiderableamount. When 
i we consider the mass of printing, of a very differ- 


expense, I do not see any good reason for redu- 
cing the number of extra copies usually ordered. 

I am informed by the Superintendent of the 
| Coast Survey, that these reports have been so 
i much in demand, that parties endeavoring to 


i 
| 
| 


This list will not be ! 


If no more than five thousand copies be | 


It interests alike the Atlantic coast, the Pacific | 


| commercial interests of my district and State have | 


this very work known as the Coast Survey. | 


many years, is perhaps more important than any | 
report ever before published, and contains more | 
| useful information of a practical kind. Under ; 


| pense for engraving consequent on the printing of ! 


` tached to this printing. The expense of these addi- | 


| ent character to this, that is performed at the public | 


į during the whole session, 


‘tained by surveys. 
It has been stated that the engravings or | 


make up a complete set, have offered very consid- 
erable sums for a single report, and in some in- 
stances been unable to obtain it. This fact is suf- 
ficiently indicative óf the value of the work, and 
of the great demand forit by a certain class of the 
people of the United States. 

I hope that the amendment just offered by the 
gentleman from Maine (Mr. FuLLER] will prevail, 
and that the House will not, at this time—a more 
important occasion than has ever before oceurred 
in the progress of this work—reduce the usual 
number of copiés. 

Mr. VENABLE. I simply riseto add my tes- 
timony to that of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Sranron,] who has just taken his seat, as to 
the great importance of this work, andof diffusing 
it widely through the country. J should be un- 
grateful to the Coast Survey, and to the gentlemen 
conducting it, if 1 did not recognize and acknowl- 
edge the vast importance it has been to the coast 
of North Carolina, not only as regards the safety 
of our navigation, but also with reference to the 
reduction of the insurance on the cargoes of ves- 
sels, and on the vessels themselves, and the con- 
venience of all who are engaged in the commerce 
of our coast; all of which has been secured by the 
faithful, able, and diligent work of the Coast 
Survey. : 

I know of no document which will be published 
which has a higher claim 
to be generally diffused and circulated throughout 


i the United States, than this. 


I hear gentlemen say that they represent inland 
constituencies; that the ocean touches no part of 
their districts; and that they have, therefore, no 
use for this work. I should be much indebted to 
those gentlemen if they would give their copies of 
itto me. I found no document which I received 
during the last Congress, so desirable, so much 
coveted, or so frequently sought after as this, and 
I trust that if we amend the resolution at all, it 
will be to increase the number. I shall vote with 
great pleasure for the highest number proposed, 
because it will diffuse throughout the whole country 
an amount of information which can be obtained 


| nowhere else, and which is of great value. 


The reason why this work is so valuable is, that 
it is based upon certainty. The coast surveys 
heretofore have been mere nautical surveys and 
nautical charts, buthere we have geodetic.surveys. 
The topographical surveys are made with refer- 
ence to the actual shape of the earth; the hydro- 
graphic surveys presume the earth to be a plane, 
and being based upon that presumption, although 
the chart may be accurate with regard to a single 
port, it must mislead you when that chart is com- 
pared with the chart of another port. In the 
present surveys, the hydrographic are taken by the 
Navy, and the topographical by the Engineer 


| Corpsof the Army. These surveys having refer- 


ence to the shape of the earth—to use a phrase of 
surveyors—the plats will meet, and if all the sur- 
veys, are laid together, you will find that they 
saad precisely the spheroidal shape of the 
earth. 

This work has been prepared by gentlemen 
well qualified by scientific attainments to give us 
valuable information. We have asea-coast ex- 
tending from the mouth of the Rio Grande to 
Maine; a coast, too, upon our lakes; and it is of 
the first importance to our navigation and com- 
merce, that the whole of it should be fully under- 
stood, with that certainty which can only be at- 
I hope, therefore, that this 
information will be diffused throughout the whole 


| country. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Evans]—as well as some of the other 
gentlemen who have addressed the House upon 
this subject—is, I think, mistaken as to the action 
of the House heretofore. I understand the gen- 
tleman from Maryland to say that at one or 
other of the sessions of the last Congress, there 
were some three or four thousand copies given to 
the office of the Coast Survey.’ Now, at the first 
session of the last Congress the Committee on 


| Printing reported to the House, that four thou- 


sand five hundred extra copies should be printed, 
and that five hundred of them should be given to 
the office of the Coast Survey; and the House 
agreed to that report. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman misunderstood 
me. I did not say that the Coast Survey had four 
thousand copies, but that the committee reported 


1852. 
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in favor of four thousand copies, and that the 
House increased it to six thousand copies. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understood the gentleman 
tosay that they increased the number to six thou- 
sand to be divided equally between the House and 
the Coast Survey office. 

Mr. EVANS. Oh no, I did not say that. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am not speaking of the 
gentleman’s proposition, but of his argument. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman misunderstood 

me, 1 said that the House increased the number 
to six thousand. I am in favor of ten thousand 
now. ; 
Mr. HOUSTON. At the first session of the last 
Congress, the House did not increase the number 
reported by the committee, but adopted the report 
of the committee, ordering the printing of four 
thousand five hundred extra copies—five hundred 
of which were given to the office of the Coast Sur- 
vey. At the second session of the 31st Congress, 
I find by the Journal that the committee reported 
that_six thousand extra copies of the report of 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey be printed 
—five thousand for the use of the House and one 
thousand for the Coast Survey office. So that in- 
stead of the Committee on Printing having now de- 
parted from the usages of the House, they are in 
fact conforming to those usages more strictly than 
we should be if we agreed to this amendment. 

In deciding on these propositions to print, we 
are not only called upon to consider the direct and 
immediate expense of the particular item of print- 
ing; they involve considerations of a much higher 
character. 

Mr. FULLER, (interrupting.) Can the gen- 
tleman state what will be the expense of this extra 
printing? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know what the 
expense would be, and I am not going to argue 
upon that subject. I intended to present this view 
to the House: that on a proposition of this sort, 
we have only to refer to the legislation of Con- 
gress heretofore to see how all these things grow 
and increase. The expense at this or the preced- 
ing Congress may be too small and trifling to 
occupy our time for consideration or investiga- 
tion, yet these things grow and enlarge until after 
a while they become so large as to be serious 
items—as in the case of the orders to print the 
Patent Office reports. As a proof of this, gen- 
tlemen have only to look at the contingent fund of 
this House for printing, which has increased within 
thelast few years from fifty thousand or seventy-five 
thousand dollars, to nearly three hundred thousand 
dollars. "Why is this? How has it been brought 
about? It is because these various small items 
are presented to us, which we readily adopt, and 
then they go on enlarging session after session, 
until finally they become serious items of expend- 
iture. 

There is another consideration involved in this 
ala ra Gentlemen tell us that these mem- 

ers who represent interior districts and whose 
constituencies are not, therefore, so deeply inter- 
ested in these documents, can hand them over to 
those who represent constituencies on the sea- 
board. It is very true thatthey could do so. But 
is that the object of our legislation? Are we to 
make appropriations for the printing of large num- 
bers of documents which do not—according to the 
confession and admission of the gentlemen them- 
selves—interest all parts of the country? Ifit is 
true that all parts of the country are not interested 
in this document, then the number reported by 
the committee is large enough. 

Iam informed that the Senate have ordered ten 
thousand extra copies of this report of the Coast 
Survey to be printed, and, if [ am not mistaken, 
five thousand copies go to the Coast Survey 
office; and yet it is proposed here to give several 
thousand copies more to that office. How many 
copies of the report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury do you give to that officer to distribute? Tlow 
many copies of their reports do you give to the 
officers of the other bureaus and departments of 
the Government for distribution? None at all. 
Not a copy. But this is to be an exception to the 
general rule; and, singularly enough, that exception 
is attempted to be applied to a document which is 
admitted by the friends of the proposition to print 
a large number, to be uninteresting to a large por- 
tion of the people of this country. : 

My object in rising was more particularly to 
bring before the House the facts to which I have 


| work of these officers, we should distribute their 


referred as having occurred in the last Congress, 
and you will find the same in previous Congresses. 
I do not intend-to investigate or discuss here the 
merits or demerits of this Coast Survey. 1 am 
willing to acknowledge its merits; but while I do 
that, 1 do not feel called upon to go further than the 
committee have gone in the printing of extra copies 
of the report. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I think that all 
the copies of this report that are ordered to be 
printed—and I am not now going to discuss the 
propriety of the number—ought to be left with the 
Coast Survey for distribution to those persons who 
may want them. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. VENABLE] says that this document 
is very much sought after in his district. Fle rep- 
resents an interior district, I believe, and so do I, 
and I can say that the document is never sought 
after from me, in my district, although I dg not 
doubt that it is much desired in some of the dis- 
tricts of the country—those along the coast. It is 
but a waste of money to give me a number of 
these documents to distribute. I know not to whom 
to send them. Persons wanting them do not write 
to me for them, Now, if they are all left in the 
Coast Survey office, they can distribute them in 
the best manner. I, therefore, heartily concur in 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Maryland, 
that at least half of whatever number we order 
should go to the Coast Survey, and if it was in 
order I should move that the whole of them should 
go to that office. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is not my purpose to 
oppose either the resolution offered by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Printing, or the 
amendment. Bui I do desire to know what it is 
I am about to do, and I desire the House to know 
what it is they are about todo. Now, I wish to 
know from the gentlemen who compose the Com- 
mittee on Public Printing, whether they intend 
that all the plates and charts that accompany this 
report of the Superintendent of the Coast Surve 
shall be printed? This is a question which will 
come up appropriately on the report of the Com- 
mittee on Engraving. It may seem extraordinary 
that there should be any doubt whether the charts 
which accompany this report are to be printed 
with it, but it will naeneen so extraordinary when 
gentlemen are reminded that they refused, the 
other day, to publish the maps from the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office showing the public lands 
that have been surveyed, and the character of 
those lands—whether swamp or mineral, or of what 
character—maps which are certainly as import- 
ant as these charts. ‘These charts are no more in- 
teresting to our constituents upon the sea-board 

than were these maps which the House refused to 
publish the other day to our Western settlers and 
to all who are migrating to the West. 

But it has been said by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Sranron,] that this engraving 
has already been done, and that no additional 
expense will be incurred except that which per- 
tains to the press-work and paper. It is very 
true that these charts have been engraved upon 
copper, but to publish the large number of ex- 
tra copies which will be ordered, in time to be 
of any use to the House during the present ses- 
sion, the impressions will have to be transferred 
from the copper to stone, and the expense of that 
transfer will be added to the expense of the print- 
ing and paper, which by itsclf will be a material 
item in so large a number of copies as five or ten 
thousand, “Yet l suppose it would be as extraor- 
dinary to imagine that any person could under- |i 
stand this report without the charts as it would be 
to expect that a child could learn geography with- 
out an atlas. The House need not be surprised, 
if they pass this resolution intending the charts to 
be published, if six or seven thousand extra cop- 
ies should cost at least upwards of $2,000. 

Mr. MEADE. It seems to me that to carry 
out the policy that governed us in ordering this 
printing, some steps should be taken to secure its 
fruits. I agree with the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Sreprens,] that the distribution of these 
works among the members of Congress is of very 
little use, and does not answer the purposes for || 
which they should be published, and that is to | 
improve the commerce and facilitate the trade of | 
the country. If we intend to appropriate to our- 
selves any benefit that may be derived from the 


reports among the owners of vessels. Let every jj 


vessel of so many tons burden, for. instance, be 
furnished with a copy, to. belong to the’ vessel as 
an appendage to it. In that way we may:realize 
the fruits of this labor, but not by- distributing 
four or five thousand copies among the members 
of Congress, most of whom live. in interior dis- 
tricts, where the work cannot be appreciated ànd 
will be of no service. 1 thoroughly agree. with 
the gentleman from Georgia, that it will be a 
work of supererogation; and. so. far as I am con- 
cerned, though I represent a district that has some 
connection with the sea-coast, I should. be: pèr- 


fectly satisfied to have only half a dozen copies or ` æ 


so to supply some few individuals, while the resi- 
due of the copies should be deposited in the Coast: 
Survey office for distribution, 

But the only question with me is whether.it is 
competent for Congress to expend money for this 
purpose; and while the gentleman from Georgia 
was addressing the House upon this subject, it 
occurred to me that if we did not think proper to 
order this work to be distributed among the navi- 
gators of the United States, we might, at least, 
place it in such a condition as to enable them to ob- 
tain it by adopting the policy which is usually 
pursued by the State governments in reference to 
the publication of the decisions of their courts of: 
appeal. In my own State, so many copies of 
those decisions are ordered to be printed at the. 
public expense, and then a sufficient number is 
also printed to supply the practising attorneys 
throughout the Commonwealth, and others who 
may want them, at the cost of the work. 

Lar not particular in relation to the manner in 
which this thing shall be done, or whether it shall 
be done entirely, or only in part at the expense of 
the Government; but as the publication is to be 
made, as the printing is to be done, as the copies 
are to be furnished, and as they must ultimately 
be paid for out of the Treasury of the United 
States, let us adopt that mode by which the coun- 
try can reap the most benefit—that is by causing 
the distribution of the work among those who are 
engaged in navigation. Let the work. be distrib- 
uted along the coast where it may be useful. It 
can be of no service to gentlemen residing in the 
interior of the country, except to some few literary 
men who would make this study a matter of 
amusement, Generally speaking, it would be of 
very little service to any other class of our citi- 
zens but commercial men and navigators. 

Now, inasmuch as to secure the object at which 
I have hinted, it would be necessary to draft this 
resolution more particularly with reference to that 
object, I should prefer that the subject should” be 
passed over for to-day,soas to afford members an 
opportunity of preparing amendments, which 
would secure the object which we all have in view 
—to make such a distribution of this work as will 
enable those most interested in it to derive most - 
profit fromit. Isuggest to the friends of the meas- , 
ure, the propriety of passing it over for the present. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky.. J-should: re- 
gret exceedingly to see thiy resolution disposed 
of in the manner proposed by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Meape,] orin any other way which 
would produce the slightest delay. The eminent 
gentlemen who are at the head of the Coast Sur- 
vey, are very anxious that the resolution should 
be adopted. They have appealed to me to urge 
its" passage, that“the work may be in a state of 
progress as soon as possible; and surely if we in- 
tend to give to the country the benefit of so im- 
portanta report, we should do it immediately. 

As amember of the Printing Committee, I have 
had an opportunity of learning the wishes of the 
gentlemen having charge of the Coast Survey, in 
regard to the printing of these extra numbers of 
the report. They ask for ten thousand copies. 
In view of the interesting and valuable character 
of the work, I do not think this number too many. 
It differs materially from the report of last year, 


| because it contains highly important and valuable 


information not contained in other reports. ‘It 
brings the work down to July, 1851, and imbodies 
a variety of geographical and other valuable facts 
connected with the work, and interesting and im- 

ortant to the country, never before published. 
By the aid of the gentlemen having charge of the 
Survey, [ am enabled to afford some idea of what 
the report will contain: 

“¥t will give two thirds of the work as it has pro+ i 
greased the present season, and nearly all of. former seasons. 

& It will contain sixty-five sketches, @rty of which wili | 
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be charts, valuable for purposes of navigation; eighteen 
will relate to the western coast, and thirteen will show suit- 
able positions for light-houses, &e. 

“Tt will give a list of three thousand two hundred and 
forty geographical positions, the first ever published. This 
list wi! not again be. published for many years. $ 
. “Tt will imbody a large amount of geographical infòrma- 
Pia addition -to the foregoing, it will present the mode 
adopted by the Coast Survey of copying plates by the gal- 
vanie battery, and exhibit the numerous: improvements 
which have been introduced into this process. In eight or į 
ten days, plates may be made by this mode which would 
take years to engrave.” i 

These constitute many of the important features | 

of the report, and when properly appreciated, as | 
I trust they are by the House, will be sufficient to | 
justify the publication of the number of copies | 
asked for. 
“The gentleman from Maryland, [Mr.. Ham- 
monD,] 1s disturbed by apprehensions that some 
enormous expense for plates is to be incurred, over 
and above the press-work and paper. [can relieve 
him from all fears in relation to that partof the sub- 
ject. If I understand correctly, the distinguished | 
scientific gentlemen at the head of the Survey, have 
devised a plan by which plates may be made, 
through the instrumentality of the galvanic bat- 
tery, much more easily than was ever known be- 
fore. In eight or ten days may be accomplished 
by this process, what hitherto has been the work 
of years. These plates are all made. They are 
to be transferred to stone by the gentlemen of the 
Coast Survey, and nothing then will remain to be 
done but to take the impressions. The prepara- 
tion of the plates is therefore a work already accom- 
plished by the Government officers, and need not 
cost an additional cent to what has already been 
expended. Impressions can be taken from the | 
stone at the inconsiderable cost of less than one 
anda half cents per sheet, indeed at the rate of 
fifty for sixty-fivecents. So my honorable friend 
from Maryland will perceive that all his appre- 
hensions in regard to the enormous expense re- 
ferred to, are without foundation. 

But why is the larger number of ten thousand | 
copies of this report objected to with so much ve- 
hemence? Are they more than the country re- 
quires or can find use for? Weare told that the 
operations of the Coast Survey for the last year | 
cost the Government about §300,000. Is this a 
uscless expenditure? No gentleman will hazard 
his reputation for intelligence, by declaring it to 
beso. If it isimportant to expend so large asum | 
of money to obtain hydrographical and topograph- į 
ical information of the condition of our immense 
line of coast, then surely it is important that that 
information should be given to the public. Do 
gentlemen desire that the labors of the Coast Sur- 
vey shall be known only to those who make them? 
The whole world is interested in the results of this 
immense scientific undertaking. It is one, hith- 
erto unequaled by any similar enterprise in the 
set of nations; and having achieved so much 
at such immense expense, I am not willing that 
its benefits should be lost to the world on account 
of the expense to be meurred by publishing them. 

The honorable gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. ‘| 
Housron,| who is at the head of the Finance Com- ' 
mittee of the House, opposes the amendment in- | 
creasing the number of copies to be printed, fora 
reason which I deem of but very little force indeed. 
He takes the position, that the expense of printing j 
this report ought not to be incurred, because the | 
aggregate of expense for printing each year has | 

Does not thegen- | 


been gradually growing larger. 
tleman know, that with the increase of territory | 
has come an increase of population, and as our | 
population has increased, so, also, has increased || 


: P : | 
committee, and am now in favor of printing the 
number ‘contemplated by the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans.] It is! 
idle to say, that the information to be derived from 
the report is only interesting to citizens upon the | 
sea-coast. This is a great mistake. In the distri- | 
bution of those printed by the House last year, |) 
about thirty fell to my share. . They were sent to 
my residence after the adjournment; and even 
there in the distant West I found gentlemen—men | 
of intelligence and science, eager to get possession |! 
of them. Jhad no difficulty in distributing them. || 
Should the ten thousand copies be published, it || 
will afford to each member not more than. forty | 
copies each; and there is no district in the Union | 
where that number may not be usefully sent. Be- 
sides the demand which exists in our country |! 
with men of science and others interested in the |! 
progress of the Coast Survey, I understand many 
applications have been made to the Superintendent 
from scientific men in other countries, for copies 
of this work. It is not surprising that a work of | 
so much importanceshould attract the attention and || 
elicit the interest of distinguished men abroad; and 
we should be proud that it is so. But it is a matter 
of regret, that on account of our niggard policy in 
this matter of printing, the distinguished head of |; 
the Coast Survey has heretofore been unable to 
supply the demands made upon him for copies of 
his report, from other countries. I trust now, sir, 
we shall place it in his power to furnish all that | 
may be asked for. The Senate has considered the | 
work of importance enough to justify the printing i 
of ten thousand extra numbers, and I hope the | 
House will order an equal number. | 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Irise for the pur- | 
pose of moving the previous question. Before {| 
doing so, however, I desire simply to say, that |! 
there is a great defect in the distribution of ali į 
these public documents. T represent. an agricul- | 
tural district, and I do not care to have a single | 
copy of the Coast Survey to distribute in my dis- 
| 


į 
i 
i 
i 
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trict, and have no demand for them. It is true, if 
I were to take a large number of bound volumes | 
of reports of any description into my district, and 
announce publicly that they were there, I should 


have a great number of gentlemen calling upon 
me for them. But the great demand in that dis- || 
trict is for the agricultural branch of the Patent 
Office report. While, therefore, I am ready and lj 
willing to vote for any reasonable number of copies | 
of the Coast Survey, I should prefer that the | 
whole number ordered should be given to the offi- 


{ 
| 
| 
{ 
| 
cers connected with that bureau for distribution, || 
| 
i 
' 
| 
| 
| 
[i 
| 
| 
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the report this year will embrace four hundred ! 
i 


And why has the report grown to such a size? | 
Why, sir, the work has been advancing with great | 
rapidity and success, and the material for the re- | 
port has accumulated in due proportion. Asa | 
member of the Printing Committee, I opposed the 
number named in the report of the chairman, be 
cause I considefed it too small. I advocated in 


wheat, or what kind of soil is best adapted to the | 
culture of corm—I say, I shall propose to him to |; 
exchange my portion of the report on the Coast ; 


shall be given to the Coast Survey. I wish to in- 
quire whether the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
SrernEns] did not move that as an amendment? 
‘Mr. STEPHENS. I did not. There was 
already an amendment to the amendment pend- 
ing, and it was not in order. i 
Mr. MILLSON. I did not so understand it. I 
understood that the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Evans] accepted the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Furier,] and therefore 
it would have been in order to move an amend- 
ment to the amendment. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campzext,] that before 
he calls the previous question, he should move 
an amendment to the amendment giving all the 
copies which the resolution provides for printing 


i to the coast survey, for distribution. 


Mr.CAMPBELL. That is my purpose. Then 
if gentlemen desire any copies for distribution 
among their constituents, by calling upon those 
officers and leaving the names of the persons they 
wish to send them to, they will be sent. For 
myself, Ido not want a solitary copy, unless in- 
stitutions of learning in my district desire them; 
in which case I can obtain them as I have indi- 
cated. If itis in order, therefore, I now move an 
amendment to the amendment so as to provide 


i that all the copies of that document which the 


resolution provides for printing shall go to the 
Coast Survey for distribution. I make that mo- 
tion, and upon it I call the previous question. 
Mr.CARTTER. Will my colleague withdraw 
the demand for the previous question for a mo- 
ment? : 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman re- 


j new it? 


Mr. CARTTER. 
man desires it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I withdraw my call. 

Mr. CARTTER. Iam opposed to the amend- 
mend offered by my colleague, [Mr. CAMPBELL,] 
for the simple reason that I believe that the gentle- 
men who represent this nation in its various dis- 
tricts upon this floor are fully as capable of distri- 
buting this information as a clerk in the Coast 
Survey office. Thatis my humble opinion upon 
the subject. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will my colleague allow 


I will renew it if the gentle- 


i me to ask him a question? 


Mr. CARTTER. B 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 


all means. 
oes not the gentleman 


| believe that we should be able to get as many 


copies from the Coast Survey as we desire? 
Mr. CARTTER. I will answer that in my 


| regular course of remark, We have learned by 


the mover of this proposition that the number of 
forty copies are given to each Congressional dis- 
trict in the United States: and this enormous num- 


i! ber of books seems a subject of great burden. to 
| my colleague. 
if of them all in the great ‘‘ Butler’? district. 
; are told, at the same time, that this document 
| brings to light the minute geography of our coast, 
i! hitherto unexplained in the geographical books of 
| the country. This is another item. 


He does not know how to dispose 
We 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman allow 


; me one word? I do not pretend that my constit- 
i| uents of the Butler district are very desirous of 


entering into all the minutize of the coast survey 


|| business; but I doubt whether the gentleman's 
l; constituents, notwithstanding he may have sent 


his forty copies among them, have ever read a 


i| single copy. I doubt very much whether my col- 
| league himself ever read one entire, and I put that 
: question to him, whether he ever did read one? 
| I confess I never have, for I feel no interest upon 
i the subject. 


Mr. CARTTER. 
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Mr. No further interruptions! 

Mr CAMPBELL. But the gentleman has 
oe to answer the question I propounded to him: 

ask—— 

Mr. CARTTER. No more interruption! I 
cannot allow the gentleman again to interrupt me! 

The gentleman is in great difficulty how he is 
to dispose of his forty copies containing the geo- | 
graphical information, brought to light at an an- 
nual cost of $300,000 to the nation. He cannot | 
conceive how an interior district in the West can 
be benefited by any information of this descrip- | 
tion. Why, do you not wish to overspread this | 
Republic.with this minute geographical informa- 
tion which you have brought to light by the ener- 
gies of your Government? And have not you 
sprinkled over the whole country, institutions the 
whole object of which is to enlighten the public 
mind with regard to these very facts? 

But my colleague has forgotten another import- 
ant fact. He has forgotten that this coast survey 
also applies to and is extending along three thou- 
sand miles of lake coast in the West, penetr@ting 
the great interior; and in connection with which 
both his district, and my district, and every district 
in the interior of the great West, is interested—the 
coast by which every barrel of flourand every pound 
of pork must be transported; and with reference to 
the peculiar interest of my friend’s district, every 
barrel of whiskey, too. [Great laughter.] Now 
is this great interior, or this great Northern inte- 
rior, stretching for three thousand miles along the 
coast of these great inland seas, which bear upon 
their bosoms a commerce equal in extent to the 
salt water coast, to be told that they do not want 
information upon this subject? And are we to be 
told that it is better for us to commit to a clerk 
in the Topographical Bureau the distribution of 
this information, rather than to the Representatives 
in Congress? Why you cannot find a district, be | 
it ever so benighted, or ever so isolated, in the 
great West, the people of which do not inquire 
every day and every week in reference to these 
great issues of commerce, which are to carry off | 
the productions of the soil. | 

But our constituents in the West desire to in- | 
quire into another important matter, When this | 
Government is lavishing its expenditure upon the || 
salt water border, in developing its geography and | 
its topography—while they are doing that, our | 
constituents want to inquire what they are doing | 
for the interior commerce of the nation, and the | 
interior sea-board? If itis for no other purpose | 
than to discover the patronage of the Government 
along the coast of the nation, E would send them | 
this profile of our great national work, that they 
might go and demand what is coming to them. | 
Now I cannot see any particular difficulty—I have 
myself no very serious apprehensions that I shall ; 
not be able to dispose of forty whole copies of this | 
Coast Survey*in my district. [A leugh.] And 1 | 
presume my friend [Mr. CampseLL] will waitupon 
his constituents as courteously, although he is 
indisposed to support this resolution, for I know 
his fidelity to them and industry in their service 
is not exceeded hy any other gentleman upon this 
floor. 1 hope this amendment will not prevail. 

in accordance with my promise, I now move | 
the previous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman with- | 
draw it for a moment? 

Mr. CARTTER. Iam under special obliga- | 
tions to insist upon the previous question. [Laugh- | 
ter. ti 

Me. CAMPBELL. I ask the gentleman to. 
withdraw it. I have propounded the question—— | 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order wn- i) 
less the call for the previous question be with- | 
drawn. i 

Mr. CARTTER. Well, I will withdraw the, 
call for the previous question for my colleague, if | 
he will promise to renew it. {Great laughter.] | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will renew it. For | 
some time I was utterly unable to understand the 
reason why my colleague had assumed the posi- 


ü 
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tion which be has taken in relation to the distri- 
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bution of these copies of the report on the Coast i 
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urvey. ‘Towards the close of his remarks, how- 
ever, the secret leaked out. It seems he has a par- 
ticular interest in the whiskey trade. [A laugh.] 
Now, if that article does happen to be a staple in 
my district, and that gentleman and his constituents 
feel a deep interest in the subject of its transporta- 
tion, let me say to him that they can be supplied 
from my district without the aid of any informa- 
tion from this Coast Survey. tEangtiter That 
gentleman represents a district in central Ohio. I 
have the honor to represent one in the southwes- 
tern portion, and the article can be carried by the 
overland route. It is not necessary to employ 
any conveyance upon the high seas to furnish 


„thêm with as much as they want to answer their 


purposes. : 
But the position which my colleague has as- 
sumed may be accounted for, perhaps, in another 
way. He told us that he had received resolutions 
from schools and colleges in his district, tendering 
to him their most profound thanks for distributing 
these documents to them; and yet it will be ob- 
served by this House that while I, with frank- 
ness, admitted that I had never examined a word 
in any one of these Coast Surveys, yet when I 
put the question to my colleague—when I asked 
him to say whether he had ever read any one 
of them himself, he refused to make any re- 
sponse. While he bears down upon me for my 
neglect, he does not seem to have the manliness | 
to acknowledge the same neglect in himself, but | 
dodges the question. Therefore I have the right 
to assert before this House that he has never read 
that report, and I have the right to draw the infer- 
ence, that if a gentleman possessing, perhaps, as 
much intelligence as any in this House, has never 
considered the subject of sufficient importance to 
examine it in detail, it follows, as a matter of 
course, that his constituents care nothing about it. 
But the point I make ty my amendment and by 


the remarks which [ have submitted is, that this | 


nation is going into an enormous expenditure of 
the people’s money to print this document, and 
when it is printed the copies are to be scattered 
over the country at great expense to the Post Office 
Department for transportation, while they are utter- 
ly worthless when they reach their destination. I 
desire to see some reform in this respect. I desire 
to see the Coast Survey office transmit this docu- 
ment to the coast itself—to those who are engaged 
in carrying on our trade upon the high seas and 
are interested in having a knowledge of the con- 
dition of our harbors; and that these reports re- 
lating to agriculture—these reports which point the 
farmer to the true road to prosperity, shall be cir- 
culated in all our agricultural districts. That is my 
proposition. My colleague’s constituents may feel 
a deep interest in this Coast Survey. Mine do 
not. I speak for mine, not for his. My constit- 
uents desire that kind of information, if we give it 
publicity here, which will result to their practical 
advantage. The farmers of my d 
think I may say the farmers of my colleague’s 
district too, care nothing about examining the : 
maps and profiles presented in this coast survey. | 
I would not vote a dollar, were I to look to the | 
interests of my constituents alone, for the p 


when I look at this great interest of all interests, 
the commercial interest of the country, I find it 
necessary to have this document printed. All I 
desire by the amendment which I have sul 
is to have these reports sent where they will be of 
some practical service. . 
So far as respects the intelligence of my constit- | 
uents I have nothing to say, except——— 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine, (interrupting.) Ibe- | 
lieve it has been the universal practice of the Su- ; 
perintendent of the Coast Survey heretofore when | 
these charts and reports were published, to address 
a note to every member of this House, requesting | 
them to point out the particular institutions and | 
persons to whom they may wish the report sent, | 
and to send them to such as are pointed out. | 
Mr. CAMPBELL, (resuming.) 1 am obliged 
to the honorable gentleman from Maine for re- | 
minding me of that fact; and my colleague [Mr. į 


istrict, and I | 


l 
ublica- | 
tion ofthis report. But when I look at this Union— 


e submitted | 


CarTrer] was. nd doubt one of those. members 


say heré; that I have very strong suspicions ‘that 

‘the resolution of thanks ‘from that country school ° 
in my colleague’s district, of which he has boast: 

ed, originated from the fact. that he had transmitted 

the identical charts to that school: which had = 
been sent to him by the Superintendent of ‘the 
Coast Survey, and did not come through: the’dis- 
tribution provided by the joint resolution, : 

|. Now, sir, my colleague’s objection is, that. a 
clerk in the Coast Survey department is. not ‘as 
competent as a member of this House. Let me 
say that I regard the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey as better qualified to disseminate the in- 
formation contained in these reports—which. is 
doubtless valuable—than the gentlemen who have 
the honor to represént the agricultural districts 
upon this floor. ` Yes, sir, better. perhaps: than 
those who represent any other sort of ‘districts. 
And, Mr. Speaker, my object, while I. have the 
honor of a seat upon this floor, is to put this:Gov- 
ernment to no expense whatever that may not:re- 
sult in some practical good. The gentleman talks 
about economy, and yet he wants forty or fifty 
or a hundred copies of the Coast Survey report 
to circulate in a district that is in nowise interest- 
ed in the survey of the coast, I did not rise, Mr. 
Speaker, for the purpose of consuming so much 
time as I have done. I hope the motion will pre- 


vail. ” 
STANTON, of Tennessee. I ask» the 


Mr. 
gentleman to allow me a single word., I-desire to 
i| say I fell into a mistake in regard to ten thousand 
being the usual number of extra copies which is 
printed of this report. I supposed ‘that that was 
the case, without having examined the particular 
facts; but it does not alter the state of the argu- 
ment I had the honor to present to the House. -I 
think the report is of sufficient importance to justi- 
fy the printing of the number demanded: > 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no objection to the 
number. proposed to be printed, but to the’ man- 
ner in which they are to be distributed. I ‘move 
| the previous question. . 

The previous question received a second, and - 
the main question was ordered to be put, 

Mr. GORMAN. I believe I have the right to 
| make an explanation. I do not want to make an 
|| hour’s speech, nor even a ten minutes one. As 


1 
1 
| 
| 
‘chairman of the Committee on Printing, I have 
‘i taken some pains to investigate this question of 
|| printing, and I reported this resolution in obedi- 
ence to the will oF a majority of that. committee. 
| did not concur in printing even six’ thousand 
i| copies; nor do I concur now, but I yielded my 
lassent. Some remarks have been made in regard 
to the cost. Let me say to the House, in the first 
place, that the Senate have passed a_resolation 
ordering ten thousand copies to be printed—five 
thousand copies to go to the Superintendent of 
Survey, and five thousand for the use of the Sen- 
fate. Last year this House ordered six thousand 
copies—one thousand for the use’ of the Survey 


| and five thousand for the use of the House. Some 


gentlemen have undertaken to speak. of ‘the ‘cost. 
| After investigating that subject, I can say to the 
| House that the cost of. engraving alone, notwith- 
ii standing the use of the Electrotype process, by 
` which they are.able to do it with greater facility 
i than formerly, is from ninety to ninety-two cents 
i for each one of the extra volumes. For every 
thousand copies that are published, they are 
obliged to renew the plate. This is done by the 
Electrotype process, which I confess I do- not 
accurately understand, except as it has been ex- 
| plained to me by the members of that Survey. 
! The „engraving for these extra copies will cost 
i from $1 12 to $1 25 per copy, and if I am not 
mistaken, it will in all probability exceed the 
highest sum named. I looked into the question to 
| know where these copies were to go to, and what 
the Coast Survey wanted to do with so enormous 
a number. I said, where do you propose. to dis- 
‘tribute them? The same interrogation was made 
| by the honorable gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
i Haven.] The response was, We want to give 


i 


who were addressed upon the subject: -And letme.: 


= 


` .some.to.the, officers.of, the,.Army.. -How many?! 


"|'wo. or.three hundred... We-want to give ‘some: |}. 


‘to the officers o 


f the Navy. How many?” Two- 


“orthree hundred copies.. We-want.tosend.some | 


abroad-—to' Europe, forthe purpose of dissemina- 
ting a ‘knowledge: of- our coast in-that- countrys 
. How many? A: thousand copies. . They had.not 
: “yet reached two. thousand copies. -What other 
Bourses. do. you. desire: to supply? We. desire 
-to supply the colleges and academies, schools | 
-and-various institutions. throughout the. country. | 
How. many? A. thousand copies, L- suppose. ; 


Sill. theyhave not reached three thousand.. What 
‚else do you desire to do with them? ‘Well, for | 
igeneral distribution. Under the: general head of | 


ge? we have allowed two or. three thousand 
copies... This Coast Survey. will receive five thou- 
gand copiesfrom the Senate; and one thousand from | 
this House—six thousand copies in all for the use | 
cof the Superintendent of the Coast Survey. Thej 
Senate will have five. thousand copies—some sev- į 
-enty or eighty to, each member of that body. 
And the House five thousand copies—some twenty | 
or thirty to each member. This number will | 
doubly supply all the institutions of the country; | 
it will supply all the purposes of education through ! 
the country, unless. you should include all the | 
two-mile district schools. Tt will supply all your 
public. libraries, and_ still there will be some one | 
or two thousand for miscellaneous distribution—if | 
you please. | 

The whole cost of these five or six thousand ex- | 
tra copies will be from seven to eight thousand | 

_ dollars—most likely eight thousand dollars. J 
speak now of the extra copies, not of the original | 
cost of the plates, and the number to be printed 
for each member. To this six thousand you must | 
add the usttal extra number—say one thousand— | 
and you will have seven thousand copies, and if 

ou get off with an expense of ten thousand dol- 
ars you will do better than I expect. 

I have nothing to say with respect to the utility 
of this document, for [ apprehend this [Louse is 
fully satisfied that there is more or less pale 
utility in the distribution of this work; but L have | 
this to say, that I regard the argument which has | 
been need pen this floor as potent, that the print- 
ing of this covntry is becoming enormous. When 
this country is informed that the printing for the 
Government has increased from seventy or eighty | 
thousand, to a quarter of a million of dollars, they 
will begin to call the representatives of the country | 
to an account.. What has produced this addition- 
al expenditure of a quarter of a million of dollars? 
This, among other reasons, which I shall not 
now. enumerate, is the main reason for my oppo- 
sition to the publication of ten thousand copics of 
this Coast Survey report. A strict investigation of į 
this whole question will dispel this idea which has | 
gotinto the heads of members, that we need ten ; 
thousand copies. i 

No college wants more than one copy, no acad- | 
emy wants more than one copy, an officer in the | 

Army or Navy needs but one copy, the heads of | 
Department but one copy, to be placed in the pub- 
lic libraries to which they have access. I repeat 
again, that the number of this document published | 
has increased by one thousand copies each year ! 
since this Coast Survey commenced. If we are to | 
judge the future by the past, the demand next | 
year will be for ten thousand copies. Theargument ; 
isurged by one of my friends from Kentucky (Mr. 
Sranroy] that our Government is increasing; 
our institutions are Increasing, our population is 
increasing, and therefore the necessity for the in- | 
crease of this expense. Ido not regard this argu- | 
mentas being at alla good one. I hope the amend- 
ment will be voted down, and that the report of 
the committee will be acceded to. If gentlemen 
had taken the pains which I have, in investigating 
this matter, they would not ask for the publica- 
tion of more than the Coast Survey officers them- 
selves ask for, 

(Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled, a bill 
making appropriations to meet the expenses incur- 
red in consequence of the late fire; which was pre- 
sented to the Speaker, and received his signature. ] 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to inquire of the | 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Gorman] what | 

number the officers of the Coast Survey asked to | 

have printed? 


Mr. GORMAN, 


à 


| 
{ 
i 
i 


Eight thousand, as I under- i 


stand it, 


ent were read for information. 


_. The question then recurred u 
of Mr. Evans; upon which rece 
- Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tellers; i 
which were ordered; and. Mr..Srepuens, of Geor- 
gia, ad Mr; Hammron were appointed. 

The question being put, the tellers reported— 
ayes 66, noes 80. ae 

So the amendment was rejected. _ 

The question being then put upon the original 
resolution, upon a division there were—ayes 134, 
noes not counted. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


CENSUS TABLES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask leave to offer a resolu- | 
tion. If objectionis made, I will move a suspen- | 
sion of the rules, : 

Mr. JACKSON, I rise to a point. of order. 
The question of order I make is this: that when 
the call for the State of Georgia was made by the 
Chair, a response was prevented by amotion from 
a privileged committee, and that, consequently, it | 
is now in order for gentlemen from the State of; 
Georgia to respond. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is aware, 
however, that on Monday it is in ordér to move 
for a suspension of the rales: The gentleman upon | 
the left of the Chair moves to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JACKSON. T1 hope the rules will not be 
suspended, that I may have the privilege 1 am en- 
titled to, 

i The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
ows: 


Whereas the Superintendent of the Census has pub- 
lished—in the Globe of January Ist, 1852—a clear and con- 
densod report of the Consus, containing a large amount of | 
valuable information : 

And whereas that information, now desired by the peo- 
ple, cannot be had, in the ordinary course of printing, fora 
long time to come, and thegin limited and very inadequate 
quantities: therefore | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed to | 
order 100,000 copies of that report for the use of this House, |} 
provided the cost shall not exceed one cent per copy. 


The question being put—on a division there were 
—ayes 100, noes 48. 

So the rules were suspended. j 
Mr. OUTLAW called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. | 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois, moved the House 
adjourn; which motion was agreed to. 

So the Flouse adjourned. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. WASHBURN gave notice of intention to introduce 
the following bills: 


An act waking a grant of land to the State of Maine, in |j 


aid of the construction of the European and North Ameri- 
ean Railway within said State. 
An act in relation to invalid pensions. 


PETITIONS, &e. i 
T'he following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Joseph Grinnell and 
others, merchants and insurers, of New Bedford, Massa- 
chusetts, asking that one or more vessels of the United 
States -may be detailed for a survey or reconnoissance | 
of such parts of the China seas, Straits of Gaspar, and | 
Java sea, as lie in the tracks of vessels proceeding to and | 
from China. : 

Also, the petition of the heirs of the late Captain Rufus | 
Lincoln, of the Massachusetts Continental line, for com- | 
mutation pay, &c. i 

Also, permission was had under the rules to withdraw | 
from the files of the House the petition of Russel Elliot and ! 
others, of Provincetown, Massachusetts, asking compensa- | 
tion for bringing a prisoner from Nova Scotia to Boston for | 
trial, and to refer the same to the Committee on Commerce. | 

Also, the petition of Levi Eldridge and others, of Chat- į 
ham, Massachusetts. asking an allowance of fishing boun- 
ty in the schooner Harriet, lost at sea, be withdrawn from } 
the files and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, that the petition of Atkins Dyer, of ‘Truro, Massa- 
chusetts, for a return of tonnage duty paid, be taken from ; 
the files and referred to Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH: The petition of Jobn Baird, praying a | 
pension fer military serviees. i 

Also, the petition of R. M. Sheppard and others, praying l 
a post route trom Fayette Court-House, Alabama, to Re- | 
form. { 

By Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky: The petition of sundry | 
citizens of Knox county, Kentucky, asking for the establish- | 


ment of a mail route from Mount Welcome, in Clay coun- 
ty, Kentucky, via Flat Lick, 
Boston, in Whitby county, Kentucky. 


Knox county, Kentucky, to |} Sir ete 
ji decisions of the late Board of Commissioners for 


dment, and the amend- {| 


to-Hazlégreen, in Morgan county: 


and thatscrip ‘may issue to bim guthorizing him to Josate 
other lands. <. : his ae 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The memorial of sundry. merchants 
of New York, Boston, Philadelphia; and Baltiniore, praying 
a return of ‘duties paid by them during the year 1828; 

By Mr. BARRERE: The petition of Lieut. U. S. Grant, 
for losses sustained. by him as commissary and regimental 
quartermaster of fourth infantry.at Tacubaya, Mexico, to- 
gether with the proceedings of a court-martial held at 
Jalapa, Mexico, June 25, 1848, and the proof of said losses 
taken before said court. ` il vi 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: The petition of Ed- 
ward Taylor, of Tennessee, praying Congress to grant him 
a back pension. - 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The miemorial of 
officers, soldiers, seamen, marines, &c., from Philadelphia, 
asking a modification of the bounty land act of September, 
1850. 3 
By Mr. KUHNS: The petition of Jabez Hollingsworth, 
L. Brenneman, and 222 others, citizens of Armstrong coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania, on the subject of the freedom of the pub- 
lie lands, and praying Congress to provide for laying then | 
out in farms and lots for the free use of such citizens not 
possessed of other lands, and that the jurisdiction of the 
public Jands be transferred to States or Territories on that 
condition. ; P 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespar, January 13, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burirr. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Senate, showing the number of persons employed 
in his office during the year 1853, and the com- 
pensation allowed to each. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 
Ordered, That it lic on the table and be printed. „ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before 
the Senate a report of the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with the resolution of 
the Senate of December 29, 1851, information rel- 
ative to the constraction of a military road from 
Fort Dodge to Dubuque, in Iowa, and the cost of 
transporting munitions of war, provisions, &c., 
used at that fort from the Mississippi river; which 
was read, and 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before 
the Senate a report of the Secretary of the Senate, 
with a statement of the payments from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate forthe year ending No- 
vember 30, 1851; and, 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of lowa, it was 


Ordered, That it lic on the table and be printed, 
PETITIONS. 


Mr. MILLER presented the proceedings of a 
public meeting of citizens of Trenton, New Jersey, 
in favor of the intervention of the Uniled States 
in behalf of the people of Hungary; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the memorial of Am- 
brose W. Thompson, proposing to enter into a 
contract with the Postmaster General to convey 
the mails between the United States ard Ireland in 
first-class steamships; which was referred to the 
Commiitee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. RUSK presented the petition of John A. 
Lynch, praying compensation for his services as a 


-clerk in the Treasury Department; whieh, together 


with the papers on the files of the Senate relating 
to the same subject, were referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. ; 

Mr. SOULE presented the petition of John S. 
Maunsell and William Parker, praying that a 
register may be issued to them for the brig 
‘¢ Sylphide;”? which was referred to the Commit- 


i tee on Commerce. 


Also, the memorial of Thomas Powell, by his 
assignee, the New Orleans Canal and Banking 
Company, praying the appointment of a board to 
revise the decisions of the late Board of Commis- 
sioners for settling the claims of American citi- 
zens against Mexico; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Also, the memorial of Nathan C. Folger, pray- 
ing the appointment of a tribunal to review the 


, 


praying an incréase of pay; which was referred to 


1852. 


the settlement of claims of American citizens | 
against Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
miitee of Claims. 

Also, the memorial of Gabriel Villeré, praying 
indemnity for damages done to his property by 
the American and British forces during the’ last- 
war with Great Britain; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, ` Sa 

Mr. STOCKTON presented a petition of passed 
midshipmen of the Navy, praying that a separate 
grade may be established by law, with an increase 
of pay, for that class of naval officers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a petition of John West and- others en- 
gaged in the merchant and privateer service during 
the last war with Great Britain, praying compén- 
sation for loss of tiine and privations in conse- 
quence of their capture and imprisonment by the 
enemy; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. . 

Also, a petition of forward officers of the Navy, 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
. Also, the petition of Hugh Wallace Wormeley, 
formerly an officer of the Navy, praying a pension; 


which was referred. to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN ‘AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Thamas Kennedy, on 
the tiles of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate 
relating to the claim of the Common Council of New York 
city, for expenses in organizing, equipping, and subsisting 
a regiment of New York volunteers for the Mexican war, 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of L. Ralston, 
on the files ofthe Senate, be withdrawn and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SHIELDS, from. the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred tlie bill for the 
relief of Edward Everett, late a sergeant in the 
United States Army, reported back the same with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of the late Colonel Alexander 
G. Morgan, reported back the same without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill to increase the efficiency of 
the Army by a retired list for disabled officers, re- 
ported back the same with amendments. 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for the 
relief of the Virginia Woolen Company, reported 
back the same without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 
110) to purchase the stock owned by individuals 
in the Louisville and Portland canal, and for other 

urposes; which was read a first and second time 
b unanimous consent, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FELCH, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 111) for 
the relief of William A. Richmond; which was 
read a first and second time by unanimous consent, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


NOTICE OF BILL. 

Mr. STOCKTON gave notive that he should 
to-morrow, or on some early day thereafter, ask | 
leave to introduce a bill te authorize the Postmas- 
ter General to contract for carrying the mails be- 
iween Jersey City and port gf New York and 
Galway, in Ireland. 

COMPENDIUM OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. BRADBURY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained leave to introduce a joint reso- | 
lution providing for a compendium of the annual 
public documents; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title. lt is as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembied, That | 
the President be, and he hereby is authorized and requested, 
at the commencement of each future session of Congress, or 


i then be referred. 


as soon therealter as may be practicable, to cause to be pre- 
pared a compendium of the public documents accompanying 
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the President’s message, and of the reports of the Secretary | 
of the Treasury on the finances, and on commerce and Havi- 
gation, and-of such other reports of any of the Secretaries f 
as may be of general interest, embracing ouly the more im- | 
portant portions thereof, for the purpese ef being printed in 
a single- volume, a8 a substitute for the extra numbers of 
said documents heretofore published. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I move that the resolution 
be laid upon the table and printed. - . 

Mr. BADGER. I would ask the honorable Sen- | 
ator if that resolution ought not to be referred to 
some committee? It seems to me that there is a pro- 
vision in the latter part of it which requires grave | 
consideration. Itis whether, if that joint resolu- 
tion becomes a law, it will not have the effect of 
preventing the Senate from publishing these docu- 
ments at large. I suggest that it should be re- 
ferred. 

Mr. BRADBURY. By reference to the phra- 
seology of the resolution, it will be seen that it 
will have no such effect. The resolution contem- 
plates the preparation of a compendium of the | 
more material portions of the public documents in 
order that they may be printed. It does not de- 
clare that they shall be printed; but the number 
of documents that shall-be printed in full, and the 
number of compendiums that will be printed, 
will all be matters depending on the future action 
of Congress. After the resolution is printed, if 
any necessity shall arise for its examination it can 


The motion to Jay the resolution on the table 
and print it, was then agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: i 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be au- 
thorized to employ a clerk. i 

Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution | 
for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
ros Roads be and they are hereby authorized to employ a 
clerk. 

ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, there is a bill | 
upon your table which p®&haps more than any | 
other interests the public. If it can be taken up | 
I believe it will be passed in a few minutes. Ial- | 
lude to the bill making bounty land warrants as- | 
signable. I hope it will be the pleasure of the | 
Senate to take it up, and to éffect that object I 
move that all previous orders be postponed. 

Several Senarors. It will lead to debate. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I believe there are some | 


two or three resolutions on the calendar as un- | 
finished business, which should be first disposed | 
of. The honorable Senator from Virginia, I be- | 


lieve, thinks the bill which he mentions can be 
taken up and passed without discussion. Now, 
I happen to know that there are questions involved 
in that bill which will not be disposed of without 
considerable debate. Under these circumstances, 
I hope that bill will not be taken up. ` 
Mr. HUNTER. I withdraw the motion for 
the present, but give notice that on Monday next 
I will renew it. v 


PRINTING THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution: 

“Beit resolved, §c., That the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing be directed to contract with Donelson & Armstrouy for 
printing the Census returns, upon such terms as the com- 
mittee may deem reasonable.” 


Which Mr. Smiru had moved to amend by || 


substituting. the following: 


Tt shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
conformity with the provisions of the act entitled § An act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses | 
of the Government for the year 1842,’ approved on the 18th į 
May of said year, to contract for the composition and press- 
work of ~~ copies of the returns of the Seventh Census, 
as the same are classified and arranged by said Secretary; 
and in like manner to contract for so much paper and of 
such quality as he shall decem proper for said work; and in 
like manner to contract for binding said returns as printed 
in such stvle as he may judge expedient: provided the party 
to each of said contracts shail give such surety, and said 
paper and work shali be subject to such inspection, as said 
Secretary shall require to insure a faithful performance of 
the same.?? 


Mr. BRIGHT proceeded to address the Senate i gret very much, Mr. President, that when I closed. 
| 


at some length in defence of the resolution, and 
in reply to the remarks of the Senator from Con- ; 
necticut, [Mr. SmTH,] of yesterday. This speech 


‘diana; and I am prompted ‘to d6'80 6n accou 
the: pèrsonal issue which my honorabl. 
made with me last evening, “That he 
ator saw fit to remark, that-at the las 
Congress he understood me to take-grownd in thë 
Senate in favor of giving the printingof the census 
returns to a potaea press in this city—Fthink: He 
named the Republic. I then suggestéd:that he 


|| under‘an entire misapprehension upon that sub- 


ject. Ido not suppose that my honorable. friend 
intended to misrepresent my position ‘in-that re- 
gard. The truth is, that from the-very outset of 
this business, I have been utterly opposed tothe 
re-introduction into Congress of the old practice of 


j| dispensing the public printing, on any principle of: 


political favoritism; and itso happens that I fnd 
myself on record, in a train of remarks submitted 
to the Senate, in relation to this very ‘subject of 
printing the census. returns, in which, views are 
expressed, such as I had the honor tolay before - 
the Senate in the remarks which I made yesterday}, 
and I hope the Senate will indulge me in reading 
from these remarks a few extracts, showing’ what 
1 said. In the first extract. which I will ready I 
remarked as follows: My ER 


«I fally accord in the opinion which has boci expressed 
by my friends upon the other side of the Chainbet, thatthe 
time has gone by for investing the head of any: departs 
ment with an arbitrary discretion upon this subject of print+ 
ing.” , 

And then again: 


“< Now, then, this committee has reported this,bitl, as T 
have before remarked, containing the provision, of the old 
jaw, and conferring on the head of the Department of the 
Tuterior the arbitrary power of making a contract with any 
individual that he pleases, and upon any terms that he may 
see fit, without advertising, without competition. To any. 
| such provision in this bill, Fam utterly opposed—not.that I 
believe the honorable gentleman at the head of that Depart- 
mont would abuse the trust thus confided in him; Iam con- 
vinced be will execute it with as much fidelity as any other 
of the distinguished citizens of the country. i on 

“ Now, sir, in order to reatize, or rather, to. carry out 
what has been the policy of the Government for several 
years past, to wit: to have all the printing let out at tone 
tract, and given to the lowest bidder, all that is required ix 
the addition of a few words to the clause of the twentieth 
section. A 


The last clause reads thus: ROE IED E 
“ And further, as the returns are made, to cause the: same 


to be classified and arranged in ihe:best and most eon- 
venient manner for use; and thousand copiés thereof 
to be printed for distribution.” e 

“ Now, sir, if the amendment of my honorable friend 
shail fail, I shall propose to add to that clause these words; 
‘On contract, as now provided by law.’ ‘That is to say, to 
the lowest bidder.” 


And then, again, I remarked: 


“I would say that Iam not for subsidizing the press of 
the city, either the Whig or the Democratic press—either 
| the one or the other.” A : 


i; And again: eer 
t As to the scheme of giving the. printing, at this late, . 
i| day, to the political press of this city, it is a proposition that 


I shall resist to the uttermost, and at all times,”? 

And finally, I remarked: ` ae T 

“T am opposed to the existing system of printing.” It 
must be amended ; and I trust that before the present. Con: 
gress is over, we may have some plan of doing the Con- 
gressional printing which will secure accuracy, good quality, e 
expedition, and ali the other elements which are indispens- 
able to the transaction of business of Congress. I intend, 
sir, to resist now, and at all times hereafter, the connection: 
of the public printing with the political press of this city,” 
whether upon the one side or the other. I therefore insist 
that the 21st section is exactly rights and with respect {o 
the preceding section, all that is required is simply the addi- 
tion of four or five words such as I have already suggested 
| to the Senate.” 
| Such, Mr. President, were my views then, as 
they have been at all times; and I have resisted to 
the’ uttermost, and on all. occasions, the idea of 
breaking up the existing policy of thetwo Houses 
of Congress, and letting out the printing—either 
the printing of Congress or the departmental print- 
ing—to the lowest bidder. But I understand my 
honorable friend from Indiana (Mr. Brient] to 
say, that the amendment which I propose to his 
resolution contemplates giving this printing to the 
Secretary of the Interior, to be disposed of by him 
arbitrarily and at his own discretion; or, in-other 
words, to confer upon him the power, if he should: 
see fit, to confer the execution of the work upon 
some portion of the public press in the city.’ :{ re~ 


my remarks yesterday, I did not move the print 
‘ing of this amendment; and when I consider th a 
character of my chirography, I will not complain: 
that my honorable. friend from Indiana’ {Mr 


Mr. SMITH. I wish to make a very few re- 


: i 
will be found in the Appendix. 
marks in reply to my honorable friend from In- ! 


ii character of this amendment. 


Brieut]| should have entirely misapprehendéd the. 
It doesnot, sir; pro-' 
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pose at all to confér.any discretionary power upon 
the Secretary of the Interior. 
requires him, in the first place, ui ; 
position and the press-work; in the next place, to | 
contract for the supply of paper; and in the third 
piace, to-contract for the binding, in conformity 
with the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act 
making appropriations for the civiland diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year 1842; i 
oryin other words, to let it-out to the. lowest bid-. 
der; to advertise it in the public papers.for thirty 
days; to receive the bids of all those who choose 
to enter into thiscompetition, and then to let it out j 
to those who will do the work for the lowest price, 


according to the specifications—the party bidding | 
and the work, the whole work— | 


j 
| 
1 
t 


to give security, 
the paper, the composition; the press-work, and 
the binding—to be subjected to such supervision 
and inspection as the honorable Secretagy may 
deem to be necessary in order to secure a full and 
faithful performance of the contract. By my pro- 
posed amendment, therefore, I banish all favorit- 
ism in the execution of the work in any and every 
form,.and put it upon the same footing as the de- 
partmental printing, except in one or two points 
which I regard as improvements, such as the sepa- 
rating of the printing and press-work from the 
parennse of the paper, and these again from the 

inding—making each department distinct; and 
then again in requiring security and inspection 
and supervision iy the execution of the work. 


There is, therefore, not to be any favoritism, The || 


work is to be done on the lowest terms, and it will 
be done, I have no doubt, in a manner which will 
be entirely satisfactory to the Departments, as well 
as to Congress and the people of the country in 
general. 

Again, Mr. President, the honorable Senator 
from Indiana saw fit to remark, that I had, as he 
presumed, greatly underrated the value of this 
work, and that I seemed to suppose that it was of 
very little. consequénce—that it was a thing to be 
printed and thrown aside, like many other docu- 
ments, as of no value. In his argument, how- 
ever, the Senator says it is a work of very great 
value—that it is to go into the records of the Gov- 
ernment, and into our colleges and the various 
States of the Union; and the honorable Senator 
saw fit to have read, at the desk of the Clerk of 
the Senate, some eulogies by some foreign writer 
(I hardly know who) on the value of this work, 
and speaking of it as being a very great improve- 
ment on any work of this character, either in this 
country or in Europe. Sir, I have not under- 
valued this work. 1 know that it is a work of 
high importance. But what, let me ask the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana, has that to do with 
printing it at the Union office? That is the ques- 
tion I wish him to answer me. What has the 
importance of the work to do with the printing 
of it at the Union office without any competitors ? 
What has that to do with the question of the pro- 
priety of conferring this work upon the political 
press of this city as a matter of favoritism? I 

edo not know but that there may be Senators 


enough to carry out such a scheme; but at all || 


events I am going to wait to hear the votes of : 
Senators announced before I will believe that they | 
will doit. But the honorable Senator stands up 

and gravely tells the Senate that this work is un- | 
disposed of-—that it is a sort of waif and estray, 
which the honorable Senator proposes we should | 
capture and deliver over to the proprietors of the | 
Union newspaper in this city. And “itis work,” | 
says the honorable Senator, that is ‘‘undisposed 
of!” And this is said, I presume, to alleviate 
‘any little irritation of conscience which there may | 
be; and I venture to say that there is a good deal | 
on all sides of this Chamber in regard to the pro- i 
priety of taking this course. 
the honorable Senator says is.“ undisposed of!” 
And why is it undisposed of? Simply because | 
we have not ordered the Secretary of the Interior i 
to print it. And if it were ordered to be printed 

then it would come under the law of 1842 which 
tells the Senator from Indiana that it shall not go 
into the Union office, or, in other words, that it 
shall not be disposed of unless they do it in this 
form. The Senate is to make this order, and 
then comes in the law of 1842 to take hold of it 

The gentleman proposes to alter this law to take | 
it out of the hands of the proper party, and to 
hand it over to my friend from Arkansas; [Mr. 
Bortanp.] He again [Mr. Borzann] replies 


\ 
On-the contrary, tt |! hi 
tolet:out the com- || a conclusion,” oe > the 
\ ‘says my honorable friend from Indiana, ‘* I guess 


It is a work which + 
‘as I understand the Senator from Connec.icut has 


| distribution of books among members, that I have 
| traveled in some degree out of the proper limits; | 
but the honorable Senator referred to it, as being |í 


j! containing a great deal of information which we | 
| distribute among the members for the purpose, as | 


that he will have nothing to do with it, and I re- | 
speéct-and honor him very much for coming to such 
He does not like the job. But, 


Lean find Senators. who would be willing to-do 
| this.” Possibly he may; ‘[do-not know but he 
| will. Perhaps the honorable. Senator from Indi- 
| ana himself will volunteer to help this most lucra- 
| tive job into the office of a certain ‘concern, ‘for 
| the welfare of which he appears. to have a pro- 

found solicitude. 2. uoe o en 
` e But,” again says the honorable Senator, 1 
ean furnish you a precedent for all this, because 
Congress has been buying books from Gales & | 
| Seaton for I don’t know how long—about a quar- 
Í ter of a century—and handing them over to them- | 
i selves.” “Very well; I can tell that honerable | 
| Senator that I have not a very exalted opinion of 
i that operation; and if he will introduce a proposi- 
tion to repeal the whole system, I will vote for his 
proposition, and restore all the books that I have 
got, to the Government. I say thata more waste- | 
ful, more prodigal, more wicked system of dis- 
bursing the public money never existed on earth 
than this system of distributing books among 
members of Congress. I do not say this with | 
|| the view of being understood as objecting to any 
| pay which members get either in the form of mile- | 
| age or per diem. Itis not because I believe that | 
they really get anything more than a fair compen- | 
sation for their services here. I know that I earn 
every dollar which I receive here; and if I have a 
trifle to carry home to keep to pay the expenses | 
of my family during the recess, I think I do very 
well. It is not because we take out of the public | 
treasury $17 to pay for a volume to give to a 
member that I object—seventeen dollars to pay | 
for that which is absolutely not worth three dol- 
‘lars. We pay hundreds of thousands of dollars | 
| out of the ‘Treasury of the United States every | 
year for whatis of no real use to us. 

A Senator, (in his seat.) Oh, move to divide | 
| the money amongst ourselves. i 
| Mr. SMITH, (laughingly:) Yes if we could | 
divide the money amgag ourselves, there would | 
be some propriety in that—some good common 
| sense in that; but for the sake of conferring some 
little miserable picayune benefit upon this member, 
or upon that one, when he newly comes to Con- 
gress—and J take my full share of responsibility 
on this matter, for I have had these books myself, 
and when they are applied for for others who have 
not received en am constrained to vote for 
| them for very shame, because I myself have had 
them—but I say, in all earnestness, that it would 
be infinitely better, if this system is to be con- 
tinued, to take this money openly and manfully 
out of the Treasury and distribute it amongst our- | 
selves, than to resort to this indirect method of, 


| 


! 
| 
| 
| 
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our duties here. But I ‘must. confess they have 
had very little effect-so.far as I-any, concerned, for 


never looked. 1- know that Congress~has pur- 
chased books, and has paid -for them a great deal 
more than they were worth; and- T hope that when 
my friend brings.up the subject as one to beimi- 
tated, he does not: propose that: we shall pay this 
enormous price of $17 per copy; for if he does, 
instead of $300,000, it will cost half a millión. of 
dollars. at the very least. E ees : 

“But. how does he know it will cost. only 
$300,000? On what basis does he make that cal- 
culation? Has the Senator told how many copies 
of this work he proposes- to have printed? and is 
it mot absolutely necessary that Congress should 
settle the question in regard to the number of 
copies before anybody can make any calculation 
on the expense of the work, or even the cost of 
composition, to say nothing about press-work ? 
Now my friend—and I certainly cherish for the 
Senator from Indiana sentiments of the very high- 
est respect; I know he is a vigilant and highly- 
valuable member of this body, and I will do him 
the justice to say here, that I know of no man 
who is’ more prompt, more energetic, and more 
determined in resisting the passage through this 
Senate of any bill which will be likely to cast a 
burden wpon the Treasury, without the-severest 
scrutiny, and wil] more insist on knowing all the 
elements of the cost—on this occasion seems to be 
prepared to go to the entire extent. of the result 
which may follow from his proposition, without 
knowing what number of copies we are to have 
printed; “and he proposes to rush, into this field at 
once, and in the dark. , i 

There appears to be something that -has dis- 
armed the usual vigilance of my friend from Indi- 
ana, for he says the Secretary tells him this 
morning that he has one State done. Ido not 
know how long they have been in arriving at that 

oint of consummation; and when the remaining 
tates are to becompleted, I do not know. 

Sir, I know that Congress has been in the habit 
of buying books; and I know that we provide for 
the publication of our debates—to what. profit I 
will not undertake to say, or with what utility to 
thecountry. We paid at the last Congress $7 50 
per column for the publication of our speeches in 
the Intelligencer, and $7 50 to the Union. The 
Intelligencer could not live by it, and has there- 
fore gone out of the business. But the Union 
continues to prosecute the work, and I hope will 
prosecute it with success, As it is very important, 
or is supposed to be very important, that our de- 
bates should be published in full, if $7 50 is not 
a sufficient compensation to the ‘ Union,” I am 
willing to add to it, particularly as we are now 
relieved from the expense of publishing them in 


| Increasing theremuneration of members in a mode 
: which is really of very little value to us one | 


| way or theother. But the honorable Senator from | 
i Indiana says that because this old and corrupt | 
| system—and I beg pardon for using the word | 
| corrupt,” for I mean nothing offensive by the! 
in which I use it—which has come down to | 
lus I do not know how long, is stil] in use, and | 
| because we are in the habit of ordering books for 
j members of Congress, and now that we have a 
| piece of departmental printing, which the honorable 
| Senator thinks will cost not more than three hun- 
| dred thousand dollars, reckoning on the basis of | 
| six dollars per volume as the cost of the Archives, | 
| whereas that cost was no less than seventeen dol- | 
i lars a volume; and because: 
| My. BRIGHT. I desire to correct the Senator, | 
| I did not use the word +° corrupt,” nor did I say ; 
| anything against the system of printing books. T| 
| have never voted for books; I have always voted : 
against the practice, though I have taken them, 
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| also. 


Mr. SMITH. I am sensible, in speaking of the | 


some justification of this extraordinary measure. 
I think I am in order to denounce this system as | 
an abuse. But after all, what is it but buying | 
books? It is not Congressional printing, it is not 
departmental printing; it is buying certain books, 


we suppose, of enabling us the better to discharge | 


the “Intelligencer.” But what*has that to do 
with the question before us? What if we do hire 
the Union to print our debates, what if we do not 
open the printing of our debates to competition? 
This is a matter relating to departmental printing; 
and I say that the very moment we determine 
upon the number of copies to be printed, aad order 
the Secretary of the Interior to print the work, it 
comes under the operation of existing laws, and is 
disposed of. i 

But, Mr. President, after having addressed the 
Senate, perhaps at an unreasonable length, yester- 
day, upon this subject, I dé not deem it right that 
I should trespass further upon the time and-atten- 
tion of this body; and I have to express my thanks 
for the patience and attention that has beenshown 
in listening to me. 

Mr. HALE. I wantto say a word or two upon 
this subject, though I enter upon it with great re- 
uctance, and, if the Senate will excuse me, with 
great diffidence, [laughter] because, sir, we have 
been entertained, of late, with such lofty subjects, 
the safety of the Urfon, the spirit of the age, prog- 
tess, manifest destiny, national intervention, the 
Magyar race, &c., that it is a great effort to clip 
the wings of a man’s imagination and come down 

o a printing office, and deal in such a common- 
place subject as the mere printing of these Census 
returns willbe. Butit isa part of what we are 
bound to do, and we must do it. I apprehend 
that a great mistake has arisen from the fact that 
we are endeavoring to be a little more pure, a lit- 
tle more patriotic than our poor human nature 
will allow us to be. And here is an opportunity 
offered to us-~I mean, to us Democrats—to do a 


there are many volumes of them into. which Ihave _ 
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great public benefit to the country, and a litle pri- f 
vate benefit to a party at the same time; and that | 
a great good and a smali good can be effected at 
ence. We had better not shut our ‘eye8 to the | 
existing realities about us, and to strain them at 
some great national object that does not exist. 
We had better look close at hard. We have a 
country first, and the country has got a Whigand 
a Democratic party init. We cannot get along} 
without them; and the next thing to be looked at | 
is, that the party cannot get along without an 
organ. Who ever heard of a party without an 
organ? But the countryman, who never saw an 
organ, and sees for the first time.the man who is 
performing upon one, comes to the conclusion that 
the man who is touching the keys is the only one 
employed in making the music. He does not 
know that there is a boy behind, who blows 
the bellows. [Laughter.] What sort of an 
organ would it he without somebody behind? | 
This bill is the boy that blows the bellows; this | 
is the wind that fills the pipes; the keys are to be | 
played elsewhere. All that the public ordinarily | 
Sees, is the man; the bellows boy is behind. The | 
bellows boy in this case has to sit behind and— 
*raise the wind,” as a friend near me suggests. | 
Now, it seems to me, it is a little ungenerous in || 
the Whigs—standing on a high moral platform— 
I now stand on a high platform, I can look down | 
upon and talk to both parties—I say it seems to 
me a little ungenerous in the Whigs who, accord- 
ing to the authority which the honorable Senator 
from Indiana has adduced, have had bellows 
blowers for a long time, and their keys have been } 
touched, for Whig organs will not go without bel- 
lows blowing any more than Democratic organs— 
I say it is a little hard, when they have had their 
bellows blowed so long, that they are not willing 
to have these new performers have the benefit ofa 
little wind. ` Donelson & Armstrong cannot touch 
the keys without this blowing, and I am willing to | 
give a liberal quantity of wind; I am willing to | 
give anything not very extravagant; and I hope, 
if we do this, as we certainly shall—for we all | 
know where the majority is—we are a majority ! 
here, sir, I mean we, the Democrats, and we are 
going to have a broad platform, broad enough for | 
allconservativesand republicans tostand upon, both | 
North and South—being in a decided majority, we 
shall carry this measure in one way or another. 
There is no doubt about it, for human nature is 
as human now as it ever has been, and it! 
will continue to be the same, at least till after the | 
next presidential election. Well, I hope, looking | 
to the future, that after we have been so liberal, | 
our liberality will continue, for there is another į 
party, a very small party, I mean now the Free- | 

oil party—and they, too, want wind. They only 
publish a weekly paper now, but by and by, as | 
the party is progressing, they may have a daily 
organ; and if they do, their organ cannot go any | 
more than yours can without wind. And I hope | 
those whose organs have been so long making 
such sweet music, the public all the while blowing 
the bellows, will show some magnanimity to them 
when they come forward with their very modest 
request to raise a little wind. Now this, I think, 
is the real, sober, matter of fact view of the case. 
That is to say, this is what we will talk over be- 
tween ourselves. I hope. the reporters will not 
print this, because this 1s not for the public; it is 
for us. Our organs want wind; we have the 
means to give it to them, and we will give 
it to them. I know that this will be a favor 
to these gentlemen, I know that if I were in 
power—but I forgot, I am of the Democratic 
party, [laughters] but_if 1 were differently situ- 
ated, 1 would go for giving ta my friends in pref- 
erence to those who are opposed to us. Now, as 


| and not any more. 


! at once. 


And Lhope we will not forget to reward—not to 
reward, but do a patriotic act to those coming on 
the stage: Tam perfectly satisfied that a majority | 
of this Senate will give this patronage to their 
friends. - It would be strange if they did not. I} 
think if my friend from Connecticut (Mr. Smiri] | 
was in power, he would do the same thing; if he | 
would not, he would. not live up to that reputa- | 
tion he has acquired, for his reputation has been | 
that he will stand by his friends. No man need 
blush for that.. I hope my friends will stand by | 
me, I have not a great many here, sir; but 1: 
hope what few I have will stand by me. | 

i 

| 


t 


Now let us have done with this matter. 
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I trust 


being so, I can assure the honorable gentlemen 
from Connecticut and Indiana, that I do not im- ; 
peach their motives in the least. I believe there | 
is a good deal of human nature in mankind gen- 
erally, and as much of it in these honorable Sena- | 
tors as there is in high-minded men everywhere, | 
And I believe that manifest |! 
destiny points to this manner of doing this print- | 
ing. Let us bow to manifest destiny, and let us :| 
not spend a great deal more time in discussing | 
this question. I hope I have given a rational i| 
view of this subject—one that will commend itself 1| 
to the mind of every Senator, and that we shall | 
be disposed to come to a decision of this question | 
i 
Mr. DAWSON. Before the question is taken || 
I desire to say a few words on the subject. The || 
resolution and amendment both contemplate the | 
printing of the census returns, and it is a question | 
of judgment submitted to this body which is the | 
best plan, and which will carry out the object of 
the Senate, and be most advantageous to the coun- || 
try. That is the question on which we are to || 
divide, and I am sure, for one, that party con- | 
siderations will not influence the votes of the 
majority of this body. The resolution of the Sen- | 
ator from Indiana proposes that this printing shall | 
be let out by the Committee on Printing of this | 
body, and designates that a contract shall be made ! 
with persons therein named. Now I object to | 
this course, for the reason that it excludes all | 
competition, and places the publication of an im- |} 
portant work in the hands of a mere newspaper | 
establishment—not a bookbinding or book printing į 
establishment at all. i 
It is said that there is a precedent for this. That |i 
is very true. Both parties in Congress at different | 
times have probably pursued this course; but the j) 
question at present is, has there ever been, since 
this Government commenced, one single proposi- | 
tion for printing for the benefit of the country 
involving so large an amount? What is the ques- ; 
tion? It is in truth an appropriation of from three 
hundred thousand to five hundred thousandddol- 
lars of the public money to execute this printing. | 
“The Senator from Indiana puts down this work 
at six dollars per volume, and makes it to consist į 
of two volumes, thus making twélve dollars for : 
the set; and he limits the number to twenty-five į 
thousand volumes, which makes the sum of three | 
hundred thousand dollars. Now, sir, if Senators | 
will only reflect for a moment, F think they will | 
soon perceive that the Senator from Indiana has ; 
not given us more than half the estimate of what | 
this work will actually cost. Look at all the his- | 


i 
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this is the natural and common-sense view of the 
subject—the view we all take of it, the view that h 
everybody has taken since the fall of Adam— |! 
do not mean of Adams—aset is the proper view, | 
why not come up to it at once? I presume that | 
Donelson & Armstrong are highly respectable | 
gentlemen; I do not know them. And I hope ij 
there will be a provision, or that the committee | 
will arrange the matter so that what we do for the ; 
Union now will not prejudice Mr. Ritchie’s | 
claims, because he said that he played and fur- 
nished the wind. I hope then this will not preju- | 


«Let others hail the rising sun— 


| will run up to six hundred thousand 


tory of the past, and all the precedents that can: 
be cited, the patent reports and others, and see i! 
whether this is not the case. This document will | 
be admitted to be a vastly more important publi- | 
cation than any we have ever ordered. Suppose, | 
now, that we should print fifty thousand copies— | 
and a friend on whose judgment I can rely, sup- ' 
poses we shall need that number—then the amount ; 


dollars. i 

Now, what is it that we want? We want a: 
book published in the best and cheapest style; and | 
the question is, what plan shall we adopt to effect | 
this? I maintain, Mr. President, and I think I: 
can show it satisfactorily, that the. plan proposed | 


f i 

dice his claim, but that we shall remember him. | 
i 
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T bow to him whose race is ran,” 


by the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
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| Connecticut {Mr. Smiri] is the proper plan, An 
i what is that plan? Itis that the work shall. belet. 


n of this work will be commence: 


out under contract by the Secretary of the Interior: 
And why is it proper that’ the: Secretary ‘ofthe 
Interior should have something to-do with this 
work? Has not the Census been taken under 
law, through that department'of the Government? 
Is not the Superintendent of the Census, the head: 
of that bureau, subject to the Government of the’ 
country? Certainly. Who knows’ most about 
the plan of this work, or about the wa in which 
the compendium has been formed, or:how it should 
be printed, so as best to carry out the intentions of 
Congress, as perfected in and through the Interior: 
Department, as the Secretary of the Interior? And: 
is it not well known to this body that the printing’ 
c s before the work 
itselfis completed in the office of theSecretary of. the 
Interior? It seems to me that, in a matter involv- 
ing so many figures—for I believe the work will 
consist pretty. much. of figures, except merely a 
few words of introduction to each State—with this: 
exception, all the rest are statistics,—I say, that ia 
a matter where there are so many figures, there 
must be liability to very many errors... And how 
are those errors to be avoided or ¢orrected except 
by those who superintend the publication? And 
who can better superintend the publication than 
the head of the Census Bureau, or Superintendent 
of the Census, under the direction of the Secretary . 
of the Interior? Sir, itis clear that no one can do 
it so wellas he. : f 
And here permit me to throw out a suggestion | 
for the consideration of both sides of this House, 
whether they be Democrats or Whigs. What 
would be the suggestion which would’ be made in 
relation to this resolution, if we were to pass it 
just on the eve of a presidential election ? ould 
it not be said that through the agency of party 
power, we had made an appropriation of public 
money to sustain an organ at the expense of the 
Government? I do not make any such charge; 
but it is our duty so to legislate as to prevent the 
public mind from entertaining the belief that we 
are influenced here by improper motives, Now, 
how can this best be done? hy, sir, by doing 
that which is right—by doing our duty, and then 
endeavoring to satisfy the country that what we 
have done is right. “And I submit it to: you, and 
to every Senator on this floor, if we as mndividu- 
als had the contract to Jet out, having to pay from 
three to five hundred thousand dollars, whether ` 
we would not do it under special contract, and let 
it out to the lowest bidder, first giving him the 
means of ascertaining the terms we proposed, and 
the character of the work which we desired to 
have done? We should certainly do this. "We 
would feel ourselves bound to employ those per- 
sons whom we believed would. do the work best, - 
and at the cheapest rate. And who, sir; under- 
stands this matter best? and who should: be our 
agent? Not the Committee on Printing’ of the 


i| Senate, for their chairman refuses to undertake 


the great and important work of making a contract 
by which from three to five hundred thousand 
dollars are to be expended. Why does he refuse? 
Because, he says, that he is not competent; that 
it is not in the line of his usual vocation; that he 
has not the requisite judgment to protect: the 
country through his instrumentality from prob- 
able imposition or from a bad contract. This is 
honest and correct on his part. ; 

Where then can we next best go to? “Wego 
to the head of the Interior Department... And who 
is the head of that Department? “And what are 
his qualifications for this business? Weall know 
that so far as printing is concerned, he is an in- 
dividual who fas more printing to be done than 
any other of the Secretaries in the various depart- 
menis of this Government. And has not the 

rinting of these various departments for years 

een done under contracts made by the gentlemen 
at the head of these various departments? Cer- 
tainly it has. And has not that printing been sat- 
isfactory? Ilave we ever heard of any complaints 
similar to those which we have heard in reference 
to the printing of the Senate? No, sir; not aby- 
Wh then do we say “We will not trust you?” 
Why take it from him? Is he not as competent 
as the committee of this House? And will he not 
be more competent when he can say to the world, 
s: Flere is acontract which will involve the expendi- 
ture of five hundred thousand dollars; I require 
these census returns to be published according 
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di size of a certain book, on such and 
and the binding to be done in such 
and such a mannerand-who is the public printer ;??4 
from Appleton, of: Boston, to Harpers; of New 
York, who. will undertake. this work,.and do it: 
cheapest, according to the plan proposed bythe | 
Secretary. of thé ‘Interior? Are we to suppose 
that he will:propose.a plan for the work not dura- 
blein its character, and advantageous to the coun- 
try? Not atal: Then ‘by this means we have 
competition, and ` competion regulates prices. 
Competition brings down labor to the mere point | 
where it can make support, and it is our duty to 
make itso. Now, lask, is the Union office to be 
deprived of the same privilege, or the Intelligencer 
or-any book-binding establishment in the United 
States?” No. They comein competition; and if 
they have the material, arid the time, and the | 
proper capacity to execute the work, there is the | 
public announcement; putin your bid, and if you 
are the lowest biddér you will get it. By this mode 
you will not exclude the Globé or the Republic, 
or any other office. And why then give it exclu- 
sively to the Union? Is it because they can do it 
better than any other? Not at all. ‘They may 
do it equally as well. The only objection I have to 
the resolution is, that by it you confine the print- 
ing to certain individuals, and deprive the country | 
of the benefit of competition. i 
- Mr. President, it is said that our work has 
been badly done. In some instances, I admit this | 
may be so, but to make this declaration with re- | 
spect to all of it, is unjust towards that old gentle- | 
man who formerly did our printing. I speak of : 
Mr. Ritchie. To say that his work, so far as the 
Finting is concerned, was not done honestly, and 


to the plan 
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States. a right. to judgé. whether. they could bid 
lower than another or.not. In disposing of the 
public. work, where printing: is involved, it is a 
right that belongs to’ ats printing establishment 
to have the liberty of making-a proposition to do 
it... lt is contrary to the principles of our Govern- 
ment to confine our contracts to particular persons, 
to, the exclusion. of others: equally. competent to 
perform the- work We should obserye an equal- 
ity, sir and base our action upon such a ground 
that every man in. the community who desires; 
may compete for the contract. F submit to the 
Senate and’ the country whether either party, I 
care not which, that pursues the course proposed 
by the resolution of the Senator from Indiana, is 
not confining itself down to terms inconsistent 


right of other citizens of the country. What! if I 
am a printer in the city.of Washington, and the 
Union office is also a printing establishment here, 
shall I be. excluded from the right of competing. 
with it for the publie printing upon any principle 
that we can adopt? Upon what principle would 
itbe? The Senator from New Hampshire rather 
ironically presented a state of things here which 
I do not pretend to stand upon—that it grows out 
of party considerations. [I cannot believe that—I 
ought not to believe it. But if these charges go 
forth to the country against the character of this 
body, should we not avoid giving any foundation 
i for them? And how can we avoid it? By pursu- 
ing a proper and consistent course on this subject. 
Let your printing go where it ought to go. This 
is an emanation from the Department of the Inte- 
rior. There is a responsible man there deeply in- 
terested in the proper publication of this work. 


m good faith, is not true. The printing by Mr. | 
Hamilton has. been better than for many years | 
preceding, and. the paper has been honestly sup- | 


plied, and all the material has been suchas shows | 


durability and clearness upon its face. | 
Mr. BORLAND. I wish to inquire of the 
Senator from Georgia, if I undentiood him to say | 
that the printing has been done according to con- | 
tract. 
Mr. DAWSON. Not at all. 
Mr. BORLAND. It is my duty to say that | 


L have most carefully examined both the printing |; 


and the paper, weighing the paper with a pair of | 
scales, prepared expressly for that purpose, and I 

` find it to fail short, at least twenty-five per cent., 
of what the contract requires. 

Mr. DAWSON. Iam not speaking about the 
contract; I maintain, though, that the paper and 
printing are both clear, and to my eye very 
good. 

But it is alleged, on the one side, that you have 
failed in all the special contracts which you have 
made; and on the other, that all the contracts 
which you have made by letting out the work to 
the lowest bidder have been a total failure. I will 
ask of the Senate, where is the special contract, 
which was made with the lowest bidder according | 
to the terms specified, that has not been conformed 
toand the printing well done for the Senate of the | 
United States? Is it your “Blue Book?’? Is it ; 
Schooleraft’s publication in relation to the abori- | 
gines of this country ? They have come up to the $ 
public expectation. ‘They have come up to the | 
contract. And, bestdes, if you let the work out to | 
the lowest bidder, upon terms specified and agreed | 
on, and the bidder fails to discharge his duty, || 


l 
Í 
| 


whatare your courts of justiceintended for? What |) 


is the judgment of your body? You have the| 
power of appropriation; and if there be a failure 


power to stop the appropriation for it, and also to 
sue the violator of the contract and recover dam- 


i} already employed by contract to do the 


| their having the exclusive right to it. 


to comply with the contract, you have it in your || 


He superintended the taking of the census. His 
reputation is involved in it. Weare now about 
to adopt much in that work which was never 
authorized by law; for in the act authorizing 
the census to be taken nothing is said about 


i| ascertaining when the States were settled, when 


the counties were formed, or making any histori- 
eal or geological representations of the various 
‘States in the Union. That was never contem- 
plated. But itis allin the returns. They contain 
i that valuable information all of which we are to 
adopt. Who is the author of that? Congress 
did not authorize it to be obtained. The Superin- 
| tendent of the Census, through his labor, has 
| brought all that into the census returns. It is his 
| preduction; and is it not just to him, if you adopt 
that as a part of your census returns, that he at 
least should have the superintendence of the pub- 
lication, so that he may correct any errors which 
might creep into it. When you passed the law 
authorizing the census te be taken, you said that 
the printing of this work should be reserved to 
Congress’ And why? To keep it out of the 
public printer’s hands—the printer that you had 
ongres- 
sional printing. And why did you do that? In| 
order that it might be printed in a style to accord 
with your views and wishes. Now, Congress 


|s 


| can prescribe the manner and style of publication, 


and direct the Secretary of the Interior to attend 
to it, or we can direct him to prescribe the manner 
in which it should be done, and he can have it 
done. 

Mr. President, I have very little interest in this. 
matter as to the amount of appropriation. Ihave 
an interest, though, in protecting this body from 
unjust insinuations. J have no objection to the 
Union office having this printing. But 1 object to 


that Rives, or Gales & Seaton, and everybody 
| else, should have the same privilege. No party 
| considerations govern mein this matter. None at 


ages. Why, sir, has it come to thisthat there is || all. I stand independent of all influence of that 


such a want of. confidence in the contractors with ii kind. 


We do not know how the papers will be 


this Government that we should look necessarily į divided in the presidential canvass. 1t was said 


for a failure, and that we should make a contract |! 


for an amount above what we could procure it for j 
from other individuals, merely to avoid the conse- i: 
quences of the failure on the part of contractors to H 
conform to their contracts? His unjust to argue i 
thus. The presumption is, that every man who |! 
enters into a contract is honest and will honestly i 
conform to it. ii 

I stated that I preferred the amendment of the |! 
Senator from Connecticut; and why? Because it f 
would permit competition to enter into the dispo- 
sition of this contract; because it would give toall | 
connected with thé printing interest of the United |i 


i 


by the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Haxz,] that human nature will be the same at 
least until after the next presidential election. 
What does that mean? Ht means that we are 
acting on party purposes; that we are laying down 
party positions, and making contracts merely to 


| subserve party considerations, and not the inter- 


ests of the country. I say it is our duty to avoid 


į that; and the only way to avoid it is to accept the 


amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. SMITH. There is a blank in the amend- 
ment which is to be filled. I move to fill it with 
iwelve thousand. i 


with the public interest, and in violation of the j! 


Í maintain |! 


‘are now in use or 


` Mr. BADGER. 
thousand. N 

The PRESIDENT. The question will be first, 
on the motion of the Senator from North Carolina 
to fill the blank. with fifty thousand. .. 

When a division was called for— 

Mr. BADGER said: As gentlemen seem to be 
startled at the idea of fifty thousand copies, 1 wili 
change my motion to twenty-five thousand copies. 
The “twelve thousand proposed’ by the Senator 
| from Connecticut will be entirely too inadequate. 
| Tt will only involve the necessity of Congress pub- 
| lishing a future édition of the work with increase 
expense. l 

Mr. PEARCE. Do 
| of a compendium or of the original returns? 

Mr.SMITH. The original returns as arranged 
in the Census Office. Itis the Jarge work. 

Mr. BADGER. I did not know that. 

Mr. PEARCE. The number is entirely too 
large. Í think one-fourth of the quantity will be 
: entirely adequate. 

Mr. BADGER. I thought it related to the 
compendium; but as it relates to the original re- 
turns, L withdraw my motion, - 

Mr. BORLAND.” I think the whole proceed- 
ing, now proposed, embracing the original resolu- 
tion, as well as the amendments under considera- 
tion, is irregular and premature. The act of the 
last Congress, commonly called the Census Bill, 
: in reference to the results of which it is now pro- 
posed we shall act, requires, by express provision, 
| that after the information had been. collected by 
| the marshals, and forwarded to Washington, the 
Superintendent of Census should digest and pre- 
i pare a plan for its publication, and lay it before 
| Congress at this session; and further, that the print- 
ing of the information thus obtained, prepared, and 
| laid before us, should then be done, as Congress 
should direct. Now, sir, I ask, has ‘this duty of 
- the Suprintendent of Census been performed? Has 
the information required by the law, and in the 
form required, been laid before us?’ If so, where 
_ is it—who has seen it—who can tell us anything 
! about it? Whatare we to print? Shall it be the 
i whole mass of matter, in the crudeand undigested 
state in which it was received from the deputy 
marshals, that has been received by the Superin- 


I move to fill it with fifty 


how much of it, and what part of it? Itseemsto 
me that every one must perceive that, before we 
undertake to dispose of this matter, it is indispens- 
able that we shall know what it is; thatis, we 
| must know what, and how much, we intend to 
| print, before we can print it; or, what is the same 
! thing, contract for it, as proposed in the resolution. 
With all the information before the. Senate, or the 
| committee, which could possibly be. obtained, it 
| would be very difficult to make the estimates to 
| insure an intelligent and practicable contract, 
Without any information at all, as to the charac- 
ter and quantity of the work, as. we now are, it 
| would be impossible. No one can tellus, except 
iby vague and unreliable guesses, whether the 
work, when printed, will make one volume, or 
twenty volumes. But all the information I have 
mentioned, the law actually requires we shall have 
| before we proceed further. I think every consid- 
eration of duty and of policy demands that we 
should conform to the requirements of the law. 
At the suggestion of a friend near me, I ask for 
ithe reading of the amendment proposed by the 
| Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Sauri.] 
The amendment was read. 
Mr. BRIGHT. The original law which was 
| introduced at the first session of the Thirty-first 
Congress. directing the taking of the Seventh Cen- 
sus, constituted the Secretary of State and Attor- 


| ney General a Census Board. They were directed 


by the terms of the law to agree upon the statistics 


| and enumerations of the inhabitants of the United 


States which were to be. taken. The forms that 
hgye been used were adopted. 
The census, the enumeration, and statistics were 
collected in pursuance of thatlaw. The Superin- 
tendent of the Census Bureau has prepared at the 
head of each State, what is called a historical 
‘account of the State. A description of the coun- 
| ties, of their political organization, resources, &e. 

jis also given. I understand some Senators. to 
object to the printing of so much of that collection 
as relates to the counties. The resolution which 
I have offered, places it in the power of the com- 


mittee to say whether it shall be printed or not. 


es this refer to the printing. 


` 


tendent of Census? Or;if not the whole, then . 


1852. 


AL GLOBE. 


I do not see how the Senate can decide that. I| 


have proposed to refer it to the committee, inferring 
that they are the judges as to what should be 
printed in this case, as they have been in all other 
cases of printing—for wher we introduce a bill or 
report, I believe, under the rule, it goes to that 


committee, and, they have the power to decide |} 


whether it shall be printed or not, or at least to 
act upon it. and recommend to the Senate what 
should.be done. And I have known of no case 
where their report was overruled. ee 

Mr. BORLAND. It has been done frequently. 

Mr. BRIGHT. At any rate, the original reso- 
lution contemplates the reference of this matter to 
that committee, and they are to decide what shall 
be printed, and upon what terms it shall be done. 
I shall not address myself to the amendment of 
the Senator from Connecticut, for the reason that 
I have no idea that it can be adopted. I think, 
however, that twenty-five thousand is an ample 
number; but that is a matter not provided for by 
my resolution. The committee can decide upon 
that and report. to the Senate. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator from Indiana 
{Mr. Brrcur] has fallen (inadvertently, I have 
no doubt) into a mistake upon two points: 

Ist. He has, I think, misapprehended the pre- 
liminary census bill as to the functions and duties 
of the Census Board created by it. He proceeds 
upon the supposition that the powers of that 
Board were plenary, and its action final, in adopt- 
ing the plan for taking the Seventh Census. In 


this he is mistaken. It was made the duty of || 


that Board to*prepare a plan, embracing schedules, 
for the use of the marshals in taking the census. 
That was the extent of its powers; and its action, 
even to that limited extent, was not final. It was 
required to report to this body what it had done. 
That report was made, and we all remember what 
was then done. A census committee was then 
appointed, to whom the report of the Census 
Board was referred. The plan proposed by the 
Board was revised, and materially modified by 
the committee. And the revision and modifica- 
tion did not stop there; but when the committee 
reported to the Senate, a protracted discussion 
was had—the whole subject was examined, per- 
haps more thoroughly and critically than any 
other subject has ever been examined here ; 
many days, indeed my memory is that several 
weeks, were occupied with it. Many, and in 
some respects radical, changes were made. In 
the schedules, whole columns were stricken out 
and others were added; and in several instan- 
ces, I think, the captions were so altered as to 
give an entirely new character to the informa- 
tion to be collected. ‘When we had done with it, 
in this respect, and adopted a general plan, which 
may be called a new plan, of our own, upon the 
basis, I admit, of those furnished us by the Board 
and committee, but materially differing from both, 
sve were so careful to guard the consummation of 
a work to which we attached so much importance 
and upon which we had bestowed so much labor, 
that we would not agree that its results should be 
printed and published until it should again under- 
go our serutiny and revision. For this final seru- 
üny and revision, we provided in the census bill, 
proper, passed at the conclusion of that careful 
and extended discussion, by requiring that the 
Superintendent of Census, afier the information 
should have been collected, under the law and 
according to the plan we had adopted, should 
classify and arrange that information and lay it 
before us with a. plan for its publication at this 


essi f Congress. The dgty of thus classify- || 
Ge and ? 4 er || in an unofficial form that had been worked out by | 


a number of individuals who had been employed |; 
‘upon that subject. The 
i | 
| of very great value. They were of very. great | 


ing and arranging the information collected under 
the census bill, and of laying it, together with a 
lan for its publication, before us, has not yet 
een performed. Until that shall have been done, 
we have nothing to act upon for the purpose of 
printing. There is nothing to print. 
əd. The Senator is equall¥ mistaken as to the 
fanctions and powers of the Committee on Print- 
ing, The powers of that committee, like those of 
all our other committees, are properly limited to 


| of corrections made by the Senate that the census 
has been taken and prepared, and it is now ready 


| throw out to the public the enormous and crude 
| mass of matter made up of all the returns of all the 


i tion before us; and it becomes our duty, after | 


quently do reject these recommendations. As a. 
general. practice, I admit, the reports from the 
Committee on Printing are adopted; but there 
have-been many instances of rejection, and still 
more of modification. Certain it is thatthe action | 
of. the committee is, in no such case, finals : 

Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to make one remark | 
to correct the Senator from Arkansas. I was not 
mistaken in saying that the census, as taken 
under the present heads, is in conformity with | 
the directions of Congress. Iathink the Senator | 
himself is mistaken in having mistaken me. - I 
stated that the report made by the Census Board 


|! which E suppose goes into the Census Office b 
S. 


was adopted, to be sure with alterations, by! 
Congress subsequently; but the recommendations | 
made by Congress, 
Board, have been adopted and followed by the 
Superintendent of the Census. Itis in pursuance 


for delivery. The Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Davis] can correct me if I am mistaken. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Pres—— 

Mr. BORLAND. Will the Senator pérmit me 
to make a single remark ? i 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 


Mr. BORLAND. Iwill admit that the Super- | 


| intendent of the Census has followed the general | 


plan prescribed in the census bill for taking the | 
census. But in the remarks I just now made I | 
did not allude to that part of his duty; I was | 
speaking of his other duty, required by the law, | 
to classify and arrange the information collected, į 
and prepare and lay before us a plan for its publi- | 
cation. I repeat, the census bill requires this last- | 
named duty of him, and its due performance is an | 
indispensable preliminary to our action upon the | 
question of printing. e are not to print and | 


Ó 2 Saree : | 
marshals in the form in which it has been received | 
at the Census Office. Why, sir, if we were so | 
unwise as to undertake such a work as that, it | 


and cents, and equally difficult, perhaps, to find | 
room in the Capitol for the books after they were | 
printed. I feel quite sure this Chamber is not} 


course alike for the Superintendent of 
and for us, is plainl 
out by the law: He shall classify and arrange the 


ensus | 
and imperatively marked į 


| information, and then lay his plan for its publica- , 


i 


adopting, modifying, or substituting that plan, to | 


; mistake about it. 


| the tables were finally sant up mainly and chiefly | 
| by the committee. 


In the j; 


order the printing in accordance with the plan | 


|! agreed upon. Any plan to be adopted must of | 


| course embrace such a condensation and digest 


| of the whole mass of information as- to bring it 
| within a compendious and practicable compass 
| for printing. 

| Mr. DAVIS. 


the census was taken, though I apprehend that) 
both the gentlemen,-especially the Senator who į 
brings forward this resolution, are under some 
The truth is, that the Census | 
Board, as it is termed, was directed by Congress 
to make a set of tables; but when Congress as- 
sembled, no set of tables was laid before them. 
They, however, appointed a special committee to | 


correcting the report of that | 


would be difficult to estimate its cost in dollars į! 


large enough to contain them. But the proper ‘| 


| 
| 


I do not think itis very import- || 
ant to go into the history of the bill under which | 


enter upon this subject. That committee had ac- 
complished nearly all their labors before any offi- į 
cial report was made at all, and then a very large | 
portion of their work, as my friend knows, was ; 


. 1 
i incorporated into the report of this very board. | 


That is the history of those tables. They came | 


contained information | 


importance, but at the same time they were not | 
officially laid before us. It was upon them that | 
ut that is not of any im-/ 
portance. It was sufficiently discussed at the Jast 


Congress. 


ge. preparation, ‘which would be follo 
with’ the’ residue of ‘the “Sts : 
ries. . It has been so.said since ‘the sù 
been under consideration here. Well; 
quite necessary that this vast ‘mass of 


cart-loads, should be condensed ‘with great’ juc 
ment and good seise, and reduced’ to some pr 
tical ‘size, so that it can be ‘brought. into. print: 
without ineuiring any very enormous, expense ti 
do it, and into a form that will be useful’ to, t 
public. On that hangs all the value of this i 
meise undertaking of collecting statistics of pd 
ulation, &c. Ido not know to what the exper 
of all this will sum up, but T suppose it wil 
from one to two and a half millions of dollars, 
My honorable friend from Connecticutsays thatit.. 
will besomewhere between seventeen and eighteen’ 
hundred thousand dollars. I speak of the’ èx- 
pense of taking the census. I mean to say, that 
this information.is acquired by the payment of a 
vast sum of money. It is either, valuable or 
ought to be valuable. And, sir, when we are un 
dertaking to arrange this matter so as to spread it 
before the public in a form that will make it ac 
cessible, I really think we ought to understand. 
what we are about to do. Now, I would:ask the 
Senator who takes the lead in this business, wher 
is that account of the State of Maryland whi 
was proposed to be laid before us? oo 
Mr. BRIGHT. [have a copy. : 
Mr. DAVIS. Thave not seen it on my table.’ 
It has not been communicated In any form that E 
have seen. i p 
` Mr. BRIGHT. I will answerthe Senator. I 
obtained a copy only by applying at the office for 
it, for the purpose of information. I obtained it 
as a sample to show the size of the, work, and 
what would be the probable cost of it. I did not. 
bring all which relates to the State of Maryland: 
Mr. DAVIS. The Senator says hehas been’ 
favored with a part of it. We all want to sec it. 
We all desire to see the plan, to see what the Su- 
perintendent of the Census proposes to do with the 
information which has been collected. After we: 
have seen his plan and arrangement in. regard to 
Maryland, we can form sone opinion as to what 
will be the size of the work; whether the ar 
ment of the work is judicious; whether it wn 
into a form which will be most useful; ot whether 
it is capable of improvement. If itis capable of 
improvement, the improvement ought to be made, 
Gentlemen ought to have an opportunity of seeing 
it. They ought to have an opportunity of examin- 
| ing it; and when they have done that, they can act 
| understandingly on the subject, and not before, in 
| my opinion. The act itself, as has been justly 
| said by the Senator from Arkansas, (Mr. Bor- 
! LAND,] provides that such an arrangement, when 
made, should be reported to this body. . It ought 
to have been done long ago., We cannot: ac 
derstandingly upon the business until we see 
the plan of operations is—untilwe can comp) 
what is to bedone. ; e haere 
Well, it is said that the statistics of each State, 
and of each county, and for aught I know, of cache 
town, are to be preceded by å succinct history of 
the Stateand county. Now, if I do not misjudge, 
this is entirely out of place. It, does not kelong to. . 
statistics. It is no part of the object of Congres: 
to publish a history of the country. < Itis to pub- 
lish the figures with such explanations as wall 
enable the reader to understand them. Thatis all. 
And of what importance is it to’ know whether a 
county exists, when it was. first laid out, and when 
it was divided or subdivided? Of what importance 


si 


iis that? All that information can be obtained elses 


where with great éasé. It belongs to other parts 
of history. It. does not belong to statistics. 
Moreover, it is likely that by a process of that 
sort you will swell this work to a very inordinate, 
size, at a very enormous expense; for it is càr- 
ried on, as every one concedes, with an enormous, 
expenditure. Then why should we trouble our- 
selves with this? Why not bring these tables 
down to the smallest possible compass, with an 


Mr. President, I had supposed when the dis- | 


arrangement lucid in its character, and which 


making reports and recommendations. I f t r | i l Li ar 2} 
matter of oie documents to be printed, its || cussion upon this subject first commenced, when i should give the facts. That is what we want. 
action is, in no case, final. A motion to print is || this topic was first brought before the Senate, | We want a tabular statement; we want accuracy; 
1 and t | that there was in preparation—indeed, | had seen | we want a clear and succinct method of doing st; 


i 3 a, and then referred to the com- || k suc g Ibs. 
ale report from the | it announced in the newspapers that there was || and that is what we desire. We do not want his = 


i 
| 


mittee. This is followed by a e a i ae 

è ; . x i i r r: =e talistics j; tory. : 3 

m w only a recommendation |, in preparation condensation of the s es | y., . ; oe 
ial the A ie or reject at its pleas- || for me State of Maryland, which was to be laid | Į did not wish to say one word about this matter; 


before Congress as a specimen of the method of || but when Iam called on to vote without, proper : 


ure; and it is well known that they not unfre- 
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information before me, I must say- that. F feel ex-@ 
tremely embarrassed in giving my vote. I donot 
know what.I am -to vote for. Ido not see the 
plan of operations. Tam not able to comprehend: 
whatis to be the size and magnitude of the work. 
If there is anything. in the suggestion which has 
been thrown out—I trust there is‘ not, Tam not 
prepared to believe it—that there is a-purpose of 
haking ajob of this, it.will be easy to swell it out 
with historical matter, ag to towns and counties 
and States. If this is a job'to be paid for by the 
page or by the em, by arule which pays them ac- 
cording to the proportionate magnitude of the work, 
there will be an inducement to swell it out. Under 
these cireumstances, I think it very clear that we 
ought to understand at teast something about the 
‘limits of this work; something about the extent to 
which it is to run, in all human probability. If 
we have laid before us the sample of a State which 
exhibits the method complete, then we can form 
a pretty good opinion when that comes to be run 
through the whole Union. 

Mr: COOPER. Mr. President, I think it must 
strike everybody that there is great wisdom in the 
suggestions which have been made by the Senator 
from Arkansas, [Mr. BoruaNp,] and by the Sen- 

ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis.) We are 
yet in the dark, and cannot know what we are 
doing until we have a sample of what is proposed to 
be done by the Superintendent of the Census. I 
understand, from the suggestions which have been 
made, that there is. to accompany that which is, 
correctly speaking, the census, a historical ac- 
count not only of the States, but of the counties, 
and perhaps of the towns in the States. [ need 
not tell you, Mr. President, and I need not tell the 
Senate, that this must necessarily be very inaccu- 
rate, and but very little calculated to promote a 
knowledge of the condition of the country. We 
have seen gazetteers of several States, prepared by 
persons who have taken the utmost pains to ascer- 
tain the historical facts in relation to the States, 
and in relation to the counties, and yet we know 
how inaccurate all these gazetteers are, and how 
little of accurate histor they really contain. 

As has been remarked by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, it does seem to me that we are 
departing entirely from what ought to be the 
object of Congress in making an enumeration of 
the population and of those things which are prop- 
erly statistical, when we go beyond the popula- 
tion and productions of the country, to give a his- 
tory, by a gentleman competent to do the work 
which was originally intended, but, from the ex- 
tent of the one, necessarily incompetent to give 
anything like an accurate history of the various 
States, and counties and towns in the States. I 
am opposed’ to this altogether; and before I can 
vote understandingly on this subject, I must be 
informed what is proposed. When I see thechar- 
acter of the work that is to be produced, I shall be 
prepared to say what number of copies 1 will be 
ready to vote for, what number of copies I sup- 
pose may be distributed with advantage amongst 
my constituents. But until I know that, I shall 

“se voting in the dark. I therefore think this meas- 
ure should be postponed for the present, until 
there is a sample or example of the work presented 
to the two Houses*of Congress, in order that the 
may know what ‘should be stricken out, and if 
there be anything that ought to be added, what it 
should be. X 

I think that the suggestions made by the honor- 
able Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BorLaND] and 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. || 
Davis] contained much wisdom; and I hope that 
the resolution will be postponed, and that the sub- 
ject will lie over until the sample shall be furnished 
which will enable us to vote understandingly. I 


i 


| knowledge I had that the law we passed contem- 
| plated‘any suchthing. Indeed the law does not 


| power by any possible “deduction. 
| from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bropresn] suggests that 


| gentlemen with whom I am associated in the 


| such matter, unless I am directed m express 


! to act in obedience to their directions. 


knowledge I had-that ‘the Head of. our ` Census 
Bureau had, turned’ historian. It was the first 


contemplate any stich thing. It: neither contem- | 
plates such a thing,‘nor can you draw from it that 
My friend 


a twenty-four horse power might possibly draw | 
it. I doubt it very much. Ihave turned to the | 
law for the purpos® of seeing what the law was, | 
and comparing it with the thing which they have 
presented to us here for our action. The law is 
very plain and very clear. It prescribes, first, 
the duties of the marshals, and what they shall 
do; what information they shall collect and return 
to the Secretary; and then the section concludes 
by saying, “and further, as the returns are so 
made out, to cause the same to be classified and 
arranged in the best and most convenient manner } 
for use, and lay the same before Congress at the 
next session thereof.” 

Is there any power given there by which this 
Bureau was authorized to become an Historical | 
Bureau? I know not how it may be with other 
Senators here, but I should regret exceedingly to 
see any one individual, however qualified he might į 
deem himself for the task, make an attempt to 
condense the history of all the States. I know of 
no individual connected with that Bureau, with 
whom I would intrust that power, or the duty of | 
condensing the history of the State from which I 
come. Whois there there who knows intimately of 
its great and extended commerce? Who is there 
there prepared to enter into those details that we 
should deem essential in our own State, and which 
would be necessary to do justice to the State, if 
they are to be sent broadcast over this land, and 
sent to other countries? Why, it is a monstrous 
stretch of power; and it is a key which shows 
why they have had a hundred and sixty clerks 
employed in that Bureau—a number truly aston- 
ishmg—employed for the purpose of compiling the 
statistics that were returned by the marshals. 

How accurate the History of Maryland may 
be I know not. I presume it is well written, but 
I have not read it, and do not mean to express an 
opinion. [am not qualified to judge of its correct- 
ness. But I do say, that I am unwilling, as one 
of the Representatives of one of the States, to in- 
trust that power, or that duty, to these men. 
Besides that, I do not believe that it is properly 
connected with the work. Congress asked for no 
such thing in the law, and I do not believe they 
will either ask or accept of it now. Why we 
have been accused already of turning book- 
makers; and now comes the next phase, and we 
are turning historians. We are to publish the his- 
tory of the States, if this plan is to be carried out. 
And more than this, we are to publish the history 
of counties; and we will next get down to the 
history of municipal corporations. We want this 
work; and we want to make it valuable. Valu- 
able it may be made, from the information con- 
tained in the returns. 

I do not know what may be the views of other 


i 


j 


Committee on Printing; but this I do know—and 
I think it my duty frankly to express it to the 
Senate—if the duty, if the burden, is wrongfully 
placed on me, of making this contract, I say here 
in my place, that I will contract for printing no 


Jf the Senate 


-Several Senators named a-larger number 
ages. 7 me 

Mr. HAMLIN, Tam not very teady in figures, 
but gentlemen can easily calculate it by multiplying 
twenty-one by thirty-one. ` ' s 

Mr. BUTLER. What the Senator speaks of 
are only one half of the returns of the State of 
| Maryland. : i 

Mr. BAMLIN. Iam aware of that, but I 
judge from the appearance of that half that the 
concluding portion of it will be appropriate, to wil: 
| the tables which show the population, and the va- 
rious products of the industry of-the State. 

Tt might have been well, when the census was 
| first takén, to have confined it simply to an enu- 
meration of the people; but the law for taking the 
census has already been passed, and I am not, at 
least, for transcending that law: I am not for going 
beyond that. Taking the Stateof Maryland as a 
State which will average with all the States, old 
and new, large and small, we shall have a work 
which will contain some six or seven hundred 
i pages of historical matter. I saw in the outset of 
this resolution, as soon as it was presented, that it 
would meet with these various objections, and I 
i have deemed it advisable to say, that my view of 
i the subject would lead the committee, appropriate- 
| ly, to exclude all that part relating to the history 
of the States and counties from any contract.which 
they might make, and I shall so act unless the 
Senate shall express a different opinion, or other- 
wise direct. : 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, think the re- 
marks which have fallen from the honorable Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, and from other gentlemen, 
most abundantly satisfy the Senate that: this dis- 
cussion is premature, and that the resolution itself 
is premature. We really do not know what is 
the matter upon which we are now proposing to 
act. Ifthe Senate would have a little patience; if 
they would wait some two or three weeks, they 
would be furnished with a sample of the work as 
| the Superintendent of the Census proposes to have 
| it done. I understand that he has prepared the 
i returns of the State of Maryland, and that they 
are now in press, and are expected to be furnished 
to the Senate in the course of two or three weeks. 
When we get these retwns, which will furnish a 
sample of the whole work, we shall understand 
whatis his plan; and we shall not understand 
what his plan is until we get those returns. It is 
true that a brief historical sketch preceded the re- 
turns of each county. It may be true that the 
Senate may approve of the historical sketch; per- 
haps they will rejectit. If they decide to reject it 
when they receive the returns of Maryland, moth- 
| ing will be easier than to say that we disapprove 


j| of this historical sketch, and then the Superin- 


tendent of the Census may save himself the labor 
of making other historical sketches. In justice to 
į the Superintendent of the Census, I must say that 
| these historical sketches are very brief; and whether 
| useful or not, they do not seem likely to fill such 
| an enormous amount of space as the Senator from 
Maine supposes. It may not be desirable to 
publish them, but the calculation of the Superin- 
tendent of the Census is, that with all the histori- 
cal sketches and tables, the returns will not ex- 
ceed, at the utmost, two or three volumes of the 
size of the “ American Archives.” That is his 
calculation. Butif the Senate will wait two or 
į three weeks, until they get the sample which is 
| being prepared, which will show what the work 


| 
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terms by the Senate to do so. 
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i 
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any of the committees under it, into historical 
bureaus, they may do so; and it will be my duty 


T have the sample of the Census of the State of | 


repeat here that I am entirely opposed to a history |! 
gotten up in this way; for it must necessarily be || 
a mass of trash. It is utterly impossible that a || 
gentleman, however qualified’ he may be to write |; 
a history, if he had thetime necessary, can give a |; 
correct history of all the States in this Confeder- |; 
acy, and of all the counties in those States, in the |i 
short time which has transpired since the "takin 
of the census. j 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I shall 
the Senate but a very few moments. Ihave just 
had placed in my hands what purports to bea || 
part of this work, as prepared at the Census |} 
Bureau. It appears to be the census returns for | 
a part of the State of Maryland. It was the first | 


detain 


Maryland before me. The returns of the State of | 
Maryland, which are comprised in this sample, | 
make twenty-eight pages. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is only half of it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There aretwenty-eight pages 
in it, as I said; but these twenty-eight pages only 
contain one half of the returns of theState. Twenty- 
one pages of these twenty-eight—more than two 
thirds—are devoted to the historical account, to 
which [ have already alluded. If twenty-one 
pages are to be appropriated to the historical ac- 
count of each State—and Maryland, at least, may | 
be assumed to be a medium State—we would have | 
somesix orseven hundred pages of historical matter 
connected with the census returns. 


i 


i 
| 


f 


should deem it advisable to convert this body, or |: 


i 


ji 


ii 


| 
| will be if his planis adopted, they can have before 
them the information which the law contemplated. 
` This sample is the fport called for by the law. 
| When the Senate get it, they can act understand- 
| ingly. Until they do get it, they cannot act un- 
| derstandingly. I think it proper, therefore, to 
| postpone the subject for two or three weeks; and 
now move that the further consideration of this 
resolution be postponed until this day three 
weeks. 
i Mr. BUTLER. 1 was on the Census Com- 
| mitttee at the last Congress, and I desire, there- 
i fore, to say a few words now. I did not hear all 
| that was said by the Senator from Massachusetta. 
iI have no doubt he gave a fair view of the diff- 
; culties of the subject. This is an exemplification 
| of what T said at the time the census bill was be- 
i fore the Senate. T said at that time, that in my 
| deliberate judgment, theact went beyond thescope 
fof the Constitution. I say that the act under 
; which the marshals have made their returns tothe 


| 


i 


Superintendent of the “Census, brought matters | 
within the operation of the census which were 
never contemplated by the Constitution itself. I 
said then, that the Constitution provided that a | 
census should be taken. What is comprehended 
under the word ‘‘Census?’? Why, an enumera- 
tion of the population. For what purpose? ‘Fo 
enable Congress to regulate the representation of | 
the different portions of the Confederacy. Ft was | 
also intimated, perhaps, that it might legitimately 
fall within the scope of such an agency to take | 
also an estimate of property, real and personal 
To that extent I was willing to go, But the act i 
went further. It required a species of information, | 
rather to satisfy the curious than to comply with 
the strict requisitions of the Constitution. i 
This is history, it is said. It must be regarded, | 
according to my notions, as of the same kind of į 
information as that to which I have just alluded. | 
And how does it come before the Senate? We | 
supposed: that in the act which we passed for | 
taking the census, we imposed legislative sanctions, | 
by which the information there provided for should | 
alone be collected. But after the act was passed, | 
I suppose, this Superintendent of the Census, or 
somebody else, wrote to the marshals, voluntarily, 
requiring them to become historians as far as 
regards collecting certain materials of the history | 
of their own counties and districts. Who, then, | 
is to be the historian? The Superintendent him- | 
self, taking these materials and making a book of 
them? ; | 
I have heretofore regarded the office of a his- | 
torian as one of the very highest importance, re- | 
quiring a rare combination of industry, talents, | 
and judgment; and, above all, a degree of deliber- 
ation, and extreme impartiality, and honesty in 
reviewing all the incidents and materials put before 
his mind. And here we are now proposing to 
add, after what has been provided by the act, a | 
book of about fifteen hundred pages at least, com- ; 
posed of historical matter. 
I agree with my friend from Maryland that we | 
ought not to act upon this subject without Jav- | 
ing a sample before us. But if we leave it to the | 
Secretary of the Interior, to the Superintendent of | 
the Census, or to any committee of the body, we 
do so blindly, on faithy when they may do what ! 
pethaps we might reject. If we had committed | 
it to the Secretary of the Interior, and he had | 
embraced these matters, we see what an abuse it | 
If we had committed it to the | 


Y law, has not been laid before us. 


i| clearer and stronger light, by quoting another and | 


o : 

After prescribing the general duties of the Super- 
intendent for taking the Census, and receiving the 
marshal’s returns, it holds this language: - 


* And, further, as the returns are so made, to cause the | 
same to be classified and arranged in the best and most 
convenient manner for use, and lay the same before Con- 
gress at the next session thereof.” H 


Now, sir, this duty of the Superintendent has | 
not been performed—his plan, as required by the 
We have not 
the matter before us which the law requires we 
should have before we act, and without which, | 
in the very nature of things, we cannot make our 
action either sensible, practical, or useful. i 

This, if it were needed, would be placed in a | 


subsequent passage of the same section of the law, i 
providing directly and specifically for this very j 
printing. I will read it, from the Proviso, at the 
close of the section: 

«The blanks and preparatory printing for taking the Cen- 
sus shall be prepared and executed under the direction of | 
the Census Board; the other printing to be executed as 
Congress shall direct.” 

How can we execute this provision of the law 
—how direct this printing to be done, unless we 
know what, and how much is tobedone? The 
work weare now asked to have done, is not before 
us, and has never been here—indeed, it has no 
existence anywhere; for, remember, it is the 
“plan ” of publication upon which we are to act, 
and in regard to which we are to give our ‘ direc- 
tion.” Itis certainly our duty, then, I think, to | 
postpone all action upon the question until we 
have something to act upon. | 

Mr. DAVIS. If the gentleman will allow me, | 
I will recall one fact to his mind. In the original | 
Census bill, as reported by the committee, there 
was a provision for printing the census returns. | 
When the subject came to be discussed, it was į 
found that there was so much difficulty attending | 
the making of a provision by anticipation, that by | 
common consent that provision was_ stricken out 
and there was substituted for it a clause that Con- 
gress should provide for the printing of the re- 
turns. It was said ‘“ We will wait until we see 
the returns before we make any order as to print- 


ing them 2 

` Mr. BORLAND. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is correct in his recollection. Ithank him 
for thesuggestion. It was said thatas we differed | 
so much about the details of the general plan for | 
taking the census—as the Census Board, the Cen- ; 
sus Committee, and the Senate each entertained dif- 
ferent opinions on subjects whichin all their parts | 
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collected under the act not contemplated b 
Constitution, much of which ought to be stricken 
out. Ishalk vote, therefore, to postpone, with a 
very clear view of the subject in connection with 
what I had of it before. š 
Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, I desire now | 
merely to call attention to the language of the 
law, to which I have several times referred. 
First, however, J would correct the misunder- 
standing into which I find some of my friends 
have fallen, as to what I said of the manner in 
which the Superintendent of the Census has per- 
formed his duty in having the census taken. I 
was understood by some to indorse the manner in 
which he has performed that duty—to say that he 
had done so in strict conformity with the law. In 


this J was misunderstood. What I intended to | 


say—and what I think I did say—was, that I i! 


to admit, and had no reason to doubt, | 
of his duty. į 


was willin 
that he kad so performed that part 
Whether he has so performed the d 
have no means of knowing, for I have not seen 
the work. I based my admission in his favor, 
to that extent, upon the opinion—the correctness 
of which I have no reason to doubt—that he is a 
gentleman of intelligence and integrity, who would 
do his duty under the law. . 
But to the main purpose for which I rose. T 
said, and repeat, that, in my opinion, this whole | 
movement for having the printing of the census . 
undertaken at this time is premature, and not only 
not in conformity with the law, but in derogation ; 
of it. Lhold that law in my hand, and find this 
subject disposed of in the nineteenth section. | 


‘| for correct action, the matter to be acted upon, 


uty or not, I | 


| Mr. BRADBURY. 


were before us, we would, indeed, be acting un- | 
wisely to prescribe what should he done in matters | 
of which we had, and then could have no knowl- 
edge whatever. So we reserved this final action 
to future discretion, when the only proper basis 


should be fully and intelligibly before us. . Cer- 
tainly, no one, then, entertained the idea that the 
disposal of the main and most important point in 
this whole matter, that upon which the value of ! 
all the work depended, and the disposal of which | 
we so carefully guarded, was to be left to the dis- 
cretion of a single individual, no matter what 
might be his qualifications. The law which, af- 
ter protracted discussion, and the most careful re- 
vision, we then passed, reserved this final action 
to ourselves, and, in my opinion, wisely so re- 
served it. That law, also, prescribed the basis of || 
| our action—a basis which all must admit to be in- | 
| dispensable to useful action, and there I think it | 
| ought to rest, and so far as my vote will influence 
the decision, it shall rest. | 
Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. President, it is my in- | 
tention to move to lay this resolution on the table | 
to effect the object intended to be effected by the | 
Senator from Maryland, that this matter may be | 
postponed until it shall be ascertained what it is 
| we are to print. It is the opinion of the Senator | 
from Maryland, and it seems to be the opinion of | 
other gentlemen, that perhaps in two or three | 
weeks this may be effected. Now, by laying the: 
subject on the table, we will have a test question | 
on whether it shall be postponed or not—not for | 
the purpose of finally disposing of the resolution, | 
but that it may lie on the table until the informa- | 
tion referred to shall be received; and then any | 
gentleman can move to take itup. Imovetolay | 
the resolution on the table. 
If the Senator will with 


draw the motion, I will renew it. 


“Mr. ATCHISON, [withdraw it. 
_ Mi. BRADBURY. I understand 


I really think that it is magnifying the labor of 
the clerks in the Census Bureau who have under- 
taken, as a work of supererogation, to-turn histo- 
rians, that we should delay for a fortnight or three. 
weeks in order to examine their history, and: see 
whether we will imbody itin the census returns. 
For one, I am totally opposed to it, and Ido not. 
think we need any delay for that purpose. J hope, : 
therefore, that the motion, which I shall feel bound. ` 
to renew, of the honorable Senator from Missouri, 
will not prevail, but that we shall get rid of this 
subject to-night. We wish to publish the census, 
and we wish to have the printing well done. Com- 
petent men are prepared to contract, and it is pro- 
posed that a committee, in whom we can: repose 
confidence, shall contract with them, provided they 
can do it on fair terms. I see no difficulty, then, 
in the way of the. adoption of the resolution at 
once, It seems to me that we shall only magnify 
a trifling matter by attempting to postpone, our 
action toa future day. ‘Time oiek has already 
been occupied in debate on this question, We 
have seen resolutions of equal importance, involv- 
ing an equal amount of expenditure, passed almost 
without debate. I presume that every Senator has 
made up his mind, and that we can act now as well 
asatany time. The difficulty that has arisen inthe. 
minds of Senators has arisen in consequence of the 
suggestion that the Census Bureau have goné be-: 
yond the requirements of the law, and have under- 
taken to give a historical detail of the States, the 
counties in the States, and perhaps the towns. 
Inasmuch as we shall not probably desire to em- 
brace any such information in the census returns, 
I think we may as well act on the resolution now. 
According to promise, I renew the motion, of. the 
Senator from Missouri. i een 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw his motion, and I will renew it if he requests 


it. 5 ae, ena 

Mr: ATCHISON. I made the motion for the. 
purpose of getting rid of debate, but I withdraw. 
the motion to accommodate the honorable Senator 
from Indiana. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I find that this proposition is 
gard embarrassed bya collateral question which 
has réally nothing to do with it. This resolution 
is couched in very plain language. It directs the 
Committee on Printing to perform a certain duty 
—that duty is pointed out_by a previous law. A 
previous law of Congress prescribes that a cénsus 
of the inhabitants of the United States shall be 
taken in a certain way—that certain statistics shalt 
be collected under proper héads, and arranged and | 
classified. This: resolution: merely con: ales 
that the Committee on Printing be diresied to 
contract for the printing of this work. It now o9- 
pears that the Board who have been charged witi 
the duty of preparing these tables have added 
some extraneous matter. This question is em- 
barrassed by the consideration whether this extra- 
neous historical matter shall be printed. My 
impression is that Senators greatly magnify the 
amount of this printing; but I do not wish, by 
any act of mine, to seek to force gentlemen to. vote 
without having an opportunity of understanding 
the question in all its parts; and as the mover of 
the original resolution I am willing to-accépt the 
motion of the honorable Senator from Maryland 
to postpone its further consideration until this day 
three weeks, to give Senators an opportunity. of 
looking into the matter, : a 


Mr. PEARCE. 


The motion submitted by me 


~“ was to postponé the further consideration of 
resolution until this day. three weeks. +> PS 
Mr. BRIGHT. Let it. be“made the special 
order for one o’clock that day. f 
‘Mr. PEARCE. I modify my motion so.as-to 
include that. ; ae 
The motion was agreed to, and the resolution 
was. postponed and made the special order for- 
Tuesday., rebnay 3d, proximo. 
On. motion, the Senate adjourned. 


this 


‘HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
; “Tunspax; January 13, 1852." 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


On motion by Mr. DUNCAN, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files, for the purpose of trans- 
mitting to the office of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, the petition and papers in the case of Hector 
Brown. 

On motion by Mr. SIBLEY, it was 

Ordered, 'That the petition and papers of Charles Curceno 
be withdrawn fron: the files of the House and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


Mr. CLARK. I rise to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House.to suffer the call of the States 
to proceed from the point where it ceased yester- 
day. It must be well known to gentlemen that 
there are many hills and resolutions to be intro- 
duced, and they cannot be introduced by right, 
except on resolution day, which does. not occur 
again for two weeks. I trust the States will be 
called. oe 

Mr. STEPHENS; of Georgia. If the House 
will-consent to do what they did on Friday morn- 
ing—that is, allow the States to be now called for 
resolutions as they would have.been in order under 
the rules on Wednesday last, all these bills can be 
introduced. 

The SPEAKER. Is itthe pleasure of the House 

. that this course shall be taken ? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the reg- 
uler order of the day. 

On motion by Mr. CULLOM, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House, for the 
purpose of laying them before the proper Depart- 
ment, the petition and papers in the case of John 
Ditty and Joseph Hadaway. 

` {Mr. BARRERE, from ‘the Committee on En- 

rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the joint 
resolution for the transportation of the United 
States mail in California and Oregon; and it was 
then signed by the Speaker.] 

` REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriation 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1853; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MACE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of William Greer; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, and | 
made the order of the,day for to-morrow, and, with 
the report accompanying, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MACE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of J. C. 
Linn for damages for injuries sustained by the 
conduct of certain United States troops; which 
.was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

On motion by Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, 
the Committee on Commerce was discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Lewis 
H. Bates and William Lacon, asking to be indem- | 
nified for losses sustained by them in consequence 
of a legal seizure of a guatitity of iron imported by 
them, and that it be referred to the Committee of 
Claims, 

On motion by Mr. SEYMOUR, the Committee 
on Commerce was discharged from the further | 
consideration of the petition of William H. Top- 
ping, praying for compensation as clerk to take 
testimony in relation to the New York eustom- 
house, and it was referred to the Committee of 
Claims ` i 

Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, made an adverse report on the petition of 


do make suitable. provision for extending a tele- 
graph line from. Fort Independence to the Pacifics. 
which was ordered to lie.on thé table. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine, from the Committee on 
| Commerce, reported back, with an amendment and 
with a recommendation that it do pass, House 
bill No. 23, to amend an act entitled *‘ An act to 

regulate the carriage of passengers in merchant 
| vessels,?? approved February 22, 1847, and ‘ An 
act to provide for ventilating passenger vessels,” 
approved May 17, 1848; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be prinied. i 

Mr. F., also, from the same committee, reported 
the following bills, which were severally read a first 
-and second time by their titles, referred to a com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and, with the reports 
accompanying, ordered to be printed, viz: . 

A bill for the relief of Williams, Staples Wil- 
liams; and 

A bill for the relief of James Ferguson, the sur- 
viving partner of Ferguson & Milhardo. i 

On motion by Mr. WALSH, the Committee 
| on Commerce was discharged from the further 
| consideration of the petition of John McKee and 
Henry Lelf, asking for indemnity for losses sus- 
| tained by the illegal seizure of the barque “* Mary 
i Teresa;” and it was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Public 
| Lands, reported a bill further to extend the time 
| for locating Virginia military land warrants, and 
| returning surveys thereon io the General Land 
Dilie; which was read a first and second time by 
| its title. 


Mr. HALL moved that the bill be referred. to 
| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union, and that it be printed. - 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I desire to say 
| something against the bill when it comes up for 
| consideration. 

Mr. TAYLOR. That bill relates to an unsur- 
| veyed tract of country in the district which I 
have the honor to represent, and I would inquire 
if it is not in order now to have it put upon its pas- 
sage? 

| The SPEAKER. lt will be in the power of 
| the House to order that it be engrossed and read a 
| third time. 
| mitting it. 
| Mr. TAYLOR. Isitin order to submit any 
| remarks upon the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Remarks are in order upon 
| the propriety of referring the bill to the Commit- 
| tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TAYLOR. The object of that bill is to ex- 
tend the time of locating Virginia land warrants in 
the district of country commonly known as the 
Virginia military lands. The time for locating 
| those lands having expired upon the first day of 
į this month, the Virginia military land office in the 
city of Chillicothe is closed against the entering 
f of lands in that district, until such a bill as the 
| present may pass. I can see no objection to the 
| passage of the bill immediately. I will net detain 
the House many minutes upon the subject. But 
' my colleague has some objection to the bill, which 
| may be as well presented now as at any other 
į time. It is simply a question of time for locating 

these warrants, two or three years—similar bills 
having passed this House for the last eight or ten 
| years, with a view of closing that office. Itis a 
i Singular fact, that in Ohio the only unsurveyed 
lands in the State are within this military district, 
| being about eighty-five thousand acres. It is im- 
; possible to survey, locate, or appropriate them by 
|| the holders of warrants, unless we pass such a bill 
| as this. I can see no objection to extending the 
| time. Certainly the interests of the State of Ohio, 
| as every other section of the country interested in 
| these Virginia military warrants, require that this 
| office should be kept open. We have a Surveyor 
General who was appointed by President ; 
; and who keeps an office in Chillicothe, where the 
original records of the Virginia military district 
in Ohio are preserved. I do not suppose that it 
is the desire of my colleague-to shut up that office, 
and prevent the location of eighty-five thousand 
| acres óf land yet unsurveyed; and I hope the 
| House will pass the bill. “I can see no impro- 
priety in it. Congress has repeatedly had the 


The first question will be upon com- 


| 
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Wiliam D. Allen and others, praying Congress 


subject under its consideration; and so far as I 
know, no objection has been made to extending 


| 


‘where it can be full 


the time. _ L may be asked; why I wish the time 
to be extended? It. is because I wish the surveys 
to progress, that this vacant land may be entered, 
and to stimulate the holders of warrants to locate 
them speedily, so that this Virginia military dis- 
trict may be surveyed and settled. The time has 
been extended for two years at a time by. several 
acts of Congress, all of which have now expired, 
and I merely ask that it may be. again extended. 
Lask that the bill be now put upon. its passage, 
and I hope that it will pass. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There are a number of 
other gentlemen who desire to make reports from 
committees, and as this is an important bill, and 
one likely to give rise to much discussion, 1 move 
the previous question. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I hope the gentle- 
man from Illinois does not intend to force this bill 
through under the operation of the previous ques- 
tion. ae 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to send it to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
debated. 

Mr. STANTON. I have no objection tô its 
commitment. The question being taken on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question, there 
were—ayes 82, noes 6—no quorum voting. 

Mr. RICHARDSON demanded tellers; which 
were ordered, and Messrs, TayLor and Savace 
appointed. : 

Mr. TAYLOR inquired of the Chair, what 
would be the effect of the previous question? 

The SPEAKER stated that the effect would be 
to bring the House to a vote, first upon the motion 
to refer, and then—in case of the motion to refer, 
being negatived—upon the engrossment of the bill. 

The question was then taken, and it was deci- 
ded in the affirmative—ayes 120, noes not counted. 

So the previous question received a second. 

The main question was then ordered, which was 
upon the motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
oF the Whole on the state of the Union, and order 
it to be printed. 

‘The question was taken and it was decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 106, noes not counted. 


So:the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. : i 


Mr. McLANAHAN, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported back a bill “authorizing 
the payment of interest to the State of New Hamp- 
shire for advances made for the use and benefit of 
the United States. in repelling invasion and sup- 

ressing insurrection. at Indian Stream in said 

tate,” with an amendment and recommendation 
that the bill do pass. 

Mr. McL. moved that the bill be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and be-printed. 

Mr. STUART. It seems to me that that bill 
would go more appropriately to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. I move 
that it be so referred. 

Mr.McLANAHAN. The reference of asimi- 
lar bill was made last session to the Committee of 
the Whole House. This is a claim of very great 
merit, and one that should receive the action of 
the House at as early a day as possible. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania if that bill does 
not make an appropriation, and is not a general 
billto pay money to one of the States? Now, a 
bill of that kind is never treated as a private claim 
and sent to the Committee of the Whole House, 
but is sent to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, where the largest” latitude of 
debate is allowed. s 

Mr. McLANAHAN. In reply to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, I will inform the House 
that this is in the nature of a private claim, and 
that the bill and report are therefore properly ref- 
erable to the Committee of the Whole House. It 
is not a public or general claim, but it is a claim 
set up im equity and justice against the United 
States for the payment of a certain sum to the 
State of New Hampshire for military services 
rendered by her, Similar claims have been al- 
lowed to other States, and I believe that in every 
instance the reference has been to the Committee 
of the Whole House. This bill wag reported at 
the last session of Congress, but failed to be acted 
on for want of sufficient time. I think that under 
the rules, as well as the precedents, the motion 
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that I make is the legitimate and proper one, and 
I hope that it will be adopted by the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As this matter is going 
to lead to debate, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER stated that the question would 
first be taken upon the motion to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. COBB asked for the reading of the bill. 

Several Memusns objected. 

The question was then. taken, and there were— 
ayes 62, noes 48—~no quorum voting. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, demanded 


tellers; which were ordered, and Messrs. Penn | 


and WALLACE appointed. 
_ The question being again taken, it was decided 
in the negative—ayes 39, noes 19. 

So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The question recurring on the motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole House, it 
was taken and agreed to. 

So the bill was feferred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. McLANAHAN, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, reported back, with an amend- 
ment, the bil “ to change the time for holding the 
district courts of the United States in the western 
district of Virginia, and for other purposes;’’ 
which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. MEADE, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into the expediency of providing hy law for a revision and 
compilation of the laws of the United States of a general 


nature, and for imbodying ina separate volume the laws 
relating to the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported back House bill 
No. 16, ‘to regulate the publication of the laws 
of the United States, and of the public advertise- 
ments,” with a recommendation that it do not 

ass. ` 

Mr. STUART. That bill was introduced by 
a gentleman from Maine, who is confined to his 
room by indisposition. 
be taken on it until he is able to be in his seat. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid upon 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported back House bill 
No. 17, to prohibit the prosecution of claims 
against the Government by the Heads of Depart- 
ments, and Senators and Represenfatives in Con- 
gress during the terms of their respective offices, 
with an amendment as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. H. moved that the bill be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that the bill and amendment be printed; 
which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, made an adverse 


report on the petition of Mrs. Susan T. Randall, | 


widow of the late district judge of Pennsylvania, 
asking for remuneration for certain services of her 
husband, which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill to amend an act entitled “An act for 
the punishment of crime in the District of Colum- 
bia,” reported back the same with an amendment 
and a recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Theamendment proposed 
by the committee is simply to insert the words 
«cor outhouse. Iwill state to the House that as 
the law of this District now stands, there is no 
penalty attached to the burning of an outhouse, 
un 
at the time it is consumed. For 3 

ainter’s shop is burned in the District of Colum- 
ia, with whatever intention, the offence is not 
punishable under the existing law. : 

The amendment of the law proposed by this 
bill, is merely intended to embrace that case, and 


I hope that noaction will | 


less there is merchandise, grain, or hay in it, | 
For instance, if a | 


\|-The term ‘building’ relates to so many kinds 


| 
1 


! tleman will name, which will be sufficiently com- | 


to render, the willful and malicious. burning of an- 
outhouse in:which there are no goods, subject to 
the same penalty as the law attaches to the burn- 
ing of an cuthouse with goods in it. I suppose 
there is no objection to the bill, and I move, there- 
fore, that.it be put upon its passage. 

. Mr. SACKETT. Would it not. be better to 
insert, after the word 
‘sor building??? The phraseology, as it now 
stands, would not include carpenters’ shops. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I should 
suppose ‘‘ building’? would be embraced in the 
term ‘* house or outhouse ?”’ : ‘ 

Mr. SACKETT. I doubt very much whether 
that embraces every kind of outhouse. I move 
to insert after the word ‘ outhouse,” the words 
“or building.”’ 

Mr. MARSHALL. I suppose “house or out- 
house” would cover every sort of building. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary propose to insert the words ‘‘ or outhouse”? 
after the word ** house.” 

Mr. McLANAHAN. The gentleman from | 
New York [Mr. Sacxerr] wishes to introduce 
into this bill a term so indefinite in its meaning, 
and so comprehensive in its application that it can 
scarcely find a place in any law or even civil act, 


of buildings, and is so perfectly indefinite in its 
character, that a man might be indicted by it for 
burning anything in the shape of a building—any- 
thing that has been constructed, from a hen-coop 
up. The words “house,” and * outhouse,” are 
those which have a legal signification, long known 
in the common as well as the statute laws, as in- 
terpreted by the decisions of the judges of various 
States. But, as I have said, the term ‘‘ building” 
is so perfectly indefinite in its meaning and so į 
comprehensive in its character that it would be | 
impossible not to indicta man for the burning of 
any building, however petty in its character. Ii 
hope, therefore, the House will not allow the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sacxert] to be adopted. 

Mr. SACKETT.” I have no desire to alter the 
bill so as to extend it in any way beyond the in- 
tention of the committee who reported it. I was 
aware of the defect in the existing laws of the | 
District of Columbia, in relation to the burning of 
certain unoccupied buildings, and that it was ne- 
cessary. to amend those laws by extending them 
so as to cover this class of buildings that are not 
now embraced within it. But the bill as reported 
to this House, in my opinion, will not entirely re- 
move the difficulty. I think it does not cover such 
buildings as unoccupied mechanics’ shops. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I would ask the gentle- 
man ifa mechenic’s shop is not efwbraced in the 
word house??? His shop is a house, and if a 
man were found guilty of setting it on fire he 
would be convicted. 


Mr. SACKETT. I do not know what the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McLanawan] | 


may think, or what construction his legal learning 


may put upon the word “house,” but I doubt | g 


very much whether an unoccupied mechanic’s 
shop is comprehended in that term. J do not be- 
lieve it at all; and if it is intended to frame a bill 
here which shall cover that character of building 
at all, and sufficiently general in its terms to meet 
the wants of the community for whom it is to be 
framed, it must contain terms such as shall cover 
every class of building that it is necessary to pro- 
tect. 

Now I deny that the term “hause” is thus suf- 
ficiently comprehensive to embrace every class | 
which should be protected. Ii does not embrace the 
class to which I have before alluded—that of un- 
occupied mechanics’ shops—and I think such a 
building ought to be protected. Lam not tena- 
cious as to the particular word to be inserted. If 
the word “shop,” or any other which any gen- į 


prehensive to cover every class of buildings that 
need protection is more acceptable, I am satisfied. | 
H 
i 
| 


Iam not aware of the legal signification given || of, i ; 
|; priety of the amendment which has been intro- 


to the term “house” which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. McLananan] gives it. Jam 
not aware, especially, that in criminal jurispru- 
dence, laws are so construed as to embrace within 
particular terms objects other than those which 


s outhouse,” the. words | 
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“ house; are.used to designate a particular class’ 
of. buildings, and none other... If this: is- so,and 
if the commitiee intend to embrace’ the. class.of. 
buildings. to which I. have referred, then—.some 
more comprehensive term should be used. i- 

Mr. MARSHALL, .of Kentucky... J.do. not 
wish to detain the House with useless discussion 
upon this subject. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary think that every building: that should-be, 
protected will be protected by the term..““house 
or outhouse.” The bill, as originally introduced 
by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] 
was drafted by a lawyer of high standing. in: this, 
city. Fhe committee have enlarged the bill, and, 
have made io. other alteration than to. enlarge. it. 
by the addition of the words * or outhouse; and 
they supposed that the class of buildings referred 
to by the gentleman from New York (Mr. Sack- 
err] would certainly be embraced by the term 
3? and I must say that I do: 


« house or outhouse; 
not understand what sort of a building would not 
be embraced by that term. The law does not 
provide a penalty for burning a detached shop, if 
it is not connected with a house. The bill which 
ihe committee reported. expressly provides apens 
alty for the burning of that class of. buildings, 
The conclusion which the gentleman. from. New., 
York expresses upon this subject, I do not think 
is one which the authorities will, bear. out. | For. 
the purpose of terminating this discussion, how- 
ever, I call the previous question. i i 
Mr. STUART. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw that call for a moment. = 
Mr. MARSHALL. I cannot withdraw it. — . 
Mr. WALSH. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his call for the previous question. We had 
better follow the laws of Maryland upon this sub- 
sect. Ihave just procured a copy of those laws 
from the Library 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order.” : 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia. I move to 
| Jay the bill upon the table, in order that it may be 
i taken. up at some future time, when we may ex- 
amine it more fully. ; 
Mr. T. subsequently withdrew the motion... 
The question now, being upon seconding the de- 


|i mand for the previous question, 


Mr. GIDDINGS demanded tellers; which were. 
ordered, and Messrs. Wasu, and THOMPSON of 
Virginia, were appointed. f ene 

The question was then taken, and the tellers. 
reported—ayes 8)—noes not counted. Pen 
| So the previous question received a second, 
The main question was then ordered to be put, 
| which main question was upon the adoption of the 
| amendment to the amendment. 
| The question was then taken, and the amend- 
i ment of Mr. Sacxert, to insert after the words 
| “or outhouse” the words “or building,” and it 
was disagreed to. ; ee 

' The question then. recurred upon the adoption 
| of the amendment reported by the.commilttee, and 
being taken, it was agreed to, : a nee 

The question now being, ‘¢*Shall the bill be en- 
rossed and read a third time ??’™ . j 

Mr. MEADE moved to refer it to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said that, under the operation 
of the previous question—which extended to or~. 
dering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time—a motion to refer would not be in order. ` 
| The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time; and, having been engrossed, it~ 
| was read a third time. . 
| Mr. STUART asked if it would.be in order to 
| move to reconsider the vote just taken, by which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
| third time? : 


AKER said it would be in order. 
| Mr. STUART. Then I submit that motion; 
| and upon it I wish to offer a word or two. Before 
| doing so, however, I ask that the bill as amended 
; may be read. 

The bill was then read. 

Mr. STUART. I do not rise for the purpose 
of discussing the merits of this bill, nor the pro- 


duced by the Committee on the Judiciary; for 
‘unless it be printed or placed in our hands, no. 
. profitable discussion in relation to it can be carried 
| on without great difficulty. But, I rise for the. 


are particularly included in those terms. Jam not 
aware of any such construction in criminal law. | 


Upon the other hand, particular terms, such as | 


| purpose of answering the argument of members of 
| that committee. My object in moving this recon- 
| sideration, is to have this bill referred. to. the Com 
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ritittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and. 
to‘have ie printed, that gentlemen may examine it 
and beable to reach this very difficulty which these |! 

~ amendments are designed to reach. . Now, if the ii 
construction of this term ** outhouse’’ is such as 
is-ordinarily given it, certainly no gentleman will 
pretend. that it reaches the difficulty presented in 
the original bill.) The term “outhouse” is settled 
by authority. As T understand the term, ‘ out- 
house” reaches only to such buildings as are per- | 
tinent.to the ‘main’ building—-which are in the cur- 
tage... It is not an independent building. An 
independent building, occupied for a different pur- 
pose, does not, as T-understand it, come within 
that class of buildings known ag outhouses. Now 
our<judicial construction upon acts of this kind, 

-are necessarily very close. The crime of arson is | 
one of the very highest known to-our laws, and | 
the most rigid rule of construction: is therefore 
always given to acts of this character. But “ out- 
house” or ‘* house’? being terms well known to | 
criminal law, have necessarily received a settled 
and definite construction; and they do not, I repeat, 
reach such independent buildings as a shop, office, 
store, or any building of that character. I am not | 
by-any means prepared to say that this. bill does 
not reach any difficulty which it was intended to 
cover; but I am prepared to say, and from my 
knowledge of law I do say, though with deference 
to every other gentleman upon this floor, that the 
construction that is sought to be given here to the 
term “outhouse,” will be found not to be sus- | 
tained by judicial authority. But inasmuch as I | 
am at all times very much averse to occupying the 
time of this House, and especially so at this time 
when other committees. desire to report, I hope 
the House will agree to reconsider the order for 
engrossing this bill, and refer it to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and have 
it printed, so that we may all read and understand 
it, and that we may be enabled to do justice not | 
only to this District, but to the whole community, 
by so perfecting the law that it will reach every | 
offence within its contemplation. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. My object, 
and, of course, the object of every member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, is to cover by law, 
and by penal law, all classes of offences of which 
complaint has been made. It is of very little avail | 
to carry on this discussion about the term ‘“‘out- 
house.” My opinion is that every building de- 
tached from the main building, whether it is inthe 
curtilage or not, is ambiaced by the term * out- 
house.” I have had my attention drawn particu- 
larly to the matter, but I have no pride of opinion 
about it. I understand that if we reconsider the 
vote by which this bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, that it will then be 
In a condition for amendment, and I suppose the 


insertion of the word ‘shop ”? would settle the |! 


matter, and probably cover every species of build 
ing which would not be covered by the term 
“c house or outhouse.” | 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia. Would it ij 
cover a printing office? ` i 
Mr. MARSHALL. Isupposeso. I suppose || 
the term ‘house, outhouse, or shop” would |! 
cover a printivg office. I trust, however, that |! 
inasmee'h as this discussion has arisen, that the | 
Flouse will take the matter under its own charge. 
E hope the reconsideration asked for will be given, || 
and if ¢ vounpaitsied while the Commit- 
tee of th ol the state of the Union is 
yeach lit House will be ready to take |! 
, ny oat i ; t 
“F rse far the purpose of moving ji 
i ut Def iness Ì wish 
admited that some ad- 
tio is necessary for this District, in 
means for bringing criminals |! 
to puni it. ‘Lhe proposition has been referred |, 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and they have | 
given it their consideration. They have made a | 
report, which was unanimously agreed in, and | 
which was satisfactory to that committee. They | 
propose in a certain manner, and by a certain i 
method, to meet the exigency of the case; and || 
they call for certain action by this House. 
gentlemen rise here upon the spur of the moment |! 
and propose a different course. With all due | 
respect to the gentlemen who have spoken upon 
this subject, I will not say that it does not com- | 
port with my notions of a proper respect to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary, to give to this little \ 


oy 


nont 


bill, “so comparatively unimportant, a direction i 
different from that which they have unanimously 


| the gentleman, but I cannot withdraw it. 


j and, upon a division, there were—ayes 64, noes | 


i with the reports accompanying, ordered to be 


| 
; charged from the further consideration of the petition of ! 


i reported upon by different ¢ommittees to which 


| Naval Affairs were not disposed to revive the dis- 


| structed him to ask to be discharged from their || 
i farther consideration. 


port accompanying, ordered to be printed. f 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Han- f 
Now, i nah Sampson; which was read a first and second 
time by its title. 


the bill may now be put upon its passage. i 


agreed to recommend. But-for myself, I will say 
that- I have no sort of difficulty in supporting by 
my vote the proposed action of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. shall vote against the motion to 
reconsider. I now move to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. : 
> Mr, PARKER; of Pennsylvania: I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw that motion. 
Mr. TUCK. I would he giad to accommodate |} 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I appeal to |} 
the gentleman to withdraw. oe 
Mr. PARKER. I am in favor of this new di- 
rection-——— ; $ 
Mr. TUCK. The gentleman misunderstood me. | 
T declined to withdraw the motion to lay on the |} 
table. | 
The SPEAKER. Then no further debate can || 
be entertained. | 
The question was then taken, and the motion to | 
reconsider was laid upon the table. | 
l 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, called for the | 
previous question upon the passage of the bill; | 


36—no quorum voting, 

Mr. M. demanded tellers; which were ordered, 
and Messrs. Harris, of Tennessee, and VENABLE 
were appointed. ` 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes'84, noes not counted. 

So the previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put; which | 
main question was upon the passage of the bill. ` | 

The question was put and the bill was passed. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported the following bills, which were sev- | 
erally read a first and second time by their titles, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and made the order of the day for to-morrow; and, 


— 


printed: 

A bill for the relief of the executors and heirs 
of John Fletcher; and 

A bill for the relief of James Lewis. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. _I wish to ask if the morning 
hour has not expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I move, then, that we pro- | 
ceed to the orders of the day. ! 

The question was then taken, and it was not | 
agreed to. 2 : | 

The SPEAKER. Reports of committees are |} 
still in order. i! 
_ On motion by Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, ' 
it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- | 


Soln G. Wilkinson, praying compensation for his services | 
as Navy Pension Agent for the years 1836, 1837, and partof | 
the year 1838; and also of the petition of Charles Reeder, 
praying compensation for services asa member of the Board 
of Examiners, to make experimental! trials of inventions and | 
plans to preventthe explosion of steam-boilers; and that 

they do lie npon the table. i 


Mr. S. remarked, that the two several petitions | 


above referred to had been heretofore favorably | 


1j 
H| 


they had been referred, but that the House had 
decided against them; and that the Committee on 


cussion of these matters, and therefore had in- 


Ji 


Mr. S., from the same committee, also reported 
a bill for the relief of J. G. Pendergrast, a com- | 
mander in the United States Navy; which was |! 
read a first and second time by its title, referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House, and made the 
order of the day for to-morrow, and, with the re- i 


Mr. GOODENOW, from the Committee on 


Mr. G. If the House will consent, I desire that 


Mr. FICKLIN. Let it be committed. 
_ The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and it 
cannot be put upon its passage. 


The bill was then referred toa Committee of the 
Whole House, made the ‘order of the day for to- 
morrow, and, with the report accompanying, or- 
dered to be printed. 5 aa 

Mr. TUCK, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions; to whom was referred the 
petition of Peter Winifred Ashby, deceased, pray- 
ing for arrears of pension, made an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be ‘printed. i 

Mr. T. also, from the same committee, reported 


| a bill for the relief of the heirs of John Jackson; 


which was read a first and second time by its title, 


; and referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
ji and made the order of the day for to-morrow, 


and, with the report accompanying, ordered to be 


it printed. 


Mr. BOCOCK, from the Committee on Naval 


! Affairs, reported two several bills for the relief of 


Gustavus A. De Russy, and James McCormick, 
assignee of Robert A. Parker; which were sever- 
ally read a first and second time by their titles, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
made the special order of the day for to-morrow, 
and, with the report accompanying, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, made adverse reports 
in the following cases; which were ordered to lie 
upon the table, viz: i 

In the case of the memorial of Daniel Guer- 
rant, praying compensation for injuries received 
in the military service of the United States; and 

In the case of the memorial of Tamza Smith, 
for relief for expenses incurred in supporting 
Amos F. Stillson, an officer and soldier in the 
Army of the United States. 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an adverse report on the petition 
of Charles H. Pointer, praying compensation as 
an invalid on account of disability by sickness 
while in the service of the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. M. also, from the same commitiee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Cornelius Hughes, 
of Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and, with the report accompanying, or- 
dered to be printed. f f 

Mr. JONES, of New York, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, made adverse reports in 
the following cases; which were ordered to lje 
upon the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of Thomas Whinney, praying for 
compensation on occount of disability from ex- 

osure and fatigue in the military service of the 
United States during the war of 1812; and 

Upon the petition of Elijah Close, praying Con- 
gress to grant “him a pension for disability occa- 
sioned by exposure in the war of 1812. 

Mr, J. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following bills; which were severally read a 
first and second time by their titles, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and made the or- 
der of the day for to-morrow, and, with the reports 
accompanying, ordered to be printed, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Francis Tribeau; 

A bill for the relief of James Wright, jr.; and 

A bill for the relief of John Kerbaugh: 

Mr. EASTMAN, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pengions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Ichabod Weymouth; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and made the order of the day 
for to-morrow, and, with the report accompanying, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EASTMAN asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 
notice had been given; but objection being made, 
it was not introduced. ’ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief 
of John McIntosh; which was'read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and made the special order of 
the day for to-morrow, and, with the report accom- 
panying, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports in the following cases; which were 
severally ordered to lie upon the table and be 


| printed, viz: 
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The petition of Susan M. Sweeny, the widow 
of Thomas Sweeny, praying to be placed upon: 
the pension rolls, in consequence of the death of 
her husband by disease contracted while in the 
military service during the Mexican war; - 

“The petition of Ephraim Sharp, of Dryden, 
Tompkins county, New York, praying fora pen- 
sion; ` 

The petition of Jacob Shy, praying fora back 
pension on aceount of services in the war of 1812; 

The petition of Samuel Butler, praying for. a 
pension on account of disability incurred in the 
military service of the United States in the war of 
1812; and also 

The petition of Eliza Merrill, of Bangor, Maine, 
praying for arrears 6f pension due James Merrill. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I am author- 
ized by the Committee on Public Buildings to 
state, that there isa bill from the Senate now lying 
upon the Speaker’s table, appropriating the sum 
of twelve hundred dollars for the purpose of fitting 
up two rooms to be occupied as a library, and for 
containing the books which shall be purchased 
with the money which was appropriated for that 
purpose by a bill passed yesterday. The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings are desirous that. the 
bill should be passed immediately, and I am au- 
thorized by them to ask the unanimous consent of 
the House that it may be taken up and acted upon, 
now. 

Mr. DUNHAM. {I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made the bill 
cannot now be taken up. 

On motion by Mr. RICHARDSON, the Com- 
mittee on Territories was discharged from the 
further consideration of the preamble and resolu- 
tion of the Legislative Assembly of the State of 
Iowa, on the subject of compensation to the sol- 
diers and others, while that State was a Territory, 
for defending the southern boundary of said Ter- 
ritory; and it was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. NEWTON. I ask the consent of the 
House to withdraw certain papers from the files of 
. the ELouse, for the purpose of returning them to 
their owners. i 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Are reports from select com- 
mittees in order now? 

The SPEAKER. They are. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then, sir, I propose to make 
a report from the select committee to which was 
referred the joint resolution explanatory of the act 
of September 28, 1850, entitled “An act granting 
bounty, lands to certain officers and soldiers who 
were engaged in the military service of the United 
States,” and the subject of amending and extend- 
ing the bounty land bill. The report is to strike 
out the ofiginal bill that was referred to the com- 
mittee, and to insert the following as a substitute 
therefor, viz: 

Suc. 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That all certificates or warrants for military bounty 
tands which have been, or may hereafter he, issued under 
any law of the United States, and all certificates of valid 
locations of the same which have been or may hereafter be 
made, are hereby declared to be assignable by indorsement 
thereon, and such assignment shall be executed and ac- 
knowledged, : 
same formalities that deeds for the conveyance of land are 
executed and acknowledged, or proved, in the State or ‘Ler- 
ritory where such assignment shall be made. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, the registers and receivers of the 
United States land offiees shalJ each be entitled to receive 
fifty cents for his services in locating eacb bounty land 
warrant by him located, to be paid by the person or persons 
locating the same; but this act shall not be so construed as 
to allow any register or receiver fo receive any greater 


maximum of salary and fees than by law he is now enti- |}: 


ee 3. And be it further enacted, That the act of which 
this act is explanatory, 
all commissioned and a 
cians, and privates of militia, volunteers and rangers who 
were mustered into the service of the United States for the 
suppression or prevention of Indian hostilities, or whose 
services of that character were recognized and paid by the 
United States prior to’ the passage of said act, and who 
served the length of time required by said act. ; 
Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That in computing 
the term of service of the officers and soldiers of militia, 
volunteers, and rangers, for the purposes of this act, or of 
the act of which this act is explanatory, such term shall be 
ed from the time they were mustered into the se 


discharged therefrom. f 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That if any officer or 
soldier entitled to bounty land under this act or under the 
act of which this act is explanatory, has died since the pas- 


or proved, in the same manner and with the į 


shall be so construed as to include | 
non-commissioned officers, musi- | 


f and paid by the United States to the time they were |! 


sage of said act, or shall hereafter die without. having ob- 
tained a warrant for the same, leaving a widow, the war- 
fant shall issue to such widow; if no widow, then such 
warrant shall issue to his minor heirs, if any shall survive 
bim; aud if the warrant shall have issued before bis death, 
then such warrant shall pass to and be vested in his widow, 
if he shall leave one; and if no widow, then to his minor 
heirs, if any. 

Sec. 6. wind be it further enacted, That the warrants 
which have been, or may hercaiter be issued, in pursuance 
of said act, or of this act, may be located upon any lands of 
the United States subject to private entry at the time of 
such location. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the proviso to 
the second section of the act of which this act is explana- 
tory, be and the same is hereby repealed. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have been 
directed to report the amendment that has just 
been read by the majority of the committee. The 
minority, however, will probably offer another 
amendment to the bill. ‘The bil will stand, if 
amended as we propose, so as to make certificates 
assignable by-ai assignment upon the warrant in 
the same manner and under‘the same restrictions 
that deeds are required to be executed in the re- 
spective States where the warrants are assigned. 
The object of the committéé in making this pro- 
vision was this: they supposed with such a pro- 
vision the officers and citizens of the different 
States would more readily understand what they 
had to do in making valid assignments of certifi- 
cates than in any other way. Every public officer 
of a State understands, or can readily ascertain, 
į what steps he has to take to execute a valid deed; 
and, consequently, he can take the same steps for 
the assignment of a land warrant. I apprehend 
there will be no difficulty inthe Department’s ascer- 
taining what are the laws in the different States 
upon the subject. There can be no difficulty upon 
that score. ‘They can easily inform themselves of 
the laws of the several States for the proper exe- 
cution of a deed? No diffienlty will arise in the 
application of these laws to the assignment of 
warrants. 

Mr. TUCK. Lrise toa point of order. Iam 
not aware what is the motion before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is upon an amendment 
proposed by the committee to the original bill re- 
ferred to them. 

Mr. TUCK. I submit whether it is in order to 
do that, unless there is a motion submitted that the 
bill be put upon its passage ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
amendment proposed by the committee. There 
being no motion to commit the bill, that is the 
question before the House. 

Mr. TUCK. Is itin order to move to commit 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
i state of the Union? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Not untilthé gentleman gets 
the floor. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
has the floor. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The second section is in 


for the location of bounty land warrants. The 
committee have striken out this section in the ori- 
| ginal bill, and propose to provide for the payment 
of these officers for locating land warrauts here- 
‘after. It may be possible that in some of the 
offices labor has been done for which their fees 
and salary have not been an adequate compensa- 
tion; but it was impossible at this time for the 
committee to inquire into the receipts by registers 
and receivers throughout. the United States to as- 
certain which had and which had not been sufi- 
ciently paid for the services they rendered. We 
considered it was better to leave those officers in- 
dividually to prefer their claims to the Govern- 
ment. If their case is meritorious, undoubtedly 
the Congress of the United States will be disposed 
{i to grant relief. .But in many of these offices they 
| are not entitled to this privilege. They have in 
many instances received almost the maximum the 
law allows them to receive, without any payment 
whatever for the location of land warrants. In 
other places they have not received near that 
dmount. It would be a long and tedious investi- 
gation to examine into every case to find out 
whether the officer has received an adequate com- 

pensation for his services or not. We did not 
: consider it proper to load down a bill of a general 
character, as this is, with these individual claims 
for services rendered—for some of which there 


| was no right of payment. They ar 
i same situation as private claims. 


We provide 


i for the future claims of officers for locating these il 


H 


reference to the payment of registers and receivers |, 


4 


i 


e left in the ji 
i 


| from the original bill. 


warrants, that the: register and receiver: for thè- 
location of a warrant receive each fifty .cents,.:-That 
is the fee which they are now entitled to-ferlocating 
forty acresof land at one per cent. upon the money ; 
received by each officer... They now:receive,. the. 
register one per cent. and the receiver one:per cent, 
which would make for thé location of forty acres: ` 
to each officer fifty cents. I submit to the Elouse 
that there is no more trouble in the location of one 
hundred and sixty acres than there is in locating 
forty acres of land. We, therefore, ought not to 
py any more in the one case thani in: the-other. 

he committee could not conceive why: there 
should be a distinction. The distinction is a rea- 
sonable one, if the officer has to take charge of 
the funds. He there incurs a.responsibility, and 
that responsibility increases with the amount of 
money received. This cannot apply where lands 
are located by means of warrants. A this respect 
the committee have changed the original: bill. 
They make the fee payable in all cases by the 
person who makes the location, ‘whether. he be 
the original grantee or not. The original bill pro- 
vides, if the land is entered by the assignee, that 
the fee should be paid by him, and I. apprehend 
no gentleman will doubt if the Iénd: warrant is 
to be sold and transferred, the transferee: has ito 
pay this additional price for locating the warrant. 

hat enters into consideration. when. he buys the 
warrant. There can be no propriety in making 9 
distinction in the payment of the fee, when itis 
located by the original grantee, or by his assignee, 
if it is located by the assignee, he should be made 
to pay the fee. I submit to every member of the 
House whether every business man will not take 
that into consideration when he buys the warrant 
from the original grantee, and whether there is any 
reason in principle or practice why there. should 
he a distinction between the payment of the fee by 
the person to whom the warrant has been granted 
or his assignee. 

The next section provides for that class of men’ 
who are called out for the suppression or pre- 
vention of Indian hostilities under the authority 
of the States, but whose services were recognized 
and paid for by the United States.out of the publie, 
Treasury. e thought that this was no more 
than fair; no more than justice demanded. If for 
these services they have been paid out of the 
Treasury, the presumption is that they were val- 
uable to the General Government. There is no 
reason why, the Government having considered 
these services of so much advantage as to require 
at their hands remuneration, they should not be 
put upon the same footing with persons legiti- 
mately called into the service of the United States. 
In this respect we have not departed to any extent 

The fourth section provides that the time of ser- 
vice shall not be computed, as isnow done, at the 
Department, but that in computing the terny of 
service of the officers and soldiers, of militia, vol- 
unteers, and rangers, for the purposes of this.act, 
or the act. of which this act 1s explanatory, such 
term shall be computed from the time they were 
mustered into the service and paid by the United 
States to the time they were actually discharged 
therefrom. The object is to cover all that class of 
cases. I will give you an instance: In the Black 
Hawk war rangers were called out for twelve 
months service. The war closed after they had been 


| in service only thirty days, some sixty and some 


ninety days; but those troops were kept in active 
service upon the Indian frontier forthe purpose of 


| intimidating the tribes and to keep them in order, 


for the whole term for which they were enlisted— 
twelve months. Yet the Department, because the 
Black Hawk war ceased within thirty, sixty, or 
ninety days after their enlistment, say they shall 


i only receive a warrant for the time they served in 


the war. 

The fifth section provides for those cases where 
application is upon file in the Department, and 
where no warrant has issued, that if any person 
entitled to bounty land under this act, or under the 
act of which this act-is explanatory, bas died, or 
hereafter shall die, the warrant shall issue to the 
widow in the first instance upon her application; 


| if no widow, then to the minor heirs, in the same 


manner as if he had died after obtaining the war- 


| rant. It also- j ; 
Mr. FICKLIN. With the consent..of my 


friend from Indiana, I wish to make..an inquiry. 
'The chairman of the select committee to whom 
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this bill was-referred, understands that this: fifth 
section changes:the mode of descent and transfers 
this warrannt to the widow, and if there is no wid- 

- ow tothe minor--heirs. The widow possesses: it 
entirely,:and no benefit accrues at allto the minor 
heirs anless'there-is no widow. 

‘Mr. DUNHAM. In that respect we follow 

recisely the original act. In case the soldier died 
before hig warrant has issued, wè- give the warrant 
when it does: issue, in the same manner as:if: he 
had not made his application, tohis: widow; and if 
there is no widow, to his minor heirs. . If he has 
made application which has been acted upon, and 
a warrant issued but not located, and shall there- 
after ‘die, the bill provides that the warrant shall 
first descend to his..widow, and then. to his minor 
heirs. 1f.the intention -was originally, as the act 
indicates, to give it first to the soldier, and in case 
of his death, to his widow, or if there is no widow, 
to his minor heirs, is there any reason why we 
should make a distinction between the soldiers who 
die after the application and.before the warrant 
has issued, and those who die after the warrant 
has been issued? We all know very well in the 
‘Western country, that when you come to dividea 
land warrant amongst a half-a-dozen heirs in that 
way, it amounts to nothing, The original inten- 
tion was to provide for the widow, and then for 
the minor children, to help her to support and edu- 
cate them until they arrived at maturity, and able 
to take care of themselves. i 

The sixth section of the act provides that the 
warrants which have been or may hereafter be 
issued under. these acts, may be located upon any 
lands of the United States subject to private entry. 
In other words, this section repeals a proviso which 
we recollect was forced upon Congress with our 
eyes open, requiring these warrants to be located 
upon lands then in market. I allude to the proviso 
which was moved to the civil and diplomatic ap- 

ropriation bill, by a gentleman from Ohio, [Mr, 

INTON,] not now a member of this House. 

Mr. LOCKHART. I wish to ask the gentieman 
whether this sixth section does not violate one of 

< the general land laws—whether it does not permit 

` these warrants to be located upon alternate sections 
reserved at a double price where lands have been 
granted to railways and other public improvements? 

Mr. DUNHAM. [take it the fair construction 
of this law would not interfere with that class of 
lands. They are not embraced in the term ‘to 
be subject to private entry.” I apprehend when 
we speak of lands open to private entry, the fair 
interpretation would be, lands open to private entry 
at the minimum price. That was the intention of 
the committee; and if gentlemen think the bill is 
not sufficiently guarded in that respect, they can 
amend it. 

The seventh section repeals the proviso to the 
original bill, which prevents members of Congress, 
who are entitled to bounty land under the late law, 
and under the Mexican bounty land law, from 
receiving it. I have given this brief explanation, 
that the House may be aware of the reasons that 
led to the adoption of this bill. 

Mr. MEADE. If the gentleman will allow 
me—— 

Mr. DUNHAM yielded. 

Mr.MEADE. To bills of this character, when 
before the House, it is very inconvenient, if pos- 
sible, to get amendments in deemed to be essential. 
1 will suggest to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Dunnam] some of the defects I consider attached 
to this bill. In the first place, he has altered 
the mode by which assignments shall be made 
and proved, by abrogating the forms recognized 
by the Department, and requiring these assign- 
ments to be authenticated in the same way deeds 
are authenticated in the State where the holder of 
the warrant lives. Now, { think it is very likely 
that in many of the States of this Union, as in my 
own, it would prevent the sale of the warrants, 
or at least incumber them with so many difficul- 
ties, that the object of this amendment, explana- 
tory to the act passed by Congress, would be en- 
tirely defeated. We all know that the mode by 
which warrants are now assignable is by assign- 
ment in blank, and they are certified in the usual 
way by a notary or magistrate, with the certificate 
and seal of the clerk of the county in which the 
party resides. They are passed off into the hand 
of some attorney, or member of Congress, to sell 
for the claimant, and when he sells he inserts the 

name of the assignee. Such an assignment as 


| is my opinion that it is not competent for this bill || 


| by the words of that bill, if a man be living at the | 


that in my State, under this provision, would not 


be a good’ one, because if the. assignment, was to 
be certified and proved in the manner deeds are in 
my State, it would be necessary ‘for the certified 
officer there—a justice of the peace, to recite the 
deed, and in this case to recite the assignment. 
Now the object for which-this law was passed 
would, in the case-of my people, be entirely de- 
feated, or to a greatextent.. This is one objection 
to the proposed mode of certifying assignments. I 
think the mode is now understood through the 
country; and asthey usually attach the form to 
every warrant issued, it isa better mode of as- 
signing than that proposed by. this bill. od 

Another objection that suggests itself to me is, 
that it does not provide for cases that may happen. | 

Mr. BISSELL I should like to know which 
of the gentlemen has the floor. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Dunnam] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MEADE. Tam only suggesting the amend- 
ments the gentleman may make to save the time 
of the House. I have to notice but one other de- 
fect I perceive in this bill. It is this: it provides, 
that if the warrant shall have issued before the 
death of the warrantee, then such warrant shall 
pass to, and be invested, in his widow, if he shall 
leave one; if no widow, then to his minor heirs. 
Now suppose a man dies after obtaining his war- 
rant, and leaves no widow and no minor heir, it 
would seem this bill intends to deprive his general 
heirs of the warrant in that case. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That is the in- 
tention of the bill. 

Mr. MEADE. Ihardly suppose the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. Sreruens] understands me. 
The warrant has been issued; it is in the posses- 
sion of the claimant; he keeps it for twelve | 
months, or five years, and dies without having as- 
signed it, leaving no widow or infant children—is 
it intended by this bill that this warrant shall go 
back to the Government, thus cutting off the gen- 
eral heirs? In that case, by inference, this bill 
would seem to involve such a result, for it says, if 
the warrant shall have issued before his death, 
then such warrant shall pass to, and be invested, 
in bis widow; if no widow, then to his minor 
heirs. Ina majority of cases, they have no widow 
and minor heirs. Many of these soldiers are so | 
old that all of their children have grown up. In 
such a case as that, warrants would be dead prop- 
erty, and pass to nobody; but it would appear 
such a warrant was in existence, and so much 
land had passed out of the hands of the Govern- | 
ment. Jt would involve great abuses. | 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I hope the} 
gentleman front Virginia will allow me to ask him l 
a question in reference to this matter. This lan- 
guage seems to apply to warrants now in exist- 
ence, and to cases in which the holder may have 
died, or may hereafter die, I ask the gentleman, į 
whether it is possible for the Government of the | 
United States to control the descent of that prop- 
erty—whether it is not controlled by the laws 
of the State? | 

Mr. MEADE. Iwill reply to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. SranroN] by saying that it 


. 


to change rights already vested, and therefore it 
could not apply to warrants heretofore issued. I 
will state another thing to the House. I have re- | 
ceived letters from the Department, in which they | 
have given this construction to the law of 1850: if 
aman makes application in his lifetime for his | 
warrant, and dies before that warrant issues, that 
it cannot issue unless he has a widow and infant 
children. And in one case particularly in my dis- 
trict, a widow made application for the land to 
which her deceased husband would have been enti- | 
tled, but before the warrant issued in her case, she 

also died, and the Department decided she was not || 
entitled to it, nor her heirs. Now it seems to me, 


lime of the date of that bill, and died previous to | 
his obtaining his warrant from the office, that it is | 
a vested right, descendable to his heirs generally, | 
and they cannot be divested of it by any construc- 
tion given to that law by the Department. I think, f 
if the House agree with me that if a man be living `| 
at the date of the last bill, and entitled to his war- || 
rant, he has a vested and indefeasible right to it, $ 
that such a declaration ought to be contained in || 


this. bill; for I consider the construction given to 
the act by the officers is entirely unwarrantable. į 


| quently, will not come up to-morrow. 


| far as that question is concerned. 


Mr. DUNHAM: ` In reference:to the- first in- 
quiry by the gentleman,.1 will frankly state I did 
not, as an individual, sanction. that section as it 
now stands; ‘but I believe, excepting myself, the 
committee. were unanimous: for that.provision. 

xperience has shown—at least. so. the officers of 
the Department tell. me—that the mode of assign- 
ing warrants which has been practised in reference 
to the Mexican bounty land warrants, has resulted. 
in very great fraud. If this matter had been left 
to the Department, they would have undoubtedly 
imposed such restrictions as would have prevented 
fraud. We ought now to provide a mode that 
will prevent fraud in assignments of warrants. If 
you permit assignments in blank you open the 
door to a great many abuses in the assignment 
of these bounty land warrants. For instance, 
a warrant has been issued to myself; I assign 
it in blank to A B, and make the acknowledg- 
ment that he has the warrant in his possession, 
with this blank assignment. He loses it, or it is 
stolen from him, or in any other way may get out 
of his hand. C, who may get hold of it, may fill 
up the blank assignment and may make the loca- 
tion, and you have no remedy. ‘If the bill oppose 
obstruction. to that kind of assignment, I think it 
will have accomplished agood end. If itis stolen, 
the thief might indorse bis name upon it at once, 
and the mere indorsement transfers. it. from hand 
‘to hand. If the blanks were left open to be filled, 
all these guards we have studied to throw around 
them, and which the Department has endeavored 
to throw around them, would be good” for noth- 
ing. I think experience will show.the gentleman 
is mistaken in another thing.. I understand the 
construction which the Department has given to 
the law as it now stands is, that if a soldier dies 
before he locates his land warrant, it does not pass 
to his heirs, but the warrant has to be surrendered 


up. If he leaves a widow, however, it goes to 


i her; and if no widow, to his minor children. If 
| he has no widow, he then has no ‘right under the 
| law. That is the construction put upon it, and 
| the committee did not feel authorized from the 
action of this House, to change that construction 
by positive enactment. Thatis the answer I have 
| to make. Now, in reference to the sixth section, 
I hope that by unanimous consent the amendment 
| may be made limiting the locations upon land 
| which may be in market at the time of the loca- 

tion, at the minimum price. If there‘is no objec- 
tion, I submit an amendment, to come in at the 
end of this section in these words: “ At the mini- 
mum price.” 

Mr. BISSELL. - I would like to inquire of the 
honorable chairman of this select committce what 
monon he intends to make in referénce to this 
| bill? 

Mr. DUNHAM. 1 intend to move its reference 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I will state, that my object in doing that 
is, because it will be impossible to dispose of the 
hill to-day, and unless such a motion is made the 
bill will go upon the Speaker’s table, and, conse- 
I make 
that motion with the expectation of withdrawing 
it at the proper time. 

Mr. BISSELL. I understand now, and I am 
glad to-hear it, that the honorable chairman of this 
select committee designs to have this bill referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I supposed the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. BrssELL] at the time merely 
rose to make an inquiry. I intended to submit 


if that motion. 


_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I rise toa priv- 
ileged question, that will entitle me io the floor, so 
Itis to move to 
take up the business on the Speaker’stable. This 
bill will stand as the first business in order in the 
morning. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour having 
expired, the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Jony- 
son] has a right to arrest proceedings for the pur- 
pose of submitting the motion he has made, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will ask if this bill does 
not come up the first business in the morning, if 
we proceed with the business upon the Speaker’s 
table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I will make the motion to 
refer it to the Committee of the Whole; and that 
will bring it up as the first business in order. 


1852, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot have 
the floor to submit that motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
if the House. now pass to the business upon the 
Speaker’s table—a motion having been made to 
refer this bill to the Committee of the Whole upon 
the state of the Union—if this bill will not go 
to the Speaker’s table and come up as the unfin- 
ished business ? 

The SPEAKER. 
will take. 

Mr, DUNHAM. Then. b move to refer this 
bill to the Committee of the Whole upon the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
business upon the Speaker’s table. 

BRITISH WEST INDIA COLONIES. 


The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
communication from the President of the United 
States; which was read as follows, viz: 


WASHINGTON, January 12, 1852. 
To the House of Representatives: 

In answer to the resolution of the House of Representa-. 
tives of the 5th instant, I herewith transmit to it a report 
and accompanying papers from the Secretary of State. 

MILLARD FILLMORE. 


DEPARTMENT OF Stare, 
Wasnineron, January 10, 1852. 
To the President of the United States: 

The Secretary of State, to whom has been referred the 
resolution which was adopted by the House of Represent- 
atives of the United States on the 5th instant, requesting 
the President to conimunicate to that House, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, any information he may 
possess, respecting a circular which was issued by the Sec- 
retary of State for the British Colonial Department, on the 
16th of October, 1850, relative to, the employment in her 
Britannic Majesty’s West India Colonies, of free blacks and 
liberated slaves from the United States, “and particularly 
what action the Legislative Assemblies of the British West 
India Islands have taken in pursuance of the suggestions 
contained” in said circular, has the honor to report to the 
Presidentthe accompanying copy of papers, which embrace 
all the information possessed by this Department on the 
subject of the said resolution. Respectfully submitted. 

DAN’L WEBSTER. 
Mr. Lawrence to Mr. Webster. 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
LONDON, November 14, 1851. 
“Sir: A few weeks since George W. Owens, Esq., of 
Georgia, called upon me to say that he had seen a newspa- 
per, published in the [sland of Antigua, containing a circu- 
lar dispatch from the Colonial Office, recommending the 
British West fndia Colonies to enter into contracts with 
persons hejd in slavery in the United States. Soon after the 
interview he furnished me with a copy of the dispatch. 

Mr. Owens seemed greatly annoyed at Lord Grey’s dis- 
patch, although I told him that this Government could not 
have the intention of meddling with slavery iu the United 
States. He, however, was anxious for an explanation 
from the Government. T did not feel authorized, nor did 
I tink it wise to make an official matter of the subject, as 
I betieved I could accomplish the object in a more satistac- 
tory manner by a personal interview. I accordingly called 
on Lord Palmerston, in the absence of Lord Grey, and re- 
ceived from hima verbal explanation, disclaiming any such 
purpose as Mr. Owens had drawn from the language of the 
dispateh. _On Lord Grey’s return to town, I received from 
him an informal note to the same effect. I immediately 
wrote Mr. Owens a note, imbodying the substance of théSe 
explanations, and received from him a reply, dated at Liv- 
erpool, expressing dissatisfaction with them. Not know- 
ing what use he may make in the United States of the cir- 
cular dispatch, I deem it my duty to place you in possession 
of a copy of my letter to him. F have read this letter to 
Lord Palmerston, and havereceived from him an assurance 
that it is entirely in accordance with his own views, with 
the views of Lord Grey, and with those of the Cabinet Min- 
isters, 

The dispatch in question was, as you will see, sent to 


That is the course the bill 


I call for the 


the West Indies some time in the autumn of 1850, and as it | 


has never been heard of in the United’ States, I apprehend 
it was never acted upon by the Colonial Legislatures. It 
grew out of the action of the late Mr. ‘Turnbull, who was, 
¥ believe, of the mixed Commission in Cuba, and an agent 
of this Government in matters connected with the slave 
trade. He wasin Washington about two years since, and 
while there saw many persons of Maryland, Virginia, and 
other Southern States, respecting the free colored people of 


those States, and communicated the result of his observa- | 


tions to this Government. 

I showd not have thought it necessary to trouble you with 
this matter, if Mr. Owen had expressed himself satisfied 
with my letter. i 

1 have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obedi- 
ent servant, ABBOTT LAWRENCE. 

Ton. DANIEL WRBSTER, Secretary of State, Washing- 
ton. 


Extract from the Antigua Weekly Register, published in 
the city of St. John's, 26th November, 1850. 
House or ASSEMBLY, 
Tuurspay, November 21, 1850. } 
When the House was formed, which was not before two 
o'clock, Mr. Speaker informed the House that he had re- 
ceived a message from the Governor-in-Chief, which he 
read, as follows: aa l 
«R. J. MeInrosn, the Governor-in-Chief, transmits, for 
the information of the House of Assembly, the accompany- 
ng copy of a circular dispatch whichhe has received from 


her Majesty’s Secretary of State, suggesting measures. to 
‘be adopted. for the encouragement of emigration to the 
West Indies from the United States. 

“Government House, ANTIGUA, November 18, 1850. 


[CIRCULAR] 
“ DOWNING sTREET, October 16, 1850. 

t Sir: I have to acquaint you that it has been suggested 
to me that a desirable class of emigrants for the West In- 
dian Colonies might be induced to come to them. from 
among the black and colored population ef the United 


| States, whose arrival and location, if they choose to come, 


would, I have no doubt, be advantageous both to them- 
selves and the colonies. 

“Tam not aware of anything which can be donc by the 
Colonial Governments to encourage such immigration be- 
yond showing a readiness to pass acts giving the privilege 
of naturalization to any such persons as might come and 
settle there, and providing that a bounty should be payable 
on such inimigrants, under such arrangements as may be 
thought desirable. 

«Y gould also suggest, as deserving of consideration, 
whether Jaws might not be passed rendering binding, on 
certain conditions, engagements to pay sums of money 
which may have been agreed on by, tinmigrants, although 
such engagements may have been contracted in America 
and while the parties were in a state of slavery. 

“ I have, &c,, GREY.” 


Mr. Lawrenceto Mr. Owens. 
Lonvon, November 8, 1851. 


My DEAR Sir: I hare just received a reply to my note 
to Lord Palmerston, accompanied by Lord Grey’s explana- 


| tion of the dispatch to which I called his attention, Iam 


assured that he never intended to sanction or suggest enter- 
ing into any arrangement with regard to slaves not first 
known to and approved by the masters; and that so far 
from supposing that any American would or could complain 
of the proposed arrangement, it was believed the slavchold~ 
ers would receive it with satisfaction, and join in carrying 
it into effect. 

Tt appears that Lord Grey has been aware for some time 
that the West India Colonics are suffering for the want of 
an adequate supply of labor. A gentleman from tbese col- 
onies directed his attention to the fact that there were in 
some of the slaveholding States a large number of free 
blacks whom the whites would be glad to have removed, 
and who would meet to a certain extent the wants of the 
colonies. Knowing it to be the policy of the slave States 
to rid themselves of such a popwation, he thought a meas- 
ure contemplating such a result would be favorably re- 
ceived by them. 

He was further led to suppose, on the authority of cer- 
tain American gentlemen, communicated to him through 
the same channel, that many slavehojders would avail them- 
selves of such an opportunity to emancipate their slaves, 
if they could be assured of their being removed from the 
country. 

He was informed that the Jaws forbade emancipation, 
unless the liberated slaves were also removed, and that the 
expense of this prevented persons who would otherwise 
emancipate their slaves from doing so. But it was said a 
measure would be acceptable which would enable such 
persons to remove their slaves from the country when liber- 
ated without expense to themselves. 

With this view he prepared a plan, which should aim at 
the employment in the West India Colonies. ot free blacks 
from the United States ; and should also offer to the plant- 
ers the prospect, not only of a removal of their liberated 


f slaves without expense, but of a recovery of a portion of 


their valuc also. He recommended this plan to the colonics, 
and wrote the cireular in question in the belief that the want 
of labor would be supplied from these two sources, with the 
assent and coöperation of the slaveholders and the govern- 
ments of the slavebolding States. 

Tt is to be regretted that, with such an end in view, lan- 
guage should have been employed capable of a different 
construction ; but this explanation appears to deprive it of 
its objectionable character. 

With great consideration, I remain, dear sir, very faith- 
fully yours, ABBOTT LAWRENCE. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the communication 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Afiairs, 


and ordered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES. 

TheSPEAKER laid before the Housea commu- 
nication from the Treasury Department, transmit- 
ting a statement of additional appropriations re- 
quired for the current fiscal year in the bureaus of 
said Department, amounting to $16,500. Also, 
for the contingent expenses of the branch Mint at 
New Orleans, $12,000; and for annuities and drafts 
$750; amounting in the aggregate to $29,250. 

On ‘motion by Mr. HOUSTON, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Treasury Department, 
transmitting statements from the War Department 
of additional pM adnate necessary for the sup- 
port of the Army for the present fiscal year; 
which, . 

On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, was referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES—~~ DEPARTMENT 

OF THE INTERIOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 

communication from the Department of the Inte- 


| and custom upon that subject. 


rior, transmitting estimates of appropriations: he» 
cessary to meet deficiencies hr the servicé “of this 
Department for the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1852, amounting to some $700,000. -° == oe 

On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, ‘it. was 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and’ Means, 
and ordered to be printed. : ; es 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessée. ` I would ask the 
chairman of the Committee.of, Ways:and Means 
if it would not be better to sénd that. communica- 
tion back to the Department of the Interior arid 


ask them to submit their estimates according ‘to 
the laws, and what has heretofore been the prac- 
tice. It has always been the practice, and be- 


lieve the law requires it, that they ‘shall ‘submit - 
their estimates to the Secretary of the Tréasury, 

and he shall send them in here. Some days.ago 

we had an estimate from the Navy Department, 

and now we have one from the Department of the 
Interior. I suppose in a short ime the War De- 
partment will present one, too; and. after a while 
the Secretary of the Treasury will ‘also submit 
one. In my opinion, they should all be sent back, 
and made in accordance with the law and custom. 
I move, therefore, that this communication be 


‘returned to the Secretary ofthe Interior, and ‘that 


he be directed to submit it according to law. 

Mr. STANLY. If the Secrétary of the Inte- 
rior has been guilty of any neglect or duy, he has 
not done so certainly with any intention. I hope 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] will not 
resort to this mode of proceeding.. After the com- 
mittee have had this paper under examination,- 
they can report such resolution and send it back; 
but to throw it back now in the face of the Secre- 
tary, is certainly not becoming ourselves or him. 
I hope my friend from Tennessee will not insist 
upon his motion, for I think it is a little uncour- 
teous. f 

Mr. JONES. The manner in which they make 
their reports to Congress looks alittle uncourteous, 
to say the least of it. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I made no reply to my friend 
from Tennessee, because I took it for granted that 
the remarks he had made would bring the subject 
to the attention of the heads of the ‘Department; 
so that they would hereafter pursue the ordinary. 
course of communicating through the Secretary of 
the Treasury to Congress. I believe, with the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Svanzy,} that 
it would be, probably, too severea rebuke to send it 
back. The remarks of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee have sufficiently presented the subject to 
the attention of the heads of the Departments; so 
much so, that they will hereafter follow the law 
. Tt is certainly 
irregular and unusual to make this sort of com- 
munication, but still I agree with the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Sranxy] that it-would 
probably be too decided a step for us to take, at 


this time, to send it back. . i 
Mr. JONES. tt certainly would not be any 
stronger expression of thé House towards that 
Department than this course is, upon the part of 
the Department, uncourteous towards the House. 
The law requires, if I mistake not, that the several 
Departments shall submit their estimates to the 
Congress of the United States through the Treas- 
ury Department. The Treasury Department is 
required by law to make its report directly to the 
Congress of the UnitedStates. Since I have been 
here it has been the uniform practice, I Qelieve, 
when the Secretary of the Treasury submits his 
annual estimates of appropriations to accompany 
them also with such estimates for deficiencies for 
the current year asthe several Departments may 
report to him. If gentlemen think that the course 
I suggested would be too severe a rebuke towards 
the Secretary, 1 will withdraw the motion-I made, 
and move to lay the communication upon the 
table, and there let it rest until it comes to us in a 
proper manner. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Jones’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. : 
So the communication was laid upon the table. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a privi- 
leged question. T understand that there is a sim» 
ilar communication from the Navy Department, 
which has been referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. I move toreconsider the-vote: 
by which it was so referred, in order that it, ‘too, 
may be laid upon the table until sent“in- in’ the 
regular manner. hye ree : 
Mr. HOUSTON. T think the gentleman from 
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Be. 


Tennessee is. mistaken in regard to that commu- 
nicalion. : Peay q 
Mr. BAYLY. I riseto a privileged question. 
The SPEAKER.: The gentleman from: Ten- 
nessée [Mr. Jones] has already submitted a priv- 
ileged question. = sa V 
Mr. HOUSTON. I think that the estimates 
from.the Navy Department. were sent in in the 
“eorrect manner. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I will with- 
draw my motion, and move now to reconsider 
the vote on the motion to lay that last communi- 
cation upon the table, and to. lay the motion to 
„reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. BAYLY. I hope the House will not lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. (Cries 
of Order!) Gentlemen are acting under a 
niistake. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays upon his motion; and they were ordered. 

_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I appeal to the gentleman | 
from Arkansas to withdraw that motion for a little | 
while. We can then pass by this question of recon- 
sideration, and refer the bills upon the Speaker’s | 
table, many of which have been there for nearly a ; 
month, and ought to be referred. ` 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
motion for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, renewed the mo- į 


I withdraw my 


tion that the House do now adjourn. | 
Mr. LETCHER, on that motion, demanded 
the yeas and nays; but they were not ordered. | 
Mr. BAYLY demanded tellers; but they were | 
not ordered. 
‘The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative—ayes 97, noes 52. 
So the House adjourned until twelve o’clock 
to-morrow. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 
pn CABELL, of Florida, gave notice of the following 
its : 

A bill to revive and continue in force for a limited time 
the provisions of an act relative to suspended entries of 
publie land. 

Also, a bill to legalize certain entries of public land in the 
State of Florida. 

Also, a bill to authorize and require the survey of the 
public lands in the State of Florida, now occupied by the 
Seminole Indians, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California, gave notice of his inten- 
tion to ask Icave to introduce a bill for the relief of sufferers 
by fire in the city of San Francisco in the years 1849, 1850, 
and 1851. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, gave notice that he 
will on to-morrow, or at some subsequent day, ask leave to 
introduce a bill to amend the tariff act of 1842. 

By Mr. YATES: A bill to grant to the States of Minois, 
{ndiana, and Ohio, the right_of way and a portion of the 
public lands to aid the said States “iu making that portion 
of the Northern Cross road in tue State of Finois, lying 

een the Mississippi and Hlinois rivers, and in extend- 
ing said road from Springfield, HMlinois, to the eastern line 
of said State, and thence through the States of Indiana and | 
Ohio to Toledo, on Lake Brie. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions and memorials were presented i 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : | 
By Mr. SMITH: The petition of John Baird, praying to 
he reimbursed in certain moneys spent for the Govern- | 

ment. 

Also, the petition of John Hargrove and others, praying 
the establishment of a post road from the city of Tuskaloosa 
via Hardy Clemens’s Cotton Factory, to Scottsville. 

By Mr. FAULKNER: The memorial of sundry citizens ; 
of the county of Morgan, State of Virginia, praying an 
amendment of the act of Congress of the 28th#®eptember, | 
1850, granting land bounty. 

Also, the memorial of Benjamin Moor, late master arm- 
orer atthe Harper’s Ferry National Armory, praying com- į 
pensation for certain inventions and improvements in į 
machinery used by the Government. ; 

Also, the petition of Samuel W., Brady, of Frederick 
eounty, Virginia, a disabled soldier of the Mexican war, | 
praying to be placed on the pension roll. 

By Mr, MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of John 
P. Dumas, of Philadelphia, asking the appointment of a 


Committee on Claims of his father against the Spanish 
Government, 


IN SENATE, 
Weonespar, January 14, 1859. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, with estimates of appropriation neces- 
gary to meet deficiencies in the seryice of that De- 


i 


: Flinn, praying: compensation for supplies fur- 


i vices rendered under an appointment from an 


partment for the fiscal- year ending 30th. J une, 
1852;:which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. - - 


` PETITIONS. 

Mr. WADE presented the petition of Sarah 
nished the United States Army in Florida; also 
the petition of David Osburn, in relation to the 
same subject; both of which were referred to the 
Committee of Claims. a 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of An- 
drew Rassmusstn, praying compensation for ser- 


inspector of the customs for the district. of Oswego, 
New York, in 1812; which was referred-to the 
Committee of Claims. i 

Mr. COOPER presented the petition of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to pass a law 
to prohibitabsolutely the deportation, banishment, 
or immigration from foreign countries to the Uni- 
ted States of any and all convicts, felons, and pau- | 
pers, publicly recognized as such at home in their | 
own countries; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Rodney Croskey, | 
American Consul at Cowes and Southampton, 
England, praying remuneration for expenses in- 
curred in entertaining the officers of the United 
States ship St. Lawrence, and in the reception of 
Kossuth; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Lieutenants Thomas Bing- 
ham and William A. Hammond, officers of the 


United States Army serving in New Mexico, || 


raying for themselves and in behalf of the sol- 
Tiers under their command, an increase of pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Miltary 
Affairs. 

Mr. BORLAND presented the memorial of the 
Arkansas Central Railroad Company, praying a | 
grant of land and right of way, to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Memphis, on the 
Mississippi river, to the boundary of Texas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of citizens of Iowa, praying a donation of land to 
that State for the construction of a railroad from 
Burlington, on the Mississippi river, to some point 
on the Missouri river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented the petition of mem- 
bers of the General Assembly of the State of 
Georgia, praying an increase of the salary of the 
United States district judge for that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. Í 
On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, Thatthe memorial of Philip F. Voorhees, onthe + 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval ; 
Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was i 


Ordered, That the petition of Frances E. Baden, on the H 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen- ; 
sions. | 
On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, it was i 

Ordered, That the petition of Tobias Purrington, on the j 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of William Gray- 
son, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of officers and soldiers of the 
Army who served in California, on the files of the Senate, | 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. BORLAND gave notice of his intention to | 
ask leave to introduce a bill to grant to the State | 
of Arkansas the right of way and a portion of the | 
public land to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from a point on the Mississippi river, opposite | 
the town of Memphis, Tennessee, via Little Rock, | 
to some point on Red river, on the border of | 
Texas. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- }: 
merce, to whom was referred the bill for the relief | 
of Thomas H. Leggett, reported it without amend- ;| 
ment, accompanied by a report, which was or- | 
dered to be printed. i 

Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee on Finance, | 
to whom was referred the joint resolution for the | 
relief of Alexander P. Field, late Secretary of | 


Wisconsin Territory, and sureties, reported back 
the same without, amendment, accompanied by a 
report, which was ordered to be. printed. . 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the: select committee 
to whom was referred the bill to provide for the 
ascertainment and satisfaction of claims of Amer- 
ican citizens for spoliations committed by the 
French previous to the 31st of July, 1801, report- 
ed it back without amendment, accompanied by a 
report, which was ordered to be printed, | 

Mr. FELCH submitted the views of the mi- 
nority of the abgve committee, adverse to the 
allowance of said claims; which were ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Mrs. Mary Walker, widow of Major George P. 
‘Walker, submitted an adverse report; and in con~ 
currence therewith it was 

Ordered, That the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. 

He also, fromthe same committee, ` to whom 
was referred the petition of Emily C. B. Thomp- 
son, widow of Commodore Charles Thompson, 
submitted a report; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and, in concurrence therewith, 


Ordered, That the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
mferce, to whom was-referred a resolution of the 
Legislature of Michigan relative to the construc- 
tion of a ship-canal around the Falls of Ste. Marie, 
submitted a report; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and, in concurrence there- 
with, 

Resolved, That the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. 

On motion by Mr. H., it was 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill to in- 
crease the salary of the district judge of the United 
States for the southern district of Florida, report- 
ed it without amendment. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill declaring 
the assent of Congress to the State of Missouri to 
impose a tax on lands hereafter sold by the United 
States therein from and after the day of sale, re- 

orted it withoutamendment. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill to 
grant the right of preémptidn to settlers on the 
public lands known as the Maison Rouge Grant, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report on the subject, which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill to aid 
the State of Louisiana in reclaiming the overflowed 
dands therein, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill to admit a 
certain vessel to registry, reported it with an 
amendment, and on his motion the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The reported amendment having been agreed to, 
the bill was reported to the Senate, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Ordered, That the amendmeut be engrossed a nd the bil 
read a third time. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the petition of Wil- 
liam D. Acken and Julia Acken, reported a bill 
for the relief of Julia Acken; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom the subject was referred, reported 
a bill to authorize the construction of railroads 
through the public lands in certain cases; which 
was read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred a resolution 
explanatory of the act approved September 28, 
1850, entitled “ An act granting bounty land to 
certain officers and soldiers who have been en- 
gaged in the military service of the United States,” 
reported it back with an amendment. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
as in Committee of the Whole, with the amend- 
ment reported thereto; and, 
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On motion by Mr. HUN TER, it was formed by that committee. I am not aware that | move to amend the resolution by adding the words 
Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be past- || such labor is to be performed now, and the chair- || ‘during the present session of Congres 


poned until to-morrow, and thatit be the order of the day. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BORLAND, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill grant- 
ing to the State of Arkansas the right of way and 
making a donation of a portionof the publiciands, 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Hel- ; 
ena to Fort Smith, in Arkansas; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


WIDOW OF BRIGADIER GENERAL BELKNAP. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Sswarp the 6th instant, in- 
structing the Committee on Pensions to inquire 
into the expediency of granting a pension to the 
widow of Brigadier Géneral Belknap; and the | 
resolution was agreed to. 

TONNAGE DUTY ON SPANISH VESSELS. 

Mr SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, submitted the following resolution fòr con- 
sideration; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: ` 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury communi- 
eate io the Senate such information as he may have in re- 
Tation to the dioney of repealing ormodifying the act of 

* June 30, 1834, coucerning tounage duty ou Spauis 
THE STEAMER EDITH. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the following resb- ; 
lution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to furnish the Senate as early as practicabie, with a copy of 
the proceedings of the Naval Court of Inquiry in relation to | 
the ks of the United States steamer Buith in 1849, together | 
with copies of the correspondence which formed the ground 
of the order given to constitute said court, and ov all the papers 
referred to in the record of prox gs; also, co xat 
yepoiis or charges made to the De tagainst MER- 
ber composing said court in rererence to conduet while 
attached to the Pacific squadron; copies of all correspond- `| 
ence between the Department and Commodore Thomas || 
Ap Catesby Jones, relating to the said steamer Editi; | 


\ 
{ 
I 


i 


copies of the correspondence with Richard W. Meade, tate i 
a lieutenant in the United States Navy during me | 
185}; copy of the charges and specitications pre vei 
Juicutenant Tunis A, Craven, against Commodore Jones in i 


{ 


1849 and 1850, with the reasons of the Department for not 
acung thera: 
the Department snd the commanders of the Pacific squad- 
ron, aud all other ofie Navy, in relation to the 


of the Ni 
erection of a steam circular saw-millin California, aud the 
expenditures thereon. 


| 
and copies of the correspondence between || 


ARSON IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. |} 
| 


A message was received from the House of || 
Representatives by Mr. Forney, their Glerk: , |} 

Mr. Prestpenr: The House of Representatives hay, 
passada bill to amend an aet entitled “An act forthe pimis 


ment oF cri 
request the conenrrence of the Senate. 

Subsequently it wa 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on j 
the Judiciary. 


i 


mes in the District of Columbia,” in which they || 


| 
$ 
read a first and second |! 


ri 


PRIVATE BILI. 


The engrossed bili for the relief of Thomas į 
Snodgrass was read a third time and passed. 
APPOINTMENT O¥ COMMITTEE CLERKS. 
Mr. RUSK. [laid upon the table yesterday 
morning a resolution to authorize the Committee - 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to employ a 
clerk. J asic that it may now be considered. if 
The motion was agreed to, and the resolution il 
was read, as follows: z ! 
That the Committee on the Post Office and 
ind they are hereby, authorized to employ 


Resol 
Post Roac 
a elerk. 
Mir. DODGE, of Iowa. I suppose the fight 
may as well commence upon this resolution as any 
other, I think we have it pretty.evidently shown 
that every committee of the Senate wil, in future, 
have to be provided with a clerk to perform the 
labor of the committee in part. T apprehend that 
we have gone as far with that matter as we have i! 
ever gone, with the exception of the clerk asked |; 
for by my friend from Texas. We accorded a | 
clerk to that committee at atime when H was stp- uy 
posed, from an amendment of the Past Oce Jaws 


there was some unusual amount of labor to be per- 


is 


ey t 


| 
t 


4 
| 


ij 


| that committee. 
| densely populated portion of the country will not 


| modify the proposition. 


-alliime to come—forever, sir. 


man of the committee has not so stated, If a 
clerk is now allowed to each of these committees, 
they will become permanent appendages of the 
Senate, and will hereafter be just as regularly 
employed as the clerks under the Secretary of the, 
Senate. Three are now asked for. But without 
consuming the time of the Senate, I ask for the 
yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolution. 

‘The yeas and pays were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. 1 desire to say a word or two 
upon the subject. A clerk has beer employed by 


. 


this committee for the two last sessions of Con- ' 
gress, and he was fully employed during that | 


ume. ‘There is not, perhaps, a committee of this 
body on whom more labor 1s devolved than on the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
The post office machinery extends all over the 
country; and everybody in the populous and 
sparsely settled portions of the country is equally 
interested in the manner in which that machinery 
is worked. The laws regulating that Department 
are in confusion. They run over a period of fifty 
years. Constant changes are required in these 


liaws to meet the wants of our country; andit will: 


require a vast amount ot labor for the purpose of 


i meeting those changes, which will necessarily : 


come before and ought to attract the attention of 
Rules which would apply to a 


apply where the population is sparse, ‘Phere are 
some eighteen or twenty thousand post oilices, 
many milions of miles of transportation of mail 


| matter, and there are new many complaints of 


confusion in the machinery of the Post Oce De- 


| partment. Once or twice it has been recommended 
i that we should revise all the laws relating to the 


Deparunent, which are now ini great confusion. H 
is the object of the Department to make it what it 


| should be for the benefit of the whole community. 


Under such circumstances, if the labor is devoived 
upon us, we cannot be expected to perform it at 
all satisfactorily. F am very willing to labor as 
far as Í can in the discharge of the duties which 
may devolve upon me as a member of that com” 
mittee; but of one thing I am very sure, which is, 
that the Senate cannot employ a clerk with more 


| general benefit to the community than ia the ser- 


vice of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. GWIN. 
to be equally made 2 
by any committee of this body, and inas 
I offered a r 
ment of a clerk for the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, I wish to give the reason that induced 
that committee to ask for a clerk. 
briefly state some of the | 


As I understand the opposition 
to the employment of a ‘clerk 
much as 


code of laws for its 
tion.” 
iA furfough or retired list.” 
To ascertain what additional legislation, if any, 
is necessary to censure, 
, stringent aud acti 
etary of the Navy, equali 
ice afloat and ashore, and a str 
dience to, aud enforcement of, all ord 
4th. “Aw invariable rule, that in the 
for commands atloat, their physical abilities, mor 
ing 4 ss, should be lirst clearly @ cenajned 
7 ed with the important duties att 


mof adninistration 
ation and impartiality 


without favor.” 

ejection of officers 
als, stand- 
betore 


eign service”? 

Every member of the Senate must perceive 
hat, to enable the 
duties imposed upon them satisfactorily to the 
country, if must have a clerk. 

Mr. HALE. I would suggest to the Senator 
from ‘Texas whelher it would not be better to | 
As the resohition now 
stands it is unlimited, and might be construed to | 
mean that this committee should have a clerk in | 
I would suggest | 
to the Senator to limit his resolution to the pres 
ent session of Congress. * 

Mr. RUSK. Iam quite willing tha 
lution should be so modified. I will, 


t the reso- 


esolution yesterday for the appoint- ; 


To will very | 
abors which that com- |) 
| inittee is expected to perform. They are expected | 
ii to prepare: i 
energetic government and = 
H Comn 
= dition, that we have before that committee fully 


“Land positive ebe- ; 


ending for- . 


committee to discharge the: 


therefore, 5: 


gress.7? 
The amendment was adopted. i 
The question then recurred on the'adoption of 
the resolution as amended; and the yeas and nays 
having been ordered and taken, they resulted— 
yeas 34, nays 7; as follows: 3 : 
YEAS 


essrs, Bayard 


y yard, Bell, Berrien, Borland, Brad- 
hury, Cass, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin 
Downs, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, James, Jones 
of Lowa, Jones of Tennessee, MeRae, Mallory, Miller. 
Norris, Pearce, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Smith Souls, 
Spruance, Stockton, Sumner, Upham, and Wade—34. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Brodhead, Dodge of Lowa, Hun- 
ter, King, Underwood, and Walker—7 ? 


So the resolution was adopted: . 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


r. GWIN. [now move to take up the reso- 
lution relative to the appointment of a clerk to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and I move to amend 
it by adding the words * during the present ses- 
sion of Congress.” 

The PRESIDENT. The question will first be 
on taking up the resolution. 

The motion totake up the resolution was agreed 
to. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be au- 
thorized co ewploy a clerk. 

Mr. GWAN. I now move to amend by adding 
the words «© during the present Congress.” at or 

Mr, CASS. I desire to say one word, Mr, 
‘President, on this subject, and itis simply this: 
| We are to be called upon to appropriate hundreds 
of thousands—nay, inillions of dollars—for the 
estimates of the various Departments; and it does 
‘seem strange to me, that if five of oar colleagues 
iin this body, who may be appointed as a commit- 
| tee, come and tell you that they are not able todo 
| their duty satisfactorily to themselves without the 
| aid of a clerk, that we should make any objection 
| LO if. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and 
it was agreed to. 

"The question then recurring on the adoption of 
‘the resolution as amended, it was decided in the 
| affimative. 

! CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 

Mr. HAMLIN. F ask that the resolution 

which | submitted this morning may be taken up 
i for consideration now, that we may dispose of all 
these matters at the same time. 

The PRESIDENT. It cannot be taken up 
without unanimous consent. If there be no ob- 
jection it will be-taken up. 

No objection was offered. 

The resolution was accordingly read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be author- 
ized to employ a clerk, from and atter the first proximo, at 
the usual rate of colspensauon, during the present session 
of Congress. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to siate that I offer 
| that resolution by the unanimor ipproval of the 
ittee on Commerce. 1 wish to state, mad- 


| 
| 
! 
i 


Qia 


| one hundred questions relating to internalimprove- 
ments, connected with our harbors, lakes, or rivers, 
in almost every State in the Union. ‘To act in- 
telligentiy, there should be a synopsis filed, with 
‘each one of these cases, showing what has been 
i done by the Government, and a complete and ac- 
curate statement of the cases prexented, so that 
4 the committee and the Senate may act intelligently. 
| Senators will recollest how much we were at fault 
| atthe last session, as to what was the true situa- 
ion of the works alluded to. Besides this, there 
is scarcely a day passes when there is not some 
subject comes up which requires correspondence, 
or an interview with a Department, and to do these 


subjects justice is beyond the power of that com- 
mitte I believe there is no committee in this 


x 


tensive subjects 
on Commerce. 


Senate which has so varied and e 

committed to it as the Committ 
The resolution was adopted. 

FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. A 

Mr. GWIN. The memorial offered some: 
time ago by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


RODHEAD h 
re Navy 5A yet undisposed of.: W hen the quès- 
don. Was lasi under consideration, the Senator 

“from: Florida: [Mr.M 4LLoRy] had the floor. It 
is as F understand it, unfinished business, and I 


hope it will be taken up Nowi 23 ; i 
= The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Cali- 
“fornia, is right; this is the unfinished. business. 
The ‘memorial: was postponed -toa day certain; 
phat day has: passed, and-it comes up now. in-its 
orders: si A RA aE 

Mr. DAVIS: Does this take precedence of the 


compromise: resolution? I understood. the-Chair | 


that.the compromise résolution: followed the Dusi- 
ness to which-it gave way yesterday... a 
woMr.GWIN. <L hope the Senator from Mas- 
- sachusetts “will ‘permit that subject. to pass over 
this morning. "The Senator from Florida was on 
the floor, and had delivered a portion of his speech 
when the question was postponed until last Mon- 
day. This matter has been postponed from day 
today, and I hope it will now be taken up and 
disposed of. - 
he PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that 

the first special order is the resolution offered by 
the Senatarfrom Mississippi, [Mr. Foore,] which 


was postponed to Monday, the 5th of January. | 


The question in relation to the memorial presented 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, was postponed 
‘until January 12th, and can now be taken up on 
motion, if the Senator from California thinks fit to 
make that motion. . 
. Mr. GWIN.. Then.I make that motion, and 
hope the Senate will sustain it. 
Mr. DAVIS. l'am not impatient to. address 
the Senate. AllI desire to say is, that 1 have a 


few remarks to: make on this’ compramisé resolu- | 


tion. If it is more agreeable to the Senate to hear 
them at another time I am quite willing to postpone 
them for the present, I perceive that the Senator 
from Florida ‘has a number of books and papers on 
his desk, and appears to be ready to address the 
Senate. I would not, therefore, be willing to keep 


him in suspense, for I know that it is a very pain- | 


ful condition to be in. Tam not in that state my- 
self; but if I can only understand from the Senator 
from California—that is, if he knows—when this 


Mr. GWIN. Very well; say next Monday. 
“Mr. DAVIS, Why not say to-morrow? 
Mr. GWIN. Because for to-morrow there is a 
special order. 
“Mr. HUNTER. The special order for to-mor- 


row is the bill making land warrants assignable. 


The PRESIDENT. This resolution will be | 


the first special order, to the exclusion of the bill 
making land warrants assignable. 
Mr. DAVIS. -I do not speak for myself alto- 


gether in this matter, or rather, I should say that |i 
Ido speak with regard to my own views. But | 


then I know that the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. McRae] is anxious to address the Senate on 


this subject, and I would be glad to have the thing | 


put in such a shape as to accommodate his feelings 
and wishes as well as my own. If it can be taken 
up to-morrow morning, I am content to have it 
postponed till that time; but I would be glad to 
have it understood by the Senate that it may come 
up to-morrow morning, ` 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to 
the Senator from Massachusetts that it comes upas 
a matter of course, being the first’ special order, 


unless it should be postponed to take up some other || 


subject, The question now is on taking up the 
memorial from citizens of Pennsylvania on the 
subject of flogging in the Navy. 


The question was taken on the motion to take | 


up the memorial, and it was agreed to. 
Mr. MALLORY, Let the memorial be read. 
i an a SEAD. Oh it is unnecess 
has aiready been read three or four times. 
The PRESIDENT. Senator fron 


asks for its reading, and it is obliged to be read. 


The memorial, as it has already appeared in the | 
columns of the Congressional Globe, page 218, was | 


then read. 


. Mr. MALLORY then addressed the Senate until | 
the hour of adjournment, in favor of a restoration || 


of corporeal punishment. 

Without concluding, Mr. M. gave way to a 
motion to adjourn, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


int yelation tò ‘corporal. punishment-in-| 


ary; iti 


The Senator from Florida | 


o’elock, m. 7 
Prayer by: the Rev. Mr: BUTLER: 
TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
oeio SS APBATRS IN UTAH. 7 00% 
= Mr.. BERNHISEL..~ Mr: Speaker, I rise to 
a question of privilege. I find that the report (as 
printed)” communicated to‘ this House by the 
President of the United States, containing the re- 
port of the three United States officers. returning 
from Utah, ig not the'same as the copy furnished 
me from the Department of State. I-was.as much 
surpriséd at the appearance of the official printed 
| report, as I was at the publication of a like report 
| æfew days before in the New. York Herald, both 
of which are different from the report furnished to 
me, or a copy thereof, from the State Department, 
though bearing the same date. [I must protest 
against the change or alteration of an official re- 
|; port, containing such serious charges against the 
|; Governor and people of the Territory which I have 
the honor to represent; and without saying more 
‘at this time, E now moye the House, on pre- 
| senting the copy of that report which was fur- 
li nished to me by the Department of State, that the 
same be printed and laid before this House. I 
have not carefully compared any of. the reports, 
and know not which to rely on as authentic, and 
j) official, except it bethe one on file at the State De- 
partment and furnished me by that Department. 

shall hold this to be the true copy of the indict- 
ment, and trust that ‘this House will so order it 
after it shall be printed and laid before the House. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a question of order. 
ĮI do not think that this matter can be considered 
‘| a question of privilege. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to per- 

ceive any question of privilege. The gentleman 
| from Utah can only proceed by the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

Mr. CARTTER objected, 

Mr. ORR. I move that the gentleman from 
Utah [Mr. Bernroser] have leave to proceed. 
i| The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
i} this is not one of those cases which would allow 
the gentleman to proceed on a motion of that char- 
acter. If the gentleman had been called to order 
on the ground of irrelevancy in debate, or for other 
disorder, it would then have been in order for the 
‘gentleman from South Carolina to submit a motion 
that the gentleman from Utah be allowed to pro- 
' ceed in order. But, in the opinion of the Chair, 
|| thegentleman from Utah is not entitled to the floor, 
| and therefore the gentleman from South Carolina 


| 
j| cannot submit the motion which he proposes. 
l! The Chair decides that the gentleman from Utah 
į! cannot proceed without the unanimous consent of 
| the House. 

i 

i 


ESTIMATES FROM THE DEPARTMENT OF 
THE INTERIOR. 


The SPEAKER then stated that the first busi- 
ness in order was the proposition to reconsider the 
vote by which the communication from the De- 
partment of the Interior was laid upon the table. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] had 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
‘table, and upon that motion the yeas and nays 
i had been ordered. - 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. By the consentof 
the Honse I desire to withdraw my motion to la 
‘the motion to reconsider upon the table. I will 
; also State—though it is not strictly in order—that 
i I hope the motion to reconsider will prevail, and 
that this question may be fully examined. It isa 
new one, and is, at least, worthy the considera- 
tion of the House. ` i 

‘There was no objection, and the motion to lay 
on the table was accordingly withdrawn. 

‘The question then recurred upon the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the document was 
ordered to lie upon the table. 


2 Mr. HOUSTON. If this question is not likely 


to give rise to additional debate, and it is the 
|| intention of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
li Jongs] to merely refer it to some committee, Lam 
i! willing that it should be reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER, Itis not now in order to de- 


The question was then® put, andthe House 
agreed to’ reconsider the vote ‘by, which the mes- 
|} sage fromthe Secretary of the Interior was ordered 

to lie upon the table. © ae a 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee: The motion now 
pending is one made by myself on yesterday, ‘to 
send this communication back... I will, if there be 
no objection, withdraw that motion; and then the 
motion made by the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. Housron,] to refer thé message to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and te have it printed, 
will be in order. $ 
2 The SPEAKER. The recollection ofthe Chair 
is, that the gentleman from Tennessee yesterday 
withdrew- the motion to which he has referred, and 
substituted the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I propose to 
withdraw the motion to lay the document on the 
table. ` 
< There’ was no objection, and the motion was 
accordingly withdrawn. 

The question then recurred upon the motion sub- 

. mitted by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovs- 
TON,] to refer the document to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and to print. ý 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does-the gentleman propose 
to debate it now? : i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Yes; but I will not 
occupy the time of the House more than five mins 
utes. 

I made the motion yesterday to lay this commu- 
nication upon the table because it is an infractions 
of custom and a violation of the law. So far as 
my opinion goes, and so far as I have been able 
to investigate the question, it is the first time any 
Department, other than that of the Treasury, has 
submitted to. this House estimates for appropria- 
tions and asked for the enactment of laws to make 
those appropriations. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I rise to a 

uestion of order. The question now before the 

ouse is the disposition of the Executive docu- 
ments upon the Speaker’s table; and the rule says 
they shall only be taken upin regular order. The 
only opportunity for debate would have been 
upon the privileged motion to reconsider. But 
that motion having been withdrawn, of course the 
communication lies upon the Speaker’s table, and 
can only be taken up ih its regular order. CARE 

Mr. JONES, of. Tennessee. This question 
comes legitimately before the House this morning, 
upon the motion to reconsider. This leaves the 
question to refer it to the Committee of Ways 
and Means just where it was yesterday, when 
that “notion was made. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from. Ten- 

negsee is correct. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of business 
during the morning hour, is the call of commit- 
tees for reports, The first business in order, 
therefore, in the opinion of the Chair, is the re- 
port of the select committee on the joint resolu- 
tion explanatory of the act of September 28, 
1850, entitled ‘An act granting bounty lands to 
certain officers and soldiers who were engaged in 
the military service of the United States,” and the 
subject of amending and extending the bounty 
land bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is another 
question why this matter is before the House. I 
know that it was uniformly held by the Speaker 
of the last House, that when any proposition was 
before the House at the time of adjournment, and 
an amendment pending to refer it to any commit- 
tee, it kept it off the Speaker’s table, and brought 
it up as the unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair admits that it is 
unfinished business to come up in its order, The 
call of committees for reporis being first in order, 
the unfinished report’ of yesterday will take pre- 
cedence of the other unfinished question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Jam very certain ‘ 
that is a change of the practice of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The first businessin order is « 
upon the motion to,refer the report made by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Duxuam] to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ‘ 

Mr. BISSELL.. Upon that question—— 


1852. ` 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


Mr. HOUSTON. I appeal to the gentleman i assigned in Maine according to the mode 


from Illinois, [Mr. BrsseLL,] and ask that he will 


permit me to bring to the attention of the Housel! 


the condition of the public printing. 

Mr. BISSELL. l am sorry to disoblige the 
gentleman, but I cannot yield the floor for that- 
purpose. 


Mr, HOUSTON. Lhope the gentleman will 


allow that subject to be brought now before the | 


House, as the subject upon which he proposes to 
speak will consume the balance ôf the day. 
Mr. BISSELL. 


printing will consume not only this day, but many 
days in succession, if we lay aside other business 
to attend to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I rise toa question of order. 


itis this: Whether I have not a right, under the 


rules of the House, to make a report from the | 


Committee of Ways and Means, stating the rea- 
sons why the appropriation billy have not been 
reported within thirty days from the announce- 
ment of the Committee of Ways and Means by 
the Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no rule 
ef the House giving the gentleman that right. 

Mr. BISSELL. Mr. Speaker, upon the ques- 
tion of referring the report submitted yesterday 
by the chairman of the select committee upoh 
the bounty land question, I wish to say a few 
words. I was gratified that the chairman of that 
committee made the motion to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, but I regretted very much that he after- 
wards announced to us that he had made that 
motion with the view of subsequently withdraw- 
ing it, and of putting this bill upen its passage 
here, under the operation, as I suppose, of the 

revious question. Now, sir, I hope no vote will 
fe taken upon this bill under any such strategy. 
It will be most manifest to every man who will 

ay the least attention to the provisions of this 
pi , thatitis one that requires, perhaps more than 
any other one that has been before us daring this 
session, that deliberation and attention which it 
can only receive in Commitiee of the Whole. 


Sir, he is a bold man who, understanding the pro- ; 


visions and foreseeing the operation of this bill, 

votes to-day that it become a law. And heis a 

rash one, who votes for it without that under- 

standing and foresight, No, sir; this bill should 
` tant WT : 

go to the Committee of the Whole; and E hope 


/ I should be glad to oblige the | 
gentleman, but it strikes me that this question of | 


the members of this House are prepared at once | 


to reject it altogether, or, at least, that they wall ; 


see the propriety of letting it take that course 
which bills of far lessimportance than this gener- 
ally do. 
objections whatever. To other 
House will object. 


approbation. 

The first section proposes to make land war- 
rants assignable. 
upon mature reflection, that the mode of assign- 
ment provided for in this first section is by no 
means the best one; and my reasons for thinking 
so can be given in very few words. The section 


provides that these warrants shall be assignable, , 
the assignment to be executed and acknowledged, ! 


or proved, in the same manner and with the same 
formalities that deeds for the conveyance of Ignd 


are executed, acknowledged, or proved in the State f 
or Territory in which the assignment may be | 
Now, at first blush, that seems very weil; | 
and Į am not so much opposed to that mode of; 


made. 


assignment as that I would go against the bill on 


account of it if it suited me in other respects. | 


But I think the bill must be essentially modified 
in vearly all of its provisions; and, while we are 
about it, lam for having this one perfected also. 
Look at the effect of providing this mode of as- 
signment. A land warrant is assigned, for in- 


stance, i 


there in accordance with the laws of that State | 
and i 


regulating the execution, acknowledgment, 
proving of deeds for the conveyance of land. 
Now, how is the register or receiver of a land 
office in Oregon expected to know, when the was 
rant is presented at his office, what are the laws 


That is very well; but I think, | 


Florida; executed and acknowledged i 
| compensate those who for three years have de- 


To some portions of the bill I have no |: 
parts of it, Ti 
think a large majority of the members of this |i 
Of some portions of it I have } 
no language sufficiently strong to express my dis- |i 


of Florida upon that subject? and, without such jj 


knowledge, how can he know that the assignment | 


rovisions of the 


is legal er valid according to the p 1 
Another one is 


law we are now about to enact? 


! 
{ 


i 


j 
| 


i 


: ported by the mony of this select committee 
| not almost utterly impracticable? — 
the first section of the bill, which is to be forced | 


į issued now remain unlocated. 
‘have located them, have never received one sin- 
! gle cent, except a small pittance, originally 


$ in 
which deeds are executed and acknoWledged 


there. How is this same register in Oregon, nine- | 


ty days afterwards when the warrant is pre- 
sented to. him, to know what are the laws of 
Maine in relation to deeds conveying land? And 
further still, how is any register or receiver ex- 
pected to know the laws of all the States and 
‘Territories and of the District. of Columbia, regu- 
lating this subject, so that he may know, when 
the warrant is presented to him at his office, 
whether the assignment upon it-is legal or not? 
Why, it would require a lawyer, indeed, and one 
of much reading, too, to be enabled to act under- 


standingly under such a law as you propose for | 


the guidance of registers and receivers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Has the gentleman always 
been of that opinion, or has he recently embraced 
it, and since the committee acted upon it? 

Mr. BISSELL. Personally, 1 have always 
preferred a different mode of assignment from that 


provided by this first section, yet [ did not object | 


to this mode in committee, willing, if the balance 
of this bill should suit me, to indorse the whole; 
bat as [ have said before, when I came to see the 
frightful disproffrtions’of the other parts of the 
bill, I was disposed to have it nearly all modified 
—this section as well as others. 

Now a far more simple, better, and wiser plan, 
is that which was provided for in the bill before us 
originally; and I now call the attention of gentle- 
men to that hetter mode. he first section of that 
original bill provides that the warrants for mili- 
tary bounty lands, which have been, or may here- 
after be, issued under any law of the United States, 
shall be assignable in such form, and pursuant to 
such regulations,as may be prescribed by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. Now 


the Commissioner has constant communication | 


with all these local offices, and the moment you 
may pass this original bill, he will send his circu- 
lar containing this law and the preseribed form to 
each of the registers and receivers, and they will 
have all the required information before them in 
plain and simple language, directly from the De- 
artment here. Thus that provision of law regu- 
ating the agsignment of warranis, will pass into 
all the local land offices, and all other public ofiices 
where business of that kind is transacted by ofii- 
cers or individuals. Every man may then see 
and easily understand, what is necessary to con- 
stitute a legal assignment of a bounty land war- 
rant. Now, which of these plans is the better 
one? Nay, I would ask,indeed, if the one re 


So much for 


through the House under the operation of the pre- 
vious question. 
The second section of this bill—and I ask those 


gentlemen who have not given it particular atten- 


tion to attend to it now—provides, that for loca- |! 
| ting warrants hereafter, registers and receivers 


shall receive fifty cents upon each one located. 
Now, gentlemen, you are all aware that the loca- 


| tion, by these warrants, commenced some three or 
| four yearsago. Since that time so many locations | 
! have been made under them, that probably not 


one fourth part of those originally directed to be 


provided for locating such as had been assigned. 
The subject of compensating these officers for 
their services comes before this House; is referred 
to a select committee, and they report in favor of 


| compensating such officers as may render the same 


services hereafter, and whoily neglect to provide 
the same equaland just compensation, or any com- 


; pensation at all, to those who have performed these |! 


services up to this time. Is there justice jn that? 
If the location of these warrants hereafter to be 
made is a service, fairly and justly entitling the 
registers and receivers to compensation, why not 


voted nearby all their time to that labor without 


i receiving so much as one hundred dollars, over 


and above clerk hive, office rent, and other neces- 
sary expenses? Why, the very fact that the com- 


hereafter, shows them to be aware of the fact that 
there is justice in the claim of those who ask com- 
pensation fot having located them heretofore. Why 
provide for payment only to future officers? Let 


The officers who | 


i a p Ea 

ius see how this matter is got over by the chair- 
| man. of the select committee; [Mr DUNHAM] 
| After providing in this comprehensive -bill “for 
i; paying officers who shall. hereafter locate these 
|| warrants, he tells you that those who. have been 
j engaged in locating them heretofore, can*came to 
: Congress, each with his individual claim, and get & 
i bill through here for his compensation, Is not 
_ that a most extraordinary proposition? Is. it not 
ia most unreasonable one, so far as the present, 


This bill provides for paying officers who perform 
these services hereafter, and invites those who 
have performedthem heretoforesome of whom 
are in ofice now, and some notto come to Wash- 
ington by dozens, and scores, and hundreds, and 
' present to Congress, each his individual claim, in 
the form of a private bill, for the purpose of obtain- 
ing his pay, as register orreceiver, for locating these 
land warrants heretofore. That, sir, isan improve- 
ment upon the General Land Office system, which 
| is as ingenious as it is just to retiring land officers. 
i Why, the land office system. is designed to be, 
| and should be, complete and perfect in itself. The 
| claim of these officers for compensation sHould be 
adjusted, now and always, not by Congress but by 
i the head of that Department here. If, pursuant to 
the invitation of the chairman of this committee, 
fifty or a hundred of these land officers come up to 
Washington and present their claims to Congress, 
i I should like to know when they may reasonably 
expect their bills to be all got through? How 
i much of the time of Congress would be consumed 
iin passing them, and how much of the money 
; of these honest claimants be expended, in employ- 
ing agents and in personal attendance, session af- 
ter session, till their bills are passed? How sim- 
ple, how sensible, how right would it he, to pro- 
vide in preference for those who have already 
Idcated these warrants, just as we do for those who 
‘shall locate them hereafter! Provide that those 
l! registers and receivers who have heretofore located 
|| these warrants shall receive a certain percentage 
on each warrant so located by them, under regu- 
| lations of the Department, the whole amount al- 
lowed to any one in no case to exceed the maxi- 
mum of compensation now allowed by law. There 
‘is no difficulty in regulating this, noneat all. The 
'i head of the Land Office Department here’ knows 
how much pay each land officer bas received, 
i, year by year: 
HO Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman allow 
‘me to ask him a question? 


' Mr, BISSELL. Certainly. i ; 
l Mr. DUNHAM. I should like to know, in 


i 
' R 
|! settling those accounts at the Land Office, how you 
| are to ascertain the amount they are entitled to for 
i 


li 
i 
i 


> 
le 


l resulted in a wrong answer, for my 
Mr. BISSELL. ‘The books of the General 
: Land Office show whether a warrant was located 
i by the original holder, or by his assignee. If by 
his assignee, the Department knows that the re- 
gister and receiver has received fifty cents. If by 
the original holder, the Department knows that 
the local land officer has received nothing. There- 
fore itis entirely practicable to obtain the necessary 
“information on this point. When that informa- 
i: tion is obtained, the Department should be author- 
ized toallow each register and receiver a percentage 
} upon entries by warrants, under the restriction or 
_limitation as to amount, which 1 have already 
ii suggested. This is exactly what the majority of 
l! the select committee prapose to do for registers and 
receivers who may perform this service in future. 
Is there any more difficulty about the past? This 


whole thing ought to be settled in this bill, We 
want no future legislation on the subject. We do 


“not want these registers and receivers—nor their 
widows and children—here in mournful procession 
i with their private bills for compensation, year after 
i| year, till our patience and. their spirits shall be 
i worn out. Regulate the compensation. to which 
| they are entitled now, when it can so: easily be 


mittee proposes to pay for locating these warrants | 


and late incumbents of these offices are concerned? _ 


di ‘aiid save to them’ the time and the money 


‘they may-otherwise expend. hereafter in suecess- |) 


fol" or unsuccessful efforts to obtain deleyed jus« 
tice; Let not the honorable chairman of this select 
committee say they are not entitled to-anything, 
for by the fact of proposing to compensate officers 
for the same sérvices ‘hereafter, and by the further 
fact’ of virtually invitingthe retiring registers and 
receivers ‘to come here and ‘present. their claims to 
Congress, he is estopped from denying the justuess 
of their claim: : j i TE 
Now the fact is, that some of those officers have 
not, received more than one or two hundred dollars 
inthe last ‘year, over and above their clerk hire 
and dther expenses, because nearly all the entries 
in their districts have been made by these warrants; 
‘whdreas in other districts in’ which most of the 
entries have been made in money and in which not 
one fourth as much labor is requited as in the case 
of éhtries by warrants, have received very nearly 
or quite the maximum sum allowed by law. ` Is 
this équal justice? a: i 

-There is another argument upon this subject, 
which ‘I address to the exclusive consideration 
of my Démoeratic friends round about me, and 
I’ know they will appreciate it. My friend 
from Indiana [Mr. Dunnam] proposes. to pay 
“officers who shall locate these warrants hereafter; 
and proposes, in the same bill, to issue a very 
large batch of new. warrants to another class of 


our citizens; but; to those who have been en- |! 


gaged in locating warrants without pay for the 
last three years he has nothing to say, except that 
they had better come up to Congress at some fu- 
ture time, and get thie pay allowed them, éach by 
a separate’ bill) Now, we Democrats all know 
very well who will hold these offices for the next 
four years. We know—do we not, my Demo- 
cratic friends }—that there isto be a change in the 
Administration, and that, after.a little time, good” 
Democrats will fill these offices for some years to 
come. Well, these Democratic registers and re- 
ceivers to be are provided for—very properly, of 
course—in this bill. They are to receive pay for 
each warrant they may locate. But these poor 
‘Whigs, who have performed the labor of locating 
all these warrants—for I believe they have all been 
located since the commencement of General Tay- 
lor’s administration, and who are about to retire, I 
mean at the incoming of the next Democratic Ad- 
ministration—are to be turned off without pay. 
They are told to whistle for their pay, or, whichis 
the same thing, to come upand apply to some future 
Congress’ for it. Now, I iak my Democratic 
friends if this is just? f do not say we ought to 
be magnanimous to our. Whig friends who are to 
fe out of office, but we ought to be just to them. 
f it is just to compensate Democratic: officers, 
who will fil those places during the next Admin- 
istration, I think-it equally so to compensate those | 
Whigs, who, by an extraordinary streak of good | 
luck, have been in office for the last three years. | 
I admit, very cheerfully, that our Whig friends, 
in the general, deserve a good deal of scourging, 
but let it be visited upon them in a different way— 
by keeping them out of office. But in pecuniary 
matters, let us not fail to give them their full dues. 
Now, I have proofs before me, but I will not 
detain the House by reading them, showing that 
the necessary, unavoidable labor of locating a | 
tract, of land with a military bounty land war- 
rant, is more than four times as great as in loca- 
ting the same tract with money. There is proof, 
also, that in some of the land districts nearly all 
the land has been located for the last year or two 
"with these warrants, As a consequence, the per- | 
centage which officers receive upon cash sales, 
has been lost to the receivers and registers in such ! 
districts, This quadrupled their labor and dimitt. | 
ished by three fourths their pay. There is proof, | 
also, that in other land districts the sales have 
mostly been made for cash, and the officers in 
such. districts, though performing comparatively 
little labor, have, through the percentage to which | 
they are entitled on cash sales, réalized more than || 
four times the compensation received by the less |} 
fortunate class I have already referred to, Now i 
T ask the majority of this select committee—for I | 
would have the House bear in mind that it is || 
composed of five, and that it was by a bare ma- | 
jority that this bill was reported—if there is an 
rinciple of even-handed justice discernible- in 
their whole proceeding? If any gentleman is of 
opinion that the salaries of land officers are tao 


- 


i high, let.him mo 


| fifty cents, and no more. 1 
has managed to raise two hundred dollars in spe- 
‘ cie; goes to a land office in Minnesota, lowa, or 
Ilinois, purchases one hundred and sixty acres of 
land with that two hundred dollars of genuine 
Jackson currency. For regeiving his money and 
giving him a certificate of entry Me register and 
receiver are allowed each a dollar. Such incon- 
| sistencies will every day arise under the operation 
of this bill. Itis considerations of this character 
that compel me to say the bill ought not to pass. 
It should go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
i State of the Union, and be there thoroughly in- 
vestigated and essentially modified. It ought not 
to become a law unless entirely changed in nearly 
all its essential features. 

[A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, informing the House that 
he had attached his signature to certain bills.] 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that I have dwelt long 
enough upon the monstrous injustice and in- 
equality proposed by this bill in reference to the 
compensation of land officers. That it will work 
| the grossest injustice I think I have shown. I 
| think I have also shown that this proposition, 
taken in connection with the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunnam,] on yester- 
day, proposes a change in the land office system 
which members of this House will be slow to 
sanction, to wit, in the mode of compensating 
land officers for entries heretofore made with 
warrants. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman misunder- 
| stands me upon that point. I stated on yester- 
i day, that I considered, as a general thing, they 
had been amply paid for the services they ren- 
‘dered in the location of land warrants; but that 
there might possibly be instances where their com- 
pensation was inadequate. In such cases their 
| claims should be presented to Congress. 
| Mr. BISSELL. Then J ask, if asa general 
| rule they have been amply paid, why provide ad- 


| same services hereafter? That will not do. If 
| they have been amply paid under that system, 
| those who shall come into office after them, and 
i render the same service, will be paid in the same 
i way. If the compensation is sufficient for those 
who are about to go out of office, why not for 
į those who may succeed them? Why not strike 
| out the provision compensating officers in future? 
| The plan that we, phe minority of the committee, 
| propose, will prevent those who have received 
| compensation already from getting any more, as 
| it authorizes the Department here to pay those 
| who have not received what they are eniitled to 
| by law, (their maximum salary and percentage) 
| —so much as will make up that amount, and no 
: more; so that if any officer has received ten dol- 
| lars less than he was entitled to, he will be paid 
j by the Department that amount (if his locations 
! by warrants would entitle him to so much) on the 
| adjustment of his accounts here. Or, if another 
| has received $1,300 less than he would have been 
| thus entitled to, he may, on the same principle, 
receive that amount from the Department, when 
his accounts are adjusted. We see how perfectly 
that equalizes the matter, dispensing even justice 
all around. 

I will now ask the attention of the House to the 
third section of the bill. It reads as follows: 


y || See. 8. And be it further enacted, That the act of which 


| this aet is explanatory, shall be so construed as to include 
| all commissioned and non-commissioned offcers, musi- 
| cians, and privates of militia, volunteers and rangers, who 
| Were mustered into the service of the United States for the 


i ditional payment to those who shall perform the | 


suppression: orsprevention ‘of. Indian hostilities, or whose 
servic! that ebaracter were recognized and paid by the 
United States prior to the passage of'said act, and who 
served the Tength of time regnired by said act. or 

‘like this. section very well, and, in view, of its 
comprehensive grasp, lam very much inclined to. 
suggest that the title of the bill should be ‘An act 
extendatory,”’ instead of “amendatory”? tofa pre- 
vious act.” I will ask the chairman of. the select 
committee, if he will allow me,-whether he has. 
any approximate knowledge as to the number of. 
‘persons who will be embraced in this section ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Asa reply to the gentleman’s 
interrogatory, I might refer to his own knowledge 
of the matter. On certain occasions he has mani- 
fested considerable anxiety upon the subject, and 
it was mainly through his efforts that this section 
was introduced into the bill. 

Mr..BISSELL. Do.not misunderstand me, I 
am for the section; and I am also in favor of the 
bill of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Joun- 
'soNn,] which proposes to.give land to every actual 
settler who will live upon and cultivate it. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunuam} and'I can- 
not be at issue on this section. I thought it right, 
however, that the House should have some infor- 
mation as to the number that will be embraced 
under this section. It provides for all those who 
have been mustered into ‘service for the suppres- 
sion or prevention of Indian hostilities; or whose 
services of that character have been recognized 
and paid by the Government. Tam for the sec- 
tion, but wish that it was still more comprehensive. 
So, as I said before, I am in favor of the bill of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, which one of these 
days I hope to help him to pass—so far as my 
vote goes at least. l think that itis a sensible and 
equitable bill, and I think this would be an equi- 
table and sensible section were -it carried further. 
But I suspect that the House will not vote it a law 
until they have more information than I possess as 
to the number and class of persons embraced by it. 

Ever since the settlement of California there 
have been rumors of Indian Uisturbances there 
and expectations of Indian outbreaks. Are all 
those who may have been mustered into the service 
to prevent these outbreaks provided for by this sec- 
tion? I read in this morning’s paper an item of 
news brought by the last steamer trom California, 
to the effect that Major Jack Hays, whom’we all 
recollect and admire, had proceeded towards San 
Diego with volunteers to prevent añ apprehended 
rising of the Indians. Are he and “his men in- 
cluded ‘in this section? If they are not I insist 
they shall be. I have also a petition in my drawer 
from citizens in New Mexica, asking for land for 
a battalion of four companies raised there in 1849, 
by Colonel Washington, who are excluded by the 
present law. J would like to know whether that 
class of our New Mexican citizens—for I believe 
they were all New Mexicans—are embraced under 
this section, They served some six months, and 
so far as I learn their services have not been 
recognized and paid by the Government. If they. 
are not embraced in this third section I will have 
none of it. A section so comprehensive as that 
might be extended a little further, so as to do jus- ` 
tice all around. How many does it embrace of 
those who were called out by State authority, at 
various times, to prevent Indian hostilities in the 
Creek country—in Florida, and elsewhere in the 
South and West? The more that is included, I 
say the better, and yet I should like to have some 
knowledge as to the number whom we might 
finally embrace. A more general bill, a friend 
near remarks, would be more equitable. 

Such important provisions’as those contained in 
this bill, Į repeat, should not be adopted by us 
without mature deliberation--to receive such de- 
liberation the whole subject should go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

To the 4th section of the bill I have no objec- 
tion. The 6th section: is the only other one to 
which I will direct the attention of the House. It 
provides: ' 

«That the warrants which have been, or may hereatter 
be issued, in pursuance of said act, or of this act, may be. 
located npon any lands of the United States subjeet to pri 
vate entry at the time of such location.” 

I will tell you what I think will be the practical 
operation of this section as indicated by past ex- 
perience. 

These warrants which are now issued, and 
which by this bill you are to issue, depend upon 
1t, will very soon pass into the hands of specula- 


tors. 


Those who old them for their own. pur- 
pose, enter their land immediately or very soon. 
But [| suppose that about nine tenths of the whole 
number sell their warrants for cash to speculators. 
Those who have money and disposition to specu- 
late’in lands buy these warrants for from $90 to 
$100, say at an average of about $90.. “These 
speculators will horde them up. When the poor 
emigrant wants a piece of land to. live upon he 
takes the first piece of good land he reaches, ‘lays 
his warrant, settles and cultivates.it. “The specu- 
lator, with his scores of warrants, lies back until 
a new and rich district-is opened forsale. Before 
the day of sale comes on, he is there, by himself 
or his agent, with his warrants. He selects out | 
the best lands in advance, and covers in a day | 
thousands of acres with his warrants. Then he 
holds these lands—which instead of being entered 
at $200 for.a hundred and sixty acres have cost 
him less than half that sum—till surrounding cul- 
tivation and improvements by actual settlers have 
enhanced their value fourfold. Then, for that en- 
hanced ‘price he sells them out for cash to emi- 
grants desiring them for settlement. His ultimate 
profis are so great that he can well afford to retain 
his warrants for a long time before locating them, 
and hold his lands up from sale for a long time 
afterwards. 

ĮI think, therefore, that this section should be 
stricken out, and that you ought to place those 
who may hold these land warrants now proposed 
to be issued upon the same footing with those who 
took warrants under the acts already in force. | 
Let them lay their warrants upon lands which 


were in market at the time the original bill was li 


passed, or, if you please, upon those lands which 
are new in market, But do not extend their priv- 
ileges in this particular any further. 

‘There are lands enough already in the market, 
and good lands too, upon which these warrants 
can be laid. Why give so many, such accumu- 
lated advantages, to those who may speculate in 
these warrants?) They are advantages which will 
rarely. inure to the soldier, or original holder. 
No, no; restrict these locations by warrants to 
lands already in the market. 
the warrant-holder. ‘The soldier will never regard 
it as an injustice; and, as for the speculator, we 
care not for him. 

In conclusion, I desire to say, that my friend 
from New Hampshire (Mr.'Tucx] and myself, who 
constitute a minority of this committec, propose 
that this bill shall be sent to the Committee of the 
Whole, as I trast it will, We propose to make 
a counter-report in the shape of a bill, embracing 
all that-we conceive to be good or desirable in the | 


present bill, and free from its most manifest de-. |; 


fects. Letit go to the Committee of the Whole, 
and when it has been there examined and dis- 
cussed, with the aid of such information as we 
may get from the Departments, let us passa better 
one in lieu of it. 

Mr. TUCK. Mr. Speaker, I propose to 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwould inquire if the morn- 
ing hour has not expired ? 

The SPEAKER. | It will expire in one minute. 


Hampshire had better let us pass to the unfinished 
business now, as there is but a moment left to him 
of the morning hour. I intend to move, as soon 
- as the morning hour has expired, that we proceed 

to other business. This is a most unnecessary 
debate, because it proposes a reference of the bill 
at last. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
first upon the reference. 

Mr. TUCK. I wish to inquire if I can be in- 
terrupted in my remarks? 

The SPEAKER. It will be competent for 


Take the vote 


gentlemen to arrest proceedings and call for the |. 3 e 
O ii of the Secretary of the Treasury to report@irectly 


orders of the day. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwill suggest to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire (Mr. Tuck] that he 
holdg the floor for to-morrow morning upon this 
subject. There are bilis upon the Speaker’s table 
which it is very important should be referred to 4 
committees; and if the House will consent to pass 


+i 


l 


It is no hardship to |} 
ii tion for a short time, to see how these estimates 


| subject as ought to pass this Hous 


s@fional portion of the country, would be satisfied 
to 
eel te Sone be- 


bill —they will find other measures and other op- 
portunities of procuring such enactment upon the 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I now move—the 
morning hour having expired—that we proceed 
with the business upon the Speaker’s table. 

The question was then taken, and it was agreed 
ae e 
On motion by Mr. WILCOX, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of J, P. Montgom- 
ery, preying for compensation for services performed in the 
war with Mexico, be taken from the files of the House, 


and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES FROM THE INTE 
The first business in order 


RIOR DEPARTMENT. 
is the proposition to refer the report of the Secre- 


to 


The SPEAKER. 


| tary of the Interior, of estimates for deficiencies, to 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that it be printed. 
Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. 
when this question was before the House, 1 moved 
to lay that report upon the table, because it had 
comé here, as | believed then, and as I now believe, 
contrary to the law, and in violation of the uni- 


| form practice and custom of the Government and 


} 


i| 
i 
| 


to the orders of the day, and refer these bills, I | 
would like it. . 

Mr, TUCK. I intend to proceed in the dis- 
cussion of this subject, if it is the sense of the 
House to examineit. I have butlitile to say upon 
‘the greater part of this bill; but there is a proposi- 


tion contained in it, which upon its face purports 


i 


|| expenditures. 
Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from New ii 


{| own estimates, : 
‘either directly or through the President, how will | 


At 
| likea correct knowledge of the amount 
i! necessary to be raised in order 


it 
bi 


| 


the Departments thereof. ‘To show that I was not 
mistaken, I now propose to investigate that ques- 


On yesterday, , 


will the Secretary of: the Trea: 
mates upon as to the amoun: 
to meet the expenditures of the Governed 
when they submit their, estimates, to : 
transmitted to the Congress of the United Sta 
he has before him. the amount. which will 

quired. He‘then makes his estimates of ih 
enye to be received by the Government fo 


year. If there appears from his estimates of the 
revenie to be received that there‘ isa surplus, he: 
reports the fact. If there’ should appe a 
deficiency. in his estimates of revenues to a 
ceived, thén it is his duty. to suggest plans and 


recommend the means by which the revenue shall 
be increased; or if he cannot ‘present, any. plans 
satisfactory to himself which will raise the neceg- 
sary amount of revenue, then it becomes his duty - 
to recommend loan, and to what amount. Tbe- 
lieve it was the uniform practice, from the agt of 
1800 down to 1846, for the Secretary of the ‘Treas- 
ury to report his estimates with his annual finan- 
cial report at the commencement of each session. 
And this has been the practice from the commence 
ment of the Government’to. 1842, I believe: The 
fiscal year commenced upon the first of January, 
and ended upon the 31st of December of each year. 
If I mistake not, it was in 1849 that: án aet: Was 
passed altering the commencement and. termina- 
tion of the fiscal year, declaring that it should 
commence upon the first of July of each year, and - 
end upon the 30th of June thereafter. The act 
approved August 26, 1842, provides ‘< that, ón 
‘and after the first day of July in the year ofour - 
‘Lord 1843, the fiscal year of the Treasury of 
‘the United States, in all matters of accounts, re- 
‘ceipts, expenditures, and’ appropriations, shall 

l| «commence on the first day of July in each year; 

\ and the report of estimates required to be prepared 

| kand laid before Congress at the commencement 
‘of each session by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
‘in obedience to the acts of Congress of the 2d'of 

‘ September, 1789, and of May 10th, 1800, shalbe 
ta report of estimates for each fiscal year commen-.- 
‘cing as aforesaid and terminating on the 30th:day. 
‘of June in the succeeding calendar year.” It is. i 
also made the duty of the Secretary of the T 
ury, by the second section of this acts tO R 
‘mit to Congress, at the commencement 
‘session, his annual report upon the state 0 
« finances and estimates of appropriations requ. 


i 


y 
f 
i i 


| 
t 


red: 
nment for the “half 


‘for the support of the Gover 
‘calendar year ending on the 30th day of June 
| ‘next, and particular and distinct estimates for the 
‘fiscal year ending on the 30th day of June, 

844.” x 


| 
| 
| 
\ 


‘expenditures. ” 
Here is the first act passed by the Congress of 


i the United States, establishing the Treasury De- || the commence 
partment. It is made the duty of the Secretary of | 


the Treasury to prepare his estimates of revenue 
and estimates of expenditure. There is no distinc- 
tion made in them. It does not speak of one or an- 


i other Department of this Government preparing 


and reporting estimates of the public revenue and 
We find that another act, supple- 
mentary to an act entitled “An act to estah ish 
the Treasury Department,” approved May 10, 
1800, provides that ‘It shall be the duty of the 


! «Secretary of the Treasury to digest, prepare, and 
| ‘lay before Congress, at the commencementof every 
: €gession, a report of the subject of finances, con- 


‘taining estimates of the public revenue and public 
‘expenditures, and plans for improving or mcreas- 
‘ing therevennes from time to time, for the purpose 


; cof giving information to Congress in adopting 


‘modes of raising the money requisite to meet the 

‘ public expenditures.” : 
Here is again the second act passed upon this 

subject in May, 1800, declaring it to be the duty 


to Congress upon the revenue and estimates of ex- 
penditure necessary to be made; and upon.reflec- 
ion, it will be seen, I think, that it was founded 
in wisdom w sound policy. Suppose that each 
and every one of the Departments shall make their 
and submit them to Congress, 


f the Treasury arrive at anything 
of revenue 
to meet the ex- 
lahe Secretary 
and submit, them 


fthe Intertor and 


he Secretary o 


enditures of the Government? 
of War isto make his estimates 
to Congress, and the Secretary © 


' “Tt is again made the duty of -the Secretary of. cs 
Í the Treasury here in thà act altering and fixing” ° 
| cement and termiiation of the fiscal 
ear, to prepare his estimates of the revenue to, 
i be received and the expenditures to be made. In 
| obedience to that act, they have continued fer 
these estimates and submit their'annual report to 
the head of that Department up to the year 1846. 
If] am not mistaken, it was under this change of 
the fiscal year, that these large and uniform esti- 
mates fordeficiencies commenced; and here it may 
i be said that these laws requiring the Secretary of 
the Treasury to submit his estimates, apply to 
annual estimates and not to deficiencies., “If that 
distinction be made, it will be found that the law 
| contemplates no deficiency, [t-contem fates, that 
‘| the Secretary of the nage would have suffi- 
li cient knowledge to make his’ estimates large 
| enough to meet the expenditures of Government, 
i| and that they would be. made sce. dat 
‘i we see here, when this. fiscal year was changed, 
L that there were at every session reported with the 
l! annual estimates, large estimates for deficiencies; 
| and accordingly, in the annual report on dpe 4th 
| of December, 1845, there were deficiency estimates 
i submitted of $1,290,526 25. In the next estimate 
if submitted on the 19th of November, 1846, being 
i the first year of the war with Mexico, there were 
i! deficiencies of $5,459,700 72. In November 24, 
1847, the deficiency estimates were $10,061 444 57. 
In November 16, 1648, the deficiency estimates 
In November 16, 1849, the 
47%. dy No- 


2,575,305 64. eee : 
In each of these years the deficiency est 
rere submitted at the same time that the an 
stimates were for the then next fiscal y at 


nual 
and 


y 
e: 


SE was by the resolition: of the’ Tth of January; 
"4846, that’ the Secretary. of the Treasury: was di- 


“them. prepared and printed, ready. for delivery to 


14, 


time 2: “Noestim i deficiencies’ were. sub- 
y the Secretary of the Treasury at-the 


yeeted and required to make his estimates, have mitted” by the e of. 
ikon i i :commentemeñt-ofthesession: Some weeks after 


members. of Congress atthe assembling of the |; we have béen in session, the Secretary of the 


‘body... ‘Fhe resolution reads: 


quired in his Department, of $219,000. He sent 


. -ary to cause his estimates of appropriations, which he is by 
Jaw required to` prèpare and submit to: Congress, to: be 


~ the ‘Commencement-of ‘each’ session ; and that the Clerk h 


@'Thatit-shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 


printed, and copies of the ‘same tobe delivered to the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives: in time for distribution at 


distribute the said estimates in the manner in which docu- 
ments printed by Congress are directed to be distributed. ”? 
“Ehere-is. another resolution of Congress relating i! 
to the acts of 1789 and 1800, directing that the es- 
timates which the Secretary of the Treasury is re- 
guired to. prepare and submit to Congress shall be 
printed by him before the meeting of Congress, | 
and that he have them ready for delivery when | 
the@Members shall assemble. “Now, the fiscal- year 
‘having been changed, and not. commencing until | 
sven months after the session of: Congress for | 
which these estimates are submitted, why was it 
necessary to require that these estimates shall be 
rinted and ready for delivery upon the assem- 
Pling of Congress? It was that the members might | 
have them at the earliest day, that they might 
investigate, report, and pass upon these appropri- 
ation bills in time. Then, if the reason would || 
apply in the case of the estimates of'appropriation | 
for the year—not to commence until seven months 
after these estimates shall have Been submitted— 
will it not apply with tenfold force for estimates 
required for the current fiscal year in time of the | 
assembling of Congress? For instance, at the || 
meeting of this session of Congress, we had the 
estimates required for the year commencing upon 
‘the ist. day of July, 1850, and terminating upon 
the 30th of June, 1852. Here was seven months 
to operate upon before one dollar of the estimate} 
of the appropriation here submitted would be re- 
quired for expenditure; and here is the present 
year terminating upon the 30th of June next, in 
which we have not one dollar of estimates required |! 
in addition to those heretofore submitted and ap- 
propriated for at the last session. 

I say the reasons are tenfold stronger why we 
should have estimates submitted for deficiencies 
at the commencement of the session, than those 
which may be required for the succeeding year. 
I find. it was the uniform practice, as I have before 
shown, from the time they were required to make 
these estimates and submit them. Here is the 
construction given to this joint resolution requiring 
‘these estimates to be printed. ‘What does the 
present Secretary of the Treasury? In his esti- 
mate submitted to Congress at the last session, he 
tells you this—-which he had printed and placed 
in the front of the volume which contained the 
annual estimates for this year—* that agreeably to || 
‘the joint resolution of Congress of the 7th of Jan- |! 
‘wary, 1846, I have the honor to transmit, for the || 
‘information of the House of Representatives, | 
‘printed estimates of additional appropriations 
‘proposed to be made for the service of the fiscal 
‘year ending the 30th of June, 1851, amounting 


{ 


t 

§ to $2,575,305 64.” i 
Here he informed us, at the last session, that it | 

was agreeably to this jointresolution that he sub- | 

mitted the additional estimates for deficiencies | 
which would be required for the year ending the 


having received them doubtless, as these estimates | 
show, from the various Departments, he, in obe- 


i 
i 
Navy ‘comes in with estimates for deficiencies re- | 


| either of those officers to communitate directly to | 


| his estimate without the deficiencies which we arè 
i| now told are required by the Secretary of the 
| Interior and by the Secretary of the Navy, then, 
instead of this report of his being correct, it will 
i; require over a million of dollars more for the year 
than he has estimated for. 


that. report here, and when it wasaread-at the 

desk—ihe chairman. of the Committee-of Ways | 
and Means being confined to his roomn—I moved 

to refer it to that commyittée, arid to-have it pringgd. | 
The irregularity and ‘Hiegelity of its introduction | 
into the House did not occur to meat the moment. 
Yesterday we received a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, enclosing estimates for deficien- 
cies in his own Department, and another enclosing | 
estimates for deficiencies in the War Department. 
The Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary | 
of the Navy have not sent in their estimates | 
through the Treasury Department, but have, | be- 


1 
H 


heads of thé Departments have nothing whatever 
-to do with estimating how the ‘revenues are to be 
yaised, anid. where the means are to come from to 
meet the expenditures which ‘they propose, and it 
is therefore only through the Treasury Depart- 
ment that these estimates can legitimately, legally, 
and properly come before the Congress of the 
United States for their action. I hope the House 
will take such a course as will have this thing cor- 
rected now at the very threshold, so that we may 
have no more of it. ` 

The, gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BrssenL} 
told us to-day, that he believes there will be.& 
change of Administration next March twelve 
months. It may be so, and I hope it will, and 
for that reason, | do not want any of these wrong 
and illegal precedents set to be followed by the 
Democratic party when it shall come into power. 
I want them to have no such footsteps as these to 
tread in, but to have things done according to law, 


lieve, for the first time in the history of the Gov- | aceording.to custom, and according to sound pol- 


ernment, sent them directly to this House. I have 
been unable to find any law which authorizes į 
either branch of Congress, upon the amount of | 
money which may be required £8 defray the ex- 
penses of their several Departments. 

Now, what is the amount of the deficiencies 
for the present year? Why, as I before said, the 
Secretary of the Navy, some days ago, submitted 
his estimates to the House, asking for $219,000 
ta meet the deficieney in the appropriations for 
tnMbbarrene year ending June 30th, 1852. Then 
the Secretary of the Treasury submits estimates 
for his own Department, for $29,250, and he also 
submits estimates for the War Department to the 
amount of $2,516,012—making altogether the ag- 
gregate amount of $3,428,338 70 asked for by 
these various Heads of Departments for deficien- 
cies. ; 

When we look to the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, submitted to Congress 
afew days since, we find that he estimates the 
receipts and expenditures for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30th, 1852. He estimates the receipts 
for that time from all sources and the money in 
the Treasury, at $62,411,645 68 cents. He then 
estimates the expenditures for the year—giving | 
the actual expenditure for the first quarter of the | 
fiscal year, and estimating the expenditure for the 
three remaining quarters—and shows that, accord- 
ing to his estimate, the expenditures for the cur- ! 
rent year will be $50,952,902 59. Now, he must | 
have had the estimates from the Secretaries of the | 
Interior and Navy by him before he could make 
this estimate with such exact nicety, with such | 
precise particularity, as to come even to the odd | 
cents in a sum of over fifty millions of dollars. 
lf he had them at the time, why did he not send | 
them to us with the other estimates? If he did j 
not have them, how did he come to his conclusion | 
as to the precise amount, to a cent, that would be ! 
required during the year? If he did not have the i 
estimates from those Departments, but made out | 

j 
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And if that state of 
the case is correct, how does he know for what | 
amount of revenue to estimate? The estimates ji 
of the Secretary of the Interior, submitted on | 
yesterday, amount to $693,327, and those of the 


icy and wisdom. Now iş the proper time to check 
this practice, when it is first attempted to be com- 
menced in the Congress of the United States. Let 
us goin the good old way. If we cannot improve 
upon it, for God’s sake, do not let us make it 
worse, 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I- shall not follow 
the gentleman from Tennessee: -= oa 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, (interposing.} 
With the permission of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, I wish to make a suggestion. A few days 
since we had a bill before -us to appropriate 
$3,000,000 to meet the Mexican indemnity; and is 
was urged upon us that we ought to pass that bilt 
before we adjourned upon that day. I would 
merely suggest, therefore, if it would not be better 
for us to go into Committce of the Whole now, 
take up that bill, and pass it. The gentleman’s 
remarks can as well be made at any other,time. 
He himself urged upon us the other day the ne- 
cessity of immediatety passing the bill to which £ 
have referred, and I hope therefore that he will not 
now delay that bill merely for the sake of making 
a speech. - 

Mr. BAYLY. Lam not goin 


to follow the 


| gentlemen from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] through 


the whole course of his remarks. I have very 
little to say, and that little 1 can say in a few 
minutes; and then the Housemay take suchaction 
with reference to its business as to the House may 
seem best. With respect to the remarks made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jonnson} 
about my having—when the Mexican indemnity 
bill was Jast up—urged the importance of its im- 
mediate passage, he will recollect that } made that 
statement in deference to the chairman of the Ways 
and Means. That gentleman, for reasons which 
he stated, said that the passage of this bill would 
be delayed—and it has turned out sq—unless it 
was passed then, and I yielded to his suggestion. 

I will say further, with reference to that Mexi- 
ean indemnity bill, that I understand a memorial 
is to come before Congress in relation to it; ang 
for one—as a few days will not be a matter of 
very great consequence—I would prefer, if it suits 
the convenience of the chairman of the Ways and 
Means, that that memorial should come in before 
the bill is taken up again. There are a good 
many things in connection with that bill that re- 
quire to be explained, so that this House and the 
suey may understand it better than they now 

o. 
Mr. HOUSTON. In reply to the suggestion * 


“wary, 1846, submits to Congress estimates for the 


dience to the same resolution of the 7th of Jan- |; Navy Department, sent in afew days ago, amount | 
{ 


to $219,000—making altogether estimates for over | 
fiscal year commencing the Ist of July, 1851, and |! $900,000, which have come in here, as far as we | 
terminating on the 30th of June next. The pres- i| know or have a right to presume, without the | 
ent, I believe, ig the first instance in which the | knowledge of the Secretary of the Treasury. | 
Secréftry of the Treasury has failed to submit | Noy this question is, I think, of more import- | 
those deficiency estimates with the estimates for i ] 


i h t or |; ance than would perhaps strike a person at first | 
the succeeding year. Why is it done upon this || blush. This is, I believe, the commencément of | 
occasion? 


I am wholly ata loss to see what has | this thing; it is the first step, and if we tolerate it | 


influenced the officers of Government to take this |; now, it will go on and get the finances of the coun- | 


course of separating their estimates, and sending |! try, and the business of the Treas Department | 
them in here, each upon. bis own individual re- 


m l | into such inextricable confusion that, in the course f! 
sponsibility. But it must be for one of two rea- i| of a few years, it will be impossible for the head 
sons—cither that this Administration has no uni- || of the Department, or anybody else, to under- |! 
vie or that the heads of the Departments under this | stand anything about the state and condition of || 

ministration are hot upon such friendly terms || the Department, and of the finances of the coun- | 
and intercourse, that: they can harmonize; and 


that each one sets up for himself. It must be that i | 


Hy, That is, in my opinion, the soundest and | 
ee est polie hich requires the Secretary of the | 
they are not inclined to let them come in together, Lasik ho tne Secrelary rf 
and show the amount at one view. 


i 

il 

| 

30th of June, 1851. . Then, after he gave them, | 
| 

| 


| Treasury to estimate for all the receipts and all | 
: the expenditures of the Government, The other : 


of the gentleman from Virginia, I will merely say 
that it is my purpose, at the earliest possible mo- 
ment, to move to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and take up that bill. 
From the indications in all parts of the House, 
there is to bea long debate upon it, and during 
that debate the memorial to which the gentleman 
refers can come in if it comes in atall. 

I do not intend to endeavor to press the bill to 
an immediate vote; but as there must be a debate 
upon it, T desire that it shall be progressing, 

Mr. BAYLY. I desire to say to the gentle- 


| man from Alabama, [Mr. Hovsron,] that during . 


the whole Congress, he will not find me disposed 
to object to any course he may suggest in respect 
to the business of this House which he has espe- 
cially in sharge, because I know the indispensable 
necessity that he should, to a very great extent, 
have his own way. But I shall not detain the 
House ten minutes, for, as I have already said, qT 


* 


4852. 


EÈ 


do not mean to go over the ground that has-been 
occupied by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jonus.] -What little I have to say, I propose to 
say at once. : ` 
It will be recollected that,on yesterday, when 
the communication came from the Secretary of the || 
Interior, submitting-the estimates of deficiencies, 
the gentleman from Tennessee got up and said it 
was a violation of law, and moved to return the 
communication to the Secretary. As that course 
had not been pursued with any of the other Sec- 
retaries, I thought that it was designed to show of- | 
ficial discourtesy to. the Secretary of. the Interior. | 
Now, although he and I have differed as politi- 
cians, from the time that we were class-mates at 
College to this hour, yet we have always been 
upon terms of the most intimate personal rela- j 
tions, and when, therefore, [saw the House dis- 
posed to select him out from the others as an ob- 
ject to whom indignity was to be shown, under a 
mistake, as I stated at the time, F felt it dueto him, 
and dueto the State of which we are both sons, 
that I should suggest that in this matter there had 

‘been no violation of law and nothing unusual. 
This morning, when I found that the gentleman 
from Tennessee was disposed to press this matter, 
I suggested to him that the matter had better be 
dropped—saying that I had no disposition to vin- 
dicate the statement I had made, that there had i 
been no violatén of law. My friend declined the | 
overtures I made to let the matter pass without į 
debate; and since he has gone into the subject, ! 
there is no alternative left me but to reply to him, || 
or let the statement I made go unvindicated. i 
„el shall confine myself to the single point that, i 
in sending these estimates here, the Secretary of | 
the Interior has done nothing illegal or unusual, 
and that therefore there is nothing which would | 
justify this House in offering an indignity tohim. | 
‘As to all the other matters of which the gentleman 
from Tennessee has spoken, some political friend ; 
of the Secretary of the Interior may defend him, | 
if he supposes a defence necessary—which I do !| 
not. p | 
In 1846, the Congress of the United States | 
passed a joint resolution, the title of which is as | 
follows: 
& Joint Resolution relative to the printing and distribution of 
the annual estimates. | 


Resolved, ¥c., That it shall be the duty of the Secretary | 
of the Treasury to cause the estimates of appropriations, || 
which he is by Jaw required to prepare and submit to Con- 
gress, to be printed, and copies of the same to be delivered |} 
to the Clerk of the House of Representatives in time for || 

distribution at the commencement of each session ; and that || 

the Clérk distribute the said estimates in the mahner in || 
which documents printed by Congress are directed to be || 

distributed. i 

“ Approven January 7, 1846.” 

Now, the gentleman from Tennessee says that || 
in the eye of the law, there is no distinction be- 
tween casual estimates for deficiencies and annual 
estimates. Letussee how that matter is. The 
gentleman has already read to you the law of 
1789, organizing the Treasury Department. That 
law referred to the annual report of the Secretary | 
of the Treasury, and not what we now refer to as 
estimates; but let us see how it is in the subse- | 
quent legislation of Congress. On the 10th of 
May, 1800, Congress passed the following law: 

«That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to digest, prepare, and lay before Congress at the com- |! 
mencement of every session, a report on the subject of i] 
finance, containing estimates of the public revenue, and of |; 

, the public expenditures, and plans for improving or increas- į; 
ing the revenues, ime to time, for the purpose of giving 


from ti z 
information to Congress in ađopting modes of raising the | 
money requisite to meet the publie expenditures.” - ii 

That law also refers to the annual report of the | 
Secretary of the Treasury required to be made by 
law. Now let us look to the still subsequent legis- ;} 
lation. a 

The next law upon the subject is the act of 1820, 
in the 8th section of which it was enacted: i 


«¢'That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- |: 
ury to annex to the annual estimates of the appropriations | 
required for the public service, a statement of the appro- 
priations for the services of the year which may have been 
made by former acts, and also a statement of the sums re- 
maining in the Treasury or in the hands of the Secretary | 
of the Treasury as the agent of the War and Navy Depart- j 
ments, from the appropriations of former years 
the amount of each sum which will not be required to defray HI 
the expenses incurred the previous year, and showing the «| 

í 


, estimating 


whole amount which will be subject to the disposition of the 
executive Government in the year to which the estimates 


: 

apply”? è ; \ 
By the act of 1842 it was enacted l 
«That it shall be the duty of the several heads af Depart- j 


| Departments, not only to the Secretary of the 


| seen estimates. 


| to the Secretary of the Treasury. Since then the 


i could never know when they had done asking for | 


‘mate has been sent to the House, through its | 


‘| mode—to the Committee off Ways and Means, | 
| through its chairman? I have not seen Mr. Stu- 


' art; but my colleague, [Mr. Lercner,] who repre- : 


ii authorized him to say, that it had been sent to the | 
| mittee of Ways and Means—which is the usual 


‘| request of 


ments, in communicating estimates of expenditures and ap- 


propriutions te Congress or to any of the committees thereof, |) 


to.specify as nearly-as.may be convenient, the sources from 
which such estimates are derived, and the calculations upon 
which they are founded ; and in so doing to discriminate be- | 
tween such estimates as are conjectural in their character, 
“and such as are framed upon actual information and appli- | 
cation from disbursing officers; andin communicating the 
several estimates reference shall be given to the laws and 
treaties by which they are authorized, the dates thereof, and 
the volume, page, and section, in which the necessary pro- 
visions are contained.” 


ao" here you will observe is the first law 
which contemplates anything else than the annual 
report from the Treasury Department. It will be | 
observed that the law of 1842 contemplates the | 
submission of estimates by any of the heads of the 


Treasury, but to Congress or any of the commit- 
tees thereof. The law of 1846 changed the law in 
that respect; but it changed it only in relation to | 
the annual estimates, and not to casual or unfore- | 
Since 1846, all the annual esti- 
mates have been made from the several departments | 


annual estimates have been sent in by the Treasury | 
Department. And it ought to be so, for the reason 
that the gentlegian from Tennessee has assigned, 
that when the Secretary of the Treasury was ask- 
ing Congress for appropriations for a year yet to 
arrive, he could not estimate properly for the 
amount of revenue to be raised, unless he was in- 
formed of the amount.which it was contemplated | 
would be expended. But that reasoning does not | 
apply to deficiencies, because the revenue for the | 
current year has already been ascertained to a 
great extent, and there is no necessity, therefore, « 
of going to the Secretary of the Treasury for these 
estimates, because we have before us the precise 
state of the Treasury; we know whether the con- | 
dition of the Treasury, as reported by the Secre- | 
tary, will bear these appropriations asked for the | 
services of the fiscal year, and if the state of the 
Treasury will not bear it we must accompany the | 
appropriations for deficiencies either with a tax or 
with authority for a loan. 

But, sir, what has been the practice? It is true 
that at the last session of Congress, when there 
were very large deficiencies known to exist before 
the meeting of Congress, the Secretary of the 
Treasury did send in an estimate for the deficien- 
cies bill. But does not the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee know—I will not even put the question in 
that form, but assert the proposition positively, | 
because I know such to be the fact—the gentleman | 
from Tennessee knows, that after the Secretary of | 


i rior comes, I went to him this morning for the pur- 


Mr LETCHER. I think: T can explai 
matter., Being the immediate representative fi 
-the county from which the Secretary ‘of 


that committee. 
solely to the action of the Secretary of the 
ury. It had no reference to the head of any other 
Department. The gentleman from Virginia and 
the House will, therefore, see that the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Chief Clerk of the Treas- 
ury Department are entirely mistaken in making 


jeany such statement. 


Mr.LETCHER. Oneword more. Iimagine- 
that when that communication was made by. the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
[Mr. Houston] to the Secretary of the Treasury 
and his Chief Clerk, that the various Departments 
of the Government connected with the: Treasury 
Department were probably: DA td x 

Mr. HOUSTON. . The gentleman is mistaken. |. 
Our conversation was confined to one point exclu- 
sively, and that point had reference to the Secre- ` 
tary of the Treasury alone, and not to the Jead of» 
any other Department. I requested the Secretary 
of the Treasury to send his communication directly 
to the House, and not to the Committee of Ways 


the Treasury had sent in that estimate for deficien- | 
cies, there came, addressed to the Committee of: 


‘| Ways and Means, additional estimates for defi- | 


ciencies from the heads of other Departments, not | 
through the Secretary of the Treasury at all, We’ 
received such additional estimates from the War |; 
and Navy Departments, the Interior Department, : 
including the Pension Bureau, the Indian Bureau, | 
and, indeed, from nearly all the Departments and | 
the Bureaus. The gentleman knows that he and ; 
I complained during the whole session that we, 


f 


appropriations. Day after day, during the whole ji 
session, additional estimates were coming, directed , 


not to this House, but to the Committee of Ways | 
and Means; and. such has been the case ever since : 


i I have been in Congress, which is not quite so | 


and Means. But the point was not brought up at 
all, as to whether the head of any other Depart- 
ment, or the head of any bureau, should commu-. 
nicate through that Department or directly to the: 
House, or to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
That is my explanation. Siac feet t 
Mr. LETCHER. Well; it seems there was a 
conversation in relation. to.the mode of communi- 
cating between the Treasury Department, ant, óf 
course between the various, other, Départments 
connected with that Department and the House. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Notthe various Departments. 
It related to none but the Treasury Department. 
Mr. LETCHER. It has been contended in the 
avhole course of this ‘argument, from the com- 
mencement of this controversy to the present time,’ 
that the Secretary of the Interior. was: under. the ` 


long as the gentleman from Tennessee has been | 
here. i 
Why is it, this House may ask, that this esti- 1 


Speaker, rather than in the usual and ordinary | 


| 
| 
sents the district in which that gentleman resides, | 
has informed me this morning that Mr. Wart had | 
Speaker of the House rather than to the Com- | 
} 
> = ` i 
course of proceeding—at thg special instance and | 
he chairman of the Committee of}, 
Ways and Means, > 
Mr. HOUSTON. I intend to reply to the re- 
SAY 


I 


i 
1 


| Treasury, so 


i a clerk in each of the Departments, who ar 


control and management of the Secretary of, the 
far as these communications in regard 
to estimates of the expenditures of his Department 
are concerned. Now, J can very readily see how 
it miglt occur upon this occasion, in the conver- 
sation between the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and his Chief Clerk, that the conclusion might 
have been drawn precisely as it has beegpdrawn 
by Mr. Stuart, and those in his Department con~ 
nected with him. Every gentleman knows, I ap- 
rehend, because most gentlemen here have been 
in Congress longer than I have, that as far as these 
communications from the Departments to Congress 
are concerned, they are generally made through 
e well 
forms to be used. 
and are sent to. 
of the 7 
hi 


which 
and 


gle word with the X | 
came here, until last night. ii 


Now, in relatien to this matter abo: which $o 


“Riuch’disturbaiicé has: been’ raised. understand: | 
‘the’ whole amount of it is this; A clerk in ‘the! 
Department of the Interior prepared this commu- 
nication forthe Secretary of the Interior, and-he, 
under the belief-that there was nothing disrespect- 
‘fal-or improper ‘in it, Sent it to this: House. <- 

There is-another point of view: which T desire 
to notice, if my colleague [Mr. Bavar} -will in- 

‘dulge’ me fora moment. The argument. of the 
gentleman from’ ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] this 
niorning, goes to show. thatthe estimates of the rev! 
enues and expenditures of the. Government shall : 
annually come from’ the Secretary of the Treasury | 
to the. Speaker of this body... Now, were not 
these very deficiencies, which is the subject of this 

~ complaint now, estimated for inthe report of the 
Secretary‘of the Treasury last year? Did not he 
present his estimates then, not only of the incom- 
ing revenue, but of ‘the expense’.of the Govern- 
menat that very time; and did not those esti- 
mates‘and these expendimres cover this matter 
now: the subject of consideration? I understand | 
that at the last session of Congress appropriations 

“were not made for the sums asked for by the Sec- | 

~¥etary of the Interior, through the Secretary of ; 
the T'reasury, and these deficiencies may have oc 
curred. in that way. It seems to me that the | 
whole thing came here properly enough, and | 
knowing Mr. Stuart, as I do, and regarding him 
personally, as Ido, to be a most excellent man, I 

ave no idea that he would send a communication 
here ina manner not authorized by this House. 
“Mr. STANLY. I think this matter has already 
consumed more time than it is worth. Ihave no | 
doubt that the explanation given by both the gen- | 
tlemen from Virginia will ‘satisfy the. House in 
regard to the course taken by Mr. Stuart.’ I 
move.the previous question, 
Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman from | 


North Carolina will withdraw the call for the prè | 


vious question’ Ido not wish to occupy muct 
time. | 

Mr. STANLY. Will the chairman of the: 
Committee of Ways and Means be responsible 
tor the delay? ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. If I had not been improp- | 
erly drawn into, this debate, I should have had 
no cause for asking its withdrawal. 

‘Mr. STANLY. I will withdraw it for the! 
chairman, as I am only his lieutenant on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 1 only desire that 
we should get along with the public business. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not intend to occupy 
much time in the remarks [have to make upon the 
subject, and shall. confine myself.to the point now 
directly before the House. T said in my remarks | 
yesterday, that T did not believe the Secretary of jj 
the Interior had pursued the course which he had | 
done with any purpose of acting in violation of | 
the law. I said further, that I did not think he 
deserved the rebuke which was intended by the | 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Jones.] 1 believe T put it upon proper grounds. 
What I censure most is, that he is endeavoring to | 
shift the responsibility from himself, and 
upon me. i 

Mr. LETCHER. Will the gentleman give |! 
way for one moment? , H 

Mr. HOUSTON. Certainly. il 

Mr.LETCHER. The genileman entirely mis- | 
apprehends me. I did not understand, nor did [ | 
desire to be understood by this House, that Mr. | 
Stuart wished to make up an issue with the | 
Committee of Ways aud Means. I called upon į 
My. Stuart this morning and inquired into this mat- | 
ter, when the conversation related by me occurred. i 
Tf the gentleman supposes that the Secretary of |} 


place it || 


| plain. 


the Interior desires to place him in any difficulty, | 
he entirely misapprehends me; as did the House, | 
if théeso understood me. 
Mr. HOUSTON. WhileI am in favor, as I 
was in favor on yesterday, of referring this com- 

‘ munication to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and having it printed, yet I cannot sub- 
scribe to the doctrine that has been advanced by } 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayiy.] Iun- 
‘derstand that gentleman to place his defence of | 
the Secretary of the Interior upon two leading || 
‘points. One of which is, thatit is no violation or 
law; the other is, that it is in strict conformity | 
with the usages of the House. Upon these points, `| 
I take issue with the gentleman from Virginia: H 
and to sustain my position I havēbut to refer to 
the law of 1789, creating the Treasury Depart- | 


i 
fi 
H 


ii estimates as are conjectural in their character. and such as 
‘j are v upon actual information and application from 


ment, referr 
see, [MrJoni 


must have time to form his opinions and digest 
Kis plans, in-order to arrive at his conclusions of 
what the expenditures-will be. This law reiter- 
ates, substantially, allin the law of 1789, which 
created the Treasury Department, and makes it 
the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make these reports; and in doing -so, gives“the 
reason why he is required to do it. Thelaw says 
he must do it, that he may be enabled to prepare 
his estimates to correspond with the means he 
has on hand, and the estimates of the revenue 
to be derived from all sources. ®That is a good 
reason, and | ask why it does not apply.as weil 
to deficiencies as to the annual estimates?” 1 think 
the remark of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Jones,] that the law creating this Depart- 
ment never contemplated any deficiencies, is a 
very true one. It was expected that the Secre- 
taries of the Treasury would, in their respective 
reports, present estimates amply sufficient to carry 
on the Government for the ensuing year, and that 
no deficiency would be called for; hence, there is 
nothing said in the law upon the subject of defi- 
ciencies. But let us illustrate this subject still fur- 
ther. We say that the Secretary of the Treasury 
must prepare and digest his plans, and submit his 
estimates of the expenditure and of the revenue. 
And for what reason? It is that he may make the 
expenditure and means correspond. “But here, 
after he does that—after he submits his estimates 
of receipt and expenditure—we are called upon to 
make appropriations of which he has no know- 
ledge—which we have received from other depart- 
ments and bureaus of the Government, and which, 
as a matter of course, must disarrange all his 
plans and estimates. It is the duty of that officer 
of the Government at least to make the receipts 
balance the expenditures, so that the receipts shall 
not fall below the expénditures, and that the Gov- 
ernment shall not, in times like these, become in- 
volved and embarrassed with debt. How, then, 
can he make the estimates, how adjust the plans, 
how know what amount of revenue is necessary 
to be raised, unless all this information comes 


through him, and is communicated to him? The 


| gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] refers to | 


the law of 1842, read by him, which speaks of 
communicating with Congress, or with the heads 
of committees. Now the object of that law is very | 
lt was to enable the committees of Con- 
gress, when estimates had been submitted to them, | 
to have communication with the beads of Depart- 
ments, and to obtain from them the necessary 
explanations of the appropriations sought. 

[Cries of ‘Read the law!” “ Read the law ed 

Mr. H. continued: Gentlemen say, read it, and 
I have but to read it to sustain the views and the 
position I have taken. It is thus: 

“And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of 
the several heads of Departments, in communicating esti- į 
mates of expenditures and appropriations to Congress, and 
to any of the committees thereof, to specify, as nearly as 
may be convenient, the sourees from which such estimates 


re derived, and the calculations upon which they are 
founded ; and, inso doing, to discriminate between such 


disburs officers,” &e, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, you must see at a glance 
that the object of that law was to enable the com- 
niittee to obtain the precise information they might 
desiré, of the subjects upon which tlagy. had to act, 
and to enable them, without coming’ back to the 
House, to go directly to the Departments and ask 
them for the necessary explinations, in reference | 
to the appropriation sought. 

The gentieman from Virginia [Mr. Barry] says 
that the Secretary of the Interior, in sending his 
estimates diregtly to this body, has done nothing 
unusual. In that I also differ with him. I pre- 
sume if-he should endeavor to furnish us with a 


, 


i 


. them as he may see fit. 


dent of the United States, and by. him sent to 
Congress; so I lay it down as tfue, that there is 
no čase in which the other Secretaries report di- 
rectly to this body, except, perhaps, they might 
do ‘so in reply to a resolution calling upon them, 
and even that is acknowledged by all to be very 
irregular and unusual. But again: The Secretary 
of the Treasury is responsible for the estimates of 
all the Departments, and when furnished to him 
by the other Secretaries, he can refuse to send 
them to Congress. He can increase or diminish 
And why is this so? It 
is so because of his duty and responsibility under 
the law. It is made his duty, as I have before 
said, to’prepare and submit to Congress plans of 
raising revenue, and also estimates of the public 
expenses. It is given him to manage the finances 
of the Government. The law makes it his duty, 
and devolves upon him the responsibility; and 
how can ‘he, or why should he, bg justly held ac- 
countable, if you deprive. him of the control, in 
whole or in a material part, of the subject? Tf this 
Government, in time of peace, should be so'man- 
aged as to contract a large debt—I mean in its or- 
dinary fiscal operations—public indignation would 
be aroused, and the condemnation would be lotidy 
but would the bad management ‘be charged upon 
the Secretary of the Interior? Surely not. He 
is not our financial officer; he has no control over 
the revenues, nor has the other Secretaries, except 
the Secretary of the Treasury. So he is the one 
who would be censured, because he has full con- 
trol over all estimates to be submitted, and they 
all should, in pursuance of law and,usage, undergo 
his supervision and action. i 

Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to have 
occupied much of the time and, especially as T see 
indications from all parts of the House of a desire 
to proceed to business at once, I do not feel at lib- 
erty to occupy any more time. sant 
~ [Cries of **Call the previous question!” from 
several members. ] be f 

Mr. H. Gentlemen say I must call the pre- 
vious question. Although I dislike to make a 
speech and then move the previous question, still, 
in accordance with the general wish, I willdoso. I 
will say, at the same time, that I am, as T was yes- 
terday, in favor of referring the report to thé Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 1 do not think any 
wrong was intended on the part of the Secretary 
of the Interior. Ihave made these remarks merely 
that this Department may know what my views 
are. as one of the humble members of this body, 

The previous question then received a second, 
and the main question wag ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
communication upon the table. 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, and ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Jones, of ‘Tennessee, to lay the communi- 
cation upon the table; and there were—yeas 56, 
nays 111; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Averett, Bissell, 
Bocock, Bragg, Busby, Joseph Cable, Cartter, Chas- 


‘tain, Churchwell, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 


Dunham, Edgerton, Ficklin, Florence, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Ham- 
mond, Tshain G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hib- 
bard, Hillyer, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Robert W. 
Jonson, George W. Jones, Mace, McNair, Millson, 
Murphy, Murray, Olds, Peasice, Polk, Powell, Robbing, 
Robie, Robinson, Ross, Russell, Scurry, David L. Sey- 
mour, Snow, Sweetser, Townshend, and Wallace—56. 
NAYS—Mesers. Abercrombie, Allison, Wiliam Apple- 
ton, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, Beil, Bibighaus, 
Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, George H. Brown, Buell, Bar- 
tows, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, 
Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Gullom, George ‘fT. Da, 
vis, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Edmund- 
son, Hwing, Faulkner, Fiteh, Fowler, Freeman, Giddings, 
Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, Grey; Grow, Harper, Sump- 
son W. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Holladay, Horsford, 
Houston, Howard, John W. Howe, Hunter, Ives, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Andrew Jobnson, James Johnson, John Johnson 
Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, letcher, Mann, 
Edward ©. Marshall, Martin, Mason, MeMullin, Meale 
Miller, Miner, Molony, Henry Ð. Moore, John Moore, 
Nabers, Newton, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Penniman, Per- 


1852, 
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So the House refused to lay it on the table. 

The question recurring ow the motion to. refer to 
the Committee of the Whole on’ the state of the 
Union, it was put and decided in the afirmative. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. f 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is so late that I will not 
move that the House go into. Cominittee of the 
“Whole for the purpose of taking up the Mexican 
indemnity bill.. į desire now. to make a‘state- 
ment to the House, and shall not occupy much 
time. I have drawn up a resolution upon the 
subject. It is a matter in which the House ought 
to do something immediately, and for that reason 
I must trespass upon their patience for a few min- 
ates. The Committee of Ways and Means are 
- required -to report:a portion of their appropria- 
tión bills within thirty days after the committee 
has been appointed by the Speaker. The present 
committee has not complied with that rule, and J 
may say that no othgr preceding committee has 
complied with it. { desire to give the House the 
reasons why we have not done so, and that of 
itself will bring the subject to the attention of the 
House. The Committee of Ways and Means at 


this session of Congress would have had in all the | 


appropriation bills which the rule requires reported 


within the thirty days, if the public printer had | 


furnished them with the printed reports of the 
herds of the Departments and bureaus necessary 
td enable them to act. We have reported several 
days since ail the bills that the Committee of Ways 
and Means can possibly act upon with any degree 
of understanding, or any degree of satisfaction, 
either to themselves or the House, until the public 
printer shall furnish the House with the Presi- 
dent’s message and accompanying documents. 


We have ween laboring upon a portion of the bills | 


et behind. We have made personal calls upon the 

eads of bureaus and departments, in order to 
obtain that information which will enable us to act, 
and we find our labors will be interminable if we 

ursue that course. Hence we have determined to 

ring the whole subject before the House, that it 
may take such action as it sees fit in the premises, 
For instance, take the Navy bills, in which there are 
large expénditures involved. The Committee of 
Ways and Means are called upon to make large 
appropriations—unusually large—for the various 
navy-yards, and these estimates are P 
as yet we have not one solitary word of explan- 
ation before the Committee of Ways and Means. 
If we had seen fit to adopt the estimates submit- 
ted to us by the heads of the Departments, and 
committed to that committee by this House, we 
could have had the bills here; but we preferred to 
examine those estimates, and have done so, so 
far as we have acted. The bills now not acted 
upon by the Committee of Waysand Means con- 
tain many items that require explanation from 
the departments or bureaus of the Government. 
These explanations are in the hands of the public 
printer, and have been ever since the reference of 
the President’s message. hay yet, r 
ceived: no copy of them. Now it isimpossibie for 
us,* under these circumstances, to act upon the 
appropriation bills which are behind. Itis impos- 
sible for the committee to discharge any additional 
duty devolved upon it in connection with these 


appropriation bills until the House shall do some- | 


thing that will enable us to obtain the inform 


ation 
upon which we can act. . | 
It may be said, possibly, that the President’s 


message and accompanying documents are larger | 


than usual. Within the last few years I know, as 
well as other members of this House who have 
paid any attention to this subject, that the size of 
that document is largely increased; but that shoul 

not prevent its coming to us m the usual time. 
The usual time for laying that document upon the 
tables of members has been from two to four 
weeks after the commencement of the session. l 
understand that has been the practice. If the 
number of pages and amount of matter and labor 
necessary to be bestowed upon the work are largely 
increased, then it is proper that the public printer 
should increase his force to correspond and keep 
pace with the increase of work and labor, so that 
the documents should be placed upon the tables of 


rinting and | 


We have, as yet, re- | 


a H 


‘the usual time. Tintend tointro- 


duce a resolution to ivstruct the Committee on 


Printing:to inquire into the condition of the public 

printimg, and report to this House the character of 

the work.’ : 
The resolution was then read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to examine into, and report to the House, the condition of 
the public printing—whether the public printer is not act- 
ing in violation of his contract, not only as to ‘the time of 
delivering the printing to the House, but also in the charac- 
ter @bhis work, and the quality of the material used in said 
work. 


The SPEAKER. The 
adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. STANLY. I object.. 

Mr. HOUSTON resumed. I was only about 
to say, that as far as the printing obtained from 
the public printer is concerned, the paper is infe- 
rior, and the execution of the work in infinitely 
below the style demanded by his contract. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. STANLY. [ objected to that resolution 
distinetly, a few minutes since. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will not insist upon it, if 
there is any objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution roposed by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] is 
objected to. 

: Mr. DUNHAM. I submit whether the objec- 
tion does not come too late, as the Chair had pro- 
pounded the question to the House? , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no disposi- 
tion to deprive the gentleman of his privilege 
under the rule, and he has no doubt the objection 
was made. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will briefly respond to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Sranty,] thatin a conference with members 
of the Printing Committee, they say that the 
will report back a resolution at once, recommend- į 
ing prompt action. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is out of order. 

Mr. CLARK. I beg leave to introduce a joint 
memorial of the Legislature of lowa and Minne- 
sota, with a bill for the benefit of the Territory of 
Minnesota and the State of Towa, and I move 
their reference to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the bill was intro- 
duced, read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred, with the accompanying documents, 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion, the House then adjourned. 


question is upon the 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


By Mr. SMITH: A bill supplemental to the act entitled 
« An act to enable the State of Arkansas and the other 
States, to reclaim their swamp lands.” 

[The following is the substance of the supplemental bill: 
Whereas, the proviso of the second section of the above 
recited act limits the appropriation of the proceeds of said 
lands to the purpose of reclaiming the said lands by the 
means of levees and drains : 

Now be it enacted, §c., That the State of Alabama, 
through her Legislature, may, and she is hereby author- 
ized, to apply the proceeds of said lands to the clearing out 
and making navigable any of the streams upon which the 
said swamp lands are situate; and also to the building and 
erecting causeways, plank roads, aud bridges over said 
streams, and through said swamp lands. } 

Mr. PRICE gave notice of his intention to introduce a 
bill for the construction of a railroad and other roads from 
the western boundary of the State of Missouri to the east- 
ern boundary of the State of California. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following memorials, petitions, &c., were presented H 


under the rate, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. MILLER, for Mr. Darex: The memorial of the | 
orphan heirs of George G. Allord, in relation to Mexican 
indemnities. © È 

Also, a memorial from the Mayor and. City Council of St. 
Louis, in relation to the improvement of the harbor of St. 
Louis. . 

Also, the petition of Terry Scurlock, praying for reliefon | 
account of worthless money paid him for services t@gov- 
ermment. + 

By Mr. DUNCAN: The petition of Nathaniel Noyes, for | 
a register to the brig ‘¢ America, ’ late Britisi brig “ Primy 
rose.?? ; 

Also, the petitign of Charles Winter and others, praying | 
compensation for ®Œrvices rendered the United States. 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of Horace Parsons, ask- 
ing pay for a borse lost in the service of the United States 
in the last war. k 

Atso, the petition of John Rutherford and others, praying 
the establishment of a mail route through Meigs and Vin- 
ton eounties. in the State of Ohio. o 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: The petition of Ros- 
well Beebe and others, stockholders in the @kausas Cen- 
tral Railroad Company. B AS 

By Mr. LETCHER: The petition of William R. Ash- 
ton, administrator of Doctor Benjamin Chapin, late a sur- 


| 
| 
| 
1 
i 
H 
| 
t 


f 


geon in- the Navy. ofthe Regol 
halt pays =- Pee ee hey 
By Mr. HAVEN: "The petition Eat 
others, for the passage of a bill to give further reine 
patentees. _ EE ae eso 
ke and:10:othe: 


Also, the petition of Samuel La 
bounty land warrants assignable. ae eee 

Also, the petition of 2 commanders, 32° leutena 
passed midshipmen,.7 surgeons, assistant surgedns, 
passed assistant surgeons, 6 pursers, and “4: prolessors of 
inathemajics inthe Navy, that Congress atitburize: by law 
the cominissioning of masters in the line of promotion; 
and also distinction in midshipimen, and other: reformi 
the Navy. 3 : vie dh 

By Mr. PRICE: Phe memorial of the forward:office 
the Navy, praying an increase of compensation. ose 5 i 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of officers he ¢ 
United States Atiny verving in New Mexico, asking the: 
same allowance and per diem that have been granted to the 
troops in Calitornia and Oregon. ‘ 

By Mr. THURSTON: The petition of 30 assistant. mar- 
shais of the State of Rhode Island, ror additional compon 
sation for taking the census. ie : 

By Mr. BELL: The petition of 150 citizens of Dayton, 
Ohio, praying tor further protection to American inves 
from those using their parggied machines in the British 
Provinces. j 

Also, a petition praying for a mail route from Greenville, 
Darke county, Ohio, via Abbotsville, Pittsbutg; New Leba- 
non,,Ceutre Salem, to Dayton. M EAN 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition ofthe Charleston Mai 
Society, and others, praying: that the money powini 
United States Treasury unclaimed.by deceased: seamen ñs: 
prize money, in public and private vessels, and from con- 
tributions made by all seamen’ of twenty: five ‘cents per! 
month, be applied to the further relief of semnen. ae 

Algo, the memorial of the Charieston (South Carolina) 
Chamber of Commerce to the House of Representatives 
of the United States, praying for a light boaton Cape Ro- 
man Shoal, coast of South Carolina. ? We 

Also, the petition of heirs of Dr. Henty Collins Flagg 
Apothecary General, &c., for commutation pay. Tea 

By Mr. DOTY: The petition of Timothy Barker, and 
others, for a continuation of the Mobile and Chicago:rail- 
road by Woodstock, sinois, and Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, 
to Lake Superior. ý 

By Mr. MANN: Thepetition ofsundry citizens of North 
Bridgewater, Massachusetts, praying for legal protection 
against the pirating of patent rights by fesidents in adjoin- 
ing countries. 3 : 

Leave was granted to withdraw the petition of Captain - 
Edward J. Glasgow, of Missouri, and to referthe same to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. aoe è 

Also, to withdraw the petition and accompanying papers 
of Nathaniel Patten, late of Missouri, deceased, praying" 
the passage of a law to return to hinya certain sùm of a 
money stolen from the post office at Frauklin; Missouri, 
while he was postmaster, and which he had accounted for 
to the post Office Department, and to refer the same; inthe» 
name of the legal representatives of said deceased, to t 
Committee on the Post Office : 


he, 


and Post'Roada. i." s 
By Mr. DISNEY: The memorial of James Young, ask- oi 
ing relief. eee RD aj 
By Mr. GREEN: The petition of citizens of Wood 
county, Ohio, asking.an appropriation for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Maumee river. caw 
By Mr. BUELL: ‘fie petition of Darius Hawkins, for 
arrears of pensions. 4 


IN SENATE. 
Tuunspay, January 15, 1852. | 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER: 
PETITIONS, © es i : 
Mr. MORTON. T have been requested to prés.: 
sent the memorial of George.D. Fisher, one-of the: 
assistant marshals of the United States, employed“ 
in taking the Seventh Census in the State of Flor-. 
ida. He states, in a communication addressed to 
me and which I beg leave to present with the 
memorial, that while he was engaged in taking the 
census of Santa Rosa county, he traveled more 
than fourteen hundred miles, and was assiduously 
and laboriously engaged for upwards of three 
months; and he says that whether he estimates 
his compensation by the square root of the miles, 
or the cube root of the families, it amounts to but 
little more than a hundred dollars.. Heasks, there- 
fore, for additional compensation. 
The memorial was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. j 
Mr. MORTON. Talso beg leave to present a 
memorial, signed by many citizens of Apalachi#ola, 
in the State of: Florida, asking that- remuneration 
be made to Samuel Bray, for losses in a ‘gale 
whieh prevailed on that coast, on the 2ist, 23d, 
and 24th days of August last. - It appears that Mr. 
Bray was the keeper of the light-house on Dog 
Island, and that that terrific gale swept away the 
light-house and the residence of the keeper;. that 
he lost all of his effects, even to his clothing; that. - 
five members of his household were swept away. 
by the tornado, and perished, and: that one of his 
children perished in his arms. The citizens of 
Apalachicola in this petition, numerously ‘signed, "' 
ask that Mr. Bray be remunerated for the loss ofo- 
his property. Itis a case which appeals tothe 


et 


“how 


_ 4yilbreceive the favorable and liberal actiow of the 


-tics yequired by law, which .shows that an im- 
“Ynense amount of information has been secured by 


Æ mission for running and marking the boundary 


kindly: sympathiesjof our nature, and I hope: it: 
Senate... I- move that it be referred. tothe Com- 
‘mittee on Commerces: : nee 
= Jtowas so referred. E nan 
Mr CEARKE.. Tam requested to present the 
etition of the ‘assistant marshals of the State of 


“"Phey state that the compensation awarded them 
by the act of- Congress, 1s wholly insufficient. I 
have a letter from the marshal himself, stating that | 
the compensation is: much less, according to the 


Jabor done, than the compensation for taking the || 
And- with- that, he has given.a,|/ 


‘census of 1840; > she L 
‘statement of the census returns, giving the statis- 


these returns, and that the assistant marshals had 


‘a vast'amount-of labor to perform in order to ob- |) 


tA it. | 
The memorial was rered to the Committee of | 


Claims. , a 
Mr. DOUGLAS presented the memorial of 
Samuel H. Kettlewell, lately attached to the com- 


line between the United States and Mexico, pray- |} 
ing pay and traveling expenses; which was refer- 
red to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BORLAND presented the petition of Wil- 
liam: Field, clerk of the United: States district || 

“court for Arkansas, praying payment for services |; 

-in making statements of the proceedings under the 

“bankrupt law, made in pursuance of a resolution |! 
of the Pouce of Representatives; which was re- || 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FELCH submitted a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Michigan, recommending the pay- 
ment of a balance due, under the treaty between | 
the United States and the Ottawa and Chippewa 
nations of Indians, -concluded at Washington on 
the Bth March, 1836; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. j 

” Mr. FISH presented the memorial of Edward 
K. Collins and his associates, praying additional 
facilities in transporting the mail between New 

© York and Liverpool; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be | 
printed, 

Mr. FOOT presented the petition of Thomas 
Cowperthwaite & Co., proposing to furnish the 
Government with copies of the reports of the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
for distribution; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition of || 


Stephen P. Yeomans and others, praying that 
certain arrears of pension due Zachariah S. Con- 
ger may be paid to his widow; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. STOCKTON presented the petition of | 


Thomas Copeland, praying compensation for im- 
provements in machinery at the Gosport navy- 
yard; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
Mr. PEARCE presented the petition of Charles | 
~- Fletcher, praying that acharter may be granted to 
him and his associates, for the construction ofa rail- 
road from the District of Columbia to the Point of 
Rocks, in Maryland; which was referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 


ALABAMA ON INTERVENTION. 


Mr. CLEMENS presented two enrolled joint 
resolutions, expressive of the sense of the General | 
Assembly of Alabama in relation to the policy to |; 
be pursued by our Government in its intercourse | 


with foreign nations; which were read as follows, | 


and ordered to be printed: 


Erica Joint Resolutions, expressive of the sense of the | 
General Assembly of Alabama in relation to the policy | 


. A = e H 
to be pursued by our Goverment in its intercourse with : | 


foreign nations : | 

Whereas from many indications. of popular feeling in a 
some of the States of this Government, and from the 

speeches and acts of many public men, high in the confi- | 
dence of their own constituents, and in that of the people 
of the United States, we are led to the belief that a spirit | 
of interference in the political affairs of the European con- i 
tinent prevails to so great an extent as to inducé the fear. 

that for the want of calm reflection we may be involved in 
all the troubles and difficulties of the political affairs of 
nations and people far removed from us: 

Be it therefore resolved by the Senate and House of Rep- 
repentatices of the State of Alabama in General Assembly 
convened, ‘That we hold it to be the duty of the Govern. 
ment and the people of the United States to cultivate rela- 
tions of amity and good will with all the nations of the | 


‘spective bodies. 


hiode sland, asking additional. compensation. ||” 


| 
|| was referred the bill for the relief of John R. | 
Bryan, administrator of Isaac Garretson, late a | 


earth ; in peace 3 iends-—in..war. enemies ; 
and to:have entangling alliances with none, and to practice 
literally the doctrine of non-intervention. > -== aan 

Resolved; That the: Govermor: be requested to forward 
these resolutions to-our Senators and. Representagives in 
‘Congress, witha request to Jay.the same before their re- 


“us JOHN -D. RATHER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
oer . CHARLES ‘McLEMORRE, 

a Pe? ` |. President of, the Senate. 
Approven, January 9, 1852. H. W. COLLIER. | 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRI. 


On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, it was 

Ordered, That thé petition of Cyrus H. McCormick; on 
the files of the Senate, be referred. to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. ` foe : 
` On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, it 
was 


Ordered, That tho petition of Robert Grignon, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. f 

Òn motion by Mr. COOPER, it was 


e 


files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 
On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of citizens of Georgetown, 


i on the files of the Senate, refative to certain improvements 


in that place, be referred to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. ` 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That Aaron H. Palmer have leave to withdraw 
his memorial and papers. 


REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CLEMENS, from the Committee on Pri- 


vate Land Claims, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of John Rice Jones, reported. a bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of John Rice 
Jones, deceased. Having been read, A 
On the motion of Mr. CLEMENS, the bill was 


|; read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 


| tee of the Whole. No amendment being offered, 
| it was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
| engrossed fora third reading. It was subsequently 
| read a third time and passed. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the memorial to 
| provide for the final settlement of the accounts of 
| Jonathan Kearsley, late receiver af public moneys 
i at Detroit, and of John Biddle, late register of 


that purpose, aon by a report, which was 
| ordered to be printed. 
i Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Naval Af- 


l similar services; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. 


” s 


; which was ordered to be ‘printed. 
He also, from the same confmittee, to whom 


purser in the United States Navy, reported it 


rinted. 


was read, and passed to the second reading. 


Paged to the second reading. 
ered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the petition of James 
W. Low, reported a bill for the compensation of 


British private armed schooner * Ann,” during 


ii the late war with Great Britain; which was read, 


and passed to the second reading. 


NOTICE OF BILL. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice of his intention 


ervation, and restore to the mass of public lands, 
certain lands in the State of Arkansas. 


Ordered, That the petition of Jobn S. Van Dyke, on the | 


| the land office at that place, reported a bill for | 


i fairs, to whom was referred the petition of Sur- i 
geon D. S. Edwards, reported a bill to provide for ! 
| placing certain medical officers of the Navy, who | 
| rendered service on land in Mexico, on the same | 
| footing with medical officers of the Army for |! 


He also submitted a report on the subject; | 


Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee for the | 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to incorpo- ji 
rate the Pioneer Manufacturing Company of | 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia; which : 


James W. Low and others, for We capture of the | 


to ask leaf® to introduce a bill to release from res- ! 


without amendment, and submitted an adverse re- | 
port on the subject, which was ordered to be | 


Mr, JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on ‘i 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of i! 
‘| Harriet R. F. Capron, submitted a report, accom- |} 
panied bya bill for the relief of the children of |! 
! Captain Erastus A. Capron; which was read, and | 


A to previous notice, i 
asked and obtained leave te introduce a bill grant- 
ing to the State of Arkansas'the right of way and 


: Mr. BORLAND, agreéab Ly 


Í a portion of the public land, to aid inthe construc- 


tion’ of the Arkansas Central. Railroad from a 
point on the western bank -of the. Mississippi 
river, opposite the town of Memphis, Tennessee, 
via Little Rock, to a: point.on Red river, onthe 
border of Texas; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title, and referred. to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. mes 

Mr. BORLAND, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 


“grant the Hot Springs, in Arkansas, to that State, 


and to secure the interests of-bona fide settlers 
within the limits of the Hot Spring reservation; 
which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. JAMES, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a joint reso- 
lution to authorizean investigation into the causes 
of the explosion of steam boilers, and the best 
means of preventing *the same; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

INDIAN CHAIMS. - 5 
Mr. FELCH submitted the following resolu- 


‘tion; which was considered 'by unanimous con- 


sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the payment to the Ottawa and Chippewa nations of 


|. Indians, of the overplus money which shall, be found due 


under the treaty made with them at Washington, the 28th 

of March, 1836, and by virtue of the provisions of the fifth 

article thereof, as amended and ratified by the Senat® @ 
BILL PASSED. 

The bill to admit a certain vessel to registry was 
read the third time, and passed with an amended 
title. 

BINDING OF CONGRESSIONAL DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. BORLAND. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing, who a few days since reported 
a House resolution on the subject of binding the 
public documents, and which was laid upon the 
table, toask that it be now taken up for considera- 
tion. It is a joint resolution of the House, and 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, and 


| reported from that. committee, and on motion, I 


believe, it was laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT. The joint resolution to 
which the Senator from Arkansas refets is on the 
general orders. ` The proposition must be to post- 

one the general orders, and to take up that reso- 
ution. x : 

Mr. BORLAND. My supposition was that it 
was laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT. No, sir; itis on the gen- 
eral orders. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then I move to postpone 
all the prior orders and to take up that resolution. 

Mr. MALLORY. I do not know how much 
time will be occupied in the consideration of this 
resolution; but with the permission of the Senator 
from Arkansas, I would observe that the hour of 


| one has arrived, and that I should like to finish 


the remarks which I commenced yesterday, and I 
will not detain the Senate long. 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not suppose that this 
resolution will occupy any time, for [ am not 
aware that there is any disposition to discuss it. 
I am opposed to its passage myself, but I believe 
it will be favorably considered by a majority of 
the Senate. i 

After some further conversation the motion was 
wighdrawn. 

FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 
Mr. MALLORY rose and concluded his re- 


| marks commenced on yesterday. He read from 
| the report of the Secretary of the Navy and letters 
ji of naval officers, showin 


the consequences that 
had resulted from-abolishing corporal punishment,. 


j and expressed a belief that nineteen-twentieths of 


the whole Navy would be in favor of the restora- 
tion of the lash, and maintained that no officer of 
the Navy would be in favor of flogging if he 
thought its honor and interest could be maintained 
without it. [His speech will be found in the Ap- 
pendix. ] 

Mr. HALE. Thad intended to say a few words 
on this subject, though I see the Senator from 
New Jersey has arisen. If he wants-the floor I 
will yield it to him, as he can treat the subject 
much better than I can. 


` honorable Senator from. New Hampshire should 


. pose that e 


1952.0 


THE CONGR 


we < ME 


IONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. STOCKTON. I would desire that the 


go on. 1] should prefer to close this discussion: 
Mr. HALE. Iwas going to say, that, know- 
ing something of the history of the legislation. of 
Congress upon this subject-for some eight or 
ten years past, and something of the modes by 
which the act abolishing flogging: has been se- 
cured, I had intended to address the Senate... I 
am not prepared at this moment to-go on‘in full, 
but I would, by way of introduction tothe sub- 
ject, remark, that I am not at all anxious in regard 
to anything that we may do, so far as the sailor is 
concerned. I feel the fullest confidence that that 
battle has been fought, finally fought, and the vic- 
tory has been won. I ‘look. upon it as morally 
impossible for the country to retrace that step. I 
know, sir, that when the prophet of Israel was 
sent to the King to announce to him that he should 
recover, the King asked of the prophet some sign, 
and it was, whether the shadow should go forward 
upon the dial ten degrees, or backwards ten de- 
grees; and the King says it is a small thing for the 
shadow to go forward ten degrees; nay, says he 
but let it go back; that will be a miracle of which 
all the world will tke notice. That is the at- 
tempt now. It is to put off the advancing shadow 
that the sun of humanity has cast upon the dark- 
ness of this dial-plate back ten degrees, and more 
than that. ʻ 
Now, sir, able and eloquent as the honorable 
Senator from Florida is, and speaking as he says 
for the whole Navy, if I understood him, I tell 
him that this cannot be done. My only anxiety 
now is, for the character of the Senate; I am not at 
all anxious about the sailor. If may beindulged 
in a figure of speech, I look upon all the efforts of 
the cat-o’-ninetails to restore itself, only as the 
floundering of a whale after he has been thorough- 
ly harpooned. They are the mere struggles and 
throes of death. Ido not suppose, J never have 
supposed, that such a monstrous evil as that, and 
one that was as old as that was—one that, as the 
honorable Senator from Florida says, dates away 
back as far as we have any acquaintance with pro- 
fane history, would submit at once. I did sup- 
forts would be made, feebly to be sure, 


—though I did not expect so serious.an_ effort as | 
this—to revive, and revivify, and reëstablish the |! 
barbarous custom which received its death-blow į 
“by the late act of Congress. There never was 
any great power that had a pitched battle with an- 
other power and got vanquished and overthrown, 
but that after the great battle litde parties were 
organized which kept upa guerrilla warfare. The 
same is to be expected in every moral and every 
politcal conflict. It has been so, and probably | 
will continue so. | 
But the honorable Senator has gone into some | 
details. He has alluded to some reports in answer | 
to inquiries which have been made by ‘the Sec- |; 
retary of the Navy, which require examination 
—which require some facts to be brought up to 
meet them. I wish to tell the honorable Senator 
at the outset, however, that the censure which he 
throws on the origin of this measure does not fall | 
just exactly where he thought it would fall. T| 
‘am not mistaken in my recollection that one of! 
the efficient friends of this legislation, a man who | 
gave it very potent aid and helped to imbody it į 
into the legislation of the country, in the general | 
appropriation bills year after year, in the House | 
of Representatives, was a late member of that | 
House#General McKay, of North Carolina. | 
We have the honor of claiming him as one of.| 
those individuals who came from a section of the | 
country where I do not suppose the honorable j 
Senator thought he was dealing his censures when į 
he spoke of this matter. If I may be permitted 
to refer to another individual, who is not now | 
living, but who is not obnoxious to the censures ii 
which the honorable Senator attempted to cast on | 
the friends of this measure, | will mention an | 
honored colleague. of yours, Mr. President, now | 
no more—the honorable Dixon H. Lewis, who |: 


out in a kindly spirit his censure at what he 
termed my vagaries and fanaticism, of saying, 
‘but upon this matter you are right, and have | 
my sympathies, and I will go with you. 

Before I leave the subject, and then T shall | 
move to postpone it to a day certain, I wish to | 
tell the honorable Senator that there is one point |i 

4 


! 
did me the honor on one occasion, while he dealt | 
i 
f 
li 
| 
which he brought up to illustrate his view, which jj 


| the purpose of illustrating his position, told me 


! viction of the people whom I represent ever since 
have read that command of Inspiration, |! 


i understand what true economy is, have enacted, | 


! shall not be tortured, and mutilated, and cut to |; 


! want of the restoration of this humane institution, | 


|i tained for restoring it, at least at the present time, 


i with it. 1 
| be esteemed fanatical. 


i the restoration of this inhuman practice. 


: than that. 1 not 
| I know that the sailor is a man, and that Iam a | 


[think he might as well have left out, because it 
will come'up again, and I wish ‘to discuss it inde- 
pendent of allother considerations. The honor- 
able Senator thought that if he could, in-pushing 
his favorite views, make at the same time an 
attack on the Abolitionists, there would be at least 
that point gained. Therefore hé said, by way of 
ilustrating his position, that in the country which 
he represents, they look upon negro stealing as 


the very meanest sort of crime which can becom- ii 


mitted. I have the honor to teli’#im that in the 
country which I represent, my constituents look 
upon it in the same light. 
censure fell where he intended it Should. I agree 
with him fully and entirely as regards that. 
Therefore if it illustrates his side of the argument, 
it also illustrates mine, for we both look upon it | 
in the same light; we will have no controversy | 
about that. When he rose in his seat, and for 


that his people look upon negro stealing as the 
meanest kind of crime, I tell him that I entertain 
the same view, and that that has been the con- 


the 
whieh says, “ He that stealeth a man and selleth || 
him shali be put to death.” J believe the text used to 
read, ‘‘if he be found in his hands;’’ though | do 
not know but that the Bible has been expurgated. 
But I leave that subject. -I am sorry that the 
honorable Senator forced me thus far. 

This matter is one that commends itself to the 
humanity of the age. The honorable Senator from 
Florida (Mr. MarLory] thinks that the Navy is į 
disorganized—that it is approaching a state of to- | 
tal disorganization and disgrace, and that the hon- 
orable men who used to enlist in it will not go into 


lation of Congress, they are deprived of the luxury į 


of having their backs scourged with thecat-o’-nine- |} 


tails! The honorable Senator stands up, witha 
serious face, and tells the Senate apd the country 
that the Navy is getting into dis#pute, that the 
recruiting service is languishing, and we cannot 
get men to enlist, because, in the spirit of a “ false 
philanthropy,” Congress, led away by some 


| 
mistaken notions that have been imposed upon |! 
| 


them by some feeling philanthropists, who do not 
: ste i : | 
in their wisdom, that the skins of their own sons:i 

| 


pieces by a cat-o’-ninetails. And then an eloquent | 
appeal is made to the pride, the-patriotism, and | 
the ambition of the country, to come up to rescue 4 
this drowning Navy, which is at its last gasp for 


I cannot believe—yes, 1 canbelieve—that the hon- | 


orable Senator isin earnest; butif he had not said | 
a good many other things which astonished me, I | 
could hardly believe that he was in earnest in this. 


As I said before, 1 do not believe that we are in 


any danger of restoring this punishment. Notat |) 


all. I do not believe there is the least danger that 
the vote of the Senate will ever be recorded—I do 
not think there is the least danger that the vote of | 
the other branch of Congress could ever be ob- 


until we have had some demonstration that it is 
impossible to maintain the Navy without it. J, |} 
for one—and I speak only for myself—am free to i 


confess that if the issue was presented to me of a |j 7 
‘| mitiee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and 


navy with a cat-o’-ninetails, or no navy without it, 
I would, with as much alacrity, and as much zeal | 
and earnestness as J ever expressed a conviction | 
in my life, say, if the Navy cannot be maintained 
without the cat-o’-ninetails, let them both go down 
together, and let no resurrection-trump ever call | 
up the Navy if it has to bring the cat-o’-ninetails ; 
These are my sentiments. They may | 
I do not think nggae f 
T do not suppose that such are the sentiments of a 
majority of the Senate. i 
I think the honorable Senator is exceedingly.: 
mistaken when he says that the sentiments of the 
officers of the Navy are so unanimous in favor of 
I think | 
he is exceedingly mistaken in it. I know he is 
mistaken when he undertakes to tell me that the į 
sailors themselves want it restored. I know better | 
If I did not know it in any other way, | 


man; and knowing these things, it would be enough | 
to demonsirate to me that the sailors do not want | 
it. But I have better proof than: that: When | 


So far as that went, no |/ 


this proviso that was attached to th 2 appropri 
bill of 1850 became a law, T-happened Yo Have, 
some agency. in bringing it about, and [had 
reports from the sea as to how it was: 


a 


humblean individual as: myself. his hea a 
| earnest thanks for the agency [had in doing: awa. 
| with this infernal custom. That was not’ 
When one of the best ships of your Navy, which 
was on her way to this country, came near-enough: - 
the shore to get the news of what Congress’ had 
done in their behalf, the men belonging to her, 
with the consent of their officers, called a public 
meeting on board the ship, and passed resolutions 
| unanimously thanking the humble individual who 
| is now addressing the Senate for his agency in the 
matter, and dispatche® a man of their crew :to 
! Washington as,soon as the ship came, to. shore to 
| deliver, with his own hand, the resolutions.to me. 
These are facts which I would not have mentioned, 
had not the honorable Senator from Florida undi 


! 
t 
i 
i 


| taken to say ‘hat, from his experience and knowl- : 

| edge of the Navy, both officers and: men “were in 
favor of the restoration of this punishment: : 
if you should go aboard:a vend with all ‘the offi- 

cers about you, and call up the men and take'a , 


Sir, 


vote upon the question of the restoration: of fog- 
ging, l suppose that nine hundred and ninety out 
of a thousand would bë for restoring it; But'send 
the officers ashore—send them out of the way—do 
not Jet them be there—introduce among the sailors 
what the Democracy of Massachusetts introduced ` 


c . to || into their election, the first result_of which was 
it now. And why? Because, owing to the legis- |} 


the election of my friend from Massachusetts, 
-[Mr. Susper,}—the secret ballot—and the ma- 
jority will be the reverse. 
dred and ninety-nine against restoring it, and the: 
thousandth man who is for it will not be found, 
It is idle to tell me that the-seamen are in favor of 


upon the time of the Senate, and as I am mot pre- 
| pared to say at this time what I propose to say, 


be postponed for a week. a: : 
he motion was agreed to. | ne 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, the Senate 
| proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
| ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
| were reopened, and the Senate adjourned to Mon- 


, day next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESEN TATIVES. . 
Tuurspay, January 5; 185260 
The House met at twelve o’clock, mes 
Prayer bythe Rev. C. M. Burzer} Chaplain. 
of the Senate.” ‘ 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF BOUNTY LAND WAR- è 


RANTS. ‘ a 
The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was a motion to refer the report of theselect 
committee on the bounty land bill, to the.Com- 


| upon that motion, the gentleman from New Hamp- 
| shire [Mr. Tucx] was entitled’to the floor. 

| Mr. SIBLEY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 
notice had been given, with a view to reference. 


j INTRODUQTION OF BILLS ON LEAVE. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I would sug- 
| gest to the House, that by unanimous consent 
the States be called, so as to enable gentlemen to 
i introduce bills which will not give rise to discus- 
sion. There are a great many gentlemen who 
wish to introduce bills, and 1 do not think the call 
of the States would occupy half an hour. N 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous consent 
of the House that the States be called for the in- 
troduction of bills of which previous notice has 


ersed. 


i: 


There will be nine hun- | 


its restoration, But I find that I am trespassing © 


and as I desire to present to the Senate some facis, © 
| I move that the further consideration of the subject 


officers oo: 


a 


; been given, and upon which no discussion. shall - 


| arise? ES. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. “Willothat 
i order include resolutions? ‘ 


| TheSPEAKER. The proposition as submitted 


“¢yesolttions. 2.0 2-2) tee Ry 
ceo Mn STEPHENS. My object is. simply- -to | 
allow gentlemen to. introduce bills of .which pre= j 


oS Mr, HOUSTON, I have no objection to the 


. hour to,be dispensed with, as I want to go into 


oe imously consent to this arrangement—to propose 


* 


ia would not include 


the gentleman-from Georgi 


“yious notice has been given, and upon which no 
debate shall arise.” ` 
“proposition“of the gentleman from Georgia, but I 
“desire to know from the Chair whether that order 
‘will supersede the.morning-hour? 
The SPEAKER. It will not. 
We: HOUSTON. As soon as Léan. do so, I 
desire to move. to go into.Committee.of the Whole 
onthe state of the Union, and take up the Mexican 
indemnity bill. 20>. oe : 
. TheSPEAKER. -The morning hour will not 
“be superseded, uniess so ordered by the House. 
-Mro HOUSTON. I should like the morning 


Committee.of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
‘The SPEAKER. Is®here objection to thesug- 

-gestion of the gentleman from Georgia? i 
Mr. TUCK. If itis the interMion of the chair- 

man of the Waysand Means—if the House unan- 


“to take up other business to the exclusion of the 
morning bour, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already an- 
nounced “that this proposition will not’ supersede : 
the morning hour. 

Mr. TUCK. . Very well; then d make no ob- 
jection. | 

No objection being made, the Speaker proceeded 
to call the States. : 

Mr. COBB. I wish thé gentleman from Geor- 

-gia would extend his motion, so as to inclade res- 
olutions upon which no debate might arise. 

‘Mr. STEPHENS. I cannot do it. 


On motion by Mr. CHASTAIN, it was 

` Ordered, That the memorial and papers of Moses Per- 
kins, asking compensation for damages sustained in the 
removal o! the Cherokee Nation, be withdrawn from the 
files. of the House and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 4 

Mr. PEASLEE introduced a bill, of which pre- 
vious notice had been given, for the settlement and || 
payment of the claims of the State of New Hamp- 
shire for the services of her militia and for dis- 
hursements for, military purposes during the last 
war with Great Britain; which was read a first | 
and second time by its title, and referred to the # 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOWLER introduced a bill, of which pre- 
vious notice had been given, for regulating the 
mileage of members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Mileage, 

On motion hy Mtr. KUEDNS, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal of the papers of Elizabeth | 
Kreider Brunot, from the files of the House 
for the purpose of reference to one of thé Execu- '' 
tive Departments, SE 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill, of which | 
prenious notice had been given, to establish a | 

board for the settlement of claims against the 

“United States: which was read a first and second | 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ` ! 

On motion by Mr. STANLY, | 

Ordered, That the papers of Riizabeth H. WiHis be with- | 
drawn from the files of the House and referred to the Com- | 
mittee of Claims . E 

Mr. JACKSON. As I am notin the habit of |i 
occupying much time here, Í hope the House will | 
indulge me on this occasion, by permitting a bill | 


to be now referred which I introduced upon Wed- ! 
nesday week last, and the reference of which could || 
not be ordered in consequence of the pressure of |; 
the time for the introduction of the Hungarian || 
exile. The bill to which I refer ig a bill for the | 
improvement of the Savannah river, in the State || 
of Georgia, and for the removal of obstructions 4 
therein; and my motion was that it be referred to | 
the Committee on Commerce. i 

No objection being made, the bill was taken un | 
and ordered to be so referred. ; E 


On motion by Mr. MURPHY, 


t 
| 
f 


_, Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of Andrew i 
Smith be withdrawn from the files of the House. and re- 
ferred to the Comittee on the Judiciary ; and that the 


drawn from the fies of the House and referred to the Com. 


t 
| 
i 
j 
| 
papers relating to the claim af M. P. Robinson be with. | 
i 


mittee of Claims. 


of Alabama, introduced a: bill, 
otice had been given, to-estab- 
lish a certain -post-route'in the counties. of- Cham- 
bers, Talapoosa,.and. Talladega, in the State. of 
Alabama; and a-bil to: establish-a post route:in 
the counties of Benton and Cherokee, fn the State 
of Alabama; which were severally read a first and 
second time-by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post.Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. COBB asked the unanimous.consent of the 
House to intraduse a resolution of inquiry,-to be 
referred to one of the committees of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of .Georgia, objected., 


of which previo 


-Mr. COBB &sked that. the resolution might be | 


read. 
Mr. STEPHENS objected. 


Mr. FREEMAN introduced a bill; of which 
previous notice had been given, to reduce the price 
of the public lands lying south of the old Choe- 
taw line,in the State of Mississippi; and a bill 
granting lands to the State of Mississippi for the 
purpose of improving the navigation of the Pearl, 
Big Black, and Yazoo rivers, in said State; which 
were severally read a first and second time by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, introduced a 
bill, of which previous notice had been given, to 


if authorize: the Commissioner of Public Lands to 


order a resurvey of public lands in certain cases; 
which was read a first and second time by its 
title. 

Mr. B. said that as thé bill contained. but a 
solitary and simple provision, he asked. that it be 
put upon its passage now. t 

Mr. FOWLER. objected. 3 

On motion by Mr. BROWN, the bill was then 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands? 


[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by their Secretary, Assyry Dicxins, Esq., in- 


forming the House of the passage by that body | 


of certain bills.] 

Mr. PENN asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to take up a Senate bill upon the Speaker’s 
table to change the register of a vessel. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, introduced a bill, 
of which previous notice had been given, making 
an appropriation for the removal of the raft in 
Red river; which was read a first and second time 
by ils title. ° ` 

Mr. M. moved that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCURRY. I hope the House will not re- 
fer that bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. If debate arises, the bill 
must lie over, 

The question was then taken on Mr. Moore ’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill, of which pre- 
vious notice had been given, to incorporate the 
Eagle Steamboat Company; which was read a 
first and second time by its title and referred to the 
Committee for the District of Colambia. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, leave was granted to || 


withdraw from the filés of the House the petition 
and papers of William Flinn, for the purpose of 
reference to one of the Executive Departments. 


Mr. CARTTER asked the unanimous consent |" 


of the House to offer a resolution. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected, 

Mr. CARTTER asked that his resolution misht 
ad for information. i 

Nw. STEPHENS objected. 

On motion by Mr. NEWTON, 

Ordered, That leave be granted forthe withdrawal from 

the files of the House of the petition and papers in the case 

of the heirs of Thomas Johnson and James Hacklay. 


On motion my Mr. HIBBARD, 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of John Hazen be 


be 


withdrawn from the files of the House and referred to the | 
i Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. SMITH introduced a bill, of which pre- 


| vious notice had been given, supplementary to an 


act entitled ‘* An act to enable the State of Ala- 


bama, the State of Arkansas, and other States, to | 


reclaim their swamp lands;” which was read a 


F 


ji son VWV. Harris, Hart, Hascal, Hendricks, Henn, 


Mr. WATKINS introduced a. bill, granting 
| lands to thé State of Tennessee, to aid said State 
lin the construction of certain ‘railroads therein; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr, WILLIAMS, ‘leave was 

granted to withdraw from the files the petition and 
papers of Elijah Story, for the purpose. of refer- 
ence to one of the Executive Departments. 
. Mr. MACE introduced a joint: resolution, of 
which previous notice had been given, proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, so- as to provide for the election of Sena- 
tors by. the qualified voters of each State; which 
was read a first-and second time by,its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Jadiciary. 


Mr. MACH introduced a bill, of which previous 
notice had been. given,’ an act granting the 
right of way and making a grant of lands to. aid 
in the construction of a railroad from the Wabash 
to the Missouri river; and a bill granting to the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, the right of 
way for and a portion of the public lands, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from Toledo, in the 
State of Ohio, via Delhi and Lafayette, in the 
State of Indiana, to Springfield, in Hlinois; which 
| bills were severally read a first and second time 
| by their tides, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. HENDRICKS introduced a bill, of which 
previous notice had been given, authorizing cer- 
tain soldiers in the war with” Great Britain to sur- 
render the bounty lands drawn by them, and to 
locate others in lieu thereof; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. BISSELL asked leave to present the pe- 
| tition of certain citizens of New Mexico, asking for 
| a repeal of the revenue laws of that Territory. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair feels it his duty 
| to state, that by the order of the House nothing is 
| in order except the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions. : i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Minois, introduced a joint 
resolution, of which previous notice had been 
; given, authorizing the ‘location of military bounty 
land warrants on public lands now subject 
and hereafter to be subject to entry at private sale, 
under existing laws; which was read a first and 
; second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. ‘ 
| Myr. YATES introduced a bill, of which pre- 
vious notice had been given, making an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the navigation of 
the lllinois river; which was. read twice by its 
title. í 


| Mr. Y. moved that the bill be referred to the 


li Committee on Roads and Canals. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved to refer 
it the Committee on Commerce. . 

The question being first put upon referring it to 
i the Committee on Roads and Canals, upon a 
| division, 65 rose in the affirmative, g 

! Mr. SEYMOUR demanded tellers; wĦich were 
ordered, and Messrs. Seymour and RoBINsoN 
: were appointed. f 
; The question was then taken, and the tellers 
. reported—ayes 78, noes 41, 


| Mr. WALSH asked for the yeas and nays; 


| which were ordered; and the question being put, 
| there were—yeas 113, nays 70; as follows: 


i 
| 

| | ¥YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Ashe, Bar- 
| tere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bragg, Breckenridge, Bren- 
l ton, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown. Busby 
| E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson 
| Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chastain, Cleveland 
i Cobb, Conger, Cullom, Curtis, Daniel, John G. Davis, 
i Dawson, Disney, Dockery, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, 


j: Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Freeman, Gaylord, Gentry, Gil- 


i: more, Goodenow, Green, Hall, Hammond, Harper, Samp- 


| So Hibbar 
| Willyer, Horsford, Houston, John W. Howe, Huater, Jack 


i son, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, John Johns 

; George W. Jones, J. Glanev Jones, Kuhns, Landry, Lack. 
| hart, Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Mason, Meade, Miller. 
: Millson, Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, 


WHR 


Morrison, Murphy, Orr, Samuel W. Parker. Pheips, Por- 
ter, Price, Rantoul, Robinson, Sackett, Savage, School- 
craft, Skelton, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Abraham P. Stevens, Alexander H. Stephens, Stone, 
St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, Taylor, Benjamin Thompsen, 
George W. Thompson, Tuck, Wallace, Ward, Watkins, 
Welch, Addison White, Alexander. White, Wilcox, Wil- 
liams, Woodward, and Yates—113. Fog ie 
NAYS-—Messrs. Aiken, Charles Allen, Allison, Andrews, 
#John Appleton, Wiliam Appleton, ` Aveyett, Babcock, 
Bartlett, Bocoek, Briggs, Buell, Burrows, Joseph. Cable; 
Caldwell, Chapmans Churchwell, Clark, Clingman; Dean, 
Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Edmundson, Fitch, . Florence, 
Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Grow, Hamilton; 
Isham G. Harris, Haws, Haven, Hebard; Holladay, How- 
ard, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Daniel T. | 
Jones, Preston King, Kurtz, Mann; McMullin, McNair, 
Murray, Nabors, Newton, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Peas- | 
lee, Penniman, Perkins, Powell, Robbins, Robie, Russell, 
Schermerhorn, Scudder, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen || 
S, Seymour, Stanly, Sweetser, Thurston, ‘Townshend, ji 
Walbridge, Walsh, and Wells—70. j i 

So the bill wag referred to the Committee on | 
Roads and Canals. 9 | 

Mr. STUART. ' I move to reconsider that vote; | 
and inasmuch as I propose to debate it, I suppose | 
it goes over. : 

. Mr. CARTTER. 
upon the table. 

Mr. STUART. You cannot do it. 
to debate it. 

The SPEAKER. The motion gives rise to 
debate, and consequently the bill goes over. 

Mr, PORTER introduced the following bills, of 
which previous notice had been given; which were |; 
read a first and second time by their title, and |) 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, viz: |! 

| 
{ 


i 
I move to lay that motion |} 
I propose | 
| 


_A bill granting to the State of Missouri thè 
right of way and a portion of the public land for | 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of a rajl- || 
road: from St. Charles, on the Missouri river fo || 
the northern limits of said State, | 

Also, a bill to relinquish to the State of Mis- || 
souri, on certain conditions, the two per centum || 
of the net proceeds of the sales of public lands in || 
said State since the first day of January, 1821, |} 
and reserved by the act of Congress of the sixth || 
day of March, 1820. ‘ i 

On motion by Mr. PORTER, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdaw from the files 
of the House the discharge and note, together with the 
petition, of Stephen Spalding, heretofore referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, for the purpose of being returned to | 
the petitioner. $ ! 


On motion by Mr. CONGER, it was | 

Ordered, ‘That the petition of C. A. Trowbridge and į: 
200 others, for the construction of a canal around the Falls 

of St. the Mary’s, and for improvement at Ontonagon river | 

and Eagle Harbor, be withdrawn from the files of the House, }) 

and referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals e | 

Mr. CONGER introduced a jomt resolution de- i| 

claratory of the law of nations, in reference to the |: 

doctrine of non-intervention, and the right of every |! 

nation to establish for itself such form of govern- | 

ment as the people thereof may think most suit- | 

able to their own condition, and best adapted to | 

promote and secure their own prosperity and hap- | 

iness; also declaratory of the view entertained | 

by the Government and people of the United States | 

| 

4 

| 

i 

| 

| 

| 


of the conduct of Russia, by the armed interven- | 
tion of that Power in the late contest between | 
Austria and Hungary; which was read a first and | 
second time’ by its title. ` 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I move that it be | 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. JONES#of Tennessee. [ask if there has | 
been any notice given of its introduction? 

The SPEAKER. Notice has not been given. 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. It is objected to, and mus 
go over. f o] 

Mr. CONGER. Then I propose to give notice || 
of my intention hereafter to introduce the resolu 
tion just read. : ; 

The SPEAKER. The notice will be entered. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, introduced a bill, of | 
which previous notice had been given, to revive |; 
and continue in force, for a limited time, the pro- |! 
visions of the act relative to suspended entries of | 
public lands; which was read a first and second time | 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- |. 
lic Lands. | 

Mr. HENN. const i 
the House to introduce a resolution of inquiry of 
the Secretary of War; and as a lady is interested | 
in the matter, I hope the gallantry of this House |! 
will allow it to come in. It is as follows: i 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 


i 


T ask the unanimous consent of |: P 


furnish-this House information as to what. if any, depreda- 
tions have been ‘committed by the Fudians-on the property 
of white’ settlers in the western. portions of the State of 
Towa, during te Jast two years, and particularly the facts 
connected with the recent capture, by the Omahaw or 
Pawnee Indians, of Mr. Carpenter and his wife, on Boyer 
river; in said State. 


-~ Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the 


| resolution cannot be introduced. 


Mr. CLARK introduced a bill, of which pre- 
vious notice had been given, for the survey and 
construction of a military road in the State of 
Iowa; which was read a first and second time by 


| its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. C. Will it be in order to ask that a bill 
and memorial, introduced by me yesterday, be 
printed? 

The SPEAKER. Not without the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

Mr. CLARK. I move, then, that the bill and 
memorial which I had the honor to introduce yes- 
terddy, for the benefit of the Territory of Minne- 
sota and State of Iowa, and which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, be printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 1 object. 

Mr. CLARK. I believe joint resolutions are 


| in order? 


The SPEAKER. Yes; but only those of which 


! previous notice has been given. 


Mr. EASTMAN introduced the following bills,. 
of which previous notice had been given, which 


|; were severally read a first andsecond time by their 
| titles, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands, viz: ~- 

A billgranting the right of way and making a 
grant of land in aid of the construction of a rail- 
road in the State of W isconsin, from the northern 
line of the State of Hlinois to Lake Superior; 

A bill granting certain lands in the State of 


' Wisconsin in aid of the construction of a plank 


road from the Wisconsin river to the mouth of thé 
Willow river, on Lake St. Croix; and 

A bill to grant a quantity of land in the State of 
Wisconsin, to aid in the improvement of Black 
river. z 

On motion by Mr. EASTMAN, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the papers 
accoinpanying the petition of Wiliam Batler from the fites 
of the House, for the purpose of having them referred in the 


„Senate to the appropriate committee, 


Mr. DOTY introduced the following bills, of 


i which previous notice had been given; which were 
‘severally read a first and secoud time by their 


titles, and referred as indicated below, viz: 


A bill to authorize the State of Wisconsin to | 


locate certain lands granted for the improvement 
of the Neenah and Wisconsin rivers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands; 

A bill to provide for the protection of commerce 
on Lake Michigan; which was. referred to the 
Committee on Commerce; and 

A bill to grant a certain quantity of land to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from Manitowac 
to the Mississippi river; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Public Lands. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Assory Dicxins, Esq., their Secretary, re- 
turning a bill entitled “ An act to admit a certain 
vessel to registry,” with an amendment, and ask- 


| ing the concurrence of the Flouse therein.) 


Mr. PRICE introduced a bill, of which pre- 
vious notice had been given, giving further reme- 
dies to patentees; which he moved to refer to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ` 

Mr. CARTTER moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

The question was first taken on the motion to 
refer to the Committee on the Judiciary, and it 
was not agreed to. z 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
refer to the Committee on Patents, and it was 


agreed to. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask leave to introduce a reso- 
lution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be compelled 


to rule it out of order, in accordance with the ex- 
ress order of the House. 

Mr. SIBLEY introduced a bill, of which pre- 
vious notice had been given, to grant to the several 
States of this Union the proceeds of. certain pub- 
He lands, for the relief and support of the indigent 
insane therein; which was read_a first and second 


ji lef of Elizabeth F. Thurston, of the 


time by its title, and referred tot 

Publie Lands. = EE 
Mr. LANE introdaced a joint re 

which previous notice had been given, fo 


of Oregon; which was read ‘a first and ‘secon 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee: 
the Post Office and Post Roads: PACS 
Mr. WEIGHTMAN introduced. a 
which previous notice had been given, duthorizin 
the Governor of New Mexico’ to call: an exit 
session of the Legislative Assembly of said E 
| ritory, should the same be deemed necessary ani 
expedient; which was read a first and second ti 
l| ritories. i 
| RIGHT TO THE FLOOR. : 
Mr. HOUSTON. The call of the States is, 
‘now completed, and I move the House’ resolve” 


' the Union. > 


jis upon the proposition to refer to: the Committee. 
Íj of the Whole on the state of the Union the re 
of the select committee on the joint resolution ex 


| certain officers and soldiers, &e., and upon which: 
| question the gentleman from New ‘Hampshire. 
| [Mr. Tucx] has the floor. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is very true, but Fo 
am entitled to the floor now; as the business: of. 
the morning hour has not been taken.up, and the 
hour has expired. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehends that 
ithe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston} 
cannot take the flour from the gentleman from 
; New Hampshire. 
| Mr. HOt STON. 
i the rule which says that itis always in order to, 
i suspend the rules to go into Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union. 
| to the floor now because- : 
| The SPEAKER. 


| circumstances, that he is entitled to the floor... 
| Mr. TUCK. Isubmit that he cannot have the 
floor for that purpose. . I refer notonly the Speak- 


| under which this matter has intervened, and under 
| these circumstances he has not, and ought not to 
‘have the floor. JY obtained the floor as spon as 
; we had got through the call for bills, and he has 
| no right to lake it from me. 


; has now expired. ; ; 
{| The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
|! morning hour has just commenced. : 

i Mr. HOUSTON. Fouse, 
| when the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS} 
| made the 
| States for : I 
| morning hour sho: Id elapsed, to: go into Commit- 
Í tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, That 
| ismy object. The morning hour has heen occupied 
| with other business, and that is the reason why I 
imake the motion. j 
| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. These subjects, 
‘in my opinion, stand exactly as they stood “this 
‘morning after the Journal was read; for every- 
thing done since has been by unanimous consent, 
The SPEAKER. | Precisely the same. 

i Mr. HOUSTON. I do not controvert that at 
‘all. T have no doubt about that, but 
> The SPEAKER. The question is whether the 
i gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovstox] can de- 
|i prive the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
| 'T'ucx}J—who is certainly in order, and entitled to 
; the floor—of the floor. The Chair decides that he 
| cannot. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. 


T shall not appeal from the 


| TheSPEAKER. Not at all. 
i Several Voices. 


| man of the foor when heis entitled to Ihe Si c? 
ii Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Unless, the gentle- 


| by its title, and referred to ‘the Committee on Tèr- 


| itself into Committee of the Whole on the stateof . 


‘The SPEAKER. The first business in order. i 


| planatory of the act granting bounty Jands; to, 


If that be true, it.sets aside. 


I am entitled ` 
The gentleman from Alas 


| bama [Mr. Housron] rose before, to submit a 
| privileged motion. The Chair thinks, under the” 


er, but the gentleman himself, to the circumstances 


Mr. LIOUSTON. Morethan the morning hour. 


But Il stated to. ihe House, 


roposition to the House.to call the” 
ills, that I desired, as soon as ihe 


“Not at all!” «Not at all?” 

| The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion-will; 
ii be in order, when he shall have obtaiyed the floor: 
“to make it, but he: cannét deprive another gentler. 


are eee 


+e 
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iaa appéals Yrom the decision of -the’ Chair, E 
maintain he.is out of order. Rea ] 
Mr HOUSTON: Thatis:a-communication to 
tHe House; for which I am very much. obliged to 
“the gentleman. 
“Mr BAYLY- The gent 
Awelcome... 0-0: T Y an = 
< Fhe SPEAKER. > The Chair. decides that thé 
qu is not debatable. - ARAR oe 
uM. HOUSTON. Iwas going to propound 
‘this: question’ to the Chair? Suppose that in the 
morning, before the business of the morning is 
‘taken up, or before the Speaker has stated that the 
business of the morning was the calling of the com- 
mittee fox reports,-I, or any gentleman, should ob- 
tain the floor and move that the rules be suspended, 
with a view of the House going into Committee 
of the Whole-on the state of the Union —— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would decide as 

hè bas in this particular case. : 

-Mr. HOUSTON. Then T could not do it 
during-the whole day. E 

BOUNTY LAND BILL. 
` The SPEAKER. The question pending is the 


leman “is ` perfectly 


motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole on ij 


the state of the Union the report of the select 
committee on the joint resolution explanatory of 
the act of 1850, granting bounty lands to certain | 
officers and soldiers who were engaged in the 
- military service of the United States. 
Mr, TUCK. I feel [ought to make an apology 
to the House, for attempting to occupy the time 
which I deem it my duty, upon the present occa- 
sion, to do, and that apology is this: The chair- 
man. of the select committee, who reported this 
bill, hag: made a motion to refer it to the Commit- 
- tée of the Whole on -the state of the Union, with 
the avowed purpose of presently withdrawing that 
motion, and to ask the House to put the bill upon 
its passage. Inasmuch as the previous 
will in such case be called early, and that free dis- 
cussion be presented, which ought to be given to 
this bill somewhere, I have concluded to present 
my views at the present time upon this very im- 
nortant question. In asking the House to put this 
pin upon its passage, the chairman of the select 
committee [Mr. Doxwam] is bound to do two | 
things:, First, to show to the members of this 
House that the bill deserves their approbation; 
and in the second place, to demonstrate that it is 
more deserving than any of the other laws before 
this body; for otherwise, it is not expedient to 
allow this bill to take precedence of all others—to 
be exempt from those checks and the common 
routine of enactment to which all other laws are 
subject. For the extraordinary course proposed, 
there can be no apology, unless, as I have said- 
before, the gentleman can show that this is the | 
most important subject that can be presented to 
us, and one which demands our immediate atten- j 
tion, to the exclusion of everything else. I shall 
not expend much time in examining what I con- | 
sider comparatively unimportant parts of this bill; 
but I will, nevertheless, as I progress in my re- | 
marks, notice the several sections briefly. 

The first section provides for the assignability 
of land warrants. Well, this is a proposition 
against which few, if any, have objections. I 
call the attention of gentlemen to the fact, that the 
proposition to make bounty land warrants assign- 


able has already received our consideration and |) 


our sanction. We have already, dispensing, by 
common consent, with the rules of the House and 
the ordinary routine of business, passed a law for | 
that purpose, which was sent to the Senate, and 
is now under consideration in that body, and I 
have been assured, within a few hours, that there | 
is no question but the Senate will give it their ap- 
probation. Why, then, I ask, is it that another | 


| mit that-it is derogatory to the dignity of the pop- 


question f 


j 
| 
i 
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ular branch of the-Lemislature, to: reenact: this bill 
again. ‘The Senate will attend to our action with- 
out this repetition of legislation. Fdo not. object 
to the principle ef the-assignability of land war- 
rants, proposed in this first section; but since this 
| matter was considered in the committee; since 
conversing -with: the: Commissioner. of. Pensions 
upon this subject, and since hearing the unan- 
| swerable argument of my friend from Hlinois, 
{Mr. BisseELL,] who addressed the House on yes- 
į terday, I am. forced to the conclusion that the 
method of assignment, pointed out in this section, 
is impracticable—that it cannot be administered by 
the officers of the Government. ; 

We now come to the second section, which I be- 
lieve is intended to give currency to other paris of 
the bill more obnoxious. This clause provides for 
the payment of certain sums to registers and receiv- 
ers of the General Land Office for locating bounty 
| land warrants. This proposition has many friends 
upon this floor, and I wish those friends to under- 


being connected with the third, fourth, and sixth sec- 
tions of this bill. Nothing can kill it sooner than its 
attachment to these propositions. Their interest 
‘lies in laying this whole bill on the table, and 
bringing up their proposition upon its own merits. 
| Now, in regard to the paying of these registers 

and receivers, I do not design to detain the House 
| long: the subject has been discussed by others. I 
| recognize the force of the argument used on yes- 
terday. This séction provides that registers and 
receivers shall be paid a certain amount for locating 
land. warrants hereafter; the fault found by my 
| friend from Illinois (Mr. Bis$eL1] was, that it-does 


l not provide for the payment of those who rendered 


service heretofore. I am in favor of low salaries 
for public officers, but I do not support or profess 
any doctrine that compels men to work for nothing. 
I understand that many of these registers and re- 
ceivers of the land offices have doné a great deal of 
labor in regard to these land warrants for nothing. 
It seems to me that the question is, whether we 
shall pay moderately and fairly for services per- 
formed or pay nothing. I am in favor of the 
former alternative. These registers ang receivers 
| went into office prior to the passage of the bounty 
land bill of 28th September, 1850, when by the sale 
"of the public lands they were entitled to a certain 
percentage. It was enacted by the act. of 1850 
| that land warrants should take the place of cash in 
Í the disposition of the public lands, and that they 
‘should be located by registers and receivers for 
| nothing. Now, the very fact of making a proe 
| vision that those who shall hereafter perform these 
| services shall be compensated, constitutes an ad- 
j mission that payment should be made to those 
! who heretofore have performed similar and greater 
| services. 
‘entered the great mass of these warrants, and by 

| the provisions of this bill they shall have nothing— | 
| not one cent for doing nine tenths of all the work, 

| while for the driblet of services hereafter to be per- 

| formed in disposing of the few warrants outstand- 

| ing and to be issued, we recognize the propriety of 

payment, Now, if we enact any provision let us 

do substantial justice, not only to those who shall 

hereafter fill these offices but to those who, for no 

pay at all,-have done the chief part’of the labor. 

I come next to the third and fourth sections, 
which embrace the great scheme of this bill—a 
| scheme to squander away a large, indefinite, and 
i unknown quantity of the public domain. It comes 
here under the most innocent title imaginable—a 
} title that gives you no clue whatever to the char- 
| acter of the proposition, or the extent of land that 
| is to be appropriated under its cover. The title of 


titis: “ An act explanatory of an act approved 28th | 
1 


| September, 1850, entitled ‘ An act granting bounty 


lands to certain officers and soldiers who were en- 


provision to accomplish the same object is incor- | 


porated in this bill? 1 know.of no reason for it, |} gaged in the military service of the United States.’ ” 


unless it is to make a proposition which receives | 


i 


the universal approbation of this. House, the me- |: 


dium by which to impose upon the country and į; pendent of that act as it is possible for one act to | 


upon us a measure which, if considered in itsown |; 
merits alone, would receive our condemnation. I}: 
know of no other reason. There seems to be some |! 
want of concert among those who have planned |! 
this magnificent.scheme, by which the proposition f 
for the assignment of land warrants was permite |! 
ted to get the start, pass the House, and go to the 4 
Senate, without having attached to it the obnox- |! 
ious propositions tacked to it in this bill. I sub- : 


4 


Instead of merely explaining, it contains new prop- 
ositions unconnected with and as entirely inde- 


be independent of another. It creates a new class 
of bounty land warrants, the extent of which no 
gentleman—not even the chairman of the select 
committee, who ought to understand it, and who 
several times has been called upon to state it—can 
give us any idea. Does he rely so much upon the 
rashness of this House as to expect we shall pass 


-abill in relation to which we have no knowledge? 


I trust our action will disappoint him. If the bill 


The registers and receivers have already | 


stand that their scheme is likely to be defeated by-|, 


i change that is taking place. 
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“shall reach an engrossment;- the. first act of the 


chairman of. the selëect committee will “be to move 
that the title be amended, as itis: now. entirely in- 
adequate to-give any idea of the character of the 
bill, = : : D ee 

1 shall, before proceeding further in the. consid- 
eration of. the subject, say a few things in regard 
to the public domain. I believe we are introdu- 
cing a new method of disposing of. the. public 
lands, and are changing the general: policy of the. 
Government in respect tọ- the same. I believe 
this change will be hazardous to the bêst interests 
of the country, and that-we ought to. resist the 
The Government 
disposed of the public domain at first in large 


| tracts to individuals and companies, but it was 


early. discovered that this policy was not only in- 


; jurious to the Government, but. that it retarded 
i the settlement of new States, and was also dis- 


astrous to those who became owners of these large 
tracts. Some thirty-five years ago, the Govern- 
ment changed its policy and adopted the present 
excellent system, by which every individual, who 
is desirous of laboring, and who is fit to be the 
owner of an acre of land, can, by his own indus- 
try, become a-freeholder.. We have prospered 
under this system beyond parallel. Of late, we 
have heen departing from. this system; and so 
eager have. many become to squander the public 
domain, that a great part of our labor here is to 
attend to the various claims which come up'in a 
thousand ways for grants. of land. When I ex- 
amine the records of Congress, and peruse the 
counsels and opinions of wise statesmen ‘who 
have gone before us, and who have given their 
views ‘upon this subject, I am confirmed in my 
difbesition to oppose the struggle now going on 
among corporations, private companies, and indi- 
viduals, to get possession, wider one pretence and 
another, of the public domain. We have pros- 
pered as a nation, beyond all parallel, under the 
policy heretofore existing; and for one, 1 say that 
policy: shall not be abandoned without my oppos- 
ing vote. « 

I wish to call the attention of the House to the 
fact, that the proceeds of the sales of the public 


; lands have been pledged, as security for borrowed 


money, by the action of Congress, and that this 
land cannot be given away, as proposed in this 
bill, without a violation of. the public faith. 

I send to the Chair, and wish that it may be 


j read, the 19th section of a law passed in 1847, 


entitled ** An act to authorize the issue of Treasury 
notes, loans, and for other purposes.” This Jaw 
was passed in reference to a proposed loan of 


| $23,000,000, with‘which to carry on the Mexican 


war. The section reads as follows: 

“And be it further enacted, That for the payment of the 
stock, which may be created under the provisions of this 
act, the sales of the public lands are hereby pledged, and it 
is hereby made the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
use and apply alt moneys which may be received into the 
Treasury from the sales of the public lands, after the 1st 
day of January, 1848; first, to pay the interest on ail stocky 
issued by virtue of this act; and secondly, to use the bal- 
ance of said receipts, after paying the interest aforesaid in 
the purchase of said stocks at their market value, provided 
no more than par shall be paid for said stocks.” 

Now, by that act it was obviously intended that 
the receipts from the sales are all sequestered, set 
apart and pledged for the payment of this debt and 
interest. Secondly, after the interest is paid, the 
remainder is to be kept as a fund td’ pay that debt 
now outstanding as it becomes due, or as it ean be 
purchased at par befere it becomes due. And 
thirdly, after paying interest annually in the pur- 


| chase of stocks, the remainder will be an accumu- 


lated fund, to redeem the debt when it becomes 
due. Now that is a pledge of the faith of this 
country, which we are bound to regard, no mat- 
ter what may be the ability of this Government, 
as we think now, to meet the payment of this loan 
when it shall become due. We have pledged 
these public lands—we have pledged the faith of 
the country to those who have invested in these 
stocks, that we will maintain.and preserve the 
moneys to be received from the sales of the public 
lands, to meet that payment. I have had the 
curiosity to look over the yeas and nays recorded 
upon the passage of that bill, in order to see who 
of those now in this House aided by their votes 
in pledging the faith of the country. Before I 
read the names, Į will say, that I do not assume 
that all those whose names I shall read are now 
ready to violate that pledge. I would rather ag- 
sume the contrary—that they intend to keep it. 
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I find’in this list of yeas and nays, the names of 
Messrs. Thomas H. Bayly, Linn Boyd, Armis- 
tead Burt, Orlando B. Ficklin, Meredith P. Gen- 
try, George S. Houston, Andrew Johnson, George 
W. Jones, and Alexander H. Stephens, who’ 
ail voted for this sequestration. : ae. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to ask the gen- 
. tleman one question, and that:is, whether he has 
not upon this floor taken ground in favor of do- | 
nating land to actual settlers, and whether he is 
not now in favor of it? SEER 
Mr. TOCK. I will answer these questions 
when they come up. 1 defy the gentleman to | 
show any act of mine in violation of this pledge. | 
I recorded my vote in 1850, against the bül of the ! 
28th of September of that year. H 
I have reason to believe that my neighbor from | 
Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens,}] who was on the select | 
committeé that reported this bill, will support it, | 
and yet I have read his name in favor of pledging | 
the faith of this Government to preserve this fund | 
sacred. If the honorable chairman of the com- | 
mittee could. detect me in any inconsistency, or 
willingness to violate this pledge, which he cannot | 
do, I ask him, if it would be a good excuse for 
violating it on his part? i 
Mr. DUNHAM. Do I understand the gentle- | 
man to say that he is not now in favor of granting | 
land tqgactual settlers? Did he say no to that | 
question? i 
Mr. TUCK. Iam surprised that the able chair- 
man of this select committee should expect me, 
or any man, to give an answer to a proposition— i 
a most important proposition—imbodied in the in- | 
definite language which he has used. He knows ! 
that Lam willing to record my vote and express | 
my Opinions upon any proposition that may come 
up, which I will do at the proper time. But I 
shall desire to express my propositions for new | 
laws, in more guarded language, and in Jess sweep- | 
ing terms than those presented to me in the gen- | 
tleman’s question. i 
In. considering this proposition to dispose of | 
another portion of the public lands, so soon after | 
the act of 1850, we shall do well to remember the 
vast extent of that law. We are informed by the | 


i 
1 
1 


will not suppose me to be actuated by any sectional | 


aware that the faith of the Government was pledged, | 


class of bounty land warrants, I wish them to ex- | 
plain their past opposition, and clear away | 
obstacles that they possibly can, in order to enable | 
us to go with them, if we can, and save all the | 
self-respect possible in such a course. 

The 3d and 4th sections of the present act read | 
as follows: | 
“Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, That the act of 
which this is explanatory, shall be so construed as toinclude | 


all commissioned and non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates of militia, voluateers and rangers, who were | 
mustered into the service of the United States for the sup- 
pression or prevention of Indian hostilities, or whose ser- 


vices of that character were recognized and paid by the 


t 


‘in the offices in Washington, where men have be 


United States prior to the passage of said act, and who 
served the length of time required by said act. 


- “(See 4. And be it. further enacted, That in computing 
the term of service of the: officers and. soldiers of militia, 
‘volunteers, and rangers, for the purposes of this act, or of 
the act-of which this act is explanatory, such term shall be 
computed from the time they were mustered into the sêr- 
‘vice of and paid by. the United States to the time they were 
discharged therefrom.” 


Tall the attention of the House to this fact: 
The Commissioner of Pensions, in his annual re- 
port to the Secretary of the Interior, states that in 
administering the law of the 28th of September, 
1850, he has come to the ‘conclusion that there 


dre some. meritorious claims which ought to be 


He’ 


further provided for by this Government. 
has specified those claims in his report; but the 
provisions in this bil for a new class of warrants 
does not iouch any of the meritorious cases which 
the Commissioner has thought alone deserved his 
recommendation. 

I would also direct the attention of the House 
to another fact, and that is, that the propositions 
contained in the third and fourth sections are 


brought up as a spontaneous act of giving away 


the public domain. ‘I do not recollect of any pe- 
titions or memorials addressed to Congress asking 
us todo any such thing as this. It is a magnifi- 
cent work for gentlemen to bring forward, upon 
their own motion, such a proposition as this, uh- 
asked for and unrecommended. It will be quite 
another thing to pass it, I trust. What is the 
amount of land to be appropriated by this bill? 
Nobody can tell, and nobody knows. J have 
asked the Commissioner of Pensions if he would 
communicate to me some information in regard 
to the extent of land to be taken by this bill, to be 


laid before the House, in order that we might all | 
know what we were about when called upon to 


vote uponthe bill. He said: “I cannot tell, nor can 
anybody tell.” The bill is very comprehensive, 
and will embrace a vast number of claims. Itis 
requisite that gentlemen should read over with care 
the third section, in order that they shouldpunder- 
stand what may be the effect of that proposition. 
Tt provides that all are to be allowed land who 
have been mustered into the service of the United 
States since 1790, or whose services in suppressing 
or preventing Indian hostilities have been recog- 
nized and paid for by the United States. There 
have been a vast number of persons paid for ser- 
vices in respect to the Indians since 1790, and not 
one of them will fail, if this bill passes, to be 
claimed as serving to suppress, or prevent, Indian 
hostilities. ; : 

The law of 1850 gave bounty land to those en- 
gaged in time of war in the military service of the 
United States. This bill gives land to those who 
have performed military service in time of peace. 


The beneficiaries of this act, from 1790 to the | 


present time, may not have seen danger, or the 
enemy. lf only they have had the art to make 
the Goverriment pay for services, supposed to be 


rendered to suppress or prevent Indian hostilities, 


they arè to be put upon the list of patriotic he- 
roes, and be presented with a portion of the pub- 
lic land, in token of a nation’s gratitude. Those 


who have seen other enemies than Indians are of | 


no sort of account; it is no merit to have served 
to suppress or prevent other hostilities. Those 
who have harassed the Indians are only remem- 
bered in this bill. 

The claimants under this act will be those 
who have lived in the vicinity of the Seminoles, 
Creeks, and Cherokees, and a few engaged in the 
Black Hawk war, and Winnebago disturbances. 
Those who served in any war with these tribes have 
already been provided for in the act of 1850; and 


the present bill is to give bounty to those who | 


hung upon the skirts of these tribes in time of peace, 


| and who have had the good fortune to make the 


Government pay them well for so doing. ,There 


is nota sixth part of the country that can have any | 


interest in this bill if it passes; while it is pro- 
posed to take what belongs to the whole country 


to bestow upon a few who have already been paid | 


all or more than they ever earned or deserved. 

have never seen so sectional a proposition brought 
before Congress. If we must squander the pub- 
lic lands, we shall find more meritorious persons 


come incapacitated for other business, by serving 
the public for good pay in clerks’ offices. 

The Commissioner of Pensions has recommended 
the flotilla men in the war of 1812, under Commo- 
dore Barney, the marines who did duty on shore, 
and-the men who were in battle, but not out long 


i 

il 
t 
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enough to receive lang b 
has the majority. of this ‘co. 
that. the “impartial Commissioner: 
vand-included such a multitude whom. he: 
| and could not in conscience recommend? 

i the attention of the Representatives of. the p 
around the Chesapeake and Delaware bays, 


amine the subject and look after their right 
invite the Representatives of the old States, gen- 


| tolerate an enactment of this sort, when their own. 
| citizens in the war with Great Britain are-denied 
| bounties for services much morë important and: 


| remove the Cherokees, or watched the Seminoles 
and Winnebagoes. ‘The men ofthe whole north- 
ern border of the country are forgotten or despised * 
‘in the proposed enactment of this bill. Why 
are they left out of this bill, and no merit recog- 
nized except.in those who have seen Indians? “>; 
. Mr. DUNHAM. I will.-ask. the gentleman 


out, all that class of mén who‘ were called. out in, 
the last war, do not receive their bounty land unde 
the law passed last year? In every.cage where 
the Government has recognized services upon the 
Northern frontier, it has paid for them.) > 
Mr. TUCK. The gentleman is mistaken; and 
inorder to correct his error, as well asto ~presént 
| the views of the Commissioner of Pensions. upon . 
| other parts of the gentleman’s bill, I will present 
the following letter which I have received, and 
| send it to the Clerk’s desk to be read: . 


. Pension Orrice, January lOth, 1852. 

| Sır: In accordance with your request I have the honor 
; to present the following views in relation to the Dill entitled 
| & An act explanatory of an ‘Act approved September 28th, 
1850,” &e. 

The first section proposes to make land warrants assign- 
able, and torequire that those assignments shall be executed 
and acknowledged, or proved in the same manner, and 
i with the same formalities that deeds for the couveyance ¿f 
| land are executed and acknowledged, or proved, in the’ 
| State or Territory where such assignment shall be made. > 

It is suggested that it would probably facilitate business 
to have uniformity in these assignments, and that the object 
of the bill could be obtained by requiring that the justice of 
j the peace or notary shall certify that the party pecignitng 18 
| well known to bim, orthat his identity has been proved by: 
| the affidavits of A Band U D, known to him as respect- 
able persons and credible witnesses. i 


Most of the persons now claiming are 


living among their 
| friends or acquaintances, and hence their identity can 
| be readily established, and thus many of the frauds prac- 
! ticed under the act of 1847 can be prevented. : A 
The sceond section provides for compensating the land 
| Officers for their services in locating these lots. : 
The third Section is somewhat ambiguous in its provis- 
jons. Itwould seem to embrace all the militia, volunteers, 
i orrangers, whose services in suppressing or preventing In- 
dian hostilities, had been recognized and paid by the United 
| States, and who haf served the length of time required by 
ii the act of 1850. The doubt is in relation to the seopeand 
| extent that should be given to the term.“ prevention,??.in 
į the bill, unless indeed it be the intention of Congress to. 
; grant bounty land to all the militia, volunteers, and rangera: 
| whose services had been recognized and paid since 1790, ‘ 
> and who had served the length of time required by the act of. 
1850. Ifstich be the fact, it wovld be well so to express it; 
| aud such expression would obviate the necessity of enact- 
| ing the fourth section. 7 
| 
f 


The rule now isto allow all claimants for the time they 
served in any war since 1790, except of eourse those in the 
Mexican war, for whom provision was made by the act of 
| 1847. If, however, the duration of scrvice in wary as pre- 
scribed by the act of 1850, is not to be-regarded as the meas- 
| ure by which these clainis are to be decided, but the Terigth 
| of time Sor which their services huve been recognized und 
| paid by the United States, of course the fourth. section is 
unnecessary, as its provisions are involved in.those of the 
third section. . ee : 

‘Lhe provisions of the 5th section of the bill are’identical 
with the construction given to the fitst section and. last 
clause of the third section of the act of 28th September, 1850, 
and hence there is no necessity for enacting it. 

: he sixth section of this bill, after authorizing the loca- 
1 tion of warrants or lands subject to private entry at the tine 
! of such location, directs that warrants issucd prior to the 
| death of the soldier, and which were not located or assigned 
| by the warrantee, shall inure to the benefit of his widow 
| if he left one; and ifnot, to his minor heirs. è% 


This is contrary to the uniform construction given by this 
office to the act of 28th Septernber, 1850. The first clause 
of the 3d section of that act provides that those warrants 
| shall be located by the warrantee or his heirs. ut tuw.” Un- 
| der this i 3 been held that wherever a warrant issued 
| before the™eath of the warrantee, it was his property and 
| inured to his heirs at law or devisees, who could locate the 
; Same as thus provided by law. 

In the 7th section there is an error, as there is no proviso 
to the 2d section of the act of 1850. e ai 
; I have thusgiven you my views frankly on.the provisions, 
| of this bill, as requested by you. f 
; tbus construed, would materially extend the provis 
i the act of L850, and require the review of many. cas 
| pecially in the Black Hawk, Seminole, dnd Creek 
i where warrants have already been issued; and ‘requ 
i return and cancelation of those warrants, and the is 


The 3d section of it, as. 


citizens have been overlooked “ih this law, to ex~ r 
bee 


erally, to determine whether. it” becomes -them to ` 


hazardous-than the services of those who helped ` 


from New’ Hampshire, whether, if they are left ` 


ec 


“others for-greater quant 
deficiencies, where t 
‘poskd of. Tt wouid d 
- where troops had been i rÈ: 
Fadian hostilities, as in the Cherokee and Winnebago gis- 
turbanves, &e., which have pot been. regarded.as wars; ani | 
services in which bounty land Iras not been allowed. = 
here are; however, some meritorious classes ‘of Casés; 
niéh are-not provided tor by this bill, ‘as the flotilla men 
inder Commodore Barmey;in the war of. 1812, who- ren- 
-aered éfficient and, valuable service in the defence of the | 
céast, and on laid’ whenever required. “Marines, also, on 
“several occasion served on land. The militia apd volun- 
teers in several of the States were required tordrill, and’ to 
be subject to- call at any moment. These men were äl- | 
lowed only for. the-time they were actually in the field, as | 
that was the period for which they were paid by the Gov- 
ernment. Otvers were. in actual battle, but not having 
served a mouth are not entitled. a 
i would algo. suggest, tbat preëmptors be authorized to 
locate the land actually improved by them, with these war- 
crauts, even where itis not subject to private entry, and that 
where’ the minimum: price is more than $1 25. per acre, 
thai the party locating shall pay the increase in cash. 
` The early settlers on the public lands are. entitied to the 
fostering care and consideration or the Governuent. It 


nteoduée “new «lasses of cases, 


was ‘through the sufferings, privations, and toil, of those || 


hardy pioneers, that the fruitful lands of the West have 
been opened up to the enterprise and industry of the teem- 
ing millions who now people them, And it is but a smal) 

x privilege that they sbalil be permitted to enter their im- 
provements with these warrants. 

Whether it would be expedient in this bill to exclude the 
lands in California and Oregon from loeation oy land war- 
rants is respectfally submitted. Those lands are not now 
subject to private entry, but when they are made so by Jaw, 
the Tocations of these warrants might seriously interfere | 
with claims and inchoate rights arising or which have arisen 
under existing laws, and thus long and harassing litigation 
be induced. ee 

ery respectful, our obedient servant, 
ial: aes J. E. HEATH, 
‘ Commissioner of Pensions. 

Hon. Amos Tuck, House of Reps. 


-I commend to the gentleman and to the whole 
House, “a careful examination of the foregoing 
Jeter. Lcould hope, that the Commissioner, aided, 
I doubt not, by. the intimate knowledge of this ; 
subject and of the operations of all laws affecting 
the public lands, possessed by his excellent chief | 
clerk, Mr. Wilson, might have some influence in 
inducing even the gentleman from Indiana to aban- | 
don his bill. But I fear he will still urge it, Al- 
though it is obnoxious to criticism in every part, 
and is besides of an entirely sectional character, he 
knows, and 1 know, it affects the interests of those 
who will fight earnestly for it, It is their habit. 
I can already foresee the zealous support which it 
will call forth from the geutleman from Georgia | 
[Mr. Srernenys] and others. I only. wish that we 
could. have the benefit of the denunciation which | 
he would pour out upori this measure, if he were f 
differently situated and could be affected by the 
bill, and see its enormity, as we do, who live in 
other parts of the country. 

L will now: proceed to a few remarks upon the | 
6th section of the bill, which is in the following 
words: 

Seo. 6. And he it further enacted, That the warrants 

which have been, or may hereafter be issued, in pursuance į 
of said act or of this act, may be located upon any lands of | 
the United States subject to private entry at the time of | 


i called: out to” prévent ‘or Suppress | - 


such location. ”? 

My objections to this seetion 1 stated some 
weeks since, and will not now repeat at much 
length. | believe it to be wise policy to preserve |} 
the lands that are now being put into market in į 
Minnesota, and which are soon to be put in mar- 
ket there and in Oregon, California, and elsewhere, 
exempt from control by these warrants, The | 
reason is this: the infant settlements, and men on 
the frontier just beginning improvements, are in- 
capable of bearing up against the incubus resulting 
from these warrants. Tt is well known that most 
of them find their way very soon into the hands ; 
of speculators, who take up the choice lots in the | 
neighborhood of improvements, and by means of | 
these warrants, here in the villages, and refuse to 
improve or to sell their land, except at exorbitant 
prices, which the actual inhabitants are unable to | 
give. The holders of the warrants stay in their 
comfortable palaces of the Atlantic cities, and wait 
for their land to be enbancedin value by the labors | 
of the hardy and humble pioneer. Tiggpevil is an || 
almost intolerable annoyance in the New settle- 
ments of the West, and we shall aggravate by 
passing the sixth section of this bill. "The States || 
of the West, wherein there is abundance of land i 
to satisfy the warrants already subject to them, i 
have an ability to defend themselves, having 
passed the period of their infant existence. But | 
such is not the sase with Minnesota, western lowa, | 
Oregon, and California. | 


i 
i 


if 
į 
| 


a be partic 
ection, 80. as 
these warrants, 
ad for salé there. . Where 


In speaking of Oregon, Fam reminded that the 
claimants in that Territory, for bounty land under 
this bill, should it pass, (and there will be many 
claimants there,) will have more land than they 
know what to do with, having already secured to 
them from three hundred’and twenty to six hun- 
dred and forty acres each. The seventh section 
of the bill in the following words, is of trifling im- 
portance, but is a mistake, as is stated in the let- 
ter of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

I only cali the chairman’s attention to the fact, 
to show him how much his bill requires to go to 
the committee for amendments, and how little he 
is prepared to urge, as he intends to do, its pas- 
sage at once. 

T was disposed to vote that the bill go to the 
committee; but being requested by many to move 
at a proper time that it lie on the table, and be- 
lieving that the House will not hesitate to give a 
summary quietus, L shall probably make that 
motion, unless some other ‘person does so before 
me. But at present I wish it to be discussed. 

Mr. FITCH next obtained the floor. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will my colleague yield me 
the fluor for amoment? I merely wish to offer 
an amendment to one of the sections of the bill. 

Mr. PITCH. £ will yield the floor for that 
purpoyg, and for that only. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I hope my colleague will al- 
low me.also to explain theanotives which operate 
upon me in offering that amendment. It is but 
just to myself that f should do so. 

Mr. FITCH. I suppose I must yield the floor 
to my colleague. 

Mr. DUNHAM then moved to amend the first 
section of the bill by striking out all after the 
word “assignable” therein, and inserting the fol- 
‘lowing in lieu thereof: 

Under such rales and regulations as shall be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior, 

Mr. D. said: L hope] may be indulged in ma- 
king a very few remarks in connection with thag 
amendment, for it will perhaps seem singular that 
it should come from me at this time; but I assure 
the House that before I get through it will not 
strike them with so much astonishment that such 
an amendment should come from me, as will some 
of the remarks that have been made by gentle- 
men who were associated with me upon that com- 
mittee. I think that it will not be out of place 
for me to say here, that at the time that first sec- 


tion was passed upon in the committee, I did re- j; 
| Serve to my 


elf the right to submit the amend- 
ment which E have just sent to the table, stating 
that I was opposed to the section as the commit- 
tee proposed to report it. Twill not state what 
took place in the committee, except hypotheti- 
cally. But we will suppose there was a commit- 
tee raised upon an important subject of this char- 
acter, and that the chairman of that committee 
offered a sestion which would have been as that 
section. will be, if my amendment is adopted— 
urging in its favor the very reasons which fell 
from the gentleman from Tlinois [Mr. BisseLL] 
on yesterday, and from the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Tuer] to-day—every one of 
them, with all the ability which he possessed; and 
suppose that, after he had urged those reasons, 
every member of the committee had voted against 
him; and then, when the bill was reported to the 
House, those same gentlemen had come in here 
and opposed the bill on account of that provision 
which was inserted in opposition to the chairman 
of the committee, and by their own votes! I 
submit this matter to the House, and I ask if it 
does not show that there were motives operating 


‘there, and that an effort may have been made to 


defeat the bill. I will not say that such an effort 
was made; but it, does seem to me, that if I had 
been disposed to defeat the bill, I might have en- 


| deavored, by my vote in committee, to get a pro- 


& 


j $E; 
bill came into the House, have made; war upon it 
on that very#point. “I do.not say that the. gentle- 
men have pursued such a coursé’as that; bat T can 
imagine that I might have done it if T- had been 
disposed to defeat the bill, : 

Mr. TUCK. ‘Will the gentl 
floor for a moment? 5 

Mr. DUNHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. FITCH. i must obj 
giving away my time. 
_ Mr. DUNHAM. I 
word. : a 

Mr.. TUCK. Will not the gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. Firca,}] who is entitled to the floor, 
yield it to me for a moment? 

Mr. FITCH, | must decline to do it, or all my 
time will be consumed. 
i Mr. DUNHAM. The only additional remark 
that I wish.to make is this: That it does seem to 
me that the course pursued here by the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. BisseLL,] indicates that he 
wants to fasten a rider upon this bill; that he is 
not disposed to let it go through by itself; that if 
| it carinot be made to carry his rider through, the 
| 


Ni k 


hg 
want to add but a single 


i 


provision for the back remuneration of registers 
l: and receivers. ` 

| Mr. BISSELL. Task the gentleman ® yield 
me the floor for one moment. : ` 

` Mr. DUNHAM. 1 have no right.to yield it 
without the consentof my colleague, (Mr. Firez.] 

Mr. BISSELL. Well; I ask the gentleman if 
|| T did not state in the committee that I should op- 
pose this bill in the House? 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois 
is not in order, the gentleman from {ndiana [Mr. 
Fircn] having refused to yield the floor. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Lunderstand the gentleman’s 
question to be, whether he did not, when in com- 
mittee, avow his purpose to oppose this bill. Well, 
as he has thas referred to what took place in. the 
| committer, it may not be improper for me to reply 
to him. I answer, that he did; and I cannot make 
| that answer without going a step further and add- 
ing—for the reason that, unless the bill could be 
made the horse on which this favorite rider of his 
| was to go through the House, the horse itself 
might go down. . 

Mr. BISSELL. Will the gentleman now allow 
me to make a remark ?. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [I have only this further re- 
mark to make upon the subject of the registers 
and receivers 

Mr. BISSELL æ After what the gentleman has 
said, he will surely have justice enough to permit 
me to make a remark. : af 

Mr. DUNHAM. I cannot do it; I only hoid 
the floor by the courtesy of my colleague. 

Mr. BISSELL. Then I appeal to the gentle- 
: man’s colleague to allow me to say a word. 

Mr. FITCH. I have already refused any ex- 
| tension of the leave to my colleague, to the gen- 
i teman on the other side of the House, [Mr. 


i Tucx,] and I cannot certainly make a distinction 
between him and another gentleman. I therefore 
feel constrained to refuse the gentleman from Ili- 
nois any portion of my time. 

Mr. BISSELL. F think it very fortunate for 
his colleague, that the gentieman will not yield the 


floor. That is all I have to say about it. [A 
laugh.] à 
| Mr. DUNHAM. All I wish to add is, that 


i the amendment which I have sent to the Chair, 
‘imbodies my sentiments. It is not necessary that 
I should go over the arguments in favor of that 
amendment, because they were very forcibly put 
i by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Bisset} on 
yesterday. I think he borrowed them, but I will 
not say that he did.. I know one .thing—that 
those very arguments—as the gentleman will him- 
self admit—-had been urged by another individual 
ion a previous occasion, and that other individual 
was myself, although I do not mean to say that I 
t could have presented them with so much force and 
: ability asthe gentleman did yesterday. I only hope 
| that the House gave them due consideration. I be- 
‘lieve this matter should be left to the Secretary of 
| the Tnterior, because I believe that that section of 
i tbe Jaw, as it now stands, would be almost im- 
| practicable, and because I also believe that if left 
under the control of the Denartment, the Secretary 
of the Interior wold be able; when frands were 


nd’ then, when the 


eman ‘yield methe ` 


ect to -my colleague ` 


bill itself is to be defeated here, and that rider isa _ 
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' 32p Concress, Ist 


discovered, so to alter the rulesand 
to avoid a repetition of. those frauds, eee 

With reference to the back pay of the registers 
and receivers, I will not travel out of the scope of 
the amendment I -have offered, to say. anything 


upon that subject now, but Ido hope ‘that ‘before || W 


this matter is definitely settled, 1 shall bè heard, | 
and I will then exhibit to the House, in the fullest | 
manner, and from statistics, how much merit 
there is in this proposition to pay the registers and 
receivers, i 
E want now to make an inquiry of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire, and of the gentleman 


from Illinois. They have made inquiries of me || 
| 1851, and showing the amount of their pay and | 


with reference to the probable extent of the oper- 
ation of that section of the bill which provides for 
the granting of land to certain soldiers who 
were called out for the suppression of Indian hos- 
tilities. Tam not able to answer that question 
exactly, but I would ask if any gentleman upon | 
this floor, who voted for the original bounty land | 
bill, knew or could have found out by the utmost 
industry, what would be the precise extent of the 
operation of that bill? Now, I am not exactly a 
Yankee, but I am a sort of a first cousin to it, 
and I will answer the gentlemen’s question by 
asking them another, and that is, whether they 
can tell this House how much money will have to 
be appropriated out of the Treasury to give back 
pay to these registers and receivers ? 

Mr. BISSELL. Yes, I will answer it in three 
minutes, if the gentleman will engage then to sup- 
port the bill. i 

Mr. DUNHAM. I hope my colleague [Mr. | 
Fırcu] will permit the gentleman from Illinois to 
answer the question. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I desireto inquire 

. of the Chair whether, under a motion to refer, it 
is in order to discuss the general merits of the 


bill? 

The SPEAKER. They may be examined in 
order to ascertain the propriety of the reference 
of the bill. : 

Mr. DUNHAM. One interrogatory which I 
desire the gentleman to answer is with reference to 
the amount of this back pay; and the other is 
whether he can give any information ,as to how 
much has been received by these registers and re- 
ceivers under the law, of which there has been no 
report? That question I do not propose to discuss 
now; but if I have an opportunity before the sub- 
a ject is disposed of, it is my intention to give the 
facts of the case in reference to this matter. 

Mr. BISSELL. As I have been appealed to so 
directly by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. : 


Donuam,] l trust his colleague [Mr. Firex] will | 


now allow me to reply 
` Mr. FITCH. I must put astop to this kind of | 
discussion. . 

Mr. BISSELL. Itrust the gentleman will, at 
least, give me an opportunity to answer the last 
question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. As the morning hour has expired, I sup- 
pose I have the right to move that we do now pro- 

` ceed to dispose of the business on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

` Mr. HOUSTON. There are many bills upon | 
the Speaker’s-table—— : Peal 
, Mr. ITCH. This, I suppose, is the effect of | 
courtes. I will yield to the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama, (Mr. Housron;] but it is the last time I | 


no sooner yielded to my colleague (Mr. Dunnam] 
than he commenced a warfare upon the other | 
members of the same committee 
Mr. DUNITAM. The gentleman is mistaken. | 
The SPEAKER. 


der. The gentleman from Alabama has moved to |} 


| 

| 

! 
proceed to the consideration of the business upon i 
the Speaker’s table; which motion isin order, i 
The question was then taken, and carried ithe | 
affirmative. ; mA 
So the House proceeded to the consideration of | 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 


19 


of 


This discussion is out of or- į] 


regulations as | 


' substance of the amendment. When this subject 


i the Treasury to issue a register to the brig Ada; 


will yield for the purpose of explanation. 1 had | mittee of Claims, as he believed it was a private | 


! order of the day for to-morrow. 


“TUESDAY, JANUARY 20, 1852. 


: REPORT FROM THE TREASURY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting copies of additional estimates, and accom- 
panying papers, submitted by the Secretary of 
ar, and which that officer requests may be con- 
sidered as supplementary to the estimates trans- 
mitted under date of the 12th instant; which com- | 
munication was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. ; 

Also, laid before the House a communication } 
from the Clerk of the House, accompanied by a | 
statement of the clerks and other persons employed j 
in his office during the year ending December 31, 


the time employed; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

~ BILLS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 

The House then proceeded to consider House 
bill No. 47, being ‘‘An act to admit a certain ves- 
sel [brig Ettawan] to registry,’ which had been 
returned from the Senate with an amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. I move to concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. I will state to the House the 


was first before the House, the committee to | 
which it was referred thought the evidence suffi- | 
cient to show that it was an American vessel, 
having been substantially rebuilt at Charleston, | 
South Carolina, and the House at once directed | 
the collector to admit her to registry. The Senate 
thought proper, however, to refer the whole mat- | 
ter to the Treasury Department, which J think is ; 
a more proper direction. I hope the House will ; 
concur in the amendment. | 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


SENATE BILLE REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
Senate bill, to provide compensation to such per- 
sons as may be designated by the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to receive and keep the public money 
under the fifteenth section of the act of the sixth | 
of August, 1846, for additional services required | 
under that act; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Also, Senate bill to authorize the Secretary of 


which was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. PENN. It will take but a moment to dis- 
pose of this bill, and I move that it be put on {its 
passage. 

The bill having been read through, it was or- 
dered to a third reading. It was then read the 
third time and passed. : we 

Senate bill granting to the State of Mississippi 
the right of way and donation of public lands for į 
the purpose of locating and constructing a rail- | 
road from Brandon, on the eastern border of said 
State, in the direction of Montgomery, Alabama, 
was read a first and second time by its title, and | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands 

Senate bill for the relief of Mrs. A. M. Dade, | 
the widow of the late Major T. L. Dade, Major in | 
the United States Army, was read a first and sec- | 
ond time by its title, and referred to the Committee ! 
on Invalid Pensions. | 

Senate bill for the relief of Richard Chaney 
and others, having been read a first and second 
time by its title, E 

Mr. CARTTER moved to refer it to the Com- | 


claim. : : 
Mr. HENN moved that it be referred to a 
Committee of the Whoie House, and made the ; 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from | 


‘ tee.on Public. Lands. 


|| Mr. GORMAN, A bill for the relief of Gen- 


į reason that there is no necessity for it. 


| Puk The committee’ have acted 
-upon it. ` E can therefore see. no Advantage in res 
ferring it back to that committee.’ Tmove that it be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole, and-that 
it be made the order of the day for to-morrow. : 
referred to a Committee of the Whole Flouse: < 
The following Senate bills were severally read a 


i| first and second time by their titles, and referred 
i} as indicated below, viz: s 


The bill for the relief of Charles Melrose, re- 
ferred to the Commitiee of Claims; Aa 
The bill for the relief of Sidney 8. Alcott, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims; ` 
The bill for the relief of the heirs of Judith 
Worthen; referred to the Committee of Claims; 
A bill to authorize Victor Morass to relinquish 
certain lands, and to enter the same quantity else- 
«Where, referred to. the Committee on: Publie 
Lands; ers ; : re 
The bill for the relief of William Darby, referred 
to the Committee of Claims; : 
The bill for the relief of William B; Greene, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims; nage" 
The bill granting relief to John A. McGaw, of 
New York, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce; 


tives of William A. Slacum, deceased, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and 

The bill for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, 
the widow and administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late 
an assistant quartermaster in the Army of the 
United States, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The bill from the Senate for the relief of Adju- 
tant General Roger Jones, was read a first and 
second time by its title. ri 

Mr. BOCOCK moved that it be referred to ‘the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 9 0" ote 

Mr. GORMAN. TI ask the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Bococx,) who made the motion to 
refer that bill to the Conimitteé on Military Affairs, 
to withdraw it.. 1 apprehend that this bill need 
not be referted to any committee. It has passed 
the Senate three several times onanimousiy, and 
| has met with favorable reports three several times 
from committees of this House; and it passed the 
Senate a few days ago with one single dissenting, 
voice, after having had its whole merits spoken of 
and reported upon by a committee. Lasktthe gen- 
tleman from Virginia, therefore, to withdraw ‘his 
motion, and let the bill be put upon its passage. 

Voice. What is the bill? : 


eral Roger Jones ne 

Mr. CARTTER. To.pay him for an ofie 
he did not bold, 

Mr. BOCOCK. 
being put upon its passage if the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Gorman] desires it, 1 have exam- 
ined into its merits and am satisfied that it ought 
to pass. If, in the gentleman’s opinion, there is 
any chance of its being passed if now put upon 
its’ passage, i will with great pleasure withdraw 
the motion to refer. But J did not suppose at the 
time I made the motion that the House would be 
willing to put the bill upon its passage without 
examining it. I will, however, withdraw the mo- 
tion at the suggestion. of the gentleman. 

Mr. CARTTER. Irenew the motion. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand that the 
gentleman from: Ohio [Mr. Cartre] makes the 
motion to refer it? 

The SPEAKER. He does. : 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well, I will upon this 
occasion ask the House to refuse to refer it, for the 


utes will satisfy the House, I apprehend, of that 
fact. 


Ohio move to refer the bill to the Committee of | 
Claims? . Fa beh i] 

Mr. CARTTER. I understand that it origin- i 
ated with the Committee on Public Lands. I now || 
move to-refer it back to that Committee. My only | 
object is to dispose of the bill. | 

Mr. HENN. 1 will state to the gentleman that } 
the same bill has been up once before the Commit- i 


Mr. CARTTER. 
Mr. GORMAN. 


Is the question debatable? 
It is. . 


the liberty to reply. ce 
Mr. BISSELL. I would suggest to my friend. 

from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman,] that the bill will 

pass quite as speedily by referring it. “It is a bill 


The question was then taken, and: the. bill was - 


The bill for the relief of the ersonal representa- , 


T have no objection to the bill + 


Two nün- ~ 


Mr. CARTTER.: Very well, and I shall take: 


Py 
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of manifést merits, and that a committee 
‘put report favorably upon it; ¥ 
Mr. GORMAN. 1 will withdraw. - 
“Mr, CARTTER... Ido not want this billto go 
before the House with this manifest advantage. I 
think L have some knowledge of it; and if 1 cor-. 
‘rectly comprehend it, it is nothing. more nor less 
‘than ‘a naked proposition to pay a military officer 
a salary, covering a period of time when he did not 
“hold the office. It strikes me that*bill was before 
the Committee on Military Affairs atthe last Con- | 
gress: 

"Mr. GENTRY. I hope my friend from Ohio 
. [Mr. Carrren] will allow me to correct him in a į 
misapprehension. I feel confident that he would | 
nat wish to prejudice the House against the bill if | 
he comprehended. the facts. ..He is in error.in the 

facts which he states. 


i 
| 
| 


I made these remarks merely with*the view of 
“bringing the attention of the House to this fact, 
They will find, when they investigate the bill—if 
my memory serves me right in regard to the in- 
vestigation of it during the last Congress—that it | 
is a proposition to give him pay, in imitation of | 
pay given to certain other officers—pay outside of 
the provision for his payment in the oifice that he 
held during the time. 

Mr. GENTRY. 
upon the subject. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
tigate it. 

Mr. GENTRY. It is to give him pay for an 
office which he held legally and constitutionally— 
that fact having bten decided by authorities com- | 
petent to decide it—but an office from the duties of 
which he was excluded fora time by what has ! 
been decided to be an improper exercise of Exec- 
utive authority, The wil proposes that which is 
in conformity with the practice of the Government 
inall similar cases. When the Army was reduced 
in 1817, if remember right—there being two ad- 
jutant generals—the President of the United States 
did not retain either, but displaced them both, and 

i appointed another man de novo. ‘The Senate of the 

United States took the matter into consideration, 
and decided that, under the law, the President had 
no right thus to act, and refused to confirm his 
nomination. It was made the subject ofa formal 
communication to the Senate by the Executive of 
the Government, arguing the question at length, 
and was taken under consideration by the Senate, 
and ably discussed and reported upon, and still the 
Senate refused to confirm the nomination thus 
made; and so, in the Army Register for several 
years: under President Monroe’s administration, 
this office was reported as vacant, while legally it 
was not vacant. General Jones was the adjutant 
general de fucto, and by the law; but by this act of 
the Executive he was not permitted to perform its 
duties. When Mr. Adams came into power, 
knowing fully the facts of the case, instead of is- 
suing a general order to the Army to recognize | 
General Jones as adjutant general, and not wish- 
ing, Í suppose, to cast any censure upon his pre- 
decessor, he reappointed him, and the Senate con- 
firmed that appointment. This was founded upon 
the previous act of the Senate, which had refused 
to acknowledge the vacancy, and constantly recog- 
nized him as the legal adjutant general of the 
United States Army. This bill roposes to give | 

him_ the pay he would otherwise have drawn 


i 
Mr. CARTTER. | I will say to my friend, that | 
j 


My friend is entirely wrong | 


I hopethe House will inves- ; 


ne ctf 
canit 


through this period of time. 
Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire of the | 
member from Tennessee (Mr, Grnrry] whether : 
he did not receive the pay of adjutant general | 
during the whole time? 
Mr. GENTRY. He did not. This bill pro- ; 

i 

F 


poses to correct that deficiency, and nothing more. į 
Mr. CARTTER, What pay did he reccive? 
Mr. GENTRY. Hereceived pay as lieutenant | 

of artillery. | 
Mr. CARTTER, Was that his rank? 
Mr. GENTRY. That was his lineal rank be- | 

fore he was promoted to Adjutant General, f 

Mr. CARTTER. Then heis paid. . i 

„Mr. GIDDINGS. I would he willing that this | 
bill should pass, out of courtesy to the gentleman | 
from Indiana, (Mr. Gormay,] but it is a practice | 
against which I must be allowed to enter ny pro- | 
test. We have time to investigate every bill that | 
ig brought before us, if gentlemen will sit in this | 

Hali and do our duty to our constituents, our- | 

selves, and our country. We can examine them | 


i 


= 


fully. in the régular routine, but:the manner wet 


are now adopting, of taking up. certain favorite 
measures and passing them through, is doing iine 
justice.to the great mass of-bills upon the calendar. 


‘Now T propose that this bill shall take its regular 


routine; go'to-a Committee of- the Whole, and be 
taken up as it should be. We. should adhere to 
the uniform practice of this House in former times. 
Now, weare giving certain favorites the opportu- 
nity of getting their measures through, while we, 
are neglecting others. of equal merit. . E have 
nothing moré to.say upon this subject, except that 
I know nothing of the merits of ‘this bill. Ido 
not speak upon the merits of it. But I say-it 
should go to the Committee of the Whole, where 


it can be fully and freely examined and under- | 


stood, and passed in the ordinary routine. __ 

The question was then taken on the motión of 
Mr. Carrrer, to refer the bill to a Committee of 
the Whole House; and it was agreed to. 

The following bills from the Senate were. then 
severally read a first and second time by their 
titles, and referred as indicated. below: 

T'he bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Joseph Watson, jr.; referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

The bill for the relief of Rufus Dwinell; referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. s 

The bill for the relief of Allen G. Johnson; re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

The bill to extend a patent heretofore granted 
to John Shly, of the State of Georgia; referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. ROOMS. 


The bill from the Senate to provide a room for 
the Congressional Library, was read a first and 
second time by its title. f 

Mr. STANLY. If there is no objection, I 
suggest the propriety of putting that bill upon its 
passage. 

. [Cries of “ Read it!’ “Read it!?’} 

The bill was then read, as follows: 

“That the sum of $1,200 be hereby appropriated, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, for the purpoge of fitting up the document-room 
and a portion of the adjoining passage, to receive, tempo- 
rarily, a portion of the books of the Congressional Library.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope that the bill will 
be put immediately upon its passage. 
no objection, I will move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. As the bill makes an appro- 

riatien, it requires the unanimous consent of the 
House to its passage now. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

The bill from the Senate for relief of Thomas 
Snodgrass, was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Afairs. 


The bill from the Senate for the relief of the le- į 


gal representatives of John Rice Jones, was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, 

The SPEAKER stated that all the business on 
the Speaker’s table was disposed of. 

On motion, the House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented | 


under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 
By Mr. HENDRICKS: The petition of William Wil- 


liams, a citizen of Johnson county, Indiana, praying that |! 
he may be authorized to surrender the title to a quarter sec- |) 


tion of bounty land, situate in the State of Missouri, and 


Jand subject to private entry, &e. 

By Mr. WALBRIDGE: The petition of A. T. Cochran 
and 74 athers, citizens of Corning, New York, for a tele- 
graph lne from Fort Independence to the Pacific. 

Also, the petition of 102 citizens of Millport, New York, 

aying for the relief of Joseph C. Stott, postmaster of 


1 + HENN: The petition of James MeAvoy, of 
Towa, asking for relief. 
Also, the petition of John K. Cook and 54 others, citi- 


zens of Lowa, asking for the creation of a new Jand district | 
in the western part of said State, and for the location of the | 


land office therefor at Kanesville. 


Also, the petition of W. B. Ferguson and 25 others, į 


upon the same subject. st 

By Bir. ROBBINS: The petition of Ald. Wm. Gailaway, 
asking Congress to pay hiin for services rendered in taking 
testimony in the case of the contested election in the fourth 
Congressional Districtin Pennsylvania, in accordance with 
a resolution of this House, passed January 21, 1850. 

By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The memorial of Samuel 


Adams, et al., citizensof Castine, Maine, praying Congress 
to take measures to have national disputes settled by “ um- 


If there is: 


-pivagé,”” rather than by. an: appeal. to-arms; and that nations 
will war no more... - E 


By Mr. BRIGGS: The memorial and resolution by the 
President and Directors of the American .Seamten’s Friend 
Society, in the city of New York, asking relief for seamen 
at home andin foreign ports. - aaee a Ar 
— By Mr. KUBNS: The petition of: Wiliam P- Bowhay, 
for compensation for services rendered the Government hr 
ship building, by his invention and improvements, being a 
cogwing or a dowelling instrument. foe A 

Ry. Mr. MILLSON: The: petition. of 37, citizens of 


i| Princess Anne county, Virginia, asking authority to cut œ 


caral to connect the western extremity of Linkhor: bay 

with Lynnhaven river and Lynnhaven bay. 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, it was -> 
Ordered, That the papers of W. H, Dichl be withdrawn 

from the files of the House, and referred to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 
i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
= Faray, January 16, 1852. 
The Elouse met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


| by the Rev. Mr. Buruzr. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
On motion by Mr. DANIEL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of William B. 


| Nourse, a passed midshipman in the Navy of the United 


States, praying payment for the discharge of daties not 
called for by his rank, be taken from the files of the House, 
` and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. D.. I move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee 


| of the Whole upon the Private Calendar. 


Mr. FITCH. It requires, I believe, a suspen- 
sion of the rules for that purpose, aad I would ask 
if the motion supersedes the ordinary business of 
the morning hour? p 

The SPEAKER. The29th rule provides, that 
Friday avd Saturday in every week shall be set 
apart for the consideratiou of private bills and pri- 
vate business, in preference to any other, unless 
otherwise determined by a majority of the House. 

Mr. MASON. Then let us have the regular 
order of business. 

. The question being put, the motion was agreed 
to. : 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole House, (Mr. Seymour, of Connecti- 
cut, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated the first business be- 


| fore the committee was bill No. 88, for the relief 
| of William Greer, reported by Mr. Mace from 


the Committee of Claims. 

The bill was then read through. : 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would like to hear the 
report made in this case read. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairisinformed by 
the Currx that the report has not yet been re- 
turned from the printer. 


j lt. 


Mr. MACE. The claim of Mr. Greer is one 


! growing out of a contract which he had with the 
| Post Office Department, to furnish certain blanks, 
i &c., to the postmasters of the State of Georgia. 
! Under his contract, when he distributed this 


post 
office matter to the postmasters of that State he 


i! was required to take vouchers, and these vouchers 
| were to be transmitted to the Post Office Depart- 
; ment, amongst other things to avoid the payment 
; of postage. 
' postmaster, instead of doing this, transmitted these 


But it seems that at Savannah, the 


vouchers directly to Mr. Greer; and for the pur- 


| pose of obtaining them, he was compelled to pay 
i the postage upon them. The postage amounted to 


$60 25; and the Post Dffice Department refused to 
make this allowance, because they were not trans-- 
mitted to the Post Office Department, and because 
the Postmaster General conceived that he had not 


mn g i | the authority to make the allowance under any 
rat be may locate his warrant upon the same quantity of |! law. 
i Past Office Department directly, as they should 
| have been, there would have been no @ifficulty 
about it. They were transmitted to Mr. Greer, 
| and he had to pay the postage for them out of his 
; own pocket. L 
| cording to every principle of right, Mr. Greer is 


Had these vouchers been transmitted to the 


So the committee must see, that ac- 
entitled to this sum of money, with interest upon 


‘Mr. FOWLER. When did this take place? 
Mr. MACE. In 1843. 


WILLIAMS, STAPLES & WILLIAMS. 


The bill (No. 89) for the relief of Williams, 
Staples & Williams, came up aa the next in order 


| upon the calendar. 


1852. ~ > 


The bill was then read through. - , 
Mr. FOWLER. Let us hear the report in this <| 
case. S Hi 
The CHAIRMAN. There has been no report |! 
made in regard to it. i ` i 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. The dill states sub- | 
stantially the facts of. the case. There was a re- 

ort made, but I understand it has not been printed. 

‘he persons claiming relief-in this case imported | 
molasses. By an agreement between the import- 
ers and the collector of the port, the goods were | 
stored in the warehouse mutually agreed upon by- 
them—the public warehouse at that time being 
thought not sufficiently safe. The goodswhile in | 
that state, in unbroken packages, were destroyed | 
by fire. The importers paid the duties, and they ! 
went to the Treasury for relief. Being advised | 
they could tot get it there, they applied to Con- 
gress to have the duties refunded to them. It is, | 
therefore, simply to refund the money they paid | 
upon these several hogsheads of molasses which 
were destroyed, and which did not go into the | 
general consumption of the country, that this bill | 
is reported. The bill is oné in accordance with | 
universal usage from the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish’ to ask one question. | 
It is, whether this is not the same case which was 
brought up here during the last session of Con- | 
gress? 

Mr. FULLER. It is the same bill, and it was 
reported upon favorably. In no case, I believe, 
where duties havé-been paid upon goods destroyed |! 
by fire, while in the public warehouse, and where | 
other goods were necessarily imported to All their | 
place, have the Government refused, upon appli- 
cation, to refund the duties. y | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. What was done with the 
bill at the last session? aod 

Mr. FULLER. It failed for want of time, like | 
a great many others. 

Mr. MILLSON. I will say by way of ex- 
planation, that this bill has received the unani- | 
mous approbation of the committee, as it has | 
twice received the unanimous approval of the pop- | 
ular branch of two Congresses. I have before me | 
the report of the committee made at the last ses- | 
sion, and J will send it to the Clerk’s table to be 
read, as it sets forth all the facts in the case. 

“That it appears from the facts in the case that the peti- | 

tioners imported into the port of Norfolk, on or about the į 
6th of June, 1848, a cargo of sugars, consisting of 192 hogs- | 
heads and six tierces, upon which the duties amounted to || 
$1,877 40; that the entire cargo was bonded and ware- | 
housed not in the ordinary public stores, as they were con- | 
sidered by the collecter of the port unsafe atthe time, butin | 
a warehouse selected by the revenue officers of the Govern- |} 
ment for the especial purpose, having been examined by 
the surveyor of the port, and approved by tie petitioners; 
that subsequently the said warehouse, together with 121 
hogsheads of the aforesaid sugars, was destroyed by fire; 
that the memoralists immediately paid the duties charge- | 
„able upon the remaining 7L hogsheads and six tierces, 
amounting to $720 90, which were saved from the confla- 
gration, and applied to the Secretary of the Treasury to ji 
eancel their bond upon which remained still due the sum of 
$1,156 50, the amount of duties chargeable upon the sugars : 
destroyed as aforesaid ; that failing in this relief, in order to | 
prevent expense of a suit, they aiso paid the sum of $1,156 50 | 
in ful, which they now ask Congress to authorize the | 
Secretary of the Treasury to refund to them, Your com- 
mittee are of the opinion that their request should be | 
granted, and accordingly hereby report for their relief”? 
Mr. MILLSON resumed. IT myself have some 
personal knowledge of the very disastrous con- 
flagration by which these goods were destroyed. 
At the time of their destruction the duties had not 
been paid by the memoralists. They accordingly | 
addressed a memorial to the Thirtieth Congress, |! 
requesting that their bond might be canceled. A | 
favorable report was made from the Committee | 
on Coramerce; and a bill reported for their relief, | 
directing their bonds to be canceled, was unan- ii 
imously passed by the House of Representatives, | 
which failed, however, to be considered in the | 
Senate. In the mean time the bond became due, | 
and it was necessary that payment should be |, 
made. They discharged the bond, which had: 
not been canceled, and addressed their petition to | 
the last Congress, requesting the return of duties | 
which had been paid. A bill was reported from | 
the Committee on Commerce by Mr. Pheenix, of | 
New York, which again passed the House of: 
Representatives unanimously, at an early period q 
of the session, but a second time, amid the multi- | 
farious occupations of the Senate. failed to pass | 
that body, though it passed this body. The peti- f 
tioners were again under the necessity of coming il 
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‘committee, were in possession of the Government | 


| paid to the Government duties upon merchandise | 


| cannot be ascertained now and stated in the bill? 


to Congress for relief. They have again received | 
a favorable report from the committeeyand I am | 
very sure that it will again receive the approba- | 
tion ofthis House, and be unanimously adopted. | 
= Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to inquire of the | 
gentleman if the report of this year coincides with 
the report just read? . 

4 ‘Mr. MILLSON, I take it for granted that it | 
oes. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. With the leave of 
the gentleman, I will, answer that question. The 
Committee on Commerce this year adopt as their 
report that of the Committee on Commerce of the 
previous year, which has just been read, 


Mr. GIDDINGS. - I only wish to say this: that || 
it strikes me that it is founded upon a general |; 


principle which has long prevailed, of refunding i 
duties upon goods that aré thus destroyed. It was | 
adopted in regard to the great fire in the city of į 
New York, and has ever continued from that time 
down to the present. i 
Mr. FULLER. The principle dates back to 


the year 1790. 


always received the approbation of Congress. Itil 
is one which has never been called in question. | 
These goods, as appears from the report of the 


at the time of the destruction of the building. The 
building was itself selected by the Government as 
the depository of goods. These persons have 


which never entered into the consumption of the | 
country, and which was destroyed while in the 
possession.of the Government, in a building se- 
lected by the officers of the Government them- 
selves. T trust that it will be allowed to pass. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House, with a recommendation that it dp pass. 

JAMES FERGUSON. 

The next bill in order, No. 90, for the relief of 
James Ferguson, the surviving partner of Fergu- | 
son & Milhado, was then read through. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. This case stands 
aa upon the same facts as the case which 
has just passed from under the consideration of 
the House. It'is for sugars and molasses de- į 
stroyed in the same fire and precisely under the 
same circumstances, : 
_ Mr. HUNTER. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Maine (Mr. FuLLer} what reason there is 
whty the exact amount to be paid cannot be stated . 
in the bill? Why is it, that the precise amount 


H 
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Mr. FULLER. 
gentleman. | 


Mr. HUNTER. It says, not more than so 


It is stated, I will inform the | 


much, which means going up to the highest point. || to it. Cap nits a 
| Mr. MILLSON.  Waiving the. question ofcon- 


Mr. FULLER I will only say, that the evi- 
dencé before the committee, by the certificate of 
the collector and the Secretary of the Treasury, | 
shows, that the maximum in the bill was the pre- } 
cise amount paid. As to the form of the bill in 
that case, which bill I had the honor of presenting 
as a member of the Committee on Commerce, I | 
only adopted the printed bill of the previous ses- | 


|. Treasury for examination, beforé the mone 


| cept that which is referred to us. 


| Mr. HEBARD.: I wish to inguire, a 
that proof is turned over to. the” 
| be paid? | ees 
| Mr. FULLER. I will answer the gentle 
| that it was only out of abundant caution, requir 
| them to furnish to the Department the same pr 
of which the committee has ‘possession, to. g 
against the possibility of mistake. 2 TVi 
Mr.. HEBARD. “I only inquire, whether: it 
was proved to thé satisfaction of the committee, 
| and that will be satisfactory tome. 900) Pk 
Mr. FULLER, The original bond and ‘thé 
i certificate of cancellation of the collector of the 
port, were before the committee. i A 
_Mr. BELL. Ido not riseto object to the prin- 
ciple embraced in the two bills which have’ been 
presented to thé House, but I think it is at Teast 
jan injudicious method of arriving at the matter. 
1 E suggest to the committee which reported these 
i bills, whether it would not be well to report a gen- 
éral law, embracing the principle contained in 
these private. bills, and leaving it discretionary 


i with the Treasury, to adjust all such cases ‘under 


Mr. MILLSON. | It is a principle which has i 


the rule prescribed by such general law. '» Here are. 
two cases precisely alike, and probably.theremay ` 


| be fifty more during the session, of a similar’char- 


acter, i. wig aa 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The Govern- 
ment has warehouses now. a ac 


principle of this is not different from the general 
principle, where the property has been destroyed 
by fire or accident; and | understand that it js for 
that reason, the remedy is proposed to be given to 
the applicant here. 

Mr. MILLSON. I have only a word to say, 
Perhaps there may be some constitutional difficulty 
in the general law proposed. 1 need not discuss 
that question at this time, however, though money 


i cannot be paid front the Treasury except in’ con- 


sequence of specific appropriations made by law. 
This money having once gone into the Treasury, 
perhaps there will be some difficulty in paying it. 
out again without specific appropriation by law. - 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The Committee 
on Commerce have received no instructions. from. 
this House to report any such general law.» With- 
out such instruction, they cannot report a bill for 
a general law. We can report upon nothing ex- 
These partic- 
ular bills were referred to us. I will state to 
gentlemen, however, that other nations do refund 


| the duties in all cases similar to this—the result òf 
| fire. I think the principle is right, and that this 


country should refund just as in the case of draw- 


l| backs. The gentleman from Virginia, upon re- 


| flection, will see there can be no possible objection 


stitutional objection, I will add, what, the: gentle- 
| man from Georgia, has anticipated mein saying, 
that the committee: could only act upon: questions’ 
before ther; and this Committee of the Whole can 
hardly be interrnpted in the duties now devolving 
upon it, by the consideration of what ìt may be 
their duty to do hereafterin similar cases. I trust 
the bill will pass. 


sion, to save the trouble of drawing it up. 
Mr. MILLSON. T will state-to the gentleman || 
from Obio, [Mr. Honre] that I obtained the |; 
certificate of the amount paid. 
Mr. HUNTER. Is it the amount named in 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. “I sincerely 
Hope that the passage of this bill will not be em- 
barrassed by the general considerations which 


! have been suggested in reference to what might be 


the bill? , i 
Mr. FULLER. Itis the amount named in the ji 


bill. 


Mr. HUNTER. I only object to it because || 
defi- ji 


the precise amount to be paid is not fixed 
nitely in the bill. i! 

Mr. FULLER. I can see very readily the rea- : 
sons for having the bill drawn in thatform, and || 
it is out of abundant caution. The memorialists in |; 
this case have shown to the committee, and to their 4 
satisfaction, the amount they paid. The biil in f 
its terms requires them to show to the collector | 
also the amount, up to the maximum in the bill. ;l 
If by possibility there has been a mistake—if ‘the | 
maximum is too high, the language of the bill | 
gives security on the side of the Government. A 

Mr. HEBARD. I wish to inquire of the gen- || 
tleman from Maine, who reported this bill, wheth- 
er there was any proof before the committee that | 
these goods had been burned? i 

Mr. FULLER. v 
tory proof before the committee, 


f 
1 


yt 
1 


There was clear and satisfac- || objection as to the merits claim, b riki 
| me that thereis an important fact fo be determined, - 


politic as to the passage of a general, law which 
will apply to all such cases. I am. fully of the 
opinion, that such a general law would save a great 
| deal of trouble to individuals, and much time that 
is devoted to legislation upon this subject. This 
bill has been prepared in precise conformity with 
the line of precedents found upon our books since 
1790, in form, and carrying out the principles. 
But if it shall be found expedient, at any future 
time, to ingraft upon our statute book a general 
law, as is the case in Great Britain and some other 
commercial nationsof Europe, I think myself, with 
the gentleman upon the other side, who has al- 
luded to'it, that it would be of very great advan- 
tage to adopt such a principle. This. bill comes 
here after mature consideration, in conformity with 
the precedents in such cases, and I hope it will 
receive the favorable action of the House at this 
time. eae oe 

Mr. KUHNS. I do not know that E have aly 
of this claim, but it strikes 


j 


Mr. BELL. That may be all true, but the + 


oie 
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whether.a fire actually took place, by which this. | 


: z was destroyed: =o o o~ ae 
ak ‘ULLER. : tf the gentleman. had heard 
the “bill read, he,;vould: have seen, that it appro- | 
priated a specific: sum for this purpose. ‘There 
was the fullest evidence of the fire before the com- 
ittee, and the phraseology of the bill was only 
adopted in conformity: with precedents; and in 
‘order to be upon the safe side, they required the 
meémorialists' to furnish. proof twice over. 
Mr. KUHNS. That explanation is satisfactory. 
Mr. BELL. I donot rise to object to the bill. 
My onlyobject'is. to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the subject, whether a general law could 
‘not be passed, so as. to.embrace all these particular | 
- gases and savé local legislation hereafter. 
The bill. was then laid aside to be reported to 


the House, witha recommendation that it do pass. || 


INTEREST TO NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

‘The next bill on the calendar, No. 4, authorizing 
the payment of interest tu the State of New Hamp- 
shire, for advances made for the use of the United 
States, in repelling invasion and suppressing insur- 
rection at Indian Stream, in said State, waa read 

through. 

Mr. PEASLEE called for the reading of the 
report; and it was read, as follows, viz: 


The Committec on the Judiciary, to whom was: referred 
- . the bill authorizing the allowance of interest-money paid 
out by the State of New Hampshire, upon the advances 
made by the State for the use.of the United States Gov- 
ernment in repelling invasion and suppressing insurrec- 
tien at Indian Stream, in said State, repart: 
That- in consequence of the encroachments of Great 
Britain upon our northeastern frontier, and the claim.of the 
Canadian Government to a part of the territory of the State 
.of New Hampshire, and the measures threatened. and 
adopted to enforce said claim, the Legislature of that State 
were. unanimously of opinion that a smali portion of its 
military force should. be called out for the defence of its 
territory and the preservation of its citizens and property. 
The expenses incurred by the State were exceedingly 
low for the services rendered, and the result of the neas- 
ures adopted proved their necessity and propricty. 
These advances were not reimbursed the State for 
about thirteen years after the claim was made, and all the 
necessary evidence and vouchers furnished the General 
Government by the State to sustain it, and almost the en- 
tire amount of interest paid out by the State has been 
during this detay. + 
Uniform precedent, in regard to such elaims, shows that 
the State is entitled to receive the amount she has becn 
compelled to pay ont, in the name of interest, for the use 
and benefit of the General Government, in consequence of 
these expenditures, up to the time when the principal may 
have been reimbursed by the United States, if the same 
measure of justice is to be meted out to her that has been 
over and over again to her sister States. Similar claims 
have been. repeatedly sanctioned by. Congress ever since 
the organization of the Government. 
The committee refer tothe several acts, involving pre- 
eisely the same principle, passed in favor- of the State of 
Virginia, the’ State of Maryland, of Pennsylvania, New 
York, South Carolina; the cities of Baltimore and Mobile; 
and the act of Jannary 26, 1849, for the relief of the State 
of Alabama, involving the same principle as the bill for the 
relief of the State of New Hampshire. Also, the act of the 
last Congress, allowing the payment of interest to the State 
of Georgia, for advances in the suppression of the Creek, 
and Seminole, and Cherokee Indians, in 1836, 1837, and 
1838; and the aet of March 3d, 1851, authorizing the pay- | 
ment of interest to the State of Maine, for advances made | 
for the protection of the same northeastern frontier. The 
committee thereupon recommend the passage of the bill 
as referred, with the exception of the proviso to the first 
section, which they recommend to be stricken out, and in 
that they ask the concurrence of the House. 


The CHAIRMAN stated the first question to 
be upon agreeing to the amendment of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, to strike out the following pro- 
viso: 

“t Provided, 
sand dollars.” 

Mr. FOWLER. I should like to know what | 
the amount of interet is. It may be that it is 
more than that sum. 


Mr.McLANAHAN. The Committee on the 


That said amount shall not exceed six thou- 


Ie ibis not-du 


hen we ought.to pay none-of it. 
‘Tf, upon’ the accounting officers‘looking into this 
account, it- isa ine at the State of New 
Hampshire either advanced money for the benefit 
of the United States, or that she paid-interest upon 
money for the purpose of suppressing insurrec~ 
tion and protecting the territory of the United 
States, then, whether it amounts to six or to ten 
thousand dollars, it ought to be paid. Lam averse 
to adopting a system of legislation which, upon its 
face, indicates asuspicion on ourpart that our own 

accounting officers are thievas; it would be-by. our 

own legislation, declaring that we are unwilling to 
| trust to the integrity of thosé who act-under our au- 
thority, and are our accounting officers. ‘It is there- 
| fore that I am disposed to strike out the proviso. If 
| the sum of ten thousand dollars is due to the State. 
of New Hampshire, it ought to be paid; if but one 
! thousand dollars, it push to be paid; and if noth- 

ing at all is due, it ought to be so declared. {1 can 
i see no reason why the amount should be limited 
| to six thousand dollars. Above all, I protest 
| against our so legislating here as to declare to the 
world that we have no confidence in those whose 
| official duty it is to settle the -accounts.of the Gov- 
| ernment. 

Mr. FOWLER.. It is very clear that the in- 
terest ought to be paid—every cent of it. It may 
be, ashas been well said by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, that it will amount to séven or 
eight thousand dollars, and if so it ought to be 
| paid. We can trust our accounting officers to as- 
certain the amount. lam, therefore, clearly of the 
opinion that the proviso ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. WALSH. I desire to say a word upon 
this subject, as the claim of the State of Mary- 
land has been referred to in the report. Maryland 
has never been paid. 


Mr. McLANAHAN. The city of Baltimore 
i; 


18S. 

Mr WV ALSH. Baltimore has. I will not 
charge the accounting officers of the Government 
with any fraud in regard to matters of this descrip- 


mode of payment of the account of Maryland, 
and there is now due to that State something like 
seventy thousand dollars. It is necessary to strike 
out this provisé to prevent a mistake of a similar 
character in this case. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. 
mark to submit in reference to this matter. I 
consider it very immaterial whether the amend- 
ment is adopted or rejected by the committee. The 
t data ùpon which the calculation is to be made are 
all in the possession of the accounting officers. 
The amount of interest is to be computed on a 
certain principle, and whether it exceeds or falls 
short of $6,000 is to be a matter of calculation. 
But from the time when the principal was paid up 
| to this time, it is impossible that the interest could 
| come up to thesum of $6,000, and therefore it is | 
| of very immaterial importance whether the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary 
be adopted or rejected. 

Mr. HALL. I fully agree with the gentleman 
| from North Carolina, [Mr. Venas.e,] and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Fow er,] 
that this interest should be paid to the State of 
New Hampshire. Ihave no doubt at all upon | 
! that point. But in the course of my experience | 
here I have become satisfied that Congress, when | 
it passes a bill of this sort, should fix definitely the | 
sum which shall be paid out of the Treasury of | 
the United States. : | 

Why, it isin the recollection, doubtless, of every | 
gentleman here, that only a few years ago we j 
passed a bill, under which the officers of the Treas- 
ury were required to act in the same marmer as 


T have only one re- 


f 


i 


Judiciary reported an amendment to this bill, to 
strike out the proviso limiting the amount of in- 
tereni to be allowed. [confess that I did not see | 

e p 
think it would be just as well for this committee to | 
reject the amendment of the Judiciary Committee. | 
The object of striking it out is to prevent the ac- 
counting officers from coming up to the. limit that 
is fixed by the House in the passage of this bill. 
My own impression is, that it would be better to 
reject the amendment and pass the bill in the form 
in which it was referred to the J udiciary Com- 
mittee, e 

Mr. VENABLE. I am for striking out the 
proviso limiting the interest to six thousand dol- 
ars. Jf thedebt is due, we ought to pay it all, 


ropriety of striking out that proviso, and I || 


i: have had in regard to it, satisfied me that the com- | 
|: that properly attaches to us? 


Galphin clam. Weallknow what an uproar the 
allowance made by the officers of the Treasury in} 
that case created throughout the country. And, 
sir, the history of that bill, and the experience we 


tion, but there was a most singular mistake in the | 


i 
ii 
i 
f 


4 saying. 
i! whether anything is due or not, it is their duty at 
| the same time, if there is more than one mode of 
i ascertaining the amount, to fix upon that amount. 


f 


counting officers—no. matter how- honest and dis- 


‘ereet ihey-may be—shall think proper. 


Besides all this, the gentlen-an. from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. PeasLee,] who introduced this bill, 


t-and who doubtless understands éxactly how much 


is due to the State of New Hampshire, himself 
proposes this limit of six thousand dollars. He 
does not ask us to appropriate any More money 
than that; and why-should this House: be so anx- 
ious to grant to the Stateof New Hampshire more 
than her Representatives ask for? They say that 
six thousand dollars isall they want; but the Ju- 
diciary Committee say, we will not put this limit 
on their claim, but will let the officers of the Treas- 
ury allow as much as they, in the adjudication of 
this matter, may think proper. : 

I understand gentlemen to say that if you retain 
this proviso, limiting the amount tọ six thousand 
dollars, the officers, of the Treasury Department 
will be sure to allow that sum. Now, most assu- 


| redly they will not allow it, if they discharge their 


duty, unless they become satisfied that it is due. 
I would just ae hef say that six thousand dollars 
shall be paid to the State of New Hampshire as 
not, because I suppose it will amount to about that 


sum. 

Mr. HEBARD. .J have. risen to make a simi- 
lar suggestion to that made by the gentleman from 
Missouri, (Mr. Haxt,] who has just taken his 
seat. We have had much experience im this 
House in reference to this matter, and Lthink that 


i the committees, in passing upon. these claims, 


should take the trouble to ascertain the amount 
actually due; should form their own rules of com- 
utation, so as to see how much interest ought to 
ps paid; if any, and report a specific sum in the 
ill. : 

ĮI will not undertake to anticipate what may be 
the evils or ‘frauds growing out of any of these 
sliding scales or sliding rules of ascertaining the 
amounts to be paid out of the Treasury. We 
have seen that there has been a great deal of dis- 
satisfaction in the country in consequence of the 
action of one of the Departments of this Govern- 
ment, on account of a law passed in this way. 

I hope, therefore, that this bill will not be laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, but that it will be re- 
ferred back to the committee which reported it. 

Mr. PEASLEE, (interrupting.) I wish merely 
to remark, that so far as -relates to the State of 
New Hampshire, we wish for no larger appropri- 
ation than the sum mentioned in the bill as that 
which shall not be exceeded. I cannot conceive 
that it can make any difference, either to the State 
of New Hampshire or to the United States, as- it 
is a mere matter of calculation, whether the pro- 
viso is in or not; but we prefer that it should be 
in, as $6,000 is about the amount that is expected 
to be received. 

Mr. HEBARD, I hold that it is a right prin- 
ciple, that when a committee undertake to pass 
on a claim, and find that something is due, they 
should ascertain exactly how much is due, and 
recommend the payment of that amount. 

Tam not arguing against the allowance of this 
claim, for I suppose it is a just and equitable one; 
but I can see no sort of difficulty in the committee 
fixing on the sum to be paid. I understood the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee [My. 
McLananan] to say that there were different rules 
and modes by which the interest could be compu- 
ted, and that remark suggested to my mind the 
very great importance of having the proper rule 
of computation investigated and laid down by the 
committee. 

Mr. HUNTER, (interposing.) I would sug- 


2 he s ij gest to the gentleman, that in almost every in- 
they are required to act by this bill—I refer to the }! h 


stance where a bill of this kind has been passed, 
it has been found afterwards that the accounting 


' officers of the Treasury have paid too much. 
ii Now, why cannot we just as well find out the ex- 
i act amount that ought to be paid, instead of throw- 


ing upon the accounting officers the responsibility 


Mr. HEBARD. That is precisely what I was 
If the House undertake to settle the fact 


I have no objection to this particular case; still, 
I do not like, any more than other gentlemen 
do, to see a limit put in the bill beyond which the 


i accounting officers are not to go, because it is say- 
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ing, by 
beyond what is just and right, 

Í hope the bil] will be referred back to the Jadi- 
éiary Committee, and that they will take the sub- 
ject inte their own hands, make their own calcu- 


it into the bill. ‘ - . 

I suppose the claiw is due. I raise ‘no objec- 
tion to its merits, although it is true that the State 
which I in part’ répresent, has a perhaps equally 
meritorious claim, of which we cannot get even 
the principal. However, I-make 6 objection to 
this bill upon that ground. If it canbe ascer- 
tained what the precise amount of the claim is, I 
shall hav® no objection tothe passage of the bill, 
but I hope that it will not pass until a definite 
sum can be fixed on, ; 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I think that |! 


the gentlemen who havespoken upon this subject, 
and especially the gentleman fron Missouri, [Mr. | 
Harg, | have been alittle mistaken in the applica- | 
tion of their facts. The reference made by the 
gentleman from Missouri to the &'lebrated Gal- 
phin claim can certainly have no possible applica- 
tion to this case, because that was not a case in 
which the officers were directed to pay interest, 
while this is a case in which it isa simple direction 
to pay interest. Nor can there be any difficulty, 


or any different modes of calculating the interegt, || 


except in reference to one single point, which isa 
legal question that has often been decided by the 
courts of the country, and that is, where payments 
jess than the amount of interest accumulated at 
the time, have been made. I believe the courts 
generally—I know the courts of my own State— 
have decided that the true way of computing in- 
terest, is to add the principal and interest together 
at the time of payment, subtract the payment, and 
then calculate the interest on the remaining amount. 
In case the payment was less than the amount of 
interest accumulated, then the interest will be toa 
certain extent compounded. Now, you ought to 
settle the rule whether the interest shall be com- 

ounded in that way or not; but when you direct 
interest to be paid you ought not to limit it; you 
ought te pay the whole amount of interest due, or 
else to pay none. I think, therefore, that this 
proviso ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. PEASLEE, Gnterrapting.) The limita- 
tion: was put into the bill by its friends, and I will 
state that $6,000 is the utmost amount that can be 
received. 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; if that is the fact, 
there is no necessity for the limitation to be in; 
but it is the principle for which I contend. If this 
interest is due, it ought to be paid in full. You 
may, as I said before, settle the rule of computing 
the interest, but you ought not to say we will pass 
only só much and leave the balance unpaid, be- 
cause, if you do, it may be the ground of another 
claim hereafter for the balance of the interest, if 
more'shall be found to be due than $6,000. 

“ Mr. GIDDINGS, Formerly, it was the prac- 
tice of this House in all cases of private claims, to 
ascertain the precise amount, and then order the 
payment of it; to perform its whole duty and 
leave nothing to the Department but the simple 
administration of our laws. After that a different 
practice prevailed. It was the rule then to lay 
down certain definite and distinct principles, and 
direct the Department to pay the claims according 
to those principles. And recently a still more 
latitudinous course has been adopted, that of 
ordering the Department to ascertain the amount 
due, without any limitation—thus making them 
the legislators and the administrators of justice. | 

Now, if we are to atiempt to do anything in 
this House upon correct principles, it would be 
better to go back at once to its ancient practice of 
fixing the precise amount in every case, and direct- 
ing the Department to pay that amount. Let us 
not throw upon the Department the responsibility 
that properly belongs to us. . l 

Now, I am in favor of striking out this proviso 
and of so amending the bill as to put m the precise 
amount that is to be paid—I care not whether it 
be five, six, or seven thousarid dollars; and so I 
would do in every case. 

I make these remarks in order to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the looseness of our legisla- 
tion, which is, in fact, becoming alarming. We 
are here passing bills without even the responsi- 
bility of a report from a committee of the House. 
We are thrusting our hands into the Treasury, 


ere i 3 ee 
implication, that otherwise they might go 


ii Judiciary Committee. 


| General Fletcher was security for a paymaster | 


i\-heirs and executors. 


|| Mr. MASON. j 
i Mr. KUHNS, When did the breach occur in | 


eee eee tear 7 i 
| and throwing the public money broadcast over the | 
sland. Tome it does look alarming; to other gen- 
: tlemen it may appear different. But I should preé 
fer thatve should return to the former practice of 


f 
t n hani the the House—perform our own duty distinctly and 
lations, see what is tife exact amount dae; and put || definitely, and-leave it to the Department to per- 


form theirs. - f 
| The question was then taken on conearring in! 
the recommendation of the Judiciary Committee, 
| to strike out the proviso from the bill; and it was 
' decided in the negative. | 
‘© So the proviso was not stricken ont. 
| The bill was then ordered to be laid aside to | 
! be reported to the House, with a recommendation | 
‘that it do pass. 

HEIRS OF THOMAS FLETCHER. 


The next bill on the calendar was House bill 
! No. 91, for the relief of the executors and heirs of 
: Thomas Fletcher, deceased. 
; The Crerx read the bill. 

Mr. HEBARD asked for the reading of the 
report of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that there was no | 
! report accompanying the bill. 
Mr. MASON. That bill was reported from the 
It has frequently been re- 
ported on favorably before. Unlike the bill just 
nassed, it asks for no appropriation out of the 
; Treasury. It is simply fer the purpose of en- 
| abling the heirs and exe@ators of Fletcher to have | 
j a settlement. 


i 


H 
l 
| 


during the late war. The Government, for rea- 
sons satisfactory to them, have never proceeded |} 
to collect any damages for the non-payment of this 

| bond on the failure of the paymaster for a period of | 
‘ thirty-odd years. General Fletcher died wealthy, | 
| all his family were wealthy, and the Government | 
| of course had good reasons for not prosecuting 
this claim. It was said everywhere that the Gov- 

| ernment could not have collected it, because the 
parties had a good defence, and that they did not, 

Í therefore, choose to incur the expense of a prose- 
cution, 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I want to ask the 
gent eman if there is a suit pending now upon that 
bond ? 

Mr. MASON. No, becausethe Attorney Gen- | 
| eral, and ali who examined this case, said that it 
| would be impossible for the Government to recover | 
| the money. The children and heirs of General | 
! Fletcher are, however, kept out of the property | 
| left to them by their father, because the executors | 
| say that if they settle, they will still be liable to | 
| this old claim of the Government upon that bond. || 
| It amounts to nothing, in reality, but still it oper- | 
| ates as an obstacle to a settlement between the | 


| 
| The proof in this case was fully and fairly 
| made out, to the satisfaction of the committee. 
General Fletcher, who was a meritorious officer | 
in the late war, was a member of this. House after I 
this bond was held against him. This paymaster || 
| failed at a time when the Government was in em- | 
barrassed circumstances, and when many of these | 
paymasters failed. The fact is, that this paymas- 
ter did pay over the money, but his vouchers were | 
‘lost. By order of Major General Harrison, he | 
put them on board of a vessel to carry them across ; 
the lake, and the vessel was lost; but the parties | 
have now sufficient proof to defend the case, if it |] 
| should ever be prosecuted. But it never will be i} 
| prosecuted, and the only effect of holding this bond | 
| over the heirs, is to prevent them from obtaining |! 
la settlement with the executors. The Govern- j 
i ment. is not interested in this matter; nobody— | 
i besides the heirs—is interested in it, except the | 
executors, and they are willing to have a settle- || 
| ment, provided this bill is passed. | 
Mr. KUHNS. What is the date of the bond?! 
1814. 


i the bond? | 
| Mr. MASON. There was no breach in it. | 
| The accounts of this paymaster have never been i 
| settled at the Treasury Department. But these || 
| parties have a deferice which would protect them | 
i whenever the Government brought suit agains t 
| them—which they never have done; and neve 
: will. 

| Mr. KUHNS. 
! doned claim. 

| Mr. MASON. 


{ 
H 
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It isan abandoned claim. 


< Mr. GIDDINGS: 
the gentleman from Keiitucky if. there: has -év 
been a written report in ‘this ‘case?—~if the: facts: 
have ever been reported to thé House by any coms 
mittee? r Ey D Dept PERSIES A 
_ Mr. MASON. I understand that: they hay 
been reported twice; but T will now give way tọ- 
the gentleman who reported this bill. ~ ae 
Mr, BRAGG. The facts of the case are allt 
forth in the petition of these parties, and if’ the 
Clerk will read the petition, the House will see the 
precise character of the case. ase Sa 
This bill was reported by me under instructions : 
from the Committee on thé Judiciary, bécause the 


| committee thought that there ought to be some 


limit placed upon the time that this Government 
should be allowed to bring suit against these par- 
ties. This difficulty occurred in the year 1816. 
The Government instituted suit against the exec- 


|| utors of Fletcher, the security on the bord; and 


when that suit was called, the Government, for 
reasons satisfactory to the Attorney of the United 
States, took a nonsuit in the case. That was 
sea ete? years ago. . They havenever instituted 
another suit upon thé bond; and the object of this: 
bill is simply to enable the heirs ‘of Fletehér to 
havea settlement with the executors. The coni- 
mittee were of the opinion that, as the Gov 


ceeding had heen taken since that time for. the re 
covery of the claim, that the parties now ought 
to be released from all claims on the part of the ` 
Government. a ; ` ns 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I would like to-ask 
the gentleman if there was any petition brought at 
the time the suit was instituted ? 

*Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOWE. Well, I will not take up the 
time of the House further than to say that if this 
Government will permit any claim to’ ran on for. 
thirty-five years without pressing the. suit, and 
without ascertaining whether it can be collected or 
not, I am prepared, so far äs Tam concerned, 
to release the parties from all further obligations 
to the Government. If these are the facts of the 
case, it is all I desire to know in telation to it; a! f 
hope the committee will release the parties from 
the bond. f ` DON 

[Cries of “ Question?” Question 1] TA: 

The question was then taken, and the committee 
ordered the bill to be laid aside and reported to 
the House, with a recommendation that itdo pass. 


JAMES LEWIS. 


The committee next proceeded to the consider- 
ation of House bill No. 92, being a bill for the re- 
lief of James Lewis. ; i 

The bill was read through. 3 i 

Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman, that is a 
case where the claim is manifestly a just, one 
The facts in relation to`it aré these: the ‘Govern | 
ment, desiring to have the testimony-of this man - 
Lewis he was taken into custody at the Sandwich 
Islands; was confined, placed on board a vessel, - 
and brought to Norfolk; and not being able to give 
security for his appearance at court as a witness, 
was there kept in confinement until the case was 
tried, and hehad given in histestimony. Fle sim- 
ply asks pay as a witness. Iwill further remark, 
that this is the third or fourth time—I think the 
third—that this case has been reported on. It was 
reported upon favorably by the committee which 
had it in charge the first session of the last Con- 
gress; and again at the last ‘session. -I have ex- 
amined the case minutely, and I have no doubt, in 
my own mind, that the claim ought to be paid. 
He was taken, as I remarked, in the Sandwich 
Islands, by order of thé Government of the Uni- 
ted States. He was brought here, and , detained 
in confinement until the case in which his testi- 


mony was desirable was tried; and upon being , 


discharged, he comes here and asks the same pay 
that is allowed to any other person under similar 
circumstances. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to know of the geni 
tleman from North Carolina, whether Lewis asks 
his pay as a witness, and nothing else? “$e 

é 


Mr. VENABLE. Simply as a witness. 
brings no claim for anything else. ; En 
Mr.GIDDINGS. Hasa report ever been made : 


upon the case? i ; 
Mr. VENABLE. It has been reported on two 
or three times, and reported upon favorably: 


-T would like to inquire of 


mm- >» 
ment instituted a suit upon the ‘bond, and had’. 
taken a nonsuit thirty-five years ago, and nò pros 


s 


< beread. 


Jan: 16; 
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. : Mr: MILESON... E will send tọ the .Clerk’s | 
table the report apon this case, which" was read | 
last session.. $ presume.it contains all the facts. 
in relation to the case. 

Mr: VENABLE. 


It does. I ask that it.may } 


“The report was read. by the Clerk. e 

Mr. VENABLE. Lhope there wilLnow be no 
objection, to the.passage of the bill. Jhe man is 
in necessitous circumstances, and: ought to have 
his money... A 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE: I want to. know upon 
whatrule the sum proposed to be appropriated 
for his relief is. ascertained ? 3 
. Mr. VENABLE. | The same as that used in | 
the courts for estimating the payment of witnesses. 
under similar. circumstances, 

Mr. HEBARD.. My opinion is, from hearing 
that report, that the committee have a ppronriated 
asum sufficiently large, and that is all I desire. 

Mr.J.-W. HOWE. [would like.to know from 
the gentleman from North Carolina if there will be 
any further claim for interest on the claim? 

Mr. VENABLE. The gentlemen will have to 
ask the claimant himself. As l have not seen him 
T cannat answer the inquiry. 

[Cries‘of ‘ Question !” Question 177] 

‘The question was then taken, and the bill was į 
laid aside to be reported to the House, with a rec- 


pmmendation that it do pass. 


G. J. PENDERGRAST. 

The committee then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 93, being a bill for the relief 
of G..J. Pendergrast. i 

The bill was read through: 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, asked if there | 
was a printed report of the case? ° 

The CHAIRMAN said the report had not been 
printed. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I will state to the com- | 
“mittee that the bill was accompanied with a report | 
giving all the facts in relation to the case. Com- 
mander Pendergrast was employed at the United 
States navy-yard at Memphis, where a surgeon is | 
usually employed, and while on duty there he was | 
taken sick, and during his sickness it became ne- 
c@sary for him to employ a physician. He did 
so; and afterwards applied to the Secretary of the 
Navy to have his accountallowed. ‘TheSecretary 
of the Navy referred the application to Attorney 
General Toucey, who decided that he was entitled 
to his pay, because every officer of the Navy, as | 
well as every seamen, contributes a portion of his 
annual salary for the purpose of furnishing medi- 
cal assistance to diseased officers and seamen, and 
because it has been the custom from time imme- 
morial on board ships and at stations, under sim- 
ilar circumstances, to allow these accounts. The 
accounting officer of the Treasury, however, dif- 
fered from the Attorney General, and refused to 
pay it; and there was no alternative left but to | 
come to Congress for relief, The Committee on: 
Naval Affairs concurred with the Attorney Gen- i 
eral, who gave his opinions and reasons atlength, | 
which were imbodied in our report, and which I 
regret has not been printed, Upon these grounds 
I think the bill is a proper one, and ought to be 
passed, 

Mr. FICKLIN. T desire to inquire of my 
friend from Tennessee, [Mr. Straxron,] whether 
there was, at that ume, an Army surgeon at that 
station? 

Mr. STANTON. There was not, and it is 
because there was none that you are called upon to 
pay this claim. You will observe that, in the esti- 
mates for appropriations for the navy-yard at 
Memphis, an appropriation was always made for 
the pay of a surgeon, although there was none 
there; or, at least, there was none up to the time 
to which this claim relates. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Then there was no surgeon 
on duty at that time? 

Mr. STANTON, There was not. 

Mr. HUNTER. fT move that this bill be laid || 
aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- | 
mendation that it do not pass. I do it for the | 
reason that the sum tobe appropriated is not speci- | 
fied in the bill, Tam well aware that the gentle-! 
man whoisatthe head of the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs (Mr. Sraxron, of Tennessee] is just as | 
competent to ascertain the proper amount to be || 
given as any other gentleman. I want the com-| 
mittees, when they come here and ask me to vote | 
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| phis district [Mr. Sranron] | feel assured is just | 


| two hundred dollars. 


it 
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‘| competent to determine the proper amount of a 


‘| exorbitant from being allowed. It providés that 


|| manner, but I wish to establish a correct principle 


theamount which l 


money. for any. object, to specify 
itis. proposed to-appropriates. -i eee be 

-Mre STANTON, -I reported. that bill myself, 
and its phraseelogy-and provisions’ were-made, 
such as they are, from the fact that Iwas ihcapa- 
‘ble of determining the amount proper tô be inserted. 
I- propose to.-refer it‘to. the officers of the Treasury. 
to pay, not an exorbitant. sum, not: what.a phy- 
sician in Memphis thought. proper-to charge, but 
his reasonable expenses for necessary medical as- 
sistance. It is guarded in every possible way. 1 


EE ERO 


sician’s. bill is correct or not; but I have referred 
© the proper officer in the Treasury “to take 
proof and determine whether it is or not; and I} 
think that is the proper course. f 


Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman fromthe Mem- 


‘as capable of ascertaining the correctness of a 
physician’s bill, as is the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; for Iam sufficiently well acquainted with that 
officer to know that he is not a physician, bat, like 
my friend from Tennessee, he is a lawyer; and I 
„know of no other officer in this Government, who 
is better qualified to ascertain what is the correct 
amount of a physician’s bill, than the committees 
of this House. Weare obliged to pay the money, 
or to order it to be paid; and ii-is our duty to as- į 
certain the amount of money which weare to pay. | 
I know of no mode of ascertaining this matter 
unless we take the physician’s bill, or some phy- 
sician’s bill, or regulate the pay according to the į 
amount which your surgeons receive, or in some | 
such manner. Iam sure there is some mode by 
which the committee can ascertain the proper 
amount to be paid. 

Mr. J. W. HOWE. I would inquire of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, when this sickness 
occurred? : 

Mr. STANTON. Some three years ago, I 
think. [ remember the circumstance very well. 
Commodore Pendergrast was attacked by a very 
serious indisposition, which required the aid of 


i! exceed $100. 


do not feel competent to determine whether a phy- | p 


| order I Will move. that-the bill be laid aside, with 
| the proviso that the amount to be: paid shall not 


The CHAIRMAN. -The Chair is of the opin- 
jon that, pending the motion to. report. to the 
House with instructions to xecommit, the gentle- 
man’s amendment is-not inorder. . 

Mr. FICK LIN. -The honorable. chairman of 
the Committee on Naval ‘Affairs, [Mr. Sranron,} 
says that the amount involved in. this bill is atriz 
i fing one. Now, the amount which he has: pro- 
osed-to be appropriated in this bill may be.tri- 
fling, but does not the honorable chairman, and alf 
the members of that committee, know the fact, that 
from the phraseology of the bill, the qeestion of 
the sum to be paid is left entirely open, and that 
therepresentations which may have been made to 
the committee does not in any way bind the phy- 
sician in the account which he may present to the 
Treasury.in virtue of this claim? Efe may repre- 
sent before the committee that $100 or $150 is suf- 
ficient, but. when the account comes to the Treas- 
| ury he may demand five times that sum. 

Mr. STANTON: If the gentleman will allow 
me. This isa case for refunding the money which 
has been actually paid by Commodore. Pender- 
grast, amounting, according to. my recollection, to 
something less than $200, for which he has his re- 
ceipts. a 

Mr. FICKLIN. Thatconstitutes a still stronger 
reason why this bill should not-be passed. without 
ascertaining the amount and specifying it in the 
bill. What are the mail facilities between this 
city and Memphis, Tennessee? But a few days 
will be required to enable the chairman of the 
Naval Committee, who represents so ably that 
district, and who, I believe, resides in the city of 
Memphis, to receive the necessary information as 
to the amount paid to the physician, and report to 
this House the bill, with that amount incorporated 
-in it. If it has already been settled, what 1s to be 
the amount? It seems to me that there can be no 
excuse for passing this bill and Jeave it to the Sec- 


medical assistance. 

Mr. HOWE, I desired to know if it was in the 
war of 1812? 

Mr. STANTON. It was not. 

Mr. FICKLIN. There seems to be an indispo- 
sition to pass this bill, because the amount to be 
paid is not specified in it. In order, therefore, to 
test the sense of the committee upor that question, 
I will move that the bill be reported back to the 
House, with the recommendation that it be again 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, in 
order to ascertain what is the proper amount to be 
appropriated. J make this motion for the purpose 
of testing the sense of the committee upon the 
question. 

A Memnrr. Does that motion take precedence 
of the ather motion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. STANTON. I desire to state to the com- 
mittee, that the amount involved in this case is very 
small, only, I believe, something like from one to 
I hope the committee will į 
not recommend its reference again to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GOODENOW. Iam satisfied that it is 
unnecessary to send this bill back to the Commit- 


retary of the Treasury to determine what sum 
shall be paid. - 

Mr. STANTON. There can be no difficulty 
in ascertaining what is the amount to be paid by 
the Treasury Department. The papers are now 
in the printer’s bands. The Navy Department 
made no opposition to the application, and the ac- 
count can be settled much better at-the Treasury 
Department than in the Naval Committee. It isa 
simple matter to decide. F have, however, no ob- 
jection that there should be a proviso placed in the 
bill that the amount appropriated shall not exceed 
; $200. i 

Mr. FICKLIN. T desire to inquire of my 
friend from ‘Tennessee when this claim was first 
presented to Congress? . 

Mr. STANTON. It was first presented at the 
last session, but was not acted upon for the want 
of time. ; 

Mr. FICKLIN. Was there a report made upon 
it? 

Mr. STANTON. There was no report made 
at the Jast session. 

It is suggested by a friend near me, that I should 
withdraw my motion to refer, and substitute a 
motion to insert a proviso limiting the amount to 


teeon Naval Affairs. As stated by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr.Sranron,] the amount 
involved in the bill is very small, and can better 
be determined at the Treasury Department than 
in that committee. As a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, I do not feel myself 


physician’s fee., I think the bill is sufficiently 
guarded in its phraseology to prevent anything 


the accounting officer of the Treasury shall allow į 
what is reasonable and right, and I am sure this 
committee will not hesitate in granting that to 
Commodore Pendergrast. The Naval Committee 
have once had it before them, and 1 hope, there- 
fore, that the motion of the gentleman from Hli- 
nois (Mr. Frexuty] will not prevail. 

Mr. J. W. HOWE. Í desire to inquire if 
it is in order to offer an amendment to the 
motion? If it is, I will move that the bill be 
reported to the ITouse, with the proviso that the 
amount to be paid shall not exeeed ¢100. I 
am willing to see this matter disposed of in this 


| 


+ 


| 


in future, in relation to this matter. H itis in 


be paid. I will make that motion; but I will here 
remark, that it is well understood by all the mem- 
bers of this committee, that when a proviso is.in- 
serted in a bill limiting the amount to be appro- 
priated—for instance, if you were to insert in-this 
billa proviso that the amount should not exceed 
$150, or any given amount for medical services, 
if the physician has done nothing more than dress 
the sore toe of the patient—he will receive the 
$150, or whatever sum may be named in the bill. 
So with regard to any bill: if you insert a proviso 
that the amount shall not exceed a certain given 
sum, they always receive that sum. As it is sug- 
gested, however, I will withdraw? my motion to 
ecommit the bill to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and move the amendment which I have 
| indicated—that the amount shall not exceed $150. 
| Mr. DANIEL. f renew the motion first made 
i by my friend who has just taken his seat, [Mr. 
| Ficxur.] I think this isa bad system of legisla- 
ition. I have already seen its injurious effects. It 

js throwing the responsibility off our shoulders 
and placing it upon the shoulders of the account- 
ing officer of the Treasury. As has been well 
embarked, whenever there is a proviso inserted in 
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abill, they are certain to come up to the maximum. 
There.may be some particular cases where it is 
well enough to leave the whole matter to the ac- 
counting officer of the Treasury. There-may be 
cases in which, while the committee are aware | 
that something is due, yet it is impossible for them - 
to determine the amount without a cross examina- 
tion in the case. It is well in such cases to refer. 
the matter to the accounting officer of the Treas- 
ury, with authority to take testimony, so. that it 
can examine witnesses upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment as well as upon the part of the individual. 
But in every case where the facts of the case can 
be fairly ascertained, I think they ought to be re- 
ported to the House. I think the committee 
should’ report the amount. which they believe to | 
be due, and recommend that it be paid. It seems | 
that in this case the facts were known, but the 
committee did not take the responsibility of report- 
ing any particular sum to the House. [ shall vote | 
for referring this bill back to the Committee on į 
Naval Affairs, to ascertain the amount to be paid; 
and we can then judge of the propriety of paying | 
it. : 
Mr. J. W. HOWE. Some minutes since I 
„proposed to offer an amendment, which was 
ruled out of order on the ground that the gentle- 
man from Illinois (Mr. Fickxin] had moved to 
refer it back to the committee, which motion took 
precedence. That gentleman has, however, since 
withdrawn his amendment. I now ask whether 
it would not be in order to move to insert a proviso | 
in the bill, limiting the amount to $100? 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that a motion to recommit takes precedence of 
a motion to amend. 


nae 


Mr. GOODENOW.:--He was -employed as a 
day laborer, and received.a per diem compensation; 
but he was employed during the whole time”at 
thé navy-yard, whenever his services were re- 
quired by the Government. 

Mr: SACKETT. Although, Mr. Chairman, 
this.case may be one recommending itself very 
strongly to the sympathies of. this House, and to 
the sympathies of the country, it would, | think, 
open too wide the doors, to begin to grant a man 
a pension in cases of this character. It seems that 


the claimant was in the employment of the Gov- |! 


ernment upon day wages; that he remained in 


that employment a very considerable portion of 
his life; that misfortune overtook him, and, after į; 
a period of suffering for two or three years, he | 


died. Now, if weare to grant a pension in every 
case of this kind, we shall find the calendar full 
of such claims. Although this case enlists our 
sympathies very strongly, yet, it seems to me, 
that it will not do for the Government to under- 
take to open its doors to pensioners of this char- 
acter. 3 3 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I will say, in 
reference to this matter, that it is a very peculiar 
case; and if the granting of pensions were confined 


| to cases only of this character, I do not think it 


would open the door too wide. Here is a man 
who was engaged in the service of his country for 
a great number of years, ata daily compensation. , 
In his old age he was rendered perfectly blind by 
exposure in that service. The blindness was the 


! consequence of his employment in the public ser 


vice. Now, sir, you will find many cases:on record 
where Congress has granted pensions to persons 
overtaken by misfortune whilein the public employ- 
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l| perhaps those who oversaw, his work: were like- 
|) wise unconscious of dangéer—iost: his health and. 


and four years ago he made-his application .fo 
| ension, which was referred to the. Committeecon’: 
| Naval Affairs, and by them. favorably. reported. 
| upon, I believe, and received the approbation: 

t 


lef.. His widow, in poverty, in atiction, now: 
i| comes here and asks this humble pittance. It, is: 
| of little consequence to us; it is one of, the trifles 
| in our legislation; but be assured, sir, it is a Diät- 
ter of great consequence to this poor woman. ; T 
trust we will give it our approbation. Ea 
Mr. GIDDINGS. In all the sympathy which 
the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Tuck] has manifested for this poor widow, T 
| participate I would that our ability were sufi- 
i cient to justify us in extending our sympathies to 
| the relief of all the suffering poor of the land. M 
| benevolence, I hope and trust, is as extensive ap ig 
| that of the gentleman from New Hampshire; but, 
| Mr. Chairman, do we come here, are we sent here 
| for. the purpose of administering the funds. of the 
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|| Government to the relief of the poor ofthe nation? 


Is that the principle upon which we come here as 
American statesmen—to look up the poor, the suf- 
‘fering poor throughout the land, and extend to 


sir, in all.our relations of private life, these things 
address themselves to our, sympathies, and to-the 
best feelings of our nature. But we come here, 
sir, to do and perform the stern duties of states- 
men—to legislate for the nation. Now, what. is 
the case presented to the House? A man and4a- 
borer—and who is.as worthy as any of us—seeks 


| the usé of his eyes. He lingered along for years, - 


eae 
the House.. He died: without receiving any re” 


them relief from the National Treasury? Now, * 


a 


Mr. HOWE. But the motion to recommit has | 
been withdrawn. . 

The CHAIRMAN.” It was renewed by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Danrex.] 


ment, or in consequence of his public employment. | 
To men whose arms have been blown off, although i 
they were in the temporary employment .of the || 
Government, pensions have been granted. Why | 


employment, in the course of his occupation, and 
refers that of the United States to any other; and 
have no hesitation in saying that every man of 
his profession in that State, would have sought his 


Mr. HOWE. Then, of course, my amend- 
ment is not in. ofder. 

The question was then taken, and it was 
ordered that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House, with instructions that it be recommitted | 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, to ascertain | 
the amount due. 


HANNAH SAMPSON. 
The next bill on the calendar was House bill 


No. 94, being a bill for the relief of Hannah | 
Sampson. i 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. GOODENOW. Thad the honor of report- 
ing that bill to the House, and I think it is a very 
rneritorious one. Her husband was employed 
at the navy-yard at Charleston in 1815, and 
continued in the discharge of his duties at that | 

ard until 1845—a period of nearly thirty years. 


he evidence in the case shows that he was a į; 
sober, industrious, temperate man, frugal in his il 


habits, and faithful in the performance of his 
duties. In the year 1834, while employed by 
the Government, he, received an injury in one of | 
his eyes; and subsequently, in 1845, in the sum- į 
mer season, while employed under the direction | 
` of the officers at the navy-yard, being exposed to | 
ghe weather and sun, he received what, I believ: 
is called a sun-stroke, the consequence of whic 
was, he became totally blind. From that period || 
up to July, 1849, he remained in an unfortunate |; 
and helpless condition. In 1847 he made ‘appli- || 
cation to Congress for relief, andin the month of |, 
January, 1848, the Committee on Naval Affairs |; 
reported a bill for that purpose. That report was, |! 
however, not acted upon. He continued to linger | 


are such cases as this brought before Congress? 
Because they do not comeunder an general law; 
becaise the party cannot go to the Navy or War 
Department, or any other Department, and claim 
a pension under any existing law. But certainly, 
if there is any case, outside of the general law, in 
which a pension ought to be granted, it seems to 
me this is one. 

Mr. SACKETT. This case, if it should’ be 
allowed, is one of a very numerous class of cases. 
This Government has constantly in its employ 
upon wages, and ample and adequate compensa- 
tion, a very large number of men; and if we are 
to begin to grant pensions to those whom calami- 
ty overtakes‘among this immense number of em- 
ployees, I know not where the granting of pen- 
sions may end. Now, I do not dispute that this 
man may have been overtaken by calamity—I do 
not dispute that his widow may be in necessitous 
circumstances—but I doubt not that there are 
hundreds and thousands of other cases of this 


kind among those who have heen in the employ- || 


ment of the Government for the last half century. 
There is no complaint that the compensation has 
not been adequate, or that it has not been paid. 
There is no complaint of suffering other than from 
the calamity which overtook him as a citizen 
while employed upon the part of the Govern- 


| ment. 


There is another consideration in reference to 
this bill. It proposes to give a pension for life in 
acase where, if the individual had been in the 
regular military service of the country, he would 
have been entitled to a pension for only five 
years. : 

Mr. TUCK. I am satisfied that the allowance 


along in that hapless condition until July, 1849, ; 
when he died, leaving a widow in deep distress. | 
The little money he had accumulated by his indus- | 
try had been expended during his inability to |: 
labor and his sickness in consequence of the injury if 
he had received. The whole evidence in the case || 
shows that he was a sober, industrious, honest, il 
and faithful man. I presume the records of the :i 
House will not show a stronger case of moral :! 
worth and fidelity to duty than is evidenced in | 
the case of this man. : 

Mr. SACKETT. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? i 

Mr GOODENOW. Certainly. i 

Mr. SACKETT. I desire to know Whehe 
this man was connected with the military estab- | 
lishment, or whether he was a 
in the navy-yard? 


| 


laborer employed | 


of this pension will not form a dangerous prece- 
dent, to be followed in our action hereafter. This 


‘claim, I well remember, was before the Commit- 
|i tee on Naval Affairs, four years ago, and received 


their unanimous-approbation. It is a case of pe- 
culiar hardship—a case so peculiar, that I should 


be perfectly willing to grant a pension in all other į 


cases of similar hardship that may be presented. 


While in that service, he was required to perform 
varied duties, and he is as meritorious as 


which he suffered was as severe as if ¢ 
inflicted upon him by the public enemy- He was 
required, according to my recollection, to be en- 
gaged in the laborious service of calking the sides 
er United States vessels, and while so employed— 
although at times unconscious of danger, and 


he 
pa i 
would have been had he enlisted in the military | 


service of the United States, and the afiliction | 
it had been | 


if 
I 


place, in preference to that of private employment 
—for the Government is the very best of paymas- 
ters. Well, sir, we permitted him to labor upon 
| our ships becausehe preferred it to any others. and 
in the ordinary course of events he was seized with 
this malady, to which reference has been made, 
and he falls a victim to it. Now suppose he had 
been employed upon merchant vessels in that pot, 
and the same malady had overtaken him, would. 
the Government extend to him the relief which 
the Committee on Naval Affairs now recommend? 
| Tthink not. And let me say here that this subject 
|| of private pensions in drawing from the Treasury 
of the United States a support to individuals has 
|| erowntoan alarming extent, Ithas gone so far, that 
|! Tt seems to me that limits should be set toit, How 
far does the gentleman intend to extend this sys- 
i| tem? Willhe carry it to civil life? -Will he carry 
i| it into the Departments of Government, and. to the 
| men who are employed there, and who havegrown 
i| old and -decreped_ in that service? Will you ex- 


i who have served the public here in this House, - 
|i and have worn themselves out. in dhat service ? 
Will you give them pensions? Will you give 
them all relief, to be paid out of the public Treas- 
ury? Will you carry it out to the whole of the 
employees of Government—to postmasters, mail- 
carries, and all others? Mr. Chairman, I have no 
disposition to occupy the time of the House. upon 
this occasion. But let me say to the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Tucx,}that he is mis- 
taken when he says we can grant this pension in 
a passing moment of legislation, never to be heard 


of again. Itis to go downto all coming time, as 
a 


precedent to. every employee of Government, 
'| who falls a victim to any malady, contracted while 
il in the service of the Government. This fact I 
l| would impress upon the House, that we are legis- 
i lating here for all coming ume, and establishing 
i| precedents, from which we cannot hereafter de- 
part. When we once establish a precedent, other 
employees will come in and seize upon it, to sup- 
port similar claims. It is against the establish-: 
ment of this precedent that 1 contend, and against 
which I protest. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 
| bill now under consideration, reported from, the 
| Committee on Naval Affairs. J should not have 
| had reason to say one single word in relation to. 


| it but from the fact that it is reported froma coms : 
i mittee of which I am a member, and: that:my 


ilence might seem to commit me to this particu- 
‘lar bill and to. the principles involved init 


tend.to them pensions?. Will heextendit to those 


J donot desire to discuss the. » 
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‘therefore desire. to say to the committee, that if} 
the! statement of the facts, upon. which this bill i 
rests, isa correct. statement, I have not:given my `, 
consent to it, and T am opposed: to it. I- do not: 
think I. was present*when this bill was submitted i 
tothe committee. I-am. very sure.that if the i! 
faite which have been detailed, are the facts upon |! 
“which this. bill rests; they hever came fo-m at- |; 
tention. I agree with the-gentlemen who have: 
already spoken upon this bill, that not only is this 
particular case wrong in itself{—having no partic- 
ular merit—but that it establishes á bad and dan- |! 
~ gerous ‘precedent, the extént of which, ‘and. the H 
effect of which, upon the future legislation of the |} 
country we- cannot: foresee. To establish the} 
principle of pensioning a man for life, simply be- 
cause he was in the public employment—simply |! 
because he was deriving a sum of money for | 
working for the public—not in war, not in any |! 
eheagement—strikes my mind as dangerous and |} 
odidus, and:T shall record my vote against it, and 
my voice will always be raised against any such 
bill. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that it be reported 
to the Flouse, with the recommendation that it do 
not pass, i ! 

Mr. GOODENOW. I can hardly comprehend į 
that kind of economy which seems to break forth |} 

‘upon a private claim, that comes before this t 
House for the benefit of a meritorious individual, |! 
and at the same time measures which involve |! 
thousands and tens of thousands of dollars pass || 
with very little debate or objection. I am as | 
much in favor of economy as any man in this 
Hoitse, and I will do all in my power to promote |! 
an economical and just administration of the} 
funds-of the Government; but I am surprised that || 
gentlemen should rise up in opposition to this bill# 
which only proposes to relieve the widow of 
an individual who devoted the. greatest portion 
of his life to the service of his country. He 
was engaged in the service of this Government, 
and therefore, in my judgment, entitled to the 
same compensation that any individual, who has | 
‘been employed under like ‘circumstances, is en- | 
titled to receive. It may be true 
; gr FICKLIN, (interposing.). With the per- 
msion of the honorable member who advocates 
this bill, I would inquire if he is in favor of pen- 
sioning those individuals in this District who have 
held civil office under this Government for life, 
and of pensioning their widows, their husbands 
dying poor, and leaving nothing with which to 
support them ?. 

r. GOODENOW. When such a case pre- || 
sents itsef to the House I will decide upon its par- 
ticular merits. 

i Mr: FICKLIN. It is the same principle en- 
tirely. 


t 


} 
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Mr. JOHN Wi. HOWE: T hope the commit- 
teeswill take a vote upon this bill inmediately, and 
that they wili send it tothe House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. A FA 

Mr. DANIELS. -I am not prepared to intro- 
duce into this country à- system of civil pensions. 

I hope; sir; stich'a system will never be intro- 
duced here. . We know the extait to which'that 
system has been éarried in Great Britain. If it 


gets a foothold here, we know not how far it may |) 
be carried. It is true this bill presentè an isolated 
ease, but it may bè drawn into a precedent, give 


rise to similar bills hereafter, and draw after them, 
others; and thus.pave the way for asystem of 
civil pensions. Iam not aware that any case, in 


principle like this, has before been established as ‘jj 


a precedent, and 1 would not lend my sanction to 
make this one a precedent. 
prevail. . 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. McMutuiw, and it was agreed to. f 

So it was ordered that the bill be reported back 
to the Fouse, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. 
tee rise; upon which motion tellers were demanded 


and ordered, and Messrs. Fowrer and Miuson | 


appointed. 


he question was then taken, and the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 58, noes 73. > 
So the committee refused to rise. 


HEIRS OF JOHN JACKSON. 
The CHAIRMAN stated that bill 95, reported 


+ 


| by Mr. Tuck, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Pensions, for the relief of the heirs of John 
Jackson, deceased, came up next in order. 

Mr. CARTTER. Read the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is no report: 

Mr- TUCK. There was a report made upon 
this claim by the committee, but I suppose it hag 
gone into the hands of the printer. i has heen 
favorably reported upon several times before. 
The bill only proposes to carry. out the pledge of 
John Paul Jones, and to carry into execution the 


action of the Continental Congress úpon that | 


pledge, which took place upon the 28th of Sep- 
tember, 1785. This man, John Jackson, was 


compelled by John Paul Jones, when he was off | 
the coast of England, in 1779, arid just before his | 


engagement with the Serapis, to act as pilot. He 
was an Englishman, and on board of the Bon 
Homme Richard during that severe conflict, in 
which he lost anarm. John Paul Jones then gave 
him one hundred ducats, and a written stipluation 


on behalf of the Continental Congress of the Col- || 
! onies, that he should have the 


S r pension of a private 
for life. That certificate was forwarded to Paris, 


Mr. GOODENOW. I maintain it is not the 
same principle. Flere was a man employed ina | 
navy-yard, and continued to be employed there | 
for a series of years, receiving a per diem com-! 
pensation, and, as the facts show, his services 
were required by the commanding officer of the | 
yard at the time he received his injury. I say, 
that when his services were being rendered for the | 
benefit of this Government and he received an in- 
jury, it should entitle him, and he should receive, 
a compensation by way of pension; and it is no 
more than right and just that his widow should | 
receive the same compensation from Congress for || 
those services thus rendered. I do not under- 4 
stand, Mr. Chairman, why it is that gentlemen | 
rise up on all hands and declare that this is estab- | 
lishing a dangerous precedent. T do not under- | 
stand why the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Gip- i 
DINGS] is So stringent in his objections to this bill 
T-hope, then, this House will giv 
able consideration.’ 1. believe it is just and right, |, 
and that it commends itself to our consciences. | 


I haveno fear of precedents. Evers ht! 
; ` . y case brought į 
before this House will b z 


] I ; e adjusted upon its pecu- 
har merits; and if we pass this bill without prece- 5: 
dent, so much the better, We are disposed to do 
justice, and individually we are acting according | 
to the best dictates of our nature. re are trying | 
to relieve the distresses of the widow of one who 
suffered in the employment of the Government.. I 
hope this House will not agree to the motion made 
by the honorable member from Virginia, [Mr. 
McMuvnum,] and that it-will do justice to that 
widow, by reporting this bill to the ELouse with a 
recommendation that it do pass. =` 
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e this bill favor- |! 


whereit wasrecognized and approved by Mr. Jeffer- 
son and Doctor Franklin. This stipulation, certi- 
fied by Doctor Franklin and Mr. Jefferson, was sent 
home to the Government, and acted upon by the 


Continental Congress, who passed the resolution | 
which this act proposes to carry out. These pa- | 


pers have been lost. John Jackson lived in Eng- 
land until 1815, when he died. 
to this city to collect this pension, but the papers 
could not be found. He entered into the service 
of the United States, but a few years since died. 
His widow and his son, now a small boy, reside 
at presentat thenavy-yard. Sheasks for the pas- 
sage of this act. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. Lam noi disposed to 
take up the time of the House in this matier, but 


thisis an old, staleclaim, to which Iplead the statute } 
of limitation, and ask that it be laid aside, with a | 


recommendation to the House that it d 

Mr. AVERETT. Mr. 
that the committee do now rise in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. J 

Mr. AVERETT. Then I make that motion. 
Sir, Iam in favor of giving prompt and faithful 
attention to the bills on the calendar, but I am op- 


o not pass. 
Chairman, isa motion 


Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers; which were 


I hope the motion will | 


1 
I move that the commit- ; 


Elis son came here |; 


or 
were appointed. =~ Bole a 
The question being put, the tellers reported 
there were in the aflirmative—ayes. 79, noes 50. 
~ So the committee accordingly rose, and the 
| Speaker having resumed the chair, the chairman 
of the committee reported, that the Committee of 
the Whole House had had under consideration in 
the private calendar, bills Nos. 88,-89, 90,91, and 
92, and recommend that théy do pass; also, bill No.. 
93; which they recommend bé recommitted to thé. 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to ingiire into the. 
particular amount of the claim; algo, bill 94, which 
| they recommend do not pass. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. BISSELL moved, that when the House 
adjourn to-day, it be till twelve o’clock on Monday 
next, : y bg 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE called for the yeas and 
nays; which were not ordered. 

‘The motion being put, it was agreed to. 

Mr. SWEETSER. moved the House adjourn; 
which motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I suggest that we take a vote 
upon the entire report of the Committee of the 
Whole House, except in cases where gentlemen 
|| may desire a Separate vote to be taken.” I move 
we take the vote upon sustaining the whole rec- 
ommendations of the committee. ; 

The SPEAKER. That can be done only by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I object to it. 

The SPEAKER stated, that if there was no ob- 
jection the vote would betaken upon the engross- 
| ment and ordering to a third reading of all the 

bills recommended for passage by the Committee 
of the Whole House at once, viz: ` 

No. 88, a bill for the relief of Wm. Greer. 

` No. 89, a bill for the relief of Williams, Sta- 
ples & Williams. . 

No. 90, a bill for therelief of James Furguson, 
surviving partner of Furguson & Milhado, 
| No. 4, a bill authorizing the payment of interest 

to the State of New Hampshire for advances 
made for the use of the United States, in repelling 
| invasio. d suppressing insurrection at Indian 
Stream iaid State. 

No. 91, a bill for the relief of the executors 
and heirs ‘of ‘Thomas Fletcher, deceased. 

No. 92, a bill for the relief of James Lewis, 

The question being put, the above-named. bills 
were ordered to be engrossed: and read a third 
time, and having been engrossed, were read a 
third time and passed. : 
| Mr. HART asked the unanimous consent of 
| the House to grant him leave to withdraw the pe- 
| tition and papers of Bates & Lacon, with the view 
of having them presented to the Senate. 

Objected to. 

Mr. WALSH asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill, of which he had 
given previous notice. . a f 

Objected to. 

Mr. McMULLIN moved the Hous 
whych motion was disagreed to. 

J. G. PENDERGRAST. 
The next question was on concurring in the rec- 
ommendation of the Committee of the Whole that 
the bill for the relief of J. G. Pendergrast be re- 
committed to the Commitiee on Naval Affairs, 
with instructions to ascertain and insert in the bill 
the amount of appropriation necessary. 
_ Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. T believe that 
in the Committee of the Whole there was no ob- 
į jection to the principle of this bill; and I am per- 

tectly satisfied that it is entirely useless to send 
it back to the Committee on Naval Affairs. The 
amount of this little a 


dered, and: Messrs 


> Fowrsr and Miuson 


i 
| 
j 


i 
} 


| 


e adjourn; 


jo 
te 


| accounting officers of the Tre 


f n asury are in the habit 
| of taking when -they pay accounts of this kind, 
| under the same circumstances, I say that, in or- 
Í der to do justice and protect the Government, it 


i 


Í 


. 


E CONGRI nS 


is entitel 
back to the committee. 

Mr. DANIEL. 1 trust thé recommendation of 
the committee will be carried out, bécause I think 
this mode of legislating is based upon 
proper and incorrect principles: Nd do “not 
intend to cast any imputations upon this gentle: 
man. Far be it froni me ‘to cast any imputation 
upon him, if his character is perfectly proof against 
any imposition. I think ‘it. is wrong to legislate 


in this way. 1 think every case which comes Be- | 


afore us ought to be brought up-to the sanié stand- 
ard; and every. demand ought to be proved accord- 
ing to rules which will guard the Treasury against 
imposition. If we take the say-so in this individ- 
ual case of a man free from ‘suspicion, we will go 
a little further, and after a little while we will take 
the statements of somebody èlse, permit them to 
make their demands upon the Treasury, and we 
will pay, what they demand. i 

_ Mr. STANTON. The gentleman is proceed- 
ing upon the supposition that we require the 
House to take the say-so of this gentlemaii, be- 
cause hé is respectable, and free from suspicion. 
I have not asked the House to do any such-thing. 
I have only asked them to refer this matter to the 
officers of the Treasury, who will proceed only 
upon regular proof. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is much safer, as a general 
rule, for committees, when they can ascertain the 
amount they propose to appropriate from the 
Treasury, to ascertain it, and recommend that the 

- amount be paid. The objection I made is not 
answered at all. J trust the motion will pre- 
vail, 

Mr. HEBARD. I believe there was serious 
objection to this bill upon two grounds, and the 
third one has presented itself now, since this bill 
has got back into the House. One objection 
was—and it was an objection of principle—that 
the bill did not settle the amount to be paid. It 
was thought by many that it was the only correct 
principle, that the committee should ascertain the 
amount and make the recommendation. 1 have 
not heaid the chairman of that committee, or any 
other gentleman upon that committee, express 
even an opinion in relation to any amount, or that 
anything was due, further than to retommend 
the passage of the bill. Another objection was, 
that there is no report of the facts of the case. It 
was thought that the amount was between one 
hundred and two hundred dollars. It seems, 
since we have got back to the House, that it has 
increased to between two and three hundred dol- 
lars. If we allow this bill to go to the Secretar 
of the Treasury before the amount is ascertained, 
and it keepa Imcreasing in that ratio, I do not 
know what the amount will be. I hope that the 
recommendation of the committee will be complied 
with, and the bill be sent back to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, for them to obtain such proof 
as will satisfy them in relation’ to the equity of 
the claim and the amount due. Let them fix 
upon the amount, put it into the bill, and report 
such a state of facts as will satisfy the House that 
the claim ought to be paid. Then I will be in 
favor of it. I move that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with instruc- 
tions to ascertain and place in the bill the amount 
to be paid; and upon that motion I ask the pre- 
vious question. 

The ‘previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was agreed 
to. 

So the bill was recommitted to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, with instructions. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill No. 94, for the re- 
lief of Hannah Sampson, was reported by the 
committee to the House, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move the 
previous question, and I move that we concur 
with the recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 
the bill upon the table. 4 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. EE 

Mr. MILLSON moved to reconsider the votè by 
which bill No. 89, for the relief of Williams, 
Staples & Williams, was passed, and to. lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


I move to lay 


y unnecessary to sénd this little matter || 


bishly im- 


T 
| 


; Hie improvement of the navigation of the river Wabash. 


t| win, James R. Clewet, A. Perret, and Pierre, Benjamin, 


| and others, for pay {or property stolen from them by the 


| sell, of Philadélphia, praying for an increase of pension to 
| the late Mrs. Esther Russejl, widow of Dr. Philip M. Rus- 


| and appendages made and repaired thereat during 
| the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1851. 


| merce. 


‘On indtion by Mr. SWEETSER,, 
The House then adjourned. : | 


NOTICE OF A BILL. | ap 


, ‘Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, gave notice of his intention to 
introdiice a bill granting a quantity of the public lands for 


PETITIONS, &c. 
{The following petitions, memorials, Ke., were presentéd | 


under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : |; 


By Mr. SIBLEY : The memoria! of Bartholoinew Bald- 


and Julian Gervais, asking for compensation for injuries re- 
ceived by being diiven from the Military Reserve at Fort 
Snelling by the United States troops in the year 1840. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The memorial of M. M. Marmaduke 


Indians. 
_ Also, the petition of W. B. Edwards, praying for an 
invalid pension, heretofore presented. 


By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The memorial of D. wW. 


i h h . i 
Dinsmore and others, praying Congress to establish a whistle ij 


or fog bell at Petit Menan light-house, at the entrance of | 


Narraguagers.bay, on the coast of Maine. z 
Moses M. Rus- | 


~ By Mr. FLORENCE: The petition of 


sell, who served in the war of the Revolution. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: The petition of William Nelson, of 
Morgan county, Alabama, praying to be allowed to change 
an erroncous entry of public land as therein set forth. 

By Mr. JONES, of Tennessee: The petition of the heirs 
of Dr. Samuel Kennedy, praying compensation for services 
during the revolutionary war. 


IN SENATE. 
Monnar, January 19, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Moraan. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance. with acts ap- 
proved April 20, 1818, and August 26, 1842, and 


"a resolution. of the House of Representatives of}; 


13th January, 1846, a list of the clerks and other 
persons employed in that Department other than 
officers of the Army, during the year 1851. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That it lie on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before 
the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, in pursuance of an act approved April 2d, 
1794, containing a statement of the expenses of 
the national armories, and of the number of arms 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 
Ordered, That it lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a petition of citizens 
of Oregon Territory, praying the removal of the 
port of entry from Fort Nesqually to Sleetacoour 
City,.and the establishment of a mail route from. 
San Francisco to the head of Puget’s Sound; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


Algo, the petition of Elizabeth Parsons, widow 
of James Parsons, praying compensation for ex- 
tra services performed by her late husband while 
employed at the Penitentiary of the District of 
Columbia; which was. referred to the Committee 


of Claims. i 

Mr. WADE presented a petition of Warren 
Young, praying that the laws may be so amended 
that the executors and administrators of those | 
holding land warrants may locate those warrants; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 
` Mr. WALKER presented a petition of citizens 


of Dunlevy, Ohio, praying that the public lands |! 
i may be ceded to the States for the purposes of 


settlement: which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. ; 

Mr. FISH. I present the memorial of the New | 
York State Colonization Society, praying the es- 
tablishment of a line of mail steamers to the west- 
ern coast of Africa. 


The memorial states that a very large trade is | 


now being carried on by Great Britain with that 


| Claims. 


maintdins ort-that co [mové thi 
to the Committee on Naval Atai 
The motion was agreed ‘to. < 
_ Mr GEYER presented the petition 
i and legal representatives of Joseph ‘Tho 
deceased, praying the confirmation of théi 
a tract of land in ‘the State of. Missotiri; 
was referred to the Committee on ‘Private La 


Also, the memorial of the administrator. -of 
George G. Alford, praying the appointment of 
| atribunal-to review the decisions of de late Board, 
of Commissioners for settling claims of American’ 
citizens against Mexicoy which. was ‘referted: to’ 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, 9 
Also, the memorial of the City Council: of St. 
Louis, Missouri, praying the reimbursement of 
| money expended in prosgeuting work commenced 
by the United States for the improvement of the: 
river and harbor at that place; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. ; 
Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition of A, An-. 
derson and othérs, citizens. of the United States,’ 
raying the construction of a railroad from Lake 
ichigan to the Pacific, ander the direction. of the:. 
General Governnfent;..which was referred ‘to the. 
Committee on Public Lands. ore Ween ces 
Also, three petitions of citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing the right of way and a grant of public land for 


! the construction of a railroad from Shawneetown. 


to the Missouri river, opposite the city.of SÈ 
Louis; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. . RNA i 

Also, the mémorial of Henry H. Sibley, for 
and in behalf of the people of Minnesota Territory, 
praying a grant of land for the construction of a 

ailroad from the western extremity of said Terri- 
ory to the Mississippi river, with a branch to St. 
Paul in said Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. ` 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of inhab- 
itants of the Island of Martinicus, on the coast of 
Maine, praying the transfer of that Island from 
the Penobscot collection district to the district of. 
Waldeboro’, in the State of Maine; which was , 
referred to the Committee on Commerce... 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the petition of 
| ‘William W. Sale and others, praying an amend- 
ment of the patent laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, | 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of John M. 
Reynolds, praying to be indemnified, for losses 
sustained in consequence of a change in his con- 
tract for building a light-house on Beaver Island, 
in Lake Michigan; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying a modification of the late bounty land 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands... . me bp Pek 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition. of citizens..of 
Cambridge, Massachusetts, praying that, the bill 
giving further remedies to patentees -iay become 
a law. ; $ Eoy 
. Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. I present also the petition of 
| Robert M. Lee, and other citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia, in which they represent that the bounty land 
law makes an unequal provision for the benefit of 
certain soldiers. In other words, that the:seldiers 
of the war of 1812 are not placed on a footing of 
equality with the soldiers who served in the Mex- 
ican war. They ask. that that bounty land law . 
may be so modified as to place those soldiers ona 
| footing of equality with those who served in the 
| Mexican war by granting them a larger quantity 
| of land than they have received. Asa bill in re- 
lation-to the subject is already before the Senate, 
| I move that, without reading, the petition be laid 
upon the table. 
| The motion was agreed to. = 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented a petition 
| of citizens of Tennessee, praying that the ex-` 

enses incurred by American- contributors to the- * 
World's Fair at London, may be defrayed by 
Congress; which was referred to the Committee 
| on Manufactures. 


cdast, amounting to some.twenty-five millions of | 
dollars annually, and it is calculated that England ! 
has already received two hundred millions of dol- | 
lars of gold from that coast. They also urge that | 
the establishment of this line would tend greatl 

to. suppress thé slave trade, and render unheces- 
sary the present squadron which this Government 


i 
j 
i 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying a` ' 


|| modification of the late bounty land law. 


Ordered, That it lie on the table. ; 


Mr. FELCH presented a preamble and resolu- A 
tion passed by the Legislature of Michigan ini. re- 


j 
| 
| 


— = 


Jan. 19, 


lation tothe land claims of J oseph Sansfacon and 
others; which were‘refetred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to'be printed, 
Mr. STOCKTON Presented a memorial of in- 
ventors, praying that the Patent Office building 
niay be completed according tothe original design, 
and kept exclusively for the transaction of the 
business. of that office; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 
oe MEXICAN CLAIMS. 

Mr. STOCKTON: -I have a memorial in my 
hand which strikes me as.one of very great im- 
portance. It is from Jonas P. Levy. Ít seems 
front his memorial: that he was a merchant doing 
business in Mexico, on whose property spoliations 
were perpetrated. ` His case was presented to the 
Board of Commissioners appointed for the adju- 
dication of such claims. He complains that that 

- Board did,not‘do him justice; besides that, he says 
they have lost his papers, and he prays that Con- 
gress will. grant him relief.. The importance of 
this memorial would seem to justify a little more 
attention.than is generally paid to such things when 
they are referred to the ordinary committees of 
the Senate. I therefore move that a special com- 
mittee be appointed on this memérial, with power 
to send for persons and papers. ` 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe occasions are very 
rare when the Senate creates special committees. 
It seems to me that this petition ought to go prop- 
erly to the Committee on Foreign Relations; and 
I move that it be referred to that Committee, 

‘The PRESIDENT. That being a standing 
committee, the latter mation will be first put. 

Mr. DOWNS. Several memorials of the same 
kind have been presented by myself and others, 
which have been laid upon the table. I think this¢ 
isa very important matter. I would like some 
time to consider whether it is proper to refer these 
memorials to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The general impression has been that they ought 
to be referred to a select committee. These me- 
morials are very similar in some respects to those 
on the subject of French spoliations, which have 
been referred to a select committee. I have some, 
other memorials to present on this subject; I hope, 
therefore, that this memorial will be laid upon the 
table for the present until the others can be offered. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam willing to accommodate 
the Senator, 

» Mr, DOWNS. 
laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
in relation to the claim of the widow of Lieutenant-Colonel 
Alineas Mackay to a pension, be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. BORLAND, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Mark Bean and Richard 
H. Bean, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands. i 


On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 

Ordered, That the petitions of citizens of Michigan, on 
the files ofthe Senate, relating to the adjustment of private 
land claims in that State, be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 


On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claim of Ebenezer Dumont, be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Thomas H. McManus, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 


I move that the memorial be 


abeth Munroe, praying a À 
which was.read and passed to # second reading. ` 


pension, reported a, bills. 


He also presented a report on the above peti- 


‘tion; which was ordered to. be printed. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was r eferred the petitions of Sarah Bennett and of 
Thomas. Flannagan, praying to be allowed pen- 
sions, reported adversely thereon. í 

Mr. JONES, of Lowa, from the Committee. on 
Pensions, to whom was'referred the memorial of 
Mary W. Thompson, reported a bill for her re- 


| lief; which was read: and passed toia second 


reading. 
He also presented a report on the above me- 
morial; which was ordered to be printed. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. SHIELDS gave notice of his intention to || 


ask leave to introduce a bill to amend an act enti- 
tled “ An act to incorporate the Washington Gas- 
light Company,” approved July 8, 1848. i 

Mr. BRADBURY gave notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduce a bill to alter and amend 
the judicial system of the United States. 

Mr. GWIN gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to release the bonds given 
for duties on goods, wares and merchandise de- 
stroyed by fire in the city of San Francisco, in 
California, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BORLAND gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to amend the act ap- 


| proved April 20, 1818, entitled “An act in addition 


to the ‘Act for the punishment of certain crimes 
against the United States,’ and to repeal the acts 
therein mentioned: ” 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GWIN, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to refund to 
the State of California the expenses incurred in 
suppressing Indian aggressions in that State; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, STOCKTON, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
authorize the Postmaster General to contract for 


carrying the mails between Jersey City, State of || 


New Jersey, and port of New York, and Galway, 
in lreland; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WADE, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the 
due execution of the laws of the United States in 
the State of Ohio;’? which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHIELDS, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
authorize Jacob Banta to locate two revolutionary 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Samuel M. 
Boots, asking compensation for clerical services, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed, 
Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, to whom was referred a memorial of the |! 


- Legislature of the State of Alabama, reported a bill 
authorizing the sale of certain reserved lands in 
Alabama; which was read and passed to a second | 
reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill in relation to a certain lot of 
land in the town of Gnadenhutten, in the State of 
Ohio, reported the same without amendment. 

©- Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on 


Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Eliz- 


bounty Jand certificates; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


NON-INTERVENTION. 


Mr. CLARKE, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in joint resolu- 
tions reaffirming the doctrine of Non-intervention; 
which were read a first and second time by their 
tiles, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The resolutions are as follows: 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Amerie in Congress assembled, That 
Congress recognizes and reaffirms these truths, & That gov- 
é ernments are instituted among men to secure the inalien- 
‘able rights of. life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, 
‘deriving their just powers from the consent of the goy- 


į erncd: That whenever any form of government becomes 
; ‘ destructive of these ends, 


itis the right of the people to 
‘alter or to abolish it, and to institute a new government, 
‘laying its foundation upon such pri aciples and organizing 
‘its powers, in such form as to them shall seem most likely 
‘to efiect their safety and happiness.” 

Resolved, That while we claim for ourselves these com- 
prehensive rights of self-government, and also as a conse- 
quence of sovereignty, the right to be exempt from the co- 
ercion, control, or interference of others in the management 
of our internal affairs, we concede to others the same 
measure of right-~the same unqualified independence. 

Resolved, That it is upon the sacred principle of inde- 


pendent sovereignty that we recognize, ia our intercourse 
‘with other nations, governments de Jacto, without inquir- 


ing by what means they have been established, or in what 
manner they exercise their powers, 

Resolved, That this Government has solemnly adopted, 
and will perseveringiy adhere to, as a principle of interna- 
tional action, the advice given by Washington in his Fare- 


l 
i 


| 
| 


I 


: curred in consequence o 


; Measures a definitive settlemen 


“well Address: Observe good faith and justice towards all 


‘nations. “Cultivate peace and harmony withall.” “Give to 
‘mankind the magnanimous.and too novel an example ofa 
‘people. always guided by‘an exalted justice and benevo- 
‘lence, Sympathy for a favorite nation betrays itself into 
‘a participation inté the quarrels and wars of another, with- 
‘ out adequate juducement or justification’? 4< Against the 
€ insidious of foreigninfluence, the jealousy of a free 
£ people ought to be constantly awake, for foreign influence 
‘is the most baneful foe of republican governments.” “The 


į ‘ true rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations, is 


‘in extending our commercial relations, to have with them 
‘ as little political connection as possible.?? 6 Why quit our 
€ own to stand upon foreign ground ? Why, by interweav- 
‘ing-our destiny with that of any part of Europe, entangle 
‘our peace and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, 
‘rivalship, interest, humor, or caprice.” i 

Resolved; That while we cherish the liveliest sympathy 
towards all who strive for freedom of opinion and for free 
institutions, yet we recognize our true policy in the great 
fundamental principles given to us by Jefferson : * Equal 
‘and exact justice to all men, of whatever State or persua~ 
£ sion—religious or. political—peace, ecommerce, and honest 
‘frietidship with all nations, entangling alliances with 
€ none,” 

Resolved, That although we adhere to these essential 
principles of non-intervention as forming the true and jast- 
ing foundation of our prosperity and happiness, yet when- 
ever a prudent foresight shall warn us that our own liberties 


| and institutions are threatened, then a just regard to our own 
; Safety will require us to advance to the conflict rather than 


await the approach of the foes of constitutional freedom and 


of human liberty. 


On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was ~ 
Ordered, That they lie on the table.and be printed. 


SPIRIT RATION IN THE NAVY, 

Mr. SUMNER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of abolishing the 
spirit ration in the Navy of the United States, and at the 
same time of increasing the monthly pay of all the enlisted 
men in this service, R : 

ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN „Submitted the following res- , 
olution for consideration: ‘ 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be 
authorized to employ a clerk during the present session of 
Congress. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. Forney, their Clerk: 

Mr. Presipent: The House of Representatives have 
passed the following bills from the Senate: 

“ An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a register to the brig Ada; 

“ An actio provide a room for the Congressional Libra- 
ry.” à 

They concur in the amendments of 
biH to admit a certain vessel to registry. 

The President of the United States approved and signed, 
on the 13th instant, the following bill and joint resolution : 

“ An act making appropriations to meet the expenses in- 
the latè fire in the Capitol; 

“ Joint resolution to authorize the Postmaster General to 
legalize certain contracts for the transportation of the mail 


the Senate to the 


; in California and Oregon.” 


« 
BILLS FROM THE Hous# 

The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read a first and second time by 
their titles and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

An act authorizing the payment of interest to 
the State of New Hampshire, for advances made 
for the use and benefit of the United States in re- 
peling invasion and suppressing insurrection at 

ndian Stream, in the said State; S 

An act for the relief of the executors and heirs. 
of Thomas Fletcher, deceased; and 

An act for the relief of James Lewis. 

The following bills were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance: 3 

An act for the relief of James Ferguson, sur- 
viving partner of the firm of Ferguson & Mil- 
hado; and 

An act for 
Williams. _ . 

An act for the relief of Wiliam Greer was re- 


the relief of Williams, Staples & 


| ferred to the Committee of Claims. 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 

The PRESIDENT announced the arrival of the 
hour for the consideration of the special order, viz: 
the resolution some time since submitted by Mr. 
Foors, of Mississippi, declaring the compromise 

t i t of all questions 
growing out of the subject of slavery. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope that resolution 
will be laid upon the table or passed over infor- 
mally, that the Senate may proceed to the eon- 
sideration of the bounty land bill, I move that its 


-consideration be postponed until to-morrow. 


The PRESIDENT. By unanim 


ous consent it 
may be passed over. 


1852... 


+ GLOBE. 


Mr. HUNTER. L[liope it will be passed over, 
for the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. McRax,] 
who is desirous to follow the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. Davis] on that subject, is. pre- 
vented by sickness from being in his seat to-day. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave no gbjection to its being } 
passed over. met : eee 

The resolution was accordingly passed over,’ / 

ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS 


The Senate proceeded to ‘consider, a8 in. Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of 
Representatives explanatory: of the act passed j 
September 28, 1850, entitled “An act granting 
bounty lands to certain officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the- 
United States.” 

The PRESIDENT. An amendment has been 
reported to that bill by the Committee on Public 
Lands, which will be read. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That all warrants for military bounty lands which have 
beenor may hereafter be issued under any law of the United 
States, and all valid locations of the same which have been 
or may hereafter be made, are hereby declared to be assign- 
able, according to such form, and pursuant to such regu- 
lalions as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, so as to vest the assignee with all the 
rights of the original owner of the warrant or location. H 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That the registers and i! 
receivers of the Jand offices shall hereafter be severally au- į 
thorized to charge and receive for their services in locating | 
all military bounty land warrants issued since the 11th day of j; 
February, 1847, the same compensation or pereentage to |! 


which they are entitled by law for sales of the public lands for ṣi 
cash, atthe rate of $1 25 per acre, the said compensation to 
be hereafter paid by the assignees or holders of such warrants 
where they have been transferred under the provisions of 
any act of Congress and the regulations of the General Land 
Office: and to be paid out of the Treasury of the United 
States upon the adjustment of the accounts of such officers, 
where‘it shall be shown to the satisfaction of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office that the warrant was Jo- 
cated by the soldier or warrantee, or his next of: kin, as 
provided for by Jaw. 

Sec. 3. Be it further enacted, That registers and re- |: 
ecivers, whether in or out of office at the passage of this act, 
or their legai representatives in case of death, shall be en- 
titled to receive from the Treasury of the United States, for 
services. heretofore performed in locating military bounty 
land warrants, the same rate of compensation provided in 
the preceding section for services hereafter to be performed, 
after deducting the amount already received by such officers 
under the act entitled “ An act to require the holders of 
military land warrants to compensate the land officers of the 
United States for services in relation to the location of those 
warrants,” approved May 17th, 1848: Provided, That no 
register or receiver shall receive any compensation out of 
the Treasury for past services, who has charged and re- 
ceived illegal fees for the location of such warrants: And 
provided further, That no register or receiver shall receive 
for his services during any year a greater compensation 
than the maximum now allowed by law. 

Src. 4. Beit further enacted, Thatin all cases where 
the militia or volunteers or State troops of any State 
were called into the service of the United States, and 
whose servic have been accepted and paid by the United 
States subsequent the 18th June, 1812, the officers and sol- 
diers of such militia, volunteers or troops shali be entitled 
to all the benefits of the act entitled “ An act granting 
bounty land to certain officers and soldiers ‘who have been 
engaged in the military service of the United States,” ap- 
proved September 28th, 1850, and shall receive lands for 
their services according to the provisions of said act, upon 
proof of length of service as therein required. 

Sec. 5. Be it further enccted, That where any com- 
pany, batt.Jion or regiment, in au organized form, marched 
more than twenty miles to the place where they were mus- | 
tered into the service of the United States, or were dis- 
charged morethan tweuty miles from the place where such 
eornpany, battalion, or regiment was organized; inal such 
eases, in computing the length of service of the officers 
and soldiers of any such company, battalion, or regiment, 
with a view to determine the quantity of jand any officer 
or soldier is entitled to under said act, approved 28th Sep- 
tember, 1850, there shall be allowed one day for every 
twenty miles irom the place where the company, battalion, 
or regiment was organized, to the place where the same 
was mustered into the service of the United States; and 
also one day for every twenty miles from the place where 
such company, battalion, or regiment was discharged, to the 
place where it was organized, and from whence it marched 
to enter service. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, donot 
propose to make any remarks, by way ofa speech, 
on the subject of the provisions of this bill, unless 
it shall be assailed by some other Senator, and 
then I shall reply to any suggestions which may 
be made against it. I rise now to offer a slight 
amendment to the amendment which has been 
sanctioned by the Committee on Public Lands. 
The original amendment which the committee 
have offered was introduced by the honorable Sen- | 
ator from Maine, [Mr. Hamiy,] and was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands with the bill. 
The committee modified the amendment to some | 
extent, but in that modification, upon consulta- 


tion with the gentleman from Maine, and likewise 


l 
i 
i 
i 
{ 


| the amendment prevails, the question wi 
l; regard to any troops, Did they render military ser- 


on consiRation.with members. of the committee, 
it has been thoughtthat the language retained in 
the ameidment which has just been read does not 
express with sufficient clearness the idea which 
was intended to be conveyed by the amendment. 
That part-of the fourth section which I propose to 
amend reads as follows: 


“©That in all cases where the militia, or volunteers, or į 


State troops of any State were called into the service of 


the United States, and whose services have been accepted. |} 
and paid by the United States.” i 


The change which I wish to be made is, to 


strike out the word * the,” before the word “‘ser- 
vice,” and insert in its place the word “military,” 
l and to strike out the words 
States;”’ also to strike out the words ‘accepted 
and.” If the amendment shall prevail, then the 
| language will be: 


‘of the United 


“That in all eases where the militia or volunteers or 
State troops of any, State were called into military service, 
and whose services have been paid for by the United 
States,” then they shall have the benefit of this act. 


` If this amendment shall be adopted, it will make || 


the language very explicit, and show the intention 
of Congress to grant bounty lands ‘to those troops 
who were called into service for military purposes 
by a State, or by an officer of the United States, 


and whose services were paid for by the United 
States, thereby showing an acceptance on the part 
of the Government of the services thus rendered. 


It will not confine the operations of the act to 
those troops which were mustered into service ac- 


‘ cording to the provisions of the previous acts. It 


will, perhaps, enlarge somewhat the bounty of 
Congress towards those who rendered meritorious 
services, and it will not require the same particu- 
larity to be observed which was required to be 
observed by former acts, in regard to the manner 
in which the troops were called into service. If 
be, in 


vice? and was that service so far sanctioned by 
the Government as to be paid for by it? If they 
rendered service, and were paid, it is the object of 
the Committee on Public Lands to give them the 
benefit of the bounty of Congress. I hope that 
the amendment of the committee will be amended 
in the manner I have proposed, as it is more 
verbal than anything else, and I hope that this 
amendment may be agreed to, and the bill passed. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I move to amend the 
amendment, as it has been modified by the motion 
of the honorable Senator from Kentucky, by in- 
serting after the word “ service” the words ‘in 
‘any of the wars mentioned in the act of 28th 


‘September, 18590, entitled ‘An act granting boun- į 


‘ty lands to certain officers and soldiers who have 
“been engaged in the military service of the Uni- 
‘ted States.’ ”? 

If that amendment shall be adopted, it will 
make necessary the adoption of another amend- 
ment, which I now offer: 

“That the last proviso of the 9th section of the act of the 
Ith of February, 1847, be aud the same is hereby repealed: 


Provided, Vhat nothing herein contained shall. authorize 
bounty Jands to those who have heretofore received or 


! become entitled to the saine.?? 


The PRESIDENT. The question will first be 
taken on the first amendment. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will offer a few words 


in explanation of the effect intended to follow the 


adoption of these amendments.. By the original 
act of 1847, which granted bounty lands to sol- 
diers engaged in the Mexican war, and by the 


| subsequent act of the 28th of September, 1850, 


proposed to be explained by this act, there were 
two or three classes of persons omitted from the 
benefit of those acts. {In consequence of a pro- 
viso to the ninth section of the act of 1847, all 
persons engaged in the war with Mexico were ex- 
cluded from the provisions of that act, who were 
not actually marched to the seat of war. The act 
of the 28th of September, 1850, rather improved 
upon that. It required that all persons who. were 


; to receive the bounties of the act, should have been 
: mustered into the service of the United States and 
| performed actual service. The effect of this pro- 


vision was to exclude the same classes of persons 


‘i that were excluded by the last proviso of the act 


of 1847. The Committee on Public Lands, who 


| have had this subject under consideration, have 


now obviated the requirements of the act of 1850 
so far as to embrace ‘the entire class of persons 


enumerated, in'the amendment offered. bythe hon 
orable Senatorfrom Kentuckys- Itdispenses with, - 
actual service. ` It dispenses with the requirement. 
| that the person should ‘lave been: mustered into. 
| the services of the United States. The resul ; 
that the amendment offered by the Senator. fr 
Kentucky embraces -every person engaged in the: 
different wars mentioned in the act of-1850, whose 
| services inured to the benefit of the. United Siates; 
without regard to the fact whether they were en- > 
gaged in the actual conflict of arms, or were mus- `. 
tered into the services of the United States, or ~ 
were marched to the seat of war. i 
So far as any policy is indicated in that ame 
| ment, I go further. The amendment of the hon- 
i} orable Senator from Kentucky contains nothing 
i more than what is an equitable adjustment of the 
f rights and claims of every person engaged in the 
military service of the United States to the bounty 
of the Government, But there was a class of -sol- 
| diers who served in the Mexican war who. come. 
: within the description of the amendment of the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, but who have’ 
been excluded by a technical construction which 
Was, as it was thought, benevolently placed/upon. 
the act of 1847. I mean that. class of men—and. 
there are many of them—who, though enlisted for 
the service-—aithough they underwent privations, 
| which in other cases have entitled. men to the- 
gratitude and bounty of the Government, yet who 
were excluded by the operation of the proviso of 
the ninth section of the act of 1847, from the” 
simple fact that they were not marched to the seat’ 
j of war. It so happens that one half of one of the 
regiments of Missouri volunteers, who come with- 
in the description of the proviso of the act of 1847, 
| have received their bounty. It was, to be sure, 
i by a mistaken view of the operation of the act; 
| but the error was not corrected until one half of 
| the regiment had received their bounty. The op- 
| 
i 


j 


| 


j 


H 
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I 
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eration of the amendments which I have had: the 
honor to offer, will be nothing more than to extend: 
the same measure of justice to the remainder. of 
that regiment which has already been accorded’ 
| to one half of it by the action of the executive: 
department. P ES cate 
There is another reason why theseamendments 
of mine should be adopted.. The act of. 1847, in. 
the proviso to which I have just alluded, had a. 
retrospective as well as a. prospective operation. 
It is no doubt in the recollection of all that at that 
| time, during the prosecution of the war with Mex- 
| ico, the policy of the Government had been sud- 
denly changed. The tactics of the war had been 
| revolutionized, and there had been adopted a more 
i vigorous system for the prosecution of the war. 
The consequence was that the Government ex- 
erted all its energies for the purpose of calling 
out a sufficient force to conquer peace, in the lans 
guage of that day. It was thought necessary for 
that purpose to hold out, temptations and ‘induce-. 
ments—a kind of premium, to: men to “enlist” iy 
i| the service of the United States.” “The: conse-. 
quence of this has been that those who enlisted > 
| after the passage of the act of 1847, notwithstand~ 
| ing many of them were not marched to the seat 
f 
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1 
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of war, have received the bounty of Government, | 
: whilst those who performed precisely the same 
character of services, and underwen¢ the same pri- 
vations, but whose patriotism had induced them 
to offer their services at an early period of the War, 
when the Government was not offering bounties, 
have been excluded from the benefit of the provis- 
ions of that act. ` 

If this were now an original question, it might 
become necessary to resort to avery different kind 
of argument. H might be necessary to show the 
policy and justice of this law. But wé are no 
longer holding forth temptations to men to enlist 
i in our service. We are ng more fulfilling faith 
| pledged in the contracts of the Government.” But 
| we are remunerating the services of soldiers en- 
gaged in ourlate wars. This is nothing butan act 
of gratuity—a mere bestowal of the bounty of the 
Government upon those who have earned its grat- 
itude. Whatever may have been the original pol- 
‘icy of these acts, the policy of the Government. 
has now been changed. We are now proposing: 
to extend bounties to men, and we are adjusting a 
sliding scale by which to measure the gratitude of - 
the Government, I have shown that wehave'not 
yet accorded justice accowjing to the equity of the - 
|; case. reas 

The principle which I now ask to be sanctioned 
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by the adoption’ of iy amendments in reference to 
* the soldiers of the Mexican war, is the introduc- 
tion of ne new principle. It lias dlready -been 
recognized in the améndment which the Sénator 
from Kentucky bas offered and whicly has been 
adopted.: One-half ðf one of the Missouri regi- 
ments have already obtained the very -bounties | 
which itis wow proposed to-extend to the other 
half. All: those soldiers who enlisted after the | 
passage’ of the act of 1847, have, for the same 
class of services, réeveived the bounty. of the Gov- 
eroment, whilst those who eiilisted previously have 
been‘unprovided for: It is“necessary,; therefore, 
to equalize and make üniform the bounty of the 
Government. - For that purpose I have offered 
these amendments: ` ae ae 

Mr. BRADBURY. The language eniployed 
by the honorable Senator from Arkansas is ex- 

veedingly indefinite. If the object of that amend- 
ment be to secure bounty land to a certain regi- 
ment of troops, or to a portion of a regiment, the 
other Portion having already received the benefits | 
of a former act, it will be very easy to specify in 
distinct terms the extent to which the Senator de- 
sires that the amendment may reach. In other 
words, we can hardly understand the extent to 
which it may be construed to reach. It looks so- 

‘indefinite that it may go much beyond the scope | 
designed by the honorable Senator. If his object | 
is to reach any particular regiment or class of men, | 
he can say so in the amendment. I hope that af- 
ter the committee have matured the bill, and given į 
attention to the language employed, we shall not 
hastily adopt an amendment of a character so ex- 
céedingly general and indefinite. | 

Mr. HAMLIN The original section, as was’ 
stated by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Un- 
BERWOOD,] was drawn up by mysélf, and it was | 
drawn after a Consultation with ‘the Pension Bu- 
rean. I believe the section was drawn up by my- 
self in that office; and it was to obviate recisely 
the objection to which the Senator from Arkansas 
has alloted: If he will look at the section as the 
committee have reported it, or amended it subse- 

uently, he will find that it will meet precisely the 
class of cases which he designs to meet, while the 
amendment which he desires to adopt will leave it 
somewhat ambiguous; for in all cases where the 
Government has received and paid for services, 
the right to the warrant is recognized by the bill | 
as reported, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would remark to m 
friend from Aikansas that there is in the fourth 
section an expression to which I will call his at- 
tention. It ig this: 

“Thatin all cases where the militia or volunteers or 
State troops of any State were called into the service of the | 
United States, and whose services have been accepted and 
paid by the United States subsequent to the 18th of June, 
1812,” &e, { 

Now, if the Senator from Arkansas will lay | 
a stress upon the expression ‘subsequent to the i 
18th of June, 1812,” he will find that the section | 
does embrace all that his amendment calls for. I | 

si 
l 


| 
i 
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trust, therefore, that he will not insist upon hi 
amendment. i 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. As my amendment seems i 
to alarm the Senator from Maine, and as he sup- ! 
poses that that amendment embraces a large and | 
undefined additional class of persons, I will with- | 
draw my first amendment and content myself ! 
with the repeal of the provision of the act of 1847, 
The effect of that will be precisely to carry out | 
what the Senator from Maine considers as the | 
effect of this amendment. Hi 
The Senator from Kentucky will allow me to 


-authorize bo 


{-Ebat the last proviso of- the ninth section: of the act-of 
the Lith of: February; 1847; be, and. the sameis hereby,-re- 
peated: Provided, That- nothing herein 'eomntaineg ‘shall 
nity läńds: to those Who Rave heretofore re- 
ceived or becoiie entitled tothe same?” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. “I risë for the purpose 
of stating to the Senate, that the efféct of that pro- 
viso in the bill of 1847 was not considered in the 
cominittée at all. I have'read -the proviso at the 
desk of my friend over the way, and that proviso 


refuses to give bounty. land. to those soldiers who | 


enlisted in the Mexican war or who were called to 


|| fightin the Mexican war, unless they were marched 
to the ‘scene of battle, ° Now, that was Rot. Cons ; 
sidered in committee; and the only objection. to | 
the répeal of that proviso is, that we may be doing ! 
something; the effect of which we do not exactly + 
foresee. It would seem equitable that those men | 
should be paid who enlisted, and who remaired at `! 
| home performing Military service or in the garri- 

son, and did notgo tothefrontier. Theonly objec- | 
tion I have, then, to the amendment is, that it was ` 


not considered in committee, and we do not see 


precisely how far it may go, or why it was that |! 


this proviso was originally inserted in the bill, that 


bounty lands should not be granted unless the i 


soldiers actually marched to the frontier. I do 
not know the reasons which influenced Congress 
on that point. If these soldiers were otherwise 


entitled to bounty lands, I do not see why they | 


should be prohibited from receiving them because 


they remained at home or in the garrison. f j 
would be willing to vote for the amendment unless | 


it should be thought that it would embarrass the 
bill. : i 

Mr. HAMLIN. Itseems to me thatthe amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas should be 
adopted., The bill or amendment reported by the 
Senator from Kentucky, embraces precisely the 
spirit of the amendment offered by the Senator 


from Arkansas. By a technical construction of i 


the law, the Department did not allow bounty 


lands to that class of men who were not mustered | 


into service under United States officers, and they 
were excluded under that construction, The ori- 
ginal law provided that they must be in the service 


of the United States, and the Department deter- ` 


mined that, to come within the provision of that 


law, they must have been technically mustered ` 
into service. Now, wehave reported a bill which | 
goes upon one principle, and draws the distinction | 
in another place, to wit: That where the soldiers | 
have been paid by the Government, it should be | 


assumed that they have been in the service of the 
Government; and thatis the equitable place where 


the bill-draws the line, and where, in my humble | 


judgment, ‘the distinction should be drawn; and 
if this amendment of the Senator from Arkansas 
ig adopted, it will only be carrying out in words, 
what this bill carries out in spirit. I shall vote for 
the amendment. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I should like to hear the 
proviso, which the Senator from Arkansas pro- 
poses to repeal, read. 

The proviso was accordingly read, as follows: 

“ Provided, That nothing contained in this section shall 


be so construed as to give bounty lands to such volunteers | 


as were accepted into service and 
ing marched to the seat of war.” 
The question was then taken on theamendment, 
and it was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
adoption of the amendment as reported by. the 
committee. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


discharged, without be- 


Trise to suggest to the Sen- 


H ator from Kentucky, whether this compensation is 4 


remind him that while the provision of the act of 
1847 is in force, it excludes, as a class, all persons 
engaged in that war, and that the most proper 
way to do would be to construe these acts together. 
Now, by simply repedling the proviso of the act į 
of 1847, and withdrawing the amendment,*which || 
seems to meet with some dissatisfaction on my | 
right, the object we are aiming at will be attained, |! 
which is not to disturb the description of the wars | 
in which these soldiers. were engaged, but to re- jj 
move an impediment which has hitherto existed in t 
the way of carrying out what is supposed to be || 
the spirit of the law, and to place a very limited į 
elass of persons who were engaged in the Mexi- |: 
can war upon the same footing as those embraced | 
in the amendment suggested by the Committee on | 
Public Lands. I theréfore withdraw the first ;! 
amendment, and submit to the Senate the latter | 
one, which is— 


not higher than it need be. 
statute-book in relation to this subject, in which 
the measure of compensation is established for those 
who enter the warrants given for bounty lands dur- 
ing the Mexican war. It seems to me probable that 


that would be the best measure, and that it would | 
be better to substitute that rule for the one proposed | 


here. I throw the suggestion out for the consid- 


eration of the Senator from Kentucky. Here is |; 
a measure already established, providing the price :: 


to be paid for registering those land warrants: 


“ Be it enacted, §c., That for the services which may be i i 
rendered after the passage of this act by the resisters and | 
receivers of the several land offices of the United States, | 


in carrying out the provisions of the ninth section of the 


| actof the I1th of February, 1847, entitled ‘An act to raise 


for a limited time an additional military force, and for other 
purposes,’ they shall each be entitled vo require from the 
holders of warrants issued under that act for one hundred 
and sixty acres, the sum of filty scents for each, and from 
the holders of warrants issued under the same law for forty 


I find a law on the. 


|. acres, the sui of twehty-five cents for each y 48 fall com- 
i] pengation. for.their services: Provided, That in all cases 
; Where a warrant is-located by and for the use of the voln- 
teer or soldier to. Whom such. warrant may have issued for 
| services under the act aforesaid, no compensation shall ‘be 
i charged cither by the fegister or receiver for making such 
|. location”? 


_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. . 1 -will state to my friend 
from Virginia, that the committee very thoroughly 

cgidered the subject, and came to the conclusion 
i] that ifty cents Was not an adequate conipensation; 
they therefore énlarged the compensation, and at 
the same time put in a limit, as you will perceive 
that the compensation is not to exceed the mak» 
imum allowed by law. It may not come'up to 
if that. j ; 

Mr, HUNTER. What is that maximum? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is three thousand 
dollars; The statements that came: before the ` 
committée in our deliberations were, that it gave 
; more trouble to make these entries, and locate 
these military bounty lands, than to grant a cer» 

. tificate upon cash payments. lt was stated that 
the labor was greatly enhanced, and that fifty 
; cents was not a sufficient compensation. _There- 
fore we gave the compensation which is here 
stated, and put a limit to it, The committee 
‘thought that a sufficient guard to secure the inter- 
est of the Government, at the same time that it 
| would allow. these officers a sufficient compen- 
; sation. It was all thoroughly considered in the 
i committee, and I hope it will be allowed to stand 


į as the committee have arranged it. . 
| Mr. WALKER. Ifthe amendment be adopted, 
| will it be in order to move to amend it? 

The PRESIDENT. It will not be in order to 
move to amend it until itis reported to the Senate. 

Mr. DOWNS. Ihave an amendment to offer 
to meet certain cases, for which I see the bill does’ 
not provide. At the last session of Congress there 
was a clause inserted in the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, which { certainly did not notice 
at the time, and which, perhaps, no member of 
the Senate noticed, which operates very inju- 
i riously upon a certain class of holders of bounty 
| land warrants. The effect of itis to exclude them 
from the application of such warrants in payment 
of their preémption, even where they are the 
original holdérs of the warrants. It is operating 
with very great injustice, as I know. I have 
|| known cases where the original holders could not 
i} enter upon land on which they resided, in conse- 
|| quence of this proviso, I wish therefore to offer 
| {an amendment, which is, merely to repeal this 
Hi 

l 


i restriction, so as to leave the law as it was before 
| the adoption of this proviso, and allow them to 
| locate on lands which they have settled upon, on 
| Payment of their preémption. It certainly is an 
ij act of great injustice, to say that thg: homestead 
on which they have made many improvements 
may be taken from them, with the bounty land 
li warrant in their hands, and that they cannot 
|| locate upon their own homestead.- The proviso 
i which I desire to have repealed is as follows: 


| “ Provided, That no land bounty for military service 
ji granted by the act of twenty-eighth September, one thousand 
į eight hundred and fifty, entitled ‘An act granting bounty 
| land to.certain officers and soldiers who have been. engaged 
jin the military service of the Unitéd States, or by virtue of 
any other act of Congress heretofore passed, granting land 
Í 
i 
t 
t 


i 


| bounties for military services shall be satisfied out of any 
| public land not heretofore brought into market, and now 
; Subject to entry at private sale under existing laws.’ » 
Now the only object of that proviso is, not to 
allow the old soldiers, who hold these bounty land 
| Warrants, to enter this preémption before the land 
; is subject to public sale; to let it stand and come 
i| Into competition with other lands. I hope it will 
| berepealed, and for that purpose I offer the follow- 
ng amendment: 
| Provided, That the 
| appropriation bi 
| cation of bounty land warrants not heretofore brought into 


i market, and now subject to entry at private sale under ex- 
| isting laws, 


payment 
the original 
c hat was the 
law before this amendment was made. If gentle- 
j i ity I am willi 

| that it. should be limited to the holders or their 
| heirs; but I wish that the holders themselves ma 

| have the right to enter their preémption with these 


4 
i 


©“ Mr. WALKER, I would not have the least 


1852. 


objection to. the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Louisiana, if it were to have only such an 
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phisticated innocence if he supposes it would have’ 
any other effect. The whole object of the bounty 
land system is the-very contrary of what the Sen- 
ator would seem to suppose it. It is not to give || 
., the land to the settler, but to the speculator. If 

the Senator from Louisiana saw this matter in its |! 
proper light, he would see that the provision of |! 
the bill to which he has referred is perfectly con- 
sistent with the whole system, and that Senators 
would be, acting very inconsistly if they sought 
for its repeal. f 

Mr. DOWNS. The Senator from Wisconsin 
has attributed to me a good deal of ‘unsophisti- 
cated innocence,” [laughter.} There is very little 
doubt that I am not more innocently unsophisti- 
cated than himself. There might, indeed, have 
been some doubt on that point until the gentleman 
replied to the proposition. which | made, and that 
was that the practice of the land office before this 
provision was passed was to prevent all the evil 
which the gentleman preaches so strongly against, 
because, as I stated before, they did not allow the 
assigned warrants to be located in payment of prè- |i 
emption except in the hands of the original owners. |} 
It is not because I wished to make any change in 
the law as @ formerly existed that I have intro- || 
duced this amendment. I am not aware of any 
complaint of the practice under that law, but it is 
because I have found in my communication with 
my constituents the actual holder of these bounty 
lands in danger of having his preémption taken 
from him unless he could prove it up before public 
sale. I repeat again, that my only object is to 
restore the law as it was before, and I do not care 
whether these transferred warrants can be located | 
on preémptions or not. No, Mr. President, if I ij 
was not so “unsophisticated ” as the gentléman į 
from Wisconsin seems to suppose, I could readily 
show how the assignment of land warrants could 
benefit other men as well as speculators. I un- 
derstand that the gentleman is a great advocate 
for homesteads and homestead exemptions, and 
for giving the public Jands to actual settlers. Now 


j and not upon the Senator from Louisiana, 
| state again that my reason for favoring his amend- 


it may appear to him very ‘*unsophisticated,”? |} 
but it does not to me, that if you fix the law so 
that a settler can get land at a little Jess than the |i 
Government price and secure his settlement upon |, 
it, it might, peradventure, operate not altogether in | 
favor of the speculator alone, but in favor of those ; 
very settlers whom the gentleman has made such 
a noise about. You wish to give the settlers their |! 
rights; and when we wish to make these warrants || 
assignable when we know they will be sold under | 
par, the cry is raised that they are to go into the | 
hands of the speculators. ‘*Oh, no,” the gentle- į 
man replies, “that is not my thunder; that is not | 
my scheme; and therefore it is very unsophisti- į 
cated to suppose it.” ‘ 

I go for facilitating, in every possible and legal | 
manner, the entry of their preémption rights by 
the settlers; and when I see that these warrants || 
may be sold under par, and thal the setsler may J 


be enabled to get his.one hundred and sixty acres 
of land for less thin he would by the payment of 
cash—and_ I know that the original holders of the 
warrants. can do it—I-am in favor, and if I had 
the office of an agent myself, I would be in favor 
ofthe free:payment of these warrants. But does 


the gentleman. oppose the assignability? Does not” 


the original law say that they may be assigned ? 
But the question of their assignability. is not now 
before us. I am not. particular about the form, 
but as that provision did the evil, I thought the 
most effectual way was to eradicate it; and I think 


o yet, 
Mr. WALKER. Iam really very sorry that 


| my-manner should have led the honorable Senator 
| from Louisiana to suppose that I meant to speak 
| disrespectfully of him in the least; nor do I know 


by his words that he deems me as speaking dis- 


| respectfully, but I judge so from his manner only. 


Now, I said to him and to the Senate, that I was 
with him in his: amendment, provided that this 


| bill making land warrants assignable was to pass. 
| And while I am with him in that amendment if 
i the bill is to pass, I want the preémptor to be on 


an equal footing with the speculator. Hence I 
am with him; and what I meant, in speaking of 
his innocence in regard to this whole system, was 
intended as a compliment; for I intended to excuse 
him, as one of those who were not guilty of the 
scheme which thus favors the speculators. 

Mr. DOWNS. I did not so understand the 
Senator. 

Mr. WALKER. Itis what! really meant, and 
I do believe that if there bea man who is really 
innocent of any design to aid the speculators, the 


| honorable Senator from Louisiana is the one, for 


I have never seen him operating in any way to 
favor them. I meant what I said asa sort of satire 
upon the system of issuing land warrants at all, 
I will 


ment is, that the preémptor may be on an equal 
footing with the speculator if this bill shall pass. 
The Senator is right. ‘The bill in its present form 
will cut out the preémptor, and will not allow 
him to get Jands for $1 25 per acre; while the 
speculators will get them under this depreciating 
system for less than halfthat sum. I will suggest 
to the Senator, that he should offer an amendment 
roviding that this provision of the appropriation 
pin of the last Congress shall not extend to persons 
who desire to have secure titles to land on pre- 
emption. Ithink the Senator may thus accomplish 
his object, and secure an end which is desirable. 

Mr. GWIN. Although the amendment of the 
Senator from Louisiana may not be exactly in 
form, certainly the principle contained in it ought 
to be adopted. If that provision in the civil and 
diplomatic bill be not repealed, there is nota single 
citizen of California who can get any bounty land, 
because there is not a foot of land surveyed there 
upon which a location could be made. | presume 
there is not a State in the Union in which there 
are more persons entitled to land warrants than in 
California. . Citizens who were in the last war, are 
living there. They cannot get any land there 
unless the provision of the civil and diplomatic bill 
be repealed. { hope it will be repealed. 

Mr. ATCHISON., I will make a suggestion 
which I think will meet the object of the Senator 
from Louisiana. If I understand the Senator, his 
object is this: That a person entitled to a pre- 
emption right, shall have the privilege of paying 
for the preémption right to one hundred and sixty 
acres or eighty acres, as the case may be, with a 
land warrant. Why not say so at once in direct 


| terms? Why not say that these land warrants 


shall be receivable at the different land offices in 
the United States, in payment for preémption 
rights? By doing that you will get through the 
difficulties suggested by the Senators from Wis- 
consin and California, for most assuredly the ef- 
fect would be to allow the location of land war- 
rants. If thisamendment be adopted in its present 
terms, it will open all the public lands to these 
land warrants, whether they have or have not 
been offered heretofore by the Government for 
sale. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will read an amend- 
ment which I have prepared in consequence of the 
suggestion of the Senator from Louisiana, to see 
whether it will not reconcile all the difficulties. I 
concur. with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Arcuison,] that it would not do to open the whole 


l -of the public lands. to thesi 


the country in-every. di i 
asked. Because, if specu] tbee n, 
as has been maintained by the Senator trom Wis- 
consin, [Mr. Wareer,] it would give spect s 
an opportumty of withholding the location: o. 
warrants with the view of entering. not ôni 
lands. which are. now. open but which’ maj 


lation will) 


Mr. DOWNS... That would meet the object, 
with the exception that there is an omission in it. 
It gives the assignee power'to pay with the war- 
rant, but does not give the original holder. that 
power. : By inserting the words:*“hølder or’? be- 
fore assignee, it would meet the purpose, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD: Make it “*warrantee 
assignee,” then. ; Co, Rr 
Mr. DOWNS. ButI havedrawn up an amend- ` - 
ment, in accordance with the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri, which I think covers the ~ 
whole point. It may come inasa proviso to the 
first section: ; pat tye 

Provided, That any actual settler entitled to preémption 
may enter his preémption or any part thereof with said land 
warrants, x 

That confines it either to the original holder or 
assignee. I therefore withdraw my other amend- 
ment and offer this. . 

Mr. FELCH. It seems tome that it would be 
better, in curying out the object the Senator has 
in view, to provide that any land warrant might 
be used in paying for any land subject to preémp- 
tion, at the rate of $1 25 per acre, for the preémp- 
tion right may attach itself to different sub-divis- 
ions, and then there will manifestly be a difficulty. 
Tf it is less, the balance of the warrant cannot, 
under the present law, be located elsewhere. I 
would suggest to the. Senator from Lousiana to 
put his amendment in that shape, that in paying 
for any land to which a person has a preémption 
right, he shail be at liberty to use any warrant he 
may have, at the rate of $1-25 per acre. : 

Twill say one word in reference to the other 
provision referred to. The difficulty which the 
Senator from Louisiana wishes to obviate, does 
notarise from the provision which it was proposed 
by his first amendment to repeal. It arises from 
other laws altogether. In the first place, it arises 
from the law giving preémption right, which«re- 
quires a person having sucha right’ to. payin 
money for his. land: inw specific time; and. then 
from the bounty land Jaw; which specifies the land 
upon which. the location shall be made;' so that 
the repeal of the provision referred to would not 
effect his object. If the amendment were adopted, 
it would leave the proviso, which it is proposed to 
repeal, standing as it does now. I would suggest .. 
to the Senator to adopt the following, in place of 
his amengment: : ; 


Provided, That any person entitled to'pregmption right, 
to any tand, shall be entitled to use any such land warrant 
in payment for the same, at the rate of $1.25 per acre for the 
quantity of Jand therein specified. 


Mr. DOWNS, | I will accept that. 
Mr. GWIN. Suppose one of the holders of 
these warrants is not entitled to preémption, can 


he locate his land under that proviso? 


or 


The PRESIDENT. Upon any land subject to 
private entry. : 
Mr. GWIN. Is that all? That cuis off a very 


large class of persons who are entitled to their 
warrants, but are in sections of country where 
there are no lands subject to private entry. There 
is not an acre on the Pacific coast subject to- pri- ` 
vate entry, and will not be for years. : 

The amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I offer an amendment, 
to come in at the latter part of the bill: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That if any officer a 


or soldier, entitied under the act of September 28, 1850, 
shall have died since the passage of said act, the right àc- 
cruing under said acts to said officer or soldier shallisur- 
vive to bis heir or heirs at law, anything in-said act-to the 
contrary notwithstanding, ae pper 


E 


` pasë that is intended to meet? What effect, in i 


. This amendment proposes-to alter the principleof | 


.. applied, as the surviving sisters of this man, fora ! 


. this: two persons claim to be the real assignees of | 


~ Jan: 19, 


Mr. FELCH. Iowoild inquire what particolar | 
that regard, the laws now existing have? | 

Mr. DODGE. I will insert in the amendment | 
safter tt September 28, 1850,” the, words ‘or of 
this aet:?? : 

“Mx HUNTER. A 1 
‘not pass. I fear that we are oVerloading'the ori- 
ginal. bill with amendments, and aré exposing. it | 
ito hazard’ in sending it back to the other House. ~ 


‘the originá] bill—— 


Mr. DODGE.” 1 will relieve my friend by || 


withdrawing the amendment. Itis one in which 
F have not much interest. : ` 
amendment to this joint resolution; but I suggest | 
to.the friënds óf this measure—and. I profess to | 
be one—an amendment which I think is neces- 
sary forthe protection of the Government. Under | 
the law granting bounty Jands to soldiers who | 
served in the Mexican war, the power of transfer | 
was given. It has often been the case that fraud- 
ulent applications have been made to the Pension 
Office, and evidence so strong been produced that 
warrants have been issued to the persons present- 
ing them. I have understood that im one case, 
five different warrants have been issued for one | 
sérvice. ‘These warrants have all gone into the 
hands of innocent purchasers, transferees, with- 
out any knowledge on their part of the fraud com- 
mitted onthe Government. On principles of equity 
the Government is bound to carry out the contract | 
and issue a patent to each holder of the four fraud- 
ulent applications. i 
Now, can no plan be adopted by which the 
Government ‘can be protected. from this kind. of 
imposition? A warrant is issued. It is trans- | 
ferable. A gets it to-day, and transfers it to B to- 
morrow, without any knowledge on the part of 
B that it is fraudulent. B applies for a patent. It 
is granted to him. How are we to investigate 


this? Can any amendment be offered to this joint /| 


resolution, in order to relieve it from these conse- 
quences? If it cannot be done, you see at once 
that the Government is in a position in which it 
is liable to be defranded. 

I have a case of the kind of which I have spoken } 
in my mind now. A man by the name of King, 
of the State of. Georgia, enlisted in the service 
during the Mexican war. He died at Sullivan’s 
Island, in South Carolina. Immediately after the | 

assage of the law authorizing bounty lands to 
e given, two females in the city of New Orleans 


| 

l 

warrant, and the papers were made out and sub- | 
mitted to the office here. A warrant was issued. | 
It was transferred to a gentleman, I believe ason- | 
in-law of a Senator upon this floor, innocently, | 
and he got a patent. Iam now applying in the 
name of the true representatives of the person that | 
died. I shall get a patent for them,-and thus there | 
will be two for the same service. I make these ! 
suggestions; and if any gentleman, who has been | 
looking into this matter, can form an amendment || 
by which the Government can be protected, T shall HI 
vote for it. For my part, I can at present see no i 
way to avoid the difficulty. i 
Mr. HUNTER. If I understand the difficulty | 
to which the Senator from Georgia refers, it is | 


j 


the warrant. A patent issues to each of them. Is | 


$ 
that the dificulty ? : _ || which I have anticipated. 
| 


Mr. DAWSON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that it would | 


effect the Senator’s object if it was provided that || 


no patent should issue except to the last assignee 
whose name was upon the face of the warrant. | 
The warrant then would show to whom the pat- ; 
ent ought to issue, and the Government would not | 
have to look into the question of theown ership of |} 
the warrant. 7 i 


that remedy ought 
act, not inthis. 0 > : Fe. 
Mr. DAWSON, - That would not get the land 


to be provided for in another 


" ; A l back to the Goóveramënt > ~ 
I hope this. amendment will |)” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. This. is purely a legal 
question, and | rise for the purpose of making a 
few. suggestions in response to-my friend from 
Georgia, [Mr. Dawson.]-« In all-cases of assign- 
ment, the general principle is, that the assignee 
stands precisely’in the same condition with the 
assignor. If that principle is carried out in refer- 
ence to these land warrants, the assignee will oc- 


_{peupy no better condition than the. person who 
Mr. DAWSON, | I have not proposéd any | 


fraudulently obtained the warrant.. If the Gov- 
ernment, therefore, discovers the fraud before it, 
makes the grant, it can suspend the issuing-of the 
grant,.because it has the same equity against an 
assignee that it. has against a fraydulent holder of 
a warrant. In that case, the Government would 
withhold the grant of the patent, and refuse to al- 
low this fraudulent warrant to be carried into a 
grant. That is one remedy. 

The difficulty would arise in this way. Before 
making any discovery of the fraud the warrant 
may be located, and a patent may then issue. If 
the patent issues, and the Government ‘thereby 
parts with its title, the title is passed into the hands 
of an innocent holder by that transfer. 
are you to get clearof that fraud? The innocent 


his land, that it is your own fault to have brought 
this title into market whereby it came into his 
hands innocently, and that he should not be the 
loser by it. The question is, can you have any 
remedy for that state of the case? “You have but 
one remedy, and the question is, would it be politic 


one, and that is to declare that all grants and all 
warrants issued in fraud of these acts shall be void. 
You cannot reach it any other way than by de- 
claring, that whenever a warrant is issued in fraud 
of the law, that the warrant and all subsequent 
steps taken-to poret it and every subsequent act 
are wholly and utterly void by law, and passes 
no title from the Government to the fraudulent 
holder of the claim. That would be a complete 
remedy if a proposition of this sort should be 
offered and adopted. 

But then the question is, would it be politic to 
apply that remedy? Would it be proper to pro- 
vide by law that the patents which issue upon 
those warrants shall be’ void? If that is done, it 
will embarrass to a very considerable extent the 
sale of this property in the. market; and you are 
making these land warrants assignable with a view 
of benefiting the old soldier. When you adopt 
such a remedy as that, the purchaser of the war- 


for-it, and no more, because I am not sure but 
that half a dozen other warrants have been issued 
before this, fraudulently, for this identical service. 
When a tract of land’ patented is offered to be 
sold, the speculator and the purchaser will say to 
the seller, f can only offer you so much for it, be- 
cause J have to risk the fact whether half a dozen 
other patents have not been founded on this same 
service; five out of which half dozen must be 
fraudulent. By an attempt to prescribe a remed 

in a case of the kind, you embarrass all the titles 
and all the tracts, and ‘produce the state of things 


There is no difficulty about this thing if the offi- 
cers of thé Government will only do their duty. 
And I am sorry to say that from an investigation 
at the Pension Office where these land warrants 


which are necessary in order to prevent these frauds 
being practised upon the Government. There 
ought to be an alphabet kept and arranged in such 
a way that whenever an application is made to 


Mr. DAWSON. Thatis not the point. It is | 
this: Persons fraudulently representing themselves ; 
to he the next of kin of a deceased officer or sol- 
dier, impose upon the Government 
which goes to establish that fact. 


i 

| 

testimony || 
) esta A warrant is- |! 
sues, and is immediately transferred to an inno- ! 

cent purchaser.. The innocent purchaser will be | 
protected, and a patent will have to issue under | 
the warrant thus fraudently obtained; and yet the | 
rightful person will apply and he will get a proper | 
warrant, and thereby there will be two patents for l 
i 


the same service. 


obtain a warrant, it would be within the power of 


| the officers of the Pension Bureau to turn directly 


to the record and ascertain whether a warrant has 
been issued before for that identical claim. 
Tam sorry to say that I believe this is not the 


‘| fact; I have had oceasion to inquire into matters 


of this sort, and it is almost impossible to get that 

direct information which would be easily obtained 

if these alphabets were kept in such manner as to 

ee at once the full information which ought to 
e had. 


Sir, Lam inclined to think that we had better 


But how | 


holder will say if you attempt to deprive him of |; 


to apply it? What is the remedy? There is but | 


rant will say to the soldier, T can give you so much | 


are granted, that there are not those alphabets kept | 


: Mr. HUNTER The only,remedy for that is || let things go on as: théy are, and make these land 
to punish the man who applies fraudulently; and- 


| Warrants: assignable without .making a provision 
in this bill to cover the fraudulent cases which my 
friend from Georgia supposes may exist, That 
there will be frauds practised “on the Government 
to some extent, we may well imagine. from. what 
has already taken: place, If the officers of the 
Government would keep such an ‘alphabet as‘ that 
to‘which I have alluded, ‘and would ‘look into that 
‘before: multiplying warrants, then there would 
never be two warrants issued upon the same 
claim. ¢ : 
-Mr. BELL. You would have to issue the 
rightful one whenever it was claimed. f 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It may be as my friend 
says, that you would have to issue the rightful 
warrant whenever it was claimed, but it would be 
| done upon full deliberation, and in that way you 
would -find that you had issued one warrant 
fraudulently, and there would not be more than 
two issued. But in the case which my honorable 
friend from. Georgia puts, there may be half a 
| dozen, and perhaps a dozen, fraudulent warrants 
| issued, unless officers of the Government will work 
in the way I have mentioned. “I have had occasion 
before this, to remark that'I considered it to be the 
absolute duty of Congress. to. have all the execu- 
tive offices, and the books in those officés, exam- 
ined from beginning to end, in order that we might 
know how the executive’ departments conduct 
their business and keep their books. We'could 
then see what frauds were permitted. Ido not 
know that this has ever been done. Tt has not 
| been done since T have heen a member of Congress. 
Ido not know that it has been done since the 
foundation of the Government to this day, but I 
believe that there is not a State Legislature in the 
United States that does not do the same thing an- 
nually. 

I have thrown out these remarks by way of 
answer lo the suggestions of the honorable Senator 
from Georgia. Ido not see that there can be any 
remedy, unless you will provide, as I have sug- 
gested, that everything that does issue without 
sufficient legal warrant shall be void. That would 
reach the case, but the question is, whether it 
| would not be impolitic. 

The PRESIDENT. No amendment has been 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. DAWSON. None atall. I would have 
proposed an amendment, such as is suggested by 
the honorable Senator. from Kentucky, but for the 
fact that I thought it would depreciate the value of 
the warrants in the market,and thereby injure the 
old soldier, whereas it is the object of the bill to 
' benefit him. i 

Mr. DAVIS. I am inclined to think that this 
difficulty may be met in two ways® It may be 

met by declaring that a warrant issued on fraud- 
ulent evidence shall be void. That might em- 
barrass some people it is true; but if this is net 
done there will be an innocent holder of every 
fraudulent warrant that is issued, and you can 
never reinstate yourself. But if there be one or 
more fraudulent warrants issued in the name ofan 
individual, you will have to issue the true war- 
rant after all. Now, l apprehend that if you go 
a little behind this, there must be some defect in 
the proceedings. I regret that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Georgia did not tell us by what kind of 
„evidence this heirship of which he spoke was es- 
| tablished. The falsity of this thing lies in a per- 
son’s coming forward and pretending to be heir 
to a soldier when he is not an heir, and establish- 
ing that fact by evidence satisfactory to the bùreaù, 
Supppose, now, that you should require that who- 
ever undertakes to establish heirship, shall estab- 
lish it in the locality by evidence before a judge, 
and that that judge shall place the seal of the court 
to it, how is it then to be fabricated ? There is no 
difficulty in requiring that information atall, How, 
then, is it to be fabricated? Why a man may 
forge the seal of the court. But that interposeg 
another difficulty, for there is a severe punishment 
annexed to that crime. I apprehend that by some 
such provision as that, either adopted voluntarily 
in the bureau, or if not adopted there made com- 
pulsory by law, would put a stop to fraudulent 
pretensions of this sort. It would not, under such 
circumstances, be a very easy thing for a person 
i; falsely claiming. to be heir to establish that fact be- 
| fore a judge in the vicinity who, upon satisfactory 
evidence, should put his seal of office to the test}- 
i mony. Ido not see a great deal of difficulty in it, 


It. seems to me an amendment might be. easily 
drawn up which would meet the case. : 

The substitute reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands as amended was agreed to. < ek 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, as 
amended in Committee of the Whole. re 

The PRESIDENT stated the question to be on 
concurring with the amendment-made in Commit- 
teé of the Whole. i OE EEO 

Mr. WALKER. I suppose this would be the 
proper time to offer an amendment tothe amend- 
ment? a we : 

The PRESIDENT. It is now open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WALKER. Before the amendment of the 
committee is adopted by the Senate, I have some 
amendments which. I propose to offer. 1. look 
upon: this measure as being effectually an aban- 
donment of our present land system, but at the 
same time, seeing it to be evidently.the determi- 
nation of the Senate to pass it, I wish to offer my 
amendmeits, and shall simply ask of the Senate 
to give me a recorded vote on them, by yeas and 
nays. The first amendment which T propose to 
offer is to insert after section 2, as section 3 of the” 
amendment reported by the committee, the fol- 
lowing: - 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That where any per- 
son, being a citizen of the United States, or having declared 
his or her intention to become such according to existing 
laws, and being of the age of twenty-one ycars or upwards, 
or the head ofa family, shail settle upon any of the public 
lands of the United States not reserved for forts, arsenals, 
dock-yards, navy-yards, or other needful buildings or spe- 
cial purposes, or appropriated for other special uses, except 
such*as are kifown to contain mines of the precious or 
gross metals, or precious stones, and shall reside upon and 


cultivate the same, or a part thereof, for the term of five | 


years, such person shall be allowed to enter, without charge, 
in legal subdivisions, at the proper land office, the land so 
settled upon and occupied not exceeding in quantity a quar- 
ter section, or one hundred and sixty acres, the said settle- 
ment and occupancy to be manifested and proved according 
to such regulations as shall be adopted and promulgated by 
the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That when the 
settler shall not bea citizen of the United States, but shall 
have declared his intention only as aforesaid, he or she 
shall not be allowed to make the entry aforesaid until he or 
she shall have perfected his. or her naturalization according 
to the laws of the United States. 


Mr. President, the proposition whieh I have ;' 
offered does not fully embrace my views in regard | 


to the disposition which should be made of the 
public lands. I have heretofore submitted a prop- 
osition which I believed to be the correct one; and 
I have heretofore had hope of a favorable vote of 
the Senate upon it. They have, however, as often 
as they have voted upon it, voted itdown. This 
amendment is going to some extent in conformity 
with my own individual view, but not to the whole 
extent. It will be perceived that this is but simply 
a proposition to grant to five years’ actual settlers 
one hundred ahd sixty acres of the public lands 
without charge. It is a proposition which has 


been heretofore submitted to the Senate in the | 


form of an original bill. I remember that the 
Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dovexas,] in the last 
Congress, offered a proposition of the kind. Mr. 
Webster, formerly a Senator from Massachusetts, 
when in this body, offered a resolution embracing 
a proposition of this kind. There was no final 
vote taken upon either of those propositions. I 
now bring forward this proposition; and I offer it 
not in competition with this bill for the assigna- 
bility of land warrants, but as additional thereto. 

The proposition under consideration, as reported 
by the committee, is not, it is true, one which pro- 


poses to grant land warrants, but one which pro- | 


poses lo make them assignable. Tlowever, it does 
propose to authorize the issue of land warrants to 
a certain class of soldiers, who have heretofore 
not been entitled tothem. I think it but fair, but 
just, and but in keeping with the correct policy of 
the country, that if this class of individuals is to 
be permitted to have the public landsgratuitously, 
he who occupies the soil, who cultivates it, who 


contributes to the wealth of the country by the | 


payment of taxes, should also be permitted to re- 
ceive lands gratuitously. But I shall make no 
extended speech on this subject. I shall make no 
argument in advocacy of it. It is a proposition 
upon which every. Senator must have long re- 
flected; and the mind of every one is probably 
made up in regard to it. I will merely ask that 
the vote upon this amendment be taken by yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote is taken, I 


——— 


desire to say that I have no objection to the prop- 
osition contained in this amendment, and asa 
separate proposition. think I should vote for it, 
but agan‘amendment to this bill I shall vote against 
it; because I think it is presenting a new question, 
and-one which must defeat the passage of the-bill. 
I am very anxious thatthe bill, in its presentform, 
should pass. For that reason t shall vote against 
the amendment; but I will say to the Senator, that 
as a separate proposition I should be favorably. 
‘disposed towards it. f 

Mr. FELCH. I merely wish to remark, that 
this proposition involves a question of very great 


length at the last session of Congress. 
osition contained in this amendment, if I under- 
| stand’ it correctly, goes further than any of the 
propositions which have been heretofore submitted 
for the attainment of the object of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. Most of the other propositions 
have provided for some compensation to the Gen- 
eral Government for the amount expended by the 
General Government in procuring the title to the 
public domain. According to the statisticalaccounts 
upon that subject, if I recollect rightly, the cost of 
the public domain to the General Government is 
something like twenty-two cents per acre. These 
expenditures are constantly going on. That is, 
we are constantly proceeding with the surveys of 
‘| the public lands. Weare constantly keeping up 
i| a system of administering the public lands—fand 
l| offices, surveyor’s offices, &c., so that these ex- 
| penditures are coustantly accumulating. 
i; propositions proposed to remunerate the Govern- 
ment to a certain extent—some to a greater and 
some toa less extent for these expenditures. ‘This 
proposition, however, abandons that entirely, and 
| provides simply for granting a portion of the pub- 
{| lic domain to every person who shall settle upon 
it without any compensation therefor. The other 
bills always provided for carrying out the details 
of the new system. If I understand the reading 
of the amendment correctly, we are to require that 
there shall be five years’ occupancy before any title 
can be acquired by the settler. Itis perfectly ob- 
vious if we are to provide for a system of that kind, 
we need further legislation upon that subject. 

The Senator from Wisconsin proposes the adop- 
| tion of anew and complicated system. When I 
say he proposes a new system, | do not mean by 
|| that that we have never had any Jaws which re- 
; quired a settlement of the lands before certain 
, rights were acquired; but I mean new as applied 
| to the general distribution of the public domain— 
i a great and important interest as every man must 
i see; and so it has ever been regarded. The little 
i; experience which we have had in this matter, is 
|i that which relates to Florida—to the armed occu- 
| pation of Florida, as it was called. We required 
|| a settlement for a certain length of time to acquire 
certain rights. The legislation upon that subject 
is most instructive. From the time we passed a 
law giving certain rights of this description, and 
providing for a certain manner of proof to show 
a compliance with the law, almost up to the present 
| time, there has never been a session of Congress in 
| which there has not been more or less legislation 
on that subject. I cite this for the purpose of 
| showing that this amendment involves grave and 
j important questions, 
If it is the will of the Senate, and of Congress, 
/ and of the country to change the administration 
of the public lands, let us never forget that weare 
dealing with a great and momentous question; 
i! and that there is connected with it, and must be 
i| connected with it, a vast machinery, so compli- 
cated, that unless our legislation upon the subject 
shall be carefully matured, unless we shal Ihave re- 
course to the lights of experience upon the sub- 
ject, unless we resort to a careful observation of 
the results of what we have done, we shall never 
| be able to adopt such a system as will accomplish 
| the objects of these who desire to see it carried 
iF into effect. : . 
| Sir, I have my own views in regard to the ad- 
mi wh 
| others may think of it, 1 cannot regard it in any 
i 


| tion. For my own part, though I am rgady to 
|| take up and examine 1t—and I desire to examine It 
i| in a view of liberality and with a wish to afford 
| every facility for the speedy settlement of the pub- 


| lic domain which can be afforded—yet I certainly 


nistration of the public domain; and whatever | 


other light than as a great and momentous ques- | 


magnitude, and one which was diseussed.at some ! 
The prop- | 


Former | 


‘be adopted, I would wish: ag: 


i shall regret to see any hasty legislation on the | 


subject. _ Before a proposito 


I know, stand in the same position... And 
pore of: the matter by an amendment off ; 
ill, to the subject-matter of which it-has’ no fela- 
tion, ahd to dispose of it bya silent-vote in this i< 
manner, it seems to me would: be‘asking: almost: 
too much: Of course, I am. prepared’ to. 
vote on the subject, if that vote must be ca: 
if we are 40 think of the ‘subject maturel 3 
are toact upon it, I think it would: be better: “to. 
take it up in a separate bill, and to.act upoti it by > 
itself, dnd let it receive the investigation which jt. 
deserves—a full consideration by the Senate. A 
hope we shall fot dispose of the subject in this 
summary manner. IJ shall not be in favor of add- 
ing it to this bill, nor should L bein favor of iif 
I agreed-in the propriety of the preposition to the 
fullestextent. I wish to sce the details of the new 
system. a Lr Lro 

Mr. BADGER. . There:is great: force and wis- 
dom in the observations of the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, who has just takén his seat.: “We 
seem to he complicating this measure with agreat 
variety of things which have në connection what 
ever with the: main scope and purpose ofthe bill. | 
The object of the bill is'to make these land: war- 
rants assignable, so as to put them upon the same 
footing with all other property in: this country, 
That is to say. at the disposalof the owner. “E 
have always been in favor of that object; and-for 
one I am indisposed to add any proposition to the 
bill which shall not have some reasonable conhet- 
tion with its main object and purpose. 

But I confess that so many amendments, and 
amendments to amendments, have been proposed, 
that I, for one, am incapable of understanding the 
operation and effect they are to have- upon our 
general land system to which the honorable Sena- 
tor from Michigan has referred. I hope, there~ 
fore, that this amendment: may be allowed to be’ 
printed, and that the Senate will adjourn, ‘I move 


that the amendments be printed. — ue te 
I would suggest that the bill 


Mr. BORLAND. i 
proposed amendments, be 


v 


as amended, with the 
printed. 

Mr. BADGER. 
make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. FELCH. I understood the Senator from 
Wisconsin to suggest that there were some other 
amendments which he wished to offer to the bill. 
I would suggest that he had better submit them all 
informally, and let them be printed. oe 

By unanimous consent the amendments were 
ordered to be printed. po i Aa Og ages 

And then the Senate adjourned.: = 


I adopt the suggestion and 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mornay, January 19, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
Prayer by the Rev. L, F. Morgan. ; 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first busihess 
in order was the motion made upon. Monday Jast 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr, ALLI- 
son,] to suspend the rules to enable him to offer 
the following resolution: : 

Whereas the Superintendent of the Census has published 
—in the Globe of January Ist, 1852-—a clear and condensed 
report of the Census, containing a large amount of valuable 
information: ; 

And whereas that information, now desired by the peo- 
ple, cannot be had, in the ordinary course of printing, for a 
long time to come, and then in limited and very inadequate 
quantities; therefore 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to order. 160,000 copies of that report for the use of this 
House, provided the costshail not exceed one cent per copy. 

On this question the yeas and nays had been or- 
dered. ae 

Mr. SWEETSER moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The SPEAKER said that the resolution was 
not now before the House. The question.\was 
upon the motion to suspend the rules to. enable the: ` 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to offer the resolu=: - 
tion, : Ao 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That resolution tefe 
I believe, to a publication that was made int 
Globe. I do not know myself what itis; and I 


o yeas 182, nays 38; as follows: ” 
e YERAS—Messrs. Charles Alien, Willis Allen, Andrews, 


. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Doty; Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, 


-dare say that there are man 
‘arein the same- situation: 


oS Mr: STANTON, of ‘Tennessee.’ 
mee r ; s 


"Hawe; Hascall; Haven, Hebard, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, 


gon 


` Watkins, Welch, Wells, Alexander White, Wilcox, Wil- 


, »NAYS—Messrs. Abererombie, Barrere, Chastain, Cling- 
-Jaines: Johnson, George W. Jones, Letcher, Hûmphrey 


- craft, Scurry, Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin; Sweet- 


Jan. 19. 


“We have all 


it figh» be read by the Clerk... 


a ee ae Sees 
The SPEAKER said that tlie article could only- 
je read by unanimous consent. <>" a 
Mr JOHNSON, of Tennessee, objected. `. 

The question: was then taken, and there were— 


John: Appleton, "William Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Bell, 
Bibighaus, Bocock, Bragg, Breckenridge, Brenton, Briggs. : 
. Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Burrows; Busby, E. Car- 
rington Cabell, Ċàldweli,- Lewis: D. Campbell, Thompson ` 
‘Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, Church- 
weil, Clark, Cleveland; Cobb, Colcock, Cullom, George T. 


Edmundson, Ficklin,: Fitch, Florence, Fowler; Freeman, 
‘ThomasJ..D:. Puller, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goode- 
now, Green, Grow, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, 


Holladay, ‘Horstord, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, 
Hunter; Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew John- 
Jolm Jolinson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel 'T. Jones, 
J: Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kulins; Kurtz, Landry, 
Tuockhart, Mace, Martin, McLanahan, McNair, Meade, 
, Miler, Miner Molony, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Mur- 
ray, Nabers, Newton, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Peaslee, Powell, Price, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, Rus- 
sell, Schermerhorn, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Origen S. Sey- 
mour, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P.. Stanton, | 
Richard H. Stanton} Abraham P. Stevens, Stone, Stuart, 
Tavlor, Benjamin Thompson, Geo. W.. Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Townshend, ‘Tuck, Walbridge, Ward, Washburn, 


liams; Woodward, and Yates—132 : 


man, Daniel, John 


. Davis, Edgerton, Gaylord, Hamilton, 
iuliamn G. Harris, 


endricks, Houston, Thomas Y. How, 


Marshall, MeCorkle, McDonald, John Moore, Murphy, «| 
Olds, Orr, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Robbins, Sackett, Schoot- 


ser, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, and Addison White—38. 


So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. ALLISON then submitted his resolution. 

And the question being on its adoption, ` 
. Mr. STUART moved the previous question; 
“which was seconded, and the main question or- 
dered to be put, which was upon the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, demanded the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. À 

Mr, POLK called for the reading of the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. ORR, Willnot this resolution, ifadopted, 
break the contract of the public printer? 

The' SPEAKER., Itis not for the Chair to de- 
termine what will be the effect of the resolation. . 

Mr. ORR. Well, that will be the result of it. 
: If itis adopted, we shall have the public printer 
coming to this House for compensation. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. ORR moved to lay the resolution on the 
table, and on that motion demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr, DUNCAN. Is the question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Has the previous question 
been ordered on the resolution so that it cannot 
be amended ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. ; | 

The question was then taken, and there were— | 
yeas 49, nays 127; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Batrere, Bocock, Brooks, | 
Lewis D. Campbell, Churchwell, Clingman, Colcock, | 
Daniel, John G. Davis, Disney, Dunham, Edgerton, Flor- | 
ence, Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Haws, Hendricks, 
Houston, Thomas Y. How, James Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Landry, Letcher, Mace, Humprey Marshall, Me- 
Mullin, Millson, John Moore, Murphy, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, 
Penn, Phelps, Polk, Price, Robbins, Sackett, Scurry, Stan- | 
jy, Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin, Sweetser, Ven- 
able, ‘Wallace, Walsh, and Addison White—49. 

NAYS—Messis. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, 
Andrews, John Appleton, Wiliam Appleton, Ashe, Aver- 
‘ett, Babcock, Bartlett, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bragg, Brecken- 
ridge, Brenton, Briggs, Buell, Burrows, Busby, Caldwell, į 
Thomson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, 
Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, Cullom, Curtis, George 
T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Dockery, Doty, Dun- 
can, Durkee, Edmundson, Ewing, Ficklin, Fiteh, Fowler, | 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, | 
Goodenow, Green, Grey, Grow, Harper, Sampson W. Har- i| 
ris, Hart, Hascall; Haven, Hebard, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, ; 
Holladay, Horstord, John W. Howe, ‘Thomas M. Howe. | 
Hunter, Ingersoll, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson. | 
John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, J. Í 
Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Lockhart, Mar- 
tin, McCorkle, Mclanahan, McNair, Meade, Miller, Mi- 
ner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Morrison, Mur- 
ray, Newton, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peas- 
lee, Porter, Rantoul, Robinson, Ross, Russell, Schoonma- | 
ker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, Ben- | 
jamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard_H. Stanton, | 


1 
ji 


gentlemen here who-j| Abr 
f-t isa short article, if- 


uart; Taylor; Benjami 
raton, Townshend.” 


~~ The guestion being put upon theadoption of the 
“resolution, it was agreed tos co onoo S 

: Mr. ORR. E Moye to reconsider the vote by- 
“which the resolution was adopted. I-believe that 
motion is debatable? = =. 5 | i 

~ The SPEAKER. -Itis. Sh ASELA Vang 

[Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee ón En- 
rolled Bilis, reported as correctly enrolled the bill 
to admit-the vessel called the Eltwaif to registry; 
and it received the signature of the Speaker.] ] 

Mr. ORR. I do not propose to trouble the 
House with a long speech, but I desire to call their 
attention to the resolution they have jast adopted, 
with the hope that the vote by which 1t was adopt- 
fed will be reconsidered, and. then that it will be} 
rejected. Before proceeding I desire to inquire of 
the gentleman who introduced this resolution if it 
was not his purpose, if it was not understood | 
that this printing, instead of being executed by | 
the public printer of the House, is to be executed 
at the Globe office? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘With the consent of the gen- 
tleman, I will reply to the interrogatory he has 
addressed to me. 4 certainly had no such inten- 
tion; I had no purpose that the publication should 
be made at the office of the Globe. The only de- 
sire that I had was, that we should be permitted 
to disseminate the information contained in that 
publication throughout the country. There was ! 
no design to have it published at any particular , 
office, but that the Committee on Printing should ; 
have the entire direction of the matter, as it cer- | 
tainly has by the language of the resolution. 

Mr. ORR. With the permission of the gentle- | 
man, I will ask him another question. Why is it | 
then that reference is made in the preamble to the 
resolution to the publication in the Globe ? 


Mr. ALLISON. I shall answer that by saying 
that I did not know how I should designate the | 
particular matter I desired to have published bet- | 
ter than to indicate the time that report was pub- 
lished in the Globe, to wit: the Ist of January, 
1852. 

Mr. ORR. One other question, if the gentle- 
man will favor me with an answer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. ORR. It is proposed ‘to give to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, by virtue of this resolution, 
the power to contract with any other person than | 
the public printer, if they see proper to do so. Isi 
it intended to confer that authority? ` | 

Mr. ALLISON. In answer to the gentleman, | 
I have to say that the authority or direction 1} 
intended to give in the language of the resolution 


was, that the committee should merely contract | 
to have printed one hundred iowaand copies of ; 
that report—not that they should have power to | 
go to this office or that office, or to divert it from i 
| the office to which it rightfully belonged. 

Mr. ORR. The effect of it is necessarily to 
take this printing from the public printer and give 
| it to some one else. The public printer has al- 
ready entered into a contract by which he obli- 
gates himself to do the printing for this House, 
and has entered into bond for the faithful execu- 
tion of it. The terms of the resolation, by con- | 
ferring upon the committee the power to go and | 
make a contract, contemplates the taking away of | 
this printing from the public printer. I do not | 
object to that particularly, but only to the result 
that will grow out of it; and gentlemen who have | 
| any experience here will bear testimony to the 
fact, when I declare it, that the slightest pretext | 
will be seized upon by the public printer to claim | 
indemnity from this House for an alleged viola- |; 
tion of his contract. We have had experience 
already upon this subject. What will be.the re- | 
sult if the printer fail to discharge his duties? | 
A motion will be made to bring him before the 
House or the Committee on Printing, to whom 
he will reply, that Congress has violated their con- | 
tract by voting to another a portion of the public || 
printing which legitimately belonged to him. He |) 
will bfing in a memorial here claiming indemnity. | 
It has been charged that the public printer has | 
thus far failed to do his duty. I have nothing to 
say for or against him, until that becomes mani- 
fest. Let the Committee on Printing report to 


j| ple, cannot be had, in the ordinary course of printing, 


ihe House, and let them. abrogate the contract 
system; but -F object t the. giving. the public 
printer a pretext to come hére and. demand com- 
pensation from ‘this House for a supposed viola- 
tion of the-coptract, and ‘declaring it void, 1f he 


| has failed to perform: his obligations, do not give 


him: the’ excuse to comè here: and say.‘‘that you 
have violated the contract- aš well as T have, and 
that. therefore the right does: not exist in you to 
hold me to a strict accountability.” ` The ‘public - 
‘printer has already began ‘to maké complaints. I. 
saw, a day,or two ago, a memorial of his ad- 
dressed to the Senate in ffeference to the census 
printing. He states that he has made large out- 
lays, that he has purchased some five or six 
presses, brought hands here and a large amount of 
type, for the -purpose of doing the printing. Tn 
my own opinion he has taken the contract at less 
prices than the work can be executed for. It will, 
I think; result in'a failure; and if you give him the 
least pretext to come here and démand compensa- 
tion by the passage of this ora similar resolution, 
you will settle-upon yourselves the necessity of 
paying for,the breach of contract $40,600 $50,000 
or $100,000... : ` 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Tagk the gentleman from 
South Carolina, whether it i$ within his knowl- 
edge that, if this. matter goes to the Committee 
on Printing, they will give it to. some other office 
than that to which it properly belongs? 

Mr. ORR. My reason forassuming it to be so, 
is based upon the preamble -of the resolution, to 
which I desire to call the attention of the gentle- 
man. It reads: : 

Whereas the Superintendent of the Wensus haS pub- 
lished—in the Globe of January 1st, 1852—a clear and con- 


densed report of the Census, containing a large amount of 
valuable information : 
pe 
or a 


And whereas that information, now desired by the 
long time to come, and then in limited and very inadequate 
quantities: therefore, &c. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I understand there is a 
condensed report published in the Globe, and that 
there is also an elaborate report to be published 
hereafter. It is proposed by this resolution inas- 
much as there is a condensed report, and that it 
will take a long time to print the elaborate report, 
that the report as contained in the Globe be pub- 
lished. It-does not seem to me that the resolution 
indicates that the printing shall be done by the 
Globe office. Ce aay a 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I wish to inquire 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] 
if the motion to reconsider prevail, whether. the 
resolution could not be amended so ‘as to author- 
ize the purchase of one hundred thousand. copies 
of the Globe, and thus obviate all the difficulty 
suggested by the gentleman? _ 

The SPEAKER, If the vote be reconsidered, 
it would bring the-resolution back under the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. ORR. I was about to remark, that by 
adopting the course suggested, it would obviate 
the objection I have stated. I am opposed myself 
to printing any-of these copies at all, but there ig 
evidently a majority of the House in favor of it. 
If the vote be reconsidered, and the resolution 
reached, gentlemen may move to amend it by or- 
dering the purchasing of one hundred thousand 
copies of the Congressional Globe. Then it would 
not interfere with the public printing at all. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. In the ab- 
sence of the chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing, T will make a statement in reference to this 
matter, so that the House may understand the 
provision in the contract. Some time ago there 
was a resolution introduced into the Senate, di- 


{| recting the printing of the census to be given to 


the editors of the Union. That resolution was ` 
referred to the joint Committee on Printing of the 
two Houses, The committee met, took the mat- 
ter into consideration, sent-for the public printer, 
received from him a statement of his claim to that 
particular portion of the printing, which he pre- 
sented in writing. That claim was examined at- 
tentively by the committee of the two Houses, 
together with his contract; and they came to the 
conclusion, I believe, unanimously, that both by 
the terms of the contract itself and by the law of 
Congress which directed the census to be taken, 
the public printer was not entitled to this print- 
ing. The contract itself excluded it, and the law 
reserved to Congress the right to print this matter 


l-as they should think proper. 
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Mr. 
matter, I suspect, from what is conteinplated in 
this resolution. Itis an abstract of the census, 
as Í understand it, and a contract is to. be made 
for its printing. The very fact that the resolution 
contemplates the necessity of making a contract, 
shows that it is te be taken from the public print- 
er, and as such I think it gives to him the right to 
come to this House and claim damages from the 


ORR. That was altogether a different 


flouse for a violation of the centract with him, | 


inasmuch as they contracted to give him the pub- 
lie printing. . 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I will ask the 
gentleman a question: I believe he is on the Com- 
mittee of Printing? 

Mr. ORR. Lam not. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I will not then put the 
question to him I intended. I will wait until he 
gets through. E : 

Mr. ORR. Tam through. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The public printing of this 
House, Mr. Speaker, is now regulated by law. 


We have got a joint resolution of the two Houses | 


passed some years ago, providing for the letting 
out of all the public printing to be done for the 
Senate and House by contract. Here is the reso- 
lution. T will not detain the House by reading it. 
The different kinds of printing are specifically 
provided for: the reports of committees at par- 
ticular rates; the acts of Congress at particular 
rates; printed bills at particular rates; and then 
‘all other kinds of printing ordered by either 
House” are provided for in a general clause. 
‘This is a public law of the land, passed by the 
Senate and House. In pursuance of this law, all 
the various classifications of printing have, at cer- 
tain rates set out in the contract, been let out by 
contract. Now, Iask this House, how can we 
go and make a contract with anybody else touch- 
ing any printing that we may want done, and 
how can we ask the present contractor to do it for 
less than the rates set forth in kis contract? This 


resolution (the one now before the House) says, | 


«provided we can get the work done for one cent 
per copy.’ ‘I'he public printer has already got 
your bond that he shall have all the printing, 
classed and specified at fixed rates. That is his 
gontract. 

One word on another view, presented by the 
gentleman from South Carolina. He says that it 
would not violate our existing contract with the 
public printer for the House to purchase a cer- 
tain number of the copies of the Globe containing 
this census matter from Mr. Rives. If the gen- 
tleman will look at it, J think he will see that 
auch a course would be as much a violation of the 
contract as the one now under consideration, be- 
cause how can you get the printing from Mr. 
Rives but by a bargain or contract with him to 
furnish you with so much printed matter of a 
particular kind which you want? and that is just 
what the present public printer has already con- 
tracted to do. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 


Suppose Congress | 


order a number of extra copies of the life of John | 


Adams and Alexander Hamilton to be printed: 
does that come within the contract for the print- 
ing? 

‘Mr. STEPHENS. I am not prepared to an- 
swer that question of the gentleman at this mo- 


ment. If Congress were to make such an order, | 
it would have to be done by law—by the joint | 


ction of the two Houses and by bill or joint, 
resolution. Not being on the Committee on Print- 


1 . 
of the present contract, L am not prepared, this 


moment, to give an answer to the gentleman, and 
to say whether the present contractor wouid be 
legally entit 
ornot. But he must know, when we order an 
extra number of any document in this House, or 
any printing for the use of this House, the con- 
tractor for the printing is certainly entitled to it. 
That is the very object of the contract. it is by 
throwing all the work into the same hands to get 
it done at the lowest rates, And if we were to 
give any of this printing to any other person, the 


20 


ng, and not very familiar with all the limitations | 


led to the execution of such an order | 


i 
i 
{ 
i| 
| 


| to us every day, and from present indications no 


| business of it. 


| not print it under thc limitation—one cent per copy 


contractor might justly complain. That is all I 
have to say to the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Firies.] I consider that it would be a violation 
of our contract with the public printer, as it now 
exists, for us to order any number of any. docu- 
ment from Mr. Rives or anybody else but the 
contractor. I am entirely opposed to this House 
taking the initiative in the violation of that con- 
tract. Iam for holding these contractors to their 
bond. Both Houses of Congress have been very 
much imposed upon in the public printing. 

Besides this, sir, I am opposed to sending out 
this abstract of the census at this time. i want 
such a compendium of the census as we intead to 
publish as soon as possible. I want it printed as 
soon as possible. And [trust the Committee on 
Printing will look to it, and if there is unnecessary 
delay, that they will bring the subject before the 
House, so as to give us an opportunity to apply 
the proper remedy. If we print this abstract, we 
shall have to reprint it in the compendium. . I 
want but one job of printing; and I want nothing 
but a succinct and complete compendium. 

I am utterly opposed to the publication of. this 
large work which they are now discussing in the 
Senate, for it will cost us six or seven hundred 
thousand dollars. I believe we have already spent 
for the printing pertaining to this census near half 
a million of dollars. -The exact amount 1 do not 
know, but the sum is large. JIow much more 
are you going tospend? Let as notsend out these 
partial returns or abstracts. Let us get an accu- 
rate compendium of the whole and make one 
Let us wait until what we want 
is ‘finished, and then have as many copies of it 
printed as we may think proper.. 1 am for a re- 
consideration of the vote by which the resolution 

I am entirely at a loss to ac- 


was passed. 
Mr. DUNCAN. 

count for the sensitiveness of many gentlemen 
upon this floor in regard to the publishing of this 
very useful document. I hope the House will not 
be alarmed by any bugbears about the public 
printing or printagfrom ordering this publication. 
The resolution does not propose to take it from 
the public printer, if it belongs to him. It places 
the matter at the disposal of the Committee on || 
Printing, who are to judge in relation to it. If |) 
they decide that this printing belongs to the public 
printer, they will giveit to him. They are limited 
to besure in the price, and if the public printer can- 


| 


—the committee will so report to the House, and 
the House will take due order upon the subject. 
For myself I have no great solicitude about the 
House being so particular to live up to their con- 
tracts with the public printer. Ever since I have 
been here the public printers have been violating 
their contracts from day to day. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman first says that this 
matter is to be intrusted to the Committee on || 
Printing, and if they decide that it belongs to || 
him, they will makethe contract. Have we nota 
contract with the publie printer which embraces 
this and every other description of work? How 
will you set aside that contract and make a new ji 
one? i 

Mr. DUNCAN. The answer will be this: |! 
By the resolution the cost is limited to one cent 
per copy. If the committee decide that the job 
belongs to the public printer, and he will not exe- 
cute it at the price stipulated in the resolution, 
they come to the House for instructions. It can- 
pot be the cost of the printing of this document 
that alarms the gentleman. ‘The whole cost of 
the one hundred thousand copies, if my arithme- 
tic is right, is but $1,000. I recommend it as a 
measure of economy, because, in my humble 
judgment, it will prevent the necessity of prinung 
‘one thousand copies of the full returns of the cen- 
sus. 1 think that no gentleman who has read this 
document, will hesitate to order its publication. 
It is a very lucid abstract and compendium of the 
results of the census. The census is completed, 
and the whole country are desirous to learn the 
results. Our constituents are addressing inquiries 
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i 


| I hope, therefore, the House ‘will no: 


order will. be taken for printing the returns of the: 
census in full until near the close ofthis session. ; 
We will be fortunate if we receive them by the. 
close of the present Congress. -This compendium: 
will furnish all the information in regard to. the, 
census which nine tenths of the people of this, 
country require. ee 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Let me ask 
the gentleman if it gives the white populationof, 
each State? . f 

Mr. DUNCAN. I believe it does. 

Mr. STEPHENS. It does nat. : 

Mr. DUNCAN.. Then I am greatly mistaken. 
So far as it goes, it seems to me to be a very lucid 
abstract of the returns of the census, and furnishes 
precisely that information which will be satisfac~ 
tory to nine tenths of the people of this.country. 

t hesitate to 
order the printing. : Sg MS 

Mr. CARTTER. I voted for the suspension 
of the rules for the introduction, of this resolution.: 
I so voted with the distinct appreciation of the’ 
fact that in the act of doing so, we might beor 
we might not be, trampling upon the nominal < 
terms of the contract. It is suggested here, as a 
matter of serious apprehension te the opponents 
of this resolution, that the contractor with the 
Government for the printing of Congress may de- 
mur to this diversion of the priuting of the House 
to the hands of other printers. Hewould bea 
pretty subject to do it—a man who has day by day 
and hour by hour since his undertaking lived in a 
series of violations of his contract, . 

Mr. ORR, (interposing.) _{-do not propose to 
defend the public printer. Ido not know him at ` 
all. Ido not know how he. has discharged his: 
duty. But T will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Ohip to this fact, that of the public 
printer has failed thus far to discharge his duty, 
the Committee on Printing have not discharged, 
their duty, by reporting that fact to the House. ©; 

Mr. CARTTER. am nôt a member ofthat: 
committee, and will not hold myself responsible: 
for their short-comings of duty. But this Ido 


| know, and this fact is known to every gentleman, 
i| upon this floor, that from the opening to the close ` 


of the last Congress, and from the opening of this 
Congress down to the present time, this contractor 
has lived in violation of his contract and existed 
upon the mercy of this House. I hesitate not to 
declare that upon every occasion 1 will vote to 
send the printing where it can be had. a 

Mr. STANTON, of, Kentucky, (interrupting.) 
I desire to say, in response to the inquiry made. a 


| few moments ago by the gentleman from South 


Carolina, [Mr. Orn,] that the Committee on Print- 
ing have haq, this matter under consideration, and 
that no later than last Friday we sent for the pub- 
lic printer and had a long interview with him. 
We inquired of him how far he was prepared to 
go, in the faithful and honest execution of his con-., 
tract; and he gave us to understand distinctly that 
he could not comply with his contract, and did 
not expect to do it, in this respect, that he was not 
prepared to furnish such a description of paper as 
the contract required. The contract requires a 
description of paper which weighs fifty pounds to 
the ream, while the paper. now used weighs only 
from thirty-eight to fifty pounds per ream. He 
says that the-reason is, that he cannot purchase 
the paper required by the contract, because he has 
no money to pay cash for it and cannot get it on 
credit, In reference to the manner of executing 
the work already ordered, he says that the Presi- 
dent’s message cannot possibly be ready in less 
than two weeks, but that nearly all the bills and 


reports sent to him have been printed and furnished 
to the House. 


Mr. STUART. While the gentleman from the 


Committee on Printing is explaining this matter 
to the House, T would be glad to learn what meas- 
ure is in contemplation for the relief of the con- 


tractor? 
Mr. ORR. And how long it w 
submit a report on the subject? 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
that matter to the committee, and t 


ill be before they: 


1 mentioned 
hey thought it 


` 
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was. necessary. to-have'some direct action on-the 
part of the House. © Thé-honorable. chairman. of 
the Committee of Ways and Means was appealed 
to, to offer a resolution instructing the Committee 
on Printing to‘take this matter into’ consideration 
and makea report: upon the subject.. We were 
ready to act, and would have acted that very day, 
if the resolution had been adopted, but when the 
honorable gentleman: presented his. resolation it 
was ‘objected to all over the House. Whenever 
the ‘House shall authorize the committee to take 
the subject into consideration, we shall be ready 
to-actt, andto act promptly. 

Mr. CARTTER. lam very glad to learn that 
this public printer had honesty enough to confess 
tothe Committee'on Printing, the truth which I 
was stating when I was interrupted—that he never 
has complied with his contract, and the history of 
his connection with this House, has been a con- 
tinued and living violation of his contract. I care 
nothing about it so far as he is concerned individ- 
ually, but inasmuch as it encumbers, and embar- 
rasses, and arrests the proceedings of this House, 
we havea right to complain. The remedy must 
consist either in a report from the Committee on 
Printing, or in the direct action of this House, in 
procuring the publication of the matter that it sends 
forth. The power to do it is here; the will todo 
it is here; and the duty to do it is also here. I am 
indisposed to await the crooked, tortuous delay 
experienced by the last Congress through theaction 
of the Committee on Printing. In the first place, 
we are encumbered by a set of rules, under which 
we can do nothing except out of order; and in the 
second place, we are encumbered with an insolvent 
contractee, who holds back the printing that we 
order, under the pretext that he cannot do it, and 
then this very insolvency of the contractor is held 
up by honorable gentlemen as a solemn obstacle 
to the publication of our documents. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (interrupting.) 
T would suggest to the gentleman from Ohio, that 
if we have an insolvent contractee, it would be 
well forus immediately to impeach those officers 
who made the contract with him. Cetus be bound 
by our laws. The law requires that those who 
make the contract, shall take good security for 
the faithful fulfillment of it. Now if it be true 
that this has not been done—and I do not know 
whether it istrue or not—let us commence rightly, 
by bringing those who made the contract to judg- 
ment and punishment. 


| Mr. CARTTER. The gentleman from Georgia 


differs from me in an important particular. He 
proposes to stay the hand of Congress, to delay 
the action of the House, and deprive us of this 
rinting until we can try a collateral question, and 
impeach collateral officers. Now, I am for im- 
peaching these officers, if they have been guilty of 
a dereliction of duty, but I would disregard the 
contract too, 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, 
would not do it without a hearing. 
Mr. CARTTER, Not at all. I would give 
them from now till the day of judgment, but I 
would have the printing done in the mean time. 
Mr. STEPHENS. 
gestion. Would it not be betier for us this day 
to instruct the Committee on Printing to inquire 
into the condition of the public printing before we 
violate the contract? 
Mr. CARTTER. 


The gentleman 


I think not. It is against 


- my whole view of the subject to do any sach thing. 


According to my understanding of the legal obli- 
gation of a contract, when one party finds the 
other in default, and especially in default in a pre- 
cedent undertaking, he is atliberty to disregard 
the obligation, and the laches on the part of the 
precedent obligee furnishes a legal foundation for 
his doing it. Now, this contractor has, in con- 
versation with our committee, acknowledged him- 
self to be in that position, and still the gentleman 
from Georgia suggests that we had better delay. 
Mr. STEPHENS. The joint Committee on 
Public Printing have made no such report. 
Mr. CARTTER. That is very well under- 
stood by the House. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Let us call for a full report. 
Let the committee announce to this House, in 
pursuance of law, that the contract has been for- 
feited, and then I will assist the gentleman to pro- 
vide a remedy. 
Mr. CARTTER. The only difference between 
the honorable member and myself is, that he pro- 


Let me make another sug- |j 


| voided and defeated by this delay. 


; Bibighaus, 


poses ‘to travel. through’ the formula of a report, | 
instead of taking a confessed -fact and acknowl- | 
edged truth, ~v 220 2n. S ie 

“Mr. KING, of New York. There is one point i 
which has not been alluded -to-in this discussion, | 
to which I desire to call the attention of the House i 
for my own information, and for theirs. | 
Tunderstand that in case of the refusal or neg- | 
lect of the public printer to do the work suitably 
and conveniently for the House, there is authority |! 
by the contract. itself to procure the printing to 
be done elsewhere. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Who is authorized to do it? || 

Mr. KING. Why, the parties who made the | 
contract under the authority of the House—the |; 
clerks, I suppose.. I ask that the Committee 
on Printing should communicate to the House 
whether what I have stated ig the fact or not. I 
understand that it is so. 

Mr. CARTTER. My view of the subject 
presupposes that there is no such express alter- 
nate in the contract, but that the House has the 
alternative that every party to a contract that has 
been violated has, in virtue of the violation itself, | 
and that is clearly our condition. This printer || 
has neither conformed to his contract in time, ink, 
paper, or any of the essential elements of his un- || 
dertaking; this has been a confessed truth through || 
two long years; and here we are now, starting off 
in a new Congress with the same promises of in- 
fidelity to the contract, and yet we are arrested 
when we attempt to pick up a little abstract of the | 
census, with the plea that we are endangering the 
integrity of our contract with this party. For 
one, I am prepared to doit. The result of this 
census, if dependent on the administration of this 
contract and the disposition of the Census Depart~ | 
ment or Bureau—whichever you call it—will not 
be published until we are called upon to take an- | 
other Census. The Census Office isassuming the |] 
character of a permanent bureau, and all the agen- | 
cies and appliances about that office have in their 
tendencies the object of making it a fixed Depart- | 
ment of theGovernment. And, therefore, instead | 
of having a prompt and punctual publication of 
the results of the census, which is only valuable 
for present purposes, except as an historic docu- |! 
ment, it is being delayed for years. It is an abuse |; 
of the Government to tolerate it. Itis an abuse 
of the public mind to tolerate it. What with this 
printer and the tendency of the jggpartment to pro- | 
tract its action in connection with the census, you | 
will drag along through this Congress without en- || 
lightening the public in reference to the results of | 
the last census. 

One of the important designs of the last Con- | 
gress, in giving the details of statistics imbodied |! 
in that census, was to enlighten the citizens of ' 
the United States and our public officers with re- |: 
gard to the resources and current condition of the |} 
country. That object—which was the primary | 
object in relation to the statistics—is completely | 
I am in favor | 
of compensating for itas faras we areable; and this | 
bugbear about violating the contract of this man, | 
whose very existence is a violation of his contract, | 
will not deter me from giving such votes as I think | 
proper. I now move to lay the motion to recon- 

| 


| 
i 
Hi 
i 


sider upon the table. ! 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded the | 
yeas and nays; which were ordered—ayes 27, į 
noes 84. l 
A Memper. What is the state of the ques- || 
tion? | 
| 

| 

| 


The SPEAKER. The proposition was made i 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] |! 
to reconsider the vote by which the House has just || 
ordered 100,000 copies of a census document to be |! 
printed. The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cart- || 
TER,| moves to lay that motion on the table. | 
Upon the latter motion the yeas and nays have || 
been ordered. | 


The question was then taken, and there were— | 
yeas 112, nays 57; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, Andrews, John 
Appleton, William Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Bartlett, Í 
Bragg, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, |! 
Buell, Burrows, Busby, E. Carrington Cabeli, Caldwell, 
Thompson Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Clark, 
Cleveland, Cobb, Conger, Culiom, George T, Davis, Daw- 
son, Dean, Dimmick, Dockery, Duncan, Durkee, Fitch, i 
Fowler, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gid- 
dings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Green, Grey, Grow, Harper, ; 
Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, | 
Hibbard, Hillyer, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 
Howe, Hunter, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, John | 


iH 


| of Election. 


Jobnson, Daniel. T. “Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kuhns, 
Kurtz, Lockhart, Martin, McNair, Meade, Miller, Miner, 
Molony, Henry D. Moore, Murray, Nabers, Newton, An- 

ew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Porter, 
Price, Rantoul; Robinson, Ross, Russell, Savage, Seher- 
merhormn, Scudder, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, 
Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P.. Stanton, “Rickard H- 
Stauton, Abraham. P. Stevens, Stone, Stuart. Benjamin 


| Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, Walbridge, Ward, 


Washburn, Watkins, Weleh, Wells, Wilcox, Williams, 
and Yates—112. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abererombie, Barrere, Bell, Boceck, 
Brooks, Churchwell, Clingman, Colcock, Daniel, John G. 
Davis, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Edgerton, Ewing, Fick- 
lin, Florence, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W, 
Harris, Houston, Howard, Thomas Y. How, Jackson; 
James Johnson, George W. Jones, Letcher, Mason, 
McLanahan, McMullin, Millson, John Moore, Murphy, 
Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Phelps, Paik, Richardson, Robbins, 


| Sackett, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Davie La Seymour, 


Stanly, Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, 
Sweetser, Taylor, George W. Thompson, Venable, Wal- 
lace, Walsh, Addison White, Alexander White, and 
Woodward—s7. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 


THE ELECTION 


OF THE DELEGATE FROM 
UTAH. 
Mr. BRIGGS. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution, viz? 


Resolved, That the Committee of Elections be instructed 
to inquire into the election of John M. Bernhisel, the pres- 
ent Delegate from the Territory of. Utah—whether said 


| election was held according to law, and whether any bribe- 


ry, corruption, or otherillegal means were made use of by 
said Bernhisel, with Brigham Young, or any other persons, 
to secure the said election and returns with power.to send 
for persons and papers. : 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Ishall not vote 
for that resolution, unless some member will rise 
in his place and say there are good grounds for 
such an investigation. 

Mr. PHBLPS. Is not the question upon the 


| suspension of the rules in order to allow of the 


introduction of the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that it is a question of privilege. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The resolation has been offered 
by me with the best of motives—for the purpose 
of investigating the legality of the election of the 


i| present Delegate from that Territory. i 


I have reason to believe—and I think this House 
must have come to the same conclusion, from 
evidence laid before them recently by the returned 
officers from that Territory—that the gentleman 
now occupying a seat here, as a Delegate from 
that Territory, holds it with no shadow of right 
by law; and that I might not prejndge the case, E 
have offered this simple resolution to have the 
subject referred to the Committee of Election, for 
investigation. I do not desire to prejudge the 
case by any remarks upon the resolution. I pre- 
fer to await patiently the action of the Committee 
I firmly believe that the gentleman 
has no more right to that seat than a subject of a 
foreign country. 

Mr. KING, of New York. The Delegate from 
Utah is not in his seat at this time. It will be 
recollected by the Chair, and by the House, that 
when the communication from the returned officers 
was made to the House the other day, a com- 
mittee of investigation was asked. for by that Dele- 
gate. The reading of the communication at that 
ume was refused by the House. I do not know 
of any facts—neither does my colleague [Mr. 
Brices] state any particular facts—upon which 
to ground a suspicion against the right of that 
gentleman to a seat in this House» As that gen- 
teman is not here, I suggest to my colleague that 
this matter lie over until he shall be in his seat. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Inasmuch as the gentleman 
from Utah is not in his seat, I propose to permit 


i the resolution to go over until to-morrow. 


No objection being made, the resolution accord- 


ingly went over. 


COLONIZATION SOCIETY MEETING. 


Mr. DISNEY. Task the unanimous consent 


| ofthe House to introduce a resolution which { 


* 


send to the Clerk’s table. 
Ii was read by the Clerk, as follows: 


Resolved, That the use of the Hall be granted to the Col- 
onization Society for its meeting on the 20th instant. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. T object. 

Mr. DISNEY. 1 move.a suspension of the 
rules for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will state that 


pin 


around the bars were torn down, and many of the | 
windows were broken. aoe W 
[Cries of ‘Order? +t Order!” iz 
The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 94, nays 69; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Wm. Appleton, Barrere, Bell, Brecken- 
ridge, Briggs, Buell, Burrows, Busby, Thompson Camp- 
beli, Chandler, Chapman, Clark, Cleveland, Conger,Géorge 
T, Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, 
Duncan, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Gaylord, Gen- 
try, Gilinore, Goodenow, Green, Grow, Harper, Hart, 
Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hendrieks, Horsford, John 
W. Howe, Thomas M; Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, John Johu- 
son, J. Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Lock- 
hart, Edward C. Marshall, Martin, Mason, McLanahan, 
MeNair, Miller, Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, More- 
head, Morrison, Muiray, Newton, Olds, Outlaw, Andrew | 
Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Perniman, Porter, | 
Rantoul, Richardson, Robbins, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, | 
Schoonmaker, Scudder, Origen S. Seymour, Stanly, Ben- ; 
jamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, | 
Abraham P. Stevens, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thomp- i 
son, George W. Thompson, Thurston, Walbridge, Walsh, ; 
Washburn, Welch, Wells, Williams, and Yates—94. Í 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, AHi- i 
son, Andrews, Averett, Babcock, Bartlett, Boeock, Bragg, | 
Brenton, Albert G. Brown, £. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, 
Cartter, Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Coleock, | 
Cullom, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dean, Dunham, Edgerton, 
Ewing, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Grey, Hall, Ham- 
itton, [sham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Henn, Hib- 
bard, Hillyer, Holladay, Howard, Thomas Y. How, Jack- | 
son, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, George | 
W. Jones, McCorkle, MeMullin, Meade, Milson, Murphy, | 

| 
i 
| 


Nabers, Orr, Penn, Phelps, Powell, Ross, Savage, Smith, 
Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin, Stuart, Townshend, 
Venable, Wallace, Ward, Watkins, Alexander White, | 
Wilcox, and Woodward—69, i 


So the rules were not suspended. 


RIGHT OF STATES TO EXCLUDE NEGROES. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Task the unanimous con- : 
sent to offer a resolution; and if there be objection, 
I will move a suspension of the rules, 

The resolution was then read for information, 4 
as follows: i 


| 

Whereas some of the States of the Union have in their į 
constitutions. provided for the absolute exclusion of free ne- 
grocs from their several territories, while others have 
sought to attain the same object by legislation: And | 
whereas complaints have at times been made of these 
things by other States and Nations: Therefore, 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, it is the unquestionable right of each one of the | 
States of the Union to exclude, either wholly or partially, į 
from her territory negroes, whether free or slaves, and that | 
the exercise of this right affords no just ground of com- | 
plaint to any other Nation or State. i 


Mr. JOHN W. HOWE objected. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I move a suspen- | 
sion of the rules, and upon that motion demand i 
the yeas and nays. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
The question was then taken, and there were— | 
yeas 69, nays 85, as follows: i 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, William Appleton, Thomas H. | 
Bayly, Bibighaus, Bocock, Bragg, Breckenridge, Albert G. | 
Brown, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Caidweil, Chastain, 
Clingman, Cobb, Colcock, Cullom, Curtis, Dimamick, Dis- | 
ney, Dockery, Ewing, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Gaylord, į 
Gentry, Gilmore, Grey, Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. Hartis, 
Sampson W. Har Hart, Henn, Hillyer, Holliday, Hous- 
ton, Howard, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, Mason, Mce- 
Gorkle, MeMullin, McNair, Meade, Miller, Morehead, 
Murphy, Nabers, Ou, Outlaw, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Porter, 
Powell, Robinson, Savage, Smith, Stanly, Frederick P. | 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Strother, Stuart, Venable, | 
Wallace,, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Addison White, Alex- | 
ander White, Wilcox, and W oodward—69. ; 

NAYS--Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Alien, Allison, | 
John Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, | 
Bissell; Brenton, Briggs, Buell, ‘Thompson Campbell, : 
Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Churehwell, Clark, Cleve- | 
land, Conger, George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, | 
Dean, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Edgerton, Fowler, Thomas 
J.D. Fuller, Goodcnow, Grow, Harper, Haws, Haseall, He 
ven, Hebard, Hibbard, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas - 
M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, James Jonn- | 
son, John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Preston King, Kulins, | 
Martin, McLanahan, Miner, Henry D. Moore, Morrison, | 
Murray, Newton, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, | 
Rantoul, Robbins, Ross, Sackett, Schermerhorn, School- | 
crait, Schoonmaker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen | 
§. Seymour, 


Benjamin Stanton, Abr’m P. Stevens, Alexan- ji 
der H. Stephens, Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin | 
Thompson, George W. Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, 
Tack, Walbridgey Washbum, Welch, Wells, and Wil- | 
liams—-85. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 


| 

| 

! 

Before the vote was announced, ! 
Mr. HAMILTON said that he was requested | 
to state that Mr. Swarr was absent from the | 
House in consequence of indisposition. | 
j 


Mr. CLEVELAND also, when his name was | 
agitation, and, 


called, said that he was opposed to 


therefore, voted no. : . | 
[A message was here received from the President 


n 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine, asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce a resolution, 
which was read for information, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, the Seeretary of the Interior, the Secretary of 
the Navy, the Secretary of War, and the Postmaster Gen- 
eral be, and hereby are, instructed to cause to be reported 
to this House, ag soon as may be practicable, full and com- 
plete fists of all claiins, if any, (including principal and in- 
terest, and designating each separately,) allowed and paid 
by the respective Departments, or any Bureaus thercof, 
since the 4th day of March, A. D. 1849, which had been 
previously presented, suspended, or disallowed, in whole 
Orin part; and specifying the character of such claitas; and 
also, that they cause to be reported the names of all persons 
who at any time acted as the agents or solicitors for said 
claims, and the persons who received any portion thereof, 
or were interested therein. 

A Member objected. 

Mr. FULLER. 1 move that the rules be sus- 
pended, in order to enable me to introduce the 
resolution; and upon that motion J ask the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. GOODENOW. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered, and tellers upon the yeas | 
and nays were also refused, 

The question now being on the motion to ad- 
journ, 

Mr. ROBINSON demanded tellers; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. Rogixson and ČLINGMAN 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 87, noes 47. 

So the motion prevailed, and 

The House adjourned till twelve o’clock to- 
morrow. 


I move that the House do 


NOTICES OF BILLS, 

Mr. SMITH gave notice of his intention to introduce a 
bill to establish the following post roads in Alabama, to wit: 

From Tuskaloosa, via Hardy Clement’s Cotton Factory, 
to Scottsville, in Bibb county. 

From Fayette Court-House, via Newtonville, to Reform, 
in Rickeus county. 

From Fayette Court-House, via Big Pond and Mud Creek 
and Olinda, to Columbus, Mississtppi. 

Mr. DOYY gave notice of his intention to introduce a 
bill with the following ttle: 

« A bill to establish a Bureau of Printing in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior; and providing for the execution of all 
printing required by Congress, and by the executive De- 
partments. ?? 


Eastern Island, at or near the entrance of Gowlsborottgh ha 
bor, in the tawn of Steuben, in said State. © | ae 
Also, thé memorial of Mark 'Trafton-and others, praying 
Congress to pass a- special law allowing manufactured Jum- 
i ber, exclusively ofthe growth and production of thé soil of 
Maine, and which may be manufactired.at the Aroostook 


imported into the United States free of duty. 


IN SENATE. 4) 
Turspay, January 20, 1852. ope 
Prayer by the Rev. L, F. Morean: ` 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The following message was received. from ‘the 
| President of the United States, by. Mr. M. P, 
| Fitemors, his Private Secretary; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: : 
i I transmit to. Congress a report from the Secretary of 
| State, accompanied by a letter to him from the contractors 
for paying the installment of Mexican indemnity dacon the 
3Ist of May next, and respectfully invite attention to the 
subject. MILLARD FILLMORE, 
Wasuinoton, January 19, 1852. 
Ordered, ‘That it be referred to the 
nance and printed. ij 


Committee on Pi- 


i PETITIONS: : i 

Mr. BADGER presented a memorial ‘of Wash- 
ington A. Bartlett and other officers of the Navy, 
praying additional pay during their service in‘ the 
Pacific; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. MILLER presented the petition of the heirs 
of William Tuttle, a revolutionary officer, praying 
to be allowed commutation pay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition of 
Margaret Farrer, praying that a sum of money 
due her under the treaty of 1836 with the Sac and 
Fox Indians, "may be paid; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ere 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Thomas. 
O. Larkin, praying compensation for supplies: 
furnished for the use of ke California battalion 


| ferred to the Committee of Claims, `. g i poo 
Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memorial of 
the Marine Insurance Company of Philadelphia, 
| praying that the salary of the United ‘States dis- 
| trict judge at Key West, in Florida, may bein- 
| creased; which was referred to the Committee on 
| the Judiciary. 

i Mr. NORRIS submitted additional documents 
| in relation to the petition of Isaac Adams; which 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and refexred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. DAWSON: The petition of David ‘Tate, a pri- 
vate in the war of 1812, praying fora pension on account 
of injuries received. 

Also, the petition of Peter Lane, praying for a grant of 
land for services rendered during the war with Great Brit- 
ain. 

Also, the petition of the citizens of Greene county, pray- 

ing for apost route from Waynesburg to Middicbourne, Vir- 
vinia, 
s By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: Two memorials of 
the city of Troy, New York, praying the erection of buoys 
in the Hudson river, and the improvement of its navigation 
between Troy and Albany. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The resolution by the Common Coun- 
cil of the city of New York, tendering the General Govern- 
ment a site for a Mint in that city. + 

By Mr. MILLER: The memorial of gody citizens of 
Missouri, praying the establishment of a”mail route from 
Shelbyville to Kirksville, Missouri. 

By Mr. SWEETSER: The petition of G. W. Helwick 
and 52 others, citizens of Franklin county, for an increase 
of mail facilities, &e. , 

By Mr. MARSHALL, of California: A petition from the 
officers engaved in the coast survey in California and Oregon, 
for additional compensation. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: The petition of citizens of Madison 
county, New York, praying Congress to make an appro- 
priation to pay the charges and expenses accruing upon the 
goods exhibited by American citizens at the World’s Fair. 

By Mr. PORTIER: The petition of James H. Robinson, 
gnardiau of Nathanié! Patten, a minor, and only heir of 
Nathaniel Patten, late of Missouri, deceased. 

By Mr. WHITE, of Alabama: A petition for the removal 
of the Jand office at Lebanon, Alabama, to Goshen, Chero- 
kee county. z 

By Mr. PEASLEE: The petition of John Brown, jun., 
for a pension. 7 

By Mr. INGERSOLL: The petition of Rebecca Napes 
and atizers, of the State of Connecticut, heirs of Panl Napes, 
asking for relief. ` , Bae 

By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The memorial and petition 
of Ildo K. Tolman and 63 others, citizens of Maine, asking 
Congress to make an appropriation for a breakwater on the 


eastern side of the Island of Matinicus, for the safety and ii 


| were referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
| Patent Office. se da 

|| Mr, SHIELDS presented a petition of citizens 
‘of Washington, D. C., praying the improvement 
| was referred to the Committee’ for the District of 


| Columbia. 


| Mr. SEWARD presented a resolution of the: 
| Board of Aldermen and: Board of, Assistants of the 
city of New York, tendering to the United States 
ja plot of ground in that city for the erection of a 
Mipt; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented the memoria] of 
the administrator of Charles Foster, praying the 
; appointment of a tribunal for reviewing the decis- 
lions of the Jate Board of Commissioners for set- 
i tling claims against Mexico. : 

Ordered, That it lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted additional documents in 
relation to the petition of John W. Whipple; which 
! were referred to the Committee of Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


| Ordered, That the memorial of the representatives of 
; William Teas, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
| Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

| On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

| Ordered, That the petition of Elizabeth Jones, heir of 
i John Carr, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the 
j 

H 

H 

| 

i 

} 


! Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 
Ordered, That the memorial of George McKay, on the 
| files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public 
| Lands. ` 

| On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was. = 

| Ordered, That the petition of Gilbert Knapp, on the files, 


protection of navigation and commerce. z 
l Also, the memorial of J. D. Parker and 108 others, citi- 
„zens of the counties of Washington and Hamilton, Maine, 


: of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. |- 


| On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


| praying Congress that a Hight-houge may be extablisiied pw 


E 
falis on the Aroostook rivolpsituated partiy in the Stata of> 
Maine and partly in the Provinċe of New Brunswick, to be 


during the late war with Mexico; which was re-, 


| of Delaware Avenue, north of the Capitol; which’ 


a 


_ed it without amen 


THE. CONG 


Ordered; That the. memorial of the heirs of Darius Gar- 
rason, oi the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
teé of Claims. . : 

On motion by Mr. RUSE, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the widow of Marvin W. 
Fisher, on the files of the Senate, be referred. to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. | x 

“On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

* ‘Ordered; That the petition of Auna Norton and Louis 
Foskit, heirs at law of ‘Zephaniah Ross, on the file of the 
Senate, be referred to the Committee“on Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, That-leave be granted. to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the ‘doenments in relation to the claims 
of Charles Reeder, Walter R. Johnson, and thé legal rep- 
yesentatives of Thomas P. Jones. 

On motion by. Mr. DAVIS, it-was 


Ordered, That the petition of citizens of Plymouth coun- 
ty, Massachusetts, on the. files.of the Senate, in relation to 
the improvement of North river, be referred to the Com- 
mittee op Commerce. ` ‘ 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the resolutions of the corporate authorities 
of Lynn; Massachusetts, with the documents on the files 
of the Senate relating to the establishment of a port of 
entry at that place, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
petition of John T., Sullivan, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a, bill for his relief, which was 
readand passed to a second reading.’ 

Ordered, That the report. be printed. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committeeon Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial and 
papers of Joseph Gideon, submitted a report, ac- 
ens by a bill for his relief. 

The bill was. read and passed to the second 
reading. i 

Ordered, ‘That the report be printed. 

-Mr.M „also, from the same committee, to whom 
was#eferred the memorial and papers of John O. 
Means, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief. 

The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee of Claims, to. 
whom was referred the petition of Robert Piatt, 
submitted an adverse report, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom the ‘subject was referred, 
reported a bill to reimburse the Common Council 
ue New York expenditures made forthe first re- 
giment of New York volunteers. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill granting the 
right of way to the State of Missouri, and a por- 
tion of the public lands to aid in the construction 
ofa railroad from Hannibal to St. Joseph, in said 
State, reported it with an amendment. 

fle also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill granting to the State of Mich- 
igan the right of way and a donation of the public 
lands for the purpose of constructing a canal or 
railroad across the peninsula of Michigan, report- 
t ment, 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution to 
authorize an investigation into the causes of the 
explosion of steam-boilers, and the best means of 
preventing the same, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the proceedings of a court of inquiry 
in the case of William K. Latimer, a captain in 
the Navy, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the charges and specitications, and also 
the report aud opinion of a court of inquiry in the ease of 
William K. Latimer, and the letter of the Secretary of the 
Navy transmitting the same, and the general order in said 
ease, dated July 1, 1851, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

y Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill granting 
to the State of Arkansas the right of way and a 
portion of the public lands to aid in the consirue- 
tion of a railroad from a point on the western bank 
of the Mississippi river, opposite the town of 
Memphis, Tennessee, by way of Little Rock, to a 
point on Red river, on the border of Texas re- 
ported it with an amendment. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill granting the right of way and 


making a grant of land. to the State of. Arkansas. 
in aid of the construction of certain railroads. in 


| said State, reported it without amend ment. 


- He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill granting to-the State of Ar- 
kansas the right of way and making a donation of 
a portion of the public lands to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from’ Helena to Fort Smith, 
in Arkansas, reported-it without amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee dn Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom. was referred the bill enti- 
tled “A bill for the relief of David C. Cash and 
Giles U. Ellis,” reported it without amendment, 
and that it ought not to pass. ae 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 

Land Claims, to whom was referred the petition 
of John Ervin, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill, to confirm the claim of John Ervin to a cer- 
tain tract of land in the De Bastrop claim. - 

The bill was read and passed to a second read- 
ing. 


Ordered, That the report be printed. 


itary Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
George Poindexter, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 


On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 


citizens of Michigan, in relation to the Zilwaukie, Grand 
Traverse, and Mackinaw Plank Road Company ; a memo- 
rial of the Legislature of Missouri, in relation to the Lex- 
ington and Daviess County Railroad; a memorial of the 
Legislature of Missouri, in relation to a plank road from 
Tully, in that State, to Bloomfield, Iowa; a memorial of 
the Legislature of Missouri, in relation to the Northern 
Missouri Railroad; a petition of citizens of Wisconsin, 
presented January 2; a memorial of arailroad convention 
of lowa, presented December 22, 1851; a petition of citi- 
zens of Lowa, presented January 14; and a memorial ofa 
convention of citizens of Fowa, presented January 10. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 


charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
Thomas Kennedy, and the memorial of Gabriel Villeré. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHIELDS, agreeably to previous notice, 
| asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
| amend an act entitled ‘* An act to incorporate the 
Washington Gaslight Company,” approved July 
8, 1848; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Coimmittee for the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BAYARD, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill con- 
cerning the sessions of the courts of the United 
| States in the district of Delaware; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, agreeably to previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
| granting lands and the right of way to the States 
of Indiana and Illinois in aid of the construction 
| of a railroad from a point on the Ohio river oppo- 
| site Louisville, Kentucky, to a point on_the Mis- 
sissippi river opposite St. Louis, in Missouri; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GWIN, agreeably to previous notice, 
| asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to pro- 
vide for the appointment of a superintendent of 
indian affairs if California; which was read a first 


i| and second tig by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to release the 
bonds given for duties on goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, destroyed by fire in the city of San 
Francisco, in California, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORT OF SENATE PROCEEDINGS. 
Mr. NORRIS submitted the following resolu- 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be and he is 


| hereby authorized and instructed to audit, and from time 
| to time to settie the aecount of John ©. Rives for the re- 
| ports of the Senate proceedings and debates published in 
| the Duily Globe, at $7 50 per column. 


| CENSUS RETURNS. 
| 
| 


ij 
| 
tion for consideration: 
if 
| 
| 
i 
i 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolu- 


| tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to furnish the Senate with an estimate of the number of 
pages which the census returns will contain if the same 


| shall he completed on the plan now pursued by the Census É i “7 7 
|| attending upon the committee, I will say that it ia 


| Bureau. 


Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mil- 


charged from the further consideration of six petitions of | 
g i 


.Also, what part of the same will be composed of statistio 
caMables, and what part of other matter.’ 


CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 

s the motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to consider the resolution submitted 
by him yesterday, in the following words: 

« Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be. 
authorized to employ a clerk during the present session of 
Congress.” 

Mr. DAWSON. Imove to amend by adding, 
«and the Committee on Patents andthe Patent 
Office.” > 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment 
by adding, “and the Committee on Engrossed 
Bilis.” 

Mr. CASS. I would like to know whether 
these applications are made by order of the com- 
mittees. I wish to know whether these committees 
deem the employment of these clerks necessary. 

Mr. HALE. I will answer the honorable Sen- 


| ator so far as the Committee on Engrossed Bills 


is concerned. That committee has not considered 
this matter, because there has been no room as- 


_signed where they might meet for consultation. 


Mr. CASS. That is enough. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

"The question then recurred on the amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON. If there. is any committee 
besides the Committee on Finance and the Com- 
mittee on Pensions which needs a clerk, it is the 
Commiitee on Patents and the Patent Office. There 
are numerous applications for extensions of patents 
made to that committee, which require a great deal 
of investigation, and a great deal of running to 
the Patent Office. Every member belonging to 
that committee would be relieved of a great deal 
of trouble by the appointment of a clerk. I think 
it due to that committee that it may be thus re- 
lieved, and I have therefore offered this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CASS. Did I understand the honorable 
Senator to say that the Committee on Patents and 
the Patent Office have applied for this clerk? 

Mr. DAWSON. We have not made an order 
to that effect, but there was an informal agreement 
by the majority of the committee, that a clerk was 
necessary for the transaction of their business, if 
a clerk was necessary for any other committee. 

Mr. RUSK. Ifit be at the request of the com- 
mittee, and they say that they desire the service 
of a clerk, and need his services, I shall be willing 
to vote them a clerk very cheerfully. But this 
proposition might embarrass the original resolution 
to give a clerk to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWSON. I can appeal to the chairman 
of the Committee on Patents to say whether this 
clerk is not necessary. K 

Mr. JAMES. I can only answer as a member 
of that committee, that the duties brought before 
the committee are very arduous, and that it is 


| highly necessary we should have.a clerk at an 


early day. 

Mr. CASS. If we aré to hold the committees 
responsible for the employment of these clerks, we 
should require some formal action from the com- 
mittees; we should have their approbation of the 
measure and hold them responsible for it. 

Mr. BADGER. I suppose the only thing ne- 
cessary is to be satisfied that the committee deems 
a clerk necessary, and desires to have a clerk. 
Whether that desire is manifested by individual 
members or by any particular member under the 
instruction of the committee, it seems to me that 
it makes no kind of difference in the practical re- 
sult, These gentlemen say their committee needs 
a clerk, and that they desire a clerk; therefore I 
am for giving them one. : 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. So far as there is any ne- 
cessity for the appointment of a clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, I have the authority of 
thecommittee. I wasinstructed by them to report 
this resolution. It was a subject considered by 
them. We have felt not only at this session but 
at the last -session the necessity of a clerk. We 
forbore, however, at the last session to urge a 
motion of this kind, in consequence of what was 
understood to be a very general opposition, on the 
part of the Senate, to extend that kind of relief to 
the duties of the committees. Since then, how- 
ever, the Senate is aware of a great accumulation 
of business upon the hands of that commiltee, 
Constituted, as it is, with some of its members 
disqualified, from ill health and other reasons, for 
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totally impossible to discharge the duties inci 
bent upon the members of the committee as:such, 
in addition to the ordinary legislative duties re- 
quired of them in their capacity as members of this 
body. e Nek’ a 

There has been a vast accumulation of business 


upon the hands of this committee, I believé that |i 


something like fifty treaties negotiated -by the 
Government. are now before the committee: for 
consideration.” It must: be borne in ‘mind, also, 
that our relations and our policy in reference to 
the Indian tribes constitute probably the most 
variegatedspiece of patchwork, in defiance of. our 
general reguiations of the system, of all the legis- 


lation of this Government in reference to any || 


subject whatever. 

, I have felt it necessary to make these explana- 
tions in view of what I saw was evidently a mis- 
apprehension on the part of some gentlemen here. 
The committee ask for this clerk, not as a per- 
sonal exemption from duties, but as something 
which they deem absolutely indispensable to a 
proper discharge of those duties, 

Mr. DAWSON. I do not feel at all inclined 
to embarrass the action of the Senate; and as the 
idea has been suggested to me, thatthe amendment 
which I*have proposed might injure the direct 
application of the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, I will withdraw the amendment 
which I have offered. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have no idea that any ob- 
jection I can make will influence the Senate to 
vote down this proposition; nevertheless this con- 
sideration shall not deter me from an effert to cor- 
rect that which I regard as an abuse; for every 
proposition that adds a clerk to the committees of 
the Senate, I regard as an abuse, and it cannot 
have my vote. Heretofore the Committee on Fi- 
nance have had a clerk, and I am willing to admit 
there was a propriety in this, during the actual 
sessions of Congress, for the labors of this com- 
mittee are of a kind, that a competent man can 
make himself useful as clerk. But there are rea- 
sons, operating in favor of the employment of a 
clerk by this committee, that do not exist with 
any other of the body. I need not waste time on 
this point. Senators all know to what I refer. 

A few days since we ordered clerks for the com- 
mittees on Naval Affairs and Commerce, now we 
are asked to order clerks for the Indian and Com- 
mittee on Patents, and if the order is made (as I 
presume it will be, judging from the past, and in 
view of the great facility with which we act affirm- 
atively on all such matters,) we will be asked to 
grant clerks to every standing committee of this 
body. Why the Committee on Naval Affairs 
should ask a clerk, is a matter of astonishment to 
me. What duty will the clerk of that committee 
perform. Will he make up a briefin each case pre- 
sented for the decision of the committee, and decide 
the merits of the case?. If so, we will have only 
the opinion of the clerk, and not the majority 
opinion ofthe committee, founded on an actual ex- 
amination of the case. While, as a general rule, I 
might be willing to act upon the opinion of a Sen- 
ator, expressed after a full examination of the 
report presented by him, I would not be thus 
willing to adopt and act upon the opinion of a 
clerk of whom I know nothing, and who has no 
legislative responsibility. I was for several years 
a member of the Naval Committee, and therefore 
I have singled out and remarked upon what I con- 
sidered the claims of this committee, and have no 
hesitation in saying, that while I had the honor of 
a place on that committee, I should have opposed 
the employment of a clerk, on the ground he 
would have been a useless piece of furniture, so 
far as the proper legitimate business of the com- 
mittee was concerned. é 
convenience to every Senator to have the services 
of acompetent gentleman, about his general busi- 
ness affairs, transacting business at Departments, 
and keeping up his correspondence; and I do not 
say there would be anything wrong in thus employ- 
ing an employee ofthe committee; butif this abuse 


(for assuch, I can only characterize it) isto exist, | 


ow into a practice, let it be general—give all 
ee Gininitters oF the body clerks, and then we 
will all be upon an equal footing. If this resolution 
be adopted, as a matter of course we will expect 
to order a clerk for each standing committee. 
Mr. BADGER. I do not know how my hon- 
orable friend from Indiana. undertakes so confi- 
dently to determine upon what is and what is not 


It would be a source of |: 


| required by all the committees of this body. I 
think it would be much. better for us to rely upon 
| the-determinations of the committees themselves; 
to'allow them to speak for their own committees, 
i and to confine ourselves, as a former Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Bewron] used to say, to our own 
bailiwicks. i f 
. The Senator from Indiana has referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and supposes that 
| that committee cannot have any need of a clerk. 
This is but an instance to show the hazard which 
any gentleman undertakes, in pronouncing an 
opinion upon the condition of other committees 
than his own. Sir, we have very great need of a 
clerk. In the condition of affairs before the Naval 
Committee at this time, we have need of an active 
i and intelligent clerk. We have need of him to 
| facilitate our transactions in the business which 
the Senate has committed to us. We have need 
of him, to enable us to carry on the necessary in- 
tercourse between us and the Department, and the 
„various bureaus of the Department; fer the pur- 
ose of collecting the information which is required 
to facilitate those inquiries which the Senate has | 
demanded of us to make, and how we are to report 
| our own judgment. We do not want a clerk to 
| communicate his judgment to us. We want him 
there to get together such materials as we may re- 
quire, in order to enable us to form our own judg- 
ments. The honorable Senator says that the 
Committee on Naval Affairs has nothing for a clerk 
to do; and he supposes this to be thé case with 
regard to every committee of the Senate, except the 
| Committee on Finance. He says that itis, never- 
theless, very convenientto havea clerk, in orderthat | 
he may attend to the private business of members | 
' of the committee. Do I understand the Senator to | 
i mean by that, that clerks are asked for by com- | 
| mittees here when they have no use for them, with 
| regard to the discharge of their Senatorial duties; | 
| but that they are actually practising an impogitjon 
upon this body, by asking for officers to bedh- 
| ployed at the public expense, to attend to the pri- 
| vate business of members? Iam sure that the 
| honorable Senator should not make such an im- 
| putation as this, unless he could produce some 
evidence to sustain it. ft impeaches the honor— 
the personal honor, the official honor—it impeaches | 
the respectability of honorable gentlemen as mem- | 
bers of this body, if there be any individual upon 
any committee who is supposed to be influenced 
| by any such low, groveling, personal purpose, in 
| asking for a clerk. . 
| With regard to myself 1 can say that when I 
wished a clerk to be appointed by the naval com- | 


d 
i him to do. 
Whether well or ill done, it is done by myself, 
and without the assistance of others. I feel very 
| well satisfied that no gentleman associated with 
| me upon the Committee on Naval Affairs wishes | 
! a clerk for any such indirect personal object. But | 
how does it happen that the honorable Senator 


mittee I had no personal business of my own for |; 
My own busivess I do myself. | 


the head of which is my hénorable frieri 
Texas, [Mr. Rusx.] Every one well kn l 
it is necessary that that cömmittee should have 
clerk. “My friend from Texás said on a-foriner 
occasion that that committee did need a clerk 
am satisfied that he gaid so because ‘he ‘bel 
| it, and that nothing i 
say it if he had not believed it. -So° itis with re- 
gard to the Committee’ on “Military “Affairs, of 
whose business I have had ‘some experience; and 
I have known ‘the business of that committee to 
suffer for want of such assistatice: “0 o 0 si 

With regard to the expenditure involved in this, 
permit me to say that itis alittle of ‘ penny wis- 
| dom and pound folly,” while we are ready. to 
; pour out the public money-at the bung, té be so 
| carefully engaged in stopping a little spiggot-hole 
| oùt of which but a small portion of the public 
treasure oozes; and especially when it is expended 
for the purpose of enabling committees more sat- 
| isfactorily to themselves, and more beneficially to 
| ne country, to discharge the duties imposed upon 

them. ; 
The honorable Senator from Indiana thinks that 
| members of committees ought to take this labor 
upon themselves; and he says he is willing to-do 
it. I believe he is. He is a young man; aman 
in vigorous health, and is fond of labor. He‘is 

leased with a kind of investigation, which: to me 
is absolutely repulsive. Let him go on then, and 
| devote those powers which he possesses to'the 
service of the Senate, in the honorable and. éf- 
cient manner that he now does; but do not‘Jet him 
deny to those of us who have not the same capa- 
city, and that kind of business facility which our 
age, or indisposition, or any other cause may ren- 
der necessary, to enable us to come at a practical 
and beneficial result of our operations. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone the far- 
ther consideration of this subject until to-morrow, 
| in order that we may get at the special order of 

the day, which is the bounty land bill. f 

Mr. BRIGHT. This is rather an unimportant 
matter; but since the remarks of the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina, I must be indulged 
| with a short reply. I employed no such language 
in my previous remarks as that Senator attributes 
to me, nordid anything which I said justify the 
construction which that honorable Senator sought 
| in his remarks ‘to put upon mine. I said not a 
i word which could, by implication even, be regarded 
| as reflecting upon the honor or integrity of any 
i Senator, and I venture the assertion that the hon- 
| orable Senator from North Carolina stands alone 
| in this misconception of that which I did say. i 
said in general terms that I believe clerks to com- 
mittees of this body useless appendages, as far as 
|| the legitimate business of this body was concerned, 
i and their employment.an abuse of our privileges 
| here; and this I again: repeat, not by way of ceñ- 
sure to others who may take a different view of 
| this subject, but by way of expressing my decided 
condemnation of ‘thus summarily fastening’ on to 


i 


| admits that the Committee-on Finance have need 
of a clerk? Why has the Committee on Finance 
need of a clerk? Is it on account of the peculiar 
nature of the business which that committee has 
to do? Or is it on account of the amount of busi- 
ness which that conimittee is called upon to per- | 
| form? I presume that other committees of this || 
body need a clerk as well as the Committee on | 
| Finance. There is nothing in the name of that; 
| committee which makes a distinction and shows | 


committees should not have it. 
that the Committee on Finance eminently needs a | 


| nishing a clerk to that committee, and I have | 
| always been glad to see it done. But when hon- |; 
| orable members upon this floor announce to me | 
Í that, in their judgment, the convenient dispatch of | 
the public business committed to them requires that |! 
| they should be furnished with a clerk, I shall |! 
| always feel it to be my duty to presume that they 
| are actuated by public considerations, and are not 
| asking to obtain any private advantage. 

| Now, with regard to this committee, after what 


| 
| 
| 
t 
H 


| it should have such assistance, and that other ‘į 
I have no doubt |! 


| 
i clerk. The Senate has been in the habit of fur- || 
i 


the Treasury anew batch of pensioners; for mark, 
gir, every one of the individuals provided to be em- 
| ployed under this and similar resolutions, will be 
continued over at the end of this to the opening of 
the next Congress, and so on from year to year, 
adding another and another to the long list of 
abuses that are daily creeping into every depart- 
ment of this Capitol: And again mark, at the end 
of this session, about the last day or night thereof, 
you will have a resolution offered by some kindly- 
; disposed Senator, giving, in addition to the $1,500 
per annum now paid clerks, a gratification of $250 
more; and this will not only be done at the long, 
but unless a new practice obtains, these very clerks, 
that are now employed only for present use, will 
be continued over to the short session, and the 
same salary be given for three months work, and 
the $250 extra pay again added. J am speaking 
of the probable future, having my eye on the past; 
and I have on this point only said what I feel quite 
sure will be realized, unless a great change takes 
place in our mode of legislation. 

The honorable Senator from North Carolina 
feels at liberty to read me a lecture on account of 


| has been said by the chairman of the Committee | 
| on Indian Affairs, [Mr. Sispastran,] it seems to | 
| me that it would be dificult for us to furnish | 
| a satisfactory reason why we should refuse to | 
this committee what we have granted to other | 
committees. We have granted a clerk to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, at 


my notice of the Naval Committee. I spoke in 


| the most respectful terms of that important, com- 


| mittee, and remarked that when I was a member 
i of it, as I had been for two or three sessions past, 
| the chairman and members of it had. experienced 
no inconvenience for the want ofa clerk, and that 
I was not aware of any greater necessity fora clerk 


uld have ‘induced: him to ` 


_Semploy, one, so ifar as the. interests of the public 


> y 4 


ws 


now than then. And now, notwithstanding the 
“opinions of. the, honorable Senator- from North 
‘arolina, expressed: in a very authoritative man- 
ner, L beg leave again to say, that J donot: be- 
lieve the Naval Committee can find employment 
fora clerk;.and-I. will g further and add, that į 
there is not a committ®. of this body, unless 
it be the Committee on Finance, that can profitably 


are concerned. Whether ‘while I was a member 
of the.Committeé. on Naval Affairs I contributed 
in the least degree to lighten the. labors of the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina, who was 
„never known to shrink from any responsibility or 
the’ performance. of any duties, is a matter of 
very little consequence at this time.. The ques- 
tion now is, whether. the public interest will be 
promoted. by this loose system of creating a new 
pet of useless officers. I think not, and have 
plainly given some of my reasons, without. in- 
tending to offend in the slightest degree any 
Senator.. Knowing, however, what I do, as to 
the manner such propositions as this are generally 
disposed of here, I cannot say that I have the least 
idea it will be defeated, and consider all I have or 
might say in opposition to the resolution as labor 
lost. Iam content to affix my mark of opposition 
upon it, and let it go. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to remind the honora- 
ble Senator from Indiana of two things with regard 
to the Naval Committee, which seem to have es- 
caped his recollection. In the first place, while he 
was a member of that committee, he was a mem- 
ber of one or two other committees, furnishing so 
much occupation for his time that it was very sel- 

dom. that we could get on that committee the as- 
sistance which his labors and his counsel would 
have afforded. ence, with my friend from New 
Jersey, [Mr. Minuer,] at that time a member of 
the committee, and the then Senator from Florida, 
{Mr. Yurse,] who was atthe head of the com- 
mittee, wè had thrown upon us an amount of la- 
bor and responsibility under which we were borne | 
and pressed down, and in which the honorable 
Senator from Indiana shared very little, and of the 
oppressive character of which he knew nothing. 
That is the first fact. 

Then I wonder that the honorable Senator has 
not thought of the other fact; and that is, we now 
have the State of California in the Union, and it 
would require a clerk to attend to thé business of | 
that State, while the members of the committee 
were ‘able to attend to the rest of the United 
States. 

Mr. HALE, I did not intend to mingle in this 
debate, but as the honorable Senator from North’! 
Carolina says he has been oppressed, und as I feel | 
myself bound to advocate the cause of the op- | 
pressed, I want to say a word or two. It strikes | 


me that we are making mistakes in the discussion | 
of this matter. That is, we are going too much 
into detail. We are not taking a national view of | 
the thing. I want to suggest a national view of; 
this matter. Weare not only doing what we are | 
doing for to-day, but we are making precedents, i 
and they will stick and be followed hereafter. I 
wish now to suggest a possible state of things : 
which may exist hereafter. It may be that in the ' 
coming years that are before us, there will be an | 
administration of the General Government in 
power, and a majority of the Senate in opposition. 
Well, then, we that are in opposition will have 
some friends; our friends will come here and want 
places. We cannot give them places unless we. 
tinake some nent little places in the committees, 
where we shall not have a President to interfere to 
nominate. We want places where we can confirm | 
without a nomination. £ think, in view of what | 
may possibly occur hereafter, an arrangement of | 
this sort will be very convenient. Although I | 
have but very few friends, they are enough to be; 
troublesome, especially to a man who has no sort | 
of influence with the Administration; and it is | 
exceedingly convenient, when all these places are i 
filled by our enemies, to say, at least, there is a | 
littie clerkship in our committee which the Senate, |} 
for their own purposes, hold in their own hands. | 
In that way we would be doing a great public | 
good—granting relief to those who are oppressed | 
by that labor under which the honorable Senator | 
from North Carolina has suffered until the marks | 
of premature age are creeping upon him, I say, 
that while the Senate would be doing a great pub- | 
lic good, they would be relieving themselves from l 


‘this oppressive labor by the establishing of-a pre- 


cedent which we are this day sêtting. I trust that 


the honorable Senator from Indiana. wil take: a 


national view.of the thing, and look into the com- 
ing future. Z As the eulogist of General Jackson 
once said, I hope the Senator’ will listen to the 
footsteps of coming generations, and legislate for 
all time, sd that when it does happen, as 1 have 
-no doubt it some timewill happen, when the ma- 
jority will be in opposition to the Administration, 
we shall have some little patronage of. eur own 
about which we need not consult the President. 

This is what I consider taking a national view 
of the thing. I consider this as rising above such 
little picayune things as the writing of reports, 
and as going to establish the character and policy 
of the Government. | In this view, it seems to me 
if the Senate had listened and attended to this, I 
am certain they would not have refused to give the 
Committee on Engrossed Bills a clerk. I have 
been frequently called out when my friend from 
North Carolina was making a speech, to examine 
an engrossed bill, and to certify to its correctness. 
This requires deliberation. 

I shall vote for the motion of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] to postpone 


| this resolution until to-morrow, for I think that a 


thing of this sort should not be done in a harry. 
I hope that this resolution may be postponed to a 
day certain, so that we may give it that due delib- 
eration which it deserves. 

Mr. HUNTER. As the time has arrived for 
the consideration of the special order, I withdraw 
the motion I.made a while ago, and move that the 
subject be laid upon the tab'e. 

Mr. BADGER and others. 
resolution. 

Mr. HUNTER. As it is suggested that the 
resolution may now be voted upon, I withdraw 
that motion. 

he resolution was then adopted. 
FOREIGN INTERVENTION, 

Mr. CASS. I desire to lay upon the table, 
with the view of having it printed, a resolution 
which [intend to offer as a substitute for the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
(Mr. Crarxe,| yesterday. lwas not present when 
the Senator offered his resolution, and I merely 
wish now that the paper I offer may be printed, 
and to give notice that when the resolution comes 
up, I will move this as a substitute. 

The substitute proposed is as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That while the people of the United States sympathize with 
all nations who are striving to establish free governments, 
yet they recognize the great principle of the jaw of natious 
which assures to each of them the right to managejts own 
jiternai aflairs in its own way, and to establish, alter, or 
abolish its goverament at pleasure, without the interference 
of auy other Power; and they have notseen, nor could 


Let us vote on-the 


i] they again see, without deep concern, the violation of this 


principle of national independence. 

‘The PRESIDENT. This can only be received 
informally. 

Mr. CASS. I merely wish that this resolution 
may be printed, so that when the resolution of the 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island comes up I 
may be able to offer this as a substitute. 

‘The resolution was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the following inform- 
ally, that it might be printed. Itisan amendment 
which he will offer to the joint resolutions offered 
by Mr. Crarge: 

Strike out all after the second resolution, and insert the 
following as a substitute : 

Resolved, That while the United States, in consideration 
of the exigencies of society, habitually reeognize govern- 
ments de facto in other States, yet that they are neverthe- 
Jess by no means indifferent when such a government is 
established against the consent of any people by usurpation 
or by armed intervention of foreign states or nations. 
Resolved, That considering that the people of Hungary, in 

of the rights secured to them by the laws of 
nations in a solemn and legitimate manner, asserted their 
national independence and established a government by 
their own vojuntary act, and successfully maintained it 
against all opposition by parties lawfully interested in the 
question, and that the emperor of Russia, without just 
or lawful right, invaded Hungary, and by fraud and armed 
force subverted the national independence and political con- 
stitution thus established, and thereby reduced that country 
to the condition of a province, ruled by a foreign absolute 
power: The United States, in defence of their own interests 
and of the common interests of mankind, do solemuly pro- 
test against the conduct of Russia on that oecasion, as a 
wanton and tyrannical infraction of the laws of nations. 


a 


And the United States do further declare, that they will not | 


hereafter be indifferent to similar acts of national injustice, 


oppression, and usurpation, whenever or wherever they 
may occur, ° 


‘transfer of land warrants issued under 


ASSIGN ABILITY 0 ELAND WARRANTS. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 

of the special order, being a bill to authorize the 
the.act of 
September’ 28, 1850, granting bounty land to the 
officers and privates of the American ‘army since 
1790. ‘ 
The PRESIDENT... The joint resolution was 
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole, and was amended. -It’was then reported 
to the Senate, and the question now is on an 
amendment offered by the Senator from Wisor- 
sin, (Mr. WALKER. | 5 

Mr. WALKER. After the yeas and nays 
were ordered on this proposition yesterday, there 
were some observations made by the Senator from 
Arkansas, [Mr. Borranp,] ard others by the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Fexcn,] to which E 
wish to offer a few words in reply. The objec- 
tion of the Senator from Arkansas is to the prop- 
osition on account of its connection with the main 
subject under consideration; and he seemed to in- 
timate that if my amendment were offered as an 
independent proposition, he would. vote for it. 
His objection to it appeared to be its connection 
with this joint resolution. 

Mr. BORLAND. Will the Senator from Wis- 
consin allow me to interrupt him for the purpose 
of making a single remark? and perhaps I can’ 
thereby save him the necessity of making the ob- 
servation he was about to make in reply. 

Mr. WALKER. I give way to the Senator 
from Arkansas. 7 Ti 

Mr. BORLAND. I desire to correct, to some 
extent, a short remark which I made yesterday. 
Upon looking over the report of my remarks in 
the paper this morning, as well as adverting to my 
recollection of what I said at the time, I find that 
I took a position which I would not be able fully 
to stand upon, That, however, arises from the 
fact that I misconceived, to some extent, the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Wisconsin. The sub- 
ject of preémption was under consideration when 
he made his proposition; and the impression made 
upon my mind was, that his proposition referred 
to preémption rights, and not to an absolute dona- 
tion of land to actual settlers, without any com- 
pensation being given by them to the Government. 

desire to say now, that I would not be willing 
to go for such a proposition. My understanding 
of it was, that it included only preëmption rights, 
and to that extent I would be willing to go. I 
make this observation with the view of correcting 
my remark yesterday, and by way of explaining 
what | intended. 

Mr. WALKER. The correction of the Senator 
from Arkansas will not change the course of ob- 
servation which I was going to make, for the 
objection which he yesterday made to my amend- 
ment was one which is almost universally made 
to any amendment proposed in the Senate that 
embraces in itself the principal subject. That ob- 
jection is, that the amendment is not offered in the 
proper place. That as a separate proposition-it 
might or might not be supported. Now I think 
the amendment which I proposed yesterday is 
perfectly relevant to the subject under considera- 
tion. The subject in reality in its substance and 
intention, embraces a method of getting rid of the 
public lands. It cannot be contended that it is 
anything more or anything less. It is true that 
on its face it professes to be a proposition legal- 
izing the assignment of land warrants; but we all 
know perfectly well that the operation of these 
assignments will be to open a new method of ac- 
quiring public lands by individuals, and a new 
method by which the General Government shall 
dispose of them. Now what I propose is an addi- 
tion to this method of disposing of the public 
lands, so that we may give a free grant of a hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to every person who 
will demonstrate in good faith his intention of be- 
coming a resident upon the land, by dwelling 
upon it and cultivating it for five years. This is 
the proposition. 

The objection of the Senator from Michigan, 
who is chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, was of a similar character to the objec- 
tion urged by the Senator from Arkansas, but 
with this additional objection, thatthe proposition 
was sprung upon the Senate suddenly, and that it 
did not give the Senate proper time to deliberate 
upon it and to frame the necessary machinery by 
which to carry out the object. Now I regret that 


. 
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the Senator from Michigan has made this objec- | 
tion, for, during the last Congress, I had before 
the Senate a bill for the purpose of ‘relieving the 
General Government of all the burdens of the 
land system; to vest these lands in the govern- 
ments of the several States.in. which they may 
lie, and then going on to provide the machinery 
by which these provisions in favor of actual set- 
ters should. be carried out; and after long and | 
mature deliberation and much debate, a majority || 
of the Senate voted against it: -The same. prin- 
ciple was offered as an amendment to other bills, 
and it was. still voted down. “At this session I 
have again renewed. the bill: — It has been before i! 


the Committee on Public Lands since the com- |I 


mencement of thesession. I have not heard from || 
it since. s 

I do not wish to be understood as censuring the 
committee if they have not reported. It is an | 
important committee, and has great and important 
duties to discharge, and it discharges them faith- | 
fully. But still I am not censurable for any delay |! 
in regard to this matter, for [have been industrious f 
in bringing this proposition in all its details before 
the Senate. While that bill, introduced at the last 
session of Congress, and again introduced at this 
session, and at both sessions referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, embraces my own pecu- 
liar views—if gentlemen see proper to consider 
them peculiar—yet I think 1 ought not to be, 
amenable to the language used by the Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Downs,] that I objected to || 
every other proposition because it was not my 
thunder. Now, tkis proposition is in character 
with that which I have been urging upon the atten- 
tion of the Senate. Tam not tenacious with re- 
gard to who may avail himself of the proprietor- || 
ship of the thunder, so that I can accomplish the 
end I desire. I am not very particular whether 
the proposition which I first suggested be carried |; 
out or not; I would prefer it, but £ do not adhere | 
very tenaciously to it in the proposition which I 
now offer. I would relieve myself, if I had the | 
power, from the duty of urging these views upon | 
the Senate; for 1 am aware that I urge them 
upon unwilling ears. But let any one live in a 
new State, and have the experience and opportu- 
nity to make the observations that I have, and he 
would not wonder that I wish to see this system 
of granting the public lands adopted by the Gov- 
ernment so far as it applies to actual settlers. 

Why, sir, take the State in which I live, which 
is not yet four years old as a State, and which as 
a Territory does not exceed fifteen years, and yet 
for the earth apon which our log-cabins are built, 
where our hearth-stones are erected, and where our | 
homes are placed, in that new country, laboring | 
under all the embarrassments which we have had | 
to contend against, we have paid into the Treas- | 
ury of the United States upwards of seven mil | 
lions of dollars; and that, too, from a State in | 
which we have no public works constituting a | 
great source of revenue to us, where it has been a | 
constant struggle to get our public roads where | 
we best can, to establish schools, and build milis f 
and bridges, and establish the other conveniences | 
of society. While al this has been the case, and | 
every improvement has been a drain upon the en- | 
ergies of the settlers, we have had a continual |: 
drain from us of everything—every substantial |) 
footing on which we could rest. This was not: 
the case with the old States. ‘They were the pro- | 
prietors of their. own lands; and if they charged |! 
anything for the lands upon which the settlers | 
located, the money received went into the treasury 
of their own State, and was disbursed among their | 
own people. But we have made improvemenis ji 
which render the lands of the State valuable, and || 
yet when sold the money is not disbursed from | 
our State treasury, but it goes into the Treasury { 
of the United States; and when we ask fora little 
to be returned to protect life or property, or even | 
enough to facilitate the construction of railroads- 
or to improve the Fox or Wisconsin rivers, there | 
seems to be the most astonishing opposition on 
the part of Senators to any such grant. And yet | 
no State has paid so large an amount in the same | 
time into the Post Office Department, and no State | 
in the Union has paid so large an amount into the | 
Treasury from the sale of public lands, and no $! 
State has been so little embarrassing to the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

ae honest in the belief that we have already 


i 


| for the Government. 


| this doctrine of giving the public lands to actual | 


| Senator from ‘Texas, [Mr. Housron,] have in- 


‘itis about time that the country should begin to 


| the shape of land warrants which you propose to | 


| into the market. 


and I believe that it would be the best policy for | 
the Government to. allow the new settler to have 
his: home, that. he may contribute more in what 
he-pays for articles imported into the country and 
thus increase the revenue from that source. [| 
believe it to be the best policy, and I do not urge 
‘jt tor the purpose of clap-trap, or as an item of 
thunder for myself. I am honest and sincere, 
and I shall continue to urge it so long as I believe 
it will be the best policy both for the States and 
‘Then I do hope I may not 
be looked upon with a prejudiced eye when Lurge | 


settlers. Iam not peculiar in this. Some of the 
greatest minds in the country have believed it. | 
As far back as the time of. General Jackson he | 
recommended it in four successive messages; Mr. | 
Webster has also introduced a proposition of this | 
nature here; and the honorable Senator from Ili- | 
nois, (Mr. Doveras,} and also the honorable ; 

{ 

i 


troduced similar propositions; and it seems to me 


look at the matter in its true light, in place of 
setting itself, through its representatives, against 
those who may urge its claims upon the Senate. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate, but I look 
upon itas bidding a final farewell to the present 
land system with the prospect of the most melan- 
choly results. Sir, here ave most of the States 
manifesting a belief that we should no longer seek 
a revenue from that quarter, but that these lands 
should be ceded for purposes of internal improve- | 
ment. But what is the course pursued now? You | 
are making large grants for purposes of internal | 
improvements, and when you throw into circula- | 
tion this immense amount of paper currency in | 


do by this bill, what is likely to be the real value } 
of the lands you grant for the building of rail- 
roads? Why, sir, these grants will be in a 
measure valueless; they will become.as nothing. | 
You will derive no benefit by those grants, even i 
when they are made for the purpose of aiding the | 
States in the construction of railroads. But it | 
may be said that this is a matter of no conse- 
quence to the old States and those in which no | 
public lands lie. i deny it; I do not think so. I| 
regard it as a matter of the highest importance to 
all the States, whether old or new. I say that so 
long as the old States command the passes to the | 
Atlantic ocean they are most deeply interested in | 
all that affects the facilities of transportation of 
i the various products of the Western country and | 
l of the Mississippi valley; and they are acting on | 
! a very short-sighted policy when they withhold | 
| these grants, or do anything which could lead to | 
| the frustration of the beneficial results to be de- : 
rived from them. Sir, I believe that, whatever 
may be the determination of the Senate eventu- 
ally, it is bad policy to pass this measure at the 
present time. I think that, if it is to be passed, 
we had better wait till the end of the session— | 
until we can see what the States are likely to make | 
of their several improvements, or what price they 
are likely to obtain for the lands through which | 
these improvements are to be located; and not be | 
making grants of land and then taking them back | 
again because they will afford no revenue to the | 
projectors of these improvements, owing to the; 
immense number of land warrants thus thrown | 
J believe that it would be much | 
better to postpone the bill for the present, even if | 
it should ultimately be passed. | 
Mr. DOUGLAS. f 
amendment, aud i ask that it may be read. j 
The amendment was read, as published in the | 
| 


This is a very important 


Congressional Globe, page 303. : g 

Mr. WALKER. Before anything further is 
said, I wish to state, that the proviso which is į 
attached to that amendment, is one which is | 
brought in, in view of opinions of other Senators, f 
and not of my own. If I had broughtin a prop- || 
osition, imbodying my own views only, the. re- į 
striction in the proviso to the amendment would 
not have been inserted. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not rise for the 


be matter enough in- that subject to occupy pers | 
haps a month; we-might Say à great deal-for and 
against such a proposition.” Now, it seems tome 
it is too large a subject to. be introduced heré as 
an amendment, to encumber this bill which F had 
the honor of introducing, and T-hope the ‘bill may 
not be encumbered by Ti. Fhe ‘bill which I had 
the honor of originating simply. designs tó perfect 
a system in reference to grants. of land: to. those. 
who fought the battles of our country, and my 
friend’s amendment proposesto intréduée anun- 
bounded grant of lands to those who! have: për- 
formed no civil service, mich Jess “military ser- 
vice, for the country. His amendment looks to 
the improvemeut of the land by the clearing’ of 
the forests and cultivating the soil, as an’ indace- 
ment upon which the grant is to be made. “ The 
policy which we have settled by past legislation, 
and that policy which my bill proposes to perfect, 
is to show a favor, to show a kindness, to makea 
gratuity in behalf of those who have rendered the 
country some military: service, and, thereby to ên- 
courage the whole country, whenever there shall 
be a war prevailing, whenever théreis any neces- 
sity for military service, to run to the standard: of 
the country. My little bill is to perfect that sys- 
tem which has been already adopted, white‘ the 
proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin; is to 
cover the whole country with unbounded gtants, 
not for civil or military service rendered to’ the 
country, but merely to improve the land. 

I have already stated that it is a large theme.to 
be connected with this bill, and if we attempt to dor 
it, we shall be here for weeks, discussiug this 
question. I hope those who have this little bill 
at heart, and who think we have perfected it by 
the amendments adopted yesterday, will not allow 
any other amendment to be attached to it, but 
just vote for the bill, and pass it as itis. If we 
can do this, we shall get clear of this proposition 
which has been pending for weeks, and can then 
go to the consideration of something else; and in 
the course of the session, I suppose my friend, will 
have it in his power to go lengthily into the pro- 
priety of giving the grants which he proposes. I 
will not discuss this subject further, because I know 
that my example may: operate as an inducement 
to others to do the same, and thereby theres will 
be a consumption of the time of the Senate. T 
have ventured to make these few remarks in the 
hope that we might be allowed to have a vote 
taken upon the bill as it was perfected yesterday, 
without further discussion. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I wish to say 
that I concur in the remarks just made by the 
Senator from Kentucky. The measure now be- 
fore the Senate is one of justice to persons already 
provided for. I made a pretty ewly struggle 
when that bill was up, to get rid of the ‘clause 
which prevented the granices. from. enjoying that 
property which we were to:give, and: which“ vio- 
lates a principle which is usuallyeconceded to. per- 
sons holding property, to wit: the right of dig- 
posing ‘of itin their own way. I foresaw’ the 
great inconvenience which they would labor 
under; I foresaw that it would be impossible for 
them to go into the enjoyment of the benefit which 
Congress was disposed to grant to them, provided 
it was trammeled in the way which the bill indi- 
ented. I believé that Congress has come at last 
to sce that it is but just tbat these warrants should 
be made assignable, because it. is. very evident 
that those who live at a distance from these lands 
do not intend to go and occupy them, and cannot 
avail themselves of the benefit of the grant, unless 
the warrants are made assignable. It seems to 
me right that they should be made so. And now, 
I entreat the honorable Senator from Wisconsin 
not to interfere with a measure which is large 
enough to stand upon its own merits, and is com- 
prehensive enough to command the attention of 
this body, and require a great deal of discussion 
before it can be matured. I entreat him not to 
embarrass this bill by the measure which he pro- 
poses. 1 hope he will withdraw his proposition, 
and that we may be allowed to pass the bill, so 
that the old soldier may bave the benefit of the act; 

I will say further, that } am rather inclined’ to 


purpose of entering into any argument with my 
friend from Wisconsin upon the propriety of his | 
amendment. If we were to discuss the propriety 4 
of granting lands to those who have declared their i| 


a een 
intentions of becoming citizens. of the United | 
populatio 
t 


aid for our homes as much as we should pay, 


States, and thereby invite the foreign n | 
of all the world to our shores, I think erewould | 


favor the settlers when a suitable measure can be 
adopted, whenever it'can be pruderiily and wisely 
done. I am not unwilling to extend benefits to 
that class of our fellow-citizens; but at the same 
time, I shall be obliged to vote against if if tt 18 
proposed as an amendment heres. 007) 
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Whatever. my sentiments and opinions may be 
in regard to. the merits of the proposition contained; 
in the amendment, he will compel me, if itis offered i 

“here, tò vote against ite. | hope, therefore, he will 
see that he places us in.a false position, and with- 
draw his amendment. as 

Mr. WALKER. 1 aould if it were in my | 
power that is, if I could do. so without violating | 
‘my. duty to these whom I represent, I would | 

- accede to the request made-by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. But I am no: at liberty | 
to do it; I feel myself under the fullest obligations | 
to urge this subject upon every suitable occasion. | 
But if we take the argument submitted by. the | 
Senator from Kentucky, and that submitted by | 
the Senator, from Massachusetts, and compare | 
them with each other, E think we shall see that | 
they area most singular and astonishing fallacy. 
The honorable Senator from Kentucky says that i 
this proposition, of which he claims to be the 
father, is one to give a mere gratuity to those who 
have fought the battles of the country. Why, 
sir, that gratuity was given in the bill which this | 
proposes to explain; and that gratuity, it turns | 

out, was a gratuity which the old soldiers do not | 
want. li provides for a class of people who have | 
fought the battles. of their country, and now it! 
turns out that they do not want the grant; and | 
then the Senator from Kentucky. makes a great | 
merit of it, that when he has given what they do 
not want, he provides a way by which those who | 
wish to speculate in the land ean obtain it at one | 

, half or one third of its real value. That is the | 
argument. A gratuity is given, and when it turns 
out that it is a failure, the actual settler must be | 
injured in. order that the speculator may be bene- 
fited. . And there is so much merit in that, in the 

estimation of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
that it must be held up before the Senate as a 


two. years, provided you. ca then pay me two 
hundred dollars forthe warrant, with .bvelye per 


cent. interest.2’? Wel, ijp very manyinstances the 
two years pass over, and the settlers arewl thout the 
ability to pay-according to:their bargain; and thus 
the man: who has. located the warrant allegedly 
for the benefit of the settler, gets not only histand, 
-but.the benefit, ofall the labor whick he has be- 
stowed upon it for years. - That. isthe operation 
which the production of -these land warrants. has 
produced in the Western country; and itis net a 
fact, that in that region they furnish any facility 
for the location of lands. It is rarely that they do 
otherwise than result in injury when they: get 
amongst us. Ít is true, that sometimes a solitary 
individual from the West, when in New York, 
! may purchase a land warrant for a litle less than 
the Government price of the land, and may, when 
he reaches home, go and locate it; but these cases 
are by no means common. If, therefore, you 
| seek to make this bill a facility for the location of 
lands, you will fail, and the result will be that the 
settler will not only lose his location, but his im- 
provements also, I think, then, that there are rea~- 
sons why Western men should make the most 
strenuous opposition to the assignability. of these 
warrants. A gratuity to the soldier is not the 
thing that is wanted. The design, indeed, may 
be good, but the result is not so. You give him 
an assignable.warrant which he sells for half or 
| one third of its value, and which finds ils way 
into the hands of speculators. -These speculators 
locate the warrants, and, as I have shown, by 
flattering. prospects held out, frequently possess 
themselves of improvements which are the result 
of years of labor. The whole system, in all its 
operations, is prejudicial to the interests of those 
who are professedly most to be benefited; and as 
the representative of one of the Western States, it 


preéminent matter of consideration, and we must | 
exclude all other classes of mankind, and all other | 
classes of grants of land, and suffer nothing to be | 
interposed between it and the consideration of the i| could elicit debate. 


object which be has in view. 1 believe there is | 
more merit in the amendment than in the proposi- 
tion before the Senate. There are vast numbers 
who would like to have a piece of land on which ; 
to settle; and if there be those of the old soldiers | 
who will not go to occupy these lands which are | 
granted to them, it is no good reason why those | 
who desire to have a home should not have one; | 
it is no reason because they will not go and avail | 
themselves of the home which is offered to them, 

that nobody else shall go. It is said that the old 

soldier does not need the land himself. But what | 


does he want? The Senator from Kentucky pro- || 


oses to give him, after he refuses to take the 
and, what will be worth to him perhaps fifty dol- | 
lars. : 
his warrant for fifty dollars, by which the holder 
of the warrant will get land worth, at the Govern- 
ment price, $200, and the Government will be : 
wronged out of $150. The speculator will be in- | 
definitely benefited by imposing upon the holders 
of warrants in this way. 

Now it was urged here yesterday that the as- 
sigument of land warrants would operate bene- , 
ficially to the actual settler, and the Senator from 
Louisana [Mr. Downs,] asked ‘if the settler is 
to buy his Jand and pay for it, and can buy it with | 
a warrant for which he has paid only a hundred | 
dollars, will not that be reducing the price of land i 
to actual settlers?” It would Pndeed. if it còuld : 
-be done so; but whatever may be the case in other | 
States, this practice has not obtained in Wiscon- i 
sin. 
agency offices in New York, and Philadelphia, 
and Buffalo, and in Washington and other places. 
These warrants, when thus purchased, are sent in | 


You then give him the privilege of selling ii 


Land warrants are chiefly purchased at the | 


is a plan which I cannot support. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. When I was up before, 
T did not intend to utter an expression which 
I merely remarked that this 
amendment was to perfect the system which 
Government had pursued toward these old soldiers. 
I did not intend to be driven into a discussion. 
| Time is valuable, and I think voting is better than 
| discussion. IfI were to consume time in debate, 
I think I could demonstrate, beyond the possibili- 
ty of a doubt, that the policy of my friend from 
Wisconsin, in refusing to make these warrants 
| assignable, helps the speculator, and enables him to 
double and treble his profits, and make the whole 
| out of the pockets of the old soldiers. Those who 
now purchase these warrants, make the fact that 
they are not assignable a pretext for a reduction 
of the price to be paid for them. I could demon- 
| strate that the system which the gentleman advo- 
cates, while it ruins the old soldier does not bene- 


He is the speculator’s friend on this floor, 
giving him a profit daily and hourly. But I have 
said J will not be driven into a discussion on this 
subject. I merely wish to say that I disclaim 


;! much that the gentleman has imputed to me. 
J Mr. DAWSON, 


| S I wish to saya few words in 
| reply to my friend from Wiseonsin. What is his 
proposition? Here we havea bill proposing to 


‘| give one hundred and sixty, or eighty, or forty 


acres of land, as the case may be, to the old sol- 
! diers for their toil, trouble, and dangers in the 
| service of the country; and by the amendment 
i proposed, we say to every foreigner in all. the 
| world, ** You may just step over into the United 
| States and settle on one hundred and sixty acres, 
and you will have all the rights and privileges 
with the old soldiers who have fought the battles 
| ofthe country.” 

| Mr. WALKER. 


I knew that would be the 


large numbers to Milwaukie and other places in || argument of the Senator from Georgia, if he spoke 


‘Wisconsin, and are located. Now if the settler 

whose preémption is about to expire, goes to the |, 
agent to purchase a warrant for the purpose of |! 
securing his title to his land by payment with the |! 
warrant, the chances area hundred to one if the i 
agent will sell him one. 'Theagent will reply, “l f 
have no warrants for sale. What do you want f 
with a warrant? And the applicant will reply 
“ I desire to save my preëmption.”  « Well,”? 
says the agent, “ PI fell you what I'll do: Dil lo- | 
eate your land and improvements in my own ! 
name, or in the name of the company who own | 
the warrants, and 1 will give you an instrament | 
providing that you shall have your farm clear in i 


| 
1 
| 


‘Tatall; for it isthe fourth or fifth time he has in- 


troduced it when he has spoken on this subject. 
But I wish to reply to the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky, and say to-him that] am not the spec- 
ulator’s friend either in the operation of my amend- 
ment or in intention. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not say it is his 
intention to befriend the speculator, but his argu- 
ments lead to it. 

Mr. WALKER. 1 will ask the Senator from 
Kentucky if he knows of an office in any city for 
the purchase of these new land warrants? I know 
there are agencies in every city in the country for 
the purchase of the warrants given to the soldiers 


| fit the country, and operates in favor of the spec- | 
i ulator. 


{ 
j 


{ 


‘in the Mexican. war; but-the gentleman. cannot 

find an agency for the purchage-of this new batch 

of land warrants; there-is too much. risk in it. 

They cannot become a circulating. medium. at 
resent. i : 

Mr, UNDERWOOD.. If the. gentleman will 
allow me, I will give him facts, as he inquires for 
them. ; : 

Mr. WALKER. I yield the floor, - 

Mr. UNDERWOOD... In my section of coun- 
try, | know a young man to have been employed 
to go out and locate these warrants. De makes 
his contracts in this manner: ‘* You give me so 
much for my trouble in visiting the States where 
the public lands are to be found, and locating your 
warrants?’ —making a handsome profit upon that 
—‘*and then I will pay you so much, if you will 
, convey your claim to me when the patent is ob- 
‘tained? That is the way in which the bargain 
is made, and the sum whichis received by the ori- 
ginal holder of the warrant is not half of what he 
will get if you will make the warrants assignable 
at once. : 

Mr. WALKER. That is the case given by the 
Senator from. Kentucky of a young man who con- 
tracted to locate these land. warrants, and with 
the prospect of securing a title to the land. That 
is very indefinite. I do, not: know what he is to 
get, neither what he is to receive for his, compen- 
sation, nor what he is to pay for the land. But E 
will make this assertion, that if you make these 
land warrants assignable, without affixing to them 
a given cash value, they will come down toa price 
which will be merely nominal. Sir, I know of 
agencies. established, net to purchase these war- 
rants, but to locate them in the best places for the 
benefit of the large Kolders. ‘There is an agent in 
the city in which I live who will agree to locate a 
hundred and sixty acres for ten, and eighty or 
forty acres for five dollars, and who will guaranty 
its quality. And, sir, if any land is worth §1 25 
an acre to the General Government, that land is 
| worth that much to the proprietor when the war- 
rant is located. Iam quite aware that in man 
instances land warrants have brought their full 
value; but if you make all this new batch assign- 
able, there will be so much competition that the 

rice will come down toa mere fraction of what 
it ought to be, as was the case with the Mexican 
lands. If the soldiers, in whose favor these land 
| warrants were issued, would employ men who 
would honestly discharge the duty of locating the 
warrants, they would obtain the full value of 
them, and we should heaf nothing more of the 
clamor about this gratuity of the Government te 
the soldiers having gone into the hands of others 
than those for whose benefit it was exclusively 
designed. I know an instance in this city of a 
man who had two warrants which he offered for 
$210, and the man to whom they were offered re- 
fused to take them at the price; but he located 
them for the individual, and since that time he has 
sold this Jand—the whole of the three hundred and 
twenty acres—for $4 an acre, thus realizing $1,280 
for what, a short time before, he had offered for 
4210. Now, that is an instance that I know of, 
and yet it is urged by thoge who are interested in 
speculating in these warrants, that they cannot be 
made available to the holders at this time., That 
is an argument which has been urged out of doors, 
and Senators are made to believe that there is no 
way of benefiting the soldier but by making the 
warrants assignable. It is, however, a false ar- 
gument—one which is made to bear upon those 
who control the newspaper press, and is reéchoed 
here by. Senators who do not, I admit, intend to 
reflect the interests of men engaged in these spec- 
ulations, but who do it completely in effect. That 
is, however, the efect; and T repeat that it is an 
argument which is unsound and false, to say that 
the warrants cannot be made to benefit the holder 
to the full extent, if they would take the proper 
means. to avail themselves of such benefit. I will 
venture to say, that if the holders of the warrants 
will locate them for themselves, or will employ 
proper persons to do it for them, the lands wilt 
be worth double the price which they will get for 
them if they are made assignable. My opposi- 
tion, then, to the assignability of land warrants is 
friendly to the holders. i 

Itis not because J am inimical to the interest of 
the old soldier that I oppose this bill; but I believe 
that, when the warrants are made assignable, his 
interests will be sacrificed sooner and with more 


* have his attention drawn to it. 
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certainty than by any other system. But you | 


may say that ishis own business: heisa freernan, 
and can do as he pleases with his own property. 


I know there is some force in the objection that } 


we give lands and then tieit up in the hands of the 
holders of the warrants. But that you should’ 
have considered in the first place, and not-have 
taken a course to throw away the benefit which 
you propose to bestow. “Now, when it turns’out, 
according to this outside argument which we hear, 
that the soldier docs not want tlre land, it is taken 
for granted that the only other mannerin which 
you can benefit him, isto make the warrants as- 
signable. It is not. so; and the holders of the war- 
rants will see that. it is not so, if they will take 
into, consideration their true interest, and they will 
locate their warrants themselves when they under- 
stand that the assignment of them will be of very ! 
small pecuniary benefit to them. 
Mr. DAWSON. I have been somewhat sur- 
prised at the observation of the Senator from Wis- 
„consin, [Mr. Wager, jas to his having heard the į 
argument. that I made, used before by me. [| 
recollect that when the subject of the distribution į 
of the public lands was before us heretofore, the | 
Senator erected a platform, and presented himself | 
1 
| 


upon itin such a manner that no one could fail to | 
Since that time it | 
has been understood that his mode and manner of | 
disposing of the public lands formed a sort of | 
platform for some purpose or other, which I can- | 
not say now. If I were so unkind or ungenerous | 
as to retort upon him, I might say, how often have | 
I heard the same argument. from him, not only in | 
the Senate, but in other places, which he has used 
on this occasion? But I have nothing tò say : 
against his doing that. It is the principle advo- | 


cated which I oppose, and the manner which he || 


assumes to himself to control the action of this | 
body, and express his views, somewhat indig- | 
nantly, against the views of all others. 

He says that these public lands ought to go—to | 
whom? To the people. What people? I agree 
with him that they should go to the people of 
the United States; that they should be the prop- 
erty of the country upon certain terms; and when- 
ever we make donations to them it should be ac- 
cording to the bill of my friend from Kentucky, | 
(Mr. Unvenwoon,] giving themto the old soldier. | 
But when, Mr. President, I see propositions made | 
to favor people who are not now within the limits 
of our country; who never paid a dollar of tax 
into the Treasury; who never shouldered a gun | 
in defence of the country, and to place them ona 
footing with the citizens and soldiers of our coun- 
try, it looks a little strange to me at least. Be- 
cause I draw a distinction between men who ; 
served the country in every capacity, and men who | 
never served it at all, it is presented here as a | 
strange and extraordinary argument. Shalli say | 
to the Senator from Wisconsin that his course of 
policy is just of a character to cause the whole 
country to be settled by a foreign population? His 
plan is to make a gratuity to every man who will 
come from any section of the world, and settle on 
the public lands. At whose expense is this to be } 
done? Who paid for the extinguishment of the 
title of the aborigines of the country to the soil 
upon which you reside? The whole people of the | 
United States paid for it in and through taxation. 
And who gave you the power of taxing? The 
men who fought the battles of your country and 
sustained your Government.: Yet they are to be | 
disregarded, and cannot get any of these advan- | 
tages upon the same terms as those who may have | 
fought against us. Because I expressed an opin- | 
jon of that kind, the Senator says he expected to 
hear it again. Why hear it again? Because it Is | 
founded in truth, in justice, in principle, and in 
patriotism. It is not advanced.as a mere scheme 
to gain public applause, or to throw myself upon 
an elevated platform by which to gain the applause 
of parts of the community. The plan of my legis- 
lation is to act upon principles of equality and jus- 
tice; to do justice to every section and to every 
man belonging to the country, according to his 
service. And because I express my opposition to 
giving the public lands, which my constituents 
assisted to pay for, to men who never paid a dol- 
lar into the Treasury, it is looked upon as some- 
thing exceedingly strange. If ours was a Govern- | 
ment not subject to the principle of the elective j 


franchise, if it was governed differently, it might | 
be done. 


From-our local: positions, and: from. other eir- 
| cumstatices, we are led to adopt certain views, and 
become attached to. them. I do not blame the | 
Senator: from Wisconsin for holding his views. 
But the lands in Alabama and Mississippi have 
been disposed of, and the proceeds have gone into 
the Treasury; and‘now because there are lands | 
in-other sections of the country, the people who | 
gothere are not to be subjected to the same pro- 
ceeding, and are not to pay the same money into 
the Treasury as others did. There is-a want of 
justice, of equity, and equality, in that. There is 
no principle about it at all. Why should we pass 
a law here to seduce our people to leave the old 
States and settle in the limits of other States?! 
At whose expense will you be- doing this? The 
States of Georgia and Kentucky are called upon 
to vote for a measure which will induce their pop- 
ulation to go olf and settle elsewhere, because by 
it property in other States will be given to 
them. Is it wise'and politic—is it to be expected 
that the old States will give their support to a 


measure which will lead their population to leave |! 


them, and thereby diminish their own strength? | 
The Senator from Wisconsin will in a moment 
see the impropriety of it. How is this to be 
done? Notby the money of the General Gov- 
ernment merely, for it is the money of the people. | 
And if the money of the people, which is now inë 
the Treasury, or which has gone into the public į 
lands under your control, is to be divided, to 
whom should tt go? ‘To the people who paid and 
fought fortheland, and not to those who never gave 
a dollar or an hour of service to the Government. | 
The principle advocated by the Senator from Wis- | 
consin would give the lands to those who never 
advanced a dollar to the country; while mine is to 
give them to men who fought our batties and paid | 
taxes into the Treasury. 

I was not desirous of going into this matter. 
Whenever the time will come to rally for the 
rights of the citizens of this country, native and 
adopted, against this plan of giving land away, |! 
or any other analogous to it, you will find that 
the people will rally for them. It is right that 
they should do so; and because I referred to it, 
I am held up here as repeating an_argument. 
No better argument can be made. When I sug- | 
gested the condensed argument, it was because a 
mere repetition of it supplies.thé whole argument, 
and there was no necessity of going into an ex- 
tension of it. Every man comprehends it. Iii 
would not have made a reply to the Senator, but 
for what I consider an unkind and unnecessary ! 


| remark, that he expected the argument from the | 
‘| Senator from Georgia, for he had heard it from | 


him the fourth or fifth time. I have seen my 
friend more than four or five times standing upon 
the platform which he erected two years ago; and 
when he stood up so high, because J paid my re- 
spects to him, he ought to have felt grateful, in- 
stead of being excited,at what I said. These are 
my views. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. President 
Mr. CLEMENS, Irise to a point of order. 
I believe the Senator from Wisconsin has spoken 
on this subject more times than the rules allow, | 
and 1 have the preference for the floor. i 
Mr. WALKER. I will give way with great | 
| 
| 


cheerfulness. 
Mr. CLEMENS. I move that the Senate pro- ; 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 
The PRESIDENT. The motion cannot be re- 
ceived while this question is under consideration. |! 
Mr. CLEMENS. AsIthink it important that |] 
we should proceed to the consideration of Execu- |; 
tive business, I move to postpone this subject | 
until we have more time to hear speeches upon it. | 
At the suggestion of Senators, the motion was | 
withdrawn. | 
Mr. WALKER. I hope no one will suppose | 
i 
i 
| 
i 


| 
| 
| 


! 
i 
i 


i 


that I am going into an extended argument- 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Alabama rake his point of order?. . 

Mr. CLEMENS. Ido not make any motion, 
as there seemsto be a desire to vote upon the ques- 
tion. But l want to get into Executive session. || 
I will not press my point of order. a 

Mr. WALKER. Iwill detain the Senate only |, 
while I make a single observation, in reply to the. 
Senator from Georgia. When I.said that I ex- 5) 
pa to hear the argument from the Senator, if | 
h 


: i 
e said anything, I spoke entirely of his reference |; 
to the foreign population who might be embraced 


i 


i 


-Ttavas the Native “American tendoney 
of the argument to-which -Fintended to makeni 
reply. +I said that I expected, if T heard anything - 


in this bill. 


from ‘him upon that branch of the amendment, that ` 
it would be just what he had said... Upma pre- 
vious occaston I offered a-proposition in the. Sen- 
ate, to the bill authorizing the’ issue of land war- 
rants, which amendment: proposed to give to those ` 
who had declared. their intention’ to: become citi- 


i| zens, the rights and benefits resulting“from it; and 


then the Senator objected to this feature of my 
proposition, He objects to it again: But- hows 
: will not the Senator allow me to pay him a ‘cém- 
pliment? It was that very argument that hethus 
made, ohjecting to that feature-in my‘amend ment, 
and a similar argument-made by the Senator from 
Kentucky, that Induced me to make the change 
which is made in the proposition which I have 
bronght before the Senate—to require citizenship 
before an entry should be permitted. I intended 
to compliment the- views ‘of the Senators frons 
Georgia and Kentucky, by the’ change which f 
have made in the proposition since I offered it 
upon a previous occasion.. The Sénator will per- 
ceive that naturalization must be perfected: before 
the entry is permitted, according to the amendment, 
I have no disposition to keep off ‘this vote." I 
know that the joint resolution will be adopted, but 
I still wish to’ discharge my duty. ‘It is what 
every Senator desires to do when he knows ‘that 
his constituents feel anxious that he should make 
head against it if possible, and when he feels a ve- 
ciprocal interest and anxiety to discharge faith- 
fully his duty and meet the wishes of his constitu- 
ents. { hope l havedone nothing more. J do not 
wish to force my peculiar views upon the Senate. 
I wish not to tire the patience of any. I wish not 
to be offensive. If you wish to pass the measure, 
pass it, I can see the evil consequences which 
will result from it. My constituents see them, 
and they wish me to resist the measure to: the 
last. They wish me to resist this last measure of 
oppression to them in their young settlements. 
I do believe it will result in that. Take your vote 
and pass it; and if the consequences-to the West- 
ern States which I have prophesied and pointed 
out do result, and if hereafter Western members 
see that I did point them out, Jet thém thank 
themselves and bear in mind that I warned them 
upon the present occasion, a 
The question being taken on thetamendment to 
the amendment by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 


| 8, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Dodge of Wisconsin, Dovglas, Gwin, ` 
Seward, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Whiteontb—8, 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Beil, Ber- 
rien, Borland, Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, Clarke, Clem- 


jj ens, Davis, Dawson, Dodge of Iowa, Feleh, Foot, Geyer, 


Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Ten- 
| nessee, King, McRae, Mallory, Mangum, Miller, Noris; 
Rusk, Sebastian, Smith, Spruance, Stockton, Underwood, 
and Upham—s5. 5 Š A 
So it was rejected. s ee 
Mr. WALKER. I have'ahother amendment, 
which 1 shall offer as a proviso to the first section 
of the amendment, as follows: 

Provided, ‘That not more than two land warrants of the 
denomination of one bundred and sixty acres each, or the 
equivalent thereof in warrants of a less denomination, shall 
be located by or in the name of the same individual upon 
any of the public lands. 


The amendment to the amendment was ‘not 


Mr. WALKER. I will have completed my 
duty when I shall have offered the following as 
a proviso to the first section of the amendment: 

Provided, That vo land warrant shall be located within 
six miles of any proposed railroad line or route, nuless 
such location be intended for purposes of actual settlement, 
to be ascertained by the oath of the party proposing to make 
the location. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. i 
Mr. GEYER. I have an amendment which I 
wish to offer to the first section of the amendment. 
It is to insert after the words “are hereby dè- 
clared to be assignable,” the words “by deed or 
instrument of writing made and executed after the 

taking effect of this act.” I will explain ina few 
words the object of it. Itis to prevent past’ as- 
siznments, that are prohibited by law, from being 
set up in any form. There are many instances in’. 
which assignments have been made by individuals 
holding these warrants, and of course they have 
been subject to large deductions on account of the 
risk. The design of this amendment is twofold: 
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-to afford. an. epportugity to these individuals to 
reéxamine the subject before they make a new-as- || 
signment, before they transfer their warrants; and |}. 

_also to prevent parties setting up a prohibited: as- |) 
signment. ~ ` eae: 

The PRESIDENT. The first section as pro- || 
posed to be amended will read— : 
. -46"Phat, all warrants for. military bounty lands which have 
pegen, or may hereafter be, issued under. any law of the 
United States, and all valid locations of the. same which 

“Wave been or may hereafter be made, are hereby declared to }| 

“pe assignable by deed or instrument. of writing. made and 
executed after the taking effect of this aet, according: to 
such form,” Xe 43 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. - Perhaps it is due to the 
committee to say that, in their deliberations on this 
subject, nothing occurred which would sanction | 
the idea that we intended to ratify past assignments 
and contracts in reference to these warrants, made 
in violation of the law. I suppose that the object || 
of my friend from Missouri is to prevent any such | 

` inference from being drawn, and to make it positive 
that those contracts which were illegally made be- 
fore, can only be legalized by an’ instrument of || 
writing made after the taking effect of this law. I 
have no objection to that; I suppose no member of 
the committee will object to it. It was not the in- į 
tention either. of any member of the committee or 
myself to ratify any such illegal warrants. 

Mr. DOWNS. ‘I have no objection to the ob-% 
ject of the amendment. I think it a very good | 
one; but L have some doubts whether perhaps a | 
different construction might not be put upon it. 
Could it not be more simply expressed? I sup- 
pose the Senator means by his amendment trans- |; 
fers made in the ordinary way. But the public 
officers might understand it differently. Some 
States may give a different interpretation to the 
words “deed or act,” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The word ‘act’ is not 
used. Itis “instrument of writing.” 

Mr. GEYER. The words which follow in the 
bill explain it. 
is to be made “according to such form, and pur- 
suant to such regulations, as may be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That shows it. 

The amendment to the amendment was then 
agreed to. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I have an amendment | 
which I wish to offer to the amendment. It is to | 
insert in the dth section, after the words ‘‘of any | 
State,” the words ‘‘or Territory,” so that the sec- 
tion may read: ‘¢ That in all cases where the militia 
or volunteers or State troops of any State or Ter- 
ritory were called into military service, and whose | 
services have been paid for by the United States,” 
&c., I presume there will be no objection to it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. 
Mr. GWIN. [have anamendment to propose i 
as an additional section: 


Src. —. AM be it further enacted, That every actual | 
settler, being an American citizen or having filed a declara- 
tion of intention to become such, whether the warrantee or 
assignee of a military bounty land warrant, shall be allowed 
to locate the same upon any publie land inhabited and im- +; 


| in this bill. There should be aclauseinit by which 


none of its provisions should: be extended to. the 
mineral Tanda of: California. At present there is 
no guard of that- kind in. the bill, and is an addi- 
tional -reason why. my amendment should be 
adopted. i 5e a ao b 5 a ea g 

“Mr, UNDERWOOD. . I really think that there 
is no “necessity for the amendment. of my friend 
from California. The original bill northe prior legis- 
lation upon the subject does not open any portion 
-of the lands in California to these land warrants. 
The public lands in California have not yet-been 
opened: by any legislation of Congress so faras 
I know. - i : 

Mr. GWIN. Oh, yes! There isa Surveyor 
General for- California, and the lands-are being 
surveyed, and are open to preémption claims. 

Mr: UNDERWOOD. That may be; but the 
public lands in California have not yet been brought 
into market by proclamation of the President of 
the United States. No sales have yet been made. 
Steps have been taken, I know, to have the public 
lands in California surveyed, but none of these 
warrants.can be located on lands unless they are 
subject to entry by private individuals; and they 
cannot be subject to entry by private individuals 
until they have been offered for salevin the market, 
under the proclamation of the President of the 
United States. That is the operation of the law 
as it now stands. So far as relates to the use of 
these land warrants in securing the home of the set- 
tler, we made provision for that by an amendment 
which we adopted when the bill wasup yesterday. 
It does, therefore, seem to me, that the amend- 


a beneficial, but must have an injurious effect. 
l hope it will.not be adopted. Itis merely pro- 
viding for that which is already provided for. 
If the Senator intends to enlarge the use of land 
warrants for settlers, so as to allow the settlers 
who have them to enter on the public lands, and 


The deed or instrument of writing || locate them before the lands have been offered at 


public sale under proclamation of the President of 
the United States, I think it would be a bad policy 
to adopt any such provision. I hope, therefore, 
that on reflection, my friend from California will 
see the propriety of not pressing his amendment. 
Mr. GWIN. In reply to what the Senator 
from Kentucky has stated, I will say that these 
lands are now being surveyed, and unless we legis- 
late on this subject during this session of Congress, 
before the next they may be offered for sale, or 
open to entries under the preémption laws; and 
therefore the very same process that exists in 
other States in regard to the public lands will be 
in operation there. Whenever the public lands in 
California are surveyed, a settler can claim a pre- 
emption right in that State, under existing laws; 
and if a settler on the public lands, there or else- 


where, has served in the war, and is entitled to a || 
| bounty land warrant, I propose that he shall have 


the privilege of locating his warrant on the land 
upon which he lives, whether he is or is not enti- 
tled to a preémption. That is the whole point of 


i the case. 


proved by such settler (provided the same be not mineral j 
land) not exceeding in quantity one hundred and sixty | 
acres, whether such land be subject to private entry or not, 
npou making proof to the satisfaction of the register and || 
receiver, of actual inhabitancy and cultivation of the tract | 
or tracts thus sought to be entered: Provided, That such |} 
fovations shall not be permitted upon any tand the price of || 
which g eds 8125 per acre, unless the difference in cash || 
be first paid. i 

Mr. GWIN. I will briefly give the reasons |; 
why I think this additional section should be in- i 
corporated in the bill. There are a great many j 
persons in the State which I represent entitled to |i 

ounty land warrants who could not claim a pre- || 
emption òn the lands upon which they are living, ; 


because they have. left their farms in the States | 


There is, however, another provision in my 
amendment which I think a very important one, 
and that is, that none of the mineral lands in Cali- 


| fornia shall be subjected to the provisions of this 


I consider that as of the very highest im- 
portance. The public lands in that State are being 
surveyed, and I have no doubt will be speedily 
offered at public sale, because the wants of that 
country require that they should be soon disposed 
of. ence Í think that this is of very great. im- 
portance, for before we can pass another law upon 
this subject, these lands may be brought into j 
market. All that I wish is, that every individual 
who has a bounty land warrant in his own right, 
now living on and cultivating the public lands in 


ment of my friend from California cannot have | 


from which they emigrated. These parties cannot | California, or any other State, when those lands 
use these warrants. ‘They are now settlersthereon : shall be surveyed and brought into market, shall 
the public lends. They cannot claim the privi- | have the privilege of locating his warrant, instead 
Leges of preémption because the law limits and ex- || of going to somebody else to sell it. Many of the 
cludes certain persons, and they are of that class. | citizens of California, emigrating from other States, 
But they are the parties to whom these warrants | have left a quantity of land undisposed of, that 
are to be issued. All F wish is, that they may be |, excludes them from the advantages of the pre- 
permitted to locate them on the lands upon which |} emption laws, and these individuals will be forced 
they have settled. There is another important ‘| to sell their warrants, although they are now liv- 
matter which seems to have been overlooked in |! ing on the public lands. J wish that every person 


this bill, and it is this: In extending the location |! in California, to whom a warrant is issued, shall | 
of these bounty land warrants the mineral lands :! have the privilege of locating it on the land on 
of California have not been excluded. They | 


should be excluded from location in express terms | 


| which he resides. 
H 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would say to my 


friend trot California; that:he proposes the intro- 
duction on the spur. of the occasion, of a very im- 


“portant: matter, which has not been deliberated 


upon by the Committee on Public Lands; and. it 
strikes me that it will lead to consequences which 
we are not perhaps prepared to*meeét. I am not 
certain that there is any law. granting preémption 
rights.in California: 8 : 

Mr. GWIN. The general land laws- have been 
extended there. i : te 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. .° The chairman ofthe 
Committee on Public Lands [Mr. Ferca] is much 
more familiar with this subject than Iam; for, for 
the Jast two years I have not been a member, of 
that committee, and I would. defer to -his superior 
information on this subjeét.. Ido not know that 
there is any law in force in reference to the publie 
lands in California which grants preémption rights 
there, or states how much land the settler can 


-have:: Trecollect very well that provisions have 


been made in regard to the public lands in the 
Territory of Oregon, but I have no recollection 
now of any specific legislation which embraces 
the public lands in California; and I doubt whether 
the public laws in reference to the preémptive 
rights in force in the rest of the United States be- 
fore the acquisition of that territory will apply, 
unless they have been expressly extended there.” 
These matters are sprung upon “me just upon the 
spur.of the occasion, without having any oppor- 
tunity of examining the statutes, without any op- 
portunity of ascertaining whether my ideas upon 
the subject are right or wrong. Tam not prepared 
to adopt any amendment of this kind in such a 
hurry, without its having gone through an inves- 
tigation by the Committee on Public Lands. I 
would like to hear from the chairman of that com- 
mittee on this subject. 

Mr. GWIN. At the last session of Congress 
a clause was inserted in one of the appropriation 
bills extending the land laws to California, pro- 
viding for the appointment of a surveyor general, 
and making appropriations for the purpose of sur- 
veying the public lands in that State. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands had reported a land bill 
for California, which was elaborately prepared, 
and debated in the Senate; but owing to the dis- 
cussion which arose upon the river and harbor 
bill it was not acted on. In order that the State 
which I represent should have the benefit of 
the land laws, and for the purpose. of: com- 
mencing the surveys of the public lands, an 
amendment was made to an appropriation bill of 
the character I have described. Under it a sur- 
veyor general has been appointed, and is now 
actively engaged in the performance of his duty. 
The Secretary of the Interior has estimated fora 
large amount to be appropriated for the survey of 
the public lands in California—an appropriation 
of some three hundred thousand dollars. The 
preémption law, as well as the general land laws, 
has been extended to California, as well as to 
other States where the lands are surveyed and 
brought into market, as the lands in. California 
will very soon be. But here is the point in this 
case: There are persons in that State who, tech- 
nically, are not entitled fo the benefits of this gen- 
eral preémption law, because they have emigrated 
without having disposed of the lands they lived 
on. They are entitled to bounty land warrants 
as soldiers in the Mexican war, but cannot locate , 
their warrants on the lands upon which they now 
reside. I simply wish that they shall have the 
privilege, if they are actual settlers and cultiva- 
tors, of locating their own warrants to include 
their present homes and improvements—provided 
those locations shall not be made on mineral 
lands. That is the whole case. 

Mr. FELCH. It is perfectly manifest that this 
provision cannot be adopted and carried out with- 
out breaking in upon the whole system of the 
Government with regard to the public lands. The 
lands in California are not yet in the market; and 
although an appropriation was made for a sur- 
veyor to commence the surveys there, yet the sys- 
tem, as a system, is not to be extended in its prac-, 
tical operation to that portion of the country. 
The provision of law, under which the Surveyor 
General of California was appointed, makes’ an 
appropriation for the surveys in the ordinary 
manner, and under the general law of the United 
States; but there is not one acre of land in Cali- 
fornia which can be purchased by anybody for 
money or in any way. There can be no pur- 
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chasers of land there, and no. entries of land, by 
land warrants or anything else, unless there be 
established land offices. ‘There. is neither land 
office nor land district in that portion of- the 
country. ` 5 
Further prowsion of this kind, therefore, at the 
present time, is entirely inapplicable to the state 
of the case. It does not appear, as-yet; what 
may be done in regard to the lands in.that coun- 
try. What we have hitherto done is this: We 
have provided for settling claims of all‘Spanish 
and Mexican. settlers, who claim by virtue of 
grants from Spanish or Mexican governments. 
We have done nothing more. * There was:a bill 
before the Senate, to which the Senator from Cali- | 
fornia hag referred, extending the general system 
of the land laws to California, and granting eer- 


| emption right. 


tain preémption rights. and donation rights; but 
the bill did not becomea law. We have, there- 
fore, scarcely started upon the system of disposing 
of the public lands in that country. All we have 
done is to send a surveyor there, who may or | 
may not have commenced the surveys. I am not | 
informed upon that point. 

Mr. GWIN. He has commenced the surveys. | 

Mr. FELCH. If this provision should ‘be jj 
adopted, it will be impossible, under the bill, to | 
commence proceedings in favor of any one man || 
having a warrant there. Ee cannot locate it there, | 
as there is no land office where. he can locate it. | 
There is no authority to allow him to locate. That 
is the state of the case at the present time. i 

Preémption rights cannot, of course, apply to | 
California, because the preémption right applies |; 
only to cases where the lands have been surveyed il 
and are ready to be brought into market. For- 
merly those rights did not attach until the land was 
offered for sale. A more liberal law now prevails; 
and after the surveys are made with a view to sale, 
within the land districts where purchases can be 
made, there preémption rights may accrue. But | 
settlers who have gone on the public lands in Cal- | 


ifornia, even if they have land warrants, are pre- |} 


cisely in the same condition as men who have 
money in their pockets. Neither of them can take 
up lands there. They stand precisely on the same 


footing. i 


Unless we are disposed to go beyond the prin- 
ciples which have heretofore been adopted, it does | 
not seem to me that this provision could be of any 
practical effect, even if incorporated into the bill. | 
Certainly it does not seem to me to be wise, at the 
present time, to adopt it. 

Mr. GWIN. From the statement which has 
just been made by the Senator from Michigan, it 
is perfectly evident that this bill is to have no 
bearing at all in California. That State is to be 
entirely.excluded from ita operations. I am as- 
tonished that when we are legislating upon so im- 
portant a question as this, that there is no provis- 
ion in this bill applicable to such a vast amount 
of lands as there is contained in the State of Cal- 
ifornia. We all know that registers.and receivers | 
will very soon be appointed for that country; and 
then the general law of preémption will certainly 
be in operation. Al I wish is, that the land laws 
may beextended, in every particular, to the people 
of California as they are to other sections of the | 
Union. If we adopt this amendment now, it will | 
not be necessary to legislate upon this subject again | 
when the California land bill comes up for consid- || 
eration. I am opposed to the passage of this or |) 
another law that will have to be altered hereafter, 
and adapted to laws to be enacted for California; | 
for I know the difficulty of getting any special le- | 
gislation for that State. I wish this to be a gen- | 


| 
j 
H 
i 
| 


eral law, and when we do adopt a land system for i| 
California, and carry it out by the appointment of į 
proper officers, the citizens of that State will have |! 
the same rights as the citizens of other States un- | 
der the same land laws. It is evident that in a 
short time we shall extend the land system into 
California, and appoint registers and receivers. 
Then why not havea provision in this law giving | 
to the citizens of that State the same rights which | 
citizens of other States are to have? 

Mr. FELCH. It is not California alone to | 
which the principle apples which the Senator 
states. It applies to Oregon, where we have sold 
no lands; it applies to New Mexico; it applies to 
Utah; it applies to most of the new States; it ap- | 
plies to a portion of my own State; it applies to all | 
the unsurveyed lands. It has never been the policy 
of the Government to induce persons to come and | 


|| of the Surveyor General. 


| our preémption law. 


settle on the land before it -is ready to be brought 
into the märket under any circumstances. We 
throw into the market every year a much larger 
-amountof the public lands than is demanded for 
the ordinary sales of the year. 

As [ remarked before, formerly we restricted 
preémption rights to a very small portion of terri- 
tory. Now, we have extended them; and aper- 
son may go to any portion of the public lands 
where surveys have been made and acquire a pre- 
This proposition is to allow per- 
sons not only to go on the lands after-the surveys 
are made, and the boundaries are understood, and 
the monuments affixed, and the locations are de- 


fined, so that a man can know on what land he is; 
but it is proposed to allow people to settle on the 


lands and acquire preémption rights before any- 
thing is done to make the landmarks, before any- 


thing is done to fix the locations.. There is great |} 


liberality in the law which now prevails in refer- 
ence to the granting of preémption rights; and I 
heartily concur in the principle which has. been 
adopted. But it seems to me that. we could 
scarcely carry it further without doing it great in- 
justice, and at the same time making great confu- 
sion in the administration of the public domain. 
Mr. GWIN. - We know perfectly well that in 
all of the new States settlements are made on the 
public lands before they are surveyed; and when 
the lands are surveyed, the settlers have the rights 
and privileges of preémptors. 
are now being surveyed in California. We have 
asked fora large appropriation for their survey. 
Surveys in that country are made with great 
rapidity if ample means are placed at the disposal 
It is expected that in 
twelve months there will bea large quantity of 
our public lands open to the preémption laws. 
With regard to Oregon, it is true the preémp- 
tion laws have not been extended there—but 
why? Because you give the Jands away there. 
You give them donation privileges, and they do 
not want preémption rights. In regard to New 


: Mexico and Utah, I know that the preémption 


laws have not been extended there. No Surveyor 
General has been appointed for these Territories. 
They need legislation, and they need it badly. 


operation in California the provisions of the pre- 
emption laws, and to give every person entitled 
to a bounty land warrant, and an actual settler and 


| cultivator of the public domain other than mineral 


| lands, the right of locating his warrant on his 
jown home. This is the only object I have in 
view. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I would suggest to the Sena- 


| shall be extended to his State, this law will apply 
| to that State. 
I understand the matter 


f 


The public lands į! 


But it is my duty to endeavor to bring into active || 


| tor from California, that when the land system | 


Tam for the general principle of | 


eration of Executive business; and after Sométime 
spent therein, the doors were teopened, and === 
The Senate‘adjourned. i o TA E LS 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Torspay, January:20; 1852. 

| The House met at twelve o'clock; m; 
by the Rev, Mr. MoRGaN. : ; 

ThëJournalófyestérday was read and approved. 

ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS: 
_ The SPEAKER. The first business. in order 
is the consideration of the joint resolution No. 1, 
heretofore reported from the select committee, to 
which the same was referred, with an amendment 
explanatory of the act of 1850 granting to certain 
officers and soldiers bounty land, &c.; the pending 
question being on.the motion submitted by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Duxnam,] to commit 
the said joint resolution and pending amendments 
to the Committee of the Whole House on. the 
state of the Union, and on which question the gen- 
neman from Indiana [Mr. Firen] is entitled to the 
oor. su 

Mr. HOUSTON. I should like the House to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the-state of the 
Union this morning, and take up the. Mexican, in- 
demnity bill, if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Fircn] would yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. FITCH. I am not particular as to the 
time of resuming the consideration of this joint 
į resolution, but my object is, that whenever it does 
come up—and upon which I-have the floor—to 
make my objections to it known. If occupying 
the morning hour in. the consideration of ‘that 
report will interfere with the business of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, I have no objection, 
so far as-I am concerned, to give way to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron.]} 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to state to the House, 
though I do not know it, other than from rumors, 
aside from the fact that the Flouse possesses the 
knowledge, that there is a strong necessity for act- 
| ing upon this bill at an early period. I understand 
there is a communication upon the Speaker’s, table 
| from the President of the United States, urging 


Prayer 


and then I will propose to go into Cornmittee of 
| the Whole on the state of the Uniqp. j 


AFFAIRS OF UTAIL 

The SPEAKER (there being no objection) pro- 
| ceeded to lay before the House a communication 
| from the President of the United States, in regard 
ij to the affairs of Utah. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That is not the 
| message referred to. G 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
i and I will move that it be laid- upon the table and 


perfectly; and I say that the gentleman, by his 
amendment; will accomplish nothing whatever. 

Mr. GWIN. The amendment will accomplish 
this: it will permit an individual living on the pub- 
lic lands in California, after the lands shall have 
been surveyed and opened to preémption, to locate 
his own warrant on the land on which he resides 
and cultivates. That is certainly a new principle, 
and a very important one. Citizens of every 
State in the Union, who served in the war with 
Mexico, have emigrated to California, and Í want: 
to give them the privilege of locating their own | 
warrants to include their new homes, wheneverthe 

ublic lands shall come into market. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Whole as amended, was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is: 
Shall the amendment be engrossed, and the bill be 
read a third time? 

Mr. WALKER. On that question I ask the 
yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken resulted—yeas 35, nays 3; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell, Berrien, Borland, Brad- 
bury, Brodhead, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Douglas, Downs, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, 
Hamlin, Hunter, James, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Ten- 
nessee. McRae, Mallory, Mangum, Miller, Norris, Pearce, 
Sebastian, Seward, Shiclds, Soulé, Spruance, Stockton, 
Sumner, and Underweod—35. a 

NAYS—Messrs. Gwin, Wade, and Walker—3. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 
On motion, the Senate proceeded to the consid- 


The amendment made in Committee of the | 


| printed. $: Eoo? ; : 
The communication was. accordihgly read; as 
follows: ' gAs : 
To the House of Representatives: ` 
I transmit a copy of a tetter which has been 
addressed to me by the Secretary of the Territory 


; Representatives, in answer to its resolution: re- 
| questing information in regard to the affairs of 
‘that Territory. MILLARD FILLMORE. 


i Wasuincron, 16th January, 1852. 


l To the President of the United States: 


t Siz: Among the official papers relating to affairs in the 
| Territory of Utah, as published in “The Daily Globe” of 
i the 10th instant, is a letter from Governor Brigham Young 
| to the Presidentof the United States, dated September 29th, 
| 1851. In this letter the following paragraph occurs, to wit £ 
| «Mr, Harris informed me, in a conversation which [had 
© with him, that le had privute instructions, designed for 
€ no eye but his own, to Watch every movement, and not pay 
tout any funds, unless the same should be strictly legal, 
‘according to bis own judgment.” 

J beg leave to say, that the statement contained in this 
paragraph, to the effect that T said to Governor Young that 
i ‘had private instructions, designed for no eye but my 
own, to watch every movement,” &c., has no foundation 
in truth, and is so very improbable in itself as to excite as- 
tonishment that Governor Young should have made ite. I 
had but one conversation with Governor Young, withm my 
recoection, in which official instructions were mentioned 
atal, and that conversation was in substance as follows: 

Governor Young was striving to induce me, by argument, 


|i and persuasion, to disburse the public money then in my 


on, in payment of the mileage and per diem, and 
f the last Legislature of the pro- 
visional government of the State of Deseret. I informed 
! þim that I could not comply with his wishes... ¢ But” 
| said he, ‘suppose the Territorial Legislature, about toas- 
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that we shall act. upon it speedily. I wilt, theres . 
fore, move that the communication be first read, ` 


Never mind, Let'it be read, . 


| of Utah since my recent message to the FLouse of : 


* 


Jan. 20, 


gable, should so appropriate the money, and direct you'to 
Tay it z you would oF course. comply. 2? F replied.“ that E 
eould not; that I had instructions from: the ‘Treasury De- 
partment to guide me as disbursing agent, and that T would 
not bé permitted to plead an act of the Legislature in ex- 
cuse for the illegal disburseinent of the money in my 
hands.” $ ` : : 
I had no other. conversation with Governor Young which 
could possibly have suggésted to his mind the idea of 
making such a charge against me, $ 

There are other misstatements in the lctters of Governor 
Young and Mr. Bernbisel equally gross and untrue ; Dut as 
“they do not relate fo me. alone, I do not deem it proper to 
refer to: them more particularly in this communication. 

Ihave the honor to be, with the highest regard, yourmost 
obedient servant, . D. HARRIS, 

: Secretary of Utah Territory. 

WASHINGTON, January 12th, 1852; 

On. motion by. Mr. HOUSTON, the communi- 
cation was ordered. to lie on the table and be 
printed. : 

MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the President of the United | 
States, covering a letter from the contractors for 
paying the installment of Mexican indemnity due 
on the 31st of May next. 

On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, the communi- 


cation was referred to the Committee of the Whole -| 
< on the state of the Union, and ordered to bë 


printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordifigly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, in the chair.) 
> The CHAIRMAN. The first business before 
the committee is the annual message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) But I think 
that under the rules of the House governing the 
committee, I have the right to move to take up any 
appropriation bill, or any bill for the purpose of 
executing a treaty. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thatis the rule. 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move, therefore, to take 
up the bill to provide for carrying into execution, 
in further part, the twelfth article of the treaty with 
Mexico, concluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

The bill iPas follows, viz: 

Be it enacted, $c., That the sum of $3,180,000 be, and 
the same is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
‘Preasury not otherwise appropriated, tor the payment of 
the installment and interest which fall due on the 30th of 
May, 1852, under the twelfth article of the treaty between 
the United States and Mexico, made and concluded at 
Guadalupe Tlidalgo, on the 2d of February, 1848, 

Mr. McMOULLIN. Itis, perhaps, unfortunate 
for me that I am entitled to the floor, particularly 
as [have not given this subject that consideration 
which its importance demands; and I shall not 
occupy the lime of the House but a very few mo~ 
ments. I have already effected the object with 
which I originally set out-—that of calling the 
attention of the House aud of the country to this | 
particular case. 
ject, or rather a bill providing for the payment of || 
the Mexican indemnity, was before the House. || 
It was my misfortune then to differ with several | 
gentlemen, and with my honorable colleague, 
Mr. Baruy,] who was then the chairman of the 


Committee of Ways and Means, and with whom || 


it is atall times painful to me to differ. 1 am sure E 
need not say one word to my colleague with a 
view to reconcile him to the course which I have 
„taken in reference to this matter. That gentleman 
knows full well that there are but few men, if any, 
upon this floor, whose capacity and efficiency as 
a legislator I appreciate more highly than his. 
But I thought then, as I think now, that there 


At the last Congress this sub- |; 


dollars: Now, it is not my- parpose to reflect 
upon the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
| Lhirty-first- Congress, nor-is it my purpose to 
ast any’ reflections whatever upon the Committee 
of Ways and Means of this-Congress. - But I 
wish to say, sir, that it is a subject worthy of the 
consideration’ of the Committee of. Ways ‘and 
Means, and of their investigation, to see whether 
or nota saving could be made to this Government 
| in the manner of payment of this indemnity. — , 
‘But, Mr. Chairman, I hold also, that if it is 
practicable to negotiate this payment, so as to 
save the sum, which I presume can be saved to 
| the Government, and at the same time accommo- 
| date Mexico, itis the bounden duty of this Gov- 
ernment to do it. - My understanding was, during 
| the last Congress, that the Mexican Government 
desired the payment to be made to them otherwise 
| than through this channel by which it was pro- 
| posed to be made. I presume, if you look into 
the facts of the case, you will find that the Mex- 
ican Minister, then in the city of Washington, 
protested against the payment of the indemnity in 
the manner proposed. I shall not stop, sir, to 
inquire into the amount which was made hereto- 
fore by these British bankers and Corcoran & 
Riggs. ‘Thatis a matter with which F have noth- 
| ing to do; but there is one point of view in which 
1 desire to examine this subject. It was con- 
tended by the Committee of Ways and Means of 
| the last Congress, and by you, sir, as one of that 
committee, and also by my honorable colleague, 
(Mr. Bayty,] then chairman-of the Committee of 
| Ways and Means, and perhaps by others, that 
| Congress had no. right thus to negotiate the pay- 
| ment, without another treaty. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not profess to be versed in constitutional 
| law,nor do I profess to be versed in laws growing 
out of treaty obligations and ‘stipulations. But l 
do profess to know a little something about ordi- 
nary and common-place transactions. Sir, will 
you tell me, or will my honorable colleague, or 
Í any other member upon this floor, tell me, and 
stake his reputation upon that issue, that if the 
Mexican Government, through her daly-consti- 
tuted agent in the city of Washington, indicates 
her purpose to receive the payment of the indem- 
nity, or the amount due to her, from the legally- 
| constituted agent of the American Government, 
and that a payment thus made at the instance of 
the Mexican Government, through the agency and 
instrumentality of the Mexican Minister, would 
| not be valid in law? I know that such an opinion 
is entertained. Now, with due regard to the 
opinion of my colleague, [Mr. Bayzy,] and others, 
| who differ with me upon this subject, i undertake 
j to say that if you submit this question to the 
| American people, as a practical, plain, common- 
| sense people—and this being a common-sense 
| view of this question—they would decide that if 


i| the payment had been thus made, there would | 


have been the end of it. In reference to the as- 
saulis made upon my colleague [Mr. Barry] 


į 
if 
| through the newspapers, I have nothing to do. 
| 
| 


I now desire, Mr. Chairman, to address myself | 
more particularly to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Housron.] Ide- 
sire that gentleman and his committee to Investi- 
gate this point in the case. Has the American 
Congress the authority, by the sanction of the 


representative here, the right to direct how this 
; rep ’ 5 ; ues 

i payment shall be made? In the investigation of 
| this subject. we are met my my honorable col- 


the case: If you undertake to direct the payment 
of this indemnity otherwisethan as provided for | 
by the treaty stipnlations, you will throw a re- 
sponsibility upon an irresponsible source. In 


was something wrong in relation to the payment |! now, that the Executive Department of this Gov- 


of this Mexican indemnity. I understand, sir, |i 
that this subject will be discussed at some length, [| 
and my object is simply to call the attention of 
the House to the fact, that in the payment of the |: 
last Mexican indemnity, there was a loss to this |} 
Government of some sixty, or eighty or one hun- |i 
dred thousand dollars, because of the manner in |! 
which that payment was made; in other words, if | 
the payment had been differently mrade—made || 

i 

| 


by agents who proposed to make it, other than 
Corcoran & Riggs, and those British bankers, 


| sixty or eighty thousand dollars, whether it is not 
| competent, without calling for another treaty, thus 


the payment of this money. Now, I ask the 


agree to receive this indemnity by means of any 


i other agent or agents than Corcoran & Riggs, 


and those British bankers, by which the Mexican 


| Government shall save one or two hundred thou- 


sand dollars, and the American Government some 


there would have been a saving to the American 
Government of sdme sixty or eighty thousand 


to provide for the payment of the money? To 
my mind. it is competent for the Government to | 


ti 


Mexican Government, and her legal agent and || 


j league (Mr. Bayi] and others with this view of |! 


ernment, as the treaty-making power, must see to |; 


gentleman at the head of the Committee of Ways ik 
| and Means, if the Mexican Government shall ;i 


pay off that indemnity in the manner suggested, 
without any other treaty. S3 , 

Mr. HOUSTON. Í will give the gentleman 
my opinion. Ihave no question of the power of 
Congress, if they shall see proper, to instruct as 
to the mode and manner of malffhg this payment 
I havé no ‘question but Congress has the power 
to direct the President in the manner the payment 
shall be made, if they shall see fit soto act. The 
position I took was, that unless some gentleman 
i will say that the President of the United States, 
or the authority making the payment, has done 
| so improperly, corruptly, or fraudently, we have 
| nothing to do with the manner of payment. We 


|| ought to do our duty by passing the appropriation, 


rand leave to the Executive the responsibility 
which, under the law, rests upon him, in execu- 
ting fairly the laws passed by Congress. I have 
i no doubt about the power of Congress. “Charges 
lare talked about without there being anything 
brought forward, anything tangible. If the gen- 
| tleman will say that the President or Secretary of 
| State are guilty of fraud or corruption, then it is 
i not only in the power of Congress, but the duty 
of Congress, to control their action, 
Mr.McMULLIN. The chairman of the Com- 
| mittee of Ways and Meais has conceded a little 
| more than I expected-he would have done, but 
still he desires that some gentleman shall come 
forward and do--what? Charge that thereis cor- 
| ruption or impropriety on the part of the Exëcu- 
tive Department of the Government, Can the 
i chairman of Ways and Means tell me that that 
| is the duty of every member of this House, unless 
‘they are satisfied that corruption. really exists? 
No, sir; but any member of this House has the 
| right to ask that payment of the indemnity shall 
| be made differently than that proposed by the Ex- 
‘ecutive, if it shall go to the saving to the Govern- 
iment of the United States of a large amount of 
i| money, without charging corruption. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. With the permission of the 
‘gentleman from Virginia, | will say this much 
‘further in illustration of the position I have taken— 
! that if the President of the United States, in the 
execution of the law which we may pass for ap- 
\ propration, shall fail to protect the Government 
of the United States and all its interests in making 
| that payment, or if he shall put it into the power, 
by the manner in which the indemnity is paid, of 
ii the bankers of this country, of England, or of 
i France, or anywhere else, to impose upon Mexi- 
| co, then I say he has not acted properly in the 
| discharge of his duty. That is whati mean. If 
ithe case is presented, that the President of the 
United States could have saved by a different 
mode of payment, or that he could now save any 
; amount of money to the Treasury which he other- 


| wise would let go into the hands of private indi- 


| viduals or companies, or has made his arrange- 
| ments understandingly so as to enable Mexico to 
‘be fleeced by American citizens or others, then 
ithe President of the United States has not dis- 
charged his duty. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Well, Mr. Chairman, 
such have been the charges preferred against the 
President of the United States outside of this 
House through the papers, and also against the 
Cabinet, who are concerned in this matter. It de- 
mands investigation. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Iwill ask the gen- 

tleman from Virginia [Mr.McMvuuiy] to state 
by whom these charges have been made here to 
i Justify the action of this House. 
,, Mr. McMULLIN, I did not state that they 
| had been made upon the floor of the House of 
| Representatives, but I stated they have been pre- 
| ferred in the newspapers. 


e § i Mr. DISNEY. ‘With the permission of the 
other words, it was contended, as it is contended |) 


gentleman fron: Virginia, I weuld like to address 
a word to the chairman of the Committee of 
: Ways and Means, (Mr. Hovston.] 

Mr. McMULLIN. Certainly, sir. 

i Mr. DISNEY. As I understand it, this whole 
| affair is simple in its character and easily to be ar- 
| rived at. Charges have been made in the public 
i prints of this city, that while the Mexican Gov- 
| ernment, through its accredited Minister here, 
| expressed its willingness and desire to have this 
i money paid here upon the draft of the Mexican Gov- 
| ernment, and thus to consult at once the wishes 
‘interest, and policy of the Mexican Government, 
ias well as the pecuniary interest of the United 
States, it was thé pleasure of the Executive De- 


1852. 


partment to make different arrangements.. Now, 
nothing could ‘be easier than to arrive at correct | 
information in reference to the truth or falsity of | 
these charges; and I now suggest it to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, that 
without the adoption of a formal resolution by. the ! 
House, that upon his own motion he go to the 
Secretary of State, and inquire into the actual 
facts connected with this matter, and then, being | 
possessed of all information, he can stand upon 
the floor of the House, and meet all of these state- | 
ments with official and authoritative information. | 
It will, perhaps, be said, as it in point.of fact has | 
been stated, that Mr. Webster has already made | 
the statement. Ido not so understand it. By a | 
careful reading of the reply of Mr. Webster in | 
connection with the allegation, you will find that | 
itdoes not meet the charge. If the charges be 
true, that written reply and formal communication 
of the Secretary of State was an evasion of the in- 
quiry. I repeat, then, that itis easy to find out | 
the truth of all these matters. Do not let gentle- | 
men stand up without any authority or informa- | 
tion of the actual facts. But, as I have said, let 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means go and possess himself directly, immedi- | 
ately,and personally, with regard to them. I make 
the suggestion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The suggestion of the gen- | 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. Disymr] is so very singular | 
it is proper that I should respond to it. That gen- | 
tleman, as I understand, was`a member of the last | 
Congress when this difficulty grew up. I am sure 
that heis too observant a member and too intelli- | 
gent a gentleman to let anything pass of this kind | 
without himself knowing as much in regard to it į 


il ation, and also to post himself up in regard to 


as any other member of this body. Then I ask, 
Mr. Chairman, why it is that he has not presented 
to the House of Representatives a resolution call- 
ing for this information? ft cannot be expected 
because such has not been the custom—such is in į 
conflict with the usages of this House—that I 
should go, upon my own mere motion, and pri- 
vately obtain information which this House was 
desirous of possessing—information which was to 
sustain or defeat the grave charges or insinua- 
tions against a high public functionary of the 
Government. The universal rule has been to make 
our call for it. The gentleman from Virginia 
Mr. BayLy] states that the call has been made and 
answered; and my friend from Ohio [Mr. Dis- | 
wer] says that it is a practical evasion. Then, if | 
it be true that it was an evasion upon the part of | 
the Secretary of State, that he did not fairly and | 
frankly respond to the call of the House at the | 
last session of Congress, how easy would it be for ! 
my friend from Ohio, or for any other member : 
who believes that corruption exists, or that impro- 
ue has. been. practiced upon the part of the: 


resident of the United States, or his Secretary, | 
to frame a resolution to meet the evasions, and to | 
get the information in that way? In order to ob- | 
tain official information in a different way, I must | 
go upon my own mere private responsibility, and | 
then make a statement to the House of my recol- 
lection of what the Secretary of State might tel 
me. It might be that I would misunderstand him, 
or it might be that he would misunderstand me, 
and in that way discrepancies would arise. Now 
the House have the authority to call upon any De- 
partment of the Government for that knowledge; 
and if the information is called for in the right 
manner, the President of the United States and 
the Secretary of State are bound to respond to the 
call. in that way the information touching this 
most important subject can be officially laid before 
the House. If the gentleman. chooses to present 
a resolution of that sort, or any other gentleman, t 
shall go for its adoption. . 

Mr, DISNEY. The honorable chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means talks about the 
singular suggestion I made to him. Now, one word 
by way of explanation, 1n order to ascertain upon 
which side the singularity is. Why, sir, that gen- 
tleman is chairman of a committee in this House, 
whose bounden duty it is toreport no appropriation 
for the action and sanction of this House until, as 
the chairman of that committee, he satisfies himself 
that the appropriation is just and proper, and 
should be made in the manner desired. Who, 
then, is singular—the chairman, for evading the 
charge imposed upon him by our organization and 


| reference to the treaty, I find that we are bound to | 


form tohis duty upon the present oceasion? Why 
does the gentleman make this particular-case an 
exception to-the general rule which governs him 
in regard:to-all of the items of appropriation which 
he reports to. the Houge in the various appropria- 
tion bills? Why not inquire into this in the same 
way, that he inquires into all the other items of 
appropriation he presents and asks this House to 
sanction, that he may be enabled to stand up be- 
fore the House and satisfy it that the appropria- 
tion is right? Who, then, is singular in this re- 
gard? He says you can, and why do you not, 
offer a resolution calling this information particu- | 
larly before the House? I have heretofore en- | 
deavored to obtain. information. on this subject. I 
stated in my remarks a few moments ago that 
there was no necessity for a resolution—no need: 
for any formal thing of the kind, but that the 
chairman could go to the Secretary of State, upon 
his own motion, and obtain a correct statement of 
the facts. Itis his bounden duty to inquire into 
these matters. There was no impropriety in the | 
suggestion that I made.. In the regular discharge 
of his duty he would have obtained the informa- | 
tion, dispensing with the necessity of theadoption į 
of any resolution by the action of this House. It 
is a duty imposed upon him toask for that inform- 


everything connected with it. Outside rumor is 
sufficiently plausible to give reasonable cause for 
inquiry. he gentleman has doubtless read the 
charges in the public prints of the city, and yet 
we are asked to pass that bill, without making any 
inquiry at all. But I will come back to the gen- 
eral question—to the advice which I suggested to 
the gentleman. He asks why do not I offer a res- 
olution? To satisfy the gentleman, I will offer a | 
resolution. If he cannot discharge the duty with- 
out a resolution, he shall have it. He says that 
I was a member of the last Congress, when this 
matter was up. So Iwas. Iacted then as I do 
now. lendeavored then to have the matter in- 
quired into, and the requisite information brought 
before the House, but from some cause I failed. 
The facts are as I have stated. Enough has 
been said out of doors about this matter to put 
this House upon the inquiry; and this House and 
the chairman of the Committee of Waysand Means ! 
will not be trae to themselves and the interests 
of the country, unless they make this inquiry, no 
matter how high the name or the authority of those 
who will stand in opposition to it. Now let me 
say here, that the gentleman misunderstood me 
when he says I make charges or express any be- 


| House the way in, which the payment.is proposed. 

to. be made; How is:this payment proposed to’! 

made? Does the gentleman from ‘Ohio’ kaos 

I should. like. him to tell. ‘ws, if che, undertakes tos- 

say how it should be. made, upon what ternis: the. 

| payments.are to be made, -I -should like him tos- 

| give us all the minutie in regard.to these pay-. 
ments. I have never heard. how it was to be made: 

| except from the statements.of the gentleman that: 

iit was to be made. through: certai houses,-and- 

| that other houses had proposed to make the pay- 

ment. So, then, I think, this house possesses all: 

| the information as far as my appropriation, billig- 

| concerned. . It finds an appropriation of moneyiis-; 

i due, and ought to be paid. If the President of the 

| United States proposes in any particular way'to. 

| pay it. which this House condemns, or questions, 

ov desires to examine into, then let the House in= 

‘dicate it, and the terms of the payment shall be. 

l brought before the House, and the House then 

| can see whether the. proposition is a cbrrect one 

| or not—whether the proposed ‘mode of payment 

| is correct or not. The Committee of Ways and 

| Means had nothing before them showing how the,’ 

| payment was proposed to be made.: Thereiwas no 

| proposition, either to‘'Congress or the country, that 

| reached the Committee of Ways and Means, by. 

| which they were informed whether the payment 

| was to be made through one house or another, or 

| directly by the Secretary of the Treasury to Mex» 

iico. Hence the committee could not have done. ` 

| any more than they did. The committee reported 

ithe appropriation bill precisely as the treaty, 

i which 1s the highest law of the land, required it 

i should be done, and that appropriation is now be- 

| fore you. Ah, but the gentleman says I ought to 

| go and obtain the information; and he seems to 

| have referred very frequently to the fact that I 

| said his suggestion was to mea singular one. | 

| certainly said, not out of any improper spirit or 

feeling at all, that I thought it was singular; and 

jI think I will convince my friend from. Ohio that. 

‘itis a very singular fact, if he will but hear. me. 

He says he called upon the Secretary of State at 

the last Congress for this information, and although 

he had the House to sustain him in the call for 

the information from the President.of the United 

States, yet he bravely tells this House now. that: 

the call was refused; and it.was evaded by the: 

| Secretary of State. Well, then, let me say to my~ 

friend from Ohio, (Mr. Diswey,]- suppose the Sec- 

retary of State evaded a response to a call of this 

| House, made upon him in due form, would it be 

|| more likely he would communicate the information 


lief in regard to the matter. I make none. J 
know not whether they are true or false; but this 
I do know, that these charges have been made so 
publicly—have been stated, iterated, and reiterated 
through the city, until the time has come when a 
regard for the character of the House and the in- 
terests of the country, and for the character of the 
persons interested in these charges, demand that 
an inquiry should be made. And I trust, if it can- 
not be arrived at inany other way, that this House 
will, by a formal resolution, direct the inquiry to 
be made and the facts to be laid before it. I re-] 
peat, let the chairman of the Committee of. Ways 
and Means be induced to make the inquiry, with- 
out the formal action of the House instructing him 
to do it. It is his bounden duty to do it, without 


| 
H 
t 
the special direction of the House. 


‘to me personally than tothe Flouse? Heis bound 
under the law, by his official duty, whenever an 
application is made to him, to respond solemn] 
ij to the call made upon him. . 
|| Mr. DISNEY. I did not say the Secretary of 
| State had evaded answering. the call. I said that 
| the charge had been made, and ‘that the response 
|i to it was an evasion, po tas 
| Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio’ 
| declares he did not say that the Secretary had 
| evaded answering the call, but that the charges 
| had been made. My friend from Ohio did say 
this, I am sure, that he made the call and failed. 
Mr. DISNEY. I said that I made an effort to. 
| get the information. i 
| Mr. HOUSTON. A resolution was passed and 
ent to the Secretary of State, and that resolution 


JI 
| 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Disney] seems to have received the impres- 
sion that | gave him advice, or attempted to do so. 
Why, sir, he is greatly mistaken. I never con- 
sidered myself competent, and I shall not be so | 
presumptuous as to undertake a task of that sort. | 
The gentleman forgot himself—he gave me that | 
advice. He told me that I did not possess the in- | 
formation, and he also told me how I ought to get | 
it. The gentleman says that I ought to have a 
knowledge of the correctness of the appropriation | 
1 propose to make and the manner in which it | 
should be made, before I ask the House to vote; 
the appropriation. Let us see whether I possess | 
the proper knowledge upon that subject. 
ask the House to appropiate $3,180,000 to pay | 
an installment due to Mexico in May next, By | 


ay that money. By reference to the same treaty, 


| find that we are bound te pay $185,000 as the 4 


interest upon the installment. So one question of | 
the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. Diswry] has an | 


the rules, the practice and usage of the House; 
or me, for suggesting to him that he should con~ 


è 


answer. But he says 1 ought to be able to tell the | 


Here I |! 


| was responded to. But the gentleman from Ohio 
‘has more than intimated that the Secretary of State 
i evaded, intentionally, a manly, frank; and honest 
| response to that call. 

| Mr. DISNEY. I said that the charge was made, 


| I disclaim endorsing the charge. 
! Mr. HOUSTON. I am aware of that, when 
! he referred toa charge of that sort, It is certainly 
| an intimation, that upon our part we are not satis- 
i fied. So then Iam endeavoring to present to this 
| committee an utter impossibility. I have brought 
| before the House, by instruction of the Committee 
| of Ways and Means, the bill proposing to make 
| the appropriation which is required of us by the 
| treaty with Mexico. And we have got all thein- 
‘ormation that the committee could be possessed 
| of; and if any other information is to be obtained 
‘it should be upon a callof the House. If the gen- 
| leman desires it, I will go as far as any other gen- 
i tleman in an effort to bring the information befor” 
! the House. : : ee 
| Mr. MeMULLIN. The fact of my having: 
| yielded the floor to gentlemen. on either, side: hag. 
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been of great servicé tome, and to-this House. ~I 
think it is now perfectly evident: that. this subject: 
must be investigated. I must bè permitted to say 
to the ‘chairman of the Committee of Ways.and 
Means, that he has furnished me with evidence 
sufficient to satisfy. my mind that if he willdischarge į 
his- duty -faithfully—as I have no doubt he will— 
as.chairman of the- Committee of Ways and 
Means, he will investigate this subject... I hold 
that it is not necessary that this investigation shall | 
come before the committee by a formal resolution. 

No, sir, I concur fully with the view taken by the 
gentleman from. Ohio, [Mr. Diswey,]| that if the 
Committee of Ways and Means, having to provide 
for the payment of this indemnity, shall be of the 
opinion that there has been an abuse of power on 
the part of the Executive of this Government, it is 
their high and solemn duty to investigate the mat- 
ter, and report the facts to this House and country. || 
Yes; sir, and I tell the head of this committee, that 
unless they now investigate this subject-—the mat- 
ter having taken this direction—he will be held 
responsible by his constituents and the country. 
What is the view of this case as now presented? 
A member upon this floor rises in his place and 
tella the House and the country, that there have || 
been charges preferred against the Executive of 
this Government, in regard to the payment of the | 
late indemnity. Here is another bill proposing to 

pay a further indemnity; and in the payment of | 
which there may be saved a large amount of money 

to this Government, and yet do justice to the op- 

pressed sister Republic of Mexico, If these | 
charges, as preferred against the Executive of this 
Government through the newspapers of the coun- 
try, are to be relied upon, Mexico has been most 
fraudulently and shamefully imposed upon. I say 
if these charges preferred against the Executive of | 
this Government, in connection with the Roths- 

childs, the Barings, and Messrs. Corcoran & 
Riggs, are well-founded, there has been palpable 

injustice done to the oppressed Government and 

people of Mexico. 

I hope the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means will not undertake to tell 
the House and country, that he is bound in good 
faith to carry out all the suggestions and recom- 
mendations of the Executive, whether right or 
wrong. 1 beg that gentleman to remember—and 
there are gentlemen upon this floor who will re- | 

“member—that in some of the campaigns recently 
come off, it was charged upon the Democratic 
party in the last House of Representatives, that 
if our appropriations were extravagant and enor- 
mously high, they were made by a Democratic 
Committee of Ways and Means. I beg that gen- 
tleman to remember, that while the present House | 
ig ‘composed of a very large and overwhelm- į 
ing majority of the Democratic party, the last | 
TIouse of Representatives could not be said to be 
composed of a majority of either party. For cer- | 
tainly, it will be recollected by every gentleman 
who is here present, neither party at the last Con- | 
gress had a practical majority; and not withstand- | 
ing that fact, in some of the States of the Union, | 
the Democratic party were held responsible for jj 
the enormously extravagant appropriations of the | 
last Congress, because of the fact that we had a | 
Democratic Committee of Ways and Means. | 
Now, I beg gentlemen upon this floor to remember, | 
that one of the gentlemen from Maryland, [Mr. 
Bowre,] upon the other side of the hall, proposed | 
to retrench the expenses of our Government, and i 
he met a hearty response in his immediate neigh- | 
borhood and upon our side of the House. Now, | 
L desire that we shall meet that gentleman; | 
and the chairman of the Committee of Ways | 
and Meansis placed in a position in which he may 
be able to effect much in_retrenching and reform- 
ing the expenses of the Government. 

ut I come back to the original question, Ls this i 


newspapers of- the country: but by: the gentleman 
from: Ohio, [Mr Disney,} from his piace upon 
this floor; to investigate the matter. I call upon 
the committee to investigate it and see whether— 


! even if there has not been corruption—there: has 


not been, at least, a species of favoritism exer- 
cised. -If I were allowed here to draw upon my 
very humble resources, and to speculate in refer- 
ence to the late transactions for the payment of 
this indemnity, I think I could satisfy the ‘House 
that if there has been no corruption, there has 
been something very-like favoritism, or that has, 
at least; an awful squinting towards it. | 

I beg pardon of the committee for having occu- 
pied so much of their time. I did not intend: to 
do so, as I stated when I rose. My object is ae- 
complished by having called the attention of the 
House and of the country to. the fact, that there 
was dissatisfaction in the last Congress and is now, 
and that an investigation is demanded. 

Mr. APPLETON, of Massachusetts, called for 
the reading of the President’s message and the ac- 
companying communication in reference to the 
subject before the committee. 

The CrerK read the communication, which is 
as follows: 

Fo the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

I transmit to Congress a report from the Secre- 
tary of State, accompanied by a letter to him from 
the contractors for paying the installment of Mex- 
ican indemnity due on the 31st of May next, and 
respectfully invite attention to the subject. 

MILLARD FILLMORE, 

-Wasnineron, January 19, 1852. 

DRPARTMENT oF SraTe, January 19, 1852. 
To the President of the United States: 


I lay before the President another letter from the con- 
tractors for the payment of the remaining installment due to 
Mexico under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

This affair appears to have become urgent. The con- 
tractors would seem to have had a right to expect that the 
proper appropriation would have been made by Congress in 
such season as to have given them areasonable time to have 
made arrangements for the fulfillment of their undertaking. 

For the last payment, which fell due on the 3ist May last, 
an appropriation was made on the 25th day of September, 
1850, which gave time for the necessary arrangements. A 
bill for making an appropriation for the installment now to 
fall due in May next, passed the House of Representatives 
on the 26th day of February last, but failed to be considered 
in the Senate, as it is understood, for want of time. 

The honor of the country requires that provision should 
be made to meet this payment with punctuality ; and it is 
apparent that inconvenience and loss may probably ensue if 
the appropriation be longer delayed. 

Respectiully submitted : DANIEL WEBSTER. 

Bosron, January 14, 1852. 

Sır: The undersigned had the honor to address to you 
on the 26th ultimo, a letter urging the importance of the im- 
mediate passage of the appropriation bill for the payment of 
the installment of the indemnity due to Mexico on the 31st 
of May next. 


In the remarks made in Congress when the bill was re- ! 


ported, they were alluded to in such a manner 
proper that they should state their position towards the pay- 
ment, in justice to themselves, and also that the passage of 
the bill, any delay in which may occasion great loss to the 


as makes it | 


Government, should not be impeded by uscless discussion. | 


The undersigned had ceased to regard themselves as con- 


tractors, as the delay that had occurred was such as to j 


render it impossible for them to go on and make the pay- 
ment in the absence of such needful and timely appropri- 
ation, as was contemplated by both parties in making the 
contract, and without which its execution became imprac- 
ticable; awaiting, however, the action of Congress, and the 
intentions of the Government, and prepared to aid in car- 
rying them out when oceasion for their services should 
offer. In this position, and knowing from their own expe- 
rience the importance of time to make the funds in Mexico, 
and the great loss to which the Government might be sub- 
jected by prolonged delay, they addressed to you their letter 
of 26th ultimo, that the matter might have the attention of 
the Government. 


To show clearly the effect of this delay, and to prevent į 


the possibility of any misconception as to their present posi- 
tion, the undersigned beg to ask your attention to the fol- 
lowing statement of the result of the last payment made by 
them. 


To make the required funds, their agent proceeded to j 


Mexico in October, and was occupied from that time until 
June following, in disposing of his exchange on England, 


subject worthy of investigation? Ought it to be 
investigated? Is it not due to the country—due 
to the Government—due to Mr. Webster—due 
to the Mexican authorities—due to all the parties 
concerned, that there should be an investigation? | 
{ do not mean to offer a resolution on the subject. To 
had intended to do so. I had a resolution pre- | 
pared for the purpose of eliciting information upon 

i 

| 


the subject, but I now take the ground—and from | 
that position | hope that the worthy chairman of 
the Ways and Means will not attempt to escape 
—that it is the duty of that committee, these 
charges having been preferred not only in the 


France, and the United States, and was finally obliged to 
borrow three hundred thousand dollars. on his bills, to be 
negotiated afterward, in order to complete the payment on 
the 31st of May. Thus it took nine months to draw the 
bills without depressing the market so as to make a loss. 
The result of this immense exchange operation with all 
its attendant risks, was a profit of about one per cent. on 
the amount, and the contractors made no other profit except 
what resulted from loaning a portion of their own funds 
(not advanced by the United States) to the Government of 
Mexico, and to merchants in Mexico, at the current rates 
of interest. Adding the interest received for their own 
money, to the profit on the exchange, as stated above, the 
net result was a division of three and one third per cent. 
among the three contracting houses. This comprises the 
whole of their profits direct or indirect in connection with 


ington. 
from tl 
last payment 
te them unti 
of payments to them fell x 
. You will perceive that the accumulation of funds which 


“yequired last year nine months for its completion; cannot 


now be made in the short space of time that remains without 
loss to the Government, and Congress ought to be. tay 
aware of the responsibility it assumes by increasing the 
delay which may render compliance. with the treaty stipu- 
lations a matter of great loss. These difficulties were ur- 
gently represented by the uudersigned at the time the appro- 
priation bill was pending at the last session 

it will be perceived from the foregoing, that the con- 
tractors made all their payments in Mexico out of their own 
funds, and were afterwards reimbursed in the United States, 
at a date averaging the 15th of May, and the last and largest 
payment by the United States to the contractors of two mil- 
lions of dolars was not made until the 27th of June, nearly 
one month after they had paid the full installment to Mexico. 

Any statements that have been made in regard to them 
at variance with the above facts, or implicating them in any 
way in the purchase of bonds for the purpose of speculating 
on the payment, or any other indirect transaction whatever, 
are an entire fabrication, No consideration would have 
induced them to depart from the full performance of every- 
thing implied in the strict interpretation of their undertaking. 

We have the honor to be, sir, with great respect, your 


obedient servants, . - ` 
BARING, BROTHERS & Co., 
é By T. W. Warp, Ati’y. 
HOWLAND & ASPINWALL, 
CORCORAN & RIGGS. 

To the Hon. Dante, WEBSTER, Secretuy of State. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the bill by adding thereto the following: 

And that said sum be paid over to the proper authori- 
ties of Mexico by the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
United States under the supervision of the President. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I have not 
arisen with a purpose to prolong this debate, by 
indulging in either the attack upon or defence of 
the honorable Secretary of State, but, if it were 
possible by my suggestions to do so, to secure its 
termination at once by coming to a vote upon the 

ill. 

I respectfully submit to those who seem intent 
upon an assault on the Secretary of State, that 
this is not the proper time or occasion for the ex- 
ecution of their determination. Itis not the proper 
place for criticism upon his conduct, even in the 
particular transaction of the payment of the Mex- 
ican indemnity. The House is not in possession 
of facts to indicate the position of Mexico, in re- 
gard to this affair of the indemnity. ` 

At an early stage of. the last Congress a bill 
was presented, to appropriate for the payment of 
$3,500,000—the installment due in 1851, under the 
treaty of Hidalgo—and it was then said that Gen- 
eral Taylor’s administration had signified a willing- 
ness to meet that and the rest of the installments, 
by accepting drafts of the Mexican Government, 
drawn for the several installments, payable at the 
city of New York. It was said that the Herrera 
administration, of which General Arista was a 
member, desired to have the use of the money, in 
advance of the day of payment, because the fear 
was entertained that a revolution. impended which 
would, in all probability, break out at the period 
of the presidential election in Mexico, tt was 
said that Mexico wanted to transfer her business 
from the hands of British capitalists into the hands 
of American capitalists, with the view of nurturing 
credit and fostering friendship here, instead of in 
London. I thought then, and yet think, that it 
would be gencrous and magnanimous on our part 
to make these payments in such form and manner 
as would be most agreeable to Mexico; provided 
it is safe and just to our own country. The treaty 
stipulates the payment of each installment ‘in the 
city of Mexico.” Has Mexico signified to this 
Government, through the usual and accredited 
channel, any desire for the change in.the place of 
pone Has Mexico, as a government, through 
er departments which have the power to modify 
the terms of treaties and to change her laws, even 
yet signified to this Governnrent a proposition to 
make the change suggested? Have the drafts al- 
luded to been presented, or has any form of 
acquittance of this Government under the treaty 
been submitted for the consideration of the Execu- 
tive of this Republic? It will not be enough that 
the President and Cabinet of Mexico have desired 
the acceptance of drafts for the amount of the in- 
stallment. - They have no power to bind their 
country to the modification, or to release us from 
our obligations under the treaty. But, Mr. 
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the then existing Administrations now hold power.. 
What is now—to-day—the attitude of the Mexi- 
can Government in regard to the payment ‘of’ the 
installment falling due in 1852? 7 

I understand that the charge against Mr: Web- 
ster is, that, immediately upon his accession to 
the office of Secretary of State—disregarding the 
committals of the former Secretary, and. without 
the slightest respect to the wishes of a neighbor- 
ing power, and with a most ungraceful haste, he 
transferred the business of making these pay- | 
ments, under the treaty, to certain capitalists— | 
British bankers, if you choose—thus evincing his | 
utter disregard of true national policy, and his || 
overweening desire to promote the private inter- 
ests of himself and his friends. But, sir, this | 
charge, whether true or false, can throw no light 
upon the question as to the present views of Mex- | 
ico in regard to the installment now becoming due. 
We cannot. learn, by discussing Mr. Webster’s 
conduct in making the arrangement complained 
of, whether Mexico now wishes the $3,700,000, 
due in May, to be paid in New York or in Mex- 
ico, and whether Mexico is now making, in form, 
any application to this Government upon the sub- 
ject. The money is to be paid in May: the treaty 
stipulates that it is to be paid in the city of Mex- 
ico. The money cannot be obtained until Con- 
gress passes this bill. It will require time to make 
the arrangements for exchange, so as to place so 
large a sum in the city of Mexico without de- 
ranging business. We cannot possibly acquire | 
any material assistance in the discharge of our 
plain duty in the premises, by spending hours 
and days in discussing whether the Secretary of 
State acted properly in arranging as he did for the 
a a of the last installment. 

understand that the arrangement or contract 

which he entered into (subject of course: to ratifi- 
cation by Congress) covered all the installments to 
become due after the date of said arrangement. 
I.understood this from the debate of last year. | 
Whether rightfully or wrongfully acting, the Sec- 
cretary took the responsibility of making the ar-. 
rangement in advance of the passage of the law, 
and under that contract the installment of 1851 
was paid. Now, after our Government had, pro- 
tanto, determined upon our line of conduct, am I to | 
understand that Mexico yet wants the remaining 
installment to be paid in the city of New York | 
upon our acceptance? Is any one here ready to 
say that this-is the attitude of Mexico now before 
the Government of the United States? The anti- 
cipated revolution in Mexico did not occur. . Aris- 
ta went into power without any trouble. Time 
has so nearly brought to maturity the installment 
due in May, 1852, that it would seem impossible 
for Mexico to derive any advantage from the pe- 
culiar manner of making the payment or the place | 
where made. After the expression of our deter- 
mination to pay at Mexico, according to the treaty, 
I imagine that Mexico has scarely continued to ap- 
ply for our acceptance at New York even conceding | 
that she ever did so apply formally. In making 
the arrangement for the payment, In advance į 
of the passage of the law, the Secretary of State 
may have committed an unpardonable error, or he | 
may stand justified by a plea of necessity from | 
want of time. This is- not the proper time or oc- | 
casion to investigate the propriety of his conduct. | 

@ur duty is simple and plain. The treaty stip- 
ulates the payment of $3,700,000 in May next. 
The Executive calls our attention to this matter, | 
and our Committee of Ways and Means brings į 
in a bill appropriating the money. This done, the į 
rest will remain with the Executive Department. | 
Jt is understood that the arrangement under which | 
the last installment was paid also covers the pay- | 
ment of this installment—that the Secretary of | 
State made, but the single arrangement and that: 
extended to the whole of the payments to be | 
made under the treaty. Shall we undertake to | 
alter the manner in which this contract, already | 
partially executed, is to be carried out, or shall we 
permit the Executive to pay according to the treaty, | 
we affording the means, and then hold the Exec- | 
utive to a just responsibility before the country for | 
the fidelity and skill with which the duty shall have | 
been discharged? Itseems to me that all this de- 
bate about the wishes of Mexico, and about the | 


conduct..of Mr. Webster, is out of ‘place. ` The 
question-was substantially decided in 1850. The 
whole subject-matter is foregone. f l 

But there will be a time when gentlemen who 
desire to discuss the conduct of Mr. Webster will 
have an opportunity.. A memorial has been re- 
ferred-to a committee of this House—the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary--upon the consideration 
of which the propriety of the conduct of that gen- 
tleman in this matter, and in regard to other affairs 
of a public nature, interesting and important, will 
necessarily pass in review before the House and 
the country. The information can by that time 
be procured in full, to enable the House to pro- 
nounce its judgment upon the conduct of that 
public functionary, when his friends will have the 
opportunity to meet the issue fairly with his foes. 
At present, gentlemen are premature in their 
assaults on the Secretary of State; and on a 
proper consideration of the question presented by 
this bill, 1 hope it will appear that we are use- 
lessly consuming precious time in an extra distus- 
sion, all of which will be hereafter repeated. -I 
advise gentlemen to save their ammunition for the 
proper occasion. Itis confessed that the informa- 
tion is not before us upon which these assaults 
are to be justified. “There is no gentleman upon 
this floor who can say that Mexico is now an ap- 
plicant before this Government for any favor, or 
for any change as to the time and place of paying 
the money to which this billrelates. No one here 
can say that Mexico will now permit us to pay the 
remaining installments elsewhere than is stipulated 
by the treaty. No one here will rise in his place 
and indorse any charge against the Secretary of | 
State, impugning the propriety of his conduct in | 
regard to this transaction. This business de- 
mands our action—our instant action. It does 
seem to me, under these circumstances, that we 
had best proceed to pass the bill making the ap- 
propriation, so as to have the money paid under | 
the treaty and according to the treaty. If it shall | 
hereafter appear that the arrangements for the 
payments have secured a loss to us, or have ef- | 
fected any imposition upon a weak neighbor, let 
the Executive take the responsibility, and we may 
in the discharge of our proper functions pronounce į 
our judgment, condemning the course of the Ex- 
ecutive or lending to it our expression of appro- 
bation. 

One additional remark as to the amendment of- 
fered, or indicated by the gentleman from Tennes- | 
see, [Mr. Jonnson,] and I shall have done. A 
similar amendment was offered to the bill of 1850, 
providing for the payment of the installment due 
in 1851. I voted for it then, because I preferred 
that the Secretary of the Treasury should pay out 
the public money, and did not clearly perceive 
why the payment should be intrusted to the Sec- 
retary of State. The House decided then, that 
the Executive should not be controlled in the dis- 
tribution of these duties to his heads of depart- 
ments, but might, upon his own responsibility, 
confide the payment to the Secretary of State, or 
the Secretary of the Treasury. It was then known 
that the Secretary of State would negotiate the ar- 
rangement for the payment. If we now reverse 
the determination of the Thirty-first Congress, by 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to make 
future payments, and so discharge the Secretary | 
of State therefrom, we shall by that act stain the 
reputation of Mr. Webster as a public officer, and | 
as aman. I shall not, by any act of mine, so 
directly inflict an injury upon the reputation of; 
any man, and surely I shall not under the cir- 
cumstances here presented, and after what has 
transpired in connection with the conduct of Mr. 
Webster touching these installments. F thought 
we had best commence, where the gentleman’s | 
amendment proposes we shall now go. I voted | 
accordingly, but with no bias upon my mind, and , 
no desire by that vote to reflect upon any one. 
Were the circumstances the same, | should so | 
vote again. But the circumstances, as I have, 
shown, are radically different. When the Secre- 
tary of State was assailed here, in the last session, | 


ing the functionary. who -shall make these pay 
ments. : Lek EAS Oa lee 

Therefore, in the absence-of any knowledge of: 
the exact desire now entertained’ by the Mexican 
Government in: regard to’ the place and ‘manner’ 
of our meeting the remaining installments, and un= ` 
willing ever to censure any man unless Tam‘ cer- 
tain that my duty compels it, Eam willing to’ vote * 
for the passage of this bill, If it shall ‘be found 
hereafter that loss has occurred, or that wrong has 
been done, or frauds have paved the way for spet- 
ulation through the instrumentality of these pub- 
lic. transactions, I shall be ready; without thë- 
slightest regard to party ties or ‘political afilia- 
tions, to mark my condemnation in the most pub= 
lic manner upon the guilty, 

Mr. DUNHAM. ‘Iconcur most fully in the 
opinion expressed by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, that this questiommis presented to us pre- 
rnaturely. In. the first place, even if there has been 
wrong done, there is no pretension that the money 
which has heretofore been appropriated for the 
purpose of complying with the terms of the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo,. has been diverted from ` 
that purpose; nor is there any apprehension that 
this appropriation will be diverted from the pur- 
pose for which we intend it. It cannot bedoubted ` 
that there is a necessity that this monéy ‘shall be 
speedily appropriated, in order that the terms of 
the treaty may be complied with, without loss or 
expense to the Government. The true course is; 
to pass this bill and let the money be applied, and 
then if gentlemen think that there has been corrupt» 
and improper conduct on the part of the Secretary 
of State, let them come forward and institute an 
investigation; but we ought not, for the purpose of 
investigating a supposed charge against a high 
officer of the Government, to stay the necessary 
proceedings to carry out this important treaty. 
Now there is no apprehension that loss can oceur 
to the Government by making this payment 
through the Secretary of State, and afterwards in- 
vestigating his conduct, if necessary; while there 
is great danger that if we delay the appropriation 
for the purpose of making beforehand such anin- 
vestigation into his conduct, loss will occur to the’ 
Government. i pan 

Now, one word in reference to the amendment: ` 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, to take the con- i 
trol of this payment from the Secretary of State’ 
and give it to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Aside from the suggestion made by the gentleman, 
from Kentucky, that it would be an implied cen- 
sure on the Secretary of State, before an investiga- 
tion, I ask what officer of the Government ought ° 
to carry out this treaty? Does it belong to the 
Secretary of State, or to the Secretary of the 
Treasury? The payment of this money 1s tọ com- 
ply with the terms of a treaty. Has the Secretary 
of the Treasury anything to do.with thé- negotia- 
tion, or in. the execution ‘of ‘a. treaty? No, sirs 
this properly devolves upon the Secretary of State.” 
Why will you, then, without any previous inves- 
tigation, take this duty from the officer upon whom” 
it properly devolves, the officer who has charge of 
our foreign relations, and give it to another officer, 
who has notusually had, and never ought to have, 
any control over such matters? it belongs to the 
Secretary of State, as the organ of this Government 
in its intercourse with foreign nations, and Hot to 
the Secretary of the Treasury. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, (interposing.) 
The gentleman says that the Secretary of the. 


this question was much in the state in which it is 

now presented, and it will be remembered that the ; 
House, by a very decisive vote, refused to trans- | 
fer the duty of making the payment to the Secre- | 
tary of the Treasury, or to order the substitute | 
which contemplated ‘the acceptance of the drafts. | 
These circumstances render it still. more difficult | 
now to interfere with the Executive in determin- | 


Treasury has never had charge: of matters- of 
this sort. Idesire to ask that gentleman whethera 
former Secretary of the Treasury—Mr. Wallier— 
did not provide for the payment of one of these 
installments? 

Mr. DUNHAM, (resuming.) ‘I do not know 
but it may have been as the gentleman suggests. 
But what I wish to say is, thatit is a duty that 
properly belongs to the Secretary of State; and no 
matter what has been the course taken heretofore, 
if itis a duty which devolves properly upon that 
officer, it should be discharged by him. The 
duties of the Government are divided. They are 
executive and legislative. Now, all that this 
House is called upon to do in relation to this måt- 
ter is, in the proper discharge of their. functions 
as the legislative branch of the Government, to 
appropriate the money necessary to enable the 
Executive to discharge his duty in executing the- , 
law, that is, in complying with the: treaty,: for ` 
there is practically no difference: in: these‘terms. 
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The treaty is a Jaw—a_ national law; and it: de- 
volves.upon the Executive to.see that this law 


shall be-properly executed. And when we step 


out of-our own legitimate sphere of action and 
undertake to dictate what officer-shall discharge a- 
particular duty belonging to the executive depart- 
ment of the Government, we at once relieve the 
Executive from all responsibility connected. with 
the discharge of that duty.and take it upon our- 
selves: If we undertake to dictate what- officer 
shall make the payment of this. money, I ask 
with what face can we go back to the President 
and call upon him for explanation in relation to 
it? How can’ we hold him responsible if the 
money shall be misapplied? He will turn upon us 
and say, “Iam not responsible, because you 
yourselves pointed out the officer who should dis- 
charge this duty and the manner in which it 
should be discharged; thig officer, and not myself, 
is responsible to you; he is your agent, not mine.”’ 
Now, I am for holding the Executive responsible. 
The treaty stipulations must be carried out, and I 
am for appropriating the money necessary to 
carry it into effect, and then hold the Executive 
responsible for its faithful execution. 

If gentlemen, then, suppose that these means 
have been improperly employed—if they suppose 
that this law has not been properly carried into 
execution, let them come “here and prefer their 
charges before this House, and let the matter be 
investigated. 

“J will say one word in reference to the duty of 
the Committee of Ways and Means in reference 
to these charges; and perhaps it is not necessary to 
say even a word upon that subject, for I think the 
chairman ofthat committee hasamply vindicated the 
course we have pursued. in reference to this matter. 
What are the duties of that committee? Is it their 
duty to investigate all the charges which may have 
been made against the executive officers of the 
Government? Our duty is to provide the means 
necessary, according to law, for carrying on the 
Government, and then to see that those means are 
properly applied in accordance with the law. But 
is it supposed by any gentleman upon this floor 
that this money will not be applied in accordance 
with the law of the land, and in accordance with 
our treaty obligations? By those treaty obliga- 
tions we are to pay to Mexico a certain amount of 
money. Now, if we appropriate that money, and 
if itis applied, why it is in accordance with the 
Jaw, and the Committee of Ways and Means have 
nothing else to do with the matter, We have 
nothing to do except to appropriate the money 
necessury for carrying out the law, and to see that 
it is applied for the purpose of carrying out the 
law. It is just as much the duty of the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Diswey]—every bit 
as much—if he believes that corruption has ex- 
isted in the execution of this treaty, to take the 
proper steps for having the matter investigated, as 
it is that of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
or of any member of that committee. If he be- 


Jieves such to be the fact—if he believes that this į 


money has been misapplied, it is his duty to come 
before this House and ask for an investigation. 
That gentleman says he has been talking about 
this matter for two years. I ask him if he can 
clear his conscience as a representative of the 


American people upon this floor, when being satis- || 
fied that these charges were well grounded, and, as |; 


he says, deserving of investigation, when he has not 
insisted upon an investigation? 

Mr. DISNEY, 
ter. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Thegentleman did not make 
an effectual move, or there would be no necessity 
for making it now. If he made it, he should have 
followed it up until the matter was investigated 
and his object was accomplished, 

Mr. DISNEY. I did follow it up until it 
failed. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Well, it is plain that the 
gentleman did not accomplish his object, else, why 
is the question now before the House? And why 
are we here discussing it? But again, this ques- 
gion has been before the House ever since the 
commencement of the session. These rumors, as 
the gentleman says, have been talked of in the city 
and have been mentioned in the public prints, yet 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr, Disney] has sat 
here quietly in his seat as a member of this House 
and has made no move in reference to it until now, 
avhen the emergency is precipitated upon us, when 


; A | 
I did make a move in the mat- | 


weare called upon.to appropriate the money neces- 


Mexico; and now gentlemen. propose to delay this 
| appropriation, and thus stop the means of the 
' Government: to carry.into effect the provisions of 
that treaty until this investigation’ can be. made. 
Why, if the investigation was, to: be- made at all, 
it should. have been made when the officer was: 
first suspected, ‘The question should at least have 


| and not now. : ’ 
Now, what is the state of the case? The stipu- 


its terms must be complied with; but in order to 
comply with these terms it is necessary that a 
certain amount of money should be appropriated. 
It is, then, clearly the duty of this House to appro- 
priate that amount of money, and thus furnish the 
means to the Administration, or the Executive 
Department, to carry out the provisions of the 
treaty. That is what we have to do. If then 
the Executive fails to apply the money to the pur- 
‘| pose for which we have designed it, then it will 
be our business to investigate in relation to it. 
But is there any doubt upon that point? Has the 
charge been brought by any one that the money 
'| heretofore appropriated for the payment of the 
|| former installments has not been properly applied? 
[lave not the installments been paid to the last 
|! dollar? No, sir, that is not the charge. The 
|| charge is, that although the Executive has com- 
plied with the treaty—although the installment 
has been paid to the last dollar, yet that in some 
manner, they have made a speculation out of it. 
Well, is that for the Committee of Ways and 
Means to investigate? The money which has 
been appropriated out of the Treasury has been 
paid over, every dollar of it, and paid according 
to law. So far as the duty of the Committee of 
‘| Ways and Means goes, then, it has been dis- 
charged. If corruption has been practiced upon 
the part of the Secretary of State; or upon the part 
of any other executive officer, it is as much the 
business of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Disney] 


i 
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H 
|| Ways and Means, or any member of that com- 
mittee. : 
Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) How can 
|| they investigate it unless it is referred to them? 
Mr. DUNHAM. The honorable chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. Hovs- 
| ron] suggests that this matter has not been referred 
|| to that committee. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio—tfor he is a gentleman of a good deal of le- 
| gislative experience—if it is usual, as far as his 
experience goes, for a committee to act upon mere 
vague rumors, gotten up by or circulated through 
the newspapers, without the authority of the 
| Hopse? Our committee was raised—for what 
| purpose? Was it raised as a sort of grand-jury, to 
bring forward and investigate every vague charge 
|| of every person or newspaper; to hunt up every lit- 
|| tle slanderor rumor which circulates about the coun- 
i try? Or is it our duty to carry out such matters as 
‘| are referred to us by the House, either by your 
| resolutions or by your laws, and which we are 
| bound to carry out and execute? I ask, whether 
it is made a part of my duty, as a member of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, or any other 
committee of this House, to read the newspapers 
every morning, or to walk up and down the streets 
1j of the city, to learn what idle rumors are afloat? 
Or whether itis a part of my duty, as a member 
of that committee, to enter into the private contro- 
versies of speculators, in their seramble for spoils? 
i| For E tell gentlemen, that the great bone of 
contention is a contention between speculators for 
‘| the job of paying the three millions of money, by 
I| which they hope and expect to make a profit off 
of somebody. I had never supposed it was my 
duty to seize upon these idle rumors, and bring 
+ them officially before a committee of this House, 
ii and ask for action upon them in the committee- 
| room, and convert ourselves into a sort of inquisi- 
ii tion, to hunt up charges and commence these in- 
‘| vestigations. I do not believe this is the business 


hope to God I may never be placed upon another. 


4 
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! 
|| this House is, that we are to act upon such sub- 
| jects as come to us_ legitimately through this 
|| "House, by the laws of the land, or by the action 
| of the House. Now, as to the charges which 
i| have been brought against the Secretary of State, 


been raised at the commencement of the*session, | 


lations of the treaty must be carried into effect; | 


of any committee of this House; and if itis, I i 


My understanding of the duties of a committee of | 


sary to carry. out our treaty stipulations with |) 


to investigate it, as it is for the Committee of |; 


| we know that he has discharged his duty, as far 
‘as the faithful payment of the money appropriated 
| by Congress goes; but further than. that Ido not 
i know. God knows.that I am no political admirer. , 
of the Secretary. I do not. stand-up kere to. vina 
dicate him. I care not for him so far as I am con- ` 
cerned. All Lask is:thatthe laws.of the land may 
be properly executed, and our treaty obligations 
| faithfully complied with, and that the Executive 
officers of this Government may have'the means 
of carrying out the treaty, and that they. may tse 
those means for that purpose in their own way, so 
that we can hold them responsible for the manner 
in which they shall use them. That is all.” We 
\ are bound to provide the means necessary to .exe- 
‘cute the treaty, and let the Executive execute 


i; them. 


Mr. Chairman, I have taken up the time of this 
| committee longer than I intended, and I will only 
| add one thing further. Shall we hesitate in the 
| passage of this law and appropriating the money 
| necessary to carry out the stipulations of this 
| treaty, for the purpose of gratifying the malice 
' and revengeful feelings that have been engendered - 
| amongst certain stock-jobbers against the Secretary 
i of State, because they did not happen to be the 
| fortunate speculators in this transaction? That is 
| the real question at issue, and you cannot escape - 
‘it. It isa question whether we shall embarrass the 
| action of the Executive branch of this: Government 
| by these charges, for the purpose of gratifying the 
| 

i 


i malice of those who have been thwarted in their 


| purpose of obtaining the contract for the payment 
| of this installment. The experience of every man. 
| in these transactions’is, that this money ought to 
i be appropriated, and that speedily, in order to en- 
; able the Government to transfer the money in the 
usual way to the Mexican Government in time to 
make the payment by the day stipulated. To do 
this we have no time to lose. If we delay we may 
incur much additional expense and trouble to our 
i Government in making this payment, the respon- 
| sibility of which mustrest upon those who obstruct 
| the speedy passage of this bill. 

! Mr. DISNEY. I did not propose to say another 
| word to the committee, in addition to what has 
i 
t 


| already fallen from gentlemen, upon this subjects 
| but the course of remark indulged in by the gen- 
tlemen who have just taken their seats, [Messrs. 
| MarsmaLL and Dowwam,] compels me to say a 
į word or two in reply. Fi 


| I confess that I cannot see what there is in con- 


i nection with this subject that so utterly blinds us: 
jto all investigations in regard to these charges. 
Now, what are the facts of the case? Allegations 
have been made here involving two distinct points, 
One is, that the bargain made, ina pecuniary point 
of view, was not a just one to the Government of 
the United States. The second one is, that by the 
payment of the money upon the draft of the Mexi- 
ean Government, the interests and wishes of that 
| Government, as well as the interests of the. United 
i States, would be better consulted. than by the pay- 
i ment now proposed to be made. ‘These charges’ 
i are made, and they are important ones. If they 
| have not been made on this floor, they have been 
i through the public prints of this city, as I stated 
| before, and in the lobbies of this Ffouse, until some 
| members of the House have become convinced that 
there is reasonable ground for the inquiry. What, 
then, is the objection to the investigations proposed ? 
Why do gentlemen rise here and denounce it? 
| The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Marsuaiy] 


i 
1 
| 
i 
t 
t 


says we should first pass this bill, and then hold 
| the Executive responsible for the improper dis- 
j charge of his duties. 
| Mr. MARSHALL. Iask the gentleman from 
; Ohio, whether he is prepared to say that the Mex- 
ican Government desire that this installment shall 
| be paid otherwise than in the manner provided for 
| in the treaty? 

Mr. DISNEY. There is reasonable ground 
for the inquiry to ascertain whether the fact be 
so or not. And why will gentlemen -rise here, 
and refuse the light, and refuse me the informa- 
tion which I desire in order to enable me to vote 
intelligently? But we are told. that ‘all that this 
House has to do is to appropriate the money, and 
place it at the disposition of the Executive, and 
our treaty obligations are discharged as far as this 
House is concerned. Let me ask of that gentle- 
man,and every memberof this House, have'we, or 
those of us who have asked for information in 
order to enable us to vote intelligently upon this 
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matter, shown any disposition” te. violate ‘the 

terms of the treaty? No, sir.’ We are not dis- 
posed to be guilty of any act which could be-con- 
strued into. a violation of the interests or the good 
feelings which ought to exist between this country 
and the Government of Mexico.. Weare exactly 
upon the other side of this matter... And when it is 
represented that the Government of Mexico wishes 
that this matter should’ be arranged. in a different 
manner from. that of. the last installment, it is 
necessary that this matter should be inquired into, 
and we, who ask for this information, wish. to 
consult at once, both the interest and wishes of 
the Government of Mexico, as well as the inter- 
ests of the United States, for both are involved in 
this matter. I do not wish to interpose any delay. 
To obtain the information we ask for will not 
prevent the passage of this bill in time to make 
the payment. Wever before in the history of 
legislation was it heard, that when it is suggested 
that money was about to be improperly used, 
either as regards the pecuniary interest of this 
country, or as it tends to disturb the good feeling 
which exists between this country and the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico, and we rise up here and ask 
for information in order to arrest and to prevent 
that sort of action, gentlemen get up here and say, 
No, no, the executive department of this Govern- 
ment is charged with the execution of treaties, and 
we will place the money in their hands and leave 
the responsibility with them. 

Mr. DUNHAM, (interrupting.) The gentle- 
man seems to base his remarks upon the hypothe- 
sis that Mexico herself desires this change to be 
made. No response has been made to the gen- 
teman from Kentucky who puts this question, 
whether any gentleman is willing to say that the 
Mexican Government is desirous, at this time, for 
such a change to be made. I wish to put another 
question. It is, whether this whole matter, so far 
as the Mexican Government is concerned, was not | 
brought about by speculators who went from here 
there, for the purpose of inducing that Govern- 
ment to change this mode of payment for their 
own private benefit? And whether, in inducing 
that Government to do this, they did not address 
themselves to the necessities of the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, which necessities made that Government 
desire to-appropriate this indemnity a little sooner | 
than it could if it was paid according to the terms 
of the treaty as now proposed, and that that in- 
ducement was what operated upon the Mexican 
Government? 

Mr. DISNEY. I[ &m at a loss to understand 
the pertinency or the importance of this question. 
We have certain facts charged, and with them 
we have to deal. Now, of what importance is it 
to this House, what caused the Mexican Govern- 
ment to do it? Itis charged that the Mexican Gov- 
ernment does wish this instaliment paid here, and 
we ask that you shall make an official investiga- 
tion and an official inquiry into the truth of the 
facts. But what are gentlemen doing? They are 
asking us to pags this bill, and by their acts, their 
doctrines, and the policy they advocate, they seek 
to withhold from us the information we desire with 
regard to the facts charged, and they rise up here 
and ask us whether we know them to be true. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I do not} 
choose that the country shall understand from the 
lips of the gentleman that there are charges here 
which I attempted at all events to smother. Task 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Dısney] who makes 
the charges? Where are they made? and are you 
willing, upon your official responsibility, to intro- 
duce the charges to the notice of the country? | 

Mr. DISNEY. Iwill respond to the gentleman 
with great pleasure. I say again that the public 
prints of your city have teemed with charges of 
this sort. ` I say I have heard these charges until 
they have brought to my mind the conviction that 
there is reasonable grounds to put this House 
upon the inquiry. And it is not requisite that a 
member, or this body should be satisfied of their 
truth, but it is sufficient when the House or any 
of its members shall be satisfied that there are 
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i by-flings as to this matter of opposition having | 


j 
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| does the deed I will ho 


How are we to ascertain whether it be true or 


not? That is the point which we are seeking to | 
Gentlemen ask me whether I am will- 


arrive at. 
ing to state that they arg true? I am not; but I 
want to be advised as to whether they are trae or 
not. You want me to vote with reference to this 


| bill, while the truth of these charges is undeter- 


mined. What objection can be fairly urged to- 
wards the course suggested? What tangible, fair, 
solid, and substantial reason can be urged uponan 
unbiased and impartial mind, why this Ffouse 
should not make the inquiry, and possess itself of 


country will ask you why, when these charges 
pending and made in the public prints, you did 


true or false? That is all I desire; But you ob- 
jecttoit. No, not fairly, not solidly. Then why 
this constant opposition to obtaining the informa- 
tion with regard to this matter? Why will gen-. 


| tlemen seek to withhold from us that kind of in- 


formation which will enable us to act and vote 


we ought to pass this bill, and then afterward hold 
the Administration responsible for a proper appli- 


! cation of the money. Sir, what would be said if 
| a man was told that the groom who had the charge 


of his horse intended to make way with the ani- 
mal, and he should say let him—he has the charge 
of him; I will take no pee steps; butif he 
d him responsible for the 
act? Why, such a course would earn but scorn. 
In this case it is worse, for we are but the agents 


| of the people, and we have been told that such 
| things are intended; and if we shall pass this bill, 
|| and place the money in the hands of the Execu- | 
tive, and subsequent developments should prove ; 


the charges true, with what face could gentlemen 
stand up and face their country and face their 
constituents? You will be asked, why did you 


|| permit this thing to be done? You knew that the 


| facts were charged, and yet you gave the means 


to be ptrverted. Of what avail would be your 
defence? Oh, yes! we knew that the facts were 


| charged, but we determined to hold the Adminis- | 


tration responsible afterwards. As to this sort of 
| been started by speculators out of doors, I know 
| nothing, I care nothing; for they are not important 
| to the issue. The charges are grave and import- 
ant, and, as I have said, they have brought to my 
mind the conviction that they are reasonable 
enough in their character to put this House upon 
inquiry, and I desire that inquiry to be made; and 
I repeat, I cannot understand why it ìs that gen- 
tlemen oppose every effort to obtain the informa- 
tion. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dun- 
nam] asks why I did not make the offer. before? 


i I did at the last session, but this same sort of op- 


position then met me that meets menow. The 
gentleman says, why did you not make it before 
this session? How could | make it more oppor- 
tunely than when the question itself was before 
the House? I might upon some resolution day, 
if I had been smart enough to out-hollow and out- 
jemp some fifty gentlemen struggling for the floor 
at the same time, have got a resolution of that sort 
in. But certainly there could be no opportunity, 
no time so pertinent as when the subject was up 
before the House. 
and I avail myself of the opportunity. But I ask 
the gentleman to put it to himself, to his own 
judgment, to his own conscience, to-say how he 
can feel justified to his constituents, when he puts 
every obstacle in his power in the way of obtain- 
ing information to enable. this House to decide 
whiether these charges are true or false. 
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ji gentle rt 
i; ina false position before the country. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I do not choose to allow the 
man, by that kind of inquiry, to place me 
I do not. 


| think that the gentleman can, if he will consider for 
| a moment, with propriety make such an inquiry 


1 


reasonable grounds for the inquiry, to make it 


21 


| as that after the remarks I made. 


My object is 
| not to stifle this inquiry. No person will be found, 
who wilidevote more ardent energy to the prosecu- 
‘tion of this inquiry, than I myself, at a proper 


the proofs in regard to the charges made?. The | 


not make the inquiry, to know whether they were | 


intelligently in regard to it? But we are told that į 


It is now up for the first time, | 


proper that this House should make.that inquiry. 


i 


: New Saries 


tme and upon a proper occasion. I say this i 
not the proper time and occasion, because in doine: 
it, you obstruct thé execution of that: treaty, and: 
lose more to the Government by delaying this pay~ 
ment, than you ®og gain; for the reason«tha : 
may now make this payment under this contact; 
and lose nothing to the Government by:transport- 
ation and exchange. If you delay this matter 
until it is too late to execute the contract that has 
already been made, you will have to send your 
own agent there to pay this money, But whei 
you do that, I apprehend you will lose more by 
the operation, than you.will save by this investiga- 
tion. I-do not object to. the investigation, and I 
hope no friend of the Secretary of State will object 
to it, for if he is aghonest man, who has done his’ 
duty properly, he ought not to fearan invéstiga~ 
tion; and if he has not; the country is interested int 
having it made. - Itis not the investigation Lavoid;’ 
but it is the time at which it is.proposed to bë- 
made. J wish, while lam up, to make another 
suggestion, This whole controversy is potaabout 
the manner in which the money shail be paid, but: 
about the men and the officer through whom it 
shall be paid—who shall have the contract to pay 
it. In other words, it is as to who shall have the 
pickings arising from the job. 

Mr. DISNEY. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Dunnam] has found out, that there is great 
danger of the non-execution of the treaty if we 
should now make the investigation, and that the 
treaty stipulations cannot be executed jf this 
House endeavors to avail itself of the necessary 
information, to enable it to act intelligently in re- 
gard to the affair, Why, sir, one of the matters‘ 
charged is that the Mexican Government is how 
standing ready to receive the money here, But,’ 
says the gentleman from Indiana, if you are dè- 
laying this matter, and going through a long and 
tedious inquiry, the time wi Phare fowss and past: 
by, and the contractors will either refuse or bë úni- > 
able to make this payment in Mexico at the time 
limited and. required by the terms of the treaty 
itself. I repeat, sit, if the charges. be true, the 
money can be paid here, and at once consult both 
the interest of our Government ina pecuniary point 


‘of view, and do an act of courtesy towards thë 


Mexican Government. If it is not, as the gentle- 
man from Indiana seems to think, that it is a meré 
question of dollars and cents, but were it, thatia of 
sufficient importance, n my judgment;:to attraetithé 
attention of this House. The people, sir, expect 
us to have a regard for the ‘Treasury. They ex* 
pect us to make such an administration -of their: 
affairs, so far as ‘they may come’ under: our'edn-’ 
trol, as will consult their pockets, > ae 
But it is said that the Mexican Governimént’ 
wishes to avoid the influence which British banik- 
ers would and do exercise over then by having 
control of the payment of this money—that they 
would prefer to have it paid here by the Govern- 
ment to their own agent, upon their own direc» 
tion. The objects and benefits to be accomplished, 
then, are twofold: first, the saving of money to’ 
the ‘Treasury of the United States; and secondly, 
the relief of the Mexican Government, from the’ 
imfluence of British bankers; which they so much 
desire to avoid.. But to suppose that the execu- 
tion of the treaty will be seriously endangered by 
an offer upon the part of this House to obtain 
from the Secretary of State the information which 
will enable this House to decide upon the truth or 
falsehood of the charges mentioned, is too absurd, 
in my judgment, to require a serious refutation at 
my hands. We ask but light; and let us have it, 
that we may be enabled to vote intelligently upon 
this bill. I desire at the proper time to ‘offer & 
resolution to call for this information. Itis’ dW’ 
moonshine—it is downright absurdity: to ‘talk’ óf- 
endangering the execution of the treaty, because 
the House wishes to difect such an inquiry t6 thé 
Secretary of State. The information can be ob- 
tained in forty-eight hours, and thus’ with. bat’ 
little delay the bill can be passed. Sie 5 
Mr. BAYLY, of. Virginia. If there 
other gentleman who desires to addrës$. the i 
mittee upon this subject, I wish he’ would “do' so 


now, as I do not wish to speak until T-have heard. 
all that gentlemen desire to offer. pe 
Mr. BROOKS. I wish to. call. the attention 
dE members of the House to the fact; that. this 
whole subject was discussed at great length last 
year, and all the.facts which could Ve elucidated, 
were brought out in the course of the debate, 
and: from:.the documents laid- before ‘the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, of which -had then 
the honor of being’a member. These surmises, 
these ambiguous. voices. which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr..Disney] hag iven utterance 
to, as has also the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
McMu.uin,] were scattered not so much through 
this House as they were through the newspapers, 
and I, as a‘friend of the Administration; as inti- 
mately connected with the President of the United 
States, being a member of his own State, felt it 
my duty to rise upon the floor of this House, and- 
state such surmises and suspicions were afloat, 
and I called upon the House to take action upon 
the matter at that time, before they voted upon the 
appropriation. ‘This is the fact, and every gentle- 
man who was then a member knows that such 
was the fact. The mode of payment I did not 
approve; and in the course of the discussion of 
that bill, I submitted a proposition, I may say, on 
behalf of .some of the friends of the Administra- 
tion, certainly of this portion of the House, and 
with whom { was connected, that that contract be 
ut up, as loans are put up, to the lowest bidder. 
p stated to the House, and I have the debate and 
record before me, that however the House then 
acted, having all of these facts before them, it was 
notin. the power of members hereafter upon this 
floor, as fair men to the Administration, to rise 
again and make opposition, when the House had 
had the opportunity of putting this contract up to 
the lowest bidder. I did not approve of the man- 
ner that it was proposed by the Committee of 
Ways and Means to make the payment. In and 
out of committee I resisted that mode of payment; 
and I said at that time that I wished to make a 
record, and that I wished the House to stand upon 
the record in throwing the facts before the House, 
or before the country, with all the surmises and 
imputations against the President and the Seere- 
tary of State. I wished the Fouse either to in- 
dorse or reject the action of the Administration, 
and as a friend of that Administration, I wished 
that contract to be put up to the lowest bidder. 
How did the House act? I obtained only fifty 
votes for it in the Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union, and that after a great struggle, | 


and with difficulty; but when the question was 
brought before the House I could not obtain 
enough for it to make a record, by the call of the 
yeas and nays. There were but fifteen, members 
who rose upon the floor and were disposed to 
make the record. If the contract had been put up 
to the lowest bidder at that time, a large sum of 
money would have been made by the Government. 
The House having passed this bill, it failed for 
want of action in the other branch of Congress, and 
there it died. It has so happened from the failure 
of the bill to pass, that itis notin the power of the 
contractors to make money. Now the only means 
by which they could make money, was by having 
the securities of this Government. They alone 
would then have held the securities of the Gov- 
ernment, and could loan money to Mexico, having 
adequate securities for its repayment. There 
being no appropriation upon the part of this 
House and Government, they had_no securities 
whereby they could lend money to Mexico so as 
to secure a repayment, and thereby they have 


been deprived of the means of making the profits i 


I anticipated, and which they would have made 


had the law passed both Houses of Congress. |; 


There now has arisen altogether a different state 
of things from what existed then. The faith of 
the Government is pledged in the treaty of Gua- 
dalupe Hidalgo. In May next the payment must 


‘Ohio, [M¥. Disney, he gentleman from Vir- 
| giniä, [Mr MeMurun;] both old members: with 
‘myself, had allof ‘these facts before them. The 
| country possessed also a knowledge of all these 
i facts. They are, sir, all upon the record to a 
reat extent. If it had been the desire of the 
ouse to take the responsibility, and the House 
could have taken it, not to pass the billas it did 
pass, without fifteen’ members rising to call for 
the yeas and nays, I say to. the gentleman that 
it is not fair dealing; it is not honorable, after a 
friend of the Administratiqn-rose upon the floor of 
the House and challenged investigation, and. pre- 
dicted that this state of things would arise here, 
now a year after to scatter forth these ambiguous 
voices and these reproaches. It is not necessary 
| for me to defend the President of the United 
| States. I scorn to defend him against any re- 
proach of bribery or corruption made here. If 
there is in this House one who will make these 
charges against the President of the United States, 
he will make a mark for himself which aftertime 
will declare to be more disgraceful than the impu- 
tation involved. He is a man above any eulo- 
gium. I challenge, in his behalf, investigation 
from beginning to end. I challenge any member 
standing at the head of any committee, to make 
any charge. I will vote for any committee of 
investigation whatsoever. As for the Secretary 
of Staté, I do not know with what propriety 
charges are made against him herethis, more than 
they were last year. It was in the power of this 
House to have taken the responsibility of making 
that contract as I proposed—to give it to the low- 
est bidder. I do not believe—nay I feel assured 
of it as any man can be, that there was no dis- 
honesty, no corruption, no reproach to be attached 
to the Secretary of State. I investigated and ex- 
plained all of those facts, and the connection he 
had with that transaction, in my speech published 
| at length in the Congressional Globe, now before 
me. 1 said then what [say now, that it ought to 
have been put up as a loan to the highest bidder. 
That was my impression at that time, and is my 
impression now. But no contract was made, and 
no contract could be made which would bind this 
House in any manner whatsoever. It was notin 
the power of any department of this Government 
to make a contract for the negotiation of its pay- 
ment before an appropriation upon the part of 
Congress had been made. The Government 
could make an arrangement only after the appro- 
priation had been made. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Does the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Brooks] say 
that the Secretary of State had entered into no 
| contract as to the manner of paying this debt and 
the person by whom it was to be paid? 

Mr. BROOKS. I say now as I did then, that 
it was not in the power of the Secretary of State 
to enter into any contract, and that whatsoever ar- 
rangement, or contract if you choose to call it so, 
he made, was known to the contracting parties to 
depend upon the appropriation by this House of 
the three millions—that it was subject to the ac- 
tion of the House. The action of this House was 
the approval of the arrangement, and the appro- 

riation was carried by an immense majority, so 
arge that it was not in my power to obtain the 
yeas and nays upon the record. f trust I am un- 
derstood by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Marsitatw,] for this is an important point. I do 
not know that I have anything more necessary to 
be said for the vindication of my course upon this 
subject. 1 only wish to be understood further, if 


| there is entirely a different state of things from 
| what there was last year. The treaty of Guada- 
‘lupe Hidalgo must be immediately fulfilled, and 
i the quicker this law passes the two Houses of 


| Congress, upon the better terms can arrangements 
| be made; and the longer it is put off the more it 


I have not been sufficiently understood, that now | 


planation; but I have no objection to yielding it 
unconditionally. “I presume, considering the offi- 
cial connection I stand im relation to this matter, 
that it will be the pleasure of the Hlouse.to-allow 
me to be heard. do not want to speak until 
have heard all that is to be said. Soy ya a 

Cries of ** Certainly 1] Seed 

Mr. GIDDINGS. “This being-the first. oppor- 
tunity I have had, I will throw myself upon the’ 
indulgence of the. House for a few minutes, In’ 


been said upon this question. 
[Cries of ** Certainly !”? “ Go ahead t] 
The subject-matter of the resolution, it will be te~ 


Governor Kossuth, and inviting him to this body” 
for the part which he took m the struggle for free- 
dom by the people of Hungary. Several géntle- 
‘men upon this floor most strenuously opposed the 
|| adoption of thewesolution, and among others m 

| colleague, (gr. Tavzor.] In the remarks whic 

he made, and which I did not notice, and which 
it was not my imtention to natice, he made a very 
direct allusion to me as one holding extreme opin- 
ions, and that sort of thing, so%ommon are the 
allusions to my opinions bygpther gentlemen, as 
well as my colleague, when they have nothing to 
say, that I never think of replying to them. 
However, upon that occasion, finding. my. col- 
league, a few years since, together with several 
other gentlemen, opposing that. resolution; ‘had 
taken a course which appeared to me to be directly 
opposed to the one they were pursuing on the 
occasion just referred to, I, with the utmost good 
feeling, and with not a single thought of ill will to 
any human being upon the earth, I took the priv- 
ilege of referring to their former action upon a 


Now, | call the committee to bear testimony, that 
there was nothing unkind in my remarks—that I 
showed no malignity or ill will to my colleague. 
God forbid that I should. I intended simply to 
exhibit what appeared to me to be his incon- 
sistency upon the one subject only, of having 
voted for the resolutions of sympathy with France, 
and now opposing the resolutions of sympathy 
with Hungary, as he'did. I sent, therefore, to 
the Clerk’s desk the resolutions as they were in- 
trodueed, and two of them were read. The 
were not all read, as my colleague has asserted, 
though I have no idea he intended any misrepre- 
sentation. I did not at that time recollect or bear 
in mind that those resolutions were amended sub- 
sequently. But when afterwards reminded of it 
by the gentleman over the way, [Mr. VENABLE, ]; 
in the report of my remarks I directed the re- 
porter to Insert the resolution as amended instead 
of the resolution as read, and it went out to the 
world with the literal truth ip all its parts. I.did 
| it with the utmost pleasure, and I so informed my 
colleagug at the time; and at that time he expressed 
no dissatisfaction. Had he done. so, I should 
have endeavored to satisfy him. - I then. under- 
stood him to be perfectly satisfied, and other gen- 
tlemen alluded to in my remarks declared them- 
“selves perfectly satisfied. 5 
But to the point: The resolution of sympathy 
with France was the subject of every word 
that I spoke in relation to my colleague. I made 
no reference to mere words; and my remarks ap~ 
plied to the resolution as passed, with all the force 
that they referred to the resolution as introduced. 
There was, then, in point of fact, no injustice.to 
my colleague—none intended, none perpetrated 
upon him. Yet there was a technical difference 
in the resolutions as introduced and as passed; and 
as I have before stated, he seized upon that vari- 
i| ance of words, not of substance, for the purpose 
of attributing to me a wanton attack upon him, 
' and, in the exuberance of his good humor, to say 
that “I must, therefore, believe it was the design 


reply te my colleague, [Mr. Taytor,] which will” 
be about as much in order as anything that ‘has. 
{Laughter.] anui, 


membered, was an expression of our sympathy for” 


resolution of sympathy with the people of France. . 


| will cost the country. Therefore it is the interest || 
! of this House to let the Departments make the ar- 
rangement or contract in whatsoever manner is 
most beneficial to this Government. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, obtained the floor, 
but gave way to— 


of the gentleman to misrepresent me knowingly, 
willfully, and maliciously, by a false allegation.”” 
Well, it gives me great pleasure to believe that my 
colleague is the only human being upon the sur- 
face of the earth who entertains such an opinion. 
As I have already stated, the resolution as adopt- 
ed, for which he voted, wasin substance the same 
asthe resolutionoffered. My colleague, in making 
his statement, was guilty of perpetrating two or 
three mistakes, to. which.I will call. his attention. 
The resolutions, as they were introduced, my col-. 
league says, were not received. The géntleman 


$ 
be made—no matter what it costs—under the | 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. ‘There is no time | 
to put it up as a loan and offer it to the highest | 
bidder. There is no means by which the Gov- | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to make but a few 
remarks upon this subject. 


ernment can make the three and a half per cent. || 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I rise to a 


it had in its power to make then. The contract- 
question of order. Do I understand the gentle- 


ors, or whosoever take it, can hardly, I thnk— 
though I have not studied the state of exchanges— 
man to yield the floor unconditionally ? 
Mr. BAYLY. I cannot yield the floor for ex- 


make anything at all under any sort of contract, 
such as they*vould have made had the appropria- || 
tion passed at that time. The gentleman from | 


THE CONGR 


NAL GLOBE. 


is mistaken. He appears to have been not only 
in favor of the resolution as introduced by our 
colleague at that time, [Mr. Cummenes,] but. he 
voted to suspend the rules of this House in order 
to have them introduced, and. the rules were sus- 
pended and the resolutions received. They were 
discussed through the day.. Now, far be it from 
me to say that my colleague intended any misrep- 
resentation. It must have escaped. his examina- 
tion. Yet I have as much reason to charge-him 
with willful and malicious intention.as he had to 
-charge me. Again: On. the 10th of April, a week | 
subsequently, my colleague expressed his appro- 
bation for the resolutions as. originally introduced 
by again voting to suspend the rules in order to take 
them up for discussion. .Therules were again sus- | 
pended—the resolutions were again taken up and 
discussed, and in the course of that day they were 
amended, and as amended my colleague voted for 
them. Here is the whole length and breadth of | 
his case. As I said. before, I had no idea of cen- j 
suring my colleague any further than to show his 
sympathy with France by voting for those resolu- 
tions, and his opposition to one expressing sym- 
pathy with Hungary. My colleague has mis- 
taken me, when he says I have made any misrep- 
resentation in regard to him knowingly. 1 thought 
the gentleman had been guilty of impropriety, 
and I felt it deeply. When Isaw him here during | 
that day in his military manner—for my colleague | 
isa general, (laughter,|—march out of the Hall, 
and when the tellers were counting he counter- 
marching instead of marching 

Mr. TAYLOR. Wil the gentleman repeat his 
remark? I did not understand him. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will state it again. You; 
sir, and every member upon this floor recollects | 
apon that day, when we attempted to take a vote 
upon this resolution, my colleague came up miss- 
ing in this Hall. ; 

Mr. TAYLOR. What resolution? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I mean the resolution wel- | 
coming Governor Kossuth to a seat upon this floor. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Ivotedagainstit. Ifthe gen- 
tleman says {Í did not, he misrepresents me most 
grossly. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Let me tell my colleague, 
that my eyes and those of others were upon him 
while we were in committee, where no vote was ! 
recorded, and engaged in an endeavor to break up | 
the committee by faction, by disorganizing, by | 


be seen by. reference tothe Journals. .1 do not re- : 
gret having done so; and I desire to say now, with 
a view of correcting the misrepresentation which 
has gone abroad in reference tomy own course, that 
L invariably voted to keep up a quorum, and re- 
fused to join in what has been termed the ‘‘factious 


with me to attest the fact, that. throughout all the 
controversy I endeavored to bring this House toa 
direct vote. I was ready to ‘‘face the music’’ upon 


|| that question, as I hope I ever shall be, on all 


questions. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I am very glad to give my 
colleague an opportunity to set himself right, but 
really I cannot see the pertinency of the gentle- 
man’s throwing his head in between me and my 
colleague, (Mr. Taytor.] [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. l just entered the Hall 
and understood my colleague to say that his State 
had been degraded by the votes of his colleagues 
who acted with the minority on the Kossuth res- 
olution. I wished to understand him on this point 
only, and intend to take no part in the ‘private 
fight” between my two colleagues, (Messrs. Giv- 
pines and Taytor.] : 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It is very important for a 
gentleman to keep himself right in this Hall and in 
these days. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is very important, too, 
to keep others from putting him wrong. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I said that I never should 
have referred to the dodgings of my colleague [Mr. 
Tayor] in this matter if he had not assailed me 
as he did. I know, as I was remarking, that one 
of the first lessons in the military school was—if I 
recollect aright, but it is a good many years since 
I served as an officer or a soldier—facing to the 
right, to the left, and to the right-about, and I 
thought that my colleague was a little too rapid in 
that kind of facing about, [laughter,] yet I had no 


|| intention to speak of it, and now ask pardon of 


the committee for having detained them thus long 
onthis point. But there was another remark of 
my colleague’s that looks a little frightfully. 
{Laughter.] He says: 

« Sir, I would say to him, that itis equally necessary for 
politicians to have honesty, and to speak the truth. And 
now, Mr. Chairman, let me ask you, and honorable gentle- 
men on this floor, with what grace or propriety he dares—”’ 

Coffee and pistols, sir, for two if you please. 
{Laughter.] “He dares!”—Mr. Chairman, I 


revolutionary measures; and refused to show him- 
‘seif upon the vote, when the roll of members was 
called. This is what I mean to say. I did not 
intend to say, that in the House, where a record 


was kept, my colleague failed to vote. No, sir; | 


it was to delay, to break up the committee, and 
prevent by factious measures the passage of that 


resolution, that my colleague failed to march for- 4 


ward, but cownter-marched out of the Hall, in- 
stead of marching between the tellers. 
me pain to allude to this matter. But he is a rep- 


resentative of the State of Ohio, and I felt that the | 


dignity of my State was compromitted by her rep- 
resentative upon this floor becoming factious and 
disorderly, to prevent the passage of that resolu- | 
tion. I felt it deeply, and it was no part of my | 
‘intention ever to have named it, had not my-col- ; 
league charged me with maliciously misrepresent- ; 
ing him on a subject of comparatively no import- | 
‘tance. I should have never named it, but for the | 
reason that it would do neither him, nor myself, : 
nor any other person an good. . 
Mr. CAMPBELL. ae not know that I dis- | 
tinetly understood the remarks of my colleague, | 
‘{Mr. Guppives.] Do I understand him tosay, 
or to insinuate, that those of his colleagues who 
voted inthe minority upon the Kossuth resolu- 
tion, engaged in a factious movement to defeat in 
this House the passage of the resolution? 
Mr. GIDDINGS. My colleague could not | 
have listened. hen he calls upon me and at- ; 
tacks me, I will reply. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
league. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 
shail never assail him. iE i 
Mr. CAMPBELL. When itis necessary for | 
my own defence I will unquestionably do it, Ido! 
i 


{ 
I do not attack my col- | 


If he never attacks me, L; 


not propose to do it at thistime. All I wish to do | 
is this, to prevent my colleague or any other mem- | 
ber of this House from placing that minority n a | 
false position. I voted,then, against the raising of į 


a committee to send for Kossuth throughout, as will | 


It gives | 


| hesitation or delay. 
| amendment, if I recollect it aright, and the gen- 


hardl like to repeat the words that follow. Why, 
does my colleague really suppose that I have sat 
|| here for so many years in this Hall and do not 
| dare to speak the truth, no matter when it comes 
or who it affects? The gentleman from North 
i| Carolina, (Mr. Sranuy,] had a shot at me the 
| other day. Well, I love to contend with slave- 
holders; there is something generous, and noble, 
‘| and frank about them; buta dough-face—hands off. 
|| [Great laughter.] I repeat again that when my 
|| colleague uses this sort of language, that I have 
willfully and knowingly and maliciously misrep- 
resented him, he is taking a.liberty that he is not 
authorized to take. I had never, myself, enter- 
tained the idea that it was an object with me to 
assailhim. [Laughter.] Let me say to the House 
and to the world, that this killing flies with a bod- 
kin isno very big business. [Renewed laughter. ] 
It is an amusement that may do well for children, 
but it belongs not to statesmen, and now I have 
said all I wish to say upon that point. 

I desire to say a word, and only a word, upon 
the subject immediately before us—in regard to 
the payment of this Mexican indemnity. I had 


i 
4 


|| prepared an amendment, which has been taken 


from my desk since I rose to speak, providing that 
it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or of the Secretary of State—just as gentle- 
men choose, for I wish not to enter into the 
controversy upon that point—to pay over to the 
| authorized agent of Mexico the amount of money 


i| due to her, af such authorized agent shall request 


it, in this city or in New York, without further 
That is the substance of my 


i| Jeman from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson] has, I 


believe, presented one nearly like it. Tt seems to 
me that it is due to our Government that this 
money shall be forthcoming in such manner as to 
Mexico shall be most acceptable, It is a treaty 
stipulation, and if—as has been stated in this Hall 
and in the newspapers of the country—she wishes 
the payment of this money in the city of Wash- 


opposition;’’ and I call upon gentlemen who voted | 


ington ot New York, lêt: her have: it. J am, not 
disposed to:put itini the -hands of: any. bankers, 
or speculators, or. stock-jobbers,.to.enab, em 
to speculate onthe Government of. Mexico, by 
purchasing up ‘her bonds, as ha been ‘alluded. to 
here to-day. oe ae y 

One word, before I go further, in: reply. to. the 
gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. MarsHauzy]: 
who spoke of a contract, and. also. in-reply to. the 
communication. which was. read this ‘morning. 
Who has entered into.a. contract? Have.we :au- 
thorized any officer of this Government to do. it? 
Notat all. And not only so, -but the parties who,. 
it is said, have contracted for the payment ofthis 
money, tell us, in the communication which we" 
received to-day, that they no longer regard. them- 
selves in the light of contractors. “If, therefore, 
the Secretary of State has entered into `a contract 
—which he was never authorized tò do—his: ne- 
gotiations are already rendered. obsolete by. the 
failure of the Government to act at the last ses- 
sion; he is released from the contract by. this 
communication, and we are at liberty to take 
up the subject as an original proposition, without + 
embarrassing the Secretary of State, or counter= 
acting any of his negotiations whatever, ; In_this 
state of facts, it is urged .that the Mexican. Groy- 
ernment will allow us one per cent. more than 
these bankers propose, to have the money paid 
over here rather than in Mexico; yet I would not 
take that amount from the Mexican Government 
under the present existing ‘circumstances. I 
would not take one dollar;. but I would. meet the 
obligation of this nation as it stands, promptly, 
and let Mexico, if she chaoses, have the money 
here in this city er in New York, or, if she 
chooses, I would allow the Government to ‘make 
arrangements to pay it over in the city of Mexi- 
co. That I understand to be the proposition of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson,] 
and for that I am prepared to vote. These specu- 
lators say that they can make nothing out of this 

ayment, and we do not want to put anything 
into their pockets. We wish to have no advan- 
tage taken of the Government of Mexico, and 
therefore let her have the money here. 

Let me say to those gentlemen who were not 
here during the discussion. on, this subject at the 
last session of Congress, that it was. then’ stated 
that these bankers go to Mexico. and sell their 
bills for specie, and then purchase up Mexican 
bonds at a discount of twenty to twenty-five per 
cent. I do not know that it is so, but gt was ‘so 
stated. Now, I would avoid all that. Let Mex- 
ico have her money, and have it without discount 
and without subtracting from the original sum, 

Mr. TAYLOR. It is with some little regret 
that I find myself called upon. by the unexpected 
attack of my colleague (Mr, Gironines] who. has 
just sat down, to address the committee: at. this 
time. There is a.bill of very: great. importance 
before us which I am anxious to see passed, and 
I will not delay its passage by any unnecessary 
discussion. With reference to this bill, I concur 
in the’ main in the views which have been -pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Kentucky,.[Mr. 
Manswas1,] and the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Brooxs,] and other gentlemen who. have 
addressed the committee in favor of its passage. 

I regret that my colleague should: have thought 
proper to make this unprovoked attack upon.me. 
He has waited until the 20th.of.the month to re- 
spond to what I said upon the 2d. ; I had reason 
at that time—as I will show the committee—to be- 
lieve that what I then said was true, and that my 
colleague intended to misrepresent me, by making 
a false allegation. I have listened to-him_ this 
morning, with some attention, to see if he would 
put himself right before the country, for there is 
no man in this House, or out of it, who, when he 
finds himself in error, will more readily admit it 
than myself, and I am ever ready to do all that ts 
proper towards those whom I may have improp- 
erly accused. But I wish to state to this com- 
mittee, and to the country, what I said upon the 
2d of January, that my colleague from. the Ash- 
tabula district, [Mr. Gippives,] who has always 
been opposed to me since we have been together 
in this House, during the last four years, did have 
read at the Clerk’s desk a series of resolutions 
which were offered by Mr. Cummings, of Ohio, 
who was then my colleague, and he charged me 
in the debate with voting for that series of reso- 


| lutions, when no direct vote was ever taken upon 
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ént; but simply a vote to suspend the rules for 
ieir introduction. Twent to my colleague and 
asked him to correct the mistake, stating to- him 
ihat he had done me very. great injustice. sup- 
posed that he would correct it in_ his published 
speech, but he published next morning the resolu- 
tons sentin tous from the Senate. congratulating 


‘the peoplé of France on their. change of govern- | 


neni, which I did vote for, but which he did not 
cauge'to-be read: My colleague, in causing that 
gëriesof resolutions offered by Mr. Cummings to 
be read, and charging me with having voted di- 
rectly for them, did accuse me of that which he 
Knew to be’ untrue. 

"Now, I should feel myself degraded if I were 
willfully to misrepresent a man, however high and 
hondrable, or low ‘his position might be, or if I 
should willfully misrepresent a member upon this 
floox, ` As tò my colléague’s remarks in regard 
‘to myself, : 

«They pass by me as the idle wind.” 
I should degrade myself by accusing that gentle- 
man, or any other, with voting directly for a prop- 

' sition on this floor when I knew that he did not 
do it. My colleague had the Congressional Globe 
before him, and knew that I had not voted directly 
for these resolutions; and yet he accused me of 
having done it, and sent the resolution to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read; and when I asked him to 
allow me to explain what I had voted for, he de- 
¿lined to do it. 

Now, as to my action in regard to the proceed- 
ings had in this House, in relation to Louis Kos- 
south. I voted to welcome Louis Kossuth to this 
country. I voted for the resolutions of Congress 
which authorized his being taken on board of one 
of our national ships, and brought to this country 
as a man seeking an asylum in our glorious and 
free land. T rejoiced to know that the people of 
the United States sympathized with the Hunga- 
rian exiles then in Turkey, and from the best in- 
formation I could derive at the time, I united in the 
resolutions empowering our Government to give 
Kossuth and his companions in captivity a free 
passage to this country as emigrants, who desired 
to live under the glorious stars and stripes of our 
nation. But when Kossuth came here, and was 
evidently misled and deceived by men high in the 
estimation of the country, into the belief that we 
had intended by our action to signify our readiness 
to intervene in European affairs, 1 deemed it my 
duty, as a representative of the people, to say to 
him that®all we ‘intended was, “* You may come 
on to this great, beautiful platform of ours, become 
a naturalized citizen if you choose, enjoy our 
hospitality, live with us under our laws and be 
protected against all the powers of the earth, in 
the possession of those liberties which I trust we 
shall ever enjoy.” I therefore voted against the 
resolution of my colleague [Mr. Carrrer] for the 
appointment of a committee to introduce him into 
this Hall, to teach us republicanism and our duty 
to our constituents. It was with me a matter of 
deliberate judgment, seeing that out of my twenty- 
one colleagues, only three concurred with me, and 
vote against the proposition. 


Sir, I sympathize with Louis Kossuth, as a į 


man who had struggled for the liberties of his 
country; I admired his talents and his genius; 1 
read his orations, beautiful as they were, with as 
much admiration and delight as anybody; but I 
studied his character and found that it was not 
free from many blemishes. In his own country 
his courage has been ‘questioned, and it has been 
said that through his indecision, the liberties of 
Hungary were sacrificed. Pulszky, edited Max 
Schelinger’s * War in Hungary’’—1848 and 1849 
—in which it is stated, that, ‘ His [Kossuth’s] in- 
decision was the ruin of himself and Hungary.” 
He was never ina battle. He resigned his gov- 
ernorship, placed all the power in the hands of 
Gorgey, when he knew, or oughtto have known, 
that he was:a traitor, and fled to Curkey. Thence 
he-was brought to this country as an exile seeking 
an asylum, and I could not see the necessity of 
introducing him into the Hall of the representatives 
of the people, to lecture us upon our duty, and teach 
us whether we ought to interfere in quarrels be- 
tween European nations or not. 

I voted against it, and I rejoice in it. Ahd the 
good sense of the people of the whole country 
sustain me in the opinion, that we ought not to have 
brought him into this House, or given any coun- 
tenance to his doctrines. But I will say, further, 


| that it is my firm belief, that if it had not been for 


the opposition ‘made in thè Senate of the United 
States, and the opposition made in this Hall— 
añ opposition highly respectable, composed of 
nearly one third of the members of the Senate and 
about one third of this House,—I say if it had. 
not been for that: opposition, I firmly believe that 
we should have witnessed ascene inthis Hall—here 
in the Capitol of the’ United States, similar to that 
‘on his introduction to the Legislature in Harris- 
burg. But such was the opposition. manifested 
in this Hall, as well asin the Sehate, that I un- 
derstood the committée appointed to wait upon 
him advised him not to make such à speech as he 
had expected to deliver to this House. The op- 
position which I gave was this: I sat here and 
gave my vote whenever I considered it necessary 
to carry out what I conceived to be right, for the 
good of the country, and when gentlemen saw fit 
to call questions upon little motions of no import- 
ance, I did not choose to pass between the tellers 
every fifteen minutes. I want to know if it is the 
duty of my colleague from the Ashtabula district 
[Mr. Gwpr¢s] to call me to an account upon this 
floor? I ask him if he can stand up here and say 
that he never missed a vote upon any question? 
If he does not say that, and he cannot, why does | 
he come here and censure other gentlemen ? 

It is well known to this committee that I very 
rarely trouble them with remarks upon any ques- 
tion, but I desire to say something upon this, be- 
cause I have been censured by a portion of the 
newspapers of the country for my course in rela- 
tion to this question. It has been intimated that 
the gentleman who proposed the resolution invi- 
ting Louis Kossuth to this Hall and welcoming 
him to the House of Representatives, instigated the 
editor of the abolition paper of this city—the edi- 
tor of the National Era—to censure the three gen- 
tlemen, my colleagues, who had the firmness to 
vote with me against this resolution, as well as 
myself, If Lam wrong, l hope the gentleman will 
correct me. 

Mr. CARTTER. I will correct my colleague 

Mr. TAYLOR. I understood that he instiga- 
ted that editor to notice those gentlemen as mis- 
representing their constituents. I will give way 
for the gentleman, but I hope he will answer the 


question whether it is true or not, by “ yes” or | 


“no.” 

Mr. CARTTER. I will answer the gentle- 
man. There is not a word of truth in it. Now 
JT demand from the gentleman where he got his 
information? 

Mr. TAYLOR. My colleague [Mr. BARRERE] 
gave me the information. 

Mr. CARTTER, I want the gentleman to an- 
swer the question. I never made any such inti- 
mation to any one. 

Mr. BARRERE. I understood my colleague | 
[Mr. Hunrer] to say that that gentleman [Mr. | 
Caxrrer] had told the editor of the National Era | 
that I had misrepresented my district in my course 
on the Kossuth resolution. K 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam much surprised that my | 
name should be drawn into any discussion what- | 
ever in relation to this question. If my colleague 
from the Highland district [Mr. Barrere] thinks 
that I told him that my colleague from the Woos- 
ter district (Mr. Carrrer] told the editor of the 
National Era that any of my colleagues upon my 
right or left misrepresent their constituents, I de- 
sire to state that I said no such thing. Ido not 
suppose any of my colleagues misrepresent the 
wishes of their constituents. I will tell the com- | 
mittee what I did say. 1 do not blame my col- 
league for misrepresenting me, but he is certainly 
mistaken. A copy of the National Era was lying | 
before me, when I remarked, not that any of my 
colleagues misrepresented their constituents, but 
that I had heard my colleague [Mr. Carrrer] say 


; in the presence of the editor of the National Era | 


that my colleague [Mr. Barrere] represented but 


about one third of the people of his district. i 


Mr. CARTTER. I said he was elected by 
about one third of the voters in his district. 

Mr. HUNTER. Well, I remarked that I had | 
heard my colleague [Mr. Carrrer] say that the i 
gentleman from the Highland district [Mr. Bar- 
RERE] was elected by about one third of his dis- 
trict. I made this remark, but it applied to noth- i 
ing farther—I said nothing further. I never heard 
my colleague say that he misrepresented his con- | 
stituents. But rd did go on to say that for this! 


yemerk the editor of ‘the ‘Era might, have inferred 
that he misrepresented his constituents. _ : 

Mr. BARRERE. I will-state, that having heard 
that I had been attacked in the National Era, I 
called upon my: colleague (Mr. Hower). and 
asked-him if he had a copy of the paper. 1 do 
not recollect that there was a word said about my 
election; and really I thought it was doing a pret- 
ty good business that I was elected at al. [Laugh 
ter.} I understood him to say, that in conversa~ 
tion with Mr. Carrrer, Mr. C. had told him that 
I was misrepresenting the sentiment of my district 
upon that subject. I then understood it, and I 
have referred to it many times since, that there 
was such an understanding as has been alluded to 
by my colleague [Mr, Taytor] between my col- 
léague who introduced that resolution [Mr. CART- 
TER] and the editor of the Eva. 1 may have been 
mistaken, but I certainly gathered this impression 
from his remarks. 

If my colléague says that I was elected by one 
third of my district, he is mistaken. It is true 
that the vote by which I was elected was a small 
one, but it was larger than one third or one half 
of the voters of the district. . 

While I am up—if my colleague will allow 
me—lI desire to say one word in reference to 
another matter. I understand my colleague from 
the northern district [Mr. Gippines] to charge that 
all those who voted with us in the negative upon 
that resolution were factious. ‘ 

Mr. CARTTER, Will the gentleman allow 
me to make a single remark? 1 simply desire to 
disclaim any knowledge of any attacks upon any 
member of the Ohio delegation. by the editor of 
the National Eva. 1 do not take the paper, and I 
have read no article upon the subject. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will my colleague allow 


me? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I do not wish to lose the floor. 
I give way only to my colleague on my left, (Mr. 
BARRERE. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iwill not occupy the floor 
fora minute. The gentleman says he understood 
me as making the charge of faction upon all who 
voted in the negative upon the resolution. Ide- 
sire to say that I included in that charge none ex- 
cept my colleague from the Scioto district, [Mr. 
Tayon.] - 

Mr. TAYLOR. I understand that I yield no 
longer, except to the gentleman upon my left, 
[Mr. BARRERE.] 

Mr. BARRERE. I was going on to say that I 


heard my colleague from the Ashtabula district _ 


[Mr. Gippives] make the charge against all in this 
House who opposed this resolution as factious. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman misunder- 


| stood me. 


Mr. BARRERE. I understood him to say 
that my colleague [Mr. Tavtor] was a general, 
and had marched and countermarched; and as I 
was one who took that course, which brought such 
shame and mortification to that gentleman—dis- 


|| grace upon Ohio, in his opinion—I supposed I 


was, of course, included in thecharge. {was in 
my seat when most of the.votes were taken upon 
that resolution, but upon several occasions I did 
not vote. For although I was not much of a par- 
liamentarian, and although I had not had much 
experience in this House, nor in any other legis- 
lative body, yet I was constrained to believe that 
that resoliition was brought before this House by 
a breach ef our own rules and by a breach of the 
parliamentary law by which we are governed. 
And I felt that it was due to vindicate our rules by 
the defeat of that resolution, if we could defeat it, 
aside from all considerations of the merits of the 
resolution itself. I was opposed to the resolution 
upon principle, and voted against it. I was will- 
ing to bring it to a direct vote in the House, and 
vote against it; but inasmuch ag, in my opinion, 
the rules of the House had been broken down, I 
thought I was justified in acting with the minority 
in every legitimate mode allowed by the roles in 
order to prevent the resolution from passing, if E 
could. 

I had hoped that this Kossuth business was 
done with. But it seems it has been brought up 
again to-day, and I am glad to avail myself of my 
colleague’s courtesy to place myself right. From 
the information I have received from my district, so 
far from misrepresenting the sentiment of my dis- 
trict upon this question, Ihave acted in strict ac- 
cordance with the sentiment of all parties in that 
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district; for I do not represent any particulrr party 
in that district. I was elected by all three parties, 
[Laughter.] i : 

Mr. TAYLOR. When I referred to’ the four 
members from Ohio who took an independent 
position upon this question, it was not with the. 
desire of bringing about.this colloquy. But Fam 
glad it has been brought about. Tow only wish 
to refer to, the fact. that my colleague, [Mr. Giv- 
DINGS,) who was so.sensitive upon my vote upon 
questions of adjournment, and little questions of no 
importance, has chosen to centre all his opposition 
and censure upon me. .Why, Ido not know. I 
havealways treated him respectfully and kindly, 
and never desired to treat him in any other way. 
But there is something deeper about this matter yet 
to come. 

But I wish to say here, that from the first of 
this proceeding in regard to the great Hungarian, 
I saw that many gentlemen in this country were 
greatly deceived. Those who styled themselves 
Abolitionists, Liberty men, Free-Soilers, and Barn- 
burners—or as they now wish to show themselves, 
Free Democrats—were eager to take him in hand, 
and make the most capital out of him they could. 
And if they could blind and hoodwink Hunker 
Democrats, and through this Kossuth fever and 
excitement to strike a blow at the negro slavery of 
the South, do that covertly and effectually. That 
is the question, and why did not geatlemen see 
it? Sir, E saw it and know it.. You find men 
belonging to that nefarious faction which the 
great Kentucky statesman—no, the great American 
statesman—-Henry Clay, whose voice we proba- 

- bly shall never hear in either of these Halls again, 
has pronounced—if not in words, substantially— 
a curse upon the country, shuflling about, tariff 
men and free-trade men alternatively, as you have 
seen upon this floor when important questions 


have been brought up, in order to conciliate South- 
ern Democrats, and to hoodwink and blind them 
against the nefarious crusade against their domestic 
institutions, And conservative Northern men, 
who stood up to the compromise measures, warned 
you against it. Sir, I should not be surprised at 
this coming presidential election, to find distin- 
uished gentlemen calling themselves Democrats 
in the South, shaking hands and burying the past 
in oblivion, and clasping to théir arms these 
Liberty men and Abolitionists, for the sake of 
what, sir? To elect some one to the Presidency 
of the United States—an office which should never 
be sought for, but always filled by the free and 
independent choice of the whole people, without 
reference to slavery or abolition, I take no pleas- 
ure in saying here, that since the passage of the 
compromise measures of the last Congress, as 
they were called, especially the fugitive slave aw, 
and for all of which I. voted-—that I have been 
the object of attack from every quarter by this 
‘chameleon-like party, calling themselves Free 
Democrats. Look atit, gentlemen; see a mem- 
ber comes here and makes a false allegation about 
a colleague, and as he said he did not consider 
me of any moment, he struck first at me, and then 
at my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Bayiy,] and my 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. VENABLE,] in 
declaring in this House that we voted for a series 
of resolutions in relation to the French and Italian 
revolutions, which were submitted to the House 
for a direct vote on their merits. Sir, it is a small 
way to get out of such a difficulty, for a gentle- 
man to rise and say he intended nothing, when he 
sent to the Clerk’s desk a series of resolutions 
which never came up fora final vote on their merits, 
in this House, and that I never voted for—causing 
them to be read by the Clerk, and alleging that I 
had voted directly for them; and now he says he 
‘was mistaken, after nearly three weeks have. 
elapsed, when he fnew at the time that he was 
wrong. 

Mr Chairman, it behooves the people of this 
country to keep an eye upon the present excitement. 
Every day is evolving some new facts. The es- 
tablishment of an Abolition paper in New York 
under the auspices of the Hungarian codperators 
of Kossuth, should open your eyes to the fact that 
the Abolitionists have been endeavoring to make 
political capital out of that great man’s fame. I 
yield to no man in this House or country 1n sym- 
pathy with the great struggle for liberty in Hun- 
gary. My heart was with them, and my hand 
shall be with them so far as 1 am able; but I will 
never yield the sacredness of republican principles 
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in. my ows country at the dictation of any for- i 
eigner; no-matter how high I esteem him, and I 
will never give my vote in this House, to show to 
a foreign missionary, of liberty if you please, a ji 
higher honor than you or any man in this House 
would show to any living American citizen. If 
General Jackson should rise to-morrow—if Mr. 
Madison were to come among us—if any of the 
departed sages of the Revolution were to rise up 
from the dead, you would not bring them here with 
a committee of five and hear their response as you 
did Kossuth’s, the eminent Hungarian, who is 
now visiting our land; andhence my opposition. I 
could not place him upon an equality with Lafay- 
ette, Lafayette came to us and offered us hislife, 
his fortune, and his sacred honor; and during the 
-seven years’ war of our Revolution, helped to 
work out our glorious independence. I did not 
wish to do anything that looked like elevating 
Kossuth in the same estimation in which we held 
Lafayette, and I shall never cease to rejoice that 
I had the independence to resist the tumultuous 
ocean-current of popular feeling, and to stand by 
what I believed to be right. 

Sir, I hope that the gentleman’s explanation this 
morning, if he thinks himself aggrieved, will not be 
slumbering for three weeks. IfI did him any in- 
justice, I did not intend.it; and if he says now he 
did not mean to do me any injustice I forgive him, ji 
but his course led to my impression. He had 
read resolutions for which I never voted, alleging || 
that I did vote for them, and caused to be pub- jj 
lished those for which I voted without explanation. } 
In that, I think he did me a great injustice. I 
hope it will cease to be a subject of futnre at- 
tack. 

I will now follow the example of my colleague, || 
and say something about the Bint suppose It is 
in order. It is in order to travel all over creation 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I say, sir, in relation to the bill before the 
committee, that I think this House ought to pass || 
it. That if there is any information wanted from 
the Secretary of State, ample time will be afforded 
to investigate it; but my colleague [Mr. Disney] 
I think has failed to inform the House, when he 
speaks of charges made in the newspapers in this |! 
city and elsewhere, with regard to the wishes of |i 
Mexico upon the subject. We have no official 
information,asI understand it, that Mexico desires 
any other mode of payment than that which we 
have adopted, and for that reason, sir, and that |; 
the Committee of Ways and Means say this ap- || 
propriation is absolutely necessary now, I think 
we ought to rise, report this bill to the House, and 
have it put upon its passage. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The House is 
doubtless weary of this matter of personal expla- 
nation. I nowrise merely for the purpose of say- 
ing that I did not design to interfere in -any way 
whatever with 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) 
Will the gentleman yield for a motion that the 
committee rise? 

[Cries of Oh, Not? “Nol”? No!” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I do not want the com- |) 
mittee to rise now, and promise to be brief. I de- 
sire to fix up this personal matter now, in order 
not to interrupt the public business to-morrow. 
I regret, as one of the representatives from the 
State of Ohio, that there should have been any 


| hundred thousan 


ord I have presented upon the propositio 
outa committee for Louis Kossuth, and. if 
not defend myself before the voters of my: di 
Tam willing to fal = 00 ee eg 
It seems to me there has been’ an effort t 
nect improperly this matter of the reception of 
Kossuth with what are called ihe free-soil is i 
which have been presented. : Now, sir, it is very: 
far from.my purpose to drag. in now, orat any 
improper time, this vexed question.of ‘slavery. E 
shall not.do so, but it becomes. necessary, that J 
should make a remark or two in this connection at 


| tion. Something has been said during the discus- 

sion upon this: bill, now before the commitice, in 
i regard to outside whispering, lobby movements, 
and. newspaper articles. Now, sir, | was appealed 
to during the progress of the diseussion of. the 
; Kossuth resolution by members, as. well-as **out- 
| siders,” to evince my devotion to free-soil by sup» 
porting the resolution. When we had that ques- 
tion. before us during. the Thirty-first.Congress—— 
when these slavery issues were really -iried—it 


; will be found that I made no crooked marks; and 
| I had supposed myself to be regarded as among the 
| 
li 


sound ones by my colleague from the, northern. 


| district. I have been appealed to to: know why it 


was, in that vote upon. the Kossuth resolutigns.£ 
was found with Southern members. I willtell yous 
Mr. Chairman. It is because when.a great prin- 
ciple is involved, I vote upon principle, and know 
no North, no South, no East, and no West, Sir, 


| I would scorn myself were I compelled to return 


to my constituents with no other reason to give 
them for my vote on the Kossuth resolution, or.any 
other proposition, than that a particular man or 
set of men voted for or against it. Do gentlemen 
suppose—does any newspaper editor suppose— 
does any lobby member, who may prowl around 
us, taking meinbers by the button when a question 
is about to be voted upon, suppose that when I 
come to record my vote, representing. as I do one: 
freemen, that I am. to be con 
trolled by the fact that a Southern member may « 


: vote this way, or a Northern member that way?. If- 
| there are any members in the Elall who, follow 
their ‘‘file leaders,” and give their votes: because: 


they find Northern men voting one way and South- 
ern men another, let it be known now, if it has: 
not yet been discovered, that Fam not among that 
number, and, whilst I preserve my self-respect and 
a regard for my constituents, never will be. . - 
In relation to the Kossuth question, J- have nọ 
concealments to make; and upon a proper. ocea- 
sion, when the great question of intervention, whieh 
has been proposed by him comes up for discus- 
sion, I will lay before the House, if T have.an op- 
‘portunity, my opinions upon it.. ‘The: question: 
| which was presented to the House upon .the 


|| occasion which has been referred: to. by: the: gen- 


| tleman, was- as. to the manner, asto the form, 


in which he should be received into. this -Flati 
I looked upon. the record. to see what were the 
precedents, and found there was no instance-in 
the history of the country, except that of La- 
fayette, who had periled everything . for this 
nation’s liberties, in which a committee had. been 
appointed. No such action as the resolution pro- 


i posed had ever been taken to compliment any-dis- 


tinguished foreigner, or to conferhonoreven upon. 
those heroes of our own country who had fought 


occasion for the scene which has been presented 
to the committee this morning, and I do not ex- 
actly see the necessity of making these personal 
explanations here. I have no personat explana- 
tion to make to any colleague of mine for any 
vote I give upon this floor. f h 
fA. message from the President of the United 
States was here received at the hands of Mritarp 
P. Furmore, Esq., his Private Secretary.] | | 
Mr. C., (continuing.) Iowe no explanation to |; 
my colleagues for my vote; I do not acknowledge 
their right to ask any account of me for what I do |) 
here, and I will give them none if demanded. I 
hold myself amenable to my constituents, and to | 
them alone, for my action. “A great deal has been 
said, My. Chairman, in relation to what has ap- || 
peared in certain political newspapers in regard to 
our votes upon the Kossuth resolutions. I have 
great regard for the political press of the country. |! 
And I give them full and entire privilege to com- 
ment upon my votes just as thiey pieane: T shall 
be answerable for my stewardship to those who 
| have sent me here. I shall go home with the rec- 


| for the purpose i hed 
' men of dur own land, who had struggledin couriell, 


and bled for our people’s. rights... The highest 
honor that had ever been conferred upon. any 
statesman or patriot of this or any other land was 
simply to vote him the privileges: of this Hall. 
When the resolution. of my colleague [Mr. Cart- 
TER} was introduced, it will be remembered (and 
the record. shows the fact) that 1 proposed such a 


modification as would give the distinguished Elun-. 


garian, for. whom no person’s admiration exceeds 
my own, the privilege of a seat here. I had seen 
nothing in the history of this Louis Kossuth , able 
a man as I deemed him to be, powerful. in. intel- 
lect as he has proved himself, great in genius, 
great in patriotism, great- in the love of liberty,-a8 
the whole world acknowledges he is, which I 
thought required us to go further than we had gone 
of complimenting the distinguished 
fought for and bled upon the battle-field for the 
very. liberties we now enjoy. -gentia 
upon the other side refused. to accept this modifica- 
tion, which would have enabled us to bave brought 


Kossuth into a privileged seat in this’ Halt ‘by 


s Lonan 
| relation to my course upon that Kossuth resolu- 


+ 
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unanimous consent. “When he refused that, and 
insisted upon giving compliments that had never 
before been given toany man of this or any other | 
ecountry—when it was thus determined that’ this 
Hall. should be eonverted into a’ sort of parade 
ground, to show of a foreigner who came to us 
announcing that he wants none of our compli- 
Jents, but wished to tur our Government from 
that policy recommended “by our patriot fathers, 
and the pursuit of which had led us to our present 
national glory,—1 determined, in the representa- 
tion which 1 should: give for my constituents, to 
vote‘against it, and È did so. _ So far as relates to 
what are termed the‘ factious movement’? to 
which my colleague [Mr. Gropwwes] alluded, I 
understood him to charge that his State had been 
degraded by the.vote which had been given by his 
colleagues with the minority upon this question. | 
That is the reason I sought to make an explana- 
tion. [did not design to interfere in the private 
and personal affairs between him and my other | 
colleague, (Mr. TayLonr,] which I regret very much 
has ‘taken place. Idid not design to assail my 
colleague from the northern district, [Mr. Gp- 
pives,] and shall never do so, unless it becomes | 
necessary in my own defence; and he knows full 
well, that whenever he is disposed to present such 
an occasion, Iam not the man to shrink from, the 
responsibility or the consequences. 
uring the progress of the proceedings upon | 
this Kossuth resolution, I voted always, when 
we were in committee, for the purpose of making 
a quorum, because I wished to bring the House 
to a direct vote, in order that I might vote | 
with that minority, whether Northern or South- 
ern,’ Eastern or Western, and thereby give to | 
letter-writers, newspaper editors, and perhaps pol- 
jticians at home, who may desire political promo- | 
tion, an pad of assailing me for it, should 
they think proper to do it. Í voted with them 
upon a principle, and wherever a principle is in- | 
volved, I shall not inquire who votes with, or who | 
votes against me. In relation to the other ques- 
tions incidentally connected with this Kossuth re- 
ception, I do not propose now to say anything. ; 
It has been charged that certain of my colleagues | 
have, by their votes, misrepresente their con- į 
stituents. Iwill leave each one to take care of 
himself, knowing that all are competent to that: 
task. ‘They are,all capable of doing that upan | 
the other side of ‘the House as well as upon this. | 
Į will endeavor to take care of myself without their | 
aid, or the aid of any one elsehere. So far as the 
views of my constituents are concerned, this is a 
matter of neither interest to my colleagues, nor to 
those who voted with or against me upon the prop- 
osition. I have only to say, if there is any person 


in this House who cares to know it; that my con- 
stituents, let the fate of Kossuth and Hungary be | 
what it may, intend to stand firmly and resolutely | 
by the policy of Washington and Jefferson, and | 
the wise men who have gone before us. That is | 
the sentiment of my constituents as far as I have | 
been enabled to learn it; and if there was anything : 
covered up by that resolution giving extraordinary | 
compliments to Louis Kossuth, by which it was | 
intended that the impression should be made upon | 
this country, or any other, that we are prepared to | 
involve this country in almost endless European 
wars, I feel now more authorized than I did when 
I gave the vote to say, that my constituents are | 
against it. Deeply as they sympathize with the 
man, ardently as they advocate the great princi- 
ples of “equal rights,” for which he is said to 
contend, and anxious as they may be to have re- 
publican institutions extended all over the world, | 
et they are not prepared to involve this country 
in those struggles which must bring darkness and | 
despair upon our own happly land. They are į 
not prepared to authorize a vote in this House or į 
elsewhere, that will bring that dark and gloomy | 
hour upon us, when, through entanglements with | 
foreign nations and fierce and bloody wars with 
European powers, our own proud and glorious Re- 
public shall be numbered with the nations of the 
earth that have been, butare not. I havenow, Mr. 
Chairman, said al} I designed to say, until a! 
roper occasion arises for a discussion of, the pol- 
icy to be pursued by us ip our future intercourse 
with other nations. i 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to reply a word to 
that portion of my colleague’s remarks, in which 
he'charges me with delaying to answer bis charge. 


i 

1 
1 
$ 
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solicitude with which’ I appealed to you on the | 
day of my colleague’s attack, to give me the floor. 
In consequence of- this personal assault which he 
had made upon me, so far from a desire to refrain 
answering my colleague, I strove for the-foor the 
very instant he closed his remarks. I tried nearly 
the whole day to obtain the floor, and I went to 
the Chairman and told him that I was personally 
assailed by my colleague, and solicited him togive 
me an opportunity to reply. He, however, felt it 
his duty—and for it ] certainly cast. no ‘censure 
upon him—to give the floor to others. wpon--that 
day and the day following. I made the effort 
when we went again into committee—and we 
have been in committeg but once since—but was 
unsuccessful. I have been successful to-day, and 
I want my colleague to understand, that his as- 
saults are not outlawed, and that when a man 
assails me personally in this Hall, charging me 
with malicious misrepresentation, I will meet him 
on the first occasion. 

My colleague, at the close of his remarks, said, 
if I should say that I did not intentionally and 
willfully misrepresent him, he would withdraw 
what he had said. The very first. remark I made 
after I stated the facts was, that I was not conscious 
those resolutions had been amended. I told him 
so in the presence of the House, of the committee, 
and the country; and now, sir, I shall not repeat 
it. I have generally been accustomed, amongst 
gentlemen, to have my word taken when I speak it 
once. So much for that. “ 

Again: my colleague said, if I had set this mat- 
ter right.he should have found no fault, and that 
he now rises as much to defend the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Barty,] the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, as himself, 
and I want the ear of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. BAYLY. What did the gentleman say? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I say that my colleague 
said, he now rises more to protect the gentleman 
from Virginia, than to vindicate himself, or to that 
effect, as I understood him. Now the gentleman 
from Virginia and myself had a conversation in 
regard to this matter, and he appeared perfectly 
satisfied. At no time has he intimated any dis- 
satisfaction. He does not hesitate to speak his 
views, and I in return tell him mine. I do not 
think he will feel under particular obligations to 
my colleague for defending him. He generally 
ee for himself, and is able to inform the House 
if he felt aggrieved under the remarks I made. I 
know he does not feel aggrieved in the least. 

The gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
VenaBe,] at whom my remarks were aimed more 
than at my colleague, after searching and search- 
ing, and finding that the resolutions were amended, 
came and told me they were amended. I then 
said to.the gentleman that I would, in my pub- 
lished remarks, see that the resolution was inserted 
as amended, and as it was adopted. He declared 
himself perfectly satisfied. Soon after my col- 
league came around to my desk, and told me that 
Mr. Vewasie had told him the resolutions were 
amended. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Idid not so state. Iwentto the 
gentleman, when I found these resolutions had been. 
sent to the Clerk’s desk. He had before him the 
Congressional Globe, which L could not then get; 
and he then said “that Mr. Venasze told him 
there was a mistake about the matter—that neither 


of. us had voted for the resolutions which were 
read.” When I complained to: him of his mis- 
representing me, by alleging that I voted for a 
series of resolutions when I had not done so, he 
said “he would correct it in the report;”’ but how 


! For myself, I do not undertake to say how he 


Mr. Chairman, you will bear witness to the 


did he correct it? He published the resolutions in 
regard to France—entirely different ones—and not ; 
Cummings’s resolutions as amended, but those į 
sent to us from the Senate. I did not vote upon į 
Cummings’s resolutions. The vote was never 
taken upon them nor were they amended. Now, 
the gentleman thinks they were amended. I do 
not believe they ever were amended. The Senate 
resolutions superseded them. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I have no doubt my col- 
league represents this matter as he understands it. 


understood it, but I say that the gentleman came 
to me, and as I understood him, stated what I 
have said, and I then told him, that I had corrected 
it by requesting the Reportors to report the reso- 
lutions as adopied, and for which he voted, and I 


|i tleman from Ohio [Mr, 


| gentleman from Ohio 
| explanation. 
' the Chair, for one gentleman to yield the floor for 
| a personal explanation; 


Mr. TAYLOR. I did not express any satis- 
faction about it. : a 
- Mr: GIDDINGS. My colleague. then did not 
cast any imputation upon me, of ‘having. mis- 
represented: him, or of having intended to mis- 
represent him; but, upon the contrary, gave me 
to understand that he was perfectly satisfied. 
One word more in regard to others of my col- 
leagues, (Mr. Barrer and Mr. Camppewy.] L 
had no intention of alluding to them in any man- 
ner whatever. And I will.say here, that not a 
man of the entire generation of members with 
whom I served in this Hall, and who have now 
passed away, nor one of those men holdinga seat 
here, was ever personally assailed by me, except 
in self-defence; nor while I hold a seat here shalk 
any member upon this floor wantonly charge me 
with malicious falsehood and escape unscathed. 

One word as to the speech of my colleague about 
Kossuth and slavery. Is this the place and this 
the occasion for my colleague to rise and make a 
speech in regard to slavery—to be eternally agita- 
ting that agitating subject? {Laughter.] Why, 
here I call upon him to correct a misrepresenationy 
and he commences his speech with slavery. 
{Laughter.] Let me tell him and this committee, 
this question of slavery is one which, from the 
time I first took my seat in this Hall, I have not 
hesitated to discuss upon all proper occasions. 
‘When I do hesitate to meet it, upon all such occa- 
sions, let my right arm drop from its socket, but 
let me protest against these agitators. {Laughter.} 
Why, you cannot say anything in regard to Kos- 
suth and about Hungary, or about any other sub- 
ject, but there are men upon this floor who will see 
the ghost of slavery, abolition, free-soil, or some- 
thing, else rising up before them; and at it they 
will go wind-mill fashion, waging war against it. 
What provocation has my colleague to come out 
and assail the Free-Soil party, the Abolitionists, or 
the public press? Why, does not the public senti- 
ment of our State stare him in the face and point 
him to aspeedy political grave to which it will con- 
sign the man who tramples upon the popular sen- 
timent of the day? I very much apprehend, when 
the proper occasion arrives, these agitators will 
force me into a speech upon this question of sla- 
very, [laughter] and then let me tell you, that the 
gentleman will be as silent and dumb as an adder. 

ou will not coax him into a reply or a speech 
when I shall come forward and in a legitimate 
course of argument assail the positions he has so 
long occupied; but here, out of time, out of place, 
and out of order, he pitches into it, as the saying 
is out West; with a perfect looseness. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Does the gentleman from 
Ashtabula [Mr. Gippves] yield the floor to his 
first colleague? (Mr. TAYLOR] 

Mr. OLDS. Irise to a question of order. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Ido not mean to follow the 
example of the gentleman: 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Oxps] rises to a point of order. 

Mr. OLDS. My question of order is this— 
that no gentleman hasa right to occupy the floor 
more than once. My other colleague [Mr. Tay- 
LOR] rises to a personal explanation and occupies 
the floor for half an hour, and if this thing is to 
go on there will be no end to it. I want the floor 
for five minutes for personal explanation. s 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In order to relieve my col- 
league, however, I will simply say, as this is a 
controversy between my two colleagues upon the 
right, [Messrs. Gipprves and Tartor,] I have 
myself nothing more to say. Having made a few 
remarks in respect to my personal connection in 
the matter, I yielded the floor to my furthest col- 
league, [Mr. Grppines,] because he was connect- 
ed with the controversy; and I had just now 
yielded the floor to my colleague from the Ross 
district, (Mr. Tayzor.| I rise again to say that 
I yield the floor unconditionally. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Camper] had yielded the floor to the gên- 
Grppines] to make a per- 
Then he yielded it to another 
(Mr. Taror] for personal 
It is legitimate, in the opinion of 


sonal explanation. 


but itis not legitimate for 
him to yield it for the purpose of making a speech. 

Mr. OLDS. -I know I can hardly claim the at- 
tention of the committee at this late hour of the 


then understood him to’be entirely satisfied. - 


day. I do not propose to detain them five minutes. 
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i do not rise for the purpose of entering into this 
fight between my colleagues upon the other side of | 
the House. I trust that when this committee shall 
again shave under consideration the bounty. land 
bill they will provide that these gentlemen shall 
have bounty land for services rendered the country, 
fighting in this buck-shot war.  [Laughter.] My 
friend from the Scioto. district, (Mr. T'aytor,] be- 
ing a wily politician, has made some insinuations. 
at this time which I am called upon to notice, be- 
ing from the same State. I propose to notice his 
great devotion to the names of General Jackson | 
and James Madison. He made the remark, that 
if these illustrious dead should’ rise and appear 
before the American people, there would not be 
the same exertion to tender honors to them as in 
the case of Kossuth, Why has my friend from 
the Scioto district become so devotedly attached to | 
the names of Madison and Jackson as this, that 
he places them among the great men of the coun- 
try? ~ The gentleman has been a party man—he | 
has always given his allegiance as a party man; 
and when the illustrious Jackson was alive, anda 
candidate for the highest honors before the Ameri- 
can people, he belonged to the party that carried 
the coffin hand-biils to blacken the name of that 
greatman. Why does he rise nowand place him 
before the American people as one of those to 
whom they will not pay honor before they would 
to the name of Kossuth? . It is not to that rémark 
particularly to which I wish to call the attention 
of the committee. I have observed that he is a 
party man. He knows the condition of his party 
now. He sees the handwriting upon the wall, 
and he knows full well what the interpretation of 
that handwriting is. Does he stand here for the 
purpose of giving information 
` Mr. TAYLOR, (interposing.) Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question? 1 will 
ask him if he was not opposed to Jackson, and if 
he did not at one time belong to the Whig party 
in Ohio? 

Mr. OLDS, (resuming.) I will reply to the gen- 
tleman. I once belonged to the Whig party; but ` 
{ have done works meet for repentance. Has my 
colleague changed his views relative to General 
Jackson and James Madison, as I have mine. 

Sir, what I wish to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to at this time is this: the gentleman being a 
party man, and seeing the handwriting upon the 
wall, and knowing well the interpretation, wishes 
to speak upon this floor, not for the ears offem- 
bers, but so that it will reach the ears of Southern- 
ers—men who will be called before a year shall 
have elapsed to vote for another presidential candi- 
date. What is the insinuation of my colleague? It 
is, that these Northern fanatics—Free-Soilers and 
Abolitionists—are uniting with the Democracy 
for the purpose of getting the ascendency in this 
country. How long is it since my friend from the 
Scioto district [Mr. TayLor] has eschewed all con- 
nection with abolitionism and free-soilism in Ohio? 
How long is it since his party has eschewed all 
connection of that kind? Has not his party, in 
Ohio, been united with every ism in the country? 


Did not his party unite with Anti-Masonry for || 


the purpose of political ascendency? Has not his 
party in Ohio for years perambulated that State, 
cajoled, coaxed, and courted Abolitionism and 
Free-Soilism, for the purpose of gaining the power 
of the State? Did they in their convention of the 
3d July dare to come out and express any opinion 
upon the compromise measures, on one side or 
the other? No, sir. They did not dare do it: an 
important election was soon to come off. Free- 
Soil votes were necessary to their success. They | 
evaded the question by merely saying the “ com- 
promise was nota Whig measure.” Butin order 
to conciliate the Free-Soil vote of Ohio, what did 
they do? They nominated as one of their candi- 
dates for the sugreme bench of the State, a man 
who declared in the convention that amended the 
constitution of our State, that office should not be | 
bestowed upon or withheld from any man on ac- 
count of the color of his skin, and that if there was | 
a black man in his county qualified to discharge the | 
duties of magistrate, and the people approved of | 
him for that office, he had no objection to his fill- 
ing it. They took this man as one of their can- | 
didates for the bench of the supreme court of Ohio, | 
in order to conciliate the Free-Soil party. But the | 
bait did not take. The Free-Soilers held their | 
separate convention, and nominated a full ticket. 


What then, sir, did the gentleman’s party do? 


|| Why it was said—though I do not make the charge 


i! be a candidate, for he was then in the Senate of | 


ju pon this floor—that their candidates for State aud- 

| itor and State treasurer bargained with the Free- 

Soil candidate to withdraw from the contest, so 

that they might get the Free-Soil vote. This Ido 

know and ‘here assert: just upon the eve of the elec- 
tion, and when it was too latefor the Free-Soilers to 
calla new convention, the Whig candidate for treas- 
| urer of the State visited the neighborhood of the 
residence of the Free-Soil candidate, who shorily 
afterwards declined the nomination of the Free-Soil 
party. Upon this, the Central Committee of the 
Free-Soil party came out in a circular, in which 
they said that they would not direct the name of 
| the Whig candidate to be printed upon their ticket; 
| yet they should feel constrained to vote for him; 
and recommended the Free-Soilers to do likewise, 
because the nominating committee of the Free- 
Soil convention had, in their first report, named 
the Whig candidate as the Free-Soil candidate 
also. But now, when the election is over, and 

‘ when the Democrats of Ohio have triumphed by 

ten thousand majority over the Whigs and Free- 

| Soilers combined, and elected a clean Democratic 

ticket from end to end, now my friend from the 

Ross district [Mr. Tayor] rises on this floorand 

denounces the Free-Soil party, who are no longer į 
of any use, and declares to the Democrats of the 

South that the Free-Soilers are in league with the 

Democrats of the North. The gentleman is a 

wily politician. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Will my col- 
league give way for a single question? 

Mr. OLDS. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: ee not undertake to say 
that some of the remarks of my colleague in rela- 
tion to the Whig party of Ohio are not true. It 
is very true that the W hig party of that State have 
uniformly declared themselves opposed to the ex- 
tension of slavery, &c.; but if T understand the 
current of the gentleman’s remarks, he desires to 
cast some sort of odium upon the Whig party for 
having taken that position. Now, I rise merely 
for the purpose of making an inquiry of the gen- 
*tleman, as he is going over in detail the political 
proceedings of our State, and that is, whether it 
was not the Democratic party of Ohio who elected 
to theSenate of the United States the present senior 
Senator, Mr, Cuasz? I put that question to my 
colleague for the purpose of showing that the 
Democratic party, as well as the Whig party, has 
been indulging in that way somewhat. {Laugh ter.] 

Mr. OLDS. Tam glad to have an opportunity 
to reply to that point, for it appears to me that 
there is a point there, and if the House will in- 
dulge me a moment, I will tell an anecdote in rela- 
tion to it. The anecdote was told me by Colonel 
Powell, of Kentucky, now the Democratic Gov- 
ernor of that State. There was an old man away 
down in his neighborhood who was always a can- 
didate for office, and when a candidate published 
long political essays to the country. His name 
was Jones, and he had been so long a candidate for i 
office that they called him “ Live-forever Jones.” 
One fine day he came to Colonel Powell and said: 
‘ Colonel, I have got a political essay that 1 wish 
| to have your opinion upon.” The Colonel took 
| it and read it through, and then remarked that it 
was very well written, but that he could see no | 

ointin it. “ You cannot see any point in it?” said 
Sones and then he took the essay and read it over 
paragraph by paragraph. Still the Colonel said | 
that although it was very well written, excellent 
grammar, good rounded periods, still he could see 
no point in it. ** Wel,” said the old man, “ that’s 
just what I want; now I’ve got my essay with- 
out any point; for when I make a point, they 
| always get m@on a point.” [A laugh.] _ It strikes 
j me that my friend over the way has made a point, 
and I should not be surprised if I got him on 
that point. Now, who was the alternative of- 
| fered to the Democrats when they elected Mr. 
! Cnase to the United States Senate? Who was 
| the candidate of the Whig party? Why, Tom 
| Ewing— Butcher Tom,” as he is called—was 
| a candidate, and Tom Corwin was a candidate. |, 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh no; he did not need to į 


the United States, and his term had not expired. 

Mr. OLDS.’ My friend is right: Mr. Corwin į 
had already been rewarded, by an election by the: 
Whigs and Free-Soilers of Ohio, in part payment | 
of important services rendered his party in per- 
ambulating the Western Reserve, pretending to | 


have a letterin his pocket from General Taylor to 
the Free-Soilers of Ohio, pledging the General, to. 
the maintenance of the Wilmot proviso, though he 
was never willing to’ show’ the letter. < Such: was 
the man who had been elected Senator by. the 
Whigs, and Tom Ewing was no better; and 
the Democrats of Ohio, by a combination with, 
the Free-Soilers, elected a. man who, although a ~ 
Free-Soiler, was a. thorough, radical Democrat- 
right upon the tariff—right upon the currenty— 
right upon all the great radical questions ‘of the 
Democracy of Ohio, with the exception, perhaps, 
of this slagery uestion. There was,:perhaps, 
one point on which he may have differed from. the 
Democrats of Ohio, but being right on all others, 
what were the Democrats to do: Were they: to 
sit still and see “ Butcher Tom” sent to the Senate # 
rather than vote for Mr. Cuasz, who is a.thor- 
ough, radical Democrat upon all questions but 
upon the question of slavery? But pray, who is 
the junior Senator from the State of Ohio (Mr. 
Wave] who was elected last winter by a combi- 
nation of the Whigs and Free-Soilers? Does: he 
not go the same length as Mr. Cuase updn the 
slavery question? But such has been the state of 
things in Ohio, that the Free-Soil party have: held 
the balance of power, and. both parties. have been 
obliged to coalesce with them. eas a ON 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I want to know of my cal- 
league, whether he intends publicly. before the 
nation to declare, that both parties are under the 
control of, and obligations to, the Free-Soilers? 
[Laughter] ts 
Mr. OLDS. That is the very point at which 
I was about to arrive, and the very point that my 
friend from the Ross district (Mr. TAYLOR] is trying 
to avoid now, by severing the connection between 
the Whigs and Free-Soilers. Yes, the Free-Soilers 
have held the control of the State elections. The 
Legislature was so organized that neither the Dem- 
ocratic party nor the ve party had a majority 
of all the votes upon joint ballot, and. therefore, in 
the election of a United States Senator or a State 
officer, the Free-Soilers held the balance of power, 
and the Democrats could not elect a United States 
Senator, unless they selected a man who was a 
Democrat, it is true, but holding free-soil doctrines. 
Sir, the Whigs had taught us the potency of such 
means; they had often practised. them... They 
have always been more adroit in their use than 
the Democracy. They out-generaled us last win- 
ter; as manifested in the election of the junior 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wavr.] They tried by 
skillful manæuvres to use the Free-Soilers in our 
last fall’s election; but they failed. The day, as 
my friend from the Ross district [Mr. Tayvor] 
well knows, has gone by when the Free-Soilers 
can be of any use to the Whigs of Ohio. . The 
eople of the State have spoken through the ballot- 
Lewes, and given ten thousand majority. for. the 
Democrats, over both: Whigs and F'ree-Soilers,:and 
now my colleague [Mr. "Tayior] is willing ‘to 
coalesce with Southern gentlemen, and would have 
Southern Democrats believe that the Northern 
Whigs are with them, Let me raise my warning 
voice, and say to my Southern friends, Beware of 
these Birney Roorbacks! Beware of the Whigs 
of Ohio, who have been wedded to the Free-Soil- 
ers and Abolitionists, from the first dawn of polit- 
ical Free-Soilism in Obio! But now, when they 
can no longer be of any use in obtaining. State 
power, the gentleman. wishes to; sever. the con- 
nection, and he calls upon this House'to divorce 
the Whig party from that marriage contract made 
with the Free-Soil party of Ohio. He wishes now 
to take to his bosom. the Southern people, and to 
make them believe that the Whigs of Ohio have 
been standing up for the peculiar institutions of 
the South. The gentleman would give the im- 
pression, by his argument on this floor, that the 
Northern Democrats areagainst the people of the 
South, and that the Northern. Whigs are on 
their side, and yet when you look at the record of 


' the vote on the passage of the fugitive slave bill, 


you will find twenty-seven Northern Democrats 
to three Northern Whigs, vojing for that measure— 
although I admit that my colleague was one: of 
those three, po eas 

I care nothing about this Kossuth vote; it is a 
mere matter of moonshine with me. I care noth- 
ing about the quarrel between my two colleagues; 
but let me give the cheering intelligence to the 
House, that my colleague. from the Ashtabula 


district [Mr. Gomes] holds a decided advantage : 
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over my other colleague from the Ross district, 

(Myr. Tiviox.] Our State will be redistricted for 

Congressional purposes this session of our Legis- 

lature. The Democracy will do this work; and I 

doubt not that it will be well done: The. gentle- 

man from the Abolition district [Mr. Gippixcs] 

will come back to this House again. His district 
isso situated that we cannot attach enough democ- 
racy to it, to oust him from his seat. © He holds a 
life tenure upon: this: floor; but my colleague from 
the, Ross district has no such tenure. : 
a Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, next obtained the 

oor. i 

` Mr. MARSHALL, of Californie. Will the 
gentleman from Virginia yield me the. floor fora 
moment? `T desire; before the committee rises, to 
offer an amendment to the bill, 

Mr. BAYLY., 1 have no objection to yield it 
for that purpose. — l : 

Mr. MARSHALL.: I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to` the bill which has been under discussion, 
or ought to have been under discussion, all morn- 
ing. My amendment is in these words: 

` Provided, That the President may cause the payment to 
be made at such time and in such manner as-will be most 
acceptable to the Government of Mexico. D 

` I do not, of course, wish to discuss this amend- 
ment now, but I have some few observations upon 
it, which I shall wish to submit at a more suitable 
time than the present. I now move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

“The question was pùt and agreed to. 

The committeeaccordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr, 
Joxnrs] reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and partic- 
ularly House’ bill No. 46, providing for carrying 
into execution in further part the twelfth article 
of the treaty concluded with Mexico at Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo, but had come to no conclusion 
thereon, 

Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported back as correctly enrolled— 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue a register to the brig Ada; and 
Pcie act to provide a room for the Congressional 

ibrary. 

On Taotion by Mr. FOWLER, the House then 
adjourned. 


NOTICE OF BILE. 
Mr. MACE gave notice that he would on to-morrow, or 
some subsequent day, introduce a “ Bill to. provide fer the 
settlement of claims against the United States.” 


. PETLFLIONS, ke. k 
‘The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Samuel W. 
Jones, William R. White, Charles Macalester, and others, 
interested in the claims upon the United States for spolia- 
tions on the property of American citizens prior to the 
year 1801, petitioning Congress to pass a law tor their 
speedy liquidation. 

Also, the memorial of Edward A, Lowder & Co., Michae} 
Erriekson, John S. Newlin, and others, citizens of the 
States of Pennsylvania, Delaware, and New Jersey, peti- 
tioning Congress to make appropriations, at the present 
session, for the erection of a suitable pier and harbor in the 
Delaware river and bay as will afford shelter to vessels 
navigating ther. 

Also, the memorial of John H, Parker, Henry M. Zol- 
lickoffer, Nicola Manachesi, and others, citizens. of the 
State of Pennsylvania, petitioning Congress to pass a law 
to prohibit the banishment, deportation, or immigration, 
from foreign countries to the United States, of all convicts, 
felona, and paupers, publicly recognized as such in their 
own country. 

By Mr. WENN: A petition of Orson Hyde and 45 
others, asking for the creation of a new land district in the 
portion of the State of Iowa, and for the location of the 
land office therefor at Kanesville. 

Also, the petitios of George W. Armstrong and 60 
others upon the same subject. 

Also, the ‘petition of S. T. Cary and 28 others, of a like 
nature. 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition of Lloyd Dorsey, of 
Missouri, asking permission to enter, at the minimum 
price, certain pieces of landin St. Charles county, Missouri, 
within the unconfirmed claim of Franeis Smith » deceased. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of John. H. Scott and 
84 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, praying. Congress to 
pass a law to prohibit the deportation of ail convicts, felons, 
and paupers, publicly redsgnized as such at home in their 
own countries. 

By Mr. AVERETT: The petition of 303 citizens of the 
third Congressional district in Virginia, praying that the 
office of Chaplain be abolished. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE: The memorial of Charles 
Avery and others, citizens of Pittsbufg, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the construction of a ship canal around the 
falls ofthe river St. Marie, Michigan. : 

By Mr. KURTZ: The petition and papers of Henry 


Young, of. York county, Pennsylvania, praying. compensa- 
tion for disability incurred in the service of the United 
States during the war with Mexico. - 
By Mr. KUBNS:-The petition of Frederick Willyara, of 
“Westmoreland county, in Pennsylvania, praying for a pen- 
sion. Pe : 
~ By Mr LANE: The petition of citizens of Oregon rela- 
tive to the custom-house at Pusit’ gs Sound. i 
By Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE: The memorial of Lewis 
Peterson and otliers, citizens of Alleghany county, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for such a modification of the present rates 
of duty"as Will afford adequate protection tothe manutac- 
turers of salt. eR ws x 
Also, the petition of R. Moyle and others, praying for a 
national canal at the Falls of St. Marie, Michigan. 
By Mr. ROBBINS: A memorial of the citizens of Penn- 
“sylvania, signed by Robert M. Lee and 34 others, praying 
Congress to modify the bounty land act of September 28th, 
1859, so. as to give to each of the persons intended to be 
benefited by the said act, and to seainen and marines who 
served in naval war, not less than 160 acres of land. ` 
By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of the Presidents of 
the Marine Insurance Companies of Philadelphia, asking 
that a “hight ship,” with a “fog bil,” be placed in the 
Slur near Cape Roman, South Carolina. 
Also, the inemorial of the Presidents of the Marine In- 
surance Companies of Philadelphia, asking Congress to 


at Key West. i 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Charles West anà 
others, of Massachusetts, asking that the appropriation 
made by the Thirty-first Congress for a light-house at 
Holmes’s Hole, may be applied, hy the Seeretary of the 
| Treasury, to the erection of three beacon or bug lights, 
according to the recommendation in the report of the Su- 
perintendent of the Coast Survey. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The memorial of John S. Mayne, 
of Philadelphia, one of the heirs of Dr. Samuel McKenzie, 
| Surgeon of the Pennsylvania Continental Linein the revolu- 
| tionary war, claiming commutation or five years’ full pay. 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of A. S. Tidd, asking 
to have his road from Long Bottom to Tupper’s Plains, in 
Meigs county, Ohio, declared a post route, 

By Mr. CABELL: The memorial of Joseph R. Croskey, 
Consul at Cowes, England, for reimbursement for extraor- 
dinary expenses incurred in the public service. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, January 21, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morgan. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a report of the De- 
partment of State, containing copies of the corre- 
spondence which has taken place between that 
Department and the Minister of the United States 
in Paris, respecting the political occurrences which 
bave recently taken place in France; which was 
read. 

On motion by Mr. MANGUM, it was 

‘Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 


increase the salary of the judge of the United States court | 


Senate of the Lith December, 1851, a copy of the || 
proceedings of the general court-martial convened || 
m this city the 23d of June, 1851, for the trial of |) 
Brevet Brigadier General George Talcott, Colonel |! 


| which wae referred to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs. P ae . 
| emorial of the legał 


| ing the allowance of certain items rejected by the 
1} accounting officers in the settlement, of his ac- 
| counts'as Indian Commissioner in 1840.and 1844; 
i which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
: Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted a document in rela- 
| tion to the claim of the widow of Brigadier Gen- 
eral Belknap to a pension; which was referred to 
| the Committee on Pensions. 

i| Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Sarak 
|| A. Watson, widow of Lieutenant Colonel Wil-. 
i liam H. Watson, praying a continuance of her 
i 
i 


| pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
ensions. j 
Also, a memorial of merchants, underwriters, 
H and others, of Baltimore, Maryland, praying Con- 
l! gress to authorize a survey of certain shoals in the 
t 
i 


China Seas, the Straits of Gaspar, and Java Sea, 
which he in the tracks of vessels proceeding to 
and from China; which was referred to the Com- 
; mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD submitted an additional 
document in relation to the claim of William S. 
| Waller; which was referred to the Committee of 

Claims. : : 
| Ms MALLORY presented the petition of H. 


j 
| 
i 
i 
i! 
l 
1 
| 


: S. Kenny, praying compensation for subsistence, 
forage, and other supplies, furnished to a company 
of Texas volunteers in 18495 which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

| Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a petition of 


{Ch 


i 
| 
i 
i 
f 
| 


Also, a memorial: of citizens of Iowa, praying 
a grant of land to that State for the construction 
lof a railroad from Burlington to the Missouri 
| river; which was referred to the Committee on 
i| Public Lands, 

Mr, WADE presented the proceedings of the 
: City Council of the city of Cincinnati, in favor of 
: an appropriation for the purchase of the private 
stock of the Louisville and Portland Canal, a 
‘| reductiog of the tolls, and an enlargement of the 
i; Canal; Avhich was referred to the Committee on 
Roadsfand Canals. silky 

| 

| 

4 

| 


CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. 


; Mr. DOWNS. Ihave in my possession a pe~ 
|| tition of Daniel N. Pope, one of the claimants for 
i indemnity against Mexico, who prays that some. 
‘| provision may be made for the reinvestigation of 
{i his claim. I have also a similar petition from 
| Andrew J. Brame. There are now several peti- 
tions before the Senate on this subject, which have 
been presented by myself and other Senators, of 
which the Senate has made no disposition. I see 


| of Ordnance; which was read. 


On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was 


Serate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 9th December, 1851, a report of the 
Chief Topographical Engineer, in relation to inun- 
dations of the Mississippi river, with estimates of 
. the appropriation required to complete the sar- 
veys and investigations heretofore directed; which 
was read. ; 

Mr. DOWNS moved that it be printed, and 
that two thousand additional copies be printed, 
three hundred of which for the use¥of the Topo- 
graphical Bureau. > : 

That motion goes to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of March 12, 1851, a report on the 
statistics and history of the steam marine of the 
United States; which was read. 


Ordered, Thatit be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


PETITIONS. 
Mr. CLARKE presented the petition of Julia 


M. Lawrence, widow of James Lawrence, a naval 
officer, and one of the captors of the frigate Phil- 


adelphia, praying to be allowed prize money; 


ji that the honorable Senator from New Jersey, 
li [Mr. Srocxron,] who made the motion the other 
ji day to refer these memorials to a select commit- 
j| tee, is now in his seat. I now make the same 
motion which he then made, and I will state that 
i'l was mistaken the other day in relation to that 
| matter. I understood the Chair to say that the 
‘; motion at that time pending was" to refer the 
| memorial which he presented to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. I have since understood 
that the Senator from New Jersey moved to refer 
it to a select committee. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, I understood the Senator 
from New Jersey to move to refer to a select 
committee, : 
| The PRESIDENT. No, sir; he suggested 
ji that he would make that motion at the proper 
ji time. 

f Mr. DOWNS. Then I make the motion now. 
i I will state that 1 have looked ifto these memo- 
| 


i rials with some care, and I think that the subject 


I to which they relate is important, and that it re- 
|! quires serious and laborious examination. The 
|; Memorialists make complaints of so serious a na- 
|, ture, that I think itis indispensably necessary, in 
|; justice to them, that a full investigation should 
ji take place. The only objection I have. to these 
i| memorials going to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
ii lations is, that their other avocations are so import- 
ij ant that the committee will not be able to devote 
the necessary time to the consideration of this sub- 
ject. As I said the other day, these memorials 
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are very similar in their nature to those in rela- 
tion to the claims for French spoliations, and are 
not properly referable to any of the standing com- 
mittees of the Senate. Hence I think that, like 
the memorials in reference to French spoliation 

_ claims, they should go to a select committee; Be- 
sides, the petitioners request that a select commit- 
tee be appointed with power to send for persons 
and papers. 

T would state that there are. some things in thé 
proceedings of this board which seem to me as- 
tonishing. I find that several memorialists repre- 
sent that their claims on being presented were 
stated to be admitted, subject to the future order 
of the board, and afterwards some of them had 
been reduced to. one half of the sam which they 
had claimed, and that some were rejected alto- 
gether. The first idea was, that they had per- 
haps reserved them in order to makea pro rata 
distribution, but on examination I find that that 
discretion was not left to the board, but to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury after the returns were made. 

There is another very serious matter set forth 
by the memorialists, and that is, that when the 
decisions were made they were never informed of 
their nature. They say that in some particular 
cases this information was given, but that although 
application was repeatedly made to know the 
grounds on which their claims were rejected, iu 
order that if there were any-errors a reconsideta- 
tion might be obtained, and although they were 
promised from time to time that such opportuni- 
ties would be afforded, yet that until the commis- | 
sion was closed they were not allowed to examine 
and see the grounds on which their claims were 
rejected. Not only was that the case, but it was 
attended with this very singular circumstance— 
thesMpapers were all returned to the office of the 
Secretary of State and there sealed up. There is 
no reason that I know of, why they should be 
kept secret; certainly after the Board examined 
the claims, the claimants ought to have an oppor- 
tunity of looking into the grounds of the decision, 
and see what was done in relation to their claims. 

e Yet I am informed, on good authority, though not 
officially, that these papers, since they have been 
returned, have been put under seal; so that the par- 
ties cannot get any information which may be 
necessary for the further investigation of their 
claims. fay es e 

These things may all be very right, but they 
seem to me very strange; and I think that when 
so many persons are calling for relief, an investi- 
gation ought to take place. I therefore move that 
these memorials which I have presented be referred 
to a select committee of five, with power to send 
for persons and papers. I wish also to include 
those memorials which have heretofore béen pre- 
sented in relation to this subject, but which have 
been laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT. That cannot be done with- 
out moving to take them from the table. 

Mr. DOWNS. Then I confine my motion to 
the memorials which I have now presented. 

Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, I hope that 
the motion of the honorable Senator from Louisi- 
ana will not be acceded to by the Senate, I sup- 
pose that the standing committees of this body are 
capable of passing upon all questions which may 
arise. This is a question which is appropriate to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. I would 
not say anything upon this subject, but for the 
fact that the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations (Mr. Mason] is absent. 

In all the numerous commissions which have 
originated in this country during the time I haves 
served in the Congress of the United States, I have 
never known a case where persons disappointed in 
‘their expectations with regard to claims, have not 
complained of the injustice and unfairness with 
which they were treated. But when we have de- 
puted and delegated to these commissioners the 
adjustment of claims, nothing but a most flagrant 
case should tempt or induce Congress to interpose. 
I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. , 

The PRESIDENT. As the Committee on 
Foreign Relations is a standing committee, the first 
question will be on the reference to that committee, 

Mr. DOWNS. I should perhaps have no very | 
serious objection to the reference of the memorials 
to that committee, but for the fact that a prominent 


ject. 


These claims, I take it, are clearly recognized 
as being entitled to be liquidated by a subsequent 
treaty. In the case to which I have alluded as 
having been presented by me some time since, an 
order was made by the Board that the claim should 
be allowed, subject to the future order of the 
Board, yet when the future order of the Board 
came, they rejected the claim altogether. 


I think that a matter of this importance requires || 


some investigation. It may be all right; and if it 
is, it will not suffer by investigation. The gen- 
tleman seems to think that these complaints should 
not be listened to, and that there will always be 
complaints of this character. Perhaps the Senator 
is not aware that it was never expected by our 
negotiator in Mexico, or by the Government here, 
or by the people generally, that the amount of three 
millions and a quarter of dollars stipulated in the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo should be the only | 
compensation which the United States would make. 
That was urged as an objection by the Mexican | 
negotiators when the treaty was made; but Mr. Trist 
replied to them, that although that amount was 
fixed, still that was not necessarily to be the limit || 
to which the United States would go—that there | 
was no reason why they should not pay a greater | 
amount if claims to a greater amount were justly 
due. And when we take into consideration the | 
fact that these claims were presented against Mex- | 
ico, and that when we were enforcing them against 
that Government we did not fix them at three mil- 
lions and a quarter, but at some eight millions of |! 
dollars, itis very strange indeed that we should 
now confine the claims to that limit of three millions 
anda quarter. But I understand, further, that the 
Board, so far from going beyond the three mil- 
lions and a quarter, which was evidently contem- 
plated by the treaty, have fallen short of it, and 
that forty thousand dollars of that amount has not || 


been absorbed, and that Mexico has perhaps al- || 


ready laid claim to that surplus as belonging to 


her, because this Government stipulated to pay |! 


that amount, and she claims that she is entitled to 
any surplus which may remain if the amount is 
not paid. She is certainly entitled to it, if the | 


Board have acted fairly and justly, but she is not |! 


entitled toit if these claimants have not been fairly 
treated, 

All Task and all I wish is, that a thorough in- 
vestigation of this matter shall take place; and I 
am-more anxiouS that these memorials should now 
be referred to a select committee, because the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina seems to intimate 
very clearly that they will receive very little quarter 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, because 
he thinks that all such claims are apt to be wrong. 

Mr. MANGUM. I was not present when this 
motion was made on a former day; but I under- 
stand that the chairman of the committee on Foreign 
Relations then gave some indications of an opinion 
upon this subject. I know not what his opinions 
were; but there is not a Senator in this body who 
is acquainted with the ability and remarkable lib- 
erality of the chairman of ghe Committee on For- 
eign Relations who would not be willing to trust 
anything to his judgment, no matter what might | 
have been his first impression. 

The honorable Senator from Louisiana says that | 
this subject requires some investigation. I need 
not say anything as to the capability of the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Relations to investigate the sub- 
At its head stands one of the most eminent 
and able lawyers of this body, [Mr. Mason.] 
The second member on that committee [Mr. | 
Doveras] is a prominent candidate for President 
of the United States. There are others of us on |i 
that committee, very humble, to be sure; but yet | 
I think that that committee may be trusted as 
capable of investigating almost any question rela- 


j 
i 
i 


| Senator seems to suppose. 


appoint select commiitees. The Union will suffer” 
no detriment if these claims should. never be al: 
lowed. I hope the country will do. justice. to 
claimants. _ But the Senator éntirely:inisconceiv 
what I said, if he understood. me as having: ex- 
pressed an opinion that these claims which have 
been rejected ought not to have a fair hearing. So 
far fromit, when the interposition of this: body:shall 
become’ necessary for the: purpose of setting the 
matter right, I trust I shall be found read y to go 

as far as anybody. 3 E ee 

The aggregate amount of ability of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations is well understood by 
this body. The two first members of it ought at 
least to give it currency in this body, and place. it 
on an equal footing with any select committee 
| which can be raised. I trust iat on a mere.ques- 
tion of private claim. we shall not depart from the 
usual and dignified course of the Senate. by: ap- 
pointing a select: committee to pay money, to per- 
sons who it has been decided are not entitled to it. 

Mr. DOWNS." I hope that the Senator from 
North Carolina will not. understand me as object- 
ing to the reference of these memorialséo the Com- - 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I have no objectiott 
to that committee. I disclaim any such idea. I 
have as much respect and as much confidencé in 
the members of that committee as any Senator. 
But I stated before that I wished this subject to 
be referred to a select committee, because I thought - 
the labors of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
in reference to other questions. were so great that 
they could not devote the time and attention to 
the consideration of this subject which it seems to 
me to require, . : 

I think the honorable Senator is entirely mis- 
taken in one point. He says that it has not been 
the custom of the Senate to refer questions.to select 
committees, except in the case of great questions, 
where the Union has been in danger. Ineed only 
remind the Senate of a case which happened.at 
the last session of Congress, and at this session in 
reference to a question which did not affect the 
Union at all. I refer to the claims for French 
spoliations, These are exactly such claims as 
those. They are claims against a foreign Govern- 
ment, which have been relinquished against that 
Government and preferred against ourown; and, 
therefore, they cease to be connected with our for- ` 
eign relations, because we have taken their pay- 
ment upon ourselves. 

Mr. MANGUM. The French spoliation claims 
| involve the payment of from .$5,000,000. to 
$10,000,000. it 

Mr. DOWNS. How does the Senator. know. 
that this may not involve, the payment. “of 
$5,000,000?. cede oat hag iota 

Mr. MANGUM. If it should ‘involve. that 
amount it would be ‘very astonishing, ae, 2 

Mr. DOWNS.. It might not be so astonishing. 
as the Senator. seems to suppose, because’ the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo has made provision 
for $3,250,000, whereas our Government asserted, 
when prosecuting these claims against Mexico, 
that there should be paid $8,000,000. It may turn 
out that this difference of $5,000,000 is due to 
these claimants. Ido not know how the fact may 
be. Hence, it cannot be so astonishing as’ the 
However, that is not 
material.. This is a case very analogous to that 
of the claims for French spoliations; and, there- 
fore, I would have moved to refer these memorials 
to a select committee. ` 

The Senator from North Carolina is mistaken 
in saying that the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations said anything on this subject 
when it was before us afew days ago. I recol- 
lect that he was not here at that time, and that his 
colleague (Mr. Hunter] suggested that the memo- 
rials upon this subject ought to go-to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign. Relations. I suppose it- was that 


i to which the Senator had reference. 


Again: it would be no want.of confidence in the. 
Committee on Foreign Relations-to refer those. 
memorials to a select committee. I made-the mo- 


, tion because I thought that a more thorough and. ` 


sifting investigation could Be had by .a.committee. 
specially charged with this business. . F capnot 


| see with what propriety the Senate should: send. 


ting to their appropriate sphere of duty. à nate should. şer 
S | those old claims for French spoliations eginmitted 


member of that committee has expressed a ver 1 } S} i , 
i 1 Sir, this practice of raising select committees in 


decided opinion in reference to this matter, and- 
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“prior: to 1801 to. select’ committees, session after 
session, and now refuse a select committee to an- 
other set of claimants standing very much in’an 
analogous position. ldo not see why we should 
make this- distinction. . I hope, therefore, that 
these memorials will be referred to a select com- 
mittee. x 
Mr. HALE. L have not heard any of these | 
petitions read. In order that I may vote under- 
siandingly on the subject, L would like to hear 
one. of them read. 
“The PRESIDENT. There are a number of 
petitions on this subject. 
Mr. HALE. ‘Let one of them be read. 
Mr. BRADBURY. It would occupy an hour. 
Mr. HALE, ‘Well, can any. one give me an | 
abstract of one of the petitions? Do they allege 
corruption? because if they do, I believe it. If; 
there were three millions of money to be disbursed | 
-by the Government without there being corruption | 
in the transaction, it would form an exception to | 
the general rule. And if there was not corruption, 
if these claims were honestly investigated, whoever 
heard of parties litigant going before a tribunal, 
and both plaintiff and defendant being satisfied : 
with the result? ‘You have instituted this Commis- 
sion, and the money has been, or is about to be | 
paid out. “Some of the parties are dissatisfied and 
complain of gross injustice. Lhave no doubt of 
itin the least. And if you were to institute an- 
other commission, and disburse three millions 
more, there would be twice as many dissatisfied 
then as there are now, and the number of claims 
would be increased. Instead of lessening the | 
amount of the claims, you would. increase them; 
and you would increase the dissatisfaction. If it 


is supposed that by multiplying commissions and |) 


increasing the amount of payments, you would | 
decrease the amount of dissatisfaction, it will be | 
found to be a great mistake, 

If there be a charge of corruption, I hope it will 
be made definite; and I hope the Senate will take 
some course to vindicate the Government against 
abuses of that sort. But I can tell ‘these claim- 
ants, that if they are suffering under corruption, 
they are notalone, Why, it is said that when 
the late President of the United States, General | 


Taylor, came to take his seat at the head of the |; 


administration of the Government, the poor old | 
gentleman came with the idea that he was going 


to drag this Government back to its original pu- || 


rity. The task proved too strong for his Hercu- 
lean powers, and he fainted and died under it; 
and so would any man. It cannot be done. Cor- 
ruption is the history of the day, and it will be 
found not only in this commission, but ina great 
many other places. If there is a charge I hope it 
will be made definite. If there is not general dis- 
satisfaction; but if there is a definite charge made | 
of corruption, perjury, forgery, or anything of 


that sort, then I would be willing to investigate it, jj 


and go as far as anybody. But if this is merely |; 
# case where there is dissatisfaction on the part of 
claimants on account of their claims not being 

paid, it is an idle task, it is perfectly useless, to } 
undertake to satisfy them. Itis for this reason | 
that I asked for the reading of some one of the peti- | 
tions, that I might see whether a specific charge |! 
of corruption was preferred against anybody. 

The PRESIDENT. One of the memorials 
will be read if the Senator desires it. 

Mr, DOWNS. I can state briefly the nature of 
the memorials. 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing to take the statement 
of the honorable Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. DOWNS. The honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire is mistaken in supposing that 
the memorialists charge corruption. T understand 
them to charge nosuchthing. But they do charge 
that injustice has been done them; that there is aj 
mystery about thematter; thattheinvestigation has 
not been as public as such things ought to be; that 
they were never informed until the Board had 
closed its sessions of the nature of the objections 
to their claims, although they were promised an 
opportunity; and that, finally, the grounds of the 
decisions and all the papers were sent to the office 
of the Secretary of State, and there sealed up. 

These memorialists do not ask that their claims 
should be paid as they represent them; but they | 
state the circumstances under which the awards of 
the Board were made; and that previously some of 
those claims which have now been rejected, were 
allowed by Boards of Commissioners. of as high 


t 


1 


1 


respectability as any board that ever sat on sim- 
ilar claims. ` They complain that claims have been 
rejected by the late Board of Commissioners, and 
that no reasons for their rejection had been made 
public, or placed in a form to be accessible to the 
claimants. They ask that this. veil of secrecy, 
which is so inconsistent with our course of pro- 
ceedings generally, in courts of justice and every- 
where else, should be removed, and that the mat- 
ter should be looked into. It may turn out that 
these claims were properly rejected. If so, the 
first duty of a select committee, if one should be 
appointed, would be to report that fact, In my 
opinion these memorialists are justly dissatisfied 
with this state of things, and they merely ask that 
a committee should look into the matter, and see 
if their complaints of injustice are not well found- 


‘ed. If they are well founded, certainly it is the 


duty of the Goverriment to interpose and render 
them justice. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that 
when parties go before a tribunal, the disappointed 
party will be dissatisfied. But I would ask, have 
these parties not a right to be dissatisfied, since 
these investigations have not taken the usual 
course? Where was the necessity for the pee 
ceedings of the Board to be kept secret? Why 
were not the decisions madeas in all other courts? 
Why were not the records open to those persons, 


| that they might see upon what grounds their 


claims were rejected? In all our courts, even in 
the highest courts, there is always an opportunity 
for a reconsideration and revision of opinions. 
What would we think of one of our courts of justice, 
whether a subordinate or a supreme court, if, when 
they rendereda decision, they should keep it secret, 
and keep the records and documents in the case 
a sealed book, not allowing the parties interested 
to look into them until the proceedings of the court 
were closed, and then to say that their decision 
was final and irrevocable, and could never belooked 
into? What sort of justice would that be? 

I know nothing of this. transaction except what 
I learn from the representations of the memorial- 
ists, who are most of them respectable persons; 
and I say that they do make outa very strong case 
for the investigation of a select committee. That 
is all I ask. If the committee, after investigation, 
shall report that these claims were rightly disal- 
lowed, I shall not have a word to say. ButI 
think that the memorialists make out a case which 
entitles them to have the subject considered by a 
select committee, 

ThePRESIDENT. The Chairmust interpose. 
This discussion is not in order. It is not in order 
to go into the discussion of the merits of a case 
upon the simple question whether the memorials 
shall be referred to a select committee or to a 
standing committee. 

Mr. MANGUM. T rose for the purpose of 
making, in substance, that veryremark. No one 
present, that I have yet heard, has hinted the 
slightest degree of opposition to the reinvestigation 
of this matter. The only question before the Sen- 
ate is, whether these memorials shall go to a reg- | 
ular committee or to a special committee. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion to refer these memorials, which have been 
presented by the Senator from Louisiana, to the 


| Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. DOWNS. My motion was to refer them 
to a select committee of five. | 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair is aware of | 
that, but a motion having been made to refer them 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, that mo- į 
tion has precedence, and is first to be put. | 
The motion to refe&he memorials to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations was agreed to—ayes 
25, noes 12. r i 
On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was | 


Ordered, That all similar memoriais on the files, presented | 
during the present session, be referred to the Committee on | 
Foreign Relations. l 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. | 


On motion by Mr. WADE, it was | 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Bryan Callaghan i 
be withdrawn from the files of the Senate. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Arabella J. Strong, widow 
and executrix of Lorenzo N. Clarke, on the files of the Sen- 
ate, be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the Towa militia 


claim, on the files'of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- ; 


tee on Military Affairs;.and thatthe letters of the Seeretary 
of War and the Adjutant General, accompanying the same, 
be printed... : 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the petition ang papers of McKean Bu- 
chanan, a purser in the Navy, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 


On motion by Mr. WHITCOMB, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of the ad- 
ministrator of Major Wade, a quartermaster of marines, be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 

‘Ordered, That the heirs of Andrew DÐ. Crosby have leave 
to withdraw their petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of George Barrell and 8. V. 
S. Wilder, on thes files of the Senate, in behalf of them- 
selves and the other heirs of the owners of the ship “ Co- 
lumbia” and sloop ‘‘ Washington,” be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of John Watson, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have been requested 
to ask leave to withdraw the papers of William 
Zollikoffer, who petitioned Congress at the last 
session for a pension, { am informed that there 
was an unfavorable report in that case, but that it 
was not acted upon. These are the facts under 
which the petitioner desires to withdraw his pa- 

ers. 

: The PRESIDENT. Simply to withdraw 
them? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir. f 

Mr. PEARCE. Am Ito understand that the 
report made in this case was unfavorable? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. lt was unfavorable, but 
it was never acted on, according to the inforfation 
which I have on the subject. 

Mr. MANGUM. It will be a very bad prece- 
dent to allow papers to be withdrawn in such 
cases. If there be additional testimony, and there 
is any purpose on the part of the petitioner to ap- 

ly to the Senate for that relief, Jet the question 

e decided when it comes, for on its coming, if I 
understand the rule, the case may again Be re- 
ferred to a committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I withdraw the motion. 
I think myself that in general it is a bad thing, 
andel would like to ascertain more as to the mo- 
tives which induced the petitioner to make the 
request, , 

he motion was accordingly withdrawn. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of Charles S. Jackson, submitted a report; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and, 
in concurrence therewith, i 


Ordered, That the Committee be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof. 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, it 
was 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the petition of the 
citizens of Martinicus, reported a bill to annex the 
Island of Martinicus, in the county of Lincoln, 
State of Maine, to the collection district of Waldo- 
boro’, in said county; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. 


Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on Com- . 


merce, to whom was referred the petition of John 
S. Maunsell, reported a bill to admit the Her- 
smaphrodite brig Sylphide to registry; which was 
read and passed to the second reading. 

The said bill was read the second time by unan- 


imous consent, and considered as in Committee of 


the Whole; and no amendment being made, it was 
reported to the Senate. 

Ordered, That it be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to authorize an exploration 
and reconnoissance of the courges of navigation 
used by whaling vessels in the regions of Behring’s 
Straits; and also, of such parts of the China 
seas, Straits of Gaspar, and Java sea, as lie di- 
rectly in the route of vessels proceeding to and 
from China; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. 

The report accompanying the bill was ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. FOOT, from the . Committee on Pensions, 
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to whom was referred the petition of William 
Miller, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief. ' 
_ The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee of Claims, 


to whom was referred the memorial of Ezra Wil- | 
liams, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 


for his relief. . 
The bill was read and passéd to the second 
reading. 
Ordered, That the report be printed. 


Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom. was referred ‘the bill author- 
izing the payment of interest to the State of New 
Hampshire for advances made- for the use and 
benefit of the United States in repelling invasion 
and suppressing insurrection at Indian Stream, in 
that State, reported it without amendment. 

On the motion of Mr. HALE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
‘Whole; and no amendment being made, it was 
reported to the Senate, ordered to be read a third 
time; and it was read a third time and passed. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice of his intention 


to introduce a bill to be entitled ** An act to ‘re- 
vive for a limited time ‘ An act in relation to dona- 
tions of lands to certain persons in the State of 
Arkansas.’”’ 


BOOKS FOR NEW SENATORS. 


Mr. BADGER submitted the following resolu- | 


tion for consideration: 


Res#lved, That each of the new members of the Senate | 


be supplied with the same number and description of books 


as were furnished to each of the members of the Senate of į 


the last Congress. i 


CENSUS RETURNS 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. HAmLIN on the 20th instant, in 
relation to the Census returns; and, having been 
amended, was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to furnish the Senate with an estimate of the number of 
pages which the Census Returns will contain, if the same 
shall be completed on the plan now pursued by the Census 
Bureau. Also, what part of the same will be composed of 
statistical tables, and what part of other matter; and 
whether there are any tables accompanying the same not 
designated by law. 


WILLIAM K. LATIMER. 
On the motion of Mr. HALE, the following 
resolution was considered and agreed to: 


Resolwed, That the charges and specifications, and also | 


the report and opinion of a court of inquiry in the case of 
William K. Latimer, and the Jetter of the Secretary of the 
Navy transmitting the same, and the general order in said 


case, dated July 1, 1851, be printed for the use of the Sen- | 


ate. 
ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS, 

The bill to make land warrants assignable, 
and for other purposes, which was ordered toa 
third reading yesterday, was read a third time and 
passed. 

GENERAL ORDERS. 

Mr. GWIN. As understand that the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] is not particu- 
larly anxious to address the Senate to-day on the 
special order, ï move that the Calendar be taken 
up,and that we commence our work to-day and 
clear it if possible. I believe that some of the 
questions which were made special orders cannot 
be conveniently proceeded with to-day, and I trust 


that there will be no objection to the course I have | 


proposed, and that we may go on and clear the 
Calendar of its business. 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair must call for ; 
the special order unless some motion is made to | 


postpone it and take up the Calendar. 
Mr. GWIN. 


«(Mr. Davis] will not object to it, 
Mr. DAVIS. Ishall not object if 


the special 
order will still occupy its place and co p to- 


morrow. 

The PRESIDENT. 
ter or course. 

The question was taken, , 
were all postponed, with the view 
with the Calendar. 


LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 2 
The bill to extend the time for selecting lands 


It will come up as a mat- 


of proceeding 


T 
| 
j! 
' 
| 
i 
H 


Ri 


| bill. 


Iis a bill to extend the time for selecting lands 


g : ‘| E will further state, that when I originally intro- | 
I make that motion, especially | 2 gnay 


as I learn that the Senator from Massachusetts | 
| before it was acted upon by the Committee on | 


|| in view, which was to put Arkansas on the same |) 


: ting as the other States 
and the special orders : footing 


granted to the State of Wisconsin for saline put- 
poses; was taken up for consideration as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was. reported with an amendment to 
-extend the time to the year 1854. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. DAWSON. I wish the Senator from 
Wisconsin would explain the character of this 


Mr. WALKER. I will endeavor to do so as 
well-as I am able. By the act of admission of 
Wisconsin into the Union there were certain lands 
granted to the State in connection with salt springs 
In the same way as lands had been granted to 
other States. The Governor of the State, whose 
duty it was to select these lands, neglected to do 
so in the proper time. The time for. their selec- 
tion expired, and since its expirationi we have 
been endeavoring to get it extended, so that these 
lands may be selected. The bill does not propose 
to give to the State anything which has not already 
been given and to which it is not in equity enti- 
tied. 

Mr. BADGER. The bill is merely to give 
further time for the selection of these lands. 

Mr. WALKER. Thatisall, 

The bill was ‘ordered to be engrossed for a sec- 
ond reading. 


LANDS IN MICHIGAN. 
The PRESIDENT. The next general order 


granted to the State of Michigan for saline pur- 
poses. 

Mr. FELCH. I move that that bill be passed 
over informally. There is another proposition of 
a similar nature before the Committee on Public 
Lands, and I wish that the two propositions may 
be considered together. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SAFETY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMBOATS. 


The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of ‘t A bill sup- 
plementary to the several acts of Congress pro- 
viding for the better security of the lives of pas- 
sengers on board of vessels propelled, in whole 
or in part, by steam, and for other purposes. ”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I think that bill contains some 
provisions which are rather novel. Ido not ob- 
ject to the principle of the bill, if the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Borianp] deems it 
necessary for the accommodation of boats upon 
the rivers in his State; but it takes away what has 
hitherto passed through the collector’s office. I 
do not precisely see what disposition is to be made 
of the certificate, unless it is to be used as a license. 
If it is to be used as a license for the vessel, it is | 
entirely novel, and a departure from the old sys- 
tem. I should be glad if the Senator would con 
sent to let it lie over long enough to afford an 
opportunity to examine it. Ido not think T shall 
throw any obstacle in the way of the wishes of 
the Senator from Arkansas finally. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would yield to the sugges- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
but that this bill has been long delayed. It passed 
the Senate at the last session, but did not passthe 
House for want of time, and as I deem it very 
important that it should be passed, I hope it may 
be considered and passed now. I think the Sen- || 


Arkansas, therefore; has no such power. The 
Secretary of the Treasury, in response to:my appli- 
cation, had this bill diawn up; saying that there: | 
was no necessity for the establishment: of'a-néev 
collection: district and a new port of ‘entry there, 
and that the whole object could be accomplished by 
giving the district judge the same power to appoint 
inspectors, that the judges have in collection :dis~ 
tricts.. The general law, then, is not altered at all 
by this bill, with regard to the regulation of steam= 
voats; it simply gives power to the district judge 
to appoint inspectors, so that boats may be repaired 
there, and thus save the time and expense of going 
to a distant part of the country for inspection.” ` 
„Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would prefer to let this 
billlieoveralittle while. There isa very extensive 
ard for building boats at Paducah, in Kentucky. 
That is not a port of entry nor of delivery, and the 
judge of our district court resides some two hun- 
dred and fifty or three hundred miles from that 
place, where a great many steamboats are built. 
There is an absolute necessity to have inspectors 
of the boilers and hulls of steamboats at the ship- 
ard at the mouth of the Ohio river, at Paducah. 
t is a very important point; and under the law as f 
it is now construed by our district judge, the’ in- 
spectors can only be appointed at ports of. entry 
or delivery, according to the idea of my friend”, 
from Massachusetts. Now, this grievance: has ~ 
been complained of by the people of Paducah, and 
with a view to obviate this grievance under which 
they suffer, they have petitioned—and I hope that, 
petition will be duly considered by the Committee 
on Commerce—to have a port of delivery at that 
oint. I feel the same kind of interest in the nav- 
igation of the waters of the western rivers. which 


| the Senator from Arkansas expresses, and for the 


purpose of seeing hew far this bill will apply to 
and embrace the waters of Kentucky, as well as 
those of Arkansas, I would prefer greatly that it 
might lie over for the present, that I may see if it 
will not obviate the grievances of the people of 
Kentucky as well as those of Arkansas. aa 

Mr. BORLAND. I am really very sorry that 
I cannot consent to the proposition of the Senator 
to allow this bill to be laid over. If he has an 
change to propose to this bill, so as to accomplish .. 
the object he esires, I will not object; but itseems. . 
to me this bill contains within itself all that iare- 
quired. It does not interfere at all with any prop- 
osition with regard to other States. I dislike to 
resist the wish of my friend from Kentucky—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wouldlike to embrace 
my own State. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would be glad to embrace 
Kentucky; but this bill was before Congress at 
the first session of the last Congress, ani at the 
last session again, and was passed here. Now, : 
this session has advanced somewhat, nearly: two 
months of the session have passed; and thë bill. has 
now come up in its regular order; and if we pass — 
it over it will be difficult to gèt it up again. Ti 

eat, that the bill was prepared at the office of 
Becretary of the Treasury, and that it cannot in- 
terfere in any way with the existing general laws 
on the same-subject. j 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend will perceive 
that if there is any difficulty m the way of getting 
his bill through, in consequence of laying it over 
for the present, the diffeulty will be far. greater 
with regard to any one that I might: bring forward. 
for the benefit of Kentucky, for I should have to 


ator is mistaken with regard to the introduction of | 
any new principle. It does not interfere with the | 
existing licenses; they remain under the existing 

laws. It simply provideg that the vessels may be 
required to receive their 1 poa in other places 
than those now specified. If the honorable Sen- 
ator will read the last section of the bill, he will 
see that it refers to Inspection instead of licenses. 


duced thig bill, it was to make Arkansas a collec- 
tion district, and Little Rock a port of entry; but | 


Commerce, it was sent to the Secretary of the | 
Treasury. I addressed to him a letter, and in- ; 
formed him precisely what was the object I had | 


with regard to the in- į 
spection of steamboats. Under the general law, | 
the judges of the district court, within the collec- | 


tion district, have the power to appoint steamboat ; 


inspectors. But Arkansas is pot a collection | 
district, and the judge of the district court for | 


commence de novo. My object is to avail myself 
of his bill to benefit the people of Kentucky, for 
I wish to.embrace his popularity to carry the bill. 
If I am compelled to introduce a bill, it will be 
thrown offto the end of the session, and perhaps 
I shall not get-anything at all. It will save every- 


| thing for Kentucky, if he will allow his bill to be 


assed over. 
Mr. BORLAND. I shall be very glad to oblige 
the Senator, and I will yield to the suggestion and 


-agree to pass over the bill informally, for I wish 


to avail myself of his popularity also. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Committee on Commerce, 
at the last session, reported a bill embracing this 
subject very fully, with provisions somewhat new 
in regard to the mode of making these inspections; 
changing the system and adopting a. new plan, 
embracing all the waters. of the country. That 
bill has been committed to the Committee on Com» 
merce at this session; we have had: it under: ¢on- 
sideration, and we anticipate ai early: report on 
that subject. It has only been delayed: for the 


s 
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want of papers, which have now been laid upon 
the table from the Treasury Department... At the 
close of the last session, a resolution. was passed 
through the Senate, upon my. motion, asking for | 
‘a large body of information. on this subject, | 

through the Treasury. Department: : That- has 
corne ìn this morning, and a bill will, therefore, 
be reported at.an early day. But, still, I do not 
propose to throw any. obstacle: in the way of the 
object.and the. wishes of my friend. from Arkan- 
sas, - I am willing his bill should take its. course; 
but-if that bill. which the committee will report 
passes, this bill will. be superseded. 

Mr. BORLAND. Task that the bill may be 
passed over informally. 

The bill was accordingly passed over informally. 


THE UNITED STATES BRIG WASHINGTON. 


The bill for the relief of the widows and rela- ; 
tives of certain officers and seamen of the United | 
States brig Washington, who were lost overboard 
in a hurricane, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and having been amended verbally, it | 
was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- į 
grossed for a third reading. 


BINDING CONGRESSIONAL DOCUMENTS. 


The joint resolution providing for the binding | 

of certain documents, was next considered as in 
. Committee of the Whole. i 

It provides that all the executive documents of | 
which additional copies have been ordered to be 
printed, which shall not contain less than two 
hundred and fifty pages, shall be bound, under the 
direction of the Joint Committee on Printing, pro- 
vided that the cost thereof shall not exceed twelve | 
anda half cents per volume. 

Mr. BORLAND. As chairman of the Com- | 
mittee on Printing, I will state that this is a joint 
resolution which came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and was-referred to the Committee on 
Printing of the Senate, and was favorably reported 
upon. When this resolution was before the Sen- 
ate on a former occasion, | made some remarks 
in opposition to its adoption, and I shall not, 
therefore, now go at Jength into the reasons why 
Tam opposed to it. I will simply state, that as I | 
opposed the measure then, so l shall vote against | 
it now, because I think it is adding to the lst of | 
opportunities occasioning invitations to commit 
impositions on the Government. The binding of 
our documents for the last session has satisfied me 
with the system; and although in some respects 
there may be an advantage in it, | think itis, upon | 
the whole, a great evil. I think that, instead of 
the documents being benefited by the binding, 
they have in a large number of instances been 
materially injured. So far at.least as some of 
them which went to my State would go to prove 
this position, I am satisfied. 
those which went there, and found that when they 
had reached their destination the binding was not | 
worth anything. Nay, that it was worse than | 

less, for it had put these documents ina con- | 
dition which prevented them fram being bound į 
again. I am opposed to’ this plan of binding, as | 
l am opposed to everything in the way of either | 
printing or binding being done on contract. My 
opinion is, that everything which we undertake to 
do under that system will be badly done——that it | 
will result in much more expense and much less 
advantage to the country than by almost any 
other system. I have expressed these sentiments 
on a former occasion, and I have now no more 
to say. ý 

Mr. BRADBURY. I did not hear the resolu- | 
tion‘ read, but I think that whatever is deserving 
of being placed in the library is deserving of being į 
bound. [think the great fault is, that we print too 
large numbers of documents which are not of suf- | 
ficient general interest to compensate for the out- 
lay. It certainly is convenient when we have doc- 
uments to use, to have them in a position in which 
wecan use them. As the expense of binding is 
not great, E am under the impression that what we 
print in considerable numbers should be bound. | 

Mr. BORLAND. Wenow print fourteen hun- 
dred copies of all documents that are ordered to be 
printed, for the Library and for the use of the Sen- | 
ate, But the proposition in this joint resolution is | 

to bind the extra copies which go out inte the 
country. Now, if the Senator from Maine will 
look into this question of binding public docu- į 
ments, and will view it with regard to the eco- 


I examined some of || 


nomical course which he usually pursues, I think 4 


. 


he will. be inclined to favor my side of the ques- 
tion. ; Does any-Senator know what was the cost 
of binding documents last session? f 
Mr. HALE. No. An f 
Mr. BORLAND. Why, sir, it cannot have 
fallen short ofa hundred thousand dollars. . The 
binding of the Patent Office reports alone cost fifty 
thousand dollars; and for the binding of the docu- 
ments of this. Congress, if we adopt this resolu- 
tion, my opinion is we will have to pay a hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars. ; i 
A Senaror. No, no; not so much as that. 
Mr. HALE. My observation leads meto differ 
with the Senator from Arkansas in regard to this 
resolution. I think that if there be any value in 
these documents at all, at least to the people to 
whom they are sent in the country, it is in the 
binding. Now, if itis worth while to print these 
documents to send to our friends, it is certainly 
worth while to put upon them this ninepenny 
binding; for instead of tearing them up, as they 
would inevitably do if they were not bound, they 
allow them a place on the shelves of their libra- 
ries, there to remain, sir, like many of our docu- 
ments here, never to be opened and read again. I | 
am quite of opinion, therefore, Mr. President, 
that if these public documents have any value at | 


all—at least many of them—it is in the binding; 
and if we are to dispense with anything here, I | 
would rather that we dispensed with the printing | 
and kept the binding. [A laugh.} | 

Mr. BRADBURY. 1 would like to inquire of | 
the chairman of the Committee on Printing wheth- | 
er the order for printing the documents of the | 
present session has already been so far executed | 
ag to render it impossible to reduce the number? ! 
The abuse seems to be in the manufacturing of so ! 
large a number of books: Formerly the Patent 
Office report was but a small volume; but recent- 
ly, by the incorporation of much useless matter, ! 
it has swelled to two volumes; and I think that, | 
in the first place, the abuse is in incorporating | 
what is not of value; and in the second place, in 
printing so large a number of copies, I quite 
agree with the Senator from New Hampshire, 
{Mr. Haxs,] that one thing, at least, which gives 
value to these documents is their being bound, and 
thus be put in a position in which they can be 
used and referred to. And the same reasons 
which would induce me to bind them for our- | 
selves, would induce me to bind those which are | 
intended for distribution elsewhere. Otherwise, 
they become as mere waste paper, and might as 
well not be circulated at all. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I was one of the Committee 
on Printing who agreed to this report, and there- 
fore it becomes me, perhaps, to say a word. 1! 
have very little, indeed [ have no feeling on this 
subject whatever. I am perfectly indifferent. 
Still, upon the investigation of the subject, I came 
to the conclusion that if our documents were 
worth preserving and sending abroad, they were 
worth a cheap binding. I will add, also, that I 
am satisfied that for twelve and a half cents per | 
copy, the price we paid last year, binding may | 
be had in muslin, which is a very respectable 
binding indeed, and makes a very respectable vol- 
ume, If Senators will turn their attention or their 
recollection to the Debates on the California Con- 
vention, the Statistics of Commerce and Naviga- 
tion, or still later works, the Surveys of New 
Mexico and Texas, all bound in muslin, they 
will have a fair sample of what can be done in the | 
way of binding in muslin for twelve and a half 
cents per copy; and for that sum these documenis 
can be placed in a situation in which they can be 
preserved. I must sajat I think some of these 
documents are of a little more value than the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire seems to suppose. I 
think the agricultural report of the Patent Office is 
worth preserving, and in this cheap binding it will 
be-preserved. The binding of these documents 
at twelve and a half cents per copy Will not 
amount to half the sum named by the Senator 
from Arkansas, and it will fully accomplish the 
the object which is desired. Besides, I am told 
that if we do not pass the resolution, the House 
of Representatives will recommend the passage 
of a resolution of a similar character, and have 
the expense defrayed out of their own contingent 
fund. I think, therefore, it will be a matter of 
economy to have these documents containing three | 


hundred pages pound in muslin; which -can be k 
done so chesohy and so neatly. 


Mr. BRADBURY. I observe there is a limit- 
ation ofthe size of the volume.. -Last year it was 
ordered to- bind such volumes as contained not 
less than: three hundred pages. -The bill. before 
us limits the number of pages to two hundred. and. 
fifty. I move to strike out the words “‘ two hun- 
dred and fifty,” and insert the words. “.three hun- 

red, Ls 

Mr. HALE. - I object. Poss eee 

Mr. CLARKE, [ hope not. are 

Mr. BADGER. I hope that amendment. will 
not prevail. I would much rather see the fifty 
struck out and leave the words ‘‘ two hundred.”? 
I cannot understand why a document of two hun- 
dred pages should not be bound. I think any- 
thing beyond the size of a pamphlet should: be 
bound. [hope the amendment will not prevail. 

The amendment was not adopted. ; 

The joint resolution was then reported to the . 
Senate, and read a third time, and passed. 


SELECTION OF LANDS BY ILLINOIS. 


The Senate then proceeded, as-in Committee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of a “ Bill to au- 
thorize the State of Illinois to select the residue of 
the lands to which she is entitled under the act of 
2d March, 1827, granting land to aid that State in | 
opening a canal to connect. the waters of the Ili- 
nois river with fhose of Lake Michigan.” | 

Mr. HUNTER. I would like to'have that bill 
passed over. . : Sa, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Would the Senator from 
Virginia like an explanation of.the bill? j 

Mr. HUNTER. I should be glad to have it 
explained. i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In 1827, the Congress of the 
United States passed an act granting to the@®tate 
of Ilinois a certain amount of alternate sections 
of land, for the purpose of constructing a canal 
to connect the waters of the Illinois river and 
those of Lake Michigan. The grant was made, 
under supposition that the land would be sufi- 
cient to construct the canal. A corps of engi- 
neers, walking over it, decided that it would re- 
quire the sum:of six hundred thousand dollars to 
make the canal. We accepted the grant with the 
idea of making the canal out of these lands. We 
commenced the work on that supposition, and 
went on and expended a large sum of money. The 
next estimate was, that a million and a half. dol- 
lars would be required; but before we got through 
there was another estimate of three millions, and 
at last we made out the whole expenditure to be 
nine millions, and the canal is now finished. On 
selecting the lands there was an omission to select 
a small quantity, which was therefore left, and has 
been sold by the Government. The Department 
acknowledges that we are entitled to some twenty 
thousand acres more. It is a small amount, and 
this is simply to authorize the State to select what 
we were entitled to under the original grant.. The 
State does not ask any more on account of the 
greater expense than the original amount, esti- 
mated. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would inquire if the bill 
allows the selection to be made in any part of the 
State, or whether it is to be confined to the vicini- 
ty of the canal? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The lands were originally 
upon the borders of the canal, but the Govern- 
ment of the United States has sold a portion of 
the land to which we were entitled along the line 
of the canal. It must now be selected elsewhere, 
so much asis necessary to make up the small de~ 
ficiency that I have stated. 

“Mr. DAWSON. I would ask if the lands were 
not sold prior to the grant made to the State? 

Mr, DOUGLAS. Notatall. Every acre has 
been sold since, and we now do not wish to dis- 
turb the title which has been made erroneously 
out of the grant made to us. It is on thisaccount 
that we ask the privilege of selecting elsewhere. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate with- 
ent, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reaging. 

RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

The Senate next proceeded, as. in Committee of 
the Whole, to consider the bill granting the right 
of way and making a grant of jand to the State 
of Iowa, in aid of the construction of certain rail- 
roads in said State. 

The bill was reported with an amendment. 

The amendment proposed. to strike out all after 
the enacting clause, and insert a number of pro- 
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visions which have been prepared as a model bill. 
in relation to all grants of land for the construc- 
tion of railways. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would like to know from 
the Senator who introduced this bill, how much 
land it proposes to appropriate for the construction 
of these roads. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I ‘will state, for the 
satisfaction of the Senator from Virginia, that; ac- 
cording to the estimate last year, the principal road 
and the branch which it is proposed to make will 
require fifteen hundred thousand acres as a mini- 
mum, and eighteen hundred thousand as a maxi- 
mum. This amount is some three or four or 
five hundred thousand acres less than were granted 
to the State of Ilinois by a like bill. 

The Committee on Public Lands have sought to 
make this bill a model bill, and have shaped all 
the others which are to follow it for grants of land 
for like purposes in other ‘States after this model, 
which I trust the Senate will pass. It was care- 
gly examined and revised by the Senator from 

entucky, [Mr. Uxperwoop.}] Several amend- 
ments were introduced into it by him, and it comes 
now to thé Senate under the unanimous sanction 
of the Committee on Public Lands. I will state 
to my friend from Virginia, as I know that he sits 
heavily upon the public chest and dislikes to part 
with its dollars, that there is a provision in this 
bill enacting that the alternate sections of land 
which are not used for the construction of the rail- 
road shall not be sold at a less price than two dol- 
lars and fifty cents per acre; so that when you | 
take out this fifteen or eighteen hundred thousand 
acres, you will impose a tax upon our people who 
may purchase and settle on the land of double its 
present value. The bill therefore, in reality, 
grants very little to the State; and I hope it may 
be passed without opposition from my friend from 
Virginia. i 


Mr. HUNTER, I do not think that we ought 
to tax the constituents of the Senator from lowa, 
so as to make them pay $2 50 per acre for lands 
for which they ought not to pay more than $1 25; 
and if the bill is to operate in that way, l think it 
would be much better to lay it over for the pres- 
ent. It seems that there are to: be many other 
applications of a like nature; and, before we know 
it, we shall probably grant away all that portion 
of the public lands in detail from whioh we are 
likely to derive anyrevenue. I believe that if this i 
thing is to come up, it should come up asa sys- 
tem, so that we may see what we are doing. I 
hope that the bill may be postponed till another 


day. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope the Senate will | 
not determine to postpone this bill. It ig exactly 
the same which passed last session, and one prê- 
cisely similar has been passed this session, making 

‘a grant of land to the State of Mississippi. The 
title of the bill is wrong. The bill, in reality, 
makes no grant to the State asa gratuity. It au- 
thorizes the State to select alternate sections of 
six miles on each side of the road, but as the price 
of the remaining land is double, it is, in point of 
fact, no donation to the State, because the road 
will by that much enhance the value of the land. 

< The only grant given to the State, is the right of 
way through the public land. If this bill, and | 
others of the same kind, are put off, the lands 
through which these roads are to be located will 
be taken up by those who hold bounty land war- 
rants. Most. of the Jands in the range of these! 
railroads are already taken up, and it is therefore 
necessary, if any real benefit is to be derived from 
the passage of these bills, that they should be} 
passed as speedily as possible. If these lands | 
should be taken up by land warrants, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will not realize for 
them more than seventy-five cents per acre. 
the other hand, if they are granted for the con- 


struction of railroads, the Government will receive || 


the full price for all the lands. But, sir, in addi- | 
tion to all this, the lands adjacent to these roads, . 
not only for fifteen miles, but even for thirty or 
forty miles, will thus be brought into market, and 
will be sold many years sooner than they would 
otherwise be were it not for the building of these 
roads. Iagain say, that I trust the gentleman 
from Virginia will not insist upon this postpone- 


ment, inasmuch as this identical bill has been be- | 
fore the Senate for the lasteighteen months. The |! 


session before last it was introduced by myself, 
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and it has now been upon our table for one or two 


years.“ The amendments which are proposed are 
merely verbal, and do not materially affect the 
provisions of the bill. The bill is exactly the 
same as those granting lands to the States of IHi- 
hois-and Mississippi. : f 

Mr. ATCHISON. There is another odious 
condition attached to this bill. The General Gov- 
ernment, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. J ones} 
shows, grants nothing—it gives nothing. But, 
sir, this bill provides—and I suppose itis to be a 
model bill, whose provisions are to be extended to 
several other cases—that upon these railroads the 
Government stores and the Government troops 
shall be transported free of charge. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Will that be onerous? 

Mr. ATCHISON. Yes, it will be peculiarly 
onerous to the State of Missouri and the State of 
Iowa. From the Mississippi to the Missouri river 
across the State of Lowa, perhaps one-third of all 
the Government stores en route to California and 
New Mexico will be transported upon this road 
and upon the Missouri road exclusively. Now, 
sir, I intend to test the Senate upon this question; 
I shall move to strike out that gections Edo not 
consider it any great favor. It is nothing more, 
so far as pecuniary considerations are involved, 
than a grant of the right of way to construct these 
railroads through the public lands. This is about 
all that there is of it. The alternate sections we 
get thus: No. Iis free; and for No. 2 is charged 
$2_50 per acre, instead of $1 25 as now. 

But there is another consideration. We have 
passed a bill making land warrants assignable. I 
do not recollect now the amount of public lands 
that will necessarily be taken up by these land 
warrants. Will the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands tell me the quantity of the public 
lands that will satisfy these land warrants? I 
think they cannot fall much short of thirty-five or 
fifty millions of acres. 

And who obtains these public lands? Why, 
i sir, almost exclusively, or in ninety-nine cases 
out of a hundred, they will go to the citizens of the 
old States of this Union, under that law. Now, 
when we ask in reality nothing but the right of 
| way through the public lands, the Senator from 
Virginia, the chairman of the Commiitee on Fi- 
nance, whose duty it is to take charge of the pub- 
lic treasure—and I admit that I suppose itis in the 
discharge of that duty—opposes this bill. But I 
hope he will not be ableto obstruct the passage of 
this the first bill. Itis butslightly altered from the 
bills which have passed time after time through 
this body. If I am not mistaken, this bill passed 
here, at the last session. Then why deliberate? 
Why move to postpone it? Ithas been discussed 
for the last ten years. I understand that the Sen- 
jator from Virginia made the motion to postpone 
the further consideration of this bfil, with a view 
to have an opportunity to look into it, and exam- 
ine the princtples involved in it. There is nothing 
new init. This very bill, or a billinvolving most 
of its principles, if not all of them, has been dis- 
cussed time and again. I trust the Senate will 
act upon this bill,and prompily too. It is a mat- 
ter of importance, if you make this grant of land, 
or this donation, as some gentlemen call it, that 
you should make it speedily; because, as the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. Jones] suggested, these 
land warrants will fall into the hands of specula- 
tors, and they will, as a matter of course, search 
out the public lands which will be most valuable, 
upon which the greatest profits can be made, and 
there they will go and locate their warrants upon 
all the proposed railroad routes in the State of 
Missouri. Such has been the fact. We have 
two routes, one from St.@Bouis to the western 
boundary of the State, on the south side of the 
| Missouri river; and another from the town of Han- 
| nibal to the town of St. Joseph, on the north side of 
the Missouririver. During thelast year, 4100,000 
was received in the different land offices on the 
north side of the Missouri river, mainly upon A 
line of this northern railroad. Now, sir, the 
land warrants being made assignable, hundreds 
of thousands of them, or thousands at least, will 
fall into the hands of speculators, and the first 
lands that will be selected under these land war- 
rants, willbe the lands upon the borders of the 
| railroads in the State. . i: 
Then it is important that these bills should be 
| promptly passed, that these alternate sections 
should be granted to the railroads, and thus taken 
| out of the clutches of the speculators. I have ex- 
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| passed. 


| both sessions of the last Congress, and E-bel ve 
| at preceding sessions—after there had beer a most’ 
; emphatic and distinct expression of opinien by a 


amined, and I learn from the Commission 
General Land Office, that a hundred thousan I 
lars more money was received'-from-the offices on 
the north side of the Missouri river las tk 
for any one year during’ thé: last: ten yea 
trust, if the Senate intend to pass these bills dt-alf 
they will do it promptly; set SEES 
Mr, DAVIS. I understand the Senator itom 
Towa [Mr. Dover] to say that this was’ a’ model © 
| bill, and the Senator from Missouri [Mr: Arom- 
| SON] to repeat it. oa ee ; 
r. ATCHISON. Tso'understood iti 4 

Mr. DAVIS. Itisa bill, then, which isto be. 
our guide in all these matters. Thatiis one goog 
reason why it should: be made right. I rise for 
| the purpose of putting the inquiry to some gentle- 
man who is able to inform me, whether I am right 
in understanding, that in laying out the road the 
| State is authorized to lay one hundred feet on each 
side of the track—making the road two hundred 
feet wide. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. That isso. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Iowa answers 
that it is so. Then let us look a little at the effect 
of it, and see what may come: out lof sit: Two. 
hundred feet, all experience shows, ig guite unne- - 
cessary for a track. I believe: that a width ‘of 
eighty feet is all that is esteemed necessary for a 
railroad, unless where there is some éut; or eni- 
bankment, or something of that sort, in which: 
case more land is required. For all the purposes 
of a track—even for a double one—as far as our 
experience goes, eighty feet is deemed ample. 
Then, according to the bill, in front of the lands 
granted to the State, and in front of the lands 
owned by the United States, there will be-a tract 
of land in the private ownership of this road, If 
the State makes the road, it will own it, and will 
have a strip of land included within the track in 
front of the land of the United States, disposable 
for other purposes. If the State disposes of the 
right to make the road, as I believe INinois has done, 
to certain companies, the companies will own thé 
land. Ifthey have a right to locate two hundred 
feet, they will own land in front of the lands of the’ 
State and in front of the lands of the United States. 
Will not that be the result of the bill? It seems to” 
me that the grant should be limited to‘ at ‘least ‘so’ 
much land as is necessary for the road: ` Ttshould 
not go beyond that, unless you mean to lead your- 
selves into the difficulty I have pointed out. A 
tract of two hundred feetis notnecessary. There 
may be places where it will be necessary, but they 
will only occur oécasionally. I think the passage 
of the bill will lead to some embarrassment. P- 
throw out these remarks for the consideration of 
gentlemen, if we are to pass a bill which is to be 


” 


| our guide hereafter. : 


Mr. SMITH. The Senator from’ Massachu: i 
setts mistakes the provision of ‘the bill, : It* does 
not grant the land, two hundred feet wide, to- the , 
State of Iowa, throughout the entire length of ‘th 
road, but merely grants the right of way. Thi 
title to the land is not vested in the State, it is the 
mere right of way—the incorporeal right of way. 
It does not grant the right to the land itself; but it 
gives the State the privilege of moking the road 
over this breadth of land—two hundred feet—for 


ithe whole length of the road, so that the ‘road 


might be shifted, as might be necessary, within’ 
this range of two hundred feet. The right of way 


| enjoyed will be the mere breadth of the track and 
| so much of the adjoining land as may be necessary: 


to occupy for an embankment, or excavation, or 
anything of that sort. In this particular, I believe 
the bill conforms to the bill passed in favor of the 
State of Illinois, and to other bills which we have 
We passed several, I do not know how 
many, at the last session of Congress. I was then 
a member of the Committee on Public Lands, and 


| concurred with the majority of the committee— 


which I think was nnanimous on this subject—in 
reporting all these bills to the Senate. | apprehend, 
therefore, that there is no difficulty in regard to 
this matter. It is a mere grant of the right of 
way-—an incorporeal right invested in the State. 
fter what has been the decision of the Senate 
on this subject for several years past, certainly at 
leve: 


very large majority of this body in favor of this 


i policy, I did not suppose that I would have octa- 


sion to address the Senate on the subject. But F 


334. 


“say now,.as I. have said before, that both as a 


member of the House of Representatives and as a 
member of this body,.I have never given-any votes 
with more. satisfaction than those which I have 
iven-te accord to the new States of this Union 
that sort. of coöperation and assistance which. is 
comprised in bills of this character, by which we 
do.not surrender one dollar from the public. Treas- 
ury, for we obtain an equivalent by these: conces- 
gions in the enhanced price of the reserved lands. 
When I give such votes, I believe that I am not 
only advancing: the prosperity of the new States of 
the Union, but that I am contributing to the pros- 
perity of the whole country, Every appropriation 
of this character which is made, conduces not only 
to build up the West and the East, the Atlantic 
States and the middle States, but moreover to en- 
hance the resources of the Government itself; for 
-my honorable friend from Virginia (Mr. Hunter] 
knows very well that the resources of the Govern- 
ment do not depend upon the amount we actually 
collect into the Treasury, upon the dollars and 
cents we bring. to the public coffers, but upon the 
ability of the people of the country to submit to 
taxation. Now we have the hour of prosperity. 
Now the taxes laid on the people are light. But 
the hour may come when we shall be involved in 
war, when the condition of the country will be 
such that we shall have to call upon the people to 
go to the full extent of their ability in, supporting 
taxation to meet the exigencies of the country and 
of the Government. Sir, in opening these rail- 
roads, we not only provide for facilitating the | 
transportation of the mail, and of troops and mu- 
nitions of war, but we enhance the wealth of the 
country, and we increase its population and its 
tax paying capacity, and therefore place ourselves 
ina condition to meet any exigencies in which the 
country and the Government may be involved, 
particularly on the occasion of war, which I trust 
is very remote. 

I will not dwell on this subject. 
with cheerfulness for this bill. The only doubt I 
have in regard to this entire matter is, as to whether 
the country is not running too fast in constructing 

railroads, whether there is not some danger of our 
embarking more capital in this sort of enterprise 
than the country can afford, and whether there is 
not some danger of involving ourselves in a rail- 
road convulsion similar to that which occurred in 
England a few years since. If I have any hesita- 
tion whatever in regard to these appropriations, it 
is based on this consideration. I should much 
have preferred that my friends from Iowa should 
have consented to take the appropriation for one 
of these railroads at the present session and post- 
pone that for the other railroad until a future day. 
ut there is a great deal of propriety in the remark 
of my friend, that so far as one of the railroads is 
concerned, that from Keokuck to Dubuque, there 
is danger that the lands will be exhausted and 
taken up by the bill which we have passed making į 
®nd warrants assignable, to which, by the way, I į 
was utterly opposed. With regard to the other | 
railroad, extending entirely across the State to 
Council Bluffs, it is very well known thatit passes | 
over a very large portion of the State not now in 
course of settlement. 1 should have preferred it, 
then, if my honorable friends had consented to 
take an appropriation for one railroad, as I appre- 
hend that the finances and business of the country 
may be exposed to some danger of a revulsion by 
reason of over-action and over-expenditure in this 
business of building railroads. But I am for the 
general policy, and shall vote cheerfully for this 
bill,-and for all other bills of this character, unless 
I am restrained by the single consideration to | 
which I have referred. I am opposed to the mis- 
erable practice of giving away the public lands. I 
am for holding them in our hands, and dispensing | 
them for great and beneficent objects of national 
importance, With them I am for building rail- 
roads and canals, and for endowing seminaries; 
but I am not for dissipating them in the deplorable 
manner we did when we passed the bill giving 
bounty lands to I know not how many, perhaps 
to one half of the country. By that act there were 
a great many millions of dollars in a very great 
desree thrown away, and yet after you have given 
them the recipients come here and tell you that the | 
gift is not worth accepting unless they can have 
the privilege of taking the warrants into the market | 
and selling them fora mere song. If that immense | 


I shall vote ! 


amount in the aggregate could have been reserved | 
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and. appropriated. to. objects. of this character, it 
would have been a source of much benefit to the 
country. pt tt 

aI did not intend to address the Senate on this 
subject: I did believe that, after the expression of 
opinion and sentiment which we have had, discus- 
sion was unnecessary. - If, however, any Senator 
desires to have this bill postponed for the purpose 
of giving it further consideration, I. shall vote to 
postpone. it, although I shall unhesitatingly vote 
for the bill itself. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not rise for the purpose. of 
entering into any discussion of the merits of -this 
bill. I understood this to be a bill intended. to 
serve as a guide hereafter, and to be followed in 
other cases; it therefore seemed to me that. it 
should be properly considered, and that its pro- 
visions should be such as should be satisfactory. 
In answer to my objection that two hundred feet 
is an unnecessary quantity, and may prove an 
embarrassment, the Senator from Connecticut 
says, it is an incorporeal right—that the grant is 
really nothing but a grant of the right of way—of 
the right of having a track. Now, let me ask the 
gentleman, whether the easement granted does 
not extend to one portion of the two hundred feet 
as much as to another? and if the coterminous 


enjoyment of any part of these two hundred feet? 
If, for example, the land of a gentleman is one 
hundred feet from this road, is he not required to 
erect ull his buildings and improvements at that 
distance, although his lands come within one hun- 
dred feet of the track? Let me say,to the Sena- 
tor, that this will be found to be very inconveni- 
ent, both to the proprietors of the lands and to the 
proprietors of the road. My own impression is, 
that it embarrasses all parties; and that is the pre- 


in the bill to consider. 
and see whether, instead of this being a useful 


far as my observations have extended, people 
who have lands coterminous with a railroad, are 
desirous of bringing their places of business as 


joy the road with as little expense and inconve- 
nience as possible. If a man was about to build 
a place of business, the last idea that would enter 
his head would be to place it one hundred feet 
from the track of the road, if he wished to avail 
himself of its advantages. I think the provision 
is attended with inconvenience everywhere; but it 
is manifest that the easement goes to the whole 


two hundred feet, it precludes persons having 
lands adjoining the road from enjoying the benefit 
of the road without great inconvenience. 

I hope gentlemen do not suppose that 1 have 
risen for the purpose of interposing any captious 
objection to this measure, or for the purpose of 
embarrassing it in any way. I think that that 
portion of the bill to which I have drawn atten- 
tion should be examined, in order that it may be 
ascertained whether it will or will not be attended 
with inconvenience. Besides, E do not understand 
that there is any provision in the bill, limiting the 
time within which this road is to be commenced. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Yes, sir; it is limited 
to ten years. 

Mr. DAVIS. In order that we may have an 
opportunity of looking into the details of this bill, 


Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 
journed. 
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ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the consideration of the joint resolution No. 1, 
heretofore reported from the select committee, to 
which the same was referred, with an amendment 
explanatory of the act of 1850 granting to certain 
officers and soldiers bounty land, &.; the pending 

uestion being on the motion submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunwam,] to commit 


Prayer 


the said joint resolution and pending amendments 


proprietors of lands are not precluded from the | 


cise thing which I wish gentlemen most interested | 
I wish them to look at it į 


provision, it does not embarrass everybody. So | 


near to the track as they can. They desire to en- | 


two hundred feet. As it extends to the whole | 


as it is to be madea model bill, I move that the | 
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H to. the Committee of the Whole House on the 


state of the Union, and:ön which question the gen- 
tleman from Indiana (Mrs Firch] is entitled to the 
floor. Hoey as 

Mr: FITCH. I have. been requested to yield 
the floor for the purpose of going into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, to take 
up the Mexican indemnity bill. But after the 


i character of the debate. of yesterday, no benefit 


would result from my doing so; though, if. I súp- 
osed debate would be closed upon that bill, and 


it could be disposed of to-day, I should yield wil- 
lingly. poo 
Mr. Speaker, upon the bill now under consider- 


ation, which was reported by my colleague, (Mr. 
Duwnam,] I desire to say but a few words... In- 
deed, the objections which I entertain to that bill 
have been so ably urged by others as to preclude 
the necessity of saying much more. ‘he bill 

urports to be an act amendatory of an act grant- 


| ing bounty lands to certain officers and soldiers 


engaged in the military service of the United 
States, and for other purposes. bi 

I confess, sir, that Lam astonished upon reading 
this bill that it should have emanated from the 
source from whence it came, for I believe that of 
all the members upon this floor the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. Dunnam] who reported 
it is usually the last gentleman who could be 
charged with inaccuracies in the business which 
falls under hischarge. He is, perhaps, ordinarily, 
as correct in legislative matters as any other gen- 
tleman here. This bill, however, notwithstanding 
his general accuracy, is a very crude and imper- 
fect one,—a fact of which my colleague [Mr. 
Donnan] is doubtless as well satisfied now as any 
one else. The proof of this crudeness and imper- 
fection may be found in the bill itself, andin the 
remarks of the chairman when he introduced it. 
After hearing the debate of Thursday, and in view 
of the diversity of opinion developed by that de- 
bate in the committee from which the bill came, it 
is a matter of surprise that any bill could be re- 
ported from it: and if any, certainly we could 
expect none other than one of the mongrel char- 
acter of this. 

The first section of the bill, as. it stands, is 
highly objectionable. These objections may be 
obviated in part by the amendment which the 
chairman himself proposes—an amendment which 
he so singularly explained on Thursday, by as- 
sailing other members of the committee. But 
whether that section be so modified as to obviate 
its objectionable features or not, I consider its 
passage totally unnecessary. We have already 
passed, in this House, a bill making these war- 
rants assignable. That bill is probably before 
this time engrossed, with amendments, in the other 
end of the Capitol, and will soon become a law. 

The chairman of the committee, [Mr. Dunuam,]- 
when he introduced the bill, advocated this first 
section as it is. But when he introduced the 
amendment, he, by implication, opposed it in its 
present shape, by advocating that amendment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman is mistaken. 
I did not advocate that section when I introduced 
it. I only explained it. 

Mr. FITC Does the gentleman desire that 
I should read his remarks upon this section? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ihave no objection. I op: 
posed that section when 1] introduced the bill. 

Mr. FITCH. Perhaps my colleague’s advo- 
cacy of that section was that of a lawyer in court, 
who feels it his duty to make the best of the case 
for his client; entertaining certain mental reserva- 
tions, however—private opinions as to the moral 
character and guilt of that client, which he does 
not see proper to express to the jury. 

The gentleman says he opposed that section 
when he introduced the bill. In this he is mis- 
taken. He did oppose it when he introduced the 
amendment, and thus eat his own words—his own 
previous argument. I shall therefore pay no far- 
ther attention to his argument in favor of this sec- 
tion. I will leave that Janus-faced argument to 
neutralize itself. 

The second section of the bill provides for com- 
pensating registers and receivers of land offices for 
the location of bounty land warrants. ‘This is, in 
my opinion, the most important section in the 
bill, considering the fact that we have alread 
passed a bill making land warrants assignable, lt 
recognizes the justice and necessity of paying those 
officers, in some manner, for the labor and trouble 
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of locating these warrants.. So far it is fight and 
proper, but is a mere mockery, in the manner and 
extent to which it proposes to compensate them. 

I must here briefly call the attention of my col- 
league [Mr. Dunnam] to a portion of his own re- 
marks in relation. to this section ofthe bill, and 
upon which I shail take the liberty to comment as 
I proceed. _ ros : 

c It may be possible,” he says, ‘that in some 
of the offices, labor has been done for which their 
fees and salaries have not been: an adequate com- 
pensation.” Notonly is that possible, Mr. Speak- 
er, but, as my colleague well knows, it is an abso- 
lute certainty, because the records of the «returns 
of those officers, found in the office of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, prove to a 
demonstration that the money which many of 
these officers have received is not sufficient to af- 
ford any compensation whatsoever for the trouble 
necessarily attendant upon these alocations. lt 
amounts to very little above their salary; and 
that salary, as we all know, will nggfeed and 
maintain themselves, independent o support 
of their families. 

He says, ‘If their case is meritorious, un- 

‘doubtedly the Congress of the United States will 
be disposed to granjerelief. And further, that 
“they are left in thé€™same situation as private 
claims.” 

He thus would leave these officers, in each in- 
dividual case, to present an application to this | 
House for relief in the premises; an application 
which, of course, like all other applications for 
similar ‘purposes, must be referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims; and it is well known what is gener- | 
ally the fate of these applications. It is such, that 
no gentleman can desire to multiply them. They 
remain here generation after generation; in some 
instances without any report being made upon 
them, and in others with favorable reports, which 
are not acted upon. 

He proceeds,at the same time, to state that 
“they have, in many instances, received almost 
the maximum which the law allows them to re- 
ceive, without any payment whatever for the lo- 
cation ofland warrants.” But, in truth, they have 
not received near that amount. I do not know 
from what source the chairman derived the in- 
formation with which he thus edified the House; 
but certain jt is, that during the five years from 
1847 to 1851, both inclusive, if the percentage of all 
the different offices had been equally divided, it | 
would not have given these officers, including their 
salary, over $1,000 per annum. . But bear in 
mind, this percentage was very unequally divided. 
Perhaps two or three offices in the State of Indi- 
ana approached nearer the maximum than any 
others. In fact, it is altogether probable, one 
(Fort Wayne) attained that maximum. But it was 
owing to peculiar local and temporary causes. 
Much of the land within these office districts 
was not subject to entry until about the commence- 
ment of the period [ have mentioned. Theselands 
previously belonged to the Miami Indians, and 
‘were purchased by the United States at so high a 
price, that in selling them the minimum price was 
fixed at $2 per acre. They were, moreover, not 
subject to entry with land warrants, unless the 
warrants were in the hands of the original holders; 
and then only on payment of the difference between 
the special minimum price and the general minimum 
of. other lands. | These lands were very soon | 
nearly all disposed of; and the cash sales of these 
offices, and of course the percentage from such 
sales, have very much diminished; so that they 
have not since equaled, by a very considerable 
amount, the average of the cash sales of the offices 
in other States. The highest yearly amount of 
sales, within the five years mentioned, was in 1850; 
and the offices in Illinois sold more than those of 
any other State; yet the highest percentage there, 
even in that year, was but about $600. 

I make these brief remarks in relation to the 
pay of these officers more for the purpose of elicit- 
ing fall information, for that information is in the | 
House, in the possession of one of my colleagues, 
than with the hope or expectation of myself im 
parting anything not already known to the House 
in relation to the matter. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I willfurnish the House that 
information, if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. FITCH. The gentleman tells me that he 
will furnish this information to the House. I fear 
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‘less use. 


part will receive a-coloring from his own peculiar į 
| Views: and“ opinions upon the subject, so that the | 
House. will not have impartial testimony, as it 
should have fo legislate with impartiality. With 
all due respect to the gentleman, I should much 
prefer that the information should emanate from 
another source, and I know thatit is in the pos- 
session of another gentleman upon this floor. 

My friend [Mr. Dunnam] proceeds to remark, 
in justification of the proposition to limit the pay 
hereafter, for the location of these warrants, to 
fifty cents, that there is just as much trouble, and 
no more, in locating a forty acre warrant as 
there is in locating a one hundred and sixty acre 
one. This may be true; yet fifty cents is no com- 
pensation for b i 


of the offices in making the locations is taken 
into consideration. The labor in fact is quadruple 
that of the ordinary cash sales of land: and the 
per cent. which such sales would give is certainly. 
small enough compensation for that trouble—small 
enough to suit even the professed rigid economy 
of the gentleman himself. I may as well antici- 
pate an argument which the gentleman will doubt- 
He will allege that all the labor and 
trouble in these cases are confined to the register, 
and that the receiver is not legitimately entitled to 
any compensation. i 

ut this is very far from being the case. The 
receiver’s signature will be found attached three 
times to the papers in each case. This, of 
course, presupposes an examination of the papers | 
to which his signature is affixed. He is com- 
pelled, moreover, to sign the monthly abstract 
and certify to its correctness, and how can he do 
this without a laborious examination of the papers 
| in each case? 

The application of these officers for that com- 
pensation which all willing to be governed by 
justice must cknowledre due them, has been 
already made, as is well known, to those who ! 
were members of the last Congress. Our action 
for their relief need not, therefore, await that pro- 
spective application which the chairman of the 
committee appears to contemplate in his opening 
remarks. f 

The application being for that justly due them, 
pay should not be withheld, for we have no right | 
to impose labor upon our officers, duties as oner- 
ous as these, or any other duties, without a just 
compensation. Look, if you please, Mr. Speaker, 
for & moment at the operation upon these offi- 

cers of the law providing for the distribution of 
| bounty land warrants, and their location. It im- 
| poses duties upon the officers which necessarily 
| compel them to clerk hire—a clerk hire sufficient 
ito absorb their pitiful salary of five hundred 
| dollars per annum; leaving thern entirely without 
any perquisites from their office, and depriving 
them, in fact, of that very pay to which they 
would be entitled had there been no sales what- 
ever; swallowing up the pittance which it is sup- 


entries in his particular office. f 
this committee very pertinently, as he fancies, | 
asks this House if they know what amount will | 
be required to compensate these officers, and give | 
them the percent. which they ask. After having | 
admitted in this section that they were entitled to | 
compensation, it should never be asked. what | 
amount is to be paid, if that question is de- | 
signed to operate against the payment. The only | 
question which should be asked, he has himself | 
j answered, which question is this, Is the demand į 
He has answered that in the affirmative— 


f sire to call the attention of thé chairman; pry a. 
{| convince no other member of this Flouse, [shall — 
i) have proved ‘to. him that his. own hand-work ig: 


cating in either case, when the | 
average amount of trouble and extra duty at many |; 


posed each. obtains, whether there be or be not | 
The chairman of | 


| Opposition to the-entire~ bill for that:sol 
| justifiable. 0 <0 0 ype eee : 
| Section four contains another and” one of th 
worst defects in the: bill, and oneto which: 
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erfect, scarce decently rough-hewed. « Tiet më 
his attention fora moment to this section, and 
|i to a certain feature in the pil, ofawhich this -prò- 
i| fesses to be amendatory. I havMhere the bill pro-. 
i viding for the donaji of bounty land warrants; 
|, approved Septemb ; 1850, and the bill amend- 
|, atory thereto, introduced by my colleague, [Mr. 
| Duntam.] In the bill of September 30, 1850,’ is 
found the following proviso: -~ i 
tí Provided, That whenever any officer or. soldier was 
honorably discharged, in consequence of disability in the 
service, before the expiration of his period of service, he 
shall receive the amount to which he would have been en- 
titled if he had served the full period for which he wag 
| engaged to serve.??, 

The object of this proviso is manifest: It is, 
that the wounded, who have enlisted or volun- 
teered for a given period, but have been discharged 
before the termination thereof, in ‘corisequence of 
wounds, shall be entitled ‘to receive the same 
bounty lands to which they would have been ens. 
titled under the bill if they had served out their 
entire period. Compare that provision, for'ggmo-' 
ment, with the fourth section of the bill repdrted 
by my colleague, which I will read. Section four 
of this bill provides: 

“That in computing the term of service of the officers 
and soldiers of militia, volunteers and rangers, for the pur- 
poses of this act, or of the act of which this act is explan+ 
atory, such term shall be computed from the time they were 
mustered into the service of, and paid by the United States, 
to the time they were discharged therefrom.” 

Thus cutting off many. of the most meritorious 
class of those for whose benefit the law of 1850 
was designed from any bounty whatever; because 
there are many ‘instances where citizens volun-~ 
teered or enlisted for a specified time, and were 
wounded within the first thirty days of the term: 
of their enlistment, and discharged in consequence 
of those wounds. But this amendatory act would 
deprive all of this class of the bounty to which, of . 
all men, they are most entitled, This feature of, 
the bill I look upon as the most crude and: imper- ` 
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fect—but the result rather of carelessness than 
design; for I cannot believe that my colleague, or 

| any other member of the committee, would be 
willing to do injustice to that class embraced in the 
proviso, of those for whose benefit the original 
act was intended. 

|| The sixth section also contains a defective, fea- 

‘| ture, and one to which, if 1 am not mistaken, the 
' attention of my colleague was early called.. It is: 
| found in the latter part of the section, and provides 
i that the warrants “ may be located. upon any lands 
of the United States subject. to private. entry: at 
the time of such location.: Iam not sure: but 
there is a pending amendment to this section... < 

Mr. DUNHAM. | There is an amendment, by 
adding thereto. thé words, “at $1 25 per. acre,” 
or to that effect. ; sa i 

Mr. FITCH. Then this section, if the amend~ 
ment is adopted, is free from any objection of the 

| character which 1 was about to urge. My objec- 

i tion to the section as first reported, had no refer- 
ence to the permission given to locate warrants on 
any Government land, wherever situated, if the 
same permission had been extended. to all war- 
rants; but to the fact, that it would create a dis- 
tinction in favor of these warrants, and against 
those issued for the benefit of those who served in , 
the Mexican war; whereas they should be placed 
upon the same footing. — : i 

There are other objections, which I designed to 
urge when the bill first came up, but which, as I 
have already remarked, have been ably stated by. 
other members, and I certainty ghall not go over 
the same ground. There are Sill others, by no 
one yet mentioned, part of which may be mis- 
prints; for we cannot presume that this committee 
would report a bill, professing to be amendatory. 

ii of another act, and insert references to provisions 

‘1 in that act, and clauses of the act, which have no. 

i| existence. The last section contains a reference 

i to a proviso in the second section of. the original. 

ii act, which section has no proviso whatever... This.. 

i) I say may be a misprint, and I submit to m col- 

| league that he had better declare’ the whole ‘bill.a 

f the defects ‘with which it 
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aboutds;and procure its reference tothe Commit- 
tee.of. the Whole, where alone it can be corrected. 
Or, better still, as we shall soon ‘have a. bill from 


he Senate. meeting the purpose for which this bill 
- & 


vas designed, that. he lay this upon the ‘table. . I 


shall not, of course, make this motion, as there || 


yay be-other gentleman entertaining-opinions, and 
desiring to express them in reference to:it, different 
from-those which I have urged. But my declining 
_ to make«the -mggion. is not from-entertaining any 
doubt that such Would be ‘the. most appropriate 
disposition of thebill, for itjgmgertainly one which 
in-its present shape, Is not become.a law. 
Mr. CLARK. The grounds of my- désire to 
resent a few reflections upon the bill which is now 
efore the Efouse, will» be found in the fact that 
the provisions. of this. bill intimately interest my 
constituents:  Perhaps-the people of no State will 
bë more seriously affected by the provisions of this 
bill. than those of the State which I have the honor 
to represent here; and this remark, Mr. Speaker, 
applies generally, not only to those who are now 
citizens of that State, but to all who expect to be- 
come citizens hereafter. And not only so, but 
there are those there who are personally interested 
in this bill; and it is upon this account that I pro- 
pose briefly to consider some of the provisions 
oth of the original bill and of the substitute. It 
will get be my object to travel over the whole 
grod, and consider all the sections and all the 
rovisions which arise upon these two bills. 

I was glad, Mr. Speaker, to learn that the chair- 
man of the special committee which reported the 
substitute, sent up an amendment the other day 
to. the first section of the bill, in reference to the 
mode by which the warrants shall be assigned. I 
think that it would unquestionably create great 
confusion if there should be thirty-one different 
modes of assigning land warrants, in accordance 
with the laws of each of the thirty-one States of 
the Union. Now, the very fact that you propose 
to make warrants assignable, presupposes another 
fact, that you mean to give them a marketable 
value; that you mean an advantage shall accrue to 
the warrantee as well as to those who shall pur- 
chase them. Now, sir, if they shall be attended 
with such clogs as will prejudice their value in the | 
market, why then your original purpose is to that 
extent contravened and defeated. 
these warrants pass from hand to hand, except at | 
a diminished price, unless they shall pass freely 
without any restriction, and under such circum- 
stances that those who"propose to purchase them 
shall know that their assignments are according to 
law? Where do these warrants go for a market, 
and where do they find purchasers? In the first 
place they find them in the cities of the East, 
and in the next place in the neighborhoods of the 
land offices in the various districts of the West. 
And there it is, as well as here, that they are pur- 
chased by those who expect to use and locate 
them upon the public domain. ‘Will these pur- 
chasers, sir, give as much for these land warrants 
when it cannot be known, or if known, yet with 
great difficulty and uncertainty, whether they have 
been assigned according tolaw ? And how shall they 
know unless they have the means of referring to the 
statutes of the different States, whether they have 
been assigned in the manner in which deeds are re- 
quired to be signed and authenticated in the several 
States in which such assignment shall be made? 
It is impossible that the purchaser can know 
with that certainty, upon which reliance may be 

laced; and whenever a warrant is offered to him, 

is natural answer would be, ‘that inasmuch 
as I have something to risk in reference to this 
matter, I cannot, and will not, give as much for it 
as though there was that certainty upon which I 
ean rely.”? This will be his natural reply. But, 
if the mode prescribing the transfer of these war- 
rants is made by the Secretary of the Interior, it | 
will be A within, perhaps, less than 
twenty days after the mode is prescribed, it will | 
be known in all the distant parts of the United | 
States. There will be noneignorant of it. I think, 
then, decidedly, that the amendment offered by the 
chairman of the select committee, [Mr. Donuam,] 
in regard to the mede of assignment, is one in 
itself wise and expedient, and that it ought to be 
adopted. Thenext provision in the substitute which 
has been offered, to which I shall call the attention 
of the House for a few moments, is that in refer- 
ence to the compensation of those who have here- 
tofore performed service in the location of land 
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How would ii 


warrants without pay: 
diana, (Mr. Firew,] who-last spoke, has so fully 


stop: to cohsider:them; but merely the principle 
involved.’ I believe it. is an admitted fact, that 
those who: have rendered -services in your land 
offices, in. the location of land warrants, haye not 
received. that compensation © to which their ser- 
vices are entitled; and now Task, upon what prin- 
ciple it is that those who have heretofore performed 
services for this Government, shall be left- without 
compensation? -L ask the chairman who reported 
this substitute, why it is that those who have al- 
j| ready performed services are left to leanness and 
injustice, when those who are hereafter to perform 
like services are to be paid for their labor? Can 


principle between those who have rendered ser- 
vices, and those who are to render service, in ref- 
| erence to compensation? Is there any? I wish 
to call the gentleman’s attention to that point—I 
wish to fasten his mind upon it; and I wish him 
to satisfy the House what distinguishing principle 
there is between those officers who have performed 
a service, and those who are hereafter to render 
| the same service. If there is any, it is in favor of 
i those who have already performed the service. 
| Why, have they not performed them in view of 
the honor, the justice, and the good faith of this 
Government?) Whenever you have invited indi- 
viduals to labor for you,and have provided no 
specific compensation, is it to be tolerated as a 
precedent, or as a matter of principle, that they 
shall go unrewarded? I hear gentlemen say that 
they were under no obligation to have retained 
their office, and have performed the service which 
was required of them. Are they tobe disposed of 
|; in this summary way—lI might say in this inequi- 
table way? Whenever you absolve yourself from 
your good faith—whenever you tread your good 
taith under foot, and do not perform that which 
you are reasonably expected to perform to- 
wards your citizens, that moment you do an in- 
jury to the citizens, which will recoil upon you, 
| and which you wiil be made to feel. You hold 
| out no inducement to faithfulness and devotion on 
the part of those upon whom you call for labor. 
| Why, it seems to me, if there is anything in a dec- 
laration of this kind, that it applies only to those 
who are to hold office hereafter. When you have 
| refused to grant them compensation, they will then 
know what course to pursue; they will know that 
you do not mean to reward. them, and they will 
protect. themselves. But, such is mot ‘the fact 
| with reference to those who have already per- 
formed the services. I will read a brief extract 
from a letter to me by one of the officers of the 
land office in my district. He says, in addi- 
tion to the above, referring to his memorial— 
|i s“ We beg leave to add, that of the new warrants 
I| ‘for which there is no compensation allowed, 
| ‘there have been located at this office, during the 
| ‘last two weeks, nearly one thousand; the labor 
| ‘attending which would employ three competent 
l < clerks.” [can vouch for the truthfulness of this 
man. 
Mr. DUNHAM. [should like to know from 
the gentleman at what place that officer resides. 
Mr. CLARK. Dubuque, Iowa. Now, let 
į gentlemen bear in mind, there is a limit fixed by 
law beyond which the-compensation of your offi- 
cers cannot go. I have no objection to a modifi- 
cation—to a scaling of their compensation, if the 
House think proper to do so; but I contend for 
the principle, the main principle, that they shall be 
paid as much as they reasonably deserve. An- 
| other fact, that may not be known to gentlemen 
į here who are not intimately conversant with af- 
| fairs of this kind, is, that the land officers are 
allowed nothing for rent and nothing for clerk 
| hire, nothing for fuel or stationery. They have 


l] to provide themselves with all of these things, 


j and their salary is but $500, and the other rem- 


centage upon moneys received. Ni you have 
| set afloat a large amount of lan rip, with 
| which your public domain is to be entered upon, 
| and, as a natural consequence, you have curtailed, 
in a great measure, the purchase of lands with 
| cash. Therefore there is no percentagé, and the 

compensation of your land officers is reduced to a 
mere pittance. As it is now, it is hardly equal to 
the crumbs that fall from their “master’s. table. 
These land officers have performed service in the 


The gentleman from In- 


investigated the facts of this case, that I shall not. 


the gentleman tell us what-is the distinguishing 


nant of their compensation is made up of per- | 


{ 


i 


location: of land vagrants: from. the time of the 
‘passage of the original act granting bounty: lands 


to those who. served in the Mexican. war, which 
was in: February, 1847, up to. June of that year. 
For all that was doné: betwèen . these. periods ‘no 
compensation: has’ been réceived.. “I believe there 
was an act passed in. June of that ‘year by 
which they were allowed a ‘certain compensation 
upon- warrants thereafter, to be located. > Again, 
the act of 1850, which has thrown wide-cast the 
greatest amount of warrants, provides for no 
compensation to them for their location. At 
any rate it provides for no compensation, ‘and 
this is the kind of warrants to which the au- 
thor of the communication from which I have 
read alludes. Now, I ask whether it is not hard 
enough that a’man should earn his bread under 
the curse, to wit, by the sweat of his brow, and 
get his bread when he has earned it? I ask if 
gentlemen sitting here as a grand inquest in a mat- 
ter of this kind, to do justice to our fellow-citizens, 
are to tur em away with such great injustice 
as cannot to awaken jealousy and rankling of 
heart? I am sure that it would bea violation öf 
the plainest principles of justice—it would not 
be Jew—it would not be Christian. I do not 
believe it would be Mohggamedan; I-am sure 
it is not law. ‘Why, sir, the Jewish law would 
not suffer the mouth of the ox to be muzzled 
that treadeth out the cori, and the Christian pre- 
cept is, that the laborer is worthy of his hire. 
1 do not know exactly what the Koran says 
upon the subject, but the Jaw says that a man 
who has served his fellaw-man shall recéive as 
much as he reasonably deserves to have. The 


; principle is not altered when the case is between 


an individual and the Government. Because you 
are sovereign or law-makers, do you lift your- 
selves above law and the principles of law? Be- 
cause you cannot be reached in the execution of 
the law, therefore do you tread the principles of 
law under foot? I will believe it when I see it, 
and never before. I believe this Government has 
heretofore observed good faith in reference to 
those who have performed services for it, and I 
do not believe thatit is yet ready to cut loose from 
that principle, and to say that they will have no 
more of it. 1 shall not dwell upon that section of 
the substitute, which provides for the issuing of a 
new batch of bounty land warrants. I will con- 
tent myself simply with saying, that as at present 
advised, lam against that provision. Tam glad 
that there is one section of this bill which I can 
approve, and that is the 6th: ‘That the warrants 
‘which have been or may hereafter be issued in 
‘pursuance of said act may be located upon any 
‘lands of the United States subject to private entry 
‘at the time of such location.” 

This is as it should be, and: this is the most im- 
portant part of this bill. There is no portion of 
it which is so material to the new States, and I 
may say to all the States—at any rate, to all those 
in the old States who expect to emigrate’ and be- 
come settlers inthe new. Were I shall feel it my 
duty, in a cursory manner, to recur to the argu- 
ment made by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Tucx,] and also to the argument made’ 
the other day by the gentleman from Ilinois, (Mr. 
Bissevu.] l 

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Tucr] seems to plant himself upon what he per- 
haps would denominate a principle in antagonism 
to speculators. It seems that speculators area 
prominent class of men in the mind of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire. He would pursue a 
policy which would cut short the speculators from 
obtaining the public lands. He says, that if you 
suffer land warrants to be located upon the public 
domain to an extent as wide as they are surveyed 
and offered in market, the lands will fall into the 
hands of speculators. I can assure the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, that all his reasoning upon 
this point is based upon false facts, and therefore 
the force of his reasoning is neutralized and de- 
stroyed. The gentleman resides in the midst of 
the granite hills of New Hampshire. I reside in 
the midst of the great prairies. of the West, where 
there are large tracts of public lands. I think 1 
know the operations of this thing. I think I can 
with safety say, that speculations in lands have 
ceased long ago, except as here and there ah indi- 
vidual may have entered a small amount upon 
speculation. Why, they have found. ita losing 
business years ago.” It has been perhaps ten to 
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fifteen years since capitalists embarked. money in l 
this way. They found there was no. profit init: 
They found that the payment of taxes—the-pay- 
ment of agents, and the slow and gradual-rise in — 
value of the public lands, would not warrant the 
operation. -` Suppose, for the sake of argument and 
by way of illustration, that. individuals go to the 
‘West, wherg there are large tracts of public lands, 
and make large entries, and hold these lands with 
a view to derive profit from them when they shall | 
rise in value. Why, doesnot the genfleman see 
at a glance, that as long as there are such vast 
tracts of land in market which can be had at the 
minimum price of one dollar and a quarter per acre, 
nobody is going to give ten, five, or two and a half 
dollars an acre for the land which is held by spec- | 
ulators? This is the course which the thing takes. 
An individual who wishes to purchase land for his | 
own benefit, will go upon the public domain, and 
he will get the land which is to be had at the 
cheapest price. I assure the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Tuck] that the practical opera- 
tion of the thing is not as he has stated. Thereis 
here and there an individual who wishes to spec- 
ulatein publiclands, and attempts to doit, but they 
are like angels’ visits, in one respect at least, few 
and far between. i 

Mr. TUCK. Although the statement by the | 
gentleman from Iowa of his opinion, that the ex- ! 
tension of the right of location of land warrants | 
upon the newly-surveyed lands of the West, is | 
entitled to much weight with me, yet it is not suf- | 
ficient to control my vote. Iam aware that rep- | 
resentatives from the West may be presumed to | 
be better acquainted with their local*interests than | 
we of the oldSiatesare. 1 will state, for the bene- 
fit of the gentleman from Iowa and others, that | 
the opinion I expressed the other day, against the | 

olicy of opening the infant settlements of the far | 
West to be overrun by the holders of these war- 
rants, was founded, in part, upon information and | 
opinions derived from gentlemen who understand | 
the interests of the West as well, and are as anx- 
ious to promote it, as the gentleman from lowa can 
be. I stated the other day, and now say again, 
that 1 believe that the new settlements of the West, 
in their early infancy, are hemmed in by specu- 
lative holders of land, and are retarded in their 
prosperity thereby, being unable to defend them- 
selves against the ill effects of land being held in 
large amounts by non-resident speculators; and I} 
believe that opening the newly-suryeyed lands to 
these land warrants will increase the evil. The 
older portions of the West, where there are lands 
enough for the use of the warrants, have the abil- 
ity to defend themselves. Ihave given the rea- 
sons of my opinion, and I have the satisfaction of 
knowing, that men who live in the West, and oc- 
eupy eminent positions, agree with me in what I 
have said. I would refer the gentleman from Iowa 

articularly to the opinions of the gentleman from 

Hinois, [Mr. Bisserx,] who spoke the other day 
upon this bill, and did me the honor to indorse 
the opinion I had expressed, of the bad policy of 
opening the new lands to invasion by specylating 
holders of land warrants. 

Mr. CLARK. Ido not. know what the knowl- 
edge of facts is on the part of the gentleman from 
Winois [Mr. BrsseLL] to whoni the gentleman from 
New Hampshire refers. I do not know precisely 
the reasons of the policy which the gentleman from 
Illinois urges upon the House. I only speak of 
the facts, either positive or negative, which have 
transpired within the sphere of my own knowl- 
edge. Now, there would be no prejudice to Hli- | 
nois, that this limitation should be observed, this | 
restriction had in the location of warrants, because | 
the lands in Illinois have been surveyed and were | 
in market long ago. Such is not the fact in Wis- , 
consin and Towa, and other new Statesand Terri- | 
tories. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
{Mr. Tuck] undertook to illustrate his case the 
other day by the fact, that in his travels in Min- 
nesota, he fell in with two men, who had removed, | 
if I mistake not, from the Siate of Illinois, and | 
that their motive for doing so was, because they | 
were surrounded with lands which were held by } 


2% 


j tion of the chairman of the select committee [Mr. 


‘of this bill will 


.have done it, and relied upon the courts of the 


speculators. Now, -1 will venture the opinion, if 
these men should be put upon the stand and cross- 
examined, it would be found that they never owned 
nacre of land in the western country in their lives. 
I know not where they went from, but there is 
a class of men in the western country—I neither 
question their doings northeir motives—who are 
never satisfied except they are upon the extreme 
frontier, They do not want to be surrounded 
either by speculators or anybody else. They want 
an open sea—they want the whole region for their 
own use. 
tutions. There are a few such—very few, and 
they are in the exercise of a right, which is their 
own, when they seek the most distant locations. 
Mr. COBB, (interrupting.) I will call the at- 


Dunnam] to an inquiry, which I wish to make: I || 
desire to know what. he means by the proviso to || 
the seventh section of this bill, ‘Provided that the 
benefits of this act shall not accrue to any person 
who isa member of the present Congress?” 


They do not wish for society or insti- |! 
H 


New Seams. No. 92, 


- Sir, you have set afloat a ‘large amoun j 
scrip, as it may be called——-warrants;, the design of 
which is to absorb,as far as they will go, the pub- 
lic lands. You design by this system and by the 
transfer of these warrants to enable your citizens 
to purchase and so to make themselves ‘homes. 
Now, Task, for what reason or sound policy’ you 
should restrict the location’. of them? You ‘say 
| upon the face of a given warrant, * This document 
-is good for one hundred and sixty: acres of land”? 
but yet gentlemen seek to say that it shall be of 
land of a certain value.~ You say upon the face of 
your scrip that the land is worth one dollar anda 
quarter per acre, and by a note at the bottom you 


į say, in substance, that it shall only be worth sèv- 
! enty-five cents. 
| terms? Besides that, it would bea partialsystem. - 


Ts not this a contradiction ‘in 


Those who obtain their warrants first from the 
Department go and make a choice of their lands, 
while those who come afterwards are compelled to 


! take up with inferior lands, and finally with those 


that are merely refuse. Is there any justice in 


Mr. DUNHAM. I will state, in explanation, 
that there is an error in the printing, and the 
proper correction will be made. 

Mr. COBB. As the chairman of the commit- 
tee has determined to amend it in its present form, 
it supersedes the necessity of my commenting 
upon it. 

As to the remarks of the gentleman from New |; 
Hampshire, (Mr. Tuck,] a few days ago, in rela- || 
tion to the third section of this bill, E am satisfied {| 
that if the gentleman had had the question of 
granting bounty lands to meritorious citizens of 
the United States in his possession as long as I 
had it during the last Congress, he would see at 
once the necessity of the passage of a bill to con- 
struc the third scction of the original law. I am 
satisfied that the Secretary of the Interior has put 
a wrong construction ov that portion of the bill, 
from the fact that I had the bounty land bill in 
my charge, as a member of the Committee> on 
Public Lands, for seven mohths during the last |; 
Congress, and feeling deeply interested in it, L 
sounded the opinion of almost every member of 
this House upon the subject. ‘Che third section |! 
remove the difficulties which 
the Sécretary of the Interior has thrown in the 
way of meritorious individuals whom it was 
designed to include in that bill. He ought to be || 
satisfied by this time that he has also placed a false || 
construction on the law, by prohibiting the trans- |: 
fer of the bounty land warrants; for both branches 
of the Congress of the United States have said 
that that was not their intention when they passed |! 
the measure. So satisfied am I that the construc- || 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior upon that point 
was wrong, that if I had been disposed to pur- 
chase a land warrant from an individual I should |i 


country to sustain me in the position that these 
land warrants were truly and properly assignable 
under the original Jaw. Both branches of Con- 
gress have now decided that question. r 

I feel satisfied that the Secretary of the Interior 
will see the error into which he has fallen, and | 
will hereafter be cautious not to throw obstacles in | 
the way of merilorious individuals so as to prevent | 
them from receiving their warrants, or to prevent |; 
the transfer that was contemplated by the law. _ jj 

Mr. CLARK, (resuming.) I believe that I 
should be safe in saying that it is my opinion that | 
ninety-nine out of a hundred of all of the land |! 
warrants which have been located in northern j) 
Iowa, have been located by settlers. They come j 
and search out their lands, and they either have 
land warrants in their pockets, or, after they have 
ascertained the tract upon which they desire to 
settle, they go and purchase warrants and settle ọn | 
that land as farmers, to develop the resources of | 
the soil and add to the strength of society there. į 
"That is the course that warrants have taken. Ido 
not believe that the statement which I have made || 
is extravagant; if itis, I am willing to stand cor- |! 
rected by other gentlemen from my neighborhood 
who have as much knowledge on this subject as 
I have myself. 


| you restrict them to certain limits, it pre 
i not only all the settlers in the new States, 


making this distinction? Why should you deal 
less bountifully with those who are a httle after 
in point of time, than you do with: those who 
happen to bea little ahead in point of time? Is 


‘ there any justice—is there anything which’ com- 
| mands the approbation of gentlemén upon. this 
: floor in a system of that kind? Why will. you 


not secure to all the same chances and benefits? 
Your original design in the creation of bounty 
land warrants was to benefit a certain class of men 
who had performed meritorious services for the 
country. It was supposed that they had claims 
upon the gratitude of their country, and you issued 


| warrants, in order to compensate them for those 


claims. But when you make the warrants assign- 
able, it is not only for the benefit of the original 
warrantee, but also for the benefit of the assignee, 
and it is unquestionably so intended. Well, if 
judices 
ut all. 
who intend to emigrate from the old States.” > ` 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, (interposing.). The 


i morning hour has now expired, and J therefore 


move to proceed to the business upon the Speak- 
er’s table. I shall follow up that motion by a 


j! motion to gd into Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union, 


Mr. ANDREWS. Is that motion in order? . 

The SPEAKER, It is competent to arrest the 
business of the morning hour when the mornin, 
hour shall have passed. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to thé gentleman from Virginia and to the House, 
that if they wish to expedite the perfecting and 
passage of this bill and to economizetinie, it would 
be better for us, by unanimous consent, to refer 
the bill now. to. the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and make ìt the special order 
of the day for Monday next, That is the only 
way in which we can fix the bill so as to be satis- 
factory to all parties. 

Mr. BISSELL. I beg to make another sug- 
gestion, in addition to the one which the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee has just made.. I would suggest 
that this bill had better be laid upon the table at 
once; and if I can obtain the Hoor for the purpose, 
I will make that motion. It can never pass this 
House, I am sure. I believe the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. CLarg] has the floor, and I ask him 
if he will yield me the floor to make that motion. 

Mr. CLARK. I cannot do it. 

Mr. BISSELL. I would remark that a bill 
upon this subject passed the Senate yesterday, 
which appears to be precisely in that form which 
will meet the views of a majority of the members 
of this body, and it is useless to spend any more 
time on this bill. 

[Cries of * Order !?? * Order 7] . 

"The question was then taken upon the motion 
to proceed to the business on the Speaker’s table, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY then moved that the, rules. be: 
suspended and that the House resolve itself, into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Unions 
which motion was agreed to. 3 : 
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The rules. were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself intoCommittee of the Whole 
on. the statejof the Union, (Mr. Jones, of Ten- 
messeé, in the chair.) : 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the first business 
in order was the consideration of the President’s 
annual message. i 

Mr. BAYLY. The Mexican indemnity bill 
being an appropriation bill, I believe. -has prece- 
dence, and I move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to, and the committee 
accordingly: proceeded te the consideration of the 
bill to provide fur the carrying into execution, in 
further part, the twelfth article of the treaty with 
Mexico, concluded in Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending 
question was on the amendment of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. MarsHALL] to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jounson,| and that the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr Bay.y] wag entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Chairman, I had ex- 
pected that I should never be called upon again to 
address the House of Representatives upon the 
subject of this bill, At the first session of the last 
Congress, a bill, precisely similar to this, except 
as to the amount appropriated, was reported from 
the Committee of Ways and Means unanimously. 
It underwent a thorough discussion in this House, 
when everything was brought to its attention which 
has since been advanced, and it passed by a vote 
of 128 to 36—there being fewer votes against the 
bill, than are usually given against all the appro- 
priation bills, no matter how unexceptionable in 
themselves. The bill then went to the Senate, 
and was again discussed there, and it passed that 
body almost without opposition—I mean so far 
as the vote was concerned. At the last session of 
Congress, the matter was again brought before 
this House by the unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. It was again thor- 
oughly discussed, and so meagre was the opposi- 
tion to the bill, that its opponents could not even 
get the yeas and nays upou its passage. 

Again, at the present session of Congress, the 
Committee of Ways and Means, composed al- 
most entirely of new members, after having ex- 
amined the subject thoroughly, have, as I am 
told, by the unanimous vote of that committee, 
again reported this bill. Now, it would seem that 
further discussion in reference to this subject was 
superfluous; but it seems a certain gentleman has 
taken upon himself, under date of the 22d of No- 
vember last, to address a long memorial to the 
President of the United States, calumniating the 
Secretary of State—the financial organs at the last 
Congress of the two Houses of Congress—and as 
anecessary consequence, the two Houses of Con- 
gress themselves which sustained them. And that 
gentleman, with an assurance peculiarly his own, 
has asked the President to file that memorial among 
the archives of the Government. Now, I take it 
for granted that the President of the United 
States will not give it any such destination. The 


keeper of those archives is paid by the Govern- || 


ment for a different purpose than to preserve 

calumnies upon the Secretary of the Department 

to which he is attached, and upon the financial 

organs of the two Houses of Congress, and by 

consequence, as I have said, upon the two Houses 

themselves. But, this memorial has also been 

laid upon the table of every member of the two 

Houses, and I have found by the debate here, that 

it has created some impression upon the minds of 
a small portion of the-members upon this floor. 

Such being the case, I feel it to be my duty to no- | 
tice his pretended statement of facts. 

Tn relation to his calumnies upon myself, I shall | 
say nothing. I have lived for forty years without | 
a reproach upon my private character in vain; it | 
is in vain that the people of my State, and the Le- 
gislature of that State, have expressed their con- | 


could be done; it is in vain that the House of 
Representatives have expressed a similar confi- | 
dence, and that to such an extent as few of my | 
predecessors have enjoyed, ifthe calumnies of Duff 
Green, and his associates will affect my character | 
in the estimation of anybody whose good opinion | 
is desirable. 

Before I proceed to the consideration of this me- 
morial, for the information of this House, com- 


„posed as.it.is to a-large extent: of new members, 


and who may not. be as well informed in relation 
to the subject, from its inception, as Iam, I feel 
it my duty to. refer to the history of the mode of 
payment of these Mexican indemnities. 

By the treaty of .Gaudalupe Hidalgo, we came 
under an obligation to pay to the Mexican Gov- 
ernment fifteen millions. of. dollars, in five pay- 
ments—the first in hand, and the other four in 
annual installments, with interest. . The first pay- 
ment was made down. . So much of it as was paid 
in money, was paid by an arrangement with the 
Rothschilds. By that arrangement Rothschilds 
were to receive from us an amount in- Treasury 
notes, at par, equal to the sum paid by them. At 
that time Treasury notes, as I believe, were at a 
premium; so in the first payment, made by Mr. 
Polk’s administration, the Government received no 
premium, but rather paid one. 

The first installment was paid by Mr. Walker, 
by an arrangement with the Barings. By this 
arrangement the Barings were to pay the money 


and allow us four and one half per cent. for con- | 


ducting the transaction. ‘These two payments 
were made under Mr. Polk’s administration. ‘The 
next was negotiated under General Taylor’s ad- 


| ministration. He intrusted the negotiation to Mr. 


Letcher, our Minister at Mexico. The great dif- 
fieulty which. he encountered in making that pay- 
ment, as disclosed by his dispatches to the Gov- 
ernment, I fully showed ina speech upon a former 
occasion. At onetime he despaired of making 
any arrangement; but at last he contracted with 
Howland & Aspinwall to pay a portion of the 
installment at three per cent., and the remainder 
with the Rothschilds at three and a half per cent. 
The management of this matter was taken, as I 
have before explained, by General Taylor’s ad- 
ministration,.from the Secretary of the Treasur 
and transferred to the Secretary of State. So it 
stood when Mr. Fillmore camein. Mr. Webster 
contracted with the Barings, Howiand & Aspin- 
wall, and Corcoran & Riggs, to make the payment 
at three and a half per cent. At the time of making 
the contract, that was the only offer before the Sec- 
retary of State. The Rothschilds had previously 
submitted a proposition to give a premium of four 
per-cent., but according to the terms of the prop- 
osition if not accepted before the 20th of May, it 
was to be considered as withdrawn. Subsequently 
they extended the time till the Ist of July; butthe 
Ist of July passed without making the contract; 
and by the terms of the proposition itself, it was 
withdrawn. The only proposition, therefore, 
which was before the Secretary of State when this 
contract was made, was that of Corcoran & Riggs, 
Howland & Aspinwall, and the Barings. 

Mr. ALLEN, Will the gentleman allow me 
to make an inquiry? 

Mr. BAYLY. I beg to say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. ALLEN, }] and all others, 
that I hope they will not interrupt me. `I fear I 
shall not be able to conclude what I have to say in 
my hour, and I cannot be interrupted. 

Mr, ALLEN. I only desire the gentleman to 
allow me for but a moment. 

Mr. BAYLY. Icannot. Iwas proceeding tosay 
that the arrangement made by Mr. Webster was 
less advantageous to the contractors than the best 
one of Mr. Walker. Mr. Walker got four and a 
half per cent. for the first installment, but at that 


| time the export duty in Mexico upon specie was 


ten per cent., while at the time of Mr. Webster’s 
arrangement it was but four and a half per cent., 
as Duff Green states it, but five and a half per 
cent. as I believe the fact to be. Mr. Webster’s 
arrangement was better than that made by Mr. 
Letcher at three per cent. fora part, and three and 
a half per cent. for the remainder; and yet Mr. 
Letcher maintained that his was better than Mr. 
Walker’s. 

I come now to the proposition of Duff Green, 
which Mr. Webster would not entertain at all. 


7 i | That proposition was to authorize the Mexican 
fidence in me in almost every form in which it ii 


Government to draw drafts upon our Government 
for the amount of the installments, and for them to 
allow us four and a half per cent., which was 
stated to be the Mexican export duty upon specie. 
Green and his associates, as they state, were to 
receive three and a half per cent., which makes 
eight per cent. Now, I undertake to say, and to 
prove here, that that proposition was the worst for 


the Mexican Government, which was made. I 


| Shall come to its effect upon our Government after 


a while. - Eight per cent.-was to be paid before 
Mexico got a dollar. “sa 

But Green says in his: memorial that Mexico 
would have made money by: this arrangement, 
because exchange between the city ofeMexico and 
New York was from ten to fifteen per cent. _ If it 
was ten per cent. they would gain two per cent., 
and if it was fifteen per cent. they would gain seven 
per cent. . Now Ihave upon thatpointto say,that 
the man who says that the real exchange—I do 
not mean the nominal but the real exchange be- 
tween the city of Mexicoand New York—is either 
ten or fifteen per cent., propounds an absurdity, 
and nothing else. Everybody who knows any- 
thing upon the subject of finance, knows that, in 
the absence of legal obstacles, the real exchange 
between two places is no more than the cost of 
transporting the specie, including insurance, com- 
mission, and freight. 

Now, sir, what is the cost of transferring specie 
from Mexico to New York? There is the export. 
duty of four and one half per cent., as Green states 
it. An eminent banker, formerly a member of this 
House from New Jersey, {Mr. Kive,] informed me 
| that the cost of the transportation of specie from 
Mexico to New York is about one and a half per 
cent. Including the export. duty of four and a 
half per cent., if such it be, the net exchange 
between New York and Mexico is six per cent.; 
and for the reasons I have stated, the man who says 
that a silver dollar is worth fifteen per cent. more 
in New York than it is in Mexico, propounds a 
| simple absurdity. Now, sir, I know that in 
| Mexico exchange on New York is quoted, when 
at par, at about fifteen per cent. And why? Be- 
cause London is the centre of the moneyed opera- 
tions of the world, and all exchange is quoted with 
reference to the London standard. In New York 
the nominal exchange on London, when it is in 
fact at par, is quoted at nine and one quarter per 
‘cent. Whyisthis? Itarises from the different 
standards in the two countries. A pound is $4 44 
in London. It is $4 84 in the city of New York, 
making a difference of forty cents in the pound, 
which is nine and a quarter per cent. within a 
fraction. When, therefore, you say that ex- 
change between New York and Mexico is fif- 
teen per cent., it is composed of the per cent. 
I have referred to of the export duty and the 
| cost of exporting specie, viz: the six per cent. 
added to the nine and a quarter, making about 
fifteen per cent.; but the idea that the same dol- 
lar is worth fifteen per cent. more in New York 
man in’ Mexico, is, I say again, a simple absur- 

ity. 

Then, sir, Mexico would have got but the six 


j| per cent. in reality. By Green’s arrangement she 
} y y. gi 


was to pay eight, and ofcourse it was less advan- 
tageous to her than the proposition the Govern- 
ment adopted, which pays dollar for dollar in the 
| city of Mexico. But, as I have heretofore shown, 
; Mr. Green’s proposition was not only worse in a 
pecuniary point of view for Mexico, whose guar- 
dian he would set himself up to be, but our Gov- 
ernment could not have agreed to it without the 
negotiation of a new treaty. His proposition pro- 
posed to change the place, the time, and mode of 
payment, and to takea less amount than the treaty 
stipulated for. Now, it has been asked over and 
over again—it was asked by my colleague yester- 
day pannor the two Governments vary this? 
Certainly the two nations can; but they can only do 
it in the mode established by their Constitutions ; 
and as my time will not permit me to elaborate this 
point, as I could desire, let me puta single illustra- 
tion: Suppose by a treaty negotiated between the 
United States and Mexico in the regular form by 
the two Governments, (I change the position of 
the two parties to make it more clear to the minds 
of members,) Mexico was bound to pay us, in the 
city of Washington, a given amount of money 
upon a given day: could the President of the 
United States—could the Secretary of State—could 
any other power than that which made this con- 
tract, vary it as to the time and mode of payment, 
and the amount to be received? Could the Presi- 
dent receive a less sum at a different place and 
time? Why, the very statement of the propesi- 
tion contains its refutation. Besides, sir, the 
mode of payment which Green proposed was the 
alternative mode contained in the treaty as nego- 
tiated, and a solemn vote of the Senate was 
stricken out. The treaty, as sent to the Senate to 


| be ratified, contained this provision: 


GLOBE: 


“Certificates in proper form for the said installments, 
respectively, in such sums as shall be desired by the Mexi- 
can Government, and transferable by it, shall be delivered 
to said Government.” 

The Senate struck the article out. A 

Mr. Buchanan, in his dispatch of 18th March, 
1848, to Messrs. Sevier and Clifford, says : Fe 


“ It cannot be denied, that the twelfth articlepas amended 
by the Senate, contains a positive and unconditional obliga- 
tion on the part of the United States, to. pay the Mexican 
Republic the sum of $12,000,000, in four annual. instat- 
ments of $3,000,000 each, commencing one year after thie 
ratification of the treaty by the Mexican Government; 


negotiable or transferable certificates cannot, however, be 
issued for that amount.” : 


Now, sir,will anybody say that the Executive | 
alone can authorize a mode of paying these install- 
ments, which the Senate refused to consent to, and ; 
struck out of the treaty ? 

Why, sir, the Mexican Government preferred 
to have the whole indemnity of $15,000,000 paid | 


$ 


down; but our Government, speaking through its 
constituted authority, would not agree to pay | 
down, but agreed to pay it in installments, at } 
stated periods. And the treaty-making power 
having decided that we would not pay faster than 
in annual installments, and upon the day named in 
the treaty, has the Executive alone power to say | 
that we will anticipate this payment—that we will | 
make them faster than the treaty provides for? 
But, sir, to prejudice this case, these Greens | 
have gone on to show that the Barings have made | 
enormous profits. Their first error is in their state- į 
ment of the amount of the third and fourth install- 
ments. They state that the third was $3,540,000, | 
and the fourth $3,720,000, making the two to- | 
gether, $7,260,000. Now it so happens that the | 
third installment was $3,360,000, and the fourth } 
$3,180,000, making $6,540,000—a difference of 
$720,000. Here is a man who has been negotiating | 
and writing about the payment for two years of a! 
sum, the amount of which even he does not seem : 
toknow. But $720,000 is less than a million, and | 
Duff Green only deals in millions. Thave already | 
explained that the real exchange is about six per 
cent. The contractors pay us three and a half, 
and itleaves tothem twoand a half per cent., which | 
in Mexico is the usual percentage in similar trans- | 
actions. Itis precisely the percentage which Mex- | 
ico, in the treaty of February, 1843, agreed to pay | 
our claimants under that treaty, and Mexico and 
our Government had fixed upon two and a half | 
per cent. as the usual allowance in such cases. | 
My own opinion was, at the last Congress, and so 
I expressed myself, that, in consequence of the 
rise in the value of silver, compared with gold, 
they would not make two anda half per cent.; 
antl the result shows that they have not realized | 
that much by exchange. But it is said that we | 
have enabled the Barings, by this arrangement, | 
to shave the Mexican Government. How have 
we done it? It is said they are borrowing mo- 
ney of the Barings and pledging this indemnity. 
Suppose they are, it is their own act, for which 
we are not responsible. When the Barings go on 
the day of payment to demand of them a receipt, 
(our treaty requires it shall be paid in gold and | 
silver, and the contract our Government has made | 
in pursuance of this treaty requires that it shall | 
be made in gold and silver,) and they go to the! 
Mexican Treasury with any thing else—with their | 
notes or bonds—the Mexican Government have ; 


i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
{ 


can hypothecate or mor 
ours to pay to any other bankers. US 
attempt to impose upon a House, a majority of 
whose members may be supposed not to have | 
turned their attention to the subject. 

Besides that, this proposition of th 
less advantageous to the Mexican Government | 
than any other. Isay it came before the Executive : 
with a dark suspicion upon it—a darkness which | 
has increased from the hour it was made down to | 
this very day; and this is a part of the argument , 


: i ; ; i 
to which I wish to ask the especial attention of: 


: - PEERAA 
the American Congress. Why did the Mexican | 
Government agree to give Duf Green and his: 
associates three and a half per cent. to get our; 


| 
e Greens was || 


f 


4 


| able -circumstances through Green and his as- 


| interest, $7,260,000. F inclose you eopy of my proposal, 


H 


] 


Executive.to accept'their terms? They had their 
Minister here. Does any one believe that if this 
was’ a bona fide transaction, that the Mexican 
Government supposed that they could approach 
the American Administration under more favor- 


sociates, as their agents, than by their own ac- 
credited Minister? Why give them $210,000 to 
prevail upon the American Administration to 
accept their offer, when they had nothing to do but 
to request their own Minister to make the appli- 
cation to the American Government? 

Again, sir, Mr. Clayton had told the Greens, as 
his own letter published by themselves shows, 
that he could not negotiate with anybody in refer- 
ence to this matter, but the Mexican Minister. 
How does it occur, then, that this man is engaged, 
with the bonus of two hundred and ten thousand 
dollars, to getthe American Government to accept 
an offer from the Mexican Government? But 
that is notall, Mr. Clayton had made—and to |; 
this I ask the especial attention of the House—to |} 
the Mexican Government a more advantageous 
proposition of the same kind, through their Min- 
ister, which that Government rejected. Mr. Clay- 
ton, in his letter, says: 


* Sir: I have this moment received your letter of the 
14th instant, and, in reply to it, 1 have the bonor to inform 


: . M 


: = m == 
I-shall remain: here, tinless. somethin, 
place, unti hear-from you.” < SE Pee 
l am, your sincere friend; =- 2°05 Jus. MARES; 
P. S. As we willnot require any banker to advance; 
no one to assist us, we cannot, of course, give any porti 
of this contract, nor money to carry it through.” 3 eae 
_ Why did Mexico refuse, through their own Mins < 
ister, a more fayorable proposition, and then offer. 
ta Green and his associates three and half percent: 
to'effect what they declined? © I now-callattention: 
| to the letters he says he sent to -the Secretaries of 
| State and Treasury—imperial letters, Such’ as no: 
man but an Emperor would write, and none would 
| expect to carry out who had: not an: imperial 
j treasury. He proposes to negotiate for the whole 
valley of the Gila, and speaks of making a railroad: 
from there to the Pacific; of filling'that valley wp 
; with American settlers; and, to facilitate him in 
this magnificent scheme of his in negotiating with 
the Mexican Government, he asks, modestly , that 
our Government shall intervene in Mexican party 
politics. He asks our Executive to, conciliate the 
powers that be in Mexico to aid his negotiation ! 
Now, sir, I have heard. a ‘great deal about inter- 
vention of late—a great deal as to;the. intervening 
of our Government in the’ domestic policy of atis. 
other nation; but Thad never expected. they would: 


you that, some timein the latter part of last winter, orearly 
in the spring, General Duff Green informed me that Mr. 
Marks could effect an arrangement with the Mexican Gov- 
ernment for the payment of the two Jast installments of the 
Mexican indemnity, under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
reserving tothe United States a premintm of four and a half 
per cent., the money to be paid on drafts by the Mexican Gov- 
ernmentupon our Treasury. J had, previously, endeavored 
to negotiate with the Mexican Ministerat Washington for the 
payment of the second installment (for which an appropri- 
ation had been made by Congress) upon this basis, my ob- 
ject being to take the matter out of the hands of specula- 
tors, by paying the money directly to the Government of 
Mexico. An offer through Mr. Rosa to the Mexican Gor- 
ernment to py it that installment, deducting the export 
duty (five and a half per cent,) on specie in Mexico, was 
declined by that Government.” 


The Mexican Government declined it. They 
had but a short time before declined to deduct the 
export duty on specie. What was our Govern- 
ment to think, when they came forward shortly 
afterwards through agents and agreed not only ji 
to deduct the export duty, but to pay three and a |; 
half per cent. additional to these contractors? |} 

i 
| 


| 


Mexico declined a more favorable proposition when |; 
officially and authoritatively made, and yet these 
people come here and pretend to say that they 
had the authority of Mexico to propose a far Jess 
favorable arrangement. They are not only to re- 
ceive three and a half per cent. more than the 
export duty, but a discount of the interest upon 
their drafts. lere is Marks’s leiter: ji 
Mexico, July 13th, 1850. 
My pear Green, (Washington city :) I have at last suc- 


ceeded with the Mexican Government, and secured the two 
installments due by the United States, amounting to, with 


which bas been accepted, and the liquidation of the debt. 
The dratts of the Mexican Government against the Treas- 
ury of the United States are forwarded this day to Don 
Luis de la Rosa, the Mexican Minister at Washington. 
You will call on him on reecipt of this; obtain ¢ 
them aecepted by our Government. On their bei cë 

ed, you will pay into the Treasury of the United States, of 
the said drafts, 312.631 57-100, being at the rate of four į 
and a half per cent. for difference of exchange, as agreed | 
upon between your father and Mr. Clayton, You will sce 
by this arrangement 1 have saved the United States over 
$70,000, as Mr. Letcher has invariably drawn for the in- 
Staliments already paid, at the rate of three and a half per 
cent. 

Itis very probable that the Mexican Government may not 
require any large suin of money for some time to come. 
We can always obtain cash for the drafts accepted by the |: 
United States, less the interest—six per cent. per annum— |! 
which the Mexican Government allow tous. ‘Thus you see 
we make by the contract three and a half per cent.—say 
about $210,000; but out of this amount I will have to pay 
$70,000 here, which wil) leave $70,000 for each of us. i 

Itis of the highest importance that the drafts should be ij 
accepted forthwith by our Government. Should there be |! 
any great delay, the arrangement will fall through. i 

I hope your father may be in Washington to assist you, 
as he had made all the nec: y arrangements with Mr. 
Clayton and other members of the Cabinet for this busi- |; 
ness, and I have staked my reputation with this Govern- || 

on the result, and the drafts must be accepted. We 
nothing of our Government, not even to advance a cent; 
on the contrary, we give them a positive profit of $70,000. 
After the dratts are accepted, you will return thea: to M. 
Luis de la Rosa, less the amount to be paid to the United 
States, (say $312,631 57,) and wait further instructions 
from me. g 

You will please answer this immediately on its re 
directing care of Clason & Vies, New Orleans, to b 
warded tome; and if possible scnd a telegraphic dispatch | 
to them before the 28th instant, to be transinitted to me, if | 
merely to say “ all is right.” 


i 


i pablic very much, E wanted to see wha 


' I inquired at the State Department, the 


; partment. 


| porting to have been addresse 


be called upon to intervene to advancea negotiation | 

of Duff Green. Raye 
Here is the letter: ; 
No, J.—Mr. Green to Mr. Clayton. 

` WASHINGTON, March 12, 1850. 

Hon. Jons M. Crayron, Secretary of State: 

Dear Sir: Believing that the Gila route is better than 
any other line for a railroad connecting the Mississippi with 


| the Pacific, T have engeged the services of agentieman who 
| has resided many years in Mexico, who has rendered im- 


portant services to the Mexican Government, and has the 
confidence and good will of the Mexican ‘anthorities. He 
has been to Mexico, and met me in New Orleans, where he 
awaits further instructions, 

He tells me thatthe Mexican Government is in great w 
of money ; that the agents of Santa Anna and other q 
fected persons are plotting a revolution; and that itis im- 
portant that the present Government shouid be enabled: to 
realize in anticipation the remaining installments yet to be 
paid under the treaty with Mexico. : 

Herrera and his administration are our friends. Santa 
Ama is, and ever will be, oar enemy. Jf Herrera’s gov- 
ernment cun be enabled to negotiate the instullinents yet to 

full due, it would give them the command of money, andthus 
strengthen our friends in power, as well by wiving them, 
money as by depriving Santa Anna and his partisans of . 
the fund which they would otherwise receive if they can 
subvert und seize the Government before those installinents ; 
are puid. : 

Under these circumstances, the Mexican Government de- 
sire to hypotheeate the remaining installments, and will be> 
compelled to submit to great loss, unless they can obtain 
from this Government acceptances on their bills, payable 
when au apprépriation for the payment of these installments 
shall be made by our Congress, 

The gentioman who is charged with my negotiation is an 
American citizen, well kuowain Mexico. He is a mer- 
chaut in good eredit, and can raise the money to purchase 
the installments yet to be paid, if you will accept the bills 
of the Mexican Government, payable as stated; and De- 
Heves that such arrangement will greatly promote his nego- 
tintions for a large grant of Lands, ineluding tie vality of 
the Gila, aud extending the whole length of the northern 
boundary of Mexico, with the right of occupation und of 
making a railroad, ? y 

if he can obtain such a grant, the road will soon be made, 
and the grant densely inhabited; iu which case the Ameri- 
can population on that line will give to the Mexican ample 
protection from the American Indians, and thie eve thr 
United States from alarge expenditure how reqnired by the 
Mexican treaty. By accepting the bills as proposed, you 
serve our friends, do mach to preventa revolution in Mex- 
ico, which will bring our enemies into power, and ‘secure 
to American citizens the profits of the negotiation, which 
must Otherwise go to the agents of foreign bankers, wbo 
use their wealth to the prejudice ofour people. | 

I hope, my dear sir, that these considerations will induce 
you to authorize me to say to the person who ix eharged 


t 


: With the negotiation, that you will accept the bide of the 
| Mexican Government, as we desire, deducting from the 


vayment the amount of the export daty on bullion. 

pa Yours truly, DUFF GRECN. 
Well, sir, as this doctrine of intervention is one 

that is occupying the attention of the American 

answer 


When 
y told me 
that not only had no such letter been received, 
- but that it was impossible it could have been; for 


our Secretary of State gave to that letter. 


there was no trace of it upon the files cf the De- 

T have the letter here from the Depart- 

ment showing that it was not received, and that 

it is not possible that it could have been received. 

It is in these words: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, | be, 

WASHINGTON, 17th January, 185205. < 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the reep f 

your letter of yesterday, inquiring if there is a letter s ie 
in this Department under date the 12th of March, 185 EA 

doy Duff Green, Esq, tO Jobu 


Jan. 21, ` 


M- Clayton, Seeretary of State.. In reply, I have the honor | 
to inform you, that Ihave directed a careful search to be 
mage; the result of which, as reported. to me, is, that.no | 
such letteris now or ever has been on file in -tbe Depart- ij 

nt. Phe system in use here før the transaction of busi- | 
» well adapted for the security of the public 
t individuals, and imposes such checks ‘and re- 
sponsibilities npon persons employed in. the Department, i 


id 
if 
i 


| 
l 
| 


is no draft or record in the Department of any reply to the | 


could not have heen received. 

T have the honor te be, sir, very respectfully, your obedi- 
ent servarif, DANIEL WEBSTER. 

Fo the Hon. Puomas H. BAYLY, 

House of Representatives. 

That is not*all. In one of his memorials, he i} 
tells you that Reverdy. Johnson had agreed to 
carry out his arrangement. Here is Johnson’s 
reply- to his statement: ; 

© Wasxnineron, 30th January, 1851. 

My pear Str: Your letter of the 28th, inclosing mea 
copy ofa memorial of I. I. Marks,to the present Congress, 
and calling my attention to a paragraph in it, in which my | 
name is used, I have just received. 

After stating what is said to have occurred between the 
Jate Secretary of State and the memorialist, in relation to 
the jean indemnity installments yet due, it then states 
that “subsequently, your memorialist was also assured by 
tMr. Johnson, then Attorney General, who had been charged | 
tby the late President with the payment of partof the previous 
éinstallment, thatif your memorialist could make sneh an 
‘atrangement with the Mexican Government (the arrange- 
+ ment referred toin a preceding partof the paper) it should i 
t be conerrred in, and carried out by the Government of the 
t United States.?? g 

This passage greatly surprises me. I have no recoliec- 
tion of ever having seen the parties at. the time alluded-to, 
or atany other time; and certainly, if mistaken as to this, 
never gave him, or to any person in his behalf, any such j 
assurance ; nov could 1, with the least propriety, have given | 
any. The subject was one with which L had no official 
concern. Ftis true that I did negotiate for a portion of one 


could} suppose any one iere thought that I had, the slight- 
est authority to give any such assurance, 

With regard, your obedient servant, 

REWV'Y JOUNSON, 

W. W. Corcoran, Bsq., Washington. 

'This memorial of Marks was Green’s produc- 
tion. i 

This is still not all. Here is a memorial the | 
Greens sent to the Committee of Ways and} 
Means at the last session, and I will read one 
paragraph of it. It is writen by them, in the 
handwriting of one of them, and placed in my 
hands by them: 


muvent, has abrogated the contract made with Mr. 
s, f beg leave to submit to your committee that the 
most recent advices from Mexico are contained in the in- 
structions from Pon Mangel Payno, Minister of Finance, | 
te Don José Antonio Luares, the e tential agent of the : 
ewican Ceavernment, now here waiting to reconvey the | 

| 


drais. wheau accepted, to Mexico. These instructions } 
elearly show that the Mexican Government, so f 
abrogatin 


ar from i 

k Marks’s contract, is very anxious that it il 
shoutd be carried into effect, aud hopes that the drafts for || 
the towth instalhnent, at least, will be accepted. In his |} 
last letter of instructions to Mr. Luares, the Mexican Min- Hl 
ister of Finance, says: f'The affair ty delicate, and I ji 
t therefore recommend to you the greatest prudence and }} 
‘diseretion, since T do not wish that itshould be interpreted || 
“(that our purpose was) to oppose the operations of Mr. | 

Jopster, ¢ ; 


Wol that there should be manifested : 
tiroe in any way a mistrust, which does not esist. | 
I piso a thatit should not be said, as it is said, that in- i 
«dividua i the Government are to reerive for themselves | 


Sa part (of the profits) of the indemnity; for besides that | 
‘thisis not certain, iis an offence to the Government and | 
‘the individuals who compose it. I charge you, there- | 
fore, that giving to the aflair the aspect of good faith and | 
‘frankness, which it has and ought to have, you proceed | 
tin everything with the greatest tact and discretion, * * * ! 
‘T recommend that you use all necessary eircumspection | 
‘not to wound Mr. Webster, using for your guidance the |} 
‘fact that E have seen myself forced to negotiate with the - 
‘agent of the Barings for some advances om account of the 
‘indemnity? ? 


t thereto.” ues i 
To this Mr. Webster replied, ‘‘ that there is no 
‘information of the character referred to in this 
‘ Department, nor is the Secretary of State aware 
‘that Mr. Dela Rosa has at any time. communi- 
‘cated to the President or to this Department any 
* such information.’’ And to. this letter of Mr. 
Webster he annexes a letter of the Mexican Min- 
ister to him, covering four letters from the Mex- 
ican Government to their Minister. Well, what 
didI say? Subsequently, on the 26th of February, 
in reply to Mr. Burt, I am reported to have. said 
& there has been a good deal of correspondence 
between the Mexican Minister, the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, and Mr. Webster.” Did Mr. Webster 
say that there had been no correspondence? In 
his message to the Senate, he transmitted corre- 
spondence attached to it. It is thus evident there 
is no issue between Mr. Webster and myself. 
For the reasons I have given, the Government 


the Greens. 


Mexico through irresponsible persons. It will be 
recollected, that in 1844 our Minister in Mexico 
informed us that the April and July installments 
of the indemnity due our citizens from Mexico, 
under the treaty of 1843, had been paid to our 


Government had great difficulty in raising. After 
this dispatch came in, these claimants went to the 
Treasury to get their funds, but they were in- 
formed that nothing had been received. The Mex- 
ican Government had our receipt for the money. 
Our Minister said that it had been paid, and had 
been paid in money. 

The following is the part of Mr. Shannon’s 
dispatch: 

<The installments which fell due on the 30th of April 


ment appointed to receive and transmit the same, on the 


hereafter be more prompt in meeting its engagements under 
the above-named treaty than it has beretofore been ; and if 
it should turn out otherwise, it will be owing to a real in- 
ability to raise the means. lam advised that it was with 
the utmost difficulty that this Government was able to raise 
the money to pay the two last insiallments.’? 
That is what Mr. Shannon says. 
I have here also the official dispatch of the Sec- 
retary of State of Mexico to Mr. Shannon: 
{TRANSLATION ] $ 
To his Excellency Wilson Shamnon, Envoy Extraordinary, 
§e., of the United States of America. 
Nationat Panace, Mexico, September 2, 1844. 
The undersigned, Minister of Foreign Relations, has the 
honor of informing his Exeelleney the Envoy Extraordi- 
nary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of 


terly installment due on th 


the agent appointed by the Government of said Siates, ac- 
cording to the terms of the Convention of January 30, 1843, 


that Department. 
The undersigned avails himself of this occasion, &e., &e. 
MANUEL CRESIENCLO REJON. 


payment of the Mexican installments. It is full 
of complaints of Mexico. In it he informs our 
Gevernment that the October installment had not 
been paid, and he complains bitterly of it. Yet 


stallments, which he before had informed his 


| Government had been paid. 


In consequence of the assurance that it had 


_ What these asterisks cover I do not know. From 
the character of what is disclosed we may con- 
jecture the character of that which it was thoucht 
necessary to conceal. Why all this mystery inso : 
plain a transaction ? : 

Before leaving the memorial of the Greens to 
the President, I desire to call attention to the ques- 
tion of veracity which they say exists between | 
Mr. Webster and myself. “On the 10th of Feb- 
ruary, 185], the Senate passed a resolution calling | 
upon the President ‘to communicate to the Sen. 
‘ate, if compatible with the public interest, all the l 
‘ information communicated to him by the Mexican 
‘Minister, M. De Ia Rosa, relative to the drafts | 


been paid, and paid in money, the American Con- 
gress passed the following provision: 


‘For paying the April aud July installments of the 
exican indemuities, due in 1844, the sum of $275,000: 
vovided, It shall be ascertained to the satisfaction of the 
merican Government that said installments have been 
aid by the Mexican Government to the agent appointed 
y the United States to receive the same, in such manner 
as to discharge all claims on the Merican Government, and 
said agent to be adelinguent in remitting the money to the 
United States.” 


After the passage of the law to which I have 


ought never for a moment to have lent its ear to | 


Sir, our Government has had some dear-bought i 
experience in conducting money transactions with | 


agent, and paid in money, which the Mexican | 


and the 30th of July last, under the convention of the 30th } 
of January, 1843, were paid to the agent of the Govern- į 


27th ultimo, J am inelined to believe this Government will | 


Ameriea, that on the, 27th of last August he was apprised | 
| by his Excellency the Minister of Vinance, that the quar- | 
30th of April of this year, and Í 
that which fell due on the 30th July last, had been paid to | 


and that this notice had been delayed in consequence of the | 
vast amount of business which engrossed the attention of | 


In November, 1844, Mr. Shannon again ad- 
| dressed his Government upon the subject of the 


he says not a word about the July and April in- | 


He became:-satisfied 
paid. © ER ts be 

The appropriation was on the-condition that the 
money had been received—that thë Mexican Gov- 
ernment had been fully discharged; and that our 
agent was delinquent in sending the money to the 
Treasury. Now, sir, who was. that agent? lt 
was Benj. E. Green, one of these memorialists. 
Hereis theauthority: On the 26th of April ke was 
appointed by Mr. Tyler the agent to receive the. 
April installment, and he imporiuned the Mexican 
Government almost daily for the payment of it, 
from the time it became due to the 24th of July. 
In his letter of the 24th of July Re protests in the 
strongest manner against the failure df the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico to pay the April installment. 
From the 24th of July nothing is heard from him. 
Why did his importunities cease from that day if 
the money had not been paid, as he says it wasnot? 

It is true Green, by his power of attorney, was 
i authorized to appoint a sub-agent. But he was 
on the spot, and ought to have beenadvised what 
his sub-agent was doing. Besides, he had positive 
instructions from the Treasury Department. Here 
they arer . 


it_had, and ‘the. money was 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 26, 1844. 
Sir: Itis the wish and direction of this Department that 

any, payment made you, under the convention with Mexico, 

may be transmitted hither under the arrangement made by 

General Thompson with the house of ILargous, Brothers 

§ Co. Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JNO. C. SPENCER, Secretary Treasury. 


B.E. Green, Chargéd Affaires of the U, 8. A. 

From this instruction, it will be seen that it was 

contemplated by this Government that Green was 
to receive the money, and the agency of Hargous 
| & Co. was to transmitit, But instead of that, he 
employed E. Voss to receive the money; and as 
it has turned out, I am told, greatly to our loss, 
that he employed him in his individual character, 
i and the house of Hargous & Co. have refused to 
| be bound for his acts. 
i I know that Judge Bibb, in January, 1845, 
stated that in the appointment of Green it was not 
designed to revoke the power before given to 
General Thompson. But we can judge of the 
intentions of the Government in 1844, as well as 
Judge Bibb, for we have their written instructions, 
which speak for themselves. Besides, this isa 
| question of law, and not of intention; and surely 
no one will maintain that the power of attorney 
to Green was not a revocation of the prior one to 
Thompson, who had left the country. Green so 
understood it, for in his letter to the Minister of 
| Foreign Affairs of the 18th of May, 1844, he re~ 
gards it as necessary to inform him that Voss was 
empowered to receive the money. A 

Green, in his letter to Mr. Calhoun of the 25th 
of January, 1845, says that the money never was 
paid except by orders upon an empty treasury. 
‘In other words, it was not paid at all. But, 
Mr. Slidell shows that by the arrangement which 
was made with Tayleur, Jamison & Co., the 
Mexican drafts were to be drawn in their favor, 
and they were to provide forthe installments in 
“ effective money.” That is the terms of the ar- 
rangement which was acceded to by the Mexi- 
can Government on the 27th of August, the day 
they say the money was paid. The arrangement, 
apparently, was a very advantageous one to the 
house of 'Tayleur, Jamison & Co.,and wasa haré 
one on Mexico. It gave them in drafts upwards 
of $100,000 more than they have to pay in “ effec- 
tive money.” And it was with reference to it, E 
suppose, that Mr. Shannon spoke when he re- 
ferred to the difficulty Mexico had had in raising 
the money. 

If, as Green says, his sub-attorney took drafts 
‘upon an empty ‘L'reasury, and gave a receipt in 
full without waiting to see whether they would 
be paid or not, he violated the treaty. 

The treaty provided that the money should be 
aid in gold and silver; and was. made so to avoid 
the danger of paper orders.. The convention was 


P. 
fi 


we 


than Mr. Webster has to depart from the letter and 
spirit of the present treaty, in the mode they ask. 

I do net know whether the money was ever 
paid or not. Mr. Polk’s administration decided 
that it had been paid, and that our agent Was de- 
iinguent. Suppose it was not, still Benjamin É. 
Green is not relieved. ae 

Why did he not inform Mr. Shannon of this? 
Why did he permit him to send: the information 
that it was paid, when he says that it was not 
paid? Mark ‘you, that Green’ was:the principal 
agent and had preceded Shannon at that Court, | 
as chargé d'affaires. Shannon’ had just arrived, | 
and had been accredited but twenty days: before. 
Green was his Secretary of ‘Legation; and I have 
seen atthe Department the original of Shannon’s 
dispatch, saying that the installments: had been 
paid in money, and that there had been great dif- 
ficulty in the raising of it; and that dispatch was 
in the handwriting of Benj. E. Green. If, as he 
says, the money had not been paid, why did he 
not set our Minister right, whose dispatch he 
copied, the contents of which he therefore must | 
have known? f 
_ Now, sir, I say, if the money had not been paid 
it was Green’s duty so to have informed Mr. || 
Shannon, and thus have prevented his being im- | 
posed upon by the Mexican Government. Will ! 
Green say he did inform him of the character of | 
the payment? This will not relieve him. For if | 
he found that Mr. Shannon was about to commu- | 
nicate false information to our Government, in ! 
respect to a matter in which he was theattorney, he | 
ought to have remonstrated; and if that would 
have done no good, he ought to have apprised his 
‘Government of the true state of the case, even ifit | 
were necessary for him to resign for that purpose, 

Tt may be asked, what motive had’ Mexico in 
wishing to deceive our Minister, and through him | 
our Government? Mr. Green’s own letters ex- | 
plain it. 

Mr. Calhoun had instructed Mr. Shannon, in 
the event that the April and July installments were | 
still unpaid, to ‘address a note immediately to 
the propor officer of the Government, calling his 
prompt attention to the subject, and urging, in the 
most decided langwage, the necessity of a strict com- 
pliance with the stipulations of the treaty.”? In 
other words, to make a peremptory demand. It || 
seems from Green’s letters that the Mexican Gov- 
ernment were apprised of this. In his letter to | 
Mr. Bibb of the 18th of December, 1844, he says: | 

_  “¥ have reason te believe that the note of the Mexican | 
Minister of Foreign Relations of the 2a of September, was | 
written in consequence of an impression that the Mexican i 
Government, by failing to pay the installment which fell due |; 
on the 30th of April, had forfeited its right to pay by install- | 
ments under the Convention of 1843, and that Mr. Shannon | 
was going out with instructionséo demand the whale amount 
of the indemnity under the Convention of 1843.7? H 


Tn his letter to Mr. Calhoun of 16th May, 1844, 
he says: H 
«Sig: Ihave the honor to inform you that no money has |! 
yet been paid on account of the installments.due on the 
30th wtime. I send you (Nos. Land 2) a note which I ad- | 
dressed to the Minister of Foreign Relations upon the sub- | 
ject, and his reply, in which he promises it shall be paid on | 
the 7th instant. Notwithstanding this, they still hold back, | 
with their usual excuse, ‘to-morrow, expecting to hear | 
from day to day of the annexation of Teas, which will | 
offer an excuse for not paying at all.” : } 
The circumstances sustain these statements. 
Shannon arrived there, and on the 27th of August 
notified the Secretary of Foreign Relations that he 
was there, and asked when he should present his į 
eredentials.. On that very day the Minister of 
Finance sent a dispatch to the Secretary of For- 
eign Relations saying that these installments. had 
been paid. Mr. Shannon was received by the 
President on the ist of September. On the 2d of |! 
September the Secretary of Foreign Relations in- | 
formed him, in an official note, that. they had been ; 
paid. Mr. Shannon is lulled, and he does not make | 
the demand. he was instructed to make. Green į 
says they wanted to stave off the payment as long | 
as they could, in the momentary expectation that || 
Texas would be annexed, and when she was, that | 
they could get clear of paying altogether. They | 
wanted to dally and dally and to take the chapter | 
of accidents. The circumstances show that they | 
did not wish to get into a rupture with the United 
States. There wag an impression upon their part, } 
as Green himself states, that he came there to make | 
a peremptory demand. He allows the Minister to || 
be deluded, and, in consequence, fails to obey his | 
instructions, by a.compliance with which we would 
probably have obtained the money. The agent of 


| the financial organs of the two Houses at the. last 


{| Henry Clay—I will not say the eulogist and tra- 


! alike upon the just and unjust, and nourishes all 


| him the traducer of the best men of the country, 


| ing the integrity of my son. 


| the United States. 


‘the Government is his Secretary of Legation, and | 


‘copies the dispatch in. which he says it was paid... 
‘The American Government, under the supposition 
rit-hadbeen paid, appropriated the money. Why 
all this? When he was cognizant of all the facts, 
why did-he allow the Mexican Government to 
impose upon our Minister? Why, by imposing 
upon him, lull him into contentment, and prevent 
his making the demand which our Secretary of 
State had instructed him to make? Why play 
into their hands, and give them the coveted delay? 
Do men betray such -trusts—do men connive at 
such deception upon the Minister, whose Secretary 
he was, and upon the Government whose agent 
he was—do they practice this sort of wrong upon 
their own Government, and play into the hands 
of a foreign Government, merely from a love of in- 
fidelity, without any other consideration than a 
love of infidelity? And these are the men who 
came before the American Government to attack 


Congress—the chairman of the Committee of 
‘Waysand Means ofthis. I ama lawyer of some 
experience. Ata very early period of life, my 
State placed me upon the bench; and I have seen 
many a man consigned to the penitentiary upon 
slighter proof than establishes gross impropriety ` 
on Benjamin E. Green’s part. These are the 
men who, when their schemes are defeated by 
an American Congress, come here to malign and 
tradace men, against whose fair names calumny 
itself had never before whispered aught of suspi- 
cion. Why should I care about what they ‘say? 
No one escapes them who is in the way of their 
nefarious schemes. What man who has ever en- 
joyed the confidence of the people, to any extent, 
has not by turns been blackened by the praises of 
Duff Green, and complimented by his abuse? 
He was by turns the eulogist and traducer of 
General Jackson —the eulogist and traducer of 


ducer of the humble individual who is now ad- 
dressing you, because I shall not associate my 
name in company with those distinguished men. 
The abuse of Duff Green resembles the dews of 
heaven in this, and in this alone, that it falls 


upon whom it falls. His praises, like the shirt 
of Nessus, consume whom they cover. Finding 


T should feel flattered by being found in the same 
category, if it were not that I know, at the same 
time, there are none so high that he does not at- 
tempt to reach them with his malignant shafts, 


yet that there are none so low that he has to stoop 
to heap his calumnies upon them. 

Mr. JOLNSON, of ‘Tennessee, obtained the 
floor 

Mr.GREY. Willthe gentleman from Tennes- 
see yield me the floor for the purpose of making 
a personal explanation? — 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iwill yield the floor for a 
personal explanation, but for no other purpose. 

Mr. GREY. I desire to read to the House a 
letter from Duff Green, in explanation of the con- 
nection of his son with the payment of the install- 
ment due by Mexico to our citizens as indemnity 
under the treaty of 1844. It as'follows: 

WASRINGTON, 20th January, 1852. 

Dear Sig: The correspondent of the Baltimore Sun in- | 
sinuates that my son, Benjamin E. Green, was interested in, 
or profited by, the default made by the agents of the United 
States to pay one of the installments due under. the former 
treaty with Mexico; and for which they gave a receipt in 
1844. And Lam told by several persons, that it is the pur- ; 
pose of Mr. Bayly to make that charge, by way of impeach- 


The facts of that case, I belicve, are as follows: 

Mexico, being indebted to cartain citizens of the United 
States, agreed to pay them in annual installments. General 
Thompson, who was then the Minister of the United States | 
in Mexico, appointed Messrs. Ifargous & Co. the agents for 
the United States, to receive the money and transmit it to 
When General Thompson left Mexico, | 
my son was left in charge of the Legation, and, under in- | 
structions from Mr. Calhoun, then Secretary of State, con- 
tinued Hargous & Co. as the agents for the United States. 
When the installment in question became due, the Govern- 
ment of Mexico was in a state of revoluion, and not able to 


make payment. Shortly after Governor Shannon reached 
Mexico, as Minister, the Mexican Government tendered | 
Messrs. Hargous & Co. a draft for the amount, which, after | 
consultation with Mr. Shannon, they accepted and receipted | 
for. It is alleged that the draft was not paid, and that, as : 


Hargous & Co. did notin fact receive the money, they were ji 


not bound to pay it over to the United States. Whether | 
they ever received the money or not, I do not know; but | 
you will see that my son was in no way interested in the | 
payment, and that he had no control over it; because before | 
the receipt was given, he had been superseded by Governor 
Shannon, 


-It is proper to state, that diploma: 
thereafter -suspended: between: M 


: of Representatives., 
Mr, BAYLY. If the gentleman from Tennes- 
see.will allow me, I will show him—for d am pre- 
pared to do it—that there is not'a word of truth ñr 
hat letter. Ihave got the official documents to 
oit. hey 
Mr. JOHNSON. I wish to inquire whether- 

these interruptions will come out-of iny. time? ; ~ 
[Cries of “Oh no!” “Certainly «not! and 
«Let him go on!’* f : 


ment owed to the citizens of this country à large 
amount of money. The. Government. of the 
United States, by a treaty made during the Jack- 
son administration, assumed the payment of: that 
“debt to the individual citizens to whom the Mexi- 
can Government was indebted, and the Mexican 
Government agreed to pay the money to- the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in annual install- 
ments. General Thompson, our Minister in Mex- 
ico, appointed Messrs. Hargous & Co. the agents 
of this Government to receive that money and re- 
ceipt for it. Well, General Thompson left Mex- ’ 
ico, and Benjamin E. Green, as his Secretary of 
Legation, was left in charge of the legation; and 
he, as this letter states, at the request of Mr. Cal- 
houn, then Secretary of State, continued Hargons 
& Co. as theagents of this Government, to. receive 
and receipt for the money due to it. .When'the 
last installment became due, the Government of 
Mexico was in the midst of revolution.and unable 
to make the payment; but shortly after thearrival 
of Governor Shannon, as Minister from this coun- 
try, they tendered to Flargous & Co. a draft for 
the amount, which, after consultation with Gov- 
ernor Shannon, was accepted and receipted for. 
This was done on consultation with Governor 
Shannon, who succeeded General Thompson as 
Minister, and who on his arrival ‘in Mexico su- 
perseded Benjamin E. Green in the charge of the 
legation. It is alleged. that this draft was never 
paid, and that Hargous & Co., never having re- 
ceived the money, were not ‘bound to; pay it over 
‘to the Government of the United States. Now, 
if the records of the: State Department ‘show’ the 
fact that Benjamin E. Green had nothing to do 
with the taking of that’ draft, but that its accept- 
ance was the result of a. consultation between 
Messrs. Hargous & Co. and Governor Shannon, 
how can the fault be charged to him. that that 
draft has never been paid? If it cau be ‘shown 
that Hargous & Co. receipted to the Mexican 
Government on taking this draft, after the arrival 
of Governor Shannon in Mexico, L know that the 
gentleman from Virginia will release Benjamin E. 
Green from any blame as to Jus course in relation 
to the matter. I know he will admit that the au- 
thority of Benjamin. E. Green, who was left in 
charge of the legation when (xeneral Thompson 
left, terminated with the arrival of Governor 
Shannon. ; i 

Mr. BAYLY, (interrupting.) I know the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky by character; I know that 
he is utterly incapable of doing injustice to any- 
body, and he does me but justice when he sup- 
poses that I am incapable of doing injustice to 
Benjamin E. Green, and that, if it can be shawn 
that I have done so, I will make the amende. ‘A 
will do so. I will say to the gentleman, however, 
that ] am familiar with this subject, and I assure 
him that he has been imposed upou by that letter 
as to the facts in this case, and that the recelpt 
was given beforé Governor Shannon ‘arrived as 


Minister in Mexico. Shannon on athe Uth of 
August made known his arrival to the Govern- 


vem 


Jani. 21, 


ment? The. Minister. of Finance inforined’ the 

Secretary of Foreign Affairs on the 27th of Au 
gust, prior to Shannon’s. presentation, ‘that the | 
money had been paid: some time before, and that 
it was the pressure of business alone that had de- 
layed the announcement. i ` 

Mr. GREY. Does the Mexican. Government 
now contend that that draft was paid? ` 

Mr. BAYLY. That is avery long matter. It 
has been investigated, however; and if I get time 
I will'go into the whole matter, ý 
~ Benjamin E. Green’s power of attorney in this 
mattër wàs not revoked by the arrival of Shan- 
non; and Shannon, in a letter to the commission, | 
expressly states that he had nothing to do with 
it. J have got all the facts here, and if 1 have an 
opportunity Lam prepared to bring the whole of || 
them before the country. I had not time to do it 
in my hour. f | 

Mr. GREY. Do I understand the gentleman | 
to say that Hargous & Co, said they had. never 
receipted for this money? 

Mr. BAYLY. They not only denied that they 
had réceived it, but they satisfied the Government 
that they had not done it; and four hundred thou- 
satid and odd dollars were allowed to them by the 
Mexican Commission here, without any reduc- 
tion of the $270,000, because the Government was 
satisfied that they had not received that money. 

Mr. GREY. If I am not greatly mistaken, 
the Mexican Government showed that they had a | 
receipt from Hargous & Co. for the money. My 
understanding of the matter is, that Hargous & 
Co., as the agents of this Government, gave. a | 
receipt to the Mexican Government for the money 
due, but that they had not received the money be- 
cause they gave the receipt for a draft which has 
never been paid. 

Mi. BAYLY. The gentleman is mistaken. 
One ground upon which they claimed exemption 
was, that Mr. Voss, formerly a member of the į 
house of Hargous & Co., was made the agent by | 
Green, and that he gave the receipt in his indi- 
vidual capacity. 

Mr. GREY. Then the fact is, that Hargous 
& Co. were the agents of this Government, but 
that their clerk, Mr. Voss, received this draft from || 
the Mexican Government and receipted for it. 

Mr. BAYLY. Green employed Voss; Har- 
gous & Co. did not. | 

Mr. GREY. Then, if that be the case, the 
Mexican Government have no right to say that | 
they have paid the money, because they have | 
no receipt for it from the agents of this Govern- 
ment, Elargous & Co. No one in Mexico had | 
a right to give a receipt for that money, except 
Hargous & Co, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Chair 
man, itis my purpose to consume buta very small |; 
portion of the time of this committee in the inves- | 

` tigation of the subject now undersconsideration, 
Although I presume it is not strictly in order to | 
discuss this subject legitimately before the com- | 
mittee, yet I suppose it may be considered so. | 
Nevertheless, I shall, to some extent, confine my | 
remarks to the bill under consideration. I confess |j 
that the scene we have just witnessed, and the one |; 
which was, witnessed in this House on yesterday, I 
are rather extraordinary ones. Now, I have said | 
that L would have nothing to do with the contro- 
versy between the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bayy] aad the Greens, or General Green and his 
son, and I intend to have nothing to do with it; 
but when we reflect for a moment, it will be ap- 
parent to some gentlemen upon this floor, and to |: 
others, when I refer to the discussion which took [i 


| the fundamental law of the land. 
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him before this House for thé purpose of denoun- 
cing him in terms the strongest. which the English 

language is capable of furnishing? But, as I have 

said, it is not my purpose to meddle with. this 

controversy between General Green and General 

Bayly. They may fight itout. -On this occasion 

General Green, and his.son especially, has been 

brought: before this House, and charges have 

been preferred against him by the gentleman from 

Virginia.” Then, at the conclusion of his speech, 

he informs the House and the country that.he is a 

lawyer of some experience, that he has served as 

a judge, and that upon testimony weaker than 

that which he has adduced upon this occasion 
against. Benjamin E. Green he would have sen- 
ienced a man to the penitentiary. . Why, this 
would be a violation of one of the fundamental 
laws of this Government. An individual has a 
right to be heard by himself or by means of his 
counsel. He is entitled to have an impartial jury, 
and an impartial judge, to decide in his case. But 
upon this occasion the prosecutor, jury, judge, 
and all are imbodied in one person, and General 
Green and his son have been tried, convicted, 
and sentenced to the penitentiary by that person. 
Now, this is anti-American; it is directly at war 
with republican institutions, and in conflict with 
But for the 
purpose of making himself more clear, he holds 
up Green as a traducer and calumniator. ° ‘That in 
times gone by he had even slandered and traduced 
General Jackson. Sir, I am well aware that I 
can say nothing to add to the fame of that illus- 
trious man—a renown that will stand so long asan 
American heart beats with one pulsation of patriot- 
ism. Itis not for meto pronouncea eulogy upon his 
name; but if we were to go back and hunt up all 
the individuals who had denounced the course of 
General Jackson and his principles during the last 
war, he would finda pretty large company to go with 
General Green in this respect. But why hold up 
General Jackson, who lives upon the pages of 


| history with a fame Above all other men—a fame 


that will outlive the assaults and shafts of calum- 
ny, from whatever quarter they may be sped— 
why then thrust forward Duff Green in this mat- 
ter, because he did not happen to agree with Gen- 
eral Jackson upon some questions? Has not the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bayty] said about 
as hard things of General Jackson on former oc- 
casions as Duff Green ever did? It seems to me 
that he has. And I think the gentleman from 
Virginia is not the man to pronounce eulogies and 
hold up General Jackson’s great character for the 
purpose of aiding him in his denunciations of 
others as the calumniators of General Jackson. 
Now, I repeat again, that, so far as this contro- 


| versy is concerned, I intended to have little to do 


with it, But, as insignificant a man as Duff 
Green is, it seems that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has been a good deal roused by him. There 


isa good deal of the gentleman from Virginia, | 


physically, and I will add mentally, too. His 
mental powers are enclosed in a good deal of 
flesh and blood, it is true; but we have upon this 
occasion seen him physically and mentally roused 
to his utmost capacity. We have seen his wrath, 
physically and mentally, poured out upon even so 
insignificant a character as Duff Green or Benja- 
min E. Green, as the case may be. But I think 
he has been roused upon this occasion to make a 
display, rather than to produce facts which can 
makeup any tangible argument against the Greens. 
However, this is a matter which he and General 
Green may settle between themselves. One thing 
is certain, there is considerable discrepancy be- 


place daring the last session, in relation to this ; 
malter, who it was that made the first assault, and i 
who it was that dragged General Green and his | 
son into this discussion. ft will be seen whether | 
they thrust themselves before the House, or cam 


voluntarily here as parties inthis matter. When 


i 
‘| 


i 


we go back to the discussion which took place |; 
during the last session of Congress upon the ques- 
tion of appropriating three millions of dollars, 
We find ‘that be- 


how does the matter stand? 


i 
i 
i 
j 
| 
1 


| tween the facts he presents to the committee, in 


the bitter assault he has made upon this individual, 
which he has not been able to reconcile. There 


seems to be a tender point which the gentleman |, 


from Virginia evidently dislikes to touch upon, 


| and he therefore assails General Green upon an- || 


other point, thereby diverting the public attention 
from the point which is so tender to him. 

Mr. BAYLY, (interrupting.) The gentleman 
speaks of a point which is tender to me. Will the 


: gentleman from Tennessee be good enough to tell 


me what that point is? 
Mr. JOHNSON. | inferred it from the gentle- 


| Mr. Chairman, when: we.cometo examine this 
matter closely, what connection had General Green 
| or Benjamin E. Green with this transaction? Did 
they propose to make a contract with the Govern- 
ment? Notatall.. Has thé gentleman from Vir- 
ginia produced any proof that they did propose to 
contract with this Government? Not a word. 
But he hag assumed.that they proposed to-be:con- 
| tractors, when they did not. What, then, be- 
i comes of his whole tirade ? What becomes of this 
long catalogue of epithets, which he has poured 
forth against these men, because they dare hold a 
| correspondence with the Mexican minister, in re- 
| lation to the best arrangement possible for the 
j payma of this money? Why, is he for this to 
| beheld up before the American people, and de- 
‘nounced by every opprobrious epithet which the 
English language can supply? Ts General Green 
' a contractor, or has he proposed to become a con- 
tractor? Not at all. Why, then, abuse him? 
Why lug him into this.discussion? Why hold 
him up before the country? Is it because the gen- 
tleman from Virginia wants to have the existing 
‘ arrangement carried into effect, no matter what 
the consequences may be? It seems,to me that 
this last is clearly the reason. And the gentleman 
from Virginia assumes to himself the prerogative 
of instructing—not only of instructing, but abso- 
į lutely of dictating what shall be done in relation to 
these installments, who shall pay them, and how 
they shall be paid. That gentlentan made an ar- 
gument a few days since in relation to this matter; 
| and what wasit? He urged that this bill should be 
passed immediately, and passed in the shape in 
which itis; and why? He says that the time is 
drawing nigh when this money must be paid over 
to the Mexican Government. And the inference 
| atleast is, that unless the appropriation be made 
| immediately for paying that installment, the result 
will be a great loss to the Government. Why, 
sir, some twelve months ago the same argument 
was made in this Hall. But the gentleman at- 
tempts to prove that this is wholly an Executive 
transaction, and he makes an issue upon that point. 
i Now, let us examine this for a moment, and see 
| how the matter stands. I offered an amendment, 
| to convey my ideas of this thing, authorizing the 
i Secretary of the Treasury to pay the money to the 
i Mexican authorities; and did I thereby propose to 
i take it away from the Executive power? If it be- 
| longs to the Executive to conduct this transaction, 
| 

| 


does not the Secretary of the Treasury belong to 
the Executive Department as much as does the 
Secretary of State? And if the money be paid by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, would it not be as 
much an Executive transaction as if paid by the 
Secretary of State? Ithink so. What is the ar- 
gument of the gentleman from Virginia upon this 
subject? He says that during General Taylor’s 
administration, a controversy arose between Sec- 
retary Clayton and Secretary Meredith, hot as to 
who should handle the money, not as to who 
should pocket the profits to be made by the opera- ` 
tion, but as to who should escape the responsibility 
of directing the payment. Mr. Meredith did not 
| want to be troubled with it—Secretary Clayton 
; wanted to escape the responsibility—both wanted 
| to get clear of it. But after the reorganization of 
| the Cabinet, how did the matter stand then? We 
| find after Mr. Webster had come in as Secretary of 
i State, and Corwin as Secretary of the Treasury, 
| the scramble in relation to this Mexican indemnity 
í assumed a very different character. It was not 
| as to who should get clear of the responsibility, 
: but who should make the payment, who should 
| handle the cash, and who should pocket the pro- 
i ceeds. I have been informed thata Cabinet meet- 
ing was held, and it was at length agreed that the 
Secretary of State was the most competent and 
; suitable person, and because his position connected 
‘him more directly with the foreign relations of the 
| country, What does this argument prove? Tt 
| proves that with one Cabinet there was a dispute 
| as to who should get clear of responsibility, and 
| with another Cabinet as to who should take the 
| 
| 
| 


; responsibility and pocket the profits. What is the 
conclusion to be drawn from this? Is not the 
conclusion clear and irresistible to every sound, 

thinking man, that this House should hold the 
| purse-strings of this nation, as well as originate all 

: bills creating revenue? Weare responsible directly 

Mto the people, and should not shrink from that re- 
sponsibility. We should come up and say, in the 


(law, who shall transact the business connected 
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with the payment of this money. -Are we afraid 
todo it? Are we afraid to take the responsibility, 
we, the sworn Representatives of the people—the 
guardians of the public Treasury? Are we so 
fearful of desponaib 


who shall pay the money over? 

Mr. DUNCAN, (interrupting.). I rise to make 
an inquiry of the gentleman, if -he will allow me. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly.. : 

Mr. DUNCAN. I wish to have his authority 
for stating that the Secretary of State, under Mr. 
Fillmore’s administration, contended for the priv- 
ilege of payin the money. . l 

Mr. JOHNSON. Idid not say so. I stated 
that there was a contest as to who should escape 
the responsibility under the new Administration, 
and that there had been a Cabinet council, which 
determined who should have the privilege. 

Mr. DUNCAN, I understood the gentleman 
to say. that a Cabinet council settled this matter, 
after General Taylor’s death. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Under Mr. Fillmore’s ad- 
ministration. 

_Mr. DUNCAN. Well, I believe it was estab- 
lished, in a. former discussion upon this floor, that 
it was settled by the Cabinet of General Taylor, 
before his decease. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Precisely, I thank you for 
the correction, It was, then, settled by Cabinet 
council, and the succeeding Administration de- 
termined to carry out the decision of the previous 
Administration. Well, then, my argument is this: 
Here was a conflict of opinion, and this House 
ought to indicate in this act who shall pay over 
this money to the Mexican authorities. But I 
propose to take another view of this subject. 

[Here a communication from the Senate was re- 
ceived by the hands of Aspury Dickrns, Esq., 
their Secretary, announcing the passage of the 
House bills authorizing the payment of interest to 
the State of New Hampshire, and providing for 
the printing of additional copies of the Journal 
and Documents; also, returning a joint resolution 
.of the House in régard to the assignment of land 
warrants, with amendments thereto, 

“Mr. JOHNSON, (resuming.) Mr. Chairman, 
I bhad just concluded in stating views conclusive 
why we should fix, in this act, the person who 
shall pay this money over; but there is another 
reason why we should do so. There is a power 
authorized, under the Constitution, of the United 
States, to make treaties, and in conformity with 
this power, in 1848, there was a treaty made with 
the Mexican Governnient, and the twelfth article 
of that treaty provides that we shall pay to the 
Mexican authorities, at specified times, certain 
amounts of money. Fificen millions was the 
whole amount stipulated. A certain portion there- 
of was to be paid at the conclusion of the treaty, 
and the balance in annual installments at times 
fixed by the treaty. Now, this is the treaty, and 
we have agreed, so far as the treaty-making power 
is concerned, to pay money at certain times. What 
has the treaty-making power to do with it here? 
Is the treaty-making power conclusiveand binding? 
I put this question to the House, and, humble as 
Iam, tothe country. Suppose, in the exercise of 
this treaty-making power, great abuses were to 
grow out of it, that treaties were made, and money 
stipulated to be paid over, which was wrong, and 
which. would resultin oppression and heavy taxa- 
tion upon the people, so far as the payment of the 
money was concerned, I ask this House and the 
country, is there no conservative power; 1s there 
no point at which the abuses of the treaty-making 
power may be resisted? I know that the Consti- 
tution says that a treaty made in pursuance of the 
Constitution shall be the supreme law of the land; 
and it is conclusive, so far as the Judiciary is con- 
cerned. But howare the abuses of this power to be 
resisted? When a treaty provides that money shall 
be paid, I say that money cannot be paid until an 
appropriation is made by Congress. For the Con- 
stitution says expressly, that no money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury, except in pursuance of 
an appropriation made by law; and hence all 
treaties providing for the payment of money; is 
subjected to the appropriating power. Has not 
this House—the Representatives of the people— 
the authority and power—and moreover, would it 
not be their sworn duty, if they believed that a 
treaty was wrong, that it was oppressive—to 
withhold the appropriation, and thereby defeat the 


à ‘ ility that we cannot, merely in- | 
dicate, in the act under consideration, the individual: 


[and dangerous exercise of this treaty-making 


compliance. with, and the consummation. of the 


abuses of the treaty ? Where is the check—where 
the power to arrest the abuses of the treaty-making 
power? It must exist somewhere; if not, every- 
thing, so far as this Government is concerned, can 
be absorbed and swallowed up by the improper 


power. We find in 1820, that the great statesman 
from Kentucky, in the discussion of the Florida 
treaty, introduced a resolution, in which this doc- 
trine was boldly proclaimed; and he went so far 
as to say, that the treaty made at that period of 
time should be set aside, if Spain faltered in her 
course and refused to do us justice, and adopt the 
means necessary to maintain it. Well, some 
gentlemen may think this is a little foreign, and 
has no direct bearing upon this subject; but 1 
wish to show the application L intend to make of 
it. Here isa treaty made, and money promised 
to be paid under it, at certain times, but subject to 
the other provisions of the Constitution, and sub- 
ject to this conservative power. Then comes up 
another question. Here in the absence of law, in 
the absence of an appropriation of Congress, the 
Secretary of State—({£ mean before the appropria- 
tion is made)—before the treaty is consummated, 
takes it upon himself to make a contract with 
British and American bankers, to pay over money 
which has not been appropriated by the laws of 
the country, and then after the contract is made, 
after the agreement has been entered into that they 
are to give a certain per cent., before the money 
is appropriated, then what is the result pre- 
sented to the House? Itis this: The contract is 
made,and the gentlemen are ready to consummate 
it—ready to pay over the money—and hence you 
are bound to appropriate it; and the Secretary of 
State comes here with all the influence he can 
bring to bear upon this Hall, and says, Pass the 
bill; let us make the contract fourteen months be- 
fore the ‘installment is due. Such was the case 
during the last Congress, to enable a set of bank- 
ers—of British bankers—to speculate upon this 
and the Mexican Government But pass the law, 
appropriate the money to enable a set of bankers 
to have three millions of dollars out of the Treas- 
ury to operate upon, fourteen months in advance. 
When we see how this thing is, Mr. Chairman— 
when we see the appliances that are brought to 
bear—when we see this speculation in every phase 
of the act—when we see some or all parties have 
to be operated upon, it calls upon us to assert our 
prerogative, and say to you, Mr. Secretary of 
State, You shall not act in advance of appropria- 
tions by Congress, or assume to exercise such a 
power. You shall not dictate to the Representa- | 
tives of the people, as to who shall pay the money; 
but we will specify in our act who shall pay it. 
The argument is made by some that it is an 
Executive duty; and that the Executive should 
take the responsibility. Why, by saying in the 
law that this money shall be paid by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, does it change the responsi- 
bility? Does it exclude them from responsibility ? 
Not at all. The responsibility. is precisely the 
same, for it is still with the Executive branch of 
the Government. Should not we, in vindication 
of our position here as representatives, in view of 
all these facts—in view of the bargains and con- | 
tracts made with British and American bankers— |; 
and certain letters on top of that, sent in here, 
stating that time should not be consumed in |} 
s needless discussion,’’—~I say, ought not we to. 
give this money a proper direction? It is true 
there isa great deal said here that does not amount ji 
to much. But here isa communication sent in by 
the President, and by his Secretary of State to 
him, and which receives their sanction and author- 
ity, in regard to the duties and delays of Congress. 
And who was it sent by? We find it is signed by 
Barings, Brothers & Co., by T. W. Ward, their | 
attorney; Howland & Aspinwall, and Corcoran | 
& Riggs, an association of banking companies, | 
and banking offices. Now, what a position are 
we placed in before the country? Hereisa set of 
British bankers who have made a contract with 
the Secretary of State in advance of an appropri- }} 


ation by law; and because Congress is alittle tardy |! 
in providing the appropriation, they send you in || 
a lecture, to the effect that the passage of this bill il 
should not be impeded by useless and idle discus- 
sion. We want this three millions—we want the 


per cent.—we want the credit and character it will 


| after his arrival—the day that 


i 
i 
give us. And hence we are asked to pass this bill | 


ating 


that the President, or. some one of his Cabinet, 
must run about, and look through all the-acts that’ 
this House has passed, when money hasbeen, ap- 
propriated, without saying who. shall “make. the 
payment. Why, do we not see it is vague and 
indefinite? There is a provision in the Constitu- 
tion, that the President shall see that the laws be 
faithfully executed. How vague is that? Here 
is the law appropriating the money, and the gen- 
eral provision in the Constitution, which states it 
to be the Executive duty to perambulate about, 
and to takeup the loose acts of Congress that have 
assed, and. see that they be faithfully: executed. 
hy not say in your law who shall make the 
pa ment, under the supervision of the President? 
ould you thereby change the responsibility? 
By this means, do you not. make it diréct; and is 
it not intelligent and proper.so todo? Suppose, 
for illustration, that Congress were to pass an act 
to-morrow, appropriating $20,000,000: for the pur- 
pose of erecting a new Capitol. That. isa law, 
and under the Constitution the Executive is bound 
to see it faithfully executed. In the one case it is 
precisely as in the other. "Would not the country 
say—would not intelligent, practical business men 
of the country say—define in your act-who shall 
apply that money to the object indicated? Does 
this change its character, admitting that it is the 
Executive duty? Does it not Keep it still Execu- 
tive, and retain his responsibility to the Congress 
and the country? To me it seems so most clearly. 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Barty] tn- 
formed us in his speech that Mr. Walker received 
four percent. Now, so far as money transactions 
are concerned, I mean to speak irrespective of 
party: In the first instance, the gentleman from 

irginia—and I do not mean anything personal 
in what I am about to say, but only wish to. show 
the strange position that he assumes—sttives’ to 
show that it would have been impolitic for the 
Government to have anything to do with. General 
Green; and from his argument it would be inferred 
that he was a faithless, wild, and visionary man, 
and that Benjamin E. Green has been found de- 
faulting in transactions with the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, depriving him and his father of all credit 
whatever. Thisis what he attemptstodo. How 
do the facts stand when the question is put direct 
to him? Does Mexico assume that the money has 
been paid over? What is the response? “There is . 
no such assumption: ae AOE ae fe 

Mr. BAYLY.. The gentleman from Tenneéesée 
is entirely mistaken. Mr. Rejon, in Bis letter of 
the 2d of September, 1844, states that he was th- 
formed by the Minister of Finance, upon the. 27th 
of August, that the money had been paid a long 
time prior to that, and excuses himself for not 
informing our Envoy sooner by stating that the 
notice had been delayed in consequence of the 
vast amount of business which had engrossed tlie 
attention of his Department. I will give you'the 
letter. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let me see whether J under- 
stand the gentleman. Does not that grow out of 
this transaction, going upon the idea that- drafts 
had been given with the view of payment? 

Mr. BAYLY. Ido not know anything about 
that. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Has the money ever been 


| paid by the Mexican Government? 


Mr. BAYLY. An agent had no right to re- 
ceive anything but gold and silver, for that was the 
stipulation in the treaty. Mr, Shannon had gone 
out there to enforce that treaty; ahd on the day 

he was recognized— 
he was informed that the payment had been made, 
and made in money, to raise which the Govern- 
ment had experienced great difficulty. Mr. Shan- 
non sent that information to our Government, and, 
assuming it to be true, we made the appropriation 
to pay the individual claimants. oe ae 

Mr. JOHNSON. Weill, Mr. Chairman; then 
it all resolves itself into this : that it was paid by A 
draft, when the law requiwed thatit shgald be paid 
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in silver. This wasa departure common in: mat- 
ters of that character: He—the agent—agreed to 
receive in payment this draft. When the draft fell 
due; the Mexican Government failed to meet it; 
and all that we can make out of the Green transac- | 
tion is, that he has transcended his authority to || 
` goie extent-in receiving a draft instéad: of money. 
But does that prove that he-has one dollar of the- 
money in his pocket? f f 
Mr. BAYLY. It was sai 
been paid. i : 

“Mr. JOHNSON. - Is. that upon the record— 
that money had’been paid to and received. by the 
‘proper authority’of the United States? If the facts 
are that way, I should like to know it. - 

Mr, BAYLY. I will show them to the gentle- 
man; if he desires it. I have the official report of 
: the Mexican Secretary of Foreign Affairs, and also 
the message of Mr. Shannon to this Government, 
based upon it. j 

Mr: JOHNSON. Was the money paid before 
or after Mr. Shannon’s arrival there? 

Mr. BAYLY. Before; and if the gentleman | 
will allow me, I will read the following paragraph į 


d that the money had 


ernment failed to raise dollar te pay the draft. 
Thats about the whole transaction. ; 
“Mr. BAYLY.: Some of these drafts: 

Mr. JOHNSON: If the gentleman will wait a 
‘moment— : a : f 

Mr. BAYLY. 
to be corrected. _ D 

Mr. JOHNSON. There is one thing I do not 
understand with all this-explanation, which may 
be, perhaps, in consequence of the dullness of my 
intellect, and the great glare of the gentleman’s, | 
which benights mine. Do I understand that the 
Mexican Government as assuming that the money 
was paid to Mr. Green, and received by him as 
the American agent? 

Mr. BAYLY. If the gent 
me z 
| The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle- | 
man from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Jonnson] has expired. 

Mr. ORR. I noticed the’watch when the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee commenced his remarks. | 
| It lacked twenty-five minutes of one o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South 
Carolina is mistaken. It was about two minutes 


“I suppose ihe gentleman desires 


leman will allow 


from Mr. Shannon’s official dispatch of the 21st || 


of September, to show that the installments re- | 
‘ferred to had been paid to the United States agent 
in Mexico on ttie 27th day of August: 


& The installments which fell due on the 30th of April and 
the 30th of July Jast, under the convention of the 30th of 
January, 1843, were paid to the agent of the Government 
appointed to receive and transmit the same, on the 27th 
ultimo. [am inclined to believe this Government will here- 
_after be more prompt in mecting its engagements under the 
above-named treaty than it has heretofore been ; and if it 
should turn out otherwise, it will be owing to a real inabil- 
ity.to raise the means. I am advised that it was with the 
“utmost difficulty that this Government was, able to raise the 
money te.pay the two last installments.?? 


That is what Mr. Shannon says. 

T have here also the official dispatch of the Sec- 
retary of State of Mexico to Mr. Shannon. It | 
ig'very short, and if the gentleman will indulge | 
me, I will read it: 

[TRANSLATION] 


To his Excellency Wilson Shannon, Envoy Extraordinary, 
Şe, of the United States of America. 
NATIONAL PALACE, Mexico, September 2, 1844, 
The undersigned, Minister of Voreign Relations, has the 
honor of informing his Excellency the Bnvoy Extraordinary | 
and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of Amer- ; 
ica, that on the 27th of last August he was apprised by his | 
xeellency the Minister of Minance, that the quarterly in- 
stallment duc on the 30th of April of this year, and thatwhich 
feli due on the 30th July last, had been paid to the agent ap- 
pointed by the Government of said States, according to the 
terms of the Convention of January 30, 1843, and that this 
‘notice had been delayed in consequence of the vast amount 
ot business whieh engrossed the attention of that Depart- 
ment. 
The undersigned avails himself of this occasion, &c., Xe, 
MANUEL CRESIENCIO REJON. 


Mr. JOHNSON. He says, according to the 
terms of the convention, 1 understand the gentle- | 


} 


man to say that he was bound to receive the money |) P 
in gold and silver, and to state that in its stead he | 


had received a draft which was in violation of his | 
| 


duty. ji 


Mr. BAYLY. 1 said no such thing. 
Shannon states in his dispatch that it was paid in 
money, to raise which there was great difficulty. 
Tt was paid before Mr. Shannon arrived there. 
Mr. Green copied that dispatch, for it is in his 
own handwriting. Mr. Green was the agent, and 
Mr. Shannon never was, 

Mr. JOHNSON. DoI understand the gentle- 
man to say Mr. Green, instead of receiving the 
money, received a draft? for that is the point. 

Mr. BAYLY. These documents do not show 
it. In the investigation which was instituted to i 
see whether reclamation could not be made, the 
Mexican Government said they had given him 
drafts, but then Shannon says that it was paid in | 
money. 


Mr. | 


i| never been pait. That is about the whole of it, 


after two when he commenced. The gentleman | 
i from Tennessee yielded the floor to: the gentleman | 
| from Kentucky, [Mr. Gray,] and also to the gen- | 
| tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayry.] The gentle- ; 
i man inquired whether it would be taken out of his | 
‘time. ‘ihe Chair assured him that it would. | 
Mr. ORR. It was the time at which the gen- | 
tleman from Tennessee commenced speaking to | 
which I alluded. ae 
Mr. JOHNSON. I will state to the Chair, | 
that when I asked the question, I understood the | 
response to be, that it would not come out of my | 
time. i 
The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman from | 
Tennessee [Mr. Jonnson] made the inquiry, | 
Whether it would come out of his time? a good | 
many members in the Hall said ‘No! nor? 
After the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Grey] | 
and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] ; 
had finished, he proceeded with his remarks, and 
his time would have expired at about two min- || 
utes after three o’clock; but there was an inter- | 
ruption of some three minutes in the reception of 
a message from the Senate, for which credit was 
given. The Chair has no discretion in giving 
eredit, and a gentleman, when his hour has com- 
menced, cannot yield the floor for personal ex- 
planation or otherwise, in committee, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, except by unanimous consent, 
as the rules in committee cannot be suspended. 
If there be no objection, the gentleman can pro- 
ceed. 
Mr. BAYLY. Thope there willbe no objec- | 
tion to my replying. | 
[Cries of“ No? **No!??] 
Mr. JOHNSON, by unanimous response, was ; 
permitted to proceed. 
Mr. Chairman, l was about to conclude, and 
try to make my escape from this general entangle- 
mentin which this transaction seems to be in- 
volved. As far as that is concerned, it is wholly 
immaterial—if the facts are as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. BayLy]—whether this 
money has been paid and received by the agent of 
the United States, and he is proved to be a de- 
faulter, or whether he has embezzledit. If either, 
I want to know why the preper steps have not 
been taken to bring him to justice. I say the | 
action of the Government, and the history of this 
whole transaction, prove that it is just as I have | 
stated. | 
There was a draft received, and the draft has | 
i 


: when it is reduced to what it really is. Icare || 
| nothing about that. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Baruyr] says that Mr. Walker obtained four 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Shannon speaks accord- 
ing to the terms of the convention. 

Mr. BAYLY. You are mistaken; that ig what 
the Mexican Minister says. i 

Mr. JOHNSON. It isnot material, There is | 
a general jumble-great intricacy in this matter, that 
T will let the gentlemen straighten out to their own || 
fancy. Ithink that when the whole subject is 1 
boiled down; that when we get to what it really | 


i 
| 
ij 
f 
i 


i 


is, we will find that Mr. Green received a draft | 
from the Mexican Government; and so the gen- i 
tleman charges him with traveling outside of his 
duty in receiving it; arf that the Mexican Gov- 


3 


` ment as the one made by Mr. Walker. 


H fact. 


per cent. in the transaction, in paying ever this 
Mexican indemnity. He informs us in the speech 
he made the other day, that this arrangement 
made with Corcoran & Riggs, Baring & Brothers, 
to pay three-and-a-half per cent. for the use of the į 
money fourteen months, was as gogd an arrange- 
This is 
what he asserted the other day, and here it is in 
his printed speech. I assume that such is the | 
‘When we were called upon to pass the Jaw | 
fourteen months.in advance, was it net under- | 
stood that the money was to be taken out of the 

Treasury? 


|| four millions of dollars. 


Mr. BAYLY. WNo—far from it. The very | 


reverse was understood, and: not a dollar was to 


be taken from the Treasury. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the law had passed last 
Congress, would’not the money have been thereby 
appropriated, and was it not in the. discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to give his draft 
covering the amount of the appropriation ‘when he 
saw proper? Why, what is. the reason’ and in- 
ducement for engaging in the transaction?” Is it 
not because they can get the use of the capital—is 
it not because they can get the use of the credit 
which this large amount of money would give 
them? What did they agree to pay three-and-a- 
half per cent. for? Was it not for the use of the 
capital—for the benefit of the credit and the per 


cent. to be realized by the use of it? If the money 


was not to be taken ont of the Treasury—if the 
money was not to be paid over until it fell due, 
why pass the law fourteen months in advance? 
It seems to me to be the height of folly to place 
at the discretion of the Secretary of State three or 
Was there no danger tg 
be apprehended from this? What did we see the 
other day? We saw a liberal distribution of 
money among the soldiery of France, and we saw 
the highest officer of government dissolving the 
House of Representatives publicly. The maxim 
is true, ‘Give me the money and I can get the 
men—give the men and I can get the money.” 
Weare told thatif you pass a law fourteen months 
in advance, placing some three or four millions 
of money in the hands of individuals, the money 
would be secure—and that good security could 
be given. If the money was not to be taken out 
of the Treasury—if it could not be paid over— 
what security had they? The money was the 
best security they could have, locked up in the 
Treasury—the best place in which it could be 
kept. No, it was all speculation. I infer it from 
the transaction; I infer it from the business habits 
of the men—from the money transactions of the 
world. It was to make money—to pocket the per 
cent.; and who was to getit I do not pretend to 
say. I have heard one thing; I know that rumor 
says that a former Secretary of the Treasury 
made money. I do not pretend to say how much, 
or how little.. And while they talk about Duff 
Green’s insolvency, who never. had or proposed 
to make a bargain with the Government, they 
never talk about his being a visionary.iI expect 


| that perhaps General Green has been unfortunate 


in money matters, and has not been successful 
since he expended a large estate. But if I am 
credibly informed, others have been unfortunate 
in times gone by, and some of these bankers 
came well nigh it, if they had not taken the bene- 
fit of the insolvent law; but they have been since 
successful and prosperous in business. They had. 
the funds of the Government to pay outin Mr. 
Walker’s administration, and the opportunity of 
purchasing a large amount of stock. Somehow 
or other, they got very rich, as events prove— 
Walker in the bargain, as I am credibly informed. 
Rumor now says that he has amassed a very 
large fortune. This is all predicated upon rumor; 
but I think it is reasonable to infer that Mr. W eb- 
ster would like to realize a little percentage in this 
way. If rumor be true—as we go into things of 
this sort—I never understood that Mr. Webster 
had acquired a character for much more prudence 
and economy in the management of financial af- 
fairs than a great many oiher men. I do not think 
he has an extensive reputation for matters of this 
kind. I think, if rumor is to be taken as true 
evidence, that Mr. Webster has been about as 
loose, prodigal and extravagant, m the manage- 
ment of his own financial affairs, as much so as 
men generally are. j l 

I am for the insertion of the amendment to this 
bill. Isay, we are not called upon to violate a 
great principle, to appropriate money for a con- 
tract made in advance, which is not fully complied 
with: A treaty cannot be complied with, and 
money cannot be paid until the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall make appropriation by law; and 
we ought to teach Mr. Webster, and all those con- 
federated with him, that they cannot go in advance 
of’gour authority. We ought to teach him, that 
he shall not tamper with the Treasury of the na- 
tion. Are we to sit here as puppets, who are to 
speak and vote just as somebody puts the speech 
in our mouths, or asks us to vote? While this 
bill js under consideration, you find this and the 
other individual dropping soft words in our ears, 
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as to the precise point to bear—the -exact argu- 
ment to make. All that kind of thing is in the 
ears of members, and is all innocent and harmless, 
provided they get what they want: All this has 
an influence. Then say these insolent bankers, 
who are keeping their circulars before you, You 
shall not impede the passage of this bill by end- 
less discussion; you who are talking about’ the 
people’s money, away with your idle gabble— 
your tittle-tattle—your fiddle-faddle—here stop and 
shut your mouths, ; e & 

Humble as I am, I will resist all: this influence; 
so far as I am concernéd; and in behalf of my 
constituents, I say it is an enctoachmeént upon 
the dignity and prerogative of the representatives 
of a free people. 
in this transaction, prescribe by law—not shrink 
from responsibility—and say who shall pay this 
money over; and. then hold: them responsible for 
the faithful discharge of their duty. From the 
frequent interruptions since this discussion took 
place, so far ag. I am concerned, I have been-di- 
verted. in fact from the regular points I intended to’ 
make. If 1 had been permitted to go on without 
interruption, I should not have consumed more 
than thirty minutes. But I must allude to one 
more matter before I sit down. When we come 
to look at this transaction—when we come to look 
at the proceedings of the Secretary of State here- 
tofure—when we connect it with the reasonable 
inference of speculation—I say it behooves us, as 
the representatives and faithful guardians of the 
public interests, to define clearly in our laws the 
individuals who shall pay this money over to the 
Mexican Government. To insert this amendment, 
and place this matter in the hands of large specu- 
lators, looks to me like being dragooned and 
whipped into measures. I say, fix it upon the 
Treasury of the United States. But the gentleman 
tells us, that this officer has nothing to do with 
foreign affairs. Is he not, in fact, an officer more 
intimately and directly connected with the money 
transactions relating to foreign governments, than 
any Secretary of State? 

s there any man. here who doubts the capabil- 
ity of the Secretary of the Treasury to negotiate 
and have this money paid over upon as good 
terms as the Secretary of State could do it? Mr, 
Walker made arrangements for the payment of 
two installments of this indemnity, and will any- 
body say that it was not as well done as if it had 
been done by the Secretary of State? or that the 

. present Secretary of the Treasury cannot do it as 
well? Isay that out of respect to ourselves, to 
our position, and to our constituents, we ought to 
take this matter out of the hands of an individual 
who has assumed the high prerogative of making 
a contract for the payment of this money before 
the bill is passed appropriating it. 

There are many other things which I desired 
to say, but as my time has nearly expired, I will 
give way to some other gentleman, 

Mr. EDGERTON next obtained the floor, but 
yielded it to 

Mr. SWEETSER, who moved that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The question was put and agreed to. 


The commitee accordingly rose, and the Speaker | 


having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr. 
Jones] reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and partic- 
ularly House bill No.-46, providing for carrying 
into execution in further part the twelfth article 
of the treaty concluded with Mexico at Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo, but had come to no conclusion 
thereon. 
On motion by Mr. GROW, 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of James F. Green 
‘be withdrawn from the files of the House, and referred to 
the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE ON THE INDEMNITY BILL. which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I desire that the House 
shall fix some time for closing the debate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the Mexican indemnity bill, and with that view I 
offer the following resolution, which I send ‘olay 
Clerk’s desk: 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, That all debate in the Commitiee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union on bill No. 46, providing 
for carrying into execution, in further part, the twelfth arti- 
cle of the treaty concluded with Mexico at Guadalupe Hi- 
dalgo, shall cease at ~—o’clock, on ——, if the committee 


Whigs and Democrats should, | prepared to fix a time at which the debate shall || 


i ate from marshals and assistant marshals, from | 


shall not sooner come tóa conclusion onthe same, andthe ij 
committee shall then proceed to vote on such amendments |! 
as may be pending or offered to the same, and shall then re- 
portit to the House with such aihendments asanay be agreed 
to by the committee. 4 | 
e Mr. HOUSTON. Iwill move to fill the blanks 
in that resolution by inserting three o’elock to- || 
morrow afternoon. 
> Mr DUNHAM. And I move to insert one || 
o’elock to-morrow. : i 
Many Memsrrs. ‘Oh no, that’s too soon.” 
Mr, HOUSTON. | I believe I am entitled to the 
floor. I will move the previous question on that 
resolution; but at the same time, I do not mean to 
press it to a vote this evening. I merely desire 
that members shall come here to-morrow morning 


close. I wish it to close as early as convenient; ! 
but it is not my purpose to shut out any-reason- || 
able amount of debate. I now move that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock. | 


i 


} 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate cominittees : 


By Mr. SMART: The petition of William Brewster and 
omora for a light house on Jameson’s Point, in the State of | 
aine. | 

Also, the petition of Jolm A. Brewster and others, for a 
light-house on Jameson’s Point, iu the State of Maine. 

By Mr. BISSELL: The memorial of James L. Collins, | 
praying relief for losses sustained while in the service of ; 
the United States in the war with Mexico, &e. 

Also, the memorial of John Reynolds and others, citizens | 
of Tilinois, praying for the right of way and a grantof land, 
in aid of the construction ofa railroad from Shawneetown, i 
via Belleville, to a point on the Mississippi river opposite | 
St. Louis. x | 

By Mr. McNAIR: The proceedings of a meeting held at 
Norristown, Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, in favor of 
an increased duty on iron. 

By Mr. SCHOONMAKER: The petition of t heassistant i 
marshals of Ulster county, New York, for an increase of | 

} 
1 


compensation for taking the late Census. 
_ Also, the petition of William Sterry, for au invalid pen- | 
sion. 

Aiso, the application of Joseph Martin, for a pension. H 

Also, the petition of Frederick Steele, first lieutenant, ; 
captain by brevet, second infantry, United States Army, for | 
relief. | 

By Mr. BRECKENRIDGE: ‘The petition of Benjamin 
J. Brunham, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. MILLSON: The petition of Commander Jobn | 
L. Saunders, United States Navy, asking to he reimbursed | 
for certain expenses incurred while in command of the Uni- 
ted States ship St. Mary’s. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 22, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morgan. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a report and reso- 
lutions, adopted by the New Orleans Chamber of 
Commerce, relative to the causes of the explo- 
sion of steam boilers, and the means of their pre- 
vention; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam H. Bartoll, and citizens of Marblehead, | 
Massachusetts, representing that the sea-wall at 
the southwest part of Marblehead Harbor, which 
prevents the waters of Boston Bay from encroach- 
ing on said harbor, is in a very dilapidated condi- 
tion, and praying an appropriation for repairs of | 
said wall; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Commerce. 

Mr. MORTON presented the petition of George 
Jennings, William T. Jennings, and George S. | 
Jennings, praying that Thomas D. Jennings may |! 
be allowed to enter a certain tract of land settled |! 
by his father; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. | 

Also, the petition of William B. Davis, pray- jj 
ing for remuneration for losses at Indian river, 
Florida, during the Indian disturbances in 1849; 


i 


Mr. MORTON. [also beg leave to present the | 
petition of John F. Myrick and the assistant 
marshals of the northern district of Florida, ask- 
ing additional compensation for their services in 
taking the Seventh Census in Jackson and Cal- 
houn counties. ft appears, from the number of 


memorials which have been presented to the Sen- 
i 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
1 


all portions of the country, that the square-root |) 
system of estimating the mileage of the marshals, il 
introduced into the census act on the motion of | 


| that the memorial be reférred to the. Comin 


i the census act vat the lust 
į More admirably ‘than any. r ! 
| applied’ by Congress. It: has pre 

| thing like. fraud “and ches 
|| seribed:a rule by whieh, when th 


enumerated, you can’ prevént éveryth: 


operates badiy; or, at: least,” 
have forgotten their. matleñiatics: and 
derstand ‘how. to work: itout “properly 


: itte 
Claims. a NG SSB 
Mr. UNDERWOOD 


mathematical rule; whie 


ong ress 


tér 


reported the number of families which the 


exorbitant demand for mileage with mathem: 
certainty. The act of 1850, pre idling: 
taking -of the census, actually allows 
the enumeration than any. prior act 6 
This dissatisfaction. has resulted’ from’ the appli- 
cation of the mathematical principle to:which the 
honorable. Senator. has referred, to: prevent the 
extraordinary: charges for mileage, which -hay 
been: heretofore made ` bythe census: mi 
The rule works admirably., 200" 
Mr. MORTON. I would: sey, iñ y tothe 
remarks of the Senator from. Kentucky that) th 
rule may work admirably for the Government, 
but very badly for’ the marshals. -One ofthe’ 
marshals for Florida, as he représents.. in: his 
memorial, traveled upwards of one thousand four 
hundred miles, was laboriously and assiduously 
engaged for three months, and that the amount of 
compensation which he received ‘was a. bundred 
and odd dollars, This rule may work admirably 
for the Government and for the benefit of the 
Treasury, but certainly it does not. afford. the 
marshals a proper compensation. | It reminds 
me of one of Æsop’s fables in relation tò the boys 
who were throwing stones at the frogs: it.was. — 


H enjoyment to the boys, but death to the frogs. So, 


this rule, in its operation, may work ‘advanta~ 
geously to the Government, but it has:certaijly 
operated disadvantageously to the marshals. 
The laborer is worthy of his reward; but. these. 
officers have not received proper compensation for | 
their laborious services, cag Byer ele be 

The petition was referred, to. the Committee of, 
Claims. p : K og ee 

Mr. SMITH presented the petition of the chil- 
dren and heirs of John Fanning, a surgeon’s mate: 
in the revolutionary war, praying compensation for, 
his services; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionaf¥ Clams. 

Mr. FOOT presented resolutions passed by the 
Legislature of Florida, in favor of a distribution 


| of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 


United States among the States; which was. re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary... se; 

Also, a resolution passed by the Legislature. of. 
Vermont, in. favor of: a grant of: public land. for 
the endowment. of hospitals for. the,indigent-in~ 
sane; which, was referred to. the: Committee. on 
Public Lands. nas EINA 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have 
a memorial of sixteen printed pages—it is from 
H.C. Allensworth, of Kentucky. The object of 
the memorial will be fully explained by the read- 
ing of a single paragraph: ; 

“ Your memorialist further represents, that the awardin’ 
his favor by the American Commissioners, under. the 
convention of 1839, computed up to the close of the last 
board, amounted to $2,446 38. For thatanount he claimed 
an award from the last board, which, however, arbitarily 
reduced his claim to $650, making a difference of 41,796.27 

He asks Congress to. pay him this amount, be- 
cause the last board on Mexican claims he alleges 
did not do him justice. _ I believe these memorials 
have been referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. [ask that this may take the same di- 
rection. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have 
also the memorial of John B. Amos. The peti- 
tioner represents that he contracted to carry the 
mail from Bowling Green to Glasgow, in the State 
of Kentucky; that this line was to connéct to-. 
gether the alternate lines from Louisville to Naskh- 
ville, one passing through Bowling Green and the. 
other through Glasgow, by means of which con- 
nection ‘the people in the western part ‘of Ken- 
tucky had a daily communication with Louisville. 
After he made this contract, he complains that the. 
Government contracted for a direct daily line from 
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Bowling Green to Lauisville, which deprived him 
of passengers on his cross-connecting line. He 
has taken testimony. and got certificates to show 
that he has losta- large quantity of money by this 
arrangement. made by. the: Government. - hen 
this arrangement was first made he says: that he 
“applied to: the: Postmaster General “for additional 
compensation, but the Postmaster General refused 
sto give it to him. Hé then.applied.to_ be released 
from the-contract..,"Fhat also was. refused. He 
therefore claims that ‘the. Government violated its 
“contract and he asks Congress.to grant him relief, 
‘T move to, refer the: memorial to the: Committee on 
the Post Office arid’ Post Roads... 
The motion-was agréed to. 
Loe FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 
ouMr. HALE. Mr. President, there lies upon 
““syourtablé. a petition relating: to corporal punish- 
mënt in the Navy, which was. presented some 
“time agoz and “was, on my motion, postponed until 
6-day. T was desirous of saying something in 
relation to it, and Iam as ready to say it now as 
‘at any future time. But it has been suggested to 
me by several Senators that they desire to speak 
upon it, and that it would therefore be better to 
have it taken up now and assigned a special day 
for its consideration. E. move that the memorial 
be taken up for the purpose of having a day fixed 
for its consideration. 
“The motion to take up the memorial was agreed 
to. . i 

Mr. HALE. I now move that the further-con- 
sideration of the memorial be postponed to this 
day week, and that it be made the special order 
for that day, when I hope we shall finish it. ` 

Mr. GWIN. TheCommittee on Naval Affairs 

“are suspended in their action on this very question, 
because it is under discussion in the Senate. If the 
Senator from New Lampshire who has the floor, 
and the Senator from New Jersey, (Mr. Srocr- 
ron;] who wishes to obtain the floor, will permit 
the memorial to be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, we will very soon bring the subject 
-before the Senate. The committee is now waitin 
for the discussion in the Senate to be stopped. 
hope the Senator from New Hampshire will post- 
pone his remarks until the committee shall have 
reported upon the subject. Ido not wish to inter- 
rupt the debate. I have merely made this sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. This matter has been before the 
Senate forthe last six or eight years. A. provision 
in relation to this’ subject has ggnerally been put 
in some of the general appropriation bills, and was 
not reached until the final hours of a session. The 
subject therefore has not received the deliberate 
attention. which it deserves. Iam glad that the 
Senator from New Jersey moved in this matter at 
so early a period. Iam prepared to say what 
little I have to say upon the subject, just as well 
as I shall be hereafter. It was not on my own 
account that I asked for a postponement, but at 
the request of other Senators. Having made these 
remarks, I am perfectly willing to leave the ques- 
tion to the Seuate. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 do not wish to interrupt the 
debate at all, but, as I stated to the Senator, the 
‘Committee on Naval Affairs are delayed in their 
action by the discussion in the Senate on the sub- 
ject. The Naval Committee intend to bring the sub- 

ject before the Senate in a very short time, either 
by a bill to restore flogging, or to provide a sub- 
stitute for it. The committee will act promptly. 
‘We are now delayed in our action by the discus- 
sion in the Senate, and if it is agreeable to the 

Senator from New Hampshire, I move to refer the 

memorial to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The motion to refer was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. SMITH, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Samuel W. Chilson, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, That the memorials of members of the Bar of 
East Tennessee, on the files of the Senate, relating to the 
appointment ofa separate judge for that district, be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Samuel S. Marcy and others,” 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 


> Ordered, That Elisha, Hampton and others, bave leave 
to withdraw the documents on the files of the Senate, re- 
lating to their claims. ae oe A ; 

On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Mary E. D. Blaney, widow 
of George Blaney; on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 1 = 7 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was, 

Ordered; Thatleave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate the petitions of citizens of San Francisco, 
California, presented January 2,-1852, in relation to the es- 
tablishment ofa branch Mint at that place. .- | ~ 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 

Ordered, That Willian ‘Tell Zollickoffer have leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can now state more at 
length than I could yesterday the facts under which 
this application is made. I stated to the Senate yes- 
terday that an unfavorable report had been made 
upon this individual’s memorial, but that it had 
never been acted upon by the Senate. I can now 
state in addition, that an application was made to 
the Pension Office, and that a pension was ac- 
tually granted to Mr. Zollickoffer. Hence he 
does not want any further action in the Senate. 
He, however, wishes his papers to be returned to 
him, that he may be enabled to show that a pen- 
sion ought to have been granted to him at the 
Pension Office something like a twelvemonth 
earlier than the Commissioner of Pensions allowed. 
It is under these circumstances that he asks a 
withdrawal of the papers. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of Mrs. E. A. McNeil, widow of the late General 
John McNeil, reported back the same without 
amendment. | 

Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the memorial of Ira Day, of Vermont, submitted 
a bill for his relief, accompanied by a report. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read: 

Resolved. That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 


be authorized to employ a clerk to said committee during 
the present session, at the usual compensation. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing,to whom was referred the motion to print 
two thousand additional copies of the report of the 
Secretary of War in relation to the inundations of 
the Mississippi river, reported thereon; and in 
concurrence therewith, 

Ordered, That three thousand additional: copies be 


printed of the said report—threc hundred of which for the 
use of the Topographical Bureau. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN, agreeably to previous no- 


tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill, 
to be entitled “ An act to revive for a limited time 
‘An act in relation to donations of lands to certain 
persons in the State of Arkansas;’’? which was 
read a first and second time by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to release 
from reservation and restore to the mass of the 
public lands certain lands in the State of Arkan- 
sas; which was read a first and second time by 
its title and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


ICE BOATS ON THE POTOMAC. 
Mr. HUNTER, in the absence of the Senator 


a joint resolution to provide for the employment 
of ice boats on the Potomac; which is as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States in Congress assembled, That the Post- 
master General be and he is hereby authorized, in addition 
to ordinary steamboat service on the Potomac, to contract 
with the Washington and Fredericksburg Steamboat Com- 


pany for an efficient ice boat, or ice boats, being kept up for |j 


the conveyance of the mail during the winter months, pro- 
vided the additional expense to be incurred by the Depart- 
ment for keeping up.sneh ice boat or ice boats shall not 
exceed $20,000 per annum. 

The resolution was read a first and second time 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


į ration in the Navy of the United States, an 
| the same time of increasing the monthly pay of 


“. REVENUE FRAUDS. . 

Mr. HUNTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was.considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to:.. 

Resolved, That.the Secretary of the Treasury be request- 
ed to furnish for the information of the Senate a detuiled 
statement.of all cases. where seizure and confiscation in 
pursuance of law may have taken’ place onthe ground of 
under valuation, or fraud, éither in the invoice-or entry 
made.or aitempted to be made at the custom-house of any 
collection district in the United States, since the.tariff act 
of the 30th of July, 1846, went into operation, describing 
any such goods, and stating the place or.country from 
whence imported; together with a like statement of all 
seizures. and confiscations and prosecutions, if any, that 
may have takeu place in pursuance of the directions to col- 
lectors and ether officers of the customs contained in the 
circular instructions issued by the Secretary of the Treasury 
under date of the 12th. of October, 1849, in the following 
terms to wit: ‘* Where the value declared in the entry shall, 
‘on due appraisement of the goods, be found to be so far 
‘below the foreign cost or market value as to raise a pre- 
| “sumption of being fraudulently invoiced, seizure and con- 
t fiseation of the goods should take place under the pro- 
| < visions of the act of 2d March, 1799, and prosecution of 
i ‘the offending party under the nineteenth section of the 
t thriff act of 30th August, 1842, instituted. ’” 


GENERAL GEORGE TALCOTT. 

Mr. HUNTER, in the absence of the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Burier,] submitted 
the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous. consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
furnish, for the use of the Senate of the United States, a 
copy of an original letter, on the files of his Department, 
from Colonel Benjamin Huger to General George Talcott, 
bearing date at Fort Monroe Arsenal, November 5, 1850. 
CREDITORS OF THE WESTERN CHEROKEES, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be and he is 
hereby directed to communicate to the Senate copies of all 
correspondence between his Department, including the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and persons claiming to be 
creditors of the Western Cherokees, since the last session 
of Congress. 

CAPTAIN WILLIAM K. LATIMER. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, that two thousand 
additional copies of the charges and specifications 
i before a Court of Inquiry against William K. 
| Latimer, a captain in the Navy of the United. 
| States, and the accompanying papers, which were 
ordered to be printed, be printed for the use of the 


Senate— 
Ordered, That the motion be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. i 


BOOKS FOR NEW SENATORS, 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted yesterday by Mr. Bancer, to supply 
each of the new members of the Senate with the 
same number and description of books as were 
furnished to each of the members of the Senate of 
the last Congress: and the resolution was agreed to. 


SPIRIT RATION IN THE NAVY. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Sumner, on the 19th instant, 
directing the Committee on Naval Affairs to in- 
quire into theexpediency of abolishing the spirit 
at 


all the enlisted men in the service; and the resolu- 
tion was agreed to. 
BILLS PASSED. 

The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: 

A bill to extend the time for selecting lands 
granted to the State of Wisconsin for saline pur- 
poses; 

A bill for the relief of the widows and relatives 
of certain officers and seamen of the United States 


i brig Washington, who were lost overboard in a 


from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] and agreeably to pre- |! hurricane; . 


| vious notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce 


A bill to authorize the State of Hlinois to select 
the residue of the lands to which she is entitled 
under the act of 2d March, 1897, granting land to 
aid that State in opening a canal to connect the 
waters of the Illinois river with those of Lake 
Michigan; and y ; 

A bill to admit the Hermaphrodite brig Syl- 
phide to registry. 

REPORTS OF SENATE PROCEEDINGS, 

he Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Norris 
on the 20th instant: 


Resolved; ‘That the Secretary of the Senate be and he is 
hereby authorized and instructed to audit, and from time to 
time to settle, the account of John C, Rives for the reports 


1852. 


THE CONGRE 


of the Senate proceedings and debates published in, the : 


Daily Globe, at 87 50 per column. 


“Mr. NORRIS. I suppose’that the Senate un- 


derstands fully this whole subject; but still I will- 


make a very brief explanation.’ As long ago as 
1846, a proposition was made in the Senate that 
the then. editors of the Globe, Messrs. Blair and 
Rives, and the editors of the National Intelligencer, 

. should publish reports of the debates in the Senate. 
By that resolation. twelve copies were authorized 
to be taken by each Senator, of both: publications. 
The editors of the National Intelligencer refused 
to publish so small a numberat the price proposed. 
The price was six dollars: per copy for the long 
session, and three dollars per copy for the short 
session. Messrs. Blair and Rives accepted the 
proposition, and the work was published by Blair 
and Rives, and subsequently by Mr. Rives, up to 
this time. Those publications at that time, as Í 
understand, contained merely synopses of the de- 
bates, except the Appendix to the Congressional 
Globe, in which were published speeches at length, 
revised by those who made them. In 1847, the 
Senate employed Dr. Houston to make full reports. 
He went on throughout thelong session of 1847-°48, 
and then his contract was given up. In 1848, the 
Senate made a proposition to the editors of the 
National Intelligencer and the editors of the Union, 
to publish the debates in full at $7 50 per column. 
Those papers continued to publish the debates in 
full up to the close of the last session of Congress. 
At that time the editors of the Intelligencer gave 
notice that they would no longer, on their part, 
continue the contract; and they have abandoned 
it altogether. It was then understood that the 
editors of the Union would likewise abandon the 
contract on account of the price which the Senate 
paid: not being sufficient, as was alleged. 

Mr. Rives, at the commencement of this session 
of Congress, employed a corps of reporters to 
make up these reports, and they are now pub- 
lished daily in the Deity Globe, and laid upon our 
tables. Of the manrier in which these reports 
have been made, the Senate is able to judge. [Bie 
sume that no more efficient corps of reporters can 
be found anywhere. So far as I have examined 
them, they have been made with great accuracy 
and promptness. . It is necessary that these re- 
ports should come from some source, in order to 
enable Mr. Rives to fulfill his contract for the sup- 
ply of the Congressional Globe. Mr. Rives com- 
menced the undertaking at this session, without 
any authority on the part of the Senate, and I 
have introduced this resolution to test the sense of 
the Senate, whether they will continue the reports 
which he has been making. I hope they wilh; for 
J believe it important that the reports of the debates 
in the Senate should be faithfully made, and put 
in a form to be preserved. I hope the resolution 
will be adopted. 

Mr. WALKER. If I understand the proposi- 
tion, it is to do nothing more in. regard to the 
Daily Globe than we have heretofore been doing 
with regard to the National Intelligencer. 

Mr. NORRIS. Nothing more. 

Mr. WALKER. I am in favor of it; and I 
think that if we have ever had good and prompt 
reports of debates since I have been here, they 
have been in the Globe during this session. The 
leading Reporter for that paper for this session 
éan perform almost a miracle in the way of re- 
porting, for hè can report me literally when I 
speak in my most rapid manner. I have been 
astonished at the correctness of the reports for the 
Globe, and I should regret exceedingly to see them 
discontinued. 

Mr. HALE. I concur in @verything which has 
been said in favor of these reports; but there is 
one thing which I wish to see corrected. We hire 
reporters to report what is done and said in the 
Senate; but we shall never have precisely that so 
long as the practice is tolerated of allowing mem- 
bers to revise their speeches. In these revised 
speeches I frequently find omitted things that were 
said, and I find put in things that were not said. 
This offer has been very kindly made to me by 
the reporters; but I told them to take what I say 
just as I say it. I do not want to make a speech 
afterward. If it is nonsense, let it be nonsense. 

I decidedly object to this revising of speeches to 
go out as speeches that are made; and Thope some 
mode will be adopted by which the very faithful 
and accurate reports we do have when they are 
not revised or corrected, will be allowed to go as 


they-are reported; and:that Senators will not be 
permitted to send. out as said what is not said. I 
hope the resolution will pass. ‘ 

Mr. GWIN., . I wish to say a single word upon 
the point raised by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. tis highly probable thatthat Senator may 
-be so distinctly heard as to be reported accurately 
on all occasions, but I say very candidly that I 
-cannot be; and | have found ‘it necessary to add to 
the reports of my speeches that which L. intended 
to say, whether 1 said it or not.. 1 do not speak 
for display; but if I did not sometimes revise, as 
Ihave inumated, I should be put in a wrong po- 
sition before my constituents. The Congressional 
Globe is an official work. It is to be put into the 
archives of the country, and I have found it abso- 
lutely necessary, when speaking on questions of 
importance to. my own constituents, to see-that I 
am put right. ; 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that 
according to the rules, the resolution must have 
three readings. The rule of the Senate is, that all 
resolutions proposing amendments.to the Consti- 
tution, or to which the approbation and signature 
of the President of the United States may be re- 
quisite, or which may grant money out of the 
contingent or any other fund, shall be treated in 
all respects in the introduction and form of pro- 
ceedings on them in the Senate in a similar man- 
ner with bills. This is a resolution to provide 
for auditing and settling accounts, and therefore 
appropriates money, and must have three readings. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish merely to say that l 
hope this resolution will pass, and expressly for 
the benefit of the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire, (Mr. Hare.] I know of no gentle- 
man who, it seems to me, is pursuing a course 
more adverse to his own interests and public rep- 
utation, as deservedly high as his is, in opposing 
„this resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not oppose the resolution. 
I am in favor of it. 

Mr. BADGER. I understood the Senator to 
oppose so much of the proposition as authorized 
the revision of speeches. 

Mr. HALE. There is no such proposition in 
the resolution. 

Mr. BADGER. The Senator from New 
Hampshire so commonly speaks to the subject 
before the Senate, and so seldom wanders from it, 
that I really supposed that something of the kind 
was up for the consideration of the body. 1 think 
itis very much to be regretted that the Senator 


J. P. Hale * put agains! 
| desire for anything of ‘tha 
for my constituents and for the county 


Mr. BADGER, Why, here is'a most 
example of the propriety of ‘the honorable. 
tor’s revising his speeches. What would the. 
orable Senator himself, what would any other: 
of taste think of what he has. just said al 
“ licking a fertile imagination into shape???) I: 


But the honorable Senator. compels me, which 

| did not desire to do. before, to-assign-an additional 
and much stronger reason, thanI did assign, wh 
| I wished he would look’ over and expurgnt 
speeches. I mentioned a reason which atie 
him personally, and. it Wasa very grave" aid s 
riousone. But there is another and higher reason,- 
|I wished it for the sake of the country, fora- 
| great many inflictions have been imposed upon it 

| by the honorable Senator, which, I have nodoubt, 
iin his calmer and more judicious moments; if he 

| ever has any such, he would have stricken out.’ 
Mr. HALE. One single word more. The- 
| reason the honorable Senator, assigns, shows that 

| he supposes that the country reads my speeches, 
and, therefore, he thinks that they ought to be ex~ 

| purgated. He would, therefore, seem to imply, 
that some speeches are made here, which the coun- 
try does not trouble itself about, even so much as 
itoread. ThatT regard asa compliment. (Laugh- 

| ter. E EEE a 
Mr. BADGER. I would say that I do not wish 
Í to continue this contest with the honorable geiitle- 
man for the last word. His wit is getting low, 
and there is nothing left of the wine but. the lees, 
That is all I have to say. ; 


Mr. CASS, I desire to say but one word. ; 1t 
will be recollected, that at the last session this sub- 
ject was before the Senate, and a proposition ‘was 
distinctly made that no Senator should revise his. 
Speeches. Well, if by not revising is meant, that 


has not taken the pains to revise some of his 
speeches. I will not say that they need any addi- 
tion; but some of them very much stood in need 
of the inverted stylus: and I know no gentleman 
in this country, considering the large fame which 
he enjoys, who has suffered more from want of 
the expunging process, in some of the speeches 
which he has made in this Chamber. My regret 
for him on this account is. so great, that, if he is 
not willing to take the labor of striking. out un- 
necessary passages for himself, 1 would be almost 
willing to take that labor on myself, though. I 
very rarely do it in my own speeches. . 
Mr. HALE. In answer to that I would say, 
that I do not, like some other young gentlemen, 
come here to make a display of myself by talking. 
When I talk it is for the country. Let those gen- 
tlemen who are anxious for a rhetorical reputation, 
pore over the midnight lamp, and put prepositions 
into their speeches, and add other ornaments of 
rhetoric; but do not Jet them find fault with the 
ractical business-men of the Senate who come 
here to do the business of the country, because 
they have not been able to run a race with them 
in rhetorical declamations. Jam perfectly willing 
that the Senate should set apart a day when these 
gentlemen shall come in and display themselves. 
| Saturday afternoon might be a very convenient 
time. {Laughter.] Iam perfectly willing that a 
| corps of reporters should be here and understand | 
that they are only to make the skeletons; and that į 
the ornaments are to be pat in afterwards by the 
gentlemen themselves. ‘Though I have no objec- 
tion to that, what I want is, that when we have a 
corps of reporters to keep a record of what is said, 
we should have what is said. I do not want to 
trust to the fertile imagination that may be licked 


put in as being said on the spur of the moment. | 
lam but a plain blunt man. I speak what oc- | 


curs to me at the time 1 speak. . If it is not in the 
kai 


| porters, and correct them where errors canbe 

‘found, it is a species of tyranny to which no Le- 

'gislature in the world would submit.: Tam 

cisely in the same condition as the honorable Sen- 
ator from California, -Itis difficult for the reporters 

i to report me, It is not: their fault; it is mine. 

' From some: defect, ‘or: owing: to my: hasty en 

| ciation, I cannot be heard as distinctly as many ' 

| Senators. I know from experience, that I cannot 

| be exactly reported ‘on this account, ; IfaSenator 
was not to be allowed to look over: his remarks 

and correct an egregious mistake when he found 

one, no one would submit to it. If mistakes can 

| be found, are these reports to be like the laws of 

' the Medes and Persians, unalterable?) Cannot I 

| put myself right, if I find an error in regard to my 

| position? How fara Senator should go-in the 

| operation of revising his remarks, must. depend 

upon himself. He ought to putin nothing cons, 

cerning anybody else, or anything which would 

! convey. a false idea of what he said. But to say 

| that a Senator’shall. not revise or correct to any 
extent the notes of the reporters, is to put him in 

| a position that no one would submit to. 

| The PRESIDENT. The resolution has been 

| read a first time. Shall it have a second reading? 

i Mr. HALE. Ido not want to put myself ina 

| 


H 


falsé position. I have no sort of objection to a 
\ Senator’s looking over his speech and making 
lright that which he said. What I object to`is 
| erasing what he did say, and putting in'what he 
i did not say. 

| Mr. BADGER... Does any one do that? `. 
Mr. GWIN. Name the Senator who does it. 
i Mr. HALE. I do not suppose that it is a 
| criminal matter; I suppose it is a matter which 


into shape over the midnight lamp afterwards, and |, every Senator thinks he has a right to. do. Dmay. 


| be mistaken. in fact, but I have looked over the 
; last long speech made in the Senate, the speech of 
| the honorable Senator from Florida, [Mr. Mik- 


hope he will- correct: that anyhow. [Tenghter.] l 


Mr. HALE. Youhadbetternothavesaidthat, ` 


la Senator is not to look over the notes of the re- « 
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ys with Sone care, to find- a remark in itto 

Which Fhad replied; ‘but I could’ not find a word 

‘of it inethe speech, of thé honorable Senator. The 

poor remarks which I made were published “asa 

‘yeply to something which, by the’ reports of the 

‘Senate, did: net appear ever to. have been said. 

Thatis’ ince; but it is: nota solitary in- 

ioù this as a. matter of 
m: Florida, bécause it 

ntly-and commonly done. 
y think ought not to 
lowed to érase what- 
{they did not say. 
y which: ‘the hon- 
i a and“ Michigan 
what ‘they did say; but 
ne that our reports show 
d which ‘are not said. 


ad a Second time, andthe Senate pro- 
“consider it as in’ Committee of the 
:: No améndment being proposed, it was reported 
to the Senate -without amendment, and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 
E _, RAILROADS IN IOWA. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
. gumed the consideration of the special order, 
“which was a bill granting the right of way and 
niaking a grant of land to the State of Iowa in aid 
of the construction’ of certain railroads in said 
State, 

To this bill there was an amendment reported 
by the Committee on Public Lands, and the ques- 
tion at the adjournment yesterday was on. the 
adoption of the amendment. 5 

‘Mr. FELCH. There are oné or two verbal 
‘ainendments which I wish to make. In the ninth 
line of the first section, speaking of the right to 
take “ timber, stones, &ec.,’’ I wish to strike out 
*+&o.,°? and insert ‘and’ between the words 
“timber, stones,” so as to make it read “timber 
and stones.” 

`The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, FELCH. I wish further to amend the 
amendment by inserting in the nineteenth line of 
the second section the. word ‘right’? after the 
word “preemption.” The word * right” is an 
omission of the printer. 


, The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was | 


then reported to the Senate. 

Mr. ATCHISON. If the Senator from lowa 
{Mr. Dover] will not object, 1 will move to strike 
out all after the word. “States” in the sixth line 
of the fourth section—that is ‘free from.toll or 
othercharge,”’? &e. I make this motion because I 
believe that this imposition on the line would be 
wrong’ in itself—that it would be an imposition of 
a burden upon this road that should not be re- 
quired, There is no equivalent in this bill forany 
such reservation—at least none that I am aware 
of. If there is any such, E would be glad if the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, or 
some other gentleman, would point itout. Now, 
sir, it is well known that a large quantity of Gov- 
ernment stores in the Quartermaster ’s Department 
and the Department of the Commissary is now | 
transported by the Missouri river to the western 
frontiers of the States of Missouri and Lowa, for 
the supply of the army, not only on the frontiers 
of Missouri and Towa, but upon the upper flat on 
the whole route to California and New Mexico. 
These supplies are transported by the Missouri 
river, and thence across the plains of New Mex- 
ico; and at various poinis military posts are to be | 
established on the route to California and Oregon. 
‘They can receive supplics from no other source; 
and l cannot therefore but think that this immense | 
amount of stores to: be transported free of all cost 
and charge is an imposition on this railroad for | 
which no equivalent whatever is provided in the 
bill. For these reasons I : | 
king out the words which I have designated. 

: Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I appreciate the mo- į 
tives of my friend frum Missouri in offering the |! 
amendment to which he has alluded. I concur |} 
with him in every word that he has said in refer- j; 
ence to that provision, but I am so anxious for 
the passage of the bill that I would rather take it 
with some defects than risk it by pressing such an 
amendment. We have been working to get this 
bill for two or three years past.. Our State has 


1 You get two thirds, if not three fourths of the 
le |; lands distant from the railroads. - Is it not aban- 
move to amend by stri- |; 


; when we giveaway the public lands to make roads 


H 
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; is a most extraordinary complication of interests 


and* our. Legislatures have again ahd again in- 
structed üs to press it; and to give it all our atten- 
tion, and for that:reasoy, I shall have to: oppose 
any arieiidment which may'retard its passage. 
‘My. ATCHISON. ‘Weill, fam not particular 
about the-aniéridment. £ will withdraw it. 

Mr. DAWSON. I regret that the Senator from | 
-Missouri has withdrawn his proposed. amend- 
ment, as this is a’ question which is to go` before 
the country, and I wish that the principle upon 
which we act may- be fully ‘understood. The 
principle first laid‘down by the Senator from Mis- 
souri- is; that the grant of land which is made 
really conférs no favor on the State of Iowa, and 
but for the moral influence which might result 
from giving this land to that State, he would not 
accept it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 
Senator states. ra 

Mr. DAWSON. The proposition is, that it 
; will be of no advantage. I want to place this sub- | 
| ject properly before the country. The principle 
is this : that giving alternate sections of land for 

the purpose of aiding in the construction of these | 
| railroads, increases the value of the other sections | 
| one hundred per cent., and that the land will be | 
sold for $2 50 per-acre. If the Government lands 
appreciate to that extent, the lands belonging to 
the State of Iowa will increase in value also to 
the same extent. The price of the public lands 
| to be given by this bill will amount, at $2 50 per 
lacre, to four and a half millions of dollars; and of 
‘course the railroad company will be reimbursed 
| to that extent; they will get four and a half mil- 
lions of dollars by this bill. 

The question [propose is this: is not such a | 
grant a decided benefit to the State of Iowa? Will! 
not her citizens receive an appropriation equiva- | 
| Jent to §4,500,000, and havea railroad built ex- | 
tending from Keokuck to Dubuque? This result, | 
| then, will arise, that the State of Iowa will receive, | 
out of the public lands, a revenue annually for all | 
| the transportation over that road, equivalent to the 
! necessary expenses of supporting her government, 
‘and the people of Iowa, by a proper administra- 
| tion of the proceeds from this road, will be ex- 
empt from State taxation. And how? By ap- 
i propriating the proceeds of the gift of the public 
| lands. And while she is thus relieved from taxa- | 
| tion, the other States will be left without any aid 
whatever. But, Mr. President, gentlemen say we 
i are merely throwing ourselves upon a principle | 
without being controlled by it. From Keokuck to | 
Dubuque, in Iowa, is the finest section of the 
State, and all the public lands are nearly taken up 
upon the route directly between these two points. 
As the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Arcuison] 
said, the citizens have already gone on in antici- | 
pation of these railroads being constructed accord- | 
j ing to the routes surveyed, and taken up the pub- | 
liclands. This bill is discussed upon the principle, : 
i that the whole of the lands between the two ex-' 
tremes of the road belong to the public lands, and 
that whea you give away one section to aid in 
constructing the road, you increase the value of 
i the rest, while the fact is, all the land is taken. 
| What will be the next proposition? Why, at the 
| next Congress, perhaps, there will be an applica- 
i tion similar to the one made by Ilinois, and one 
imade by another Senator. They say you in- 
| tended to give alternate sections on the line of the 
| proposed road or canal; but the public lands are 
; all taken up; we have got-about one third or one 
| fourth of the one million eight hundred thousand 
acres of land granted, and now we call upon Con- 
| gress—to do what? To decide, as we did yester- | 
day, to authorize them to select their lands any- 
where in the State. Now, that isthe principle on 
‘which you stand, that you increase the price of 
_the public lands; and what is the consequence? 


I said no such thing as the 


doning the principle on which we first started, 


from them. I do not suppose that my opposition | 
will availanything. Ihave been here long enough | 
to apprehend that the bill will pass. { know there | 


in favor of the principle of giving away these lands. | 
Whilesome wish the lands to be given to the States | 
in which they lie, there are those who wish to see | 
the revenue of the country derived from taxation; 
and because they desire to justify the increase of 


held convention after convention on the subject, 


a tariff for that purpose, these two interests com- 
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bine; and will'always control this question. And 
what becomes of the public lands? They go to 
the new. States, and are used up by the States 
where they lie, and their prosperity is greatly in- 
creased. Now, there arerailroadsthrough all that 
couritry, and the whole. country: is going on to 
prosper more than ever before. I do not regret 
that; but what I say is, amidst their prosperity, 
whilst they go on so finely, let them remember - 
this, that ‘the proceeds of the public lands, and 
the public lands themselves, belong equally to 
all he States of this Union; let them, while 
we act liberally towards them, act. liberall 
towards us who belong to the old States. If 
you are determined to take the course you are 
pursuing with respect to the public lands, do it in 
a spirit of magnanimity and kindness and liberal- 
ity. Say to the old State of North Carolina, 
Every one of your railroads has been built with 
your own money; say to her, that although she 
has thousands of acres of barren land, and her 
people are sparsely settled over the State, yet the 
people of North Carolina have carried a railroad 
through a pme country immediately in the neigh- 
borhood of the sea-shore for hundreds of miles, 
and this by the labor of their own hands. And 
when you go to the fine rich lands on the waters 
of the Missouri, what do you find? You find 
railroads everywhere all taken from the public 
lands, and not a dollar from the pockets of the 
citizens, for which land, taken for the purpose of 
building the roads, North Carolina contributed as 
much as other States. Isay to my younger sis- 
ters, Take this property, but at the same time do 
it with maguanimity; feel some regard for, some 
attachment to, the old States which gained your 
independence and gave you birth, and gave you 
the liberty to control and manage these lands to- 
day. Say to them, with magnahimity, We will 
divide honestly and fairly with you, and we will 
not combine with the Representatives of the new 
States, or others who favor that particular interest 
which desires that the avails of the public lands, 
up shall never go into the treasury of the country. 
It you will come to that, you will have no opposi- 
tion from me. I appeal to the Senate-if I have 
uttered an illiberal expression with regard to the 
public lands; and I believe that my friend from 
Towa, [Mr. Dovee,] if he were in my position, 
would occupy the same ground that I do on this 
question. Why? BecauseI stand upon the prin- 
ciples of truth and equity. I stand upon the 
ground that these lands belong‘to the people, and 
that the people, either in their individual charac- 
ter, or their representative character, as the people 
of the different States, are entitled equally to the 
lands and the progeeds of the lands. Is there a 
Senator here who can lay his hand on his heart 
and say itis not true? Is there one? Not one. 

I wish to be understood. I have been opposed 
to the distribution of the public lands. I was op- 
posed to it when I was in the House of Repre- 
septatives; but my opinions have changed, and 
I am willing to divide these lands among the 
States for purposes of internal improvement and 
the education of the people; and I maintain that 
when we go upon that principle, every part of 
this country is entitled to the same share. Let 
this bill pass, and let the impression of justice be 
made upon the Senate, ane say that we are all 
entitled, that we will adopt a plan by which old 
Virginia’ and Massachusetts, and every State in 
the Union, shall come in for her proper share. 

gate HALE, (in his seat.) And New Hamp- 
shire, 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes, and even New Hamp- 
shire. These are my views about this matter, 
although | make these remarks with no hope that 
this bill can be defeated. If the number of acres 
were five millions instead of eighteen hundred 
thousand, I suppose it would be given. And some 
of the States have got seven millions of acres, and 
they say the property is increased in value, so as 
to be worth double the Government price, which 
makes the. whole value given to one State, about 
$18,000,000. And yet my friend from Missouri, 
when he was making that liberal speech yesterday, 
and saying in his fine, manly voice, that he con- 
sidered this as conferring no very great favor, and 
talked aboutthe public property being transported 
free of charge, and seemed perfectly indignant that 
Congress. should ask any compensation for the 
public lands, knew the very great advantage that 
Missouri would derive from it, He is laughing 
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in his sleeve at the habiis of the people of the old 
States, and at their sleepy condition, We are 
divided in the old States; and why? There are 
two interests—the tariff and anti-tariff—and the 
question is, whether we will hold on. to the public 
lands to derive a revenue from them. or not.) 
Some say, let the lands go, and then. we will-have 
a tariff; and our Democratic friends in the Wesi- 
ern States, who are so anti-tariff, are favoring the 
tariff party. Why? Because they get the benefit 
of the pyblic lands, and consider’ them of more 
benefit than the. injury- they will receive froma 
tariff. Interest is at the bottom, and controls 
every one of them———- 

A Senator. More or less. N | 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes, more or less. Why do | 
I oppose this bill? Not that expect the bill will | 
be defeated. -AH I ask is this: I want Congress | 
to be brought up to the point; because I intend to 
move, at a particular day, for a division of the 
public landsamong the States—that thelandsthem- | 
selves may bè divided, and not the proceeds of the į 
lands. And why will 1 do this? That the public 
lands may be fairly settled, and the proceeds be 
divided among whom? ‘Among those who are en- 
titled to them, the people of these States, and not 
the people of any particular portion of them, and 
under a general division. And in making that | 
division, I will be liberal to the younger members 
of this Confederacy, as we have always been, by 
giving them all reasonable advantages; and at the | 
same time say to them, we do not desire them, 
because we are thus liber’, to strip us of every 
right, and then remind us, when the Indian treaties 
come up, and we are paying annuities year aftet 

ear to the Indians, that we pay them to get more | 

and to make railroads, while the lands are paid | 
for out of the taxes imposed upon the whole peo- 

ple. Sir, if the people understood this subject, 

they would not submit to it, because you tax them 

annually, and throw the money into the Treasury 

to buy lands from the Indians, to give to particular 

States to make railroads, thereby making the 

people of the whole country pay for these rail- 

roads, and not the people who own. them. I regret 

that I have detained the Senate so long. I have 

made these remarks, not with the expectation of 

defeating the passage of this bill, but that the ob- | 
ject of it might be made known to the country, 

and that the people may understand what we are 

doing. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I will say but one word 
on this subject. The Senator from Georgia admits į 
that this grant is right and should be made, but 
that Georgia must have her share of the public 
lands. That is the sum and substance of his ar- 
gument. Let him bring forward his bill for that 
purpose, and then we will discuss it. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is not the question. 
We are for the promotion of the interests of the 
whole country. I see that by the arrangements | 
you have made, you have determined on this 
Course; but it is in violation of the rights of the old | 
States of this Union. You have the power to pass 
this bill, but if it is done I consider it as done by ! 
force; and I say if you do this in the use of the | 

. power you have, exercise that power with be- | 
coming justice and propriety towards the other | 
States. 5 

Mr. HUNTER. I have very little to say on | 
this subject, for I feel assured, as the Senator from 
Georgia has expressed himself, that this bill is 
destined to pass. And yet, sir, I am so strongly 
impressed with the necessity of adopting some ; 
system in relation to the disposition of these pub- 
lic lands, that I feel bound to say a word or two 
in relation to the bill before it passes. 

1 have listened to the arguments of gentlemen 


who have spoken in favor of this bill, not only ; 
yesterday, bat on prior occasions, and they have 
failed to convince me that we are doing equal justice į 
to all the States of the Confederacy when we make | 
such a disposition of the public lands as is here | 
proposed. : ‘ 

My friend from Missouri endeavored yesterday 
to prove that we were giving nothing away when 
we were disposing of from fifteen to eighteen hun- 
dred thousand acres of land to the State of lowa; 
and I was really afraid that before he was done he | 
would endeavor to prove that we had brought our- | 


es i 7 k that we should | i f 
a oe ana f boas, in Missouri. These are all bills which |; 


relinquish the remaining alternate sections for the | 
purpose of paying for the transportation of those 
troops and stores for the provision of which in this 


bill. he complains so much. “And yet, if he will 
look to what has been given, and to what is asked 


to. Be: given, ‘of the public lands for internal im- 


rovements in the shape of railroads and -canals, 
e- will find that we have given and are continuing, 
to give.a.very great deal. I will not refer to what 


| has-been given heretofore for the construction of 


canals, because I do not propose to enter into the 
matter in detail; but I will just. look io see. what 
it-is that the gentleman calls nothing, by. referring 
to what has been done in relation to railroads, and 
what is proposed now to be done. Last session 
of Congress we passed an act similar to this for 
the construction of a railroad in Hlinois, and we 
were told that we had granted more land for the 
building of that road than is now asked for by 
this bill. We have this act which will require 
from fifteen to eighteen hundred thousand acres to 
satisfy its provisions, and we have another grant- 
ing the right of way to the State of Missouri and 
a portion of the public lands in aid of the construc- 


tion of a railway from Hannibal to St. Joseph, in | 


said State. These are all bills which are destined 
to pass if this bill should pass in the Senate. -We 
have, also, a bill granting the right of way to the 
Florida, Atlantic, and Gulf Central Railroad Com- 
pany through the public lands of the United States, 
and appropriating lands to the State of Florida in 
aid of the construction of the said railroad and 
branches. 

Then, again, we have a bill to grant to the State | 
of Missouri a right of way and a portion of the | 
public land for the purpose of aiding in making a | 
railroad from St. Louis to the western limits of 
the said State. 

And a bill granting the right of way and making 
a grant of land to the States of Florida and Ala- 


bama, to aid in the construction of a railroad from | 


the waters of Pensacola Bay, in Florida, to Mont- 
gomery, in the State of Alabama. 

Also, a bill granting to. the State of Wisconsin 
the right of way and a donation of the public land 
for the purpose of locating and constructing a rail- 
road from Milwaukie to Prairie la Crosse, in 
Wisconsin. 

And another bill granting to the State of Wis- 


consin the right of way aud a donation of public į 


land for the purpose of locating and constructing 
a railroad from Fond du Lac to Janesville. 

Then we have another bill granting to the State 
of Alabama the right of way and a donation of 
public land for making a railroad from Selma to 
‘Tennessee river. 

Also, a bill granting to the State of Mississippi 
the right of way and a donation of public land, for 
the purpose of locating a railroad from Brandon 
to the eastern border of said State, in the direction 
of Montgomery, Alabama. 

Then we have a bill granting to the State of 
Michigan the right of way and a donation of pub- 
lic land, for the purpose of constructing a canal or 
railroad across the peninsula of Michigan. 

Then we have another bill granting the right of 
way and making a grant of land to the State of 
Arkansas, in aid of the construction of certain 
railroads in said State. 

And yet another bill, sir, granting to the State 
of Arkansas the right of way and making a dona- 
tion of land, to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road from Helena to Fort Smith; and there is still | 
a third bill granting to the State of Arkansas the | 
right of way and a portion of the public land to | 
aid in the construction of the Arkansas Central 


Railroad, from a point on the western bank of the | 


Mississippi river opposite the town of Memphis, 
by way of Litile Rock, to a point on Red river, 
on the border of Texas. . 
Mr. BORLAND. The Senator is surely mis- 
taken. -There is only one bill reported, 
Mr. HUNTER. There is only one bill re- 
ported, but there are others under consideration. 
Mr. BORLAND. No, they are not under con- 
sideration, for I believe that they have been re- 
ported upon adversely. ; 
Mr. HUNTER. And besides all these bills 
which I have named, there is still another, propos- 
ing to grant lands and the right of way to the 
States of Indiana and Illinois, in aid of the con- 


| struction of a railroad from a point on the Ohio 


river opposite to Louisville, in Kentucky, to a 
oint on the Mississippi river opposite to st. 


have been introduced during the present session; 


and yet, sir, when we shall have passed all these 


a et mmaa 

bills, we shallstill hear it said.that, we have grante 
nothing. And: what is to .co 
Treasury fromthe public. lands, w. 
bills shall have passed? Sir, every dollar 
would be available from, these lands will 
way be granted on a partial system in’ the. dist 
bution of the public lands; Usay ‘f partal,” bi 
cause. very large amounts: of land are distribu 
to those States in which they lie, while nothing i 
| Siven to the. old States. a O T ETG 
But, sir, the Senator from: Connecticut. [Mr, 

| Sari] used another argument in favor of the] i 
| Fle said that everybody Was aware thatthe con- 
ji struction of such improvements. added, to. the. 


i 
f 


i; wealth.and developed the resources of a commu- 
| nity and increased their capacity to pay taxes. 
|, Certainly that is the cage. - But what is the result 
ji of the argument? The same argument would 
apply to the construction of railroads in Virginia, 
and m Massachusetts, and in Connecticut. | Sir; 
if we are to, use this argument we. might as well 
go broadcast into the general system of internal 
|; improvements. I will admit, however, that there 
i is to a certain extent a principleon. which a dis- 
i] crimination may be made between. railroads pass- 
ijing through the public lands in relation. to whieh. 
i the United States is interested as. a land-owner.. < 
and railroads of another description; but these 
| projects have long since departed from that princi- 
ple, for they are not. confined, to. the location of. 
lands upon the lines of these railroads, but are | 
allowed to go into the State and select them. else- 
where to the distance of fifteen miles. : No longer 
ago thai yesterday we passed a bill in relation. to 
ithe grant formerly made to the State of Illinois, 
i and allowing that State to locate a certain portion 
‘of such grant anywhere within the State, And, 
sir, this will be the end of it. We shall have ap- 
‘| plications for permission to locate lands in an 
' portion of the States where these lands lie, for the 
|; purpose of making railroads. Some gentlemen; 
(| too, have complained that we are allowed to charge. 
double price for the alternate sections which remain 
to the Government. But, sir, how long is that.to 
last? Suppose that these lands should prove une 
saleable at that price, how soon will: we.have. 
applications here to reduce the price? And it, will 
| be done, sir; and, if necessary, other sections will 
| be granted in order to continue these imp 
| ments. : ce 
But, sir, 1 have admitted that. there is a princi- 
le upon which some discrimination may be made. 
|| How are we to test that principle, and how are 
‘| we to apply it properly? Why, we are to sup- 
i| posethe United States Government to be as in the 
| situation of any other land owner. What would 
|| any other land owner do when. such a proposition 
j| as this was made to him? Would he give away 
|: the alternate sections and have no stock in, return 
‘| for it? If he acted on the principle of ownership, 
| would he not be entitled.to as. much stock ‘in the 
company ag this land is worth? ‘Is it-not,.to-the 
‘| extent to which this. subscription goes into the 
ij value of. the railroad, a pure ‘donation: to, the. 
i new States? Is the stock which represents the 
value there any principle by which they are enti- 
| tled to it, any more than the old States? AN 
that the owner would be called to do, would be to 
| subscribe his share, and when you depart fron: 
that principle you make an absolute donation to 
the new Slates, and you cannot. deny that the 
same principle would require you to make a sim-: 
ilar donation to the old States. If gentlemen mean 
to confine themselves to that principle they should 
|| confine the grants to lands lying along. the line of 
ik the railroad, and give Government whatever stock 
| they are entitled to on account of the donation. 
| Then it would come within that principle. But 
at present these bills do not come within that prin- 
ciple. Now, Mr. President, our Democratic 
friends in the new States are pressing us rather 
| hardly in the old States. We have resisted the 
| system of the distribution of the publie lands; we 
ij desire to do so still; we wish to stand upon the 
old Democratic Republican ground in relation ‘to 
' this matter. And yet how long can it be done if 
| our opponents are enabled to point to such appro- 
H priations and say here. they are distributed. parz . 
|| tially, that some States get what they want and 
| others get none. How long can we in the old 
|: States resist such appeals as these unless some- 
|| thing like justice and equity is resorted to? Tam. 
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| willing to consider the public lands as a. publie.. 
ii trust, a public fund to be administered for 
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» benefit of all,-not merely with reference torevenue, | 
* but also with reference to the settlement and im- | 
provement of the country. I am willing to try a 
fait systeni of preémption and gradation, and that, 
perliaps, ‘after they. have been exposed for ‘sale. 
. far some time, it may be best to cede them to the 
States in which they lie to promote the settlement |i 
of the country. I am willing to distribute them : 
with reference to both objects, a. revenue and the 
settlement of the country, But when-we consider 
jt' with ‘reference to revenue, I-want it adminis- 
tered equally and fairly, Bat ‘the best way, in 
my opinion, is not to give it up to the States, but 
to hold it ina condition: that it may be applied to 
` the. fand for defraying the public ‘expenditures. 
Then it will be administered fairly to all; then we 
shall have discharged our obligationy to the new 
States as wellas the old. I acknowledge that the 
United States-should not keep the lands locked up 
forever, looking entirely to the policy of deriving 
a revenue from them.: I acknowledge we are 
bound to look to the settlement and improvement ! 
of the country. TI am willing to deal liberally, 
but I am not willing to have a system of partial | 
distribution.» If anybody isto get the benefit of 
these lands, I would be rejoiced to see my friend | 
from Iowa carry his bill. It is from no opposi- | 
tion to him or to his State, but from a desire to 
see some fair, equal, and just system adopted in 
relation to this matter, that I oppose the bill. 
And: there is another thing to be looked to. 
While we are squandering away the public lands, 
we are adopting almost every project, no matter | 
how wild and ‘visionary, in order that the public | 
lands may be dispensed: with as a source of rev- 
enue. “Sir, the time has been, when, so far as our | 
financial'system was concerned, our public lands 
-were the basis on which reposed our public credit. 
That time may come again at some future day; 
and the time will come, if we embark in a general 
system of internal improvements, when we shall 
have to look to this source to maintain our system 
of public credit. I believe, therefore, that it be- 
“hooves us at some early day to look seriously 
into this question, and to adopt some uniform 
system, which will take these public lands with- 
out the range of those loose systems of experi- 
ments, which every one seems to think we may 
indulge in in relation to them. It has been said | 
that we had better do this than some other things 
which have been done with the public lands. Far 
better I admit; but yet when we have the power 
to choose what is right, let us not stand here 
choosing between. evils, bat rather let us come 
together and mature a s}stem. If we do not, it 
will work to the other result, and we shall soon | 
see the majority of this country clamoring for the 
distribution of the proceeds of the public lands 
among the States, and it will be a clamor that can- 
not be resisted. Now you have heard the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] saying that, though 
he opposes any such system, that will be the only 
way which will enable his State to obtain her just | 
share. I hope that some of our Western friends 
who are familiar with the subject will consider the | 
matter, and mature some system in which we may | 
all unite. j 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The State of Ilinois has i 
been referred to in the course of this debate, and | 
therefore I feel bound to say a word or two in ex- 
planation. ‘The allusion to the bill passed yester- 
day for the State of Ilinois, authorizing a selection | 
of lands away from the line of the canal to which | 
it applied, is not at all applicable to the bill under, 
consideration. The reason why these lands were | 
to be selected elsewhere than on the line of the | 
canal, was that Congress had granted them nearly ' 


twenty years ago to the State of Hlinois for | 
making a canal, and the United States afterwards | 
sold a part of the lands thus granted, received the | 
money, and put it in the Treasury. And now | 
you only give us refuse lands elsewhere, less valu- ` 
able than those driginally granted, and that, after | 
we had made the work in compliance with your | 
own act of Congress. f 

With regard to the bill granting lands to the ‘| 
State of Lilinois at the last session, I have also a | 
word to say. That bill involved the same princi- | 
ple as the one now under consideration. Hence it | 
was perfectly fair to refer to that bill in illustration | 
of this. But I deny that what has been said in re- | 
gard to donations, special favors, and partial dis- i 
tribution of the lands to the new States, has the! 
slightest foundation in the bill before us, or the | 


act of the last’ session, granting lands to’Lllinois. 


Sir, it ig nota question of the distribution of the 
public lands among the States; itis not a-question 


of donation. If it weré éither, I should be op-: 


posed to it. “I-am‘opposed to the distribution of. 
the public lands, either by a partial system’ or a. 
general system... I-am opposed to aiding a State 
by giving lands asa donation, The“friends of 
this bill do not rest it upon any such grounds. 
We ask the opponents of the bill to meet us in 
argument ypon the grounds which we assume, to 
answer our arguments: in favor of it, and not to 
answer imaginary objections of their own. ‘The 
ground upon which we place it is this: The Gov- 
ernment of the United States is a great land owner; 
she has vast bodies of land which she has had in 
market for thirty or forty years; and experience 
proves that she cannot sell them. Shall she keep 
them thirty or forty years longer, and then not be 
able to sell them? What advantage will they be 
to the Government while they are thus held? The 
difficulty in the way of the sale does not arise from 
the fact that the lands are not fertile and suscepti- 
ble of cultivation, but that they are distant from 
market, and in many cases destitute of timber. 
No matter how fertile and productive they may 
be, still they are valueless, unless the produce will 
bear the expense of the transportation to market. 
It is on account of the distance from market and 
absence of timber you cannot sell the lands, and 
cannot have them brought under cultivation, 

The question, then, is, ‘* What are you to do to 
remedy the evil and enable you to sell your lands 
and get the money for them into the Treasury, 
and also to bring the country into a state of culti- 
vation??? Let meask each Senator what he would 
do if the case were his own? What would you do 
if you were the land-owners yourselves? Suppose 
you owned three hundred miles square of land 
which you could not sell, and‘that you found, as 
is often the case, that the more land you owned, 
the poorer you were in consequence of the pay- 
ment of taxes on these lands; and suppose that I 


would say to you, ‘ Give me alternate sections of | 


six miles through those lands, on condition that I 
will makea railroad through them, and enable you 
to sell the remaining lands for double the price 
which experience had proven you could not get for 
the whole;”’ would you not gladly adopt the propo- 
sition, as being a good arrangement for your per- 
sonal interest? ould not the halfof the lands thus 
remaining to you be worth more after the road 
was made than the whole would be before it was 
constructed? That is the simple question; and 
viewing it as such, I am satisfied that there is not 
a single Senator on this floor who would not gladly 
make the arrangement if he were the individual 
Jand-owner. Aud if this would be a good arrange- 
ment for any Senator here, why would it not be a 
good policy for the country, and for the Govern- 


ment of the United States, to adopt as land-owners? ; 


Mr, President, we insist that these grants in aid 
of the construction of railroads, enhance the value 
of the land fund. Instead of diminishing the rev- 
enue that will be derivable from public lands, we 
contend thatit willincrease it; instead of diminish- 
ing your fund by this course, we increase its value; 
instead of depriving you of anything whichis really 
valuable to you, weshow you a way whereby you 
can make that valuable, which under your present 
policy is entirely valueless. ‘This is the ground 
on which we defend this policy; and if itis not 
defendable on this ground, there can be no justifi- 
cation of the grant. 

Now take this particular case. Here is a prop- 
osition to make a railroad through the centre of 
the State of Iowa. If you make this grant you 
will double the value and double the price of the 
alternate sections; and you will thus obtain for 
one half all that you pretend to ask for the whole. 


Now, I submit to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. | 


HunteR] whether, with a road running through 
them, the lands are not better worth two dollars 
and a half per acre than they are now wortha 
dollar and a quarter without such road? But he 
will, perhaps, reply, that experience will show in 
the course of time that they will not be worth two 
dollars and a half, and that then applications will 
be made to reduce the price. 


with the road, will they ever be likely to yield the 
Government a dollar and a quarter per acre with- 
outit? If, then, the road doubles the price of your 
adjacent lands you lose nothing; and I doubt 


But if they are not | 
| likely to be worth two dollars and a half per acre 


[oars 
ginia. 


whether theré is ‘man: within the sound of my 
| voice who does not believe that-the construction of 


this road-through these Jands would: more than 
double ‘their value, and enablé you to sell them 
quicker-at- that price than the price you now ask” 
for them without the road. ; mA À 

` But, sir, with regard tò this bill, and others of a 
like nature, the argument is stronger’ than in. the 
case of the Illinois:bill. It is this: The road will 
not only run through your public lands. and in- 
crease their value along the line, but in this case it 
will run from the Mississippi ‘river to the Indian 
territory, and thereby open a market for all the 
lands which you have west of the Missouri river 
to the Rocky Mountains. And I insist that the 
construction of a railroad through the State of 
Towa to the Missouri, would enhance the value of 
your lands west of that river more than ten times 
the value of the lands granted in aid of the road. 
The same would be the result in-regard to the east 
and west lines through the State of Missouri, and 
also in regard to.the Arkansas road, and I pre- 
sume generally in regard to the other bills which 
have been referred to by the Senator from. Vir- 
These bills, however, are not now under 
consideration. It will be time enough to judge of 
them when they come up for action. Besides, sir, 
more than one half of your transportations on ac- 
count of your army and the Indians, is aiming to 
go to that Indian territory west of Iowa, Missou- 
ri,and Arkansas. These roads run through the 
very section of country over which your supplies 
and munitions must be transported. The Gov- 
ernment, therefore, has a peculiar interest in the 
construction of these roads. 

But the Senator from Virginia has told us that 


; the question would stand in a different position in 


his view, if we were to be confined to the lands 
which lie on the line of the road. Why, sir, this 
is the very proposition of the bill. The grant is 
confined to the line of the road. It asks for alter- 
nate sections of the width of six miles on either 
side, with a stipulation that you shall not go be- 
yond fifteen miles, in the event that any of the land 
as been sold in the sections to which you would 
be entitled by the bill. Task, then, if the con- 
struction of a railroad in a country distant from 
market does not enhance the value of all land 
within fifteen, or even thirty miles? Are not the 
beneficial influences felt to the extent of even fifty 
miles? If, then, we select the land no further than 
the benefits extend on each side of the road, -the 
principle applies with its full force: We might 
extend this limit from fifteen to fifty miles, and 
then find ourselves clearly within the circle of the 
beneficial influences resulting from the road, in en- 
hancing the value of theremaining lands. But we 
wished not to go into extreme cases; we wished to 
confine ourselves to the principle, that the United 
States is in fact receiving more benefit from the 
granting of the lands than they are likely to lose 
by the grant, and that the public domain, as a 
common fund, will thus be enhanced rather than 
diminished in value by reason of the grant. 

In reference to the remark of my friend from 
Virginia in regard to the great number of bills pro- 
posing similar grants, I have only to make the 
same answer which. Mr. Calhoun once made on 
this floor to the same objection. He then said, 
that the principle being right, and it being the true 
policy of the Government to make grants in.aid of 
the construction of railroads through the public 


| lands, the longer the road the greater the benefit to 


the Government; and hence, the objection wasan 
argument in favor of the grant. 

Now, sir, if the principle is right, if the line of 
the road conforms to the wants and interests of the 
Government and the country—if the Government 
is to derive more advantage than injury by aiding 
in its construction—the fact that the State is also 
to be greatly benefited, is no argument against the 
passage of the bill. But, as I have already re- 
marked, we will judgeof the bills for other States 
when those bills come up for consideration. So 
far as I have examined them, I think the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands have exércised a wise discre- 
tion in preparing and reporting them. I have not 
examined them all, but so far as I have been able 
to investigate the subject, they have exercised a 
sound discretion, both with regard to the lines 
themselves, and the-benefit_to be derived by the 
Gevernment of the United States. 

But the whole difficulty in the way of these 
bills is this: . While we have not the slightest 
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trouble in demonstrating that the Government. of 
the United States is to be-the gainer by these. 
grants, still it is said that the States also are tobe 
gainers, Gentlemen do. not seem-to be able to: 
comprehend how it is that two: parties can make 
a contract by which both parties will be benefited, | 
Why, sir, itis only upon that principle thatthe“ 
world is benefited by the exchange of différént 

productions. The whole system of exchange and 
of commerce is predicated upon the principle that 
the exchange is beneficial to ‘both parties: If one 
party must necessarily be cheated while-the other 
is benefited, it would do away with all trade and 
commerce at once. It is true, that while these 
grants are beneficial to the United. States by en- 
hancing the public domain and bringing a larger 
amount of money into the Treasury, they do at 
the same time’ immensely benefit the States to 
which they are made. Is‘ it any objection, that 
while the General Government promotes its inter- 
est, it thereby confers peculiar benefits upon the 
new States ? We do receive advantages—peculiar 
advantages—which the balance of the Union do 
not participate in to the same extent. But is that | 
a valid ground of objection? The same objection 

would apply to the millions expended at Norfolk | 
and Old Point Comfort—to all large public works | 
—to the navy-yards and fortifications throughout | 
the country—wherever the public money is ex- 
pended for public uses. ‘Uhese fortifications and 
navy-yards are constructed for the public benefit. 
Yet the immediate localities of these vast works 
and expenditures derive a peculiar benefit which | 
is not common to the other portions of the coun- 

try. Is it any argument against the establish- | 
ment of a navy-yard, that it confers a local beRefit | 
in addition to the public interests which were the | 
objects of its establishment? The same argument | 
may be urged against all custom-houses and pub- 

lic buildings which have been erected for national | 
purposes in different parts of the country, and | 
even against the location of the capital of the | 
Union here. Would it be a sound argument for 

the remote and border States to say that, because 

the national capital is located upon the banks of 

the Potomac, where millions of money are annu- 

ally ach and squandered, and because the peo- | 
ple all around are receiving peculiar advantages 

which do not extend to the Pacific, or even to the | 
valley of the Mississippi, nor to the great lakes | 
or the St. Lawrence, the capital must be removed 

for no other reason than that its location neces- 

sarily confers local and peculiar advantages upon a | 


few In its’immediate vicinity which cannot be par- |! 


ticipated in by all portions of the Union? Or will 
you pull down your public buildings and destroy | 
all the public works which have been erected for 
great national uses, upon the same leveling princi- | 
ple? It is impossible to construct public works | 
for purely national objects without producing local 
benefits. ` 
So it is with these grants of land in behalf of 
railroads. The national pecuniary benefit results | 
from the speedy sale of these lands ata price which 
could not otherwise be obtained. The States xe- | 
ceiving the grants, not only participate equally in | 
this national advantage with their sister States, but | 
in addition derive a peculiar and special benefit, į 
as a consideration for making the roads which 
roduce all the advantages, both national and local. 
t is on this principle that the friends of this policy 
justify and defend it. We are firmly convinced, | 
that if there were no local benefits resulting from | 
the passage of these bills—if their merits depend- | 
ed solely upon the fact, that they enhanced the } 
value of the public domain and increased the rev- | 
enue, we would have no difficulty in defending 
them. 


get that they once had a proprietary to the use of 


I feel at liberty to speak more fxeely on this sub- | 
ject now, for the reason that my State has no | 
longer any peculiar or special interest in this sys- 
tem. Illinois has been well served; she asks no | 
more. If you make any more grants to Ilinois | 
for railroads, you will do it on the application of. 
delegations from other States, for the purpose of i 
connecting the great line of roads to the east and the | 
west of us, and notas a special favor to Illinois. | 
I claim, therefore, to be entirely disinterested in 
my advocacy of this bill. No delegation can be : 
more unbiased by local and selfish interests. We | 
have seen the practical workings of the system, | 
and desire to see it extended to other States, be- | 
cause we approve of its application to our own. | 
‘We wish to repay the Federal Government the i 


‘division by extending it to Georgia. 


t 


service she has rendered us, as Well as herself, by 
| extending-the system to Jowa, Missouri, and Ar- 
kansas; and every other State, where the same 
principles. and reasons will apply. 

-Mr DAWSON. I would ask the Senator a 
question. How much has Hlinois been provided 
for? How many acres of the public lands has she 
received ? 
_ Mr. DOUGLAS. The grant last year, accord: 
ing to my recollection, although the precise amount 
has. not been ascertained, because the lands are not 
definitely located, amount to about two and a half 
millions of acres in round numbers... That is the 
whole grant. I will remark, therefore, that Ili- 
nois has been benefited to that extent. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia wishes it to be understood, that 
because we have got two and a half millions of 
acres of the public lands, and thus have been ben- 
efited; therefore, the Government has been cheat- 
ed to that extent. I have shown the argument to 
be unsound. We admit that we have been bene- 
fited; but that does not prove that the Government 
has been cheated. We prove that the Government 
has been benefited by the same operation. I would 
like to see him answer that position, instead of re- 
peating the objection that one party must have 
been the looser, merely because the other was the 
gainer. 

In regard to this policy, I would say that I do 
not wish to carry it toany extravagant extent. I 
only wish to apply it where we can show that it 
comes fairly within the principle which | have so | 
oten stated. But gentlemen say we must have 
a general system; and the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Dawson] wants a system to reach his State. 
if he complains of this being partial; and wants 
one that will apply to Georgia, | will make him a | 
proposition. Wewill extend the same principle | 
precisely, in hwe verba, of this bill to Georgia, 
and enact that all the lands belonging to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States within fitteen miles of 
all the lines of the Georgia railroad are hereby 
granted to the State of Georgia. 

Mr. DAWSON.” If the Senator will then allow 
me to introduce a bill like the one he did yester- 
day, that where there are no lands belonging to 
the United States on our railroads, we may go 


into all the public lands and locate, I will accept 
the proposition. ; 
r. DOUGLAS. I will adhere to my proposi- 


tion, and give him the benefit of the bill to which 
he refers. The bill which we passed yesterday 
granted lands to the State of Illinois in lieu of 
those which you had taken from the State after 
having previously granted them in aid of the con- 
struction of a canal which we have completed at 
a costof nine millions of dollars. Whenever you | 
will show that the United States owned lands in 
Georgia, which they granted to the State, and af- 
terwards tock possession of and sold a part of 
them for the benefit of the United States, we will 
pass an act of Congress to make up the deficiency 
from lands elsewhere, according to the bill of yes- 
terday. 

Mr. DAWSON. Very well. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Therefore I think the Sena- 
tor from Georgia and myself will come to an 
amicable adjustment of the question. ‘The fact is, 
the Senator from Georgia, and gentlemen from 
other States where there are no public lands, for- 


every acre of the lands within the limits of their 
respective States. We do not complain of that. | 
It was their legal right, and we were willing that | 
they should appropriate all the lands within their 
limits. But after having thus appropriated to 
their own use all the lands within their own | 
States, we do not deem it generous in them to de- 
prive us of this pittance to the new States, when 
we can show that they are not injured by the act 
which benefits us. When we bring forward a bill 
which benefits us at the same time that it promotes 
the public interests, the Senator desires a fair 
How can 
the principle be applied to Georgia, or any other 
State where there are no public lands? How will 
the Senator contrive to double the valuc of and the 
price of the alternate sections so as to make value | 
of the remaining half equal to the whole, if you | 
donate lands in the distant Territories to make 
railréads in the State of Georgia? Will the Sena- 
tor explain how he will bring his case within the 


principle of this bill? The moment you apply the 


provisions of the bill to a State where there are || 


no public lands; you abando 
sustains and justifies this bill: °°" 

When the Senator from Georgia dësi 
kinds to his own State to. make railroads? the: 
United States have no public lands to: be benefited 
or-enhanced in value by the'roads, he thereby 
mits that. his objections to the system would’ be 
very soon removed if his State could ‘participate’. 
in what he denounces as a system of plunder. - 
The argument which he has submitted would: be 
conclusive if directed against a bill to make grants 
to States where there are no public lands; but the) * 
argument entirely fails when applied to a bill for. 
Alabama or Arkansas or- Mississippi or Louisiana: 
or any other State where there are public lands to: 
be doubled in price and value by the construction 
of the roads. ` : 

f The system proposed by the Senator from 
Georgia would apply all public lands and their 
proceeds to railroads in other States, and thus cut 
off entirely from the National Treasury that 
source of revenue. Such a system would produce 
the necessity for increased burdens and- taxation’ 
upon the people to supply the ‘deficiency in the 
revenue. ‘That is the precise result which thead- 
vocates of this bill wish to avoid. : We inthe’ .”. 
western country are opposed to any increased tax-' 
ation, and to any system of measures which would: 
produce such a necessity. We wish to husband: 
and enhance the value of this Jand fund, .and dé- 
rive all the revenue from it which a wise and. just 
policy would bring into the Treasury? We wish 
to see the public lands sold, peopled, and culti- 
vated. Where a trial of twenty, thifty, or forty: 
years has shown that the lands will not sell, in 
consequence of the distance from markets and 
from timber, we wish to make railroads through 
them, and bring markets and timber into the cen- 
ter of those vast prairies, and thus render them 
valuable, and cause them to be sold and cultivated. 
We believe this to be a wise and just policy, and 
wish to see it prevail, until Congress shall consent’ 
to donate the lands to the actual settlers, wee: 

I am sorry that l have been compelled to detain“: 
the Senate so long; but I have thought it due to 
the occasion, and to the part I have heretofore 
acted in promoting these grants of public lands: in 
aid of railroads, to make this explanation of. the. 
views and principles upon which the policy résts, . 
although my own State no longer has any special’ 
interest in the system. We only wish’ to do to 
our neighbors what has been generously done to” 
us, in sustaining a policy by which everybody will 
be benefited and nobody injured. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Lama member of the 
Committee on Public Lands, and have had these 
railroads under consideration in connection with 
the subject generally. I have been thinking a 
great deal as to what was the proper mode of. ad- 
ministering this great fund, and I have come to the: 
conclusion that 1 would, as -speedily as I could, 
prepare and present, by. way: of amendment tow 
some of the railroad bills which we have under 
consideration, a ‘proposition sto. grant. to. the, old 
States of the Union so much land for the purpose 
of internal improvement within their respective 
States as may be necessary. If I submit a propo- 
sition of that sort, as I expect to do, I intend ‘to 
make something like a distribution among the old 
States, in proportion to their federal population, 
of an amount of these lands that will bear some 
proportion to those which are granted to the. new 
States for railroad purposes and purposes of inter- 
nal improvement. i $ 

1 think that this is a suitable occasion, after the 
remarks which have been made by other gentlemen, 
to bring to the attention of the Senate some con- 
siderations in respect to the proper mode of admin- 
istering the publie lands. And first, I wish to no- 
tice the proprietary idea which is advanced here 
as being the legitimate foundation upon which we 
can appropriate the public lands for works of in- 
ternal improvement. Jf you will recollect the past 
history of appropriations of this sort for purposes 
of internal improvement connected with the idea of 
ownership on the part of the United States asthe 
proprietary of these lands, you will discover one’ 
remarkable peculiarity, and that is this: Thatthis ` 
proprietary idea limits the appropriations for the. ` 
purposes of internal improvement to the Slates” 
within which thelands lie, and does not allow. you + 
to appropriate lands for internal improvements, 
when those improvements are: situated out “ef the: 
State in which the lands lie: Now, sir, Í never 


“done to all the States of the Union in the adminis- |} 


J an. 22. : 


ji 
l 


Mr. President, the Senate knows that gentle- 
men who entertain the political principles that I 
‘do, believe that we can legitimately appropriate 


either lands or money to the construction of any 
work which we think of national importance. 
That was once the doctrine of this country. I 
hope it is not altogether exploded yet. In times 
pos: we did appropriate money out of the public 

reasury for works of internal improvement. In| 
times past we have appropriated Jands to purposes | 
of that sort. As a member of the Committee on | 
Public Lands, I have acted upon these principles, | 
and I intend to continue to act upon them, as I | 
hold them to be correct. And, sir, wherever I | 
perceive an object which [believe to be of national | 
ih eae I shall vote for an appropriation of 
either money of-lands for its construction. 1 shall 
do this upon no narrow policy. I shall do it upon | 
no sectional consideration. But while I intend 
thus to act liberally in promoting objects for the 
improvement of the country, whether with lands | 
or with mouey taken directly from the Treasury, | 
I still feel that something like justice ought to he 


tration of this great fund. Jf you will not return 
to the system of distributing the money arising 
from the sales of the public lands among the 
States, 'do not perceive that there is any other 


‘and impro 
eas’ much Tandas- he 


from the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dovexras.] 
It is suggested to me that I should give way toa 
motion to adjourn. I shall leave that to the 
Senate, as I am prepared either to go on now, or 
wait until tomorrow. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
journ 

Mr. HALE. Before that motion is put, I wish 
to make another motion. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1 withdraw the motion, if 
the Senator will renew it. 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. DOWNS. T hope the motion will not be 
agreed to. Friday is private bill day. We ad- 
journed over last week, because we were almost 
through the private bills which had been reported, 
but since that time there have been several reports 
made. I hope we shall sit to-morrow. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. 
journ. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I) 
withdrawn for the purpose of allowing us to go 
into Executive session. 

The motion was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion to go into 
Executive session cannot be received until the bill 
before the Senate is disposed of. , 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move that the further 
consideration of it be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate 


proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 


I move that the Senate ad- 


ness, and after a short time spent therein, the | 


doors were reopened, 
And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trorspay, January 22, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


by the Rev. Mr. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


FOUNDATIONS OF THE CAPITOL. 

Mr. McNAIR.. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the following resolu- 
tion: i 

Resolved, That the committee appointed to examine into 
the stability, firmness, &c., of the foundation of the exten- 
sion of the Capitol, be authorized to send for persons and 
papers. 

Mr. MeN. said, it is really necesSary that this 
resolution should be adopted; we cannot get along 


. 


Prayer 


way. by which we can obtain that justice than 
By uniting upon a proposition such as I pro- | 
pose to submit in the course of the discussion || 
on some of these bills, to make a distribution of | 
the lands themselves. I know full well that my || 
friends from. the new States will rise like one || 
man and say that. the proposition to allow Ken- | 
tucky, or North Carolina, or any other of the | 
old States, to become a proprietor of a part of the | 
soil within their States, is most horrible. I foresee | 
that just as soon as the proposition is submitted, | 


ii Georgia would withdraw his objection. 


without it. I hope the House will indulge me in 
its introduction and adoption. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

Mr. McNAIR. 


really impossible for the committee to proceed 
without the power asked in the resolution. 


Mr. STEPHENS. 1 cannot withdraw. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order 


there will not be a man upon this floor who repre- || is the consideration of the joint resolution No. 1, 


sents one of the States in which any portion. of | 
the publie lands is situated, but will rise up and | 


protest against the very idea of allowing any other |! 
State to become an owner of any portion of the i 


heretofore reported from the select committee, to 
| which the same was referred, with an amendment 


explanatory of the act of 1850 granting to certain 
officers and soldiers bounty land, &c.; the pending 


I hope the motion will be | 


I wish the gentleman from ! 
It is | 


fi 
1 


i 


the motion submitted by the 
i Düxiam,] to com- 


‘Mr, JONES, of Tennéssee. > I. desire to inquire 
if the resolution .offered by the gentlemantrony 
Alabama [Mr. Housron] yesterday, to closede-. 


‘Bate: upon the Mexican indemnity bill, does not. 


come up first, as the unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not present 
when. that resolution was offered. 
Mr. HOUSTON. It was a resolution closing 
debate upon the Mexican indemnity bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks it is not 
the first business in order; but that that resolution 
will come. up as unfinished business after the 
morning hour. ` f 

Mr. JONES.. The resolution for closing de- 
bate on the Mexican indemnity bill was the pend- 
ing question when the House adjourned. f ask 
for my own information. Suppose the morning 
hour should be spent in that business, and when 
it was concluded, some gentleman ‘should move to 
go into consideration “of the business upon the 
Speaker’s table, would this resolution come up as 
unfinished business? T'think not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not know of 
the existence of the motion to which the gentle- 
man refers, for he was not in the House at the 
time of its adjournment. The Chair understands, 
how€ver, that that resolution is to close the debate 
upon the Mexican indemnity bill. He desires to 
inquire whether it was pending when the House 
adjourned ? ; pont 

Mr. JONES. It was. The gentleman :from 
Alabama [Mr. Hovusron] introduced the resolu- 
tion and moved the previous question, and pending 


i| which the House adjourned. 
I now move that the Senate ad- ; j 


The SPEAKER. Then the resolution is in 
order, and comes up as unfinished business. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Irise toa question of privilege. 
I desire now to call up the resolution wbich I 
offered a few days, since, in reference to the legali- 
ty of the seat which the Delegate from Utah [Mr. 
Bernuisex] occupies upon this floor. 


PROPOSITION TO CLOSE DEBATE. . 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to 
the gentleman, that he first permit the resolution of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Housron]. to 
be disposed of. The previous question has been 
demanded upon it. ” : 

Mr. BRIGGS. I have no objection. 

Mr.SWEETSER. Is it in order to move to 
lay the resolution, for closing debate, upon the 
table ? 

The SPEAKER, It isin order, 

Mr.SWEETSER. Then I make that motion. 

Mr, HOUSTON. I hope! shall be indulged 
in a single remark. I desire that. the House shall 
understand the precise point T had in view in 
making that motion. I. presented the resolution 
yesterday, with a view of bringing the matter be- 
fore the House. I moved the previous question, 
but at the same time I intimated to the House 
that I did not desire to press’ a vote upon it. I 
said then that I would withdraw the call for the 
previous question, and leave the House to deter- - 
mine its own time for closing the debate. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I will withdraw the motion 
to lay upon the table, with the understanding that 
the debate shall go on. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw the call for the 
previous question. As T stated on yesterday, Ido 
not wish to entrap any portion of the House by- 
that motion. f only desire that the House shall 
fix upon some time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Swexgrser] withdraw his motion to lay 
upon the table? 

Mr. SWEETSER. No, sir; I must adhere to 
it. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative. E 2 

So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

Mr. MEADE. Imoveto amend the resolution, 
so as to provide that debate shall close at three 
o’clock to-morrow. i 
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was agreed to. 5 
The question then recurred upon. the adoption 


of the resolution as amended; and being put, it was 
adopted. y 


ELECTION OF THE DELEGATE FROM UTAH. 


Mr. BRIGGS. ‘I now desire to call up the res- 
olution touching the legality of the seat which the 
Delegate from Utah holds, ` I ask that the resolu- 
tion may be read. DA 

The resolation was then read by the CLERK, as 
follows: f 

Resolved, That the Committee of Elections he instructed 
to inquire into the election of John M. Bernhisel, the pres- 
ent Delegate from the Territory of Urah—whether said elec- 
zion was held according to Jaw, and whether any bribery,” 
corruption, er other iHegal means was made use of by said 
Bernbisel, with Brigham Young, or any other persons, to 
secure the said election and return; with power te send 
for persons and papers. 

Mr. B. I said the other day all that I think ne- 
cessary to say for the present upon this subject. 
{only desire to explain the object I had in view in 
presenting this resolution to the House. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. With the consent of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Brrecs,] I desire to 
makea suggestion. If that resolution is called up 
this morning, the presumption is that it will give 
rise to debate. If it proves true thata debate will 


grow out of it, I presume the whole morning hour | 


will be consumed with it.. Certain it is, that the 
entleman from that Territory will desire to be 
eard upon it. I would suggest, therefore, that 
inasmuch as debate has been .closed upon the 
Mexican indemnity bill, whether it is not best not 
to consume time in the discussion of this resolu- 
tion, but proceed at once to that bill. 

Mr. BRIGGS. In answer to the gentleman 
from Alabama, {Mr. Housron,] I wili say, that 
if I was satisfied that much of the time of this 
Fouse would be consumed in debate upon this 
resolution, I would not object to its lying over until 
another day. ; 

Mr. DEAN.. I merely wish to say that this 
resolution will be debated whenever it comes up. 
Myself and others desire to be heard upon it. I 
would suggest, therefore, to my colleague [Mr. 
Bricos] that he allow it to lie over. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Considering that there has 
been a postponement of one day forthe discussion 
of this Mexican indemnity bill, { hardly think that 
it would be intrenching upon the time which would 
be consumed by any member upon that subject. 
T think the time fixed upon for closing debate upon 
that question will allow gentlemen to discuss it to 
their entire satisfaction. . I shall therefore feel bound 
to press the consideration of this resolution: 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I think, in 


this matter, we should consult the wishes of the | 
I have no | 


Delegate from the Territory of Utah. 
doubt that whatever may be his wishes in rela 
tion to the time for considering this resolution, they 
will be at once acquiesced in by this House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to call the 
attention of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Bricos} to this fact: The resolution which he 
has introduced here, at least by implication, re- 
flects upon the mode by which the Delegate from 
Utah Territory has obtained his -seat upon this 
floor. Now, it strikes me that it is due to that 
Delegate that he should be heard in explanation 
of the charge, or wnplicatio y 
against him. I desire to say futher, that it is 
important that this matter should be discussed, 
and well understood, before we proceed to act 
upon it. I am for giving the gentieman from 
Utah a chance for a fair fight. 

Mr. BERBNHISEL. For the information of 
the House, I beg leave merely to state, that I re- 
ceived the news of my nomiration on my way 


home last year; that I had no competitor at the : 


election, and received every vote cast for a Dele- 
gate to Congress; and that the election did not 
cost me one dollar in money, as has been errone- 
ously reported and circulated here. The'certifi- 


eate of my election, giving the number of votes, | 


and-signed by the Governor and countersigned 


23 


E annama 


thus. brought : 


“SATURDAY, JANUARY 24, 1852. 

| by ,the Secretary of the Territory, and having 
affixed to it the broad seal of the Territory 
Utah, I ask leave to send to the Clerk’s table, to 
be read for the information of the House. I feet 
no inclination to oppose a resolution of inquiry 
| offered without any evidence to sustain it, but T 
| cheerfully leave it to the disposition of the House. 
lask for the reading of the communication. 

The SPEAKER. 
communication can be read. 

No objection being made, the communication 
was then read, as follows: 

Territory of Utah, Executive Department: 

F, Brigham Young, Governor of said Territory, do certi- 
| fy, thatat an election held in and for said ‘Territory on the 
first Monday of August, A. D. one thousand eight hundred 
| and fitty-one, being the tourth day thercof, in pursuance of 
a proclamation issued by me for that purpose, tor a Dele- 
| gate to represent the said ‘Territory of Utah in the Congress 
of the United States, one thousand two hundred and fifty- 
| nine votes were polled, and that Johm M. Bernhisel re- 
| ceived the unanimous one thousand two hundred and fifty- 
nine votes, as appears by the returns of said clection filed 
in the Exceutive Department. : 

Theretore, I do hereby declare the said John M. Bern- 
bisel duty elected Delegate of the said Territory of Utah to 
the thirty-second Congress of the United States. 

Given under my hand ‘and the seal of said Verri- 


[L s.] August, in the year of our Lord one thousand vight 
hundred and fifty-one, and of the Indepeudence of 
the United States the seventy-sixth. 

t BRIGHAM YOUNG. 

By the Governor: š 
| B.D. Hargis, Secretary. 


i! Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. 
| resolution upon the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If the gentle- 
man will withdraw that motion for one moment I 
| will renew it. 


I move to lay the 


say that he believes there has been any fraud or 
corruption upon the part of the Delegate from 
Utah. On the contrary, he says he knows noth- 
ing about it. I am utterly opposed to this House 


If there is no objection, the | 


rory, at Great Salt Lake City, this thirtieth day of ʻi 


| 


i go to the Committee of 
of | 


i 


F 


New Srnigs..0 Noag 
a Elections, who could sum=*" 
mon witnesses before them, in ‘order to ascertain’ 
the facts in the case. Ido not know the facts pers” 
sonally, though they were stated to me by gentle- 
men of veracity. o : ra 

Mr. STEPHENS, The charges, the gentle: 
man makes barely amount to this—that he be^ 
lieves that the Delegate from Utah has been elected 
in violation of the organic law of the Territory, 


|, entertaining for one moment loose accusations, |i 
1 


| person occupying a seat on this floor, even as a 
i question of privilege. If these things be true, let 
| some member who knows the facts.come forward 
| and make distinct allegations, or let some individ- 
| ual present a memorial touching the matter. That 
would be the proper course 

Mr. BRIGGS. ‘Will the gentleman allow 
‘| to explain? 


+ 
me 


i Mr. BRIGGS. The gentleman from Georgia 
| does not understand me, if he says I do not be- 
‘| lieve there was corruption in the return of the 
| present Delegate from Utah. I do believe that 
|| there was corruption. That certificate of elec- 


H 


ritory. 
custom, or law, which existed in that Territory 
before the organization thereof. Although the 
signature of the Secretary of the Territory is at- 
tached to that certificate, it has been stated to me 
by gentlemen returned from there, and conversant 
with this matter, that that signature was obtained 
: from Mr. Harris by the direct order of the Gov- 
i ernor of that Territory, and against the. direct 
protest of Mr. Harris against giving his official 


l 
it 


was attached to that paper, which purports to be 
‘a certificate of election, when the returns of elec- 
tion had not come in; that he was directed to 
attach his name and the official seal of Secretary 
thereto before the result of the election was ascer- 
i! tained. 

i averse to the discussion of the merits of the ques- 
l: tion before the House, and that facta had been 
| stated to me convincing me that, there was gross 
{i corruption there; and that I wished the matter to 


Mr. STEPHENS. Certainly, sir. A 


: signature to that document; and also, that his name | 


i with no other foundation than rumor, against any ;j 
i 


i 


| tion which has been read was of an election held |! 
in direet violation of the law organizing that Ter- |: 
lt was an election m pursuance of an old į: 


1 said the other day, | believe, that I was | 


f 


or not in conformity thereto. Tiat resolution ” 
makes an inquiry whether the Delegate himself - 
did not use bribery. i 
Mr. BRIGGS.” Not at all. ee 
Mr. STEPHENS. ‘I ask for the reading of 
the resolution agaiu. I think there is something 
about bribery in the resolution. , 
The SPEAKER. If there is no objection it 


i will be read. ` 


There being no objection, the 
read as above reported. : 

Mr. STEPHENS. Thatis enough. Thereis’ ` 
a direct imputation against the gentleman occupy 
ing a seat upon this floor from that Territory, and 
calling upen a committee to investigate whether 
bribery and corruption had not been used by him, * 
or some one else, to procure his seat upon this ` 
floor, and yet the gentleman from New York will - 
not state that he believes such to be the fact. He 
might just as well offer such a resolution touching 
myself or any other gentleman upon this floor.” 
I am opposed to any such proceedings without, 
distinct charges, sustained by some known party ` 
who, by making them, becomes responsible for 
them. ; : K 
Mr. BRIGGS. In respect to corruption, then, ” 
I am unwilling, at all times, to indorse rumors 
with regard to the misconduct of any gentleman, 
especially when occupying a seat here. Althongh 
he may not hold. his seat legally, yet while lie 1s"* 
here I recognize him as a member until itis proved” 
to the contrary. It has been said that’ there was’ > 
money corruption there, and that money was paid 
to Brigham Young as a condition upon which he * 
should obtain a seat here. Ido not know it; I 
cannot prove it,ut it-has been so stated, 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman does not. 
make that charge himself; he does not indorse the © 
rumor; nor has anybody, by memorial, called the 
attention of the House to the subject. Ifany per- 
son will take it upon himself to do so, it will be 
time enough for us to'act. Iam utterly opposed 
to this House taking up out-door rumors. “Ifany.” 
gentleman feels authorized to make distinct charges 
of this character against that Delegate, tet him... 
come forward, and I will be willmg to give him a` 
full hearing and aid’in having’ an investigation; 
but not without. So far.as the other point is con-: 
cerned—that is, that the present Delegate may have 
been elected contrary to the organic law of the 
Territory—I believe the rules of this Mouse fur- 
nish ample provision for all necessary and appro- 
priate inquiry—it is the duty of the Committee 
of Elections to inquire into such matters. The 


| standing rule of the House (No. 77) provides, 


that he 
“Tt shali be the duty of the Committee of Elections a 
to examine and report upon the certificates of elections 
or other eredentials of the members: returned to serve 
in this House; and to take into their consideration all such 
petitions and other matters touching elections and returns as 
shall er may be presented, or come into question, and be 
referred to them by the House.’? Š 
Now, if any outside persons wish to make such 
a complaint, let them petition this House, and let 
such petitions be referred to the Committee of. 
Elections, whose duty it is to inquire into every 
case and see whether there is bribery or not. | 
I move now .to lay the resolution upon the 
table. f ` 
Mr. CARTTER. I ask the gentleman from 
Georgia to withdraw the motion. aa 
Mr. STEPHENS. I will a moment, for ex-. ` 


|! planation only, or for the presentation of any fact: 


which he may have to state in regard to the sub=- — 
ject. S $ 


this case is liké dll other cases, o i o a 
Mr. MEADE. lrise to a question of order: 


resolution was ` 


Mr. CARTTER. I wish to state nierely that: ; 
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It is, that members be ma a] 
cannot hear the gentleman from Georgia, nor can 
ĮI see his lips move. I might, perhaps, guess at 
his words if I could. see his lips moving, but 
there are so many men standing and obstructing 
my view, that Icannot see. | : i 

’ The SPEAKER. . The Chair has made: vigor- 
ous efforts to preserve order, but~it is impossible 
for him to succeed, unless it is the pleasure of the 
Houseto aid him in the preservation. of order. 

Order. being restored, 

Mr. CARTTER (resuming) said: All I wish 
to say is simply this: that the case presented to us 
here is the form in which such cases are always 
presented to thi 
seems to be treated. by. gentlemen as a prejudg- 
ment, when it is. merely the initiative to the in- 
quiry. The proposition made by the honorable | 
member from New York (Mr. Brices] is to refer | 
to a standing committee, constituted for the pur- 
pose. of investigating and determining these ques- 
tions, the subject of the right of the member from 

Utah to a seat on this floor. There is nothing in 
the resolution of the member from New York ex- 
cept matter necessary to direct the attention of the | 

. committee to the investigation. Now, I am as | 
much in favor as the honorable member from 
Georgia of a deliberate and impartial investigation 
of the subject, though I do not concur with him | 
in this, that we ought to close our eyes to the | 
question of investigation. He says the subject | 
comes here without any aurhiority even to open 
an investigation. Why, sir, we have now lying 
npon the table of this House a report from the re- 
turning officers, save one, implicating the conduct 
of that community; and if I recollect rigħt, impli- 
cating the conduci, or alluding to the mode of the 
election of the Delegate from Utah. Are we to j 
disregard these intimations that there is something | 
wrong in Utah? If we are, sir, it occurs to me} 

that the country is involved in the result of letting | 

„that people run wild in their relations to this Gov- | 
ernment, and at the same time claiming a control | 
over them. I would not prejudge this case, though | 
before that resolution is finally submitted to the | 


de.to-take their seats. I 


House, I shall. be under the necessity of adding jį 


another inquiry to it, and that is, whether polyg- | 

amy is tolerated in the Territory of Utah, justi- | 

fied by them, and whether the honorable Dele- | 
ate upon this floor is liable to the suspicion that 
eis a polygamist. 1 do not presume he is. 

[A Voice. What if he is?] 

Mr. CARTTER. Iam inquired of, upon my 
right, what ifheis? If he is, there is one vote 
upon this floor that will vote him out of this Hall. 
f aughter.] That is the answer to that question, 

will not consent silently to sit upon this floor 
with any man who openly defies the laws of his 
country as a polygamist. 

Mr. FITCH. Í must call the gentleman from 
Ohio toorder. Heis speaking of matters not now | 
before the House, and is indulging in a strain of 
personal remarks which the rules of this Louse 
will not warrant. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand the gentleman as charging the gentieman 
from Utah with polygamy. 

Mr. CARTTER. Not at all. I was merely 
supposing it might be so. If it is so, I have but 
one vote to give upon this floor. We cannot close 
our eyes to the fact, that these things are whis- | 
pered, and more than whispered; that they come 
to us under the authority of the report of the dis- 
ffanchised officers whose duties there have been 
foreclosed by violence, asthey say. I do not pro- 

ose to prejudge this question, but I do propose to 

end what little energy I have in aninvestigation of 
them, without fear, favor, or affection. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to lay that resolution | 
upon the table, with the hope that it may succeed. 

Several Mrempers.. Withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Appeals are made to me by | 
members to withdraw my motion, but I cannot 

jeld to them. H 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. [ wished tocall || 
the gentleman ’s attention to one fact, before the mo- |] 
tion to lay upon the tableis made. My colleague— ; 
the mover of this resolution, [Mr. Briees}|—had i 
expressed a desire, if debate arose, that the matter i 
might lie over until another day. And I think it l 
is due to him, as well as the Delegate from the Ter- | 

l 
| 


i 
H 
i 


j 
| 
1 
i 
ii 
| 


ritory of Utah, that it should, after what has oc- | 
eurred. Task that it may,by universal consent, 
be passed by at present. 


s body for an investigation. It) 


: mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 


i tothe gentleman from: New 


iÍ the gentleman possesses that power over the res- 


; ture of the Speaker. 


| adopted. 


| partment by the Mexican Minister, in regard to the wish of 


| mitted by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Disney.] | 


| league over the way, if it would not be more in 


| information, if not incompatible with the public 


Mr: HOUSTON. I cannot withdraw my mo- + 
tion to lay upon the table. L will ask of the Chair 
whether it is in-order for me now to move to sus- 


pend the rules, and thatthe House go into Com- 


The SPEAKER. It is not. 
Mre PHELPS.: I desire to make a suggestion 
York... TL learn that 
rivilege, and that it has been 
go decided by the Chair. The gentleman from 
New York can then, by leave of the House, with- 
draw his resolution; and introduce it hereafter at 
any time he thinks proper. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope that course may be 
taken. ` 

Mr. BRIGGS. if I have that power, I will be 
happy, with the consent of the House, to avail my- 
self of it. 

The SPEAKER. Inthe opinion of the Chair, 


this is a question of 


1 
olution. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I then withdraw it. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled, “A 
joint resolution providing for the binding of certain 
documents,” and also “An act authorizing the 
payment of interest to the State of New Hamp- 
shire, for the advancement of money for the use 
and benefit of the United States in repelling im- 
vasion and suppressing insurrection at Indian 
Stream,” in said State; which received the signa- 


i 
| 


i 
1 


On motion by Mr. MOLONY, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the House, for the purpose of presentation in the Senate, 


the petition and papers of Orris Crosby. i: 


GRANT OF LAND TO INDIANA AND ILLINOIS. 
Mr. MOLONY gave notice of his intention to 
introduce, on to-morrow, or atan early convenient 
day, a bill granting the right of way and making 
a grant of land to the States of Indiana and Illi- 
nois, in aid of the construction of a railroad from 
Lafayette, Indiana, across the Grand Prairie, via 
Middleport, to La Salle, in Illinois. 
CALL FOR INFORMATION IN REGARD TO THE 
MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 

Mr. DISNEY. 1 ask the unanimous consent of | 
the House to introduce a resolution, which I send i 
to the Clerk’s table to be read, in order that the | 
information asked for may be placed before us be- 
fore the expiration of the time to which debate 
upon the Mexican indemnity bill has been limited. 
If gentlemen want the information let them obtain | 
it in time. 

The Curr read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is here- 
by, requested to transmit to this House copies of the notes 
addressed to the Department of State by the Mexican Min- 
ister, Mr. De la Rosa, (on the subject of the payment of 
the Mexican indemnity,) in the months of February and 


March Jast, together with statements of any information 
which may have been verbally communicated to his De- 


the Mexicon Government as to the payment of the money 
here, and a settlement of the terms upon which it was will- 
ing to receive it. 
The question being put, the resolution was | 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I rise to a priv- 
jleged question. I move to reconsider the vote just 
now taken upon the adoption of the resolution sub- 


I do it because it proposes to call for the verbal 
conversation which took place between the Mexi- i 
can Minister and our Secretary of State. I think 
that it is improper to call upon the Department for 
verbal communications made in casual conversa- 
tions. 

Mr. SWEETSER. 
upon the table. 

Mr. BROOKS called for the reading of the res- 
olution; which request was complied with. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I would inquire of my col- 


I move to lay that motion 


conformity with the usage of the House to address 
the resolution to the President of the United 
States—that he be requested to communicate the 


interests ? 
Mr. DISNEY. Ihave no objection to comply 
with the suggestion. g 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio withdraw his motion, 


Mr. SWEETSER. Ido not, 


i! Mann, Humphrey Marshall, MeCorkle, MeDonald, MeMul- 


i; Robbins, 


li Stone, 


H 


The question -being taken upon thé motion to 
reconsider, upon a division there were—ayes 80, 
“noes 64. 

Mr. EVANS called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

The question was then taken on laying the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table,and it was decided 
in the afiymative—yeas 103, nays 73; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, John Appléton, Ashe, 
Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, Bissell, Bococky 
Buell, Busby,’Phompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Church- 
well, Clark, Colcoek, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, 
Disney, Do: urkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, 
| Faulkner, FI@&lin, Fitch, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gaylord, Giddings, Green, Grey, Grow, Hall. Hamilton, 
! Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Holia- 
gay, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew 
i Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Jotinson, Daniel T. 
; Jones, Preston King, Kurtz, Leteher, Lockhart, Mace, 


| 


lin, McNair, Meade, Millson, Molony, Morrison, Murray, 


K Nabers, Newton, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel W, 


! Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Price, Richardson, 


Robinson, Russell, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, 
: Skelton, Smart, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. 
| Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, ‘Abraham P. Stevens, 
i St. Martin, Stratton, Sweetser, Thurston, Towns- 
i hend, woe Venable, Watkins, Addison White, and Wil- 
i cox—103. 

| NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, William 
: Appleton, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowie, Bowne, Bren- 
| ton, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Caldwell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Chandler, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Cullom, George 
T. Davis, Dockery, Duncan, Dupham, Evans, Ewing, 
Fowler, Hensy M. Fuller, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, 
Goodrich, Iarper, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hillyer, Hors 
ford, Houston, John W. Howe, Thomas M, Howe, Hunter, 
Jackson, James Johnson, George W. Jones, Kuhns, Marting, 
Miller, Miner, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, 
Outlaw, Penniman, Porter, Rantoul, Schermerhorn, School-. 
craft, Schoonmaker, David L. Seymour, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, 
| Walbridge, Ward, Washburn, Welsh, Wells, Alexander 
White, Williams, and Yates—73. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. DISNEY. I now ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make an alteration in the 
| phraseology of the resolution. I owe it in justice 
to myself to say thatI wrote it hastily at my desk, 
and that it is notin the formI should have wished 
if I had had more time to draw itup. Task leave 
so to alter the phraseology as to make the calt 
directly on the President. It would be more re- 
spectful and proper to do so, but I can only do it 
by the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. STUART objected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to make another modification, 
and that is, to submit it to the discretion of the 
President whether the communication of this in- 
formation is compatible with the public interests. 

Mr. DISNEY. But I cannot make any modi- 
fication, for there is objection. 

Mr. STUART. 1 will withdraw my objection 
if the gentleman will strike out that part of the 
resolution which requires the Secretary of State 
i tocommunicate the verbal intercourse between him 
; and the Mexican Minister. 

Mr. DISNEY. I intended my alteration to em- 
brace the modification suggested by-the gentleman ~ 
from Alabama, [Mr. Hovsron,] and to insert the 
words: ‘if compatible with the public interests,’” 
but I cannot alter the resolution if there is objec- 
tion. 

Mr. CARTTER. 1 have no objection to that, 
provided there is no other modification. 

Mr. DISNEY. I do not ask to make any other. 

„Mr. STUART. I will withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

Mr. DISNEY. Then I will so modify my res- 
olution as to make the call directly upon the Presi- 
dent, and to insert the words ‘* if compatible with 
: the public interests.” 

Mr. JOHNSON, Af Georgia, objected to the 
modification. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was the report of the select committee on 
the bounty land bill, and that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Ciarx] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLARK. Perhaps it -would have been 
but justice, had T stated yesterday that. the gen- 
: leman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunuam,] who offered 
the substitute to this bill, declared that it was not 
ensation to which 


pensation, they should 
ouse, I have but v 


1852. 


branch of the subject in addition to what I have 
already said. I commend the motives of the gen- 
tleman in admitting the claims which I have urged. 
But I believe that unless compensation shall be 
provided by this bill, it will nevér be made at all— 
that will be the result. Whence the necessity of 


converting the iwo Houses of Congress into two | 


great auditors’ offices, to settle and. adjust claims 
which can be better settled and adjusted at the 
proper auditor’s office? 

When I concluded my remarks on yesterday, I 
was considering the argument of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Tuex,] in which he 
was deprecating speculations in the public lands, 
and urging Congress to such a course as should 
cut them short. I can assure that gentleman I 
arn asmuch opposed to speculations of that kind 
as he possibly can be; but we differ in the mode 
by which the object is to be accomplished. I have 
said that there was but little speculation in public 
lands in that part of the country from which I 
come. But let us take the gentleman’s hypothe- 
sis, and grant, for the sake of the argument, that 
there will be speculation in these lands, and that, 
too, by means of land warrants. Now, the fact 
must not be lost sight of, that the location of war- 
rants, as the law now stands, is confined to lands 
which were in market at the time the law restrict- 
ing their location was passed. Another fact, also, 
must be borne in mind, that settlers must have 
lands, and they will secure them by means of war- 
rants also; because they can be had materially 
cheaper in that way. Now, is not the conclu- 
sion a necessary one, that the speculator and the 
settler will be thrown together in their appropria- 
tions? In other words, speculators will hold large 
bodies of land in the midst of the cultivators of 
the soil, keeping it from the hand of improvement, 
and thus preventing progress in the advantages of 
society, schools, and those various and cherished 
institutions which can be had only by those who 
live in the association of neighborhood. This 
condition of things brings the cultivators of the 
soil and speculators together with adverse and 
prejudicial interests z it is the interest of the settler 
that the lands around him should be settled and 
cultivated; itis the interest of thespeculator to retain 
his laids until time and the improvements around 
him—improvements which he did not make—shall 

ive them an enhanced value. If, therefore, as is 
insisted, there must be speculators in the public 
lands, it is clear to my mind, that it would be best 
to open to them the whole domain, which would 
prevent them from crowding in upon settlements 
already made, to the injury of the growth of those 
settlements. Liberty to the speculators to go far 
distant for their locations would work as a kind of 
safety-valve to sections and neighborhoods already 
considerably advanced in improvement, 

Again: if it be true that the public domain must 
be cursed with the blight of speculation, how 
would it be removed by confining the location of 
warrants to restricted limits? Let it be remem- 
bered that the thousands of immigrants who seek 
homes in the far distant States and Territories of 
the West must not only have lands, but they must 
have them as cheap as they can be bought; they 
will, therefore, provide themselves with warrants, 
and take their lands within the limits prescribed, 
even though they should be compelled to take land 
of secondary value, because they have not the 
ability to purchase with cash. To this course they 
are driven by the law of necessity. Now, what 
is the consequence? Precisely this: the cultiva- 
tors of the soil are withdrawn from the most eligi- 
ble portions of the Government lands, and they 
are left entirely open to speculators, to absorb them 
with their cash capital, without restraint or com- 
petition; and as they could select the best lands, 
their inducements to appropriate them with cash, 
would be even greater than to embark into specu- 


lations with warrants, when they would be com- į; 


pell 

etition; . 
it will be impossible to cut short speculation by 
the restriction of warrants to limits Jess than the | 
whole area of publie lands in market. These re- | 
marks are not designed to remove any Jntrinsic 
difficulty, as I understand the subject. I do not 
believe there is speculation enough in the public 
lands to cause alarm, or to call for any remedial 


: : | 

ed to encounter an active and progressive com- | 
i 

i 


so that, view the subject in either light, i! 


|| attempted to b 
ii years ago—an 


| bounds, in order to prevent speculation. I have 

merely endeavored to show that the direct tenden- 
cy of such a course would be in aid of speculation. 
Sir, the way to prevent speculation, in case there 
was danger on that subject, is to throw the doors 
wide open, and let the immigrant and the settler go 
with the speculator, without hindrance or clogs, 
and the one will see that the other shall do little 
or no harm. j 

Another objection which the gentleman from 
New Hampshire raised to. the adoption of that 
section in the substitute which provides for the 
creation of a new class of warrants, was found in 
the act of 1847, pledging the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands to the payment of the loan of 
$23,000,000, created by that act; and this objec- 
tion was made to apply as well against that sec- 
tion which permits the location of warrants on all 
lands in market, as to that which provides for the 
issuance of new warrants. Is the gentleman aware 
of the length to which that argument would carry 
him? It would repeal, by implication, all the ex- 
isting acts for educational purposes, and purposes 
of internal improvement, so far as they are to work 
prospectively. If it be true that that act isa mort- 
gage of all the publie lands, what becomes of your 
sixteenth sections—your grants of seventy-two 
sectionsto endow a university in each State, which, 
if not given by a standing law, is almost equally 
as effectually done by precedent of long standing? 
What becomes of that provision of law by which 
five hundred thousand acres are to be given to each 
State upon its admission into the family of States, 
for purposes of internal improvement? According 
to the argument, the mortgage would cover and 
destroy all these munificent donations for the most 
praiseworthy purposes. And, moreover, would the 
gentleman contend that the act of pledge covered 
all the Mexican territory which has been acquired 
since its passage? And yet this is the legitimate 
result to which his argument leads. I do not by 
any means suppose it would be a violation of the 
spirit of that act to appropriate a limited portion of 
the public lands to advantageous and worthy pur- 
poses, if by such a course you do not materfally 
affect the security intended by the act itself. Now, 
the income of cash sales for the year 1850 was 
more than $1,800,000. and in 1851 it was more 
than $2,000,000, independent of lands taken up 
with warrants—a sum sufficient to discharge the 
whole debt in eleven or twelve years, independent 
of interest; and yet the funded portion of that loan 
has twenty years from the date of the act to run. 

Ít is admitted that the argument would be good 
against a system which should propose a sweep- 
ing disposition of the public domain, or the greater 
| part of it. 

These views constitute about all I have to say 
upon the subject. I cannot see why the Govern- 
ment should have two standards of value of the 
| puole lands—one cash value, and one scrip value. 

was not a little surprised at the views of the 


part of the subject. He contended forthe restric- 
tion clause, and yet he was pleased to inform the 
House, that he was in favor of a pending bill 
which proposes to give lands gratuitously to actual 
settlers. Now, it seemsto me, that this was a 
! manifest contradiction andinjury. It proposes to 
give those who had performed no service for their 
country, as the soldier had; who had given no 
consideration, as the assignee of the soldier had 


advantageous position, when it suffered them to 
take the fattest of the land, while it confined the 
soldier and those who purchased of him to lands 


i| of secondary character, and finally to the leanest 


picking. It seems to me that this is sheer injustice. 

Besides, itis a system of restriction, without 
| merit, and odious. "It confines a large class of the 
most meritorious men, by reason of uncontrollable 
necessity, to narrow limits and compulsory choice. 
It seems to me that this is not only failing to 
make progress, according to the prevailing spirit 
of improvement and liberality—that it is not even 
holding to the advantages of a stationary position 
—that, in the language of a great man, itis ° tread- 
| ing some steps back ward’’—that it is in principle 
an attempt to galvanize the old policy which was 
e fastened upon the country forty 
d I believe it is the federal policy, 
en township to be sold clean 


measures of legislation. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire contends that the true policy is to con- 
fine the location of warrants to certain harrow : 


ioo—of requiring a giv 
out, before another sh 
i lieve the sun went back 


ould be accessible. I be- 
upon the dial Ahaz ten 


gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. BrsseLL}] upon this || 


done, when he purchased his warrant,—a far more | 
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years, but the gentleman “had made: his. go: back 
nearly half a century. HS, ao 
Perhaps it will be said that those who ‘have nes” 
cessity for land have the same means for acquiring: 
it aside from warrants that they had before: And 
so they have. It may be said that settlersin new 
countries have flourished under the system which 


| has heretofore prevailed, and what is to prevent 


their prosperity now? Sir, it isin American char- ` 
acter to flourish, no matter what may be the su- 
perincumbent load -of difficulties upon it. ~The 


i| virtues inherent in that character, the indomitable = 


energy and will, and the far-Feaching enterprise of 
our people, warrant it. “But does that constitute 
a reason why you should surround them with dif- 
ficulties; or, in other words, fail to remove them: 
when itcan be so cheaply and so justly done? I 
know that thousands go to the new lands of.the 
West, who, when they have reached their destina- 


| tion, have not a dollar with which to purchase a 


plank to cover their heads from the storm, or pur- 
chase a bushel of meal for the subsistence of their 
families. They are compelled to go upon credit, 
if they have any, and if not, they are forced. to 
labor one day for their neighbors to procure these 
things, and the next for themselves. To this class 
fifty or a hundred dollars was no insignificant ` 
sum. This class you can materially benefit by 
giving them the largest liberty in the Jocation of 
warrants; and J maintain they ought to have it. 
I do not see for what reason you should have a 
double system—a cash val e and a warrant value 
for lands. Is it worthy the liberality and the high 
character of the Government? — Is it dealing equi- 
tably by all? It is not, in my opinion. Throw 
the doors, then, wide open, and let all who go 
upon the public lands select such as they please, 
with whatever will purchase those lands. Then 
will you confer a boon which will be effectual— 


| which shall be blessed and blessing. 


[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Dicxins, their Secre- 
tary, announcing that they had passed the follow- 
ing bills, wig: 

An act tiena the time for selecting lands granted to 
the State of Wisednsin for saline purposes 3 

An act for the relief of the widows and relations of cer- 
tain officers and seamen of the brig Washington, who were 
tost overboard in the burricane; : 

An act to authorize the State of JIlinois to select the res- 
due of the lands to which she is entitled under the act of 
the 2d of March, 1827, granting lands to aid that State in 
opening a canal to connect the waters of the Illinois river 
with those of Lake Michigan; and , ‘ i 

An an act to admit the hermaphrodite brig Sylphide to 
registry.) 

‘Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Believing, as I 
do, that the passage of this bill will be rendered 
more certain, and be facilitated by its reference to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| Union, I have arisen, not for the purpose of par- 


ticipating in the debate which has sprung up upon 
the various features in this bill, but-with the view > 
of moving the previous question on the motion 
pending to refer. Before I „make that motion, 
however, I will-ask the unanimous consent of the 
House—for I believe it cannot be done but by 
guch consent—that this bill be made the special 
order of the day in the Committee of the Whole 
House for Monday next. 

A Voicu. Monday week. . 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis suggested that Monday 
next is not a proper day. I will say on Tuesday 
next, and from day to day until it is disposed of. 

Mr. TUCK. f object. 

Mr. MEADE. If the gentleman from Tennes- 
see will allow me. i s 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, if the gentleman 
wishes to explain. 

Mr. MEADE. Idesire to inform the gentle- ` 
man from Tennessee, that there is a bill from the 
Senate containing provisions similar to those in 
this, and which, from a slight glance, appears te 
me to be preferable to this. I think, therefore, it. 
would be wise in us to bring on the consideration 
of the two bills together, and that when the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table is taken up that we 
refer that bill to the Committee of the Whole, to- 
gether with the one now pending, so as to con- 


| sider them both together, and then choose the one’ 


that seems to be best. 
The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. Pll 
Mr. MEADE. [ask the unanimous consent: 
of the House; and if it be granted the House can 
refer both bills together. ; : 


It can be done only: by 


x 


= 


Jan. 22, 


i‘ 


i 


! 


I have. no objection, but I 

„would prefer, if the unanimous consent of the. 

House is granted, to refer the bill of the’ Senate 

upon the same subject to the Committee of the 
hole, and make the two a special order. 

Mr. BISSELL... | feel constrained to object to 
that,- : ; : 

‘The SPEAKER. It. cannot be done, as it is 
objected to. 0 ; 
“Mir. HARRIS. Iwill 

Mr. ORR. I believe I have the floor. The 
gentleman has moved the previous question, and I 
do not see how. be cso occupy the floor under 
stich circumstances. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have stated that te be my in- 
tention, and I will do it before I take my seat. 
move the previgus question. 

Mr. ORB. I’move.the rules be suspended, and 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of | 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it in order, then, to go into 
Committee of the Whole? | 

The SPEAKER, When a gentleman can ob- |; 
tain the floor for the purpose of making the mo- |; 
tion, itis. The decision. of the Chair, the other i! 
day, was, that a gentleman could hot deprive an- į 
other of the floor for that purpose. 

The question was-then taken, and ona division 
there were—ayes 87, noes 32. : 
So the House resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. į 

Joxes; of Tennessee, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The first bill before the 
committee is the annual message of the. President 
ofsthe United States and the resolution introduced 
by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovs- 
TON. ] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up the bill 
No. 46, making an appropriation to pay the in- 
demnity to Mexico; which motion was agreed 
to. 


Mr. HARRIS. 
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MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 


Mr. EDGERTON. Ido not intend to take up 
much of the time of the House in the discussion 
of this question. L shall not probably avail my- 
self of my privilege, and consume the hour to 
which I am entitled. I will not say, as did the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia, that 1 am a 
lawyer, for L am not; that I am a judge or have 
been a judge, for I have not; but T have been a 
juror, sir, and I never yet proncunced my fellow 
man guilty of a misapplication or embezzlement of 
money, when I knew he never had received it. 
Perhaps if L had had more experience in matters 
of this kind, 1 would not speak thus. But, sir, I 
care nothing for experience. 1 have no respect 
for experience, or regard for expediency. Expe- 
rience never tanght a man a better road, but only 
enabled him to avoid the dangers of the old one. 

By the treaty of Gaudalupe Hidalgo, the United 
States became bound to pay the Government of 
Mexico fifteen millions of doljars—three millions 
down and the balance in annual payments. The 
history of the payment of the first installments bas 
been detailed by the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mir. Bayny.] The last is yet to be 
paid, As no money can be drawn from the Treas- 
ury except by appropriation of law, this bill, 
now under dis sion, was introduced by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and its immedi 
ate passage urged by the necessity of the case. | 
Yes, itis urged by the Committee of Ways and i 
Means, when it is reasonable to believe that there 
is something connected with it that requires dis- 
-elosure; and it is urged by other parties; aud be- 
cause other parties have urged the passage of that 
hill upon this foor, my voice is heard here to-day. 
Had it not been for this paper which I hold in my 
hand, emanating from inen—I will not dignify 
them by calling them financial operators—but men | 
who are the fund-mongers of this country, [| 
should not have spoken upon the question. How 
js it? Themoneyed power of Europe, the moneyed i} 
power of this country, speak to-day in dictatorial |! 
terms to the House of Representatives of. thes: 
United States. They urgeupon us—not because | 
they have an interest in the matter, for they dis-j, 
claim any interest—the immediate passage of this |) 
bill, and say there should be no more ‘ useless} 
discussion upon the bill.” Has it come to. this,1: 


il 


| 
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‘ave other members upon this floor, who will give 


| banking-house stands opposite to you 


f by what it robs from that which it destroys—and 
i Howland & Aspinwall, and others, plunderers of 


tive upon this floor—when imputationsare thr 
out, as to the character of any financial transac 


| Government for paying this money to Mexico. 
| Ours is a Goverhment of laws, 
 ereating and prescribing the duties of our officers. 
| We have financial officers connected with the ad- 

‘ ministration of this Government, and I take this 


‘that devolve upon it. Is there any authority of 


! Howland & Aspinwall, and Baring, Brothers & 


‘themselves now bound as coniractors—that they 
i are released fromall obligations under the contract; 
and so they are. 
i nor could any other Secretary of the Treasury, or 
' Secretary of State, make a contract which would 


! the other contracting parties. 
‘this question the other day,the gentleman from 


“marks: 


$ pl 
; have performed their part of it, by not paying į 


‘the hands of these contractors a portion of this | 
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that this moneyed power stands up and dictates to 
the representatives of twenty-four millions of peo- 
ple, ‘that they shall pass or not pass a law? And 
do they dare, in ther-unparalleled impudence, to 
come ‘here and say that the discussion of this 


question is needless? Yet-that is the language of 
their paper. ee 

They say the passage of this bill should not be 
impeded by needless: discussion. For one, Lam 
determined, as a representative of a portion of the | 
American people, to proclaim hére upon this floor, 
that I am ready to impede the progress of this bill 
with all kind of needless discussion. I hope there 


these fund-mongers specimens of such needless 
legislation, as will satisfy them that they have no 
connection with the American people—that this 
is a Government of the people, and not of any 
moneyed power. Who are these men? Baring, 
Brothers & Co., and Corcoran & Riggs—whose 
r ‘Treasury, 
a fungus upon it, growing rich and enlarging itself 


the Treasury. ‘They are the men who dictate to 
the American Congress, that the passage of the 
bill shall not be impeded by- needless discussion. 
Had it not been for this paper, and some rumors 
which have been circulated in the public prints, as 
I have said before, I should not have spoken upon 
this question. But it has been charged, that there 
may possibly be some fraud, or impropriety, con- 
nected with the passage of this bill; and {I hold it 
to be my duty—to be the duty of every representa- 
own 
ion, 
and | 


that they should be examined and probed, 
that everything connected with the finances of the 
Government should be closely inquired into. It 
has been charged, that a contract has been made 
between the Secretary of the Treasury aud these 
bankers, in relation to the disposition of the money 
—that they have been appointed the agents of this 


We have laws 


position, that without the special authority of law, | 
it is not in the power of the Executive department 


to substitute any oficer to discharge the duties 


law for making this cOntract? Is their contract, 
in reference to which information has been asked 
this morning of the Department, binding upon the 
Government of the United States—is it binding 


consequently not binding upon us, the other con- 
tracting pariy.” There -is. another view of this 
question to which I will-allude.. ] will. admit for ~ 
argument the right existed on the part of the Sec- - 
retary of State, to make. the contract, but T will 
say, although the right did exist, it was an im-. 
proper act on the part of the Secretary, and Tsay 
so for this reason: This being a Govérnment of the . 
people alone, it should not be the Government of 
any moneyed power; that should have no influence 
in the Government, and particularly not if that’ 
moneyed power be a foreign one. How is it 
with these moneyed powers? They now control.. 
the entire destinies of all the nations of Europe., 
They are seeking to control the destinies of. 
this nation. They are attempting to undermine: 
the liberties of the people; and the whole history _ 
of the moneyed power, since the beginning of” 
the worid, will show that it was never the ad- 
vocate of human rights and human liberties. 
The moneyed power throughout the world was 
always the agent of the oppressors of human lib- 
erty and human rights. Who are. these con- 
tractors? . They. are the very same men controlling 
: the Governments of Europe, upholding, by their 
money, the corruptions of the old monarchies. 


i! The very same men, governed by these same feel- 


ings, now say to the representatives of the American 
people, You must not discuss this question, because . 
it is needless—improper. Why, who does not. 
! know, in the history of this moneyed power, that. . 
it, invariably corrupts the Government—that it. 
corrupts the masses; that it lays its mighty hands ` 
uponeven talent and intellect, and sacrifices then 
| withitspower of corruption. Thebrightestgenius 
this Government ever beheld in his palmiest day, 
when the fire of talent beautified and illumined 
him, the victim of this moneyed power—sacrificed : 
upon its altar. It is because ‘of this moneyed, 
power, so insidious in its character, supporting . 
and encouraging, as it does, sappers.and miners — 
upon your Treasury, that I take this position. I 
stand upon this floor to-day and ay, to this , 
House of Representatives—say to the American - 
people—that { am bound "to impede this legisla- 
tion of Congress. I stand here, not the advocate . 
of legislation by Congress, but as. the sworn 
opponent to the action of Congress, saving for 
one thing, and that is, to pay theadebts of the 
Government. I will legislate for no other purpose 
but to pay our debts, and “to provide for the gen- 
eral welfare.” But I will provide for the ; eneral.: 
welfare solely by paying the debts of the Govern- | 
ment; and, if it be necessary, I will levy taxes for. 
that purpose, and for that purpose only, To that ` 


even upon the other parties to it? Certainly not; 
for the parties themselves—Corcoran & Riggs, 


Co.—expressly say that they do not conceive 
He cannot, and never could, 


be binding upon the Government, or even upon 
in the debate upon 


New York [Mr. Brooxs| made the following re- 


«Put no contract was made, and no contract conld be 
made which would bind this House in any manner what: 
sovvyer. it was notin the power ofany department of this 
Government to make a contract for the negotiation of its 
payment before an appropriation upon the part of Congress 
had been made, The Government could make an arrange- Í 
ment only after the appropriation had been made.” 


How, then, would this Government have been 


fai 


the money? If the United States had placed in 


money in advance of its payment to Mexico, and | 
that without receipts or discharges on the part of | 
Mexico, and these contractors refused or neglected 
to pay to that Government, would it be justified 
in demanding that additional payment should be ! 
made in consequence of their failure? Beyond a 
question, ‘There is no doubt of it; because the 
contracting party, in ease they had misa plied the 
money, night have- stood up and said to yeu 
and the Secretary-of Stat 
contract with us that you had no right to make. 


aced in régard to the contract, had there been a [i 
iure on the part of the alleged contractors to | 


e: “ You have made a |; 


end only can Congress levy taxes for the general ` 
welfare, This Congress legislates too much. We 

| have too much legislation before us, and by whom ; 
iis it brought here? By whom are the various 
projects coming up here for the purpose of robbing 
the Treasury advocated and sustained? Why, 
| by men under the influence, under the control of, , 
and whose destinies hang upon, this, moneyed., 
power. We legislate, as I have said before, too . 
much. The moneyed power seeks, not only Here, 
but everywhere, to centralize power in’ Govern- ` 
ments. Tt is the great advocate of the centraliza- 
tion of power. Every act of this Government 
which tends, in the least, to the centralization of 
power, or that takes anything from the States, 

| which they can do, I will oppose. I stand here ’ 
‘ the advocate of the right of the States to protect 
its citizens in everything they require. The peo- 
pie have no claim upon Congress, This Congress 
has no right to pass any law which the people of 
one section of the country can say benefits them, 
and which another section can say does not bene- | 
fitthem. The Legislatures of the several States 
'ean do all the acts necessary for the prosperity, 
the glory, and dignity of the country. 

What has the action of Congress added to the 
glory ofthis country? Have theta: iffacts passed, 
which have been so much talked about, added one , 
particle to the wealth and power of the country?. 
Has any other action of Congress added wealth 
and power to the country? The wealth and power: 
of the country are produced in another quarter, 
it is in the States themselves—in the people— 
that they are produced, and it is the. legislation. of, 
the several States, developing the. resources of” 
these States, that has made this. country what it. 
is. I stand here to-day, not the advocate of. the 
‘ glory, power, and wealth of the: States. consoli- - 
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Iwas not binding upon the Government, and | 


i dated, but the advocate of the glory, wealth 
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and. power of the States independent. We are 
independent of every power upon the face of the 
earth except one. It is this moneyed power, 
which has come up here and stands now in. your 
House of Representatives, and says you shall not 
impede, by needless discussion, the passage of a 
bill by which they can plunder your Treasury. 
Weshould be independent of that moneyed power. 
How can we be independent of it? . Why, sir, it 
is very simple. We can do our own business. 
The financial operations of this country can be.con- 
ducted without the aid of foreign capitalists.. We 
‘have the wealth ourselves; we have the talent our- 
selves; we have the financial knowledge ourselves. 
Let us connect that talent—that financial knowl- 
edge with the government of the country, and 
not rely upon foreign aid—upon foreign mou- 
eyed powers for any operation. Now, in rela- 
tion to this simple transaction. It is alleged that 
it is necessary to pay this money to Mexico; 
that there should be an agent appointed, and that 
agent should be the moneyed power of Great Brit- 
ain—that which is connected with the perpetuity 
of the monarchies of Europe. It is alleged that this 
power should be our agent to transact the simplest 

usiness transaction in the world. ‘This moneyed 
power invariably attempts to throw a cloud of 
mystery around its operations. In. connection 
with this payment there should be no mystery. It 
is the simplest business transaction under heaven, 
and there is no need of employing an agent, and 
that agent a moneyed power, not responsible to 
the Government. We can do the business our- 
selves. We want no agent, other than him who 
is appointed by this Congress. 

But, sir, there is another view of this question. 
It is said, and I believe said truly, that the Mexican 
Government does not require this money to be paid 
in the city of Mexico. By the treaty, we are bound 
to pay the money in thecity of Mexico, and in the 
gold and silver coin of Mexico, and nothing else. 
Under the strict letter of the treaty, we have no 
right to pay it in anything except in the gold and 
silver coin of Mexico, and in the city of Mexico. 
But it is said that Mexico does not want it there. 
As a simple financial transaction, profitable to 
themselves, and without any loss to us, of course 
they did not want it there. Now, the question is, 
can it be paid elsewhere? I hold it is perfectly 
immaterial, as far as this Government is con- 
cerned, where the money is paid—in what it is 
paid—provided we obtain an acquitiance in full 
from the Government of Mexico. How did the 
agents of this Government, appointed by the 
Secretary of State, pay the money in Mexico? 
Why, they sent an agent to Mexico for the pur- 
pose of raising the required funds, in the language 
of their letter. That gentleman proceeded to 
Mexico, remained there nine months, drew his 
bills of exchange upon England, France, and the 
United States, and upon those bills of exchange 
paid the entire $3,500,000, with the exception 
of $300,000, which he borrowed upon bills to 
be negotiated afterwards. Now, is it not plain 
that this payment was not made in the city of 
Mexico, and that it was not made according to 
the terms of the contract, in gold and silver coin, 
but was made in bills of exchange drawn against 
the fund, which they did not take, and which they 
were enabled to meet by advances made to them 
contrary to the law by the officers of this Gov- 
ernment. They did-advance over one million of 
money, and that, too, when the Mexican Gov- 
ernment had not presented one single acquittance. 
Now, I charge here, there having been a change 
already made in the terms of this treaty, it is not 
necessary, as alleged by the gentleman. from Vir- 
ginia, [My. Bayry,] that the strict letter of the 
treaty should be kept, and the agent required to 
pay the money in the city of Mexico, and in the 
goid and silver coin of Mexico. It can be paid 
here. The treaty has already been violated in its 
strict letter—the money has not been .paid as re- 
quired by the strict letter of the treaty, but it has 
been paid in bills of exchange; which these agents, 
in violation of good faith, took advantage of the 
necessities of the Government, and made usurious 
rates of interest upon. What do the agents of 
this Government say? They say the result of 
these exchange operations, with all the attendant 
risks, was a profit of about one per cent. upon 
the amount, and that the contractors made no 
other profit except thé loaning to the Government 
of Mexico money of their own. That money of 
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| thetrown, was money advanced by the Government |i 
of the United States, and loaned out to the mer- |! 


chants and Government of Mexico, at exorbitant 
rates of interest. Well, they intimate that the 


fact. that money was-oaned out at the then cur- 
rent rates of interest in Mexico, and the current 
rates were fixed by the wants and necessities of 


known to be from fifteen to twenty-four per cent. 
They made no loans at the legal rate of interest, 
but they made them at the current rates of inter- 
est, and they were fixed and established by them- 
selves. 

Now, I come more immediately to the discus- 
sion of the bill itself, and as to what shall be the 
action of Congress in relation to it. ` It is known 
that we have money to pay to Mexico. Shall 
we appoint as agent for us in this matter, a for- 


to corrupt, undermine, and control our legislation; 

or shall we appoint our own agents under the | 
authority of law, responsible to ourseives, to | 
transact and carry out this simple business trans- | 
action. That is one view of the case. For my ! 
part, I would attach to this bill an amendment, | 
sible to the Government. We have those agents | 
ernment. If we have no one appointed, we can 

appoint one. Another proposition is, that we 

should permit the Mexican Government to do the | 
simplest business act in the world, that is, draw | 
upon us themselves, accompanying their drafts | 
with acquittances and full discharges of the Uni- ! 
ted States from their liability under the treaty; and 


ury or accept them hereafter for payment. Is 
there any objection to this course? The honora- 


mates there is, because we cannot change the 
treaty. The treaty requires that the money should 
ver coin of Mexico. How have the previous pay- 
ments been made? 
been violated? Has not the Mexican Government 
itself violated the treaty, and our own Government 
violated the letter of the treaty? If it be ncessar 
to carry out this three million transaction throug 
the medium of an agency; if it he deemed inex- 
pedient to appoint a Government agent, or allow 
| one of the officers of the Government under our 
own control—responsible to us—to make the pay- 
ment; if it be deemed inexpedient or improper, 
| or not in conformity with the strict letter of the 
treaty, that the drafts shall be drawn by the Gov- 


panied by the acquittances—I say, if these things 
be deemed impolitie or unnecessary, let ns do 
another act of justice to ourselves, that is, if agents 
be absolutely necessary, employ our own people, 
our own money, and our own financial men. Do 
not let us connect ourselves with the Government 
of Great Britain, or those who are its agents. Do 
not let us connect ourselves with those who are 


prises. Why, how is it? We have claims before 


national enterprises, in which they charge that the 
moneyed power of Great Britain, the Government 
of Great Britain, into which the Barings & Bro- 
thers are so closely interested, are seeking to break 
down our lines of steamers, simply because they 
are the best on the face of the earth. And here we 
are sustaining by our legislation an attempt to 
make money out.of our own people, by which 
they can break down our national enterprises. 
Now, sir, if we have to encourage anybody—if 


let him be one of our own men. Let those men 
connected with these lines of steamers transport 
the money to Mexico. If there be any money to 
be made, let them make it, and let us not have to | 
make an extra allowance to them for the losses 
which they sustain by the corrupting power of 


down, as I said before, our national enterprise. 

I must confess, viewing this question in all the 
lights in which it can be viewed, that I was much 
surprised 


and Means upon this matter: Why should that 


of the rumors which are afloat in connection with 


f gress? And I regret exceedingly that the p 


moñey was loaned out at the legal rate of interest. |! this 
But mind the phraseology—it accords with the | tran 


the Mexican Goverument, and such rates were }! 


eign moneyed power, which is évery day seeking ! 


that the money should be paid by agents respon- |: 


already appointed—the financial agents of the Gov- |! 


we could then pay these drafts out of the Treas- li 
ble gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bayzy] inti- | 


be paid in the city of Mexico, in the gold and sil- | 


Has not the treaty already | 


4 


| ernment of Mexico upon our Treasury accom- |, 


every day seeking to break down our national enter- || 


us here of those connected with most important į! 


we are bound to add to the wealth of any man, |: 


this money of Great Britain, which is breaking ; 


at the action of the Committee of Ways , 


committee, in view of all these facts, and in view | 


Corcoran & Riggs, Baring & Brothers, and these 
| other fund-mongers, hurry the action of this Gon- 


i! tion has been sustained to cut off: the debate up 
question, “We need light upon every. moneyed 
saction,. There is nothing connected. with the 
|; finances of our country that does not require in- 
f vestigation; and, before we act upon this bill, tet 
l! US Investigate and ascertain who it is that: makes 


contracts and transacts the financial’ business of. 
ji the country with these banking-houses, by which 
|i they are making immense sums of money, out of 
$ us. Let us see if these contracts -be . made’ ac- 
|i cording to law, or in violation of law. . If they 
i 
i 


„are dishonorable to us, and dishonorable to those 
: by whom they are made, let us know it, and let 
+; the American people know it. They -have a right 
ji to know it; and it is our duty, as their representa- ` 
i tives, to call for, and persist in calling for, every 
i Species of information which can give any light as 
| regards these moneyed transactions, I, for one, am 
| from this day forth for a war to the knife upon any 
act by which these banking-houses of Baring, 
t Brothers & Co., Corcoran & Riggs, Howland & 
i Aspinwall, or any other banking-houseé shall. have 
any connection, in any shape, with: the action.of 
this Government, It is not necessary. It is‘in 
violation of law—it is in violation of the principles 
: of our Government that we should have moneyed 
institutions connected with us, attempting to con- 
| trol us, dictating to us, and yet not responsible to 
| us. 

Mr. GREY, (interrupting) Withthe permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Ohio, I desire to make 
a brief personal explanation in relation to a mat- 
ter which was brought up when this bill was un- 
| der discussion yesterday. ‘The charge was. then 

made against a gentleman of my acquaintance, for 
| whom I have the highest respect, that he had, in 
ii his official capacity as chargé d'affaires. of this 
| Government in Mexico, been guilty. of embezzle- 
jj ment. Ido not quote the precise words: which 
| were used, because I do not remember them,” but 
i it was said that many men had been gent to, the 
| penitentiary for offences less in violation of the 
| laws of the country and the laws: of morality. 
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|, When that charge was made, I read a ‘letter 
| explanation of the conduct of that ntleman. 
| The honorable member from Virginia Mr. Bay- 


ty] who made the charge, made it with the high- 
‘est authority that he could possibly give to it. 
|, He made it from his place upon this floor, and -at 
' the outset of his remarks he stated to the House 
| the positions that he had occupied ‘in his own State, 
|i and the manner in which he had been indorsed 
| by the Legislature and people of that State, in 
|i order, I presume, to give force and weight to the 
charges which he was about to make... This 
|| House and the nation understood, and will. under- 
| stand from that:speech, that- Mr. Benj. EB. Green, 
| when he was chargé to the Mexican Government, 
|} was guilty of collecting the sum of 4275,000..as 
|! agent of the Government of the United States, 
| for which he has never accounted to that Govern- 
i ment. > 
ii Now, sir, theexecutive documents of the Twen- 
il ty-eighth Congress prove this fact, that Mr. Green 
f was not the agent to receive that money, but that 
| he was authorized to continue the agents who had 
| been appointed by General Thompson, who. was 
|; his predecessor, Green was Secretary of Legation 
| to Waddy Thompson, the Ministerto Mexico, and 
after Thompson left, he was continued there as 
chargé d’affaires. He was instructed to make 
Hargous & Co. the agents of. this Government 
|| to collect this money, and transmit it to the United 
i States. Hedid so, and Hargous & Co. gave re- 
|| ceipts for drafts, which drafts have not been paid. 
ji I will show, by letters of Waddy Thompson him- 

self to this Government, that he appointed Har- 
| gous & Co., and this man Voss, who wasa mem- 
! ber—and a prominent and influential member too 
ii —of the firm. General Thompson, in his dis- 
‘patches to this Government, says that he-is 
|: greatly indebted to Mr. Voss, the member of the 
(| firm who resided in the city of Mexico, for his 
“ power and influence, not only in inducing--the 


i 


|| Mexican Government to pay the monëy, but-also 
i; in enabling them to pay it. 28 
I shall read from some of these documents, and 
2 L have no doubt that the gentleman from V, 
{| will, when he hears them. read, withdraw 

because | think his recollection iagreatly 


| charges, s 
;j in fault. The gentleman séemed to be under.the 
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- impression yesterday, 


` other things. 
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that Governor Shannon had 
not arrived in Mexicoat the time the drafts were 
received... I Will show, bya letter from Shannon 
himself to the Department of State, that he was in 
the city of Mexico at the time the money was 
aid, The gentleman was equally in fault about 
“He said that Mr. Calhoun was not 
‘at that time Secretary of State. ; : 
Mr. BAYLY, (interrupting.) The gentleman 
has misunderstood me. ` I said that the instuctions 
of Mr.: Green were from. Mr. Spencer, and. not 


from Mrt. Calhoun. Green was appointed by Mr. 


Tyler, and he went out under instructions from the |! 


Secretary of the 


Treasury, Mr. Spencer. 
Mr. GREY. 


poimment as agent to receive the money was from 
resident Tyler, and Mr. Calhoun the Secretary 
of State. I think that the gentleman is also in 
error in his remembrance of these documents, and 
Twill read them to correct him. I will read first 
from the report of Judge Bibb, the Secretary of 
the Treasury at that time. Here is Judge Bibb’s 
response, as Secretary of the Treasury, to a reso- 
lution of Congress: i 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 25, 1845. 

Sır: I have the honor to submitto you the following 
report on the inquiries contained in the resolution of the 
House of Represéntatives of the 31st ultimo, requesting you 
to furnish certain information iu relation to the installments 
of indemnity payable by Mexico, under the convention 
with that Republic in April and July last : 

Fhis Department can only furnish the information 
called for, as to © who is the agent of the United States to 
‘receive said payments; under what authority he exer- 
‘cises the power of agent ; and whether any, and what, in- 
¢ formation he has received from said agent on the snbject.”’ 

On the 6th of August, 1842, the Hon. Waddy Thompson 
was apprised that he had been appointed by you the agent 
of the United States to receive the whole of the indemnity. 
The power conferred on him, and then transmitted, author- 
ized him to appoint a substitute ; and, by virtue of that au- 
thority, he substituted the house of L. S. Hargous & Co., by 
whom all the installments heretofore paid were received 
and transmitted to the United States. 

In April last, B. E. Green, Esq., then chargé d’affaires 
of the United States, was specially empowered to receive 
the installment falling due on the 30th of that month 3 and 
he was instructed by this Department to make a similar ar- 
rangement with Messrs. Hargous & Co. as had been done 
by the Hon. Waddy Thompson. ‘This power was not in- 
tended as a revocation of that to the latter gentleman, but 
merely to prevent and meet any objection that might be 
urged to the substitution of Messrs. Hargous & Co. being 
considered by the Mexican Government as at an end after 
Mr. ‘Thompson had returned to the United States. The 
power to that gentleman was considered by the Department 
as permanent until revoked, 
ments annexed to this report. The letter of Mr. Green, 
herewith submitted, states all the information on the subject 
of those installments which have been received from bim 
since his appointment. 

Ihave the honor to remain, very respectfully, your obe- 
dient servant, GEORGE M. BIBB, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr, EDGERTON. How long is the gentle- 
man going to take to make this personal explana- 
tion ? 

Mr. GREY. A very short time longer. I 
shall have done as soon as I have read these doc- 
uments. 

Mr. EDGERTON, 
than five minutes more. 

Mr. GREY. I appeal to the courtesy of the 
gentleman from Ohio, and of the House, to allow 
me to make this explanation. 


‘Mr. BAYLY. I would suggest to the gentle- 


man from Kentucky, that it would be inconve- 


l cannot allow you more 


nient for him to go into this matter as a personal | 


explanation; but when the gentleman from Ohio 
geis through he can obtain the floor; and I hope 
e will, and he will then have a whole hour to go 
into it fully. 
Mr. GREY. I think it is due to me that I 
should have an opportunity of making an expla- 
nation in relation to the letter which I read yester- 


day, and i appeal to the House to allow me to 
O it. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I think this personal e 
planation a ae enough of my time, and I 
must claim the right to proceed with my remarks. 
_TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman fom Ohio 


claims his right to the floor, and will therefore | 


proceed. 
Mr. EDGERTON continued. There is one 


other matter to which I wish briefly to allude, | 


and that is, the allegation that these parties did not 
make any money by this transaction—that there 
was no money advanced to them by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, but that they them- 
selves made the advances to Mexico. ow, it 
must be borne in mind that they sent an agent to 


as will appear by the docu- | 


I will show that Mr. Green’s ap- |! 


j 


i 


|| duly-authenticated receipt from the Mexican Gov- 


i 


Í Mexico to draw these bills of exchange, and that 


| in error—the Government of the United 


‘tractors. They did make advances to them with- 


| with Mexico for the payment of the money as shall 


A i 
| my time to the honotable gentleman from Ken- ! 
tucky, [Mr. Grey.] 


| honor to acknowledge the receipt of the note of his Excel- 


he did draw them. But they say that the United 
States made no payment to the contractors except 
to reimburse them for the money paid by them in 
Mexico from their own funds, upon the presenta- 
tion of their bill with authenticated: receipts from 
the Mexican Government. Now, if I understand 
this transaction—ihough in this I may possibly be 
States did 
‘make: advances.to these gentlemen—these con- 


out being accompanied with authenticated” re- 
ceipts from the Mexican Government. Why, 
ment of Mexico, and the United States Govern- 
ment advanced to these contractors, by their own 
words and- admissions, one million of money by 
the first of March, when the payment was not to | 
be made until the first of June. The money was 
advanced, though it was not accompanied by a 


ernment. Now, had there been a change in the 
Mexican Government, and had they refused to 
return the money advanced by Mr. Forestall for 
Mr. Forestall advanced $650,000 to the Govern- 
which they gave no receipt and no obligation, 
except the promise to reimburse it when the pay- 
ments were made—after the Government of the 
United States had advanced the $1,000,000 to 
these contractors to enable them to make the pay- 
ment, what would have become of the $1,000,000 
if the Mexican Government had refused to pay, 
or the contractors were unable.to pay? ould 
there have been any power in this Government to | 
compel the contractors to make the payment? 
They could have said that the contract was made 
in violation of the law, or, at least, that it was not 
sustained by the law, and consequently there was 
no obligation upon the part of the contractors to : 
make the payment. 

There is another view in which this subject may 
be considered. The Government of Mexico want 
this three millions of money, and it is known to 
every gentleman in any way familiar with the 
subject that they want it here, and do not want it | 
anywhere else. Now, the simple question arises, 
shall we pay this money here, or shall we again 
permit the Secretary of the Treasury, or the Sec- 
retary of State, to make another contract with | 
foreign capitalists by which they will make mil-. 
lions out of us, when we are in no way under ob- 
ligations to them, for they are attempting to crush 
us in every possible way? But we are under obli- 
gations to our sister Republic of Mexico; and if 
we are to appropriate it to the interest of any one, 
we ought to consult the interests of the Mexican 
Government. So let us make this payment in 
such a manner as to consult the interests of that 
Government, and not those of foreign capitalists. 
I believe the amendment submitted by the honor- 
able gentleman from California (Mr. Marsnary] 
comprehends this part of my argument. I believe | 
its effect will be to enable the President, or the 
proper Department, to make such an arrangement 


be satisfactory to them, and that the money may 
be paid here. If such be the fact, then it accords 
with my view of the case; and whenever this bill 
comes up with such an amendment attached to it, 
I will support it. But when it comes up in any 
other form, or one in which the Secretary of State 
or the Secretary of the Treasury shall have the 
power to make any arrangement with any foreign | 

anking house for the payment of this installment | 
to the injury of Mexico, I will not vote for it. I; 
will not vote for any act by which this Govern- | 
ment is to be in any way connected with a foreign i 
banking house. I will now yield the remainder of 


Mr. GREY. I will now proceed to read the 
letter of Mr. Thompson, in which he says to the 
Mexican Government that he has appointed Har- 
gous & Co. as the agents to receive, receipt for, į 

Mr. Thompson to Mr. Bocanegra. 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 
Plenipotentiary of the United States of America, has the 


and transmit this money to the United States: 
Mexico, July 29, 1843. i 


lency José Maria de Bocanegra, Minister of Foreign Rela- 
tions and Government, of this date, informing the under- 
signed that the Mexican Government is prepared to pay | 
to-day the second installment under the Convention of the 
Sist of January last. if 

The undersigned begs leave to inform your Excellency il 


that he has given full powers to Don Emilio. Voss, of the 
house of L. Š. Hatgous .& Co., to receive and receipt for 
the same; and begs to renew to your Excellency the assur- 
ance of bis most distinguished consideration. 
: F WADDY THOMPSON. 
RIA DE BOCANEGRA, ~ ` 
Relations and Government 

of the Mexican Republic. 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] yes- 


His Excellency Jose Ma 
Minister of Foreign 


‘terday was under the impression that Mr: Voss 


was not of the house of Hargous & Co. Now] 
will read further, for the, benefit of the gentleman 
from Virginia, to see what he says about Mr: Voss: 

“There was some doubt as to this last payment being 
made; and although, as E wrote you, [had intended tohave 
left here in January, I felt it to be my duty to wait until the 
installment became due. J think, with prudence and a lit- 
tle forbearance on the part of the head of this legation; the 
other payments will be made. J am much indebted for. the 
punctuality in the two last payments to the untiring efforts 
of Mr. Voss, the partner of Mr. Hargous, resident in Mex- 
ico, and to the great influence which be has with the Mex- 
ican Government, and the aid which he is able to give the 
Government in negotiating loans for the balance of the in- 
stallment, which they may need.”? 


Mr. Green’s appointment to receive the money 
was dated April 26, 1844, when Mr. Calhoun wa 
Secretary of State. It is as follows: 


To ull who shall see these presents, greeting: oa 
Know ye, that, reposing full confidence in the -integrity 
and prudence of Benjamin E.. Green, Secretary of the Le- 
gation of the United States at Mexico, I do hereby empower 
him to demand and receive from. the proper authorities of 
the Mexican Republic the money due to the: United States 
by that Republic on the 30th of this. month, pursuant to the 
second article of the Convention between the two Govern | 
ments of the 30th of January, 1843: and I do hereby further 
empower the said Benjamin E. Green, ob the payment of 
the money aforesaid, to give full acquittances for the, same 5 
and he is further authorized to appoint a substitute or sub- 
stitutes, to act for him in the premises, in as full and ample 
a manner as he is by these presents authorized to do; and 
I do hereby ratify all his acts, and the acts of his substitute 
or substitutes, in the premises, 
In testimony whereof, I have cause 
States to be hereunto affixed. 
Given under my hand, at the city of Washington, the 
twenty-sixth day of April, in the year of ‘our Lord 
{u. s.] one thousand eight hundred and forty-four, and of 
the independence of the United States the sixty- 
eighth. JOHN TYLER. 
By the President: 
J. ©. CaLnoun, Secretary of State. 


The gentleman from Virginia is mistaken in that 
also, Now, here is a letter from Mr. Green: 


Mr. Green to Mr. Bocanegra. 


ON OF THE UNITED STATES or AMERICA, 
Mexico, May 18, 1844. 
* * * * * * we 


Several days have elapsed since the undersigned, chargé 
@’affaires of the United States of America ad interim, had 
the honor to receive the note of his Excellency J. M. de 
Bocanegra of the 6th instant, in which note his Excellency 

romised that the installment dueon the 30th ultimo should 
be paid on the following day, (the 7th instant.) 

The agent authorized to receive the. indemnity has daily 
applied for payment at the Ministry of Hacienda; but, up 
to this moment, not a dollar has been paid. The under- 
signed cannot refrain from expressing bis great surprise at 
this failure on the part of the Mexican Government to meet 
its solemn engagements—a surprise which las been much 
inereased by the communication of the 6th instant, above 
referred to. . 

But, forbearing further comment for the present, the un- 
dersigned respectfully requests that his Excellency the Min- 
ister of Forcign Relations will, without further loss of time, 
cause the said installment to be paid to Don Emilio ‘Voss, 
who has full powers to receive the same. 

The undersigned avails himself of this oecasion to renew 
to his Excellency M. Bocanegra the assurances of his high 
consideration. BENJAMIN E. GREEN. 

His Excellency J. M. DE BOCANEGRA, Minister, $c. 


Thus Mr. Green, as the Secretary of State re- 
ports, by order of this Government, continued 


this same man in office, of the same firm, to receive 


and receipt for and to transmit money to this 
Government. And this same member of that 
firm, Mr. Thompson compliments, and says. this 
Government is indebted to his influence for the 
prompt payment of the money. This is in 1844. 
Here is the note to Mr. Shannon, stating that the 
money had been paid: 


Mr. Rejon to Mr. Shannon. 


[TRANSLATION.] 
NATIONAL Paace, Mexico, September 2, 1844. 
The undersigned, Mimster of Foreign Relations, has the 
honor to acquaint his excellency the Envoy Extraordinary 
and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of Ameri- 
ca, that his excelleticy the Minister of Finance has informed 
bin, under date of the Q7th of August last, that the install- 
ment dne on the 30th April in this year, and that due on the 
30th of July last, pursuant to the convention of the 30th 
January, 1843, have been paid to. the agent appointed by 
the Government of those States, and that this notification 
had been delayed in consequence of the vast business of 
that Department. ely í 
The undersigned avails himself of this occasion, &e., 
MANUEL CRECENCIO REJON. 
To his Excellency WILSON SHANNON, 
Envoy Extraordinary, Se. 


dthe seal of the United 
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Mr. Green to Mr. Calhoun. ! 


3 WASHINGTON, December 17, 1844. 

Sir: In reply to your inquiry, Lam sorry to inform you | 
that nore of the three last installments had been paid at the 
time I left ihe city of Mexico. [tis true that the Mexican 
Minister of Foreign Relations, by note of the 2d September, 
informed Mr. Shannon that the two which had fallen due 
on the 30th Apri! and 30th July had been satisfied. This 
note, a copy of which was at the time forwarded to the De- 
partment, was sent to Mr. Shannon éarly on the morning 
after he presented his credentials, arg was written, as I 
have reason to believe, in consequence of an impression 
that the Mexican Geverament, by having failed to pay the 
installment ofthe 30th April, had forfeited its right under the 
‘convention of 1843 to pay by installments, and that Mr. 
Shannon was going out with instructions to demand pay- 
ment of the whole indemnity under the convention of 1839. 

The fact is, that various orders on the treasury were giv- : 
en to the agent appointed to receive the installments; buthe : 
could obtain no payment on these orders upto the day when 
Mr. Trigueros left the Treasury Departinent, and the first 
actofhis successor wasto suspend the paymentof all orders. | 

While upon this subject, I beg leave to state that our | 
claims were used by the Mexican Government as a pretext | 
for levying a forced loan. More than sufficient to pay all ; 
our claims was raised in this way; but a very small part of | 
it has been paid to our citizens, and the rest has been ap- i 
plied to other purposes. At the same time, it was declared 
in the official newspaper that our claims were unjust, and 
that the Mexican Government owed our citizens nothing ; 
but the forced loan was justified before the Mexican people 
on the ground that the previous administration of Busta- 
mente had pledged the national faith to pay those claims, 
and that, although they were an unjust robbery on our part, 
it was necessary that the national faith, pledged by Busta- 
mente, should be maintained. 

Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant. 

BEN. E. GREEN. 

Hon. Jonn C. Carnoun, Secretary of State. 

I have good authority for stating that one of the | 
members of the firm of Hargous & Co. was a | 
brother to the Minister of Finance in Mexico. | 

I will show the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
BarLy] that his memory did not serve him cor- 
rectly in another instance. He reports that Mr. 
Shannon, the Minister who succeeded Mr. Thomp- 
son, was not in Mexico the 27th of August when 
this money was paid. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman is mistaken; so 
far from saying that Mr, Shannon was not in, 
Mexico at the time to which the gentleman alludes, | 
I said he was there at that time. His creden- : 
tials were ae on the first of September. | 

Mr. GREY. I,and Ihave no doubt this House, | 
misunderstood the gentleman on yesterday. He | 
was understood as charging that Green had re- 
ceived this money and had embezzled it; for Mr. į 
Green was at that time the agent of this Govern- | 
ment, remaining there as chargé d’affaires after | 
Mr. Thompson had left, and that the money was | 
paid before the arrival of Governor Shannon. If || 
this gentleman admits that Governor Shannon 
was there when Mr. Rejon says the money was 
paid, why, the House, the country, and the | 
whole nation will know that the Secretary of Le- 
gation could not control the payment, but that it 
must be made after consultation with the Minis- 
ister. The Minister would control the Secretary, 
and the Secretary was only the medium by which 
‘the Minister could communicate with the Govern- 
ment. I will read from the first letter of Mr. 
Shannon: 

Sır: I had the honor toinform you, by my note of the ' 
Q8th ult., of my arrival iu this city, and the disagreeable 
occurrence that I encountered on the road. j 

A short time before my arrival, Mr. Bocanegra had re- 
tired trom the State Department, and Don Manuel C. Rejon | 
had been appointed in his place. The retirement of Mr, į 
Bocanegra is said to bave been voluntary. i 

On tbe 27th ultimo I addressed anote to the Secretary of i 
Foreign Relations, informing him of my arrival in this city, |) 
and desiring to be informed of the time and place at which È :; 
could be permitted to present my letters of credence to the | 
President of the Republic. { was advised in due time that | 
I would be received by the President, at his palace at Ta- | 
eubaya, on the Ist instant. I accordingly attended, in com- | 
pan 
was received by the P le i] 
spect that I could have desired. i 
companying this dispatch.) X i 

Thus it appears that Mr. Shannon was in Mex-! 
ico at the time the Minister of Finance stated ! 
that the arrangement had been made. Now, the 
gentleman from Virginia was In error In saying 
that this letter stated that the money had been 
paid at the time and in accordance with the terms 
of the treaty. On the contrary the letter stated | 
that on the 27th of August, the installment due on | 
the 30th of April, and that due the 30th of July, 
had been paid to the agent appointed by these 
States, but that this notification had been delayed 
in consequence of the vast business of that de- 


i 
i 
t 
i 


y with Mr. Green, at the time and place designated, and i 
resident with all the courtesy and re- 
(See Nos. 1, 2, and 3, ac- | 


I| d’affaires to Mexico, and, in relation to whom 


Tk 


partment. 
I will refer also to a letter from Mr. Green to | 


Mr. Calhoun, in which it appears that a call had i 


been made by Mr, Calhoun for additional inform- 
ation in relation to the payment of that money, | 
in which letter Mr. Green states, that before he; 
left the city of Mexico, the Mexican Minister of ; 
Foreign Relations, by a note of the 2d of Sep- | 
tember, stated to Mr. Shannon that the payments | 
for April and July had been satisfied, which note | 
was written, as I believe, from anampression that | 
the Mexican Government had forfeited their right | 
under the convention to pay by installments, | 
and that Mr. Shannon had instructions to. demand | 
payment of the whole indemnity at one time. The ! 


fact is, authorized orders were given to the agent |; 


of this Government to receive these installments. | 
But he never obtained payment upon them, up to į 
the day when Mr. Trigueros left the Treasury De- 
partment, and the first act of his successor was to 
suspend the payment of all orders or drafts upon 
the Treasury. 

I will state that just about the time Mr. Shan- 
non arrived in Mexico, the Government was on 
the point of a revolution. On the 21st of Septem- | 
ber Mr. Shannon forwarded a letter to the State 
Department, stating that President Santa Anna 
had a large military force under his command, and 
that he was endeavoring to induce the Mexican 
Government to believe that with that army he was 
going to reconquer Texas. Mr. Shannon, in his 
letter of the 12th of November, states that the Jetter 
from the Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs to ; 
him was of such an insulting character as to com- | 
pel him to suspend all diplomatic intercourse. 


that agent received drafts, and the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] admits that the drafts were 
received; but have never been paid, and gave re~ 
ceipts for them, which receipts stand as payment 
by Mexico against the United States. ‘Fhe drafts 
were never paid. I know that when this transac- 
‘tion occurred, and. when it was. stated: by Mr. 
Rejov that this money was paid, that the Minister 
who succeeded Mr. Thompson was in Mexico, 
Now I appeal to the House, I appeal to. the 
magnanimity and liberality of the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Barty] to withdraw the. chaige 
that Mr. Green was guilty of a transaction in 
reference to that money which should have sent 
him to the penitentiary. This charge he makes, 


:| at the same time stating that he is a lawyer, a 


judge, and had been highly honored by his State, 
and I deem highly honored of this House, as the’ 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
of the last, and now as chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations of this Congress.. Now with 
all of these facts before him, positively disproving 
any impropriety upon the part of Mr. Green, will 
not he withdraw the imputation of error cast upon 
him? Mr. Shannon was there on the 27th of 
August, when the money was paid, as is shown 
by his own letter—how long previous to. that, 
time the documents do not show. The letter of ` 
the Minister of Finance of Mexico shows the 
arrangement for the payment of the money was 
entered into-on the 27th of August. 

Mr. BAYLY, (interrupting.) The gentleman 


That was the situation of the Mexican Govern- 
ment at that time. They were unable to pay. | 
They had not the money, and had failed to make | 
the payment; but Mr. Green urged them from f 
time to time, and finally they agreed to give to the : 
agent appointed by Mr. Green, with the authority , 
of this Government, drafts, which the agent ac- : 
cepted upon conference and consultation with Mr. 
Shannon, who was in the city of Mexico at that 
time, in performance of the duties of his mission. | 
I will read a line or two from Mr. Shannon’s letter: 


i 
“ The note of the Mexican Minister of the 31st ultimo is so 1 
insulting, both in its language and charges, to the Govern- | 
ment and people of the United States, and is such a flagrant 
| 

1 

i 

4 

i 


breach of those rules of courtesy that should characterize 
international diplomatic intercourse, that I felt myself called 
upon to demand that it should be withdrawn.”? 

And he says, in relation to the claims of Amer- . 
ican citizens, in the same letter: i 

« Until Congress takes hold of this subject, and gives this : 
Government distinctly to understand that the claims of our | 
citizens must be adjusted in a fair and just manner, I do not 
believe anything can or willbe done. ‘The wholetendency | 
of things inthis country is downward ; and there is great | 
danger, if those claims are postponed a few years longer, | 
that they will be entirely lost to our citizens.”? | 

Thus it is seen, that under the apprehension | 
that they would be entirely lost, the agent of the 
Government received these drafts. He feared, as 


the tendency of things there was downward, that || 


unless this Government collected these claims im- 
mediately, they would lose them altogether. I 
have not the correspondence before me, but I am 
told that when Mr. Slidell was there, and refused 
to be received by the Mexican Government, he 
states that the drafts were then there and unpaid. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the House will indulge 
me, I will recapitulate a little, because here is a 
charge made upon the floor of Congress by aman 
of as high character as any in this Hall—the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
—against a man who has always sustained a fair, 
a high, and an honorable character; and who, , 
when a very young man, was intrusted by the | 
Government in the important capacity of chargé , 


Mr. Calhoun himself stated, and also other emi 
nent men, that, although a young man, his cor- 
respondence was conducted with as much ability 
as that of any of our foreign legation. I have. 
shown that the gentleman is in error in supposing ! 
that Mr. Green received this money, or that a; 
merchant other than a member of the firm of Har- | 
ous & Co., was authorized by him to receiv 
it. Ihave shown, by the report of the Secretary 
of State, that Mr. Thompson was authorized to 
appoint agents to receive, receipt for, and trans- | 


mit this money to the United States. Mr. Green ʻi 


was instructed by the Treasury Department to 
continue the same agent to receive the money, 
and Mr. Green appointed the same house, and | 
the same member of that firm, who had been 
appointed by Mr. Thompson to receive It m the 
city of Mexico. The money was not paid, but i 


from Kentucky assumes what all those who at- 
tended to my speech yesterday must know I did 
not say, that I distinetly charge that Mr. Green 
had received this money. I did not so charge, as 
the report of my speech will show, for this whole 
matter was involved in doubt, 

I put thealternative in my speech as distinctly as 
I could in my hour, and I think the House will 
bear me testimony, that I put the alternative that 
the money had been either received, or it had not, 
If received, it had not been accounted for, and if 


i| it had not been received, that Mr. Green was in- 


strumental in deceiving our Government, so as to 
cause that Government to make good the default. 
He had been instrumental in deceiving the Minis- 
ter, and, in consequence, the Minister had not 
pressed the demands that he was instructed to 
make, and that in the mean time the Mexican war 
broke out, and the whole thing went by the board. 

Mr. GREY. The Minister was in the city of 
Mexico, with plenary powers from this Govern- 
ment, at the date of this arrangement with Har- 
gous & Co.,and upon consultation, advised the 
agent to accede to the arrangement, and, conse- 
i| quently, Mr. Green could not deceive him. Our 
‘| Minister gave to Mr. Green, his Secretary of Le- 
| gation, the note of the Minister of Finance, Mr. 
Rejon, of the 2d of September, and requested him 
to transmit the information there communicated 
to our Government. “In doing that he was only 
performing his duty, as the medium of correspond- 
ence between him and this Government. This is 
all explained by Mr. Shannon and by Mr. Slidell. 
It is explained in the Executive documents I have 
here upon my desk. Mr. Green was autborized 
to receive this money, and to appoint a substitute 
for that purpose, and was instructed to continue 
Hargous & Co. as agents to receipt for and trans- 
mit itto the United States. As I have shown by 
; the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, he was 
| authorized to substitute that firm, and, therefore, 
Mr. Green is not responsible, for he complied. 
strictly with the letter of his instruction. Lam 
glad that I misunderstood the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, and that he did not make the charge. My 
impression at the time was, that he had stated 
that Mr. Green had received and embezzled this 
money. But I inferred that he had made such a 
charge from his statement, that many a man who 
had not been guilty of a greater violation of law 
had been sent to the penitentiary. 

Mr. BAYLY If it is disagreeable to the gen- 
tleman, I will not interrupt him. The remark I 
made, that I had seen men on not as strong testi- 
mony sent to the penitentiary, was in reference to 
Green’s concealment of the truth, as I regard it, 
from the Minister, and through the Minister from 
his own Government. I never said that Mr. 
Green had been guilty of a penitentiary offence, 
but I said that [had seen men sent to the pehi- 
! tentiary upon less conclusive testimony than that 
| which could show that he had concealed from the. 
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Ministër, and through. the Minister from his own 
“Government, This is the true state of the:case. 
~My, GREY: -There certainly is no -evidence 
-before this House; no evidence before the nation, 
Loriin the executive. documents of the ‘Twenty- 
“eighth Congress, or in the State. Department, that 
-Fean find, that shows that Mr. Green deceived our 
“Minister: “A few days after the. arrival of our 
“Minister in the city of Mexito, be received a letter 
from Mr. Calhoun, urging him in the~strongest 
sand most emphatic manner to press for the imme- 
‘diate ‘payment of that money. Our indulgence to 
Mexico, he stated, only seemed to.induce-her to a 
greater unwillingness: to’ pay the money, and he 
srequesta him to be as urgent as possible. “Mr. 
„Green, who. was thé agent appointed to receive this 
money, iw May wrote: a dispatch to the Govern- 
‘ment that he could not- get it, and. forwarded the 
“copy. of his letter demanding ‘payment from the 
‘Mexican Government. Then, when Mr. Shannon 
arrived there, would not he bring up this matter 
sas ohe of the first objects. of his mission? The 
money was paid after he got there, and the ar- 
rangement for its payment was also entered into. 
‘On Mr. Shannon’s arrival, the whole matter was 
“turned over, by the Seeretary of. Legation, into 
shis hands. . i i 

Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky seems still to impress the idea that Governor 
‘Shannon had the control of the receipt of this 
-money. Now Governor Shannon isa constituent 
and personal friend of mine, and 1 wish to ask the 
‘gentleman from Kentueky, if be is not aware that 
-Governor Shannon: could not have had any direct 
control of the payment of this money whatever? 
‘He knew nothing, and could know nothing, about 
it, only’ as he received: instructions from Mr. 
Green, as to whether it was or was net paid. I 
am not willing that the impression shall go out 
from this House, that Mr. Shannon, in any man- 
‘ner, had anything to do with the payment of that 
money. 

‘Mr. GREY. The gentleman misunderstands 
me, if he supposes that I stated Governor Shannon 
was in default, or that he received any of this 
money, or was guilty of any impropriety. I say 
that Mr. Shannon, our Minister, was in the city of 
‘Mexico at the time the arrangement was made. 
It was on account of her insolvency that the money 
wag not paid, as a revolution broke out there 
soon afterwards. Mr. Green, when chargé, 
pressed, month after. month, the Mexican Gov- 
ernment to pay this. money, but still it was de- 
layed. The Secretary of State, in his letters, 
urged our Minister, Mr. Shannon, and agent, to 
‘insist. upon its immediate: payment. Can any 
man. here show—does the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations (Mr. Bayiy] attempt 


to show, that Mr. Green instructed the agents to | 


receive these drafts? “Is it not more probable that 
Mr. Shannon and Mr. Green, and Hargous & 
Co., consulted together in relation to the matter? 
Mr. Green appointed, by the authority of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, Hargous & Co. as 
agents to receive and transmit this money to the 
Government. Mr. Shannon says, in his dispatch 


before me, that the tendency of things there was | 


downwards, and that unless the money was col- 
lected. immediately, our: citizens who were the 
claimants, would lose their claims. 
Mr. PHELPS. In relation to this draft it was 
stated by the Minister of Finance of the Mexican 
Government, that it had been given to Tayleur, 
Jamison & Co., for the purpose of paying the in- 
stallments of the 30th of April, 1844, and July of 
the sarne year. Mr. Slidell was instructed by Mr. 

- Potk’s administration to inquire into the alleged 
payment of the April and Julyinstallments. You 
will find that Mr. Voss states, in the correspond- 
ence, that the arrangement which was made with 
the house of Tayleur, Jamison & Co. by himself, 
as the agent of our Government, received the ap- 
pein and sanction of Governor Shannon, and 
1e advised them in relation to it. The manner in 
which the transaction occurred was this: Fhe firm 
of Tayleur, Jamison & Co. were in Mexico pros- 
ecuting claims in their own right against the Gov- 
ernment of that country. General Thompson, 
our Minister at that place, had received a warrant 
of attorney—as I may term it—from our Govern: 


ment, instructing him to receive the amount of |! 


money due under the convention of 1843, with the 
power of substitution. He appointed Mr. Voss, 


i Shannon was in the city of Mexico. There is no |i 


' that day addressed the Minister of Foreign Affairs, 


| ment, as an agent, declining to have anything to do 
‘with this matter, and also inferring; from: the in- 
. structions which were sent to him, that it was the 
“wish of the Government that he should appoint a 
i banker fo manage the transaction and to transmit 
the money tothe United States. Mr. Thompson 
returned tothe United States: The Administra- 
‘tion was informed that Mr. Voss still had author- 
“ity to receive the money. “Mr. Green was never 
| authorized to’ recrive any other installment than 
i that of April, 1844, anrounting to something ap- 
F wards of one hundred-thousand dollars. “He had 
Valso the power of substitution; and, with the aù- 
li thority communicated to him, there was a letter 
| from the Secretary of the Treasury instructing him 
| to. retain the agent appointed by Mr. Thompson; 
| informing him, at the same time, that it-was for 
: the purpose of avoiding any cavil on the ‘part of 
if the Mexican Government in consequence of the 
|; departure of Mr. Thompson from the city of 
ii Mexico. Now, I come down to the transaction 
of August. On the 25th of August——' 
Mr. BAYLY. Let the letter of Mr. Spencer 
beread. . ` : 
Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman. from Virginia 
asks that the letter of Mr. Spencer be read. With 
the permission of the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Grey] I will read it: 
'PREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 26, 1844. 
Sır: It is the wish and direction of this Department that 
any payment made you under the convention with Mexico 
may be'transijtted hither under the arrangement made by | 
Genaral "Thompson with the house of Hargous, Brothers 
Very respectfully, your obedient 
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servant, . 
J. C. SPENCER, 
Secretary of the Treusury. 

BENJAMIN E. GREEN, 

Chargé d'Affaires of the United States of Americu. 

I will now read an extract from the letter of Mr. 
Bibb, Secretary of the Treasury: 

“In April last, B. E. Green, Esq., then Chargé d’Affaires 
of the United States, was specially empowered to receive 
the instaliment falling due on the 80th of that month; and 
he was instructed by this Department to make a similar 
arrangement with Messrs. Hargous & Co. as had been done | 
by the Hon. Waddy ‘Thompson, ‘This power was not in- 
tended as 2 revocation of that to the latter gentleman, but 
merely to prevent and meet any objection that might be 
urged to the substitution of Messrs. Hargous & Co, being 
i considered by the Mexican Government as at an end after |j 
|! Mr. Thompson had’ returned to the United States. ‘Phe j 
power to that gentlemani was considered by the Department 
as permanent until revoked, as will appear by the docu- 
| ments annexed to this report. The letter of Mr. Green, 
: herewith submitted, states all the information on the sub- 
| ject of these installments which has been received from 
| him since his appointment. ?? : 
H © 
| The Secretary of the Treasury states expressly 
| that the only reason why Mr. Green was instructed 
{to continue the agency of the firm of Hargous 
! & Co., was to prevent any cavil on the part of 
| e 
ithe. Mexican Government. They had collected 

the first and second installment under the conven- |j 
! tion of 1843. But Iwas remarking now in rela- i| 
iton to-the manner in which this payment was || 
‘made on the part of Mexico. I have remarked || 
i that the house of Tayleur, Jamison & Co. were į; 
| engaged in the prosecrtion, in their own right, of | 
| claims, against the Mexican Government. They 
i madea proposition to the Mexican Government 
| that they would pay $274,000, the installments due 
| April and July, 1844, upon certain conditions. 
|, They were to pay to the Government of the Uni- 
ed States: these two installments in money, ané 
were to receive orders upon certain branches of the 
‘revenue, which were to be anticipated. They had 
i not been collected. One of these drafts was upon 
‘the custom-house at Mazatlan for the sum of !: 
| $160,000; another draft was to be paid out of the |; 
i revenpe on tobacco; and there was another upon 
ithe general Treasury to the amount of $60,000; 
‘and other drafts as mentioned in their proposi- 

ion. This proposition was made to the Mexican ;' 
Government on the 25th of Augnst, 1844, but the į 
; Mexican Government did not accede to it until the 
27th of August, 1844. On that very day Governor 
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statement as to the time of bis arrival. He on || 
‘notifying the Government of his arrival there. |: 
i Mr. Voss, in his letter to Mr. Slidell, when that 
gentleman was inquiring into this matter, stated 
‘that this whole transaction was under the advice 
‘and supervision of Governor Shannon. i 
: The arrangement made by Voss with Tayleur, | 
i Jamison & Co., was immediately to’pay over this | 
| money. to Mr. Voss, the agent of our Government. !| 


i 
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as he states in his correspondence to this Govern- |i It was afterwards contended that there was a full |; 


aeceptance on the ‘part of this house, by which 
they became obligated’to pay to this Government 
that amount, notwithstanding they had never re- 


“eeived tlie money“which had been ‘stipulated in 


their preposition and accepted by the, Mexican 
Government. The inquiry then is, what has become 
of these drafts?) They were not paid in Dece- 
ber, 1845; so Mr. Slidell reports, who was charged 
expressly ‘to inquire into this matter, ~ There was 
a correspondence between Tayleur, Jamison’ & 
-Co., and Voss, and Mr. Black, our consul at the 
city of Mexico, in relation to the matter. . It-was 
not until Mr. Slidell reached the city of Mexico 
that the authority given to Mr. Voss was revoked, 


land ‘the fact- was communicated to the Mexican 


Government, not by Mr. Slidell, because he was 


-not accredited, but communicated by our. consal 


at the city of Mexico, Mr. Black. The author- 
ity previously given to Mr. Voss to receive this 
money under the convention of 1843, was revoked 
by the Government—revoked by Mr.Slidell. Now 
in relation to the receipt given to the Mexican 
Government. No receipt was given to the Mexi- 
can Government until the 20th day of September. 
That was the time the receipt bears date, although 
it indicates that the money had been previously to 
that time received. I can say the public docu- 


| ments show this fact—that in December, 3845, no 


portion of this money ($274,000) had ever been 
received by the agent of the Government from 
Voss, by Mr. Green or any of" our diplomatic 
agents in Mexico; but, on the contrary, they show 
that they are the drafts still outstanding and. un- 
paid, and that the arrangement made by. 'Tayleur, 
Jamison & Co. had never been complied with on 


| the part of the Mexican Government. No one 
i doubts that. 


Neither Shannon, Green, or any 
other person got the money. The inquiry is, 
what has been done in this case? Under the 13th 
article of the treaty of Gaudalupe Hidalgo, we 
have remitted this amount to Mexico, and we, 
have no right to claim it. I say that the 13th 
article of that treaty bears me out in the position 


li I take, that everything which was due the citizens 


of Mexico under and by virtue of the convention 
of 1843, should be remitted to Mexico, and that 


| we should become the paymasters for those of 


our own citizens who claimed indemnity from 
Mexico. 

Let me tell you further in relation to this matter. 
The Mexican Government, on the 11th day. of 
November, 1845, acknowledged the fact, that these 
drafts had not been paid. - ea eee 


Here is the original translation: 


Don Emilio Voss, in this petition, prays that the re- 
ceipt be returned to him which he gave to this General. 
Treasury for the amount of the two drafts which fell due 
on the 30th of April and the 30th of July of the last year, 
on the forced loan destined to the payments [of the debt]-to 
the United States. $ ` 

Itis truc, that the amowat to which Voss refers was not 
delivered to him in effective funds by this Treasury, but or- 
ders were issued for the payment; for which reason, this 
department considers that this business should he held as 
fiuished; and it cannot comply with his petition, to bave 
the receipt returned to him, sinee, besides the. confusion 
[trastorno] whieh it would naturally oeeasion in the ae- 
count and statement, the credit of the nation would suffer, 
in a certain degree, as, the Government of the United States 
being already informed that the said amount has been paid, 
if the reecipt be simply returned to Voss it will seem that 
the Government of Mexico, even withont the knowledge 
of the person empowered, gave the assurance that the pay- 
ment had becu madeg; which has not happened, inasinuch 
as, on the issue of those orders, by agreement with the said 
person empowered, the Government fulfilled its part. If 
the repeated orders have notbeen complied with, in cénse~ 
quence of circumstances which it has not been possible to 
avoid, Dom Emilio Voss may pray that they be given on 
some other fund than that which was designated.” This is 
the opinion of us all; but your Excellency will determine 
what you may consider just. ý MaR 

Mexico, November 11, 1845. 

We, the ministers of the General Treasury of the na- 
tion, do certity that the preceding copy is hterally conform- 
able with the report made by this General Treasury to his 
Excellency the Minister of Finance, on the subject: to 
which it refers, and copy of which is delivered to the per- 
son interested, in virtue of a supreme order dated the 3d of 
the present month. ` A. BATRES, ` i 
A. M. DE ESNAURRIZAR. 
Mexico, December 5, 1845. 


I say here is an acknowledgment in this report, 


prepared and signed by the Mexican Minister of 
the Treasury, that the money which was expected 


|| to have been paid upon these drafts had never been. 


paid at the time Mr. Voss petitioned that his ‘re- 
ceipts should be returned. ` ee ee x 
Mr. BAYLY. Hereis what Mr. Slidell says 
after all that thing occurred.. I mean the letter àf 
January 9th, 1846, addressed to Mr. Voss: 


1852. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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i 
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MEXxIco, January 9, 1846. 
Sir: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your ‘letter of 
the 6th instant. I consider my ageucy in relation to the in- 
stallments of April and July, 1844, as limited to the ascer- 
taining the facts connected with tne alleged payment, and ! 
the revocation of your powers to receive moneys om ac- | 
count of those or any future installments; I therefore do | 
not feel myself called upon to respond to your suggestion, | 
that you are entitled to receive an expression of the appro- | 
bation of the Government of the United States for your. past || 
services, Or to express any opinion as to the propriety of the | 
course pursued by you. a i 
, Mr. } 
į 
i 
| 
| 


I have, through the Consul of the United States 
Black, given notice to the.-Government of Mexico of the | 
revocation of yonr powers to réceive any moneys on ac- 
count of the United States. In. the absence of a statement 
from the officers of the Mexican Treasuy of all the facts of | 
the case, I am not prepared to take the steps suggested by : 
you and Messrs. Tayleur, Jamison, & Co. I am not wili- 
ing, until further advised, to do anything which may im- 
pair the unqualified obligation which I think those gentle- 
men contracted to advance, on the 27th of August, 1844, in | 
cash, the.sum of $274,664 67; and L cannot but express my | 
surprise that yon should not have insisted, at the time, upon f 
its immediate performance. 
Tam, very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 

JOHN SLIDELL. 


| 
| 
| 
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To ExrLro Voss, Esq., Mexico. 


He calls upon the Mexican Government for a 
copy of this receipt, which they refuse. The re- 
cept which the gentleman reads is a copy which 
Mr. Voss furnishes: 

[PRANSLATION OF THE RECEIPT. ] 

$274,664 67.—I received from the General ‘Treasury the 
sum of two bundred and seventy-four thousand six hundred 
and sixty-four dollars and sixty-seven cents. 
the two q 
United States. 

Mexico, September 20, 1844. | 

Mr. GREY. Mr. Slidell admits that none of || 
that money had been paid. | 

Mr. BAYLY. Onthe contrar i 
him to account for it. | 

Mr. PHELPS. I stated, that it was contended | 
by our Minister, that the house of Tayleur, Jami- | 


i 
r the amount of i| 
uarterly installments due on the claims of the | 


EMILIO VOSS. 
ys he calls upon į 


son & Co. had absolutely obligated themselves to | 
advance the amount of money due in April and | 
July, 1844. Letus see what Tayleur, Jamison & 
Co. say in reference tothis very advance. They 
speak of the order for $160,000, and the other 
ordersin their letter to Mr. Voss, as being unpaid. 


No. 2 
[ENCLOSURE IN No. 1.] 
Messrs. Tuyleur, Jumison § Co., to Mr. Voss. 
Mexico, December 17, 1845. 

Dear Sir: In conformity with your desire to be informed 
of the actual position of the orders received by us against 
‘various departments of the public treasure for the two in- | 
stallments due by this Government, in July, 1844, to the jį 
American claimants, the collection of which has been as- 
sumed by us, we have to inform you, with regret, that up to 
the present date not a dollar has been paid on account of : 
those documents. The Government having failed to comply | 
with its engagements to us, we of course can make noan- 
ticipation to you on account of those orders, but we continye 
our efforts to elect the collection; and, persuaded, as 
are, that temporary financial difficulties only have prodi d 
this want of punctuality on the part of the Government, we 
are far from despairing of success. 

Should you, however, prefer receiving back the docu- 
ments, which are— 
Order on the Treasury for bills arising from maritime | 

duties at Mazatlan, payable here... «+++ $160,000 00 į 
Order on Manning & Mackintosh for funds pro- 


ceeding from foreedloan..s.ssesseerssseeeo 60,000 00 | 
Order against circulation and export duties of 

specie at this custom-lbouse...... sse 50,000 00 
Part of an order on the tobacco revenue......- 4,664 67 


£274,664 67 
we hold them at your disposal, or that of any party whom 
you may name to receive them. | 
~ We are, dear sir, yours, respectfully, i 

TAYLEUR, JAMISON & CO. 


Exmo Voss, Esq. 


There is also the correspondence between Mr. 
Slidell and Messrs. Tayleur, Jamison & Co., and 
it shows that nota cent had been paid by the | 
Mexican Government: 


“The order for $160,000, standing first in our letter to 
Mr. Voss, is lodged in the Treasury here, in contormity į 
with the usual practice to authorize the receipt by us of the | 
bills for that amount, which should have been remitted from i 
Mazatlan according to agreement, but which have not been | 
e Noidat for 860,000 on Manning & Mackintosh was 
returned by them unpaid, and has since unfortunately been 
mislaid ; hut, as you will perceive from the enclosed copy 
of a letter from them, dated 23d ultimo, the proof of non- 
is easily established. aA g 

npreme order for $50,090, arising from specie du- 
ts in the Treasury ; but, as before mentioned, with- 
in consequence of later counter-orders from the 
nt; and the order against the tobacco revenue for 
$4,664 67is inthe same situation. None of these facts will 
be denied by the Government; and we propose, should you 
decideon having the deposit made with Mr. Black, to ad- 
dress a communication to the Minister, requesting him to 
eonsider the Consui of the: United States ag the party to 
whom the several sums are to be paid—an arrangement 


ties, 
out effect, 
Tovernme 


which vou will find to be quite consistent with the contents 
of our letter-of 17th ultimo to Mr, Voss.” 

The executive documents show that Mr. Green 
never received this money—thatit was not paid in 
December 745, and January °46, by the Mexican 
Government, and that in November ’45, the Min- 
isters of the Treasury of the Mexican Government 
acknowledged the money had not been paid to our 
agent. B.E. Green is therefore not responsible for 
any loss which has happened to the Government; 
nor is he in any manner chargeable or respansible 
for the loss which has occurred. General Thomp 
son appointed the agent to receive this money— 
the administration of Mr. Tyler instructed Mr. 
Green to retain that agent—the alleged payment 
was not made until Governor Shannon reached the 
city of Mexico, and then upon his advice and con- 
sullation with our agent. Occupying the floor by 
the permission of the gentleman from. Kentucky, 
[Mr. Grey,} I do not propose to fix the responsi- 
bility, bui declare to the committee that Mr. B. E. 
Green is fully exonerated, in my opinion, from an 
culpability in consequence of the loss of he insili 
ments due in April and July, 1844, of $274,000 by 
the Mexican Government to our Government. 

Mr. GREY. Mr. Chairman, I have but a few 
more words to say. In relation to the payment 
of this money, from the time Thompson left to 
the time Shannon arrived, it was evident that Mr. 
Green was daily pressing for the payment of the 
installments due by Mexico; and it is also evident 
from the correspondence of Mr. Slidell, that Gov- 
ernor Shannon was in consultation with Tayleur, 
Jamison & Co., and with Hargous & Co. 
fact, that he was there at the time in consultation 
with them; and how.can it be charged that Mr. 


Green was in fault, because, as Secretary of Le- || 
|! ordered. 


gation, he sent to this Government, by the instruc- 


tions of Mr. Shannon, a communication from the | 


Mexican Minister of Finance, addressed to Mr. 
Shannon? It will be remembered, also, that the 
receipt for this draft was not given by Hargous 


| & Co. to the Mexican Government, until the 21st | 


of September, nearly a month after Mr. Shannon 
had been in the city of Mexico. It is clearly evi- 
dent that Mr. Green, Secretary of Legation, was 
superseded by the arrival of the Minister. 


And now, Mr. Chairman, having repelled the 


charge which I understood the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Bayiy] to have made: having by 
the record proved that Mr. Shannon, as Minister 
Plenipotentiary, was in the city of Mexico when 
the arrangement was made by Mr. Voss, and ap- 
proved of it,—I appeal to the gentleman from 
Virginia to retract the charge which he yesterday 
made against Mr. Green, because he must now be 
satisfied there is not the slightest foundation for it. 

Ta conclusion, Mr. Chairman, } feel bound to 
say, that I know Benjamin E. Green; that I have 
known him from a child; that our relations have 


been the most intimate; thal my knowledge of his | 
conduct and character, of what he is, and of what | 
he has done, enables me to say, that in intelli- | 


gence and acquirements he has few equals of his 
age; that for honor and integrity he has no 
superior, and that he is incapable of an unworthy 
or dishonorable act. In his letter to 
dated Mexico, — day of 
marks, “I find Mr. Green a young man of fine 
talents and acquirements, and his services inval- 
uable.”’ 
Green from a child; that when his father’s pe- 
cuniary embarrassments made it necessary, he 
denied Rimself, when yet under age, even the 
comforts of life, that he might appropriate a large 
part of his earnings to the support of his mother, 
and the education of his brother and sisters; that 
when in Mexico he applied a large part of his 
salary to the same praiseworthy object, and that 
believing he could better aid his father in the 
development of his property and the support of 
his family, he left Mexico. 
his position there was, by his talents, industry, 


i intelligence, and economy, he has won the respect 
| and confidence of all who know him; and I am 


gratified to be able to reply to the sneering insin- 
uations of the gentleman from Virginia, that such 
has been the reward of his self-denial, persever- 


‘ance and industry, that his pecuniary condition 


will now commare favorably with that of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, boastful ashe is of the high 
position he occupies, and of the many places of 
trust and honor which he has held by the favor 
of the people and Legislature of his State; and in 


Itisa | 


» Mr. Shannon re- | 


I repeat, sir, that I have known Mr. ij 


Gratifying to him as | 
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| 
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making this declaration:on my part, I might, if I 
were so disposed, follow the example ofthe gen- 
tleman, and refer to the distinguished marks: of 
confidence which I, too, have received: from’ the 
Legislature of my native State and from the peo- 
ple, among whom I have lived from infancy. ~ 

Sir, Lam done. I repel the charges which ‘the 
gentleman from Virginia has made;-and Í think T 
have proved to this House and tothe gentleman 
himself, that they are incorrectand not authorizéd 
by the facts as set forth in the diplomatic corre- 
spondence relative to those arrangements and né~ 
gotiations with the Government of Mexico. 

Mr. FOWLER moved that the committee rise; 
which was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Jones] reported that the Committee of the Whole 
ou the state of the Union had had under consider- 


; ation the state of the Union generally, and partic- 


ularly House bill No. 46, providing for carrying 
into execution'in further part the 12th article of the 
treaty concluded with Mexico at Guadalupe Hi- 


: dalgo, but had come to no conclusion thereon. 


Mr. HOUSTON. A good many gentlemen 
have suggested to me the propriety of asking. the 
House to agree to meet again after a recesy this 
evening and discuss this question. . 

[Cries of ** No!” “No!” 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move that 
the House take a recess until seven o'clock. There 
are several gentlemen here who desire to speak. 


| Let those who do not wish to speak stay at home. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will say, with 
he permission of the gentleman from Georgia, 


| that the hour of twelve has been fixed for ‘the 


meeting of the House until it shall be otherwise 
That is now one of the rules of the 
House, and you cannot change it without one 
day’s notice. l 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 


i that the hour of meeting cannot be changed with- 


out one day’s notice. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think that the gentleman 
from Tennessee misunderstands the rule. Jf I 
was to move to.adjourn till to-morrow, it must be 
till the hour fixed by the standing rule, but not if 
we wish to adjourn from one -hour to another on 
the same day. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. ALLen,}] however, who is entitled to 


| the floor in the committee, asks me to withdraw 


my motion, as he will not be able to speak to-night, 
and for that reason I withdraw it. 


On motion by Mr. FOWLER, the House then 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. SIBLEY: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Maine and Massachusetts, praying that newspaper postage 
be equalized for any distance Jess than three thousand miles. 

By Mr. SWEETSER: The petition of J. W. Smith, and 
33 other citizens of Hebron, Olio, asking Congress not to 
employ a Chaplain for either branch of the National Legis- 
lature. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of Thomas C. Green, for 
a law authoriziug a patent to be given to him of certain 
lands, and for such other relict as is equitable and just. 
ir, PRICIs: The memorial of Henry Bohlen, J. F. 
and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, and surviving 
officers, soldiers, seamen and marines, and widows and 
children of those deceased, who served in the war of 1812, 
asking the modification of the bounty land actof Septeinber, 
1850. 

On motim by Mr. WASHBURN, the petition of John 
Campbell was taken from the files, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of sundry mer- 
chants of Philadelphia, asking for the repairs of piers and 
eoustruction of harbors in the river Delaware, 

Also, the memorial of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, 
sking for legislation by Congress to place marines and sail- 
ors on the same advantage with soldiers in the distribution 
of bounty lands. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of John Savery and 68 
gal voters of Carver and Plymouth, in the State 
of Massachusetts, praying for au appropriation for the pur- 
pose of paying the expenses of the transportation of the 
mail between Carver and Plymouth, 

On motion by Mr. DURKEE, leave was obtained to take 
from the files of the House the petition and accompanying 
papers of Sylvester Pettibone, and to refer them to the Com- 
-mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITCH : The application of Abraham Ausmun, 


: of Indiana, for additional pension. 


By Mr. BIBIGHAUS: The petition of William Ayres 
and others, of Dauphin county, Pennsylvania, praying for 
a change in the tariff laws, and for acapitation tax. 

Also, the petition of George C. Strein and others, for a 
màii ronte beginzing at Lancaster, Lancaster county, and 
ending at Millerstown, Lebanon county, in the State of 


Pennsylvania. R 
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Gemander and others, of Springfield, Massachusetts, for an’) 
appropriation. to defray expenses incurred and advances ; 
made-by American exhibitors at the World’s Fair. H 


By Mr. WELLS: The petition of John O'Neil, D. Me- ji 


Intyre Stewart, George Henry, and many others, citizens | 
of New York, praying Congress to take such action in fa- | 
vor ofthe relief of Smith -O’Brien and his associates, by 
jnterceding with the British Government in their behalf, or 
otherwise, aa shall be deemed consistent and proper. 
By:Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE: The memorial of E. D. 

“-Gazzam, H: D. King, and others, citizens of Alleghany | 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for aship canal around the 
falls of the river St. Marie, Michigan. : 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, January 23, 1852. 

Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 

The PRESIDENT. The first private bill on 
the Calendar is a bill for the relief of Charles A. | 
Kellet. 

Mr. BELL. I would suggest that the motion | 
to reconsider the vote on the passage of the bill’ 
for the relief of Sally T. Floyd has priority. 

The PRESIDENT. No,sir. This is private | 
bill day; and nothing is in order but private bills 
in their order on the Calendar. 

Mr. BELL. The motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table, and I thought it would come up first. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘That motion having been 
laid on the table, the bill cannot be taken up with- 
out a motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They I move to take it 
up, as it is a private bill. 

The PRESIDENT. It is not on the Calendar 
as a private bill; it is a motion to reconsider, 
which motion was laid on the table. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. MALLORY. I rise for the purpose of 
making a brief personal explanation. In the re- 

orts of yesterday 1 find this passage, reported as 
having been said by the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire, (Mr. Have:] 

“T have looked over the last long speech made in the 
Senate, the speech of the honorable Senator from Flor- 
ida, (Mr. Matrory.] with some care, to find a remark 
in it to which I had replied; but I could not find a word of 
it in the speech of the honorable Senator. The poor re- 
marks which I made were published as a reply to some- 
thing which, by the reports of the Senate, did not appear 
ever to have been said.” 


These remarks were made yesterday during my |j 


temporary absence, for a few moments, from the 
Chamber, and while I was in one of the commit- 
tee rooms. I am perfectly satisfied that the hon- 
orable Senator from New Hampshire attaches no 
particular importance to the matter, and that his 
remark was made in no offensive spirit; but he allu- 
ded toan old established usage, as I understand, 
for Senators to correct their speeches; and, in so 
doing, to withdraw matter which has been said, 
and insert matter which has not been said. All 
I object to is, that I should be held up here as an 
illustration of the bad practice of Senators. [ 
think a new Senator ought not to be held up as an 
illustration in a case where the practice has been 


one of long standing: If I had adopted this course |j 
av 


it probably would e been sustained by usage. 
I did desire to alter some part of the phraseology 
of the speech, to which the Senator referred; but 
I did notfeel at liberty todo so, for the Reporter’s 
notes were exceedingly accurate, and I was sur- 
prised at their correctness. In order that I might | 
not depend on my own recollection, I have called 
on the foreman of the printing office, who assured 
me that he had never seen a speech returned with 
‘so. few verbal alterations. Nothing was erased 
except, perhaps, some words of a tautological 
character. I can now only say that the passage 
which the honorable Senator believed to have been 
erased, he has since discovered in the reported 
speech. 

Mr. HALE. May I be allowed a single mo- | 
ment? The Senate will beəv me witness that I did 
not allude to the honorable Senator from Florida, 
until several Senators had called for an instance of 
the practice to which I alluded. It occurred to me 
that I had looked over the speech of the honorable 
Senator from Florida without being able to find 
the passage to which I referred; hence, on the spur 
of the moment, as an illustration of my remark, J 
alluded to the circumstance. But the honorable 
Senator has since called on meand asked meto 
examine the speech, and pointed out the passage. I | 


Vos ie me p 
of Massachusetts : The petition of George || xplanation, I do not admit that the statement 


which I made yesterday was not entirely correct 


i, as to the practice which obtains. I was only un- 


fortunate in’selecting an instance to prove it; and 
1 must content myself with a reference to an illus- 
| trious example which happened in Spain. Don 
i Quixote. maintained that Dulcinea was the most 
beautiful princess in the whole world; and he chal- 
| lenged every one in the world who dared deny it. 
He fought one man, in’ which battle he was 
worsted; and when he was called upon to yield, 
he said, **No; Dulcinea is the most beautiful 
princess, but Don Quixote is very unfortunate.” 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITCOMB. I desire the unanimous 
consent of the Senate, if that be necessary, to make 


i| a report on a-private bill. 


The PRESIDENT. The Senate will have to 


|| suspend their order before they can take up any | 


| business but private bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. I move that the order be 
suspended until one o’clock. 

Mr. MANGUM. That can be done by unani- 
| mous consent. = 

The PRESIDENT. The order can be sus- 
pended by a majority, as it is nota rule of the 
Senate. {t will require, therefore, a motion, to be 
adopted by the Senate, to suspend the execution 
of the order until any particular hour the Senate 
may think proper. Unless it be suspended, the 
Chair is bound, according to the order, to take up 
private bills to the exclusion of other business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I was under the im- 
pression yesterday, that on the motion of the hon- 
orable Senator from Ilinois, (Mr. Dovexas,] the 
further consideration of the bill granting land to 
the State of Iowa for the construction of certain 
railroads, was postponed until to-day. If that 
was not the understanding of the Senate, I was 
mistaken. I believe that I have never, since I 
| have been in this body, asked the indulgence of 
the Senate, on any occasion, to take up any bill; 
but I must now ask the Senate to do me the favor 
to take up that bill. I therefore move to suspend 
the execution of the order. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot receive 
that motion, inasmuch as the Senate has just re- 
fused, on another motion, to suspend the execu- 
tion of the order until one o’clock. The first pri- 
vate bill on the Calender is for the relief of Charles 
A. Kellet. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I certainly feel it in- 
cumbent upon me to ask for the consideration of 
the question on the reconsideration of the bill 
granting a pension to Mrs. Sally T. Floyd. I 
doubt whether it is not entitled to priority under 
the principles of parliamentary law, it being a 
i question of reconsideration. But if we cannot 
reach it in any other way, as it is a private bill, I 
must ask a suspension of the execution of the 
order till that question is disposed of. I am will- 
ing to let the bill be considered, in order that it 
may go upon the general orders; and then we 
shall presently come to it, and act upon it. 

Mr. BADGER. We shall get at it after we 
shall have got through other bills. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If that can be done, I 
waive my request, 


CHARLES A. KELLET. 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of 
Charles A. Kellet. It.enacts that the Secretary of 
the Treasury be authorized to refund to Charles 
A. Kellet, or his legal representatives, the sum 
paid to the collector of the port of New York as 

tonnage duties on the Chinese junk Keying, im- 
| ported there for exhibition, provided the same 
i shall not exceed $500. 

Mr. DAVIS. If any gentleman wishes an ex- 
planation of this bill, I will give it to him; but I 
do not wish to detain the Senate unless some Sen- 
ator desires an explanation. 

Several Srnarons. It is not necessary. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
| third reading. 


| 
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THEODORE OFFUT. 
The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 


examined it accordingly, and found there the pas- 
sage to which I had replied. While I make this į 
La 


mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of Theo- 
dore Offut.. It is in these words: 


6 Beit enacted, &c.;- That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be and he is hereby directed to pay to Theodore Offut, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum: of ninety dollars, the value of a grey mare, the 
property of said Offut, which was turned over to the use of 
the Government by his commanding officer, Captain W. C. 
Pollard.?? ew X 

The bill was reported from the Committee of. 
Claims, with an amendment to- add thè words 
“ without authority,” te the end of. the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill’ was 
ordered to be qogrossed for a third reading. - 

A. H. COLE. ` fae 

The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of A. 
H. Cole, reported from the Committee of Claims. 
It. enacts that the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury be authorized and required to settle the 
claim of A. H. Cole, late a sutler in the Army of 
the United States, in Florida, on the Same princi- 
ples of equity and justice as are extended to other 
sutlers under the existing Army regulations: pro- 
vided satisfactory evidence shall be submitted as 
to the amount of the claim, and that no money 
shall be paid for goods furnished to deserters: or 
discharged soldiers, unless to the amount of.money 
which was due to them by the Government, |The 
second section enacts that the sum found to be 
due in said settlement aforesaid shall be paid out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 


propriated. . 
Mr. BADGER. I beg to suggest a small 
amendment. In the second section I see the 


words ‘in said settlement aforesaid.” I moveto 
strike out the word “‘ aforesaid,” as it is wholly 
unnecessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendment was concurred in, and the bill or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

JAMES DUNNING. 

The Senate procesded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of James 
Dunning, reported from the Committee of Claims. 
It enacts that the proper accounting officer of the 
Treasury be authorized and directed to pay to . 
James Dunning, $255 98, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, as in- 
terest ona liquidated amount of 44,000 dueto him, 
in payment, by contract, cn the 18th of June, 
1850, but withheld until the 12th of October fol- 
lowing for want of an appropriation therefor. 

Ng amendment being proposed to the bill, it 
wasfreported to the Senate without amendment, 

nd/ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


ENOCH BALDWIN AND OTHERS. 

he Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the W hole, the bill for the relief of Enoch 
Baldwin and others, reported from the Committee 
on Commerce. It enacts that the Secretary of the 
Treasury be directed to ascertain the amount of 
excess of duties paid by Enoch ‘Baldwin, or, by 
Baldwin & Co., upon two hundred and forty-eight 
puncheons of rum, imported into the port of East- 
port, in the State of Maine, from: the Island of 
obago, on the Ist of October, 1822, in the British 
brig Despatch, over and above what would have 
been paid if said rum had been imported in an 
American vessel; and that said excess, so aster- 
tained, shall be paid over to the said Enoch Bald- 
win, and such others, if any, as are lawfully in- 

terested therein. i; 

Mr. HUNTER. This is a bill for refunding 
duties. It is strange that it should come from the 
Committee on Commerce. I would liketo hear 
the report in that case read. 

The report was accordingly read. . lt appears 
from it, that in 1822 the British brig Despatch, 
being at the Island of Tobago, in the West Indies, 
took on board a quantity of rum, the produce of 
that Island. American vessels were allowed to 
enter and clear on that Island upon the same foot- 
ing as English vessels. The cargo was taken on 
board, under the full belief that no discriminating 
tonnage duties would ‘be exacted, if she entered 
any port of the United States. The vessel ac- 
cordingly cleared for Boston, and after landing 
there one hundred puncheons, consigned’ to one 
Aaron Baldwin, cleared for Campo Bello, New 
Brunswick, bùt afterwards returned to what was 
then: Lubeck, in. the State of Maine, and there 
landed the residue of her cargo. The then col- 
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lector of that port states, under oath, that at that 

time it was not only the belief, but it was the 

general impression, in al! quarters, that diserimin- 
ating tonnage duties were not to be exacted. In 
consequence of the prevalence of this opinion, the 
Secretary of the Treasury issued a circular, di- 
recting the officers of the customs to exact. such 
duties. The news of the issue of this circular had 
not reached Boston nor Lubeck at the time of the 
. discharge of this corgo. Under the circumstances, 

_ Congress formerly passed a bill for the relief of 
Aaron Baldwin, the owner of the one hundred 
puncheons landed at Boston, The committee, 
therefore, think that Enoch Baldwin and others 
should be relieved from these duties on the two 
pune and forty-eight puncheons landed at Lu- 

eck. 

Mr. HUNTER, I never heard of the case be- 
fore. f only. have such knowledge of it as I can 
garer from the reading of the report. As I un- 

erstand the report, this bill proposes to relieve an 
individual on account of his ignorance of the law. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Virginia perhaps does not quite understand the 
nature of this case. The trade between the United 
States and the West Indies, before the arrange- 
ment of 1832 was entered into, was made depend- 
ent upon proclamation. Whenever the British | 


Government were disposed to let the vessels of the |; 


United States into any of the ports of their West 
India colonies, they issued a proclamation to that 
eflect, and vessels went there, and when the proc- 
lamation was withdrawn the trade stopped. This 
trade was thrown open by the proclamation of 
1832, the time referred to in this report. This 
vessel, the Despatch, was a provincial vessel, be- j 
longing to owners in New Brunswick, and was at 
Tobago, in the West Indies, and it was under- 
_ stood there that no discriminating duties on ton- 
nage, which existed under the system of reciprocal 
duties, would be exacted. o discriminating 
duties were then supposed to exist by reason of 
the terms of the proclamation referred to—a proc- 
lamation of the President of the United States. 
They thought it safe, therefore, to take a cargo on 
board which should be landed in the United States, 
either in part or in whole. The vessel came to 
Boston, and delivered part of her cargo by landing 
„one hundred puncheons of rum. It was then un- 
derstood at Boston, just as it was at Tobago, that 
no discriminating duties existed. It was so un- 
derstood from the British proclamations—it was 
“go understood from the proclamations of our own 
Government, and therefore they landed one hun- 
dred puncheons. The vessel then cleared for the 
port of Campo Bello, in New Brunswick; but af- 


terwards her owner concluded to land the rest of | 


the cargo at a place then called Lubeck—now East- 
port, in Maine. She entered there on the Ist of 
October in that year, there landed her cargo, and 
paid the duties required. Subsequently, however, 
to the landing of the cargo in Boston, and theland- 
ing of the remainder of itin Lubeck, a Kremy 
circular was issued here, requiring collectors in all 
cases to exact discriminating duties on tonnage. 
The very fact of the issue of the Treasury circular 
shows that the common interpretation was that 
those duties were not to be exacted. But theown- 
ers of the vessel had to pay discriminating duties 
on the tonnage; and this bill relates to nothing but 
duties on tonnage. They entered evidently under 


a misapprehension, supposing that they would not |: 


be subject to discriminating duties on tonnage. 
They were so informed by the custom-house of- 
ficers, and such was the general impression every- 
where. 

ln this state of the facts, some years ago Con- 
gress remitted the duties on that part of the cargo | 
which was entered at Boston, 
that bill myself, and therefore I am able to speak to 
the fact that these parties were simply left out by 
mistake. lt was supposed that that bill covered this 
case; but it was afterwards found that the parties 
to whom was consigned that portion of the cargo | 
which was landed at Lubeck were not included. 
A question, however, was raised afterwards, | 
whether, when they came to Boston, they actually | 
had not notice of the existence of the Treasury 
circular; and that hence they must have been 
aware of it before they made an entry at Lubeck. 
Now, it is satisfactorily proved that they did not 
know of the existence of the circular, and that 
the collector at Boston did not know if it, nor did 


I believe I reported |: 


| pancheons were consigned, and that were landed | 


| 
i 


| it might have a most important and serious bear- | 
i ing on the revenue of the country, if we extend 


; rectly, the Senator from Massachusetts represents 


the collector at Eastport when they arrived there. 


[seus to these discriminating duties on tonnage. 
3 


They had no knowledge of it whatsoever. Itis || 
very clear, therefore, that they entered through | 
mistake and misapprehension. They probably |i 
would hot have entered in the United States if || 
they had known that those discriminating tonnage || 
duties would have been exacted. This bill now || 
proposes, in reference to the parties to whom the 


at Lubeck, to restore to them the’ amount of the |; 
discriminating duty on the tonnage which they |} 
paid into the Treasury some thirty years ago, 
under these circumstances. a 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, it seems, then, | 
that I was right in supposing that this is a claim | 
for relief on the ground that these parties did mis- 
take the law. As proof of their misapprehen- | 
sion, the fact is adverted to that the ‘Treasury cir- 
cular was issued in order to expound the law, 
which showed that they were acting under a mis- 
take. Now the Treasury circular either expound- | 
ed the law as it was or it did not. If it wasa 
mistake, they had recourse to the courts, where 
they could be relieved.’ If the Treasury circular 
was in pursuance of law, and construed the law 
properly, the only established fact in reference to 
the case is, that those parties misapprehended the | 
law. It seems to me that this principle would ex- 
tend much further than is supposed. It would 
extend not only to cases in which mistakes are | 
made in relation to tonnage duties, but in cases of 
mistakes in relation to duties laid on imports; and 


{ 

this principle further. it 
It does appear to me that this bill rests on the || 
same ground with that of every other case of vio- 
lation of the law, occasioned by misapprehension 
and mistake in relation to the laws of the land. 
{ can see no reason for relieving the parties in this 
case which would not exist in relation to duties 
paid on goods imported under a misapprehension 
of the laws imposing duties upon imports. Many 
of such cases have arisen where it was necessary 
to expound the law by Treasury Circular. If we 
go back to relieve such cases, certainly we shall 
expose the Treasury to great loss. I do not see 
where we are to draw the line of distinction. Not 
only that, but it seems to me that this is a very 
old case, and there must be some difficulty in as- 
certaining the facts. If I caught the dates cor- 


this vessel as having entered Eastport in 1822, 
about thirty years ago. It must be a very dan- 
gerous subject, then, to agree upon now. I am 
unwilling to pass this bill. | 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I think the Sen- 
ator from Virginia fails to take into view one im- | 
portant fact in this matter. This was a trade | 
entirely dependent on proclamation. It existed | 
by proclamation. It was closed by proclamation. 
It was irregular and anomalous in its character. | 
Such was the position of our intercourse with the | 
West Indies at that time. Now, who is to puta |} 
construction on the effect of this proclamation? 
Why, the owners of property put a construction | 
upon it. There was a construction put upon it in 
the Island of Tobago; and the construction of both 
was, that these disciminating duties on tonnage 
were not to be exacted. Such was the construc- || 
tion of the custom-house officers here. Ft was so | 
construed by the officers of the Government. If I| 
recollect right, this construction was put upon it | 
by Seckgfary Forsyth, by the collector at Eastport, | 
and by®very other collector in the country. 

This seems to me to ,be a very equitable and | 
just claim. The party was authorized to bring 
in his cargo. Under these circumstances, when | 
he saw the action of the Government interpreted 
by its own officers in a certain way, he had a 
right to act in pursuance of the interpretation of 
it given by the officers of the Government. In 
opposition to that interpretation, he has been sub- 


hey ought to be restored. i 
The gentleman says that this is an old claim. 


j his compan 


| vice. 


takes his seat, how much this bill is 
from the Treasury? 
Mr. DAVIS. I believe about $1,000—nothing ' 
but discriminating duties on tonnage. z ` 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. « 


EDWARD EVERETT. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Edward Everett, 
late a sergeant in the United States Army, which 
was reported from the Committee on Miary 


likely to take 


i| Affairs. H enacts that the sum of $607 50 be a 


lowed and paid to Edward Everett, late a sergeant 


į in company A, first regiment of Ilinois volunteers, 
| in full compensation for services rendered by him 
; as clerk in the Quartermaster’s Department, from 


| October 15, 1846, to June 17, 1847. 


It was repo 
ment. 

Mr, FELCH called for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. It states that Edward 
Everett was a sergeant in company A, of the first 
regiment of Illinois volunteers, commanded by 


rted to the Senate without amend- 


! Colonel John J. Hardin, deceased; that on the 


llth of September, 1846, while in discharge of 
his duty, Everett received a wound in the knee, 
which so far disabled him from service that he had. 
to be left at the hospital in San Antonio. A sur- 
geon’s certificate was received, and an application 


R * ` . 
i forwarded for his discharge, but under a misap- 


prehension of his case by some of the officers of 

, instead of a discharge being for- 
warded to lire as he requested, a furlough was 
granted to him for the remainder of his time of ser- 
Thus disabled and on furlough, he had a 
right of course to go whithersoever he pleased, and 
employ himself in such a way as his crippled con- 
dition would permit, without forfeiting any por- 
tion of his pay as sergeant. The Assistant Quar- 
termaster, then at San Antonio, having need of 
clerical aid, employed Everett under an agreement 
that he should receive the same rate of compen- 
sation as other clerks~-that is, $90 per month, de- 
ducting therefrom the amount of his regular pay 
as sergeant. He served as a clerk from 15th Oc- 
tober, 1846, to the 17th June, 1847. Though his 
wounded knee joint was a great affliction to him, 
yet his services as a clerk were much more valu- 
able and vigilant than the services of any other 
clerk in the department. Assistant Quartermaster 
Ralston, at the expiration of the time for which he 
served, paid him $607 50 for his services; but in 
the settlement of the Quartermaster’s account at 
the Treasuary, this item of $607 50 was disallowed. 
Everett, impelled by a sense of honor, refunded 


‘the entire amount, and appealed to Congress for 
| relief. The committee therefore recommend that 


the bill for his relief be passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. It was subsequently read a third time 
and passed. 


HEIRS OF A. G. MORGAN. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of the 
heirs and representatives of Colonel Alexander G. 
Morgan. It enacts that the accounting officers of 
the Treasury be authorized and required to settle 
the accounts of Alexander G. Morgan, for services 
in raising troops for the Florida war, in 1837, and 
also for his military services in Florida; provided 


| the pay and allowance to him shall not exceed the 


compensation of a captain of cavalry, and that so 
much as shall be found due to him shall be paid 
to his heirs and representatives out of any money 


‘in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. BRADBURY. 
case? 

Mr. ATCHISON. I think I can explain the 
matter. At the time these services were rendered, 
Colonel Morgan was a citizen of the State of Mis- 
souri. Under the direction of the Secretary of 
War he raised a battalion for the F’-."! ar, in 


Is there any report in that 


I believe it is some eight or ten years since the 
duties were refunded on that part of the cargo of 
this vessel which was entered at Boston. This 
bill has been under the consideration of the Senate 
repeatedly. It_has received the favorable consid- 
eration of the House of Representatives, but has 
been lost between the two Houses for want of time. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I would like to ask the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts, before he |; 


i 


i 


1837. Colonel Morgan ec av. at battalion 
during the whole war, ana tought bravely at the 
battle of Okee-cho-bee. To my certain knowl- 
edge, five times the amount of a captain’s pay 


; would not indemnify him for raising that battalion, 


Though his services were received and he acted 
as the commanding officer of that battalion, vet, 
as he was not regularly commissioned in the 
service, either by the State of Missouri or by the 
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“United States, he did not receive any pay at’ all. 
It is now proposed to pay his heirs what he would 
have been entitled. to receive at the rate of the 
compensation of a.captain of cavalry. 


Mr: BRADBURY. My reason for making the 


objection was, that [think we have passed upon | 


some clams making compensation for--military 
servicesin the Indian wars in Florida hastily. At 
any rate; if any reliance can be placed. on the 
statements of citizens of Florida, great caution 
“ought.to be exercised in regard .to any of these 
claims. . I have been ‘informed by citizens of Flor- 
ida that we passed a bill a few years ago granting 
compensation to a regiment of soldiers amounting 
to‘some fifteen or sixteen hundred men, for fif- 
teen months, when there was nothing but a mere 
skeleton of a regiment, a:number of individuals 
collected but foc a few days. Not one quarter of 
the number paid in that case were ever mustered 
into service; and the number that was mustered 
were discharged in a very few days, or, if not 
then, in.a very few weeks. I understand that the 
muster rolls in that case were made up very muchas 
Falstaff’s regiment was made up. 
but that something of that sort might be the case 
here. I am glad to hear the explanation of the 
Senator from Missouri; but in cases of this kind, 
it seems to me that we ought to have'a report set- || 
ting-forth the facts, that they may go on record, 
“and that we may fully understand the character of 
the claims, that they may be matters for reference 
hereafter. I hope the honowmble Senator will 
allow the bill.to lie over’until he can put the facts 
he has stated in the form of a report. 

Mr. ATCHISON. The facts are in the form 
of a report, and the Senator can ascertain them by 
looking over his file of reports. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I know well the gen- 
tleman who rendered these services. I know when 
he volunteered in the State of Missouri, and how 
long he remained, and I can say, no more gallant 
man ever lived. [Je was one of that gallant Mis- 
souri regiment which lost.one sixth of its number 
at the battle of Olcee-cho-bee, where Colonel Gen- 
try fell at the head of his regiment. He served his 
country gallantly, and I trust that this bill will be 
passed unanimously. 

Mr. BORLAND. I desire to say, as a member 
of the Military Committee, the chairman not being 
now in his seat, that that committee deemed this 
a meritorious claim, and unanimously reported it || 
to the Senate. 

Mr. BRADBURY. The Senator from Mis- 
souri has stated the fact that the history of this 
claim has been imbodied in a report. That was 
the subject to which T addressed myself. There- 
fore, on that statement, I withdraw my objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

VIRGINIA WOOLEN COMPANY. 

The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the. Whole, the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of the Virginia ; 
‘Woolen Company. 

It enacts that the Secretary of the Treasury 
cause to be paid to the Virginia Woolen Compa- 
ny, or to its duly authorized agent, the sum of 
$6,085 04, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, that sum being the amount | 


pany for an alleged non-compliance with the con- 
tract entered into between the United States and 
the said Company, on or about the 10th of Janu- | 
ary, 1848, for the delivery of one hundred thou- 

sand yards of cloth. 


| 
| 
! 
retained by the United States from the said Com- | 


Mr. DAWSON. This bill needs no speech in |; 
its favor. I will only state that the Committee |' 
on Military Affairs examined the subject very |! 
thoroughly, and thought it nothing but just that |j; 
this money, which was retained, should be paid į} 
: tariff act of May 19th, 1828, on two invoices of 


over by the Government. 
Mr. WALKER. Is there a report in that | 


se? i 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair understands | 
that there is no report. 

Mr. HALE. There is a report of the commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives among the | 
papers- i 

Mr. BORLAND. I think I can obviate the 
necessity of having the report read, by making-a 
simple statement. A contract was entered into to 
furnish the Quartermaster’s Department with a 
certain quantity of cloth for the Army. 


ca 


| 


f vate bills. 


The PRESIDENT. “The Chair would ‘state. 
-that-there-is a report of the Committee on Military 
| Affairs of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. BORLAND. ` Let the report be read. It 
will obviate the necessity of my explanation. 
The report was read accordingly. 


-` It appears that the Virginia Woolen Company 


|. contracted 'to deliver to-the United States one hun- 
- dred thousand yards of cloth forthe Army, at $124 


per yard. The Company delivered over twenty-five 
thousand yards, but failed to deliver the rest of the 
cloth within the time required. _ Hence the Gov- 
ernment retained-the sum of $6,085 04. It. seems 
that the Government, in making the contract, 
agreed to furnish the Company with the wool from 
‘which the.cloth was to be made. A quantity of 


l wool was placed on board a ve8sel to be sent to 


Richmond, Virginia, where the Company carry 
on their business, and the vessel was Jost with its 
cargo before it. reached its destination. On this 
account it was impossible for the Company to ful- 
fill their contract. Besides that, the small-pox 


| broke out among the opératives, and reduced the 
did not know ji 
| less able to execute the work. Therefore, and 


number of hands, and thus rendered the Company 


inasmuch as the Government sustain no logs, the 
committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
Mr. HUNTER. I would’state that this bill 
passed ‘the House of Representatives at the last 
session, and came here. It was then reported 
upon favorably by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs but it was not acted upon for want of time. 
It has again pagsed the House of’ Representativés 
at this session, and it has again been reported upon 
favorably by the Comimittée on Military Affairs of 


| this body. 


Mr. BADGER. Tf looked into this claim atthe 
last session of Congress, and I can-state that it 
would have passed the Senate then but for an ob- 
jection made by the honorable Senator from Ala- 


| bama, [Mr. Ciemens.] He was afterwards satis- 


fied as -to the bill, and withdrew his objection. It 


| would again have been taken up and passed, but 


that there was no opportunity of doing so at such 
a late period of the session. 


QUESTION OF PRIORITY. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise for the purpose of 


| culling the attention of the President to the fact, 


that there is a bill on the Calendar to provide for 
the unpaid claims of the officers and soldiers of 
the Virginia State and Continental lines of the 
Revolutionary Army, which is a private bill. It 
is on the Calendar in regular order before many of 
the bills which we have been considering to-day. 
It is a bill in relation to a number of persons, but 
still it is a private claim. 

Mr. BADGER. I think it is a public bill. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. A bill has just been 
passed providing for paying an association, a cor- 
poration, acompany. The claim which I wish to 
be considered is for the benefit of a great many 
persons, it is true; but still it is a private claim. 

I rise to ask whether, in the opinion of the 
Chair, it is not a private bill, and ought not to 
have been taken up Jong ago. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair had his atten- 


i tion called to that bill, but he considered it a pub- 


lic bill, and therefore did not put it among the pri- 

It is, however, in the power of the 
Senate to regulate that matter. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill maken 

in relation to it. 

THOMAS H. LUGGETT. 

The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in 


! Committee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of 


Thomas H. Leggett, reported from the Committee 
on Commerce. 

It enacts that the Secretary of the Treasury be 
authorized to refund to Thomas H. Leggett,a sum 
equal to the increased duty paid by him under the 


woolen goods imported from Liverpool, invoiced 


; at £1,526 17s. 9d. sterling, or $6,786 15, and en- 


tered at the custom-house, in the city of New 
York, on the Sth of July, 1828; provided that this 
payment shall not be made until the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall have satisfactory proof thatthe 
duties were actually paid, and that the contract for 
the delivery of those goods wag entered into inthe 
winter of 1827-28, and that Thomas H. Leggett 
had it not in his power, after the passage of the act 
of May 19th, 1828, to demand such order; and 
provided, further, that satisfactory evidénce be 


į distance of time as this? 


furnished to the Secrétary of the ‘Treasury that 
the firm of Thomas H. Leggett & Co. did not re- 
alize the ordinary profit-on such importations. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is there any report in that 
case? If there is, I should like to hear it read. 

The report was read accordingly. 

It refers fora statement of the merits of the case 
to report No. 500, made by the Committee on 
Commerce of the House of Representatives, ofthe 
26th of May, 1848. That report states that thé 
house of Thomas H. Leggett & Co., were regular 


‘importers of dry goods in New York; that on the 
| 8th of July, 1828, they imported from Liverpool, 


and entered at the New York. custom-house, 
two invoices of woolen dry goods, as costing 
£1,526 I7s. 9d. sterling, or $6,786 15, on which 
duties amounting to $5,467 were imposed by the 
tariffact passed on the 19th May, 1828, and which 


‘took effect on the 30th of June succeeding in rela- 


tion to dry goods, but which did not take effect in 
relation to iron and hardware until the 1st of Sep- 
tember following. Under the tariff act of 1824, 
which was in operation when these goods were or- 
dered, the duties would have amounted to $2,250, 


“The increase of duties, the memoralist represented, 


did not enhance the value of the goods, but actually 
created a great loss on this description of goods. 
Those goods were contracted for in the winter 
of 1827-’8, to be delivered in the spring of 1828, 
and were shipped in two vessels from Liverpool, 
one of which sailed seven days before the passage 
of the law of 19th May, 1828, and the other ina 
few days afterwards. It was impossible then to 
annul the contract, or countermand the order for 
the shipping of the goods. The house of Leggett 
& Co. united with other importers in a petition to 
Congress to refund the additional duties imposéd 
under the tariff of 1828 under such circumstances. 
That petition was before the 22d and 23d Con- 
gresses. At each of those Congresses, bills were 
passed by both Houses for the relief of the im- 
porters, but none of them became a law. A case 
similar‘in all its features to this, was redressed 
under an act approved June 28th, 1836. On that 
ground, and sensible of the justice of the claim, 
the memoralist in this case asked for a return óf 
the duties on those importations. The committee 
state, that having examined the facts and evidence ` 
submitted to them, they were of opinion that the 
prayer of the petitioners ought to begranted. For 
a more full statement of the facts of the case, they 
annexed to the report four letters of the petitioner, 
and the invoice and entry of the custom-house, 
and also House Document No. 123 of the first ses- 
sion of the twenty-third Congress. 
Mr. HUNTER. It is proposed in this case, if 

I understand the bill, to remit duties because a 
change was made in the tariff after an order was 
given to import certain goods. Why, a great 
many such cases have been presented to us for 
our consideration, and we know that they have 
generally been rejected, as they ought to have 
been. All merchants must prepare for these con- 
tingencies. If we undertake to remedy thermis- 
takes which may be occasioned by changes in the 
rates of duties on foreign imports, there is no tell- 
ing where-we shall beled. Indeed I do not know 
how it is that this bill comes from the Committee 
ën Commerce. This is a subject which has gen- 
erally been referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and which appropriately belongs to the functions 
of that committee. “Certainly the rule in that com- 
mittee has been not to grant relief in cases of this 
sort, Why, we should be opening the door of the 


| Treasury if we pass this bill, on the same princi- 


ple, to thousands of cases. How many cases may 
arise under the tariff act of 1842? How fat back 


| are we to go? Are we to lookup the whole his- 


tory of our legislation in order to see, perchance, if* 
the various tariff acts which have been passed have 
operated harshly and onerously on this or that in- 
dividual? How are we to be sure of the facts? 
How are we to ascertain the testimony at such a 
Even if we admit the 
principle to bea sound one that we should refund 
duties under such circumstances, which we cer- 
tainly have not admitted heretofore in the general 
course of this body, how could we ascertain with 
certainty the factsin such complicated transactions 
at such a distance of time? 

It is said that the order for the goods in this 
case was given in 1828. How do we know that? 
It is said, too, that the order was given jn igno- 
rance of the proposed change. Howdo we know 
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that? How,do we know the amount of duties 
pud? How can we ascertain with certainty. the 
facts on which the merits of a case would depend 
if we were to admit the principle? But itis unne- 
cessary to go into that inquiry. The principle is 
utterly inadmissible; and if we once act on it, we 
may make up our minds to see a great many such 
cases brought before us for relief.. I hope.the 
Senate will reject this bill, It isa matter of some 
importance, and if we wish to. guard. the public 
Treasury against demands of this character, we 
will reject the bill. | and 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is hardly possible to dis- 
criminate sometimes which is the proper commit- 
tee to @hich a subject ought to be referred. I 
have always endeavored to refer all matters rela- 
ting to the revenue system of the.country to the 
Committee on Finance. I suppdse this matter 
went to the Committee on Commerce because it 
originated in that committee in the other branch of 
Congress. The report which has been read on 
this subject, was made from that committee. I 
have not had my attention called directly to the 
subject involved in this bill. It was committed to 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,] who 
is now necessarily absent. Inasmuch as he is the 
member of the committee who has madea personal 
examination into all the papers, and as he is now 
necessarily detained from the Senate, I move that 
the bill be laid upon the table. I think it is due 
to him that he should have some opportunity of 
defending the bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was laid 
upon the table, 


ALEXANDER P. FIELD. 

The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of a ‘joint reso- 
lution for the relief of Alexander P. Field, late 
Secretary of Wisconsin Territory, and sureties.” 

Mr. HUNTER. The honorable Senator from 
Indiana, who reported that bill from the Commit- 
tee on Finance, is not now in his seat, neither is 
the honorable Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 


Donce,} who feels an interest in the passage of | 


the bill; but I will state that 1 believe it is a proper 
bill, which proposes to allow the proper officers of 
the Treasury Department to settle the accounts of 
the principal, with his. sureties. It appears that 
the principal proved to be insolvent, and the secu- 
rities ask to come in and produce such vouchers 


and make such settlement as the principal himself | 


would have made. 
The resolution was then reported to the Senate, 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


JULIA AIKEN. 
The Senate next proceeded, as in 


Aiken. 

This was a bill reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, providing a pension to be paid to 
Julia Aiken, the only child of William Yool, who 
died in the naval service of the United States in 
the year 1801. : ; , 

A long report was read in this case, from which 
it appeared that Wiiliam Yool was in the naval 
service from 1797 to 1801, when he died in the 
service. Thathe left a wifeand an only chil 


ommittee of 
the Whole, to consider a bill for the relief of Julia | 


1837, it is required that. when.the fact of the death 
|| of the person in whose behalf the pension is asked, 
| does not appear fromthe roll, it must be established 
|| by the evidence of a commissioned officer. Now, 
| the law of 1837 was retroactive; it declared that 
| the widows and children of all officersand seamen 
who should. die or had died in the naval service, 
| Should be entitled to these pensions. Between the 
| death of this seaman, and the act. of 1837, every 
commissioned officer on board that ship, the En- 
| terprise, was dead. Under such circumstances, 
ithe pension could not be obtained. But the case 
comes clearly under the provisions of the act of 
1837, and the evidence presented in the very able 
report of the committee, shows, in a manner en- 
tirely satisfactory, that if the fact of the death had 
been certified to by the commissioned officets of the 
ship, there would be no objection on the part of 
; the Department to allow the pension. Now the 
| question is, whether, because this poor seaman 
| was not of sufficient consequence to have had his 
| death noticed at the time, and because of the 
| want of evidence of the death by a commissioned 
| officer, the pension shall not be allowed? 
| Mr. FELCH. I should like to inquire whether. 
Í the person applying here would have been enti- 
i tled to this pension “but for the single fact that 
| the proof of death in the service was not strictly 
| formal? 
Mr. BADGER, That is the only difficulty, 

Mr. BAYARD. By the law of 1837 it appears 

! that the widow of a deceased seaman would have 
| been entitled to receive one half of the pay which 
| such seamen received while living, and in service, 
Í so long as she did not intermarry. There is evi- 
| dence of the intermarriage of this widow, but the 
‘time of that intermarriage is not stated. Now, 
| the effect of this bill will be to give to this daugh- 
ter of the deceased one half of the pay to which 
| her father would have been entitled from the time 
| of his death until the year 1811, when she became 
of age.. The widow suhsequently married; but 
whether that marriage occurred before or afier the 
daughter became of age does not appear. 

Mr. BADGER. I suppose it docs not appear, 
| as it would ima legal pleading, that this widow 
i had intermarried, or that she had intermarried 
when this pension wouid have been allowed, and 
į had therefore forfeited it. . 

Mr. BAYARD. Under the law of 1837, unless 
the object is to extend relief beyond what that 
Jaw would have done, the matter stands in a dif- 

| ferent position, But if it is not intended to ex- 
_ tend the relief beyond what that law would allow, 
|| then it ought to be ascertained when the widow 
|| married. She was entitled, under the pension laws, 
ji to receive one half of the pay which her husband 
would have received, from the time of his death 
| to the time of her intermarriage. If the object in 
| this case is to extend to it the provisions of a spe- 
cial act beyond the provisions of the law of 1837, 
i that is another question. The. report, however, 
| which has been read, seems to look to the law of 
1837 as a governing principle, and the facts are 
not stated with sufficient clearness to let us know 
| whether the party is entitled .to relief under that 
| law or not. : 

Mr. HALE. Iam not opposed to the passage 


f 
l 


That by the first section of an act passed on A efor this bill; but I wish to know whether the Senate 


3d of March, 1837, the said Julia Aiken, daughter 
of said William Yool, would have been entitled to 
a pension but for the fact that the death of her 
father had not. been reported by an officer in the 
Navy—a regulation required by the Navy De- 
partment. That there was sufficient evidence of 
the death of said William Yoo] while in the ser- 
vice, but that as it had not been reported by an 
officer as required, the defect could not now be 
remedied, the officers who could have given such 
evidence being all dead. : 

No amendment being offered, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate. 

Mr. FELCH. 
case from the report. 
some further consideration before we pass upon 
it. Itis manifest that it does not come under the 
operation of any law now in force. As the Sena- 
tor who reported the bill is not now m his seat, I 
wish the matter may Jie over for the present. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope not. L think the case 
is very clear. Every fact in the case seems to en- 


title the petitioner to a pension under the act of 


1837. But under one of the regulations of the 


Navy Department, in carrying out the law of 


I do not fully understand that į 
It seems to me it deserves | 


|, will sanction the principle involved in this case. 
i For my own part, | am very willing, but I have 
‘given advice to many persons in my own State, 
i who wished to obtain pensions under the act of 
| 1937, against making any application on the ground 
ii that the act of 1837 had been repealed. They are 
| eases that would come under that act, and such as 
: would entitle them to receive pensions if that act 
‘were in force, and, would be favorably considered 
i bythe Senate. If it bethe sense of the Senate that 
i cases arising under that act, and which would 
i have been entitled to relief if the act were now in 
| force, can still be favorably received, then this case 
i will be applicable. Iam willing to go upon that 
| principle, because there are persons in my own 
\ State, whom I have advised session after session 
1, that there was no possibility of getting a pension, 
: because the hill was repealed, and it having been 
| repealed, Congress would not take up cases which 
li would not have been precluded when the bill was 
n force. If, however, it be the case that Congress 
will grant relief in such cases, 1 shall not object, 
because it will relieve some very meritorious cases 
| which I was heretofore of opinion could not be 
| relieved. i 


I think, however, that the pension should apply: 
only from the time of the marriage of the widow; 
otherwisé the child will get-the pension for the 


whole period as well as the widow. 
Mr. BADGER. ‘The question suggested. by the 


Senator from New Hampshire is one thatgyill admit 
| of very: grave consideration, if thé bill fat is now 
| before the Senate really raises-it. “But the bill 
before us is this: It is not to provide for a claini 
undertaken to be brought forward under the act of ' 
1837, after the repeal of thatact. It isa very differ- 
entcase. It is a case which was brought forward ` 
while the act of 1837 wasin full force, and the ` 
party whose business it was to see it carried into 
; execution was then prepared to show under the 
law, the existence of the service and the death, 
but was precluded from being allowed to manifest 
these facts by a rule adopted in the Department, 
which excluded the evidence of all persons except 
commissioned officers as to the fact of the deathin 
the service.. T'hat is the. case before us; and L 
| have no hesitation in saying, that in every-instance 
| of that kind, in which the party applying for a 
‘pension did what was in his power, under the law 
| while it was in force, obtained the benefit of the‘ 
i law as mach as though it were in force how. But“ 
it would. bea very different case, if people come - 
forward now who had brought forward no claim; 
asserted no right, asked no relief while the law 
was in force. 
In the first place, it seems to me it isa plain 
; matter, a clear casé of a claim coming within ‘the 
statute, and preferred while it was in force, and 
one which would have been allowed then but for 
what—I may be permitted to say—was rather 
l an absurd regulation of the Department, because 
that regulation should have made an exception in 
| regard to cases where the commissioned officers 
‘weredead. I believe all that the law requires is, that 
; the highest kind of evidence which the nature of thé 
| case admits of shall be given. - It was so in this case. 
| There would have been some ground of suspicion, 
if one or more of the commissioned officers had 
been living when the representatives of the de- 
i ceased had come forward and offered the testimony 
i| of those who were of a lower grade in the service. 
But when all the commissioned officers are dead, 
they cannot be produced; and it seems there is a 
| necessity of having the evidence of other persons 
‘in order to arrive atthe truth. Itseems to me that ` 
| to avoid all suspicion of any attempt to impose-on - 
ithe Department, by bringing forward -other per- 
; sons, all the commissioned officers being dead, it 
i was sufficient for the Department to have made an 
i order to admit just and reasonable evidence, in 
‘ conformity with the principle established. in other 
| cases. 
i| Mr. BAYARD. If this bill only proposed to 
i give relief in conformity with the provisions of the: 
i law of 1837, supposing the proof to be good, then.: 
| I should make no objection to it; and if the Sens: 
| ator from North Carolina [Mr. Baperr] will move 
to restrict itto that, then E-will go for the bill. But 
lit goes further than that; it provides that the 
daughter—supposing that the proof of the death 
was plenary—who would not, during the life of 
| the widow be entitled to the half-pay, should have 
| that half pay from the year 1801; and the bill does 
not show, nor does the report, when the widow 
| married. The effect of the biil, therefore, will be 
| to carry out the compensation beyond the principle 
; of the law of 1837. Unless the Senator will go : 
‘i that far—and I see no reason for making this 
an exception—I cannot vote for this bill as it 
i stands. 
| Mr. BADGER. I will suggest an amendment, 
| which may perhaps meet the views of the Senator. 
if I will move to amend by striking out the words 
i “from and after the year 1801,” and say, ‘from 
| and after the second marriage.” That is the idea 
| The Senator has the bill before 
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f 
t 
i 
i 
H 
: 
i 
i 
F 
| 
| 
' 
i 


j 
j 
| 
{ 


amendment. 
The PRESIDENT. The amendment of the 


Mr. BADGER. I understand from my friend’ 
; near me that the bill is all perfectly right, and that” 
| itsimply provides that this applicant should receive™ 


|; the pension to which, under the law of 1837,;.she 


"|; would be entitled. It does not say that shesball«: 
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receive a pension from the day of the death of her 
father. ` Let the bill be read. : 

The bill was accordingly read. > : 

Mr. BADGER. Thebillisall right as it stands. 

“Mr. BAYARD. I think not. 

Mr. BADGER. It does not provide that she 
shall have@pension from the day of the death, as 
the Senator supposes. -It is, “that the Commis- 
‘sioner of Pensions be directed to allow to Julia 
«iken’ the pension she would have beem entitled | 
‘to receive, under the provisions of the first sec- 
‘tion of the act of 3d March, 1837, providing for 
‘the more eqitable administration of. the Navy 
«pension fund, if her claim had. been allowed by 
‘the Secretary of the Navy while that act was in | 
‘force.”? It does not say that she shall receive a 

` pension from the year 1801 

Mr. BAYARD. The report evidently goes 
beyond that. 

r. BADGER. But the report is not the ques- | 
tion under discussion. The bill is all we have to 
do with.» 

Mr. HALE. I shall not interpose any objec- 
tion to the bill, but I want the Senate to under- ; 
stand the principle which we are about to estab- 
lish. F understand it to be this: Here is a claim 
existing under the law of 1837; application is 
made to the proper Department for the settlement | 
of that claim under the law; the claimant fails į 
in “his claim, owing to some peculiar rules estab- | 
lished by that Department, and the law authorizing 
the claim is subsequently repealed. The Senate, 
in that case, is determined to give equitable re- 
lief--— 

Mr. BADGER. We have done it in many 
other cases. 

Mr. HALE. I know we have done it in many 
other cases, but not under a law that has been re- 

ealed. That is all. I have no objection to the 


àll, : 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and | 
the question was on its engrossment fora third | 
reading. 

Mr. NORRIS. 
its engrossment. , 

The yeas aùd nays were ordered, and on being 
taken resulted—yeas 26, nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS~—-Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Borland, 
Cass, Clarke, Dodge of Wisconsin, Downs, Fish, Geyer, 
Hale, James, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, King, 
Mallory, McRae, Mangum, Miller, Sebastian, Shields, 
Smith, Souls, Spruance; Upham, and Wade—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bradbury, Dawson, Dodge of 
Towa, Felel, Hamlin, Norris, Underwood, and Whit- 
comb--9. 


JONATHAN KEARSLEY AND JOHN BIDDLE. 


I ask for the yeas and nays on 


The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to consider the bill to provide for the 
final settlement of the accounts of Jonathan Kears- 
ley, late receiver of public moneys at Detroit, and 
of John Biddle, late register of the land office at 
that place. 

T'he bill was read. It provides that the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they 
are thereby required to audit and settle the ac- | 
counts of Jonathan Kearsley and of John Biddle, 
upon principles of equity and justice, and that | 
whatever sum or sums of money, if any, which 
may be found due to them, or tu either of them, ; 
shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. BRADBURY called for the reading of the 
report of the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FELCH. J will make a single statement, 
which will perhaps be sufficient. The object of 
the bill is to enable the Department to settle some 
suspended items in the accounts of these individ- 
uals. The items are for money paid by them | 
under certain exigencies which rendered it neces- ; 
sary. The rule of the Department was to allow | 
such accounts, and they have been allowed in | 
numerous instances which aré alluded to in the | 
report. But some technical objection was started | 
to some item in the accounts, and the Department | 
refused to pass upon it. Since that time Congress 
have passed several bills founded upon the same | 

rinciple as that involved in this case. This bill j 
is to carry out the same principle in regard to the | 
accounts of the individuals named in it, as was! 
recognized in the settlement of the accounts of} 
others. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. ; 


|f such or not; and in order that the Senate may de- 


MAISON ROUGE GRANT. 


Mr. DOWNS. I would call the attention of 
the Chair to a private bill on the Calendar, which 
has-been passed over. It is a bill to grant the 
right of preémption to settlers on the public land 
known as the Maison Rouge Grant. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair did not view | 
itas a private bill, and. therefore passed it over. 
Itis a bill to grant the right of preémption. 

Mr. DOWNS. But it applies only to a few 
individuals. I consider that it is a private claim. 
It.applies only to one particular claim, and em- 
braces but a few persons. : , 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair does not con- 
sider that it is a private bill; but he will bring it 
to the notice of the Senate that they may decide 
upon it. The Senator from Louisiana has called 
the attention of the Chair to a bill which he insists 
is a private bill. The Chair entertains a different 
opinion, but submits the subject to the considera- 
tion of the Senate. Itis a bill to grant the right 
of preémption to settlers on the public land known 
as the Maison Rouge Grant. ‘The Chair leaves it 


to the Senate to decide whether it is a private bill |; 


or not. 

Mr. DOWNS. It applies, altogether to a few 
settlers on one particular grant of land. I sup- 
pose there can be no doubt that a bill giving the 
right of preémption to one individual would be a 
private bill. If it is not I do not know what it is, 
then. If the grant to one individual be a private 
bill, how the extending of it to two or three makes 
it a public bill I am at a loss to know. I think 
we frequently pass bills as private which apply. to 
a number of individuals. It strikes me that there 
is no difficulty in this matter. Ido not under- 
stand that private bills apply altogether to money. 
There may be private claims to lands as well as 
to money. This is a private claim for the right of 
preémption. It applies to only this one grant. 
Of course the number of individuals is limited. 
There was an act passed at the last session ex- 
tending the right of preémption, as was thought, 
to all the settlers on the land mentioned in the 
bill, but it was found that a few were excluded, 
and this bill is intended to give them the right, I 
hope the Senate will consider it as a private bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair fees not con- 
sider it a private bill, because it is not a claim. 
The individuals for whose benefit it is intended, 
simply ask of Congress to extend to them a priv- 
ilege. Almost every bill on the Calendar would 
be considered a private bill, if the rule were 
adopted, that because some individual had an in- 
terest in it, it was a private bill. 

Mr. DOWNS. I do not understand the dis- 
tinction. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The order which was 
made by the Senate is, that Fridays shall be set 
apart for the consideration of private claims. 

Mr. DOWNS. I thought it was private bills. 
I should like to hear the order read. 

It wag read as follows: 


Resolved, That atter the first day of January next, Friday 
of each week shall be set aside for the consideration of pri- 


vate claims, and that on that day private bills shall have |; 


priority over alt other business. 


Mr. DOWNS. I cannot understand the dis- 
tinction which is made by the Chair. It must 
consist in the setting up of a claim for money. 
The individuals for whose benefit the bill is in- 
tended, claim a right which they ask to be granted 
to them. It isa bill altogether ofa private nature. 
If the Chair decides that it is not a private bill, as 
1 wish the question settled, I shall take an appeal 
from the decision. ~ 

The PRESIDENT. If the Senator had list- 
ened to the Chair, he would have understood that 
the Chair, so far from deciding that it was not a 
parale bill, merely said that he individually be- 1 
ieved that it was not, but that it was for the Sen- | 
ate to decide whether they would consider it as 


termine that, the bill will be read. 

The bill was read. It enacts that every person 
being the head of a family, or widow, or single 
man over the age of twenty-one years, who, prior 
to January 27, 1851, was an actual settler on the 
public lands known as the Maison Rouge Grant, in 
the State of Louisiana, or his heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives, shall be entitled to enter land, not f 


minimum price of. said land, on such terms and 
under such limitations.as ave contained in the act 
entitled “An actto grant the right of preémption to 
certain settlers on the Maison Rouge Grant, in the 
event of the final adjudication in favor of the title 
of the United States,” approved January 22, 1851. 
_ The question being put, the Senate decided that 
it was not a private bill. ` 

RECESS. i SE 

Mr. BADGER. I move that when the Senate . 
i adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion; and they were ordered; and beinggaken, 
resulied—yeas 31, nays 10; as follows: : ae 

YEAS—Messrs. Aichison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Borland, Bradbury, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, Feleb,’ 
| Fish, Geyer, Hamlin, Hunter, James, Jones of Tennessee, 
King, McRae, Mangum, Miller, Norris, Sebastian, Shields 
Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, Wade, an 
Whitcomb—3l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Cass, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 


i Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Hale, Houston, Jones of Iowa, 
Mallory, and Walker—10. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


ISAAC GARRETSON, 


| _ The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
| the Whole, to consider the bill- for. the relief of. 
John R. Bryan, administrator of Isaac Garretson, 
deceased, late a Purser in the United States Navy, 
upon which the Committee on Naval Affairs had 
made an adverse report. eos 
The report was read, from which it appears 
| that Mr. Garretson was a Purser from 1822 to 
1899, at the Baltimore station, under a salary of 
forty dollars a month and two rations; that on the 
settlement of his accounts he was found ,to be in 
arrears to the amount of $1,293 64, for which a 
‘suit wag instituted against his administrator. 
| This balance is proposed to be overcome. by a 
charge of $200 per annum for house rent durin 
his period of service at Baltimore, which would 
| result in a balance against the United States. 
The credit claimed for house rent was properly 
disallowed by the Auditor, upon the ground that, 
there was no authority for the allowance; that, on - 
the contrary, the allowance of house rent was dis- 
continued In 1821. Mr. Garretson accepted. the 
appointment after the order discontinuing. the 
allowance was made, and the Department refused 
to allow the rent at that station until 1831, when 
it was thought proper to allow $200 ‘per annum. 
The effect of this allowance being granted to the 
estate of Garretson would be to overrule the dis- 
cretion wan by the Department in refusing 


the allowanceg@or house rent, and therefore the 
committee could not recommend it. It is to be 
aaah that the Secretary of the Navy was 
better able to understand what was for the public 
interest on this point than the Senate. Upon 
these considerations the committee recommended 
that the bill should not pass. 

Mr. MANGUM? Imove that the bill lie on 
| the table. I introduced the bill at the request of 
the gentleman, without having an opportunity of 
According to that report, the 


claim does not seem to be well founded. 
v motion was agreed to. 
CAPTAIN ERASTUS A. CAPRON. 
The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 
į the Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of the 
children of Captain Erastus A. Capron. 
The bill enacts that the Secretary of the Interior 
be directed to pay to the children of the late Cap- 


tain Capron, of the first regiment of artillery of the 
Army of the United States, the same Amount of 


| looking into it. 


|} pension that was allowed to Harriet R. F. Capron 


—said pension to commence from and after the 
first day of January, 1852, and to continue for, 
five years. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I move to amend the 
| bill, by inserting “twentieth day. of August, 
1852,” in place of “ first day of January, 1852;” 
which will make the pension to commence at the 
expiration of the first five years of the pension 
| which was granted to the widow of Captain Ca- 
pron. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


i 
i 
| | 
Mr. FELCH called for the reading of the re- 
| 


port of the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. There was a report 


exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, or one 
quarter section, the said land ġo include the resi- | 
dence and improvement of such settler, at the { 


made at the last session in favor of a pension for 


| the widow of Captain Capron, which may be 


read, > 


1852. 


was only eight years old. In view of their desti- 
tution, and in consideration of thé gallantry and 
many services of their deceased husband and 
father, the committee reported a bill for the contin- 
uance of her present pension to his widow. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I would only remark, 
that the bill granting the pension to the widow 
of this gallant officer was reported unanimously 
from the Committee on Pensions at the last ses- 
sion, and at this session a similar report has been 
made to give a pension to his children for five 
years. ‘The petitioner prayed that the pension 
might be given to her for the residue of her life. 
The committee, however, did not conceive it 
proper to give it for a longer period than five 
years. There are precedents for the passing of 
this bill. Bills have been passed in three other 
similar cases. As this lady is in very indigent 
circumstances, and has six children, the oldest of 
whom is but eight years old, I hope the Senate 
will pass the bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. I would ask the chairman of 
the committee who reported this bill, if it is not 
in violation of the existing law, to grant this pen- 
sion? 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Certainly not. 

Mr. DAWSON. Do younot propose to make 
it an exception to the law as it now stands? 
“Why, then, will not the pension be paid without 
the passing of this bill? 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. It is proposed by this 
bill to grant a pension to the children, ‘not to the 
widow. The report which was read was that 
which was made at the last session, proposing to 
pive a pension to the widow during her widow- 
hood, 

Mr. DAWSON. That brings up the question 
which I want to get at. Will we now adopt the 
principie that we will pension all the children of 
all the soldiers who were killed in our various 
wars—that we will make an annual appropriation 
to them? Will this Government do that? That 
is the question. If you do it in this case what 
is there to distinguish it from any other case in 
which the husband or father was killed in battle? 
If you put it on the ground of poverty, soldiers 
are usually poor, and leave families in the same 
way. If the principle is to be established, do it 
at once bya general bill, and not by an individual 
case in this way. If we do this for one, let us do 
it for all. s 

Mr. SHIELDS. The very reason that the 
petitioners apply for this pension is, that the 
general law does not cover such a case. But I 
must confess that I cannot see the force of the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Georgia, because this 
is a pension to the children, and notto the widow, 
and these children are now fatherless, penniless, 
and in poverty. I knew this officer well. I knew 
him long before he fell in battle. 1 saw him after 
he fell, and I must say that I know of no officer of 
his rank in the Army of the United States who 

ossessed more gallantry and worth than he did. 
F should regret exceedingly to see any opposition 
to the granting of the pension, because [ think it 
is due to the children of this gallant officer, who 
have no means to support them, and no protector 
but a poor mother, who has been left a widow by 
the fall of her husband. It is only for five years. 
We have gone much further in other cases, for 
officers of a higher grade, I admit, such as Gen- 
eral Worth and others, but this officer, in his 
grade, was as meritorious as any officer in the 
Army of the United States. I would feel that I 
was unjust to my own feelings if I did not state 
my recollection of his worth, as a man and as an 
officer. I saw hint when he fell in battle. Į saw 
his body there, and I should regret to see his 
children thrown penniless upon the world. 

Mr. DAWSON. I have understood that dur- 
ing that campaign in Mexico there was not an 
officer or soldier who ever turned his back upon 
the enemy. Every man who died upon the battle- 
field died nobly, and discharged his duty well. If 
they have died in this way, and many of them 
have left children, why will you select one and 
provide for his children, and leave thousands of 
others unprovided for? My sympathies were ex- 


| bill by the Senator from Georgia is one that we 


| not exclusively, upon the ground he now urges. ! 


ceased officers and soldiers. 1 thought we had 
been as liberal as any nation upon earth in pen- 


sioning those who fight the battles of the country; 


i 
| 
| 
you will establish a general principle, and let the 
country understand that they are to be taxed to | 
support the children of every poor officer and sol- į 
dier who died in the service of thecountry. I can- | 
not see why poverty should give to the children of | 
A any advantage over the children of B, who may | 
have been killed in a battle, but who had some | 
property. Itis not for the purpose of raising or | 
educating children that we legislate. We have no | 
such power. It is for the purpose of compen- | 
sating services rendered to the country that we | 
give these pensions. The services of the man | 
who has been fortunate enougl® by his industry | 
to accumulate wealth, and still has courage suffi- 
cient to carry him to the field, and not send a sub- 
stitute, and dies there, are as valuable as those of 
the poor man. There is no power of discrimina- 
tion in this Government between wealth and pov- 
erty upon a principle of this kind. We should 
stand upon a principle which recognizes the equal- 
ity of all men who serve the country. Iam un- 
willing to adopt this partial position, and lay down 
a dot here and there according to the desire of the ; 


various representatives of different States as to i| 


some very worthy and proper case to their own 
knowledge. I know of fifty cases in my own State 


where husbands and fathers died in Mexico, and |! 


left their widows and children probably as poor as | 
these are; and can I consent to a bill of this kind 
for an individual casc, and not make the same 
grant to all? Upon principle I am opposed to it. 
But if we have power to pass a bill, let us have it 
so that all shall be entitled to the same aid. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would be very willing to 
see a general bill and a general law, and I think it 
would be due from the country to cover allsuch cases 
as this, where the father has been killed in battle, 
and where his children have been left minors and 
orphans, and poor. I hold that the nation is 
bound to step in and become a father of that fam- | 
ily. I put it upon the highest principles of moral | 
equity, that in such a case, the nation is bound to | 
step in and take the place of a parent. That there 
is no general law is no reason why this bill should 
not be adopted. On the contrary, it is a reason 
why it should be passed. But the honorable Sen- 
ator from Georgia, who I know is as generous in 
these matters as I am—and the view he take is not | 
opposed to the principle of this bill as far as I can | 
see—says this nation has been more liberal to- į 
wards its military men than any other nation in 
the world. `I tell that Senator that no nation on 
God’s earth has obtained such military service as 
this nation has with so little cost. Why, your 
armies have brought you through three wars; and 
what have those armies cost you? An army ofa 
nation of half the size, on a peace establishment, 
in Europe, costs more than all your armies, in- 
cluding pensions and all; for your soldiers fly to | 


i| have general laws on the subject of pensions, a 


of this Government as I think itis safe and 
and I shall not object to this now, if you say that {| 


> Í 
your standard in the hour of danger, and when || 
i 


the danger is over they retire to private life and į 
shift for themselves. And now, when you have a ; 
case of this kind where a man has been killed in 
battle, and his children are poor and destitute, can 
you turn round and say that because there is no 
general law to cover the case, these children shall 
be turned out on the charities of the world? Surely | 
not. Ido not want to discuss this question fur- | 
ther. i 


Mr. BORLAND. The objection raised to this 


have heard time and again from him on every 
proposition of this kind. I believe that no bill 
granting a pension has ever come hefere the Sen- ; 
ate which he has not opposed, and generally, if ; 


i 
j 


I think, however, that the very reason upon which | 
he rests his objection is a reason why we should į 
pass the bill. He objects to it because it is not a: 
general bill including all cases. That can be no; 
objection to this bill, unless the passing this pre- : 
cludes us from passing a general bill. But the | 
passage of this bill, giving pensions to these chil-: 
dren, does not preclude us from passing a general | 


bill, or bill for every individual case equally meri- 


torious which may come before us... On the con- 
trary, it makes a precedent for them. But Iam in 


i| favor of special bills of this sort, because I wish to` 


put each case on its own individual merit. Wé 


for general purposes they are very eral, and. 
give as much discretion to the Executive officer 


proper 


to give them. 
vide for every case of merit. “It is because cases 
like this are not and cannot be embraced in those 
general laws that the petitioners have now come 


l here. They show their claim to be one strong in, 


equity and in every consideration that should en- 
title them, to the bounty of the Government. I 


hold that Congress is the proper and only safe 


and proper tribunal for the adjudication of such 

claims, and, determine whether they are individ- 

ually meritorious or not. For myself, I am will- 

ing and resolved to vote for every case that can 

be shown to be as meritorious as this. I have 
voted for a number of such cases, and I shall con- 
tinue to vote for them, whenever they may come 
up, as long as there is‘a dollar in the Treasury to. 
pay them with. 

The Senator from Georgia says he opposes 
this because it is not a general bill, and yet we 
find him opposing all bills of. the kind. Be- 
cause it is not now proposed to provide for every 
case that may hereafter come before us, he is de- 
termined to provide for none, however meritorious, 
and however needy! An extraordinary reason it 
seems to me. 

Now, I agree freely, and will go cordially with 
the Senator from Ilinois, (Mr. Smretps,] as far 
ts he has indicated his willingness to go; and if 
there be any one willing to go further, Iwill go as 
far as the furthest, in providing for the widows 
and orphans who have been made such, and left 
destitute of the means of subsistence, by the pa- 
triotic devotion of their husbands and fathers to the 
cause of their country upon the field of battle. I 
do not think we can expend the public money in 
a holier cause, or in a better way. 

Senators talk about bankrupting the Govern- 
ment, by taking care of the widows and orphans 
of those who have taken care of the country in 
the hour of its peril and its need! Bankrupt the 
Government indeed! Where, sir, I would ask, 
would the Government have been, but for the 
warm hearts and strong hearts of those men who 
flew to its standard in the hour of danger, and not 
only illustrated its honor, but actually preserved 
its existence? Such men, sir, have a claim, 
which I cannot resist, not only upon the justice 
and equity of this Government, but upon its grati- 
tude; and thatclaim descends to their widows and 
orphans with an augmented force, which I, for one, 
will never question, and never seek to resist or 
evade. 

Such men (and the father of these children was 
such aman) enter our military service, not because 
the provisions of any general law, as part of the 
conditions of their service, promise the care and 
protection of those most dear to them in the event 
of their death, which we now propose to give— 
there is no such general law—but they were act- 
uated by higher and less selfish motives. And 
now we are called upon to respond to those high 
and unselfish motives, by exercising the highest and 
holiest sentiments of our nature—not only justice 
and equity, but generous sympathy and gratitude. 
Shall we fail in those high duties to ourselves and 
our country, which considerations like these im- 
pose upon us? ane i 

If the Senator from Georgia will bring forward 
a general bill, such as he has alluded to, to include 
all cases as meritorious as this, and will give it 
such form as to make it practicable in its opera- 
tion, I will cheerfully vote for it. But I do not 
think this can be done. I think the only proper and 
safe foundation for legislation for such cases, isthe 
particular merit of each case. f am willing and | 
desirous to sit as a court of equity upon each case ag 
it arises, with the authority and, purpose to in 
clude national gratitude among the considerations 
which shall control my judgment. 

Mr. HAMLIN, F have no hope of arresting 
the progress of this bill; but as I propose to vote 
with the honorable Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
Dawson,]} I desire to state a few of the reasons 
which control my vote. IfI were to listen to the 
counsels of the Senator. from Illinois, [Mr. _ 


You cannot by general laws pros 
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Siretys;] and consult my-own feelings, I should 
voté with that Senator. If, in our deliberations 
here, we were to consult our passions and not‘our 
judgments, E should most assuredly vote for the 
“passage of the.bill.. That this officer-was a most 
$ nt andgmeritorious oné, we have no doubt; 
“we were to grant pensions upon the simple 
‘tinciple of meritorious actions, we might well go 
is bill. Or if we were to grant pensions 
from considerations of sympathy for the orphan 
children who were in poverty, we might well vote 
for this bill. “But it seems to me- that there are 
other and higher. and vastly more. equitable ĉon- 
siderations that should control ouraction, There 
are various pension laws which rest on certain 
principles including ‘certain cases. We have a 
variety of applications here to include certain per- 
sons who are excluded from the benefit of these 
general laws for the want of mere technicalities, 
or of some ‘evidence which is merely technical. 
In cases of that kind, I have uniformly voted in 
favor of such bills, because it goes to put those | 
cases within the general principle—it tends to 
bring them within the genera] law. The principle 
which is proposed to be adopted ‘here in this bill 
is to give a pension to individuals against the gen- 
eral law, and against the general principle. | 

I submit to the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Jonzs,] 
that if, in granting a gratuity—for this is nothing | 
more nor less—to the applicants in this case, and 
doing what he calis “justice” in this case, are we 
not doing gross injustice to every other one situa- 
ted in likecircumstances? ‘Task thatif, in dealing 
out what the Senator calls “‘ merey”’ in this case, 
we are not unmerciful to a great number—to the 
hundreds of cases that are excluded? 

{ do’ not believe that it is our duty, by being 
generous in this case, to be ungenerous in all other 
cases; and certainly we shall be so if we pass this 
bill.’ It differs entirely from those excepted cases 
for which we pass laws to bring them within the 
provisions of the general rule. It is directly the 
opposite. In granting a gratuity in this case, we 
do injustice to every other case of the kind. As- 
sume as a ground for granting pensions, meritori- 
ous services, or extreme poverty of orphan chil- 
dren, and let that principle be made to apply ona 
sliding seale, and then’ every other case of every 
other soldier who perishes in our wars, whether 
private or officer, will come,here and demand of 
you asimilar bill in his case, differing only in de- 
gree, but not in principle. 

Ihave no hope of arresting the progress of this 
bill; none in the world. It is a foregone conélu-’ 
gion, that all bills of this character are to pass this 
body. Our'sympathies are appealed to, and un- 
der that state of sympathy we pass these bills. I 
commend that state of feeling very highly, and 
were I to consult it I should assuredly vote with 
the Senators who vote for this bill; but, believing 
that we do more injustice in passing a bill of this 
description, to a greater number of cases than we 
do mercy to those for whom a benefit is designed, 
L hold it to be my duty to vote against this andall | 
other bills of a similar character. 

Mr. CASS. Existing laws give pensions to | 
the widow and minor children of officers and 
soldiers who fell in the battles of their country. į 
And why? Because he that God and Nature pro- 
vided to take care of them, has fallen in the service ; 
of his country. We have assumed to give these 
pensions for five years. There is no virtue in 
five, or four, or three, or two years, or one year. i 
There is no peculiar reason, except a reason of | 
expediency, why you should stop at five years. | 
T think, however, that it isa fair rule. We give: 
these pensions for five years. I am unwilling to | 
go further by a general law; but I am perfectly | 
willing, when a cas? like this comes before us, | 
where orphan children are minors, and will be 
minors for years to come, to grant a pension. I 
am willing not to extend the law, but to make the: 
case come under the general principle and reason : 
of the law; and for this reason, that these children i 
are incapable of taking care of themselves. They | 
have lost the man whom God provided to take. 
care of them; and therefore it seems to me the | 
obligation which the country assumes for five |} 
years should be continued until they are able to i 
provide for themselves. Therefore I am willing, | 
when it is shown, in any individual case, that | 
children are helpless, and minors, and unable to | 
take care of themselves, to carry the principle to 


“reasonable inference. 


guch a case and to say that the country shall take | 


; = = 
care of them until their state of minority is ended. 
Then our duty is at an. end; because then: the 
duty of the parent would be at an end; and we 
have placed ourselves in the position of the parent. 
While I should vote against a general law, I should 
be perfectly willing to vote for every case as meri- 
torious as this. sh et nok 

Mr.. JONES, of Iowa. It happens that this 
widow and her children are personally known to 
mê; and 1 believe are personally known. to four 
members of the Committee on Pensions. ~ The 
committee were unanimous in reporting this bill. 
It is known that these children are entirely des- 
titute of all means of support. : They are entirely. 
without every means ordinarily given to the chil- 
dren of our ‘country to obtain an education. If 
any petition should be presented in as meritorious 


a case, | feel confident that the committee would |; 


report favorably on such a case, even if it would 
require a hundred bills, or a thousand bills. 1 
should take pleasure, as one of the members of the 
comunittee, in voting for every case as meritorious 
as this is. But, if we were to report a general 
bill, the Senator from Georgia has given us warn- 
ing that he will oppose it. s | 

i hope that if there is any further information 
desired in the case, the report, which has just been 
received from the Secretary’s office, will be read, 
if any genueman desires it. I believe, however, 
that there is no necessity for it, The gallant ser- 
vices of Captain Capron have been certified to the 
committée by officers who served with him. It 
was shown to the satisfaction of the committee, 
and it is evident, from the report of the Secretary 
of War, that he died at the head of his company 
while charging on the enemy. 

Mr. DAWSON. I want to be understood in 
relation to this matter. I do not believe that Con- 
gress has the power to do the act now proposed. 
1 recollect that it was but a short time ago since a 
distinguished head of this Government laid it 
down as a position, that Congress had no right to 
appropriate money to buy wood to warm the poor 
of this city. | 

Mr. WALKER. They did it though. 

Mr. DAWSON. And now we are about to 
appropriate money for the purpose of sustaining 
the poor. Thatis a duty, a power, and a right 
belonging to the States. This Government has 
no concern with it. It has no right to raise a fund 
to maintain the poor of the different States. In 
one sense of the term, we have no citizens of the 
United States.” All our people live within the 
limits of the States.” There poor laws are to be 
passed, and the poor to be provided for. There 
laws are to be passed to “provide for education. 
Have they not such laws in the State of my friend 
from Iowa? This Government has never attempted 
to exercise those powers; and until within a few 
years, no one ever thought of this Government 
iaking it upon itself to make provision for the chil- 
dren of deceased officers and soldiers. . It was for- 
merly contended that the right of pensions was a 
personal right, arising out of personal services, 
and that we were compensating for these services | 
by granting pensions. This is the ground which | 
I occupy. 

Can we make allowances to support and edu- 
cate orphan children? Those children reside in 
the State of my friend from Towa. Are there not 
laws there to provide for educating and main- 
taining the poor? Does such a power as this be- 
long to the General Government? If it has such | 
a power, would it not be a doubtful policy to ex- 
ercise it? For who is to understand so well the 
necessity and importance of providing for the poor 
of their own localities, as the Legislatures of the 
several States? This is one of the greatest | 
stretches of the Constitution. This power to ed- 
ucate and maintain the poor, is not to be found in | 
the Constitution. Itis not granted. Nor can it | 
be drawn from any of the grants of power by any 
Tagree with alate lamented | 
head of the Government of the United States, when 
he said he did not see where the authority resided, 
or the power was granted, for him totake the pub- | 
lic money even to buy wood for the poor of the 
District of Columbia. He went upon principle; | 
but now principle is to be abandoned, and our 
sympathies are to be appealed to. If I were to 
trust myself to my sympathies, this Government 
would soon be bankrupt; for I maintain that I 
have as much indulgence and kindness in my na- 
turcas apy man living, in favor of the widow and 


the orphan. But.when T ‘stand. upon a principle, 
it is a different thing. 7 

.Mr. CASS. The objection the Senator from 
Georgia has raised, is new tome. . He says that 
the Constitution makes.no-grant of the right to 
give pensions. OTR Sia z 

Mr. DAWSON. I did not say that there was 
no right to grant pensions; but that the Constitu» 
tion gave no right to the General Government, to, 
appropriate the public money to maintain the poor, 
and educate the orphan. ieee ae 

Mr. CASS. I understood the Senator to main. 
tain that we had no right to grant pensions to wid- 
ows and children of deceased officers and soldiers. 
Now, there are two kinds of pensions. One kind. , 
consists in thase granted to the persons themselves 
who have performed military services, and the... 
other kind is where pensions are granted to those: ; 
who sland in the nearest position to them, This 
has been done from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment to the present day. Without going any furs 
ther, allow me to tell the honorable gentleman that ` 
the moment you give to the General Government 
the power to raise an army, you give them all.the’ 
powers necessary and incident to sustain it. There 
is nota word in the Constitution which allows 
you to pay the soldier, or to give him clothing or 
provisions. Where, then, do you get that power? 
From the power granted to.raisé and maintain an 
army. Then,as a fair incident to that. power, is 
the right to do whatever may reasonably be done 
in relation to it. From the revolutionary contest. 
down to our own days, an incident to a man’s ... 
going into the service is the hope and the prospect - 
held out to him that we will support the widow’ 
and orphans that he may leave after him. We 
hold this out as an encouragement to induce men. 
to enter the Army. This is one of the induce- 
ments to men to come and offer their services 
when the Government is in danger. The power 
of granting pensions is a necessary and fair inci- 
dent of the right to maintain an army.: If, in the 
exercise of that power, we are satisfied that it is 
necessary to hold out this inducement, why it is 
fairly and properly incident to the power granted. 

I have lived a good while. The country has 
been ruined about ‘one hundred and fifty times in ` 
my day; but 1 do not believe that we are going ‘to 
ruin the country now by granting pensions to the 
orphans of deceased soldiers so long: as ‘those. or- 
phans remain in a state of minority... 0y 

The bill was repotted to the Senate’. without 
amendment; and ordered: to be engrossed for a 
third reading. : 

JAMES W. LOW AND OTHERS. 

The Senate next proceeded to consider, ag in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill for the compen- 
sation of James W. Low and others, for the cap- 
ture of the British armed schoner Ann, during 
the late war with Great Britain. , 

It enacts that the Secretary of the Treasury be 
authorized and directed to pay to: James; Wa.: 
Low, William Driscoll, and to such other persons 
as may be legally authorized to receive the.same, 
the sum of $2,570 30, being the amount paid into 
the Treasury of the United States, and placed to 
the account of ‘fines, penalties, and forfeitures,’? 
in consequence of the sale, under a decree of the 
United States district court for the district of 
Maine, of the British private armed schooner Ann, 
in the year 1814, captured by the aforesaid named 
persons; the same to be paid to James W. Low 
and his associates, their heirs and assigns, in 
equal proportions. Seige 

Mr. HALE. If thereis any report in that casé’ 
T should like to hear it read. ae 

The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of the House of Representatives was read. It ap- 
pears that James W. Low and his associates, in 
October, 1814, captured the British private armed 
schooner Ann, and brought her i as a-prize to the 
State of Maine. The vessel and cargo were li- 
beled and sold under an order of the United States 
district court for that district; and the sum of 
$5,518 45 was received under that sale. After 
deducting, for sundry expenses, the amount of 
$377 85, there remained a net balance of $5,140-60 
Of this sum, $1,727 73 was paid to the colleetor, 
and $642 57 to the surveyor of the port of Thom-> 
aston—being one half of the net balance. The 
other half—§2,570 30—was paid into the Treasury... 
of the United States, on account of Mr. Low and 
his associates not being able to attend to the vindi- 
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cation of their rights—being absent in the service 
of their country. Thus it happened that those 
persons never received any part of the proceeds of 
the sale of the vessel and cargo thus captured and 
brought into port, under circumstances of the most 
daring bravery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a || 
third reading. | 

ELIZABETH MONROE, 

The Senate next proceeded to consider, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Monroe, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. It enacts that there be grant- 
edto Elizabeth Monroe, widow of James J.C. 
Monroe, late of the Army of the United States, 
for the space of five years, from and after the Ist 
of January, 1852, a pension, payable semi-annu- |! 
ally, equal to one half of the pay to which said || 
James J. C. Monroe was entitled at the time of || 
his decease. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without |; 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

MARY W. THOMPSON. 

The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of | 
the Whole, to consider the bil! for the relief of į 
Mary W. Thompson, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. It enacts that the Secretary of |i 
the Interior be directed to place the name of Mary 
W. Thompson, widow of Lieutenant Colonel |; 
Alexander Thompson, upon the pension roll, and į 
to pay to her during her widowhood the pension 
heretofore allowed her, to commence on the Ist 
day of January, 1852. 

Without disposing of this bill, on motion, the 
Senate adjourned to Monday next. ! 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 23, 1852. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. Moreay. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Mr. SMART. There are one or two commu- || 
nications of importance from the Executive upon 
the Speaker’s table, and I ask now the unanimous 
consent of the House that they may be referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

No objection being made, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: 

To the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

I communicate to both Houses of Congress a report from |; 
the Department of State, containing copies of the corre- 
spondence which has taken place between that Department 
and the Minister of the United States in Paris, respecting 
the political occurrences which have recently taken place || 
in France. MILLARD FILLMORE. 

WASHINGTON, January 20, 1852. 

Referred to the Commitiee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

I. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, |! 
giving information of the loss of the revenue cut- |; 
ter Lawrence, and recommending that the appro- 
priation of six additional revenue cutters, asked 
for in his annual report, be increased to $90,000; 
and urging upon Congress the importance of early |! 
action in said matter; which was referred to the | 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to } 
be printed. ; 

il. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the |: 
Treasury, transmitting estimates of the Secretary |; 
Minnesola Territory, for the expenses of that |i 
rritory for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1852; 
and a letter from the same officer, suggesting fur- 
ther appropriations to meet the expenses of that 
Territory for the year ending June 30, 1852; which | 
said letter and accompanying papers were referred 
to the Committee of Ways aud Means, and o1 
dered to be printed. 

ILL. A leiter from the Secretary of War, trans- |i 
mitting his annual report of the clerks and other 
persona employed in his Department during the || 
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the table and be printed. 


i the table and be printed. 


| papers were ordered to lie on the table and be 


; I wish to inquire whether a motion was made on 
| yesterday to reconsider the vote of the 


i the vote on the adoption of that resolution, for the |i 


i bate at three o’clock on Saturday. 


| I proposed. 


i that this is not a debatable question. | 


| simply rise to say that every day’s delay in pass- 
: ing this bill will beat a very great cost to the Gov- 


: lution without a perfect knowledge of its conse- 


: ernment could have obtained three and a half per 


26, 1852. 


past year; which said letter and accompanying i 
papers were ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

IV. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a statement of the expenses of the national 
armories, and of the number ofarms and append- 
ages made and repaired thereat, during the fiscal 
year ending the 30th June, 1851; which said letter 
and accompanying papers were ordered to lie on 


V. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting a detailed statement of the expendi- 
ture of the contingent fund of his Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1851; which, with | 
the accompanying papers, was ordered to He on 


VI. A letter from the Postmaster General, trans- 
mitting his anneal report of the clerks and other 
persons employed iv his Department during the 
past year; which said letter and accompanying 


printed. 

VIE. A letter from the Postmaster General, sub- | 
mitting an estimateof the sums of money expected | 
to be required for the service of the year commen- 
cing Ist July, 1852; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. If these communications are || 
all through with, I move that the rules be sus- |! 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into ji 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. | 
Mr. DANIEL. Irise to a privileged question. |! 


Louse 
closing debate on the Mexican indemmity bill? | 

The SPEAKER. ‘There was no such motion || 
made. 

Mr. DANIEL. F make that motion now; and 
my reason for making it is this: A ii has been 
made upon the State Department for information | 
in regard to certain matters, and upon which in- || 
formation there may be some who are desirous to |) 
say something before this debate is closed. In |! 
order to accomplish that object, therefore, and be- | 
lieving that the delay of a day or two will make | 
no difference in this matter, I move to reconsider į 


purpose of going into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. | 

Mr. MEADE. That resolution was adopted 
at my instance on yesterday. I had been under 
the impression that that resolution terminated de- 
it seems to 
me that those were the terms of the resolution which 


The SPEAKER. The terms of the resolution 
were, to close debate upon to-morrow at three 
o’clock, which places it upon the present day. 

Mr. MEADE. Then I shall vote for the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. BROOKS. IT shall oppose that resolution. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 


Mr. BROOKS. J donot intend to debate it. E 


ernment. Ifthe House choose to delay the mat- 
ter, however, I am perfectly willing they should 
doit. ido not wish, however, to pass any reso- 


quences; butt will state that a year ago the Gov- 


to-day; and if the resolution were delayed twenty 
days longer, the Government will have to pay a 


premium. ne 


Mr. DANIEL. If I supposed that two or three į 
days’ delay would make any material difference | 
to the Government, I would not make the motion, |. 
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made by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooxs.} I will suggest that the call upon the 
Seeretary of State refers entirely to matters that 
have passed. Ido not consider that the informa- 
tion which we may get in response to that call 
will in any respect direct us to a proper determin- 
ation in respect to the resolution now before the 
House. 

The SPEA 


f KER. The Chair must interrupt 
this debate. 


Itis all out of order. 


Mr, DANIEL. The gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Hovsron] may be correct in relation to the 


character of the information to be received from 
the Secretary of State; but I do not conceive that 
a delay of two or three days can make any essen- 
tial diiference. FE hope the House will at least ap- 
propriate to-day and to-morrow to the considera- 
tion of private bills. 

Mr, HOUSTON. | Well, E desired to present 
this view to the House, for I want to excuse my- 
self from any responsibility in the matter, if the 
House choose to delay the passage of this bill. 

The question being upon the motion to recon- 
sider, 

Mr. MEADE demanded tellers; which were or- 


: dered; and Messrs. Muanx and low er were ap- 


pointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 69, noes 67. 

So the Fouse agreed to reconsider, 

The question now recurred upon the adoption 


| of the resolution to close debate to-day at three 


o`elock. 

Mr., DANIEL moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, 

Mr. SWEETSER demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Me HOUSTON. If the House will allow me, 
I will suggey whether it will not be better to set 
some time for closing this debate ? - 

Mr. M ADE, We cannot set the time. We 
have called for information which I think it is 
necessary that we should have. I hope debate 
will not be closed till we get that information. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think the only way we can 
get rid of the resolution is, to lay it upon the ta- 
ble. J hope the House will lay it upon the table, 
and take up something else. 

Mr. SWEETSER withdraw the call for the 

eas and nays. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I renew it. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. DANIEL. At the suggestion of gentle- 
men around me, I will withdraw the motion to 
lay on the table, and move to amend the resolu- 
tion, so as to close debate on Monday next at 
three o’clock. 

Mr. OLDS. That is resolution day. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then I move to insert three 
o’clock on Tuesday next. 

Mr. DUNHAM demanded tellers on the mo- 
tion; which were ordered, and Messrs. Ricwann- 


' son, and Sranvon of ‘Tennessee, appointed. 


The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 30, noes not counted, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Daniex, and there were—yeas 81, nays 
96; as follows: 

¥EAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, Bartlett, Bibig- 
hans, Bowie, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Busby, Thompson 
Jamipbell, C Cobb, Cutions, Daniel, L 
Dinamiek, Dis 
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Dunham, Evans, Ficklin, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Goodenow, Grow, ‘Hamilton, Harper, Haws, Hebard, 
Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, Horsford, Hous- 

- ton, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, 
Hunter, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kuhns, 
Mace, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Mason, McLan- 
ahan, Meacham, Millson, Miner, Nabers, Newton, Out- 
Jaw, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, Powell, 
Price, Robbins, Savage, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Abraham P. 
Stevens, Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin, Sweetser, 
Taylor, Benj. Thompson, Thurston, Walbridge, Walsh, 
Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Alexander, 
White, Williams, and Yates-—96. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, asked leave to 
vote, although he was without the bar when his 
name was called. Objection being made his. vote 
was not recorded. 

The SPEAKER.. The question recurs upon 
the adoption of the resolution now before the 
House. i 

‘Mr. MEADE. I understand the resolution is 
the same asadopted yesterday. I move to lay it 
upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. . 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish to in- 
quire if the motion to lay upon the table do not 

revail, it will not be in order to amend the reso- 
ution, by inserting three o’clock on any other 
day? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think not. 

The SPEAKER. It isin order. Itis a reso- 
lution in the usual form to close debate at three 
o’clock upon the Mexican indemnity bill. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Mrape, and there were—yeas 73, nays 104; 
as follows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Bartlett, Bocock, Bragg, A. G. 
Brown, Buell, Busby, I'.Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Church- 
well, Clark, Coleock, Danicl, Dean, Durkee, Edgerton, 
Evans, Faulkner, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Gamble, Gay- 
lord, Gentry, Gilmore, Green, Grey, Grow, Hart, Holladay, 
Howard, Ingersoll, John Johnson, R. W. Johnson, D, T. 
Jones, Kurtz, Leteher, Lockhart, Mason, MeDonald, Me- 
Mullin, McNair, Meade, Molony, Morrison, Nabers, Orr, 
Andrew Parker, Polk, Richardson, Riddle, Russell, Savage, 
Seurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, 
Smith, Snow, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, 
Sweetser, Townshend, Venable, Wallace, Addison White, 
Wilcox, and Woodward—73. è 

NAY S—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, John Apple- 
ton, W. Appleton, Averett, Babeock, Barrere, Beale, Bib- 
ighaus, Bowin, Bowne, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, 
E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chand- 
ler, Chastain, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Cottman, Cullom, 
George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Doek- 
ery, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Fowler, Henry M. lutler, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goodenow, Hamilton, Har- 
per, Haws, Hascall, Hebard, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
Horsford, Houston, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, 
Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, George 
W. Jones, Kulns, Mace, Mann, Edward C. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McLanahan, Meacham, Mil- 
ley, Millson, Miner, Murphy, Olds, Outlaw, Samuel W. 
Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, Phelps, Porter, Price, Robbins, 
Robinson, Sackett, Schooleraft, Schoommaker, Scudder, 
Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stauton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, George W.’Thomp- 
son, ‘Thurston, Tuck, Watbridge, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, 
Welch, Wells, Alexander White, Williams, and Yates—t04. 

So the resolution was not laid upon the table. 

Mr. ROBBINS. J think the question has been 
sufficiently debated, and I therefore ask the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HOUSTON, ‘What will be the effect of it? 

The SPEAKER. To bring the House to a 
vote upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, I know that; but the 
terms of the resolution is to close debate to-mor- 
row, and that resolution, thus worded, was made 
yesterday. If the resolution is adopted, will the 
effect be to close debate this evening or to-mor- 
row? 

The SPEAKER. It will be for the House to 
put its own construction upon its own actions. 

Mr. DANIEL. F suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rogziys] to withdraw 
his motion, and allow the resolution to be 
amended. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I will, and I propose to offer 
an amendment, that the debate be closed to-day 
at three o’clock. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to suggest another day as an 
amendment, and the question will then be first 
taken upon the longer time. I move that the de- 
bate be closed to-morrow at two o’clock. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Iexcept the amendment, and 
I move the previous question. 

Mr. MEADE. I suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania three o’clock. 


The. previous question then received a second, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The.question was first taken upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Rossins, it was agreed to. 

The question ‘then recurring upon the adoption 
of the resolution, it was put and agreed to. 

So the House decided to close debate upon the 
Mexican indemnity bill at two o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted, and to 
lay that motion upon the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS. itis not inorder. It has 
been reconsidered once. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
it is not the same resolution in-all its parts, and 
therefore the vote may be reconsidered. ‘Such is 
the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. MEADE called the yeas and nays upon 
the motion of Mr. Dunaam; but they were not 
ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the motion to 
reconsider was laid upon the table. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House upon the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Irise to a question of order. 
I was upon the floor, was so recognized by the 
Speaker, and had submitted—— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The gentle- 
man from Alabama is correct. 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I appeal to 
the gentleman from Alabama to withdraw his mo- 
tion for a moment, to permit me to make a personal 
explanation in regard to a publication which has 
been made by the public printer, and laid upon our 
tables, affecting to some extent my veracity. 

A Voice. How long will it take? 

Mr. STANTON. Buta few minutes. 

[Cries “Let him make the explanation !’7] 

Mr. STANTON said: On the 19th inst., during 
the debate which occurred upon the resolution 
ordering a number of copies of the Abstract of the 
Census to be obtained by the Printing Committee, 
L took occasion to make a few remarks in regard 
to the manner in which the public printer was 
complying with his contract. I stated that the 
Printing Committee had obtained an interview with 
Mr. Hamilton, and were given ‘distinctly to un- 
derstand that he could not comply with his con- 
tract, and did not expect to do so, én this respect, 
that he was not prepared to furnish such a de- 
scription of paper as his contract required.” 

In no other respect did I intimate that he had 
failed to meet the requirements of his official un- 
dertaking, unless the delay which has occurred in 
the delivery of the President’s message and accom- 
panying documents, to which I alluded, may be so 
considered. I intended to be understood as indi- 
cating distinctly the specific particular in which 
this contractor had failed to meet the requirements 
of his contract, and confined it to theinferior qu ality 
of the paper he had furnished and expected to 
furnish. I regarded itas a failure in the most ma- 
terial part—a failure which could not be excused 
by the committee or the Flouse, and one which I, 
as amember of that committee, would not tolerate. 
Our public documents are intended to be bound 
and preserved, and if not printed upon strong and 
durable paper will be useless. Delay in the exe- 
cution of the work might be tolerated to some 
extent, if the material and execution are such as 
we are authorized to expect; but my sense of 
public duty compels me, while I might excuse 
some delay, to require of the public printer the 
kind and quality of materials for which we have 
agreed to pay him. 

‘The public printer has addressed me a letter, 
which has been printed and Jaid upon the desks of 
members, in which, while he scems to exculpate 


| from intentional misrepresentation, ingeniously 


eontrives to convey the idea that I have, with a 
view to injure him, departed from the truth. I have 
nothing to say in vindication of my own veracity 
more than the chairman of the House committee, 
the honorable Mr. Gorman, has said in the letter 
which he has been kind enough to furnish me, and 
which I send to the Clerk to be read: 
Wasunineron CITY, D. C., January 22, 1852. 

Hon. R. H. STANTON: 

Sin: In reply to your note of this. date, requesting my 
recollection of the statements made by Mr. Hamilton in the 


the requirements of the contract. 


| required by his contract. — i 
| direct answer, or excused himself by referring to 


committee-room, in regard to the publie printing, I haveto 
say, that the remarks made by you in the House, and re- 
ported in the Globe, substantially give the effect.and sub- 
stance of what Mr. Hamilton said. As nearly as I ean ree- 
ollect, E will give the particulars of this interview as they 
occurred. After some conversation between the chairman 
of the Joint Committee and Mr. Hamilton, I turned to the 
latter and told him that “‘it was said by experienced prac- 
‘ tical printers, that he could not possibly execute his con- 
‘tract without serious loss, and that it had been seemingly 
‘demonstrated by figures; that the price he received under 
‘the contract would not buy the paper he had engaged to 
‘use—paper weighing fifty pounds to the ream-—and if not 
‘so, he could disprove it, and if he intended to rely upon 
< Congress for relief, we desired now to know it.” 

To this Mr. Hamilton replied: ** He could not get paper 
weighing fifty pounds to the ream without the cash.” F 
said, “I understood differently, if he could. give good in- 
dorsers.” He replied: “He could not run about and ask 
his friends to do that for him; that he expected to furnish 
paper weighing trom forty-four to forty-eight pounds to the 


| ream.” . * But, sir”? said I, “this paper has been weighed 
by the chairman of the Senate committee, and it does not 
| weigh quite forty pounds to the ream.?? Another sample 


was then weighed, and it held up to forty-two pounds only 
to the ream. None that we had before us came up to the 
requirement of the contract. 

I then told Mr. Hamilton of a conversation I had with 
one of the paper makers, who did business on an extensive 
scale, from whom I had Jearned, that when Mr. Hamiiton 
went to him to purchase paper for the public printing, he 
had selected an article far inferior in weightand other quat- 
ities to the contract stipulations, probably not weighing 
more than thirty-eight pounds to the rean; and when the 
gentleman informed Mr. Hamilton that it would not fill the 
contract, he, Mr. H., replied that “it was none of his busi- 
ness 32? and Mr. Hamilton, failing to give the price for the 
paper of proper quality, did not get any. To this Mr. 
Bamilton replied: ¢* Thatif he did not give the paper-maker 
such an answer, he ought to have done it, for he deserved 
it, and it certainly was not his business.” 3 

I told Mr. Hamilton, that I wanted him distinetly to un- 
derstand, that under no circumstances could he expect re- 
lief from Congress, either if he performed his contract and 
lost money by it, or failed to perform it; and asked him to 
say distinetly whether he could furnish paper according to 
the quality prescribed in the contract, and. do the work ? 
He said in reply, that “the committee were very tight on 
‘him, in requiring him to come fally up to the contract in 
‘regard to the weight of the paper ; that he had not been 


; fable to get paper heavy enough to meet the contract, but 


‘expected to do so as neur as he could.” 

In the interview with Mr. Hamilton, he firmly impressed 
me, and 1 apprehend every one else of the committee, with 
the conviction, that he could not comply strictly with his 
contract, and did not expect to do so, but relied upon the 
indulgence of the committee in allowing him to furnish an 
inferior description of paper. I therefore sum up the result 
of this conference as follows: 

First. Mr. [famifton confessed tacitly that he had not 
complied with his contract in regard to the weight of the 
paper, and acknowledged his inability to do s0. 

Second. That he did not expect to furnish better paper 
than that exhibited before the committee, samples of which 
were weighed before him by Colonel Borland, on seales 
prepared for such purposes, and none of which eame up to 


Very rsspectfully, W. A. GORMAN. 

It may be proper to add, that from the interview 
had with Mr. Hamilton, in the committee room, 
I was firmly impressed with the conviction, that 
he designed to impose upon Congress an inferior 


i quality of paper, and relied upon the liberality of 


the Printing Committee to overlook the matter. 
His excuses for not furnishing better paper for the 
documents already furnished, were inconsistent, 
sometimes frivolous, and never reasonable. At 
no time, even in answer to direct questions sub- 
mitted with a view to elicit frank answers, did he 
promise to procure paper such as was imperatively 
He either evaded.a 


the difficulties of procuring the proper quality of 
paper. 

it is not my nature to be ungenerous, and I am 
not disposed to deal more harshly with the public 
printer, as he supposes, than my obligations to 
the country require. He has sought his own po- 
sition—he has placed himself in an attitude before 
Congress which he might have avoided. If he 


| took the contract relying upon its violation to en- 


able him to make money, he has attempted an 
imposition upon Congress, for which he deserves 
rebuke and punishment. If he expected to exe- 
cute his contract in good faith and rely upon the 
liberality of Congress to indemnify him for losses 
he would inevitably sustain, he was guilty of stu- 
pidity quite as unpardonable. The experience of 
other contractors, who have been denied indemnity, 
was enough to enlighten him upon this point. In 
either event he has entitled himselfto no undue favor 
on the part of Government, and ought not to ex- 
pectit. The only safety to the Government is in 
holding contractors to a rigid compliance with 


| their responsibilities; and when welearn to do this, 


the innumerable frauds and impositions to which 
Government has been subjected, will cease, and 
not until then. 
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The public printer intimates that the effect of 
my statement was to injure him pecuniarily and 
personally. I disclaim all such intentions, and 
have said what I have in discharge of a high pub- 
lic duty. 


FEES OF CLERKS. 


Mr. McLANAHAN. I have been instructed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary to submit a 
resolution. Asit relates to a matter of importance, 
I ask the unanimous consent of the House that it 
may be now considered. It asks for information, 
without which it will be impossible for the com- 
mittee to come to any definite conclusion upon the 
fee bill for the district and circuit courts of the 
United States. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested | 
to furnish to this House the information required, by an- 
swers to the following interrogatories in relation to the fees | 
and expenses of the courts of the United States, at an early | 
day, so far as the information can now be furnished from j 
his department, and take measures to procure such inform- 
ation as is not now in his department, to be furnished to this 
House as soon as obtained. 

AS TO THE SUPREME COURT. 

1. The name, age, and residence of the clerk of said | 
court; when aud by whom he was appointed, and how 
many years consecutively he has been in ofice? 

2. What sums have been anmually paid or allowed to | 
him from the Treasury of the United States, from the Ist of 
January, 1840, to the Lst of January, 1851, stating specifi- 
eally the items of payment or allowance? 

3. What amount of fees or costs have been received by | 
him between the Ist of January, 1840, and the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1851, from parties or suitors in said cowt; stating the 
amounts reccived each year? 

4, Whether any fee bill haa been established in said court, 
when established, and what it is? 

5. What number of deputies, assistants, &e., are em- 
ployed in the clerk’s office, stating their duties and compen- 
sation ? 

6. What have been the annual expenditures of the offiee, 
within the period aforesaid, for clerk hire and stationery, 
and giving the specific items? 

‘ 7. That he state in tabular form the following informa- 
ion: 

First. The number of original suits broughtin said court 
each year siuce its organization, specifying suits in law, į 
chancery, and admiralty. I 

| 


Second, The number of suits entered in said court by | 
appeal, specifying law, chancery, and admiralty, cach in a 
separate class. 

Third, Che number of final judgments and decrees en- | 
tered each year, specifying in a separate class judgments | 
and decrees of afirinance and reversal, and from what dis- | 
trict they were appealen. | 

8. What number of records are printed under the rules 
of said courts in each case, at what rates or price, under | 
what contract, and what fees or compeusation is reeeived 
by the clerk in respect to said printing. 

AS TO MARSHALS, 

1. What fees.are taxable, charged, or allowed in the Su- 
preme Court, and in the several circuit and district courts | 
of the United States to the marshal for service of mesne, | 
and penal process, mileage, poundage, or other service, 
when and by whom they have been established ? | 

2. What sums have been annually received by the mar- 
shalof cach district, from lst of January, 1840, to lst Ja 
uary, 1851, for fees or costs from suitors and parties in said į 
courts, € fying cases in law, chancery, and admirality ? 

3. What sums have been annually paid or allowed to the 
marshal} of each district by the Treasury Department, within į 
that period, (excluding payments on account of the census,) | 
specifying for what such payment or allowance was made, 
and its date? 

4. What number of deputies or assistants are usually em- 
ployed by the marshal of each district, (excluding such as 
are engaged in taking the census,) and what is their com- | 
pensation? | 

In what districts have the marshals claimed, or been al- : 
fowed compensation for supervision, or care of prisoners or i 

\ 
i 


witnes of the United States, while such prisoners or | 
witnesses were confined in jail ? 

In what manner are places for holding the courts of | 
the United States provided, and what is charged or paid | 
therefor ?—state for each place of holding the court. i 

DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. | 

J. What compensation or salary is allowed to the attor- | 
neys of tho United States, in the several cirenits and dis- i 
tricts, and whether any, and what extra compensation is ; 
allowed or paid in any case by the United States ? j 

2, What fees are allowed to be taxed or paid to the attor- | 
neys of the United States in the several circuits and dis- | 
tricts in criminal cases? | 

3. What amount ofattorneys’ fees have been ta j 
ally in favor of the United States attorneys in 
and district court, between the Ist of Januar 


xed annu- 
h eirenit ; 


suits jn admiralty ? . , 

4, Whatfees are taxed in civil suits to the attorney of the 
prevailing party? 3 

5. What amount of fees have been annually taxed in fa- 
vorof attorneys of record, between the ist of January, 1840, : 


and Ist of January, 1853, in each circuit and district court, ;i 


tying cases at law, in chancery and admiralty? i 
AS TO CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS. 
1. The name, age, and residence of the clerks of the sev- | 
eral circuit and district courts of the United States, when, | 
and by whom appointed, and how many years, consecu- 
tively, they bave been in office? 
2. What relationship or affinity, 
there is between said clerks respectively, and the 
their respective courts? 


class 


by blood or marriage, i 
judges of 


, 1840, and the | 
Ist of January, 1851, classifying civil and criminal suits and i| 


i| debate upon the 


3. What sums have been paid or allowed annually, to ji 
each clerk, from the Treasury of the United States, between 
the Ist of January, 1840, and the 1st of January, 1851, sta- 
ting specifically the items of such payment or allowance, | 
and the date? | 

4. What amount of fees or costs have been received by | 
each clerk between the 1st of January, 1840, and the Ist of || 
January, 1851, from parties and suitors in said court, stating || 
the amounts received each year, classifying suits at law, in | 
chancery, and admiralty? j 

5. Whether any tee bill has been established in said courts, 
when established, and what it is? i 
_ 6. What number of deputics, assistants, &c., are employed | 
in each clerk’s office, stating their dutics and compensation ? 

_ 7 Whathave been the annual expenditures within the pe- |) 
riod aforesaid in the clerk’s office of each circuit and district, : 
for clerk hire and stationery, &c., giving the specific items į 
ofsuch expenditure ? 

The question being taken, the resolution was 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Houston] moves that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole upon the state of the 
Union. Thegentleman from North Carolina [Mr 
Danie] moves that the House go into Commit- 
tee of the Whele upon the Private Calendar; which i| 
motion takes precedence, this being private bill | 
day. | 

The question was then taken on the motion of j 
Mr. Daxil, and it was disagreed to—ayes 65, |! 
noes 67. i 


The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. || 
Houston, it was put. 

Mr. CABELL called for the yeas and nays on |i 
the motion of Mr. Danrex to go into Committee | 
on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has made his 
call too Jate. i 

Mr. CABELL. I do not think I am too late. ; 

The SPEAKER. That is the opinion of the | 
Chair. Does the gentleman take an appeal from | 
the decision of the Chair? 


Mr. CABELL. I do. F claim it as a consti- | 
tutional right to record my vote. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. Do I understand | 
the Chair to decide that the gentleman cannot call 
for the yeas and nays after the result of a vote has 
been announced? 


Mr. JONES. The Constitution says, “And i; 
the yeas and nays of the members of either TYouse |! 


| on any question shall, at the desire of one fifth of ;| 
pa > i 


those present, be entered on the Journal.” ii 
The SPEAKER. Would it be in order, I in- 
quire of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, to call the 
yeas and nays upon a question passed on yester: 
day? If not, they could not be called upon a 
question that had passed from before the House |; 
to-day. 
The question was then taken upon the appeal, | 
and the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. J proposed a 
privileged motion, and move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. i 

The question being taken, the motion was dis- ; 
agreed to, there being upon a division—ayes 63 
noes 86. j! 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


| 


THE MEXICAN INDEMNITY BILL. ui 


The question was then taken on the motion to | 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of || 
the Union, and agreed to. l; 

The Houseaccordingly resolved itselfmto Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Jonus, of Tennessee, in the chair.) i 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the committee: 
take up House bill No. 46; which motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly proceeded to the, 
consideration of the bill to provide for the carry- i 
ing into execution, in further part, the twelfth |! 
article of the treaty with Mexico, concluded in |, 
Guadalupe Hidalgo. ear 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending 
question was on the amendment of the gentleman - 
from California [Mr. Marsnat] to the amend- |; 
ment of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. i 
Jonxson,] and that the gentleman from Massa- |, 
chusetts [Mr. A1sen] was entitled to the floor. | 

Mr. ALLEN said: Mr. Chairman, I should | 
have had no disposition to mingle in the renewed +; 
Mexican indemnity bill had not |i 


whom the contract was in fect made. 


the agency in question, there wou 


misrepresentations gone forth from a portion of 
the public press respecting certain matters dis- 
cussed by me when the same subject was before 
the House near the close of the last Congress, I 
should have been content with the discharge of 
my duty to my country on that occasion; and 
with the record of the past before them, have left 


; to the present House the disposition of the whole 
; subject, contenting myself with a silent vote. 


But, sir, the necessity of correcting misappre- 
hension brings me before the committee to ask its 
indulgence while I review some part of the pro- 
ceedings of last year, during the pendency of a 
similar bill, and restate the position which I took 
in regard to its merits. 

In February, 1851, a bill to appropriate 
$3,180,000 for the payment of the last installment 
of the money due by the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo to the Republic of Mexico was under 
discussion in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. By the terms of that 


i treaty, the money was to be paid to Mexico on 


the 3ist of May, 1852. Fifteen months, therefore, 
remained before the payment would become due; 
and in the course of the debate the inquiry arose, 


i in what manner and by what instrumentality the 


transfer of necessary funds was tobe made. The 


: fact was then disclosed, that the Secretary of State 
|! had, in the summer of 1850, negotiated a bargain 


with T. W. Ward, of Boston, as the agent of the 
Barings, Howland & Aspinwall, of the city of 
New York, and Corcoran & Riggs, of the city of 


| Washington, in pursuance of which contract 


funds of the United States to the amount due to 
Mexico were to be placed at the disposal of those 
rentlemen, and they were to make payment to 
Mexico according to the terms of said treaty. For 
the benefits to bederived by those bankers from the 
agency they had assumed, they were to allow this 
Government a discount of three and a half per 
cent. upon the funds delivered to them. In the 
course of debate it appeared that dissatisfaction 
was felt by other parties than the successful appli- 
cants for this agency, in the transfer of funds, and 
that at least ope house of undoubted credit (the 
Rothschilds) had stood ready to offer to this Gov- 
ernment a larger sum, by many thausand dollars, 
than was stipulated to he paid by the brokers with 
It also a 
peared that the Secretary of State, almost imme 
ately upon his assumption of office, had made the 
contract definitively with the Barings and their as- 
sociates withoutaffording any opportunity for other 


' houses to presenttheir proposals. That the agency 


was a source of emolument, directly or indirectly, 
commensurate with the magnitude of the funds, 
43,100,000, to be transferred to the parties contract- 
mg with the Government, no one will deny; and 
it is equally indisputable that if, instead of hastily 
closing a bargain upon the first offer of negotia- 
tion, an opportunity had’ been given, for which 
there was more than ample time, for competition 
among responsible brokers and bankers for the 
prize which many would eagerly have sought, 
much better terms might have been obtained by 
the Government with equal security upon their 
fulfliment. And, in addition to the direct pecu- 
niary advantage to have been derived by the Uni- 
ted States by a fair competition for the avails of 
ld have been a 
satisfactory assurance in the minds of the public, 
and of all concerned, that the interests of the na- 
tion had been protected, and no suspicion of favor- 
itism would have rested upon the transaction. 
Another mode of meeting the demands of Mex- 
ico remained, more honorable still to this country, 
as it would have dispensed with all negotiation 
with brokers, foreign or native, and been kind, 
conciliatory, and beneficial to a feeble Republic, to 


Se 


: whom the fortunes of war had awarded a few mil- 


lions of dollars in exchange for the sources of in- 
exhaustible wealth, and the daminion of an empire. 
No member of this committee can have adverted 
to portions of the correspondence of the Mexicaa 
Minister, which have been laid upon our desks, 
without being impressed with the belief that the 
Mexican Government would gladly have received 
this installment of the indemnity in acceptances by 


' our Government at Washington, and that fear of 


giving offence to the Secretary of State, by inter- 
fering with his chosen mode of payment, alone pre- 
vented an early proposition to that effect. It was 
so obviously for the interest of Mexico to allow to 
this Government for difference in exchange, alarger 
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sum than three-and a half per cent., to be paid by 
the Barings and their associates, and receive her 
indemnity at Washington, that resort is had to 
ihe terms of the treaty for an objection against 
this mode of procedure. And it is further alleged 
ihat the Senate refused to allow a provision to be 
inserted in the treaty, by which drafts on this 
Government for the several installments were to be 
delivered to Mexico on the ratification of the 
treaty. This objection is well answered by refer- 
ence to the condition of things at the time of the 
ratification of the treaty, before our army had 
been withdrawn from the invaded. country, and to 
the policy which dictated the withholding at that 
time of a large amount of the negotiable obliga- 
tions of the Government. It is an objection 
which never suggested itself to the minds of Gen- 
eral Taylor’s Cabinet. It was the desire of that 
Administration, in consideration.of the necessities 
of Mexico, to adopt this mode of payment; and 
nothing but the failure of the Mexiean Minister | 
seasonably to receive instructions to that effect, 
prevented such an arrangement from taking effect 
prior to the payment of the second installment. 

But, sir, I waive the further consideration of the | 
expediency of paying the indemnity directly, and 
without the intervention of brokers, to the agents 
of Mexico at Washington. Let gentlemen dis- 
miss that argument if they please from their minds. 
And I have still very grave objections against the 
course pursued in this business by the Secretary 
of State. 

In the first place, I assert that no officer of the 
Government had any right to negotiate definitively 
for the payment of the money two years, or one 
year, in advance of an appropriation of Congress 
therefor. 

Ín the second place, if the right of any execn- | 
tive officer to make such a negotiation, at such 
time, were admitted, it would be the duty of that 
officer, for the protection of the rights of the coun- 
try, as well as to avoid favoritism in the disposi- 
tidy of an immensely profitable contract, to throw 
it open to fair competition mnong those who are 
equally competent to the business, qnd responsible 
for any failure in its performance. 

And, in the third place, I deny entirely the right 
of the Secretary of State to negotiate with the | 
brokers at all for the payment of the Mexican in- 
demnity. It was an assumption of duties which 
belong to another officer of the Government. 

Now, sir, in briefly presenting my views, as I 
shall do, I ask this committee to look at the facts 
which are before them, and which will be before 
them, to separate this matter from considerations 
which do not belong to it, and to dispose of it, 
as I doubt not they will desire to do, in the exer- 
cise of judgments unbiased by prejudice, It is 
pot an unusual thing here for skillfal and dexter- 
ous men, by influeuces in the House, and more 
especially out of the Louse, to connect the subject- 
matter under consideration here with topics entirely 
foreign to that which properly invites the attention 
of this body, and thereby diverting its regard from |; 
the true issues which are submitted to it. | 

The question simply is, Has a proper and suit- 
able arrangement been made with the Republic of | 
Mexico and in reference to the payment of this 
indemnity? Least from my mind all other con- 
siderations whatever. [recur not to other sub- 
jects. But I wish lo look to the facts which he 
before me, and which belong to the case, and all I 
ask of the committee is, that they will do the 
same, aud come to such conclusions as those facts | 
shall justify. Let me say, also, that during the 
debate which hag already taken place upon this 
question, I think we have been Jed away from the 
true issue which is before us. There has been a , 
representation or memorial presented for the con- | 
sideration of the House by the Messrs. Green, in l 
which they make complaint that they had no op- i 
portunity of competing for this contract, and the 
benefits resulting from it. Well, if such is the: 
fi if these gentlemen were desirous of negoti- 
ating with the Government, and could furnish to 
the Government ample security for its indemnity 
against loss, but had no opportunity of offering 
their proposals, then I do not see but that their 
complaint is a just one. Yet I do ask that the is- 
sue may not be tried upon this question, whether | 
the Messrs. Green have been treated fairly or im- 
properly in this matter. The issue that has been 

raised between the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, on the one hand, and the 


= 


! which have been introduced by the chairman of | 


| been correct and proper in the whole disposition | 
| of the business which related to the Mexican 


| I have nothing to do. They have no concern with 


| of the appropriation of Congress, I should like to 


; putes the correctness of that 


| propriation of Congress, I should be very glad | 


|| dertake to prove to the committee that this House 


! ean be concluded with any party, for any con- 


: guarantee of the Government ‘that the funds of | 


! of the public money, in flagrant disregard of it. | 
: And now, sir, who will dispute the correctness of | 
: the second proposition, viz: that if an officer of | 


Messrs. Green on the other, and the subjects 


that committee in connection with the memorial of 
those gentlemen, have engrossed, as the commit- 
tee are aware, almost the whole time during which 
this discussion has been in progress. 

I urge, therefore, upon the consideration of this 
committee, that they do not permit the various 
questions which have arisen between the Messrs. 
Green and the chairman of the Foreign Relations 
to divert their attention from the true question 
before them. This matter, which relates to the 
grievances of the Messrs. Green, may be a proper 
one for the consideration of the House, but be- 
yond that and above it, and the subject which 
should engross the attention of the House almost 
to its exclusion, is the great question whether the 
course of any department of the Government has 


treaty, Set aside, therefore, all consideration of | 
the question as it respects fairness or unfairness | 
towards the Messrs. Green. With that certainly | 


my purposes or my motives. They prompted 
not the course which { have pursued; neither | 
could they have prevented or interfered with that 
which I saw fit to pursue. Let me, therefore, not 
prejudice their merits before this House; and on 
the other hand, let not the cage which they present 
be so exclusively regarded by this House; or re- 
ceive such prominence in the consideration of this 
question, that other matters, which are far more | 
important, shall be in danger of being lost sight of 
and forgotten, | 

In respect to the first position which I have | 
taken, that no officer of this Government had a 


i 
i 
` Weg. . . P [i 
right to make a definitive negotiation in advance ; 
| 
t 


sce the first member of this committee who dis- | 

pronosi ion l have | 
heard no one in bis place in this House deny, for | 
a moment, its correctness. ‘There seems to be an , 
implied assent to the proposition on all sides of | 
this question. If any member undertakes to say | 
that it was proper to make a definitive negotiation | 
for the payment of money, with bankers and 
brokers, nearly two years in advance of the ap- | 


that he should rise in his place and say so at this | 
time. If we are all agreed on that matter, if no ! 
one undertakes to dispute the proposition, then [I 
will not undertake to enforce it by any argument 
before this intelligent committee. I will not un- | 
I 
holds the purse-strings of the nation, and that no | 
matter what treaty may have been negotiated sev- | 
eral years since, no matter what sum of money it | 
may have been agreed by that treaty should be | 
paid to a foreign government, yet, until there shall | 


be an appropriation by this House, no negotiation | 


| 
| 
sideration, by which that party shall obtain the | 


i 


the United States shall be placed in the hands of | 
such party for any purpose connected with their | 
disbursement. Many causes might have arisen | 
after the negotiation of that treaty to supersede 
the payment altogether. War might have been | 
senghed with Mexico, or in thelapse of two years | 
new arrangements might have been made with 
that power. But it is not necessary to point out 


contingencies that might have arisen, Itis enough | 
to say that this House has control of the purse 
of the nation, and, until it Joosen the strings, no 
man has aright, in advance of its action, to put 
his hands upon the public funds, or to transfer 
that right to another. 

Then, sir, if I am correct in the general prop- | 
osition, what follows? It follows that the Sec- 
retary of State has violated this wise and salu- | 
tary principle. He has made a contract with the | 
Barings and their associates for the disbursement 


the Government had been authorized, in the dis- 
charge of his gencral duties, to negotiate with í 
bankers and brokers, by the result of which, be- | 
tween three and four millions of the property of the | 
United States should be placed in the hands of those | 
bavkers and brekers, in consideration of certain | 
services to be performed by them, the negotiation ; 


should beso conducted as to throw open to competi- 


tion by responsible houses, the lucrative business of 
disbursing the publicfunds? Of theimmense value 
of the contract with the Government for the pay- 
ment of the Mexican indemnity, the facts pre- 
sented afford us some knowledge. Its full benefits 
the brokers understand better than we do. And 
hence the eager struggle to obtain possession of the 
prize. I think no man who takes these matters 
into consideration will say that there ought not to 
have been fair competition. The contract onght 
not to have been made—iv the entire ignorance by 
the public of the whole transaction—with the per- 
son who should be fortunate enough to obtain by 
some means knowledge of the opportunity of gain, - 
and to come forward with the first proposition. 
Why, believe, in purchasing the stores for your 
Arniy and Navy for the various stations and depéts 
throughout the country, you do not buy a few bar- 
rels of beef or provisions of any kind, to be for- 
warded for your Army and Navy, without opening 
a fair competition to the whole country. Yousend 
your proposals through the public newspapers. 
Now, I do not say that the Secretary of State, or 
the Secretary of the Treasury, was bound to pur- 
sue that identical course rather than any other, 
and advertise this contract in the newspapers of 


| the country; but I do aver, that having two years 


before him for the payment of the installment then 
under consideration, it was his bounden duty to 
wait until the public in the principal cities, in the 


i country, and abroad, should have been informed 


that the Government were disposed to negotiate in 
this matter; and to go further, if necessary, and 
correspond with those whose business it is to fur- 
nish the facilities which the Government requires, 
and to reap the benefits which the Government 
bestows, that they be informed, and the interests of 
the Government protected by competition, rather 
than that the contract should be given, as a matter 
of favoritism, to the earliest applicant. 

J believe the friends of the Secretary of State, 
and his supporters in this House, have, in debate 
here, admitted that the course which was pursued 
by the Secretary in this particular, in making his 
coniract with the Barings and their associates, 
without affording an opportunity of competition to 
any other petsons, was wrong in principle; and 
the only answer which has been given to objec- 
tions which have been made to this proceeding is, 
that however much the Government may have 
lost thereby, it is too late to correct the error, 
Such was the argument of the gentleman froma 
New York, [Mr. Brooxs.] While on one hand 
it has been said that it was too late to correct the 
error, on the other, I think there was some very 
faint denial that the arrangement with the Barings 
and their associates was definitive in its character. 
Upon this point it is necessary only to refer to 
the letter of Mr. Webster to Mr. Green, dated the 
Qd of September, 1850, in which he states that 
“he had made a definitive arrangement with 
Messrs. Baring, Brothers & Co.,” &c., and can- 
not, therefore, listen to any terms from any other 
quarter. 

I now come, in passing hastily along, to. my 
third proposition, which is, that the Secretary of 
State had no right whatever to interfere in this 
matter, under any circumstances. I have asserted 
that it was without precedent, and contrary to 
precedent. I do not know whether I correctly 
understood the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, [Mr. Bayzy,} but I understood 
him to state that one installment of the Mexican 
indemnity was negotiated with the brokers and 
bankers by the late Secretary of State, (Mr. Clay- 
ton.) I see that gentleman now in this Hall, and 
I desire to ask him whether I correctly understood 
him? 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman is mistaken. 
On the contrary, I stated that that installment was 
negotiated by Mr. Letcher, our Minister in Mex- 
ico. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Letcher, who was in Mex~ 
ico, had nothing to do with the contract with 
the bankers, and I now understand the gentle- 
man to say that the Secretary of State had noth- 
ing to do with it. Iam aware that he had not; but 
J will tell this committee what he did. He nego- 
tiated with the Mexican Minister in relation to the 
terms of payment, and the time and place of pay- 
ment; but when that negotiation came to an end, 
and arrangements were to be made with the bro- 
kers, Mr. Clayton at once gave up all connection 
with the business. He would have nothing to do 


1852. 


878 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


with it. He had too much regard for his own 
reputation. He had too much regard to a sense of 
propriety to interfere in a matter so delicate, and 
one in reference to which there was se much room 
for misapprehension, to say the least. He would 
not interfere with the duties which properly be- 
ionged to another officer. Now, sir, whoever will 
inquire into the course of proceeding in this be- 
half adopted by the present Secretary of State— 
whoever will examine that course thoroughly and 
eritically, and sift it to the bottom, will find that 
when he came into office, he did instantly and 
eagerly what the former Secretary of State (Mr. 
Clayton) had refused to do. He assumed upon 
himself the negotiation for the payment of the in- 
stallments of the Mexican indemnity at once— 
almost immediately. It was but a few days from 
the time he commenced his official course, that he 
instituted a negotiation with the bankers and bro- 
kers for the payment of a large sum of money, 
for which, perhaps, at some fature day, Congress 
might make an appropriation. Now, Lask, what 
authority the Secretary of State had for this? I 
ask why he disregarded the precedents in the case? 
—why he assumed the duty of another officer? 
To learn what that duty is, we have butto look at 
the bill before us. What are its provisions? It 
simply makes on appropriation of so much money 
to be paid out of the Treasury in liquidating the 
debt due to Mexico. Now, sir, thereis no legisla- 
tor in the country; there is no man who has had | 
anything to do with the aflairs of his own com- 
monwealth, or even with the affairs of his own 
county or township, who is not competent to de- 
cide this question—who does not know that when 
there is nothing te be done but to pay a certain 
sum of money out of the Treasury, it becomes the 
duty of the Treasurer to make that payment, and 
not the duty of any other officer. 

It is doubtless theduty of the Secretary of State 
to negotiate treaties with foreign ministers. But 
when the negociation is concluded, and nothing 
remains but to appropriate a sum of money out of 
the Treasury, I hold, and I believe it has always 
been held in the history of this Government, that 
the duties of the Secretary of State have been dis- 
charged, and that the payment of the money is a 
duty which belongs to another officer. 

But I must hasten onward. 1 took occasion | 
last year, in the course of the discussion upon this 
bill-though it came suddenly upon me—in the 
discharge of what I believed to be my duty, to 
charge upon the present Secretary of State un- 
necessary and improper interference in a transac- 
tion which did not devolve upon his office, and for | 
which there is no evidence that he is peculiarly 
qualified to undertake. The Secretary of the 
Treasury, but not the Secretary of State, is se- 
lected for bis skill in financial affairs. I further 
urged upon this House, that the relations which 
the present Secretary of State sustains to the capi- 
talists and bankers, are such as render it highly 
improper and unfit that he should take it upon 
himself, unnecessarily, to discharge the duties 
he assumed. Now, what were those relations? 
It had come to my knowledge—and it seemed 
to mea proper maiter for the knowledge of the 
Ylouse—that when the Secretary of State took 
upon himself the office which he now holds, he | 
entered into a negotiation quite as remarkable, to 
say the least, as the negotiation which it appears 
he made with the Barings and their associates. 
it was a negotiation with men of a character, class, 
and description similar to that of Mr. Ward, of 
Boston, and Jiowland & Aspinwall, of New 
York; a negotiation, by which, as an inducement 
for Mr. Webster to take the office which he now 
holds, a sum of money was to be furnished— 
@50,000—to support him in that office. Now, I 
flo not say that Mr. Ward was a party in this | 
negotiation, either directly or indirectly, nor do 1 | 
say that he was in any way a contributor to that | 
fand. Neither do I say that he was not directly 
or indirectly a contributor. T know the names 
of some of them. When the collector passed 
through certain streets in the city of Boston, 
calling upon the neighbors of that gentleman 
and his associates in like condition with him- 
self, for their respective contributions, I do not 
know what mark he may have found upon the 
door-posts of that gentleman, which induced him 
to pass. his house, without calling upon him | 


ad 
TE 


i 


} 
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|| of men to whom they belong, if not by themselves 


! New York, among those who are familiarly called | 


'& Aspinwall were contributors also; but I am | 
satisfied of this fact, and I offered at the time to | 
prove to this House, by evidence then within the | 
reach of my. voice, that the associates of these men, | 
if not themselves also, were among the persons 
who were contributors to this fund. 

[Here a message was received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Mir- 
Lard P, Finimore, his Private Secretary.] 

Mr. ALLIEN, (resuming.) Now, it 1s for this 
Louse to say, and for the country to say, whether 
these facts should be made known, or should not. 
Mark the lime when the contract was entered into with 
the Barings and their associates, Mark the time, also, 
when the contract was entered into for the raising of 
! the sum of $50,000 to support Mr. Webster in the | 
office of Secretary of State, by the same description 


it 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


‘also. When was this contract made with the 
Barings? On the 3łst day of August, 1850, Mr. 
| Green writes to Mr. Webster informing him that į 
‘such an arrangement had been made by him with || 
i the Government of Mexico, that he was author- i! 
‘ized to negotiate for the payment of this money. 
| Two days after, the Secretary of State replies that |j 


it 


; ten upon the 31st day of August, and the reply upon || 
| the Qd of September. If you will turn to that reply, | 
; found in the Telegraph, which has been laid upon j 
| our tables, you will find the Secretary says a “defi- | 
' nite arrangement ”’ was completed some weeks be- 
fore that period. Well, the Secretary had not then 
been inoffice six weeks. He took the office on the 
| 22d of July, and the proposition of Mr. Green 
was made on the 31st of August; and he replies į 
i that “a few weeks ago” a definite arrangement 
‘had been made. When was the other definite ar- 
“rangement made? At the time the Secretary took | 
| his ofice. Just before he accepted the office the | 
‘ agreement was made as to the sum to be raised, and 
; capitalists went on and consequently raised the mo- : 
ney. Now, if the contract was made with Barings 
; and their associates some weelss before this propo- 
- sition of Mr. Green to Mr. Webster, does it not 
follow irresistibly that the contract was going on | 
with Mr. Ward and Howland & Aspinwallaé the i| 
i very time when the negotiation was going on for || 
raising this sum of $50,000? Now, sir, these 
things are joined together by fucts which belong 
: to the immutable history of the past, and no man’s 
‘ingenuity can put them asunder. And it is for 
gentlemen to say—and not you only whom I ad- 
‘dress, but it is for the couniry to say, whether a į 
| free representative of a portion of the free people of | 
| this country ought, upon an occasion like this, to | 
! make a disclosure of these facts, or to withhold 
1 
| 


| i 


| 
} 
| 
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i them? There was a denial in this House of the 
truth of the facts, but that denial was followed by | 
i 
| 
| 
| 


an offer to prove them upon thespot. The friends 
of the Secretary came forward and resisted to the ; 
‘utmost any investigation, upon the proffer of an | 


į to p 


|! amination. 
Sir, I hasten on, Although there was the de- ʻi 
: nial I have spoken of, yet it was found to be: 
‘unsafe, and the friends of the Secretary after- |; 
‘wards, at Boston and elsewhere, admitted the 
| material facts in this case. It was admitted that ;; 
ithe money was raised, and at the time it was | 
i alleged to have been raised. But false issues were | 
presented through the papers. I have not seen | 
: fit to meet those issues or correct those misrepre- 
: gentations. This is the fit time, and this House 
| the proper place, to reinstate the true issue. 
One newspaper, friendly to the Secretary, as- 
i serted that one Mr. Haven, of Boston, received i; 
i the proposition from Mr. Webster to have this. 
i sum of money procured, and then Mr. Haven 
before the public in a letter, and says he |j: 


i 


j 
i 
it 
í 
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ti 


also for his contribution. Nor do I know that 
when the collection was taken up in the city of 


| comes e k 
| did not receive such a proposition; and to assure 


the upper-tendom there, that Messrs. Howland |; 


; try. 


| 
| 
} 
| myself to this House 
| 
i 


‘haps will 


| 


the public of the fact, he publishes a letter which 
he says he did in fact receive from Mr. Webster. 
It is the very remarkable epistle written just after 
the death of General Taylor, in which Mr. Web- 
ster says that no man who is not “ rich or a batch- 
elor ” can afford to take the officer of Secretary of 
State. He also informs Mr. Haven that the pres- 
entis the time to be taken by the forelock, and con- 
cludes with recommending to that office a distin- 
guished gentleman of Massachusetts, whom nobody 
else had thought of, and whose lamented physical 
infirmities had compelled him to resign the com- 
| paratively light labors of presiding officer over a 
' literary institution. The letter thus made public, 
| furnished to discerning men satisfactory proof of 
! that which it was supposed by Mr. Haven to con- 
ceal or refute. 1 did not introduce the name of 
that gentleman into the debate of last year. Flis 
| controversy, if he has any, is with other persons. 

I will, in closing, advert to one other misrepre- 
sentation, by which the friends of the Secretary 
sought to palliate the transaction they could no 
longer deny. It is the assertion that the contribu- 
tors to the Secretary’s subsidy were men who had 
retired from public life, and the concerns of busi- 
ness, and who were induced, by most disinterested 
considerations of regurd, to tender a gratuitous 
acknowledgment of services rendered to the coun- 
If such bad been the nature of the transac- 
tion, a publication of the names of the generous 
donors would have furnished the readiest and most 
satisfactory evidence of the fact. But, sir, when- 
ever the friends of the Secretary shall consent to 
an investigation of the subject before a committee 
of this Flouse, it will be made to appear that this 
statement of the transaction is as unfounded as it 
is improbable. Having sought heretofore forga 
full development of the cireumstances under which 
the Secretary entered upon his office, nothing re- 
mains for me to do, but to evince my readiness to 
enter upon an investigation of the facts, whenever 
the objections to the appointment of a committee 
for that purpose shall be withdrawn; and I pledge 
to prove, whenever an op- 
portunity shall be presented, all and more than ali 
l have asserted. 

Mr, ALLEN expressed a wish to continue 

[Cries “ Let him go on!” Let him go on!”)] 

Mr. ALLIEN. Will the gentleman allow me a 
few moments? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. 
moments to come out of my time? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘They will. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then 1 will not allow him the 
tenth part of a second, 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. H the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will allow me, I will say that 
there is a response to theresolution which we passed 
yesterday. I suggest that it be read now. 

Mr. DAVIS. IL would rather goon now. Mr. 
Chairman, as it regards the general points which 
have been raised here in reference to the payment 
of this indemnity, I have not the advantage of the 


Are these few 


experience which many gentlemen about me pos- 
sess. But for some peculiar circumstances, I 


should have been content, and, indeed, I should 
have preferred to have heard this debate through, 
and argued upon its general questions, by gentle- 


N 


last installment due from us (0 
eaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and 
2. Jt is well understood 
ren made, unless Con- 
gress shall otherwise direct, will pass through the 
State Department. On the question whether such 
vehicle of payment is in conformity with usage, 
or whether there is any objection to it in princi- 
ple, I have made po personal examination of au- 
thorities. And while it appears to me that two 
minds of equal fairness and acuteness might, per- 
, come to opposite conclusions upon this 
trenting it as an original ques- 
tion, L still see no reason for disturbing the con- 
clusion to which General Taylor’s Cabinet, two 
successive Democratic Committees of Ways and 
Means, and the last House of Representatives, 
have successively arrived on that point. find 


question of form, 
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that General Taylor’s Cabinet, against which no 
suggestion of favoritism or undue influence is, at 
this time, made, acted upon the ground that this 
was proper.matter for negotiation by the Secretary 
of State. I find under these circumstances that 
Mr. Webster, in taking charge of this matter, did 
no more than follow the course indicated by his 
redecessors.. Such was the opinion of General 
‘aylor’s Cabinet. What, then, are the next facts 
in the case? Here are two Committees, in suc- 
session, of Ways and Means of this House that 
have been organized by Democratic Houses. 
They have been committees containing men of 
experience and judgment—men with no particular 
partialities or predilections for the Administration 
or for Mr. Webster. I donot know the names of 
all the members of the Committee of Ways and 
Means in the former House, though I have rea- 
son to respect it, from what I have known of its 
constituent members. With regard to the present 
existing committee, every gentleman must under- 
stand that it is not organized in such a manner 
that it can be supposed to have any personal bias 
or predilection for the Administration. And it 
may also be stated, as regards that commit- 
tee, that it is composed of a body of men of as 
good judgment, of as large experience, and of as 
reliable honesty as can be found in this House. 
These two successive committees, upon this ab- 
stract question, free from personal bias, have unan- 
imously reported and taken a course sustaining the 
view of the Secretary of State upon this point; or 
rather, to state the thing more accurately, they 
haveunanimously reported theappropriation, with- 
out seeing fit to recommend any interference with 
the mode in which it was well understood that the 
funds would be remitted. This consideration goes 
a great way to satisfy my own mind, with the 
limited opportunity 1 have had of making myself 
ersonally acquainted with the subject. Presum- 
ing, then, that it is regular enough that this install- 
ment, falling due under a treaty with a foreign 
Power,should pass through the department through 
which the Government habitually communicates 
with foreign Powers, what is the next considera- 
tion? Is there anything going to show the prob- 
ability of favoritism or irregularity on the part of the 
Department which is likely to be intrusted with 
the payment? I see that my colleague, in his speech 
just made, has introduced no new personal matter 
of any importance, for I have examined the Con- 
ressional Globe which contained the former debate 
in reference to this matter. Every fact which 
could be brought against the Secretary of State was 
urged fully and thoroughly in the last House; but 
there are a number of facts, most conclusive in their 
character, in favor of Mr. Webster’s course, which 
it seems to me did notthen appear. With the full 
benefit of the examination which my colleague and 
others then gave the subject, what was the result? 
All these questions came up, and in an anti-Ad- 
ministration House, there was a vote of something 
like one hundred and twenty-eight to thirty-six 
sustaining Mr. Webster. The letting out to open 
bidders, the propriety of which my colleague now 
deems so clear that he thinks Mr. Webster could 
only have omitted it from fraudulent design, was 
then urged upon the House, and rejected by a vast 
majority. How idle is it now to say that there 
are certain things in the action of the Secretary of 
State that no man can justify, when, in point of 
facta Democratic House after full debate, jus- 
tified and sustained him at every point. ‘Take 
it, as the gentleman claims, that it way a contract 
which might or might not be made void at the 
pleasure of the House. The House went on with 
a full knowledge of the facts, and confirmed and 
sanctioned it. Under these circumstances, and 
after such sanction and authority given by this 
Elouse, it looks like trifling to recede; and certainly 
not one word can be said against the Secretary as 
to the improvidence of the contract which does not 
apply with a fuller force to the House, which on 
full debate and knowledge ratified every step he 
had taken. Thoroughly fortified, then, as the Sec- 
retary is, no less by the facts of the case than by 
the opinions of the numerous weighty tribunals 
which have examined the case and sustained him 
I must say that I should hardly have felt inclined 
to trouble the House at this time, had not other 
suggestions been made. From whom do they pro- 
ceed? What party is before us from the outside 
making any lament or outcry? There is much 
said about the sufferings of the Mexican Republic, 


| the alleged sufferings 


and there is a strong sympathy for it. Who by? 
‘Where is the Republic?. I see no Republic, nor 
any one claiming to represent it. The party that 
is alleged to have suffered does not say a word— 
is not here, and makes no complaints. The Messrs. 
Green are here, and it is their outcry only that 
stuns the ear. Now,.as to the complaint of the 
Messrs. Green, I have only to say, that it would 
be the most singular thing 1f they were not indig- 
nant at Mr. Webster, who rejected their proposi- 
tion. It would, indeed, be singular if they did not 
hate him with a hitter, irreconcilable, Indian hatred. 
Why not? But for him they think they would 
have received a princely fortune, wrung from the 
necessities of Mexico. They have one hundred and 
seventy-five thousand good reasons for hating him. 
These men expected, without capital, by the use 
of their wits in going backwards and forwards be- 
tween these Governments, to put into their pockets 
what they call, in one of their papers, ‘ the paltry 
commission” of $175,000. There is, sir, a touch- 
ing generosity of soul exhibited in the first ground 
which these gentlemen allege as their reason for 
interposing between ours and the Mexican Gov- 
ernment. I read from their memorial addressed 
to the President: 

« Mr. Marks was also a warm personal friend and ad- 
mirer of the present distinguished bead of the Mexican 
Go¥ernment, and of the members of the then existing Cabi- 
net, and his and our attention was drawn to this subject of 
the indemnity less by any desire to make a profit out of tt 

for owrselves thun by sympathy for the Mexican Govern- 
ment, and indignation at the combinations formed by for- 
eign bankers to plunder the Treasury of our own Govern- 
ment, as well as Mexico.?”? 

But this disinterested sympathy yields presently 
io the austere suggestions of prudence, enforced 
by Scripture. They go on to say— 

< But, sir, we have it from high authority that the laborer 
is deserving of his reward; and the Mexican Government, 
m availing itself of our labors and suggestions, could not, 
in honesty and good faith, do less than admit that we were 
entitled, as compensation, to some small part of the large 
sums thus to be saved to both Governments.” 

This “small part” they afterwards describe as 
follows: 

« Our compensation was thus to be only on the $5,000,000, 
and was the difference between the premium to be paid to 
the United States, (say four and a half per cent.,) and the 
eight per cent. to be allowed by the Mexican Goverment, 
viz: $175,000.” 

Now, sir, when you find that the three great 
houses, with solid capital, to whom Mr. Webster 
intrusted this business, actually made on the three 
millions paid over by them less than thirty thou- 
sand dollars profit, you will be prepared to esti- 
mate at its true value the ‘sympathy for the 
Mexican Government,” which would have ex- 
torted $175,000 for the mere service of getting our 
Government’s name to some bills of exchange. 
Now, we have the fact that Mexico makes no 
complaint, and that every dollar due to her has 
been paid with austere and rigid punctuality. 

I will suppose another state of things which, if 
it had existed, might possibly have given ground 
for just suspicion. I will suppose that Mr. Web- 
ster had withdrawn the transaction of this great 


| affair from the ancient and solid banking house 


which had for nearly three quarters of a century 
faithfully and accurately transacted similar business 
for this Government, and had put it in the hands 
of two gentlemen, not capitalists or bankers, and 
who received $175,000 for causing him to give the 
business that direction. I can imagine that in such 
a case not even the high character of Mr. Web- 
ster would have protected so singular a transaction 
from something of suspicion. His employing the 
houses which he did employ, at the very moderate 
rates of profit which they did actually realize, is 
in fact the most simple, natural, and probable 
transaction in the world. No one can read the 


memorial of the Messrs. Green without being | 


struck with the skill with which their griefs for 
of Mexico, and for their 
own failure to shave $175,000 out of Mexico, are 
blended and harmonized. A popular poet recites 
the not dissimilar incident of a shipwrecked crew 
suffering the additional loss of the ship’s cutter, 
containing a number of their comrades, as well as 
a quantity of necessary provisions. The grief of 
the survivors is thus described, in language which 
the complaints of the Messrs. Green do not fail 
to call to mind— 
« They grieved for those who perished in the cutter, 
And also for the biscuit, casks, and butter 17? 


But I concur with the Messrs. Green in one 


point. I think Mexico is entitled to careful and 


generous treatment at our hands. She has suffered 
enough from our armies, without being further 
depleted by our money leeches. Never was an 
act wiser or more righteous than that which gave 
Mexico her installment dollar for dollar,at a profit 
to the contractors of less than one per cent., and 
saved her from paying to intermediate brokers 
alone a shave of four. ` . 

_ My colleague, upen the one hand, is resolute 
in his condemnation of Mr. Webster for making 
any contract; and, upon the other, argues that 
the Government ought to have gone on and ac- 
cepted these bills. It isa remarkably constituted 
mind which sees no legal difficulties in the way of 
the Government’s accepting bills, or making the 
payments in Washington in contravention of the 
treaty, but sees mountains in the way of the Sec- 
retary’s making a legal contract to provide for the 
payment of the installments in Mexico according 
to the treaty. General Green I do not know per- 
sonally, and certainly in relation either to him or 
to Benjamin E. Green, I have no disposition to say 
anything harsh. It is obvious that they have suc- 
ceeded, to some slight extent, in impressing with 
their views some gentlemen in this Hall who, per- 
haps, have not had full opportunity to exam- 
ine the subject. I have, however, been struck 
throughout this debate at the caution which gentle- 
men, who have taken the other side of the ques- 
tion, have used in speaking of the Secretary of 
State. They have only alluded to him:so far as 
is necessary to aid in the making out of their case. 
They have not traveled out of the record for the 
purpose of investigating his private affairs. That 


has not been resorted to out of a House of two 
hundred and forty-two members, composed of 
gentlemen of various feelings and politics, except 
by one gentleman who has gone without the record 
| to investigate the private relations of Mr. Webster. 
Now, is not it possible that he may be mistaken in 
his own motivesand feelings? Did not it occur to 
him that this debate was not sufficiently spicy, and 
that the stimulus of a little hatred ought to be 
thrown in ‘‘to make the mixture slab and good??? 
Did not he, as the debate proceeded, and gentleman 
after gentleman arose opposed to the Administra- 


| tion, treating the question upon general grounds, 


and particularly when that letter came in from these 
bankers which shows they only made three and a 
half per cent. upon the transaction, including 
two and a half per cent received for the loan of 
their own funds where the Greens had intended 
to have made $175,000, have something of the 
feeling of a lawyer whose client unexpectedly 
settles a promising case before trial, or a phy- 
sician whose patient gets well without giving 
a chance for any expenditure of medicine? It 
did appear to me, that after the statement of those 
agents was received and read, there was nothing 
left for the rancor of the most rancorous to feed 
upon. I remember thatan English historian re- 
marks (very unjustly, I think) of the Puritans, 
that they were opposed to the practice of bear- 
bating, not because it was cruel to the bears, 
but because it was pleasing to the spectators; and 
‘ there are some, possibly, to whom a great princi- 
; ple does not seem acceptable or lovely, unless it 
can be contorted into the means of giving pain 
or turture—unless there can be a wound inflicted, 
and the poisoned knife twisted in the wound. 
And we find a most singular combination here. 
We find General Green, whose controlling reason 
| for hating the Secretary of State was the loss of 
; these profits, linked in the bands of common ha- 
| tred with gentlemen in this House to whom, in 
| every other particular, he is most diametrically 
| opposed. Gentlemen who, in their political asso- 
| ciations, hate each other most cordially, are here 
i brought together in the same truckle-bed. Al- 
i though my colleague took great pains to separate 
| Mr. Green’s claim from the general merits of the 
| case, still this case is brought into the House by 


Green’s memorial, and it is Green’s memorial and 

Green’s views which constitute the basis upon 
| which this controversy has been carried on. Up 
| to 1848, the time when my colleague left the Phila- 
| delphia Convention because Mr. Webster was not 
' nominated as a candidate for the Presidency, and 
| because General Taylor was—I couple the two 
| things—so far was he from thinking ill of Mr. 
. Webster, that relations of strong friendship sub- 
| sisted between them, and he considered him a 
i proper person to fill the highest office within the 


| gift of the people. What has he told us to-day? 


1852. 
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Is it anything more tha 
said at the last session? 
to the American people? Nothing, Itis an inev- 
itable incident to greatness, that its pangs and 
struggles are as bare to the public eye as its ener- 
gies and achievements. There is nota man who 
does not know that the great statesman. of the 
country is as indifferent to money as he is de- 
voted to the higher cares of the public weal. There 
ig not a man, perhaps, (except my colleague and 
some of those who think with him,) who does 
not wish that the order which reigns im that vast 
understanding, and reduces to their elements the 
most complicated national questions, were equally 
exemplified in every detail of his personal expend- 
ture. But itis not so, 
lic has left him neither time nor disposition to take 
care of himself; and this well-known fact leaves the 
question simply whether the public, in exigent 


crises, shall be deprived of his services, or whether | 


friends shall aid him. Nor is this case, however 
sad, a rare one. If the views of my colleague 
could prevail, neither Burke, nor Pitt, nor Can- 
ning, in the Old World, nor 1 think Jefferson, or 
Madison, or Monroe in the New, but would have 
been disqualified by their poverty, and that very 
unthrift which devotion to great thought produces, 
from lending their great powers to their country’s 
service. 

But as regards the facts: My colleague has said 
that he has been induced to speak to-day by the 
fact that his remarks on a former occasion have 
Deen misrepresented. Two years ago, in this 
House, he claimed that not merely had certain 
donations been made to Mr. Webster, but that 
their being made was the consideration and in- 
ducement in consequence of which Mr. Webster 
accepted the Secretaryship. If my colleague will 
look at the Congressional Globe he will find that was 
his statement. 

Mr. ALLEN, (in in his seat.) I say so now. 


Mr. DAVIS. He says so now, that that was | 


the object for which these subscriptions were made, 
and that Mr. Webster was thus induced to accept 
the Secretaryship. 

My colleague’s memory failed him this morn- 
ing. He said he had not thought it wise or pru- 
dent to set himself right before the country, 
through the medium of the press, or to correct 
misrepresentation in any other place than here. 
Herc was the properplace. That sounded manly, 
but still itis not correct in point of fact, as I un- 
derstand. 
league’s Congres 


now hold in my hand—there was a political meet- 
ing held in the city of Worcester, ia reference to 
his election. My colleague was sick, and a gen- 
tleman from Boston, Mr. Dana, a man of high 
character and standing, belonging to my colleague’s 
party, came up and addressed that meeting. As 
{ understand—and my colleague can correct me if 
Lam wrong—this gentleman, before he went to that 
meeting, had a personal interview with my col- 
league, at which it was arranged and understood 
what were the views to be presented as regards 
this matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. f 

Mr. DAVIS. Does my colleague deny that he 
saw Mr Dana just before that meeting? 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido notdeny that I had an in- 
terview with Mr. Dana. 

Mr. DAVIS. Task my colleague, whether he 
denies that at this interview with Mr. Dana, he 
talked about that subject ? 

Mr. ALLEN responded, but his response was 
not heard by the reporter. 

Mr. DAVIS. No, of course not. I knew the 
fact, upon the authority of a gentleman to whom 
Mr. Dana himself told it. He told that gentleman 
that he had such interview with my colleague 
before coming to that meeting. At that interview 
you stated those things with regard to this tran 
action, which he on the same evening imbodied in 
a speech. And yet my colleague has said this 
morning, that ke thought this House was the true 
place, and did not think it proper until now to cor- 
rect the alleged misrepresentations, as to the former 
debate on this subject. Well, Mr. Dana made 
certain statements about this 1 wi 
my colleague’s suggestions, which were published 
in my colleague’s district, and which must have 
met his eye, although he says he has not thought 
proper lo make use of the press regard to this 


No. 


His devotion to the pub- | 


Before one of the trials in my col- | 
sional district—and the facts l am |; 
about to relate led to the writing of the letter T || 


matter, and under | 


matter; in answer to those statements. Franklin 
Haven, of Boston, a most respéctable and honor- 
able gentleman, whose word would be implicitly 
| taken wherever he is known, published a letter, 


l from which I will read the following extract: 
Boston, May 17, 1851. 
| To the Editor of the Transcript: 
|: Sir: I saw last evening, for the first time, in your paper 
|: of yesterday, a speech delivered April 5th, at Worcester, by 
l: Richard H. Dana, jr., Esq., containing, among other things, 
+ some statements concerning myself and my relations with 
|. Mr. Webster, Secretary of State, to which I desire to reply. 
ii Jam aware that, in a cautiously-wiitten note, dated the 
| {2th instant, and addressed to the editor of the Duily Ad- 
vliser, Mr. Dana says, on the subject of this speech, that 
the expressions therein attributed to Mr. Quincy are not 
correetly reported,” adding, that “the report was made 
without his knowledge, and published without having been 
subnatted to him, and without his authority.” He does 
not, however, in any way imply that he did not say in sub- 
i stance what he js reported to have said at Worcester; and 
s the speech in question has, J am told, often been printed 
sithout remonstrance from him, as a true report, since it 
first appeared six weeks ago, and as Mr. Dana has not seen 
fit to qualify, or correet any part of itin which I ain con- 
cerned, I shall, until otherwise advised, believe that no in- 
justice has been done to him in these particulars. 

Mr. Dana more than indorses all the base calumnies ut- 
tered in the House of Representatives against Mr. Webster, 
by Mr. Charles Allen, on the 25th and 26th of February, 
for which I was subsequently vouched as the principal au- 
i thority. Desa: <I consider Judge Allen would have 
| “required justification had he fuiledto lake the ground that 
| ‘he did on this subject; and I ask if it is not the duty of 
‘every man who sees corruption in high pluces to expose 
4 it??? 

This calumny was, (as your readers all know,) that Mr. 
Webster had been induced to accept the place of Secretary 
| of State in consequence of money paid, or promised to be 
paid, to him from Boston and New York, and that this bar- 
gain was proposed by Mr. Webster through me, and, in the 
result, was constunmated by the required payment. Buch 
a bargain Mr. Dana calls “corruption in high places:?? and 
! it would be so if it hud been made. He says, too, repeat- 

ing atter Mr. Allen, and speaking of the contract tor the 
payment of the Mexican indemnity, that Mr, Webster was 
dependent on the bankers (Messrs, Corcoran & Riggs) “to 
lt whom the contract was given ;?? and he adds, afterwards, 
Í that Mr. Webster “ has received a gitt from the very class 
| of men concerned in this contract as the condilion of 
| taking the office of Seeretary of State; 325,000 from New 
York and $19,000 from Boston.’ 

l think all persons who kuow me—as Mr. Dana. says he 
docs—* very well,” know that I would not be couneeted | 
with a transaction so discreditable to all who might be con- 
ii eerned init. I feel equally sure that Mr. Webster would 
not, nor would the honorable men who subsequently came 
forward in Boston, and did what they thought their duty 
required them to do to a great statesinan, who had made a 
| great sacrifice of his pecuniary interests and those of his 
family to the service of his country. T was not one of these 
il gentlemen; but 1 know that they were high-minded meu— 
nest of them retired from aflairs, and lite concemed in 
politics, except just so faras they are concerned in the wel- 
| fare of the Union. 


į 


By 


fers to the letter which Mr. 


using the same profession or occupation, are neces- 
sarily such sworn friends, that an obligation con- 
ferred by the one, implies a necessity of return to 
the other. It requires a vivid imagination to pre- 
sume, that because you have received pecuniary 
obligation from a gentleman living in number one, 
in any street, you will therefore feel bound to 
swerve from your official duties, to oblige some 
of the gentlemen living in number two. There 
| is nothing in the accusation which demands a reply. 
If there is anything in my colleague’s position, it 
is this: that the fact that Mr. Webster has been 
embarrassed in his pecuniary affairs, and has re- 
ceived pecuniary favors, would disqualify him from 
serving his country as a statesman. Has my col- 
league been so much more fortunate than most 
other men as to have utterly escaped such embar- 
rassments? Has the black ox never trode on his 
foot? Ifso, I congratulate him that that bitterest 
drop has never been added to his cup of misery. 
But if it should be true, of which I know noth- 
ing, that he, too, like perhaps the majority of 
mankind, has known the agonies of the proud man 
subjected to the calls of the imperious creditor— 
if he too has “served for a term in, that leprous 
armada ” of debt, entanglement, and evasion 
and if in happier and more prosperous hours, he 
forgets the sufferings of earlier years, and is prompt 
to urge against others a state of embarrassment as 
| a reason of disqualification—why, what then? Itis 
| but a modern illustration of the savage line of the 
i Roman annalist, eo immitsior quia toleraverat, ‘ all 
the more pitiless because he, too, had suffered 
and all that need be said is, that the people among 
| whom he lives have dealt and will deal with him 
more sparingly and kindly than he is inclined to 
deal with others. f 
Mr. Chairman, L now come to another point for 
the consideration of the committee. It appears by 
| the report of the debate on this subject in the last 
Congress, thatmy colleague (Mr. Antex] then re- 
| marked thatno other gentleman except himself had 
| thought fit to bring Mr. Webster’s private affairs 
| before the notice of the House. ‘The inquiry natu- 
! rally occurs, Why was it that nobody else thought 
i fit to bring these facts to the notice of the Efouse? 
Was it fear, or was it good taste and decency that 
prevented others from touching that subject? Was 
there no other man in this House of equal courage 
| and force as my colleague ?—and in saying this I 
i would not say a depreciating word of my col- 
| league’s courage or force. What was the rea- 
| son that we was the only person who could he 


i 


i 


| 
| 
| 


| 
j 


| Mr. Dana, in his speech, re 
Webster addressed to me on tl 
ly after General Taylor’s death. 
|! that letter, dated July 12, 185¢ 
have read my letter, published with it, and dated March 11, 
185i. The jetter of Mr. Webster, written before the funer- 
al of President Taylor, and before Mr. Webster or any 
one else knew who would be nominated by Mr. Fillmore 
as Secretary of State, contained no intimation whatever 
that the Department of State would be offered to bim, but 
rather the reverse; and yet, except the su equent notice 
| dy telegraph of the mere “ts of his nomination as Secre- 
tary and acceptance of the office, this letter was, prior to 
the time of bis entering upon the duties of the Department, 
the only communication I received either directly or in- 
directly from Mr. Webster, on the whole subject of 
the Secretaryship. I said so in my letter, and I now add 
that I have not at any time had any communication with 
him or from him upon the subject of the spontancous gist 
nade to him by the gentlemen of Boston, the character of 
Which bas bech so perverted by Mr. Dana and Mr. Allen. 

Tt is to be presumed that Mr. Dana saw the letter, and 
therefore knew perfectly well that th bad not been any 
such disereditable bar ved, and that the 
statements he made about it were not true. 

The part which relates to the contract with Messrs 
coran & Riggs, the Washington bankers, and to Mr. Wcb- 
ster, as having ‘ received a gift from the very che of inen 
concerned in this contract as the condition of his taking the 
office of Sceretary of State,” ix also untrue. The gilt so 
honorably offered by meu of high sense of honor in Boston 
to Mr. Webster was not offered to him until many weeks 
after he had become Secretary of State. Not more than 
two of the persons who offered it to him could in any way 
be regarded as of the class of bankers, or concerned in 
il banking; and so far from his “ position of independence”? 
j! being affected by it, as Mr. Dana declares it was and is, F 
have good reason to belicve that Mr. Webster does not to 
this day know the name or position of one of the individuals 
who have thus nobly and unostentatiously expressed to 
him their gratitude for his patriotic services. 

FRANKLIN HAVEN. 

Į was struck with the singular vagueness of the 
gentleman’s expressions. Fle charged the Secre- 
tary of State with 
received favors from men of the class, by the 
same people, in the same street, who might possi- 
bly have the same occupation and profession as 
the bankers who had received this contract. Ide 


not know that people living in the same strect, or 


etate of things immediate- 
He had theretore read 
and { suppose he must 


| 


Cor- 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
I 
H 
H 
| 
I 


|! chasetts—a former neighbor, 


i of corruption, as 


|, mise measures, S$ 
| in sustaining Mr. Webster. Whatare the numbers 
undue bias, because he had | 


|i be a majority of 21,000 votes. 


| found to bring these charges—a citizen of Massa- 
fellow-citizen, and 
| friend of the Secretary of State? Are we not thus 

led to the consideration, whether there is not some 
i «< Jevell’d malice,” some hatred here? When my 
! colleague warns the House not to attach any im- 
| portance to the suggestions of political bias, and 
| advises them to consider facts alone, without ref- 
l erence to any unpleasant or unfriendly associa~ 
tions, has he not been conscious in his own mind 
that his own course was governed by the very 
t. 


causes against the influence of which he warned 
he House? 

My colleague is particularly earnest upon the 
subject of corruption. He professes extreme fear 
of corruption. Now, there is a particular piece 

i I consider it, occurring in our 
‘own State, before his own eyes—I might say oc- 
i curring at his own instigation—that l think his 
|, talents and force might be more profitably directed 
|; against, than in hunting up these trumpery 
l: charges against the Secretary of State. Now, 
| what are the facts? There are three parties in 
| Massachusetts, and I mean to bring this matter 
ii close home, so far as Mr. Webster 1s concerned, 
| There is the Democratic party, which in terms, in 
its resolves, indorses those measures known 
i as the compromise measures. There is the Free- 
| Soil party, which is sustained and kept up by 
‘hatred to the compromise measures, including 
| the fugitive slave law. There is the Whig party, 
| which I take it, by their State resolves, without 
| taking perfectly distinct ground upon the compro- 
i till take perfectly distinct ground 


1 
i 
| 
| 
' 
| 

| 

| 
1 


of these parties? The number of Whig votes is 
: 64,800, the number of the Democratie votes is 
i 43,000; the number of the Free-Soil 28,000, leaving 

the Whigsa plurality, which any where else would 
Of that vast majority 
e 100,000 voters 


| of Whigs and Democrais, you hav 
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om susiain the com- 


against 28,000; one part of wh 
i Webster advocated, 


promise measures which Mr. e ) 
and the other part of whom, judging by their vote 
in their’ State Convention, sustain Mr. Webster, 
making, as I said before, 100,000 against 28,000. 
That was the case last year. Something like that 
was the case the year before. Well, what was 
the result, and what has happened in that State? 
Here were two parties, the Democratic and Free- 
Soil party, directly opposed to each other upon a 
ground which was vital to the existence of the 
Free-Soil. party, and which was a most cardinal 
pointin the creed of the Democratic party. Those 

arties met together and made a bargain. The 

ree-Soil party united with the Democratic party, 
and sent to the Senate of the United States the 
most talented and eloquent man who could be 
presented from the Free-Soil ranks; my colleague 
{Mr. Arsen] always excepted. (Laughter.] For 
whom were the Democrats in Massachusetts who 
were in favor of the war with Mexico called upon 
to vote? For a gentleman who said, when Mr. 
Winthrop voted for the preamble and bill giving 
supplies to our troops in Mexico, “ that Mr. Win- 
throp ought rather to allow our army to pass be- 
tween the Caudine forks.” Now Eam not much 
of a Latin scholar, but I understand that the 
Caudine forks do not differ materially from the 
Alamo butchery; and that the Caudine forks in 
that connection, meant that Mr. Winthrop should 
have left the American throat to the tender mercies 
of the Mexican knife. 

The Democratic party are in favor of non-inter- 
vention as regards slavery in the States or Terri- 
tories. They were called upon to send to the 
United States Senate for six yearsa gentleman who 
was in favor of intervention atleast up to the verge 
of the Constitution, as he understood it. They 
send to the Senate of the United States a gentle- 
man who declared, in a speech to be found in one 
of his printed volumes, that there were depths of 
infamy as well as heights of fame; that President 
Fillmore has sounded the former, and that he had 
better never have been born, than to have signed the 
fugitive slave bill. What induced the Democratic 
party to do this? What, I say, induced the Dem- 
oerats to do this? What was it? Why, and 
how were the officers of the State put up Jike mut- 
ton and beef in the shambles? I will tell you 
how. The leaders of the two parties met in re- 
peated caucuses: as an ultimate result, six Coun- 
cillors, the Governor, Lieutenant Governor, and 
an United States Senator for nine days, were 
given to the Democrats, while three Councillors, 
the United States Senator, and Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and some other make-weight officer went to the 
Free-Soil party. The two parties higgled and 
chaffered iny by day, and night by night, in 
long and heated mectings, as to the distribution | 
of these ofiees—each begging the other to come 
up to the price of its puited and advertised con- 
science and patriotism! Pulled, Tsay—advertised, 
Į say, as thoroughly as ever wer Phillips’s fire | 
annihiator, or Emerson’s pr straps. E will 


i, that p 


the org 


| paign, in the year of our Lord 1891: 


party got hold of a gentleman named Mr. Bell, of ; 
Montgomery, and induced him to vote with them |, 


by the promise of a commission as justice of the 
peace, a. suit of clothes, and a promise of a ioar 
of $400 in money. [Laughter.] At that ume | 
| there was a great cry of indignation. 
question was whether it was true, and no liv- 
ing man -wndertook.to claim that such things 
were right. ‘The gentleman himself would have 
considered at that time that it was an outrageous 
proceeding. Where does the gentleman find the | 
| distinction between that case and the Massachu- 
setts coalition of 1850 and 1851? Does the suit 
of clothes constitute the difference? Is it the com- 
| mission as a justice of the peace, which he actual- 
ily got, which makes the distinction? Here, in 
the corruption which the gentleman aided, and by 
virtue of which he holds his seat, it was not one 
‘justice of the peace, but five hundred justices, į 
|‘who were bought in open market. It was a clean 
sweep of governorship, attorneyships, sheriffalties 
—in short, of everything that flatters the pride and 
ambition of man; and it was all to be given, pro- 
vided the leaders of the two parties would fall down 
and worship the golden calf of coalition. I wait, 
anxiously for my colleague to point out to me the 
distinction between the ethics of the Beil purchase 
i and the ethics of the coalition purchase. 
| { think it is Milton who says of the wars of the 
| Heptarchy that at this distance of time it is as 
' difficult to understand their objects and motives 
las it would be to understand the objects and 
| motives of the fights between crows and kites. 
| And it would be equally difficult for anybody at 
|a distance from Massachusetts to explain—by 
| the aid of the reason which God has given him— 
| precisely how it was that two parties that occu- 
i pied such exactly opposite ground upon the com- 
| promise question, could be brought up to the 
imark—the one io help to send to the Senate 
lof the United States, for six years, a man who 
i would during that long period profess and en- 
‘foree with his whole power, doctrines which 
‘they regarded as denationalizing and disorgan- 
izing; and the other to lend its influence to put 
; into power in the State offices of the Common- : 
wealth of Massachusetts, a set of men utterly and | 
entirely opposed to them in all those points w hich | 
they professed to think most essential. Well, I 
will tell you how it was. It was party hatred, and 
arty hatred leveled against the man whom 
we have heard vilified to-day. Nothing else but 
that could, E am sure, have induced the Free-Soil 
party of Massachusetts to take the course they 
idid. From the Boston Commonwealth, which is 
ithe organ of the Free-Soil party—and it is my 
| practice to read the papers of the other side more 
than my own, for I take it for granted that my own 
arealways right—from the Boston Commonwealth, | 
! nof the Wree-Soil party, I elip the follow- | 
i ing, which was the rallying ery for the last cam- | 


next place there must be UNION and EFFORT, | 
i on. No concession of principle, | 


do them the justice, however, and 1 feel bound to 
say that there was no trickery m one respect— 
there was os perfect an impartiality of treachery 


to principle on either side as can be expected | 


from the weaknessesand imperfections ofmortality. 
{Laughter.] Such a scene was never before ex- 
hibited or dreamed of in this country as was ex- 
hibited in old Massachusetis; the leaders of two 
whole parties bronghtup by one wide, wild, wasting 
sweep of the offices of the Commonwealth. 

I want to hear what the gentleman will say 
about this great crime against our institutions, 


this wholesale corruption, this monstrous—-f had |: 


: har : i 
almost said, this inexpiable falsehood to con- | 


science and to Ged, to the heart of man, and to | 
Where was the gentleman | 


the nature of things. 
then? Where was he? Was he attempung to. 
prevent corruption then? Quite the reverse, I! 
understand that he instigated it; that he favors it; , 
that he thinksit was right. Better that he should | 


go home and endeavor to undo the mischief that | 


he helped to do there than come here and as- 
sail Mr. Webster. There is one point in this | 
connection, to which I must refer, and to which I | 
hope the gentleman will give an explicit reply. [| 
would recall to the gentleman’s memory the year 
1843, when he and myself were members of the 
same party, and when we got whipped, although 
having, as we supposed, a majority in the Legisla- | 
ture. {t was a case of this sort: the opposite | 


| 
i 
| 
| 


i for none is requir o our Free-Soil friends we say-- i 
, how that we wish 49 rebuke Daniel Webster, to sustain 
Charles Sumner, and ta stamp upon the fugitive slave liw, 
ils mers und apologists, the senl of popular reprobution, 
X Pomoerat who is furthest from us is nearer than any | 
Whig eau be. To our Democratie triends we say—now | 
that you wish fosustcin Governor Bou ll, to retain the j 
Stute Sdrainistration, to preserve and to perfect the reforms 
so auspiciously commenced last winter, the Free-Soiler | 


| whipped us. Oh, glorious defeat! Oh, destruc- 
‘tive and abortive triumph! Need I say, that I 
would rather be defeated fifty times in that way, . 
have one such success. i 
So had I. 
But we are up within seven: 


We stand shoulder to shoul- | 


Mr. DAVIS. 
thousand of them. 


i 
i 
| 


| well, the Democratic Governor, there were some ; 
t twenty or thirty Democratic members of the House 


What did the Free-Soil paper do then? 
| out the very next morning after the first failure to | 


| elect, and said that Governor Boutwell must not | 


| make any changes or appointments to office until | 


i 
i 


And this, Mr. Chairman, was the way they i: 


ho would have nothing to do with Mr. Sumner. |: 
It came | 


{ 


The only ` 


| to address this committee. 


the United States Senatorship was disposed of. 
That paper well understood its men. There was 


: the greatest state of excitement and the most anx- 


ious expectation until that matter was arranged, 
and the doors of the treasury were thrown open 
to the hungry. I remember an engraving after 
Landseer, in which a number of very. hungry- 


. looking dogs are squatting or standing on their hind 


egs, with watering mouths and terrible anxiety in 
their eyes, watching a meat-tray over which a very 
portly-looking dog is keeping guard. [Laughter. } 
There is a frightful similarity between the physi- 
ognomical effects of the animal ravenousness and 
geed represented in the picture, and the effects of 
the same passions upon a human subject. An 
English poet has well said: 
“So, when ‘ dog’s- meat’ reéchoes through the streets, 

Rush sympathetic dogs from their retreats, 

Beam with bright blaze their supplicating eyes, 

Sink their hind legs, ascend their joyful ex 

Each, wild with hope, and maddening to prevail 

Points the pleased ear and wags the expectant te 


it? 

Well, there was something of that sort seen in 
Massachusetts. The pottage was savory, Esau 
was hungry, and the birthright and all went. 
[Laughter.] What, then, is the state of the case? 
Why, that these twenty-six thousand voters, con- 
centrating their resentment, and levelling their im- 
itation thunderbolts at one grey, historic head, 
making that their chief and leading object, and 
sacrificing every principle for the purpose of venting 
their rage on that great man, have succeeded, by 
moves on the political chess-board, in causing a 
surface expression of a state of sentiment vastly 
different from the state of sentiment which actually 
exists in Massachusetts. Why this rage against 
the Secretary of State? Because they choose to 
say that he has been false to the North. Upon that 
subject, on some proper occasion, and on some 
early oceasion, I shall have something to say. It 
is notnow the time to speak of his course of policy. 
My object is accomplished at this time in pointing 
out why it was that my colleague supposed that 
his course in relation to this matter would be re- 
garded with suspicion by the House. For what 
Mr. Webster has suflered—if he has suffered any- 
thing—I do not suggest that he has any specific 
claim on any section of country, for I do not think 
myself, that he was influenced in his course by 
regard to one section more than another. 

‘What he did, whether right or not in all its de- 
tails, was, in my judgment, the fruit and result of 
the intense, glowing, passionate nationality which 
is engrained in the man, and which would lead 
him, J think, to endeavor, at whatever personal 
cost, to do equal and exact justice, under the Con- 
stitution, to every section; and perhaps it may be 
truly said, that his career, from the abundance of 
his vital force, and the pronounced, individual quali- 
ties of his character, more forcibly than that of any 


| other statesman of the time, illustrates the saying, 
that in applying principles to the changing affairs 


of life, the man who is true to his idea must often 
submit to the risk of being deerned inconsistent 
in his measures. 

I cannot tell, Mr. Chairman, how much this 
sort of assault which we have heard to-day, is cal- 
culated to injure Mr. Webster. If lean judge 
from the experience of the past, from the feeling 
which I see expressed in the faces about me, or 
from the emotions of my own heart, F should say 
not much. However this may be, I comfort my- 
self with the thought, that the man dies, but the 
cause lives; whatever he has done, suffered, and 
achieved, will live long after him in the annals and 
glories of his country; as the spreading tree bears 
testimony through its thousand burly arms, 


i clothed with the fruits and léaves of a thousand 
|. years, to the care which nourished its early growth. 


I believe that, on the whole, though there are 
some matters into which I would have liked to have 
gone more fully, I have touched upon those topics 
which l intended to have touched when I began 
I have this comfort, 
at least—and it is a comfort not to be forgotten— 
the pleasure of feeling, that, however inaptly, 


| however bunglingly or clumsily I have expressed 


the sentiments which Í have uttered, yet the pulses 


| of one hundred thousand men of Massachusetts 


will keep even beat with mine in this matter, and 
that the hearts of the people will more than supply 
any inadequacy of expression on my part. z 

Mr. MEADE obtained the floor, but gave way 
to 


52. 
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Mr. CLINGMAN, who moved that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose,and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Jones] reported that the Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and partic- 
ularly House bill No, 46, providing for carrying 
into execution in further part the twelfth article of 
the treaty concluded with Mexico at Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, but had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. EVANS moved that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw that motion, in order to allow the 
Speaker to present to the House a communication | 
from the President. i 

Mr. EVANS. Iwill withdraw the motion. 


THE MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the consent of the 


House to permit the communication from the |; 


President now lying upon the Speaker’s table to 
be read. | 
{Cries of “ Read it!?? “Read it °] 
There being no objection, the following commu- 
nication was then read by the Clerk, viz: 


To the House of Representatives: 

1 transmit a report from the Secretary of State, 
and the documents which accompanied it, upon i 
the subject of a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of yesterday, relative to the Mexican 
indemnity. MILLARD FILLMORE. 

WasniNGTON, January 23, 1852. 


Several Mempers. Read the documents from 
the Secretary of State. 

Mr. ORR. I beg leave to suggest that these 
communications will all be published in the Globe 
to-morrow merning, so there will be no necessity 
for their being read now. I move that they be re- | 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union, and be printed. 

The question was put, and it was so ordered. 


[The following are the documents enclosed in | 
the message of the President : 

To the President of the United States: 

I communicate to you, a resolution which passed | 
the House of Representatives yesterday, request- | 
ing me to transmit to that House ‘copies of the | 
‘notes addressed to the Department of State by | 


‘the Mexican Minister, M. Dela Rosa, (on the sub- | 
‘ject of the payment of the Mexican indemnity,) | 
«in the months of February and March last; to- | 
t gether with a statement of any information in! 
‘relation to the same matter which may have been 
t verbally communicated to his Department by the 
‘ Mexican Minister, in regard to the wishes of the 
‘Mexican Government as to the payment of the 
t money here; and a statement of the terms upon | 
«which it was willing to receive it.” It is cus- 
tomary for such requests to be addressed to the 
President, and for the answer to be left subject to 
his discretion. The departure from usage in this 
case was probably the result of accident or haste. 
TĪ know no objection to transmitting to the House 
a copy of Mr. De la Rosa’s notes, but I think it 
proper that it should be done by your authority, 
All the notes cal 
with laid before 
subject may be 
this Department 
February last. 

It is impossible for me to state, even if it were 
proper, what conversation took place between Mr. 
De la Rosa and myself on the subject. 

Respectfully submitted, 
DAN’L. WEBSTER. 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, 


you; and, also, in order that the 


to Mr. De la Rosa, of the 21st of 


Wasuixeron, January 23, 1852. f 


Mr. De la Rosa to Mr. Webster. 
(TRANSLATION. | 
Mexican Legation, WASHINGTON, 
February 3d, 1851. } 

The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the Republic of Mex- | 
ico, has the honor of addressing himself to the | 
Secretary of State, for the purpose of making | 
known to him that he has been instructed by his 
Government to inform that of the United States 
of the fact that Mr. Edmund J. Forstall has 
advanced a sum of $400,000 to Mexico, which, 


| although it is stated in the memorandum of this 


ances of his most distinguished consideration. 


|i e Excellency will be pleased to apprise that Gov- 


|| ‘therein may be carried out. k l i 
| of such claim, have reduced him to the necessity 


ed for by the resolution are here- |; 


properly understood, the note of |: 


į 
It 


{ 
according to agreement, must be returned in full | 
to him when the next installment of the indemnity 
which the United States are paying to Mexico in |i 
pursuance of the treaty of Guadalupe shall be- į 
come due. The undersigned incloses herewith to 
the Secretary of State a copy of the note he has 
received from his Government in relation to this 
matter, marked No. 1. The undersigned begs 
also to inform the Secretary of State, that the | 
aforesaid Mr. Forstall has further advanced, on 
the same terms, another sum of $150,000 to the 
Mexican Government, as it is shown by copy No. 
Q,and another sum of $100,000, as it appears 
from the note marked No. 3,a literal copy of ' 
which he incloses to the Secretary of State. And 


i 


last note, that the sum advanced is $200,000, the 
undersigned believes that this amount was insert- 
ed through a mistake, and that the sum advanced 
is only $160,000, as will be shown by the respective 
certificates, which the General Treasury of Mexico || 
| has no doubt given to the party interested. | 

The undersigned avails himself of this oppor- 
tunity to renew to the Secretary of State the assur- 


LUIS DE LA ROSA. 
The Hon. DANIEL WEBSTER, &c., &e., &e. 


‘[PRANSLATION.] 
No. 1. 


Department of Interior and Foreign Relations—No. 
132—Four hundred thousand dollars of the indem- 
Narionat Paracr, Mexico, 


nity—Duplicate. 
December 14, 1850. i 


| Mosr excenzent Sin: Ina note dated yester- 
| day, the Minister of Finances has communicated ;j 
i to me the following: ji 

“Most sxceLLeNTt Sir: His Excellency the 
< President has requested that I would write to `i 
‘your Excellency, which I have the honor of do- ! 
‘ing, in order that, conformably to the agreement | 
! “contained in the certificate of four hundred thou- 
‘sand dollars, which has been forwarded to Ed- 
‘mand J. Forstall, in virtue of the contract en- 
| «tered into by him with the Government on the | 
‘ith instant, in advancing the aforesaid sum, 
“that the same would be refunded in full to him, 
‘onthe payment of the next installment of the 
‘indemnity due from the United States. Your 


‘ernment of the fact accordingly, per original, 
| «duplicate, triplicate, and quadruplicate. And I| 
‘hereby send acopy of these instructions to your 
| < Excellency, in order that the orders contained 


“God and Liberty. LACUNRA. 
“ To His Excellency the Minister Plenipotentiary 


t 
| 
| * of the United States of Mexico in Washington.” 


| [TRANSLATION.] 

i No 2. 

| Department of Interior and Foreign Relations —Du- 

| plicate—No. 133, one hundred and fifty thousand |i 
dollars of the indemnity. j 


WNarronat Parace, Mexico, 
December 20, 1850. 
Mosr excerient Sm: Ina note dated the 17th 
‘instant, the Minister of Finances writes to me as | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


; follows: 
| «Most excennent Sir: His Excellency the 
:* President has requested that I would write to! 
| your Excellency, which I have the honor of 
l doing, in erder that, conformably to the stipu- |; 
i § lations contained in the certificate of one hundred 
‘and fifty thousand dollars, which bas been for- 
i c warded to Edmund J. Forstall, in virtue of the 


‘ fact. 
« God and liberty. LACUNRA. 
« To His Excellency the Minister Plenipotentiary 
of the Mexican Republic in Washington. 


i 
4 


H 


» 


‘contract of Mr. Mark 
i the undersigned, for raising funds upon the mort- 
| gage of the indemnity which the United States are 
| paying to Mexico. 


> as this would be very agreeable to the inter 


[TRANSLATION] 
No. 3. 

Department of Interior and Foreign Relations—No. 
134,—Duplieate advance of two hundred thousand 
dollars of the indemnity 

Nationa, Paracz, Mexico, 
December 28, 1850. 

Most ExcELLENT Sm: In a note, dated the” 
Qith of December, his Excellency the Minister of 
Finances writes to me as follows: 

‘ Mosr excriienr Sir: His Excellency the 
‘ President has requested that I would make the 
‘present communication to your Excellency, in 
‘order that, conformably to the agreement con- 
‘ tained in the certificate of one hundred thousand 
‘dollars, which has been forwarded to Edward J. 
‘Forstall, in virtue of the contract entered into by 
‘him with the Government on the 23d instant, in 
‘advancing the aforesaid sum, that the same would 
‘be refunded in fuil to him on the payment of the 
‘next installment of the indemnity due from the 
‘United States. Your Excellency will be pleased 


| < to give that Government proper notice of the fact 


‘ per original, duplicate, triplicate, and quadrupli- 
‘cate. And in order that your Excellency may 
‘give said Government the required notice, | have 
‘the honor of transcribing them to you, with the 
‘renewed expression of my consideration. 
“ God and liberty. LACUNRA. 
“To His Excellency the Minister Plenipotentiary 
of the Mexican Republic in Washington.” 


Mr. de la Rosato Mr. Webster. 
[TRANSLATION.] 
MEXICAN LEGATION, 
Wasmincton, February 17, 1851. } 
The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the Republic of Mex- 


‘ico, has the honor of addressing himself to the 


honorable Secretary of State of the United States, 
for the purpose of informing him that it is with 
regret he finds himself compelled to occupy once 


n more the attention of the said Sccretary on the 
subject of certain drafis which bave been remitted 


the Mexican Government upon that of the 
ited States. This subject is connected with the 
‘ith the Government of 


The official communication which the under- 


| signed has just received from the aforesaid Mr, 


Marks, in which he speaks of a claim for indem- 
nification, which he believes himself entitled to 
present against Mexico, and the duty which de- 
volves on the undersigned, toavoid the prevention 


of treating once more with the Secretary of State 
on this disagreeable subject. 

With this object in view, the undersigned thinks 
it proper to imbody certain facts in this official 
note: 

Before being made acquainted with the fact that 
the Secretary of State had made a contract for the 
payment of the funds of the indemnity, the Mexi- 
can Government had, on its part, entered into 
another contract with D. Isaac D. Marks, relative 


| to the same payment, and had directed the under- 
“signed to endeavor to procure from the Govern- 


ment of the United States the acceptance of the 
drafts which had been remitted, for the payment 
of said indemnity, which payments were to take 
place at the various times stipulated to that effect 


` in the treaty of peace. 


The undersigned had begun to negotiate ver- 


: bally with the Secretary of State for the accept- 


anee of said drafts when he received a note from 
his Government, in which he was told that in case 
the Secretary of State should already have been 
compromised in favor of any contract, not to offer 
any opposition on the part of this legation to any 
arrangement which the Secretary of State might 
have mude—not at least in such a manner as to 
give any ground of offence by such opposition— 


| but to persist in the mode which he thought most 


prudent in asking for the acceptance of the drafts, 


Mexico. The undersigned then spoke again to 


“the Secretary of State about the importauce which 


his Government placed upon the acceptance of the 
drafts, and endeavored to convince him of the fact 
that the interests of the United States would not 
suffer on account of this acceplance. 
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Jan. 23, 


The undersigned remembers that in these inter- 
views something was said—the connection of 
things rendering such allusions indispensable— 
about the contract with Mr. Marks; but the un- 
dersigned did not persist in going very deeply into 
this matter, for he did not deem it necessary, at 
any time, to make known the object of the Mexi- 
can Government for desiring the acceptance of the 
drafts. 


| 
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United States to Mr. Webster for the information, 
which you had communicated to him in relation to 
this subject. > 

Your Excellency will see that Mr. Webster, in 
his reply fo the resolution of inquiry, based on 
your said note to me of the 30th ultimo, has said 
that your Excellency has made no communication 
to the Department of State.on the subject of the 
said drafts or contract. I have, therefore, to re- 


While this was passing, the Secretary of State 
said to the undersigned, that he had reason to be- 
lieve that this legation must have received certain 
communications from the Mexican Government, 
of which the Department of State ought to have 
been informed. The undersigned merely remarked, 
that he had not received the communications al- 
luded to, but that as soon as they reached him the 
Secretary of State should be made acquainted with | 
their contents. On the following day he received 
from Messrs. Corcoran & Riggs a duplicate of the 
communications referred to. The undersigned 
gave to the Secretary of State a literal copy of the 
same. As these communications do not inform | 
the undersigned that the Government of Mexico | 


had annulled the contract whi¢h it had made with |: 


Mr. Marks, nor direct him positively to desist 
from negotiating the acceptance of the drafts, he | 
was compelled to believe, and he still believes, that 


although the Government of Mexico thinks it a || 


difficult matter for Marks to carry his contract into 
operation, it does not consider it as annulled, and 
is always disposed to fulfill the same, as far as 
practicable, in the same good faith with which it 
stipulated it from the beginning. 

The undersigned may have forgotten some of 
the circumstances which may have transpired 
during his interviews with the Secretary of State; 
he believes, however, that he has herein laid down 
all the most important facts that have occurred up 
to the day when the Senate of the United States 
received the information communicated through 
the Secretary of State 

The undersigned begs to inclose a copy of Mr. 
Marks’s official communication. From it the; 
Secretary of State will perceive that a very heavy 


quest that your Excellency will at once present 
the drafts for acceptance, and communicate to this 
Government the wishes of your Government in 
this matter, or that you will inform meof the sub- | 
į stance of the conference which you have had with 
| Mr. Webster in relation thereto. 
| Lhave again to inform your Excellency that all 
that is necessary to obtain the acceptance of the 
drafts, is that your Excellency will communicate | 
the wishes of your Government, and that if such 
notice is not given and the drafts not presented by 
| you officially, I will sustain great loss and injury, 
for which the Mexican Government will be bound 
in good faith to indemnify me. 

Ihave the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant, I. D. MARKS. 


Wasuineron, February 17, 1851. 


| 
i 


Mr. Webster to Mr. de la Rosa. 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, 

WASHINGTON, February 21, 1851. } 

The undersigned, Secretary of State of the 
United States, has the honor to acknowledge the 
receipt of the note of the 17th instant, addressed 
to him by Mr. De la Rosa, Envoy Extraordinary | 
and Minister Plenipotentiary of the Mexican Re- 
public. That. communication appears to have 
been suggested by what Mr. De la Rosa calls in- 
formation communicated to the Senate of the 
United States by the undersigned. This Depart- 
‘ment has communicated no such information. 
| The Senate, bya resolution of the 10th instant, 
| requested from the President all the information 
! communicated to him by Mr. Dela Rosa relative 
‘to certain drafts drawn by the Mexican Govern- 


claim may probably be brought against Mexico; 

and although, up to the present moment, said claim | 
would be unfounded, yet it might assume the ap- | 
pearance of a just claim, if, by his silence on this | 
occasion, the Mexican Minister were to induce | 
the belief that he had in any way opposed the suc- 

cessful issue of Mr. Marks’s proceedings, before 

the Senate of the United States, with a view of car- 

rying his contract into effect. It is not the prov- 

ince of the undersigned to pass any opinion upon 

Mr. Marks’s pretensions; it behooves not him 

either to support or to oppose them before the 

Senate. 

As it was Mr. Marks, and not the Government 
of Mexico, who assumed the responsibility of pro- 
curing the acceptance of the drafts on the part of 
the Government of the United States, and as the 
undersigned has moreover received, on this day, 
fresh instructions from his Government, dated De- 
cember 30th, in which he is directed not to press 
the acceptance of the drafts if, in his opinion, the | 
abandonment of that object should be necessary in 
order to preserve the relations of friendship and 
good understanding which happily exist between 


Mexico and the United States, the undersigned |: 
desists entirely from pursuing said negotiations |; 


any further. 

The undersigned avails himself of this opportu- 
nity to renew to the Secretary of State the assur- 
ances of his most distinguished consideration. 


LUIS DE LA ROSA. 


| Senate was led to suppose that the President might 


|; information from Mr. De la Rosa, hereferred the 


| ment on the Treasury of the United States. It is 
| presumed that in adopting this resolution, the 


| have such information, and had that been the case, 
| the request would probably have been complied 
i with. But as the President had received no such 
‘yesolution to this Department, with directions to 
| the undersigned to report thereon. The under- 
| signed reported accordingly, that no information, 
such as the resolution called for, was in this De- 
partment, The President transmitted this report 
| to the Senate, with a message to that body. 
| The undersigned flattered himself, that after the 
| expression of the sentiments of this Government, 
| contained in the noteof Mr. Buchanan to Mr. De 
i la Rosa, of the 15th February, 1849, Mr. De la 
| Rosa would have abstained from making a mes- 
| sage of the President to either House of Congress, 
a subject of diplomatic representation. He has, į 
however, thought proper to adopt a different 
j course, and although the undersigned, for the 
reasons mentioned by Mr. Buchanan, might, 
without disrespect of the Mexican Government, į 
decline to enter into a discussion of such a topic, 
he is willing, upon the present occasion, to waive | 
any appeal to forms, lest his silence might lead to 
} the inference that there is something substantial in | 
| Mr. Dela Rosa’s note, which requires an explana- | 
Í 


|i tion or reply, such as cannot be satisfactorily : 


; given. That note is principally occupied with a 
statement of oral communications made to the 


The Hon. Daxiæt WEBSTER, &c., &c. 


To H. E. Don Lurs De La Rosa, 
E. E. and M. P. of the Mexican Republic: 
Mosr EXCELLENT Sir: I have had the honor to 
transmit to your Excellency a copy of the reply | 
of Mr. Webster to the resolution of inquiry of the | 


Senate, calling upon the President for all the in- !! 


formation communicated by your Excellency in 
relation to the drafts drawn by the Mexican Gov- 
ernment on the Treasury of the United States 
under the contract made with me by that Govern- ji 
ment, and the wishes of the Mexican Government !! 
in relation thereto. Your Excellency informed me | 


by your note of the 30th ultimo, that you had had || 


several conferences with Mr. Webster in rela- | 
tion to my contract, and referred the Senate of the 
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pleased to see that Mr. De la Rosa himself is | 
l 


The transaction thus sought to be effected, seemed | 
to the undersigned so irregular, that he promptly , 


declined to have any agency in gratifying Mr. De 
la Rosa’s wish. In adopting this course, the un- 
dersighed was actuated by the considerations, that 
he could find no stipulation in the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo authorizing the Mexican 
Government to draw bills on the Treasury of the 
United States, or authorizing that Department to 
accept or to pay them. It seemed to him thatthe 
relative rights and duties of the two Governments 


| in regard to the indemnity due under that treaty, 


and the mode of paying it, were well defined in 
the treaty itself; that if Mexico. desired a change 
in that respect, she was bound to ask for it in a 
proper manner through her accredited officers; 
that such a proceeding as that proposed, would 
imply either, that an alteration in the treaty had 
already been made, by competent authority, or 
that it was in the power of the Executive branch 
of this Government to make such alteration should 
that be the wish of Mexico. All this appeared to 
the undersigned to be objectionable and inadmis- 
sible; and. Mr. De la Rosa wiil also hardly fail to 
recollect; that the undersigned, soon after he be- 


|! came charged with the duties of this Department, 


informed him that he could not entertain any prop- 
osition from Mexico, to change the mode of pay- 
ment of the indemnities, as it stood in the treaty. 

Mr. De la Rosa may be assured that, so far as 
any citizen of the United States may be concerned, 
the anxiety which he expresses lest the omission 
to accept the drafts adverted to may give rise toa 
claim against the Mexican Government which this 
Government will urge, is quite unfounded. The 
Government of the United States is not in the 
habit of prosecuting claims against foreign Gov- 
ernments founded on contracts. It has hitherto 
experienced, and continues to experience, suffi- 
cient difficulties in obtaining reparation from some 
of those Governments for claims of another de- 
scription. If it should ever deviate from this 
policy, it will carefully scrutinize any contract for 
which its protection may be invoked. If it shall 
then find that the parties to such a contract had 
no authority to enter into it, or that its subject or 
the circumstances connected with it were such as 
it could not approve, any foreign Government 
which might be charged with delinquency, need 
not apprehend any advocacy of such a claim on 
the part of this Government. 

The undersigned is gratified to notice that Mr. 
De la Rosa concludes his note with an expression 
of an intention not to pursue the subject further, 
The undersigned has no doubt of the wisdom and 
propriety of this determination. 


DANIEL WEBSTER. 

To Señor Don Lurs pz La Rosa, &c., &e. 

[TRANSLATION] 
Mexican LEGATION, 
WASHINGTON, February 24, 1851. ? 

The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the Republic of Mex- 
ico, has the honor of addressing himself to the 
Secretary of State, for the purpose of apprising 
him that he has received his. note of the 21st in- 
stant, relative to some information which has been 
communicated to the Congress of the United 
States, concerning the drafts on the Treasury of 
the United States, which the Government of 
Mexico had purposed to remit for the payment of 
the indemnity. 

The undersigned was extremely solicitous that 
the aforesaid note of the Secretary of State had 
been of a character to put an end to all the dis- 
agreeable misunderstandings which the informa- 
tion alluded to, had occasioned. But, such not 
being the case, the undersigned finds himself un- 


‘| der the necessity of addressing some remarks on 
ii the subject, to the Secretary of State. 


The Secretary of State lays it down as a princi- 
ple, that a message addressed to one of the Houses 
by his Excellency the President of the United 
States, cannot be made the subject of diplomatic 
communications. The undersigned regrets that 


| he cannot agree with the Secretary of State in this 


mode of thinking. 

The Secretary of State says, that he is certain 
that the undersigned made no mention, at the con- 
ferences held between ther, of a contract made 
by the Mexican Government with a private indi- 
vidual, for the advancement of funds, by mort- 
gaging the indemnity. The undersigned is sure of 
having spoken on that subject, and, being unwil- 
ling to trust to his own memory alone, he has 
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questioned two persons connected with this lega- ! 
tion, on the subject, who were present at those in- | 
terviews in the capacity of interpreters. It is not | 
strange that the Secretary of State should have 
forgotten what was said incidentally in regard to 
this matter: first, because it was not the princi- 
pal object of the interview; secondly, because his 
attention was very little drawn to this point; 
thirdly, owing to the grave and multitudinous 
matters which occupy his mind; and, finally, be- į 
cause no memorandum was made of what took 
place at the interviews. 
' The undersigned might, perhaps, feel it to be | 
his duty to say something in regard to other | 
points, touched upon in the aforesaid note of the | 
Secretary of State. He abstains doing so, because j 
in obedience to the promptings of his own feelings ! 
and the instructions he has received from his | 
Government on this subject, he desires to make | 
this note as concise as possible, lest any phrase or | 
expression might be misunderstood, and, there- 
fore, seem offensive to the Secretary of State. 

The undersigned renews to the Secretary of 
State the assurances of his most distinguished 
consideration. LUIS DE LA ROSA. 


Hon. Danse, WEBSTER, &c., &., &e. 


[rransLaTion. | i 
Mr. De la Rosa to Mr. Webster. 


Mexican LEGATION IN THE UNITED STATES, 
Wasuineron, March 8th, 1851. 

The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and i 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the Republic of Mex- i 
ico, has the honor of addressing himself to the | 
Secretary of State of the United States, informing 
him that he has been requested by his Govern- | 
ment to apprise the Government of ihis Republic, | 
that Mr. Edmund J. Forstall has advanced the | 
sum of two hundred and twenty thousand dollars | 
to Mexico, which must be reimbursed to him out | 
of the next installment due by the United States ; 
to Mexico, agreeably to the treaty of Guadalupe. 

The undersigned aes to inclose to theSecretary | 
of State the accompanying copy of the note of his | 
Government in relation to this matter; and he | 
avails himself of this opportunity to renew to him 
the assurances of his most distinguished consider- 
ation. LUIS DE LA ROSA. 

To the Hon. Danie, WEBSTER, &C., &e., &e. 


{ TRANSLATION. | 

Department of Interior and Foreign Relations of the 
Republic of Mexico.—No. 12.— Two hundred and | 
twenty thousand dollars of the indemnity. | 
NaTIonaAL PaLacE,} | 
Mexico, February 8th, 1851. } : 
MOST EXCELLENT Sır: In a note, dated the 4t 
instant, his Excellency the Minister of Finances | 
communicates to me what follows: | 
« Mosr wxoeLLenT Sir: His Excellency the 

< President has directed me to address this com- 
‘munication to your Excellency, in order that, | 
c conformably to the certificate for two hundred | 

‘and twenty thousand dollars, ($220,600,) which 
«has been forwarded to D. Edmund J. Forstall, | 
«which sum he has paid into the General Treas- | 
tury, agreeably to a contract made by him on this | 
‘day, and which is to be reimbursed to him out ; 
‘ of the next installment of the indemnity due from | 
‘the United States. You will please to apprise | 
‘that Government of the fact accordingly, per | 
‘ principal, duplicate, triplicate, and quadruplicate. į 
«And | inclose a copy of the same to your Excel- į 
‘Jency, in order that you may do as requested. 
« God and liberty. YANES. | 
“To His Excellency the Minister Plenipotentiary 
of the Republic of Mexico, in Washington.” | 
On motion, the House then adjourned till twelve 

o’clock to-morrow. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. LANE gave notice of his intention to introduce a bill 
for the relief of George Abernethy, of Oregon Territory. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following memorials, petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : | 
By Mr. McDONALD: The petition of Peter Grover of | 
Maine, praying for compensation for injuries received, by ; 
him while in the employment of the United States. i 
Also, the petition of —— Stillinan and others, citizens of; 
Maine, asking an appropriation for the erection of a buoy 
and the completion of a beacon at the entrance of Ports- | 
mouth harbor. 


By Mr. CHANDLER: The memo 


rial of Messrs. Hayes 


| 
| 


h Í| 


it 


H 
i 
A 


& Smith, of Philadelphia, asking to have refunded to them i 


a sum of money paid to the Government. 

Also, the memorial of John West and other citizens of 
Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of a law granting aid 
to those who suffered in the war of 1812, 


By Mr. EASTMAN: The petition of John Cummings, | 


for compensation tor extra services at Fort Crawford. 

By Mr. BOWNE: ‘he memorial of U. Callaghan and 
others, praying Congress to purchase the Spanish 
received by the United States from Spain under the Con- 
vention of 1834. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 24, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 

The Journal was read and approved. 

BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
what is the first business in order? 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for 
reports. 


Prayer 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. | 
l] United States under the supervision of the President.?? 


Mr. HARRIS. Does not the report of the; 
select committee on the bill relative to the assign- | 
ability of bounty land warrants come up in order 
this morning? 

The SPEAKER. That is the unfinished busi- 
ness for the morning hour. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will withdraw the demand 
for the previous question, which is the pending 


| The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
i! (Mr. Jongs, of Tennessee, in the chair.) 
|° Mr. HOUSTON moved that the committee 
i| take up House bill No. 46; which motion was 
| agreed to. 
The committee accordingly proceeded to the 
|| consideration of the bill to provide for the carry- 
|| ing into execution, in further part, the twelfth 
! article of the treaty with Mexico, concluded in 
i| Guadalupe Hidalgo. 
|| . The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending ques- 
tion was on the amendment of the gentleman from 
| California [Mr. Marsa] to the amendment of 
the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, (Mr. Jounson,] 
and that the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Mean] 
was entitled to the floor, : 
Mr. MEADE. 1 desire that the Clerk shall 
| read the amendments. 
The amendment of Mr. Jonnson, of Tennessee, 
was read as follows: 


_ And that said sum be paid over to the proper authori- 
ties of Mexico by the Secretary of the Treasury of the 


The amendment of Mr. Marsuatt, of Califor- 
| nia, to the amendment was read as follows: 


“ Provided, That the President may cause the payment 
to be made at such time and in such manner as will be most 
acceptable to the Government of Mexico.” 


Mr. MEADE. Mr. Chairman, the discussion 
has been diverted very widely from the subject 
legitimately before the committee. My object in 


motion on that question, for a moment. Itis very 
clear to my mind, from the discussion which this 
pill has elicited, and f suppose it must be clear to 
the mind of every gentleman upon this floor, that 
some legislation upon this subject is absolutely 
necessary. But gentlemen differ very widely as | 
to what that legislation shall be. There is a bill 
upon your table upon the same subject from the 
Senate. [have withdrawn the demand for the pre- 
vious question, in order that 1 may ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take up the Senate | 
bill and refer it, in connection with this, to the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, ° 
and to make them the special order for some day. | 
Gentlemen admit the necessity of the passage of | 
some bill of this description, but differ as to what | 
shall be adopted. I therefore desire that both | 
these bills shall be referred to the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union to be per- 


fected, in order that some bill may be passed as | 


soon as possible. 

Mr. TUCK. Some daysago I 
I would make a motion to lay that bil 
table. But I do not propose to make that motion 
now; I am willing to facilitate this business as 
much as any one. I have no objections to this 
bill being taken up in connection with the Senate 
bill, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; but I shall object to the 


two bills being made the special order for any day, ií 


for the reason that there is no more urgent neces- 
sity for action in this House upon this bill, than 
upon any one of the fifty others which will have 
to come up in their regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then 
Senate bill for the transfer of bo 
rants, and that it be referred, in connection with : 
the bill now under consideration, to the Commit- | 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and ! 
upon which motion I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
pended, 
into Committee of the Who 
Union. 

A Veice. Let us first dispose of these bills. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will not press my motion 
if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Farris} 
wishes to first dispose of these bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not object. 
to make the motion that these bills be referred to | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, and then let it lie over. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘Then I insist upon my mo- 
i 


Tmove that the rules besus- 


le on the state of the 


on. weer 
Mr. TUCK. If the gentleman will not insist . 
upon the bills being made a special order, I will ; 


not object to its being taken up. ARN oy 
Mr. HARRIS. Well, I will not insist on PA 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 


The question was then taken on the motion to | 


o into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and agreed to. 


‘| simply to make an appr 


| rily advert to previous ac 


gave notice that | 
l upon the || sion to say, 


I move to take up the | 
unty land war- | 


and that the House do now resolve itself :! 


I only wish jj as the man w 


rising is to say a few words upon the amendment 
| now pending. That amendment does not suit me 
i exactly. I should like to have it remoddled; but 
| the question now before the committee is the pro- 

| priety of adopting that amendment. 

Heretofore the practice of the House has been 
opriation, leaving it to the 
discretion of the Executive to discharge its duties 
in making the payments and in disbursing the 
| money. ‘hat course is one which comes recom- 
mended to us, not only by the universal practice 
of the House, but also by that courtesy which 
should always exist between this body and the 
Executive of the United States, whether the ma- 
jority of this body and the Executive belong to 
| the same political party or not. And some reason 
| should be given for departing from that practice 
in this instance. In doing this, we must necessa~ 
tion of the Executive, 
in connection with this matter, for upon that de- 
pends the propriety of our departing from the gen- 
eral rule in this instance. But I must take ocea- 
ihat no censure whatsoever can be 
ij attached to the manner in which the Committee of 
ll Ways and Means discharged its duty in the last 
i! Congress in reference to this Mexican indemnity. 
I think it would be highly improper for the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report any appro- 
priation bill like this, containing any restrictions 
upon the Executive, or any directions by which 
it is to be governed; because it implies that the 
i| Executive will not discharge its proper functions, 

For that reason, the Committee of Ways and 

‘| Means did right heretofore in simply appropri- 
ating the necessary amount of money. The Ex- 

ecutive, however, 1s responsible to this House and 

| to the nation for the manner in which its duties 

i are performed. If we disapprove the course of 
i the Executive, we may then very properly direct 

| it in reference to matters of a kindred nature. 

l This bill makes an appropriation of $3,180,000 

| for the payment of the last installment of the Mex- 
ican indemnity; and the question is, ‘ How has 

'; the Executive discharged its duty in relation to the 

| payment of previous installments??? I hold that 
| nations, like individuals, are bound by the same 
| principles of philanthropy and of morality, and 
| when they can confer a benefit upon another with- 
| out injuring themselves, they should do so. And, 
ho should act upon any other princi- 
| ple, deserves to be expelled from the society of men 
| and sent out with the brand of Cain upon his fore- 
| head, so should a nation be treated sinning in the 
same way. Whenever a nation can confer a ben- 
efit upon its neighbor without injury to itself, it is 
bound to do it. And that nation must be held re- 
sponsible to God and man for the omission of that 


|! 
} 
i 
j 
| 
i 


! 
i 
| 
] 
| 


i duty. 


At the time when the payment of the last install- 
ment became due to Mexico, there were at least 
i two bidders before our Government for the privi- 
l| lege of making that payment. The Barings & 
li Brothers, and their associates, were one; and the 
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we gave it to the Mexican Government, no secu- 
rity was necessary, because Mexico then became 
her own paymaster. There were two bids before 
the Executive. Though we are not officially in- 
formed, that factis sufficiently authenticated for us 
to assume it to be true. At the time when thelast 
appropriation was made, there was an offer pend- 
ing upon the part of Mexico, to pay our Govern- 
ment four and a half per cent. for the privilege of 
paying herself. At the same time the Barings 
and their associates offered to pay three anda half 
per cent. for the same privilege. If we consulted 
our awn interest, of course we should select the 
one by which we made the additional one per cent. 
If we were to regard the feelings and wishes of 
Mexico, we would, for that reason, have acceded 
to her proposition. Mexico was then prostrated, 
as it were, by a blow given by ourselves. She was 
bleeding from: wounds we had inflicted. These 

. considerations were powerful appeals to our gen- 
erosity and feelings of good neighborhood, to con- 
fer upon her the benefits she desired. 

Of course profits were to be made from these 
contracts, else there would have been no bidders, 
and the question was, whether we should secure 
these profits to Mexico, or give them to foreign 
bankers and capitalists? Now, I cannot concur 
with the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Epcrrron,] 
who spoke yesterday, upon the subject of these 
bankers. They are, like politicians, necessary 
evils. The commerce of nations cannot be carried 
on without them, They must, however, be 
watched like politicians, and the only thing ne- 
cessary for us to do, is to see that they do not 
abuse their power and influence. I do not com- 
plain of the Executive for employing them as 
agents. I have nothing to object to on that score. 
Gut Lassume, Mr, Chairman, that it was the duty 
of the President of the United States, upon the 
mere application of Mexico, to have acceded to 
their wishes, especially when she comes with a 
bonus of one per cent. over every other bidder. 
$f that had been the only consideration, the wishes 
of Mexico should have been regarded. But, in- 
dependent of that, we are informed, upon authority 
suficiently strong, that there had been a previous 
informal arrangement made by the administration 
of General Taylor to comply with the wishes of 
Mexico by accepting her drafts. Now, it is not 
my purpose, by any means, to charge Mr. Web- 
sier, or any other functionary of this Government, 
with corruption, in consequence of his failure to 
carry out the understanding which existed between 
the Minister of Mexico and the previous Admin- 
istration. Itis not my purpose to search into the 
hearts of men, or arraign motives, unless I can 
clearly establish them as bad. I take the transac- 
tion as [find it. ‘The complaint I make of the 
Administration and of the Secretary, regards po- 
liueal errors alone. Ido not pretend to examine 
into its moral delinquencies. Taking it for granted, 
that the hands of the Administration are washed 
of all corruption, still I must condemn its conduct 
towards Mexico. It should call down the censure 
of the House, and that censure must be expressed 
by restricting it, (contrary to the custom,) as to 
the mode of paying this last installment. The 
administration of General Taylor was fully aware 
of the distressed condiuon of Mexico; that she was 
desirous of anticipating the funds to be paid, ina 
short ume, by this Government. We had fuiled, 
to acertain extent, to discharge our obligations 
towards that country, and the difficulties she then 
labored under were increased by such failure upon 

our pe We had undertaken to defend her fram 
the Indians upon her frontiers. We had failed to 
go so. Hence greater obligations rested upon us 
to make the payment as soon as possible, and ac- 
cording to her desires. In consequence of the in- 
formal understanding of the Administration with 
the Government of Mexico, in relation to the an- 
ticipation of these funds, Mexico called her Con- 
gress together, for the express purpose of giving 
thatauthority to the transaction which she supposed 
the Government of this country would require. 
I understand it is a matter of history. I hope 
to be corrected if E am wrong. Congress did as- 
semble, and give the necessary authority; and in 
pursuance of it, the Government of Mexico had 
made a very important and beneficial arrangement 
with her creditors, by which five millions of the 


: it printed. 


sum we owed. her was to be paid over to a class 
of creditors who agreed to take it, not only in sat- 
isfaction of that much of their debt, but of many 
millions more, and to,reduce upon that account the 
rate of interest upon their debt. Here was another 
reason why the Administration succeeding that of 
General Taylor, ought to have regarded the wishes 
of Mexico as a solemn duty upon their part. Re- 
gardless, however, of the great injury which would 
result to Mexico from a failure to comply with this 
understanding with General Taylor’s Cabinet; re- 
gardless of the fact that all the arrangements that 
had been entered into by Mexico with her credi- 
tors, (by which she removed from her shoulders 
an immense amount of debt,) would be defeated; 
regardless of the fact that she had offered a higher 
bid for this contract to pay this indemnity to 
herself, than any other person,—our Secretary 
of State undertook to change the arrangement, 
and put Mexico to the inconvenience and loss of 
negotiating drafts, it may be, at heavy discount, 
instead of at once assuring that Government, at 


j the death of General Taylor, that the understand- 


ing which had taken place between it and the 
previous Administration would be carried out. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, what apology is given for 
this act? I understand from the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the last 
Congress, that this thing could not have been done 
but by an alteration in the treaty. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I was not listen- 
ing, at the moment, to the remarks, of my col- 
eague, but a friend has told me that my col- 
league has stated that the Mexican Congress 
had been convened, and had agreed to this ar- 
rangement. Now, the statement of Mr. Green 
is, as I understand it, that they were convened to 
agree upon an arrangement with their creditors. 
And I desired, at the last Congress, that if there 
was any official information, that the Mexican 
Congress had sanctioned such a course, to have 
I have never been furnished with it, 
and I therefore take it for granted that it is not so. 
If the fact is so, we have no official information of 
it; and if it be so, it would have been easy to have 
furnished the information. 

Mr. MEADE. Mr. Chairman, I took it for 
granted that the Mexican Congress had taken 
some action upon this subject, because it had not 
been denied, though it had been stated, and it was 
an important fact. But, however, suppose it had 
not—for I do not choose to contest a matter of fact 
in relation to this matter—suppose it had not, the 
excuse rendered by the Administration for not 
comply ine with the wishes of Mexico is, that it 
would be a departure from the treaty. When 
these propositions were made to the Secretary of 
State by the Mexican Minister, there was time 
then for the Mexican Government to have acceded 
to any condition that may have been prescribed 
by our Government. And the question at last is 
the same, why did our Government refuse to ac- 
cede to the wishes of Mexico? If an alteration 
of the treaty in this respect was necessary to be 
obtained from the Government of Mexico, that 
fact could have been intimated by the Secretary of 
State, and the condition forthwith obtained from 
her. Mexico was too deeply interested in the 
present receipt of that money to have failed to do’ 
anything and everything which was required by 
our Government preparatory to the receipt of these 
funds. She would have called her Congress to- 
gether, and obtained their express consent to a 
change of the terms of this treaty, so as to enable 


| her to receive this money in thecity of Washing- 


ton or New York. It was well known that this 
change of place of payment would have been ben- 
eficial to Mexico, otherwise she would not have 
asked the favor. 

We well know the difference of exchange be- 
tween the city of Mexico and the city of London, 
between that place and this, and between New 
York and London, and that a bill negotiated from 
Mexico to New York, and then from New York 
to London, would bring a lower price than one 
negotiated from Mexico directto London. Hence 
the object of Mexico was to obtain its funds in the 
city of New York. My colleague says the funds 
in the city of New York were worth about six 
per cen}, more than they were worth in the city 
of Meko. Then, why not have given that ad- 
vantage of exchange to the Government of Mexi- 
co instead of securing them tothe Barings? Cer- 
tainly some profits were to be made. We had to 


why should we*hesitate to give it to the latter? 
Feelings of amity and courtesy, which should al- 
ways exist between nations—the directness, secu~ 
rity and safety of the transaction, the freedom 
from all risk of bankruptcy of contractors, every 
consideration, conspired io favor the wishes of 
Mexico. Besides, the moral obligation under 
which General Taylor’s administration had placed. 
us, in regard to this payment to Mexico, required 
us to doitin the way she desired. Now, I do 
not choose to. discuss the relative advantages to 
Mexico of this or that mode of payment, for such 
a question is entirely foreign to the subject. The 
question I choose to discuss is the failure, upon the 
part of our Government, to comply with the rea- 
sonable requests of a neighboring and friendly 
power, though, in the first instance, informal] 
made. We not only refused to comply with that 
reasonable request, but we absolutely sacrificed 
thousands of dollars by preferring the bankers. 
It was intimated, the other day, in debate, by 
the honorable gentleman from New York, {[Mr. 
Brooxs,] that we also had failed to do our duty, 
in not putting up this contract to the highest bid- 
der. admit, Mr. Chairman, that this House 
has failed to discharge its duties, not only in that 
particular, but in others, which I shall name, I 
should be opposed to the proposition suggested by 
the gentleman from New York, because | should 
be unwilling to put up at public auction the ne- 
cessities of Mexico. L-should be unwilling to have 
paraded before the world her difficulties and dis- 
tresses, with a view- of striking them off at auc- 
tion to the highest bidder. It had, however, this 
merit, she would have been probably the best bid- 
der. Mr. Chairman , something more was due from 


j us to Mexico, than simple justice. You will re- 


member the war with Mexico was branded by the 
party now in power, as one of plunder and robbery. 
Now, sir, if that were sincerely their opinion, 
then every consideration of justice, of morality, 
and of magnanimity, required them to seize ever 
opportunity to repair the injury they believed their 
country had inflicted, Mr. Chairman, this House 
has not discharged its duties in respect to Mexico. 
Informed, as we were, of her necessities, we ought 
to have offered. two years ago, to pay the whole 
indemnity. We had at that time millions W our 
treasury lying idle and unprofitable, and we had 
already authorized the Executive to go into the 
market with our surplus funds, for the purpose of 
buying up certificates of the United States debt, 
redeemable fifteen or twenty years hence. While 
we were purchasing those stocks at a premium of 
fourteen or fifteen per cent., there was here a 
creditor, with millions due him in a year or so, 
carrying interest at six per cent., willing and anx- 
ious to anticipate his debt, and would have given 
a discount of four and a half, and probably more, 
for the prepayment. Thus, by selecting the debt 
of Mexico, amounting to six millions, as the one to 
be first paid, we would havesaved the intermediate 
interest which we have lost, but also the fourteen 
or fifteen per cent. paid to the holders of stock 
having fifteen or twenty years to run. While I 
say that this House is certainly to blame for not 
discharging its duty in that particular, it is, how- 
ever, not without the excuse that they are a. large 
and unwieldy body. Members come here with 
their minds directed to some particular act of legis- 
lation. Each devoteshimself to his favorite meas- 
ure. It was necessary that their minds should be 
called to the subject, and let me ask, whose duty 
was it to direct them to the point? 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by Assvry Dicxins, Esq., their Secretary, in- 
forming the House that they had passed bills of 
the House of the following titles, viz: 

H. R. 30. An act for the relief of the Virginia 
Woolen Company. 

H. R. 50. An act for the relief of Edward Ever- 
ett, late a sergeant in the United States Army. 

And also, that the President had notified the 
Senate that he did, on the 23d instant, approve 
and sign the following bills of the Senate: 

S. 71. An act authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue a register to the barque Ada. 

S. 91. An act to provide a room for the Con- 
gressional Library. ] 

Mr. MEADE, (resuming.) It was the duty of 
the President of the United States; he is required 
to give information to Congress of the state of the 
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country generally, and also to recommend the 
passage of such laws a8 may appear to him to be 
necessary. Now you will perceive at once, if the | 
Executive had called the attention of Congress to 
the investment of our surplus funds in this way, 
we might have saved some eighteen or twenty per 
cent., which is now Jost. We should not only 
have done that, but we would have conferreda great 
benefit upon a neighboring Republic, which would 
have tightened the friendly ties that subsisted be- 
tween us, and prepared the way for acts of kind- 
ness which we may yet stand in need of. There 
were considerations which ought to have influenced 
the Executive, particularly now. We have to 
approach the Pacific coast by some route through 
the southern portion of this continent, and we were 
told that there were various eligible routes through 
the territory of Mexico. One lies through the | 
Isthmus of ‘I'ehuantepec, and another down the ; 
Gila, where it is probable we may hereafter con- 
struct the railroad which is to connect the extreme | 
shores of our country. In doing that, we may | 
desire at places to cross that river, and we may | 
hereafter have to call upon that nation to grant us 
some favor in this respect. Had we appreciated 
her exigencies and proffered to advance to her the 
deferred payments of her indemnity, we would | 
have had some claim to demand of Mexico favor- | 
able terms in reference to this matter. This op- | 
portunity of enlisting her gratitude we have suf- 
fered to escape. We can now only redeem our 
error in part by passing the bill with the proposed 
amendment. We may thus be enabled to show 
to Mexico that Congress, representing the people į 
of the United States, had their attention been | 
properly called to the subject, would have heen at 
all times ready to pay her debt at the times and in 
the manner she desired. ‘There is no doubt that 
Mexico would prefer this money to be paid in New 
York. It would be worth more to her there than 
in her own treasury. Let us pay her there if she 
wishes it. We should violate no contract. If 
we had entered into a contract, legal or moral, with 
the firm of Baring & Brothers, I should be the 
last man to follow the example of this Adminis- 
tration in abrogating it. But here we have their 
letter, which disclaims upon their part any obliga- 
tion to comply with it. In fact, they say they 
will make nothing by it, and that it will be diffi- 
cult to comply with its terms in time for the 30th 
of May, when the indemnity becomes due. 

Mr. Chairman, a great deal of concern is mani- 
fested by some that the bill should be passed as soon 
as possible, for the purpose of securing the prompt | 
payment of the money. I have no sort of fear |; 
upon my part that this money will not be paid in 
time. It must be remembered that Mexico is now 
drawing from her mines from twenty to thirty 
millions of dollars annually—there can be no dif- 
ficulty in obtaining there the specie necessary to 
make this payment. If we were to go there with 
three millions of Mexican dollars and tender them | 
to her, and at the same time gave her the option to | 
draw upon the city of New York, she would take 
the drafts; and that is what I propose to allow her 
to do. In consideration that we have acted, here- | 


i lation or opinion. 


| Executive of each nationis to perform those 


tofore, a very niggardly part towards that Repub- 
lic, I am very indifferent in relation to the pre- 
mium. I care not whether the three and a half 
er cent. be realized or not. Indeed, the bankers 
In their letters say it is now too late to make a 
profit. I am anxious. by our legislation now, to 
retrieve the errors we have committed in relation 
to previous payments; and I should be anxious to 
show to Mexico by our action now, that the peo- 
ple of this country are disposed to treat her in the 
mostfriendly manner. The objectionis made that | 
we should be violating the treaty with Mexico, in 
making this paymentin New York instead of there. |! 
} will draw the attention of the House to the fact | 
that the payments heretofore made, were not made 
in accordance with the treaty. i : 
Mr. MILLSON. I wish to make an inquiry. | 
The supreme authorities of Mexico having stipu- 
lated that this indemnity should be paid in the city | 
of Mexico, I wish to ask my colleague if he sup- 
poses that the Executive Government can relax | 
the treaty, so as to require or allow the payment | 
to be made at any other place? | And I further in- | 
quire of my colleague, whether in the eventof any |) 

such modification of the treaty stipulation by the 
mere authority of the Executive Government, this 
be paid to the Minister of Mexico 


money should A 
or any agent appointed by that Government, and 


| 
| 


| the bankers, which was laid upon our tables yes- 


ii States, at a date averaging the 


|| ment to Mexico. ?”? 


ip 


T 


should never come into the Treasury of Moxico, 
if he thinks the Government of the United States | 
would be absolved from all obligation to pay the | 
indemnity a second time according to the treaty? 

Mr. MEADE, I will answer the question of | 
my colleague, by telling him, in the first place, that | 
the difficulty in the first question he propounds | 
could be easily removed by the authority of the | 
Mexican Congress, and therefore does not inter- | 
fere with the policy which I advocate. In relation į 
to the other question, it is a mere matter of specu- 
I think that the treaty with | 
Mexico prescribes certain duties to be performed | 
on the part of our country and certain duties to be 
performed on the part of Mexico, and that the 


duties. In this particular instance our Executive 
must pay the money, and their Executive must 
receive the money. T'he Executive of each nation 
may appeal to the terms of the contract and re- | 
quire a literal performance, but they may, if they 
choose, require only a substantial performance. 
These treaty stipulations are in the place of an | 
umpire, to be appealed to only when a mutual 
accommodation cannot be effected. But you can 
comply with an obligation without pursuing the | 
exact terms of that obligation. For instance, [| 
owe the gentleman one hundred dollars. It is to 
be paid in the city of Richmond upon the first day | 
of February next: could not my colleague give | 
me an acquittance here? 

Mr. MILLSON. I do not deny the right of the 
contracting party to relax. | 

Mr. MEADE. I understand the gentleman’s | 
question. F say, then, that I presume the Ex- 
ecutive of Mexico is commissioned with the power | 
of seeing that treaties are executed, and acknowl- | 
edge satisfaction for those treaties. Suppose, be- |} 
fore this indemnity becomes due, Mexico should | 
pass a law remitting this debt, provided the Uni- | 
ted States should, before a certain day, passa law | 
admitting certain products of hers duty free: the į 
law is passed: would the gentleman say that | 
would not be an extinguishment of the debt, sim- | 
ply because we did not go through the forms of | 
the treaty? Surely not. True, there are certain | 
powers authorized to make treaties. ‘There are | 
certain other powers of Government authorized to | 
acknowledge satisfaction of those treaties, and see. } 
that those treaties are carried out. Because we | 
have agreed to pay Mexico three millions of dol- 
lars in the city of Mexico, surely it does not pre- | 
clude a payment wherever Mexico is willing to }) 
receive it. Suppose the money should be paid on | 
the 30th of May next in the city of Vera Cruz, | 
at the request of the authorities of Mexico, would | 
not that be a discharge of the debt? Suppose the |! 
Government should acknowledge satisfaction of, 
the debt in something else than gold and silver— | 
something else that is equivalent—would it not be 
a discharge of the obligation? Is it necessary that 
we should go there with a bag of Mexican gold or ; 
silver dollars, and absolutely pay them into the l 
Treasury of the Mexican Republic? The lastin- | 
stallment was not paid in that manner. Much of | 
it was paid before the day, and the Barings have | 
the receipt of the Government of Mexico. If! 
Mexico required funds in London, was she not? 
at liberty to take a draft in place of the money? i; 
and if the bearer of the draft were to convert the | 
proceeds, could she demand a repayment because | 
the money was not paid according to the letter of | 
the treaty? A large portion of the last installment } 
was paid before it became due. I call the atien- | 
tion of the House to this passage of the letter of 


i 
i 
i 
J 
i 


terday: 


“tt will be perecived from the foregoing, that the con- 
tractors made all their payments to Mexico out of their 
own funds, and were afterwards reimbursed in the United : 
Sti of May, and the last | 
and largest payment by tre United States to the contractors | 
of two millions of dollars was not made until the 27th of į 
June, nearly one month aiter they had paid the full install- 


aid out of the Treasury here before the 30th of | 
May. The drafts for $650,000 in favor of Forstall ; 
were paid before the indemnity was due, and the 
Executive did for Forstall before the 30th of May : 
exactly what Mexico wished it to do for Marks 

after that date. You see from the correspondence ; 
submitted to the House on yesterday, that $650,000 - 
of that money was paid. over to Forstall, the agent ; 
of the contractors, upon drafts drawn in favor of i 


It appears, then, that much of this money was | 
H 
H 


‘| however, by others. 


Forstall, payable here. The drafts reached here 
in the month of February. ` Of course those drafts 
were drawn in anticipation of the indemnity, and 
the Government of Mexico received the proceeds 
long before the money became due. The money 
was paid in the manner proposed by Mexico, the 
name of Forstall being substituted for Marks 
the United States paying to the bankers one per 
cent, on three millions, or $30,000, for the substi- 
tution, exchanging at the same time the friendship 
of Mexico for that of the bankers. 

The Executive of every nation is its paying and 
receiving agent, with general powers, and may be 
compared to any other agent with like powers. 
If the latter were to meet the debtor of his princi- 
pal a week before the day of payment, and at a 
place different from that named in the bond, they 
might agree to settle; and though the agent should 
never account to his principal, the payment would 
be good; collusion or frand only would avoid it. 

The question is, shall we adopt the amendment, 
and thus signify to the President that we desire 
him to notify Mexico that her drafts will be paid 
here if she desires it? 

We passed a resolution calling upon the Secre- 
tary of State to give us certain. information... In 
voting for that resolution, I gave the Secretary an 
opportunity of clearing up the cloud which has 
been hanging around him. I gave him an oppor- 
tunity of telling the country precisely how this 
matter stood—what had taken place between him 
and the Mexican Minister. If the charges and 
insipuations against him were untrue, he had an 
opportunity of explainizg and setting himself right 
before the country. He has failed to embrace that 
opportunity. He has preferred that suspicion 
should continue torestupon him, Thatis not my 
business. Itis the Secretary’s affair. It is true, 
he may refuse, if he thinks proper, to communi- 
cate the private conversations he had with the 
Mexican Minister, but the Secretary knew full 
well that we interrogated him only as to one point, 
whether he had been informed by the Mexican 
Minister that there was an understanding with 
General Taylor and his Cabinet that these drafts 
were to be accepted. That was a material fact. 
That is the fact which, notwithstanding the refu- 
sal of the Secretary to communicate to this House, 
does sufficiently disclose itself through the corre- 
spondence which he has given, And I presume 
there is not a gentleman in this House who would 
get up and say that he believes the Secretary of 
State had not been informed by the Mexican Min- 
ister of this understanding. lt is not my purpose 
to charge the Sccretary with diverting this money 
from improper motives. The charge is made, 
Suspicion resis upon him in 
relation to this transaction; and if hechooses that 
it shall remain there, it is his business, and not 
mine. My accusation is, that he has not dis- 
charged the duties of his office in a way that the 
interests and honor of this country requires. Efe 
has wantonly lost money to his Government. He 
has preferred the interest of bankers to that of a 
friendly nation, He has, toa certain extent, been 
careless of the faith of the Government, and has 
failed in discharging towards Mexico those obli- 
gations of good willand courtesy which rest upon 
all nations. These are the charges which I make 
against the Secretary of State. The motives which 
prompted his acts, I leave to God and himself. 

Mr. BROOKS. I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Mranu,] that General Tay- 
lor’s Cabinet made no such arrangement as that 
claimed here. 


Mr. MEADE. I know very well that no ar- 


| rangement was definitively made. It wasaltogether 


a verbal understanding. This, I think, may be 
gathered from the correspondence published this 
moring—— 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Lask the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,] if he thinks 
that the Secretary of State ought to enter into a 


| verbal understanding with the representative of 


any other country? , ; 

Mr. MEADE. I can answer that question. I 
say that no such understanding ought to be entered 
into as a final one. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man another question. I wish to put it distinctly 
to the gentleman, if he does not believe it to be the 
duty of the Secretary of State, if a verbal propows- 
tion is made by a foreign Government, to reject fes 
and require the representative of that Government 
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to make his proposition to ‘this Government in 
writing? : 

Mr. MEADE. Certainly. If the Secretary 
intended to accept of a proposition commenced in 
a verbal way, he should require it to be reduced 
to writing; but if he does not intend to do it, no 
correspondence is necessary. Hence we find so 
little on this subject. But these verbal communi- 
cations and propositions were made, as I stated 
before, to General Taylor’s Cabinet, and they 
were accepted verbally, because no contract could 
be entered into before Congress acted. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think the gentleman will 
find himself mistaken in that. It has been dis- 
tinctly denied „that a verbal contract was ever 
made. 

Mr. MEADE. I think it scarcely probable that 
the Mexican Minister should have been so impor- 
tunate in his letter to Mr. Webster, if such an un- 
derstanding had never existed. Now, all these 
things commence verbally; and though one would 
not be so bound as to be liable to a demand for 
failing to comply, yet a moral obligation may 
arise. And I say, and believe, that General Tay- 
lor and his Secretary gave Mexico to understand, 
that when Congress appropriated this money, they 
would pay it in the way she desired, and that they 
did not enter into a written understanding on the 
subject, because at that time it would have been 
improper. I say, then, that there rested on Gen- 
eral Taylor, had he lived, an obligation to carry 
out that understanding, and that he would have 
been guilty of a breach of faith, it he had refused 
to doit. That obligation descended on his suc- 
cessor, and you cannot separate the two. I should 
like for some friend of Mr. Webster to get up and 
state why a different version of this matter has 
been given by him. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. Davis] yesterday, when he got up 
in defence of his-friend, [Mr. Wrssrrr,] went off 
into collateral matters, with which this transaction 
has no connection. o 
retary of State preferred the hid of three and a half 
par cent, from the bankers, to one of four and a 

half per cent. from Mexico? 

Mr. STEPHENS, (interrupting.) I do not 
rise exactly in the character comprehended in the 
gentleman’s term, as a friend of Mr. Webster in 
this matter; but I rise—not as his representative— 
to reply to the question which has just been pro- 

ounded. The gentleman from Virginia asks, 

ho will rise here and assign reasons for Mr. 
Webster’s giving a new version of this contract? 
Now, I do not understand that there is any evi- 
dence of any verbal understanding even with 
General Taylor’s Cabinet, except what the Mexi- 
can Minister says. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Mexican Minister does 
not even say so. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Meapr] has jast asserted a proposi- 
tion which, 1 must say, very respectfully, seems 
to me a most monstrous one. He says that the 
verbal understanding with General Taylor’s Cabi- 
net devolved upon their successors. Now, that 
amounts to just this: that when one Administration 
goes out and another comes in, if any foreign 
Minister comes forward and says that he had a 
verbal widerstanding with the preceding Adminis- 
tration, that that alleged verbal understanding is 
binding on their successors. 

Mr. MEADE. The gentleman does not under- 
stand me atall. Iam speaking of the moral ob- 
ligation on this Administration to carry out faith- 
fully the promises of a previous Administration. 
Of course it should be satisfied they were made. 

I know that, technically speaking, they are not 
, binding, but I say that there rests a moral obli- 
gation on this Administration—unless there is suf- 
ficient cause for refusing—to carry out the under- 
standng had with their predecessors. Even if 
there were no promises, why, I again ask 


[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell—the gentle- |: 


man’s hour having expired.] 

Mr. RANTOUL obtained the floor. He said: 
Ido not propose to enter at all into the general 
merits of the question before the committee; in- 
deed, I would not have troubled the committee — 
as I am always very unwilling to do it—with any 
remarks of mine, if there had not been cast upon 
my native State an imputation so serious as to 
demand immediate notice from me. A majority 
of the people of Massachusetts are involved to- 
gether in an imputation which, it seems to me, the 


I ask again, why has the Sec- | 


honor of the people of that great State, without 
distinction of party, requires should not, when it 
is thus cast upon her by a representative of one of 
her Congressional districts, on this floor, himself a 
native son of hers, be suffered to pass unrepelled. 
The imputation is one of corruption—not, as 
I understand it, upon a few leaders of a single 
political party, but upon a vast majority of the vo- 
ters of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts—of 
a State which has stood so high in the history of 
this country from the time when this country be- 
gan to have a history, and which I am proud to 
| believe has never forfeited her pristine rank in the 
| glorious sisterhood of confederated States. That 
| such an imputation upon the people of such a State 
: should be noticed upon this floor as soon as it is 
| made, seems to me so plain that I should think 
‘myself without excuse if I kept my seat under 
i such a call to speak here. Str, Massachusetts 
| bears a name too resplendent with the glories of 
| her colonial and revolutionary history to be ques- 
! tioned by her children. She has maintained her 
| high standard of patriotism, and virtue, and honor, 
| too long, too uniformly, too brilliantly, to have it 
| supposed for a moment that a true son of hers 
! would endure to see her fair fame sullied without 
i rushing to her defence. ; 

| Sir, the imputation of corruption is made here 
i 

| 

| 

| 

i 

| 

| 


upon two political parties, which the gentleman 
estimates to contain forty-three thousand in the 
one party and twenty-eight thousand in the other 
—a majority, according to his own calculation, of 
the voters who take sufficient interest in political 
matters to present themselves at the polls. That 
is the charge, and it is to that that I address myself. 
And first, let me answer as to that portion of those 
voters with whom I am directly and politically 
identified, and have been for more than a score of 
years, through a series, scarcely paralleled, of hard- 
| fought battles—I mean the Democratic party of 
! Massachusetts. But before going into the details 
of this matter, let me make one general observa- 


sciousness of every man that hears me, whether 
| I am justified in what I am about to say, and that 
i is, that if there be any political party in any State 
in this Union whose history places it above the 
suspicion of corruption, from its peculiar position, 
it is the indefatigable and indomitable Democracy 
of the State of Massachusetts; because there is no 
party in any State in the Union that has stood up 
against such odds, against such disadvantages, 
against such actual losses and sacrifices, as the 
Democratic party of Massachusetts, and every 
man in that party, has confronted and sustained 
for very many years past. Why, who are the 
Democrats of that State? The laboring men of 
the State, and some men of talent who are not 
| laboring men, but who are not men of capital 
| or property. 
| tending? Against, the whole aggregate mass of 
| the capital of New England, concentrated in 
| the eastern portion of the State of Massachusetts. 
That is the position of the two parties. Now, I 
| ask, if there be corruption in the State of Massa- 
! chusetts—and I do not deny that there is corrup- 
| tion, more or less, everywhere, in every State and 
nation under heaven—but if there he corruption 
in the State of Massachusetts, where is it? Prima 
facie the answer is a pretty plain one. 
| ruption is where the means of corruption exist. 
! There are several hundreds of millions of capital 
piled up in and about the city of Boston. 
is no other such aggregate of wealth in so few 
hands on the American continent; and if there be 
: corruption there, it is that vast, unequaled mass 
of capital that purchases whatever is venal. This 
capital, like all other capital, is, by the instincts 
|, of its holders, adverse to Democratic principles. 
' Conceive the effect of this on the position of poli- 
tical parties. The Democrats are mostly of the 
? laboring classes. 


i that bribe the poor, and not the poor that bribe 
ii the rich. Upon that position, then, I start in this 
j examination. The Democratic party of Massa- 


may know that will pass through that State, and 
not shut his eyes to facts around him. Is there an 
operative in a factory there who does not know 
that this place is less secure to him if he votes 
the Democratic ticket than if he votes the Whig 


tion, and I shall appeal to the knowledge and con- } 


And against whom are they con- | 


The cor- | 


There | 


I do not say that there is brib- | 
ery there; but I say that if there be, it is the rich | 


chusetts consists of men who stand up against | 
their own individual interests; and this every man | 


know the same thing? Is there a porter or steve- 
dore ona wharf who does not feel his certainty of 
future employment sensibly diminished if he is 
known, nay, if he is even suspected, to be a Dem- 
ocrat? Is therea storekeeper there, nota Whig, who 
does not know that those who would be his best 
customers pass by his door because he does not 
happen to be of the same politics, and that the cus- 
tomers whom he gets in their place do not expend 
with him such large sums of money? Is therea 
physician or a professional man of any kind who 
does not know that he makes heavy sacrifices if 
he adopts and professes the so-called heresies that 
have been so unpopular formerly with the pow- 
erful in Massachusetts? Is there a lawyer of any 
talent, who is a Democrat, who does not know that 
he could quadruple his practice by simply profess- 
ing to bea Whig? Clergymen, physicians, labor- 
ers, tradesmen—all classes of men make sacrifices 
by belonging to the Democratic party. No mor- 
tal man in Massachusetts ever made sacrifices by 
joining the Whig party, but tens of thousands of 
Democrats have sacrificed a large proportion of 
their means of support by standing up to what they 
believed to be sound, and true, and right. That is 
the position of the Democratic party of Massachu- 
setts, and that has been its history from its com- 
mencement down to the present time. Against 
this party particularly is the charge of corruption 
aimed, and what is the ground of that caarge? It 
is brought down to the alleged fact of a coalition. 
Before going into the character of the alleged 
coalition, let me ask, are coalitions in themselves 
wrong? Is it wrong that those who seek a com- 
mon object, should codperate to effect that object? 
Am I to stop to inquire whether my neighbor 
thinks as I do upon all questions—all important 
questions, if you please—before I act with him 
upon any one important question? If the Capitol 
is on fire, and the engines in the Rotundo, and not 
men enough to man the brakes, must I refuse to 
fallin and help to work for the salvation of the 
common interest, and to extinguish the conflagra- 
tion, because there happens to be a man at work 
there for the same object, who entertains different 
sentiments from me, on religion, for instance, the 
most important concern of man—he being a Cath- 
olic, and Ia Protestant? Every man will say at 
once, that the man would be an idiot who would 
suffer his energies fo be paralyzed by scruples 
against the coalition in such a case, though it might 
be a coalition with atheists and drunkards, polyg- 
amists and monarchists. I hold that, as a general 
thing, for those to act together who desire a great 
public object, impossible to be accomplished with- 
out their union, shows that they are men of sense 
and understand how to effect their object. What 
do all these men who cry out against the alleged. 
coalition in Massachusetts do in respect of coali- 
tion among themselves? Do they isolate them- 
selves? Does each man stand apart from his 


; neighbors with whom he differs on any important 


question? If they did, there would be no parties ` 
in this country, from one end of it to the other, 
and no Government, for without combinations of 
men differing widely from each other, constitu- 
tions could never be adopted, nor governments 
earried on, nor even established, and freedom 
would expire in universal anarchy. 

But to come now to the precise question raised 
by the charge of my colleague against Massachu- 
setts: is a coalition between men who do not op- 
pose the compromise measures, and the fugitive 
slave law particularly, with men who do oppose 
them, an unholy coalition? If it be, where and 
since when was that discovery made? Was it by 
the Whig party in the State of Missouri? Has Mis- 
souri been denounced again and again upon this 
floor, by Whig gentlemen, because the gentleman 
(Mr. Geyer] who holds his seatin the ‘ther branch 
of this Congress, was elected by a coalition, as I 
understand it, of those who favored and those who 
were opposed to the fugitive slave law, and the 
compromise measures, in the State of Missouri? 
Is it in the State of Wisconsin, where the gentle- 


'man nominated by a Free-Soil convention, and 
J kd 


known to concur in their views, was elected, and 
the Whig papers, from one end of the country to 
the other, set up a shout of triumph at the Whig 
rictory in the State of Wisconsin? The Free-Soil 


: candidate of the Free-Soil party was elected, and 


hence it was, as one would suppose, a Free-Soil 


l| victory. But is a Whig victory a Free-Soil vic- 
| ticket? Is there an agent in afactory who doés not ‘tory? Are they one and the same thing? The 
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gentleman says they are not the same, but very 
different things; but yet there is no outcry of in- 
dignation against Missouri, or against Wisconsin 
for these enormities, but much applause, because 
a coalition has given to Whigs a share in the dis- 
tribution of office and power. There is little to be 
urged against Ohio, or New York, or Georgia, but 
a great deal against Massachusetts. And why? I 
do not know, unless it is because her own sons 
contribute to heap imputations of dishonor on 
Massachusetts, on this floor, because the stab 
from the paricidal hand rankles most sorely, and 
stimulates the malignancy of strangers to follow 
up the blow and add fresh venom to the wound. 
I do not know why else she is made to bear the 
sins of all the other States—why else she is to be 
the ‘*scape-goat”’ for all the other coalitions in 
the United States. Are not we in Massachusetts 
at liberty to judge of our own political position, 
and political course, as well as gentlemen in Mis- 
souri, or Wisconsin, or Ohio, or in New York, or 
anywhere else in the United States—in Missis- 
sippi, or Georgia, or any other State? Is it so 
clear that in any section of the country—East, 
West, North, South, or central——is it, I say, 80 
clear that gentlemen, who call themselves by the 
same party name, agree upon these very questions? 
Ts it so clear that, in South Carolina, or Alabama, 
or Mississippi, the Democrats all agree about this 
fugitive slave biil? Do not some of them say that 
it is constitutional, and others that it is unconsti- 
tutional? Do not some propose one course of 
action, and others precisely the opposite course of 
action with regard to it? Yet, day after day, with 
an insolence countenanced by her own sons, Mas- 
sachusetts is denounced upon this floor, and no 
other State but Massachusetis—a State having a 
right equal to that of any other sovereign State in 
this Confederacy, to determine what she considers 
right and proper, and what course she deems best 
to pursue in her own domestic affairs, and for her 
own good government. Why, thegentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. SraxLY] thinks he would 
not go to heaven with Democrats like those of 
Massachusetts—he could not bear to tread the 
same path. Sir, he has not trod our path hereto- 
fore, and we therefore had no reason to expect his 
company in the straight and thorny way at this 
time; but because he refuses to join us, we shall 
not the less firmly press on, and not the less safely 
arrive at our journey’s end. 

Massachusetts, I say, has the same right to 
manage her own political affairs, in her own way, 
with that of any other State in this Union. And 
she has not only the same right, but she has the 
same ability, energy, and determination, to main- 
tain that right with any other State, and she will 
maintain it, at home and abroad. 

But I am not going to take my stand behind the 
dignity of the State of Massachusetts, and say 
that she does what she pleases, and she will not 
give an account of what she does. J stand ready 
here to-day—-what I have never done before in 
public, and what I would not do now, if l did not 
feel particularly clear and particularly free from 
doubt that I am doing right in what I am doing— 
to indorse the coalition in Massachusetts. I be- 
lieve I understand what it was, and what it did, 
though | was not present at the time it was entered 
into. Į was inthe State of Ilinois. But after my 
return I heard what had been done, and I am now 
in the condition of an impartial looker-on; and being 
thus free to take my own course, I can say, and do 
say, that I think it was eminently wise and pa- 
triotic in the majority of the people of that State 
to take the government of the State out of the 
hands of the minority, however unpleasant to the 
minority that proceeding might be. i 

Before proceeding to discuss the propriety ofthat 
movement, and of the masterly combination by 
which it was made, let me, however, inquire, for 
a moment, who it is that makes the charge of cor- 
ruption against the coalition in Massachusetts? 
My colleague from the sixth district (Mr. Davis] 


undertakes to read lectures to the Democracy and | 
Free-Soil party because they act together in Mas- | 


sacbusetts. Thatisall. He has not impeached 
them for their acts, but only for their concurrence in 
those acts. He has not singled ont any one act of 
those parties, except that of acting together. That 
heconsidersa violation efpelitical principles. Ihave 
a right to presume that all our great measures were 
right, only that it was wrong for us first to agree 
to doright, and then todo it. He has not accused 


| 


| 
| 
{ 


il 


| in connection with this matter. 


| lished account states that Mr. 


| one of its secretaries. 


in 


i 


us of voting for any law or any resolution, but he 
has accused us of appointing men to office. He 
has not accused us of appointing bad men. He 
has not said that the offices are not better filled 
now than they were when the Whigs were in 
power. Ifhe had, I should take issue with him 
upon that proposition. He has not designated 
one single act of these parties, but he has desig- 
nated this coalition itself and per se as offensive to 
his political sensibilities. 

And now, what does my friend from the sixth 
district mean by charging upon the Democrats a 
breach of political honesty in acting with those 


| who agree with them upon certain particular points 


of action—in electing the Governor, Lieutenant 
Governor, and other officers of State administra- 
tion, and in passing certain measures of reform, 
in which the Democratic party has been engaged 
for fifteen or twenty years past in Massachusetts, 
but which they had not accomplished, and could 


thinks they ought not to have received, when it 
was tendered? Does the gentleman from the sixth 
district believe that it is wrong for a F’ree-Soiler to 
act with a Whig, or a Whig with a Free-Soiler? 
To make my question more definite and more per- 
tinent to his own position, does he believe it wrong 


He must have undergone a transformation of heart 
and character as sudden, as entire, and as far be- 

ond the reach of natural causes as that of Saul of 
Tarsus, and that, too, quite recently, if he does 
not believe such common action to be honorable 
and justifiable. 


pared with the old, standing coalition of the State 
of Massachusetts, in virtue of which the Whig 
party has retained its power for the last twenty or 


| thirty years, by carrying with itthe votes of those 


whose feelings towards the institution of slavery 
were not of a very favorable kind. They are the 
gentlemen, those influenced by their dislike of 
slavery were the gentlemen who kept the Whig 


| party in power in Massachusetts, from the time 


when it came in by the amalgamation or coalition 
of 1825, till the time when it went out by the coali- 
tion of November, 1850, continued in January, 
1851. If, then, it be wrong for a party opposed 
to the compromise to coalesce with a party in favor 
of the compromise, I tell this committee that such 
a coalition—such in principle, for this coalition in 
Massachusetts does not date only from the pas- 
sage of that law—L say such a coalition has kept 


not have accomplished without the aid which he | 


for aw Anotrriontsr and a Whig to act together? | 


Then why does he attack this | 
coalition so furiously ? This is a new thing com- | 


| fe 
man, but young mèn are always ambitious and 


sanguine. But it seéms in 1835, my colleague 
undertook the entire abolition of slavery in the 
United States of America. [Renewed laughter. 

I confess that it is somewhat more than I shoul 

have felt myself called upon to perform in the 
|| county of Franklin, in the year 1835. If I had 
|i felt a tendency that way, an inward eall to that 
|, mission, I should have placed the bounds of my 
| ambition within decidedly narrower limits. 

The third article of that constitution pledges the 
| members to “labor for the abolition of slavery in 
| the District of Columbia, and in the Territories of 
: the Union by all constitutional means.” A reso- 
; lution adopted at that meeting declares that “ slav e- 
; holding, as it exists in the United States, is SIN, 
i and ought at all times to be regarded and treated 
' as such.” And another resolution delares what 
ii my Southern friends will be glad to know upon 
this high authority, that “ immediate emancipa- 
tion would be without danger to the white popu- 
lation.” [Great laughter.] Of the society thus 
formed, George T. Davis was elected treasurer. 
i| These were the sentiments of my colleague in 
1835. In 1838, on Tuesday, October 2d, “a con- 
vention of the young men of Massachusetts, who 
are the friends of immediate and universal eman- 
cipation,”? met at Brinley Hall, Worcester. Per- 
haps my friend from that district [Mr. ALLEN] 
imbibed his principles there, and on that occa- 
! sion. 

Mr, ALLEN. I beg to say, that that meeting 
goes much further than I ever went or am prepared 
to go, (Laughter.] 

Mr. RANYVOUL. Then the gentleman frorn 
Worcester, it seems, did not learn his whole les- 
son, as the teacher [Mr. Davis] was then and 
| there prepared to impart it. The proceedings of 
| that meeting, published officially in the Boston Lib- 
erator, edited by Mr. Garrison, state that Mr, 
: George T, Davis, of Greenfield, was elected Pres- 
| ident, pro tempore. ; 
| Then the committee to nominates officers re- 
| ported-—— 
|” [Cries of “ Read”? « Read!”] 
| Mr. R., (continuing.) ‘The committee to nom- 
| inate officers reported, and the following gentle- 
f 
t 
i 
d 
| 


men were elected: President, George T. Davis, of 
Greenfield; and then follow the names of ten Vice 
Presidents, and three Secretaries. Among the res- 
olutions adopted at the meeting which elected Mr. 
George T. Davis President of this Abolition Con- 


| 
ear ; 
vention, were the following: 


| adopted, the second article of which defined the 


the Whig party in the State of Massachusetts in)“ Resolved, That the man who sits still in Congress and 

power down to the Gime when they went out of |} permits our nights to be trampled upon and our lives to be 
. : threatened by Sonthern slave drivers, in silence, does not 

| power. And a pretty prominent actor in that j; faithfully represent the freemen of free Massachusetts.” 

| coalition was the gentleman from Massachusetts, ji 


x ; Lo [Laughter] 

{[Mr. Davis,] who charges the damning sin of |, — { rejoice to know this from authority which can- 
coalition upan the Democrats of Massachusetts. || not mislead me, because L am in daily expectation 
Now, I am not in the habit of speeking in relation | o¢ that burst of eloquence which is to carry ot 
to matters of this kind without the evidence be- || ihis principle, from the gentleman from the sixth 
fore me. Therefore, in order to substantiate my || district. Thefreemen of free Massachusetts have 
charge of this coalition between the Whigs and |! 

Abolitionists of Massachusetts, I shall single out 


| at last a representative now who will not represent 
: ; : | them in silence. [Laughter.] The next resolu- 
the history of the gentleman from the sixth district |) 5 


ion is in these words: 
“ Resolved, That the Senators of this Commonwealth, 
Daniel Webster and John Davis, did so conduet, when 
; that infamous threat of death to any Abolitionist who should 
| set foot in South Carolina, was uttered on the floor of the 


4 NA RML Y Lie i United States Senate; that we regard their silence, on that 
will see that 1 have begun far enough back, so that oveasion, with the deepest indiguation; and that we wish 


my colleague cannot complain that 1 have nott! we could say of both, as we can of one,‘ distinguished, but 
treated him fairly by not exhibiting his whole i| not born in Massachusetts.’ ” 

course on this subject in its just connection, T {Laughter.] . PEN 

will remark that this was not a Free-Soil conven- My colleague from thesixth district, in the over- 
tion, but an Abolition convention. Some gentle- |; flowing of his heart, thanked God that he was not 
men may think the distinction rather a nice one; || obliged to confess that Daniel Webster was a na- 
to those concerned it seems vastly important. This | tive of his State. That is the meaning of this 


In 1835, my colleague [Mr. Davis] was a mem- 
ber of an anti-slavery convention of the county of 
Franklin, [laughter,] Massachusetts. Gentlemen 


| was a meeting of Abolitionists, for the purpose of |; resolution. He wished he could say of John Da- 
| organizing one of those anti-slavery societies, || vis, as he had of Webster, ‘distinguished, but 
i ee i vast Bee : j Yi ‘ ` Oey O al Ge 

| commonly called Abolition societies. The pub- || NOT BORN in Massachusetts.” Here is one 


George T. Davis 
read the call for the convention, and was elected 
The organization of the 
A constitution was 


‘count in the bill of indictment against a learned 
! gentleman who occupies a seat in the other Hall 
| of this Capitel—that he stated that Millard Fill- 
© more had better never have been bern than to 
have signed the fugitive slave bill.” Why should 
objects of the society, which was declared to be i; the member from the sixth district complain of 


Soc) 


ety was proceeded with. 


(“HE ENTIRE REMOVAL OF SLAVERY FROM THE ;; that expression on the part of the geneman alluded 


| 
|l 
| 
i 
i 


l: extracts, for there will be a large number which I, been born in Massachusetts, I would go a little 


Unirev States.’? [Great laughter.] i! to, when he thinks it a matter of rejoicing that 


[Cries of “ Read it!” «Read it ”?] _. # Daniel Webster was not born in Massachusetts? 
Mr. R. I cannot undertake to read all to which © Why, if I wished a man had never been born in 
I refer, but the committee will be satisfied with : Massachusetts, or if I exulted that a man had not 
shall read. | further, I think, and wish that he had never been 
It was a pretty large undertaking for a young born atall. [Laughter.] 
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The next resolution is in these words: 

c Resolved, That the people of the United States, and 
their representatives in Congress, are morally bound to |: 
abolish slavery in the District of Columbia and national 
Territories, and to prohibit the inter-State slave trade.” 

And another: 


“ Resolved, That all legislative enactments arraying the 
civil and military power of the nation against the slave, 
are an outrage on humanity, a violation of morality and 
religion, and therefore null and void; and that we will | 
never return a fugitive slave into bondage, nor bear arms to 
keep him from his inalienable rights.?? / 

I do not know precisely what that means, but L; 
should suppose it to include the idea that, in case 
of domestic insurrection in any part of this Union, 
these gentlemen resolve they will not take up arms |} 
to aid in the suppression of that insurrection. Ht 
asserts, also, that laws like the fugitive slave law 
are null and void by the higher law. 

What comes next? 

& Resolved, That it be recommended to the people of this 
State to petition the United States Senate, praying them 
not to advise and consent to the appointment of any person 
as a ruinister from this country to any foreign Court who is 
a slavellolder, because such representatives degrade the 
American name and character abroad, and make republi- 
canism a hissing and a by-word before the civilized worid.” 

[Laughter.] 

‘This is almost a fair offset for the solemn league 
and covenant of similar proscription against non- 
sustainers of the compromises. [Laughter.] Well, | 
sir, the other proceedings of that meeting are some- 
what interesting, especially the resolution which 
speaks of tthe visit of our dear friend, George 
Thompson, to this country.” (Great and con- | 
tinued use And the resolution which as- 
sures him he shall “ receive the support and coun- 
tenance of the whole body of the young men of 
this Commonwealth’’—1 trust my friend has not | 
escaped from that category, and is still one of the 
young men of the Commonwealth, young enough to | 
countenance our dear friend George Thompson— 
«shall receive the support and countenance of the ! 
whole body of the young men of this Common- | 
wealth, now represented in this convention.’’ The 
Secretary was instructed to forward a copy of | 
these resolutions to Mr. Thompson. William | 
Lloyd Garrison seems to have taken a part with 
Mr. George T. Davis, in this convention. In the 
next year of this strange, eventful history—for | 
must follow it step by step—in 1839, October | 
23d, a meeting was held of the Franklin county 
Anti-Slavery Society; Elijah Alvord was chosen 
President, and George T. Davis one of the Vice 
Presidents; and in the afternoon, the President 
being absent, this George T, Davis presided. He | 
was also a member of the business committee, and 
one of the resolutions adopted and reported by 
that committee was as follows. It goes rather 
strong, as gentlemen will observe: 

Resolred, That Abotitionists ought to withdraw all chris- 
tian fellowship with slavelolders. ? 

[Laughter.] 

That is a denunciation of coalitions. 


Still it is 


a denunciation confined to matters ecclesiastical, |i 


The gentleman’s practice shows that he had not 
then arrived at that sublime height of wisdom 
whence one may look down with contempt on po- 
litical coalitions, for down to yesterday he was, | 
though a zealous, thorouch-going, consistent Abo- 
litionist, engaged in a very close and confidential 
coalition with politicians who hold in common 


i league from the sixth district. 


« And whereas, by the Constitution of the United States, 
Congress has power to regulate commerce with foregn na- 
tions aud between the several States of the Union, in the 
exercise of which power Congress in the year 18v8 abol- 
ished the foreign slave trade ; and whereas, a domestic slave 
trade, as unjustifiable in principle as the African slave trade, 
and scarcély less cruel and inhuman in practice, is now car- 
ried on between the several States: Therefore, 

“« Resolved, That the domestic slave trade ought to be 
abolished by, Congress, without delay. 

& Resolved, That no new State ought to be admitted into 
the Union, whose Constitution shail tolerate domestic 
slavery. 

66 Hecoived) That our Senators in Congress be instructed, 
and our Representatives requested, to use their utmost 
efforts to give effect to the foregoing resolves.”” 

And the Governor was directed to send the res- 
olutions to Senators, &c. : 

The report with which the resolutions were in- 
troduced, was signed by Mr. Davis, and I there- 
fore conclude, was written by him, for E take it he 
is not in the habit of signingreports which he does 
not write, 

In that same year, 1840, a bill was introduced 
into the Senate of Massachusetts, making a change 
in what is sometimes called the black code, the 
legislation regulating the rights of negroes. That 
change was a repeal of the preéxisting law, which 
forbade the intermarriage of whites with mulat~ 
toes and negroes. And that reform was brought 
about by the instrumentality of my colleague, 
from the sixth district, [laughter,}as he was the 
chairman of the committee that reported the bill 

roviding for the change. That bill became a 
aw;and I think I do no more than justice to the 
eloquence and talents of my learned and able col- 
league, when I say, that in all human probability, 
the young white men of Massachusetts would have 
been denied the privileges of connecting themselves 
with mulattoes and blacks, (in that interesting re- 
lation which the gentleman from the sixth district 
has opened to them,) down to this day, if it had 
not been for the disinterested exertions of my col- 
[Great laughter. ] 

On the 9th day of October, 1838, a meeting of 
the Anti-Slavery Society of Franklin county was 
held, and George T. Davis was reëlected treasurer 
of that Society. 
time the fund was in his keeping, and he may 
therefore have had better opportunities of under- 
standing this question of corruption than most of 
his colleagues who have not had the fortune to be 
treasurers of abolition societies. Mr, George T. 
Davis was reélected treasurer of the Anti-Slavery 
Society of Franklin county; and among the reso- 
lutions passed are some, which contain some rather 
severe remarks upon the honorable Daniel Web- 
ster, whose position then was not so far from that 
of this treasurer of the Abolitionists as it has been 
since; as it is now, when the treasurer thinks 
proper to form a coalition with him. 

Now, down to 1840, 1 have traced this history. 
Down to 1850, has no change come over the spirit 
of the dream of my colleague from the sixth dis- 
trict? No,sir. No, sir! Judging from all public 
| manifestations, I was lead to suppose that the senti- 
| ments of my colleague from the sixth district re- 

mained down to yesterday, just the same as repre- 
| sented in the sertes of resolutions I have just read. 
| If there be any public address, in any public meet- 
ing in Massachusetts, avowing a change of senti- 
ment, I have not seen it, or read it, or heard of it. 
If there is any communication in any newspaper, 
magazine, or elsewhere; if there be any communi- 


with him no one of the sentiments quoted from his 
various resolutions, as I will by and by show, if 
indeed itis worth the while to follow the matter 
so far. : 

It was also, on motien of Mr. Boies, 

& Resolved, ‘That we will vote for no man for Congress, | 
who is not in favor of the immediate abolition of slavery in |! 
the District of Columbia, of the internal slave trade, and |) 
opposed to the admission « fauy new slave State.” i 

An the year 1840, my colleague from the sixth a 
district was a member of the Senate of Massa- | 
chasetts, and he was chairman of the special com- 3 
mittee of the Senate of Massachusetts which re- || 
perted those famous resolves, circulated over all ` 
the country, and so often quoted as showing the ; 
opinions of the Whigs of Massachusetts, upon the | 
subject of slavery. My colleague, as chairman of | 
that committee, made an able report, introducing | 
the resolutions which were theu adopted. R 

The resolutions were as follows: 

t Whereas domestic slavery exists in the District of Co 
lurabia, under the express autho: vot Cong + &e. 

& Resolued, That Congress ought to exercise its acknowj- 


A fi j H 
edged power, in the immediate suppression of slavery and j 
the slave trade in the District of Columbia. i 


i; 


i abhors all coalitions. 


‘ cation to the people of Massachusetts, who elected 
| the honorable member, informing them that he did 
not entertain, when he was last elected, the same 
: sentiments entertained previously by hin—from 


| 1835 down—I have never heard a rumor of them. 
: There may be such; this part of the State is some- 


what distant from my home, and I do not pretend 
to read all that comes out in the newspapers. I 
say Í never heard a rumor, or saw an indication of 
any change of sentiment on this class of subjects, 
upon the part of my colleague. 

But the convention that nominated my colleague 


for election to this place, ought certainly to know | 
_ the truth in reference to the opinions of their can- 


didate. They voted for him upon the supposition 
that his opinions coincided with their own, and 
they especially knew that they were voting for a 
gentleman so high-minded and chivalrous that he 
Of course he would not 
receive the votes of those who differed from him. 
He would spurn them with a pure indignation. 


It must, then, be taken for granted that his party | 


eoincides with him in his sentiments. - The infer- 


If there was corruption at that | 


$ 


| app 


i b ; ` 
has arrived at which debate must terminate. 


ments of the party who sent him to Congress at 
the time when they sent him, I shall find what his 
views were presumed to be at the time he was 
sent here, and that, too, by a presumption which 
he at least is estopped from denying. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour which the House 
had resolved to close debate in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union on the bill had 
arrived, — 

Cries, addressed to Mr. Rawrout, of “Go on!” 
“Go on!” 

The CIEAIRMAN. The committee even by 
unanimous consent cannot, in the opinion of the 
Chair, disregard the order of the House. 

Mr. RANTOUL. Cannot I proceed if there is 
no objection? 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair you cannot even by unanimous consent 
proceed. 

Mr. ORR. Unanimous consent is given, and 
do I understand the Chair to decide that the gen- 
tleman cannot proceed? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. This matter 
may be quickly settled—IJ appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No! no! [should very 
much like to hear the gentleman through, but we 
must stand up to our rules. 

Mr. JOHNSON. IJ will ask the Chair if, by 
unanimous consent, Governor McDowell was not 
on a former session allowed to proceed after the 
time had expired for closing debate? and if it was 
not done in several other cases? 

The CHAIRMAN. Never when I was pres- 
ent. My recollection is, in the case of Governor 


| MeDowell, that upon two occasions the House 


refused to do it. 

Mr.ORR. Let meinquire of the Chair, whether 
a proposition to reconsider the vote on the adop- 
tion of the resolution terminating the debate upon 
this bill was made and laid upon the table? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is the recollection of 
the Chair that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Dunuam] moved that the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted be reconsidered, and that that 
motion be laid upon the table. It was remarked 
at the time that the motion was unnecessary, as it 
had been reconsidered once, but the gentleman in- 
sisted upon it. 

Mr. ORR. If the committee go back into the 
House, can the resolution be rescinded? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is for the House to 
determine, and not the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Havela right to debate my 

eal? 
The CHAIRMAN. No, sir; because the hour 
The 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
[Mr. Hlousron,] who reported this bill, is now, 
under the rules, entitled to address the committee 
for one hour. After the expiration of the hour 
debate it will then be in order for five minutes’ 
speeches, in explanation of such amendments as 
may be offered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have this right certainly, 
and that is, to ask you whether an appeal cannot 
be taken from whatever decision you make sitting 
in that chair, and whether, if an appeal be taken, 
you are not bound to put the question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen were making 
inquiries, and it was not the intention of the chair 
to disregard the gentleman’s appeal. 

The Chair decides that the resolution of the 
House terminating debate upon this bill in the Com- 


i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, be- 


ing imperative and unconditional in its terms, can- 
not, even by unanimous consent, be disregarded. 
From this decision the gentleman from Arkansas 
takes an appeal. 

Mr. STANLY. I submit that is not the ques- 
tion, unless unanimous consentis obtained. There 
were fifty objections in this part of the House. 


! The gentleman from Massachusetts has not dis- 


cussed what he.promised to do—the coalition. He 
dodges the question. 

Mr. RAN'TOUL. Idesire to go on, and [ will 
not dodge the question. The gentleman shall be 
gratified to the fullest extent. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being objections, 
the gentleman’s appeal falls. 


Mr. BISSELL. I move the committee rise. 


PUBLISHE 


rra 


Naw Sers.: 


THe gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Housrox] is entitled to the floor: 
Mr. HOUSTON, I am in a very peculiarly 
embarrassing position, either in speaking upon 
the matters before the committee, or upon the 
main question that will occupy the time allotted 
tome; but I do not feel myself at liberty to resist 


the application that seems to come from ail parts 
ef the House to allow the gentleman to make the | 
It appears to | 


motion that the committee Hse. 
me, however, that when we do get into the House, 
we will be in the precise condition that we are 


now. We cannot reconsider the vote. 
_Mr. BISSELL. 1 move that the committee 
tise. 


Mr. ORR. . There is no necessity for going into 
the House, for the resolution cannot be reached 
there, : 

Tellers were demanded and ordered. 5 

Mr. BISSELL then withdrew his wwton that 
the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
bama will proceed. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. on.. 1 intend to 


entleman from Ala- 


Theg 


committee itself must see that there was no other 
course left for me to pursue than the one J adopted. 
{ was appealed to for a portion of my time-—time 
granted to me under the rules of the House for 


the purpose of closing this debate, and which I feel į 


bound to devote, or such portion of itas | may oc- 
cupy, to a discussion of the bill avd amendments 
before us. The usage of this body gives me—be- 
cause of the position I occupy on one of the com- 
mittees of the House—to some extent beyond 
what I might otherwise have, a general direction 
or charge of some of the most important bills that 
will come before the House for action; and I feel, 
therefore, a responsibility that forbids my yielding 
unnecessarily to a debate not upon the bill or prop- 
osition before us. : 
called to yield was not germane to the question be- 
fore the committee, and if I had yielded to it, I 


would not only have abused the trust committed to | 
my hands under a rule of the House, by making | 


important legislation secondary to mere personal 


and party strife, but I would also have set a prece- | 
dent which would necessarily have embarrassed me | 
` Had I granted that request, I would į 
soon have been called to grant a like one to the! 
other side, or to alike contest between other mem- | 


hereafter. 


bers. And how could J justify myself in a refusal? 
Where could I have stopped? 

Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose, if I can do 
s0, to separate, as briefly as may be, the true 
from the false issues—the relevant from the irreie- 
vant matter that has been brought before this com- 
mittee; and in doing that, allow me, in the outset, 
to disentangle this bill from all extraneous matters 
of whatever kind or character. With the contest 
between the honorable member from Virginia (Mr. 
Bayry]and the Messrs. Green, of this elty—with 
the contest that grew up afew days since between 
the members from Ohio—or with the contest that 


has been witnessed yesterday and to-day between ; 


the members from Massachusetts—the question in- 
volved in this billhas nothing todo. Those things 
do not in any way pertain to the question under 
consideration. We are called upon to decide 


25 


The debate to which I wasi 


il 
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whether this bill shall pass with its present pro- | 
visions, or whether it shall undergo amendment; | 
and if so, in what way? In enabling the House | 
to determine that question, it is not at all neces- | 
sary or proper that we should settle any of the | 
controversies to which I have alluded; they are 
not matters for our inquiry or action—they are in 
no legitimate connection with the bill now under- 
going examination, 


NEY,] that to some extent implicated the present 
Comittee of Ways and Means, and to a larger 


committee, Lintend to direct my first momentstoa 
reply to that position or sugge 
| presenting theaction of thecommittee of Waysand 


Ñ 
h 


t 
Jeans, as well as my own action, in its true light. | 
I can satisfy the gentleman himself that we have | 
done our duty fully. I feel satisfied that the hon- | 
orable gentleman did not intend, by what he said, 

to cast censure upon any portion of that commit- 

tee; but the course of remark indulged in by him i 
has given a false coloring to the whole question, | 
and has presented to the country an irrelevant, | 
and, as I think, an unfair issue. 


H 
j 
j 
{ 
i 
| 
i ficulties and troubles that seem to surround this 
| subject. If I could have done that, Mr. Chair- 
| man—if I could have been successful in an enter- 
| prise so desirable, it would have been a pleasure 
i to me to have done so. If I could, by any proper 
jact of mine, have relieved the minds of the 
| members of this committee from doubt, let the 
| scale twn as it might, I would have encoun- 
j tered extraordinary difficulties to have accom- 
į plished so desirable a result. I am not kere to 
| make charges against the President of the United 
| States, or any executive officer of the Govern- 
j ment, nor am I here to defend them. Jt is my 
: purpose on this occasion (from a conviction of its 


p 


| 


Mr. Chairman, a position was assumed a few | 
days ago by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dis- | 


extent implicated meas oneof the members of that | 


stion, with the view of |! 


H 


could I approach him? What should 1 say to 
him? Should E tell him that members. of the 
House: of Representatives believed he had not 
told the whole trath to the Senate, and that I had 
called to getit out of him? That would hardly 
do; for if he evaded answering what the Senate 
propounded, would my authority be so much 
greater than that of the Senate that he would dis- 
close everything to me, regardless of the conse- 
quences to himself? Fre, of coarse, would know 
what use was to be made of his statements to me; 
and inasmuch as his statements given to the Sen- 
ate are in writing, he would hardly contradict 
himself and thereby enable the House to convict 
him of a suppression of facts. He would know 
that any statement he might make tora member of 
this body in conflict with what he had said would 
be used against him, to show his duplicity. . Lam 
not charging these things upon Mr. Webster, but 
am arguing to show the singularity and unten- 
ablengss of the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Disyuy.] I have always understood, 
and have not the least doubt of the correctness of 
that understanding, that the mode which either 
House of Congress should pursue to. get informa- 
tion from the President of the United States or, 
any of the Departments, is by acall of the House, 
by a formal resolution of the House desiring the 
information 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, I suggest to 
the gentleman that he extend the argument fur- 
ther, and say that the Secretary of State had no 
ii right to give copies of any papers in his office 
without the permission of the President. They 
are in his control, and he is responsibie. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Although that was not in 
il the line of argument I had marked out for myself, 
i; yet I am perfectly willing to give it as my owa 
|| opinion, that such is the rule which should govern 
i such applications—the head of that Department, 
the Secretary of State, has no authority unless by 
| sanction of the President. Calls upon that De- 
artment for information must be through the 
President of the United States, and not directly 
upon the Secretary; he has no authority to com- 
municate to the public, or to either House of Con- 
gress, the seerets of State, if L may be allowed to 
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correctness) to advocate the adoption of a meas- 
ure, which I have presented to the Louse as the 


and I shall endeavor to show that this bill should 
become a law in its present form and with its 
present provisions. In order to do that, I pro- 
pose to state the facts of the case, derived from 
authentic sources—from the Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government, and not from sources 
which might seem to be interested or in any way 
biased on the one, side or the other of the issues. 
The gentleman from Obio, [Mr. Disney,] how- 
ever, substantially charges that the Secretary of 
State evaded the call which was made upon him 
by the resolution of the Senate at the last Con- 
gress. Then, if it be true that the Secretary of 
State evaded that eall—a eall which the Senate 
of the United States had an unquestioned and un- 
questionable right to make, and which it was the 
duty of the Department, in the proper form, 
through the President of the United States, to 
answer—if it be true, I say, that with all the 
authority of the Senate, the Secretary of State 
did refuse to give the facts—if he suppressed the 
facts, and thereby gave utterance to falsehoods— 
hen, { ask, how could it be expected that 1, or 
wy other member of this House, could, upon his 


| 
i 
i 
j 
il 
i 
{ 
| 


! 


| tary the facts he had thus wrongfally withheld | 
from the Senate? If Mr. Webster evaded a prop- | 
er, full, and trathful reply—if he did not state th 

facts existing in his Department, which were 
alied for by the resolution of the Senate—he is 
guilty of a high offence, and one which Congre 
should punish, and the country should condemn. 


i 
i 


sonable in me to expect he would say more to me 
han he said to the Senate—in other words, tha 


he would confess to me that he had withheld tacts | 
iÍ which he should have given to the Senate? How | 


fi 


chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, i 


And under these circumstances, would it be rea- i: 


use that expression, without the sanction of the 
President. What are the Executive departments 
of this Government? They are mere organiza- 
i tions for the purpose of enabling the Executive of 
| the United States the more efficiently to execute 
the laws—of aiding him in the discharge, of his 
important and responsible duties. In‘point of law, 
| the President of the United States, then, is the ré- 
sponsible head of the Department of State, and 
whatever you may do in this case goes. further than 
the Seeretary. {It reaches the head of the Govern- 
ment—the Executive of the United States, ` 
Mr. Chairman, what aré the duties of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means in relation to appro- 
priation bilis? "Uhey are, as I understand them, 
that we shall examine and learn by whatauthority 
the appropriation is sought to be made, whether 
|| by law or treaty; that we shall obtain, if accessi- 
li ble, the information necessary to enable the House 
li to determine whether the appropriation should be 
| made. In the discharge of that duty, we have 
ji presented the treaty made between the Govern- 
|| ment of the United “States and Mexico in Febru- 
i| ary, 1848, in which,and from which, it appears 
li that the installment of three millions, and one 
' hundred and eighty thousand dollars interest upon 
H such installment, becomes due upon the 30th of 
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mere personal solicitation, obtain from the Seere- if May next. Have we anything further to do? 


H 


| 


What further can we do? No one contends that 
that installment has been paid? Is there any other 
information which the House desires to enable it 
to pass upon this bill? If so, I would like some 


I 
j gentleman to make it known. 

Here, then, we have satisfactory evidence that 
l this money is due, and must be paid on the 30th of 


May, 1852, only four months from now, and that it 
canbotbe paid nndl we make an appropriation for it. 
The treaty with Mexico cannot be complied with 
| without the money; and to obtain the money itis 
i necessary to make an appropriation, so that the 
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Executive of the United States may be prepared 
to execute the treaty according to its requirements. 
Let.me say a word further on this:subject. - Sup- 
pose I had gone to the Secretary of State and: ob- 
tained information from him personally—(and I 


will here say that. have obtained none of my in- | 
formation from that officer, or from any other per- | 


son who.is supposed: to be. implicated. by the re- 
marks of any member upon this floor, or suspect: 
ed of wrong in this transaction: I have ‘altogether 
avoided them, not because E supposed they would 
not ‘tell me the truth, but because I prefered to 
speak from the record—-I wished to leave no chance 
for doubt in the mind of any one as to the correct- 
ness of my statement: I have, therefore, resorted 
to the archives in your. Departments: and l am 
sure that I am not mistaken as to the informa- 
tion ‘I’ present)—suppose I had gone and con- 
versed with the Secretary of State, and had reported 
the result of such interview and what had pagsed, 
would it be at all likely that such course on 
my part woyld have given satisfaction to those 
members who think I should have pursued that 
course? The honorable member from Virginia, 
(Mr. Bayty,] who preceded me, as chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, in his speeches 
states distinctly that he did converse with the Sec- 
retary of State, and that he communicated the re- 
sult of those conversations to the House. Yet it 
seems that gentlemen are not satisfied; and would 
it be likely that what the Secretary might tell me 
would have a better effect upon their minds? Such 
a supposition is hardly a reasonable one. With 
the evidence, then, of that fact before me, I do 
not feel willing to become the medium of any un- 
official communications from the Secretary of State 
to the House. ‘We have a right to call by reso- 
lution, and that is the only mode we can adopt. 
In no other way can we hold official communica- 
tion with. the President of the United States, and 
we should never hesitate to adopt that mode when 
we think the public interests require it, 

But further: the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Drs- 
wey] was unfortunate, in my view, in another 
thing. The gentleman seemed to press upon the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
the adoption of the call for information, but with- 
held it from the House. He was a member of the 
Thirty-first Congress, and at the first session of that 
Congress made a speech, of which his speech the 
other day was almost the counterpart, at which time 
he charged that these rumors existed, and, indeed, 
the whole tenor of his speech would indicate that 
his mind was not satisfied with the fairness of the 
transaction between the Executive of the United 
States and Mexico. He did not thet, as I have 
been able to find, seek the information which he 
seems so much to desire. It is true, he said he 
tried to get it and failed. I do not understand 
that he called either in person or by resolution upon 
the President of the United States or the Secretary 
of State for it. Then who is most in fault, if fault 
exists at all? This bill was reported to the House 
and referred to this Committee on the 6th day of this 
month, and I have been pressing constantly to 
have action upon it; yet no effort was made in the 
<- House to obtain the information until some two 
days since, notwithstanding the gentleman knew 
that the House of Representatives (and not the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union) 
could legitimately make such call. The honora- 
ble member is a parliamentarian, and knows very 
well that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union cannot originate a resolution of that 


character; that the House must originate it; and ; 
yet he continued to urge it upon the committee, | 


and seemed to desire, in his speeches, to put some 
of us in the position of endeavoring to suppress in- 
formation—to smother inquiry and investigation; 
but, strange to say, he had not then made an 
effort to get the call in the House. 


t! the Indian tribes, for the military, naval, and civil 
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band give no. directions as to its payment—who 
| pays. that money? We appropriate millions of 
| Pay y: pprop 


dollars to eatry out our treaty stipulations with 


p service of the country; but in none of the bills 
im king these appropriations do we do more than | 
| we propose to do. here—appropriate the money and | 
place it at the disposal. of the Executive, who is 
bound to execute the law. -There we leave it, | 


|| unless some reason is presented why Congress || 


should do more. It seems, then, if I am right in 
this—and I am satisfied I am correct—that we 


rule; that we have done or propose to do every- 
thing that is usual to be done with appropriation 
bills, and no more. We have the power to do 
more, to go further, if a case is presented to re- 
quire it; but unless such case be presented it would 


vene between the Executive and kis duties, and i 
thereby release him from responsibility or afford } 
him a pretext for throwing an improper responsi-’ 
bility on Congress. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Meape,] who addressed the commit- 
tee this morning, sustains me in this view. He 
says the Commilteeof Waysand Meanscould have 
done nothing but what it did do. Why? Because, 
he says, if the committee had reported a provision 
such as he and other gentlemen advocate, it would 
have been a reflection on the Secretary of State— 
anact which should be done by the House, if done 
at all, and not by one of its commititees. If the 
House desire to reflect upon the President or Mr. 
Webster, surely it can do so; and the committee 
cannot be blamed for not having reported a provis- 
ion that would have had that effect. Iam not the 
advocate or defender of either of those public func- 
tionaries. No persons could be more antagonistic 
politically than I am to each of them. Ido not pro- 
ose, however, to occupy the time of this committee 
in either defending or charging them further than 
a frank and fair statement of the facts may go. I 
leave this committee to decide as it may see fit. 
‘We pass an appropriation for paying our foreign 
ministers, without directing in the bill who shall 
pay out the money. Who makes that payment? 
What department of the Government does it? It 
is left with the President of the United States. 
He, as the Executive of the United States, is bound 
by his oath faithfully, honestly, and fairly to ex- 
ecute the laws, whether making appropriations or 
otherwise. I am aware that he does not do it 
personally, but he does it through his executive 
departments, which are under his control and di- 
rection whenever he sees fit to exercise it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) 
I desire to ask the gentleman if the payment of 
ministers, consuls, chargés, and officers of that 
description, is not done by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and not by the Secretary of State? 
Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is very 
shrewd. I put a question to him, and instead of 
answering it, he rises and puts the same question 
to me. However, I will answer him. Those 
payments are made through the Department of the 
Treasury, upon a requisition from the Secretary | 
of State, but also through the instrumentality of 
the Barings, as I am informed—those same bank- 
ers through whom the President proposes to pay 
the installment about which we are now debating. 
But | brought that matter up only forthe purpose 
of showing that in our appropriation bills, after | 


I think the gentleman was unfortunate in another | 


view which he presented in connection with this bill. 
He asks why the Committee of Ways and Means 
have made this bill an exception to the general 
rule governing appropriation bills?—thereby char- 


ging that they have doneso. I must sayto the gen- | 


tleman, in all kindness, that he is mistaken—we 
have not made it an exception. This bill merely 
proposes to appropriate the money; and that is the 
case with every appropriation bill, unless some 
special cause exists and is presented demanding 
something else to be done. You appropriate sev- 
eral hundred thousand dollars for the judiciary, 


appropriating the money, we leave it, as a general 
rule, with the Executive Department, to be applied 
honestly and faithfully to the objects of appropri- 
ation, and not for the purpose of showing which 
li Secretary did it. [presume no one doubts the 
fact, that the President has a right to employ either 
of his Secretaries, as his judgement may dictate. 
To make an appropriation is a legislative act. The | 
Executive cannot touch the public money unless we 
authorize lran to do it by the enactment of a law. 
Fle cannot draw a dollar from the Treasury any | 
more than you or I, or any other citizen of the 
| community, until a law is passed giving him au- 
thority to do it; and when such a law is enacted, 
it is his duty to see that the money is applied to | 
the objects specified in the law. The application | 
of an appropriation is, therefore, an Executive | 
duty, and not a legislative duty; and to justify | 
the legislature in making an encroachment upon | 
the duty of the Executive in the application of an 
appropriation like this, there must be some evi- | 
dence before Congress of fraud, corruption, or! 


have not made this bill an exception to the general || 


be both improper and unfortunate for us to inter- ij 


| improper conduct upon the part of the Execu- 


tive. 

` For these reasonsit seems tome that the amend- 
ment of my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Joun- 
son] should not be adopted, and if- adopted, it will 
be of no avail.. I understand. his amendment to 
be, that the Secretary of the Treasury shall make 
this payment under the direction of the President 
of the United States. That is no more. than-the 
law as it no stands, only the President. of: the 


| United States, as he had aright to do, has re- 


quired the head of another Department, instead of 
the head of the Treasury Department. It would 
only substitute the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the Secretary of State. 

Mr. BAYLY, (interrupting.) And Mr. Corwin 
told me, at the last session of Congress, that if the 
change was made, he should carry out the arrange- 
ment with the Barings, which had been made by 
the Secretary of State. š 

Mr. HOUSTON, (resuming.) If we were to 
adopt the amendment, what would be the result? 
The President has a right to employ whichever 
Department he chooses, to pay the installmeñts 
running to maturity, unless we tell him that he shall 
employ one and not the other. He could make 
the payment himself, if he had desired it. Indeed, 
it is his duty to do it, if he had the physical ability, 
and at the a attend to his various other 
duties. The m of the country, knowing that 
hecould notdischarge all those duties, has given him 
executive departments to aid him.. And it matters 
not which department makes this payment, the 
President is bound to supervise it, beqause the act 
is done upon his responsibility and under his direc- 
tion, through the aid of the Secretary. 

So then, if we should adopt the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson,] 
we would accomplish no good for the country—at 
least, I am unable to seein what way the country 
would gain by it; and while we accomplish no 
beneficial ant A we by that act interfere with the 
duties of the President of the United States, by 
directing him to do differently from what he has 
heretofore done and what it seems he proposes to 
do now. My friend from Virginia [Mr. Meane} 
gave but one reason which can influence the minds 
of any one in favoring that particular amendment. 
I understood that gentleman to say that he wanted 
to adopt that amendment for the purpose of re- 
buking the present Secretary of State, because 
that Secretary had not consulted the wishes of 
Mexico in the payment of the third credit install- 
ment of the Mexican indemnity. Let us for a 
moment look at this matter. Iam quite sure the 
honorable gentleman -does not desire to do any- 
thing which would unfavorably affect the interest 
of the country. Then the question very forcibly 
presents itself, whether the amendment will result 
in any good? It is true, it may accomplish a per- 
sonal object—to rebuke the Secretary of State. 
Butif you want to rebuke him, do it directly, 
and not in this indirect manner. He is no favorite 
of mine, and has never been. I must say, how- 
ever, that our action should be just and fair; let 
us not condemn himet us not rebuke in advance 
of an investigation. Would my friend from Vir- 
ginia be willing that we should take up a rumor 
of this sort, and without stopping to inquire into 
its truth, rebuke him without giving him an op- 
portunity to be heard—to defend himself? { pre- 
sume not. Such course would be repugnant to 
our nature. If gentlemen will prepare the issue— 
make up a case—I will go as faras any one to con- 
demn guilt. When a resolution was offered in the 
House a few days ago by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Briees,] proposing to institute 
an Inquiry into the legality and fairness of the 
election of the Delegate from the Territory of 
Utah—whether he had not obtained his seat here 
by bribery and corruption, what was the argu- 
ment used? and what were the indications of the 
sense of the Houseon that occasion? It was that 
the resolution implied a censure upon the Delegate, 
and that it should not be adopted without giving 
him an opportunity of being heard in explana- 
tion of the circumstances connected with his elec- 
tion. 

Mr. MEADE. I distinctly stated in my re- 
marks, that the amendment was intended not only 
to indicate displeasure at the manner in which 
the last payment had been made, but inasmuch as ` 
it had been made in a manner incompatible with 
the views of this House, if adopted, as indicative 


1852. 


THE 


BE. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLO 


| 
i 


also of the mode in which payments should here- 
after be made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We not only indicate the 
manner in which we desire the payment to be 
made, but we require it, if this amendment shall 
be agreed to, to be made in a mode different from 
the one adopted by the President. T feel sure, as 
I said before, that one of the inducements. for the 
adoption of that amendment is, that it shall reflect 
upon the Secretary of State; for, if we transfer the 
payment of this installment to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bayy] says the Secretary of the Treasury assured 
him he would adopt the arrangment of the Secre- 
tary of State; then what do we accomplish, except 
itmay be to take an unncessary responsibility, 
where no good can and some harm may result 
from our action. Both Departments are under 
the contro] and supervision of the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. MEADE. The gentleman is mistaken. F 
will put him right upon this point. The question 
now is upon the adoption of the amendment of the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. MarsnaLL.] 
‘That amendment does not require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to do anything. 

Mr. TIOUSTON. What does it do then? 

Mr. MEADE, It requires the President to so 
cause the payment to be made ithe manner that 
shall be the most satisfactory to the Mexiean 
Government. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I understand the gen- 
tleman from Virginia not to be in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee,{Mr. 
Jounson,] and to be willing that the Seeretary of 
State shall continue to discharge this duty, and 
make the payments. 

Mr. MEADE. Ihave no objection, 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman has no ob- 
jection to the Secretary of State continuing, but hè 
desires that the payment shall be made according 
to the wishes of the Mexican Government. Now, 
Task the honorable member, if he did not, in an- 
other part of his speech, admit that we had not 
now time to make any change in the order of 
things connected with the payment of the install- 
ment soon to fall due? 

Mr. MEADE. I will reply to the gentleman, 
by saying that I made no such admission. I dis- 
tinctly stated, that I believed that if we would 
signify to Mexico that we were willing to pay this 
installment in the manner which she should deem 
most advisable, that a contract might be made in 
thirty days. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman, as I under- 


stood him at the time, spoke of the propriety of a | 


change in the treaty. But there certainly is not 
time now for the two Governments to make a 
change so as to allow the payment to be made dif- 
ferently—according to the wishes of Mexico—and 
I present it to this committee: is there sufficient 
time between now and the 30th May next for open- 
ing a negotiation with Mexico, for a change in the 
terms of the treaty? I do not understand the gen- 
tleman from Virginia as saying that the Executive 
Government of Mexico can make any change in 
the time or place or manner of receiving the 
money to be paid to her under the twelfth article 
of the treaty of the 2d February, 1848, but, on the 
contrary, that he agrees that there can be no sub- 
stantial change made in the treaty, unless it be 
done by a higher authority than the Executive 
Government of that Republic. You must have the 
action of the treaty-making powers, before any 
material change can be made in any treaty. In 
this case, and in my view of it, we are bound to 
have at least theaction of the Supreme Government 
of Mexico in favor of the change. Even that might 
not do—and anything short of it would surely avail 
us nothing. But I undertake to say that, accord- 
ing to my information, there is no evidence before 
the House, and there has been none since the meet- 
ing of this Congress—there was none before the 
Committee of Ways and Means—going to show 
that Mexico desires to draw upon this Government 
for this installment. Such evidence may have 
been before the last Congress; that is, however, 
denied 

Mr. MEADE. There is evidence before the 
House now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
evidence? 

Mr. MEADE. I will read it, if the gentleman 
desires, and will give me time. 


I should like to know what 


, Mr. HOUSTON. I do not like to have my 
time taken up. 1 suppose it is General Green’s 
circular to which the geneman refers. : 

Mr. MEADE. No; it is contained in the cor- 
respondence submitted to us yesterday. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In the correspondence sub- 
mitted to us yesterday, the Mexican Minister says j 
he conversed with Mr. Webster about the bills 
which he said his Government wanted this Goy- 
ernment to accept. Mr. Webster substantially, 
if not in words, denies the statement. ‘l'here is 
an issue; and upon that issue what can we do? 
Is the proof sufficiently conclusive to establish the 
fact; and if the fact be proven, is that enough to 
|| merit a censure in the absence of any previous in- 
i| dication by Congress that Mexico should be con- 
sulted and permitted to change the modeand place 
of payment if she desired? Admit, however, that 
at the last Congress it would have been better to 
change the mode of paying this installment, still 
the argument can avail nothing here, for circum- 
stances have materially changed. ‘Then we had 
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| have less than four months, and we must yield to 
| the circumstances in which we are placed—we are 
controlled by the circumstances that surround 
us—and in the discharge of our duty we must 
make the best of what we have. 

There is another tact which I wish to notice, and 
j it is the action of Congress heretoiore in relation 
to these installments. t believe this bill ought to 
pass, and | believe it ought to pass as it is, with- 
out amendment. I believe it, from the fact that we 


faith to pay it on the 30th of May next. "There 
| are other circumstances coming in to corroborate | 
| that belief. ‘This subject was acted upon in the 


| passed into a law providing for the payment of 
| two installments: the one falling due in May, 
| 1849, and the other one falling due in May, 1850. 
| That bill passed with only eight dissenting votes. 
This bill contains precisely the same provisions of 
that one, leaving the money to be paid by the 
i Executive. A bill upon the same subject, and 
; with precisely similar provisions, also passed the 
| first session of the Thirty-first Congress with but 
| few negative votes. So the provisions of this bill 
| have received the sanction of the ‘Thirtieth and the 
| Thirty-first Congresses—voted for by all parties 
and very nearly by all the members. All we ask 
| now is, that we shall pass this bill as it is, with- 
| outamendment. My anxiety to defeat all amend- 
ji ments to the bill grows out of my view of the best 
mode ofadvancing the publicinterest, and notfor the 
purpose of shielding any individual, either in public 
| or private life; nor do 1 agree that Congress must 
; under all circumstances appropriate the money 
! and leave it under the control of the President; not 
at all. {f Congress should believe the money 
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applied, it would not only be competent for Con- 
gress to control it, but it would be its duty to do 
50. t 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooks] 


when these facts were before the country, adopted 


quite twelve months in which to operate, now we |! 


owe the money to Mexico, and have pledged our |; 


! Thirtieth Congress, and at the last session of that || 
i Congress, with almost entire unanimity, a bill į 


would, for corrupt purposes or otherwise, be mis- } 


says that the last Congress, by passing the bill į! 


the reporter; but he was understood to inquire if 
the Government of Mexico would not prefer to 
have the money paid here, or deposited in some 
bank in New York, rather than to have it paid in 
the city of Mexico? WS Sat 
Mr. HOUSTON. I will reply to the question, 
and l will do it frankly. I presume Iam in his 
condition upon that point, wholly without proof. 
I can guess, as he can guess; that isall either of 
uscan do. There is no evidence before Congress, 
nor has there been this session, showing the pres- 
ent wish of Mexico. But then, even admitting 
that the correspondence just received shows that 
at the last Congress Mexico desired the payment 
o be made by the acceptance of her bills, that 
while that proposition was never presented in form 
to this Government, the very correspondence itself 
also shows that even if it had been, it has been long 
since entirely withdrawn, and is not now before 
us. If thatis again brought about, itis to bedone 
anew, and we could not safely act in the absence 
_ of proper authority from Mexico. And while Iam 
unwilling now to discuss the question of the power 
of Congress over treaties, I am freeto repeat what 
I have before said, that we cannot alter this treaty 
as to the mode and place of payment, by any au- 
thority short of the Supreme Government of Mex- 
ico—I mean that the Congress of. Mexico must 
legislate, and give authority to do the act. I might 
be willing to risk.a discharge under that authority, 
but I would certainly accept nothing short of that; 
and if we pay this money in any other mode than 
that pointed out in the treaty itself, without such 
authority, I fear we would not discharge our lia~ 
bility. ‘There are other remarks I would like to 
submit, but for fear my time may be exhausted 
before I get through, E wish to call the attention of 
the committee to the fects connected with the pay- 
; ments which have heretofore been made. The 
‘honorable gendeman from Virginia, [Mr. Bay.y,] 
who is now at the head of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, was inaccurate, to some extent, in 
his statements in regard to the payment of some 
of the installments which have already been made. 
I find, from an examination of the books and re- 
cords in the Departments, that the first payment— 
a payment made in cash after the treaty—-was made 
by the President of the United States, Mr. Polit, 
not through the Rothschilds, as the gentleman 
; stated, but it was, to a Jarge extent, made through 
| the War Department. It was arranged by the Sec- 
retary of War, all except about cight hundred 
t thousand dollars. I have some extracts here 
: from official documents, which I wil read. Eight 
hundred thousand dollars of the cash payment 
was made by the purchase here from A. Belmont 
of bills upon Lionet Davidson, of the city of 
Mexico. Those bills, it is true, as the gentle- 
man stated, were purchased by Mr. Walker, and 
paid for in Treasury notes, dollar for dollar. 
Bat those Treasury notes were not at a premium 
at that time, or if at a premium, it was small. 
These bills were purchased in March, 1848, and 
! before this Government knew certainly whether 
i the treaty would be ratified in due form by the 
| treaty-making power of Mexico, I will read an 
extract froth a letter of the Secretary of War to 


the arrangement that was pursued by the Presi- 

! dent; and if we pass this bill now, we thereby 

| approve the course the Seeretary has pursued and | 
| proposes to pursue. I take issue with the gentle 
| man there. I intend to vote for this bill as it is. 
But then I repudiate entirely, for myself and for ! 
: all these gentlemen around me, the idea that by so į 
: doing I indorse or approve what Mr. Webster has | 


done or what he may do in this matter. If} 


i 
i 


| be presented against Mr. Webster, then wiil be | 
‘the proper time to examine into his course, and 
to investigate the conduct of the Executive. Then į 
: will I be prepared to go into that investigation, I 
hope, with fairness to all concerned, but with an | 
unflinching determination to discharge my entire | 
i duty. , 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to repeat, what I a few 


I 
i] 
j 
| 
i 
i 


| m : 
' this bill in its present form, we only do that which 
: we have done heretofore, and that which we usu- | 


j 
} 
lj 
t 
l . 
i ally do in regard to all other bills of like character 


| appropriate the money to enable the President |: i 
ji Ness to pay, whenever the treaty would be rati- 


‘to carry out the treaty; and we by no means in- 
| dorse the plan he may choose to adopt. 
i Mr. MEADE here made a remark inaudible to 


‘charges of fraud, corruption, or mismanagement |; 


| make arrangements here, providing for a contes 
li of the amount whieh may be wanted.” 
* * * * * 


oments since stated, that, by the adoption ofi; 


; Major General Butler, throwing light upon this 
(War DEPARTMENT, 


i subject: 
“Wasuineton, March 30, 1848, ? 
«Sir: Should the treaty sent ont by onr commissioner be 
ratified, it will be ne ry for the United States to m 
immediate payment to Mexico of 33,000,000. 


ke 
To meet this 
; payment, you have been invested with authority to draw 


| for that amount on the Treasury of the United states. Ap- 
i prehensions arc here entertained, that by a combination 
| among those who would be able to pnrchase sueh drafts, or 
| from some other cause, you might not be able to raise so large 
a sum of money on them without a discount, perhi n ex- 
Jt has, therefore, been tbhansir cdvisable to 
rable part 


} orbitant one. 


j * * * 
Then follow the instructions to pay the pro- 
ceeds to that mstallment, So if there was a pre- 
mium on Treasury notes at that time, that ad- 
: vantage was not lost, because, ip the arrangement 
| which was made by Secretary Walker in the pur- 
chase of those bills, this Government was not to pay 
; interest upon the amount until the biis were dis- 
, posed of by our commissioner in Mexico, and the 
; proceeds applied to our debt there. So that it 


enabled this Government to hold itself in readi- 


i 
i 
i 


| 


fied. And that was a contingency beyond our 
knowledge, and one which might not happen for 
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several months. We could not tell when it would 
be ratified. ‘The bills were purchased in that way. 
These bills were purchased in March, but the pro- 
ceeds were realized in Jane. “Upon the return of 
the bills in July, the Treasury notes were issued, 
but to bear interest from June, the-time the money 
was realized, so that the Government lost no pre- 
pium, or if it did, it was made-up in interest. 

Then, again, the sum, of $1,151,874. 16 of that 
cash payment was made through bills drawn by 
Major General Butler upon the Treasury here in fa- 
vor of Nathan Clifford; then the Commissioner of 
the United States in Mexico. Those drafts were 
negotiated by Mr. Clifford, with Hargous & Co., 
who ‘paid. a prémitm upon them of $41,107 66. 
The balance of that cash payment was made by 
the use of money in the military chest—military 
countributions—and by turning over property of 
the army to the Government of Mexico. 

[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.) 

Mr. HOUSTON.  T think my time has not ex- 

ited. I believe I have some six minutes yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleraan’s time has 
fully expired, and the question is upon the amend- 
meit of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jounson.] 

Mr. DUNCAN, 
to offer, 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not in order now, 
there being an amendment to an amendment pend- 
ing. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Can I offer an amendment to 
the original bill? ” 

The CHAIRMAN., The two amendments 
pending are to the original bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 
committee do now rise. 

The question was then taken, and on a division 
there were—ayes’91, hoes not counted, 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman of the 
committee [Mr. Tones] reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole upon the state of the Union 
had had the state of the Union generally under 
consideration, and especially House bill No. 46, 
providing for the payment of the Mexican idem- 
nity, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, the House 
then adjourned to meet on Monday next. 


have an amendment I wish 


I move that the 


PETITIONS, ke 
The following petitions, niemorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. KUUNS: The petition of citizens of Westmore- 
land county, Pennsylvania, praying for the estabtishment 
of a direct mail roate from Greensburg to West Newton, 
in said county. 

By Mr. MeNAIR: 'fwo petitions of citizens of Mareus 
Took, Delaware county, Pennsylvania, asking for an ap- 
propriation of $20,000 for the improvement atthe piers at 
mal . 


n VAR: A petition from W. H. 
residing in the city of New York 
priation ofa stun of money to assist in ¢ 
incurred by exhibitors at the Worlds Pair. 

By Mr. ROBBINS : The petition (with map or e 
tached) of Captain Jonas P. Levy, a resident of New 
city, asking Congress to grant to him the right ofe 
the mail, on eonuitions the t forth, from Nev 
and New Orleans, by way of ra Cruz, the head waters 
of the Alvarado and Tonto, thence to the p&t of Ltuainico, 
and thence to San Frauciseo. ‘ie whole time from New 
York tos Francisco wil! take bet twenty days. 


Seabring and 
ng an appro- 
raying expenses 


u 

nd Canal, 
shall be 
ats of the largest clasa around the 


ror the construction of such additional worl 
eapable of passing b 
Falls ofthe Ohio river. 


IN SENATE. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, made in compliance with a res- 
olution of the Senate of the 13th of March, 1851, 
transmitting a report of the Seeretary of War, 
containing information in regard to the claims of 
the citixens of California for services rendered 
and for money and property furnished in the years 
1046 and 1847, in the conquest of that country; 
which was read and ordered to lie on the table. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasury De- 
pariment, transmitting a list of the contracts made 


_time to be‘inchided-in the last report of the Fifth 


| may come under the consideration of Congress. i} 
| 
H 
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for light-house purposes in the year 1851, includ- | 
ing those previously made but not received in | 


Auditor; which was read and referred to the Com- || 
mittee on Commerce. A . | 
: “PETITIONS. | 

Mr. SHIELDS presented three petitions of res- 
idents of -Hlinois; praying the right of way and a 
donation of land for the construction of a railroad 
from Shawneetown to the Mississippi river, oppo- 
site to Saint Louis; which was ‘referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of residents of Hancock coun- 
ty, Illinois, praying a grant of land to the State to 
aid in the construction of the Warsaw and Peoria | 
and Warsaw and Rockford railroads; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. ` 

Also, the memorial of the Rector and Vestry of 
St. John’s Church,» Washington city, praying 
that a sum of money paid by that Church to the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings for a square of 
ground, which President Monroe authorized the 
Church to use as a burial ground, may be re- 
funded, and that the said Commissioner may be 
authorized to give the Church a deed for the land; 
which was referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. | 

Also, the memorial of Daniel Bread and other ; 
Oneida Chiefs, praying compensation for the cap- 
ture of three British gun-boats during the war of 
1812; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

Also, the petition of F. E. Hunt and other offi- 
cers of the Army, stationed at Fort Leavenworth, 
Missouri, praying that certain recommendations 
of the Secretary of War in relation to rank and | 
command in the Army, submitted to Congress, | 
may not receive the sanction of that body; which ; 
was referred to the Comm:ttee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WADE presented a petition of citizens of 
Ashtabula, Ohio, praying the establishment of a 
telegraphic communication between Fort Inde- 
pendence and the Pacific ocean; which was re- ; 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting of citizens of 
Canton, Ohio, recommending the interposition of ! 
the Government of the United States in behalf of | 
the people of Hungary; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Samuel 
Knox, praying bounty land for services during the 
revolutionary war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. | 

Also, a petition of citizens of Millsborough, 
Pennsylvania, praying the repeal of the late law 
for the delivery of fugitives from service or labor; 
and a petition of citizens of Millsborough, Penn- ; 
sylvania, praying the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia. 

Ordered, What they lie on the table. i 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of the ad- | 
ministrator of William Johonnot, deceased, pray- 
ing to be allowed interest on commutation pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS. I present, also, the petition of 
Albert Tyler and others, who represent themselves 
to be citizens of the county of St. Lawrence, in | 
the State of New York. ‘hey represent, that in ; 
their opinion the construction of some artificial 
mode of navigation around the Sault Ste. Marie 
and the Falls of Niagara would be national works 
and of great public utility; that the country has 
reached in its progress a march of improvement | 
which justifies the taking up that subject now. į 
"They believe it to be necessary, and pray that it 


ĮI do not know that it is pertinent, but I will ven- | 
ture to suggest that inasmuch as this is a very | 
grave work it would be worth while to appropri- i 
ate some of the publie lands to accomplish the | 
great pubiic object of getting round the Falls of | 
Niagara. I movè that the petition be referred to | 
to the Committee on Commerce, ; 

The petition was so referred. i 

Mr. GWIN presented a petition of the working | 
men employed at the Washington navy-yard, 
praying that pensions may be allowed for long and | 
faithful services, and for-disability incurred in the ; 
discharge of their duty; which was referred to the ; 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


i 


| 
Also, a joint resolution of the Legislature of } 
g ; 


California, instructing the Senators and requesting 
the representatives to use their influence and efforts 
to.obtain an appropriation from Congress for the 
relief of J.J. Petrié, Captain William Waldo, and 
Charles W. Hall, for money expended in afford- 
ing relief to the destitute overland ‘immigrants, 
acting under the direction of the Sacramento Relief 
Company; which was referred to the Conimittes 
on. Finance, and ordered to be printed. 5 

Also, the petition of Jonas P. Levy, proposing 
to open a communication from Vera Cruz and 
Alvarado, on the Gulf of Mexico, to Huatulco, on 
the Pacific, and to convey the mail between New 
York and New Orleans, and San Francisco, in 
twenty days; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of a com- 
mittee of the Corporation of Georgetown, praying 
ah appropriation to remove obstructions in the 
navigation of the Potomac river below said town, 
caused by the construction of the bridge connect- 
ing the city of Washingten with the shores of 
Virginia; which was referred to. the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of 
Nathaniel Mothershead, praying a pension for 
services rendered during the last war with Great 
Britain; which was referred te the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BORLAND presented the memorial of 
James D. Johnson, asking to be allowed the dif- 
ference of pay between that of a master and a 


Í lieutenant in the Navy during the time he per- 


formed the duty of a lieutenant while a master on 
board the United States storeship ‘Reliefs’? which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the petition of the heirs 
of Thomas C. Lewis, praying the relin uishment 
in their favor of the title of the United States to 
certain lands claimed by them in the Bastrop Grant; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Johnson 
Lykins, stating that he is the discoverer of certain 
tin mines, and praying the passage of an act giving 
him the privilege of working them for a limite 


ij time; which was referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands. 

‘Also, the memorial of the widow of John Scol- 
lay, praying a pension for the services of her hus- 
band during the revolutionary war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the widow of Ebenezer 
Brown, praying a pension for the services of her 
husband during the revolutionary war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have the petition of 
Joel Hickman and some forty or fifty others. 
They are Kentuckians, and they pray for an ob- 
ject which meets my cordial approbation. It is 
that the Congress and Government of the United 
States may take such steps in their relations and 
intercourse with foreign nations as will tend to 
establish a tribunal by which questions which 
have heretofore involved nations in war may be 
peacefully settled by arbitration, so as to prevent 
the evils resulting from war. J hope that it may 
be received and referred, without reading, to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWSON presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam ©. Daniell, against the projected improve- 
ments of the General Government in relation to 
certain obstructions in the Savannah river, and 
recommending the construction of a ship channel 
across Hutchison’s Island, as the most effective 
method of overcoming the obstructions known as 
“The Wrecks” in the Savannah river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of John J. Sykes, praying 
compensation for services rendered under an ap- 
pointment from the special agent of the Post Of- 
fice Department for California; which was referred 
to the Committee on+the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. WADE presented the petition of Ira Rey- 
nolds, complaining of the rejection by the officers 
of the Patent Office, of his application for letters 
patent for certain improvements in the plough and 
seed drills, and praying Congress to investigate 
the matter, and direct the issue of patents for so 
much of his improvements as may be found to be 
new and useful inventions; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 
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Mr. UPHAM presented a resolution of the Le- 
gislature of Vermont, requesting the Senators and 
Representatives of that State in Congress to use 
all proper exertions to procure the effectual sup- 
pression of the slave trade, - 

Ordered, That it He onthe table and be printed. 


Mr. PEARCE presented.a memorial of under- 


writers and merchants of Baltimore, Maryland, 


raying that the salary of the district judge of the 

nited States at Key West may be increased; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

_He also presented a memorial of John F.-Gil- 

in and other creditors of the late Republic of 

exas, praying the enactment of such a law as 
will enable them to obtain payment of their claims 
against that Republic at the Treasury of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

_Mr. GWIN presented a resolution of the Le- 
gislature of California, in favor of an appropria- 
tion for compensating Nathaniel McMenafee for 
the relief extended by him to the destitute over- 
land emigrants to that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Bancroft 
Woodcock, praying an extension of his patent for 
an improvement in the construction of the plough; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. McRAS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the West Feliciana Rail- 
road Company, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


On motion by Mr. NORRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate 
relating to the claims of the legatees of Thomas D. Ander- 
son, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, hat John McColgan have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

On motion by Mr. SOULE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of N. Paillet, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Cominittee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of George Talcott, presented 
the llth December last, be referred to the Conunittee on 
Military A ftaira. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Hugh W. 
Dobbin, submitted an adverse report; which was 
read. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Brinton Paine, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was read. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
were referred the documents in support of the claim 
of Samuel Crapin, submitted an adverse report; 
which was read. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee of Claims, to 


which was referred the memorial of the heirs and | 


executors of Samuel Prioleau, submitted an ad- 
verse report; which was read. 

On motion hy Mr. WALKER, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
be discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of Martha Gray, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Pubiic Lands. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred, the 29th December, a 
resolution in relation to printing a geological report 
of Dr. D. D. Owen, reported the same with an 
amendment. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment; and in concurrence therewith, 


Resolved, That five thousand five hundred copies of the 
report of Dr. D. D. Owen on the Geology of Iowa, Wiscon- 
sin and Minnesota, be printed, in accordance with the reso- 
lution of the Senate at its last session, requiring the same 
to be printed under-the direction of the Commissioner of 


the General Land Office; and that five hundred copies of . 


the same be for the use of the General Land Office; two 
hundred copies to be given to Dr. Owen, and three hun- 
dred copies to the Smithsonian Institution for distribution. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred a bill for the relief 


i 7 
t Pensions, to`which was referred. the petition of 
Francis P. Gardiner, submitted & report, accom- 
panied by a bill for her relief. 
_ The bill ‘was read and passed to the second read 
ing. 

` Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on 
Printing, to which was referred, on the 22d in- 
stant, a motion by Mr. Hane, ‘that two thou- 
sand additional copies of the charges and specifi- 
cations before a court of inquiry against William 
K. Latimer, a Captain in the Navy of the United 
States, and theaccompanying papers,” which were 
ordered to be printed for the use of the Senate, 
reported thereon. 

he Senate proceeded to consider the motion; 
and, . 
On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 


Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned until to-morrow. 


„Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the bill for the 


an amendment. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee ont the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill concern- 
ing the sessions of the courts of the United States 
in the district of Delaware, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Patents 
| and the Patent Office, to which was referred the 
| petition of Zebulon Parker, reported a bill for his 
| relief; which was read and passed to the second 
i 
j 


! reading. 
Mr. WHITCOMB, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of 
| Mary B. Renner, submitted areport, accompanied 
by a bill for the relief of John F. Callan, admin- 
istrator of Daniel Renner, deceased. 
The bill was read, and passed to the second 


reading. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the petition 
of T. H. McManus, reported a bill to authorize 
T. H. McManus to enter by preémption certain 
{lands on the Greenshury land district, Louisiana; 
which was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

‘Mtr. BADG from the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs, reported a bill to enforce discipline and 


Ip 
1D) hy 


he 


nited States; which was read and passed to t 
second reading. 
ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE CLERK. 
| The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
|! reported by Mr. Warrer the 22d instant, to 
|| authorize the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
to employ a clerk. 

Mr. WALKER. I will simply state that Ire- 
ported that resolution in accordance with the unan- 
imous instruction of the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. To that committee a clerk is 
absolutely necessary, in consequence of the in- 
crease of the matter that comes beforethem. ‘They 
| have much correspondence to attend to, and there 
| is necessarily some traveling, in which they re- 
quire the assistance asked for, if it is contemplated 
that they shall get through their business. 

Mr. HALE. I want to suggest whether it 
would not be advisable, as a matter of economy, 
for the Senate to adopt the suggestion of Dr. Frank- 


over the whole barrel at once. 
better to introduce a general resolution? 

Mr. WALKER. Imay makea statement by 
| the authority of the committee. There are mat- 
| ters now before the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, involving about four millions and a quar- 
į ter of dollars. Every case before that committee 
| would, perhaps, if submitted to a court of justice, 
be an intricate and litigated lawsuit. We have 
‘to examine these matters; they involve in many 
| instances an examination into the most minute 
| portions of the history of the Revolution. To get 


|; erly certified, involves an amount of labor which 


relief of William A. Richmond, reported it with į 


romote good conduct in the naval service of the {| 


lin as to the barrel of pork, and say the blessing : 
Would it not be ii 


:i papers from the departments, and have them prop- : 


il I aminclined to think few committees in this body | 


of M. K. Warrington and C. W. J. Chubb, ex- || are called upon to perform. If these claims areto . 


ecutors of Captain Lewis Warrington, reported ; 
the same without amendment, and submitted a. 
report on the subject, which was ordered to be | 
printed. . | 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on | 


| be reported upon in proper time, and in a proper 


i manner, it is necessary that the committee should |. 


{havea clerk. These are theconsiderations which 
_ have influenced the committee. 
| The resolution was adopted. 


NOTICE OF A BILL, 

Mr. CLEMENS gave notice thathe should ask 
leave to introduce a bill to extend the benefit of the 
act to regulate intercourse with the Indian tribes, 
; and to preserve peace on the frontiers, approved 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


_ Mr. WHITCOMB, agreeably to previous no- 
{i tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 


Wabash to the Missouri river; which was read 
and passed to a second reading. 


BRIGADIER GENERAL TALCOTT. 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of War be requested to 
transmit to the Senate a copy ofa letter trom Brigadier-Gen- 


MISSION TO EASTERN ASIA. 

Mr. CLARKE submitted the following resolu- 
: tion for consideration; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re~ 
quested to comunnicate to the Senate, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, the report of Mr. Ballastier, late 
Consul at Singapore, upon his mission to Eastern Asia, 
together with such of his correspondence and reports, inclu- 
ding his negotiations with the Sultan of Bornco, as may be 
deemed of public interest. 


LAND CLAIMS IN CALIFORNIA. 


it Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution 
| for consideration; which was agreed to: 


|i Resolved That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 

ji to communicate to the Senate a copy of such instructions 

i] as may have been given by the Department to the commis- 

i sioners appointed pursuant to the act of Congress approved 

| 3d March, 1851, entitled “ An act to ascertain and settle the 
private Jand claims in the State of California,” with a copy 

i 

| 

| 

l 

I 

i 

4 

if 

i! 


Il 
i 


of steh instructions as may have been transmitted to the 
Surveyor General of California in connection with the sub- 
ject. t 
MARY W. THOMPSON. f 
The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of 
Mary W. Thompson; and, : 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of lowa, it was 
Ordered, ‘Shatthe farther consideration thereof be post- 
poned to Friday next. 
NON-INTERVENTION. 
The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
! mittee of the Whole, the resolution some tune 


Mr. Preswwent: The Speaker of the House of Repre- 
i sentatives having signed two enrolled bills, Lam directed to 
| bring them to the Senate for the signature of its President. 
i! The PRESIDENT pro tem. signed the two en- 
|| rolled bills this day reported to have been exam- 
|; ined, and they were delivered to the committee to 
| be presented to the President of the United States, 

They are as follows: a 
An act for the relief of Edward Everett, late a 
sergeant in the United States Army; and 
An act for the relief of the Virginia Woolen 
Company. 
ENGROSSED BILLS PASSED. 


i "The following engrossed bills and joint resolu- 
© tions were severally read a third time and passed: 
‘| A bill for the compensation of James W. Low 
‘and others for the capture of the British private 
| armed schooner “ Ann,” during the late war with 
i| Great Britain; , 
i!l A bill for the relief of the children of Captain 
i| Erastus A. Capron; 

A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Monroe; 

A bill to provide for the final settlement of. the ac- 
counts of Jonathan Kearsley, late receiver of pub- 
` lic moneys at Detroit, and of John Biddle, late 
W register of the land office at that place; _ 
i! “A bill for the relief of James Dunning; 

A bill for the relief of Julia Aiken; 


1 
i 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
f 
i 
i 
j 
i 
i 
i 
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sentatives of Colonel Alexander G: Morgan; =. |} Monpay, January 26, 1852, 
A bill for the relief of A. H. Cole; 


+ E 
A bill for the relief of Charles A. Kellett; i The House met at twelve o clock, m; 


u: ; z h ` i by the Rev. Mr. BUTLER. 
it bill for the relief of Enoch Baldwin and he Journal of Saturday was readand approved. 
others; a 


‘A bill for the relief of Theodore Offutt; anda || CLAIMS PAID BY THE EXECUTIVE DEPART- 
Joint resolution for the relief of Alexander P. MENTS. <: 
Field, late secretary of Wisconsin Territory, and 
sureties. 


= : = 
A bilt for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- i 


Prayer 


in-order was the unfinished business of Monday 
last, being a motion made by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Futter] to suspend the rules of the 
| House to enable him to introduce the following 
resolution: : ` j 
Resolved, That the Secretary of State, the Secretary. of 
the ‘Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary 
of the Navy, the Secretary of. War, and the Postmaster 
General, be, and hereby are, instructed to cause to be re- 
ported to this House, as soon as may he practicable, full 


“Mr: GWIN. L wish to move an amendment. |! and complete lists of all claims, if any, (including principal 
and interest, and designating each separately,) allowed and 


There will be no opposition to ilie resolution: paid, by the respective Departments, or any bureaus there 

Tlie motion to postpone was agreed to. i of, since the 4th day of March, A. D. 1849, which had 

: been previously presented, suspended, or disallowed, in 

y i 3 yeg: > ead 

RAILROADS IN IOWA. į Whole or in part; and specifying the character of such 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- || peat and aleo; et hoy causo io be reported the names 

, iderati i i of all persons who at any time acted as the agents or soli- 

sumed the consideration of the bill granting the citors for said claims, and the persens who received any 
right of way and making a grant of land to the 


k% A = J h portion thereof, or were interested therein. 
State of Iowa, in aid of the construction of certain 


vailroads in said Stat i Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I desire to in- 
AA sending gaesti ie om ike subatitute tè quire of the gentleman from Maine, whether he 
g ‘ t 


ie l 4 will not so modify his resolution as to make it go 
ported mom tie Committee on Panli Lands. | back to the 4th of March, 1845? I hope he will ie 
Mr, UD „addressed the Senate on |i s0, as I would be glad to have the information. 
this bill through the remainder of the day’s session. Mr. FULLER. If the gentleman desires, he 
. rd . : . Me ’ 
His speech will be found in the Appendix, Be- | can introduce another resolution to that effect. 
fore resuming his seat, he suvmitted the follow- 


; Se 4 ; The yeas and nays were demanded and or- 
ing amendment ag an addition to the substitute: || uo ys. we a 


dered. 
Beit further enacted, &e., That there shall he granted to + . . 
the States named in this section, for purposes of education The question was then taken, and decided in 


and of internal improvement, so much of the public domain || the affirmative—yeas 134, nays 36; as follows: 

as is specified for cach, that is to say : To the State of Maine, YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Ashe, Averett, Thos. H. 
583,040 acres; to the State of New [ampshire, 317,760 || Bayly, Bartictt, Beale, Bissell, Bragg, Breckenridge, Bren- 
acres to the State of Vermont, 313,920 acres ; to the State |) ton, Brooks, A.G. Brown, Geo. H. Brown, Buell, Busby, 
or Massachusetts, 994,240 acres; to the State of Rhode {| Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Clark, 
Istand, 147,520 acres; to the Stare of Connecticut, 370,560 |i Clingman, Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
acres; to the State of New York, 3,097,280 acres; to the |i Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Dunham, East- 
State of New Jersey, 489,280 acres; to the State of Penn- || man, Edgerton, Faulkner, Picklin, Fitch, Florence, Fow- 
aylvanin, 2,311,680 neres; to the State of Delaware, 90,560 |) Jer, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
| 
l 
| 
t 
| 
H 


DEBATES OF THE SENATE. 


The resolution to authorize theSecretary of the 
Senate to audit and settle the accounts of J. C. 
Rives, for reporting the debates and proceedings 
of the Senate, came up on its third reading. 

Mr. GWIN. J hope that resolution will lie 
over until to-morrow, 


Mr. BADGER. Why not pass it now? 


acres; to the State of Maryland, 546,880 acres; to the || Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Good- 
State of Virginia, 1,231,680 acres; to the State of North |! rich, Gorman, Green, Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. 
Carolina, 753,280 acres; to the State of South Carolina, || Harris, Hart, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
514,240 zeres; to the State of Georgia, 753,280 acres: tothe || Hillyer, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Thoms Y. How, Ives, 
State of Tennessee, 906,560 acres, and to the State of Ken- |! Jackson, Jenkins, John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George 
tucky, 897,920 acres; which land, so granted, shall be lo- |} W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, 
cated in parcels contormably to sectional divisionsand sub- |} Mace, Mann, Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McMullin, 
divisions, of not less than 320 acres in any one location, |} MeNair, Meade, Miller, Millson, Molony, Morrison, Mur- 
if so much can be had, on any public land except such to |} phy, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds Orr, Andrew Parker. 
which aright of preémption may have attached, orsuchas || Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Porter, 
is or may be reserved from sale by any law of Congress, or |} Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Russell, Scurry, David 
proclamation of the President of the United States; which || L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, 
said locations may be made at any time after the lands |; Snow, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton 
shall have been surveyed according to existing laws. And || Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Stone, Stratton, 
it shall be lawful for the Governors of said States, respect- || Stuart, Sweetser, Benjamin Thompson, George W. Thomp- 
ively, to appoint one or more agents to locate the lands |; son, ‘Thurston, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Washburn, 
granted as aforesaid for the State of which he is the Gov- || Watkins, Addison White, Alexander White, Wilcox 
ervor. Such agents, in waking their locations, shall be || Woodward, and Yates—134.- _ i 
governed by sach rules and regulations as the Seeretary of ||  NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Ailison, Barrere, Bibig- 
the Interior may from time to time prescribe, and when the |) haus, Briggs, Burrows, Caldwell, Chandler, Cullam, Evans 
Jands for onch State have been located and selected, patents |; Grey, Harper, Haws, Hascall, florsford, John W. Howe, 
therefor shall be issued to the State entitled to the same. ‘ Thomas M. Howe, James Johnson, George G. King, Kuhns, 
wind he it further enacted, Phat the lands granted to the || Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Morehead, Outlaw, Penni- 
States according to tie preceding section, shail be disposed |! man, Schermerhorn, Schooteraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, 
of by, a pectively, in such manner as their re- || Alexander H, Stephens, ‘Taylor, Tuck, Walbridge, Ward, 
apective Legi nay direct: Provided, however, That li Welch, and Williams—36. 
i 


no portion of & nds shail be sold at Jess than $f 25 per F . 
acre, until otherwise authorized by a law of the United Mr. HAMILTON, pending the announcement 
| of the vote, stated that his colleague, Mr. Ham- 


H 
States; and the net proceeds of the sales of said lands shall | r 
be faithfully applied to objects of internal improvement, or |) yonp, was detained from the House by the severe 


o purposes of education, or to-both, as the Legislatures of |} so: re fhi A 

the States, respectively, ‘owning the tales gation i i I disposition of his family. 

rect: Provided, further, Chat all roads, railways, bridges, || So the rules were suspended. 

canals) tud water cou whieh shni be paren Sout | Mr. FULLER, of Maine, demanded the pre- 

constructe F red, ds arising i j i 

disponnion of snid tands, shali be free for the iran enOrtation ! cen. question: upon the adoption of the resolu- 

the United States mail, and munitions of war, s r l : 

Poni of ueir oops, Sigoltahe pomet oF any: toll Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I appeal to the 

monene nner nated: TREE NETANE ; gentleman from Maine to withdraw the call for 

agents afovesald, or any one of them, in selecting jands and ! the prev ona question; that I mayon ovea, amend 

making locations for his State, to select and locate any of : the resolution s0 as to embrace the time since the 

the alternate sections, or any part thereof. whieh may have j: 4th of March, 1835. 1 desire that this investiga- 

been or may hereafter be reserved from sale by any act of |; tion shall be thorough. I promise to renew the 
gress granting lands in aid of the construction of an all for the previous question, if the gentleman 

wil withdraw it. 

Mr. FULLER. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Ohio that he will fully accomplish his object 
. by a separate resolution. 

l Mr. CAMPBELL. The mode I desire will 
| save a good deal of time, and I wish to avoid the 
necessity of consuming so much time as a separate 
|; resolution will require. If the gentleman isafraid 
; of the investigation, he can persist in his refusal. 

d The SPEAKER. Discussion is out of or- 

er. 

( Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I rise to request 
The amendment was ordered. to be printed; and |! my friend from Maine to withdraw the call for 
li the previous question. I wish to suggest a modi- 


authorize me location of any lands granted by them, or 
either of them, within the limits of the State of California, i 
or the Territories of New Mexico, Utah, and Oregon, i 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business. 


l! fication of the resolution, and. not to debate. Af- 
ter I make the suggestion, if the gentleman does 
| not acquiesce in it, I will renew the call for the 
| previous question. | : : i 

Mr. FULLER. | I will hear the suggestion. 

Mr. BAYLY. The suggestion is, that the 
| practice we are getting into of calling upon- the 
heads of Departments for reports to -this House, 
i and thus treating, to a large extent, as independ- 
ent branches of the Executive, is a very bad prac- 
tice. The Executive is an unit; the President is 
the responsible man and when we undertake- to 
make these independent calls upon the heads of 
! the Departments, we are giving them a conse- 
| quence which the Constitution does not contem- 
plate. Inthe early days of this Republic, they 
were treated as nothing but head clerks, They 
are now growing into a consequence, which I 
think is inconsistent with the spirit of the Consti- 
tution, That consequence arises, to a great ex- 
tent, out of the manner in which Congress treats 
them. ; 

Mr. FULLER. Iconcur in the main with the 
i remarks made by the gentleman from Virginia, 
; (Mr. BayLr;] but I do not wish, for reasons best 
i known to myself, to, concur in the proposed 
amendment in this case. 
| The question béing upon seconding the demand 
| for the previous question, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tenneesse, called for tellers; 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of Ten- 
nessee, and CHANDLER were appointed. 

The question was taken, and there were—ayes 
83, noes 69. _ . 

So, the previous question was seconded. 

The question now being, Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put? 

Mr. MILLER demanded the yeas and nays. | 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish merely to inquire if 
the House should determine that the main ques- 
tion shall not be now put, whether the question 
must not go over to some other day? 

The SPEAKER. It will go overuntil Monday 
next. : 
The question was then taken, and there were— 

yeas 125, nays 63; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Charles Allen, 
Willis Allen, Andrews, John Appleton, Ashe, Averett, 
| Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, Beale, Bissell, Bo- 

cock, Bragg, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Busby, 
Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Churchwell Clark, Cobb, 
Colcock, Curtis, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Edmundson, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, 
Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gay- 
lord, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Grow, 
Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, 
Houston, Howard, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, 
| Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, Dan- 
iel T, Jones George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, 
| Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Edward C. Marshall, 
| Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, McMullin, 
MeNair, Meade, Millson, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, Na- 
| bers, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, 

Polk, Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Rus- 
sell, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skel- 
| ton, Smart, Smith, Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
| H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Strat- 

ton, Stuart, Sweetser, George W. Thompson, Thurston, 
Wallace, Wilcox, and Woodward—125 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowie, 
i Bowne, Briggs, Brooks, George H. Brown, Burrows, Cald- 
| well, Lewis D. Campbell, Chandler, Clingman, Cullom, 
| Dockery, Duncan, Evans, Fowler, Goodrich, Grey, Harper, 
| Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Horsford, John W. Howe, 
| Thomas M. Howe, James Johnson, Geo. G. King, Kuhns, 
| Martin, Miller, Miner, Morehead, Newton, Ontlaw, Sam- 
| uel W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Sackett, Scher- 

merhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Stanly, 
| Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Strother, Tay- 
| lor, Benjamin Thompson, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Wash- 

burn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, Alexander 
White, Williams, and Yates—63, 

So it was ordered that the main question be now 

put. 


Mr. MEADE. 1 understand that the mover of 
the resolution is willing to accept the modification 
suggested by my colleague, [Mr. Bayxy,] and give 
|| the resolution a different direction, that is, instead 
i of having it directed to the heads of the Depart- 
: ments respectively, to direct it to the President of 
the United States. J ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to allow of the modification, 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, objected. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was adopted. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
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ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to consider now the 
motion pending, to refer the report of the select 
committee, aad also the bill from. the Senate 
making bounty land warrants assignable, to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that they be made the special order for 
Wednesday next, and from day to day until dis- 
posed of. ; 

Mr. CARTTER objected. 

Mr. HARRIS. .] move that the rules be sus- 
pended for the purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
league [Mr. Harris} to make it Thursday. The 
Mexican indemnity bill, and the bill to pay the 
expenses of bringing back the American citizens | 
who have been liberated in Spain are yet undis- | 

osed of, It is important that these bills should 
be acted upon without delay. ; 

Mr. HARRIS, I will adopt the suggestion of 
my colleague to make it the special order for Thurs- 
day next. 

The question was then taken, and the rules were 
suspended. 

The question then recurred on the proposition 
to refer, and make the bills the special order for 
Thursday next. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will a division of the ques- | 
tion be in order? 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair. 

Mr. JENKINS. 


It will, in the opinion of the 


I then ask for such devision, | 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, demanded the |; 


previous question; which received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first 
upon referring the two bills specified to the Com 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Lunderstood the motion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Harris] 
was to take up and make them the special order 
for next Thursday. f 

The SPEAKER. That question will recur 
after the motion to refer is disposed of. 

The titles of the bills were then read as follows: 
Senate bill entitled ‘An act to make land war- 
rants assignable and for other purposes,” and the 
resolution of the House explanatory of an act ap- 
proved September 28th, 1850, entitled “An act 
granting bounty land to certain officers and sol- 
diers who have been engaged in the military ser- 
vice of the United States.” 

Mr. ORR. l desire to inquire of the Chair if | 
the Senate bill has received two readings in this 
House? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. On Saturday, 
the Journal will show, it was read twice, and a 
motion was made to refer. 

The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent 
of the House, it was taken up and read twice on 
Saturday. It was constructively so. 

Mr. ORR. Lonly wanted to have it read twice. 

The question was then taken on the motion 
to refer, and it was agreed to. 

So the bills were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the previous question ex- 
hausted? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. i 

Mr. HARRIS. Was therea motion to print 
included in this motion ? 

The SPEAKER. There was not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to have them printed. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair hears no objection, 
and it will be so ordered. 

The question was then taken on the second 
branch of the proposition, to make these bills the 
special order for Thnrsday next, and it was agreed 


j 


o. | 

So the bills were referred and made the special | 
order for Thursday next. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved to recon- | 
sider the vote by which these bills were made the | 
special order , | 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter į 
motion was agreed to, 


CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN MR. KOSSUTH | 
AND CAPTAIN LONG. 


Mr. SMITH asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 


I request my col- |; 


|| spondence of the other officers of the Mississippi. 


f 


for Thursday next, and to lay the |; 


quested to furnish this House, if not incompatible with the 
public interest, all the correspondence between Captain 
Long, of the. United States frigate Mississippi, and Mr. 
Kossuth, growing out of an alleged difficulty or misunder- 
standing between the said Captain Long and the said Kos- 
suth; and, also, the collateral correspondence, including the 
letters of and to Commodore Morgan and Consul Hodge, 
arising upon the said misunderstanding and connected there- 
with. 


Mr. BELL inquired if this was not resolution 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 


was also competent to suspend the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS objected to the resolution, and 
called for the regular order of business.’ 

Mr. SMITH moved to suspend the rules, to 
enable him to introduce the resolution. 


ik 


ay. i 
The SPEAKER replied that it was, but that it į 


has been unable to get this printing forward.: The 
| Superintendent is also exceedingly solicitous for 
action upon this subject. I apprehend that at first 
blush, gentlemen would be under the impression 
that this printing belonged to the public contractor; 
but by a reference to the acts. of oneness of 1851, 
it will be seen that it was therein prescribed that 
the preparatory and preliminary printing, such as 
the forms and so forth, should be prepared and 
printed under the direction of the Census Board, 
and all the other printing connected with the cen- 
sus, as Congress may direct. So that question is 
not even debatable. There was not one single 
member of the committee, of either party, who 
was not clearly of the opinion that this printing 


The motion was agreed to, and the rules were 
suspended. 

The question now being upon the adoption of 
the resolution, 

Mr. SMITH demanded the previous question. | 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish the gentleman would 
alter his resolution so as to embrace the corre- 


Ido not think it now embraces that correspondence. 
Mr. SMITH. Yes; it embraces the whole. 
The previous question was then seconded, and 

the main question ordered on the adoption of the ; 

resolution. 

And, the question being taken, the resolution | 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH moved to reconsider the vote on 
the adoption of the resolution, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table; which latter mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported back, as correctly enrolled, 
an act for the relief of Edward Everett; and an act 
for the relief of the Virginia Woolen Company. 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My purpose is to move to 
suspend the rules, and that the House resolve | 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union. 

(Cries of ‘Oh, no!”’ and “ Let us have the call 
for resolutions !’”] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to make a suggestion 
in connection with the business of the House for 
to-day. It must be very evident to every gentle- 
man here, that if we are to proceed as we are now 
doing we shall accomplish very little. Now, ifby 
general consent, and each member will stand to it, we | 
can receive resolutions and bills and petitions, and | 
let them be referred; and all that give rise to debate 
be rejected, } would be willing to go on with that 
| sort of business, and let every member clear out | 
| his drawer. If the States can be called, I am wil- 
| ling to have it done; but directly I yield the floor 
| for that purpose, some gentleman will rise and 
| move to suspend the rules, and thus the whole 
i day will be lost. lam perfectly willing, however, 
if the House will agree to it, that the States sha} 
be called for resolutions. | 

PRINTING OF THE CENSUS. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Public 
Printing, reported the following joint resolution: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 


| 
| 


i 
1 


powert 
execute 
my be agreed upon. 
The joint resolution was read a first and second | 
time by its title. ; j 
Mr. GORMAN said: Some considerable anx- 
iety has been manifested by the Census Board, by | 
the Superintendent of the Census, and by the | 
House, upon the subject of this census report. I 
will say to the House, that the Joint Committee | 
on Printing this morning unanimously passed a 
resolution that the publie printer had not complied | 
with his contract in regard to the materials. This | 
printing is required by almost every member, and || 
I am from day to day—I will not say annoyed, fo 
that would be incorrect, improper, and perhap 
indelicate—but it is insisted upon me that I shall | 
do something to expedite this printing. Jn addi- | 
tion to the anxiety manifested by the members of | 
the House, the Secretary of the Interior has been | 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


a good deal annoyed by the manner in which he: 


į 
j 


| ing out his contract. 


does not come within the contract with the public 
| printer. 

This joint resolution is offered for the consid- 
eration of the House, for the purpose of expedi- 
ting the printing of the census. It has been before 
the Senate, but has been postponed by that body 
| for a week or ten days, for the reason that certain 
statistical and historical accounts of the several 
States were being given which some of the Sena- 
tors conceived to be in violation of the original 
census law. Now, after a full investigation of the 
subject, I am thoroughly satisfied that the express 
language and letter of the law authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to do precisely what he has 
done. It may seem strange that they should adopt 
something like an historical account of each county 
in the respective States; yet it is, in my opinion, 
highly proper; and I apprehend that the law clear- 
ly gives the Secretary of the Interior authority to 
adopt such a form as he may prescribe. It gives 
him a kind of blank authority, and in his annual 
report he has alluded to this, 

It is unnecessary for me at present to add a 
single remark, except that gentlemen need be un- 
der no apprehension that, under the law passed by 
the last Congress, this order of the House, if it 
passes, will conflict in the slightest degree with 
the contract. of the public printer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing (Mr. Gorman 
—and I have no doubt he will take pleasure in an- 
swering the inquiry—what has been done in rela- 
tion to the printing of the abstract of the Census, 
which were ordered last week? Gentlemen. will 
recollect that a resolution was adopted last Mon- 
day, authorizing the Committee on Printing to 
contract for the printing of one hundred thousand 
copies of the report of the Superintendent of the 
Census; a report which was published the Ist of 
January in the Globe. I desireto know what has 
been done in regard to that matter? 

Mr. GORMAN, I will answer the gentleman. 
That subject was before the Committee on Print- 
ing. I addressed a note to the public printer. I 
called upon Mr. Rives, and L also addressed a note 
to Donelson & Armstrong. Mr. Rives did not 
desire to have anything to do with the matter if it 
came in the least in conflict with the. contract of 
the public printer. Although he had it in type, 
he did not wish to print it, until it was directly 
ascertained by the Committee on Printing that it 
did not interfere with the contract of the public 

rinter. The reason assigned by him was, that 

e did not wish to be considered as throwing any 
obstacle in the way of the public printer’s carry- 
He therefore declined for 
the present, until further action by the committee, 
Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong also declined to do 
i the job. I shall this evening, I. presume, if the 
other members of the committee concur with me, 
order the printing to be done; and the document will 
be furnished to the House in a few days. 

Mr. EVANS. Itis pretty well known in this 
House of Representatives that there has been no 
single thing in its history for many years past 
which has been a more fruitful source of corrup- 
tion, and a more fruitful source of dissension— 
nothing has been so entirely covered up from the 
notice of members—nothing has been so wholly 
excluded, and yet so badly executed, as this very 
public printing. It has, I believe, generally been 
taken by both political parties as a prolific job, 
for the sake of supporting partisan purposes and 
partisan editors in the District of Columbia who 
had no circulation and subscription sufficient to 
maintain their papers. Why, I ask, are Donelson 
& Armstrong named in this resolution? Whoare 
Donelson & Armstrong? Why, sir, they are two 
individuals, neither of whom I have ever seen or 
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evér known. There are hundreds. of- practical 
printers in the United States, and why are Donel- 
son & Armstrong inserted expressly im: this reso- 
lution? Whatare their capabilities for perform- 
ing this work? What are their prices likely to 
be?) How many copies of this. census report are 
we to have published? Before we rush blindfold 
into this matter, and authorize the Committee on 
Printing to-riegotiate this contract, let us. at Teast 
know-something of the expense to which we-are 
to be put... The Superintendent 'of. the Census has 
prepared, or-is engaged in preparing, a- volume 
with regard to. the census of the State of. Mary- 
land. F understand that volume is to be about 
the ordinary.size of a volume of the Congressional 
Globe—not, perhaps; as large as that of the first 
seasion of the last Congress, but about the size of 
that of the second session. It will be a consider- 
able sized folio volume. That is what I under- 
stand. I may be mistaken, but that is my belief 
Tiuunderstand that it contains. a historical account 
of every county in the State of Maryland, besides 
a.complete account of the census of that State, 
involving all of the one hundred questions which, 
by a law of the last Congress, the deputy mar- 
shals were required to ask every individual, or at 
least. every head of a family. Now, if a similar 
account is to be furnished of every State in the 
Union—and if this is done for one State it 
should certainly be done ‘for all the States—then 
we. shall have. thirty-one. folio volumes, each 
of which will comprise the census of one State 
alone; ‘and if-one hundred: thousand copies, or 
erhaps more likely five hundred thousand cop- 
ies, we shall involve the country in an expense 
for printing, amounting’ to millions of dollars. 
We are going, blindfold, to make this enormous 
appropriation, and I do not know for what pur- 
pose. . How many copies, I will ask the chairman 
of the Cominittee on Printing, (Mr. Gorsan,] 
is it proposed to publish? How many volumes is 
it expected it will make? And how much money 
is it, proposed to appropriate for that purpose? 
Unless this information can be given, I will never 
consent to give the power which is asked for 
in this resolution to any committee however re- 
spectable, or however honest—-and none can be 
more so than the present Committee on Printing — 
never, sir! What does this resolution propose? 
It. proposes to give the Committee on Printing 
ower to enter into an arrangement with Messrs. 
Donelson & Armstrong—two gentlemen whom I 
do not know—they may be very worthy men and 
excellent printers. I belive they are the editors.of 
the Union. ‘The committee have no discretionary 
powers. They cannot call in anybody else. if 
other printers offer lower or better terms, they can- 
not accept them. But they are required to make 
a contract with Donelson & Armstrong, They do 
not tell us beforenand, nor do we limit them inthe 
extent of the contract. Why, we ouent at least 
to insert, “ Provided, that the expense shall not 
exceed so much,’ or, “ Provided, the number of 
copies shall not exceed so many.” Fdo not be- 
lieve we ought to give an unlimited power to con- 
tract in this matter, and thus to vote away the 
ublie money to any man, or setof men, however 
honorable, or however honest, theire character 
may be. ‘Thatis a power which belongs exchisive- 
ly to this House, and we have not the right to 
delegate it to others. I do not believe any gen- 
tleman will be able to answer these questions, and 
unless we receive this information, [ will never 
consent. that we should rush on, blindfold, to incur 
this cnormous expense now. Suppose this turns 
out to be a profitable job. This Committee on 
» Printing bave the power to go on, and employ 
Donelson & Armstrong to print as many copies of 
these thirty-one volumes as they pleaso—for all 
the States ought to stand upon the same footing. 
If this history of each county is given to Maryland, 
it should also be given to Virginia, and New York, 
and Pennsylvania, and Ohio, and ev 
the Union. Every State has as much right to have 
the details of its resources and statistics spread out 
at length and printed, as the State of Maryland 
has. 7 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will ask the 
entlerian from Maryland if it is his understand- 
ing that there is to bea volume made out for every 
State, as large as the Congressional Globe 2 
Mr EVANS. Ido not know. The resolution 
does not state. But I can tell the gentleman that 
they are preparing a volume for the State of Ma- 


ery State in j 


i 


| 


i 


1 


| orfor.the State of Maryland ? 


| denying the gentleman’s assertion. 


| We should not pass this matter by lightly. This 


| Lask if Trenholm & Belt did not attempt to prove, | 
j : | 
by Mr. Farnham, a bookseller and stationer of 11 


i pounds. 


ryland about that size; and if a like volume is pre- 
pared for every State it. will make. thirty-one vol- 
UMES. 8? > 
Mr. JONES: 
having them pristed at all. 
A Voice. -That for Maryland is prepared a 
a model volume, EAN ; 
> Mr. EVANS. 
be a model volume. So we’ are perhaps. to have | 
thirty-one. volumes, “I suppose we shall have-at | 
least one hundred thousand: copies published. H 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky... Will the gen- : 
ieman allow me to ask him whether the-volume | 
which is being prepared is for the census printing | 
wv 


If that is so, } will vote against | 


ie 


= i 
Mr. EVANS. As a part of the census returns. || 

Mr. STANTON. T understand that the whole i| 
returns will not make a volume larger than the | 
Congressional Globe for the last long session of; 
Congress. 

Mr. EVANS, Ido not understand so. But 
I do not want any gentleman to understand me as 
g 9 lt may beso. 
Bot (do say this: we have no positive informa- | 
tion upon that subject, and until we have, we | 
ought not, blindfold, to adopt this resolution. | | 
do assert that this model volume which is being 
prepared, is not by the order of, or for the State 
of Maryland, but for the use of the House and 
Senate. And if such a volume is to be prepared | 
for Maryland, why should Ohio be neglected any | 
more than the Siate of Maryland? And if we j 
adopt this resolution without any knowledge of its | 
extent, I know no reason why we should not ex- 
pect to see the whole thirty-one volumes. Let gen- 
tlemen offer an amendment that the whole shall 
be included in one volume, and that the whole i} 
number of copies shall not exceed fifty thousand i| 
and the expenses not more than $100,000. You | 
will have, then, something reasonable, and the i 
House will not be under the necessity of adopting 
the resolution without knowing what it is about, 

I now pass to another branch of this subject. 


| 
it 
$ 


if 
i 


public printing has been the cause of much dis- 
sension here. I now mean to refer to the course 
pursued in the last Congress upon the same sub- || 
ject. ft was asserted in the last Congress, that i! 
Messrs, Trenholm and Belt—the public printers 
to Congress—had violated their contract, 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing that several bills had passed that 


body. 

Me E. continued. Now, Mr. Speaker, the | 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Printing, ft 
(Mr. Gorman] has told us that the committee had | 
unanimously conchided thatthe present contractors || 
for the public printing had violated their contract į 
in the quality of paper upon which the printing : 
was done. ivan to ask that gentleman if the : 
same thing was not done by the contractors for ii 


the printing in the jast Congress? I want to | 


i 
i 
1 
| 


Know if it was not proved by testimony intro- 
du | 
ized for that especial purpose, that 'Treniolm 


& Belt had used paper many pounds less in 

weight than that specified by the contract, viz., | 
that of say fifty pounds tothe ream? F want to ! 
know if, upon any occasion, Trenholm & Beltever || 
used the quality of paper which they contracted || 
to use? Task if Mr. Ritchie did not prove, or if |! 
Trenholm & Belt did not—for I do not desire to || 
mention the name of Mr. Ritchie but with respect— (| 


1 


| 
| 
| 
before a committee of this House, organ- | 
i 


this city, that the lighter paper which they used | 
was not the better paper? I want to know if he || 
was not allowed to go on printing upon that kind |} 
of paper, not only without complaint, but with | 
the express approval and sanction of gentlemen in | 
this Flouse, many of whom are now here? Yet | 
now, when Mr. Boyd Hamilton, of the city of | 
Philadelphia, has done precisely the same thing, | 
what do the Committee on Printing propose to | 
do? I think no one will deny what I say in rela- | 
tion to the contractors for the printing of the last 
Congress. The gentleman from South Carolina | 
(Mr. Orr] was a member of that committee, and | 
Teall upon him to deny it if I am wrong. i 
Mr. ORR. Iwill state to the gentleman that 
the paper upon which Messrs. Trenholm & Belt 
contracted to use was to weigh thirty-eight pounds 
tothe ream. ‘They used that weighing thirty-two 
I think the gentleman from Maryland 


rs. 


stated that fifty pounds per ream was the weight 
contracted for. ' i : o 

Mr. EVANS, Ewas wrong inthe weight. But 
it was proved béfore the:committeé of the House 


‘that these contractor used paper weighing six 


pounds per ream less than that contracted for. I 
made it at the time the cause of a grave and seri- 
ous charge in' this House, for which I subjected 
myself to great censure. However, let those con- 
troversies now sleep with the dead. donot think 
that any gentleman should’ allow any such thing 
to become indelible; Jet him rather strike it from 
his memory. ‘The fact which I desiré to bring to 
the notice of this House is, that the same thing 
which was approved in ‘Trenholm & Belt is now 
regarded by the Committee on Printing as a great 
crime in Mr. Boyd Hamilton. Now, what are we 
to do with the public printing? Up tothe Twenty- 
ninth Congress it.was given to. the fortunate news- 
paper editors.of both political parties by the way of 


| Jobs, and it had been a source of great corruption. 


‘That Congress determined to put a stop to all the 
iniquity which had or might spring out of the pub- 
lic printing, lt was therefore determined by that 
Congress that the public printing should be there- 
after let out to the lowest bidder. Lt determined 


that the old system of corruption and patronage 


j should be done away with, and that the printing 


should be let out to the lowest bidder whe would 
give good security. Well, what was the conse~ 
quence of that change? Messrs, Wendell & Van 
Benthuysen, residents of Albany, in the State of 
New York, came on here to Washington, and 
entered into a contract with the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
as directed by law, and they performed the public 
printing at certain specified prices, and as soon as 
they had finished the printing they informed the 
House that they had lost fifteen or twenty thou- 
sand dollars by the contract. I must say they 
printed the documents required to be printed by 
them upon inferior paper and with inferior ink; 
they, did not more than ordinarily delay the pub- 
lic printing, but did it in good time—certainly did 
not delay itas much as it latterly has been—and 
they manifested in every way a spirit of determin- 
ation to comply as nearly as possible with the 
terms of the contract. Now let us see the effect. 
Wendell & Van Benthuysen, having. lost money 
by that contract, did not become bidders for the 
printing of the Phirty-first Congress, if I recollect 
aright—for,I have not the documents by me, but 
trust to memory, and if I am not accurate gentle 
mien will correct me. The bidding was to be relet 
for the Thitty-first Congress. The prices of Wen- 
dell & Van Benthuysen were well known, and 
they had a memorial before Congress by which is 
was shown how much they had lost’by their con- 
tract—some fifteen or twenty thousand dollars. 
Now bidders had everything before them to en- 
able them to make their bids fairly, honestiy, 
justly, and uprightly—and what was the result > 
Mr. John ©. Rives was one of the bidders, and 
Mr. Towers, a practical printer in the city. of 
Washington, was another. Wendell & Van Ben- 
thuysen were not bidders, but Messrs. Trenholm 
& Belt, two persons entirely unknown to any- 
body, except to some priniers in the city of Wash- 
ington personally acquainted with them, and to- 
tally unknown to every member of this House, 
were found to be ‘the lowest bidders, and very 
low bidders, considerably lower than the prices of 
Wendell & Van Benthuysen, upon which prices 


| those parties had lost fifteen or twenty thousand 


dollars. Well, sir, Messrs. Trenholm & Belt went 
on with the printing, and partially executed it, 
and in so doing-—without meaning any unjust re- 
flections upon them—if I recollect aright, and if ¥ 
do not F will take occasion to correct it hereafter, 
the great mass of the documents was long delayed 
in the delivery, and, if I am not mistaken, the 
President’s message was not delivered to us until 
about the month of July or August of the long 
session, Ñt was a subject of great complaint upon 
the part of members. 

Another fact was developed, and it is contained 
in the sworn testimony taken before a select com- 
mittee. There were certain documents laid upon 
the tables of members, as specimen numbers, for 
them to look at, as is usual here when public doc- 
uments come out—for instance, the Patent Office 
report. But documents of the same kind, in- 
tended for distribution, are always left in the fold- 
ing-room. Upon an examination by this select 


. 


$93 


1852. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


committee it was discovered that those documents, 
which were laid upon our tables, were printed 
upon good paper, and with good ink; but those 
in the document-room, folded up and requiring to 
be broken open in order to’ examine’ them at all, 
were printed upon paper six or eight pounds less 
in weight, and with ink which cost several cents 
less per pound, and were every way different from 
the contract. Here was a fraud attempted to be 
played upon members and upon this House. 
Now, what was the upshot of this whole mat- | 
ter of publie printing? I must return one moment. 
It was proved in the testimony—and I go upon the 
testimony and nothing else—that when Messrs. 
Trenholm & Belt took this contract, and entered 
into it, they declared they did not take it for the | 
purpose of fulfilling it, but that they expected to 
make Congress siek of this whole system of con- 
tract printing, and make them return to the whole 
job system of giving out the public printing to 
editors in this city. It is proved that they de- 
clared, before they took the contract, they took it | 
at low prices for the very purpose of breaking up | 
the contract system. They came forward, not- | 
withstanding this proof of iniquity, and made a | 
claim upon the House of Representatives, which | 
would have amounted, I am told by practical 
printers, and those who understand their business, 
to the sum of two hundred thousand dollars, be- | 
cause they had a hard bargain, notwithstanding ! 
they took the bargain for the purpose of breaking | 
up the contract system. Now, how did it event- | 
uate? lt turned out that Trenholm & Belt were | 
men of straw. The real contractor was Mr. 
Ritchie, then the editor of the Union. Mr, Ritchie | 
was the actual contractor, and went security for ; 
Trenholm & Belt, and thereby became his own | 
security, they being merely nominal parties, and he || 
came forward and asked of this House indemnity, | 
which, it was stated, amounted to two hundred | 
thousand dollars, Jt was not declared that this | 
was the amount in money, but was covered up in | 
indefiniteness, as itis in this resolution. What | 
did he state? He acknowledged his paper did not | 
weigh enough, He did not pretend to deny it, 
but justified himself by saying the lighter paper | 
was the betier paper. ‘The matter was discussed, | 
at the last Congress, elaborately and at length, by | 
members upon both sides of the House, and very | 
ably discussed too, and Mr. Ritchie was, by cer- | 
tain members, justified in using lighter paper, 
IT wish to call the attention of Congress to this | 
one fact, that Congress adopted the contract sys- || 
tem, and that contract system was faithfully ob- ' 
served during the ‘I'wenty-ninth Congress, and ! 
during the Thirtieth Congress Messrs. Trenholm ; 
& Belt took the contract with the express declara- | 
tion that they intended to break up the system, || 
and force Congress to come back to the old and í 
corrupt system, and they nearly succeeded in it. | 
They got their bill through the House, and would | 
have got it through the Senate, but for want of | 
time. But it not having been done then, it be- | 
comes necessary for this Congress to step forward ! 
and do it—to abandon the contract system, and j 
go back again to the corrupting old method of | 
giving it out to selected favorites and partisan | 
editors. i 
T do not care what amount may be honorably |; 
and reasonably realized under a fair contract by | 
the gentlemen named in this resolution; if they | 
succeed in obtaining the work, I trust they may | 
meet with just and proper success; neither do I, 
oppose the resolution because Donelson & Arm- ; 
strong are Democrats. If I know myself, I would | 
say the same thing against Gideon, of the Republic, ; 
and Gales & Seaton, of the Intelligencer. Ss 
But 1 feel assured that this is a part of the old | 
exploded and heretofore-defeated scheme, to force || 
Congress to go back to the old corrupt system, || 


i 
i 
i 
| 


entitled to this printing. Teall the attention of | 


the House and of the honorable gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Orr,] to the fact, that the 
great effort made in the last Congress, and the 
strong ground upon which Mr. Ritchie fastened 
himself, and the heft of his argument was this, 
that Congress had taken the Census printing away 


from Mr. Ritchie when he was entitled to it as- 
public printer; at least, so it was agued upon the į 


other side of the House. Now, they have come 
to the conclusion that the public printer is not en- 
titled to this same printing. Is not thatso? Mr 
Ritchie argued so, and contended ably for it. I 


examined this question with great care, and I think ; 


it was the great ground he had, if he had any. 
And before this Congress is over Mr. Ritchie will 
come forward in this House, and claim indemnity 
upon this very ground, He will be here, my word 
for it, asking that real or imaginary losses incurred 
during the last Congress shall be made good to 
him. He may perhaps obtain it, for he is power- 
ful; he holds in his control the destinies of mem- 
bers of Congress. And Mr. Hamilton has this 
disadvantage, that he is no partisan editor, while 
Mr. Ritchie was. Hence there is sympathy, and 


there are votes, for the one; and no sympathy and || 


no votes for the other. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 
the ground that Mr. Ritchie was deprived of the 
printing of the proceedipgs in relation to the death 
of General Taylor, and of some Supreme Court 
cases, that he claimed indemnity ? 


Mr. EVANS. ‘The gentleman is mistaken. Mr. | 


Ritchie sent in a letter, assenting to the printing, 
in a northern city, of the proceedings in reference 
to General Taylor. 

Mr. FULLER. Was not that after he offered 
to give up the contract? And was not that one of 
the jobs Mr. Ritchie claimed as falling within his 
contract, and upon that ground that he claimed be 
fore Congress that he was relieved from the con- 
tract? 

Mr. EVANS. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, 
I will state this—and I wish to state nothing un- 
fair—Mr, Ritchie did certainly claim he hada 
right to print the obituary notices of General 
Taylor, but he came forward voluntarily, and by 
a letter addressed to the Speaker of the House, 
expressly waived all right to perform such print- 
ing, stating that it would be much better, and 
much more speedily executed elsewhere. Thus, 


I say, he delivered a message to this House, ex- | 


pressly waiving his right. 

So with regard to the opinions of the Supreme 
Court, in the celebrated passenger cuses—Norris 
vs. the city of Boston—those cases which, at the 
time, excited so much interest. Mr. Ritchie claimed 
about $36,000 for that printing, which was very 
all in amount, and was executed at a special 
session of the Senate. 
that he was entitled to--say $500, and he was 
actually paid $12,000, as E shall always believe 
wrongiully and improperly. 


tended that he was entitled to a dollar for every | 


page, or every line-—I forget which—of these doc- 


uments, and he sent in a bill of $36,500 for print- | 


ing these opinions of the Supreme Court of th 
United States. he commitiee examined it, and 
said it came to $500, and that was the whole 
amount he was entitled to; but they pushed it so 
strong, that the Secretary of the Senate allowed 
Mr. Ritchie $12,500, more than twenty times what 
this contract made it. But all this is collateral u 
the matter in question. AY, 
Mr. Ritchie did say that the census printing 
belonged to the public printer, and made an abl 
argument to prove it, and members of this House, a 


great body of them, assented toit, and the commit- | 


tee to which it was referred, I think, reported ir fa 


yor of it. Now, the Committee on Printing comes in | 


and says it does not belong to the public printer 


and abandon the contract system. For that rea- |j 
son they have brought in the resolution to-day, |) 
which says we shall print the Census, without | 
teling us how many volumes it will make, how | 
much it will cost, and how many copies, but goes | 
on to designate the names of the very men who ij 
are to have it, and nobody else. ou 
Every gentleman in this House knows that this | 
ought not to be. Every one is aware that a fair || 
field of competition should be opened to all, and | 
that we should give that fair arena without fear, || 
favor, or affection. i 
The honorable gentleman says the Committee 
unanimously agreed that Boyd Hamilton is not 


| ilton is publie printer. 


je 


It did belong to the public printer when Mr 
Ritchie was such, but it does not when Mr. Ham 
I do not say whether it 


does or does not, and this House has not inquired |} 
er | 


whether it does or not. 


It has not made a prop 
investigation. But it becomes this House, an 


is 


| consistent with decency, with honor, and with 


propriety, before it passes this resolution, to in- 
quire whether it does belong to the publie printer, 


and if it does not fall to Mr. Boyd Hamilton, to i; 


inquire where does it fall, and to whom it does be- 


ng. 


T should like to have some gentleman to tell me 


Was is not upon ! 


The committee determined t 


Mr. Ritchie çon- | 


R see = 
why it was that the contract was not proposed to be 
|| given to John Doe or Richard Roe, or somebody 
| else? That Donelson & Armstrong is put in here 
i; is the most mysterious part of this matter; - It 
|| seems to me to be a sacrifice upon the part of 
i Donelson & Armstrong of a considerable portion 
i| of that fortune they have been all their lives in 
acquiring for the benefit of the Government.’ I 
am aware of the patriotism of our citizens, that 
i] they will yield up their lives upon the battle-field; 
į that they will give away their estates for taxes, 

| that they will give up their all in order to support 
| the Go vernment, but this seems to be a sublime 
i| sacrifice, I never yet knew a public printer that 
|| has not professed to have lost money by his con- 

|| tract, and why Messrs. Donelson & Armstron 

ii should be picked out and pressed into this resolu- 
lt tion to be sacrificed, to sustain the loss which 
l they must inevitably as public printers, and F 
ii never knew it otherwise, I cannot tell. Ido not 
li know why their destruction is resolved upon. } 
| protest, as the friend of Donelson & Armstrong, 
|I with whom I am not acquainted, against their 
f being thrust into this losing business. Now why 
f does not the House pass a resolution saying that 
| 
H 

Hi 


| the contract shall be let out to the lowest bid- 
der for cash, who comes with good security, the’ 
'| Government furnishing the paper? Look to the 
|| State of Massachusetts, which prints highly cred- 
l itable documents. If gentlemen will see the books 
| published by order of that State, in our Library, 
they will acknowledge that they are creditable. 
So it is with the State of New York, all the New 
i England States, and, I might add, of almost all 
of the States. The only printing in the whole 
| country that is wretchedly and miserably exe- 
outed, at the highest price, is that of the Gov- 
jl ernment of the United States. It is a disgrace 
[Ito them. The English, French, and Russian 
i Governments furnish us with their public docu- 
|| ments, which are magnificently printed and ele- 
| 
| 


gantly bound. We send ours in return, which an 
American would be ashamed to know in a foreign 
i| country. if this House resolves that the census 
printing shall be let out to the lowest bidder, the 
Government furnishing the paper, and the con- 
tractor to be paid for composition and press-work, 
and nothing else, we will have it well printed, and” 
will ourselves get rid of the suspicion, that I am * 
sure every member will be unwilling to beattached 
to himself, that Donelson & Armstrong are receiv- 
ing an extraordinary pecuniary compensation, 
Your contract will be well executed, and millions of 
i| dollars, perhaps, will be saved to your Treasury. 
You will receive documents in good time, and, I 
| will repeat, you will divest yourselves of all sus- 
ji picion. Yourconsciences, in future time, will not 
i; be weighed down, as I know they willifyou allow 
|, Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong to be put in here. 
t Members are too virtuous, too intelligent to here 
|| subject themselves to the suspicion of making a 
I| job. 1 should like while Iam upon the floor, that 
|| somebody would tell me why Messrs. Donelson’ & 
|| Armstrong are selected and put into this resolu- 
li tion? I do not want Gideon, of the Republic, I 
i| donot wantany Whig to be placed there. If you 
makea job of the matter, say so, and let the Dem- 
ij ocrats have it, for they have a majority here. If 
|| you go upon principle I demand, if Boyd Ham- 
‘iqilton is not entitled to it, that it shall be let 
l out by contract. Is it proposed to build up, on 
ii the eve of a presidential campaign, a formidable 
press to be susiained out of the Treasury? I can- 
not believe it. I would disdain to see either Whigs 


| 
4 
j 


of Washington, a formidable press, the expenses 
of which are to be defrayed out of the Treasury ? 
Is that your design? 

Mr. GORMAN. I apprehend that the gentle- 
man, if he will look at the proceedings of a former 
extra session of Congress, he will find that the 
contract was taken from the Democratic public 
| printers, Messrs. Blair & Rives, when the Whig 
4 party were in power, and $100,000 voted into the 
| pockets of Gales & Seaton. That is an answer to 
*, the gentleman’s inquiry. 7 

Mr. EVANS. I do not know whether that is 

a fact; but the gentleman asserts and I believe It. 
Mr. GORMAN. I have the vote here. 

Mr. EVANS. If it be, as the gentleman states, 


i 
i 
Ht 
i 
i 


| 
i 


394 


7 
it was a miserable piece of swindling, and unwor- 

thy of an 
ity 
a disgrace to the country. 


I hope the gentle- | 


man will.not urge that example by a former Con- |j 


gress, for the action of the present one. Donelson | 
is a man of talents, and has distinguished himself 
in the councils of the country, or at. least. in its | 
service abroad. [seek to take nothing from him. 
Lam.willing-to-see him prosper-fairly and honor- | 
ably, but not by this job. . ' 3 

Mr, GORMAN. I would inquire of the gentle- | 
man, which is the most euphonious to his ear— | 
Gales. & Seaton, or Donelson & Armstrong? | 

Mr. EVANS, Gales & Seaton are not. more 
euphonious than Donelson & Armstrong, I never 
voted a job to Gales & Seaton, nor to any body 
else, and never will. This whole matter is all so! 
vague, so misty, so floating, that I cannot make | 
out from it any certain statistics; but were [to | 
venture a, guess, I would say that $500,000 profit | 
might be made out of this job. Hereis an amend- ; 
ment that a partisan press shall be set up, encour- 
aged, and paid out of the public Treasury to 
endure forever. Gentlemen will find, if that is the 
design, that it will bring down this evil upon their 
own heads. These men, inflated by prosperity, 
having filled themselves to repletion with the pub- 
lic patronage, will wreak vengeance upon some of 
you. They will turn upon you if you step over 
the line they have marked out, and woe unto him 
who censures any doctrine they advocate, for his | 
political grave will be dug! That will be the pay 

ou will receive for your services you now do them. 
Partisan editors of both parties forget when pros- 
perous, their friends, and. wreak their vengeance 
upon those who dissent from their dogmas and 
their dicta. When l have another opportunity 
upon a similar question to this, I promise the 
House to. bring out all the facts with regard to the | 
public printing, in a speech of less than an hour | 
in length, and will show them such a system of | 
fraud and corruption as would be disgraceful to an į 
American Congress longer to sanction. I hope ; 
we will do nothing of the kind proposed in the | 
resolution. I do not object to Donelson & Arm- 
strong, if they can get iton a fair competition. As 
fair competitors let them have it, and I will say 
samen to it. I wish them success in their paper. 
When under the editorship of Mr. Ritchie, and 
when it was edited by Donelson & Armstrong, 
it advocated principles which I professed, and sus- 
tained measures which I sustained, and I honor 
them for it, I believe it also maintains the great 
compromise principles which have been passed 
here. Those measures J defend, and those meas- 
ures they have defended. he present. editor, I 
believe, has never forsaken the great broad Union 
ground which embraces the whole government, 
and for that I honor him, and wish the paper suc- 
cess and prosperity; but not for that or anything 
else they can do will I mix inthe the dirty mire of 
miserable politics to give them public plunder, or | 
to enable any partisan press to control offices, and | 
finally to control the very members of this House. 
Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will pardon me į 
for detaining them so long upon this question, | 
hope it will consider the intrinsic importance of 
this proposition. J assure every gentleman, no 
matter what his politics are, that if he will exam- 
ine into the subject—and it will not take much 
time as the documents can be all found in the pro- 
ceedings of last Congress—-he will find that it is 
worthy of his most serious examination, and he 
will discover that this one single job will come to 
one twenty-fifth part of the whole expenses of the 
Government. I repeat, that it is worthy of our 
consideration, and Tenet every one will see the ; 
necessity of letting out this contract to the lowest 
bidder, the Government furnishing the paper upon 
which the matter is to be printed. We will then 
get it done honorably and honestly. I move the 
following amendment : 

To amend by striking out “ Donelson. & Armstrong, >> 
and to insert “the lowest bidder for cash, the Government | 
furnishing the paper.” i 

Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Speaker, I am very |! 
much gratified—being called out of the House by {| 
business—that I returned during the discussion of 
this question. I should have been exceedingly 
unwilling to have had it passed without expressing | 
my opinion and giving my vote upon it. When 
I say this, I do not suppose that any expression 


ri Congrese; L do notstand by || t 
I ery handa lean of it, for it was | ing should pass from before this House until the 


tt 


; country should understand, and fully understand, 
all that was meant by this, corruption fund. 
i have- heard gentlemen make great objections to let- 
ting the printing out to the lowest bidder, which 
| has been denounced ail around this, House as a 
| miserable failure; and, by way of amending it, it 
is proposed to let it out to the highest. bidder—by 
way of relieving the House from difficulty they 
let it out to the highest bigder; that is, they limit 
the committee; they designate the individual with 
whom that committee is to make the contract, and 
they cannot make a contract. with anybody else. 
Now, i should suppose-— ` 
| Mr.GORMAN. ‘he contract is to be made 
upon such terms as the committee shall deem rea- 
sonable, I ask my honorable friend from North 
Carolina if he supposes the gentlemen composing 
the Committee on Printing will make the contract 
upon terms unreasonable and unjust to the country 
| and the Government? 
| -Mr. VENABLE. My gallant friend is a fair- 
minded man. I know he has no purpose, but a 
| fair purpose. Why not say, the committee shall 
contract with some person to do the public print- 
ling? Why give it to Donelson & Armstrong? 
| What claims have they upon us, or upon the 
| country? Mr. Donelson has been called the ad- 
| ministrator of General Jackson’s opinions. I say, 
he is administrator not only in his wrong, but in 
General Jackson’s wrong. Aye, sir, he has no 
claims upon me, or upon those whom I represent. 
l felt the influence of his power during the last 
summer. I will never pay a man to whip me. I 
can get it done cheaper. [Laughter.] The Union 
j paper contains the highest Federal doctrines— 
doctrines with which I never had any sympathy, 
and never can have, and therefore it has no claims 
upon me. If it held the best of principles, I 
would oppose it, whether it had claims upon me 
or upon those whom I represent. I oppose the 
principle, by which the offer for this printing is 
to be narrowed down, and the contract given 
to a single individual. If there were one hundred 
men in the country who sell bread, can you say 
that the hungry shall trade oniy with one man? 
There can be no question upon that subject. 
Why are Donelson & Armstrong suggested? 
Do we mean to give away the public prating as 
a pension ?—propose to make the public printing 
a tax upon the Treasury—and say that the present 
system of giving it to the lowest bidder is a bad 
one? I can differ with gentlemen upon a princi- 
ple, and respect them because they have a right 
to their opinions. They assert them independently 
and act upon them; but I can feel no such sympa- 
thy or respect when the question becomes one of 
plunder, I know where it begins, but not where 
it ends. Then I ask, is the committee restricted 
to a contract with Donelson & Armstrong, and 
Donelson & Armstrong alone? If that is so, they 
have some claims upon.us. Let those claims’ be 
pointed out, Let them tell the country, and let 
us all know how great pension they are entitled 
to. Let us fix theamount, so if we make the set- 
tlement, we will know when we are done paying. 
If a pension is to be given, let us know how 
much we are giving. If the contract for printing 
is to open it to the world, open it to all competi- 
tion, and give the committee the dideretion to make 
the contract with individuals who shall execute it 
in the best manner and for the least sum. I will go 
with my friend from Maryland [Mr. Evans] in the 
proposition that the Government should furnish 
paper, and we should leave nothing but the me- 
chanical work to the printer—pay the printer what 
his work is worth, and give him fair rates. I shall 
never consent to make a sort of contract where no 
man in this House but a practical printer ever 
knows how much is to be drawn from the Treas- 
ury for the purpose of filling the pockets of one 
who has, for the time, the favor of a majority 
here. The remarks made by my friend from 


| Maryland [Mr. Evans] deserve thorough consid- 


eration. Ihave seen men made public printers, 
the organs of parties, and thus fixed upon them, 
of whom the fabled story of Sinbad the Sailor’s 
“ Old Man of the Sea” is a very striking ilustra- 
tion: He first rode by charity, and ended in de- 
manding to ride by right. 


of opinion I can present will control that of indi- |] 


men at first, but there is no getting rid of them at 
last. You will find them very accommodating in 


They are right gentle- | 


+ 


| my intercourse with them. 


to part with the principle for the purpose of pro- 
moting the aspirations of any man to the Presi- 
dency. Thank God, Lam foot-loose. I represent 
a constituency that require me to be foot-loose, 
who have returned me by a large majority. ] am 
foot-loose, and bound by no party ties or obliga- 
tions which require me to abandon any principle 
which I have asserted. { will take occasion to 
say, while I abhor the consolidation doctrines 
whiclr have spread over every sheet of the Union 
newspaper, while I naturally abhor and eschew 
them, if the editors will do the printing any 
cheaper than anybody else, they are welcome to 
doit. If a Mahometan or Mormon will do the 
printing better and cheaper than anybody else, I 
am willing to pay for it, I trust. there will bea 
decided effort in this House, to keep this printing 
out of the hands of any men who will be likely 
to make use of so great a power in the presiden- 
tial campaign. I prefer a practical printer who is 
not an editor; and I hope we will not be called 
upon to give fuelto kindle a fire that will give 
power to any machinery which will generate a 
miasma over the whole length and breadth of the 
country. I take this occasion, and am glad of the 
opportunity, to say, that in regard to the vote 
which I shall give upon this question I consider 
myself as detached from any sort of obligations 
to sustain any man’s pretensions for the printing; 
neither will I vote for any man for the Presidency 
who does not in his avowed opinions come up to 
my views of what. a patriotic, constitutional 
American statesman ought to hold and adhere to. 

I have been much entertained as well as amused, 
within the last few days, by the revelations made 
in the discussion between several representatives 
from Massachusetts. There was disclosed by 
the recrimination between those accomplices in 
abolition what I always believed—that both the 
Whigs and Democrats, as a party, in that State 
were deeply hostile to the peculiar institutions of 
the South. I had no interest in such a contest, 
except for the information of the people whom I 
represent. I shall take occasion to circulate those 


| speeches freely amongst them, that they may have 


the highest evidence of the correctness of those con- 
clusions with which I had made them familiar in 


i U Tt was a battle in 
which I desired the full exhibition of prowess on 


| both sides, and that at the close of the combat, by- 


standers would have to do the kind office of burn- 
ing theslain. Governor Boutwell carried the State 
because he and his friends bid higher than their 
competitors at the auction. A bid of one quarter 
of a dollar more by the other side would have car- 
ried the day against them. The price was the 
consideration; the offices and emoluments were 
irresistible. Did the Democracy coalesce with 
the Abolitionists? Let those representatives of 
that State who here denounce them, say why 
they voted for Mr. Winthrop? They profess to 
be satisfied with the compromise, and yet support 
Mr. Winthrop, who within a few days after the 
passage of those measures, voted in the Senate for 
a bill abolishing slavery in the District of Colam- 
bia. He bid for the Abolitionists of Massachu- 
setts; endeavored to revive agitation on the slavery 
question, and upon that achievement was nomi- 
nated as a candidate for Governor. He did not 
bid enough, but showed a willing mind. Those 
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who supported him have but little cause to com- 
piain.of any tampering with Abolitionists or com- 

inations with them for power. He spread the 
banner of agitation to the breeze, and was sus- 
tained by the WhigsofhisState. [haveno interest 
in the matter further than the truth of history is 
concerned, and asa recorded evidence of what sort 
of materials we are called onto rely upon inthe hour 
oftrial. It will teach my constituents that lam no 
alarmist, and that F have told them the truth. It 


is evident, from all the circumstances, that both į 
parties had a common purpose, but neither party | 


ad any feeling for us. I am neither malignant nor 
resentful. If ny temper is excitable, it is easily 
appeased; but there is oné thing which I never 
mean to do, and that is, to fawn upon the hand 
that strikes me. No, sir, I will never do it. I 
will never be brought to sustain the pretensions of 
any man for the Présidency who is not a republi- 
can; who does not distinctly acknowledge State 
sovereignty and State rights upon the principles 
of their great apostle, Mr. Jefferson; who does not 
pledge himself to arrest agitation of the slavery 
question, and carry out the fugitive slave law by 
all the power with, which he is clothed. I will 


make no compromise here. I opposed every meas- | 


ure of the compromise except the fugitive slave 
law; and I regretted that I was not able to defeat 
all of them against which I voted. The State to 
which I owe my allegiance, and the people whom 
I represent, were willing to try the experiment 
of these measures, as they had become a part 
of the laws of the land. They are a law-abiding 
people, and I acknowledge the authority of the will 
of my people. I voted for the fugitive slave law; 
and it is the only one of the compromise measures 
for which I voted. But though I acquiesce in 
them, no man has a right to inquire as to whether 
I do so cordiaily or not. I will say, that I have 
changed no opinion as to the character of these 
measures, and I feel now as I felt then. My con- 
stituents feel now in regard to this subject, as 
every good citizen ought to feel, a strong desire 
for the repose of the public mind by a general ac- 
gules in and faithful execution of theselaws. 

am for preserving the Government upon the 
principles of the Constitution, and for obedience 
to the law in every part of the United States. So 
far as I am concerned, the recipient of my vote for 
President must be willing to carry out the law of 
the land. I have no sympathy with those who 
are disunionists per se, and il 
ing to resort to the highest remedy without the 
most serious cause and the general approbation of 
a majority of those who felt the grievance of un- 
constitutional oppression. When I differ with 
gentlemen upon principle I can understand them. 
It may be that I shall be compelled to act with gen- 
tlemen with whom I differ as to some minor ques- 
tions not involving great principles. But when it 
isa perfectly clear and conclusive indication that 
the difference between us will be about plunder, 
and not about principle—about the disposition of 
the ofices and: emoluments of Government, there 
can be neither coöperation nor confidence. Irepre- 
sent a plain, unsophisticated, agricultural people, 
who do not look to this Government for anything 
by way of support. They acquire an independ- 
ence by cultivating the earth. They do not look 
here for laws to put money in their pockets, nor 
to the Federal Treasury to supply their wants. 
They labor not only to supply themselves, but to 
aid in maintaining here an efficient and economical 
Government; to manage affairs in which all the 
States are concerned; and I can votefur no measure 
which is to take the public treasure to sustain a 
paper which sets itself up here athe organ of any 
particular party. F will vote for no measure 
which will place an immense money power in the 
hands of metropolitan editors, and thus add to 
their peculiar advantages for forming public opin- 
ion in the next presidential canvass. 


But, sir, I do not wish to be misunderstood. I; 
must ask the indulgence of the House for a short | 


time longer. 
the morning, I had not 
Nothing would ha 


anticipated this debate. 


earliest opportunity I would be distinctly under- 
stood upon those great questions which now so 
much agitate the public mind. In order that] may 
not be misunderstood, I ask gentlemen to attend to 
the remark that I am aboutto make. When I say 


ave never been will- |! 


Having been exceedingly unwell all | 


ye induced me to make a single | 
remark now, but that I had determined since the i 
commencement of the session that upon the very : 
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nted Lam very far from 
objecting to a candidate because he is the nominee 
of the Baltimore Convention. Indeed such a nom- 
ination would highly recommend him to my 
choice. Such an expression of preference by that 
body would demand and receive my respect. If 
he should be sound, true, and capable, frank and 
honest in the declaration of his republican doc- 
|| trines, desirous for the repose of the country, and 
the faithful execution of the laws, the fact of his 
| nomination would recommend him to my confi- 
dence-and secure my zealous support. 

But, sir, the Baltimore Convention might make 
a nomination of those who do not answer this de- 
scription—who do not possess these qualifiations; 
and I will not support any such nominees. No 
party ties shall induce me to perform an act by 
which I lose my self-respect. 1 am not ignorant 
that all liberty—all that is valuable in free govern- 
ments—have been often lost agreeably to the 
usages of parties, and in due form of party disci- 
pline. An empty shadow takes the place of sub- 
stance—the power transferred to the few from the | 
many, and the screws of party discipline may be | 
applied to crush all who have independence to 
| speak the honest convictions of their own hearts. j 
Should they nominate a man who dodges votes, 
and who is not to be found in his place when vital 
questions are to be decided—whose letters and 
communications require a second Daniel to inter- 
pret them—or, like the riddles of antiquity, give 
| employment and reputation to a second Gadepus 
for his skill in unravelling the mysteries which 
they contain; or, like the Delphic oracle, which | 
| made response to a certain king, who inquired | 
whether he should go to war with the Romans, in | 
the following oracular words: ‘* Ibis, redibis, nun- 
| quamque pevibis’’—words admitting the double 
translation: ‘* You shall go, you shall return, you 
| shall not perish’’—or “ You shall go, 
not return, you shall perish.” The inquiring king 
took the first interpretation—he went, he did not 
return, he perished. Other followers of the pro- 
pounders of oracles have in recent times renewed 
i the experience of this ancient king—they inter- 

reted for themselves—they went, and did return, 
but sadly beaten in the struggle. 

The handwriting on the wall and the dream of 
! Nebuchadnezzar were explained by the prophet; 
I| but in these days we are without prophets or 
| priests. Experience must be our instructor, and 
\ oe our guide. I desire a matter-of-fact man, 
| whose heart delights in an honest declaration of 
| his opinions; who will leave plain men, like my- 
| self, in no doubt as to his meaning. No conven- 


| for the highest office in the gift of the people for 
f such a frank and open avowal of his views. 
| Timidity and reserve presuppose a state of things 
! which must create distrust. No honest politician 
i! dreads the disclosure of the fixed convictions of 
| his mind. There is a captivating beauty about 


Í 
| 
i lessness, in the demeanor even of a child who has 
i never been depraved by deception. Conscious | 
purity of purpose desires no concealment. A 
} triumph of principle binds honest men together; 
| but woe to that party who are united only by the 
| system which derives its strength from the desire 
i of plunder. Should that Convention give us the 


publican doctrines of Mr. Jefferson, our acknowl- 


think it unwise to refresh ourselves at the branch 
when we can come at the spring. 
! we have had many mutations and interpolations 
|in the creed since his day. Although having | 
‘| the highest confidence in the purity as well as: 
|| the great ability of General Jackson, 1 never 
|| adopted or approved 

i| the proclamation. r 
and none feel a more profound reverence for his 
services and his memory than myself. f would 
not abandon him, as some did with whom T agreed 
about everything but some doctrines of the procla- 
| mation, and go over to a party with whom I dis 
agreed about everything, and the proclamation too. 
Those who did so, were placed in a false position. 


f 
} 
j 


| 
i 
| 
i 
i 


‘ou shall | 


| tion can have authority to discharge a candidate | 


the boldness of integrity. You see it in the fear- | 


i 
man who does not require and would scorn to have į 
| a new version put on his declarations—one who | 
+ will not hesitate to declare that he holds the re- | 


| 
i 
edged leader,—I say Mr. Jefferson, because Ti, 
| 
Besides, sir, | 
i 


of many of the doctrines of || 
l adhered to him, however, |, 


The explanations of the Globe of that.day-and the 
i| conversations with Mr. Ritchie in some measure 
softened the sternness of the text, but it left a hazy 
fog in the atmosphere which caused small objects to 
loom in the distance. You have experienced this, 
| sir, doubtless, when ina morning mista cow would 
ij seem to be as large as an elephant. I prefer a re- 
| turn to the clear bright republican days of Mr. Jef- 
ferson, for whom General Jackson cherished the 
most profound regard., We must return. to that 
simple unsophisticated republicanism of the pure 
and palmy days of our country, before the dis- 
tribution of fifty millions of money, and whole 
empires of land gave the means of temptation 
and corruption, and placed in the hands of Con- 
gress the control of jobs by which opulence ma 
be attained in a few months or a year. To suc 
a candidate who believes in the sovereignty of the 
| States, I care not whether he approved or disap- 
proved of the series of measures called the com- 
promise, but who is determined to execute the laws 
and preserve the repose of the country, there will 
be such a gathering as we have not seen for many 
years, : 

© To endeavor now to agitatethe public mind on the 
measures of the last session would be the extreme.. 
of folly. The most of them are res perfecta. Cal- 
ifornia is a State. Texas has accepted the ten 
millions. Utah and New Mexico are complete in 
their organization as Territories, and the other 
laws stand on the statute-book. Who wovfd en- 
gage in the peurile, as well as wicked purpose of 
again agitating the public mind, without any pros- 
pect of a good result? And whilst I do not ap- 
prove of a policy which would assume the neces- 
sity of sustaining those laws of last session by a 
buttress of resolutions this session,and whilst I do 
not perceive the wisdom of making the move, and 
amend the Constitution which recognizes its imper- 
fections and provides the mode of amendment, I 
am utterly averse to any course which would re- 
vive agitation or revive discontent. 

| Mr. POLK, (interrupting.) I call the gentle- 

man to order. i . 

Mr. VENABLE. Will the gentleman state his 
point of order? : 

Mr. POLK. My point of order is this: That 
I cannot see what connection the coalition in Mas- 
sachusetts, and the State-rights doctrines have. to 
do with passing a resolution about public printing, 
and as a general charge that he is laying about so 
loose that I cannot see what he is at myself. 
laughter] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in obedience to 
what seemed to be the desire of the House, did 
not feel at liberty to arrest the course of remark 
i| made by the gentleman from North Carolina. The 
Chair, however, the point being raised, feels called 
upon to say, that, in his opinion, the gentleman is 
i| wandering from the question before the House, 

Mr. VENABLE. I think I can satisfy the 
Speaker that I am not wandering from the ques- 
uon, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very well sat- 
isfied that the remarks of the gentleman have been 
il irrelevant. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. Will the gentleman 
from North Carolina allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. VENABLE. I want first to put myself 
| right with the Speaker. 

Mr. HOWE. I merely want to ask whether 
| we are to understand. that you will not vote for 
Cass or Douglas? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
; remarks of the gentleman from North Carolina are 
not in order. , 

Mr. VENABLE. And I propose to show that 
the course of remark which I was pursuing—— 

Mr. SWEETSER, (interrupting.) I ask for 
the enforcement of the rule. The gentleman from 
i North Carolina being called to order, and the 
i) Chair having decided that he is out of order, he 
must take his seat, under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from North Carolina is not at liberty, 
under the rules, to discuss the presidential ques- 
tion upon the proposition now before the House, 
i| and that his remarks were consequently irrel- 
| evant, 
| Mr. VENABLE. 

roceed in order. ; 

Mr. WILCOX. [hope the gentleman will be 
permitted to proceed with his remarks, and that 


| 


ji 


i 
a 
i 


I hope 1 may be allowed ts 


i 
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the same latitude of debate will be extended to 
others. ` Taes 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Tmove that my colleague 
have leave to proceed’in order. > ` i 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pro- 

osition? Shas 3 

Mr. SWEETSER objected. : 
The question was‘then taken on Mr. Cire- 
man’s motion; and it was agreed to. | 

“Mr. VENABLE, (resuming.) I profoundly 
regret that 1 should have been’ so unfortunate in 
presenting my. views, as that any gentleman, or 
the Chair, should have supposed that I was out of 
order, T was arguing to show, that’ my objection 
to the proposition to give this printing to the par- 
ticular individuals named inthe resolution, might 
give color to.thé charge that this House were sus- | 
taining a press with the view of giving it weight 
in thé coming presidential election; that this Con- 
gréss was making themselves a party to such 


i 


Pp 


lished in an organ, and editorially introduced, as 
| possessing the entire proportions of the original | 
| publication, when, in fact, one half of the original 
| article which'it professed to quote, was excluded, 
j and the portion republished was turned to anen- | 
| tirely different purpose from that designed by its | 
‘author. The first part published apparently as a 
| whole was quite unexceptionable, arid this latter | 
| portion which did not appear giving an offensive į 
character to it all: “It reminded me of Milton’s 
| archangel, ruined, still beautiful and imposing in 


deformed about the lower extremities, [laughter.] 
| For myself I decline to give such ‘papers the pub- 
f lic patronage. While I am for paying to the last 
` cent every man in our employ, and while I am 
for making a liberal allowance for that time— 
while I am unwilling that any man should 
work for me, or the people I represent, or the 
government to which I belong, without a full, 


an arrangement, and identifying themselves ‘with 
a party struggle by pensioning a press, which 
would be active in the formation of public opin- 
ion. Itseems to me that this was relevant, as an, 
argument why the printing should not begiven to 
‘Donelson & Armstrong. I assure the House, 
however, that I had no purpose to say anything 
that was not directly relevant to the subject before 
us. But suppose that this proposition—as is not 
the cage~limited the committee to bargain with a 
notoriously corrupt man—and I am only putting 
an extreme case—it would then be certainly in 
order. to say that the resolution was wrong, be- 
cause it limited the cornmittee to bargain with a 
very unsuitable person, And that was the whole 
drift of my remarks. Such a press, fed by the 
Government out of the public Treasury, might 
succeed in forcing upon the country one who was 
not suitable for the object in view. The commit- 
tee, in no'event, should be limited by a vote of this | 
House to any particular individual, inasmuch as 
it narrowed down the field of selection, and must 
result, in the progress of events, in a system of 
favoritism, which neither the principles of justice 
nor the good sense of the people would tolerate. 
When called to-order D the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. PoLx,] I had yielded the floor to, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Howe] 
who asked me whether I would vote for General | 
Cass or Mr. Dowglas? I hope it is not out of 
order to be respectiul to the gentleman, and I re- 
ply—that I drew a character for whom I would 
not vote; if it fits no person, it damages no one; 
if it does, itis his fault, not mine; but I decline to 
make a personal application of my remarks upon 
the call he has madè I have now said what I 
intended to say relative to the Presidency, and 
what [ have said was legitimately connected with 
the subject-matter before the House.. I have said 
it because I think it due to the country, that its 
representatives should not adopt an indirect sys- 
tem of pensioning the press. No editors of the 
journals of the country should be enabled by jobs į 
thrown in their way to make a fortune out of the 
‘Treasury for mere party purposes. I appeal to 
this House to say whether it is proper that this 
job should be appropriated in the manner which 
this resolution proposes, merely because a major- | 
ity of this House have the power to do it. Ifthe 
House desires to elect a public printer, let it be 
done, and the rates and compensation fixed. But 
it is certainly wrong to do so by indirection. 
Every man should have his just dues. But if itj 
is a bad plan to let out the public printing to the! 


if 


lowest bidder, do not adopt the other extreme of |: 


letting it out to the highest bidder! If we pass | 


this resolution, and give the contract to Donelson |: 


& Armstrong, we exclude competition; and if they | 


fair, liberal, and generous compensation, yet I de- 
mand that our accounts shall be settled in a busi- 
ness-like manner. I wish to know for what we 
are contracting. When the bargain is to be made, 
all the printers in the country, all the press of the 
country, should be invited to come into fair and 
honorable competition. , Let the committee receive 
propositions from any who may propose to do the 
work, and then let them decide as they may think 
proper, according to the merits of the several com- 
petitors. Iam in favor of the amendment of my 
friend from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] that the pa- 
per shall be furnished by the Government, and 
| the names of the individuals in the resolution be 
! stricken out. 

L Mr. GORMAN. Will the gentleman from 
North Carolina allow me for a moment? That 
geutleman is aware that Blair & Rives did the 
printing for the last census. Now, the price paid 
in that case may bea guide for the price in this. 
Now, I ask the gentleman from North Carolina, 


i 
j 


able men, and honest men, who have the letting 
of that contract, will, for the purpose of allow- 
mg any party to make money for any political 


ment for this census printing at rates above those 
generally paid for“the same kind of work? 
Mr. VENABLE. The gentleman knows that 


| I do not doubt the honesty and integrity of any 
; member of that committee. 


| Mr. GORMAN, Then I hope the gentleman 


will no’ continue to insist ‘that the course of pro- 
ceeding proposed in this’ resolution will result in 
corruption. If F enppored myself capable of an 
action of this kind, l should consider myself un- 
worthy of a seat in this body. 

Mr. VENABLE. It was no part of my pur- 
| pose in making these remarks, to implicate my 
| honorable, allant friend, the chairman of the Com- 
į mittee on Printing. I know that he would recoil 
| from contamination or the suspicion of corruption 
| with the sensibility of a wound—his nature is too 
elevated, and hisheart too pure. Thisis also true 
| of honorable gentlemen connected with him upon 
| that committee. I have the highest confidence in 
them. But they are not practical printers. They 


| 
| 
| and therefore | say that the contract should not be 
j given unconditionally to Donelson & Armstrong, 
| and leave them to set their own prices. Besides, 
| I will show that the census printing under Blair & 
| Rives was very different from the census printing 
| now, aud that the prices of printing and paper are 
now greatly below the rates at the date of their 
i contract. 
Mr. GORMAN. If the gentleman will allow 
| me I will tell him that one member pf the Com- 


will not do it at what the committee consider a | 
reasonable price, you will have no printing done, | 
or you will have this subject back again in this | 
House for discussion. The whole matter will have i 
another hearing and another decision. I trust the | 
time 1s near for us to havea printing bureau, asa |! 

art of our organization, and the printing exccuted |; 

y our own employees—when the whole work |, 
shall be done by us, and the entire matter be un- | 
der our own control—that the time is near when |; 
we shall getrid of this job work—this bleeding the | 
Treasury in order to obtain the means of propa- } 
gating particular political doctrines, and for the 
purpose of controlling public sentiment. "We 
have already had a good deal of experience in this 
matter, J havelately seen at least one article pub- 
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il 

i 


| 


4 


‘mittee on Printing, upon the part of the Senate, 
` (Mr. ELamuri,] is a practical printer. 
: Mr. VENABLE. That makes the chance a 


; great deal better. But, as I was proceeding to say, | 
: I will show that the census printing under Blair 
& Rives wasa very different matter from what | 


the census printing is now. We have been shown 
that it will take volumes upon volumes to com- 
pleteit. The office of Superintendent promises to 
fill the coming decade. 
T intend to state, what Blair & Rives made by 


| that contract. They confess to a large amount: 


made by contract, and it is theirs. But if I have 
made an improvident bargain once, and did not 
avoid the mistake the next time, then experience 
would be worthless, We learn nothing if not made 


the upper portion of. his pérson, but very much i 


if he supposes any committee composed of honor- : 


purpose or any other purpose, make an arrange- || 


do not understand the art and mystery of printing, | 


I have not stated, nor do | 


more cautious, and ‘we repeat, the same blunder. 
It is best that you should strike out the names of 
the individuals designated from: the resolution. 
They may obtain the contract if they will perform 
it cheaper and better than anybody else, Bat 
prudence demands that’ whenever this ‘bargain is 
made, that propositions should be received from 
any-and all practical printers to do the méchanical 
work, and the Government furnish the paper. I 
ask, and I hope some gentleman will tell me, why 
Donelson & Armstrong are to have this printing? 
Lask again, and I receive no answer, why are 
they: selected from all others to do this work? 
What peculiar claim haye they ? 

A Voice. Why should they not have it? i 

Mr. VENABLE. Why should they have it? 
They have no claims upon me that I know of. 
They have held me up incommon with those with 
whom I have acted as Southern fanatics coöper- 
ating with Northern Abolitionists! They have de- 
nounced us in the strongest terms which they were 
capable of using. They have no claims upon me, 
and I wish to let them know it. A course such 
as this journal has pursued can never create a 
claim upon the confidence of those who received 
their denunciations. What claims have they upon 
the Government? . What claims have they more 
than any other printers?) What more than Blair 
& Rives—more than Boyd Hamilton, already ex- 
ecuting a ruinous contract, struggling with the 
embarrassments arising out of that contract, and 
claiming this printing at our hands? It is a job 
of practical printing, and practical printing alone; 
but Boyd Hamilton is no editor, merely an hum- 
ble Jaborer at the press. Then I should like to 
know—and the question has not been answered— 
from whence and how did this claim of Donelson 
& Armstrong originate? 

Mr. Speaker, I have spoken plainly, because I 
think plainness and candor becoming and proper. 
I have, without resentment, given expression to 
the convictions of my understanding, and the feel- 
ings of my heart. I mean to act independently 
and without any concealment of my views. The 
time when I had feelings of resentment has passed 
away. The assault upon the old line Republican 
State-Rights Democracy was, so far as I was con- 
cerned, fierce, but impotent. But the memory 
of events is not so easily obliterated. I believe 
that we arë deeply responsible for the dissemina- 
tion of nikoan. opinions—more ‘so, indeed, than 
for criminal acts. The one is a general and ex- 
tensive evil; the other limited it its effect, and dis- 
armed by the deformity of the vice, I confess 
that my spirit ‘chafed when I saw in a paper pur- 
porting to be the organ of the party to which, from 
my youth up, I had belonged, denunciations on 
those, the gravamen of whose offence was, that 
they concurred with Jefferson and the Republican 
fathers—that they adhered to the ancient Repub- 
lican landmarks, and venerated almost to idolatry 
the Constitution. The selection of the editors of 
that organ as the peculiar favorites of this body is 
the exclusion of all others—the extinction of an 
chance of competition; a selection which, to be 
just, must be founded upon acknowledged public 
service and extraordinary individual capabilities. 
No evidence of either has been furnished, and I 
insist that so extensive and costly an operation be 
submitted to the ordinary competition which the 
custom of the country has made law; that the law 
requiring the printing to be let by contract to bid- 
ders be complied with, for it is unrepealed, and 
that our present printer at least have a chance to 
recuperate from the effects of ab d contract, bya 
chance for a better one. 
_ Mr. NABERS, Ishall take particular pleasure 
in paying a little attention to a few of the obser- 
| vations which have fallen from the lips of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr, 
VENABLE.] Iam prepared, to some extent, to ap- 
preciate his allusion to the Washington Union. 
And I am prepared, to a limited extent, to appre- 
ciate the feelings of the gentleman, for he has, no 
doubt, felt the weight of that paper during the last 
summer and the Jast fall. ~ 

Mr. VENABLE. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will merely say, that I was elected by one 
thousand four hundred and forty majority of the 
voters in my district. 

i, Mr. NABERS. Iwill say to the gentleman, 
| if that will give currency to a speech, I was elected 
| by three thousand majority of the voters in my 

But I am going to speak of the doctrines 
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say, that I was elected by a constituency equal in 
intelligence with those of the gentleman to whom 
I propose, briefly, to reply.. Now, I ask, what 
terrible thing has Donelson & Armstrong done? 
What breach of the law have they been guilty of, 
that they are to be condemned here, in connection 
with the resolution now under consideration? 
Why, they have been teaching consolidation! 
They have been teaching Federalism! Now, | 
put it to gentleman upon this floor, Have the | 
editors of that paper been engaged in teaching 
federalism, or consolidation? or have they only | 
departed from the gentleman’s particular views , 
of these things? To be more explicit, have they 
departed from the text, or from the gentleman's 
commentary upon the text? I wish to know that. 
While the gentleman charges upon that paper the 
inculcation of such sentiments as have fallen from i 
his lips to-day, I desire to know if it may not be 

possible that he, too, might possibly be mistaken 

with regard to the true and orthodox doctrines of | 
the Democratic party? Who are Donelson & | 
Armstrong? [never heard them charged as Con- |i 
solidationists and Federalists until 1851. Never! 

Mr. ORR. I call the gentleman to order. 

[Cries of “ Go on!” © Go on!??] 

Mr. ORR continued. I hope the gentleman || 
will be allowed to proceed in discussing the resolu- | 
tion before the House; but it seems to me this de- 
bate would be much more appropriate in Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

A Memesrr. Then let us go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not disposed | 
to arrest the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. | 
Nasers] in the course of his remarks; but it cer- 
tainly is notin order to discuss the subject pro- 
posed to be discussed by that gentleman, His 
remarks, in the opinion of the Chair, are irrele- 
vant to the subject. j 

Mr. FREEMAN. I move that the gentleman | 
have liberty proceed. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Task the gentleman from 
Mississippi to give way in order for me to move 
an adjournment. 

[Cries of «Oh no!” Oh no!?’] 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair if this matter will not come up to-morrow 
again? 

The SPEAKER. It will come up as unfinished 
business. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Then I move that the | 
Flouse do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

The House adjourned till twelve o’clock to- 
morrow. 


NOTICE OF A BILL.’ 
Mr. WASHBURN gave notice of his intention to intro- 
duce a bill entitled “ An act for shortening the transit of the 
mails between New York and London.” 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. JOHN W. HOWE: The petition of E. F. Curtis, 
of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to pass a law making 
land warrants under the act of S50 assignable. 

Also, two petitions from sundry citizens of Butler. and 
Beaver counties, Pennsylvania, praying Congress to estab- 
lish a post route from Butler county to New Brighton, in | 
Beaver county, via Petersville, Evansburg, Zclienople, 
and William Butt’s Store. 

By Mr. PORTER: Five petitions, signed by over three 

hundred citizens of Marion, Shelby, and Macon counties, 
Missouri, asking the establishment of a road from 
Hannibal to Bloomington, via Warren, Oak-Dale, Shelby- j 
ville, &e. 
r. GOODRICH: The petition of E. P. Day and 
others, for an appropriation to defray the expenses incurred : 
by contributors of articles from the United States to the In- : 
dustrial Exhibition in London. 

By Mr. ROBINSON : The proceedings of a public me 
ing of zens of Lawrenceburg, India praying a divis- į 
iou of Indian Territory southwest of Missouri river, and į 
fox defining the limits of Nebraska, and for other purposes. 

Aso, the petition of Thomas Hamilton, John C. King, 
and others, of Decatur county, Indiana, praying for the 
establishment of international arbitration, &c. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of ‘Tennessee: A preamble and res- 
olutions bearing the following title, viz: “Land Reform.” ; 

Resolutions adopted at a public meeting of the inhabit- | 
ants of the county of Dearborn, State of Iudiana, convened į 
in the town of Aurora, in the said county, on the 16th day | 
of January, 1852, recommending a reform in the land laws 
of the United States, and that the publie lands be granted in | 

i 


? small Sparcels to actual settlers for cultivation, free of ex- į 
action by the Government. 


| _ States marshal for the southern district of Alabama, 


to reimburse to individual contributors to the Industrial Ex- | 
hibition at London, the expenses which they have been | 
obliged to pay. i 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The memorial of Walter R. Jones and | 
others, asking Congress for the immediate establishment of || 
a Mint of the United States ia the city of New York; to- : 
gether with a statement of the amount of gold bullion : 
received at the port of New York from California during | 
the year 1851. } 

By Mr. EDGERTON: The petition of Nathan Averill | 
for a grant of land. | 

Also, the petition of citizens of Henry county, Ohio, for j 
a mail route from Kalida, Ohio, to Adrian, Michigan. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Williams county, Ohio, 
for a mail route from Bryan, via Nimrod, West Buflalo, and : 
Lakes Comers, to Neitle Lake. 

Also, the petition of Amiable Brileau for remuneration |} 

sin the Revolution, as a refugee from Canada, and i 
unit of Jand. | 

By Mr. GAYLORD: The petition of E. G. Coulson, and į 
240 citizens of Morgan county, Ohio, asking for the uncon- | 
ditional repeal of the fugitive law. ` | 

By Mr. McLANAHAN: A petition from citizens ofi 
Union and Perry counties, Pennsylvania, desiring the estab- 
lishment of a post route from Millestown, Perry county, to } 
Mifflinsburg, Union county. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of C. P. Stickney and 
616 others, Jegal voters of Fall River and Taunton, in Bris- į 
tol county, Massachusetts, praying for the passage of tariff į 
laws for the benefit of American citizens. H 

By Mr. APPLETON, of Maine: The petition of Eben- | 
ezer Evans, for increase of pension; and 

Also, the petition of the children of Joseph Dale, for a | 
pension. | 

By Mr. ASHE: The petition of Thomas F. Ganse, pray- į] 
ing for additional compensation, as deputy marshal, to: 
take the Census. 


IN SENATE. 

Tuxrspay, January 27, 1852. 

Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 
Senate a communication from the War Depart- | 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with the resolu- | 
tion of the Senate of the 22d instant, a copy of a 
letter *‘ from Colonel Benjamin Eluger to General | 
George Talcott, bearing date at Fort Monroe Ar- i 
senal, November 5, 1850;”? which was read and | 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 
Senate a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, containing a statement of the Marine 
Hospital fund for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1851; which was read. i 
Ordered, That it lie on the table and he printed. j 
H 


! Davidson, North Carolina; the memorial of R. B. 
| Morisey, assistant marshal of the county of 
| North Carolina; the memorial of Thomas PF.: 
| Gause, assistant marshal of the county of New 
Hanover, North Carolina; the memorial of Rich- i 
ard Fauntle, assistant marshal of the county of | 
Chatham, North Carolina; the memorial of R. | 
Barnes, assistant marshal of the county of Jones, | 

| 
| 


North Carolina; the memorial of H. Currie, as- 
sistant marshal of the county of Robeson, North 
Carolina; the memorial of Edward Vail, assistant 
marshal of the county of Sampson, North Caro- 
lina; the memorial of Charles W. Lee, assistant || 
marshal of the county of Johnston, North Caro- | 
lina; the memorial of John D. Hawkins, jun., i 
assistant marshal of the county of Franklin, North | 
Carolina; the memorial of John P. Pitt, assistant 
marshal of the county of Edgecomb, North Caro- 
lina; and the memorial of P. A. Jones, assistant 
| marshal of the county of Granville, North Caro- | 
| lina; praying additional compensation for taking 
the Seventh Census; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate the memorial of Charles Bingham, United 


and his assistants for taking the Seventh Census, 
praying additional compensation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. s 
| Mr. BERRIEN presented a petition of the Bar 
| 


| of Georgia, praying that the salary of the district 
judge of the United States for that State may be 
Increased; which was referred to the Committee : 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial of George 
| Griswold and others, citizens of New York, pray- į 
ing the establishment of a United States Mint in | 
that city; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


. 


Mr. BRADBURY’ presented. the. memorial of 
Cornelius Vanderbilt, proposing to contract. for 
carrying the mail between New. York and San 
Francisco twice a month by the Nicaragua route; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. l 

Mr. MALLORY submitted documents in sup- 
port of the claim of W. F. Russell to. indemnity 
for property destroyed by the United States troops 
in Florida; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims, 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of the 
heirs of Elisha Merriman, a revolutionary soldier, 
praying a pension; which was referred to’ the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Smith, sen., praying 
compensation for services rendered and supplies 
furnished the United States in the Black ask 
war; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Also, the petition of Orris Crosby, praying an 
increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SOULE presented the petition of the Ger- 
man Society of New Orleans, praying that. the 
transportation of passengers on steamboats on the 
western waters may be regulated by law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Caroline L. Eustia, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Revo- 
Juiionary Claiios. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Silas L. Loomis, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCH, it was 


Ordered, ‘What the petition of Hans Nelson, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval Af 
fairs. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
the Oneida Indians, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. SHTELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military. Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
John M. Melutosh, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. : 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Lieutenant 
John Tf. Patterson, reported «That the prayer 
of the petition ought not to be granted.” 

Ele also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of José Baya, reported, 
‘That the prayer of the petition ought not to be 
granted.” 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee of Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Phebe Glover, 
submitted an adverse report; which was read. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee of Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Joseph Hill, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
John M.Simonton, submitted a report, accompa- 


| pied by a bill for his relief. 


_ The bill was read and passed to the second read~ 
ing. 
Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Naval Af- 


| fairs, to whom was referred the petition of Jolin 


S. Devlin, administrator of Elijah J. Weed, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for the relief 
of the securities of Elijah J. Weed, late Quarter- 


! master of Marines, deceased. 


The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

Ordered, 'That the report be printed. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Nancy 
Wright, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for her relief. 

The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

Ordered, That the report be printed, 
Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
petition of Robert Jamieson and “Benjamin Wil- 
liamson, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for their relief. 
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“<The bill was read and passed to thie second read- 
ing. 


referred the petition-6f N: Kuykendall, submitted 


- à report, accompanied by a bill for his relief. 


‘The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

dert That the report be printed. ` , 
"Mr. DAWSON, from the- Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was. referred the memorial 
D. D. Mitchell, submitted a report, accompanied 
bya bill for the relief of Lieutenant Colonel Mitch- 
el, of the State of Missouri. $ : 
- The bill was read and passed tọ the second read- 
ing. aa 

Sneak That the report be printed. 
. Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Wm. A. Christian, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill for his relief. 
~The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

bune That the report be printed. f 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the petition of 
G. Thomas Howard, reported a bill for his relief. 

The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 


. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. FISH gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill for the relief of William 
Bedient, late a sergeant in the 4th regiment of 
artillery. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

, Mr. CLEMENS, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
extend the benefit of the act to regulate intercourse 
withe Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on the 
frontiers, approved the 30th of June, 1834, to the 
people of the State of Texàs, and others; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

On the motion of Mr. WHITCOMB, the bill 
introduced by him yesterday, entitled ‘A bill 
granting the right of way and making a grant land 
to the States of Indiana, Ilinois, and Lowa, in aid 
of the construction of a railroad from Wabash to 
the Missouri river,” was read a second time and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


GOVERNMENT WAREHOUSES. 


_ Mr. HUNTER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate the number of public warehouses 
now leased by the Government, the places where leased, 
the periods for which they are leased, the terms upou which 
they are Jeased, and the amount expended upon them for 
labor ang other purposes. 


LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, | 


and agreed ta: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of enlarging, re- 


‘pairing, and refitting the principal apartment heretofore 
so that it may be en- | 


occupied by the Library of Congress 
tirely fire-proof and capable of further extension’ in har- 
mony with the general plan of the Capitol, upon the removal 
of the Senate and House of Representatives and their of- 
fices to the wings of the Capitol. 


NAVAL APPOINTMENTS. z 
. Mr, HALE submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expedieney of providing by 
law that appointments in the naval service of the United 
States shall hereafter be for a limited time, which shall be 
expressed in the commissions. 


CAPTAIN WILLIAM K. LATIMER. 


The Senate, on the motion of Mr. HALE, | 


proceeded to consider the following resolution, re- 
ported from the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, ‘That two thousand additional copies of the 
charges and specifications, before the court ofinquiry against 
William K. Latimer, a captain in the Navy of the United 
States, and the accompanying papers, which were ordered 
to be printed, be printed for the use of the Senate.” 


Mr, BORLAND. I simply wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to the character of that 
resolution. The proceedings of the court of in- 
quiry, in the case of Captain Latimer, were called 
for by a resolution of the Senate, and when they 
were received they were referred to the Commit- 


! 


He also, from:the same committee, to whom was | 


|! the State of Missouri. 


tee-on Naval Affairs. - The usual number of copies 
of these papers was ordered to be printed for the 
use-of the Senate, on the recommendation of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. ‘This is a proposi- 
tion to print.two thousand additional copies. The 
Committee. on -Printing directed me to report in 
| favor of the resolution, and I have doneso. My 
opinion, however, as an individual Senator is, 
that the resolution ought not to be adopted. I 
say this without reference to the merits of the 
question involved in the papers, but simply be- 
cause I think itis contrary to the ruleusually acted 
on, that is, to refuse to print additional numbers of 
copies of papers of this sort. They relate, as -I 
understand it, simply to a pérsonal quarrel be- 
tween individuals, and the printing of the papers 
will be, to that extent, taking a part by the Senate 
in the quarrel. No public interest, that I can see, 
, is to be advanced by the publication. . If the par- 
; ties desire that the public should be more generally 
informed on the subject, let them print these copies 
j at their own expense, and send them out to the 
| country. 

Mr. HALE. J ask the attention of the Senate, 
and I’ will not occupy its time for five minutes. I 


the Senate. They relate to the government of the 
Navy. They relateto the rights of junior officers, 
| under alleged oppression by their superiors. It 
must be manifest to everybody that they are ques- 
tions of high interest. Ido not pretend to pass an 
| opinion upon the merits involved in the case; but 


to the rights of every junior officer under a supe- 
rior. And what strikes my mind with more force 
is, they relate to the rights of every private sea- 
man in the Navy of the United States. They 
have been submitted to the Naval Committee, and 

ordered to be printed. The usual number has been 
i| ordered to be printed; and it seems to me, on ques- 
tions of this magnitude, if we have a report of the 
Committee on Printing, it is but a small matter to 
print two thousand copies of an official document, 
li relating to the most vital questions that affect the 
| American Navy, and not, as 1 understand, to a 
mere private and personal quarrel. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I have but one word to say 
in relation to this matter. I suppose this document 
was communicated, in the first place, for the ac- 
tion of the Senate, and ordered to be printed for 
the use of the Senate. In addition to that, it is 
now Proposed to print two thousand extra copies 
for distribution. For whose information are these 
two thousand copies to be printed? Is it for the 
information of the American people at large? Or 
is it for the information of a few select individuals, 
outside of the Senate Chamber, outside of the walls 
of Congress? I would like these questions to be 
answered. 

If this is a question for the action of the Sen- 
; ale, it is proper and right that the document should 
be printed, in order that each Senator may exam- 
i; ine it for himself. But I can see no earthly good 
i to be effected by printing these additional num- 
į bers. I do not know what portion of the commu- 
nity is to be enlightened by the printing of two 


If 


o far enough, on thisaccount. The fact that the 
resolution only proposes to print two thousand 
copies satisfies my mind that it is for the purpose 
| of distributing this document among a very few. 
|| I have not read the document, and from what has 
| been seid of it, I cannot conceive that it would be 
| of the least interest to any portion of the people of 
It may be of interest to 
| the officers of the Navy, for aught I know. It may 
i be of interest to persons connected with the Navy. 


| place them at the disposal of the Secretary of the 
| Navy, for distribution. For my own part, I donot 
; desire to be troubled with documents of this char- 
acter. If this resolution should be adopted, I sup- 
| pose my distributive share would be one sixtieth 
! part of two thousand. What disposition to make 
| of such a number I do not know. 

| Mr. HALE. I am exceedingly sorry to meet 
i this opposition. I believe that yesterday we or- 
dered five thousand extra copies to be printed of 
the geological survey of the State of Iowa. That 


have read these papers. They relate to two of | 
the most important questions that can come before | 


I tell the Senate, that these papers relate vitally, i 


' Ifso, ascertain the number actually necessary, and |! 


| ig a matter certainly mòre local than this. We 
have printed extra. copies. of documents about 
everything under heaven; and, not satisfied with 
| printing documents abouteverything underheaven, 
li we have gone into the clouds, and printed extra 
| numbers of documents containing ‘speculations 
l! upon storms, for whose information J. know not; 
i for the action of what body I know not... | 
If the Senate will look into this document, they 
‘will find it as I stated; it relates to vital and im- 
portant questions pending before the country: the 
| rights of junior officers: under superiors, and the 
i rights of sailors. J carefully avoided, when I was 
up before, expressing any opinion on the merits 
of the controversy involved in this case, because 
it seems to me, that if there ever was a single 
j document that ought to command the respectful 
consideration of the Senate, and ought ‘to induce 
j; them to print such a number of copies as would 
it enable this question to be understood, it is this 
| one, which relates to the rights, the interests, the 
|; protection, and guardianship of a class of Ameri- 
can citizens, who are without protection, and 
| without guardianship, if they do not find it in the 
legislation of Congress. I refer to the sailors. 
The question of their rights is before the Senate. 
|| Here is a document containing the proceedings of 
a court of inquiry, touching that very matter. 
|| Here is a report showing what the action of the 
Government has been on that very question. 
Here is a report which shows the construction 
which the head of the Department puts upon the 
| administration of the law in that particular. Upon 
i a question of this sort, when we ask to have such 
; a document printed, it is objected to. The hon- 
| orable Senator from Missouri finds fault that we 
| have not asked for a larger number. Perhaps if 
iI had been brought up in a larger part of the 
‘country, where the boundaries of States are 
| larger, and the rivers are larger, and everything 
i is larger, I might possibly have inculcated larger 
| ideas, and asked for the printing of ten thousand 
‘copies; but I come from a modest part of the 
; country; and, therefore, when I ask for the print- 
ing of a small number of copies, I hope that this 
fact may not be made to prejudice the claim which 
I make, if it is small. 5 
Mr. BERRIEN. Mr. President, assuming that 
this document contains those important questions, 
which it is said by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire are embraced in it, his argument is perfectly 
conclusive to prove that the Senate ought to in- 
form themselves of the contents of these papers. 
If they realy do involve questions which are im- 
portant to the rights and interests of officers of 
the Navy, and of the sailors belonging to that arm 
of the country’s service, it behooves the Senate 
to inform themselves of these ‘questions; and if 
it be necessary to regulate their legislating accord- 
ing to the information which is communicated, it 
{is the duty of the Senate to require that they 
i Should be printed. But the argument of the Sen- 
j ator from New Hampshire does not proceed a 
į Single step, unless we mean, according to what 
, Seems to be the propensity of the day, to look be- 
| yond this Senate Chamber for legislation, and in- 
voke instruction from without. I do not perceive 
that there is any, the slightest ground, for the ex- 
penditure which is proposed to be incurred on this 
| occasion. Relying upon the statement of the 
i Senator from New Hampshire, I should think it 
my cuty to adhere to the original recommendation 
i of the Committee on Naval Affairs. Upon their 
, recommendation this document was printed for 
: the use of the Senate; and I intend to inform my- 
self of its contents for the guidance of my judg- 
ment; but I do not feel that lam under any obli- 
gation to distribute two thousand copies of this 
document among the people of the United States 
to invoke their aid in the formation of my opinion. 
I am opposed to the resolution. 
_ Mr. PEARCE. I should like to know whether 
it is proposed to publish not only the charges and 
i the finding of the court, and the opinion of the 


į Secretary of the Navy, but also the evidence in 
the case? 


Mr. BORLAND. No, sir. 

Mr. PEARCE. I should still like to know 
precisely what it is that is to be published. I can- 
į not understand what we are to publish from the 

reading of the resolution. 


Mr. BORLAND. It is not proposed to pub- 


lish the testimony at all. That is all to be left 
out, 
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Mr. PEARCE, It may possibly be necessar 
for the vindication of the officer charged, that h 
defence should be printed with this document. 
cannot tell what ought to be printed until I see the 
papers. Unless we can know exactly the state of 
the case, I am opposed to this printing. f 

Mr. BORLAND. 
that the resolution does not propose to publish the 


is 


testimony at all. It leaves out a large portion of | 


the report, and it seems to me that if the purposeis 
to enlighten the public in regard to the matter, the 
whole of the proceedings and testimony should be 
published. We should thus involve the publica- 
tion of a very large book, for this is one of the 
largest documents that has ever come before us. 


Mr. HALE. How large a pamphlet will this | 


make? 


Mr. BORLAND. About one hundred pages. 
Mr. STOCKTON. I desire to say that I can- 


not see the propriety of publishing a document | 
now before the Senate for its action. I may be | 


wrong, but it does appear to me that as we are 
going to act upon the subject, all that is necessary 


for us is to have the papers printed for our own | 


use. 

The PRESIDENT. That has already been 
ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. I should have voted against this 
proposition at any rate, believing it entirely use- 
less to add to our expenditure and delay other 
necessary printing, But when I learn that the 


testimony upon which the papers were founded is | 


to be left out, I certainly cannot be guilty of such 
gross injustice towards this officer, who seems to 
be assailed by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
of putting part of the proceedings before the com- 
munity and leaving out the testimony. 
consent to publishing only that objectionable mat- 


ter which I understand the Senator from New | 
Hampshire to desire to spread out before the ; 


country, certainly not for the information of the 
country. The ordinary number—some three hun- 
dred copies—have already been printed for the use 
of the Senate. I do not wish the inflammable mat- 
ter to which the Senator alludes sent out as part 
and parcel of the proceedings, for I consider that 
this document will be inflammable matter without 
the testimony upon which the findings of the court 
were made. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Texas misun- 
derstands me entirely if he understood me as as- 
sailing any officer. I stated expressly that I 


would not state my opinion on the merits of the | 


case one way or the other. 

Mr. RUSK. Did not the Senator say that he 
desired to place before the country the construc- 
tion placed upon the law by the Secretary of the 
Navy? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. RUSK. If that is not conveying an insin- 
uation against an officer, I misunderstand lan- 
guage. ; 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator will be ata 
loss to find for whom censure is intended or im- 
plied. I said that here was the construction 
which I understood the Secretary of the Navy to 

ut on the administration of that part of the law. 

carefully avoided expressing any opinion, and, 
indeed, I cannot say that I have any opinion on 
the merits of the particular controversy involved 
in this case. I only say that the Senate should 
act informedly on the matter. I have no interest 
in this matter. I have no friend involved in it 
at all. 

Mr. MANGUM. This is a very small mat- 
ter. I am opposed to the publication of this addi- 
tional number of copies of this document, and I 
wish to call the attention of the Senate to the his- 
tory of the Committee on Printing. Sir, that 
committee was raised for the purpose of diminish- 
ing unnecessary and extravagant expenditure in 
regard to the public printing; and the first year it 


was in operation, of an equal session with the | 
session preceding of the same length, the expendi- | 


ture for the public printing was reduced from 
$39,000 to $14,000. : 
running into ancient extravagance. I think we 
ought to adhere to the recommendation of the 
committee in most cases, especially when they re- 
fuse to publish additional numbers of these docu- 
ments. We print a vast deal of matter here that 
is of no interest to anybody. As far as is ne- 
cessary for our legislation here, we have already 
printed the usual number of these documents. On 


I will state to the Senator | 


I cannot | 


I regret to see that we are i 


H 
H 


y || questions of this sort, involving flogging in the 


l'i to scatt 


ii for the consideration of this bill was, that he might | 


f urein which I am particularly interested. 


| ly interested, shall take its regular turn on the 


‘ increase of debate; but, on the contrary, that de- |; 


i ing with the Calendar, we shall accelerate busi- |; 


| this bill, and the representatives of these States 
| may, with as much propriety, ask that their favor- 
| ite measures shall be set down as special orders 
| as these claimants. 


Navy and discipline generally, it may be a desire 
er such a document in some portions of i 
the country to produce agitation and to annoy 
Senators with petitions on the subject of which 
the petitioners know very little practically. I hope 
the Senate will refuse the printing of these addi. 
tional copies. 
The resolution was rejected. 


NAVY-YARD AT SAN FRANCISCO. 

On the motion of Mr. BADGER, the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill to establish a navy-yard and depôt 
on the Bay of San Francisco, in California, and |! 
for other purposes. i 

Mr. BADGER stated that his object in calling |} 


have the opportunity to submit several amend- 
ments for the purpose of having them printed. i| 
The amendments having been submitted, 
On motion by Mr. GWIN, the further consid; 
eration of the bill was postponed till to-morroy% 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 
Mr. BRADBURY. I desire to call up the bill |) 
to provide for the ascertainment and satisfaction of j; 
claims of American citizens for spoliations com- 
mitted by the French prior to the 3lst day of July, 
1801, for the purpose of making it à special order | 
for some future day. I gave notice, at the time I 
reported the bill, that I should propose to have |! 
some day assigned for its special consideration. 
It is a matter of so great importance that I think |) 


{ 


be reached at an earlier day# I have no desire to 
delay action upom this bill. On ‘the contrary;-I 
agree with the Senator from Maine that this bilis 
one of great importance, and I wish’ to. have it 
acted upon as early as possible. But this I think 
will be best attained by permitting the bill to re- 
tain its present place on the Calendar, while at the 


į Same time great advantage will résult to the busi- 


ness of the Senate generally by adopting that 
course, 

_Mr. BADGER. Every day furnishes addi- 
tional evidence of the propriety of an amendment: ` 
to the rules of the Senate, which I submitted last 
session of Congress, and that is, that ali questions 


: in relation to the taking up of bills should be de- 


cided without debate. “Now, all that I ask of gen- 

tlemen is, do not let us consume the whole da 

in debating whether we will take up this bill, 
Mr. BORLAND. I think if nothing else had 


| ever been said against this practice of making spe- 


cial assignments, there is one argument which 


|! ought to be conclusive against it. That argument 
has been repeated so often, that it has now become 
| perfectly familiar to every member of the Senate, 


and it is, that in very many instances, more time 
has been consumed on the question of taking up 
bills than has been consumed on the merits of the 
bills themselves, and the question of their passage. 
For that reason, I think that the impolicy of con- 
tinuing such a course must be demonstrated to the 
Senate. And, sir, theré is another matter which 
I would mention as a reason why this practice of 
making special orders has been resorted to, and 
thus far sustained. I know of no other reason 


it should be taken up now for the purpose I have || 
i 


indicated. 

Mr. RUSK. Ithink our experience with re- |! 
gard to the assignment of a particular day for the || 
consideration of matters which Senators desire to įj 
be made special orders, shows that the effect is to de- 
lay them and our other business also. It promotes 
debate much more when bills come up out of their 
regular order. I think every one will agree with |j 
me, that the result has been as I have stated; and 
I hope, therefore, the motion may not prevail. I; 
shall vote against it. 

Mr. WALKER. I entertain the same opinion 
with regard to the assignment of particular days f 
for the corsideration of particular bills, which the 
honorable Senator from Texas has expressed. I 
do not intend to ask for the assignment of any 
particular day for the consideration of any Menr: 

am || 


willing thatany bill, in which my State is special- 


Calendar; and if it gets no action, I am willing to \| 
let it take its chance in its order. There are indi- 


vidual States which are as much interested in the || 
; passage of other bills as the claimants for indem- | 


nity for French spoliations are for the passage of | 


I hope we have got through 
with special orders. I agree with the Senator from |; 
Texas, that special orders provoke debate. Mem- 
bers come here prepared to make speeches, and 
their speeches touch somebody who feels bound 
to reply, and that reply begets another, and so the |! 
debate is continued for along time. I hope this 
bill will not be made a special order, and that no 
other special order will be made. 

Mr. BRADBURY. This bill is certainly one |! 
of very great importance. It is one upon which |} 
I suppose every Senator will desire to be called to 
vote, and my purpose in making ita special order 
was, that we might know beforehand when the 
subject was to come before us for consideration. | 
It is usual to give some consideration of this kind |! 
to bills of so much importance, involving so much 
general interest. I believe it will not lead to any 


| 
| 


{ 


bate wiil thereby be lessened. I hope, therefore, | 
that the Senate will agree to the motion. i 
Mr. GWIN. Itis because this isa bill of great 
importance that I am opposed to making it a spe- į 
cial order. I am anxious to take up the Calen- |i 
dar, and to clear it of all bills as they stand there |; 
in regular succession. I wish to proceed with the 
business of the Senate, and I feel assured that by || 
refusing to make this a special order, and proceed- |) 


ness; because gentlemen, understanding that to be 
the rule will push the business, in order that the 
particular bills in which they have an interest may 


| brought forward b 


i; 


that is usually assigned for making such disposi- 
tion of a bill, than that it has some special merit 
over other bills, and on that ground precedence is 
claimed for it. 1 suppose, however, that there is 
no Senator who brings forward a bill here who 


| does not consider it as of sufficient importance to 
! claim the speedy attention of the Senate. 


Now, 
sir, there are between fifty and one hundred im- 
portant bills before the Senate at this time, and yet 
matters which I certainly do not consider of much 
importance, have been made special orders, and a 
day has been assigned to cach of them, And what 
advantage do we gain by this? Wecertainly gain 
nothing in favor of the particular bill, if we are to 
take equally and fairly the measures which are 
Senators on this floor. So far 
as my short experience has taught me, I am sat- 
isfied that this course of making special orders has 


| delayed the business of the Senate, while it has 
| done nothing to advance the progress of the par- 


ticular bill, the furtherance of which it was in- 
| tended to promote. Here isan illustration: How 

much time have we lost here this morning, in the 
| mere discussion of whether we willtake up a bill? 
i The amendment, to which the Senator from North 
Carolina alluded, ‘was not adopted——. . 

Mr. BADGER. I know it was not. 

Mr. BORLAND. And I have made these re- 
marks to strengthen the remark made by that Sen- 
ator, and with the view of putting a ‘stop, if pos- 
sible, to the practice of making special orders. 

Mr. BELL. I have one word that I wish to 
say, not upon this question, because by parlia- 
mentary law it is not a debatable question, and I 
deny that any gentleman is able to show any par- 
liamentary law, or anything more than a loose 
practice which fas grown up in this body, to war- 
rant any debate upon this question. I never knew 
in my experience in the other House, that debate 
could be extended further, except by general con- 
sent, than when a member desired to give priority 
to any bill, to give him the opportunity of stating 
his reasons why it should be taken up out of its 
regular order. If another member rose to speak 
upon the question, it was out of order for him to 
proceed, except by general consent. This dis- 
cussion is clearly out of order, and it is clearly 
out of the indulgence of the body that such a prac- 
tice has grown up. I know it is very difficult for 
you, Mr. President, to restrain members when so 
many desire to express their sentiments and opin- 
ions for or against a proposition of this kind; but 
I must maintain that it is now out of order. F 


i have not said anything except in vindication of 


what I consider to be the parliamentary order of 
the body. If Senators choose to indulge in a 
licentious debate of this description itis their own 
fault, but it is out of order. 

Mr. BADGER. Following the example of my 
friend who has just taken his seat, and endeavoring 
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to aĝd some reasons:tg those offered by the honor- 
able Senator from Arkansas why theamendment.of 
‘the. rules which. 1 proposed. should - have been 
adopted, I will not say a word about this propo- 
sition. My. friend thinks he has escaped all the 
difficulty of an irregular debate, because. he. has j 
made a:speech, and did not. say one word upon |} 
itherquestion before the Senate. [Laughter.| Now, ] 
I will follow his example, because 1 Know I shall 
then be in order; for he says it is out of order to 
spenk upon. the question. before the’ Senate, and 
you avoid all difficulty by speaking upon: ques- 
tions, not ander consideration by this body. I 
will follow that example, and in the first place, I 
beg to suggest to the Senate that our rules specify 
the questions which shall be decided without de- | 
bate; and that Ido not know any other parila- 
mentary body: whose rules.can add to the number |; 
of uniiebatable questions in this body; and every |; 
question, which is not by a rule of the Senate, or li 
by the long and well-established usage of the Sen- | 
ate—which supplies the place of an express rule— 
declared to be not debatable, is of course depa- 
table, The right of debate exists in every case, | 
except when itis excluded by an express rule. 

Wow, when my friend speaks of ‘ licentious 
debate” here, I take occasion to say, that though 
such debate may exist in other bodies, it is totally 
upkuown here. 

I wish to say, that from the little experience we 
have had to-day, added to the days upon days | 
and weeks upon weeks that have been consumed, |! 
during the five years that I have had the honor of 
serving in this body, in determining whether we 
should take up one question or another in order to 
give it precedence over some other, I am induced 
to, hope that some gentleman of greater powers of 
pursuasion than 1 possess may yet introduce a 
a rue which will declare that the question of pri- 

ority shall be decided without debate. This ques- 
tion ought to have been decided long since, ane way 
or the other, If I may be pardoned for the sug- ; 
gestion, I will say that I see no impropriety in |} 
giving precedence to claims of this sort to which | 
this. bill refers. They are of half a century’s | 
standing, and have been discussed and rediscussed | 
in both branches of Congress for twenty-five | 
years, and the most able reparis have been repeat- | 
edly made upon them in both Houses of Congress, | 
uniformly favorable. The bill has once passed 

both Houses of Congress, authorizing their pay- | 
ment, and it was rejected by the Executive for | 
three reasons, one of which was, that we were at |; 
war, and not in a situation to pay our debts. That | 
reason has passed away. We have, according to | 
a report made at the beginning of the session, a 

surplus of twenty millions of dollars, and T think 

this is a very good time to bring forward these 

claims and pass them, and show that the reason 

given before was true, that we needed the money |} 
for fighting and could not pay our debts; but that 
we now have it, and will apply it to satisfy just 
demands. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on post- | 
poning the special order. 

Mr, BORLAND. On that question Iask the ; 
yeas and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMLIN. By yourkindness, Mr, Pres- | 
ident, Ihave been allowed to take from your table | 
the list of the present special orgers, and by that | 
list I find, first of all, the bill offered by the Sena- 
ator from fowa, [Mr. Jonas,]in relation to a grant ! 
of lands for the making of a railroad in that State. | 

The PRESIDENT. That is the unfinished ! 
business. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir, it was a special or- | 
der, and became the unfinished business. Next i 
we havea resolution, offered by a gentleman who ij 
is no longer a member of this body—a very prac- į 
tical resolution, sir, [a laugh]—the resolution of. 
fered by the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. | 
Foorg,] on the subject of the compromise. The || 
next isa bill to improve the navigation of the | 


q 


|, Says 


AMLEN, «The Senator from Wisconsin. 
am wrong. It may be so, but. such was. 
my impression. . Atvall events, I think that those 
who are So devoted to the measure for giving away 
two milions of acres of the public land, will not 
deny to this class of-claims ‘which;.as the Senator 
from North Carolina has truly: said, have been of 
more than half a century standing, theright of be- 
ing placed in an equally favorable position. Ithink, 
too, that those who have aided in-this bill—and the i 
thing is not alone, nior are those spécial orders with- 
out their particular friends, and [think that the 
early. improvement of the navigation of the Upper 
Mississippi, and-the question of the printing of the 
Seventh Census, are subjects. of importance—may 
be expected to join in giving to this measure a | 
place on the Calendar, which shail:only ask the 
action of the Senate affirmatively or negatively, 
so that if adopted it may go to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and be there adopted or rejected, as 
that body may decide. I have been one of a small 


| minority of the whole Senate who have from time 


tha business niay come up in its order, and 
on thts question I have been voted down on every 
occasion; and I now ask, and I trust that I may 
ask with some confidence, those Senators who 
have obtained their special orders to allow this 
question to havea position equally favorable with 
theirown. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I desire to add to the re- 
marks of my colleague, the statement that this 
bill stands next—or.nearly néxt—on the Calendar 
to the bill granting lands to the State of Iowa, so 
that, had that bill not been made a special order, 
this one would have followed almost immediately 
afterwards, and it would be doing no more than 
the same measure of justice that has been done to 
that bill, to make it a special order. It would 
come up at aueurly day, without any assignment; 


tojime urged an adherence to the Calendar, so 


| but we wish to see this bill taken up and acted 


upon, if possible, on the first day that it may be | 
brought before the Senate for consideration. It is 
not my purpose to consume a long time in the 
consideration of this bill, and for that reason I 
thought it might be deemed proper to have a day 
designated for it, so that we might have a full 
Senate, and have it disposed of without unneces- 


i sary consumption of time. 


Mr. BORLAND. In response to the Senator 
from Maine, with regard to the order of business 
on the Calendar, l desire to call attention to the 
Calendar, by which it will be perceived that the 
bill granting land to the State of Iowa, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad, is number one, and 
in the order of business is number twenty-two; 
that to provide for the ascertainment and satisfac- 
tion of claims for spoliations by the French, is 
number fifty-uine in the order of business, and 
number sixty-four in the order of bills presented 
to the Senate. The bill granting land to lowa 
stands at the head of the list, where it stood at the 
beginning of the session. 

Mr. HALE. It is with great reluctance that I 
separate myself from the friends of this measure 
on the question now before the Senate. I have 
uniformly voted for the bill, and shall continue to 
do so; for I believe itis one of the few cases in 
which | can honestly vote money out of the 
Treasury, because I think it is to pay honest 


debts. But I shall vote against the motion to take 
up the bill out of its order, for the reason given by 
the honorable Senator from Maine; for Í do not 


want to put it in the same company with the res- | 


olution offered by the Senator from Mississippi, 
{Mr. Foors,] nor the one relating to the printing 
of the Census, and other measures, which have 
been made special orders, 
voted to make special orders; I have contended 

with the Senator from Maine, in a small minority | 
to enforce the rules, and adhere to the Calendar. 

I shall vote against all special orders, and if the | 
Senate will vote with me, I will voteto lay all bills | 


Upper Mississippi; and then another, in the shape | 
ofa joint resolution in regard to the printing of 
Seventh Census. Now these subjects have all been |; 
wrested from their order on the Calendar,and made |; 
special orders. I think that my friend from Ar- |; 
kansas, [Mr. Bortanp,] as well as my friend who | 
sits before me, [Mr. Waxxer,] both favored the i 
propositions®making them special orders. : 

Mr. WALKER. You are wrong in that sup- 
position, l 


! order. 


on the table till they are reached in their regular 
When this bill comes up, | will give itall | 
he support I can, but I cannot vote to take it up 
out of its.order. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I suppose, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that there is no more decided enemy to these 
French spoliation claims than I am; but the cour- | 
tesy which is asked by the advocates of this bill 
s one which I feel bound to concede to them. I; 
wish them to have an Spportunity, at an early 


u day, of trying the strength. of this measure; and || 


in view-of its. magnitude; and the: length of time 
that it has been pending, I shall vote for taking it 
up now, in order that that-disposition may be 
made of. it whichis-asked for, = 

The question was taken upon the motion to take 
up the bill, and resulted—yeas 26; nays 17; as 
follows: ees a 
YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard,. Berrien, Bradbury, 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Dodge- of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Iowa, Downs, Felch, Fish, Moot, Hamlin, James, Jones. of 
Iowa, Jonesof ‘Tennessee, Mallory, Miller, Pearce, Smith, 
Soulé, Spruance, Sumner, Upham, and: Wade+-26." 

NAYS—Messrs: Atchison, Borland, Clemens, Dawson, 
Douglas, Gwin, Hale, Houston, Hunter, King, McRae, 
Mangum, Norris, Rusk, Sebastian, Walker, ‘and Whit- 
comb—17. ae 

So the motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Inow move-to postpone 


| the further consideration of the bill till the first 


Monday of February next, at one o’clock, and that 
it be made the special order for that day. 

Mr. FELCH. I would suggest to the Senator 
from Maine to postpone it for a longer period. 

Mr. BORLAND.» There is another special or- 
der appointed for that day. 

Mr. FELCH. One of the members of the 


| committee, I believe, wishes to make a minority 


report. I refer to the Senator from Indiana, who 
is now sick. I would, therefore, suggest the third 
Monday in February. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Michigan make a motion to that effect? 

“Mr. FELCH. I will make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT. The question will first be 
iaken on the longest day. . 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone the further consideration of the bill till 
the third Monday in February; and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the unfinished business 
of the preceding day, the pending question being 
on the amendment offered by Mr. iiweuawoos to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands to the “bill granting the right of 


| way and making a grant of land to the State of 
i Iowa, in aid of the construction of certain railroads 


in said State. ”? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ` p 

Mr. HUNTER:: I was not present. yesterday 
when this amendment was offered, nor. had I the 
ood fortune to hear the speech of the honorable 
senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop.] If 
I understand the amendment itis to propose an 
equal distribution of the public lands among all 
the States of the Union. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It proposes a pro rata 
distribution among States which have not received 
public lands, according to the population, to a 
certain extent. All the States omitted in that 
amendment which I offered have received a larger 
portion than the States provided for inthe amend - 
ment. They area great deal in advance of the 
other States already in the amount they have re- 
ceived, and in order to make the amount given to- 
the States named in the amendment equal to that 
received by the new States, not mentioned in the 
amendment, I propose to give about 14,500,000 
acres to the States which I have named in my 
amendment; the other States having received much 
more. : 

Mr. HUNTER. I merely rise to state that I 
shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky, although I shall vote against the bill, 


Task the yeas and nays 


| whether that amendment is adopted or not. 
I have very rarely || 


Mr. ATCHISON. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the Senator from Kentucky, and that is, why he 
has left out of his amendment the State of Texas? 
She has never received any of the public lands. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state the reason, 
for the satisfaction of the Senator from Missouri, 
which operated upon me in doing so. I thought 
that the grant of $10,000,000 to the State of Texas, 
and the further grant of thirty thousand square 
miles of land, which she did not own, was a great 
deal'more to Texas in land, and money too, than 
we ever could expect to get for the old States, from 
any portion of the public lands. That is the rea- 
son why I left it out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Sumner addressed the Senate, in favor of 
the bill. A report of his speech will be found in 
the Appendix. s 
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Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, I desire to say 
something on this bill, having reported it frem the 
Committee on Public Lands. . As the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] has proposed ' 
an amendment, which in point of fact changes the 
whole policy of the system proposed by the original 
bill, it becomes a matter of a great deal of import- 
ance. Before saying anything on the subject, I 
should like to refer to some statistics, given us 
yesterday in the speech of the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky. 

If it be agreeable to the Senator from Iowa, 
who has charge of the bill, I would move to peost- 
pone its further consideration until the day after 
to-morrow, that I may have an opportunity of 
referring to the remarks of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, which have not yet been published. The 
amendment has just been laid on our tables, and I 
would like to examine it. I would, therefore, sug- 
gest to the Senator from Iowa, the propriety of 
allowing the matter to lie over until the day after 
to-morrow, or some subsequent day. I move to 
postpone the further consideration of this subject 
until the day after to-morrow, (Thursday.) 

The motion was agreed to, and then, on motiow, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuuspay, January 27, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. Mr. BUTLER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to know if there is 
any question before the House? i 
PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The SPEAKER. The unfinished business of | 
yesterday is the business in order, being the report | 
of the Committee on Printing, and upon which the | 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Nasers] is en- | 
titled to the floor. | 

| 
H 
j 


Prayer 


Mr. HOUSTON. Is it not in order for me to į 
make a motion to go into Committee of the Whole | 
upon the state of the Union? | 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Mississippi will yield the floor for | 
that purpose; but not in order otherwise. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I appeal to the House, I | 
appeal to the gentleman from Mississippi, to per- | 
mit this question to pass over until to-morrow, or | 
some subsequent morning, and allow me to make 
a motion that the House go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, with the view | 
to dispose of the bill upon which debate was closed 
last Saturday, providing for the payment of the 
last installment of the indemnity to Mexico. The 
debate has been closed upon that bill, and ail 
that is necessary is to go into committee, and 
finish it. J think it ought to be done; and there- 
fore I feel bound, in the discharge of my duty, 
to make that appeal to the House and to the | 
gentleman. i 

Mr. McMULLIN. T suggest to the gentleman | 
from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] and also to the | 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Napers,] if it 
is practicable at this stage of our proceedings to j 
do so, to refer the subject, which comes up as a 
matter of course, to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. Then the object of the 
gentleman from Alabama can be effected; and the | 
gentleman from Mississippi will have much more 
latitude in committee than he can have im the 
House. 1 desire to know of the Speaker, if it is | 
now competent to submit the motion by the con- ;; 
sent of the gentleman from Mississippi? i 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer isin or- | 
der. The gentleman from Mississippi, however, í 


ji pound the question. 


It will be in order, if the gen- il 


is entitled to the floor. : 
Mr. McMULLIN. Then I ask my friend from | 
Mississippi to yield me the floor for the purpose 
of submitting that motion. 
Mr. NABERS. Very well. : 
Mr. McMULLIN. I have obtained the consent |; 
of the gentleman from Mississippi to move that ; 
the subject be referred to the Committee of the | 


26 
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Whole on the state of the Union; and upon that 
question | demand the previous question. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I desire to sug- 
gest, for the benefit of my colleague—for he may }; 
not be aware of it—that, if he yield the floor in 
this way, he would not be entitled to it in the |} 
committee, and therefore could not go on then 
without general consent. 

Mr. VENABLE. He will get it, of course. 

Voices. He will have it by general consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. I rise to inquire what the 
question is? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to pro- 
It is: That the joint resolu- 
tion reported by the gentleman from Indiana, from 
he Committee on Printing, be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole an the state of the 
Union; and upon that question the previoug ques- | 
tion has been hemanded, 

Mr. ORR. I desire to inquire, what would be | 
the effect of sustaining the previous question? | 
Suppose the House, after the previous question 
has been sustained, refuses to refer this resolution 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, I ask if it would not bring the House to a į 
vote immediately upon the passage of the resolu- 
tion, as It is, without further discussion upon it? 

The SPEAKER. That would be the effect. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Speaker, I i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must interpose, : 
and say to gentlemen that this conversation is en- 
tirely out of order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know what will 
be the practical effect of the motion which I have 
submitted ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be to bring the House 
to a vote—first, upon referring, and if that be neg- 
atived, then upon the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Without further discus- | 
sion ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Then I must beg leave to | 
withdraw the call for the previous question; and Í 
appeal to the House, upon all sides, to allow this | 
motion to prevail; and when the subject shall have || 
been referred to the Committee of the Whole on : 
the state of the Union, I hope that, by general 
consent, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Na- 
bers] will be allowed to proceed, and occupy the 
floor with a view to reply to the extraordinary | 
speech of the gentleman from North Carolina, | 
[Mr. Vewasre.] 

Mr. VENABLE. I hope he will reply. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I wish, before I take my | 
seat, to withdraw the call for the previous ques- | 
tion, and then make an appeal to the House to 
let the subject be referred as proposed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the gentleman if he de- į 
sires to strangle the Proposition, and kill it? 

Mr. McMULLI So far from it, I desire to į 
have the resolution discussed, and finally passed. 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 beg of him, then, not to | 
persist in his motion to refer to the Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union. That would 
be its grave, out of which it could never be resur- | 
rected, 

Mr. STANLY. Will the gentleman allow me | 
a word? : 

Mr. McMULLIN. For explanation. 

Mr. STANLY. The chairman of the Com- || 
mittee of Ways and Means [Mr. Hovsrox] is} 
desirous that the House shall proceed with the im- ; 
portant business of the country, and I suggest that | 
we postpone the consideration of this printing | 
resolution to some day next week. It will then | 
come up again. What difficulty is there in the | 

| 
| 
| 


way to this mode of proceeding? 

Mr. MeMULLIN made a response not heard | 
by the reporter. 

Mr. FOWLER. I rise to a question of order. 
I wish to know what is the question before this 
House. It appears to me that all of this talk is 
out of order; but perhaps I do not understand the 
question. ccs i 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the || 
adoption of the resolution reported by the Com- » 
mittee on Printing. The gentleman from Virginia i! 


il was given to the distinguished 


|! advert to the considerations gro 


; should take occasion to talk abou 
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called for the previous question; and having with- 
drawn it, he is now discussing the general propo- 


i sition. 


Mr. FOWLER. If L understood right, he only 
obtained the floor by the permission of the gentilé- 
man from Mississippi, (Mr. Nabers,] to make 
the motion to commit the resolution. If that ia 
so, is it in order fer him to hold the floor for dis- 
cussion? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order for the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to deprive the gentleman 
from Mississippi of the floor, who is entitled to 
address the committee upon the merits of the reso-~ 
lution. 

Mr. FOWLER. I then make this question of 


order, that it is not in order for the gentleman from 


| Virginia {Mr. MceMuu.rw] to discuss any point, 


and that he can only submit the motion for which 
the gentleman from Mississippi yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Virginia obtained the floor for the 
purpose of submitting the motion to commit; and 
that if he withdraw it, he loses his right to the 
floor. f 

Mr. McMULLIN. As the result of this matter, 
if my motion prevails, is involved in doubt, | will, 
with the approbation of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, withdraw my motion of reference, which 
will entitle him to the floor. ` 

Mr. NABERS. Mr. Speaker, allow me to say 
that I have no unusual anxiety to address the 
House. 1 did not desire to urge myself forward 
before this House, but it struck me with a great 
deal of force that the various attempts made to 
obtain the floor would indicate that gentlemen have 
something peculiar—some extraordinary views— 
to present. There is another consideration. I 
desire to reply to the remarks which fell yester- 
day from the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Vewasiu.] [twas with the view of enabling 
me to reply to him properly that I desired that 
the House would go into Committee of the Whole; 
for I am fully aware of the fact, that if I am ex- 
pected to reply to that speech in order, it is totally 
impossible. The impression was universal yes- 
terday that the observations of the gentleman from 
North Carolina were out of order, and hence it is 


| out of the question, as I apprehend, for me to 


follow him in the course he saw proper to take 
without being guilty, to a greater or less extent, of 
violating the rules of the House. I do not desire 
to do that. I do not desire to do it now, because 
Lam aware of the fact, that if onegentleman claims 
the right of proceeding out of order—if one gen- 
tleman claims the right upon a given proposition . 
to tell youabout things in general—that any other 
member may claim the like privilege, and hence 
it would be totally impossible for us to have the 
least order or the least propriety in our discus- 
sions. Then while I know that some remarks 
which I may offer may not be in strict accordance 
with the rules of the Llouse, I trust that the same 
kind indulgence will be extended towards me that 
gentleman from 

1 shall briefly 
wing out of the 
resolution and amendments now under discussion; 
and if gentlemen expect to call me to order, if I 
‘myself, I hope 
he will tell me so now before I begin. 

Mr. MEADE. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I will suggest, that if he is permitted to go on 
out of order, it must be expected that every gen- 
tleman in the House will do the same thing, and 
we shall then be virtually in Committee of the 
Whole. We had better preserve the rules of the 
House by going into Committee of the Whole. 
If that be the understanding of the Tlouse, I have 
no disposition that anybody who chooses ma 
not discuss the question; but I know very well 
that when the House gets tired of the debate— 
members pursuing the same line of argument—it 


North Carolina, (My. VENABLE. 


|| will be cut off; and 1 therefore give notice to the 


House that I will call to order, when necessary, 
and that I would have done so yesterday, when 
the gentleman from North Carolina was speaking, 
had í been in the Hall, : 


402 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Jan. 27, 


amy- 


Mr. McMULLIN.. I am very sorry that my 
colleague was not in the Hall. 

Mr. NABERS. Thad better, then, proceed. I 
do not intend to get a great way out of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I. barely rise 
tò say, by way of suggestion to the gentleman and 
to the Chair, that I doubt if there was anything 
said yesterday in the debate strictly out of order. 
Gentlemen seem to suppose that when in Com- |! 
mittee of the Whole they are allowed a greater | 
latitude of debate than when inthe House. In that 
they are mistaken. ‘The samerules govern the de- 
bate. When in the Committee of the Whole upon |; 

appropriation and other bills, custom has allowed |! 
alarge latitude to gentlemen, but the parliamentary || 
law is the same—the rules of the House govern |i 
us. Now, I submit to the Chair and the House |j 
whether everything in connection with this propo- |i 
sition pertaining to the ability and suitableness of |. 
the selection of these gentlemen to execute this 
art of the printing, is not legitimate in discussion. || 
am not expressing any opinion as to the merits | 
of these gentlemen, but I submit that it is a fair |: 
subject-matter of debate. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair on yesterday did 
not feel disposed to call the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Venapie] to order, when it was | 
the evident desire of the Ffouse that he should pro- 
ceed. The Chair would have pursued the same 
course to-day with reference to the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Nazers;] but when a gentle- 
man rising in his place, calls to order, it is the duty 
of the Chair to confine gentlemen to the subject- 
matter under debate, 

Mr. NABERS. Tam fully aware of that, and 
shall not complain if called to order for not strictly | 
conforming to the rules of the House. If called |; 
to order, T will feel inclined to take my seat until | 
the question is decided. Now, E was about to |) 
proceed, on yesterday evening, to state what Ii! 
deemed to be the reason of the peculiar hostility | 
manifested by the gentleman from North Carolina | 
[Mr. VenabLe] against the editors of the Wash- 
ington Union newspaper, I propose to give these | 
reasons briefly now, and trust they will be satis- |; 
factory to a large proportion of gentlemen occu- | 
pying seats upon this floor. i 

Mr. ORR. I call the gentleman to order. Hi 

Mr. NABERS. I was about to talk about || 
Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong. I believe they 
are named in the resolution. 

Mr. ORR. I call the gentleman to order for 
irrelevancy. The gentleman stated that he pro- 
posed to discuss the reasons of the hostility of the | 
member from North Carolina Mr. VENABLE] to 
the editors of the Union. I submit that it is not 
germane to the question now before the House for 
consideration, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman is in order. 

Mr. MEADE. Allow me to make a suggestion. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Nasers] is | 
desirous of discussing a question which must open | 
a wide field of debate. T would suggest to him, if ; 
he is desirous of giving himself a full latitude, and |: 
allow the powers of his mind to operate without |! 
being cramped by apprehensions of the rules of | 
the Ifouse, and of being called to order, to let the |; 
discussion take place upon some other question in |! 
Committee of the Whole. Then he will have | 
ample time to reply to the gentleman from North |: 
Carolina, [Mr. Venany.] I will suggest another | 
thing, If it is his purpose, or that of any other `; 
man, to break up the present harmony that exists | 
in the Democratic party, it is very well to let this ” 
discussion go on, and [ will tell you why. Itis 
well known that the Democratic party are—— | 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I call the gen- ` 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Muapr] to order. He i 
is not stating his point of order. {Laughter.] 

Mr. MEADE. It was a suggestion I was i 
about to make, that he was not going on with the}: 
discussion upon this bill. ; 

_Mr. STANTON. I thought you had called ;; 
him to order, 

Mr, STEPHENS. I wish to ask the gentle- | 
man from Virginia [Mr. Meane] a question. f 

Mr. MEADE. I would rather reply to the gen- 2 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. NaseRs.] I cannot |! 
answer a question until I have made my own sug- |. 
gestions. X $ 

Mr. STEPHENS. I would ask the gentleman | 
whether he believes that the harmony of the Dem- {i 


i der. 


‘remedy in case those rights are invaded. 


| ocratic party depends. upon giving this job to Don- 


elson & Armstrong? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MEADE. [thought the gentleman was 
about—— 

Mr. SWEETSER. I call the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Maps] to order. My point of or- 
der is, that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Nasers] cannot yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Meane] for a general discus- 
sion of this question. 7 

Mr. MEADE. Iam not going into a discus- 
sion, but only to make a suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 


i the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Meane} sought 
! the floor for the purpose of making a suggestion 
i to the member from Mississippi, [Mr. Napers,] 
yielded the floor for that | 
‘The Chair does not think that the gen- 


that gentleman having 
purpose. 
teman from Virginia [Mr. Meaps] is out of or- 

Mr. MEADE. The suggestion I make is sim- 
ply this: that the Democratic party are agreed 
in relation to the powers of the Government and 
the rights of the States. They differ about the 
Now, I 
suggest to him whether there is any good to grow 
out of the discussion of a question which ought 
to be postponed, at least until that question 


arises, by some event that is yet to take place ? | 


If we choose to make two parties out of the Dem- 
ocratic party in regard to a remedy for the pres- 
ervation of the rights of the States, while we are 


all agreed about those rights and the powers of 


the General Government, this discussion may go 
on. H it is politic for us to reserve that question 


; till the time arrives, then I would suggest that it 


is best for us to act in harmony until it does ar- 
rive. 


Mr. NABERS. I think that the very point to | 


which the gentleman from Virginia has called my 
attention, would have been answered in my speech 
before this time. 


Democratic party, entertaining views similar to 
those which I hold, whe has manifested the least 
disposition to throw a fire-brand into this Con- 


|: gress. It is my purpose studiously to avoid any- 


thing of the sort. But at the same time, whilst I 
do not propose to divide, distract, or cut into frag- 
ments, if 1 could, that or any other party, I can- 
not suffer myself or my friends to be assailed by 
others, who entertain particular views, without 
vindicating not only the sentiments which I enter- 
tain, but those of the newspapers, which entertain 
a similarity of sentiment. {t was clearly indicated 
in the speech delivered by the honorable member 
from North Carolina, [Mr. VENABLE,] yesterday, 
that he expected to say just precisely what he 
pleased, and that he wouid 


And yet if the party assailed see proper to vindi- 


cate themselves, they are to be charged with in- | 
twoducing fire brands into the party—they are to , 
be charged with introducing disturbances into the ; 


harmonious action of the Democratic party. So 
far as I can see, without the speech of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Vewanue,] it is 
not so harmonious at the North as it might be. 
That is my deliberate opinion. 
fact, that there are questions of peculiar delicacy 
growing out of this resolution incidentally, and it 
is with pain that I allude to the strife and bitter- 
ne® that characterizes or did characterize the late 
contests in various parts of the United States. 


Allow me to say, that the contest alluded to by | 
the gentleman on yesterday—the contest which :: 
; prevailed in my own gallant State—was not as to 


the particular course pursued by any gentleman 


In connection with the sug- | 
| gestion made by the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. | 
Meane) I will say, that there is no member of the | 


denounce any man, or | 
; set of men, who might chance to differ with him. i) 


| 


marks are in order. The gentleman from North 
Carolina. was ruled out of order yesterday. 1 call 
for the enforcement of the rules. I call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the 3ist rule. 

Mr. STUART. Is this question of order a de- 
batable one? B 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The Chair is of 
the opinion that the gentleman from Mississippi 
cannot. under the rules discuss political. contests 
which the people in Mississippi have had,nor the 
merits of the late compromise measures, with re- 
gard to the Territories, and slavery as connected 


{with them. The Chair is bound to say that the 


gentleman is out of order. 
Mr. CARTTER. I move that the gentleman 


| be permitted to proceed in order. 


The question was then taken andit was agrecd to. 
Mr. FICKLIN. With the permission of my 
friend from Mississippi, I will suggest to him, as 


| he has the floor, to make a motion to refer this 


subject to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. It is evident that he cannot 
debate it here. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. He cannot 
debate it in Committee of the Whole, any more 
than he can here. The same rules govern the 
committee. 

{Cries of “Go on”? “Go on!”’} 

Mr. NABERS resumed. I dislike very much 
to occupy the time of the House, and really I 
have no very great anxiety to address it. I dis- 
cover that gentlemen thoroughly misconceive the 
object I have in view. My object is to put an ex- 
tinguisher upon all these fires of contention before 
I am through. My object is not to assail any 
one. F believe I will heed the suggestions of my 
friends around me. I have no feeling about it for 
myself. Representing, as I do, a most glorious 
constituency, 1 should love to make a speech, 
under the circumstances, if I were at liberty to do 
so. But being a new member, unacquainted with 
the rules of the Elouse, and subject to constant 
interruption, it is impossible for me to proceed, 
and l therefore yield to the suggestions of my 
friends. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the joint resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee of the Whole 


‘on the state of the Union; and on that motion he 


demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, on a di- 
vision—ayes 95, noes 45—and the main question 
was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. GORMAN. I would inquire of the Chair 
whether this motion precludes me from making an 
argument? 

The SPEAKER. At this time. 

Mr. GORMAN. I mean now. 

The SPEAKER. The motion would preclude 


i the gentleman from making a speech at this time. 


r. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to the Chair that, by the rules and practice of 
the House, the gentleman from Indiana, as chair- 
man of the committee that reported this proposi- 
tion, is entitled to an hour speech at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair doubts whether 
that rule applies to a motion of reference. There 
can be no doubt that the gentleman from Indiana 
would be entitled to be heard in case the motion 


` to commit did not prevail; but the Chair is of 
Tam aware of the : 


opinion that he cannot be heard upon the motion 


: to commit, all debate having been cut off by the 


with regard to these exciting questions, or as to |: 


the manner in which those measures were to be | the affirmative—yeas 148, nays 45; as follows: 


received, after they became the law of the land. Hii 


never made war upon any living human being, in 
regard to his particular views, during the pend- 
ency of these measures before Congress. 
Mr. ORR. Iagain call the gentleman to order. 
Mr. VENABLE, 


Mr. ORR. I should have no objection to hear 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Nasers] in 


i: Committee of the Whole, if he desires to reply 
i to the gentleman from North Carolina, {Mr Vex- | 


ABLE.] I should be gratified to hear him; but 
upon this resolution 1 de not think that his re- 


I hope my friend will with- ` 
| draw it, and let the gentleman proceed. 


ii 
ii 


: Chastain, Churchwell, 
| Cottman, Cullom, Curtis, Daniel, George T. Davis, Dim- 


previous question. 
Mr. JONES. I suppose, then, that if the mo- 


i tion to commit is negatived, he will be entitled to 


' be heard before the question is taken on the reso- 
‘ lution. 


The SPEAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. GORMAN demanded the yeas and nays; 


: and they were ordered. 


And the question being taken, it wag*decided in 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Alen, Al- 


; lison, John Appleton, William Appleton, Ashe, Babcock, 


Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, Bibighaus, Bocock, Bowie, Bragg, 


| Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Buell, 


Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, 
Clark, Clingman, Colcock, Conger, 


mick, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, Edger- 
ton, Evans, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. 
Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow 
Goodrich, Grey, Grow, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W., 
Harris, Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard 
Hillyer, Holladay, Horsford, Houston, John W. Howe. 
Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, James Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W, John- 
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son, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Mann, 


Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McDonald, McLanahan, | 


McNair, Miller, Millson, Miner, Molony, John Moore, 
Morebead, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, Newton, Orr, Out- 


law, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslec, Penn, | 
Penniman, Phelps, Rantoul, Riddle, Russell, Sackett, ; 


Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Origen S. Seymour, 
Skelton, Smart, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Abra- 
ham F.‘Stevens, Alexander H. Stephens, Stone, Strother, 


Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Townshend, Tuck, Venable, | 
Walbridge, Wallace, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, ; 
Wells, Addison White, Alexander White, Wildrick, Wil- i! 


liams, and Woodward—148. 

ZNA YS—Mressrs. Charles Alen, Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, 
Breckenridge, Brenton, Busby, Cobb, Dawson, Dean, Dun- 
bam, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gorman, 
Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hendricks, Henn, Howard, Inger- 
soll, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Mason, McCorkle, McMui-- 
lin, Meade, Nabers, Olds, Polk, Price, Robbins, Robinson, 
Savage, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, Sweetser, 
George W. ‘Thompson, and Wilcox—45. 


So the joint resolution was referred to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE ON CENSUS PRINTING. 


Mr. POLK offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That all debate in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on joint resolution No. 12, shall cease 
on Thursday next at two o’clock, and they shall then pro- 
ceed to vote on such amendments as may be pending or 
offered to the same, and shall then report it to the House 
with such amendments as may have been agreed to by the 
committee, 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 
tion is not in order at this time. 


T submit that that resolu- 
It is not proper 


to offer such a resolution until the matter has been | 


up in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and has been debated there. It has 
been so decided by the last Speaker. I know that 
fact. I remember it distinctly. 

Mr. POLK. I have not surrendered the floor 


et. 
$ The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the : 


resolution is in order. 


Mr. STANLY. Then I move to lay it upon | 


the table. 
Mr. POLK. The gentleman from North Caro- 


lina cannot submit that motion until I yield the | 


floor. 
The SPEAKER. The question not being de- 

batable, the gentleman from Tennessee had no 

right to retain the floor. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 


now in order. 

Mr. POLK. It is very strange that gentlemen 
upon the other side should be so anxious that the 
debate should progress upon this question. There 
must be some object—some purpose in it. 

Mr. STANLY. There is. e desire to save 
the public money. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 


resolution offered by the gentleman from Tennes- | 


see, (Mr. Poxx,] closing debate upon the joint res- 
olution just referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, is in order, and 
from that decision the gentleman from North Car- 
olina (Mr. Crivamax] appeals. 


Mr. CLINGMAN, I ask for the reading of the | 


rule making a resolution of that kind in order. 

Mr. POLK. Will the gentleman from North 
Carolina state when such a resolution would bein 
order? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. After the joint resolution 
had been debated in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. POLK. For how long? 

A Member. For one minute even. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is as follows: 


“Phe House may, at any time, by a vote of a majority ij 


present, suspend the rules and orders for 
going into Committee of the Whole House 
the Union ; and also for providing for the 
discharge of the Committee of the Whole Hous and the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
from the further consideration of any: bill referred to it, 
after acting without debate on all amendments pending, 
and that may be offered.” 

The Chair is still of the opinion that the reso- 
lution is in order. . ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the Chair allow me 
to state that the ground upon which his predeces- 
sor based his decision was with reference to the 
words “ further consideration ?” 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I know that Mr. Cobb 
decided again and again—and so did Mr. Win- 
throp—that it was not in order to offer a resolu- 
tion of this kind until the matter had been consid- 


of the members 
the purpose of § 
on the state of 


I intended to appeal from | 
the decision of the Chair—that this resolution is : 


i ered in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. I see no reason for changing that 
practice. 


3 
i 
i| The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
|| general power given to the House extends to the 
‘| fixing of a time for closing the debate on a propo- 


committee, 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I would in- 


| supersede a special order already made. 

1 Mr. POLE. Can the gentleman from Georgia 
J inform me what was the hour fixed for that spe- 
+ cial order ? 


day to day thereafter until disposed of. 
|| Mr. STEPHENS. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, that he can attain his 


that the debate shall cease in fifteen minutes, or 
one hour, afier the committee shall take the sub- 
ject up. 

Mr. POLK. 


tion. 


| Mr. ORR. Was not an appeal taken from the 
|| decision of the Chair? : 
The SPEAKER. There was; but the gentle- i 


man from Tennessee has aright to modify his res- 
olution, 

Mr. HIBBARD. Is not the question now 
pending upon the appeal ? i 
| The SPEAKER. kis. 
Mr. HIBBARD. Then I move to lay the ap- 
ii peal upon the table. 


ij after the committee should take up the subject. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 
| The usual resolution has been, that the debate 
shall cease within one hour after the commuttee 
i Shall resume the consideration of the subject. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks it compe- 


í 


be discharged from any consideration of the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. STEPHENS. There is no doubt about 
that, but that is under a different. rule. 

Mr. POLK. Will it be in order, to avoid the 


i| objection of the gentleman from North Carolina, | 


ito amend the resolution so as to make it read, 
| on Wednesday next at three o’clock ?” 
» The SPEAKER. 
objection raised by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 
The question was then taken on the motion to 


there were—ayes 71. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded tellers; which 
‘1 were ordered. 
‘| Mr. POLK demanded the yeas aad nays; which 
i| were ordered. 

Mr. MEADE. 1 desireto inquire of theSpeaker 
what is the state of the question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, for the 


mittee of the Whole upon the joint resolution in 
relation to the Census printing. ‘The gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Cuineman] made the 
point of order that the House could not Bose 


the resolution was in order. From that decision 


i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
\ 
i 
il 


i «Shall the appeal from the decision of the Chair lie 
= upon the table??? Upon that question the yeas 
ij and nays have been ordered. 

“The question was then taken, and there were— 
i yeas 76, nays 107; as follows: 


4 ¥EAS—Messrs. W. Allen, Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, i 
Briggs, Buell, Busby, Caldwell, T. ; 


i!l Beale, Breckenride, € 
! Campbell, Chastain, Clark, Cottman, Curtis, Dawson, 
‘| Dean, Diramick, Dunham, Edmundson, Freeman, Gay- 
‘| Jord, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hamilton, Isham 
G. Harris, Sampson 
Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, 


| 
i 
t 
a 


Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, 


sition in advance of its actual consideration in the | 


quire ofthe Chair, by way of suggestion to the gen- i 
ii Ueman from Tennessee, whether there is not a: 
special order for Thursday next, and from day to | 
day thereafter? A majority of the House cannot 'i 


i 
| "Phe SPEAKER. For the entire day andfrom | 
object by modifying his resolution so as to read, ` 


I will accept of that modifica- ; 


Mr. POLK then modified his resolution so as 3} 
to read that the debate should cease in one hour | 


My objection stil lies. i 


tent for the House to order the committee even to |! 


‘ | 
That would not obviate the | 


lay the appeal upon the table, and, on a count, |} 


information of the gentleman and the House, that | 
i the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pork] de-! 
| sired to offer a resolution closing debate in Com- ; 
| 


debate in the Committee of the Whole upon a; 
subject until the committee had had the subject | 
:| first under consideration. The Chair decided that ii 


the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Crine- | 
max] appeals. The gentleman from New Hamp- | 
shire [Mr. Hissarp} moves to lay that appeal ; 
upon the table. The question now is, therefore, | 


W. Harris, Hart, Hascall, Hendricks, i 
Howard, Ingersoll, Robert W. j 


| Lockhart, Mace, Mason, MeCorkle, MeLanahan, McMul- 
| lin, MeNair, Morrison, Murray, Nahers, Olds, Andrew 
|| Parker, Samnel W. Parker, Penn, Polk, Price, Rantoul, 
| Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Russell, Savage, David L.Sey- 
| mour, Skelton, Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard A. 
j Stanton, - Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin, Stratton, 
1) Stuart, George W. Thompson, Thurston, Wilcox, and 
Wildrick—76, 

_NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Charles Allen, Al- 
lison, W. Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, 
| Boeoek, Bragg, Brenton, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George 
i H. Brown, Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis D. Camp- 
i hell, Cartter, Caskie, Clingman, Cobb, Colcock, Conger, 

tullom, Daniel, George T. Davis, Disney, Dockery, Doty, 
Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Ficltin, 
Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
i Goodenow, Goodrich, Grey, Grow, Hall, Harper, Haws, 
“ Haven, Hebard, Holladay, Horsford, John W. Howe, 
| Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew 

; Johnson, James Johnson, John Johnson, Danicl T, Jones 

| George W. Jones, George G. King, Mann, Humphrey 
Marshall, Martin, McDonald, Miller, Millson, Miner, Mo- 
|; lony, Morehead, Murphy, Newton, Orr, Outlaw, Peaslee, 
i Peuniman, Phelps, Porter, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, 
Scudder, Scurry, Smart, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Stroth- 
er, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Townshend, 
‘Suck, Walbridge, Wallace, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, 
| Watkins, Weleh, Wells, Addison White, Alexander 
ii White, Williams, and Yates—~107. 


i} eo the House refused to lay the appeal upon the 
1) table, 


i| The question now being, ‘‘ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for tellers; which 
were ordered, and Messrs. CLINGMAN, and STAN- 
von of Tennessee, were appointed. - 

Mr. SKELTON. I desire to move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House referred this 
į resolution to the Committee of the Whole on the 
|; state of the Union. 
|! TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman’s motion will 
l| be entertained, but the Chair thinks that the ques- 
tion of order must first be disposed of. 

The resolution was then again read as modified. 

Mr. POLK. Ifthe resolution is still under my 
control, I desire again to modify it, so as to close 
debate in five hours, instead of one hour after the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
| shall again have entered upon its consideration. 
| The SPEAKER. 'The gentleman can so mod- 
| ify the resolution, if the decision of the Chair is 
i| sustained; but the question of order must first be 
| determined. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
| ported—ayes 59, noes 96. 
||” So the decision of the Chair was overruled, and 
the resolution of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee 
| [Mr. Pork] was ruled out of order. 
| Mr. HOUSTON, Mr. Speaker, I now pro: 
pose. 
|, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
i! Jersey [Mr. Sxerrow] has the floor—if he desires 
|| to claim it—upon his motion to reconsider the vote 
| by which the joint resolution was referred to the 
| 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union. 
| Mr. SKELTON. [now desire to make that 
| motion; and upon that motion I wish to make one 
i or two remarks. 
In voting for the reference of this resolution, I 
| did so for the purpose of obtaining additional in- 
| formation upon the subject before it was finally 
| disposed of. Since that reference has been made, 
` however, my views upon that subject have under- 
gonea change. Iam satisfied that we are as well 
prepared to vote upon this resolution now, as we 
shall be ten days or ten weeks hence, or at least 
i any future time. Iam in favor of the most rigid 
economy inthe administration of the affairs of this 
Government, And it is for these reasons I 
: desire that this subject shall not be referred to the 
: Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


i! I believe this House is now prepared knowingly 
and understandingly to vote upon this subject, 
and that if it is referred, the consequence will be 
unnecessary delay. The interests of this House 
and the country demand that this subject of pub- 
lic printing shall be acted upon, and acted upon 
speedily. It is, in my opinion, a bad economy for 
this House to prolong the consideration of this 
question from day to day, when its own business is 
suffering for want of the necessary printing, to 
give the information required in the transaction of 
“its own business. I say that is a bad economy. 
Upon the other hand, it has been admitted, I be- 
lieve, by all the committees which have reported 
to this House upon the subject, that the printer 
who contracted to do the public printing for this 
i| Congress, has utterly failed to comply with that 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Jan. 27, 


contract; With this state of things before us, it 
becomes our duty to adopt some other system, by 
which the business of this House and of the 
country. may be promoted. It becomes us to 
order, in some mariner, the public printing neces- 
sary to accomplish our ‘purposes, to be done as 
apeedily as possible. The question, then, arises, 
Shall we delay this matter from day to day, as we 
have done since the commencement of this session? 
Shall we allow the interests of the country to sudfer 
for the want of expeditious printing? I think | 
not. I think it is our duty, and the public interests 
demand it, that we. should act upon the present 
occasion upon this. subject, in a manner that shall 
expedite the business before the House. It is not 
orly necessary that we should have the printing 
done in time, but it is necessary that we should 
have it done in a proper manner. Heretofore the 

printing for this body has been performed ina 
manner that is not creditable to us. It has been 
printed upon bad paper, and badly printed upon 
the paper used, 

Mr. FLORENCE. IT desire that the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Sxstron] will specify 
what printer it is who has performed his work 
thus badly. desire to know whether he refers 
to the present contractor or the contractors for a 
former Congress? 

Mr. SKELTON. I willstate to the gentleman 
that, so far as my observation has extended, the 
public printing not only for previous Congresses, 
but for this House since the commencement of 
the present session, has been done very badly, 
and upon very bad paper. Will that satisfy the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? I do not know 
who has done this printing, but, by whomsoever 
it has been done, E do know that it has not been 
done according to the contract. 

Mr. FLORENCE. It satisfies me so far as 
the gentleman’s declaration is concerned, but no 
further. I have my own opinion as to the con- 
clusion which he arrives at, as to whether the 
publie printing for the present Congress has been || 
well execated or not. [ have some of it before |i 
me, and as far as my experience goes, and accord- 
ing to my own judgment, I have no hesitation in 
saying, that it is the best publie printing I ever 
saw, and quire as good as any I ever saw either ii 
by contract or by the publisher of any newspaper 
in the country. 

Mr. SKELTON, I will say, for the informa- || 
tion of this House and the country, that the gen- |; 
\ 


tleman who has the contract for the public printing 
is a stranger to me, aud I have, therefore, no per- 
sonal feelings in the matter whatever. Ido not 
even know the politics of the gentleman, and 
therefore I have no political feelings to gratify in 
this matter, My only object is to have the print- 
ing of this House and of Congress done in time, 
and properly done. ‘Phat is my only motive. 1] 
leave the quality of the paper heretofore used, and | 
the printing heretofore done, for the consideration 

of the members of this House. F have given my 

opinion, and the gentleman trom Pennsylvania bas 

given his, and itis for the House to decide be- 

tween us. I presume a majority of the gentlemen | 
in this House will admit that the printing bas not 
heen done according to the contract entered into 
by the public printer. I believe that this contract 
system bas failed; and that having failed, it be- | 
comes indispensahly necessary that we should | 
adopt some other method by which we can have 

this work done expeditiously. We have nowa! 
resolution before the House which looks to the | 
accomplishment of this object. I do not believe | 
it is necessary to refer this resolution to the Com- | 


ti 
i! 


| sieged upon theright hand and left-—to have the pub- ; 
| lic printing done, and have it laid before the coun- ; 


|i of the public printer? By reference to the law, it 


| pressly reserved from the contract. Ivery gen- | 


|: tion at all, 


respects more than we lose in dollars and cents in 
this. For while I am an advocate of economy in 
the matter of dollars and cents, I am an equal ad- 
vocate of economy in other matters, and I call the 
attention of the House to the subject. f would 
not save money in the action of this House at the 
expense of intelligence. . Every farthing we spend 
for the promotion of intelligence through our wide- 
spread and prosperous country, will return to us a | 
hundred-fold, though it may appear to cost us a 

| large sum in dollars and cents. The census re- 

turns should be printed as speedily as possibie, 

and given forth to the country, to stimulate the in- 

telligence, the industry, and enterprise of our cit- 

| izens, and it will return to the coffers of the nation ! 
| a hundred-fold. I willnot occupy the time of this | 
i House in a lengthy and elaborate discussion of 

this subject, for 1 am aware that these topics were 
i discussed when this subject was before under con- | 
! sideration, I wish merely to give my views, and | 
my reasons for changing my vote upon this ques- | 
tion. I desire the question shall be specdily settled, | 
and so settled that the printing of the House may | 
be done in the most expeditious and correct man- 
ner, and at the same time we shall be able to give | 
to the people of this country that information | 
which the circumstances of the present time seem | 
i to demand. I hope, sir, that this resolution will | 
| be reconsidered, and that this question will be re- | 
tained in this House and speedily‘acted upon; and 
for the purpose of bringing this question to an is- 
| sue, I move the previous question. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the gentleman will | 
withdraw his call for the previous question for a, 
| short time. 

Mr. SKELTON. As the chairman of the Com- 
i mittee on Printing desires it, I will withdraw the 
call, upon condition that he renews it. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to know whether the pre- ; 
| vious question can be demanded upon a motion to | 
reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. There is no question of that. | 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Gorman] is | 
entitled to the floor. i 

Mr. GORMAN. The confusion upon this sub- | 
ject has created some little excitement, and if I} 


i 
t 
| 
i 
i 
i 
} 


| 
| 
i 
i 


could be heard I am well satisfied that 1 can sat- | 


isfy this House—I care not to what party gentle- 
men belong—that this question need not, and ought || 
not, for the public good, to be referred to the Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Gentlemen upon both sides of the House are call- | 
ing upon the Committee on Printing—I am ‘be- 


try. Youask me, my friends ask me, what are į 
| you doing upon this subject? The point first be- 
| fore the kKLouse—and I stated it briefly when I got 


| up—is, Does this printing come within the contract | 


| will be seen that this species of printing was ex- | 


teman upon that committec—the distinguished | 
| Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Sarru,] and the; 
‘gentleman trom New York, (Mr. Havens,] being | 
: members of that committee upon that side of the i 
| House—every gentleman was clearly of the opin- 
ion that there was no legal doubt upon the ques- į 
Then that being settled, what next? | 
: Here is a job—if you may so call it—of census 
printing. It has to be done, and by somebody. | 
| in the first place, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. | 
i Vinton) introduced this census law in the jast | 
| Congress, and he put into that census law, at the | 
| request of the authorities of Government—I am į 
| authorized to say so—and at the request of some | 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Ishall insist, when the work of this House is to 
be done, that it shall be done in a proper manner; 
and while I insist upon the most. rigid econoiny in 
giving out the public printing, I will say—and I 
believe the members ofthis Houseare willing to take |, 
the same ground—that I am in favor of giving a ji 
fair compensation for such labor,so that men shall |! 
not, after the work has been done, come before us || 
and say they have not been paid for their work, ji 
and have lost by their jobs, 1 say this is all |i 
wrong. We should give them a fair compensa- |! 
tion, and insist. upon the work being done in a l 
proper manner and at a proper time. H thel 
printing of this House costs us a little more in | 
money, under the arrangement proposed to be en- || 
tered into by the committee who have the special |! 
charge of this matter, we shall gain in other 


i 
( 
i 
i 
i 
| 
! 


preparatory part of the census printing should be ! 


i: left under the control of the Superintendent of the | 


t 
! 
i of the members of the Administration, that this | 
i 
i 
| 


Census Board and the Secretary of the Interior. | 


| That law so stipulated that it should be so left 


ing done as fast as they could. Then there was || 


| 
there. They have had all the preparatory print- | 


another part of the printing which Congress | 
said should be reserved, to be done according as i 
you might direct hereafter. i 
that? it is the compendium, making—if you ! 
publish this historical account—about two vol- | 
umes of the size of the Congressional Globe. And || 
it was shown to my friend from Maryland, [Mr. ! 
Evaxs,] who made a speech yesterday, not an [i 
hour ago, by the Suprintendent of the Census, | 


What printing is |; 


| that the size of this historical part, if published, |} 


would only make a volume of the size of the Con- ! 


gressional Globe; and if you leave off this histori- 
cal part, it will make about thirty per cent. less. 
Am IT right? . 

Mr. EVANS. If the honorable gentleman will 
allow me, the Superintendent of the Census has 
shown me the book. The gentleman is perfectly 
correct. Ele says it will make two volumes about 
the size of the American Archives. If the Com- 
pendium of Maryland will make one hundred 
pages, I argue from it that the ‘whole will make 
about four volumes, and not thirty volumes, ag 
stated yesterday. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. If the gentle- 
man will allow me, [have a letter from. Mr.. Ken- 
nedy, the Superintendent of the Census, and will 
send it to the Speaker’s table to be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EVANS. I will further state, that the 
Superintendent of the Census told methat the spe- 
cimen-work for Maryland will be laid on every 
member’s table on Saturday next; and from that 
every one can judge for himself, if Maryland 
makes one hundred pages how much the whole 
Union will make. 

The communication from Mr. Kennedy was 
then read, as follows: 

Census Burrav, January 27, 1852. 

Sır: The census returns, as I propose to arrange them, 
willmake two volumes (not quite so much) of the size of 
the American. Archives. The sccond volume of the fourth 
series is a fair sample of the size. Ff my commenits are 
omitted, it will reduce the size thirty per cent. 

Respecttully, your obedient servant, 

J. © G. KENNEDY, 
Superintendent Census Bureau. 
Hon. R.-H. STANTON. 


Mr. GORMAN, (resuming.) That letter from 
Mr. Kennedy says, that if the printing proceeds 
as suggested by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
by the Superintendent of the Census, it will make 
two volumes something less than the size of the 
American Archives—that is about the size of the 
Congressional Globe subeiAnnaliy: 

Now, the next thing is, will this House order 
the printing of the historical part? I will consent 
—and my colleagues upon the committee will con- 
sent, I understand—that you strike off this histor- 
ical part, Then it will make two volumes—thirty 
per cent. less than the two volumes I have de- 
scribed. It isin such a state of forwardness: at 
this time, that it can be left off without interrupt- 
ing the printing at all. Do you desire to leave off 
the historical part? 

A Voice. No! no! 

Mr. G. If you do, I will propose an amend- 
ment, or will accept one, that it shall be left off, 
and let the printing proceed, as is the earnest de- 
sire of the Secretary of the Interior, the Superm- 
tendent of the Census, and of you all. Strike it 
out, then. ` 

A Voice, Oh no! let us have it all. 

Mr.G. Now, whether it is struck out or not, 
why delay? The next thing, Mr. Speaker, is, 
why is this resolution introduced with the name 
of Donelson & Armstrong? Will my friends 
hear me? and I will tell you the reason. Here is 
a job, reserved from the public printer’s. contract 
by the letter of the law, to be done by your or- 
der. Who will you give itto? You have organ- 
ized a committee in this House, and the codrdi- 
nate branch of the legislative department of the 
Government has organized another committee. 
The Democratic party of the country are in the 
ascendency here. You have organized thosecom- 
mittees’ with Democratic majorities. You direct 
them, by a resolution, that they shall have this 
census printing done. You direct it. And T am 
inquired of, occasionally, by a timid friend, Why 
do you introduce this resolution here? Because 
you told me to. You demanded action. I have 
given you action. I submitted it to a committee 
composed of a majority of Democrats. Gales & 
Seaton, Gideon & Co., Rives, Hamilton, and 
Donelson & Armstrong, are printers in this city. 
When we come forward to act, the resolution says 
we shall have this printing done. I make acon- 
tract with Donelson & Armstrong upon such 
terms as may be considered proper and reasona- 
ble. I then put the question, Are you willing to 
trust the joint committee of the Senate and House 
to make a contract that will be fair and honor- 
able? We are told that there will be fraud. 
Why, gentlemen must remember, that when 
they say that, they impugn the character and 
integrity of that committee. Sir, I should feel 
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myself unworthy of a seat here if I could pander to 
my party predilections—as strong as they are—if 
I could so forget myself as to make a contract 
that would be unreasonable, or give a compensa- 
tion to enrich my political friends at the sacrifice 
of justice or of the rights of my country. What 
would that committee do? That committee would 
call upon Blair & Rives, as one of the members of 
that committee has already done upon Mr. Rives, 
and inquire, What did you get for the printing of 
the census in 1842 and 1843? Answer, $137,000. 
We have had that to start upon. We would then 
call upon Gales & Seaton, Gideon & Co.,and Mr. 
Rives and others, to learn what diminution of 
prices had occurred since that time. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. STEPHENS. J understand the gentleman 
to state that he had called upon Mr. Rives to learn 
what he would do this job for, and to be governed 
by his price. 

Mr. GORMAN. By all means. We would not 
certainly give the contract to Donelson & Arm- 
strong without an understanding of the former 
prices. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then another question: 
Why does the gentleman come in here and ask the 
House in advance to say that we shall give it to 
Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong? 

Mr. GORMAN. 
point, which I hope to eliminate to the gentle- 
man’s entire satisfaction. 1 stated that we had 
consulted with printers in reference to the price of 
printing. This has been all talked over in the 
committee, and I am now but recapitulating. 
Why did we put Donelson & Armstrong’s names 
in here? I will tell my friend: For the very same 
reason that if his party were in power, they 
would put the names of Gales & Seaton, or Gideon 
& Co., there. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Ihave no party. 


Mr. GORMAN. The gentleman says he has | 


no party. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky.. I desire sim- 
ly to ask the gentleman from Indiana if it is not 
ais recollection, and whether it is not the recollec- 


tion of the House, that the preparatory printing | 


of the forms necessary for the taking of the cen- 
sus was done at the ‘* Republic office,” and if, 
when we had that subject under consideration, it 
did not appear to this House that we could not alter 


the schedules in a single particular, because the | 
of the Interior had caused this prelimi- | 


Secretar 
nary printing to be done before we had passed 
the bill? While we were engaged in passing that 
bill, I made repeated efforts, and other gentlemen 
made repeated efforts, to change those schedules; 
but wecould not doit. Wecould not geta particu- 
lar description of hemp growing in my State in- 
eluded in the schedule. We had been frustrated 
by the action of the Secretary of the Interior, who 
had given the job to the partisan editors of the 
6 Republie. ”? 

Mr. GORMAN. The gentleman has fully ex- 
plained that matter, and I need not repeat it. I 
will tell my honorable friend from Georgia that 
party has something to do witk this matter. It 
would be dishonorable in me to disguise it. Were 
I in power I would give what patronage was to 
be given fairly and properly to my political friends 
instead of to my political enemies. i 

Mr. HEBARD. I want to make a simple in- 
quiry. I understand the gentleman from Indiana 
to state that the resolution only authorizes the 
committee to make a contract with Donelson & 
Armstrong. In case they make no reasonable 
contract E would ask him what they then inten- 
doing ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill answer. The contract 
with Donelson & Armstrong for the printing of 
this matter is to be made upon such terms as the 


committee shall deem reasonable and proper, and | 


not what Donelson & Armstrong shall deem rea- 
sonable. That is my answer. 

Mr. HEBARD. That does not answer my 
question. After the committee shall have come 
to their conclusion of what price will be reason- 
able, and Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong will not 
accept the terms proposed, what do they then 
propose to do? : 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no other remedy 
then but to report the fact to the House. 

Mr. HEBARD. I want to ask another ques- 


I was just coming to that | 


tion. Why not have this resolution in such shape 
that when the committee come to the conclusion 
that they cannot make a reasonable contract with 
Donelson & Armstrong, that they shall make it | 
with some other printer without coming back to 
the House? 

Mr. GORMAN. Iapprehend that the gentle- 
man’s interrogation does not amount to anything. 
It results only in this, that if we cannot make a 
contract what are we then to do?. The gentleman 
goes into a supposition that is not at all within 
the range of probability. 

Mr. HEBARD. It is within the range of a 
business transaction. 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 will not retort upon the 
gentleman, and say as to what he would do, be- 
cause I will not enter into that sort of discussion. 
I shall confine myself to the facts; and, as gentle- 
men have been kind enough to listen to what I have 
said, I beg them to hear me further upon the facts 
of the matter. It has been said here that Donel- 
son & Armstrong are partisan editors. True; 
they are. Here is a fob that is to be given to 
some one, and | ask any gentleman upon that side 
of the House, if he had the power, would he not 
give it to his political friends who would do it for 
an equally reasonable price? 

Mr. FLORENCE: May I ask a single ques- 
tion? Do I understand thechairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing to say the public printer, so 
called, is unable to perform this printing? 

Mr.GORMAN. I have made no such decla- 
ration. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
it under his contract? 

Mr. GORMAN. Under the law. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I want to understand the 
difference between awarding patronage to a Demo- 
crat with a newspaper and a Democrat without a 
newspaper. Icannot understand why a constitu- 
ent of mine—and f make that declaration here— 
who is a Democrat, and by whose vote, in part, I 
hold a seat in this House, should not be as well 
considered as a Democrat with a newspaper? 


That he is not entitled to 


Several Memsers, That is the point. 
Mr.GORMAN. He should, by all manner of 


means. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I will beg the gentleman’s 
permission to say another word. 

Mr. GORMAN. {cannot yield further. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I will go behind no 
man—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is not in order, as the gentleman from 
Indiana refuses to yield the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. My friend must excuse me, 
but I cannot yield. 

Mr. FLORENCE, 
ter. 
ihr. GORMAN. The gentleman appeals so 
strongly that I cannot resist. I yield. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I do not trouble the House 
much. I am a listener, a learner, a pupil here; 
but, sir, my whole political life will bear me out 
in the declaration that I go behind no man in 
awarding what patronage 1 can by my personal 
influence and vote to Democrats. 


Only one word. 


ter.] 
bodied in my speech. 
opposite side of the House to remember that at the 


Tam willing that that sentiment shall be m- 


was introduced into one of the branches of the 
Government in these words: 

Resolved, That Blair & Rives be dismissed as the public 
printer or printers of the Senate. 

lt was passed by a Whig party vote, and stands 
upon your records as a living witness coming up 
in judgment against you. That is admitted. ‘Phis 


my Demoeratic friends is asimple question whether 
we shall give it to our friends or not. That is all 
there is in it. What more do we propose? 

“The work to be executed under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, aud to be paid for as it progresses 
by the head of the Census Bureau, with power to abate 
from the amount stipulated if the work, when exeenied, | 
sbail prove deficient or below the standard which may be 
agreed upon.” 

I ask my friends what more is there in this 
transaction? Donelson & Armstrong are to doit, 
and it is complained because their names are jn- 
serted here. I tell you, if that contract can be 
given them, so far as my influence and vote go, | 
| they shall have it. Why will I select them in | 


|: lina to let by-gones be by-gones. 


[Laugh- | 


Mr. GORMAN. Thatisexactly right. [Laugh- į 
I ask my friends upon the |: 


extra session of Congress in 1842-743 a resolution |’ 


isnot a parallel case to that at all. This I say to i 


i; million of dollars. 


i 
| 
p 
! 


sate ond 


] 

| preference to other Democrats? I will do so,I 
i tell my friends, because they are the organs of the 
| Democratic party. Is that plain enough? Is it 
i understood? I beg my friend from North Caro- 
T will not raise 
| Banquo’s ghost here. I will not put the cup to 
| his lips. Lam willing to stand side by side with 
| my honorable friend from North Carolina to do 
| battle with him for the great Democratic princi- 

i ples of my country. I do not care whether he 

| voted for the compromise or not. | am not going 

to put the test to his lips, if he sees proper now 

to march under the banuer of the Democratic party 

as it shall be laid down by the Baltimore Conven- 

tion. Task him,a veteran in the cause of De- 

mocracy, when he comes before the country, not to 

tell the people that he is going to prescribe rules 

for the party, which, if not adopted, he will sep- 

arate himself from thenx Task him to leave a Iit- 

tle to the generous confidence of friends with 

whom he has been associated all his life—a little 
to the confidence of those friends who hold the 
country dear—who hold the perpetuation of our 
| institutions above all price. Ee should act with 
them, and because of the declarations of an indi- 
vidual who has thought proper to be his antagonist 
upon a political principle, he certainly is not going 
to stifle his voice in the cause of his country. 

Mr. VENABLE, I trust that no man here 
will suppose that 1 am deserting principles, which 
I have professed for more than thirty years, be- 
cause of my dissatisfaction with any individual. 
My principles are independent of individuals. 
They are founded upon the convictions of my un- 
| derstanding, the approbation of my conscience, 
and the cordial acceptance of my heart. From my 
| intercourse with my gullant friend, I shall be proud 
i to act with him at all times; but I shall never act 
|| either with or without my friends, under circum- 
| stances by which 1 shall forfeit my self-respect. 

! Mr. GORMAN. I have no fears that my hon- 
|| orable friend will ever be called upon to act with 
| any other organization than that great and glo- 
| rious Democratie party, that has borne the ban- 
| ner of their country always. They are always 
; for their country. fam proud to say to-day, be- 
| fore God and my country, that I am for that 
i country right, but in the last resort, right or 
| wrong. I hope that I may not find my honorable 
‘friend, who has differed with us upon certain 
| questions, which have agitated the country from 
‘ centre to circumference during the last Congress, 
| going up to the Washington Union and saying, “I 
; hold you responsible for your opinions—you shall 
- not share in the patronage which I can bestow, be- 
‘cause you differ with me upon these subjects.’” 
ji My friend, when he says that he will proscribe 
| such opinions, could only expect to be proscribed 
i! in turn. } hope that no such necessity may 
i} occur, 

i Mr. VENABLE. Will the gentleman allow 
ii me to say, that I proposed to open this subject to 
|i free bidding everywhere, J said that they had no 
|: claims upon me individually, J do not proscribe 
| them, but I open the bidding to the printers of the 
i United States, so that we may have a fair and free 
| competition. 

| Mr. GORMAN. ‘This resolution proposes to 
i leave this matter to the committee. It is nota 
' guestion to be left to Donelson & Armstrong. 
| Tt is a question which our friends are called upon 
l to leave to the committee which you have con- 
stituted inthis House. We callupon you to leave 
the reasonableness and propriety of that contract 
: to the committee. Are you willing to do it? Have 
ii you confidence in their integrity and purpose of 
i character to discharge that duty? 

2 Mr. EVANS. Iwill ask the gentleman before 
‘he is done to tell this House why it is improper 
to let this printing by contract, and why it is the 
‘contract system is now to be abandoned? The 
| instance the gentleman gave was in 1841, before the 
i contract system was entered into. Now, I want 
ithe gentleman to state how much this printing 
: will cost. Iam informed that it will cost about 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam authorized to say, upon 
: the authority of the very best printers, that it will 
; not cost half of $500,000. These diversions upon 
this occasion have led me off from some of the 
; facts in this case. 

Mr. EVANS. Speak to the contract. 

Mr. GORMAN. I was about to speak upon 
‘ the question of the contract system. It'is known 
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to‘that gentleman, as he remarked yesterday upon 
the floor, that the contract system had led to diffi- 
culty, and frauds upon the country enormous in 
their character. The’contract system letsin every 
individual to come in and bid as low as possi- 
ble, and their ruling motive seems to have been, 
that after a while they were to-go before Congress 
and ask that they might be released from an 
onerous bargain. Such is the experience—such 
is the language of my friend from Maryland, [Mr. 
Evans.] He used that language then, and I pre- 
sume he will use it again. I apprehend that this 
system of letting this work out by Gontract to the 
lowest bidder, is the ground-work of the most stu- 
pendous system of fraud ever perpetrated upon 
the people of this country. 


Mr. EVANS. Notif you furnish them with 
aper. $ 
p r. GORMAN. If you furnish them with 


paper, type, and presses, it will not do. Every 
Committee on Printing have found at the bottom 
of this contract system all sorts of private under- 
standings and bargains for the purpose of fleecing 
the Government. The Committee on Printing 
have found this in their experience now. Shall 
this matter be reconsidcred? Why refer it to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 
What do you want to discuss? Do my friends who 
differ with me upon the subject of this contract 
want to get up a war between us upon the com- 
promise measures, whether they are proper and 
right? Ido pray you, avert such an evil. I am 
frank to say, that such a calamity to the Demo- 
cratic party should be avoided; and the man who 
undertakes to arraign any one here for the pur- 
pose of making an additional sore, which is now 
in a fair way of being healed, is stabbing the party 
that gives him power. I can say to my friends 
who voted against these measures, that I feel 
proud of their association. J feel that I went fur- 
ther upon these great Southern questions than any 
man north of Mason and Dixon’s line. I feel I 
can say to gentlemen who are not with us upon 
the compromise measures, ‘‘ Peace, be still!” 
Does that voice—does that warning come from a 
Democrat who has wavered? Does that voice 
come from a Democrat who has ever yet thrown 
a fire-brand into the midst of his Southern 
friends? Does that warning come from one who 
has ever turned to the right or left upon the great 
eternal principles of non-intervention? Then I say 
to them that the prolongation of this discussion 
will ran my friend from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Vewnanue,] my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Bo- 
cock,] and my friend from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Nasegrs,] into a dilemma. I hope if they love the 
union, harmony, and organization of that great 


po that brought them into power, that they will’ 


need the voice of warning. 

Mr. BOCOCK, Task, what [ do not often ask 
upon this floor, that the gentleman will yield me 
the floor for one moment. I ask this because of 
my very sincere respect and regard for the gentle- 
man from Indiana, (My. Gormay.] I do not often 
ask any gentleman who is speaking to allow me 
the privilege of introducing one word while he is 
speaking. While the gentleman from Indiana is 
proclaiming peace to the Democratie party upon 
one subject, L ask him if he does not know that 
there are other subjects upon which the Demo- 
cratic party are divided? | ask if he does not feel 
in that loyal and honest heart of his, that there is 
as much need of harmony upon those other ques- 
tions as in relation to the compromise? And I 
ask him, if he expects us here to say Peace, when 
his friends—I do not say him—proclaim peace 
only upon one subject, and give us war to the 


knife upon other vital subjects? I ask him if it |i 


will do to tell me that the friends of the Wash- 
ington Union will give us peace upon the compro- 
mise, when they are giving us war, and war to 
the knife, upon the subject of State-rights? 

Mr. GORMAN. Japprehend that more evi- 
dence has been given by the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Bococx,] and that it is the 
very thing to be avoided. Where is the Demo- 
crat here who does not see a monster exhibiting 
itself here, a hydra-headed monster, which is 
stinging the very heart of the Democratic party ? 
Where is there an individual who has witnessed 
the assault of my gallant friend from Vircinia 
[Mr. Bococx,] who will not agree with me in 
saying, ‘Peace, be still.” Supposing that one of 
our friends, who conducts a newspaper, does not 


ree with the honorable gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Bococx]—supposing that upon the subject 
of State-rights he does not concur fully in some of 
the details, I say to the gentlemen that we intend 
to put no poison in their cups. 

Mr. NABERS. The remark I intend to sub- 
mit is not atall intended to interfere with the prog- 
ress of this discussion; nor.is it intended to indi- 
cate that I feel injured by not being permitted to 
address the House this morning. I wish simply 
to know #. there is any new question before the 
House differing from the one upon which I had 
the floor this morning? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi call the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Gorman] to order? 

Mr. NABERS. No—I only asked forinform- 
ation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GORMAN, (resuming.) I was simply 
saying that objections had been urged to Donelson 
& Armstrong. That subject was mytext. Why? 
The honorable gentleman from North Carolina 
{Mr. Venas.e] had asked, why? With regard 
to certain questions—certain political principles, I 
was giving as a reason why they ought not to 
have weight. J am in order, I believe; why? be- 
cause I am directing my remarks to the point 
whether the names of Donelson & Armstrong 
should be put at the head of the resolution. But 
I am done upon the subject upon which I was 
speaking. T leave that to the magnanimity of 
men who have never failed to show it when they 
have been put to the test; I leave that to the mag- 
nanimity of men who are called upon on this occa- 
sion to regard the admonition which I have in an 
humble way suggested to them, ‘ Peace, be still.’ 
Do I propose to Northern men to put any cup to 
their ips? Do I require them to say that every 
line, sentence, syllable, comma and semi-colon of 
the fugitive slave law is right? DoJ require my 
honorable friend from North Carolina [Mr. Ven- 
ABLE] to say that every line and syllable of the 
Texas boundary bill is right. I do not require 
any such thing. I do require acquiescence in 
these measures; I desire peaceable acquiescence in 
them. 

I come back now to the question of this print- 
ing; and I appeal to the gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House to know whether, if they held 
the power and had this contract to give, and the 
choice was left to them, at the same fair and rea- 
sonable rates, they would not give it to their po- 
litical friends? 

Mr. BELL. No, not without competition. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ah! then there isa gentle- 
man sui generis. He belongs to a different race 
of men from any that I have ever yet seen. He 
must belong to some party that I have never yet 
heard of. {Laughter.] He would not prefer a 
political friend—one possessing all the elements of 
qualification—to a political opponent! God save 
| me from such a political partisan as that! He 
isan Ishmaelite. [Laughter.] He must have his 
hand against everybody and everybody’s hand, 
i Lapprebend, must be turned against him. 

In conclusion, allow me to say to this House 
that I ask my friends to reconsider this question. 

Mr. BELL. Will the gentleman allow me to 
make an explanation ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Why, yes, with pleasure, if 
it is not too long. 

Mr. BELL. Twill not make it long. 

Mr. GORMAN. I want to know, first, if the 
gentleman is the one who answered me just now? 

Mr. BELL. Tamthe man. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GORMAN. T am glad to see you, sir. 
[Renewed Jaughter.] 

Mr. BELL. I understood the gentleman to 
make an appeal tothe members en thisside of the 
House, knowing, at the same time, that if hekept 
| the floor under the permission of the other gentle- 
i man [Mr. Sxetroy] who lets it out, they would 
| 
i 


| have no opportunity to reply. I may have been 
| out of order in saying ‘*No, not without com- 


saying that, I meant that I would not place in 
jeopardy the interests of my country to favor an 
individual of my own party, by giving an exorbi- 
tant price for the work. I would do as any pru- 
dent individual would. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
would. 

Mr. BELL. Now, I understand that by this 
resolution you tie your own hands. 


I presume the gentleman 


| petition,” but I wish it to be understood, that in | 


Mr. GORMAN. Notat all. The gentleman 
| wants to pursuade us, that we tie our own hands 
by putting in those potent words, ‘* Donelson & 
Armstrong;’’ that is the bugbear. . 

Mr. BELL. You ask the House to tie your 
| hands for you. j 
| Mr. GORMAN. I turned to the gentlemen on 
| the other side of the House, and asked them if, in 
giving this job, they had to choose between a po- 
litical friend and a political foe—occupyiug equal 
positions in society, of equal ability and integrity, 
and willing to take it at thesame reasonable prices, 
they would not prefer to give it to their political 
friend? ‘The gentleman answered no. | 

Mr. BELL. That was not the question. 

Mr. GORMAN. I answered that the gentle- 
man must certainly be sui generis. I did not mean 
anything personal. 

Mr. BELL. Oh, I did not understand you so. 

Mr. GORMAN. Well, then, allow me to pro- 
ceed. Thisresolution—to come back to it again— 
has been ordered to be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. When 
i it gets there all these matters about the question 
of State rights and Free-Soil, and the Massachu- 
setts coalition, will be brought up; the House will 
be kept in a furor for ten or fifteen days, and 
when this resolution gets out, I expect the mil- 
lennium will come. 

Mr. HALL, (interrupting.) I do not know 
that I perfectly understand the resolution which is 
under discussion. I do understand it to propose 
to make the action of the committee definite with 
regard to this printing. Now, 1] ask the gentleman 
from Indiana if he will accept the amendment 
which I hold in my hand, and which is in these 
words: 

Provided, That no contract made by said committee shalt 
be of any binding force or effect until the same is reported 
to and approved of by both Houses of Congress. 
| Mr. GORMAN. The Committee on Printing 
are to make a contract under the law of 1846. 
! That law provides that it shall be a part of their 
duty to attend to this portion of the public busi- 
ness. When the committee have made a contract 
with Donelson & Armstrong, they will do just 
as they have done in the case of Mr. Hamilton, 
and in other cases. I have before me the contract 
with Trenholm & Belt; the committee reported it 
to this House, and it is marked ** House of Rep- 
resentatives—Miscellaneous Documents, No. 10.” 
The contract is laid before the House; everybody 
reads it; everybody knows what it is; and if that 
contract has upon its face an unreasonable rate 
| of compensation, it is within the province of this 
| House at any moment to arraign that contract 
and to know the causes—the why and the where- 
fore. 

Mr. HALL. The gentleman does not under- 
stand me. I do not want to get into any difficulty 
with any contractors to do the printing of this 
: House. I want the contract, when it is entered 
into, to bind both us and them. Ido not want 
j any afterclaps, any quarrels, any difficulties or 
misunderstandings; and I prefer, therefore, that 
the action of this committee shall come to us for 
approval. Let us have no more of these discus- 
sions, whether we shall set aside a contract after 
we have entered into it. 

! Mr. GORMAN. Ido understand the gentle- 
man’s amendment, and I now say that if the 
Speaker decides that I have a right to aecept that 
amendmeat, I will most cheerfully do it. I have 
| not the slightest objection that our contract shall be 
reported to this House, and that the House shall 
confirm or rejectit. My friend from Missouri must 
see, however, that the House will have to repeal the 
law of 1846, before we can do that. That law left 
| it to the Committee on Printing. Still I have no 
| kind of objection to theamendment. I will accept 
it—if it is in my power to do so—if it will recon- 
| 

| 


; cile the feelings of any individual. But, why ask 
me to accept it unless it will do that? 

Mr. HALL. I will say to the gentleman, that 
it will reconcile me to the resolution. 

Mr. HAVEN, (Mr. Gorman yielding the floor.) 
I desire to make a suggestion or two, lest there 
should be a misapprehension as to the views that 
some portion, at least, of the Committee on Print- 
ing entertain upon the subject of the extent of the 
| authority conferred upon that committee by the 
| joint resolution of 1846. 

I understand that it is the opinion of the Joint 
Committee on Printing, that the printing of these 
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census returns does not come within the contract 
with the public printer. That being so, then, J 
submit to the House that that committee have no 
more power over this subject than they have over 
any other subject that may interest the members 
of the House. They are a committee to take care 
of that portion of the printing which is provided 
for under the joint resolution of 1846—of that print- 
ing, and that only. Now the gentleman from 
Indiana says—and I concur with him in that re- 
spect——that by the law under -which this census was 
taken, provision was made—after providing for 
the printing of the preliminary blanks—that all the 
other printing was thereafter to be executed as 
Congress should direct. Now that Printing Com- 
mittee, as Lunderstand it, was raised for the pur- 
pose of seeing that such printing as came within 
the joint resolution of 1846, was executed accord- 
ing to the terms of that joint resolution, and when, 
therefore, it is decided that the printing of this 
census does not come within the terms of the 
resolution, I say it withdraws from the operation 
of the power of the committee the entire control 
of this business. These are the views which I 
entertain upon the subject; and while I have the 
floor I will say further, with the permission of the 
gentleman from Indiana, that it is a little difficult 
for me to understand precisely, by what right this 
resolution is here. It has never been referred to 
the Joint Committee on Printing by this House. 
It is true that the other branch of Congress did 
refer a similar resolution to the joint committee 
for consideration; and it is also true that the joint 
committee did act upon that resolution, and report 
it back to the other branch of Congress. But no 
such resolution, emanating from this House, has 
been referred to the committee. The resolution 
has originated there, without its having been com- 
mitted to them by this House. 

I make these remarks, not because I desire to 
discuss this question in its political bearings, in 
any way or shape, but because I desire the House 
to understand that when I have come to the con- 
clusion, in my own mind, that this census print- 
ing does not come within the contract of the pub- 
lic printer, and is not, therefore, within the joint 
resolution of 1846, I hold that it is not, conse- 
quently, within the control of the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. GORMAN. I spoke upon that subject 
before. I stated that a resolution precisely simi- 
lar to this, to give the census printing to Donelson 
& Armstrong, provided they will contract for it on 
reasonable and proper terms, was submitted to the 
Joint Committee on Printing by one of the coördi- 
nate branches of the Government—the Senate. 
The members of that committee, on the part of 
the House, codperated in recommending that that 
resolution should be reported back to the Senate, 
with a recommendation that it do pass. What 
next? The Senate postponed action on the sub- 
ject for two weeks. I then proposed to the joint 
‘committee that we should take up the resolution 
and report it to the House, and if the House 
should pass it, it would expedite this printing. 

Now, what shall we do in order to act in good 
faith with both parties? We have reported to 
this House the same resolution, which, with a 
slight variation, was reported to the Senate, and 
we ask you to pass it. Why? It is to stop the 
clamor—it is to stop the cry that the public print- 
ing is not going on. All we ask is, that you shall 
give into the hands of the committee the power to 
“Make a contract with Donelson & Armstrong, if 
it can be done. If it cannot be done, there is an 
end of it. Weask that, and that is all we ask. 
Will you give it? If you will, I see no necessity 
for speaking upon the subject of States-rights, se- 
cession, Free-Soilism, or anything else here upon 
this question. Gentlemen want to know why we 
propose to give the job to Donelson & Armstrong. 
it is because we believe they will be able to do it 
as well as any one else, and as low as anybody 
else, and we prefer to give it to them, because they 
are political friends. I presume I shall not be 
misunderstood in this. Now, Lask that you will 
sustain this committee, constituted by your order, 
in this resolution which they have reported to the 
House according to your order. It is beforeyou, 
and Lask you to reconsider the vote by which it 
haa been referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on thestate of the Union, where every gentleman 
who has had experience in this House knows 
that if it goes, you might as well consign 1t to the 


tomb of the Capulets at once. In obedience to 
what I consider to be a pledge to the gentleman 
from New Jersey, (Mr. SKeLTON,] I now move 
the previous question, though I wiil withdraw it 
if any gentleman desires to ask a question for in- 
formation upon the subject. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. GORMAN, Js it for information upon 
this subject? If it is, I will withdraw the call for 
the previous question for the gentleman. 

Mr. STANTON. It is. I desire to ask the 
gentleman this question: If the House refuse to 
pass this resolution, I want to know when and 
where we may expect to have this printing done? 

Mr. GORMAN. I willanswer the gentleman. 
If the Elouse refuse to pass this resolution, the 
committee will then be at sea without chart or 
compass. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
not vielded the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
is entitled to the floor, and is on the flcor. 

Mr. GORMAN. If any gentleman desires to 
ask any question for information upon the sub- 
ject of the public printing, I will yield the floor for 
that purpose. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
man if he will be kind enough to withdraw the 
previous question. The gentleman made a long 
speech, and closes up by moving the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana has withdrawn his call for the previous ques- 
tion, but he is still entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ORR. J desire to inquire of the gentleman 
from Indiana whether, if the previous question 
be seconded, and the motion of the gentleman 


I desire to 


orman] has 


from New Jersey [Mr. Sxeuron] to reconsider | 


the vote by which this resolution has been referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union prevails, if we do not, go back then 
under the operation of the previous question ? 
And I desire to inquire further, whether if, when 
we go back under the operation of the previous 
question, any amendment can be offered to the 
resolution? 

Mr. GORMAN. 
previous question. 

Mr. CARTTER. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
motion I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 
tion being taken, there were—yeas 134, nays, 51; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, Jobn Ap- 
pleton, William Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, Bar- 
rere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bocock, Bowie, Bowne, Bragg, Bren- 
ton, Briggs, Brooks, Geo. II. Brown, Burrows, E. C. Cabell, 
Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cart- 
ter, Chandler, Chastain, Clark, Clingman, Coleock, Conger, 
Cottman, Cullom, Curtis, Dimmick, Dockery, Doty, Dun- 
ean, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Faulkner, Ficek- 
lin, Fitch, Ftorence, Fowler, H. M. Fuller, Gamble, Gen- 
try, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grey, Grow, 
Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, 
Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Holladay, Horsford, Houston, 
John W. Howe, Thomas ¥. How, Jenkins, Andrew John- 
son, James Johnson, Jobn Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, G. 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Kuhns, Kurtz, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, MecDon- 


I will say this, I call the 


Upon that 


ald, McNair, Meacham, Meade, Miller, Millson, Miner, |) 
Molony, John Moore, Morehead, Morrison, Murphy, New- | 


ton, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Peaslee, Penniman, Phelps, Porter, Rantoul, Russell, 
Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Schoonmaker, Seud- 
der, Smart, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Stone, Strother, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin 
Thompson, Townshend, Tuck, Venable, Waibridge, Wal- 
lace, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison 
White, Alexander 
Vates—134. 

WAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, 
Breckenridge, Busby, Churchwell, Cobb, Dawson, Dean, 
Disney, Danham, Freeman, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Gaylord, 
Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hart, Hendrieks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Hillyer, Howard, Ingersoll, Leteher, Lockhart, 
Mason, McLanahan, McMullin, Murray, Nahers, Olds, 
Penn, Polk, Price, Robbins, Robinson, Savage, Scurry, 
David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Freder- 
ick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, 
St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, George W. Thompson, Wil- 
cox, and Wildrick-—51. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 


Thomas H. Bayly, 


table. 
Mr. POLK. Itisnow the usual hour. I move 


that the House adjourn. : 
The motion prevailed, and the Houseadjourned 


till to-morrow at twelve o'clock. 


I desire to inquire whether | 


I desire to ask the gentle- | 


White, Williams, Woodward, and i 


oa PETITIONS, &c. 


| The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
| under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 
| By Mr. STUART: Several petitions of citizens of La- 
| porte, Indiana, and Berrien county, Michigan, for the im- 
; provement of the harbor at New Buffalo, in said State of 
į; Michigan. 
i By Mr. GROW: The petition of citizens of Susque- 
hannah county, Pennsylvania, for a mail route from Sus- 
: quebannah depat, on the New York and Erie railroad, -to 
Lenox, in said county. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: The petition of merchants, ship- 

owners, millers, and others, of the city of Oswego, New 
| York, praying Congress to make an appropriation to rebuild 
| the foundation of the light-house at Oswego. 
i _ Also, the petition of citizens of Oswego county, New 
York, praying that the military bounty land law of. 1850 
may be extended to the widows of officers and soldiers en- 
titled to the benefits of said law, whether married or unmar- 
ried at the time of application. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of merchants, ship- 
owners, underwriters, and other citizens of Philadelphia, 
interested in the commerce of that port, remonstrating 
against the repeal or impairing the efficiency of the existing 
aw relative to expenses of proceedings in admiralty against 
ships and vessels, and asking for additional and definite 
legislation upon the subject. 

By Mr. BOWNE: The petition of citizens of New York 
and New Jersey, for a Jight-house on Mill Reef. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Hlinois: The petition of J. Parkin- 
l! son and 80 other citizens of Marion county, State of 
| Uinois, praying that the mails may not be earried upon the 
i 


| Sabbath day. i 
By Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 

| Hutchison & Co. and 41 others, citizens of the United 
i States, creditors of Texas, praying for the enactment of a 

law to secure the payment of their claims on Texas at the 
Treasury of the United States. 
; On motion by Mr. SCUDDER, it was 
| Ordered, That the petition of Elijah Swift and others, of 
i! Massachusetts, asking an appropriation for the preservation 
| of the harbor of Great Hoods Ilote, and the accompanying 
| papers, be taken from the files and referred to the Commit- 

tec on Commerce. 

| Also, that the petitions of William C. Starbuck and others, 
| Josiah Bradice and others, Charles Holden and others, Enos 
| Went and others, Thomas Nickerson and others, Ezra Phin- 
| ney and others, William V. Kent and others, and Robert 
i| B. Williams and others, citizens of Massachusetts, asking 
for an appropriation for a breakwater at Great Point, Nan- 
tucket, be taken from the files and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, January 28, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication how the War Department, 
transmitting, in compliance with the resolution of 
ithe Senate of the 26th instant, a copy of a letter 
| from Brigadier General Talcott to Colonel B. Hu- 
ger, dated November 1, 1850; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the memorial of 
| William Newbold, assistant marshal for taking 

the Seventh Census in Pasquotank County, North 
| Carolina, praying additional compensation; which 
; was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
| "Mr. HUNTER presented the petitions of Ann 
| Robinson, William K. Jennings, and Aphia W. 
| Jennings, the legal representatives of William 
| Bean, praying compensation out of the fund pro- 
| vided by the treaty of Ghent for negroes carried 
off by the British troops in the war of 1812; 
|! which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
! Relations. 
` Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
|. Piscataquis county, Maine, praying additional 
compensation. 

Ordered, That it lie on the table, 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of the 
Mayor and members of the Board of Aldermen 
i! and the Board of Common Council, of the city of 
ii Washington, praying that that city may be made 
ia port of entry; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the etition 
| of Charles Mason, county judge of Des Moines 
| county, i 


| 
| 
| 
Í 


Iowa, praying the aid of the United States 
“in the construction of a court-house and jail for 


i: that county; which was referred to the Committee 


‘on the Judiciary. 

IRISH EXILED PATRIOTS. 

' Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I hold in my hand 
' a copy of the resolutions adopted at one of the 
i; most respectable meetings ever assembled at De- 
| troit, and at which the Governor of the State pre- 
| sided, on the subject of the resolution pending 
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before us, for the intercession of this Government. 
with that of England, to obtain the release of Smith 

O’Brien and the other exiled Irish patriots, vow 

suffering for political offences in a British penal | 
colony, in the Southern ocean. l fully concur 

with the sentiments expressed in these resolutions, 

which I think have been prepared with good feel- 

ingaand good judgment, and in the measure it is 

desired the Government should adopt. For my 

own part, I'see no political objections, no indeli- 

cacy. even in Such a course, not of interference, 

in my view, but of merciful suggestion; a just tri- 

bute to the advancing opinions of the age. 

How much nobler is the friendly expression of 
interest and hope like this, conceived and commu- 
nicated in a proper spirit of deference and respect 
for another power, than the angry remonstrances 
which crowd, the pages of diplomatic history in 
every age of this world! Such a proceeding is an | 
intercourse of good offices honorable to the mo- 
tives of the country adopting it, and to the coun- 
try receiving it, if received, as I trust this would 
be, with the feelings of confidence and regard 
which dictate our conduct. Of course it imposes 
no obligations upon either of the parties, though 
certainly its favorable issue could not fail to 
strengthen the ties of amity between England and 
us. The Government of that country well knows 
that this is not a case where our application is |! 
uncalled-for, or which originates in unworthy 
motives. It knows well, that a very considerable 

ortion of our population is connected with Fre- 
fnd, either by birth or descent, and that many of || 
them are connected also by the ties of blood with || 
these unfortunate exiles. They sympathize deeply, || 
as do indeed the whole American people, with the 
hard fate of these banished patriots—a feeling, I 
have no doubt, which prevails to a considerable 
extentin England, and one which animates the 
English people, and which they never fail to dis- 
play when such occurrences take place in other 
countries, 

It is said, sir, that this proceeding will open the 
way for similar applications, and ‘that it is an im- 
proper interference with another Government, and 
it has also been feared that we might be embar- 
rassed hereafter by the very precedent, applied to || 
ourselves, which it is now sought to establish. ! 

Mr. President, a great change has taken place 
in the opinions of the world, on the subject of po- 
litical offences. They nowhere carry with them 
reproach or shame. They violate indeed exist- |: 
ing laws, but they generally originate in the most 

raiseworthy motives, and are pursued at the 

azard of every earthly good, as Washington and | 
a host of other ilhistrious men in ancient and in 
modem days pursued their patriotic enterprises, 

Nothing more distinctly marks the improved 
condition of publie feeling than the abolition in all 
constitutional governments of those atrocious and ` 
revolting punishments, once inexorably inflicted 
by power upon patriotism. T'o fecl and express 
commiseration for such victims is now acknowl- 
edged to be consistent with every principle of the 
most rigid morality. 'Phey are recognized as 
being unfortunate, bat not vicious. Indeed, they | 
are often noble men, as are those whose case en- | 
gages our attention, and who deserve the kind in- | 
terest of the world, both from their motives and | 
their character, and also from the position, once 
high, but now low, to which they have fallen, and | 
in consequence of an effort made not for them- 
selves, but for their country. Ft cannot be—there 
is not the slightest danger of it—that such a na- | 
tional application will ever be made in any case but ! 
in one like this, which is as far from moral guilt 
as innocence is from crime. Let no one fear that 
this example will ever be uscd or abused for the 
purpose of intermeddling with the ordinar 


4 
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n y erim- 
inal proceedings of other powers. The vicious 
will find no commiseration for their punishment, | 


nor willany friendly hand be stretched forth to i 
aid them. And even in this case, however much | 
our interest might have been excited, it would | 
have probably led to no action, had we not found | 
a justification in the circumstances I have stated. | 
There is, therefore, no ground to apprehend that | 
nations might become embarrassed by such appli- | 
cations, or that they would lead to ill will or mis- 
understanding. As to improper interference, it | 
appears to me an entire misconstruction of the 
term to apply it to a case like this, It is not in- 
terference at all; it is intercession. It is a simple 
request, made from the best motives in the best | 


spirit, and presented in the most ‘unexception- 
able language, and it leaves the British Gov- 
ernment free to act its own pleasure, without 
giving us the slightest offence, should the resuit 
be unsuccessful. How such a. course can be 
construed . into improper ‘Interference, it passes 
my powers of comprehension to perceive, as it did 
two years ago, to-understand how the refusal to 
make an appropriation to. maintain a Minister at 
the Court of Vienna could be an unjustifiable in- 
terference with the Austrian Government. And 


again, I am just as much in the dark as ever, It 
is best to fet, a’ little common sense into our diplo- 
| matic questions, and not be too sensitive as to the 
| expression of our sentiments under proper circum- 
stances. Depend upon it, sir, we shall best pre- 


secure the respect of the world. 

If this request is granted, it would be an act that 
would produce a most favorable effect upon the 
people of this country; and if refused, as I have 
said, there the matter would end, unless, indeed, 
the British Government should so far forget what 
is due to itself and to.us,as to givea rude answer, 
not justified by the circumstances, nor the manner 
of the application. Ihave no belief, sir, that such 


| a gratuitous folly would be committed; and even 


if it were, we should find some means of not being 
left in debt upon the occasion. ‘National dignity 
is a good thing, but let us not be everlastingly 
afraid that ours is in danger. 

As to the encouragement that this step would 
give to similar applications by other powers to us, 
it does not occasion me the slightest concern. 


is felt elsewhere, and from like circumstunces, 


and in unexceptionable language, I trust it will be 
received in the best feeling: aye, and granted, too, 
unless there are far stronger objections to the 
measure than there appears to me to be in the 
present instance. If there could be any fear, 
which I am satisfied there would not be, of the 
release of these banished sufferers, lest they might 
again become dangerous, let them be sent to this 
great asylum of the oppressed of all nations, 
where we shall be ready to receive them, and ad- 
mit them to all the privileges of our political sys- 
tem as soon as the provisions of our Constitution 


should welcome their arrival, 

One word, sir, on the subject of precedents, 
whose appearance I anticipate on this occasion, as 
an old enemy, always upon the alert to enforce the 
stand-still policy. For once letus put a foot down 
without first peering carefully about to ascertain 
if a foot was ever piaced in that precise spot be- 
fore. Let us yield to the generous sympathy of 
our nature. Let us obey the inspirations of the 
age, and try, where the trial is proper, ‘to set 
the prisoner free.” If the world must have pre- 
cedents, Jet us make one; they have been made 
before us; and this will be a precedent for peace, 
and not for war; for mercy, and not for vengeance 
nor oppression; a precedent for intercession be- 
tween Governments, in favor of suffering human- 
ity. Let us set an example, if there never was 
one before. 

There have been examples enough of folly and 
cruelty in national inter-communications. We 
shall lose, neither in position nor character, by 
į endeavoring to furnish some of wisdom and mer- 
‘ey. H success follows the effort it would be a 
_ brighter page in our history, than is supplied by 
i the bloodiest and most renowned of our battle- 
i fields. I shall vote for the original resolation, 
even if it is not modified, because, though the 
_ President has declined to enter into a diplomatic 
| correspondence with the British Government upon 
this subject, on an application recently made to 
him, I do not understand that he would have any 


; objections to such a measure, if Congress should 


take upon itself the responsibility of inviting his 
action; and I feel assured that the President would 
be gratified to see the accomplishment of the ob- 
ject, by means, that might appear to him proper, 
as he expressed upon that occasion, the sympa- 
thies, that an American citizen and an American 
Chief Magistrate ought to feel, under such cir- 
cumstances. But, sir, there is a mode, in which 


ithis expression of national feeling may be ob- 
i tained, and this difficulty and others too, that have 


been urged, avoided, and that is, by so modifying 


after puzzling myself upon the subject, time and } 


serve our own self-respect by such a course, and | 


When such a case occurs here, and a like interest | 


and an intercession is made for a similar object, | 


will permit. If England hails their departure, we | 


the resolution, that if shall not require a formal 
communication to. the British Government, but 
shall be merely the expression of the deep interest 
the American people feel in the fate of these exiles, 
and our hope, that they will be speedily restored 
to the condition of freemen. ; f 
This course would require no formal diplomatic 


i| correspondence, though 1t would make-part of our 


legislative history, testifying the feelings of the 
people, and would become known to the British 
Government, through their Minister or through 
our own, in an informal way, as is often the case, 
and also by the public fournals of the day, and 
the moral effect would be as great as a more direct 
application. I cannot believe that the British 
Cabinet would hesitate to yield to a wish of this 
country. so unexceptionably expressed. 

Mr. President, is it surprising that the sympa- 
thy of the whole American people is so generally 
awakened by misfortunes, as Geplorable as these 
cases present, and which appeal so powerfully to 
the best feelings of our nature, avd in an especial 
manner to that large class of our fellow-citizens, 
who trace their origin to Ireland? "Wherever there 
is political oppression in the world, the heart of an 
Irishman is with the oppressed, and his head and 
hands too, when the suffering is within his reach. 

Ireland has furnished, and yet furnishes, a great 
portion of our emigrant population, whose worth 
and talent and industry have added largely to the 
| power and resources of the country. ‘Fhe vietim 
of harsh and hard laws at home, the emigrant 
from that unfortunate land, knows how to value 
liberty here; and I believe it would be a phenome- 
i non to find an Irishman who was not ardently 
attached to the Constitution and union of these 
States. i , 

And this attachment they have sealed with their 
blood, upon every battle-field from Quebec to Mex- 
ico; defending with unsurpassed valor the stand- 
| ard of our country, from WMoniey merye who fell 
almost under the Arctic Circle, to my friend from 
Illinois, (Mr. Suizrys,] who poured out his blood 
like water beneath the northern tropic, and gave 
ime a proof of regard, rarely offered or received 
i by man, by sending me the expression of his 
kind recollection, when he and the friends around 
him thought the hand of death was upon him, 
and from which condition his recovery was little 
less than miraculous. He who has no sympathy 
with such citizens, nor part in their sympathies, 
has few feelings in common with me. 

As the resolution is already before us, I move 
that these proceedings lie upon the table and be 
printed. ' 

Mr. BERRIEN. Let the resolutions be read. 


The Secretary read them as follows: 


Whercas,in the year 3848, when the people of Trelang 
felt deepty aggricved for their political and social condition, 
; and alleged that that condition was in a great measure 
i owing to the administrative policy of the Government of 
| England towards that country : 
| And whereas Messrs. O’Brien, Mitchell, Meagher, 
|; ODonohue, Martin, O’Dougherty, and others, deemed that 
a resort to revolutionary measures was the only remedy 
; presented by which to redress the grievances complained of: 
And whereas their error, if they did err, was one of opin- 
| ion as to the best made to beadopted to remedy the existing 
` evils and relieve the sufferings of the people of Ireland— 
| Which sufferings and the necessity for relief were admitted 


| by the Government of England: 

| And whereas the means adopted by these political offend- 
| ers against the existing authorities of the British Empire 
; resulted in their condemnation and banishment to a penal 
! colony: 

And whereas we deeply deplore their present sufferings, 
and anxiously desire their release and restoration to theix 
; families and to society : 

i And whereas a resolution is now pending before the Com 
gress of the United States in the following words, to wit: 

Be it resolved, §c., That in consideration of the general 
; sympathy fekt by the people of the United States for Smith 
O’Brien, Thomas F. Meagher, and their immediate asso- 
eiates, (exiled Irish patriots,) and the warm sympathies 
; felt by the countrymen of these distinguished sufferers, who 
have become citizens of the United States, the President 
of the United States be requested to authorize a corre- 
spondence to be opened with the Government of her Majes- 
ty, the Queen of Great Britain and Irefand, appealing to 
the magnanimity of the British Government and people iy 
their behalf, and respectfully requesting the liberation of 
these personages from their present confinement, with an 
offer to receive them upon the hospitable shores of the Uni- 
ted States”? 

Rescived, That we deeply sympathize with Messrs. 
O’Brien, Mitchell, Meagher, and their associates in exile, 
and heartily respond to the sentiments contained in, and the 
objects contemplated by, the foregoing resolution, and re- 
spectfully recommend to our Senators and Representatives 
in the Congress of the United States, that they each give 
to the same an earnest, cordial, and efficient support. 

Resolved, That we do not assume for our Government 
the right to dictate to, or in any wise interfere with, the ac- 


ain, and the humane and liberal sentiment of the age, he- | 
lieving that the advancement of civilization and christian |! 
morality has induced an international sympathy which we 
fecl fully justifies sucha procedure on our part. 

Resolved, That the strength of the British Empire and |i 
the present tranquillity of Ireland, forbid the idea that these 
political offenders cannot be set at liberty with safety to 
the Government, and that when the public security or the 
reformation of the sufferer is not the purpose or the appa- 
rent tendency of punishment, but the reflection of terror 
and the gratilication of resentment, it only tends to exas- 
perate its victims, corrupt its authors, and deaden the moral 
sense of the community which it affects. f 

Resolved, That the exercise of this act of clemency and | 
mercy on the part of the British Government, in obedience : 
to the request of America, would tend to efface the asperity | 
which became interwoven with the early history of the i 
Republic, and establish more plainly the relations of amity į 
and peace, which now so happily exist between the two , 
Goveruments, i 

Resolved, That a copy of the foregoing preamble and res- 
olutions be forwarded by the president of this meeting to 
the President of the United States, the Presidentof the Uni- 
ted States Scnate, and cach of our Senators in that body, 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and each 
of our Representatives in that body. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not propose to detain the; 
Senate but a moment; but I rise to express my 
cordial approbation and assent to every word 
which has so eloquently fallen from the lips of 
the honorable Senator from Michigan. It is 
rarely that I allow myself to throw a considera- 
tion personal to myself upon this body, or upon 
any body which I have the honor to address; 
but upon this occasion I hope the Senate will in- 
dulge me for a moment, if I suggest a single fact : 
that may excuse somewhat the warmth which I ! 
feel on this subject. 

Sir, my mother, many years dead, was the only 
child of ‘an irish exile. His name was O’Brien. 
And I should feel, if in this place, or in any place, |: 
whenever and wherever a word of sympathy is : 
to be expressed for an Irish exile and an O’Brien, 
that I should be false to every pulsation of my | 
heart, to every drop of blood that flows in these | 
veins, and to that which no man can be false to, 
the memory of a deceased mother, if I did not ex- ; 
press it, No, sir;let whatever consequences, per- ii 
sonal or political, stand in the way, so long as the ` 
blood of my mother flows in my veins, and so 
long as I remember who I am, and what I am, | 
whatever words of sympathy, of counsel, or of 
encouragement, an Irish exile can have, that he 
shall have from me. 

These are the reasons and the motives which 
impel me, and they are powerful beyond and over 
everything else. 1 confess that if I have an im- 
pulse and a passion, which is reckless and uncal- 
culating as to consequences, it is when an appeal 
is made to my heart for an Irish exile, more par- 
ticularly and emphatically when that exile is an 
O’Brien. Sir, I go with the honorable Senator 
from Michigan—I go for this movement with all 
my heart; and I yield to the truth of another dec- 
laration of the honorable Senator and that is, that 
the heart of the Irishman is with the oppressed. 
I do not want to give that a technical, local, or 
fanatical meaning. It is true there isan old max- }; 
im of the common law, that ‘ corporations have 
no souls; and hence it is inferred, that having no 
, ho affections, and 


souls they have no sympathies i 
no hearts. It may have been true; but I trust | 
that this great corporation of States and commu- : 


nities may come forward and demonstrate to-day | 
that that exploded idea of the common law is not | 
true as relates to this great corporation of munici- 
palitics and States; and that we shall demonstrate - 
that we have souls and hearts that can feel. i 
If, from motives of State policy, the President |; 
of the United States shall decline to interfere, it | 
will be none the less trae that the resolution of the į 
American Senate has been spoken, and that it has | 
spoken and echoed and reéchoed the sentiments t 
of the great American people, and that will carry | 
with it all the moral force that it is entitled to. | 
So far as that is concerned—the moral force that : 
is to be attached to the declaration of he senti- 
ments of the American Senate—with all respect | 
to the President of the United States, l teli him it 
is of very little consequence whether his name is 
affixed to itor not. Theresolution will have been | 
entertained, the Senate will have spoken, and |; 
whether the British Government shall lend a re- |i 


| sponsive ear to the interposition which we propose 
to make or not, it will have its moral effect, and it 
i| will reach and cheer the hearts of these victims of | 
; oppression in their lonely and desolate place of | 
exile. Sir, it will do that if it does nothing else; H 
- countenance a proceeding of this kind, which F 


| oppressed the world over that the nations of the |; think must result in utter failure. 


! Having said thus much I leave the subject, with |’ 
g ; i 

' the earnest hope that the Senate will consent to | 

! act favorably in relation to it. 


i: try because they loved it; and who were willing i 
: J 8: ie X 
: now before the Senate as there was when the Sen- 


! acted. 


i foreign Governments, we may involve ourselves jn 
© the predicament of making a demonstration when | 


i 


and it will teach another lession—it will teach the 


earth have exploded and are exploding the notions ij 
that corporations, great and small, have no souls, 
and that they have learned that the men of which |; 
they are composed have souls, and have hearts, 
and that they do not forget the promptings which 
spring from those hearts; that they assume the 
responsibilities which belong to them as Senators. |: 


Mr. BUTLER. I would like to say a single 
word in connection with this subject. 

The PRESIDENT. There is no question be- | 
fore the Senate, but by unanimous consent the | 
Senator can proceed. \ 

Mr. BUTLER. There are many reasons i; 
which would induce me to take an active part for | 


; the release and pardon of these patriots who have 


| 
f 
been made so much the subject of cloquent eulogy. | 
Permit me to say, however, that if the object of | 
gentlemen be to procure the release and pardon of | 
John Mitchell and Wm. Smith O’Brien, I believe |! 
they are taking the very worst course that could i! 
be suggested to accomplish the object. Ifa prop- 
er application were to be made to the Briush 
Queen, by an appeal to the British Minister, or 
in some other mode that would be likely to be ac- 
ceptable, as an appeal to her clemency, perhaps 
the object might be attained. But if in applying | 
for the pardon of these patriots, you use the lan- i 
guage of reproach to the British Crovernment, you | 
might as well expect to release a victim with his 
hand in the wolf’s mouth, by irritating the wolf. | 
If you expect to attain the object contemplated— | 
and Iam sincerely disposed to take every reason- 
able measure to effect it—itis not to bedone by | 
reproaching the British Government. Li 

There are many considerations which would in- | 
duce me to take a special interest in the fite of 
these gentlemen, particularly in the fate of one of | 
them. Lallude to Mr. Mitchell. {£ have thought 
that something might bedone, but not in this way |: 
—not by making it a subject of political disens- i 
sion—(by that course we might cheer the Irish {| 
and rouse them, and obtain their applause and | 
support, for ought I know, but we shall not sub- 
serve the end contemplated of procuring the par- 
don and release of these prisoners)—for, by that 
course, we shall defeat the very object in view. 
Why, do you suppose that you ean approach the i 
British Government and tell them that this is our |! 
opinion, and that it mut yield to the demonstra- |} 
tions of public feeling in America, upon the sub- | 
ject of their government? T will answer for it, ! 


‘that John Bull has resentment enough to hurl back ;: 
| upon you any such atte 


mpt to influence his poliey |; 
by a legislative demonstration of this kind. No, i: 
sir; it is a false step—permitme so to say, Tam j; 
willing to vote for any resolution in favor of these | 
patriots, who have been banished from their coun- p 


to run the hazard of measures of redress for 

wrongs, which they supposed, at least, they were | 
suffering under. Surely something must be par- | 
doned to the spirit of liberty, under which they | 
My sympathies are with them. But to ï 
make my views effective, Lam not going to take! 
a step of this kind, which 1 know must result in | 
failure. If we are to do things of this kind, when- |' 
ever we may think it convenient, in relation to | 


we cannot bacx it by any legislative act whatever. |. 
I am not willing to see the American Senate or y 
the American Government place itself in the situa- ;i 
ion which it cannot maintain. If you intend to’ 
take this position for the purpose of procuring the : 
pardon of these exiles, you are not to do it by: 
menaces and reproaches; you are not to doit by | 
mere vain declarations, that the institutions of » 
Great Britain are rotten, and that we intend to i 


correct them by our interference, and rescue Ire- | 


“land. The object will not be attained by declara- :' 
i! tions of this kind. i 


ĮI would to God I could take some step for the È 
release of John Mitchell and Smith O’Brien. i 
will not state ail that I have done in relation to this ‘| 


| matter; but I have been perfectly willing to join 


with others to approach the Briush Government 
in such a way as to procure their pardon. I be- 
lieve it might have been done, or that something 
might have been done towards it; but ] cannot 


Mr. SHIELDS. I do not mean to speak on this 


| subject at present; but I do wish to say tomy friend 


from South Carolina that I feel there is great force 
in the remarks he has made this morning. I feel 


! that the object cannot be accomplished by an at- 
: tack upon the British Government. 


a My object in 
rising at this time was to ask the Senate to take 
up the resolution which is now on the table, in re- 
gard to this subject, in order that some future day 
may be assigned for its consideration. I leave 
that day at the discretion of the Senate; but I 


: wish the resolution to be taken up at as early a 


day as possible. When it shall be taken up I 
wish to say a few words on this subject. Iwould 
state that Í wish the resolution to be taken up for 
the purpose of offering an amendment so as to 
avoid making it a diplomatic measure. My ob- 
ject is so to modify the resolution as to avoid the 
possibility of a repulse on the part of the English 
Government. I should be very sorry to see this 
Government make an application, officially, tothe 
British Government, which that Government 
would be authorized to treat with contempt. As 


| a citizen of this country, 1 should be one of the 


last to seek to place this Government in that con- 


‘dition. My object, therefore, is to put the resolu- 


tion into such a form as that, while, indirectly, it 


| will accomplish the object, as I trust it will, we 


shall at the same time preserve the dignity of this 


| Government under all circumstances, and give no 


earthly or reasonable cause of offence whatever to 
the British Government. When the resolution 
shall be called up at some future day, 1 hope 
to be able to put it into that shape; or if I should 
not be able to accomplish it, 1 hope the honorable 
Senator from Michigan, who hasalready made the 
suggestion, and other Senators more exp erienced 
than 1 am, will aid me in the accomplishment of 
that end. 


Mr. CASS. I would suggest to the Senator 


‘that he had better lay his amendment on the ta~ 


ble, aud let it be printed. 

Mr. SHIELDS. f would like to have as early 
a day as possible fixed for the consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BADGER. Why not to-morrow? 

Mr. SHIELDS, (after consultation with several 


| Senators.) I will say Monday, as I believe there 
lis no special business before the Senate for that 


day. In accordance with a suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, 1 will not call up the resolu- 
tion until to-morrow; and I will prepare my 
amendment in the mean time. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will state that, 
inasmuch as there is no question before the Sen- 
ate, and as the resolution to which the Senator 
froin Lilinois refers is ov the table, this discussion 
is altogether out of order. It has only been tol- 
erated by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BADGER. I merely wish to remind the 
Chair that there is as mucha subject of discussion 


ator from Michigan made his speech. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is aware of 
that; but he did not know, until the resolutions 
were handed up by the Senator from Michigan, | 
what that Senator was about to bring before the 
Senate, 

Mr. CASS. I held the resolutions in my hand 
while I was speaking. 

Mr. BADGER. I believe that, under the rules, 
no Senator can make a speech unless there is some 
subject before the Senate. There must either be 
a motion pending, or he must make a motion be- 
fore he can make a speech. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair did not know, 
until he saw the resolutions presented by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, whether there was any sub- 
ject properly before the Senate. 

The resolutions were laid upon the table. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. SOULE, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the corporate authorities 
of Shreveport, Louisiana, o the Ales of the 8 > reln- 
ting to a Marine Hospital at that place, be referred to the 
Conimittee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 


410 


the petition of Joseph If. D. Bowmar,on | 
be. referred to the Committee on <i 


Ordered, That 
the files of the Senate, 
Private Land Claims. : 

On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 


i t : files of the Senate, . 
Ordered, That the documents on the : 
relating: to the claim of Joba P. Duval, be referred to the 


Committee on Mibtary Affairs. aa 

On motion by Mr. BERRIEN, it was o 

Ordered. That the memorial of Wikiam T: Hansell, Wil- : 
liam H. Underwood, and the tegal rept esentatives St am, 
uel Rockwell, deceased, on te files of the Senate, be re 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN a l 

4 atition of the heirs-at-law of Joseph |: 
oe E onthe Ales of the Senate, be veforred i 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. , i 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 

Ordered, That the message of the President of the United : 
States in relation to California claims, communicated the 
26th instant, be referred to the Committee on the Jndiciary. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES, 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
joint resolution to provide ice-boats for the Poto- | 
mac river, reported it back without amendment. | 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- : 
diciary, to which was referred a bill “to amend 
an act entitled ‘ Anact for the punishment of crimes f 
in the District of Columbia,’ ’’ reported it back 
without amendment. , 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the | 
Judiciary, reported a joint resolution authorizing 
the purchase of the ninth volume of the laws of the 
United States; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. . 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred a memorial of F. 
McManus, reported a bill for extending like prin- 
ciples to those conferred by the act entitled * An 
act allowing drawback upon foreign merchandise 
exported in the original packages to Chihuahua and 
Santa Fé, Mexico, and to the British North Amer- 
ican Provinces adjoining the Uunited States,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1845, to foreign: merchandise 
exported to Mexico by certain indicated routes; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be dis- ; 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial af | 
merchants, underwriters, and others, interested in com- 
merce, presented the 21st instant. 

Mr: HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- |; 
nance, to which was referred the bill to remit or : 
refund duties on goods, wares, and merchandise 
destroyed by fire, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill for therelief of Williams, Sta- ; 
ples & Williams, reported it without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to which ; 
was referred the bill for the relief of James Fer- 
guson, surviving partner of the firm of Ferguson 
& Milhado, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial of 
William Woodbridge and Henry Chipman, pray- 
ing compensation for services in adjusting utles to 
land in Michigan, reported a bill for their relief; |, 
which was rend and passed to the second reading, | 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee, it was ' 
Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dix- i 
charved from the furtuer consideration of the memorial of 
J. Smith, and that it be referred to the Committee of Claims. 
On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 
Ordered, ‘That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- |: 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of . 
George Hervey. i 
On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was i 
Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be gis- ii 
charged from the further consideration of the memorials of | 
marshals aud assistant marshals, praying additional com- ; 
pensation for their services in taking the Seventh Census, i 
which have beenr red to that committee, and that the 
same be referred to the Committee of Claims, 
On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 
Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorial of Gad 
Humphries, and that the same be referred tothe Connnittee ' 
on Military Affairs. 
NOTICES OF BILLS. : 
Mr. McRAE gave notice of his intention to ask | 
leave to introduce a bill entitled “An act to repeal 
the proviso in the act of Congress entitled ‘An act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic | 
expenses of the Government for the year ending | 
the 30th of June, 1852, and for other purposes,’ i! 
eens : Pett : 
approved March 3, 1851, relating to the payment ;; 
I > 


; Which has once been published, nor for me 
| ports from the executive officers of the Government, nor 


sont 


i way 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DOWNS obtained leave to bring in a bill 


: for the relief of L. E. L. A. Lawson, sole surviv- 


ing heir of General Eleazer W. Ripley, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SAN DIEGO RIVER. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution , 


for consideration; which was agreed to: 

Resoived, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of appropriating 
such sum of money as may be necessary to divert the river 
of San Dicgointo False Bay; which river now empties into 
the bay of San Diego, and by its deposit is gradually filling 
up said bay, thereby creating a formidable obstruction to its 
navigation. 


DEBATES OF THE SENATE. 


On motion by Mr. NORRIS, and by unanimous | 
consent, the vote ordering the resolution for settle- : 
‘ing the accounts for reporting the debates and : 
;: proceedings of the Senate to be engrossed and read | 


a third time, was reconsidered. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the | 
| said resolution; and having been amended on the ! 


motion of Mr. Norris, reads as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is 


; hereby, authorized and instructed to audit, and from time to + 

time to setile the account of John C. Rives, for the reports |: 
, of the Senate proceedings and debates published in the 
| & Daily Glohe,” at $7 50 per column: Provided, however, : 
That in auditing and settling such accounts nothing shall be ` 


allowed for the publication of revised speeches 


for reports from committees of the Senate. 


: Ordered, That the resolution be engrossed and read a 
i third time. f 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


resolution submitted by Mr. Foote, of Missis- | 


sippi, and amended on the motion of Mr. Bancer 
as follows: 


A Resolution declaring the Measures of Adjustment to 
be a detinitive settlement of the questions growing out of 
domestic slavery. 


Be it resolved, That the series of measures embraced in | 


the acts entitled “ An act proposing to the State of Texas 
the establishment of her Northern and Western boundaries, 


‘ the relinguishment, by the said State, of all territory claiined 


by her exterior to said boundaries, and of all her claims 
upon the United Stat 
ment for New Mexico, 
act for the admission of the State of California into the 
Union,” 4 

territorial goverument tor Utah,” approved September 9, 
1840; © An act to amend and supplementary to av act en- 
titled © An aet respeeting fugitives from justice, and persons 
escaping from the service of their masters,’ approved Feb- 


ruary 12, 1793, ? approved September 18, 1850; and An | 


act to suppress the slave trade in the District of Columbia,” 


approved September 20, 1850, commonly known as the | 
are, in the judgment of this body, a! 


t Compromise Acts, 
setdement in principle and substance—a final settlement of 
the dangerous and exciting subjects which thcy embrace, 


and ought to be adhered to by Congress until time and ex- 


perience shall demonstrate the necessity of further legisla- | 
i: tion to guard against evasion or abuse. i 
Mr. DAVIS addressed the Senateat some length, | 
His speech will 


ino 


be 


pposition to the resolution. 
found in the Appendix. 
Mr. MANGUM. The Senator from Missis- 


| sippi has intimated a desire to address the Senate 
it 


his subject. 

Mr. McRAE. That was my intention. 

Mr, MANGUM. 1 will very cheerfully give 
to the gentleman for that purpose. If Ican 
get the floor when he shall have concluded his re- 
mar 


of this resolution. 


ever, out of courtesy to the Senator from Missis- 


sippi, who is here for the first session, I feel it to; 


be my duty to give way to him: but I hope I shall 


_, be able to obtain the floor after him. : 
Mr. President, I thank the hon- 
. orable Senator from North Carolina for the cour- 


Mr. McRAE, 


tesy which he has extended to me; but there will 


` not be time enough to-day for me to make the re- 
marks which E desired to make on this resolution, | 
and the questions embraced in it. 


the Senate to adjourn now, so as to enable me to 


speak to-morrow. 


a report of `| 
zes and re- i 


and to establish a territorial govern- | 
approved September 9, 1850; “An | 


approved September 9, 1850; “An aet to establisha | 


ks, I will endeavor to get rid, if such be the | 
sense of the Senate, of the further consideration | 
I think the debate on it has į 
: been wholly unprofitable; and if it produces the | 
slightest effect on the public mind, it will be that 


‘ which is pernicious and deeply injurious. How- 


I therefore ask |: of the United 


Mr. McRAE. I withdraw the motion to ad- 
ourn, and move to postpone the further consid- 
ration of the resolution until to-morrow, at one 
’elock, 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On the motion of Mr. MANGUM, the Senate 
` proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
: ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and, on motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


oat 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpvespay, January 28, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 

| by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. Morean. 
Tne Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
© Mr. HOUSTON moved that the House resolve 
‘| itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Ifthe motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole do not prevail, I 

ask what will be the first business then before the 
House? f 
i; The SPEAKER. 
| mittees for reports. 

Mr. HARRIS. [hope it will be the pleasure 
of the House to allow the morning hour to be ap- 
: propriated to the regular order. 
! Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the House will go 
| into Committee of the Whole, and finish the Mex- 
| ican indemnity bill. Itis very necessary that the 
;, House should come to some final action upon that 
|) subject as soon as possible. There is a special 

order for to-morrow,and gentlemen must see theim- 
|: portance of disposing of the indemnity bill to-day. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Iask the chairman of 

; the Committee of Ways and Means to withdraw 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole, in 
ii order to allow me to make a report from the Com- 

mittee on the Judiciary. Itis a report which I 
: am confident the House is anxious to receive; and 

I submit to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
t Hovsron] whether it will not better facilitate the 


} 
i 


| 


It will be the call of com- 


| business of the House by allowing this report now 
|, to be made? 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the House have no ob- 
jection to receive the report of which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. eee de- 
sires to present—as it is a report which will have 
an important bearing on one of the appropriation 
bills—TI shall not object; but I must decline to 
withdraw my motion to go into committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania can present his report only by unani- 

mous consent. 
Mr. SMART. I object, unless the other com- 
' mittees be allowed to present reports, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now beg to press my 

motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the 


State of the Union; and upon that motion I ask 


the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask if 
the bounty land bill, which is made the special 


order for to-morrow, will not then take precedence 


of the Mexican indemnity bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It will take precedence, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Attherequest of gentlemen 
around me, I ask the consent of the House to 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. I do 
not wish unnecessarily to take up the time of the 
| House. 

There was no ohjection,and the call for the yeas 
and nays was withdrawn. 

Mr. HOUSTON asked for tellers; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. Housrow and Fow.er were 


“appointed. — 
| The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 


| ported—a yes 101, noes 29, 
So the motion prevailed. 
MEXICAN INDEMNITY BILL. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into 


: Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the first business in 
orderto be the annual message of the President 
States, and the resolution ofthe gen- 


i tleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] to refer it 


; to the several standing committees. 


1852. 


GLOB 


E. 
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:Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up House 
bill No. 46, to provide for carrying into effect, in 
further part, the twelfth article of the treaty with | 
Mexico, concluded at Gaudalupe Hidalgo. | 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was read 
as follows: 

Beit enacted, §c., That the sum of $3,180,000 be, and the 
same is hereby appropriated out of any money inthe Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the payment of the in- 
stallment_and interest, which will fall due on the 30th of 
May, 1852, under the twelfth article of the treaty between 
the United Statcs and Mexico, made and concluded at 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, on the 2d of February, 1848. 

The CHAIRMAN stated the question pending 
to be upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
California [Mr. MarsuaLL] to the amendment of | 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson.] 

The amendment of Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee, 
was read as follows: 


‘¢ And that said sum be paid over to the proper authorities 
of Mexico by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States under the supervision of the President.” 

The amendment of Mr. Marsuaxu, of Califor- 
nia, to the amendment was read as follows: 

« Provided, That the President may cause the payment | 
to be made at sneh time and in sneh manner as will be most 
acceptable to the Government of Mexico.” 


Mr. MEADE demanded tellers upon the ques- 
tion, but they were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on theamendment | 
to the amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, (Mr. Jounson,] and being taken, it was de- 
cided in the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If thers is no amendment 
pending, I move that the committee do now rise 
and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to offer the following 
amendment: 

“ To be paid in a manner conformably to the request of 
the Mexican Government.” 

Mr. Chairman, I am by no means prepared to 
say what I should like to say, but I feel I could 
not permit the opportunity to pass without stating 
distinctly to the House and to the country my į 
views with regard to this matter; and my present 
purpose is, upon some future occasion, whén I 
shall have time and opportunity, to elaborate the 
matter. I desire now simply to state, in the time | 
allotted to me, that the correspondence submitted 
to the House, under the resolution of the House, | 
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sacrificed by subjecting the Government of Mex- 
ico to the cupidity of British bankers, and to the 
political influence of our rival, England. And 
what is the justification? Why, the wretched, 
miserable plea, that the terms of the treaty having 
fixed the time, mode, and place of payment, it was 
not competent for the Executive to alter it,—a plea 
utterly untenable. And here permit me to say, 
that no man on earth would saucily flout the re- 
ceipt of acquittance in the face of a foreign Min- 
ister who should come forward with a reclamation 
for money paid under such circumstances. 

But, independent of the argument which I think 
will be found to be perfectly irresistible, a single 
fact shows the insufficiency of the plea put for- 
ward by the Secretary of State. We had it au- 
thoritatively announced a few days since, by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
that a part of the very first payment was made 
by the Government, not in gold and silver, as the 
terms of the treaty required, but in ordnance. 
Again, in the case of the man Forstall, who, upon 
one occasion, advanced some hundred thousand 
dollars 

[Here the Speaker’s hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would say a word to cor- 
rect an erroneous impression in the mind of the 
gentleman from Ohio. I intended to say on a for- 
mer occasion—but I do not remember the precise 
language I used—but the idea I intended to convey 
was, that the arms were disposed of and the pro- 
ceeds were applied to the payment, in part, of the 
installment; and the records will so appear. I 
say the amendment of the gentleman ought not to 
be adopted. 

Mr. DISNEY. Icare nothing about the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman says he cares 
nothing about the amendment, and therefore I do 
not wish to consume any time in discussing it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I propose to 
amend the amendment as follows: 

Provided it impose no additional expense upon the United 
States. 

Mr. J. said: It seems the conclusion is foregone, 
and that this House, with the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means at its head, is 
determined to indorse the course pursued by the 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON. One thing that we have been 


has substantiated the charges before this commit- 
tee. And I now, standing in my place as one of 
the representatives of the American people, dis- 
tinetly and specifically arraign the present Admin- 
istration, at the bar of the public opinion of this 
interests intrustcd to their care. Į arraign it for 
wronging the Treasury of the Republic out of a 
large sum of money which might have been saved 
to it by agreeing to the proposition of the Mexi- 
can Government for the payment at some place in 
the United States of the money dueto her. Tarraign 
them for disregarding that comity, which should | 
exist among all the nations of the earth, but par- | 
ticularly between our Government and the Gov- ; 
ernment of the Republic of Mexico at this peculiar | 
time, and by the disregard of which this Admin- 
istration has not only injured the monetary inter- | 
ests of this country, but they have given a blow 
to its political interests in the future. The corre- 
spondence submitted to this House shows that | 
with Mexico this has been a most important mat- 


|| a dollar to meet or not. 


complaining of, and considered to be wrong, is, 
| that the Secretary of State should go on, in advance 
of an appropriation being made by Congress, and 
make a contract with a set of bankers for the pay- 
ment of money, that he did not know whether the 
Congress of the United States would appropriate 
This we assume to be 
wrong, and as going beyond the legitimate duties 
of the Secretary. But it seems to be the inten- 
tion of this House, with the chairman of the 
Ways and Means at its head, that Mr. W ebster’s 
course is to be indorsed. We are told, further- 
more, in this discussion, and that, too, by the 
chairman of the former Committee of Ways and 
Means, that the Secretary of State authorized him 
to say, that this proposition would not have been 
accepted, in connection with Mr. Green, had the 
Mexican Government agreed to pay twenty per 
cent. Such a remark is contained in his printed 
speech; and he was authorized to state it to this 
House and this country, that if this Government 


ter. The Mexican Minister was instructed to | 
press it to the very verge, but to abstain from | 
actually giving offence. To Mexico it was indeed | 
important. Mr. Webster admits that the request 
was made, and he admits, too, that he promptly 
refused to listen to it,—a refusal which, in view 
of the anxiety of the Mexican Government, mus 
hereafter be deleterious to the political interests o 
this country, not only in relation to the general in 
terests which may arise between the two Repub- : 
lies, but particularly in reference to a right of way, | 
and the establishment of convenient communica- - 
tions hetween our fellow-citizens upon this shore 
and those upon the Pacific shore. For already | 
we see the fact announced in the public prints — 
that a proposition is pending upon the part of the | 


į 
i 
l 
j 
j 


I therefore say that I arraign this Administra- 


tion for willfu 
mitting the best interests of the country to be 


| 
Mexican Government to grant a right of way to | 
the direction, care, and management of England. : 


ar i 
lly and without justification, per- | 
i 


could have realized twenty per cent. by this oper- 

ation, that this Secretary would not have accepted | 
it. What is the conclusion to be drawn from this 
declaration, which the chairman of the committee 
was authorized to announce to this country? Is 
not the conclusion clear and irresistible in regard 
to the Secretary of State, that “I have made an 
arrangement with my friends, by which I can be | 
benefited, or by which my friends can be bene- 
fited, and which cannot be departed from, notwith- 
standing some persons may come forward and 
offer twenty per cent. for the privilege of transact- 
ing this business?”” I say these facts ought to be 
known to the country. ‘With all these facts be- 
fore us—the making of this contract in advance of 
any law making an appropriation, and without 
even kowing whether this House would take upon 
itself the high responsibility of refusing to make 
the appropriation-—we are called upon to indorse 
these high-handed measures. I say for one—and | 
I speak irrespective of party—I intend to give my 


vote against such proceeding, emanating from 
what quarter it may. i 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. T had not designed 
to say anything more about this matier, and am 
very reluctant to do it now. The gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. Tonnon] says that I had been 
authorized ta inform this House that if this offer 
of Duff Green had proposed to have given us 
twenty per cent., it would not have been accepted. 
Sol was. But the gentleman undertakes to infer 
from that, that it establishes that Mr. Websier, 
having madea contract with his friends, would 
not have varied that contract even though the 
Government would be greatly benefited thereby. 
Did not linform this House, at the same time, 
that it was Mr. Webster’s opinion that he had no 
legal authority to accept these terms? That was 
Mr. Webster’s opinion. 1t is my opinion, and I 
venture to say would be the opinion of nineteen 
twentieths of the Congress of the United States, 
who would look at the subject. Is the Secretary of 
State, the President, or the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury authorized to accept these drafts? Have 
they any other authority than the authority con- 
ferred upon them by the Constitution and the law ? 
I ask, where is the law upon the statute-bcok 
authorizing the Secretary of State, or the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, or anybody else, to accept 
these drafts from the Mexican Government? 
Why, sir, a transaction more void of authority it 
is impossible to conceive of than the idea that the 
Secretary of State is to accept drafts upon our 
Treasury, in absence of law specifically to author- 
ize it. ‘Phere is no authority authorizing him to 
do it, Is he an independent power? Has he any 
right without authority of law to bind our Treas- 
ury or commit our Government in a moneyed 
transaction? Why, sir, it ig nothing but the re- 
spect I feel for some gentlemen who have enter- 
tained such an idea, that prevents me from speak- 
ing of it as one of the most monstrous propositions 
I ever heard propounded in the American Con- 
gress. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rjected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, proposed the 
following amendment: 


Provided, That it shall not be inconsistent with the terms 
of the treaty made between the two existing Governments. 


Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, in the conclusion of his remarks, informed 
the House that it was merely out of respect to 
some members that he did not speak of this prop- 
osition in stronger terms. Ido not know what 
those terms would have been, other than what he 
| has generally given. In other words, he treats 
| the idea as being supremely ridiculous. Well, 
i sir, at this stage of the proceedings, I consider it 
ridiculous and in violation of the law, of the 
spirit and genius of the Constitution and the 
treaty itself, for Mr. Webster to have made the 
arrangement, and for him to come forward and 
indorse it in advance of the appropriation by 
law of the money. I assert that it is in violation 
of law, and that Mr. Webster, nor anybody else 
had the right to accept drafts upon the Treasury 
when the money had not been appropriated. But 
is not it as just, as legal, and would it not be ag 
much in conformity with the treaty, to make the 
arrangement through General Green, or the Mexi- 
can Minister, with the Mexican Government, as 
through the Barings & Brothers, in advance of the 
appropriation of the money? Most unquestion- 
ably it would. And how do the facts stand? 
There was an attempt to make an arrangement 
with Mr. Clayton, when he was the Secretary of 
State, for the payment of this money; and what 
did he say upon the subject? He said that in ad- 
vance of an appropriation by Congress, be did 
| not feel authorized to make any arrangement. 
| Thus far the position is true. But if we could 
make an arrangement with one class of individu- 
als in anticipation of the appropriation, could we 
not make an arrangement with another class? It 
is a mere matter of discretion—of the exercise of 
the judgment of the parties authorized to make 
the payment. How does this matter stand? Here 
is a negotiation going on, and suppose the money 
was appropriated, as it was proposed to be, some 
: twelve months ago, could not the Treasurer of the 
United States accept a draft drawn by the proper 
; authorities of Mexico, and pay money upon that 
| draftas well asupona draft drawn-by anybody else? 
| Oh! but the gentleman seems to think otherwise. 


y 


412 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Jan. 28, 


There are some gentlemen who may attempt to 
make themselves masters of the law, and.assume 
to know everything. A proposition upon. the part 
of one Government to another, is a mere question 
of agreement not to infringe the spirit of the treaty. 
The question will come up afterwards, whether 
the treaty had been complied with or not. in the 
payment of the money. If the Mexican Govern- 
ment drew á draft. upon this Government after the 
money was appropriated by law, let meask, how- 
ever ridiculous it miay be conceived by some, if it 
would be in violation of the treaty for this Gov- 
ernment to accept that draft—merely to accede to 
the proposition in the payment of the money? 
Does it smack in the ‘slightest degree of violation 
of law, of infringement of the treaty? Not at all. 
But this arrangement would have saved, I am 
authorized to believe, an immense sum to the 
Government, had the money been appropriated’ 
How does the present proposition stand? They 
come forward and say that they will give us secu- 
rity and vouchers to the Government at the proper 
time. Whatare they? They will put in pledge 
Government stocks bearing an interest of six per 
cent., and propose to pay the Government of the 
United States three and a half per cent. for the 
money that is to be appropriated fourteen months 
in advance. Do not these stocks bear as much 
interest by being pledged to the Government as 
they did befores And what then is the operation? 
We, in effect, pay them two and a half per cent, 
for this operation. This is the whole of the mat- 
ter. It is for the percentage, the shaving that is 
to fall into. the pockets of those concerned, that 
they have consented to the whole thing. 

Mr. MEADE, My colleague [Mr. Barry] 
has in a measure expressed an opinion adverse to 
the one I expressed on a former occasion, and in 
doing so he took occasion to say that nineteen 
twentieths of the lawyers of the country would 
be also of an opinion different to it; and I think 
it somewhat incumbent upon me to muke a short 
reply, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must here 
state, without calling the gentleman to order, that 
under the rule five minutes is allowed for the ex- 


planation of, and five minutes for opposition to, | 


the amendment, and not fora general discussion 
upon the merits of the original proposition. 

Mr. MEADE. Iam opposing the amendment, 
and l suppose I will be allowed the same latitude 
as has been extended to other gentlemen who have 
spoken upon this subject. Now, this was paid 
by drafts substantially, although not in a com- 
mercial point of view, not technically, to the Bar- 
ings & Brothers, through their agent Forstall. 
Drafts were sent here by Forstall to be paid; and 
why could not drafts in the same shape be sent 
hy the Mexican Government, by her agent, to be 
paid? They were, instead of being commercial 
drafts in the usual form, certificates sent to the 
Secretary of State, to the effect that Forstall had 
advanced so much money to the Mexican Gov- 
ermment, and that that advancement was to be 
taken out of the indemnity due her. When we 
speak of drafts, we mean drafts in that form and 
substantially to that effect. It was a certificate 
upon the part of the Mexican Government, that 
Forstall should receive $650,000 of the indemnity 
which was due to Mexico upon the 30th day of 
May, and that is the form in which the drafts 
could haye been presented in favor of Mexico or 
the agent of Mexico. We are speaking about the 
substance, not the shadow, of things. It is true, 
as my colleague says, that a commercial draft, 
drawn in the way he supposes, could not be ac- 
cepted by the Secretary of State; but any notifi- 


ment-could have been made in favor of. Mexico. 
Why could it not have been made as much in 
favor of Mexico as the Barings? 

Mr. FREEMAN... Mr. Chairman, I wish 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot 
submit any remarks upon this amendment, nor 
can he offer any amendment, as there is now an 
amendment pending to the amendment. ; 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Jounson was rejected.. . 

Mr. BAYLY moved, pro forma, to strike out 
the words “ Mexican Government.” foe 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
| to be paid in conformity to the request of the 
Mexican Government.” The gentleman from 
Virginia proposes to strike out the words ** Mexi- 
can Government.” Ft will then read ‘to be paid 
in conformity to the request”’. 

Mr. BAYLY. If the amendment prevails I 
shall then move to fill the blank. Mr. Chairman, 
my colleague has certainly not examined this mat- 
ter with his usual care. If he had he certain! 
would not have misconceived the subject as mach 
as he does, He asks the question, why we could 
notaccept drafts of the Mexican Governmentas well 
as those of the Barings? The Barings never drew 
any drafts in form or substance upon our Govern- 
ment. By their contract, on the day of payment, 
they were to make the payment in gold and silver 
| to the Mexican Government, and to take their 
receipts for it. I presume they provided them- 
selves with the money to make the payment by 
drafts drawn in Mexico upon London and New 
York, But they drew no drafts upon our Gov- 
ernment; and [ undertake to say, if my colleague 
will think of it for a moment, that he will say that 
drafts drawn by Mexico upon this Government 
and accepted by our Secretary of State, without 
express authority of law for him to do so, would į 
| not be worth the paper they were written upon. 
To assume that they would be, is to assume pow- 
ers in the officers of this Government independent 
of law. It is to assume that they have independ- 
ent and distinct powers inherent in them, and not | 
conferred by law. Now, | say that Forstall’s 
certificate, to which the gentleman refers, was | 
| nothing but a ratification by the Mexican Govern- 
ment to our Government that they had hypothe- 
cated to the extent of his advances, or in other 
words, that they had given him a lien to the ex- 
tent of his advances upon this indemnity, to be 
satisfied when itshould be paid. They could have 
given that lien to any other bankers; and the fact 
that the Barmgs were our agents did not give 
them any advantage over other bankers, as I have 
before explained. But I am done with this sub- 
ject. Everybody understands it whoever will un- 
derstand it. I shal] not say one word more in ref- 
erence to it, no matter what turn the debate may 
take. 

Mr. MEADE. My colleague says he is done 
with this subject. I am not quite done with 
it yet. [ will just read to my colleague a few 
lines of a letter which was addressed to the Seo- 
retary by the Barings: 

& lt will be perceived from the foregoing, that the con- | 
tractors made all their payments to Mexico out of their 
own funds, and were afterwards reimbursed in the United 
States, ata date averaging the 15th of May, and the last | 
and largest payment by the United States to the contract- 
ors of two millions of dollars was not made until the 27th 


of June, nearly one month after they had paid the fall in- 
statment to Mexico.” 


cation, like that in favor of Forstall, could have | 


been given in favor of Marks, or any other agent 
of the Mexican Government, and the amount thus 
certified to, as having been advanced to the Mexi- 


can Government, could be deducted out of the in- | 


demnity which was due on the 30th of May. If) 


yous A 
ment, you will find that not one cent of the money 


was paid in any other way. In point of fact, the 
whole three milions of dollars thus paid by the 
Barings & Brothers to that Government, was 
drawn for by them here. I will venture that 
without knowing the fact, because it was the 
easiest way by which it could be done. The 
draft in favor of Forstall proves not only that the 


ou go into the details of the whole of that pay-! 


draft was paid here, but that it was paid months | 


before the indemnity was due; and so the arrange- 


Now hereis an admission on the part of the 
bankers themselves that we had paid them pre- 


became due under the treaty. How? Everybody 
familiar with such transactions knows’ how. 
Those drafts were drawn by the Barings—this 
certificate was sent by the Mexican Government 
i to our Secretary here, notifying him that For- 
stall, for instance, had advanced so much money, 
and was entitled to that amount of money out of 
the indemnity which was due. Will my colleague | 
tell me how did these bankers draw out of the | 
Treasury previous to the 15th day of May any 
portion of this indemnity, if it was not for the 
purpose of paying the Mexican indemnity, either 
y transferring it there or by drawing drafts upon 
ithere? This letter is an admission of the fact, 


and my colleague cannot get over that admission. 


i 
i 
i 
| 
| 


ment——_ 


: vious to the 30th day of May, when this money |: 


i 

| Mr. BOCOCK. I move to amend the amend- 
j 

| The CHAIRMAN. 


It is not now in order; j 


There is anamendment to the amendment pending. 
The question is upon the amendment to the 
amendment. offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Bayzy.] : . 

The question was then taken and it was not 

reed to. i 

Mr. CARTTER. Imoveto reinsert the words, 
if in order, ** the Government of Mexico.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment would 
not be in order. 

Mr. CARTTER. I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘request,’’ and insert the words ‘* pursu- 
ant to.” 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of that amend- 
ment, because I think it raises substantially the 
issue that has been made in the discussion upon 
this subject, and brings up the conflict that has 
been waged between the Secretary of State and the 
authorities of Mexico. I am in favor of itas a 
substantial amendment—an amendment promo- 
ting theright and rebuking the wrong. The ques- 
tion raised in that amendment is, whether this 
| Government, in its treatment of a kindred Repub- 
lic upon our own continent, shall consult the de- 
sires of that Government, or shall sacrifice its 
| interests to its creditor, and pass that Govern- 
ment through the hands of successive monetary 
| speculators, before the fund, which we honestly 
owe her, is honestly paid to her? A technical ex- 
ception has been taken by the honorable member 
| from Virginia, [Mr. Bay.y,] who presided over 
| the Committee of Ways and Means during the 
last Congress. It was a technical exception only. 
He has been compelled, in the specious defence he 
has made 

Mr. BROOKS. Irise to a question of order. 

Mr. CARTTER. I hope it will not be taken 
out of my time. 

Mr. BROOKS. The amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio (Mr. Carrrer] is to strike out. 
My pointof order isthis: that his argument should 
be confined to the reasons why the words ‘ pnr- 
suant to the”? should be inserted, and confined 
strictly to that. If the gentleman will permit me 
to say, I have no objection to this debate going on 
to any extent, if it will be permitted on both sides 
of the House. If weare going to pass the bill, 
let us stop the debate, 

Mr. CARTTER. My argument was addressed 
to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is not 
debatable. The question of order, in the opinion 
of the Chair, is well taken. < Under the rules, after 
debate has been terminated, five minutes are allowed 
for explanations of amendments, and five minutes to 
oppose such amendments as may be offered. The 
good sense of the House, or the members, must, to 
a very great extent, control them in that matter; 
because it will be impossible for the Chair to say 
how gentlemen intend to apply their arguments; 
and if they violate the rules of order, it will, per- 
haps, be impossible for the Chair to enforce them. 
It is very clear, that under the rules of the House, 
the original proposition, or the merits of the bill, 
are not now under consideration. 

Mr. CARTTER. Does the Chair apprehend 
the force of that amendment, permit me to inquire? 
My amendment is in form “ pursuant to the re- 
quest of the Mexican Government.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman, I believe, is to insert the words “ pur- 
suant to the’? before the word “request.” It will 
į then read ‘‘ to be paid in conformity and pursuant 
| to the request.” 

Mr. CARTTER. I move to strike out the word 
“conformity.” 
| The CHAIRMAN. That will be a double 
amendment. Both cannot be entertained. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to ascertain, if a 
| verbal amendment is introduced by a member, 
; and it enters into and forms a part of the sense of 
the amendment, whether he is confined to a def- 
nition of the word thus introduced ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair stated the amend- 
ment. asthe gentleman proposed it, and decided that 
he could not make another motion to amend when 
one was pending. His motion was, to insert a 
word in one part of the amendment, and he can- 
j not move to strike out a word in another part. 

_Mr. CARTTER, That is a part of the mo- 
thon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear 
the gentleman move to strike out anything. 

Mr. CARTTER. If my amendment was mis- 
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understood, I will accommodate the gentleman 
from New York in afew minutes, I will with- 
draw it, as in tlft connection it makes no sense at 
all, and as it was misunderstood by the Chair. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. j 

Mr. CARTTER. I now propose to amend the 
amendment, if it is in order, so that it will read, 
‘in pursuance of the request of the Mexican | 
Government.” 

Mr. BROOKS. Ido not want to interrupt the 
gentleman 

Mr. CARTTER, If this does not allow dis- 
cussion, I do not want to discussit. I wish to i those used in the amendment of his colleague. 
ascertain the fact, whether it brings up my right!! Mr. CARTTER. I appeal from that decision. 
to discuss the merits of the amendment itself. || Mr. DISNEY. I desire to say one word. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that, The CHAIRMAN. Theappealis not debata- || 
under the rules, the gentleman from Ohio will be |} ble. 
confined to the explanation of his amendment— Mr. DISNEY. Iam not going to debateit atall. 
the words ‘in pursuance of the request of the |! But as there seems to be a question about words, 
Mexican Government’—that is, as to the pro- || I desire that my amendment shall be read in my 
priety of inserting his amendment into that of his || own English. ‘I never used such English as has 
colleague; but, in the opinion of the Chair, it |! been read from the desk. 
does not open the merits of the whole question on || The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has certainly 
the original bill, because the resolution terminating || not altered a word of the gentleman’s amendment. | 
debate says, the debate upon the bill shall termi- Mr. DISNEY. I wrote it ‘in a manner con- | 
nate, forming to.” 

Mr. DISNEY. I would inquire respectfully of The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the | 
the Chair, what are the merits of the main ques- || appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
tion pending ?—if there is anything else involved, Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I would inquire of 
but simply to make this appropriation of three || the Chair, whether the construction which he puts 
millions of dollars? on the 34th rule has ever been practically put | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would answer || upon it? j 
the gentleman, that the question of propriety of || Mr. CARTTER. Never in the world. 

| 


enough to give me the limitation within which I | 
must confine my remarks? Ido not exactly com- 
prehend it. The question raised in my own mind 
| 18, whether I am confined to a literal explanation | 
of the words, or whether I may discuss the sense | 
of my amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks that the | 
gentleman’s explanation, to be within the rule, | 
must be to show to the committee the difference | 
between the words ‘in pursuance of,” and ¢* con- 
formably with,” and to give reasons why the words | 
he moves to insert should be adopted in place of |i 


Mr. CARTTER. Will the Chair be good | 
i 


paying this money is, perhaps, not now before the The CHAIRMAN. It has been the uniform 
practice since the adoption of the rule; but, as the 
; Chair before said, it must depend to a very great 
|; extent upon the regard paid to that rule by the ; 
members themselves. | 

Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers on the ap- | 
peal; but they were not ordered. | 

And the question being taken, the decision of 
the Chair was sustained. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on Mr. Disney’s amend- 


committee for discussion; upon that the House 
have ordered the termination of debate. Now, it 
is to the amendment pending, offered by the gen- 
tleman himself, and to the amendment of his col- 
league, that the rule requires he should confine |! 
himself to an explanation of. f 

Mr. CARTTER. In explanation of the sense ʻi 
of the expression, ‘in pursuance of the request |; 
of the Mexican Government,” I was -proceed- | 
ing to remark—and I shall confine myself to į 
that point, for I do not wish to discuss anything i 


else—that it raised before this House the ‘iggple i| ment, it was put, and the amendment was re- | 
issue, whether we would consult the will of 2l] jected. 


ico in this payment, or whether we would consult || Mr. CARTTER. I now move the amendment | 
the directions given by the Secretary of State. |! just offered by my colleague, [Mr. Diswry,] with |! 
Now, unless there was some sinister reason—un- || this change, that I have inserted the words “in j 
less there was some selfish consideration entering || pursuance of ”’ in lieu of ‘in conformity with.” 
into and forming the quo animo, with which the | Mr. IIIBBARD, That amendment is sub 
Secretary of State seeks to defcat the will of the || stantially the same as the one just voted down, 
Mexican Government in the receipt of this money, | and I submit that it is therefore out of order, f 
T hold that he would consult that will. The very |; The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of |) 
fact that he turns his back upon it—the very fact i| order, on the ground that the committee had sub- | 
that he disregards the expressed will of that |i stantially rejected the amendment, having first | 
Government, brings to light the inevitable sus- '| voted down the amendment to the amendment and i 
icion | then the amendment, 
Mr. BROOKS, (interrupting.) I rise to a point Mr. ROBBINS. 
of order. I have no objection to this discussion |; pending? 1 
going on f The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment 
Mr. CARTTER. Go ahead and state your || pending. 
point of order. || Mr. ROBBINS. Then I move that the com- 
Mr. BROOKS. My point of order is this. |! mittee rise and report the bill to the House. i 
There is an amendment submitted by the gentle- | 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Diswey,] that the money | 


The motion was agreed to. | 
Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker | 
shall be paid ‘ conformably with the wishes of the 
Mexican Government.” The amend 


having resumed the chair, the chairman reported | 

that the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
mitted by the other gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | the Union had had the Union generally under con- 
Canrrer} is, to strike out ‘ conformably with,” |: sideration, and particularly House bill No. 46, to 
and insert ‘* pursuant to.” My pointof orderis, ‘| provide for carrying into execution, in further j 
that the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Carrrer] ; part, the twelfth article of the treaty with Mexico | 
should show the reason for striking out ‘ con- |: 
formably with,” and inserting ‘ pursuant to,’’ f 


concluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo, and had in- | 
structed him to report the same to the House } 

and that his whole argument should be directed to |: 

that object, and to that only. 


without amendment. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The position which 
Mr. CARTTER. That means that m 
ment must be strietly technical. 


; I have occupied during the discussion upon this !: 

| bill has precluded me from taking any part in it, | 

The CHAIRMAN. The 34th rule provides: |; or from making any explanation in justification of | 

No member shall occupy more than one hour in debate | the course which 1 have heretofore, and which | | 
on any question in the [touse, or in committee; but a: 
member reporting the measure under consideration from a, 


shall upon this occasion feel it my duty to pursue. į 
committee may open and close the debate: Provided, That 


H 
i 
| 
{ 
| 
i 


| 


ment sub- | 
1 


i 
i 
i 
t 


amendment he may offer, after whieh any member who ii or, at least, in explanation of my course; particu- i 
debate on the amendment; but the same privilege of debate |. +e 
i what I do, to differ from some of whom always 
The Chair thinks, as he before stated, that un- ; my own opinions. But, sir, being thoroughly | 


Is there any amendment now |! 


At the same time, my relation to this question at į| 
where debate is closed by order of the House, any member || the last Congress and at the present Congress re- | 
shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five i: larly when I reflect that there are those upon this 
shail be allowed in favor of and against any amendment 

i 
A H 
der the rule the gentleman must confine himself to `; convinced, and as thoroughly satisfied of the cor- ; 


shall be alloweg, in committee, five minutes to explain any : quires of me, [ think, a few words in justification, : 
i si siti it, and there shall be no further |! : - > : 
en E i floor who take a different view of this question to || 
that may be offored to the amendment.” ‘ creates in my mind a distrust of the correctness of || 
i 

: i 

an explanation of his amendment. i rectness of the course which I have usually pur- | 


sued in regard to this measure, I desire to state, in 
a very brief manner, why it is that I now: take 
that course. j 

It will be recollected that at the last session of 
Congress I was a member of the Committee of 
Waysand Means, from which abill was reported to 
and passed by this House, to'pay the third install- 
ment of the Mexican indemnity. I was also upon 
that committee when it reported to this House a 
bill to provide for the payment of this last install- 
ment. Both of these bills met my approbation, 
and they were reported here with my assent and 
approval. And this bill has been again reported 
at the present session with my consent and appro- 
bation. During this discussion, however, the 
course which the Committee of Ways and Means 
felt itself called upon to pursue has been called in 
question. Now, I want to know when the mes- 
ree of the President of the United States was re- 

erred to our committee, asking this House to ap- 
propriate the money necessary to pay this last 
installment, what was the duty of that committee? 
Why, it was our duty to inquire, in the first place, 
whether the money asked for by the President was 
required in order to carry into effect the stipula- 
tions of the treaty with the Government of Mex- 
ico. In the performance of that duty, therefore, 
we looked to the twelfth article of that treaty, and 
we found that this Government had: bound itself 
by that treaty to pay the Government of Mexico 
$15,000,000—§3,000,000 to be paid down at the 
time of the ratification of the treaty, and 43,000,000 
atthe end of each twelve months thereafter, with 
interest on the whole amount then due until the 
whole $15,000,000 should have been paid. 

[A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of M. 
P. Firimore, his Private Secretary, announcing 
that he had signed sundry bills. 

Mr. J. continued. In February, 1849, a bill 
was passed by the Congress of the United States, 
appropriating $3,720,000, being the first install- 
ment, with the interest due up to the 30th of May, 
1849. The same bill also appropriated the amount 
agate for the payment of the second install- 
ment, which would be due on the 30th of May, 
1850, and which, with the interest, amounted 
to $3,540,000, That bill, which appropriated 
$7,260,000 for the paymentof the two first install- 
ments of this indemnity, was in precisely the 
same terms as the one now under consideration, 
except so far as regards the amount and date. It 
simply made an appropriation of the money, 
without giving any direction to the Executive in 
relation to the mode of payment, And it passed 
this House by a vote of 187 to 8. In 1850—at 
the first session df the last Congress—~a bill, in 
precisely the same terms, making an appropria- 
tion of $3,360,000, passed this House with only 
thirty-five or thirty-six votes against it. Now, 
when the President’s message, asking for this ap- 
propriation this session, was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, we looked into the 
treaty, and found that all the money which this 
Government had stipulated to pay, with the excep- 
tion of the last installment, amounting, with the 
interest, to $3,180,000, had been paid; whieh in- 
stallment will be due on the 30th of May next. 
The committee report the bill making appropria- 
tion for the payment of this money exactly as all 
the other bills have been reported; but when it is 
brought in here, the question is raised, that we 
must direct the manner and mode in which the 
payment is to be made. That is a question with 
which I shall have no concern whatever. | come 
not here to defend the Secretary of State. I come 
not here to defend the Secretary of the Treasury. 
If the payment had heretofore been made by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, 1 would not interfere 
to direct it to he paid by any other officer. If the 
President of the United States should even direct 
the assistant Treasurer at the city of New York, 
or the assistant Treasurer at the city of New Or- 
leans, or any other individual who might be se- 
lected as the medium through which this payment 
was to be made, I should not be willing to inter- 
fere by giving a different direction, and by that 
interference to release the Executive from all re- 
sponsibility in the matter, and to take that respon- 
sibility upon ourselves, when this is clearly and 
exclusively a duty which belongs to the Execu- 
tive of the country. 

I can very well imagine why the Mexican Gov- 
ernment should come here and ask that the Sec- 
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retary of the Frou, should pay this money. 
The Secretary of the Treasury, it will be recol- 
lected, during the late war with Mexico, evinced, 
in the opinion. of the Democratic party, a much 
stronger partiality for the cause of Mexico, than he 
entertained for the cause of the United States.. But 


suppose. we should ‘direct the Secretary of the || 


Treasury to make this payment, what do we do? 
What does it amount to? Why, itis saying that 
we have more confidence in Thomas Corwin, than 
we have in Daniel Webster. Now, I ask my 
friends upon this floor, if there is.one here who 1s 
willing to say, by his vote, that-he has greater 
confidence in Thomas Corwin, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, than he has in Daniel Webster, the 
Secretary of State? 

Mr. DISNEY. 
him, - i 
^“ Mr. JONES. My friend from Ohio says h$ 
has greater confidence in him. I beg to say-—— 

Mr. CARTTER. I take pleasure in saying 
that, as far as 1 am concerned, I have no confi- 
dence in either of them. 

Mr. JONES. Well, I do not intend by my 
vote to say that I have greater confidence in the 
present Secretary of the Treasury than I have in 
the Secretary of State. The Constitution of the 
United States provides that the Constitution and 
all the laws made in pursuance thereof, and all 
treaties made under the authority of the United 
States, shall be the supreme law of the land. It 
says that the President shall be the Executive 
officerof the Government, and that it shall be his 
duty to execute the laws. Now, I hold that the 
treaty made with Mexico, and ratified by both 
Governments, is declared by the Constitution of 
the United States to be the supreme law of the 
Government, and the President is required to ex- 
ecute it, But the President cannot execute this 
provision of that treaty until Congress has placed 
at his disposal the amount of money necessary to 
enable him to make the payment, and to fulfill the 
obligations of the treaty which we have contracted 
and bound ourselves to comply with. Then I 
hold that it is the duty of Congress to appropriate 
the money necessary, and leave it to the Presi- 
dent of the United States to direct the mode and 
manner in which it shal] be paid. 

But suppose we should adopt the amendment 


I have greater confidence in 


and provide that it shall be paid in the manner || 


which the Mexican Government desires. Does 
any man suppose that the Mexican Government 
would take less than the amount which would be 
required to pay the installment in Mexico? Does 
any man suppose. she would accept of less than 
one hundred cents upon the dollar if paid in the 


city of New York? The gentlemam from Vir- || 


ginia [Mr. Meane] says she would take fonr and 
a half per cent, less. Mr. Speaker, if there is any 
such evidence before this Congress or before the 
country, | confess that I have not seen it. I have 
not, perhaps, read this correspondence of the 
Mexican Minister, Mr. De la Rosa, with as much 
care as some other gentlemen. But in that cor- 
respondence, if I have read it aright, Mr. De la 
Rosa informs this Government, that the Mexican 
Government had received advances in money from 
Mr. Forstall. Ido not see that he has any au- 
thority to ask this Government to pay Mr. For- 
stall in America, the money. Itappears from this 
correspondence that the Mexican Government had 
received at one time $400,000, and at another, 
$250,000; but that Government is not bound to 
reimburse that money. Again, it is said that it 
could be paid on better terms through drafts on 
Mr. Marks. Now, I waat to know, if it appears 
anywhere in this correspondence that the Mexi- 


money at all, or any part of it? I ask if there is 

a lawyer upon this floor—for I do not make any 

ee one—who will say that a Minister 
lenipotentiary and Envoy 

Mexico can receive the money due from this Gov- 


Extraordinary of | 


ernment to Mexico? According to my informa- | 


tion, he cannot. I have seen no authority from 
that Government to Mr. De la Rosa to receive 
any part of this installment. But suppose our 
Government had accepted and paid the draft of 
Mr. Marks: had the Mexican Government ever 
engaged to accept those drafts? Not so far as we 
are informed. Mr. Dela Rosa asks that this Gov- 
ernment should accept them, but he did it without 
any authority from his Government, so far as I 
have seen, to make that request. 


j: the money 
ean Minister was ever authorized to receive the |: 


Now, sir, it seems to me that in this whole ques- 
tion it has not been a fightin regard to the manner 
in which this installment shall be paid, because the 
Government of the United States has lost anything 
which rightfully belonged ‘to it, but because the 
Government has not had enough of the Shylock 
infused into it in this: transaction—because we 
have not saved as much or made as much by the 
| payment of this installment as we might have done. 
| Now, let us see how these installments have been 
| paid. ‘The first installment of three millions, paid 
in cash, was, I understand, paid through General 
| Butler, then commanding our forces, ora portion 
| of them, in ‘Mexico, at the time of the ratification 
| of this treaty. He paid those three millions of 
| dollars, and saved upon it, in the way of exchange, 
| $41,000.. The second installment was paid in 
: 1849, under an appropriation made in February of 
that year, and approved by Mr. Polk, when he 
| was President. As I understand that question, 
| Mr. Walker, the then Secretary of the Treasury, 
madea contract for the payment of the second in- 
stallment before the law appropriating the money 
was passed. It was paid in Mexico, being the 
metálliment of $3,000,000, and $720,000 the interest 
upon the twelve millions unpaid from the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty to the time of the first payment, 
| one year. That amount was paid, saving a pre- 
mium of four and a half per cent. The $3,720,000 
paid in 1849, under the direction of Mr. Polk’s 
administration, was paid with $3,552,600, being a 
saving to the Government of $167,400. 

The second payment made under the appropri- 
| ation act of 1849, and approved by Mr. Polk, but 

paid under General Taylor’s administration, being 
| $3,540,000, was paid, less a premium of about four 
and one third per cent., being $3,386,616 26, 
| making a saving to the Government, upon that 
| installment, of $153,383 74. 
: The third installment of $3,360,000 was paid 
| with $3,242,400, a saving of about three and a 
! half per cent. premium, being a saving, in the ag- 
| gregate, upon the third installment of $117,600. 
The present installment of $3,180,000, if it shall 


i will be paid with $3,068,700—being a saving of 
Í $111,300. 
; Then we find that the saving is as follows: 
. Upon the cash payment at the ratification of the 
WOALY coe ee ee ee cece eeeeesereeees $41,000 00 
Upon the first installment........... 167,400 00 
ss «© -gecond installment........ 153,383 74 
sc third installment. esee. 117,600 00 
‘© fourth installment......... 111,300 00 
$590,683 74 
Making an aggregate of not quite $600,000 
| saved, in the way of premium, upon the whole 
! transaction with Mexico; and so much less than 
| by the face of the treaty we were required to pay 
| her. Now how is this done? If you directed the 
| Secretary of the Treasury to pay this money, he 
į certainly would not send to Mexico an agent, and 
: there draw drafts upon this country, in order to 
| raise the amount of money there to pay it, because 
; he would have no authority to do such a thing. 
|! Then you use these agents—as this and all other 
| governments have done, and, I presume, will do— 
in the performance of this sort of duties. These 
| men go to Mexico and draw bills upon this coun- 
i try, upon England, upon France, perhaps upon 
| Amsterdam, and other places, where the commerce 
| of the country may require. They sell those 
i drafts there, and when they have accumulated the 
: money, they pay it to that Government and take 
a receipt therefor, and bring them here and receive 
from this Government. 


Now 
: Means, at each time when it reported a bill in con- 


and faithfully its duty to the country. I think that 


no direction about it. Ifany gentleman here will 


; high officers of the Government have improperly 
‘received money, or have improperly put mone 

i into the pockets of their friends, I will go with 
; them, and give them every facility in my power, 


| 


i gress, and be exposed to the country. 


| 
| be paid at a premium of three and a half per cent., | 


think the Committee of Ways and | 


nection with that treaty, has discharged strictly j! 
i is, the business before the committee should be 
this bill should be passed as it comes from that į 
|; committee, making the appropriation and giving 


| for a strict and scrutinizing investigation into the |; 
| whole question, that it may be developed to Con- l 


| the main question was ordered to be put, 
| main question being: Shall the bill be engrossed 


: come and ask for an investigation of this matter, |! - 
; to know when, where, how and in what manner | 
i there has been corruption or favoritism, by which | 


j 


Mr. HOUSTON. -I ask the previous question. 

‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, Task the gen- 
tleman from Alabama to withdraw his mation for 
a single moment. I wish to offer a single amend- 
ment, I intended to have offered in the commit- 
tee; and I will move the previous question myself, 
if the gentleman desires it. It is as follows. 

Provided, The President of the United States shall feel 
bound to accept of any propositions for the payment of said 
instalment, that may be offered by the proper Mexican au- 
thorities, if not deemed inconsistent with the interests of 
the United States. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
is no telling where we shall stop. 
duty to moveit. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I hopethe House will 


If I withdraw for one, there 
I feel it my 


| vote down the previous question. 


Mr. J. demanded tellers on the previous ques- 
tion; which were ordered, and Messrs. Houston 
and CHANDLER were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 111; noes not counted. 


So the previous question received a second, and 
The 


and read a third time? it was put and carried in 
the affirmative. . . ; 
Mr. DUNHAM moved a reconsideration of the 


i vote by which the bill was ordered to be en- 


grossed and read a third time, and that the motion 
to reconsider be laid upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

The bill was then read the third time, and the 
question now being, Shall the bill pass?— 

_Mr. HOUSTON called for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put, which 
main question was, Shall the bill pass? 

The question was then taken, and under the 
operon of the previous question, it was finally 

assed. 

a Mr. DUNHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and to lay the mo- 
tion to peconsider upon the table, which latter 
motionAvas agreed to. ; 


. THE CUBAN PRISONERS. 


Mr. BAYLY. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on. the state of the 
Union. My object. is to take up the bill for the 
relief of the Cuban prisoners. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I hope the House 
will go to the regular order of the day. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is a privileged 
one. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Bayry, and it was agreed to. 

So the House resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Srernens, of Georgia, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the first business 
in order was the annual message of the President 
of the United States. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move to lay that aside in or- 
der to take up the bill I referred to just now. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I haveno objection to the 
motion of the gentleman, but I want to know 
what is the decision of the Chair upon this ques- 
tion. I understand itis regarded as in order for the 
chairman, or any other member of the Committee 
on Printing, to call up the question relating to the 
printing contract with Donelson & Armstrong at 
any time. I have no disposition to call it up. I 


| want te know if the Chair holds that to be a priv- 


ileged question which can be gotten rid of only by 
unanimous consent, or that any member may call 
itup? 

The CHAIRMAN. The opinion of the Chair 


taken up regularly in its order, and that a motion 


i must be made to dispense with each case as it is 
‘ called. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I am satisfied with that 
decision, if it is acquiesced in by the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. Ifit isthe unanimous con- 
sent of the committee, the regular order of business 
will be dispensed with, and bill 63, “For the 


: relief of American citizens lately imprisoned and 
i pardoned by the Queen of Spain,” will be taken 


up. 
There was no objection. 
The Cixrg read the bill as follows: > 


1852. 
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An act for the relief of American citizens lately imprisoned 
and pardoned by the Queen of Spain. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, 
That there be, aud hereby is, appropriated the stun of —— 
dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of any 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the : 


reljef of American citizens lately imprisoned 


i t and pardoned 
by the Queen of Spain, 


and who are out of the limits of the 


United States, the same to be expended under the direction | 


of the President of the United States. 


Mr. BAYLY. I made a call upon the Admin- 


istration for an estimate of the sum which will be | 


necessary for the relief of these prisoners. The: 


estimate sent in is in these words: 


wW DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
3 ASHINGTON, January 8, 1852. 
To the Hon. Tuomas H., Bavuy, 4 ane 
Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
Sır: I have the honor toacknowle 
letter of the Gth instant, requesting 


mittee on Foreign Affairs, an estimate of the sum which i 


may be necessary to carry into effect the President’s rec- | 
ommendation in respect to the members of the Lopez ex- į 


pedition recently set free in Spain In reply, I have the 
honor to acquaint you that, according to the best intorma- 
tion in possession of this Department, the number of those 
persons is from one hundred and sixty to one hundred and 
seventy. Some expenses will probably have been incurred 


on their account prior to their release, and many of them ; 


will have required necessary clothing. This, ineluding the 


cost of their passage home, may fairly be estimated at thir- | 


ty-five dollars each. An appropriation of six thousand dol- 
lars would, therefore, probably be sufficient for all these 
purposes. 

I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, yout obedi- 
ent servant, DANIEL WEBSTER. 

I move, therefore, that the blank in the bill be 
filled with ‘‘six thousand.” If members will look 
at the bill they will see that it is carefully drawn. 
It provides for the appropriation of dollars, 
or so much thereof as m 
the money in the public 
appropriated, for the relief of American citizens 
lately imprisoned and pardoned by the Queen of 
Spain, and who are out of the limits of the United 
States, the same to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States. I shall 
not detain the committee with any remarks in ad- 
vocacy of the bill. I think it vindicates itself. 

The question was taken upon the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. GIDDINGS then obtained the floor, and 
said he would avail himself of the opportunity to 
speak upon the subject of the foreign relations of 
the country, although not perhaps directly affect- 
ing the bill before the committee. 
general speech on the doctrine of national inter- 
vention, which will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr, BAYLY, of Virginia. Ido not propose 
at this time to debate the subject of interven- 
tion. A proper opportunity will occur for that 
when we go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union on the President’s message; 
after that another opportunity will occur upon a 
report which will come from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs; but what I propose now to do is, 
to ask the committee to rise and stop this debate, 
that we may pass this bill appropriating six thou- 
sand dollars for the relief of some poor and 


deluded citizens of our own country, who have i 


practically tested the expediency of intervention 
in the affairs of a foreign country. [Laughter.] 
I move that the committee do now rise. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 


y be necessary, out of | 
reasury not otherwise | 


He delivered a | 


say to the gentleman from Virginia that I desire 
this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House, 


to enable me to take up a bill to which I wish to 
propose an amendment. It is a bill which will not 
provoke any discussion, and is very much needed 
to be passed now. ' 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman from New York 
will perceive my object ìs to stop debate upon this 
bill, and to bring the House to action upon it at 
once. 
If it is to pass at all it should be passed at once. 
I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. CARTTER. Ihavean amendment I wish 
to offer. It is this: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed into 


an approbation of any interference in the domestic affairs of 
ioe $ a 
Cuba by any of the citizens of the United States. 


Mr. BAYLY. 


is not in order. a 
Mr. CARTTER. I have the floor, I believe. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
he understood the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 


I rise to a question of order. . 
It is this: Pending a motion to rise an amendment į 


Bayiy] to make the motion that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. Uponwhich 
understanding the Chair had assigned the floor to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] to make 
a Motion. 

Mr. BAYLY. On the contrary, as soon as he 
stated that he desired to make an amendment I 
modified my resolution so as to make it a simple 
motion to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Virginia to move that the commit- 
tee rise and report the bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. But when the gentleman from 
| Ohio gave notice that he had an amendment, I saw 
; at once | could not do that, and | modified my 


‘| motion so as to make it simply that the committee 
| rise. 

dge the receipt of your | 
0n behalf of the Com- | 


The CHAIRMAN, 
| put that question first. 

‘The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Bayty, and it was agreed to. 

So the commitiee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman of the commit- 
tee (Mr. Srepuens, of Georgia) reported that 
the Committee of the Whole upon the state of the 
Union had had the state of the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly House bill 


I understand it, and will 


citizens lately imprisoned and pardoned by the 
Queen of Spain, and had directed him to report 
that they had come to no conclusion thereon, and 
asked to be allowed to sit again. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move the usual resolution to 


committee shall have resumed its consideration. 

The question was then put and the resolution 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CARTTER, ls it in order to move an 
adjournment ? Three o’clock has arrived. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. CARTTER. Then I move that this 
House do now adjourn. 

{Cries of «* No!” ** No!” 

Mr. SKELTON called the yeas and nays upon 
adjournment; which were not ordered. 

he question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I suggest to 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayzy,] that 
we can in this House discharge the committee 
from the further consideration of this bill, and 


tleman asks for. 
|. Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
j imous consent. 

The SPEAKER. 
sent, 


Only by unan- 


It requires unanimous con- 


the House—ayes 99, noes not counted. So the 
House again resolved itself in Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. STEPHENS, 
of Georgia, in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill No. 63. 

Mr. CARTTER. | offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shal} be construed into 


of Cuba by any of the citizens of the United States. 
Mr. CARTTER. 
good faith. 
Mr. BAYLY. 


to the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
| the circumstances, that it is germane. 
dividuals convicted, according to the bill, of a vio- 


The Chair thinks, under 


I cannot consent to have this bill laid aside, | lation of the laws of Cuba, it is certainly germane ;: 


to declare that, in the passage of this bill, we 
express no approbation of their conduct. The 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. CARTTER. The appropriation of six 
: thousand dollars contemplated b 


men who have violated the neutrality laws of this 
country and the national sovereignty of a foreign 
Power. Our own laws are either at fault, or this 
| appropriation ought to be made, under the cir- 
cumstances, to promote the efficiency of those 
laws. If the proposition were to expend money 
j to deliver your penitentiaries, all would vote 


No. 63, being a bill for the relief of American | 


stop debate upon this bill in five minutes after the | 


there is no necessity for the proceeding the gen- į 


The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. BayLy, and it was agreed to on a division of | 


an approbation of any interference in the domestic affairs : 
Isubmit that amendmentin | 


I rise to a question of order. 
My question is, that the amendment is not germane | 


Where in- | 


this bill, is de- : 
signed for the purpose of bringing home certain | 


f i 
against it. The reason why we vote this amount 
is because it is regarded ‘as a ‘sort of political 
offence, and those who have violated the neutrality 
| laws are entitled to considerations that relate to 
| political offences alone. I consider. it important to 
|, the integrity of your own laws, important to the 
| national integrity of this Government, that while 
| We extend this relief from the dictates of human- 
i ity, we should throw 
|i cance wh 
years since and we had this filibusterian expedi- 
| 


: 
| 
| 


States. They were compelled to drag themselves 
back here with the assistance of benevolent for- 
eigners. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN stated the hour fixed by the 
| House for the termination of debate had arrived 
| Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I desire. 

Mr. BAYLY. Ihave the right, after the de- 
| bate has closed—having reported the bill—to be 
| heard one hour under the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairman recognized 
the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Evans|—not 
knowing what motion he had to submit. 

Mr. EVANS, I rise for the purpose of offer- 
ing an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is in order under the rules. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I had supposed that the 
gentleman was entitled to his hour after all amend- 
ments had been considered in the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. He is entitled to his hour 
after the time fixed for the termination of the de- 
bate. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Gentlemen need not 
suppose Tam going to occupy an hour. I shall 
not occupy more than five minutes. I hope the 
i| bil may pass. The gentleman from Ohio .[Mr. 
|! Carrrer] seems to think that our making provis- 
t ion to bring these prisoners home, is an approbation 
|, of their conduct. Now, let me give the gentleman 
|| asimple illustration, which will, I am sure, refute 
i his argument at once. It is the law of Virginia, 
| and I presume the law of Ohio, that when the 
courts send a man to the penitentiary, and incar- 
j cerate him there until the expiration of his term 
| of punishment, or until he is pardoned, there shall 
| be paid to him money sufficient to get him other 
| clothes than those worn in the penitentiary, and 
| to carry him home. This is the law, I presume, 
i in all ofthe States. Itis a matter of sheer human- 
; ity, and I take it for granted that it is the same in 
all of the States. After we have punished a man 
—after he has expiated his offence—is it a crime 
to afford him money to get back home? The sim- 
! ple statement is a refutation of the proposition. 
| But the gentleman from Ohio says further, that if 
i we have power to appropriate these $6,000 to 
: bring home these Cuban prisoners from Spain, 
|; we have authority to appropriate money to carry 
‘home the convicts from State penitentiaries that 

may be turned out. Now, we would have no 
| authority under the Constitution to appropriate this 
money were these men in our own territory. It 
j: is because they are in foreign countries, because it 

is a matter pertaining to our foreign relations that 
we have the power to appropriate this money. It 
iis the distinction that Mr. Madison took. It is 
= the distinetion that Mr. Calhoun took in voting 
for the bill for the relief of the sufferers at Ca- 
ji racas. 
As to that Caracas affair, I always doubted 
‘the constitutionality of it, because it was for the 
relief of foreigners and not American citizens. 
© When our citizens are within the limits of any 
'| of the States, the General Government has noth- 
ing to do with them. They are under the juris- 
` diction of the separate States, and it is for the States 
i to take care of them; but when they are beyond 
n the limits of the United States, they are under the 
‘| protection of our Government, and it is our duty 
j to take care of them. It is for that reason we 
l| have appropriated annually from the foundation 
|! of the Government to this time asum of money 
| to relieve disabled and sick seamen in foreign 
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countries; but no one will maintain wë havea right ` 
to make ana oes to relieve as 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire, in all se- 
riousness, if-the gentleman puts disabled seamen 
as a tender against the neutrality laws of the 
United States and against—— s 

Mr. BAYLY; I am now speaking of our 
power. The gentleman denied our authority to 
make the appropriation, : acer 

Mr. CARTTER. No; I did not. Tam will- 
ing to vote for your bill, if you will- save your 
laws. $ i ` 

Mr. BAYLY. IfIhad understood the gentle- 
man was not denying our authority, I should not 
have spoken upon that point. l- say that it is 
precisely because these people- are beyond the 
limits of the United States; that they are not under 
the protection. of any State government—they 
are by. our Constitution emphatically under the 
Protection of the National Government. We bave 
the authority to grant them that relief which, were 
they in the States, the State governments would 
have to extend. # That is the distinction. 

Mr. MEADE. I ask my colleague to give me 
information upon this point: Are these prisoners 
still in Spain, or on their way to the United States, 
and at whose expense? 

Mr, BAYLY. We have no information upon 
that point. They probably are still in Spain. 
They are certainly there unless some charitable 
ship-master is bringing them here, or unless the 
Queen of Spain is sending them home. If the 
Queen of Spain was sending them home, it would 
be Only decent and proper in us, before we have 
that information, to make an appropriation for 
their relief. We only appropriate’ so much as 
may be necessary for their relief, and we hold the 
President accountable for the manner in which he 
expends the money. I shall not detain the House 
further. I hope the bill may pass. 

Mr. POLK submittted the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

Nor in any way imply a disposition on the part of this 
House, to violate the principle imbodied in the Farewell 
Address of President Washington, by encouraging the opin- 
jon that our Government will interfere in the affairs of Bu- 
ropean powers. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment rejected. k 

Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers upon his 
amendment; which were ordered, and Messrs. 
Mracuam and CARTTER were appointed. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the bill, and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 79, noes 58. 

So the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Lproposeto amend; 
and have only a word to say, and for the purpose 
of getting an opportunity to say it, I move to add 
to the bill an appropriation of $500 to the widow 
and children of Lieutenant Crittenden, who was 
shot down at Havana. 

Mr. ORR. [rise to a question of order. The | 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio is not ger- 
mane to the bill under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I then move to 
strike out “ $6,000” and insert “ $100.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the amendment is not in order, inasmuch 
as $6,000"? was put in by the committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I willadd $500,” making 
it «© $6,500.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the amount cannot bechanged. Thecom- 
mittee have filled the blank. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will make this motion: 
t that the Secretary of State be authorized to make 
the disbursement of the fund.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that 
the gentleman had better strike out ‘under the 
direction of the President of the United States,” | 
and insert ** under an agent to be appointed by the ; 
President of the United States.” | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no copy of the bill 
before me, but will make a motion thùs to amend i 
it. T desire simply to say that I am opposed to | 
this bill, and shall so vote when the question is | 
taken on its passage. I was in favor of the amend- | 
ment of my colleague excluding the inference that | 
we indorsed the Cuban enterprise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the gen- | 
tleman to order. He must confine his remarks to 
the amendment he offered. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. If the rules are to be.en- 
forced. more strictly than they ever have been 
before, why, of course, 1 will-submit. I am a 
law-abiding man, and desire to conform to the 
rules. Imay be permitted to say, that such an 
application of the rule has never been made. 
~ {Cries of Go on!” Goon t] : 

I should have been done before this if I had been 
allowed to go on. > ` 

Mr. ORR. l 
equal strictness upon other gentlemen. > ` 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman in his re- 
marks must confine himself to the amendment he 
offered. Such was the decision of the committee 
to-day. se 

Mr. CAMPBELL. After having this decision 
of the Chair, 1 will prove my disposition to obey 
the law and shall not insist upon debating. the 
amendment. Besides, I confess that for the faith- 
ful disbursement of the fund if appropriated, I 
have as much confidence in the officer (the Presi- 
dent) selected already by the bill, as in the Secre- 
tary of State. I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inquire 
whether it would be in order to move to strike out 
all after the enacting clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be, if the gentle- 
man offers to insert something. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I make the motion, then, 
to strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert an appropriation of $500 to the widow and 
children of Lieutenant Crittenden. 

Mr. POLK. I would ask the gentleman from 
Ohio if Lieutenant Crittenden was married? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I don’t know whether he 
was or not, and I don’t care much, as my chief 
purpose is to raise my voice against this bill ina 
five minutes’ speech—this being the last chance. 
ifhe was never married there will be no money to 
be paid under my amendment, if it prevails. I 
will add on that point, that [ regard It as a great 
loss if a man of such indomitable bravery and 
courage as Lieutenant Crittenden, in his dying 
hour, showed he possessed, whatever might have 
been his follies, was not married. He ought 
to have left some children. I am opposed to 
this bill, because it provides an appropriation 
of a large amount of money out of the public 
Treasury, to bring back to the United States those 
who are admitted by the chairman who reports 
the bill, to have been criminals—to bring back 
those who are acknowledged to have violated our 
laws, and to have put in jeopardy the peace of 
friendly nations. l am notin favor of making an 
application of the funds of the public Treasury to 
any such purpose. There are very many excel- 
lent citizens of the West who, in pursuing an honest 
business—in carrying on lawful trade—in going 
to New Orleans with produce, for instance, have 
met with misfortunes upon our western waters, 
resulting from the snags in the Mississippi and other 
rivers, which the strict constructionists of this 
Fouse could not consent to have taken out. They 
were left there far away from their homes and 
friends, without the means of returning to them. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
gentleman why Ohio did not provide for them ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Because our people never 
ask or expect to be relieved from such inconveni- 
ences by their Government. They rely upon 
the labor of their hard hands and the impulses of 
their bold hearts for relief. These very men who 
through misfortune were deprived of the means of 
returning to their families, never dreamed of call- 
ing on the national Government for help. They 
‘‘ worked their passages’? homeward, as deck 
hands and firemen on steamboats; and if we com- 
pel honest people, who are loyal citizens, todo this, 


r e 2 si or} r H . . 
I ask, what power have we—what righthave we— | argue his amendment before the committee upon 


| the question of power. 
jand I only rose—as 1 am averse at all times to 


what reason have we, to take the very money 
which they have earned in part, and placed in 
your Treasury, and over which we are their 
chosen guardians, and appropriate it to the benefit 
of those who are acknowledged to be criminals 
before the whole world? It seems to me that is 
carrying the matter a little too far; and for one, 
though I may stand solitary and alone, I go 
against this whole system, which glorifies and 
pays for violations of law, at the expense of indus- 


trious, Innocent poverty. These men are there— || 


It: 


let them get back upon their own resources. 
was a voluntary act of their own when they went 
to Cuba. They went there with a full knowledge 
of the dangers to.which they subjected themselves 


The -rule has been enforced with 


ihe ever drew his doctrine. 


I would ask the |; 


and. their country, and in direct violation of the 


‘laws of the land—in the face, too, of the solemn 


and friendly warning which the President of the 


| United States had given them by his proclamation. 


And yet, forsooth, we propose, aftér they have had 
a ride over the salt water, to heroize and lionize 
them, to pay their wine bill, &c., and that they 
should travel back at the public expense. __ 

Mr. PENN.. How does the gentleman propose 
to get them back? oN ae 8 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have. no, particular de- 
sire about their coming “back until they’ earn 
enough to pay their expenses, and are thoroughly 
reformed. Let them work their passage, as hon- 
est people do, who are away from home without 
money. Let them act as firemen upon your 
steamers—let them black the boots of the passen- 
gers, if they please, as better men have often done 
before. i : 

Mr. PENN. How will you clothe them? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 understand the Queen 
of Spain has already clothed them; if not, let 
them do it in the same honest way, by the labor 
of their hands and sweat of their brows. 

Mr. PENN. They have no clothes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, They will have to come 
naked, then, because we have no power to clothe 
the poor and distressed out of the national Trea» 
sury: 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STUART. Jam greatly surprised at the 
position of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr; Camp- 
BELL.] Lam_not less surprised at the course of 
his remarks than to learn the source from which 
ls any such doc- 
trine taught upon the face of the earth? I ask 
the gentleman, beginning with the time when’ the 


| Saviour came to this world, and coming down to 


the present time, to tell me, whether he has ever 
read of doctrines such as he has uttered here to- 
day? I am aware that the Government of the 
United States, through its Executive branch, 
went too far—greatly too far—when it proclaimed 
in advance that these men were outlaws and 
pirates, and thus furnished the Cuban and Span- 


| ish powers with grounds for treating them as 
| pirates—to be considered as beyond and outside of 


our treaty obligations, and hence not entitled to 
the privileges of American citizens. 

But, sir, has itcome to this, that we rise herein 
our places and say, that fellow-citizens who have 


| been thus unfortunate are to be brought: back to 


their homes, to their firesides, to their friends, to 
their parenta, hungry naked, outside of humanity, 
outside of the protection even of God himself! ‘If 
that doctrine is to_be carried out-—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
man allow me a word of explanation? 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, The gentleman must not 
understand me as having, as an individual, no 
feeling of sympathy with these unfortunate men, 
who, having. been misguided, may have been 
placed in a situation of this character. So far as 
I might aid a fellow man in that situation—in 
misery and want—I would doubtless, as an indi- 
vidual, be willing to go just as far as the gentle- 
man from Michigan to relieve him by my indi- 
vidual means; but when the proposition is, to vote 
out of the national Treasury a fund for such a pur- 
pose, I say that we have no power to appro- 
priate the money of the people to alleviate even 
the distresses of those who, in honest and lawful 
pursuits, are reduced to nakedness and want, 
much less to pay such a reward for a violation of 
the established law of the land. 

Mr. STUART. The gentleman did not come 
to this question of power before. He did not 


He never alluded to it, 


detain the House—to repel such positionsas he 


i assumed in his remarks. 


Mr. CAMPBELL then withdrew his amend- 
ment. 
_ Mr. EVANS moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing thereto the following: 

Provided, That the President of the United States shall 


send no ship of war for the purpose of bringing back these 
prisoners, 


Mr. E. said: I take it that if a ship of war was 
sent to Spain to bring back these prisoners, it 


! would be deemed an. act of intervention on the 


part of this Government. Gentlemen see that I 
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know how to get up an anti-intervention amend- 
ment. [Laughter.] It would be a decided act 
of intervention, and I am opposed to intervention | 
by the Government of the United States with | 


foreign powers, .I voted against the amendment 

of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. CARTTER,] 

because 1 thought it improper and out of place, 

but not because I am in favor of intervention. | 
Sir, this is not a case of intervention at all. If | 
these persons did intervene in the affairs of Spain | 
by going to Cuba, the crime is at an end in con- 
sequence of the pardon of the Queen of Spain, 
and we do not intervene in the affairs of foreign 
nations by voting money to bring them home 
again. But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cart- 
TER] argued that these men were punishable under 
our own laws. Take it for granted that they 
were 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman, that he must confine his remarks 
to his own amendment. 

Mr. EVANS. Take it for granted, that these 
persons are punishable by ourown laws, s you 
cannot get at them to punish them, until they are 
brought back to this country. That is the’ only 
way in which you can enforce the laws. The | 
voting of this money is not an act of interven- || 
tion in the affairs of Spain at all, and for that rea- | 
son I was opposed to the amendment of the gen- ! 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] which has been | 
adopted. | 

But, sir, these are miserable misguided men; | 
they are generally young men; they are inexperi- | 
enced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the gen- 
tleman to order. The general merits of the bill 
are not now before the committee. 

Mr. EVANS. I am showing why the Presi- 
dent should not send a ship-of-war after these per- | 
sons. I say that these are very young and mis- 
guided men; many of them—-most of them have 
not arrived at years of discretion, and they are 
not, therefore, to be judged by too rigid rulés, and 
certainly, every dictate of humanity, and every | 
impulse that can properly prompt the human | 
heart, would lead us to vote this appropriation to 
bring them back to their families and friends. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I wish to speak in opposition 
to the amendment. I think that a ship-of-war į 
ought to be sent after these unfortunate men. Ij 
think so, not only from my understanding of the ` 
principles of humanity, which should control all 
Governments, but I think it ought to be done in | 
accordance with a precedent which has been es- 
tablished by this Government, and which I had 
the honer of opposing—if it be an honor. We 
sent aship-of-war toa foreign country to bring 
over a man and his associates, who were engaged 
in a cause which 1 cannot distinguish from the one 
in which these persons were engaged. I allude 
to the ship-of-war which was sent for the Hun- 
garian exiles, who have had the honor of being 
transported to this country from an imprisonment 
not so degrading, or so confining, or so necessi- 
tous as the one which has overwhelmed these un- 
fortunate citizens of ours. 

I think, too, that this Government is to a great i 
extent responsible for the unfortunate predicament : 
in which these men are now placed. This Gov- : 
ernment chose to interfere originally in this scheme, | 
and I believe that if it had remained quiet and had . 
not given its countenance against these men who 
were endeavoring to uproot the tyranny which , 
was oppressing Cuba, they would to-day, instead 
of being condemned as pirates and imprisoned by 
a foreign power, have been the liberators of a State 
and the founders of a Republic. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ORR. 1 desire to inquire of the gentleman : 
from Ohio, [Mr. CAMPBELL,| how he voted upon 
the resolution to bring Kossuth to this country? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will answer the question | 
with great pleasure. , , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the in- ; 
quiry to he out of order. | 

Mr. ORR. I have the record here, and the gen- | 


i 


tleman voted in the affirmative. i 


27 


| 


required no appropriation of money. 

Mr. EVANS asked leave to withdraw 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE objected. 

And the question being taken, the amendment 
was rejected, 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee rise, 
and report the bill to the House as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committeeaccordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and particu- 
larly House bill No. 63, ‘ for the relief of certain 
American citizens lately imprisoned and pardoned 
by the Queen of Spain,” and had directed him to 
report the same to the House with two amend- 
ments, in which he asked the concurrence of the 
House. 

Mr. BAYLY, I desire to say something 
against one of the amendments, but I will not do 
it now, as I am anxious for the bill to pass in any 
form. The second amendment, reported by the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
is, however, entirely unnecessary, and I hope the 
House will notagree to it. I now call for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER stated the first question to be 
on concurring in the amendment of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to fill 
the blank with the words “six thousand.” 

The question was then put, and it was agreed 
to. So the House concurred in the amendment. 

The SPEAKER stated the next question to be 
on concurring in the amendment of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to add 
to the bill the following: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed into 
an apprchation of any interference in the domestic afluirs 
of Cuba, by any of the citizens of the United States. 

Mr. STANLY called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. STANLY. There 


his 


are some sick mem- 


| bers—sick upon the subject of intervention, whom 


l want to hear, and I therefore move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House ac- 
cordingly adjourned until twelve o’clock to-mor- 
row. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

By Mr. HENN : A bill for the laying off of the town of 
Kanesville, Iowa, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CHANDLER gave notice that he should at the 
earliest day possible ask Icave to introduce a bill author- 
izing the repairs of piers at Port Penn, and the construction 
of a shelter for vessels at Reedy Island, in the Delaware 
river. 

Mr. WEIGHUTMAN gave notice, under the rule, of his 
intention to introduce a bill to authorize the issue of arms, 
ammunition, and equipments, at the discretion of the Sec- 
retary of War, upon the requisition of the Governor of the 
"Territory of New Mexico, for the purpose of arming te 
inilitia, volunteers, rangers, and Pueblo Indians of said 
Territory. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts : The petition of James 
Reed aud others, citizens of Boston, that the expenses and 
charges attendant upon the exhibition of American goods 
at the World’s Fair may be reimbursed. 

By Mr. KURTZ : The petition òf George P. Welsh and 
Clark H. Wells, passed midshipmen in the United States 
Navy, asking for masters’ pay during the time they per- 
formed the duties of lieutenants, under the circumstances 
set forth in their petition. , 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Henry A. H. Martin, 
E. B. Titsworth, Isaac Webster, and other citizens of New 
Jersey, representing that they consider the importation of 
intoxicating liquors into this country a source of great evil, 
and pray the enactment of a law prohibiting entirely the 
importation of such liquors. 

By Mr. WALLACE: The petition of Jane Gaston, of 
South Carolina, widow of Joseph Gaston, praying that the 
invalid pension granted to her husband in his lifeume, may 
be also granted to her. A 

By Mr. ASHE: The petition of R. Morisy, IH. Currie, 


Mr. CAMPBELL, (in his seat.) That vote 
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and H. Vail, deputy marshal 
pensation for the taking of the census. ; 

f By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of J. B. 
Christman, for himself and others, praying the. establish- 
ment ofa mail-route from Westvillé, Simpson county, Mis- 
sissippi, to Monticello, Lawrence county, in the same 
State. 

i By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 
| John F. Dumas, of Philadetphia, in relation to balance of 
claim against the French Governnient. 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Captain. Jonas 
| P. Levy, in relation to his claims on Mexico assumed by 
! the United States under the 8th, 9th, 13th, and 14th articles 
| of the treaty dated Guadalupe Tidalzo, February 2, 1848, 

complaining of injustice done him by the commissioners 
| for the settlement of said claims, charging them with negli- 

gence by the loss of important papers, and petitioning Con- 
gress to order an investigation whereby his claims may be 
fairly considered and he thereby obtain compensation for 
i his losses as Das been provided for by law. 

By Mr. RUNTER: ‘The petition of Amos Armstrong, . , 

By Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky: The petition of sundry 
citizens of Owsley county, Kentucky, praying the estab_ 
| lishment of a mail route from Booneville, Owsley county 
Kentucky, passing Pond Creek, to London, Laurel county’, 

Kentucky. 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition of Jennie D. Haskins, 
widow of lieutenant Charles Haskins, who felat Moute- 
rey, Mexico, September 21, 1846, asking for a continuance 
of her pension. 

By Mr. WELGHTMAN: A memorial (signed by a citi- 
zen ol New Mexico,) praying that —~ thousand copies of 
| the annual me: ve of the President of the United States to 
i both Houses: of Congress, and annual reports of heads of 
| Departments, trausnitted at the present session of the pres- 

(E y be printed in the Spanish language. 

ii ty Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Lewis Carberry, 
| Willian M. KoOsborn, John H, King, and Richard Sheck- 
| CH, and seven or cight hundred other citizens of George- 
town, District of Columbia, praying that Congress would 
| extend Pennsylvania Avenue to Rock Creek, and over a 
bridge into Georgetown; and that the said bridge be con- 
structed by order of Congress, and to connect Georgetown 
with such measures as may be adopted for bringing a sup- 
| ply of water into Washington from the Potomac river, and 
| extending gaslights on Bridge and High streets in said 
| town. And also, thata code of laws suitable to the iuterests 
| of the people of the Distriet may be prepared and passed 
by Congress. 

By Mr. HENN: The memorial of n convention of dele- 

gates assembled at Oskzloosa, Lowa, on the 25th day of 
November, 1851, asking a grantof laúd to aid in the con- 
| struction of a railroad from Davenport, via Mascatine anid 
| Oskaloosa, to Traders? Point, on the Missouri river. 
Also, the petitions of Orson Ilyde, Daniel McIntosh, G. 
EW. Armstrong, and Joseph A, Kelting, a committee on the 
| part of the citizens of Kanesville, lowa, asking that the 
| Owners and oceupants of lots in said town may be permit- 
| ted to enter a tract of land one mile square, to ineinde the 
site of said town, by paying therefor at the rate of gl 25 
per acre. 

Also, the memorial of Professor D. L. MeGuyin, Presi- 

dent of the “ fowa Medical College,” asking a change in 
| the law governing postage on reports and pamphlets issued 
by scientific institutions and societies. 


praying for increased com- 


| 
Í 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, January 29, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BurLeR., 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

| ThePRESIDENT protem. laid before the Senate 
|a report from the Secretary of the Interior, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
| Senate of the 21st instant, information in relation 
to the plan adopted in preparing the census returns, 
and their estimated bulk, when printed; which 
was read. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 
; Ordered, That it lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. COOPER presented the petition of Marga- 
ret Barnitz, only surviving child and heir of David 
Grier, an officer in the Army of the Revolution, 
praying commutation pay ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, three memorials of the citizens of Pitis- 
| burg, praying Congress for an appropriation for 
i the construction of a ship canal around the rapids 
of the Ste. Marie; which were referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Washington 
county, Pennsylvania, praying that the transporta 
ation of the mails onthe Sabbath may be prohib- 
ited by law; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Alleghany 
| county, Pennsylvania, praying for an increase:of 
duty on salt; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 
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Also, the memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, 

raying an appropriation for the erection of har- 
toe and breakwaters in the Delaware; which was 
‘referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLARKE presented: a resolution of the 
Legislature of Rhode Island, against restoring cor- 

oral punishment in the Navy, and in favor of 
abolishing the spirit ration in that service. 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs and printed. _ ` 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of journeymen 
cigar makers of Ogdensburg, New York, praying 
an increase of the duty on imported cigars; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BORLAND presented a petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying the establishment of a mail 
rout from Boonsville to Fort Smith; -which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. GWIN presented a resolution of the Le- 
gislature of California, recommending the payment 
of a debt incurred by the City of Sacramento in 
providing for the sick, and the burial of deceased 
emigrants, who arrived in that city. 

Ordered, Thatit lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented a memorial of the 
Mayorand Common Council of the city of Chicago, 
Illinois, asking permission to make an alteration 
in the Chicago river, for the improvement of the 


harbor at that place; which was referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FISH submitted an extract of a letter from 
an officer of the Army, stationed in New Mexico, 
showing the inadequacy of his pay to defray the 
expenses of his board; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Mr. STOCKTON ‘presented the memorial of 
J. M. Browne, praying that bounty land may be 
allowed to the volunteer companies called out for 
the protection of the maritime frontier of New 
Jersey in the last war with Great Britain; which 
was referred to the Committce on Public Lands. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of inhabitants of Little Egg 
Harhor, on the files of the Senate, relating to the improve- 
ment of that harbor; and the memorial of the townships of 
Ocean and Shrewsbury, New Jersey, on the files of the 
Senate, relating to the improvement of the Shrewsbury 
river, be referred tothe Committee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the first regiment of 
Louisiana volunteers, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Towa, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Sally Bass, heir of Charles 
Pasteur, deceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee of Claims, to 
which was referred the petition of Sarah Flinn, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for her 
relief. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 


He also, from the some committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of David Osburn, re- 
ported a bill for his relief; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. 

THe also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of C. H. Blood, reported 
“that the prayer of the petition ought not to be 
granted.” 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making an appropriation, in 

art, for the erection of the light-house on Sand 

ey, Florida; which was read and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. H. Lask the attention of the Senate for 
one moment in relation to this bill. Jt will beno- 


ticed that it makes an appropriation of $5,000 for | 


the completion of the light-house on Sand Key, 
in Florida, It is not a sum sufficient to complete 


that light-house; but there is now a cargo of iron | 
lying in a vessel at that place, and there is no | 


money under the control of the Department to pay 
for freight and charges uponit. The Government 
is consequently liable to a certain daily sum as 


demurrage; and I hope, therefore, that this bill | 


may be passed at this time. 
By unanimous consent the bill was read a sec- 
ond time, considered as in Committee of the 


Whole, reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. __ 

Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to which was referred the memo- 
rial of Jane Irwin, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill for her relief. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading. ; - 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 


Land Claims, to which was referred the petition 
of George Jennings and others, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for the relief of Thomas D. 
Jennings. 

The bill was read and passed. to the second 
reading. f 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, to which was referred the peti- 
| tion of John McReynolds, of Detroit, reported a 
i bill for his relief; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McRAE, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill enti- 
i tled ** An act to repeal the proviso in the act of 
Congress entitled ‘An act making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1852, and for other purposes,’approved March 3, 
1851, relating to the salaries of the officers of the 
Territories of the United States;”’ which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRADBURY, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to alter 
| and amend the judicial system of the United States; 
| which was read a first and second time by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRADBURY said: As the subject is one 
of great interest, I will state some of the most im- 
| portant provisions of the bill at this time. 
|! It proposes to confer on the several district 
| courts of the United States the powers and juris- 
| diction now exercised by the circuit courts in 
| their respective circuits. 

It proposes to create a court of appeals, con- 
sisting of the justice of the Supreme Court of the 
' United States assigned to the circuit where the 
court is held,and the judges of the several dis- 
trict courts in such circuit. 

It proposes to give to these courts of appeal 
the jurisdiction of cases brought from the district 
courts, in the same manner they are now brought. 
therefrom to the Supreme Court. 

It proposes to authorize appeals and writs of 
error from the decisions of the courts of appeal, 
| to the Supreme Court, in cases where the matter 
i; in controversy exceeds $5,000, and when is drawn 
| in question the constitutionality of a law of Con- 
| gress or of any State. It also makes provision for 
1 
i 


! 
| 
|| California and Oregon. 

Mr. FISH, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
| and obtained Jeaveto introduce a bill for the relief of 
| William Bedient, late a sergeant in the fourth regi- 
: ment of artillery; which was read a first and sec- 
|; ond time by its title, and referred to the Committee 


| on Pensions. 


i 
CUBAN PRISONERS IN SPAIN. 


i 

| : 

| A message was received from the House of 
| Representatives by Mr. Forney, its Clerk: 
i 
i 
i 


| 
| 
i 
| 


Mr. Presipenrt: The House of Representatives have 
passed a bill entitled “An act for the relief of American 
citizens lately imprisoned and pardoned by the Queen of 

| Spain; in which it requests the concurrence of the Senate. 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 


A message was received from the House of 
i| Representatives by Mr. Foryey, its Clerk: 

: Mr. Prestipenr: The House of Representatives have 
; passed a bill providing for carrying into execntion in fur- 
; ther part the twelfth article of the treaty with Mexico, con- 
| cluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo ; in which it requests the con- 
i! eurrence of the Senate. 


‘| The bill was read a first and second time by its 


title, and was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
' nance. 


PAY OF OFFICERS IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution 
for consideration; which was agreed to: 

| Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 

structed to inquire into the propriety of granting increased 


| compensation to the officers of the army stationed in New 
j Mexico. 


f 
i 
i 
i 
| 
$ 
i 


i 
i 
j 
j 
i 
i 
i 
i 
1 


Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private | 


THE EXILED IRISH PATRIOTS. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the resolution expres- 
sive of the sympathy of Congress for the exiled 
Irish patriots, Smith O’Brien, Thomas F. Meagher, 
and their associates. i x 

An amendment was offered by Mr. SmweLDs, 
which was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting elause, and inserts 

‘That while we disclaim all intention of interfering in 
any way in the internal affairs of the Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, we deem it-our duty to express, in a 
respectful manner, our firm conviction that it would be 
highly gratifying to the people of the United States, many 
of whom are natives of Ireland, and connected by blood 
` with the inhabitants of that country, to sée Smith O’Brien 
and his associates restored to liberty, and permitted, if so 
disposed, to emigrate to this country. We would regard 
this act of clemency as a new proof of the friendly disposi- 
tion of the British Government towards our Republic, and 
as calculated to strengthen the bonds of affection now hap- 
pily existing between the people of the United States and 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. ”? 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the resola- 
! tion be postponed to, and be the special order of the day 
for Thursday, the 5th of February next. 

REPORTS OF SENATE DEBATES, 

The engrossed resolution for settling. the ac- 
counts {gy reporting the debates and proceedings of 
Congress was read a third time and passed. 


SALLY T. FLOYD, 

.- UNDERWOOD. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the question 
upon the reconsideration of the bill for the relief 
of Mrs. Sally T. Floyd. I would remark to the 
Senate, that if the reconsideration takes place now, 
the bill can go among the orders of the day, and 
come up for consideration to-morrow. My object 
is to restore the bill to its place on the Calendar, 
so that it can be taken up to-morrow, which is 
private bill day. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion, which lies 
on the table, is to reconsider the vote on the final 
passage of the bill. The Senator from Kentucky 
moves to take up that motion for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on reconsidering the 
vote on the passaage of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think that perhaps the 
best plan to adopt would be to let the bill be re- 
considered and go upon the Calendar. In this 
way we shall defer whatever remarks any Senator 
may think proper to make until to-morrow. I 
hope that course will be adopted. 

he PRESIDENT. That cannot be. If the 
motion to reconsider be agreed to, the bill will come 
up upon its third reading. 

Mr. BADGER. Let the vote on the passage 
of the bill be reconsidered, and then the bill can 
be postposed. until to-morrow. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I adopt the suggestion 
of the Senator from North Carolina, and hope that 
the bill will be reconsidered and then postponed 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. BORLAND. Ido not see any good reason 
why we should reconsider this bill. It was in- 
; troduced by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Unverwoop,] and reported by myself from the 
Committee on Pensions. f thought then, and the 
Committee on Pensions thought, and the Senate 
seemed to think, that it was a meritorious bill. 
We carried it through all its stages. It was 
| passed. But it was arrested by a motion to re- 
consider. I suppose that on a motion to recon- 
| sider, it is in order for me to say a few words as 
to the merits of the bill. 

The husband of Mrs. Floyd was a gallant and 
| distinguished officer in the Army; he served hig 
country long and faithfully. Owing to extraor- 
dinary hardships and exposures, during a long 
and gallant service, he became diseased. His ser- 
vices were highly valued by the Army and by the 
War Department. In order to enable him to re- 
cover his health, if possible, and yet remain in the 
| Service, he was sent from post to post, as his 

medical advisers thought proper, in order to afford 
him an opportunity to recover, so that the Arm 
i might not lose the advantage of his services. This 
| course was tried for a considerable time, until he 
found that his health could not be restored so that 
| he could render efficient service; and although he 
could have remained in the Army and continued 
to receive his pay, he preferred, on account of hig 
i ill-health, to leave the Army and retire to private 


i life. He did so: and, shortly afterwards, he 
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died—leaving a poor and helpless family. The 
proposition invelved in this bill is to treat his 
widow as if he had died in the service, and in con- 
sequence of diseases acquired while in the per- 
formance of his duties. That is its foundation, 
and the committee have considered it a meritori- 
ous claim. We have passed bills on this ground 
several times; and I see no reason why, if the 
Senate has already passed bills upon that princi- 
ple, we should reconsider this vote and arrest the 
progress of the bill, which, if passed now, might 
go to the House of Representatives in time to be 
passed there at an early day. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Brieut,] who made the motion to 
reconsider, is not now in his seat, and that was the 
reason which induced me to suggest the postpone- 
ment of this motion, and suffer it to lie over till 
to-morrow. Ifthe Senate think proper to pursue 
that course, I have no objection. But I wish to 
make a remark upon this bill, which I will take oc- 
casion to make now, and then I shall have washed 
my hands of it. I believe that the gentleman who 
made the motion to reconsider, although I was not 
in the Chamber at the time, seemed to intimate that 
this was a strange bill to come from me; for I 
asked leave originally at this session to introduce 
the bill. The history of the matter is simply this: 
My friend from Arkansas (Mr. Bornanp] told 
me that a constituent of mine, (Mrs. Floyd,) had 
a bill, granting her a pension, passed at the last 
session of Congress, but which failed in the 
House of Representatives. He said that, as a 
member of the Committee on Pensions, he would 
introduce the bill, but as I was the representative 
of Kentucky, it might be better for me to introduce 
it. Believing that everything was right, and wish- 
ing to serve a constituent, I asked leave to intro- 
duce this bill, which had passed this body at the 
last session of Congress. It was introduced, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back, and passed. 

My position in regard to all these pension claims 
is well known. I endeavored, during the last 
Congress, to bring back the action of this and the 
other House, as far as Í could, to the revolutionary 
rule, Ina speech which I made then—to empty 
benches for aught I know, though I believe some 
eight or ten listened to me—I took up the pension 
laws, from the foundation of the Government, and 
gave a history of them, statute by statute, and 
showed the changes which had taken place; and 1 
endeavored to get the Senate back to the original 
rule established by our revolutionary fathers, and 
to get clear of the latitudinous legislation, by which 
almost everybody who appeals to our sympathy 
is put upon the Treasury fora support. I found it 
to bea useless task. I have labored for that object 
until f amtired. But [ can say, without reference 
to this’ principle, that the case of Mrs. Floyd is 
more meritorious, in my estimation, than the cases 
of soldiers who die of cholera—a disease which 
carries off everybody—when their widows are put 
upon the pension roils. oes aa 
“It may be a technical objection to this bill that 
Colonel Floyd did not die in the service. But it 
was honorable to him that he resigned when he 
was unable to render service; whereas he might 
have remained in the service, and secured his pay 
till the day of his death, and a pension to his 
family, if he had not resigned. I look upon this 
Glaim as a much more meritorious one than many 
which we have established by precedent; and, 
therefore, while Congress is disposed to act and 
legislate upon the latitudinous positions which they 
have assumed in reference to pensions, I am for 
treating all alike. While you have set such an 


example as you did in the case of the children of |, 


a soldier the other day, to whom you granted a 

ension; while you had repealed the very law by 
which their ancestor would have been entitled to 
receive a pension, and when you grant pensions 
to widows whose hushands die of cholera, surely 
you ought to grant this pension. —— 

Mr. CLARKE. I have no objection to the 

assage of thisbill. I have never, since I have 
had the honor ofa seaton this floor, voted against 
an act of clemency or charity or mercy. But the 


Senate will recollect that some week or ten days | 


since, there was a case before them which, in my 
humble opinion, appealed as strongly as any case, 
and as strongly as the case recommended by my 
honorable friend from Kentucky. I recollect very 
well that he then objected to it, because it involved 


a principle which did not come within the pro- 
vision of the general law. I wish to say now, 
that I have no disposition to return discourtesy. I 
hope that this bill will pass. I voted the other day 
for the bill, to which the Senator has alluded, 
granting a pension to the children of Captain Ca- 
pron, and | shall be very glad to give this bill my 
support. But I hope that, if the bill to which I 
have alluded, and in which I feel an interest, should 
come before us again on a motion to reconsider, 
the Senator from Kentucky will reciprocate my 
courtesy, and vote with me in favor of the bill, as 
an act of mercy and of justice to those who are de- 
prived of the means of subsistence and support in 
consequence of the death of those on whom they 
depended, in the service of their country. 

Mr. BORLAND. I do hope that this bill will 
not be reconsidered; and E wish to say to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, that lam glad to hear him 
say he is opposed to latitudinous legislation. I 
will go with him most heartily to arrest the prin- 
ciple of latitudinous legislation; but I hope he 
will not begin his system upon the widow and 
orphans of a gallant soldier who lost his life by 
reason of his devotion to his country’s service. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have already said that 
I consider this case as more meritorious than 
many others. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. My colleague, [Mr. 
Bricur,] I believe, made this motion to recon- 
sider. 

The PRESIDENT. He did. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. He is now absent on 
account of indisposition, and I hope the Senate 
will suffer this motion to le over until he appears. 
I know not what his views are in relation to the 
bil, but I ask this as a matter of courtesy and 
justice to him. I move to lay the motion to recon- 
į Sider on the table. 

Mr. BELL. Will the Senator from Indiana 
allow me to make a remark ? 

Mr. WHITCOMB, I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BELL. I believe that L irtroduced ori- 
ginally the memorial upon which this vill is found- 
ed. Ihave not thought proper to interpose any 
| remarks of my own in relation to this subject; 
| but L wish to say a word, as I think the Senate is 
disposed to lay this motion on the table, to await 
ithe attendance of the honorable Senator who 
moved the reconsideration on }'riday last. I 
moved to take this motion from the table. l sug- 
gested that, in my opinion, it came up in proper 
order among the private bills. 
{it was the very first question on the docket of 
i private bills. “Che President decided otherwise. 
Ï think, with great respect, that he was in error. 
| lt was a bill which had passed its third reading, 
and was finally passed, and a motion was then 
| madeto reconsider. 1 therefore think it was prop- 
erly on the Private Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT. It was laid on the table. 

Mr. BELL. Now that this bill is up for con- 
sideration, | would suggest that it be placed on 
the Calendar for to-morrow, so that it may then 
come up in proper order. I propose that it be laid 


decide, I shall as strenuously contend that this is 
as meritorious a case as many others they have 
passed on full consideration. I trust that the 
course which I have suggested will be taken. I 
hope the bill will lie over until to-morrow. As I 
understand, it was not strictly in order to move 
to take up this motion this morning 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly it was. r 

Mr. BELL. 1 beg pardon of the Chair. Ifit 
was in order this morning, then it will be in order 
any other morning; and I will move, with the 
consent of the Senator from Indiana, that the bill 
be postponed until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT. That motion cannot be 
received. The Senator from Tennessee does not 
seem to understand the position of the bill, It 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and actually passed; then 


l considered that | 


over until to-morrow, and then I shall- have no į 
objection to the motion to reconsider being adopt- 
ed, and the bill being considered over again; and 
then, if there is further debate, I shall beg leave to 
offer a few remarks, 


| a motion was made to reconsider the vote on the 
i final passage of the bill; and that motion was laid 
jon the table. It was not on the Calendar, but it 
j tes on the table; and the motion to take up _ 
| the motion to reconsider was made this morning. 
| That motion must first be made before anything 
else will be in order. : ; 

Mr. BELL. With great deference to the Chair, 
| I think that if it is laid on the table, it requires a 
; motion to take it up. 
| The PRESIDENT. Certainly it does. 
Mr. BELL. I now understand that it has been 
| taken up, and I therefore move to postpone it till 
| to-morrow. 
| ThePRESIDENT. The proper motion would 
ibe to postpone the further consideration of the 
: motion to reconsider till to-morrow. 
Mr. BELL. That is my motion, sir. 
; Mr. MANGUM. I hope the motion will not 
| prevail; and I hope the question will be taken at 
once. I trust that the Senate will refuse to recon- 
j sider the vote on the passage of this bill. From 
| the statements that have been made in relation to 
| it, I am satisfied that it is altogether proper. 
The motion to postpone was not agreed to. 
So the bill is passed. 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the resolution, submitted by Mr. Foorr, of Mis- 
| Sissippi, declaring the compromise measures to be 
| a definitive settlement of the questions growing 
| out of the system of American slavery. 
Mr. McRAE addressed the Senate at some 
| length upon this question, and in opposition to the 
| resolution, Without concluding, he gave way to 
a motion that the Senate adjourn, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

i! Tuurspay, January 29, 1852. 

| ‘The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
|i by the Rev. C. M. Borzer, Chaplain to the Senate. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
|} Mr. McLANAHAN. I havea very important 
‘| bill which I am instructed by the Committee on 
|| the Judiciary to report to the House. I ask the 
i; unanimous consent of the House to present that 
|} report now, in order that it may be printed. I will 


i state that it is a bill to regulate fees in the circuit 
i and district courts of the United States, 

The SPEAKER. ‘he first business in order 
i, is the unfinished business of yesterday, being the 
l: bill for the relief of the Cuban prisoners. 

; Mr. OLDS. I call for the regular order. 

|, Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask that 
| committees may be called for reports. 

: The SPEAKER. That will be the first business 
|| in order after the unfinished business of yesterday 
iis disposed of, 

|! Mr. SEYMOUR. 


| The SPEAKER, There is a special order, but 
i that is for the Committee of the Whole on the 
i state of the Union. The gentleman from Penn- 
‘ sylvania [Mr. McLananan] will present his re- 
i! port if there is no objection. 

| Mr. SEYMOUR, I object. 
(| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask that the 
do now proceed to the consideration of the 
unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, I move that the committees 
: be called for reports. The call will occupy but a 
' short time, and it will much advance the business 
: of the House. 


€ 


CUBAN PRISONERS. 


| 
i 
l The SPEAKER. That motion js not in order 


| For the relief of: American citizens lately imprisoned and 
! pardoned by the Queen of Spain. 
{ Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
hat there be, and hereby is, appropriated the sum of —— 
| dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of any 
|: money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
|: relief of American citizens lately imprisoned and pardoned 
l: by the Queen of Spain, and who are out of the limits of the 
© United States, the same to be expended under the direction 
of the President of the United States. 


The question immediately pending is upon con- 
curring with the Committee of the Whole on the 
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state of the Union in the following amendment, 
upon Which question the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, viz; i = 

Provided, That nothing in this actshall be construed into 
an approbation of any interference in the domestic affairs 
of Cuba by any of the citizens of the United States. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
91, nays.71; as follows: - 

VEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Chales Alen, Allison, 
William Appleton, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowie, Bowne, Briggs, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Buell, Bur- 
rows, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis -D. Campbell, 
Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chastain, Church- 
well, Cottman, Daniel, Dimmick, Dockery, Duncan, Dur- 
kee, Edgerton, Evans, Ewing; Fowler, Gentry, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Grow, Hall, Harper, Hascall, Haven, Hillyer, 
Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Jen- 
kins, Andrew Johnson, James“fobnson, John Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, George G. King, Kuhns, 
Lockhart, Martin, Mason, McLanahan, Meacham, Miner, 
Molony, Henry D. Moore, Newton, Olds, Outlaw, Andrew 
Parker, Porter, Sackett, Schooléraft, Schoonmaker, Seud- 
der, David L. Seymour, Smart, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, Tack, 
Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, Watkins, Welch, Alexander 
White, Williams, Woodward, and Yates—91. 

NAYS—Meass. Willis Allen, Join Appleton, ‘Thomas 
Ti. Bayly, Bardett, Beale, Bragg, Breckenridge, Brenton, 
Caskie, Clark, Cobb, Colcock, Curtis, Dawson, Dean, 
Doty, Dunham, Hastman, Edmundson, Faulkner, Ficklin, 
Fitch, Morence, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, 
Grey, Isham G. Harris, Sampsou W. Harris, Hart, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Inger- 
soll, Ives, Jnckson, J. Glancy Jones, Letcher, Mace, | 
Humphrey Marshall, McDonald, McMailin, McNair, Mill- 
son, Murray, Nabers, Orr, Peasiee, Phelps, Price, Robbins, 
Robinson, Savage, Scurry, Grigen S, Seymour, Skelton, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stone, St. Mar- 
tin, Stratton, Stuart, Sweetser, George W. Thompson, 
Walsh, Ward, Wilcox, and Wildrick-—71. 

So the House concurred in the amendment. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be-en- 
grossed. and read a third time, and having been 
engrossed it was read a third time; and the ques- 
tien now heing * Shall the bill pass??? 

Mr. BAYLY ealled for the previous question; 
which was seconded, and the main question 
ordered to be put. 

Mr. HALL demanded the yeas and hays, which 
were ordered. 

The question was then taken and there were— 
yeas 147, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs, Aiken, Willis Allen, Jobn Appleton, | 
Willian Appleton, Babeoek, Thomas IE Bayly, Barrere, || 
Bartlett, Beale, Bell, Bibighaus, Bocock, Bowie, Bowne, | 
Bragg, Breekendridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. 
Brown, G. I Brown, Buell, Burrows, Busby, B. C. Cabell, | 
Catdwet, Mhompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, 
Chastain, Charehwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Coleock, 
Curtis, Daniel, Dean, Diunnick, Dockery, Dunham, Dur- 
kee, Mastman, Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, Fiteh, Flor- 
enee, Henry M, Fuller, Thomas J. D. Puller, Gamble, 
Gentry, Goodrich, Gorman, Grey, Harper, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampsou W. Miirris, Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hend- | 
ricks, Henn, Uibbard, Horsford, Houston, Howard, Thomas 
Y. How, Himter, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, An- 
drow Johnson, James Johnson, Jobu Johnson, Daniel T. 
Jones, Georye Wi dor J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, 
Kithas, Letcher, Lockhart, Edward C. Marshall, Hum- 
porey Marshall, Martin, Mason, McDonald, MebLanahan, 
MeMuvlin, MeNair, Monde, Miller, Millxon, Motony, Hen- 
ry D. Moore, John Moore, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, 

tev e, Polk, | 
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; lessrs. Charles Allen, Allison, Averett, Lewis 
D, Campbell, Conger, Edgerton, Fowler, Gaylord, Giddings, | 
Mall, John W. Howe, Meacham, Newton, Orr, Phelps, 
Powell, Schoonmaker, Sendder, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, | 
Abraham P. Stevens, and Woodward—22, 

So the bill was passed. | 

Pending the announcement of the vote, Mr. | 
Honvapay, who was without the bar when his | 
name was called, asked permission to record his i 
vote in the negative. i 

Objection was made, and consent was not | 
granted, j 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table; which | 
latter motion was agreed to. 

m y "ee £ 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee of Elections, 

INTERVENTION. 

Mr. BRAGG. Task the unanimous consent of 
the Flouse to present certain resolutions of the 
Legislature of Alabama upon the subject of inter- 


vention upon the part of this Government in the 
affairs of foreign nations, 


[Cries of ‘* Lobject!”? * I object!’ 

Mr. BRAGG. I move, then, to suspend the 
rules. ae . 

The SPEAKER. Itis not m order to move a 
suspension of the rules for such purpose except on 
Mondays. j i i 

` REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the following bills; which were severally 
read a first and second time by their titles, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, made 
the order of the day for to-morrow; and ordered, 
together with the reports thereon, to be printed, 
viz: : ; 

A bill for the relief of Charles S. Matthews, 
Charles Wood, and James Hall; and i 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of General James C. Watson, late of the State of 
Georgia. - 

Mr. SACKETT. 
giving notice that the report made by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Danrer.,] in the 
case of the late General Watson, was not an unan- 
imous one, and that I intend to present a minority 
report. 

On motion by Mr. DANIEL, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the Committee of Claims, to which was 
referred Senate bili No. 43, for the relief of Charles Mel- 
rose, and Senate bill No. 50, for the relief of Sidney S. Al- 
cott, be discharged from the further consideration of the 
same, and that they be referred to the Committce on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Osborn Cross, of 
the United States Army; which was read- a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and, with the report 
accompanying, ordered to be printed. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported the following bills; 
which were severally read a first and second time 
by their titles, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and, with the reports accompanying, or- 
dered to be printed: 

A bill to remit the duties upon certain goods 
destroyed by fire in the city of New York, in 
1845; and 


` . . > . | 
A bill to authorize the issuing of a register to the 


brig America. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, from the same committee, 
reported back without amendment, and with a rèc- 
ommendation that it do pass, Senate bill No. 67, 
entitled ‘An act for the relief of John A. Mc- 
Graw, of New York;’? which was referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and ordered to be 
printed, : 


On motion by Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, 


it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the memorial of sundry 
citizens of North Carolina, praying Congress to pass an act 
to appropriate the dividends upon the stock of the United 
States in the Dismal Swamp Canal to the extension of said 


ceanal, and that it be referred to the Coaunittee on Roads } 


and Canals. 


On motion by Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, 


it was 


Ordered, Thatthe Committee on Commerce be discharged 
from the turther consideration of the memorial of John H. 
Parker, and other citizens of Pennsylvania, praying Con- 
gress to pass a law to prohibit the banishment and deporta- 
tion of emigrants from foreign conntries to the United States, 
and of all convicts, felons, and paupers, recognized as such 
in their own country, and that it be referred to the Com- 
inittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, asked that the said committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
sundry citizens of Ontario county, New: York, 
praying for the passage of a law to reimburse them 
for the expenses incurred for individual contribu- 
tions to the industrial exhibition in London, and 
that the same be referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

Mr. SWEETSER. 
morial upon the table. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to say bul a single 
word in reference to that motion.” Very many 
petitions of this character are being presented, 
and I think they should go to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 


Mr. SWEETSER called for tellers; which 
were ordered. ` 


I move to lay the me- 


I rise for the purpose of! 


i 


i i 


Mr. JONES of Tennessee. I do not think 
this question is’ at-all understood, and I ask that 
this memorial may be read, that we may vote 
understandingly. ae 

The SPEAKER. If gentlemen will come ta 
order the memorial willbe read, | 

The memorial was then read by its title, and 
the Clerk ‘was proceeding to read the body 
thereof, when u 7 i i 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, said: I doubt . if 
the reading of this memorial can be called for; 
for this mémorial, under the rules, was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce; and that. com-. 
mittee has not acted upon it at all. It is now 
virtually presented to us anew, the sarne as if it 
had been presented to the House by an individual. 
The committee to which it was originally referred, 
think it proper that it should be referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. I suggest te the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Swerrser,] that, as 
the memorial has not been acted upon by any 
committee, to lay it upon the table would be vir- 
tually rejecting it by ‘us, without giving it any 
consideration. I hope he will withdraw his 
motion, and let the memorial-be referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. ` 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish further to suggest to 
the gentleman from Ohio, that a very large number 
of these memorials have been presented from all 
quarters of the country, and they deserve a respect- 
ful consideration from some committee of the 
House. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I made the motion on the 
supposition that the subject had received considera- 
tion by the committee. In view of the suggestions 
made, I withdraw my motion to lay upon the 
table. 

The question was then taken upon referring the 
memorial to the Committee on Manufactures, and 
it was so referred. 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Wm. S.. 
Payne; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. : ; 
7 On motion by Mr. St. MARTIN, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be discharged. 
from the further consideration of the memorial of J. Chick- 
ering, and others, of Massachusetts, and the petition of M- 
A. Boiquis, praying for the passage of a law to reimburse 
them for the expenses ineurred in making contributions on 
individual account to the industrial exhibition at London, 
and that the same be referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. i : 

Mr. WALSH, fromthe Committee on Com- 
merce, reported. ‘* A bill for the benefit of the 
Carmelite Nunnery of Baltimore;’? which was 
read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. WALSH. I hope this bill may be now 
put upon its passage. It is for the remission of 
duties upon goods imported for Church purposes. 
There is a number of precedents in the action of 
Congress for this proceeding. 

Mr. ORR. I move thatit be referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, if that is the desire of 
the House I acquiesce. 

Mr, STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
pass it now. 

Mr. WALSH. Very well. Let the bill be 
read. There has been a dozen acts of Congress 


Oh no, let us 


| within the last five or six years for remitting duties 


upon such goods. 

The bill having been read through, 

Mr. ORR. I withdraw my motion to commit. 

‘The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. i 

The SPEAKER. When shall it have its third 
reading ? 

Several Votces. Now. 

The-bill having been engrossed, was read the 
third time and passed. 

Mr. WALSH moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and to lay the motion. 
to reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH, from the same committee, re- 
ported ‘A bill to authorize the issuing of a 
register to the ship Kossuth;’? which was read a 
first and second time by its title, referred toa Com- 


| mittee of the Whole House, made the order of 
| the day for to-morrow, and, with the report ac- 


companying, ordered to be printed. 
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of the day for to-morrow, and that the bill and | 
report be printed. _ , aan ` i 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. That subjectis now 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
i move its reference to that committee. | 
Mr. STEPHENS. 1 will change my motion, | 
and move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole upon the state of the Union, and be 
printed. 
_ The question was then put upon the latter mo- 
Zion, and it was agréed to. 


Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Public | 
Lands, to which was referred the following joint | 
resolution of the House, viz: | 
Joint Resolution authorizing the location of military bounty | 

Jand warrants on the public lands now subject and here- | 

after to be subject to entry at private sale under existing 

laws, į 

Resolved, &e., That any land bounty for military services 
granted by the act of the twenty-eighth day of September, | 
A. D. 1850, entitled “ An aet granting bounty land to ceri 
tain officers and soldiers who have engaged in the military 
service of the United States,” (or by virtue of ony other act 
of Congress heretofore passed granting lund bounty for 
military services,) may be satisfied out of any publie land 
now subject and hereafter to become subject to entry at pri- 
vute sale, at the minimum price, under existing laws— 

Reported the same back with an amendmentin | 
the form of a substitute, which was read as fol- 
lows, viz: 

A Billin relation to Military Bounty Land Warrants. 

Be it enacted, &c., That land warrants issued under the | 
act entitled “An act granting bounty land to certain officers | 
and soldiers who have engaged in the military service ofthe : 
United States,” approved September 28, 1850, may be loca- } 
ted on any public land subject to private entry at the date of | 
the proposed location: Provided, That when any such war- | 
rants shall be located on public lands subject to private en- | 
ary at a greater minimum than one dollar and twenty-five | 
cents per acre, the locator of said warrant or warrants shall | 
pay tothe United States, in cash, the difference between the | 
value of said warrant or warrants, estimated at one dollar | 
and twenty-five cents per acre, and the minimum price of ; 
the tract located en, i 

Mr. HALL. I move that the bill and substi- | 
tute therefore be referred to the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I hope that the | 
bill may be put upon its passage. I would in- | 
quire of the Chair if it be in order at this time to | 
offer an amendment to the substitute? : 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to refer be | 
voted down it will be in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman will | 
withdraw his motion to commit, to enable me to } 
offer an amendment. i 

Mr. HALL. I withdraw it for that pur- |} 
pose, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask for the reading of | 
the resolution and substitute reported by the Com- | 
mittee. i . f 

The Clerk having read the resolution and sub- | 
stitute, S 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved to amend the substi- | 
tute by inserting after the word ‘‘cash,” the fol- | 
lowing words, viz: “Or warrants at $1 25 per i 
acre, at the option of the locator.” ; i 

Mr. ©. I will simply state my object in offer- | 
ing that amendment. I offered the joint resolu- | 
tion for which the committee have reported this į 
bill as a substitute. The object of the joint reso- į 
lution was, in the first place, to take off the restric- | 
tion which the act of the last Congress imposed ; 
upon the location of warrants. i 


I am not, how- ! 
ever, satisfied with the other provisions of the bill, | 
And as the bill reported by the committee fully : 
embraces the object intended to be effected by my | 
joint resolution, so far as releasing the warrants |, 
from the restriction which was imposed upon | 
them by that law is concerned, I feel satisfied | 
that the bill should take the place of the resolution, | 
of which it is the substitute. i i 
The committee, in reporting the substitute, pro- +| 
vided in those cases where the minimum. price of: 
lands was $2 50 per acre that the locator in lo- | 
cating the warrant should pay the balance after || 
the $125 in cash. My object in offering this | 
amendment is to permit the locator to enter all 
that description of lands, the minimum price of | 


which is $2 50 per acre, with warrants, if he de- ; 
sires to do so; or if he desires to enter $1 25 with | 


warrants, he can enter the balance in cash, if itis 


|| convenient for him, or if he desires to make an 


entry in that way. I desire now that this bill 
should be put upon its passage. I do not see the 
necessity of any delay with regard to this ques- 
tion, Fdo not see that it is in any way connect- 


ed with the matter which is contained in another | 


bill already before the House, which is, I believe, 


made the order for to-day in Committee of the | 


Whole. Iam opposed to tacking so many meas- 
ures together; but as this stands upon its own 
merits, and is not connected with any other ques- 
tion, and as it is necessary that this restriction 
should be taken off the location of warrants, I 
hope that the amendment F have offered will meet 


with the approbation of the House, and that it; 
will be adopted. If there are no objections to the | 


law upon its merits, Í trust that it will not meet 
with opposition from any quarter. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Suppose, 


for instance, that the amount of land he proposes | 


to enter would not consume the warrant, for in- 
stance sixty acres 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My proposition does not 
intend that the rule which governs the lacation of 
warrants shall be changed or altered in any way; 
it only permits land, the minimum price of whieh 
is $2 50 per acre, to be entered with warrants. For 
instance, an eighty acre lot can be entered with a 
one hundred and sixty acre warrant. As the bill 
now stands, only one half of the tract of land can 


be entered with a warrant, the other half must be | 


paid in cash. The object of my amendment is to 


permit the entire tract to be entered with warrants | 
The number | 


or cash, as the locator may prefer. 
of acres entered must, of course, correspond with 
the number of acres contained in the warrants pro- 
posed to be located. In grants which have been 
made to States—the minimum price of public lands, 


or of alternate sections, retained by the Govern- | 
ment out of these grants, has been raised to ¢2 50 | 


per acre—those lands, for instance, which have been 
reserved from public sale, and which are not sus- 
ceptible of being entered. When that limitation 
or that reservation is taken from those lands, I 
desire that they may be entered with warrants, for 
the purpose of enabling the purchaser of those 
lands, or the locator of lands, to enter them with 
warrants, if they desire to do so. I have offered 
this amendment that they may be enabled to enter 


an eighty acre lot of land with a one hundred and | 


sixty acre warrant, That will make the eighty 
acre lot worth $2 50 per acre; and if they desire 
to enter them with warrants merely covering the 


amount of Jand which they are enabled to enter : 
under the warrant, they can then pay the balance |} 


in cash, if they wish. I think this amendment 


| perfectly secures this object. And unless there 


are some scrious objections to the merits of the 
bill—unless there are some serious objections to 
relieving the location of land warrants from the 
limitations and restrictions which the law of the 
last Congress imposed upon them, I da trust that 
it will meet with the approbation of this House to 
allow the amendment F have offered, and then to 
permit the bill at the present time to pass to its 
third reading. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessce. 
the bill and amendments to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. There are two 
propositions before that committee already, upon 
the same subject, made the special order for to- 
day; and I trust the House will refer this propo- 
sition to the same committee, so that they can 
have before them all the different propositions that 
have been made upon this subject. I trust the 
House will act upon it without further debate, in 


order that we may proceed with the call upon the | 


committees for reports. 
vious question. 

Mr. FOWLER. I supposed it was under- 
stood, that we were to offer reports which should 
not give rise to debate. Perhaps debate is in 
order, though 1 doubt it. 

The SPEAKER. The call for reports was 
the busines in order during the morning hour. 

Mr. FOWLER. Is it in orderto debate a prop- 
osition ? a 

The SPEAKER. Upona proposition to refer, 
it is. 

Mr. FOWLER. Then I demand the previous 
question. | : 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, which was upon referring 


I will not move the pre- 


I move to refer || 


the propositions to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The question was then taken, and the proposi- 
|| tions were so referred. 7 
: On motion by Mr. HALL, the propositions 
were ordered to be printed. : 
| Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Public 
|| Lands, reported back, with sundry amendments, 
i| ILouse bil Ne. 14, for the correction of errors in 
the location of military bounty land warrants, and 
|| the entry of lands; which was referred to the Com- 
'| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
|| with the amendments ordered to be printed. 
(| Mr. HENN also, from the same committee, re- 
‘| ported back House bill No. 124, “to revive and 
i| continue in force for a limited time the provisions 


i| of an act relating to suspended entries of public 
ii lands,” with sundry amendments thereto; which 
| was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


i} Mr. OLDS, from the Committee on the Post Of- 
|| ficeand Post Roads, reported a bill to amend an act 
i| entitled “ An act to reduce and modify the rates 
of postage in the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” passed March 3, 1851. 

Also, a bill from the same committee, to pros 
vide for the security of mail locks, mail keys, and 
other property of the Post Office Department. 

1 Which bills were severally read a first and sec- 
ond time by their titles, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and or- 
i| dered to be printed. 

i} Mr, OLDS, from the same committee, reported 
| a joint resolution for the relief of Elizabeth Pruett, 
the widow and executrix of Robert Pruett, de- 
1] ceased. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second 
time by its title, and then, after a brief explana- 
tion by Mr. OLps, was, by unanimous consent, 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
subsequently being engrossed, was read the third 
time and passed. 

Mr. OLDS moved to reconsider the vote on the 
passage of the resolution, and to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. Pe 

Mr. OLDS, from the same commiltée,xeported 
ji back Senate bill No. 88, for the relie? of Rufus 
i Dwinel, without amendment, and witha recom- 
mendation that it do pass; which bill was referied 
to a Committee of fhe Whole House, and made 
the order of the day for to-morrow, 

On motion by Mr. OLDS, it was 

Ordered, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of John Lowry and sixty-eight other legal voters of 
| Carver and Plymouth, in the State of ss etts, pray- 
i ing for an appropriation for the expe 5 rportation 
'| of the mails, and that the memorialists be allowed to with- 
j} draw the papers from the files of the House. 
| Mr. OLDS, from the same committee, reported 
| the following resolution: i 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be authorized to empioy a clerk, at the usual 
rate of compensation, 

Mr. O. said: I will say to gentlemen that if they 
wish their business with regard to post offices at- 
tended to, they must allow us this clerk, for that 
| business is accumulating so rapidly that it is ab- 
solutely necessary weshould have this assistance. 
| I believe that it would expedite the business of the 

House and be a saving of money to the country 
f these important committees were allowed to em- 
ploy clerks. Y move the previous question on the 
: passage of the resolution. ; 

Mr. DUNHAM moved to lay the resolution on 


I appeal to 
both the gentlemen to allow me to offer an amend- 
ment, to that resolution, which F believe would be 
in order. The Committes o Naval Affairs have 
i instructed me to report a similar resolution, and I 
| should like it to share the sarne fate as this. 
i [Cries of “ No, no 177] 
i Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 
i say, in behalf of the Committee on Commerce, 
i: that they very much need a clerk to expedite their 
© business, and that some time since they instructed 
| me to report a resolution similar to this. 

Mr. FICK LIN called for the yeas and nays on 
: the motion to lay the resolution on the table; and 
ii they were ordered. raft 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, inquired of the 
|i Chair whether the morning hour had expired? 
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i The SPEAKER replied that the morning hour 


had not yet expired. 

My. HARRIS moved thattherules besuspended 
and that the House resolve itself. into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McNAIR. I have been waiting very pa- lj 
tiently for this matter to get through, to report a: 
resolution from the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must be! 
aware that discussion is not in order during the 

endency of a motion to go into Committee of the 
hole on the state of the Union. | 

Mr. McNAIR. I expected that the call of the 
committees would have been gone through with. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. lask the gentleman to || 
withdraw: his motion for one moment, so as to | 
allow me to present a report. 

Mr. HARRIS, If the gentleman could effect 
his object, I would certainly do it. | . 

Mr. CARTTER. He cannot do it until after 
the other committees have been called. 

Mr. HARRIS withdrew his motion. 

Mr. McLANANAN asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a report. 

Mr. OLDS objected. 7 

The question was then taken on the motion to | 
lay the resolution on the table, and the result was | 
~—yeas 77, nays 73; as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Charles Allen, John Ap- 
pleton, Barrere, Bocock, Breckenridge, Cartter, Chastain, |} 
Churchwell, Conger, Dawson, Dockery, Dunham, East- 
man, Faulkner, Ficklin, Goodenow, Gorman, Hall, Har- | 

er, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hascall; Haven, 
Jebard, Hendricks, Ilibbard, Uillyer, Holladay, louston, 
John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Jenkins, An- 
drew Johnson, James’ Johnson, Jobn Johnson, Daniel T. 
Jones, George W. Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Khuns, Letcher, Lockhart, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, | 
Mason, McLanahan, Meade, Miller, Mison, Miner, Molo- 
ny, Henry D., Moore, Murphy, Nabers, Orr, Outlaw, Sam- | 
uel W. Parker, Phelps, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Stuart, Sweetser, Benjamin Thompson, George W. Thomp- 
son, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, Watkins, Addison 
White, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Woodward—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, William Appleton, Babcock, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowie, Bren- 
ton, Briggs, Busby, B. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Thomp- 
son Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, Cobb, Curtis, 
George T. Davis, Dean, Doty, Edgerton, Edmundson, 
Fitch, Florence, Fowler, freeman, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gilmore, Green, ! 
Grey, Grow, Mart, Henn, Robert W. Johnson, Martin, || 
McDonald, McNair, Morrison, Murray, Newton, Olds, 
Peaslee, Polk, Powell, Price, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, 
Savage, Schooleratt, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Scurry, Da- 
vid L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, St. Martin, Stratton, Strowfer, Taylor, ‘Thurston, 
Townshend, Tuck, Walsh, Ward, Weich, Alexander 
White, and Yates—73. 


So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

Mr. STANLY moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and to lay that motion on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair ifthe morning hour has not expired ? 

Lhe SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then I move that the rules | 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself | 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


] 


the Union; and upon that motion T ask for tellers. |) 


Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. W ATKINS 
and Mason were appointed. j 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 50, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to go into committee. 

Mr. FICKLIN, from the Committee for the | 
District of Columbia, reported the following reso- 
lution, viz: : 


Resolved, That the Committee for the Distriet of Colum- | 
bia, while prosecuting their inqniry, under the order of the 


‘| upon reflection, is of the opinion that if the motion 


i| have been. satisfactorily ascertained; yet it is be- 
j lieved that sufficient will be made known by the 


by the Judiciary Committee to move that the bill 
and report be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and that 2,000 
copies of the same be printed for the use of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman moves. to 
print extra copies of his bill. and report, accord- 
ing to the rule it must go to the Committee on 
Printing. : 

Mr. McLANAHAN. y 
usual number of copies of the bill 

rinted. 

The bill and report were then referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. Í 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I now move that the | 
bill just referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union be made the special or- 
der of the day for the 25th of February next, and 
from day to day thereafter until disposed of. 

Ar. CARTTER objected. 

Mr. MEADE. I desire to inquire if the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McLanauan,] 
did not make a motion to print an extra number 
of copies of this report? 

The SPEAKER. He did, but the motion was 
not at the time entertained. The Chair, however, 


1 move, then, that the 
and report be 


is made as a report from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, that it is competent for him to do so 
without having it referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. McLANAHAN.- I am instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to move that 5,000 
copies of the report be printed. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania say that he is instructed 
to move to print 5,000 copies? 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JONES. I understood the gentleman a 
moment ago to ask for 2,000. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Mr. Speaker, it is proper, 
and perhaps necessary, that I should briefly state |; 
to the House some of the reasons that induced the 
Committee on the Judiciary, through me, to pre- 
sent the resolution which I have just made. Al 


The extraordinary increase in the expenses o 
the judiciary, since the organization of that de- | 
partment of the Government, led the committee 
into an investigation of the causes that operated to 
produce this result. This investigation was neces- 
sarily one of details, and all of the causes may not 


report just submitted to show the necessity of 
prompt legislative action on the subject. 
In the year 1800, the expenses of the judiciary 
i establishment of the United States, inclusive of 
ithe salaries of the judges, appear to have been 
| $42,214; in 1820, $117,187; in 1830, $204,432; ; 
in 1840, $373,695; in 1849, $469,223; in 1850, | 
$564,845. During this period of fifty years the pop- 
i ulation of the United States increased at a ratio of 
about three hundred and thirty-three per cent., 
, whilst the expenses of maintaining the judiciary in- 
creased at the rate of about twelve hundred and 
thirty-seven percent. Now, sir, itis not pretended | 
thatincrease of population isan exact rule by which 
to estimate the increase in the expenses of our : 
courts of justice; but itis a modegenerally adopted | 
| for forming an estimate of the wealth, the business, | 
| and prosperity of our country at large. And it is | 
therefore, on the whole, perhaps as good a method | 


{ 


l 


House, into the practice of 
and not redeemable in cash, by irresponsible persons or cor- 


Rereby authorized to send for persons and papers, and to | 
examine witnesses under oath. 


The question was taken, and the resolution | 
adopted. li 
_ Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, asked the unan- |! 
imous consent of the House to introduce a bill, of | 
which previous notice had been g I 
same subject as the resol 

Objection was made. 


Mr. McLANAHAN, from the Committee on; 
the Judiciary, reported a biil to regulate the fees || 
and costs to be allowed clerks, marshals, and at- | 
torneys, in the circuit and district courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time by its title. ! 

Mr. McL. said: l am unanimously instructed |! 


a 


l been given, upon the ji 
ution just adopted. ; 


H 
l 
| 

H 


| 
i 


ssuing small notes as acurrency, || 


rations, within the District of Columbia, be and they are |, 


: sustaining the United States courts, exclusive of 


_ as large as in the year 1830. 


| as to what would be a fair and proper increase in 
: the expenses of the judiciary. The facts before 


augmentation of expense, incident at this time to | 
th administration of justice in the circuit and 
district courts of the United States. 

In the northern district of the State of New | 
York the expenses of the General Government in | 


the salaries of the judge, marshal, and district at- | 
torney, in the year 1830 amounted to $3,500, in | 


8: A 75: 2 7 i i f fi e 
the year 1850 to $43,975; more than twelve times |! bead a first and second time by its title. 


Tn the State of Mas- | 
sachusetts, in the year 1830, the amount paid by | 
the General Government, exclusive of the salaries | 
of the judge, marshal, and district attorney, was | 
$9,586 13; and in the year 1850 $92,728; about ten 
times as largeasit was in 1830. The causes which 
have led to this extraordinary increase in judicial 


E 
l 
i 


i 
| 
1 
1 


iin the power of t 


. . ji 
j as can be selected for forming correct conclusions |! 


stated cannot fail to show the undueand improper i 


expenses are numerous and- various. Many of 
them arë set forth in the report. which I have just. 
presented; and many more will probably be made 
manifest by. the answers—which will soon be fur- 
nished by the Department of the Interior-—to a se- 
ries of interrogatories which were addressed to the 
Secretary of that, Department, under a resolution. 
of inquiry from this House. But, sir, sufficient, 
as I before stated, will be made manifest by the 
report, which is now submitted, to show the ne- 
cessity of immediate legislative action on the sub- 
ject. : 
i The regulation of the fees to be received by the 
ministerial officers of the courts is a task of more, 
than ordinary difficulty and complexity. The, 
printing of the bill and report for the use of the 
House is absolutely necessary. And the subject 
is one of. such grave and serious import that extra, 
numbers of the report should be printed, so that 
the whole country may understand both the known. 
‘abuses and the proposed reform. The report and 


| the bill should find a wide. circulation over the 


land. Weask, therefore, thata number of copies,” 
corresponding to the exigencies of the case, may 
be printed, in order that all who desire to investi- 
gate the matter may have every facility which it is 
e committee to fumish. Sir, 

there is no subject in which the people are more 
interested than the one which is now brought to 
the consideration of the House; and while it de- 
mands the prompt and energetic action of Con- 
gress, it is one which cannot be properly disposed 
of without close investigation and calm reflection. 
The motion to print 5,000 copies extra of the 
report was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


Mr. MEADE. I am requested by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to make a favorable report 
in the case of a railroad company in Georgia, and 
ask that the bill reported by the committee on this 
subject be put upon its passage. There are par- 
ticular reasons why this should be done. I will 


| state simply to the House the merits of the case. 
| The Monroe Railroad Company, under acts of 


1832 and 1840, imported railroad iron, and gave 
their bonds for it in 1841, with security. Those 
bonds were to be canceled if the iron was laid by 
the 3d day of March, 1843. The iron was not’ 
laid by the specified time, but it was laid during the 
year 1843. After this iron was laid upon the road, 
the Monroe Railroad. Company was dissolved, 
and became insolvent, and the road passed into 
otherhands. The securities were sued upon those 
bonds, and such suit is either now in progress, or 
judgment has been recovered against the securi- 
ties. They ask to be relieved from that bond, 
upon the ground that the equitable construction of 
the act of 1842 entitles them as much to relief as 
if their iron had been laid upon the track previous 
to the first of March, 1843. This subject was: 
before the last Congress, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, which made a favorable re- 
port thereon, with a bill for relief; but for some 
cause or other the bill was not acted upon during 
the last session of Congress. i 

The Solicitor of the Treasury has given his 
| consent, in an informal way, that execution shall 
not be sued out against these parties, and that the 
case shall not be prosecuted to final termination, 
until they shall have had an opportunity to apply 
to Congress for relief. I will state further to the 
House, that a similar application has been made 
by one or two other railroad companies, upon the 
same grounds, and relief has been afforded to 
į them. I consider that this company is entitled to 


{ 
l 


i relief upon an equitable construction of the three 
statutes which relate to the subject, one of which 
į was passed in 1832, one in 1840, and the third in 
1942. If the House wish to be more minutely 
informed in the case, they can have the report 
read. It is ashort one. I ask the House to per- 
mit this bill to be put upon its passage, that relief 
may be immediately afforded to the securities. It 
isa very meritorious case, and was so considered 
by all of the members of the committee. 

The bill, being a bill for the relief of the Monroe 
Railroad Company and their securities, was then 


Mr. HEBARD moved that the bill be referred 


| to the Committee of the Whole House, made the 


order of the day for to-morrow, and, with the 
accompanying report, be printed; which motion 
was agreed to, 


Mr. VENABLE, from the Committee on the 
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Judiciary, made an adverse report upon. the me- | 
morial of Jehiel Brooks, praying authority to sue | 
the United States for damages, in consequence of | 
a suitinstituted against him by the United States; | 
which was ordered to lie upon the table and be | 
printed. 

My. HARRIS, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Andrew Smith; which was read a first and : 
second time. by its title, referred to'a Committee 
of the Whole House, made the order of the day | 
for to-morrow, and, with the accompanying re- : 
port, ordered to be printed. i 

On motion by Mr. KING, of New York, it | 
was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis 
charged from the further consideration of the memorials | 
of citizens of Dayton, Ohio, and of citizens of Newark, |! 
New Jersey, praying for the passage of an act for the pro- 
tection of American inventors; and that the same be rc- | 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

On motion by Mr. PARKER, of Indiana, it | 
was 1 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Hyacinth Riopelle, of Wayne county, Michigan, for the 
passage of an act granting him a patent for a certain tract 
of land, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

On motion by Mr. PARKER, of Indiana, it | 
was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- | 
charged from the turtiver consideration of the petition of N. 
Chicks and other citizens of the United States, praying for ‘i 
the payment of moneys withheld and which were due them si 
by the provisions of certain treaties and generally tor the i! 
redress of grievances, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. li 


Mr. PARKER also, from the Committee on the £| 
Judiciary, made an adverse report on the petition | 
of Samuel Drew, asking for the interest on the i 
arrears of pay due him as a soldier in the war of | 
1812; which was ordered to lie on the table and | 
be printed. ; 

On motion by Mr. DEAN, it was i 

Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the petition ofi] 
Lucy Ann Roberts, the widow of Major John Roberts, and |j 
that it be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- | 
sions. H 

Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania, from the Com- | 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill! 
for the relief of the heirs of Lieutenant Bartlett 
Hinds; which was read a first and second time by | 
its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, ; 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to | 
be printed, i 

On motion by Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania, | 


i 
f 


it was il 


Ordered, 'That the petition and papers of Thomas Mor- | 
ris, of Georgia, be withdrawn from the files of the House, 
with the view ofreference. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Rob- 
ert Nelson; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, referred to a Committee of the i 
Whole House, made the order of the day for to- ; 
morrow, and, with the accompanying report, or- | 
dered to be printed. . 

Healso, from the same committee, madeadverse ; 
reports in the following cases; which were ordered 
to lie upon the table and be printed, viz: ee 

The petition of Joseph Newell, asking relief in 
regard to a section of land located in the Indian | 
country; 

The petition of Joseph Roberts, of Brecken- 
ridge county, Kentucky, asking for scrip of one | 
thousand acres of land in lieu of one thousand | 
acres granted to Wiliam Armstead by the State of | 
Kentucky; and o. i 

The petition of William B. Ross and others, of : 
Florida, praying that the warrants of certain grants | 
confirmed to Arredondo may be located upon other | 
public lands. 

Mr. TLIOMPSON, of Virginia, from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, reported the fol- | 
erally read a first and ;į 
referred to a Commit- | 
made the order of the || 


| 


cFarland; and || 


lowing bills; which were sev 
second time by their titles, 
tee of the Whole House, n t 
day for to-morrow, and, with the accompanying 
reports, ordered to be printed, viz: 

‘A bill for the relief of William M 

A bill for the relief of Patrick Gass. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the following bills; which ! 


| and second time by its title, and referred to the 


! second Kentucky regiment of volunteers in the ' 
| war with Mexico;’? which was referred to the | 


| its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole, |, 


| of the United States during the war with Mexico, 


were -severally read a first and second time by i rial and report to the. Committee on Military 
their titles, referred to a Committee of the Whole | Affairs. j 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, || Mr. STANTON, This isa claim presented by 
and, wih the accompanying reports, ordered to , the ee Daniel Landon for property destroyed 
e printed, viz: : : ‘at Fort Wayne, in 1812. He went out there at, 
| bill for the relief of Semoice, a friendly Creek i! the special eise of the commander of the Fort, 
Indian; : _ in 1802, cultivated land, raised crops, and built a 
A bill for the relief of Ira Baldwin; and mill. It is claimed that he had a special promise 
A bill for the relief of William H. Wells and jj of protection from the commandant of that Fort. 
iene i ea ae means there to the extent of #4,000, 
r. ER, unanimous consent of the || and in 2 his entire property was destroye 
House, introduced 7 bill, of which previous no- the Indians. I houei Ni tha fest ihetanee that 
tice had been given, for an appropriation of mone the proper reference of the claim was to the Com- 
for the improvement of the Missouri river, fom mittee on Military Affairs. I move that it be re- 
its mouth to Council Bluffs; which was read a first |: ferred to the Military Committee, and the argument 
i of the Committee of Claims may go along with it, 
i so that there need not be any fear of injustice 
| being done. 
: Mr. EDGERTON. Claims under the law of 
| 1816 have been allowed for the destruction of prop- 
| erty occupied for military purposes, but the law 
i never has permitted payment for personal proper- 
y, or for the destruction of buildings not occupied 
as a military post, or of such a description that 
| the action of the Government had not imparted to 
them a military character. In this case the loss 
| was sustained by the Indians driving off personal 
property, and the destruction of buildings not 
: claimed to be occupied by the United States troops. 
Mr. SWEETSER. If desire to call the atten- 
tion of my colleague to the fact, set forth in these 
i| papers, that Fort Mayre was a frontier post, and 
| that the property taken here by the claimants was 


Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. SMART, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Wil- 
liam Mann, praying for compensation for services 
during the war of 1812, made an adverse report; 
which report was ordered to lie upon the table. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. We have ac- 
complished a good deal of business to-day, more | 
than the clerks can bring up, and I therefore move | 
the ITouse adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs, reported “A bill for the relief of | 
Josiah P. Pilcher, late a private in company F, 


: 5 ‘absolutely necessary at that time, in order to fur- 
Committee of the Whole, made the order of the || nish the means of subsistence to the men at that 
day for to-morrow, and the bill and report ordered | station. He went there under the protection ot 
to be printed. the commanding officer, and carried along with 
Mr. WILCOX, from the Committee on Mili- || him his property. In the then condition of the 
tary Affairs, reported a bill to be entitled “An act | country, the troops of the United States were un- 
for the relief of Sergeant Leonard Skinner;”? which ji able to protect the property. I understand the 
was referred to a Committee of the Whole House, :| interpretation given to the law of 1816 has been, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and, |!| that wherever the United States, or the officers of 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be; the Army, have held out inducements ‘o indings 
rinted. ‘uals to make investments, and they made those 
p Also, from the same committee, reported a | investments for the purpose of affording the men 
bill to be entitled «An act for the relief of the heirs- ‘| at a station subsistence, they are regarded as un- 
at-law of Anthony G. Willis, deceasd, which was | der the protection of the United States, and if suf- 
read a first and second time by its title, referred | ficient protection has not been afforded to them, 
to a Committee of the Whole, made the order of |: the Government is to make good the losses they 
the day for to-morrow, and, withreportaceompa- | sustained, That is my understanding. , 
nying, ordered to be printed. | Mr. DUNHAM. ‘These claims have invaria- 
Also, from-the same committee, to whom was | bly gone to the Comittee of Claims. 
referred the memorial of John Davis, praying for | Mr. EDGERTON. 1 make this statement as 
a pension and an allowance of bounty land, on |) regards this case: This man Landon, in 1802, 
account of disability incurred while in the service | went to Fort Wayne and purchased a home there 
on the lands of the United States. He was an 
army contractor, or the agent of army contract- 


made an adverse report; which was ordered to lie | i i 
upon the table and be printed. : |. ors. The produce raised upon his land was sold 
Mr. NABERS, from the Committee on Private `i by him to those stationed at Fort Wayne. In 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the memorial | 1512, the Indians made a descent upon the place, 
of Elliott McCulloch, praying relief in relation to |; drove off his stock, and burned his building. He 
a section of land, made an adverse report; which || Was then acting as agent for an army contractor, 
or issuing commissary; and for this property there 


was laid upon the table. A 
Mr. NABERS also, from the same committee, destroyed, he claims that the Government shall 
‘|| pay him. The committee came to the conclusion 


reported ‘A bill for the relief of Jeremiah Win- i 


gate;”? which was read a first and second time by || that there was no law authorizing its payment, 
© and that the action of the Government had been in 


for to-morrow, and `; opposition to the payment of claims of this char- 

i: acter. i 

| Mr. SMART. Tam in favor of the report of 

the gentleman from Ohio, and will call the atten- 

: tion of the House to the 91st rule; which reads as 
. follows: 

« [t shall be the duty of the Committee on Military Aflairs 

to take into consideration all subjects relating to the mii- 

| tary establisuinent and public defence which may he ro- 


ferred to them hy the House, and to report their opinion 


thereupon; and also to report, from time to time, such 
measures as may contribute to economy and accountability 
in said establishment.” 
I rise to ask of the | I shall now make but one remark in relation to 
‘this subject. From the little experience I have 
had upon the Military Committee, I am satisfied 
cannot fail, I think, to induce the House to make | that it is becoming a mere claims committee and 
hat reference. ` that there is a wrong use made of it. I, for one, 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I rise to a: am opposed to thereference of these claims to that 
question of order. The gentleman is making a :; committee. I do not think the rule so intended. 
reportfrom acommittee, and of course cannot with- ` I think, as we have a Committee of Claims, 
draw the motion that is made by order of the com- : (and a very efficient one it is,) that such claims 
mittee. i should be referred there, This reference has been 
Mr. EDGERTON. I was making a report properly made to that committee, and I really 
from the committee. . hope this report will be adopted. 1 move to lay 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made an "the report upon the table. Pending which, 
adverse report. It is moved by the gentleman ! On motion by Mr. FULLER, of Maine, 
from Ohio, [Mr. Sranron,] to refer the memo- | The House adjourned. 


made the order of the day 
with the report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDGERTON, from the Committee of 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of; 
the heirs of Daniel Landon, asking remuneration 
for losses sustained in the last war, made an ad- 
verse report, and moved that the report be laid 

on the table. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I ask the gentleman ; 
to withdraw the motion. 
Mr. EDGERTON. 

tion. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 
House to refer that memorial to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. F will makea statement that 


I will withdraw the mo- ` 
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NOTICES OF BILLS. . 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, gave notice of bills to survey 
the military reserves at Tampa Bay and Pilatka, in the State 
of Florida; and tor the erection of a marine hospital at Apa- 
Jachicoia, in said State. - x 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, asked, and obtained leave 
to withdraw the papers in the ease of William Sparks, now 
on file in the ofice of the Clerk of this House, and that the 
same be referred to the committee on Invalid Persons. 


PETITIONS, &. 


The following petitions, memorials, .&c., were presented 
under thé rule,-and referred tothe appropriate committees: 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia: The petition of 
Lewis Turner, of the county of Preston, Virginia, praying 
for æ pension on account of permanent injury to his health 
in the war of 1812. 

Also, the petition and papers of Margaret Garwood, widow 
of Samuel Garwood, praying for a pension on account of 
a permanent infury-received: by her said husband-in the | 
battle of Lake Erie, in the flag-ship of Perry, which per- 
manently injured him for life, so as to prevent him from 
providing for his family. $ 

By Mr. DEAN: The petition of citizens ofthe District 
of Columbia for a new and enlarged building for a post 
ofice, in the City of Washington. 

By Mr. STRATTON: The petition of Robert B. Sut- 
Aife and 58 others, citizens of New Jersey, praying the 
enactinent of a law prohibiting entirely the importation of | 
intoxicating liquors. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The petition of the 
Society of Friends, of Philadelphia, for the repeal of the 
fusitive-slave law. 

By Mr. CHURCHWELL: The memorial of Robert 
James, of Tennessee, praying for the remission of duties on 
machinery imported by him as an emigrant, for his own 
use and benefit. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: The petition of Jole, 
Coit & Co., to be refunded duties on merchandise damaged } 
while in transitu from one warehouse to another jor ex- 
portation. 

By Mr. CABELL, of Florida: ‘The memorials of Wiliam 
H. Andrews; George S. Jennings, Joseph D. Morris, Ed- 
ward R. ves, George J. Lehnbann, Hiram T., Mann, and 
Joel B: Smith, assistant marshals of the State of Florida, j 
for additional compensation (or taking the last census. 

By Mr. WALBRIDGE: The petition of William T. 
Lawrence, and 157 other citizens of Tompkins and Che- | 
mung counties, New York, praying forthe establishmentof 
a tri-weekly mail route from Iavana, in the county of 
Chemung, to [thica, in the county of ‘Lompkins, via Odessa, 
Cuyutaville, Enfield, Ceoutre, &e. i 

y Mr. HAVEN: The remonstranee of Mupridge and 
Clark, and other citizens of Buffalo, being bread and cracker 
bakers of that place, against extending or renewing the pat- | 


ent to William R. Nevins, of New York, for a machine for || 


rolling dough and cutting erackers and biscuit, giving the |} 
reasons of be remonstrance at length. : 

By Mr. St. MARTIN: The memorial of Nathan C. Fol- | 
ger in relation to Mexican indemnities. f 
Also, the petition of Nanette Dijean, widow Padron, 

praying for relief, 

By Mr. McLANAHAN: The petition of citizens of Perry 
county and Union county, in the State of Pennsylvania, for 
the establishment of a naail route yom Miller’s Town, in 
Perry county, to Miffinburg, in Untin county. 

By Mr. HENN : The petition of T, H. P. Duncan and 98 
others, asking for mail routes from Corydon, Wayne eoun- 
ty, Towa, via Grand River, to Princeton, Missouri, and trom | 
Corydon to Chariton Point, and for weokly service thereon. | 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 30, 1852, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ©. M. Burren. | 
PRIVATE BILL DAY. | 
On the motionof Mr. NORRIS, the execution of | 
the order by which Friday of each week is devoted | 
to private claims, was suspended until one o’clock. | 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Senate 


aletter from the Treasurer of the United States, com- jj 


municating copies of his accounts of receipts and 
disbursements for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the year ending 30th June, 1851; 
which was read. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That it lic on the table. 

PETITIONS, 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Au- | 

gusta Ogden Boyd, praying the continuance of | 
her pension; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Pensions. 
i ‘Mr., DODGE, of Lowa, submitted a document 
in support of the petition of citizens of Kanesville, 
lowa, for a grant of land for the benfit of that town; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of John 
Gray, praying remuneration for a pair of horses 
taken by the United States troops during the last 
war with Great Britain; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of 
Mankin, praying that the Postmaster Gener. 
be authorized to contract wit! 


i 


Henry 
4 al may 
1 him and hig asso- 


ciates, merchants residing in Baltimore and Rio 
de Janeiro, for the transportation of the mail in 
steamers from Baltimore and Norfolk to St. 
Thomas and Barbadoes, in the West Indies, Para, 
Pernambuco, and Rio de Janeiro, in Brazil, and 
Montevideo in Buenos Ayres; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads.  - ee pe 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN.AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Thomas Butler, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was . 

Ordered, That Anna McLean have leave to withdraw 
her memorial and papers. ’ 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claim of Lewis A. Thomas and Thomas 
Rogers, be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John Le Roy, on the files 


i| of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Charles G. Gunter, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, 


On motion by Mr. UNDER WOOD, it was 


tucky, on the files of the Senate, relating to the establish- 
ment of aportof delivery, and improving the harbor at that 
place, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate 
relating to the incorporation of a Mutual Tnsurance Com- 
pany in the city of Washington, be referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia. 

REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES, 

Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on Com- 
i merce, to which was referred the memorial of the 
citizens of Appalachicola, praying that Samuel 
| Bray, keeper of the Dog-{sland light-house, on the 
| coast of Florida, may receive some remuneration 
for the losses sustained by 
duying the gale of the 23d and 24th of August, 
1851, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief. 

The bill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

Ordered, That the report be printed. 

Mr. S., also, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
memorial of Thomas Rhodes, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was 
read and passed to a second reading. i 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill providing 
for carrying into execution, in further part, the 
12th article of the treaty with Mexico, concluded 
at Guadalupe Hidalgo, reported the same without 
amendment. 

He said that he should have now asked for 
its consideration, but that he understood the 
Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Soutz,] who was 
not now ready to proceed, desired to be heard 
| upon the subject. He should, however, ask for its 
consideration at an early day. 

Mr. SOULE intimated that he desired to exam- 
ine some documents relating to the subject-matter 
of this bill, before he proceeded to its discussion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of the 
Orange and Alexandria Railroad Company, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 


PASSENGERS BY STEAMBOATS TO CALIFOR- 
i NIA. 
Mr. BRADBURY. I have been requested in 


i behalf of a number of highly-respectable constit- 
uents to call the attention of the Senate to abuses 


| alleged to exist in the conveyance of passengers 
by steamboats from the Atlantic ports to Califor- 


nla. 

The abuses complained of are : 

1. That these boats, in violation of their public 
engagements, take ordinarily a much larger num- 
ber of passengers than they can properly accom- 
modate, or is consistent with health and safety. 

2. That the supply of food is often deficient in 
quantity, and of the poorest and most unwhole- 
some quality. 

3. That the treatment of passengers, the sick 
even, by officers and crews of the boats, is some- 
times cruel in the extreme. 


Ordered, That the petition of citizens of Paducah, Ken- |. 


himself and family | 


It is represented that from these abuses large ` 
numbers of our fellow-citizens emigrating to Cali- 
fornia lose their lives or their health by disease 
penie on-board these bots: l 

he petitioners say they believe that a thorough 
investigation. by a committee, of Congress, with 
power to send for persons and papers, would dis- 
close scenes occurring on board. some of these 
boats that could find a parallel only in the horrors. 
of the middle passage in the African slave trade. 

Not professing to have a personal knowledge 
how far these representations are well founded, I 
believe the subject is worthy of the most thorough 
investigation, and trust it will receive the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Commerce. With that 
view I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee. on Commeree be instruct- 
ed to inquire whether any legislation is necessary to pre- 
vent abuses in the conveyance of passengers by steamboats 
from the Atlantic ports to those of California. 


Mr. GWIN. I have only to say that I thank 
the Senator from Maine for bringing this subject 
to the attention of the Senate. I have heard great 
complaints of these abuses, and I hope the com- 
mittee will give to the subject its, early attention; 
and if there are such abuses that they will recom- 
mend to the Senate the passage of a bill imposing 
the severest penalties on the owners of the steam- 
ships. I have no doubt that many lives have been 
lost in consequence of the abuses which exist on 
board those steamers. 

The resolution was adopted. 


DISCIPLINE IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. BADGER. I have been directed by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to offer some amend- 
ments to the bill heretofore reported from that 
committee to enforce discipline and promote good 
conduct in the naval service of the United States. 
As I desire to have that biil taken up and consid- 
ered at some early day, I hope that by the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate these amendments 
may be laid on the table and printed. i 

The amendments were received informally, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CUBAN PRISONERS IN SPAIN. 


The bill for the relief of American citizens lately 
; imprisoned and pardoned by the Queen of Spain, 
was read a first and. second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. Forney, its Clerk: 

Mr. Presipenr: The House of Representatives have 
passed a joint resolution for the relief of Elizabeth Prewitt, 
widow and executrix of Robert C. Prewitt, deceased ; also, 
a bill entitled “ An act for the benefit of the Carmelite Nun- 
nery in Baltimore; in which resolution and bill they réquest 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

_ They were read a first and second time by their 
titles, and referred, the first to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and the latter to 
the Committee on Finance. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN DELAWARE. 


Mr. BRADBURY. TI desire to call up the bill 
concerning sessions of the courts of the United 
States in the district of Delaware. I do this at the 
instance of the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. 
| Bayarp.] The bill provides for a change of the 
| sessions of the United States courts in that dis- 
| trict, which are to be held very soon. I hope the 
| Senate will allow the bill to be taken up, so that it 
| may be passed at this time. I move to postpone 
1 ae prior orders, with a view to taking up that 

ill. 

| The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
| ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
| Whole. f 

It provides that the Courts of the United States 
in and for the district of Delaware, shall hereafter 
i be held at New Castle, in the said district; that 
there shall be two regular terms of the circuit 
court of the United States in said district, which 
shall commence on the third Tuesday of June, and 
third Tuesday of October, in each and every year 
i| hereafter; and that there shall be four regular 


| at Wilmington or New Castle, as may be directed 
‘by an order of the judges of said court, made 


1852. 
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either in term or during vacation, and entered on 
the records thereof; and that the office of the clerk 
of the said district court, and the records thereof, 
shall be kept at either of the said places, as may 
be directed by the judge of the said district court, 
by an order made 1n term or during vacation, and 
entered on the records thereof. 

It further provides that no process issued or 
proceedings begun in either of the said. courts shall 
be voided by this change of the place and time of 
holding the said courts, and that all process, bail 
bonds, or recognizances, returnable at the next 
term of said courts, shall be returnable and re- 
turned at the terms of said courts, respectively, 
next occurring after the passage of this act, in the 
same manner as if they had been made so return- 


their term of service, they accounted, as in duty 


| Although the 
| sistants, the i eaten has endeavored to hold 
them responsibleas its agents, because they signed 
the vouchers as Assistant Quartermasters; but 
there was no contract between them and the Gov- 
ernment. They were not commissioned by the 
Government in that character, but they acted 
under Cram, a regularly-qualified commissioned 
officer of the Government. They received a great 
deal of property as Crum’s agents, and they ac- 
counted for it all; but Crum being in default tothe 
Government, they were held accountable. The 
affidavit of Cash and Ellis is sustained by the afñ- 


able on the face thereof, and shall have full effect 
and force, and that all continuances shall be made 
to conform to the provisions of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 


NAVAL APPOINTMENTS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution, 
submitted on the 27th instant by Mr. Harz, in 
relation to the tenure of appointments in the naval 
pvc: and the resolution was agreed to, as fol-- 
OWS? 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law | 
that appointments in the naval service of the United States 
shalt hereafter be for a limited time, which shall be ex- 
pressed in the commissions. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the adverse 
reports on the President’s desk, which had been 
made from committees on memorials referred to | 
them. The question in each case was on concur- 
ring in the report of the committee, and the Sen- 
nate decided affirmatively on the following: 

The petition of Leonard J. Thomas; 

The petition of Charles H. Blood; 

The petition of Joseph Hill and Sons; 

The petition of José Baya; 

The petition of Phebe Glover; | 

The petition of John H. Patterson; | 

The petition of Samuel M. Bootes; 

The memorial of Robert Piatt; 

The petition of George E. Paine and Polly Teal, 
the children of Brinton Paine, deceased; 

The petition of Samuel Crapin; 

The petition of Hugh W. Dobbin; 

The petition of Samuel Prisleau; 

The petition of Thomas Flanagan; 

The petition of Sarah Bennett; and 

The petition of A. J. Williamson. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the adverse | 
report of the Committee of Claims on the petition 
of William A. Duer, administrator of William 
Duer, deceased; and, 

On motion by Mr. BADGER, it was ordered 
to lie on the table. i 


MARY W. THOMPSON. } 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of Mary W. Thompson;and no amendment being 
made, it was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 


DAVID C. CASH AND GILES U. ELLIS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of 


|| tee of the Whole. 
accounting officer of the Treasury be authorized || open to entry. This individual has 
and directed to settle and adjust the accounts of |! land for more than twenty 


Ci 


davit of Crum, who says that they acted as his 


supplies. 
him, and that he demanded: and received of them 
all their papers, vouchers, invoices, and receipts. 
They fully accounted for and properly epnlied ell 
the stores received by them. The Government 
did not give them their regular pay, but withheld 


Crum, the quartermaster, and not Giles and 
any deficiencies or arrearages in his department as 


quartermaster or commissary. 


employed by this Mr. Crum. 
not to be done. 


| informally. 


Mr. BADGER... As the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, who reported this bill, 
is not in his place, I move to postpone its further 
consideration until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN T. SULLIVAN. 
The bill for the relief of John T. Sullivan was 


|} read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 


tee of the Whole. It provides that the Postmas- 
ter General be authorized and required to pay to 
John T. Sullivan $1,670, out of the funds of the 


quarto binding 17,500 copies of Jaws and instruc- 
tions to postmasters, under a contract made with 


April, 1839; and also for folding, stitching, and 


|! binding other laws and regulations subsequent to 
|! said contract, and for the storage of said laws. 


The bill was reported to the Senate and ordered 


|! to be engrossed for a third reading. 


JOSEPH GIDEON. 


Joseph Gideon, as acting purser of the United 
States store-ship Fredonia, from December 18, 
; 1847, to May 16, 1848, and from June 8, 1848, to 
: January 18, 1851, and to pay him the difference 
| between the compensation of a captain’s clerk and 
j an active purser for that time. i 

| Mr. FELCH called for the reading of the report 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


The Secretary read it accordingly. 


: commander of the store-ship Fredonia an acting 


Representatives fo 
and Giles U. Ellis, 
The bill provides that the Secretary of the : 


Treasury be authorized and directed to pay to 
David Č. Cash, late lieutenant, and Giles U. ! 


. Elis, late a private in the Seminole war in Florida, | 


o them on the monthly rolls 


whatever may be due to tl 
said war. 


for military service in 
Committee on Mi 
ported adversely. , 

Mr. HUNTER called for the reading of the re- ; 

ort. : 
The Secretary read the report of the Committee į 
on Military Affairs of the House of Representa- | 
tives, from which it appears that David C. Cash | 
and Giles U. Ellis s ; 
Seminole Indians, Cash as a lieutenant, and | 
Ellis as a private. They were engaged by Rich- | 
ard R. Crum of the Commissary Department, to 
disburse supplies to the troops, and they well and 
truly discharged that duty. A 


r the relief of David C. Cash i 
| bill. 


ii duties of captain’s clerk, for which he received 


On this bill the}: 
itary Affairs of the Senate re- į 


erved in the war with the ; 


t the expiration of | 


| purser on board, and that he faithfully executed 
! the duties of purser in the Gulf of Mexico and on 


He also, at the same time, discharged the 


compensation; but the committee deem him en- 
‘titled to the additional amount now proposed to 


: be given to him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate and ordered 
| to be engrossed and read a third time. 


JOHN O. MEANS. 


read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
| tee of the Whole. It provides that the proper 
| accounting officer of the Treasury Department be 
ij 


O. Means, an acting purser on board the United 
States brig Dolphin, under the appointment of the 
! commander of the squadron on the coast of Africa, 


i and to allow him the pay of a purser while in the 


discharge of the duties of that appointment. 


| bound, to R. R. Crum, quartermaster, delivering | 
| to him all invoices and goods in their possession. | 
were employed by Crum as his as- | 


agents, and as such wereauthorized to receive large ii 
He says he held them responsible to || 


it from them, and the committee thought that | 


Ellis, should be held liable to the Government for | 


Mr. HUNTER. That seems to bea bill which i € 
requires the Government to pay agents who were |! been enabled, as he intended to do, to 


I think this ought | 


i : ue 
j The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered. 
| to be engrossed for a third-reading. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM. 


| The bill to confirm the claim of John Ervin to 
i! a certain tract of land in the Bastrop Claim, was. 
| read a second time, and the Senate: proceeded. to. 
i consider it as in Committee of the Whole. 

|. Ut provides that John Ervin shall be confirmed 
| in his title to the land on which he resides, in the, 
i| State of Louisiana, to the extent of six. hundred. 
l! and forty acres, to be taken by legal subdivisions 
| $0 as to include his improvements; and that a pat- 
: ent be issued to him for a legal survey of the same, 
i under the direction of the Surveyor General for. 
ij Said State; provided that this act shall amount onl 

i! to a relinquishment of title on the part of the Uni- 
ʻ ted States. 

Mr. FELCH asked for the reading of the re- 


i 
i 

H port. 
| 
| 


H 


| 
H 
i 


j 


i! been sold by the grantee to a Mr. Ballanger, who, 
| after having made some improvements;abandoned 
il it and left the country, and has not been heard 
| of since, nor has any agent or heir appeared for 
him. In consequence of thig, the claimant has not 

purchase the 
‘title of Ballanger to the tract. But. fe has held 


I hope the bill will be passed by | 
a a a EN y j! to give him, under the laws of Louisiana, a title 


ji Mm, | ; j 
|| by prescription against all claimants except the 
| 


Post Office Department, for folding, cutting, and | 


him by the Postmaster Gencral on the 27th of || 


! Tt sets forth | 
‘that Joseph Gideon was duly appointed by the | 


the Pacific coast, for the period mentioned in the | 


The bill for the relief of John O. Means was | 


authorized to settle and adjust the account of John | 


peaceableand uninterrupted possession long enough 


| United States. An act of Congress was passed 
on the 3d of March, 1851, which intended to give 
i a donation to settlers of twenty years standing and 
|; upwards. It provided that the title of the United 
i States should be relinquished against such persons. 
|| This claimant would have been entitled to the ben- 
efit of this act but for the fact that he did not hold 
his lands of the original grantee. This being a 
| mere technical point, the claimant, of course, is 
|| within the spirit and intention of the act of 3d 
| March, 1851. Thecommittee state, also, that the 
claimant is.a very old man, and that it would bea 
| very important thing for him, in his old age, to 
| have his title settled. ` 
Mr. FELCH. The chairman of the commit- 
| tee, [Mr. Downs,] who reported this bill, is not 
li in his seat. I would dike to know what has been 
|i our legislation on this subject heretofore. 
1 
| 
1 
E 
| 


i 
| 
| 
| 


| Mr. HALE. This was a subject of considera- 
| tion in the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
i and the committee unanimously agreed that this 
i| case required the attention of Congress. It is a 


The bill for the relief of Joseph Gideon was !! case in which an individual has occupied his land 


read a second time, and considered as in Commit- || for more than twenty years; but the land was so 
It provides that the proper |} situated that, for some reason or other, it was not. 


occupied the 
i ears. Nobody has 
|; disturbed him; nobody but the United States can 
J| disturb him. The committee deemed it proper 
| that the claim of the United States to the land 
|! which he has occupied. for more than twenty years 
| should be relinquished. I hope the bill will pass. 
(| This claimant is a very old man, and this is but a 
i trifling matter. l 
© The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I prefer that the bill should 
! lie over until the Senator who reported it shall be 
i in his seat, and we can hear some further expla- 
: nation of it. I move to lay the bill on the table. 
‘| The motion was not agreed to. _ 
| Mr, SOULE. [hope this bill will pass. Tam 
| sorry there should be any opposition to it. If 
| there is any opposition, I hope it will lie on the 
|| table until my colleague, who reported it, shall be 
in his place. f f 
i Mr. HALE. I think the Senate did not listen 
| to the reading of the report. Tf the Senate will 
| give their attention to its reading, [ think there 
| will be no necessity for a speech; for the report 
I ask that the report 


i states the case very plainly. 
be again read. 
' The report was again read. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to hear the 
` act of the 3d of March, 1851, referred to in the 
: report, read. 

Mr. GWIN. I have no doubt as to the justice 
of this claim. I hope the Senate will pass it. 
|! The Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Downs ,] who 
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reported this bill, is notin his seats and if there 

is any objection to the bill, I hope it will be passed 

over until he shall be here. “For myself, I know 
of no objection to the bill. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is this objection 
to ity in my ‘mind: I believe that this Bastrop 
Claim has ‘recently been determined by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to bean invalid 
claim, and good for nothing. It seems that a re- 
cent act has been passed extending preémption 
riglits to the settlers on that claim. Hence, I 
suppose, this gentleman is entitled to a preémption 
right in common with other settlers. But he sets 
up a claim from a man by the name of Ballanger, 
who, he says, purchased from Bastrop, the ori- 
ginal grantee. The fact is evident, and be alleges it 
himself in his petition, that he intended to pur- 
chase from Ballangers but he never did aequire 
any right or title whatever. It is, therefore, a 
case of a donation of land, as much so as any 
donation that has ever been presented to the con- 
sideration of Congress. I therefore called for the 
reading of the act of the 3d of March, 185], re- 
ferred to in the report, for the purpose of seeing | 
whether Congress had established the principle of 
making donations to settlers on this claim for 
twenty years’ settlement. If that be the case, I 
see no objection to placing this individual on the 
same footing with others; although I might have 
objected to such legislation originally. In regard 
to all these matters, which I have condemned for 
so many years here, [have gone upon the prin- 
ciple, that when you establish a certain rule, all 
persons should fare alike under it. Let all enjoy 
the same benefits whose claims are alike. I called 
for the reading of the act with that view. Until 
we can look into the matter, I think no injury 
can be sustaind by letting this bill lie over. 

Mr. HALE. “If there be any objection to 
this bill after I shall state a single fact, I will not 
interpose any objection to its being laid over, It 
will be seen that the last clause of the bill is in 
these words; 

“Provided, That this act shall amount only to a relin- 
quishment of title on the part of the United States.” 

That is all it will do. I understand the Bastrop 
Claim as matter of a disputed title, and that the 
Supreme Court of the United States has decided 
that the grant was void. Congress, in 1851, at the 
last session, passed an act for the relief of the set- 
tlers on the claim, by which it was provided, that 
the title of the United States #hould be relinquished 
against all settlers who had been there over twenty 
years. This gentleman has been there for twenty- 
three years, not on land of the United States, but 
on land granted by Bastrop to a Mr. Ballanger, 
who has never appeared to claim it. Hence he 
has a good title by prescription, as against Bal- 
langer, or anybody else but the United States. Tt 
has been decided that his case does not come 
within the purview of the act; but the United 
States does not own the claim. All he asks is, | 
that the United States shall relinquish what claim 
it has, if any, and leave him to contend with Bal- 
langer and his heirs, if they ever should come. | 
You may postpone the bill for twenty years, but ; 
you can never get the facts any plainer than they | 
are. These are the facts of the cause. Now, if the | 
Senate wish it to lie over after this statement, I 
shall interpose no objection. 

Mr. DAWSON. Let it lie over. 

The Secretary, in pursuance of the request of 
Mr. Unverwoop, then read the following act: 

An Act for the settlement of certain classes of private land ‘| 
claims within the limits of the Baron de Bastrop Grant, 
and for allowing preémption to certain actual settlers, in 
the event of the final adjudication of the title of the said 
De Bastrop, in favor of the United States. 

Be it enucted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That in the event of a final adjudication by the court |: 
in favor of the United States, on the “ Baron de Bastrop” | 
claim in Louisiana, under the act of Congress approved on i} 
the 1rth June, 1844, entitled “ An act to provide for the | 
“adjustment of land claims within the States of Missouri, ' 
€ Arkansas, and Louisiana, and in those parts of the States H 
E ppiand Alabama, south of the thirty-first degree f 
‘of north latitude, and between the Mississippi and Perdido | 
t rivers,” the register aud receiver for the Ouachita land dis- |! 
tric, Louisiana, shall give public notice of the fact, in some 
newspaper circulating in the vicinity of the land, and within | 
twelve months from and after the date of the first publica- | 
tion of such notice, it shall and may be lawful for any ori- |} 
ginal claimants of the classes hereinafter mentioned in this | 
section of the present act, their heirs or legal representa- ‘| 
tives, to file with the aforesaid register and receiver notices || 
descriptive of their claims, and specifying their precise la- 


i 
| 
| 
i 


| indeed, am I ready now, to express any opinion 


| Senator might perceive in the way. 


l! Louisiana misunderstands entirely the purpose of | 


i be laid over. 


ealities and arca, with the testimony in support of thesame: 
First: AU bona fice claimants by purchase from De- i 


aR: 


Bastrop, or those holding under him, where the land has| 
been occupied and cultivated for twenty years. 

Second: All bona fide claimants of “head rights,” for 
not exceeding six hundred and forty acres, their heirs or 
legal representatives, where the original claimant came 
over and settled the land under the contract between the | 
Spanish Government and De Bastrop, even though the Jand | 
was not actually sold or conveyed to such original claim-. | 
ants by the said-De Bastrop. s . 

Third: Ail bona fide claimants for not exceeding six 
hundred and forty acres, as actual settlers prior to the twen- 
tier December, eighteen hundred aud three, where they 
have held such continued possession as to show that they 
identified themselves with the ownership of the land. | 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That after the expi- 
ration of the twelve months aforesaid, it shall be the duty 
of the register and receiver, pursuant to such instructions as 
may be given by the Commissioner of the General Land Of | 
fice, to make a report with the notices, and all the testi- 
mony, to the General Land Office, specifying all such cases | 
as in their opinion come witbin the principles recognized 
under the several heads mentioned in the foregoing section, | 
and which according to those principles ought to be con- j 
firmed, and such as.in their opinion ought to be rejected. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the | 
duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to i 
lay the report aforesaid before Congress for final action j 
thereon; and all claims recommended for confirmation shall | 
be reserved from sale until the final action of Congress on 
the report aforesaid, and all claims reported as rejected 
shall be treated as other public lands. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the claims num- 
bered forty, forty-four, forty-five, forty-six, forty-seven, 
forty-eight, and fifty-one, favorably reported on by Daniel 
J. Sutton, as register for the district north of Red river, 
Louisiana, and entered in the first class of his report, dated 
first of January, eighteen hundred and twenty-one, but on | 
account of being within the limits of the Bastrop Grant, | 
have been excluded from the confirm&tory provisions of 
the second section of the act of Congress dpproved Febru- 
ary twenty-eight, eighteen hundred and twenty-three, en- 
titled “An act supplementary to the several acts for the ad- 
justment of land claims in the State of Lousiana,” be and 
the same shall be held confirmed, in the event of the final 
adjudication of the Bastrop claim in favor of the United 
States as aforesaid: Provided, That this confirmation shall ; 
only operate as a relinguishment of title on the part of the 
United States, and shall in no way prejudice or affect any 
sale, or other right existing at the time when the survey 
shall be executed, of the claims hereby conditionally con- | 
firmed; and in the event of the final adjudication of the | 
Bastrop Grantas aforesaid, and upon the return of approved | 
plats of survey for the claims specified in this section, re- 
linquishment patents shall be issued as in other cases. 

Sec. 5. And beit further enacted, Thatin the event of a | 
final adjudication, in favor of the United States, of the Bas- 
trop Claim, as contemplated by the first section of this act, 
every bona fide settler, on any part of said land, at the time 
of the extension of the public surveys over the same, who 
isa man of family, widow, or single man over twenty-one 
years of age, and an actual housekeeper thereon, and who, 
but for the reservation herctofore made of said land for the 
claim of the said Bastrop, would have been entitled to a 
right of preémption under some one of the preémption laws, 
be, and he is hereby authorized to enter the quarter section 
so resided on, or by adjoining legal subdivisions, so as to 
include his residence and land cultivated or improved, 
any number of acres not to exceed one hundred and sixty 
acres, upon making proof of such settlement, housekeep- | 
ing, &c., to- the satisfaction of the register and receiver, as 
in ordinary cases, at any time within a year after the public 
surveys are so extended over said land. 

Arprovep March 3d, 1851. 


Mr. SOULE. The Senate will perceive, from 
the act which has just been read, that very few 
cases are plainer than the one now presented to 
our consideration. I myself am not willing, nor, 


as to the rights the claimant may hold under the | 
laws of Louisiana, considering him as holding ! 
adversely to those who may claim under Ballan- 
ger. I do not wish, therefore, to intimate what | 
my opinion may be on that question. But cer- | 
tainly the Senate will not insist upon acting on | 
this case in the absence of the Senator who has | 
presented it, and who is familiar with its merits, | 
and who could explain any difficulty which any | 
I will, ther 
fore, make a call upon the generosity and good 
feeling of the Senate to let the matter lie over, 
until my colleague shall be able to attend. f 

Several Sewarors. Certainly. 

Mr. BADGER. The honorable Senator from 


those of us who desire that this matter shall not | 


We consider this a plain case. We | 
want to pass the bill. The reading of the report | 
of the committee, and the reading of the act of | 
Congress, passed March 3, 1851, shows conclu- | 
sively that Congress intended to provide for a class 
of cases precisely like the one now presented to | 


our consideration. It is only by a technical diffi- | 


United States, if it has any? j 
Mr. SOULE. If that be the intention of the Sen- | 

ate I shall interpose no objection. On the con- | 

trary, I shall be quite willing to pass the bill now. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. [f it be the will of the 
Senate to act on the bill now, I wish to state a few 
objections to it. j 

Mr. BADGER. Let it lie over, then. 

Mr. SOULE. Then I will move to postpone | 
the further consideration of the bill until to-mor- 
row. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE POINDEXTER. 

A bill for the relief of George Poindexter, re- 
ported by the Committee on Military Affairs, was 
then taken up and read a second time, and con- 
sidered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Is there a report accom- 
panying that bill? If there is, I would like to 
hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT. There is a report which 
was made some years past, but no report has been 
made this session. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania wish that report to be read? 

Mr. DAWSON. If the Senator from Pemrisyl- 
vania will allow me, I will state, that this bill has 
been reported upon year after year, and the De- 
partment has recommended the payment of the 
claim. The only difference that arose between the 
claimant and the Department is, that he wanted 
certain words employed to which the Department 
would not consent. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
draw the objection. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, and was ordered to be engrossed 


Iam satisfied, and with- 


. for a third reading. 


WILLIAM MILLER. 

The Senate next proceeded to consider a bill for 
the relief of William Miller. 

This was a bill reported from the Committee on 
Pensions, and provided that the Secretary of the 
Interior be directed to place the name of William 
Miller, of the State of Maine, on the roll of invalid 
pensioners for life at $8 per month, commencing 
on the Ist of January, 1852. 

The bill having been read a second time, was 
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. There being no amendment, it was re- ' 
ported back to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. ` 


EZRA WILLIAMS. 

A bill for the relief of Ezra Williams was read 
a second time, and considered by the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. The bill provided that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to pay 
to said Ezra Williams the sum of $500, in full for 
his services in preparing an alphabetical index, 
under the direction of Richard M. Young, Com- 
missioner of the Land Office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading. 


IRA DAY—INTEREST ON CLAIMS. 


The bill for the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont, 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides that the Post- 
master General be authorized and required to pay 
to Ira Day, of Vermont, $1,008 90, together with 
the interest thereon from the Ist of July, 1837, 
out of the funds of the Post Office Department, in 
full for the balance due to him for transporting the 
mail from Royalton to Burlington, in the aforesaid 
State, from January, 1833, to July, 1837. 

Mr. HUNTER. I perceive, Mr. President, 
that there is an allowance for interest. provided for 
in that bill. This is altogether unusual, and T 
move to amend the bill by striking out the words 
‘together with the interest thereon from the 1st 
day of July, 1837.” 

_Mr. UPHAM. I hope the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will hear the report read before he makes 
that motion. If he will attend to the report, he 
will see the ground on which this interest is recom- 
mended to be paid. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
the report read. 

The Secretary read the report, from which it 


I am quite willing to hear 


i appeared that two bills had heretofore been re- 


ported for the relief of the petitioner—one in 1839 
and the other in 1840—and that the facts of the 
case were set forth in a report to the Senate during 
the third session of the twenty-fifth Congress, 
From that report it appeared that James Barker 
and others were contractors for transporting a 
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daily mail for four years, from Boston (Mass.) to | 
Royalton, Montpelier, and Burlington, for the sum | 
of $12,250 per annum, commencing on the Ist of 
January, 1833, and ending in January, 1837. In | 
the month of October, 1834, the Postmaster Gen- 

eral ordered the mail to be discontinued one day 
in a week on that part of the route between Roy- | 
alton and Burlington, which part of the route was | 
assigned by the contractors to the petitioner. Un- 
der this order of the Postmaster General, the 
mail from Boston arrived at Royalton on Saturday | 
evening, and remained over until the Monday | 
morning following. That the inconvenience to 
the public in consequence of this order was such į 
that the postmasters on the route, and other citi- į 
zens, solicited and urged the petitioner to continue | 
the transportation of the mail daily, notwith- | 
standing the said order of the Postmaster General. | 
The petitioner did so, and thus the line was un- | 
broken, and the mail was transported regularly | 
from Boston to the capital of Vermont, and thence , 
to Burlington, and vice versa, every day in the |! 


t 
| 
l 
week. The petitioner, therefore, claimed this sum į 
| 
pi 
| 
| 
$ 
| 


t 
H 
{ 
i 
{ 
| 


of $1,008 90, being the sum withheld from him by | 
the. Postmaster General on account of the order 
already mentioned. 

The committee further reported, that if this order 
had been carried out, it would have occasioned | 
great inconvenience to the public; that it would ; 


in the same year; and that the same rate of de- | 
duction (one seventh) was retained by the Post- 
master General, and was included in the amount 
claimed. 

The committee further reported, that they had 
not been able to find any power vested in the Post- 
master General, authorizing him to make such an 
order, and that the only clause in the contract au- 
thorizing the Postmaster General in any way to 
interfere with it was one which provided, that if | 
the route, or any part of the route, therein men- 
tioned, should be discontinued by act of Congress, | 
or should, in the opinion of the Postmoster Gen- | 
erel, become useless, or if a line of stages or steam- 
boats should be established on the whole or any 
part of it, where the mail was not so carried under 
the contract, then the contract itself, or such part | 
of it, should cease to be binding on the Postmaster 
General, by giving notice of such event to the party 
contracting, and making allowance of one month’s 
extra pay. Under this clause the committee were 
of opinion that the Postmaster General had no 

ower to discontinue the mail one day in the week. | 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Urnam] desired that I would wait for the 
reading of the report before I pressed my amend- | 
ment: Well, sir, I have heard it read, and upon | 
hearing it I am not convinced that the principal is | 
due, much less the interest. It seems that this | 
contractor insisted on discharging this service, al- 
though the Postmaster General had expressly | 
desired that it should be discontinued. Now, sir, | 
by the report read, in which there is furnished a | 
clause of the contract, it appears that the Post- | 
master General had a right to discontinue the con- | 
tract for the whole route, and for the whole time, ; 
if he thought proper; and certainly if he had a į 
right to discontinue it for the whole, he had a) 
right to discontinue it for a part; and if this did | 
not meet the views ofthe contractor he might have | 
thrown his contract up. He only continued, in | 
despite of the order of the Postmaster General, ! 
to discharge such services as he thought would | 
be advantageous to those on the route. Now, if! 
this is to be allowed and sustained by Congress |; 
in this case, others will do the same., Instead, | 
therefore, of paying the principal and interest, I: 
think that this claimant is not entitled to either. |i 


| Congress, cr if, in the opinion of the Postmaster ! 


| a mail route. lfit should cease to be a mail route | 


Besides, sir, I do not see why we should pay | 
interest in this case, when we uniformly refuse to || 


pay it in all others. We had a case here a very 
short time ago of a similar kind, it seems to me, in 
which the Senate refused to pay interest, although 
they did pay the principal. I see, therefore, no 
reason why the interest should be paid here. 

Mr. UPHAM. I understand the Senator from 
Virginia to say that he doubts the equity of this 


claim on its merits, or in other words, that he | 


would not pay either principal or interest, because 


the claimant continued the service, notwithstand- į 


ing the order of the Postmaster General discon- 
tinuing it. This claim came before us at the last 
session of Congress, as we have seen by the report 
referred to. At that time I had not looked into 
the contract to see what powers were vested in 
the Postmaster General, or in other words, I had 
not looked into the terms or the form of the con- 
tract. Since that time, however, I have examined 


this matter, and I find that the Postmaster Gen- , 


era] expressly reserves to himself the right to alter 


the contract and reduce the pay for services to be : 
performed on a route under certain circumstances. ! 
I then weut back to the year 1833, when this par- | 


ticular contract was made, and I find no such 
clause in regard to it, nor any such power reserved 
as is now reserved. 
tract under which the Postmaster General claims 
to exercise this power, is in the following words: 
“Tt is mutually understood by the contracting parties, 
that if the route, or any part of the route herein mentioned 
shalt be discoutinued by act of Congress, or, in the opinion 
of the Postmaster General, becomes useless; or if a line of 


| stages or steamboats shall be established on the whole or | 
any part of it, where the mail is not so carried under this ; 


contract, then this contract, or such part of it, shall cease 
to be binding on the Postmaster General, he giving nopee 
of such event, and making allowance of one month’s extra 
pay.” 


Now, under this clause it appears that the : 
power of the Postmaster General is derived alto- ' 


gether from the contract itself. What, then, had 
the Postmaster Gencral a right to do under this 
contract? In the first place, Jet me remark that 
the mail route is one thing, and that the contract 
is another. 
portion of the mail route shall be discontinued by | 


General, such route, or any part of it, may be- i 
come useless, he may discontinue the whole or a | 
part, as the case may be, by giving notice there- į 
of, and by making an allowance of one month’s | 
extra pay. But, sir, there is no clause in this 
contract authorizing the Postmaster General to | 
reduce the service to be performed on a route. If | 
he has contracted for too much service, that is his | 
misfortune; but he certainly has no right to cur- 
tail, or reduce it, so long as the route over which || 
he contracted to transport the mail continues to be ; 


| 
$ 
| 


in consequence of the provisions of any act of 
Congress, or if he himself should discontinue it 
as a mail route, on the ground that it has become 
useless, then the contract, so far as it relates to 
that portion of the mail route which has been dis- 
continued, shall not be binding on the Postmaster 
General. All that he could do under this contract 
isto putan end to it, if Congress should repeal the 
law making it a mail route, or if, by reason of 
other circumstances, it should become useless as 
a mail route. What, then, is a mail route? I 
understand it to be a road or way. Congress 
makes a road a mail route by special act. The 
Postmaster General contracts for the services to 
be performed on that route, and under the old form 


of contract, he could not reduce the service from a | 


daily mail to a semi-weekly, or tri-weekly, or 


weekly mail; but under the new form of contracts ; 
entered into, there is a clause authorizing him to | 
alter the schedule; and if, in his opinion, the ser- | 
vice contracted to be performed is not required, he | 
may curtail, or reduce, or terminate that service. | 
Now, if under the old form of contract the Post- į 
why afterwards : 
because anew: 


master General had such authority, 
strike out that old clause, and su y 
one? It is clear to my mind, and the committee 


were unanimous in their opinion, that under this | 
form of contract entered into in the year 1833, , 
the Postmaster General could not reduce a daily ; 
mail to a tri-weekly, or semi-weekly mail; or, : 


in other words, he could not strike out one trip, 
or two trips, or three trips. This was illustra- 


ted here the other day in the case of Dwinell, of | 


Maine. The Senate passed an act to give him 
$13,000. He contracted 


certain route in Maine. 


The only clause in the con- į 


This contract provides that if any | 


to run a daily mail ona |! 
Now, although this was ; 


| a profitable route in the summer, it was found te 
ij be unprofitable in winter, in consequence of. ob- 
i] structions on the route. What did the Postmaster 
General do in this case? , Did he reduce the ser- 
vice? No; he applied to the contractor and in- 
duced him to consent to diminish his number of 
ii trips to three in the week, with a promise to pay 
him a sufficient compensation. In this case we 
| passed a bill the other day giving $13,000, without 
interest, for the damage he sustained. That bill 
was passed by striking out the interest. . But if the 
committee are correct in the legal view they have 
taken of this question, there is no doubt about the 
interest. If, at the end of the contract, the Post- 
| master General retained one seventh of the money 
| then due, and refused to pay it over, that party is. 
i| as much entitled to interest as the State of New 
i| Hampshire was on money advanced to carry on the 
Indian Stream war. We have passed a bill thig 
session to pay interest in this New Hampshire case, 
and we have also passed a similar bill in the case 
| of Georgia. Now, here is a bill to pay money 
‘| belonging to the petitioner, which is. retained in 


|| the hands of the Postmaster General; and I call on 
i| Senators to show me the authority of the Post- 
| master General to reduce the amount of the service 
l| contracted to be performed on this mail route. It 
|| has never been discontinued as a mail route. Itis 
still a great thoroughfare from Boston, by way of 
{| Royalton, Montpelier, and Burlington, to Mon- 
|| treal, and therefore it never can be discontinued, 
| The report shows that it is still a mail route; and 

i for is, that while it was a 
|| mail route, and was not aficontinuied by the Post- 
ji master General, he could not interfere with the 
i| amount of service which he contracted to have 
|| performed on that route. That is the legal view 
|| of the case. Butat the last session of Congress, 
| upon the equitable view of the case, that he had 
|| expended this money and had furnished carriages, 
horses and harness, and drivers, to run this great 
mail every day in the week, it was thought right 
that this money should be paid. ‘This order was 
regarded as a temporary measure only during the 
embarrassed condition of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. And the Department being relieved, and 
being now able to pay, the Senate, at the last Con- 


|| the principle contended 


gress, passed a bill on principles of equity and jus- 


lice. But taking the other view of the subject, 
about which there is no doubt, I do not believe 
that there is a legal man in the Senate who will 
say that the Postmaster General had any right to 
reduce the service. 

Mr. MALLORY. From the report made by 
the committee, it can hardly be doubted by the 
Senate that the principal is justly due, and has 
been unjustly denied, and the objection isto the 
interest only. And now, when an opportunity is 
|} thus offered, I would like to hear Senators set 
i| forth some good and sufficient reason. why, if 
i| Government pays its just debts, it should not also 

ay damages, and be just and equal with all indi- 
i| viduals. "This refusal to pay interest upon the just 
| debts of the Government, after having been refused 
|l to claimants for twenty or thirty years, has grown 


up by what? Not by any act of Congress, but 
i| simply by the construction of the clerks in the 
Departments. Itis a simple rule of the Depart- 


ment, originating in the fear that if interest were 
allowed the Treasury would be exhausted. Now, 
whether it would or would not, has nothing to do 
with this question. The only question is, What 
| does justice require of us? That is the only ques- 
tion which would be demanded by a court and 
jury. But Government has frequently gone be- 
hind this precedent of refusing interest, and hag 
paid interest. I could refer to some fifty cases in 
which it has been done, thus setting aside the de- 
cisions of the Departments. I feel an interest in 
this question of interest on claims, and should 
like to hear those who say that this Government 
is not bound to pay interest show some good rea- 
son why. The philosophy of the objection is 
this: that the Government is always presumed to 
be ready to pay its debts. But this is a fiction of 
the imagination. You go to a Department, and 
you ask for payment of a claim, and you do-aot 
get it. Your acts of Congress prove the time 
when the debt was due, and that is the time from 
which interest should commence and from which 
it should be paid. Now, the theory failing, the 
practice should be set aside, and the Government 
should act with the same justice and equity which 
would be expected from individuals, 
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<Mr. “RUSK. The Sénator from Virginia 
scarcely could have attended to the reading of the 
report, or he cannot be m earnest when he ex- 
presses any doubt as to the duty of the Govern- 
ment to pay~the -principal: This- contract was 
made for the transportation of a daily mail. The 
Postmaster General, arbitrarily, without any 
authority: in the law, and without: any authority 
in the’ contract, reduced the service one’ seventh. 
Now he had no right whatever to violate this con- 
tract. He made the contract for carrying the 
mail daily over the route, and then reauced it one 
seventh. And for what? For the purpose of re- 
lieving himself and the Department from embar- 
rassment. He had no right to make this reduction, 
either from the law, or the terms of the contract. 

Mr. HUNTER. I know nothing about the 
terms of the contract; but I wish to ask whether 
there was any provision in the contract that the 
Postmaster General might discontinue the whole 
service whenever he should choose to do it? 

Mr. RUSK. The route and the whole service 
might be discontinued, if Congress chose to dis- 
continue the route. Or if, in the opinion of the 
Postmaster General, the entire route was use- 
less, he might discontinue the entire service, but 
with a compensation to the contractors which 
he understood at the time he entered into the 
contract, and that wes one month’s extra pay. 
Yhe Postmaster General could discontinue the 
whole service by giving one month’s extra pay; 
and if he chose to send the mail on another 
route, then Congress gdiscontinued the route. 
But in this instance, the Postmaster General vi- 
olates the terms of the contract for the benefit of 
the Department. It is not pretended nor stated 
anywhere. that such is not the fact. It is not 
stated that there was any less necessity for carry- 
inga daily mail after the contract was made than 
at the time it was made. And it is shown that 
there was constantly a necessity for a daily mail, 
by the fact that afterwards a new contract was 
made for carrying the mail daily. Testimony 
was produced before the committee, showing that 
there was great inconvenience, not only with re- 
gard to the mail, but with regard to the business 
and the travel on that route, in consequence of the 
neglect to run the stages on one day in the week. 
Wot only individuals engaged in business, but 
everybody in that vicinity demanded that this man 
should go on and comply with his contract. He 
did so, and Government has pocketed the benefit 
of the services which he rendered in strict com- 

liance with his contract. The simple question is, 

as the Postmaster General, when he is authorized 
by no law, simply on account of the embarrass- 
ment of the Department, a right to violate a con- 
tract between him and another party? Even if it 
were put upon the ground that the service was 
not necessary, the contractor would be entitled to 
compensation according to the law. 

Now with regard to the interest. Tn the case of 
Mr. Dwinell, which was discussed the other day, 
I believe the Senator from Delaware put the re- 
fusal to pay interest on the ground that he had 
ba Ge over his rights, and did not demand them; 
and hecause I could not answer a question put. by 
the Senator from Georgia, and show that Mr. 
Dwinell had commenced a prosecution. imme- 
diately, and had made his demand upon the Gov- 
ernment, his interest was struck out. But the 
case is very different with regard to this claim. 
This party has made his demand for interest all 
the time; he came here as early as 1839 and made 
his claim. I do not think, under the circum- 
stances, it can be pretended that the Postmaster 
General had the slightest right to violate—as he 
did. violate—this contract. It therefore becomes 
a legal, just, and equitable debt against the United 
States, beginning. in 1837, and here it has been 
every session of Congress, Because we have de- 
layed the payment of the claim, is it his fault? 
Here is aman who performed his contract, the 
Government taking the benefitof his services, and 
ya he has heen constantly asking you to pay, and 
has failed to obtain it on aecount of our delay. 
The interest has accrued because you have ne- 
giected to do him justice before. 

Mr. BADGER. - According to the terms of the 
contract entered into with the Postmaster General 
it was agreed between the two parties that the con- 
tractor should transport a daily mail upon this 
route. There was a power reserved to the Post- 
master General, and but one power; and that was, 


| two things. must happen: either that. Congress 


| knew what he had to pay, and the party to receive 


i such case interest is due. 


to make the contract cease. And`in order to put 
an end to the contract, either for the whole dis- 
tance, or for any portion of the distance, one of 


should discontinue the post route, or that the Post- 
master General should ‘himself discontinue it, upon 
the ground that it had ceased to. be necessary; that 
it had become useless. That is the state of the 
case. The Postmaster General had a right to 
make an end to. the contract, but he had no right 
to alter the terms of the contract, to continue to 
enforce it as to a part, and put it out of force as to 
the rest. ‘The honorable Senator from Virginia 
says, that if he had a right to. put an end to the 
contract altogether, he had a right to put an end to 
a part. Surely that is very inconclusive reasoning. 
Two men may enter inté a contract, and there may 
be terms used to give liberty to the parties to take 
such a position as if the contract had never been 
made in a certain event; but surely it would be 
very strange to say, that the contract shall be in 
force for so much, and not in force for the residue. 
I undertake to say there is no foundation for such 
a position. The Postmaster General had a right 
to put an end to the contract; but if it was in force 
at all, it was in force altogether. When he said, 
You shall not carry the mail seven daysina week, 
and shall carry it but six days ina week, his decla- 
ration was absolutely illegal; it was. in violation | 
of law, and of the contract. The Postmaster Gen- 
eral has no more control over such a contract than 
one individual has over his own contract with an- 
other, except so far as some law gives him control, 
or some reservation in the contract has put it in 
his power to control it. He says to this man, I 
do not put an end to the contract. Not at all. 
But I say, you shall carry the mail six days in the 
week, and not seven. Now, the Senator from 
Virginia says, if the contracter did not like that, 
allhe had to do was to put an end to the contract, 
by refusing to carry the mail at all. I deny that 
conclusion. If the order of the Postmaster Gen- ; 
eral was illegal, then the contract stood as if he 
had not made the order. The contractor stood 
ready to perform the whole service, and he had a 
right to do it; and if he had a right to perform the | 
service, he had a right to the compensation, The 
whole question, then, is, whether officers of the 
United States have a right to make contracts and 
violate them. 

With regard to the payment of interest, I agree, 
to a considerable extent, with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Florida, that Government should set an 
example of doing perfect justice, and should apply 
the same rules. with respect to claims upon the 
Government that it is in the habit of enforcing in 
order to secure justice to itself. Thereis no other 
rule. Now if this were the case of an individual, 
I would be extremely glad to know upon what 
principle the interest should be denied on this 
chim for a single hour. A certain sum of money 
became due to this person for the discharge of his 
contract, and the Postmaster General refused to 
pay him a portion of it; he withheld and kept it. 
It was a sum certain then due. The party to pay 


knew what he had to receive. Iundertake to say, 
that under such circumstances, there is no court 
in the world—or, at least, no court where the 
common law prevails, that would fail to award to 
the claimant the interest on the debt. It is dueon 
the principal, which was agreed to be paid ata 
certain time. Ifthe amount is absolutely certain, 
and if payment is refused, it is clear that in every 
Therefore, in such a 
case as this, as itis a plain rule of justice between 
individuals, as it is a rule which Government in- 
flexibly enforces upon all its debtors, Government 
cannot maintain its integrity in its dealings with- 
out doing to others what it requires others to do 
to it. | 
I admit that if a person has a claim against the 
Government of the United States—a claim, as we 
lawyers call it, sounding in damages—if demands 
are made and investigation is had to ascertain what | 
is due, Government stands with regard to that just | 
as individuals do. If one individual has a demand ; 
against another for damages, uncertain in amount, | 
the law itself does not give interest upon these! 
damages. There are cases in which interest may 
be given as a matter of discretion, but cannot be | 
taken as a matter of right. Thesamerule applies | 
here. If a man has preferred his claim against | 
the Government and manifested his right, and 


there is proof that Government has not made pro- 
vision to pay, either for want of time- to pass 
upon it in Congress or for any other reason, I say 
that in such a case there isà right to the interest 
from the time he has verified his claim. With 
regard to the tight of this particular clainrant there 
is no manner of doubt.. If the Postmaster General 
had said, 1 will reduce the service to carrying the 
mail twice or three times in a week, the man might 
have disposed of his horses, his stages, and his 
drivers; but here he was required to discontinue 
for one day only, and of course all. the expense 
for horses, coaches, and drivers, had to be, kept 
up. He did not save one dollar of expense in con- 
sequence of the diminution of the service, but he 
was deprived of his compensation. It wasunjust 
in the extreme, and plainly illegal, and therefore, 
as the Senator from Vermont has said, this man 
has a clear claim for principal and interest upon 
legal grounds, as well as upon principles of equity 
and justice, which 1 hope we shall never forget in 
this Hall. 

Mr. HUNTER. I confess that in relation to 
the principal, I find I was: mistaken. When I 
expressed an opinion a short time ago, l had had 
no other opportunity to examine the case, except 
as I got it from the hasty reading of the bill and 
report from the desk of the Secretary. 1 am now 
inclined to think, upon further examining it, that 
the Postmaster General had not authority to cur- 
tail the service as he did. But, sir, in relation to 
the interest, it is quite a different matter; and it 
seems to me that if we are going to make this a 
test question in relation to’ the subject of interest, 
it had better be laid over until we have a fuller 
Senate. It is a very important question. I am 
far from agreeing that the same rule should gov- 
ern us in the payment of interest, which would 
govern a private individual. Why, a private in- 
dividual may at any time make a tender and pay 
his debt; and a private individual in general has 
the protection of the statute of limitations. Here 
every claim is presented, no matter how old; and 
what an inducement, what a temptation, do we 
not hold out to persons to keep back their claims, 
and not to urge a speedy settlement, if we allow 
interest? Even adopting the rule laid down by 
the Senator from North Carolina, that interest 
must be paid from the time when the demand is 
made, how easy would it be for any man to file 
his petition and then to say to his friend: You 
need not push it at this session, nor the next 
session, for.I am not ready, for this reason or that. 
And after a long lapse of time, when it would be 
difficult to sift and examine testimony, then he 
may come in and get his claim passed, and get a 
large sum for arrearages of interest. 

If you allow interest in such a case as this, I 
cannot see why it should not be allowed in any 
case in which you admit that an individual is en- 
titled to money and to relief from this Govern- 
ment. And if you do allow interest on such 
claims as this, there is no telling. where these de- 
mands will end. I believe itis the principle of 
all Governments to deny interest in cases of this 
sort. I believe it is a principle, that the Govern- 
ment is presumed to be always ready to pay. 
Such certainly. is the case with our Government, 
as soon as a claim is ascertained to be due. But 
how is that to be ascertained ? Why, first, if the 
individual has a legal claim, he goes to the proper 
accounting officer and itis passed there—at least, 
such is the presumption. We have proper ac- 
counting officers, and we make laws for their 
guidance in the settlement of legal claims. If 
an individual has no legal claim, but chooses to 
appeal to the equity of the case, he @cmes here, 
and it isto be presumed that finally it will be 

assed, ifit is just and. equitable. We know, 

owever, that this is acumbrous and inefficient 
body for the examination of claims; and are we 
to make the United States liable for interest in 
every case in which this body may fail to act 
speedily upon claims after a demand is made, no 
matter how old the claim may be? If we estab- 
lish such a principle as this, we shall find that the 
public Treasury will soon be involved in embar- 
rassments which we little anticipate. 

Besides that, if we adopt this principle we shall 
be holding out temptations to persons to keep 
back their claims until it would be difficult to con- 
trovert them, in order that they may obtain inter- 
est. I believe that when a man has a claim 
which is not founded on law, and which he can- 
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not get passed at the proper Department by the 
accounting officers, when he comes here merely 
to appeal to our equity, oftener than otherwise 
such claims are passed from a sentiment of be- 
nevolence rather than from a sense of justice. I 
believe it would be exceedingly dangerous to al- 
low interest in such a case, It would be carrying 
this principle of equity, this idea of generosity on 
which claims are based, quite too far if we were 
to do this. 

The Senator from Florida says that this ques- 
tion isto be tested on this bill. 
it ought to be tested. in a full Senate. I hope, 
therefore, that this bill will be laid over until we 
shall have more Senators present, in order that we 
may settle the principle on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope this bill will not be laid 
over. The question on the amendment will not 
decide the principle as to whether the Government 
will pay interest or not in all cases. The honor- 
able Senator from Virginia concedes that this is a 


If it is to be tested, | | 


just debt, and that it ought to be paid. The facts | 


of the case establish such a conclusion beyond 
a doubt. I hope, then, that no apprehension, 
founded on the negligence of Congress in investi- 
gating this claim heretofore, will induce the Senate 
to postpone until to-morrow that which appeals to 
our sense of justice to-day. If we pass this bill 
to-day as it is, it does not follow that to-morrow 
we shall be compelled to pay interest on every 
other claim. Your statute-books are full of such 
allowances. It is a question of justice toward a 
creditor of the Government, and I apprehend that 
fifty cases like this might be found where interest 
has been allowed. Yet, no principle binding on 
Congress, no precedent is set by them. This is 
a solitary case. [t stands on its own merits, Here 


we have a debt which, it is admitted on all hands, | 


is due. Why, then, should we oppose the pay- 
ment of interest on a debt admitted to be due? All 
admit that this debt was due to the individual in 
1836. The facts of the case will not warrant any 
other conclusion. There has been no laches on the 
part of this individual. There has been no delay 
‘on his part. If the honorable Senator would ex- 
amine the papers in the case, he would see that 
the individual was anxious to get his money as 
early as he could. As soon as it was due, he 
asked it from the Department. He then called on 
Congress the very year following. The simple 
uestion now is—it being admitted on all hands 
that this money is due—whether we will pay in- 
terest on it, or whether we will turn him off with- 
out interest? Apprehensions may be entertained 


in regard to the managers of claims, and whether | 


they push them forward or not; but this man is 
not responsible for the fault of others. Heis not 
responsible for those who may trump up claims 
against the Government, and seek to get interest. 
He is not, and ought not to be, by any logieal de- 
duction, made to suffer for the carelessness and 
delay of Congress in adjusting his claim. Heper- 
formed services for the Government in 1837, for 
which all admit he should be paid. The Govern- 
ment have enjoyed for fifteen years together the 
profits of his services. They have all that length 
of time kept this money which is justly due to 
him. Now, the simple question is, not an estab- 
lishment of a principle which is to bankrupt the 
Treasury, but an appeal to the discretion of Sen- 
ators, whether or not interest ought not to be al- 
lowed in addition to the principal. : 

Mr. BAYARD. It is not my intention to con- 
test the principal which is claimed in this case, 
though I by no means can admit even that that 
might not be contested successfully. I agree that 
on the terms of the contract, as stated by the hon- 
orable Senators from North Carolinaand Vermont, 
there was no power given to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to curtail the contract. Be it so. But we 
must know the exact terms of the order he gave. 
He had power, under the contract, to discontinue 
the service altogether. It is perfectly proved that 
he could not, under it, give an order to the party 
to perform service on 
service, or on alternate days; but suppose the or- 
der is, “I consider that the interests of the Govern- 
ment require that the mail should be transported 
only on six days in the week; if you are willing to 
modify your contract I will continue it; if you 
will not, I will discontinue it altogether.” 
not the Postmaster General power to impose 
those terms upon the party? . If the party assents 
to that—and that I believe wag the provision which 


y six or five days out of the | 


i| justice. 


existed before new provisions were inserted in 
more modern contracts—of course he becomes 
bound by it. In this particular case, it seems 
that the individual chose to transport the mail on 
the additional day on the request of citizens in 
theneighborhood. Although the Postmaster Gen- 
eral had no power which he could exercise direct] 

| in ordering the curtailing of the contract, yet it 
might. be exercised under the general power of dis- 
continuance by an order for its discontinuance, if 
li the party did not assent to the curtailment. That 
that power has been exercised in cases of a simi- 
lar character, I am well satisfied. . Whether those 
were the terms of the order in this particular case, 


i I have no knowledge. 


I am not disposed, however, to deny the relief 
to the petitioner to the extent of the principal 
i sum claimed. 

On the question of interest it is more important, 
and [ hope the Senate will postpone the further 
consideration of the subject, because, to my mind, 
it has been placed by the Senator from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. Bapcer,] and the Senator from Flor- 
| ida, [Mr. Matrory,] upon grounds differing from 
| those upon which I supposed it ought to stand. I 
do not feel prepared, at present, to go into the sub- 
ject as extensively as | might do in case it was 
; postponed. 


| the view I take in relation to this matter of interest 
| is this: except where there is an agreement to pay 
| interest, there is no moral obligation to pay it. All 
the rest is conventional. Itis not a question of 
It is purely a question of conventional 
law; and you may authorize that interest shall be 
recovered as between individuals in different States, 
j according to the statutes or enactments. here is 
|| no question of justice aboutit. It is merely a con- 
ventional question and a question of expediency. 
i| According! 
interest is allowed at one rate, and in others ata 


country in which the law exists. And you will 
find that in certain classes of claims, interest is al- 
lowed in some States of the Union, and in Great 
Britain, but in other countries it is not allowed, 
because it is considered contrary to the policy or to 
the arbitrary laws of the country. There is no 
principle of morals which requires the payment of 
interest upon a claim, unless it is founded upon an 
express agreement to pay it, or unless the laws of 
a pene country demand that it should be so 
aid. 
i Then itisa mere question of statutory enact- 
ment. If that be so, it is not a question of justice 
as to whether this Government shall allow inter- 
i| est to an individual on a claim after it has acknowl- 
| edged the claim. 
| and expediency as regards the action of the Gov- 
ernment. The Senator from Florida may produce 
fifty cases in which interest hasbeen allowed; but 
I apprehend that more than five hundred cases 
may be found in which, although the claims were 
just as meritorious as that before you, it has been 
denied. In other words, the principle of this Gov- 
ernment, as | understand it—no matter how it 
arose—and also, I would say to the Senator from 


ment, as I have understood, is not to allow inter- 
est on claims against the Government. There is | 
no injustice in that, if the law determines that the 
Government is not to be responsible for interest. 


is always supposed to be ready to pay. 
it is. 


sible for interest. I consider that thisis a neces- 
sary policy for all Governments, especially for one 
like our own, when they allow no suit against 
themselves. 
us when he has a claim which is not recoverable 


he can get it at once. We allow him no means of 


before the Congress of the United States; and we 
decide in the particular case whether the claim is 
sustainable against the Government; and I am sorry 
to say that, so faras my observation extends, it : 


general principles which ought to govern ail classes | 


of cases, the rule appears to_be the particular par- 


i| reference to any general principle. For my own 
part, under these circumstances, I should say that 


I will state generally, however, that |: 


y you will find in some countries, that |; 


higher rate, according to the exigencies of the |; c 
, State, you find interest allowed. at the rate of ten 
‘per cent., in another at seven, in another at six, 


It is simply a question of policy | 


Florida, the settled principle of the British Govern- | 


The reason that is given is, that the Government | 
And so i 
t is ready to pay when it acknowledges the |} 
claim; but its policy is that it shall not be respon- | 


We require a party to come before |; r > n A 
“may be higher public business in the body preced- 


! under your ordinary laws; if it is so recoverable, | 


suing the Government, but tell him he must come | 


i 
i 
ji 
i 
i 


| 
tiality or particular opinions that may be enter- |: 
i 


Had | i 
| tained of the individual merits of the case, without | 


seems to me that, instead of deciding judicially on |; 


|i 


| purely conventional. 


the Government could never be. safe, unless it 
adopted the principle of the non-payment of in- 
terest on claims where there was no express agree- 
ment to pay it. In the case of loans, there is. ah 
agreement to pay. If in the contract you agree 
to pay interest, and do not do it, you commit a 


_ breac! of morals, but in other cases you do not. 
: Hence it is 


3 purely a conventional question. The 
reason which is given is, perhaps, though techni- 
cal in its character, sound in itself. It is founded 


upon this: the distinction between individuals and 


Governments. As regards individuals, the debtor 


| is always bound to seek his creditor and pay him 


wherever he may be whenever the debt is dae. In 


: the case of the Government, the creditor is bound 


to come and demand from the Government, and 
that places them in an entirely different position. 
There is no analogy between the cases. Besides, 


| even as between individuals, it is not a rule of 


morality and justice that requires the payment of 


i interest.. It is a mere positive law of the land in 


which interest is claimed. Goto England,and on 


: a judgment you cannot recover interest. I believe 
: in most of the States of the Union, interest is not 


recoverable on a judgment. The rule has been 
more extended in this country than in England; 
but-——— 

Mr. BADGER. DoT understand the Senator 
to say that interest cannot be recovered on a judg- 
ment? ` 

Mr. BAYARD. In England it cannot. 

Mr. BADGER. Notin an action for debt? 

Mr. BAYARD. It cannot in an action of debt 
or on a judgment, and t presume the reason of 
that is, that the party having the judgment is 
bound to execute it at once, and it is his duty to 


i do it, and if he does not, the law does not allow 
i him to recover interest upon it. 


I do not doubt 
that Tam right in this; but whether Lam or not 
matters little in this case. My object is to show 
that this matter of interest is conventional. In one 


and in other countries at four or five, as what is 
called the legal rate of interest. If an obligation 
of justice, independent of a positive law, would 


| require the payment of interest, it should be the 


same in all cases; and here, if this principle of jus- 


| tice is applicable to tie doctrine of interest, and 
iif it is not a matter of policy or expediency, the 
; result would be, that when a claim arises against 


the United States in a State in which the usual 


| rate of interest was ten per cent., the Government 


ought to pay ten per cent., if in a State where the 
rate was seven per cent., it ought to pay seven per 
cent.; if in a State where it was six per cent., it 
ought to pay six percent, But the truth ts, it is 
It is the policy of the Gov- 
ernment not to admit interest upon claims, when 
it has not agreed to do it, with one excepted case, 


, and that is this: When a.claim under the ordinary 


Jaws of the Government would be payable out of 


i your Treasury, and from a failure to appropriate 
i and to acknowledge the claim, which, at the mo- 


ment the appropriation is made, will be payable, 
then the principle on which the policy stands, that 
the Government is always ready te pay an ac- 
knowledged claim, is there violated. That is one 
case where interest should be allowed. I know 
of no other exception in which 1 would be willing 
to pay interest. The great objection to this rule 
is this: A vast number of claims may he pre- 
sented here where there may be a difficulty in 
passing bills, sometimes from the want of a proper 
presentation of the claim, sometimes from the want 


: of proper evidence to support it, and at other times 
: possibly, though we cannot presume that, on ac- 
_ countof the negligence or non-performance of duty 


by the committee to which it was referred, or there 


ing it. But there are always, independent of proper 
claims, a vast number of claims presented to the 
Government, many of which are positively bad, 


i many of which are doubtful in their character. If, 


then, you adovt the principle that you will pay in- 
terest upon claims, you must do it in all cases, if 
you doit inany. There is nothing which dis- 
tinguishes this case, that I can see, from any 
other case in which we admit the justice of the 
claim. If you admit the justice of the claim 
you must admit that it was just at the time the 
transaction took place. But under the rule we 
contend, that if it is right it only exists, as 
against the Government, from the time the Gov- 
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ernment acknowledges it; and that of course 
would make the party entitled to relief from the 
assage of the act. In cases of claims of a doubt- 
ul character, by adopting the rule to pay interest 
on all, you will necessarily encourage parties to 
hold them back until the memory of the individ- 
vals connected with the transactions has either 
become weakened, or the individuals themselves 
“have passed away, and you have no means of 
auch investigation as you would have had at the 
time of the transaction. ‘The rule would therefore 
tend to encourage the holding back of all classes 
of claims, which are either of a bad or doubtful 
character, because if the party knows that by a 
general principle of the Government, he is entitled 
to the interest on his claim if the claim is not per- 
fectly right, if it is one in which there may be 
abundant evidence to countervail that which went 
to suatain it, it will be held back. We know that 
almost allof the claims which come before us are 
fustained entirely by ex parte evidence, got up b 
the party himself, through affidavits, upon whic 
the Government have no power of examination 
or investigation in any way. Under these cir- 
cumstances, is it not evident that parties would 
always hold back claims, in doubtful cases, until 
the knowledge of the transaction was passed from 
‘the minds of men; until those who could perhaps 
best explain it have passed out of the world; and 
that then they would bring forward their claims 
to Congress, supported perhaps by affidavits taken 
at the time? or it may be that the claim was 
‘made but not prosecuted at the time, and suffered 
to lie over ten, fifteen, or twenty years, and of 
course be allowed as having been claimed at the 
time when the transaction took place. If your 
general law is to be that you will pay interest on 
claims, is it not a necessary result that jt will con- 
duce to the holding back and delaying the prose- 
cution of claims which are of a class that would 
not be well sustainable? Would it not keep back 
doubtful claims until the memory of the transac- 
tion had passed away, or until the means of in- 
vestigation had become so limited that there would 
be an uncertainty as to its justness, and yet the 
party might have his ea parte affidavits, a sufficient 
semblance of a claim, as strong as many which 
I have known passed, to justify the report of a com- 
mittee and the passage of a bill by the Senate? 

On the whole, though F should have wished to 
make some additional remarks on this subject, and 
should have wished to look into some questions con- 
nected with this doctrine of interest, Í cannot vary 
from the impression which I had when I became 
a member of this body, which has grown up with 
me, as ithas with many other men, in the course 
of my profession, that it was the settled principle, 
as well as the policy of Governments, that they 
would not pay interest unless in cases where 
there was an agreement todo so. F believe this į 
rule applies to the Government of Great Britain, | 
and also here, with exceptions though, it is true— || 
J admit it to be so—as regards the action of Con- ; 


gress, the exceptionable cases are so frequent it| 
is very often exceedingly difficult to know what): 
the general rule is. 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope, if any Senator upon 
this floor entertains any doubt about the propri- |: 
ety of paying interest upon liquidated demands || 
due by the Government, that a little time will be || 
devoted to inquiry in regard to the subject. Ij! 
feel particularly interested in the question, stand- |; 
ing here for the State of Florida, because at this 
time there is something like a million of dollars |; 
due to that State upon aclaim of interest upon i 
liquidated demands due over twenty years ago, j; 
whose payment has been stipulated for by treaty, || 
and for the payment of which the faith of this || 
Government is pledged to a foreign nation in the 7 
acquirement of a large territory. That claim ʻi 
rests on a more solid basis than any other that I | 
know of. I, for one, am not disposed to see this || 
question glossed over with partial arguments, : 
leaving out of view the highest authority which -| 
can be referred to. And here I wili say that [am i 
prepared at any time to produce authorities on |. 
this subject. I am prepared at any time to com- ` 
bat the idea thrown out, that good faith between | 
the Government and individuals does not require | 
the payment of Interest, and that it depends on | 
statutory provisions., I am prepared to show that ii 
the statutory provisions merely go to show the jj 
extent of interest—the per cent. at which interest || 
shall be paid, the value of money, and that is a || 


matter about which nations differ. And I am 
prepared to show that, ever simce Christianity has 


ruled. the counsels of nations, interest has been 


allowed in payment of damages, if not interest eo 
nomine, that is, with the consent of the lender, 
certainly for damages against his consent. 

The Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
pealed to law writers upon this subject I appeal 
to the highest law writers on record. I appeal to 


every law writer whose name stands in connec- 


tion with the subject—to Grotius, to Puffendorf, 
to Vattel, to all the historians of England, to our 
own Justices Marshall and Story, to Chancellor 
Kent, and to every other man eminent as a law 
writer, to prove the very fact that interest should 
never be refused on a claim. I call to the minds 
of Senators the treaty of 1794, and the treaty of 
Ghent. When our Commissioners were negoti- 
ating the first article of the treaty of Ghent, a dis- 

ute arose, which was referred to the Emperor of 

ussia, who decided in this way: That the United 


States of America were entitled to indemnification į 


for all the property carried off by the British 
forces; and upon the joint Commission which was 
arranged to liquidate this amount, a question was 
made and presented about the interest; and one of 
the American Commissioners has written an ar- 
gument on that subject that is perfectly unanswer- 
able. 
swerable. And here I will say, that in the Ad- 
mirality courts of England, from time immemorial 
to the present hour, in prize cases the decisions 


have been, that the prize should include the value | 


of the property and interest from the time of cap- 
ture. That law has been acted upon in our own 
courts. It has been adjudicated by Justice Story, 
and if authorities are needed, I can find hundreds 
of them. I stand here prepared to show that no 
Christian Government, our own among the num- 
ber, has ever denied the liability of a Government 
to pay interest. The policy of not paying inter- 
est originated, if my memory serves me right, 
with Alexander Hamilton, who, in a desperate ; 
financial condition of the country, deemed it pru- 
dent to refuse to pay interest, and the owners of 
claims were very glad to get the principal. Since 
that time it has been merely a rule of the Depart- 
ments. Sir, justice and not expediency should be | 
the pillar on which we should stand. The idea | 
that if we adopt this principle, claimants will not 
come forwardimmediately, but will withhold their 
claims, only goes to the expediency of the mat- 
ter; it does not apply to the legality of the claim. 


Bayard] ap- | 


The authorities which he quotes are unan- | 


|| now, that question will come up to-morrow morn- 

|| ing. I think it would be better to settle it when | 
|| thereis a full Senate, and not when there isa doubt 
as to the presence of a quorum. I therefore move 

|| that the Senate adjoum. ; 

Mr. DAWSON. [hope my friend from North 
Carolina will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWSON, I move that when the Senate 
adjourn, it be to meet on Monday next. — 

Mr. BADGER. Less than a quorum can only 
adjourn from day to day. 

The PRESIDENT. That motion cannot be 
received. 

Mr. DAWSON. There is a quorum present. 
Some gentlemen did not vote. 

The PRESIDENT. If any Senators present 
have not voted, it is very desirable that they should 
vote. The rule is imperative, that Senators pres- 
ent shall vote unless they are excused. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the difficulty? 

The PRESIDENT. The question arises with 
regard to what constitutes a quorum of the Senate. 
The vote is twelve to nineteen, which makes thirty- 
one. If the whole number of Senators (sixty-two) 
were elected, it would require thirty-two to make a 
quorum, Senators have not been elected by some 
of the States, and the question is, whether they are 
to be considered as constituting a portion of the 
body? That question is for the Senate to decide. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly not. They are not 


members. 
Mr. BUTLER. I differ from my friend from 
North Carolina. J think the Chair has no right to 


look as to whether a State is represented or not. 

The PRESIDENT. That is my opinion. 

Mr. BUTLER. You must take the Constitu- 
tion as it is, and the rules of the Senate as they 
are. 1 know that a quorum is now procurable— 
that is, we are now in a condition to have a quo- 
rum if we choose to summon all the Senators in 
Washington. As to those who are absent from 
the city, I respectfully suggest that the Chair can- 
not take cognizance of their absence. Whether | 
they are elected or not, depends upon the States 
and not upon the Chair. 

Mr. BADGER. i 


It is very true that whether 
they are elected or not, depends on the States and 
not on the Chair; but if they are not elected, they 
are not certainly members of this body. 

Mr. BUTLER. How are you to know that 
they are not elected ? 

Mr. BADGER. I do not want to go into that 


Let the Government throw safeguards around the | 
ascertainment of claims. There ought to be a 
Board of Claims. Do not keep the claimants out 
of their money for twenty, thirty, or fifty years, 
and then refuse them interest. I hope, if any 
doubt remains in the minds of Senators about the 
liability of the Government to 
will take time to consider it. 
pleasure at any future day in discussing the ques- 
tion on its merits. 
Mr. UPHAM. 


for the information of Senators. The petitioner 


| presented his petition here at the very next ses- 
i sion of Congress after the one seventh of his claim ; 


had been disallowed. I think that every case in 
regard to interest must stand on its own merits. 
It seems to me that if this money is due for ser- 
vices rendered to the Government, and it was un- 
lawfully withheld, the petitioner should be enti- 
tled to interest from the time he presented his 
memorial, 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 


The PRESIDENT announced—yeas 12, nays | 


19—no quorum voting. 


Mr. HALE. That isa quorum of the members i 


elected to the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT. I cannot determine that. 
Mr. HALE. There is but one Senator holdin 
a seat from Connecticut; one Senator holding a 


v 


seat from California; and but one Senator from |; 
Mississippi. These are facts known to every H 
Senator, and it seems to me that the Presiding | 


Officer must take knowledge of them. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair is very de- 
sirous that the point-raised by the Senator from 
New Hampshire should be settled, so that he can 
understand if a less number than thirty-two is to 
constitute a quorum. 

Mr. BADGER. I suppose that if we adjourn 


pay interest, they | 
shall take great | 


I wish to make a few remarks : 


Si 


question. I renew the motion to adjourn. 

-My. DAWSON. I made a motion that when 
the Senate adjourn, it be to Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot receive 
that motion, while another subject is under con- 
i| sideration. 
| Mr. DAWSON. I move, then, to postpone the 
i| farther consideration of this subject until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. BADGER. That is to postpone the an~- 
nouncement of the result. 

! Mr. DAWSON. Ithas been announced that 
no quorum voted. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is entirely 
under the control of the Senate in this matter. 
His own impression is, that it requires thirty-two 
Senators to constitute a quorum. 

Mr. BUTLER. Under the present rules of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DAWSON. No doubt of that. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is satisfied as 
to that point. If called upon to announce the re- 
sult, he would say that no quorum voted. 
|| Mr. HALE. TI remember an instance, one or 
two sessions ago, when, after the result was aùn- 
nounced, the Senate compelled members present, 
who had not voted, to vote in order to make a 
quorum. 

ThePRESIDENT. Certainly; and if there are 
ii any members present who have not voted, the 
i!l Chair will enforce the rule. 


Mr. HALE. I think my colleague [Mr. Nor- 
| Ris] has not voted. His vote would make a quo- 
| rum, 


Mr. BRADBURY. I suppose if we adjourn 
‘| until to-morrow, we need not then transact much 
‘| business, and we can decide this point on Monday 
|| morning. I therefore renew the motion to ad- | 
| Journ. } 
|| Mr. BADGER. hope the Senator from New. ; 
U Hampshire [Mr. Norats] will be called. 
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Mr. BRADBURY. I want this question to be 
decided by a full Senate. It can be decided on 
Monday morning. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the Senate will not 
now adjourn, for there is, as I understand, a Sen- 
ator present who has not voted. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to—ayes 
11, noes not counted. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope that the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Norris] will now be 
eslled. He has not voted, and is now in his seat. 
The PRESIDENT, (to the Secretary.) Call || 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. NORRIS. Irise to a question of order. 
I understand that the vote has once been declared. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair did not an- 
nounce it as final, but said that there was no quo- 
rum voting. The Chair thought that thirty-one 
members did not constitute a quorum, and there- 
fore said that there was no quorum voting; but if || 
there are any Senators here who have not voted, 
they are bound to vote when called on to do so. 

Mr. NORRIS. Ishould have voted if I had 
been in my seat when called. Ido not know what 
the question is. 

Mr. MORTON. Willit be in order to movea 
recalling of the roll? 

Several Senarors. Oh, no. 

Mr. BADGER. I should suppose that any 
gentleman would be willing to relieve the Senate 
from its present difficulty by voting. 

Mr. RUSK. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Can we do that? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly. ` 

Mr. HALE. We have ascertained that there 
was no quorum present. Can less than a quorum 
postpone a subject. 

The PRESIDENT, There is a quorum now 
present. 

Mr. BADGER. In strictness I wish to ask 
whether any motion is in order after the com- | 
mencement of the calling of the roll, except to || 
complete the taking of the vote? whether we can 
go one step until we have ascertained whether we 
have or have not a quorum by the polling of Sen- 
ators again if necessary? and whether a motion |! 
can be made to adjourn now, pending the taking 
of a vote upon this question? I believe a motion || 
to adjourn is never in order when—— | 

The PRESIDENT. It is always in order. | 

Mr. BADGER, It is always in order except || 
when a vote is being taken. 

Mr. HALE. I-want to state, for the informa- 
tion of the Senate, what occurred formerly in a |. 
case somewhat similar to this. I wason a former |! 
occasion leaving the Senate when the Sergeant-at- 
Arms called me back to vote. I stated that I did | 
not know what the question was, and the late 
Vice President (Mr Dallas) explained what it | 
was, and I was compelled to vote. 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly; and that expla- 
nation will now be given if the Senator from New || 
Hampshire [Mr. Norris] desires it. It is cer- |) 
tainly in strict conformity with the rule, that when 
a Senator who is present is called on to vote he 
must record his vote. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope we shall not undertake 
any process of compulsion upon any member who 
declines voting. : 

The PRESIDENT. ‘With regard to the sug- | 
gestion of the honorable Senator, the Chair would li 
remark, that when the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Norris] came in he constituted a quo- 
rum, and therefore the Chair recognized a quorum || 
as being present, subject to any other motion; and į 
the proposition is to postpone the further consider- i 
ation of the bill until to-morrow. | 

Mr. BADGER. The Senator from Michigan | 
[Mr. Cass] has just come in. [ hope his name | 
will be called and that he will vote. 7 

Mr. MORTON. I ask that the name of the į 
honorable Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Soury] | 
may be called. He did not respond when the roll 
was called. 

The PRESIDENT. 
is recorded. 

Mr. BADGER. 
orable Senator from Michigan will be called. 

Mr. CASS. I have just come in and do not 
know what the question is precisely. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is upon an 
amendment to strike out that portion of the bill in 


i 


H 


j 
i 
i 
i 


A 


| 
| 


! consideration of the bill unti 


7 eee f 
Mr. CASS. I will vote if it is necessary to 
0 I will vote to strike out, in ac- | 
cordance with my uniform principle, that portion | 


make a quorum. 


providing for the payment of interest. 

The name of Mr. Cass was then called by the 
Secretary, and he voted ** Aye.” 

Mr. SOULE. I wish my name called again. 

The PRESIDENT, (to the Secretary.) Call 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. Soure was then called by the Secretary, 
and voted ** Aye.” 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from 
New Hampshire vote? 

Mr. NORRIS. Iam willing to do so. 


The name of Mr. Norris was then called, and | 


he voted “Aye.” 

The vote on the amendment then stood as fol- 
lows. 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Borland, Bradbury, Brodhead, 
Cass, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, 
Felch, Hunter, King, Mason, Norris, Soulé, Stockton, 
Wade, and Whiteomb—17. 

NAYS —Messrs. Badger, Bell, Butler, Fish, Hale, Hous- 
ton, James, McRae, Mallory, Morton, Rusk, Smith, Spru- 
ance, Underwood, and Upham—15. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. I move to postpone the further 


to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RECESS. 
Mr. NORRIS. I move that when the Senate 
adjourn to day it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
And then, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 30, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m, 
by the Rev. C. M. Burirr. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order is 
the unfinished business of yesterday—— 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I rise to a 
privileged question. l merely make the motion 
that it may be entered upon the Journal. Itisa 
motion to reconsider the vote by which bill No. 
143, to regulate and fix the salary of the American 
Consul at Amsterdam, was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business of 
yesterday, which is the consideration of the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Smarr,]| to lay on the table the adverse report of 
the Committee of Claims, on the memorial of the 


Prayer 


` heirs of Daniel Landon, asking remuneration for 


losses sustained by Indian depredations in the late 


| war with Great Britain. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Smarr] to withdraw the 
motion to Jay the report on the table. 

Mr. SMART. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I renew the motion. 

Mr. STANTON. The report of the committee 
recommends that the petitioners have leave to 
withdraw the papers. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I can explain this case so 


| that the committee will understand it. 
TheSPEAKER. Debate is not in order during | 


the pendency of a motion to lie on the table. 2 
The question was taken, and the report was laid 
on the table. 
Mr. DANIEL. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House upon 
the Private Calendar. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I would sug- 


i gest to the gentleman from North Carolina, to let `: 
; us have reports called for during the usual hour 


for reports. 


Mr. DANIEL. We can proceed to that busi- || 


ness to-morrow. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I move that the 


The SPEAKER. A bill-from the Senate and a 
joint resolution of the House in relation: to. the 
transfer of bounty land warrants. —__ 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. If the: gentle- 
man from North Carolina will withdraw his mo- 
tion, I have no objection to withdraw mine, until 
the reports of committees are called for during the 
morning hour. 

Mr. DANIEL. As that seems to be the wish 
of gentlemen around me, I will accordingly with- 
draw my motion. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. WILCOX, from the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs, reported a bill to provide for the pay- 
: ment of the companies of Captains Bush, Price, 
_ and Suarez, for military services in Florida; which 
| was read a first and second time by its title, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, made 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and, with the 
report accompanying, ordered to be printed. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Dr. 8. R. Addison, passed assistant sur- 
geon in the United States Navy; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and, with the report 
accompanying, ordered te be printed. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Iam instructed 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs, to offer the 
resolution which I send to the desk; and upon it { 
wish to make a single remark. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Naval Affairs be au- 
thorized to employ a clerk at the asna! compensation. 

Mr. 8. resumed. 1 wish to say a single word. 
l I know that these resolutions have not been re- 
i ceived with much favor by the House. I will 
i, assure the Elouse that this resolution would not 
|| have been offered, under the circumstances, by the 
|| Naval Committee, if they did not feel it to be ab- 
| solutely necessary that this favor should be granted 
by the House. We haveabout one hundred cases 
of private memorials before the committee, besides 
all those important questions which associate them- 
; Selves with the public interests, as connected with 
the naval service; and I say it is almost impossi- 
ble for the committee to perform their duties prop- 
| erly without the assistance of a clerk. Some gen- 
tlemen suppose—and I have heard the remark 
made in private conversation about the House— 
| that these resolutions were offered for the purpose 
of giving favor to individuals, or giving the pay 
to some favorite. I assure gentlemen that such is 
not the object of this resolution; butitis simply for 
i| the purpose which it purports to carry out—te 
| enable 
i Mr. SWEETSER. I desire to suggest to the 
|i gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Sranron,] that 
| he append an amendment to his resolution, and 
‘include a clerk for the Post Office Committee. I 


| 
t 
| 


f tend to change my vote in reference to both of 

|i these committees. If the gentleman will accept 
amendment, I will vote for it. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I presume 

ithe gentleman knows that I cannot accept an 

‘| amendment, as this is a resolution offered ‘under 

" instruction, by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. SWEETSER. I will move, therefore, 

that a clerk for the Post Office Committee be in- 

: eluded in that resolution. 

Mr. STANTON. If the Speaker considers 

| that germane, I have not the slightest objection. 

| The SPEAKER. Itis a kindred subject, 

Mr. STANTON. There is only one further 

i! remark I have to make in regard to this matter, 

‘and that is this: If any gentleman in this House 


i 
il 
i 


Ri 


The vote of the Senator 


I hope the name of the hon- | 


|! rules be suspended, and that the House resolve | has any doubt about the necessity of this clerk, 
|i itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of ;| to assist the Naval Committee in performing its 
| the Union, and take up the special order—the bills || public duties. 1 have only to say, that I have to 
|; providing for the assignability ef bounty land į; employ other persons to do my own private wri- 
; warrants. ʻ ting for me, that I may give my attention to 
i Mr. DANIEL. I thought the special order ; public business; and I should think, in perform- 
| was for yesterday. ‘ing my duties for the public, it will be hardly un- 
i The SPEAKER. reasonable for me to ask for a clerk for the Naval 
l; disposed of. Committee, when one is indispensable to the pub- 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope it will be voted down. | lie service. 1 will notask the previous question, 


Itis from day to day until 


if 


relation to the payment of interest. 


Mr. HEBARD. What is the special order? || after having made these remarks. 
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Mr. MASON. L have no disposition to thwart 
the views of gentlemen upon these committees to 
obtain aid in performing their appropriate duties. 

` J have no doubt; from what I understand from the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, that he has need sometimes of à clerk. 
J have no doubt, from the representations of the 
chairman of the Military Committee, the Naval 
Committee, and other committees, that they have 
at times use for a clerk. -I have but little doubt 
that there are a number of clerks in the employ- 
ment of the House now, paid out of the contin- 
gent fund, who have plenty of time, to give the 
assistance required by all these committees. If 
you will look at the law allowing clerks, and 
other officers of the House, as l undertand it, you 
will find that there are eight clerks and threé mes- 
gengers allowed by that law. If you look over 
the list of those who come to our conimittee—the 
Committee on Accounts—for pay every month, 
you ‘will find that there are forty clerks who come 
for pay; and the balance, except these eight, are 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House, as 
they are clerks whose offices are not created by 
law. I would suggest that the whole subject be 
referred to some standing committee of the 
House, or a select committee, for thè purpose of 
ascertaining what is necessary—legalizing the 
whole by an act of Congress, and thus to prevent 
the numerous applications, and the making of 
clerkships, which are daily made to give places 
to individuals. Itake it for granted they are all 
useful: but the contingent fund of this House is 
increasing enormously, not only in the addition 
of officers of the House, but in other respects. 
‘The country will look to those who are in power 
here to regulate this matter, and to introduce 
more economy. I do not make any charges 
against any particular individual, or against ofi- 
cers of this House, in respect to the increase of 
these clerks, There are a number of clerks here 
for making land maps. I understand that there 
are some thirteen or fourteen employed upon that 
work, by order of the House. There are about 
ag many more upon the index for private claims, 
making thus some thirty-seven or thirty-eight. 
All these, by resolution of the House, are paid 
out of the contingent fund. In addition to these, 
there are clerks employed by several of the com- 
mittees, and here are sd ep for several 
more. I understand from the clerk, who has had 
charge of this land map business, now in the 
Pension Office, (Mr. Wilson,) that these maps are 
of some utility; but’ the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office himself thinks they are of 
no earthly use. There is a difference of opinion 
about them. The Commissioner told me this 
morning that, after the maps were made, it was 
only necessary to keep one clerk there, for the 
purpose of marking out the land as it was sold, 
which shows the whole laud belonging to the 
Government unsold. The clerk blots over that 
whieh has been sold with a red pen. I asked Mr. 
Butterfield when these maps would be finished; 
a he said when the last quarter section was 
sold, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Will my friend 
allow me to suggest, that the Committee on Naval 
Affairs would be willing to take one of these clerks? 

Mr. MASON. Some think they are useful, and 
some not. I have not examined the subject to 
know whether they are useless. I suggest that it 
would be better to refer the matter to a standing 
or select conuvnittee, to examine into the whole 
subject, and inquire into the duties and business 
of these different clerks and apportion their labors 
justly. There is great complaint that their labors 
are apportioned unjustly. Some men get $900 a 
year and work pretty hard, while other men who 
work only an hour or two in the day, get the same 
identical pay. Whether those who work bard get 
too little, or those who do not work at all get too 
much, is a matter for the committee to inquire into. 
I move that the whole subject be referred to a 
select committee, with the express wish that [ shall 
not be put upon it. 

Mr. ORR. I hope the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky will be modified, so as to refer this 
matter to the Committee on Accounts, of which 
he is chairman. He knows more about it than 
any other member of this House, and will, I doubt 
not, be able to give the House more satisfaction 
than any select committee which can he raised, 
would do. £ 


- Jones, 


Mr.. MASON. I hope that modification: will 
not: be made. - : ; 

Mr. ORR. I move to-refer the matter to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. TUCK. | [-hope this resolution will not be 
referred at all.. There are certain things which, in 
the progress of legislation, it is. necessary to sub- 
mit to the regulation of the committees of this 
House; and if there is one question which, beyond 
all others, every commitiee should be competent to 
decide for themselves, it is whéther they require a 
clerk. 

Now, shall we, when the chairman of such an 
important committee as that upon Naval Affairs, 
comes here at the unanimous request of his com- 
mittee and asks for a clerk, hesitate to give one to 
them—especially when that request is backed by 
the statement which has been made that the chair- 
man is compelled to employ a clerk, at his own 
expense, to attend to his own business, in order 
to give him the time which it is absolutely neces- 
sary for him to bestow upon the duties of his posi- 
tion? This is being ‘‘ penny wise and pound fool- 
ish.” Itis wasting the valuable time of this House 
to discuss such trifling matters. 

1 am surprised, when a request is made for the 
employment of a clerk, and it is shown that a clerk 
is needed, that the gentleman from Kentucky 


should rise and say that there are several clerks | 


in the offices who have nothing to do. What 
has that to do with this subject? Introduce a 
resolution to dispense with those supernumerary 
clerks, and I will vote for it; but that has nothing 
to do with the question now before us. It is ne- 
cessary that this committee should have a clerk, 
and I hope that the House will not refuse to allow 
them one. 

And now, having made these few remarks, I 
dislike to call for the previous question; but at the 
request of many gentlemen around me, I demand 


it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved to Jay the 
resolution upon the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, called for the 
yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 72, nays 84; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, John Ap- 
pleton, Averett, Babcock, Beale, Bragg, Albert G. Brown, 
George H. Brown, Buell, Chastain, Curtis, Danicl, Daw- 
gon, Dockery, Duncan, Dunham, Eastman, Evans, Faulk- 
ner, Ficklin, Gorman, Hall, Harper, Isham G. Harris, 
Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, Holladay, 
Houston, Thomas V. How, Hunter, Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 

Preston King, Kuhns, Letcher, Mace, Humphrey 
Marshall, Martin, McDonald, MeMullin, Miller,.Millson, 

Miner, Molony, Nabers, Outlaw, Samael W. Parker Peas- 
Jee, John Phetps, Russell, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Smith, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Stroth- 
er, Sutherland, George Ww. ‘Thompson, Venable, Wallace, 
Watkins, Addison White, Wileox, and Yates—-72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Andrews, William Appleton, 
Thos. H. Bayly, Bartlett, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowie, Bowne, 
Brenton, Briggs, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, 
Chandler, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, 

Jottman, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Edgerton, Fitch, Flor- 
ence, Fowler, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gay- 
lord, Giddings, Goodenow, Green, Grey, Grow, Sampson 
W. farris, Howard, John W. Howe, Jolin Johnson, Rob- 
ert W. Johnson, George G. King, Lockhart, Mann, Mason, 
MeNair, Meade, Heury D. Moore, Morrison, Newton, Olds, 
Orr, Andrew Parker, Penniman, Powell, Price, Riddle, 
Robbins, Robinson, Schooleraft, Sehoonmaker, Scudder, 
Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. 
Stevens, Stratton, Stuart, Sweetser, Thurston, Townshend, 
Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Welch, and Williains—84. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. . 

The question recurred on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 
offer another amendment, if it be in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to offer an 
amendment pending the call for the previous 
question. 

_ Mr. STANLY. Jask the gentleman from New 
Hampshire to withdraw the call for the previous 
question. g 5 

Mr. TUCK. Will you renew it? 

Mr. STANLY. I will. 

Mr. TUCK. Then I withdraw the demand for 
the previons question. 

Mr. COBB, (Mr. Sranry yielding the floor.) 
The resolution contemplates that two committees 
shall be allowed one clerk each. Now, I have 
consulted with the honorable gentlemen who pre-. 
side over those committees, and I am satisfied 


_ that they ask for nothing that they do not really 
; need, and that their object is to economize. They 
|| are willing that the-resolution shall be so altered 
| as to authorize the employment of one. clerk for 
i both committees, and I hope that amendment will 
pe proposed by the gentleman from North Caro- 
‘| gina. . 

| Mr. STANLY. I approve of the amendment 
| suggested by the gentleman from Alabama, and I 
also wish to add a proviso respécting the time 
for which this clerk shall be employed. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
| SWEETSER] to the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ORR. I desire to inquire of the Chair if 
the gentleman from Kentucky did not submit a 
motion to refer the resolution, which will be first 
in order? - 

The SPEAKER. That is true. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky submitted a motion to refer 
the resolution to a select committee, with instruc- 
tions, and the gentleman from South Carolina 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts with the same instructions. , 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman from Kentucky ac- 
cepted my amendment. ` 

The Cuerk then read the motion as modified; 
it is as follows: 

That the resolution from the Committee on Nà- 
val Affairs be referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, with instructions to inquire into the num- 
ber of clerks already employed in the service of 
this House, and whether the number may not be 
reduced without detriment to the public service; 
and that they have leave to report by bill or other- 
wise. 

Mr. STANLY. I have no objection to that 
motion, and hope the House will agree to it, and 
then adopt an amendment which I want to offer, 
and which I suppose would not now be in order. 
The amendment I wish to see adopted is this: that 
the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to 
employ a clerk for three or four months, as they 
may deem expedient and proper. 
| Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I will say to 

the gentleman before he goes further, that I would 
be perfectly satisfied with that amendment, and I 
have no doubt that the other members of the com- 
mittee would be satisfied with it. AN we desire 
is to be able to get our work done. 

Mr. STANLY. I have no objection to allow- 
ing any committee of this House a clerk to assist 
them in preparing their bills; but if we were to 
aliow them one without limiting the time, I know 
that he would be retained during the whole session, 
even if we were to sit nine or ten months, as we 
did at the last long session, There is not a com- 
mittee of this House that does not stand in need 
of a clerk, if gentlemen consult their own comfort 
and ease. The Committees of Claims, on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, on the Judiciary, all need 
clerks, and the Committee on Commerce are now 
wanting one and importuning the House to allow 
them one. We shall have to authorize every com- 
mittee to employ a clerk if they think it necessary, 
and then what shall we see? Gentlemen want 
clerks who have a large mass of private business 
to attend to, like the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, who says he has been obliged to 
pay out of his own pocket for a clerk to attend to his 
private business. There are fifty or sixty gentle- 
men in the House who are in the same situation. 
i There is not a man inthe House who does not 
have occasionally to employ an ‘assistant. Now, 
I am against this whole business. If this thing 
goes on, eight or ten committees will have clerks 
fastened upon them, and we shall have established 
the precedent that the committees of this House 
i are hereafter to employ clerks. It is notthe Dem- 
i ocratic party alone; we are all men of like pas- 
sions and feelings, and when we get into power 
we shall want to have clerks also. When a place 
| cannot be found for a favorite elsewhere, it will be 
| easy to make one for him here. These places are 
| expected even now by gentlemen outside of this 
House. I think it necessary to put a stop to this 
| thing at once. Ifthe committee say that it is ne- 
| cessary for them to have a clerk to enable them to 

get on with their business, allow them to employ 
| one, but limit the time, during which he shall be 
employed. Do not allow theni to employ a clerk 
| in directing documents for them. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (Mr. Sranty 
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yielding thé floor.) As T suppose the gentleman 
intends te move the previous question, according | 
to his promise, I wish to:say’a word or two upon 
this subject now. “The resolution declarés that || 
these clerks shall be appointed with the wsual pay i 
or salary. Now, Idonot know what is usual: I 
want the gentleman who introduced.the resolution, 
to tell the House what he ‘means by it... 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee.» {do not know 
what is usual. pe a O T : 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. .. Four dollarsa day. 
Mr. MASON. . The usual: compensation for 
ail these clerks is fifteen hundred dollars; and at |! 
the end of every session, we give them two hun- l 
dred and. fifty dollars extra. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Then, that is what we are || 
to understand to be theusual compensation. Now, || 
notwithstanding the remarks of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Tda not see what these clerks can have | 
to do; and I want the gentleman to tell me again, | 
distinctly, what he wants with a clerk. Does he 
want to draw up the reports of the committee? 
Mr. STANTON. What do the Ways and 
Means want with a clerk? e 
Mr. STEPHENS. I put the question distinctly, | 
what functions are these clerks to perform? The | 
gentleman from Tennessee ‘answers my question, 
by asking what do the Ways and Means want | 
with aclerk? The Ways and Means need a clerk, 
because of the immense amount of writing in draw- 
ing up the usual bills, All our appropriation bills, 
which make up nearly half our statutes every || 
ear, are bills Tawa up strictly in pursuance of |! 
aw, and.a clerk can do that business justas well 
as any member of the committee, There is an | 
immense deal of manual labor to be performed, | 
and the House therefore, very properly, allows | 
that committee to employ a clerk. Now, I ask | 
the gentleman from Tennessee, if he wants aclerk | 
to draw up his bills? 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I think the | 
gentleman from Georgia is entirely mistaken in | 
his description of the work performed by the clerk 
of the Ways and Means. He is not employed 
for the purpose of drawing up their bills, but for į 
the purpose of carrying on correspondence with | 
the Departments. 


$ 
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Now, there is scarcely a case || 
among one hundred cases before the Committee |] 
on Naval Affairs, that does not require some cor- | 
respondence with the Department. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Willthe genti 
a single case? 

Mr. STANTON. I mention the case that was 
sent by this House back to the Committee on Na- : 
val Affairs, for the purpose of ascertaining the : 
amount of the physician’s bill, in the case of Com- į; 
mander Pendergrast. The House seems to have ;; 
adopted the principle that committees shall not 
refer matters to the Departments to determine the į 
amount that may be due on the testimony pre- |; 
sented to them, But that the committee shall re- 
ceive the testimony and determine upon it. I have 
given the gentleman a case. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman refers to a 
case in which the committee had to correspond | 
with the Department to ascertain the amount of a | 
certain bill said to be due. . Well, I say that if the |) 
party claiming an amount of money cannot tell the || 
committee, and prove to it, what is due to him, the 
committee ought to reject the claim. Are we to i 
employ clerks to hunt up proof in order to per- |; 
fect the evidence of claims against this Govern 
ment? , 

Mr. CABELL, (interposing.) Being a mem- į 
ber of the Naval Committee, I desire to answer |! 
the question of the gentleman, what necessity we i! 
have for this clerk. For four years I have been a | 
member of the Committee on Nav 
every desire to inform myself with reg 
interests of the Navy, and we all know ther 
necessary, and the legislation necessary, 1n order to 
restore that branch of the public service. But I | 
have found that, notwithstanding this desire, it has | 

. been utterly out of my power to giveany attention l 
to those public matters connected with the Navy, | 
from the fact that every claim against the Govern- 
ment arising out of any service connected with the * 
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: Navy; is referred to the committee. Fhese claim- 
ants have their agents here, or are here themselves, 
and are constantly urging upon the members of the 
conimittee to examine. their particular cases, and 
it is almost impossible to avoid yielding to these 
solicita ions. 
committee, I do not- act upon-these cases until I 
have ‘the full information from the Department 
necessary to predicate my report upon. 
volves upon me the necessity either of going to 
the Departments, and froin one clerk to another, 


spending whole days there in getting this informa- . 


tlon, or else of a very extensive correspondence, 
and my whole time is thus occupied... We aak to 
be allowed to employ a clerk, noe for the purpose 
of making out our reports, but for the. purpose of 
obtaining the necessary information. : 

Mr. STEPHENS... Then, that comes right 
down to the point which I pressed: upon the gwen- 
deman from Tennessee. “If any persons have 
claims against this Government, connected with 
the Navy or Army Departments, let them present 
their own papers. 

Mr. CABELL. They. do it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then is this House to 
constitute a court of one of its committees to de- 
cide upon claims against the Government, and 
then send a clerk t hunt up additional evidence 
against the Government? Is that the object of the 
clerk? If a memorial or claim is referred to the 


| committee, the allegations in which are not sus- 


tained by evidence, let the committee report it to 
this House. 

I am altogether opposed to the practice of com- 
mittees of this House doing their business by 
proxy. Ifwe grant those clerks, the operation of 
the system will be this: Large and voluminous 
papers, submitted to the committees, will not be 
examined by the members themselves, but the 
clerks will be directed to sift out the important 
facts, and the report of the committee will be 
based upon those facts. You see that by this 
course of proceeding much mischief will arise 
when the clerk comes to report the facts. Ie 
may not report them truly. He may give them a 
false coloring. So far as I am concerned, there- 
fore, I am in favor of requiring every committee of 
this ELouse, when it takes a subject into its hands, 
to give it a rigid personal examination, so that | 
facts may not be reported to the House which have 
only been compiled by a clerk. < 

One other remark. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. McLananay] chairman ofthe Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, on yesterday made a re- 
port from that committee, of which we ordered the 
Committee on Printing to take into consideration 
the proposition to print five thousand extra copies. 
T'he object of that report is to call the attention of 
the country to the enormous increase in the ex- 
penses of your courts of justice. He stated that 
those expenses had now run up to the enormous 
sum of nearly $900,000. That gentleman moved 
the printing of those extra copies because the 
country ought to know what the expenses of your 

I admit that they are enormous, 
and I am for cutting them down. But what a 
view does this House present in this respect! Our | 
contingent expenses, exclusive of the pay of mem- 
bers, alone will be $250,000 this year. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McLanauay] 
says that the expenses of the judiciary have in- | 
creased more than twelve hundred per cent. within | 
the iast few years; and I think he is correct. But 
I believe the contingent expenses of this House 
has been increased in a much larger ratio; and I 
think if we desire to give the country information 
in relation to the extravagant waste of the public | 
, that we had better begin at home. And 
the proposition comes up to print extra 
copies of the report of the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary, I shall move that w 4 
| country information of the enormous increase of 
i the expenses of the contingent fund of this House. 
| Lthank the gentleman from North Carolina for 
| yielding me the floor. — 

Mr. HEBARD, (the gentleman from North 
Carolina {Mr. Sranr¥] yielding the floor for the 


e also give to the | 


For myself, as a member? of that j; 


i 


This in- | 


| without being examined. b 


| parpose, sald, I desire; in the first place; to aiquire 
_ whether the resolution as: it row stands.provides 
for giving-a clerk to each of the two committees 
named in it, or ovily one for both? PERD 
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chairman of that committee did: ask- fora cler 
I did not sée that there was much usé for a” 
for that committee; and ‘was glad when the Hoa 
refused to give one. Now, if Tean wake any 
calculation upon the subject, the amount of busi- 
ness before the Committee of ‘the Post Office and | 


| Post Roads for the present session cannot be half e 


what it was for the last session. But whether it 
is half as much, or twice as much, if it is Uf the 
same character as then, there is very ‘little*of it 
whieh can be properly performed ty a clerk. 
There was very little during the last Congress 
which I should have been willing to have reported,’ 
to the House, if ithad been prepared by'a clerk, 
the. members: of the 
committee themselves. There. was ‘one ‘single 
item of labor upon which a clerk could have'been 
profitably employed: Itis usual in every session to 
iave onë general. bill creating new p outes.. 
They are generally made up from’ p and 
meniorials, and are then imbodiéd in one général 
bill. A clerk can as well do that.as the mémbets 
of the committee themselves. ` But this’ will not 
require more than two or three days, or, at most, 
a week, near the close of the session. For’ that 
time, it would be convenient enough for that com- 
mittee to have a clerk. i Po i 

A Vorce. One day will do it all. 

Mr. HEBARD. The gentleman says one day., 
will do itall. I have no doubt it will; but forthe’ 
sake of being liberal, I allowed a week; andl. am 
willing that committee shall ‘havea clerk for that 
time; but I am satisfied, from the experience Lind 
then, that there is a class of men ‘about ‘this‘city, 
and hanging about Congress, who aré anxious to 
get provided for. Some of them do get provided 
for; and I will remark, that sometimes they até 
provided for meritoriously, and a great many 
times they are not. I know that it is not'very 
popular to talk about economy, but it does seem 


| to me that we must begin somewhere. 


I recollect during the last Congress there was 
an attempt made to get a clerk for the Supreme 
Court; not for the purpose of helping to-do their 
general business, but a private clerk to the Judges. 
But there was at that time a disposition to exer- 
cise the principles of economy enough to resist it, 
and it was not gianted. : wt 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I should like to 
know—— : 

Mr. STANLY. I am very much gratified at ` 
these explanations; but I ask the Chair how much 
of my hour l have yet left? 

The SPEAKER, About fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I desire that 
the gentleman from. North Carolina will allow me 
to make one suggestion in regard to this resol- 
tion. The question now is, I believe, to instrwét 
| the Committee on’ Accounts to inquire into the 
! necessity of employing a clerk for the Committee 
| on Naval Affairs and the Committee oñ the Post 
| Office and Post Roads. T would suggest that that 
committee be authorized to make a-general in- 
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quiry as to whether any of the endian comm 
j tees require the services of a él rks" 
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anxious that the Committee on Commerce shall 
have one given it. : 


The SPEAKER: The Chair. is of the opinion i 


that-all-the standing committees are embraced: in 
the resolution asit now stands. - : ; : 
“Mr. SEYMOUR: I understand it as: embra-: 
cing only the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads and the Committee on Naval.Affairs: 
Lask that theresolution may be read... 

-o Theresolation was. read-as follows: = 4 
Resolved; That the resolution from the Committee ‘on 
aval Affairs, with the amendment, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on, Accounts, with instructions to inquire into: the 


number of ‘clerks already employed. in ‘the ‘service of the | 


House, and whether the number caniiot be reduced without 
detriment to the public service,‘and that they have leave to 
yeport by bill ot otherwise. er SOEDN or 

“Mr: SEYMOUR. “I donot see that the reso- 
Jution’covers any except twò committees. T move 
that-the amendment which Lhave indicated be in- 


serteds. o 2s oe A 
“The SPEAKER. ` Does the gentleman from 
North Carolina yield the floor for that purpose? 


-Mri STANLY. I do not care what amend- 
ment. is offered. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I desire to in- 
quire if the morning hour has not expired? , 

The SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the rules be sus- 

ended; and that the Fouse resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, 

Several Mempens.. You cannot do that. 

The SPEAKER. According to the rules of 
the House, the Chair is under the impression that 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Harris] can- 
not arrest the business of the House to make that 
motion. He may move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the business on the Speaker’s table, | 
however, if he desires. re 

Mr, HARRIS. Then I will change my mo- 
tion. I move that the House do now proceed to ! 
the consideration of the business on the Speaker’s | 


table. 

Mr. HUNTER. I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman cannot take the floor from the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] for the | 
purpose of submitting that motion. j 

he SPEAKER. By an express rule of the 
House the gentleman has the right to make the 
motion. 

Mr. HUNTER. But has he the right to take 
the floor from another member for that purpose? 

The SPEAKER. He has the right to arrest | 
the business: of the House, and can take the floor 
from another. member. ‘ ; 

» Mr. MASON. . I desire to know if this is not 
private bill ree 

The SPEAKER, Itis. 

The question was then taken upon. the motion 
to proceed to the business on the Speaker’s table, 
and it was decided in the negative, 

The question recurred, on the motion to refer, 
with instructions to the Committee on Accounts the 
resolution for the appointment of a clerk to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved to add 
to the instructions the following, viz: 

And whether any of the standing committees of the House | 
require the services of a clerk. 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee, J ask the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. [Mr. Srany] to yield 
me the floor fora moment. [tis not so much for 
the purpose of opposing the appointment of clerks 
—for upon that point [ believe my opinions are 
well known. I will say, however, that I have 
served upon this Committee on the Post Office and 
-Post Roads, and I never saw the necessity of a 


clerk while I was a member of that committee. į 
But many of the gentlemen who support this ap- | 


plication-—— 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I rise to a! 
nestion of order.. I do not understand that under 
-the rules of the Flouse the gentleman from North : 
Carolina [Mr. Sranuy] can keep the floor andi 
yield it to: whom he pleases in this manner, I 
make the point that he has no right to retain the 

floor and parcel-it out as he pleases. 

The SPEAKER... According to universal cus- | 
tom he may yield it for the purpose of explanation | 
to whatever gentleman may desire it. ie 

Mr. JONES, (resuming.) It is known that 1 
am opposed to the appointment of clerks to these 

- committees, because I believe they are unneces- | 
sary, and not required. J voted for the appoint- 


f that committee I 


bout the duties of that 


ation bill—which requires the services of a clerk. 


of Ways and Means, that clerk takesthem:up:and 
prepares a paper, ruled in- parallel: columns; and 
headed with the years 1840, 1841, 1842—and soon 
with each year to the last appropriation bill—and 
at the left hand thereof he‘enters the name of each 
separate item of expenditure, and opposite. each 
item and under each of the different. headings, 
enters the amount of. expenditure for the various 
ears embraced in hislist; and also under another 
H heading, enters the amount estimated for the year 
for which the appropriation is asked, in order that 
the committee may be able to compare the items 
of estimates submitted, with the corresponding 
appropriations in previous years. 
he committee take up this bill, go through it 
and determine upon each item, whether they will 
allow it, or what corrections they will make in it, 
and then the clerk takes it and draws up in form 
the result to which the committee has arrived, and 
the committee report it to the House. And that 
is the case with every general appropriation bill 
that comes before that committee. 
diplomatic appropriation, the Army appropria- 
tion, the Navy appropriation, the pension appro- 
priation, all these various bills, go through this 
process by the clerk of that committee. Then, 
sir, here are hundreds of items in ‘this one solitary 
| bill, the civil and diplomatic bill, and the com- 
mittee frequently want information upon this item 
and upon that—they want information as to the 
amount, or as to the necessity of the appropriation 
asked for. And this information can only be ob- 
tained from the different Departments, and the clerk 
is charged with the duty, as the organ of the com- 
mittee, of going to the different Departments and 
offices, to get the necessary information for the 
committee to base their action upon. And here I 
would remark, that there is more labor for a clerk, 
upon this one, the civil and diplomatic appropri- 
ation bill, than there was fora clerk to the ost 
Office Committee during the whole session of 
the Congress, while I was a member of that com- 
mittee. f $ 
Now the great labor upon the Post Office Com- 
mittee when I was a member of it, was to prepare 
the general post route bill. But the chairman of 
the committe divided out the applications for post 
routes to the different members of the committee, 
dividing the whole Union into districts, and assign- 
ing to each member certain States, to examine the 
applications from those States for post routes; and 
the members severally made out reports for their 
districts, and the chairman put them all together 
and made one bill of the whole, and so reported it 
to the House. 
Mr. STANLY. I perceive my time, which 
has mostly been occupied by others, has nearly 


me that his time is out, and [ will not extend my 
remarks. ‘ ` 

Mr. STANLY. Ihave hardly time to move 
the previous question. I movethe previous ques- 


The SPEAKER. 
is seconded. 


| and the main question was ordered to be put. 
Mr. STANTON. Ido not intend to occupy 
| the floor for any length of time. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tion of order. 
other day, upon my suggestion, that the chair- 


toan hour to speak until a motion to refer had 
been voted down? 


gentleman is entitled to an hour when the House 
comes to a direct vote upon the proposition sub- 
mitted, but he thinks that he has no such right 
upon the question of reference. 


ommittee of Ways and 


- clerk: E-will say Pere that there is-one bill- from: 
that committee—the.civil.and diplomatic appropri- 


‘When the estimates are first sent to the Committee | 


| tleman has no such right. 


The civil and | 


expired, 
Mr. JONES. The gentleman has informed | 


The previous question then received a second, |! i : 
; order of business if the rules are not suspended? 


man who reported a resolution was not entitled ! A ; 
ij to arrest this conversation. 


| The SPEAKER. That was the decision. The || 


Mr: STANTON. I do: not intend to detain 


Srymour:] which amendment: was,‘ and also 
whether any. of the standing committees of this 
House require the services of a clerk??? and. it 
was agreed to. BEERS See ee 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: s-it now<in 
order to move to lay the whole subject upon. the 
table? es wes SEES Waa? ond 
‘The SPEAKER... Tt is. ae 
Mr. STEPHENS... Then I make that motion. 
Mr. STANTON. I insist.that upon that: mo- 
tion I have a right to be heard. ae 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 


Mr. STEPHENS. | I withdraw yey motion to 
lay upon the table. I have no objection to let this 
subject go to the Committee on Accounts for in- 
vestigation. esis oe 

The question was then taken upon the motion to 
refer the resolution, with the instructions, to the 
Committee on Accounts; and it was agreed to. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessée, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was referred 
to the Committee on Accounts, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIJEL... I move that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole House upon 
the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee... I renew my 
motion, that the rules be suspended, and that the 


| House resolve itself into a Committee of ‘the 


Whole upon the state of the Union upon the special 
orders, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I rise to a privi- 
leged motion. I move that when this House ad- 


journs to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday next 


at twelve o’clock. 

{ene of “ That’s right!’ ‘* That’s right !”] 

r. GOODENOW demanded the yeas and nays 

upon the motion; which were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was 
to. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 suppose reports froth the 
Committee on Naval Affairs are still in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Danrex} moves, thatthe. House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole upor 
the Private Calendar———. Ce ito i uoi i 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Fwishto sug- 
gest to the ‘gentleman from North Carolina, the 
chairman. of the Committee of Claims, in reference 
tò- his motion, that the members of the House have 
not been provided this morning with the usual 
calendar of business. 

Voices. *¢ Yes they have.” ¢ Here they are.’” 

Mr. SEYMOUR. They have been laid upon 
the tables of some of the members, but not of a 
great majority; and l have been informed that the 
supply furnished by the printer has-been dis- 
tributed, but there is not enough for more than one 
third of the members. I hope the gentteman will, 
under the circumstances, withdraw his motion, 
and let us go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will recollect that 
the proposition is not debatable. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I only want to 


agreed: 


tion. ; say to the gentleman from New York, that here 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I presume |! 

that, having reported this resolution, 1 have the | 

i] right to make a reply to what has been said. i 

After the previous question |! 

i| conversation. 


is the Calendar, and I was wonderfully struck 


; with the superior paper upon which it has been 


printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must arrest this 
It is out of order. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. What is the 


The SPEAKER. The.call for reports from 


{| committees will be continued until finished. 
: l rise to a ques- || 
Did not the Chair decide, the | 


Mr. CABELL. If it is im order, I wish to call 
the attention of the chairman of the Committee of 
Claims [Mr. Danzer] to the 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be compelled 


The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Harris, of Fennessee, that the rules be 


| suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
| Committee of the Whole upon the special orders; 
| and it was disagreed to. 


‘The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. 
Dante, that the House resolve itself into a Coni- 
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was put and disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are still in order 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be. dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
A. Saunders, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. GOODENOW, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported the following bills; which 
were severally read a first and second time by their 
titles, referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 
and made the order of the day for to-morrow, and, 
with the reports accompanying, ordered to be 
printed, viz: mes: 

A. bill for the relief of Jacob J. Storer; and 

A bill for the relief of James A. Fawns. 

Mr. G. also from the same.cominittee, reported 
a bili to modify the pay of certain warrant officers 
of the Navy; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with 
the report accompanying, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Monmouth B. Hart, Joel Kelly, and William 
Close, securities of the late Benjamin F. Hart, a 
purser in the United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, referred to 
a Committee of the Whole, made the order of the 
day for to-morrow, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
John H. Wesche, of the firm of Wesche & Co., of Puebla, 
Mexico, praying indemnity for losses suffined by said firm 
in consequence of the annulling of a contract made with the 
agent of the United States, for supplying the army with 
certain articles ; and it was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the memorial of 
Samuel Adams, and others, citizens of Castine, in Maine, | 
praying Congress to take measures to have international 
disputes settled by umpirage rather than by any appeal to 
the sword, ang that nations will war no more; and that the 
memorial do fle on the table. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, it was į 


Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be dis- 


charged from the further consideration of the memorial of |! 


C. W. Jay, and others, asking Congress to pass a law fixing 
the residences of foreign ministers of the Despotic Govern- 
ments at least one hundred miles from the seat of Govern- 
ment; and that the memorial do lic on the table. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
citizenssof Pennsylvania, praying that a law may be passed 


committee has no more right than an individual 
member. of the House to submit a resolution. to 
make a special order, which would, if objected to, 
require a suspension of the rules—motions for 
which purpose being in order only on Mondays. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Has not this been the uni- 
form practice of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It has been customary to set 
apart days for the consideration of territorial busi- 
ness, buf not in the manner proposed. 

Mr. HALL. It can be done only by the sus- 
i pension of the rules, which motion is not in order 
to-day. ; 

Mr. STUART. I. will withdraw the motion, 
intending to submit it on Monday, as I do not 
wish to consume the time of the House upon 
points of order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee on Ter- 
| ritories, reported ‘* A bill authorizing the Govern- 
or of the Territory of New Mexico to call an extra 
session of the Legislative Assembly of the said 
Territory, if the same be deemed necessary and 
expedient;’? which was read a first and second 
time by its title, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and, with the report accompanying, or- 
dered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. MILLSON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of the heirs of Daniel Starr, asking seven years half pay for 
his services as a lieutenant in the Navy; and it was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. MILLSON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
ot Rachel Moorey, of Clinton county, New York, praying 
for a pension on account of the services of her late husband, 
and that it do lie on the table, 

Mr. MILLSON, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made adverse reports in the 
following cases; which were severally ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of James S. Mitchell, praying for 
an allowance under the bounty land law of 1850; 
and 

The petition of the heirs of certain revolution- 
ary soldiers residing in Chenango county, New 
York, asking for grants of bounty land. 

Mr. TUCK, from the Committée on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, made an adverse report on the 
petition of John King, of New York, praying 
arrears of pensions from 1818 to 1°24, at the rate 
of $8 per month; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the 
relief of Isaac Cobb; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred toa Committee 


l 
i 


to prevent the immigration of foreign convicts, felons, and 
paupers, into the United States; and that said petition be ! 
referred to the Committee on the Jadiciary. i 


On motion by Mr. SCUDDER, it was j 
Ordered, That the Committee on Territories be dis- i 
charged from the farther consideration of the memorial of ! 


the Legislative Assembly of New Mexico, praying for ap- || 


propriations for the completing of a road from Santa Fé to | 
Taos, and that it be referred to the Committee on Roads į 
and Canals. i 

Mr. STUART, from the same committee, re- 
ported the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the third week in April next be set apart 
for the consideration of territorial business, and that during 
that week such business shall take precedence over other 
business, and be regarded as the special order. 

Mr. STUART. I was told by the chairman of 
the committee, who was expected to make this 
report, that such was the arrangement at the last 
Congress, that certain days were set apart for that 
purpose. $ . 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Irise to a ques- 
tion of order. The House never instructed this | 
committee to take into consideration the time at 


i 
f 
\ 
j 
i 
i 
| 
i 


of the Whole, made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

On motion by Mr. TOWNSHEND, it was 

Ordered, ‘Mat the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of William K. Blair for additional compensation for services 
rendered in the State of ‘Tennessee, from 1836 to 1847; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BOCOCK, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of David My- 
erly; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow,and, with 


; the report accompanying, ordered to be printed. 
Mr. EDGERTON. With the consent of the 


House I will make a report from the Committee 
| of Claims, being absent from the Hall when that 
committee was called. 

Mr. MARTIN. _I object. 

Mr. ALEEN, of Illinois, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions, made an adverse re- 
port on the petition of David Berry and others, 
and the resolution of the State of Ohio in favor of 


which territorial business shouid be taken up, and 
hence they can submit no report upon the subject. 
They can report only upon matters commitied to 
them. 


troducing a resolution, except on Monday of each 
week. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 

a motion to suspend the rules of the House, at 

any time, except on Monday of every week. The 

Chair overrules the point of order of the gentleman 

from Georgia in this, that he thinks it competent 

for the committee to consider and report upon the 

- time proper to take up territorial business; but the 


It is not competent for a committee to ask | 
the suspension of the rules for the purpose of in- 


a pension for Henry Johnson; which was ordered 
to lie on the tabie and be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mitiee on Invalid Pensions, reported the following 
bilis; which were severally read a firstand second 
time by their titles, referred to a Committee of the 
‘Whole House, made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and ordered to be printed, together with 
the accompanying reports, Viz: 

A bill for the relief of Catharine Clark; 

‘A bill for the relief of Jacob Shade; and 

A bill for the relief of Thomas P. Dudley. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, said he had been 


| is, whether these subjects come le 


instructed. by. the Committee on Invalid. Pensions 
to. ask that said committee be discharged ‘from thé 
further consideration of :the following petitions, 
and that they be referred to: the .Comntittee of 
Naval Affairs, viz: Bok Evin Sop 
_ The petition of John. Duncan for an invalid pen- 
sion in consequence of a disability received in the 
naval service of the United States: pou 
_ The petition of Mary Woodward, of Connec- 
ticut, the widow of Lieutenant. Woodward, who 
lost his life in the service of the United States, 
asking for a pension; and eo NE 

_ The petitionof Lot Davis for a pension in ton- 
sideration of a disability incurred in the: United 
States service in the war with Great Britain. . | 

Mr, CABELL, of Florida, I ask respectfully 

what is the purport of all these applications from. 
which the Naval Committee asked to be discharged? 
They all ask, I believe, pensions for naval service. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. They are me- 
morials for the allowance of pensions for injuries 
sustained in the naval service of thecountry. The 
examination I have given the subject has con- 
vinced me, that heretofore that class of . cases 
has been considered and reported upon by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. ‘The committee of 
which I am a member, instructed me to ask that 
these cases be referred to that committee. ; 

Mr. CABELL. The Committeeon Naval Af- 
fairs have unanimously passed a resolution, that 
they will report back cases of this kind to the 
House, with a recommendation that they be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions... It 
is no argument, asa reason for the reference to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, that the pension 
arose from services connected with the Navy—no 
more than that pensions growing out of military 
operations should be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. As a member of the Naval 
Committee, I shall ohject to the reference. 

Mr. HARRIS. J will state, as a member of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that these 
cases belong to the Naval Committee. The com- 
mittee are willing to discharge the duty, but after 
an examination of that class of cases,and from the 
precedents heretofore established, the committeé 
think that they appropriately belong to the other 
committee. I desire to get the sense of the House 
as to which is the appropriate committee for. the 
consideration of that class of cases. : : 

Mr. CABELL. I will merely state, that the 
chief ground upon which the Committee on Naval 
Affairs applied for a clerk was, that their time was 
very much engaged with private claims. Here is 
a committee appointed specially for the considera- 
tion of these particular cases, and I beg the House 
will refer these memorials to the appropriate com- 
mittee, and not refer them to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mir. STANTON, of Tennessee. I concur with 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Caseny} incre- 
gard to the disposition which ought to be made of 
these memorials. If I understand them correctly, 
they concern pensions, and, therefore, ought to 
goto the Committee on Invalid Pensions, [stated 


: this morning, and itis very proper to say it here, 


that the Commitiee on Naval Affairs have more of 
these cases than it is possible for them to attend 
to. So farasi om individually concerned, T do 
not care a farthing whether the House give a 
clerk to that committee or not, I do not ask a 
clerk for them, upon my own account. T believe no 


| one will charge me with neglect of duty, as head 


of that committee, so far as I have capacity to do 
it. No one will charge me with want of industry, 
atleast as much industry as ought to be applied 
to public business under these circumstances. I 
say to the Louse, that it is impossible for us to do 
the business of that committee, as things now are. 
I shall, however, do as much as I can, and ‘the 
balance I shall leave undone. I think itis wholly 


| unnecessary to send this memorial to the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs, when another committee 
can more appropriatciy dispose of it. T say far- 
ther, that, if it goes there, it cannot probably receive 
the attention of the committee, 

Mr. HALL. I move that these memorials-be 
recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

jr. BOCOCK. The question raised by. the 
chairman of the Commitiee on Invalid. Pensions 
gitimately before 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, or the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. I believe the practice of 


Jan. 30, 


heen both ways. Very many of 


‘these petitions have been referred to the Commit- 


“this House has 


tee on Naval Affairs; and many of them, also, 
Have been referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. The appropriate duties of these com- 
muttees, it seems fo me, can be ascertained by re- 
ferring to therules establishing the committees, and 
“Gefining ‘their: duties: Now, upon reference to 
the'xules’in relation, to the Committee’ on. Invalid 
Pensions, Lfind ** that it shall be the duty of the 
* Committee on Invalid Pensions to. take into. con- 
‘sideration, all such matters respecting. invalid 
“pensions as shall be referred to them. by the 
t House.” ; x : i 
"Phe rule does not say, invalid pensions arising 
. from service in. the military establishments of the 
country, but it. says, ‘all such matters respecting 
invalid pensions as shall be referred to them by 
the House.’ ` 
When T refer to the other rule defining the du- 
ties of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I find it 
provides that “it shall be the duty of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to take into consideration 
all matters which concern the naval establish- 
ment, and which shall be referred to them by the 
House, and to report their opinion thereupon; and 
also to report, from time to time, such measures 
as may contribute to economy and accountability 
in the said establishment.”’ 

{Tt seems to me perfectly clear, under this defini- 
tion of the duties of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, that those petitions relating to invalid 
pensions do not go before the committee on Na- 
val Affairs, but to the committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, according to. the express terms of the rule 
defining the duties of that committee. 
oMr. KUHNS demanded the previous ques- 
ton. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, which was upon recom- 
mitting the memorials to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

_ The question was then taken, and it was agreed 
to. 

* Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, made an adverse 
reporton the petition of Mary Perrigo, of New 
York, for arrears of pensions due to her late hus- 
band; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

: Mr. HAVEN. I desire to inquire if there is a 
report accompanying the paper? Ifso, Task that 
it be printed. I think the rule should be adopted 
in all cases to print adverse reports, 

» Mr. HARRIS moved that. the repor 
the table and be printed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, made an adverse 
report on the memorial of Nathaniel A. Willis, 
praying for arrearages of pensions from 1839 to 
4850; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed, : 

Mr. EASTMAN, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported the following bills; which 
were severally read a first and second time by 
their titles, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and, with the reports accompanying, ordered to 
be printed, viz: 

A bill for the relief of the late George Cassady; 

A. bill for the relief of John Haven; and 

A bill for the relief of William Dwellys. 

Mr. EASTMAN, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports in the following cases, which 
were ordered to Jieon the table and be printed, viz: 

The petition of Fielding Œ. Brown, asking for 
an-invalid. pension for injuries in the service of 
the United States;and ` 

The petition of John O, Hodge, of Cleveland, 
Ohio, now receiving a pension for disability, ask- 

ing for an increase of pension. 

Mr. CLINGMAN entered a motion for the 

reconsideration of the case of Fielding G. Brown. 


On motion by Mr. EASTMAN, it was 

ii Ororen pmt ue Committee on 

Ischarzed from the further consideration of the etiti 
Robert Gibson for a pension, as an invalid in the ara of 
1812 ; and it was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
severally read a first and second time by their 
titles, referred to a Committee of the Whole, and 
fade thie order of the day for to-morrow, and, 


t lie upon 


Invalid Pensions be 


with ‘the reports ceotnpanying, ordered to be 


printed, Vizo re ae i 
A bill for the relief of Anthony Walter Bay- 
ard; and EA aa E S E 

A bill for the'relief of David Murphy, of Ohio. 

Mr. MARTIN; from thesame committee, made 
adverse reports in the following cases; which were 
ordered to leon ‘the table, and be printed, viz: 

The petition of Clemens Eaton, for arrears of 
pension; : eee oe ne 

The petition of Henry and Robert Blow, of 
Tennessee, for arrears of pension for services in 
the war with Great Britain in 1812; = -0000 

The petition of Daniel Hager, jr., of Scoharie 
county, New York, for arrears of pension; . 

The petition of John Davenport, of Missouri, 
for arrearages of pension from 1824 to. 1844; 

The petition of the heirs of Robert H. Dysen, 
of Tennessee, on account of services during the 
war with Great Britain, and the more recent wars 
with the Indians; 

The petition of Hall Hutson, for a pension on 
account of disability in the war of 1812; and 

The petition of Brooksey Bell, of Washington 
county, Tennessee, asking for an increase of pen- 
sion to $8 per month. f 

The petition of Lucy Morrison, of Kentucky, 
the widow of Archibald Morrison, for a pension 


on account of the death of her husband from dis- | 


| ease contracted in the service of the United States; 


{ Sam Slick, of Berford, Per 


The petition of David Troxell, of Tennessee, 
asking for an invalid pension; and ‘ 

The petition of Thomas Russell, a disabled me- 
chanic, of the National Armory at Harper’s Fer- 
ry, asking to be placed on the pension roll. 

Mr. MARTIN said the latter was a case of 
great hardship, but could not be admitted without 
forming a new class of cases. 

Mr. KUHNS, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, reported the following bills; which were | 
severally read a first and second time by their | 


titles, referred to a Committee of the ‘Whole 
House, and made the order of the day for to- 
morrow, and, with the reports accompanying, 
ordered to be printed, viz: 

A Dill for the relief of Elizabeth E. V. Fields, 
the widow of Captain G. P. Fields, of the United 
States Army; 

A bill for the relief of Henry Miller, a soldier 
in the war of 1812; and 

A bill for the relief William Lynch, a soldier in 
the Jate war with Great Britain. 

Mr. KUHNS, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report in the case of Moses Olmstead, 
of New York, for a pension; which was ordered 


į to lie on the table, and be printed. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, made an adverse report on 
the petition of David Montgomery, for arrears of 
his invalid pension for disability incurred in the 
war of 1812; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition of 
sylvania, asking for a pension 
for serviees rendered by his father inthe revolutionary war, 
and that the same be referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 
« Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
severally read a first and second time by their ti- 


made the order of the day for to-morrow, and or- 
dered to be printed, together with the accompany- 
ing reports, viz: 

A bill for the relief of Jon 
York; and 


Mr. JONES, of New York, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, reported the following bills; 


by their titles, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and made the order of the day for to-mor- 
row, and, with the reports accompanying, ordered 
to be printed, viz: 

A bull for the relief of Charles Staple; and 

A. bill for the relief of Aaron Stafford, a soldier 
of the late war with Great Britain. 


tee on Invalid Pensions, reported back Senate bill 


for the relief of Margaret L. Worth, widow of the 


late General Worth, of the United States Army, 


which were severally read a first and second time | 


Mn JONES, of New York, from the Commit- |Í 


; account of disability 


without amendment, and: moved its réference to a 
Committee of the Whole House, that it be made 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and be printed. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Task the gen- 
tleman from New York to withdraw: hiè motion 
for a moment, to enable me to offer an amendment 
to that bill to. go with it to the Committée. of the 
Whole House. PES RS ; . 
Mr. JONES, withdrew his motion. = : 

Mr. HARRIS then moved to amend the ‘bill by 
striking out all after. the enacting. clause, and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following: ye 

That the Secretary. òf the Interior he, and he is;hereby di» 
rected to place the name of Mrs. Margaret L. Worth, widow 
of the late General Worth, upon the pension roll at the rate 
of thirty dollars per month, to commence on the —~ dày of 
—, and to continue for five yeiirs: Prowided, That incase 
of the death or marriage of the said Mrs. Margaret L. Worth 
; before the expiration of the said five years, the pension, for 
the remainder of the time, shal} be paid to the children of 
the said General Worth, if there be any under the age of 
sixteen years, and if there be no children under the age of 
sixteen years, said pension shall cease. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of New York, the 


|! bill, with the amendment thereto, was thenreferred 


i to a Committee of the Whole House, made the 
order of the day for to-morrow, and. ordered to 
be printed. ` 

Mr. JONES, of New York, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, made adverse reports on 
the following cases; which were ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed, viz: 

.The petition of Moses Cremer, for arrearages.of 
invalid pension, on account of disability incurred 
inthe military service of the United States; 

The petition of Samuel Smith, of Maine, for ar- 
rearages of pension; ; 

The petitiongf John Pearl, of Maine, for arrear- 
ages of pension; " 

The petition of Peter Frost, for arrearages of 
| pension; . ; 

The petition of Abraham Pettingill, foran inva- 
lid pension; 
The petition of Joshua Lewis, a disabled me- 


i . = 
|i chanic in the armory at Harper’s Ferry; 


The petition of John Harrington, for a back 


i pension; 


The petition of Shebal Adams, for g pension on 
from exposure in the service 
of the United States; f a i 
_ The petition of Cornelius Zielie, for a back pen- 
sion; 
The petition of Lewis Robert, for a pension on 


| account of disability incurred in the war of 1812; 


and : 
The petition of John English, for.a pension for 
a disability incurred in the service of the United 
States in the late war with Great Britain. 
Mr. MOLONY, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
severally read a first and second time by their 


titles, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and ordered to be printed, together with the ac- 
; companying reports, viz: 

| A bill for the relief of B. B. Bennett; and 

A bill for the relief of Maurice Simons, 

Mr. MOLONY asked the unanimous consent of 
| the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 
i notice had been given, 


f 


as D. Platt, of New || 


A bill for an increase of pension to Henry Click, || 
_ of Cocke county, Tennessee. 


tles, referred to a Committee of the Whole House, |) 


tery 

Mr. SACKETT objected. 
| Mr. MOLONY, from the Committee on Invalid 
: Pensions, made adverse reports in the following 
i cases; which were ordered to lie on the table and 
| be printed, viz: 
| The petition of Catharine Clark, the adminis- 
! tratrix of Joseph Clark, for a pension; 
| he petition of Robert Trevitt, for arrearages 
| of pension; and i 
The petition of Aaron Adams, of Grant county, 
į Kentucky, asking for the increase of his invalid 
| pension. 
| Mr. MOLONY moved that the Committee on 

Invalid Pensions be discharged from the farther 
| consideration of the petition of Asa Leach, for a 
pension on account of wounds received in the 
| naval service, and that it be referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Naval Affairs. 
| Mr. CABELL moved that the petition be re- 
! committed to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 
which motion was agreed to, 


On motion by Mr. MOLONY, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Phebe Thompson, the widow of John Thompson, for a 
pension, and that it do lie on the table, j 


1852. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. ROBINSON, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill to set apart and sell to 
Asa Whitney, of New York, a portion of the 
public lands to enable him to construct a railroad 
from Lake Michigan or the Mississippi river to 
the Pacific ocean; which was read a first-and sec- 
ond time by its title. f 

Mr. R. moved to refer it to the-Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and that it 
be printed. 

Mr. DUNHAM moved to. refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. : - : 

Mr. HALL. I hope that.this bill will not be į: 
referred to the Committee on "Publie Lands. It 

has been considered thoroughly by one of the 
committees of this House, which is certainly as +: 
competent to consider it as is the Committee on. 
-Public Lands, and the result of their labors is be- 
fore the House. I can see no reason why it 
‘should be referred to the Committee on Public |: 
Lands. That committee has already as much | 
business as itcan attend to. 

„Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Did not the ‘' 
bill Come from the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals? 

Mr. ROBINSON. It did; and that committee 
have had it before them ever since it has been in 
Congress. 

The question was first taken upon Mr. Rosin- | 
.s0n’s motion, and the bill was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. iF 

Mr, ROBINSON, from the same committee, re- | 

sorted back a bill for the improvement of Rock | 
sland and De Moines Rapids in the Mississippi : 
river, with an amendment; which was referred to | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following bills; which were read severally a 
first and second time by their titles, referred to the 
-Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed, viz: if 

A. bill for the construction of military roads in | 
the Territory of Oregon; | 

A bill for the improvement of the navigation of |. 
the Arkansas river; i 

A bill for the improvement of the navigationof |; 
the Ohio river, between Pittsburg and the falls h 
Louisville; 

A. bill for the improvement of the navigation of 
‘the Ohio river below the falls at Louisville, and of 
the Mississippi river; and 

A bill for the improvement of the navigation of ; 
the Missouri river. i 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE, from the Committee | 
on Roads and Canals, reported back, without | 
amendment, House bill No. 68, being a bill to | 
provide for the survey of sites for certain artificial |) 
reservoirs to be constructed at the main affluence 
of the Ohio river, in accordance with the plans |; 
heretofore submitted by Charles Ellet, jr., and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the : 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the ; 
Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio; from the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, reported back, with an į! 
amendment, House bill to provide for the con- ʻi 
struction of a ship canal around the falls of the | 
Ste. Marie river, at the mouth of Lake Superior; ʻi 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole |; 
on the state of the Union. | 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, from the Com- ,, 
mittee on Public Buildings, made an adverse re- | 
port on the memorial of certain laborers on the |, 
public’buildings, asking for añ increase of wages; |, 


which was ordered to lie on the table and be ` 
printed. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported a | 
bill to authorize the Secretary of War to purchase | 
of Mr. William H. Winder, the building now in 
the occupancy of the Government, situated on the 


ti 


| pleasure of the House to pass the bill. 


i not come in conflict with any existing machine. 


ii can only be 


[Cried of + Read the bil !”] |} ime to reach it. This bill has now been unani- 
M Di was then read l through by the he li mously reported to this House by. the présent 

Pee arcade oN hat is Pn imperian m ‘| committee, and they unanimously-ask that-it shall 
ie ben ee : S aten expire ai a and Is ? ji i e put upon Its passage, that it may not be again 
benefit to the inventor at all, He can only | lost for want of time, As the honorable member 
ue i mman He e expended about P30,000 i wag reported this bill [Mr. ‘Fuursron] hassaid, 
i iv p g the machine. ope it will be the į‘ this machine can be used only during the harvest- 
{i Ing season, about one month in each year. . So 

; that the Whole use of it under the original patent 


Mr. SACKETT. IF move to refer the bill to: 


| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the ;i has been only fourteen months, 
! Union, and that it be printed. : 


ii Most inventions can be used every day and can 
Mr. CARTTER. Do | understand the gentle- |, be tried and. tested in secret, while ray ëxperi- 
man from Rhode Island, (Mr. Tuursron,| to |: ment with this one must be made openly and be- 
move to put that bill on its passage ? i, fore the whole community, S 

Mr. THURSTON. Yes, sir. i dreside, Mr. Speaker, in the same county with 

Mr. CARTTER. I desire to make a few re- | these inventors, and their invention has been per- 
marks with reference to the propriety of passing `: fected under my own eye. They have expended 
this bill now, if the committee will listen to me. ii the whole lifetime of the former patent and. more 
I wish to say to the House, in the first place, that | then thirty thousand dollars in perfecting’ their 
this bill- i: machine, and have not derived one dollar of profit 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a question of order. |; from their invention... 
I ask whether the vote has not been taken onre-:} Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. T desire to ask if 
ferring this bill to the Committee of the Whole on ‘| the patent has ever been renewed under the exist- 
the state of the Union? ing patent laws? 

The SPEAKER, It has not been taken. ii Mr. STUART. No, sir. 

Mr. CARTTER. I do not wish to detain the © Mr. SACKETT. The gentleman does not une 
House five minutes. The bill proposes to renew ii derstand the question.. They have had a renewal 


ti 


ii the patent. rights of Hascall & Moore, in their || by the Commissioner for seven years. 
harvesting machine—not a common thrasher,or.: Mr. STUART. No, sir. The gentleman 
separator, or a reaper, but a combination of the ;! from New York is entirely mistaken, It has not 


whole, and in conflict with none of them—a ma- ;; been renewed at all. 3 
chine that has just been perfected under fourteen | Mr. DUNHAM. Then I have only to say, 
years of labor, and from which the inventors have | they have no business here. They must go to 
never drawn a farthing. Itis a machine that can- ` the Patent Office. 

_ Mr. STUART. The gentleman from Indiana 
is equally mistaken. ‘Their former patent has ex- 


It is one that augments the agricultural facilities, | J 
pired, and Congress alone possesses the power to 


for reaping, cleaning, and gathering grain. The | 


ii inventors have been made poor in the process of || extend it. They applied here in time, but their bill 


perfecting their invention, which process has cov- |; of the last session was lost, as I have stated. 
ered the entire period for which the patent wasi; Mr. Speaker, I know all about this question; 
granted; and if itis to be of any service to them, |. and I do not hesitate to say, unqualifiedly, that a 


‘the patent ought to be granted to them now, for |! more meritorious application cannot be presented 
ii they have not the ability to wait upon the legisla- | to the consideration of Congress, nor one, the 


tion of this House, and resort to the ordinary ap- || grunting of which, would be more beneficial’ to 
sliances made use of for that purpose. This is a |; the agricultural community. The passage of this 

rief history of that matter.» It is a machine that ij bill cannot interfere with the rights of any other 
perfected upon the prairies of the || persons. The bill simply proposes to give ‘to 
United States It is not adapted to the smaller |, these inventors what they have invented, and 
farming operations of the East, or to the woody || they are required by it to establish their inyen- 
portions of the United States. I regard it as an |; tions by proof before the Commissioner of Pat- 
act of naked justice to the genius, labor, and per- |; ents, who will embrace in their specifications such 
severance of those gentlemen, that the grant should |; inventions only as they can so establish. And cer- 
be made, for they have never yet derived a dollar i, tainly all that they have invented, they are enti- 


‘eration. It is, to say the least, one of a class o 


fromit. There are but two perfect machines that 
have ever been built, and those machines have cost 
them fourteen years of trial and labor, and all the 
money they and their friends could procure, to the 


amount of $20,000 or $30,000. I hope the House |; 


will pass it as an act of justice. 

Mr. SACKETT. I am entirely unacquainted 
with the character of this case. I only know it is 
an application for a renewal of a patent. Bat I 


‘| suppose there has been no renewal under the gen- 


eral law, authorizing renewals by the Commis- 


| sioner of Patents; but I know such a cage is one, 


in my judgment, which should not be passed 
without the deliberation of this House. It is ask- 
ing quite too much, for the Committee on Patents 
to come into this House and say that it is a case 
which comes in conflict with no other patent that 
is now in existence. i 
too much ground. That is a question which may 
belong to a court, which may belong to the con 
sideration of many other patentees, interested in 
this question. 

Whether the case is one that ought to pass at 
all or not, is not now a proper subject of consid 


cases which demand the attention of this House, 
and should not be acted upon precipitately. 
therefore renew the motion to refer it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STUART. I feel confident, sir, that 


Sir, that is covering quite |; 


corner of Seventeenth and F streets, in the city of || if the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sackett] 
Washington; which was read a first and second | was aware of all the facts in regard to this bill, 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee of |; he would not press his motion to refer it to the 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered || Committee of the Whole House. 

to be printed. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on 
Patents, reported a bill for the relief of Hiram 
Moore and John Hascal, for the renewal of a 
patent on a reaping and thrashing machine; which 
was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. T. moved to put the bill on its passage. 


ji 
I 


l: orable chairman of the Committee on Patents, 


| the relief of these inventors passed this House at 
i the last Congress, was referred to the Committee 
i| 


i ted back 
i favorably, but was lost, in the Senate 


t 
} 
t 


on Patents of the Senate, and by it repor 


In addition to what has been said by the hon- 


| (Mr. Carrrer,] I will state, that a similar bill for ji 


for want of i; 


ʻi tled to, upon every principle of justice. All that 
|; this bill proposes, is to do them justice; and 1 am 
ii not willing further to detain the House, or hazard 
': the success of the bill by talking about it, 
My, STEPHENS, of Georgia. As I am not 
‘opposed to the renewal of the patent, if it ‘is 
F proper to do so, and wishing some time to look 
| into and consider it, I would move that the House 
| do now adjourn, and then this question will come 
' up when we next call for reports of committees. 

I only suggest such a motion. = 

Mr. STUART. I am so satisfied that this 
ii thing is right, and it having received the indorse- 
‘ment of the Committees of both Houses, I move 
| the previous question. 
Ho Mr. DUNHAM. Iask for the reading of the 
|| bil. It gives fourteen years’ extension f 
|o Mr. ORR. I rise to a privileged motion. I 
| move the House adjourn. 
‘| Mr. ROBBINS.” I hope not; there is so much 
|. business upon the Speaker’s table. f 
O Mr, ORR. I demand tellers. 
| Mr. POLK demanded the yeas and nays; but 
i they were not ordered. 

Tellers were then ordered, and Messrs. Orr 
i and Meacuam appointed. 
The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 

i| ported—ayes 54, nays 73. 
|” So the House refused to adjourn. 
' Mr. HAVEN. Before the vote is taken, I desire 
i: to learn from the chairman of the Committee on 
‘| Patents, (Mr. Carrrer,] whether there was any 
, evidence before that committee in reference to the 
| assignment by these patentees of their right? | 
` My. CARTTER. I recollect of none. Lwil 
= state to the gentleman from New York A 
0O The SPEAKER. This conversation is notin 
‘order, and can only be allowed by unanimous 
i consent. 
i There was no objection. 


Mr. CARTTER. The machine h 


i 
ti 
i 

i} 


as never been 


Feb. 2, 


perfected go as to make it the subject of merchan- 
dise during the whole life of the patent. 

Mr. HAVEN. Jf there be such assignments, 
cautious legislation ia- demanded at our hands. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were‘ordered. `.. ae: 

Mr, STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
the House adjourn.: eee ee 
"Mr... HOUSTON. I would suggest the pro- 
priety of clearing the Speaker’s table. 

A Voice. It will take a whole day. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia.. If the Speaker 
asks. for the unanimous consent for. that purpose 
before my motion is put, I will readily agree to it. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee... Pobject. 

‘The question was then taken upon the adjourn- | 
ment, and it was decided in the affirmative—ayes 
72, noes 58. 

So.the House adjourned. 


i 
| 
| 
T mové that | 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. BUELL: The petition of John Mann, for a pen- 
sion. 

Mr. SWEETSER gave notice of his desire to withdraw | 
from the files of the House, in order to refer to the Commit- |! 
tee of Claims, the papers of C. Nisewarger and William 
§. Sultivant. 

By Mr. EDGERTON: Petitions of citizens of Defiance 
county, Ohio, for a mail route from Toledo, via Bryan and 
Hicksville, Ohio, to Fort Wayne, Indiana. 

By Mr. HENN : fhe petition of citizens of Kanesville, 
Iowa, asking that they be allowed to purchase the tand on 
which said town is situated, and for the appointment of a 
Board of Commissioners to superintend the survey of said 
town, and to adjust the titles to lots therein. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Ezra Taylor, and 
130 others, citizens of Dennis and Harwich, Massachusetts, 
asking an appropriation for a light-vessel on Suceonessct 
shoals, in the Vineyard sound. . 

By Mr.. JONES, of Pennsylvania: The proceedings of 
the Berks county tariff meeting. * 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Ilinois: The petition of citizens of 
Hamilton, Saline, and Gallatin counties, in the State of T- 


linois, praying that a mail route may be established from the 
town of McLanesboro’, in Hamilton county, to the town of 
Pqunit y, in Gallatin county, in the State of Ilinois. 

By Mr. JOHN W. HOWE: The petition of Joseph S. 
White and 384 other citizens of Lawrence county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying Congress to adopt some mode for the ami- 
cable adjustment of national difficulties without resort to 
war. 

By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The petition of Charles T. 
Emerson and 85 others, citizens of Washington county, 
Maine, being ship-owners, ship-masters, pilots, and others 
interested in navigation, praying Congress to make an ap- 
propriation for building a light-house on Round Tstand, in 
the entrance of Machias river, in said State. 
` By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of Charles Bingham, mat- 
shal of the southern district of Alabama, praying for addi- 

tional compensation for taking the census. 

By Mr. AIKEN : The resolutions of the General Assem- 
bly of South Carolina relative to the establishment of a 
branch Mint at Charleston, South Carolina. 

Also, the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Charleston, South Carolina, praying the establishment of a 
branch Mint in that city. i 

Also, the memorial of Trugh Craig and other citizens of 
the Chesterfield district, South Carolina, praying for the | 
establishment of a branch Mint at Charleston, South Car | 
oliva. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The petition of the | 
heirs of Robt. Laughlin, late of Westmoreland county, Penn- | 
sylvania, deceased, praying compensation for property de- į 
stroyed during the revolutionary war, and accompanying | 
papers withdrawn from the files of the House. i 

Also, the petition of John De Arnut, praying for the pas- | 
suge of a law authorizing the Postmaster General to pay 
him for the loss sustained in carrying the mail, with the ; 
accompanying papers withdrawn from the files of the i 
House. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Law, late postmaster at 
Water Street, in Pennsylvania, praying Congress to pass a 
Jaw refunding to him §68 32, amount of Government funds 
in his hands as postmaster, and lost by reason of the freshet | 
of July, 1851, on the Juniata river. j 

By Mr. CHASTAIN : The petition of Hugh W. Proud- 
foot; one of the heirs and administrators of Captain John 
Morrison, who served in the Georgia Continental Line du- 
ring the war of the Revolution, praying commutation pay, 


IN SENATE, 

Mownpay, February 2, 1852. } 

Prayer by the Rev. L. F, Moreay. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, | 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the. 

Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 

transmitting a communication from the Commis- 

sioner of the General Land Office, accompanied 

by the annual reports of the Surveyors General 

of Ilinois, Missouri, and Oregon Territory, which 

were not received in time to accompany the last 

annual report; which was read and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


PETITIONS. 


1 
l 
i 
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Catharine Proctor Hayden, daughter and heir to 
Colonel: John White, deceased, praying the reim- 
Lursement of advances made -by her late father, 
and-payment of the seven years half pay due for 
his military services in the. revolutionary war; 
which was referred to: the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. er et ee 

Mr. MILLER. -T desire, Mr... President, to 
present the memorial of silk manufacturers, dyers, 
and. other persons interested in the silk trade of 
the United States, praying that Congress may re- 
peal that part of the tariff law of 1846 which im- 
poses fifteen per cent. duty upon raw silk.. As 
the facts. and considerations stated in the petition 
are important with regard to the interesis ‘of the 
parties represented, and as it expresses so. clearly 
the distinctions and unjust operation of the tariif 
of 1846 in reference to its not making a proper 
discrimination between the raw material and the 
manufactured article, Í hope the memorial will be 
read. 

The memorial was accordingly read, and re- 
ferred to the Committec on Manufactures. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of Mar- 
tha L. Downs, widow of Lieutenant Downs, 
commander of the United States schooner Gram- 
pus at the time she was lost, praying that the same 
allowance of pay may be made to the widows and 
orphans of persons belonging to -that vessel, as 
has been made in similar cases; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of J. 
H. Williams, the memorials of E. D. Austin, D. 
Hurdle, William H. Hood, Carlton Hall, James 
M. Waddill, N. McCrummer, W. H. Marshall, 
T. H. Tomlinson, John B. Goelet, Brian Hellen, 
M. D. King, and John A. Selby, assistant mar- 
shals for taking the Seventh Census in North Car- 
olina, praying additional compensation; which 
were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the proceed- 
ings of a meeting of stockholders of the Dubuque 
and Keokuck Railroad Company, held at Ana- 
mosa, Iowa, in relation to the donation of land 
for that railroad; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a memorial of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census 
in Oxford county, Maine, praying additional com- 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Also, resolutions passed by the Legislature of 
Maine, in relation to Louis Kossuth and the doc- 
trine of non-intervention; which were ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the memorial of the 
heirs of James Perrie and Lucy Perrie, praying 
the confirmation of their title to certain lands held 
under a Spanish grant; which was referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of Christo- 
pher Knowlton, praying a pension for services 
m the revolutionary war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Michigan, 
praying a donation of land to that State for the 
construction of the Oakland and Ottawa railroad; 


which were referred to the Committee on Public | 


Lands. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a peti- 
tion of citizens of Green Bay, Wisconsin, pray- 
ing the sale of so much of the military reservation 
at Fort Howard as is not needed for that post; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. A 

Mr. PEARCE presented a memorial of mer- 


chants, ship-owners, underwriters, and others in- | 


terested in the commerce of Baltimore, praying 
that the act of March 3, 1847, for the reduction of 


| 
Mr. BERRIEN presented the memorial of! 


the expenses of proceedings in admiralty against 


ships and vessels, may not be repealed or altered; | 


which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. > 

Me. SOULE presented a memorial of officers, 
clerks, and others employed in the civil and mil- 
itary departments of the United States Govern- 
ment in Mexico, during the late war with that Re- 
public, praying to be allowed three months’ extra 
pay; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. FISH presented the memorial of Edward | 


P. Torrey, legal representative of Joseph Torrey, | 


an officer in the revolutionary “war, praying to be 
allowed interest on commutation pay; which was 


| 


es : 
ii eign relations. 
j 


; referred’ to’ the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims: ar ne 
NEW JERSEY ON NON-INTERVENTION. 
Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I hold in 
| my hands a series of resolutions passed by the 
Legislature of the State of New Jersey, and by 
| their authority transmitted to me...I ask that they 
ma be read and printed. i a ee 
he Cierx read the resolutions, as follows: 


Joint Resolutions in relation to Governor Kossuvu and the 
doctrine of national non-intervention. 

Whereas Louis Kossuth, Governor of Hungary, exiled 
from his country because he made a gallant but unsuccess« 
ful struggle for his country’s rights, has come to the United 
States, an invited guest of the nation—- 

J. Be it resolved by the Senate and General Assembly of 
the State of New Jersey, That Lowis Kossuth be invited 
to visit this Legistature at its present session, that we may 
extend to him the hospitality of the State and assure him of 
our sympathy. 

2. Beit resolved, That in Louis Kossuth we recognize a 
true patriot, and the able and eloqueut expounder of con- 
stitutional rights and liberties; that we sympathize with 
him and his countrymen in the calamities which have be- 
fallen their fatherland; that we deeply deplore that the 
recent glorious struggle for the freedom of Hungary was 
rendered unsuccessful by the treason of their general, and 
the armed intervention of Russia, contrary to the princi- 
ples of justice and international law ; and that we trust, by 
the blessing of Divine Providence, that all his future efforts 
in the cause of his country may be crowned with success, 
and that the people of Hungary, now dispersed or down- 
trodden, may be restored to freedom and happiness, under 
the protecting care of a constitutional government erected 
by themselves. 

3. And be it resolved, That every nation has a right to 
alter, modify, abotish, or adopt its own form of government, 
| and regulate its own interna} affairs, and that an armed in- 
tervention of any other nation to control or destroy this 
rightis an infraction of international law. 

4. And be it resolved, That the supremacy of the non- 
intervention law, acknowledged by all nations, would tend 
to maintain national rights, prevent national wars, and give 
a lasting peace to the world.. 

5. And be it resolved, That our Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress be requested to obtain the passage of a 
resolution by Congress, instructing the representatives of 
the United States to the Governments of Europe to urge 
| upon those Governments a declaration that the forcible in- 
tervention of one nation to regulate the internal affairs, or 
to alter, modify, abolish, or prescribe the form of govern- 
ment of another nation, is an infraction of the law of na- 
tions. 

6, And be it resolved, That the Governor be requested to 
trafismit a copy of these resolutions to the President of the 
Upiited States, to Louis Kossuth, and to each of our Sena- 

rs and Representatives in Congress. 


Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, ‘no one 
eed doubt my regard for the old Democratic prin- 
ciple, that the representative is bound by the 
will of his constituents. No one need doubt the 
profound respect which any expression of opinion 
y the Legislature of New Jersey will command 
fromme; { know no higher honor than faithfully 
to represent my native State. I can enjoy no 
higher satisfaction than to feel that I merit her 
approval. My ambition in the discharge of my 
duties here, is to promote her interests. In doing 
that, I know that I shall promote the welfare of 
| our whole country. 
| Sir, I execrate the oppressors of poor Hunga- 
| ry, and cordially sympathize with the Legislature 
and people of New Jersey in her sufferings. I 
am as desirous for her independence and the ex- 
tension of human liberty as any of my fellow- 
| citizens. Nevertheless, Tam constrained to say, 
that while I agree to every sentiment of freedom 
and love of liberty contained in the resolutions 
which you have just heard read, I do not entirely 
; concur in the principles of public law by which 
| the object they have in view is sought to be ob- 
tained. I will, therefore, with the Senate’s leave, 
| proceed to state, in a few brief remarks, the 


i| grounds of my opinion—what, in my judgment, 


; are the responsibilities of this Government, and 
the course we ought to take in regard to our for- 
relat . The course suggested by the res- 
olutions is not precisely the one preferred by me. 
They do not avow the principles which this Gov- 
ernment ought to assert and maintain—which the 
United States always has. asserted, and which I 
„hope she will continue to assert as long as there 
is a single despotic Government existing whose 
people rise to demand the blessings of liberty. 
Sir, when we cast oureyesoverthe world—every» 
where—with the exception of America—we see 
the surface of the whole earth appropriated by 
absolute monarchs. The only country which en- 
Joys republican Government, and whose people 
adequately appreciate free institutions, is the 
United States. Those free institutions compre- 
hend all that survives of free principles and politi- 
cal liberty. In them is concentrated all that ig 
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valuable of what man has ever achieved in quali- 
fying himself for self-government. 

The Mosaic Republic—Rome and her Em- 
pire—the transitory Commonwealtgs of Italy and 
Germany, which heralded the revival of learning — 
all stand as beacon-lights to warn and instruct us. 
All that is of value in the institutions of the Great 
Alfred.or modern Britain is ours—improyved, per- 
fected, and divested of every element which. can 
interfere with, or enfeeble the sovereiguty of the 
people. Weare, in truth, the residuary legatees 
of all that the blood and treasure of mankind ex- 
pended for four thousand years have accomplished 
in the cause of human freedom. -En our hands 
alone is the precious deposit. Before God and the 
world, we are responsible for this legacy. Not for 
our own benefit only, but for the benefit and hap- 
piness of the whole family of man. What course, 
then, skall this Government take to perpetuate our 
liberties and to diffuse our free institutions over 
the world? 

Ist. We must guard our constitutional grant of 
delegated power from infraction. We must abide 
within the limits prescribed by the States to the 
General Gavernment. We must discreetly exer- 
cise the. powers actually granted, and abstain 
from the exercise of all powers not granted. 

Qi. We must so direct the foreign affairs of this 
Government, that the progress of liberty shall be 
promoted and not retarded. This progress may 
not be promoted by. war except under peculiar 
circumstances. Peace, as I said upon a former 
occasion, is the true policy of this Republic. 
& Peace is the anitaating genius of our mstitu- 
tions;”’ and, indeed, ought to be of those of all 
nations. 

But the whole world, wherever you look, with 
the exception of a portion of this continent, being 
under monarchial governments, l desire to know 
how the oppressed and. fettered nations of the 
earth are to break their chains, and maintain 
themselves against the armies of despotism, if the 
law of nations reads that there shall be no inter- 
vention in their behalf? 

Icannot give my consent to any proclamation 
of principles, which may be construed to abridge 
the right and sacred duty which belongs to this 
Government, to do whatever it may choose to do 
in aid of any people who are striving to throw off 
the yoke of despotism. 

But, Mr. President, there are, in my judgment, 
two extremes, which should be avoided in the con- 
duct of our foreign relations. Ist. We should 
not recklessly interfere with the affairs of foreign 
nations. We should count the cost, weigh well 
the duty and necessity, and be sure that our ob- 
jects are practicable and attainable, consistent with 
the principles of our Government and promotive 
of human liberty and happiness. Washington, 
and the master spirits of that age of great men, 
knew well, that in the infancy of this Government, 
we were not able to cope with the European bel- 
ligerents who had given us such just cause of | 
offence. But he foresaw the period when this Re- | 
public would be able, not only to protect itself, but 
to stand forth as one of the greatest Powers of the | 
earth. He foresaw, likewise, that our mission 
was not compatible with any entangling alliances | 
with other nations. He therefore admonished | 
us to avoid allsuch connection. Notwithstand- 
ing, sir, the able and ingenious manner in which 
the invitation has been given, that we should en- 
tangle ourselves in a coalition with Great Britain 
to dictate this new law of non-intervention to all 
nations, I am, so far as it respects this overture, 
for abiding by the advice of Washington—I want 
no entangling alliances. 

Qd. The other extreme which we should avoid, 
and into which so many are desious that we should 
rush headlong, without a glance to the future, is, 
that forgetting all our obligations and duties to the | 
cause of humanity, and to the principles of uni- 
vergal freedom, we should, from unworthy fears 
or false conservatism, hastily decide that we have 
no concern in the condition of the world beyond 
our own boundaries; and precipitately resolve, 
that in no event and under no circumstances shall 
we interfere in behalf of oppressed nations. 


I cannot consent to yield and abandon this natu- į 


ralright, which all nations from time immemorial 
have exercised. Sir, I say that intervention, not 
for the purpose of helping an odious tyrant to put 
down liberty—because that is against the laws of 
God and man—-but in behalf of ‘an oppressed 


: 3 a 
| people. who implore assistance,” is not only in 
| conformity with the universal practice of nations, 
but it is sustained and inculcated by the best 
| authorities on public law. 

Vattel says: 

_© But if the prince attacking the fundamental laws, gives 
his subjects a legal right to resist him—if tyranny becoming 
insupportable, obliges the nation to rise in their defence, 
every foreign power has a right to succor an oppressed peo- 
ple who implore their assistance. 

Again, the same author says: 
“ For when a people from good reasons take up arms 


»3 


| brave men should be assisted in defence of their liberties. 
Whenever, therefore, a civil war is kindled in a State, for- 
eign powers may assist that party which appears to them to 
| have justice on its side. He who assists an odious tyrant— 
he who declares for an unjust and rebellious people, offends 
! against his duty.” 


So much for the law; now as to the practice. 
Mr. Wheaton says, in his history of the ‘“Mod- 
j ern Law of Nations:” 


the application, by the allied Powers, of the principle of 
| armed intervention to the internal affairs of France, for the 
purpose of checking the progress of her revolutionary prin- 
ciples and the extension of her military power. 


nental war of 1792 will be apparent from the examination 
of historical documents.” 

He says again: 

“That the measures adopted by Austria, Russia, and 
Prussia, at the Congress of Troppau and of Laybach, in 
respect to the Neapolitan revolution of 1820, were founded 
on principles adapted to give the great Powers of the Euro- 
pean continent a perpetual pretext for interfering in the 
internal concerns of its different States.”? 


Mr, Wheaton, speaking of that period of time 
between the peace of Westphalia (1648) and that 
of Utrecht, of 1713, says: 

« Whatever disputes right arise as to its [intervention] 
application, the principle itself was acknowledged on all 
| hands.”? 

Sir, I well know that the opponents of interven- 
tion are in the habit of relying on isolated pas~ 
sages from writers on the Jaw of nations in sup- 
port of this doctrine. But it will be found, ona 
thorough examination of those writers, that all 
they mean to say is, that no nation has a right 
to interfere with the domestic concerns or the mu- 
nicipal institutions of foreign countries, or to stir 
up to rebellion their citizens or subjects. But they 
all agree to the right to intervene when a people 
have actually risen and are striving to throw off 
intolerable oppression. 

It is my deliberate opinion, sir, that we not only 
have the right, but that it would be our duty, un- 
| der some circumstances, in our own good time, 
whengthe occasion is roper, and it may be prac- 
| ticale, to assist any people who rise to achieve 
| their liberties and to establish a republican govern- 
iment. Sir, it has been tactice by all nations 
| from time immemorial; and all the paper promul- 


i| gations which will ever be made will never stop 


this practice among nations. The only way in 
which it cau be arrested, is by appealing to their 
‘interest and safety—by boldly declaring that we 
will interfere whenever it suits us. Sir, what law 
| will they or do they consult except the law of 
i their own will? You cannot chain up the great 
Powers of the earth by paper declarations of the 
law of nations. The law of nations in modern 


It ig true, indeed, that nations have generally 
exercised this right for the purposes of oppression 
and injustice, and in hostility to the rights of man- 
kind. Buta better time is coming, the time when 


pressor and in favor of the oppressed. 

Therefore, I am unwilling, after tyranny has so 
long had sway, and lorded it over the destinies of 
mankind, now to avow a principle which leaves to 
its tender mercies the happiness of the whole hu- 
| man race. 

Sir, an avowal by us of the principle of non- 


|i intervention would raise a wall up, around this 
ii Republic, as high as heaven, and would shut in 


the light of liberty from surroundingnations. The 
avowal of such a principle at this time would be 
received with one universal shout of joy by all 
i| the potentates of Europe, and with one universal 
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i freedom on earth. I am unwilling to gratify the 


against an oppressor, justice and generosity require that | 


“The first war of the French Revolution originated in | 


That this |! 
was the avowed motive of the Powers allied in the Conti- | 


i the United States may interpose against the op- | 


| wail of lamentation and woe by all true lovers of |} 
i 
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1, What hope would‘ remain to the oppressed” after 
sucha declaration? ‘The radiant light which; enia- 
nating from this Republic, has so long cheered 
and animated their hearts would shine no Jonger 
—all would look black and. cheerless, and Weéspair 
l| would settle darkly on their prospects.” ees 
|| Besides, would not the establishment of the 
principle of non-intervention as the law of nations, 
e in direct opposition to the principles declared 
by Mr. Monroe in relation. to this continent? 
Does any one doubt, that if this country felt itself 
bound, under no circumstances and at no time, to 
interfere with the affairs of Europe, that before 
many years monarchical governments would be 
established in the whole Southern portion of this 
continent? Does any one doubt that, before many 
\| years, the Island of Cuba would be a dependenc 
i, of Great Britain? It does, then, seem to me pal- 
|! pable that while peace is the policy of this coun- 
il try, and while we should always bear in mind 
the admonition of Washington against entangling 
alliances, that it would be suicidal to the honor, to 
the interests and prospective power of this Go- 
vernment, if the United Siates should: incur’ any 
obligation by which they would forever be forbid- 
den from interfering in the affairs of other nations 
whenever circumstances in any case might render 
it necessary, just, and expedient. Therefore it 
| seems to me that this principle of non-intervention 
would be in direct violation of all the rights and 
duties of a free and independent republic. 

Now, sir, in the practical application of these 
|| principles to the important topic of the day, I will 
take hold of that idea which others seem to have 
i| handled with such significant delicacy. Tam not 
| afraid to express my opinions on this subject, or, 
indeed, on any other, although the press (which, 
God knows, is brave enough) seems to shrink from 
touching it; and I say, for one, that I am not pre- 
pared to go to war with Russia on account of 

ungary, partly because Russia is‘our old, and 
true, and faithful friend, and partly because Hun- 
|| garian liberty, through the instrumentality of the 
|! United States, is at present an idea Utopean and 
i| impracticable. This proposition is self-evident, 
| and requires no demonstration; it is an impossible 

thing, and what is impossible can’t happen, 
never come to pass. But, Mr. President, though 
I am not prepared, nor willing to go to war with 
Russia, or to disturb the present state of things in 
Hungary, about which we have so little satisfac- 
|| tory information, I will once more repeat, and de- 
|| clare it in the face of the world, as my opinion, 
|! that this Government hasan indisputable and per- 
|! fect right to interfere whenever, by such interfer- 
ence, she can promote her own interests and 
i| advance the cause of liberty—-whenever, by such 
interference, she may successfully rescue from the 
grasp of tyranny an oppressed nation, whom she 
may see fit to assist and to place among the inde- 
pendent nations of the world. This is a principle 
which we cannot, we dare not, we never will re- 
linguish. Itis an inherent principle of nationality, 
under no pretence whatever to be surrendered. 

Sir, if tyrants have used it heretofore to en- 
thrall mankind, this growing Republic will some 
of these days use it for their freedom. In peace 
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i| let it be maintained with unfaltering tenacity; in 
H war let it be asserted by all the power of arms; 


and when the great contest begins, as before 1900 


|| it must, between free principles and the right of 
i 


self government and despotic power, then let it be 
| inscribed upon all our banners—everywhere— 
: wherever they float, on evéry sea, and land, and 
i| ocean and continent, where the warfare rages, 
ii letit herald the advent of freedom and national in- 
dependence, and the discomfiture of tyranny and 
oppression. 
|| -I move that the resolution be laid upon the table 
| and printed for the use of the Senate. 
| Mr. MILLER. I have also received a copy of 
|| the resolutions just presented by my colleague; but 
i| as the subject-matter to which they relate 1s now 
i| before the Senate, in the resolutions presented by 
il the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Crarxe,] Í 
i} will not, at this time, during the morning hour tres- 
pas upon the Senate with any remarks of mine, 
ut will at an early day take occasion to respond 
to these resolutions, and express my yiews fally 
upon the important matter there embraced. 
And although I do not acknowledge the doc- 
trine of instruction in any of its forms, yet the ex- 
pressed opinion of the Legislature of New Jersey 
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taking the consus in Piscataquis county, Maine, on the files ! 
of the Senate, be referred te the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, it was * 
o ‘Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate 
relating ‘tothe claim of the State.of Alabama for interest | 
on deferred payments on-ihe five per cent. fund, inder the 
gompact for her. admission: into the Union, be referred to 
the Cominittee.on Public Lands”. Soe 

(On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 
dered, That tho memorial-of the heirs of Hascal Deteh- 
dy, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. ~ 
“On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 
i Ordered, That the petition of J. Epes Cowan, on the files 


of thé Senate, be referred to the Committee on Private Lang i 


Claims. | 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Towa, it was f 


. Ordered, That the petition of Charles H: Buxenstoin, on i 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

‘On motion by Mr. FISI, it was i 


- Ordered, That the héirs of David Noble have leave to | 
withdraw their petition and payers. > ; Í 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES, l 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the. Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the petition of į 
Adam Hays, submitted an adverse report; which 
was ordered to. be printed. 
He also, from the same committee, to. which 
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was referred the bill for the relief of Philip Miller, ‘| 


reported.it without amendment. ‘ i 
n Mr, SHIELDS, from the Committee for the | 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the | 
billto amend an act entitled “An act to incor- | 
porate the Washington Gas Light Company,” | 
approved July 8, 1848, reported it without amend- 
ment, 


was referred the memorial of the Rector of St. 
John’s Church, Washington, reported a bill for the | 
yelicf of St. John’s Church, in the city of Wash- 
ington; which was read and passed to the second 
reading, 
o Mr, DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred. the bill to provide 
for the removal of obstructions in the river Savan- 
nah, in the State of Georgia, and for the improve- 
ment of the same, reported it without amendment. 
„Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the petition | 
of. Joseph FI. D. Bowmar, reported abill for his | 
relief; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. 


CUBAN PRISONERS IN SPAIN. 
Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on For- | 


eign Relations, to which was referred the bill for i 
the relief of American citizens lately imprisoned 
and pardoned by the Queen of Spain, reported it | 
without amendment. He also asked the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to have the bill taken 
up and disposed of, as it was of urgent necessity. | 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to consider | 
the bill as in Committee of the Whole; and no | 
amendment being made, it was reported to the : 
Senate, was ordered to a third reading, and was : 
read a third time and passed. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


» Mr. MALLORY gave notice of his intention to | 
ask leave to introduce a bill to be entided «A bill | 


relating to the sale of public lands in certain cases,” i 
Mr. WALKER gave notice of his intention to 


ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of the ` 
heirs and representatives of Captain i 
| 
i 


© | MEXICAN INDEMNITY. ! 
. On the motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate | 
proceeded to consider, as in Conimittee of the į 
Whole, the bill to provide for carrying into execu- | 
tion, in further pait, the twelfth article of the treaty : 
with Mexico, concluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo; | 
cand no amendment being made, it was reported |! 
‘to the Senate, was ordered to a third reading, and 
was read a third time and passed. 
FLORIDA SENATORIAL ELECTION. 
_ Mr. BERRIEN, Being compelled to leave the 
‘City to-morrow, and being uncertain’ ast 
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o the | 


| gress. 


j deferred. 


honorable D. L: Yulee, and: that some other Sen- 
ator may. be appointed in my place. 
The honorable: Sehator was excused from far- 
ther'service on the conimittee. ~ eae 

~The PRESIDENT... It will be-necessary for 
the Senate to select a member ofthe- select com- 
mittee, in the place of the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, who bas been excused.. ae: 

Mr. PEARCE... I hope that by unanimous 
consent the’ Chair will be allowed to appoint. 

The PRESIDENT. The committee was se- 
lected in the first place by the Senate. : The Chair, 
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vacancy. itte t 
|| determine the rights of persons claiming seats in 
ʻi the Senate. The Chair does not, therefore, wish 
|| to take the responsibility of filling the vacancy. 
He trusts, then, if such is the pleasure of the Sen- 
| ate, that Senators will now prepare their ballots 
| for another member of thecommittee. Or the bal- 
| loting can be postponed until to-morrow. 
Mr. WALKER. I move to postpone it until 
i to-morrow, i . 

The PRESIDENT. It will lie over until to- 
morrow, and the Chair will then request Senators 
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committee. 
DISCIPLINE IN THE NAVY. 


I reported some time ago, from the Naval Com- 
mittee, a bill to. enforce discipline and promote 


ment, That bill was reported by the committee, 
in the same form in which it passed the Senate, 
| with great unanimity, at the last session af Con- 
It is very desirable that that bill should be 
acted on speedily. We have squadrons now about 


| going to sea, in distant ports of the United States, | 


. . {and it is important that the officers of the Navy 
s He also, from the same committee, to which | 


| should have some system to enforce discipline. T 
shouid ask the Senate to take up the bill to which 
I have referred this morning, but for the fear that 
it might interfere with the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. McRax,] who is entitled to the 
floor. on another subject. 1 wish merely to say at 
this time, that I believe the bill will not occupy 
much time.. lt is a case of emergency that/it 
should be passed at once, and I give notice th¢t I 
will ask the Senate to-morrow morning to tak up 
the bill and dispose of it. ? 


THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
| resolution declaring the compromise measures a 
| definite settlement of all questions growing out of 
| the institution of slavery. A 
Mr. McRAE resumed and finish 
which he commenced on Thursd 
| the resolution. 


| ed the speech 
| ay last against 
It will be published in,the Appendix. 
Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I think the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Mc- 


i| Rav,] who has delivered a speech, which will 


certainly not soon be forgotten in th 


uis body, as 
well for its substance as for hisadmirable manner, 
i has, nevertheless, faller into an error as to the 
| character and purpose of the resolution now under 
| the consideration of the Senate, submitted by his 
| late colleague in this body; and I wish, for a few 
moments, to call the attentionof the Senate to 
| 

| 

i 


what is the true character of that resolution, 

The honorable Senator set out with the declara- 
| of Congress referred to in it, and which form the 
! adjustment or compromise which 
| the first session of the last Congres 
yor, an approval of each and ever 
measures; and, therefore, cannot properly receive 
| the support of any member of this body who 
| denies or doubts the propriety of any one of those 
measures. 

Now this to me is totally and absolutely a mis- 
apprehension of what the resolution contains. 
The resolution, if Iam able to understand the 
meaning of the plain English words in which it is 
drawn up, says nothing about the merits of any 
one of the particular acts referred to. It affirms 
nothing as to the excellence or propriety of the 
particular provisions contained in any one of those 


y one of those 
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therefore, prefers that the Senate itsel£ shall fill the ; 
It is an important committee, raised to | 


to prepare their ballots for a member of the select | 


Mr. BADGER. The Senate will recollect that | 


good conduct in the naval service, by which it was | 
intended to provide asubstitute for corporal punish- ‘| 


At,his request its publication is | 


i tion, that it involved the merits of the several acts | 


was adopted at : 
í ion o s; that this res- | 
olution requires in every one who votes in its fa- | 


acts: It proposes nò approval, on the part of this 
body; of. the provisions contained in any one of 
| those acts. It declares nothing respecting them, 
except as a whole. It declares nothing respecting 
them, except that those acty do, as a whole, in 
| their mutual conuectionand dependence upon cach 
other, constitute an adjustment—constitute a set- 
tlement—and constituting a` settlement, that they 
ought not to be touched by the legislation of Con- 
|| gress until experience shall demonstrate that fur- 
ther. legislation is necessary. That is what the 
resolution declares, and that is all that the resolu- 
tion declares. As itis very brief; allow me toread 
it to the Senate: i 

Be if resolved, That the series of measures embraced in 
:| the acts entited “ An act proposing to the State of Texas 
; the establishment of her northern and western boundaries, 
therelinquishment, by the said State, of alt territory claimed 
| Dy her exterior to said boundaries, and of all her claims 
| upon the United States, and to establish a territorial govern- 
ment for New Mexico,” approved September $, 38503 Any 
act for the admission of the State of California into the 
Union,” approved September 9, 1850 ; “ An aet to establish 
|j a territorial government for Utah,” approved Septeinber 9, 
18560; «An act to amend.ana supplementary to an act en- 
|| titled ‘An act respecting fugitives from justice, and persons 
i} escaping from the service of their masters,’ approved Feb- 
ruary 32, 1793,” approved September 18, 1850; and ‘ An ack 
to suppress the slave trade in the District.of Cofumbia,’? 
approved September 20, 1850. commonly known as the 
“Compromise “Acts,” are, inthe judgment of this body, @ 
setdlement in principle and substance——a final setflement of 
the dangerous and exciting subjects which. they embracey 
and ought to be adhered to by Congress untl time and ex- 
perience shah demonstrate. the necessity of farther legisla~ 
tion to guard against evasion or abuse. 

Now, I appeal to every gentleman who is a 
member of ite body, if anything can be clearer 
i than that the resolution afirms nothing but this: 
that these measures constitute a settlement of the 
| questions to which they referred and which they 
i| embraced. Why, itis there in plain and unmis- 
ij takable language. There is not ome word, letter, 
|i or syllable in the resolution that says any one of 
'| those measures was in in itself the wisest or the 
i! best; or that it was even wise or good, considered 
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|| by itself. The affirmation is, that these measures 
|| constitute a settlement; and from that is deduced a 
i further assertion, that, constituting a setilement, 
i they ought to be tried, they onght to be allowed 
| to rest, they should not be interfered with until b 
time and experience the necessity of change shali 
i be demonstrated. Is not that clear? ‘Why, in 
| the very ordinary transactions of hfe, if half a 
dozen individuals who had been engaged ina part- 
nership transaction, or any other mutual business, 
come to.a settlement of pending difficulties between 
them, and that settlement should be made by mu- 
| tual grants and releases among them, might'it not 
be—would it not be affirmed, that those mutual 
|| acts of grant and release constituted a settlement, 
and ought to beadhered to? But surely it never 
would be, it never could be understood, that each 
and every one of the parties entering into this mu- 
i tual arrangement with regard to their difficulties, 
i| approved of each and everything that was done in 
the whole series of measures that constituted the 
adjustment. Certainly not. Therefore, as far as 
1 am able to understand the meaning of the lan- 
guage.in which this resolution is couched, there is 
not in ita single word, letter, or syllable whieh af- 
firms anything about any one of these measures, or 
| does anything but declare that, together, they con- 
stituteasettlement. Asettlementhow? In principle 
and substance. It does not declare that the princi- 
ples of each and every separate measure were right 
| principles; but that the whole together consti- 
; tuted, in principle and substance, a settlement. 
Why in principle and substance? Because these 
; Measures were separate and distinct acts of legis- 
lation, and do not, in form, appear to be a set- 
| tlement. Each one, on its face, stands as an 
independent exercise of the legislative power. 
Therefore, they do not constitute, in form, a set- 
tlement. But the language of the résolution is, 
that they constitute a settlement in principle and 
substance. This means, that although they were 
all separately passed, they were all d esigned—they 
were all understood—ihey were all voted upon by 
those who passed them, with the understanding 
i| that there was a mutual connection and depend- 
| ance between them; ‘and that after they were all 
i| passed, they were, and were entitled to be, con- 
i| sidered a settlement of the questions embraced in 
them. I shall yote very cheerfully for this reso- 
| lution; but. shall not consider myself, in so voting, 

as expressing, in the remotest degree, the opinion 
that: approve of all, or any one of these separate 
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measures by itself considered. It is true I do.ap- 
prove of most of these measures. I approved of 
them at’ the time. But in voting for this resolu- 
tion I shall express no such sentiment; I shall 


merely express this: that these measures consti- | 


tuted a settlement; and that, irrespective of my 
opinion with regard to the merits of the particu- 
lar measure which entered into and formed-that 
settlement, the settlement ought to be adhered to; 
it ought to be tried until it shall be ascertained by | 
experience, that it is necessary that Congress 
should enter into further acts of legislation upon 
the subject. That is what I understand by it. 


A word now in regard to the form which the 
resolution has assumed in consequence of the 
amendment which I had the honor to submit to 
the Senate. If I understood the honorable Sena- 
tor from: Mississippi, he said he considered the 
resolution better in its original shape—liable to less 
objection—one for which he could vote—while he 
would not feel himself at liberty to vote for the 
resolution in its present form. Let us see what 
the original resolution in this respect declares; and 
how it stands in itsamended form; and letus see if 
there isany thing in it, in its present form, that can 
be considered objectionable, which did not exist ina 
higher degree in the form in which it was originally 
proposed. The original resolution says that these 
measures ‘are, in the judgment of this body, en- 


‘titled to be recognized as a definitive adjustment |, 


“and settlement of the distracting questions grow- 
‘ing out of the system of domestic slavery—and 
‘as such said measures should be acquiesced in 
‘and faithfully observed by all good citizens.” 
In what sense is an approval of the particular 
measures referred to—of the merits of the several ; 
acts of Congress composing that series of meas- 
ures—how is an opinion expressed upon the merits | 
of these particular measures, more in the amended , 
‘form than in the original form of the resolution? | 
The original form declares that they are entitled 
to be recognized as a definitive adjustment and 
settlement of the distracting questions growing 
out ofthe system of domestic slavery; while the 
amended resolution declares that they are a settle- 
‘ment in pringiple and substance—a final settle- | 
ment of the dangerous and exciting subjects which 
they embrace. If approval is implied in the one 
case, | pray you to tell me if the ingenuity of man 
can show that the same approval is not implied in 
‘the other? It cannot beshown. Gentlemen may 
assume that it is so: gentlemen, if they take that 
view of it, will, of course, act upon the supposi- 
tion that it is so. But I maintain, that upon a just 
exposition of this language, the idea of approval 
of the particular measures constituung the adjust- 
ment, is no more expressed in the one case than in 
ihe other. It was not, therefore, on that ground, 
that I submitted the amendment which the honor- 
able Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Foore,] who | 
offered the resolution, felt willing to accept, and | 
which he, not having control of the resolution, in | 
the judgment of the Chair, was, on a division, 
adopted by the Senate: but it was for another pur 
pose. The resolution as originally framed, do- 
clared these measures were to be acquiesced in in- į 
definitely, under all circumstances, without any | 
limitation. I suggested then, in substance—I do 
not remember the particular phraseology which I 
used—that there was at Jeast a plausible objec- 
tion to the resolution in undertaking to give an un- 
alterable character to these. measures. 


tained; and I wished to remove from the resolu- | 
tion every objection, not only real but plausible; | 


and therefore suggested the amendment by which i| 


itis declared with regard to these measures that 


they ought to be maintained untouched, until we | 


see what will be the result upon them of time and | 
experience. - i 

Then, in the second place, I thought that the | 
original form of the resolution was subject to a. 
real objection, which was, that the Senate, instead | 
of declaring what ought to be the action of this | 
body, would declare by it what should be the duty | 
of the citizens of the country. Tt seems to me | 
unnecessary to declare that the citizens of the 


and at the same time I thought the resolution in- 
sufficient, because it ought to declare our own 
views and our own purpose wih regard to the 
maintenance-of those laws—the ‘legislative power 
“over that subject ‘being in this body and in the 
other House. It was upon that ground that this 


j 
country ought to obey the laws of the country; | 


amendment was offered by me, and it was adopted 


i| by the Senate. And I must say, that if there is 


anything in the original resolution which has 
; merits which commend it to the favor of the Sen- 
ate, no part of those ferits have been removed by 
the amendment which I had the honor to submit. 


adjournment has arrived, if the honorable Senator 
wil give way I will move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. BADGER assented. 


And then, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 
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Į did not !| 
esteem that objection as just; still it was enter- Żi 


i 
i} amendment? 
t 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. Mr. Morea. 

The Journal of Friday last was read. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said that he discovered that 
the Journal of Friday last states that he had re- 
ported, without amendment, from the Committee 
on Territories the bill authorizing the Governor 
of the Territory of New Mexicg to call an extra 


| session of the Legislative Assembly of said Ter- | 


vitory. He reported the bill with an amendment, 


| and desired the Journal to be so corrected. 


It was ordered, and the Journal was then ap- 
proved. $ 

Mr. SIBLEY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to allow him to introduce a resolution. 


MOORE AND HASCALL. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the unfinished business of Friday last, which is 


| the consideration of bill No. 193, for the relief of 


Hiram Moore and John Hascall, upon which the 
previous question was ordered to be put; which 
main question is upon the motion to refer the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole, and the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARTTER called for the order of busi- 
ness. are 5 

Mr. SIBLEY again asked the unanimous con- 


| sent of the Elouse to introduce the following reso- 


lution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of devoting the pro- 
ceeds of the Fort Suelling military reserve, when sold, to 


| the benefit of the University of Minnesota, in licu of a like 


number of acres of land already granted by Congress for 


f that purpose, and that the gaid committee report by bill or 
i otherwise. 


There being no objection, the resolution was in- 
troduced. : 
The question was then taken, and the resolution 


į was agreed to. 


Mr. MOLONY. I havea favor to ask of the j 
House—one which I rarely ask, but always vote | 
to grant. [tis simply the introduction of a bill, 
of which previous notice has been given, which I 
desire may be referred to a committee. 

It was then read for information, as follows: 

A bill granting to the State of Hlinois and Indi- 


ii ana the right of way for, and a portion of the pub- 


lic lands to aid in, the construction of a railroad 


i from Lafayette, Indiana, across the Grand Prairie, 


via Middieport, to La Salle county, Uhnois. 
Mr. SKELTON objected. 

Mr. FOWLER asied the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution. f 
Mr. SKELTON called for the orders of the day. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has already 
stated that the unfinished business of the House 


A motion was made to commit the said bill toa 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day, and printed, upon which the previous 
question was moved and seconded, and the main 
question ordered to be put; and upon this question 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARTTER. I submit whether the pre- 
vious question was not called upon the motion to 
pass it? 

The SPEAKER. That will be the effect if the 
House vote down the proposition to refer. If the 
House refuse to refer the bill, it will, under the 
| operation of the previous question, be brought to 

a vote upon the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. SACKETT. I ask,,if the House refuse to 

refer the bill, whether it will be then open to 


The SPEAKER. It will not—the previous 
question having been ordered. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. As the usual hour for | 


Prayer | 


is the consideration of bill No. 193, being a bill | 
i for the relief of Hiram Moore and John Hascall. 


House, thatthe bill grants ‘a patent Tor 
years. ae 
Mr. CARTTER. 


grossment? 


The SPEAKER. It will, under the operation 
of the previous question, : i 
Mr. SACKETT. Iask that the bill be rêad. 


Mr. CARTTER. I object. i 

Mr. SACKETT. Do we understand the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cagrrer,] the chairman 
of the committee, as objecting to the bill being 
read? : 

Mr. CARTTER. The gentleman understands 
that the biil has been already read by sections, 

_ Mr. SACKETT. Last week; and I:ask that 
it be read again. : 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
refer the bill; and there were—yeas 39, nays 137, 
as follows: : Re 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Averett, Bragg, .Caskie, 
Churchwell, Clingman, Curtis, Daniel, Dawson, Dunham, 
Evans, Faulkner, Fieklin, Floyd; Gamble, Isham. G. Har- 
ris, Haven, Holladay, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Andrew. 
Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy: Jones, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Mason, Millson, Olds, OuJaw, Samuel! W@Par- 
ker, Phelps, Powell, Sackett, Smith, Alexander Hi Ste- 
phens, Toombs, Wallace, and Wilcox—39. M 

NAYS-=-Messrs. Aiken. Charles Allen, Willis Alien, Alli- 
gon, Andrews, William Appleton, Ashe, Babcock, Barrere, 
Bell, Bibighaus, Bisse, Bocock, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. 
Brown, George IH. Brown, Buell, Burrows, Busby, B.. Oar- 
rington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson 
Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chastain, Clark, Cobb, Col- 
cock, Conger, Jolin G. Davis, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, 
Doty, Duncan, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ewing, 
Fitch, Fowler, Henry M. Faller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, Green, 
Grey, Grow, Hall, Hammond, Harper, Hart, Waseall, Heb- 
ard, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Horsford, Houston, How- 
ard, John W. Howe, Thomas M, Howe, Thomas Y. How, 
Jenkins, James Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. John- 
son, Danie] T. Jones, George G. King, Kuhns, Lockhart, 
Mace, Mann, Edward C. Marshall, Martin, McCorkle, 
MecLanaban, McMallin, MeNair, Meacham, Meade, Miner, 
Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Mur- 
phy, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Orr, Andrew Parker, Peat- 
lee, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Price, Riddle, Robbins, 
Robinson, Russell, Schoolcraft, Seurry, David L. Bey- 
mour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Stanly, Benja- 
min Stanton, Abr’m P. Stevens, Stone, St.Martin, Strat- 
ton, Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, George W. Thon 
son, Thurston, ‘Townshend, Tuck, Venable, Walbridge, 
Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, 
Wildrick, Williams, and Woodward—137. 

So the bill was not committed. 

Mr. SACKETT. Mr. Speaker, is the previous 
question exhausted ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not exhausted. 

Mr. CARTTER. Is it in order to move a re- 
consideration of the last vote, and to lay that mo- 
tion upon the table? 

The SPEAKER, 

Mr. CARTTER. 
consider. , i ; 

Mr. SACKETT.. I believe F have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made no 
proposition. ae 

Mr.SACKETT. I inquired if the previous 
question was exhausted, with the intention of 
moving a reconsideration, 

The SPEAKER. Itis not a debatable propo- 
sition at all events. . 

Mr. SACKETT. I wished to make a state- 
ment in regard to this bill. I desire to move a re- 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Sacxerr] claim 
the floor? . 

Mr. SACKETT. For the purpose of moving 
a reconsideration. a , 

Mr.CARTTER. Ihad anticipated that motion 
already, for the benefit of the gentleman, under the 
recognition of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sacxerr] claimed, and was upon the 
floor, and the Chair thinks he was entitled to it, 

Mr.SACKETT. Is it in order to make an ex- 
planation to the House, of the object of my motion? 

Mr. CARTTER. I will inquire, if the gentle- 
man having voted against the proposition, can now 
meke a motion to reconsider ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot make 
such a motion. rer 

Mr. ROBBINS moved to lay the motion to re- 


It ig. 
f make that motion to re- 


Mi SACKETT. I only wish to say to the | 


consider upon the table; which motion was agreed 
to. ee Be 
The question then being, Shall-the bill’ be en- 


grossed and read a third time? iti was taken and. 
reed to. T 
The SPEAKER. | e 
bill will receive its third reading now. 
Mr, EVANS... Task if the-bill is actually en- 
grossed? ; A i E 
‘The SPEAKER... The Chair understands that 
the bill has not been -engrossed.. - 


‘Mr. EVANS. : 1 then object to its third reading 
now. : Š i ; 

The SPEAKER. The bill takes its place on 
the Calendar. © -> pone og 


Mr. THURSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by. which the bill wag ordered to be engrosséd and 
read ‘a third time, and to lay that motion upon the 
table;- which latter motion was agreed to. 

On miotion by Mr. DISNEY, it was ‘ordered 
thatthe papers of Boyce Purcell be withdrawn 
from: the files. of the House and- referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 


ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. FOWLER asked the unanimous consent: 


of the House to offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
wested to transmit to this House a statement exhibiting 
the amount of claims, if any, including principal and in- 
terest, and designating cach separately, which lave been 
allowed and paid by the several Departments, or any of 
theureaus thereof, from the 4th day of March, 1845, un- 
til the jr day of March, 1849, which had been previously 
presented and suspended, or disallowed in whole or in part, 
and specifying the character of such claims, and also the 
name of each person who at any time acted as agent or so- 
licitor for such claims ; together with the names of the per- 
sons to whom the same or any part thereof was paid, spe- 
sifying, if practicable, the several amounts paid to such 
agents or solicitors as fees for their services in prosecuting 
said claims. 

Mr. GAYLORD objected. 

Ve. FOWLER moved to suspend the rules, 
and on that motion asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. i 

Mr. ASHE. I call for the reading of the reso- 
lution, We have not been able to hear a word 
of it in this part of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been 
read once, but it will be read again unless objected 
to. 

Mr. ANDREWS objected. 

Mr. ASHE. Then I must ask. to be excused 
from voting, for I do not know what the resolu- 
tion Is. : E . 

The question was put, and it was decided in the 
negative. 

o the House refused to excuse Mr. Asune from 
voting. 

Mr. FITCH. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Maine to withdraw his objection. We have none 
of us heard the resolution in this part of the Hall, 
and cannot vote in the dark. 

Mr. ANDREWS withdrew his objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object to that 
resolution. I voted against a similar one last 
Monday and shall vote against all of them. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is to read 
the resolution. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Oh, I have no objection to 
its being read. 

The SPEAKER. That is the proposition. 

‘The Cierk then read the resolution. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Is the resolution amendable 
at this time? ; 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The resolution is 
not now before the House. The question is on 
suspending the rules to enable the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to offer the resolution. 

The question was then put, and there were yeas 
164, nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, 
Allison, Andrews, Jolm Appletor 
Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bocock 
ridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, 

: Brown, Buell, Burrows, 8. Carrington Cabell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, 
Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, 
Curtis, Daniel, George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Eastinan, Ed- 

erton, Edmundson, Evans, Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, 

iteh, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, 
Green, Grey, Grow, Hall, Harper, Hart, Hascall, Haven, 
Hebard, Hendricks, Hibbard Holladay, Horsford, Houston, 
Howard, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. 
How, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, James Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. John- 
son, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, George’ G. King 
Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, Maun, Martin, 
Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, McNair, Mea- 
cham, Meade, Millson, Miner, Henry D. Moore, John 
Moore, Morehead, Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds 
Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel W, Parker, Peaslee, Penni, 


Chas. Allen, Willis Allen, 
t, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, 
s Bowne, Bragg, Brecken- 
Albert G. Brown, George 


If there be no objection, the |; 
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man, Perkins, Phelps, Porter, Price, Riddle, Robinson, Rus- 


Scurry, David L; Seymour, Origen. S. Seymour, Skelton, 
Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, 


| Sweetser, Taylor; Benjamin Thopsou, Geo. W. Thomp- 
| son, Thurston, Toombs, Townshend, Tuck, Venable, Wal- 
bridge, ‘Wallace, Walsh,’ Ward, Watkins, Welch, Wells, 
į Addison White, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Yates—164. a 

NAYS—Messrs. Busby, Caldwell, Floyd, Gaylord, Henn, 
Outlaw, Robbins, Alexander H. Stephens, and Wil- 
Hiaws—~9., oe eed eee 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
‘rules were suspended. ae 

The question recurring en th 
resolution, 

Mr. FOWLER demanded the previous ques- 
tion. ; ; 
Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the previous question 
will not be sustained. There is a very essential 
amendment that ought to be made to that resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. FOWLER. I think not. The resolution 
is precisely the same as that passed last week, 
except that it is addressed to the President instead 
of the Secretaries. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The resolution ought to be 
| amended so as to show the additional proof pre- 
| sented before the Departments to justify the allow- 
| ance of the claims, 
| The House then divided on seconding the de- 
i mand for the previous question, and 
| The SPEAKER announced that there were 
ayes 84, noes 80. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers. 
| Mr. CABELL. I object to tellers. The call 
was made too late. The Chair had announced 
the result of the division. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair overrules the ob- 
jection. Tellers were demanded whilst the Chair 
was in the act of announcing the result, 

Mr. CABELL. I raised the objection, in or- 


e adoption of the 


der that we may have some principle decided. I 


: cided that I was too late, although I addressed the 


nounced. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman appeal 
| from the decision of the Chair ? 

Mr. CABELL. No. I am indifferent about 
the matter. I merely want to have the question 
settled. . 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Futter of 
Maine and Cuanpier appointed. 

The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the negative—ayes 84, noes 85. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. LOCKHART. I desire to offer anamend- 
iment to the resolution. 
| Mr. FOWLER, 
‘floor? I have not yielded it yet, 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman effected his 
| object by calling the previous question. 
| Mr. FOWLER. The question is whether I 


Do I not still retain the 


li do not still hold the floor for further remarks? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman was not un- 


, Ueman had been recognized by the Chair. 

: Mr. FOWLER. I claimed the floor as soon 
| as the result was announced. 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
| gentleman did not claim the floor in time. 

| Mr. LOCKHART moved to amend the resolu- 
i tion by adding thereto the following: 

| 

| 


And the additional evidence, if any, upon which such 
claims were allowed. 


Mr. LOCKHART then demanded the previous 
: question. 
i Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I wish to ask the 
; gentleman from Indiana to modify his amendment 
| so as to call for information in relation to the ad- 
! ditional testimony that was furnished upon claims 
since 1849. My purpose is, that all the facts in 
relation to the allowances of claims may be brought 
out, and that the country may understand whether 
this or that party is to blame. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana agree to the suggestion made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

Mr. LOCKHART. I do not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ah! Then only one side 
| is wanted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must enforce the 


rule. Discussion is not in order. 


i 
j 
! 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
f 
i 
l 
j 
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|. Mr. CARTTER. I appeal to the gentleman. to 


| called for tellers the other day and the Chair de- | 


i Chair before the result of the division was an- | 


sel; Sackett, Scherinerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonihaker, | 


i 


| 
i 
i 
i 
f 


; derstood as claiming the floor until another gen- j 


Abraham P. Steveus, St: Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, |} 


i 
1 


|| and the first day of February, 1852, and 


withdraw the demand: for the:previous question, 
to allow me to. offer this additional amendment, 
that any of the officers incumbent during the period 
embraced in the resolution shall have the privilege 
of going into the offices and vindicating their ac- 
tion during the investigation... 0 o 

Mr. LOCKRART. I cannot withdraw. the 


| call for the. previous question. 


Mr. FOWLER. I desire to make-a suggestion 
to the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Locunart:] 
If the gentleman will go alter his amendment as to 
extend it down to the present time, I will accept 
it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As the resolution 
which was adopted on Monday last now stands, 
the Department can report the new proof upon 
which the claims were allowed. ‘There is nothing 
in the resolution which precludes it; and they will, 
no doubt, take this resolution. as a precedent to 
govern their action under the former resolution. 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to say 

TheSPEAKER. This discussion is entirely 
out of order. ` 

Mr. FOWLER. Ido not propose to discuss 
the matter; but I desire tò say again tothe gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Lockgarrt,] that I will 
accept his amendment if he will extend it down 
to the present time. 

Mr. LOCKHART. Iam satisfied with it as it 
now stands. 

The question now being upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question, upon a division 
there were—ayes 99. 

Mr. WILLIAMS demanded tellers, which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Futter of Maine and 
CHANDLER were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 79, noes 50. . 

So the previous question received a second. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
which was first on agreeing to Mr. LOCKHART’S 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption of 
the resolution as amended, and being taken, it was 
carried in the affirmative. : 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STANLY moved that the vote just taken, 
by which the resolution was adopted, be recon- 
sidered,and to lay that motion on the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. f SR 


INSTRUCTIONS IN RELATION TO CUBA. 
Mr. FAULKNER, by unanimous. consent of 

the House, introduced the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to this House, if not incompatible 
with the public interest, all instructions from the Depart- 
ment of State to the diplomatic agents of the United States 
| abroad, and all dispatches from them not heretofore com- 
municated to Congress, declaratory of, or relating to the 


policy of the Government of the United States in relation 
to the {sland of Cuba. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was 
adopted. 


RENTS PAID FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. DANIEL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings be in- 
structed to ascertain and report to this House what build- 
ings, or parts of buildings, in the Distriet of Columbia, other 
than those belonging to the United States, have been used 
by the Government between the first day of January, 1840, 
the ameunt paid for 
rent, or contracted to be paid, in every instance, and their 


lj Security and fitness as depositories of the public records. 


| And that said committee inquire inuto the expediency of 
| purchasing or erecting such additional buildings as may be 

deemed necessary. And that they have leave to report by 
bill or otherwise. 

| The question was taken, and the resolution was 

| adopted. 


| OCEAN STEAMERS-~-MAIL CARRIERS. 
Mr. MEADE asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce the following resolution: 


_ Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs inquire 
into the expediency of providing by law that every steamer 
suitable to war purposes regularly running from any port in 


ii the United States to any foreign portshail be a mail carrier, 
i] under proper conditions, and entitled to receive, as com- 


| pensation for such services, 


the postage arising from letters 
| or other matter transported 


by such steamer, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 


9) 


| Mr. MEAD I move to suspeùd the rules, 
to enable me to™fitroduce the resolution. 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays; but 
they were not ordered. 
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The question was then taken, and the House 
refused to suspend the rules—ayes 54, noes not 
counted. 


THE PERCENTAGE ACCOUNTS: 


Mr. DISNEY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public: Lands bein 
structed to inquire into the.expediency of providing by laws 
so that the accounting officers, in computing the amount 
due to the respective States on account of the percentage 
to which they are entitled upon the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands within their limits, shall embrace, as 
sales, all public lands granted on account of military services. 


Mr. TOOMBS objected. 

Mr. DISNEY moved that the rules be sus- 
pended. 

The question was taken, and, upon a division, 
44 rose in the affirmative. 

Mr. DISNEY demanded tellers; but they were 
not ordered. 

So the rules were not suspended. 


MAIL SERVICE ON THE OHIO AND MISSIS- 
SIPPI. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to introduce the 
following resolution; which was read for the in- 
formation of the House, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the *Post Office and | 
Post Roads beinstructed to inquire into the means of or- 
ganizing an efficient system of mail service on the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers, and that they report by bill or other- 
wise. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the rules be 
suspended, to enable me to introduce the resolu- 
tion. 

The question was put, and upon a division 
there were—ayes 53, noes not counted. 

«. So the House refused to suspend the rules. 


SPIRIT RATION IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. GOODENOW asked the unanimous con- | 
sent of the House to offer the following resolu- |! 
tion; which was read for information, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of abolishing the 
spirit ration in the Navy, and of increasing the pay of all 
classes of enlisted men in that service. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I move to suspend the 
rules, to enable me to introduce the resolution; 
and upon that question I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. FOWLER. I call for tellers upon the 
yeas and nays. Tellers were not ordered, 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules; and there were upon a division 
—ayes 54, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules, and 
the resolution was not introduced. 


$ NON-INTERVENTION. 


Mr. BRAGG. lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to present certain resolutions, 
adopted by the Legislature of Alabama, upon the 
subject of intervention. Ido not desire to have 
them read even. I move they be printed and re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. | 

Mr. CARTTER. I object. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then I move a suspension of |! 
the rules. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
reading of the resolutions. 

The CHAIRMAN. If gentlemen will come 
to order, the resolutions will be read for informa- 


tions. 
The resolutions were then read as follows: 


Joint Resolutions expressive of the sense of the General || 
Assembly of Alabama in relation to the policy to be par- :| 
sued by our Government in its intereourse with foreign |j 
nations. | 
Whereas, from many indications of popular feeling in |; 

some of the States of this Government, and from the || 

speeches and acts of many public men high in the confi- 
dence of their own constituents, and in that of the people 
of the United States, we are led to the belief that a spirit 
of interference in the political affairs of the European con- 
tinent prevails to so great an extent as to induce the fear ! 
that for the want of calm reflection, we may be involved in | 
all the troubles and difficulties of the political affairs of na- 
tions and people far removed from us = | 

Be if therefore resolved, by the Senate and Hause of | 

Representatives of the State of Alabama in General 

Assembly convened, That we hold it to be the duty of the 

Government and the people of the United States to culti- 

vate relations of amity and good will with all the nations of 

the earth; in peace to treat all as friends, in war enemies ; f 

and to have entangling alliances with none; and to prac- 

tice literally the doctrine of non-intervention. | 


T call for the 


i 
i 


| portionmentofrepresentatives 


Resolved, That the Governor be requested to forward 
these resolutions to our Senators aud Representatives in 
Congress, witha request to lay the same beiore their re- 


spective bodies. 
JOHN D. RATHER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


CHARLES McLEMORE, 
Speaker of the Senate. 


Approved, January 9th, 1852. H. W. COLLIER. 

The question was then taken, and the rules 
were suspended. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
be printed; which motion was agreed to. 


INTERVENTION. 

Mr. SKELTON, I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended, for the purpose of introdu- 
cing a series of resolutions passed by the Legis- 
lature of the State of New Jersey upon the sab- 
ject of intervention. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 

[Cries of ‘* Read!” ‘* Read !’?] 

The resolutions were then read for information. 
[They will be found in the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate of to-day.] 

The question was then taken, and the rules were 
suspended. 

Mr. SKELTON. I move that the resolutions 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and be printed; which motion was agreed to. 


SUSPENDED AND DISALLOWED CLAIMS. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced the following resolution; which 
was adopted, viz: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to transmit to this House, in addition to the in- 
formation called for by the resolution which passed this 
House on the 26th of January, 1852, relative to suspended 
and disallowed claims, a statement, specifying the claims 
which have been allowed upon additional testimony fur- 
nished to the Departments since the 4th of March, 1849. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for the introduc- 
tion of the Oe joint resolution, proposing 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 

Resolved, §c., That the following amendments to the 


States, viz: 
Constitution of the United States be proposed to the Legis- 


I object. 


| latures of the several States, which, when ratified by the 
Legislatures of three fourths of the States, shall be valid to 


all intents and purposes as part of the Constitution : 

‘That hereafter, the President and Vice President of the 
United States shall be chosen by the people of the respecti¥e 
States, in the manner following: Each State shall be divi- 
ded, by the Legislature thereof, into districts, equal in 
number to the whole number of Senators and Representa- 
tives to which such State may be entitled in the Congress 
of the United States; the said districts to be composed of 
contiguous territory, and to contain, as nearly as may be, 
an equal number of persous entitled to be represented under 
the Constitution, and to be laid off, for the first time, inuuc- 
diately after the ratification of this amendment, and after- 
wards, atthe session of the Legislature next ensuing the ap- 
the Congress of the United 
States; that, ou the first Thursday in August, in the year 
eighteen hundred and fifty-six, and on the same day every 
fourth year thereatter, the citizens of each State who possess 
the qualifiations requisite for electors of the most numerous 
branch of the State Legislatures, shall meet within their 
respective districts, and vote for a President and Vice Pres- 
ident of the United States, one of whom at least shall not 
be ,an inhabitant of the same State with themselves ; and 
the person receiving the greatest number of votes for Presi- 
dent, and the one receiving the greatest number of votes for 
Vice President in each district, shall be holden to have re- 
ecived one vote; whieh fact shall be immediately certified 
by the Governor of the State, to each of the Senators in 
Congress from such State, and to the President of the Sen- 
ate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives. The 
Congress of the United States shall be in session on the 
second Monday in October, in the year eighteen hundred 
and fifty-six, and on the same day on every fourth year 
thereafter; and the President of the Senate, in the presence 


the certtficates, and the votes shall then be counted. The 
person having the greatest number of votes for President, 
shall be President, if sach number be equal to a majority of 
the whole number of votes given; butif no person have 
such majority, then a second election shall be held on the 
first Thursday in the month of December then next ensuing, 
between the persons having the two highest numbers for 
the office of President; which second election shall be con- 
ducted, the result certified, and the votes counted, in the 
same manner as in the first; and the person having the 
greatest number of votes for President, shall be President. 
But if two or more persons shall have received the greatest, 
and an equal number of votes, at the second election, then, 
the person who shall have received the greatest number of 
votes in the greatest number of States, shall be President. 
The person having the greatest number of votes for Vice 
| President, at 
such number be equal to a majority of the whole number of 
votes given; and if no person have such majority, then a 
| second election shall take place between the persons having 
! the two highest numbers, on the same day that the second 
| election is held for President; and the person having the 


of the Senate and House of Representatives, shall open all | 


the first election; shall be Vice President, if | 


highest number of the -votes for Vice President, shail. be 
Vice President. Butif tbere should happen to‘be anvequal: 
ity of votes between the persons so voted for-at the second 
election, then the person having the greatest number of 
votes in the greatest number of States, shall be Vice Presi- 
dent. But when a second election shall be necessary iu the 
case of Vice President, and not necessary jp the: case, af 
President, then the Senate sball choose a Bee President 
from the persons having the two highest numbers in the 
first election, as is now prescribed in the condaron. $ 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That article one, 
section three, be amended by striking out the word. “ Le- 
gislature,”” and inserting in lieu thereof, the following 
words, viz: “ persons qualified to vote for members of the 
most numerous branch of the Legislature,” so as to make 
the third section of said article when ratified .by ‘three 
fourths of the States, read as follows, to wit: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed o 
two Senators from each State, chosen by the persons quali- 
fied to vote for the members of the most numerous braneh 
of the Legislature thereof, for six years, and each Senator 
shall have one vote. 

Sec. 4. And he it further resolved, That article three, 
section one, be amended by striking out the words “ good 
behavior,” and inserting the following words, viz: “the 
term of twelve years.” And further, that said article and 
section be amended by adding the following thereto, viz: 
“andit shall be the duty of the President of the United 
States, within twelve mouths after the ratification of this 
amendment by three fourths of all the States as provided 
by the Constitution of the United States, to divide the whole 
number of judges as near as may be practicable, into three 
classes. ‘lhe seats of the judges of the first class shall be 
vacated at the expiration of the fourth year from such clas- 
sification ; of the second class, at the expiration: of the 
eighth year; and of the third class, at the expiration of the 
twelfth year, so that one third may be chosen-every fourth 
year thereafter. ”? > 

The article as amended, will read as follows: 

ARTICLE II. 

Secrrion 1, The judicial power of the United States shalt 
be vested in one Supreme Court, and in such inferior courts 
as the Congress from time to time may ordain and estab- 
lish. The judges, both of the supreme and inferior courts 
shall hold their offices during ths term of twelve years, and 
shall, at stated times, receive for their services a com- 
pensation, which shall not be diminished during their con- 
tinuance in offiee. Anditshall be the duty of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, within twelve months after the 
ratification of this amendment by three fourths of all the 
States as provided by the Constitution of the United States, 
to divide the whole number of judges, as near as may be 
practicable, into three classes. The seats of the judges of 
the first class, shall be vacated at the expiration of the fourth 
year from such classification ; of the second class, at the 
expiration of the eighth year; and of the third class, at the 
expiration of the twelfth year, so that one third may be 
chosen every fourth year thereafter. i 
Objection was made to its introduction. 


Mr. JOHNSON moved a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose indicated 7 him; which 
motion, upon a division, was agreed to—uyes 89, 
noes 33. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second 
time by its title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciafy, and ordered to be printed. 


COAST SURVEY MAPS. 
Mr. RIDDLE, from the Committee on En- 


graving, reported the following resolution, viz: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be aud they 
are hereby authorized to contract for engraving .or litho- 
graphing seven thousand-five hundred and twenty sets of 
maps accompanying the report of the Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey, provided that the cost shall not.exceed 


$6,000. 

Mr. GOODENOW. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE called for the yeas 
and nays; which were not ordered. 

The question was then put, upon a division, and, 
there were 52 ayes and 84 noes. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. What neces- 
sity is there for the printing of this number of 
maps? . 

Mr. RIDDLE. | will state, for the information 
of the House, that we have already ordered the 
printing of six thousand extra copies of the report 


| of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey in ad- 


dition to the usual number authorized by law—fif- 
teen hundred and twenty. The committee thought 
they had no right to contract for the engraving of 
extra sets of maps without an order from the 
House, and they have directed me, therefore, to 
offer the resolution just read. The Senate have 
ordered the printing of ten thousand extra copies, 
and the extra numbers ordered by the House can 
be had much cheaper by being lithographed at the 
same time. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The remarks 
of the gentleman, so far as they have pee 
give me the information I wanted. | will ask 
another question, whether this. resolution will in- 
terfere at all with the electrotyping now adopted 
by the Coast Survey? z 
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acer — 
> Mr. RIDDLE. T-will answer the gentleman’s’ 
inquiry as far as Tam able. In contracting for 
lithographing, we are compelled. to give the con- || 
tractor the copper plates. made at great expense by 
‘the Coast Survey office. ‘The lithographer trans- 
fers to. ston#the impressions from. the copper plates 
in the cheapest possible manner. > It is not for us 
to say Hig he shalldo it, but only to contract for 
its-being done well and cheaply. A mistake was 
made by the gentleman. from Kentueky—_ 
“My. STANTON, of Ohio. Does not this reso- 
‘lution, giving rise to: debate, lie over? : 
“Mr, RIDDLE. The Chair has already decided 
that question. This is a privileged committee, 
and can make its report at any tihe. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct: 

Mr. RIDDLE. A ‘contract has been entered | 
into by the Senate with a gentleman in New York, 
the lithographing to be executed by him under the 
‘supervision of the Superintendent of the Coast | 
Survey. The Committee on Engraving thought 
it proper that a like agreement should be made for | 
the hthographing of the maps for the House. i 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
sition is to be made of these lithographs? 

Mr. RIDDLE. They are to accompany the 
report, and the report would be useless without 
them. 

Mr. STEPHENS. What has become of the į 
engravings which accompany the survey—done 
by the electrotyping process? ! 

Mr. RIDDLE. They have merely struck off 
‘afew copies. 

‘Mr. HAMMOND. I will say tothe gentleman 
from Georgia, that these maps are engraved upon 
‘copper at the office of the Coast Survey. Now, 
itis proposed that there shall bea numberof copies 
of these maps printed, but itis not proposed that 
they sliall be printed from copper-plates, because | 
it is impossible that within a reasonable time, and 
ata reasonable expense, the work can be done in 
‘this manner. The copper-plates are sent off to 
‘New York, or some other city, where there is a 
lithographing establishment, and impressions from 
‘the copper are to be transferred upon stone. 

Mr. SPEPHENS, of Georgia. Is that by order | 
of the Coast Survey? 

“Mr. HAMMOND. It is by their order, and 
‘they are executing the work in that way. The | 
Senate copy is now executed in that way. The 
copper plates are in New York, and ‘impressions 
from them are transferred to stone, because it is | 
done-a ‘great deal cheaper and more rapidly. As 
‘to the electrotyping to which the gentleman tefers, ' 
if he knows ‘anything ‘about its operations, he į 
knows that it is a very. expensive operationygad 
requires much time. 


| 
| 
i 


r. STEPHENS. The other day, when a |j 


proposition was made by the Committee on Print- 


ang to print this extra namber of the report of the | 


Coast Survey, the chairman of the committee stated 
‘to the House, that the Coast Survey office could 
print these maps at one dollar a set, by the electro- | 
typing process, and I believe at ninety-two cents, 
The gentleman now says that the electrotyping is | 


very expensive. I believe the Superintendent of |! 


the Coast Survey represents it as very cheap. I! 
have seen them electrotype, and I think itis about 
one fifth cheaper than engraving. Why, then, 
should we get these coast-survey maps engraved ? | 
Tam not certain that it is not cheaper than the | 
rice I mentioned, but the House has ordered this | 
arge number of extra copies, upon the ground | 
that we could get them at ninety-three cents a 


What dispo- || 


| whether they be engraved or not. 


Coast Surveyoffice. The original copper-plate 
first made by the artist is reproduced by a chemi- 
cal process. That is electrotyping. Now what I 
mean -by:electrotyping is making prints from the 
electrotype of ‘the plate thus. produced. -What F 
wish: to know of the Committee on Engraving is, 
whether it is the object to have these.impressions 
made upon a principle differenit from that the Coast 
Survey has: now established?» « E, 

Mr. HAMMOND. The officers-of the Coast 
Survey desire‘this course should be-taken.. They 
desire that these plates shall. be lithographed, and 
that they shall not be printed - from the original 
copper-plates, or copper-plates: produced by the 
process to which the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
Srernens] has alluded. They desire this, be- 
cause it is a cheaper mode of publishing than 
from the copper-plates, or by the process to which 
the gentleman has referred. It is a cheaper pro- 


stone rapidly, whereas it requires a number of 
days under the other mode, and a new copper- 
plate. ldo not know that I understand exactly 
the point to which the gentleman from Georgia 


the committee to interfere with the duties of the 
officers of the Coast Survey, he is mistaken. 
Under the rules of the House, the Committee on 
Engraving are bound to ‘report to the House, 
whenever maps of any kind are to be published, 


propose to take any course which will not be ad- 
visable, and which the officers of the Coast Sur- 
vey have not pointed out themselves. Their plates 
have actually gone on to New York for the use of 
the Senate, and they are now transferring from 
| copper-plates to stone the impressions from which 
| the maps are to be printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to make another 
inquiry of the gentleman. Can he inform the 
Houge what will be the cost of one of these im- 
pressions? 
| Mr. HAMMOND. A friend near me says it 
will not cost exceeding seventy-five cents. I knew 
| nothing of this resolution until my friend [Mr. 
Rivpie] showed it to me. The cost is less than 
was expected in the debate the other day. 

Mr. STEPHENS, Then there is another 
question I wish to ask the gentleman. Is it the 
object of the Committee on Engraving that some 
of these copies of the Coast Survey shall be en- 
@eaved upon steel and others lithographed ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is intended that all shall 
be lithographed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Will the committee inform 
me what the Coast Survey are making .so many 
of these electrotypes now for? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I do not know that they 


are. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 1 have seen them making 
a number of them. 

Mr. EVANS. 1 will’ answer the gentleman. 
The engraved plates of the Coast Survey office 
are for the large charts—some of them as large 
asa blanket. You do not propose to put these 
into a small document. The copper-plate print- 
ing requires to be done under a roller, and the 
; most rapid copper-plate printer can produce only 
a very few impressions in a day. The litho- 
graphs, however, can be produced in great num- 
| bers in a day, like the ordinary mode of printing, 
and at » much cheaper rate than by the use of 
copper-plates. The large electrotypes prepared 
in the Coast Survey office are for the great charts. 


set. { 
Mr. RIDDLE. You may get them much less | 
by lithographing, as low as seventy-five cents. | 
Mr. STEPHENS. Then I wish to inquire of ; 
the chairman of the committee, whether it is their ! 
intention to take this map-making out of the Coast | 
Survey? i 
Mr: RIDDLE. 
their. hands; but th 
ecution of the work 
Mr. EVANS. 


Tt has always been taken from | 
ey have superintended the ex- | 


. i 


trotyping is not engraving or printing. Itis a | 

process of making a copy of the copper-plate. : 

is not the process for printing at all. It is the ji 
Hi 


preparation of an engraved plate from another en- | 
graved plate by the galvanic process. il 
Mr. STEPHENS. The clectrotyping is sim- || 


I merely wish to say that elec- || 


It i 


' you can get them inte a-small document. 

| Mr. STEPHENS. {understand from the gen- 
i leman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] then, that 
i these lithographs are for one class? 

Mr. EVANS. What I meant was this: The 
| plates prepared for the use of navigators are large 
plates printed from copper, and those which are 
| to be prepared for the document we print for distri- 
| bution are outline sketches showing the general 
progress of the Coast Survey. They donot show 
the minutia, and are not intended as a guide to 
navigators, but show the great progress of the 
survey for the consideration of the House. The 
large plates, as the gentleman from Georgia has 
seen, enter into the most minute particulars, and 
are intended for the practical use of navigators. 


i 

i They take these charts and reduce the size, so 
t 

i 


ply a reproduction of an-engraved plate so as to i 
i 
4 


i Survey, and the. interest of the Government, to 


prevent the retouch of the plate by the artist. 
This has been done by a discovery made-in the 


Mr. RIDDLE. I will state, for the information 
of the gentleman, it is the desire of the Coast 


refers, but if he supposes that itis the object of 


cess, because the impression is transferred upon | 


Now I do not | 


retain or preserve the copper-plates prepared at the 
Coast Survey office. If. all the impressions are 
made from copper-plates, they will be worthless 
at the last, whereas in. future they may be re- 
| quired. - wa? w 
| Mr. STEPHENS. Ihave but a word to say 
| further, and- then Iwil take my-sẹat. It was my 
understanding the other day, when the Committee 


; on Public -Printing made ‘their ‘report; that the 


Coast Survey intended to make all these maps and 
charts by this new process of eléctrotyping. I 
barely wish to know, whether it is. their intention 
to keep. up that process still at an expense to the 
Government of 93 cents per copy, and alsoa con- 
tract for Iithographing the same? I ask the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] who seems 
tobe acquainted with this subject, whether that is 
the object? 

Mr. SACKETT. I understand that the large 
charts or maps are made for the practical benefit 
of navigators. Now, what is the object and pur- 
pose of these outline maps? If they do not an- 
swer that purpose, why do we make them ? 

Mr. EVANS. I shall take about ten minutes, 
| perhaps. not more than five, in answering. the in- 
| quiries of gentlemen, and in making the proper 
| explanation. The maps printed'by the Coast Sur- 
vey are prepared by what is called the electro- 
type process.» And if there is any gentleman here 
who does not-understand it, I would advise him 
to go over to the office and look at it, for it is one 
of the most beautiful chemical operations, worthy 
| the attention of any intelligent gentleman. These 
| maps are sold in bookstores from ten cents to forty 
cents each. The English Government in the 
same way print the Nautical Almanac, which costs 
; there say two dollars a copy, but which you can pur- 
chase in this country for one dollar. The English 
| print, Moreo yerilarge numbers of charts which are 

sold I believe much beneath cost. These charts, as 
I observed before, are minute to the utmost degree. 
They contain every important position, the loca- 
tion of shoals, and directions for entering har- 
bors, and all the leading lines, and bearings. from 
point to point, so that when any navigatorarrives 
i upon the coast, he can make out his position with- 
out difficulty. 
| These charts never have been printed for the 
i use of Congress, and never ought to be. It would 
be an enormous job. They are printed and sold 
to navigators by the Government of the United 
States. . But the report of the Coast Survey con- 
tains what we cannot get out of the charts. It 
contains a large number of astronomical and geo- 
graphical positions; it gives the latitude and longi- 
tude of important points; it describes the progress 
| of the Coast Survey; it tells how the parties have 
| been engaged; how the work has advanced since 
i last year; how they have expended the money 
| voted to them; and everything which is usually 
contained in a report, so as to enable the members 


i 
f 
i 
i 
| 
| 
{ 
i 
i 


j; of the House of Representatives to vote intelligi- 


| bly on the propositions submitted to them. How- 
j ever, in order to illustrate any report which con- 
| cerns mathematical and geographical positions it 
| is of course necessary to accompany the report 
| with maps. Everybody knows that. It is ne- 
| cessary that the child at school should be taught 
geography by maps. These coast survey reports 
are a sort of treatises on geography, and they 
; therefore require slight sketch maps, which are 
| admirable, as far as they extend, but which do 
, not extend to the minutie required in the large 
| charts, 

Mr. SACKETT. I desire to know if the gen- 
tleman is advocating the doctrine, that under the 
power which we have to furnish such conveni- 
ences as the commerce of the country may. re- 
| quire, we can furnish charts and maps to schools 
and colleges? 

Mr. EVANS. Tamm doing no such thing; and 
| if I had been doing it, I might be doing worse 
| than desiring to bring information home to every 

child in the land. J venture-to say, that the gen- 
tleman’s own constituents might profit by it, if we 
only sent them the New Testament. [A laugh, 
; But Iwas not talking about any such thing. i 
was answering the inquiry of the gentleman, who 
| desired to know why these small charts were fur- 

nished. Now, if we were to use the electrotype 
plates of the Coast Survey office, and if the maps 
were to be prepared from those plates, and bound 
up with the report, the expense would be incal- 


culable. 


> 
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Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. With the per- 
mission of the gentleman, I will remind him, and 
particularly the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Sreruens,| ofa fact. It was-stated in the debate 
on a former day that the maps for each one of 
these copies would cost ninety-two cents, and it 
now appears that they will cost only seventy-five 
cents. The House, in adopting the former reso- 
lution, virtually adopted this one, although they 
believed the work would cost more. 3 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Did not similar 
maps accompany the report of the last year? 

Mr. EVANS. Certainly; and for every former 
year. It isnot a new proposition. Ever since 
Mr. Hassler took charge of the Coast Survey, 
and during the whole time it has been under the 
charge of Mr. Bache, maps have always accom- 
panied the report, and they are indispensably ne- 
cessary to elucidate it. We have been in the 


| Mr. FICKLIN. Who were they prepared by, 


i ig 
[Mr.; Stanrow,] the maps in. each copy of the 
report will cost only seventy-five-cents, in stead of 
ninety-two cents, as was supposed when the sub- 
ject was last before the House. 
Mr. FICKLIN. I desire to ask my friend from 
Maryland [Mr. Evans] one question in relation to | 
this-engraving. I find, on examination, that there 
! is a large number of maps in the document room 
i connected with the Coast Survey. I wish to know 
| whether they are the same with those which it is 
proposed toengrave? I will send some specimens 
to the gentleman from Maryland, so that he may 
be able to answer my interrogatory. i 
Mr. EVANS. They are not. The maps to | 
which the gentleman has called my attention 
yere not prepared by the Coast Survey office at 
all. 


then? 


habit for many years past of printing the journals 
of officers who have traversed the western coun- 
try—California and New Mexico, and of accom- 
panying them not only with maps and charts, but 
with yiews and likenesses of Indians, got up at 
an enormous expense, and not at all necessary to 
the elucidation of the works. I am confident that 
if gentlemen will look into the matter, they will 
find that these maps are indispensably necessary. 
They are not put in for show, for they are not 
showy maps at all. Nor are they put in to show 
how deeply scientific they are; that is done in the 
large maps; they are merely for the elucidation of 
the report. 

Now, I wish to say a word to the House in re- 
gard to the way in which these surveys are made, 
I see a gentleman before me who knows per- 
fectly well how things are done, and who will cor- 
rect me if Lam in error. I mean the gentleman || 
from Delaware, [Mr. Rippie,] whom I have |i 
known for a long time, and who is well acquainted |; 
with the process. In making marine surveys, the || 
earth is regarded asa flat surface—a plane, but |; 
everybody knows that it is not so; and therefore, |} 
in making geodetical surveys it is necessary to || 
take the rotundity of the earth into account. In 
fala on the coast survey of the United States, 
in the first place, the whole country is divided 
into certain triangles. A great deal of care is re- || 
quired>to present those triangles properly. No 
single angie of a triangle must be too obtuse, none 
too acute. They should be as nearly as possible 
equilateral. ‘These triangles are then plotted down 
on one of these charts, and as every angular point 
of every triangle is an absolute, correctly ascertain- 
ed position in the country, if any gentleman has 
one in his district, he has an absolute position ascer- 
tained there with reference to every other part of į: 
the earth’s surface. These charts will be highly |: 
useful to persons preparing maps of counties, as 
they show what their geographical position is with || 
regard to other places. ‘These small maps, which |) 
can be lithographed at very slight expense, contain 
a great deal of very valuable geographical inform- 
ation necessary to the elucidation of the report 
and to enable Congress to understand it. 

There is this difficulty about electrotyping, that |; 
the printing from copper plates requires to bedone 
by a peculiar press with rollers. Each plate re- 
quires to be carefully arranged. kt requires skill 
in the operator, and only a few copies can be į; 
struck off in the course of a day. But where you 
use lithographic plates, you can use an ordinary |: 
press. It js the same difference as that between |: 
copper-plates and wood-cuts. ‘The wood-cuts are 
easily done, 2 
the types; but if you have copper-plates, it must 
all be done by rollers, and therefore, if the Coast 
Survey office undertake to use copper-plates in- 
stead of lithography, it will subject the House to 
very great expense. hes 

These plates are necessary for the elucidation 
of the report. They ought not to be copper plates | 
on the large scale, because they would be too mi- 
nute for that purpose, and would cost too much; ; 
they ought not to be copper-plates on the small | 
scale, because o 
they ought to be 
be done with the usual press-work, 
rate, much cheaper. 

In conclusion, let me say that, as was suggested | 
by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Fuier,} 
this is no new thing introduced to inveigle Con- 
gress, but an old-established thing; and further, 
as was stated by the gentleman from Tennessee, 


| 
| 
| 


i 
i 
i 
i 
| 


l 


Jithographed, because that can 
and is, at any 


: Maryland (Mr. Evans] has informed us, make 


' spheroidical. Nautical charts were prepared by 
| order of the Government as far back as 1805, but 


| not being constructed upon the actual spheroidical 
i shape of the earth, each detached map may be 


| one overlaps the other, and the channels are not 
: therefore correctly marked with reference to one 
‘another. These maps are made with reference | 


to the triangulation of which my friend from Ma- iy 
: ryland speaks. 


i this subject. 


| prepared by a corps of the most accomplished 


‘at West Point—gentlemen skilled in the science 


! a'tainments, who have been employed for a long 
i time on our coast, and are in every respect quali- 


‘ vations are complete and accurate. 
; charts which have been heretofore constructed are 
! taken upon the principle that the earth is a plane, 


hand 
| knows that the effect of mistaking a few feet one ;; 


because they are inserted amongst |; $ 


f the difficulty of printing; but | 


Mr. EVANS. I think they were prepared 
under the direction of the Navy Department. 
When these come to be compared with those 
which we now propose to publish, I think there 
will be found some difference. {[ am a judge of; 
maps. 

Mr. FICKLIN. 
room I found some two-horse wagon loads of 
maps there of this species. 

Mr. EVANS. I hope the gentleman will let 
me keep the maps he has sent to me. I hope he 
intended to send them to me as a present. 

Mr. VENABLE. The charts which the gen- 
tleman from Hlinois [Mr. Ficxury] has presented 
here, are nautical charts, and are very unsatisfac- 
tory. Those which we propose to publish are 
geodetic charts, which, as the gentleman from 


allowance forthe shape of the earth, which is 


i 
1 
i 
| 
| 
i 
t 
i 


In looking over the document i| 


i stance connected with it; and- as the gentleman. 
| from. Maryland has remarked, with the aid of 
those charts any navigator can. enter any one of 
our ports with safety, without any other aid... 

Mr. FICKLIN. ` In reply: to the request of my. 
| friend from Maryland, [Mr; Evans,] that I would 
present to him the maps. which | sent him a mo- 
ment ago, I beg leave to say, that I will give them 
to him with all my heart;.and if he wants. more, 
| he can have two horse wagon loads by going up. 
| to the document room. 

1. Mr. EVANS. I should like to inquire of the 

gentleman what right he has to give them away? 

| Mr. FICKLIN. Why, by going up there, 

| and selecting them, and having them brought down 
ere. 

Mr. EVANS. That is no right at all. 

Mr. FICKLIN. lL hold them by possession; 
and, as a gentleman near me suggests, by the 
| right of discovery too. {A laugh.] 
While up, I wish to say to my friend from 
| North Carolina, (Mr. Vewagre,} who, Lam glad 
| to see, is engaged in this subject, that.a few days 
ago, when this subject was under discussion, he 
was eloquent and ardent in showing the necessity 
of these maps and charts. I did not then have 
the opportunity of showing him that in the docu- 
ment room a great number of these maps may be 
found in relation to his own State; that there is a 
sufficient number in regard to Cape Fear to have 
! supplied his constituents with all the information 
they require, if they are correct, so that no navi- 
gator need have any fear in entering Cape Fear. 
{A laugh.] 

Mr. VENABLE. Will the gentleman allow 


they aredelusive. They are not accurate, because, 


accurate, but when placed by others do not fit— 


The larger and smaller triangwa- 
tion present to you the precise shape of our coast 
over the whole extent where the surveys have 
been completed. Now, it does seem extraordi- ; 
nary that any difficulty should be raised upon 
Look at the whole of our Pasific, 
These charts are | 


as wellas our Atlantic coast! 


scholars, comprising practical engineers—gente- | 
men educated in the Navy—gentlemen skilled in 
the science of hydrography—gentlemen educated 


of topography—all of them men of the highest 


fied for the execution of a work demanding the 
highest scientific attainments. And the charts 
which they have constructed from their own obser- 
The nautical 


flat surface. They will, therefore, be incomplete 
inaccurate. Now, every gentleman here 


i 


side or the other of a channel may be the loss ofi 
the vessel and all it contains. 
give every point with such accuracy that there can ! 
be no mistake, and in the absence even of a pilot | 


: may give the means of a safe approach to a har- |: 


bor. i 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. i 


‘be printed I have received two letters from gentle- | 
if 


_ those charts would enable them to enter any port 
| covered by them, without the aid of a pilot, they 
| were so accurate. > 

Mr. VENABLE. There is no question about 
; it, as I have before remarked; it is reduced to a 
| demonstrative certainty. it is amathematical as- 
! certainmen 
| charts being constructed with reference to the shape 
‘of the earth, there can be no mistake as to their 
| accuracy. If you will consult a mariner—any 
| man skillful in the business of sea-faring life, he 


ii will tell you that mere nautical charts are often 


| of North Carolina at eight 


|| tions as are now in progress. 


But these charts | 


Since Congress |; 
: have ordered six thousand copies of those charts to |; 


| men of great experience, saying that the use of |; 


t of the locality of a channel, and the |, 


me to say, that if he will look at these charts—for 
| I have looked at them not casually, but 1 have 
examined them: closely—he will find that the pres- 
{ent observations were made by the Coast Survey, 
and the present charts supply all that is wanting ; 
while he will find that the mere nautical ones, 
being based upon the supposition that the earth is 
flat, are of very little use, because inaccurate in 
this : suppose a nautical chart of Norfolk harbor 
be made, and the one of some harbor on the coast 

y or a hundred miles, 
distant, he must perceive that no reference being 
had to the spheroidic shape of the carth, they must 
i be inaccurate in relation to each other. They 
| were nautical surveys and entirely distinct from 
ithe system of observations taken by the Coast 
| Survey. And that survey which he has given me, 


jas far as the coast of North Carolina was con- 


| cerned, was far from being a complete one. They 
! surveyed Cape Fear, but they did not survey the 
| whole coast. It is the misfortune of North Caro- 
| lina that her coast is one of the most dangerous 
in the United States, and much more so formerly 
| than now, because of the want of such observa- 
But little has been 
at coast, whilst the bounties of the 
| Treasury have been poured out with a liberal hand 
on the Northern Atlantic and Lake coasts of the 
| Waited States, with channels ascertained and 
| shoals marked by lights which shine like stars on 
i the dark waters, yes, sir, in constellations, our 
coast has been neglected, and the perils of navi- 
| gation greatly increased. The progress of the 
coast survey off North Carolina, conducted by 
‘the distinguished Superintendent and his accom- 
| plished assistants, have in a great measure re- 
moved the difficulty, and pointed out the channels 
| which render navigation practicable and safe. 
The engineers employed in the Coast Survey at 
present have not completed the whole coast from 
| Cape Fear to Charleston, and the work is in prog- 
! ress, and along the coast of Georgia. They have 
| published a portion of these charts. Bat I will 
ay to my friend, in order that he may have some 
ii idea of the value of this work, that the knowledge 
| heretofore possessed of this coast was so imper- 
i! fectand so unsatisfactory, that it was impossible to 
i: get a vessel insured at any reasonable rate which 
H was bound for this coast; but since the work has 
| been completed under the Superintendent of: the 
‘| Coast Survey, these diffffulties have been rë- 
i and insurance can 
ities upon the.shore 


ii moved in a great measure, 
of North Carolina have been so far.remoxed; that 


| expended on th 


i 


| 


| easily be effected. The dificu 


l 
\ 
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although it-has:been heretofore regarded as a most 
dangerous. coast, yet vessels are now enabled -to 
enter‘our ports often-without the aid of~a pilot. 
This has been the result.so far as that.coast is con- 
cerned.: Now, I am sure that my. friend will not 
hesitate for the expense of a small appropriation, 
when millions of money and. the lives of thou- 
sands. of mén are at: risk,- I-should -be as un- 
willing as any one: to vote unnecessary appropri- 
„ations for this or for any other purpose; but wise 
economy is always liberal. ~ Who has a more per- 
fect right to protection than the hardy mariner, 
whose enterprise binds the four quarters of the 
world together-in commercial intercourse? - Whose 
life should be. more dear to: the country than his 
who brings comfort, luxury and wealth to our 
shores? Whose life of daring and of danger is 
of. such inestimable value to every “branch of in- 
dustry: iour land? Commerce is the right arm 
of the country; all that can be done to invigorate 
and strengthen it should be the statesman’s care. 
Knowledge, scientific, accurate knowledge, builds 
the most enduring monuments which perpetuate 
the memory of the statesman’s skill. ‘he lives 
and the property of our sailors and merchants all 
demand that we should be liberal in furnishing the 
information which will protect them, and I am wil- 
ling at any reasonable cost to furnish it. Thefear- 
ful loss of lives and property produced by defec- 
tive charts and unlighted shoals and rocks, and the 
perils of navigation incalculably increased, are de- 
mands to which we cannot be insensible or un- 
mindful. All commercial nations are engaged in a 
like enterprise with ourselves, and liberally furnish 
all the information which they obtain. Our own 
Colonel Frémont, when he first visited the Pacific 
coast, detected by observation an error in Merca- 
tor’s chart, by which San Francisco was placed sev- 
eral miles further on the coast than it really was, 
and which had caused the wreck of many vessels 
that ran upon the shore before they were aware of 
its proximity. He made the communication, and 
Tam informed that the English Board of Admiralty 
had just before sent a corps of engineers to ascer- 
tain the cause of the frequent losses in that par- 
ticular part of the Pacific coast. Our corps is 
now prosecuting the work off Oregon and Cali- 
fornia, and I trust we shall sustain the enterprise, 
and publish the results, until there shall not bea 
Sioa, channel, or inlet, cape, promontory, or bay, 
«which may not be made perfectly familiar to all 
whose business and occupation lead them to the 
dangers of the seas, that our statesmen and 
scholars may also learn those things so necessary 
tobe known before they undertake to legislate or 
to-teach. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Will the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Ficxxiy] allow me to 
say aword? About two weeks ago we ordered 
this printing to be done. It was then stated that 
the cost of the whole would be about ninety-two 
cents. We have already ordered the printing to 
be done, and, as I understand it, this is a mere 

uestion of form. The Committee on Engraving 
thought it would be necessary for them to report, 
and for that reason the subject has again been 
brought before the House. “Now, what can be 
the difficulty in the matter? The printing has 
been ordered, and the engravers must go on with 
the work. 

Mr. GORMAN. I also desire a word of ex- 
planation. The Committee on Engraving reported 
upon preeisely the same thing which was reported 
upon by the Committee on Printing. The other 
day I reported the cost as ninety-two cents, butit 
has since been ascertained that it could be done 
for considerably less than that amount. But the 


engraving of the work belongs to the Committee | 


on Engraving, and the printing belongs to the 
Committee on Printing. The question remains 


exactly the same, so far as the House is concerned P 


asit did when it was up before. I hope the gen- ! 


tleman will call the previous question, and let us 
dispose of it at once. 
Mr. FICKLIN, That is just what I wanted 


to find out, whether it is a question of form or of 
substance. 


Mr. VENABLE. 
form. 

Mr. FICKLIN. hese charts which I pre- 
sented here, I think w&e published in 1839. Now, 
my friend from North Carolina rather intimates 
that the spherodical shape of the earth was not 
then understood. 


It is simply a question of 
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-Mr VENABLE. 1 merely stated the differ- 
ence between nautical and geodetical charts. 

Mr, FICKLIN..- I. understood my friend from 
North Carolina to intimate that it had not been 
ascertained by. the Coast Survey-and. Department 
that the form of the earth was not aplane flat sur- 
face. He says that the information which we 
| received in- 1832 was incorrect... But. if. he will 
| look into the matter he will find that a great deal 
of- ihis incorrect-matter. was published. by order of 
the House. A great many more: numbers. were 
printed than was necessary for distribution by the 
members of the House. . 

Ifthe number tobe printed is decided upon, and 
the question is one of. mere" form between these 
two committees, I have. nothing more to say in 
regard to it; but ifit involve, in any way, the pub- 
lishing of a larger number than has been heretofore 
ordered, I am, for one, against it. 

Mr. GORMAN. | It does not involve a single 
cent more expense. It is a a question relating to 
the duties, falling, in part, legitimately, to the 
Committee on Engraving, and another part to the | 
Committee on Printing. It is the same thing here- 
tofore decided upon, and does not involve any ad- 
ditional expense. 

Mr. FICKLIN. l] will remark, in regard to 
this coast survey, that it has been well said by my 
friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Venazxz,]| that 
dollars are not to be regarded in reference to it; 
and, indeed, they need not be counted, because it | 
will continue from year to year and, as I appre- 
hend, from century to century at a cost of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars, and there will be 
no end to it while this Government has a sea- i 
coast. That being the case, and such the proba- | 
bility, l think it very important we should watch 
over this expenditure, which already is becoming 
very large, not to say enormous. It was sug- 
gested that the previous question should be moved; 
butas I do not desire to do so, I will yield the 
floor. 

Mr. ORR moved the previous question; which | 
received a second, and the main question was or- 
dered to be put. ` | 

The resolution was again read for information, 
and the question was then taken upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution, and it was agreed to. 

WABASH RIVER. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill, of which ‘previous notice 
had been given, entitled “A bill to grant to the 
States of Indiana and Illinois a portion of -thè 
public lands therein, for the improvement of the 
River Wabash; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

PUBLIC PRINTING OFFICE, 

Mr. DOTY, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill, of which previous notice had been given, 
entitled “A bill to establish a public printing office, 
and to provide for the appointment of a Superin- 
| tendent of Public Printing; which was read a | 
first and second time by its title, and referred to | 
the Committee of the Whole House, and ordered ! 
| to be printed. 


i 
SULS. 

| . Mr. SACKETT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
| duced a resolution; which was read for informa- 
| tion, as follows, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
| structed to inquire into the powers and duties of American 
Consuls and Commercial Agents in relation to American 
| seamen, mariners, officers, and commanders of merchant 
| vessels of the citizens of the United States, in foreign ports 
| and places; and to bring in a bill to more completely define 
and establish such powers and duties. j 

Mr. SACKETT. If the House will allow me 
one word upon that resolution, I presume there | 
i will be no objection to it. 

Voices. 
Mr. S., (continuing.) There is a claim now be- | 
, fore Congress, of a considerable amount, arising 
| out of the exercise of very doubtful powers of one 
f our consuls, and it is for the purpose of having 
| and obtaining a competent committee to examine | 


tion of this resolution. 


| journ; which motion wasagreed to; and the House 
! adjourned till to-morrow at twelve o'clock, m, 


i Elear!?? s Hear!” | 
| 


into their power and duties, that I ask the adop- i 


| Mr. ORR moved that the House do now ad- jj 


il of 


“A 23 NOTICES: OF BILLS. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN ave notice, under. the rule, of bis 
intention tò introduce a bill amendatory of the act approved 
September 9th, 1850, entitled “ An act proposing to the State 
of Texas. the’ establishment of her’ northern and western 
boundaries, the relizquishment by-the said State of all ter- 
ritory claimed by her exterior to:said: boundaries, and of all 
her claims upon the United States, and to establish a terri- 
torial government for New. Mexico.”?: itt sa aE 

Mr. ALLISON gave notice thathe would, on to-morrow, 
or on some subsequent day, introduce.a bill granting one 
million of acres of land to the State of Pennsylvania, for the 
purpose of aiding the Pittsburg and Erie Railroad Company 
in constructing their road. ; s : 


—— ` 
PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. MEADE: The petition of the heirs of Captain 
Joshua Frepton, praying for commutation pay. 

Also, the petition of David Toole, praying for a pension 
in consideration of injuries received while in the service of 
the United States during the late war. 

By Mr. ALLISON: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Washington county, Pennsylvania, praying that the carry- 
ing and delivery of the mail on the Christian Sabbath, or 
Lord’s day, be prohibited. 

Also, two petitions from citizens of Western Pemnsyl- 
vania, for a ship canal around the falls of Sainte Maric’s 


if river, 


By Mr. ASHE: The memorials of Dickson Mallard and 
Cariton Hall, deputy marshals, praying additional compen- 
sation for taking the censas. 

By Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE: The memorial of Thomas 
R. Holmes and others, citizens of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the construction of a ship canal around the fails 
of the river Ste. Marie, Michigan. 

Also, the memorial of N. P. Sawyer and others, of Pitts- 
burg, of the sanie tenor. 

Also, the memorial of William M. Semple and others, of 
Pittsburg, for the same. 

Also, the memorial of W. W. Wallace, J. D. Williams, 
and others, of Pittsburg, for the same. 

Also, the memorial of Charles Naylor and others, of 
Pittsburg, for the same. 

By Mr. SCHOONMAKER: The petition of 287 masters 
of vessels hailing from various ports in the United States, 
who have freighted from Rondout during the season of 
1851, for an appropriation to remove obstructions from the 
channet of the Rondout river, at or near its junction with 


| the Hudson river, in the State of New York. 


Also, a petition of citizens of the State and city of New 
York, for the same purpose. 

Also, a petiton of Hester Serrine, formerly Hester Paul- 
ding, of Yorktown, New York, and widow of John Paulding, 
deceased, one of the captors of Major Andre, for a pension. 

By Mr. DAVIS, ‘of Indiana: The memorial of J. Parsons 
Owen, of Ohio, P. E. Boyce, of Indiana, and 52 others, 
inventors, praying Congress for the completion of the Patent 
Office building according to the original design prepared by 
William P. Elliott, an architect of the city of Washington, 
and approved by the President of ‘the. United States in the 

ear 1836. ` 
7 By Mr. GREEN : The memorial of Colonel George W. 
Morgan, and others, asking an increase of the pension of 
George Momony a soldier in the Mexican war. 

By Mr. AIKEN: The memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, South Carolina, praying that an ap- 
propriation be made for deepening the bar and otherwise 
improving the entrance to the harbor of Charleston, South 
Carolina. 

By Mr. PORTER: A memorial signed by J. K. Sheeley, 
and four others, commissioners of the Asylum for the Deaf 
and Dumb, recently established by the State of Missouri, at 
Fulton, in said State, asking a donation of publie land tor 
the use and benefit of said asylum. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: The memorial of James T. Clark 
| and others, deputy marshals of Oxford county, Maine, for 

increase of compensation for taking the census of 1850, 

By Mr. DISNEY: The memorial of William Wilson 
Chancellor, asking Congress to endow the “National Uni- 
versity ?? in Ohio. 

Also, the memorial of merchants, shippers, ship-owners, 
underwriters, and others, of Cincinnati, remonstrating 
against the repeal of the act for the reduction of costs, &e., 
in admiralty. 

By Mr. KUHLNS: The petition of John C. Plumer,and 
70 other citizens of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the establishment of a direct mail route from 
| Westnewton to Greensburg, in said county, 

On motion by Mr. HOLLADAY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Messrs, Finnall 
& Graham be withdrawn from the files of the House, and 
be referred again to the Committee on the Post Office and 


|| Post Roads. 


By Mr. BOYD: The petition of James Sweet, praying 


i compensation for a horse lost in the military service of the 


United States. 
By Mr. CHURCHWELL: 


| y C IWE The memorial of E. Wilson, 
| of Tennessee, praying for the 


e 1 passage of a law authorizing 
the election or appeintment of two public printers to Con- 
gress, one a Democrat and one a Whig. 

Also, a memorial, praying for the passage of the home- 
, Stead bill. d 


A 3d March, 
| 1851, so amended as to have one uniform rate of postage 


By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 

| John S. LitteH, asking for per diem, mileage, &c., for con- 
esting the seat of J. Robbins, jr, in the Bist Congress. 

of citizens of Patterson 


: By Mr. BELL: The petition 
praying for the establishment 


of a mail route from Jacksonville, in said county, to Lora- 


By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of sundry citi 
Ilinois, asking for a grant of publie land to ad in ihe 
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construction of a railroad from Burlington, on the Missis- 
sippi, to the Missouri. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts : The petitions of G.. 
S. Mangum and others, of Springfield, Massachusetts ; Peter 
Lochy and others, of Westfield, Massachusetts; William 
Cheeny aud others, of Salem, Massachusetts ; Moses E. 
Green and others, of Burlington, Vermont; Benjainin Van 
Horn and others, of West Springfield, Massachusetts ; John 
H. McComb and others, of Watertown, New York; John 
R. Whipple and otliers, of New Ipswich, New Hamsphire; 
James V. Stetson and others, of Worcester, Massachusetts; 
severally praying for a modification in the duties on cigars. 

Also, the petition of J. C. Clark & Co. and others, of 
Boston, Massachusetts, for an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a ship canal around the falls of the Ste. Marie 
river. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 3, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 


ate a communication from the Secretary of War, 
in compliance with an act more effectually to pro- 
vide for the national defence, by establishing a 
uniform militia throughout the United States, ac- 
companied bya report of the Adjutant General 
with an “ Abstract of the Returns of the Militia of 
all the States and Territories, with their arms, ac- 
coutrements and ammunition,’’ taken from the 
latest returns received by that Department; which 
was read and referred to the Committee on the 
Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, in compliance with the resolution of the 
Senate of-the 26th January, transmitting a copy 
of the instructions given by that Department to 
the Commissioners appointed, pursuant to the act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1851, entitled 
“ An act to ascertain and settle the private land 
claims in the State of California,’’ and also a copy 
of the instructions which have been transmitted to 
the Surveyor General of California in connection 
with the subject; which was read, and referred to 
the Commitee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rmted, 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Secretary of the Territory of 
Oregon, transmitting a copy of the Journals of the 
proceedings of the Council and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Legislative Assembly of that Ter- 
ritory; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. MORTON presented a memorial of the as- | 
sistant marshals of Hamilton, Jefferson, and Co- 
lumbia counties, Florida, for taking the Seventh 
Census, praying additional compensation; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, 

Mr. BADGER presented a memorial of Wil- 
liam D. Graves, assistant marshal for taking the 
Seventh Census in Caswell county, North Caro- 
lina, praying additional compensation; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the memorials of 
Dickson Mallard, of Duplin county; A. Carmi- 
chael, of Wilkes county; Thomas F. Baxter, of || 
Currituck county; Shepherd K. Nash, of Orange | 
county; Robert Abernathy, of Gaston county; and 
J. H. Mitchell, of Camden county, assistant mar- 
shals for taking the Seventh Census in North Car- | 
olina, praying additional compensation; which | 
were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the petition of Pat- 
rick Donohue and others, of the city of New York, 
praying the interference of the United States in 
favor of the oppressed of other nations; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the proceed- 
ings of a meeting of citizens of West Point, Iowa, 
in relation to the donation of land asked for the | 
benefit of the Dubuque and Keokuck railroad; 
which were laid upon the table. ie i 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of} 
certain citizens, merchants and others, of the city 
of Philadelphia, praying the construction of an 
additional canal around the Fallsof the Ohio; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SMITH presented the memorial of the ad- |; 
ministrator of Oran Sherwood, praying the ap- |i 
pointment of a tribunal to review the decisions of 
the late Board of Commissioners for the settle- 


-New York, praying that the act of March 3, 


| of Pennsylvania, praying the construction of a | 


| river; which were laid upon the table. 


ico; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Foreign Relations. 

2 Also, a petition of E. C. Roberts, and 205 other 
citizens of Ontonagon county, Michigan, praying | 
the construction of piers and harbors at the mouth |} 
of the Ontonagon river, Lake Superior; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

Also, two petitions of the citizens of Houghton | 
county and Ontonagon county, Michigan, pray- | 
ing the construction of a ship canal around the 
Falls of the St. Mary’s river; which were laid upon $ 
the table. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of J. A. 
Seawell, a passed midshipman in the Navy, pray- || 
ing the allowance of addiuonal pay under a clause |! 
in the Naval appropriation bill of 1848; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William Speiden,.a purser |! 
in the Navy, praying to be allowed a commission 
on the military contributions received by him |; 
while acting purser to the United States frigate 
Congress, on the Pacific coast, during the late war 
with Mexico; which was referred to the Commit- i 
tee on Naval Affairs. ; 

Mr. FISH presented a memorial of insurers, | 
ship-owners, merchants, and others, of New York, | 
praying that the salary of the United States dis- 
trict judge at Key West, Florida, may be in- 
creased; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial of merchants and others, of |; 


1847, for reducing the costs ahd expenses of pro- 
ceedings in admiralty against ships and vessels jj 
may not be repealed; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petitionof Robert T. Norris, a pilot, 
praying to be allowed a pension in consideration 
of injuries received while mooring the light-ship | 
off Sandy Hook, in 1839; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COOPER presented a memorial of the 
Board of Trade of Philadelphia, praying that the 
bill to provide for the establishment of a braneh 
Mint at New York may not become a law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, three petitions of merchants and others, 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying the enlargement 
of the Louisville and Portland Canal; which were 
referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, a petition of ifgjabitants of Mercer coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania, praying that the transportation 
of the mails on Sunday may be prohibited by 
law; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also,a memorial of citizens of Pittsburg, Penn- 
sylvania, praying the construction of a ship canal 
around the Falls of the St. Mary’s river; which 
was laid upon the table. 

Also, a petition of manufacturers of cigars at 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, praying an increase of 
the duty on imported cigars; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FELCH presented the proceedings of citi- 
zens of Detroit, Michigan, in favor of the con- 
struction of a ship canal around the Falls of the |i 
St. Mary’s river; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. CHASE presented two memorials of citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying that the transportation of |; 
the mails on Sunday may be prohibited by law; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads. i 

Also, three petitions of citizens of Alleghany 
county, Pennsylvania, praying the construction | 
of a ship canal around the Falls of the St. Mary’s |! 
river; which were laid upon the table. | 

Mr. CASS presented three petitions of citizens į 


ship canal around the Falls of the St. Mary’s 


Also, the petition of Frances Elliot, praying 
remuneration for expenses incurred by her late }; 
husband, Commodore Eliot, for entertnining high | 
official personages while commanding the United i 
States squadron in the Mediterranean; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of seven- 
teen insurance companies in Boston, praying that |; 
a light-ship, with a fog-bell on board, may be | 
moored in the slue between the shoals off Cape 
Roman, on the coast of South Carolina; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

‘Also, the memorial of seventeen insurance com- 


i 
H 


ment of claims of American citizens against Mex- 


panies in Boston, praying that- the salary of the į 


United States district judge at Key West, Floris 
da, may be increased; which: was referred to the 
Committee on the Judicary. 4 ee 

Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of 
Kennedy & Darling, praying for payment of their 
Indian store and goods destroyed by the Seminole 
Indians, in Florida; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. i i 

Mr. SPRUANCE presented the memorial of 


| John D. Bird and others, holders of claims upon 


the late Republic of Texas, provided for by the 
act of September 9, 1850, praying that they’may 
be paid upon their compliance with :the require- 
ments prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
wy; which was referred to the Committee-on 
Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Charleston, South Car- 
olina, praying an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the entrance of the harbor of that city; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the memorial of 
Harriet De la Palm Baker, only daughter of Fred- 
erick H. Weissenfels, an officer in the Army of 
the Revolution, praying a pension; which was re+ 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 5 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the memorial of 
C. Alexander, praying to be allowed to execute 
the printing and binding of the returns of the 
Seventh Census; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. DODGE, of Towa, presented a document 
in favor of the construction of a line of railroads 
from Lafayette, through Peoria and Burlington, 
to the Missouri river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the petition of C. E. Greneaux, on the files . 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, it was ; 


Ordered, That the petition of Oliver Folsom, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of the executor of Carter 
Page, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. : 


On motion by Mr. COOPER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of H. N. Dennison, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims. 


On motion by Mr. COOPER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Eliza Evans, on the files of 
the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of Lewis Morris, submitted an adverse report; 
which was read. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of William C. Easton, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief. 

The bill was read and passed to a second read- 
ing, and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill to author- 
ize the payment of invalid pensions in certain cases, 
reported the same with an amendment. f 

He also submitted a report on the subject, which 
was ordered to be printed. 


| INDIAN SUPERINTENDENCY IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. ATCHISON. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was re- 


| ferred the bill to provide for the appointment of a 


Superintendent of Indian affairs in California, to 
report a substitute, by way of amendment, for the 
whole bill, and to request the Senate to act upon 
it immediately. I therefore ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to consider the bill at this 
time. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope that no Senator will ob- 
ject to the consideration of the bill at this time. 
California is the only portion of the territory of 
the United States without a Superintendent of In- 
dian affairs. This bill is to provide for. the ap- 
pointment of such an officer. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 

in Committee of the Whole. 


to consider the bill asin ] ‘ : 
The substitute of the Committee om Indian Af 
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fairs provides that the 6th section of. the act of: 
May 6th, 1822; entitled “Am act to amend. an act: 
entitled ‘An act to regulate: trade and intercourse. 
with the Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on 
the Indian frontier,’ approved 30th March, 1802;” 
also, the 5th section’of an act approved April 


95th, 1824; entitled «An act to enable. the Presi- 


dent to hold treaties with certain. Indian tribes,” 


be revived and extended to the State of California, 


for the purpose of establishing a Superintendency 
of Indian affairs for that State; and that the Pres- 
ident, by and-with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, be authorized to appoint a Superintendent 
of Indian affairs to reside in said State, who shall 
possess the same powers and be “subject to. the 
same duties as the Superintendent of Indian affairs 
at St. Lotis, Missouri. ; 

` {t further provides that the said Superintendent 
of Indian affairs shall have an annual salary not 
exceeding .. That he shall be allowed a 
clerk, whose compensation shall not exceed 
per annum. i , 
- Mr. ATCHISON. The Senate will perceive 
that the bill proposes to create the office of Super- 
intendent of Indian affairs for the State of Cali- 
fornia. I presume there will be no objection to 
that: The only question is as to the amount of 
compensation. I move to fill the first blank with 
ie $5,000,” and the second blank with ‘ $2,500,” 
so that the salary of the Superintendent shall not 
exceed $5,000, nor that of the clerk $2,500. 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed 
to, and the amendment as amended was adopted. 
The bill was then reported to the Senate, the 
amendment was concurred in, and the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time. 


TENURE OF ARMY APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr, HALE submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
that all commussitns in the Army of the United States here- 
atter shall be for a limited time, which shall be expressed in 
the commissions. 


CHARGE D’AFFAIRES TO SWITZERLAND. 


Mr. BRODHEAD submitted the following res- 
olution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be re- 
quested to inquire inta the expediency of making provision 
by law, for the usual outfitand salary of a Chargé d’? Affaires 
to. Switzerland. : 

FLORIDA SENATORIAL ELECTION, 

The Senate proceeded to ballot for a member of 
the Committee on the Florida Senatorial Election 
‘Case, to fill the vacancy occasioned by the with- 
drawal of Mr. Berrien. Thirty-nine’ votes were 
given, of which 

Mr. Badger veceived...cesseese eee eee eo el 

Mr. Soulé-cs2cioesccscacveaceedesenn ce D 

Mr. Dawson. 2... cece se cece eee aee aaa FS 

Mr. Underwood, 2.6 cccceccececacncecene A 

Mr: Butle se siecdewel ecits veaneda aa se 
Mr. Sumner. ccs ce ceeccccse ue cre cen eee Q 
Mr. Davis, (already on the committee).... 1 
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Mr. Banger having received the largest number 
of votes was declared duly elected, and the com- 
mittee naw consists of Messrs, Banazr, Bricut, 
Davis, Mason, and Pearce. 

DISCIPLINE IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. BADGER. I gave notice yesterday that 
I should ask the Senate to take up the bill, re- 
ported by me from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to enforce discipline and promote good con- 
duct in the naval service of the United States, and 
dispose of it this marning. I rise for the purpose 
of submitting that motion now. I would say to 
the Senate, that the bill as reported is precisely 


the same as the one which passed the Senate with 


great unanimity at the last session. 
important that 1 should be acted on i 
as squadrons are now preparing to g 
it is highly important that the officers 
with them some lawful authorit 
cipline. I hope, then, that there 
tion to taking up and disposing 
morning. I move to 
and take up that bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The bill was read the second time; and the Sen- 
ate proceeded to consider it as in Committee of 
the Whole. eee eee 


It is highly 
mmediately, 
o to sea; and 
should carry 
y to enforce dis- 
will be no objec- 
of the bill this 
postpone the prior orders, 


i 


‘The billavas reported from the. Committee on 
Naval Affairs-with amendments. - f 
. ‘The first amendment proposed to strike out the 
following, which immediately succeeds. the enact- 
ing clause: ee ate hea . 

“ That summary eourts-martial may be ordered upon 
petty officers; and persons of inferior ratings, by the com- 
winander of any Vessel in the Na vf, for the trial of offences 
which-he may deem deserving of greater punishment than 
the commander. of ay. twe 
third April, eighteen hundred, now authorized to inflict of 
his own authority, but not sufficient to require trial by gen- 
eral court-martial: nee eee E 5 pi ey 

& Sec. 2: And be it further enacted, That summary 
eourts-martial shall consist. of: three commissioned officers 
and of some person competent to act as recorder: Provided, 
‘That in cases where cominissioned officers cannot be de- 
tailed for such service, said court may be composed of any 
officers of or above tlie rank of passed midshipman. Be- 
fore proceeding to trial, the members shall take the follow- 
ing oath or affirmation, which the recorder is hereby author- 
ized to admiuister: i 

4 <I, A B,do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will well 
and truly try, without prejadice or partiality, the case now 
pending, according to the evidence which shall be adduced, 
the laws for the government of the Navy, and my own con- 
science.’ 

“£ After which the recorder of the court shall take the 
following oath or affirmation, which the senior member of 
the court shall administer: ‘1, A B, do solemniy swear 
(or afirm) that I will keep a true record of the evidence 
which may be given before this court, and of the proceed- 
ings thereof.’ 

“ Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the commander 
of a ship shall have authority to order any officer under his 
command to act as the recorder of a summary court-mar- 
tial. 

“Sea. 4. And be it further enacted, That all testimony 
given before such court shall be given orally, on oath or 
affirination, which the senior member of the court shall ad- 
minister, 

“Sec.5, And be it further enacted, Thatsummary courts- 
martial may sentence petty officers, and persons of inferior 
ratings, to the following punishments. 


And insert the following: «+ 


“rhat the commander of any vessel in the, Navy, or of 
any shore station, shall have authority to punish offences 
committed by petty officers and persons of iuferior ratings, 
by any one or more of the following punishments, to wit: 

“l. By diminishing their rations ; by restrieting their diet 
to bread and water; by imposing extra police and other 
duties ; and in cases of thett, in addition to any of the fore- 
going punishments, by making good from the wages of the 
offender to the owner the yalue of the article or articles 
stolen, and obliging the offender to wear, for any time not 
exceeding ten days, a badge with the word ‘thief? thereon.” 


The residue of the fifth section remained unal- 
tered, as follows: 

“Ist. Discharge from the sere, with bad conduct dis- 
! charge. f, 

“ld. Solitary confinemen 
bread and water: Provided, 
ceed thirty days. 

“3d. Solitary confinement in irons, 
exceeding thirty days. ` i 

“dth. Solitary confinement not exceeding thirty days. 

“Sth. Confinement not exceeding two months. 

“6th. Reduction to next inferior rating. 

“7h. Ball and chain, but not to be worn at sea. 

8th. Deprivation of tiberty on shore. 

& And loss of pay, not to exceed three months, may be 
| added to any of the above-mentioned punishnients.? 


The next amendment proposed to strike out 
from the sixth section these words: 

“Phat no such sentence shall be carried into execution 
without the approval of the oficer ordering the court, who 
; Shall have power to remit in part or altogether, but not to 
| conimute any such sentences.” 


It also proposed to amend the residue of the 
section, which is in these words, by striking out 
the words “ by a summary court-martial: 


“And provided, That no sentence to solitary confinement 
sball be directed to be carried into execution until the sur- 
geon or semior medical officer on board, atthe time, has ex- 
amined the prisoner and certified that it can be done with- 
out serious injury to his health; and it shall be the duty of 
the commander to remit the whole or any part of any sen- 
tence (by a summary court-murtial,} the execution of 
whieb would, in the opinion of said surgeon or senior med- 
ical officer, produce such injury.” 


Sections seven, eight, and nine, remain unal- 
tered, thus: 


4 


irons, single or double, on 
“Such confinement shall ex- 


single or double, not 


“See. T. Andhe it further enacted, That the command- 
er of every ship or vessel in the Navy shall cause a con- 
duct book to be kept, embracing every petty officer and 
person of inferior rating under his command, in which 
shall be noted every instance of meritorious or bad cunduct 
of each man; and whenever a man is discharged, either at 
or before the expiration of his term of service, he shall take 
care that his general character be noted on his discharge, 
giving to those who merit them, Good Conduct Discharges; 
and to those who deserve them, Bad Conduct Discharges ; 
and to those whose conduct shalt merit no particular note, 
discharges in the usnal form: Provided, That the charac 
ter to be given on a discharge shall be ascertained and es- 
tablished under such rules as shall be prescribed by the 
Navy Department. 

“Sec. 8, Andtbe it further enacted, Thatany petty officer, | 
or person of inferior rating, who shall be discharged with a 
good conduct discharge, after a service of not less than two | 
years, shall have a preference on reéntering the service, 


ssel is, by the act approved twenty- |) 


Feb. 3. 
‘and in advance to higher ratings over persons of similar 
qualifications, but who have not so served; and whenever 
a petty officer, or person of. inferior rating, shail be’ trans- 
ferred froni one ‘ship or station to- another, his. chatacter 
shall be noted ón the transfer rol ~ 

~ Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That every petty of- 
ficer, or person of inferior rating, who shail receive a good 
conduet discharge, after a continuous service of not. less 
than two years, shall, if he reénters within. three months 
-atter his discharge, be entitled.to’ a credit on the books of 
the ship to-which he may be first ordered, of three mouths? 
wages, at his former rating; and after twenty. years’: ser- 
vice in the Navy, with good conduct discharges at the ter- 
mination of each enlistment, every such petty officer.or per- 
son of inferior rating shall bé evtitled to'admission to and 
provision in the naval asylum for life, with Half the month- 
ly wages of his last enlistment.” 

The amendments proposed to strike out the 
tenth and eleventh sections, which are in these 
words: i 

“Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That commanding 
officers may, of their own authority, punish offences com- 
mitted by petty officers, and others of inferior ratings, under 
their command, by solitary or other confinement; hy di- 
minishing their rations; by restricting their diet to bread 
and water; by imposing extra police and other duties; by 
| withholding permission to leave the ship on Jiberty, when 
! such indulgence is granted to others of the ship’s company; 
and in case of theft not exceeding the value of five dollars, 
by making good from the wages of the offender to the owner, 
the value of the article or articles proved to have been 
stolen, and obliging the offender to wear, for any time not 
| exceeding ten days, a badge with the word “ Thief; and 
such commanding officer may combine any two of these 
punishments at his discretion. But solitary confinement 
thus directed shall not exceed fifteen days, nor other close 
confinement twenty days; nor shall any of the other pun- 
ishments hereby authorized be continued for a Jonger time 
than thirty days, nor so long, asin the opinion of the surgeon, 
or senior medical officer present, its. continuance would se- 
| riously affect the health of the offender. If the offences 
shall be deemed to require severer punishment, the otfender 
may be confined, until he can be brought to trial before a 
court, either general or summary, or his release is ordered 
! by proper authority. 

Seo. 11. And be it further enacted, That the proceed- 
ings of summary courts-martial shall be conducted with as 
much conciseness and precision as may be consistent with 
the ends ofjustice, and under such forms and rules as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy, with the ap- 
proval of the President of the United States; and ail such 
praccedings shall be transmitted, in the usual mode, to the 

Vavy Department,” ` 


The next amendment proposed to strike out 
from the twelfth section the words, ‘to be in- 
flicted by a summary court-martial.” The section 
is as follows: ' re 


“Src. 12. And be it further enacted, That any punish- 
ments authorized by this act {to be inflicted by a summary 
court-martial,]’ may likewise be inflicted by any general 
court-martial,” ea ad 


Mr. BADGER. 


| 


i 


I will explain to the Senate 
the purpose of the amendments which have been 
reported. The bill, as reported from the commit- 
tee, and as it passed the Senate at the last session, 
contemplates the establishment of summary courts- 
martial for the purpose of trying petty officers and 
persons of inferior ratings on board ships, and 
| giving to those courts the power to inflict the pun- 
jishments which are mentioned in the bill. ‘The 
committee directed me—withouta dissenting voice, 
all the members of the committee being present— 
to report the amendments which have just been 
| read. The effect of them is simply to strike out 
| from the bill the provision for summary courts- 
martial and to leave to the commanding officer to 
inflict the punishments which, in the bill, are pre- 
scribed as a substitute for the corporal punish- 
iment which was abolished by a proviso to the 
| naval appropriation bill at the session before last. 
The committee were clearly of opinion, that what- 
ever punishments the bill proposes as a substitute 
for corporal punishment, should be placed in the 
hands of the commanding officer of a vessel as in- 
dispensable to his authority and influence and 
control over the crew; that whatever means of dis- 
cipline Congress thought proper to provide, should 
be put into his hands without the intermediate ma- 
chinery of summary courts-martial. That is the 
effect of the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in, 

Mr. HALE. I offer the following as an addi- 
tional section: i 


And be it further enacted, T 
Navy of the United States here: 
ten years, which shall be expre: 


i 
f 
i 


hat all commissions in the 
after shall be for the term of 
ssed in said commission. 
I do not want to discuss it. I simply ask to 
have the yeas and nays upon it. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 7, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge 
of Iowa, Hale, Jones of Towa, Sumner, and Walker—7,_ 
NAYS—Messra, Atchison, Badger, Borland, Brodhead, 


OR THIS 


Butler, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, Douglas, Downs, Fetch, 
Fish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, King, Mallory, 
Mangum, Miller, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Prait, Siith, 
Soulé, Spruance, Stockton, and Wade—30. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. ATCHISON. I move to strike out the 
words ** bread and water.” 

The PRESIDENT. 
as that amendment has been adopted by the Sen- 
ate. i . 

Mr. ATCHISON. I move, then, to reconsider 
the vote on concurring with the amendment made 
in Committee of the Whole. You protect the 
sailor’s back, and now I am disposed to protect 
the stomach. 


putting a sailor upon bread and water, although it 
may not be infamous, is far more severe than 
flogging. If [had to select a choice, I would take 
the flogging. [Laughter]  . ~ 
The motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 
Mr. CHASE. There are many provisions of 
the bill, as I heard it read, of which 1 approve. 
‘There are other previsions to which I cannot give 
nw assent. 


sailor, a badge of dishonor-—the epithet “thief.” 
Wor can {I consent to sanction any such punish- 
ment as the “ball and chain.”? But satisfied as 
F am that all hope of amendment to this bill is 
vain, I simply ask for the yeas and nays on the 
en, 
fhe yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. HALE. 
of the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af | 
fairs before the bill is passed. I see by reference 


to the title of the bill, that it is entitled “ An act ! 


to enforce discipline and promote good conduct in 
the naval service of the United States.” With all 
respect to the committee, I wish to inquire whether 
this is all they propose to give us at this session, 
in order to premote good conduct in the naval ser- 
vice of the United States? 

Mr. BADGER. As l reported this bill, I will 
answer the Senator from New Hampshire, with 
the consent of the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. This is not all that we propose to 
offer to the Senate during the present session, This 
is a measure indispensably required to be at once 
adopted as a necessary means of preserving order 
and discipline on board the ships of the country, 
while we are deliberating upon a permanent and 
more enlarged system. We hope to report another 
measure during the session. 

Mr. HALE. Then L have not a word to say 
in opposition to this bill. J shall not oppose it. 


I wish simply to say, very briefly, that while I; 


have no objection to this bul, as a temporary meas- 
ure, I do‘ hope that at some early day the Com- 
mittee on, Naval Affairs will furnish us with a bill 
which shall be permanent, and embrace everything 
that ought to be embraced ina bill to promote dis- 
cipline and good conduct in the naval service of 
the United States. In my judgment, such a meas- 
ure should go a great deal further than this bill 
goes. And one of the first and most indispensable 
prerequisites to promote discipline and good con- 


duct in the naval service of the United States, is to | 


put the naval service upon an equal footing with 
the merchant service. If I am not mistaken, at 
this time the average wages of good sailors in the 
merchant service of the United States are at least 
twenty-five per cent. in advance of those paid to 
the highest class of seamen in the naval service of 
the United States. While this is so—while the 
merchant service pays twenty-five per cent. more 


than the Government, the merchant service will | 


always have the best sailors, and the naval service 
will have the dregs and refuse. That is an indis- 
pensable prerequisite, if you mean to raise the 
naval service. 

Another thing. You should hold out, by rais- 


ing the pay of seamen, inducements to young men | 


ofthe first character in the country to enter the 
naval service. And to do that, you must offer 
them a higher prospect of promotion than a mere 
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That will not be in order, | 


I consider the one about as respect- | 
able as the other; and I think the punishment of | 


1 cannot agree by my vote to sanc- i 
tion a punishisent which places on the breast, or | 
anywhere else upon the person of the American | 


grossmeut, that I may record my vote against it. 


I wish to make a single inquiry || 


| United States, who tell me that the spirit ration 
|| given to the sailors, is just exactly enough to keep 
| alive in them an unhealthy appetite during the 


: have been disciplined and schooled by the Govern- 
ment in intemperance, just exactly enough to en- 
able them to go on shore, and commit that which 
subjects them to the cruel punishments which 
they have to endure. In other words, you make 
them drunkards by law—you educate them to in- 
i; temperance—you encourage them to debase and 
|| degrade themselves by the system to which you 
|| submit them, and then they are punished forit. I 
trust, with all deference to the Naval Committee, 
that they will take this view of the subject. 

There are some other matters which I would 
like to see attended to. Ido not know but that 
| my suggestions may be considered absurd, but I 
wish that every ship which goes to sea under the 
fiag of the United States should carry a well-se- 
lected and well-arranged library, by means of 


work, should have the means at hand, by the aid 
of the Government, thus to improve his time. 
He should not be shut up by law, and the ouly 
possible excitement, physical or moral, the Gov- 
ernment affords bim is that which arises from 
taking the grog which you serve out to him. I 
think this is a suggestion which ought favorably 
‘| to commend itself to the humanity of the Naval 
|| Committee. f 

I| There are many other things that I think ought 
to be done; and Í hope that at an early day an 
earnest and serious effort may be made to put the 
Navy where it ought to be, F think this is due to 
the officers themseives. There are a great many 
i naval officers throughout the country now living 


tails is to be restored. I think we owe it to them 
that we should record, by yeas and nays, on the 


‘the deliberate judgment of three fifths, if not of a 


and never will be done. 9 
legislation that that is a fixed fact per se, that that 
thing never will be restored. When that is done, 
men and officers will conform themselves to the 
new state of things which they see about them. 
When such a bill as that shall be offered, 1 shall 
have something to say on the subject. 1 will not 
trouble the Senate now on that matter. 

I wish to say, however, that I have some facts 
which I have gathered in detail from the reports 


| 


can show my honorable friend from Florida, [Mr 


| 
li the premises from which heargues. 
Į will state at this moment for his especial edifica- 


tion. In the report which was read, I think from 


comparatively a very small number of the crew. I 


about twenty on frigates partook of the flogging. 
|! | believe Lam correct in that statement. I have 
| looked over the returns of several of these ves- 


i! sels, and made somewhat of an analysis of them. | 


I shall give to the Senate the result of one. The 
| ship Columbus sailed out of the port of New York 
i; on the 23d of February, 1846, and returned on the 
| 22d of February, 1849. Thatisa cruise of about 
4 three years; and we have only the returns of about 
| eighteen months, or one half of the voyage. Foar 
| hundred and twenty-four floggings were adminis 
‘| tered during these eighteen months. If that num- 
ber be divided between twelve or twenty men, It 
«will give a pretty considerable portion for each, 
But I find that thisadministration of justice, though 
severe, was alittle more equal. I find, by these 
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eruise; so that when they come into port, they | 


which every sailor disposed to inform himself, in | 
the hours in which he may not be employed at | 


in the hope and expectation that the cat-and-nine- | 


journals of the Senate, what } have no doubtis | 


larger majority, of this body, that it never can | 
It ought to be settled by |} 


of the Government upon this subject, by which I | 


‘| Marsory,] that he is exceedingly mistaken, not į 
only in the conclusions to which he comes, butin | 
One of them | 


i Mr. Engle, and one of those which the Senator i| 
from Florida gave in his speech, he mentioned 
that flogging on board vessels was confined to || 


think he said, about twelve on board stoops, and | 
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returns, that one man was flogged seven times; that 
four men were flogged five times; that eleven men 
were flogged four times; that twenty men were 
flogged three. times; that fifty-seven men were 
flogged twice; and that two hundred and seven- 
ty-two took it once. Two hundred and seven- 
ty two different men were fogged once during 
eighteen months, or half the voyage. “If there 
was the same proportion throughout the whole 
voyage, there would have been five hundred and 
twenty-four different men who received that.pun- 
ishment during one voyage. There are details 
of other vessels which J] have in my memorandum 
I| book, which go. to establish the same fact—that 
there is a very great mistake as to the extent, to 
which this thing has been carried on board of ves- 
sels. { will not trouble the Senate further at this 
time; but I hope at some early day to have an 
opportunity of addressing the Senate on the. sub- 
ect. : 

Mr. DAVIS. Twish to sayaword. J am.one 
among the number who voted to discontinue the 
practice of flogging suilors. Idid not doubt then, 
and I do not doubt now, that some regulations are 
necessary in order to keep up proper and suitable 
discipline. {have been encouraged by the hope 
that something might grow out of some consid- 
erations like those which have been thrown out 
| by the Senator from New Hampshire; that moral 
considerations to some extent, and that suitable 
rewards and suitable encouragements might be 
‘held out to men to maintain good character and 
good discipline on board ships. Lam by no means 
certain that they would sot be very greatly en- 
couraged—and that it might not be done with great 
advantage—by rewarding men, in money if you 
please, for a course of good conduct long con- 
tinued—by rewarding them in one of those various 
ways which are consistent with the discipline and 
best interests of the service. IJ rise atthe present 
time mainly to express the hope that when ‘this 
subject shall be under the consideration of gentle- 
men composing the Naval Committee, to whom 
it is referred, they will embrace in their examina- 
tions these considerations; that they will brin 
i} their minds to bear upon them, and that they will 
investigate the subject sufficiently to ascertain 
whether sonie such course of discipline as that 
may not be effectual in the Navy. 

There are in this bill some pretty hard provis- 
‘lions, which are degrading in their character; but 
i! still, as there must be discipline in the Navy, and 
il as men of large experience say that something of 
this sort is necessary, I shall reluctantly vote for 
this bill, but with the hope that a:milder and more 
‘| humane system may be introduced, 

‘| ] think ‘there is a great deal of misapprehension 
on this subject. It is nearly two years since we 
passed the act abolishing flogging in the Navy, 
and also in the civil marine. | live in a commer- 
cial community—in a State perhaps as largely en- 
gaged in navigation, in proportion to its popula- 
tion and Various interests, as any State in the 
Union; and, as far as regards the mercantile ma- 
ine, I have never heard a voice raised against it. 
$ I never have heard a word of complaint in the 
i! mercantile service in regard to it. F have yet to 
mect the individual who seeks for the restoration 
of flogging in that service. Now it seems to me 
i| that this is a fact that every genileman can appre- 
| ciate—that every gentleman can understand. It 
| seew.s to me that the plain and obvious inference 
from it is, that the evil of a want of discipline for 
ithe want of power to ‘control men by forcible 
| means, is not so great as many gentlemen appre- 
i hend, But if gentlemen of experience in the pub- 
lie service still say that some power of this sort is 
‘| indispensable to preserve good order and good dis- 
i| cipline, T shall yield my views to them. I shall 
‘| vote for this bill, and vote for it with the hope and 
‘| expectation that the time is not remote when we- 
shall come to a milder system. 

Mr. CHASE. I regret the necessity I have felt 
i myself under of saying a word in reference to this 
bill. I desired, indeed, nothing more than simply 
to place my name on record against.a medsure for 
which I cannot, in conscience, vote. The bill, as 
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igi orted from the Committee. on Naval 
gely p to me liable to comparatively little: 
objection. . It institutes, however, a code forthe 
overnment of the Navy which, in my judgment— 
nadequate, of course, for it is only that of a lands- 
man—is.sufficiently severe. F oe 
But.I would: consent, in deference: to. the judg- 
tient of the committee, and in deference to the 
judgment of. others fully acquainted with the sub: 
ject, to vote for the bill, with the single. amend- 
ment of striking out the degrading punishment of 
‘the ball and chain.’’ It: will be observed that 
this punishment-is not to- be inflicted at sea, but in 
port, where itis most cohspicuous and most. de- 
grading. bo) tel f 
The amendments which have been offered to this 
bill, and adopted by the Senate, are, in my judg- 


4 


ment, anything hut. amendments. -They are the |} 


reverse of amendments. They make that which 
was harsh and severe enough much more harsh | 
and much more severe. One of these amendments | 
authorizes. the commander of any vessel in the |; 
Navy, or of any shore station, to punish offences 
without.a court-martial, without investigation, but 
summarily, and upon his own motion; by dimin- 
ishing the rations; by restricting the diet to bread 
and water; by imposing extra police, and other duties; 
and in case of theft, in addition to any one of these 
punishments, by making good from the wages of 
the offender to the owner the value of the article 
or articles stolen, and obliging the offender to wear 
for any time not exceeding ten days, a badge with the 
word thief?’ thereon, . 
Passing over other punishments, I desire to di- |! 
rect the attention of the Senate especially to two. 
The first of these is the imposition of “+ extra police 
and other duties.” How large a variety of pun- 
ishments may be inflicted under this single pro- | 


Senate.to.introduce-a- little bill which is a matter 


and Dumb Asylim in Kentucky. . I wish to have 
this bill before:the committee as.soon as possible. 
Itis a bill to extend the time for selling the lands 
granted. to the Kentucky Asylum for teaching the 
deaf and dumb, 0 e oa oo 

granted, the bill was: read a first 


Leave being 3 
tothe Committee 


and. second. time, and- referred 

ob Public Lands. o; a 
COURTS OF THE UNITED. STATES. 

Mr. FISH. There is a small bill onthe Calen- 

dar which I ask the indulgence of the Senate to 


have passed at. this time. : 
The PRESIDENT. The hour. for the consid- 
eration of the special order has arrived, and the 


other business—at least, not without the consent 
of the Senate. 

Mr. FISH. This bill will not occupy more 
than five minutes, and it is a matter of importance 
in relation to the courts about to be held this 
month in the State of New York. It is Senate 
bill No. 78; a bill amendatory of an act entitled 
“* An act to provide for holding the courts of the 
United States, in case of the sickness or other 
disability of the judges of the district courts,” ap- 
proved July 29, 1850. 

Mr. BUTLER. If that bill is to pass at all, it 


| is very important that it should pass now. I am 


sure there will be no objection to it. In order to 
bring the subject to which it relates to the under- 
standing of the Senate, I will say that it is to 
amend a bill which is now in operation, and which 
thus far has worked well. From what I have 
learned of this matter, it appears that Judge Betts, 


| of New York, had more business than he could 


attend to; and by an application of the bar, and 


vision, and how enlarged is the range of discretion 
which it confers upon the officer in command! It | 
seems to me that it must strike any man who will 
reflect for a single moment, that it is a power too | 
extensive, too arbitrary, and too dangerous to be || 

ranted, The other of these punishments to which j/ 

desire to call attention, is that of obliging the of- || 
fender to wear a badge with the word ‘thief? ji 
thereon. The object of all punishment is refor- 
mation; at least the object of all punishment should |: 
be reformation; and it seems to me that to the other || 
various punishments authorized by this act and i 
this. amendment, it is worse than superfluous to | 
add a punishment which; in its nature, is so de- || 
grading and so dishonorable. Sir, a man may be | 
attacked and degraded not by punishment inflicted |! 
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on the body. only, buton the spirit also; and in i 
my judgment, the former is less humiliating than 
the latter. F cannot, therefore, concur by my vote 
in the adoption of a law which authorizes a pun- |! 
ishment of this character, | 
And 1 would say to gentlemen who have pro 
fessed themselves to be anxious for reformation in |! 
the Navy, that it is now, when a bill of this sort, |! 
containing provisions which many Senators deem i: 
essential to the discipline of the Navy, is under |! 
consideration, that they ought to propose the re- | 
forms they desire. ‘They should not strength- 
en the hands of those who are in haste to inflict |! 
punishment, but slow to bring relief; who are |! 
ready to sanction all that is harsh, invidious, and li 
dishonorable to the sailor, consoling him with || 
the empty promise that at some future me, ats j| 
some more convenient season, when the isommit- 
mittee on Naval Affairs shall be quite at isure toc i! 
attend to it, some salutary provision hli be tin- | 
troduced which may possibly benefitshi Condition. | 
I should not have troubled the Senatesedwith the | 
remarks but for the necessity impo me on baelye | 
the refusal.of the yeas and nays. | 
Mr. BADGER. 1 do not wish to go into any | 
discussion upon this bill, for I am anxious that it i 
should be passed as early as possible. I merely ii 
wish to make this remark—that as a man con- || 
sists but of body and of spirit, if we are not at lib- |; 
erty to punish him through his body, it seems to 
„me to be highly wrong to say that we should not | 
punish him by assailing him in his spirit. 1 think 
therefore, that there is nothing in the objection 
raade by the honorable Senator from Ohio. 
The question wag then taken, and the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


KENTUCKY DEAF AND DUMB ASYLUM. 


_ Mr. UNDERWOOD. Before the special order 
is called, I ask the unanimous indulgence of the 
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i in Committee of the Whole. 
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other disability of the judge, other judges should 
be allowed to take his’ place. ‘This bill is only to 
extend the provisions of that act, and to allow the 
judges of the district courts of the State of New 
York to call in the aid of other judges. There 
ave the 
Vermont and New Hampshire, and some others, 
who have but very little to do, and might, when 
requisite, go to New York and do this business 
very well. 
` The question was then taken to postpone the 
prior order, and it was decided in the affirmative. 
The bill was then considered by the Senate as 
It provides that the 
authority conferred by the former act (July 29, 
1850) may be exercised by a circuit judge, or by 
the Chief Justice of the United States, as, in the 
said act directed, whenever, on the certificate of the 


ii clerk of the circuit or district court, under the seal 
| of the court, it shall be made to appear to the sat- 


public interest, from the accumulation or urgency 
of judicial business in any district, shall require 
it to be done; and that the district judge so desig- 
nated shall bave and exercise the same powers 
within such district as if the district judge resident 


therein, were prevented, by sickness or other dis- |: 


ability from performing his judicial duties; and 
that it shall be lawful in case of such appointment, 


for each of the said district judges separately to |! 


hold a district or circuit court at the same time in 
such district, and discharge all the judicial duties 
of a district judge therein. 

No amendment being offered to the hill, it was 
reported to the Senate, and was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


THE COMPROMISE RESOLUTION. 
‘ The special order having been called, namely, 
h 
sippi, in relation to the compromise measures, 
Mr. GWIN. I believe, Mr. President, that 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BADGER] 


is willing that the special order should be post- !; 


poned to some future day, as there is a number of 
Important bills which it is desirable should be pro- 
ceeded with, in order that they may go to the House 
of Representatives if they are passed here. 

Mr. BADGER. Immediately after I had moved 


of great consequence to the’ trustees of the Deaf 


Chair really cannot allow gentlemen to interpose |! 


| with a view of facilitating the business, an act was |! 
| passed providing that in case of the sickness or |i 


judges of the district courts of the States of |} 


i isfaction of such judge or chief justice, that the |, 


e resolution offered by Mr. Foote, of Missis- i 


: some future day... E replied that it was of no con- 
sequence whether Lspoke to-day or at- some future 
time; and I will therefore move the postponement 
i of this subject until this day week, 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

-UNITED STATES COURTS IN. VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BUTLER. TI hope that by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate, the bill to-change the times 
for holding the district courts of the United States 
: in the western district of Virginia will be taken 
up. It is like the other bill which we have just 
passed. It is simply to change the times of hold- 
ing the courts, and it is important that it should 
be acted upon now. : *. 

The Senate “proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill embraces four. sections, the first of 
| which provides that instead of the terms now pre- 
scribed by law for holding the district courts of 
i the United States in the western district of Vir- 
|! ginia, they shall hereafter commence and be held 
i as follows: At Wytheville on the 28th days of 
| March and August; at Charlestown on the 8th 
days of April and September; at Wheeling on the 
19th days of April and September; at Clarksburg 
on the Ist days of May and October, and at Stan- 
ton on the 20th days of June and November, in 
| every year. Should any of these days fall on 
| Sunday, the court is to be held on the next suc-- 
; ceeding Monday. 

The second section provides that all proceeditfs 
whatever pending, or which may be pending in 
said courts, shall have a day thereon, and be pro- 
ceeded with and decided as if the terms of holding 
|; said sessions had not been altered. 

The third section fixes the salary of the judges 
at $2,500 per annum, payable as the salaries of 
ae judges of the United States are now paid; 
an 
| The fourth section provides that the act shall 
; commence and be in force from and after the first 
; of June next. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
; amendment, and was ordered to be engrossed for 
| a third reading. 


NAVIGATION OF THE UPPER MISSISSIPPI. 


| The PRESIDENT. The next special order is 
a bill for improving the navigation of the Upper 
Mississippi. 

Mr. JONES, of Jowa. I hope the Senate will 
; pass that over, and take up the bill which was 
under discussion the other day making a grant of 
| land to the State of Iowa for the construction of 
certain railroads. 

Mr. G@WIN. Move to postpone all the special 
orders and take up the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES. Very well. I will move to post- 
pone all the special orders and proceed with the 
Calendar. 

; The question was then taken on the motion to 
l postpone all the special orders, and it was agreed 
i to, : 

j ; 

| RAILROADS IN IOWA. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
| of “A bill granting the right of way and making 
| a grant of land to the State of lowa in aid of the 
| construction of certain railroads in said State.” 

| ‘The pending question is on the amendment sub- 
| mitted some days since by Mr. Unxverwoop, 
| which was offered after the bill had been consid- 
; ered as in Committee of the Whole and reported 
| to the Senate. i 
i| Mr. FELCH proceeded to address the Senate; 
| and having spoken until the usual hour of adjourn- 
, ment without finishing, he yielded the floor at the 
| request of several Senators. The report of his 
| remarks will be found in the Appendix. 


NON-INTERVENTION. 


i Mr. CASS. To-morrow was fixed for the con- 
|; sideration of the resolutions of the Senator from 
| Rhode Island, [Mr. Cuarxe.] I had an inter- 
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l; view with him last evening, and I do not know 
whether he will be able to come to the Senate to- 
morrow. If he is not able to go on, with his con- 
currence, which I have already obtained, I shall 
ask the Senate to take up the subject, as soon as 
my colleague shall have concluded. 


CENSUS PRINTING. 


On motion by Mr. SMITH, by unanimous con- 
sent, it was 


Ordered, That the amendment submitted by him to the 
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BILLS PASSED. 
The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: 
A bill for the relief of Mary W. Thompson; 
_ A bill for the relief of John T. Sullivan; 
A bill for the relief of Joseph Gideon; 
A bill for the relief of John O. Means; 
A bill concerning the sessions of the courts of | 
the United States in the district.of Delaware; 


A. bill for the relief of George Poindexter; 

A bill for the relief of William Miller; 

A bill for the relief of Ezra Williams; and 

A bill making an appropriation # part for the 
erection of a light-house on Sand Key, Florida. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, February 3, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. L. F. Morgan. 
TheJournal of Monday was read and approved. 


INTERVENTION. 


Mr. ANDREWS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Maine, in relation to 
Hungary and intervention. 

No objection was made, and they were intro- 
duced, as follows: 


Resolve extending an invitation to Louis Kossuth. 

Resolved, That in Louis Kossuth we recognize a distin 
guished representative of freedom and constitutional liber 
ty; and that His Excellency the Governor be requested to 
extend to him a cordial invitation to visit the capital of this 
State. 

Resolved, That we tender to Louis Kossuth the assurance 
that we entertain a sincere sympathy for the wrongs ot 
Hungary, and a deep detestation of the despotic tyranny of | 
Austria, and the anwarrantable intervention of Russia. | 

Resolved, That we earnestly desire that the General Gov- 
ernment of the United States may exert an influence, in 
same wise and proper manner, against all such intervention 
in future. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to 
communicate a copy Of these resolutions to each of our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


Mr. ANDREWS. I desire their reference to |! 
the same committee to which the resolutions of the |: 
State of Alabama upon the same subject were re- || 


ferred. , | 
The SPEAKER. That was the Committee on |: 
| 


Prayer || 


Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. ANDREWS. I then move that the res- | 
* olutions be referred to the Committee on Foreign | 
Affairs, and that they be printed; which motion l| 
was agreed to. - | 

On motion by Mr, PEASLEE, leave was grant- || 
ed to withdraw from the files of the House, for |! 
the purpose of reference in the Senate, the petition 
and papers of Jacob Gideon. 

Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent, presented 
a certain memorial of the Legislative Assembly ot 
Oregon; which was referred to the Committee on 
Territories and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLARK. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution which I 
deem of considerable importance, 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: ji 

Resolved, that the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing an 
additional number ot military posts on the overland route 
from the Missouri river to California, for the protection of 
emigrants and travelers, and that they report by bill or 
otherwise. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected to its intro- 
duction. 


ASSIGNABILITY 


OF BOUNTY LAND WAR- 

RANTS, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of taking up the special 
order; which motion was agreed to. i 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Orns in the chair.) 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, move 
the bills made the special order. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion for that pur- 
ose is unnecessary. They come up as the first 
usiness in order before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The special order is the 


d to take up 


‘are both named in the same order. 


| first section now, and then it will be open for 
: amendment, and the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 


i of the same, at the ra 


| from Florida will allow me, I desire to inquire ; 


|; enacting clause and to insert the bill reported by 


| to get both propositions before the committee at 
i the same time. 


: such an amendment is not in order? 


1; It is not in order to move to strike out all after the 
i enacting clause, and insert the House bill, 
| the gentleman from Tennessee nppeal ? 


i! 
i! 55th rule. 


diers who have been engaged in the military ser- 
vice of the United States.’ The Senate bill having | 
been made a part of the special order, will, in the | 
opinion of the Chair, take precedence. | 

Mr. FULLER. I ask that the bill be read. 

The Clerk then read the Senate bill through. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I | 
desire to claim the attention of the House a short 
time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Task the gentleman | 
to allow me to inquire of the Chair, which bill is 
before the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Senate bill. 


They 
Mr. JONES. 


I believe the rule is to read the | 


Caner] will be in order to address the committee. 
_The CHAIRMAN. The first section of th 
biil will be again read. 
= h 
The first section was then read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, §c., That all warrants for military bounty 
aud, which have been or may hereafter be issued under 
any law of the United States, and all valid locations of the | 
same, which have been, or may hereafter be made, are 
hereby declared to be assignable, by deed or instrument of | 
Writing, made and executed after the taking effect of this | 
act, according to such form and pursuant to such regulations | 
as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, so as to vest the assignee with all we rights of 
the original owners of the warrant or location: Provided, | 
Phat any person entitled to preémption right to any land, | 
shaji be entitled Lo use any such Jand warraut in payment | 
| 
| 


te of $1 25 per acre, for the quantity 
of land therein specified. | 
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Ifthe gentleman ! 
whether it would be in order to move an amend- 
mend to the Senate bill, to strike out all after the 


the select committee of the House. My object is ji 
i 


The CHAIRMAN.. I suppose it will not be 
in order under the rules. 
Mr. HARRIS. Does the Chair decide that 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that it | 
is not in order to substitute one biil for another | 
when both bills are pending before the committee, į 


Dues 


Mr. HARRIS. I desire to get both proposi- | 
tions before the Liouse at the same time. And as 
the Chair has ruled my motion out of order, I || 
think I will take an appeal. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is this: The 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Harris] moves 
to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
Senate bill, and to insert the bili reported to the ! 
House from the select committee. T'he Chair de- | 
cides, that as both bills are pending before the | 
committee it is not in order to strike out one and i! 
insert the other. From that decision the gentle- || 
man from ‘Tennessee takes an appeal. "The ques- | 
tion is, then, Shall the decision of the Chair stand il 
as the judgment of the committee? i 

Mr. JENKINS. Is it not better to proceed and |) 
! perfect the bill before the committee? and then, if ; 
‘it be desired, the gentleman can offer a substitute | 
‘for it. Will not the gentleman derive all the ben- i} 
‘efit which he desires by offering his substitute j! 
| after the bill before the House has been discussed | 
| and perfected? j 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wili read the 


i 
i 
| The 55th rule wag then read, as follows: i 
«No motion or proposition on a subject different from | 
i that under consideration, shali be admitted under color of it 
i amendment. No bill or resolaiion shall at any time be 
amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, |; 
i any other bill or resolution pending before the House.” i 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I suppose the : 
ground upon which the gentleman from Tennes- 
: see rests his motion, is that the House bill and the |) 
i Senate bill, as now before this committee, are the Í 
© same in subject matter. They were both taken |; 
i up by joint motion in the House to refer to this 5 
| committee. Hence it does not come under the! 
eration of the rule which has been read. 
ii The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes, how 
il ever, that two distinct bills cannot he under con- | 


i] sideration at the sa 


i that they have,ran as wild as wild can be. 
; observed, as I stated upon that occasion, that the 


| they are about the same. 


i) would pursue that course. 


me time, although. referred in 
the same order. Sete a, ea ae 

Mr. STEPHENS. The point of order will be, 
whether. this committee can take charge of both. 
of these propositions? It was only by the unani= 
mous consent of the House the other day, that an 
order of the House was made by which: both of 
these bills were entertained under one motion, and 
referred to the committee. ae 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis usual in such refers 
ence to say, that they shall be jointly considered: 
This order does not so specify. 

Mr. FICKLIN. It seems to me, that. there is 
another reason why the decision. of the Chair is 


i right, and it is this—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. FOWLER moved to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
ittee of the Whole. 
‘The question was then taken upon the appeal, 
and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. When the House 
was last in Committee of the Whole, we were en- 
tertained by a discussion between gentlemen from 
the Northern or Eastern sections of the Union, 
with some account of the action of parties in their 
region of the country. I ask the attention of the 
Fouse now for avery few moments, while I speak 
of what has been done in another section of the 
country, which I deem to be of as much public 
interest as anything, perhaps, to which I can ad- 
dress myself, 

Mr. JENKINS. Is it in order to discuss this 
bill without any amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. CABELL. ft will be recollected by the 
House, that during the progress of our organiza- 


It cannot be done in Com- 


| tion, I amongst others expressed my surprise in 


regard to the action of the two parties, in prepar- 


! ing themselves for that organization, in their re~ 


snective caucuses. I stated then, and I state now, 
that when I came to Washington, this winter, it 
was my expectation, from the opinions which had 
been so frequently expressed, the declarations so 
frequently mede, and the pledges so frequentl 

given, that the Democratic party of the North’ 
and the Union, when brought together here would. 
adopt and recommend to the country an. acqui- 


! escence in the compromise measures; and that the 


Whig party could not do so. J have always be- 


| lieved, that upon all general questions, dividing the 


two parties of the country, the Whig party has 
been the true conservative party, saving and ex- 
cepting upon this question of slavery; and upon 
I had 


Democratic party ad been represented by more 
men upon the floor of the House of Represent- 
atives entertaining what I conceive to be sound 
and proper views of slavery and Southern rights 
than the Whig party. The mass of these two 
parties at the North I had never believed to be 
materially different. I believe the truth is, that 
žut from some cause 
or other, the Democratic party has herctofore re- 
turned more men to the Congress of the United 
States who entertain views coincident with my 
own, upon this Southern question, than the Whig 
party. With these opinions, facts, and expecta- 
tions, I avowed my purpose in the organization 
of the House, to act with that party which would 
stand by the Constitution of the United States and 
the rights of my section f country, and indorse 
the compromise resolutions. I thought the Dem- 
ocratic party would do this, but they did not. ; 
My friend from Virginia, (Mr. Meane,] during 
that discussion, suggested to me that I shonid 
avail myself of that cecasion, or of some early 
occasion, to separate myself from the Whig party, 
and come over to the ranksofthe Democratie party. 
Sir, the only alternativenpon which I would ever be 
willing to pursue such a course—the only thing that 
would ever induce me to think of acting with the 
Democratic party—the only consideration for it, 
failed. Lhad been deceived by the representations 


‘ of thatparty. | believed they had put themselves 
| upon constitutional grounds, and i said th 


at I would 
act with them, as I would act with any party:that 
But the very first ac- 
i tion of that party in the opening of this Congress, 
was such as to violate that very principle upon ` 
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whieh alone E was . prepared to act with: them. 
Beta rset then i the unfortunate position of 
not being able to act with anything like cordiality 
swith the great mass ofthe Whigparty ofthe North, 
and not at all with a large portion of-them, and 
failing, as the Elouse will perceive, to find. im the 
Democratic party the-adoption of nreasures that 
would enable me teact with them, {thoughtthere 
-owas yetone party in the country which wemight 
traat: There has of Tate been established in ‘the 
southern country what is called the Constitutional 


l 
f 


| of the “North 


| of it are Union men; and as Union mek we might, 


ative party-of.the country, opposed to all nrere 
abstractions -of the South, and to Sewardiom, 
Greelyism; Van Bearenisms and-all the other isms 
I feel proud of belonging to that 
with few exceptions, the members 


i 


party, because; 


H 
i 


| without surrendering any of our principles, act in 
| harmony with the Union Constitutional party.: I 
| would -be iy accordance with the ‘conservative 


Union party—a party formed upon the very prin- 
ciples which Istated would have induced me to 
act with the Democratic. party-in.the. organization 
of the House, if the Whigs ‘had refused. to put 
themselves onthe samme platform. 

I desire now to call the attention of the House 
toian article which appeared some time since in 
one of the leading Union newspapers in Georgia, 
the Macon Journal and Messenger, and also, to 
the sneceeding action of the Union party in the 
Legislature of “Georgia. } 
which sets out with the proposition, that the time 
has arrived when. the Union party of the South is 
to determine upon its action in reference to the 
presidential election. It goes on, then, to state | 
that, in the estimation of the editor of that paper, | 
the Union party cannot act with the Whig party, 
because they are swallowed up by the Abolition- | 
ists, but.that they may act with the Democratic 
party. After taking this position, the article goes 
on to say: 


‘SCWe say, then, that the Union men of whe Sonth ought 
to-send delegates to the Baltimore Convention. Tris the 
most effectual way to accomplish their design Of saving and 
perpetuating the Union. Unless they de so, that Conven- 
tion may lose its conservative character, and may bring for- 
ward a candidate who willbe obnoxious to the South, i 

“Phere is at this momenta most singular coalition tormed 
between the Abolitionists and Disunionists to control that | 
Convention, No sensible man can close his S to that į 
Tact. Van Buren, Blair, Benton, and their Free-Soit coad- ! 
jutora, are mirshailing their forces at the North. Rhett, | 
Commander, MeDonald, and Quitman, are gathering to- | 

ether (he seattered members of the cofin regiments at the i 

outh. ‘hese men, defeated in their Jate treasonaule ii 
schemes, are now about to combine for the purpose of sub- |! 
sidizing and controlling the national Democracy. 7 hey || 
will urcomplish their ynurpose, tao—untess defeated by i | 

rompt movement on the part of the Union wen of the | 
South. Here, in our very midst, they are changing their | 
Rhames, repudiating their principles, and preparing to ass 
cinte with what, a few months since, they. termed ‘the rad 
eal, rotten Democracy of the North P Open Disunionists, Li 
Who denounced Yankees, who refused to trade with them, |: 
orto adit them into their family circles, are now ready to l 
embrace the ‘sweet Kittle fellow? of Kinderhook and the j! 
Whole-horde of his Abolition followers. Even the honor- |} 
able Representative trom. the first district is found closetted |! 
with euch men as: Disney, of Ohio! Verily, coming events | 

east their shadows before. | 

“Now, we hope that the Union nien of the South will 
send delëgales to Baltim 
this infumous coulition between the Abolitionists and fire- 
calers—me hope they will send delegutes there who will 
coliperate with the true Jackson Democracy—reattirm the 
doctrines of the Ge reia Convention—ingraft the principles | 
oF the compromise upon the Baltimore platform, and bring 
ont same such ias Mr. Buchanan tor the Presidency. 

H Por ourselves, we honesty believe that thi © 
way in which the country ean be saved. Uf the Sonthern 
Union men remain out of that Convention, the compromise 


$ 
H 
i 
f 


wings of the Democratic party—the true Jackson Democ- H 


racy——Will be overwhelmed by the combine 
Van Burenites and Rhetites—a Pree-Soil A 
ticket will be nominated—the slavery 
opened, | 

We throw out these hints for the reflection of our |) 
Union tricnds in the Legislature, and hope they will take |) 
gome action in the premises before they disperse.” 

** Our Union friends in the’ Legislature” took 
the “hint,” and passed resolutions recommend- | 
ing the Union party to send delegates to the ‘Bal- | 
timore Convention.” 

I will not detain the committ 
article any further, 

Now 
the Constitutional Union party of Georgia, [ am to ;: 
understand that that organization was perfected, | 
not, as has been alleged, forthesake of the Union | 
and the Constivition, but for the sake of the Demo- |! 
cratic party. I was elected to this House as a 

mg, notas a Constitutional 


d power of the j 
| Anti-compromise 
agitation will be re- 


ig, 
was one of those wi 
© organization.”? 
honorable frie 
that it w 
thereby 

pem 


l Union man; but Ij) 
10 were disposed to favor that || 
But in doing so, let me tell my |: 
nds, themem bers of the Union party, | 
as ho purpose of mine that they should |, 
convert me into a Democrat—and that |; 
to be their purpose, if this paper speaks the |! 
ents of the party, and the action of the || 
n men of the Legislature seems to justify the || 
opinion that it does. Sir, [feel proud of the po- ! 
sition that the party withowhieh Thaye acted here- |! 


ii principles. of our party to abandon party names 


Here is a long article aH 


| hope it 


i 
} 


ore for the purpose of breaking up || 


the only | setts [Mr. Rantout] gave the House the reason 


| heavy odds; all the wealth and the power and; 


i 
t 
ij 
i 
i 
Hi 


anil the Union will be lost. ; 


i ting to that state of things any longer, so they 
į turned round and bargained for, 


ee by reading the | 


s Sir, if this paper speaks the sentiments of |. 


' Ihave described their position, and the Democratic 
: party bas still struggled under the same disadvan- 


| and party organizations to act with any man or 
| set of men who, ubder.a new organization, would l 
: contribute to the preservation of the Constitution 
j and the Union. I was willing to go into such an 
| organization, orto act with any party that would 
faithfully carry outits principles. 

But I ask the attention of the House to the 
reasons which induced this editor to recommend 
that the Union party should send delegates to the | 
\Baltimore Convention, He says: i 
; The Union men of the South, in our opinion, ean ae 
cM@Pplish their purposes and establish their prineiples as 
effectually without a national Union organization as with 
it, They now control the States of Georgia, Alabama, 
Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana, Kentucky, Tenn 
Virginia, North Carolina, and Marylan@. fr is po: 
they wight rally a majority even in South Carolina. 


i 

Pe 
we | 
Phe | 


but if thrown in one body into a national convention, they 
mightsecure the selection of a proper candidate whose elec- 
tion they would place beyond a dowbt.” H 
Now, I ask my Union friends why, with that 

; declaration, they should determine to send dele- 
| gates to the Democratic Convention, rather than i 
‘to the Whig Convention? I believe they could | 
contro} either, but I do not think they should be 
represented in either. 
seif for the Whig party, that if the Union party 


į Should act cordially with them and go into the 


| do precisely the same as this editor says the Dem- : 
ocratic party would do, and which they will not : 
do, unless you go there to help to prevent them 
from disregarding the Constitution, I believe, | 
from the indications which have lately been made, 
that the Whig party of the country may—and | 
will be so, even without the aid of the! 
Union party—put itself upon this constitutional |] 
ground and adopt the recommendation of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, that the slavery agita- 
tion shall cease, and that the compromise of the 
last Congress shall be considered as final. I hope 
I may not be mistaken. 

Until recently, as 1 have said, we had more 
sound men_in the councils of our country from 
| among the Democrats than from among the Whigs; | 
| and it may be true, as has been alleged, that there | 
; was more soundness upon this question in the 
| Democratic party of the North than in the Whig 
| party. But I believe that that state of things does 
; not now exist. The gentleman from Massachu- 


i the other day. They found it was a losing game. 
The Democratic party of Massachusetts, the gen- 
i tleman told the House, has been laboring against ! 


patronage of ihe State was against them; the Free- | 
Soil influence was against them; and they were 
| kept down. Well, they had no idea of submit- 


and bought up 


the Free-Soilers. f : 

Mr. RAN TOUL, (interrupting.) With the.per- | 
mission of the gentleman, I desire to say a word | 
‘or two, Of course, if the gentleman quotes me at : 
i all, he intends to quote me correctly. I have not‘ 
said that the Democratic party had turned round, 
or had bargained with anybody, or had done any- 


thing new to get themselves out of the position |} 


which they had been in for the last twenty years. 


i 
tages. The course it has taken upon the point : 
which the gentleman has been touching on, I in- 
tend to explain to the House at a convenient op- 
portunity. 

Mr. CABELL. Task the gentleman whether 
he considers himself a Democrat? 

Mr. RANTOUL, 1 am very happy the gen- | 


i 


| tleman has put that question. i will answer it if if 
he will allow me todo so. I answerit in this way—'} Mr. Chairman, 


and perhaps there is no member upon ‘this floor 
who.can give the. answer in a more decided man- 


votes of those States are not sufficient to elect u President; ii 


I think £ may pledge my- || 


| Whig Convention, the Whigrepresentatives would || 


| slightest degree with the Abolition 


| Seems very singular to me, tl 


shave ‘been nominated by the 
Democratic party over andover: again for some 
years past, wranimoualy; the last nornination I re- 
i ceived. from that party was a wnenimous nomina- 
; tion; ii was given to me bythe Democratic party, 
knowing my views upon the question to which the 
gentleman alludes, and after Lad explained those 
v. 


jews fully, in a speech since published; at the 
largest Democratic convention—ealled withoutref- 
erence to this question—ever held im the district. 
After that nomination, the trial came ons-there was 
| no choice at the first trial- Atthe second. trial after 


| 


; 


| 
i 
| 
| 


honor. to vote for me, it was still the largest ever 

thrown at that season of the year. That, Isap- 
| pose, eutitles me to consider myself in full com- 

munion with the Democratic party of the State of 
| Massachusetts. If lam nota Democrat, there are 
| no Democrats in New England, That is the ne- 
| cessary and the only inference. r 

Mr. CABELL. Edo not desire a better Hus- 
tration of the truth of what I have just sad, that 
| there is now going on a change in the public mind, 


|) as was once said by a distinguished gentleman in 
i; the Senate in regard to this question of slavery. 


| We all know what are the opinions of the gentle- 
| man who has just spoken, and he tells the House 
| that he received the largest Democratie vole ever 
given in his district. ‘That is evidence of what 
| is well known to be the fact, that in the State of 


'| Massachusetts the Democratie party, tired of 
| being without office, as the gentleman told us the 


‘other day, were determined to hold out induce- 


i| ments to these Abolitionists to sustain them. 
‘| They met in joint convention, nominated some 
Democrats and some I’ree-Soilers, elected their - 


men, and ousted the Whigs; and the gentleman, 


i enteriaising the opinions which we all know he 


does, has been sent here by the largest Democratic 
majority ever given in his district. 

Mr. DISNEY, (interrupting.) I was busily 
engaged in writing, and did not hear the gen- 
tleman, but F have been informed that near the 


i| commencement of his remarks, he took oceasion 
| to introduce my name as having been published in 


conjunction with the names of certain Abolition- 
ists, - f 
Mr. CABELL. -Í réad it from a newspaper. £ 
will send the paper to the gentleman, and he.can 
read it for himself. i : 
Mr. DISNEY. Ihave since, with the permis- 
sion of the gentleman, had an opportunity to look 
atthe paper, and the remark there made legiti- 
mately carries with it the inference that I am part 
and parcel of the Abolition party, or in some đe- 
gree affiliated with them. Now I avail myself of 
this occasion to say that I never did in my life, 
either at home or elsewhere, sympathize in the 
e party. I never 
uttered a sentiment in relation to that party, either 
on the stump or in the Legislature of my State, 
but to denounce them. If the statement in that 
paper is a fair specimen of the intelligence of the 
people of that country, I do net wonder at any 
doctrine which the Whig party may adopt there. 
Mr. CABELL. ` I presume the reason why the 
inference was drawn of which the gentleman from 
Ohio complains, is, that he expressed or intimated 
a willingness to vote for the Wilmot proviso for 
reasons: stated at a former Congress, and that he 
voted against the fugitive slave bill in the last Con- 
gress. 
? Mr. DISNEY. And why didI vote against it? 
Mr. CABELL. I do not know why. 
Mr. DISNEY. If the gentleman will allow me, 


i 
i 
i 
$ 


| I will tell bim why. 


} Mr. CABELL. I cannot be interrupted in this 
i manner. I was proceeding to say: 
Mr. DISNEY. I beg just to say that I voted 
| against the fugitive slave’ law because it was not 
| Stringent enough, and because I believed, if passed, 
it would become a weapon in the hands of the 
Free-Soilers [laughter] for agitation. 
Mr. CABELL. Then it seems the gentleman 
| is more Southern than the South itself; -and it 
é hat if he really enter- 
| tains these sentiments heshould have voted for the 
| Wilmot proviso, and against a bill with which the 
i Southern representatives were satisfied. 
there are a good many refer- 


if ences which I desire to make to the action of 
ii parties ia other 


States, but T eannot for want of 


* 


Sine. “Twill proceed. ‘Whe coalition in Massa- 


chusetts is two patpabis, and the position of the j 


Democratic party too well established, to say. mare 
in reference to them. We all know what is the 
position ef tke Democrate party iv the State’ of 
Ohio now, and what it has been fer some time 
past. We know the principle upon which’ the 
peent Governor was reventhy elected, alypeugh- 


ie has, in his last message, proclaimed sentimeiits | 


whigh meet my approbation, so-faras they go. 
But the Governor of Ohio was elected upow his 
declaration that * the fugitive slave law can never 
receive the voluntary codperation: of the peeple of | 
the State of Ohio.” That was the principle upon 

which he effected his election—opposition to the | 
fugitive slave law. Now, I allude to this fact be- | 
cause a gentleman now occupying the chair, [Mr. 
‘Oins,] Ina recent speech, spoke of the peculiar 
Southernism of the Democracy of Ohio, as shown 
in this election and in other instances Again, sir, 
the late Demucratic Convention of Ohio passed a 
resolution declaring “ that, slavery is an evil which 
ought to be eradicated, and its extension prevented 
by all lawful means.” We know that in that | 
convention, held in the State of Ohio, this senti- | 
ment was avowed; and such has been the inroad | 
of Free-Soilism upon the Democracy of that State | 
that in a district lately represented by a distin- 
guished member from Ohio, {Mr. Root,] a free 
soil Whig, whose antivlavery opinions are welt 
known, is now represented by a free soil Demo- | 
erat, though, as 1 am informed, there was a de- | 
cided Whig majority in thedistrict. “The coalition 
by which Mr. Chase was elected to the Senate is 
a matter of history. The fact is, Mr. Chairman, | 
the Democrats have fairly outbid the Whigs in 
this State, as in Massachusetts; and as I heard an 
Ohio Whig complaming, “the Democrats have 
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bought up or stolen most of our Whig free soil- 
ers.” Well, sir, Lam glad of it. I rejoice that | 
the Whigs are getting rid of them, and I hope | 
the Democracy will make better use ogthem than : 
the Whigs did. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope the’gegsleman will 
allow me to correct him. I know he intends to 
state his positions correctly, But E will state to 
him, that in seme portions of the State to which 
he has made allusion, the Democrats have bought 
up the Whigs. If he will examine the recent po- 
litical history of that State, he will see that in one 
portion of the State the whole Whig party were 
found voting for a Democrat and the Democratie 
ticket, and that ticket was elected. And that dis- 
trict, which was formerly a strong Whig distuict, | 
is now one of the strongest Democratic districts in 
the State. So it seems that the Democrats have 
bought both the Whigs and Democrats, jrenewed 
laughiter.} 

Mr. CABELL. This only confirms what [| 
have said. I have not time to allude to coalitions 
in other States, with which we are all familiar. 
Now to return to this Constitutional Uaion party, 
orcather, I should say, the Constitutional Union 
Democratic party. T ask the gentlemen of that} 
party why it is they come forward now and seek | 
to force a union with the old Democratic party? | 
What is the position of the great mass of the Demi- | 
ocratic party at the South upon the questions upon 
which the Union party was formed? Their posi- 
tion is directly at war with the principles of the 
Constitutional Union party, The position of the | 


| 
t 
[i 
i 
i 
1 
j 


in 
Whig party of the South cannot be mistaken. [t | 
has been clearly defined by their declaration of | 
sentiments, given here and elsewhere, by the votes | 
which have been given by those gentlemen on all 
occasions upon this foor. They have almost uni- 
formly declared for the Union and the compro- | 
mise. In this connection 1 beg to call the atter- 
$ : aS 
tion of the committee to a certain paper which 
was signed by 
House of Repres : 
during the last Congress of the United States. 
That paper shows the opinion of the two partie 
in relation to those questions upon which the 
Union party was formed: 
members of the ‘Phirty-Grsé Congress 
believing that a renewal of sectional 
ect of slavery would be both dan- 
gerous to the Union and destructive of its object, and seeing 
no mode by which such controversy can be avoided, except 
by a strict adherence to the settlement thereof fected by 
the compromise acts passed last session of Congress, do 
hereby declare their intention 
mient inviolate, and to resist all attempts to repeal or alter 
the acts aforesaid, unless by the general consent of the 


The undersigned, 
of the United States, I 
controversy upon the subj 


a ggod many members of the | 
entatives and a few of the Senate, į 


| 


to maintain the same settle- | 


j? 
4 


or as member of a State Legislature, any man, of whatever 
party, who is not kuown to be opposed to the disturbance 


of the settlement aforesaid, and to the renewal in any form | 


of agitation upon the subject of slavery. 
Henry Clay, Howell Cobb, 
C. 8. Morehead, H. 8. Foote, 
Robert L. Rose, William Duer, 
William C. Dawsen, Jumes Brooks, 
Theas J. Rusk, Alex’r H. Stephens, 
Jeremiah Clemens, R. Toombs, 
Jumes Cooper, M. P. Gentry, 
Thomas G. Pratt, Henry W. Hilliard, 
Wiliam M. Gwin, F. E. McLean, | 
Samuel A. Eiiot, A. G. Watkins, 
Dravid Outlaw, H. A. Bullard, 
C. A. Williams, T. S. Raymond, 
J. Phillips Phenix, A. H. Sheppard, 
A. M. Schermeráorn, Danie? Breck, 
John R. Thurman, James L. Johnsen, 
D. 4. Bokee, J. B. Thompson, 
George R. Andrews, J. M. Anderson, 
W. P. Mangum, John B. Kerr, 
Jeremiah Morton, J. P. Caidwell, 
R. {. Bowie, Edimund Deberry, 
E. C. Cabell, Humphrey Marshal, 
Alexander Evans, Ailen F. Owen. 


“This paper w, in substance, a pledge to stand 


by the principles laid down by the Constitutional | 


Union party, and by the measures known as the 
Compromise meusures. The pledge was circu- 
lated in the last session, and has appended to it, I 
believe, the name of every Southern Whig in this 
House except the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Curvexwan,] and his colleague, [Mr. Strax- 
Ly.] But there was not a single Democratic mem- 
ber who was willing to put his name upon that 
paper, except the distinguished gentleman now 


Governor of Georgia, and iate Speaker of this |! 
House; and in the Senate, but four gentlemen | 


signed it. 

In this connection, let me say to my Union 
friends, how different has been the course of the 
Southern Whigs upon the subject herewfore, and 
how different is the course which they have laid 
out for themselves for the future. ‘The Whigs of 
Georgia gave their cordial support to Hon, How- 
ell Cobb, and I rejoice that they did so. We— 
and L say we, because 1 am a member of the 
Southern Whig party, and as such interested in 
this matter—have pledged ourselves to carry out 
the resolutions of your Union Convention. Yet 
you will notact with us—you will not vote for a 
Whig though he should pat himself upon the rec- 
cords as a Union man; but you wish to carry us 
along, Whig and Democrat, into a Democratic 
convention—ceomposed in part of those who have 
expressed their opinions upon this subject adverse 


ito your own, and who are closely allied to those ; 


who have been making war upon our institutions 
at the South. 
Another reason why, it seemed to me, the 


Union party, if they expressed any preference, ; 


should not have expressed it so decidedly in favor 
of the Democratie party, is, that in the organiza- 


tion of this House at the commencement of the- 
the Whig party met in caucus | 
olution by which they pledged | 


present session, 
and passed a res À i 
themselves to sustain the comprontise measures © 
the jast Congress, and by whieh they declared 
that those measures were the best which could 
have heen adopted under the circumstances. That 
resolution is in these words: 


ets known as 
unutual de 
anise the past 


 Plesolved, That we regard the series or 
the Adjustment measures as forming in the 
pen ee end CONBECHON a system ot Lore 
concijiatory, and the best for the entire e 
dfrom conflicting scetional inte and Opin- 
, therefore, they ought te be ad ad to and 
thful exceution, ax a final sctlement in prin- 
of the dangerous and exciting subjects 
2 Resolution of Whig Congressional 
December 1, 1851. 


Cuuc : 
This, sir, is the very principle on which the 


US, 
The Democratie cau- 
lution. Now, 


au 


Union party was formed, 
cus refused to adopt any such reso 


i gentlemen of the Union party, in the name of 


common sense, and in the name of fairness and 
justice, why is it that you should attempt to con- 
nect yourselves with the Democratic party, which 
has refused to adopt your resolutions aud sustain 
your principles, and refuse to unite V rita those 
who have adopted those resolutions, and who have 
pledged themselves to act with you? 

The present Whig President, (Mr. FuLmore,) 
in his message, has said: 

«phe series of measures to which Ihave alluded arere- 


atry that could : 


which they embraced.” j nea 

And. the Secretary of State, Mv. Websters haa 
also said, in his letter to the Union: meeting. in 
Westchester: i eo 

“The President's message, at the opening of te present 

session of Congress, expresses felly and plainly his: owi 
and the vuanimous opinion of all these associated with 
inn in the Executive administration ef the Government, 
in regard io What are calted che adjustment or compromise 
measures of last session.” : 
J Now, sir, why, under these circumstances, was 
it that the Union party determined to ‘select ‘the 
| Democratic party with which to act, and to ask 
us Whigs to go along with them? 

Sir, my opinion is, that a ‘change is now going 
on in the public mind” at the North, among the 
Whig party, favorable to the South, and i have 
deeply regretted, as a Southern man, to see the 
disposition manifested by Southern Democrats to 
sneer at every indication of returning sound senti- 
ment among the Whig men of the North. For 
my part, sir, T rejoice, and f have ever rejoiced to 
see any man, Whig or Democrat, at the North, 
coming back to a sound, constitutional view ofthe 
rights of the South, I have expressed by appro- 
bation at the views set forth in the last message 
of the present Democratic Governor of the State 
of Ohio, although they are entirely at variance 
with those he expressed before his election. J 
expressed: my gratification at the election of the 
Democratic Governor of Pennsylvania, though it 
is known that, as a member of the State Legisla- 
ii ture of that State, he voted for the anti-jail law 
of Pennsylvania. He voted for that law: depriv- 
ing the people of the South of the use of their jails 
ii for the purpose of confining their fagitive slaves. 


i 
| 


| 
t 
i 
| 
i 
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| 
i 
| 
| 
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| 
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j 
j 
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! But he has changed his opinion, and: F give him 

i| credit for it, I rejoice at his election, though David 

Wilmot was ran on the ticket with him and elected 

a Judge by the Democratic party. And why is 

it that we hear gentlemen sneering and attributing 

it to the most. selfish and unkind motives, when a 

gentleman of the Whig party of the North shows 

a disposition to depart from that former unsound | 
position ? 

How often have we heard the most unkind and 
disparaging allusions made to the present position 
of the Secretary of State and the Governor of New 
| York, and of other Northern men who now act 
so much in opposition to opinions heretofore en- 
tertained and expressed. 

After the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Tayton,] 
who [ do net now see in his seat, bad made the 
patriotic speech which he did afew days ago, upon 
i this floor, E could not but be surprised at the 

ing of gratification which seemed to exhibit itself 
in the faces of many Southern gentlemen, when 
“his colleague [Mr. Ons] replied ina tone of m- 
| vective and sneering, because he had had the manli- 
i ness to vote for the fugitive slave bill. 

Mr. MEADE. I openly exoressed my groun- 

cation at the stand taken by the gentleman from 
Yhio {Mr. Taver] at the time; and it is obvieus 
that every Southern man must have felt gratified 
by it. Pshould like the gentleman to point outa 
Southern man who was not gratifed with that pos. 
sition. 

Mr. CABELL, The gentleman misunderstonds 
cme. F said L was surprised at the gratification 
‘with which the remarks made by the gentleman 
| frora Ghio, [Mr. Ouys,] in repty to the manly and 
patriotic speech of his colleague, (Mr. Tayzes,| 
was received. But, inasmuch as that 


gentleman Is 
not now in his seat, {shall forbear to make any 
! farther allusion to the subject. 

Mr. MEADE. That geneman voted for the 
fugitive slave law. y : 

Mr. CABELL. That isquitea mistake, ‘The 
| gentleman did not vote for the fugitive slave law. 
L have shown a suficient reason why the Union 
party of the South should not go into convention 
with the Democratic party. : 

The paper from which T have read, and which 
: recommends the sending of delegates ta Baltimore, 
: gives the most conclusive reason why this should 
‘not be done, I refer tothat part in which the cga- 
| lition between the Southern Democrats and the 
Abolitionists is alluded to. Now, my opinion is” 
| that the Union party has nothing to do with either 
< of these conventions. 1 think they have no right 
| to send delegates to one or the other. But Ihave 
| shown a reason why, if they send delegates “to” 
either of them, there is certainly as much reason” 


glad to know how it-is. that: gentlemen thus stand- 
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forsending them to the Whig as to the Democratic 
Convention. Í have alreadyexpressed my surprise | 
attheaction of the Uniop party in the State of Geor- 
gia; and lam'still more surprised at the action of 
certain gentlemen who were elected to this: House 
upon-the principle of an entire separation from 
both the great parties of the country: -Whenthey 
arrive at the Congress of the United States we find 
some of these gentlemen going inte the Democratic 
caucus: affiliating with Disunionists of the South 
and. Abolitionists of the- North; and when that 
caucusrejected their compromise resolution, voting 
for its nominees. 

Iam told by some of.the gentlemen who occupy 
this. position, that the Whig party, after passing 
these resolutions, nominated no. candidates for the 
various offices of the House. But, sir, L would be 


‘Ing and representing the Union party, could bring 
themselves to act with or on the Democratic Com- 
mittee of the great National Democratic party in 
the late meeting held by them in the city of Wash- | 
ington, in connection’ with the gentlemen who 
composed that committee? Will it not ‘sound 
strange to the Union party South to find the names | 
of Mr. Thomas Bartlett, of Vermont, (Free-Soiler,) | 
associated with that of Jos. W. Jackson, (South- | 
ern Rights,) John G. Freeman, (Union,) and Rob- 
ert W., Johnson, of Arkansas, (Southern Rights?) 

Mr. JACKSON (interrupting) was understood 
by the Reporter to say that he had been nominated 
by the regular State-Right Democratic party of his 
State, and not by the Union party. 

Mr. CABELL. As to the gentleman from 
Georgia, his position is not even doubtful. He 
is not one of those obscure individuals, whose 
position is not known: to this House as well as to 
thecountry. My remarks were addressed to the 
Union mer. I find members elected by the Union 
organization——— 

Ir. FREEMAN, (interrupting.) As the gen- 
tleman has directed his remarks to the Union Dem- 
ocrats, I have to say to him, I was alwaysa Union 
Democrat; was nominated by my district because 
I was a Union Democrat; and I came here to rep- 
resent that principle and no other, so far as that is | 
concerned, ‘ ji 

Mr. CABELL. I understand the position of | 
the gentleman. He was elected as a Union Demo- 
crat. He was elected in direct opposition to the 
position occupied by my friend from Arkansas, 

ig associate on this committee. 

Mr. JOUNSON, of Arkansas, (interrupting,) | 
made a remark inaudible to the Reporter. 

Mr. CABELL. My. Chairman, I will make 
no allusions to any individual again. (Laughter, } 
The position of the gentleman from Arkansas is 


{Mr.-Meaps;] ‘or North Carolina, (Mr. VENA- 
BLE,] or any of those gentlemen who have been 
ultra in-what they deem a defence- of Southern 
rights. : They have deceived no one. 

of have thas: hastily stated. my views ‘in. regard 
to what-I. believe tobe- an abandonment of the 
principle on which the Union party was formed. 
Į trust that the course recommended bythe Union 
men of the. Legislature of Georgia will-not be 
adopted by the Union party of that State: 

Mr. Chairman, I venture to ‘predict, that when 
these Union mengo to that Baltimore Convention, 
they will find themselves.in the position they were 
in the organization of this House: Those resolu- 
tions will be offered, and they will be voted down, 
and ‘some man whose opinions are not clearly de- 
fined -before the country will be nominated, and 
they will acquiesce. This is my opinion as to 
what will be the result of this whole thing. 


principles upon which they originally based their 
organization. ‘They will go further, and do what I 
have just now stated. They will nominate some 
such man as William O. Butler, of Kentucky, a 
min whose opinions are not known, except that 
he has happened to own some slaves, and who 
will be sustained by Van Buren & Co., as a South- 
ern man with Northern sentiments, and by the 
Southern Rights men as one of themselves. I 
will never give my support to a man whose posi- 
tion is not definitely and clearly known. 

A Voice. You supported such a man in 1848, 

Mr. CABELL. Yes. But if I can be forgiven 
for that, I will never do the like again.. I beg my 
Union triends, and all Southern men, not to com- 
mit the same error the Whigs committed during 
the last presidential election. 

I repeat, sir, and l'think this should be the po- 
sition of ail men who love this Union, that before 
any man should be nominated for the Presidency, 


clearly spread upon record. 
could be so unfortunate for the country as a recur- 
rence of the incidents of the last presidential 
election. 


that whichis the position of the whole Democratic 
arty. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would not say a word here, | 
were it nota fact, that F was nominated by a Dem- 
ocratic Convention, and asa Demoeraticeandidate, | 
with a full knowledge of all the positions I have | 
taken here. 


the gentleman from Arkansas, and he will excuse | 
me 

Mr. JOHNSON, (interrupting.) The gentleman 
from Florida—— 

Mr. CABELL. My remarks were not ad- | 
dressed to your section of the Democratic party. 

Mr. JOHNSON. You spoke my name. 

Mr. CABELL. I retract the name. {Laugh- 
ter.] I have only to say, that if this is to be the 
end of this Union organization, then I, as one 
who, though elected asia Whig, have given all the Í 
aid I could to strengthen the organization and to 
induce the Whigs of my Siate 


i 
i 
i 
' 


to abandon their Í|; 


old party organization and unite themselves with 

this, which purported to be the party of the Con- | 
stitution, But if a Democratic gentleman, elected j 
by this Union organization, were to come to the: 
Congress of the United States and act with the 
Democratic -party in their primary meeting for i 
calling their convention, and to go into that con- i 
vention, we in Florida would be very apt to hand 

him over to. the tender mercies of the « fire- || 
enters,” I shall not pretend to say what their | 
Whig associates in Georgia and Mississippi should | 
do. 1 do not know what others may do, but 1 | 
gay, as a member of that party, I would do more | 
to defeat the election of men who occupy that po- | 
sition than I would of the gentleman from Anken. ! 
sas, (Mr. JOHNsoN,] or my friend: from Virginia, | 


j 
j 
1 


On this point I believe the Southern Whig 
party is nearly undivided, and the whole country 
should understand their position. 
should not, and will not, countenance any efforts 
of this sort to attempt to conciliate the Abolition- 
ists of the North, by concealing the opinions of 
the candidate they are called upon to support. I 
wish that position clearly laid down by the mem- 
bers of both parties. But I believe that a scheme 
is now on foot by the members of the different di- 
visions of the Democratic party, to nominate. a 
man whose position is undefined, and who will 
enable the party to keep up the slavery agitation. 
1 wish to call the attention of the country to it, in 
order that the people themselves may speak upon 
this point. 
į setts, [Mr. Ran rour,] who has recently addressed 


ing their determination to stand by the platform 


Free-Soilers—are willing to stand upon that old 
rotten platform of 1848, by which they will be en- 
abled to nominate a man whose opinions have not 
been expressed, and are not known, They will, at 
the North, represent him as an Abolitionistand a 
Free-Soiler, and coming down to the South, repre- 
sent him as a true bona fide Southern man. 
find these gentlemen now acting in concert with 
the Van Buren and the Benton class. Mr. Ben- 
ton has recently published a letter in which he ex- 
pressed the opinion that the Democratic party 
should go into convention upon the resolutions of 
1848, and nothing more, as has been recommend- 
ed by Southern as well as other Northern gen- 
tlemen. : 

Mr. Benton says, in defining “the Democratic 
ground in relation to slavery:” 

«Adhesion to the Baltimore platform of 1848 is another 
point on which Thold you to be right, and the Nullifiers 


wrong. ‘That platform contains the Demoeratie ground in 
relation to slavery. The Nullifiers wish to ingrait upon it 


ly, that Congress has no right to legislate upon slavery in 
the Territories. This dogma, like all the doctrines of the 
School to which it belongs, is of modern invention, and only 
invented for the purpose of multiplying chancesto find pre- 
texts to resist the laws of Congress, and for flying off into 
that new confederacy which is to consist wholly of siave 


a new dogma, which was expressly, and almost unani- i 
mously, rejected by the convention which framed it, name- |; 


By going into this convention they violate the || 


or sustained by the South, his opinions should be | 
Nothing, I think, |! 


The South | 


I find the gentleman from Massachu- | 


the Louse, and other gentlemen from the North, | 


iJ and gentlemen from the extreme South, express- 
Mr. CABELL. We all know the position of || 


of 1844 and 1848. That, they say, will satisfy | 
i| them. AH these—Abolitionists, Disunionists, and | 


Wei 


i| measures would not have been passed. 


$ 


States, and to be christened: The United States. South.?? 
The Democracy take. the Baltimore.platiorm as it was agreed 
to—not as it was ‘not agreed to —still less as_rcjected—and 
above all as attempted to'be interpolated by the dregs of the 
party which made the effort; and so miserably failed in it at 
i Baltimore.” $ \ os : 

| Mr. Benton objects to any addition to-that plat- 
| form of. *48, which my Union friendsare willing 
and agxious to adopt, for-the reason,-he says, that 
| suth additions tend to express the opinion: +t that 
Congress has:no right to legislate upon the sub- 
i ject of slavery in the Territories.” “He is for the 
resolutions as they are, though they: justify. the. 
doctrine of the Wilmot proviso.. Here I find men, 
i extreme in their Southern opinions, willing to go 
inte that convention and adopt the resolutions of 
*48, and willing to stand by them. Task how can 
Southern Rights Union men act with such an as- 
! sociation as this? And how can constitutional 
Union men join such an association? 

But we are told that we must nominate some- 
i body and vote for somebody. Well, sir, my 
! choice, as an individual member of this House, 
and as a citizen of the United States, is for the 
| present President of the United States. I have 
|| never hesitated to express my opinion, that T am 
ij in favor of the election of Millard Fillmore for the 
| President of the United States. . I think the coun- 
| try is more indebted to him than to any other 
| man living, for the peace and quiet we enjoy. And 
I believe there is a moral obligation resting upon 
the South, especially Southern Whigs, and indeed 
| onall compromise men, tostand by Mr. Fillmore for 
| a reélection to the presidency. We all know the 
| agency he had in quieting the slavery agitation, 
and we know, too, that without his aid, those 
€ I can un- 
derstand how Southern-Rights menand Disunionists 
can vote against him, But it seems to me that 
men who desire the peace and quiet of the country, 
and are in favor of the compromise measures, as 
a final settlement of the exciting topics embraced 
in them, are bound to rally around and support 
My. Fillmére, for no man has done so much to 
į preserve the peace and harmony of the country, 
and to pres@tve the union of these States. In sus- 
taining him they sustain a great principle. 

Now, I understand that Mr. Fillmore is not to 
be a candidate for the Presidency. _ Ido not know 
how that is. I need not oy that I shall. deeply 
regret his- withdrawal, and. I am sure I speak the 
sentiments of nineteen. twentieths of the Whigs of 
the Southern States when I say he, of all men, is 
the man they desire to see elected to the next Presi- 
dency. lf Mr. Fillmore is compelled to with- 
draw because he cannot receive the votes of North- 
ern Whigs, I cannot but regard it as an evidence 
that that portion of my party has resolved not to 
respect, the constitutional rights of my section of 
the Union. In such a case I shall feel myself all 
at sea; a regular outsider, 

I bave shown that, in the present position of 
affairs, coöperation with the Democratic party is 
out of the question. The Union party has aban- 
doned the principles on which it was formed, and 
unless the Northern Whigs change the position 
they have hitherto occupied, I, as a Southern 
Whig, never can and never will act with them. 
i| It would be with great difficulty that I could ever 
|| bring myself to support a candidate for the Presi- 
dency who is cordially supported by the distin- 
f guished Senator from New York, [Mr. lee 
i| I hear gentlemen say that the Whig party wil 
probably do what 1 have said I would condemn 
in the Democratic party, and that their convention 
f will nominate a man occupying the position of 
j General Butler, and I have been asked what would 
|i be my course in such a case? General Scott oc- 
cupies just the relation to the Whig party that 
General Butler does to the Democratic party. 
Would I support him? I answer unhesitatingly, 
No. I will not support him, but will do all inmy 
power to defeat the election of any man who, in 


| Such times as these, withholds his opinions from 


i the public. 
Of this distinguished man I will say, that { re- 
gard him as the greatest captain of the age, and 


, achieved so much and been so litile rewarded or 
appreciated. My personal relations with him are 
such that, individually, his election would be more 
| Acceptable to me than that of any other man in 
this country; but, sir, in his present position, Į 
; cannot and will not give him my vote for the Presi- 
i dency; and in speaking thus, I think I express 


| 
‘| that I believe no man has éver lived who hag 
| 

t 

i 


. 
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less he will do what the country have a right to 
demand of him—spread his opinions upon the 
record, in characters so plain that he who runs 
may read—he cannot be supported by. them. 
General Scott, individually, is entitled to the sup- 
port of all compromise men. I happen to know 
during the last Congress, the opinions he enter- 
tained on these questions. Whilst acting Secre- 
tary of War subsequent to the death of General 
Taylor, and previous to the formation of Mr. 
Fillmore’s Cabinet, he exerted his personal influ- 
ence to the utmost to effect. the passage of the com- 
promise measures: 

But I, and Northern gentleman who know his 


opinions upon that subject, should know that the : 
whole Whig party of theSouth willdemand some- | 
thing more clear, determinate. We insist that our || 


eandidate shall express his opinions to the country, 
or that the nominating convention shall take the 
responsibility of doing so, We do not want a 


man to stand in the position that in the North the | 


Abolitionists can say he occupies their ground, 


and in the South that he advocates the Southern | 


i 
t 
i 
i 
i 


principles. 

Mr. HIBBARD, (interrupting.) One question 
as to a matter of fact. I understand the gentle- 
man to say that he is in favor of the reëlection of 
Mr. Fillmore for the Presidency. | 

Mr. CABELL. Icannot yield to the gentle- | 
man. | 
i 


Mr. HIBBARD. Only a word. 
Mr. CABELL. I cannot. My time is very 
short. Asto General Scott, notwithstanding my | 


high admiration of the man, notwithstanding the i] 


friendly relations existing between us, I will not | 
do what I believe the Democratic party will do— | 
take a man without any exposition of his princi- ' 
ples. Here let me say, that itis almost, if not | 
entirely, too late for this gallant soldier to do him- 

self justice, to extricate himself from the false po- | 
sition into which the acts of designing men have | 
inveigled him. The American people may say, as 
did the French to Louis Philippe, it is $< too late.” | 
He has put it off too long. He has allowed him- 

self to remain too long in a false position, and it ! 
may be now too late for him to remedy the error, | 
and consequently the injury he has done himself. . 
{think I can say with confidence, that he, as he | 


now stands, cannot receive the support of ai 


respectable portion of the Southern Whig party. | 
In his present position, if nominated by the Whig 
party for the Presidency, I do not believe that in 
my State he would receive fifty votes; and Tam 
quite sure that he would not get the electoral vote 
of one Southern State. I have been told by some 
gentleman, that, even in his present position, he 
would receive the vote of Kentucky if nominated, 
but I do not believe it. 
from that State to bear me out in the declaration I 
now make, that no man will receive the Whig 
vote of that State who does not come ont clearly, 
manfully, and decidedly, and put himself upon the 


record—-who does not define his position in such | 


a manner that there can be no mistaking it. 
What the Democrats will do I know not. They 


may go for Butler or some other mum candidate. : 


I may make the same declaration of Tennessee. 

Mr. POLK. The gentleman need not be un- 
easy. General Scott never will receive the vote of 
that State. 

Mr. CABELL. I have no uneasiness. I ask 
gentlemen from Kentuck yand Tennessee to correct 
the statement I have made here, if I am wrong. 

I repeat, sir, the Southern Wh 
so far as they are concerned, that no man shall be 
elected President of the United States whose opin 
ion is capable of misvepresentation. If a man is 
in favor of the settlement of these questions, in the 


name of common sense, why does he not come — 


forward before the world, and put himself upon 
the record and say so? In that way all doubt 
would be removed. We will hold him liable to 
the imputation of donble-dealing, and of desiring 
to pander. to the fanatical abol 
the North. Let Northern Whigs clearly under- 
stand this fact. I assure them there is no mistake 
about it. 

1 regret that thetime allotted tom 
mit me to say more on this point. t 
haps, enough to have stated the proposiuon. 
have deemed it i i 
that the opinions of aspirants for the Presidency 
should be clearly understood. Ihave introduced 


e will not per- 


I 


li af the American people. 


l appeal to the gentlemen ‘| 


igsare determined, : 


ition sentiment of | 


But it is, per- `i 


due to the people of this country, | 


fi 
i 
i 
t 
i 


{ 


this discussion now, that gentlemen. representing 
the various parties of the country, and the friends 
of the numerous aspirants to the Presidency here, 
may enlighten the pedple on questions of such 

eneral and vital interest. Let the people have 
Eght, and they will see to it that none but a good 
man of some party shall be elected President. 
Should the politicians of neither party have the 
moral courage, and sense of justice, and propriety 


| 
| 
t 
i 
i 
H 
i 
} 


on the Constitution, will be called to preside over 
the destinies of the Republic. My purpose is to 
elicit"debate; and seeing other gentlemen anxious 
to address the committee, I yield the floor. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I did not ex: 
| pect to emer inte any political discussion at this 
:| time, nor shall 1 do so to any considerable extent; 
'! but I feel itto be due to myself and to the party 
| to which | belong to make a few remarks in reply 
to the gentleman from Florida. I differ, I appre- 


Florida, [Mr. CABELL, ] and that difference is this: 
He has heretofore, as I understand, been a member 
of the Whig party, and I have heretofore been a 
| member of the Democratic party. 
now a member ef what is called the 
Party,” and from the gentleman I understand he 
comes here in the same character, Je says that 
he, however, has never understood until now that 


i 


i 


to spurn from its bosom the Free-Soil faction, the | 
people will take the matter into their own hands, | 
and a third party, planting and. maintaining itself į 


hend, In one respect from the gentleman from | 
‘| stance, will he vote for the Whig candidate, and 


I come here | 
“Union | 


| 


li the worst—to know. that was: not the proper. place 
for carrying out our principles. . I say. itis right: 
| If we, by going there, can do so, 1 for one shall 
| be proud that the party did go there, provided-they 

determine to do so. : pe ee eS 
| Mr. CABELL, (intergosing.) Wil- the: gen- 


tleman from Georgia allow me to ask him: a ques- 
ition? The gentleman from Georgia and myself 
jagree as to the object we have in view... Ihave 
expressed the opinion, that if the Democratic 
party nominate a man who will. stand in- the 
position I have occupied for the Jast twelve 
months, and the Whig party refuse to nominate 
such a-man, I will give my support to the Demo- 
cratic candidate. Now, fask the gentleman from 
Georgia, will he put himself upon that ground? 
Will he say, if the Democratic party meet in con- 
vention, and adopt those unmeaning resolutions— 
|i the double-faced resolutions of 1848, nothing more, 
land the resolutions of 1798, perhaps a little more 
definite, and refuse to take the position which the 
i! Union party of Georgia occupies, while the Whig 
party should adopt the Georgia platform, in sub= 


against the Democratic candidate? 

Mr. POLK. 
for. f 

Mr. MURPHY. Ihave just stated, and I: re- 
peat it, that we organized upon the principle of 
the Union party of Georgia, and that that princi- 
ple is proclaimed to the world. Isay now, that I 


They have other sins to answer 


that party was formed with the purpose of carrying 
out the principles of the Democratic party. F, just | 


party was formed for the particular purpose of 
carrying out Whig principles. That party is com- 
| posed of Whigs and Democrats. 

| The gentleman asked why they are going to the 
| Baltimore Convention? ‘They are going there to 
see whether the Baltimore Convention will adopt 
i the principles for which they contend, and for 
| which I have always contended; and I have con- 


i 
| 


‘| tended that the principles upon which the Union 


| party of Georgia is formed are not repugnant to 
i the principles of the Democratic party. Their 
i determination to sustain and prevent interference 
| with that institution so intimately connected with 
: the South is nothing more nor less than the Dem- 


| like the gentleman, have never understood that the | 
1 swer my question. 


| ocratic party has always determined when they | 
made it a part of their platform. Non-interven- į 
į tion upon the subject of slavery was the doctrine | 
When they say pow: 
i! that Congress has no power to legislate upon the 


| subject of slavery, to trhibit it from the T'ervitories |; 


| belonging to the United States, that they have no | 
i power to abolish it where itis, nor carry it where 
‘itis not, they sustain the principles upon which 
which they now stand. Isay, if the Baltimore 
Convention will do this, they will sustain the po- 
sition of the Union party of Georgia; and we are 
willing, so far as the indications go, to unite with 
that convention for the purpose of trying the ex- 

i periment, Will the gentleman fall out with us for 


| 
tl 
it 
i; 

| 


self? What is the objection to going to Baltimore? 


it 
it 

j 
it 
i 
Hi 

t 


recognize the principle, 


‘we not be consistent with the position we have 
‘| heretofore occupied? 
i| why select that convent 
ii in Georgia tels him. r 
il they believe the Democratic 
| more likely to recognize the principles for which 
| we contend than the Whig. If the gentleman is 
these principles skall be sustained, why 
| object to their going there to try the experimen 
! Why not as well go there as to the convention of 
rty? I say lam willing to see the 
the Georgia platform sustained, and 


ion? Because the action 
They tell him there that 
party North will be 


|] wee 


‘| anxious 


i| the other pa 
| principles of 


i| may adopt and carry them out. . 
| The gentleman and myself are at issue upon 
| another point. He prefers the man for the Presi- 
| dency above all others that I do not. That is 
ifference between the gentleman and my 


4 another d V : 
i] self; and I tell him, if the Union party should 


think the Whig party would be more likely to 


i gustain and carry out the principles we | 
X of importance and vital to our very existence, I 


i| should not be the first man to rise and say, 


a 
ii O 


; the Union party of Georgia is formed, and upon 


[u 


I all former issues had undergone no change. 
endeavoring to do that which he wants to do him- |! doctrines were up, and the Democracy in opposi- 
| 
| 
| 


If the principle can be carried out there, although © 
not in the words of the Georgia platform—if they || 
will we not have accom- į' lic] 
|| plished the object for which we united, and will i} 


But the gentleman says, | 


ii have promised to stand by them no matter who! 


consider :! 


that I || It would be just as reasona 
bject to going there, when I had not time to see 


will vote for no man who is opposed to it against 
| a man who is in favor of it. 
| Mr. CABELL. ‘The gentleman does not an- 
Will he vote for a man if he 
is a Whig, who is with him, againsta Democrat 
! whois notwith him? Will he vote for the Demo- 
| erat or the Whig? Suppose the Whig Conven- 
i tion should put itself upon the Georgia platform, 
as I suppose it will, and the Democratic Conven- 
tion should not, will you, asa Union man, vote 
i for the Whig candidate and against the,Demo- 
cratic candidate? ; 
Mr. MURPHY. I thought I had answered 
| that question distinctly. He asks me now, if I 
understand him, if the Whig candidate of. the 
convention puts himself in substance upon the 
| Georgia platform, and the Democratic candidate 
| does not, whether 1 will vote for the Whig candi- 
| date or not. Iam willing to be catechised upon 
i all political subjects. When I was put in nom- 
| ination for the seat which I have now the honor 
‘to hold, I proclaimed everywhere in the canvass 
that I was a Democrat; but it was unnecessary 
' to tell them that; everybody knew it. [said then 
‘that I acted with the Whigs because Lagreed with 
| them upon the issue which was then before the 
country; and I looked upon it as paramount to all 
thers which had divided us before. I took par- 
| ticular care to say upon all occasions that those 
‘who had charged me with turning Whig had mis- 
nderstood me; that nry political opinions upon 


Now, I say to the gentleman, if the old Whig 
| sition to them, his candidate was a Whig, and in 

favor of a United States Bank, of a protective 

ariff, of a distribution of the proceeds of the pub- 

ands, and against the Sub-Treasury; m short, 

f he was in favor of all the doctrines I had op- 

| posed and believed to be wrong, he would have to 

| be more than in substance on the platform before 

ji L could vote for him. 

Mr. GORMAN. That will answer very well. 

Mr. MURPHY. . While this question is up, I 

the gentleman a question; and I want 
Why does he object to make the ex- 
periment at the Baltimore Convention, before he 
i knows whether they will succeed there or not? 
‘| What is his objection? | ask. 

|| Mr. CABELL. I thought I had answered that 
question. I understood that the Union party of 
| Georgia was separating itself from all parties; and 
it was assumed there, that neither of the old par- 
ties occupied a position with which the Union 
arty could agree, otherwise there was no neces- 
forming this Union party. ‘That was the 
hich induced Whigs to go into this new 
lar reasons influenced. the 


1 


nN 
i) desire to ask 
i an answer. 


| 
it 


H 
it 
H 
if 
is 


eparty 
ii sity for 


is 
reason W 


‘| organization, and simik 
1 Democrats who joined it. 


‘There are Whigs in Georgia who 


occupied the 


at the gentleman does tọ his party. 
ble for these Whigs: to 


|| ask their Democratic associates to. g0 with -them 


‘| same position th 
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into a: Whig Convention and vote for their candi- 

date because of their party affiliations; as for Union | 
Democrats. to. ask the W bigs to go. into the Balti: 

more. Convention..“Therefore | say, that. you | 
should, send delegates to neither. convention. I. 
assume it to be the. duty- of. the: Union. party. to. 
have. no..connection. with either. of these. parties, 

until they: have- acted- When they have acted, 

then, you.can:- take. a. position, . Your. party. wag 

formed.upon.the principle that you. were -to. sepa- 

rate from.both..of: these parties,- Lhe gentleman 

will bear me. outin this:.that the object of the 

Union party was to. separate from both-of the-old 

parties—form. a party upon the pringipleof this 

great Union question=-the. compromise. question; 

aud:therefore there was. an impropriety in asking 

Whigs who had shown a willingness. to separate 
themselves from their.party, to. go into.a Demo- 
cratic. Convention, because. they had. coneluded 

both parties. were wrong... Thatis the reason you 

should not ask Whig men who are as good Union 

men as Democrats, and Democrats as good Union 

men, as. Whigs to go into convention at Baltimore 

or. Philadelphia. 

Mr. MURPHY. I will not detain the House 
long, but I desire in a few words to give the gen- 
tleman the reasons. why I am willing to go to the 
Baltimore Convention, for I confess I am willing 
to, go there, and I am only willing to go there | 
with the party with whom I now act. I believe it 
is. their duty to go there, and I am glad to. see they 
think so, from present indications, I propose now 
to give the gentleman the reasons why I make this 
declaration. I am not going into a discussion upon 
this subject with the Abolitionists at this time. 
We know there are a-great. many Abolitionisis in 
both parties, and we know that they contend 
against the principles upon which we have organ- 
ized. We know there arè others opposed to de- 
bating the principles elsewhere. Here I would re- 
mark, for fear [may forget it, that I have never 
suid I yould not.go with either of the old parties. 
My position during the canvass was, that I would 


go with the party that would carry out the prin- | 


tain. Tdiffer with the gentleman-in that respect. It 
may.be-that- he bas-entertained principles different 
from. what. E-understand. he now-does. upon the 
subject of slavery, and [therefore make no decla- 
ration ag to, what}. may: hereafter do... [only in- 
tend to say, his great captain would not be my 
particular choice.. J intend.to lay down a- prefer- 
ence:for no:particular: man. I-am willing to vote 
for the man whe-placés:himself-upon correct prin- 
ciples, and _pledges-himself.to carry them ont. Let 
that man be whom he-may;-to that: hold. I 
could-not say that I would vote for this. man, be- 
cause he was. called a Democrat, or that man, 
because. he was calleda Whig; and. my opinion is, 
that the time for forming a National Union party 
is past. The indications are now all against it, 
and lask, if it be so, whether the Union party of 
Georgia are to stand still in a position where they 
can do nothing, rather than act with those with 
whom they can agree, and where they can do much? 
T have made these remarks hastily, not intending 
to say anything upon the subject; but feeling my- 
self called upon, by the remarks made against the 


to represent, and by way of explaining the action of 
the party who have sent me here, I have submitted 
these remarks, and will now conclude, thanking 
the committee for their indulgence. 

Mr. McMULLIN, I do not rise for the pur- 
pose of making a political speech, as has been 


upon a bill which has for its object the granting of 
mere authority to the soldier to transfer his land 
warrant. I think, with due deference to the gen- 
tleman from Floritla, [Mr. Garett) 

long speeches I have heard delivered inthe House 
of Representatives, and elsewhere, that this is the 
most unpropitious bill upon which to make å po- 
litical speech. 


litical speech; but I desire to call the attention of | 
the committee to the subject-matter now under Í 
consideration. What is it? Why, it is a bill í 


ciples upon which we were organized, and for 
which I was then contending. Now the reason I 
ain willing to go to Baltimore is this: We know | 
there is an opposition to us there, and we know, | 
toa, that we ee friends there. We know there 
are men there who willbe with us; and I say if by 
going there and acting with them, we can coun- ' 
teract the influence of those who are opposed to 
us, and put the party upon principles that are right 
and correct, we shall have. achieved: that which | 
determined the: principles of the Union party. in 
Georgia. Is there any objection. to taking that 
course and making that experiment? IT hear gen- 
tlemen say here, almost all of them, that the com- 
promise is looked upon as a final settlement. They 
are willing to say it everywhere, except in conven- 
tion, and Eoannot for my life see why any man, who 
is willing to say it here, should not be walling to 
say it there, [fit is a settlement, why not say so, 
and uct upon it as a settlement, and not keep up | 
the agitation amongst the people upon the subject? į 
Tam not saying that I am wedded to the Demo- 
cratic party. Tsay this: Isay Iam wedded toall the | 
prinaiples heretofore contended for by thai party. | 
j have acted upon them, and Í have said I believed 
they were right. I did not-say it because I was 
a partisan, I said it because I believed it, and I 
never expect to place myself in a position where | 
l shall be compelled to condemn that position, I 


Suppose my friend is in the same condition. IfI, 
can remain in the Democratic party without a i 
sacrifice of the principles of the Union party, Lam 
willing and anxious to do it without any conceal- 
ment. Iam not willing to go with thal party, or 
any other party, as the gentleman seems to inti- 
mate, at the sacrifice of any feelings and principles 
of the Whig members of the Union party who 
are now connected with me. But in the Georgia 
movement, of which the gentleman complains, ! 
there were Whigs and Democrats—men upon | 
whose opmions I could rely, and their opinion | 
was, as expressed in the resolution, th 
ciples will be more likely to be carri 
than they would be with the Whie 
it is that they have determined to 
periment. if the party take any other course —if | 
Í can agree with it when it lays down its position, | 
and i presume I shall, I shall be found sustaining | 
the principles of the party. with which I now act. | 
I would not be willing to vote for the great Cap- | 


at our prin- 
ed out there : 
party. Hence | 
make the ex- | 


which has for its object to permit the soldiers who 
received bounty land warrants, under the act of | 
the last Congress, to transfer those warran:s. I | 


which has been before this Congress, or which | 
will come before it, in which the poor soldier feels 
more interest than he does in this little bill, And 
ye the gentleman from Florida gravely gets up 
nere, and upon this bill, of all others, predicates a 
political speech, and attempts to read political lec- 
tures to the two great political parties of the coun- 
try, and also, at the same time, alludes to.this 
lately-formed, new-fangled, piebald, third. party, 
composed of factions of all parties, and misnamed 
the Union Party.” 

Mr. DISNEY. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Virginia, I desire to say a word 
or two of explanation purely of a personal charac- 
ter, which [should have said when the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. Cases.) was up had it not been 
for his obvious impatience to proceed with his re- 
marks, That gentleman took occasion to allude to 
the fact that I did not vote for the fugitive slave 
law of the last Congress. 1 told the gentleman at 
the time, and 1 repeat it now, that the reason why 


my judgment, defective, and would not accomplish 
the objects for which it was designed, but would 
be a weapon in the hands of the Free-Soilers. The 
chairman of the committee who had that bill in 
charge, called for the previous question upon it. 
I urged him to withdraw the call, to enable me to 
offer amendments that would put the bill in a 
shape that would accomplish, as I thought, the 
desired object. He refused to do it, and as I did 
not choose io have the bill crammed down my 
throat in that defective form, I determined to vote 
against it, for I apprehended then, what has since 
proved to be true, that the bill, ia its present shape, 
would be an instrument of agitation in the hands 
of the Free-Soilers of the North. I make these 
remarks to set myselfright before the country, and 
right before the members of this House, and the 
record will bear me out in what I have said. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 desire to ask 

my colleague a question. i 
Mr. McMULLIN. Really, I am so good-na- | 


ne that all my time will be consumed. {Laugh- í 
ter. 


action of the State which 1 have the honor in part j 


doneby thegentleman from Florida, [Mr. Caner, ] | 
y D { 


after all the ! 


I have not risen for the purpose of replying to | 
the gentleman from Florida, or of making a po- : 


take occasion to say, that there is no subject || 


I did not vote for that law, was because it was, in | 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Ido not wish to make a Ai 


| spëech. . I-mérely: wish-t0 inquire of my- col- 
league, whether he is‘opposed. to any. modification 
of the fugitive slave law? o : y 

Mr. DISNEY.. -[iwillanswer that question cat- 
egorically. ` Fam. .. And why?.-Because the peo- 
ple of the country generally: having agreed to the 
settlement of this matter, though:} believed it to-be 
defective, I am willing to submit. to ‘ites Is. my 
i colleague answered ? ae : 

Mr. POLK. How are you 
BELL? [Laughter.] : ; 
Mr. CAMPBELL... I will votè. to: modify, or’ 
repeal the law... Are you answered? ` v : 

Mr. POLK.. Will the gentleman from Ohio. 
(Mr. CAMPBELL] allow me to put an interrogatory. 
to:him? 

Mr. CABELL. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Disney] addressed himself to me, and there- 
fore I ask permission to say a word or two, 

Mr. POLK. Will the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. McMuturw] allow me to propound an in- 
quiry to the gentleman from Ohio? [Mr. Camp- 
BELL. : 

Eha cries of ‘ Order!” and great confusion in 
the Hall.) i 

Mr. MeMULLIN. 1 cannot yield the floor to 
| so many gentlemen, but I give way to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to ask his question. — 

Mr. POLK. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Campsett] has asked his colleague, the Represent- 
ative of the Cincinnati. district, [Mr. Dusnzy,] if 
he is opposed to any aiteration or modification of 
the compromise acts of 1850; and that gentleman 
replies that. he will oppose any such modification, 
I now propound to the gentleman furthest from 
me [Mr. Campsext] this question: Will you, sir, 
vote to open yup the discussion of the agitating 
question of slavery? Will you vote to amend, 
modify, or change any part of the compromise 
measures ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I take great pleasure in 
answering the question which has been propound- 
ed tome. Tthink I can say with safety that I 
have taken no steps since the organization of this 
Congress to agitate again the question of slavery, 
but 

Mr. POLK. I demand a categorical answer to 
my question. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [shall not yield anythin 
to a demand of-that sort. J have not said hati 
am jin favor of an agitation of that question here 
at this particular time, I have not said that Lam 
in favor of agitating it here, because I know 

enough of this House, from the experience of the 
i| last Coumieas, to be aware of ihe fact that agita- 
tion upon that subject in this House, in these days, 
i| is attended with no- practical good. Now, as to 
the other question, the gentleman desires to know 
whether, if a vote of this House should be taken 
upon a proposition to modify the fugitive slave 
law, I would vote to modify it? I answer him, 
without any equivocation or circumlocution, that 
| I would so vote, because, whilst I admit the full 
force of the constitutional obligation in relation to 
fugitives from labor, I believe that the details of 
| the law are unjust and oppressive. 1 believe that 
| the day will come, and that, too, before long, when 
| the paaie mind will require a change—when 

Southern statesmen, whose mindsare not so bind- 
ed by prejudice as to prevent their distinguishing 
, right from wrong, will themselves rise up here 
and propose a modification of that law. 

Mr. POLK. Now, will the gentleman from 
Ohio permit me to ask him another question? 
_Mr. CAMPBELL. As many as you please, 
sir, if it takes up the whole day, provided the 
gentleman from Virginia will allow me time enough 
to answer them, 

_Mr. POLK. I have not the pleasure of suffi- 
/Glent acquaintance with the gentleman to know, 
| and therefore [ desire to ask hint whether he is a 
W hig or a Democrat? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I believe there isa difference 
between Southern Whigs and Northern Whigs, 
as there certainly is between Southern Democrats 
and Northern Democrats upon the question of 
slavery. So faras I am concerned, J think my 
political opinions have always been perfectly uri- 
į derstood in my own State; and I should be better 
i understood were | to inform the gentleman what 
| principles and measures I advocate, but this is no 
| time for that. I have always been regarded there 
asa Whig. J have always been nominated when 


gow, Mr. Camer- 


f 


1 


i 
i 
l 
i 


i 


1a candidate asa Whig. Thave always advocated 


the meéasurés which are called Whig measures in 
Ohio. Thavealways voted the Whig ticket through- 
outmy whole life, without a scratch, except in the 
presidential election of 1848, when, for the firstand, 
as | trust, the last time, I * dodged,” and did not 
vote at all. But, Mr. Chairman, I rose a while 
ago to propound an interrogatory to the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr, POLK. Stop, I have not done with you 


yet. 

` Mr. CAMPBELL. Nor haveT donewith you, 
si I desired, as the: gentleman from: Florida 
[Mr. CaseLL] (who is now so strenuously in 
favor of committals and platforms) will well re- 
member, in thè National Convention at Philadel- 
phia, to have the opinions of the candidates spread 
upon the record. That gentleman will also re- 
member that, notwithstanding almost the entire 
portion of that Convention from the North desired 
it, he was one of the chief actors in yelling down 
those who advocated an unequivocal expression, 
and, I may say, to some extent in stifling an ex- 
pression of the true sentiments of that body. I 
think, therefore, that it comes with a very bad 
grace from him now to say that he requires the 
platform to he distinetly laid down. 

Mr, CABELL. I have but a single word to 
say, and that is, that I was not a member of the 
Philadelphia Convention. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If you were not a regular 
delegate there you were brought in as an outsider, f 
and 1 know used all your influence to prevent the 
passage of any resolutions. 

Mr. POLK. The gentlemau from Ohio hes 
answered my questions, if I understand him cor- | 
rectly, first, that he would vote to repeal or modify 
the fugitive slave law. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Understand me, that I ad- 
mit the full force of the constitutional provision, 
and would vote for a law on the subject of fugi- 
tives from labor; but I am against the unjust de- | 
tails of the present law, and when the time comes | 
for voting L will so record my name. 

Mr. POLK. I wish you to be distinet, if you 
please. I do not wish to misapprehend you, and | 
therefore 1 ask the question again, provided you 
will not malte a long speech in reply. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If. the gentleman intends 
to dictate to me the terms or the manner in which | 
I shall.answer his question, I will not answer it at 
all. I understand as well as he does what is due 
in courtesy from one member to another, and I 
shall endeavor to maintain my dignity as well as 
my rights. 

Mr. POLK. Unless I have misapprehended 
the gentleman, he says that he belongs to the | 
Whig party; that he has always been nominated | 
by and voted with the Whig party, and that he | 
stands in his own district in high esumation as a | 
Whig. f now askghim, is it an element in the 
creed of Whiggery that that fugitive slave law 
shall be repealed, modified, or amended ? | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave not said whether I 
stood high or not in my own district, That is for | 
others to speak of, not for me. Ido not come | 
here for the purpose of answering for all the 
Whigs in my State, nor will I answer for all the 
Whigs in my district, nor for all the Democrats of 
my district, for I will freely admit there is a di- 
versity of opinion among them. A very few are 
for the law as it is; but most of them, of both 
parties, are for a modification or a repeal. I an- 
swer now for myself, and myself alone. My 
opinions, however, are well Known and under- | 
stood in my district and State. The gentleman 
from Tennessee, (Mr. Poux,] if [understood him, | 
desired that I should not make a long speech. I| 

| 
| 


do not intend to make one;-but I wish it to be 
distinctly understood, that in no instance, since | 
the opening of this Congress, have I proposed to ; 
renew the slavery agitation here, or to reopen the į 
«bleeding wounds.” And let it be remembered, 
that no Northern man has yet introduced the 
vexed question into our debates, All this agita- | 
tion comes from the South. ; 

I have only risen for the purpose of answering, 
as I think I have answered, very directly, the 
questions propounded by the gentleman from | 
"Fennessee, (Mr. Porx.] , Whilst I acknowledge 
the full force of our constitutional duty in regard | 
to fugitives from labor, still I believe the details of | 
that law are iniquitous, oppressive, and unjust. 
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thus refuse to take the pledge? 


"That is my opinion; and whenever I am called.on 
to give my vote, I shall vote in accordance with 


that‘opinion: for I-know of no principle of mora! 
philosophy by which: 1 could justify myself in 
voting against alaw which is right, or for alaw 
which is wrong. And I believe that a majority of 
the people of Ohio, of all parties, take a similar 
position, 

Mr. McMULLIN. [have no doubt, that if I 
have done nothing else, I am entitled to the grate- 
ful acknowledgments of the gentlemen who have 
availed themseives of my courtesy to make gen- 
eral speeches out of my ume. 

Now, I must be permitted to express my sur- 
prise, as I also do my regret at the course of re- 
marks submitted by the gentleman from Florida, 
(My. CareLL.}] ‘That gentleman informed this 
House, that he had taken an oatl of allegiance by 
subscribing his name to that memorable pledge 


gotten up by the members of the Thirty-first Con- | 


gress. My 
declaration of independence. ‘The gentleman from 
Florida seems to pride himself upon the fact, that 


he was one of the signers of the second declaration _ 

But that gentieman went fur- | 

He said that there was nota single South- | 

ern Democratic member of the House, who signed | 

that paper, except the gentleman from Georgia, | 

Mr. Cobb, now the Chief Executive of that State. £ 
i the gentleman from Florida shall inform his cone 
f 


of independence. 
ther. 


And why? I ask the gendeman from Florida, 
emphatically, why the Southern Democrats did | 
L will answer for | 
these Southern Democrats, 1 will answer for my- | 
self,as an humble member of the Demoeratic party. 
I desired no additional testimony to go to the peo- 
ple whom I had the honor to represent, either of 


my attachment to the Union or the Democratie || 


party. The gentleman from Florida, though a 
son of Virginia, yet l fear, like some other sons o 
Virginia who have emigrated from her shores, has 
degenerated from the spirit of a true Virginian 


I tell you, gentlemen, those associated with me ; 
upon this floor as Virginia Democrats, do not nee 


the testimony of sach pledges to our constituents, | 
in order toassure them of our fidelity to the Union | 
and the Constitution. 

Mr. CABELL. The gentleman from Virginia | 
saysthat he and his associates from Virginia are too | 
well known to need any pledge or any declaration | 

| 
| 


of sentiment upon this subject. Now, it happens 
that in the last Congress the delegation from Vir- 
ginia was nearly equally divided upon all these ques- 


tions upon which this pledge was made. | most || 


respectfully ask that gentleman what is the true i 
Virginia doctrine? for I find one portion of that | 
delegation advocating one side of these questions 
and the other portion advocating another, 
that gentleman, what is the true Virginia doctrine? | 

Mr. MeMUEELIN. Twill answer with a great | 
deal of pleasure, and I thank the gentleman for the - 
interrogatory. The true Virginia doctrine is a} 
strict construction of the Constitution of the coun- | 
try. [Laughter and applause.] I hope my friend i 
from , Florida will make such a declaration and | 
stick to it. If he will, I will be with him. 
says that upon the subject of the compromise the | 
Virginia delegation were divided; and so they | 
were; but they were not divided upon the great | 
cardinal doctrines. If they were divided, how did ' 
that delegation act? Chey acted like statesmen 
and like men. ‘They acted like friends of their 
country. 
choose to make war on eachother. But we acted 
upon the principle which E would recomimend to 
the favorable notice of the party to which the gen- 
tleman from Florida belongs, as well as to some 
gentlemen who bear the cognomen of Democrats 
It is a principle imbodied in the poetical adage of 
Dr. Franklin: 

“Tf we to the follies of our friends are blind, 
Our friends will ever treat us kind; 
But if we their follies expose, 
Our friends will then become our foes.” 

I tell the gentleman from Florida that Virginia 
politicians have as their polar star a strict adher- 
ence to the Constitution of oyr country; and I 
tell that gentleman further, that the old Demo- 
cratic party proper—the real Jeffersonian, Jaek- 
sonian Hanker Democratic party—have been, as 
they now are, the real Union party of the country 
the real friends of the Union. And because 
we have differences among ourselves; because 
some of my honorable colleagues and myself dif- 
fer in reference to these compromise measures, 38 
that any good substantial reason why we should 


come over and vote with the party to which the 
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friend on my right says a second | 


‘party in 1844? 


He | 


And how was that? Why, we did not |; 


entleman from Florida belongs? “Mr-Chairman, 
i| Laddress myself to.a body composed of men— 
i| men of -sense—men of disérinmating minis; 
| and I beg to call their attention fora moment 
| to this inquiry: Of whom ‘isthe Whig par-: 
i| ty composed ? Who are its members?’ Go: back: 
| to- 1840; and what were its principles‘then ? Task: 
| the gentleman from Florida to tell us what: were’ 
‘kthe principles of the’ Whig party then? - Why, 
i! they were * Tip and Ty, log cabins, coon skins,” 
cider barrels,” and all that sort of fummery. 
i {Laughter.] Sir, it was a disgrace’ Aye, sir, it 
|, was ä reflection upon the character of the’ Aimer=- 
| ican people! Where was thè gentleman from 
I| Florida in the campaign of 1844? 
1 Mr. CABELL. | was too young then to take 
i partin it, i 
Mr. MeMULLIN. My friend was a young 
man, but I suspect he knew how to sing some of 
|| those songs. I knew him well when a boy, and 
| be was fron one of the first families of Virginia. 
[Great laughter.] Te left his native State, a very 
promising young gentleman, but I dare say when 
he arrived in Florida he felt too young to enter 
actively into that campaign. But I dare say he 
learned some of those songs out of that memorablé 
“ yaller kiver” book. [Laughter.] I desire that 


1 
it 


stituents—tor if I understood him his speech was 
not made for the purpose of enlightening the rouse 
of Representatives upon the bill now under con- 
sideration, but for Buncombe—for his especial con- 
stituents—what were the principles of the Whig 
Tf I had the time and disposition 

to call the attention of the House and the country 
i to the principles of that party, I think I could 
i show that their principles had become obsolete. 
But [ come back to the question to which I desire 
to call the attention of the FLouseand the country, 

| viz: the division in the Virginia delevation. How, 
Lask, would my friend from the Norfolk district, 
[Mr. Mi.xson,] or my friend from the Lynchburg 
district, [Mr. Bocoex,] or any of my colleagues 
who differed with me upon’ these coimptomise 
measures, look, if they were to take counsel from 
the sage statesman from Florida, and vote with 
the Whig party for President ?—for the kind of play 
now seems to be that of making Presidents instead 
of attending to tlie ordinary legislation of the coun- 
try. I ask the gentleman from Florida, how he 
could expect either of my colleagues to vote with 
| him and the Whig party—a party with which they 
| have no sort of ‘identity, or union of feeling, or 


| 


i| interest whatever? They do not agree upon any 
lask '| 


one political question. But if my colleagues differ 
! with the Whig party upon every one of the items 
| composing their political creed, can they be ex- 
| pected to abandou the Democratic party, orto aban- 
| don the nominee of the Democratic party, because, 
| forsooth they happened to differ from: their Demno» 
| cratic brethren upon a party question?’ Now, E 
l ask gentlemen of this House, as intelligent and 
| discriminating men, whether the gentleman from 
! Worida or the Whig party have the right to ex: 

pect that the Democratic party, whether Union 
| Democrats, or, as gentlemen sometimes call them, 
| the fire-eating Democrats, can codperate with the 


| Whig party, with whom they differ from A to Z? 
i Ne, sir. 
x ig 


But the gentleman from Florida was pleased to 
sny some other singular things. He charged, or 
il rather attempted to make the impression upon the 
| country, that the Democratic party, in the organ- 
| ization of the present Congress, had admitted into 
their legislative caucus. the Free-Soil Democrats. 
Ah! I wonder if there were no Free-Soil Aboli- 
tion Whigs in the Whig caucus? Why does not 
the gentleman tell his dearly-beloved constituents 
how many there were in his caucus? Lt will not 
do to tell tales out of schocl,and the gentleman is 
Í too wel] taught in his political school to tell tales. 
| My. CABELL. 1 thought this matter was 
| gone over fully the first day of the session. The 
| proceedings of that caucus were published, and 
Lare well known to the Whigs of the country. I 
‘| say now to the gentleman fror Virginia, as I said 
i| then, and as was said by others, that there are 
| Free-Soilers who have acted with the Wing party, 
‘and there are Free-Soilers who have acted with 
the Democratic party. Tt was announced to the 
House then, and I say now, that Free-Soilers 
‘ were in our caucus; but when they found that the 
Whig caucus were about to do what the Demo- 
‘| cratic caucus had failed to do, they left us and 


-elected-to this House, and all the Southern Whigs | 


‘ida (Mr. Casert] tells.the House that the Aboli- 


‘Mr. Webster so declared? And yet, in the face 


much respect for the gentleman from Florida, and 
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refused. to have any. further affiliation. with. the 
Whig party... They retired:from the caucus, and 
the resolutions: were passed. . These. resolutions 
were introduced .by the gentleman from.: New 
York, [Mr. Haven,] and were adopted by alatke 
majority of the. Whigs—the Northern -Whigs 


which were there, voted for them -as:a matter of 
GOUTSEL oe : sod 

-MroMcMULLIN. . The gentleman from-Flor- 
tionists withdrew from the caucus.. If they with- | 
drew, how many were left in the caucus? There 
was: not a. baker’s: dozen... But. the gentleman 
from Florida has:yery adroitly, but, I think, not | 
liberally, attempted to make. the:impression upon 
his. constituents—for which purpose. his speech | 
was made—that. the Whig party is not identified | 
with the Abolition party. l ask the gentleman if | 
he has forgotten the various votes and declara- 
tions and answers made by Mr. Fillmore, the | 
now President of the United States, upon this | 
slavery question? Has he forgotten the votes of ! 
Mr. Fillmore by which he recognizes the Aboli- | 
tion doctrines to the fullest extent? And has he || 
forgotten that the great Daniel Webster—I sup- 
pose he is a Whig—said upon the Wilmot provi- | 
so, that it was his original thunder? Has not | 


of this declaration, the gentleman from Florida | 
ĮMr. Casert) gets up and attempts to make this 
House and the country believe that the Demo- 
cratic party are all real Abolitionists. I have so 


for his integrity and high talents, that I regret that 
he has come down and acted the part ofa common 
courtyard politician, {Laughter.] I regret, Mr. 
Chairman, that it has been the policy of the Whig 
arty to attempt to gull and bamboozle and mis- ! 
ead the people in reference to this ery of + Union!” | 
* Union !” and to make them believe they are the 
only Union party. It isa slander upon the dead | 
and the living: The Democratic party have ever | 
been regarded, since the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, as the true Union party. 
back and call your attention, if T had time, to 
facts which would bear me out in the declaration. | 
But it is unfortunate that, instead of the ordinary | 
legislation of the country—-and many of the citizens | 
of our country are suffering, greatly suffering, for 
the want of legislation—that everything is made to 
bend to President making. The gentleman from | 
Florida—whether the leader of his party or not— | 
has led off to-day, and I could have advised -him | 
to have saved his thunder for a more proper occa- 
gion, and to have waited until the resumption of 
the consideration of the President’s message, when 
it would be a fit, occasion for all gentlemen who 
have been nursing their wrath to pour it out upon 
the heads of their political adversaries. That | 
would be a more suitable oceasion for such a pur- | 
pose than this, when the poor soldiers, many of | 
whom are suffering for the want of the passage of | 
this bill, and to which I beg leave to call the at- i 
tention of the committee for a few moments. ! 
I have received letter upon letter from my con- | 


stituents appealing to me to get the House of Rep- |j 


resentatives and the Senate to pass this bill, if it! 
is possible. Sir, that meritorious class of your | 
citizens consider that they have been greatly ag- | 
grieved and injured by the invidious distinction | 
drawn between the soldiers of the Mexican war | 
and the soldiers of the preceding wars. It was an 
invidious distinction; and at this period of the ses- 
sion we ought to have taken up this bill and passed | 
it; and if explanations were to enable us to pass 
it, those gentlemen who have made themselves fa- | 
miliar with the subject would have explained it— | 
instead of taking the extraordinary course which | 

has-been pursued. 
from Florida a questi 
there are members upon this. floor as anxious to Í 
lease their: constituents as the gentleman from | 
Florida—suppose the two hundred and thirty- 
three members of this House should imagine they 
must get up and make a political speech upon this 

little bill for the benefit of the poor soldier, what 
‘You would not have time to | 


Let me ask the gentleman | 


would become of it? 

pass the appropriation bill or the civil and diplo- i 
matic bill, And I hope—while I do not mean to} 
set myself up asa sortof general lecturer, but the | 
gentleman from Florida being somewhat peculiar, |j 
having hailed originally from Virginia, I thought | 
1 could take some liberties in dealing rather gently 


T could go | pu 


i| knowing when he has ended. 


|| ily. The interest of a large 


on. Suppose—and I presume |, 


| late law, or disregard it, by making sale of land 


| 
i 
i 


with him=that: this very.modest lecture which I |! 
have taken the liberty’ of reading to the gentleman i 
from Florida may ‘be regarded by others. i 

Mr. CABELL.I have merely to say I feel | 
very much indebted to the:gentleman for the lec- | 
ture, coming from: so reverend a source; and lam i 
one of those who: have -been so: long acquainted | 
with the gentleman: from-:Virginia, who. has re- 
minded the House thathe wasan acquaintance of | 
mine when he was a member of the Virginia Le- i 
gislature, and when I was quite a small boy, in the 
city of Richmond. I am an admirer of his, and | 
have observed his course, and I have observed that | 
scarcely a day passes that-he does not undertake 
to enlighten thie House. upon’ some subject; and 
the members of the House will bear me out in say- | 
ing there is hardly a day passes in which the hon- | 
orable gentleman does not speak either for Bun- | 
combe, or Little Tennessee, or for the House and | 
the country. But I think it is but once before, 
since the House met, that I have occupied two 
minutes of their time. I havenow availed myself 
of this occasion, because I thought it was neces- 
sary that I should place myself right before my 
constituents in regard to important political move- 
ments—I say, I have just now availed myself of j 
this occasion for that purpose, and for the first 
time followed the example of the very venerable 
Representative from the State of Virginia; and I | 


I have not departed from his advice except upon | 
this one occasion. | 

And [ will further state, that I am as anxiousas 
he or any man can be, for the passage of this bill; | 
and I have heretofore refrained from addressing 
the House, with a view of enabling them to expe- 
Gite action upon it; but being aware that there | 
were several gentlemen around me who were desir- 
ous of making political speeches, in no manner 
relating to the question before the House, I || 
availed myself of the privilege usually allowed. || 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman from Virginia f 
(Mr. McMvrLiy] allow me to make a motion ? 


|| and myself, 


Mr, HARRIS, of Tennessee. 


ask the gentleman to do me the justice to say that |! 


| sert ‘to-morrow week at one o'clock.” 


I tell the gentleman ‘from Florida, much as he sup- 
poses that: I-have attempted to enlighten this 
House and this country, that when that subject 
comes before this House,.1 will-claim my privi- 
lege to be heard. Whether or-not L have tres- 
passed upon the time or. patience of the House, is 
a question. to be settled: between. my constituents 
I have-an overfondness for talking, 
and when it becomes necessary for me to talk or 
say something, in my humble way,;.in reply to 
attacks, such as have been made‘ by. the: gentle- 
man from Florida [Mr.. CaseLL] to-day, I shall 
do so regardless of consequences. 

I move that. the 
committee rise, with a view to offer a resolution 
| closing debate upon the question under considera- 

tion. ù 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair the chairman of 
| the committee reported that the Committee of the 
; Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
| Union generally under consideration, and particu- 
larly the special order of the House, being Senate 
bill 146, entitled “An act to make land warrants as- 
signable, and for other purposes,’’ and that it had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution : 

Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the 
Whole House upon the state of the Union, on the bill of the 
Senate, (No. 146,) entitled “Anact making laud warrants 
assignable, and for other purposes,” shall cease at one 
o’clock on to-morrow, (if the committee shali not sooner 
come to a conclusion upon the same ;) and the committee 
shall then proceed to vote on such amendments as may be 
pending, or offered to the same, and shall then report it to 
the House, with such amendments as may have been agreed 
to by the committee. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I move to 
strike out “to-morrow at oneo’clock,”’ and toin- 
I would 
inquire of the Chair whether that amendment is 


|! debatable ? 


Mr. McMULLIN. I cannot yield for such a 
rpose. 

Mr, COBB. I want to profit by your admoni- | 
tion, I suggest that a motion be made that the i| 
committee rise, with a view to adopt a resolution |} 
to close debate, at some time, say to-morrow at | 
two o’clock. 

[Cries of No!” € No!” «Not? 


and finish your speech. If we do not do so, we 
shall never get through with the discussion. 


Mr. McMULLIN. 


i by the gentleman from Illinois is now 


Mr. COBB, And then you will get the floor f 


The SPEAKER. It is not. 
Mr. POLK. Is the resolution now susceptible 


! of amendment? ` 


TheSPEAKER. A proposition of amendment 
pending. 
Mr. POLK. Ihope the gentleman from Ilinois 
{Mr. Camrsexi] will withdraw his amendment 
and substitute to-morrow at three o’clock. Iam 
opposed to the resolution as originally introduced. 
If the time is fixed for to-morrow at one o'clock, 
i the morning hour will be consumed. I desire to 
explain the action of the Democratic caucus, 
| ‘The SPEAKER. The Chair must remind gen- 
! tlemen that debate is not in order, . 
_Mr. POLK. I then call for the previous ques- 
tion. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I wishgo have the order of 
the House by which this was made the special 
| order, read, for the purpose of ascertaining whether 


floor. 
Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman has so man 
endings, that I hope he will excuse me for no 


os 


Mr. McMULLIN. 


warrants and depending upon the veracity of those 
who sold them not to interfere with the contract, 
Pass this bill speedily, and you will confer a great | 
favor upon the soldier, who is entitled to the sym- 
pathies of the House and of this country, 
when the President’s message shall be again up 
for consideration, that both the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. CABELL] and myself will have the | 
privilege of defining our positions generally, and 

that of the respective parties to which we belong. 


'| any difficulty that may grow ou 


i| that debate shall close upon both 
I hope | 
© Mr. POLK. 


the resolution in its present form is really in order. 
I understand the special order to have been to in- 


ij clude not only the Senate bill, but also the House 


bill upon that subject. If the House has so 
i ordered, is it competent for the House to divide 
| that special order and make two of it? I inquire 
whether the resohition should not include the bill 


|! of the House as well as that of the Senate? I 


i make this suggestion with a view of preventing 
4 ) tofit. I hope the 
| mover of the resolution will so modify it as to in- 
clude both bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. If itis in my power I will do 
| so. I desire to have the debate closed upon the 
| whole subject. 
The SPEAKER. The gent! 
| to modify his resolution. 


Mr. HARRIS. T will so modify it that debate 


eman has the right 


i| shall cease upon both propositions—the bill of the 
ii Senate as well as that of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Th 
made. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, 
my colleague another modificatio 


e modification will be 


I will suggest to 
n, which will be, 
of these bills two 
hall again be re- 
Whole on the state 


; hours after their consideration s 
sumed in the Committee of the 

! of the Union. 

I rise to a point of order, I 

ous question, and would like to 

any motion is in order in the face 


moved the previ 
know whether 
of that call? 
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question is made? 4 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BISSELL. I wish merely to suggest that 
this is a Senate bill, which has not been considered 
in a committee, nor discussed in the House. I 
say we are closing debate upon it too soon. The bill 
requires a little explanation,and unless the mover 
of the resolution adopts the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, to close the debate two 
hours after we go into committee, { shall feel con- 
strained to move to lay the resolution upon the 
table. This bill requires explanation. I hope the 
gentleman will accept that modification. | 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish only to consult the 
sense of the House, as to the time when this debate 
shall cease in the Committee of the Who.e. I 
have no choice as to the particular hour; and as 
several gentlemen around me. suggest the proprie- 
ty of modifying the resolution so as to close debate | 
two hours after the committee shail have resumed 
the consideratian of the subject, I will so modify 


lt. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ulinois. There was a 
resolution offered here to which I offered an amend- 
ment, and to my amendment, I believe, there was 
another amendment made. There the matter, I 
think, should stop. I was told I had no right to 
discuss this subject, notwithstanding which, mo- 
tions have been entertained, and subjects discussed, 
ever since I offered my amendment. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had no design of |; 
doing the gentleman injustice. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am well aware of that. 
I am only speaking with regard to the action of | 
gentlemen, and desire to suggest to the Chair the 
position which this resolution now occupies. I 
might be permitted to say that I am not tenacious |j 
about prolonging the debate for a whole week. If 
would be willing to fix any reasonable time for | 
the consideration of this subject, and particularly | 
for the consideration of the Senate bill, which has 
never been before the House nor any committee. 
It is an important subject, and L do think the op- 
ponents of the bill should not check this matter at | 
once. I will fix any reasonable time gentlemen 
are willing to agree upon, that we may have some 
opportunity of discussing the merits of the bill as 
itis now before us. I move to strike out ‘in two 
hours after the committee shall resume their con- 
sideration,” and to insert in leu thereof ‘on 
Thursday next, at two o'clock.” 

Mr. POLK. I insist upon my call for the pre- 
vious question. ! 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded tellers, | 
upon the second; which were ordered; and Messrs. 
Jones, of Tennessee, and CHANDLER were ap- 
pointed, |! 

The House was then divided, and the tellers || 
reported—ayes 78, noes 45. So there wasa second, 
and the main question was then ordered to be | 

ut. 
£ A Votce. Read the resolution as modified. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union on the bill of the Senate 
(No. 146), as also joint resolytion No. 1, entitled “An act 
making land warrants assignable, and for other purposes rad 
and also joint resolution (No. 1) explanatory of the act | 
approved September 28, 1850, granting pounty land {| 
to certain officers and soldiers who have been engaged 
in the military service of the United States, shall cease in | 
two hours atter the committee shall resume their considera- | 


i signed by merchants of Philadelphi 


|; and others, of Mass 


tion, (if the I 
sion upon the same;) and the committee shall then pro- 
cced to vote on such amendments as may be pending, or of- 
fered to the same, and shall then report it to the House, | 
with such amendments as may have been agreed to by the 
cominittee. , , . 

The SPEAKER. The main question is first 
upon the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ilinois, [Mr. CAMPBELL.} i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I will withdraw my amend- | 
ment. $ | 
Mr. POLK. I move that the debate be closed 


committee shall not sooner come to a conclu- i} * 


on Thursday at three o’clock. Ido it at the sug- | 
gestion of the gentleman from Ilinois, (Mr. Bis- | 


SELL,] who reported the bill. |i 
be done only by the į; i j 
|| agreed between us that he might proceed with the 


The SPEAKER. That can r 
universal consent of the House, the previous ques- 
tion having been sustained. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN objected. , 

The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of the resolution; and it was agreed to—ayes 71, 
noes 59. 


i discussion of his substitute, 


| 
I 


Mr: JONES, of Tennessee, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was adopted, 
and to lay.the motion to. reconsider on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CARTTER moved that the House adjourn. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman, whether it would not be 
better to clear the Speaker’s table. 
Mr. CARTTER. It cannot be done—it is too 
late in the day. 
The question was then taken and agreed to, and 
The House adjourned till to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock. É 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, aud referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of A. 
G. Nicolls and 400 others, for repair of piers and improve- 
ment of harbors on the river Delaware. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A petition signed by Harris and 
Leech and 24 other persons, merchants and citizens of 
Philadelphia, asking Congress to make an appropriation 
for the construcnon of an additional canal around the Falls 
of the Ohio, or Rapids at Louisville, Kentucky. 

By Mr. WELLS: The memorial of the Michigan 
Southern Railroad Company, for compensation for trans- 
porting the great western mail. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of George W. Jackson, 
of Virginia, one of the heirs of George Jackson, of Ohio, 
deceased, praying remuneration for the services of said 
George Jackson, for one year as Captain in the expedition 
of General George Rogers Clark to the Falls of the Ohio 
in 1781. 4 

By Mr. McMULUIN: The petition of John S. King 
and others, praying a pension for said King. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: A memorial of the Commissioners of 
the town of Neweastle, State of Delaware, praying fer an 
appropriation to complete the United States harbor at said 
town, on the Delaware river. 

Also, a memorial of sundry citizens of the United States, 
holders of claims upon the late Republic of Texas, praying 
Congress to pass a law to authorize the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to pay their claims, upon compliance by them with 
all the requirements prescribed by that officer, in conformi- 
ty with the act of the 9th of September, 1850. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 
merchants and eitizens of Philadelphia, asking an improve- 
ment in navigation around the Falls of the Ohio river. 

By Mr. LETCUER: The petition of J. B. Moomaw, A. 
D. Amiss, T. B. McRoberts, and Felix Hull, assistant mar- 
shals inthe State of Virginia, asking additional compen- 
sation tor taking the late census. 

By Mr. HIBBARD: The petition of Daniel Breed and 
others, praying for the establishment of a new post route, 
from the post office in North Charlestown, New Hamp- 
shire, to the post office in Unity, in said State. 

Ry Mr. EDGERTON: The petition of citizens of Put- 
nani county, Ohio, for a mail route from Kalida, Ohio, to 
Adrian, Michigan. 

By Mr. J. W. HOWE: The petition of William 8. Ran 
kin, aud 57 others, citizens of Mercer county, Pennsylvania, 
praying Congress to prohibit the transportation of the United 


i States maij on the Sabbath. 


By Mr. CHANDLER: Three memorials, numerously 
asking Congress to 
adopt means for improving the navigation at the Falis of the 
river Ohio, at Louisville. 

By Mr. SCUDDE The petition of Zenas D. Bassett 
chu „asking an appropriation for 
the preservation of the breakwater in Hyannis harbor. 

Al-o, the petition of Thomas Bradley and others, of Mas- 


| sachusetts, asking an appropriation, &c., for the location of 


buoys on the shoals in Holmes’ Hole harbor. 
By Mr. GAYLORD: The petition of sundry citizens of 


| New Lexington, Perry county, Ohio, asking the establish- 
| ment of a mail route from Newark, Licking county, Ohio, 


tbrough Jackson, Thornville, and Somerset, to New Lexing- 
ton, Perry county, Ohio. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 4, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morcan. 


NON-INTERVENTION. 


Mr, CLARKE. Mr. President, yesterday and 
the day before I was detained from the Senate by 
severe indisposition, from which I have not yet 
recovered. During my absence yesterday, I per- 
ceive from the papers, the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. Cass] called the attention of the Senate to 
the resolutions which I some time since offered in 
relation to the doctrine of intervention, and gave 
an intimation that he wished to address the Sen- 
ate upon it to-day. 1 desire now to say to the 
Senate, that the Senator from Michigan and my- 
self, as he stated, had had a conversation on the 
subject, and fearing that I might not be able to 
enter upon the discussion of those resolutions—for 
1 was discouraged by my indisposition—it was 


if I should not be 
able to proceed with the explanation of the ori- 
ginal resolution, which I was entitled to do by the 
v r of the Senate. But this morning 


usual courtes 3 
we have had another conversation, and the Sen- 


ator from Michigan, with his proverbial kindness, 
has agreed thatthe consideration of the resolutions 
may be further postponed to: Monday next; when 
l hope to be able to proceed: with the-discussion— 
I trust my health will permit me‘to do so=-but-if, 
I should be so unfortunate ‘as not then to-be able 
to proceed myself, that the Senator from Michi- 
gan shall have the floor for. that day.: If, how- 
ever, I shall be able to speak. on Monday next; 
and that day should be occupied by me, it isun” 
derstood that the Senator from Michigan will be 
ready to proceed on Tuesday. Of course we can- 
not control this matter, but we desire'that such an 

arrangement may agree with the: convenience of 
the Senate. With that view, I move that the 

resolutions may now be taken up, that their con- 

sideration may be postponed to Monday next. I 

make this request thus early, because I shall be 

obliged very soon to leave the Senate Chamber, 

not being able to remain throughout the day. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented the petition of 
Candace Porter; widow of a soldier'in the war of 
the Revolution, praying a pension; which was‘re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. poy ey 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting of -thë citi- 
zens of Dubuque, lowa, who pray for a grant ‘of 
Í land for the construction of a railroad. from Du- 
buqueto Minnesota Territory ; which:were referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. MORTON presented the memorial of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
Florida, praying additional compensation; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. STOCKTON presented two petitions of 
citizens of New Jersey, praying that the law abol- 
ishing flogging in the Navy may not be repealed; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, the petition of P. Dickerson and others, 
recommending the proposition submitted by Am- 
brose W. Thompson for the transportation of the 
mails between New York and some port on the 
western coast of Ireland; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. sX 

Also, the memorial of Charles Wilkes, a com- 
mander in the Navy, praying that an appropria- 
tion of five hundred thousand dollars be placedat 
the disposition of the President of the United 
States, to institute an effective search within the 
Arctic regions for Sir John Franklin, and to re- 
deem the pledge made by the late President of the 
United States, through the Secretary of State, to 
Lady Franklin, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
~ Mr. HALE. Mr. President, is it in order to 
move to instruct the Naval Committee in relation 
| to that memorial? If it is in order, L move. that 
the committee be instructed to inform the Senate 
how much.the expeditions got up under this same 
Mr. Charles Wilkes, some years ago, have cost 


already, I think the Senate ought to have that 
information before the committee act upon this 
etition. 


The PRESIDENT. TheSenator cannot make 
i the motion in that way. 

Mr. PEARCE. That information has been 
given to the Senate long ago. 

Mr. HALE. Well, I will endeavor to get at 
it in some other way. . 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair would inform 
the Senator that he must introduce a resolution in 
the usual form, in order to instruct a committee. 

Mr. HALE. I will obtain the information in 

| some way. À i ; 
i Mr. SHIELDS presented a memorial of certain 
| non-commissioned officers of the regiment of 
| mounted riflemen in the United States Army, 
praying to be discharged; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a petition of the members of the company 
of sappers and miners and pontoniers, enlisted in 
the Army of the United States, praying to be dis- 


charged; which was referred to the Committee on 
' Military Affairs. : 
| Mr. MANGUM presented the memorial of W. 


P. J. Sanger, praying compensation for perform- 
ing the duties of engineer at the Gosport Navy- 
Yard; which was referred to the Committee -on 
| Naval Affairs. ni ; 

| Mr. COOPER presented the petition of Corne- 
tius McCaullay, praying compensation for.certain 


SAE -i LOBE: 


yatjssarëd émbossed morocco leather, farnishedfor 
covering thé chairs in the Senate Chambers which 
was referred tothe Committee of Claims. - . 
Alsoythe memorial of Frederick Vincent, ads 
Winistrator‘of James Lecaze, decéased , late part- 
név inthe firm of Lecaze & Mallets praying the | 
paynient of a:balance due for advahces:: made b 
that fiti during: the revolutionary war- which 
wasreferred to the Committee bn Révolutionary. 
Claims. p : Boe ; 
_ Also, the petition of David: A Melhor, pray= 
ing tobe indemnified for loss on contract entered 
into-by him for building a culvert in the-city’ of | 


Washington; which was referred to the Commit |} 


tee of Claims.: cares ea he 
- Also, the memorial of inhabitants of Pittsburg, 
Pennsylvania, praying that the transportation’ of 
the mails: on ‘Sunday may be prohibited by law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office'and Post: Roads. 

Mr. UNDER WOOD presented three petitions 
of merchants and others of Philadelphia, praying 
an enlargement of the Louisville and Portland 
Canal; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. i geg 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of William | 
G.. Ridgely, praying indemnity for tobacco dé- 
stroyed by the British in the war of 1812; which 
was referred to the Conimittee of Claims. 

- Mr: HAMLIN presented a memorial of cit- 
izens of Portland, Maine, praying that the spirit || 
ration in the Navy may Ve abolished; which wag 
referred ta the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of Massachusetts in favor of an appropriation for 
a ship canal around the Falls of St. Mary’s river; 
which’ was laid on the table. 

Also; the petition of ‘fifteen heads of insurance 

` offices'in Boston, praying that the act of March 

3, 1847, for the rednetion of the costs and expenses 
of proceedings in admiralty against ships and ves- 
sels may not be repealed: which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the petition of George | 


the Senate; bereferred tothe -Corimittee on tie Post Office 


and Post Roads. eae Se i 
On: motion- by Mr. PEARCE, -it wás 
Ordered, ‘Phat the petition -of Martin-Fenwick, on: th 

files of the Senate, be referred tothe Committe un Private 

Land Claims C. a a he 
On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Madison Allen, oh the files 

of the Senate; be reférréd to thë- Coinmittee on Public 

Lands. - greet 


On motion by Mr. CASS; it-was 


x 


of the Senate; be reterred to the Coinmitteé of Claims.’ 


On motion by Mr. NORRIS, it was i 

Ordered, That Maria Ostrander and? Sarah Overbagh, 
severally, have leave to withdraw their petitions and pa- 
pers. l 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of A.{R. Woolley, on the 
i files of the Senate, be referred to the Conimittee.6n Mili- 
| tary Affairs. ; 
| REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. ,, 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee of Claims, to 
which was referred the documents in relation to the 
claim of William S. Waller, praying compensation 


| for disposing and selling of certain Treasury notes, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered to | 


be printed. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings, to which was referred the subject, re- 
ported a bill to provide for the fitting up of a tem- 
porary room for the Congressional Library; which 


was read, and passed to the second reading. 


mittee of Claims to ask to be discharged from 


į the further consideration of the claim of È. Paven- 
stadt and F. A. Schumacher, of the city of New | 
York, and that the memorial be referred to the | 
; Committee on Commerce. I also make a report | 
il upon the subject, which I ask may be printed. | 


The object of the committee is this; It seemed to 
the Committee of Claims, that this matter should 
have been referred, in the first place, to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The claim is of this char- 


W. Hathaway, praying the appointment of a tri- |] 
buna to review the decisions of the late Board of |i 
Commissioners for the settlement of claims of i 
American citizens against Mexico; which was re- |! 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CHASE. Iholdin my hand two memo- 
rials of citizens of Cincinnati, praying for the di- 
vision of the district of Ohio into two judicial dis- 
tricts: These memorials are signed by nearly 
every member of the bar and almost every leading 
man of business in the city of Cincinnati; and È 
ask leave to commend them to the respectful atten- 
tion of the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
committee I move that they be referred. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Alabaraa in favor of the establish- | 


ment ofa Bureauof Agriculture; which were read |! 


and ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented the pe- 
tition of William Jacon, in behalf of himself and | 
his late partner, Lewis H. Bates, praying to be 
indemnified for losses sustained in consequence of | 
the illegal seizure of a quantity of iron imported | 
by them; which was referred to the Committee on : 
Commerce. 

Mr. BADGER presented six memorials of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
North Carolina, praying additional compensation; | 
which were referred to the Committee of Claims. | 

Mr. NORRIS presented the petition of Jacob | 
Gideon, praying indemnification for damages sus- | 
tained in consequence of a violation of his contract | 
with the Navy Department for bindife; which | 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. | 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. i 


jf 


On motion b 
Ordered, That 


! 


y Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

res the papers in the case of Phineas M. 
Nightingale, legal representative of General Nathaniel |! 
Greene, on the files of the Sena €, be referred to the Com- |! 
mitice on Revolutionary Claims. i 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of James 
mán, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the C 
tee on the Judiciary, 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Joht A: Rogers 
a ‘ gers, on the ; 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committce of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it wag 
- Ordered, That the petition-of Wade Alten; on the-files of | 


j 
i 
Chap- | 
Oramit- 


; placed th 
to New Orleays, These parties executed a bond | 


| 

{ 

1 

| cha 
i 


acter: These persons, merchants of the city of 
New York, imported a number of packages of 
goods. They afterwards sold those pacaages, and 
em on board a French ship,’ 


to the Government, the condition of which was, 
that in four months they would supply the cus- 
tom-house officers of New York with evidence of 
the deposit of the goods at the New Orleans cus- 


itom-house. It appears that the goods were lost 


at sea, and the claimants ask that there shall be 
refunded to them the money which they were obli- 
ged to pay upon this bond. I apprehend hat it is 


|| a matter of a great deal of consequence to the 
|! Government, for if this application of these par- 


‘ties is sustained, it will involve a ‘large expendi- 
! ture by requiring the refunding of duties in similar 
| cases. 

i ThePRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator 
is a very unusual one. The Chair understands the 
Senator to ask to be discharged from the further 
| consideration of a subject upon which he makes a 


li report. 


Mr. PRATT. Ihave stated the reason for this 
nusual procedure. The report states the views 
of the Committee of Claims in regard to the mat- 
ter. i 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HAMLIN, chairman of the Committee on 
| Commerce, rose subsequently and said: There is 


House and in the Senate on such memorials. At 
| the time the Senator from Maryland made his re- 
i port I was under the impression that these matters 


fi 
i 


in the Senate; they are referred to that committee 


in the House of Representatives. I learn, how- | 
iever, on conferring with the chairman of the | 
ave uniformly ; 


gone to the Committee on Finance in the Senate. H 


Committee on Finance, that they h 


I therefore move that the Committee on Com- 
merce be discharged from the consideration of that 


The motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 
Ordered, 
harged from the further consideration of three memorials 
of the citizens of Pittsburg, on the subject of a ship canal 
around the Pals of the St Maty’s rivers 


Ordered; That the petition of Joti Bronson, ön the files | 


to be conveyed | 


| some difference in the manner of proceeding in the | 


were considered by the Committee on Commerce | 


That the Committee on Commerce be dis- | 


He also submitted a report on the subject; which 
| was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. PRATT. I am instructed by the Com- | to doin: the tater, 


Í 
i 
i 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


lution for his relief. 


‘On motion.by Mr. DOWNS, it was 

Ordered, That the: Committee’ on’ the: Judiciary be dis 
charged.from the further. consideration’ of the memorial of 
Wiiliam Newbold, and that.it be-referred to the Committee 
of Claims. p ; 5 a g 

Mr. HUNTER, from -the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred thé petition of the 
Italian Mutual Benevolent Society, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the committee was discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr, DOWNS subsequently moved’ a ‘reconsid- 
eration of the vote discharging the committee; 
which was agreed to, and the motion to discliarge 
the committee was laid upon the table. <a 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, moved that tliat committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill for the 
payment of outstanding loan-office and final-settle~ 
ment certificates issued for money loaned for ser- 


| vices or for supplies during the revolutionary war, 
| and that it be referred to the Committee on Revo- 


lutionary Claims. . 

Mr: WALKER. This subject was before the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims at the last 
session of Congress. 1 was spoken to with re- 
gard to the reference at this session, and I men- - 
tioned to the Senator who proposed to refer it to 
that committee, that it had been reported upon. 
It isno longer a subject of investigation. It has 
once passed. the ordeal of examination. These 
demands have been already adjudicated, and the 
only question now is, whether we shall pay these 


| final-settlement certificates which have been issued 


under this adjudication. Thereis, therefore, noth- 
ing for the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
It is for the Conimittee on 
Finance to see whether they shall be paid, and 
not for the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
to reéxamine and redetermine on the justice of the 
claims. 

Mr. HUNTER. This isa claim arising out of 
matters connected with the revolutionary war, 
and things of this sort have always been referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. If 
the Senator thinks.this a plain case; he may read- 
ily report a bill: 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill for the benefit 
of the Carmelite Nunnery, of Baltimore, reported 


jit without amendment, with a recommendation 


that it do not pass. ; 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the bill to increase 
the salary of the district judge of the United States 
for the southern district of Florida, reported it 
without amendment. . 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill increasing the salary of the 
district judge of the United States for the district 
of New Hampshire, reported it with an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CLEMENS, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill to relinquish the 
reversionary interest of the United States to a cer- 
tain reservation therein mentioned, and to confirm 
the title of Charles G. Gunter thereto; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole; and no 
amendment being made, it was reported to the Sen- 
ate and ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. t 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which was referred the memorial of the Presi- 
dent and Directors of the Raleigh and Gaston Rail- 
road Company, reported a bill for the relief of said 
company; which was read and passed to the sec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Bryan Cal- 
laghan, subniitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief. 

_ Thebill was read and passed to the second read- 
ing, and the report wag ordered to be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of Alexander Y. P. Garnett, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a joint reso- 


Theresolution wasread and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be printed. 
He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of S., H. Duff, submit- 


j ted an adverse report, which was ordered to be 


printed. 
Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee on Patents- 


1852. 
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and the Patent Office, to which was referred the 
petition of Peter U. Morgan, administrator of John 
Arnold, deceased, and George G. Bishop, submit- 
ted a Yeport, accompanied by a bill for the relief 
of George G. Bishop and the legal representatives | 
of John Arnold, deceased. 

The bill was read and passed to a second read- 
ing, and the report was ordéred to’ be printed. 


INDIGENT INSANE PERSONS. 


Mr. SHIELDS asked and obtained leave to 
bring in a bill making.a grant of lands to the | 
several States of the Union for the yelief and sup- | 
port of indigent insane persons; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to a 
select committee, consisting of five members, to be | 
appointed by the President pro tem. 

The following Senators were subsequently ap- 
pointed: My, Sniezns, Mr. Pearce, Mr. Fiam- 
win, Mr. Davis, and Mr. Bert. i 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SOULE, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to es- 
tablish a navy-yard and depôt near the city of |: 
New Orleans; which was read a first and second 


time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


FORTIFICATIONS OF SAN FRANCISCO BAY. 


Mr. GWIN. Ihave a resolution which J wish 
to offer. I see by the report of the Board of En- 
gineers for the Pacific coast, that there is a state- 
ment to this effect: 


«This Board, constituted under orders of 17th June, 1851, 
for the purpose of studying the system of defence for the 
Pacific coast, is seduiously engaged on projects for the en- |} 
trance to San Francisco bay; and I hope soon to present i| 
plans in support of an appropriation for the commencement || 
of a work there early next year.” —Report of 14th Novem- || 

_ ber, 1851, to the Secretary of War. | 


ENGROSSED BIELS PASSED. 
were severally 


| An act'to change the times for holding the dis- 
_ trict courts of the United States for the western 
: district of Virginia, and for other purposes; 
|. An act to provide for the appointment of a Su- 
| perintendent of indian affairs in California; 

An act to enforce discipline and promote good 
conduet in the naval service of the United States; 
jan 

An act amendatory of the act entitled ‘*An act 
to provide for holding the courts of the United 
States in case of the sickness or other disability of 
the judges of the district courts,” approved July 
29, 1850. 


LIEUTENANT GENERAL BY BREVET. 


Mr.GWIN submitted informally several amend- 
ments, which he will hereafter offer, to the joint 


i resolution authorizing the President of the United 


| States to confer the title of Lieutenant General by 


i, brevet for eminent services; and:they were.ordered 


to be printed. 
Mr. CASS, for the same purpose, submitted the 


| following; which was ordered to be printed: 


Provided, however, That when the said grade of Lieuten- 
ant General by brevet shall have.once been filled and have 
become vacant, this act shall thereafter expire and be.of no 
etfect. 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill granting the right of way and making a grant 
of land to the State of Iowa, in aid of the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State. 

Mr. FELCH resumed and finished the speech 
which he commenced yesterday in favor of the 
bill, and against the amendment of Mr. UNDER- 
woop, the report of which will be found in the 


I want to obtain information in regard to that | 
appropriation; I therefore offer the following reso- || 
lution of inquiry: + j 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested, if |! 
not incompatible with the public interest, to communicate |; 
to the Senate what ‘amount of money, if any, has been || 
recommended by the Board of Engineer officers charged i; 
with planning the fortifications of San Francisco Bay, to be 
appropriated at the present session of Congress, forthe im- 
mediate commencement of :those fortifications. 


The resolution was agreed to. i 
CENSUS RETURNS. , 


Mr. BADGER. I ask the permission of the 
Senate to take up for a moment the joint resolu- 
tion to provide for the printing of the returns of | 
the Seventh ,Census, simply for the we e of | 
laying upon the table an amendment which I Yy- 
pose to. offer to the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, [Mr. Suirn.] Iam in favor 
of compromises and adjustments, and I think the 

“amendment which I propose to offer will be a rea- 
sonable medium between the proposition offered 
by my friend from Connecticut and the joint reso- 
lution on the table, and such a one as I think 
there can be no reasonable objection to. It will re- 
move all g@gficulty as to the work not being faith- | 
fully execyted, and will, at the same time, relieve 
us from such a business as putting out such a work 
to thelowest bidder. By the unanimous consent of | 
the Senate, I hope the amendment to the amend- 
ment will be printed. : 

The motion to take up the joint resolution was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BADGER then offered the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike out from the:amendment tothe amendment all after |i 
the words “itshall be the duty of,” and insert the follow- 
ing: 
2 ethe Joint Committee on Printing to contract with |: 
Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong for printing and binding the 
Census, onsuch terms as the committee may think reasona- 1 
bleand proper; the work to he executed under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, and to be paid for from time |; 
to time during the progress of the work by the head of the || 
Census Bureau, under the direction of the Secretary, with || 
power in ‘the Secretary to abate from the amount stipulated, 
if the work when executed shal] prove deficient or below 
the standard which may be agreed upon.” 


Mr. GWIN. I do not wish to interrupt the 
Senator from Michigan in his speech, but Í give 
notice that I shall call up the joint resolution in the | 
morning; and I hope the Senate will then be pre- 
pared to act upon it. 

On motion by Mr. BADGER, it was 


Ordered, That the further consideration of the resolution 


| 
| 
t 
| 


Appendix. 
Mr. BELL. I agree with the honorable Sen- 


ator from Michigan, particularly since E have heard 


| his concluding remarks, as well as some remarks 
i in the preceding stage of his argument, that this 
| is becoming a serious and important question, and 
| deserves not only a grave consideration, but per- 
| haps 
iit. 

Í strongly impressed with the belief that the fate of 


a fuller discussion than we have yet had upon 
If 1 understand the honorable Senator, he is 


| our land system generall y—of our mode of appro- 
| priating the public lands—may be broken down 


or destroyed, if there is any interference with the 


practice of making these appropriations for inter- 


nal improvements in the new States. If that be 
so, the question is highly deserving of further 
consideration; and I should like to hear a fuller 
development of the views of the honorable Sena- 
tor upon that point. There was conveyed, in the 
manner and gravity with which he announced this 
sentiment, not only a warning, but something of a 
threat also. Iam not insensible that it may be 


! wise in the Senator to give his timely warning, and 
' to give it in whatever shape he may think proper; 
| for [have had my ears open, and I have seen, 


too, the progress of sentiments which may lead to 
that result; and it will be the part of wisdom of 
the Congress of the United States, if they think 
the policy to which he alludes is not wise and 
proper, to pursue a conciliatory, liberal, and just 
policy. But nevertheless, I think that some con- 


' siderations of justice, of equality, and of right, 


in regard to all other sections of the Union, may 


f be well coupled with it. 


There were some other remarks made by the 


honorable Senator, which I ought not to say aston- 


ished me; they struck me with surprise, but per- 


|i haps it was owing to my own inadvertence, want 


of attention to, and ignorance of, facts which I 
ought to have known. In some of the new States 


if I understand the honorable Senator, some four 
: fifths, and in some nine-tenths, of the public do- 


main yet rethain unsold. And yet I have seen 
| from session to session, and from Congress to 
| Congress, for the last fifteen years, an extraordi- 
| nary desire to extend, and yet to extend still fuar- 

ther, to open the claims of the United States.free 
from the possession and right of occupancy by 
the Indian tribes, of territory still further and fur- 
| ther into the wilderness. My attention has not 
i been drawn in detail to this subject, although you 
| may remember that the discussion which we have 
Í had this session may be said to be an annual dis- 


f 
{ 
j 


be postponed until to-morrow, and that the proposed amend- 
ment he printed. g 


cussion in its general features and aspects, and is 
assuming a still greater and greater Importance at 


every Congress,- You may remember thatthe 
type ofthis discussion maybe straced back in 
Congressional-history for the last twenty: years. It 
has only received some additional and further de- 
velopments, as the public domain: has: mereased, 
as new States‘ have been admitted, as the western 
borders have extended, and as new questions:have 
arisen regarding the rights of the new States. As 
these have become larger, new. ideas- have been 
presented. On that account there is: some-novelty 
in this discussion. i T ; ; 

I do not mean to enter into this argument; in 
detail, but there are some views upon the subject 
which I wish to submit briefly to the Senate... 
have not studied the question, but I have listened 
with great attention to the remarks of the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Feron,| whe 
has treated the subject fully, ably, and, in many 
respects, very fairly and T andidiy. ‘There arg 
some other points of policy with regard to the 
mode in which opposition to this course of the 
appropriation of the publie lands has been kept up 
and maintained by our State-rights frients. X 
hope they will not consider me as speaking in any 
disparagement, if T-allude to a course of policy 
which has tended as much as any other to defeat 
a just, equitable, and-liberal policy in regard to the 
appropriation of the public lands heretofores 

It is suggested to me that I had better give way 
to a motion to postpone the further consideration 
of this subject until to-morrow, so that we may 
proceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

am willing todo so. But I givenotice that Ido 
not wish to make a set speech, for t have taken'ne 
notes; though there are some points which 1 think 
of great importance which 1 wish to bring before 
the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 move, then, to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill until to-morrow, 
for the purpose of going into Executive session. 

The motion was agreed to, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of Executive business, and after a short time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, and =~ Í 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weovespay, February 4, 1852. 


The House met pursuantto adjournment. Prayer 
by the Rev. Mr. Morgan. 

The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 

The SPEAKER There are a large number of 
communications from the Departments upon the 
Speaker’s table, which will be presented to the 
House this morning, if there is no objection. 

On motion by Mr. KURTZ, by unanimous 
consent, it was S i 

Ordered, That leave be granted .to:withdraw . from the 
files of the House all the papers in the case of Peter Strae 
ber, for the purpose of reference in the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. ; 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the following, message, hereto- 
fore received from the Presidént of the United 
States, viz: 

To the House of Representatives : 

In answer to the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 7th of August, 1850, and the 17th of Decem- 
ber, 1851, requesting information ‘touching the chins .of 
citizens of the United States on the Goyernment of Porta 
gal, I transmit a report from the Secretary of State, and the 
documents which accompany the same. 

MILLARD FILLMORE, 

WASHINGTON, 28ih January, 1652, 

On motion by Mr. BOCOCK, it was 

Ordered, That the sgid message and accompanying docu~ 
ments-be referred to the Committee on Foreign Aflairs and 
printed. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House sundry Executive communi- 
cations, viz: 

I, A letter from the Treasurer of the United 
States, transmitting copies of his accounts, re- 
ceipts, and disbursements for the service of the 
Post Office Department for the year ending 30th 
June, 1851; which, on motion by Mr. Seymour, 
of New York, was, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, referred to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, 
transmitting the annual statement. ofthe clerks 
and other persons employed in his: Department 
during the year 1851; which, on motion ‘by-Mr, 
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Ropsrs; was, with the accompanying documents, |i 

ordered to be referred. to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and printed. an ‘ wits 

JEL. Acletter from: the Secretary of the.Treasu- 
ry; transmitting a copy of a communication- from 
the Secretary. of State, with copies of: estimates 
required. to complete the:service.of that- Depart- 
ment for. the. current: fiscal ‘year; which, on: mo- 
tion by Mr, Sexmour, of New York, wasreferred, 
with, the: accompanying documents, to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be] 
printed: szi ; > PE: 

IV: A letter from theSecretary of the Treasury; 
transmitting alist of contracts made for light-house 
purposes, &c., for 1851; also, copies. of reports 
from Professor Bache, under instructions: from the 
Treasury Department, and in. pursuance of the act 
of March 3,.1851, entitled ‘* An act making appro- 
ptiations for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., 
and. providing for. the- erection and establishment 
of the. same, and for other purposes;”? which, with 
the accompanying documents, was, on the motion 
of Mit Seymour, of New York, ordered to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and be 
printed, 

V., A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a. statement of the Marine Hospital 
fund for the fiscal year ending June. 30, 1851; 
which, with the accompanying documents, was, on 
the motion of Mr. Rossins, ordered to be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and be printed. 

VI. A letter from the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, transmitting, in conformity with law, state- 
ments of the accounts which remained due more 
than three years prior to the Istday of July, 1851, 
onthe books of the Register of the Treasury, and 
onthe books of the Second, Third, and Fourth 


Auditors, respectively; which, with the accompa- |} 


nying documents, was, on the motion of Mr. 
Rosgins, ordered to be referred to the Committee 
of Ways and. Means, and he printed. 

VII. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting detailed statements of the manner in 
which the contingent fund of that Department and 
its several bureaus, has been expended during the 
last year; which letter and accompanying docu- 
ments were ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed, 

VIH. A letter from theSecretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a communication from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office of the present 
date, accompanied by the annual reports of the 
Surveyors General. of Wlinoiggand Missouri. and 
of Oregon, which were not regeived in time to ac- 


company his last annual reports which said letter |! 


and accompanying documents were referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed, 

TX. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a report of the Adjutant General, with an 
abstract of the returns of the militia of all the 
States and Territories, with their arms, accoutre- | 

. ments, and ammunition; which letter and accom- 
panying documents were, on motion by Mr. Bis- 
SELL, ordered to be referred to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs agd be printed. 

X. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, | 
transmitting a copy of a report made by the Fourth 
Auditor of the Treasury Department in answer to 
a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 
26th ultimo, relative to the allowance of claims 

reviously suspended or disallowed; which said 


tion by Mr. Futter, of Maine, ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

XI. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting a report in relation to the merits of 
the various condensers for sipplying boilers of 
marine engines with fresh water, in compliance 
with a provision of the act of September 28, 1850, 
making appropriations for the naval service for || 
the yearen ing the 30th of June, 1851; which com- |! 


j 
i 


į 


The SPEAKER also. laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of Oregon Ter- 
ritory; transmitting: a-copy of the journals. of the 
Council and House of Representatives of the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon; which: was, on ‘the motion of 
Mr. Rogsins, ordered: to lie on the table and be 
printed. iid Co ag j 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous. consent, laid 
before the Housethe following bills from the Sen- 
ate; which were severally read a: first: and:second 
tine by their titles, and referred as indicated. below: 

No. 19. An act to extend the time for selecting 
lands granted to the State of Wisconsin for saline 

urposes. — Referred to the Committee on Public 
ands, 

No. 70. An act for the relief of the widows and 
i relatives of certain officers and seamen of the 
United States brig Washington, who were lost 
overboard in a hurricane. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

No. 74. A bill to authorize the State of Ilinois 
to select the residue of the lands to which she is 
entitled under the act of the 2d of March, 1827, 


to connect the waters of the Hlinois river with 
those of Lake Michigan. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

No. 142. An act to admit the hermaphrodite 
brig Sylphide to registry. Referred. to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

No. 54. An act for the relief of Theodore Of- 
fut. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

No. 68. An act for the relief of Charles A. 
Kellett. Referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 5 

No. 69. An act for the relief of Enoch Bald- 
win. Referred to the Cornmittee on Commerce. 

No. 77. An act for the relief of the heirs and 
representatives of Colonel Alexander G. Morgan. 
| Referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
No. 103. An act for the relief of A. H. Cole. 
| Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

No. 104. An act for the relief of James Dun- 
ning. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

No. 112. An act for the relief of Julia Acken. 
Referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

No. 116. An act to provide for the final settle- 


| ment of the accounts of Jonathan Kearsley, late 
| receiver of the public moneys at Detroit, and of 


John Biddle, late register of the land office at that 
per Referred to the Committee on Public 
ands, 

No. 118. An act for the relief of the children of 
j Erastus A. Capron. Referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

No. 119. An act fof compensation to James W. 
Low and others, for the capture of the British pri- 
vate armed schooner Ann, during the late war 
| with Great Britain. Referred to the Committee 

on Commerce. g 

No. 124. An actgrantinga pension to Elizabeth 
Munroe. Referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

Also, joint resolution No. 10, for the relief of 
| Alexander P. Field, late Secretary of Wisconsin 

Territory, and sureties. Referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

No. 46. An act granting a pension to Sally T. 
Floyd, widow of George R. C. Floyd, late a Lieu- 


| || tenant Colonel in the Army of the United States. 
etter and accompanying documents were, on mo- |! 


Referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
HARVESTING MACHINE. 


| The SPEAKER stated that the next business 


| in order was the third reading of an engrossed bill 
| entitled “An act for the relief of Hiram Moore 
and John Hascall,” 


| The bill was then read the third time. 


tion; which was seconded, and the main question 


munication and accompanying documents were, 
on the motion of Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, re- || 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ! 

XI. A letter from the Postmaster General, i 
transnutung, in compliance with the act of the || 
26th of August, 1842, a report and statement from | 
the Third Assistant Posunaster General, as dis- j 
bursing agent of that Department, showing in de- | 
tail his receipts and payments during the year |! 
1851; which letter and accompanying documents i 
were, on the motion | 


i 


_ which were not ordered. 


of Mr. Oxps, ordered to lie |- 


‘ ordered to be put. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, 
bill upon the table. 

The question was then taken, and it was not 
agreed to. 

The question now being, Shall the bill pass ?— 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays; 


moved to lay the 


Mr. JONES. ask for the reading of the bill. 
I wish to see whether-—— 


on the table and be printed. 


Mr. CARTTER. | 


Mr. JONES. Itis too late. I wish to know 


granting land to aid that State in opening a canal | 


Mr. CARTTER demanded the previous ques- | 


call the gentleman to order. | 


whether. this bill does not grant a patent for four- 
teeh: years Pee ee ee 

Mr. CARTTER.. It-does for fourteen. years. 

The bill was then read bythe Clerk. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
assed. - ek: 
P Mr. CARTTER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, andto lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. ` ` 

HOMESTEAD BILL. : 

The SPEAKER stated, as the next business in 
order, the question on ordering the bill “to encour- 
age agriculture, and for other purposes,” to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the read- 
ing of the bill. + 

The Clerk read the-bill. 

Mr. HALL. Tdo not know what disposition 
the House may intend to make of this bill; but I 
move now to amend it by inserting after the word 
‘widow’? in the first line, the words ‘being a 
white person.” The amendment will make that 

ortion of the bill conform to the preémption law. 
We have never given preémptions to any other 
than white persons, and 1 think there ought to be 
the same restriction in this bill. X 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will just say 
to the House, that a bill containing provisions 
similar to those contained in this bill, was intro- 
duced, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, 
and reported favorably on to the House. That 
bill is now in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and among the first upon the 
Calendar. This bill has been read twice, and is 
now, I understand, upon its engrossment. Now, 
this is a measure of very great importance, and 
one in which much interest is felt throughout the 
whole country—the public mind being directed to . 
making essential changes in the present land sys- 
tem. i will, therefore, if there is no objection, 
move to refeẹthis bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and that it be 
made the special order of the day for the first 
Tuesday of March next, and from day to da 
thereafter until disposed of; and also, that the bill 
No. 7, upon the same subject, now in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, be 
made the special order for the same day.” . 

There being: no objection, the motion was con- 
sidtred and agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to reconsider 
the vofe by which the motion was adopted, and to 
motion to reconsider on the table; which 
motion, was agreed to. 

LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

he SPEAKER stated, as the next business in 
order, the question on the engrossment for a third 
reading of the bill to regulate the publication of 
the laws of the United States and of the public 
advertisements, which had been reported back from 
the Judiciary Committee, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass. 

Mr. SMART. I wish to say that this bill was 
introduced by me at an early period of @e session, 
and referred to the Committee on theaJudiciary, 
and that during my late illness it was reported 
back to the House with a recommendation that it 
do not pass. I regret that it should come before 
the House under such auspices, for having been 
placed in the position in which it is, it may be 
that it will not receive much favor at the present 
time. ButI hope that the principles of this bill 
may be understood by the country, and I think 
that, if they are understood, the time is not far 


|| distant when something ofthe kind will be adopted 


by Congress. 

l will now explain the character of this bill in 
a very few words, and, for the purpose of doing 
so, I ask for the reading of the bill, that I may 
make it a part of my remarks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That the selection of newspapers for the publication 
of the laws of the United States shall, after the passage of 
this act, be made by the Secretary of State, as follows: The 
number selected shall be, in each Congressional district, 
two; in each Territory, two; in the District of Columbia, 
four ; and a preference shall be given, in all cases, to the 
papers which may have the largest weekly subscri ption, to 
be ascertained by the affidavit of the editors, respectively 
and by such additional evidence as may be requisite to es. 
tablish the facts in each case, 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the public ad- 
Vertisements of the United States shall be published in one 
or more Congressional districts, according to tha nature of 
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the advertisement and the propriety of giving it a general, 
a partial, or a local circulation 3 said advertisements to be 
published in such papers, and such ouly,as may have been 
selected in said district or districts according to the terms 
of this act for the publication of the laws. 

Sre. 3. And be it further enacted, That said public ad- 
vertisements shall be published in the newspapers having 
the publication of the laws as aforesaid in the District of | 
Columbia, and in the papers having the publication of said į 
laws in the Territories, when and as often as may be deemed i 
necessary. : 

Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That as soon as may 
be after the passage of this act, and at the commencement 
of the first session of every succeeding Congress, a-copy of ; 
the list of newspapers selected according. to the terms of 
said act, for the publication of the laws of the United Siates, 
shall be communicated by the Secretary of State to the 
heads of the Departments, and to the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, respectiveiy. 

Sec. 5. And. be it further enacted, That the President 
shall cause to be communicated to the Senate and House of 
Representatives, annually, a list of all newspapers that 
shall have published, during the preceding year, any adver- 
tisements as aforesaid, with the names of the publishers, 
the place of publication, the nature of the work performed, 
and the amount paid to each publisher. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. | 

Mr. SMART. This bill proposes, in the first | 
place, to authorize the publfcation of the laws of 
the United States in the two papers having the 
largest weekly circulation in each Congressional 
district. In addition to that, it proposes to give 
the publication of the public advertisements, when- 
ever it may be necessary for a local, partial, or 
general circulation, in the papers thus selected in 
one or more Congressional districts. [havegiven, 
it will be seen, the preference to papers having the 
largest weekly circulation, because this circulation | 
reaches the great masses of the people in the rural |j 
districts.. It goes to the intelligent population of | 
the country, and is not confined, like the daily cir- ; 
culation, to the city. I claim for this bill the merit || 
that 1t divorces. the press. from the Government; į 
that it entirely disconnects the press from govern- |; 
mental control. I claim this as one of the merits |; 
of the bill. i 

I desire now to call the attention of the House |! 
toa very few remarks upon this subject. rill | 
promise not to detain gentlemen long. I desire |} 
especially to call their attention to the fact that this 
Government, like all other Governments, is tend- 
ing rapidly towards centralization. And for one 
I wish to do all I can—if I may be permitted to 
use the expression—to decentralize the central 
power, This Government has an enormous pat- 
ronage under its control. Under the Whig ad- 
ministration of John Quincy Adams, the whole 
expenditure of the Government did not exceed 
$13,000,000. But how is it now? Why, under 
the present Whig administration, the expenditure 
of the Government is nearly $50,000,000. I say, | 
sir, you have an enormous patronage, all tending | 
to increase the central power of the Government. | 
In addition to this you have, under the existing | 
laws, control over the public press to a very large | 
extent. Iask gentlemen to look to the city of | 
New York. There are, in that city alone, athou- 
sand employees in and about the custom-house, || 
with a salary of more than a thousand dollars each 
on an average, all under the control of this Whig 
administration, and identified with the Whig pariy. |, 
There area regiment of men there, with leisure |; 
to do what they please in political matters. | 

Every gentleman upon this floor knows the true | 
secret of getting up political influence in the large | 
cities and large towns. It is done through these 
men of leisure. They are the persons who con- 
trol public sentiment in their localities. But Isay | 
the patronage of the Government is large enough, | 
it is abundantly sufficient to concentrate the power 
of the Government without the aid of the press. į 
And { claim for the proposition which I have in- | 
troduced into this House, the merit that it will 
have a tendency to decentralize that power by H 
divorcing the press from the control of the Gov- | 
ernment. How are the papers now selected by |; 
the Government for the publication of the laws? j 
The Administration selects two papers m each |! 
State to publish the laws of the United States. jj 
Nor is this ail. The influence of the publishers of i| 
the public advertisements is tremendous. The list || 
of names of printers and publishers in the Blue i! 
Book covers twenty-five pages, There are about i 
forty names on a page, makin 


i 


twill |! 


1 
i 
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if 
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g, in all, nearly |i 
one thousand who are thus pensioned by the | 
Government, to say nothing of the publishers of |; 
the laws. Now, this proposition is calculated to || 
take this entire patronage from the power of the | 
Government—to divorce the press and State. 


i| Into this subject—I have looked intoa proposition, 
í introduced many years ago by Col. Benton, which | 


| limits. 


| to the society of which itis the organ in my State. 


| county. ; É 
| give to the laws of the United States in the State 


| minded statesman, Silas Wright, upon the subject 


i; of the State.” 


| to the laws of the State of New York. Now J ask, |! 


| should they not be circulated, and generally circu- 


| have, as I before remarked, a newspaper circula- | 


am a‘*Union man.” But I am not for a union | 
of Church and State, or of Bank and State, or of 
the Press and State. I am, in those respects, a 
‘Disunionist.”’ I want to dissolve the union of the 
press and the Government. Sir, I have looked 


was to take this patronage of the press away from 
the General Government, and to give it to the 
Congressional delegations of the several States. 
But I saw that that proposition was liable to the | 
same objection which exists under the present ar- 
rangement—that of placing the press under party 
control. I came to the conclusion, therefore, that 
the idea of the distinguished. gentlemen to whom | 
I have referred, would not accomplish the purpose | 
which I desired to effect. i then concluded to 
adopt the proposition which I have introduced 
here, to select those presses which have the largest | 
circulation in the several Congressional districts. 
But, as I remarked in the outset, I do not intend to 
detain the House long, and perhaps I have said 
enough upon this point. 

Another merit which I claim for this proposition 
is, that it will give an equal, just, and fair circula- 
tion to the laws of the United States, precisely in 
proportion to the peculiar character of the people 
whom you command to obey those laws. And 
the present system does not do this. Whatis the 
character of the present system of publishing the ; 
laws of the country? Why, the Administration ; 
now in power have, with the exception of two or 
three ‘religious papers,” in every instance selected 
a party paper, and the consequence is, that the | 
whole Democratic press of the country are exclu- 
ded. This has been done, with the exceptions I 
have named, in every instance. I desire to call 
pn attention fora moment to my own State, 

n the State of Maine, there is a newspaper cir- 
culation of about sixty-one thousand of papers 
published in the State, and of course papers pub- 
lished out of the State circulate inet within its 
Mr. Webster has seiected the Christian 
Mirror, in the city of Portland, as one of the two 
papers in the State to publish the laws. It is a 
very respectable Christian organ, of the orthodox 
Congregational Society, with about three thousand 
subscribers. I have nothing to say against the 
paper. Itis a very respectable one, but it affords 
a circulation of the laws of the United States only 


} 


if 


But what other paper did he select? The Bangor 
Whig, with a merely local circulation in a single | 
And that 1s the circulation which you 


of Maine, when you tell all the people in that State 
they must obey those laws. hat said that pure- 


of the circulation of the laws of his own State? I 
ask the Attention of the House while I read from 
his letter to Mr. Hickey, who compiled this copy | 
of the Constitution of the United States, He says: |i 
“It has Jong been a favorite wish of mine, as to this | 
State, that our public laws of universal interest may be by 
our Legislature distributed to our common schools, in a 
form to be made a class-book for the more advanced schol- 
ars, that the enrrent legislation of the State may be easily 
and thoroughly understood by those who are to be the voters 


By those who are to be the voters of the State. 
That was the opinion of Silas Wright in relation 
if the laws passed by the most important delibera- || 
tive body in the country are of any importance, 


lated, at least to the extent which you circulate | 
your State laws? I might say something of the} 
circulation of the laws of the State of Maine. We 


tion of papers published in the State amounting to | 
sixty-one thousand. Well, sir, we circulate acopy 
of the laws of, that State annually to every sub- 
seriber of a paper within the limits of the State. 
But you cireulate the laws of the United States to 
how many? Why, to about five thousand per. 
sons. To about four thousand or five thousand! 
in the whole State of Maine—a State containing | 
six hundred thousand inhabitants! Now, I find by | 
“the census returns, that the circulation of newspa- | 
pers in the United States is about three millions, 
and you give a circulation to the laws of the United | 
States of about one hundred and twenty thousand. | 
I have made this estimate hastily, but I think it | 
cannot be far out of the way. That is the circu- 


I li lation which you give to your laws. You com- fi 


| monopolizes the whole of the publie press. 


mand all the Democrats-and all the Whigs and all 
the Abolitionists -in “the: country -to obey those 
laws, but you will not permit them to: see:them—: 
you will not send the laws'to them. I: maintain, 
| that if you expect: the: people of the. country: to 
: obey your laws, you ought to afford the requisite: 
facilities to the people for becoming: acquainted 
with them. : uns aN 
_lnow come to the great objection to: this propo-« 
sition, viz: that it will cost something... And upon: 
that objection I beg to make a single remark: “I 
always find gentlemen in every deliberative as-: 
sembly who are very-stringent upon expenses:in 
some. matters, and yet who are very. loose. and 
liberal in others. New, I make this distinction: 
I say where the thing is really necessary for the 
good of the country, where it is essential to the 


| 


j| welfare of the public, that the expense is A second- 


ary consideration. And, according to that rule; I 
i say that in this case it is a secondary consideration. 


! But where there is an extravagant expenditure of 
i the public. money, I will go as far as any other 


man to curtail. But.I repeat, in this cage the ex- 

penditure which is incurred in disseminating-this 

Important information to the people, should not be 

regarded. It goes all over the country, and is ex- 

pended for a laudable purpose—for a purpose 

which justifies the expense. The expenditure for 

this publication, E will state, according tomy esti» 
mate, would be about $75,000. Even this amoung ° 
may be much reduced by reducing the compensa- 

tion to publishers. The expenditure is not a le- 

gitimate or fair objection to the proposition. 

I did not intend, when I arose, to do anything 
more than merely to explain this proposition, and 
place it before the House and the country in its 
proper light. Ibope the House and the country 
will take itupand carry jt out. I desire, however, 
to say one word more in relation to an idea which 


i I have already suggested. 1 alludeto the influence 


which politicians, and the Government, exercise 
over the press of the country. It is well known 
that when a usurper, no matter whether he le 
great or small—no matter whether he be a Napo- 
leon, or any man in any Congressional district ‘in 
the country—when he wishes to take possession 
of the liberties of the people—when he wishes to 


| carry out his plans in opposition to the interests‘of 


the. people—he seizes first upon the press.' “He 
That 
is the first thing he does, That was the first thing 
done by Louis Napoleon, when he usurped the 
control of the liberties of the people of France. 
We ought to be jealous of a union of the press and 
the Government, This system is now growing 
up. The printers who are pensioned upon the 
Government now number more than one thousand. 
It is growing to bea dangerous power; and the 
time will come when, if it be not arrested, it will 
be a fearful power to be wielded by any Adminis- 
tration. I do not intend that these remarks shall 
have a party application. ` They are as applicable 
to one party as the other. ‘They areas applicable 
to the Whig party as the Democratic party; and 
they are as applicable to the Democratic party as 
the Whig party. All parties are liable to abuse 
power—all Governments are liable to abuse such 
a power. Itis for the people to watch their Goy e 
ernment. Itis for the people to watch those who at- 
tempt to contro] the press and to promote central- 
ism, and to check them in time against the exercise 
of any undue power in the premises. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. As a member 


| of the Judiciary Committee, I had the honor to 


report the bill now under consideration, back to 
the House, with a recommendation that it do not 
pass. I should, at that time, have moved that the 


ied States. Under the present system, the Secre- ” 
! tary of State selects two newspapers in each State 
tin the Union for the publication of such laws. 
; Under this bill, he would be required to select two 
| newspapers in each Congressional district in the 
i Union. I find the expense, at present, to be about 
$12,200 per annum for publishing’ the laws of the 
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United States, 


in:thetwonewspapers nowselected 
in each State for that purpose. -But‘ander this bill 
Hby a-caleulation:that-T have:made, and. which-T 
believe.to be correct--J find the expense-would: be 
about 892,200. per annum; making a difference of 
480;000-a year. T cannot.find any. corresponding 
enefit ateruing to- any one—no benefit that.can 
.correspond with this immense increase of expendi- 
agate ee seat, ci : 
Mr CARTIER 


M 2 Ma. Speaker, T wish to in= 
“quire of the gentleman whether-he sees any- benefit 
cokn-expending the $12,000? oo T Eur 
eA Mr HARRIS. -iwas just-going. to:remark, 
that from theinvestigation L-have. gtven-this. sub- 
_ ject, J entertain the opinion that there.is no. benefit 
to.any. one arising from:the publication of the-laws 
-of ‘the United States in newspapers, except to the 
man. wid prints: them;.and gets his proportion of 
the -$12,000..°-For when a:gentleman desires to 
know what-thelaws of the-United States are, he | 
goes: to the..statutes of the United States, or he | 
consults-his lawyer to obtain that information. 
¥g:there a- gentleman upon this floor, who knows 
of. a solitary case where aman has gone to the 
newspapers of the county for the purpose of learn- 
ing what.are the laws of the United States. 

Mr. SMART. E-believe my friend is a profes- 
sional man, and I will ask him if he has: not had 
men come into his office and often:inquire of him 
about the bounty land law, and whether it is not 
in such a paper; and whether he has not seen it? | 
L-have met with many such cases. : f 

Mr. HARRIS. -I answer it with pleasure. I 
have been asked often; and inquired. of.as to the 
Mifferent provisions of the bounty land law, 

and ; o 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine, (interrupting.) Ide- i 
pire to inquire if the laws. published in the news- 
papers would. be received as. authority by courts 
of Jaw without being certified to? 

Mr. HARRIS. J suppose not. 

Mr. FULLER. ‘That is my impression, 

Mr. SMART. The argument of my 
proyes too much, It goes against the publi 

Lam against the change pro- | 


of the laws at all, 

Mr. HARRIS. 
posed by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr.Smart,] 
aud I see no material benefit to any one from the 
ublication of the laws at all in the newspapers. 
Wis is the position I have taken, and I think it 
canbe maintained; but that is not the question be- 
fore the House. 3 
But what isthe argument of the gentleman from 
‘Maine [Mr. Smarr] against the present system of 
publishing. the laws, aud in favar.of the one he 
proposes? Fis objection to-the.present system is, 
that under it there is an excessive. amount of Ex- 
ecutive patronage growing: out of the publication 
of these laws, and he is afraid of, and opposed to, 
this system, because of its tendencies to consolida- 
tion. Under the present system, the Secretary of į 
Stute is to select two newspapers in each Slate of | 


friend 
cation | 


i 


i] 


{ 


the Union in which the laws of the United States ‘| 


are to be printed. Now, if you refer to the bill ; 
upon your table, you will see that under it the 
Secretary of State shall select two newspapers in 
each Congressional district in the Union. The gen- 
tleman’s facts destroy his argument. ; 

Mr. SMART. I regret to interrupt the gentle- | 
man, but I think he misapprehends the bill, 

The Secretary of State is not authorized todo 
anything about the selection further than to re- 
ceive testimony as to which of the papers have the 
largest circulation, and decide upon the testimony | 
according to the evidence. He has no discretion 
in the premises. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then under the bill, asI stated 
before, the Secretary of State will have the select- 
ing of the papers to publish the laws, and the dis- 
bursing, or rather of selection of the recipients of 
$92,200. year, for the publication of the laws of Hi 
the -United States, instead of, under the existing | 
laws, $13,200. You put into his hands, to be } 
paid by this Government to the different presses | 
of the country,.the sum of $92,200 in the place of 
$12,200. Yougive him the power to.select—under | 
the rules the bill prescribes—two papers from each 
Congressional. district to receive this patronage, 
instead of two papersin each State. Does not the 
bili give him more patronage, than under the law 
as it now exists? . It gives him ninety-odd thou- | 
sand dollars, instead of twelve thousand, and it | 
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| tained in the Senate bill. 


a 


| their bill shali become the settled law. 
| posed to that bill. 


But; Mr: Speaker, I donot apprehend that we 
arein any great danger of consolidation, growing 
out of this question of publishing the laws of the | 
United Statesin newspapers: Now, L amasmuch | 
against a- cónsolidated government as my friend Í 
‘from Maine, (Mr: Smarr,] ‘but l cannot see in | 
Ahis question of printing the laws. in newspapers 
any very great danger hat we are incurring of | 
consolidating our Government. think my friend | 
from Maine is giving-an: undue importance to. the’! 
-distribution of this $12;000- of patronage. “Ido 
not think any serious injury can result: from: it, 
except the sinall injury that results to the Treas- 
ury—and: under his “bill a‘ much greater injury. 
would result to it, than now does—for the reason 

that the expenditure of 480,000 morea year, with- 
out-benefiting the public or any individual, except. 
the gentlemen who happen.to get'the printing. I 
move to lay the bill upon the-table. 


motion of Mr. Harris, when— 
Mr. SMART called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole upon 
the special orders. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
iene upon the special orders, (Mr. Oros in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The business before the 


-The question was then being taken upon the | 


ters were going’on in the House, the first bill pro- 
viding for the assignability of warrants had been 
sent to the Senate. The Senate-then took up the 
whole subject—the joint resolution and all. the pro- 
ceedings which had iaken place in this. House, 
and, after mature deliberation, a bill passed that 
body, which was. sent.to this House. fox its concur- 
rence, and:referred ‘to this committee, and is one 
‘of the propositions: to be discussed at the present 
time. The ‘gentleman from. ‘Tennessee, [Mr. 
Harnris,] who reported the first resolution, seems 
to me to have changed the ground he first gecu- 
pied. on these resolutions. A very serious and 
marked change has come over the spirit of his 
dream. Notwithstanding the Senate bill combines, 
almost word for word and letter for letter, the prop- 
osition as contained in his bill, he seems to have 
abandoned: his own bantling, and. to have fixed 
himself upon this nondescript reported by. this 
very select committee. Why this is marvelous 
and strange. The Senate could not have paid a 
higher compliment to. the gentleman from Tennes- 
see than it has done. It has imbodied, as I said 
before, almost word for word the same sentiment 
and provisions which ‘were contained in his origi- 
nal joint resolution. I apprehend that no member 
of this House could have submitted a proposition 
which would have received a higher compliment 
from the Senate. of the United States, than the 
i| proposition has received from that body which the 
honorable gentleman from ‘Tennessee submitted. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessée.. If it is any 
gratification to the gentleman from Ilinois to know 
that I am opposed to the adoption of the resolu- 
tion which proposes to pay registers and receivers 


| 


committee is the special order, being Senate bill 
| No. 146, making land warrants assignableand for 
other purposes, : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I propose to 
| submit, for the consideration of the committee, a 
few remarks in support of the propositions, on the ; 
subject of military bounty land warrants, as con- 
And it may not be in- 
appropriate for me, at the present time, to refer 
briefly to the history of the proposition which is 
now before the committee for its consideration. 
At an early period of this session, the honorable 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Cons,] 1 believe, 
introduced a bill for the purpose of making land | 
warrants assignable, which are not so under ex- 
isting laws. 

The provisions of that proposition met with the 
approbation of this House. It was enacted. into 
alaw, so faras the action of the House could.ac- 
complish that-end, and sent to the Senate for its 
concurrence. After the passage of that bill, the 
honorable gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS] submitted his joint resolution proposing to 
accomplish the same thing with the first section of 
that law; but inaddition to that, it contains other 
sections providing that the receivers and registers 
| of the different land offices in the State where the 
public land is situated, should receive pay equal 
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| entries for locating these warrants. And further, 
igthat those registers and receivers who have here- 


f 


States. 
tions, to which it is not necessary for my purpose 
jat this time to refer. Those resolutions were con- 
j sidered, and finally they were referred to a select 
committee, which committee, after grave consid- 
eration and solemn cansultation, reported a bill 
| back to this House, upon which it seemed, after 

| the report had been made, there was not two of | 
| that committee who were able to agree. The | 
| builders of Babel were not more incomprehensible | 
j to each.other than were the members of that com- 


i mittee after they returned from their committee- | 


room into this House. The chairman of the com- 
mittee, [Mr. Duynam,] immediately after he 
reported this bill, proposed an amendment to the | 
first section himself, and thereupon a very interest- | 


ing discussion grew up, confined principally to the 
members of that committee. Notwithstanding 


chairman at its head, insist most pertinaciously 

I am op- 
I am opposed to itin substance 

and in form. ý 

But to proceed with the further. history of the 


gives him the selection of- four- hundred and 
seventy-eight papers instead of sixty. 


| 


t 


proposition contained in the billnow before the 
committee for consideration. While these mat- 


to the sum which they received under the cash į 


tofore located these warrants, should also be paid | 
for their services out of the Treasury of the United | 
The resolution contains other proposi- | 


that, sir, a portion of that committee, with its | 


for services heretofore performed, the gentleman 
may have that information. I introduced the 
joint resolution to which the gentleman referred, 
upon the first or second day after the organization 
of the House, stating at the time I did so, that 
they were the joint resolutions of the previous ses- 
sion, with the Senate amendments thereto, copied 
by one of the clerks. I had_ not, before offering 
it, scrutinized every feature it contained, my ob- 
ject being to get the proposition to make the war- 
rants assignable before the House, knowing the 
House could correct any defect that. might exist. 
They contained a feature which, upon investiga- 
tion, { condemn, and to. which I am opposed, and 
which opposition I expressed as.soon as I investi- 
gated the subject. Loppose it-for the.xeason that 
the existing laws provided for thé. compensaiion 
of these officers; and if that compensation was 
insufficient, they were not compelled to continue to 
hold the office. “That feature is to pay to registers 
and receivers, for services:heretofore performed un- 
der the then existing laws, an amount indefinite as 
to quantity and indefinite as to what number are 
to receive this pay. Iam against the adoption of 
that principle, whether it appears in the original 
resolution introduced by myself, or in resolutions 
introduced by any other gentleman upon this floor, 
and shall vote to strike it from my own, and every 
proposition in which it is contained, feeling it to 
be my duty when, upon investigation, satisfied 
that a proposition is wrong, to correct the error, 
whether the proposition be reported by myself or 
another. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (resuming.) The gentle- 
man is correct in the order of time in which his 
resolutions were offered; they preceded the bill of 
the gentleman from Alabama. I understand when 
agentleman introduces a resolution, whether he 
has made an exact copy of any other resolution 
or not—whether he has introduced a resolution 
which was reported at the last session of Congress 
or not, that he indorses to the fullest extent every 
sentiment and principle it contains; thathe adopts 
the proposition as his own, and submits it to the 
House fora candid and impartial consideration. 
If the gentleman has had reason since the time he 
introduced this resolution to change his opinions, 
that is a matter with himself; yet it may very well 
be considered as a matter of astonishment to those 
who do not understand the causes which produced 
this great change in the mind of thegentleman upon 
this particular subject, and I propose to showin the 
investigation of the subject, that the reason which 
the gentleman has just urged why he changed his 
opinions, is no reason at all. The amount which 
is to be paid is not indefinite. It is capable of be- 
ing ascertained with mathematical certainty, and I 
propose, before taking my seat, to inform the gen- 
tleman of almost the precise amount which you 
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will be called upon to legislate out of the Treas, | 


| 
i 
After the Senate had 
doubtless considered all of these propositions, they | 
imbodied a portion of the provisions of each into | 
a bill which passed that body, was sent to this | 
House for its concurrence, and which, with all the |! 
other propositions submitted, are now before this || 
committee. F 
My object is to clear away from this Senate bill | 

all the rubbish with which it is surrounded, and | 
endeavor, so far as I am capable, to show. that it : 
should be enacted into a law with some slight | 
. modifications, A modification I propose to this, | 
_ Lapprehend, will remove all the objections which į 
the gentleman has to that particular section of the | 
Jaw to which he hasalluded. I hold, now, in the | 
l 

| 

| 


first place, that it is the policy of this Government | 
to reward every public officer—all its public func- | 
tionaries, all its agents, in proportion to the respon- | 
sibility of the service which they are called upon 
to discharge. That is the policy of the Govern- 
“ment, for the purpose of securing integrity, compe- | 
tency, and the faithful discharge of all the duties 
pertaining to the public offices, to allow such com- 
pensation as will place the officers beyond the reach 
of temptation. I would ask the Clerk to read the 
first section of the Senate bill. 

The first section was then read, as follows: [i 

“ Beit enacted, §&'c., That all warrants for military bomty || 
tand, which have been or may hereafter be issued under || 
any law of the United States, and all valid locations of the į 
same, Which have been, or may hereafter be made, are |! 
hereby declared ta be assignable, by deed orainstrument of | 
writing, made and executed after the taking effect of this | 
act, accarding to such form and pursuant to such regulations | 
as may be preseribed by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, soas to vest the assignee with all the rights of if 
the original owners of the warrant or location: Provided, | 
That any person entitled to preémption right to any land |! 
shall be entitled to use any such Jand warrant in payment | 
of the same, at the rate of $1 25 per acre, for the quantity 
of land therein specified.” ! 

I do not propose to occupy any time upon this | 
first section of the Senate bill. ‘That section has | 
already met with the approbation of this House || 
by aa almost unanimous vote. There might have | 
been an amendment made to this bill, but Í do not |; 
propose to make it, because I desire that it shall į} 
meet with the hearty approbation of this House. $; 
The law of the 3d of March, 1851, restricted the 
location of warrants to lands subject to entry at 
the passage of that law; but as there is another 
proposition before this House, which E have had 
the honor of submitting, that relieves these war- 
rants of the restrictions and limitations imposed 
upon them by the act of the 3d of March, 1851, 
X do not see fit, and it is not necessary, to disturb 
any of the provisions of this section at present. || 

1 would ‘say, that the amendment which was | 
offered by the.chairman of the select committee 
is imbodied in this section, which relates more | 
particularly to the form of making the transfer. || 
Iwill now ask the Clerk to read the second sec- 
tion: ‘ 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That from and after - 
the passage of this act, the registers and receivers of the ;į 
United States. land offices shall each be entitled to receive | 
fifty cents for his services in locating each bounty land 
warrant by him located, to be paid by the person or persons | 
foeating the same; bnt this act shall not be so construed as | 
to allow any register or receiver to receive any greater | 
maximum of salary and fees than by law he is now en- i 
titled.” k 

I will submit whether an amendment to this 
section is now in order? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to make an inqui- 
vy of the gentleman, as I wish to vote correctly. 
Do you propose to go back and pay registers and | 
‘receivers for services heretofore performed? Is | 
there an express or implied obligation on the part 
of the Government to pay them for that duty ? 
On the contrary, under the law authorizing war- 
rants to be issued was it not distinctly indicated į 
that the registers and receivers were to perform 
this duty voluntarily? If I am correct in this, | 
why should we remunerate public officers for per- 
forming a duty which they have voluntarily agreed | 
to perform? i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, When I come to-this sec- | 
tion of the law I will reply to the gentleman. Fl 
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submit to the Chair 
propose an. amendment to the second section? 


is passed upon. 
sideration. 


time, if no other member do so, to amend the sec 
ond section of the bill, by striking out the follow- 
ing: 

D 


ofany act of Congress, and the regulations of the General 
Land Oilice; and to be paid out of the 'Treasury of, the 
United States upon the adjustinent of the accounts of such 
oflicers, where it shall be shown Lo the satisiaction of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office tiat the warrant 
was jucated by the soldier or warrantee, or bis next of Kin, 
as provided for by law.” 


one per cent, on te money paid, which for 160 aer 
‘Lhis percentage is paid by the Government, and is 
his allowed to these officers for cash entri 


location on his plat and tract book, fills one certificate, 
fills one application, and attests the signature of the locator, | 
certifies that the location is correct, fills up the affidavit tha 
the land is uncultivated, &e., enters the location in } 
monthly retarn, and when errors are discerned in the | 

li tion or description of Ube tract, or the assig i 
neous, the papers are returned to hin for correction, and he || 
is required to notify the parties, and the correspondence is 
i often voluminous and long continued. 
In the location of a laud warrant, the receiver joins the | 
il register in certifying the location. : 


the registers aud receiv 
examinatjons and conduct correspondence, but, generally, 
the necessary labor attending the Jocation o: a warrant is iar 
greater than the duties required in cash safes. 


t will per 
soldier, no fi 


i > [A message was here received from 
i by the hand of their Secretary, AsBURY Dickins, 
| Esq, transmitting sundry bills, and asking the}: act of injustice to another class, who have been 
concurrence of the House therein. } 
The operation of | l 
this section of the law is prospective, and proposes |!| system which has been practiced on for-years is 
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The CHAIRMAN. Not until the first section 
That section is still under con- 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Ishall moveat the proper 


& Whera they have been transferred under the provisions 


My object in proposing this amendment, is to 


relieve gentlemen who are opposed to this section 
of the jaw, because it takes money out of the 
Treasury for the location of these warrants. 
section, as it will then read if this amendment 
! should be permitted to prevail, will require the 
holder of the warrant, whether he be an assignee 
of the original warrantee, or the original warrantee 
himself, to locate these warrants at his own ex: 
pense. 
this section of the bill, then will be wholly and en- 
tirely obviated. 
the justice and to the propriety of adopting the || of 
section as it stands amended. i 
that under the cash system, which has always | 
been in operation, publie officers, for their remu- 
| neration, receive a certain percentage for the en- 
| try of every tract of land. 
| compensation for the labor which they are required j! The Government selects its agents, and it 
to perform. TE 
the committee the nature of the service which the 
land officers are required to perform in entering a 
tract of land, I will send to the Speaker’s. table a | 


The 


The objection which has been urged to 
The question then recurs as to 


it is well known, 


That constitutes the 


Now, for the purpose of showing to 


; reply to interrogatories which 1 addressed to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


GENERAL LAND Orricr, January 22, 1852. 
Kır: In reply to your letter of the 2Qlst instant, in rela- 


tion to the {ces of registers and receivers, I have the honor 
to intorm you, that— 


For cash entries each register and receiver is entitled to 
es is g2, 


For locations by warrant, each register and receiver is 


entitled, under the act of May 17, 1348, for one hundred 
and sixty a 3 
cents. This is paid by the locator, and applics to warrants 
issued under the law of february 11, 1847, only. 
location of warrants under the act of September 28, 1856, 
į no see is allowed by law. 


fifty cents; for forty acres, twenty-tive 


in cush entries, the register notes the sale on his plats 


and tract book, files one certificate, and centers the sale in 
his monthly returns. 
one receipt for the money, enters the naine of the purchase 
in bis monthly returns, aud accounts for the money. 


in cash sates, the receiver issues 


In the location of a land warrant, the register notes the 


MEN iS e 


in cush entries, wl 


orrors occur, or conflictions arise, 
frequeuuy ar 


i iclose copy of the law of 37 May, 1848, trom which you 
that when a warrant is located by or for th 
is allowed the laud officer. 
Very respecttusty, your obedient servant 
BUTTERFIELD, Commissioner, 
Hon. THOMPSON CAMPBELL, 
House of Representatives. 


the Senate, 


Mr. CAMPBELL resumed. 


| to pay to registers and receivers the same coms ; 
pensation for the location of warrants hereafter, ; 
which they have been in the habit of receiving :; second section of the bill. 
where land was entered under the cash system. 


Mr. MASON. With the permission of the 


whether it is naw in order to | 
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all that 


For the : 


required to make | 
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gentleman, I wish to ask him a-question, for Ede- 
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ire tọ have some information upon this subject. | 

f this proposed compensation to registers and, 

eceivers is not granted, will the public. service » 

ij suffer at all by these men resigning, and. the ina- “ 

| bility of the Government to get others at the same 
salary, without additional compensation? | should 
like to hear the gentleman’s views upon that sub- 

ject, as he lives in a section of country where these 
receivers and registers live. : 

| Mr. SAMPBELL. Well, sir, with us, res, 
sponsible men—men capable of discharging the 

i duties of a responsible office, require for their ser- 

| vices a sufficient salary, and if they did resign for 

i want of it, we should be under the necessity of. . 

sending to the gentleman’s Stale to get men who 

| would be willing to attend. to the duties of. this 


i 
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i! Without receiving a competent remuneration there-. 
|i for, We have no men of that description in the 
| State of Ilinois, where I reside. I now propose 
o proceed with the discussion of this subject. My | 
time is rapidly passing away, and the geneman 
will have full opportunity of replying to. me. 
Questions of the kind which have been: pro- 


ii prounded to me, are not calculated to shed much 
, light on the subject now under consideration. 


a 


As I stated before, the operation of this section 
the bill is prospective, and proposes to pay to... 


H 
believe, up to the present time, for their services. 


‘| registers and receivers the same compensation 

| from the first organization of the land system, 

|! Now, the only question is, is it right—is it just? 
ays. 


| which they have been in the habit of receiving 
i 
it 
i! 
uty. 


i] them a percentage for performitig a certain 
|| The Government sees fit to change its policy 


i stead of disposing of its lands for cash, it adopts . 


ij i 
|| lands by a different process. 
i h M 
| of that process? Why we see, from -the. an- 
awe) 4 an 
|! the interrogatories which I submitted to him, that, 
|! instead of the labors of these officers being in any. 
ii way decreased, they are greatly increased by this. 
i new policy, and by the forms which the Land 
Department has adopted for the location of these 
| 


warrants. I am unable, at this time, to make 


Í 
| 
| any distinction between a register and a receiver. 

| They are both important and responsible officers. 

| Why, sir, a receiver in the distriet in which Lre- 
| side, is under the necessity of entering into bond | 
| 

| 


in the sum of $100,000. Is any man for the paltry 

salary that is not sufficient to support him, will-. 

ing to execute a bond to the amount of a hundred 
! thousand dollars, when he is tq receive no remu- 
, neration for the risk which he incurs? 


í 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
} 
| 
H 
i 
i 


dred and sixty acres only two dollars—not quite 
two acres out.of the one hundred and sixty acres 
of land which they reesive by the location. I 
submit to gentlemen if that is unreasonable, or in 
any way unjust? While you are just and gener- 
ous to the soldier who has fought your battles, do 
not tarnish the splendor of your bounty by any 


i 
i 


|i 


| 


i 
i 
f 
i 
H 


led from the walks of private life to the dis- 
‘charge of an indispensable public trust, If the 


just and reasonable, then there can be no objec- 
tion to the provisions which are contained~in the 


i, L now ask the clerk to read the third section of 
d the bill. 


i office for the Government: of the United States, ; 


y 


zim- 


a new policy, and parts with all its interest in those i.. 
Whatis the. nature . , 


swers of the Commissioner of the. Land Office to |: 


4 
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The Crzrx read the section, as tollows 3 ees 

“ it further enacted. at registers an 
Pa atest ef ont of office at the passage of this 
act, or their legal representatives in case of death, shah be 
entitled to receive trom the Treasury of the United States, 
for services licretofore. performed in locating military boun- 
ty land. warrants, the same rate of compensation provided 
in the preceding section for. services hereafter to be per- 
formed, after deducting the amount already received by 
such officers under the act entitled “An act to-require the 
‘holders of military jand-warrants to compensate the land 
‘officers.of the United States for services.in relation to the 
¢Jocation of those warrants,’ approved May seventeenth, 
eighteen hundred and forty-eight: Provided, That no re- 

ister or receiver shall receive any compensation out of the 
Frreasury for past services who has. charged and received 
illegal fees for the location of such warrants: And provided 
further, That no register or receiver shall receive for his 
services during any year a greater compensation than the 
maximum now allowed by law.” 5 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is the section of the 
bill, I apprehend, to which the greatest objection 
will be urged. The gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Witxiams,] whose question I promised to 
answer when I took up this section for discussion, 
asked me whether there was any contract, either 
express or implied, on the part of the Government 
to pay these registers and receivers for this service. 
Sir, there is that implied contract which is good 
in law, between man and man, that where services 
are rendered at the request of another, he is bound 
in law to pay a reasonable compensation for those 
services. That is the ground upon which we ask 
that these officers shall be compensated for ser- 
vices which they have heretofore rendered. 

Mr. CLARK. The gentleman from Tennessee 
also asked whether the Yaw of 1850 did not actu- 
ally prohibit registers and receivers from receiving 
compensation? J answer that the law makes no 
such prohibition; it is merely silent on the subject, 
and that was unquestionably an oversight. 

My. CAMPBELL. What was the intention 
of the framers of that law is a matter of no im- 
portance to me in the discussion of the right now 
under consideration. The question which I pre- 
sent is, is it right that they should receive this 
compensation? Sir, J do not belong to that class 
of men who, in investigating a question of right, 
stop to count the dollars and cents which will come 
out of the Treasury. I desire first to ascertain 
whether it is just, and then the other must follow 
as a natural and inevitable consequence. 

Mr. FULLER. Did not the laborer who came 
in at the eleventh hour receive as much pay as the 
one who had labored the whole day? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We are also told that the 
just and faithful servant, who knew his master’s 
will, and did it, received his just reward. 

J desire now to relieve the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Hannts] of the objection which he 
urged to this section of the bill, that the sum to be 

aid out of the Treasury of the United States is so 
indefinite that it is impossible to calculate the ex- 
tent of it. There hasbeen much said upon this 
question. Some have rated the amount at $500,000, 
and others at a still more exorbitant rate, with- 
out, I think, making any calculations from the 
correct data which they had in their posses- 
sion. Ihave made an estimate, based upon the 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office; it may not be precisely the sum, but it will 
vary very little from it, and I will read it for the 
information of the committee, and particularly of 
those gentlemen who urge this most special objec- 
tion to this section of the bill: 

Up to November 1, 185], there was located of 


Mexican warrants... .eccceeesscees 66,618 
It is estimated that out of this number 

there was located before May 17, 1848, 

and for which no compensation was 

allowed, BAY. .cseescsseccsereeeese 10,000 


That is avery reasonable calculation for the 
amount of warrants that were located during the 


first year; they were slowly issued and were slow- 
ly entered. 


ut of the whole number located....... 66,618 
The number of 40 acre warrants are,say 5,018 
61,600 


Under the act of May 17, 1848, land officers have 
received half pay (twenty-five cents each) for 
locating 40 acre warrants: there would be due 
for them, therefore, for 40 acre warrants lo- 
cated oor reese ee eeeeceemeence $2,509 

There would be due, under the Senate bill for lo- 
cating ten thousand 160 acre warrants up to 


May 17, 1848, for which land. officers have re- 
ceived. no compensation, eses sves.. e $40,000 
There have- been located-since the passage of the 
law of May- 17, 1848, for which each land officer 
has received fifty cents each, the following num- 
ber of warrants, Say.cecsseeeeesse- . 51,618 
There would be due to-the officers for locating 
that number of warrants under Senate | bill, 
SAY. sce ni em ieska Ei Ee ewa eo e a i $153,004 
Add to that sum thebalance:due-for lo- 
cating 40 acre warrants and 160 acres, 
for which no compensation has been 
BIL occ cececnccrcccccccceweccessee 43,009 

Of the new issue of warrants under the 
act. of September 28, 1850, there have’ 
been located (say) 3,708. warrants. 
Upon these there has been nothing paid. 
About one half of this number are 40 
acres; one third, 80 acres; one sixth, 
160 acres. For locating these warrants 
of the last issue at the rate of compen- 
sation allowed: by Senate bill there 
would be due..ccenceccucceseeses 6,798 
$203,161 
Estimated amount to be deducted for those 
officers where there have been a great 
many warrants located and large cash 
entries made, and where the officers 
have received already the maximum 
allowed by law, say.cceecscceseeees 20,000 
Leaving to be paid from the Treasury .. $183,161 


These are calculations which I have made, and 
which any one who will take the trouble to ex- 
amine the report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office will find to becorrect, within a 
very small amount at least, if it Varies at all. 

ow, this section of the bill proposes to appro- 
priate $199,161 for compensating the publie offi- 
cers who have discharged faithfully their duties to 
the Government. Is that right, or is it wrong? Is 
it right when land is entered for money that the 
Government should pay a percentage on that land? 
Is it right, for the purpose of securing integrity 
and competency in those public officers, that they 
should receive a just compensation—an equal 
reward for the labor they are called upon to dis- 
charge? ‘There seems to be some little doubt as 
to the reasons which impelled the enactment of 
this law, or rather which prevented the insertion 
of a provision in that law that these officers should 
receive an adequate compensation for their ser- 
vices. Now, I understand the state of the case to 
be this: The Government of the United States in 
bestowing the bounty contained in the bill upon 
those who had served their country as soldiers, in 
all the wars since the Revolution, viewed it in the 
light of a gratuity, which was to cost the recipi- 
ent nothing, and therefore required the land offi- 
cers to perform the labor of locating free of charge, 
thereby transferring a duty which belonged to the 
Government, to the single shoulders of the poor 
officer, and that, too, without fee or compensation 
of any kind. 

This, in some cases, might be considered a cor- 
rect principle; but I think in the present case it is 
a misapplication of the principle, if it be a correct 
one. It will be observed here, that these public 
officers receive their compensation from fees alone. 
Now, in making this assertion it may be answered, 
that they receive a salary. What is the salary of 
one of these officers? Why, it is $500 per annum. 
And is the extent of this salary merely, sufficient 
to pay their office rent, and their other incidental 
expenses connected with their office duties? When 
this system of locating lands by warrants was 
adopted by the Government, locations were greatly 
increased, and the labor of the officers, as a 
matter of course, was greatly increased; at the 
same time, many of the officers who I know in 


the State of Illinois, as well as in the States of } 


Towa and Wisconsin, were compelled to hire ad- 
ditional clerks for the purpose of keeping up the 
business of their offices. Yet, all they had to pay 
this clerk hire with was the $500 which they re- 
ceived as salary. And out of that their rent for 
offices, and ali theirincidental expenses connected 
with the business of their offices, was to be paid. 
Now, is there any principle in political economy, 
is there any principle in morals, that would sus- 


tain a Government like this, in requiring these of- 
fices or agents to discharge their laborious duties 


| without giving them `a reasonable compensation 


for their services? Is itright, when land is en- 
tered with cash, that these officers. shall be paid 
$2 for each entry out of the Treasury of the Tni~ 
ted States, but when the Government requires 
them to perform a greater amount of labor, that 
it shoold say to them, “ We will not pay you any~ 
thing; and if you do not like it you may resign ?’” 
Magnanimous sentiment! Unanswerable argument f 
Profound statesmanship ! that the Government wilk 
not pay these officers for their services, and then 
say if they are not sufficiently worthy or philan- 
thropic or patriotic to perform the labor without 
pay, that they can resign. Why, I tell the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mason,] that lap- 

rehend he can find.a plenty of men in his own 

tate—nay, in his own district, who would wil- 
lingly underbid him for the very situation be now 
occupies. That policy which looks to the lowest 
price, for which high responsible offices in the 
country can be filled, is grovelling im its aim, 
unstatesman-like in its economy, and in the end 
disastrous to the public interest. If you desire to 
hold your public officers to a strict accountability; 
if you desireto hold them to a high responsibility, 
fet the Government never adopt the policy of cre- 
ating necessity, and then hold up before him the 
most alluring temptations. Why, it is said that 
many of these officers avail themselves of their 
situation and of their position, to speculate in these 
warrants. All that may be true. 1 do not pre- 
tend to deny that there are men who have dis- 
regarded their instructions, who have violated the 
law, and who have made fortunes out of these of- 
fices. But is that any reason why a just many 
who has discharged faithfully and honestly the 
duties which the law has imposed upon him, 
should be made to suffer with the guilty, or that 
he should receive nothing for the labor which 
he has performed for his Government ?. 

[Here the hammer fell, the hour having expired.} 

Mr. BRENTON. Iregretted that the time was 
limited for this discussion to so short a period, not 
that it was my desire to occupy much of the 
time of the committee with any remarks I might 
have to make. Far from it. Nor do I desire to ` 
consume a single moment of the present time of 
the committee on any subject, other than that now 
under consideration. 'The proposition in this bill 
has been correctly stated by the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Camppext.] But there are some im- 
portant facts connected with this measure, which 
itis important that every member of this com- 
mittee should be acquainted with, in order to vote 
understandingly upon its provisions. 

I desire to say, as regards the first provision of 
the Senate bill, I believe there is no division of 
sentiment here. The House has, by a previous 
vote, passed almost unanimously upon that prop- 
osition, and it is, therefore, unnecessary to discuss 
it. But it is mainly with reference to the second 
j and third sections that objections have been raised. 
The ground of that objection will be removed, so 
far as the second section is concerned, by the 
adoption of the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Campse.y,] providing 
for the location of these land warrants, the per- 
son locating them, whether the original warrantee 
or the assignee of. the warrant, shall pay to these 
officers, for the trouble of locating them, thereby 
relieving, in all time to come, the Treasury of the 
nation from any expense whatever upon the sub- 
ject- But Iam aware that it has been contended, 
and may still be contended by some, that these 
officers are not entitled to compensation for the lo- 
cation of warrants, notwithstanding that compensa- 
tion may be paid by the holders themselves. Now, 
any gentleman, having any practical experience in 
connection with the operation of our land offices, 
or who has for a moment informed himself in ref- 
erence to the amount of labor necessary to be per- 
formed in the location of warrants, cannot assume 
grounds of this character. I speak upon this 
question from my own knowledge, that the amount 
of labor necessarily performed by the officers of 
Government in the location of these warrants, 
when compared with the labor necessary to dis- 
pose of the public domain for cash, is, at least three 
times as much. And this labor, which the officers 
are called uponto perform, requires some compen- 
sation at your hands, and the question addresses 
itself to every member of this House; and every 
member, who will carefully examine the ground 
of their application, and the nature of their claims, 
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must, upon the principles of strictest equity, grant 
their request. I need not dwell upon this point, 
in consequence of the proposed amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAmPRELL] obviating 
the difficulties which have, heretofore, been urged. 
I know this is a very delicate question, and pro- 
poses to withdraw money from the public Treas- 
ury, and on which gentlemen, who pause, reflect, 
and look about them, and like all bills. connected 
with the expenditure of public moneys, require 
mature consideration, No appropriation should 
be made, no authority should be given. to draw 
money from the public Treasury, unless there is 
good ground for so doing, and unless the interest 
of the country demand that such appropriation 
should be made. The difficulty, then, being ob- 
viated by the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. Campsexy,] as regards 
this second section, it is not necessary for me to 
consume time in directing the attention of the 
committee to it. 

I wish to state that there is certainly a mistake, 
under which members of the committee are labor- 
ing, as regards the true nature of the labor per- 
formed, and the true nature of the claim here urged, 
upon the part of the officers of the Government. 
And I wish to show the progress made in locatin 
these warrants during the years of 1847, ’48, °49, 
°50, and three quarters of 1851, inclusive; and, at 
the same time, to exhibit the amount of cash sales 
during the same period. The Commissioner of the 
General Land Office shows, as follows: 

In 1847 the cash value of warrants located was $289,850 


While the cash sales amounted to........05 3,296,404 
In 1848 the value of warrants located was... . 2,861,200 
While the cash sales amounted to..........- 2,621,615 


In 1849 the value ef the warrants located was 4,256,900 
While the cash sales amounted to. ++01,756,890 
In 1850 the value of warrants located was....3,709,600 
While the cash salesamounted to...,.... +++. 1,818,829 
In three quarters of 1851 the value of warrants 

located Wabi corsa cece ee cece ee eee ee reared b,722,000 
The cash sales for the same period was, ..,..1,933,119 


Total ..cceeceeceeeveeetone esere e ee ee $24,256,407 

Of this amount $12,839,550 are for the cash valuc of Mex- 
ican warrants located up to the close of the third quarter 
of 1851. 

Having, myself, been connected with the Land 
Office for a number of years, when I speak upon 
the subject, in regard to facts connected with it, I 
speak from my own personal knowledge. 

There have been issued under the act of 1847— 
up to the Ist of November, 1851—80,781 Mexi- 
ean warrants of this number 66,618 up to that 
date. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
two or three additional facts: Ist, Of the whole 
number located, 33,502, or more than one half of 
the whole number, were located prior to the close 
of the third quarter of 1849, and consequently by 
the former officers; while less than one half, or 
33,116, were located by the present officers. 2d, 
About one fourth of the whole were located prior 
to the passage of the act of May, 1848, authorizing 
a charge of twenty-five cents on forty acre war- 
rants, and fifty cents oa one hundred and sixty 
acre warrants, where they were located by as- 
signees, shes 

I might appeal to my Democratic friends, as 
did the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. BısseLL,] 
and ask them to give their support to this bill, in 
favor of their Democratic brethren who are now 
out of office. 


Again: there have been already issued up to the | 


Ast of November, 1851, 54,201 warrants under the 
act of 1850; and this number will be increased 
during the next year to near 150,000. For the 
compensation of officers, who are required to locate 
these, no provision is made. i 
But, Mr. Chairmfan, in reference to the question 


of compensation, I hope I shall be excused if Iį 


detain the committee a little longer, in order to 
notice some of the objections against it. My col- 
league, who reported the amendment from the se- 
lect committee, says: 

«“ We provide for the future claims of officers for locating 


these warrants, that the register and receiver is to receive | 


each fifty cents.” 

That is the fee which they are now entitled to 
for locating forty acres of land, at one per cent. 
upon the money received by each officer. He 
then says: 

«I submit to the House, that there is no more trouble in 
the location of one hundred and sixty acres, than there is in 
locating forty acres of lund. We, therefore, ought not to 
pay any ‘more in the one case than the other.” 


If this is a correct conclusion, then the policy of 
the Government, in reference to cash sales, is all 
wrong, and has been. And Jsubmit to the House 
that there is no more trouble in selling one hundred 
and sixty acres of land for cash, than there is in 
selling forty acres. Therefore, according to hig 
argument, you should pay no more in the one 
case than the other. But has the principle been 
heretofore recognized by the Government? By no 
means. Since 1818, the Government has paid for 
selling forty acres of land, at $1 25 per acre, fifty 
cents; and for selling one hundred and sixty acres, 
at the same price, $2. Is not this equitable? 

I must now briefly notice some objections urged 
against paying land officers for services already 
rendered; but this question has been so fully, for- 
cibly, and ably discussed by other gentlemen, that 
I do not feel authorized to say much in reference 
to it. 

The justness of this claim has been, to some ex- 
tent, admitted by my colleague in reference to 
most of these claimants. He says: “It may be 
possible that in some of the gffices labor has 
been done for which their fees and salary have 
not been an adequate compensajion.”? He says 
further: “ If their cases are meritorious, undoubt- 
edly the Congress of the United States will be 
disposed to grant relief.” Now, if it can be shown 
that all these cases are meritorious, Iam confident 
that my colleague, as a part of the Congress of the 
United States, will be ready and willing to vote 
now for this relief and in the form proposed. And 
in order to secure his vote, I shall undertake to 
show that they are all meritorious. 

Let me, however, notice, before going further, 
the exception of the gentleman to a few of these 
claims. He says: ‘In many of these offices they 
are not entitled to” this relief. Why? Because 
“ they have in many instances received almost the 
maximum the law allow them to receive.” To 
this it is sufficient answer to say, that in all such 
cases the amount to be paid out of the Treasury 
will of course be trifling. 

But now for the meritorious character of these 
claims: Jt will be remembered that in the com- 
mencement of these remarks I gave an exhibit of 
the cash sales and the cash value of the warrants 
which had been located during the past five years, 
amounting to $24,256,407. Now, sir, if the per 
cent. on the whole amount had been equally di- 
vided among all the officers in the United States, 
it would have given to each officer only the 
sum of $713; this, added to their salaries, would 
have made $1,213 each. But when we deduct 
the value of the warrants from the actual cash re- 
ceipts, how does the matter then stand? The 
value of the warrants was $12,839,550, leaving 
the cash receipts $11,416,857. The per cent. on 
thisamount, equally divided, would be $335; add to 
this, their salary, and it gives to each $835. But 
when we come to look at the actual receipts at 
the different offices the true state of the case pre- 
sents itself without disguise. 

I shall not trouble the committee with an ex- 
hibit of the actual receipts at the different offices 
for the past five years, but will select 1850 as an 
average year, the cash receipts being $1,818,829. 
There are sixty-eight offices in the United States, 
and the highest commission received at any office 
was $1,935; the next was $561; while at eight 
offices they received less than $500; at twelve, 
$400; at thirteen, $300; at six, 9200; and at 

eighteen, $100—so that the receipts for that year 
| range from $561 down to $20, exclusive of their 
salary. With this sum they must support them- 
selves, pay their office-rent, and clerk-hire, “Will 
we compel them to do it, and require them at the 
same time to locate these warrants for nothing? 

I did not know that it had entered into the poli- 
cy of this Government, in fixing the compensa- 
| tion of its officers, to enter into an examination 
for the purpose of ascertaining what it would cost 
|l a man to live. The question 1s, Shall the services 


where it is probable living can be had as cheap as 
anywhere else, that no man can get exceedingly 
rich upon $500 per annum—that no man can get 
very rich upon $800—that no man can get ex- 
tremely wealthy who receives annually $1,000, 
| out of which he is compelled to support himself 

i| and family. The registers and receivers are com- 

i] pelled to furnish their own clerk-hire, to supply 
| their fuel, and to pay for their office-rent out of | 


| 

i in the portion of the country where I reside, and 
1 

i 

j 


rendered receivea proper equivalent? But E know |: 


the salary they receive, If the Government would _ 
meet these contingent expenses, the nature of the 
case would be changed. Itis a matter. of impos- 
| sibility, supposing ‘all their office “expenses were 
| defrayed, and their family supplied with bread 
jand meat gratuitously, for them to become rich 
, receiving $500 a year. It is perfectly idle to. talk 
about the vast amount of money these men receive 
| for the services rendered by them: from the Gov- 
j ernment. The day has passed by at most of the 
| places where these offices are located when more 
than a liberal compensation can be obtained. The 
lands are being rapidly exhausted in many of the 
| States, and soon these offices will be abolished, 

1 differ with the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. 
CAMPBRELL,] however, in regard to the amount 
it will take to liquidate these claims out of the 
Treasury of the United States. I cannot, by any 
examination I have made, and I have made. the 
most critical examination of the reports from 1847 
to the third quarter of 1851—supposing all these 
warrants were located without receiving anything 
—make the amount as large as that stated by my 
friend. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me just one word. I made this calculation, 
intending it should cover all the expenses, all the 
compensation, and put it at the very highest figure, 
I stated that it might not be positively correct; ‘but 
I knew it was large enough to cover the entire 
sum that would be required to be paid out of the 
Treasury as compensation for these services. 

Mr. BRENTON. I am aware the gentleman 
has placed it at the highest possible amount; but I 
did not allude to his statement for the purpose of 
having a controversy upon that question with him 
or any other gentleman. If he will take the amount 
of public lands disposed of from the time these 
warrants were issued up to the presenbtime, fixing 
their cash value at the minimum price, he can as- 
certain, to the fraction of a cent, the precise value 
of all these lands; and then it can be ascertained 
precisely what amount should be paid to these 
land officers for the labor they have performed. 
There is no question more susceptible of demon- 
stration. It is as plain as figures can make it, and 
each individual, by examining, can be satisfied as 


to this point. : 
DUNHAM. I ask the gentleman whether 


Mr. 
he is not aware that for the last year the cash sales 
at these land offices have increased in a greater 
ratio than the entry of lands by land warrants? 

Mr. BRENTON. I believe I stated in my re- 
marks before that which would answer the gentle- 
man’s inquiry. I will say here, that just in 
proportion as the Mexican warrants have been 
consumed, the cash sales have increased, and, 
during the past year, there being but few warrants 
to be located, and very few issued under the act 
of 1851, the cash saley naturally would increase. 
| Just as these warrants are diminishing, the cash 
sales will increase. Iam fully aware of this fact, 
and have stated it before. These officers are ne- 
cessary to the execution of the law of the United 
States for the disposition of the public domain; 
| and I ask, upon hat principle of justice can any 
| man, or this Government, say to them that these 
‘laws shall be faithfully executed, but you shall not 
| receive anything for your labor and trouble, and 
the necessary expense attending the disposition of 
the public land? If the gentlemen who represent 
| the Southwestern States will take the {pains to 
examine the receipts of their various offices for the 
| past five years, they will find that many of their 
: officers—their own constituents, have received less 
| than $600 for their services. Jt has been equally 
i the casein the West. In my own State, during 
‘the past year, the compensation at no office 
| reached $1,000. There is, in my mind, an objec- 
| tion to the form of the third section of the Senate 
‘bill, which objection was suggested by the re- 
i marks of my colleague, the chairman of the select 
committee. It may be, I suppose, so amended 
as to meet his views upon the question. I have, 
therefore, an amendment which I intend propos- 
ing to the third section of this bill, in reference to 
the compensation for the past officers. I intend 
moving to strike out all previous to the first pro- 
viso, and to insert the following provision! 

And beit further enacted, That the Commissioner of the 
i General Land Office is hereby authorized and directed to 
i! investigate and allow the claims of the former and present 
| registers and receivers of the several land offices in the 
| United States, for their services rendered prior to the pas~- 
i sage of this act, in locating military bounty land warrants, 


ssne ne. acts of Congress approved February il, 
O A 28, 18505 the rates of compensation 
to bé tlie same as now allowed by law on the sales of pub- 
lie jands for. cash, at “thé minimum price, after deducting 
the amount they may have received from persons who. have 
Jocated assigned warrants. And the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury- is Hereby authorized, and directed :to, pay out of any 
money in’ the’ Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the 
claimants OF their legal -representatives,-the amounts so 

issioner of: the General Land Offices 


allowed by the Commi: 

Mr: BRENTON yielded thefloor to” > 

Mri. CARTTER, who moved thé committee 
rise; which motion was agreed to: : 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the. chair, the chairman of the | 
committee reported ‘that. the Committee of. the 
Whole on the state of-the Union had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and particu- | 
larly the special order of the House, being Senate 
bill146, entitled “* An act to make land warrants 
assignable, and for other purposes,” and that it! 
had come to no conclusion thereon.’” 

On motion by Mr. CARTTER, 

The. House then adjourned. 


NOTICES OF BILLS, 

By Mr. St. MARTIN: A bill entitled “ Au act to estab- | 
lish'a navy-yard and depot at New Orleans, in the State of 
Louisiana.” A ae 

Also, a bill entitled “ An act making an appropriation for- | 
the removal of the bar at the mouth of the Mississippi river, | 
by means of dredge-boats, so as to allow the passage of | 
the largest ships.” ` < . 

By. Mv. ALLEN, of Illinois: A bill for the establishment 
of a national foundry and armory on the, site of old Fort 
Massac, in Minois. : 

Also, a bill!’ to grant the right of way and a donation of 
public Jandy to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Shawneetown, Minois, to a point on the Mississippi river, 
opposite the city of St. Louis. 

Also, the proceediligs of a mass meeting of the citizens 
of Marion county, in the State of Nhinois, asking Congress 
to grant to. the actual ‘settlers upon the public lands on the 
line of the Central Railroad in said State the. right of pre- 
emption, 

By Mr. CHANDLER: A Dil! granting public lands to 
the Sunbury and Erie Railroad Company of Pennsylvania, 
to aid in tho construction of their works, and connect the 
jake trade more directly with the Atlantic. 


| 
| 
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PETITIONS, &e. 

The following memorials, petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. FAULKNER: The petition of Henry Bedinger, 
of Virginia, and other heirs of Daniel Bedinger, decvased, ; 
praying (or the balf pay and land dee to them for the ser- 
vices of the said Daniel Bedinger, in the war of the Revolu- 
tion. 

Also, the petition of John Littlejohn, praying to have ; 
allowed him certain, items of his account rejected by the | 
recounting officers of. the. Government, tor work. done at: 
Harpers Ferry, i i 

Ry Mr. CHASTAIN: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Cass county, Georgia, and the accompanying testimony, 
praying remuneration for property destroyed by. the troops 
or the United States while stationed at New Echota, in said į 
enmity: 

Ry "THOMAS M. NOWE: The memorial of B. Craw- 
ford, A. Watson, aud SL other practical engineers, engaged 
yin ruuning steamboats on the Obio and Mississippi ; 
rivers, on the snbjeet of steam-hoiler explosions. 

Also, the petition of George Weyn, Jacob MeCollister, 
aud others, mamufie turer d journeymen cigar makers of 
the city of Pittsburg, Pe. vania, praying for a moditica- 
tion of the tariff so as to afiord a fair remuneration for their ; 
labor. 

Alko, the memorial of the Rev. John Douglass and others, 
of the city of Pittsburg, praying that postmeasters, and all 
others in the employment of the Government, may be re- 
lieved trom duty on the Christian Sabbath. 
iry memorials fron citizens of AHeghany coun- | 
<yivania, representing the advantages of a speedy | 
tiou ofa canal at the Falls of the river Ste. Marie, 


ty, Per 


) . MeLANATLTAN : The petition of citizens of Perry 
eonty, praying ior a mail route from Millerstowu to Tckes- 
burg, m Perry county, atoresaid, by the way of Dounelly’s 
Mall, 

Also, the memorial of the Eon. Frederick Watts, Pr 
dont, and Robert C. Walker, Secretary, of the Penns 
nia State Agricultural Society, praying for the establish- 
mentof an Agricultural Bureaa by the General Government. 

Also, the petition of R. Porter, Jobn iferron, Thomas 
Row}ey, and William Quail, of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, 
praying for additional compensation for their attendance as 
witnesses in the United States court at Washington. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition or John Jenkins and : 
others, cilize ssachusett: ing an appropriation | 
for the preservation of Wood’s Hole harbor. i 

By Mr. HENN: The petition of Orson Hyde, aski 
compensation for certain horses and mules stolen from hin | 
by the Cheyeme Indians, and for other property stolen by ii 
the Pawnee Indians in the fall of the year {851 “a 

Also, the proceedings.of a meeting of the stockholders of | 
the Keokuck and Dubuque Railroad North held atAnamo- 
sa, on the 19th day of January, 1852. 

Also, the proceedings of a ineeting of the stockholdersof | 
the Keokuck and Dubuque Railroad North, held at Marion, | 
on the 17th day of January, 1852. k ? 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of Sam- | 
uel Davis, for himself and others, for the establishment of | 
a mail route froma Jackson court-house to Pascagoula, in | 
the State of Mississippi. Š ; saa 
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i. Adair, Shelby, and Knox counties, Missouri, praying the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE.. 


Hebe Ds 


By Mr. MILLER: The memorial ‘of sundry citizens of 


establishm 
ville, Missouri. °°" Ai ; 

By Mr: McDONALD: The petition of the heirs of Cap- 
„täin Joshua. Frost, for commutation pays s oe o0 S 

Also, the. petition of David Fowler, for- pay for injuries 
received while in the employmentof the United States. i 

By Mr. ASHE: The memorial of: R: B. Smith and D. N. 
Brice, deputy marshals, praying additional compensation 
for taking the census. 9: ong a Viie MAT 

.By Mr. BURROWS: The memorial of H. P. Norton : 
and'290 others, citizens of Monrpe county.. New York, pray- 
ing Congress not to renew C: H. McCormick’s patent fora 
reaping machine. ANa Sue E 

By, Mr. KURTZ: The memorial of a large number. of 
citizens of York, Pennsylvania, praying Congress. to fit out 
an expedition of recovery for the supposed lost crews of 
the ships Erebus and Terror and for the discovery of Sir 
John Franklin, if he. be yet in existence, under such au- 
spices and. organization as shall be deemed advisable. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Francis Wohlsehi- | 
lager, Joseph Sehmiidt, Carl Miller, and others, citizens of | 
St. Louis ‘county, Missouri, praying that a portion of the | 
public domain lying south of the river Des Peres, and ad- 
jacent to Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, be surveyed and sold: 
as public land. 

Also, the petition of Wm. H. Russell, surviving partner of 
late firm of Brown, Russell & Co., for indemnity for losses 
sustained, and pay for services performed, in executing a 
contract ior the. trauspértation of military supplies to New. 
Mexico, i i 

Alèo; the petition of,J. M. Williams, for correction of 
location of land warrant and entry of land. 

Also, the petition of Jesse R Falkner, for a pension. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The memorial of the 
people of North Lonisiana and Northeastern Texas, ask- | 
ing Congress to order a survey of and makea grantof land, | 
to aid in. the construction of. a railroad from the Mississippi | 
river, ata point near Vicksburg, to the Texas line. 


ent of a mai! route from Shelbyville to, Kirks- 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 5, 1852. . 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, in compli- 
ance with a resolution of the Senate of March 10, ! 
185i, together with a report of the Third Auditor | 
of the Treasury, “showing, as far as practicable, | 
‘the amount of rations issued under each contract, į 


|! mitted by the Light-House Board, and cominunicated to 
| the Senate by the Secretary of the Treasury, be printed, and 
| that one thousand of the same be for the use of the said | 


iof California, praying the establishment of a 
ii Branch Mint at San Francisco, in that State; 


1b 


‘respectively, made by Robert B. Carter and | 
‘James Rodday, for the supply of rations to the į 
‘troops, from the Ist of June, 1812, to the Ist of | 
‘June, 1815; which were read and referred to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, com- | 
municating the report of the Light-House Board, 
appointed under. the eighth section of the act of 
March 3, 1851; which was read, and ordered. to 
be referred to the Committee. on Commerce and | 

rinted. . i 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, communi- 


March 3, 1851, to found a Military Asylum for the | 
relief and support of invalid and disabled soldiers | 
of the Army of the United States; which was: 
read and ordered to be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN, in connection with the above i 
report, submitted the following resolution for con- 
sideration; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing: 

Resolved, ‘That three thousand copies of the report sub- 


Light-House Board. i 
PETITIONS. ! 

Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of Smith | 
Minor, administrator of one of the heirs-at-law of ! 
Lieutenant Simon Summers, an officer of the Vir- | 
ginia Imein the Continental Army of the Revolu- | 
tion, praying commutation pay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. GWIN presented four petitions of citizens 


i 


which was ordered to lie on the table, 
Also, the memorial of Benjamin Chapman, i 
raying the reimbursement of moneys expended | 
y him for subsistence and transportation to citi- | 
zens of the United States, emigrants to California; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. | 
Mr. FISH presented the petition of Thomas’A. į 
Napier, praying that a new register may be issued | 
for the American-built ship Obed Mitchell, under | 


il the. Committee on Commerce. 


the name of Kate Napier; which was referred to | 


it 


cating the proceedings ef the Board of Commis- |! 
sioners of the Military Asylum, under the act of || 


Also, the memorial of Theodore S. Fay, Secre- 
tary of the United States Legation at Berlin, pray- 
ing-compensation for services as Chargë d’A flaires; 
which was referred to the Committee’on Foreign 
Relations. i i . 

Mr. SEWARD. I am requested to submit the 
petition of Daniel B. Elis and -others, heirs of 
Benjamin Ellis, residing in the State of .Connecti-_ 
cut, stating that in the year 1778 the said Benja- 
jamin Ellisloaned to the Government of the United 
States, for the purpose of prosecuting the revolu- 
tionary war, $1,000 in specie; that they were af- — 
terwards paid the sum- of $1,000 in Continental 
money, which was so depreciated that they never 
received for it but 6168." They pray Congress to 
pass an‘act authorizing the Treasury Department 
to pay them the balance. I move that it be re- 
ferred to the-Committee of Claims. 

. Fhe motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. SEWARD also presented a petition of in- 
habitants of Buffalo, New York, praying that the 
bill giving further remedies to patentees may, be- 
come'a law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. . 

. Also, three petitions of inhabitants of New 
York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, praying 
i the adoption of measures for the amicable adjust- 
ment of international controversies; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. STOCKTON presented the memorial of 
the widow of Henry Sevely, Captain ‘of the pri- 
vateer * Nonsuch” during the last war with Great 
Britain, praying the payment of certain arrear- 
ages of pension; which was referred” to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. : 

Also,a petition of the inhabitants of Borden- 
town, Wew Jersey, praying that the law abolish- 
ing flogging in the Navy may not be repealed; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. i ; 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of citizeng of Marion county, Ilinois, in 
favor of the enactment of alaw granting a rea- 
sonable preémption to actual settlers along the line 
of the Hlinois Central Railroad; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. i 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the memorial of the 
Commissioners of the Asylum for the Deaf and . 
Dumb at Fulton, Missouri, praying.a.donation of. 
land; which was.referred to. the Committee. on 
Public Lands. : ee 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented the memorial 
‘of John C. Jones; praying tobe allowed the full 
amount of his claims against Mexico, and not a 
pro rata allowance of the amount appropriated to. 
satisfy the claims of citizens of the United States 
against Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr, DOWNS presented the: memorial of a com- 
mittee, appointed at a meeting of the people of 
North Louisiana and of Northeastern Texas, 
praying the right of way and a grant of land to 
the State of Louisiana, to aid in the construction 
| of a railroad from the Mississippi river, in that 
State, to the Texas line; which was referred to.the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Rob- 
ert M. Hamilton, United States Consul. at Monte- 
video, praying compensation for diplomatic ser- 
vices; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of citizens 
of the United States, praying for such alteration 
of the present tariff as will promote the honest and 
practical efforts of the importing merchants, the 
best interests of the farmers, of the manfacturing 
establishments, and fisheries, and the welfare of 
the laboring people of all classes of the United 
States; which was referred to th@Committee on 
Manufactures. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a memorial of the Legislature of Alabama, 
praying a grant of public land to enable that State 
to make a geological survey of that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
and ordered to be printed, 


WORKMEN ON THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. CASS. I hold in my hand a petition of 
mechanics and laborers lately employed on the ex- 
tension of the wings of the Capitol, praying that 
they may be allowed to proceed with the work. 
They desire to be employed on the work during 


| the winter, but to wait for their remuneration until 


1852. 


I have also a letter from the Secretary of the Inte- | 
rior, and a letter from the principal architect, rec- 
ommending thiscourse. Very strong reasons are 
‘given why this course should be pursued, as well | 
on account of the public interest as from a regard 
to the condition of these people. I desire that the 
petition may be read. : 

The Secretary read it accordingly. ‘The me- 
morialists represent that they came to Washing- 
ton for the purpose of being employed. on the | 
extension of the wings of the United States Cap- 
itol, and many of them, relying with confidence | 
on the Government, brought with them their fami- | 
fies. They are mechanics and laboring men, upon 
whom the: responsibility of a family depends. 
They look to Congress alone for relief, by allow- 
ing them on their own responsibility to continue 
at work during the winter, with a view to the 
future action of Congress. 

The letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 

- the Hon. A. H. H. Stuart, and the letter of the 
Architect, Mr. T. U. Walter, were also read. 

_ Mr. CASS. Iholdin my hand a joint resolu- 
tion in relation to this subject, which I hope the 
Senate will consider at this time. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, 
&c., That the Architect of the Capitol, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, be and be hereby is author- 
ized to continue in employment so many of the mechanics, | 
laborers, and others employed in the construction of the 
wings of the Capitol, as may be necessary, provided such 
persons as may be employed under the authority of this 
resolution consent to wait for thcir pay apy appropriation 
which may be hereafter made by Congress for that purpose. | 


Mr. CASS. I will merely remark, that that 
resolution was prepared by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings of the other House. A similar one 
is pending in Committee of the Whole in that 
House; but itis doubtful when it will come u 
They therefore wished me to introduce it in t 


i 
Re |i 


Senate. I hope there will be no objection to it. || 
The PRESIDENT. It requires the unanimous 


consent of the Senate to introduce the resolution |; 
at this time, notice not having been given. | 
Mr. HUNTER. Ido not object to the object 
of the resolution, because 1 concur with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan in regard to it; but I would 
suggest to him whether it would not be better to 
refer jt to the Committee on Public Buildings. 
Mr. CASS. I suggested that course, but the 
chairman of the committee of the other House 


|; rivers for a sufficient supply of water, this, man, 
ij then comparatively unknown, stepped in and pro- 


| Senate, that each Senator may examine it, and į 


| diately connected with this subject, what struck | 


1 When Napoleon was preparing his great expedi- 


rs. I will state its object briefly. This man has 
devoted about twenty years of his life to this sub- 
ect. 
iende mind; and he presents a treatise and a | 
scheme by which he hopes to relieve, in some |; 
measure, the public from those disasters which are |i 
so common. Ihave examined his scheme, and I |! 
| confess I have been struck with astonishment atit. 
It has been submitted also to the honorable Sen- | 
lator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] and sone i 
| of the most scientific men in this city. This man 
does not come forward to ask for any appropria- 
tion; but his object is to lay the result of a life of 
labor, upon this all-important subject, before the 
public. He has begged me to present this memo- 
iat, and also his treatise, which imbodies the re 


ae 


J i 
i 
| 


i : 
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| most remarkable men perhaps now in our country, 
į so far as this subject 1s concerned. He has been 
| employed in my own State, and the honorable 
| Senator from Massachusetts can bear me witness, 
| that at a time when we hardly knew what to do in 


i 


if 
| 
|| 
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; posed that water should be supplied from the lake. 
At first he was laughed at, but the proposition has | 
been carried out, and has been eminently success- | 
ful. I hold in my hand his treatise. 


i 
{ 


i It has been |} 


| submitted to the most scientificgentlemen in Wash- || P 


ington—Colonel Abert and others—and, as far as 
Ican learn, they pronounce it to be a most remark- | 
able result of a life of labor and experiment in this | 
matter, and as calculated to relieve us, ina great | 
measure, from those disasters which have been of | 
such frequent occurrence in the country. All that || 
I ask, and I hope and trust that it will be granted, |! 
is, that the Committee on Printing will direct that | 
this will be printed, and laid on the tables of the ; 


| 
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afterwards such action may be taken on the sub- | 
jectas may be deemed necessary. ; 
I would remark, though it is not perhaps imme- į 


| 
| 
| 


me when I heard of its being examined by scien- 
tific officers in this city. A remarkable thing, 
which is related in history, occurred to my mind. 


| 
tion at Bolougne—when he was preparing his flo- || 
tilla for the invasion of England, an American, un- |; 
known at the time, called upon him and presented |! 
a project by which he could invade England in 


spite of her fleet. Napoleon himself said that he | 


thought it aca 

Mr. HUNTER. If that is the opinion of the 
chairman 1 will not press it. 

Mr. CASS. Iso understood him. The Sena- 
tor from Illinois was present, and can bear wit- 
ness to it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I was spoken to this mory- 
ing by the Architect, and also by the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Buildings of the other 
House in regard to the subject. ‘They were ex- 
tremely anxious that this resolution should be 
passed this morning; and I hope that, under the 
peculiar circumstances of the case, there will be 
no objection to it. 

Mr. BORLAND. I wish to say a word why |; 
I shall object at this time. If I understand this | 
matter, a committee has been appointed by the |) 
other House to investigate the subject, and see i: 
whether it is proper that the work should go on at |i 
all. Therefore, I think it is improper at this time i 
to pass a resolution requiring the work to be con- 


| 
tinued. if 
t 
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Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator from Ar- 
kansas is undera misapprehension. There has | 
been no commitgge appointed by the other House |! 
to investigate the subject. It is under the charge 
of the Committee on Public Buildings, and the 
chairman of that committee was here this morning | 
and expressed a hope that this resolution would 
be passed, Fa nt 

The PRESIDENT. It cannot be received as 
objection has been made. Is any motion made 
with regard to the memorial ? 

Mr. SHIELDS. I move that the memorial and | 
papers be referred to the Committee on Public | 

uildings. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXPLOSION OF STEAM-BOILERS. 


! he had not time to give it a thorough investigation, |; 


examined it, and was struck with the project, but į 


and he referred it to the gcientific men of France. ! 
They pronounced the man crazy, and said he 
ought to be sent toa mad-house, Yet that man 
was Fulton, and Napoleon lost the world by ne- 
glecting that opportunity. Here is the case of a | 
man who has given a whole life to a subject quite į 
as important as the invasion of England was ati 
that time. I trust that the memorial and treatise i 
will receive consideration and respect. 1 move 
that they be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. ` 

They were so referred. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. BUTLER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Guier and McLaughlin, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr, PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the Regents of the Smith- | 
sonion Institution, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate: | 
relating to the claim of R. S. Blair, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of William B. Hart, on the 
| files ofthe Senate, be referred to the Committee on Indian 
! Affairs. : 

Additional documents were also presented by 
Mr. BELL, and referred to the same committee. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
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Mr. SHIELDS. at the | 
memorial of Alfred Guthrie. The memorial. is | 
one which treats of the explosion of steam boil- | 


I am requested to present the í| 


! ond reading. . 7 ; 
Mr. SHIELDS, from the select committee t 
| which was referred the bili making a grant of lan 


\ © 
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| sult of the experiments of a life of one of the |! 


to the several States of the Union for the relief and 
support: of indigent insane. persons, ‘reported it 
without amendment. E OS 

Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which. was veferred the 
memorial of William C. Templeton, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill'to provide fora ‘ti- 
monthly mail from New Orleans to Vera Cruz,.via 
Tampico, and back, in steam vessels. : 

_ The bill was read and passed to the'sécond read- 
ing. The-report was ordered to be printed. 
PLANK ROADS— MAIL ROUTES, |. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
joint resolution to establish certain mail routes, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and asked for its 
immediate consideration. ; 

‘The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to its consideration as in Committee of the 
Whole, 

Mr. RUSK. The original resolution referred 
to the committee was to constitute a plank read 
n the State ot New. York a post road; and to 
enable the Postmaster General to have the mail 
carried thereon. As the general law now. stands, 
all canals and railroads are post roads, and the 
Postmaster General has a right:to.contract for:the 
transportation of the mail thereon. I..suppose 
nlank roads would then have been made post roads 
fany had existed. There is no reason why plank 
roads should not be post roads. The amend- 
ments which the committee propose to the resolu- 
tion is, to invest the Postmaster General with 
power.to contract, whenever. it shall be deemed 
proper, for the carrying of the mails.on plank roads, 
and to constitute them by law post roads of the 
United States. 

The amendment was agreed to, the resolution 
was reported to the Senate, the amendment was 
concurred in, and the resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 


REPORTS OF SURVEYORS GENERAL. 


On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of thie Interior. 
with the reports of the Surveyors General of Mlinois, an 


Missouri, and Oregon, communicated to the Senate the 2d 


' instant, he printed, in connection with the annual teport of 


the Commissioner of the Geueral Land Office, which ac- 
companied the Presidents message at the commencement 
of the session. : r 

Mr. FELCH also submitted the following rèso- 
lution; which was read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 


Resolved, That one thousond extra copies of the report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, trans- 
mitted to the Senate with the annual message of the Presi- 


i dept, together with the reports of the Surveyors General 


of Lilinois, and Missouri, and Oregon, transmitted to the 
Senate by the Secretary of the Interior, on the 2d instant, 
be printed for the use of the General Land Office. 
BILIPREFERRED;, l 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Hiram Moore and John Hascall, was 


: read a first and second time by its title, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent: 


| Office. 


BILL PASSED. 


The engrossed bill to relinquish the reversion- 
ary interest of the United States to a certain reser- 
vation therein mentioned, and to confirm the title 
of Charles G. Gunter thereto, was read a third 
time and passed. . 

REPORT OF CAPTAIN H. STANSBURY. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. submitted the following resò- 
lution for consideration; which was read, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That five thousand five hundred additional 
copies of the report of Captain H. Stansbury, of his explo: 
! ration of the Valiey of the Great Salt Lake, which was or- 
i! dered to be printed by a resolution of the Senate of the 12th 
iF March last, be printed for the use of the Senate, and. that 
|} five hundred copies thereof be furnished to the Topograph- 
| ieal Bureau, three hundred to the Smithsonian Institution, 
i and uvo huudred copies to Captain Stansbury. ; 


i DIPLOMATIC INTERCOURSE WITH SWITZER~ 
| LAND. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, a few days 
since I laid before the Senate a resolution upon 
the subject of our diplomatic relations with. Swit- 
zerland, which I desire now to have considered an 
disposed of. 

The resolut 


S nea 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foréign Relations be 
requesied to inquire into the expediency of making provision 


ion was read as. follo; 
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by law for the usua! outfit and salary of a chargé d’affaires 
to Switzerland. ` 

Mr. BRODHEAD. There are many consider- 
ations of a political as well as commercial char- 
acter, which should induce this Government no 
longer. to- be neglectful of diplomatic intercourse 
with the Swiss Republic, or rather with the Gov- 
ernment of the Swiss Confederation. It is now 
the only republic in Europe; and notwithstanding 
it is surrounded with despotisms, and has: often 
‘been threatened with’ an extinguishment of its 
nationality, it has always resolutely maintained 
an altar to freedom. . lt has been a kind of nurs- 
ery of free principles, and a place where political 
refugees have always found’an asylum. It now 
has a population of over two millions and a half, 
with a large and increasing commerce. In 1848 
and 1849 they reorganized the Government and 
adopted a constitution similar in many of its 
provisions to our own. They adopted a system 
more national in its character, and now have the 
same powers to negotiate treaties of amity and 
commerce that we have,—a power which could not 
be exercised before without the consent of all the 
Cantons. All other Governments of any import- 
ance have diplomatic representatives in Switzer- 
land—-France, England, Austria, Prussia, Russia, 
Spain, &c., and we, a sister Republic, have none. 
In diplomatic circles we have no person to repre- 
sent this Government or defend our institutions or 

rotect our citizens. In the event of a war in 

mrope,it would be peculiarly necessary for us to 
have a representative in Switzerland, with whom 
the friends of liberal and republican principles 
could have communion without fear. A repre- 
sentative from this country would aid in main- 
taining constitutional government, and be more 
likely to enjoy confidence in Switzerland than the 
representative of any other nation, and hence 
would be enabled to obtain information which 
would be valuable. 

Independent of political inducements, our com- 
mercial interests and industrial pursuits, I think, 
demand the establishment of a permanent mission 
in Switzerland. The annual amount of interna- 
tional exchange may safely be estimated at ten 
millions of dollars, and is larger than our com- 
merce with Naples, Sardinia, Denmark, Holland, 
or Belgium, at all of which places we have diplo- 
matic representatives. Our commercial intercourse 
with Switzerland is important. She consumes 
annually from 100,000 to 150,000 bales of our cot- 
ton, about 500 hogsheads of our tobacco, and acon- 
siderable quantity of rice and other products. 
We receive in return her silks, laces, finer cotton 
goods, jewelry and watches. By a provision in 
the present Swiss constitution, raw materials re- 
quired by manufacturers, as well as the necessa- 
ries of life, are admitted at the lowest possible rate 
of duty. This liberal commercial policy requires 
some notice and encouragent at our hands. It 
is well known that efforts have been made to draw 
her into a commercial league with the Zoll Verein 
and other powers, on terms injurious to our inter- 
ests. For these, and other reasons which I might 
urge, I hope the resolution will be adopted, and 
that the Committee on Foreign Affairs will give 
the, subject that consideration which I think its 
importance demands. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PROTECTION TO CITIZENS OF CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, in accordance 
with previous notice, I now ask leave to introduce 
abill providing additional protection to the citizens 
of California and Oregon, from aggressions by the 
Indian tribes and from foreign invasion. Recent 
intelligence from California informs us that there 
was imminent danger of a general rising of the In- 
dian tribes in the. southern section of the State, 
for the avowed object of plundering and massa- | 
cring the whites. “This portion of the State is | 
sparsedly populated; so much so, that it is impos- 
sible to collect such bodies of men, at short notice, 
as are required to keep the Indians in check. | 
Many of the inhabitants of that State at points | 
remote from the coast are at the mercy of the In- | 
dians, and have already been attacked, plundered 
and forced to fly for their lives. T will only in. 
troduce the case of the Hon. Mr. Warner, Sena- 
tor from the district of San Diego, who, in defend- | 
ing his property from an attack of the Indians 
lost one of his men, all of his stock, and was | 
compelled to fly to the town of San Diego for pro- | 


l > - 
tection; and so imminent was the danger of an 


attack upon that place, that martial law was pro- 
claimed, and every citizen capable of bearing them 
was under-arms. -If there should be a general 
rising of the Indian tribes in south California, as 
is still apprehended, (although >the intelligence by 
the last steamer is more favorable for the preser- 
vation of peace,)-Los Angeles and Santa Barbara 
will be as much exposed to-depredations as San 
Diego, and the loss of life and the sacrifice of prop- 
erty will be immense. Within this: great extent 
of country, comprising several hundred miles of 
sea-coast, with an equal extent of back country, we 
have no governmental protection against these In- 
dian hostilities. There are some troops at San 
Diego, and a post at the mouth of the Gila, but it 
isa mockery to say they are any protection to the 
country. In fact, they can scarcely protect their 
own scalps from the tomahawk of the Indians; 
and if we give credit to the intelligence that has 
reached us, the post at the mouth of the Gila was 
surrounded for days by hostile Indians, and only 
saved from massacre by a piece of artillery, that 
dealt terror, as well as death, among the savages. 
Itis by no means certain that the inadequate force 
of that station can continue successfully to resist 
the hostile attacks of the Indian‘ tribes. that sur- 
round it. Nor can the Government extend ade- 
quate protection to the Pacific coast under the ex- 
isting organization of the army. We must have 
an entirely new. system, adapted to the peculiar 
situation of the country; and it is to accomplish 
this purpose that ] have prepared the bill that I 
propose before I take my seat to bring before the 
Senate. Sir, the citizens of California and Oregon 
have appealed to their Government for protection, 
as will appear from the resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of California, and the letter of the distin- 
guished Delegate from Oregon, [Mr. Lane,] both 
of which I will read: 


Joint Resolutions in relation to establishing forts on our 
borders. 

Whereas a large portion of our State is unprotected from 
the different tribes of Indians that live upon our borders, 
and that these tribes are frequently engaged, and are now 
at war with the citizens of this State ; and in consequence 
of our present unprotected condition there is no security 
for either life or- property, and this State not having the 
means of extending that protection to its citizens which 
their present necessities require: and whereas it is the duty 
of the Federal Government to protect its citizens from the 
incursione of either internal or external enemies; there- 
‘ore 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That our Senators be 
instructed and our Representatives be requested to use 
their best efforts to have a portion of the United. States 
troops established on our borders, and also to have a line of 
forts erected along the same for the purpose of protecting 
our citizens. 2 

Resolved, That the Governor be requested to forward a 
copy of the foregoing preamble and resolutions to cach of 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


WASHINGTON CITY, December 12, 1851. 
To his Excellency the President of the United States: 

Sir: A sense of duty prompts me to call your early atten- 
tion to the peculiar condition of things in Oregon. F have 
been a citizen of that Territory for near three years, have 
traveled the settled portion of it all over; had much to do 
with the Indians, and know them, perhaps, as well as any 
other man, and understand the wants of the American cit- 
izens therc, and can say to you, that for their protection and 
for the protection of others emigrating there, that troops to 
be garrisoned on the great road from St. Joseph via Fort 
Hall to the Dalls of the Columbia, and also on the road from 
Oregon to California, are absolutely indispensable for the 
protection of life and property. I Know thatI need but call 
your attention to the condition of things there, and present 
the facts within my Knowledge, to secure your aid and 
prompt action in the premises. The suffering this season 
for the want of troops to protect emigrants and others en 
route to Oregon, and from Oregon to California, has been 
terrible, and certainly this Government ought, and will, [ 
have no doubt, afford protection to her citizens in a country 
s0 remote and exposed as are all persons traveling either on 
the emigrant road to Oregon or on the road from Oregon to 
Jalifornia. There are but these two roads south of the Co- 
lumbia on which troubles are to be apprehended. The 
shape of the country, with its stupendous mountains, are 
insurmountable barriers to the location of roads of import- 
ance. A garrison of two or three companies ofhorse—one of 
infantry, if a mounted force cannot be had—on each of these 
roads, at the grand round for instance, on the emigrant or 
northern road, and in the Rogue River Valley, on the Cali- 
fornia or southerp road. The moral influence that the es- 
tablishment of the posts would produce upon the minds of 
the Indians would do much towards keeping peace with 
them, and afford the protection to American citizens that 
they are so justly entitled to. 

It may be well here to mention, that the road from Ore- 
gon to California forks in the Rogue River Valley; the main 
road ‘passes south of the great Shasti Mountain to the source 
of the Sacramento, thence down that river to its great val- 
ley, and to Sacramento City; the north branch passes by 
Clamath Lake to Fort Hall. A small party of emigrants 
have gone that route this season and got in safely. This 
route was opened by Jesse Applegate Scott and others, in 


the year 1846, for the purpose of affording to emigrants a 


pass into the southern portion of Oregon; but such was the 
suffering of the first emigrants on this route that it bas been 
but little traveled since, but will, T have no doubt, be much 
traveled if a garrison should be established in Rogue River 
Valley, as above suggested. z 

E have been thus explicit in order that you may under- 
stand the condition arid wants of the country which I have 
the honor to represent, with.the full belief that you will take 
such steps as may be necessary to give protection to the 
citizens there, and emigrants and others traveling to and 
from Oregon. % 

Herewith I inclose two: communications from. Oregon 
for your perusal, which you will please return to me: One 
of the writers I am well acquainted witb, (Mr. Applegate, 
one of the early settlers of Oregon.) He bas done much to 
bring the country into requisition, by exploring, opening 
roads, &c., &c.; a sensible, reliable man. With Mr. Si- 
mons I have no acquaintance, but kave no doubt of the 
gath of his narative. BE editii i $ 

ith great respect I am, sir, your obedient servant, 
: P eins JOSEPH LANE. 


What is the response?” It will be found in the 
Jetter addressed to me by the Secretary of War, 
which these documents called forth: 


War DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, ? 
December 27, 1851. 

Sir: I have received a copy of the joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of California, instructing her Senators and 
requesting her Representatives to use their best efforts to 
have a portion of the United States troops established on 
her borders, and also to have a line of forts erected along 
the same for the purpose of protecting ber citizens. — 

By referring to my annual report (a copy of whieh is here- 
with inclosed) you will perceive that I therein allude to the 
defenceless state of California and Oregon, and the Presi- 
dent in his annual message also invites the attention of Con- 
gress to the same subject. The military force now atthe dis- 
posal of the Department will not permit it to increase the 
number of troops on the Pacific except by filling up the com- 
panies already stationed there to their complement, which 
will shortly be done. 

I herewith inclose the copy ofa letter recently addressed 
to the President, by the late Governor of Oregon, on the 
same subject. 

As regards the establishment of forts,—wherever troops 
are stationed, such works as may be required for their pro- 
tection and accommodation will, of course, be constructed, 
hut it would be worse than useless to construct them until 
they can be garrisoned. 

I will add that General Hitchcock (who now commands 
the Pacific division) has been directed to take early and 
prompt measures, as far as the meansat his disposal will 
enable him to do so, to establish forts at such points on the 
borders of California and Oregon-where they are most needed 
for the protection of the inhabitants and of emigrant parties. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, C. M. CONRAD, Secretary of War. 

Hon. WM. M. Gwin, United States Senate. 


Sir, here is an honest confession. of the inability 
of the Department to afford us adequate protec- 
tion under existing laws, and the Secretary de- 
serves credit for it, and equal credit. is due to him 
for the suggestions made in his annual report, from 
which I will also read extracts: 


“Tn the first place, I would suggest that every facility 
and encouragement should be afforded to the formation of 
a local militia, in which our new possessions, like all the 
Mexican States, are very deficient. As the first step to- 
wards the accomplishment of this object, I would recom- 
mend thatthe Executive be authorized to distribnte arms 
among the inhabitants. I am fully perswaded that the ad- 
vantages that would result from the adoption of this meas- 
ure, in familiarizing the people with the use of arms, in 
inspiring them with confidence, and in encouraging the 
formation of militia companies, would more than compen- 
sate for the trifling expense that would attend it, . The 
very fact that the inhabitants were known to be armed, 
would tend to intimidate the Indians. The distribution 
should, of course, be made with such precautions as would 
prevent their being sold or converted to an improper use. 

“The quantity ofarms to which the new States and Ter- 
ritories are respectively entitled under the act of 1808 is 
so small as to be of no practical advantage, and, as they 
have not participated in the issues heretofore made, it 
would seem to be but just that they should now receive 
more than their distributive share. At all events they 
might be permitted to rcecive their quota for several years 
in advance. As the arms are lying idle in the depéts, no 
loss to the Government would result from this course, and 
they will probably be never more needed than they are at 
present. 

& In the next place, policy and humanity both require that 
we should employ some other means of putting a stop to 
these depredations than the terror of ougarms. We should 
try the effect of conciliatory measures” There is no doubt 
that the Indians are frequently impelled to commit depre- 
dations by despair and hunger. As the white population 
has advanced upon them, they have been compelled to re- 
eede before it. The lands that afford nourishment to cattle 
and game are also the best adapted to cultivation, and con- 
sequently the first to tempt the settler; so that the Indians 
are compelled to take refuge in arid plains and mountains 
that afford little sustenance to animal life; and even there 
me circle of white population seems rapidly closing around 
them. 

“T would also recommend that measures be taken to 
furnish, for a series of years, food and other necessaries to 
such Indians as will abandon their predatory habits and 
cultivate the soil. Authentic information s recently received 
at this Department, leads to the belief that these tribes are 
far less numerous than they are generaily supposed to be 
and I have no doubt (laying aside considerations of human- 
ity) that it would be far less expensive to feed than to fight 

em. 
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I will not detain the Senate longer in giving the 
reasons that have induced me to bring forward 
this bil. It is in part based upon the report of the 
Secretary of War, and from my own personal ob- 
servations of the wants of the people of my State. 
We must be protected by this Government from 
the enormous expenses of Indian wars within ‘our 
limits. Already we have an Indian war debt of 
nearly a million dollars, for which our people will 
be taxed, unless Congress make provision for its 
payment, and if we are to judge from the past, we 
cannot anticipate immediate relief. We have in 
our State the picked men-of the nation, and they 
only wish the Government to call for their services, 
and pay for them, to be ready ata moment’s warn- 
ing to march to the utmost extent of our limits to 
protect its citizens from Indian depredations. Give 
us arms, and pay us for our services when you 
need them, and we will protect ourselves from a 
foreign or domestic foe. 

_I do not wish to be understood as proposing to 
dispense with the services of the army on our 
coast, nor to advance the opinion that we do not 
ask for the most“ample preparations against the 
approach of a foreign enemy, for which we should 
have an extensive systeni of fortifications and naval 
defence. We Peed. the army to man our forts and 
to form the nucleus around which the force this bill 
proposes to call into the field could rally when an 
emergehcy required their services. Without go- 
ing into the subject further at present, I propose 
that the bill be printed, and read a firstand second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. i 
The provisions of the bill arè as follows: 


A Bill to provide for the better protection of the people of 
California and Oregon, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and Houseof Representatives 
pA the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, 
“hat whenever the State of California or the ‘Territory of 
‘Oregon shall be invaded, or be in imminent danger of inva- 
sion, by any foreign nation, or when hostilities shall be 
threatened or commenced by any Indian tribe, in or adja- 
cent to said State or Territory, it shall be lawful for the 
commanding general or officer in command of the United 
States military forces on the Pacific coast, to make a requi- 
_sition upon the Governors of said State and Territory, or 
either of them, for volunteers, or to call forth such number 
of the militia of the State and Territory aforesaid as he 
may judge necessary, to repel such invasion or to suppress 
such hostilities, who shall serve for a time specified by the 
commanding general, or officer in command, provided such 
term of service does not exceed —— months. 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That said volunteers or 
militia shall be commanded by officers elected or appointed, 
or to be elected or appointed, in the manner prescribed by 
the law of the State or Territory in which they reside, and 
shall be received in companies, battalions, squadrons or 
regiments, and when so received and mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States, shal! be armed at the expense of 
the United States, and shail be subject to the rules and arti- 
cles of war. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That said volunteers 
or militia, during the time they may be in service, shall re- 
ceive the usual rations of the Army of the United States, 
and pay equal to three times the amount now provided by 

“Jaw for the pay of the officers and soldiers, respectively, of 
the United States army on the Pacific coast. 

SEC. 4. And be it further enacted, That the volunteers 
or militia who may be received into the service of the Uni- 
ted States by virtue of the provisions of this act, and who 
shall be wounded, or otherwise disabled in the service, 
shall be entitled to all the benefits which may be conferred 
on wounded persons belonging to the Army of the United 
States. + i 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War be required to place at the disposal of the Gover- 
nors of California and Oregon, fifty thousand stand of arms, 
to be distributed rateably to the citizens of said State and 
‘Territory, under such restrictions as to insure their safe 
keeping and return when required. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War shall place at the disposal of the Governors of said 
State and Territory such number of mountain howitzers as 
may be deemed sufficient to meet the exigencies of the pub- 
lie service, in the event of an Indian war; also, a field bat- 
tery or “ field batteries ”” of light artillery, of the usual com- 
position ; also, a gek of flying artillery in the event of a 
foreign war. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War forthwith cause to be established on the Pacific coast, | 
at such point or points as may be deemed most advisable, | 
an arsenal and magazine, well supplied with powder, shot 
and shells, for the use of ths military in the event of a for- 
eign or Indian war; also, to place in depot, in the neighbor- 
hood of San Diego and San Francisco, one hundred sea- 
coast guns of suitable calibres, to defend the entrance to 
those harbors: those guns to be mounted in open batteries, 
should the emergency of a foreign war arise before perma- 
nent fortifications shall be constructed to reccive them. 

Sac. 8. And be it further enacted, That any person who 
shall be convicted of disposing of any of the public arms or 
ammunition herein provided for the public service of the | 
aforesaid State and Territory, to any Indian or Indian tribe, 
shall be subject to a penalty of — dollars, aud imprisonment 
for a period of not less than six, nor more than — months. 


The bill was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


TENURE OF ARMY APPOINTMENTS, 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Haze the 3d instant, in relation 
to the tenure of appointments in the Army, and 
the resolution was agreed to, as follows: 

Resglved, That the Committee on Miiitary Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing that all 
commissions in the Army of the United States shall be tor 
a limited time, which shail be expressed in the commis- 
sion. 

IRISH EXILED PATRIOTS. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the resolution ex- 
pressive of the sympathy of Congress for the 
exiled Irish patriots, Smith O’Brien, Thomas F. 
Meagher, and their associates; and, 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned to, and be the order of the day for Saturday, the 7th, 
instant. 

PRINTING THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 

On the metion of Mr. GWIN, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the following joint res- 
olution: 

` Be it resolved, Sc., That the Joint Committee on Printing 
be directed to contract with Donelson & Armstrong for print- 
ing the census returns, upon such terms as the committee 
may deem reasonable. 

Which Mr. Smiru had moved to amend by sub- 
stituting the following: 

‘It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior, in 
conformity with the provision of the act entitled ‘An act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year 1842,’ approved on the 18th 
May of said year, to contract lor the composition and press- 
work of — copies of the returns of the Seventh Census, as 
the same are classified aud arranged by said Secretary, and 
in like manner to contract for so much paper and of such 
quality as he Shall deem proper for said work; and in like 
manner to contract for binding said returns as printed in 
such style as he may judge expedient; provided the party 
te each of said contracts shall give such surety, and said 
paper and work shall be subject to such inspection, as said 
Secretary shall require to insure a fuithful performance of 
the same.” 

The PRESIDENT. Since the resolution was 
under consideration, the Senator from North Car- 
olina {Mr. Bapcer] has moved an amendment to 
the amendment. Itis to strike out all after the 
words ‘it shall be the duty of,” and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

* The Joint. Committee on Printing to contract with 
Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong for printing and binding 
the Census, on such terms as the committee may think rea- 
sonable and proper: the work to be executed under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and to be paid 
for from time to thue, during the progress of the work, by 
the head of the Census Bureau, under the direction of the 
Secretary, with power in the Secretary to abate from the 
amount stipulated if the work, when executed, shall prove 
deficient or below the standard which may be agreed upon.” 


Mr. PEARCE. Before the question is taken 
on that amendment, I desire to submit an amend- 
ment. If the Senate is disposed to depart from 
the former practice of letting out the printing on 
contract, and to leave the matter to the discretion 
of a committee, it seems to me that it would be 
proper to have some limitation to which the com- 
mittee should go. I think that their discretion 
ought to be guided by some rule, to be prescribed 
by the Senate; and | know of nothing which re- 
quires limitation so much as this matter of public 
printing. I propose, therefore, to limit the por 
of the committee by an amendment which I offer 
to the amendment. š 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland is not in order, The 
question is on an amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Bapexr] to an 
amendment oflered by the Senator from Connect- 
icut, (Mr. Smitu. ] 

Mr. PEARCE. I was not aware of that. I 
will ask, then, that my amendment may be read 
for the information of the Senate, and, if occa- 
sion should require it, I will offer it at the proper 
time. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

« Provided, That the prices to be allowed for the execn- 
tionof the work shall in no case exceed the average rate of 
the proposals of the several bidders for the printing of the 
Thirty-second Congress for the respective classes, or for any 
class of printing to be executed under this resolution.’? 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from North 
Carolina to the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. SMITH. I very much regret that I can- 
not accede to the proposition which is submitted 


by the honorable Senator from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Baperr,] upon the idea of a compromise. | 


So far from being any compromise of the differ- 
ences that have been expressed, here between dif- 
ferent members of the Senate, J-regard it as a 
great deal worse than the original resolution; and 
prefer voting, most decidedly, for the original 
resolution to giving my assent to the amendment 
which has been proposed by my honorable friend 
from North. Carolina. In the first. place, Mr. 
President, I have to say, thatif the resolution 
shall be amended as is proposed by my honorable 
friend, it will be open to every one of the -objec- 
tions which I urged against the original resolution, 
and it is open to some other objections which can- 
not be urged against the original resolution.. 
not about to consume the time of the Sen- 
ateby reiterating the objections which I made at 
Ome length, and which have been put into print, 
and, I dare say, have attracted the notice of the 
honorable members of this body, so far as they 
might be deemed Worthy of notice. But one of 
the principal objections J recur to here, is, that as 
the resolution originally stood, and as the matter is 
to be presented by the amendment of the honora- 
ble Senator from North Carolina, it is totally im- 
possible for the Committee on Printing to make 
any safe, judicious, and proper contract on the sub- 
ject, for the reason that the Senator does not pro- 
pose in his amendment to determine what number 
of copies of this work is to be printed. But I 
think it is a little remarkable that the Senator, in 
drawing up this amendment, should not have 
turned his attention to the difficulties and embar- 
rassments in which the committee will be involved 
in being required to make a contract with Donel- 
son & Armstrong for printing the census returns, 
while the committee are not to know how many 
copies of the work are to be ordered by the two 
Flouses of Congress. 

I shall content myself, sir, with stating this ob- 
jection in these very brief terms. I shall not now 
repeat what I said in opposition to the briginal 
resolution, and which is equally applicable to this 
amendment, to wit, that this not Pking Congres- 
sional printing, it is, in my judgment, a usurpa- 
tion of power on the part of Congress. This is 
one branch of the alternative which I present to 
the Senate; and the other is, that if it is Congres- 
sional printing, it comes within the contract of A. 
Boyd Hamilton, and will be an infraction of that - 
contract. But, as I have already remarked, I am 
not about to indulge myself in a reiteration of the 
considerations which I have heretofore presented, 
and which seem to have produced very little effect 
on the mind of the Senator from North Carolina, 
and which, perhaps, are not werthy of much con- 
sideration. Butl have to say that this amend- 
ment is obnoxious to objections which did not ob- 
tain, so faras the original resolution is concerned. 
The honorable Senator from Indiana, [{Mr. 
Bricut,] whose abgence from his seat by reason 
of indisposition I certainly very much regret, was 
content with handing over to Donelson & Arm- 
strong the printing of the censusreturns. He was 
content with giving them whatever profits they 
might make by supplying the paper and by exe- 
cuting the composition and press-work, the effect 
of which, as I remarked the other day, unless the 
Committee on Printing are remarkably astute in 
making the contract, will be to hand over to the 

roprietors of this press, as I verily believe, a very 
arge amount of the public money. The honor- 
able Senator from Indiana was content to deliver 
over into the hands of these gentlemen whatever 
profits they might make out of the composition 
and press-work, but the honorable Senator from 
North Carolinags not content with that margin of 
profits. He seéms to have the same anxiety about 
the prosperity of this “ Union’? office that my hon- 
orable friend from Indiana had, as I humbly con- 
ceive, when he offered this proposition to the consid- 
eration of the Senate. He isnot content that these 
gentlemen shall make all they possibly can out of 
the composition and press-work, but he proposes 
to hand over to them also the binding of this 


| work. They are not practical printers; they are 


the proprietors of a political press in this city. 
They have no bindery. But the Senator from 
North Carolina says by his amendment, ‘ I want 
to have them receive a larger margin -of rofits, 
and therefore I want to hand over the binding to 
them, and they may job it out to the proprietors 
of the different bindery establishments in this city, 
and thus make a larger profit.” That we know 
will be the effect of the operation. 
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Now, why should the binding of these docu- 
ments be given to Donelson & Armstrong? Why 
should it not behanded over tothe Secretary of the 
Interior, to be contracted forin conformity with the 
provisions of the law of 1842? Or, if it is not let 
out to the Jowest bidder, why not hand over the 
returns’ to the.Committee on Printing, and let 
them make'a contract for the binding with the dif- 
ferent proprietors of binding establishments, of 
which’there is a’considerable number inthis city? 
We ofthe Committee’on Printing have: had a 
Httle’experience in miaking contracts with binding 


establishments “inthe city of Washington. We | 


made a éontract’but' a short time'since, and,I be- 
“Hieve,-avery prudent and judicious contract. too. 
it has been my good fortane to conciir most fully, 
and on all occasions, with the views and opinions 
of myhonorable friends constituting a majority of 
that committee. : 

But the honorable Senator from North Carolina 
‘says: Twatit to hand over to the ‘ Union’? office 
the binding of these’ documents, and place them 
ina condition that they can job it out and extort 
from the hard-working mechanics and artisans 
of this city, who are engaged in this branch of 
industry; to give them an opportunity to extort a 
percentage from them. And we know they will 
‘doit. Sir, I willnever consent to any such scheme 
vas this. As I have already remarked, the two 
Houses of Congress have had some experience 
‘upon this subject. “At the last Congress we made 
a contract for the execution of the public printing, 
mainly with Messrs. Belt & Trenholm, and with 

“these: same gentlemen we made a contract for the 
execution of the binding: of the two Houses of 
Congress, although they were not practical book- 
binders, and although they had no bindery. And 
what did they do? “They underlet the binding to 
be done by others, and as T have been credibly in- 
formed, they’extorted a profit from the workmen 
engaged in ‘that business of some seven or eight 
‘thousand dollars, "Phat is what will be done again, 
if this scheme of the honorable‘ Senator from 
North Carolina is adopted. 

Sir, I will not dwell upon this subject further. 
Whatever the majority of this honorable body 
may do with regard to the printing of this work, 
Thave not the slightest apprehension they are about | 
to yield their assent to the proposition to hand over 
to the proprietors‘of the * Union” the binding of 
this work, which will certainly amount to a very 
large sum of money. 

Bot there is another objection, Mr. 
to tliis ‘amendment. 


President, 
It provides that the Joint 
` Committee on Printing be divected to contract with 
Donelson & Armstrong for the printing and Bind- 
ing of the returns of the census, on such terma as 
“the committee may think reasonable and proper, 
Then come some other provisions—namely, that 
the work shall be executed under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and be paid for from 
time to time, during its progress, by the head of 
the Census Bureau, under the direction of the 
Secretary, with power in the Secretary to abate 
from the amount stipulated, if the work, when 
executed, shall prove deficient, or below the stand- 
ard which may be agreed upon. 

In the first place, then, with regard to these 
clauses or provisions of theamendmentof the hon- 
orable Senator from North Carolina, I have to say 
that they are totally unnecessary. Does the hon- 
orable Senator suppose, that if the Committee on 
Printing be directed to make this contract, the 
members of that committee will not insert in the 


contract proper stipulations and guarantees for the | 
due performance of the work? "Phe amendment Jr 


really recùrs to a matter which appertains exclu- 
sively to the duties of the committee. You know 
well enough, sir, that in making the contract in 
regard to the binding, we inserted in it—as we 
should insert in every other contract which the 
Senate may 
guarantees, in order to insure a due co 
with the terms of the contract. 


prepared to say, that these are tl 
tions, or the p 


mphance 


ne proper stipula- 
roper guarantees, I 
to say, that they are by any means the best 
lations and guarantees that ean be made, 
stipulations we should insert, wh 
should require, is, in my humbl 
matter which should come before 
and be inserted in the contr 
any resolution which 
pass. 


Ntract itself, and not in 
this honorable body may 


direct us ‘to make—stipulations and | 


F 
am not prepared | 


f 
t 


$ 
ji 
ji 
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| that the Secretary of the Interior should not be | 
‘intrusted with the negotiation of the. contract, 
i he then proposes to put its execution into his 


; from the price if t 


in addition to other objec- 


‘to be understood as intimating the idea that it was | 
atallintended by the mover; but suppose that this | 
| amendment should be adopted and that the resolu- | 
| tion should ‘pass ‘the two Houses of Congress, in | 
| conformity withithe provisions of this amendment: | 
I desire to inquireof the Senate-what sort of ex- | 
| hibition do we make of this subject upon the rec- 
ords of thé Government ?'»Do-we not-commence 
by saying that we have no confidence in the Sec- 
[retary of the Interior? l e | 
| cannot confide to him the power of making this ! 
| contract? And, having said that, having said that | 
| we cannot trust the Secretary of the Interior with 
the power of making this contract, the honorable 
; Senator proposes that we should take it into our 
|; own hands, and that, when we come to the per- 
i| formance of it, we should further say, ‘we will i 
| let you see if there is any failure in the execution 
iof the contract in conformity with the stipula 
| tions.” 
ithe Secretary of the Interior, to come from any 
f side of this Chamber. But | desire to propound 
i for the consideration of my friend, the old inquiry: 
| I wish to know what sort of printing this is? Js 
it Congressional printing, or is it departmental 
printing? I insisted the other day that it was 
į departmental printing; and if so, why is Con- | 
gress making any contract about it? If, on the |! 
other hand, it is Congressional printing, why do 
we call on the Secretary of the Interior to inter- 
fere in the matter? At 6ne moment the honorable | 
| Senator from North Carolina assumes that it is 
Congressional printing, and therefore he proposes į 
| that the cohtract shall be negotiated, drawn up, 
and entered into by the standing Committees on |! 
| Printing of both Houses of Congress. But, after || 
| we have drawn the contract, if it is Congressional |! 
printing, why not call upon A. B. Hamilton to | 
| execute the contract? But the honorable Senator i 
| being perfectly aware that this could hardly b 
| regarded as Congressional printing, and after hav 


i 
[i 
i 
i 
d 


i 


Do we-not say that we ij 


Sir, [ think this is a poor compliment to |j 


That the Committee- on Printing be directed to contract 
with Donelson & Armstrong for the composition ani press- 
work of -namber of copiés of the returns of the Seventh 
Census, as the same-are Classified and‘arranged by the Sec- 
retary of the Fnterior, on steh terms as they may judge to 
be reasonable; and that said Secretary-be directed to con- 
tract with the Jowest bidder, in conforniity with the act 
entitled“ An act making appropriations tor the civil and dip- 
lomatie expenses of the Government for the year 1842,” 
approved on the 18th day of May, in the. said year, for. so 
much paper of such quality as he shall judge proper for the 
said work ; and, in Hke manner, to contract for the binding 
of the said returns as printed in such style as hëmay deem 
expedient ; provided that the parties to-each of the said.con- 
tracts shall give sufficient security for the due performance 
of thë same; and sueh paper as delivered, and such work 
as executed shall be subject to the superintendence and in- 
spection of the said. Secretary, or such person as he may 

“appoint. ; : . 

Now. here I propose that the Committee on 
Printing—though I do not admit that this is proper 
to be done by any means, for I do not admit that 
this is a branch of printing that is in any sense 
within the jarisdiction of the two Houses of Con- 
gress-—but if the Senate, by a majority, shall re- 


p 


i| ject my proposition, I shall assume that it is the 


sense of the Senate, as they have the power, and 
that it is proper for them, to direct the Committee 
| on Printing to enter into this contract; and, yield- 
ing as I do with great cheerfulness to the opinion 
of the majority in this body, I then shall propose 
that the two Houses of Congress give to Donelson 
& Armstrong the composition and press-work, 
That is a branch which pertains to their business. 
They are engaged-in printing. Let them have the 
composition and press-work, and I propose then 
that we shall furnish our own paper and do our 
own binding. And how shall we furnish our own 
‘paper and do oyr own binding? Not by author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to let it out to 
some favorite, or to purchase the paper of some 
favorite at an extravagant price; but procure it, as 
all other paper is procured, from the lowest bidder, 
and let out the binding to the lowest bidder. Well, 
then, I desire to inquire of the Senate whether 
this is not ail that Donelson & Armstrong, and 
all their friends, ought to ask? I propose that 


| we shall give them a large job, to wit, the execu- 


i ing said, as he proposes that we should say here, || 


j 


powers thie power of abating |! 
here is not an exact conformity | 
with the stipulations of the contract. Now 1i 
object to this in toto. 1 object to it not only as an 

indignity to the Secretary of the Ihterior, but also | 
on the ground that, if we take this’ business into | 
our hands at all; we should go through with the | 
work; and I am for seeing to. the execution of the 
work; Tam. for attending to the pecformance of 
our own contract; I am for investing the Commit- |! 


hands with large 


Now Tam not! 


stipu |! 
What | 
at guarantees we | 
e judgment, a! 
the committee, | 


| amendment, which I hope will mee 
ii probation of honorable 


tee on Printing with the power of deciding whether 
| ov not there is a conformity to the.terms of the con- | 
i tract. [ object, however, in toto to having this 

thing partly in the hands of the committee of the | 
two Houses of Congress, and partly in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Interior. I cannot, there- 
fore, agree to any such proposition as this, nor 
shall Lagree to it, because the honorable mover | 


j 


i 
i 
i 


i has seen fit to baptize it with the name of  com- ! 
! promise.” Itisno compromise at all. Itisrather ! 

an exaggeration of thé original proposition. Ihave | 
į to say to the Senate, however, that Iam a compro- | 
; mise man on all subjects; and I do no mean to ex- 
hibit myself here as an extremist. Should my 
amendment be rejected by, a majority of this body, 
I 
: shall be something better, and which shall be truly | 
an intermediate proposition. I have drawn up an | 
t with the ap- į 
Senators, constituting the | 
majority of this body, to put this business on a fair | 
and liberal footing—to give, in fact, to Donelson ! 
& Armstrong the privilege of executing this work 
but, at the same time, providing adequate securi 
ties for the public interest; to prevent, in other | 
words, a most enormous expenditure of the public | 


i 
i 
l 
i 
i 


resolution; and I ask the attention of the Senate to-| 
it, so that Senators may have an opportunity of į 
comparing the views which I express here, in, 
regard to an intermediate proposition, with the | 
amendment proposed by the honorable Senator | 


HI 


from North Carolina. “This is the amendment | 
propose: 


am prepared to submit a real compromise, which |/ 


: money, and the acquisition of enormous profits by `i 
ele $ i 
the gentlemen whose names are introduced in this i 


i 


tion of the composition and press-work; and I 
propose that we shall furnish our own paper; or, 
in other words, Lam unwilling that Donelson & 
Armstrong shall make a large profit on the paper. 
Why should we squander the public money b 
paying them a large profit on the paper? «But if 
we separate the composition and press-work from 
the supply of the paper, as.I propose. in this 
amendment to do, then ‘the Government will ob- 
tain the paper at wholesale prices, and there will 
be no loss to the Government under the head of 
paper. ; ke TA 

utif we make a contract in the manner pro- 
posed in the original resolution, and in the manner 
proposed by the honorable Senator frora North 
| Carolina in his amendment, that Donelson & 
Armstrong shall do the press-work and furnish the 
paper, I say they will make enormous, or at least 
very large profits. I do not say they will cheat 
the Government, but they will do as other men do 
who mean to be upright and honest. They will 
purchase the paper at a lower rate than iš contem- 
plated, undoubtedly, by the committee, and will 
| make a considerable percentage on the mere paper. 
: But have we any assurance that the paper will not 
be inferior to the standard? That has been our 
experience on that subject; and have we not rea- 
son to suppose that a profit will be made by the 
| inferiority of the paper? Sir, it is inevitable; it 
| ever has been, and it ever will be so. 

I propose, then, that Government shall furnish 
the paper, and that it shall execute the binding of 
this work, by letting it out to the lowest bidder; 
and to let out by contract the mere composition 
and press-work to Donelson & A®mstrong. Now, 
I have to say that ‘this is a real compromise, not 
like the handle of a jug, all on one side; it is an 
intermediate proposition, not a more extravagant 
proposition, as I insist that the amendment of the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina is, than 
| the original resolution. It is an intermediate prep- 
osition; and I must acknowledge, Mr. President, 
that I am anxious to introduce into the public ser- 
vice this rule of furnishing our own paper, 1 
| would furnish it for the Departments and for Con- 
| gress, and this would relieve us, in'a great degree, 
į from the difficulties and embarrassments in which 
we have been involved. i 

Now, I have no feelings on this subject what- 
ever. Ishall content myself with domg what I 


i 
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conceive to be my duty. The Senate having been 
pleased to assign me a situation on the Committee 
on Printing, I have been constrained to come before 
the Senate in relation to this subject. I regret to 
differ from other honorable members of this body, 
but I have expressed my hongst convictions in 
this regard. I believe my original amendment is 
right, and I humbly conceive it,ought to be adopt- 
ed by a majority of this honorable body. How- 
ever, if the judgment of the majority be other- 
wise, and if that amendment be rejected, then I 
will come before the Senate with this compromise 
proposition; and E believe there are moderate 
members enough in this honorable body who do 
not desire any arrangement to be made with Don- 


my proposed amendment to his, in the first place, 
because it will place the committee under great em- 
| barrassments in making the contract. Why? 
‘Because it does not specify the number of copies 
to be printed, I have been a shorter period of time 
n public life than the honorable Senator, although 


Het 
the passions of my nature, and used my brief ex- 
perience to a more profitable extent than the Sena- 


would understand that I meant to do one thing at 
atime. The first object with me, is to ascertain 
whether the plan which my amendment proposes, 
for the execution of this public printing, meets the 
approbation of the Senate. If it does not, why 


elson & Armstrong except what is a reasonable 
arrangement; who do not ‘desire to hand over to 
them an enormous amount of profits in this man- 
ner. I trust and believe there are honorable mem- 
bers enough to be found in this body who will 
yield their assent to the intermediate measure 
which I now propose. And I have to say further, 
that if it should assume the form which I have in- 
dicated, although I believe it is wrong in principle 
and bad in practice, yet I believe the result of it 
will’ be such that the people of the country will 
have no occasion of complaint. I believe there 
will be no very great amount of the public treasure 
squandered upon these gentlemen, who, I doubt 
not, are very deservedly and very properly the 
favorites of a majority of this honorable body. 

With these remarks, I yield the subject to the 
hands of the Senate, prepared to acquiesce in any 
result to which the Senate may come. : 

Mr. BADGER. [had not the slightest expect- 
ation that the amendment which I offered would, 
for a moment, cominand the assent ‘and meet the 
approbation of the Senator from Connecticut. I 
had no wild and visionary ideas that that Senator 
would be satisfied with anything which he did not | 
himself propose. I confess I did have some faint 
hope that he would have departed from his usual 
practice of lashing himself into a rage upon any 
exhibition in this body of an opinion different from 
that entertained by himself. The hope was faint; 
still it-existed. But, in that 1 have been’ unhap- 
pily disappointed. : 

‘The Senator concluded by a declaration that he 
has no feeling on this subject. How are we to 
judge whether he has or’ not? Areallthe external 
exhibitions of heat, and animation, and force, and 
insinuation, put on? Would the Senator have us 
understand that it was all acting, and that, while 
he seems to be in a towering passion at the ex- | 
pectation of some ruthless violence, some atrocious 
fraud, some deep and large plundering of the pub- 
lic Treasury, which are likely to be perpetrated on 
the country, he is all the time perfectly cool, and 
feels nothing of what he exhibits in manner and 
expresses in language? i f 

"Phe honorable Senator speaks of oppression and 
extortion, and yet he is perfectly cool. What is 
there in the character of Messrs. Donelson & | 
Armstrong that entitles him to talk about “oppres- | 
sion and extortion?” If the Senator means what 
he said, how is that consistent with his subse- 
quent declaration that he meant no impeachment 
upon their character, and that he supposed them 


good men? If the latter decla- | D his € 4 
i solutely compelled to give it to the lowest bidder? 


cumber it with a clause about the number of copies 
to be printed? If the Senate are not disposed to 
print on that plan at all, it is idle to talk about the 
number of copies. When we shall have ascer- 
‘tained that the Senate will adopt my proposed 
pan of printing, Í shall be prepared to relieve my | 
1onorable friend of the Committee'on Printing 

| from the dreadful embarrassments to which he sup- | 
poses the committee will be subjected. 

In the next place, the honorable Senator says 
he objects to my amendment, because it offers an | 
indignity to the Secretary of the Interior. He | 
very charitably supposes that perhaps 1 did not 
mean any indignity; that my heart was right, but | 
that I had not understanding to perceive that | was | 
offering an insult to that gentleman. I beg to as- 


I trust I have rather cooled down and restrained | 


tor from Connecticut; but I supposed that he} 


that the heads of the Departments acquire jurisdic- 
tion and control over the putting out of contracts 
for printing? Is that one of the Executiye pow- 
ers of the Government? Is it the notion of the 
honorable Senator, that it is vested in the head_.of 
the Department, and if we undertake. to. pass a 
law by which its destination is changed, we are > 
tiolating the constitutional rights of the Execu- 
tive? Surely, no man can suppose this. All the 
authority that the heads.of the Departments. have 
over this subject, is derived from acts of Congress. 
We conferred the power, such as it is, and we 
have a right to take it back in whole or in. part. 
We have a right ‘to provide, that all the. printing 
for the Departments shall be done under the di- 
rection of committees of our own. body.. The 
whole subject is one absolutely under the jurisdic- 
tion of Congress. Ido not mean that it would be 
decent or becoming for Congress todo so. Ido 
not mean that Í would agree to doit. But. per- 
mit me to say, that when the Senator uses the 
word *usurpation,”? he uses language, in relation 
to this subject, that has no meaning. : 

The honorable Senator seys that his amendment 
is the best that can be proposed.. No doubt he 
thinks so. Iam not quite prepared to say that of 
my amendment. But I think itis a pretty, good 
fone. I think it is a respectable amendment. -I 
think it might have been discussed in this Cham- 
ber without any exhibition of warmth. and, excite- 
ment. It relates to a business transaction, -I 


| 
} 
| 
i 


sure the Senator, that I not only’ consider myself 
incapable of offering an insult to anybody who 
comes before this Senate—not only to the Secre- 


f publie printing establishment, or bindery, or any- ! 
thing else—for I hope the principle by which [am | 
regulated is to treat men, m all classes of society, j 
with proper respect and decorum. fam not onl 
as incapable as the Senator of offering an insule] 
| and an afront to a gentleman whom | esteem, but | 
pI think myself as capable to distinguish when lan- | 
guage does import an affront, What is the affront | 
which the honorable Senator says I have ventured, | 
because I do not know the effect and purport of the 
language I have used in this amendment, to offer 
to the Secretary of the Interior? It is, that I pro- 
pose to'give to him an absolute control, without | 
appeal, upon the fidelity with which this work is 
to be executed; that I have such an entire confi- 
dence in him, such a reliance upon his fairness, 


7 


i 
pose so. f 
Let us trace this matter upon the point of indig- | 
nity a little. What does the honorable Senator | 
himself propose? What is the existing law with | 
regard to the departmental printing? Does it give | 
any discretion to the head of a Department? Is 
he not required to advertise for whatever printing | 


tary of the Interior, but to the carriers on of a i 


suppose we all have a right. to use our judgment 
about the best manner of doing the business. 
What is the Senator’s proposition? He says he 
hasanotheramendment. Aye, sir, reject his pres- 
ent amendment, and he has one that he says will 
be the very thing, upon the principle of compro- 
mise; and he says the people of the United States 
will not haveany reason to complain of it, although 
he admits it is wrong in principle and bad in prac- 
tice. That is a curious way of commending a 
matter of compromise to the consideration of the 
Senate. The people of the United States will have 
“no right to complain of an amendment, which he 
himself admits to be wrong in principle and bad in 
practice! Tf they cannot complain of that, J pray 
you, str, of what can they complain? Permit me 
io say farther, that when the Senator commends 
an amendment to the consideration of this body, 
admitting that it is wrong in principle and bad m 
practice, and yet says the people of the United 
States, whose money is to be used in carrying out 
and executing its purpose, have no right to com- 
plain, he estops himself from_offering any com- 
plaint against amendments offered by any other 
Senator. If I thought the amendment which F 
have had the honor to propose was wrong in prin- 
| ciple, or would prove bad in practice, I would 
certainly instantly withdraw it, But I believe 
neither. 

What does the Senator propose? Why, says 
he, we will give Donelson & Armstrong the print- 
ing and press-work; we will make a bargain, and 
trust them to do that; but upon what pretense do 
you give them the binding? - He says they are not 
binders. He says, also, they are not practical 
printers; so that if the fact that they are not binders 
furnishes a sufficient reason why they should not 


and supplies he needs in his office? Is he not ab- 


to be worthy and e Jatt ; 
can he justify himself in 


ration be sincere, how [ 1s 
accusing men, whom he admits to be upright, of | 


intended oppression and extortion ? 
But further: the honorable Senator 
stimulated to almost a fury against myself; and 
having, the other day, very strongly intirf@&ted 
that the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Brieur,] 


seems to be | 


l able to tell that $650 is less than $675. 


i The only trast reposed in him is, that he will be} 
My amend- 
i ment, proposes not to put him in that degrading 
position. I say that it is a degrading position, 
and I would willingly, if 1 could, abolish the whole 
system. But the amendment propose that the 
committee of Congress shall make this contract; 


1 
i 
i 
i 
i 
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who introduced the original resolution, had s®me 
gecret purpose to be engaged in plundering the 
"Treasury, he now intimates that I am disposed to | 
go even further than that honorable and absent: 
Senator. Mr. President, I am, myself, generally | 
in the habit of supposing that I am operated upon | 
by honest motives in what I do. What I propose 
favow. And feeling conscious of such a princi 
ole and motive of action in myself, I am not or 
diteny in the habit of supposing that those who 
differ from me must therefore necessarily be in- 
fluenced by bad motives, or must act 
honest and insidious pur 
having made these remarks, let me ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate for a moment to see what it is 
that has stirred up this ‘tempest in a tea-pot,’? on 
this occasion. 

The honora 


ble Senator says that he objects to 


through dis- | 
poses and ends. After | 


and when the contract is made, we trust to the in- 
telligence, fairness, and fidelity of the Secretary 
of the Interior to see that it is faithfully executed. | 
Where is the inconsistency of this? The honor- | 
able Senator says, that if this he Congressional 
g, we are violating our contract with the 

have stipulated to do the work for 
{ admit it is not: 


| 
i 


i 


try to un 


il 
l contract s d. Can I 
inform me by what part ọf the Constitution ìt is, 


hould be made and executed. 
i 


Can he; 


have the binding, the fact that they are not prac- 
tical printers ought to prevent them having the 
printing. But my friend does not aver that., He 
says that if they get the binding, they will give it 
out and exercise oppression and extortion upon 
mechanics—practical binders. J have already re- 
marked, as far as I thought necessary, upon the 
use of language of that kind in this Chamber when 
applied to persons convicted of no infamous crime, 
and who are, therefore, entitled to be considered 
as decently honest, “indifferently honest,” as old 
Jack Falstaff used to say. But the honorable 
Senator ought to have furnished himself with the 
facts in the case, before he passed such a decided 
and dogmatic judgment. I supposeheis not aware 
that Donelson & Armstrong have one of the most 
extensive binderies in the United States, and one 
of the most accomplished practical binders in the 
United States. They are, therefore, as much pre- 
pared to do the bindmgas the printing. They do 
not mean to do either with their own hands; but 
they have employees under their control competent 
i to do both. 

Then there is a difficulty w 
paper. The Senator says, upon this plan, 
certain, it is inevitable that the Governmen 


ith regard to the 
it 1s 
t will 
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be cheated in the quality of the paper; but upon 
“his plan the Government will be sure not-to be 
cheated. Let us see. Suppose these men have 
made a contract; they have furnished a sample of 
the paper. I should be glad to be informed how 
it necessarily follows that they must cheat the 
Secretary of the Interior, and that he cannot de- 
termine whether the paper corresponds with the 
sample. He is to. decide if the paper corresponds 
with the sample. He has entire jurisdiction over 
- the subject. We must order paper to be obtained 
somewhere. Somebody or other, some human 
-being—we . cannot invoke superhuman. assist- 
ance on this sulject—must:be called upon to de- 
termine whether the paper furnished corresponds 
with the sample, Who. isto do it? Shall it be 
- done by the Committee on Printing? I have the 
highest respect for every. member of that commit- 
tee; but I cannot attribute infallibility to them. If 
it is: possible, if it is probable, or if it is certain, 
that:the Secretary of the Interior will be imposed 
upon, Í think it is not unreasonable or extravagant 
to suppose that even that committee might be 
made the subject of imposition. . 

Mr, President, I have no feeling about this mat- 
ter, I felt nothing about it until I found myself 
arraigned here by the Senator from Connecticut, 
merely because I thought proper to differ from 
him as to the mode in which this contract ought 
to be made. I have said before to the Senate that 
I was influenced by two considerations on this 
subject. One was a desire that this work should 
not be put out to the lowest bidder. Why? Be- 
cause we have had ample experience in this Cham- 
ber that nothing that is put out to the lowest bid- 
der is well executed. However unimportant—if 
gentlemen think it unimportant—it may be, that 
the ordinary documents here should be printed on 
bad paper, with bad type, and when printed on 
this paper and type, villainously bound, I do 
think if Congress is going to make a large outlay 
necessary to publish the results of the late census, 
it concerns the honor of the nation that such a 
document should be printed on the best material, 
in the best manner, and bound most effectually for 
preservation, This will not be like our ordinary 

ocuments, which are kept at home and seen only 
by our own people, most of them exciting but 
temporary interest, and soon passing into oblivion, 
But these census returns, when printed,.are des- 
tined to go over the whole earth, I, for one, as 
an American citizen and an American Senator, am 
not willing, occupying the position we do in the 
world, that we should stand degraded by a miser- 
able presentation of a low, poor, ineffectual, and 
discreditable execution of this work. 

One word as to what my amendment proposes, 
The Committee on Printing are to contract with 
Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong for printing and 
binding the census returns on such terms ag the 
committee may think reasonable and proper. I 
suppose my friend from Connecticut cannot object. 
to that. He would not have the contract madeon 
terms unreasonable and improper. We have con- 
fidence in the intelligence and integrity of the mem- 
bers of the committee. We feel sure that they 
will be able and willing to make a contract upon 
reasonable and proper terms. We are—at least 
1 am—willing to confide that Jurisdiction to them. 
I ey said to the Senate, that I should have 
felt myself. bound to vote for relieving the com- 
mittee from this duty, if the honorable chairman 
had persisted in his objection. That was on a 
ground personal to the Senator. But when the 
committee are willing to undertake it, lam willing 
to trust them. What is the difficulty about their 
making a fair and reasonable contract in relation 
to one part of this work as well as another? If 
they can make a fair and reasonable contract for 
the printing and press-work, why can they not 
for the paper? F do not understand that there is 
any particular mystery about making a contract 

or paper. . If the size and quality of the paper is 
stipulated for, and a sample is furnished, why can- 
not the committee make a reasonable and proper 
contract for it as well as for press-work? I do not 
know any reason why they cannot. They can 
a what are the wholesale prices for „paper 
vell as the price for press-work, So with re- 
gard to the binding. There is, therefore, no more 
necessary reason why the Government should 
suffer injustice in a contract to be made by this 
committee, than there is in any other contract to 
be made by any other committee, or by any ofi- 


-and individually, may make a bad bargain. 


friend from 


cer of the Government. True, sir, every one may i 


make a bad bargain. True, sir, all of ‘us united 
together, wise, as we all know weare, eolicetirely 

e 
Committee on Printing may be overreached. The 
Secretary of the Interior may be overreached. So 
may every human being. But I feel a very strong 
confidence that while. my friend from Connecticut 


| is on that committee, there will be no great amount 


of overreaching practiced on the Government; and 
if I wanted any reason to make me additionally 
confident in the trust reposed in the committee, 
the very fact that he has been designated a mem- 
ber of it, would furnish it. ; 

- Sir, exercising what I consider an unquestiona- 
ble jurisdiction of legislative power over this sub- 
ject; invading no Executive right; offering affronts 
and insults to no one; I propose to amend this 
resolution so as to leave the Committee on Print- 
idg to enter into this contract. For the reasons 
which I have stated, I think they can and will 
make a fair, just, and reasonable bargain. The 
honorable Senator from Connecticut seems to 
think that large profits will be made out of the 
Government. Ele said he would not say exorbi- 
tant profits. Well, this is a large work; and, for 
my own part, I am willing to pay a large and lib- 
eral compensation to any body of contractors, or 
any individual contractor, who will give it to us so 
executed as to be a credit to the country and worthy 
of preservation. I have no desire whatever that 
persons who do work of this kind for the Govern- 
ment should be otherwise than well paid. I be- 
lieve there is no more striking exhibition of “< penny 
wise, pound folly,” than in the attempt to obtain 
from others work, or property, or service, for less 
than a fair and full remuneration. I should be 
extremely sorry if my friend from the Committee 
on Printing would be disposed—I do not believe 
he would—to make a hard and exacting bargain. 
On the contrary, I do him the full credit to believe, 
that while he wants to do the Government all jes- 
tice, he would be the last man on the committee 
who would be willing to do injustice to individ- 
uals. 

Now, supposing the contract well made, my 

Connecticut is exceedingly disturbed 
because my amendment proposes to supersede the 


necessity of those precise, accurate, and cautious 
provisions which the committee mightthink proper 
to put in the contract for its effectual execution. I 
have no doubt in the world that the committee will 


do their best; I have no doubt that their best will 
be good. But inasmnch as I think the committee 
could devise no better plan than the one proposed 
in the amendment which I have submitted, 1 see 
no reason why we should leave to the committee 
that which we can better do ourselves. And Iam 
very certain of one thing—that my honorable 
friend, the chairman of the committee, will be ex- 
tremely glad to be relieved from that responsibility, 
as he would from any other responsibility not 
fairly and necessarily imposed upon him in con- 
nection with this business. What is the proposal? 
To leave to the Secretary of the Interior the super- 
vision of the execution of the work. There is, 
surely, no impropriety in that. This is a docu- 
ment compiled under his superintendence. Itcame 
from his Department, and its supervision naturally 
falls to his Department. In that he will be aided 
by the head of the Census Bureau, who is familiar 
with the whole work, and who has the strongest 
possible interest in its faithful, correct, and per- 
fectly accurate execution. 

Now, what is proposed better than this? The 
honorable Senator says that I propose first to let the 
committee make the contract, and then not to allow 
them to complete the business. The reason for that 
is very obvious. The Committee on Printing can 


| easily make a contract, and when the contract is 
| settled there is no necessity for their further inter- 


position. If this work is to be executed it will 
be going on for months, It will be in process of 
execution during the recess of Congress. The 


supervision must be vigilant and incessant. You 
must, therefore, have somebody to execute it who 
is required to be here, who is always ready to 
apply himself to the exercise of such functions. 
This the committee cannot do. If the printing is 
to go on during the session, would the honorable 
Senator propose that the members of the Joint 
Committee on Printing should give up their time 
to the daily supervision of the mode of the execu- 
‘Hon of the contract. If the printing is to go on 


„tract for the materials, an 


during the recess of Congress, would the Senator 
propose that the members of the Joint Committee 
should sit here, each drawing his per diem, for the 
purpose of supervising the execution of this print- 
ing? p 
qf think that if this matter is properly considered, 
Senators will come to the-conclusion, that if my 
amendment is nòt the best in the world, it isa fair 
and reasonable one. If there were any errors and 
mistakes in it, I think my friend from Connecticut 
might have pointed them out in good temper, and 
not have treated me as if I was coming forward to 
aid and abet the honorable Senator from Indiana 
in making a foray into the Treasury of the United 
States. Í cai assure my friend that I have no 
such purpose in view. F want this work to be ex- 
ecuted. I want it taken out of the lowest-bidder 
system. I wish it to be well done, and done ina 
way in which it shall be honorable to the Govern- 
ment. I want the man who executes it to be well 
paid for it; acting upon the same rule here in re- 
gard to the public business that I trust 1 do in 
regard to my private transactions. To insure the , 
faithful execution of the work, I am willing to 
trust to the extremely honorable gentleman who is 
at the head of the Department of the Interior. . 

Mr. CASS. I desire to say afew wordson this 
subject, and they shall be but a very few. The 
necessity of public printing is felt by all. The 
question before the Senate is, as to the mode. Shall 
we effect it by a contract previously entered into, 
and wait its execution, or shall we take the means 
of. effecting it ourselves, under the supervision of 
the proper committee? Now, why not give an 
open contract, as it is called? For very sufficient 
reasons, founded on experience. In the first place, 
you have no security in such a case as to the time, 
as I observed on another occasion, and the decen- 
nial period may again come round before you get 
your census printed. You will not get the Presi- 
dent’s message, probably, until the end of the ses- 
sion. We expend thousands and thousands of 
dollars for printing the documents, whose interest 
depends on their immediate use for the American 
people, and the subject of them sometimes passes 
into oblivion before the documents appear. Now 
will we pursue such a system in regard to such an 
important work as this? . H 

gain: all experience shows that you cannot 
depend upon the execution of the contracts made 
with the lowest bidders. Propositions are made 
exceedingly low—lower than parties can afford to 
do them; and then they must do one of two things 
—abandon the contract, or do the work in an im- 
proper manner, and with improper materials. If 
the contracts are abandoned, an Congress is not 
in session, the work goes over to another session. 
So it may be through the whole period. On the 
other hand, and as the Senator from North Caro- 
lina correctly observed, this is one of that clase of 
documents which requires to be well done. If a 
contractor enters into an improvident contract, hig 
only other resource besides that which I have men- 
tioned, is to do the work badly, as a great deal of 
our printing is done. I am sure every Senator must 
be ashamed of “the mode in which a great deal of 
our printing is executed. I presume there is no 
gentleman here who would have work for his own 
private use done in the manner in which much of 
our work is done here. 

Then for these three very sufficient reasons, that 
we may not have the work done at all—that we may 
have it delayed, or badly done, it is proposed that 
thegpmmittee should enter intoa contract with some 
person or other, on reasonable and proper terms, to 
exgpute this work within a proper time. Is this 
anything very extraordinary under this Govern- 
ment? Is it one of those extraordinary proposi- 
tions that occasioned a revolution in the mind of 
every honest man, such as it a ppears to have oc- 
casioned in the mind of the hoterable Senator 
from Connecticut, and on which he has spent so 
much virtuous indignation ? Certainly not. You 
do the same thing every day. If you pass an ap- 
propriation of one hundred thousand dollars for a 
particular building, you leave it to the executive 
officer to expend it as he pleases, to make a con- 

then have it put up by 
day’s labor, or contract for both materials and 
labor. He may expend it just in that way which 
he thinks the interests of the country require, 
This is done very frequently. Our Statute-bookg 
are filled with just such cases. The same princi- 


-ple is adopted in the Army—in the Navy—in 
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every department of Government. It isa discretion 
you necessarily intrast sometimes to one officer 
and sometimes to another. f 

May weask, why do we not leave this to the 
discretion of the executive officers? For the very 
best of all reasons, because there is danger of the 
work being not done at all, or badly done; and it 
is a question whether three members of the Senate 
and three members of the House of Representa- 
tives, constituting the Joint Committee on Printing, 
are not as competent to execute this duty as any 
executive officer of the Government, be he high or 
low. Will any man say they have not integrity 
enough to execute it faithfully and justly, as much 
as any officer of the Government out of the walls of 
this Chamber? No one would advance such a 

reposterous idea. “ No man, with any respect for 
his own feelings or the feeliigs of his colleagues, 
would say that such is the case. I take it that 
in the formation of this contract the duty is safely 
lodged in these three members of the Senate and 
three members of the House of Representatives, 
particularly when they have so able and so willing 
a man as the Senator from Connecticut to watch 
their proceedings; and I am confident that no officer 
of the Government, from the President down to 
the lowest officer, (if you can apply the term ‘low?’ 
to any officer of the Government, ) is more able to 
do this work. 

Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong are designated 
in the resolution. Why? Every one knows that 
they are ready to go on with the work. They 
have got the materials—they have got the presses. 
Therefore they are designated. What is required ? 
Simply, that a proper and just contract should be 
made with them by six members of Congress 
responsible to their respective Houses, and respon- 
sible to the country for their action. All I have 
to say is, that if any member of this Senate will 
rise up and say that this power is not safely lodged 
in the hands of six such men, he has a much 
lower opinion of a member of Congress and of his 
integrity than I have. 

A word now with respect to another point which 
was very well met by the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina. It is that this power of super- 
vision given to the Secretary of the Interior is all 
right—is just precisely as it should be. I under- 
stand that the "gentlemen who are named in the 
resolution as contractors are perienily willing that 
there should be this supervision. a are per- 
fectly willing that they should be checked by a 
high officer of the Government. It is preposterous 
to talk about insulting an officer of the Govern- 
ment by requiring him to do this duty. If he 
should feel insulted by having such a duty im- 
posed on him by Congress, he has one clear 
remedy, that is, to quit his office. But 1 know 
very well the Secretary of the Interior is a man of 
high character and a faithful officer, and he would 
be guilty of no such folly. He would execute 
our law requiring him to superintend the expendi- 
ture of one or two hundred thousand dollars, and 
he would not consider it an insult to see that the 
work was properly done. Now how could the 
Committee of Congress execute this duty of super- 

. vision? How would they have the time to devote 
to it? It was very well said by the Senator from | 
Nerth Carolina, they cannot go every day and 
see how the contractor is getting along. | take 
it that any contractor for such a work as this, 
intending to execute the contract, would, from 
day to day, and as the work went on, submit it 
to the supervisory power. He would not wait 
until one haif or three quarters of the work was 
done, for fear it might be rejected; but he would 
from day to day, and from time to time, as should 
be necessary, exhibit his work and ascertain the 
opinion of the supervisory officer upon it, and act 
accordingly. The committee cannot do that, es- 

pecially as the work will not be finished, I pre- į 
sume, until after the close of the session of Con- 

gress. Are the committee to be kept here during 
the recess to attend to it, or will you commit it to 

a proper and responsible officer of the Government 

in whose department this work originates? I in- 
tended to say something more on the subject; but 

{have already consumed time enough, 1 will say 

that in reviewing the whole matter, I can see no 
reasonable o}yjection—no sacrifice of public interests 

—no risk of duty that will be committed, by al- 

lowing a committee of this body to make this con- 
tract, for I suppose the committee will make a just 
and proper one on their own responsibility, Ik 


will be as safe in their hands as in the hands of 
any officer of the Government. 

Mr. BORLAND. Iam sorry to be compelled 
to trouble the Senate with any remarks on this 
subject, as { consumed a great deal of time when 
it was under consideration before. It is in every 
way distasteful to me, and I approach it with great 
reluctance, on many accounts. I think the views 
which I suggested at the close of the debate on 
this resolution when last discussed, some three 
weeks ago, apply to the subject as it is again pre- 
sented to us. he proposition is, to do what we 
are still unprepared to do. It is a proposition to 
print a work which is not before us, and the char- 
acter and extent of which we neither know nor 
understand. Now, can any Senator upon this 
floor tell me what it is proposed to print? What 
is the extent or character of the work? What 
number of pages, or what number of volumes will 
it make? Does any Senator know anything about 
it? If so, I should be glad to hear. For the last 
three weeks, since the question was postponed, I 
have examined it as closely and as thoroughly as 
I was able to do. 1 have investigated it in a spirit 
of candor, and with a sincere desire to learn enough 
of it to guide my judgment for this occasion; but 
I have been utterly unable to ascertain what, or 
how much, is proposed by the resolution to be 
printed. And I venture now to say, that if any 
Senator will rise and state his opinions as to the 
extent of the work, or what part of it shall be 
printed, there will be no two Senators here to 
agree with him. 

If, in its present form, and with the obstacles 
I have stated in the way of its practical execution, 
this resolution be adopted, we shall place our- 
selves in a position which I cannot better express 
my opinion of, than by an anecdote, which, if the 
Senate will pardon me, I will relate: In past times, 
it is told, there existed, somewhere in my good old 
native State, Virginia, a convivial club, composed 
of some dozen or more of gentlemen, who were 
fond of wine and good living, and once a week, or 
oftener, met each other around the social board, 
the wine, perhaps, predominating at the entertain- 
ment. During the time of this association, the 
country was afflicted by a severe and protracted 
drought. No rain had fallen for many weeks. 
Great apprehension begun to be felt for the fate of 
the growing crops, and the general welfare of the 
community. At this time, a meeting of the club 
was held, and one of the members proposed, as a 
means of propitiating the overruling providence, 
that the club should so far moderate their indul- 
gences as to abstain from drinking until it should 
rain; anda formal resolution to that effect was 
adopted. But the drought continued, Several 
weeks rolled by, and several meetings of the club 
were held. The thirst of the earth was great, but 
not greater than that of the club. A fourth or a 
fifth meeting was held, and yet the skies gave no 
signs of relenting. At last, an old and influential 
member rose and gravely declared that his drought 
had become intolerable; and that as relief was m- 
dispensable to him, as he supposed it was to his 
associates, he would propose an expedient, by 
which it might be afforded to all; and he put it in 
this form: “ Resolved, That it rains.” This was 
adopted by acclamation, and the club returned 
joyously to their potations. i 3 ; 

The adoption of this resolution will, I think, 
place the Senate somewhat in the position of this 
convivial club. It will be resolving, or at least 
assuming, that a state of things exists which, in 
fact, does not exist. It will be assuming that a 
certain amount and kind of information 1s before 
us which, in fact, is not here. It will be assum- 
ing, and legislating upon the assumption, that a 
provision of the census law has been complied 
with by an Executive Department of the Govern- 
ment, and certain matters therein required to be 
laid before us as the indispensable basis of our 
action are actually before us, when no one will or 
can say that such is the fact—when, indeed, it ìs 
not the fact. For one, I am unwilling to place 
myself in that position. Itis true, we have had 
brought before us a plan and arrangement of the 
census returns for the State of Maryland, as a 
specimen of the whole work. Here is the book. 
Have Senators examined it? Is this a specimen 
of the work which the Senate is willing shail be 
|| printed for each State? Will any Senator open 
this book, look at it, and say he is willing to print 
| a similar work for each of the States? If he is, he 


differs very widely from me. I ‘find in it matter 
which is altogether unfit -for publication. There 
is much matter here which was not contemplated, 
intended, nor provided for by the law; such as the 
Superintendent of the Census had no authority. to 
incorporate in the census returns, or present here 
in a plan of publication. He has exceeded his 
authority, and put in a large amount of matter 
which the law did not authorize nor provide: for. 
Here we have a history of Maryland.. Did the 
law provide for that? In the provision it made 
for employing a clerk to superintend the taking 
of the census, did it contemplate the establishment 
of an historical bureau and the appointment of a 
historiographer of the United States? And even 
supposing such had been the contemplation or 
provision of the law, has there been sufficient time 
to compile such a history as we would be justified 
in publishing? or, I would ask, and that, too, with- 
out disrespect or disparagement to the particular 
individual, has he the requisite qualifications to 
write a history of all, or of any, of the States of 
this Union? ere we have a general historical 
account of Maryland, occupying ten pages—and 
then a particular history of each county, making 
eight pages more—eightcen pages together, out of 
ninety-sic, or nearly one fifth of the whole. book ! 
Now, where is. the basis of such a history? 
Whence were the materials drawn, and. by whom 
collected? Who will vouch for their accuracy? 
And yet, if we publish them, as proposed, in an 
official form, and send them out under our sanc- 
tion and authority, we make ourselves responsible 
before the world for everything this young gentle- 
man, who is called the Superintendent of Census, 
may have thought proper to write or compile 
without authority of law. I, for one, am unwill- 
ing to indorse such a history as this, which, in 
my opinion, without disparaging the intelligence 
or impugning the motives of its author, I cannot 
believe he was qualified to write or compile. 

1 wish now to call the attention of Senators to 
another portion of this book; and it is one upon 
which 1 claim to speak with some freedom. Ire- 
fer to what is headed ‘ Medical Statistics.’? Of 
this, there are some twenty-five pages in this book 
of ninety-six pages. True, in the census bill di- 
rection was given to ascertain the deaths, and the 
causes of the deaths of individuals throughout the 
United States, for the year preceding the Ist of 
June, 1850. But did any one suppose at that 
time—did any one understand, that it was to em- 
brace a compilation of medical statistics by the 
deputy marshals, and a treatise on the. subject 
receding the statistics by a young gentleman who 
is not known as a medical man, and who, so far 
as I know, makes no pretension to be one? Did 
any one suspect that such a production as this 
was to be brought here? Here we have a treatise 
on the nicest questions in medical science, which 
have been mooted for ages by the profession; 
here, also, tabular statements of disease, and dog- 
matical discriminations between fevers, laid off in 
rule and figure work, with the precision of a de- 
monstration in mathematics! ere, sir, we find 
catarrhal, inflammatory, bilious, and congestive 
fevers, regularly separated and arranged; and even 
that nicest, and often most difficult, of all distinc- 
tions, (F mean the distinction between typhus and 
typhoid fever,) drawn with a boldness and a dog- 
matism from which the ablest and most experi- 
enced of our medical men would shrink. And all 
this by a young gentleman who, it is to be pre- 


sumed, cannot have the peculiar qualifications in- 


| dispensable to the performance of such a work, 


but selected altogether, it is understood, for his 
present position in view of his general intelligence, 
and some aptitude in statistical studies. 

But suppose, for the argument, that the law did 
require him to collect all this mass of medical sta- 
tistics, and even to write the preliminary treatise 
with which he has favored us, is there any obli- 
gation upon us to print and publish it? I appre- 
hend not. It is wholly within our discretion to 
| exclude from the publication, or to retain, any 
| portion of the matter presented tous. If, in our 
| opinion, any portion be valueless, (as I suppose 
| every one will admit this to be,)it is not only our 
| right, but our duty to exclude and reject it. Pend- 
ing the census bill, and while the schedules were 
| under discussion here, I moved to strike out this 
| one about diseases, and gave as a reason, that the 
| persons who would take the census, were Income 


| petent to obtain or give reliable information on 


~ pages--made up of ‘* medical statistics,” and: a pre- 


: Senate, and no one deserving the name of physi- 


_ any. purpose whatever... Surely,sir, no-obligation 
Fests upon us: to 


„geology, and twenty-five: pages of medicine, in a 
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of .the whole.book—twenty-five out'of niiety-six 


liminary. discourse upon them, which, I venture | 
to say that no inteligent man in or out-of the 


cian anywhere, would rely upon. as authority for 


print and--publish anything like 

that. Every consideration of: propriety, it seems | 

to me, forbids it. : 
Here, sir, we have, eighteen 


pages of history and 
book.of ninety-six pages—nenrly:one half! —[-will 


acter.of ithe work. -Nordo I undertake to assert || 
positively, that-it-is inaecurate in either history or 

lts medicine.. But Ido say, that we have-no-such | 
evidence of ity. accuracy, or its value, as tof 
us- in printing ‘it at great expense, and sending it 
out to the world as an authoritative basis of im- 


ustify 
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portant calculations vitally affecting the interest of 
our- consutuenis. 

Here, then, comes up -the question, what por- 
tion of this work shall be printed? Is the Senate 
prepared to answer this question now? Or is it 
intended that the Printing Committee shall answer 
it, by deciding what shall or what shall not be 
printed? As I said, when this resolution was 
under-consideration before, I do not think thecom- 
Mmittee qualified to make the. contract as at first 

i Then farless qualified are they for this 
additional and complicated duty of deciding upon | 
the character, of every part 

I have submitted ‘these. remar 
the position.with which Iset out, that we have not i 
before us facts enough to judge of the character of 
the whole work it is proposed to print, or todeter- | 
mine how much of it ought to be printed. With 
my present impressions, if called upon to say what 
part of this book should be printed, I would at | 
once throw away nearly one half of it, and then 
consider how much of the remainder was worth 
preserving. Would the Senate agree with me in i 
that? Some Senators would, { am very sure; but | 
there are others, a majority, probably, who would 
‘hot. How, then, is itto be settled ? If not settled ! 
by the Senate in advance, and the resolution | 
should go to the committee,.wauld we be author- |i 
ized to make the selection of the parts for publi- ||. 
cation, and’ exclude the rest? Or would we be | 
expected to print the whole—history, geology, 
medicine, and all, in a lump, as it conmes:from the 
Census Oflice? 

L will here remind the Senate of the circum- 
stances attending the preparation and passage of 
the census bill. ‘Those circumstances show that 
Congress intended and determined that taking the | 
Seventh Census should be no hasty or uncon- 
sidered work; but that every step in its progress, | 
from beginning to end, should be so carefully taken | 
as to secure accuracy, and give value to the work. į 
Accordingly, the first step taken was the appoint- | 
ment of a Census Board, composed of the high | 
Executive officers of the G 
and submit a plan. Next, the Senate ap 
select committee of the 


ks, in support of 


pointed a | 
most experienced members | 
of this body, to consider and report. Then the | 
Joint labors of this Board and this committee, were | 
submitted to the Senate, and here, as you well | 
know, underwent a protracted, careful, and thor- | 
ough discussion and revision. Having, after ma- | 
terial modifications passed, here, it went through the | 
ordeal of the other House. The law, as it stands i 
upon the statute-book, is the result of all that labor, | 
‘That law directs when and how the census shall ` 
be taken, and the subjects to be embraced in it, |; 
leaving nothing in that respect to the discretion of i| 
secretaries, clerks, or superintendents. And it di- i 
rects also, that, when the work of collecting the pre- i 
seribed information should have been completed, |; 
then the officer in charge should arrange and sub- | 
mit it, with a plan for publication, to this session | 
of Congress. And for what purpose was this || 
provision for its presentation to us here, made in || 
the law? Coupled with the other provision, that | 
its printing should be left to our direction, shows ! 
clearly ehough that it wag thus reserved for our | 
revision, for the purpose of insuring its accuracy, || 
as far as such a work would be made accurate, by i 
repeated and careful examination, not only by i 
Executive officers, but by Congress itself, Now, į 


of the work. i 


overnment, to prepare if 


‘Was'a very unnecessary and senseless procedure, 


or it is now proposed, by hurrying the adoption 
of this‘resolution, is an exceedingly imprudent and 


| improvident thing. 


`The honorable Senator from Connecticut {Mr. 
Saurx] raised a question, and was responded to by 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina, (Mr. 
‘Badcer,]‘upon which I must say a word, as it 
‘involves the action of the Printing ommittee, ` It 
is; whether this is ‘Congressional or departmental 
printing. ~The’ Senator from Connecticut says it 
1s' departmental printing, while the Senator from 


“North Carolina’ says itis Congressional printing. 


Mr. BADGER. “I say ‘that it is Congressional 
printing, for Congress to do what it pleases with 
it; but thatit-does-not come under the contract 
for Congressional printing. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will state the opinion and 
action of the Printing Committee on that point. 
When this resolution was originally introduced 
and sent-to ‘the committee, the contractor for the 


printing for this Congress sent in a communication 


claiming the census printing under his contract. 
Upon the question thus presented, the committee 
decided, if not unanimously, very nearly so, that 
it was not such printing as the public printer could 
claim under 
cient reason that it was ex 
census bill for the future 
and the contract had been subsequently made un- 
der the general law, in view of the existence of 
that express reservation in a special law. It was 
not, therefore, such printing, though certainly 
Congressional ‘printing, as the contractor could 
élaim; and for a similar reason, it certainly is not 
departmental printing. To dispose of it now, 
therefore, as Congress may determine, is but car- 
rying out the law of 1850, and is neither trench- 
ing upon the rights of the public printer, nor 
usurping power which belongs to any one of the 
Departments. 

I will, in conclusion, briefl 
tions F urged against thi 
first before the Senate. 
think, that it imposes du 
on Printing which were not contemplated by the 
Senate when the committee was originally organ- 
ized—duties for which they are not qualified, and 
which they cannot fairly or properly be called 
upon to perform. ‘These objections, it seems te 
me, are valid ones, and ought to be conélusive 
against the adoption of the resolution: But, sir, 
as it seems to be the determination of this body to 
adopt the substance of the resolution in some form, 
and to impose those duties upon the committee, 
however repugnant to us ‘they may be, I sup- 
pose submission to the Senate’s decree will be- 
come our duty—to be performed as best we may. 
And as this must be so, 1 submit still further to 
the Senate if, when we are required to begin the 
work, we ought not, in common fairness, to be 
allowed to finish it? Iam opposed to having any 
portion of this work imposed upon me; but if I 
am to be compelled to do it in part, I insist upon 
doing the whole of it. If I have to make the con- 
tract, I claim the privilege of seeing it properly 
executed. If Lam to beheld responsible, as surely 
I will, and ought to be, for the character of the 
contract, I ask nothing but what is fair when I 
insist that I shall be allowed to protect myself in 
that responsibility, throughout the work, by see- 
ing that it is properly done, as I contracted for it 
to be done, and am best qualified to judge when it 
is done. I say none of this in disrespect to the 
Secretary of the Interior; for I have no doubt he 
would have any work intrusted to him, well and 
faithfully done; but I say it in simple justice to 
myself and the committee, 

The proposed amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Sutra] is to separate the con- 
tract for the printing from the purchase of the 
paper. I do not obj 
to be accomplished; but I think it unnecessary as 
part ofthe resolution. If the committee be given 
authority to contract for the work of having the 
census printed, it will be entirely competent for 
them under that authority to make a separate con- 
tract for the paper. I am opposed to hamperivg 
the committee with partial instructions, If they 
are to be instructed, in part, as to how the con- 
tract shall be made, I ask that they shall be in- 
structed in every particular. If: 
work of them at all, let their discretion be com- 


pressly reserved by the 
direction of Congress, 


y allude to the objec- 
s resdlution, when it was 
I thought then, and still 
ties upon the Committee 


sir, gll this precaution, deemed wise at the time, | 


mensurate with their responsibility. 


his contract, for the single but suffi- i 


i 


ect to the object thus sought | 


|! which 


| lowed 


you require this |! 


} 
i 
i 


ii simple 


"There is but one more suggestion I have to, 
make, and I ani done. And, in making it, I reit- 
i erate my opposition to the whole proceeding, but 
| proceed upon thë supposition, now become cer- 
| tainty, that this resolution will be adopted in some 
i form. It is the only proposition I expect to offer 
in the way of amendment. - J wwill-read it now for 
the information of the Senate, and will offer it ata 
| proper time as an amendment to the. resolution. 
Tt is this: f : 

Provided, That the contract herein required to be made 
shall be submitted to, and shall receive the ratification of 
| Congress, before it shall be binding upon the parties, 
The reason for this, I think, will be obvious,.as ` 
| I feel sureitis asound one. It is, that those mem- 
bers of the Senate who seermso much disposed to 
impose this duty upon a eommittee may, when 
! the duty shall have been performed, have the priv- 
ilege of sharing its responsibility with those who 
i will have done the labor. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Before this part of the census 
which has now been laid upon our tables was sub- 
| mitted to us for our inspection, I deemed it prema- 
| ture for the Senate to take any definite action on the 
i resolution now before us. "We have had laid on 
| our desks that portion of the census which com- 
prises the State of Maryland; and with that before 
j us, I think we are as well ‘prepared to act, and to 
|, act definitely in relation to the whole matter, as we 
| can be at any subsequent time. . , 
| Ithink there has been another question mingled 
with this resolution which does not properly be- 
ilong to it. When it shall come properly before 
| the Senate, I shall concur, as I do most cheerfully 
lin nearly every word which has fallen from „the 
| lips of the chairman of the Committee on Printing. 
| What shall be printed is not now the question. The 
question for us now to determine is: Who 
i shall do it? When that question shall have been 
| settled, T shall concur in nearly all the suggestions 
| that have been made by the chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Printing. hen the measures shall 
| have been matured—when the Senate shall have 
| determined in what manner the work shall be done, 
i [shall offer certain instructions directory to the 
Committee on Printing, in relation to their duties, 
| their powers, and in relation to what shall or shall 
inot be printed. MA 

In my jodgment there is a great portion of this 
work, relating to medical Statistics, that if con- 
tained init at all, may be compressed into a very 
few pages, J learn that from the Superintendent 
| of the Census Bureau. There are other portions 
which I think are inappropriately there, as I have 
stated to the Senate upon another occasion. 

There are also, in my judgment, deficiencies 

i which should be supplied. Certainly there are 
| deficiencies which will apply to the section of the 
Union from which I come.’ I think 1 may say to 
all the New England Seflators, and to some of the 
Senators from other States, where the States are 
| divided into towns, that the whole census returns 
| will be regarded as very nearly useless, unless we 
| can have the census of our States presented by 
| towns. This portion of the census before us, com- 
| prising the State of Maryland, is to be the sample, 
| and it contains only counties. Senators will recol- 
i lect that`in some portions of the Union nearly all 
| the power of the State is vested in the municipal 
authorities of the towns, and, without a tabular 
statement of the census of the towns, the returns 
' for those States would be useless. But, as I have 
: Said, these are questions not now before us, and I 
| do not now propose to discuss them. After the 
| resolution shall have passed, or after some other 
| method shall have been indicated by the Senate, 
i then I think it will be proper for the Senate to de- 
| termine what shall and what shall not be printed. 
| When that period shall arrive, if ‘no one else will 
| assume the duty, I shall have certain practical 
i 
f 
| 


i 
i 
i 


H 
i 
il 


points to submit to the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, and take its opinion upon them, 
Several Senators desired that the Senate should 
|, now adjourn. 
i Mr.GWIN. Iknow that there ig 
| to adjourn all round the Senate; but 
| the attention of the Senate to this fact: On next 
|, Monday we shall have up the resolution of the 
|, Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. CLARKE} on 
he is going to address the Senate; to be fol- 
by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] 
ion Tuesday; te bill day. 
i The Senator ps} has the 


: floor on ce on Satur- 


an impatience 
I wish to call 


3 
and to-morrow is priva 


from Mlinois [Mr. Sneu 
another question of importan 
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day.. If we do not come to a vote on this resolu- 
tion to-day, we shall posipone action upon it to an` 
almost indefinite time. 
something approaching a test vote before we ad- 
journ. We can have something like a test vote to 
see whether it is the sense of the Senate that this 
work shall be given to the particular individuals 
named in the resolution. If that is settled we can 
go into the details hereafter, I hope, therefore, be- 
fore the Senate adjourns we shall have a test vote. 

Mr. PEARCE next obtained the floor, but | 
yielded it, at the solicitation of Senators, and, 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Tuurspay, February 5, 1852. 


The House met pursuant to adjournment. Prayer 
by the Rev. Mr. Moreay. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr.. PARKER, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
unanimous consent of the. House to introduce the 
memorial of John W. Horton, and forty. other 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying the abolition by 
Congress of the national chaplaincy system. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

Mr. PARKER moveda suspension of the rules 
for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. 
der to-day. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending 30th of June, 1853, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE STATE OF INDIANA. 

Mr. LOCKTIART, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following joint resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of the State of Indiana, which were re- 
ferred to the appropriate committees, ag indicated 
below: 

A joint resolution instructing the Senators and 
requesting the Representatives in Congress from 
that State to procure a site fora national armory 
on the waters. of the Ohio river at Evansville, 
within the State of Indiana; referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A joint resolution in relation to constructing a 
Perit around the Falls of the Ohio river; referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

A. joint resolution relative to granting public 
lands to settlers; referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. _ 

A joint resolution for the purpose of obtaining 
from the General Government a grant of unsold 
lands in the Vincennes district, Indiana, for the 
benefit of common schools; referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


Such a motion is not in or- 


i 


hope that we shall have |; 


it is a well-settled principle of the law regulating 
contracts between individuals, that where one man 
renders service for another, and at his request, that 
the person rendering the service shall be compen- 
sated for his labor, according to the terms of the 
contract made between them; and that if no spe- 
cific contract is made, then the compensation shall 
be according to the nature and value of the service 
| rendered, which.is generally determined by the 
custom of the country. 

Now, if we are disposed. to apply this rule to 
. the case before us, how wil! the matter stand ? 

Here are one hundred and thirty-six. men, who 
have been employed by the Government, to perform 
certain and specific duties, duties which are essen- 
j tial to the execution and administration of your 
laws, in referertce to the disposition of the public 
domain. These duties have been faithfully per- 
formed; and being satifactory, they are accepted by 
the Government. This no one will deny. ‘This 
much being admitted, whatisournextduty? Why 
simply to ascertain the amount of compensation 
these employees of the Government are entitled to 
receive. 

Then the question arises, how shall this be as- 
certained? My answer is, according to the law 
authorizing their employment, and fixing the com- 
pensation for their services. What is that law? 
| It is provided that each register and receiver shall 
receive an annual salary of $500, and a commis- 
sion of one per cent.-on their receipts. Noth- 
ing can be plainer than this. Would not a jury 
of the country decide without hesitation, that they 
were entitled to their commission on all the lands 
disposed of by them, by virtue of their authority 
from the Government? And yet there are gentle- 
men here who think and say—no doubt honestly 
—that for more than half of the labor they have 
performed they shall receive nothing atall, Why 
is this? Is it because there is any law prohibiting 
tit? f understand that some gentlemen are under 
' the impression, that the acts of Congress author- 
izing the issue and location of land warrants pro- 
hibit this compensation. ‘This isa mistake; there is 
no such prohibition. Why, then, has the com- 
pensation been withheld? Simply because the 
Department, in their cautious and vigilant guar- 
dianship over the public Treasury, have decided 
against it. And these claims come here in the na- 
| ture of an appeal from that decision; and all that is 
required of you is to give the express authority 
to the proper officers to investigate and allow the 
claims according to the facts of each case. 

But it is contended, that there is not sufficient 
data from which the Commissioner can determine 
theamount of theseclaims. Certainly those who 
| urge this objection have not made themselves famil- 
iar with the operations of our land system and 
land offices. J¢very register is required to report 
| to the General Land Office monthly, and to furnish 
| an abstract of locations made, with the names of the 
persons locating, distinguishing between the war- 
rantee and assignee. By taking these abstracts, 


{ 


Mr. SWEETSER moved that the rules bg/sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itselfAnto a 
Committee of the Whole upon the speciaYorders. 

The question was then taken, and thg motion 
agreed to. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
Union, upon the special orders, (Mr. Orns in the | 
chair.) . 

The CHAIRMAN. The business before the 
committee is the special order, being Senate bill 
No. 146, making land warrants assignable, and 
for other purposes. ‘The gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Brenron] is entitled to the floor from yester- 
d 


Mr. BRENTON. Ido not wish to consume 
the full time allotted to me under the rule in the 
further discussion of this question. At the close 


of my remarks yesterday, I was about to state | 


that In addition ta the peculiar facts connected 
with the question under discussion, and apart from 
those facts, I placed myself in regard to the third 


section of this bill upon the higher ground—di- |; 


rected to the importance and propriety of the pas- 
sage of the bill as it is-—that the law by which our 
land officers are organized, and which fixes the 
compensation of these officers, is sufficient, to my 
mind, to justify them in receiving now that for 


which they have heretofore labored. I believe that 


and deducting from the assigned warrants the 
amount received under the authority of the act of 
1848, the residue is the amount to which these 
officers are entitled. 

But it is suid that these officers have profited by 
receiving illegal fees. Well, this bill is sufficient- 
ly guarded on that point, for it provides that no 
officer who shall be proved to have received any 
fees not allowed by law, shall he entitled to any 
compensation, by virtue of the provisions of this 
j act. 

ĮI shail close with these additional remarks, that 
if the General Government authorizes its officers 
to dispose of the public domain fora valuable con- 
sideration, whether that consideration be cash or 
its equivalent, it cannot consistently withhold prop- 
erremuneration from its officers. 


to the soldiers military scrip, to be received in pay- 
ment for public lands, would the officers have been 
compensated for exchanging the public lands for 
this kind of paper? Certainly; and such has been 
the practice of the Government; and yet this scrip 
is not cash. Such scrip is now issued and received 
in payment for public lands. My argument, in 


| 


|| are required to dispose of the public lands for cash 
|| or its equivalent, they are entitled to full compen- 
|| gation for their services. 

i 


,) Aland warrant is a demand against. the Govern- 


Suppose that the acts of 1847 and 1850, instead | 
of authorizing the issue of land warrants, had given | 


short, is this: that where the Government officers | 


ment, and in one. sense-and: thatan important 


; one—equivalent to cash; therefore the efficers: are 

entitled to compensation for-locating a land-war- 

rant. I present- my amendnient_to-the third sec> 

tion, and hope that the committee will. adopt: it, 

aa, with it recommend the passage of the Senate- 
ill, P : 

Mr. YATES snid: F wish to speak upon. two 
sections of the Senate bill. It seems to me that a | 
; simple statement of the facts, is'all that -ja neces- 

i sary to determine the action of this House. in ale 
lowing to the registers and receivers the compensa-~ 
tion they ask. This House,] am sure, would not 
willingly. do an act of deliberate injustice, nor 
would it omit to do an act of positive justice. If 
i the members of this House are satisfied that the 
| compensation of registers and receivers has been, 

and is now, and in the future is likely to be, ibad- 

equate, then, sir, it would be an imputation. upon 
; the sense of justice of this House to intimate that 
| it would withhold fair and honest compensation. 

What are the facts? We -have the petitions of 
registers and receivers before us, stating that their 
compensation is entirely inadequate. ‘They show 
to us that their stated compensation. is a‘salary of 
| $500, and a commission of one per cent. on cash 
| sales, and that from this sum is to be deducted 
clerk-hire, office-rent, fuel, and incidental expenses, - 
They tell us that the compensation of locating: 
warrants does not amount to a sufficient sum to 
pay clerks, which they are compelled to keep for 
that service, and the duties of which cannot be- 
performed without clerks, They also inform us 
that the service of locating warrants is four or five 
times as great as when the Jands are entered with 
| cash; that in the location of each warrant, the 
j registers and receivers have to examine every war- 
rant, and the assignments on the same—to examine 
i the petition, affidavits, certificates, and powers of 
| attorney where they are located by an agent of the 
grantee, to make the entries upon the several books 
of his office, to forward his abstracts to Washing- > 
ton, &c. And weare truly told, that in many dis- 
tricts since the passage of the bounty land laws of 
1847, the entries with cash are comparatively: féw: 
These. entries are. made with land warrants; so 
„that the land officers are deprived almost entitely:.” 
of the one per cent, commission: to which-they:: 
are entitled on actual cash sales. And we are now - « 
about to enact that these ‘land warrants shall be. 
| made assignable. This will bring them into the 

market in large quantities; they will find their way- 
to the different land fices, And almost every entry 
; will be made with warrants. There are very few 
men who will piank down the gold and silver at 
the rate of $200 for a hundred and sixty acres of 
i land when they can buy a warrant for $80 or $100, 
jand with that buy the same quantity of land. 
| Thus, sir, we see that the inevitable: effect of 
making-these warrants assignable will be to render 
that part of the law which gives one per cent. 
commission. on actual cash -entries almost a nulli« °° 
ty, leaving the land officer with the salary of $500," 
and a trifling compensation out of the commis- 
sion, from which are to be deducted clerk-hire, 
office-rent, fuel, and incidental expenses. : 

I will refer the House to facts and figures, which 
ʻI have obtained in answer to a letter addressed to 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and which will show to this House that thepast 
jand present registers and receivers in the jand 
office at Springfield, Hlinois, have not received an 
; adequate compensation for their services. 

Between the passage of the act of February 11th; 
1847, and the 31st of October, 1851, a period of 
four years and eight months, the number of mil- 
itary bounty land warrants located in the district 
of lands subject to sale at Springfield, Mlinois, was 
1983; of this number 1800 were assigned warrants, 
upon which the register and receiver received fifty 
cents on each warrant. Thus in a period of four 
years and eight months, the register and. receiver 
each received for the locating of assigned land war- 
rants, the sum. of $900, or at the rate of $225 per 


B25 
annum. In the same period of four years and eight 
months, the amount of cash received from the sales 
of the public lands at the same office, was $102,594, 
| upon which the commission of one percent. would 
|i be $1,025; orat therateof $256 per year. Now add 
the $225 received upon as ed land warrants, and 
i the $256, the commission received on cash sales, 
i to the stated compensation of $500, and.we find” 
that the whole sum received by the register: and 
| receiver for each year since-the passage-ofthe act’ 
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of February 11th, 1847, has been $981.. Now, 
sn, deduct from this sum a reasonable allowance 
to he paid by them for a competent clerk, say 
$400, for office-rent $150, and: $150 for fuel, sta- 
tionery, incidental expenses, and for: receiving, 
safe-keeping and transmitting-the public moneys, 
and there is left to the register and receiver each 
the small pittance of $281, as a compensation. for 
their services, and the discharge of duties of a high 
and responsible character. Now, sir, these are the 
facts; and T appeal to this House, by a solemn sense 
of justice, not to withhold a fair compensation to 
these officers for the services they have rendered. 

This House cannot hesitate between the pro- 
priety of passing a bill now allowing to registers 
and receivers for their services heretofore in loca- 
ting these warrants, and the plan recommended 
-by thé honorable chairman of the committee— 
namely, that each register and receiver who shall 
deem Brseif aggrieved shall present his separate 
claim to Congress. Shall we impose upon every 
land officer the arduous-duty of becoming a suitor 
to Congress, of employing an agent or coming in 

erson at great expense to Congress for relief? 
Buch a course, in most instances, would be tanta- 
mount to a denial of justice, for ] am sure very 
few of them would undertake so hazardous an en- 
terprise as to obtain from Congress this compen- 
sation. 

But, sir, upon the score of public economy, 
which gentlemen seem to regard so much, had we 
not better make a fair allowance now than adopt 
the course of the chairman of the committee? We 
shall find it but a poor sort of economy to invite 
these numerous claimants to present their indi- 
vidual claims to Congress. One important object 
of making the compensation now, is to prevent 
the presentation of these separate claims. If each 
individual register and receiver should present his 
claim here and occupy the time and attention of 
our committees, and they should undergo discus- 
sion in both legislative branches, it would cost the 
Government more than to allow at once by this 
bill a fair and honest compensation. Every one 
acquainted with the history of legislation, its de- 
bates and delays, will not hesitate to admit the 
force of this view of the case. 

It is contended that plenty of good men can be 
got to do the service for the present compensation. 
And so, sir, plenty of good men, as was properly 
remarked by my colleague, (Mr. Campsext,] could 
be got to discharge the duties of Representative on 
this floor for one half the compensation which we 
receive. Sir, I hope the day will never arrive 
when the offices of this country and of this char- 
acter are to be dispensed to the lowest bidder. 
High character and superior qualifications should 
be the recommendations to office, and the compen- 
sation should always be such as to secure the most 
meritorious men in office. : 

The duties of the land office are not merely min- 
isterial. It is a high post of honor and responsi- 
bility. It has become an intimate and important 
part of the administration of the Government. It 
Is a part of a difficult and complicated branch of 
of one of the departments of the Government, the 
proper managément of which requires a great deal 
of method, oe and the exercise of good 
judgment, and involving the greatest responsibil- 
ity. The register and receiver have to enter into 
heavy bonds. The receiver has the custody of 
the public moneys, and his conduct is all the time 
subject to the severest public scrutiny. The ver 
kind of men whom the Government wants in such 
a capacity are the men who, in their private busi- 
hess, could accumulate as much as the Govern- 
ment would be justifiable in allowing. And, sir, 
we cannot expect them to abandon a lucrative and 
profitable business to take an office involving the 

ighest responsibilities and the discharge of most 
arduous duties for a pitiful compensation. And I 
have heen told by these officers, that they would 
be forced to resign unless their compensation was 
increased; and many of them would have resigned 
long ago but for their confident reliance upon the 
justice of Congress to render them a fair return— 
an honest equivalent: for the services they have 
been performing. 

Mr. Chairman, I will for a moment address my 
remarks to another feature in the bill—to the sec- 
tion which extends the provisions of the former 
act so as to allow the soldier a day for each twen- 
ty miles of travel from the place of organization 
of his company to the place of his enlistment, I 


cordially concur in this feature of the bill. I be- 
ieve, sir, that there are as meritorious claimants 
among those who have been engaged in the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities as among those who 
have engaged in the Mexican and other wars. 
Among them, sir, are the pioneers of our western 
country, that hardy and adventurous race, who 
have marched inthe van of civilization, and en- 
countered with heroic fortitude all the vicissitudes 
of the forest, and all the perils of Indian warfare, 
and yet, sir, have not been’ recognized as the sol- 
diers of the Government. They, sir, are the rep- 
resentatives of that glorious epoch in the march 
of empire westward, “ when every cabin was a 
fortress, and every man, yea, every woman, was 
a soldier.” 

Sir, L suppose I did not understand the remarks 
of my friend from Ohio in his reflections, as 1 sup- 
posed, upon a most meritorious class of our citi- 
zens. Ido not know, sir, whom he meant, some 
weeks ago, by the term ‘‘corn-stalk army.’’ 
Does he mean the militia? Whether he means 
them or not, it has been the custom of certain poli- 
ticlans to heap reproaches upon this, which | es- 
teem the main arm, the strong bulwark, the im- 
pregnable fortress of our country’s defence. After 
all, sir, it is to this class, as well as to the soldiers 
of the regular Army, to whom our country is in- 
debted for some of the most brilliant military 
achievements which adorn our past history. 
They, sir, have been the men of strong arms and 
bold hearts, who have borne aloft our flag in tri- 
umph on every field of battle, and who, alike at 
Lexington, at the Thames, at New Orleans, at 
Buena Vista, at Cerro Gordo, won for American 
arms laurels as green and imperishable as ever 
decked the brow of the victorious warrior. 

Mr. Speaker, now is not the best time to exam- 
ine the policy of this Government as to the right 
mode of disposing of the public lands. At some 
future period I hope to have the attention of this 
House while I give my views at length upon this 
subject. There is one thing which I willsay now, 
and that is, that the United States ought not, in its 
system of financial policy, to look to the public 
lands as a source of revenue—first, because, in 
fact, in deducting disbursements madein their pur- 
chases from the Indians, in surveying them, kee ing 
yp land offices, the bureau of the public lands at 

ashington, and the expenses of legislation about 
them, they do not realize to the Government five 
cents to the acre. We want a stable, firm system 
of revenue, such as we have from customs, which, 
while it affords sufficient revenue to the Govern- 
ment, affords protection to American labor and a 
home market to the American farmer. ; 

Our sure policy with regard to the public lands 
is to bestow them with liberal hands, first to those 
who have evinced their devotion to their country 
in its defence; second, by munificent appropria- 
tions for the promotion of popular education, and 
especially to the education of the-blind, the insane, 
and deaf and dumb; third, to grant portions of 
these lands to the States for making railroads, to 
be free to the United States for the transportation 
of mails, and troops, and munitions of war; and 
lastly, to grant them in limited quantities to the act- 
ual settler for himself and his posterity forever. 

If the public lands are appropriated for these 
purposes, they will be fountains of blessedness, 
political, social, commercial to our country; these 
thousands of millions of acres—this mighty and 
beautiful and boundless domain of rich and fertile 
lands will be exhaustless mines of wealth, from 
which we may draw from year to year, for even 


centuries to come, for the great purposes of internal 
improvement, popular education, benefaction to 
the soldier, and the freehold homes of our citizens, 

{Here the Chairman’s hammer fell, the time |} 
fixed by the House for closing debate upon the 
bill under consideration having expired.] 

Mr. MASON. Me. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I believe!lam entitled to the 
floor for one hour, under the rule of the House, 
the debate having been closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunnam,] who re- 
ported from the sclect committee the House bill, is 
not entitled to the floor, that bill not now being 
under consideration. The gentleman will recol- 


lect that the Chair yesterday decided that the Sen- 
ate bill must take precedence, and the House bill, 


therefore, is not now under consideration. Hei 


will not be entitled. to the. floor, to close debate, 
until the House bill shall have been under consid- 
eration. : A 

Mr. DUNHAM. This whole matter was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union at the same time, and the debate was 
closed on both bills by the same resolution. I 
shall therefore feel myself bound to.take.an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, and claim my right 
to occupy the floor for an hour—having reported 
the House bill, and debate having been closed upon 
both bills at the same time. 

Mr. MASON I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman’s making an hour’s speech. My abjectin 
claiming the floor was merely to offer an amenda 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The resolution adopted 
by the House provides that debate shall terminate 
in two hours after the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union shall have resumed the con- 
sideration of the Senate billand joint resolution of 
the House. The bill and resolutions were re- 
ferred jointly; but when the House resolved itself 
into the committee on the special order, the Chair 
decided, that although both propositions had been 
referred in the same special order, yet only one 
bill could be under considerationin committee at the 
same time, and that the Senate bill must have pre- 
cedence. The Senate bill has, therefore, been under 
discussion. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Dunnam] claims the right now to speak one hour, 
the debate upon the two bills having been closed. 
The Chair decides, that inasmuch as the Senate 
bill is under consideration, amendments, if there 
be any, must be offered and the bill disposed of, 
before the House bill will come up. When that 
bill shall be up, the gentleman can claim his hour, 
but not till then. From that decision the gentle- 
man appeals, 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think the Chairman has 
put the case rather stronger than it really is. I 
think he has only stated one side of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
sume the Chair will 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will permit the 
gentleman to state his point of order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The resolution adopted by 
the House closes debate upon both resolutions at 
the same time. i 

Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman has no right to . 
debate the question. Icall the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can state 
his point of order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Thegentleman from Illinois is 
getting a little ahead of his time. I have the right 
to state the facts of the case. I say I think that 
the resolution of the House outweighed the decis- 
ion of the Chairman of the committee that onl 
one resolution was under consideration. I thin 
that decision was overruled by the House when 
ned adopted the resolution closing debate upon 
both bills at the same time. 

Mr. BISRELL. 1 rise to a question of order, 


I know it is not, but I pre- 
‘permit me to state my point 


The gentleman is not stating his proposition, but 
is making an¥&eument. l object to it. It is not 
in order. 


Mr. DUNHAM. If the gentleman will listen 
to me, I apprehend he will find whether I am sta- 
ting my proposition or making an argument. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine himself to stating his proposition. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I have only to say that the 
resolution closing debate upon both propositions 
at the same time, as a matter of course blends 
them together, and they are, therefore, both legit- 
imately before the committee, Upon that ground 
I claim the right to address the committee under 
the rules of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair still thinks he 
stated the question fairly. The question is, “Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the committee ?”? 

Mr. BISSELL. I wish to make a single in- 
quiry. As I understand it, this Senate bill has not 
been before the select committee, of which the 
gentleman from Indiana was chairman, at all, and 
therefore has not been reported by that committee? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Everybody knows that, 

Mr: BISSELL. Well, that is all I desired to 
ask. 

The question now being “Shall the decision of 
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the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
upon a division, there were—ayes 73, noes 14; no 
quorum voting. 


Mr. DUNHAM demanded tellers; but only | 


16 rising, they were not ordered. 5 

Mr. COBB. Then we shall be obliged to have 
acall of the House. I ask for a recount. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and upon a second di- 
vision there were—ayes 76, noes 18; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. FOWLER demanded’ tellers; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. Fowxer and BRECKENRIDGE 
were appointed. : : 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 99, noes not counted. : 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained by 
the committee. 

Mr. BELL. Irise simply to make an inquiry. 
Will the committee proceed with the consideration 
of the Senate bill, or is the House bill now under 
consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
the House bill has not been before the commitiee. 

Mr. BELL. I desire to say something upon 
this subject, but it is upon the House bill that I 
wish to speak. 3 

Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to ask if an amend- 
ment has been made to this bill? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment 
pending. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Imove that the bill be laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 
mendation that itdo not pass; and that the com- 
mittee do then proceed to the consideration of the 
House bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
from Indiana will move that the Senate bill be 
laid aside for the present in order to give him an 
opportunity to make his speech, I will vote for 
his motion; but if he moves to lay it aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do not pass, I cannot go with him. I am 
for striking out all of the bill except the first sec- 
tion, and of passing it in that form. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I will vary my motion to 
suit the gentleman. I move that the bill be laid 
aside for the present. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I propose to amend the first 
section by adding, as a proviso, the sixth section 
of the bill reported by the select committee, which 
will allow these bounty land warrants to be lo- 
cated upon any land subject to private entry. 

The first section of the Senate bill is as follows, 
vizt 

“Be it enacted, &c., That all warrants for military boun- 
ty land, which have been or may hereafter be issued under 
any law of the United States, and all valid locations of the 
same, which have been, or may hereafter be made, are 
hereby declared to be assignable, by deed or instrument of 
writing, made and executed after the taking effect of this 
act, according to such form, and pursuant to such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, so as to vest the assignee with all the 
rights of the original owners of the warrant or location : 
Provided, That any person entitled to preémption right to 
any land, shall be entitled to use any such land warrant in 
payment of the same, at the rate of $1 25 per acre, for the 
quantity of land therein specified.” è 

Mr. MASON. Myamendmentis to'add at the 
end of this section the following: 


Provided, That the warrants which have been, or may 
hereafter be issued, in pursuance of said act or of this act, 
may be located upon any lands of the United States subject 
to private entry at the time of such location, at the mini- 
mum price. 


Mr. CLARK. 
consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, it is not. But the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mason] proposes 
to amend the first section of the Senate bill, by 
annexing thereto, by way of proviso, the sixth 
section of the bill reported by the select committee 
as a substitute for the House bill. . 

Mr. MASON. The object of it is simply to 
allow these bounty land warrants to be located 
upon any of the lands of the United States instead 
of being confined to the refuse lands which have 
been picked over for years past. That is the ob- 
ject of the amendment. Now, I would state that 
the first section of this bill, with the amendment I 
propose, is all that is necessary for the House, at 
this time, to pass, And I would briefly give a 
few reasons for it. The first section of this bill 
proposes to do that which every member here is 


Is the House bill now ‘under 


| Instructed by his constituents to do—merely to 
| make these bounty land warrants assignable. The 
law, as originally passed, as we understood, and 
/as those who passed it understood it, left these 
| bounty land warrants assignable. The Secretary 
j of the Interior gave the law a different construc- 
tion. At the first of the last session of Congress 
my colleague [Mr. Catpwx x1] introduced the res- 
olution to make land warrants assignable; it passed 
this House by an overwhelming majority; and it 
went to the Senate, which body let it sleep to the 
end of the session, and it was finally lost for want 
‘of time. We passed another resolution at this 
session of Congress making these warrants as- 
signable; it was sent to the Senate, and came back 
here, loaded down with a whole mass of amend- 
ments. Now, I have heard it said that there were 
those who, had they been present when the Lord’s 
Prayer and Decalogue were made, would have 
; moved amendments thereto. 
| This is a simple, plain bill, merely to make these 
warrants assignable; and that other provision 
which I offer here now is to make them subject 
to location upon ail the lands of the United States. 
This is what the country look to us to do, and 
this is what they desire us to do. 

Now, with regard to the payment of registers 
and receivers, I have no time to say anything, ex- 
cept briefly this: that I have been informed that 
they would not suffer, their families would not 
suffer, and that they are not in sucha state of suf- 
fering ag requires that this bill should not be de- 
layed. If their claims are just, let them be taken 
up separately and referred to an appropriate com- 
mittee for investigation, and if they are entitled to 
compensation, pay them; but do not hang a pro- 
vision to pay them on to a meritorious bill, which 
everybody is in favor of, and which the whole 
country demands thatewe shall pass. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Bissett] wants to ap- 
propriate some $200,000 to these land offices. I 

ave not examined the question, but have no doubt 
if they are entitled to a greater amount of com- 
pensation than they have received that the House 
will pass a bill for their relief. If, indeed, these 
registers and receivers, who are receiving at least 
$500 a year from the Government, are suffering, 
surely these old soldiers, who have received the 
mere pittance of a bounty land warrant, and who 
are generally in a poor condition—much poorer 
| than the registers and receivers—demand at our 
hands immediate action on this subject. 

Mr. BISSELL. I hope the amendment will 
not be made; though if that provision were in this 
section, [ should have no particular objection to it. 
I do not think it important one way or the other; 
but I shall vote against it, because I desire to see 
the Seriate bill, which has been well, carefully, 
and considerately prepared and adjusted, go 
through the House with the least possible amend- 
ment; for if amended in any material respect—as 
for instance as indicated by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] who proposes to strike 
out all but the first section—it stands no chance of 
going through the Senate again. And if we pass 
this bill through the House in any shape—which 
I trust we shall not—which denies to registers and 
receivers any future or any past reasonable com- 
pensation for the services which they perform in 
locating these warrants, I have no hope at all that 
it can pass the Senate. I have taken especial pains 
| to understand how these things are in the Senate. 
Therefore I am opposed to this amendment, and 
I shall be opposed to all other amendments of a 
material character which may be offered to the 
bill. I shall be opposed to the bill itself, unless it 
provides not only for the payment of the land offi- 
cers in future, but a fair compensation, to be de- 
termined at the head of Departments in Washing- 
ton, for those who have already performed these 
services without pay—services which they never 
would have consented to perform had they not 
| had reasonable expectation that Congress would 
do justice by them. ‘Lhese registers and receivers 
| were entitled to one per cent. upon the moneys re- 
i ceived in payment for public lands. At that a 
large portion of these receivers and. registers, and 
especially in the older settled parts of the new 
States, barely made a living. When you passed this 
law, scattering like leaves in autumn land warrants 
all over the country, they took the place of cash, 
and speculators went and entered lands with these 
| warrants, thus depriving the registers and receiv- 
ers of the per cent. which they were authorized 


4 


| to show the gentleman from Hlinois, {Mr. 


to receive before, and. which hardly compensated 
them at the time. They held on, year after year, 
in the expectation, from the frequent movements 
which were made here upon this subject, that. 
Congress would provide a compensation to them 
for those services. Some of them have not re- 
ceived as much as 4200 a year over and above the 

expense of clerk hire. Now here comes in a bill 

—a sensible bill—passed through the Senate with 

great care and deliberation, providing. in future 

that these.officers shall be compensated for the 

services which they. may render, and it is pro- 

posed, at once, to strike from the bill those essen- 

tial features—which are really everything in it— 

and which ought to entitle the bill to the especial 

regard of the House;—to strike from it that pro- 

vision which makes compensation to receivers and 

registers, and leave those officers to resign their 

places—as many of them, I am well assured, will 

—unprovided for; and thus to let those offices 

become vacant. Let no man pretend to say there 

is no such probability. I tell you, sir, that if 
Congress signifies its determination not to com- 
pensate these officers for the services they render 
in locating these warrants, there are officers in the 

West who will be compelled to resign, and there 

are no competent men who will be found to take 

their places. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I moveto strike out the sec- 
ond section of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The second section is not 
under discussion; the motion is, therefore, not 
now in order. 

Mr. HALL. I wish to offer an amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. Mason] as follows: 

“Provided further, That when said warrants shall be 
located upon lands which are subject to entry at a greater 
minimum than one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, 
the locators of said warrants shall pay to the United States, 
in cash, the difference between the value of such warrants 
at one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, and the tract of 
lang located on.?? 

I suppose it is only necessary to explain the 
object of this amendment very briefly, in order to 
gain for it the favorable consideration of this com- 
mittee. Wehave heretofore—and I hope we shall 
hereafter—made grants of land for the purpose of 
internal improvement, in all of which grants we 
have stipulated that each alternate section shall be 
raised to double the minimum price, viz: two dol- 
lars and fifty cents per acre. Now, the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Masow,] authorizes warrants to be located 
upon all lands subject to private entry. Hence, 
if my amendment is not adopted, the holders of 
land warrants can locate them upon reserved sec- 
tions as well as upon other public lands. I am 
willing that holders of land warrants shall locate 
upon these reserved sections; but 1 think that 
when they do so their warrants should pass at 
only one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre; so 
that if the holder of a warrant of one hundred 
and sixty acres wishes to enter an eighty acre re- 
served tract—~the minimum price of which is, two 
dollars and fifty cents per acre—he may do so 
with his hundred and sixty acre warrant. But if 
he wishes to enter one hundred and sixty acres of 
reserved land, then I think it is proper that he 
should pay to the United States the difference be- 
tween the value of bis warrant at one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre and the value of this 
tract located upon at two dollars and fifts cents per 
acre. That is the whole object I have in view in 
offering my amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. I think it is unneees- 
sary to explain it any further. 

Mr. MASON. The amendment reported by 
the select committee, I conceive, embraces the 
same thing that the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. Haut] desires to accomplish by his amend- 
ment. Bat if it does not make it plain I have no 
objection to his amendment, and it is a proper one. 
Those who Focate the reserved tands, the mini- 
mum price of which is two dollars and fifty cents 
per acre, should pay the difference to the Govern- 
ment, 

J will make a remark in relation to this subject, 
rs- 
SELL, }] and those gentlemen who are interesting 


| themselves in the payment of these registers and 


receivers, and which 1 hope will satisfy them of 
the fact, that this bill has not been well digested in 
the Senate. I have not been upon any land com- 
| mittee, or upon anything connected with public 
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land, but’ learn froin a source entitled to as high 
consideration as any of these ‘committees, that 
* there are.a‘nuniber of these land offices that are 
not useful. ‘The subject of inquiry, then, is, how 
many shail’be abolished? Itis said that at those 
land offices on the Cherokee and Choctaw lands, 
wheré the land is ‘worth but a shilling an acre, and 
the sales would ‘not pay the officers, the’ compen- 
sation is paid out of the public Treasury; but itis 
believed by those well acqtiainted with the busi- 
ness : 
Mr. BISSELL, (interrap 
tleman allow me a remark? 
Mr. MASON. ©. Certainly: : 
Mr: BISSELL. Ifthe sales by cash and byl 
warrants are not sufficient to pay the register and | 
receiver, then they get nothing. “They get nothing” 
out of. the. Treasury, ` | 
Mr. MASON. - F think the gentleman will find | 
himself mistaken; and that these registers and re- | 


} 
j 
i 


ting.) Will” the gèn- 


i far . Noe 
| just'and right bill. Ipresented a petition at the j! 


the'3d day of December. I offer this amendment | 
in conformity to the wishes of some of those whom 


{ 


present session, from fourgentlemen who hold the | 
‘offices of registers and receivers in the town in 
which I live; and I will say to the honorable gen- ` 
‘tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Bissix]. who discussed 
this question with ability some weeks ago, urging 
his party to do justice to the Whigs, and as the 
Democrats would shortly be in power, that justice 
might be done to the officers coming in—that it is 
my desire to do equal justice to Democrats and 


ceivers actually get their pay. They are paid out | 
of the Indian annuity, While that poor starving | 
race are not able to obtain a subsistence, you are 
paying these land registers and receivers, who are 
selling land of little or no account, and that at a 
shilling an acre, It is a subject 

Mr.” BISSECL. “Will the gentleman Allow 
me—~ : : : 

Mr. MASON. The gentleman will excuse me 
if Ido not, There has been eight or ten hours’ 
occupied in the advocacy of these claims for pay- 
ment, and yesterday, when there was only two 
hours allowed here ta debate the subject, gentle- 
men upon that side of the question were allowed 
the whole of it. IFI had one half hour I could 
show the House, that this subject requires a com- 
plete reorganization, and requires, upon the part 
of the House and the committee, a rigid reform, 

‘Well, sir, let this subject be referred to a commit- 
tee of that character composed for that purpose. Let 
those land offices where thereis no business—those 
offices are sinecures—be discontinued; and let | 
those doing a large amount of businéss have suffi- 
cient pay to employ clerks, and for themselves a 
fair-compensation. Let their labor be proportion- 
ate to their salary. Do not, however, defeat this 
soldiers’ bill by loading it with other matters. You 
talk of the suffering of the land officer. I have 
from one of my constituents a letter in which’ he | 
wishes to sell his land warrant of one hundred and 
sixty acres. He states that he served inthe siege 
of Tripoli; that he was in the batle of Browns- 
town, and was there wounded; and that he was 
taken prisoner during this last war, and was im- 
prisoned six months. Afterwards he was wounded | 
at Fort Meigs. Now he is with his wife, old and 
blind, himself crippled, making a bare subsistence | 
mending shoes. This matter to him is of great | 
importance. The land registers and receivers, | 
receiving $500 a year, can Tive in abuidance and 
allluence, while these poor soldiers are in beggary } 
for the want of the passage of this bill. You have 
talked upon this bill year after year; it was dis- 
cussed at length at the last session, and it has 
been discussed also at this. These men who claim 
extra compensation can wait until the poor sol- 
dier has been satisfied. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does th 
cept the amendment? 

Mr, MASON, I haveno objection. I will ac- 
cept i, 

Mr. TAYLOR. I inquire if it is in order to 
strike out that which has been accepted by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mason,] and to 
insert what I send to the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 
amendment of the gentleman from Ke 
in liew of it to insert the following: 


“ind provided further, That any person owning such 
tang Warrant, or warrants, shall be entitled to use them ir 
payment for any of the public lands now subject to privat 
entry, or whieh may hereafter be publicly offered for sale 
whether tiela at the rate of $1 25 or $2 50 per acre pay. 
tng twa aeres of land warrant for one acre of land where 
the same is held for sale at $2 50 per acre. 


Mr. TAYLOR. 
tee by any extended 
to vote for the bil 
Senate; and with 
will suggest to 


{ 


ji 


e gentleman ac- 


ntucky, and 


I will not detain the commit- l 
remarks. Iam veryanxious | 
l as it has come to us from the 
all respect. for the committee, I 
ili Jo gentlemen, that it seems that we 
te ake siil progress in the public business, 

ess we come to a vote proniptl i s- | 
tion, as this bill as been, A fo ete | 
House two months, having bee 


a introduced upon} 


| reported b 
with the proviso, which I have offered, it appears | 


| side. My object is not to exclude those who go 


| So far as their land warrants go. 


| sented to us; and so far as I may, I will promote 


I then move to strike out the i 


į report the bill cannot be received while members 


pending before the || 


Whigs. I have presented petitions from Demo- 
crate, who have held thesé offices, as well as Whigs, | 
| and wish they should be all paid, without reference 

| as to who shall succeed in the coming presidential 

election. In my opinion, that is a question of | 
great doubt, and not of so much certainty as gen- 
tlemen would seem to indicate. The section ma- 

king land warrants assignable, as sent to us by the 
Senate, I think is infinitely preferable to anything 
y any committee of this House; and” 


J 


to me will meet the views of gentlemen upon every 


to the West from entering lands at $2 50 per acre, 
If a man goes | 
to. the new States with-a one hundred and sixty } 
acre land warrant, let him, if he choose, enter it | 
upon eighty acres of that description of land, and | 
Iwill not confine him to land subject to private | 


it may be surveyed and offered for sale at specified | 
prices with his land warrant? 1 would open. the | 
whole field for the soldiers of the late war with ‘| 


under the acts of Congress, so that the, man | 
‘with his warrant in his hand should stand upon. 
‘an exact equality with the man who had an equal 
amount of gold and silver in his possession... No 
man has advanced to the committee any argument’ 
against it, I cannot say, Mr. Chairman, how far 
I shall be willing to go as regards the.4th and 5th 
sections of the bill. My impression is, that the 
Senate bill ought to be speedily passed. It is ìn- 
finitely better than any other that has been pre- 


the passage of that bill speedily, because I think 
we ought to press the public business. ; : 

Mr. HALL. I have only a word or two to 
say in reference to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, I think, if the gentleman will 
consider his amendment attentively, he will find 
that under it an individual would not be permitted 


entry. Why not let him enter the land wherever || 


Great Britain, and others'entitled to bounty land, |) 


| And. that all warrants for military bounty lands which 


‘| have been or may hereafter be issued under any Jaw of the 


| United States, and which shall not have been assigned, 


|| pledged, mortgaged, or located, may. be surrendercd to the 


United States by the original-owner, or in case of his death, 
by his widow, or next of kin, who may. be legally entitled 
to the same by delivering such warrant to the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions of thé United States, accompanied with 
proof-by affidavit, or otherwise, to the.satisfaction of such 
Commissioner, of the identity and title, to the warrant of 
: the person claiming to make such surrender; and Mat such 
warrant, or the lands or moneys to bè realized therefrom, 
have. not been and are not assipned, transferred, pledged, 
or mortgaged to any person or corporation, for any. purpose 
whatever, and hath. not. been located: And upon, the sur- 
; render being thus made, the person so surrendering: such 
warrant shall be paid out of thé ‘Treasury of the United 
States, from the proceeds of the sales of the public tands, 
the-sum of one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre for the 
number of acres specified in the warrant so surrendered. 


Mr. S. said: This: bill proposes to make land 
warrants assignable, and to annul the provisions 
contained in the original bill prohibiting their trans- 
fer, That provision was originally inserted to 
| protect the soldiers from land ‘speculators and bro- 
i kers and to prevent the Government bounty from 
‘ inuring more to the benefit of that class of opera- 
tors than to the soldiers ‘themselves. The object 
| and intent was good, but, unfortunately, the bounty 
| to be received’ lies upon our western borders, so 
| far distant from the soldiers of the Eastern, Mid- 

dle, and some of the Northern and Southern 
States, that the expenses of a journey to locate or 
visit the land, are nearly, if not quite equal to its 
cash value. The warrant, therefore, to them is 
worth but little, while to the citizen of the West 
living in the vicinity of the land upon which he can’ 
locate, its value is fully equal to that of the land. 
This, consequently, produces a great disparity in 
the operation of the bill upon .the objects of its 
bounty, which is in no respect ameliorated by 
making the warrants assignable. For the practi- 
cal effect of that is to enable land brokers and spec- 
ulators to procure valid transfers, and legal titles 
to the warrants, at their own prices and for a mere 
trifle, Thereby, in truth and effect, the land broker 
and speculator becomes the recipient of the Gov- 
ernment bounty, and not the soldier,and thousands 
upon thousands of acres of the public lands are 
thus, under pretence of rewarding the defenders’ 
of the country’s rights ‘and honor, squandered 
upon .brokers and speculators, whose patriotism 
consists alone in amassing wealth for themselves, 
This cannot be the intent of the framers of the 
act, and it is our duty, if possible, to obviate the 
difficulty. ee: 

Another difficulty incident to the bill in its pres- 
| ent shape, is connected with its ultimate injurious 
influence upon the Western States and Territories. 

Most of the warrants issued to the inhabitants of 
the Eastern, Middle, and Southern States being 
| thrown into market, as a necessary consequence 
will fall into the possession of land brokers and 
speculators, and thus centralize in few hands. 
Large tracts of land will then be entered and loca- 
ted by such holders; the soil of almost entire 


| 


to pay the difference between his land warrant and 
the value of the land upon which he enters, with 
cash. He would only be permitted to pay the 
difference between the warrant and the land upon 
which it is located with other warrants. Where- 
as, under the amendment I submitted, which was 
accepted by my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Ma- 
son,] an individual who locates a warrant upon 
these reserved sections of land can pay the differ- 
ence between the price of the land and his war- 
rant with cash. The objection I have, therefore, 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Tayor] is, that it will not allow individuals 
locating upon reserved lands with land warrants 
to pay the difference with cash, rather than other 
land warrants. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 
tendency. 
ment. 

The Clerk read the amendment. 

The question was taken upon the amendment 
of Mr. Taytor, and it was rejected. 

The question was then put upon the amendment 
of Mr, Mason, and it was adopted. 

Mr. MASON. I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, 


I do not think it has that 
I will ask the Clerk to read the amend- 


The motion to rise and 


have amendments to offer. 


i 
| 


first section by adding thereto the following, viz: 


Mr. SCHOONMAKER moved to amend the | 


ij 


States and Territories will thereby fall into the- 
| hands of a few, and such section ‘of the country 
i will have entailed upon it the curse of a large 
landed monopoly. We: of the North have wit- 
nessed the evils resulting from such a state of 
things, and I Tor one cannot conscientiously vote 
to entail the same difficulties upon that or any 
other section of the Union. 

Are you, gentlemen of the West, sincerely desi- 
rous of reducing the price of the western unoceu- 
pied lands to actual settlers? 


_ The amendment proposed by me will, I think, 
Mm a great measure obviate the difficulty. It pro- 
i vides a fair equivalent from -the Government, 
i which the soldier has the option to take, and thus 
| Places a valuation upon the warrant, and prevents 
|.the land speculator and broker from regulating its 
value and monopolizing the market. It enables 
i the soldier of every section of the Union to receive, 


if he desires not the land, a fair equivalent for his 
warrant, and places them all on an ‘equal footing. 
Are not the soldiers whose homes are at the East, 
entitled to the same emoluments as those at the 
West? Do they not equally deserve the Govern- 
ment favor and bounty? Have they not also per- 
iled their lives in battle, and endured the hardships 
of war and the camp? Why, then, draw and 
mainiain such an inequality in compensation as 
the original bill and the one now under considera- 
tion will effectually produce? Sir, it will not do. 
Justice to the deserving recipient of the Govern- 
ment bounty from the Eastern, Southern, and Mid- 
dle States, and duty to the West, require the 
adoption of some such amendment as I have pro- 
posed. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I rise to oppose this amend- 
ment, for the reason that I am satisfied with the 
first section of this bill as amended by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. Mason.}] It is well 
known by all those who advocated this bill in the 
last Congress, that this question in relation to the 
assignment of these warrants was duly considered, 
and rejected in consequence of the numerous frauds 
practiced under the Mexican bill. Itis wellknown, 
that a vast number of the Mexican warrants have 
been suspended, and the difficulties growing out 
of the sale and transfer by the said warrants, in- 
duced the original friends of the law of September, 
1850, giving bounty lands to the soldiers of the 
war of 1812, and the Indian wars from 1790 down, 
to so frame that law as to secure to the soldier the 
full benefit of the law. Such is my judgment 
now, while I yield, reluctantly, to the petitions of 
the people only so far as to make the warrants 
assignable, an. beyond that I will not with my 
vote go. J am fearful that this measure has been 
superinduced by the speculators, and is not the 
Spontaneous movement of the holders of the war- 
rants. 

Tam now, and always have been, opposed to 
throwing these warrants into the market as a me- 
dium of speculation. F desire the old soldier, his 
widow, and minor children to enjoy this bounty 
of the Government. 

I call upon the members who were responsible 
for this measure in its origin, to stand by to-day, 
and assist in striking down every attempt to fasten 
upon the proposition to make these warrants as- 
signable, other provisions, which are entirely un- 
worthy of the occasion. This mode of tacking 
on to a popular proposition other measures, which 
are of questionable merit, and making the simple 
proposition of making warrants assignable a pack- 
horse, to carry a load, which must ultimately defeat 
the wishes of our constituents, is so objectionable, 
that I must be permitted to declare, that if the at- 
tempt succeeds, E shall feel constrained to vote 
against the whole bill. 


If the registers and receivers have performed | 


services for which they getno compensation under 
the law as it stands, let their friends bring forward 
a bill for their relief, and trust to the justice and 
generosity of Congress to pass it, and notattempt 
toload this bill. The suggestion that these officers 
will resign, and the public service thereby suffer, 
has no ferrors for me. I can inform the western 
gentlemen who seem willing to hazard this bill 
unless they can ingraft upon it a section for the re- 
lief of said officers, that they receive five hundred 
dollars salary from the Government, which is more 
than an average of what is paid in the West to 
their recorders and auditors of counties, which 
offices command the most respectable talent in the 
country. i 3 

It is suggested that these registers and receivers 
have been speculating in these Jand warrants. 
Their knowledge of the lands in their districts has 
afforded them ample opportunities to have done so. 
I do not know how it is. ; 

I ask my honorable friend from Illinois, [Mr. 
BısseLL,] and other gentlemen who acted with me 
originally upon this question, to aid in striking 
down ali amendments and additions to the first 
section as amended, and Jet that section pass 
through the committee and the House, and be- 
come the law of the land. 


3l 


If this bill is to be | 


j tion, with the amendment adopted by this com- 


. fusion, when it was not known by the House that | 


i bil) is under consideration, is to act upon each sec- i| 
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them compensation for what they have done, and 


what they may be called upon to doin future. It: 
may be that they are entitled to it. . Of that we į 
will judge at the proper time. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Scnoon- | 
MAKER’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to strike 
out all after the first section, leaving the first sec- 


mittee, I hope the committee will vote upon that | 
proposition as a test question. If it be voted | 
down, then they can go on and perfect the balance |! 
of the bill, as the majority may think it should |j 
be. I trust the committee will take the vote upon ; 
that motion, and let us test the question whether 
this committee is willing merely to pass so much 
of that bill as provides for the assignability of | 
these warrants—for that is what is required and | 
demanded of Congress by the holders and bene- 
ficiaries of these warrants. The Senate, when i 
we passed the bill of September 28th, 1850, made ; 
an amendment preventing their assignability; but || 
it was passed through this House at the last hour || 
of the session, in the midst of noise and con- | 


such an amendment was in the bill. We passed ji 
at the last session of Congress an act to make : 
these warrants assignable. The Senate loaded it | 
down with amendments, and returned it here; but į 
it was Jost again for want,of time. At this ses- | 
sion we have sent them another bill to make these į 
warrants assignable, and they referred it toa com- | 
mittee; which committee has retained it; and f 
they send another bill of their own originating, | 
and attempt to force it through with all the extra- | 
neous matters and provisions appended to it. | 

[A message was here received from the Senate, | 
by the hand of their Secretary, Aspury Dick- 
ins, Esq.]. 

Mr. JONES resumed. Ihave but very little 
more to say about this matter. fE understand, ii 
though, that the Senate are ready, if we will not | 
pass this bill with all these provisions, to pass the |! 
one we have heretofore sent them, merely making | 
land warrants assignable. f hope that the com- 
mittee will now take the question upon this mo- 
tion, and test the question, whether we will pass 
all these measures or not. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The motion 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
Jongs] is not in order, as J shall attempt to show | 
to the Chair; for if it were, it would then be in | 
order for any gentleman to call fora division of j 


motions to amend, and prevent each individual | 
from advocating the amendment he offers in a five || 
minutes speech. . i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the | 
motion to strike out brings under consideration 
the remaining sections, and it would be in order to 
amend any one of them before the vote is taken | 
upon the proposition to strike out. | 

Mr. STEPHENS. The usual rule, when a ii 


tion separately. | will address whatever I have | 
to say in opposition to the motion of the gentle- , 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Jongs.] I prefer that ; 
we should go through this bill by sections sepa- | 
rately; and while I concur in the remarks made — 


‘New SERIES.. 


it grows out of such oppositionas is made by the 
gentleman from: Illinois, [Mr. BisseLL}—that is, 
if we do not permit this bill, making warrants 
| assignable, to be ridden down by this provisifh, 
| allowing registers and receivers an extra compen- 
| sation for work, the bill shall never pass.: 

Now, if the gentleman from Minois [Mr, Byrs- 
SELL] announces that as the intention on the part 
of the friends of these registers and receivers in 
| this House, I, for one, bid them defiance; and-I 
wish this House to know, and the majority ‘to 
show to the country, that we are not to be bullied 
by any such threats, If the gentleman comes 
and says that the Senate will never pass it with- 
out such a provision, I shall, for. one, join issue 
upon that. : 

Mr. BISSELL. I have made‘no threats. I 
have said, as any gentleman hasa right to do, that 
if the pay to the registers and receivers were 
strieken out, I should votg against the bill. Call 

ou this threatening ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman said, and 
notified the House, and gives us warning, that the 
Senate would not pass the bill unless these regis- 
ters and receivers were paid. I do call that a 
threat to the House of Representatives; and I call 
upon the majority of this House, the representa- 
tives of the people, to vindicate their own dignity 
and vote according to their judgments. My opin- 
ion is, that the pay of these registers and receivers 
ought not to be increased. They accepted these 
offices at a stipulated salary. They come here 
and ask for these situations, and then they come 
and demand extra pay for doing that which is a 
part of the duties of the offices. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Is an appeal taken from 
the decision of the Chair, that a motion to strike 
out all but the first section of the bill is in order? 
If not, amendments are now in order to thë sec- 
tions proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Does the gentleman from 
Georgia insist on his point of order? 

Mr, STEPHENS. I do not. I am willing 
that the amendment shall be received. 

Mr. DUNHAM then moved to strike out the 
second section of the Senate bill, as follows, viz: 
2. And be it further enacted, Phat the registers and 

of the Jand offices shall hereafter be severally 
zed to charge and receive for their services in loca- 
ting all military bounty land warrants, issued since the 
eleventh day of February, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, 
the same compensation or percentage to which they äre en- 
titled by Jaw for sales of the public lands for ċash,at the 
rate of one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, the said 
compensation to be hereafter paid by the assignees or hold- 
ers of such warrants where they have been transferred under 
the provisions of any act of Congress, and the regulations 
of the General Land Office ; and fo be paid out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States upon the adjustment of the ac- 
counts of such officers, whore it shall be shown to the satis- 
faction of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
that the warrant was located by the soldier or warrantee, or 
his next of kin, as provided for by law— 

And insert in lieu thereof the second section of the 
bill reported by the select committee of the House, 
as follows: 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, the registers and receivers of the 


|! United States land offices shall each be entitled to receive 


fifty cents for his services in locating each bounty land war- 
rant, to be paid by the person or persons locating the same ; 
but this act shall not be so construed as to allow any register 
or recciver to receive any greater maximum of salary atid 
fees than by law he is now entitled. 

Mr. D. said: It does strike me that the course 
arsued by thé friends of that section of the Senate 
ill, is a very singular one. After a discussion of 

two whole days in favor of the Senate hill, with- 
out a single speech in opposition to it, and when 


i they knew that the facts were here prepared to be 


laid before the House, they voted en masse to pre- 
venta single word being said in opposition to their 
bill and in favor of the other proposition. They 


by the gevtleman for the most part, yet there are |} 
sections of the bill I should like to see retained. ʻi 
I prefer that we should take the vote directly upon || 
striking out this second section, and then go on |, 
and finish the others. I think the gentleman is .| 
perfectly correct in his remarks as to, what has || 
been obstructing the passage of this bill for two j 
‘years, or nearly eighteen months. The whole of © 


ask the committee now to vote on an important 
bill which, I could satisfy the committee in five 
words, will involve an expenditure of $2,000,000, 
without hearing the matters which could be urged 
in opposition to it. 
Now, in regard to the amount of money: that 
will be already due to these officers if this Senate 


” 
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bill passes, I have the figures here, and they show 
that it will amount to-about $200,000. As was 
shown by thegentleman from Indiana [Mr BREN- 
row] yesterday, the cash value of the warrants al- 
ToN located, is about $12,000,000, and it is pro- 
posed to pay one per cent. upon that sum to. the 
registers and one per cent. to the receivers. Cal- 
culate for yourselves, and you. will find that that 
makes something like $250,000. Take off the 
fifty. cents already received: as fees, and it leaves 


“@mething more than- $200,000 to be paid for 


warrants already located. It is then proposed to 
go.on.and pay in the same ratio for the location 
of warrants. in future, and the warrants issued 
under the act of 1850 will be much more numerous 
than the warrants issued under the Mexican bounty 
Jand law. And yet you are called upon’to vote 
upon that proposition without hearing. the facts 
that might be urged in opposition to it! 

It is said that these registers and receivers are 
not properly paid. Now Lask gentlemen to tell 
the committee what the receivers have todo in the 
location of bounty land warrants, that you should 
pay them $2 for the location of each warrant for 
one hundred and sixty acres. : 


{ hold in my hand a letter from the Commis- | 


sioner of the Land Offge, in which he states that 
they have to perfor almost nothing in locating 
these warrants, for doing which it is proposed to 
ay them §2 each. I have not time to read the 
etter now, but I intend that it shall be published, 
at some proper time. I ask, if the fifty cents pro- 
posed to be paid by the billof the select committee 
is not amply sufficient? The gentleman from 
Towa, [Mr. Ciarx,] who made a speech the other 
day, said that it was not sufficient, and he read an 
extract from a letter from one of his constituents, 
the register or receiver in the land office at Du- 
buque. That letter states, that in two weeks there 
were something like one thousand warrants lo- 
cated, and that it required three competent clerks 
to perform the labor. Well, that would make 
twenty-seven warrants a day located by each clerk, 
for which they would each receive $13 50 a day, 
and yet they say they are not paid ample compen- 
sation for the labor they perform! These facts 
the gentleman from Iowa stated to the House from 
the letter of his constituent. I ask, are you pre- 
pared to vote this bill through in such a state of 
facts ? 
. Mr. CLARK. They did not get the compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It may be possible that they 
have not received pay for the location of all those 
warrants; but if the substitute proposed by the 
select committee passes, they will receive it in such 
cases as that, and it is ample compensation for the 
labor they perform—especially When you take into 
consideration the statement of the Commissioner 
of the Land Office in this letter, that those receivers 
do comparatively no labor at all. 

Mr. BISSELL. Iam opposed to this amend- 
ment; and there is one fact to which I wish to di- 
rect the attention of the committee. These land 
officers are not equally paid. 


duce the salaries of the land officers, let him in- 
troduce a bill which shall effect that object, doing 
equal justice to all, and I will probably go with 
him, for Iam as much in favor of low salaries as 
he is. But when you ask me to pass alaw which 


will have the effect of giving to one man four dol- | 


lars for services which another man has to perform 
for one dollar, you must excuse me if I say I can- 
not do it, and you may call it athreatif you please. 

Under the operation of the lawas it now stands, 
some of the land officers do four times as much 
labor as others, and do not get more than one 
fourth as much pay; because, in certain land 
offices, near! 


centage. 


their salaries, let him do it systematically, regu- 
larly, and legitimately—equalize them all, and 
then see if we do not all go with him. But when 
you propose to compensate certain officers for cer- 
tain labor, why will you cut off other officers who 
have to perform the same labor, from receiving the 
same compensation ? 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
another fact, and that is, that in no case under this 
law, could any officer receive any more than he 
was authorized to receive before these bounty 


l. If the honorable |; 
chairman of the select committee proposes to re- | 


all the entries are made with war- | 
rants, while in others most of the entries are made || 
with cash, upon which the officers get their per- | 
If the gentleman proposes to reduce | 


land-bills. passed.. Under these laws, the land 
officers have had a great deal more labor to per- 
form, and, in no-event, under the law which we 
now propose to pass, can. any of them. receive a 
greater amount of pay than the law authorized 
him to receive before the bounty land laws were 
passed. © => Di : : 

I believe that if you strike out these most im- 
portant and. essential-provisions of. this bill, it is 
lost—not only lost: in. this. House, but I am still 
more convinced that it is lost in the Senate. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let it go, then. 

Mr. BISSELL. -Ay! ‘‘let it go, then,” says 
the gentleman. Yes, if this darling scheme of his 
—this billintroduced by him from the select’ com- 
mittee—a bill. incongruous, unintelligible, and un- 
explainable—cannot pass, it must all go. I will 
not call it a nonsensical bill, as a member near 
me says: 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman allow me 
to make a single remark? 

Mr. BISSELL. I cannot; I have not time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I want to ask the gentle- 
man———-{Loud cries of ‘‘ Order !”’] 

Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman introduced the 
bill, and forthwith moved an amendmentto it him- 
H self. He introduced a bill which proposed to re- 
peal a proviso in a former law, when there was no 
such proviso in that law to be repealed. He made 
several mistakes of equal importance, and now be- 
cause that heterogeneous bill cannot pass, the whole 
scheme must be defeated ! 

I repeat, that I believe this bill, if amended as 
the gentleman from Indiana proposes to amend it, 
cannot pass the Senate. Ido not believe that it 
can pass this House. I know thatif thus amended, 
{should be constrained to vote against it. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr, Srerurns] wrought 
himself up to the pitch of calling that “a threat.” 
If other members regard it so, I shall be surprised 
indeed to learn it. T expressed the opinion that it 
could not pass the Senate; the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,} on the other hand, says 
he has good reason to know that it can pass that 
body. I stated that if the bill was so amended, 1 
should vote against it; the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, (Mr. Srernens,] and the gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. Duyuam,] say they shall vote against 
it unless it isso amended. So the ‘threat’? and 
“ bullying” seem to be pretty much on one side 
as well as on the other. Besides that, I suppose 
the House has heard too often from the gentleman 
from Georgia and from myself to be very much 
j alarmed at anything we might say. 

{Here the hammer fell.] ; 

Mr. FITCH moved to strike out of the second 

section of Senate bill all after the word ‘¢warrants’’ 
in the tenth line, as follows, viz: 
——~‘* where they have been transferred under the provision 
of any act of Congress, and the regulations of the General 
Land Office; and to be paid ont of the ‘Treasury of the 
United States, upon the adjustment of the accounts of such 
| officers, where it shall be shown to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office that the warrant 
was located by the soldier or warrantee, or his next of kin, 
: as provided for by law? 

He said the amendment was made, not because 
he esteemed its adoption very essential, though 
proper, but to enable him to call the attention of 
the committee to the ridiculous blunder perpetrated 
by his colleague, [Mr. Dunnam] in moving to 
strike out the entire second section and insert other 
matter identical in principle with that proposed to 
be stricken out. His [Mr. Dunnam’s] argument 
was directed not against the section he proposes to 
|| strike out, but against the third section which his 
‘| motion does not propose to disturb! This blun- 
|| der is oniy another of the series committed by the 
gentleman as chairman of the select committee to 
which the [Touse bill on this subject was referred, 
and which reported back the deformity, a portion 
of which it is now proposed to adopt in lieu of the 
Senate bill. 

There were often (Mr. F. said) more false facts 
han false theories adduced here in support of a 
measure. His colleague [Mr. Dunnam] was deal- 
ing largely in the former. The very letter to which 
he referred but a few minutes since, to sustain his 
declaration that receivers had nothing do in loca- 
ting warrants, states the very reverse; and in his 
(Mr. F.’s) hand was now a letter from the same 
| Source (Commissioner of the General Land Office) 
i stating in detail the duties of receivers in such lo- 
peneona To his colleague [Mr. Dunnam] must 
j be yielded the palm so far for blundering legisla- 


| 


tion—a character of legislation to which the past 
may justify us in’ expecting a climax by theintro- 
duction as.a.substitute for the bill before us, of 
some matter upon another and wholly irrelevant 
subject. : 

Fle (Mr. F.) had before said his proposed amend- 
ment was not, in his estimation, highly important, 
and made by. him for a purpose now: fulfilled; but 
the amendment was proper, as it will leave the fees 
in every case to be paid by the holder of the war- 
rant, and in no case out-of the Treasury. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment. I am very much obliged to my colleague 
[Mr. Firen] for the very courteous manner with 
which he has been pleased to speak of me upon 
this occasion, as well as the other day. I think, 
however, that if he will examine he will fing that he 
has committed just as egregious blunders in this 
matterasI have. The section which I propose 
to strike out is as different from the one which I 
propose to insert, as it can be. So much for the 
courtesy of my colleague. 

I have one word in relation to the courtesy of 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Bissexu.] _ That 
gentleman has seen fit to charge me, as chairman 
of the select committee, with altering the bill re- 
ported from that committee. I deny it. There 
has not been a single proposition in any section of 
that bill which has been altered, even in phrase- 
ology, in the least; and I appeal to every member 
of that committee to sustain me in the assertion. 

Mr. BISSELL. Willthe gentleman from In- 
diana allow me one word? 

Mr. DUNHAM. You will have time to reply 
afterwards, 

Mr. BISSELL. I must be allowed to say that 
the gentleman is wholly mistaken in what he says. 

Mr.DUNHAM. Then I simply say this: The 
members of that committee are present, and can 
bear witness whether what I say is correct or not, 
I undertake to say that there was scarcely a con- 
troversy upon any section of the bill, except in 
reference to the first and second sections. ‘The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BisseLL]} voted against 
me upon the second section, and, as a matter of 
course, he did in reference to the first. 

Mr. BISSELL. I ask the gentleman to say if 
I ever consented that land warrants should be lo- 
cated without regard to the price? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if he ever, in committee, proposed an 
amendment to obviate that difficulty? He did not; 
and I apprehend he did not discover the blunder 
any more than I did. It does not become him, as 
a member of that committee, to charge me with 
blunders. which escaped his notice as well as 
mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot permit 
n kind of discussion to go on. It is all out of 
order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois pretend to say here that I altered that bill 
after it was reported by the committee? 

Mr. BISSELL. Not knowingly. 
not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot permit 
this discussion to goon. The Chair calls the gen- 
tlemen to order. 

Mr. BISSELL. I must be permitted to answer 
the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Certainly, I will permit the 
gentleman; and desire that he should answer my 
question, 

Mr. BISSELL. I refer particularly to that 
portion of the bill which authorizes that land war- 
rants shall be received in payment for the publie 
lands, without regard to the price of those lands. 
My understanding of it was, that warrants should 
be received in payment for the public lands, but 
that the lands should be held at their nominal 
value—say $2 50 per acre. The bill, as intro- 
duced, authorizes the holder of the warrant—for 
instance, the holder of a one hundred and sixty 
acre warrant—to locate it on lands held at $2 50 
per acre. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Oh,lunderstand that. But 
I do not remember that the matter was mooted in 
the committee. And if it was, I stand here to 
say that the original bill, as it was submitted to 
the committee at its last sitting, is the same which 
was introduced here. The bill was laid before the 
committee and examined critically—examined b 
usall, It was sent from the committee room di- 
rectly to the printing office, and the manuscript 
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can be examined there. It was printed and sent 
here; yet now, forsooth, the gentleman from Hli- 
nois comes here and charges the blunders in the 
bill upon the unfortunate chairman of the com- 
mittee, who, as the committee know, did his ut- 
most to perfect it. 

(Here the hammer fell] ; 

Mr. HEBARD. I desire to ask if it is in order 
to ask for a division of the question on the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Dunuam,] so that it shall first be taken upon 
striking out? . 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois. I will ask to 
have the amendment to the amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the amendment to the 
amendment is an unimportant one, the Chair will 
suggest that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Firen] withdraw it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
as one of some importance. 

Mr. KING, of New York. By a rule of the 
House, the amendment cannot be withdrawn. | 
_ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware that 
it cannot be withdrawn except by unanimous 
consent. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. lobject. I would inquire | 
if the question is not on the proposition to strike 
out the whole of the second section? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Dunnam] moves to strike out the whole | 
of the second section of the Senate bill, [as re- į 
ported above,] and to insert the second section of 
the bill reported from the select committee in lieu 
thereof; and his colleague [Mr. Fircn] moves 
to strike out that portion of the second section of | 
the Senate bill, as follows, viz: 

‘where they have been transferred under the provisions 
of any act of Congress, and the regulations of the General 
Land Office; and to he paid out of the Treasury of the | 
United States upon the adjustment of the accounts of such | 
oflicers, where it shall be shown to the satisfaction of the | 
Commissioner of the General Land Office that the warrant 
was located by the soldier or warrantee, or his next of kin, 
as provided tor by law.” 

The question is now on striking out the portion 
of the section which has just been read. | 
The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was agreed to. f 
The question then recurred upon striking out 
the entire section of the Senate bill and inserting | 
the second section of the bill proposed by the se- 
lect committee, as reported above. | 
Mr. BRENTON. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment. I move to strikeout from 
the section proposed to be inserted, the words ‘by | 
him located,” and to insert in lieu thereof the | 
words “of forty acres, and $2 for each warrant | 
of one hundred and sixty acres.”’ So that it will | 
provide that the registers and receivers shall be 
entitled to receive fifty cents for each land war- 
rant of forty acres, and $2 for each warrant of one 

hundred and sixty acres which they may locate. 

Mr. B. said: If the amendment of my colleague 
{Mr. Dunnam] should prevail, the amendment 
which I have proposed to it must address itself at | 
once to the intelligence of every man in this com- 
mittee. I hold that our laws should be equal, and | 
that we should net be called upon to pass laws | 
which do not place the poor man upon the same | 
equality with the rich man, What is the effect of | 
the section as it now stands? Itis that the man | 
who has been enabled to raise $50 and purchased a | 
land warrant shall be compelled to pay for the loca- | 
tion of his warrant as much as the man who has a | 
$200 warrant shall pay for locating his. I am not 
prepared to sanction any such doctrine; and lam 
satisfied that my colleague, when he looks at the 
question, will not advocate his own amendment 
without the insertion of such a provision asf have 
indicated. Gentlemen will see at once that it re- | 
quires a man who has his warrant for forty acres | 
to pay four times as much in proportion to its value, | 
as the man who has his one hundred and sixty | 


acre warrant. It says that the man with the one | 


I regard the amendment | 


hundred and sixty acre warrant shall pay fifty | 


cents, but Iam opposed to compelling the poor | 
man, who, by his hard earnings, has been enabled | 
to purchase a warrant for forty acres, to pay a | 
similar sum. Now, I am for compelling the rich | 
man to pay the same for the privilege he enjoys, : 
as the poor man, and the amendment which I have | 
proposed will effect that purpose. It places them | 
upon precisely the same footing. One per cent. | 
upon the cash sale of forty acres will amount ta : 


about fifty cents, and one per cent. for the cash 
sale of one hundred and sixty acres will be about į 
$2. This amendment, therefore, places the pur- | 
chasers of the one hundred and sixty acre war- 
rants, and the purchasers of forty acre warrants 
upon the same footing. 

I now desire to answer some of the objections 
urged by. my ¢éolleague, [Mr. Dunnam,] in refer- 
ence to the expense which will be incurred in car- 
rying out the provisions of this bill, I think I 
shall be able to show that they will not amountto 
anything like the extravagant sum which he indi- | 
cates. lam of the opinion that any calculations 
which bring the expense above $100,000 are not 
in accordance with the facts of the case. I stated ! 
in my remarks on yesterday, that the price of | 
all these warrants was about $12,000,000. Now, ; 
divide one per cent. of that amount between one | 
hundred and thirty-six men, and you will be en- ; 
abled to ascertain what amount it would give to 
each individual for the five years past. Then from 
that amount is to be deducted what the officers 
have received after the law of 1848. I am not! 
prepared to say what is the precise amount, and I | 
have made calculations on the subject, but they 
are not before me. I think, however, that the 
whole percentage on the sum will amount toa | 
little over $100,000. From this is to be deducted | 
the receipts of these officers under the law of 1848, | 
so that it reduces, according to my calculation, to į 
less than $100,000. i 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think I understood my : 
colleague to say that the whole price of these war- | 
rants was $12,000,000. 

Mr. BRENTON. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And that two per cent. is 
payable to the receivers and registers ? 

Mr. BRENTON. Certainly—one per cent. to 
each of these officers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
how the gentleman can make the amount of per- | 
centage $100,000? It is $240,000. | 

1 
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Then I would like to know | 


Mr. BRENTON. Well, I give the gentleman 
the figures as they appear upon the report, and | 
every gentleman can make his calculations to suit | 
himself. | 

Mr.J. W. HOWE. My constituents are in- ; 
terested in the passage of the first section; and I | 
merely wish to say that Lam in favor of passing | 
it. It provides that land warrants shall be assign- | 
able. As to all the remainder of the bill I am op- | 
posed to it. I wish to make this remark, that I |} 
may appear fairly upon the record. | believe it 
is expedient to pass a law that shall make land 
warrants assignable, and my constituents require | 
that I shall so vote; but to all the rest of the bill { 
am entirely opposed. i 

As respects land officers not being compensated, | 
I will merely say to them, as I would to members `! 
of Congress, If your compensation is not sufficient 
you may resign. Whenever a Congressman finds | 
that his wages are not ample and sufficient he re- || 
signs his seat; and I suppose thata receiver or land : 
officer might do the same thing. | 

In regard to western lands, Í would remark that ; 
I consider the northern, or the old original thirteen 
States, as having no interest, or lot, or part, inthem. jj 
Itis a western and local question altogether. Iam || 
satisfied, from what I have seen in this House, and |! 


i; 


1 
i 


from all past experience of legislation upon public | 
lands, that the old thirteen States can never get |; 
enough of them to makea Pottersfield of—never 
enough to bury their dead upon. The public 


lands are gone, irrevocably gone, from the old ‘i 
Lam for making the best disposition of || 


States. ; ; 
them under the circumstances. J am not in favor | 


of giving bounty lands. Iam for giving to every | 
actual settler, who will go and remain upon the 
land, one hundred and sixty acres. I would this ` 
day vote for giving every acreaway in that manner. : 
I am entirely opposed to giving them to soulless: 
corporations, upon a promise that they will make | 
railroads oranything of that kind. ‘They must go | 
to the States to which they belong. 1 know that! 
Pennsylvania can get none of them. I know the | 
old States can get none of them, Jam in favor of | 
giving them out in parcels to indi 


viduals who will í 
go and occupy and husband the lands, and make 


them.valuable, and enhance the value of the prop- | 


erty of the States to which they belong. 

Mr. ALLISON. [ask my colleague to correct 
a word. He said he was willing to give the lands ; 
to the States to which they belong. 
league did not mean to express 
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I know my coi- || 
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himself in that way. || the Senate billas it now stands, 


Mr. HOWE. I mean to give them to actual set- 
tlers who will. occupy them, in the States where 
the lands are situated, and not to soulless corpo-- 
rations, 

Mr. ALLISON. So I supposed. : 

The question was then taken on theamendment 
of Mr. Brenron to the amendment of Mr. Dyw- 
HAM, and it was lost. : 

The question then recurring upon the amend 
ment of Mr. Dunnam.— 

Mr. BISSELL said: I desire to have the second 
section of the Senate bill read as now amended. 

The second section as amended was read. 

Mr. SACKETT. I propose to amend the sec- 
ond section of the Senate bill by striking out the 
words ‘the same compensation or percentage: to 
‘ which they are entitled by law for sales of the 
‘public lands for cash, at the rate of ¢1 25 per 
‘acre, the said compensation to be hereafter paid 
‘by the assignees or holders of such warrants 
‘ where they have beeñ transferred under the pro- 
‘ visions of anact of Congress, and the regulations 
‘of the General Land Office,” and insert “ eight 
cents,” and after the word ‘‘paid’’in the thirteent 
line, insert *‘ in all cases where a warrant has been 
assigned, and in all other cases to be paid.” 

The CHAIRMAN. A portion of the section to 
which the amendment refers, has already been 
striken out. 

Mr. SACKETT. I will then modify the 
amendment, so that the effect of it will be to strike 
out all that part of the section which is based upon 
the idea of giving compensation to registers and 
receivers, and insert instead thereof the words 
eighty cents. I am in favor of giving a specific 
compensation for the location of land warrants, 
and the sum I propose is eighty cents. There 
seems to be an opinion on the part of a large por- 
tion of the House that this compensation, by way 
of percentage, is too high, and that jt amounts in 
the case of a one hundred and sixty acre warrant, 
to $2, and in the case of eighty acres, to $1, paid 
to the registers and receivers, which, in my judg- 
ment, is too high a compensation, It is for the 
simple reason that I do not suppose that the gen- 
eral law specifies a higher compensation than is 
proper, but yet that, in case of theseland warrants 
which are generally located in parcels, and large 
numbers by individuals, speculators, and agents, 
the compensation should not be as much as for 
locating an individual purchase madé for cash, 
that I have offered this compromise price of eighty 
cents for locating these warrants. 

My other proposition, if T may be permitted to 
allude to it, was made in order that the soldiers 
themselves might have their warrants located, and 


|| the compensation therefor be paid out of the Treas- 


ury, but thatin case the warrants reached the hands 


! ofan assignee, the compensation should be paid by 


the holder. That was the intention. I have no 
idea that these receivers should do the business for 
nothing; and certainly a few of the receivers 
should not be required to do all the business of 
our public lands during the time these warrants 
are locating; for substantially these warrants in- 
creases the business of the public land offices, and 
therefore I think a proper compensation should be 
awarded to the receivers under such circumstances. 
I think eighty cents is not far out of the way. 
Mr. BISSELL. The second section of the 
Senate bill, as now amended, provides that in all 
cases where locations are hereafter made, two per 
cent. shall be paid by the person holding the war- 
raut, whether he be the assignee or the original 
holder. I think that is right. I think that the 
holder ofthe warrant, whoever hemay be, whether 
he is the old soldier or the old soldier’s assignee, 
should be willing, and 1 know they are willing in 
every instance, to pay whatever 18 fair and rea- 
sonable for locating their warrants. It is not too 
much to ask of any man, if you give him one 
hundred and sixty or forty acres of land, that in 
the one case he shail pay $2, and in the other fifty 
cents for making out his papers. It is not unrea- 


! sonable, and no one will complain of it. 


Mr. AVERETT, (interrupting.) [understand 
that in order for any one to get the floor he must 
have an amendment to offer or he must speak in _ 
opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
nois is speaking to an amendm 

Mr. BISSELL. I am spea 
ment, and I am in favor of this se 


The gentleman from Ili- 
ent. 

king to an amend- 
cond section of 
It requires, 1m 


ast. 


all’cases, thatthe holder of'a warrant, whether he 
bé the assignee or the soldier himself, shall pay for 
* Jocatirig the land; ‘and ; wach 
and no more, than is paid when the location is 
made with cash.’ If I take two hundred dollars in 


d ‘shall pay precisely as much, ` 


vold to the land office and propose to enter one | 


undred and ‘sixty acres of land, two dollars of 
that two hundred goes to compensate the register 
and receiver. : i 

Mr. SACKETT, (intetrupting.) “Will the gen- 
ileman answer me a ‘question. ‘Fhe phraseology 
of the bill is, “thè same compensatign or percent- 
age;’’ I wish to know if thereis. any other com- 
pensation besides percentage? i : 

“Mr. BISSELL, None whatever; that is mere 
verbiage, If I take two hundred dollars in gold 
toa land office to enter one hundred and sixty 
acres, two dollars of that gold, as I before said, go 
to` pay the register and receiver. Under this sec- 
tion as now amended, if I take a one hundred and 
sixty acre warrant I pay the same, whereas in 
fact the labor of the register and receiver is, in this 
latter case, more than four times as great as when 
an entry is made with cash. s 

Mr. DUNHAM. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question for information.. Where the 
entry is made in cash does the man who makes 
the entry have to pay it? 

Mr. BISSELL. I did notsay soat all. I said 
that of the two hundred dollars two dollars go to 
the register and receiver—of course out of the 
Treasury of tlre United States. But under this 
section, when the holder of a warrant enters his 
land, he must, as he ought to do—the land being 
given to him—pay that little pittance. Who can 
object'to that Senate bill now? It takes no money 
out of the Treasury, and only requires a man to 
whom you have given one hundred and sixty acres 
of land to pay two dollars for its location. Who 
can object to it? Who will have it struck out for 
this much less intelligible amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana? [Mr. Dunram.] 
This is a simple, plain, straightforward matter. 
I hope the’second section, as now amended, and 
that does not take a dollar from the Treasury, but 
only requires the holder of a warrant to pay as 
much as would be paid to the register and receiver 
if the entry was made in cash, will remain as it is, 
and that jt will become a part of the law. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Sackurr, and it was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. AVERETT. Is it in order to strike out 
all of the second section ? 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion is pending to 
strike out all after the first section, and also to 
atrike out the second section, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I offer the 
follow proviso to the second section, as it now 
stands: 

Provided, That no fees shall be charged where the war- 
rant was located by the original warrantee. 

Mr.M., Iconceive the second section to be as 
the gentleman from Hinois [Mr. Bissex.] under- 
stands it, that it will require the soldier to pay to 
the registers and receivers two per cent. on the 


amount of his warrant, and to that I am opposed, |; 


because the bounty land law was based upon the 
idea that it was a gratuity upon the part of the 
Government to the men who had rendered military 
service; and I am unwilling to change the princi- 
ple of the law, so as tocharge the soldier where he 
make the entry, with any fee at all. I would 
require of the registers and receivers gratuitous 
services, at all events, where this class of persons 
locate warrants. Iam fully aware that it may be 
replied to this, that the speculator will charge upon 
the market value of the warrant whatever he may 
he required to pay in the Land Office, that that is 
an evil which unavoidably accompanies the sub- 
ject, which may depress the value of the warrant, 
and which will, at all events, operate as a sort of 
tax upon the assignability of land warrants. I 
am opposed to the principle of the amendment 
which is attempted to be inserted here by our own 
committee, and prefer the basis of percentage asa 
compensation, rather than a fixed amount, for the 
location of land warrants, for the simple reason 

that as you fix the basis of compensation accord- 
ing to the warrant, it operates to the depreciation 
in market of the forty acre warrant most, the 
eighty acre warrant next, and the one hundred and 
sixty acre warrant last, and therefore operates the 
largest tax upon the smallest warrant. The man 
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having a warrant for the least number of “acres 
‘will be taxed the most. If I co into market to buy 
land warrants, I will prefer one of one hundred and 
sixty. acres to forty acre warrants; and wiy: 
Because 1 would have to Py only one fourth the 
tax in locating-a one hundred and sixty acre war- 
rant, that-I would have to pay for, the forty acre 
warrants. 0 2 S0. ea 
“Mr. BISSELL. Not atal. Under this section, 
to locate a forty. acre warrant you pay fifty cents, 
to locate an‘eighty acre warrant you pay $1, and 
to locate a‘ one h 
you pay $2. ` ; 
Mr. MARSHALL. That is the percentage. 
I am expressing my opposition to the provision of 
the House bill, which proposes to fix the compen- 
sation for locating warrants ata specific sum. Í 
have not much to say, and I will not trouble the 
House by entering into the discussion. This 
Matter has got now to about the point where I 
expected it would get when we referred it to a se- 
lect committee. I think we were then a little 
further advanced than now. Iam now expressing 
my opposition to the matter which it is tended 
hereafter to be inserted. Jt is as follows: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That trom and after 
the passage of this act, the registers and receivers of the 
United States land offices shall each be entitled to receive 
fifty cents for his services, in locating each bounty land war- 
rant by him located, to be paid by the person or persons ło- 


eating the same. 

That is, no matter whether it is a forty, eighty, 
or one hundred and sixty acre warrant, they will 
charge fifty cents upon each. This will depreciate 
the small warrants and appreciate the large ones. 


tion, and in doing so, to make some remarks in 
reference to the extent of land warrants, to which 
I beg leave to call the attention of the gentleman 
| from Indiana, [Mr. Brenvron.] It was stated by 
the gentleman, and assented to by his colleague, 
| that $12,000,000 would cover the entire issue of 
land warrants. Well, that may be so. But a cer- 
tain oficial report makes a different statement; I 
do not propose to decide where doctors disagree, 
nor to determine between gentlemen equally well 
informed, but I will ask the committee to under- 
take that task after hearing what I'am about to 
read. I holdin my hand an official document of this 
Government—Executive document, No. 11, the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, at the sec- 
ond session of the 3lst Congress. There isa state- 
ment appended to this report—statement K—to 
which I would ask the attention of the gentleman 
from Indiana, whose account I do not gainsay. 
The Secretary sys, ‘Statement K, appended to 
‘this report, shows the number of warrants located 
‘by the acts to which reference has been made, and 
‘the number yet to be located, as estimated from 
€ the pay rolls and other evidences on file, with the 
t quantity of lands in acres required to satisfy them. 
‘ The quantity of lands sold and taken from mar- 
‘ket by virtue of these warrants, for the years 
| 1847, 1848, 1849, is 14,727,742.40 acres (aver- 
‘aging 4,909,247.46 acres per annum,) valued at 
S Lt eae (averaging $6,303,711,58 per an- 
‘num. 


‘acts will require 78,922,513 acres, valued at $98,- 
© 653,140. At the above average of 4,909,247.46 
‘acres per annum over sixteen years will be re- 
‘quired to absorb and satisfy the warrants yet to 
‘be issued, as estimated under the several bounty 
‘land acts now in force. 

“ There will then be diverted from the Treas- 
e Wys aa the sale of lands, the sum of §113,245,- 
6 

Now from this $113,245,896 is to be deducted 
! $25,981,671, the value of the swamp lands granted 
| to the State of Louisiana; $133,600, the value of 
' lands granted to colleges, salines, &c.; and $2,450,- 
314, granted for internal improvements and Choc- 


the value of lands granted under the several boun- 
ty land acts. The Secretary says expressly that 
he has based his computation upon the pay-rolls 
and upon the number of warrants likely to be 
brought in—not upon the whole number of soldiers 


í that ever served, but upon those granted to sol- 


diers still living, and the widows and minor chil- 
dren of soldiers who are dead, and those that it is 
probable will come in. It is nota vague and wild 
j estimate. I would like to know—but not in the 
limit of my speech, as gentlemen will afterwards 


i 


| have an opportunity of replying—where the twelve 


andred ‘and sixty acre warrant ` 


Mr. EVANS. | intend to oppose the proposi- ii 


“ The warrants yet to be presented under these | 


taw certificates; which would Jeave $80,888,021, | 


| 
i 


i 
{ 
i 


i 
i 
i 
i 


| fy $i ” 
| millions of dollars came from as the amount upor 


which the percentage was auked;- and I would like 


: to know how the Secretary of the Treasury made 


a mistake of $80,888,024. ‘T want to know whether 
$12,000,080. or $80,000,000 is the correct estimate, 
and I want to know what it will take, at two per 


cent, if it is $68,000,000, to pay the registers and 


receivers. : 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. BRENTON. 1 move to strike from the 


"amendment the words “original warrantee.” I 
| make this motion for the purpose of setting myself 


right. “In the first place, I would inquire of the 
gentleman from Maryland ‘where he obtained the 
estimate he has given the committee? 

Mr. EVANS. From the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury at the second session of the 
Thirty-first Congress, Executive document No. 11. 
{ will send it to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRENTON. I was fully aware of the 
statement read frora that document, but he has 
misconceived the point which I made. The ques- 
tion is, what amount will be necessary to pay the 
claims of registers and receivers at the land offices 
| prior to the 3d March, 1849, and for warrants lo~ 


i 


| cated up to the close of the third quarter of 3851. 


ti 
{ 
H 


; My estimate is upon sales previous to that time, 


leaving out of consideration the warrants located 
subsequently, and yet to be located. 

Mr. EVANS. ine embraced all. 

Mr. BRENTON. Wo gentleman can success~ 
fully controvert my position whe will look at the 


i facts as I presented them. The question is, what 


will it take to pay for services heretofore rendered 
by those turned out of office by the present Admin- 
istration, and for warrants located up to the time 
J specified? The report is justas I stated it in my 
remarks on yesterday—the annual cash value of 
lands located by warrants up to the third quar- 
ter of 1851. That was the amount of lands actu- 
ally disposed of. To take the warrants. which 
have been issued, and all that are to be issued, has 
not entered into my calculation at all. I took sim- 
ply the estimate in the Commissioney’s report of 
actual locations up to a given time, and not of 


i those in circulation, 


Mr. EVANS. I understand the gentleman. I 


i took the whole number, the gentleman only takes 
; a part. 


Mr. BRENTON. I fixed a certain time, and 
confined my estimate of the lands actually located 
within that time, and not of those which have and 
may be issued under the provisions of law. lam 
aware the vast amount of warrants authorized to 
be issued will exhaust millions and millions of 
acres of public domain. I am satisfied of that. 
My argument was to show the amount of money 
that would be drawn from the Treasury as com- 
| pensation for the services already rendered by the 
registers and receivers. I still stand by all the 
facts I have stated. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I only wish 
to say a word in reply to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Marsnauy.] As this second section 
of the Senate bill now stands, the price to be paid 
to the registers and receivers is one and a quarter 
per cent. peracre. The gentleman from Indiana 
moves to insert fifty cents for each warrant. One 
per cent. upon the value of forty acres is fifty cents. 

o there is little difference between the section, as 
it now stands amended, and the amendment of the 
| gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. One per cent. upon 
the whole amount. 

Mr. STEPHENS. There is very little differ- 
| ence between them; and so far as I am concerned 
| it is wholly immaterial whether the motion fails 
or is agreed to. 1 think the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky was mistaken in supposing that it would 
depreciate the forty acre warrants. I am opposed 
to paying them anything, and shall vote with the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] to strike 


i out the whole section. 


The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Mar- 
SHALL’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move, pro forma, to amend 
the second section of the bill, by reducing the 
proposed pay one half. 

I wish particularly to state a few facts to this 
committee, and then I have done with this part of 
the subject, It strikes me that these men are gen- 
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erally. well paid for their services, It is well 
known to every member of this committee that 
both registers and receivers are each paid an an- 
nual salary of $560. Besides this, they receive a | 
percentage upon the moneys received upon all cash 
entries. I will call the attention of the committee 
to the case of a single land office, as an. illustra- 
tion of the duties performed and the compensation 
therefor. I will take the land. office where the 
office of register was: filled by my honorable col- 
league, [Mr. Brenron.] And, by the way, it real- 
iy seems to me that my colleague shows his great 
modesty by his exceedingly warm support of this 
bill, having himself just left a land office which is | 
to be affected by it, and, therefore being directly 
interested. And I know that my colleague is a 
very candid man, and. would do nothing but what 
he thought strictly right, even ina matter wherein 
he was himself directly interested; but, sir, it is so | 
very natural for one to work himself into the belief 
that.a thing is right which is for his interest, that 
Í think it would be well for the committee to at 
feast scrutinize the arguments of my colleague 
closely, far fear that, notwithstanding all his can- 
dor, his judgment may bea little warped. Now, 
sir, our rules prohibit a member from votingupon 
a meusure under such circumstances; and it seems 
to me that modesty should forbid him from so 
earnestly advocating it, Butthatis merely a mat- 
ter of taste, about which I do not feel particularly 
interested. The amount of money received at the 
land office of Fort Wayne, in Indiana, the first 
quarter of 1856, was $893; the second quarter, 
$8,528; the third quarter, $7,285; fourth quarter, 
5,050; first quarter of 1851, $4,988; second quarter, 
$529, and the third quarter $589; and so itgoes on 
pretty. much in that way. ‘That is the amount of | 
money received into the public Treasury; and for 
receiving this the officers are entitled to a salary of 
$500 a year, besides one per cent. upon the amount 
of money actually received. But he shows you 
that he has not been well paid in locating these land 
warrants, Letussee. The whole numberof Mex- 
ican land warrants located at the Fort Wayne of- | 
fice, from the first issue of those warrants to the | 
resent time, is two hundred and forty three. 
or this extra service, the Government have paid į 
each year $500 to the officer, and besides this, he | 
was entitled to receive, and undoubtedly has re- 
ceived, half a dollar for locating each warrant not || 
located by the original warrantee, and very few, 
as I have before shown, have been. Yet the gen- 
tleman_séems to think they have not been well |i 
paid, What is.true in reference to Fort Wayne, || 
as true in reference to one half of the offices, |! 
though at some of the offices much less has been | 
received than at Fort Wayne; at some, in fact, 
for whole quarters nothing at all has been receiv- 
ed. I undertake to say, that a majority of them 
are paid as much as they ought to be, for the num- 
ber of land warrants located. I do not believe 
itis a very great hardship upon them. i 
Mr. BISSELL. Iftwo hundred land warrants 
were located there, then the receiver cannot re- 
ceive as much as $200 under this law, unless théy | 
were one hundred and sixty acre warrants. The | 
receiver or register under the law we propose, ; 
would not receive from it so much, at any rate no 
more, than $200. Isnot that a great sum? Now, 
there is the amount the receiver at Fort Wayne is ; 
to receive under this law. i 
Mr. DUNHAM. That is not a very great | 
sum, it is true; but when you put together what | 
we are asked to pay to all these officers for past 
and present services, it does make, as I have here- 
tofore shown, a very large sum indeed; and. if 
the officer is not deserving of the pay, why should 
we pay him at all? it is a simple question, 
whether these services. have been properly com- | 
pensated? Every western man knows, who has |; 
any experience in these public offices, that these || 
officers are engaged in other business, and are 
discharging other duties by no means interfering | 
with the business of these offices. \ 
I know it is said that this $500 salary is for of- | 
fice-rent, fuel, &c., the books, blanks and station- || 
ery being furnished by the Government; but, sir, I | 
will appeal to my colleague himself, that it is far || 
more than sufficient for that purpose. I presume |) 
very few if any of the offices occupied cost a rent | 
of $100 per annum. I apprehend, then, sir, that 
the excess of this $500 salary, after paying rent 
and contingencies, increased by the fee of fifty 


i 


tion, why shall we procrastinate this matter fur- |i 


cents per warrant, proposed by my amendment, 


will be ample compensation for the labors per- 
formed by these officers in locating these warrants. 

At the time my colleague was appointed regis- 
ter of the land office at Fort Wayne, a Democrat 
was turned out to make a place for him. I donot 
think that Democrat was anxious to be removed 
because the compensation was inadequate, or for 
any other. reason, and I do think my colleague, 
as well as several other hungry Whig office seek- 
ers, were anxious to be appointed in his place. 
I never heard that my colleague was disposed to 
give up the office until he thought there was a 
chance for him to be elected to a seat on this floor, 
although he had before that held it ample time to 
have enabled him to ascertain whether he was 
sufficiently paid for his labor. 

Mr. Chairman, it is seldom you find a man out | 
of office, who desires to hold office at all, who 
does not. believe that the emoluments. are ample 
and desirable; and you as seldom find one in office 
who believes that he is sufficiently compensated 
for the great sacrifices which he makes to give to 
the country the benefit of his services and great 
talents. 

Mr. SWEBTSER. I regret’exceedingly to in- 
terfere with this pleasant episode on the part of 
the gentleman from Indiana. I rise for the pur- 
pose of opposing the amendment which has been 
offered by my honorable friend upon my right, 
and for the purpose of opposing all amendments 
to this section. It is not my desire that this sec- 
tion should be made palatable, after the demon- 
stration which has been made here in relation to 
the details of this bill. It seems to me that the 
friends of the original proposition—the first sec- 
tion—which makes these land warrants assigna- 
ble, should cease further debate, and make ita test | 
question, in relation to striking out the second 
section, which will be fatal to the balance of the 
bill. I know there was a very decided expression 
of opinion upon the motion made by the honorable 
member from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonrs,] to strike 
out the second section. That motion seemed to 
cover the balance of the bill, There was a dem- 
onstration here, that this House was convinced 
that the original proposition. to make these land 
warrants assignable, should be passed. But in 
relation to the details of the bill, other proposi- 
tions were brought in and tacked upon the back 
of this proposition, which may receive the sanc- 
tion of the House at a proper time; but the friends |; 
of the measure were unwilling to agree to the sep- || 
arate provisions offered, because they were out of 
place. Now, I say to these gentlemen, however |! 
much we may differ in relation to these provisions, | 
let us pass the original proposition. I ask gen- 
tlemen desirous of retaining the original proposi- 


ther? Let us come to a test vote upon striking 
out the second section. Thatis what we desire. || 
After we come to that vote, then, if there is a 
majority of the House who decide in favor of ji 
striking out, gentlemen who have their different 
propositions, can bring them forward and submit 
them to the favorable consideration of Congress. 
I will vote to give them a special committee, and 
let the friends of the various propositions have an 
opportunity of making a favorable showing for 


So the committee refused to. rise: s oo uo 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Dune 
HAM’s amendment, and. it was rejected, > 

| Mr.SACKETT. Imoveto strike out all after 
the word. “seven,” in the sixth. line, and in- 
sert, “on each land warrant of forty acres, fifty: 
cents; for each land warrant of eighty acres, 
$1; and for each land warrant of one hundred and 
sixty acres, $2.” 

In presenting this amendment, wish to call the 
attention of the especial friends of this. provision 
of the bill, to its consideration. I have become 
satisfied. myself that there is a strong, disposition 
in-the House against giving to these registers, who 
have really performed these duties, avy compen- 
sation whatever. I think that is unjust. I think 
it would require five or six registers or receivers, 
and for them to do all this business without any. 
additional compensation whatever, would be un- 
equal and unjust. This proposition is a graduated. 
proposition, based upon the same principle pre- 
cisely as the percentage principle, only it is half 
the amount proposed by the original, bill itself. 
That is one per cent. to each of the officers. The 
effect of this is to give half per cent. to each of 
them, and itis based upon the proposition of ma~- 
king every grade of warrant equal—a warrant for 
forty acres paying the same per cent. as a Warrant 
for ‘one hundred and. sixty acres, thus steerin 
clear of all the difficulties that have been suggeste 
in regard to that point in the case. If there is 
anything to be preserved to these men, who reully: 
performed these duties, I would suggest to the 
friends of this provision of the bill, whether it 
would not be wise to adopt this proposition of half 


| per cent., or a proposition that is equivalent to 


half per cent., and preserve an equality between all 
warrants, giving to each register and receiver fifty 
cents for every forty acre warrant; $1 for every 
eighty acre warrant, and $2 for every one hun- 
dred and sixty acre warrant. 

Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman, I am op: 
nosed to this and all other amendments to the- bill. 
Phe proposition of my friend from Tennessee 
pe Jones] meets with my hearty concurrence. 

trust that we shall speedily come to a vote upon 
striking, out all of this bill. but the first section, 
which makes land warrants assignable, and, of 
course, available to those who have received them, 
from the Government in acknowledgment of servi- 
ces rendered. I have listened with some attention 
to this debate, and with a sincere desire to be in- 
formed about the details of the bill, but confess 
that the only part which I fully comprehend is that 
which provides for the compensation of land ofii- 
cers,as well the incumbents as their predecessors, 


| We hear that the emoluments and salaries are poor 


and insufficient—that the compensationis utterly in- 
adequate forthe services rendered. Sir, lamaplain 
-man and come from a plain people, amongst whom 
common sense is a marked characteristic. © When 
by the turns of the wheel of fortune an office gets: 
fixed upon a man, and the income is not sufficient 
for his support, the old people advise him to resign. 
We are apprised that there is no part of the coun- 
try where it is lawful to hold a man violently in 
office. I also remark, that when, in the mutations 
by which power is transferred from. the hands of 


their friends. 
It is obvious to all that these gentlemen cannot |! 
and do not agree among themselves in relation to |; 
the details of their favorite propositions. That į 
disagreement of itself furnishes sufficient reason 


measures. | 
It would be unsafe and unwise in the committee | 
to attempt to dispose of these various propositions 
in the absence of all agreement upon the details, 
and in the haste which seems to be demanded by | 
the pressing Wishes of our constituents. Let us | 
cease offering amendments, bring the committee to 
a test vote, and yield fairly to the will of the ma- 
jority of the committee. I do not doubt, neither | 
can gentlemen who differ with me doubt, but it js | 
the wish and intention of this committee to strip | 


this bill of all crude and irrelevant propositions. |, 


I indulge the hope that we may speedily and 
without further delay, pass the law which is de- | 
manded, and in due time give our attention to the 
various propositions now before the committee, 


and dispose of each, all, in accordance with justice. |; : t 
ji feeling which 


Mr. HENN moved that the committee rise. 


The question was then taken, and it was not | ) 
$ i |! tell, all the offices are filled, There is no 


agreed to. 


for the House to reject now all the extraneous ji Y 5 an 
| ocratic President obstructs their high purpose, by 
"removal of Whigs, they have a right to complain. 


! and so when a Whig Executive ejects Democrats 


| by mingling J t : 
ji in theshape of back rations, with their claims: te 


|| one party to another, and the incumbents of office 


are removed, we hear great murmuring amongst 
those who have been turned out from thoseunprofit- 
able stations. I now understand the problem. 
These gentlemen have determined to serve the 
country from patriotic motives; and when a Dem- 


! from stations, in which they were determined 
! to demonstrate their devotedness to the country, 
‘and the country alone, I am not surprised that 


li they give utterance to feelings of dissatisfaction. 
| Above all, sir, I would not go back and vote com- 


| pensation to those who have been kept from pecu- 
! niary sacrifice by a removal from office. No, sir, 
i those who, having determined to throw themselves 
upon the wave of patriotism and be wafted to honor 
nd immortal fame, should be permitted to win the 
J would not stain the lustre of their renown 
thesordid consideration of filthy lucre, 


! 
a 
; prize. 


‘our gratitude. Tt is the warm current of patriotic 
determines them to give up all in the 


self-denying duty of holding office; for, strange 
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atriotic men to meet the necessities of the country. | 


ut; sir, let us come up to the duty of making || pointed. >~ - | 


land warrants issued, and in progress. of being | 
issued, under an existing law, assignable. 


hope of the soldier, or his widow, whose long-de- 
ferred claims are. now acknowledged: Let us re- ! 
move the artificial difficulties placed in the way of | 
a transfer by our own legislation, and which have 
made many a prey to sharks and speculators. He 
totters on the verge. of the grave; life’s sand is 
nearly run out; letus throw a beam of light upon 
his dark path; let us cheer him with an assurance 
of the regard, and the receipt of the bounty of a 
grateful country, as free from conditions.as his ser- 
vices were generous and valuable. ; 

“Mr. ALLISON moved to amend Mr. Sacr- 
ETT’s amendment so as to reduce the compensa- 
tion proposed to be allowed to the registers and 
receivers. to one half. 

Mr. A. then said: For one, I would be very 
willing that the committee should come to a vote 
at once upon the proposition to make land war- 
rants assignable. That I conceive to be the ob- 
ject of these bills, and that is what those who are 
interested in these warrants require. 1 suppose 
that every gentleman upon this floor represents 
some who are directly interested in these warrants 
and are anxious to have them made assignable. 
We learn this from the fact that among the very 
first propositions submitted to this House at the 
commencement of the session, was a proposition 
to make land warrants assignable. But there are 
other questions which have been introduced and. 
connected with this subject. I have not time to 
discuss them now, but my worthy colleague, 
[Mr. J. W. Howe,] who addressed the House a 
short time ago, made use of words which sug- 
gesud an idea to my mind. He said that the old 

tates had no longer any interest in the lands in 
the new States and Territories in the western 
pert of the country. Why, sir, it amazed me to 

ear that the experience of that gentleman, who 
has held a seat upon this floor for some years, 
had taught him that the old States had no interest 
in the public lands, and that those lands ought to 
be given to those to whom they belonged—to the 
new States. As a Pennsylvanian, I could not 
agree to that, nor did I believe that my colleague 
intended it. I know that the legislation of the last 
few years would teach us that the old States have 
no interest in the public lands, but I hope that 
time is passed away; I hope we shall hear new 
doctrines and learn that the old States have a 
common interest in these lands, and that they are 
a common fund for the benefit of all the States. 

Mr. J. W, HOWE. I did not mean to say 
that the old States had no interest in the lands. T 
meant to say that they had an interest in them, 
but could not put their hands upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ah! That may be. 


But I 


hope the day has come when a new doctrine is to | 


be taught. I hope that the old States will stand 
up for their interest in theselands. Whilst we take 
a pride in the progress of improvement in that 
glorious part a 
we must not forget that the old States are borne 
down to the earth with taxes for improvements 
that were made to fill up that great West. F hope 
we will show that weare not derelict to our duty, 
but that while we are anxious to do everything 
calculated to benefit the West, we are also willing 
to protect the interests of the old States, whose 
sons have peopled the Western States. I hope the 
day has arrived when we, as members represent- 
ing the people of this country, will legislate for the 
whole country. My colleague, 1 am sure, made 
the remark more in playfulness than in earnest, 
that we had no interest in the public fands, and that | 
we were to give them away to those to whom they | 
belonged. Why, if that was true—if my col- | 
league was right, I would say, as he has said, that |! 
I would vote to give away the public lands to 
every man who has not a farm, and who does not || 
enjoy a homestead, rather than that they should 
be given away to make improvements in those 
States that have already so largely benefited by 
improvements. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania, I havenode- | 
sire to prolong this debate. JT am opposed to this 
amendment, and ask for a vote upon it. i 

Mr. HENN moved that the committee rise. | 


Let us |; 
not keep the promise to the ear and break it to the || 


our country—the Great West, || 


ordered; and “Messrs. Crarg and Hunter ap- 


` And the question being: put, it was decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 86, noes 28. - 

-The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the CRairman of the 
committee. reported that the Commiftée of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and particu- 
| larly the special order of- the House, being Senate 
| bill 146, entitled ‘An act to make land warrants 
assignable, and for other purposes,” and that it 
had-come to no conclusion thereon. = -> 

On motion by Mr. AVERETT, the House then 
| adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. ; 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presente 
! under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. KUHNS: The petition of Hon. James Bell and 
72 other citizens of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the establishment of a direct mail route from 
Greensburg to West Newton, in said county. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The memorial of D. S. Morgan 
| and others, citizens of the State of Illinois, praying Congress 
not to renew C. H. McCormick’s patent for a reaping ma- 

; chine. i 

Also, the petition of L. S. Kellogg and others, citizens of 
Wisconsin, praying Congress not to renew C. H. McCor- 
mick’s patent for.a reaping machine. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
David Watts and 53 others, citizens of Perry and Union 
counties, in Penusylvania, praying Congress to establish a 
mail route from Millerstown, in Perry county, via Mount 
Pleasant Mills, Middleburg, Centreville, and New Berlin, 
to Mifflinburg, in Union county. 

By Mr. BALLEY,of Georgia: The memorial of citizens 

of Wilkinson county, Georgia, relative to the appointment of 
! Chaplains for both Houses of Congress. 
i By Mr. PEASLEE: The petition of Thomas Chadbourne 
and others, that an appropriation be made to the executive 
committee of the London Industrial Exhibition, to relieve 
them from expenses incurred in the transportation and dis- 
play of articles from the United States, 

By Mr. SCUDDER; ‘the petitions of Alexander Baxter ! 
and others and Ira Baxter and others, citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, asking an appropriation for the preservation of ; 
| the breakwater in Hyannis harbor, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. THURSTON: The memorial of John Lawrie 
and Donald Stuart, for relief in building a bridge across 
‘Tiber creek, in the city of Washington. 

By Mr. WEIGLIITMAN: The memorial of sundry citi- 
zens of Arkansas, Texas, and New Mexico, praying for a 
mail route trom Red river to the Rio Grande. 

By Mr. ASHE: The memorial of R. F. Williams, dep- 
uty marshal, praying additional compensation for taking the 
census, 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Montgomery county, Missouri, asking the passage of a law 
to modify and reduce the rates of postage on newspapers, 
periodicals, and other printed matter. 

By Mr. HENN: ‘fhe petition of James Shepherd and 
115 others, praying an appropriation of land fora railroad | 
from Lafayette, Indiana, via Peoria, Burlington, Sceosan- | 
qua, and Bloomfield, to the Missouri river. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 6, 1852. 
| Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Moreay. | 
' On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was | 


Ordered, That the execution of the order of the Senate | 
| of the 22d December last, assigning Friday of each week 
to the consideration of private bills, be postponed until one 
o’clock this day. 

Mr. PRATT presented the petition of the Board 
of Trade and Insurance Offices of the city of Bal- 
timore, for the erection of fog bells upon Chingo- i 

$ 3, 
teague Island, Smith’s Island, Cape Henry, Cur- | 
rituck or False Cape, Cape Hatteras, Cape Fear, | 
and also on board the light-boats in the Chesapeake | 
Bay; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. | 
| Mr. WADE presented the memorial of L. H. | 
| Shepard, assistant marshal for taking the Seventh | 
i Census in Erie county, Ohio, praying additional | 
| compensation; which was referred to the Commit- į 


| tee of Claims. i 
Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memoria! of i 
citizens of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Del- | 
aware, praying an appropriation for the erection | 
of piers and harbors in the Delaware river and 


i bay; which was referred to the Committee on 


| 

1 

| 

Commerce. | 
Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in | 
York county, Maine, praying additional compen- | 
sation; which was referred to the Committee of | 
Claims. ij 
Mr. BRADBURY presented the memorial ofi 
Benjamin Sampson and others, assistant marshals | 
for taking the Seventh Census in Franklin county, | 


Mr. STUART demanded tellers; which were 


| Maine, praying additional compensation; which | 


was referred to the Committee of Claims. i} 


Mr. FISH presented the memorial of the assist- 
ant marshals for taking the. Seventh Census in 
New York county, New York, praying additional 
compensation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. ; = 

Mr. DODGE; of Iowa, presented the petition 
of Robert A. Defrance, praying a title to a Jot upon 
which he resides in the city of Burlington, Iowa; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. ` 

Also, the memorial of the Legislature of Towa, 
praying a donation of land to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Burlington and Fort Des Moines Rail- 
road; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of William 
A. Burt, praying a justallowance in consideration 
of the benefit the Government has derived from 
the use of a compassinvented by him; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Alabama, praying a donation of 
land in aid of the school fund of such townships 
as have valueless sixteenth sections; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 
ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the 
Senate a memorial of inhabitants of Jefferson 
county, Indiara, praying that the transportation 
of the mails on Sunday may be prohibited by law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a memorial of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
Florida, praying additional compensation; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Duval county, 
Florida, praying an alteration of the rates of post- 
age on newspapers, pamphlets, books, and other 
printed matter; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. COOPER presented the petition of Thomas 
C. Hawkins, deputy marshal for taking the Sev- 
enth Census in the county of Green, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying to be allowed additional compensa- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, 
praying for the construction of piers and harbors 
in the Delaware river and bay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Pittsburg, Penn- 
sylvania, praying further legislation for the pro- 
tection of lives and property on board of vessels 
propelled in whole or in part by steam; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COOPER. I present the memorial of the 
officers of the Pennsylvania State Agricultural So- 
ciety, praying for the establishment of an Agri- 
cultural Bareau. I have réceived, along with the 
memorial, a letter from the President of the Soci- 
ety, the Hon. Frederick Watts, in which he re- 
quests me to state to the Senate the great desire 
thatis everywhere manifested throughout the State 
of Pennsylvania, that a bureau of the kind prayed 
for should be established. 

T move its reference to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. : 

The memorial was so referred. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. FISH, it was 


Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claim of John Hogan, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


On motion by Mr. BUTLER, it was 


Ordered, That the proceedings of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Charleston, South Carolina, on the files of the 
Senate, in relation to the establishment of a Branch Mint in 
that city, be referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred a motion made by Mr, 
Feres, on the 5th instant, to print an additional 
number of the report of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office accompanying the annual mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, reported 
thereon; and, in concurrence therewith, it was 


Ordered, 'Shat one thousand copies of the said report be 
printed, in addition to the usual number, for the use of the 
Genera! Land Office. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print~ 
ing, to which was referred the resolution, submit- 
ted the 5th instant, for the printing of an additional 
number of the report of the Light-House Board, 
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appointed in pursuance of the eighth section of the 
act of March 3, 1851, reported thereon; and, in 
concurrence therewith, it was : 
Ordered, That three thousand copies of the said report 
be printed, one thousand copies of which to be for the use | 
of the Light-House Board. 
‘On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Public Lands be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of documents in sup- 
port of the claim of the State of Alabama, for the payment 
of interest due on account of the five per cent. fund,and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


On motion. by Mr, ATCHISON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of resolutions passed 
by the Legislature of Michigan, presented the 15th Janua- ! 
ty; and from the farther consideration of a resolution of 
the Senate of the 15th January, instructing the Committee 
on Indian Affairs to inguire into the expedicucy of pro- } 
viding by law for the payment to the Ottawa and Chippewa 
nations of Indians of the overplus money which shall be | 
found due, in pursuance of a treaty concluded at Washing- 
ton the 28th of March, 1836. j 


EXPLOSION OF STEAM BOILERS. 


Mr. BORLAND. 1 am aquthorized by the 
Committee on Printing, to which was referred the | 
memorial of Alfred Guthrie, a practical engineer, | 
submitting the resulis of his experiments in rela- 
tion to the cause of the explosion of steam boilers, 
to report in favor of printing the documents and 
five thousand five hundred additional copies—five 
hundred of which shall be for the use of Mr. 
Guthrie. J will remind the Senate of the remarks | 
made yesterday by the Senator from Illinois, 
{Mr. Sureips.] upon introducing these papers and | 
documents. 1 suppose it will not be necessary to | 
add anything to what he said. . 

Mr. HALE. 1 wish to-say a word, and I wish 
to call to the mind of the Senate, if they can re- 
member it, the speeches made by the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Arciison,] pe | the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Maneum,] and another Sen- 
ator, upon printing extra copies ofsuch documents. | 
{ listened to those suggestions of economy and | 

| 
| 


prudence, at the time; and I submitted, as I had 
to do, with a good grace. But it seems that those 
admonitions have all been forgotten, and here we 
are to print five thousand extra copies, and five 
hundred more for the author of some essay, not | 
by an officer of the Government—not of anything | 
connected with our legislation, but an essay upon 
explosions. That is what I understand it to be. | 
Mr. BADGER. That will be very useful to 
the Senate; for explosions happen here very often. 
Mr. HALE, I object to this; and call upan j 
Senators who so prudently and wisely interfered 
and refused to print a public document of immense | 
interest, and of great consequence, relating to a 
practical matter before the Senate, to apply the | 
same rule to this enormous proposition to print! 
five thousand five hundred extra copies of the essay | 
of this gentleman upon explosions. Sir, we have |! 
explosions enough, withdat disseminating essays ! 
upon them; and I do hope the Senate will inter- | 
pose and not sanction this expenditure. But I; 
suppose it is too late. The fashion is set. We) 
printed, I do not know how many numbers of !| 
Professor Espy’s speculations on storms; and this, | 
I suppose, is something similar to it in regard to | 
thunder. As it appears to be the fashion of the | 
Senate to print extra copies of these documents, I 
have no hope of arresting this proposition. I shall 
simply record my vote against it. : 
Mr. BORLAND. The Senator from New | 
Hampshire is, I think, altogether mistaken about |; 
the character of this work. He speaks of our, 
srinting documents about storms and thunder. | 
This is nothing of the sort. It is, essentially and | 
eminently, a practical work, by a practical man— | 
a man of whom it is said expressly, that he has | 
devoted a lifetime of intelligent and well-directed | 
labor to one of the most important subjects that 4 
can be brought before the people of this country— | 
especially important to all those connected with, or | 
in any way dependent for safety or for conve- 
nience upon, the navigation of our rivers and lakes | 
by steam. It imbedies the most valuable inform- | 
aton on this subject—information which has been | 
submitted to the most experienced and scientific | 
men of the country, and who have pronounced | 
it extremely valuable. 1 am confident of this. I 
have examined these papers, and the documents 
that have been presented, and I am of opinion that 
it is a very valuable treatise upon a very import- 


| 
| 
i 


ant subject, and that no opposition ought to be |! 


made to the printing of it. 


The report of the committee was agreed to. 


WORKMEN ON THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Public | 
Buildings, to which was referred the memorial of 
the workmen employed on the extension of the 
Capitol, reported a joint resolution to authorize the 
continuance of the work on the two wings of the 
Capitol; which was read a first time, and ordered 
to a second reading. : 

Mr. HUNTER. Task the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to have it read a second time now, 
and considered by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous con- 
sent. Is there any objection? 

Mr. BORLAND. I regret to make any oppo- 
sition to this 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator object. 

Mr. BORLAND. I wish to state the reason 
why I object. I stated yesterday, when this mat- 
ter was brought before the Senate, that the subject 
involved was undergoing an investigation by a 
committee of the House of Representatives. I 
was under the impression that a special committee 
had been appointed for the purpose of inquiring 
into the correctness of the report, that the founda- 
tions laid were not secure. It was supposed b 
some that these investigations had been abandone g 
and that the gentleman moving for the committee | 
had become satisñed, and had withdrawn his 
proposition. I learn, however, that such is not 
the fact, and that he is still of opinion that the 
foundations of the wings are insecure and unsafe; j 
and he is now pressing the other House for per- 
mission to send for persons and papers in order to 
inquire into the matter. For that reason I would 
be unwilling to see any measure adopted to pro- 
vide for the continuance of the work, until that 
investigation should be made. 

Mr. HUNTER. f would state to my friend 
from Arkansas that I have examined into this mat- | 
ter, as I ama member of the Joint Committee on 
Public Buildings; and even if the suspicion which 
his friend entertains in relation to the foundations 
of the wings were true, the passage of this reso- 
lution wald not affect it much. I have seen the 
Architect this morning, and he does not expect to 
carry up the walls until after the first of March, 
and then only in fine weather. I apprehend, how- 
ever, that there cannot be much doubt as to the 
security of the foundations. ‘This resolution, how- | 
ever, limits the work to be done by the appropri- £! 
ation which it makes. The resolution of the Sen- | 
ator from Michigan (Mr. Cass] left it indefinite. | 


1 think that the object of the Senator will not be |) 


delayed by the passage of this resolution. 

Mr. BORLAND. Under the circumstances : 
stated by the Senator from Virginia, I withdraw 
my objection. 

The resolution was read a second time, and the 
Senate proceeded to consider it as in Committee of } 
the Whole. It is as follows: 

Resolved, §c., That the Seeretary of the Interior may 
continue in employment, for the construction of the wings 
of the Capitol, as many of the mechanics and laborers as can 
be properly engaged on the work ; and that the sum of 
$10,000 be, and hereby is appropriated, out of any moncy in |! 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for that purpose: |; 


l 


i| will take up the resolution this morning an 


the last Congress was three dollars for every thirt: 

| miles they traveled. If three dollars is not-enoug 

for thirty miles traveling, the compensation ought 
to bê increased; but if it is enough, they have. no 
right to grumble. Besides, they were allowed 
more per head for counting the population: than 
was ever allowed under any previous census Dill. 
The only difficulty growing out of the subject is 
in relation to the mileage which they claim; and 
it can be demonstrated. by this “square root,”’ 
-that, when they give the number of families in 
their territories, their mileage cannot exceed a cer- 
tain amount. » These gentlemen, in their petitions, 


|| withhold the statement of the. amount of travel 


claim, in 


they have had to perform, and merel 
This is the 


general terms, more compensation, 
truth of the case. 

Mr. BADGER. I beg to say that! did not in- 
tend any real reflection upon the ‘‘square root”? 
of the Senator from Kentucky. It is a very good 
root. I have not the least objection to it in the 
| world. All the objection the marshals in my State 
have to it is, that it does not give them a reason- 
able and decent compensation for their services. 
Some like squares, and some like cubes. Itis a 
matter of taste altogether. I move to refer the 
memorials to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HALE. I would suggest that the Senate 
have not got to the real difficulty, I apprehend 
that the truth is, that the marshals have not been 
to school long enough to know how to extract the 
square root; and hence they do not know exactly 
what their compensation is. But, if you put it 
down in figures, they will be satisfied. The ex- 
planation of the Senator from Kentucky convinces 
me of that. 

The memorials were referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT. The hour of one o’clock 
having arrived, private bills come up in their 

ense with the order 


order. 
Mr. GWIN. I move to dian 

requiring private business to be taken up to-day, 

that we may take up the resolution providing for 
| the printing of the returns of the Seventh Census, 
|! We have made great progress in the private busi- 
ness before the Senate. J suppose we have passed 
fifty private bills, and have scarcely touched the 
general Calendar. This resolution, to which I have 
| referred, ought to be acted upon. We have to pro- 

vide for the printing of the census; and I hope we 
| pose of it. 


dis- 
Mr. BADGER. I hope the motion of the Sen- 
| ator from California will not be agreed to. This 
| day has been set apart by the order of the Senate 


| . . . 
| for the consideration of private bills, and I hope 


| the order will be adhered to. The Senator from 
| California will recollect that we are certain to pass 
| public bills. There is no doubt about them. But 
| if we allow private bills to be thrown aside, week 
i after week, Congress will adjourn without dispos- 
ing of the applications of private citizens for jus- 
tice from the Government, I hope we will adhere 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GWIN. I have but a single remark to 


Provided, however, That the walls of the building shall not |; 
be carried up in weather which is unsuitable for the work. | 


: el 
The resolution was reported to the Senate with- |; 
out amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and || 
read a third time. | 
COMPENSATION OF CENSUS MARSHALS. 
Mr. BADGER. Iam rather late, but I beg the ' 


indulgence of the Senate to allow me the opportu- jj 


nity now to present some applications from ai 
few more victims of the “ square root”? of my 
friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Unnerwoop.] Lhave 


certain petitions, which I wish to present, of assist- || 


ant marshals of North Carolina, praying for assist- | 
ance and relief from the injurious consequences of 
the * square root.”” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ihave heard of census- | 
takers being victims of this system until J am tired | 
of it; and Í wish to make a very brief statement | 
to the Senate in regard to the matter. Of the va-' 
rious memorials which have been presented here | 
from these marshals and assistant marshals, none | 


of them pretend to state the size of their own coun- | 


ties; the number of miles they were required to ! 
travel; nor the number of families they had to visit: 
but, in general terms, without specifying particu- ` 
lars, they ask for more pay. Al I have to say on ! 
the subject is, that the compensation allowed by 


i 


i} 


4i 


i make in reply to the Senator from North Carolina. 


Never, in the history of the Government, have 
so many private bills been passed at such an ear] 

period of the session. We have not passed half 
a dozen public bills, while we have passed at least 
| fifty private bills. Our Calendar of private bills 
is nearly clear, and we have passed more private 
bills this year than ever before have got back 
| from the House of Representatives. T am as 
| much in favor of acting on all these private bills 


i| as the Senator from North Carolina, but I wish 


also to attend to the public business. I would 
| call the attention of the Senate to one fact: Three 


4 or four Senators have the floor with unfinished 


speeches on various questions, which will occupy 
the whole of next week. 

| Mr. BADGER. Iam one of those who have 
unfinished speeches, but Lam willing to give up 
| my time to private business. 

| ‘Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Tennessee 


[Mr. Beru] has the floor upon an im ortant ques- 
tion. The Senator from Rhode. Island [Mr. 


on his resolutions in regard 
i to the foreign policy of the Government. The 
+ Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] has the floor 
| on the same subject. ‘The Senator frora Illinois 
[Mr. Sumxps] has the floor on the resolution in 


| Cuarxe] has the floor 
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regard ‘to the Irish exiles. All of these are im- 
pottant questions, and will. occupy the. whole. of 
next -wéek.° And, as we are far in advance ofthe 
House in the Private Calendar, I appeal to the 
honorable Senator from North Corolina, and. to 
other members, to take up this resolution and dis- 
pose of it to-day, for we shall not be able to do so 
next week, nS 

Mr. HALE. I would make a suggestion’ 
which, I think, (if the Senator from California 
will give me his attention,) will obviate all difi- 
culties, ‘It strikes ‘me that this. resolution, al- 
though it purports to bea public matter, is no hing 
more than a private bill for the relief of Donelson 
& Armstrong, and should. be put upon the Pri- 
vate Calendar as such: 

Mr. GWIN: Ido not care how the o 
accomplished. = 

-. The PRESIDENT. Thesuggestion cannot be 
carried. out. 

Mr. PEARCE. There is evidently no neces- 
sity for pressing the consideration of this resolution 
to-day. If it could be passed through both Houses 
to-day, there might be some reason in this. But 
we all know that these returns will not be ready 
for the printers for a long time to come. 

Mr. DOWNS. The Senate well know that Í 
am very apt to urge the taking up of these private 
bills; but Ido not like to kill a good thing by 
having too much of it. “We have certainly passed 
a great many private bills this session; and now, 
since we have so many special orders on hand; 
since we have so many debates to come up, one 
after another, I think we can, without doing in- 
justice to private claimants, devote this day. to the 
consideration of the subject’ mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from California, and get clear of it. We have 
some half dozen subjects coming up, one after an- 
other. One is debated, and then it goes over, till 
we forget all that has been said on it; and when it 
is called up again, all that has been said must be 
gone over again. We have gone pretty deep into 
this printing matter. We went into the merits of 
the subject yesterday. Dut if it is postponed, and 
not acted on to-day, everything that was said yes- 
terday must be gone over again. I therefore 
hope that the motion of the Senator from Califor- 
nia will be agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, If we have rules, I hope we 
will observe them, I came here to-day for the 
parece of attending to some private claims, I 
have none for my own State, but there are private 

claims, which appeal to the justice and liberality 
of the Senate, and which cunt to be attended to— 
claims that are founded far more in justice, than 
the one now urged upon the pretext of being a 
public measure, when in fact it is a private bill, I 
do not intend, by my vote, to give a preference to 
this resolution to appropriate money to these gen- 
tlemen, before applicants, who are standing at the 
door there, and whom I have just left, appealing 
to the justice of the Senate. I hope, if we have 
rules, that we will observe them. 

The PRESIDENT. itis nota rule, but mere- 
ly an order, which requires Friday to be set apart 
for the consideration of private bills. 

Mr. BORLAND. | desire to call the attention 

of the Senate to the fact that I urged upon them 
some time ago, when a similar proposition was 
under consideration, that these discussions are the 
strongest argument we can have for observing the 
order of business upon the Calendar. I believe it 
was the general understanding that we should 
pursue the order of business upon the Calendar, 
and take up subjects as they are in their order. I 
would remind Senators now, as I did on a former 
occasion, that it has almost uniformly been the 
case, when propositions of this sort are moved, 
that more time is consumed in discussing the 
question, whether we will disregard the rules, and 
take up business out of order, or follow the Cal- 
endar, than would be consumed in passing the 
measures’ themselves. 
low the rule that has been adopted, and take up 
business upon the Calendar in regular order. We 
shall then do justice to all parties, and advance 
more rapidly the public business, than by this ir- 
regular mode of proceeding, 

Mr. ATCHISON. 1 trust the order of the Sen- 
ate will be adhered to. ‘The Senator from Louisi- 
ana is not so unsophisticated in this business as 
he has been charged to be. I think that that Sen- 
ator was not present on the last private bill day; 
and we had previously, I believe, disposed of most 


bject is 


I do hope that we will fol- ; 


of the private bills in which he was interested. I 
believe we had disposed of all the private bills in 
which. he felt an interest, except one, and I am 
told. that. that looks very squally, and that it is 
doubtful-whether or not it will pass, I do not 
make any. charge against the Senator from Louisi- 
ana.. I know that he is generous. I know that 
he, of- all men, is ledst implored. by supplicants; 
but. still, without kaowing it, these things do 
operate, even ‘upon the oldest, the most. grave 
and the most. honest Senators. -I have felt these 
little anxieties myself, about, having private or 
public bills, in which I have felt an interest, 
taken up and disposed of, without paying regard 
to the convenience or the wishes of my fellow 
members of the Senate. Iam willing to make all 
| my own business special orders, and give them pre- 
| cedence over all other bills: and when the business 
į which I have specially under my care is disposed 
| of, I feel the utmost indifference as to what shall 
be done in regard to other bills. 

Now, we made an order at the commencement 


i 
| Maryland, [Mr. Prarr,] and my friend from 
Louisiana, setting apart this day for the consider- 
ation of private claims. They were the principal 
advocates of that order. And now, the Senator 
from Louisiana is the first man who is willing to 
dispense with it, for the purpose, as was well re- 
marked by the Senator from South Carolina, of 
taking up a mixed matter, that is partly private 
and partly public. The printing of the census re- 
turns is a public consideration; but who shall do 
it—the gentlemen named in the resolution, or 
others—is. certainly a private matter to them. I 
think it has been demonstrated that there is no ne- 
cessity of hurry in regard to that resolution. The 
printing of the census returns may as well be or- 
dered next week, or six weeks from this time, as 
now. 

Mr. DOWNS. The Senate may rest assured 
that I could not have been actuated by the motives 
which the Senator seems to suppose; because it 
happens that on last Friday I was absent, when I 
ought to have been here; and on that day the only 
bill in which I felt any particular ingest. was 
postponed on account of my absence. ” So that if 

had any interested feeling about this matter, it 
would lead me to favor the taking up of private bills 
to-day, in order to remedy my negligence on last 
Friday. I think the inducement which I stated at 
first was sufficient. I think we ought to take up 
this measure and dispose of it, There is no ur- 
gency in regard to these private bills. No gentle- 
man has named any particular bill which requires 
action at this moment. We have already passed 
as many. private bills as will occupy the House of 
Representatives for some months tocome. I want 
this resolution to be disposed of. Let us vote on 
;itat once. Let us not be fighting it off in this 


| I want gentlemen to come up to the mark and vote 
on it, and tell us what they are going to do in re- 
lation to it. If they intend to vote against it, let 
| them do so. They have a perfect right to do so. 
| But let the resolution be disposed of at once; and 
then let us go on with other business. Every one 
understands the resolution. Every one knows 
whatitis. It has been discussed sufficiently. Let 
us dispose of it at once and go on with other busi- 
ness. 1 hope that it will be taken up and acted 
upon to-day. 

Mr. SOULE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 16, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—Meeers. Bradbury, Brodhead, Clemens, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Felch, 
Gwin, Houston, Jones of lowa, King, Mallory, Rusk, Se- 
bastian, and Shields—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Borland, Butler, 
Clarke, Davis, Dawson, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hunter, James, Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Miller, Mor- 
ton, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sum- 
‘| ner, Underwood, Upham, and Wade—28. 


IRA DAY. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the | 
bul for the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont. This | 
| bill was under consideration by the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole on Friday last when | 
the Senate adjourned, after agreeing to a motion 


i 
t 
| 
f 
| 


| 


thereon. ”? 


takes considerable interest in this bill, and I should 
like to observe that he is obtaining some inform- | 


of this session, at the instance of my friend from ! 


way. We have had talking enough about it; and |! 


l 


i 
l 
| 


i 
i 
i 


i 


| relief of David C. Cash and Giles U. Elis. 


j: bill. 


: do not pretend to tell. 
Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Delaware |: 


: . $. 

ation in relatión to it.. I therefore desire, as that 
Senator is not in. his seat, that the bill may be 
passed over forthe present. I have been told that 
he had ascertained that there was an adverse opin- 
ion of the Attorney General in a’ case precisely 
similar, and that there have been two adverse re- 
ports in this very case. -I do not know that this 
is so. I have been told so; and if. that. is ‘so, I 
think we ought to pass the.bill over until the Sen- 
ator from Delaware may be in his place. . 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that 
when a motion is made to take from the files of 
the Senate any memorials or papers, an adverse 
report having been made, the Chair puts the ques- 
tion; and according to a rule of proceeding here, 
these papers cannot be again presented unless they 
are accompanied by new matter, and some cause 
be shown by the party presenting them why they 
should not have been so reported upon. 

A Senator. There has been no adverse report 
in this case. 

Mr. HUNTER. I know nothing about the 
matter personally. All I know is what I have 
learned from the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. UPHAM. There has never been any ad- 
verse report in this case. 

Mr. RUSK. I do not know of any adverse 
repoyt. ‘There have been, if I recollect aright, two 
or three favorable reports in this case. . 

Mr. UPHAM. There was one oceasion on 
which the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of this matter; but there 
nc ver was an adverse report. 

‘Che consideration of the bill was passed over 
informally. 


DAVID C. CASH AND GILES U. ELLIS. 


The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of a bill for the 
This 
was a bill from the House of Representatives, with 
an accompanying report, synopses of which have 
already appeared in the Globe. It was adversel 
reported upon by the Senate Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to 
the report? 

Mr. BADGER, The question, I suppose, does 
not come up upon the report, because the bill is 
before us. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill is. before the 
Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. I suppose the Senate will sig- 
nify their concurrence in the report by rejecting 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. That is precisely the 
question. If they reject the bill they will concur 
in the report. 

Mr, BADGER. I would like to hear the report 
read, 

The PRESIDENT. There is no written report 


| from the Senate committee. Thereisa report from 


the House committee. The Senate committee 
have merely reported by an indorsement upon the 
Let the bill be read. 

The bill was accordingly read. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has already 


| Stated that there is a report made by the House 
| Committee on Military Affairs, and it will be read 
| if any Senator desires it. 


Mr. RUSK Let the report be read. 

The report was read accordingly. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The Committee on Miltary 
Affairs reported adversely on this case, but have 
made no written report. One reason for not pre- 
senting a written report was, that in a case of this 


į kind, it is almost impossible to do so; and another 


reason was, that the report of the committee of 
the House of Representatives, which has just been 
read, is of such a character, that had we made a 
written report, we must have contradicted that 
report. 

his is an old case, which has been before the 
Senate often. Cash acted as a deputy quarter- 
master, and Ellis as a deputy commissary. They 
obtained supplies and material from the Govern- 
ment to a very large amount, and they signed them- 


selves in this capacity, one as deputy quarter- 
} | master, and the other as deputy commissary, and 
to strike out the words “ together with the interest |! 


they distributed, God knows how much, for they 
When they came to settle 
their accounts with the Department, the Depart- 
ment asked them for some vouchers for the appli- 
cation of the supplies they had received: but it 
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seems they were unable to furnish any such 
vouchers. The Department, therefore, instituted 
a suit against them, and then they comeand make 
affidavit that they were not acting really in that 
capacity, officially, but were acting in their indi- 
vidual capacity, and were not, therefore, responsi- 
ble as officers of the Government, but only to the 
officer whose agents they were, and whose name 
is mentioned in the report of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. They claim that. they. accounted with 
him, and left him to account with the Department. 

Now, the papers on file show that their receipts 
were given to the Department, as quartermaster 
and commissary. They received the. property 
of the Government in that capacity, and could not 
have received it in any other. They took that | 
property, and distributed it in that capacity; and 
they turn round afterwards, when called upon 
to account to the Government, and deny the offi- 
cial character which they had assumed to obtain 
the property, and make affidavit, that while they 
stated that tothe Government, they were merely 
acting as agents of some other man. How this 
bill passed the other House, I cannot tell. Now, 
there are two views which present themselves. In 
the first place, there is a suit in course of prosecu- 
tion against them. Let them show, when they 
defend that suit, that they were really acting in 
the capacity in which they pretend they were act- 
ing here. I have consulted the Department, and 
I am informed that the Department will go on to 
prosecute the suit. If the statements they make 
are true, they can exonerate themselves; and if 
the statements are false, of course they will be 
held responsible to the Government for the amount 
of money out of which they actually cheated it. | 
1 move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 
a UNDERWOOD. I move to reject the 

ill. 

Mr. PRESIDENT. The question must be on 
concurring in the report. 

Mr. SHIELDS. A motion to postpone indefi- 
nitely will answer the same purpose. 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSK. I think the Senator is laboring 
under a mistake, as I understoad the subject from 
hearing the reportread. Judging from the report, 
this seems a very clear case of merit. As I un- 
derstand, this man Crum was acting as quarter- 
master and commissary. The applicants here 
were, the one as lieutenant, and the other a private 
soldier, and both employed to act as the depu- 
ties of Crum, the one as quartermaster and. the 
other as commissary. This frequently occurs, 
and it seems the House of Representatives are 
sustained in this matter by the affidavit of Crum 
himself, that he employed these men to act as 
deputies, and required them to report all their 
proceedings to him, as the responsible officer of 
the Government. Thatis what] understand from 
the report; and it seems that when these individ- 
uals applied to be paid for their services, not as 
quartermasters or deputies, but as soldiers, the 
Government refused to pay, because this was an 
unsettled account. The Committee on Military 
Affairs seems to think that, because they signed 
themselves deputy quartermasters, itis conclusive 
evidence against them. 

Mr. SHIELDS. These two men were at dif- 
ferent posts, acting in the capacity which I have 
stated. They drew from Colonel Hunt all these 
supplies. The man whom they now pretend they 
acted for, whose name is Crum, became a defaulter, 
has never accounted to the Government, and never 
can. fter he became a defaulter, and they were 
called upon to account to the Government, they 
turn round and insist that they acted as the agents 
of Crum; and he himself admits it, because he is 
a defaulter and owes so much that he can never 
pay the Government. I will ask honorable Sen- 
ators to look at the papers and at their own re- 
ceipts as reported from the Department. If the 
statements they make be true, they havea good 
legal defence. 1 will ask any of my honorable 
legal friends here if the facts reported are nota 
good legal defence in any court in the United 
States ? 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly they are. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Then if they can maintain 
that defence, why should they come here, in antici- 
pation of the decision, for relief? I look upon that 
single point alone as being enough to condemn 
their claim. . 

Mr. BADGER. That is the point in the case, 


| There is an action at law, brought by the Govern- 


* Mr. 


Mr. RUSK. I was engaged a moment ago 
when the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Sureps] was 
making his statement, and did not hear what the 
point was. 

“Mr. BADGER. With the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, and if the Senator from Texas 
will allow me, I will explain that point to him. 


ment of the United States, now pending against 
these men. The matters: which they set up in 
their petition, as reported by the House commit- 
tee, furnish, if true, a complete legal defence— 
not merely an equitable defence, but a complete 
legal defence to the action. Then, the inquiry is, 
why should we relieve them upon an ea parle ex- 
amination, when the question is now pending be- 
tween them and the Government before a legal 
forum, where these questions can be better heard 
and more fully and satisfactorily decided than they 
can be here? If the facts, as they represent them, 
are true, they will obtain a verdict; and if they are 
not true, or not established, of course the verdict 
will be against them. 

Mr. RUSK. The honorable Senator from North 
oe appears entirely to misunderstand the 

ill, 

Mr. SHIELDS. Let the question be tried upon 
the pending action; and it will then be quite time |! 
to give them relief when a verdict has been ren- | 
dered against them. 

Mr. RUSK. I must repeat, that Senators ap- | 
pear entirely to misunderstand the object of this | 
bill. The bill is not designed to relieve these men 
from any responsibility which they may have in- 
eurred to the Government of the United States by 
a misappropriation of this property—not by any 
means. It is only to pay them what appears to 
be due to them, as shown by the books of the 
Department, for their services, the one as a lieu- | 
tenant and the other as a_private soldier. 

Mr. BADGER. But if these men already owe | 
the Government anything, they ought not to be 
paid the money which this bill proposes to pay 
them, That question is now pending, and it 
would ca be proper to let this bill lie over until 


that quesis decided. 

Mr. RUSK. And if the Government should 
not obtain a verdict against them, how are they 
to succeed in obtaining their pay ? 

Mr. BADGER. By bringing in their claim. 
Mr. RUSK. How can that be done after the 
Senate have rejected the bill? I have not seen | 
this report, but, from the reading of it, it strikes į 
me as being a clear case of merit, in which these 
men simply ask payment for services rendered. 
If you reject the bill, you must disbelieve the affi- 
davits of these three, men—Crum, Cash, and Ellis. 
I therefore move to postpone the further consid- | 
eration of this bill until to-morrow, in order that jį 
we may have an opportunity of giving it a fuller 
examination. It is but a small matter. The || 
amount involved is not considerable, and is hardly 
worth the trouble which must be undertaken by |; 
these men to obtain it; but I would not like to do. |} 
what appears to be injustice even in a small mat- 
ter. 


BADGER. If the Senator from Texas | 
will allow me, I will add one word in further ex- | 
planation. The officers of the Government have |; 
very properly refused to pay the amount of money }; 
which might otherwise be due to these persons, on į 
the ground that they are debtors to the Govern- | 
ment to a large amount. They say that they are || 
not debtors; and if their statement is true, they | 


can defend themselves in an action at law against į een 
| and technically within the rule. 


are not entitled to any relief; and if it be true, | the report, which is very brief, will show what 
| 
i 


the Government. If their statement is false, they í 


they will undoubtedly obtain it. If it is found 
by the decision in the action, to which reference 
has been made, that they do not owe the Govern- 


ment, then their pay will he given to themat once, |; 


and we will have no difficulty in passing a bill for | 
their relief. i 

Mr. RUSK. Well, I move to postpone the | 
further consideration of the bill till to-morrow. | 


Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to saya single word | 
to my friend from Texas. I would be as unwill- 
ing to be unjust to any poor soldier as the honor- ; 
able Senator himself. But we examined this mat- 
ter very candidly in the committee, and it was- 
unanimously agreed to report as we did. I regret | 
that we felt compelled to do it. We did it froma į 


i Mr. FELCH. 


sense.of justice to.these men, in.view.of the facts 
presented to us. : 2 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator.from Texas 
| moves to postpone the further consideration of the 
question tll to-morrow. i 
| À Mr. BADGER. Which, question has prior- 
ity? . 
_ The PRESIDENT. The question on the.mo- 
tion to postpone till to-morrow. = 

The question was then taken, and it was not 

reed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition now. is 
to postpone the consideration of the bill. indefi- 
nitely. i ea 

The motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS H. LEGGETT. 

Mr. SEWARD. During my absence a bill for 
the relief of Thomas HL. Leggett, as I aminformed, 
was arrived at on the Private Calendar, and was 
laid on the table. I now call it up in order that it 
may take its place. i 
* Mr. HAMLIN. I think, in justice to the Sen- 
ator from New York; this bill should be con- 
sidered now. It was arrived atin its order, and 
in consequence of the absence of the Senator it 
was laid upon the table. 

The question was taken on the motion to take 
up the bill, and it was agreed to, 

Mr. HUNTER, This is a bill for refunding 
duties, as I understand it, and I should like it te 
lie over for the present. 

Mr. SEWARD. It is not taken up with a 
view to action, but simply that it may take its 
place on the Calendar. 


MRS. E. A. M’NRIL 
The Senate next proceeded to the consideration 


i of the bill for the relief of Mrs, E. A. McNeil, 


widow of the late General John McNeil, as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. FELCH. The Senator from New Hamp- 


| shire, who takes an interest.in that bill, is sick and 


not able to be present. I therefore move that the 
bill be passed over informally. 
The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN ERVIN. 


The Senate then resumed, as. in Committee.of . 
the Whole, the consideration of a bill to confirm 
the claim of John Ervin to a certain tract of land 
in the Bastrop Claim. 

Mr. DOWNS. 1 will state, Mr. President, 
that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Unprer- 
woop] desires to go into an investigation of this 
question. He is not now in his seat. On his 
proposition the bill was laid over last Friday; and, 
as he is not here now, perhaps it would be. as. well 
to pass. the bill over. 

Mr. BADGER. 
bill over any. more. 

Mr. DOWNS. 


I hope we shall not lay this 


I dislike.to take up the bill in 


| the absence of the Senator from Kentucky. 


Mr. DAVIS. I have the impression that many 
bills of this.description have.been passed. Is.not 
that so, sir? 

Mr. DOWNS. Many. bills.very much like, it 
have been passed. 

Mr.DAVIS. Lamnot aware that this is differ- 
ent from other cases. If so, I wish the Senator 
from Louisiana would state the fact. 

Mr. DOWNS. It is analogous to many bills 
which passed at the last session. Some few 
were excluded by the rules. which were adopted 
at the last session. It is in the same spirit as 
those that have been passed, though not strictly 

The reading of 


it Is. 

Mr. DAWSON. Read the report. 
I think it will be better to let 
i the bill He over for the present, till the Senator from 
; Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] is in his seat, as he 


i has intimated that he wishes to express his views 


upon it. My impression is, that the bill gives a 
preémption right to a small portion of land. But 
I have not examined the question, on account of 


ii the fact that the honorable Senator from Kentucky 


| had taken it in charge; and I think it will be bet- 
; ter to let it lie over till he is present to attend to it. 
| yes that motion that it be passed over inform- 
i ally. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 hope not. IL wish, to. say 
i to the honorable Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
| Downs,] that if he chooses to have it..le over, I 
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have nothing to say. . But if itdoes not pass in 
sonsequence of Lying over, he will know at whose 
door the blame will rest. 

Mr. DOWNS. Then I will not consent to let 
it lie over. : 

Mr. FELCH. The law. which is referred to 
in that bill specifies two classes of cases to which 
relief may be granted. The one, those who elaim 
ander Bastrop, holding, under a Spanish grant, 

and his assignees; and to that class of persons 
there is given six hundred and forty acres of land 
without any compensation to the United States for 
it.. It was intended to relieve a class of persons 
who purchased under. an old Spanish grant, de- 
clared to be now invalid. 

The second class of cases. embraces those per- 
sons who, without having any claim by way of 
a title from Bastrop, are entitled by virtue of pos- 
session to a preémption right to one hundred and 
sixty acres, including their improvements. If I 
understand this matter correctly from hearing the 
report read, this Ervin does not trace back his title’ 
from Bastrop; he has merely occupancy as the 
foundation of his claim, and his case, therefore, į 
comes within the category mentioned in one of the 
last sections of the act, giving relief to those who 
have occupicd lands for a certain number of years. 
ff no legislation is had, he will be entitled to a 

reémption right to one hundred and sixty acres 
including his improvements. If this bill passes, 
it will put him on the same footing exactly as 
those who received a title from Bastrop. As I 
stated before, my impression is, that it is acasein 
which the preémption right ought to be granted. 
He will then receive one hundred and sixty acres 
of land under the preémption, and no more. This 
bill proposes to give him six hundred and forty 
acres, and also to. relieve him from paying any 
compensation to the Government for it. ` It seems 
to me he should be allowed to remain under the 
rights which he now has; or, if it be desirable, let 
him have a preémption right. But I see the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky is now in his place, and 1 
yield the floor to him. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I believe the honorable | 
Senator from Michigan has stated everything that ! 
I have to state upon the subject. “From the ex- | 

- amination which I have made, this gentleman, if 
this bill passes, will get lands for nothing to the 
amount of six hundred and forty acres, when, ac- 
cording to legislation, he would be entitled to a | 
preemptive right of one hundred and sixty acres. | 

see no reason why we should enlarge the amount 
and give him that difference. The grounds on 
which this claim was placed, the other day, was 
this: A man by the name of Baltinger lived upon 
the land that this memorialist has occupied. Bal- 
linger, according to the statement of the memori- 
alist, purchased the land of Bastrop, and paid him 
for it. Lhe memorialist says he intended to pur- 
chase it from Ballinger, but he has never paid him 
acent, He says Ballinger abandoned the land, 
and has absented himself for a long time, and has 
never received anything. Now, what condition 


shall we be placed in if Ballinger should hereafter | 


come forward and say, ‘I want Congress to com- | 
> * i 

pensate me for this land, which I purchased of 

Bastrop;’? and suppose he says, ‘ You have com- 

pensated everybo 

of land, why not pay me? Will you take ad- 


vantage of my absence after I paid Bastrop, and || 


plead the statute of limitations upon me??? Gov- 

ernment has never done that. ow, if Ballinger 

comes forward and says, ‘You agreed by your 

legislation that all those who purchased from Bas- 

trop and paid him for that land should hold it?— | 
what answer will you give him? You must say 

to him, ‘* You are to be put upon the same footing | 
as other individuals.” Now, this individual sim- | 
ply asks Government to do for him what Govern- | 
ment would do for Ballinger, if he were here. | | 
do not se any obligation for such a course except | 
upon the ground which is contended for, that he |! 
has occupied the land till, by the laws of Louisi- | 
ana, he could set up a title by prescription against || 
Ballinger. And as he can prescribe against Bal- Íi 
linger, he wants you to cut off Ballinger, and let 
him be placed with reference to Bastrop as Balim- 
ger and yourselves would be placed. 
me not just to let a man come in and 
title, when he says he has not paid a cent, but | 
merely intended to do it, and then set up a title by |! 
prescription against a man from whom he intended 


y else, and allowed them a tract |; 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


Í 
l 
i 
i 
j 


| 


; amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for 


to buy the land. In this view of the case I am 


| third reading. 


willing to say to this gentleman, *“‘Take your head 
right, aswe call it in Kentucky, or, as it is called 
here, your preémption—-take your one hundred 
and sixty acres of land by preemption, pay for it 
as. your neighbors have done, and with regard to 
the excess, you have no right to it atal.” I think 
we should reject this bill, and let the law take its 
course. Cae . 

Mr. HALE. As I-was one of the committee 
who reported this bill, T. think I can. answer the 
objection of the Senator from Kentucky. The 
case. is an exceedingly simple one. Settlers located 
themselves. upon this land, and among the rest 
was.this man Ballinger; and subsequently this pe- 
titioner, who went under Ballinger, intending to 
purchase his title. He has been there for more 
than twenty-three years, and Ballinger went off 
and never made his appearance again. By the 
bill which you passed last session, if Ballinger 
were here, he would be entitled to this land; but 
he is nothere. Now, the difficulty suggested by 
the Senator from Kentucky, does not arise here 
at all. We do not in any way interfere with Bal- 
linger’s title. That title will stand just as good 
when this bill is passed as itdoes now. All that 
we do, is to say that the United States shall not 
come in as a third party between Ballinger and 
this man Ervin. Ballinger has a good title, if we 
do not disturb him; and all that we do in-this bill, 
is to say to this poor old man, that we will kee 
“hands off,” as between him and Ballinger. e 
say to him, “ If you have a good title, keep it, 
and we will give you ours: or, rather, we will not 
interfere.” It seems to me in that view of the 
case this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. DAWSON. I will merely ask the Senator 
from Louisiana one question. Did Ballinger ever 
purchase six hundred and forty acres from Bas- 
trop? 

Mr. DOWNS. It is so stated in the papers. 

Mr. HALE. 
quantity than that. 

The bin was then reported without amendment, 


and, on a division, it was ordered to befngrossed į 


for a third reading. 
JANE IRWIN. 


Mr. JAMES, I throw myself on the indulgence 
of the Senate, and ask its unanimous consent to 
take up a bill for the relief of Jane Irwin. 

The question was taken on the motion to post- 
pone the prior orders and take up this bill, and it 
was decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was read a second time. It proposes 
to pay Jane Irwin, the only child of Colonel Jared 
Irwin, who served in the Georgia State troops from 
the beginning to the close of the revolutionary war, 
as an cquivalent for services rendered and losses 
sustained by him, the half-pay of a captain for the 
period of thirty-five years. 

There being no proposition to amend, the bill 
was reported to the Senate. : 

Mr. PEARCE. I should like to have some 
explanation of that bill. 

Mr. HALE. Let the report be read: It will 
explain everything. # 

Mr. COOPER, 
of the report is. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish toask if the committee 
were unanimous in their report? 

Mr. COOPER. They were last year. The 
father of Jane Irwin was an officer in the Georgia 
line of the Army, and performed most meritorious 


service during the whole of the revolutionary war. | 


He was in many engagements both in Georgia 
and the Carolinas, After Uhe close of the war, he 
removed to the frontiers and was often engaged 
there in the Indian wars, and performed service 
not only as a soldier, but was eminently useful in 
subsisting troops in that out-of-the-way country. 
He lost a very large amount of property, and never 
received from the United States a cent by way of 
compensation for his services or the losses he sus- 


| tained. 


The present applicant is the only surviving child 
of General Irwin; who was afterwards, for several 
successive terms, Gevernor of the State of Geor- 
gia. 


The report was then read. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


I believe he purchased a larger Í 


I will state what the substance"|| 


4 


“COMMODORE WARRINGTON, 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Wholé, to the consideration of the bul for the 
reliefof M, K. Warrington and-C..St. J. Chubb, 
executors of Captaig Lewis Warrington; which 
s read. ; i PE 
i proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
| Nav to open an gccount with M. K. Warrington 
| and Cast. J. Chybb, executors of the late Captain 
| Lewis arringyon, and ‘the officers and crew of 
i the sloop-af-war Peacock, their legal representa- 
| tives and assigds, on account of one moiety of the 
sloop Epervier “ner tackle, implements of war, and 
specie on board at the time of her capture in 1814, 
which moiety was, by mistake, paid into the 
Treasury of the United States; and to settle their 
respective rights therein, according to the act of 
April 23, 1800, for the better government of the 
Navy of the United States; and that the sum, 
when so settled, shall be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. BRADBURY called for the reading of the 
report of the Committee on Naval Affairs; from 
which it appears, that the same subject was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs at the 
first session of the last Congress, when a report 
was made, briefly setting forth the facts out of 
which the claim originated, which the committee 
adopt as apart of their present report, and re- 
commend the passage of the bill without amend- 
ment.- The committee reported-—on the memo- 
rial of Lewis Warrington, for himself, officers, and 
crew of the sloop-of-war Peacock, and*praying the 
balance of prize money due them for the capture 
of the British ship Epervier—that in the month of 
April, 1814, the British ship Epervier was cap- 
tured by the Peacock, under the command of the 
memorialist, and was afterwards, in the district 
| court of Georgia, condemned, with its tackle, am- 
| munition, &c., as a prize of war to the captors, 
i and a sale by the marshal was ordered to be made; 
that there was on board the Epervier a large amount 
of specie, which was condemned as prize money. 
The Epervier was a vessel of equal force with the 
Peacock, as appears by the report of Captain War- 
rington, by the report of the arrival of the prize at 
Savannah, by the report of the officer in charge of 
it, by negotiations between the Department and 
Captain Warrington for the purchase of the prize, 
and finally by the decree of condemnation to the 
captors only. i f 

by the fifth section of the act of Congress of 
April, 1800, for the better government of the Navy 
of the United States, it was enacted that all the 
proceeds of captured vessels which shall be ad- 
Judged good prizes, when of equal or superior 
force to the vessel or vessels capturing them, shall 
be the sole property of the captors; but when of 
inferior force, they shall be divided equally be- 
tween the Government and the captors. It is, 
therefore, certain, in the opinion of the committee, 
as well from the true facts of the case as from the 
decree of condemnation, that the officers and men 
| of the Peacock were entitled to the whole of the 
proceeds, and the same should have been paid over- 
to them by the marshal. But this was not done. 
On the contrary, the marshal, from some mistake 
or misapprehension, treated it as a case for a divis- 
ion between the United States and the captors, and 
therefore paid one moiety to each. The committee 
were therefore of the opinion that the moiety re- 
ceived ‘by the United States, being undoubtedly 
the property of the captors, ought in justice to be 
accounted for to the true owners. The lapse of 
time since the erroneous payment was made might 
afford some objection to the relief if the ground 
of the claim was uncertain or not proved; but all the 
facts and the ground of the claim stand proved by 
official papers which cannot be mistaken. They 
can be ascertained now with the same unerring 
certainty as at the time of the transaction. These 
proofs accompany the memorial submitted with 
the report. ‘The memorialist asked only the prin- 
cipal of the sum; and the right being’ clear, the 
| Justice of the demand, instead of being weakened, 
| is strengthened by thegreat length of timethe United 


If ever f-uedicvioue caim enaa etc ht | States have had what originally belonged to the 


It seems to || Senate, that does not fall within the ordinary rule, 
make out a || this is one. 


captors. The claim grew out of one of a series 
of victories upon the ocean and lakes, which shed 
such glory upon our country, and must ever be 
| remembered with patriotic pride by every one 
| bearing the name of an American. The commit- 
tee, in view of the considerations named in the 
| réport, accompanied it by a bill. 
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Mr. BRADBURY. I believe a very consider- 
able amount is involved in this bill. I recollect 
having examined the question when it was before 
the Senate some three years ago. The facts are 
not very fresh in my recollection at this time; but 
I think that the application for relief on the part 
of Commodore Warrington and his associates is 
of a somewhat recent date. f 

Mr. BADGER. Itis. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I think it is a little remark- 
able that the captors of a vessel, which had on 
board a valuable cargo of specie, should have so 
long delayed their application. 

Mr. BADGER. If the Senator will allow me, 
Iwill make a statement, which will cause the re- 
markableness to disappear. The case is simply 
this: In April, 1814, Commodore Warrington, 
then in command of the American ship Peacock, 
a sloop-of-war of eighteen guns, attacked and cap- 
tured the sloop of war Epervier, also of eighteen 
guns. The Epervier was sent into the port of Sa- 
vannah, in charge of a prize-master, for condem- 
nation. She was condemned in that port, and a 
decree of the court directed the whole amount of 
the capture to be paid to the captors. The hon- 
orable Senator [Mr. Brapsury] shakes his head. 
lt is very easy to do that; butif he will read the 
papers he will find that itisso. The decree of the 
court directed the whole of the money to be paid 
to the captors, and not one cent to the United 
States. Commodore Warrington did not quit his 
cruise, and come home to attend to his pecuniary 
interest, but continued to prosecute his cruise 
against the enemies of his country. Consequently 
he was not here at the time the decree was made 
and the payment made under the decree. The 
marshal of the district of Georgia, whose duty it 
‘was to py the money to those to whom it was 
awarded by the court, to wit: the captors, instead 
of doing that, paid one half the money to the prize 
agent, and othe other half into the Treasury of the 
United States. The ships were of equal force. 
That is proved, in the first place, by the decree 
directing the money to he paid to the captors; be- 
cause if the captured vessel had been of inferior 
force, it was the duty of the court to have decreed 
one moiety to the United States. It is proved, 
next, by the fact that the vessels were reported by 
the captors to be of equal force; by the fact that 
the Secretary of the Navy at the time negotiated 
with Commodore Warrington for the purchase of 
the captured sloop, for the Navy of the United 
States, as being the property of the captors; and 
by the fact that in the Navy Register, after that 
ship became ours by capture, she is rated as a sloop 
of war ofeighteen guns, as was the Peacock. These 
are the facts. Under the law, it is perfectly clear, 
that that being the state of the case, the captors 
were entitled to all the money. 

But I said that I would give the Senator from 
Maine an explanation of how it happened that this 
claim was not preferred for many years. I take 
pleasure in doing so; because the gallant officer 
and most excellent gentleman in whose name this 
application was made at the last Congress, and 
who is now no more, exhibited in relation to the 
whole transaction an honorable delicacy and pro- 
priety of deportment that add additional value to 
the character he earned by his integrity and gal- 
lant service in the cause of his country. The 
same question was asked when this bill was be- 
fore the Senate at the first session of the last Con- 
gress, and I was unable to answer why the appli- 
cation had been deferred. I was unable to an- 
swer, because that gentleman, during the whole 
time this bill was in progress in the Senate, though 
he knew I had taken charge of it, and reported it 
from the committee, and that upon some objec- 
tions taken to it on its first coming up, it had been 

ostponed, and that I had waited three months 
Petore I called it up for action, never came near me, 
never opened his mouth to me upon the subject; 
and he was willing, I believe, to have lost every 
penny, rather than place himself in the attitude 
of a man who would descend, by application to a 
member of a committee, to obtain the successful 

rosecution of a claim however honorable and just. 
Bat after the bill had passed the Senate, and when 
it was in the House of Representatives, I saw 
Commodore Warrington here one day, and took 
occasion to ask him how it happened that the 
claim had not been presented sooner. He gave 
me the following statement: “I went in prosecu- 
‘tion of the cruise in which I was engaged when 


| 


1 


| ficient men. The prize was taken so easily that | 
| there was hardly a contest. Not an individual was | 


i time is nota sufficient bar to it. 


| the service of the gallant officer who commanded 
| the American ship at that time, but from a sense | 


‘I captured the Epervier, and sent it into port for | 
‘condemnation. When I returned, I found that | 
‘but one half the prize money had been paid into | 
‘the hands of the agent. I knew it was wrong. | 
‘ Tapplied to a distinguished and honorable gentle- 
“man, then a member of Congress from Virginia, 
“and asked him to institute some proceedings for 
‘my relief. He said to me, ‘it is impossible, 
t Commodore, to go behind the decree.’” Hej 
took it for granted, and so did Commodore War- 
rington, that the marshal had paid the money ac- 
cording to the decree. Hehad no idea that the 
marshal, upon a decree in favor of the captors 
alone, had paid one half the money to the United | 
States, but supposed that it was a mistake of the | 
judge who pronounced condemnation. There the 
matter rested; and years and years elapsed before 
it was discovered that the decree was right and 
the payment wrong. 

That, sir, is the explanation which I have to | 
give; and I wishto say, that though the amount is | 
large, there has not been a claim, in my opinion, | 
from the foundation of the Government, whether 
for a million dollars or for a penny, more justly due 
to more honorable men who have rendered import- 
ant service to the country. It has been too long 
delayed. The Government has had possession 
and use of the money for forty years. All that is 
asked is the simple return of the money without 
interest, 

Mr. BRADBURY. I have heard the explana- 
tion of the honorable Senator from North Carolina 
with pleasure. He speaks so well that I always | 
listen to him with a great deal of pleasure. I; 
think, however, that we should examine this sub- 
ject carefully, and see why it is that the claim was 
suspended so long without an application for relief. 
It looks a little singular to me that for some forty 
years an individual, residing at the capital for a 
very considerable portion of the time, should not 
be aware of the fact that the Government was in- 
debted to him and others with whom he was asso- 
‘ciated, in a large sum of money. 

Mr. BADGER. _ I tried to explain it. 

ine the Senator did not listen to me. 

Mr. BRADBURY. If the Senator wishes the 
floor, I will yield it. 

Mr. BADGER. Not at all. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I suppose the act which | 
grants to the captors, in cases of the capture of 
vessels of an equal or superior force, the whole | 
property captured, was intended as an incentive, | 
and to reward those in the Navy for extraordinary | 
exertions. ‘Technically, the contest from which | 
this claim arises, was between vessels of equal 
size; but by an examination of the facts it will be | 
found that the capture was made without much | 
exgrcise on the part of our ship, and the captured 
vessel was, in fact, inferior in size, inferior in men, | 
and inferior in its armament; so that the amount 
which was received by the captors was the amount 
to which they were fairly entitled, and was all 
to which they were entitled. If we, disregard- ; 


ing the fees rules, look to whether the vessels 


I ima- 


were 0 ual size, we shall find that the British 
ship v inferior in metal, throwing, I think, | 
something more than a hundred pounds less on a | 
broadside. It was inferior in men; the American 
ship containing nearly double the amount of ef- 


Jost in the fight; I believe there were one or two | 
wounded. I apprehend that, at the time, the cap- | 
ters were perfectly satisfied with the decree. 1 | 
think that, after so long a time, during which this | 
claim has been permitted to slumber, it is at least l 
expedient that the Senate should pause before they | 
pass the bill. 1f I supposed that the claim had | 
substantial merit, I should certainly concur with | 
the Senator from North Carolina, that lapse of! 
I submit these | 


remarks, not froma desire of doing injustice to | 


of duty. i 

Mr. BADGER. The honorable Senator from į; 
Maine occupies, upon this subject, precisely the | 
position usually taken by British writers, in depre- | 
ciating the value of the victories gained by our ;| 
naval force over the British during the war of 1812. |! 
How does the Senator undertake to know whether | 
these vessels were of equal force or not? The; 
Secretary of the Navy at that time thought they | 


i pose, for want of time. 


Department as of equal force. The judge: who- 
ordered the condemnation thought they were of 
equal force. And now, we are told that this:vic- 
tory, which we had heretofore thought’ réefleéted 
some glory upon our arms, was nothing; that there 
was not a contest; that there was. twice the number 
of men in the American ship that there was in the 
British; and that the ships were of a different 
weight of metal. 1 hope the Senate will not add 
to the injustice of declining to pay this money, the 
indignity of such a reproach upon the gallant men 
concerned in the accomplishment of: that deed. 

The decree of the court was, that the money: 
should be paid to the captors. Not one word was 
said about the United States. The marshal, by a 
mistake, I suppose, instead of paying the whole of 
the money to the captors, paid half of it to the 
United States. That is the case. The United 
States got so much money, by a mistake of the 
marshal, which belonged, under the decree, to the 
captors. If it had been the case of an individual, 
an action could have been brought by the captors, 
and the money recovered. But the United States 
cannot be sued. I have stated the reason why 
the claim has been delayed. Commodore War- 
rington, knowing the money had been paid ina 
wrong manner, applied to a gentleman from Vir- 
giiia, who, presuming the marshal had followed 
the decree, stated that they could not go behind 
that decree. But it turns out that the decree was 
right, and the payment by the mashal wrong. 

Mr. BRADBURY. It is a long time since I 
looked into the papers of the case. [had a differ- 


ent impression in regard to the decree. Probably 
the Senator is right in his statement. I should 


like to have it read. 

The decree was read, as follows: 

The United States vesse) of war Peacock vs. $117,903, 
captured in the Epervier, libeled prize. 

The United States vessel of war Peacock, commanded 
by Lewis Warrington, Esq., in the Jate capture of his Brit- 
ish Majesty’s sloop of war Epervier, brought into this port, 
captured also the sum of $117,903, which bas been libelled 
by the districtattorney. The usual monition has been pub- 
lished, and proclamation made; and no claim appearing, it 
is ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the sum of $117,903 
be condemned as a prize of war, to the captors, to be dis- 
tributed as the law directs, after costs and charges. 

W. STEVENS, 
` District Judge of Georgia. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, and ordered to be engwossed for a 
third reading. 

FRANCES P. GARDNER. 

The bill for the relief of Frances P. Gardner, 
reported from the Committee on Pensions, was 
read a second time, and the Senate proceeded to 
consider it as in Committee of the Whole. 

It enacts that the Secretary of the Interior be 
required to renew the pension heretofore allowed 
and paid to Frances P. Gardner, the same to 
tal for five years, commencing January 1, 
1850. 

The report of the committee was read, from 
which it appears that the petitioner is the widow 
of the late Captain George W. Gardner, of the 
United States Army, who was killed in the mas- 
sacre of Major Dade’s command in Florida. She 
was left a widow in destitute circumstances, with 
two young children to support. Her father, Lieu- 
tenant Abraham Fowler, and her brother-in-law, 
both died in their country’s service, and her only 
near relative—a brother—-was at the date of the 
petition on duty in Mexico. Thus situated, she 
asked for a continuance of a pension which was 
allowed her under the act of July 4, 1836. On 
May 20, 1850, a bill for her relief was reported to 
the Senate; and the committee have thought proper 
to report a similar bill, and recommend its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. SMITH. A bill exactly corresponding 


“with the one now before us passed the Senate at 


the last Congress. It was sent to the House of 
Representatives, and was not acted upon, I sup- 
It is exactly analogous 
to the case of Mrs. Dade, a bill for whose relief 
has already passed the Senate at the present ses- 
sion. Captain Gardner, who was a native of this 
city, fell in what is called ‘* Dade’s massacre,” in 
Florida; Major Dade being the commander of the 
detachment, and Captain Gardner the second in 
command. The circumstances of that massacre 
are too well known to the Senate to ‘make it neces- 
sary for me to advert to the particulars. Mrs. 
Gardner is a native of my State. She transmitted 


were of equal force. ‘They were reported to the 


i 


her application to me, and I laid it before the 
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Senate... I wish, if necessary, to call the attention: 
of my. honorable. friend from Florida, who ig ac- 
quainted with the case of Mrs. Dade, to this. i 
“Mr. BADGER. There. is no-objection to the. 


bill. : : ; 
"Mr. SMITH, Ido not know that there is any | 
objection to it. But my. friend. from. Florida is, 
acquainted.with the case, if it is necessary. to, say: 
anything about it. _ 
_Mr. MALLORY. I presume there can: be no. 
objection to. the bill. . It is.very. similar.to the bill 
passed, for the relief.of. Mrs. Dade.. Major. Dade. 
fell in the massacre at the beginning of the Florida 
war.. So. did Captain Gardner. The case of Mrs, 
Gardner is.eminently entitled to the consideration 
of the Senate. l can, see no reason why:a dis- | 
tinction, should be raised between the two cases, 

The, bill was. reported to. the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

WILLIAM A. RICHMOND. 

The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of | 
the Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of 
William A. Richmond, which was reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amend- 
ment. 

The bill proposes to authorize the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to audit and set- 
tle the accounts of William A. Richmond, late 
superintendent of Indian affairs at Detroit, Mich- 
igan, upon principles of equity and justice, and 
that whatever sum or sums of money, if any, be 
found due to him shall be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Tle amendment of the committee is to insert at 
the end of the bill the words: 

tt Provided, That such sum of money shall not exceed 
gan.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bil was then reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred in, 
and the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


EXTENSION OF PATENTS. 

The PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Cal- 
endar is a bill to extend two patents of Zebulon 
Parker. 

On motion of Mr. JAMES, the consideration of 
the bill wet postponed until Friday next. 


JOHN F. CALLAN. 

The bill for the relief of John F. Callan, admin- 
istrator of Daniel Renner, deceased, was read a 
second time and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. Tt requires the Secretary of the Treasury 
to cause the claim of John F. Callan, administrator 
of Daniel Renner, deceased, of the firm of Renner 
& Teath—which claim arises from the alleged 
burning of a rope-walk and of seine twine therein, 
in the District of Columbia, by the public enemy, 
in the month of August, 1814, belonging to said 
firm—to be audited and settled on principles of 
equity and. justice, looking to the evidence here- 
totore produced before Congress or the Treasury 
Department, or hereafter to be taken; provided that 
the allowance so made shall in no case exceed the 
sura of $6,744, 

Mr. HUNTER. Is therea report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT. There is. 


Mr. HUNTER. I would like to hear it read. | 


Mr. WADE. As I perceive that the Senator |. 
who takes charge of the bill is not in his.seat, I |! 


move to postpone the further consideration of. the 
bill until Friday next. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator who reported the 
bill is absent, but he wished me to ask the Senate 
to consider it to-day. 

Mr. WADE. Then I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I beg leave to makea sin- | 
gle. suggestion in connection with what was said | 
by the honorable Senator from Maryland. The 
honorable Senator fro 
coms,| who is absent on account of illness, re- | 
quested that this case should go over in the event || 
of there being a serious opposition to it. If the 
honorable Senator from Virginia is decidedly. of 
opinion that the bill ought not to be passed, I 
think it would be better to lay it. over. Perhaps 
he will withdraw his opposition after hearing the} 
report read, which was made by-the gentleman | 
from Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT. The read 


t 
i 
j 
i 
i 
i 
| 


ing of the report 


m Indiana, (Mr. Wur- |! 


- - ; 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope the reading will be. 
proceeded. with. a z ; 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that the bill be 
faid..over until Friday next. That-case.was. be- 
fore the Committee of Claims some.time.ago, when. 
I was.a member. of the. committee, and L believe 
an unfavorable report was. made. Tam not cer- 
tain about the matter, and I wish the bill laid over, 

so,that-I may look into the facts. `- 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I, am. informed that-there 
is.a.decided opposition to the bill; it would, there- 
fore, be better to let it go. over until the honorable 
Senator from.Indiana, who. reported. it, is in his 


ace. 

[ Mr. UNDERWOOD. My motion is to post- 
pone the further consideration of the bill until 
Friday next. I want to say now that this claim 
relates to.a matter which has once been paid for. 
I understand that an allowance has been made, 
and the claim now is for an additional allowance. 
I think the claim was reported against some two 
or three years ago. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. That is true. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is the fact. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I think the bill 
ought to be laid over. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator from Kentucky 
made one observation, which I think demands a 
reply. He says thisclaim has been paid. Now, 
I can inform the honorable Senator that it has not 
been paid. One of the individual claimants has, I 
believe, been paid a sum of money, but not for 
what this bill provides. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that this 
bill provides. for a resettlement of the accounts 
upon. the testimony already filed, and such addi- 


That opens the whole matter, and embraces a re- 
payment of that which has already been paid for, 
either in whole or in part. 

Mr, BAYARD. The former payment was for 
personal property which was destroyed in 1814. | 
The bill now reported provides relief for the de- 
struction of the rope-walk and twine of these par- 
| ties. My own opinions are adverse to this claim; | 
and I shall state my reasons for those opinions 
whenever the bill comes up. 1 do not think we 
ought to pass the bill. 

Mr. PRATT. I think we had better decide 
this bill to-day. The honorable Senator who re- 
ported this bill requested me to take his- position 
in respect to it, and to explain it. I think I un- 
derstand it sufficiently, and 1 hope it. will be acted 
upon. to-day, If it is right, E hope it will be 
passed to-day. If it is wrong, I hope the Senate 
willreject.it to-day. We can just as well under- 
stand and. decide it to-day as we can at any future 
day. I hope, therefore, that we will act on itto- 
day, and settle it in some way. If the motion-#o 
postpone be rejected, the report can be read, and I 
, can explain the facts of the case, I think, so as to 
enable the Senate to act understandingly. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to, there 
being, on a division, 19 ayesand 16 noes. 


T. H. MCMANUS. 


The bill to authorize T. H. McManus to enter 
| by preémption certain lands in the Greensburg dis- 
trict, Louisiana, was read a second time and con- 


4 
i 
| 


| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 


| that ‘T. IZ. McManus be authorized, under such 
instructions as may be given by the Commissioner 


at the rate of $1 25 per acre, at the land office at 
i Greensburg, Louisiana, such quantity of public 
| lands, not to exceed eight hundred acres, accord- 
| ing to legal subdivisions, as may embrace. his 


ciana, on the waters of the Black Creek, township 
No. 1, and range No. 3, provided that such entry 
shall not interfere with the valid rights of others, 
and shall be made after the return to the aforesaid 
land office of an approved plat of said township. 
Mr. DOWNS. Iwill state the facts of the case | 
very briefly. Mr. McManus purchased at probate | 


i 
ji 
f 
i 


sale, after the death of the parties who had settled 
| on this land, their right of preémption. He bought 


the rights to two tracts. In addition to that there 
is a small quantity of vacant land near him which 
he wishes to enter. Now, on these two purchases, 

which, perhaps, under the restrictions of the pre- 
; emption laws, he cannot properly enter as a pre- 
emption right, but of which he wasa bona fide | 


has been called for. 


purchaser at a probate sale, and also a quantity of | 


tional testimony as may be heieafter presented. | 


of the General Land Office, to enter by. preémption, | 


| actual improvements in the parish of East Feli- |i 


vacant land adjoining, to whieh nobody. else sets 
up a-claim, he asks, iñ order to complete his title, 
that he may be permitted to enter the whole, not 
exceding eight hundred acres, by, preémption 
right. There is.a statement accompanying the re- 
port and petition, made by a number of his neigh- 
ors living around him, confirming the facts. as. he 
states them in his petition.. All he asks is the 
mere right of presmption. | : i 

He purchased these improvements: for a valu- 
able consideration, when they. were sold at probate 
sale; and I presume there can be no doubt of his 
right to enter that much. Whether he shall be 
allowed to enter, in addition, the small quantity of 
vacant land adjoining, which nobody claims, is a 
matter. for the Senate to decide. If I recollect 
rightly, this bill passed the Senate at the last ses- 
sion. At any rate it was favorably reported upon. 
The only difficulty in the way that I know of, is 
the objection which. many entertain to an ordinary 
transfer of preémption rights before they are se- 
i| cured. But this is not a case of that kind. This 
is a case of the death of the parties who had the 
preémption rights, and, according to the law of 
my State and the decisions of the supreme court 
of Louisiana, these rights, though not perfect, are 
considered a species of property. It is true, the 
officer of the United States may object to carrying 
them out in full on technical grounds, but theyare 
very frequently sold at probate sales in the ordi- 
nary course of business in Louisiana. They cer- 
tainly, according to our law, vest a right in the 
party. The only opposition to allowing transfers 
was for the purpose of preventing speculations, 
This. is not a case of that kind. This isa case 
where a man has lived on and cultivated the land. 
He bought these rights in good faith, at probate 
sale, and the only objection to his not entering 
| them by preémption right, is a technical one. All 
he asks is preémption rightsto these tracts. I can 
' conceive of no serious objection to the passage of 
this bill. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I have no objection to the 
bill, provided it is properly guarded. I have my 
| doubts as to whether a.sale, under an order of the 
probate court, of a preémption right, would be at 
all valid—whether it would. transfer anything at 
all. Under the preémption laws, T believe, the 
representatives of. the deceased may or may not 
enter. The preémption, right. accrues.to, his rep- 
resentatives,. to. his administrators, or to his 
widow. Now, if their rights should be protected 
in this bill by an amendment, I should have no 
objection to it. As to the small fraction of land 
adjoining these purchases, which the Senator men- 
tions, I see no difficulty in the way of this man’s 
| entering it, whether he has or hag not a preémp- 
tion right, unless somebody else has a preemption 
right to it. If there is no preémption right to it, 
then. he can enter, or any other citizen of the 
United States can enter, that land by paying the 
money for it at the land office. 

Suppose this bill shall pass, authorizing Mr. 
McManus to enter this quantity of land, not to 
exceed eight hundred acres; and suppose thee 
representatives, or the widow, or whosoever. un- 
der the preémption law. is entitled to enter the 
land, should go to the land office, make the neces- 
sary proot, and present the money: there would 
be a difficulty. I see this. difficulty in the way; 
j but if the rights of these parties are guarded by an 
i amendment, I shall have no objection to it. 

_ Mr. DOWNS. There is a provision in the bill 
in regard to the rights of other parties. If the 
Senator will allow the bill to be read again, he 
will see that the rights of all the other parties are 
i; sufficiently secured. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I have no objection to it. 

| Mr. FELCH. 1 would like to inquire what 
the difficulty is in the way of this person enjoying 
the right now to buy the land at Government 
price? Can he not purchase it now at $1 25 per 
acre r 

Mr. DOWNS. I do not know what the difi- 
culty is, but I can state several that may exist. 
| There are many restrictions and limitations in the 
| preëmption laws. One is, that if a man owns a 
| certain quantity of land besides that for which he 
| claims a preémption right, he cannot enjoy the 
benefit of a preémption right. That may be the 
i case with this man, for he may own more than 
| three hundred and twenty acres besides. That 
i would be one objection. There may be others. 


| 
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He may come within some of the other exceptions 
made in the preémption laws; and he asks that 
any exceptions of that kind may. be dispensed 
with, and that he may be permitted to make’ his 
entry. He has what is unusual—a statement. of 
a large number of his neighbors, some of the most 
respectable persons, Judge Scott among the num- 
ber, in the neighborhood, confirming his -state- 
ments, that nobody has any conflicting claim— | 
that he has purchased two rights and a small frac- 
tion of vacant land adjoining, to all of which he 
wishes his title confirmedg He cannot enter the 
eight hundred acres under the preémption laws, 
because they do not extend to more than one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, and there may be some diffi- 
culty arising from the transfer, although it is an 
everyday occurrence in our State. In Louisiana 
they are recognized as property, and sold at pri- 
vate sale for what they are worth; and it may 
very well happen that though the original parties | 
holding the right of preémption were not disquali- 
fied to make the entry, yet the person who bought 
in good faith, because he had more land, was pre- 
vented from making the entry. 

Mr. FELCH. I observe by the reading of the || 
bill a second time, that this land is situated within | 
the Greensburg district of Louisiana. That is 
one of the districts in which there has been here- | 
tofore very great difficulty in regard to the survey 
of lands; and if I am not mistaken in my recol- 
lection of the matter, there was an investigation 
made some two or three sessions ago, and the j 
whole region of land in that district was with- |! 
drawn from sale; so that no person can enter land | 
within that district under any circumstances, with | 
or without preémption rights. I may not be en- |! 
tirely accurate in this respect, but I think I am. |! 
If that is so, the provisions of this bill would seem 
to be designed to enable the entry to be made in a | 
region where entries cannot be made, with or with- 
out a preémption right; but if the land is open for 
sale in that district, then I do not see, from any- 
thing which has been presented here, the difficulty 
of this McManus now going without any pre- | 
emption, and making a purchase of the land. He |! 
can purchase it if it is open to purchase. If it is 
not open to purchase, we ought to understand a 
little better the circumstances connected with the 
case than we do now before we pass this bill. I; 
move that the further consideration of the bill be 
postponed until Friday next. 

Mr. DOWNS. It is unnecessary to postpone | 
the bill, because the matter can be just as well un- 
derstood now asat any other time. There can 
certainly be no such difficulty as is suggested by 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 
in regard to defective surveys. It is true that there | 
have been many defective surveys of the lands in 
that district, and there has been great trouble aris- 
ing out of that. Perhaps that is the reason that 
this person has not been able to enter these lands 
before. It may be that the survey of that neigh- 
borhood has not been completed, and he has not 
been able to enter his lands; but the bill itself pre- 
vents all difficulties of that kind, because it pro- 

- vides that he shall have a right to make this entry 
only after a duly-authenticated survey shall have 
been made of this township and returned. There- 
fore he cannot enter the lands until the surveys are 
made. I would mention here that I understand 
most of the errors in these surveys have been cor- | 
rected, so that the surveys are now pretty correct. | 
I believe it is true that at one time sales were f 

| 


stopped, and a great deal of money refunded; but | 
even if the lands are open to purchase, the party | 
is not entitled to the benefit of preémption right 
for more than one hundred and sixty acres, and | 
this land is more than that. 

He would not ask for a preémption, if he could 
enter the lands. If he could do that he would not 
ask—he would not need the interposition of Con- 
gress, The object is to enter the land before it is 
offered at public sale. This man has bought at 
probate sale, in the ordinary course of business, 
two purchases; he has gone on them, and culti-i 
vated them, and if we decide now, that he cannot 
have a preémption under such circumstances, we 
decide contrary to the spirit of the laws of the || 
State in which he resides. By some of the decis- |; 
ions of the supreme court of Louisiana these in- |; 
choate rights have been recognized. It is a very |! 
frequent thing there for these rights to be sold || 
at probate sale. If you refuse to pass this bill | 
now, his house, his land which he has cultivated, || 


} 


| 
| 


| of cultivating them, should have preémption rights. 


| It is because no other person is in the same situ- 


| mittee of the Whole. 
‘tary of the Treasury be authorized to pay off and ! 
satisfy the judgment obtained in the name of Man- ' 
uel X. Harmony, against Lieut. Col. David D. | 


i ed by Col. A. M. Doniphan, which 


may be taken from him, and occupied by some- 
body else. 

{t'seems to me he presents a fair and reasonable 
ease. Our policy has been, that persons who go 
on the public lands, in good faith, for the purpose 


Ido not think I have seen a stronger ease than 
this. There can-be no doubt as to the facts, that 
there is no conflicting claim. Accompanying Mr. 
McManus’s memorial, is a certificate from his 
neighbors, signed by Judge Scott among others, 
sustaining what he asserts in his memorial, and 
they state that they know no reason why he 
should not acquire a title by being allowed to en- 
ter his tracts by way of preémption. 
the facts of the case, and I do not think there is 
any necessity for postponing it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to ask the honorable 


Senator from Louisianaa single question? Is there | 


any plat or survey of the land where this claim is 
situated? Is it ascertained at the Department, 
whether there is any other claim that can come in 
conflict with this? I do not understand that there 
is any plat of this land deposited in the General 
Land Office. 

Mr. DOWNS. I do not know of any conflict; 
I do not know of any information before the com- 
mittee on that subject. But I think there is no 
conflict, because if there was a conflict, it would | 
be likely to be known to his neighbors, and there 
was a statement accompanying the petition from 
a number of his neighbors, stating that they knew | 
of no conflict and of no objection to his request. 

Mr. WALKER. For one, my opinion is that | 
this bill cught to be further considered. If T un- 
derstand it, it is nothing more nor less than this: ; 
The land can now be entered at private entry, and | 
this is a proposition to extend the right of pre- 


emption to one individual beyond one hundred and |} 


sixty acres, up to the amount of eight hundred | 
acres. If the land cannot be entered at private 
entry, then this isa proposition to take this indi- 
vidual case out of the operation of the law as it 
now exists, and to give him the right of entering 
his land when no other person in the neighborhood 
has the same right. | 
Mr. DOWNS. If any other person in the 
neighborhood purchased from the original settler | 
having a legal title, he would have the same right. 


ation, that he asks this privilege. 


| 
These are 


directing Harmony & Co., with their teams and 
men, to fali in the rear, and all persons in their 
employ to be enrolled in the ‘army. “This ‘order 
was observed until the army arrived at Chihuahua, 
For thus exetuting the orders of the comrnanding 
officer, Lieut. Col. D. D, Mitchell, after ‘the termi- 
nation of ‘the war, being in the city of New’ York 
|in the year 1849, an action of law was commencet 
| against him in the district court of the United 
| States for the southern district of New York, for 
; Said seizure. He employed counsel to defend the 
suit. They were aided by the district attorney of 
the United States for-that district, under the in- 
| structions of the Government. A judgment was 
rendered against Mr. Mitchell for about-$95,000. 
| The Attorney General of the United States inves- 
| tigated the case, with the intention of taking jt up 
to the Supreme Court, but finding no ground to 
justify the proceeding, it was ‘abandoned. Col. 
Mitchell being a citizen of the State of Missouri, 
and having no property in the State of New York, 
ila copy of the record was sent to Missouri, and a 
suit was instituted on the judgment obtained in 
| New York. This suit was defended by the dis- 
trict attorney of the United States, wnder the in- 
structions of the Attorney General, and also by 
able counsel employed by Col. Mitchell. “The 
result was a judgment against him for upwards cf 
$102,000, under which his property is liable ‘to 
sale and he to pecuniary ruin, for having honestly 
and faithfully obeyed his superior officer, in time 
of war, in the country of a hostile nation. Under 
these circumstances, the committee were unani- 
mously of opinion that the Government of the 
United States was bound to relieve Lieut, Col. 
Mitchell from said judgment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and was 
| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: 

A bill for the relief of Jane Irwin; 

A joint resolution to authorize the continuance 
of the work upon the two wings of the Capitol; 

A bill to confirm the claim of John Irvin to a 
certain tract of land on the Bastrop Claim; 

A bill for the relief of M. K. Warrington, and 
C. St. John Chubb, executors of Captain Lewis 
Warrington; 

A bill for the relief of Frances P. Gaf€tner; and 


Mr. SHIELDS. I would make a suggestion | 
to the Senator from Louisiana. After reading the | 
report I am perfectly satisfied of ee justness of | 
the claim; but I am also exceeding y anxious to | 
ascertain precisely what the claim is. There is; 
nothing in the papers in the case to show whether | 
or not eight hundred acres is the claim. Hence, | 
if ye give him a right to enter eight hundred acres 
My interfere with the rights of others. 

r. DOWNS. There isaprovision inthe bill, 
that this shall not interfere with the rights of 
others. 

Mr.SHIELDS. I hope the motion to postpone 
until next Friday will be agreed to, in order that 
we may inquire at the General Land Office, and ! 


ascertain precisely what the claim is, what are its Hi 


limits, what are its bounds, and whether any | 
other claim can interfere with it. When that shall 
have been satisfactorily ascertained, 1 suppose 
there will be no objection to the bill. Certainly I | 
shall have none. i 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


COL. D. D. MITCHELL. 
The bill for the relief of Lieut. Col. Mitchell, 
of the State of Missouri, was read a second time, 


and the Senate proceeded to consider itas in Com- 
It provides that the Secre- 


Mitchell, in the circuit court for St. Louis county, 
in the State of Missouri, in the year 1851. ; 
The report of the Committee on Military Affairs 


was read. The facts of the case appear to be: 


these: David D. Mitchell was Lieutenant Colonel 
of the regiment of Missouri volunteers command- 
regiment was 
ordered to march on New Mexico. 
to Chihuahua, Lieut. Col. Mitchell received from 
his superior officer, Col. Doniphan, an order which 
he executed by issuing an order from the camp 
below El Paso, on the 18th of February, 1847, 


On the march || 


A bill for the relief William A. Richmond. 
1 ‘The resolution to establish certain mail-routes 
was read a third time and passed, 


CLAIM FOR THE OCCUPATION OF KEY WEST. 


The bill for the relief of John W. Simonton was 
read a second time and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides that the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Navy, audit and settle the 
claims of John W. Simonton and others, owners 
of the Island of Key West, in the State of Florida, 
on principles of justice and equity, on account of 
its occupancy by the Government of the United 
| States as a naval and military post during the 
years 1893, 24, 25, and °26; that in settling it 
upon these principles they shall ascertain, as nearly 


1 


| as practicable, the benefits and advantages which 


| acerued to the United States from the oceupancy 
of the Island, and also the injuries which resulted 


ii to the owners, and to pay the same out of any 


money not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not going to say a word 
i against the bill, but I want to inquire whether, 
under that phraseology of paying money “on 
principles of justice and equity, ” the Department 
i| will or will not pay interest? I understand that, 
i| under the same phraseology in other bills, a very 
i| large sum of money for interest has been paid; and 
as the Senate, by a vote the other day, indicated 
that they would not pay interest on a claim clearly 
due, I want to know whether they wil) pay in- 
| terest in this case? 
i Mr. MALLORY. Al of the facts involved in 
| the bill are set forth in the report. Task that the 
report may be read, as Senators may not be famil- 
4 jar with the facts; and then I shallanswer the Sena- 
i; tor’s question. . 

The report was accordingly read. i 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator fram Florida 
li will consent to the postponement of this bill. As 
ii it stands now, in its present shape, I feel bound 10 


ii vote against it. I would like to -have ‘an oppor- 
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tunity.of looking into the. case. I hope it will be 
postponed. 5 : i 

Mr. MALLORY. Icertainly did not expect to 
hear the slightest word of opposition to this bill. 
If there ever was a case presented to Congress de- 
serving attention, it is this. This isa clear case 
of the taking of private property for public use, 
without making any compensation therefor, but, 
‘on the contrary, compensation has been withheld 
for over twenty years. The case has. been twice 
before Congress, and favorable reports, almost 
identically the same in words, were made- on both 
occasions. The occupation of the Island of Key 
West, the declaration of martial law, the using 
of. private property for public. purposes, was the 
means of accomplishing Important ends which the 
Government had. in view at that time, viz: the 
suppression of piracy in the Gulf of Mexico. The 
Government fully accomplished its ends, while, at 
the same. time, the objects of the owners. of the 


property were entirely destroyed, and all the ben- || 


efits resulting from the purchase were delayed for 
years and years; and now they come and ask that 
they may be remunerated for their property thus 
taken. They demand no interest. I answer that 
question directly. They probably will receive 
none. They never expected any. And this bill 
will fail to give them what they were actually out 
of pocket twenty years ago. The bill does not con- 
template interest. It simply contemplates that the 
Department shall give them dollar for dollar what 
they were out of pocket at that time, and:no more. 
The owners of the property who were delayed for 
years and years in its enjoyment, have accumula- 
ted testimony. They have had great trouble in 
getting the testimony of officers of the Navy on 
foreign stations, and in finding the persons who 
were on the Island at the time. ‘They have now, 
after the lapse of years, been able to complete the 
testimony. It is very clear there can be no doubt 
about the case. The facts are set forth in detail 
in the report which has been read. I trust there 
will be no opposition to it. 

The bill does not, as I understand, justify the 
Department in paying interest. It certainly calls 
for none, On principles of justice and equity the 
loss of the property of these parties by the occu- 
pation of the Island, the stock that was killed, the 
interference with the sale of the property at the 
time, ought to be taken into consideration; but I 
do not thik that interest will be allowed. 

Mr. HALE. I am sorry to have to oppose this 
bill now, and perhaps I should not oppose it if it 
were laid over for a week. But after the history 
of the legislation of this Congress for the last few 
years, I never will go for sending a claim for con- 
sequential damages which is so great that the com- 
mitice refrain from expressing an opinion, to one 
of the Executive officers with directions to settle 
it on principles of justice and equity. 

That is my objection to this bill. If I am not 
mistaken, these very instructions to settle upon 
principles of justiceand equity were given in the bill 
for the settlement of the famous Galphin claim, on 
which $80,000 or $90,000 interest was allowed. 
There is a precedent. IfI am not mistaken, the 
phraseology of the two billsis exactly the same. 

Now, if these gentlemen owning this real estate 
have been injured, no matter how great may be 
the amount, Í am for paying what they have. suf- 
fered, if it is a million of dollars. But I am un- 
willing to turn away from Congress claimants who 
come here with claims for consequential, remote, 
unliquidated damages, and turning the matter over 
to the Department to settle their claims ‘* upon 
principles of justice and equity,” without giving 
the accounting officers some directions, some qual- 
ifications, some limitations upon which they are to 
settle them. It is thisloose way of doing business 
to which F object. I hope the Senator will consent 
to let this bill lie over fora week. Then we may 
possibly be able to understand it better. 

After a few words of conversation on this sug- 
gestion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Faway, February 6, 1852. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. THURSTON, by unanintous consent, pre- 

sented joint resolutions from the Legislature of 

Rhode Island in favor of the retention of the act 


Prayer 


abolishing flogging in the Navy; and also for 
abolishing the spirit ration in all naval ships and 
navy-yards; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion by: Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, 
leave was granted to withdraw from the files of 
| the House the memorial:of James Pitman, for the 

purpose of having the claim prosecuted before the 
proper Department... - sorte ius 
EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL. 

Mr. McNAIR, from the ‘committee on the ex- 
tension of the Capitol; asked leave to report a res- 
olution. ` Fo 7 i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If that is a report 
from a committee, it may take up the entire day 
with its discussion. [ object to it, and move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the ‘state of the Union, with a view of 
| taking up the bill for the assignability. of land 
| warrants. 

Mr. McNAIR. It will not take up five minutes. 
I ask that it may be read for information. 

It was read by the Clerk as follows: 

Resolved, That the committee appointed to examine into 
the firmness and stability, &c., of the foundations for the 


extension of the Capitol, be authorized to send for per- 
sons and papers, and to examine witnesses under oath. 


Mr. McNAIR. [ask that the resolution may 
be put on its passage; and upon that question I ask 
the previous question. 

Mr. JONES. I have not withdrawn my objec- 
tion to the introduction of the resolution. I move 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HENN. I hope the House will resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. That Calendar is now getting full, and 
it is very necessary that some of the bills should 
be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. There being a special order 


| into that committee will take precedence of a mo- 
tion to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr.JONES. Atthe suggestion of several gen- 
tlemen around me, I will withdraw my objection 
| to the resolution introduced by the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MeNAIR. I nowmove to put the resolu- 
tion upon its passage; and upon that motion I call 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main questiorffrdered to be put upon the passage 
of the resolution, 

Mr. PENNIMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays; but they were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the resoluti 
j was adopted. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

| Mr. HALL moved that the rules be suspended, 
i and that the House resolve itself into Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

i Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. If that motion pre- 
! vail, what will be the order of business? 

The SPEAKER. The bill for the assigna- 
bility of land warrants will first come before the 
| committee, that being the special order. 

Mr. STANTON. Can we not go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar? I 
thought this was private bill day. 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order for the 
gentleman to make that motion; but the motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the special order, will take prece- 
: dence. 
| The question was then taken on the motion to 
go into committee; and on a division there were— 
ayes 82, noes 18—no quorum voting. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Stanron, of Tennessee, and 
; Fow.er were appointed. 
| The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
; ported—ayes 98, noes not counted. 

So the motion prevailed. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 

; Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

| etic upon the special orders, (Mr. Oxps in the 
chair. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The business before the 
committee is the special order, being Senate bill | 

No. 146, making land warrants assignable, and for | 
other purposes. When the committee rose on 


f 
i 
i 
i 
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before the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union, a motion that the House resolve itself |: 


yesterday, there were ending, first, the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jonxs] to 
| strike out all of the bill after the first section; sec- 
ond, the amendment of the.gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Dunnam] to strike out the second section, 
and insert as a substitute the second section of the 
bill reported by the select committee; third, the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Sackxerr] to strike out all after the word 
| “seven,” in the sixth line of the second section, 
| and insert ‘‘on each land warrant of forty acres, 
fifty cents; for each lagd warrant of eighty acres, 
$1; and for each land Warrant of one hundred and 
sixty acres, $2;’’ and fourth, theamendmentof the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Avtison] to 
reduce one half the compensation proposed by the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Sacxerr.] The 
first amendment pending is that of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Arxison.] 

Mr.SACKETT. I merely wish to say that 
the amendment proposed by me reduces already 
the compensation one half, and is so guarded as 
to make the percentage equal on all classes of 
warrants, 7 

The CHAIRMAN. No further discussion is 
| in order. The question ison the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvenia [Mr. Autisoy] 
to the amendment. 

Several Mempers, Read the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment provides 
for reducing the compensation of registers and 
| receivers one half. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Sacxert,] 
to strike out all after the word ‘‘ seven” in the 
sixth line, and to insert “on each land warrant 
of forty acres, fifty cents; for each land warrant 
| of eighty acres, $1; and for each land warrant of 
one hundred and sixty acres, $2.” 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dux- 
HAM, ] to strike out and insert, (as reported yester- 
day;) and being put, the amendment was not 
| agreed to. 5 

The question then recurred upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. J onxs,] to 
strike out all of the bill after the first section as 
amended. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded tellers. 

Mr. CARTTER. Beforethat question is taken 
I wish to offer an amendment. The fourth section 
of the bill was read as follows: 

Sec. 4. And beit further enucted, That in all cases where 


|| the militia or volunteers, or State troops of any Sinte or 


Territory, were called into military service, and whose ser- 
vices have been paid by the United States, subsequent to 
the 18th June, 1812, the oflicers and soldiers of such militia, 
| volunteers or troops, shall be entitled to all the benefits of 
| the act entitled ‘An act granting bounty land to certain 
! officers and soldiers who have been engaged in the military 
service of the United States,” approved September 28, 
| 1850, and shall receive lands for their services according to 
| the provisions of said act, upon proof of length of service as 
therein required; and that the last proviso of the ninth sec- 
i tion of the act of the 11th of February, 1847, be, and the“ 
same is hereby repeated: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall authorize bounty land to those who have 
heretofore received or become entitled to the same. 

I propose to insert after the word ** fifty, in the 
; eleventh line of the fourth section, as follows: 

And such other persons as may have performed votun- 
| tary military service in defending their homes on the fron- 
; tier of the Republic against Indian invasion. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Do I under- 
stand the gentieman to offer an amendment to the 
fourth section. 

Mr. CARTTER. Yes, sir, I do. 

Mr. STEPHENS, Is the fourth section now 
under consideration ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
all the remaining sections are under consideration 
| in consequence of the motion made to strike out 
i all those sections. 
| Mr. STEPHENS. How, then, will it be if a 
| motion is hereafter made to amend the third sec- 
: tion? Can we go back to it? 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
| the motion to strike out all after the first section 
` brings up the consideration of all the remaining 
sections, and 

Mr. CARTTER. With the permission of the 
| Chair, I will suggest to the gentleman from Geor- 
' gia [Mr, StepHens] that the motion to strike out 
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all after the first section brings up all the other sec- 
tions for amendment. Gentlemen have indicated | 
no purpose to make any further amendment to the | 
third section, and therefore amendments are in or- 
der to all the subsequent sections. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion | 
that if an amendment is offered to the third sec- 
tion, it takes preference over ah amendment to the 
fourth section. ; 

Mr. CARTTER. It will be perceived, by an 
examination of the fourth section of the bill, that 
it contemplates the bestowal of lands upon persons 
who have been temporaril¥ called into service, and | 
were paid by the United States. Now, the class 
of persons denominated in the amendment which 
I have just submitted to the committee, are a class 
who have rendered a similar, if not a superior 
kind of military service, but who have not been 
paid by the United States. The object of this 
fourth section, as I understand it, is especially to 
make a provision for the benefit of persons who | 
have been involved in the Cherokee war. Itcom- | 
prehends, practically, the history of that war. 

Most of the members of this House are aware 
how much that war has already cost us; and they 
arealso aware how abundantly the contributions ! 
of Florida to that war have been paid out of the 
national Treasury; and all that I claim is, that 
while you are continuing to feed this demand 
upon the public Treasury by continually extend- 
ing grants out of that ‘Treasury in that quarter, you 
will just remember a hardy set of men who have 
retired upon the advancement of population from 
the shores of the Atlantic west; and holding their 
gun in one hand and their axe in the other, have 
defended their households from the presence of a 
destructive and merciless enemy—a class of men 
as much superior in all the elements of practical 
service to this country, to the class of men sought 
to be remunerated in this bill, as is imaginable; a 
class of men who have constituted your frontier 
fortifications with their naked breasts, and upon | 
their personal prowess and personal responsibility, | 
as civilization has advanced from the East to | 
the West, and from the North to the South. Itis | 
the hunting-shirts that the amendment proposes to 
reward—-men who never have carried a military 
cockade in their caps perchance, but who have car- } 
ried their rifles in their hands, loaded ready for | 
service—the minute men of the West—men who | 
have not only defended it from the invasion of the 
enemy, but have prepared it for the occupation of | 
civilization. ‘Thatis the class of men I contem- ; 
plate in the amendment I have offered; and I hope | 
that the military chivalry which is at the bottom 
of this affair, will enlarge the compass of their 
benevolence a little, and for one period relax their | 
military drill and comprehend this irregular foree— | 
this volunteer force—this force that marched under | 
the command of the impulses of their hearts, and į 
who fired without the order to fire. [Laughter.] 

(The Speaker’s hammer here fell.] | 

Mr JONES, of Tennessee. I am opposed to | 
that amendment. 

Mr. HALL. I hope the gentleman from Ohio | 
[Mr. Carrrer] will adopt an amendment to his | 
amendment. | 

Mr. CARTTER. * Yes, any reasonable one. 

Mr. HALL. lt is to include those who were | 
called out to defend the frontiers of Missouri from | 
the savages of Iowa a few years ago. f 
Mr. CARTTER. Certainly, if they belong to 

platoon. Are they of my kind? 

Mr. HALL. The only difference is, that his 
are red savages and mine are white. [Laughter.] | 

The question was then taken upon the amend- | 
ment to the amendment, and it was lost. 

Mr. COBB. I willinform the gentleman who 
has just taken his seat, the honorable gentleman | 
from Ohio, [My. Carrrer,] who talks about the | 
Cherokee war, that i 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment | 
pending. S | 

Mr. COBB. I move to strike out, in the sixth | 
line, the word ‘‘and,”’ and insert, after the word . 
soldiers, the words “and teamsters.” J think ij 
gentlemen have spoken of the number of individ- 
uals whom this section was intended to provide |, 
for, as being individuals who were sent against | 
the Cherokee Indians. If I have read the history |} 
of that war correctly, those Cherokee Indians | 
were our allies. It is not, of course, designed to | 
provide for men engaged in such a war. It is: 


m 


| excluded. 


|| tion. 


proper I should state that the fourth section of : 


this bill proposes to provide for a portion of the | 
army that the bill of 1850 contemplated to provide 
for. When that bounty land bill was under con- | 
sideration, every inch of this ground was fought 
over. Classes of persons proposed to be provided 
for by the amendment to the fourth section of the 
bill, were endeavored to be provided for in the bill 
of 1850, but from the construction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, they have, many of them, been 
I am satisfied that the construction 
was an improper one; but notwithstanding it is so, 
they can now be provided for by a law, such a 
one as is now proposed to be inserted in the fourth 
section of this bill, It is true that while it is pro- 
posed to amend this law—this explanatory law— 
so as to embrace that portion of the military sol- 
diers whom we intended to have provided for in 
the law of 1850, it is proposed by this bill to add 
afew more. For my own part I have no objec- 
I shall vote for the fourth section as it 
stands, and I will say to the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,] who proposes to pro- 
vide for the frontier soldier who took his axe in 
the one hand and his gun in the other, that I am 
to willing to vote for a provision in the bill to give 
each of those individuals a quarter section of land. 

Voices. “Good!” ‘Good!’ Good!” 

Mr. C., (continuing.) Ishall vote for that meas- 
ure when it comes up; and then we shall be able 
to provide to the entire satisfaction of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,] according to the 
proposition he has made; but inasmuch as it has 
passed away, it is not within my province to 
speak of it at this time. But as to my amend- 
ment: I do not see any good reasons why teams- | 
ters should not be provided for in this bill. Ihave | 
been appealed to, to make provision for this class | 
of individuals, for the reason that they are sup- 
posed to have rendered efficient service‘ to the 
country in the way of their employment, in driv- 
ing through the enemy’s country; and to have | 
encountered great dangers in traveling through 
such country, as much so as the soldier who had 
his musket upon his shoulder, I think they should 
be provided for, therefore I propose the amend- 
ment, which I hope will be adopted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Irise not for the purpose | 
of arguing this question. It is manifest to the | 
House, and to every gentleman of the House | 
friendly to the registers and receivers of the land 
offices, that they cannot, in connection with this 
bill, effect their object. It is a notorious fact, that | 
the recipients of the bounty land act of 1850, in 
consequence of the land warrants, not being as- | 
signable, have sold them for one hu®dred per cent. | 
less than they otherwise would have done. And 
I rise for the purpose of suggesting to gentlemen | 
in favor of paying the registers and receivers, this , 
view of the case. They differ among themselves. 
Gentlemen, representing in part registers and re- 
ceivers, are debating this question upon the floor 
of this House day after day. I would suggest 
the propriety of ceasing their efforts, as they con- 
flict with each other, and let us pass this bill, 
which is important. And I would suggest to 
them the further propriety of having a select com- 
mittee upon the subject of paying land registers 
and receivers, to be constituted of members from 
the sections of the country interested in it; and if 
upon a report by them to the House they can 
show that the Government is either directly or in- 
directly bound to pay them, I have no doubt it will 
be done. I feel willing to vote pay to them, and | 
if I commit an error in voting upon the claims of |) 
private individuals, I always prefer to commit that 
error in favor of the individual in preference to ; 
the Government. But it is impossible to pass | 
that provision in connection with this bill; and 
the simple object I had in rising, was to appeal to | 
the House to let us take the vote upon making | 
land warrants assignable, and upon repealing that | 
provision of the act of 1850 which confines their | 
location to lands actually surveyed. The first sec- 
tion of the bill contains all the provisions that I 
desire, and I hope that the committee will take | 
the question at once. il 


The question was then taken upon the amend- | 
of Mr. Cons, and it was disagreed to. i 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to | 
strike out in the fourth section, from the third line | 
to the sixth, these words: 

« And whose services have been paid by the United States 
subsequent to the 18th of June, 1812.” 


I do so, sir, because I perceive no, propriety, if} 


we are going to extend the provisions of the bounty 
land act of 1850, in limiting it to. those whose ser~ 
vices have been paid since. 1812. -E apprehend this 
was put into this bill for the purpose of eutting out 
from the operation of the bounty land ‘system 
those old veterans who served in the Indian cam- 
paign under General Wayne. I congratulate my- 
self that Í have the opportunity, by detecting: this 
thing, to bring the Congress of the United States 
to a direct vote~when we are extending bounty 
to. soldiers who have’ served in the wars of the: 
country—on the proposition to extend that bounty 
to men who, although unfortunate ‘in the batle of 
Saint Clair, yet fully redeemed the western credit 
and did incalculable service to the West in subse- 
quent campaigns, under General Wayne; and I 
hope there will be no opposition in the committee 
to the extending the act or system so ag to em- 
brace them. 

Mr. AVERETT. I rise, Mr. Chairman, in 
opposition to this amendment; and mean to op- 
pose every amendment except the one striking out 
the whole of the bill after the first section as 
amended. We are tantalizing those who were in- 
tended to be the beneficiaries of the famous ‘‘old 
soldiers’ bill.” I find that some members. feel 
more regard for the interes of receivers and re- 
gisters of land offices, and other Government func- 
tionaries, than they do in the old soldiers, their 
widows and orphans. I do not, by the course I 
take here, mean to be understood as opposed to all 
of the propositions offered as amendments to this 
bill. here are some of them I feel inclined to 
vote for. But they ought to come here upon their 
own wheels, instead of making an omnibus of our 
bill, providing for the transfer of the land war- 
rants to which no one objects. I appeal to the 
House to allow the seventy or eighty thousand 
persons who have received land warrants under 
the act of 1850, to make use of them in buying 
what they want. If the bill which went through 
this House at the last session had been passed, there 
are those now in my district who would have laid 
out the value of the warrants in buying thé meat 
that is to sustain them for the present year. ‘There 
are numbers who would have made use of them 
in the purchase of their sugar, coffee, iron, salt, and 
other necessaries of life. Allow them that, and 
then you can proceed to act upon other bills. Let 
each proposition stand upon its own merits. If 
gentlemen are afraid to test them upon@heir own 
merits; and if they are determined to burden this 
bill down with them, it is evident they possess no 
merits. I hope the committee will vote down ever 
one of them, and let us pass this bill, We will 
not necessarily cut off these registers and receivers 
by this course of proceeding, from whatever they 
are justly entitled to. I believe the Senate will 
pass our bill, simply making the warrants assign- 
able, as provided in this first section as amended. 
I do not believe the Senate will again, and for the 
third time, defeat this popular measure, by riding 
it to death with extraneous matters. 

Mr. HALL. Is an amendment to the amend- 
ment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. HALL. I then move to amend the words 
proposed to be stricken out by the gentleman from 
Kentucky by striking out “1812,” and inserting 
instead the words “subsequent to 1800.” 

Mr. H. If the gentleman from Kentucky be 
right in supposing the clause in the bill would ex- 
clude those men who served under General Wayne, 
I am perfectly willing there shall be a provision 
inserted to cover them. I am, however, of the 
opinion that the gentleman is wrong in the suppo- 
sition that this class would be excluded under that 
clause, and if the gentleman will reflect. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The clause ex- 
cludes all anterior to the war of 1812. 

Mr. HALL. I only want to say this, that F 
think the gentleman from Kentucky cannot have 
considered the effect of this provision, for if I un- 
derstand the matter right he otherwise would not 
have proposed it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
but the Senate bill. 

Mr. HALL. I understand that he proposes to 
give bounty lands to all those whose services were 
not paid for by the United States. Now, who 
will this clause embrace? I have not read the 


It is not in the House bill, 


| amendment distinctly, but I think it will embrace 
t 
j 


all those called out in the Mormon war, and all 
; those called out in the Jowa war. 
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Mr. STEPHENS. ‘Were those soldiers the gen-: 
‘leman speaks of mustered into the service of the- 
United States; dnd actually paid ? 

Mr: HALL. No. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky proposes that that clause which requires 
they shall have been mustered into the United 
States service and paid, be stricken ‘out, 

Mr. SVEPHENS. He barely moves to strike 
olit that ‘which réstricts it to the war of 1812. 
That is all. : 

Mr. HALL. Tt may be that I misunderstand 

Let the amendment -be read. 

The Clerk réad the ‘amendment, as “reported 
above. 

‘Mr. MARSHALL. I will modify my ‘amend- 
ment, to strike out the words “and whose services 
have been paid- by the United States subsequent 
to the 18th of June, 1812,” so as to make'it read: 

And be it further enacted, §c., That in all cases where 
the: milita ‘or volunteers ar State troops of any State or 
Territory were called into military service, &e. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I propose—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion upon the 
amendment is not in order, as the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri, being accepted by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, becomes part of his 
amendment, and upd&h that amendment the discus- 
sion is ended. 

Mr. EVANS. I propose an'‘amendment to the 
amendment, by ‘striking out the words ‘and 
whose services have been paid by the United 
States,” 

I only want to say, sir, that it strikes me as a 
very funny affair to require that `a man shall not 
have bounty land unless he has charged the Gov- 
ernment heretofore—unless he has received pay 
as a soldier, We have a large number of people 
in my State who never asked the Government for 
a dollar of pay. A large number of the people, 
at a time of danger, turned out willingly. A new 
rule is laid down now, that a man is not to get 
anything unless he has heretofore got all he can 

et from the Government for his services. That 
1s the doctrine, and there is no sense or justice in 
it. A man who served his country without com- 
pensation, is more entitled to bounty land than 
those who came forward for pay. The proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mar- 
sHALL] to strike out the words, ‘and whose 
services have been paid by the United States sub- 
sequent {8 the 18th of June, 1812,” ought cer- 
tainly to be passed, Perhaps it would be as well 
to insert before that ‘‘ military service of the Uni- 
ted States,’ so as not to include the soldiers of 
Missouri, who were engaged in the Iowa war. I 
do not sce why evidence should be required of a 
soldier, in order to justify the granting of bounty 
land, that he has served the United States and has 
been actually paid. He must have received pay, 
accordiny to this, before he can get any bounty 
land. 
Treasury before he can get a tract of land in the 
western country upon which to locate himself in 
his old age. That is the doctrine of this bil. If 
he has given gratuitous services to his country, 
if he has turned out in the hour of need and dan- 
ger, when he was prosperous and affluent, and 
chose to demand no compensation now, that 
should not preclude him when he may be in want 
from receiving under this bill. 
reason for the words remaining in the section, and 
move that they be stricken out; and I hope the 
committee will put in the third line the words 
“ military service of the United States,” so as to 
exclude the gallant Mormon soldiers of Mis- 
souri. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tbe amendment. 

The question was taken upon the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

‘The question recurring on the amendment of 

Mr. MARSHALL, 

Mr. GOODENOW demanded tellers; which 
were ordered, and Messrs. CHANDLER and Harris 
of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 64, noes 69. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 move to insert in the 
thirteenth line of the fourth section, after the word 
‘‘require,’’ the following: 

And that the provisions of the fifth section of the act of 


July 9th, 184%, granting three months extra pay to the 
soldiers and officers of the Mexican war, be extended so as 


it. 


Tam opposed to 


He must already have had his hand in the | 


I see no sort of |} 


to include the North Carolitia récruits taken into service by 
Lieutenant James W. Tatham, and discharged at Fort 
Moultrie after nearly twelve months service. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I-rise toa point of 
order.. That. amendment, as I understand it, is 
upon the subject of three months’ extra pay, upon 
a different subject, and cannot be incorporated in 
this bill, I-believe © > : i 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. ThisT understand to be a 
bill giving bounty Jands to soldiers, and. no one 
will doubt but what we might substitute scrip or 
money, as was formerly done. The object is to 
give bounty to the soldier, whether it be ‘three 
‘months’ extra pay, or in ‘the shape of lands.: I 
take it the amendment is perfectly germane to the 
bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The point of order 
is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
the amendment is in order. 

Mr. JONES. From that decision, I take an 

appeal. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. The Chair supposes that, as regards 
the subject of bounty, it will be in order to make 
| it either in money or land. From that decision 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jonus] takes 
an appeal. The question, then is, ‘ Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee ?”’ 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded tellers; which 
were ordered, and Messrs. Locxuart and WiL- 
LIAMS Were appointed. 

‘The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 45, noes 66. 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 

Mr. EVANS. I propose to offer the following 
amendment to the 4th section: 

And be it further enacted, Thar the provisions of the act 
of September th, 1850, are hereby extended to all mari- 
ners, marines, flotilla men and seamen, who have hereto- 
fore served with the land forces, in cases where the said 
persons were not entitled to prize money. 

And be it further enacted, ‘hat a bounty of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land is hereby granted to all persons 
who were in any actual engagement or conflict with the 
enemy, whether the said persons served less or more than 
one month, provided that said persons shall not receive 
| more than one bounty land warrant for his services in any 
; One War. 

Mr. E. I do not propose to occupy much of the 
time of the committee. ‘The Department recom- 
mends both of these provisions. The first embraces 
those men who belonged to the marine service, 
and acted with the land forces on shore, and who 
are not entitlet to any prize money. We have a 
precedent for this: sailors in the Merican war, 
whether they served upon land or not, received 
bounty land. Ido not now ask the same thing 
should be extended to those who served in the war 
of 1812; but Task that those who go on shore, 
enlist and serve with the land troops, as our sail- 
ors did in 1812, and in the Florida war, and 
where, by no possibility, could they gain an 
| prize money, should receive their bounty lead: 
This would benefit General Barney’s men, who 
were among a few who fought at Bladensburg, 
and yet who are the only persons in that battle 
excluded from bounty. I think this would be just; 
and the number of persons to be benefited is not 
large. ‘The next class for whom I ask bounty 
land is composed of those persons who have been 
in actual battles with the enemy, whether they 
i served a month or not. Now, it must strike 
every man’s sense of justice and notions of pro- 
priety, thata man who has been in battl® is as 
well entitled to his bounty land as if he had served 
| five years in the army of the United States, and 

had never been engaged in battle. By the law as 
it now stands, those who have been in battle, and 
have served less than one month, are excluded 
from the bounty. 
There is a large class of such persons in my 
| J 

own State, and in many of the Eastern States. 
Admiral Cockburn lay with several thousand men 
in Chesapeake bay for a long time, and you could 
never tell where he would attempt to land. He 
made predatory incursions, burnt towns, and 
committed many acts of violence. Our people had 
to turn out as minute men. Thousands of them 
never received a dollar from the United States for 
their services. And yet they were engaged in 
several warm engagements. Both of these pro- 
visions come recommended by the Department of 


the Interior—both are palpably just in themselves, 


including, as they do, a` meritorious class of per- 
sons. ED 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I think the 
“committee had better vote down all amendments, 
having for their object the extension of the bounty 
land law, asit now exists, and take ‘a direct vote 
upon the proposition made by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] to strike outall after the 
| first section. If a majority of the committee are 
in favor of that motion, then we will get a vote 
upon the main question in this bill, that is, to make 
bounty lands assignalgle. We can send that bill 
to the Senate, and the next bill in order, which is 
the special order of the House, will then come up. 
If there is a majority of the House in favor of 
‘extending the bounty land act, as lam myself, 
then we can do it in that bill. Let me appeal to 
gentlemen to disencumber the provision making 
| land warrants assignable, of all these amendments; 
come to a direct vote upon the’ bill, send it back 
to the Senate, and then we can take up the bill, 
i which extends the bounty land act. ; 

Mr. CHASTAIN. The Senate have rejected it. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The Senate have not reject- 
edit. My colleague is mistaken. . 

Mr. CHASTAIN. Will they hold on to it? 

Mr. STEPHENS. They keep that bill in terro- 
rem over us, and itis announced by the gentleman 
from Illinois, {Mr. Bisseux,] thatin no event would 
they pass it, unless we pay those registers and 
receivers. Ag to this question, I am willing to 
take issue with the gentleman. So far as] am 
concerned, I am determined that I will never give 
these receivers the compensation they claim in order 
to pass our bill making larid warrants assignable. 

fr. STUART. I should like to learn from the 
message, which was sent here from the Senate, 
whether it isthe fact that this is a new bill. I be- 
| lieve that it is the same bill which passed this Tlouse 
| with amendments. 
[Cries of “No”? ‘No! , 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman pro- 
| pose an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. STUART. Oh, no. I merely want to 
learn that fact. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Evans’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WILCOX. I move to amend the second 
section of the bill by striking therefrom the words 
“ next of kin,” ne ia : l 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it 
is not now ïn order to'amend the second section of 
the bill, as the committee has passed to the con- 
sideration of the fourth section. 

Mr. WILCOX then submitted a. pro forma 
| amendment to the fourth section, and said: I wish 
merely to submit one reflection for the consider- 
ation of the House. It seems to me, from the very 
great conflict of opinion entertained here by gen- 
tlemen who desire to advance the interests and 
claims of the registers and receivers, that this bill 
will fail to pass. Now,I am one of those who are 
| in favor of doing the greatest good to the greatest 
| number, and at the same I desire to do injustice to 
j no man. The reflection which I wish to submit 
to the House is this: upon the one hand there are 
| some one hundred receivers to be benefited by this 
bill; and upon the other hand there are some one 
hundred and fifty thousand soldiers, or persons 
who are the heirs of soldiers, interested in the pas- 
sage of this bill. Now, I want to know if those 
| one hundred and fifty thousand individuals who 
| have performed services for their country, are to 
suffer, in order that the interests of one hundred 
receivers may be advanced ? 

Permit me to say that l have not received a mail 
| from my State since my arrival in this city, that 
|i has not contained letters calling upon me to use 
i every effort in my power to procure the passage 
i| of a bill making these land warrants assignable, 
|| and by virtue of my position on the Committee on 
; Military Affairs, I have received letters of the same 
| purport from various parts of the United States. 

i Tconcur most fully in the sensible position taken 
| by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] in 
| regard to this bill. I do hope that the House will 
i| agree to strike out all save the first section of the 
| bill, as it mast be evident to every one that it is 
| Impossible to pass the bill in its present shape. 

I amin favor of compensating these receivers. 
i «Phe laborer is worthy of his bire,” isa trite old 
+ maxim; but at the same time | would leave that 
: Subject for special legislation, and now pass the 
i first section of this bill. 


i 
i 
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Mr. MASON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from. Mississippi, because 
Iam opposed to all amendments and in favor of 
passing nothing except the first section of the bill. 

« Lam disposed to act in such a way as will secure 
the speedy passage of the bill. If the gentleman 
from Ulinois [Mr. BisseLL] is thoroughly advised 
and authorized by the Senate, or any members of 
the Senate who have sufficient ‘influence to defeat 
the passage of this bill, to say that it will be de- 
feated if the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones} prevails, I. should like to 
know who those membersare. Itis charged ihat 
there has been a combination in the Senate that 
has for the last two years defeated this measure, 
and prevented the warrants from being made as- 
signable. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Irise to a question 
of order. In the first place, the action of the 
Senate is not a legitimate subject for this House 
to inquire into. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
point of order agood one. The gentleman has no 
right to impugn the motives of the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. I have no disposition to violate 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. BISSELL. ‘Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky allow me to answer his interrogatory? 

Mr. MASON. I shall be glad to hear it an- 
swered. 

Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman asks me wheth- 
er Tam authorized by the Senate to say that this 
bill cannot pass that House without the provision 
for the compensation of registers and receivers. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) I rise to a 
point of order, although I am sorry to interrupt 
the gentleman. 

Mr. BISSELL. I am surprised that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky should ask me that ques- 
tion——— 

Mr. HOUSTON, I dislike very much to inter- 
rupt the gentleman, but this mode of debate has 
gone so far that it seems to me it ought to be 
stopped. It is a reference to the Senate with a 
view to affect the legislation of the House, and 
that I understand to be against the rules of the 
House, as it certainly is against the universal 
practice. I did not say anything when this kind 
of debate was indulged in yesterday, but I think 
it has gone too far. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
a gentleman offering an amendment must speak to 
that amendment, and then one gentleman may 
speak in opposition to it, but the rule confines them 
strictly to the merits or demerits of the particular 
amendment. The Chair has been waiting for 
some time for some gentleman to raise that point. 

Mr. HOUSTON. i do not raise that point. 
My point of order is, that it is out of order to 
refer to what the Senate may do upon the matter 
on which we are acting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so ruled. 

Mr. BISSELL. [should like to be permitted 
to answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. MASON. I should like the gentleman to 
answer it. I should like to know who it is in the 
Senate that have made a combination to defeat 
this bill unless the receivers come in for their 
share. It may be that some of these land re- 
ceivers may have a very potent influence in the 
Baltimore or Philadelphia conventions, but then 
the soldiers and their friends are just as potent in 
confirming the nominations of those conventions. 
There has heen Jong enough delay already in the 
passage of this bill. IT approve of the provisions 
offered by my colleague, [Mr. Marsnaut,] and 
by various other gentlemen, to extend the bounty 
land law. JI shall be willing, at the proper time 
and in the proper bill, to vote to extend that law 
to the adult heirs of all deceased soldiers, because 
I believe that the heirs of those who have fallen in 
battle are just as much entitled to bounty lands as 
those soldiers who were so fortunate as to escape 
unhurt. But I agree with the gentleman from 
Mississippi, that we ought now to pass the first 
section of this bill, to make these warrants as- 
signable. If it is defeated in the Senate, let the 
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| warrants should be made transferable. 


ito the men for whose benefit this action of the 


responsibility rest upcn those Senators who have 
made a combination to defeat it. I wanttosmoke 
out the combination to defeat this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Wincox’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN moved to insert after the 
word ‘‘ troops,” in line seven of section four, the 
words: 

And the commissioned officers, non-commissioned offi- 
cers, and privates of the company commanded by Captain 
St. Vrain, which served in New Mexico in the year 1847, 
against the enemies of the United States, and whose ser- 
vices have not been paid for by the Goverimentof the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. W. said: The object of that amendment is 
to include the officers, non-commissioned officers, 
and privates of the company commanded by Cap- 
tain St. Vrain, which has never. been paid by the 
Government of the United States. That whole 
company, with perhaps a few exceptions, served 
under the command of Colonel Sterling Price, for 
a period of one month; they subjected themselves Í 
to discipline in every way, as ìf they had been 


regularly mustered into service—indeed I am not |) 
prepared to say that they were not mustered into |; 
service. During the month for which they served |; 


they were engaged in threc battles—the battles of | 
La Cafiada, La Embuda, and Pueblo de Taos— 


H 
| 
the latter particularly a very hard-fought battle. |: 


They never received any compensation whatever 
from the Government of the 
hope they will be included in this bill. 

r. SKELTON. I rise for the purpose of ap- 


pealing to the House to expedite the passage of |' 


this bill, for the parties who are to be benefited 
by it are, many of them, really suffering for the 
want of some such provision as it contains. I 
think it is the duty of the House to pass the bill 


as speedily as possible, and 1 am opposed to all |; 
LT? 
should like to see the bill amended by striking out |; 
rall but the first two sections. 


amendments that delay our action upon it. 
í Those two sections 
are all that the soldiers ask for. One of those sec- 
tions proposes to make the land warrants trans- 
ferable, and the other to give compensation in 


future to the receivers and registers for locating |; 


those warrants. Those twosections belong legit- 


imately together, but the other sections are separate |' 


and distinct propositions, and should be stricken 


out of this bill: I believe that by striking out all į! 
| Mr. JONES. 


but those first two sections, we shall facilitate the 
action of the House and give the bill such ashape 
as wiil meet the views of a majority of the mem- 
bers on this floor. 


Gentlemen from all parts of the country agree |; 
į that the soldiers for whose benefit these land war- 


rants were issued, are extremely anxious that the | 
There is | 
no question,about the propriety of making them 


so, and hence I think that it is clearly our duty so |}; 


to act as to secure the speedy passage of a bill to | 
effect that object. < i 


The time consumed in talking on this subject | 
and offering amendments to the bill may not be of i 


much consequence to us, but it is of consequence 


nited States, and I | 


| 
| 
i 
i 


| line, after the word “ paid,” the words," or which 
| Shall hereafter be paid;” so as to provide that the 
| troops, militia, or volunteers, or State. troops of 
{any State or Territory, whose services have been 
j| paid, or which shall be hereafter paid by the Uni- 
ted States, shall be entited to all the benefits of the 
il act of 1850. 
li Mr. Chairman, it has been stated here that there 
i; are about one hundred registers and receivers who 
; will be recipients under this bill, if passed in its 
i} present shape. Thatis an exaggerated statement 
l! of the number by about one third, or more. But 
li suppose it to be one hundred, I call the attention 
i of the members of this committee to the conse- 
| quence of passing this bill in its present shape. 
| If we pass it without providing for their compen- 
| sation, we shall have,-at different times, at least 
one hundred applications to Congress from these 
registers and receivers for extra compensation, and 
we shall spend more money and. more time in 
legislating upon these different bills during the 
next five years—for the applications will certainly 
be presented here—than four times the amount 
which is required to be appropriated for their pay- 
ment. It cannot be otherwise. These men can- 
not fail to know that they have an honest claim 
| upon the Government. Some of them have spent 
i three years of their lives in the employment of 
| the Government in Joeating these lands; for which 
‘they have not received, I repeat again and again, 
! $200 a year above the necessary clerk-hire. Now, 
j; will it not beas I have stated? Will not these 
|i men, their widows, their representatives, or their 
‘orphan children, come up here to Congress year 
| after year, session after session, and clamor for 
| their compensation, unless we make provision in 
i this bill for that compensation ? i 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call the gentle- 
man to order. We have already passed that sec- 
tion of the bill relating to the compensation of 
registers and receivers, and it is notin order for 
| the gentleman from illinois to discuss it now. 
' Mr. BISSELL. I was giving a reason why 

the amendment which 1 proposed should be 
| adopted. ; 

Mr. JONES.  Linsist on my point of order. 

Mr. BISSELL. My remarks are perfectly in 
order. If the amendment which I have proposed 

: be adopted, it will make the bill acceptable, and it 
will then, I believe, pass the House. 

Mr. Chairman, | rise to a ques- 
| tion of order. I insist that my point of. order 
i shall be decided, : 

The CIIAIRMAN. The gentleman from IHi- 
nois, [Mr. BisseLL,}] proposed an amendment with 
regard to the payment‘of troops, and he is making 
a speech with regard to the payment of receivers. . 

| The Chair thinks that the gentleman’s remarks 

: are not relevant to his amendment. 

' Mr. BISSELL. IJ offer these remarks as area- 
son why my amendment should be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman must con- 
fine himself to his amendment. The Chair will 
remark again, that he shall feel ithis duty to con- 

' fine the remarks of gentlemen speaking in favor 
| of an amendment to a mere statement of their rea- 
! sons why it should be adopted; and those opposed 


House is demanded. Whilst we are talking they 
are starving. Many of them are in destitute cir- 
cumstances, and some of them are almost in a 
state of starvation; and I therefore ask the House 


to pass the first two sections without further de- |; 


lay, and Jeave the other features of the bill for fu- 


Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I wish to say a single 
word upon this amendment before the question is 
taken. 

[Cries of ‘* Order 1? # Order !?] 

The CHAIRMAN. No further discussion is 


-in order, 


The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
[A message was here received from the Senate, 


by the hands of Assury Dicxins, their Seere- 


tary, announcing that they had passed a bill for 
the establishment of certain post routes.] 

Mr. BISSELL. I propose an amendment to 
the fourth section. I propose to insert in the fourth 


i 
| 
| 
} 
d 
i 
ture action. l: 
t 
i 
H 
i 
| 
H 
| 


ii to it, to a statement of the reasons why it should 


‘ not beadopted. 


i Mr. BISSELL. Well, if the amendment which 


I have proposed be adopted, I think the bill can 
| obtain a majority of the votes of the House. I 
‘think it ought to obtain a majority of our votes; I 
|, think it ought to pass for the reasons which I have 
i given. If it do not pass, we shall hereafter ne- 
| cessarily expend more money and more time in 
i legislating upon this subject, which we are now 
discussing, than four times the $100,000 which it 
is proposed to be appropriated for the compensa- 
tion of these officers. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 3 

Mr. SWEETSER. 1 do not know that it 
would become me to express the surprise I feel at 
© the train of argument which has been indulged in 
i by the honorable gentleman from Minois, [Mr. 
i: BisseLL.] But Irise for the purpose of appealing 
|i to this committee, to every intelligent and patriotic 


ii 
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gentleman here, e ; sak 
fisten with any favor, to such a strain of remark | 
as has been indulged in by the gentleman from Nii- | 
noig? Aa was remarked on yesterday, the gentle- 
men who have advocated the various propositions 
jn relation to the payment of registers and receiv- 
ers of the different land offices, have presented 
nothing but discord from the beginning of the 
session down to the presènt moment. here has 
been noconcert of action or sentiment among them, 
But, on yesterday, when the gentleman from Mi- | 
nois (My. Bisset] was understood to offera threat, 
that unless these measures, were ingrafted upon 
the bill making land warrants assignable, that it 
would fail to pass the House, and when that point 
was made by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Srepuis,] I thought that would be the end of 
such a course of argument. But now the gentle- | 
man from Uincis-ofers another amendment, and | 
on it repeats ‘his demonstrations of yesterday. 
After all the propositions for the payment of these 
registers and receivers have met with no favor here, 
for the purpose of still further enforcing the argu- 
ment, he tells this House and the country that, 
after this demonstration, unless we ingraft this | 
proposition upon the bill, the bill will not only be į 
defeated, but that Congress will be burdened, now 
and for all time to come, with these various ap- 
plications of registers and receivers for compensa- 
tion. Now 1 beg gentlemen to reflect on this course 
ofareument, Are the American Congress to be told 
here, that if they will not tack upon a bill all sorts 
of irrelevant propositions and those which have 
not sufficient mérit in them to meet the approba- 
tion of a majority of this body—that unless we 
do that, the men who have these propositions will 
urge them tosuch an extent that they will become |: 
incumbrances to the legislation of the country— | 
to such an extent they will break down all oppo- | 
sition? Gir, such appeals as these, in my judg- ; 
ment, ought not to be made to this House. Hj 
seems to me that this question has been carried to 
a point of desperation upon the es of these gen- | 
temen. Now I call upon gentlemen who desire Í 
to see this bill pass, to fall back upon the provis- | 
ion which seemed to meet the wishes of a major- | 
ity of the committee on yesterday—simply to | 
make land warrants assignable, Beyond that point | 
gentlemen cannot agree upon the various proposi- į 
tions presented, and beyond that point I believe | 
the majority of the committee are determined not | 
to go, There is a disposition in Congress—both 

in this and in the other end of the Capitol—to pass 

a measure so meritorious as this. But I believe 

any proposition, beyond that of merely making 

the warrants assignable, will not meet a general 

concurrence. Upon that point I take my posi- 
tion, and turn my back upon all propositions to | 
go farther. Tassert my right, and 1 mean to main- | 
tain it, l will not be driven from my position, and 
I hope the committee will not be driven from its 
position, If gentlemen intend still to come for- 
ward with these various propositions, I tell them | 


to. know if they are- prepared to || after le 0 at 
; ‘think it best to secure what we can.. 


mychoice among.dovees... +. prefer the claims of | 


to beware how they attempt to force their con- 
clusions upon this committee or upon the country. 

{Elere the hammer fell.] 

‘The question was then taken upon Mr. BisseLL’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I have an amendment to offer. 
I move the following, to come in at the end of the 
fourth section: 


That the officers, non commissioned officers, and pri- 
vates of the Marine Corps, engaged in the service of the 
Untied Siaies in the late war with Mexivo, on the line of | 
onvrations between the eity of Vera Cruz and the city of | 
Mexico, and in case of death, then the widow and heirs at | 
law he allowed the benefits of an act, approved the 28th of |j 
September, 1850, entitled “An act granting bounty land to | 
certain officers and soldiers, who have been engaged in the | 
military service of the United States.” i 


i 
Mr. S. said: I offer the amendment for the pur- f 
pose of saying, that the bill now before us would | 
not effect all the good that might beaccomplished, | 
yet it demanded our action, and would secure | 
much that the constituents of many gentlemen | 
were pressing upon them, | 

Its friends propose to make the warrants assign- 
able, and provide for their location, and this puts 
the matter in the same condition as when it passed 
this House at the first session of the last Congress, 
I will vote for the bill in this shape, because it | 


meets the necessity of the present moment, and | 


does not prevent a more extended legislation here- 


after: I should ‘be glad to accomplish more, but | 


- "Lam for the most liberal legislation in favor of | 
those who have‘ done service for the country, not | 
only from inclination, but as a matter of policy. | 
The publie lands are to be disposed of, and I have | 


the man who has periled himself in our service, 1} 


care not who he is. . Fam for the marine, as well |j 


as the soldier, for well T remember when. your 
Capitol was to be defended,-the only spot upon 
the battle-field where the eye of an American could 
rest without shame, was defended by- seamen. 
But while-we struggle for things now unattainable, 
we may lose that which is within our reach. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sav- 
AGE’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I feel it my duty to offer for 
the consideration of the committee, one amendment 
more, which, l think, is very meritorious. -It is 
to strike out the third section, and insert the 
amendment which I send to the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. We have passed the third section, 
and f 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not 
in order ut this time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then I propose to add to 
the fourth section of the bill, the following amend- 
ment: 

And be it further enacted, Thatin compntingthe term of | 


service the officers and soldiers of militia, volunteers, and |! 


rangers, for the purposes of this act, or of the act of which ! 
this act is explanatory, such term shall be computed from 
the tine they were mustered into the service of and paid | 
by the United States atthe time they were discharged there- | 
from: Provided, That this section shall not extend to the cases | 
provided tor by the provisos to the first section, and by the Í| 
second section of the act approved the Bth of September, | 
1850, entitled “An act granting bounty land to certain of- į 
vers and soldiers who have been engaged in the military , 
service of the United States.” | 

Mr. D. said: I presume, from the indications : 
this morning, that the motion of the gentleman | 
from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] to strike out all ex- | 
cept the first section is to prevail. But I desire to | 
ofler this amendment, for I have no doubt that if |) 
it is properly understood by the committee, and if |} 
the bill is to pass atall, they will be perfectly will- || 
ing that this amendment shall go with it. It is to |, 
provide for those troops which were engaged in 
the Black Hawk war. There were many com- i 
panies of rangers called out for that service. They || 
served in the war until peace was concluded some 
two or three months. They had enlisted, how- |! 
ever, as rangers for twelve months. After peace 
was concluded, they were occupied in active service 
upon the frontier, for the whole twelve months for 


of land entered at the offices. As a matter of 
course, they. get. their. percentage... One duty for 
them is to examine ‘the. quarterly returns once in 
three months, and put their signatures upon them. 
| Another duty is to sit upon the Board where there 
lis a conflict as to preémption right. For in- 
| stance, here‘is a person. who claims a preémption 
; right, and another individual desires ‘to locate it 
with a land warrant. A board-is organized: to 
decide whether the claimant is ‘entitled. to a pre- 
emption right or not.. The receiver. constitutes 
| one of that Board, and such a case does nót. prob- 
ably oeeur in one out of six thousand locations. 
A man does not want to enter a section of land 
i with a warrant when he sees that in doing. so 
| there will be a controversy between him and a 
preémption claimant as to the title. The letier 
| which, received from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, E will send to the table, that 
every member may see that I was warranted is 
the statement I made yesterday. 

The letter is as follows: 

Genera. Lann OFFICE, January 15, 1852. 

Sır: In reply to your inquiry as to the duties performed 
| by receivers in Jocatng military bounty land warrants, I 
I have the honor to state, that the only labor required of these 
: officers is the following: To reccive the money and issue 
a receipt for the excess of land Jocated beyond that called 
for by the warrant: T'o examine the warrant located, with 
! the register’s return thereof at the elose of each month, so 
as to be enabled to join the register in the certificate as to 
| the correctness ofthe retarn ; and to set with him as a por~- 
l tion of the Board to examine and adjudicate upon testimo- 
ny submitted when the location made by the holger of æ 
warrant is contested by another upon the ground of its em- 
bracing his actual settlement aud cultivation without his 
consent. s 

With great respect, your obedient servant, 

J. BUTTERFIELD, Commisstoner. 

Hon. C. L. Dunnam, House of Representatives. 

Mr. BRENTON. I suppose my colleague 
[Mr. Dunnam] did not allude to me in his remarks, 
but to my friend over the way, [Mr. Frrcn,} as I 


! have not called the attention of the committee to 


the duties of the receivers of land offices. I wish 
simply to state, in a very few words, that a part of 
the statement professing to have come from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, in refer- 
ence to the duties of the receiver in locating bounty 
land warrants, is correct. But it does not eover 
the whole case, and I presume that had the proper 
question been propounded by the gentleman, in 
his search after knowledgé to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, that he would have ob- 
tained all the facts in the case. IT understand the 

entleman to state, that the letter shows that. the 

uty of the receiver, so får as he is connected with 
the location of land warrants is concerned, is sim- 
ply to sign ‘his name to the monthly abstract, an- 
nothing more. Now, I undertake to say, and the 


which they enlisted. The construction of the De- 
partment, as put upon the act of 1850, which is, 
that soldiers are only entitled to receive bounty | 
land for the time the war actually existed, cuts | 
them off with forty acres of land, whereas a proper | 
interpretation of the act would give them one hun- ; 
dred and sixty. Theintention of the amendment | 
I have offered is, to enable these men to receive one 
hundred and sixty acres of land for their whole | 
twelve months’ service which they rendered, and : 
which was of the most arduous and laborious char- | 
acter. It was not only laborious, but it was a | 
service for*which they were inadequately compen- 
sated. They received certain monthly wages, but 
out of that they had to provide provender for their | 
own horses, for it must be remembered that they 
wereall mounted troops. Ittcok nearly the whole of 
those wages to pay the expenses they were obliged 
to pay in order to support themselves and their ; 
horses. They received, then, comparatively noth- ; 
ing for their services, and they are turned off, under 
the. construction of the law by the Department, 
with only forty acres of land, notwithstanding they 
performed twelve months arduous services. 

While Iam up, I wish to call the attention of | 
the committee to a matter which passed between j 
my colleague and myself on yesterday. It is the | 
letter I referred to as having been received from | 
the Commissioner of the Land Office. I stated ; 
that the letter showed that the receivers of the | 


land offices performed comparatively no labor in i} 


the location of these warrants. That letter does | 
show that fact. It shows that they receive any ‘| 
money that is paid into the land offices, and it is || 
their obvious duty to receive and take charge of | 
all the moneys which may be made as overplus be- |} 
tween the amount of land warrants and the amount ;; 


| Commissioner of the General Land Office will not 
| dare to contradict me in reference to it, that in the 
| case of every land warrant located, the receiver has 
| to inspect it, and sign his name upon the face of it 
three distinct and different times, and-if such a war- 
rant is notreturned here to the Commissioner, with 
thethree distinct signatures upon it by the receiver, 
it will be returned to beamended. He hasto sign 
it at the time of the application; he has to sign it 
| when it is received to certify that this location is 
| correct, and lastly, he has to sign it by certifying 
| at the bottom thereof that the location 1s according 
tolaw. In addition to this, at the end of every 
month the receiver visits the register’s office, and 
the warrants are taken up one at a time, and com- 


;| pared with the monthly abstract, the Tract Book 


| and with the plats, in order to ascertain that the 


i location does not interfere with any location before 


made. These are the duties of the receiver. It 
is also made a part of his duty to join with the 


;| register in certifying that the examination has 


been made, and that the locations are made in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the law. I make 
these statements in regard to the duties of receivers 
| of land offices, knowing thatthe Commissioner of 
| the General Land Office will not controvert them. 
| Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman makes the 
i remark, that if I had made the proper inquiry of 
| the Commissioner, he would have given me a dif- 
| ferent answer. I have onlyto say that my inquiry 
was made in person of the Commissioner as to 
what were the duties performed by the receivers 
i in the land offices. That letter which I have sent 
| to the table is the answer I received. 

Mr. BRENTON. Ifthe gentleman had called 
upon him to furnish a located land warrant he 
would have seen upon the paper itself the very 


1852. 
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facts which I have stated, and the Commissioner 
will not controvert them. : 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Duna; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK. 
move to strike out all after the third section of the 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be in order. 

Mr. CLARK. I propose, then, as an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the third section. I 
wish to utter but a word or two upon this subject; 
but I will state that I make this proposition in good 
faith. I think it is worthy the serious and favor- 
able consideration of the House. It is manifest 
that there is a great variety of views arising upon 
the different provisions of the bill. It is manifest 
that there is a majority in favor of the first section 
of the bill, which provides. for making land war- 
rants assignable. It is doubtful whether there is 
a majority in favor of paying registers and re- 
eeivers, and still more doubtful whether there is a 
majority in favor of issuing a new class of land 
warrants. Now, I ask gentlemen of the commit- 
tee if we cannot compromise upon the three first 
sections of this bill—that is, upon the sections 
providing for making land warrants assignable, 
for paying registers and receivers for past services 
and for future services? 

I have no thought myself of being generous be- 
fore I am just. As between man and man, let us 
dispense justice, and let grace come afterwards. 
What is the original granting of bounty land war- 
rants but a mere gratuity? It is that, and noth- 
ing else. But to that Į do not object. It is an- 
other gratuity to make them assignable, because 
you add facilities thereby to enable those to whom 
you have extended the favor of the Government to 
obtain still greater favors. To this, by itself, I 
have no objection. But I do object, and I think 
{ast to a course of legislation which, with one 

hand, grants gratuities to one class of citizens, 
and at the same time tmposes corresponding bur- 
dens upon others. Have youa right to dispense 
bounty land warrants, as you have done, and in 
the very act compel your employees to perform a 
larger amount of services, without any reasonable 
compensation whatever? Is that just and right? 
Does it commend itself to the good consciences of 
gentlemen here? I cannot see upon what princi- 
ple it does, nor upon what principle it appeals 
either to the good judgment or the good feelings of 
gentlemen, Now, if you have required a certain 
class of your employees to perform a large amount 
of labor, why not pay them? Jt was said by the 
gentleman over the way, (Mr. Joun W. Hows,] 
yesterday, that if registers and receivers are not 
satisfied with the compensation which they are re- 
ceiving, let them resign. J ask, were they under 
any obligation to suppose that such an argument 


would be urged against them, or to conclude that | 


the Government would not do them justice? Why, 
let me say that the various committees of this 
House are employed every day in canvassing 
the claims of those who suppose that they have 
claims upon the Government, and deciding as to 
whether they shall not make such claimants whole, 
and grant them compensation for services ren- 
dered. 


this Government would refuse to make them com- 
pensation, then there would have been force in the 


remark which has been made by the gentleman : 


from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Jonn W. Howe,] and 
by other gentlemen, 

[Here the Chairman’s hammer fell.] 

Mr. GOODENOW. IfI rightly understand 
the proposition of the honorable member from 
Lowa, it is to strike out the last two sections, the 
fourth and fifth, leaving only the first three sec- 
tions. To this proposition I am opposed, as it is 
the only part of the bill which will enable any por- 
tion of the citizens of my State to receive any ben- 
efit from it. iam persuaded there exists a very 
general desire throughout the country that land 
warrants may be made assignable. I was inclined 
to the opinion that the bill from the Senate ought 
to receive the concurrence of the House, and I was 
disposed to vote in favor of it, but when I observe 
gentlemen from various portions of the country 
proposing so many amendments, and differing so 
widely as to their justice and propriety, I have 
come to the conclusion that the best way Is to pass 
the Senate bill without amendment; if that cannot 
be done, then to strilce out all but this first section, 


l presume it will be in order to’ 


Now, if gentlemen can tell me that these : 
men were under obligations to have believed that | 


l 


i apply to me. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


which alone seems to meet with general acceptance. | 
H this general scramble to obtain the lands of the | 
United States is to continue, and be successful, it | 
is no more than fair aud right that the Northern | 
| 

| 


and Eastern States shall come in for a share; and 
if there is any portion of this bill which will extend 
a benefit to any portion of the citizens of my State, 
l am most assuredly opposed to striking thet part 
out. tis my desire that we may come speedily 

| 


to a vote upon the proposition of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] to strike out all but 
the first section of the Senate bill. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from owa, [Mr. Crarx,] | 
and it was disagreed to. | 

| 
t 


Except so far asto give them any additional amount 
of laud, to which the services provided for in this section 
may entitle hem; the aggregate of Jand in no one case to 
exceed one bundred and eigiity acres. 


You will perceive the proviso to this section 
provides ‘that nothing herein contained shall 
authorize bounty land to those who have hereto- 
fore received or become entitled to the same.” 
Under a construction of the previous law, | believe 
by the Commissioner of Pensions, or perhaps the | 
Secretary of the Interior, a person having served 
at two or more different times is permitted to select 
the longer period of service upon which to receive | 
his warrant, or the Commissioner puts two or more 
of these terms together and issues to him a war- 
rant to which the aggregate time wouid entitle him. 
Those provided for by the section could not be re- | 


| cipients in the manner indicated under this con- ij 


struction, for if they served previously and received 
forty acres, and were entitied under this section 
to forty additional acres, they could not obtain it, 
and the object of my amendment is simply to per- 
mit them to obtain that number of acres which ! 
the aggregate time of their services would allow 
them, \ 

lam sorry to be compelled again to allude to 
my colleague, [Mr. Dunuam,] because he thinks 
I did not do it yesterday in that spirit of courtesy 
which should be extended from one to the other of 
the members of the House. Buti presume the 
exceptions taken by him to-day, to the statement 
in relation to the letter of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office by myself, were intended to ; 
I did state, on yesterday, and I} 
should not hesitate much to repeat it now, that 
the letter which he produced here in support of 
his statement that receivers did nothing, or little 
short of nothing in the location of bounty land 
warrants, was not sustained by the letter itself. 
That letter did not go into details of the service 
rendered by the receiver. f then had a letter, 
which is now in the possession of the genileman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Campsexu,] from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Orice, which states that | 
the duties of the register aud receiver are almost | 
identical, and that they are nearly or quite quad- | 
ruple the dutics of the same officers when the sales | 
of land are for cash. 1 profess to be willing to | 
compensate registers and receivers for past and | 
prospective service in locating these bounty land | 
warrants, but the provision for their compensation | 
in this bill is objected to, This objection, 1 ap- 
prehend, is a mere subterfuge, and come up in || 
what shape it would, the proposition for compen- | 
sating these men would be met with objections || 
on the part of certain gentlemen. If they are will- | 
ing to compensate them, why not do it now, in | 
connection with a matter pertaining to bounty land || 
warrants? 

A word, sir, as to the combination here, and in 
the other end of the Capitol, to connect the pro-! 
vision for the compensation of registers and re 
ceivers with this bill, which prevails so largely in: 
the imagination of some gentiemen upon the floor, | 
and Į expect it exists nowhere else than in their j| 
imagination. No such combinations exist to my | 
knowledge, and I believe it has no existence out- | 
side their prolific brains. But if it does exist, it || 


i 
is a combination of the friends of a class of United i 
States officers who have been legally robbed, they |j 


having accepted office under a law which has been || 


since changed, having accepted office from the: 


Government with the expectation of receiving the |i 


fees to which they were entitled by law, and of; 
which they were subsequently deprived by the: 
action of that very Government, in changing the; 


manner of selling lands, thus depriving them.of. 
that compensation which they. had every fight to- 
expect. It was asked by the gentleman from Ken= 
tucky, [Mr. Mason,] why, when they became 
aware that they were not receiving compensari: 
tion enough, they did not resign? Before they 
were aware of the effect of these bounty land bills 
upon their compensation, they had rendered service | 
to a large amount; and they held on to the office 
in the expectation, which I fear is likely to be a 
vain one, that the Government would do them 
justce—would compensate them for the services 
they have honestly rendered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I bave not en- 
geged heretofore in the discussion of this bill, and 
l only wish now to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to a single matter of fact, which is in op- 
position to the amendment only in this respect: 
that it is no use for us to support any other 
amendment which may be offered here. Wemay 
as well take this bill as itis. A motion is either 
pending, or very shortly to be made, upon the de- 
cision of which, the bill goes one way or the 
other, Those who are opposed to the bill have 
ceased, since we passed the first section, to offer 
amendments, and I would suggest tothe friends of 
the measure to Jet the vote be had now upon the ` 
motion. [tis hardly worth while for them to de- 
lay it. The crisis of the bill must come uponone ` 
motion, and that is the motion to strike out all of 
tne bill after the first section. For my own part, ` 
Tam extremely anxious that the Senate bill shall 
pass as it has come to us. There is no usein the 
friends of the measure consuming further time in 
delaying the vote upon the motion to strike out. 
There is no use of offering amendments when we 
know they cannot be carried, whether reasonable 
or unreasonable. | hope we may have a vote on 
the bill, and that it may be disposed of. 

‘The question was taken upon the amendment 
of Mr, Frree, and it was rejected. 

The question recurred upon the amendment 
of Mr. Jonrs, of Tennessee, to strikeout all of 
the bill after the first section. 5 

Mr. FOWLER demanded teller; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. FowLER and CARTTER were 
appointed, # 

The question was then taken, and decided in . 
the affirmative, the tellers having reported—ayes 
106, noes 38. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the 
committee rise, and report the bill and amend- 
ments to the House. 

Mr. BARRERE. 
ment to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes it is 
not in order, thecommittee having stricken out all 
after the first section. 

Mr. BARRERE. 
to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be in order, 

Mr. SWEETSER. Irise to a point of order, 
We have amended the first section, and passed 
upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
additional section. 

Mr. BARRERE. I offer the following as an ad- 
ditional section: 

Sec. — And he it further enacted, That if any officer or 
soldier, who would, if living, be entitled to bounty land 
under the several acts to which this act is an amendment, 
has died since the rendition,of the services by which he 
would be so entitled, and who has left no widow now liv- 
ing, that the warrant to which he wouid if living be so 
entitled, shall issue first to bis heirs-at-law ina descend- 
ing tine, if he shall have left any such heirs; and if he shall 
have left no such heirs who still survive, that such warrant 


I wish to offer an amend- 


I wish to add anew section 


This is proposed as an 


i shail issue to the father of such officer or soldier, or if the 
i 
le 


father be dead, then that the same shall issue to the mother of 
such officer or soldier... And if the mother be dead, tn the 
last place, that such warrant shall issue to the brothers and 
sisters of such officer or soldier, if any still survive, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I makea point of 
order upon that amendment. The bill as now 
amended authorizes the sale and transfer by as- 
signment of land warrants. The effect of the gen- 
tleman’s motion is to bring new matter into the 
bill. All that part relating to the amendment now 
proposed, having been stricken out, I think it is 
not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds the 
amendment to be in order. ; 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My point of order : 
is, that it is not germane. : 
The CHAIRMAN. 

point of order, 


The Chair overrules the 


500. 
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Mr. BARRERE. I think it is perfectly. ger-- 
mane. = 

Mr, MASON. I take.an appeal from the: de- 
cision of the Chairs = = ~ ine PEG 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides, that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. {Mr. 
Barrers] is in order. From that decision. the 
gentleman from Kentucky. (Mr. Mason] takes an 
appeal. . The.question is, Shall the opinion of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? > 

The question was then taken upon the appeal, 
and it was decided in the affirmative: 

So the decision of the’Chair was sustained. 


Mr. BARRERE. I think the: motion I made 
is perfectly germane. -As this-bill authorizes land 
warrants to be issuèd and made assignable, it is 
proper, I think, that we should extend this privi- 
ege as far as the principles of this are required to 
be extended. Iam notfavorable to a system of 
bounty lands, but’ inasmuch as we have such a 
system we should have it predicated upon such 
principles as will operate fairly upon all classes 
alike. Now, I cannot see any reason why the 
officers or soldiers who served in the late war, and 
who. have died and left minor children, should re- 
ceive any advantage from this bounty land act, 
while the heirs of the officers and soldiers who 
have served in St. Clair’s campaign, in Hemar’s 
campaign, in 1811, when there wasan Indian war 
in the State of Indiana, and those too who served 
in the war of 1812, who have died and have not 
happened to leave minor children and widows, 
do not get any. of the benefits of the act. The 
heirs of none of these persons get any land war- 
rants. I have received more letters upon this 
subject than upon the subject of making warrants 
assignable. There are cases in the section of coun- 
try which I represent, where soldiers who served 
in thecampaigns of Hamar, St. Clair, and Wayne, 
and in 1812, 1813, and 1814, to which I have al- | 


luded, have died, leaving widows, who are now j} 


deceased also, and where the heirs-at-law do not 
deriveany benefit from this bounty land law. Now, 
if these lands are given by the United States to pay | 


for services which these men have rendered, and if Hi 
they deserve such bounty for their services, [ think |} 


that justice requires that the heirs of these persons | 
should be entitled to the benefits of such bounty. 1 

think the heirs-at-law ofthose men, who settled in 

the western country and turned out in its defence 

in the various wars that have taken place, are as 

much entitled to their complement of land, as are the 

widows of the soldiers themselves, I think if we 

will look upon it in that light, that we will make 

the bill in borm as it ought to be. I should have 

been far from offering this proposition at this 

time, had I not been induced to do so by the 
numerous letters I have received from my district, 
and from the belief that the wishes of my district 
expressed in those letters is in accordance with 
the true principles that ought to be ingrafted into 
this bill. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. T offer the follow- 
ing amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. BarrerRe:] 

And that ifany person who may be entitled to bonnty land 


under the act of September 28, 1850, shall die after his ap- |j 


plication and completion of proof, the tand certificate so | 
granted shall descend to, and may be located by his heirs 
or Jegal representatives. 


I desire to state to the House this fact, and I; 


state it because the cases aros -ji . 
i © cas e under my own ob ; amendment, it was put and the amendment was | 


servation. There have passed through my hands 
to the Commissioner of Pensions, quite a number 
of applications for bounty lands. I have had 
some half dozen cases, where the applicants have | 
died since filing their declarations, which have laid | 

i 


| where the militia or volunteers or State troops of any State 


|! Mr. COBB. 


in the office for some years. Now, I find the land 
warrants issuing for these persons, who have left 
no legal representatives, widows, or such heirs as 
are provided for by the law. I desire, and I think 
it 1s but right, if it isthe sense of the House, that | 
the heirs and legal representatives of that class of i 
persons--many of whom were young—should be | 
entitled to these certificates, after the original ap- | 
plicants have been to the trouble of making their |! 
declarations and filing their proof. i] 

Here isa young man who has died, leaving || 
neither a wife nor children; but the certificate || 
has issued. Now, in sucha case as that 1 wish | 
provision to be made, that the certificate shall co || 
to the collateral heirs or legal representatives, and l 
the claim be allowed, without requiring a new ap- | 
plication and new proof. 


i 


| ation, shall be deemed valid as though such warrant had i 


| bill 146, entitled “ An act to make land warrants | 


Mr. FOWLER, Iam opposed to this and to 
all amendments, and -F am entirely sick -of this 
talk. Let us have the question. 

. Phe question was then taken on Mr. FuLLER’s | 
amendment to-the-amendment, ‘and it was. not 
agreed to. rege - ; ; 

Mr. COBB. -I have been here too long not to 
know that a speech at this time would not be ac- 
ceptable from ‘anybody. I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Chair, and ask that a vote 
may bé taken upon it. .We have now got. clear of 
the registers and receivers, and this amendment is 
intended for the benefit of a very meritorious class 
of our citizens. > 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer 
it aş an amendment to the amendment ? 

Mr. COBB. We have voted. down the amend- 
ment, have we not? 

The CHAIRMAN. No vote has yet been taken 
on the amendment. 

Mr. COBB. Then I offer it as an amendment | 
to the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as foliows: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in all cases 


or Territory were called into military service, and whose 
services have been paid by the United States subsequent to 
the eighteenth of June, eighteen hundred and twelve, the | 
officers, soldiers, and teamsters of such militia, volunteers, | 
or troops, shail be entitled to all the benefits of the act en- 
titled “ An act granting bounty land to certain officers and 
soldiers who have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States,” approved September twenty-eighth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty: Provided, That the first pro- 
viso of the fourth section of the act of twenty-eighth of Sep- | 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty, granting bounty land, | 
&c., (which excluded members of Congress from the ben- | 
efits thereof,) be, and the same is hereby repeated. 

Mr. COBB. I want merely to remark, that, 
my amendment also proposes to repeal the proviso | 
of the act of September Rth, 1850, which excluded | 
members of Congress from the benefit of the act. j 
Fortunately, I am not a soldier, so that this pro- 
vision willnot apply to me. 

Mr. CARTTER. Unfortunately, you mean. 

Mr. COBB. No, sir; fortunately now, as I| 
have offered the amendment. The bill of 1850 | 
excluded members of Congress from the benefits | 
of that act, and the previso to this amendment 
places them upon the same footing as other sol- 
diers who did not happen to be members of Con- 
gress. f 

The first part of the amendment provides for a 
class of men whom it was intended to provide for | 
by the act of September 28th, 1850, but by a forced 
construction of the Secretary of the Interior, they 
have been excluded from the benefits of that act. 
I have deemed it my duty towards these individ- 
uals to endeavor to get this amendment passed; 
but if the House thinks it ought not to pass, why 
let it go. 

Mr. FOWLER. I object to this amendment, 
and call for the question. 

Mr. COBB. One word more. 
| [Cries of “ Order!?]  ' | 
| Mr. COBB. I have not exhausted my five 
; minutes. 

Mr. FOWLER. I call the gentleman to order. | 
I care nothing about it 

[Loud cries of  Order!?”} 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cozs’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. 

The question recurring on Mr. BARRERE’s 


rejected, . 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, I offer the ‘i 
following as an additional section to the bill: 
And be it further enacted, That any sale or assignment i 


of such warrant heretofore made for a valuable consider- | 


been assignable at the time of sale or assignment. 


I shall make no speech, being satisfied that if | 
the amendment does not recommend itself to the | 
House, nothing I can say will secure its passage. | 

The question was then taken on the amendment, | 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. VENABLE moved that the committee rise, 
and report the bill as amended to the House; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- |: 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the! 
Union generally under consideration, and particu- | 
larly the special order of the House, being Senate 


| the eighteenth of June, eighteen 


: cording to the provisions of said 


; authorize bounty Jand to those who have heretofore recei 


assignable, and for other. purposes,” and had di- 
rected him to report the same’ back to the House 
with amendments, and witha recommendation that 
the amendments be agreed to.and that the bill do 
ass. 
P Mr. HARRIS, of Te 
vious question. i 
Mr. JONES, of Tennesse £ 
my colleague moves the previous: question.on 
bill and-on the amendments. f ; 
The SPEAKER. It covers both. ; 
The previous question was'then seconded and the 
main question ordered. f 
The SPEAKER stated the first question to be 
on concurring in the amendmentof the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, to add at 
the end of the first section of the bill the following: 


Provided, That the warrants which have been, or may 
hereafter be issued, in pursuance of said act or of this act, | 
may be located upon any Jands of the United States subject 
to private entry at the time of such location, at the minimums 
price. Provided further, That when said warrants shall be 
located upon lands which are subject to entry at a greater 
minimum than one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, the 
jJoeators of said warrants shall pay to theUnited States, in 
eash, the differenee between the value of such warrants at 
one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, and the tract of 
land located on. 


The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. , 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HALL. When that amendment was adopt- 
ed in committee, there were sections to the bill 
authorizing the issue of warrants, but those sec- 
tions were subsequently stricken out, and there- 
fore I would suggest that the wards “or of this 
act” be stricken out; they mean nothing. 

The SPEAKER. Itcan only bedone by unan- 
mous consent. 

Mr. FITCH objected. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the amendment was con- 
curred in, and to fay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table; which laiter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER stated the next question to be 
on concurring in the amendment of the committee to 
strike out all after the first section of the bill, com- 
prising the following sections, viz: 

Sec.2, And be it further enacted, That the: registers 
and receivers of the land offices, shall hereafter be sever- 
ally authorized to charge and receive for tbeir services in 
locating all military bounty land warrants, issued since the 
eleventh day of February, eighteen hundred and forty- 
seven, the same compensation or percentage to which they 
are entitled by law for sales of the public lands for cash, at 
the rate of one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, the 
said compensation to be hereafter paid by the assignees or 
holders of such warrants where they have been transferred 
under the provisions of any act of Congress, and the regu- 
lations of the General Land Office; and to be paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States upon the adjustment of 
the accounts of such officers, where it shall be shown io 
the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office that the warrant was Joeated by the soldier or war- 
rantee, or his next of kin, as provided for by law. 

See. 3. And be it further enacted, That registers and 
receivers, whether in or out of office, at the passage of 
this act, or their legal representatives in case of death, shall 
be entitled to receive from the Treasury of the Uni 
States, for services héretofore performed in locating m 
tary bounty land warrants, the same rate of compensation 


r 


nnessee, moved the pre- 


e I understand that 
the 


| provided in the preceding section for services hereatter to 


be performed, after deducting the amount already received 
by such officers under the act entitled t An aetto require 
the holders of military land warrants to compensate the 
land officers of the United States for services in relation to 
the location of those warrants,” approved May seven- 
teenth, eighteen hundred and forty-eight: Provided, That 
no register or receiver shall receive any compensation out 
of the 'Treasnry for past servicer, who has charged and re- 
ceived illegal fees for the location of such warrants: And 
provided further, That no register or receiver shall re- 
ceive far his services during any year, a greater compensa- 
tion than the maximum now allowed by Jaw. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in all cases 
where the militia or volunteers or State troops of any State 
or Territory were called into military service, and whose 
services have been paid by the United States subsequent to 

e f hundred and twelve, the 
officers and soldiers of such militia, volunteers or troops 
shall be entitled to all the benefits of the act entitled “An 
act granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
have been engaged in the military service of the United 
States,” approved September twenty-eighth, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty, and shall receive lands for their services ac- 
act, upon pro i 
of service as therein required; and that the lear monet 
the ninth section of the act of the eleventh of February, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-seven, be and the same is hereby re- 
pealed: Provided, That nothing herein contained shat 
or become entitled to the same. yea 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That where any 
company, battalion or regiment, in an organized form 
arched more than twenty miles to the place where they 
were mustered into the service of the United States, or 
were discharged more than twenty miles from the place 
where such company, battalion, or regiment was organized: 


» 
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in all such cases, in computing the length of service of the f 
oficere and soldiers of any such company, battalion, or į 
regiment, with a view to determine the quantity of land | 
any officer or soldier is entitled to under said act, approved 
twenty-eighth September, eighteen hundred and fifty, there 
shall be allowed one day fer every twenty miles from the 
place where the company, battalion or regiment was or- 
ganized, to the place where the same was mustered into | 
the service of the United. States; and also one day for j 
every twenty miles from the place. where such company, |! 
battalion, or regiment was discharged, to the place where it | 
was organized, and from whence it marched to enter the 
service, 
Passed the Senate, January 21, 1852. 
Attest: ASBURY DICKINS, Secretary. 


Mr. BISSELL demanded the yeas and nays; | 
and they were ordered. H 

Mr. HOUSTON. That amendment proposes | 
to strike out several sections, and I desire to in- /| 

uire of the Chair whether it is not competent for : 
a separate vote tobe taken upon striking out each 
section, if it shall be called for? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is 
not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There are some of the sec- 


i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 


the Whole on thestate of the Union to strike out, 
but there are other sections which I desire to re- | 
tain. 
_ The SPEAKER, The recollection of the Chair 
is, that the uniform practice of the House has been 
against dividing a proposition of this kind. The 
whole having been reported as one amendment, the 
Chair thinks it is not competent to divide as the 
gentlemen proposes. 

The question was then taken on concurring with 
the committee on striking out, and resulted—yeas | 
113, nays 66; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, William 
Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Bartlett, Bennett, Bowie, 
Bowne, Bragg, Breckenridge, Briggs, George H. Brown, 
Buel, Burrows, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartier, Chapman, 
Chastain, Coleock, Cottman, Curtis, Daniel, Dawson, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Dunham, Ewing, Faulkner, Floyd, Fowler, 
iL. M. Fuller, T. J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, į 
Grow, Harper, 1. G. Harris, Hart, Hascall, Hebard, Hibbard, || 
Holladay, J. W. Howe, T. Y. How, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives 
Jackson, Jenkins, G. W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Preston | 
King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Huinphrey Marshall, 
Martin, Mason, McDonald, McLangban, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Meacham, Millson, Miner, Renry D. Moore, More- 
head, Morrison, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, Outlaw, | 
Peastee, Perkins, Polk, Powell, Rantoul, Riddle, Robbins, | 
Robie, Savage, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schooumaker, 
Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin | 
Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, i 
Stone, Stratton, Strother, Sutherland, Sweetser, Benjamin 
‘Thompson, George W. Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, 
Venable, Waibridge, Wallace, Wells, Addison White, 
Wilcox, Williams, and Woodward—I t3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Barrere, 
Bell, Bibighaus, Bissell, Brooks, Busby, E. Carrington Cab- 
eH, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, John G. Davis, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, 
Eastman, Evans, Fieklin, Fitch, Freeman, Gaylord, Goode- 
now, Gorman, Green, Grey, Hall, Nendrieks, Houston, A. 
Johnson, J. Johnsen, R. W. Johuson, D. T. Jones, G. G. 
King, Lockhart, Mace, MeCorkie, McNair, Miller, Molo- 
ny, John Moore, Murphy, Samuel W. Parker, Penan, Penni- 
man, Porter, Price, Robinson, Sackett, David L. Seymour, 
Smart, Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, 
Stuart, Taylor, Townshend, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, 
Welch, Alexander White, and Yates—66. 

So the House agreed to concur with the Com- 
mittee of the Whole in the amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to recon- 
sider the vote just taken, and to lay that motion 
on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS asked for the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not yet been | 
engrossed and ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to the Speaker that this is a Senate bill, and the 
question is, therefore, upon ordering the amend- 
ments to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third time; and 
having been engrossed, the bill received its third | 
reading. . . . 

The question now being, “ Shall the bill pass?” | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the pre- 
vious question; which was seconded, and the main 


question ordered to be put. A 

Mr. SWEETSER demanded the yeas and 
nays; but they were not ordered. ` 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Before the 
bill passes, I rise to a privileged question. I move 
that when this House adjourns, it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. i 4 

Mr. MASON. I desire to ask the.Chair, if to- 
morrow is not private bill day? 


BE. 


. The SPEAKER, Itis. 

Mr. MASON. I-hope we shall at least have 
to-morrow for the consideration of private bills. 

The question now being upon the adoption of 
the resolution, ` 

Mr. DANIEL demanded the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 

. The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 

The question then recurred upon the passage of 
the bill as amended, and, being taken, it was car- 
ried in the affirmative. 

So the bill passed in the following form, viz: 

Be it enacted, §c., That ali warrants for military bounty 
land, which have been or may hereafter be issued under 
any law of the United States, and all valid Jocations of the 
same, which have been, or may hereafter be made, are 
hereby declared to be assignable, by deed or instrument of 
writing, made and executed after the taking effect of this 
act, according to such.ferm, and pursuant to such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, so as to vest the assignee with all the 


‘i Ce 4 i 
rights of the original owners of the warrant or location: 


Provided, That any person entiled to preémption right to 
any land, shall be entitled to use auy such land warrant in 
payment of the same, at the rate of $1 25 per acre, for the 
quantity of land therein specified: Provided, That the war- 
rants which have been, or may hereatter be issued, iu pur- 
suance of said act or of this act, may be located: dpon any 
Jands of the United States subject to private entry at the 
time of such location, at the minimum price: Provided fur- 
ther, That when said warrants shall be located upon lands i 
which are subject to entry ata greater minimum than one 
dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, the locators of said 
warrauts shall pay to the United States, in cash, the differ- į 
ence between the value of such warrants at one dollar and 


iI twenty-five cents per acre, and the tract of land located on. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to reconsid- 
er the vote just taken, by which the bill passed, ! 
and to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I desire to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that the 
Speaker’s table is now loaded down with bills and 
other documents; and as the House has deter- 
mined to adjourn over until Monday, it is very 
necessary that they should be taken up and dis- 
posed of. I know especially with regard to one 
Senate bill now upon that table in relation to which 
it is very important that it should be referred to : 
the appropriate committee. 
REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. | 

Mr. STANLY. 
desire, however, to makea motion for the printing 
of extra numbers of the report of the Secretary : 
of the Treasury. It has always been done here- ' 
tofore. The Committee of Ways and Means have | 
hitherto had no opportunity to report a resolution | 
for that purpose. 
has been usually printed. [move that the usual 
extra number of that document be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Under the rules of the House | 
the motion to print extra copies of any document | 
must be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. STANLY. Iamaware of that. I know | 
that the motion must go to the Committee on Print- | 
ing. I hope there will be no objection to its intro- | 
duction. | 

There was no objection, and the motion was ac- 
cordingly submitted, and referred to the Commit- ; 
tee on Printing. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. ` 
take up the documents on the Speaker’s tabl 
dispose of them. ; 

There was no objection. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Executive communications: 


| 


I now renew my motion to 
e, and 


I. A communication from the Treasury Depart- i 


ment, accompanied by a report of the Superin- 
tendent of Marine Hospitals, of additional appro- 
priations necessary to complete and sustain said 
hospitals; which, on motion of Mr. Housron, was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

If. A communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment, covering a report upon the subject of light- ; 
houses, made by the board appointed in pursuance 


of the act of 8th March, 1851; which was, on the |; 
motion of Mr. CHANDLER, referred to the Commit- || 


tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Ill. A communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in pursuance of the act insti- 
tuting a Military Asylum for the relief and support 


of sick and disabled soldiers, the report, by the : 
President and Treasurers of the Board of Officers | 


appointed in pursuance of said act, of the rules 


I have no objection to that. Ii! 


I do not know what number ;i 
il 


| United States. 


and regulations to govern said asylum. The Te- 
port states that the board had selected, ‘for: the 
asylum at Washington, a tract, of land: owned by 


i Mr. Riggs, distant two miles from Washington, 
| for which they agreed to. pay $57,000; and that 


the purchase had been approved by the President: 
On the motion of Mr. Gorman, it was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. > 
1V. A communication from the Post Office De- 
| partment, pursuant to the provisions of the act of 
Congress, approved July 3, 1836, entitled: ‘EAn 
act to change the organization of the Post Office 
; Department, and. more effectually to provide for 
| the settlement of the accounts therein,’ contain- 
| ing an abstract ofthe offers for carrying the mail 
during the year ending June 30, 1851; a report of 
the contracts for the transportation of the mails for 
the same year; anda report of the number and 
j amount of fines imposed upon. mail contractors 
during the same year, &c.; which, on motion by 
Mr. Oxps, was ordered to lie upon the table, and 
to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the following bills from the Sen- 
jate; which were severally read a first and. second 
time by their titles, and referred as indicated ‘be~ 
ow: . 

No. 78. An act amendatory of an act entitled 
“ An act to provide for holding the courts of the 
United States in case of the sickness or other dis- 
ability of the judges of the district courts,” ap- 
proved July 29, 1850. Referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

No. — An act to change the time for holding 
the district courts of the United States for the 
western district of Virginia, and for other pur- 
poses. Referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

No. 125. An act for the relief of Mary W. 
Thompson. Referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. . 

No. 130. An act for the relief of John T. Salli- 
van. Referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. . 

No. 131. Anact for the relief of Joseph Gideon. 
Referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

No. 132. An act for the relief of Jobn O. 
Referred to the Committee on Naval 


! Means. 


‘| Affairs. 


No. 136. An act concerning the sessions of the 
courts of the United States in the district of Del- 
aware. Referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

No. 133. An act for the relief of George Poin- 
| dexter. Referred to the Committee of Claims. 
| No. 139. An act to provide for the appointment 
of a Superintendent of Indian affairs in California. 
| Referred to the Committeee on Indian Affairs. 
| No, 144. An act for the relief of William Mil- 
i ler. Referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
| Pensions. 

No. 145. An act for the reliefof Ezra Williams. 
Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

No. 154. An act to enforce discipline and pro- 
mote good conduct in the naval service of the 
Referred to the Committee on 


{ 
I 
{ 
i 


| Naval Affairs. 


No. 170. An act making an appropriation in 
i part for the erection of the light-house on Sand 
! Key, Florida, Referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

No. 183. An act to relinquish the reversionary 
. interest of the United States to a certain reserva- 


i 
i 
i 


ii tion therein mentioned, and to confirm the titie of 
i Charles G. Gunter thereto. Referred to the Com- 
|i mittee on-Private Land Claims. 

i No.9. Joint resolution to establish certain post 
Referred to the Committee on the Post 


i) routes. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
! under the rule, and rcierred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. FICK LIN: The petition of John Wickline, pray- 
ing Congress to pass a law granting him prize money. 

By Mr. MACE: The petition of ‘Thomas H. Major and 
50 others, citizens of Clinton county, Indiana, praying for 
the establishment of a post route from ihe town of effer- 
son, in Clinton county, to the town of Dayton, in Tippe- 
canoe county, Indiana. . 

By Mr. KUHNS: The petition of James Moorhead, of 


H 
H 


i} 


H 


- Feb. 9, 


> 


g l county, Pennsylvania, praying compensa- | 
Bone damages aud eaves sustained by reason of: the sus- 
pension by the Government of a contract therein set forth. 
“By Mt. McDONALD: The petition of Wiliam Frost 
and others, assistant marshals, praying for increased com- 

ation. 5 è 
P Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The project-of a law, 
m up under the. instructions of the Chamber of Com- 
s relative to steam boilers and inspect- 


drawn up 
merce of New Orleans, 


‘ers of steam boilers. d 

:: By Mr. DURKEE: The petition of A. F. Stockwell and 
others, praying Congress to grant.a portion of the public 
jands for the extension of the Mobile and Chicago railroad. 

“By Mr. FAULKNER: The petition of Jobn B: King, 

. praying compensation for his inventions and improvemenie 
used by the Government of the United States at Harper’s 
Ferry. : 

By Mr. DUNCAN: The petition of Homer Bartlett and 
others, for an.appropriation of money to the executive com- 
mittee. for the Industrial Exhibition at London, to relieve 
‘them from the expenses incurred in. the display of articles 
from the. United States. 

By Mr. APPLETON, of Massachusetts: The memorial 
of the city‘of Boston, inthe State of Massachusetts, call- 
ing-tre attention of Congress to the situation of the harbor 
„àn that.place. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of certain persons, pray- 
ing for the passage of an act toincorporate the Washington 
«City: Water Company. 

“By the SPEAKER: A statement relative to the manner 
of paying the compensation of the members and officers of 
the two Houses of Congress. 

Also, the petition of merchants and others, of the city of 
Philadelphia, asking for au improvement of the navigation 
around the Falls of the Ohio, by the construction of an ad- 
ditional canal. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, February 7, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 
: PETITIONS. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of citi- 
zens. of Mount Morris, New. York, remonstrating 
against an extension of C. H.McCormick’s patent 
for a reaping machine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented documents in support 
of the claim of the widow of Brevet Major p P. 
O’Brien, late of the United States Army, for a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs, 

Also, the petiton of Rufus L. Baker, of the Ord- 
nance Corps, praying to be allowed the difference 
of pay between the grades of captain and major, 
during the time he performed the duties of the lat- 
ter grade; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of the 
Board of Supervisors of Columbia county, Wis- 
consin, praying that thé*military reserve at Fort 
Winnebago may be granted to the State for theim- 
provement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the general- con- 
sent of the Senate to take up the bill providing for 
the repair of the old Congressional Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read a second time, and the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to its 
consideration. 

Tt provides that the sum of $72,500 be appropria- 
ted to repair the Congressional Library room, which 
was lately destroyed by fire, according to the plan 
deseribed in the report and drawings which were 
submitted by the Architect to the Secretary of the 
Interior, and approved by the Committee on Public 
Buildings of the Senate; provided, however, that 
the work shall be executed under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and be subject to 
such a modification of the details as may be con- 
sistent with the general arrangement of the plan, 
and necessary and proper in the opinion of the 
President of the United States. 

_ Mr. HUNTER. I will say a very few words 
m regard to the bill. * It provides only for the re- 
pair of the old Library room, which we hope to 
have fitted wp and ready for use by the middle of 
May. It is an object which is very anxiously 
desired by members of both Houses of Congress, 
that we should have it fitted up as soon as possible. 
The room will be according to its old dimensions. 
T hold in my hand a drawing of a vertical section 
of it, As it is proposed, it is to consist of three 
stories and an alcove, surmounted above by light 
iron galleries, the whole to be crowned by a sky- 
light the entire length of it. It is proposed ‘to 
make it fire-proof, and that the only material used 
shall be iron, 1 believe that is a general descrip- 
tion of the room.- If Senators are anxious to 


look further into it, they will find. a. complete de- 
scription in the report of the Architect, which was 
submitted to’ the Committee’ on Public Buildings. 

The. bill ‘was reported to: the Senate without 
amendment, and-ordered tobe engrossed for a 
third reading. í , ; f 

= | BILL PASSED. 

“The. bill for. the. relief of Lieutenant Colonel 
Mitchell, of Missouri, was read-a third time and 
passed. aye ie : 
MEXICAN CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. J desire to:submit the fol- 
lowing resolution; and if there is no objection ask 
for its consideration at this time: 

Resolved, “hat the Secretary of State be directed to in- 
form the Senate whether «l? the claims, which were exbib- 
ited to the late *‘ Board of Commissioners On claims against 
Mexico,’ were finaily adjudicated; and also whether the 
sum designated in the treaty was adequate to the full pay- 
ment of the sums found due. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I will, in a very few words, 
state the reasons why I have submitted the reso- 
lution, and why, in my judgment, it should be 
adopted. It is stated that there is a balance of 
forty-odd thousand dollars remaining in the Treas- 
ury, after paying all the claims which have been 
found to be due by this Board. This balance, al- 
leged to be now in the Treasury, is claimed by the 
Mexican Government, or rather has been assigned 
to a Mexican citizen, who has presented to the 
Senate a claim for it. The whole amount appro- 
priated to meet the claims was three millions and 
a quarter. The Board of Commissioners adjudged 
all the claims, as is alleged, and now it is stated 
that there is a balance of forty-odd thousand dollars 
remaining in the Treasury. 

The Committee of Claims desire to know—and 
it is also important for the Senate to know— 


have been finally adjudicated and passed upon by 
the Board; and we can only obtain that informa- 
tion from the Secretary of State. I hope, there- 
fore, the resolution will be adopted. 

The resolution was adopted. 

SALT SPRINGS IN IOWA. 

On the motion of Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, the 
Senate proceeded to consider, as in Committee of 
the Whole, the bill to relinquish to the’ State of 
Towa the lands reserved for salt springs therein; 
and no amendment being made it was reported to 
the Senate and ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. : 

RELIEF OF SOLDIERS’ WIDOWS. 


On the motion of Mr. BORLAND, the Senate 
proceeded to consider, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill to revive a portion of an act for 
the relief of the widows of deceased soldiers; and 
on his motion it was further postponed until Mon- 
day next, 

CONTRACTS FOR MAILS. 

Mr. CLEMENS submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy and Postmaster 
General be requested to furnish Congress with copies of all 
contracts originally made and at present existing for the 
transportauon of the mails between New York and Cali- 
fornia by steamships on the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, 
andgajl information they possess in regard thereto; what 
amdget has been pid, and to whom; what amount is now 
paid, and to whom, for the transit of the mails across the 
Isthmus of Panama, in connection with said steamship ser- 
vice; the gross amount of money that has been paid under 
each service; when such.contracts commenced; in what 
sums and at what periods of time paid, and to whom each 
payment has been made; whether at such periods as ex- 
| pressed under the terms of said contracts or otherwise ; the 

amount of service rendered, and by what vessels; how 
| often they arrive and depart; what time has been and is 
į now occupied in the carriage of the mails between said 
ports; whether all the vessels stipulated under said con- 
tracts to be built have been so built, or what portion of 
them ; whether, iftwo or three of the five ships contracted to 
be built under said contracts were not so built, but other 
vessels engaged in independent lines united with the vessels 


; of the Government contractors, thus formingone line; each 


of the parties, however, owning their own vessels, and in 
that manner answering the terms of the contracts to build 
said five ships? Whether other facilities exist for perform- 
ing the same or a similar service, and if other propositions 
have been made, and upon what terms, to perform said ser- 
vice, and within what periods of time? s 


THE EXILED IRISH PATRIOTS. 


sideration of the special order, viz: the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Foote, of Mississippi, on the 


2d of December last, in these words: 


At one o’clock the Senate proceeded to the con- | 


| whether all the claims presented against Mexico, | 
on the part of this Government or of its citizens, | 


Í 
i 


; Senate do now adjourn. 


; and 


‘Joint Resolution expressive of:the sympathy of Congress for 


the exiled: Iyish patriots, Smith 

Meagher, and their associates. ~ 

Beit resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That in consideration ef the general sympathy felt by the 
people of.the United States for Smith O’Brien, Thomas F. 
Meagher, and their immediate associates, exiled Trish patri- 
ots, and the warm sympathies felt-by the countrymen of 
these distinguished sufferers, who. have beeome adopted 
citizens of the United States, the President of the. United 
States be requested.to authorize a correspondence to be 


O’Brien and Thomas F. 


| opened with the Government of her Majesty the Queen of 


Great Britain, appealing to the magnanimity of. the British 
Government and people in their behalf, and respectfully re~ 
questing the liberation of these personages from their present 
confinement, with an offer to receive them upon the hospi- 
tabie shores of the United States, . 


On Thursday, the 29th of January, Mr. Surzips 
submitted the following amendment; which is the 
pending question: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

é That while we disclaim all intention of interfering In 
any way in the internal affairs of the Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, we deem it onr duty to express, in a 
respectful manner, our firm conviction that it would he 
highly gratifying to the people of the United States, many 
of whom are natives of Ireland, and connected by bloog 
with the inhabitants of that country, to see Smith O’Brien 
and his associates restored to liberty, and permitted, if so 
disposed, to emigrate to this country. We would regard 
this act of clemency as a new proof of the friendly disposi- 
tion of the British Government towards our Republic, and 
as calculated to strengthen the bonds of affection now hap- 
pily existing between the people of the United States and 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland.” 

Mr. SHIELDS addressed the Senate at some 
length in support of hig proposition. A report of 
his speech will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to suggest to the con- 
sideration of the honorable Senator from Illinois, 
who has favored us with a very eloquent,-and 
I hope very influential argument, in favor of the 

assage of this resolution, some amendments to 

is amendment, which, if he will give me his at- 
tention, I will read. They are to strike out, in 
the fourth line of the printed amendment the word 
“ respectful,” and insert the word ‘ courteous;’’ 
in the same line, strike out the word ‘*convic- 
tion,” and insert the word ‘opinion;”’ in the 
ninth and tenth lines, strike out the words “ we 
would regard this act of clemency,” and insert 
“ this act of clemency would be regarded;’’ so as 
to make the amendment read: 

That while we disclaim all intention of interfering in 
any way, in the internal affairs of the Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, we deem it our. duty to express, in a 
courteous manner, our firm opinion that it would be highly 
gratifying to the people of the United States, many of whom 
are natives of Ireland,.and connected by biood with. the in- 
habitants of that country, to. see Smith O’Brien and his 
associates restored to liberty, and permitted, if so disposed, 
to emigrate to this country. And that this act of clemency 
would be regarded as a new proof of the friendly disposi- 


| tion of the British Government towards our Republic, and as 


calculated to strengthen the bonds of affection now happily 
existing between the peopte of the United States and of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. 

I have a few words to say upon these amend- 
ments, and also upon the resolution itself. I will 
be governed by the preference of the Senate, as to 
whether I shall proceed now or ata future time. 

Several Senators expressed a desire to adjourn. 

Mr.SEWARD. I move, therefore, that the 


The motion was agreed to and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, February 9, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Moreay. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


Senate a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 


| of the Senate of the 4th instant, a report from the 
| Chief Engineer, that a communication from the 


Board of Engineer officers for the Pacific coast, ad- 
dressed to the Engineer Department on the 28th of 
October last, recommended that Congress be asked 
to appropriate not less than $500,000 for the 
commencement of fortifications at San Francisco; 
which was read, and ordered to be laid on the table 
printed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


| Senate a communication from the War Depart- 
; ment, transmitting, in compliance with the resolu- 


tion of December 13, 1815, sixty-two copies of the 
official Army Register for the year 1852, for the 
use of the Senate; which was read, and ordered to 
be laid on the table. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


meea 


PETITIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a memorial of the Legislature of Alabama, 
praying that the citizens of that State nay be im- 
demnified for losses sustained during the Indian 
hostilities in 1836 and 1837; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordéred to 
be printed. 7 

Mr. WADE presented a memorial of assistant 
marshals, in Licking county; a- -memorial of as- 
sistant marshals in Perry county; and a memorial 
of assistant marshals in Wade county, in the 
State of Ohio, for taking the Seventh Census, 
praying additional compensation; which were re- | 


ferred to the Committee of Claims. H 


Mr. BRIGHT presented resolutions adopted at 
a meeting of the inhabitants of the town of Na- 
poleon, Ripley county, Indiana, recommending 
the passage of a law providing for a division of 
the Indian territory lying southwestwardly of the 
Missouri river, and for defining the boundaries of 
the Territory of Nebraska; also, making provis- 
ions for the removal of certain tribes of Indians 
from that Territory, and for the settlement of the 
public lands lying therein, to which the Indian 
title has been extinguished; which were referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Indiana, 
in favor ef av appropriation of the vacant public 
lands within the Vincennes land district for the 
benefit of common schools; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Indiana, 
in favor of the location of a national armory at 
Evansville, in that State; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Indiana, 
in favor of the constraction of a canal around the 


Falls of the Ohio river; which was ordered to be |j 


printed. ` 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Indiana, 
in favor of restricting the entry of the public lands 
to settlers, and to them only, in limited quanti- 
ties, and at the cost merely of the survey and 
patent; which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of journey- || 


men cigar makers at Detroit, Michigan, praying | 
an increase of the duties on cigars; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Guilford, Illinois, 


praying the adoption of measures for the ainicable || 


adjustment of international controversies; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tons, | 
Mr. BADGER presented the petition of J. H. 
Carter, a passed midshipman in the Navy, pray- | 
ing arrearages of pay and the reimbursement of | 
expenses incurred at Rio de Janetro, while de- 
tained there by sickness; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr.SEWARD. I am requested to present the 
etition of Richard M. Bouton, of the State of 
ew York. He says that in the year 1842, he 
was employed by the Commissary of Ordnance to 
manufacture percussion caps for the use of the 
Army; that from that time until the present he has ! 
diligently devoted himself to that task; that he 
found there was not either in this country or in 
Europe any efficient machine, which was self- | 
operating, for that purpose; that he has invented 
and perfected such a machine; that the articles 
which are the production of it are now in use in | 
the Army and Navy of the United States; that they 


are made with greater economy than, and are of |; 


vastly superior quality to, any other; and that it is 
the interest of the Goverment of the United States 
to secure to itself a property in the invention. He 
presents an application to the Senate to take the 
subject into their consideration. It is supported 
hy letters from Colonel Baker; a late Secretary of 
War, Mr. Marcy; the Chief Engineer of the Navy 
Yard; and others. In compliance with his request, 


I move that the memorial and accompanying pa- || 
pers be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


They were so referred. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition of 
a body of Hungarian refugees, settled in Scott 
county, Iowa, praying that they may be included 
in any measure of relief which Congress may pass 
for the benefit of their brethren at New Buda, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of C. G. 
Baylor, United States Consul at Amsterdam, Hol- 


j 
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ae 7 : - 
| land, representing that the fees accruing from the 
ofice of Consul at that place, are wholly insuf- 
i ficient, and praying te be allowed a salary; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, a memorial of manufacturers of lasts, at 
Boston, praying that the bill giving further reme- 
i dies to patentees may become a law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Elliot 
F. Penney, a soldier in the last war with Great 
Britain, praying a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASS presented a petition of citizens of 
Sharon, Mercer county, Pennsylvania, praying an 
avowal by Congress of the principle of “4 interven- 


law of nations. Ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. FELCH presented four petitions of citizens 
| of Michigan, praying a donajion of land to that 
| State, for the construction of the Oakland and Qt- 
| tawa Railroad; which were referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Public Lands. 
! Mr. GWIN. 
! M. Crane, praying additional compensation for 
| publishing the acts of Congress for 1849-’50, in 
the California Courier, a newspaper pubMshed by 
him in California, and that some general provision 
may be made for giving adequate compensation to 
the newspaper press in that State for publishing 
the laws of the United States. I will state, in 
presenting this petition, that the present compen- 
sation for publishing the laws there is entirely in- 
| adequate, During the last summer, I was applied 
| to on numerous occasions for copies of the laws. 

They never can be published there unless there is 
| an additional compensation. As the question is 
important, in connection with the Judiciary sys- 
tem, I move that the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

It was so referred, 

; Mr. GWIN also presented the petition of Sam- 
| . sary 
| uel Stone and Isaac H. Marks, praying compen- 
| sation for property of which they were dispos- 
| sessed under an Indian treaty; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


1 lic 


i PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


j! Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate 
3 X 


relating to the claims of Charles Reeder, Walter R. Jobn- 
son, and the fegal representatives of Thomas P. Jones, be 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claim of Phoebe Morris, widow ot Robert H, 
Morris, to a pension, be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Joseph M. Rernandez, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the representatives of 
Jean Baptiste de Lomagne, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Jonathan Lewis, and the 
documents relating to the claim of ‘Theodore B. Elliott, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 


draw bis memorial and papers. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
| to which was referred the petition of David L. Da- 
vis, submitted an adverse report; which was read. 
| He also, from the same committee, to which 
| were referred the following bills from the House 
! of Representatives, reported them back without 
amendment: 

An act for the relief of Albra Tripp; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Johnson; 

An act for the relief of Sylvanus Blodgett; and 

An act for the payment of arrears of pension to 

| the guardian of Artemas Conant. 
| consideration of the petition. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the petition of 
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a bill for his relief. . , À 
Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
| to which was referred the memorial of Robert 


l 
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i tion for non-intervention,’’as a portion of the pub- | 
i > 

| 

i 


I present the memorial of James 


i 
Ordered, That Wiliam W. Chew have leave to with- 


Jacob Young, submitted a report, accompanied by || 


| Armstrong, submitted a report, accompanied by a | 
l bill for his relief, . 


The bill was read, and passed to the second 
|| reading, and the report was ordered to be printed, 
|| He also, from the samécommittée, to which was 
|; referred the petition of Samuel Spalding, submitted 
an adverse report; which was read. LAR 


‘| He also, from the same committee, to which 


|| was referred the petition of James Carrigan, sub- 
mitted a report; and, im cancurrence teaser, 

the committee were discharged from the further 

consideration of the petition. ae 

Mr. JGNES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the petition of 
Jacob Young, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill for his relief; which was read and passed to 
the second reading, and the report was ordered: to 
be printed. ; 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of Margaret Farrar, reported a bill for her relief; 
which was read.and passed to the second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the documents relating to the claim of 
Lewis A. Thomas and Thomas Rogers, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill for ‘their relief; 
which was read and passed to the second reading, 
and the report wag ordered to be printed. ; 

Subsequently, on the motion of Mr. ATCHI- 
SON, the bill was considered as in Committee of 
the W hole, and its further consideration was post- 
poned indefinitely, the bill having been passed at 
the last session. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the memorial 
of J. Epes Cowan, reported a bill authorizing the 
legal representatives of Antoine Vasquez, Hypo- 
hté Vasquez, Joseph Vasquez, and John Coli- 
gan, to enter certain lands in Missouri; which was 
read and passed to the second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Martin Fenwick, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Martin Fenwick or 
his legal representatives; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the resolution subtiit- 
ted by Mr. Doveras, the 5th instant, to print five 
thousand five hundred additional copies of the re- 
port of Captain H. Stansbury, of his exploration 
of the valley of the Great Salt Lake, for the use 
of the Senate, five hundred copies thereof to be für- 
nished to the Topographical Bureau, three hundred 
to the Smithsonian Institution, and two hundred 
copies to Captain Stansbury, recommended the 
adoption of the resolution, and it was agreed to. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. FELCH gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to authorize. the sale of 
certain reserved lands. 


ENGROSSED BILLS PASSED. 


The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: : 

A. bill to relinquish to the State of Iowa the lands 
reserved for salt springs therein’ and 

A bill to provide for the repair of the Congres- 
sional Library room, lately destroyed by fire. 

ASSIGNATBILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, was received: 

Mr. Presinenr: The House of Representatives have 


passed the bill to make land warrants assignable, with 
amendments; in which they request the concurrence of the 


i| Senate. 


CASH & ELLIS.. 
Mr. DAWSON. A bill for the relief of David 
| ©. Cash and Giles U, Ellis, was rejected by the 
| Senate on Friday last. At the request of some 


the vote by which it was rejected. 
The motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
i] table. 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 
The PRESIDENT. The first general order 


isa bill granting the right of way and making a 
grant of land to the State of Iowa, in aid of the 
construction of certain railroads in that State. 
| This bill is before the Senate as in Committee’ of 
the Whole, and the question pending is on. an 
| amendment offered by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Urperwoon.} A e 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator ftom Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Bett] had the floor when that bill 
was last under discussion. He is not now in his 


< 


i| of the friends of that bill, I move to reconsider 
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seat, and I would like to make some arrangement, 
-if possible, that it might come up in its order when 
that Senator may be present. I hope, therefore, 
that at this time it will be passed over inform- | 


ae ie PRESIDENT. It will be one o’clock. very 
shortly, when the. special order will be called for, 
and some disposition must be made of this bill. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD., I will ask the consent 
‘of the Senate to pass-that bill over, as the Senator 
from ‘Tennessee is not in his place. 
_| Mr. DODGE, of Iowa.. I make no objection 
to the motion of the Senator from Kentucky, be- 
cause the Senator from Tennessee is entitled to the 
floor, and is understood to be desirous of address- 
ing the Senate. ; i 
The bill was then passed over informally. 


NAVY-YARD IN SAN FRANCISCO. 


The PRESIDENT. ‘The next general order 
is a bill to. establish’ a navy-yard and depét on 
the Bay of San Francisco, in dalifornia. 

Mr. GWIN. I should like to make a statement 
with regard to that bill. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Bropurap] wishes to be present 
when. that bill is called up. Pressing business in | 
the State of Pennsylvania has called him away for 
a short time, and before his departure I agreed | 
not to call up this bill until Thursday next. Iam 
willing that it should be passed over until that | 
day, but I now give notice that I will then call it 
up. 
The bill was accordingly passed over. 


LIFE-SECURITY ON STEAMBOATS. 


The bill supplementary to the. several acts of 
Congress, providing for the better security of the 
lives of passengers on board of vessels propelled 
in whole or in part by steam, and for other pur- 
poses, next came up in its order, as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill consists of two sections, the first of 
which provides that the authority vested in the | 
judges of the district courts of the United States, | 
within whose judicial districts ports of entry or | 
delivery may be established on the navigable | 
waters, lakes, bays, and rivers of the United States, | 
by the act of July 7th, 1838, entitled ** An act to | 
provide for the better security of the lives of pas- | 
sengers,” &c., be vested in the judge of any other | 
district court of the United States, within’ whose 
judicial district no ports of entry or delivery may | 

ave been established by law, and that he be au- | 
thorized to appoint one or more persons compe- 
tent to make inspections of such boats, and of 
theif boilers and machinery; that such persons so 
appointed shall not be interested in the manufac- 
ture of steam-engines, boilers, or other machinery 
belonging to steam vessels, who shall perform the 
duties contemplated by said law, and receive such 
compensation as said law prescribes. The second | 
section provides that all certificates of inspection, | 
required by said act, shall be delivered to the clerk || 
of the district court of the United States for the | 
judicial district in which said certificate shall have 
been issued; and ‘that any master or owner of any 
steamboat who shall refuse to deliver such certifi- 
cate within thirty days after such vessel shall have 
become employed in any judicial district as afore- 
said, shall incura penalty of one hundred dollars, | 
to be recovered and distributed like other penalties 
incurred under existing laws. 

Mr. BORLAND. If there is nothing at pres- 
ent before the Senate, I should be glad to have | 
that bill disposed of now. The Senator. from | 
Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoon] has an amendment | 
to offer to the bill, to which I presume there will | 
be no objection; and I hope the bill will then be | 
allowed to pass. | 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I have prepared an} 
amendment, which I will read to the Senate. I 
propose that it shall come in at the end of the bill ; 

y way of an additional section. The amend- |} 
ment is as follows: i 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, 


district courts of the United St 
districts there may be ports of 


i 
i 
i 
l 
{ 


j 
i 
| 
| 
i 
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That the judges of the | 
ates within whose judicial | 
: entry or delivery, shail have |} 
power and authority to appoint inspectors of steamboats, | 
and of their boiters and machinery, at such places within it 
the judicial disiriet not jess than fifty miles distant from a} 
port of entry or delivery, as the judge of the district may | 
deem proper; and the inspectors so appointed shall have | 
all the powers and rights, and shall perform all the duties | 
and be subject to all the liabilities imposed upon inspect- | 
ors appointed under and in virtue of the ac 
1838, entitled “An act to provide for the b 
of the lives of passengers on hoard of Vessel 


t of 7th July, || 


etter security | 


i have no power to make these appoinments. This 


s propelled in 


whole or in part by steam,” and the act to modify said act, 
approved March 3, 1843, and any other act of Congress: 
Provided, That no person shall-be appointed an inspector ! 
-as aforesaid who is interested.in the manufacture of steam- 
engines, steam-boilers, or other machinery belonging to 
steam vessels. vee eke ae 

I approve entirely of the object of the bill of 
my. friend from Arkansas, [Mr. Bortanp;] and | 
from what I know of the rivers in his State, not į 
having ports of entry, there is: great injury sus- 
tained for want of inspectors. TI know also that | 
the people in the western end of my State, who | 
are removed some two or thrée hundred miles from 
Louisville, (the nearest port of entry. for thern,) | 
labor under the same difficulties, there being no 
inspectors of steamboats at Paducah and other 
places. My amendment, therefore, provides that | 
judges of the district courts, where there are such 
ports of entry or delivery, may appointinspectors— 
men who,in the language of the bill, “shall not 
be interested in thegnanufacture of steam-engines, 
steam-boilers, or other machinery belonging to 
steam vessels,’’ who shall make the inspection and 
perform the duties contemplated by the said law, 
‘and who shall be subject to all the responsibilities 
imposed by any act of Congress.” I have con- 
ferred with my friend from Arkansas, and I believe | 
that he Ts willing that the benefits proposed by his | 
bill to be conferred on the State of Arkanses should | 
be extended to the State of Kentucky by the 
amendment which I have offered. I see no objec- 
tion that can be offered to the passage of the bill. 
l hope that the amendment will be adopted, ands 
that the bill will be passed. 2 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was adopted. 

No other amendment being offered, the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and the amendment was 
concurred in, 

Mr. DOWNS. When that bill was before the 
Senate at a former session, I stated some reasons | 
why I thought it ought not to be passed; and I H 
must confess that the same reasons still operate | 
upon my mind. I know it is very desirable to | 
have a proper inspection of steamboat hoilers, and | 
Congress has designated by law the places where | 
certificates of inspection may be given and by |Í 
whom. But the law, as it is, has operated badly, į 
and there has been a great deal of complaint that | 
the certificates of inspection have been given in 
many instances without sufficient examination. 
It seems to me that it will be a better security that | 
the certificates of inspection are properly given, 
to require that the boats shall be inspected at the 
great points where inspections are now made—at 
the ports of entry, like Louisville or New Orleans. 
But if you extend the facilities for procuring cer- 
tificates of inspection, so that they may be pro- | 
cured on all the small rivers in every State, it may 
happen that when a certificate is refused at one 
point, the boat may be taken to another of the | 
small places, and the consequence will be that the j 
inspection will be less rigid, and that certificates will | 
be granted with less examination than at present. || 
Besides, E see no necessity for this bill as a mat- 
ter of convenience, because though the boats may | 
run on thé small rivers, they are generally built or ' 
repaired at other ports—at Louisville or New Or- | 
leans—and they can obtain their certificates there. 
I think, therefore, as there seems to be no neces- 
sity for the passage of this bill, and especially 
as I think the very small security we now have 
will be weakened by it, that it should not be 

assed, 
j Mr. BORLAND. I did not anticipate there 
would be any opposition whatever to the passage 
of this bill, I think the Senator from Louisiana 
is entirely mistaken in the purpose of the bill, It 
is not to weaken or to lessen the security we now 
have; it is not to change the law at all on the sub- 
ject of inspection; it requires the same qualifica- 
tions on the part of inspectors which are now re- 
quired. It refers to the general law, and simply 
extends the benefits of that general law over a re- 
gion of the country that does not now enjoy those 
benefits. The general law, as the Senator very 
well knows, gives power to district judges of the 
United States to appoint inspectors within collec- 
tion districts. Where the district of the judge is 
a collection district of the United States, there he 
has the power to appoint inspectors, but’ judges 
whose districts do not embrace a collection district 


i 
| 
| 
! 


bill simply proposes to confer on the judge of the 
district of Arkansas the same power which judges | 


have where there.are collection districts. That is 
the chief provision of the bill, asit was reported 
by the Committee on Commerce, and the amend- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
only extends the power.of the district judge of 
Kentucky a little further than it now exists, and 
enables him to appoint inspéctors at. other ports 
which are not ports of entry, provided.these places 
are not within a certain distance of sorme-port of 
entry. aN. eee eee 

__. The honorable Senator from Louisiana says that 
he sees no necessity for the passage. of this bill, 
because these inspections may be made at other 
important points. But they are distant points, 
and therein is the difficulty. They are points ‘so 
distant as to subject those interested in the boats 
which navigate the rivers of Arkansas to very 
great inconvenience and very great expense. A 
boat which has been injured on the White river, 
or the Arkansas, or any other river in that State, 
must be taken to a distant port to be repaired, for 
the reason that her inspection must be made and 
certificate given at that port. But if you give us 
the advantage of having our boats inspected at 
home, where the accident has occurred, we shall 
then have the facilities for repairing our boats at 
home also. Even our steam ferry-boats are under 
the necessity of being taken fifteen hundred or two 
thousand miles to get their inspection certificates, 
That is a very serious objection to the present law, 
as it affects States situated as mine is. The Sen- 
ator says he is not aware that very serious incon- 
venience or suffering exists. I can say to him, that 
if he had lived in my State, he would know that 
serious injury has resulted from the present regu- 
lations. The consequence of the inconvenience of 
getting certificates is, that our rivers are filled with 
boats which could not get a certificate anywhere. 
They have come from other rivers, and slip inte 
ours where there is no place of inspection, and 
thus they evade the general law. We wish to 
compel them to be inspected where their trade is, 
so that thus they cannot impose upon our people, 
and expose the lives of passengers. That is the 
object of this bill, It does not propose to change 
the present law at all, but only to give us the same 
benefits that the people of the rest of the United 
States enjoy. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to address a sin- 


| gle remark to the Senator from Louisiana, to show 


that there are actually existing difficulties which 
should be remedied. ‘There is a very large steam- 
boat manufactory carried on at Paducah. There 
are also preparations made for repairing boats to 
avery great extent. Now, suppose a new boat 
is built at Paducah; that boat must be taken to 
Louisville, some three hundred miles from Padu- 
cah, up the river, to be inspected; and that boat 
may be designed to trade upon the Tennessee river, 
and for no other trade. You will then compel the 
boat to travel three hundred miles up and down 
the river, putting the owners to the expense of 
these two trips, for no other purpose than to. pro- 
cure a certificate of inspection. 

Take another case: Suppose the Arkansas river 
becomes low, as it does occasionally, and see how 
these small boats are affected that run upon it, 
trading from Little Rock to the Mississippi river, 
and not passing below the junction with the 
Mississippi, but from point to point along the 
Arkansas. The law, as it now exists, requires 
boats to be inspected every six months. When 
the six months expire after the boat has been once 
inspected, that Arkansas boat has to travel to New 
Orleans, or to St. Louis, to procure another cer- 
tificate of inspection. You see at once whata cost 
and delay is put upon the owner of the boat, and 
to a certain extent, upon all that are concerned in 
the management of it, for the purpose of inspec- 
tion. 

Now my friend ’s bill, with my amendment, is 
designed to provide for having inspectors at the 
places where the boats are repaired, and near the 
places where they trade, so that after the time ex- 
pires within which they are required to be in- 
spected, they need not travel out of their way for 
that purpose, but may have an inspector near at 
hand. It seems to me that inspectors in Arkansas, 
having the duty of inspecting the boats in which 
the property and lives of the citizens of that Stateare 
intrusted, will perhaps be a little more diligent and 
faithful in their attention to the boats engaged ex- 
clusively in the Arkansas trade, than those would 
who have the duty of inspecting boats which are 
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to be engaged in trade four or five hundred miles 
distant. ‘They would then have an additional in- 
centive, perhaps, to a diligent and faithful execu- 
tion of the trust, when the lives and property of 
the people of their own State were concerned, and 
I should, therefore, expect them to perform the 
duty faithfully. These are the evils which exist, 
and which the bill proposes to remedy, and I hope 
that it may be permitted to`pass. 

My friend from Massachusetts, on my left, 
(Mr. Davis,] has a. bill, which he promises to bring 
forward soon, overhauling the whole subject, en- 
deavoring to make provisions which will regulate 
the whole matter, from beginning to end. If Iam 
correctly informed, it proposes something like a 
revision of the present law. Wein the West all 
have a common interest, not only on the Missis- 
sippi, but on all its tributaries; and I have no doubt 
we are all sincerely anxious to see that system 
adopted which will secure the lives and property 
of our people, It seems to me that this bill will 
not interfere: with the one which the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts proposes to present; 
and when that bill comes up, if it will secure the 
object we aim at, I shall be ready to sustain it, and 
to unite with my friends from the West to accom- 
plish so desirable an object. 

Mr. DOWNS. Iam willing to go as far as any 
one to facilitate the interest of the West, and es- 
pecially that of the States of Arkansas and Ken- 
tucky, and itis with very great regret that I offer 
any opposition to this bill, and I do it only from a 
sense of duty. J admit, that there are some in- 
conveniences resulting from the law as it now ex- 
ists, though they do not seem to meto be quite so | 
great as have been pointed out. ‘There is no ne- 
cessity that a boat shall be inspected wherever 
she goes, She gets her inspection at some place 
where there is an inspector. Is there any boat 


now running in the district in which either of the |; 


members is particularly interested, which does 
not in her usual voyages go to Memphis or Nash- 
ville, or St. Louis, or some port which is a port of 
entry? 

Mr. BORLAND. There are half a dozen, at 
least, in my State. 

Mr. DOWNS. I think they must be very rare 
cases, in which a boat does not run to some port 
of entry. ; 

Mr. BORLAND. There are many on the 
White and Arkansas rivers. They run in thein- 
terior of the State. 

Mr. DOWNS. I do not think the evil is so 
very great as has been stated. I opposed this bill 
heretofore, and I oppose it still, because it must | 
be recollected that if there is some inconvenience, 
and some evil at present, there are, in my opinion, 
evils on the other hand transcendently greater. 
The loss of life is an immense evil, and it has been 
so great on the rivers at the West, that many per- 
sons so distrust the boats that they actually avoid 
them, after all that has been done to prevent ex- 

losions, or to guard against them. I happen to 
have stronger convictions on this subject, from the ; 
fact, that at one time of my life it was my duty, 


as a district attorney, to investigate several cases |} 


tion upon our. western waters, it will be that of a 
restriction, rather than an enlargement of this sys- 
tem, and to provide some other mode of examining 
these boats, and the quality of their engines, so 
that it may be ascertained with some degree of 
certainty whether it is safe for people-to travel 
upon them or not. 

_ 1 know that there are suggestions of that kind. 
T know that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Davis] proposes something of that kind. But 
now, imperfect as this system is—and I must say 
that I have no particular interest in this matter more 
than other Senators, no interests beyond those feel- 
ings of humanity which prompt us all—I should 
see with reluctance a system which I think will 
operate injuriously, so greatly extended as is pro- 
posed by this bill, and especially as the Senator 


very shortly to be reported. -W hy, then, take up 
this subject in which all af so deeply inter- 
ested, when a bill matured under all the light which 
science can shed upon it is so soon to be brought 
forward? I hope that gentlemen will consentto let 
the matter stand as it is until the bill is brought be- 
fore us which has been promised by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. ` I will go as far as any man 
on this floor in doing everything that I believe 


$ 
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the country, and to afford all facilities necessary 
for the easy transaction of their business; but at 
the same time I desire to take every requisite pre- 
j-caution in guarding the lives of the community 
| who are obliged to travel upon these boats. Iam 
as much interested in this matter as any other 
gentleman. I live in the interior of the State of 
Louisiana, and boats in the interior of that State | 
have the same interest in regard to this question 
| as those in the States of Kentucky and Arkansas. 
I shall, therefore, do everything to facilitate their 
trade; but I must oppose this bill because the im- 
pression is strong upon my mind that it would 
-ancrease the danger of those explosions which 
| have already been so tremendous and appalling. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 

Mr. CASS. I was about to suggest that a vote 
should be taken on this question immediately, in 
order that the honorable Senator from Rhode Island, 
(Mr. Ciarke,} who has the floor on another sub- 
ject which was made the special order for this 
day, should be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish only one moment. I 
have been asked to state to the Senate what is the 


ii condition of this bill which has been referred to 


by the honorable Senator from Louisiana. Ithas 
been delayed much beyond what I could wish; but 
| every Senator will perceive that it is a subject 
į which is so complicated thata great deal of inform- 
ation is necessary in order to frame a bill. That 
information has come in, some of it more slowly 
than I could wish; but I will say to the honorable 
Senator that I expect in the course of this week to 
present the bill to the Senate, and in that bill there 
will be a provision for the consideration of the 
Senate—in the first place for inspecting the iron of 
| which boilers are made; and in the next place for 
a rigid inspection of boilers, with the application 
l The whole sub- 


of calamitous explosions, and to go into the de- 
tails of an examination as to the manner in which 
these certificates were granted; and from the sev- 
eral investigations I was engaged in there, I came 
to the conclusion that the system was exceedingly 


defective; that these certificates of inspection were į 


scarcely anything but a mere matter of form, and 
that little dependence could be placed upon them. 
I oppose this bill, because I think that if you in- 
erease the number of inspectors, and appoint them 
in small places away from these important points 
where the public attention would be called to them, 
and where the public can know something of the 
- qualifications of the inspectors, and extend the 
power of appointment to so many other places, so 
that it becomes almost a general thing, you will 
weaken the security which we now have. 
may have confidence in a certificate given at Lou- 
isville or New Orleans, where there are experienced 
and able engineers; for in such places they generally 
appoint men whose names are known, and whose 
certificates will give confidence. Although they 
may haveas competent persons in Arkansas, or at 
other places than Louisville, Kentucky, yet their 
names are not so well known to the public. So 


far from extending this power of appointing in- | 


spectors, I think it should be restricted. I believe 
that whenever any remedy is devised for applica- 


il of a test to show their strength. 


We i 
ii been read, Mr. Crarxe addressed the Senate at |; 
length in favor of the views embodied in the reso- 


ject, in a word, will be brought under the consid- 
‘eration of the Senate, with the design of giving the 


it is in the power of Congress to afford. 

There being no further proposition to amend, 
the question was taken on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 


NON-INTERVENTION. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
| tions submitted by Mr. CLARKE, on the 19th ulti- 
mo, on the subject of non-intervention, [see page 
298,] and the pending amendments proposed by 
Mr. Sewarp and Mr. Cass, [see page 310.] 

The resolutions and the amendments having 


| 
| 
[i 


lutions. i 
Mr. CASS was next recognized by the Chair; 
| but, on the motion of Mr. Hamuy, the further 
considertiaon of the subject was postponed until 
; to-morrow. . 
On motion, the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
| eration of Executive business; and after some ime 
| spent therein, the doors were reopened, and the 
Senate adjourned. 


from Kentucky informs us that a new system is | 


likely to promote the interests of every section of |} 


most ample protection to life and property which |; 


Monpay, February 9, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m.. 
by. the Rev. L. F. Morcay. ee 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
Mr. MILLSON. I movea reconsideration of 
he vote by which the House on Friday. last rē- 


Prayer 


it 
| ferred to the Committee on. Revolutionary Pen- 
: sions the bill for the relief of William Miller, 
| intending afterwards to move its reference to. the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions.. I have exam- 
ined the bill and report, and find that its Jegitimate 
reference is to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I made the mo- 
tion on last Friday. Idid not then understand the 
|| case; nor was there found any one upon the floor 
who did. It was necessary that it should bedis- 
| posed of, that the House might reach other mat- 
i ters. Hence I made the motion. I believe the 
| gentleman is right; and hope that his motion may 
| prevail. 

The question was taken, and the vote was re~ 
considered; and then, on further motion, the. bill 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY AND BENJ. E. GREEN. 


Mr. GREY occupied the floor for an hour, under 
a suspension of the rules, in reply to the remarks 
of Mr. Bayzy, of Virginia, a few days since, on 
the Mexican indemnity bill, which injtiriously 
connected the name of Mr. B. E. Green with the 
non-payment by Mexico of the indemnity due by 
her in 1844, His remarks, vindicating the conduct 
of Mr. Green against the alleged charges of Mr. 
Barry, have been withheld for revision. They 
will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. MURPHY. Iask the unanimous consent 
| of the House to offer the following resolution: 
| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 
| have leave to report back to the House the petition ang 
| papers of Doctor Avery Downer, praying for a pension ; 
į and that the petitioner have leave to withdraw his papers 
from the files of the House. F 

I will only remark as to this petition praying 
for a pension, that the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims consider it was improperly referred to 
| that committee, and therefore ask leave to report 
iit back. ‘There has been once a favorable report 

by the House upon this petition, and the petitioner 

desires to withdraw his petition that he may pre+ 
sent it to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. 
will be so ordered. 


CHAIRMAN OF MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. ORR. I rise for the purpose of asking the 
House to excuse my colleauge [Mr. Burr] from 
| further service upon the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. Mr. Burr left this city about the middle 
| of December. Upon his return home, he was 
| seized with indisposition, which has continued up 
Í to the present time; and the probability is that the 
| time of his return may be delayed much. longer, 
It may perhaps relieve the Committee on Military 
| Affairs from much embarrassment by excusing 
him from further service, so that another gen- 
tleman may occupy that post, and thus enable the 
committee to proceed in the discharge of the duties 
devolving upon it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would liketo know whether 
‘such is the wish of the gentleman ’s colleague? 

Mr. ORR. Ofcourse. Ishould not have made 
the application, had it not been the desire of my 
colleague. 

No objection being made, Mr. Burr was ex- 
: cused from service; and Mr. Fauikner, of Vir- 
| ginia, was appointed to fill the vacancy. 


| MAIL STEAMSHIPS AND MAIL CONTRACTS. 


| Mr. PEASLEE. lask the unanimous consent 
| of the House to introduce the resolution which 1 
| send to the Speaker’s table. 

The resolution was then read for information, 
| as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Navy be requested 
| to communicate to this House the facts in relation to the 
| respective contracts with the Navy Department for building 
mail steamships for the transportation of the United States 
mail between New York and Liverpool, between New York 
and New Orleans, Havana and Chagres, and between Pana- 
ma and San Francisco, aud some point in Oregon: the 
amount of money which has been advanced and paid each of 
said lines ofsteamships by the Government; also, whetherall 
the vessels stipulated under said contracts to be built, have 
| been so built, or what portion of them ; also, the amount of 
net receipts of postage collected on. either of said lines of 
| steamers, deposited in the Treasury to the credit of the appro- 


il 


| 
| 
i 
i 
| 


There being no objection, it 


i 
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priationy for thé-añnual comipensation for. the service ren- 


i Heir contracts, or which bas been applied in pay- 
Serea den mial compensation, pursuant to section 10, of 
the acts of Congress of Angust 3, 1848.. And whether said 
steamships or any other steamships employed in: the trans- 
ortation of our foreign. mails are in all respects suitable for 
inmediate conversion into steamers for war purposes, capa- 
ble of carrying the ammunition or battery appropriate to the 
* @laas specified in the contracts; and if not suitable-for such 
“imunediatée conversion, whether they could be altered so as 
-tomake.them efficient war steamers; and if so, what alter- 
ations would be necessary to be made, andat what expense 
to make them.war steamers of’ the first class. 


oo Mr. GORMAN. | Lobject to the introduction 
cof the resclution. 

Mr. PEASLEE. IT move thatthe rules of the 

House be'suspended to enable me to introduce it. 

Mr. SMART. demanded. the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. i 

Mr. PEASLEE demanded tellers; which were 
vordered, and: Messrs. Smarr and Witiiams were 
appointed. ; 

‘he question. was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 75, noes 33; no quorum. 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. I will ask a recount—there 
is a quorum in the House. , 

“There being: no- objection, the question was 
again taken, and decided in the affirmative, the 
tellers having reported—ayes 95, noes 27; and the 
rules were accordingly suspended. 

Mr. PEASLEE. 1 move that the rules be sus- 
ended. that the resolution may be considered to- 
ay, that motion being necessary, as this is a call 

for information, which the rule requires shall lie 
over one day. 

The SPEAKER. The practice adopted by 
‘the Chair has been, in such cases, to take the vote 
after the rules were suspended, upon the adoption 
ofany resolution calling for information; and for 
‘its adoption the Chair ‘has required a two-thirds 
vote; otherwise he would feel ithis duty to de- 
elare the resolution disagreed to under the rule 
requiring the resolution to lay over one day. 

Ar. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to suspend 
the rule which requires the resolution to lie over 
one day, as the House having suspended the rules 
for its introduction, I apprehend there will be no 
objection to its being now considered. 

‘The question was then taken, and the rules were 
suspended. 

Mr. JONES. I move to strike out the word 
“í requested,” and in its stead to insert the word 
«c directed.” That is the language of the rule. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish the 
gentleman from New Hampshire (Mr. Prasrer] 
would inform the House as to his object in making 
this call. When these calls are made upon the 
Department it requires a great deal of time, labor, 
and:extra clerk hire, and I want to know, before 
we make this call imposing additional duty, its 
object. 

Ar. PEASLEE. It seemed to me, from the 
large amount of money we have already expended 
in connection with these steamers, the applications 
we had at the last Congress, which we have al- 
ready had at this, and which we may have here- 
after, that the subject was of consequence enough 
for the House to obtain all the light and informa- 
tion possible, from the most responsible and reli- 
able sources, to enable them to act understand- 
ingly. If I understand right, we are annually 
appropriating $1,300,000 for the support of our 
ocean mail steamer service. Applications have 
already been made from these lines for additional 
compensation, The amount of money which we 
shall be compelled to pay under the present con- 
tract, if the contractors perform their service ac- 
cording to their requirements without giving addi- 
tional compensation, or the establishment of any 
new lines, will be about ten millions of dollars— 
before their expiration—during the seven or eight 
years which they have to run. There were appli- 
cations at the last session of Congress, and I doubt 
not that there have been already, and will be for 
a much larger number this, for the establishment 
of thirteen additional mail steamers for our for- 


eign mail service, involving an outlay, in the first | 


mstance, to assist in building the ships, of six 
and a half millions of dollars, and an expenditure 
of two millions of dollars annually afterwards, 
This is in addition to those already established, 
and without any additional compensation. If the 


contracts had been entered into according to the || 
propositions made at the last session of Congress, j 


strenuously urged and enforced upon the House, 
and which, I have no doubt, will be at this, for the 


time-and-price specified , it. would have involved an 
expenditure by-this Government to the amount of 
about’ forty: millions-of -doliars, as. I understand it. 
Well, sir, one of the principal arguments I have 
understood in favor of these steam lines—both those 
for whom- we have-already appropriated money | 
and for which we will be asked. hereafter—was, 
that they were to be built after the most substan- 
tial approved ‘model of war-steamers; that they 
are capable of immediate conversion into war- 
steamers of the first class; that they are always 
ready, with but little expense of time and money, 
for cases of emergency, and that it would be the 
most economical means the Government could re- 
sort to for.the purpose of keeping up our Navy. 
It is said, upon ‘the other hand, by some gentle- 
men, that these steamers, or a larger portion of 
them, are not capable of being converted into war- 
i steamers of the first class—that they cannot be | 
converted even im inefficient steamers for our 
| purposes without great expense of time and mon- 


being made capable of carrying, the armament 
and batteries, and that, being constructed princi- 
pally with a view to speed and the carriage of pas- 
sengers, they cannot, at any rate, be made war- 
steamers of the first class, and would, in fact, be of 
little or no use to the Government. How these facts 
may be, I do not undertake to say; but I wish to 
have the information from a responsible and reli- 
able source, that I, and the rest of the House, 
may be able to act more understandingly upon 
this subject. I am unwilling, with all the inform- 
ation I have been enabled to obtain, to vote to 
bind this Government in contracts with individu- 
als which may involve the expenditure of millions 
and millions of dollars to extend a system, to say 
the least of it, of doubtful expediency, when our 
commerce has grown up to be second to no na- 
tion in the world, without any suchaid. It has a 
monopolizing and partial tendency, and IE am un- 


f Mr. WELCH asked the unanimous consent of 


willing to vote millions and millions of dollars for 
such a system, unless I am confident that it is one 
which will inure to the benefit of the Government; 
that these steamers are in fact what they are rep- 
| resented to be—of being capable of conversion 
| immediately into war-steamers of the first class. 

Mr. OLDS. I should like to inquire of the 
gentleman, if his resolution calls for copies of the 
contracts ? y 

Mr. PEASLEE. It calls for the facts in rela- 
tion to the contracts, but not copies of the con- 
tracts. 

Mr. OLDS. It is important that we should 
have them; and I hope the gentlemarf will embrace 
them in his call. 

Mr.. PEASLEE. I have no objection to an 
amendment of that kind. í will not detain the | 
House longer. My only object is to obtain light 
and information upon the subject, which it seems 
to me to be of the deepest importance to the Treas- 
ury and country, and which can do no harm, and 
which may enable us to act more understandingly 
upon this subject, and be of much benefit. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I am in favor 
of the resolution, for the reasons assigned by the 
gentleman, and concur most heartily with his | 
views, if I heard him correctly, in regard to these 
steamships. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on theamend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Joxes.] 

Mr. PEASLEE. I have no objection to the 
modification, if it is in order to accept it. I also 
accept the modification of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Oxps.] 


the resolution; and it was agreed to. 
THE TARIFF oF 1846. 


| | 
| ‘The question was then taken on the adoption of |! 
| 
f 


; the House to introduce the following resolution: 


| _ Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means are 

| instructed to reporta bill modifying and altering the tariff of 

| 1846, by substituting, wherever practicable, specific for ad | 

| Valorem duties, with such rates of duty as will yield sufi- 

; cient revenue; and with such discriminations in favor of 

| iron and other articles of domestic manufacture and pro- 

| ductions, as will afford adequate protection to the labor of i 

| our own citizens against foreign competition. 

| Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, objected. 

; Mr. WELCH moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to introduce the resolution. 

| Mr. BOCOCK demanded the yeas and nays; 

i 


which were ordered. 


ey, and that they are incapable of carrying, or of || 


- The question: was-then taken; and there were— 
yeas 60, nays 108, as follows, viz: 
> YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen; Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Barrere, Beli, Bennett, Bibighaus,:Bowie, John H. 
Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, George :H. Brown, B. C. Cabell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Conger, Curtis, 
Doty, Duncan, Evans, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gentry, 


| Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Harper; Hascall, Haven, 
|. Hebard, Horsford, John W. Howe; Thomas: X: How, Geo. 


G. King, Mann, Martin, Meacham, Miller, Miner, Newton, 
Samuel W. Parker, Penniinan, Perkins; Porter, Price, 
Schoolcraft, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Stratton, Strother, Taylor, Thurston, 


| Washburn, Watkins, Welsh, Wells, and Addison White 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis. Allen, Andrews, 
Averett, Babcock, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Beale, Bocock, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Busby, Jos. Cable, 
Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chastain, 
Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Danici, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Eastman, Edmundson, 
Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, Floyd, Freeman, Gam- 
ble, Gaylord, Gorman, Green, Grey, Grow, Hall, Isham G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hib- 
bard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Ives, Andrew Johnson, 
James Johnson, John. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Geo. 
W. Jones, J. Giancy Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, 
Mace, McCorkle, McLanahan, McMullin, McNair, Me- 


i Queen, Millson, Molony, Morehead, Murphy, Murray, 


Nabers, Qlds, Orr, Outlaw, Peasiee, Penn, Polk, Powell, 
Rantoul, Riddle, Robie, Robinson, Savage, Scurry, Smart, 
Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abr’m 
P. Stevens, Alexander H. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, 
Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, George W. Thompson, 
Townshend, Venable, Wallace, Ward, Alexander White, 
Wilcox, Wildrick, Williams, and Woodward.—108. 

Mr. INGERSOLL, who was’without the bar 
when his name was called, asked the unanimous 
consent to record his vote in the negative. Objec- 
tion was made, and the permissfon not granted. 

So the rules were not suspended, 

Mr. CLARK. I rise to what I understand to 
be a point of order. I ask if this is not resolution 
day? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr.CLARK. Ihope the day will be employed 
in that way. 

The SPEAKER. It is also in order, the Chair 
will inform the gentleman, to move to suspend the 
rules, and to ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce resolutions. 


DISTRIBUTION OF ARMS. 
Mr. HOWARD asked the unanimous consent 


i of the House to introduce the following resolu- 


tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency af distributing arms 
to the new States and Territories, as recommended in’ the 
annual report of the Secretary of War. 

There being no objection, the question was 
taken, and the resolution was adopted. 


WIDOW OF GENERAL BELKNAP. 

Mr. HARPER asked the unanimous consent of 

the House to offer the following resolution: 
_ Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing by 
law tor the support of the widow of the late Brigadier Gen- 
eral Belknap. 

There being no objection, the question-was then 
taken, and the resolution adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURN asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present the petition of John 
A. Poor and others, of the Executive Committee 
of the State of Maine, and members of the cor- 
poration of the European and North American 
Railroad, for aid to said work. 

Mr. STANLY objected. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 move a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose. 

Mr. STANLY. Can it not be introduced un- 
der the rules ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I can present it under the 
rules, but I choose to present it in this way; and 
inasmuch as it comes from the Executive of 
Maine, I desire to have it printed. 

Mr. FICKLIN, Is itan act of the Legislature? - 

Mr. WASHBURN. Itisa petition in behalf 
of the State of Maine. 

_Mr. FICKLIN. Itis not customary to pub- 
lish these petitions? 
_ The question was then taken; and a count be- 
ing had, there were—ayes 76, noes 46. 

Mr. WASHBURN demanded tellers; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I ask if this is not 
a memorial which may be presented under the 
rules? Some gentlemen say it is, and others it is 
not. 

Mr. SMART. It may be presented, but can- 
not be printed under the rules, 
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“Mr. CABELL. If it cah be presented under 
the rules, I am opposed to it. 

Mr. WASHBURN.. It may be presented un- 
der the rules; but inasmuch as it is an elaborate 
petition, drawn up by the Executive Committee of 
the State of Maine with great care, I desire. to 
have it printed. 


The question was then taken, (Messrs. Brown, | 


of Mississippi, and Furrer, of Maine, acting as 
tellers,) and there were-ayes 73, noes 53. 


GRANT’S CHANNEL THROUGH SHELL REEF. 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked the unan- 


imous consent of the House to offer the following 
resolution: ; 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury he instructed 
to inquire into and report to this House the advantages re- 
sulting to the commerce of the United States, and to the 
mail service of the United States, from the opening of a 
channel, by John Grant, Esq., through the Shell Reef, lying 
between Dauphin Island and Cedar Point, in Mobile county, 
Alabama; and further, what tonnage said Grant is now al- 
lowed by law to charge vessels navigating said channel, 
how long his right to charge said tonnage will continue, and 
whether it would be advantageous to the United States to 


purchase the right of said Grant; and, if so, at what cost | 


the purchase may be effected. 

Mr. CARTTER objected. 

Mr. BROWN. I move a suspension of the 
rules, to enable me to introduce the resolution. Itis 


but a resolution of inquiry into a matter of great | 


importance to the commerce of the country, and 
I therefore hope the House will indulge me. 

The question was then put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, and the resolution 
was introduced. 

Mr. BROWN moved to suspend the rule re- 
quiring 4 resolution of inquiry to lay over one 

ay; which motion was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 


resolution, it was put, and the resolution wasy 


agreed to. 


ARMY ON THE ROUTE TO oreson. W 

Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent, offered the 
following resolution; which was considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the House what steps, if any, 
have been taken to insure the protection of emigrants en 
route to Oregon, against the depredations of the Indians of 
that Territory; and in case no such steps have been taken 
for that purpose, that he be requested to canse the regi- 
ment of Mounted Rifles to be placed upon duty within the 
Territory of Oregon—the service for which said troops 
were created—and that he cause a portion of said regiment 
to be posted upon the main emigrant road from St. Joseph, 
on the Missouri, between Fort Hall and the Dalls of the 
Columbia river, and the remainder thereof to be posted in 
the Rogue river Valley, on the road from Oregon to Cali- 
fornia, said troops being necessary for the protection of 
emigrants and others traveling said road. 

Mr. HAVEN. I rise to move a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote by which that resolution was just 


now adopted, 


of the United States with reference to the mode 
of employing the military forces of the United 
States, If this be so—and I am not sure that i 
is, for I did not hear the resolution distinctly—i 
seems to me that the resolution ought not to be 
passed. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Let the resolution be read. 
The Clerk read the resolution, 
Mr. HAVEN. I have nothing to add to what 
I said before the resolution was read. Unless 
there is some explanation other than what appears 
on the face of the resolution, it does seem to me 
thatit would be indiscreet on the part of the House 
to allow the vote to stand. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
to the gentleman from Oregon to allow the vote to 
be reconsidered, and instead of calling upon the 
#President and giving him the directions therein 
specified, refer the subject to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and let them inquire into what 
has been done and what it may be necessary to do, 
in order to protect the emigrants on that route. It 
would be a very strange mode of proceeding, it 
seems to me, for this House to direct the Presi- 
dent how he shall dispose of the army, or any 
ortion of it. And certainly, if what is there im- 
odied is to be done at all, it should be done by 
‘joint resolution of Congress, and not by one House. 
I think it would be better to reconsider the vote 
and let the resolution go to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


L do it for thé purpose of calling | 
-the attention of the House to the fact, that the ;| 
resolution seems to give directions to the President | 


petitions and memorials from the Legislative As- 


would ask to have read, but that it would consume 
too much of the time of the House. 
ever, give some reasons why the resolution ought 
to pass to-day. We have to furnish troops for 
the protection of this route within less than two 
months from to-day, or it cannot be done in time 


ing season. By that time the people bound for 
Oregon will be on the road. Can we get the mat- 


have a bill passed through both Houses of Con- 
gress for raising and organizing a force, and get 
| that force on the road in time for the protection to 
which these American citizens are entitled ? 


| that the Indians have become very troublesome on 
ij these routes. * 

But that time has passed away. _ Lately the In- 
dians have committed greater depredations than 
ever. Even within the last twelve months they 
have been successful in killing a great many women 
| and children. The last Congress passed a law 


tlers and emigrants to that country, and thereby 
| inducing them to emigrate thither. And now I 
ask, is it not right and proper that they should af- 
| ford them protection? The gentleman from T'en- 
| nessee [Mr. Jones] says this resolution ought to 
| go to the Committee on Military Affairs. He says, 
let them consider the matter and report a bill. Let 
i me tell that gentleman that this regiment of troops 


purpose. The rifle regiment was, if I mistake not, 
raised especially for the Oregon service. But it 
was raised in the time of the Mexican war; and, 
-instead of sending them to Oregon, as was contem- 
plated, they were sent to Mexico, where they did 
| good service. When they returned from Mexico 

the President, in consideration of the fact that 
|| they had been diverted from the purpose for which 
j| they were raised, thoughtit right to extend to them 
the privilege of a discharge. They were discharged, 
but it was recruited again, and in recruiting it was 
|| held out as a special inducement, that they should 
|| be employed in the Oregon service. 1 think that 
was the understanding between the Government 
and those who were recruited. They were sent 
to Oregon, but before they had had time to render 
any service there they were ordered away. Now 
the service of that regiment belonged to Oregon, 
and to no other portion of the United States, I 
am aware that the President of the United States 


desire to infringe upon his privileges or his author- 
ity. Ido not ask the House to do that. ANI 
|| ask is, for the House to request him respectful 

to grant to the people of Oregon just what is their 
due; and to the people who are traveling to Oregon, 
i what they are entitled to, protection. Is it right, 
| Task, to have an extent of country two thousand 
| miles in length, running through the Indian coun- 
i try, running through the lands of some of the most 


| fierce and barbarous tribes of Indians upon the 
face of the earth, who will attack and cripple the 
|; cattle and teams, and then capture or kill the trav- 
1 
{| 


elers themselves—I say, is it right to have this 
whole extent of country entirely without protec- 
tion? The reasons are plain to my mind. 
time should be lost. This matter ought at once 


of Congress. 


Mr. LANE. 


Tt is simply a request. 


Mr. LANE. I hold in my hand a number of | 


if sembly of Oregon, upon this subject, which I” 


| to protect the emigrants who will go out the ensu- | 


Tt is | 


|| only very recently—within the last few years— | 


making donations and grants of lands to the set- į 


was raised by order of Congress for that especial | 


is Commander-in-Chief of the Army; and Ido not | 


No, 


to be settled—this resolution ought to be passed | 
z p 


j 
i 


I will, how- |! 


But I i 
| desire to explain why I want the troops disposed | 


of in the. manuer:.provided:for.;in«:-the -resolu- 
tion. es PAPER Wg 28 Sh 

Mr. DISNEY, “With the permission. of the 
gentleman from Oregon, I desire to explain what 
ts the precise effect of the resolution. -I -havejust 
read it, and it is merely an- inquiry of :the Presi~ 
dent, as to what steps have been taken.for the pro- 
tection of the emigrant; and if no steps have been 
taken, it requests him to make-that disposition of 
the rifle regiment. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. “But. there is a 


: ar h || Second clause in the resolution, which directs the 
ter before the Committee on Military Affairs and || 


President to cause a portion of this regiment:to be 
placed along the line. 

Several Mempers. ‘* Read the resolution.” 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CABELL, The gentleman from Oregon 
now will see that I was correct in saying that the 
latter clause of the resolution directs the President 
in this matter, 

Mr. LANE. That clause is predicated upon 
the supposition, that the troops will be ordered to 
Oregon. In that case, it requests the President to 
place a portion, as will be found necessary, upon 
the emigrant road, and a portion upon the:great 
road leading from Oregon to California. I desire 
to say to the House, that there can. be but two 
great roads leading to Oregon on which any dan- 
ger is to be apprehended—such is the shape of the 


| country; one road leads directly from St. Joseph, 


via Fort Hall, to the Dalles on the Columbia, and 
upon that road the Indians are the most warlike 
and ferocious in their habits, They are well armed 
and fierce. 

Mr. HEBARD. 
uestion ? 

Mr. LANE. Ibeg the gentleman’s pardon, but 
I have about so much to say, and I don’t like te 
be interrupted. 

Mr. HEBARD. I have but a word to say. 
The gentleman is aware, that by the Constitution, 
the President is made the commander-in-chief of 
the Army and disposer of our military forces. 
Now, I desire to ask’ the gentleman, whether he 
ever called upon the Presideit and requested him 
to make this disposition of the troops? 

Mr. LANE. It gives me great pleasure to an- 
swer the gentleman. I did call upon the President 
in person, and then I addressed him a letter; and 
if the House will allow me, I will read that letter. 
A copy of it was furnished to Senator Gwin, who 
read it in a speech upon the defences of California 
and Oregon the other day. It was published in 
the debates of the Senate, and I now have a copy 
of the Union in my draw containing it, 

(Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, here interposed, and presented as cor- 
rectly enrolled, 

A bill to carry into execution, in further part, 
the twelfth article of the treaty with Mexico, con- 
cluded at Guadalape Hidalgo; and 

An act for the relief of American citizens lately 
imprisoned and pardoned by the Queen of Spain.]} 

Mr. HOWARD. I wish to ask the gentleman 
one question. I wish to ask whether this regi- 
ment has not been ordered to the frontiers of New 
Mexico and Texas, as a mounted regiment, b 


I desire to ask the gentleman 
a 


| the Secretary of War, upon the ground that Jt 


was not adapted to service in Oregon—that in that 
country mounted troops were not as efficient as 
infantry? J desire also to know if the gentleman 
now wishes to change the plan of operations in the 
military department of the Government, and order, 
at great expense, a regiment to return to Oregon ? 

Mr. HEBARD, [desire to know what answer 
the President returned to the application of the 
gentleman from Oregon. I do not care about 
having the letter read. 

Mr. LANE. If gentlemen will permit me to 
have the letter read, I then will answer both the 
inquiries of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. 
Howanrp,] and the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. 
Heparp.] 

The letter was then read by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: 

Wasuineron Crry, December 12, 1851. 


i To his Excellency the President of the United States: 


Sır: A sense of duty prompts me to call your early at- 
tention to the peculiar condition of things in Oregon.» I 
have heena citizen of that Territory for nearly three years 3 


| have traveled the settled portion of itall over; had much 


to do with the Indians, and know them, perhaps, as welas 
any other man, and understand the wants of the American 
citizens there; and can say to you, that for'their protection 
and for the protection of others emigrating ae ‘that 
troops to be garrisoned on the great road from’ St Joseph 
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-via Port Hall tothe Dales of the Columbia, and also on the 
road. from. Oregon to California, are absolutely. indispensable 
for the protection of life and property. I know that I need 
but calf your attention to the condition of things there, and 
present the facts within my knowledge, to secure’ your aid 
-and prompt action in the premises. . The suffering this sea- 

. son for the want of troops to protect emigrants and others 
en route to Oregon, and from Oregon to California, has 
bèén terrible; and certainly this Govemment ought and 
will, i haveno doubt, afford protection to her citizens ina 

J country’s0. remote and exposed as-are all persons traveling 
either- on the emigrant road to Oregon or- on the road from 

- Oregon to California. There are but these two roads south 
of the Columbia on which troubles are to be apprehended. 
The'shape of the country, and its stupendous mountains, 

Jare insurmountable barriers to the location of roads of ìm- | 
portance. A garrison of two or three companies of horse— 
or infantry, if, a mounted force cannot be had—on each | 
of these roads—at the Grand Round, for instance, on the 
emigrant. or northern road, and in the Rogue River’ Valley, 
on the California, or southern road, should. be established. 
‘he moral influence that the establishment of these posts 
would produce upon the minds of the Indians would do much 
towards keeping peace with them, and afford the protection 
to American citizens that they are so justly entitled to. 

>» iit may be well here to mention, that the road trom Ore- 
gon to California forks in the Rogue River Valley; the main 
road passes south of the great Chaste Mountain to the source 
‘of the Sacramento, thence down that river to its great val- 
ley, and to Sacramento City; the north branen passes by | 
Klamath Lake to Fort Hall. A small party of emigrants | 
have gone that route this season and gotin safely. This | 
route was opened by Jesse Applegate, Scott and others, in 
the year 1846, for the purpose of affording to emigrants a | 
pass into the southern portion of Oregon; but such was the | 
suffering of the first emigrants on this route thatit has been 
but little traveled since, but will, [have no doubt, be much 
traveled if a garrison should be established in Rogue River 
Valley, as above suggested. 

T have been thus explicit, in order that you may under- 
stand the condition and wants of the country which I have ; 


the honor to represent, with the full belief that you will | 
take such steps as. may be necessary to gtve protection to 
the citizens there, and emigrants and others, traveling to 
and from Oregon. 
Herewith I enclose. two communications from Oregon for 
< your perusal, which-you will please return to me. One of 
the writers I am well acquainted with, (Mr. Applegate, one 
of the early settlers of Oregon.) He has done mueh to 
bring the country into requisition, by exploring, opening 
roads, &c., &c.; a sensible, reliable man. With Mr. Si- 
mons E have no acquaintance,but have no doubt of the 
truth of his narrative. 
With great respect, I am, sir, your obedient servant, . 
JOSEPH LANE. 
Mr. LANE resumed. I called upon the Presi- 
dent in person, and the House is aware that he is | 
of the opinion that the army is too small to afford | 
all the protection that is necessary for that coun- | 
try, and that he has recommended an increase of | 
the army. [called upon the Secretary of War 
recently relative to this matter, and asked him if 
any troops could be sent to that country to afford | 
protection to the emigrants bound to Oregon this 
season? I have received no definite answer from 
either of them. The President feels friendly dis- 
osed towards that country; and I have no doubt 
fie is anxious to do his duty, í make no charges 
atall But I charge that the rifle regiment has 
been diverted from the purpose for which it was i 
raised and organized. k ought not to have been 
ordered to Texas, if it has been done. 

I say to the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. How- 
axp,] that if an order has been issued from the 
Department here, ordering that regiment to Tex- 
as, it ought not to have been done. It was not! 
raised for Texan service, or for the protection of | 
the boundary between Mexico aie the United 
States; and I can say another thing to the genile- į 
man from Texas, that they there are not in the | 
exposed condition as are the people of Oregon, | 
and as are the people of the States on their way 
there; and I know that it is an easy matter in Tex- | 
as to raisea force in sufficient numbers to whip | 
all the Indians who may make any attempt upon 
their settlements. I know there is no State more | 


| 
i 
} 


gallant, ora people more ready to turn outon duty ! 
at a moment’s warning, than the people of Texas. | 
I know their ability to defend themselves, and that 
all they want is to know that their services are | 
-néeded, and they are ready to go out and de- i 


stroy the Indians. But how is it with Oregon? | 


In-that portion of Oregon, for which I ask |} 


protection, there is not any settlements within | 


Seven hundred miles. The population even in the || 


settled portion of Oregon is small; and can this 
House for a moment expect them to raise a force 
of five hundred or even three hundred men, and 
send them out with subsistance seven hundred 
miles from a settlement? Emigrants bound to | 
Oregon, when once within the settlements, are as | 


safe as they would be in Washington city. But | 


look at the district of country they are to pass 
over to get thert; and who isto give them pro- 


do it? "They could do it; but recollect that every 
man’s time there is worth five dollars a day to 
him. “Now, if you want toraise a force you must 
first say to the volunteer that you will give him 
five dollars aday, and find him horse, arms, and 
equipment: Andis that-Territory, with only 
three thousand. voters, able to do that, and can 
they extend to the country the protecuon which 
it ought to have? “Why induce people to go there? 
Since I have been here Í have received. thousands 
of letters making inquiries about. Oregon, and 
making known to me that- certain persons in the 
neighborhood of the writers were making prepa- 
rations to start for Oregon. “And every man who 
has made up his mind to go- there this year must 
leave the settlements soon, and be at St. Joseph, 
with everything necessary for oufit on the way, by 
the first of May next. Can we begin, at this late 
moment, to` authorize the raising of the force re- 

uired, arm it, and"get it ready in time to render 
them the necessary assistance? No, sir, we can- 
not; and if we fail to do it, what will be the result? 
Let me tell you, it will be the tomahawking, in 
the most cruel and barbarous manner, of the men, 
women, and children, and helpless families, who 
have been induced to go to Oregon, and that, too, 
after a regiment has been raised for the specific 
purpose of protecting them. Why should it be 
ordered to Texas? [ am not sure that such an 
order has been made. If it has been, I ask, in the 
name of the people who will be exposed to Indian 
depredations, that it be countermanded, and let 


ji the regiment go to Oregon, where it should go, 


and where it is the daty of the President to send 
it. If he fails to do it, I shall never cease to say 
that, in my judgment, he has failed to do his duty. 


from that country. The regiment arrived in 
Oregon at a time and under circumstances the 
most unfavorable. It was just at the time of 
the breaking out of the great gold excitement, 
and in the midst of that excitement many of the 
privates abandoned the service, disgraced them- 


ij Selves by forsaking their flag and going off in 


search of gold. But a portion of them did not 
desert, and a sufficient number were left to afford 
all the protection necessary for that country. They 
said, We have enlisted for this service, and will 
remain and serve out our time, get our discharge, 
and then become citizens of this country. While 
the regiment was in that condition, and able to 
render service to the country, and afford the pro- 
tection we needed, they were ordered from that 
country to this; and from what the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Howarn] now says, I suppose it is 
now ordered to Texas, and is upon the way thither. 
If so, it is all wrong. A portion of that regiment, 
contrary to justice, contrary to law, in my judg- 
ment—TI am no lawyer, butif I makea declaration 
which is not warranted, I wish sqme good lawyer 
to correct me—I say a portion of that regiment, 
raised for service in the Oregon Territory, before 
they were ordered out of it, were transferred from 
that regiment into the dragoon service, and ordered 
into California. That was, in my judgment, a 
violation of the contract between the Government 
and the soldier, and would, I have no doubt, have 
entitled him to his discharge, if he had taken the 
proper steps for that purpose in due time. Never- 
theless, the transfer for the time being was for- 
tunate for us, because it gave us their invaluable 
services a few weeks longer than we would have 
had them if they had gone off with the rifles. It 
happened to be just at the time the troubles broke 
out among the Rogue river Indians, when our 
people were being murdered by them, when they 
were thus transferred from the rifles to the dragoon 
service. The troops thus transferred consisted 
of two companies, one commanded by Captain 
Walker, the other by the gallant and lamented 
Stewart, who, after covering himself with unfading 
laurels in Mexico, unfortunately fell in that distant 
land, in defence of his exposed countrymen. The 
people of Oregon will ever cherish his memory, 
and I hope and believe they will, as they ought, 
erect a monument to perpetuate it. 

Those troops, the whole being under the com- 
mand of Major Kearny, moved in the direction 
of the Indian troubles; and it was my fortune, 
with a few gallant Oregonians, to fall in with them 
then, also including some brave volunteer Califor- 
nians, and witness and participate in the service 
which followed. But for those troops, who re- 


tection? Can the people of Oregon turn out and i 


mained only two weeks in the country, and at the 


I am sure it will be wrong to divert that regiment. 


seat of Indian’ troubles, the whole outside settle- 
ments would have been crushed... But they gave 
the Indians a severe flogging and a. severe chas- 
tisement, such a one as has kept them, up to the 
present time, in that quarter, apparently friendly, 
though they have killed a few whites since; but 
that is so frequent an occurrence that we hardly 
think of asking this Government: to avenge it. 
The killing of one or two men is no unusual thing 
there; but we take care of these comparatively 
small disturbances ourselves.. But when it is. evi- 
dent that there is a general hostility, as ‘there is 
now, it is the imperative duty of the Government 
to interpose and give us aid. 

Now, while I am speaking of that Indian war 
in which Captain Stewart fell, I would like to say 
to South Carolinians, of which State he was a na- 
tive, that he was an ornament to that gallant State; 
that he was the best officer of his age in the Amer- 
ican Army, and more familiar with the duties of 
an ‘officer than any young man in the Army. He 
had distinguished himself in every battle he was 
in in Mexico—and he was in nearly all of them— 
and fell fighting forthe people of Oregon. I learned, 
about the time of his death, that a portion of his 
salary was annually or quarterly devoted to the 
benefit of his mother, now, I learn, living in this 
District. I hope that some friend of that man will 
take care to propose that a pension be granted to 
that mother; a mother who bore ‘such a noble son 
is entitled, in my opinion, to the benefit of a pen- 
sion, 

But Iam wandering from the subject. Now, 
as to the resolution, if there is anything in it, any 
wording of it that is not just right, I am willing 
to change it. Ido not ask to direct the President 
of the United States. Heis the Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army of the United States, and I do 
not want to abridge his authority. I want to re- 
qugst him simply. If the word request is not in 
tH resolution, I want it inserted, want to draw 
the attention of the President to it, and request 
him, in the most respectful manner, to extend to 
the people of Oregon. Territory that protection 
which they are entitled to, and that he will send 
out that regiment to Oregon, which was raised by 
alaw of Congress for that service. Now, to un- 
dertake to raise a regiment, and get them on the 
ground in time to protect emigrants this year, is 
out of the question. No such thing can be done. 
If members of this House are willing to afford 
ue protecion, they must request the President, or 
the President must do it withont request, to send 
out some troops now in the field, and who are 
a ei in the service. 

f you let it go this year, there is no certainty 
of getting them the next; and when will we get 
that protection our citizens need and demand? I 
am satisfied myself, that the Army is sufficiently 
large for all purposes. Is there not more troops 
stationed along the Southern States than are 
needed there? Why are troops needed in the old 
States of the Union? Why not send them where 
they will be on duty, affording protection to the 
unsettled portions of our country? Or is it that 
Oregon is too far off, and nothing is cared for the 
people out there? I am satisfied that there are 
enough in the regular Army, properly distributed, 
to afford all the protection that Texas may need, 
without calling upon her gallant sons to turn out, 
and to defend themselves. That, however, they 
have been in the habit of doing ever since an 
American lived there. They are enough to afford 
protection to Texas, and also to emigrants en route 
for Oregon. Why not let the rifles come to Ore- 
gon—let the troops who-have enlisted for that ser- 
vice serve out their time there? Now, let me again 
ask that the resolution be amended so as to make 
the resolution read ‘ request” instead of * direct,” 
wherever it may occur. I trust the vote to recon-. 
sider will not prevail. ° 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, obtained the floor, 
but gave way to 

r. HEBARD. I wish to say that the inquiry 
I made of the gentl&man from Oregon, was not 
dictated by any unfriendly feelings towards the 
purposes of his resolution, but it was to sée what 
position we were placing ourselves in with refer- 
ence to the subject before us, and in relation to the 
President. The objection with me is not what tha 
gentleman himself supposes it to be. It is not be- 
cause itis not sufficiently indicative of a request, 
but because I regard a request here even as im. 


proper asa direction. Idid not pay much attention 


1852. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


. 


to the resolution when it was introduced and 
adopted in the first instance, from the confusion 
in the Hall. 
to it by the motion to reconsider the vote, it oc- 


curred to me that we were acting entirely in the 


dark. It is utterly improper, and I regard the 
making of a request of the President upon an im- 
portant matter like this as equivalent to a direc- 
tion. Task gentlemen. here how. we stand with 
reference to the President of the United States in 
making a request of him to do an important act 
when we ourselves know nothing about his ability 
to do that act or its propriety? There is the diffi- 
culty in the resolution. It is not that itis couched 
in disrespectful terms; it is not that it is a direction, 
but the objection with me is, that we are requesting 
the President to do that. öf which we ourselves 
have no information, of which we know nothing 


of the facts either as regards his ability or the pro- | 


priety of doing the action. It is with that view I 


ope the vote upon the adoption of the resolution ` 


will be reconsidered. If the gentleman has applied 
to the President to do this very thing, and he 
neglected to do it, the gentleman, without any 
information upon which to base our action, comes 
forward and requests him to do it. I want to 
know if it is not implying indirectly a censure 
upon the President? 
knows his duty he will dischargeit. If we know 
it better than he does, we must have facts upon 
which to base our action. I think we are acting 
improperly in requesting—in directing action upon 
the part of the President which he has declined to 


take himself—all the responsibility resting with | 


him, unless some better reason is furnished than 
has been suggested. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. My objection to 
the resolution does not grow out of the object at 
which the gentleman from Oregon seems to aim. 
I have no doubt that it is entirely proper that Qr- 
egon, and that the emigrants upon their way to 
Oregon, should be protected. It is not from any 
doubt of the correctness of the gentleman upon 
that point I oppose this resolution, but my oppo- 
sition grows out of a matter of principle. This 
House alone has nothing to do with posting the 
army. The two Houses of Congress have noth- 
ing to do with it. The Congress of the United 
States can raise and support an army, but the 
President of the United States is the Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army; and we have no authority 
upon the face of the earth—the two Houses of 
Congress have no authority—to give any direc- 


tion in respect to the posting of the army. That | 
is a matter which belongs exclusively to the Com- 


mander-in-Chief of the Army. Why, sir, even in 
time of war the Congress of the United States have 
no jurisdiction in respect to the Army except to 
raise and support it. 

Mr. LANE. I will state to my friend that the 
resolution does not direct the President, it only re- 
quests him. 


Mr. BAYLY. Ido not-think, so far as the 


question of principle is concerned, that that alters | 


the case. We make a request where we have no 
authority to act, and that request is addressed to 
one who has the authority, and who is responsi- 
ble. 
have been already presented, that we have not 1n- 
formation upon the subject, because my opposi- 
tion does not grow out of the matter of expediency 


nor propriety, but out of the question cf power. | 
I was about to say when I yielded to the gentle- |! 
man from Oregon, that even in time of war the |; 


authority of Congress over the Army is confined 
to the raising and subsisting of it. This was a 
matter carefully considered in the Convention 
which adopted our Constitution. Thepower was 
given to Congress to declare war, to raise and sup- 
port an army, but the power to wage war is given 
to the President of the United States as the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy. Con- 
gress may, if it believes after a war has been de- 
clared, that it is unnecessary and improperly pros- 
ecuted, withhold supplies, but it cannot take the 
command of the Army. The only way by which 
the Congress can control the President of the 


United States in “his command over the Army is į 
I agree entirely with 


by withholding supplies. : 
the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Hrsarp,] 
that in a case of this sort a request is equivalent to 
a direction. 1 
we have no right to make a request, as a question 


When my attention was again called | 


It is presumed that if he | 


I shall not comment upon the views which | 


Itisa matter in reference to which | 


| 
| 


_ that we have army enough if properly posted; but 


i this resolution is. It is to overrule, if not by the ! 
; action of the President, as Commander-in-Chief of 


‘posting of the Army. To say nothing of the | 
power to which the honorable gentleman from |} 
ji seems to me that between the Committee of Ways? 


: skirmishes. 
| We galloped into an Indian town and knocked į 
| down every Indian that could be seen, and then 

| went in a gallop to the next town, and after over- | 
i running that, we went to the next, and in that | 


. t 
: mounted troops, but that infantry was a better | 
Now, by a resolution of this j; 


i! species of force. 


i tion of it. 


i attempting to make a disposition of the Army, be , 
1 forced througn the House without investigation 


have no information: It is the duty of the Presi- 
dent- to protect the frontier, to protect our emi- | 
grants, to protect our distant settlers; and I have no | 
idea of this House interposing to relieve him from | 
any of his responsibility, by directing him in this 
matter, Well, sir, what will betheresult? Justas | 
certain as the sun will rise to-morrow, if you pass 

this resolution directing the rifle regiment to be 

posted as the gentleman from Oregon suggests, it | 
will be made the excuse for asking the addition of ! 
one or two regiments to our forces. This matter 
was gone over at the last session of Congress, and I 
agree with the gentleman from Oregon, whose abil- 
ity and experience has confirmed me in the truth 
of the opinion I expressed at the last Congress, 


it is not for this House to say where they shall be 
posted. 
the power. 

Mr. HOWARD. After the statement of the ! 
honorable Delegate from Oregon, [Mr. Lanx,] it | 
must be apparent to the House what the object of 


direction of the House, at least by its opinion, the | 


Army, or the Secretary of War, in relation to the | 


Virginia [Mr. Bayzy] has adverted to do this, in 
the absence of alf inquiry and information, it is at 


least a most extraordinary proceeding. Why have |} 


these troops been ordered, not from Oregon, but | 
California? The Secretary of War has told you ; 
that mounted troops are unnecessary in Oregon; 
that mounted troops cannot operate in Oregon and į 
California with as much facility as elsewhere; that 
they are not adapted to that service. 

Mr. LANE. 
allow me, I will put him right in relation to that | 
matter. No troops are fit for Indian service but 


mounted ones. What was the description of force |! 


with which Major Kearny operated? What was 
the kind of force commanded by Capt. Stuart when | 
he was killed? 1 was with thema short time after | 
the captain fell, and recollect of making a march 
of fifty miles in a day, and having in that several į 
Could men on foot Nave done that? 


manner they conquered in two weeks the most fe- 
rocious and warlike Indians in Oregon ‘Territory. | 
This was done by troops raised tor the Oregon 
service, and who had been transferred to the dra- 
goon service. I will say to the gentleman from 


‘fexas, that none but mounted troops can operate |j 


there. 
rison a post. 
Mexico, 
lop a whole day, as did the Texas troops, and on 
the next fight three or four Indian battles. 

Mr. HOWARD. Ido not pretend to set up į 
my knowledge of the character of the country in | 
Oregon to that of the Delegate of that Territory; 
but what 1 said was this, that the Commander-in 
Chief of the Army, and the Secretary of War | 
had decided that that country was not adapted to 


Infantry will not do there except to gar- | 


These troops did good service in | 


House we undertake to overrule that opinion and | 
to order hack to Oregon a regiment which has heen 
ordered from California to the frontier of Texas 
and New Mexico. Itstrikes me that this ought ! 


not to he done, and that it would be presumption | 


ia this House, without investigation, to overrule |: 


both the Presidentand the Secretary of War in rela- 


|| that, 


Congress have not the information, nor |} 


Mounted, as they were, they could gal- |: 
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| the eighth military division, and great expense has 
been incurred in their removal. You propose; upon 
| a simple resolution, to order their secohd-removal, 
thus incurring a double expense. If you:undertake: 
| you ought at least to do: what you failed:to 
| do at the last session of Congress, give the Quar- 
; termaster’s Department sufficient money. -where-~ 
with to operate upon the frontier in defence of the 

country. Bs 

It appears now, from the report of the Secretary. 
of War, that the Quartermaster’s Department: is 
destitute of funds and is in. debt, andit: also.- 
appears that he cannot protect the frontier, for. the 
very reason that he has no money in the Quar- 
termaster’s Department with which he can mount 
| and move troops, and with which he tan make a 
| disposition of any portion of the Army. It strikes 
me, it would be a far more useful inquiry to ask 
| of the Committee of Ways and Means, why the 
| have not, before this late day, reported the defi- 
ciency bill required by the estimates of the Secre- 

j tary of War, thus providing for the necessary 
wants of the Army. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do not wish to interrupt 
the gentleman, but these estimates were referred 
on the 13th of last month, : 
| Mr. HOWARD. If these estimates were. re-'- 
ferred in this House on the 13th of last month, it 


| and Means and the printing of the House, there 

has been a perfect stop-law to all the business, 
Mr. DUNHAM. That may be all true; butit 

cannot be expected for the Committee of Ways and 


ii Means to act upon the estimates sent to the 


; Speaker’s table, before they are printed and sent 
| to the committee. They will act upon them when 


: i! in their hands; and if the gentleman’ wants a 
If the gentleman from Texas will į 


remedy, he must find it there, and not in the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HOWARD. When the public interest 
demands immediate action and immediate appro- 
priation; when the whole frontier isin a state of 


I| warfare and bloodshed, it strikes me, the Com- . 


mittee of Ways and Means could act upon a mat- 
ter which embraces no more than six pages of 
| printed matter. They could act upon these esti- 
mates without their being printed at all. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to ask the 
| gentleman if they have authority to do that, when 
the House have ordered these estimates to be 
printed? 

Mr. HOWARD. At whose instance were they 
ordered to be printed? Was it at the instance of 
the Committee of Ways and Means? The motion 
proceeds from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
; or one of its members, and neither is it strictly 
true, because they are ordered to be printed that 
| they must remain forever in the hands of the 
printer, unless he chooses to execute the print- 
ing. 4, 
‘Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Howard] is laboring under an error, when 
he says that the deficiency estimates were referred 
| early in the last month. The-deficiency estimates, 


|; as far as his appropriation is concerned, were. pre- 
i sented to this House some time in January, but 


; they have not reached the Committee of Ways 
; and Means in full yet. I have the estimates that 
l have been printed and furnished to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, but the majority of the mem- 
| bers of that committee have not received them yet, 


|| The gentleman says we can act upon the manu- 


script communication that has been made to this 
| House. We do not get possession of the manu- 
script copy, and we have not the right to it. Itis 
ordered by the House to be taken to the printers— 
: it is taken there, and there it lies. 


tion to the disposition of the Army, or any por- 
Let an inquiry be instituted by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and let a proper 
investigation take place, before the Administration 


o not let a resolution introduced in this manner, | 


The idea of the Administration is to give so much 
nfantry as is necessary to Oregon and Califor- | 
nia, and to place upon the great prairies, the great į 
open plains, the mounted troops, because they can 
operate in no other place to advantage against the 
Indians. 
nection with this matter. By this time the regi- 
meat has arrived in Texas, which isunder the com- 


of power, and besides of expediency,-where we ; mand of General Smith, who is in command of 


s set right upon this point if it is in an error; but ii 
£ I il 


‘| Mr. HOUSTON. 


= (Mr. Howard] was allowed to discuss. this very 
There is another consideration in con- i: 


; Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I call the gentle- 
: man from Alabama [Mr. Hovston] to order. 
The question of printing has nothing to do with 
: the resolution before us. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [I think my friend from 
; Florida is getting a little excited. . 
Mr. CABELL. l insist upon my point of 
| order. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair must decide that 
i it is net in order to discuss the question of print- 


i ing. 


The gentleman from Texas 


subject. ‘ TA 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair is not inclined to 
| call either the gentleman from Texas (Mr. How- 
il arp] or the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hors- 


row} to.order, but the gentleman from 
Careri] rises to a question of order 

Mr. HOUSTON.: With the permission of the 
gentleman from ‘Texas, L will make a ‘statement 
of ‘facts: The estimates which concern “him di= 


Florida [Mr. | 


recily;-are not the only. estimates upon which the-; 


committee: have to forma bill. : Now, if it were | 


uue‘that half. a. dozen pages of printed matter’, 


were all, the .covemittee might take them. up, if | 


they had: possession of the printed Communica- | 


tion, $0.as-to act upon the subject; but the gentle- 
man forgets that there is a large deficiency-1n the 


Quartermaster’s Department—a large deficiency | 
in the Navy—a large deficiency inthe Department || 


of the Interior. -AH these things -have to consti- 
tute ‘one bill, and: we cannot venture to take up 
every item—— 

The. SPEAKER. -The Chair is compelled to 
call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. HOWARD. -I was stating, when I was 
interrupted, why this regiment could not be re- 
moved back again to Oregon, for the simple rea- 
son that there 1s no money in the Quaftermaster’s 
Department to defray the expenses. That, I in- 
sist, is pertinent to the resolution. Now the gen- 
tleman says that the Committee of Ways and 
Means have not had the estimates before the com- 


They have had the estimates of the de- 


ittee, 

Mieney bill for the Army, which were referred on 
the 13th- of the last month. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I rise to the same 
oint of order. ‘The remarks of the gentleman 
rom Texas have nothing to do with the question. 

Mr. HOWARD. That is a matter for the 
Speaker to decide. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not inclined to 
regard the gentleman from Texas as wandering 
enurely beyond the boundaries of this debate, in 
referring to the means of the Government for 
transferring these troops. The gentleman from 
Texas is in order. 

Mr. HOWARD. On the 13th of January, this 
matter was referred and ordered to be printed, and 
for about two weeks the printed estimate has been 
in my desk—how much longer in my box, I do 
not know. It seems to me, in a matter of so 
much importance—involving the security of the 
whole frontier—the efficiency of the whole Army 

sitself—that this is a late day for the deficiency bill, 
and not yet brought in, and which ought to’ have 
been passed long ere this. The necessary money 
to make the Army efficient should have been ap- 
propriate, as almost the first business of the 
ouse, because, whatever may be the fault in rela- 
tion. to the defences of the country, I undertake 
to say that it rests here. 1t does not rest withthe 
Administration, I feel bound in justice to the 
Administration to say, that at the last session of 
Congress they called repeatedly both for men and 
means to enable them to make the frontier de- 
fences efficient. By the course pursued at the last 
session of Congress in cutting down the estimates 
one half in the Quartermaster’s Department, and 
that, too, without any reason, and by the refusal 
or neglect of the House this session to this late 
day to supply that deficiency in any degree, the 
fault rests here; and the frontiers of the country 
are not protected in the manner in which they 
ought to be. I wish at the proper time to move 
to strike out. all the resolution from the word “ re- 
solved,” and to substitute in its place ‘that the 
Committee on Military Affairs be instructed to in- 
quire into it,” &e. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the motion is 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adapted. 

The SPEAKER. There isa motion now for 
reconsideration, 

Mr. ORR. Will that motion come u 
row, if not disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. It isa privileged question— į 
the motion to reconsider—which may be called up 


p to-mor- 


to-morrow, 

Mr. ORR.. I hope my friend from Indiana | 
[Mr. Gorman] will give way to a motion to ad- | 
journ. I make the motion that the Housedo now } 
adjourn, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
stand the condition of the 
House now adjourn. If the motion should come 
up to-morrow to reconsider, and it be carried, then 
I should think the resolution, having come in 
under a suspension of the rules, will go over until 
next Monday. ; 


I wish to under- 
question, should the 


opinion; that if the vote is reconsidered, the reso- 
-ution willbe before the House in order for con~ 
sideration.“ ie e 

Mr. CLINGMAN.~ It-is-only when a motion 
ismade,; and not acted upon, that it goes over to 
the next suspension day. This~has been acted 
upon. EE a Set 

On motion, it was oe 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files:of the House, the papers ‘of John Gordon for purposes 
of reference. : : 

Mr. GORMAN, T yielded to my friend to 
make the motion, upon the supposition that this 
matter would come up to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that, as 
a privileged question, it may be called up. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1] will call the at- 
tention of the Chair to the fact, that after the House 
has disposed of the privileged question, then the 
resolution, coming in under the suspension of the 
rules, must, I think, according to the practice of 
the House, go over to the next Monday—the sus- 
pension day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, in exam- 
ining the practice of the House, that the subject 
has come fairly before the House, and after being 
reconsidered by the House, it will be in order to 
vote upon the resolution. But the Chair states 
distinctly, that it reserves to itself the right of de- 
termining that matter when it comes up. 

Mr. JONES. The Chair will find upon exami- 
ation, that the practice of the House, at the last | 
session of Congress, whena similar question arose, 
was as I have already stated. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House, the papers of John Sloane, for the pur- | 
pose of reference to one of the Executive Departinents. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
for adjournment, and it was agreed to. 


The House adjourned till to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. BOWNE: The petition of James Cleveland, Jr., 
and others, a cominittee of the rope-makers of Kings coun- 
ty, in ne State of New York, praying for an alteration of 
the tariff. 

By Mr. HORSFORD: The petition of sundry citizens 
of Geueva, New York, praying for additional protection to 
the business of manulacturiug segars. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The memorial of A. A. Hibbard 
and others, citizens of the State of New York, remoustra- 
ting against an extension of ©, H. MeCormick’s patent for 
a reaping machine. 

By Mr. GOODRICH : The petition of Bancroft Fowler 
and others, of Stockbridge, Massachusetts, praying Con- 
gress to take such action as it may deem best in favor of 
stipulated arbitration as a substitute for war, as an arbiter 
of justice among nations. 

Also, the petition of Ezra Heath, in behalf of the heirs of 
Gilbert Dench, for the payment of the balance equitably due 
under a contract with the Governinent. 

By Mr. HENN: The petition of isaac G. Willson and 
35 others, citizens of Powesheik county, fowa, asking for 
a mail route from Fairfield, via Lancaster, Sigourney, and 
Indianapolis, to Montezuma. ` 

By Mr. GROW : The petition of citizens of Susquehan- 
na county, Pennsylvania, for a mail route from Friends- 
ville, in said county, to South Warren, in Bradford county. 

By Mr. CLINGMAN: The memorial of Captain Charles 
Wilkes, relative to the seareh for Sir John Franklin. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The memorial of the presidents and 
eashiers of the banks in Albany, New York, and 26 mem- 
bers of the Senate of the State of New York, asking Con- 
| gress to establish a Miatin the city of New York. 

By Mr. MLLLSON: The petition of William T. Hendren, 
clerk of the district court of the United States for the east- 
ern district of Virginia, praying a reasonable annual salary. 

By Mr. McDONALD: The petition of Christopher B. 
Sawyer and 17 others, citizens of Maine, for a light-house 
on the Nubble, at Cape Neddech. 

Also, the petition of G. N. Freeman and others, on same 
subject. 

Also, the petition of Captain E. 
same subject. 

By Mr. SWEETSER: The petition of Enoch Winan and 
others, citizens of Licking county, Obio, tor additional 
sompil ation for taking the census, under the act of May 

d, 1850. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of William Chandler 
and 43 other citizens of Clinton, Ohio; H. Van Houton 
and 126 others, of Morris county, New Jersey; Minn G. 
Moslin and 67 other citizens of Ohio, Kenneth Monthly 
Meeting of the religious Society of Friends, for the repeal of 
the fugitive slave law. i 

Also, the petition of William Miley and 80 other citizens | 
of Illinois, for observance of the Sabbath. | 

By Mr. RIDDLE : The memorial of 1,300 citizens of the | 
State of Delaware, praying for an appropriation to build a | 
custom house in the city of Wilmington. 

By Mr. BUELL: The petition of Sergeant William Pratt, 
for a pension. 

By Mr. BARRERE: Throeseveral petitions, numerously | 


H 
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Perkins and others, on | 
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; Public Lands. 


signed, by citizens of Clermont county, Ohio, praying for 
the establishment of an‘ Agricultaral Bureau. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of the Board of 
Trade, of Philadelphia, relative to a branch Mint in New 
York. $ e a i 

Also, of Mary FB. Lively, of Philadelphia, asking for a 
pension on account of services and sufferings of her husband 
in the service of the United States... ; 

Also, proceedings of the Agricultural So 
sylvania, recommending the establishment 
tural Bureau by the United States: 


ciety, of. Penn- 
of an Agticul- 
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PETITIONS. 


Mr. WADE presented a memorial of the assist- 
ant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
Clinton county, Ohio, praying additional compen- 
i sation; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. DOWNS presented the memorial of Wil- 
i liam R. Glover and James J. Wright, praying 
that the Postmaster General may be authorized to 
contract with them for the transportation of the 
mails between New Orleans and Vera Cruz, touch- 
ing at Tampico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BADGER presented seven memorials of 
assistant marshals tor taking the Seventh Census 
in North Carolina, praying additional compensa- 
tion; which were referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the memorial of John 
A. Dix and John A. Bolles, sureties of the late 
R. S. Dix, praying certain credits in the settle- 
ment of his accounts asa paymaster in the Army; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. i i 

Also, a petition of the President and Directors 
of the Mississippi and Atlantic Railroad Com- 
patty, praying the right of way and a donation of 
land; which was referred to the Committee on 


Also, the petition of John Mitchell, praying to 
be allowed back pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. , 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing the right of way and a donation of land for 
the construction of a railroad from Shawneetown 
to the Mississippi river, opposite to Saint Louis; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. l 

Also, the petition of Jeremiah Twarny, praying 
compensation for a coat lost while he was aiding 
in extinguishing the fire in the Capitol on the 24th 
December last; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented the petition of Wil- 
liam O’Brien, a lieutenant in the late war with 
| Mexico, praying three months’ extra pay and his 
| traveling expenses home; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of bank officers 
and others, of Albany, New York, praying the es- 
| tablishment of a Mint in the city of New York; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a memorial of 
"merchants, shippers, ship-owners, underwriters, 
and others, of Bath, Maine, praying that the act 
of March 3, 1847, for the reduction of the costs 
and expenses of proceedings in admiralty against 
ships and vessels may not be repealed; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHIELDS, Ihave been requested to pre- 
ary Ann W. Van 
the jurisdiction of 
low her an appeal 
l ourt for the District 
of Columbia, which I move to refer to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not like to interpose any 
objection to sending anything to the Committee on 
the Judiciary that properly belongs to jt.. Ido 
not say that this matter would not have originally 
| belonged to that committee, but it has been before 
| that committee, and I have once brought in a bill 
i in connection with it. As wellas l can recollect, 
her former memorial—and I have no doubt this 
is the same—was, that we should review a certain 
law, and make a retrospective law so as to allow 
j her to go to the Supreme Court of the United 
| States for a revision of her rights. That bil, 

which was presented, was considered and disposed 
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of bya large majority of this body, and { should 
therefore be reluctant to allow such a matter to go 
back to a committee which has already decided 
upon it; and I would inform my friend from THi- 
nois, that if it goes back again to that committee, 
it will share its former fate. He had better, there- 
fore, propose some other reference. 

Mr. SHIELDS. l have merely presented the 
memorial at the request of this respectable lady, 
and if the chairman of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary objects to its being sent to that committee, 
I resume the better way will be to Jet it lie on the 
table, 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator persist 
in his motion? 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would ask if there has been | 
an adverse report upon this subject? If there has, 
I will change my course. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps not directly an ad- 
verse report, because her application was reported | 
upon by a bill. That bill proposed to give her the 
right of appealing to the Supreme Court by a law 
which reached back to cases that had arisen with- | 
in a period of five years, cases which had been de- 
cided under the laws then existing; in other words, 
to give her the benefit of a law operating retro- 
spectively, when, in fact, no such law existed. 
We decided against that, and introduced a bill 
which should operate prospectively, giving to all 
persons a right to appeal to the Supreme Court 
from the decisions of the Circuit Court. 

The memorial was then laid on the table. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Chester Griswold, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen- j 
sions. l 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CLEMENS, from the Committee on Mili- 
itary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of the officers of the first regiment of Louisiana į 
volunteers, submitted an adverse report; which 
was read. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- | 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
acompany of sappers and miners, submitted a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill to repeal the act enti- 
tled ‘* An act for the organization of a company 
of sappers, miners, and pontoniers,” approved | 
May 15, 1846; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of documents rela- 
ting to the claim of John P. Duval, and that they be referred | 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of documents in re- 
Jation to the claim of the widow of Brevet Major J. P. J. 
O’Brien, and that they be referred to the Committee on | 
Pensions. | 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
Thomas Pember, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief, which was read, and passed 
to the second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed, 


REFUNDING REVENUE TO CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. PEARCE. I am instructed by the Com 
mittee on Finance, to which was referred Senate 
bill No. 44, entitled ‘A bill in addition to and 
amendatory of an act entitled ‘An act to provide 

` for the settlement of the accounts of the public off- 
cers, and others, who may have received moneys 
arising from military contributions, or otherwise, 
in Mexico,’ approved March 3d, 1849, to report 
the same back to the Senate, with an amendment, 
and ask that the bill and amendment be printed. 


| 
| 
| 


The PRESIDENT. The bill will be printed, f 
as a matter of course, and it is usual also to print l 


the amendments. l 

Mr. GWIN. In connection with this subject, | 
I wish to give notice to the Senate, that when this | 
bill comes up for consideration, in accordance | 
with a resolution of the Legislature of California, | 
I will move to make some important amendments | 
to it. During the last Congress I brought this | 
subject to the notice of the Senate, prepared a bill, | 
and had it referred to the Committee on Finance, | 
authorizing the payment of the moneys collected | 
from the people of California, in violation of law | 
and the principles upon which this Government is | 


based, of no taxation without representation, to the 
government of that State. At that time the Com- | 
mittee on Finance reported upon the bill, striking || 
out the whole of it, and authorizing the payment || 
to us of $300,000 instead of the millions of dollars | 
which had been paid. by us in violation of our | 
rights as citizens of the United States. Since the | 
adjournment of the last Congress, the Legislature 
of California has acted upon this subject, and 
passed resolutions in regard to it by a unanimous 
vote, which I presented to the Senate some time 
ago, and will now read. 

As this is a question of great importance to the 
people of that State, I will beg the indulgence of 
the Senate while I read the resolutions, which 
truly represent the unanimous voice of the people | 
of the State: ! 
Joint Resolutions relative to the Civil Fund of California. i 

Resolved by the Senate and Assembly, That. we. view | 
with feelings of surprise and regret, the action of Cougress | 
in refusing to refund to the State of California, moneys col- 
lected in her ports and from the honest industry of her citi- | 
zens previous to her admission into the Federal Union. ł 

Resolved, That we consider the fund heretofore known f 
as the Civil Fund of California, to be the property of this | 
State, and that any other appropriation of it by the General 
Government we hold to be unjust and ungenerous. Taxa- | 
tion without representation, is a principle always repudiated | 
by the American people. 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives be re- 
quested to continue all honorable exertions to procure from į 
Congress the recognition of our right to the moneys taken 
from us by the General Government, and an appropriation 
to that effect, and that we call upon our sister States to see 
that this act of justice is performed towards the youngest of |} 
the Republic. 

Resolved, That the Governor be requested to present to |} 
our Senators and Representatives, cach, a copy of the tore - 
going resolutions. JOHN BIGLER, i 

Speaker of the Assembly, || 
DAVIÐ C. BRODERICK, 
President of the Senate. 


i 
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APPROVED, May 1, 1851. 

JOHN McDOUGAL. | 

It is known to the Senate that I had these reso- | 
lutions referred to the Committee on Finance, of | 
which I am a member; and I moved, in commit- | 
tee, that a bill be reported accordingly. Iam sorry | 
to say that 1 stood solitary and alone in favor of | 
the introduction of such a bill; and I now give no- 
tice, that when the bill reported comes before the 
Senate, I will make an appeal to the representa- 
tives of the several States of the Union to interfere 
and render effective this act of justice to Califor- 
nia. , ; | 
In addition to this, there was another class of | 
meritorious claims which were referred to the same 
committee, designed to make some compensation || 
to those patriotic citizens who prevented a num- 
ber of American citizens from starving by furnish- 
ing them with support en route, and on their arrival 
in that country. This proposition was made by |! 
me, not alone in consequence of the suggestions of | 
my own mind, although it met my cordial appro- 
bation, but in accordance with Instructions from 
the Legislature of California. The resolution is 
this: 

Joint Resolution for the relief of Captain William Waldo, 
Charles N. Hall, and J. J. Petrie. 

Resolved, (the Assembly concurring.) ‘Phat our Senators 
in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives re- 
quested, to use their influeuce and efforts to obtain an ap- 
propriation from Congress for the relief of J. J. Petrie 3} 
also, for the relief of Captain William Waldo and Charles ; 
N. Hall, for money expended by them in affording relief to 
the destitute and suffering overland immigration, while 
acting under the direction of the Sacramento Relief Com- 
pany ; and that the Governor of this State be requested to |) 
forward this resolution to our Senators and Representatives | 
in Congress. JOHN BIGLER, | 

Speakerof the Assembly, 
DAVIÐ C. BRODERICK, ` 
President of the Senate, 


APPROVED, April 5, 1851. 
JOUN McDOUGAL. 


I also made an unsuccessful effort to have some 
appropriation made to pay these just and merito- | 
rious claims, but I was equally unsuccessful in 
that effort. And I give notice, that when this bill 
comes up, I shall introduce an amendment to carry |; 
into effect the object of that resolution of my State.y/ 

That the Senate may be apprised of the princi- | 
ple I am contending for, I will have printed with 
these remarks the bill relating to this subject as 
originally introduced by me: 

A Biil to authorize and direct the payment of certain mon- 
eys into the treasury of the State of California, which |i 
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were collected in the ports of said State as a reveme |) 
upon imports, since the ratification of the treaty of peace | 
between the United States and the Republie of Mexico, 
and prior to the admission of said State into the Union. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa~ 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
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‘speech will be found in the Appendix. 


bled, That itis hereby made the: duty: of the ‘President of. 
the United States. to cause to be-paid -into the treasury.o€ 
the State of California, all the moneys-collected in the ports 
now embraced withia the limits of said State, trom toe thi 
tieth day of May, ove thousand eight hmidred- and forty. © 
eight, to the day on which the collector appointed underthe’ 
act entitled “ An act to extend the revenue Jawe of the Unis, `. 
ted States over the territory and waters of Upper Calitor= 
nin, and to create a collection district ther#in,” ‘approved ` 
March three, eighteen hundred and forty-nine, entered apo. > 
the duties of his office: Provided, That such moneys soto.: 
be paid to the State of California, shall be exclusive of all 
sums properly expended under the directions of the military 

de facto governors, for the necessary expenses of collecting 
the same 3 and also all sums properly-and justly expended: : 
under the directions of said officers for the purpose of. car- 
trying on and sustaining the de facto government, which 
existed from the conclusion of peace between the United 
States and Mexico, until the present State government of 
California went into operation. 

Sec.2. And be it further enacted, Thatitis hereby made 
the duty of the President of the United States to cause to 
be paid into the treasury of the State of California, all 
moneys collected as a revenue upon imports in the ports 
now embraced within the limits of said State, from the day 
on which the collector appointed under the aet aforesaid, 
approved third March, eighteen hundred and forty-nine, en- 
tered upon the duties of his office, to the day on which the 
State of California was admitted into the Union: Provided, 
That all such moneys so directed to be paid over shall’ be 
exclusive of all amounts properly disbursed in collecting 
the same. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That itis hereby made 
the duty of the President of the United States to cause 
to be paid into the treasury of the State of California, all 
moneys collected in the ports now embraced within the 
limits of said State, as hospital and light dues, and whieh 
moneys were so collected prior to the day on which said: - 
State was admitted into the Union. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States ishereby authorized to provide and pre- 
scribe such regniations, vouchers, and other forms, as. in 
his judgment will be best calculated to carry out the fore- 
going provisions of this law. 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT. It is not in order to discuss 
this subject at the present time. 

Mr. PEARCE. I was about to say, that as the 
bill is not now under consideration, T did not con- 
sider it proper to reply to the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from California; but when it is before us for 
consideration I hope I shall be able to vindicate 
the course of the committee. 

Mr. GWIN. I will meet the Senator there. 


ENGROSSED BILL PASSED. 
The following engrossed bill was read a third. 
time and passed: ! EN 
An act supplementary to several acts of An- 
gress, providing for the better security of the lives 
of passengers on board of vessels propelled in 


= 
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| whole or in part by steam, and for other purposes, 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
to make land warrants assignable, and for other 
purposes; and, ; 
On motion by Mr. FELCH, it was 


Ordered, That they be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands. ; 


EXILED IRISH PATRIOTS. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution expressive of the sympathy of Con- 
gress for the exiled Irish patriots, Smith O’Brien 
and Thomas F. Mer gher and their associates. 

Mr. SEWARD, (who has the floor on this sub- 
ject.) My. President, I move the postponement 
of that resolution until to-morrow, and that it be 
the special order for that day, at one o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT. It is now a special order, 
and if postponed it will come up to-morrow at one 


| o’clock. 


Mr. SEWARD. Then I make the motion te 


! postpone until to morrow. 


The motion was agreed to. 


NON-INTERVENTION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Mr. Crarxe’s resolutions on the subject of non- 
intervention. The pending question is the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Cass to the amendment of 
Mr. SEWARD. 

Mr. CASS addressed the Senate at length on the 
subject. Heconsidered the subject in all its bear- 


! ings; he deprecated any demonstration of violence, 
j and maintained the right, justice, and propriety of 
| an open declaration of our opinion upon the sub- 


ject of violations of the law of nations. 


His 


Mr. CLEMENS. For the purpose of enabling: 


| the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Baperr}: 
| to conclude an unfinished speech, I move that the- 


further consideration of this subject. be postponed 


Feb. 10. 


until the day after to-morrow, and imade the special 
order for thatday. © p aan sate 
Mr. BADGER. L have no objection to: the 
motion.of. my friend from Alabama. to-.postpone 
this subjeéi till the day after to-morrow, but I ob- 
ject:most decidedly. to commencing my speech to- 
‘day when it isalmost three o’clock, 
Mir. CLEMENS. The Senator need not pro- 
ceed until to-morrow, : 3 
Mr. GWIN. Lhope the motion will be agreed 
to, as I.want toask the Senate to go into Execu- 
tive session on a` matter of some importance.. 
-~ The motion was agreed to. 


» EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On the motion of Mr. GWIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tusspay, February 10, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. , 
Prayer by the Rev. C. M. Burrer, Chaplain 
of the Senate. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
TROOPS ON THE OREGON ROUTES. 


The SPEAKER stated as the first business in 
order, the motion of the gentleman from New 


York, [Mr. Haven,] to reconsider the vote by ij 


which the House adopted, yesterday, a resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Oregon, (Mr. Lans,] 
in reference to routes to Oregon; and that upon 
that motion the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Gorman] was entitled to the floor. | 

On motion by Mr. HAVEN, leave was granted | 
to withdraw from the files of the House the pa- 
pers in the case of Peter Covil, for the purpose of 
reference to the Pension Department. 

Mr. KING, of New York. Idesire, with the | 

ermission of the gentleman from Indiana, to ask | 

eave to report back from the Judiciary Commit- | 
tee, Senate bill amendatory of the act entitled ‘An 
act to provide for holding the courts of the Uni- 
ted States in case of the sickness or other disa- 
bility of the judges of the district courts, ap- | 
proved July 29th, 1850. 

TH€ bill is a very short one, and may be dis- 
posed of ina few moments. There is a very ur- į 
gent necessity for its passage. 

Mr. GORMAN. What disposition does the 
gentleman propose to make of the bill ? 

Mr. KING. I desire to put it upon its passage. 
It will not take two minutes. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. I object to it. 

The resolution, the vote on the adoption of 
which, it is proposed to reconsider, is as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the House what, steps, if any, 


have been taken to insure the protection of emigrants en | 


route to Oregon, against the depredations of the Indians of 
that Territory; and in case no such steps have been taken 
for that purpose, that he be requested to cause the regi- 
ment of Mounted Rifles to be placed upon duty within the 
Territory of Oregon—the service tor which said troops 
Were created—and that he ca a portion of said regiment 
to be posted upon the main emigrant road from St. Joseph, 
on the Missouri, between Fort Hall and the Dalles of tie 
Columbia river, and the remainder thereof to be posted in 
the Rogue River Valley, on the road from Oregon to Cali- 
fornia, said troops being necessary for the protection of 
emigrants and others traveling said road. 


Mr. GORMAN. The subject now under the | 


consideration of the House is the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Oregon, [Mr. Lane,] 
in regard to the disposition of certain troops, for 


the protection of emigrants en route for that Ter- |! 


ritory. Ihave but a few observations which I 
desire to submit to the House, and I shall not ac- 
cupy the time allowed under the rule. Those re- 
marks { intend to address, as nearly as I can, to the 
subject-matter under consideration, without any 
further digression than may seem indispensable to 
my purpose, 

This resolution is introduced for the purpose of 
obtaining certain information from the President. | 
It also Suggests to the President, as I understand 
it, the propriety of placing upon the Oregon route 
the mounted rifles. The point to which | wish to 
direct the attention of the House is this: that un- 


ij 
i 


der the law creating that regiment, the mounted | 


rifles were raised for the Oregon service; they | 
were to be put upon that service, and for theiden- | 
tical purpose proposed to be accom 
gentleman from Oregon, in his 


The 


resolution. 


plished by the | 


Secretary of War, in his last.annual report, makes 
| the: following. allusion to the subject; he says, 
speaking of the force already sent out to. Oregon: 
“This force is.deemed entirely inadequate for the pro- 
tection of the inhabitants, particularly of Oregon. The 
Governor of that- Territory has represented this fact, and, 
-has‘urgéd an increase of the force stationed within it. The 
means now atthe dispbsal of the Department do not enabie 
itto comply with this demanà.” 5 : 

The Governor here alluded to, is the honorable 
gentleman now representing that Territory. The 
Secretary of War proceeds: 

“In my last annual report I recommended the. creation 
of a new regiment of mounted. men. ‘The withdrawal. of 
the regiment of mounted riflemen from the Pacific has, to 
some extent, diminished the necessity of creating an addi- 
tional regiment of that description of force, as that country 
is not peculiarly adapted tu cavalry, and its place may well 
be.supplied by infantry.” i 

Now, it is in reference to that recommendation, 
and to the subject-matter of the resolution, to which 
I would ask the attention of the House. The Sec- 
retary of War will excuse me if I differ from him 

j in relation to that recommendation, for no gentle- | 
man upon this floor has a higher regard for him, 


But the i 


the subject; in either end of the Capitol, who took 
any. other view: than that-this. mounted regiment 
was designed for the protection of emigrants to 
Oregon. -The President,or the Secretary of War 
under -his advice and counsel, has ordered the 
mounted riflemen. from-the Pacific-border, and left 
but few, if any, troops on that long and exposed 
Indian frontier, and these trqops are not mounted. 
This-force are troops that are stationed at certain 
| points along other routes,and this: route proposed 
to be protected by this mounted rifle regiment is 
now defenceless. : ; rey 

Mr. EVANS, (interrupting.) I wish to ask 
the gentleman if T am to understand him to say 
thet President Taylor, or President Fillmore, with- 
drew that mounted regiment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir, I do say so. 

Mr. EVANS. My impression is—and I was 
here at the time—that they were withdrawn by 
President Poll. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
was withdrawn 

Mr. LANE, (interrupting.) If the gentleman 
will allow me 1 will put this matter straight. I 


Well, the mounted regiment 


as a gentleman and a man, than J have. 
idea of a recommendation to this Congress to sub- 
stitute infantry for mounted troops upon the fron- 
tier service, is so anomalous in its character, and 
so much in conflict with all military experience, 
that it struck me at first blush as the most re- 
markable recommendation I ever heard. The idea 
of using infantry in preference to mounted troops 
on the exposed frontier, against Indians maraud- 
ing to and fro, committing depredations at one 
point to-day, and at another point forty miles dis- 
tant to-morrow, does seem to me to be a most re- 
markable recommendation. 

But, sir, what was the object of raising this rifle 
regiment? I say to the House, that the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. Lang] has stated it cor 
rectly. This rifle regiment had its origin in the 
recommendation of the President of the United | 
States to the Twenty-ninth Congress. That rec- | 
ommendation will be found in the Congressional 
Globe for the first Session of the Twenty-ninth 
Congress. The President said: 

“ For the protection of emigrants, while on their way to 
Oregon, against the attacks of the Indian tribes occupying 
the country*through which they pass, I recommend that a; 
suitable number of stockades and block-house forts be 
erected along the usual route between our frontier settle- 
ments on the Missouri and the Rocky Mountains; and that 
an adequate force of mounted riflemen be raised to guard and 
protect them on their journey.” 

That recommendation of the President of the 
United States, made at the commencement of the 
Twenty-ninth Congress, brought. the subject up 
for consideration before the Committee on Mili- | 


l 


page 726 of the same Congressional Globe, that the 
subject was debated, and that the very point made 


| 

| bate was, that these troops were to.be a guard for | 
|, emigrants going to Oregon. No member upon this | 
|| foor, who looks into the history of the law by | 
which this mounted regiment was created, can i 
come to any other conclusion—first, from the rec- | 
ommendation of the President; and secondly, from | 


l 
| 
H 
j 
if 

il 

i 
| 

i| ment was raised for that service, and for thatalone. 

Mr. Benton, in the Senate, madea speech on 
the subject—which will be found in the Congres- 
sional Globe—in which he took this same view; | 
and Mr. Gordon made a speech in this House, in | 
which he also took the same view. 
Mr. Gordon, in his speech, said: 


* Now, in the opinion of the President, it is necessary í 
: that, in this particniar service, there should bea partieniar 
force—a force of mounted riflemen; and that the ordinary | 
nfantry force of the country would not answer the purpose. 
What is the object of establishing these block-house forts 


|i and stockades, and organizing this force of mounted rifle 
i omen? 
ii Oregon, but to encourage their emigration thither. And 
ij unless we are prepared to abandon, not only the assertion 
ii ofour claims, but our claims themselves, to Oregon, and to 
: prgsent ourselves in opposition to the President, we are 
' bound to carry out his recommendation, and, as I think, to į 
| establish this force in that region of the country.” ' 
i oe 
| And again: | 
| “Now, for the purpose of protecting emigrants on their | 
way to Oregon, and ofencouraging their going there, I am | 
in favor of having one regiment of riflemen mounted, in i 
whole or in part, at the discretion of the President, fer this | 
peculiar service, between the Missouri and the Rocky 
_ Mountains, as well as for the purpose of keeping the In- | 
| dians in check, and preventing hostilities on their partagainst | 
| Our frontier settlers.” j 


1. There was not an individual who spoke upon | 


i 
i 


3i 


tary Affairs. It will be found, by reference to |! 


by every individual who participated in that de- || 


the debate upon the subject—than that the regi- |! 


:| not weigh much with me in compari 
jj of the man whom I know marks o 
It is not only to protect emigrants on their way to i 


i 
i 


| blinks and 


pledge my word, that the gentleman from Mary- 
land has got this thing wrong in his head. The 
regiment was ordered to Oregon in 1849, and ar- 


| rived there in the fall of that year; they remained 


there until the spring of 185], when they were 
ordered out of Oregon by the then Administration. 
That is the true history of this regiment. The 
gentlemen from Texas [Mr. Howarp] fell into a 
great mistake yesterday, when he said that the 
regiment had been ordered from California and not 
Oregon. ‘That regiment never was in California. 
Mr. EVANS. I did not say that it was, 
Mr.LANE. No; but the gentleman from Tex- 


| as did, 


Mr. GORMAN. I had supposed that it was 
done under the administration of President Tay- 
lor, but Ifcare not under whose administration it 
was done—whether under that, of President Polk, 


| Taylor, or of Mr. Fillmore. {do not, upon this 
| occasion, intend, by any means, to attack the ad- 


ministration either of President Taylor or of Mr. 
Fillmore. My object is to get at the point, whether 
the law originally passed did not intend the service 


j of the mounted riflemen, for this Oregon route. If 


so, I ask, has not the Government, in ordering 
that force from the Territory, gone in direct oppo- 
sition to the intention of the law? That is the 
oint. Itis the privilege, under the law, of the 
resident of the United States to order troops to 
whatever positions he pleases; but the idea of 
taking mounted men from the frontier of Oregon— 
a mountainous country, and that portion which is 
not mountainous being a large part of it prairie— 
the idea of following Indians who almost invaria- 
bly travel on horseback, with infantry, carrying 
their muskets, rifles, cartouche-boxes, and pro- 
visions, is certainly the most novel. recommenda- 
tion I ever heard in my life. I know of no man 
in this country—there is none in this broad land, 
Save, perhaps, one man, and thatis the gallant 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army—to whose 
opinion in reiation to the protection of the country 
and its frontier, 1 would pay more deference than 
to that of the gallant Representative of Oregon. 
He has given you a history of that country, and 
many details of the Indian depredations. 
Sir, a few commanders such as he is, would 
soon rid this country from Indian depredations 


|; upon that frontier. And when his opinions and ` 


recommendations come in conflict with those of 
| the Secretary of War—I care not how well the 
| Secretary may be posted up in the military affairs 
| of the United States—his recommendation would 
son with that 
ut his designs 


with judgment and skill, and executes them with 


a dexterity and promptness not surpassed, if 
j equaled, by auy other man who ever drew a 
i sword or stood before an enemy. I say, when I 
| come to. see the recommendation of that man, I 
| feel that I am safe to follow it—a man, of whom, 
i I can say to the country and the world, that in 
the hour of peril and danger, he sees at a glance 

_ the weak points of the enemy and his own force— 
i and avails himself of the advantage instantly. He 
an eye that never 


then goes into the contest with 

i a heart that never falters, combined 
| with a love of country and a patriotism that has 
| no superior in this broad land; when I come to 
: hear him recommend that a regiment of mounted 
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rifleman shall be stationed upon that frontier, be- 
“cause they are needed there; when I hear: him in 
behalf of the woman and children upon that fron- 
tier; when I hear him recount the dangers to the 
emigrant and the difficulties in getting to that 
country;—all these, in connection with his char- 
acter, not only as a military man and as a prompt 
executioner of his designs, but as a man who 
speaks with judgment and reason upon this ques- 
tion, I am well satisfied that the opinions and 


judgment of such a man ought to be deferred to, 
especially after he has traveled over that country, | 


and therefore can speak from personal observa- 
tion, 

The question is, whether the vote on the adop- 
tion of this resolution shall be reconsidered. ‘This 
resolution, as I understand it, is to request the 


President to order a portion of the rifle regiment to /! 


be posted upon the emigrant route, from St. Joseph, 


posted in the Rouge River Valley. 
Now, [ am not going to question the right of this 
House to direct the President in this matter. I 


am not going to contend that the President has not | 


the disposition of the troops. take it that this 
resolution will not interfere with the powers or the 
rights of the President, whatever they may be. I 
think it very clear, that if the resolution is adopted, 


the President will not consider it in the light of an | 


instruction or as an order. At least, heought not 
so to regard it; and if he does, it will not be in ac- 
cordance with the understanding. of this Fouse; 
not in accordance with the intentions of the mover 
of the resolution. 

While Lam upon the floor, I will say that I be- 
lieve we ought to raise another regiment. In the 
last Congress I voted against raising that regiment, 
but L have since seen the necessity of it. The 
present regiment was ordered to the frontier of 
Texas, and we must have a force in Texas. We 
must have a force in California and New Mexico, 
and that force must be a mounted one. I must, 
however, be allowed to differ, perhaps, with the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. Lane] in one thing. 
That force, in my opinion, should be a regular 
one. Volunteer forces invariably cost double the 
amount, and are not any more efficient than regu- 
lar troops. They may do very well in a charge, 
or in an attack, but J believe that economy will 

- dictate that we should have regular troops, and 
mounted too, upon the frontiers of California and 
Oregon. They have been ordered, as it is said, 
andas I know, to Texas; and thereas no doubt that 
the frontier of Texas needs their protection. “There 
is no doubt that their protection is needgd at Eagle 
Pass, and in the vicinity of Santa Fé. Corre- 


spondence, whieh 1 have lately received from one | 


ers 
MAb 


of the judges of tl 
are daily; 


quent depredations upon the prope 


Territory, states that murders 


antl persons | 


that the Indians are committing fre- | 


of the emigrants and travelers, aud upon passen- ; 


Various communica- 


gers from village to village. 


tions, which I have received from the vicinity of 


Eagle Pass, state that there have been frequen 
and violent depredations committed in the district 
represented by my honorable friend from Texas, 
[Mr.:Howarp.] They need protection. ‘he 


Government, however, have seen fit to withhold :: 
from the Oregon route the troops which were, 
That this regiment i! 


yaised for the Oregon service. 
was raised for that purpose, and for that alone, 
the petitions presented previous to th 

the law raisi 

the bill shows the fact, that it was raised 
purpose; and whether this ord their remova 
comes from the Com My K n ef of the Arn 


ve 
Ya 


the spirit of the i: 
But the objection uig 


d by gentemen to this 


3 
r, or fom whatever | 


e passage of | 
ng the regiment, show. The title of | 
for that : 


resolution is, that it is directory to the Presideat. ` 


Now, if it is read as I think it ought to be read, : 


it is not directory in its character. As I under- 
stand it, it simply requests the. President to cause 
this thing to be done. And if I am 
position, the resolution ought to pass. 


33 


yi 


If E am 


gbt in this i 


~ regiment. 


| Mexico and California—mail carriers and officers 
Missouri, between Fort Hall and the Dailes of the [| 
Columbia river; and the remaining portion to be ; 

i there is a disposition here to withdraw all the 


| retary of War, and as I understand his views ex- 
al 3 


i stipulations with Mexico. 


i 


H 


right in my assertion that this regiment was raised | 
for the purpose of serving in Oregon, and it has 
heen ordered to be removed to another part of the 
country, I say that the resolution ought to pass. 
If we had assurance, however, which could be re- 
lied on, that another regiment could be raised, I 
perhaps should not iusist on that regiment being 
directed to take its position upon the routes to 
Oregon. Another regiment, in my opinion, ought 
to be raised.. This bugbear which has been per- 
petualiy crying out against an increase of the 
Army, has hitherto prevented our raising another 
But we know that the frontier of Cali- 
fornia has been exposed to freqwent atiacks and 
depredations by the Indiana. Our frontiers have, 
during the last year, been left so much exposed, 
that I may say hundreds of men women and chil- 
dren—emigrants not only to Oregon, but to New 


H 


li 
li 
| 


of your Government, haye been robbed aud ! 
murdered; and yet, in the face of all these facts, į 


troops from the whole Pacific frontier. How is | 
this whole frontier to be protected against the dep- | 
redations of the Indians since the withdrawal of | 
ul the troops from that frontier, exposed as it is | 
for three thousand miles? Why, the idea that, in 
a Government like ours, the Seeretary of War || 
should recommend to Congress to dispense with 
the cavalry of the country and to substitute infan 
try, with a large and almost boundless extent of 
frontier such as we have, is so anomalous in its 
character, that it needs only to be stated to be 
seen. 

Mr. HAVE I desire to make but a sug- 
gestion, and it is for the purpose of calling the 
attention of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] to the fact, that he seems to be doing some 
injustice 10 the recommendation of the Secretary 
of War. Now, as | read the report of the Sec- 


pressed in his report made to the President at the 
commencement of the present session, he entertains 
the same views precisely as have been expressed 
by the honorable gentleman [Mr. Lanz} who in- 
troduced the resolution, in reference to the service 
of this mounted regiment, and also the same views 
which the honorable gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Gormay] entertains. In fact, he says the regi- 
ment of mounted rifles is necessay for the purpose : 
of protecting our frontier, and keeping our treaty 
He insists that this! 
kind of troops are the only efficient force for pre- 

venting these Indian incursions. But in looking 
over ihe whole field, he seems to regard the fron- 
tier of ‘Texas as in more immediate danger than į 
either Oregon or California. If my friend from 
Indiana will allow me, I wil) read a brief extract 


Mr. HAVEN 
to this single point. 


Mr. GORMA 


N. Lonly desire to read in regard ' 


The gentemen will find that .: 
the Comrmander-in-Chief, General Seot, and the 
Secretary of War, differ upon this subject. 

Mr. HAVEN. {am speaking now 
ence to the harmony of views entertamed by the : 
Secretary of War, by the gallant and honorable i` 
gentleman from Oregon, and vy the gendeman : 
who now occupies the floor from In il 
Gormay.} 

The Secretary says: 

« As infantry is of but litte use ir 
sists principally in pursuiag smal 
mounted, } reco: ended it 
alditioual monn 
ence ta this ser 
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Servic 
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n other quarte 


Then, again, he says: 
“The Indians in Califoynia and Oregori having aiways | 
? been of an unwarlike character, and disposed to cultivate + 


: Major General Hit 


; dred and thirty-six men. 


| some extent, diminisned the necessity of creating an a 


| this 


; come to the conclusion to which he alludes? 


: dith 


| (Gen. Scot, j i i 
i additional regiment of cavalry, but also an inerease in the 


the good will of tie whites, it was thought that the’services 
ot the regiment of mounted riflemen ‘might be dispensed 
with on the Pacifie. Jt was therefore ordered. to Texas. 
Brevet Major General Smiti, its commander, was (pul in 
Command of the dighth military department, and Brevet 
cheock was ordered to succeed. hiny in 
the command of the Pacific division.” Si A 


Again, he says: 

“tt would not be safe, however, to. rely-on any pacifie 
policy, however wise and just, for the protection of eur 
fellow-citizens in that remote region. Since the with- 


al or the regiment of mounted riflemen, the military 
force on the Parite is extremely smal}, By the returns of 
the Adjntaut General, appended to the report of the Gem 
ral in Chief, it appears that the entire force stationed on 
hie Pacitic aiounted, at the last rewrn, to ouly seven hun- 
This force is deemed entirely in- 
adequate for the protection of the inhabitants, particuiauly 
of Oregon. The Governor of that Territory has represented 
this and has urged an inereease of the force stationed 
within it. The means pow at the disposal.of the, Depart 


i ment do not enable it to comply with this demand: ” 


Now, whatever may have been his reasons for 
sending this regiment from Oregon, he takes pre- 
isely the same views of the matter as the gentle? 
man trom Indiana and the gentleman from Oregon. - 
But he says that there is no very eminent dangers 
to he apprehended from the Indians in Oregon. 
From the habits and condition of those Indians, 
they are not warlike in their character, and itis 
not necessary to have these mounted riflemen to 


pursue these small parties, to ride them down, as ” 


the gentleman says. Or it is not as necessary to 
have them there as it is upon the frontier of Texas. 
l do not desire to detain the House, I only make 
this suggestien, that there is a harmony of views 


| in reference to this subject, between the gentleman 


from Indiana and the gentleman from Oregon and , 
TA n r 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. GORMAN. The clause to which the gen- 
tleman has referred, is to be found in the report of 
the Secretary of War. After repeating what he 
had said to the last Congress, he goes of to say: 

“In my last annual report f recommended the creation 
of anew regiment of mounted men. The withdrawal of. 
the regiment of mounted riflemen from the Pacific hag te 


di- 
tional regiment of that description of force, as that country is 


| not peculiarly adapted to cavalry, and its place may well be 


supplicd by infantry. 


2 Nevertheless, by the report of the 
Geuneral-in-Chief, it w 


in i be seen that he considers not only 
additional regiment of cavalry, but also an increase in 
the rank and file of the infantry and artillery as indispensa+ 
Diy n wry. While I feel some itesitation in urging upon 
Congress any addition to the force on the frontier, where the 
Support OF troops is attended with such enormous expense, 
[ cannot but acknowledge the force of his remarks and the 
weight that is due to his recommendation. I hope, there- 
fore, that the matter will be submitted to Congress.” : 

Does he understand the Secretary. of Warto 
if 
so, he is mistaken. The Secretary of War is re- 
capitulating what he has said before. 

Follow. the Secretary of War. He says: 

“ fn my last annual report I recommended the creation 
of anew regiment of mounted men. ‘The withdrawal of 
ihe regment of mounted riflemen from the Pacific has, to 
some extent, diminished the necessity of creating an addi- 
tional regiment of that deseription of furce, as that country 


i is not peculiarly adapted to cavalry, and its place may well 


be supplied by iantry.’? 

And he goes on to say, and you-will see that he 
s from the Coramander-in-Chief: 
Neverthe! ny the report of the General-in-Chief, 
viil be seen that he considers not only this 


tuk and fite of the infantry and artillery, as indispensably 


miendation, d hope, tuere- 
submited to Congress.?? 

Thus it will he seen that General Scott wishes 

her cavalry regiment, and the Secretary of 

s the matier Will be submitted to Gane 

eral Scott, and says 


differs from Gen 
be used there, and that cavalry 
‘for that ser And why? He has 
hare his opinions by withdrawing. 
the mou s; and in doing so, he has perpe- 
trated an act which 1 regard to be in violation ‘or 
the spirit of the law, as clearly indicated in’ the 
title of the law. Jt is the point to.whieh Dam 
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directing the attention of the House,:that the with- 
@rawal of those troops from Oregon 1s. wrong. 
"The remark has force as made by the gentleman 
from’ Oregon, in reference to the settlements in 
Texas, that Texas is better capable of taking caré 
of. themselves. than those upon the frontiers of 
Oregon and California. The frontiers of Texas 
have never been incapable of defending themselves. 
They need. this-force, however, to avoid the ne- 
cessity of defending themselves. It is the duty of 
the Government to defend them. The people of 
Texas are quite as warlike—if I may be allowed 
the expression—as the Indians themselves; and 
they make better Indian fighters. than are the In- 
dians themselves. One Texan regiment can whip 
two or three: Indian, regiments. 1 heard a distin- 
guished gentleman from ‘Texas, a few days since, 
say they could outrun them, whip them, and fight 
them two toone at any time and under any cir- 
cumstances. If the President of the United States 
had’ ‘taken into consideration the population of 
"Texas, their character, their ability, and willing 
disposition to defend themselves, he would have 
found an additional reason for keeping that regi- 
ment where the Congress of the United States 
intended it to be kept. I insist that the act of the 
Secretary of War in withdrawing those troops |! 
is in violation of the spirit of the law, and in dero- |; 
gation of the intention of Congress; and it is a 
violation , too, of the principles of humanity. The 
cause of humanity demands that these troops ji 
should be kept upon the route of the emigrants to 
Oregon. You have thousunds and thousands of 
people going over the plains this year. Thou- 
sands passed over them last year; and the papers 
of the whole country are fall of accounts of In- 
dian depredations, murders, and robberies of ever 
character and kind. But, sir, in the face of all 
that, in the face of the preamble of the law, and 
in the face of the intention of this Flouse, the Sec- 
retary of War has seen proper to withdraw those 
troops from the point where it was intended that 
they should be stationed, 

Mr. HAVEN. There is no preamble to the 
aw. 

Mr. GORMAN. When I used the word pre- 
amble, I intended the word title. I did notintend 
to elaborate this matter by any means. I wished 
only to speak upon a point which struck me as 
being important, and having investigated that, I 
only intended'to say to the House, that the prop- 
osition of the Secretary of Wain recommending 
infantry upon the frontier instead of cavalry, is so 
anomalous—with all due respect to that highly 


tion to the resolution. 1 stated on yesterday that 
I was anxious to have it so modified. 

Mr. BROOKS. -hope that at the proper time 
the gentleman will have an opportunity to amend 
the resolution: - Lest it may not be modified, 
however, to satisfy me hereafter, I must take the 
resolution as it stands now, comment upon it as 
I find it once passed by the House, express my 
objections to it, and, after that, I intend to ani- 
mad vert upon some of the observations and princi- 

Jes laid down by the honorable gentleman from 
ndiana, [Mr. Gorman.] i ; 

The resolution, as it stands, Mr. Chairman, 
would take from the President of the United 
States, who is, by the Constitution, the Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, and in- 
vest the House of Representatives alone with that 
high authority. We should have, not one con- 
| stitutional Commander-in-Chief, but two hundred 
and thirty-odd Commanders-in-Chief, all honor- 
able members of the House, by no action of Con- 
| gress, be it remembered, but by the sole action of 
| this House, assuming powers against the Constitu- 
| tion, and without even the coöperation of the Sen- 
iate. The singular spectacle would be presented 
of the House alone undertaking the direction of 
the Army, in defiance of two of the coérdinate 
branches of the Government, whose legislative 
authority, separately and distinctly, is quite equal 
to any which the House has or can exercise under 
the Constitution of the United States. Nay, the 
resolution of the honorable gentleman from Oregon 
is not only thus utterly objectionable in principle, 
but, if possible, yet more objectionable in its de- 
tails,—for he asks the House not only to take 
from the President the general direction of the 
army, but to go into details, and to station a por- 
| tion of that army at three several and distinct 
i points, between the old western frontier and the 
frontier of Oregon, all of which he specifically 
names in his resolution. I am quite convinced, 
then, that when the honorable gentleman from 
| Oregon further reflects upon the tendencies of his 
į resolution, upon its high assumption of authority, 

upon its utter impropriety, upon its subversion of 
the great principle which guided our constitutional 
fathers in their careful division of powers among 
the three branches of the Government, and upon 
its utter powerléssness, too, if he should persist in 
calling upon the House to pass it, and could ob- 


| tain sufficient votes, he will not press the resolu- 


tion to a vote, but will withdraw it, or suffer it to 
be laid upon the table. True, it may be in the 
power of this House to resolve, that it will have 


honorable gentleman: for whom I have great.re- 
gard—that | could not refrain from making the 
remarks which I have made. 

Mr. BROOKS. [ did not intend to make any 
remarks upon this resolution, because I did not 
suppose, that after the discussion on yesterday, 
that it would be pressed to a vote, but would be 
materially modified or utterly withdrawn by its 
mover. I see, however, by the argument of the 
honorable gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Gor- 
mav,] who has just taken his seat, that it is prob- 
ably his intention, and as [ apprehend, the inten- 
tion of others also, to force us to a vote upon this 
resolution just as it is; and therefore it becomes 
necessary to reply to his remarks, and to urge the 
reasons why such a resolution should not pass at 
all, but be reconsidered at once, and then voted 
down. 

In the first place, this resolution contemplates 
taking from the Executive power of the country 
the control of the Army of the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
me, [ will say I have no such intention. I have 
no objection to vote to so amend the resolution as 


to preclude the idea the gentleman seems disposed || 


to defend. 

Mr. BROOKS. Iam happy to hear it, but I 
must take the resolution as it stands until it is 
modified by the mover. It does not propose to take | 
it in legitimate form, but 

Mr. LANE, (interposing.) I should like to 
have the unanimous consent of the House, to 
amend the resolution at this stage—though I do 
not know as it is competent to do so, upon the 
motion to reconsider, the vote by which it was | 
passed—by inserting the term request in its proper 
place, in connection with the other terms in the 
resolution, so that the whole resolution shall be | 
merely a request, and not a command. If that 


If the gentleman will allow |i 


“numerous and powerful tribes of savages. 


the sole control of the sword of the country, but 
it is a resolve against and in despite of, the Consti- 
| tution, altogether beyond its legitimate authority, 
and a resolve which it can never maintain, and 
| which, therefore, no member should ever try to 
pass. The House of Representatives has no sole 
| authority whatsoever over the Army. Congress 
may, in concert with the Executive branch of the 
; Government, create an army, and the hold the 
House has over. it, is over the supplies, over the 
public purse. The disposition of the Army, when 
legislation has done with it, is altogether in the 
Executive, under the limitation of the Constitu- 
tion. Congress holds the purse, the Executive 
| has the sword. The powers of the two are com- 
| plete and distinct in their respective constitutional 
į spheres, and this is the only case, I will ven- 
| ture to say, in which the House has ever before 
Í attempted, by q resolution confined to its own 
| body, not only to dispose of the Army, but to fix 
| its stations or encampments in particuliar spots. I 
‘will not, however, press that point further, be- 
| cause the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Lane] has 
| manifested a proper disposition at least to mod- 
ify the resolution, in which the gentleman from 
: Indiana (Mr. Gorman] concurs. 

The point I now propose to discuss briefly, is 
; the necessity of the changes which have taken 


i place in the Army of the United States, by the 


i authority of the Executive of the United States. 
| The great and original difficulty lies in the Army 
being too small for the protection of this now vastly- 
extended country, with, if I may be allowed so to 
speak, its inner and its outer frontiers—its frontier 
on the Atlantic and Pacific, on Canada, the Prov- 
inces, in Mexico; and its inner frontier, embracing 
An 
Army which was once, perhaps, sufficiently large 
for guarding the coasts of the United States and 


could be done, certainly there could be no objec- į 


| Canada, is now utterly inadequate for the protec- 


i 


tion of the extended frontiers of the United States, 
when they have gone beyorid the Rocky Moun- 
ains, embraced tribes of savages, Whose names even 
are yet scarcely known tous; and occupied the ex- 
tensive coasts of Oregon and: California. We 
have doubled our country, quadrupled the difficult 
and dangerous duties of the Army, but yet the 
Army remains as it was, and by: some itis ex- 
pected to be omnipresent, betause ‘hitherto. it has 
been omnipotent almost everywhere: © >), 

A still greater difficulty, however, arises-from 
the action of the House of Representatives of the 
United States during the last session of Congress. 
The Executive, through the Secretary of War, 
submitted his estimates to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and the action of the House was such 
as to curtail those estimates one half. ‘Those esti- 
mates were cut down over $2,000,000 by the 
Louse, and whatever disorder and trouble there 
has been in California, in Oregon, or in Texas, or 
elsewhere, the Executive is not responsible for it, 
for it is the Congress of the United States that has 
deprived the President of the power to properly 
garrison the different sections of this vast and 
widely-extended frontier. It was impossible for 
the Executive of the United States to dothe justice 
to Oregon or to California that the gentleman from 

Oregon now demands, because the House of Rep- 
resentatives deprived him of the means, and even 
intimated to him, that it was unnecessary to garrison 
Oregon and California at all. If the honorable 
gentleman will reger to the discussion upon. the 
‘Army estimates, in the House of Representatives 
last year, it will be found that the great argument 
for the curtailment of the estimates from $4,000,000 
to $2,000,000, was, that Oregon and California 
needed no soldiers; that the people there were fully 
capable of protecting themselves, and that the In- 
dians of Oregon and California were not of a war- 
like character. The further argument was, that the 
expense of maintaining troops there was so enor- 
mous, and se much beyond that of supporting them 
upon the Atlantic States, and on the old western 
frontier, that it was the duty of the Executive to 
withdraw the troops which had been stationed in 
Oregon and California, and restore them to the fron- 
tier of Texas, or transport them to the Atlantic bor- 
ders. Upon these arguments the House of Repre- 
sentatives justified itself in curtailing the estimates 
of the Executive from $4,000,000 to $2,000,000; 
and this was the only good reason gentlemen had 
for doing what they did altogether in the dark. 
This was the argument made upon different sides 
of the House. In one quarter it was made by 
gentlemen opposed to all armies whatever—by 
peace men. In other quarters, without reference 
to parties, it was justified upon the ground thatit 
cost so much for the Quartermaster’s department 
in Oregon and California, that the Army should 
not, and must not be kept there. The expenses 
of provision, afid of supporting and maintaining 
troops there was so great, we were told, that they 
consideredsit the duty of the Executive to remove 
the great body of the military from that distant 
and expensive frontier to the old frontier of the 
country, or, at least, to take them to the Atlantic 
coast. The House acted upon these plausible 
arguments, and.the Congressional Globe willshow 
that the spirit of that argument prevailed through 
all thediscussion. The House having done all this, 
and taken the responsibility, now let not honor- 
able members shirk off that responsibility upon 
the Executive, but share it; for he not only fol- 
lowed their advice, but they compelled him to fol- 
low it by crippling him of all power or means to 
disobey it. , 

_The gentleman from Indiana in the course of 
his remarks, bestowed a brilliant eulogium upon 
the military services of the honorable Delegate 
from Oregon, [Mr. Lang,] leaving an inference, 
as it seemed to me, that when he spoke on mili- 
tary matters, all others should obey. I would 
not, if I could, rob him of one of his well-deserved 
military laurels. Indeed I heartily concur in most 
of the remarks of the honorable gentleman. But 
the gentleman from Oregon, I apprehend, gal- 
Jant as he is, would find himself entirely unable to 
do more than the Executive or the Secretary of 
War has done, if Congress did not vest him with 
the necessary means to provide for garrisoning his 
own Territory and the State of California. Sure 
Tam, if the honorable Delegate from Oregon, in- 
stead of being only a Delegate, had been actual 


Commander-in-Chief, he could do nothing more 
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than has been done, if Congress had blindly cut 
down his quartermaster’s estimates $2,000,000 
at a swoop. If there be any. doubt of this, 
let the honorable gentleman from Indiana give 
vitality to his eulogies, and bring to bear the 
power of his party to place the Delegate from Ore- 
gon in the position of the Executive of the United 
States; and if he is placed in that. condition, I | 
venture to say, without the power of the purse, 
without supplies on the part of this House, he 
could do no more than the present Executive has 
done for the protection of Oregon and California. 

There is another argument of the gentleman 
from Indiana on which | wish to have a word or 
two, and that is, this rifle regiment was created 
for the especial benefit of Oregon. I have no 
doubt in the early intention of the creation of that 
regiment it was designed for Oregon, or the fron- 
tier of Oregon, but I have yet to learn that any 
regiment of this country, any portion of the Army 
of the United States, however it may have been 
dedicated in its original creation, belongs to Ore- 
gon, or California, or Texas, or to Maine, Loui- 
siana, or Pennsylvania, or to any people but the 
people of the United States. It is a new doctrine, 
now for the first time introduced here, that a regi- 
ment created at the start for a particular purpose, 
especially when, as in this case, the House de- 
prived the Executive of the power to carry out | 
the original purpose, that such regiment is dedi- 
cated forever to a particular Territory or State, 
and cannot be taken wheresoever and whither- 
soever it may be the duty of the Executive to 
take it. The Army belongs to the whole United 
States, and wherever its services are most wanted, 
it must be stationed, and of all that the Executive 
power is the proper judge. 

Now, in the great body of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Oregon, which go to show the 
necessity of protecting Oregon and California, 
and the emigrants on their way there, I heartily | 
concur. I have a great respect for his military 
experience, and am willing to be guided by it, 
whenever he will provide the men, money, and 
means. Oregon must be defended. The route 
from Missouri or Iowa must be made free, easy, 
and safe. Nobody will go further with nim than 
I will on all these points. But he has not taken 
the wise and proper steps to carry out the purpose 
of his remarks. He should go before the Military 
Committee of this House; he should lay his com- 
poe before the Committee of Ways and Means; | 
he should then address the House, and enforce | 
upon them the necessity of increasing the Army | 
and increasing its expenditures, to maintain the | 
Army at the costly points where he desires to sta- 
tion it. He should enforce upon Congress the 
necessity of providing better for the transportation 
of the subsistence for the troops. After he has 
convinced the committees of the House, he should 
then come before the House with his arguments 
that he submitted yesterday upon the passage of 
this resolution, and if the House respected them 
as Ido, he could then at that more appropriate 
time carry all before him. Hercules in the White || 
Fouse cannot help him. The only useful Hereu- || 
Jes is in these members here. 

I forbear, Mr, Speaker, now from any further 
remarks upon the original resolution—not be- 
cause I do not object to it in any and every form, 
except as it is to go to a committee, or is limited 
to an inquiry. Lobject to it for the reasons I have 
stated, but whenever the gentleman will give it: 
the proper fona and proper direction—the legiti- | 
mate and usual direction—he shall have my 
hearty concurrence in bringing about all he de- 
sires. 

Mr. CARTTER. Ido not propose to trouble 
the House for the few minutes I shall occupy 
their time, with a discussion of the propriety of | 
transferring a regiment of mounted riflemen from | 
one frontier of the Republic to another. I take i 
for granted, that so far as that branch of the ser- | 
vice is concerned, no gentleman upon this floor | 
can be better enlightened upon the subject than the | 
honorable mover of this resolution, ie position 
to the western territories, his military experience 
in connection with the service, constitute, for all 
purposes, in my judgment, the law of my conelu- 
sion upon that subject. I propose to trouble the 
House with a protest simply against the extraor- 
dinary doctrine promulged by the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty,] on yes- 
terday, and reéchoed by the honorable member 
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H another frontier. 


| we will make a defence subject to law, 
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buta few days since that this House had under 
consideration the Mexican indemnity bill. If 1 
recollect right, the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia then rose in his place and solemnly protested 
against the interference of this body in the dispo- 
sition of the money that it should appropriate for 
the liquidation of the debt under that treaty, and 
assumed then, that the expenditure was the sub- 
ject solely of Executive discretion. The same 
gentleman, upon this bill, pursuing the same line 
of argument, assumes, and gravely urges, thatthe 
disposition of the Army is the subject solely of 
Executive direction and discretion. Now, I con- 
ceive, if this Executive tendency of thought, Ex- 
ecutive tendency of action, in this body, shall be 
continued to be pursued until we are subsidized to 
the thought and action, there will be nothing left 
but an Executive. The proposition, in connection 
with the money, puts the purse into his hands. 
The proposition in connection with the sword 
here, puts the sword into his hands: and with the 
Treasury and the Sword united in the Executive, 
you have an end of the independence of this body. 
This is what I understood to be a chapter in Fed- 
eralism when I was learning the A B C of politics, 
without claiming to have got out of them yet. 
These are two of the cheif attributes of monarchy. 
And you carry out the doctrine that the President 
has the sole power of disposing of the defensive 
force of this Union, and that he has the power of 
appropriating, under his discretion, the money as 
accorded by this body, and there is an end of your 
legislative power. I deny that the Executive has 


any right to transfer a regiment created for the | 


defence of any given frontier of this Republic to 
Ideny that he has any right 
under the Constitution to withdraw it from the 
service indicated in its creation. It is true, he 
is Commander-in-Chief of the Army. The Con- 
stitution says so. What does it mean? It 
means that he is the drill officer of your forces. 
It means upon the field of battle as the war-ma- 
king power—as the defensive power of the Union. 
It means that when you have created a military 
force, it is at his disposition; that he has the right 
to mount the cockade and command it; and that 
is all it means. But the moment you give to him 
the power of stripping one frontier of its defens- 


ive force and transferring it to another, you as- | 


sign to the Executive the legislative protecting 
power of this body. You effectually subject the 
legislative sovereignty of the country to the Exec- 
utive sovereignty. Why, if he may, under his 
sole discretion, withdraw forces specifically di- 
rected by law to be employed upon an un- 
guarded frontier of the Republic, you throw the 
whole safety of the empire into a single man’s 


hands; you repose the entire safety of the Repub- |} 


lic in a single man’s judgment; and when you 
superadd the other doctrine, that he has a right to 
manage the funds of the codntry as he sees fit, 
independent of the action of this body, you put 
into his hands the means of executing that pur- 
pose. Now, sir, I deny both propositions. I 
deny that we have not the power to determine that 
When 
we make that defence, when we raise the force for 
it, I deny any higher or further power to the Ex- 
ecutive than the power of commanding the force 
at the place where, and the time when, you order 
him inthe law. With the detailed disposition of 


the Army he does hold the sovereign command, | 
but that disposition must be subordinate to and | 


revolved within the legislative purpose declared in 
creating the force, and disposing the point of de- 
fence. I have never before heard such an alarm- 
ing doctrine proclaimed here as the doctrine that 


has just been promulged. The gentleman from j 


New York [Mr. Brooks] says in his argument 
that Congress is to blame for transferring the regi- 
ment from Oregon to Texas. Did Congress do 
it? No! It appears the Executive has done it. 
They did not give the order to march. They did 
not divert this portion of the Army from that 
point. But the President rests the necessity for 
doing it in the defenceless condition of Texas. 
Now, the honorable Delegate from Oregon, (Mr. 


| mentin reference to that matter, with whatever 
i rights I have upon the subject, assumes that your 
' standing Army is large enough. 


It is large 
enough for action under the explanation of the 
Delegate from Oregon. It is large enough, God 


| Laxe,} to whose opinion I yield my own judg- | É 
B P y y stever |; mitted by that bureau, and such direct reference 
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i whether it strikes political friend or foe. 
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from New York [Mr. Brooxs] to-day. It was i knows, in the item of -expenditure,. But again: 


he says it is the fault. of Congress‘in attempting 
to retrench it. Wedid not atiempt.to retrench it; 
[but one sentiment entered into the reduction of the 
Quartermaster’s department, to which the gentle- 
man alludes, in the last Congréss. The reason 
why $2,000,000 was taken. out of the Quarter- 
master’s appropriation for the Army, as the gen- 
tleman from New York will well recollect, was; 
that for some mysterious, unprecedented reason, it 
| was ascertained that that Department had swelled 
up its appropriation from $1,500,000 to $5,000,000. 
That was the reason. It was ascertained further- 
more, in following the detail of that Department, - 
| that the moneys appropriated by the Federal Gov- 
| ernment were passed through one contractor to 
i another, to another and another and another, and 
each one levying upon this appropriation the im- 
post of ahighwayman. « 
i [Here a message was received from the Senate 
by the hands of Assury Dic¢xins, Esq., their Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Carrrer] permit me to interrupt him? Iam 
quite sure whenever he makes a change, he will 
bring it to a point and make it specific. He has 
made an allegation against the Quartermaster’s 
department which involves a high officer of the 
Government of his own party. I am very. desir- 
ous he should make his charge specific, so that 


| we may know who are these contractors and what 


are their names. 

Mr. CARTTER. I will make it specific; I do 

| not care who it involves, whether my own party 
or the gentleman’s party. God knows the gen- 
tleman’s party has sins enough in this line to an- 
swer for, when they had to bring forward their 
leader here, with $50,000,060 of appropriations, to 
accuse Congress of having crippled the service by 
not giving more; when it is necessary, after an ap- 
propriation of $50,000,000 in the last Congress, 
that you should load down the commencement of 
this Congress with deficiency bills amounting to 
$5,000,000 or $6,000,000, and then get up in the 
sixth and seventh week of the session and com- 
| plain that this modest Administration—this eca- 
nomic Administration—this honest Administra- 
tion—this sound Administration—this cheap gov- ` 
ernment Administration—this retrenchment Ad- 
ministration—this reform Administration, [laugh- 
ter,] cannot go on successfully with the operations 
of this Government without you stop the ordinary 
business of legislation for the purpose of shovel- 
ing into their insatiate maw millions more. [Laugh- 
ter.]_ I say I care not who it strikes; I care not 
It is re- 
| corded upon the pages of that Department, that it 
has become the mere tool in the hands of specula- 
tors, for the purpose of wasting the public reve- 
nues. The enormity of the appropriation was so 
great, made apparently so great at the last Con- 
gress, that ina time of profound peace, with no 
armies for aggressive war, and no necessity for 
armies for an aggressive war—when the whole 
world were extending their hands to shake the 
hand of peace with us, and when our neighbors 
upon this continent were holding their hands to 
God to protect themselves against us;—at this time 
of profound security and unbroken peace, the re- 
sources of the Quartermaster’s department should 
run up to $5,000,000, is a thing unheard-of in the 
history of expenditure. Now, if there is a Dem- 
ocrat in that crowd, I am not a cousin of his. E 
want that distinctly understood; and the gentleman 
may take him into a party that will sympathize 
with him just as quick as he pleases. : 

I rose simply to protest against the repudiated 
doctrine, that the Executive Department has a 
control of your money, ahd that he is entitled to 
a discretionary control of the sword. I have an- 
swered that purpose briefly, and have nothing 
more to say. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. It was not 
my intention to mingle in the debate upon this 
resolution. I had no desire to say a word in the 
discussion; but such frequent allusion has been 
made to the vote of the last Congress, which cut 
| down the appropriations for the Quartermaster s 
; department of the Army below the estimates sub- 


i: to those who voted that reduction, as the persons 


i on whose heads should rest all the responsibility 
| for whatever difficulties have occurred apon the: 
| frontiers, that I cannot refrain frem the declara. 
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so. voted—who struck from 

ngle sweep of the pen, two 
[stand here now ready to 
y course on that occa- 


tion that Lam one who 
‘those estimates, at a SI 
millions of dotlars—and L 
vindicate thé propriety of m 
sion. 

‘Sir, 


lV carl readily understand how the difficulties 
and expenses of army trans portation increased 
with the extension of the frontiers of the Republic; 
hut cannot understand, I never have. understood 
why the estimates of the Quartermaster General 
should go on increasing from year to year ia an | 
arithimetical progression, since the frontiers have 
been'so extended. Our number of troops remain 
the same from year to year; the Commissary Gen- 
eral has the same rations to furnish; the Adjutant 
Genéral-the same personnel to wield; the geograph- 
ical area over which the Army operates is the 
same. “Yet, year by year, the estimates for trans- 
portation swell, until this item alone has risen to 
between 45,000,000 and $6,000,000. Sir, this 
item of “iransportation”’ inthe Quartermaster Gen- 
eral’s estiniates, attracted, very naturally, the atten- 
tion of such mémbers of this House as desired to 
keep the Army expenditures within due bounds 
I know that, though we struck down those 
estimates last session $2,000,000, we are yet 
to have a contest over the items. They are to | 
be brought forward again in a “deficiency bill,” 
and the estimates of the Executive bureaus are to 
he enforced through that instrumentality, if Con- 
gress will submit to it. Sir, the Ixecutive depart- 
ment—the Estimating department of this Goven- į 
ment—is not an unresisting subject under the knife | 
of the economist. It will require all the nerve of | 
the boldest legislator to teach gentlemen atthe other | 
end of the avenue, that when Congress reduces the 
estimates they ave to learn to keep the expendi- 
tures within the sum wlowed to them. lt has so 


i ‘of whater 


ex country the soldier might be ealled to || 
servé in. Wethought that our soldiers in New || 
Mexico and California might sūbsist on ‘beef or 
mutton, smoked; dried, salted, or fresh, aswell as 
upon pork, ahd that it was not indispensable to 
the maintenance of our ‘military establishment, 
that the contracts for army supplies should be made in | 
the cities of the Atlantic. Sir, we are in the habit of 
making contracts in New York.and Boston, which 
should be made in the West. Some of us thought | 
that, instead of sanctioning the transportation. of | 
pork at $50 per barrel from New York or Boston, 
through the west, and thence over the plains to; 
New Mexico, we would leave the President to} 
| the judicious exercise of that power, with which | 
he was already invested, and whereby, by a mere f 
change of the soldiers? meat ration, he could sub- 
sist the force upon the productions of the country 
in which the army should be stationed, and so 
dispense with suchextravagant transportation. | 

Mr. Speaker, I do not make an assault upon | 
the administration of the War Department, but | 
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the level of a mere office in which to register Exec- 
utive edicts-——whether the subalte i 


ngress. 
f I ean obtain the floor on the hearing of this * de- 
ficiency bill,” by which this deficit of two millions 
is proposed to be vestored to the (lLuartermaster 
General’s bureau of the War Deparunent, T shall 
avail myself of that oceasion to review the vote to 
which reference has been made, as weil to vindicate 
its correctness, when cast, as to show conclusively 
the high obligation which rests upon Congress to 
adhere to it, ‘fat every hazard and to the last ex 
tremity.” 
I have not looked at the history of that debat 
“as it is reported, but [remember that the estiruales 
furnishing rations to the troops were rade upon 
the basis, that the franspartetion ofa barrel of pork 
to some of our posts in New Mexico was te cos 
some $50! We siw in those estimates, that the 
article of wood, tor fuel, in New Mexico was to cos 
some $12 or $14 per cord. To jusiify this, it was 
said the wood had to be’packed some thirty or thir- 
ty-five miles. Why was this? Because the troops 
were stationed in the towns and not ia the Indian 
country, We thought it would be better to move 
the soldiers to the wood, than to bring the wood 
to the soldiers, at the price estimated for, Think 
of it, sir: a barrel of pickled pork sent fram the 
city of New York to Sants Fé, ata cost of 430 
for the mere transportation !! We know enough 
of the charaater of New Mexico and Califoriia to 


be apprised of the fact, that in those countries, | 


beef cattle and sheep were pastured, and that the 
inhabitants subsisted upon this kind of meat. We 
know that, by existing law, the President of the 
United States could substitute one ingredient for 


another in the ration of the soldier; in order, by | 


such change, to adapt the ration to the capacities 
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to which, in any degree, they can be traced. I 
dare to say, no man here can specify such item. 
I dare to say, that the examination will prove that ; 
the expenditures have been made according to the | 
estimates, and that the calculation has been in- 
dulged to cover the deficit of the next six months 
by a new appropriation, 

‘ with what propriety can the fault or the responsi- | 
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upon us of which We are innocent. [do notenter 
upon the averment that any fault has been com 
| mitted—that the difficulties upon the frontiers 

eould have been avoided; butif there is any fault 

t oviguiates from the manner in which the troops 
ave been pasted, not from the manver in which 
hey have been supplied, when posted, 

T'he troops of the Army are posted by the Com 
manding General of the Army. The duties of the 
Quartermaster General, Adjutant General, Com- 


| 
l 
| 
i 


i 


L partments, and these are subdivided into so many 
i military divisions, which are made up of brigades, 
regimenis, and companies, 


= Chiefth 
solidated return, the whole personnel of the Army, 
| the strength of each department, and you may ran 
|! back in these returns and find the sirengta of each | 
< division, brigade, regivaent or company, and final- | 
‘iy, the exact wheresbouis of each man, You can: 
see whether an individual has been absent or pres- 
< ent, sick or weil, on duty or of dury—in fine, 
l how he has been, where he has been, and what | 
the has been doing. The system descends to the 
i utmost minutia, and yet exhibits the condition of . 
i, the Army in the most comprehensive form. With | 
his maps of the country before him, the Command- | 
ing general arrangesthe manner in which the lines i 


f 
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bility be attributed to Congress? No, sir; we have || 
s to answer for, without charging those |} duced the estimates of General Jesup, acted from 


I 
| 
H 
{ 
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i di 


defended, how. they. are-to. be situated, and with 
what force they are to bê garrisoned, where the in- 
fantry is to be used, and where the dragoons and 
riflegare to be sent: These great‘points being deter- 
mined by him,.the orders pass to the. military de- 
partments, and. from: these to the. divisions, thence 
to brigades, thence to the regiments, andso down 
to the companies. Every man hears the command 
from Washington. Here is the responsibility for 
the plan, that for the execution may rest elsewhere. 
The distribution of the troops: being fixed, the 
Commissary General has the simple duty. of pro- 
curing the rations—certain supplies fixed: by law 
as to quantity and kind, and only liable to. be 
| changed by an order of the President. These are 
| to be transported by the order and under the su- 
pervision of the Quartermaster General, who, be- 
sides, hag the furnishing and transportation of 
i other things required by service, as arms, horses, 


t 


| 


| &e., &e. These details prove that the Quarter- 


master General is not censurable if the supplies are 
costly in any particular locality, and i shonld not 
think less of the Quartermaster General if it cost 
$100 per barrel to carry the pork ration to a mili- 
I know he has nothing to do with the 


¢ 


the wood to them. 
change, and a beneficial change, has occurred. in 
the disposition of the troops, whether in conse- 
quence of that vote or not, [ shall not pretend to 
say. The idea of occupying the line of the Rio 
Grande under the pretence of enforcing the treaty 
of Hidalgo, is a farce. I once before remarked, 
that you had not enough men on it to post a relief 
of sentinels of one to every three miles. Dut more 
of this hereafter. {í arose for the sole purpose of 
avowing my readiness to vindicate the correctness 


if this shall appear, |i of my vote at the last session, and to defend myself 


against implied censure. E desire gentlemen te 
understand that I, as one of the majority who re- 


a sense of my duty to the country—that I shall 
always be ready to vindicate the correctness of the 
position then assumed, and that if the remarks 
made here are avant couriers of a deficiency biil de- 
signed to bring Congress buck to the path of bureau 
dion, I shall be quite ready, as a member, to 
express my views of the new duties we shall owe 
to ourselves, our dignity, and our country, upon 
the happening of that event. oo 
With regard to the particular resolution under 


he 


eli 


missary Creneral, are merely ministerial, and are all || consideration, 1 will make a few reraarks 


inder the supervision of the Commanding General, |, resume my seat. 
The republic is divided into so many military de- | 


f 
| 


befo 


i cannot support the resolution 
'—not thai I deny the power of Congress to indi- 
| caie by legislation where military posts shall be 
established, and, if the Congress chooses, how the 


Sn 


2 Each has its peculiar || military operations shall Le conducted. T distinetly 
: chief, but the arrangement and order of the whole i} con r 
: belong io the Commanding General. Attheend of | TI 
| the quarter the Adjutant General exhibits to his |! long 
ereturns ofthe Army. Eeshows,inacon- 4 to co 


ede, as I maintain, the existence of this power, 
Executive is the Commander-in-Chief, and so 
as the Army is maintained he has the right 
mmand it; but the Congress has the rig ; 
say where it shall be employed when Con 
thinks proper toexertsuch power. Unt, the ques 
tion here is net one of power: it is one of expedi- 
ency. ‘The honorable Delegate from Grevon [Mr. 
Laxe] will find by reference to the debates of 
ine Thirty-firat Congress, that his predecessor j 


int 
dicated upon this floor, that the mounted rifle corps 
was not wanted in Oregon, and that the people of 
that country were entirely.competentto their own 
defence, Tthink he made-the same assertions to 
many in our private conversations with him. Now, 
conceding the claim of the honorable Delegate to 
the service of the mounted rifles in Oregon, surely 


ii are to be occupied, determines what posts are to be :| the same practice which the Polk administration 


$ 
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pursued, to. wit: that of sending that regiment 
where the emergencies of the service reguired it, 
would be equally proper under this Administration: | 
That regiment was sent first to Mexico. -When | 
that war coneluded, a portion of it was sent- to 
Oregon. The former Delegate from Oregon said į 
those troops were not needed in Oregon. Texas | 
require! troops to guard her frontier against Indian | 
marauding parties and hostile bands. I suppose |: 
i meet this emergency, and because of Mr. 


‘Thurston’s representations, that the rifle regiment |! 
was windrawn from Oregon and sent to the Texas | 
fronti - 


Mr. DUNHAM. Ifthe gentleman from Ken- 
tusky will permit, L will say that, according to my 
recollection, the Delegate from Oregon to the last | 
Congress said, in substance, that they did not want | 
troops in the actual settlements, but they did desire | 
them on the routes from the States to Oregon. fli 
think there is a distinction. 1 do not understand ; 
the present Delegate from Oregon as requiring | 
troops in the settlements of that Territory. | 

Mr. MARSHALL. Ihave not referred to the j; 
debates of that session, and shall not be particular į 
as to the eaact statement of the former Delegate | 
from Oregon; but, I nave conversed with members 
of the last Congress as to the statement then made, 


and their recollection as to its purport and sub- 
stance, concurs with mine. The impression pro- | 
duced usoa our minds was, that, from somecause, |} 


the troops then in Orewon were not required there. 
And I suggest that, in the action of the former | 
Delegate will be found the reason of their with- || 
drawal by the Commanding General. Be that |! 
as it may, are we prepared, with the limited in- || 
formation we now possess—without any com- 
munication with the War Department—without | 
knowledge of the present employment of the rifle | 
regiment or of the necessities of the frontier to | 
which that corps has been ordered—under ald the 
circumstances, are we prepared, absolutely to i| 
order the Seoretary of War to recall these troops ii 
from their present position, and to post them as {| 
indicated by this resolution? I take it, that it is | 
very unusual tor the ELouse of Representatives to | 
say that particular corps of the Army shall be | 
posted in this position or in that position. But, | 
even admitting that we might so direct, lam not |i 
ready to vote that resolution. Jt not only propo- 1 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

} 


ses to order the regiment to Oregon, but to post it 

in various detachments, in particular sections of 

that country, ufter it shall have arrived there. We 

are asked, not only to direct the Commanding Gen- } 
eral, but to order the General of Division and the | 
head of the regiment. I am not sufficiently in- | 
formed as to the urgent necessity for this procedure 
to vote for it. 

I do not know the exact condition of the locali- |; 
ties and of the settlements in Oregon sufficiently 
well to undertake this absolute and peremptory | 
order. While I may have confidence in the mili- 
tary sagacity of the Delegate from Oregon, I yet | 
feel that something of etiquette is due to the person 
who conducts the military affairs of the country, 
aad that we ought not, upon the sole representa- : 
tions of the honorable Delegate as to his views of |! 
the necessities of Oregon, to instruct the Secretary | 
to dispatch the rifle corps thither, regardless of | 
the Secretary's views of the necessities of other sec- |; 
tions of the country. Much less, then, can I con- i 
sent, after the troops shall arrive ja Oregon, to | 
direct that detachments shall be posted at this il 

i 


point or at that point. That would be a direct |, 
yeflection upon the capacity of the Commanding |, 
Officer to dispose the troops properly for the de- | 
fence of the Territory. i 

We might indicate by bill that military posts | 
shall be established at the points indicated, or to 
cover certain roads, or to protect certain valleys; » 
but we should leave the kind of force, and the | 
amount of force which will occupy these posts, to | 
the direction of the oficer who has the manage- ; 
meni of that frontier, under his responsibility to `: 
the Commanding General. I am disposed—in- | 


deed, I am anxious—as far as lies in my power, i i i ; i 
| Opmion, ONE of the most important questions that i! 


to extend all necessary protection to our infant | 


settlements on the Pacific, both north and south. |. i 
: it onght to be correctly settled. 


Tam anxious to render the path of the emigrant 


secure, and to make him feel that the solicitude of |: 


this Government for his welfare follows him by : 
night and by day, through all his arduous journey | 
to his distant home. 
the gratification of this proper desire, to assume | 


the responsibility of so controlling the War De- |i 


+ outand execute thatlaw. You declare wa 


| All he has to do is to take charge 


fam unwilling, however, in i! 


partment and the Commanding General of the 
Army as to interfere with existing arrangements 


for the defence of other parts of the Republic; for | 
| in relieving the supposed necessities of Oregon, or 


in supplying the security which the Oregon emi- 
grant requires, J may justly incur the responsi- 
bility of leaving another frontier exposed to the 
tomahawk of the savage, and call down upon my 
own head the obligation to answer for the unuum- 
bered misfortunes that shall overtake other unpro- 
tected and defenceless settlements. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do noi propose to detain 
the House many moments, but really the doctrine 
advanced by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Barty] yesterday, was so strange, so novel, and 
so important, that I do feel it ought not to pass 
unnouced. lt was no more nor less than this: 
that the President of the United States has the 
right, under all circumstances, to control and dis- 
pose of the military and nava] forces of the coun- 


try, uncontrolled by the legislative power. If that | 


doctrine was to be carried out, it would result in 
precisely this: Congress has the right w declare 
war; it may raise troops for the purpose of corry- 
ing on that war; and yet the Executive would 
have a right to withhold those troops trom the 
destination and purpose for which Congress in- 
tended them, and thus neutralise the power 
which Congress has to declare war, expressly 
given to it by the Constitution. Ii this rifle regi- 
ment was raised expressly for the Oregon service, 
and if the Congress of the United States cannot 
control it so far as to compel those troops to be 


applied to that serviec, why the same power which | 


would authorize the Executive to contro! that one 


regiment, would enable him to control the Army | 


and Navy in a case where actual war existed by 
the action of Congress. The clause of the Const- 
tution to which the gentleman from Virginia Fe- 
fers, simply authorizes the President of the United 
States to take command of the Army and Navy. 
What does that mean? Jt does precisely, what is 
doue when you give him executive power in civil 
matters; it makes him the executive officer to 
carry out and do the will of Congress—the legis- 
lative power of the country. You pass a civil 
law and it is the duty of the President to carry 
gainst 
another nation and raise troops expressty fur that 
war. What has the Executive to do then? Can 
he withhold these troops from that service? Can 
he say that instead of sending them ag: 
nation, they shall be sent elsewhere? No, sir, 
of the Army 
and Navy designed for that service, and exercise 
his executive functions to carry out the wll of 
the Legislature. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I would ask the gentleman 
if President Polk did not frequently remove por- 
tions of the Army without the authority of Con- 
gress’ 

Mr. DUNHAM. Why, that question is cer- 
tainly as novel as the doctrine asserted by the 
gentleman from Virginia. If President Polk ever 
ordered the Army in a particular direction, with- 
out the authority of Congress, does that militate 
eainst the doctrine which I lay down? We de- 
clared war against Mexico, and raised troops for 
that express purpose, and by the Constitution, 
under the doctrine I ain laying down, the Presi- 
dent tock charge of the Army, in order to carry 
out the will of the Legislature. 

Mr. MEACHAM. The gentle: 
does not cover my question. lask} 
dent Polk did not frequently remove portions of 
the Army, without the authority of Cengress, be- 
fore war was declared against Mexico ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Even suppose f admit that, 
did he do it in cases where it was expressly pro- 
vided by law that the troops should be otherwise 
situated? Me frequent) 
position of our troops, 
raised and destined by the Legisiature for a par 
ticular service. This question has never been 
raised, and 1 assure this House that itis, in my 


se 


o 


bi 


has been raised here for many a day, and 1 think 


ew 
ey 


Į] do not understand that the 


nervy! 


ready 
ran 


s clearly infe 
from the cireumstances under which th 


ainst tbat | 


Ys answer | 
sat Prosi- į! 


no doubt, changed the | 
1t they were not troops i 


Lact was 


passed, under which the regiment- was organ- 
| ized under it, and so everybody has tiniderstood it. 
Something has been said bythe gentleman fro 
Kentucky (Mr. Mansuatx] about ‘indelicac: 

| Now, if there is indelieacy anywhere, it seer 
| methat it is on the part of the Executive, in. 
{ 


| King this retiment from the Oregon service, . 
which it was clearly the intention of Congress that 
| it should ke applied. „Although the law may:not 
| positively direct that it shall be so employed,-it 
| was raised for that service, and the Executive has 
diverted it from the position for which Congress 
‘intended it. "Lhe gentleman asks if ‘suéh'a.thing 
i has not been done before? Yes; but that was in 

atime of emergency, when we were engaged in 

| war, which changed the state of things. |” 

i; Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. But sup- 

| pose another emergency should arise which should 

; again require the troops to be withdrawn? 
i 


Mr. DUNHAM. {donot consider that a case 
[in point. There can no emergency arise which 
į would justify the withdrawal of the troops from 
any portion of the country, so: as to-leave it en- 
tirely unprotected and exposed as would be the 
frontier of Oregon. Now, can the gentleman. teli 
|i me what propriety there was in taking that force 
Hi from the point for which it was raised, and -to 
| transfer it to another for which it was not raised, 
| and thus leave the country for whose protection it 
was created, entirely unprotected? : 
Mr. MARSHALL (interrupting) made .are- 
| mark which was totally inaudible to the Reporter. 
Mr. DUNHAM, (resuming.) I did not intend 
|| to discuss the propriety of taking the troops 
there. My object was simply to enter my protesi. 
i! against the doctrine that the Congress of the Untied 


| States has not the right to direct how the troops 
| of the United States shall be employed. The sug- 
| gestion has been made to me, and | think witha 
| good deal of force, in relation to the other side of 
i the House. IL allude to the gentleman from New 
| York, [Mr. Brooxs;] and J beg to ask that gentle- 
| man whether, in the time of the Mexican war, his 
| side of the House, orat least some members on 
i| that side, did not undertake the control of the 
H Armyin Mexico, and direct the withdrawal of it? 

|! Mr. BROOKS. If the gentleman from Indiana 
will allow me, I did not hear him when ‘he first 
| alluded to me, or I should have answered. imme-. 
diately. I did not lay down the doctrine that the 
| legislative power of the county could not contro} 
the direction of the Army. The position which, is 
assumed inthe resolution, and te which I said I 
was opposed, was, that the House of Representa- 
tives, iu itself, had the right to control the dires- 
tion of the Army. Now I say that this position is 
noteorrect. The two Houses of Congress cannot 
control it, but the legislative power of the countr 

may. it not only requires the assent of bot 

Jouses, but it must have the approval of the Ex- 
ecutive before that control can be had. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Well, sir; that, is about as 
singular as the position taken by the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Bayty.] Nobody pretends 
that the House of Representatives, of itself, can 
contro! the disposition of the troops of the United 
States. Wedo not ask any such thing. 

Mr. BROOKS. Why, that is the very object 
and effect of the resolution. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Notas I understand it. 

My. BAYLY. The gentleman from Indiana 
-ptirely misconceives the scope of my remarks. 
In a speech ofa few minutes in length, I certainly 
did not intend to define al! the limitations and the 
precise extent of the respective authorities of Con- 
gr and of the Executive over our military 
forces. All that F said yesterday was precisely 
i what the gentleman admits to-day. L did not oniy 
take the ground which the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] takes, that one branch cf 
Congress cannot take the command of the Army, 
but Ï said that both branches could not do it. } 
denied that Congress had any such power, and 
I never mentioned that 


I 


l 
| 
| 
| 
i 
' 
| 
i 
| 


the character of those forces—whether they should 
be cavairy, riflemen, infantry, or anythmg else. 
J meant to say that when we had raised an ary, 
J and provided for the support of that army, itthen 
` belones to the Commander-in-Chief io say wheth- 
shall be posted here or there. Tt cannot be- 
i long to Congress, unless Congress's Commander- 


; p in-Chief ofthe Army. 
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Mr. DUNHAM; That is the very. position 
which J occupy; as I understand the gentleman’s 
explanation. undertake to say, that Congress 
have the right:to raise troops for a particular pur- 

ose, and to give them that particular direction, 
and then nothing remains for the Commander-in- 
Chief but to take charge of those troops in that 
direction and-to-apply them to that purpose. He 
may give. direction to the troops in detail—if I 
may. use the expression—in carrying out the law 
of Congress. Let-us look atthis matter. . In, the 
time ‘of the Seminole war, for instance, does any 
gentleman undertake to.say that Congress had not 
the right to raise, a. corps for that service, or that 
the Executive had the right. to dispose of that 
corps in any way other than forthe prosecution 
of that war? All that. the Executive had to do 
was to take charge of those troops and control 
them for that purpose. Tapprehend that no one 
will contend that the Executive had the right to 


give those troops any other direction. That is, 


my doctrine. If I anvcorrect in that case, then I 
ask, if the Executive has any more right, when 
Congress has raised a regiment of mounted rifle- 
men for the purpose. of stationing them on the 
routes to Oregon, to divert them from that partic- 
ular service? I think not. The law which cre- 
ated this. regiment, created it for a particular pur- 
pose, and the President had nothing todo but to 
dispose of the troops according to that law. 

But I was going on to reply to the gentleman 
from New York. I do not understand this reso- 
lution to be a resolution directing the President 
how.to dispose of these troops in any particular 
way. I do not apprehend that the House have 
that power. But as the Representatives of the 
people, they have the right to request him to make 
this or that disposition of the power intrusted in 
his hands. I think that can be done, either by 
the people or the ponies Representatives, and I 
trust the time will not pass away when we shall 
not have that right. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. -I think this dis- 
cussion has gone far enough. 

Mr. EVANS. It has been all on one side 
though. -` 

Mr. JONES. Whatever may be the power of 
Congress in relation to this matter, l agree with 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunuam,] that 
this House has no right to give this direction. I 
move. the previous question. 


Mr. EVANS. Task the gentleman to allow me | 


to say something in relation to this matter. The 
question has yet been diseussed only on one side. 

Mr. LANE. As the mover of this resolution, 
Task whether I have not the right to reply if the 
previous question is seconded? 

The SPEAKER, That can only be done when 
the resolution is introduced from a committee. 

Mr. JONES. I decline to withdraw the call for 
the previous question, 

The question then being upon seconding the call 
for the previous question, 

Mr. JONES demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Kına, of New York, and 
WitiaMs were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 43, noes 79, 

So the House refused to second the call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. EVANS. I thank the Iouse for its cour- 
tesy in having voted down the motion for the pré- 
vious question—a motion brought forward and 


urged here, after a long debate, which was carried 


on almost altogether on one side of the question— 
only. one single gentleman having spoken in de- 
fence of the administration of the War Department 
of the Government. The Democrats of the House 
have. in this instance shown an impartiality for 
which: I thank them, for without their assistance 
the call for the previous question could not have 
been voted down. 


I cannot but feel my deficiency in ability to dis- |: 


cuss this question as it ought to be discussed. I 
know very well that I cannot compensate the 
House for the kindness and indulgence which they 


every gentleman who. has hitherto addressed. the 
House upon this question. It has been taken for 
granted that this regiment was ordered by jaw to 
be stationed in Oregon, and-not to be withdrawn, 
But though it has been taken. for granted that they 
were ordered by the law. which created that regi- 
ment, to be statior.ed in Oregon, or on the route to 
Oregon; 1 say that. there is no such thing in the 
law or the title at all. : : 

Mr. DUNHAM. “The gentleman is mistaken 
if he supposes that I said expressly that that law 
ordered the regiment to be stationed on the route 
to Oregon. {did not say that; I said that from the 
title of the Jaw it was evident that such was its in- 
tention, although the law itself does not expressly 
say so. 

r. EVANS. Well, I deny that. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is precisely the position, 
that from the tide of the bill it was evident that 
| it was the intention, in making the law, that the 
troops should be stationed in Oregon. 

Mr. EVANS. I deny that. I say that there 
is no such thing in the bill, or the title, or the pre- 
amble, or anywhere else. But I also deny another 
proposition, which has been presented here with 
great vehemence and urged with great force—if 
vehemence is force—that the Secretary of War is 
bound to come here and look into the character of 
our debates in this House, in order to ascertain 
what the acts mean. I dare say that some of the 
acts would require such a research, in order to 
make them intelligable, butit is a singular state of 
affairs if the debates of a legislative body are to be 
investigated in order to ascertain what the legisla- 
tive act is. Now let us recur to the facts of the 
case, and see whether the construction which the 
gentleman puts upon the law is the correct one. I 
will commence with the title, but before I am 
through I shall have the whole act read. It is en- 
titled ‘An act to provide for raising a regiment of 
mounted riflemen.” That is the first part of it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Well, read the last part of 


t 

Mr. EVANS. I will read the last part, and the 
whole act too, after a while. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I only want the title. Let 
us have the last of it. 

Mr. EVANS, The last part of it is: ‘and for 
establishing military stations on the route to Ore- 
gon.” And does that bind the Secretary of War to 
station those mounted riflemen in Oregon, or on the 
route to Oregon? How could mounted troops alone 
garrison a-fort? Iwill explain the true cause for 
raising this regiment. lt was gotten up at the 
time or shortly after our difficulties with Great 
Britain, and the excitement which was caused in 
consequence of those difficulties was the cause of 
its passing through the House. Butthereis noth- 
ing in the law which instructs the Secretary of 
War to station that regiment on the route to Ore- 
gon, or in Oregon, There is not a particle of evi- 
dence that such was its intention. 

I say there is nothing in the law compelling him 
; to station and maintain that regiment in Oregon. 
But suppose there was: I assert in my place, 
| that they were withdrawn from the Territory of 
Oregon by the request of the then Delegate from 
Oregon, [Mr. Thurston,] and that they were with- 
drawn from the Territory of California by the 
advice of distinguished gentlemen then, and some 
| of them now, in power, residing in that State. I 
was on the Committee on Military Affairs during 
the last Congress, and the representative from 
Oregon [Mr. Thurston] frequently appeared be- 
|| fore it, and he has told me repeatedly, and again 
|| and again—and there are gentlemen sitting about 
ii me whom I might call upon to corroborate my 
|| statement if it were necessary—that the people of 
i Oregon did not want one of them in Oregon, and 
‘that they could defend themselves, if we would 
ii furnish the money. It is in the recollection of 
| gentlemen upon this floor, that at the last session 
| of Congress we gave to Oregon $100,000 in cash 
|| for the purpose of paying their expenses in this 
i! Cayuse war. That is the state of facts. What 
‘is it now? The Delegate from Oregon, [Mr. 


i 


have shown me, but I do intend to give them some |: Lans]—a highly-respected gentleman, and with 


little information in regard to this question. 


I}; whom this country is very well acquainted, a 


promise to open, at least, one or two sources of || man, no doubt, well versed in military affairs, 


information which have not been touched upon by 
other gentlemen atall. T donot hesitate to say that 
there has been no assumption of power, in order- 
ing the withdrawal of those troops from Oregon. 
Such assumption has been taken for granted by 


| and from whose brow, were it in my power, I 
|| would not pluck one laurel—that gentleman comes 
i forward and slates, that in order to protect the 
i people on the route to Oregon, a certain course on 
|| the part of the Administration is necessary, and 


that the War. Department must act in-a certain 
way, and start troops upon certain routes. 

Now, his predecessor, who was listened to, and 
whose voice was heard, advised. directly to the 
contrary. Such was his.advice; and: so he stated 
directly, and 1 am prepared. to prove it—I know, 
unfortunately; that he is dead, and I have. there- 
fore a reluctance in bringing in his name;-I had 
the happiness during his life of an. opportunity. of 
showing him some acts of kindness, and I. feel 
disinclined to drag his name into debate—he stated 
expressly to the War Department, that mounted 
rifles were not suited to the Oregon Territory; that 
it was an irregular and mountainous country; that 
it was impossible to pursue the Indians on horse- 
back; and that infantry ought to be substituted. 
Such were his declarations; and in accordance 
with the advice vf a distinguished member of the 
Democratic party, and of the advice of the then 
Delegate, who was intimately acquainted with the 
character of the population, and had traveled ex- 
tensively over the country, infantry was proposed 
to be substituted for mounted troops. 

Mr. LANE. If the gentleman will allow me, 
for I hate to see the gentleman go too far wrong, Í 
wish to say the gentleman has come to wrong con- 
clusions upon two or three points. It may be 
true, and I do not doubt it, that the first Delegate 
from Oregon advised the removal of the mounted 
regiment from that country; but it is not true that 
he resided a long time in that Territory. He ar- 
rived there late in the fall of 1847, and was elected 
in the spring of 1849 to the Congtess of the Uni- 
ted States, and immediately left forthis city. He 
had never traveled outside of the settlements, nor 
had he seen but a very small portion of that Ter- 
ritory. Another ‘thing has been stated, that 
$100,000 has been given to Oregon in considera- 
tion of the removal of the troops from Oregon, to 
enable them to defend themselves. 

Mr. EVANS. No,sir. Ididnotstatethat. I 
stated that $100,000 was voted by Congress to the 
Territory of Oregon to pa the expenses of the 
war against the Cayuse Indians. That is what I 
stated. If the gentleman denies it, 1 will produce 
the records. 

Mr. LANE. - That is true. 
Mr. EVANS. Now I want the Delegate fro 
Oregon to tell me how long he has been in Oregon. 
I recollect, since I came to Congress, that he was 

a distinguished officer in the Mexican war. 

Mr. LANE. ‘Mr. Thurston arrived in Oregon 
in September or October, 1847, and left for Wash- 
ington city in 1849. I arrived there in 1848, and 
remained until 1851. 

Mr. EVANS. Ido not think it a matter at all 
material. I took it for granted that the gentleman 
was acquainted with the state of this Territory. 
At any rate, he knew it better than any one else. 
He was then a representative upon this floor. Lam 
sure he pretended to an acquaintance with it; he 
showed a great deal of information about it; and 
as I was a little curious about the country, I asked 
a great many questions, which he answered intel- 
ligently. He issued a circular to the whole coun- 
iry, informing the people about the geography 
and topography of Oregon, as inducements to emi- 
grate there. f 

Well, sir, upon the representations of that gen- 
tleman, that mounted troops were unfit for that 
Territory, infantry were proposed to be substituted 
in their place, and the Secretary of War is now 
assailed for doing it. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Gorman] says it was a most unheard-of 
proposition, The Secretary of War followed the 
best lights he had, and he cannot be blamed for it. 

Now I will state another matter, in reference to 
this Oregon regiment. Gentlemen take it for 
granted that in the bill for raising that regiment, 
it provided that the regiment should be posted in 
Oregon. Isay there is no such provision. But 
granting that it is there, this regiment was raised 
in 1846. Now I assert that this regiment, as a 
regiment, had never been in Oregon. A portion of 
it had been there. It had been sent there by no 
previous Administration, either Mr. Polk’s, Gen- 
eral Taylor’s, or Mr. Fillmore’s, down to this 
time. nd if it was a crime to take them away, it 
was equally as great a fault not to havesent them 
all there. I do not think the gentleman from 
Oregon will state that the regiment has been there 
at any period whatever. Now, by the resolution 
does the gentleman want these troops sent to Ore- 
gon? Oh,no. Not at all; but on the road to 


é 
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pretend to observe it himself; he wants merely 
that the troops shall be stationed upon the route. 
Now what is the state of facts in regard to that 
route? The War Department has.troops already 
upon a portion of it, for the protection of emigrants 
going there. And it is the intention to station 
dragoons along that route, in the summer time, 
who shall pass up and down along 1t, to give assist- 
ance and protection to emigrants upon it. 

But the main reason why the troops could not 
be continued in, Oregon is, that you refused the 
necessary appropriations to the Quartermaster’s 
department—the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Marsuatt]to the contrary notwithstanding. Last 
year we had a debate upon the Quartermaster’s 
department. I do not propose to vindicate that 
department now. That will be more appropriate 
hereafter. I do not propose to vindicate its ex- 

: penses, or say whether they are too little or too 
great. But I do say that the increased expenses 
of that department entirely arise out of the pos- 
Sessions we have obtained upon the Pacific coast; 
out of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, which 
you are under a solemn pledge to observe. That 
treaty was made under a Democratic Administra- 
tion-—by Mr. Polk. By that treaty we bound our- 
selves to protect the frontiers of Mexico from the 
incursions of the Indians, who shall come there 
for the purpose of attacks upon iis inhabitants. 
Have we observed its stipulations in good faith ? 
Does not every gentleman know that Mexico has 
claims against us for millions of dollars on acconnt 


of our neglect of its provisions? Does not every | 


gentlemen know, as well as the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Ho warp] himself, that the most war- 
like Indians to be found anywhere in the territory 
of the United States are in Texas? 


Mr. GORMAN, (interrupting.) ï would like to | 
have the gentleman answer this question: What | 


has the Secretary of War done with the first, sec- 
ond, and third dragoons? 

Mr. EVANS. I will answer, that I do not 
know what he has done with them; but as soon 
as the question arises, I will find out. Iam going 
to stick to the question now up—the resolution 
of the gentleman from Oregon-——and we will 
attend te the dragoons afterwards. I was speak- 
ing of our obligations under the treaty of Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo. I have always found this House 
of Representatives particuiarly skillful in station- 
ing troops, and afterwards particularly skillful in | 
shirking the bills. Now, sir, more warlike and | 
merciless Indians are not to be found in the terri- 
tory of tlre United States, than those upon the 
borders of Texas and New Mexico—Indians who | 
do not shrink from an encounter with the Anglo- | 
Saxon race. Weare bound by a solemn treaty | 
stipulation to keep them from aggressions upon 
Mexico; and it was stated in this House, upon 
the debate relative to the Quartermaster’s depart- 
ment during the last Congress, that these mounted 
rifles were withdrawn for the purpose of sending 
them to Texas, in order, as numerous gentlemen 


said, and myself among the number, to lessen the | 
expenses of the Quartermasters’s department. It |; 
was necessary that they should be there; and we | 
were told that they were of no use in Oregon and | 


California, and that infantry could serve a niuch 

better purpose there, They were, therefore, with- 

drawn and brought into the territory of Texas, 

for the purpose of carrying out our obligations 

under the treaty with Mexico, as well as for the 

pupose of protecting the people of Texas from 
ndian devastation. 

{ was under the impression that Mr. Polk had 
withdrawn these troops, but I was mistaken as to 
the mounted riflemen. 
however, that Mr. Polk did withdraw troops from 
the line between the western frontiers and Oregon. 


I want gentlemen to tell me how the Secretary | 


Iwill undertake to show, | 


of War is to carry troops iuto Oregon, California, ` 


and along the immense line of the Gila to the | 


Pacifie ocean, and between the Missouri and 
the Rocky Mountains, with the number of men 
now in the Army, and with the small means of 
transportation and subsistence at his disposal? 
Itis impossible. It is in vain that you endeavor 
to shirk the responsibility upon us. It is the 
duty of every upright and candid legislator, at 
once to assume the responsibility that belongs to 


his position.. If the acquirement of new territory 


brings upon us expenses which we have not be- 
fore had, the legislator knows it is his duty to ac- 
knowledge the source from which they arise, and 
to pay them. The gentleman from Ohio, over 


the way, (Mr. Carrrer,} made a sweeping state- | 


ment of the extravagant desire of the Quarter- 
master, to swallow down the public money in his 
insatiable maw. But hedid not descend to items; 
and I always observe that when gentleman cannot 
descend to the items, they are apt to know very 
little about the subject. If this gentleman is anx- 
ious to know where this expenditure of $50,000,000 
goes to, I will read him a few items for his satis- 
faction, and point out tohim the place from which 
he can derive new light and information. 

The gentleman left the House to the belief that 
this fifty millions was alone applicable to the Army; 
and what are the facts? Well, I will give some 
of the extrasin the Army that have sprung out 
of the acquisition of the new territories. Every 
candid man is aware that they have grown out of 
our territorial acquisitions. They will be found 
in the report of the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the Second session of the Thirty-first Congress, 
viz: 

The actual and estimated expenditures for the seven years 
ending 30th June, 1852, amount to (state- 

SMNCNL) eee cece eee ee resse. eran vese $294,807,407 95 
‘The expenditures tor the year ending 30th 

June, 1845, the year immediately prece- 

ding the war with Mexico, having been 

$21,380,049 36, the aggregate expendi- 

tures for the seven succeeding years, upon 

that basis, would have amounted to..... 149,660,345 52 


Showing an access over the peace estab- 
lishment OF1845 Of... 6. cece ee eee eee eee e $145,147,062 43 


And which excess of expenditures is to be accounted for 
as follows: 

‘The actual and estimated expenditures of the War Depart- 
ment for seven years subsequent to the declaration of war 
With MEXICO, ALC... 60 cece ee cee eee eee È117,876,495 31 

Under peace establishment of 1845, as be- 
fore stated, they would have been....... 35,643,749 54 


82,292,745 77 


Excess occasioned by said war........ osse 
e statement L, aud accompanying pa- 
pers from the burcaus of the War Depart- 
ment, numbered 1 to 7.) 
The actual and estimated 

expenditures of the Navy 

Department amount to. ... $62,659,331 74 
Would have been (as per 

statement I) ..........46. 43,600,473, 63 


E e EAEE YTLE TTT eed 
(‘This excess, from the organization of the 
Navy Department, and the indefinite man- 
ner of making appropriations, cannot be 
more specifically stated.] 
Pensions, under acts of 1848, paid to 30th 
June, 1850, (statement M 1) É 
Pensions, under acts of 1848, estimate 
185) and 1852, (statement M 2).......... 
Indians in new territory, to 30th June, 1852, 
(statement N 20... ccc cece eee cece enone 
Installments and interest under 12th article, - 
treaty with Mexico.. 
Payment of liquidated claims agaiust Me: 
ico, per act 29th July, 1848.......... 0066 
Renewal of diplomatic intercourse with 


19,058,858 11 


1,198,141 18 


1,525,000 00 
204,830 40 


16,388,396 37 
2,080,578 84 


MEXICO... 0s ccccrecccccoecs 37,560 61 
Expenses of Board of Commi 
Mexican claims......c.ccee cesses te eees 44,428 39 


Survey of boundary line between the United 

States and MexiGo...... sassossessasoses 
Survey of the coast of California.......... 
Light-houses, dry-dock, custom-house, and 


335,000 00 
200,000 00 


marine-hospital in California. ccc... ee 640,000 00 
Territorial governments in Utah and New 

Mexico........0. eo eeeeceeee sacs 147,300 00 
Expenses of war loans and treasury notes, . 150,879 41 


Amount to 1852, occasioned by the war.... 124,252,719 08 
And for objects not included in the sum as 

the expenditures for 1845, made, in pur- 

suance of acts of Government, during a 

period subsequent to the 3d of March, 

1845, and prior to the 4th of March, 1849, 

including Post Office deficiencies and 

Census, as follows, (sce statement O :) 
Seventh Census...... 


1,276,000 00 
Erection of Patent Office.. "600, 


600,000 00 


Supplying deficiencies in Post Office De- 
partment, and for Department mail matter 
Expenses of collecting the revenue trom cus- 
toms, lands, &c., never exhibited in the 
expenditures prior to the 30th of June, 


1,768,752 57 


on 6,813,557 95 


Expenditures on account of Smithsonian 


Institution 412,134 70 


a ssasdentovesccae eects: sicdecaccess- O23 N68 36 
Building revenue cutters, before paid out of 
the aceruing revenue 101,999 50 


133,148,330 16 
974,795 26 


cc 


To which sum of.. 
may be added, for— 
Building light-houses, beacons, buoys, &c. 


Building marine hospitals, custom-houses, 
and support thereof. s., sins seve deve cues 
Tncrease of the expenditures in the legisla- 

tive, executive, and judiciary depart- : 
ments, the sum of..... © ° 4,205,751 50 
And for miscellaneous items not entimera- 5 
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1,288,741 87 


”, $29,443: 64 
345,147,062 43 


Sum, as above. to 30th June, 1852, charge- : 
able to the War... eee sees eens eee ee re Gl24,252,719 08 
To which may be added— 
Interest on war debt to 30th June 1852, 
(statement P 1L).... ccc EO 
Interest on war debt from 30th June, 1852, 
to maturity, (statement P 2) ......0.....8 
Public lands granted and to be granted, 
(per table K,) as estimated............ 
Claims peading and estimated by the Thir 
Auditor, (statement Q) .... 0... eee eeee 
Texas boundary Stock to be issued........ 
Interest on ‘Texas boundary Stock for four- 
teen years, at 5 per cent....... TOA 
Mexican claims, per treaty, stock to be is- 
T PEPE A 


13,387,544 06 
41,173,493 38 
17,346,750 00 


765,069 37 
10,000,000 00 


7,000,000 00 
3,250,000 00 


Thus we have, of expenditures and Habili- 
ties chargeable directly to said war and 
the acquisitions of territory consequent 
upon the treaty of peace, the sum of. ... 217,175,577 28 


And which does not include many claims presented. and 
to be presented, arising indirectly trom the war, this great 
variety forbidding even an approximation, either as to num- 
ber or amount. 

Statement R gives the annual expendituresfrom 1828 to 1841, 
ranging from $12,530,846 43 in 1828 to $25,745,776 28 in 
1841, the average annual increase being $943,923 56, ex- 
clusive of all expenses of collecting the revenue, &c. 
The expenditures for the four succeeding years, from 
18-4] to 1845, are averaged in consequence of the change 
in the fiscal year, the average being.... $22,987,411 78 

A diminution in the average, as compared 
with the four preceding years, of.... 

Amounting in the aggregate, to........ 


3,481,158 95 
13,924,635 80 


The estimated expenditures for the year ending 30th June, 
1852, ALC. ae cceees eens teen seen eseese $48,124,993 18 
The expenditures under the peace estab- i 
lishment of 1845, exclusive of the publie 
Gebt, Were. ..eeccecee ccs nereseereeenss 23,380,049 36 


Excess for the year ending 30th June, 1852, $26,744,943 82 


By reference to statements S, I, M 2, and O, it will be seen 
that of these estimated expenditures for the year ending 
30th of June, 1852, the excess over the expenditures of 
1845, required by the War Department in consequence 
of the war and our new territories, is $6,002,658 43 

Navy Departmeot...... eee 3,930,736 00 


Pensions, acts of 1848..... 840,000 00 
Mexican installmentand in a.. 8,180,000 00 
Survey of boundary line....... 100,000 00 
Light houses, dry-dock, &c., California.. 300,000 00 


Territorial governments, Utah, New Mex- 
Interest on public debt 
Indians in new Territori 
Collection of the revenue trom customs, 

bounties, &c., not included in 1845...... 
Expenses of land sales notincluded in 1845, 


70,200 00 
3,665,321 03 
130,800 00 


3,484,775 04 
170,200 00 
350,000 00 
643,548 00 


Survey of coast of Cali 


ria. 100,000 00 
Smithsonian Institution.. .......0- 30,910 14 
Deficiencies Post Office Department, 200,000 00 


By deducting this aggregate of excess of... $23,199,148 64 
from the aggregate estimated expenditures for the year 
ending 30th June, 1852, of $48,124,993 18, there will re- 
main as the estimated ordinary expenditures, the sum of 
$24,925,844 54. j 
Thus it will be seen that of the aggregate expenditures, 
actnal and estimated, forthe seven years ending on the 30th. 
June, 1852, amounting to $294,807,407 95, the sum of 
$138,148,330 18, exclusive of $13,387,544 06, interest on 
the war debt, is required to sustain the faith of the Govern- 
ment, pledged or implied, or arising in consequence of its 


| acts during a period subsequent to 30th June, 1845, and prior 


to Ist July, 1849. Some of the objects of these estimated 
expenditures, by reason of the extended area of territory, 
have been made either permanent charges upon the Preas- 
ury or will continue for a long series of years, and may be 
stated as follows: 

Excess of expenditures of War Department, excess of 
expenditures of Navy Department, pensions, interest on 
war debt, territorial governments, survey of boundary line, 
survey of coast of California, Indians, judiciary, &c. 

Further experience will undoubtedly result in compelling 
still greater expenditures in the fulfillment of treaty stipula- 
tions, and in controlling and subduing the Indians and omer 
lawless bands with which our newly-acquired territories 
are infested, and before there will be that permanent emi- 
gration to and settlement therein of that class of our citi- 
zens so necessary to a full development ofthe resources and 
defence of that country. 


Mr. DISNEY. I am very sorry to interrupt 
the gentleman from Maryland, but I rise simply 
to say to the House that I apprehend this debate 
will amount practically to nothing. I hada per- 
sonal interview with the Secretary of Wara few 


| moments since, and he stated to me thatit was 


his intention to station mounted men upon the 


| : 10, 


“ft 
t 
tary. 
‘matter.can be, 
: tion of the House. . ek ee 
"My. EVANS. Iam sure when I give the gen- 
tleman the courtesy of the floor, that he ought-nct | 
‘to ask me to stop speaking. [Laughter.) That | 
is not quite fair. ae a : 

Mr. DISNEY. I was going to add, that in a 
very short. time we. wiil have up the. deficiency 
bills, and then my friend from Maryland will have 
¿ample opportunity, to.debatethis subject. 

Mr. EVANS.. 1 feel indeed. confident that-I 
‘have not. succeeded. in making this subject very 
agreeable to the. House. But I have almost got 
through what I have to say.” And since members 
have listened tome with. so.much kind indulgence | 
‘and so much patient attention, | scarcely feel my- 
self justified in speaking again on it as the gentle- 
man siggests, for T should, Í can assure the House, 
then begin all over again: besides, J think it neces- | 
sary to vindicate the Secretary of War, who has | 
here been assailed upon this very occasion. [| 
think, then, that as the House has borne that part 
of the infliction which | have already given it, 
members had better take the balance now, and not 
have it in divided portions. 

Several Members. ‘Go on!” Go on!” 

Mr. EVANS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do no 
quote these figures at this time for the purpose of 
casting censure upon any political party; but in 
order to vindicate the truth of history, to show 
out of what large expenditures have arisen, to give į 
the true authors of them, and to let praise and 
blame light where they severally belong. 

If J have succeeded in showing, as J believe 


i 


| 


i 
j 


What is the tide of the doen- 


f 
f 
i 
| 


Ore 
be! 


every reasonable, candid geneman will admit I 
have shown, that your largely -increased govern- 
mental expenses have sprung oat of the Mexican 
permit other geutlemen to quote the vast mineral | 
resources of California, her importance in connec- 
don with the trade of the Bast, which is about to 
to dwell upon the military and civil, the avricul- 
tural and commercial importance of that Territory, | 
if it please members to take up such a line of i 
Lam not arraigning them for any unfair {| 
or partisan purpose, but the reason is, that I wish ji 
to show gentlemen who talk about millions, and |: 
charge by implication the whole of it to the Army, 
trious to diseover where it comes from. | It is all 
here in this report, 1 will merely now refer mem- 
vers to this hule book, and when they get home 
very amusing, paritcularly the figure part, 
bers can reflect upon the mattér in their hours of 
private meditition; and we all know that members 
arithmetic. 

A MEMBER. 

ment? 
11, Second Session Thirty-tirst Congress, 

Ma, PULLER. What is the page? 

Mr. EVANS. Pagessevenand eight. li son- 
sir, the expenses of the Quartermaster’s depart- 
ment of the Army has necessarily increased from 
one single fact. tde not propose to enter upon 
much; nor can I see haw it ean be well done with- 
out striking a blow at the public reputation and | 
private credit at the able head of that department. i 

Nay : 
bis dishonesty. Qne of these cause 
taken, and Į do nette bre propose e; 
the items of it. Gentlemen will | ! 


war, and ont of our foreign acquisitions, I shall | 
pour its goden rewards toto her lap; and further, 
argue il 
ment. | 
that there isa way for persons sufficiently indus- 
they can send for it to the document room. Itis 
take a particular pleasure in studying polideal 
Mr. EVANS, It is Executive document No. i 
tains a most formidable array of figures. Now 
the geen os to whether they have increased too 
h may be done hy admitting his inetiic 
I be 


abili 
post that could not be 
, ny 
0 The trosps of the 
m from those posts 
d east, the northwest and ‘sc 
removed to the far frontiers of i 
ain) INS aie 
ee Texas, in New Mex 
in Gres 


ty to correct me Hf Dam wrone-—we h 


ed by steambe 
United State 
of easy a: 


tay Co: k 
stssion oy Congress, a document |: 
m the Territory of Oregon, J do not |: 

is ay 


om the honorable Dele- l! 


|! L will here refer to the Congressional Globe, for a | 


ii 


I: 


jii in the Quartermasier’s department has been the 


gate from that ‘Territory or ‘not. At any rate it 
came froni-a reliable source there, giving the price | 
‘of articles of food for man and beast, and they i 
were the most extravagant I ever heard of. These jj 
“Were part of the expenses to be borne by the | 
i 
l 
| 
t 
{ 


il 
il 
i 


i 
H 
: 
i 


‘Quartermaster. Before we-go into an‘entire de- 
nunciation of this gentleman at the other. end of 
the avenùe coniiected with that Department, and 
who. has no good reason. for plunderipg the Gov- 
ernment, let us have the candor to look into the de- 
tails of their expenses. “Let us investigate them. 
Let us see how much more iş required of the 
Quartermaster for the transportation to particular ; 
| posts. than was required before the existence of 
{this war, and the acquisition of our new terri 
tories. ‘Whenever that is found out, my word for ʻi 
j it that Department will be fully vindicated and just- |! 
ified. Look at the course of the last Congress. || 


| 
| 
i 
i 
i 


| single moment. I am sorry theable and eloquent 
| gentleman, [Mr Toomss,] whose remarks J am 
about to quote, is not here. 

I read from the Congressional Globe, second 
session Thirty-first Congress, pages 731, 732. 

‘Phe gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Burr] lad 
said he [Mr. foomss] struck in the dark. He desired to : 
know upon what authority he had made that assertion. 

“Mr. Bury said he had quoted the gentleman’s own tan- 
guage. : . 

“Mr. Toonss said, if he had struck in the dark it was 
the fault or those who possessed the necessary information 
for making a proper discrimination jn the items to be cut 
down and would pot furnish them.” 

That is Mr. Toomns’s vindication for striking in 
the dark; and the fact that the Committee of Ways 
and Means of this House having struck in the 
dark is not, i believe, denied. They did not act |; 


i 
i 
i 


upon any ascertained facts in cutung down the! 
| expenses of the Quartermaster’s department, but 
| from a general disposition to do it. It was done 
| without one single gentleman in this House hav- ! 
| Ing suflicient information, by their own acknowledg- i 
i ment co cell to what extent it should be done. My 
j honorable friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar- 
| SHALL,] who knows as much about military mat- į 
i ters ns any other gentleman upon this floor, (and | 
; I wish l knew as rauch,) voted against the appro- : 
; priation to the Quartermaster’s department. So 


far as Í can discover in this Congressional Globe, | 
he never explained to this House why they ought ; 
to be cut down, where they ought to be cut down, 
or upon what account, but he struck in the dark. 


Mr. MAI 


I 
wD 


t 
but had fuled. 
Mr. EVANS. I will now quote some romarks 
of the honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bavay} chidrman of the Committee of Waysand 
| Means of the last Congress. And 1 read from the 
' Cougressional Globe, second session Phirty-first 
Mr. Bayty states: ` 


j 


; Congress, page 734. 
1O Sip reltjou to the 
laug (Mr. Meka 
i momted infantry 
| OF these mounted rift 
| to Or 
i of th 


Y say, sir, that this matter of |; 
proved a dead failure. "Phe sending i 
i uid other mounted infantry forces, 
son and California, has been in the main the cause | 
eat expenditare, and of which there has justly been | 
so much complaint made in this House. It is these things 
l which the present head ofthe V Department is trying (as | 
|T showed this morning) to correet.?? y 
Thus it appears from the remarks of the gen- 
teman from Virginia, [Mr. Bavry,] that one 


of the main causes of 


the inereased expenditure i| 


sending of these very riflemen to Oregon and Cali- 
fornia. The gentlemen thatdenounce the expendi- : 
ture insis ion of the cause of the ex- 
tresiored which led to the 
ice the extravagance 
: money. Suck a 
sa fair one, © 
ttude to my |: 
end to occupy ; 


er. 


varlermastet’s depart- | 


i 
| 
! 
i 
i 
i 
j 


ment, there have been great frauds committed, | 
thatghere has been gresi extravagance, reckless- 


i| him by letting every gentleman see the facts, 


i mis 
i Seeretary should have consulted the Congression- 


| there is no necess 


: the 


ness, and’ 
He says: ; : 

“ft is probable, however, that, in some instances, the 
expenditures, both of the Quartermaster aud Commissary 
departments, may-have been ‘increased by mal administra- 
¢ion.. The transactions of both, tese departments. involve 
such a variety of details, and their agents are 60.far removed 
from the supervision of their chiefs, that- abuses may exist 
a longtime before they are discovered. Every efoit; how- 
ever, has. been used to detect. these abuses and:to prevent 


want of ecénomy in that department. 


i theirreenrrence. Inspectors have been sent to the trontiers 


to jnquire into the manner in which the affairs of these 
deparnhents are administered, and a rigid scrutiny into 
‘aecounts has been ordered. I regret to say that the Depart- 
ment has some reason to fear that its apprehensions on this 
subject were not altogether without foundation.” 


Mr. EVANS. I am perfectly willing that what 
the gentleman has quoted shall be inserted in my 
speech. Itis impossible for us to evade the respon- 
sibility of our position. We have to defend these 
people. The people of Oregon, New Mexico, and 
California must be defended, and we must observe 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and prevent these 
predatory Indians from making incursions into 
the Republic of Mexico. It is our bounden duty, 
and it should be cur pride, to maintain good faith 
with all nations. But we must not seek to make 
the defence, and at the same time to get rid of the 
expenditure. I will return a single moment to the 


| subject of the raising of these mounted riflemen. 


I want thoroughly to vindicate the Secretary of 
War in this matter. And} now assert, that this 
regiment never was in Oregon as a regiment, 
portions of it were in California from the begin- 
ning. If, then, the Secretary violaied his duty 
and disobeyed the dictates of the Jaw in with- 
drawing the portion stationed in Oregon, what is 
to be thought of the conduct ef those who were in 
power when the act passed, knew the intentions 
of Congress upon the subject, and yet failed to 
send the regiment to itg intended desunation ? 
But F shall show that the Secretary is not to be 
binned for the withdrawal of the troaps, for he 
was induced to withdraw them on the represen- 
tations of the Delegate from Oregon himself. In 
the debates upon this floor, in the last Congress, 
it was stated that these troops were unnecessary 
in Oregon and California. I wish to vindicate 
the Secretary of War. 1 will go further, and 
promise to vindicate him to the full satisfaction of 
the House. I do not want to do it by way of 
sophisticalargument. I might thus, perhaps, im- 


| pose upon those who did not pay strict attention 


to the fallacious reasoning, but I will vindicate 
T 
will make the act itself forthe raising the regiment 
of mounted riflemen, vindicate the Secretary of 
War. The Secretary of War, I venture to us- 
sert, cannot find out from the act that a mounted 
regiment is to be raised and stationed in Oregon. 
IT venture to say that the act has been altogether 
uceived. But some gentlemen thought the 


al Globe. I willask if any gentleman is bound to 
ransack the Congressional debates to ascertain 
what is meant by any act of Congress? . The act 
should interpret itself. Do the courts of justise 
make examinations of the Congressional Globe 
in order to find out the meaning: of ambiguous 
statutes? Does any gentleman quote the debates 
in the Supreme Court of the United States—or in 
the circuit or district courts of the United States? 


Dt 


ii No, sir, The debates have been quoted only on 
i the stump, before the people. 
| for them—-before those who make the makers or 


That is the place 


the laws, and not befere those who administer 
the laws. 
Having stated thus muc 


h by preface, I come to 


theact. The title of the act is, 


An Act to provide for rais 
riflemen, and for estab 
to Oregon”? 


_ for ga regiment of mounted 
lishing military stations on the route 


Now, here are two distinct parts to this title, as 


_ there are two distinct parts to the body of the act 
; itself as I shall show presently. Tt was necessary 


ere sg 


that there should be two such parts, in order prop- 
erly to characterize the contents of the bill; but 
] ary connection between them: 
same bill might have contained provisions for 
men for Maine, or Texas, or anywhere, and 
other for # Military stations on the route to 
Oregon.” Sach might bave been the intention of 
Congress; and if our bills are to be interoreted 
upon such a principle as this, we shall have some 
sirange adjudications with regard to many of them: 
for the most incongruous, or only seem) iy cop- 


cemunzi 
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gruous provisions, upon quite ind out defjnitely or indefinitely any intention-of Con- i 
jects, exist in the most of them, f gress upon the subject. There is nota word from i 


beginning to end, notwithstanding the assault |; 
waich has been made upon the Secretary of War, || 
that he was derelict to his duty. ° : 

I trust that } have justified his course. But we. 
have heard here to-day some very high pretensions `! 
| and elevated notions with regard to the power of 
the Executive. Why, when I first came to Con- 
gress, it was coniended by the party now having |i 
a majority iv this House, that the President of the 
United States, as conqueror of a foreign nation 
had aright to give laws to the conquered. That 
was the doctrine when 1 came here. fam giad 
that better opinions and principles at least begin 
to prevail, And now I repeat, that with all the 


for the ap- . 
pomtment of a justice of the peace, and there was | 
algo put into it, without the knowledge of the Le- | 
gislature, » bill for a railroad, but } never heard 


it contended that the 
build it. ‘ 

Now, this act does not p 
must be sent to Oregon. . If so, how long are they 
to remain there? i ask gentlemen, when are they 
to be withdrawn—-within a century? Or isitto be 
when the actis repealed? If the act states simply ; 
that they shall go there, it must be left to the sound : 
discretion of the President of the United States to | 
say when they shall be withdrawn. Congres 
could not have the information to declare when the ij Vague declamation which has been poured out 
longer retention of troops at a post was umeces- | upon theSecretary of War, and the President of 
sary, and they might do fatal injury to a frontier i| the United States, for not observing the direction 
people, by withdrawing them at an improper time, 
thus exposing them to the cruelties and barbarities 
of the Indians. ° $ 

I will pow proceed to fulfi 
in the beginning of this debate, to quote the whole | 
act, and to show that there is nowhere in it any 
command to the Secretary to station these mounted 
rifles in Oregon, or to continue them there. T) 

ct is as follows: 

AN AC 


fie 


justice of the péace was to: 


rovide that these troops 


Galt 


£ne 


Il my promise, given 


| 


| 


se ofa sound discretion, or the 
Secretary of War had the right to withdraw the 
troops, it it became necessary so to do. They 
could not be there forever. Abd ifno such power 
existed, then an enemy might cut of, or destroy 
forces so unhappily situated. 

Well, the Secretary did withdraw the troops, not | 
being compelled by the act to retain them at that | 


Ss 


for raising a regiment of mounted Ri- 
stablishing military stations on the route 


to Oregors 
Be it enveied hy the Senate and. House of Re i 
tives of the ed States of America ta Congress assem- | 
dled, Vhat there shall be raised one reviment of mounted il 
riflemen, to be composed and organized i follows, to wit: ‘| 
One colonel, one Heatenant colonel, one major, one quar- | post; and he did itupon the representation af those 
who shall besa Hebtonant, one saaa ape aitant Who ce ee ar who lee ete 
1) ian, wid teu companies: each company shale econ- i well informed, Now a word to the milita e 
rist of one captain, one first lieutenant, one second liouten- © pacity of the Seeretary of War. 7 beleve, since 
ant, (exclusive of the adjutant liewtenant,) four sergeants, | he has been in the administration of that Depart- 
a erha S bugiers, one farrier, one blacksmith, and i ment, that he has given toit his careful study, and 
Suc. Q tad be it further en ' has devoted his time to it; so that he hes bezoime |: 
non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates į exceedingly well acquainted upon all the peintscon- {i 
nected with military afai l believe he has per- 

formed his fall duty to the Department in this re- 


he entitled to the same pay and emoluments aa are al 
to dragoons, and that the farrier and blae 

i speci; and thongh | know he is nota military man i 
{by proi on, that be was an eminent civilianand |) 


evive the same pay and allowances 
u i $ à 
| lawyer, before he came to a, having an 


artificer of artillery, 
Sec. 3, And be tt further cancted, That he sa 
Vashing 
| extensive practice in the State of Lonisiaua, yet 
I know be has eapa 


ment of rifemen shall be subject to the rues and articles of 
ty, ax ftv as the-clements of 


H 
| 
i 


Se nbite 


as 


acted, Thar the afieears, 
nat 
lowed `i 
ksmith sball re- |! 
asare allowed to gn i 


wan and shall be reeruited inthe same manner as other 
troops in the ne of the United Sintes, and with the 
same conditions and lbnitat oftivers. 


| 


caiamissionnd officers, musicians, hs, i| the military art are coneceree sänd, E believe, he 
Ny wap salt T i e E ; n 
and eats Eimi ne entited toti as pr l has by industry, by study, and by reflection, fully i 
"i qualified himself for the post he occupies. Whar) 


widoy e- 


t 


is the assault made upon him? fe is, that he h 
| substituted infantry for amornted riflemen, m 
| when you get to rhe fets, it was by the express į 
ii request of the former D Hegate fram Oreson, that i! 
| the substitution was made. That Delerace came | 
i forward and stated, that mounted riflemen were | 
unsuited to the Oregin count vhich was an ji 
! abrupt, broken, and mountainous region—iheat the 
Indians could escape with the greatest ease and 


nied Stats 
hey enact 
ans, aud privates of 
oustructng fortiticati 


nent, When cuiployed in 
surveys, cutting road: ormin 
be allowed fifteen cents per day each, h a commuiation 
in money for the extra spirit ration, as by the act 
of the second of Mareh, one thousand eight hundred imd 
incteen, entitled “ An act to regulate the pay of the anny 


mak 
g other babor, s 


i 

nN OL : [i 

EC t further enacte | facility trom sucha character offoree. Ele stated, a 
seventy- ve hundred dolla lihat while mounted rifes mi ry proper 


equippin and this 


priat 


is of Texas and the wreat prairies of 
»Yelura country totally different in alj 
ical confiwurations, it would be improper 

and the Secretary 


lupon tpe 


ppropriated. 
«dnd be it 


se app 
ypropriated, to de 
or defence whic 
} 1 osunut: |: 
g iwo thousand had ean- 
+ Indian tribes w Ha eon 
ound on which tee said 
tation, j 
VED, May 19, 1846. =i p 
It thus appears thai in the whole act, the word i wan 
t Oregon’? appears only in the sixth section, and : 
m the preamble, which is a reference to that sec- | 
uon. And what does the sixth section provide? i 
topriated to defray the | 
z Station on the line of 
Oregon, 
have bee 


ay 


NSS 
had b 
of foot soldie 
tection. 


ech driven from th j 
or infantry, whe 


Why 


eth 


of W 


ar N 


n 


aded, and F 


10W ady to tell me wi boutsinthis p the question. 
section it anp ti mounted rifles ure bo be Nosuch thing has been done. | 
Oregon, aad not to be withdrawn from that - Ifthe gentleman is certainabout 
, T} i à it, E will give it upatonce, It is of no import | 
gauce to the question under discussion. The Del- | 


egate from Oregon [Mr. Thurston] stated, and | 
the gentleman from New York, by my side, heard | 
| him, that the people of Oregon did not want any 
; troops there, if the Government would pay t 


è whole act 


> 
te 


d like any ger row me any part ifor defending themselves—that they could tak 
of ihis act which requires the troops to go to.) care of theniselves, if furnished with a tithe of the 


: f 4 ; = oar i 
Oregon and not be withdrawn, or which ponts |) money troops would cost. Now, that is a good || 


i sufferings of many of them. 


n dians, 


| give them protection. 


; are 


reason for not sending. the infantry; if one ds 
wanted. "The Delegate from Oregon, representitig 
that Territory, must be presumed to know? what 
the interests and: wishes of :the people of- that 
Territory are; and if the Government ‘here;:in 
pursuance of those interests and wishes, followéd 
them out, ought it now to be denounced by the 
succeeding Delegate from the Territory. of Oregon, 
for having done just what it was.requested-todo? 
I think the Administration showed a great willing- 
ness to do everything for Oregon. I know. the 
Comunittee on Military Affairs consulted withthe 


: War Department. J also felt myself a profound 


interest in that country. [consider that the peop 
pie went there when there was but little to attract 
them. I felt that they had gone to a Territory, 
where they could have but a doubtful title to their 
jands, and where they must live in constant danm- 
ger of attack from hostile bands of Indians, who 


| Were upon their paths everywhere. They had to 


scale the lofty summits 5f the Rocky Mountains, 
covered with eternal snow, and then descend into 


the valley of the Columbia, and enter a Territory 
lide known, and unfriendly to their occupation. 


Tb 


ve that we have but a feeble conception of the 
_ When I was onthe 
Committee of Public Lands in the first session of 


į the Thirtieth Congress, I advocated in committee 
i a bill, by which was giv 
i double the,amount of land they now receive as a 
| gratuity, and extending the benefits to settlers who 
j Should settle in that Territory by the year 1852. 


en to every settler in Oregon 


The committee reduced the proposition one half, 
and the bill passed at the last session of Congress 
in the form in which it had been presented pre- 
iously. I oaly mention this to show that Ihave 
uniformly felt a kindness towards the people of 
hat Territory. That kindness was not discon- 
tinued when £ wus a member of the Committee on 


, Military Affairs. The last session we brought 


before the Efouse a bill to pay $100,000 to the 
people of Oregon for the war with the Cayuse In- 
The ‘Territory was at aremote distance, 
and we had neither accounts or vouchers before 
us. But we were still willing to be animated by. 
the same spirit, and [must say that the War. De- 
partment showed kindness and liberality towards 
the people of that Territory, and never refused to 
That Department followed 
the advice of the Delegate from Oregon upon all 


i + > . * . 
proper oxeasions, and listened to him with consid- 


eration. is the Secretary of War to be denounced 


such conduet now? Does net the generous 
heart of every man revolt from the injustice of 
such a pr gas tint? F trust that I have 
vindice etary 


OCR 


si 


Ulicienuly the course of the Sec 
ner. Phere ave many other facts to 
might refer, I desire gentlemen, who do 
v the Secretary has done exactly right, 
and who way think I have made mistakes in these 
remarks, to have an opportunity of replying to what 
i have here stated. 1 shall move no previous 
question. ‘There ave characters to defend—there 
Hoos ut stake, and they musi be vindi- 
cated, s necessary to have mounted riflemen 
n Oregon, my word for it, as an honest man, you 
must raise them. If you raise them, you must 
Appropriation Jo you pro- 
l deo? If so, 
o50s, then MOD- 
th of the subject to 
a moment. have 
2 years upon the Committee on 
tary Affairs, so that T think I shall not be 
liv of great presumption, if F should attempt to 
2 few words about the posting of these troapk 
rt would not he safe, nay it would 
nptuous for the House io undertake to 
y the stations and positionx of troops, Tam 
peaking of the presumption of the House as a 
body, aud not of any single individual, Why, 
ou might place them in the most unfor 
i which they would mest v 
doverwhel: 
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gent has now 
ses bern sold ir 
y of the soldiers have 
d mines 6f California. 
become a skeleton-regiment,and 


mounted r 
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The regimens, had 
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it was found necessary to- add new men to it. 
Those men are now being enlisted, and when. en- | 
listed, it is proposed. to send that ‘regiment of 
` mounted rifles to Texas.. And if you send them 
to Oregon, you will have to raise another troop 
for Texas. . 
In conclusion, I beg leave to. return my thanks 
to the House for the kindness with which they 
‘have heard me, and to apologize for having tres- 
assed so long. upon their time. . My sole: object 
has been to vindicate the Secretary of War, who 
has acted, I believe, in this whole matter, honestly 
and: fairly, without. transcending his duty, and, 
moreover, with ability and singleness of purpose. 
Mr. STUART. . I would like to inquire of the 
Delegate from Oregon, whether he intends to press 
this vote?’ Because if he does, I desire to say a 
few words as to the motives which will govern my 
action; otherwise I do not intend to say anything. 
Mr. LANE® I have just had an interview with 
the Secretary of War felative to this matter. I 
should like to have the attention of the House, 
while ] give my views with reference to this rifle 
regiment and the movement of it, and then I am 
willing that the vote shall be reconsidered and the 
resolution laid on the table or withdrawn, for [ 
have the assurance of the Secretary of War, that 
troops shall be posted upon the route this season 
in suficient time to afford protection to the people 
bound to Oregon. 7 
Mr. STUART. I merely wish to say that my 
object in rising was to slate my views very briefly 
in regard to the power of this House over this 
matter, and the power of the Executive of the 
United States. But learning from the Delegate 
from Oregon that‘he has received assurances from 
the Secretary of War which induce him not to 
press the question, and being at all times unwilling 
unnecessarily to consume the time of the House, 
I will yield the floor to him for the purpose of ex- 
planation, and refrain from making any remarks 
myself, 
r. LANE. Ihave not intended at any time | 
to thrust my opinion on military matters upon the 
House, or to claim anything for the little military | 
service I have seen, and the little experience I have | 
hiad in the service of my country. I never have 
said upon any occasion, nor do I mean to say in 
this House, that my opinionsare entitled to respect 
because L have seen a little service in a war which | 
I did regard, and do yet regard, as a just war and 
one which every American citizen should have 
supported with heart and hand. There should 
have been but one feeling in this country when we 
were engaged in that war. Unfortunately, how- 
ever, therg were two; but I do hope that if this 
country shall ever again be involved in war, there 
will be but one opinion, and that, that it is the duty 
of every American citizen to take the part of his 
country, and never to sympathize with her ene- | 
mies, It would have been well for the opponents 
of the Mexican war if they had uttered fewer 
words in opposition to it than some of them did. 
Now, sir, out of that war has grown an exten- | 
sion of this country; it has given us an extended | 
frontier which is entitled to protection. Oregon 
isa large piece of territory aside from the addi- 
tional extension of our country. Itembraces from 
the summit of the Rocky mountains to the Pacific 
ocean—a thousand miles in extent in one direc- 
tion, and from the forty-second to the forty-ninth 
parallel in the other. In that Territory there are | 
no troops. There are the remnants of two com- 


pare of artillery, but an infantry soldier has never 
een ordered to that Territory. | 

The rifle regiment was clearly and distinctly i 
raised for that service. President Polk recom- ; 


. 


mended the raising of the regiment to be stationed |i 


on the route to Oregon for the protection of emi- | 
grants bound for that Territory, and in pursuance | 
of that recommendation, Congress authorized the || 
raising of the regiment. It was raised, but this || 
was unfortunately during the Mexican war, and || 
under the emergency of the occasion had to be | 
sent to Mexico, and there served till the conclusion | 
of that war. When it returned, Mr. Polk very ii 
justly thought they were, in common with other | 
new regiments, entitled to a discharge, and so | 
many of them as desired it were discharged. The 
skeleton remaining was filled up by. recruits, as 1 | 
stated yesterday, on the express ‘condition that | 
they were to be employed in this Oregon service, 
Tt was sent to Oregon after being thus filled up, | 


months, till about April of last year. It is of this 
withdrawal that I complain, and 1. think justly; 
for ‘while’ they were there we had peace, uninter- 
rupted. peace, and assoon as they left us, the cruel 
butchery: of our people commenced. DA 

: Now; I take it for granted, that the promise 
made by the Secretary of War to-day will be car- 
ried out in good faith, and. that. troops wall be 
placed upon the route- in time for the emigration 
to Oregon this season. - But look at the economy; 
look at the principle; look at the system of political 
economy of the Administration so lauded. by the 
gentleman from Maryland. ‘Iam a thousand times 
obliged to the gentleman for his kindness towards 
Oregon in the last Congress, and I have no doubt 
that I shall often have occasion to thank him for 
his kindness towards Oregon in this Congress. 
Oregon needs much. She has no vote here. She 
can only ask others to give her what she wants, 
and I pledge my word that I willask for nothing 
in her behalf that is not absolutely essential to her 
„welfare, and to which she is not justly entitled. 

Now, this regiment of mounted rifles was or- 
dered to Oregon; it was then ordered back again; 
and now it is necessary to send out another force 
there. That is a beautiful system of economy! 
The gentleman from Maryland seems to think that 
the Administration are entitled to great credit for 
this system of moving and counter-moving, and 
marching and counter-marching troops. But is it 
good economy or good policy to march troops to 
Oregon and march them back again, while they 
were subserving te very purpose intended by 
Congress in authorizing the raising of the regi- 
ment, and then march out more troops? Yet that 
seems to be the policy of the Administration. 

The former Delegate from Oregon [Mr. Thurs- 
ton] may have said that this rifle regiment was 
not needed there. 1 have great respect for that 
gentleman’s memory, and for his intelligence. He 
hag now possed away; but if he made such a state- 
ment as that, he certainly was not consulting the 
interests of that Territory, and how he could have 
said such a thing, I cannot conceive. While it 
may be true that the troops were not needed in the 
settlements, they were certainly needed on the emi- 
grant route, from Independence to the waters of 
the Columbia, and on the route from Oregon to 
California. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. MarsaaLL] 
said to-day, in the course of his remarks, that he 
did not know why the troops should be posted at 
the points indicated in this resolution. I will now 
explain to the gentleman, why it is necessary that 
they should be so arranged. The gentleman will 
recollect that there are two great roads, one leading 
from St. Joseph, in Missouri, via Fort Hall, to | 
the Dalles of the Columbia river; the other from 
Oregon City to Calfornia. 

This latter road passes through the Rogue River 
Valley, which is near the dividing line between 
Oregon and California, and runs through a country | 
where there are no white settlements at all, buti 
which is inhabited by as warlike and ferocious | 
Indians, as any of our North American tribes, and | 
they have succeeded in ambuscading the road and į 
cutting offnumerous parties of our citizens passing 
to and from Oregon and California. 

The interests of California and Oregon are iden- 
tical; they nevercan be separated; lying upon the 
western slope of the Rocky Mountains, they form 
an important portion of this country, and every- 


thing should be done, that can be consistently 
done by Congressand the Administration, to afford 
to them everything that they need, or at least to 
protect those who are moving there. This rifle | 
regiment, I repeat, ought never to have been or- 
dered to Texas, for their service belongs to Ore- 
gon. We ought to have troops sufficient for the 
protection of the people who go to Oregon, and J 
have no doubt that it will be so, as I rely upon 
the assurances of theSecretary. 

{Here a message was received from the Presi- | 
dent of the United States. } 

Mr. EVANS. I want to ask the gentleman aj 
question as to the character of the Indians in Ore- | 
gon, as to whether they are warlike or not, and | 
whether they have lately been making war upon į 
the citizens of that Territory? I want to know Í 
how many troops will be necessary for the protec- | 
tion of that Territory, and whether the inhabitants | 
are not able to take care of themselves, and what | 
the probable cost of those troops would be? If} 


argument, however, I ‘will not insist on his an- 
swering them now. But I desire to, have them 
answered. a ee eee 

Mr. LANE. I prefer to go on with the branch 
of the subject I was elucidating a little further, 
and then I will answer the gentleman’s questions. 
I remarked that the interests.of Oregon and Cali- 
fornia were identical. Oregon, to some extent, is 
a gold-producing country, butit is not so uniform- 
ly diffused over it as in California. But she has 
within her borders what is more valuable; a soil of 
inexhaustible fertility, finely adapted to the growth 
of everything that is needed for the subsistence of 
man; and is now in part supplying, and must 
eventually furnish, California with all agricultural 
productions needed. Hence the great road leading 
from one country to the other demands imperi- 
ously your protection, Now, we desire that there 
shall Gs a garrison stationed somewhere in the 
Rogue River Valley, through which this road 
passes; for we must pass through that valley on 
the route from Oregon te California. We also 
ask that a garřison shall be placed upon the other 
road, in the Snake river country, soméivhere be- 
tween Fort Halland the Grand Ronde. 

I will now answer the interrogatories of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans.] Thereare 
about sixty tribes of Indians in Oregon. There 
are about five times as many Indians as whites in 
the Territory. The tribes near the settlements are 
in general friendly disposed, and an easy people 
to govern. We have no reason to fear any diffi- 
culty from them. But the Indians on the road 
from Oregon to California are,as I said before, as 
fierce and warlike as any on the face of the globe, 
and they are as capable of conducting war, Major 
Kearney—and every gentleman here knows that 
we have no officer in the Army who stands higher 
for courage; he is the officer who gallantly carried 
the gates of the city of Mexico, with a shattered 
and disabled arm dangling at his side—yet this 
officer, with the intrepid Walker,and a small force 
of as good troops as ever drew sabre, declined on 
one occasion to give them battle till he was rein- 
forced. The Indians were well mounted, and well 
armed, and five hundred or six hundred strong. 

Now when such Indians as those infest the great 
highway from Oregon to California, can it be ex- 
pected that without a garrison and without troops 
our people are safe in passing from one country to 
another? Sir, within the last few gears many 
parties passing this road have been attacked, and 
many of them murdered and their property de- 
stroyed. 

They have thus been elated by success and have 
grown bold, and are growing bolder still, and noth- 
ing will keep them in subjection but troops gar- 
risoned there. Now the same may be said as to 
the other, the emigrant road between Fort Hall 
and the Dalles of the Columbia river. Depreda- 


but only suffered to remain there some eighteen | 


the gentleman desires to pursue another train of 


tions have been committed on that road of such a 
savage and cruel and barbarous nature, that I will 
not ask this ITouse to listen to their recital; they 
are too revolting to the feelings of our nature. 
Suffice it to say, young ladies have fallen into their 
hands, and whole families have been destroyed. 
Under the inducements which have been held out 
by Congress, many of our people have attempted 
to emigrate, and fallen upon the way. That fron- 
tier cannot be protected unless the Government 
takes the matter into its own hands. It is not in 
the power of the few thousands of people in that 
Territory to protect a frontier of some seven hun- 
dred miles. It is impossible for them to furnish 
sufficient force to subdue those Indians. I do not 
exaggerate when I say, thatmany thousands of 
dollars worth of property have there fallen into 
the hands of the Shoshone or Snake Indians. I 
do not exaggerate when I say, that many lives have 
been taken, that many men, women, and children 
have been murdered in the most shocking and 
horrible manner. Now, was it just to the emi- 
grants to that country—was it right, under these 
circumstances, to have ordered that regiment from 
that country, and thus leave it open to these savage 
depredators? I must confess that I did not expect 
to see my friend from Texas [Mr. Howarp] take 
the position which he assumed yesterday. I did 
not expect that a gentleman representing any por- 
tion of a State so chivalrous as Texas—a State so 
prompt in doing her duty in defending herself and 
the country—should ask the services of this regi- 
ment, and that Oregon should be deprived of all 
protection. 
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Mr. HOWARD. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I have made no such request. I am perfectly 
willing that Oregon shall be defended, and that the 
Government shall send troops there for her de- 
fence. What I said was, that the Secretary of 
War had stated that these troops were not the best 
for Oregon. He says now that the reports will 
show that the mounted men in Oregon have not 
rendered service at all commensurate with the ex- 
pense which the ceuntry has been put to in rela- 
tion to this character of troops, and that foot forces 
ave still the best for that Territory. But this regi- 
ment, as the gentleman from Maryland states, 
after being in a great degree disbanded in Ore- 
gon, the troops having deserted so that there was 
but a mere skeleton left, who, with the officers, 
brought home the horses that were nét sold, at a 
large expense, and were posted in Texas. Now, 
I want to know where is the reason for sending 
them back? If mounted forces are‘necessary there, 
then give them an independent mounted force— 
give them another regiment. But, sir, I will come 
to a compromise with the honorable gentleman 
from Oregon. If he will give us in Texas, for 
three years, those mounted rangers, he may then 
take back the troops; he may have them re-trans- 
ported to Oregon. 

But I think the Department have taken the 
ground which they have taken in relation to this 
matter wisely, and for this reason: The population 
of Oregon and of California is composed principally 
of young men without families, and, of course, a 
population of this description is much more com- 
petent to defend itself, than one composed of per- 
sons who have settled with their families—with 
women and children, as is the case in Texas. If 
the present army cannot defend the frontier of that 
country, by calling for volunteers, a population 
composed chiefly of young men is certainly much 
better adapted to defend themselves, than such a 
population as existsin Texas. We all know that 
the frontiers of Texas have ever since annexation, 
been depredated upon, more or less, by hostile In- 
dians. We know that for the last three years the 
frontiers of Mexico have been depredated upon by 
the Indians, now resident in the United States; 
and that no efficient or fair means have been taken 
to carry out that treaty; and that this regiment 
has been brought there, not only to protect the peo- 
ple of Texas and New Mexico, but to protect and 
carry out the treaty stipulations which you have 
obligated yourselves to carry out with the Repub- 
lic of Mexico. And more than that; it seems to 
me to be a most extraordinary position, that men 
going to a country must be protected, but that men 
who are settled in a country with their families, 
and liable to like depredations, shall not be pro- 
tected. 

Mr. LANE. The gentleman from Texas is as 
much at fault in his assertions, as was the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Brooxs.] This re- 
giment was not ordered from California, but from 
Oregon. 

Mr. HOWARD, I had my authority from the 
Secretary of War. They are partin Oregon, and 
part in California; indeed, the headquarters of 
General Smith was at San Francisco. 

Mr. LANE. But none of the rifles were there. 


Mr. HOWARD. That is not the statement of | 


the Secretary of War. 

Mr. LANE. Now in reply to the gentleman’s 
argument as to their being relatively more young 
and unmarried men in Õregon than in Texas, 
let me assure him that heis egregiously at fault. 
Congress, you know, sir, has enacted ‘a law do- 
nating to all emigrants who would take a claim 
in that country, and cultivate it for four years, as 
follows: to a married man 320 acres, one-half in 
his own right, and one half in her own right; to 
an unmarried man 160 acres, and to his wife 
160 more in her own name, if he marries in twelve 
months after locating his claim; the consequence 
is, sir, we have few unmarried men or women in 
our country; the ladies, always quick to dis- 
cover their interests, and prompt to avail them- 
selves of any opportunity to promote it, have not 
only all wedded who were there, but many more 
have gone there and married, and have husbands 
and lands both, so that thegentleman must discover 
that if fighting men cannot be obtained except 
they are unmarried, no country is more destitute 
of them than Oregon. 

There are some troops in California, but not 
more than are needed there, and indeed not as 


| 


| Many. California is as much exposed as any 
country possibly can be, from the locality of the 
country, from its formation, and from its many 


duces the people to wander all over the country, 
and for that reason they are exposed more than 
they otherwise would be.- 

Now, lam going to state simply, that the troops 
in Oregon consist of not more than forty to ninety 
men. They are artillery troops occupying gar- 
risons, or something like garrisons, upon the sea- 
coast. A few of them are at Fort Stilacoon, on 
Puget Sound, and a few of them at Columbia bar- 
racks. None of them can be used in the defence 
of the frontiers of that country. Now, I repeat, 
| the Secretary of War has told me to-day, that for 


he will cause troops to march out, to be there in 
time for this year’s emigration. That will satisfy 
me so far as that is concerned, snd it will satisfy 
| the emigrants, and insure their protection, if the 
| troopsare kept upon theroad. There is one other 
route which the Secretary should place troops 
| upon, and that is the great road leading from Ore- 
gon to California, and then we should have the 
protection which the people absolutely require. 

I have said nothing about the right of this House 
to request the President, for this resolution was 
nothing more than a request, or if you please, a 
petition. Whenever the day arrives when this 
House cannot, or dare not, or will not, for.some 
imaginary reason, say that they have no right to 
respectfully ask and request the President of the 
United States to afford protection to our frontiers, 
then I will be prepared to say we do not enjoy the 
liberties which I heretofore have supposed, and 
still believe we enjoy. When has the timearrived 
in which it is improper to do so? 

I hope I need not add, that I am as fully aware 
as any gentleman on this floor, that this House 
has no power to command the President to do any- 
thing in the premises; my object was not to com- 
mand him; and it is passing strange to me that 
gentlemen will insist that it is designed to be so. 
My object was to obtain an expression of the sense 
of this body upon the propriety of extending the 
protection to the people I represent, which I think 
1s their due, not doubting that the President would 
give such respectful consideration to such expres- 
sion as is due to such a high source. I also desired 
to bring this subject to the attention of the country 
at large, and my constituents in particular. Why, 
sir, this is certainly a novel idea, that this House 
has no right, by abstract resolution, if you please, 
to indicate its sense of any Executive proceeding, 
or what ought to be Executive action. Sir, your 
Journals, through the whole history of the Gov- 
ernment, are full of such precedénts, and espe- 
cially has this been the habit of the party now in 
power. While upon this subject, permit me to 
remark, that, although no lawyer, yet I think I 
rightly understand the constitutional obligations 
resting upon the President and upon the Congress. 
It-is for Congress to make the Jaws, and for the 
President to execute them. While it is true that he 


true that it is his duty to see that the laws are 
faithfully executed; hence I infer that if Congress, 
in raising troops for a particular service, should 
direct their field of operations, it would be the 
duty of the Chief Magistrate to execute the will 
and directions of the law-making power. 

It is now about time to withdraw this resolution, 
or rather to let it take its regular course. 

Mr. EVANS. I would ask the gentleman, 
what would be the probable cost of supporting the 
troops he proposes to have sent to Oregon? 

Mr. LANE. I am by nature and practice, and 
in every other way, an economist, and in asking 
protection for Oregon, I studied economy. 
| unwilling to ask for what she really needs, be- 
cause it will cost much, affd more than Congress 
might think proper. For that reason I put it low. 


three companies of cavalry would be sufficient to 
afford the needed protection on the emigrant road 
between Fort Hall and the Dalles, and two or 
three companies of the same description of troops 
| in the Rogue River Valley between Oregon and 
| California. 

| I also stated, that if mounted troops could not 
| be had, that infantry forces ought to be sent out; 
| not that 1 believed for a moment that we could 
i wage war successfully with infantry, but that a 


i 


scattered valleys. Its immense amount of gold in- | 


| the protection of the emigrants bound to Oregon, | 


is the Commander-in-Chief of the Army, it is also į 


I was į 


I stated, in a letter to the President, that two or: 


| garrison in the country would: have a moral in- 
| fluence upon the Indians, that would. do ‘much 
| towards keeping peace with them. ; 

I have many apologies to make to:this:Hous 
for trespassing so long upon their time. It is the 
first occasion that J have found it necessary to sa 
a word or occupy the time of this House, but it 
was an occasion upon which T thought I ought to 
avail myself of the privilege which you have ex- 
tended to me. I must look to this House for the 
adoption of such measures as are necessary for the 
protection of Oregon, 

I should like to have the vote upon the passage 
of the resolution reconsidered, and that the resolu- 
tion lie upon the table. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I demand the 
previous question. 

The previous question received a second; and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

The main question, which was “upon reconsid- 
ering the vote by which the resolution was adopt- 
ed, was then put, and it was agreed to. : 

Mr. LANE. I now move that the resolution 
lie upon the table. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. ‘ 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

: On motion by Mr. CABELL, of Florida, it 
| was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the petition 
and papers of Richard Fitz Patrick, for the purpose of refer- 
ence in the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. ABERCROMBIE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers and petition of Wade Allen be 
withdrawn from the files of the House, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 


On motion by Mr. HENN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers and petition of Solomon Rush- 
; ton be withdrawn from the files of the House, and referred 
| tothe Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. HASCALL, the House then 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and refereed to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. WEIGHTMAN * The memorial of a citizen of 
New Mexico, praying the enactment of a bill, therewith 
transmitted, having for its object the armingof the militia 
and volunteers, &c., of the Territory of New Mexico, 

Also, a memorial of a citizen of New Mexico, praying the 
enactment of a bill, therewith trausmitted, having for its 
object to place officers and enlisted men serving in New 
Mexico, on the same footing as regards pay, with officers 
and enlisted men serving in Oregon, California, and for other 
purposes. 

By Mr. : Memorials of certain merchants engaged 
in commerce, and ship- masters, and of certain captains of 
steam and sailing vessels, navigating Long Island Sound, 
asking for a suitable light-house on the end of Long Wharf, 
in New Haven harbor. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: The petition of Mary Pearson, for a 

pension on account of the revolutionary services of Silas 
! Pearson, her late husband. 
By Mr. HAVEN: The petition of S$. Vandenburgh and 
| 31 others, praying an inquiry into the subject of the tariff 
upon cigars costing less than ten doHars per thousand, and 
such a modification in reference thereto as will afford pro- 
tection to the makers thereof in this country. 

By Mr. McLANAUAN: The remonstrance of citizens of 
Franklin county, Pennsylvania, against the renewal of the 
patent right of Zebulon Parker, tor his reaction water. whee}, 

Also, a petition of citizens of Perry county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the establishment of a mail route from Newport 
to Elliottsburg, in said county, by way of Millford, Bosser- 
man’s mill, and Roseburg. 

Ry Mr. FLORENCE: The petition of John S. Moore, 
John N. Henderson, Lacey & Phillips, and other citizens 
of Philadelphia, praying for an appropriation to the Execu- 
tive Committee of the London Industrial Exhibition, to ne~ 
lieve those who have borne the expenses of the transporta- 
i tion and display of goods at the “ World?s Fair.”? “ 

By Mr. AIKEN: The memorial of the New York 
Chamber of Commerce, praying fora Jight-boat, with a fog- 
bell, on Cape Roman Shoals, coast of South Carolina. 
|| By Mr. ASHE: The memorials of Neil) Kelly and J.C. 
|| Blocker, deputy marshals, praying additional compensation 
for taking the census. ; i 
I| By Mr. BISSELL: The memorial of the President and 
Directors of the Mississippi and Atlantic Railroad Compa- 
ny, praying for the right of way and a grant of land, to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from the State line of Ii- 
nois, at a point opposite Terra Haute, to [linoistown, op- 
posite St. Lonis. 

By Mr. BARRERE: The petition of William Perry and 
15 others, surviving soldiers of the war of 1812, and citi- 
zens of Brown county, Ohio, praying for the passage of a 
law granting pensions for life to the surviving officers and 
soldiers of the war of 1812. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Hlinois: The petition of citizens of 
li Hamilton, Franklin, and Saline counties, IHinois, praying 
ii Congress to establish a mail route from the town of Me- 
i; Lanesboro’, in the county of Hamilton, to the town of 
i| Marion, in the county of Williamson, and State of Ilinois. 

By Mr. GOODENOW: The memorial ‘of Benjamin 
Sampson and 7 others, assistant marshals of the county of 
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: franklin, in Maine, for 
he Seventh Censys. hee on ae 
May Mr. JOHN W. HOWE: The petition of Wiliam 
Gallaher and’ 180-others, citizens of Mercer county, Penn- 
-pylvania, praying Congress to prouibit the transportation of 
the United Statés mails upon the Saboath. 2S Bess 


additional compensation for taking 


: IN SENATE. 
a Weonespay, February 11, 1852. 
“ Prayer -by the-Chaplain, Rev. C: M. BUTLER. 
í MEXICAN CLAIMS. 


. The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate.a communication from the Secretary of State; 
transmitting, in compliance with a. resolution of 
the Senate of the Tth instant, a report of the Board 
of Commissioners. on: Claims against Mexico; 
which states, that the whole amount awarded oj: j 
atthe claims allowed by the Board was $3,205,- 
314.96, and thatthe sum stipulated by the United | 
States by the. 15th article of the treaty of Guada- 
tape Hidalgo, to make satisfaction for the claims | 
of their citizens against the Mexican Republic was 
three millions and a quarter, which exceeds, by 
$41,685 04, the total amount of the awards of the 
Board of Commissioners. 

Mr. MASON. That information was called 
for by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Brov- 
ueav.} Heis notin his seat, | 

Mr. WADE. If the gentleman from Virginia | 
will-allow me, I will state, that the resolution was $ 
introduced. at the instance of the Committee of | 
Claims, for information which they wanted in re- 
gard to u certaim claim. If, therefore, the Senator 
from Virginia will permit me, I will move that 
the communication be referred to the Committee of 
Claims, f 

Mr. MASON. I should be quite willing that | 
this communication should be referred to the 
Committee of Claims, so that we might have the 
action of that committee on the subject, but there 
is a large number of these claimants whose memo- | 
rials have been referred by the Senate to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and we have had 
them under consideration, | will notinterfere with | 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio, but merely 
state the fact T have already mentioned. 

Mr. WADE. Iwil not persist in the motion. 
I supposed that the resolution emanated trom that | 
committee, and for the purpose which F have men- | 
tioned, : | 

Mr. MASON. Then I will move that this | 
rommunication be referred to the Committee on 
Poveign: Relations, and that it be printed. 

Mr WADE, l am quite agreeable to that 
réference, 

` The communication was so referred, 

D CREDITORS OF CHEROKEES., 

The PRESIDENT pro tem, laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, com- 
municating, in cam plignce with a resolution of the 
Senate, copies of all correspondence between that 
Department, including the office of Indian Atiirs, 
and persons claiming to be creditors of the West- | 
ern Cherokees sinte the last session of Congress. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. That information was 
culled for at the instance of the Committee on In- 
Gian Aifairs, and was intended to assist that com- | 
mittee in the investigation ef claims now under 
their consideration, f move that the communica 
tion be referred to the Committee on Indian A 

furs, and that it be printed. 
# The motion was agreed to. 
PETITIONS. 
= Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of the 
guardian of the heirs of the late Mejor Thomas ! 
‘Noel, of the United States Army, praying the set- ; 
dement of his accounts; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Afairs. 

: Mr, BUTLER presented the memorial of the: 
Chamber of Commerce @f New York, praying : 
that a lightship, with a fog-bell on board, may 
be moored in the slue between the shoals off Cane || 
Roman, on the coast of South Carolina; whieh |! 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


f 


| of dragoons from the time he was discharged from 


| of land for the benefit of the town of Kanesville, 


| 1 move to refer both of these papers to the Com- | 


some cr 


right to use his patent force-pump and fire-engine; 
which was referred to. the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs, = es 


` Mr, MILLER pre 


ented ihe memorial of Sarepta. 


Cleveland, praying remuneration for a house be- | 


longing to her-father, Jonathan Skinner, destroyed 
by the enemy during the revolutionary war; which 
was referred to the. Committee:.on Revolutionary 
Glaims.. ely See Rais 

Mr. CHASE presented two- petitions of mer- 
chants and: others of Philadelphia, praying. the 
construction of an additional. canal. around the 
Falls of the Ohio river; which were referred to. the 
Committee on-Roads and Canals. ~ : 

Also, the memorial of inhabitants of Warren, 
Illinois, praying that the transportation of the 
mail on Sunday may be prohibited by law; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. : 

Also, two petitions from the assistant marshals 
tor taking the Seventh Census in Clark county 
and Hancock county, in the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing additional compensation; which were referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. DAWSON presented the petition of Avery 
Downer, praying a pension. for services during 
the revolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Woodbridge, praying a section of land in 
consideration of the services of his father, a sol- 
dier in. the revolutionary war; which was referred 
to the Committce on Public Lands. 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of William 
H. Platt, President of the Alton and Sangamon 
Railroad Company, in the State of Hlinois, pray- 
ing a grant of land to aid in the construction of 
that railroad; which was referred to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 

Mr. DODGE, of Lowa, presented the memorial 
of Benjamin S. Roberts, of the Army, praying to 
be allowed the pay and emoluments of a licutenant 


the Army to the time of his appointment as a 
lieutenant of mounted riflemen; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin Arnold, praying 
indemnity for property destroyed by the enemy i 
during the last war with Great Britain; whi 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Guthrie county, 
Iowa, praying a donation of land for the use of 
the county seat of that county; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of James C. Mitchell, and the 
petition of William Simpson, praying a donation 


ch 
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Iowa; which®vere reterred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


VICTIMS AND EXILES. 
Mr. BADGER. 


I,have a petition from one | 


fiche 


4 


was |! 
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half of suffering convicts banished by other coun- 
tries, they. pray that the same sort of syrapathy 
may ‘þe extended to the prather of one of these 


i| petitioners and the othér four hundred in Siberia. 


They say further, that they, believe the Russian 
Government will lend:a-very favorable considera- 
' tion to any application from this Government, upon 
the assurance being given that. they will all be 
brought to the United States... i 

Thad some difficulty in my mind, Mr. President, 
with regard to presenting this memorial, not know- 
iling but it might be intended to humbug me or 
i] Congress, from the fact which must be known’ to 
!| the Senate, that in the early movements upon this 
i subject of intervention, [ was ‘among the first to 
i! denounce the whole proceeding. J did not, there- 
i| fore, know but-the petition might have been sent 
| to.me fer such a purpose us I have suggested; but 
‘| recollecting thatan illustrious associate in the other 
| branch of Congress was very eloquent on the sub- 
}) ject of the right of petition and upon intervention, 
i E concluded to present the petition to the Senate, 
ij and to make the declaration, that I have determined, 
if any more petitions of a like character come to 
my hands, I will hand them over to some more 
tive sympathizer in the objects prayed for, and 
especially those who act'for +$ victims,” as they 
are called. 

Mr. BADGER. [I rise for the purpose of ma- 
king a motion ag to the disposition of this me- 
i morial, and E would suggest ` 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I beg pardon; I would 
suggest that it go to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

fr. BADGER. The petition states that the 

| judgments under which these exiles are suffering 
iia hard captivity in that frozen and inhospitable 
|! region were erroneous. J would therefore move a - 
i reference of this petition to the Committee on the 
i| Judiciary, with instructions to report a bill so to 
| amend our Jaws as to provide that a writ of error 
i may be taken to our Supreme Court from the Su- 
i| preme Court of the Russian Empire. (Laughter.} 
f Mr. UNDERWOOD. Perhaps that is rather 
| premature. According to the suggestion of the 
| memorialists, they recommend the sending out of 
' a commissioner to ascertain the facts before a writ 
! of error is provided for. 
Mr. BADGER. But the difficulty is, that be- 
i fore that can be done the five years’ limitation of 
i these writs of error may expire. J think this thing 
ought to be done immediately, if it is done at 
all. {Leughter, 
The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
| Kentucky withdraw the motion to refer the me- 
i morial to the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will withdraw that 
motion; and, if the reference will better suit the 
views of my friend from North Carolina, I will 
i move that it be referred to the Committee on the 
i Judiciary. : 
Mr. BUTLER. No! no! [Laughter.] You 


f 
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more of the victims of the square root, [tis from | 


S. N. Smithharst, one of the 
in North Carolina, employed in taking the Seventh | 
Census in Martin county, praying for additional | 
compensation, While I offer this petition, I beg | 
leave also to presenta paper containing a statement 

with respect to the petition of H. B. Lewis, a dep- | 
uty marshal in Tyrrel county, explaining the great | 


dificulties he labored under in taking the census. | 


| 


i 
l have a memorial to | 
t 


It 


mittee of Claims. 
7 
They were so referred. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


= | 
' 


iberia, under the pretence of having committed 
ime against the Russian ernment. 


n WADE pres : Ue A 
aa WADE presented three petitions of the as- i! They represent that the conviction was obtained 
Sisin arshals f Ashta : 3 tami |! p Amans arhi n } . Ps r 1 
5 He i of Ashtabula county, Miami! upon testimony which was false in tote. They : 


county, _ogan county, in the State of Ohio, | 
praying additional compensation for taking the | 
Seventh Census; which were referred to the Com- || i 
inittee of Claims. ig 
Mr, COOPER presented the petition of Simon | 
P. Kase, praying the Government to purchase the | 


a 
confined in Siberia under like erroneous proceed- ; 


of these glorious 
i generous, achive, and operative sympathy in be- 


Iso represent that there are four hundred others | 


the : 


zs against them in 


BS courts of Russia; and 
laving, as they say,und 


erstoag that the Congress : 
United Siates Intend to manifest 


tant marshals |; 


i} 


i triet of Columbia, 


Hat Washington, District of 


| are not in earnest, are you? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly lam. (Laugh- 
J 
| Mr. MASON. I did not hear distinctly what 
ithe Senator from Kentucky proposed, nor in- 


7 4 
į deed what he said in regard to this memorial; and 
iT would like to know whether he is acquainted 
i with these memortalists, and jf he knows who 
| they are, so that, if possible, the Senate may judge- 
| whether or not this petition is or is not what the 
Senator from Kentueky expresses his doubts that 
| it may be, namely, a humbug? ; 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ihave stated all tha: I 

know upon the subject. There is the New York 
post-mark upon it; and that is all that I know. 
_Mr. MASON. Then I think the best disposi- 
fon that can be made of it is, to lay it upon the 
able. I make that motion. 

Aa memorial was accôrdingly | 
tabie. 


| 
i 
i 
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! aid upon the 
PAPER WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 
On motion by Mr. NORRIS, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of John MeAvoy, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee for the Dis- 
0 bia, to which was referred the me- 
morlal of the citizens of Weshington, praying for 
the incorporation of the Eagle Stearaboat Company 


Columbia, reported & 


i 


® 


| 
f 


merce, to which was referred the petition of 
Thoma® A. Napier, reported a bill to authorize a 
new register for the American built ship Obed 
Mitchell; which was read a first and second time 
by unanimous consent, und, no amendment being 
made, it was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. W 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the petition of 
David P. Weekes, submitted a report, accompa 
nied by a bill for his relief; which was read and 


f 
! 
| 
| 


The resolution was accordingly passed over. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Private Secretary, transmitting the annual report 
of the Director ef the Mint at Philadelphia, 
showing the operations of the Mint and its 
branches for the year 1851; 

Also, a report from the Secretary of the Ìnte- 
rior, containing a report from Thomas U. Walter, 
Architect for the extension of the Capitol; and 

A copy of the instructions dispatched from the 
f ve Se ee E LEO 1 To: 
Department of State to the Minister of the United 


i 
j 
$ 
i 


| 


passed to the’ second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the | 
memorial of Guion and McLaughlin, submitted a | 
report, accompanied by a hill for their relief; which | 
was read and passed to the second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Ter- | 
ritories, to which the subject was referred, reported 
a bill to reduce and define the boundaries of the 
military reserve at the St. Peter’s river, in the 
‘Territory of Minnesota, and to secure the rights | 
of the actual settlers thereon; which was read and i 
passed to the second reading, | 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, to which the petition of Elizabeth V. 
Lomax was referred, submitted a report, accom- 
panied bya bill for hervelief; which was read and | 
passed to the second reading. The report was | 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the documents 
relating to the claim of Theodore E. Elliott, re- 
ported a bill for his relief; which was Tead and 
pypsed to the second reading. 

Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Barbara Ri- | 
ley, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for 
her relief; which was read and passed to the see- 
ond reading. Thereport was ordered to beprinted. 

On motion by Mr. GEYER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on the Judiciary be dis- 


charged from the farther consideration of the message of | 
the President of the United States, of the 26th January, re- 


1 
} 
i 


|} Mr. SEWARD, 


i bs ee ` 
| brig of war “ Express 3°? 
| dispatches of Mr. Lawrence to that Department 
land of his correspondence with Her i 
| 
| 


| Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs on the same subject. 

These several messages were referred, 

The first to the Committee on Finance; the 
second to the Comniittee on Public Buildings; and 
the third to the Coramittee on Foreign Relations; 
and they were ordered to be printed. 


NOTARIES PUBLIC. 
Mr. BUTLER. At the last session of Con- 
gress there was a bill passed authorizing notaries 


i 
| 
| 


1 
| 
{ 
t 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 


and certify oaths, affirmations, and acknowled¢ 
| ments in certain cases; but under some misappre 
i hension, it did not include the District of Colum- 
i bia. I move to take up that bill now, for the 
purpose of amending it in that particular, 
I desire to ask the Senator 
i from South Carolina, whether it will involve de- 
| bate? 

Mr. BUTLER 
la single word, À 
The motion to take up the bill was agreed to, 


© Notacall;it is only to supply 


public in the District of Columbia the same power 
ito take and certify to oaths, atirmations, &c., 
which is conferred on the same class of officers, 
in the States and Territories, was adopted; and 
the bill as amended was then ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


specting claims of citizens of California; and that it be laid 
upon the table. 
DISTRICT COURTS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. CLEMENS asked and obtained leave to 
introduce a bill to be entitled “An act to change 
the times of holding wie United States, district 
courts in Alabama, and for other purposes; which 
was read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. CLEMENS. TL hope it may he read a sec- 
oad time now, ' 

The moion was ngreed is. 

The bill provides that the district courts of the 
United States for the State of Alabama shall be 
held. at Mobile, on the fourth Monday in April, 
and on the second Monday after the forth Mon- | 
day in November; at Truntsville, on the second i; 
Monday in May, and the second Monday in No- | 
vember; at Montgomery ou the fourth Monday | 
in May, and the fourth Monday ia November; and : 


also, that the county of Butler shall be a part of, | 
and embraced in the middie district of said State. | 

The bil was ! 
of the Whole; and no amendment being offered, 
it was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

ADDITIONAL POST ROUTE. 

Mr. Mi submitted the following res 
iution for consideration; which was agreed to : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be directed to inquire into the expadic of 
establishing a pos 
Sinclair, to the Isle au Haut, int 
the State of Mfaine, 


UNITED 


wey 


OF MICHIGAN. 


Mr. CASS submitted the following resolation | 


for considerati 
Resoived, That the Commine 
structed to inquire into the 
salary of fhe district judge 
district of Michigan. 
Mr. SEWARD. I hope that resolution will 
lie over until to-morrow, as I desire to submit an 
amendment to it in relation to another case ofa 
like character, 


on ine Fadiciary be in- 
eney of increasing the 


ure 


S Mr. TON 


then considered as in Commitice | 


route from Rockland, iu tue county of fi 
g county of Lincoln, in ii 


STATES JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT |) 


d 
United States for the į 
t 


| 
i 


CENSUS COMPENDIUM. 
Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention to 
| ask leave to introducea joint resolation concern- 
| ing the publication ofa compendium of the several 
| censuses of the United States, Lt proposes that 
i 


| a joint committee of the two Houses be appointed, 


wht 


ose duty it shall be to prepare 
prepared, and report for immediate use, ¢ 
pendium of such oreminent statisties of the late 


Congress, accom 


general wealth of the United States, as they may 
deem useful 

RATLROADS IN IOWA. 
IS, of Lowa. Í move to dispense 
Wilh the snecial order to-day, for the purpose 


a et a y 
ou tate OF iowa, dn 


1 


ierant of land to the 
he construction of a railr 
ul from Tennessee [Mr. Beri} has had 
he floor on this subject, at lexst four or five days, 
and has been unable to proceed with his speech. 
: He con sed his remarks on the day when the 
i bill was last under consider 
five minutes, when the Senate adjourned. He is 
now prepared to go on with his remarks, and 1 
hope that the bill will be taken ap, so thar he may 
| proceed with them. : 

Mr. BADGER. 
i from lowa the propriety of v 
tion for the present. 


t 


wing that mo- 


voned until ene o'clock to- 


cial order, and 


: to the frish exiles y l 
ay; and as that subject is the sy 
s the time is now past, 1 think he ought to be 


E heard, 


suggested by my friend from Towa; but as both 
he and myself intend to speak tot 


be 


H 
i 
| 
| 


| A message was received from the President ofai 
the United States by Mr. M. P. Fintmons, his | 


States at London, respecting the attack on the | 
| United States steamer “Prometheus,” in the | 


; harbor of San Juan de Nicaragua, by the British || 
and also, a copy of the |! 


Britannic | 


public of different States and Territories to take | 


The amendment which extended to notaries | 


, or cause to beij 
com | 
and prior censuses, as to them may seem import- |; 
ant, for the present information of the people and | 
panied lay a report containing 

such other information relative to the progress of | 
agriculture, arts, manufacture, commerce, and the į 


Senate bill No. 1, which is a bil i 


in that State, | 


tion aud spoke some |: 


rest to my friend - 


The Senator from New: 
York (Mr. Srwanol] had the resolitionin reladon | 


i can readily realize the hardship imposed | 
upon my friend from Tennessee, as it has heen 


Senate, and | 
as we have something to say, which F trust will be : 


| worth hearing, our speeches will keep 
no danger whatever of their spoiling. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 1 trust t 
|| league will withdraw his ‘motion 


; There is. 
hat my cols 
; y and allow the 
| Special order to be proceeded with. ` z 
| Mr. JONES. Iwil withdraw the motion with 


i a great deal of pleasnre, if mẹ friend from Ten- 
|| nessee desires it to be withdrawn. ra 
i . Mr. BELL. I will assent with great. pleasure 
[i to any arrangement which may be agreed upon by 
i gentlemen. 

|, Mr. JONES. I would withdraw the motion 
j immediately, but I do not wish to be discourteoiis 
' to the Senator from ‘Tennessee. 

| Mr. BELL. 1 shall not regard it as any dis- 
|| courtesy at all. 

“The motion was then withdrawn. 

i EXILED IRISH PATRIOTS. 

| The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
| resolution submitted by Mr. Foose, of Missis- 
| sippi, on the 2d of December, expressive of the 
sympathy of Congress for the exiled Irish patri- 
| ots, Smith O’Brien and Thomas F. Meagher, and 
| their associates, 

|| The pending question was Mr, Sewarp’s amend- 
‘ment to the amendment of Mr, Sureps. 


important. It is a resolution which must have 
the assent of both Houses of Congress, and the 
approbation of the President of the United States, 
and so will become a national act. It recom- 
| mends, I might perhaps say solicits, clemency. to- 
i, wards the patriots of Ireland who are suffering 
| imprisonment in a penal colony; and it is de- 
signed for the information of the British Govern- 
ment, and therefore may and ought to be re- 
garded as an appeal by the United States to Great 
| Britain. 

Sir, I think the proceeding is defensible upon 
the grounds of abstract justice and propriety, as 
i well as upon a due consideration of the relations 
of all the parties concerned. 

: Ibeg leave to say, in the first place, thatit ig 
inoi altogether novel in character and principle. 
| The patriots of Ireland, who are the subjects of 
this debate, are suffering imprisonment in con- 
sequence of an effort, honestly made, to restore 
j their native land to liberty and independence. 
The sympathy expressed by this, resolution for 
them, springs from the same source from which 
the aynipathy of the people of the United States 
has sprung, which has been habitually exhibited 
| towards nations striving to assert the same righta 
| —the sympathy which was expressed by the peo- 
ji ple of the United States towards France in 1793, 
In 1836, and in 1848; towards Greece, towards the 
ising South American republies, towards Poland, 
i| towards Germany, and towards Hungary. Even 
iin form, sir, the measure assimilates. to the action 
of Congress in regard to Louis Kossuth, who has 
, been, through our interposition, released from. im- 
prisonment in Asia Minor, and brought. to our 
i shores, reecived and welcomed as a guest of the 
| United States. 
: Fhe interest which is expressed in this resolu- 
ion, for William Smith O’Brien, like that which 
s expressed toward Louis Kossuth, is not merely 
personal, but itis the reverential compassion in 
ʻi dalged by the people of the United States fora 
allen nation “in aman compris’d.’? Itis not, 
then, the cause of William Smith O’Brien alone— 

i. is the cause of Ireland. ; 

The merits of a nation’s cause, and of its de- 
fenders, require a review, vot merely of the y 

i ticular aecidents or incidents which bring it he- 
i fore us, but of the'whole life of the nation. Se 
l jt was that our forefathers, in adopting the decla- 
i ration of American independence, reviewed the 
į entire colonial experience in vindication of the ae: 
' of abjuration of thelr allegiance to the British 
: Throne. 

Ten centuries ago, sir, Ireland was an independ- 
ent nation, possessing the elements and the forces 
of national stability. [reland was guilty of one 
enduring crime—it was the crime of proximity to 
England. frelaud labored under one enduring 

“misforiune—it was the misfortune that, for many 
centuries, she had remained uneonquered and. un- 
congucrable. ‘The crime. provoked the cupidity 
of England, the misfortune begat divisions. inte 
septs and clans, and these civil distractions favored 

n invader. At the very moment, sir, when 

Henry, a Norman King of England—the second 


eat 
rat 


an 
an 
is 
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of that name; I think—was, as the chronicle re- 
lates, “casting in his mind to conquer the adjacent 
island,. because. it seemed to-him. to ‘he commo- 
dious; and because its inhabitants.were savage and 
rüde,” he was applied to by'a deposed Irish prince 
io remstaté him on the throne.. The invader enjoyed 
one vast advantage: England had been successive- 
ly subjagated by the Romans, the Danes, the 
Saxons, andthe Normans, and in that.rough ex- 
perience she. had acquired the. consolidation and 
discipline which, combined with the energy aris- 
ing from a. mingling of races, and. an ambition 
springing: from-an insular. position, have enabled 
her almost “to have the world in empire.” 

“The invasion, of course, did not result in restor- 
ing. the. Irish King, hor did it result in the ‘con- 
quest of Ireland. It ended ini only the establish- 
ment ofa small colony upon: the coast, enclosed 
with palisades, and therefore called ‘The Pale.” 
Within the ‘Pale’? were Englishmen, English 
Lords, ngli manners, English customs, and 
English rule; and without the “ Pale”. were the 
entire nation of Irishmen, with their hereditary 
princes, their native language, and customs, and 
manners, , 

Acting upon the law of nations, as it was then 
understood, these races regarded each other as 
natural enemies, and hence ensued wars un- 
sparingand unrelenting. The Reformation hurled 
a new element into this internecine strife. The 
Catholic Church in England had given place to 
‘one which suited its Kings and people better, 
Considerations of prudence coöperating with a 
spirit of proselylism, determined the Government 
of England to subvert the Catholic Church in 
Ireland. The sword was the missal sent, and a 
ferocious soldiery were the apostles of the new 
faith, The Irish preferred their paternal religion 


to that which was so rudely recommended to J 


them by their enemies, The ‘ Pale,” although 
backed by England, was too feeble to subjugate 
Ireland, and Ireland, distracted by the jealousies of 
her clans, was too weak to crush the ‘ Pale;” 
and so for four hundred years continued wars, at 
the end of which both parties retained their relative 
positions and power, And thus all that import- 
ant portion of the nation’s life was worse than 
lost, in consequence of an imperfect conquest. At 
lust five hundred and twenty years after the first 
invasion by Henry, and at the close of the great 
battle fought on the banks of the Boyne, Ireland 
capitulated, and at that time the entire twelve mil- 
lions of acres of tillable land were divided and par- 
eeled out among the invaders and the few apos- 
tatizing natives. Ireland capitulated, and by the 
treaty of Limerick, sub jected herself to the gov- 
ernment of the t Pale.’”” But she reserved, in the 
most solemn manner, the liberty of conscience. 
This right—the liberty of conscience—was not 
only stipulated by the treaty of Limerick, but was 
solemnly guarantied by William and Mary, the 
common sovereigns of the two countries, 
England, nevertheless, persevered in her policy 
of subverting the Catholic Church, changing only 
the means employed for that purpose. She perfid- 
ney broke the covenants of peace, though they | 
had been written in blood, and established „a Pe- 
nal Code, disfranchising the Catholic Irish people 
of all civil and political, social and domestic lib- 
erty, as well as of their ecclesiastical rights, and 
thus substituted for invading armies the sterner 
despotism of the law, and withdrew the sword to 
replace it with the scaffold. | 
Sir, T shall not detail that atrocious code, but 
will content myself by giving a description of it, 
drawn by Edmund Burke, seventy years ago—a 
description which time has now proved prophetic: 
“Itis,” says he, “a system fullof coherence and consist- | 
ency, well digested and well disposed in all ils parts fitted | 
Sor the impoverishment,””—(yes, sir, these are the words, }— | 


s fitted for the impoverishment and the degradation of a | 
people, and for debasing in them of human nature itself. | 


The after history of Ireland, Mr. President, is | 


| through t 


a record of frequent and generous, but unavailing 
struggles, by or in behalf of the People, to cast off | 
that code, and, more recently, to redeem the conn- | 
try from its desolating effects. In the year 1778 

Grattan, Burke, and Flood, profiting by the enthu- 

siasm awakened thoughout the world by the Amer- | 
ican Revolution, and by the embarrassment of the | 
British Government in consequence of it, succeed- | 
ed in obtaining from the British: Parliament a re- 
laxation of the rigors ofthis code in regard to | 
education and the rights of property; and, in the | 


-year. 1782, when the exigencies ofthe British Gov- 
-ernment had become more alarming, they succeed- 


ed in wresting from the British King and Parlia- 


anent a renunciation of legislative and sovereign 


power over the Kingdom of: Ireland; and it was 
‘expressed: in'these solemn and memorable ‘words: 
«The rights claimed by the people of Ireland, to be bound 
only. by laws-enacted by His Majesty-and the Parliament of 
that Kingdom, shall be.and are established, and,,at no time 
hereafter, shall be questioned or questionable.” 
_ Sir, Ireland exulted fora. delirious moment in 
national. independence regained; but it.was only 
for a moment; and that. moment wag delirious, 
Ireland required the repeal of the. penal code, and 
demanded a constitutio6n. The Parliamentand the 
t Pale,” constituted of a Protestant representation 
alone, and being in the interest of England, re- 
fused both. Discontent, wide and deep, pervaded 
the Irish people. Emmett, Fitzgerald, and their 
associates, in 1798, conspired to raise the standard 
of insurrection; but they were betrayed, and the 
rebellion was crushed in the germ. 
The Government of Great Britain now assumed 
that the people of Ireland had tried, fully and 
fairly tried, the experiment, and had proved them- 


selves incapable of, exercising the franchise of | 


self-government. The British Parliament there- 
fore sent down to the Parliament of the Pale 
what was called an act of Union, and in the year 
1800 that mockery of a legislature adopted it, 
and surrendered its own perfidious and pernicious 
existence. By that act of Union, Ireland, in May, 
1800, was in name united, but was in fact ab- 
sorbed, and became virtually a province’ of the 
British Empire, with onky the shadow of a repre- 
sentation of the Protestant minority of the King- 
dom in the British Parliament: Daniel O’Connell, 
a jurist and advocate of surpassing genius, elo- 
quence, and learning, inferring, from the failure 
of the men of 1798, that the time fora martial 
revolution had passed away, at least for the pres- 
ent, conceived the bold * purpose of obtaining a re- 
peal of the penal code and the restoration of his 
country to a place among the nations, by a process 
of civil agitation, always within the restraints of 
the law, and looking for the effect through the ac- 
tion of the King and Parliament of England. In 
the year 1829 he obtained a signal triumph in the 
passage of theact of Catholic emancipation, There 
remained but one step between this memorable act 
and the freedom and independence of Ireland. 
That step was the repeal of the Actof Union. But 
the ruin and desolation resulting from the penal 
code, which Burke had predicted, pressed too hard 
upon the march of the Reformer. Ireland could 
not wait the slow progress and doubtful success 
of civic agitation. The nation divided between 
the parties of “Old Ireland,” following the lead 
of Daniel O’Connell and his peaceful standard, 
and of ‘ Young Ireland,” under the revolutionary 
banner set up by William Smith O’Brien. Now, 
in point of fact, it is possible that even if the Irish 
people had remained umited, neither of those poli- 
cies would have been successful; but it is also cer- 
tain, that when the nation divided and broke, both 
efforts signally failed. Daniel O’Connell died of 
a broken heart at Genoa, ona pilgrimage to Rome, 
and William Smith O’Brien, the leader of the Irish 
rebellion, being found without attendants, arms, 
or troops, was arrested, convicted of high treason, 
and sentenced to an ignominious death. His sen- 
tence being commuted by the Crown, he is now an 
exile in Van Dieman’s Land. 

Simultaneously with the failure of these, the 
last efforts hitherto made for the redemption of 
Ireland, poverty and pestilence stalked abroad 

hat ill-fated country, exciting the sym- 
pathy of nations, and moving even the distant peo- 
ple and Congress of the United States to send 
relief. Depopulation of the Island assumed a 
frightful momentum, and, from that time to this, 
has continued to give the last confirmation, which 
the most sceptical could have required, of the con- 
clusion, that never on earth was arevolution more 
just or more necessary, than that attempted by 
William Smith O’Brien and his companions in 
exile, i 

Sir, it is not my object in this review, to excite 
prejudices, here or elsewhere, against England, or 
against the Protestant Church within that King- 
dom. Ihave no such prejudices myself. I dis- 
claim and disdain partisanship in regard to his- 
toric events. O’Connell was a Catholic ; Smith 


O’Brien is a Protestant. The rage of the sects 


bial. virtues of the Irish people. 


bas died away in, the agony of the catastrophe 
which hag involved the people of both in a com- 
mon -desolation; and wisé-and sagacious men 
in-England look: on the decay of Ireland as an 
alarming ‘presage. of the decline of the gempire. 
But, sir, on an occasion like'this, Ireland is entitled 
to; and from me she has received, her vindication. 
The policy of England was-the policy: of the age, 
and of the times, and of: systems; and this is her 
sufficient apology. ; Lotte a 

The sympathy of the American people, then, 


| in behalf of Iretand, is just. 


I proceed toremark, that this sympathy derives 
intenseness from the conceded genius and prover- 
The plains: of 
‘Waterloo, and the heights of Abraham, attest that 
they are brave as well as sagacious in war. Like 
the Greeks, in their decline, they have enchanted 
the world with their wit and song and eloquence. 
They are confessedly confiding and generous to a 
fault, while their whole history, and tradition 
reaching now a period of a thousand years, exhibit 
not one instance of unlawful aggression. Is not, 
then, the tribute proposed by this resolution, due 
to such a people? And ifso, why shall it not be 
offered? 

l am answered, that this is a question for the 
British Government, and that it is they, and not 
we, who are to extend clemency or pardon to the 
Irish exiles. I grant it, fully grant it. But men 
and nations are moved by persuasion. What is 
asked here, is not an exercise of clemency, but 
only a word of persuasion whispered to the Power 
that can grant it. 

lam told that we may lawfully sympathize, as in- 
dividuals, in the misfortunes of these unhappy men, 
and of their more unhappy country; but that to us 
as a political body—a State or nation—oy.as the 
representatives—theGovernmentofa nation—such 
sympathy is forbidden, This seems to me equiv- 
alent to saying that we may indulge sentimegts 
of generous compassion, but we shall never carry 
them into beneficentaction, Thesympathy of the 
several members of this Senate, or of this Congress, 
or of the individual citizens of the United States, 
will be unavailing. If that sympathy is truly felt 
by the nation, it can only be effectually expressed 
in the manner in which national sympathies, 
and determinations of the national will, are always 
made effective—by the action of the Government, 
And, sir, let me say, that there is only one code 
of morals for mankind, and its obligations bind 
them equally, whether they be individuals, sub~ 
jects, citizens, states, “or nations. : 

I shall be told, that we may not intervene in this, 
which is a domestic affair of a foreign Government, 
It is true that we may not intervene in the affairs 
of any Government for unjust purposes, nor can 


‘we intervene by force for even just or benevolent 


purposes. But this is the only restraint imposed on 
us by the law of nations, That law, while it de- 
clares that every Government has the absolute 
right to deal with its own citizens, according to its 
own laws, independently of any other, affords a 
large verge and scope for the exercise of offices of 
courtesy, kindness, benevolence, and charity, It 
is Montesquieu who says that ‘the law of na- 
‘tions is founded upon the principle, that every 
‘ nation is bound in time of peace to do to every 
‘ other nation all the good it possibly can, and in 
‘ time of war, the least evil it possibly ean consist- 
‘ently with its own real interests.” Ft is upon 
this humane principle that diplomatic intercourse 
is maintained among the civilized nations of the 
earth, all of whom are by the law of nations re- 
garded as constituting one great commonwealth. 
But, Mr. President, it will be said, that if we 
adopt this resolution, it will, however harmless it 
be in itself, furnish a precedent for mischievous 
intervention, either by ourselves in the affairs 
of other States, or by other States in our affairs 
hereafter. To admit this argument is to admit 
distrust of ourselves. We certainly do not dis- 
trust our own sense of justice. We do not dis- 
trust our own wisdom. So long as we remain 
here, then, we shall be able to guard against an 
such abuse of this precedent. Let us also be 
generous instead of egoistieal, and let us believe 
that neither wisdom nor justice will die with those 
who occupy these places now, but that our suc- 
cessors will be as just and as wise as we are. So 
far as the objection anticipates an abuse of this 
precedent by foreign States, I have only to say 
that if a foreign State shall ask of us just what we 


s 


1852. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


527 


how propose, and no more, we shali have no dif- 
ficulty and no ground of complaint. If it shall 
ask more, we shall be free to reject what is asked, 
as the British Government is free to reject our ap-. 
plication. . 

Sir, this proposition involves a view of the rela- 
tions of the parties concerned. The people of 
Ireland are affiliated to us, as we are tothe péople 
of Great Britain. Surely there can be no offence 
given by a younger member in offering mediation 
between the elder brethren of the same family 
upon a point of difference between them. 

But what if Great Britain should take offence 
at this suggestion? What then? Why: then 
England would be in the wrong, and we in the 
right. The time has passed when this country 
ean be alarmed, by fear of war in such a case. 
No one will confess that he indulges any such ap- 
prehension. Sir, Great Britain will not take 
offence. She knows that her greatness and her 
fame are well assured. She has no motive what- 
ever to affect wounded sensibility. She will re- 
ceive this suggestion in the same fraternal spirit 
in which it is made. Nor will she refuse the 
boon, She knows as well as we do, that rigor 
protificted beyond the necessity of security to the 
State, reacts. She knows full well, that for the 
present, at least, sedition sleeps rofoundly in Ire- 
land, and that the granting of this appeal will pro- 
tract its slumbers, Great Britain will be thank- 
ful to us for our confidence in her generosity, for 
her „motto is “ Parcere subjectis et debellare super- 
bos. 

While it seems to me that it is certain that we 
may, with propriety and success, make this ap- 
peal to Great Britain, the circumstances in which 
we stand, in regard to Ireland, render the duty of 
making it imperative. But for the instructions 
and example of the United States, [reland would 
never haveattempted revolution in 1798, nor would 
William Smith O’Brien now have been an exile; 
for if it had not been for those instructions and that 
example, Ireland weuld long ago have sunk into 
the slumber of bondage that knows no waking. 
Again, sir: the failure of Smith O’Brien and his 
associates resulted from the exhaustion of Ireland. 
That exhaustion has contributed largely to the ele- 
ments of our wealth, strength, and power. If 
we had not withdrawn the political and physical 
means of self-defence and of resistance from: Ire- 
land during the last sixty years, she would now 
have been able to have maintained a successful re- 
bellion, When O’Connell gathered the populace 
upon the hill of Clare, he found that Ireland was 
deserted by the vigorous, the young, the strong, 
and that he was surrounded by the aged, the poor, 
and the spiritless. It is these reflection upon the 
propriety of the act itself, and upon the relations 
m which we stand towards the parties to it, that 
persuade my vote in favor of this resolution. 

I have suggested to the consideration of the 
honorable Senator from Illinois, [Mr. SmeLps,] | 
some verbal amendments, which seem to me cal- | 
culated to improve and perfect the resolution, in | 
accordance with the wish he himself expressed. 
Their design is to guard more safely the dignity 
of Congress and of the United States. If rightly 
conceived, they will have that effect. But Iam 
not tenacious of them. I shall not press them 
against the wishes of the Senator from Illinois. 
If they shall be adopted, the resolution will have 
my vote. If they shall not be adopted, it will have | 
my vote. The resolution as originally introduced 
would have received my support. Equally shall it 
have my support in the modified form it has as- 
sumed, through deference to the wishes of other 
Senators. 

And now, sir, when this resolution in any shape 
shall have been passed, there can be but one wish 
of mine in regard to the subject, that Congress 
would have power to gratify: That wish would 
be, that he who is now entitled to be regarded as 
the mover of the resolution, the honorable Sena- 
tor from Illinois, [Mr. Suretps,] should be made | 
the bearer of thisappeal to the ‘*Soveraine Queene,” 
in whose will and pleasure the granting of it will 
rest, Itis the remembrance of a scene in one of the 


oldest and best of English poems which suggests : 


this wish. It would bea goodly and a gracious 
sight to see that honorable Senator returning to 
his native land after his chivalrous and yet modest 
sojourn here, the bearer of a proclamation of am- 
nesty from the sovereign of his native country 


- words on the subject of this resolution, and as the 


thus Obtained, ‘And I should rejoice to-see the 
greeting of him by his countrymen, 


“ Bhouting and clapping all their hands on hight, 
That all the ayre it fils and flyes to Heavene bright.” 


Mr. BADGER. 1 had desired to say a few 


honorable Senator from New York has concluded 
his remarks in briefer space than was expected, I 
do not know of a more suitable occasion. After 
every examination which I have been able to give 
to this subject, I cannot persuade myself that it is 
proper that the Congress of. the United States 
should pass the resolution in any of the forms in 
which it has been proposed to our consideration, 
or in which it has been suggested that it can be | 
hereafter made worthier of our approbation. If I 
could vote for the resolution in any form, I would 
undoubtedly vote for it in that which it has as- 
sumed upon the suggestion of the honorable Sen- 


ator from Hlinois, [Mr. Swrexps;] and if anything |! 


could persuade me to forego the exercise of my 
own deliberate judgment, and put myself under 
the mastery of those feelings which are apt to be 
excited by discussions of this kind, to favor the 
adoption of the resolution, it would be the speech 
delivered on last Saturday by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Illinois, full, as it was, of everything 
that can do honor to a man’s head and heart. 

But whatever my feelings of attachment, con- 
sideration, or sympathy for the other nations and 
races of the world—~and I trust I am not deficient 
in those feelings of consideration and sympathy— 
I must prefer my own country, my own race, the 
people and institutions among which I was born, 
and in which I have been reared, to all other na- 
tions and all other races in the world. I cannot, 


therefore, consent to give my support to any meas- |! 
ure, however commended to us by high consider- |! 


ations of sympathy, which, in my judgment, is 
capable of having an unjust and injurious opera- 
tion upon the country to which I belong. {wil 
not undertake to say what nation of the earth, if 
any, is next in my regard to my own; but any— 
all of them—if next, must be after a vast interval 
of distance, 

This resolution proposes that the Congress of 
the United States shall express, and that the Con- 
gress of the United States shall declare, and that 
we feel it our duty to express an carnest desire that 
the Queen of Great Britain will extend her royal 
clemency to certain Irish prisoners now confined, 
under a sentence, to Van Diemen’s Land. Now,in 
the first place, I do not feel myself called upon by 
my"duty as an American Senator, to express an 
sentiment upon that subject. But that would be— || 
that is—the smallest of the difficulties that press 
upon my mind. Though I cannot recognize the 
duty, yet if no evil consequences could be readily 
imagine! to result from it, I might, nevertheless, 
be willing to give expression to the wish. But, 
sir, Task you, who have had no little experience 
in the state and condition of our foreign affairs, 
and the management of our diplomatic relations 
with other countries, and the reciprocal operations 
of proceedings of this kind, whether we can affirm 
that there is no danger from the precedent which 
we are now setting? p 

My honorable friend from Michigan, [Mr. 
Cass,] in the remarks which he addressed to the 
Senate—remarks conceived and expressed, I will 
not say with a force and clearness that was not 
usual with him, but certainly with great force and 
clearness—when this subject was under considera- 


tion some fortnight ago, laid down some proposi- |i 


tions to which I wish to invite theattention of the 
Senate, and to show, if I can, that the mode by 
which he undertakes to defend the proceedings 
now recommended to us, is one that must, or, at 
all events, one that may lead to mischievous coun- | 
ter interference with our concerns; and that the 


pose of dissipating the fear of such a result, when | 
properly considered, are entitled to no weight. 

First, the Senator laid down a proposition in 
these words: 

“ Mr. President, a great change has taken place in the 
opinions of the world on the subject of political offences. 
They nowhere carry with them reproach or shame. l They 
violate, indeed, existing laws; but they generally originate | 
in the most praiseworthy motives, and are pursued at the | 
hazard of every earthly good, as Washington and a host of ; 


other ilustrious men in ancient and modern days, pursued |; 
l 


their patriotic enterprises.” 


Again, he says: 
“ They” (alluding to political offenders) “are recog- 


‘nized.as being unfortunate, but not: vicious... Indeed, they. 

are often noble men, as are those whose case engages our 
i attention, and who deserve the kind interést:of the world, 
both from their motives and their character, and atso from 
| the position, once high, but now low, to which they- have 
| fallen, and in consequence of. an effort, made, not for them- 
selves, but for their country. Jt cannot be—there is not the 
slightest danger of it—that such a national application: will 
ever be made, in any case but in one like this, which-is as 
tar from moral guilt as innocence is from crime. . Let no 
one fear that this example wil] ever be used, or abused, for 
the purpose of intermeddling in the ordinary criminal pro- 
ceedings of other powers.” ` 


Again, the honorable Senator says: 


* As to improper interference, it seems to me an entire 
misconstruction of the term to apply it to a ease like this. 
Tt is not interference at all; it is intercession. . It is a 
simple request, made from the best motives, in the best 
spirit, and presented in the most unexceptionable language; 
and it leaves the British Government free to act its own 
| pleasure, without giving us the slightest offence should the 
| result be unsuccessful”? 

Now, I wish to say, in the first place, that this 
| is interference. Intercession is one mod -of inter- 
ference. Itis notan offensive mode of interference; 
but it is a mode of interference. He who under- 
takes to intercede between ‘the judge and the. of- 
fender—between the sovereign and his convicted 
subject, undoubtedly interferes. It seems to me 
that the honorable Senator is entirely mistaken in 
supposing that intercession is not interference, It 
is true that all interference is not intercession, be- 
cause wë may interfere by threats, by violence, 
by blows; but it is no less true, that every inter- 
cession is an interference. Then 1 am not exactly 
| prepared to admit the fundamental, the original 
| proposition, from which the argument of the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan starts, which is, 
| that political offences, though they violate exist- 
| ing laws, are yet offences accompanied with no 

moral guilt. Tean conecive of such a thing as 
| a political offence, which, though violating muni- 
| cipal laws, is not accompanied with moral guilt; 
| but I do not think it is regularly, or generally the 
case, or can be affirmed as a proposition either 
universal, or with but few exceptions. But, as- 
suming it to be so: then the honorable Senator 
says, we come forward and do not interfere, but 
intercede for these political offenders, upon the 
ground that they are persons free from moral 
guilt; that they are noble patriots, who have been 
condemned to a grievousimprisonm ent—originally 
condemned to the forfeiture of life, for the dis- 
charge of high acts of patriotic duty to their coun- 
try; and that the noblest motives influenced them. 
in what they had done; and that they are not. to 
be considered as affected withigny species of moral 
guilt. 

Now, be it so. Assume that it isso, and that 
we wish it to be so. How was the transaction 


| viewed by the British Government? That Gov- 
| ernment prosecuted these men as traitors—for 


an attempt to overturn the existing Government 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ire- 
land. For this offence they were convicted. For 
this offence they received the sentence of death; 
but the sentence was afterwards commuted to an 
expatriation or exile in Van Dieman’s Land. It 
seems to me that the English Government will 
scarcely think, that when they have prosecuted 
these men for an offence of this kind, pronounced 


| by their laws to be capital, when after conviction 


and judgment they have not thought proper to 


| pardon the convicts, but have exchanged the sen- 


tence of death to that of banishment from the 
realm, that they are honorable and noble men, 
who have been influenced by high and patriotic 
motives in what they have done. The British 
Government look upon them in a far different 
i light and description. Well, that being the case, 
how does it follow that we have no reason to fear, 
that if we set this example, we shall not have it 
| followed with a very unpleasant and disagreeable 


r . me ; inistrati 7 
suggestions which he has thrown out for the pur- || interference in the administration of our own 


laws? 

I come from a part of the country which is 
looked upon as especially conservative. When 
| the breezes of public sentiment are blown until 
| they have agitated the community into a state of 
almost ineapacity to judge of what is rightand . 
prudent, in consequence of the proximity to cer- 
tain portions of the United States, of motives, and 
| considerations, and influences, that are apt to stir 
; them intoa great degree of excitement; :we are 
in the habit of considering a little, (being ourselves 
somewhat removed from those immediate causes 
that operate to mislead the judgment,) to look a 


= 


litdle‘ahead, and:to: inquire now- what-we' do to- 
day, may be done in a very unpleasant manner i 
respéct to ourselves to-morrow. ar ae 

“Now; iet.us suppose for one moment that some: ij 
of the actors-in the Christiana riot*had' been found 
guilty of, high treason. They: were ‘indicted: for 
that.erime...Fligh. treason ig a political offence. 
We know; inthis country,’ of no.treason like that | 
which from timeto time has beer -establisted by | 
particular statutes in England: “We ‘know of no? 
treason except levying war against the United: | 
States, or. giving ald and comfort’ to’ their. ene- ij 
mies: Suppose that the transaction in-which any | 
of these parties were engaged, had been’ declared 


quence of a concert to prevent'entirely and in all 


lave presented a case with all 
the claims which the honorable Senator i 
Michigan brings forward in behalf of these Irish ; 
exiles, for the interference of the masses, or the i 
Governments, or the Parliaments, or-the other le- | 
gislative assemblies on the other side of the water, | 
under the strong feelings of modern humanity and ; 
eneral sympathy for the oppressed everywhere?! 
hy, to those people these Christiana’ rioters | 
would have appeared noole men—guilty, it is | 
trae, of commiting the little technical offence of | 
violating the municipal laws of the country, conei 
vieted, to be sure, of what was called treason 


and noble motives, under the full inspiration of the 


| done by." L-wantno interference of for 
| or- Governments if: our internal a, 


eign States 
1 rs any where, 
and therefore. Lam not willing: to set a practical 
example: of such an “interference on our behalf 
with: their, interfialcodcerns:. E knów-that this 
resolution springs. from: the -highest:and. best :mo- 
tives. -[- know that my-honorable friend from Tili- 


ble, the fine, and elevated: sentiments that-belong 
to the human heart.) But it-was well: remarked, 
as 1 think: Sallust, or ‘some. of those old Roman 
writers toid us, that Cæsar once said in the Ro- 


have of the evils to which we may be subjected, 
| I do not meéan’atall to intimate that the gentlemen, 
to whom this‘resolution refers, are to be for one 
single instant confounded with the Christiana riot- 
ers whom f mentioned. Far otherwise. Lintend 
no: such odious or unpleasant comparison. « I 
merely selected the case as an illustration of the 
principle upon which we may. be hereafter as- 
sailed through a proceeding thus instituted by 
ourselves, i 


1 The honorable Senator from New York, [Mr. 


Sewarn,} in the remarks which he submitted to 


the Senate this morning, after assuring us that 


against the United States, but influenced by high | 


higher law’? enthusiasm, which 
to come forward and at every eart 
for the benefit of themselves, but, as my friend 
from Michigan said with regard tò these gentle- 
men, for the benefit of their conntry, W relieve 
the oppressed, and to prevent the wronged and | 
hunted wayfarer from being dragged baek into | 
the captivity from which he had luckily escaped. || 
They would he looked upon as men influenced by | 
ahigh and lofty spirit of hospitality, who, with !! 
outstretched arms, were willing, even at the hazard 
of destroying the Constitution of their country, 
to carry into effect the high, noble, and generous | 
purposes and impulses of their nature. 

r. President, l gonfess the iden which has oc- | 
curred to me, that tae proceeding instituted by us | 
might be extremely unplersant and disagreeable || 
whan resorted to in future contingencies of “the | 
country “by persons abroad, who would assume 
precisely the same parition that the honorable 
Senator has assumed, that they were not interfer- 
ing inpurconcerns, but only inerceding—f say that 
my fear has not heen removed by the assurances 
which he has given, I can well coneeive that no 
application of this kind will be ever made by a. 
foreign Government, that no resolutions will ever | 
be adopted by the English Government, exeeptin 
favor of those whom they think to be meritorious 
objects for their interposition; nor shail we ever | 
adopt any proceeding, exeept in behalf of those 
whom we regard in that lieht. Bat thatis not the - 
question, I we are to interpose, sud think we 


pe mpted them | 


t 


| 
\ 
| 
| 


can interpose without offence, and that we ean i 


properly interpose, and that it is our duty to 
interno 


so 
82, 


by a foreign nation as meritorious and noble: 
men, entitled to our sympathies and aceanpenied | 
with no moral blame—law eau wer 
ofa foreign State, of a foreign Parliament o 
lative body, to interfere in precisely the same 
mode with regard to citizens of curs whom we 
may think worthy of the extreme pimishment, 
but which they rezard as oceupyine the sam 
renton to moral guilt which we attribute to the 
persons in whose behalf this res ion is now 
proposed?” We shouid cut ourselves off, by adopt. 
mg this proceeding, from any right to ohjeet, I 
onan thing would end. Resolutions | 
: f the Br tsh arliament may be passed and sent i 
to WS; OF comimnuanieated to as, in a kind of indi. 
rect, sez 


: vet, andunostentatious mode, to which the | 
Menater has 


) referred, through thelr Minister in || 
this country. 


Upon this subject Y wish to pr 
uid-fashioned morality of doing 


ul 


' 
actice upon the | 


ing as [ would be i 


iy hazard, not i 


hecause we look upon these persons | 
who have been sentenced to this punishment i 


n British Gove 


i hard captivity. 


there was no danger that Great Britain would take 
wy oficuce at this proceeding, became exceed- 


| ingly bold, and held in very slight regard and esti- 


the greatest 


naval and commercial power of the earth, if in the | 


ter respect our own country be excepted, a 
earful evil? 


fear them for my country. I fear them for those 


i; 

| ; 

| why may he called. upon on such an occasion to | 
| 

| 


wage the battles of the country. Itis very easy 
for us, particularly for those of us who š 
that age when we are liable ta be called into the 
service of the country in the prosecution of any of 
ithe ways ip which we may be involved, to talk 
i lightly about fo 
i death, 


i 
| 
\ 
j 


very brave with a very smail 
| exposure. Dat I 


te And rely upon it, 
et comes, ifc i 


AL emergency may require, 
a, how objection to this resolution 
her and diferent Kind from that sageested 
1 Senator from New York, It has been said 
the Senator from Michican, that Gr 

avd this in the light of an o 
with her concerns. We hear from 
that the probabi 


o 
ey 


ree these gentlemen f 
n S 

For one, I should bes 
ernment 


tion; and as a favor 


the wishes of the American peop! 
interpose and disehe 


ther 


rry tha 


the British Goy 


to us, set these gentlemen at 


nòis, [Mr Sutros] who has moved .it, ħaspat:i| 
least in‘my judgement, no superior inthe honora- |) 


Who does not fear such evils? Ii 


are past [| 


| ce, and wounds, and battle, and | 

vy Poni i 
! if we know that the conflict is to be 

| waged by others, and not by ourselves, we can We 
| 


it Britain | 
fietous hae; 


a, that the | 


nument, acting upon this intimation of | 
will gladiy | 


should, at our interposi- | 


re Because itis very obvious 


|| obligation tothe clemency, ‘or-courteousness, or 
Jl kindness of the British Queen; ien t TAn 

Ido not join in the denunciation which the hon- 
orable Senator from New York bas this morning 
poured “forth upon the conduct and character of 
the British Government; and the conduct and 
character of the British’Church. . But while I de 
not choose to enter into such. tirades of denuncia- 
tion upon any foreign nation or establishment, F 
nevertheless say this, that I wish to be indebted 
to them for no such favors as will entitle them to 
| interfere in our domestic concerns in the first place, 
| without any right of complaint on our part; and, 
in the second place, with the right of complaint on 
heir part, if we do not treat their interposition as 
favorably as they have treated ours. And if [ did 
| pronounce the denunciation which the honoifibie 
| Senator has this morning pronounced on the Eng- 
| lish Government and people, I could not make the 
| disclaimer which he has made. He speaks of 
freland and the Irish: as being ‘the victims of the 
|| most detestable, barbarous, and unprincipled op- 
i; pression. I do not mean to quote his words. That 
‘lis the substance of what he said. At the same 
| time he says, he has no- prejudice against’ these 
oppressors. Fdo not understand howa man can 
extend his equal sympathy and regard to the op- 
pressor and the oppressed, to the wrong-doer and 
the wronged. If the first part of the gentleman’s 
argument be correct, it appears to me he cannot, 
without inconsistency, do otherwise than not 
merely denounce that Governmeni, but. haveighi 
that is a proper word, prejudices against the Gov- 
ernment and people, ajust animosity founded upon 
the fact that, upon his own showing, they are to- 
tally unworthy of consideration and regard. i 
enter into none of these matters. Iam not called 
upon here to pronounce as to the conduct and 
character of the British Government. Tam not 
i called upon here to pronounce as to the character 
and conduct of Messrs. O’Brien, Mitchell, and the 
other gentlemen who are in the calamitous condi- 
ŭon of exiles from their country, undera sentence 
of banishment. : ~ 

it is sufficient for me here, whatever opinions, as 
an individual, | may entertain upon the subject, to 
Say that, asa Senator of the United States, I can- 
not consent to give my Support to a measure 
| which, whether it give offence or is met by appro- 
bation and accordance on the part of the British 
| Government, seems to me will be followed in 
either ease, and in the latter case personally and 
chiefly, with consequences which we may see oe- 
casion to deplore. 
_ There is one sentiment which was expressed 
by my honorable friend from Michigan, which 
commands my most cordial approbation. L was 
struck with it. [felt its force, and the propriety 
of its application, to the question now under con- 
consideration, and some kindred subjects which, 
though not now before the Senate, fie upon the 
table. ftis in these words: 

“It is best tolet a little common sense į 
diplomatic questions,” 


know of no case whi cording to my judg- 


ould let that whole- 


ce Upon us. Yes, sir, let us 


weight and in- 
nus ; fave a little com- 
mon sense in tne regulation of o 
notl 


concerns. Do 
Viet us be carried away capti 
which, however generous and n 3; 


iptive with emotions 

oule in themsely 
j do not furnish the proper guides for representative 
heonduct. A man, in the private trar tions of 


ue 
profuse generosity and i 

Tr iĝ 
; picants for hel 
| purse, and beggar hims 
is done 
it, we are obliged te hay 


i life, may allow a nabilit 
; to. refuse- any ap p, to exhanst h 
elf for life; and when this 
, however severely we may disapprove of 
‘ easympathy for him whe, 
under such generous impulses, has sacrificed him- 
self; but representatives and nations are bound 
in wy judgment, to have all their sympathies and 
| feelings under thorough and’compiete control 
regulate themselves by understanding—to lot com- 
f mon sense weigh, in all their i 
4 


gu 


gu un 


us 


~to 


i hy deliberations, be- 
i cause they are not likea generous man who squan- 
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With the kindest feelings and the highest re- 
spect for my honorable friend who takes an inter- | 
est in the passage of this resolution, I must say, |; 
that for these reasons I cannot give it my vote in 
any form or shape. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I am much-obliged | 
to the honorable Senator from North Carolina, for |! 
introducing one or two topics on this occasion, | 
more particularly since Isaw them adverted to the | 
ather day, in the principal Administration paper. í 

Mr. BADGER. What paper is that? i 

Mr.. CASS, It is called the “Republic.” | 

Mr. BADGER. I never saw the article. l 

Mr. CASS. I would not have introduced the |; 
matter myself, but the remarks of the honorable | 
Senator give me eccasion to advert to it. Thati 
paper compared the speech which I made some 
time ago on this subject to that made by my hon- į 
orable friend from Illinois; and said that mine | 
was a very viclent assault on the Government of | 
England. Nothing could be further from my | 
intention than to make any such assault, What- | 
evermy opinion may beas to the English Govern- ji 
ment and people, (aud there is much to commend | 
in both,) it would have been a very improper oc- | 
casion in me to have indulged herea hostile feeling l 
towards England; and from one end of my speech | 
to the other, there is not one word to which the | 
most sensitive person on this subject can object. | 
From my indistinct recollection of the subject, I | 
remember that the only thing which Į said which 
could possibly be construed into disapprobation of 
the English Government, was the remark, that an 
Trishman was the victim of harsh and hard laws 
at home. Well, there is not one Englishman 
from Land’s End to John o’ Groate’s house, that 
would not say the same thing. Iara therefore 
glad that my honorable friend from North Caro- 
fina has done me that justice, that a man with my 
speech before him in that very paper, would not 
do when he charged me with usiug violent and 
hostile language against England. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 hope the honorable Senator 
does not mean to intimate that l have used any 
such language. 

Mr. CASS. The very reverse. I am much 
ebliged for the expression of his opinion on the 
subject; and I am contrasting that with the ex- 
pression of opinion in the ‘*Republic.”? It did 
not give me any trouble, but still | thought it bet- | 
ter to advert to it. 

The honorable Senator has alluded to another 
topic which I find in the same place; and although 
he does not go so far as the paper goes in his views |: 
on that subject, he differs from me. I refer to the | 
subject of the moral turpitude now annexed to | 
strictly political offences throughout the world. i 
Why, he who has not marked. the signs of the | 
times on that subject, is entirely behind the age. |: 
He who does not know, that for the last fifty years 
there has been a wonderful progress and change 
in public opinion in respect to the moral turpitude 
of the men who are guilty of political offences, does 
not know the progress of opinion throughout the 
world upon this subject. In England I do not 
now remember how many species of punishment 
there were formerly, but I know there wag quar- 
tering, and taking of their heads, and cutting ou 
the bowels, and burning them, and other equally | 
horrid punishments. But we hear of no such 
punishments at this day. Who would now stand 
up and advocate such punishments? The seuti- 
ments of the world have totally changed. ‘The 
object three hundred years ago was to protect the 
person of the sovereign: that was the whole object , 
in view; and laws were passed for that purpose. 
They made it the most infamous erine, which 
commanded the greatest moral turpitude of any to 
` þe found in the long catalogue of human ay 


offences, 
to attempt the subversion of the Government. — 
According to the English law, if our Revolution +: 
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had not succeeded, it would have been cal 
bellion; and Washington, in those days, would 


a revolution; but its condition, in the eyes of God 


and man, is the same, whether it succeeds or not; 
for it depends on the degree of oppression and on 


i the real object of the persons attempting the revo- 


lution. ‘hat is what constitutes the offence, not 
these punishments nor this attempt to make it 
moval turpitude. 1 contended in my remarks the 
other day, that political oilenders—persons offend- 
ing against the laws of the country by attempting 
to make a revolution when they are oppressed, 
were not now in the class of those who are guilty 
of moral turpitude; that no nation under heaven 
now classes them with thieves, robbers, and mur- 
derers; and that because we should interfere for 
the pardon of such men, it did not therefore follow, 
that we should enter into the long catalogue of 
human offences, and ask for the pardon of every 


one guilty of them. Why, | think the English 


|; Government has not shed a drop of blood for a 


treasonable political offence for a quarter of a cen- 
tury—perhaps for a third of a century. Look at 
the progress of events in France. Mor many a 
long year not a single drop of blood was shed 
there for political offences. Political offences there 
are recognized as not calling for the effusion of 
human blood, and as not being attended with 
moral turpitude. Therefore E said the other day, 
that they were indeed offences against existing 
laws, but yet were not viewed in the same light 
with other crimes; and in saying that I said just 
what is the opinion of the age; and I now repeat, 
that the turpitude—that the condition of the otfend- 
er against the laws depends entirely on the state 
of the country, and on his object in endeavoring 
to make a change in the Government. 

My honovrrable friend from North Carolina has 
supposed two or three cases. I shall not go into 
them in detail, for E remarked the other day, that 
when just such a case as this happens, and the 
British Government has the same natural interest 
in interceding as we have in this case, I, for one, 


| skall be very happy to hear and listen to them. 


But what similarity ts there between the case sup- 
y- = : 
posed by the honorable Senator and this case? 


! Suppose the Christiana rioters had been found 


ty of treason: what kind of treason would it 
have been? Not the treason of which Washington 
was guilty; not the treason of which Kossuth 
was guilty ; not the treason of which O’Brien was 
guilty; not that treason which shakes govern- 
ments and establishes republics; but constructive 
treason, by which the effort to put down a partic- 
ular law, not aimed at the government at all, is 
construed to be treason. I go for no such purpose 
as that. I would say to England, that that is not 
the class of offences in which the offenders are re- 
lieved from moral turpitude in the eyes of the 
world. 

Again: the honorable Senator seems to presup- 
pose, that because we apply to England to pro- 
cure a pardon for these gentlemen, therefore, if 
she applies to us in any eXtreme case, we must 
do the same thing. Why, we are just as free to 
act before as after; she is just as free to act before 
as after, and after as before. We say, that under 
the circumstances in which these Irishmen were 
convicted, and a large portion of our people being 
their countrymen, taking a deep interest in their 


guil 


| fate, we ask the British Government to extend its 


clemency to them. They refuse it or they grant 
it. Ifthey make us a request, not based on the 
ame circumstances at all, are we bound to grant 
it? No, sir. 
us to grant it; and yet, from the tenor of the re- 
marks of my honorable friend, it would seem as 
though he bases his argument on the fact, that if 
we apply to England and she grants our request 
under these circumstances, we must grant any re- 
quest she may make under any circumstances. 1 
totally disclaim any such idea, and I did it in my 


it imposes no kind of obligation on, 
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peech the other day, and [I repeat it now. If 
we make tliis application in this manner to Eng- 
land, she is just as free to act against the applica- 
tion as for it; and we are just as free to act in any 
case for or against an application as though this 
case had never occurred. That is my view of it. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I am extreme- 
ly obliged to my friend from Michigan for allu- 
divg to an article which has been published, be- 
cause it gives mean opportunity of saying, that as 
Tam nota subscriber to that paper, and do not 
take it, I have never seen the article. Ihave only 
one or two remarks to make further, 

The honorable Senator seems to suppose that 
itis a very grievous crime for men to assemble 
and to associate themselves together for the pur- 
pose of preventing the execution of one of the 
laws of a Government, but that the parties con- 
cerned would at once lose the character of men 
influenced by immoral motives if their object was 
to put an end to ali the laws, and destroy the 
whole authority of the Government. 

The argument of the honorable gentleman is 
this: that assembling together and concerting by 
force to prevent the execution of one law is nota 
political offence to which the public opinion of 
mankind does not annex criminality and moral 
turpitude ; but if the object be to put down all the 
laws of the Government, and to destro its 
authority, then the parties concerned in it lose 
the character of moral offenders, and are only 
offenders against the municipal law, untainted 
with moral turpitude. There cannot be any such 
distinction as that. 

The honorable Senator referred to the case of 
Washington and his associates. Surely the vin- 
dication of Washington from moral turpitude does 
not arise from the fact that he was engaged in an 
enterprise to put down the authority of the British 
Government here. It arose from the fact that he 
was engaged in it, with his fellow-countrymen, 
from justifiable reasons and for ends that in them- 
selves made a resort to force for that purpose al- 
lowable and justifiable. Therefore the honorable 
Senator’s argument has nothing to do in refuting 
the reasons which I submitted to the Senate. My 
reasons were not founded at all upon any determi- 
nation of the question whether or not Mr, O’Brien, 
Mr. Mitcheil, and their associates, had or had not 
justifiable grounds for the proceeding which they 
adopted to separate Ireland from her present con- 
nection with Great Britain. Notatall. My argu- 
ment is this: Great Britain did not think so; the 
English Government did not think so; that Gav- 

ernment considered them as not only engaged in 
| an unlawful enterprise, but an enterprise of wick- 
edness; because in their view it was an enterprise 
by which the United Kingdom, and Ireland itself, 
would have been, if not destroyed, greatly injured; 
and that inasmuch as the sovercign of Great Britain 
having caused these gentlemen to be prosecuted for 
an offence which she deemed to bea grave one, 
and they having been convicted of that offence, 
were sentenced to the punishment of death, and 
that punishment commuted to banishment from 
their country, the British Government would re- 
gard us as interposing in behalf of men who do not 
merit such interposition. That Government can- 
not recognize these gentlamen as being noble pa- 
triots, engaged in doing what was for the good of 
their country, and what it was an act of glorious 
self-sacrifice in them to endeavor to achieve. If it 
recognizes that character, why have they been sent 
to Van Dieman’s Land? Ifthe Queen of England 
looked upon them as possessing the character 
which the honorable Senator attributes to them— 
and very justly, for aught I know, E have no juris- 
diction over that question and shall express no 
opinion upon it—-she had as full power to pardon 
as she had to transmute the punishment; and there- 
fore the consequence isas L have shown, and which 
nothing has been. said to weaken the force of, that 
our interference here would justify the interposi- 
tion of Great Britain in behalf of just such offend- 
ers as the Christiana rioters, if they had been 
convicted of high treason against-+this country. 1 


S 


| think that if such an application had been made, 
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y have recognized | of sympathy—noble patriots entitled to liberty. 
the force and validity of the distinction which is li England „goes not think so, or she.would liberate | 
assigned by tie honorable Senator from Michigan, || them. ‘Then we interpose, because we have a 
What would that reason be? “ We asked you to | view, with regard to their case, different from that || 
interfere in behalf of Smith O’Brien and his asso- | taken by. the English Government. Then it is į; 
ciates because they were high and meritorious men, i reasonable that, when political offences may be 
and only sought to destroy the Constitution of the |, committed here, the English Government has pre- 
United Empire, to throw off the connection and | cisely the same right to interpose, by their good | 
destroy the dependence now existing between the i offices, in behalf of those whom that Government |! 
parts of that mighty Empire. That was all they || may recognize as champions of humanity—as no- 
attempted, therefore it was a proper case for our j| ble und choice spirits of the earth—but whom our 


that Government would scarcel 


i 
] 
{ 
t 


interposition; butin this case, these men did not | 
seek to destroy the Government and Constitution |, 
of the country; they only sought to prevent the | 
execution of one of its laws; and therefore they are i 
such -great offenders that it is utterly intolerable |! 
that you should-he allowed to interpose your good |i 
offices in their behalf, or, at all events, that these |: 
good offices can receive the favorable consideration |: 
of this Government.” 

There is nothing in the distinction whieh the 
Senator urges, which can have any application to 
the objections which Lhave raised. Ido nut under- 
take to decide the question whether Smith O’Brien | 
and his associates were right or wrong. I will | 
assume, for the purpose of this discussion, that : 
they were right; that their country was laboring 
under intolerable oppression; and that it was at 
once their right and their duty to employ foree, in 
order to deliver her from the tyrannical conduct of | 
her oppressors across the Channel. 


i 

{ 
{| 
ji 


i 
1 
| 


{ A | 
ity, rushing forward at their personal hazard, |. 
without any individual interest in the question, |i 
and sacrifiving their all to prevent. these who had i 
escaped tram an unjust and barbarous servitude ij 
from bein restored 10 the dominion of their nias- |: 
ters. If weset this example, we shall have no l 
night, as I conceive, to consider if an improper in- |) 
terference on the part of the Government of Great |: 
Britain, if, ander the circumstances T have men- | 
tioned, she should interpose her good off ; 

The honorable Senator says that he knows | 
nothing about the spirit of the age for the last fifty | 
years, who does not understand that political of E 
fences are no longer regarded as accompanied by |; 
moral turpitude. 1 do not understand that any | 
such proposition has gone forth to the world, |! 
We all know this: that political offences are looked |! 
upon as very venis) by all nations in the world, || 
except those against which they ave committed, i! 
But does the Czar of Russia look upon a political l! 
offence against his crown and government as nes 


> 


i 


companied with no meral ertminaliry 2? Does ii 

Haugland, asin this very case of the exiles in Van | 
l jR 4 ’ 

Dieman's Land? aneo, under the model 


Does f'y 
Republic, in which has terminated the elorious con- 
sohdavion of Hberty with the name of democracy, 
over which we sung our jubilantes a few years ago? 
Does her Government look upen those alfences in |: 
that light 2 Does her government look upon polit 
ical otfences as maners of trivial concern, not ac. | 
companied with moral culpability? Why are the 
vessels of the French marine now puat inio reani- | 
sition for the purpose of esrrying away hun- 
dreds and thousands of the eitizens of the French | 
We know | 
and most excellent poo.) 
have been deported to pe 
The | 


i 
| 
| 
| 


netion-——-[ had almost said Renablet 
hy i 


that some of the 
ple of that conni 
aal colonies—--banished frome their eonun: 
States against which poli i 
mitted, never reward tl wish the | 
Senator supp Phere may ovenr cases ta the 
history of snech Goveraments th whieh the formal | 
guilt of the political offence is complete, 
what is supposed to be the essanee of the 
wantng; and when those cases ocenr the Go 
ment shows it by extending a pardon, or discon- i! 
umung the proseemion, or passing it over. 

I wish it to be understood, in conclusion, that | 
my eae i this measure is not founded on | 

1e determiner sser Gian 
that these ERA E PA eee 

at, g an wcre morall 
eriminal; that the 
that the condition of things did not w 
even require, them to resort to force to accom- 
plish the object which they had in view. Not at! 
all, On that I giveno opinion. But my objection ' 
is this; we think many of them worthy subjects | 


Ost 


Samed Cae 


vhile i 
1e js 


ye 
Ve 


| guilty of moral turpitude in the eyes of God and 


; ernments against which political offences are com- 


; patriots influenced by high and lofty motives, and | 
| worthy of consideration and regard. ‘They look |) 


j ent on that, as l have endeavored to explain more 
i than once. Et depends on the p 
, have stated, ¿ 


i man, | shoud be proud of it; but certainly, with 


| question upon all occasions, 


1e e m y| l was estopped from expressing my sympathy 
y Were not politically justifiable; | wi us p S My syparhy 


arrant, and ii Southern man. 
i that point. 


i highly cultivated Southern gentleman—a Virgi 
: lan, who represented this country at the Court of | 


laws condemn to severe and condign punishment. 
That is my objection. 

Mr. CASS, The Senate will pardon me while 
I say a word more. I wish to go back to my 
original proposition, which is precisely this: 
That any oppressed people, when they strive to |; 
change their government—whether the result of |) 
their effort be revolution or rebellion—nre not 


i] 
i 
{ 
i 
| 


j 
[i 


] 
fr 
| 
} 


man. That is my proposition; and that is the 
prevalent opinion at the present day. Otherwise 
you make the criminality dependent entirely upon |: 
the event. And you can make no catalogue l 
which will not include Washington and his coun- |i 
trymen, and all that host of patriots who de- |’ 
voted their lives and fortunes to the service of |: 


poleon has got the power; and no man will s 
that such men as young Lafayette sid L'Estar 
were guilty of moral turpitude. 

Mr. BADGER. [never said so. 

Mer. CASS. Lam happy that 1 was misiaken. 
T supposed that my friend went upon the ground, 
that there was moral turpitude because these men 
were sent away. It was simply an act of power 
nothing less, nothing more. 

Mr, BADGER, ‘The honorable Senator per- i 
sista very strangely in misstating what I say. I 
know he does not design it. i l 

Mr, CASS, Certainly not. 

Mr. BADGER. Ihave given no expression of 
my opinion on the question of moral turpitude. 
I have said over and over again, that | gave no 
opinion on any such matter, ` l say that the Gov- | 


mitted do not regard political offenders as being 


upon them as criminals, and therefore punish them. 
hat is what | have said, and ali that I have said 
on that point. My argument is entirely depend- 


í reposition which I 
nd now restaie, that if we interfere 
in behalf of those whom another Government 
deems worthy of prnishment, because we think | 
them excellent persons, deserving no punishment, 
they may interfere in regard to persons they 
may de raged in laudable efforts to set aside 
our laws for the purpose of setting up a higher 
systera in obedience to the higher law, though we 
deera them criminals, and Wish to subicet them 
to the severest punishment. j 

Mr. SHIELDS, Ido not mean to enter into | 
this debate on the present occasion, and I shall not. 
make any remarks of my Sinee | made 
few remarks on Saturday last, I have received a 


¢ 


Pra 
act ta 


ews i a 


letter from a gentleman whose opinions Í think 
hiis Senate will respect. 


ie isa Southern gentle- 
map, and perhaps as sensitive in relation to | 

outhern vighis as my honorable tend trom 
North Carolina. I at one time felt disposed to 
touch upon this very point, Were 1 a Southern | 


A 
jes 


all respect for the South, I should besitate ng te 
i the propriety of bringing in that very sensitive | 


I should not feel that | 


ith the unfortunate, because I happened to bea: 


But I do not mean to touch on | 


Here is a letter which I have received from a 


n- i! 


| hy kindness and j 


; countries Cas 
, would be fatal to each. This is my opinion, and I have 
ii some ri 
i too, th 


_honorshle Senator from 3 


1 —a. direct interference—w 


St. James. Permit. me to say, that while there, 
no man eyer represented this country at that 
Court, or at any other Court, who was more sen- 
sitiveas to this very question. I very well recol- 
lect, that at one time a difficulty arose between 
him and a very powerful man of the times and of 
the oecasion—Mr: O’Connell—on some question 
of this kind. Task that the letter. may be read, 
because I think that he presents the matter about 
as forcibly us it could be presented in a speech. 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows; 

GEPREETOWN, February TER, 1852, 

My pear Sir: I regret that I was unable to getto the 
Senate Chamber this morning, to hear the whole of your 
admirable speech upon the resolution in behalf of O'Brien 
and his associates. Yat I did bear, gave me great pleas- 
ure, and did you high honor, not only as a man and Trish- 


man, but as an American Senator. I hope to sce your 
speech fully reported, and might ask the favor of you tosend 


| me a copy to Manchester, South Carolina, where I ain go- 


I was forcibly struck with 


in connection with Great Britain. 
and faithfully done; and nothing can be more true, 


i apinion ycu expressed, as to the effect of your resolution, 


and the course and policy of the British Government on 
the subject of it. If it pa: Congress, it will lend to the 
immediate retie(of those unfortunate men, I venture to say. 
The Ministry will seize upon it as the means of extending 
elemeney and mercy, which, without it, they might fect 
some difficulty indoing. The true policy now, of fugland, 


| is to conciliate Ireland; to compose the dissensions of the 


trish people, not to fan the embers of subdued rebellion and 
ugitulion; not to array Protestant against Catholic, and 
Catholic against Protestant; but by uniting all classex of the 
population of this ill-fated country around the Constitution, 


|: and extending mercy to her deluded and misguided peopte. 


Justice is satisfied, and the laws vindicated, The great Re 
pealer and Agitator isin his grave. He and his memory are 
buried, and bis despotic power and boundless popularity 
have vanished with him, The great masses now, on both 
sides the Channel, believe thatunion with Great Britain 
essential to the freedom and resuscitation of lrelaud; cer- 

its future greatness. Instead, then, of prosecutions 
ihat it 
tiee and clemency, thatthe Trish nation 
are to be governed and deemed worthy of being the aliy of 
mighty Empire, God and nature have made ths two 
pntial to each other, and a final separation 


nt tu form it, irom a knowledge of both. [ know, 
nany of the wisest and best men in Engiand and 
Ireland concur in this opinion. T hope that the resolution 


’ will pass, and that all the benefits you anticipate may re- 


sult trom it. 

Very truly and respectfully, your friend and obedient ser- 
vant, A. STEVENSON. 

General J. RHIELDS. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have taken the liberty of 
having that letter read, because this gentleman, 
who is well acquainted with diplomatic propriety, 
seems to regard this as wholly harmless in this 
respect. He is well acquainted, too, with the dis- 
position of the English Government, and with the 
condition of the English and Irish people. 

With respect to the amendments to my amend 
ment which have been submitted by the Senator 
from New York, Tam quite willing to accept them, 
ifitean be done consistently with the rules of the 
Senare. i 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator cannot accept 
them. The question is on amending the amend- 


; ment as proposed. 


Mr. MASON, Mr. President, I listened with 
very great pleasure, on a former day, to the re- 
marks which fell from the Senator from Ilinois, 
who stands here now, I believe, the immediate 
patron of this resolution, None can doubt that 


the interest which he takes in this subject, besides 
the general interest actuating an Americ: ateg 
| man, is of a character peculiar and appro te 


ae, Pr M t + Hi 
: himself; and he has presented this resolution, and 


has sustained it ina manner which, while it reflects 
credit on him as a statesman, does even greater 
evedit to his hear: than-hig head. Kis not my 
design at all to enter into the merits of these prop- 
ositions, further than to express my opinion of 
its policy. Ft is a measure of kindred character 
with the one that was discussed yesterday hy the 
ichigan, (Mr. Cass.) 


o 
a 


a 


i Tt is a measure which commits this Government to 


en never heretofore taken; to an interference 
| ith the policy of foreign 
Governments, It is in that light alone that I am 
permitted, as a Senator from one of these States, 
to look at it, and to consider it. However freely 
T acknowledge that the most deep and earnest 


|, sympathies of the American people are with these 
; men, whom we 
from their father 


le 
aL 


y call patriots, now in exi 
) and, I feel bound to declare th: 
this Governmeni is forbidden from interference. 

Sir, we have seen lately a gentleman from abroad 
here, on a self-accredited mission to this country, 


justi 
i 
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for the purpose of unsettling its policy in relation 
to foreign Governments, We have seen the coun- 
tenance he has met with from men of évery de- 
gree and every station. We have seen, I fear, 


that he has made a deep impression upon the feel- | 


ings of a portion of the American people as to that 
foreign policy; and we have witnessed the fact, that 
thousands have hung listeners to him when he has 
attempted to show them that Washington, who 


laid the foundations of this policy deep and broad, |, 


was mistaken; and who listened to him when he 
told them, that although he was aware the Gov. 
ernment was against a change in that policy, he 
was equally aware that the people could contro! 


the Government; and he declared and avowed that |: 


he was here to induce the American people to 
overrule the Government—in what? In a matter 
of policy in relation to foreign nations, which has 
never been departed from since Washington pro- 
mulged it. 

I have heard with great and deep regret, that the 


justly-cistinguished Senator from Michigan, whose | 


words almost carry the weight of authority before 
the American people, has told us, as late “as yes- 
terday, that we had need of no fear in taking the 
step which he recommended; that it would not 
lead to war; bat that it would exercise a moral 
and suasive influence on things abroad; and he 
cited numerous instances where foreign Govern- 
menis had expressed their opinions of the intended 
actions of others, and we had seen them carried 
into execution, and yetthey stood silent and inac- 
tive. What were these foreign Governments? 
They were the Governments of kings and poten- 


tates; of princes, who were actuated by selfish | 


considerations alone in whatever they suggested 
or recommended to those around them. What is 
our Government? A Government of the people. 
And is it to be believed, will it be credited, that it 


should be recommended to the American people, | 


in wielding this Government, to declare a urpose 
which they do not mean to execute? Sir, the 
very man to whom I have alluded—the Hunga- 
rian—avowed in one of his public addresses, that 
although it was not intended that the policy which 
he recommended should lead to war, yet it was 
true that it became a nation, as he expressed it, to 
back its diplomacy with the power of the country. 

I did not intend when L rose to discuss these 
questions. They are kindred. However little 
allied in fact or in purpose, they are of kindred 
origin, aad wiil lead to kindred results. I may 
feel it to be a duty devolved upon me, before the 
measure discussed yesterday shail be brought to a 
final vole, to express my opinions at length upon 
this subject. 
particularly to the Senator from Hlinois, the feel- 
ing of regret with which Tara constrained to vote 
tained. 
ever reluciance, at onee to vote in the negative, if 
it shall come to a vote. But I should be better 


satisfied, entertaining the feeling 1 do entertain ; 


towards the gentlemen in whose behalf it has ori- 
ginated, that it should belaid on the table. [f not 
unacceptable to htm, I make that motion. 

Mr. SHLELDS. 
to speak on the subiect, 1 would like to have the 
resolution disposed of at once. 
erally speaking, the longer these questions are kept 


in suspense, the worse feeling arises out of them. ` 


Hence f would like to see the resolution disposed 
of now, But I must state, that I cannot, in jus- 
tice to myself, accede to the suggestion of the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, and allow the 
resolution to be laid on the table. 

Mr. MASON. I will not insist on the motion, 
if it is unacceptable to the Senator from Uinois. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I am highly gratified 
with the suggestion made 
Virginia. TR 
from Rhode Is 
the question of intervention, and this resolution 
of the Senator from Illinois, are certainly kindred 
subjects, They have their origin in the sam 
feelings growing out of recent events. I think it 
will become the 
go on upon the resolutions offered by the gentle- 


by 


man from Rhode Island, to postpone action upon | 


this resolution, until we have heard the discussion 
upon the whole subject. I 
terfere with my friend from Ilinois in his move- 
ment at all, but I wanted to throw myself upon 
his courtesy, to know whether it would not meet 


E meant only now to express more | 


against.the proposition which he kas so ably sus- | 
I shall feel it to be my duty, with what- | 


Unless some one is disposed |, 


E think that, gen- | 


the Senator from i 
resolutions offered by the Senator ` 
resolutions offered by the Senator | 
land, [Mr. Crarge,] in reference to : 


Senate, as the discussion is to : 


do not wish to in- | 
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i 


| his approbation 


his: that the resolution might He over 
i until we get through the discussion of the subject 
| which was under consideration yesterday. It 
l seems to me that it wonid be beiter to get through 


he whole discussion before we vote. I feel dis- 


| 
! 
| 


| before we finally dispose of them; but I am not 

i; not wish the question to be taken at this time. 
Several Senators expressed a desire to adjourn. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Wel, then, without 

wishing to take the foor on the resolution, I move 


p O°clock, 
again, we shali be able to make some disposition 
of the resolution, 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 


li journed. 
i 


ROUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weovespayr, February 11, 1852. 


The House met pursuantto adjournment. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. Burien. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 

Mr. STRATTON. Task the unanimous con- 
i sent of the House to present certain joint resolu- 
i tions of the Legislature of the State of New Jer- 
i, Sey, and that they be read, laid on the table, and 
ii printed. 
i: There being no objection, the preamble and res- 
: olutions were read, as follows: 


: pact between the several States, and forms the basis of our 
l Federal Union: 


1 ‘establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for 
i: ftue common defence, promote the general welfare, and 
|i fseenre the blessings of liberty to themselves and pos- 
t; Sterity:?? 

|i And whereas the questions which agitated the country, 
i and absorbed so large a portion of the time of the last ses- 
i: sion of the Congress of the United States; questions in 
ii their nature directly opposed to the spirit and compromises 
, of the Constitution, caleulated to destroy our domestic 


ji pily terminated by the Compromise Measures, it is deemed 
ji the imperative duty of this Legislature to express their 
i sentiments in relation thereto: Therefore, 

1. Resolved, (Senate concurring,) ‘Nhat tie Constitution 
of the United States was framed in tie spirit of wisdom 
and compromise, is the bond of our Federal Union, and 
l: can oniy be preserved by a strict adherence to its express 
i; and implied powe 
| 
! 


! thirteen States, has always adhered to the Constitution, and 

is unalienably attached to the Union, and that she will re- 
sist, to the 
i sacred instru; 


Xtent of her ability, any infraction of that 
owt. 


| 2. Resoleed, (Senate coneurring,) That this Legislature | 
i A Y ; 


ly approves the measures adopted by the last 
of Congress, known as the “Compromise Measures,”? a 
p that every patriot, in every part of our widely extended 
ii country, has cause to rejoice in tiie adaption of said meas- 
+ sures, as a triumph of constitutional rights over a spirit of 
wild and diserganizing fanaticism. 

3. Resolved, ( 
abide by and sustaur the compromise measures, and that 
:: her Senators in the Senate of the United States be in- 
i structed, and our Representatives in Congress be requested, 
| to resist any change, alteration, or repeal thercof. 


! Jaw is in accordance with the stipulations of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and, in its provisions, carries 
the spirit and letter of the Constitution in its compromises, 
upon which our Unien is founded, 
5. Resotced, (Senate concurring,) That we approve of the 
ii patriotic stand taken by the Executive of the United States, 
in declaring his det ion to execute and cuforee all 
ii laws constitatiopaily enacted, and that the people of New 
ii Jersey will sustain Him in so doing 
i 6. Resolved, (Senate concurri Tat the Governor of 
H the State be requested to trausinit a copy of these resolu- 
Hons to the Governor of each State in the Union, aud to 
ach or our Senators and Kepresentativesin Congress. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. t the question of print- 
ing debatabie? 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. But the question to 
lie upon the table is not. 

The SCEAKER, The question of printing, in 
; the opinion of the Chair, is debatable. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Upon that question, then, I s 


have tire floor. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think the ques- 
tion, in its present condition, is not debatable. 
The motion to print, when connected with the mo- 
i tion to He upon the table, is not debatable. . 
: The SPEAKER. The motion to print is de- 
i: batable. . 
ii Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The questions can 
|i only be separated by the House. The gentleman 


| posed to make some remarks upon these subjects |; 


prepared to make these remarks now, and | do l 


i that the Senate do now adjourn, as it is past three i 
Perhaps when the subject comes up | 


Whereas the Constitution of the United States isa com- : 


ernment as were necessary “ to form a more perteectunion, ; 


| tranquility, and dismember our glorious Union, were bap- i 


3; that New Jersey, one of the original | 


ate concurring.) That New Jersey will : 


4. Resolved, (Senate concurring,) That the fugitive slave ; 


cannot debate the question of printing unlesa sep- 

arated from the motioa to lie upon the table. 
Mr.GIDDINGS. Ifthe gentleman from Ten- 

nessee rises to a point of order, I wish he would 

State it. 

| The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 

| motion to lay the resolutions upon the table, and 


il 
if 
H 
it 
ii 
vt 
it 

i 


ordering them to be printed. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Upon the later motion I 

2 have a word to Bay. 
i, Mr. JONES. k is a joint motion, sir, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot de- 
bate the motion to lie upon ihe table. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not ask that, but te 
i make a few remarks upon the question of print- 
ng. 
The SPEAKER, Solong as the questions are 
connected they are not debatable, 
ae GIDDINGS. I thea ask fora division of 
| them. 
Mr. JONES. I hope that will be voted down. 


i 
i 


Mr. WILLIAMS demanded the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it ig com- 


t 
| to get the floor as soon as these resolutions should 
be disposed of, for the purpose of moving that the 
! House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole upon the state of the Union, to take up 
for consideration the President’s message. ‘Chen 
| he can make whatever remarka he desires. 

; Mr. GIDDINGS. I am very much pleased to 
|| hear that. I have waited almost three months for 
i| that motion. I shall not surrender the floor which 
| I legitimately possess upon the question of print- 
‘ing. 


H 
H 
it 
| 


tent for the gentleman to call for a division—to 
| have a separate vote upon each proposition. 
| Mr. JONES. The question of division should 
į! be put to the House. ea T 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
i that the propositions are divisible; that a member 
| has a right to call for the separation, and that it is 
‘| not necessary a vote shall be taken upon the divi- 
ii sion. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. ‘There can be 
: no doubt about it. 

The guestion was taken upon the motion to lay 
ii the resolutions upon the table, and it was agreed to. 
The question recurred on the motion to print. 
4 Mr. ORR. Trise to a question of order. Tn- 
‘| asmuch as the fouse have laid the resolution upon 
ji the table, no motion to print, or any other moton 
ji in connection with the subject, can be entertained 
ii until the resolutions are taken from the table. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair overriules the 
| point of order raised by the gentleman, upon the 


i 
miy 
i 
i 


ground that it has been the practice of the House 
ii to order a paper which may have been laid upon 
i the table to be printed. f 
Mr. ORR. Í understand the Chair to decide, 
' then, that it is competent for the Fouseto consider 
“a motion to print a proposition which has been 
i laid upon the table. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the ques- 
‘tion now before the House is upon the motion to 
“print. : i 
| Mr.ORR. To print resolutions that have been 
i! laid upon the table? f 
: The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

+ My. ORR. If then take an appeal from the de- 
i: cision of the Chair. 

` Mr. HALL moved to lay the appeal upon the 
:! tsble. 

‘| The question was then taken, and it was agreed 
: to 


Mr. BRIGGS asked the unanimous consent of 
he House to withdraw certain papers from the 
files of the House. 

| Myr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

a Mr. HEBARD asked the unanimous consent of 
| tne House to withdraw the papers of Stephen 
|) Hoyt from the files of the House. 

i Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

||) Mr. GIDDINGS. Nothing is further from my 
ii intention than to occupy the time of the House 
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upon the qúestion to which I call their attention. 
I wish tofsay to the House and the country, that 
J, for opc, am one of those now present who pro- 
e Free-Soilers. We are ready now, and 
limes, to discuss the questions of the compro- | 
,asthey shallcome legitimately beforeus. This 
rmination upon my part was avowed upon the 
t day of the session. I had hoped that we 
ould have had the privilege of going into a dis- 
cussion of the President’s message, and there lay- 
ing our views before the country, to whom we | 


i 
are bound to address ourselves upon this and every 
other important question. Let me say to the 
House, without intending any disrespect to mem- 
hers here, that, instead of adjourning and spend- 
ing something like five weeks of our session, hed 
we come here arid laid our views, in a statesman- 
like manner, before the country and before this 
body, we should have improved ourselves in states- 
manship, and we shouid now have the respect of 
the people. We should have respected ourselves 
better than we now do, having spent so much of 
our time in idleness. ‘That time has gone by, and | 
we cannot now recall it. And now, when business 
presses, we shall see gentlemen rising upon this 
iloor and ayowing their sentiments upon important 
questions, which should have long since been dis- 
cussed upon the President’s message. The reso- 
lutions from the respected State of New Jersey 
are before us, and what is the position in which 
they place us all? Already the people of New 
Jersey, through their Legislature, ure avowing 
their sentiments in favor of these compromise 
measuses, while we, the representatives of the 
people of this nation in Congress assembled, are 
not permitted to speak on the subject, or to mani- 
fest our views, or our intentions, in regard to these 
measures.. These are called compromise measures, 
by which the great question of slavery is to he 
silenced forever, 


branch of Congress, Send them, wherealmost from | 
the first day of our present session down to the 


e I would say to the Legislature |) 
of New Jersey, Send your resolutions to the other |} 


gentlemen go beyond that, I meet them. l know 
how gentlemen came here with prejudice on their 
minds—I know the misrepresentations that have 
gone through this nation in regard to my senti- 
ments, and the sentiments of those who advocate 
Northern rights. Slaveholders, Southern men, 
Northern men, men of all parties have read our 
sentiments, distorted, misrepresented, and falsified, 
and it becomes necessary at every new session of 
Congress, that we should avow our doctrines. I 
do so now to Southern men; and I assure gentle- ; 
men from the South, that ifthey come up to the 
work and stand by the Constitution, we will meet 
them upon its very line, and will stand with them 
shoulder to shoulder, and we will act as friends on 
that point. Let us repeal your laws involving us 
in the support of slavery. 

The Congress of the United States never had 
the privilege or constitutional authority to involve 
the people of the North in the maintenance of 
slavery, or of your slave trade, I say to you, one 
and all, members of this body, that where you at- | 
tempt to involve us in the crimes and iniquities of |; 
! that institution, or of the slave trade, you can never } 
settle this question—you might as easily unsettle | 
the eternal, enduring principles of justice,-or tear |) 
Deity from his throne, as to settle this question 
while the freemen of the North are involved in the 
crimes of this slave trade. 

But here we stand, and why? Lookatthe slave 
trade in this District—at your slave prisous in this 
District, sustained by laws of Congress, by which 
fathers, mothers, brothersand sisters, are now sigh- 
ing, weeping in chains, and the Legislature of New 
Jersey sends ùp resolutions that we shall remain 
involved. in this transcendent iniquity, and sustain 
this market in human flesh, and authorize the sale 
of fathers aud mothers in this city by act of Con- 
gress; that your Southern coastwise slave trade 
shall continue, and the flag of the United States | 
shall be prostituted to maintain and protecta com- 
merce in the bodies of men and of women; that 
the American stars and stripes shal] float over car- 


i! 


present, the agitation has been going on upon this 
very question of suppressing agitation—of silencing 
discussion upon slavery, That State is sending to 
us their determination of maintaining silence upon 
this question, while they proclaim to the world 
their intention to uphold the fugitive law, and 
_ the slave trade in this District, and on our south- 
ern coast. Far be it from me to object to the 
printing of these resolutions. ‘The Levisiature of 
New Jersey is certainly entitled to our respect, 
and so areall other Legislatures. What I protest |! 
against, is this side-bar manner, this insidious 
mode of arguing questions from Legislatures, aud 
from people of different States, while we ourselves | 
hermetically close our own lips upon the question. 
Twill not do it for one, ‘They speak in favor of 
the tagttive slave law; and let me say bere, that j 
with these resolutions Lagree most heartily, so far 
as they vo for maintaining the Constitution of the 
United States. T stand with them in that respect. 
And Jam the last man to fliuch from this position. 
Would to God that that State, by her representa- 


| 
| 
i 
| 


i 
i 
i 
i 


tives upon this floor, would sustain the Constitu- il 


tion. When isay that, I say what you know weil | 
to be my sentiments; and they are, that this body | 
has noting to do with this question of slavery in 

the States—that every attempt upon the part of 
this Government to involve us in a discussion of 1! 
this question is now, ever has been, and ever |! 
will be, a violation of our constitutional rights, 

Hands off! Non-intervention! Keep your slavery 
to yourselves! js the motto of the advocates of 
freedom from the North. Jt is your basiness—it 


tie 


: established this coastwise slave trade. 


; With them. 1 desire now to address one word to 


| goes of mothers, fathers, and children, by virtue 
| of an act of Congress, and yet say we shall remain 
| Silent upon the subject. I will take this occasion | 
| to say, that I have prepared a bill, of which I gave | 
noticeearly in the session, to repeal the 9th and 10th 

sections of the law of 1801, which constituted and | 
We do 

not ask to interfere with it. We ask to wipe it | 
from the statute-book, and leave your slave trade 

where we found it, with the people of the slave | 

States themselves. Why, sir, the Legislature of |} 

New Jersey asks us to be quiet—to regard their 
| compromise measures as a final settlement of the 
slave question. Do they wish their constituents 
aad themselves to continue involved in the enormi- 
| ties of that trailic in mankind? 1 would like to | 
hear gentlemen meet these points, not to evade, | 
| dodge, or cover them up, but to meet these ques- 
| tions in a frank, open manner, like men—tike 
; statesmen. Here are the statutes. 

. Now, when I come to offer my bill, which Iin- 
tend domg, {want to know how many of these 
men, trom the North and from the South, will | 
vote to separate the North from the support of | 
that coastwise slave trade? Let the representa- 
tives of New Jersey say, as stated in the resolu- ! 
tions before us, that we have no power over it; | 
that we never had power over it—and I shall agree 


} 


| 
j! 


at 


H Si 


the slaveholding portion of this House. When I 
sball present this bill, it will give a fair opportu- 
nity for gentlemen to meet with us here and test 
this question, and settle it forever by Washing our 


sh 


Is your institution, with all its curse, shame, and 
miquity, or iis glory, whatever you call it. It is 
your business and not ours. Involve us not in 
it—keep it to yourselyes—mainiain it; but do not 
involve the freemen of my State, or of the free 
States, in it. I will take this occasion to repeat 
what I have often said upon this floor, that in one 
instance, and but one, under the Constitution of 
the United States, are we authorized to legislate 
upon the question ofslavery, and that the ques- 
tion for the recapture of fugitive slaves; and 
upon that question I am willing to give to the 
pa ee that the framers of the Consti- 
unon gave them at the time of its formation, or 
rather, I shali urge no constitational objection to 
such legislation. But when I have done that, I 
then take my stand; I move no further. Thus far 
slavery, with its proud waves, may come; but when 


is 


i 


i 
jl 


i 


hands of it. I expect there will be a might 

‘coming down stairs” about that time. But I 
desire to unite with the slaveholding portion of |} 
this bod y—for there is some generosity with them, | 
at least they have boldness—and we will smoke |! 
out these dough-faces, and drive them from under |! 
the bush! [Laughter.] Now,i repeat to South- | 


ern men, that I look to them with confidence, | 
e question fairly, || 


i 
i 


tami they will meet us upon th 
and come up to the work, and permit me to intro- 
duce my bill to repeal that law. Let it be under- 
stood, Í repeat, that there is nothing in that bill 
which seeks to interfere. It is to cease all inter 
ference and repeal the law; not to pass a new law, į 
but to prevent future agitation, to leave all inter- | 
ference with the slave trade, and leave it with the | 
South, where it belongs. This, I believe, is what | 
New Jersey wants. i go with the people of that | 


i 


| 


Í 


i 


| blood-hound for you. 


State to effect this object. I go with every man 
in this Hall who has spdken upon this subject to 
effect this repeal, and thereby prevent agitation. 
I go with the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Mur- 
puy,}| when he said we had no authority to carry 
slavery whereitis not. He then, sir, spoke truth. 
Lagree with him, although he is a Democrat and 
a slaveholder—no, i believe he is a Democratic 
Union man. But the truth is this: When, we 
come to this work gentlemen retreat from their 
positions. Itis the only subject on which we are 
authorized, under the Constitution, to legislate 
concerning slavery. On that subject we possess 
powers to legislate to-a certain extent. a 
We can prohibit Northern men from preventing 
ycu from the capture of your slaves, and that far 
{ am willing to go with you; rather, I would sey, 
there is no constitutional objection to that. That 
is my doctrine. We have no constitutional ob- 
jection to ng a penalty upon Any man who 
shall interfere to prevent the slaveholder trom ar- 
resting and returning his fugitive slaves. But 
there I stop. The State of New Jersey, by her 
Legisiature, may proclaim that it is our duty to 
take upon ourselves the appointment of officers of 
commissioners to run after and seize your slaves 
for you, but I deny that position altogether. We 


fixi 


| have no constitutional authority thus to degrade 


Northern men. Let me say to Southern men, It 
is your privilege to catch your own slaves, ifany 
one catches them. Itisnot our duty to play the 
It is your duty to meet 
the expense of it, and not ours. We will not 
tax our constituents, our laboring men, to defray 


| the expense of chasing down and securing your 


fugitives. Catch them yourselves. You have a 
constitutional right to do it; but we will not turn 
out and play the blood-hound for you. When you 
ask us to pay the expense of arresting your 
slaves, or to give the President authority to ap- 
point officers to do that dirty work, give them 
power to compel our people to give chase to the 
panting bondman, you overstep the bounds of 
the Constitution; and there we meet you, and 
there westand. And there we shall remain. We 
shall protest against such indignity; we shall pro- 
claim our abhorrence of such a law. Nor can 
you seal our lips, or silence our voices. Do 
you believe that Northern men are ready and wil- 
ling to surrender their self-respect, their dignity, 
and pay the expenses of giving chase to your 


| fugitive slaves? If so, let me tell you that there 
£: y 


is a sentiment now passing through the whole 
North, and through the whole Union, that will set 
your calculations at defiance. You cannot quiet 
it. Like Banquo’s ghost, it will not down at your 
bidding. Sir, the popular sentiment of this na- 
tion hurls defiance at this weak and effeminate 
hody, when it undertakes to tell the people that 
they shall surrender their consciences at your bid- 
ding, and engage in the vile work of seizing their 
feilow-man, and dragging him to bondage and op- 
pression. 

i had no intention, when I rose, of saying more 
than to enter my protest against the manner of in- 
terfering here on all sides of this question except 
upon that of freedom, and that while we, the rep- 
resentatives of the North, remain silent, the States, 
through their Legislatures, should be permitted 
to argue this question, and send their arguments to 
the people. Having uttered my protest on that 
point, 1 will resume my seat. 

Mr. STANLY. The gentleman from Ohio has 


given the House some advice as to how we are to 
; improve our statesmanship. Ifl understand him 


rectly, he lectures us for adjourning over from 
Fridays til Mondays instead ‘of staying here to 
isten to the disquisitions which he is in the habit 
of pouring out, whenever he gets the floor, upon 
one subject, with a view to improve our states- 
manship. Now, how long is it since the gentle- 


i ; : FORE 
; man became so industrious that he undertakes to 


lecture this House about improving our statesman- 
ship? Let thé dinner-bell ring, and the first gen- 
tleman that leaves this Hall to go home and ap- 
pease his appetite, to the neglect of the business 


; of the country, is the gentleman from Ohio. . He 


is as punctual in that respect as any steam-whistle 
ma factory in the city, or as any bell in town. 
Who left Congress at the last long session before 
he had performed his public duties here, and went 
off home after he had poured outall he had to say 
upon the subject of slavery, leaving everything in 
disorder, so far as the nation wag concerned, and 


sf: 
° 
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| 
have business of our constituents to attend to on |! 
Saturday—the holiday, as it is called, but the most | 
laborious day of the session to those members who 
do their business properly—are to be lectured by | 
the gentleman from Ohio, who leaves punctually at | 
dinner-time, aud goes home for three weeks at a 
time, leaving the public business to attend to itself. 
«Take the beam out of thine own eye, and then i 
shalt thou see clearly to take the moat out of thy ; 
brother’s eye.” 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (interrupting.) So far as re- | 
gards my dinner hour—whether I go to my dinner | 
at one, two, or three o’clock—the gentleman re- |! 
gards it as important to the country: He, sir, | 
may regard it as the most tremendous subject on 
which he has been called to comment in thé course 
of his statesmanship. 1 shall only reply by say- 
ing, that I dine at such hours as suits my mind. I; 
had not consulted the gentleman. I am in the | 
habit of dining regularly and laboring regularly, 
unless business prohibits. Ihad not regarded it 
as my duty to consult any one as to my hours of 
eating. f 

As far as regards my absence at the close of the /| 
last long session, I will say to the gentleman, that i 
no vole was taken then, or ever during my ab- 
sence, on which my voice or vote could have had 
the least possible effect, or could have been of any 
avail. I did leave Washington a few days before 
the close of the long session of the last Gongress; 
but Í did not leave until every subject of legisia- | 
tion was as substantially determined as they now | 
are. This House had spent seven long months 
in the discussion of one question, and it was im- |} 

ossible to bring the dough-faces to a vote upon it. |! 

refer to the California bill. When that bill had 
been under discussion three weeks, I called upon 
gentlemen from the North and from the South to | 
meet in this Fiall and devise means by which we 
could drive the dough-faces to a vote. And, sir, |! 
we had some forty or fifty members here, but we || 
found it ihpossible to move them up to the work. |] 
The discussion was prolonged and prolonged, and 
for more than halfa year we were detained here 
by the timidity of members—kept from our busi- | 
ness at home, trom our families, and the treasure 
of the nation squandered, for no other reason than 
that members dared not vote on that question. 

Mr. STANLY. Has the gentieman finished 
yet? | 

Mr.GIDDINGS. [have not quite got through. | 
I am sorry to see a Southern slaveholder doing the 
dirty work of the dough-faces of the North. It is 
not becoming the dignity of a slaveholder to draw 
such argument from the servile press of Northern |) 
dough-faces. I have seen this whole attack of his, 
in certain scurrilous papers of the North. Sir, let || 
the dough-faces copy after Southern gentlemen. It |: 
is their business. { wish now to meet another im- || 
portant question. I have been censured by the | 
servile press of my own district, because I did not, ! 
by my own infiuence, carry through at an earlier | 
period of last Congress the bill for the improve- 
ment of our lakes, harbors, and river navigation. 
The loss of that bill has been imputed to my neg- 
lect. Now, before this House and the country, 
Task the gentleman, and every other member of | 
the last Congress, to bear testimony, that 1 used | 
every possible exertion to hasten the business of |; 
that session. From the commencement of the |, 
session to its close, I never voted for an adjourn- | 
ment overfor more than oneday. From the com- 
mencement of this session, I have not objected to j. 
adjourning over on Saturdays, but I have objected |; 
to spending half our time here for the first eight |; 
weeks of the session in idleness. That is what | 
I have objected to; and if the gentleman means to 
censure me for that, let him come out and say so 
like a man. I spoke respectfully. I stated ex- | 

ressly that I did not intend to censure any one. || 
hat, sir, was the first time that I ever found the I! 
gentleman from North Carolina dodging behind |. 
the bush. When he was a good Whig in for- | 
mer times, and acted with me, he used to come 
out like a man on every and all oceasions, and 
speak, and act, and vote without delay. Ire- 
peated at the long session of last Congress, that 
instead of speaking here for seven months upon |, 
the one question of admitting California, weshould |} 
have disposed of it in three weeks at furthest, and | 
then have passed our harbor bill, and that instead || 
of remaining here, that gentleman, and all of us, | 


l 


i 
j 
I 
| 
i 


| they had left when I did. 
; been better for the countr 


| home during the last Congress, and neglected the 
public business. We heard none of his lectures ji 
i then. Who aided so much to delay the public basi- 


there any ten men in that Congress who caused | 


: and integrity of character? 


| sion, not upon printing those resolutions, but upon 
| slavery and the slave trade. What has that to do 
|| with the subject of printing the resolutions? Why, 
: these resolutions are always printed as a matter of 


should have gone home at least two or three 
months earlier than we did. In that way we 
would have had our harbor and river improve- 
ments, saved the nation a great expense, and our- 
selves the disgrace of such puerile and unneces- 
sary waste of time and money. : 

Is there a Whig, or a Democrat, or a dough- 
face, who was in the last Congress, who can tell 


for what—“ eui bono’’—we remained here for | 


those seven months? As I said before, my voice 
was to labor, to act, to legislate, to do our busi- 
ness, and go home. And now I come right home 
to the point—will the gentleman meet it? Ought 
we not to have done as I state? Ought we not to 
have given the peoplea harbor bill, instead of wast- 
ing our time? Ought we not to have disposed of 
the California question in at most three weeks, 


instead of being seven months about it? and then d! 


passed the harbor bill in another week? Ought 
not the gentleman himself to have aided in doing 
this, and then gone home at least two or three 
months before he did, instead of attacking me for 
going so early? Let the peuple answer this ques- 

on. Why, I believe opinions are given very 
freely here. At home I have to pay for theni; 


! but here I give them for nothing. I believe the 


country would have been under deep obligations 


| to the gentleman, and to the rest of the House, if 


I believe it would have 

if we had transacted 
our business and returned home to our constitu- 
ents at least two months earlier than we did. Let 
me say, here, that 1 see gentlemen in this Hall 
who are looking forward to the nomination of a 
President; and let me warn the country that until 
those nominations have been made, and until the 
Buncombe speeches shall have been uttered, little 
business will be done, and no adjournment had. 

Mr. STANLY. This lecture is getting too 
long. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Well, I see the gentleman 
is impatient under it, so I will give way. 

Mr. STANLY. I yielded the floor to the gen- 
tleman for explanation, but he branched off into a 


| long lecture to the House upon its general deport- 
ment. If I yield any longer, it may go on fora 


week, for the gentleman seems to think he has 
some special gift from Providence, or from someone 
much lower than I choose to refer to here, to lec- 


lecture all mankind—slave-holders, dough-faces, | 
| Whigs and Democrats, 


The gentleman from Ohio admits, that he went | 


ness in this House as the gentleman from Ohio? 
What ten men aided so much to do itas he? Were 


so much delay, and did so much to obstruct the 
public business, as the honorable member ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. [call on the gentleman from 
North Carolina to make his assertion good in the | 
face of this House. I pronounce it false. f 

Mr. STANLY. Itis mighty easy for one who 
has no regard for the decencies or dignity of life, | 
and who screens himself from responsibility for | 
directing false charges like this, to leave his public 
business here, and sneak away from this House, į 
as the gentleman did at the end of the last long ses- 
sion, taking his pay for work he did not do. Is 


; and leaves the public business to take care of it- 
il self. 

‘The gentleman calls himself a Democrat. If he 
had called himself a free negro Democrat, he 
; Would have come nearer the truth than he does 
i by calling himself a Democrat—for the Demio- 
| crats will not acknowledge him as one of them. 
į 1 do not know a Democrat upon this floor who 
would do it. * 

But the honorable gentleman says that his din- 
ner hour is about as great a question of statesman- 
ship asf ever attempted to discuss. I beg to say 
that I have attempted to discuss one subject of 
smaller significance than even his dinner, and that 
is the honorable gentleman from Ohio himself; 
Jand I have discussed that subject, because it 
l; was forced upon me by his own conduct in this 
House. He is a subject of the least importance of 
; any that I ever attempted to discuss. Why, 
| during the last Congress, when he ought to have 
been here attending to his public business, where 
was the gentleman? But he has seen proper to 
refer to this internal improvement bill. Now I 
say—the House will bear me out in what I 
|| say, that every member of the last Congress will 
|, bear me out in saying—that he did more to injure 
| that bill than any fifty strict constructionists in 
the House. His support of anything he touches 
in this House is death to it. He is making sla- 
very a popular institution, if it ever were unpop- 
ular, He is making the people of his district, by 

his rant upon this question of slavery, not only 
odious to the Southern people, but to a large por- 
tion of the North. Yes, the North are beginning 
to regard them, on his account, with feelings of 
detestation, That honorable member, by his ad- 
vocacy of these internal improvement bills, as far 
| as his jniluence can go, or has gone, is rendering 
| them odious to a large portion of the people all 
| over the country, and gives merabers upon this 
| floor a pretext for voting against them, which 
| otherwise they would not have. How can your 
| constituents expect to have river and harbor im- 
provements when a representative, who comes 
here to send forth constantly his infernal nonsense, 
vileness, and abuse upon the whole Southern 
| country, undertakes to advocate such measures? 
Yet that has been the whole course of the honor- 
able member. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the member allow me 
to say a word upon that point? I want to call the 
attention of the House to the vote upon the inter- 
i nal improvement bill. I rejoice that the honor- 
able gentleman from North Carolina has paid me 
| the compliment to say that I have done more than 
any other fifty men in this House to defeat this 
i bill, Itis saying that! possess an influence, of 
{which I was notaware. I think—though I am 
‘not certain—that there were not fifty who voted 
| against it in this Honse. 
| 


| 


} 


i 
t 


A Vore. The bill onl 
teen or seventeen majority. , 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Weli, be that as it may, I 
am rejoiced that the gentleman has seen fit to call 
up this point. When I took my seat in this 
House, this whole system of internal improve- 
ments was abandoned. At that time the western 
portion of the.district which I now represent, was 
represented by another gentleman. Gentlemen 
i will recollect that the system, so far as our action 


y passed by some six- 


he not a pretty gentleman to come here and lec- | 


l was concerned, was revived during the admin- 


ture any man in this House—any negro outside of ii istration of Mr. Polk. We then passed a bill 


the House 


or any free negro—upon propriety 
Does it come with 
a good grace for that gentleman to embark in lec- 
tures of that character ? 

Now, sir, we have had enough of this, Why, 
when the honorable gentleman some time ago 


; made a speech in this Hall, T called upon him to 


explain a certain matter, and he refused, be- 
cause, as he then said, it was not a proper time. 


Yet, how does that gentleman now regard the | 


rules.of this House? Why, here, upon a motion 
to print the resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of New Jersey he gives a half hour’s discus 


courtesy. But, in this case, upon a simple mo- 
tion to print, we must be treated this morning to 
a speech upon the slavery question by this mileage 
member—this running-away member—this mem- 
ber who goes home to secure his own election, 


li which was vetoed. Now, itis for the sins of Mr. 
i| Polk for which the gentleman from North Caro- 
|i lina and certain Whig newspapers arraign me. 

i| At the last session of Congress, a bill was passed 

again, triumphantly in this House—at least it 
i| was passed by a large majority—I am sure the 
|; majority was near thirty; yet Tam held respon- 
| sible for the Joss of the bill in the Senate. 1 de- 
|; sired to reply thus far to the charges of the gentle- 
man. And I will add, thatby the bill my district 
received more than double the amount of appro- 
priation it ever received under my predecessor in 

any one year. 

‘| Butas to other matters, I will say that when 
| the member descends to the vulgarities of bar- 
room blackguards, to which he has on this occa- 
» sion descended, I cannot follow him. He gets 
: lower down than aman of honor can go. He 
‘descends so low that I cannot follow him so. far 
jas’ to throw the mantle of charity over him. 
! (Laughter.| I say, I cannot, and I hope the coun- 
i try, as I know my constituents will not, expect 


it 


ii 
i 


| 
| 
| 
\ 
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men. 
Mr. STANLY. That’s true. It 
small business, [Laughter.] 


Mr. GIDDINGS. This is not a free fight at 


a mighty 


all. -Itis between him and myself. I want them | 


to give us a free fight—fair play upon both sides. 
A Voice. You shall have that. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 


me, and charge upon me the responsibility of de- 


feating that bill, not in this House, for I repeat | 
that it passed this body, but because my iniuence | 


was not sufficient to pass it through the Senate on 
the last days of the session. Thegentleman from 


North Carolina consents to be their mouth-piece, : 
He arraigns me for : 


to play the bully for them. r 
that, and tells the country that I did more than 
any other fifty men in the House to defeat tho bill. 
I am glad that he has given me the opportunity 
for laying the truth in relation to this matter before 
the Houseand thecountry. Now, sir, how stands 
the fuct? I make the assertion, that it was that 
gentleman and the Northern serviles in the Flouse 


who would not permit us to come to a vote upon | 


the California bill, who prevented us froni getting 
through the bill for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors—-who would not allow it to pass this 
House during the long session to which he refers, 
nor, indeed, in the last session, in time for it, to 
pass the Senate during that Congress. There is 
the whole of it. And I say, the gentleman from 
North Carolina, and those with him who pro- 


cured that seven months’ delay of all business, | 
are the men who are responsible for the loss of |! 
passed those resolutions, but he was there and . 


that bill, and of other measures which ought to 
have passed that Congress, 

‘Mr. STANLY. The gentleman from Ohio 
says itis a small business for anybody tu come 
here and give hints to mein relation to himself. So 
it is. I plead guilty to the accnsation, 
only a very small business, but rather worse than 


that. Itis the business ofa scavenger to haveany- ' 
thing to do with the honorable gentleman from ! 


Ohio; and T feel as if I wanted to wash my hands 
after I have got through with him. But I cannot 


helpit, Ieis here, upon this floor, and thrusts him- | 


selfupon us. He holds himself up to usas alicht— 
as a sort of censor morum of this House. Now, 
in all courtesy and in all decency I say that itis a 
small business for me. T do not know how I can 
descend any lower when I descend to attack the 
honorable member fram Ohio. 

A Memper, © Good!” Good!” 

Mr. STANLY. 
and l wish somebody clse would do iti 
when he thrusts himself before the House in this 
manner, I have felt calied upon to do it. 

A few words in regard to the charge which I 


made, that the gentleman from Ohio had done ` 


more toward defeating the river and harbor bill 
than any other fifty members in this House. 


tacks upon Southern members and Southern in- 
stitutions, while he has set himself up as the Si- 
mon Pure’? of this Tlouse. That zentleman has 
spoken of the large amount which that bill appro- 
priated in his own district. Now, it is my belief 
that the very fuet that so large an amount was ap- 
propriated for a certain portion of the esuntry, i 
the very reason why the bill did not pass the 
ate of the United States. © Let the walled 
wince,” The facts are here, and the 
ought to know them. The peonle of | 
trictought te know the fact, th 
that gentleman advocates 


jade 
country 
is own dis- 

at whaterer meesnre 
here he renders odicus. 


e 


l say that the press—the `| 


servile press of the North—has chosen to arraign || € 
was during nearly a whole week of the present 


Itis not jj 


lt is not good; itis very bad, | 
Bat |! 


P! 
believe that bill was defeated by the influence of |! 
that member, by his violent and insupportable at- -; 


| The honorable gentleman 


lg 


id 


I say, then, that if there is a single member upon 
this floor who is exempt frum this charge, Lam 
i| the man; for I tried my best to stop debate and get 
this bill reported te the House. So I am safe upon 
that subject. 

But the honorable gentieman talks about our 


I want to know where the gentleman from Ohio 


I 


ssion, when he was absent from the House? 


know where he was. 
He was embarking in the Kossuth 


‘| convention. 
| hambug. 
suth’s influence upon the slavery questions in the 
United States. But he was not assisting in th 
‘| discharge of the duties of this House. 

| Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman allow 
f me a moment? 

: Mr. STANLY. 


It is evident that no member 


ʻi him to speak. [Laughter.] 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 


meeting of Abolitionists in Philadelphia, when 
l certain resolutions were passed there. The gen- 
man is entirely mistaken, Those resolutions 
} 


‘| nor were any resolutions passed, save, perl 
i| meeting to which the gentleman alludes was at 
| another time and at another place. 

Mr. STANLY, (interrupung.) The member 
was not only in the Philadelphia Convention that 


made a speech, That he does vot deny, alihough 
| he will deny anything when the proof is not at 
{ band. 
there has been no man who has had a controversy 
upon this floor with that honorable member who 
has not raised the issue of veracity with him—no 
man, whether from the North or South. 
one, that I remember. But, not only was he 
| present, but he made a speech, The gatied jade 
i| winces again,” (pointing at Mr. Gunpryes.) ` 

Mr.GIDDINGS. Does the gentieman intend 
to say that I was present at a meeting in Phila- 
delphia when certain resolutions were usitated, or 
that L knew they were agitated, or that spoke in 
reference to them? f 

Mr. STANLY. [ say he was ato Philad 
phia convention, and made s speech at that eo 
vention, Did he not? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 


yo 


! Sit 
i Air. STANLY. Lsay not 
+ But I say what [ have; 
' Mr. GIDDINGS, 

Peraci the overscer’s lash in that way, to 
i down. tsay, and I gay unhesitatined 
: intends to say that I was prese 
such resolutions, or heard of them, or heard of 
| any agitation of them, at any meeting, he is mis- 
, taken. If he intends, however, to be understood 
ias saying, that late in the day when I was in 
‘i Philadelphia, I walked into a convention there, 
il and when called upon responded in a few words, 
; he is right. Now, the gentleman may talk about 
his question of veracity; but when he attempts, in 
that offensive manner, to misrepresent, he need aot 
undertake to intimidate wentlemen from speaking 


} 
gly, that if he 


| the truth, and doing so boldly. 

| Mr. STANLY. I hone the gentleman will 
| Mot en: his teeth sc hard. E rdly frightens 
ime by this extraordinary ex ce of passion. 


ys F shali not crac 


Phe fentioma i 

t eman refers se us he the ee ae : 

Cal ge Bae Ce r: p my course upon tie: Lhe over him. Thatis a favorite 
al but wav Pres rE Pt -PA ra A 

e niia y way of a retort, in the spirit of `i fig honorable The only 


of “it for tat,” and regardless 

pr tar Bly a | regardless of tr 

RAL | Wes responsible as much as any others. I. 

believe, for the delay in the pa í ; 
My, GIDDINGS. Oh 


uth. Hesays | 
TS, 


ssace of that bi], 
no; [did not say that 


5 cer ‘ona alt + 
Mr, STANLY. Well, he ys that Tain re 
sponsible. Now, if there] anything coma be 
fore this TIouse in relation te which, above all: 
others, fan lipregnable, u s eharze, Every 


very 


nand spite, in amost contemptible spirit |; 


i 


i slaves. Tha 


try, that f 
n 


r pur 


io felons 


at 


Peer 
Saed with m. 


adjourning over from Friday to Monday. Now, ; 


He was in a Philadelphia 


He was passing resolutions about, Kos- 


The gentleman has, upon a || 
former occasion, imputed to me a presence at a il 


were not passed at the meeting at which I spoke; ; 
APS, a | 
‘| formal vote of thanks to myself and others. The | 


He cannot deny that; and, by ihe way, |} 


Not. 


I the genieman inteuds to | 
hiag abont his intent, i! 


Tiat gentleman shall not: 
put me | 


at, and knew of: 


slave- ` 
hogt it. © 


Sir, we do not raise the overseer’s lash over our 
| slaves in North Carolina. If that man [pointing 
| to Mr, Grpprves] were in the Southern county, 
i} Mr. Chairman, there is nota decent man amongst 
| my constituents who would own such a fellow for 
jjaslave. He would bea ‘free nigger,” and in less 

than three weeks would be tied to the whipping- 
post for stealing or slandering his neighbor. Now 
| the honorable member says, if I say that he was 
at that convention, when certain resolutions were 
passed, then I misrepresent him—then I tell a false- 
rood. Yes, sir, and if I say he is a gentleman, I 


Is 


eet 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend 
ji his remarks a moment ? M 
1 Mr. STANLY. Certainly. l ought to sus- 
i pend that fellow by the neck, [pointing to Mr. 
: Gappres.] 
' [A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by ‘the hands of Miz- 
‘carp P. FiLLmore, his Private Secretary. ] 
| Mr, STANLY, (resuming.) The honorable 
i gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Gipprvas] not only in- 
i dorsed, but threw the overseer’s lash over the 
‘whole South. But Jet any gentleman from the 
‘North, no matter how high his character, deviate 
latall in voting from what the gentleman thinks is 
tight, and that moment he is assailed as a dough- 
j face. Let any Southern Democrat vote for any 
|; one of these compromise acts, he is a dough-face, 
ii Let any Northern patriot vote for any one of them, 
ifand at once he becomes a dough-face, and is as- 
ji sailed by the member from Ohio. Bir, he is in the 
‘| habit of lecturing this House, and he has done so 
|| two or three times this session, while I charge him 
with neglecting his business and running away; 
and when he is here, with throwing constant im- 
pediments in the way of the transaction of the pub- 
i lie business, 

I regret that T have been led to say a word about 
his matter. I did not intend to do so. I have 
eparted from the course of conduct I had pre- 

scribed to myself towards that member. But his 
| own insolence has caused me this morning to for- 
get it. When there was no matter of that sort 
before the House, he has got up and poured out 
‘his abuse upon the whole House and upon the 
|! whole Southern country. In a moment of excite 
:; meat, I was induced to get up and remind him of 
ii his misdeeds, when he arose and insolently stared 
that what Í said was fals hrow 


H 


at 
at 


ne 


he 


at 
3 


whole poured upon him. 
pardon of this House for having 
the gentleman said I did~-fo 
to a controversy with him. Tp! 


r. GIDDINGS, {wish to say 


3DINGS, 


, Jeman, say 


House will ben 


THE 


. 
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them. Neither is it insuliing or ungentlemanly to |; 
correct a man if heis wrong. I did not say that 
the gentleman intentionally spoke falsehood or mis- 
represenied the facts. No, sir; I knew too well | 
what belongs to gentlemen: what belongs to my- 
self, and to the dignity of this body, to say that. 
l therefore kept myself within parliamentary rules. 
When inat gendeman is put forward by a certain 
servile class of the North, as their instrament to 

assai me; when he undertakes to play the brag- | 
gart fur dough-faces, and serviles for the Swiss 
guard of slavery; when he undertakes to draw 
ine into 3 controversy with him, I will say to the |, 
gentleman, that when you go go low,as you have ii 
to-day, 1 cannot follow you. Tt may, sir, be | 
sultabie for the grog-shop or the bar-room, but i 

is uot ft for the people whom I represent, Such: 
Janguage would net be permitted among common | 
bar-roota loafers of my district. Now when any | 


men expects me to interchange such language with © 
they aman, [can only say, he is mistaken. {ii 


Know whom I represent, und L know that my con- 
sutuents would never justify me in following any 
man, or member, to the lowest depths of: 

Mr. STANLY, (a his seat.) Mr. Giddings’s 
district. 

Mr. GUDDINGS. ‘Lo the lowest depths of rivald- | 
my. S i 


s it is unbecoming any member of this 
House, and | appealto the members of this body if 
they ever knew me to assail a man at any time, or |; 
In any place, until I myself was first assailed. | 
And let me say, looking that gentleman and every | 
member of this tLouse in the face, that I have never 
been guilty of such an outrage upon the dignity of | 
this body, ashe has perpetrated on the present occa- 
sion. The gentleman had better use such language | 
only to those who crouch and shrink and tremble 
ut his frown. It may do well on the plantation, 
but it is unbecoming towards freemen. It is: 
unsuited to this Hall. Degradation itself would | 
blush, and the man who would do it must have : 
sunken so low, that he would become giddy were 
he elevated to the level af total depravity. 

There are slaveholders in this House—and I | 
take pleasure in saying it—with whom my rela- 
tions now are, and ever have been, those of gen- 
tlemanly deportment and mutual interchange of | 
respect, and nothing else; and while slaveholders 
shall demean themselves as gentlemen, no one of | 
them will ever be assailed by me. 

But tbe gentleman says I charge Northern men 
with being dough-faces. Well, sir, ketakesit-upon |; 
himself to be the representative of all the dough- i! 
faces of the North to-day. le speaks for them-—he 
comes here as their agent and attorney, and assails 
me. And how does he do it? Why he says | 
am outof order. Mr. Speaker, (the presiding oii- | 
cer of this House [Mr. Boyp] being m the chair,) 
yon yourself made the question as to the order of 
debate upon this resolution. I believe (alluding | 
to Mr. Jowes, of Tennessee, who was then in the ; 
chair,} you called me to order, and that gentle- : 
man, (Mr. Borp,] a slaveholder, a man whom I | 
respect and honor, declared that) was in order; : 
and an appeal taken from that decision was laid | 
upon this table; and now this geudeman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Sraxiy] insists that it | 
shall go outto the country that L was cut of order, 
when the Speaker of the House expressly deaded , 
at Twas in order. Now, [beard that gentleman 
fe Sranziy] once tell an anecdote upon this 
iloor, about a boy, who whirled himself about so 
rapidly that the Ind part of his breeches vot on | 
the fore side, Jaughter;) but the gentleman changes 
his position much more rapidly, for the purpose 
of assailing me, and making a personal aitercation 
between him and myself; pronouncing the Speaker 
out of order, pronouncing the House out of order, 
and the rules themselves out of order; and that in 
discussing these resclutions I was out of order. 

The gentleman says T speak of Northern men 
as dough-taces. Why, the term dough-fuces has ; 
become honorable among some of those associated : 
with him. He calls me an Abolitionist; I call: 
bin a slaveholder, ji 

At the North we have ses—idoughe - 
faces and free-soiiers. 1 uekuowiledge the nane 
they give me—there is not much in a name—and ; 
I permit them to use it; and I give to them the 
only cognomen, known in the English language, 
that befits their position. 

Mr. STANLY. How many 
left of my time? 

The SPEAKER, 


i 


have I, 


Seventeen minutes 


: was at Norristown. 
i at Norristown? 


i Ohio stated in the beginning of his last speech, : 
that there was nothing wrong aiall in telling a man 
| that what he said was false. 


! party 


i ber from Ohio {Mr. 'Tayror} got into a 


i what I have said. 


E ter.] 


: charity he dispenses no man knows, 


` my absence, 


: No such thing. 


_ formation given to me. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman says that I i 
Where was he when I was i| 
‘Where was the House when I; 
was at Norristown? Why, drinkisg their grog. 
Laughter.} I was among the people of the | 
Trion, endeavoring to impress upon them great 
and important principles—which, at least, [ be- 
lieved to be so. And where was that gentleman? ;! 
Look at your Journals and you will find the gen- 
tleman was at home, or somewhere else, or any- ii 
where else but in this Hall. He was not here. | 
There was no business transacted in this [Touse | 
during the holidays for two weeks. 1 took occa- 
sion then to visit friends, for four days, in other 
portions of ine country, and the gentleman stands 
up here and reads me lectures about ` 
Mr. STANLY. [think the gentleman has 


L2 


. > 4 shi li 
more of my time thau I have had myself, to reply: 
: Í feel as if Í had been in a dissecting-room cutting 


to hin. Deannet yield further. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Gue word more. 
Mr. STANLY, I will wait a litde longer. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Never mind. 
STANLY. The honorable member 


Mr. gum 


Now thatis his idea ! 
of deceney and propriety. He thinks it is noti! 
wrong. ide is called a Har so often at hume, where 
he is well known, that he thinks itis right, as a 
matter or course. Flere is his idea of decency. Te! 
says that I was put forward to make this attack | 
upon him, If 1 thought I was so considered by 

anybody inthe Eouse, 1 would resign my seatand | 
go home, heeanse ] believe that if the whole Whig | 
we forward to attack him, they would | 
have picked the meanest man in the House to do | 
it. [Laughter.} He bas made such a show of, 
himself this morning that he has not only disgraced 

free-soilism, but human nature, i 


{ bope the reporters will take notes of what he | 


has said, and what į have said, and that they will : 
allow ueither of us to see them. ifhe gets them into 

his hands—have mercy upon me! if he serves this ,' 
debate as he has every ocd. My colleague from : 
the Orange district [Mr. Venasir} and the mem- | 
contro- i; 
versy with him the other day, and how were they |) 
represented? Elis speeches were entirely different 4 
as spoken and as published. He gets up one day |; 


: and reads a resolution out of the Congressional :) 
Globe, and says these gentlemen voted so and so | 


a year avo, and the next day he has a difereni set |! 
of resolutions reported. I charge the reporters to || 
see that his felonious hand touch not one word of | 
Let what has been said appear |: 
precisely as delivered. Let his remarks appear as | 
spoken and not as made out atter he gets home in || 
his room with someof his colored friends, [Laugh- ;' 
The honorable member talks of associations | 
here. Who ever saw him, except upon this floor, | 
with a dee man jt Washington city? He re- |. 
ceives visits from free negroes sometimes. The | 
Fie never i 
lets his right hand know what his left hand does, | 
nor his head what is done by either. But he will |; 
write a nice Jeter, full of sympathy about chains, || 
aud oporession, and overseers. He remains with | 
his free negro friends when they call to see bina; i 
and thatis the way he spends his extra hours, aud 

the reason that he goes home about dinner ume. 

The henorable gentleman talked the other day, in 

zat he would like to have a bout i 
with me, but this morning he asserts that I have 


sS 


‘been set upon him—that lam urged to attack him, 


and in his crazy fancy, every one who says a word ,; 
to me, is giving me some hint about his course. i 
A gentleman mentioned to me 
that he was taking up the whole of my ume, and 
I had better continue, That was all the in- : 
want no Information in i 


hat 
relation to the course of the honorable member : 
from Ohio. : 
Where was l at the time of the sitting of the} 
Philadelphia Convention? I have not set myself || 
up as the standard of general attention here. Ue» 
is the man who arraigns everybody, and therefore | 
I come upon him. 1 do not say, thet during the | 

; | have always teen in the House. We 

king our grog Christmas week } Where 

ke? In Philadelphia, drinking beer in oyster- 
lars with free negroes. [Laughter.] Who was; 
ayed-—thase who drank good liquor ia | 
nity of Washington, or the honorable member 
nhis employment in Philadelphia? F am rather 


hol 


| stands in need ef it. 
i litle more poison, good Free-Soiler from New 


| excuse 
| from Ohio hereafter as he ought to be treated by 


day 


; resolve 


a temperance man myself, and do not often drink. 
Judge, ye! Ie was much better. employed than 
we were, no doubt, in the company of those where 


| to tell a man he isa liar, isan everyday courtesy— 


that it is to be expected. (Help him—do! “He 
Whisper into his ear some 


York, (Mr. Kiye.]) He says that I stated this 


[morning that the Speaker was out of order. Have 


I said any such thing? The honorable member 
gets the floor, makes aspeech, aud no ene notices 


t slave trade 


resolutions from New Jersey? I raised no such 
pornt—not at all. LT quitthis subject in disgust. 


up a dead dog. [{Leughter.] he House will 
me. I will treat the honorable member 


the members of this House-——-as an insane man, 
who never was taught decency or propriety of 
conduet, His associations show him never to- 
have mingled among gentlemen. I hope I shall 
not be again provoked from what is due to myself 
o descend so low as to notice him. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the motion to print. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, Will the gentleman permit 
ne one ward of explanation ? 

[Cries of No! no! We have had cnough.’’] 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
to print was agreed to. 


DEBATE ON THE ANNUAL MESSAGE. 
Mr. HOUSTON offered the usual resolution in 
blauk for closing debate upon the President’s 


: message in the Committee of the Whole upon the 
: state of the Union. 


Mr. H. I have left the time blank, thatan hour 
may be fixed by the House at which it may be 
their pleasure to close the debate in committee. I 
will propose ‘Thursday (to-morrow) at two 
o’elock, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, We have not 
been in Committee of the Whole upon the Pres- 


ident’s message more than three hours this ses- 
sion. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I think we have been in 


committee two or three days. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I think not exceeding three 


hours, 


Mr. HOUSTON. I understand that the reso- 


lation is not debatable. 


The SPEAKER. ‘Phot has been the custom 


: of the House, 


T will not, then, move the 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


previous question, but will leave the House to fix 
the time at whick debate shall be closed in the 
committee. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I move this, 
week. , 
Mr. STEPHENS moved to lay the resolution 


upon the table; which motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON moved that. the rules of the 
House be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole upon the state 
of the Union, for the purpose of taking up those 


resolutions on the President’s message, 


Mr. GORMAN. I wish, before that is done, te 
make a report from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama has made a privileged motion, which cannot 
he superseded while pending by another privileged 
motion, 


Mr. GORMAN. I understand the motion cf 


` the gentieman has precedence to certain other mo- 
: tions; but ifthe Chair will permit me, a rule of the 


House says that the Committee on Printing caa 
report y time. A privileged question cer- 
tamly takes precedence. 

The SPEAKER. The rules say y that a 
majority may atany time suspend the rules and 
í itself into the Committee of the Whole 

i n; end each being, 
eumbent of the 


Aba 


alse 


House upon the state of the 
in the oninion of the preseut 


‘chair, [Mr. Jowes,} of the same character, the first 


made must be the first put. if the chairman of 


: the Committee on Printing had first made his mo- 
i tion, of cburse he would have had the precedence 
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i l 
of the motion to go into committee. The motion | 
to resolve, the House into the Committee of the i 
Whole upon the state of the Union being always ji 
a special one, provided for by the rules, in the | 
opinion of the Chair takes precedence of any || 
other privileged motion. i i 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill then ask the gentleman | 
from Alabama to withdraw his motion. The re- 
port will sot take more than three minutes to be 
considered. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am perfectly willing that 
my motion shall remain in abeyance until his is 
acted upon, if it will not occupy much time. 

‘There was no objection. 


FEES OF CLERKS, MARSHALS, AND ATTOR- 


NEYS, _ 

Mr.GORMAN. The Committee on Printing 
report the following resolution relative to printing 
the report of the Committee on the Judiciary: 

% Resolved, That five thousand extra copics of the report of 
the Judiciary Conmnittee in regard to the fees of clerks, 
marshals, and attorneys in the district courts of the United 
States, be printed for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives.” 

Mr, G. said: 
will state to the House, that this report speaks | 
of the difficulties and complexities of this subject 
under our existing Jaw. It traces the history of 
legislation in regard to this subject, since the or- | 
ganization of the Government. It points out the | 
abuses which have grown up under the present 
system in the way of taxes and costs, and shows | 
the enormous and unprecedented increase of the 
expenditures. There is accompanying ita tabular 
statement, and the letter of the First Comptroller, 
giving some specific charges and abuses in the | 
courts of the United States in regard to this ques- 
tion, of rather extraordinary importance to the 


After examining the matter, I | 


the committee to decide. 


Mr. ABERCROMBIE, by unanimous consent 
of the House, presented a joint memorial from 


Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printéd. : i 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
TON’s motion, and il was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
| Commpiee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


OFFICERS. 
he CHAIRMAN. The first business before 


į special order of the House, being the joint reso- 
| lution No.1 of the House, making land warrants 
j assignable. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
! Dunftam] would have been entitled to his hour, 
when this resolution came up the other day, and 
he has that privilege now, in the opinion of the 
Chair. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihavea motion to suggest. 
I understand that there has been referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, a joint resolution with regard to the public 
printing. That resolution being reported to the 
House, under a rule of privilege, or what may be 
termed a privileged question, | suppose it cannot 
be divested of that privilege by being referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Lapprehend that notwithstanding there 
may bea special order for the day, that question 
comes up in despite of the special order. 


country. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move to 
amend, by adding five thousand copies of the | 
report of the Clerk to this House, upon the con- 
tingent expenses of the House. | 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair is of the opinion | 


that the motion of the gentleman from Georgia is I 


The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair supposes the 
| committee having been in session upon the special 
f order of the House, being not only the Senate 


} 


| bill, but the joint resolution of the House, that that 


|| special order is not yet completed, and this ques- 


iton of printing cannot supersede the special 
i order. 


The SPEAKER. ‘That will bea question for l 


the Legislature of Alabama. to Congress, asking | 
an appropriation of lands to’ complete the geologi- į 
cal survey of the State; which was referred to the | 


the committee, in the opinion of the Chair, is the: 


not in order, being upon a different subject; and f Mr. GORMAN. I will suggest to the Chair 
the motion for the printing of an extra number of i the reason that this question of land warrants was 
copies would have to go to the Committee on |; taken ap was, because I never made a question. 
Printing. li L have been informed that the decisions of the 

The question was then taken, and the resolu- | Chair had been uniform, where these questions 
tion was agreed to, 

Mr. GORMAN moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the resolution was adopted, and to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table; which , 
latter motion was agreed to, 

DR. OWEN?’ S GEOLOGICAL REPORT. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ehaveanotbhèr report, which 
will not keep the attention of the Lfouse long, 
and which it is indispensably necessary should he 
passed immediately. ft isaresolution npon the 
subject of printing the report of the United States | 
Geologist, which has been passt®d upon a long 
time in the Semte, We have not acted upon it, 
and they cannot print it until we do act upon it. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of this Hons 
three thousand five hundred copies of the finat report of D 
D. D. Owen on the geology of Wiseonsin, Lowa, and Min- 
Hesota; and that sach be executed in the same form and | 
style and nader the same special contract which has been 
authorized by the Senate to be entered into by the Com- | 
missioner of the General Land Of and that five bun- | n 
dred copies be set apart for the disposal ol said ofice. 4 referred jointly. 

The whole of this matter is under the controlof © Mr. GORMAN. 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office of | the Chair. 
the United States, and it requires a resolution to Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
provide for the amount to be printed, 

The question was then taken, and the resolution ` 
was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. HIBBARD, it was 
5 Ordered, ‘That the petition and papers of Stephen Hoyt 

e withdrawn from the files of the House, and referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. i i 

Mr. OLDS. I wish to make an inquiry of the. 
Chair. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovs- 
TON] moves to suspend the rules, for the purpose |! 
of going into Comittee of the Wholeon the state .: 
e ie ee inquire of the Chair, | 
Tees ok he canoer W holewhether 
Bee o take up the special : 

Mr. HOUSTON. That 
was merely an indication to the House- 

Mr. OLDS. Lask the Chair, if we w 
compelled to take up the special order ? 


question of privilege was not divested of its right 
hy being referred to the committee. I have not 
made the question before, and consequently it was 


the bounty land question came up, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman,] that 
the question is not debatable. Does the gentle- 
man desire to take an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair? 

Mr. GORMAN, 
that 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the special order of the Louse, not being finished 
; yet, and upon which the committee were still en- 
| gaged at its last sitting, has a preference over any 

d 


Does the Chair decide 


fi 


other businéss of the committee. 
| Mr. GORMAN. I understood that we ha 
|; disposed of it. 

| The CHAIRMAN. There were tivo matte: 


Ys | 
I appeal from the decision of | 


portion of my motion 


i land bill aside. 
ill not be || The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 
i committee have no power to lay aside the special 


i 


had been put, andit had been decided that the |) 


not necessary to decide it, and asa matter of course | 


|. gress aforesaid. 
if 


orders of the House: The committee is tied down 
by the order of the House. Sh, 9 

Mr. FITCH. This bill may be laid aside, to 
be reported to the House with a recommendation 
that it be laid upon the table. , 

TheCHAIRMAN. That motion would be in 
order, if the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dun- 
HaM,} who is entitled to the floor, waives his right 
to his hour. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do not wish to take up the 
time of the House, and I will watve my right. 

Mr. FITCH. FE move, then, that the resolu- 
| tion be laid aside, to be reported to the House 
with a recommendation that it be laid upon the 
table. ; 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Is not the 
resolution, however, open for amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, Certainly itis. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The committee will recol- 
lect that many of us were 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is closed, but 
amendments will be in order under the five min- 
į utes rule. 

Mr. MARSHALL. What is the motion now 
before the committee? f 

The CHAIRMAN. H is that the resolution 
be laid aside and reported to the House with a 
recommendation that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Ihave an amendment to 
offer before that motion is taken, and F design 
offering it now. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia.. I barely wish 
to state, that there are a number of gentlemen upon 
| this foor who wish to extend the provisions of 
the existing bounty act to mdividuals not em- 
braced in the present bill. As I urged upon the 
committee the other day, that we should yass the 
bill we had then before the House and take up 
this bill, I now wish to notify the House, that all 
of us who are in favor of extending the bounty 
land act, should not agree to the motion made by 
|| the gentleman upon my left [Mr. Fitcu,] but we 
i should take up this bill and go through with it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The resolution will be 
read through by sections. The first section of the 
joint resolution of the House will be now read, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Mar- 
SHALL] can make his amendment. 

Section Ist was then read, as follows : 

Beit enacted, Ke., That nothing in the act approved Sep- 
; tember twenty-eighth, eighteen hundred and fifty, “ grant- 
ing bounty land to vertain officers and soldiers who have 
been engaged in the military service of the United States,?? 
shall be so construed as to prevent the sale and transfer of 
any certificate or warrant issued by virtue of said act, prior 
a mie location of the same, or the issue of the pateut 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. We have al- 
ready acted upon that subject, and Í therefore 
move to strike out the first section, 

The motion was agreed to. So the first section 
was stricken out, 

The Clerk then read the 2d section, as follows: 


Sec.2. And be it further resolved, That the registers 
and reecivers of the United States tand ofbees shall here- 
after be severally authorized to charge and receive for their 
services, in locating bounty land warrants, the same rate of 
compeusation or percentage to which they are entitled by 
law for sales of the public lands for cash, at the rate of one 
dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, the said compensa- 
tion to be hereafter paid by the assignees or holders of such 
warrants, in all cases where the same have been transferred 
by the soldier or his legal or personal representative, under 
the provisions of the act of Cougress, and the regulations of 
the General Land Office on that subject, and to be paid out 
of the Treasury of the United States, upon the adjustinent 
of the accounts of such officers, where it shall be shown, to 
the satisfaction of the General Land Office, that the same 
was located by the soldier or warrantee, or in ease of his 
death by his next of kin, a3 provided by the acts of Con- 
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“In all eases where the same have been transfe 
the soldier or his legal or personal representative, un 


provisions of the acts of Cong 


rred by 
een der the 
Tess, and the regulations o 

the General Land Office on that subject, and to be paid Gn 
of the Treasury of the United States, upon the adjustment 
of the accounts of such officers, where it shall be shown 
to the satisfaction of the General Land Office that the same 
arrantee, or in case of hig 
as provided by the acts of Con- 


Mr. C. continued. 
ast before the House, 


P 


When this question was 
: this whole subject of the 
ayment of registers and receivers was very fully 
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and receivers. 
of justice of every member on this floor must 
bring him to the conclusion, that the men who ren- 
der this service for the holders of these warrants, 
should he remunerated in some way. I propose, 
therefore, to strike out all that part of the section 
which relates to the past, and requires payment 
by the Government for the future, so as to leave 
the payment to be made by the holders of the war- 
rants to the registers and receivers. This | would 
suggest as a compromise between the two parties 
inthis House—those who are opposed to any com- 
pensation, and these who are only opposed to 
compensation for past services. 

I am satisfied that much injustice may be done 
to the registers and receivers in past time, but I 
am in favor of doing justice as far as Í can. I 
have come to the conclusion, that it ig utterly im- 
possible to induce the House to pay out of the 
‘Treasury of the United States for these past ser- | 
vices; and therefore [ am for making provision į 
for payment in future. f 

l think that the holders of these warrants, as | 
well as the assignees, ought to be made to pay | 
this, and will be willing to do it. i 

I represent a large number of holders of bounty | 
land warrants, and the argument that it is wrong 
that the soldier should be called on to pay one | 
dollar for one hundred and sixty acres of land, | 
does not carry with it any force with me. I am | 
satisfied that my constituents—the present holders 
of these warrants as well as the assignees—are 
perfectly willing to pay the men who do this ser- 
vice. 

Now, [appeal to gentlemen who think some- 
thing ought to be done for the registers and re- 
ceivers, that they will meet on this common ground, | 
and say, that in future the holders of the warrants 
shall pay the amount here specified to the registers | 
and receivers. A very large portion of these war- 
rants have yet to be issued, and so far as any j 
mere party question is concerned, I will say to the 
Democratic gentlemen who are so confident that at 
the next election they will succeed in removing 
the Whig incumbents from office, that they will | 
get the benefit of this provision, because we know, 
from the number of warrants to be issued, it will 
be utterly impossible that half of them can be lo- 
cated within the next twelve months. ‘There will 
be equal and just compensation to all the parties : 
concerned, and I trust the House will adopt the | 
amendment, 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the motion to strike 
out the second section, 

Mr. SACKETT moved further to amend the 
section proposed to be stricken out, by striking | 
out all after the word “warrants,” in the fourth 
line, to and including the word “acre,” in the sev- 
enth line, as follows: 

“The same rate of compensation or percentage to which 
they are entitled by law for sales of the publie lands for | 
cash, at the rate of 1 25 per acre.” 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

‘As follows: for warrants of forty acres, fifty cents; for 
warrants of eighty acres, one dollar; and for warrants of 
one hundred and sixty acres, two dollars.” 

Mr. S. said: ‘The effect of that amendment will 
be to fix a specific compensation for these registers 
and receivers, and to make it just half the present 
rate, or half per cent. each. 

This subject was pretty fully discussed when 
the bill from the Senate, of a similar character to | 
this, was before the House the other day. Iam 
satisfied the House does not intend to pass a pro- 
vision giving to the registers and receivers the 
same compensation for locating these warrants 
that is allowed them for the location of purchased 
lands, for the reason that these warrants are gen- i 
erally brought to the offices in parcels, and the 
labor of locating them is therefore not so great as | 
is the labor of locating purchased lands. -If I un- | 
destand the general law—and I believe I do—the : 
compensation proposed by this amendment willbe | 
one half the present compensation. 

Mr. DUNHAM here interposed a remark, but | 
in such a low voice as to be entirely inaudible to | 
the reporter. i 


| 


| 


to these receivers and registers for duties connected 


i have they to perform but to be there from day to 


Mr. SACKETT. It will be just half the com- | 


i 
i 
i 
i 


i 


If it is the de- 
sire of the House to reduce the compensation of | 
these officers one half, this amendment will ac- 
complish that object, and preserve a uniform rate 
of compensation. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I am opposed | 
to this amendment, and to every amendment | 
having for its object the allowance of compensation 


j 
i 
i 
i 
I 


with these bounty ‘land warrants. But I would 
ask the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Sack- 


erv,] upon what principle he would make this i! 


i, 
f 


compensation a percentage? It requires the same | 


labor to register a forty acre warrant as it does to 
register an eighty or one hundred and sixty acre | 
warrant. If any compensation at all should be 
given them for these services, it seems to me that 
it ought to be upon the principle reported by the 
select committee, and that is to allow them aaixed 
compensation for locating a bounty iand warrant, 
whether for forty or one hundred and sixty acres. 
If, therefore, gentlemen intend to pay them any- 
thing at all, the proper way would be to allow 
them fifty cents for each warrant. ‘There is just 
as much trouble in Jocating a small warrant asa 
large one, and there is no reason for a percentage 
in this case. Where the lands are purchased, the 
percentage is allowed for the trouble and expense 
of receiving the money and talking care of it, and 
transmitting it to the Government, But I am op- 
posed to giving them anything. These officers 
now have a salary of $500. What other duties 


day, and from morning till night, if you please, in 
the discharge of the duties incumbent on them as 
registers and receivers? Itis for that they receive 
their salaries of $500? Why give them additional 
compensation? ‘Ibe original percentage was al- 
lowed, because they had to take care of the public 
money, and not for the performance of these du- 
ties. Iam, therefore, in favor of striking out the 
whole section. 

Mr. GAYLORD. I wish to modify my amend- 
ment so as to strike out the 2d section and in- 
sert the 2d section of the bill reorted by the 
select committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis notin order at this 
time, as there is an amendment pending. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What is the precise posi- 
tion of the amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Gaytorp] moves tostrike out the 2d section. 
The gentleman from New York moves to amend 
that section by striking out what was read, and in- 
serting a provision to reduce the compensation 
one half. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is it in order now to move 
to amend the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
by adding “and insert the 2d section of the - bill 
reported by the select committee?”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion will be in 
order, Itis, however, in order, in the first place, 
to move to amend the section proposed to be 
stricken out. Such a motion is pending, and it is 
now in order to move to amend that portion pro- 


li question, 
|| committee, while [ submit a few remarks. 


taken, however, until the amendment of the gen- 
_tleman from New York is disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. To be sure not, but when. that 
amendment is disposed of, the pending question 
will be on the motion to sirike out and insert, if 
; the gentleman is allowed to make the modification. 
; Mr. STUART. I propose to amend the amend- 
/ ment of the gentleman from New York, so as 
: to give these officers two per cent. each, instead of 
: one per cent. for both, 
| Mr. DUNHAM. 


I desire, if it is in order, to 


: Move to amend the amendment of the gentleman 


: from Ohio, which is to strike out the 2d section, 


, by inserting the 2d section of the bill reported by 


| the select committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio; he has modified his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STUART. I have some solicitude upon 
this subject, but I confess I have also my misgiv- 


| 
| 
| ings as to my own ability, or as to the ability of 


| anybody, to arrest the attention of this committee 


, so as to induce them to act deliberately upon this 
But still I ask the indulgence of the- 
| T wish to call attention to the fact, that on the 
last day when this question was discussed here, 
every single member that rose and opposed amend- 
ments to the former bill, declared his willingness 
; to pay these registers and receivers. 

i (Cries of Ob! nol} 
; Mr. STUART. Yes. 


I have the record, and 


|, E say that on that day every man who opposed 


; amendments to the bill then pending, indicated a 
: Willingness to pay these officers, but insisted that 
| it was out of place; that we should first pass the 


1 
‘| 
ly 

i 

i 


| receivers, but every gentleman who expressed an 
| opinion upon the subject; and, so far as my recol- 
| lection goes, such was the fact. There were sev- 
| eral gentlemen who spoke on the bill who did not 
| express any opinion, one way or the other, in re- 
| Jation to the matter. . 
; I now wish to direct the attention of the House 
' to the propriety of paying these men. I desire to 
: Say, in answer to the argument of the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr, Sreruens,] that argument 
! would be just as good against paying a receiver or 
| register for any other business. They had $500 
| salary for entering these lands, payable in money, 
and they have it now, But Congress has inter- 
posed and made Jand warrants receivable, thereby 
taking away a great deal of their pay, and redu- 
cing it to a mere pittance in most instances, be- 
| cause, ina large majority of cases, the receipts 
| of the land office would not amount to $500, ex- 
i clusive of clerk hire. Now, is it fair for Congress 
to interpose and make an article receivable out of 
which they received their pay, and then refuse to 


posed to be stricken out by the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Isit notin order 
for the gentleman from Ohio to modify his own 
motion? The genderaan from Ohio, if I unger- 
stand it rightly, moved to strike out the 2d section; 
he now proposes to modify his motion so as to 
strike out and insert. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Well that is precisely what I 
understand the gentleman from Ohio proposes to 
do. 


compensate them for thei loss? Is there any 
principle in it? ls there any reason in it? [ think 
not. If this principle be a true one, you may go 
further, and make nothing but land warrants re- 
ceivable, thereby reducing their compensation, in 
all cases, to the $500 a salary merely, which 
would teave them bankrupt. 
| Jt was said here, the other day, that a man might 
‘hold a land office and attend to it at his conve- 
-nience, or that in addition to it he might be a mer- 
: chant, or practice law, or attend to his farm, or 
| anything else. But who can tell when a man will 


Mr. GAYLORD then modified his motion to }: i i : l 
i at his office all the time; and if you desire to have 


i responsible and competent officers, you must pay 
ii them. The essence of the matter is thi 


strike out the 2d section of the joint resolution of 
the House, and to insert the 2d section of the bill 
reported by the select committee, as follows: 


“Src. 2. And he it further enacted, That from and af- 
ter the passage of this act. the registers and receivers of 
the United States land offices shali each be entitled to 
reccive fifty cents for his services in locating each bounty 
land warrant by him located, to be paid by the person or 
persons locating the same; but this act shail not be so con- jį 
strued as to allow any register or receiver to reecive any 
greater maximuin of salary and fees than by law he is now 
entitled.” 


The CHAIRMAN. That question wiil not be 


come to enter land? I say the land officer must be 


S: 


you have 
‘interposed by law to make an article receivable for 
land which was not receivable before, thereby ta- 
king from your land officers their just compensa- 
i tion by altering the basis of their percentages, ard 
' you now refuse to pay them. 
Now, it is said, let the holders of the warrants 
i pay for them. That is all right when the warrant 
! has been assigned; but while it is still in the hands 
;, of the soldier, he should not be compelled to pay 
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forit, because, if you insist upon-that, his bounty 
is à mere pittance, not worth receiving. Now, in 
my humble o inion--and J speak it with defer- 
ence—we ought to step in and do what is buta 
mere act of justice to these officers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I stated, the other day, that 
I should not say another word in reference to this 
subject, but I wish the House to have correct in- 
formation as tothe amountof clerk hire required 
in these offices. I holdin my hand a list of all 
the land offices in the country. Now, in order 
that the committee may have a correct idea of the 
amount of the clerk hire required, it is necessary 
to show an account of the warrants which are en- 
tered. I will call their attention to this fact. I 
have but cast my eye over the list, but I will ven- 
ture to say that not. one third—and not one quar- 
ter of the land offices in the United States have, 
for the whole time since Mexican warrants were 
first issued, located ‘five hundred warrants a year. 
Now, if this is true, where is the necessity of this 
extra compensation for clerk hire? Now, as was 
stated the other day, by a letter received from a | 
gentleman in Iowa, it was shown that three clerks 
could enter one thousand warrants in two weeks, 
and they could enter five hundred warrants in one 
week. Yet, with these facts staring them in the 
face, gentlemen get up and tell this committee that 
this compensation is absolutely necessary in order 
to pay for clerk hire. 

I desire to make one further remark, and it is 
this: In two thirds of the land offices in the United 
States they do not begin to enter land enough, if 
we adopt the present rate of percentage, to pay the 
$500 salary which is paid to the officers. And I 
again say, what I said the other day, I believe, 
and if I did not, I will say it now, that in several 
of these offices, for a whole quarter, not a single 
warrant has been located. 

1 have one other remark. 1 say to those gen- 
temen who have control of these public lands, 


|| to pay these officers a just compensation. 
ji then of these professions as mere subterfuges; and 


that was the 


over the money after itis primarily paid. And it 
will be found that that officer. receives no other 
compensation in the shape of insurance upon this 
money for transporting it to the Land Office, or to 
the place where he is directed by law to deposit 
it. The gentleman irom Michigan, (Mr. Srvuarr,] 
who preceded me, very properly called the atten- 
tion of the committee tẹ the profession, which was 
so liberally made a few days since, of willingness 
I spoke 


the debate which has occurred to-day, together 
with the voting upon the various propositions which 
have been before the committee, will show that [ 
was correct in my statement. If there was a dis- 
position manifested upon that occasion to compen- 
sate these oilicers justly and properly for their 
labor, that disposition will be manifested now by 
a refusal to do so. 

i have heard this service compared to that of a 
laborer. I did not hear this in debate, but I have 
heard jt in conversation; and if [ mistake not, my 
colleague, [Mr. Dunuam,] the chairman of the 


| use of that comparison. Now, forthe sake of the 
thing, let us take it upon thisground. Let us sup- 
pose that a laborer under certain considerations is 
to receive a certain salary or percentage for a 
service to be performed, and Jet us suppose that 
afterwards the character of that service should be 
| changed so as to not only increase the labor, but 
to diminish the compensation which he had a 


that l think they are neglecting their duty, if they 
do not, during this Congress, bring forward a bill 
to consolidate and abolish many of the land offices 
now ex'sting, where we are not receiving money 
enough to pay the aetual salary which we are 
compelled to pay the registers and receivers. 

Mr. ORR. E desire to ask the gentleman if he 
has received information trom any source, that a 
single officer has resigned his office in consequence 
of the increase of labor from land warrants being 
made receivable? And if he has ever heard of 
any dificulty in finding other officers as compe- 
tent if such resignations have taken place? ` 
. Mr. DUNHAM. E answered the gentlernan’s | 
interrogatory the other day, in reply, L believe, to 
n question asked by my colleague, (Mr. Erron.) 
Taaid that, when the Administration changed, Í 
do not know of a single man who was willing to 
go outof ofice. And when removals were made, 

do not know of a single ofice in my county 
where there was not at least.a “S corporal% 
guard” of applicants for the place; and that, too, 
ata time when the hounty land law was in full 
operation. I know of many eases where the ofli- 
cers could not make $300 a year out of the office. 

Mr. CLARK. I wish further to answer the 
question propounded by the gentlennm from South 
savolina, (Mr. Orn. | 
not resign because the 

The CHAIRMAN, 
in order. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sru- 
ART’s amendment to the amendment; and it was 


| right to expect. Is it not fair to compensate that 
man for his services? Js it not unfair to refuse to 
make that payment for his services? Jt has been 
asked, and the question has beeu repeated here as 
if it were pertinent to the subject—** Have any of 


officers have resivned for want of sufficient coni- 


tions have not taken place, it has been because the 
original bounty land law made provision for some- 
thing in the shape of compensation for locating 
these lands—fifty cents each, if I mistake not. 
After this law was changed, these officers would 
hold on month after month with the hope that the 
location of warrants at these particular offices 
would notincrease, and thatthe cash sales would not 
materially lessen, until at last they find themselves 
creditors to the Government to farve amounts in 


heir otlices until the Government had discharged 
he debs. 
My colleague |My. Doxnax) said that in some 
oses there are no lands entered by these war- 
rants, ‘This, surely, is no reason for not com- 
pnsating oficers where lands have been entered, 
anse this hill does not operate upon such 
ofices. The Government will pay those officers 


t 
t 


: nothing, whether the cash sales have been more 
ior le 
| or Jess than sufficient to pay their annual salary, 
| it matters nor. 


ss; whether the percentage amounts to 8509, 


not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Ssckers? 
amendment. 

Mr. FITCH. J think the amendmen: ofal 
gentleman from New York is to rec 
pensation one half. Am I right? 

Mr. SACKETT, Thatis my wuendmen:. 

My, FITCH, Tan willing to make a comoro- |: 
nuse in this matter. Not that I believe that will | 
be doing justice to thes officers, but for the sako | 
of making a compromise, | 
amendment by Providing for the payment of ane 
dollar for eaci and every warrant located. 

As! rer "ted, this ig not doir justice to these | 
i ov Congress by making these warrants 

ve nearly quadrupled the Inbar o 
over that of entering these lands for 
sash. I desire to call the attention of gentlemen |l 
around me to some of their awn remarks and | 
particularly thar of the sentleman from Georgic, ; 


ne ij 
luce the sam. |: 


5 ; Tt tha !! 
move to amend the: 


i 


these off 


3 


correctly his rode of 
; 5 


remark. The force I gave to the remark was, 
that but rew warrants were located at those offices, 
and consequently small cash sales, and that $590 
salary would pay for thaextra. labor of locating 
tnese warrants. 

{Flere the hammer fell. 

Mr. BISSELL. Is it in order to move an 
amendment at this time? 

‘The CHA AN. Any gentlemen 
at to Oppose the amendment. 
Air. FULLER, of Maine. E wish to op 
rdment of the gentleman from Tad 
viy upon this 3 


re 


he Government h 
upon these receive 
addition 


o make theni 
Now, i’ he is correct, 


it is bound 
al camnensation. 
why would not the rule apply with equal force to 


YB, 


collectors of our yevenuo—say, for instance, at | 


only reason for the percentage, but as one reason. | 
Mr. FITCH. Very well; as one of the reasons. | 
But the register has no control or guardianship 


select committee who reported this bill, has made ; 


these officers resigned?” The gentleman from |! 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] asked if any of these ʻi 


pensation? I will remark, that if these resigna- 


their estimation, and they determine to hold ou to | 


Mr. DUNHAM. My colleugue did not under- | 
tand me, or I did not make myself clear in my | 


sal services | 


w-York, where there has been an 
additional. amount of revenue collected? Why 
would it not apply to the officers of the Army and 
i Navy, if by any unforeseen, contingency addi- 
tional services should beimposed upon them : 


Mr. FITCH. 1 would ask if the officers of the 
| Army and Navy receive a percentage as a part of 


their salary? Their compensation is fixed, and 
no percentage is allowed them. 

Mr. FULLER. So I understand; and so Iun- 
derstand the salary of the receivers is a fixed one; 
and upon the most ordinary principles of Justice 
between man and man, where a man empioys a 
laborer for a specified price, and imposes addi- 
tional services upon him, beyond those stipulated 
in the contract to be performed, he is at liberty to 
i say it is a departure from the contract, and I will 
no longer labor for this compensation. l 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
nent offered by Mr. Frrcn; and it was not agreed 
o. 

Mr. BISSELL. I send up an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is itan amendment to the 


H 
H 
i 
i 
i 


[ offer it as an addition to the section. — 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes it js 
not in order, as the amendment now under consid- 
_ eration is to strike out a portion of the suction and 
i to insert. It will be in order after the question is 


1 2d section. 
The amendment was read, us follows: 


services, who has charged and received illegal fees for the 
‘location of such warrants: And provided further, That iio 
register or receiver shall receive for his services during any 
year a greater compensation than the inaximum now al- 
lowed by Jaw. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the genileman pro- 
pose itas an additional section to the bill? 

Mr. BISSELL. I propose it as an addition ta 

the 2d section. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair then suggests 
that the phraseology be altered, as it refers to a 
preceding section, aud there js no preceding sec- 
| ion, the first section having been struck out. 

Mr. BISSELL. The amendment can be so al- 
tered. I understand, by a vote of this committee 
this morning, upon an amendment proposed by 
. the gentleman from Florida, [Mr. CABELL,] that 
‘it is the deliberate sense of this House, that regi 
j; ters and receivers ought to be paid for their 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
! 


8er- 
vices in locating military bounty land warrants, 
and Í concur in that sentiment most fully. The 
committee has decided now, as { understand, that 
hereafter registers and receivers shall be paid for 
such services. Am I right? I did not pay par- 
ticular attention to the early proceedings in this 
committee, but I suppose such was the result of 
the vote taken upon the amendment of the gentle- 
|j man from Fiorida, [Mr. CaseLz.}]} However that 
i| may be, I trast that the committee will so decide, 
ji and that it will also decide that iris equally just 
|; that they should be compensated for the services 
| which they have already performed. 1 have 
listened to all that has been urged in this com- 
| mittee to-day, and heretofore, in opposition to the 
proposition to allow registers and receivers com- 
i: pensation for locating these warrants, and I have 
| listened in vain for anything that answers for an 
argument. It has been said that five hundred 
| dollars is a suilicient compensation to these men 
for all their services. If that be so—-and 1 under- 
stand that to be the argument of the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Srzrnuys}—I should like to 
_know why that gentleman, before this time, has 
| not introduced a bill into this House to reduce the 
salaries of registers and rece) ver: 


1 
j 


for does hr 


539 


speculate in land warrants illegaily, and make for- 
tunes thereby. f cannot answer such an argu- 
ment. I know land officers who have done no 
such thing, and [do not know of one who has, 
I do not pretend to deny that land officers hav 
done such things, 

Again, it is said that all the warrants located 
any particular office in cne year, might be located 
in three weeks by the aid of three clerks, and it is 
inferred from that, by the gentlemen pressing this 
argument, that the registers and receivers ought 
to be paid for only three weeks’ services. Why, 
sir, that may be true—though they would have 
to be extraordinary clerks to perform thatamount 
of labor in so short a time—yet is it not known 
that these land warrants come to the land of- 
fices, day by day, scattered along, upon one day 


at 
at 


vne, upon another two, and upon another five, ji 


and that registers and receivers know not when 
they are coming? They have to be at their offices 
all the time, lest when a man comes twenty, thir- 
ty, or fifty iniles with his land warrant, he cannot 
get into the office. The offices have to be kept 
open, and the officers or their clerks must be there 
at all times, and should be paid for their services 
accordingly, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 1 ask that 
ihe vote may be taken upon this subject, for it is 
useless to discuss all these amendments. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 


ment offered by Mr. Brsseux, and it was disagreed | 


to. 

My. BELG, Is it i order tu move to insertan 
additional section to this section? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
it wil not be in order at this tune, the 2d sec- 
tion being under consideration. The gentleman 
will have an opportunity to offer his arnendinent, 
however, before the bill is disposed of. 


Ay. FUCKEN. I propose to amend the 
Rd section, What was the amendment last voted 
upon? 


The CHAIRMAN. : 
gentleman from New York, [Mr Sackerr.] 

Mr. PICK LIN, Waes that voted down? 

‘Phe CHAIRMAN. It was. 

Mr. FICKLIN, Thes | propose to amend by 
owing three quarters of one per cent, wherever 
and is soil for cash. F can see no sound reason 
why speculators and individuals purchasing land 
warrants of soldiers, should be permitted to locate 
them free of charyc, When a person who pays the 


money at $1 25 per acre is compelled to pay one ii 


per cent, = roe 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Mimois. 

dees not pay it, but the Goverament. 
Mr. FICKLIN. Jean seeno difference. 

what is the state of the case, and what is likely to 


Yi 


be the state of the case under the operation of the l 
pics this ELouse, and which, 
from present indications, will certainly pass the | 


bill which has 


in some form or other, making land war- 
ble? is it not apparent that almost 
entire business of the la 


Senate 


ia 


not certain, as absolutely certain 


loulation can make it. that 


matical ca 


ndividuals can purchase land warrants 
covering one n d and sixty acres of land for 
8100, that all the business of these offices will be 


confined to the location of land wacrants, + 
ands of the eriginal soldiers who rendered the 


srvices for which they were received, but in the 


hands of speculators who have purchased these 
te? 
ts! 


Warran 


is work has to be performed, 

ariy nequainted with it es the 

a, (Mr, Dunwan,] who oc- 
he 


the uem t $500 is u con 


12 Lan 


G 


The Chair supposes that | 


The amendmone of the! 


The individual ; 


Now, 


nd offices in the land ; 
confined to the location of land j; and theamount y 


10 mn! 


pene: 


hat ev 


in most of the offices the percentage and salary 


; a man competent to discharge the duties of these 
H offiees ? 

| Mr. CARTTER. If the gentleman will permit 
fi me, J wish to direct his attention to this point 


{Here the hammer fell } 

f Mr. YATES. I dislike to trouble the [louse, 
| but i wiil make oue more appeal to the members 
l of the House upon the subject of giving to these 
i| land of i i 


j ers 
li 
| 


| services, If the gentlemen upon this side of the 
jj House will not disten to the just appeals of their 


jefelow- Whigs, vho have been in office. wil ad- 
| dress the appeal to the gentlemen upon the other 
ii side, and L wil say to those gentleman, that while 
|| their Democratic registers and receivers were in 
ji office they received this commission of one per 
jį cent. upon the actual cash sales. They received 
it all the ume they were in office. ‘This law giving 
fa salary of five hundred dollars, and a commis- 


i} 
i 


i 
|| Sion of one per cent. on the moneys received, as 
|| a compensation for clerk hire, receiving, safe-keep- 
ing, and transmitting the publie mone i 
n 
|| registers and receivers beve received this compen- 
' sation for a period of thirty years past. I then 
“ask the Democratic members of this House, if 
|: they will not do equal justice to the Whig office 
| holders-—ine registers and receivers who held office 
under the last and presem Administrations? fas 
them to do tt justice to the WI 
holders that th sdove ina 
i past to Demoer 5 
ft is uor wuy, as is contended, that these reris- 
i ters nnd receiversinvaviably receive this compensa- 
j tlon of & 

j have shown that in the disurict of land subject to 
sale at Springficld, Minuis, the percenta 
officers are allowed, and the am 
for the lo: n of land wa > both, do not 
amount to 1 of S500. Well, then, add $500, 
their fixed y, and deduct tor clerk-hire, (and 
good clerk for less than $400,) 
if he geneman will allow 


t 
i! 
HH 
i 
h 
H 
n 
àd 
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| 
; 


nat 


iNi. 


m a auestion-— 


g 


: meto g 
Mr. YATE atenan to 


ope, 


l would ask the 
ave buta fe i 
soci merchant 
460. Out of th 
ofice-rent, fi 


ai 
ving, saf 
aney. 


W 


ii ranis, sro not 
i Springheld disu 


ii is adequate « 


j and espec 


dence that y 


io have 


tose di 
i submit it to th 
What more can w 
slose their 


he © of justice of this | 
Will 


ter 


cessfully contradicted, that `! 


added together will not amount to the sum of): 
$700. Lask if that sum will support a family of | 


{ 
| 
21 
| 


ir compensation for past and fature ii 


: ys, Was ori- | 
ginally passed in the year 1818. The Democratic į 


li time i; 


OG, aithoagh that is the stared salary. D2) 
land | 


unt they receive į 
| compensation which was to be paid for the loce- 
! 


1 extend 


e You : 
inthe Wesi for ; 


6 
K JAE 
appeal tò the j : of the members upon 
“the other side. Task then ta mete out the same | 
E : Whig office-! they 


entirely inadequate. And, sir; I cannot: conceive 
haw gentlemen can refuse to allow them that to 
| which they are so manifestly entitled. by every. 
' consideration of fairness and propriety. And the 
: more especially, should this be the case, when we 
i: do not propose to increase their compensation, but 
; to give them only the same pay which registers 
and rece:vers have always had from the Govern- 


“i ment, 


Mr. DUNHAM. I move to insert “ one quar- 
ter. My object is to give my young friend from 
i Hiivois some information that T think he does not 
| possess in reference to this matter, although he re- 
i sides in the Springfield district. ‘The amount of 
: salary and perquisites of the register at the Spring- 
field land office—who, I believe, was a Whig jin- 
i| cumbent—was $1,411 94, including the deductions 
of which the gentleman has spoken. For the 
three quarters of last year the whole amount of 
compensation of the receiver was $1,295 and some 
i cents. The whole number of Mexican land war- 
rants located at the Springfield land office, from 
the beginning to the present time, was 1,463. 
: They have heen about four years being located, 
which will make something less than four hundred 
a year; and they received half a dollar each for 
nearly all of them—making $200 more to be added 
‘| to the annual compensation I have already stated, 
Edo not know how many additional clerks that 


‘| register or receiver needed to have employed to 
ii locate these warrants. 


I should think this addi- 
tional $200 ought to have paid all the additional 
| clerk-hive. 
Mr. YATES. 
‘ses during the same period? 
they receive upon cash sales? 
Ho Mr. DUNESAM. Ll will give the gentleman the 
percentage received, and then he can figure ithim- 
: self. He has more time than I have, as I am 
i speaking and he is not. 
: Mr. YATES. For the period of four years 
| and eight months, the cash sales were $102,000. 
| Well, by making a calculation the percentage will 
i| be over $250. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman is mistaken. 
I have the record from the land office. 

Mr. YATES. I have the same. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I have the record lying be- 
fore me, that contains the income of every land 
office in the United States; as also the number of 
varraits which have been located at every office. 
| The gentleman is in very great error. 


What wastheamount of cash 
How much did 


| Mr. YATES. I have the statement of the 
i Commissioner of the Land Office and cannot be 


uustaken. 
Mr. DUNHAM. J want to say a word in ref- 
erence to the gentleman’s allusion to the Demo- 
cratic party. t believe the first bounty land law 
ii was enacted under a Democratic Administration, 
and at the time one branch of Congress was Dem- 
ic; the officers In the land offices were Dem- 
l apprehend, then, that the Democratic 
save had something to do in fixing the 


‘| oe 
| ovrats. 
party 


these land warrants, and consequently | 
Democratic party did mete out to those 
es, precisely what we are willing to 
to those now holding these offices. 
Mr. DARKE Twas not disposed to tresp 
upon te time of the House, but it struck me there 
was an iden or two connected with this roatter that 
l ot yet been prope considered. D will ob- 
serve, however, in tue first place, that it appears 
: to me this discussion has degenerated, and that it 
. does not become the character of this House, 
‘ticularly at this juncture, to inquire whether Whigs 
| or Democrats are to be profited by this bill, Our 
 Jandlawsarenot of recent origin, They date back 
ome thirty, perhaps forty years, or more, They 
have worked remarkably well during all that time. 
If there is any one sysiem of laws connected with 
| this whole country that has been popular with thi 
people, it is our land laws. What 


nes 


ASS 


he 


as tnaide them so? sause they were nearly as 
i perfect as any of our laws could he. Now, how 
f } 


so fay as this matier of compensation te 

Eor perhaps 
under the sys- 
- that they shall 
bounty lane 
intervened te 
L would. ike 
question, Has the 
rate of their compensa- 


stands it, 
gisters 


allowed to act unde: 
What new 
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lly when there is nothing left but the 
remnant of large districts of fine land. Take my 
own State, if you please. There is no- public ; 
lands iù my own district. There is notan acre 

left there.. We have no land officer, - 1 have | 
no interest in this question, directly or indirectiy, 
but | am interested in the institutions of this coun- 


; i 
tion, especia | 


try. This system bas worked well. Nearly all 
the lands have been taken upin my State. The 


districts are comparatively impoverished. 
These land officers now occupying these offices 
are parsimoniously paid under the new system | 

ou impose upon them. Is it right? Does it! 

ecome the American people at this juncture, and 
for what? Why is the compensation of these 
land officers thus cut down? Why, itis tomakea 
bounty: for these men who have periled their lives 
in the bloody wars for the defence of the country— 
itis for this that these civilians—these land officers 
are thus bled—it is to pay the soldier out of the mo~ | 
ney that is extracted from these land officers. Does 
that become the chivalry of the American people? 
Are we thus straightened to raise the bounty our | 
gratitude would pay? I think not. Return to | 
the system we havelong acted upon, and a blush 
of shame will not then manile your cheek, espe- j 
cially in a case of this kind, If we have been pay- 
ing these officers too much in times gone by, when 
the West was full of fat lands, and everybody was 
seeking them from the ends of the earth—let us | 
declare in the abstract that we have been doing so, 
and that we have been deceived all the while, | 
rather than go to work now upon these land offi- 
cers who are holding, upon stinted allowances, the 
same positions their predecessors have for many ; 
long years, upon liberal pay, and that too for the 
purpose of raising a bounty for the soldiers who 
Favs reflected credit and glory upon the character į 
of your country. Now isthat right? Is it prop- | 
er? Is this House, are the American people pre- 
pared for such a step? 

Connected with this matter, there is another 
thing, E confess, does not very well accord with | 
my sentiments of right and of justice. It is the | 
attack upon the office-holders. Sir, the time will | 
not come soon when we can do without office- | 
holders, and when we are not bound to them. It 
is best to be upon good terms with them. If we 
could place ourselves at defiance with these office- 
holders, and all others in Government positions, 
there might be some propriety in it; but so long 
as we have a Government we must have officers; 
and they should not be assailed as our enemies. | 
We have had some experience, as I said before, in | 
times gone by; and who has complained that these 
officers were too well patd, when their income 
was much more than now? In the most rampant 
time of Jacksouism, or the Whiggery of other | 
days, did you hear a word of complaint that those | 
officers were getting too much? Why is it the 
ery is raised now against their compensation? 
Let them answer who can. And let them say j 
if the country has become so poor that this | 
tax must be levied upon land officers to raise | 
proper bounty for the soldier. 

Lhe question was then taken upon Mr. Dox- 
Ham’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

‘The question then recurring upon Mr. Yarus’s 
amendment, it was taken, and the amendment was 
rejected, 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Gay- 


| 
| 
i 
i 
1 


i| was not one there ready'to respond to the call. 


3. That in the event of the death of a commissioned of 
ficer, musician, or private, who shall have made applica- 
tion for bouaty land under the provisions of said act, during 
the pendency of such application, any warrant issued ia 
the name of any such deceased applicant, such warrant so į 
issued hall not become void, but shali inure to and for the 
benefit of those entitled thereto, the same as ifsuch officer | 
or soldier had been deceased at the passage of said act. 

Mr. BELL. I wish, in a very few words, to 
direct the attention of the committee to the pro- 
visions of the amendment I. propose, for I am | 
satisfied that if they understand it, they will give | 
it their support. The first amendment I. pro- 
pose is, that where applications are made under 
the law of 1850, for those who were in the war of 
1812, and the Indian war, and who served less 
than thirty days, or actually engaged to serve | 
and-were honorably discharged according to the 
provisions of that act, they should be entitled to 
forty acres of bounty land. Now, such is the 
provision granting bounty land to Mexican 
soldiers; and | know this committee, when they 
correctly understand this matter, will draw no 


dered; and Messrs. Mason, of Kentucky, and 
Fourier, of Maine, were appointed. — 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. It is obvious 
that there is not a quorum present, and I therefore 
move that the committee rise. The motion was 
agreed to, ; 

‘The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state-of 
| the Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly the special order of the 
House, being joint resolution No. 1 of the House, 
explanatory of the act approved September 28th, 
1850, entitled “An act granting bounty lands to 
certain officers and soldiers who have been engaged 
in the military service of the United States,” and 
had come to no conclusion thereon, 

On motion by Mr. FOWLER, 
'Yhe House then adjourned. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 7 
By Mr. CLARK: A bill 1 regulate the terms of the dis- 


i 
i 
f 
| 
i 
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distinction. 

The second amendment I propose is this: that 
when under the provisions of this act of 1850, | 
there shall be no minor heir or widow surviving to 
draw the share the deceased soldier was entitled 
to, then his other heirs shall draw such share. 
‘The provision that was made in the law granting į 
bounty lands to Mexican soldiers, was right and 
applicable at that time, confining the bounty to 
the minor heirs and widow, for these soldiers | 
were then fresh, as it were, from the battle-field. 

i There were fathers, mothers, widows, or minor 
heirs in the greater part of these cases; but who 


to those who served in the wars of Wayne, St. 
Clair, Harmer, or the last war with Great Brit-" 
ain? ‘Che policy of granting bounty lands has 
been already adopted and sanctioned by this Gov- 
ernment. Why shall we not, then, equalize the 
benefits of these acts, and extend the same pro- 
vision to the soldiers of 1791, under St. Clair; of 
1793 and 1794, under Wayne, to the soldiers under 
Harmer, and those in the war of 1812? 

Let me tell you a single fact. Ata meeting last 


ern Indiana gathered up and reinterred the bones 
of the five hundred who had fallen in St. Clair’s 
defeat, those who had been engaged in that battle 
were invited to join in the procession, but there 


When the children of those hardy veterans were 
called upon to fall into the procession, you see 
but the number of forty or more. Now, I ask 
yoi if these men are not equally entitled to the 


your subsequent wars? I claim that they are. 
Who will pretend to deny that those who 
marched from North Carolina; that the regiment | 
of bold Kentuckians who crossed the Ohio, and | 
marched out through the wilderness one hundred ! 


titled, I will not say to the benefit of this Govern- ! 
ment, but honest payment for their services? If | 
they do not live to enjoy the benefit of the bounty, | 
give it to the nearest of kin—to the persons upon | 
whom the soldier would confer it, if he were liv- ` 
ing, and which the law would give them in relation 
to any other estate. . I hold that it is a payment of 
service for which this Government professes, and 


Lorp’s amendment to strike out the 2d section of | 
the resolution and to insert the 2d section of the | 
bill of the select committee. i 

Mr. STUART demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered, ! 
The question was then taken, and it was agreed i 


to. i 
Mr. BELL offered the following as an addi- ‘| 
tional section, to come in it at the end of the 2d | 
section: 
__ 1. That the provisions of the act entitled * An act grant- ` 
ing bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have | 
been engaged in the military service of the United States,” | 
passed September 28, 183 a ereby ii itoi 
> £ 3 1850, be and are hereby intended to 

and for the service of any commissioned officer, musician, |} 
or private, who engaged to serve for a definite or indetinite 
period of time, and actually did serve some time though 
less than thirty days in any of said wars enumerated in the | 
first section of said act, so as to allow to such person or | 
persous ented ther to forty acres, i 
2. That in cases wiere tl 
or children, entided under 
the heirs at law and next a 
the same q ity of hind that such decea 
officer, uit 1, Or private, would } 
been living at the passage of said act. 


sere is no widow or minor child 
the provisions of 
f kiv shail be 


said act, then H 
entitled to receive | 
sed commissioned | 
Dave received had he if 
it 
fl 


intends by its laws to provide for. The third sec- 
tion provides for the cases, in relation to which I 
have obtained information from the Secretary of 
the Interior. Itis a provision for those cases 


his application. 
The amendment I propose provides that the 


widow or children of the officer or soldier, the same 
as if he had been deceased at the passage of the 
act. It docs not require a new application. The 
rules of the Department now require that a new | 
petition should be filed. This third section simply | 
reinstates the provision which was adopted by the 
Department under the law, giving bounty land to 
the Mexican soldiers. I would ask fora division, | 
so that we may vote upon this matter understand- 
ingly. I believe it is understood that the commit- 
tee will adopt these amendments. 

The question was then taken, and acount being 
had, there were—ayes 49, noes 35—no quorum 
voting. 


Mr. ORR demanded teers; which were or- 


would claim that this should have any application | 


4 


fall, when the citizens of western Ohio and east- || 


enefits which you give to those who served in | 


miles to that fatal battle-fileld—are not equally en- |: 


where the applicant dies during the pendency of | 


benefits of the bounty land act shall inure to the | 


| trict court for the district of Lowa. 
PETITIONS, &e. 

The following memorials, petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rulc, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. DURKEE: The petition of James MeFee and 
27 others, of Guilford, in the State of Mlinois, praying that 
our Government may use its best endeavors to secure by 
treaties with other nations, a code of international laws 
for the peaceful adjudication of national disputes. A 

Mr. CONGER (December 17, 1851) presented the peti- 
tion of the present and late laud officers at Genesee, Michi- 
gan, praying compensation for locating military bounty land 
warrants. ee 

Mr. CONGER (January 16, 1852) presented the petition 
of citizens of the State of Michigan, praying for the con- 
struction ofa ship canal at Sault Ste. Marie, in said State. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Saginaw county, in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the improvement of Saginaw 
harbor, 

Also, a map of that portion of the State of Michigan, 
called New Holland, heretofore presented. February 7th, 

1 1850. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Detroit, in the State of 
Michigan, in relation to the improvement of the southern 
shore of Lake Superior, heretofore presented. February 
25th, 1850. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the State of Michigan, in 
relation to Sand Beach, on the coast of Lake Huron, hereto- 
fore presented. February 8th, 1851. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the State of Michigan, in 
relation to the extension of the Mobile and Chicago railroad 
to Lake Superior. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of the State of Michigan, 
praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
harbor at the mouth of Clinton river, in said State. .. 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting of citizens of Macomb 
county, in the State of Michigan, of like import with the 
foregoing. a 

Also, the report of Colonel Abert, in relation to the im- 
provement of the harbors on the east coast of Lake Michi- 
gan. ` 
Also, the petition of citizens and all the officers of St. 
Clair county, in the State of Michigan, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a mail route from Columbia, in St. Clair 
county, via Memphis, East Berlin, West Berlin, to Almont, 
in Lapeer county, in said State. 

Mr. CONGER (February 9, 1852) presented the petition 
of Jacob Shook and others, citizens of Harrison, in Macomb 
county, Michigan, for improvements at the mouth of Clin- 
ton river. 

Also, the petition of William M. Fenton and others, citi- 
zens of Genesee county, Michigan, praying a grant of laud 
to said State for the use of the railroad company, to aid in 
constructing a railroad from Pontiac to Ottawa county, or 
Grand Haven, on Lake Michigan. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of Culbertson, Means & 
Co., and 17 other firms, including the names of the practical 
iron manufacturers of the counties of Lawrence, Scioto, 
Jackson, and Gallia, Ohio, and Greenup county, in Ken- 
tucky, setting forth, that the manufacture of iron is de- 
pressed to a degree that must soon result in a total suspen- 
sion of the business; and praying Congress to grant such 
:| protection to the iron manufacturers as was contemplated 
| by the tariff act of 1846, at the time of its passage, and that 
jj the duty on iron may be made specific; as under the ad 
valorem system, the duty is merely nominal when most 
‘| needed, and highest when probably not needed at all. 

_Also, the memorial of James W. Davis and 154 others, 
citizens of Portsmouth, Ohio, praying Congress to appro- 
i| priate a sufBcient sum of money to construct another canal, 
j| on either side of the Ohio river, at the Falis, at Louisville. 

By Mr. SMART: The petition of Stephen Thurston and 

_| others, of Searsport, Maine, praying that the law regulating 
the spitit ration in the Navy may he repealed. 

Sah Mr. RIDDLE: The memorial of the City Council of 

Vilmington, Delaware, praying for an appropriation to 
build a custom-house in the Delaware district. 

By Mr. OLDS: The petition of the messengers in the 


Fost Office Department, asking an increase of compensa- 
10n. 


By Mr. CHANDL 
adelphia, asking Co 
in the river Delaw: 
winter. 

Also, two memorials, numerously signed by citizens of 
Pennsylvania, asking a modification of the tariff of 1846, 

Also, the memorial of Catherine Struburg, of Philadel- 
phia, asking for the restoration of lands that, in equity, be- 
long to her under circumstances stated in the petition, ; 


i 


ER: The memorial of the city of Phil- 
ngress to repair and construct harbors 
are for the protection of vessels in the 


} 


1852. 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 12, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burien. 
PETITIONS. 


Mr. BORLAND presented the memorial of 
George W. Clarke and others, stockholders in the 
Arkansas and Central Railroad Company, pray- 
ing a donation of land to aid in the construction | 
of that road; which was ordered to be laid on the 


ji 


| 


$ 


i 
i 
i 


for a planing machine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, 


NEW JERSEY ON THE consona O 
Mr. MILLER. Mr. President, I present to the 


| Senate certain resolutions passed by the Legislature 


of New Jersey relative to what are generally called 


| the compromise measures, 


One of these resolutions instructs the Senators 
from that State ‘to resist any change, alteration 
or repeal ”’ of those measures. 


table. 

Mr. WADE presented the memorial of Stephen 
Potts and C. L. Madison, assistant marshals for 
taking the Seventh Census in Guernsey county, 
Ohio, praying additional compensation; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, 

Also, the memorial of the heirs of Daniel Lan- 
dow, praying indemnity for property destroyed 
by the enemy during the last war with Great 
Britain; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of 
George W. Dent, in behalf of occupants of land 
in townships 43 and 44, in the State of Missouri, 
praying the disposition of said lands in conform- 
ity to the views of the Solicitor of the Treasury 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial of William 
Trean, praying the establishment of a tribunal to 
review the decisions of the late Board of Com- 
missioners for the settlement of claims of Ameri- 
can citizens against Mexico; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Also, the memorial of the New York Institution 
for the Instruction of the Deaf and Dumb, pray- 
ing the publication of certain statistics relative to 
the deaf and dum), abstracted from the schedules 
of the Seventh Census; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented the petition of 
William H. Ellis and others, assistant marshals 
in the State of Maine, for taking the Seventh Cen- 
sus, praying additional compensation; which was 
referred to the Committee of Claims, 

Also, the memorial of ship-owners, merchants, 
and others, of Bowdoinham, Maine, remonstra- 
ting against the repeal of the act for the reduction 
of expenses of proceedings in admiralty against 
ships and vessels; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of George B. Clarke, praying 
that Congress will redeem the continental money 
held by iimereceived for revolutionary services; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the memorial of 
the widow of William Reiley, an officer of the 
revolutionary war, praying to be allowed the loss 
sustained by the depreciation of the commutation 
certificates substituted for half pay for life; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of ship- 
owners and ship-masters of St. George, Maine, | 
praying that a light may be placed at the entrance 
of ‘Tenant’s Harbor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the memorial of Asa Whitney, proposing 
to construct a railroad from Lake Michigan to the 
Pacific ocean, and to transmit the mails thereon, 
upon certain conditions; which was referred to the |: 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MALLORY submitted documents in sup- 
port of theclaim of Richard Fitzpatrick to indem- 
nity for losses sustained in consequence of the 
occupation of his land by the United States troops | 
asa military post; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 7 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a petition of |; 
inhabitants of Davis county, lowa, praying a do- ;! 
nation of land for the construction of a railroad 
from Lafayette, Indiana, to the Missouri river; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Dusenbury, praying an increase of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


1 


Mr. FISH presented the petition of W. W. 
Woodworth, administrator of William Wood- 
worth, deceased, praying for anextension of patent || 


with the Legislature of New Jersey. 
: fed that the members of that honorable body, 


eral Taylor, in his message to Congress upon that 
| of these ques 
| posed, that plan would have been more satisfactory 


; now to indulge in offensive comparisons. 


i real work of compromise commenced. 
| that the materials were gathered from the ruins of | 
il had voted for each and all of them, 
i ing used upon a new plan of construction. 


| Kentucky. 


It was said by one of my predecessors—the la- 


mented Southard—on presenting to this body in- || 


structions with which he had been honored, that, 
if the New Jersey Senators were not the most 
learned members of the Senate, they certainly 
were the best instructed Senators north of Mason 
aud Dixon’s line, Bat, sir, I do not intend, on 
this occasion, to repeat my dissent to the doctrine 
of legislative instruction, or to argue that point 
I am satis- 
while claiming the right, as the representatives of | 
a free people, to express their conscientious opin- 
ion upon national aifairs, will also grant to me the 
same privilege, in the discharge of my high duties | 
as a member of the Senate of the United States; | 
and if I should on this or any other occasion dis- | 
obey their instructions, it will not be on account | 

| 

| 

| 

if 


of any disrespect for their opinion, but because I | 
cannot permit the opinions of others, however | 
high may be the source from whence they come, | 
to take the place of my own sense of duty and of 
my solemn convictions of right, 

In presenting these resolutions, I will do what I 
am notin the habit of doing—never before I be- 
lieve—throw myself upon the indulgence of the 
Senate while 1 state my own position upon the 
measures referred to. 

It is known to the Senate and to the country that 
I did not approve of the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee of Thirteen—called the omnibus bill. I 
opposed that bill not because I objected to a fair 
and honorable settlement of the agitating questions 
embraced ‘within it—for I yield to no man in an 
earnest desire to relieve Congress and the country | 
from all agitation growing out of the question of | 
slavery in allits forms. Í have never willingly 
engaged in any agitating debate upon that subject; 
and, when called upon to express my opinions, I | 
have endeavored to treat the subject as a national, 
and not as a local question. 

My objection to that bill was principally con- 
fined to the mode and kind of settlement it pro- 
nosed, I preferred another plan of adjustment. I 
refer to that proposed by the late President, Gen- 


subject. F then thought, and subsequent events 
have strengthened my opinion, that if Congress 
had received General Taylor’s plan of adjustment 
ions, and carried it out in the same į 
liberal and national spirit with which it was pro- | 


f 
t 
| 


to the whole country than the one which was || 
finally adopted. But let that pass. Ido not desire | 


The grand mistake of the omnibus bill, and that 


the omnibus, but their availability consisted in be- | 
Each | 
measure was taken up separately, according to the | 
plan of settlement proposed in the original resolu- 
tions submitted by the distinguished Senator from 
Although this plan also proposed a 
general system of measures, yet each measure was 
permitted to stand upon its own merits—thereby | 
leaving every member free to vote upon each, ac- 
cording to the dictates of his own judgment. 

The propriety of this course was clearly shown 


a 


| upon the final passage of the separate measures; 
ij for it will appear by the Journals that several of 
i| the most ardent friends of the omnibus bill voted 
| against, or neglected to vote for, ‘several of the 
i) Measures which they had supported when com- 
|| bined in that bill, while many of its most violent 
|, opponents voted for them in their separate form, 
it was this independent course of action-~a 
course which I was in favor of from the begin- 
ning—w hich finally passed these several measures, 
j and secured to the country whatever there is of 
1 good or of evil in the compromise. wi 
| , More than this: it was this separate considera- 
| Gonof each measure that has secured to these 
1 daws a moral and a political force and influence 
i which they would have been deprived of if they 
| had been passed in combination. lt is this fea- 
4 ture, more than any other, which has lulled ex- 
l! citement and caused these lawsto be respected and 
i} acquiesced in by all parties. No man can now 
|| say, with any show of truth, that these laws were 
the result of combination. Neither can any man, 
or set of men, assume to themselves the peculiar 
honor and glory of saving the Union by the passage 
of these laws; for they were respectively passed by 
the votes of men of all parties, and in opposition 
to votes from all classes of politicians, This con- 
| stitutes the true strength of the compromise, and 
| secures it from repeal. All these laws but two 
have been executed, and are now beyond the power 
of repeal, The law abolishing the slave trade in 
the District and the fugitive’slave law are all that 


| 


i 
| 
i 
i 
| 


| 


i| can possibly be made the subject of further agita- 


tion. The former no one thinks of disturbing. 
| The latter, although threatened with opposition in 
| a few localities, has the acquiescence, if not the ap- 
| probation, of the country, Nowhere is the ques- 
| tion agitated with any seriousness except in legis- 
| lative halls—exhibiting the strange anomaly of a 
' people upon whom the law operates acquiescing in 
and sustaining its enactments, while the luw-makers 
are, by these ca post facto agitations, disturbing 
the sanctities of a law which they themseives cre- 
ated. 

l here desire to state my own course with re- 
gard to the fugitive slave law. 

Before the Committee of Thirteen was raised, 
and while the resolutions of the Senator from. Ken- 


i 


Ji 
i 
i 


j 
| 


and would have secured the rights of the South 
as effectually as the present law. 


{ 


i admit |! 


| came my duty, as it is the duty of every good cit- 
i izen, to sustain them with as much fidelity as if I 

In saying 
| this, | but express the common sentiment of the 
people of New Jersey, who have always shown 
their devotion to our republican institutions by a 


| cheerful submission to the voice of the majority, 


» when that voice is expressed in constitutional law. 

lam now opposed to all further agitation upon 
i this subject. The quiet of the country, and even 
the sanctity of Congress, demand that we should 
cease our disputations. Sir, my abhorrence to 
|| agitation upon this subject is such that it may even 


i 
| 
ii 
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carry me beyond my instructions; for I go against 
agitation on either side of this question—agitation 
as well by those who were in favor of the com- 
promise as by those who were against it--agita- 
tion from the North as well as from the South-— 
agitation in State Legislatures and in. the halls of 
Congress. Of all miserable agitation is agitation 
after the fact. It is the cry of alarm, alter the 
danger is passed, for the mere love of the excite- 
ment. To revive a spent whirlwind that it may 
blow down a few more trees—to rouse the sleep- 
ing lion merely to hear him roar again--may suit 
the taste of some, but they who indulge in this 
kind of excitement may find that there is more 
danger than amusement in the play. 

My desire to secure reposé and quiet to the 
country upon this Subject, will also compel me to 
vote to lay on the table the resolution offered by 
the late Senator from Mississippi reaffirming the 
compromise, I consider that resolution, although 
notso intended by the mover, an indirect impeach- 
ment of the law, throwing doubt upon its suprem- 
acy, and opening the door for renewed agitation 
upon a subject which the country desires should 
remain at rest. 

One of these resolutions declares- 

‘That New Jersey, one of the original thirteen States, 
hag always adhered to the Constitution, and is inatienably 
attached to the Union, and that she will resist, to the extent 
of her ability, any intraction of that sacred instrument’? 

Mr. President, it was scarcely necessary for the 
Legislature to declare at Trenton, or for me to re- 
peat the declaration in the Senate of the United 
States, that the people of New Jersey had aiways 
‘adhered to the Constitution, and were inaliena- 
bly attached to the Union.” I did suppose that 
that was a fixed fact, and need not to be re-resolved 
upon. 

Devotion to the Constitution and the Union— 
one and the same—is a universal feeling in New 
Jersey—a domestic passion—as pure as the genial 
air of her green hills, and as notorious as her revo- 
Iutionary battle-fields. It is written in her history 
from the earliest annals to the present hour, and 
it iy recorded in the proceedings of the convention 
which formed the Constitution, where it appears 
that New Jersey had the honor to make the first 
suggestion to her sister States which led to the 
formation of our glorious Union. 

Our devotion to the Union will acquire no addi- 
dional ardor or strength by being imbodied in the 
cold forms of legislative resolutions, for it has an 
abiding home in the warm heart of every true 
Jersey man, 

But, sir, our loyalty to the Constitution is not 
derived from, nor sustained by, the principle stated 
in the preamble to these resolutions. tt is there 
asserted that the Constitution is a compact between 
the several States, and that it was established by 
the States in their sovereign capacities. 1 will 
read that part of the preamble: 

“ Wiherers the Constitation of the United States isa come 
pret between th vera} States, and forms the basis of our 
Federal Union: 

E And wierea 
ntivea da roveredy 
Constitution, vone 


the said States, through their represent- 
sapacities us Budes, by adopting said 
ded only sueh powers ta the General 


BLS 


upon a foundation 
deeper and broader than that formed by a mere! 


compact between the States. Our allegiance is to 


a national Union ordained and established by the | 


people of the Vuited States. This is the Union 


which the people of New Jersey helped to form. | And is it 


This is the Government which they are ever re 
to sustain with free and loyal hearts. 
The Legislature of New Jersey will therefore 


of the United States in 
zo these resolutions. 
The resolutions were read. 


Mr. STOCKTON. I have also had the honor | 
to receive the resolutions passed by the Sena e || back their ancestr 


and ete Assembly of the State of New Jer- 
sey, which have just been presented by my honor- 
able friend and colleague. Those resolutions, sir, 


i 
| 
i 


ady | shouid exere 


l segia : y i tainly not 
pa don meil on this occasion, | shall take formy | 
rule of conduct the preamble to the Constitution i 
preference to that prefixed |! 


o her statesmen, but not her historian, 


© without finding their blood eurdlin 


l 
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| are patriotic and explicit, and need no commenda- 

ian or explanation or defence from me. Nor is it 
N@essery that. I should follow the example of my 
colleague, and restate my opinions in regard to the 
important mattersof which they treat, further than 


which they express.” I have heretofore written 
| and spoken as much on this subject as T ought, 
perhaps, to write or speak on any subject; and if 


informed in regard to my opinions, it certainly is 
ino fault of mine. It would, likewise, be quite 
superfluous for me to enter upon any vindication 
of the course which New fersey has taken in re- 
| lation to the subject-matter of these resolutions. 


of her sister States of the North, I can only for 
her, regret such a result, and say, that what she 
i has done was intended for the welfare of the 


| that I will say to them is, that they are hard to 
| please. 


as surprise to me, that the differences of opinion 
in regard to the construction of the Constitution 
should continue to excite in the minds of a por- 
tion of our fellow-citizens, such strong feelings of 


acrimonious and exciting, in relation to the inter- 
pretation of the Constitution, are no novelties. 
Bitter controversies growing out of such diversi- 
| ties of opinion, disturbed the country long since 
| quite as generally as that which is referred to by 

weve resolutions, Happily they were not of 
long durstion. They subsided when the will of a 
majority of the States became known. Why, 


t 
I 
ji 
{ 
| 
i 


| great. diversities of opinion existed among the 
| founders of the Republic, Formidable parties in 
| Massachusetts, in New York, in Peyusvivania, 
pand in Virginia, vehemently opposed its adoption, 
and in many of the smaller States there were great 
| objections to some of its provisions. It is known 
that it was not the plan preferred by New Jersey, 
and differed in many respects from the one pre- 
sented by that paire patriot and eminent statesman 
and jurist, Judge Patterson, from New Jersey. 
But that was the age of self-sucrificing virtue. 
Our fathers sacrificed their feelings, their personal 
interests and ambition, to the public safety. They 


jority of the States, and exerted their best facul- 
ties to perfect the Constitution, and to hand it 
down to posterity asa bond of Union, Following 
the example of the wise and pairiotic founders of 
į the Constitution and their cotemporaries, I can per 

ceive no reason why we should refrain from uni 
ing as they united, in a spirit of generous concil 
| ation, to preserve the Constitution hereafter from 
‘infraction, and to restore that harmony and those 


ji different parties to this compact, and which are so 
essential to its beneficial existence, as well as to 


en 


en 


opted in each House of the New 
alure, They imbody the undivided 
f that State, 


[iés 


Vay 


sous declara- 
: tion of the opinions of New Jersey, is entitled to 
great respect from the States of this Confederacy. It 

sa voice from the Flanders of revolutionary Amer- 
sien. A Jersey is ihat State which, more than 
any other, was the battle-field of the Revolution. 
tuo much to expect, that her example 
se a salutary infiuence upon Con- 
e whole country for all time? Cer- 
if unsparing sacrifices for the achieve- 
ment of freedom, and u 
maintain , deserve commendation and resnec 

Sir, New Jersey has produced her heroes ais 
KY 
YY 


tex 
tes 


tat 


; gress, and 


wat 
wa 


history is written, that will be her eulogy. There 
i is no stain on herescuicheon. Her sons can trace 
y through many generations 


| ofa slave. Her territory was settled 


] errit by freemen, 
į by men whose pride it was, 


to say, that I entirely concur in the sentiments | 


i Senators and the country are not sufficiently well | 


| Mr. President, it is a subject of regret os well | 


. . a a I 
| bitterness and resentment. Differences of opinion 


sir, atthe time of theadoption of the Constitution, || 


magnanimously acquiesced in the will of the ma- | 


j fraternal feelings which should exist between the | 


kering fidelity in; 
te 


hen her | 


in the veins |! 


not only to be free, | 


i 
‘but just. True to themselves, and true to virtue 
l| and ‘patriotism, no foot of her soil was wrenched 
1 by fraud or force from the original savage pro- 
prietors. The last shadow of an Indian claim, 8 
j| claim to some reserved hunting and fishing 
grounds, was voluntarily extinguished by pur- 
i chase many years ago. She has as much pride in 
looking back to her colonial as to her national his- 
tory. In thé long struggle with insolent governors 
and royal Pes her people were never driven 


back one hair line from the assertion and main- 


i 
| 
li of the Revolution are in New Jersey. Trenton, 
i 
f 


ries. From their bloody fields freedom sprung 
i| disenthralled and invigorated. None of the ‘ old 
Thirteen” made more costly pledges to the cause 
|| of Liberty and the Union. On her territory every- 
where may be seen the marks of hostile armies. 
‘| None of her old household homesteads, but are 
|| rich with the legendary tales of plunder and cruelty 
|! suffered at the hands of the enemy. Few of her 
|| old families, but gave of their best blood to the 
|| cause; and when the struggle was. ended, she re- 
posed on the sacrifices she had made, and left to 
others the task of boasting of their achievements. 
She had performed her duty and was satisfied. 
Nor has New Jersey been less true to the Union 
; in peace than in war. Among the first in her ex- 
| ertions to achieve our liberties, she yields to none 
| the palm of superior exertions in maintaining 


| 


them. When the imperfections of the Articles of 
the old Confederation became manifest, she was the 
| first to clothe her Commissioners to the Conven- 
| tion at Annapolis, in 1786, with full powers to re- 
i; model the whole form of Government. She united 
i with New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and 
l Virginia, in giving „the first impulse to the move- 
j| ment which produced the Constitution, She was 
i 
) 
| 
| 
i 


1 
i 
i 


only second to Virginia in sending delegates to 
the Constitutional Convention; and when the Con- 
stifttion was formed, she took thelead, with Penn- 
i| Sylvania and Delaware, in its ratification. She was 
|| the first, as I stated the other day, to approve the 
| important amendments to the Constitution which 
secured freedom of religion and of speech, and the 
ght of petition, which have been the safeguards 
of the States against the encroachments of the 
General Government. She furnished her full pro- 
j: portion of those creat men whose eloquence and 
: wisdom have guided your public councils, and 
whose heroism has adorned your military annals, 
The first bright names given to glory in the war 
of 1812, were those of Pike and Lawrence, true 
representatives of the Jersey Blues. The first 
died in the arms of victory at Little York—thie 
other with the memorable words “ Don’t give u 
| the ship,” on his lips. There she is. Thoueh 
small, comparatively, in territory, she yields to 
none in honor, virtue, and patriotism. “She has 
never been at your doors begging importunately 
; for her share of the “loaves and fishes.” Uf in 
i the lifetime of this Government, now embracing 
i a period of three generations of men, she has 
i ever had more than two Secretaries of a Depart- 
| ment,and one Judge of the Supreme Court, I have 
ii forgotten it. She has never had even one foreien 

Minister. With a long extent of sea-coast, and 
with an imperfect tide-water navigation running in- 
i to the heart of the State, she has never received an y 
| assistance from the General Government worthy 

a name, in aid of her harbors and rivers. With 
| her mountains full of iron, zinc, and other min- 
i| erals—-with her territory dotted all over withman- 

ufacturing establishments, she has borne without a 
i murmur her share of the injuries sustained from 
“| an ever-changing revenue system. It may be truly 

said of her, that whilst she has borne her full 
proporion of the burdens of the Government, of 
| its direct benefits she has asked little and received 
less. Still, there she stands, this day as of old, 
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heart and hand, with her treasure and her re-' 
sources, and her blood, pledged to a strict con- | 
struction of the Constitution and to the Union of ` 


the States. 1 
In the name of a patriotic, generous, and heroic 


constituency-—aye, sir, if my colleague will permit ; 


me to say so—in the name of every man, woman, 
and thinking child in fhe State of New Jersey, T 
place my hand on that sacred instrument, and 
declare for me and mine, that no letter of it shall 
beinfracted if we can help it—neither by Northern 
or Southern unwise counsels. If wrongs exist, 
they must be redressed by law, and according to 
the Constitution. But this Union of the States— 


the world’s wonder—is the common heritage, as ` 


it is the common glory, of all the people of all the 
States. 
golden chain to be broken, and the hopes and 
happiness of mankind, for all coming time, to be 
blighted in the bud, by wild fanaticism or hasty 
passion. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

Gn motion by Mr. BADGER, it was 


AS) 


he 
ne 


Ordered, ‘That the petition of the heirs and legal repre- ʻi 


sentatives of the late Joseph Pearson, on the files of the Sen- 
ate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Charles A. Grignon, on the 
files of the 
Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Towa, it was 

Ordered, "Chat the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claim ef Emilie Hooe to a 
ad to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORT FROM 4 STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Revolution- , 


ary Claims, to which was referred the bill for the 
payment of outstanding loan office and final set- 
Uement, certificates issued for money loaned, or for 
services or for supplies, during the revolutionary 
war, reported it back without amendment. 


7 BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WALKER, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the 


relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Cap- | 


tain Presley ‘Thornton, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
he Commiitee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. FELCH, agreeably to previous notice, | 


asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to au- 


thovize the sale of reserved lands and for other | 


purposes; which was read a first and second ti 
by its tite and referred to the Committee on PY 
hie Lands. 

Mr, SEWARD, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a joint res- 
olution concerning the publication of a compen- 
dium of the several censuses of the United States; 
which was read and passed to the second read- 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
uon submitted yesterday by Mr. Cass, to instruct 
the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire into 
the expediency of increasing the salary of the 
district jude of the United States for the 


ta 


trict of Michigan; which having been amended on | 


the motion of Mr. Sewarp, and on the motion of 
Air. Dawson, was agreed to, as follows: 

P T 

inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
istrict judge of the United States for the dis- 
rand the salary of the judge of the north- 
aw York ; and of the district judge of the 


ha 


nt 
Sae of Ge 


NGROSSED BILLS PASSED. 


other purposes; and 


An act authorizing a new register to the Ameri- : 


can-built ship Obed Mitchell. 
NOTARIES PUBLIC. 
The enerossed bill to amend an act entitled © An 
act to authorize notaries public to take and certify 


oaths, affirmations, and acknowledgments, in cer- |: 


tain cases,” was read a third time. 


On motion by Mr. CHASE, it was 


Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- | 


poned until to-merrow. 


We must not permit one link of that: 


te, be referred to the Committee on Indian 


yension, be re- `i 
oe ? si 


tthe Committee on the Judiciary be in- i 


owing bills were severally read a third : 


ENTERTAINMEN TOF LOUIS KOSSUTH. 
Mr. SEWARD, in behalf of Mr. Sareng | 
during his absence, submitted the following resolu j 
tion for consideration: 
Resolved, That the expenses incurred in the reception and | 


entertainment of Louis Kossuth and suite, during their late i 
visit to the capital, by invitation of Congress, be paid out f 


of the contingent fund of the Senate, when approved by the |: 


committee of reception, to an amount not exceeding $5,000. | 


EXILED IRISH PATRIOTS. | 


olution expressive of the sympathy of Congress 

' for the exiled Irish patriots, Smith O’Brien, Thos. 
F. Meagher, and their associates. 

On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was ! 

Ordered, hat the further consideration Mereof be post- ; 

poned until to-morrow. i 
NON-INTERVENTION. i 

'The Senate resumed the consideration of Mr. 
; Crarke’s resolations on the subject of non-inter- | 
vention. l 

Mr. CLEMENS spoke at length on the sub- | 
jects embraced in the resolutions. 
will be found in the Appendix. i 

Mr. MILLER. As I have something to say | 
in regard to these resolutions, and as the subject | 
‘of them is “intervention or non-intervention,”? | 
and as I do not wish to intervene between this 
and other important business under consideration 
by the Senate, unless some other Senator is ready | 
, to speak on this subject, I will move that the 
further consideration of them be postponed until 
| some day next week—say Tuesday next. 

Mr. ATCHISON. If itis in order to amend 
the motion of the Senator from New Jersey, 1 
‘wil I 
these resolution® until the first Monday in April. 
i do this that the Senate may act upon meas- 
ures which are now before it, of great importance 
to the people—practical measures, it some of 
which the Sonthwestern and Western people feel 
a deeper interest than in any other question; es- 


Mr. MILLER. I think the period proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri is too long. 
should prefer to have the subject postponed for a | 
fortnight. | 

Mr. SEWARD. The motion to postpone till | 
the first Monday in April, 1 should regard as 


yeas and nays. | 


YEAS—Mes Atchison, Butler, Downs, Fish, Poot, : 
‘Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of Towa, Kinz, Morton, Norris 
Ruek, Sebastian, Spruance nd Uniderwood—15. 
NAYS—M Badger, Bell, Borland, Cass 
Clarke, Clemens, Davis, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Fetch, Geyer, Houston, Jones 
of Tennessee, Miller, Seward, Shields, Smith, Sauls, 
| Sumner, Upham, and Wade—24 


wa 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that we ought 
not to postpone the further consideration of these 
resolutions to a very distant day; and I would sug 


Ww 


would not be better to fix an earlier day than the | 
i| one he has named, and dispose of them entirely. 
iY think this practice of taking up a subject and 


debating it for a while and then postponing it, 


convenience to take up this matter on en earlier 
day than that he has named, and econtinsie it till ic 
is disposed of. 

Mr. MILLER. consulted my own wishes 
I would prefer to say Ti day next. On the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Virginia, | 
| Tuesday next, if that be agreeable to him. 
| Mr. BADGER. [hope my friend from New 
Jersey will vary that motion, though I entirely | 


ree with what has been said by the honorable: 
ator from Virginia. But here is my friend from | 
lowa [Mr. Joxes] with his bill, to which an un- 
a expected and, to him, distasteful amendment nas 
been proposed, a practical measure in which the 
: State of Lowa is deeply interested, and 1 really 
think we owe it to hiin to dispose of that measure 
within some reasonable tiine, {move to postpone 
the further consideration of these resolutions ull: 
i this day fortnight. 

| Mr. HUNTER. 


ar 


| dispose of the bill in which the Senator from 


Vf . fi h . 
(| Special orders, which are pressing, practical mat- 
i D 


i 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the res- i| 

1 

i 


His speech | 


l move to postpone the further consideration of | 


gest to the Senator from New Jersey, whether it | 


leads to great delay, and I hope it will suit his | 


will say © 


I hope we shall be able to | 


| Mr. JONES, of Iowa. There are three other 


i ters. : 

' Mr. HUNTER. When we take up a measure 
| of this sort, it is better that we should continue to 
lact upon it until it is disposed of. Tam willing 
to postpone this subject long enough to enable the 
j Senate to act finally upon the bill in which my 
| friend from lowa is so much interested. When 
it is again taken up, I hope it may he finally dis- 


| posed of. 


| Mr. BADGER. Ina apirit of compromise, to 
| Which my friend from Virginia knows I am in- 


‘clined, I will vary my motion, so as to postpone 


i the subject till Monday week. 

| Mr. SMITH. I desire to state; that what is 
; usually denominated the French spoliation bill, 
| was made the special order for Monday next, and 
if am very anxious that it shall be disposed of 
| next week. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is proposed to postpone 
i this question till Monday week. 

| ‘The motion to postpone the farther considera- 
í tionof the subject till Monday week, wasagreed to. 


: RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

| On the motion of Mr. JONES, of Iowa, the 
| Senate resumed the consideration of the bill grant- 
ng the right of way and making a grant of land 
‘| to the State of lowa, in aid of the construction of 
i| certain railroads in said State, the pending ques- 
| tion being on the amendment offered by Mr. Un- 
|| pErwoop to the substitute reported by the Com- 
| mittee on Public Lands, 

| Mr. BELL. I didnot design to occupy the at- 
|| tention of the Senate for a great while. Jn the few 
i remarks which Lintended to submit, I proposed 
|| to make this as serious and impressive a subject 
j: as I thought it deserved to be. I am taken some- 
| what by surprise at the motion of my honorable 
i friend from lowa, but I will attempt to go on, col- 
| lecting my thoughts as best I may, upon the oc- 
casion. 

I mentioned the other day that this was a sub- 
ect of annual discussion. I suppose that it has 
10t been omitted at any session during the last 
wenty years. It is, therefore, very difficult to 
hrow out any new arguments of much weight or 
mportance on the subject. 

Mr. BADGER. Uthink it is extremely unjust 
| to my friend from Tennessee, to require him to go 
onnow, It therefore move to postpone the farther 
| consideration of this subject until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. T wish to give notice 
that I shall, to-morrow morning, move to dispense 
with the consideration of private bills, in order 
that the Senator from Tennessee may proceed 
with his speech, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On the motion of Mr. BADGER, the Senate 
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) HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i Tuurspay, February 12, 1652. 

The Flouse met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 

by the Rev. C. M. Burner, Chaplain to the Senate 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

COLONEL MITCITELT. 

Mr. EVANS. There is upon the Sp 
| table a hill which has passed the Seuaie, for 
relief of Colonel Mitchell. I want the } 
‘allow it to be taken up, and, when J 
i few words about it, referit to the Committee 
| Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, | 
call for the regular order of busi 
! Whole day was lost yesterday by 


SĘ 


ku 


eaker 


& 


= by general consent, 


Mr. BVANS. Twas in ho 
: no objection, 

Mr. JONES. If the House is disposed to take 

up the business on the Speaker’s table regularly, 

have no objection to it; but 1 do object to this 
taking up of bills out of their proper order. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 

: The House then proceeded with the regular 


pes there would be 
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` of business, being the call of committees for | 
o commencing with the Committee on Pub- | 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee of Public Buildings and Grounds, moved 
that said committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the memorial of the Presidentand 
Directors of the Navy Yard Bridge Company; | 
and thar the same be referred to the Committee on | 
the Judiciary. . : 

Mr. VENABLE. I should like to know why 
that memorial should be referred to the Judiciary | 
Committee. That committee is quite willing to do 
anything that properly. belongs to it, but I do not | 
know that there is any legal question involved in 
this memorial, or any reason why it should be re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee, rather than to 
the Committee of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
North Carolina submit any motion? . 

Mr. VENABLE. No, I will let it pass. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranron’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, | 
reported back the bill from the Senate for the relief | 
of William P. Greene, without amendment, and | 
witha recommendation that it do pass. 

The SPEAKER stated the quesuon to be upon 
ordering the bill to a third reading. 

Mr. FLORENCE called for the reading of the 
bill; and it was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. MILLSON. I move to refer that bill to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

I make that motion, because I think it right 
and proper that all bills of this description should 
be referred to the committee. It may be that this 
is a very meritorious claim, but how do we know 
it? To be sure, we have the assurance of the 

Committee of Claims; but if the bill is regularly 
referred, and the report printed, that report will be | 


put in our boxes, and members will come to the |; 


Jouse prepared, not only to receive information | 
from the committee which reported the bill, but | 
perhaps to give information, and those who take | 
an interest in the subject will have an opportunity | 
of examining it. i 

I think the proper and regular course is, that all 
bills should be referred either to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union or to the 
Committee of the Whole House. This custom of 
passing bills as soon as they ave reported from the 
committee, gives an unjust precedence to claims 
which may have been presented at a much later 
period of the session than some others which were 
presented at a very early period of the session, | 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, | 
and which lose their opportunity of consideration 
because a case subsequently matured is asked to 
be pnt upon its passage, | think the proper rule— 
a rule from which the touse should never depart, 
except for somestrong reasons—a rule from which, 
T think, I myself have never departed—is to refer 
every bill either to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, or, if it is a private bill, | 
to the Committee of the Whole louse. 

Mr. KING, of Rhode Island. This bill comes, 
as I understand it, from the Committee of Claims, 
with a recommendation that it be put upon its 

assage, 

Mr. DANIEL. No; that is not the recom- 


| second time by its title, referred to a Committee of 


rf 


the Senate again at this session, I believe, by 
a unanimous vote; and the simple question 15, 
hether we will pay this officer for the services 


Mr. DANIEL. Upon reflection, I find that the 
bill must go to the Committee of the Whole 
House. lt makes an appropriation. _ 

Mr. KING. Well, i nave no objection. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House, made the order of.the day for, 
to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Henry 
McLaughlin, of Vermont; which was ordered to | 
lie on the table and be printed, . 

Mr. D. also, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported the folowing bills, which were severally 
read a first and second time by their titles, re- 

ferred to a Committee of the W hole House, made 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered 
to be printed, together with the accompanying re- 
orts, WIZ! 
A bill for the relief of John B. Rogers, of South | 


A bill for the relief of Joseph Arnow and Peter 
Arnow. 


Mr. BOWIE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Bernard Todd; which was read a firstand 


the Whole House, made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, and, with the report accompanying, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDGERTON, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John IT. Pratt, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, made 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and, with the | 
report accompanying, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut, from the Com- 
mittee of Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Captain George Simpton, of Galveston, Texas; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
made the order of the day for to-morrow, and, with 
the report accompanying, ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CHANDLER, I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up the bill from the 
Senate, now upon your table, relative to making 
an appropriation for finishing the repairs of the 
Library. Time is fast passing away, and pro- 
posals must be issued for the work. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I desire that we 
shall go through with the call of committees. 

Mr. ORR. L object to the taking up of that 
bill, Let us go through with the regular order of į 
business. | 


Mr. SACKETT, from the Committee of | 


Theodore Offutt, without amendment, and with a | 
recommendation that it do pass; which was re- |i 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, made || 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered f 
to be printed, 

Mr. S., also from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the memorial of William 
S. Foote and Charles Willington, owners of the 
ship Hylon, asking compensation for losses and 


mendation of the committee. ‘ 
Mr. KING. I thought that was ‘the substance | 
of the gentleman’s report. | 
Mr. DANIEL, The recommendation of the | 
committee is, that the bill do pass, but not that it 
be put upon its passage now. i 
I will state to the House, that the facts of the | 
case are very simple,and that the amountis small. jj 
But I have not asked that the bill be put upon its į 
passage now, nor have the committee instructed j} 
me to ask that any other course shall be pursued || 
in regard to it than that adopted in regard to all | 
claims. My motion should have been to refer the ʻi 
bill to the Committee of the Whole House. If, ji 
however, anybody is disposed to put it upon its |! 
passage, I have no objection toit. The amount; 
1s only $350; there is no doubt about the facts, and | 
they say at the Treasury Department thatit ought | 
ee paid to this individual as the measurer of | 
salt. : 
Mr. KING, of Rhode Island. 'This bill passed | 
the Senate at the last session, but failed to be acted | 
on in this House for want of time. lt has passed l 


\ i : ion of | 
certain United States officers; which was ordered 
to lie onthe table, and be printed. 


Mr. PORTER, from the Committee of Claims, 


damages sustained in consequence of the acti 


‘which he performed. ithe Treasury. 


Carolina; and l p 
f 


Claims, reported back Senate bill for the relief of || 


should be put upon its passage. I will state, that 
it. merely recognizes. the privilege of registry for 


“that vessel under the direction of the Secretary of 


I withdraw the motion to refer, 
| and move that the bill be now put on its passage. 
Mr. KING. I ask that the bill may be read. 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

The bill was then ordered tọ a third reading, 
and, having been read the third time, it was passed. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back without amendment, and 
| with a recommendation that it do pass, Senate bill 
| 170, being an act making an appropriation in part 
i for the erection of the light-house at Sand Key, 
| Florida. 

Mr. S. said: By our rules, that bill should go 
| to the Committee of the Whole on thestate of the 
| Union; but there are special reasons why the bill 
| should be put upon its passage now, and I ask the 
| unanimous consent of the House for that purpose. 
‘It makes an appropriation of only $5,000 for the 
| purpose of defraying, in part, the expense of un- 
‘lading a vessel laden with iron, and lying at the 
i place where this light-house is being built, and for 
which the Government has no funds. It does not 
go beyond that. The Government will be obliged 
to pay demurrage upon the vessel unless this 
money is supplied. AsI remarked, the bill makes 
an appropriation of $5,000 for the purpose indi- 
cated. Lask that the bill may be put upon its 
passage. 

The bill was read through. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, . 

Mr. SEYMOUR. As chjection is made I wil 
withdraw my motion to put the bill, upon its pas- 
sage. 
| The bill was then referred to the Committee of 
i the Whole on the state of the Union. i 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of the trustees 
of the Philadelphia Gas Works; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, referred ta a 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and, with the accom- 
| panying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. R. also, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the memorial of Charles 
Massey, jr., the representative of Messrs. Eyre & 
Massey, asking for the refunding of an excess of 
duty erroneously exacted upon certain brown 
| suga; which report was ordered to lie on the 
tahe, and to be printed. 


GRANT OF LAND TO MISSOURI. 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting to the State of 
Missouri the right of way and a portion of the 
‘public domain, to aid in the construction of cer- 
tain railroads therein. 

Mr. H. said: 1 hope that this bill will not go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I ask that the bill be read. 

Tt was read through by the Clerk, as follows: 
A Bill granting to the State of Missouri the right of way 


and a portion of the publie domain to aid in the con- 

struction of certain railroads therein. 

Be it enacted, $c., That the right of way through the 
public lands be, and the same is hereby granted to the State 
of Missouri, for the construction of railroads from the city 
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| 
| 
| 
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| 
| 
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| 
| 
| 
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| of St. Joseph to Hannibal, and from St. Louis to some point 


on the western line of said State; and said State shall have 
the right, also, to take necessary materials of carti, stone 
| timber, ete., for the construction thereof, from the publie 
lands of the United States adjacentto said railroads: Pro- 
vided, That the right of way shall not exceed one hundred 


reported a bill for the relief of the widow and 
orphan children of Colonel William R. McKee, 
late of Lexington, Kentucky; which was read a i 
first and second time by its title, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, made the order 
of the day for to-morrow, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported back without 
amendment, and witha recommendation that it do 
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ting the hermaphrodite brig Sylphide to registry. 
Mr. S. moved to refer it to a Committee of the | 
Whole House. 
Mr. KING, of New York. 
simple in its provisions, and I hope it may be put |! 
on its passage. It merely asks the privilege of a |i 


registry for a vessel. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. I certainly prefer that it 


pass, Senate bill No. 142, being an act for admit- |: 


That bill is very |) 


feet on each side of the line of said roads, and a copy of 
the survey of said roads, made under the direction. of the 
Legislature, shall be forwarded to the proper local land ofti- 
es respectively, and to the General Land Office at Wash- 
l inmin eity, within ninety days after the completion of the 
; same, 
| Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there be, and is 
| hereby granted to the State of Missouri, for the purpose of 
_ aiding in making the railroads aforesaid, every alternate 
section of laid designated by even numbers, for six sections 
; in width on each side of said roads; but in case it shall ap- 


i pear that the United States have, when the lines or routes 


į of said roads are definitely fixed by the authority aforesaid 

; Sold any section or any part thereof grantud as aforesaid or 
; that the right of preémption has attached to tbe same then 
f it shall be lawful for any agent or agents, to be appointed 
| by the Governor ofsaid State, to select, subject to the ap- 
| proval of the Secretary of the Interior, from the lands of the 
$ United States most contiguous to the tier of sections above 
specified, so much Jand in alternate sections, or parts of 
sections, as shall be equal tosuch lands as the United States 
have sold, or to which the right of preemption has attached 
as aforesaid; which lands (thus selected in lieu of those 
sold, and to which preémptions have attached as aforesaid, 
together with the sections and parts of sections designated 
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Dy even numbers as eforesaid, and appropriated as afore- 
said) shall be held by the State of Missouri for:the use and 
purpose aforesaid: Provided, That the fands to be-so loca- 
ted shall in no case be further than fifteen miles from the 
fine of the read in each case, and selected for and. on ac- 
count of each of said roads: Provided further, That the 
łands hereby granted shall be exclusively applied in. the 
construction of that road fer which it was granted and se- 
tected, and shall be disposed of only asthe work progresses, 
and the same shall be applied to no other purpose whatso- 
ever: And provided further, That any and all lands here- 
tofore reserved to the United States by any act of Congress 
or inany other manner by competent authority, for the pur- 
pose of aiding in any object of internal improvement, or for 
any other purpose whatsoever, be, and the same are hereby 
reserved to the United States from the operation of this 
act, except so far as it may be found necessary to locate 
the routes of the said railroad through such reserved lands, 
in which case the right of way only shail be granted. 

Sec. 3. And be tt further enacted, Thatthe sections and 
parts of sections of land which, by such grant, shall remain 
to the United States, within six miles on each side of each 
‘of said roads, shall not be sold for fess than double the min- 
imum price of the public lands when sold. 

Sec. 4. And beit further enacted, That the said lands 
hereby granted to the said State shall be subject to the dis- 
posal of the Legislature thereof, for the purposes aforesaid, 
and no other; and the said railroads shall be and remain a 
public highway, for the use of the Government of the United 
States, free from tollor other charge upon the trasporta- 
tion ofany property or troops of the United States. 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That the lands hereby 
granted to said State shall be disposed of by said State only 
gn manner following, that is to say: that a quantity of land 
notexceeding one hundred and twenty sections on each 
road, and included within a continuous length of twenty 


sniles of said road, may be sold; and when the Governor of 


said State shali certify to the Secretary of the Interior 
‘that said twenty miles of said road is completed, then an- 
other like quantity of land hereby granted may be sold, and 
so from time to time until said road is completed; and if 
said road be not completed within ten years, no farther 
sales shall be made, and the land unsold shall revert to the 
United States. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the United 
States mail shall, at all times, be transported on said rail- 
roads, under the direction of the Post Office Department, at 
such price as Congress may by law direct. 

Mr. HALL continued. It is not my intention, 
at this time, to trouble the House with a speech. 
{ took occasion, in the early part of the session, 
to express my views upon the subject imbodred 
in the bill; and 1 now merely wish to call the at- 
tention of the House to the condition of the two 
roads embraced in it, 

Both these reads, or rather, both the companies 
for constructing these roads, have been chartered 
by the State of Missouri, and for which she has 
loaned the credit of the State to the amount of 
three and a half millions dollars—a million and a 
half to the Hannibal and St. Joseph railroad and 
two millions to the St. Louis railroad. The St. 
Louts road is three hundred and fifty miles long, and 
the Hannibal and St. Joseph road about two hun- 
dred miles long. As I said, the State of Missouri 
has loaned its credit to the amount of $3,500,006, 
in order to secure the construction of these roads; 
so thet they are not mere visionary affairs, gotten 
up for the purpose of raaking capital out of, but 
they are roads in relation to which the State of 
Missouri has heretofore manifested agreatinterest, 
not only by granting charters and memorializing 
Congress upon the subject, but by becoming re- 
sponsible for a large amount of money invested 
in these works. 

But I wish to call the attention of the House to 
another fact. These roads will not only increase 
the value of the public domain through which they 
pass, but, running as they do through the whole 
State, they furnish an outlet ta the great public 
domain of the West to the Eastern and Southern 
markets. In this respect, therefore, this bill stands 
upon more favorable ground than the bill that 
passed the House in the first session of the last 
Congress in favor of the Ilinois railroad. 

But some apprehension has been expressed that 
while these grants are being made nominally for 
the State of Missouri, that they are really for the 
benefit of private individuals. ‘This objection was 
made a few weeks ago by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Swrerser,] and by others. I am 
fully aware of the mischief of permitting large 
tracts of land to pass into the hands of a few indi- 
viduals, to be held up fifteen, twenty, or even more 

` years, at exorbitant prices, and thus kept unset- 
tled. I do not believe that the State of Missouri 
would ever fasten on herself so ruinous a policy. 
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With the view, however, of removing the ob- 
jection entertained—that this grant. might- result 
in the exclusive benefit of a few individuals—I have 
endeavored to prepare an amendment, which, in 
in its operation, shall confine this grant exclusively 
to the State of Missouri, for the benefit of the 
people of that State, and I therefore ask leave to 
offer the amendment, which I desire now to be read, 
and then I will say a few words further. 
The amendment was then read, as follows: 


“ And be it further enacted, That the lands hereby | 


granted shall not be transferred to any corporation or com- 
pany, but shall be sold to actual setters only, in quantities 
not exceeding three hundred and twenty acres, or one half 
section, to each actual settler; and the proceeds of such 
lands shalt be faithfully applied hy said State to the objects 
and in the manner hereinafter specified, in such way as to 
secure the benefits hereinbefore made to the people of said 
State of Missouri.” 

The purpose of that amendment is to prevent 
the State of Missouri from transferring the lands 
proposed to be granted to any company or corpo- 
ration, and to require them to be sold in small 
parcels to actual settlers, and then to secure the 
proceeds in such a manner as to inure directly to 
the benefit of the people of the State of Missouri. 
I have endeavored to make it as stringent as I 
possibly could, and I have now to say to gentle- 
men of this House, that if the amendment L have 
offered be not sufficiently stringent for the purpose 
of securing the object [ have in view, and have 
expressed, then prepare another more stringent, 
and I will adopt it; for I tell gentlemen Ido not 
want this land to go to corporations or companies, 
but to the people of the State of Missouri. I want 
it so disposed of and settled as to result to the 
benefit of the people at large. I am well aware 
that the proposition will be made to commit this 
bill to the Committee of the Whole upon the state 
of the Union. I wish to saya word or two in 


! regard to that subject, and then 1 shall have done. 


Gentlemen who have any experience in this Frouse 
know full well, that if this bill is so referred, that 
will be the last of it, and you will never hear of 
it again. Therefore I ask it as a favor of this 


| House, if they are not prepared to pass this bill, 


that they will vote it down and reject it, in prefer- 
ence to committing it to the Committee of the 
Whole upon the state of the Union. I would in- 
finitely prefer that the bill should be laid upon the 
table this morning, than to have it committed to 
that committee. I do not ask the previous ques- 
tion. Ido not desire to stifle debate. I am wil- 


| ling that the matter should be debated as long as 
| gentlemen desire. 


I do not fearinvestigation. On 
the contrary, I court it. But if gentlernen are not 
inclined to debate it, and if they are not prepared to 
vote for it, I ask it, as a special favor, that they 
vote down the bill, lay it upon the table, reject it, 
kiil it; but do not refer it to that committee, where 


we, who know the operation of that committee, |) 


know it will be killed effectually. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

desire to say a few words on 
Mr. PHELPS. í 


Mr. Speaker, I 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. Huu] yield the floor? 

Mr. HALL. ido. 

Mr. JONES. Then I claim it. 

A Voice. Let the amendment of Mr. PHELPS 
be read. 

The amendment, to come in at the end of the 
amendment, was read as follows: 

« For the support of common schools.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 


| nessee [Mr. Joses] has the floor. 


Mr. JONES. I am prepared to say very little 


upon the subject of this bill at the present time; 


and I do not think that the House is now pre- 
pared to examine or to enter upon its consider 
ation. Itis certainly, I think, a very extraordinary 


request—perhaps a very modest one of my friend | 
from Missouri (Mr. HALL]—to ask that this im- |; 
portant bill shail be passed now, without being re- | 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, as is usual. And here, for fear I 


i desire to obtain the floor for | 
the purpose of submitting an amendment, which I |: 
; send to the table. 


t may forget it, before I proceed any further, I move 
that this bill be so referred, and that it-be printed. 
| I want the bill, together with the amendment of- 
|| fered by the gentleman from Missouri, printed, in 
| order that we may. all have an opportunity of ex- 
li amining the bill, and of satisfying ourselves of the 
ii principle which is embraced in it, and by which 
_ the larger portion of the public lands of the coun- 
‘try are to be appropriated for internal improve- 
| ments by the Federal Government, in violation of 
: the doctrine which I have always understood the 
| Democratic party of this country to be the advo- 
| cates. I wish to know, I desire that the House 
: may know, the principles which are embraced in 
| this bill. And I should like to hear the:adyocates 
‘of it declare in this House the principles upon 
ii which they support it—how it is that they oppose 
| the improvementof thecountry by means of roads 
iland canals by the Federal Government, and yet 
i will divert the entire public domain from its here- 
i tofore legitimate object, and vest it in the States, 
ito be held—whatever may be the phraseology of 
*the law—for the benefit of chartered companies, 
|! by companies incorporated by the different State 
| Legislatures. 
| would like particularly for the chairman of the 
; Committee on Public Lands to inform the House 
‘how many acres of land he proposes to dispose of 
! by the provisions of this bill. 
| Mr. HALL. Iwill answer the gentleman, that 
l this law embraces two roads. One of the roads 
: will receive less than five hundred thousand, and 
|| the other will receive about a million of acres, be- 
il ing together about one half the quantity granted 
to the State of Illinois the last Congress. 

Mr. JONES. A grant of one and a half mil- 
| lions of acres in this bill! Now, I would ask the 
| gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hart) how many 
| bills of this character he has now before his com- 
| mittee, and ready to be reported, whenever this 
| one shall have been favorably disposed of by the 
| House? 
| Mr. HALL. Twill answer that question. I 
| believe the committee have agreed to report some 
|i ten or twelve bills, which will comprise, according 
i to the nearest estimate we can make, between five 
‘and six milions of acres. 

Mr. JONES. Then, sir, here is this bill, which 
‘is to dispose of one million and a half of acres of 
‘land,as we are told by the chairman of the com- 
|: mittee who reported it, put forward—and perhaps 
jit embraces a larger amount of land than any 
l! other of these bills referred to—as: the one ‘upon 
which a trial is to be made; and’ if this one ‘can 
| be passed, other bills are now ready, as agreed 
upon by the Committee. on Public Lands, to be 
| reported, disposing of some six millions of acres 
|| of public lands for similar purposes. Now I ask 
"you, if, in your long experience upon this floor, 
you have ever known a bill of equal importance 
as this—disposing of as much of the public prop- 
ii erty as this Prge to do—brought in here and 
! put upon us p ge without even being printed, 
i 
} 


‘or even being referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? . 
| Mr. HALL. { only wish to call the attention 
i of ihe gentleman from Tennessee to the fact, that 
|i the Ulinois bill, which granted to that State double 
|! as much land asis proposed to be granted by this 
i bil, never was referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union, but was passed 
‘jn the House. 
i Mr. JONES. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
| know how the gentleman from Missouri voted 
i upon that Ilinois bill, but he did not at the time 
| very well approve of the manner in which it was 
j; passed here. Hethought it should have taken the 
regular course, If his bill is righjgg! suppose that, 
‘in this House of honest men and faithful repre- 
sentatives, he can secure a majority for it; but if 
it will not stand the test of investigation, it should 
; not pass. If it is right in itself, he should have 
|: no fears of its success, let it take what course it 
may, upon the motion which I have made.” - 
Mr. HALL. I ask the gentleman from Ten- 
! nessee if he does not believe that if this billis com- 
| mitted to the Committee of the Whole House upon 


“the stateiof the Union, it v 3 the: jf it 
s pene will never be reached again this session? 
Mr. JONES.: No; sir. 1 say; for the Informa- 
on ofthe gen tleman—thóugh thatis unnecessary, 
because he ig apprised of the fact—that the rules 
of this House require the Committee of the Whole 
‘upon the state of the Union to take-up:the: Calen- 
dar in its order, with the exception, perhaps, of | 
appropriation bills; and you must call the first bill | 
pon it, and to lay it aside a motion must be made, - | 


ur 


önd sustained by. a vote of a majority of- the com- 
‘mittee. “But ‘there: will be iniportant -bills—not 
“appropriation bills—reported to this House before 
the termination of this session, which will: go to 
the Committee of the Whole upon the ‘state of the 
Union; atid, inorder to get at them, this. Hlouse, 
or the Committee of the W hole, will be compelled 
to ‘pats to. the consideration of this bill-in order 
to feach them. : 

Mr. HALL. Do not 
precedence of these bills? f h 
“Mr. JONES. The special order overrides all 
other business, because it is a suspension of all 

our rules which preseribe the order of business. 

But let the gentleman and the House oppose the 
making of special orders; and, in my opinion, un- 
less there be some good, sufficient, and urgent 
reason why special orders should be made, we 
shouldnot make them, but rather let the ordinary 
business of the House take its course according to 
the rules prescribed for the government of this 
House. ` 3 

That bill, I believe, has-been printed; but I sup- 
pose there are but few members of the House, ex- 
cept those upon the Committee on Public Lands, | 
and those particularly interested in getting these 
lands appropriated for their roads, who have ex- 
amined it or know its provisions, 

Jt is impossible that members, sitting in their 
places ini this Flouse, can understand, by the mere 
reading of a hill by the Clerk at vour desk, the 
provisions contained in it, especially sueb im- 
portant ones as are found in this. [think the 
gentleman himself, upon reflection, will withdraw 
his request to pass the bill, and ask the House to | 
refer it to the Committee af the Whole on the stare 
of the Union, and that it be printed. Jn that case 
we shall all have an opportunity to examine it, 
and determine for or against it, upon its merits. 

Mr. PHELPS. It was my intention to have 
proposed an sunendment to the amendment sub- 
mitted by my colleague, but 1 suppose, in the 
present Stage of the question, Lam precluded from 
doing go, I will inquire of the Chair if an amend- 

sment can now he offered? 
The SPEAKER. An amendment is in order, 
if pertinent. 
~My. JONES, of Tennessee, {I will withdraw 
the motion for reference until the gentleman can 
submit his amendments, and then will renew my 
motion. 

Mr. PHELPS., 1 then submit the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of that pro- 
posed by my colleague: 

“For the support of common schools in said 
State.” 

Mr. JONES. Irenew my motion to commit the 
bill and amendment, and that they he printed. 

Mr. PHELPS. [hope thaggjll which is now 
before the House may not be ®mmitted. 1 am 
convineed in my own mind that if itis referred to | 
the Committee of the Whole upon the state of the 


the special orders take 


Union, owing to the press of business and the |. 


urgent necessity for the consideration of important | 


twill be the Jast ‘of TERS 


‘tion pending; and I think, therefore, in:-point of 
economy, so: faras.time ds concerned, that it is 


best the: 
House. Hoye g tee Bg 8 ia ae 
But the gentleman. from Tennessee assails. the 
‘proposition, and wishes to know how’ we éan ad- 
vocate the disposal of thé public land in the way 
proposed in this bill, when opposed to the appro- 

riation of money for the construction of works of 
internal improvement by the Federal Government. 
By the granting of lands to the character of works 
indicated in this bill, the value of the Government 
land contiguous is enhanced and its sale rapidly 
accelerated. Not only are individuals benefited 
by such grants, but the States also. The Siate in 
this case aids in the construction of works which 
improve the value of the land belonging to. the 
United. States. The Government of the United 
States is the proprietor of a large portion of public 
land through which this road passes. 

Mr. FULLER. If that is the ground upon 
which the gentleman bases this claim, why is it 
this bill provides that in case there is no public 
land of the Government within the range of six 
miles on each side of the road, other distant lands 
may be selected? : 

Mr. PHELPS. 
| the gentleman. 
donated to the State have been sold, that the agents 
of the State shall have the right to select other 


measure? should:-be--discussed..in the 


I will answer the inquiry of 


(or upwar section- 1t 
i the land was some: ten miles’ from timber, the 


{| will take upon themselves the trouble to ma 


It provides that if the sections | 


froma St: ‘western line of the State. 
Some:two or three different roads were surveyed. 
After having gone westward some hundred miles 
ds through’ a séction of country where 


‘Government lands’on’ each ‘sidewere all taken 
up in conséquence of that survey... The expecta- 
tions of those purchasing the’ lands was, thatthe 
road would be ‘constructed. upon the line of that 
survey: I hold in my hand-a statement: of the 
| receiver of public moneys of the Clayton land dis- 
| trict, in my Congressional district. “It's. the die- 
trict through which this survey was made. The 
| total receipts of that land office for the year 1849, 
for cash sales, were. $36,270. In.1850 the sales 
amounted to $59,425; and for three quarters of the 
| year 1851, the sales amounted to $101,000. These 
li increased sales are to be entirely attributed to the 
il fact, that it was expected the road would pass 
through that district. Itis true that there wasa great 
sale of public lands to emigrants who came to that 
| State to settle there. The number of emigrants to 
! that State is about the same each year, and hence 
| youcannot account for the accelerated sale of these 
| jands except by the fact that the persons purchas- 
| ing these lands believed that they would be greatly 
! enhanced in value by the construction of that 
! road, and that the road was to be constructed upon 
‘the survey thus made. I say, then, if gentlemen 
ke a 
| calculation of the present value of lands, consider- 


ij ing that we have public lands which have heen in 


| market for twenty-five or thirty years unsold in a 
| certain distriet of country, they will find that the 
Government will be the gainer by giving away one 


lands in lieu of them within fifteen miles on each 
side of the road. What are the other provisions 
in that bill? They are, that upon these railroads 
shall be transported the mails at prices to be de- 
termined upon by Congress. The whole question 
of compensation is left to the discretion of Con- 
gress. Lt also provides that the munitions of war 
shall be transported upon these roads free of cost. 


nnally would greatly exceed the interest upon the 
proceeds of the lands which itis proposed to grant 
to the State of Missouri, were they sold. How 


ing the Mexican war were enormous. Í think 
there were some steamboats laden with munitions 
of war belonging to the Government of the United 
States which became a total loss. The amount of 
Government property Jost was estimated at some- 
thing like $200,000. 

I again say, that there is ample remuneration to 
the Government of the United States, for 
privilege given to the State of Missouri for the se 
lection of other lands within fifteen miles of the 
been disposed of. i 
E trust that the inquiries of my friend from | 


| ciples that we justify it. I will proceed now to 
remark, that as the Government of the United 
States is the proprietor of the greater part of the 
public Jand through which these roads wil) pass, 
and ihat as the construction of these roads will 
enhance ihe value of those lands, and accelerate 


appropriation bills that will hereafter come up, it 
will never be reached. It may become necessary 
at some time then to discharge the committee 
from its consideration, and it will then be brought 
before the House for action. There is no dispo- 
sition on the part of those who advocate the pas- 
sage of this measure, or others of a similar de- 
scription, to stifle inquiry, or diseussion. At the 
commencement of this session, when a discussion 
took place upon the reference of the President’s || 
message, my galleazue took occasion to develop 
his views inréfation to bills of this character, and 
the reasons why they should he adopted.. Í was 
in the hopes then that those who opposed these 
measures would have debated the public land sys- 
tem generally, and that we should then have had 
presented to us the various propositions which 
were intended to be submitted, in relation to the | 
disposal of the public domain and the peculiar |; 


views of gentlemen. In this I was disappointed. |: 


; ple of that inthe case of the Indian reservation | 


| tain lands were reserved there for the Indians, no 
: better than the other lands belonging to the Gov- ¿. 
į ernment of the United States, the price of which. 
i was graduated and reduced after being offered for 


| of these roads will accelerate the saleof lands upon £ 
the line of that'road. 


their sale, that itis the duty of the General Gov- 
! ernment to make the donation of lands proposed. 


The amount that the Government would be com- | 
pelled to pay for the transportation of munitions of |: 
war and of troops over these roads, otherwise, an- |: 


is it that supplies to New Mexico and Utah are !: 
forwarded? ‘They are now carried entirely through į 
Missouri, The expense for the transportation of į| 
property of the United States upon that river dur- |! 


the | 


road, should those along the line of the rosd have ! 


| Maine are now answered. It is upon these prin- |! 
| 


half for the purpose `of selling the other half in 
one, or two, or three years. Jt Is a question which 
every man may calculate for himself, and—— 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, (interposing 
iask the Chair if the morning hour has not ex- 
pired. 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. STANTON moved to proceed to the busi- 
ness upon the Speaker’s table; which motion was 
agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The Speaker laid before the House the follow- 
ing messages heretofore received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, viz: 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

I transmit herewith a copy of the annual report of the Di- 
rector of the Mint at Philadelphia, showing the operation 
of the Mint und its branches for the year 1851. 

` MILLARD FILLMORE. 
| WASHINGTON, February 10, 1852. 
| On motion, the said message and accompany- 
ji ing documents were ordered to lie on the table, 


i and be printed. 
| To the Senate and House of * 
ji Representatives ef the United States: 
|: I transmit herewith a report from the Seeretary of the 
; Interior, containing a report from Thomas U. Walter, Archi- 
tect for the erection ofthe Capitol. 
MILLARD FILLMORE. 

Wasuineron, February 10, 1852. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved that the 
i message be referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
, lie Buildings and Grounds. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. This communication is upon 
i the subject of expenditures upon the Capitol, ft 
| should therefore properly go to the Committee of 
| Ways and Means, who have churge of the subject 
aiready. I make that motion. * $ 
| Mr. STANTON. The gentleman from Ala- 
| bama is mistaken. The communication belongs 
i properly to the Committee on the Public Buildings 
; and Grounds, A 


| 


F recollect well the time when it was proposed in 
this House, to graduate and to reduce the price 
of the public lands. Instead of diminishing the 
revenue, which would be derived by the Govern- :: 
ment frorn the sale of these lands, it was on the! 
contrary increased. We hada remarkable exam- | 


within the limits of the State of Mississippi. Cer- 


2 certain length of time in the market. ‘Vey were ii 
n the course of some five or six years ail sold, 
realizing to the Government an average amount of | 

25 per acre. i then say, that the construction |, 


li 


The question, was taken first on the motion to 
refer to the Committee on the Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and agreed to. 


THE STEAMER PROMETHEUS. 
To the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States: 

I transmit t0 Congress a copy of the instructions dis- 
patched from the Deparment of State to the Minister of the 
United States at London respecting the attack on the United 
States steamer € Prometheus,” in the harbor of San Juan 
de Nicaragua, by the British brig of war “Express,” and also 
a copy of the dispatches of Mr. Lawrence fo that Depart- 
ment, and of his correspondence with Her Britamic Majes 
ty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ou the 
same subject. MILLARD FILLMORE. 

WASHINGTON, February 19, 1852. f 


On motion of Mr. Hovsron, it was ordered 
that the message and accompanying documents 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and be printed. i 


* 


1852. 


‘The Speaker also laid 
lowing Executive communications, viz: 

I. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a capy of a communication from 
that Department to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, on the subject of custom-houses in the 
course of erection, or authorized to be constructed; 
which, on motion by Mr. Housron, was, with the 
accompanying documents, ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. > : 

Il. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
in relation togcertain bonds of the State of Ar- 
kansas, held m trust for the Chickasaw Indians, 
and submitting an estimate for one year’s interest | 


thereon; which was referred to the Committee of {| 


} 
J 


Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

HI. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
transmitting two communications from the Secre 
tary of the Interior, covering estimates for run- 
ning and marking the northern boundary of Iowa; 
and also for expenses in connection with the geo- ! 
logical surveys and reports made by Messrs. 
Foster and Whitney; which, on motion, was, with | 
the accommanying documents, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed: 

IV. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting copies of the official Army Register, for 
the year 1852; which was ordered to fie on the 
table, and be printed. 

V. A letter from the Postmaster General, trans- | 


mitting, in compliance with law, a copy of a con- || 


tract for mail transportation between Charleston, | 
South Carolina, and Havana; also, a statement 
of the amount of postages derived therefrom; also, į 
a copy of the contracts entered into with the Pa- 
cific Mail Steamship Company for an increase of 
service; which said letter and accompanying doc- 
uments were referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be! 
printed. i 

Vi. Also, a letter from the Postmaster Gene- 
ral, transmitting information in answer to the res- 
olution of the House of Representatives of the 
26th ult., relative to the allowance since 1849 of | 
claims heretofore disallowed or suspended; which, 
on motion by Mr. Fuuzer, of Maine, was, with 
the accompaning documents, ordered to lie on the 
table, ahd be printed, 


KOSSUTH AND EUROPEAN LIBERTY. 

The SPEAKER. Iam charged with the pre- 
sentation to the House of the proceedings of a 
meeting held in the Capitol at Albany, New York, 
in relation to Kossuth and European liberty. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I move that the 
communication be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Let us hear 
what it is. ‘ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
be read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Itis very long. 

Mr. BAYLY. I will suggest to the gentleman | 
from Georgia that there is a very long string of : 
resolutions, which will take the Clerk an hour to | 
read. 

Mr. SWEETSER. [call for a division on the | 
proposition to lay upon the table. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Is it a memorial or resolu- 
tion? What is its nature? 

The SPEAKER. There are several resolu- 
tions and one or two speeches in the paper. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
from? 

The SPEAKER. Albany, New York. 

Mr. STEPHENS. [ask for the reading of it. 


I move that it be 


F ask that it 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, withdrew his mo- | 


tion to lay upon the table. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Then I withdraw the call | 


for the reading of the paper. 


The question was then taken, and the aper was ; 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- ' 
lowing bills from the Senate; which were severally ! 


read a first and second time by their titles, and 


| 
| 
} 


Where does it emanate | 


i 
i 


State. o 
prings therein; 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. ~ 

No. 111. An act for the relief of William A. 
Richmond; referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

No. 137. An act to confirm the claim’ of John 
Ervin to a certain tract of land in the Bastrep | 
Claim; referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

No. 150. An act for the relief of Francis P. 
Gardner; referred to the Committee on Military ; 
Affairs. 

No. 171. An act for the relief of Jane Irvin; re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 


LIEUTENANT COLONEL MITCHELL. 
Senate bill No. 161, for the relief of Lieutenant 


then taken up in its order, and read a first and 
second time by its title. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, Why not pass 
that bill? 

{A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of their Secretary, Asnury Dicxins, 
sa. . 

wi, EVANS. T have no objection to the refer- | 
ence of the bill to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs; but in two or three minutes I can explain its 
nature to the House, 

The SPEAKER. 
refer. 


No motion was made to 


Colonel Mitchell, of the State of Missouri, was | 


with $97,000. If we do not, pass it, there will be 
another claim bý. Colonel Mitchell for the ‘sacri- 
| fice upon his property, ‘perhaps to the ‘amount of 
$97,000 more. Colonel Mitchell was: only. obey- 
ing the command of his superior officer, ahd ought 
clearly not to suffer. tg o Pee 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. “What court rén- 
dered judgment against him ? 

Mr. EVANS. The Unite 
Missouri. 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Harmony is a resident of 
New York. Colonel Mitchell, while traveling in 
the State of New York, was served with a process 
from the district court of the United States, and 
judgment was rendered against him by the United 
| States court over which Judge Nelson presides. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I.willstate, 
that all chance of appeal has been cut off, from the 
fact that Harmony sent the record of. the judgment 
he obtained in New York, to Missouri, and there 
obtained a judgment upon the record against 
Mitchell, at St. Louis, where his property lies. 

Mr. EVANS. Ido not propose to occupy the 
time of the House any longer. I merely wanted to 
make an explanation. If the House chooses to 
refer the hill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, let it go;but I am afraid we 
shall have more to pay hereafter than we should 
have now, ae A 

Mr. VENABLE next obtained the floor, but 
yielded to 


d States: court in 


Mr. EVANS. 
upon its passage. 

Mr. DANIEL. I object. 

The bill was then read by the Clerk. 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. It contains an ap- 
propriation. 


I make a motion to put the bill 


must be referred. 

Mr. EVANS. If the bill must go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 1 do not propose to discuss it. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
the bill must gg.to the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEARER. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. EVANS. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to put it upon its passage. 

Mr. DANIEL. I object, and move to refer the 
bill to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. EVANS. 1 have the floor upon it at 
any rate. Harmony was a Santa Fé trader. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make a 
motion to refer? . 

Mr. EVANS. [ am speaking to the motion 
made by the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
Dante, to refer the bill to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL. I submitted the motion that it 
be referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and not the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EVANS. Harmony was a Santa Fé 
trader. He had a large number of wagons, 
containing valuable merchandise, which he was 


Chihuahua. Colonel Doniphan’s force took pos- 
session of these wagons, partly, F believe, for the 
use of the army of the United States, and partly 
to prevent Harmony’s further advance. Colonel 
Mitchell was the officer who executed the com- 
manc of Colonel Doniphan. Harmony came be- | 
i fore the last Congress and asked for relief, and it 
has uniformly reported in his favor. YT think a bill 
for his relief passed through this House, and once 


a 


through the Senate, but it never passed both 
g pI p 


| 
| 
| 


Houses at the same sion; of this, however, I 
am not certain, and it is of no consequence. Ffar- 


sort of business, and could not afford to come to 


gresa, but intended to go West and sue Colonel 
itehell. He did bring a suit against him, recov- 
| ered the sum of $97,000, and I am informed that 
' he is about to levy an execution on the property 
of Colonel Mitchell. This property will be sacri- 
ficed, unless we move in this matter rapidly. If 
that execution be levied, the whole amount of 
the bill will not by any means compensate Col- 
onel Mitchell for the damage which he will have 
suffered. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill | 


Does the Speaker decide that || 


conveying on the route between Santa Fé and | 


mony told me himself, that he was tired of this | 


Washington and run after the Houses of Con- |i 


: i 
Every one knows ihata sheriff’s sale ii 


Mr. DANIEL. A remark made by the gentle- 
| man from Maryland, was calculated to produce 
some mistake as to the action of the different 
branches of Congress in regard to this matter. I 
| understood him to say that the wholeamount of this 
judgment had been heretofore reported on in oneor 
the other branch of Congress. Now the amount 
which the Military Committee of the last Con- 
gress thought ought to be awarded was only some 
$30,000; and if by any failure to make a proper de- 
i| fence, the claimant has suffered a larger sum to be 
recovered, I see no moral obligation resting on the 
|| Government to pay it. : 

Mr. VENABLE. I desire to make but a sin- 
gle remark. I have examined this case. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman per- 
mit me to make a single remark? i 

Mr. VENABLE. I will yield the floor in `a 
moment, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I merely desire to make 
one statement in reference to what the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Danm] has just 
said. 

Mr. VENABLE. Very well, I yield the floor 
for that purpose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. During the last Con- 
gress, when the claim of Harmony was presented, 
i it went tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and 
was referred to me by that committee. [ reported 
j & bill, which will be found among the papers.of 
the last Congress, allowing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to settle with him for the goods he had 
lost, as te alleged, by the orders of the Govern- 
ment, through its officer in New Mexico or Chi- 
huahua, limiting the amount, however, to $30,000. 
Mr. Harmony claimed at one time $60,000, but 
he was content to receive $30,000, and said that 
: amount would cover his entire loss. These facts 
were known, I nk, to all the members of the 
Military Committee of the last Congress. The 
Lill for the relief of Harmony failed, and a suit 
i| was then instituted against Colonel Mitchell. 
+ Now, the fact at which I wish to arrive is this: 
ii whether he made a proper defence when he was 
: sued, : 

i) Mr. VENABLE. If Iam correctly informed, 
| these gre the facts: That upon the suit being 
wrought against Colonel Mitchell, he informed the 
| Department here of it; that the suit was tried in 
ii New York, and that the United States District 
ii Attorney defended the suit; that the Department 
iÍ here provided means for the defence of the suit; 
| that it was contested inch by inch; and that dam- 
ages were recovered by Harmony against Colonel 
|; Mitchell. É 
i0 Mr. BISSELL. Those are the facts. 
i in New York atthe time. 

Mr. VENABLE. The former Secretary of 


1 was 


i: War, Governor Marcy, was the counsel of Mitch- 
!' ell. The case was thoroughly investigated, and 
‘upon being investigated Mitchell was held liable 
i for having obeyed the orders of Colonel Doni- 
i| phan, in seizing the property of Harmony. . The 


must be for cash. You do not sell there upon 

No. 38. An act for the relief of M. K. War- || credit; at least it is not so in my State, nor by the 
rington and C. St. J. Chubbs, executors of Cap- | common law. Colonel Mitchell’s property must 
tain Lewis Warrington and others; referred to the |! be sacrificed if a cash sale take place, and unless 
Committee on Naval Affairs. i| we pass the bill now, we cannot indemnify him 


referred as indicated below: 


` Government defended the case by the ablest coun- 
eal that could pe obtained —Governor Marcy, and N 


a verdict was obtained against Mitchell. A copy 


ofthe record was then carried to St, “Louis; and |j < 


there again the United States District Attorney 
defended’ the case; but judgment was recovered 

ainst Mitchell a second time, and the whole of 
his property is under execution,’ So that it will 
amount to the entire confiscation of ‘the property- 
of a deserving man for simply obeying his superior 
oficer. If any gentleman will take. the trouble to | 
examune.the report of the Senate, or the papers.in 
the case, they will find. that this ‘meritorious gen- 
iieman, Colonel Mitchell, was, by the command } 
of Colonel ` Doniphan, placed in) a position in 
which he must either be broken’ for ‘disobeying 
his superior officer, or crushed and sacrificed for 
obeying his orders. Lite | 

Mr. BISSELL.. "What the gentleman from 
North Carolina has stated in regard to the facts ; 
of ‘this case is strictly true. I chanced to be in 
New York myself during the progress of the trial, | 
and I know that the suit was contested inch by | 
inch, and that judgment was obtained against | 


Mitchell in spite of the most able and energetic |; 


‘defence. ; 

Mr. PHELPS. In addition to the statement 
made by the gentleman from North Carolina, I 
will say, that whilst the suit brought by Harmo- 
ny against Mitchell was pending im the city of 
New York, under the direction of the District At- 
torney of the United States, who was engaged in 
the defence of Mitchell, commissioners were sent 


Mr. BISSELL. Fask my colleague, if-it was 
not proved that: the goods were so damaged as to 
be nearly or quite worthless? <=.. : 
: “Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 think not. He re- 
ceived thera from Mitchell under protest, not be- 
cause they were damaged, but because he was not 
permitted ‘totake them where he desired to go. 

‘T wish to add, in connéction with this matter, 
that under all the circumstances, I think, Mitchell 
ought to be indemnified... Judgment has been ob- 
taihed against him- for the discharge of his duty 


| as an officer of the United States, and the Govern- 


. ment cannot do otherwise than indemnify him. 
Mr. COBB. Will‘the gentleman from Ohio 
law me to propound a question to him? {am 

Fous to vole for this bill, if I can get a little 
dithculty removed out of my way. : 

Mr. SWEETSER. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise 
for the purpose of opposing this bill, so far as the 
gallant Colonel Mitchell is concerned; on the con- 
! trary, I am in favor of affording him the most 
prompt and ample relief. A. 

[Here a number of gentlemen rising for the pur- 
pose of making remarks, and asking questions, 
Mr. Swwerser said that he would yield to his 
friends in due time; but they must permit him first 
to eall the attention of the House and the country 
to the alarming principles involved in the assump- 
tion of facts upon which this bill is predicated.} 

it is assumed that Colonel Mitchell, a lieuten- 
ant-colonel in the army of the United States in the 
war with Mexico, was ordered by Col. Doniphan, 
his superior officer, to take possession of certain 


j 
{ 
I 


to Missouri for the purpose of obtaining the depo- 
sitions of withesses who were in Doniphan’s regi- 


ment at the time of the alleged impressment ofthe ` 


property. Every opportunity was afforded to 
enable a proper defence of the suit to be made, and 
after judgment was rendered in the United States 
court in the city of New York against Mitchell, 
the advice of the present Attorney General of the 
United Stetes (Mr. Crittenden) was taken upon 


the question, whether it was advisable to take į 
the case to the Supreme Court of the United States | 


or not? and fam informed, that on an examina- 
tion of the matter, the Attorney General gave itas 
his opinion that it was useless to prosecute the 
case further. 

Mr. BISSHLL. I have very little to add to 
wliat has already been stated, and I shall be very 
rief. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, (interrupting.) I 


desire to know whether any bill of exceptions was |} 


taken during the progress of the trial, either to the 
audmission or rejection of testimony or to the ruling 
of the court below ? 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 cannot inform the gentle- 
man whether any bill of exceptions was taken or 
not, 

Mr, PHELPS. Ëf not, it was the fault of the 
District Attorney. x 

Mr. BISSELL. If not, it was the fault of the 
very ablest of counsel. I presume that if there 
was any propriety in taking such a bill of excep- 
tions, it was done, 

But, sir, L was going on to say, that if there has 
been any bill before us on which we ought to take 
prompt action, it seems to me this is one. There 
never was a more honest man, more deserving 
officer than Colonel Mitchell, his fidelity to 

his country alone has placed him in a position 
where he is in imminent hazard of being utterly 
ruined peenniarily. The passage of this bill can 
alone save him, That is all I have to say, 

Mr. SWEETSER next obtained the floor, but 
yielded to 


Mr. RICHARDSON, who said: I desire to | 


say, that in the remarks which I made a few mo- | 
ments ago, I intended to express no hostility to | 
“this bill, The claim of Harmony was not a good | 
one against this Government. That is perfectly 


clear. The claim, except for some $1,900, the | 


value of mules taken by the-Government and put |: 


in te wagon trains, is not a 
reason—the goods that he all 
of his possession by Colon 
stored to him when the army 
and he assumed the ownersh 
ten days, and sold some of t 
determined that the army sh 
abandoned the goods. 


reached Chihuahua, y 
ip of them for some |Í 
hem. When it was | 
ould leave there, he || 

aude After the trespass had been if 
committed, therefore, as he alleged, he waived the 
trespass by assuming the ownership of the goods 


| 
d disposing of a porti ! 
and disposing of a portion of them, 


merchandise, the property of a trader, in order to 
i| prevent the same from falling into the hands of 
the Mexicans ; that he obeyed the order of said 
Doniphan, and took the possession of the property, 
amounting to about seventeen thousand dollars, 
which property was abandoned by the owner, and 
destroyed, or lost, by the army, and that the owner 
| has prosecuted Colonel Mitchell, in the circuit 
i court of the United States for the district of New 
York; that said Mitchell gave the Government at 
Washington notice of the prose@ution, and that 
Governor Marcy, late Secretary of War, was em- 
ployed, and conducted the defence on the part of 
Coloncl Mitchell, and that the case was pertina- 
ciously litigated, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; that a judgment has been 
recovered against Colonel Mitcheil for the enor- 
mous sum of ninety-seven thousand dollars, or there- 
abouts, a transeript of which judgment has been 
taken to Missouri, and a judgment there rendered 
i upon the record; that execution has been issued 
and levied upon Colonel Mitchell’s property, 
which is about to be sacrificed, in discharge of 
said jodement, &c., as aforesaid rendered; that the 
relief sought by this bill is absolutely necessary in 
order to save Colonel Mitchell’s property from sale 
and sacrifice; that the necessity for the passage of 
this bill is so urgent that all the usual forms of 
| logislation should be dispensed with; and that the 
House, by unanimous consent, should now put 
this bill upon its passage; and that all remedy b 
appeal or writ of error is lost to Colonel Mitchell. 
That he must be sacrificed for an act which was 
done in the line of his duty, in strict conformity 
with the order given by his superior officer, in a 
time of war, in an enemy’s country. 


| Uon—a question that has aroused all my sensi- 
bilities; and whilst I am willing to make the most 
ample relief to Colonel Mitchell, I must be per- 
mitied to express my surprise and alarm at the 
principles it involves. Sir, I call upon the legal 
talent of this House to scrutinize this matter, and 
speak out upon the principles involved. 

Has this Administration been guilty of such 
neglect, a want of proper care and attention to 
the interests of its officers in a time of war as to 
; permit a subordinate officer to be sacrificed in the 
; manner indicated? Ffit has, I charge the Admin- 


i istration with a neglect of its duty to the Govern- 


good claim, for this || ment, to the injured citizen, and as unfit to man- 
eges were taken out }/ age the affairs of the country in accordance with 
el Mitchell, were re- || known and well-settled legal principles, which are 


essential to the very preservation of the Govern- 
ment itself. 

I call upon the legal gentlemen upon this floor 
to sustain me in demanding for an officer in the 
army, In a time of war, who executes and obeys 


| the orders of a superior, the same immunity which | 
| attaches to a judicial officer in the honest discharge 


of duty, within the scope of his jurisdiction. I 


This bill involves a grave and important ques- | 


| 


{ 


j 
1 


t 


judge ru 


: quate relief. 


: that this 
| posed of. 


_ responsi 


“the case admitted be~ 
| fore the House, n al-tribunal on the fave of 
the earth, of any. character, could have mistaken 
| the well-settled law on the subject of military and 
judicial immunity. - There is no principle so im- 
portant and vital to the well-being of @ country as 
the sustaining of all officers, either military or judi- 
cial, in the discharge of high and important. mili- 
tary and judicial duty. E RR 
` Mr. Speaker, I confess I feel alarmed when T 
reflect; that at this time, we have presented. to ar 
American Congress a case like th@ orie-now: be- 
fore us. - It strikes at. the very foundation of all 
overnment, and, if permitted, will subject mers 
iim the honest discharge of public duty, to pains 
and penalties which, in their consequences, will 
| render all such’funetions hazardous in the extreme. 
It cannot be that this case has ever been fairly 
presented and litigated asit should have been, con- 
sidering such important considerations. 
jl Sir, Í cannot believe that the highly-respectable 
i tribunal referred to, have adjudicated such grave 
i questions, and determined the law as seems to be 
admitted on this floor, This Administration be- 
ing charged with the defence of this case, are re- 
sponsible to the country for any and all violations 
of duty or principle in relation thereto. I call 
upon them to vindicate themselves to the country, 
and to vindicate the principle of military and judi- 
cial immunity. I call upon them to. answer to the 
country, for permitting Colonel Mitchell to be ha- 
rassed by a lawsuit, for an act which was done in 
the discharge of duty, and in obedience to the com- 
mand of a superior officer. . 
Why has this matter rested for so long a time, 
until a bill is predicated upon a recovery of a 
judgment for $97,000, in a case where but about 
$17,000 of property was lost? Why has this Ad~ 
ministration suffered the dignity of the Govern- 
ment, the majesty of the law, to be thus prostrated 
and outraged in the person of a gallant officer, 
who sustained the flag of his country in time of 
war? I demand, why all this, with some of the first 
legal men of the country at the head of that Ad- 


assert and mainta. 


‘ 


| ministration? 


Sir, the blunders of the Administration were 


| sufficiently apparent in the unfortunate Cuban proc- 


lamation; in the prosecution of the Christiana mur- 
devers for high treason. I will not suffer this oppor- 
tunity to pass without calling the attention of the 
House and the country to these matters. 

I again invoke the attention and aid of the legal 
gentlemen of this House to the consideration of 
these momentous questions, and must be permitted 
to say, that since Í have been honored with a seat 


| on this floor, I have not witnessed with so much 


surprise and alarm any question that has come be- 
fore the House for its action. 

Sir, let us pause and consider well what we are 
doing, before we sanction the doctrines imbodied 
in this bill; at least, let us raise our voices and 
call the attention of the country to the facts and 


| principles involved, before we sanction even a bil} 


for the relief of Colonel Mitchell, to be regarded 
as an acquiescence in the action of the Govern. 
ment, 

It has been said by the honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsuatut,] that Colonel 
Mitchell has no remedy other than the passage of 
this bill. 

The gentleman Is mistaken; there is not a re- 
spectable judge in Christendom who would not 
order a stay of execution in the case admitied, 
if an appeal had been perfected or a writ of error 
allowed. Ido not know how this matter has beer 
litigated if the facts are as stated. A plea in bar 
would have raised the legal defence, or if the 
ed erroneously on the trial, a bill of ex- 
would have laid the foundation for ade- 
And, sir, I repeat, there is not a 
respectable judge in Christendom that would not 
have ordered a stay of execution upon the judg- 


ceptions 


| ment in Missouri, until the appeal or writ of error 


had been disposed of. 

The gentleman is mistaken. IE cannot believe 
case is one that should be summarily dis- 
__ Let us havea full hearing, and place 
bility where it properly belongs. 
bove all, let us vindicate the principles of law, 


PLET ; : 
which are essential to the maintenance of Govern- 


ment, and 


i 
n 


J 


place just responsibility where it justly 

belongs. 
Sir, I shall shrink from no responsibility, in 

placing upon the heads of delinquents proper cen- 
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sure, nor shall I fail to call the attention of this 
House and the country, now, and at all times, to 
the alarming disclosures which seem to be admit~ i 
ted in this case. 

I desire to be distinctly understood, that I shall 
give my vote with great pleasure for a bill that | 
will fully indemnify Colonel Mitchell; and it is 
not my wish to procrastinate the passage of this 
or any suitable bill for that abject. 


1 will now yield the floor to my honorable friend || 


from Missouri, [Mr. HaLL,] for explanation. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I want te make 
a simple reply to the gentleman from Ohio, 

Mr. SWEETSER. I promised to yield the | 
floor to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. HaLL,] 
and I will now yield it. 

Mr. HALL. No one was more strongly op- 

osed to the passage of the bill for the relief of 

manuel Harmony, when it was before the House, 
than myself. I believed it wasa claim which was | 
entirely unjust and should not have been allowed. | 
But a district court of the United States have | 
made a investigation into this case, and have | 
made a decision differently from what I had sup- 
posed to be the law, and there has been a judg- 
ment rendered against a citizen of my own State. 
If gentlemen will take the pains to examine into | 
the evidence before the House, they will find that | 
all Colonel Mitchell had to do in the case was this: | 
Harmony had a wagon-train of goods proceeding | 
to Chihuahua. The officer in command, however, | 
thought fit to detain him—as the gentleman from | 


New Mexico [Mr. Weicurman] can testify—and |! 


Colonel Mitchell, in obedience to that command, | 
did detain him. That is all Colonel Mitchell had 
to do in the matter—that is the extent of his in- 
strumentality in the case. 


Now, as to the question put by the gentleman || 


from Georgia, as to the propriety of the conclusions | 
arrived at by the court in New York: I was not 
at. the trial, and do not know what was the evi- 
dence produced in, the case. But I can testify, 
from a long acquaintance with Colonel Mitchell, 
that there is not a more honest or a more gallant | 
man in this whole land, than he. He isas gallant 
aman as there is in the country, and he is as 
honest as he is gallant. 1 have not the slightest 
doubt in my own mind that he did just what it į 
was his duty to do in relation to this case, and | 
there is no sort of proof to the contrary. When 
he was about to be sued by Harmony, heinformed 
the Government that he was upon the point of 
being arraigned for the discharge of his duty as 
an officer of the Army of the United States. T'he 
Government appointed an agent to defend him, 
and he gave himself no uneasiness about it, be- 
cause he supposed the Government was able to 
defend his case. Buta judgment was rendered 
against him in New York. Upon that judgment 
he ws sued in St. Louis, and a judgement was 

recorded against him in the State of Missouri, and | 
he is now in danger of being ruined for no cause 

but for doing his duty as an officer in the United | 


States Army—for doing his whole duty in the de- || 
& 


fence of his country. 
Mr. SWEETSER, There is no man upon the 


|| and in the prosecution of the Christiana murderers 


|| facts before the country, and let the responsibility 


li to be violated. 


| 
| rater ‘ 5 z 

ji merits in the case which no lawyer will question. 
' 
| 


the course of this Administration has been upon 
this subject. This Administration, with all its 
blunders in relation to the Cuban proclamation, 


| for treason, has enough to answer for. If, with 
the distinguished man at its head, this Administra- 
tion permits the rights of an officer to be trampled 
on in this manner, I say that it becomes this 
House to protest against it in the most solemn 
manner, and to take such action, as will place the 


| fall where it properly belongs. The act of Colonel 
Mitchell was the act of the Government. 

I have no wish to protract the debate at this | 
| time. My desire has been to vindicate right and 
; principle fearlessly. I will yield the floor. * 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I have but a 
few words to say. The question for us to deter- 
raine is not whether the President has done wrong, 
or whether the Administration is to be censured 
or not; but it is, whether Colonel Mitchell, who is 
about to suffer great pecuniary loss in this matter, 
shall be relieved or not. That is the question, 
and [ do not intend to travel from it in reply to 
the gentleman from Ohio. But I would ask that 
| gentleman, in all candor, wherein or how is the 
President to blame? 

Mr. SWEETSER, 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
blame, then? 

Mr. SWEETSER. I think so. 

Mr. STEPHENS. How? I ask the gentle- 
man, how? Is the Administration to blame for 
what your courts do? Is the Administration to 
be held responsible for your district attorneys, 
even if they have not done right? I ask, has not 
: the Administration done all which is in its power 
to do when it has furnished the judges, the jurors, 
and the lawyers, for trying the case? 

Mr. SWEETSER. I will answer the gentle- 
į man with great pleasuré. It may be, as heclaims, 
that the Administration may be excused upon the 
ground that bygfirnishing the means of defence it 
has done all it Wight to do; but there is a want of 
attention, a negligence somewhere, or the rights 
of this officer would not have been permitted thus 


Not at all. 
Is the Administration to 


Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman is only re- 
peating what he said before. 

Mr. SWEETSER, ‘Well, I will come directly 
to the point. The fact is, that the district attorney 
t or the Solicitor of the Treasury had control of the 
| appointment of counsel to defend Colonel Mitchell 
i in this case, and I will not yield to any man that 
re could not have employed such counsel as would 
| have prevented such a judgment as was rendered 
| in this case, and therefore I say the Adininistra- 
tion is responsible in the matter, for there are 


Mr. STEPHENS. Very well; the gentleman 
rises and says there were merits in the case which 
no lawyer in this House will question, and if the 
case had been properly presented, that judgment 
would never have been rendered. Now I am not 
| prepared thus to appear before this House. Tam | 
i not prepared voluntarily to rise up and say, that 


floor who will bear testimony to the high character 


of Colonel Mitchell more willingly than myself. |; 


I repeat, that I do not rise for the purpose of op- 
posing the action of the House in relieving that 
gentleman from the unjust and oppressive judg- | 
ment which has been rendered against him. But i 
I rise for the purpose of calling the attention of the ! 
House and the country to the fact, that this Admin- | 
istration has permitted a gallant officer of the Army | 
in the war with Mexico to be stricken down by a 
judgment against him, in one of the courts of the 
United States. Task if there is a man in this | 
House who will get up and sanction the Adminis- 
tration in its conduct in this matter? As I re- 


marked, I do not rise for the purpose of opposing |. 


this bill, but I rise for the purpose of telling this 
Administration, and all who are interested in this 
matter, that if the time has come when an of- 
ficer, by obeying his superior in a time of war, 
and preventing property from falling into the hands 
of the enemy, is, by a form of judicial proceeding | 
instituted, about to be sacrificed and ruined—in a 
case, too, where he has done nothing but his duty ! 
in obeyiug a command, the disobedience of which | 
would have subjected him to infantry and disgrace | 
~I cannot refrain from expressing my surprise. 

It becomes this House, it becomes all the legal 

men of this House, to declare to the country what 


li House would say was an outrage? 


i there are principles and merits in this case, orany 
other case, which has been decided by any court 
: of the United States, which shows that it was de- | 
: cided wrong; and that no lawyer will question the 
error of the decision. In this case I am far from 
: affirming, that no lawyer will call in question the 
! impropriety and error of the court. *If I am cor- 
| rectly informed, this case was decided by an able 
| judge, after mature argument by able counsel. 
| Governor Marcy was the counsel for Colonel 
Mitchell. He is a man of unquestionable ability. 
| He was Secretary of War at the very time when 
: the trespass was committed. He must have 
| known whether Colonel Mitchell was acting under 
authority cr not. Does it become me, or any 
| member on this floor, to stand here and say, that 
| Governor Marcy would stand by and assent to, or 
yield to, by not excepting to any judgment | 
; founded upon principles which any lawyer in this 
I am not pre- 

ared to say that. If the gentleman from Ohio is, 
he can do so—I am not. But the Administration 
were certainly not remiss where the interests of 
the public were in Governor Marey’s hands. I 
am not prepared to say, that that distinguished 
lawyer and statesman did not conduct this case | 
with his known ability and fidelity. Iam not 
prepared to say, that he failed to do his duty, or | 
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that the judges were-corrupt, or that the district 
attorney was corrupt, or that the jury was corrupt, 
Tam not here to. make such charges; nordo-I 
arise now to the correctness of the judgment reni- 
dered. That question is not before the House. 
All that is properly submitted to us is, whether 
Colonel Mitchell is entitled to the relief asked? 
The judgment, whether properly or improperly 
rendered, is about to bé enforced. A gallant and 


‘faithful officer is about to be ruined, foran act done | 


in the public service, and for what was thought to 
be the public good; and the only question now be- 
fore us is, whether we will see him ruined by this 
loss, or let it be borne by the public? It is of great 
importance that the bill pass speedily; and the 
only point now before us is, Shall the bill be put. 
upon its passage? I hope gentlemen will not ob- 
ject to letting us havea vote uponit. This requires 
unanimous consent. If a vote is now allowed to 
be taken, gentlemen can vote as they please upon 
its merits. If any gentleman is opposed to it, let 
him vote against it. What I want is, that the 
House, by unanimous consent, may be allowed to 
pass at this time upon its merits. I seeno reason 
for delay. I think we ought to vote, and ¿vote 
now. And for myself, I am prepared to vote for 
the bill. 

Mr. MEADE. [rise for the purpose of making 
a suggestion, more to get the views of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Sreruens] in relation to it. 
than anything else, and to satisfy myself with re- 
gard to it. It seems to me, if the district court of 
New York was right in the judgment it pronounced 
that Mitchell acted not by authority of the Gov- 
ernment, and that he was a wrong-doer individu- 
ally. But if that decision was an erroneous: one 
upon principles of law, then 1 will vote for his re- 
lief; but if he was forced to act in obedience to 
Jawful authority, then it was an act which would 
bar recovery against him. But it seems the court 
thought he did act without authority. If he 
acted from authority, the United States. is the 
wrong-doer, and not Colonel Mitchell; ang the 
only remedy for the party aggrieved is by appli- 
cation to this Government. ut Mr. Harmony 
prefers to bring his action against Colonel Mitch- 
ell as an individual trespasser; and the court by 
its judgment—taking things prima fucie, for F do 
not say the judgment was correct—has decided 
that Colonel Mitchell acted not as the agent of the 
Government in this matter. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The gentleman ip iste 
the principle. A person injured has mays aright 
to look to the individual trespasser for compensa- 
tion, although he may have committed the tres- 
pass by the authority of his principal. An actof 
trespass is always illegal, and 

Mr. MEADE. The gentleman will alow me 
to proceed. I speak more for information than 
anything else. Lam not inclined to concede the po- 
sition taken by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomuns.J] I cannot give the authorities, but our 
books are full of cases of this sort. I will re- 
fer to a case against Commodore Stockton, where 
the owner of a vessel, a few years ago, sued him 
for seizing his vessel as a slaver, somewhere upon 
the African coast. In addition to his case, there 
is one now pending before this Congress, where 
Lieutenant Biscombe was sued for seizing a sla- 
ver, or one suspected of being a slaver, and bring- 
ing her to the United States. A libel was filed 
against the vessel, and the case was dismissed by 
the district attorney of Massachusetts, as. was.also 
the case in the action against Commodore Stock- 
ton. Upon the dismissal of the libel, a suit was 
instituted against Lieutenant Biscombe, in the one 
case, and against Commodore Stockton, in the 
other, and the parties failed to recover damages, 
because the officers were considered by the court, 
as having probable cause of suspicion, and having 
acted in obedience to orders from the Government. 
The cases failed upon the ground that the Lieu- 
tenant, inthe one case, and the Commodore in 
the other, were acting by authority, and the indi- 


| viduals aggrieved had no redress. 


The court decided in those cases that the plain- 
tif could not recover against the officers of Gov- 
ernment, acting by its authority. And those offi- 
cers having expended their individual means in the 
defence of the actions brought against them, ap- 
plied here to obtain redress. Commodore’ Stock- 
ton was paid the costs of his suit" by the Gov- 
ernment, and we are prepared to report a bill to re~- 
imburse to Lieutenant Biscombe the like expenses. 
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acts in obedience to, the lawful instruekons oi oE I| oro i should have the responsibility of a committee as 


“The | 


for acts committed under these instructions? TI 
inferior officer is bound to obey the commands of 
his superior. The superior officer is presumed to 
act with authority: and if. he acts by authority, I 
undertake to lay down the. position that he is in- | 
demnified against. the consequences arising out of 
his obedience to-his orders: ` E 


‘A Voice. Suppose a superior excéeds his au- | 
thority? ge oe aa Ponte gee 
“Mr. MEADE. If a superior. ex¢eeds his au- 


thority, then the case is a different one. Do I 
understand this is:the case at bar?) If. Colonel 

' Doniphan exceeded his authority, aud thereby | 
get Colonel Mitchell. into a scrape, ï should vote 
to relieve Colonel Mitchell. 

Mr. PHELPS. That was the case. 

. Mr. MEADE. The question arises, was Colo- 
nel Doniphan authorized to issue the order to Col- 
onel Mitchell? Ifhe was, then I say the United 
States is responsible for the trespass, and not the 
officer. 

A Voice. Thatis the case. 

Mr. MEADE. If he did not, and if the judg- 
ment of the court is an erroneous one; if they 
ought to have found in favor of Mitchell, upon the | 
ground that he was acting in obedience to author- 
ity, I should be in favor of relieving Colonel 
Mitchell, and in favor of this bill, unless it be 
made perfectly manifest that he acted wrongfully, 
without authority, and under circumstances which 
did nét justify him. 

L believe I shall vote for the bill after investi- 
gating the facts and merits of the case. But there 
seems tobe a difference of opinion in regard to the 
facts ond"Merits, and I am in favor of inquiring 
into them, as they have been imperfectly related 
by the different speakers, and not with that detail 
which is necessary to enable us to come to a cor- | 
rect decision. IT would rather look into the cir- 
cumstances of this case before I vote, because I 
do not wish, by hastily passing a bill of this sort, | 
set the exnmple; and say that an officer, who, in 
obedience to his instructions, commits a trespass, 
and is afterwards sued for it, and make some loose 
defence of his case, or neglects it, is justified in | 
coming before the Congress of the United States 
for indemnity. I wish by a scrutiny of this case 
to put those officers. upon their guard, and require 
them to e every defence that is necessary, and 
that they n possibly make. If Colonel Mitchell 
has done this duty which he owed to himself and 
to the Government, L will vote for this bill, 

“Mr. COBB. I am inclined to vote for the bill, 
if] can, by one or two appropriate answers, get a 
little difficulty out of the way. I want to vote 
knowingly. I think that by asking ‘one or two 
questions Lean get the information I desire. Did 
I understand—I regret that the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ulinois [Mr. Rrenarnson] is not in 
his seat—did [ understand him to say that this 
man was before the last Congress for relief? 

Mr. PHELPS, No. 

Mr. COBB, Thope lt misunderstood him. My 
understanding was, that Colonel Mitchell asked 
relief at the last Congress. 

Mr, VENABLE. No, Mr. Harmony applied ʻi 
for relief at the last Congress, not Colonel Mitchell, |: 

Mr. COBB. ‘That is the man. That is one of || 
the branches I would like to have explained. j 
Mr, STEPHENS, of Georgia. will answer | 

as-I understand it. 


No; Mr. Harmony. 
‘Mr. COBB. Lam glad to hear it. i i 
Mr. STEPHENS. Harmony would notawait '| 
the action of Congress but sued Colonel Mitchell, | 
and recovered against him. 
Mr. COBB. “Another question. I 
believe that Colonel Mitchell obtained 


of a portion of these goods and made u 
Is that so? i 


Mr. PHELPS. 
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No, no—that is not -so 
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ee CPER. T am glad of that. Laughter.] 
ave always been disposed to tread lightly when 

F could not see the ground upon which I was going |! 

to tread. When this question was first presented | 

my impulse. was—as my impulses always are to |) 

do justice to every individual coming and | 

asking for relief—to vote for the bill in 

ously. My mind was misdirected, and 


i 
Hi 
ff 


stantane- | 


H 


Government, heis liable to ‘asuityas an individual, | ‘propounded, E should have been obliged to voteto 


formation. Gentlemen ‘will allow me to say it is 


refer the bill for the purpose of getting further in- 


olicy; whenevera case” is presented here— 
one which L believe tobe meritorious—to give it 
speedy consideration, rather than to throw it into 
that vortex whence nothing comes out. I want 
direct action upon the biland twill vote for it, 
Mr. WALSH. Allow meto say ‘that.a pomt 
of law was raised in the case of Harmony ws. | 
Mitchell, which was fully discussed, and I do not 
understand the court as sanctioning the law-as laid 
down by the learned gentleman from Georgia, 
{Mr. Toomss.] The case was this: It was not | 
one of immediate pressing necessity. This man 
Harmony was on his way to Mexico with goods, 
continea in wagons, and Colonel Doniphan, in | 
the exercise of his military discretion, decided that, | 
if those goods should come into the possession of ! 
the Mexicans, as they would be likely to do, they 
would aid them essentially in their defence, and 
he ordered Colonel Mitchell, with his command, | 
whatever it was, to take possession of the goods i 
in order to prevent that catastrophe. The justifi- 
cation was a military one. Every military man 
considered it a justification. He was doing his 
duty as a soldier, and he would have been liable 
to punishment and rebuke if he faltered. But the 
court says this is not—looking at it in a technical 
point of view—a case of immediate necessity, and 
that that is the test of the responsibility of the | 
party. The question of law is raised before the 
court, argued before them, and decided upon that 
ground. 1 suppose it is technical law, and it is a 
hard law, against the effects of which this gentle- 
man ought to be saved, and saved at once. It is 
perfectly manifest, let me say in addition, that the 
Government took the responsibility of this pro- 
ceeding, and if the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
Sweersen] is right in saying that the Administra- 
tion is in fault, the sins of the Adagpistration ought 
not to be visited upon this military officer. 

The Government recognized the right of this 


my p 


Gentlemen ‘think they know some- 
thing about the facts, but they may be mistaken. 
One of my objects was to. have all the facts rela- 
tive to the bill. placed before the House. : If those 
stated here should. be ascertained to betrue by a 
committee, I would not oppose the bill; ‘on the con- 
trary, I would willingly. vote for it. Therefore 
itig that I cannot withdraw my motion. “In ác- 
cordance with the promise I made the gentleman 
from Alabama, I will-call for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Thecall for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 
| The question was taken upon the motion to refer, 
and it was disagreed to. 
| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to order- 
| ing the bill to be en rossed, and read a third time? 

Mr. MEADE. Is it in order to move to refer 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole upon the 
state of the Union? 

Several Mempens. Let us vote! 
be put upon its passage! . red 

he SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
objection having been made to the engrossment 
of the bill, under the rules, it mustgo to the gom- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MEADE. My object in rising just now, 
was to enter a protest against hasty legislation.in 
matters of this sort. 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks debate is 
out of order. ; 

Mr. MEADE. The testimony around me is 
so great in favor of the equity of this claim, that 
I will not make the motion [ had intended. Iam 


to the facts. 


Let the bill 


ij willing that the bill shall be passed. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Knowing as little 

‘as we do about that bill, I am not willing that it 

shall be passed, and object to its being engrossed. 
Mr. MEADE. Task the gentleman who has 


1 made the objection, to move it he the special order 


: for some day. 


Mr. STEPHENS. It cannot be done except 


man; recognized the propriety of his petition, and 
authorized the legal officer to appear before the 
New York tribunal, and make a defence. If there 
is any fault in not taking a bill of exceptions, it is 
not that of this soldier, who should not be visited 
with the faults of the lawyers or of the Adminis- 
tration. 

If we do not defend this man, it will be very 
much like a casein the English books, where a very 
grave matter was debated, before the courts in 
regard to a capital offence, and the authorities say 
the judges never publicly proclaimed their opinion, 
but the prisoner was hung. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The decision of 
this case by the court, I understand to be upon the 
ground stated by my colleague, [Mr. Toomss,] and ; 
which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Warsi] i} 
seems to think was an error,as also the gentleman |: 
from Virginia, [Mr. Meapy.] Mr. Mitchell was || 
there and pleaded the instructions under which he || 
acted, and the court in New York held that such || 
a plea was no justification, and overruled it; and | 
in doing so sustained the principle that my col- 


league [Mr. Toomps] states—that is, that it is no 
plea, and no jinten; and that heis liable alone 
as an individual. 

T did not intend, in the remarks J made, to be ! 
diverted into an argument upon the merits of this | 
case. Hence L arose barely to present to this | 
House a naked case to let them look at. Here is : 
aman injured, whether rightfully or wrongfully; | 
and he comes here with clean hands himself, and 
the question is, Shall this House grant relief? I 


j 
j 


H 


i 
i 
‘ 

hope this bill may be put upon its passage, and | 

then we can vote as we please. | 
Mr. HOUSTON, 1 call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the motion to refer. 


i} unanimous consent of the House to put the bill 


ther debate. 
I hope I may be allowed a word. 


(the previous question if the gentleman will re- 
here and | new it. 


Tam glad |! to commit myself against the bi 


Mr. STEPHENS. Let the Chair first ask the 


upon its passage. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


| 
i 
l 
| 
i 
| 


My object isto prevent fur- 


Mr. DANIEL. Asl made the motion to refer, | 
Mr. HOUSTON, J will withdraw my call for : 
| 
Į did not intend || 
H by the motion +: 


Mr. DANIEL. 


I will, sir. 


| 


© Mr. ORR. 


ij 
i 


|| by unanimous consent. . , 
! “The SPEAKER. The Chairis of the opinion, 


| that the bill must go to the Commitee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. ; 
Mr. STANTON. I withdraw my objection, 
The SPEAKER. It is objected to by several 
members.. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY ROOM. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House, Senate 


|: bill No. 184, entitled t An act to provide for the 


| repairing of the Con 
| destroyed by fire.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task the general consent 
of the House that that bill be put upon its pas~ 
sage. It is absolutely necessary that the commit- 


gressional Library room lately 


i] tee should beauthorized in some form or the other, 


at the present time, to issue their proposals. 

Mr. ORR asked for the reading of the bill, and 
it was read. 

Mr. ORR. I have heard. enough of it to insist 
that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
bill will not be committed. 

Mr. ORR. It must go there when objection is 
made. ` 

Mr. STANTON. I hope you will withdraw 
| your objection. 3 
T cannot. 

Mr. STANTON. I will then state a few rea- 
sons why it ought not to go there, in the hope that 


I hope this 


‘it will induce members of the House to consent to 


| take it up at an early day. 
Mr. ORR. I rise to a question of order, 1 
i have cbjeéted to the consideration of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion, 
that the bill must go to the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I move that it be made 


the special order for Monday next. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object. F 


j 
i] 
! 
i 
| 
| 


:, am opposed to all special orders. A majority of 


the committee can take it up whenever they wish 
without its being made a special order.» ` 
THE ADDITIONS TO THE CAPITOL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 


following joint resolution from the Senate, No. 17, 


1852. 
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“A resolution to authorize the continuance of the 
work upon the two wings of the Capitol;” which 
was read a first and second time by its title. 

‘Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. [ make the 
same request of the House with reference to this 
resolution. J ask ‘the unanimous consent that it 
be put upon its passage. ft is exceedingly im- 
portant that it should be done; because if this 
small appropriation is not speedily made, the work 
on the extension of the Capitol must, necessarily, 
remain in its present condition nearly the whole 
of the winter. The bill only proposes to appro- 
priate $10,000 for the purpose of employing work- 
men to do that description of work which can be 
done during the winter, and to keep them employed 
untiltbe regular appropriations shall be made. If 
the House will permit me, I will send to the Chair 
to be read a letter from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, which shows the necessity of the appropria- 
uon. 

Mr. ORR. My recollection is, that a com- 
mittee of investigation was appointed a few,days 
since, to inquire into the manner in which the: 
work had been done upon these wings to the 
Capitol. There have been allegations made that 
the work is of such an insufficient and unsubstan- 
tial character, and composed of such material, that | 
it may be necessary to take the whole of it down. | 
{ inyggire of the chairman of that committee if he 
has made any progress in the investigation? 

Mr. STANTON. 
Naim] is not present, but I will take occasion to 


The chairman [Mr. Mc- |; 


; p : 
i tion, must be referred to. the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, if objection be 
made, which the Chair understands has been al- 
ready done in this case. É 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


COLONEL MITCHELL. 


Mr. PHELPS. 
I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill for 
the relief of Lieutenaut Colonel Mitchell was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. I do not propose to discuss or con- 
sider it, but let it remain, that the committee may 
take it up at some other time. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing bills from the Senate, which were sever- 
ally read the first and second time hy their tities, 
and referred as indicated below: 

No. 23, An act supplementary to the several 
acts of Congress providing for the better security 
of the lives of passengers on board of vessels pro- 


purposes. 
merce. 
No. 202. An act authorizing new registers to 

the American-built ship Obed Mitchel. Referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


answer for him. That committee is now proceed- 
ing, with the investigation. It will terminate, I; 
have tio doubt, in about two weeks. I will state, 
that no matter what may be the result of that in- 
vestigation—whether they determine the founda- 
tions are strong enough or not—this appropria- 
tion will be expended in a way as not at all to 
be affected by it. 

Mr. ORR. Notif the whole foundation is to 
be taken up? 

Mr. STANTON. 
has to he taken up. 

Mr. ORR. How is it to be expended? 

Mr. STANTON. In dressing stone which can 
he used in any other foundation, if it shall be deci- 
ded to take Gown the presentone. I have no idea, | 
1 do not believe any practical man in the city of 
Washington has any idea other than that the in- 
vestigation will result in the declaration by the 
committee that the foundations are equal, if not 
superior, to any in the city of Washington. 

Mr. ORR. “The objection urged by the gentle- | 
man from Pennsylvania, who moved the appoint- | 
ment of this committee, was that the stone was of | 
an unsubstantial character. 
proper that the consideration of this resolution 


Notif the whole foundation 


i 
{ 


should be postponed until we have the report of |; 


that committee. 

Mr. MceNAIR. The committee have appointed 
Professor Johnson to éxamine the stone, and have 
directed him to report to them its strength, its ca- 
pability of sustaining the superstructure, and its 
power to resist the influence of the atmosphere. 
He says that he will report in about two or three 
weeks, Thecommittee are still progressing with | 
the testimony, which will in a short time be com- 
pleted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 


sion if can do so. 


ĮI wish to arrest this discus- 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order at! 


this stage of the proceedings. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We can discuss all of these 
subjects legitirnately upon the report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Will the gentieman with- 
draw his objection for a moment, that the chair- 
man of the committee may proceed to inform the 
House how far the investigation has progressed ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 will for a moment. 

Mr. McNAIR. We have proceeded in the in- 
vestigation by examining some five or six wit- 
nesses. The testimony is various. We will meet 
again on this day week, to examine the subject 
still further. Weare stillin doubt about the mat 


ter. 


Mr. ORR. How long before the committee will : 


be likely to submit a report? . 

Mr. McNAIR. It will be, I suppose, about 
four weeks, if Mr. Johnson. reports previous to 
that time, which I suppose he will do. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair must remind the 
gentleman that this bill containing an appropria- 


I therefore think it |! 


the United States district courts in Alabama, and 

for other purposes. Referred to the Commit 
i the Judiciary. 

PUBLICATION OF THE LAWS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER. The next bill in order is a 

bill of the House to regulate the publication of 


ments, which was reported from the Judiciary 
Committee, with a recommendation that it do not 
i pass; and the question pending is the motion of the 
‘gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Harris] tu lay 
| the bill upon table, and upon which motion 
the yeas and Hays have been ordered. 

Mr. SMART. I wish to ask my friend from 

Tennessee (Mr. Harris] if he will not have the 
goodness to withdraw his motion? I have some 
facts in relation to the cost of publication of the 
| laws, which [ desire to present. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Let us go into Committee of 
| the Whole, by unanimous consent, and finish up 
i the bounty land bill, or the bill referred a few min- 
utes since in regard to Colonel Mitchell, L move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. SMART. 
that. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. If the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Smarr] will renew the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table, L will withdraw it. 

Mr. SMART. It will be recollected by the 
‘Louse that l presented some views in relation to 
his subjecta few days ago. The subject came 
tp Lae eens and I had not prepared myself 


formation of the House, and which I wish to pre- 
sent now briefly, for the benefit of those who may 
not have understood the character of this bil. I 
| desire, in the first place, to state what the charac- 
ter of the bill is: It provides for the publication of 
the laws of the United States in two papers 
the largest circulation in each Congressional dis- 
trict; and also provides that the public advertise- 
menis, whenever it may be necessary to publish 


lished in the same papers. 
sition, and the objection to it seemed to be the 
expense. That was the great objection urged 
upon the House, and in relation to that I have 
something to say. I desire the attention of the 
House to the facts which I shall present. Ido 
| not now address myself to the country, but to the 
|| House. 1 will show what will be the expense un- 
i| der this plan of publication. Counted together, 
ii the Congressional districts and ‘Territories amount 
ii to two hundred and thirty-eight. Two newspa- 


a 


f lishing 


g the Laws for-the-Thirty-first Congress, 
ii which F will read: Be Pas 


Į rise to a privileged. question. į 


pelled in whole or in part by steam, and for other |: 
Referred to the Committee on Com- | 


No. 209. An act to change the tine of holding | 
pat i 


the laws of the United States aud public advertise- |; 


I hope the House will not do I 


with such facts as I deemed necessary for the in- |: 


ving | 


them in any Congressional district, shall be pub- |i 
That is the propo- |: 


pers in each district and Territory will amount to į; 
ji four hundred and seventy-six. Add four papers | 
i! in this District, and 
i. four hundred and ei, 


yoa make the total amount :! 
ght | havea letter from the |: 
Deparimentof State, showing the expense of pub- | 


: DEPARTMENT OF Brae, 2, 
2. Wasuineton, 9th July, 18t 
Sin: I am directed to acknowledge the receipt’of your 
letter of the 27th ultimo, addressed to the: Secretary of 
State; and in reply to the inquiries therein’ contained, to 
inform you that $224 was Allowed to the publishérs of each 
newspaper for publishing the laws, &c., ofthe frst session, 
and $93 the second session of the Thirty-first Congress. 
No compensation is allowed. to the publishers. ‘ 
I am, sir, respectfully, your obedient servant, = > : 
WM. C. ZANTZENGER, Agents 

The average annual amount of cost, therefore, 
would be $158 50 to each paper. an i 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I will ask the gentleman 
; from Maine, is that a letter from the State Depart- 
ment? : 

Mr. SMART. kisa letter from the State De- 
partment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is evidently an error 
in the statement. IJ do not say the gentleman has 
committed it, but there is error somewhere, for | 
know the expense is greater than that. 
| Mr. SMART. Iwill say thatthe gentleman is 
| wholly mistaken. Thestatementof the Secretary 
| of State is correct, for [ found the expense in the 
‘ Blue Book. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
tract is a correct one. f 

Mr. SMART. 1 will state that I looked into 
ii the Blue Book, and I found the expense put down 
the same there gg I have stated. ‘Then I say that 
the whole ex ote of publication upon this basis, 
under this bill, would be ¢76,080, and ne more. 
This would be the whole expense of the publica- 
tion of the laws inthe newspapers under this plan. 
And now when we are called upon to enact this 
bill, gentlemen rise up here and complain of the 
expense. ‘They talk of the great expenditures of 
Government which will be involved in the publi- 
cation of these Laws! But, sir, Congress expends 
a vast deal more money in mony other respects. 
` What is the expenditure for the benefit of indi- 
viduals? This House appropriates annually, for 
books which go to its members—to the use of the 
legal profession and officers in this country, a 
sum exceeding $100,000. So much for expendi- 
tures for the benefit of individuals. Now, when 
you come to the expenditure of merely $76,000 
for disseminating information of the most import- 
ant character among all classes of the people, it 
is thought to be a very extraordinary proceeding. 
I have some facts showing the kind of distribu- 
tion which is made of the laws of the United 
States. 

Mr. CARTTER. What is the, aggregate 
amount of the expenses of publicat, as made 
| by your investigation? 

: Mr. SMART. Seventy-six thousand dollars, | 
wish to call the attention of the House to the dis- 
ii tribution of the Laws of the United States, hand- 
somely bound, under the law of 3846. I mean 
Lite and Brown’s edition. They were distribu- 
ted as follows: First, to the President and . Vice-’ 
President; second, tothe Judges of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; third, to the Heads of 
Departments; fourth, to the Attorney General of 
the United States; fifth, to Foreign Governments; 
sixth, to the library of Congress; seventh, to the 
Law Library; eighth, to Committees of Congress; 
l ninth, to District Judges and Clerks; tenth, to 
| Judges and Clerks of Territories; eleventh, to 
li Collectors of Customs; twelfth, to Surveyors of 
i, Customs; thirteenth, to Land Officers; fourteenth, 
| to Foreign Ministers; fifteenth, to Navy-Yards, 

Naval Schools, and West Point Academy. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Do these books be- 
come the property of the individuals? es 
Mr. SMART. Iwas about to.say,if the gen- 

leman had not interrupted me, ‘that these Laws 
handsomely bound, are distributed.to these indi- 
| viduals for their use, while in office, under a law of 
| the United States. And I will add, that they are 
better able to purchase them thar thousands of - 
the people of this country, who hold no office. 
While you have made this distribution of the 
Laws in handsome volumes to these officials, will 
you refuse to send the Laws of the United States, 
in some proper form, to the people? That is ‘the 
uestion 1 put to the House. Gentlemen seem to 
think that no publication of the Laws in the public 
, press is necessary. Do they go for placing the 
Laws only upon.the shelves of the profes and 
the desks of politicians and office holders? 

But there is another fact to which LW. call 
, the attention of the House. How much money, 
u do gentlemen suppose, is expended here upon ‘the 


I do not deny that the ex- 
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printers. of this city? Why-you expend, on an 
average, $200,000 annually upon the printers and 
publishers of this city, exclusive of the amount 
paid: to them: for the publication of the laws and 
public advertisements. And yet, when I propose 
to expend $76,000 among the printers of the whole 
country—to the most “healthy portion. of . the 
American press, and for. the benefit.of the whole 
people, gentlemen seem to think that itis an ex- 
orbitant expenditure. -I hold that an expenditure 
which is for the benefit of the people, is a. wise 
and:good. expenditure. I hold that the intelligence 
of the people is the solid basis of the republican 
institutions of this country, and that any expend- 
itare which is: made to. disseminate information 
and light among the people; is a: wholesome and 
proper expenditure... Show the people your laws 
and they will see where to apply the knife of re- 
trenchment—they will make good use of the in- 
formation you give them. The bill before us, I 
admit, adds a littleto the expense of Government, 
but:it will, in the end, lead to retrenchment. , 
But further: the present publication of the Laws 
of the United States is absurd—totally absurd. 
What isit? You provide for the publication of the 
Laws of the United States in two newspapers in 
each State—in two papers in the great State of 
Ohio, for instance, and in two papers in the State 
of Delaware. You not only make an arbitrary 
provision for the equal circulatioñ of the Laws in 
States with populations greatly varying in amount, 
but youdo more-——you confine it toaparty. When 
the Whigs are in power you give the circulation 
entirely to the Whigs, and when any other party 
is in power, you give it entirely to that party. 
Isay, then, thatthe circulation of the Laws of the 
United States, as at present provided, is totally 
absurd.. Why, what is the circulation of the laws 
of the State of Ohio, in that State? E have some 
information on that subject, which I suppose is 
nearly correct, for I obtained it from a gentleman 
belonging to Ohio. I understand that Ohio pub- 
lishes her own Laws in two papersin each county. 
I understand further, that there are some eighty 
counties in the State, and that the Laws are pub- 
lished in something like one hundred and fifty 
papers in the State of Ohio alone, at an expense 
of about $12,000, That is what Ohio does; and 
if you take her circulation of the Laws as an av- 
erage, it would cost $125,000 to publish the Laws 
of the several States of the Union. The States 
feel it important that their laws should be pub- 
lished; and jf Ohio and other States can afford as 
much as l e stated to publish their Laws, I 
think the Government of the United States might 
afford to pay $76,000 for the publication of the 
Laws.of Congress for the benefit of the people. 
Sir, is ita fact that the laws we make here are 
of no importance? We come here and sit in 
grave council; gentlemen come together from all 
parts of the country to legislate for the good of 
the country, and then publish the laws they enact 
in so few papers in the Union as to be almost in- 
accessible to the people. In my remarks upon 
his bill some days ago, I spoke of the patronage 
of Government dispensed to the press and to indi- 
viduals, and I intend to say something more upon 
that subject now. I wish gentlemen to under- 
stand that there is a wide difference between the 
patronage of the Government and the expenditures 
of the Government, ‘The Government may make 
expenditures and still give no patronage. This 
bill, it is true, slightly increases the expenses of | 
the. Government, but it diminishes its-patronage. 
What I wish to speak of now, is thè patronage of 
_ the Government—that is, the expuidiuie upon 
individuals over whose tenure of office the Admin- 
istration have contro]. The patronage of this Gov- 
erntnent, it is well’ known, has become enormous, 
and L'have some facts in relation to that subject 
to which I wish to call the attention of the House. 
‘The expenditures of the Government, near! 
all ofwhich are under the control of the Admini 
tration, have been for certain periods as follows: 
In 1830, $13,229,533; 1840, $22,389,356; 1852, | 
$43,816,124; usive of payment of. the public | 
; genii showing mat Sos of the Gov- ji 
cernme ve- nearly doubled in every ten year 
“since 1830. T ask if this not an AER ses | 
penditure, and if we have Otreason to be alarmed 
at the increasing patronage of the Government) | 
In addition to this, you have under the control of f 
the Administration a large portion of. the press of || 


S- 
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laws; and more-particularly-of the public adver- 
“tisements..- 0050 EAEE PESE, i 
Let us fora moment. look at.a few items of ex- 
endituré‘dver which the President has a. direct or 
indirect control, I read from Mr. Corwin’s report: 
Executive Department «+... aea en e §13120,663 02 
Governments of Territories . sse 51,408 10 
Surveyors and other clerks. . : 60,680 57 
Officers of Mint and'branches ........ 43,300. 00 
It is. proper tò state, that part of the amount, 
allowed- for governments of Territories’ goes to 
members of the Legislature. of Territories, over. 
whose tenure of office the President has no control. 


FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 


Salaries of Ministers..... sesaasetesees tesse $81,934 73 
Salary of Minister Resident to Turk s 7,500 00 
| Salaries of Chargés d’Affaires .... ‘ 70,146 02 
Salaries of Secretaries of Legation... . 18,481 09 
Salary of Dragoman to Turkey...... 2,750 00 
Commissioner to reside in China. 7,500 00 
Secretary and Chinese Interpreter.. 3,009 00 
Commissioner to the Sandwich Islands . 2,016 67 
Outfits of Ministersand Chargés d°Affaires.. 128,500 00 


2,295 92 


Compensation for certain diplomatic services. 
31,852 28 


i Contingent expenses of all the missions abroad 


I Wd that there are upwards of one. hundred 
collection districts ia the United States; and the 
| Secretary of the Treasury tells us in his annual 
i report that he will need $2,450,000 to pay the 
salaries and other expenses incident to these col- 
| lection districts. Take this branch of the service 


alone, and I ask this House if it does not present 


A ere under treaty with Mexico.. 


| is expended by the appointees o 


r i President, 
| the publishers of leading newspa 


w 


do his bidding. 


| This influence exhibits itself in the shape of meet- 

ings, resolves, speeches, &c., and is often called 
public sentiment, when in truth it proceeds from 
the dictation of the Executive, and is merely the 
emanation of his will. It is true that when 
the people are in a state of healthy excitement they 
i do their own work, and salaried men are com- 
pelled to stand out of their way. But in times of 
apathy there is always danger from the machina- 


| from the Treasury of the nation. There are, it is 
true, many honorable exceptions among the men 
; holding office; but the great majority of those 
| who receive office from the hands of the Execu- 
| uve respond with alacrity to hiscommands. These 
| references to the patronage of the Executive are 
i Sufficient, T trust, to satisfy all of its magnitude— 
| to satisfy all that it has increased beyond the in- 
| crease of population—to satisfy all that it is liable 
: to become a dangerous power unless its control is 
to some extent modified. Shall we, then, allow the 
Executive any longer the power to withhold or 
| bestow patronage, so far as the press is concerned, 
| or shall we pass this bill, which employs printers 
to do the work of the Government without the 
| intervention of the Executive? 

| _ Why, sir, when I reflect upon this subject of 


| said in the time of the Revolution, by our fathers, 
| against the mother country, and I have here one 
(or two extracts, which, with the indulgence of 
| the House, I will read. 

Our revolutionary fathers fought for the cor- 
i rection of more abuses than it will be necessary 
‘for me to menticn upon the present occasion. 
They fought to deliver themselves from unjust 
taxation, to preserve the principles ofhabeas corpus, 


; and jury trials from outrageous violation by the 
: British authorities, and To REFORM ABUSES IN THE 


DISTRIBUTION OF OFFICES AND EMOLUMENTS. 
These abuses were made the subject of frequent 

complaint to the British Parliament, and to the 

people of England, and the American colonies. In 


the country, by means of the publication of the |! 


an address (October.21, 1774) to the people of 
Great Britain, from the delegates in General Con- 


Contingent expenses of foreign intercourse.. ` 40,441 03 
Salary of the Consul at London ............ 2,000 00 | 
| Clerk-hire and office rent to Cons 2,800 00 
Salary of Consul at Alexandria teroes . 3,000 00 
| Salary of Consul at Beyrout P 500 00 
Salaries of Consuls at Kwang, &e., China.. 1,500 00 
Otlice-rent of Consul at Basle, Switzerland.. 382 33 
Intercourse with Barbary Powers. wee. 8,000 00 
Interpreters, guarde, and other expenses of 
Consulates in Turkish dominions......... 1,475 22 
Renewal of diplomatic intercourse with Mex- 
ICO cise iior cessive ten tesccedeny decors 3,432 48 
Compensation and contingent expenses of 
20,428 39 


; a case of enormous patronage of the Government? | 
| In the cities and towns where this immense sum | 


| the are the re- | 
į cipients of favor from the President, and willingly | 


By such instruments, influence is made in the 
great cities of the Union to control the Union. į 


| tions of the hundred thousand men who are fed į 


gress; at-Philadelphia; th 
used: Sa a E a 

«We might tell of dissolute, weak, and wicked governors 
having been set over. us, *, * * of needy ang 


following language was 


| ignorant dependents on great men. advanced to the seats of 


justice, and to other piaces of trust and importance. ? 

“ Expensive and oppressive offices: have been multi- 
plied.” — Memorial of Continental Congress,:1774. 

“ Judges. of courts of common law have been made de- 
pendent on.the Crown for their commissions and salaries.’” 
id. : : , 

. ©The charges of usual.offices have been greatly in- 
creased, and new, expensive, and oppressive offices have 
been multiplied.” —Address to the King by Continental 
Congress, 1774. è ` F ; 

« Officers employed in thé administration of justice, have 
been rendered independent of the people with respect both 
to their salaries and. the tenure of their commissions, ”— 
Address to the Lords, Spiritual and Temporal, of Great 
Britain, by the New York Assembly, 1775. 

“ He [the British King] has erected a multitude of new 
offices, and sent hither swarms of offteers to harass our 


i| people and eat out their substance.” —Declaration of In- 


dependence. 


7 ) j President may, and, in the current of huma 
| Executive patronage, I am reminded of what was | 


I repeat, sir, when } reflect upon the enormous 
| increase of the patronage of this Government, the 
multiplication of officers, and the control of the 
Government over those officers, I am forcibly re- 
minded of the complaints of our fathers in the 
Revolution. I appeal to gentlemen to say if the 
patronage of the Government is not sufficiently 
large without giving to the Administration, to a 
great extent, the control of a thetsand publishers 
and printers? And while I am upon this subjett, I 
cannot perhaps do better than to call the attention 
of the House to a report made in 1826 by Mr. 
Benton, as chairman of a select committee of the 
Senate, recommending a reduction of the patron- 
age of the Executive Government, and presenting 
among other bills to promote that object, one taking 
the control of the press away from the Executive. 
ask attention to one or two extracts from that 
report. : 

Speaking of the power and workings of the Fed- 
eral patronage, he says: 


“The whole of this great power will center in the Pres- 
ident. The King of England is the ‘fountain of honor;’ 
the President of the United States is the source of patronage. 
He presides over the entire system of Federal appoint- 
ments, jobs, and contracts. He has ‘power over the ¢ sup- 
port? of the individuals who administer his system. He 
makes and unmakes them. He chooses from the circle of 
his friends and supporters, and may dismiss them, and upor 
ail the principles of human action, will dismiss them as 
often as they disappoint his expectations. His spirit wiif 
animate thetr actions in all the elections tu State or federaé 
offices. There may be exceptions, but the truth of a gen- 
eral rule is proved by an exception. 

“The intended check and control of the Senate, without, 
new constitutionat or statutory provisions, will cease to op- 
erate. Patronage will penetrate this body, subdue its capacity 
of resistance, chain it to the car of power, and enable the 
President to rule as easily, and much more securely, with 
than without the nominal check of the Senate. * * * 
We must look forward to the time when the public revenue 
will be doubled, when the civil and military officers of the 
Federal Government will be quadrupled ; when its influence 
over individuals will be multiplied to an indefinite extent; 
when the nomination by the President can catry any 
man through the Senate, and his recommendation can 
carry any measure through the two Houses of Congress 5 
| when the principle of public men will be open and avowed : 
The President wants my vote, and I want his patronage. 
J will vote as he wishes, and he will give me the office I 
wish for. What will this be but the government of one 
man? And what is the government of one man buta mon- 
archy? Names are nothing. The nature of a thing is in 
its substance, and the name soon accommodates itself to the 
substance. The first Roman Emperor was styled Emperor 
of the Republic, and the last French Emperor took the 
same title, and their respective countries were just as essen- 
tially monarchical before as after the assumption of these 
tides. It cannot be denied or dissembled but that this Fed- 
| eral Government gravitates to the same point.” * $ 

‘In the country for which the committee act, the Press 
with some exceptions, the Post Office, the Armed Force, and 
the Appointing Power are in the handsof the President, and 
the President himselfis not in the hands of the people. The 
e n affairs, will. 
be against the people; and in his hands the arbiters of hu- 
man fate must be against them also. 

“This will not do. The possibility of it must be avoided. 
The safety of the people is the ‘supreme law,’ and to in- 
sure that safety these arbiters of human fate, must change 
position, and take part on the side of the people.” 

“The committee must take things as they are. Not being 
able to lay the axe at the root of the tree, they must go to 
pruning-among the limbs and branches. Not being able to 
reform the Constitution, in the election of President, they 
must go to work upon his powers, and TRIM DOWN THESE 
BY STATUTORY ENACTMENTS, wherever it can be done by 
law, and with a just regard to the proper efficiency of the 
Government. For this purpose, they have reported the six 
bills enumerated. They do not pretend to bave exhausted 
the subject; but only to have seized a few of its prominent 
points. They have only touched in four places the vast 
and pervading system of federal Executive patronage—the 
Press, the Post Office, the Armed Force, and the Appointing 
Power. They are few compared to the whole number of 
points which the system presents; but they are points vital 


to the liberties of the country, Tue Press IS pur FORE- 
MOST, BECAUSE IT 1S THE MOVING POWER OF HUMAN AC- 
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m1oNs; the Post Office is the handmaid of the Press; the 
Armed Force its Executor; and the Appointing Power the 
directress of the whole. 

Let me say with regard to this bill that I have 
no pride of opinion about it, but I believe that it 
has merit, and I ask this House to consider it for 
its intrinsic merit. I want no triumph for the 
proposition because I have introduced it, but I ask 
gentlemen to look at the proposition; examine it | 
carefully, and before they dispose of it by laying 
iton the table, to see if it is not worthy of con- 
sideration. 

It has been proposed, as a means of reducing 
Executive power, to elect officers of the Federal 
Government by the people—to prohibit the ap- 
pointment ofmembers of Congress to office during 
their term of office; but these things can only be 
accomplished by an alteration of the Constitution, 
but a divorce of the press from the Government 
can be brought about at the present time by law. 
This bill will effect the object, and I hope it will 
pass. 

Mr. CARTTER, (Mr. Smarr yielding the 
floor.) With the permission of the gentleman 
from Maine, 1 will say that I am in favor of this 
bill, from a consideration that he has not alluded į 
to, but [ do not wish to detain the House with an 
argument upon the subject at this late hour of 
thee session. The project contained in this prop- 
osition, is the first practical project for giving the 
freemen of the Republic a practical knowledge of i 
what transpires here, in the way of law-making. 
The previous action of the Government upon this |: 
subject has acknowledged the duty, by some ways | 
and means, of bringing the law-making power 
home to the knowledge of the makers of law- | 
makers, and of giving evidence to the people of 
what transpires here, in the form of authoritative | 
laws. Now, as has been justly remarked by the 
gentleman from Maine, it is a mockery of that de- 
sign to commit the publication of our laws to 
two partisan presses ina State. It is a mere ac- 
knowledgment of the duty on the part of the | 
Government towards citizens, to bring home to 
the citizens a knowledge of the laws that are 
enacted, without doing it. The proposition of 
the gentleman from Maine, is a practical proposi- 
tion to make the people of the United States ac- 

uainted with the transactions of this body, when 
those transactions have assumed the solemn form 
of laws. Iam in favor of it, for the reason that 
the history of this Republic and the history of the 
States within the Republic in their own municipal 
legislation, is this, that in proportion as you have |; 
brought the law-making agents into intelligible con- 
nection with the constituents of those agents, you 
have elevated the tone of legislation, and increased 
the responsibility of the Representatives. I am in 
favor of it, because it affords a record—an intel- 
ligible record that is read by every constituent who 
is worthy of wielding a vote, by which hecanjudge 
and bring to accountability the man who represents 
him, | 

Now, if you will confer upon your constituents 
a knowledge of your transactions, let them have | 
it practically, instead of concealing them in the ; 
columns of a partisan press. There was an old 
law in Rome which compelled the authorities to 
publish upon the posts in the city of Rome what 
they had enacted into law. But it is said that in 
order to get rid of the effect of that law, the au- 
thorities caused their laws to be posted so high | 
that the people could not read what they had en- | 
acted. So in regard to the laws which you enact |; 
here, you post them so high that the people can- 
not read them. You have been careful to transfer | 
them to the columns of two partisan presses in |! 

i 
H 


each State, and you might as well have buried i 
them below the soil of that State as to have done |} 
it. E hope this proposition will prevail. But the ; 
question of expense is mooted in it, and the sub- | 
ject of expenditure takes hold of the intelligence of | 
the people. Now, when the question of expendi- 
ture is mooted in the publication of these laws, 
as a representative of the people, I have no fear | 
of it. If this argument was urged in reference to 
the idle drafts upon the Treasury, proceeding from 
men who have no other interest than the consump- 
tion of money, I would go with the closest econo- 
mist in relation to it. But here, it seems, the 
expenditure of $75,000 is gradged. Those who ‘i 
acknowledge the necessity for the publication of |. 
the laws grudge it. But when that $75,000 is sent || 
on, the mission of informing every reading citizen |; 


| to modify the existing law in this respect, that he 


; Harbor, inthe town of St. George, coast of Maine. 


ii J.J. Wright, praying Congress to pass a law authorizing | 


| Vera Cruz. 


i, Georgia. 


-of the Republic.of what you do, when what you 


enditure has no terrors for me. 

would advise your Committee of Ways and 
Means, when they come to consider the subject of 
retrenchment, to turn their attention to the idle 
Navy, rotting at your yards, and absorbing annu- 
ally millions of the people’s substance. Then give 
your attention to your corrupt contract system, 
which is eating out your Treasury by millions, 
instead of quibbling about this $75,000, by which j| 
it is proposed to acquaint the people with what we 
do. I hope the motion to lay this bill upon the 
table will not prevail, and that this House will do 
itself the justice to send home, if nothing else, a 
faithful daguerreotype of its proceedings. | 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Wil the gen- j; 
tleman yield me the floor for a monient? | 

Mr. SMART. I wish to conclude what I have 
to say. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I only want to make a sug- 
gestion. I hope the bill will be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, 
where it can be discussed. It comes before this 
House with a report of one of the standing commit- 
teesagainstit, and itcan hardly be expected that this 
House will at once pass the bill, when after being 
investigated by one of its intelligent committees it 
has been reported back with an adverse report. 
For myself, { am not prepared to say what are the 
merits of the bill. I desire to see it discussed and 
explained further before I am prepared to vote in 
its favor. But I hope it will go into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and I 
shall vote to give it that direction or I shall vote to 
lay it on the table. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Maine, (Mr. Smarr,] that if he wishes 


allow it to go toe the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, where there is already a 
bill pending in relation to the public printing. I 
have not the floor for the purpose of making that 
motion, and therefore can cnly suggest it. I 
should be glad to see these two bills considered 
together. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gen- 
tleman from Maine yield in order to allow me to 
move an adjournment? 

Mr. SMART. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I appeal to the gentleman to || 
withdraw that motion. desire to say a few 
words uponthe bill, and it is not likely that it will 
come up again soon. 

Mr. STEPHENS refused to withdraw the mo- 
tion, and a 

The House adjourned, 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of E. R. Nolingsworth, 
and 51 others, citizens of Lawrence and other counties in 
the State of Kentucky, praying for an increased duty on 
iron. 

By Mr. CONGER: The memorial of Beverly Johnson and 
113 others, asking for a mail route from Lapeer county site |) 
to Pine Run, in Genesee county, Michigan, via Lathrop’s || 
Mmes Origon, Niver’s Mills, Marathon, Hay’s Mill, and 
forest. 

By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The memorial of Gilman 
D. King, and sundry others, ship-masters and ship-owners, jj 
of Calais and vicinity, Maine, asking Cong: to builda 
light- house on Southern Island, at We entrance of Tenant?s |; 


By Mr. HENN: The petition of Henry P. Scholte and 
223 others, citizens of Marion county, Lowa, askifg fora 
mail route from Newton, via Pella, Amsterdam, Knoxville, 
and Chariton, to Nine Eagles or New Buda. 

By Mr. DURKEE: The petition of the Board of the 
Lawrence University, in the State of Wisconsin, asking j 
Congress to appropriate a portion of the publie lands for the 
bencfit of said institution, upon certain conditions therein |: 
expressed, } 

By Mr. McCORKLE: The memorial of R. Glover and 


the Postmaster General to contract with them for the trans- 
portation of the United States mail from New Orleans to 


—: The memorial of William C. Daniel, of | 
i 


By Mr. 


By Mr. BRENTON: The petition of citizens of New j 
Corydon, Jay county, Indiana, asking for a new mail route 
from Muncietown, in Delaware county, Indiana, to Wilt- | 
hire, Van Wert county, Ohio. fi 

By Mr. HENDRICKS : The petitions of C. J. Hand, of |; 
Marion county, and Lot Edwards and James Rutherford, | 


! of Hancock county, Indiana, praying that compensation |. 


be made to the assistant marshals for services in taking the || 
Seventh Census. : 


By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Lewis, James [i 


= 


: on the longest time. 


li referred the petition of William Dusenbury, prayin 


& Co., Bacon & Oppenheimer, James S.- Smith, H. Jones 


| do is resolved into the solemn form of law, the | Brooke, and others, citizens: of Pennsylvama;: Delaware, 


i exp 


and New Jersey, preying for an appropriation at the present 
session of Congress for the erection of suitable. piers:and 


| harbors in the Delaware river and bay, to afford-shelter for 


vessels navigating them. ate 

Also, the memorial of Charles Conner, late a seaman, 
who lost his sight in the service of the United States, pray- 
ing for a pension. i 3 

Also, the memorial of Henry Hochstrasser, of. Philadel- 
phia, praying for compensation to defray actual expenses 
incurred, and for indemnity for the loss of a contract to fur 


| nish locks and Keys for the use of the mail service of the 


United States. í 

By Mr. McLANAHAN : Two memorials from citizens of 
Pennsylvania, remoustrating against the renewal of the pat- 
ent granted to Austin and Zebulon Parker, for alleged im- 
provements upon reaction water wheels, 

By Mr. WALSH: The memorial of Henry Mankin, of 
Baltimore, praying the Posunaster General may be author- 
ized to contract for the transportation of the mail between 
the city of Baltimore and certain ports in South America. 

By Mr. WHITE, of Alabama: The petition for removal 
of land office at Lebanon, Alabama, to Centre, Cherokee 
eounty, Alabama. 

By Mr. GREEN: The memorial of William P. Reznor, 
John J. Strother, and Isaac J. Strother, of Ohio, deputy 
marshals, asking increased compensation for taking the 
census. : 

By Mr. EDGERTON: The memorialof B. M. Dennison . 
and Thomas E. Nichols, assistant marshals of Auglaize 


| county, Ohio, asking additional compensation for taking 


the census. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The remonstrance of Samuel 
Mergarger and many other lumber dealers in Philadelphia, 
against the renewal of Woodworth’s patent for a planing 
machine. 

By Mr. McDONALD: The petition of John Weeks for 
arrearages of pay for service as first mate in the late war 
with Great Britain. 


IN SENATE. 


Farivar, February 13, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BurLer. 


POSTPONEMENT OF PRIVATE BILLS. 
Mr. GWIN. I move that the consideration of 
private bills be postponed for one hour, in order 
that memorials may be presented, and the usual 
business of the morning hour transacted. 

Mr. CASS. Say till one o’clock. 

Mr. CLARKE. What reason does the Senator 
from California assign for making this motion? 
We have since the adoption of the resolution set~ 
ting Fridays apart for the consideration of bills on 
the Private Calendar, adhered to it thus far; and 
I would like to have a good reason why we should 
depart from it. 

Mr. GWIN. Ihave already stated the reason, 
namely, that we might attend to our usual morn- 
ing business. I only move to post ie the con- 
sideration of private bills foran hour. 

Mr. CLARKE. Then ! will move to amend 
the proposition of the Senator from California, by 
saying “till one o'clock.” It is now half past 
twelve, and I think half an hour will be sufficient 
for all the morning business likely to come up to~ 
day. 

The PRESIDENT. The question will be first 

The question was taken on the motion to post- 
pone for an hour, and it was not agreed to. | 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
postpone until one o’elock, and it was adopted. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. RUSK presented the petition of George 
W. Sevier, praying payment for hogs taken and 
used by the United States troops during the war 
with Mexico; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. F 

Mr. CASS presented the memorial of Theophi- 
lus Hardenbrook, representing that he was taken 
prisoner during the last war with Great Britain, | 
and confined more than two years in Dartmoor 
Prison, and praying a pension or some other re- 
muneration for hissufferings and privations during 
that time; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. = 

Mr. CHASE presented two memorials of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
Brown and Sandusky counties, Ohio, praying ad- 
ditional compensation; which were referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

On motion by, Mr. JONES, of Towa, it was: 


Ordered, That the Committee on Pensions, to w. 


land, be discharged from the consideration. of, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Revol 
Claims. a3 


CHARLES A» GRIGNON; 
Mr. ATCHISON.: : Izam instructed 
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Committee on Indian Affairs to report-a bill for 
the. relief of Charles A. Grignon and I-ask the 
unanimous consent of the. Senate to. proceed to 
the consideration of it now. It proposes to make 
an appropriation of only. three hundred dollars for 
services.rendered many. years ago. 
"Phere being no objection, the b 
frat and second time, and considered b 
ate asin Committee of the Whole. oe 
-'The-bill provides that the Secretary of the En- 
terior be authorized and directed to: pay to. said 
Grignon such sum of money, not exceeding three 
hundred dollars, as he. may be entitled to for extra 
services ‘rendered as interpreter in the year 1848, 
in the negotiation of-a treaty between the United 
States and the Menomonee tribe of Indians, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and was ordered. to be engrossed for 
a third reading. f . 

NAVY-YARD AT SAN FRANCISCO, 

Mr. GWIN. I wish to appeal to the Senate to 
take up the bill to establish a navy-yard and depot 
¿on the bay of San Francisco, in California, That 
bill was up some time ago, and postponed at the 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Bropuuap] and the Senator from Virginia, (Mr. 
Howrer,] both of whom are present. The pas- 
sage of this bill is a matter of considerable im- 

xortance to that section of the Union, and I hope 
it will be taken up and acted upon to-day. Iam 
sure it will not occupy more than twenty minutes. 
` The question was taken, and the motion to take 
up the bill was agreed to. 

“The PRESIDENT. This bill was reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with two 
additional sections as an amendment. To this 
amendment an amendment was offered by the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Baneer.] 
The amendments will be read. 

The amendment submitted by Mr. Bapcur was 

read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ operate,” in the eleveath 
line of the third section, and insert the following words : 
“The Secretary of the Navy be and he is hereby author- 
` ized and directed to enter into a contract with the patentces 
for the construction of a basin and railway, in the most ap- 
proved form, connected with the said navy-yard and depot, 
substantially upon the agreement made with them under 
the act ot September 30th, 1850, as stated in his report to 
the House of Representatives, dated January 20th, 1851: 
Provided, That the said contractor shall procure in Cali- 
fornia all the materials for said work that can be obtained 


ill was read a 
y the,Sen- 


and prepared there at an expense not exceeding the cost of || 


procuring, prepwing, and transporting them from the At- 
lantic seaboaggato California.” 

Also, by stog out in the eighth and ninth lines in the 
amendment the words President of ‘the United States,” 
and inserting ‘4 Secretary of the Navy.” 

[The object of this amendment is merely to 
transfer to the Secretary of the Navy the per- 
formance of duties proposed to be imposed.by the 
reported amendment upon the President of the 
United States. ] 

Also, by inserting in section fourth of the amendment, at 
the fourth Jine, between the words “ present” and “pay”? 
the words ‘sea service.” 

[The object of this amendment is to designate 
the amount of pay to be given to the officers whom 
the Secretary of the Navy may appoint to select 
the site and perform the other duties mentioned in 
the first section of the bill, and to limit it in such 
manner that it shall not exceed double the amount 
of thcir present sea service pay.| 

Also, to amend by adding the following scetion: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, Phat for the purpose 
orenabling the President of the United States to carry into 
effect the provisions of this act, the sum of five hundred 
thousand -dollarg be, and the same is hereby appropriated, to 

s be paid out of any moucy in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
eppropriated. ` s 
dr: BRODHEAD. This, Mr. President, is 
ery: important bill. It provides for the estab- | 


appoint sucha board? I would like to know fur- 
thermore—and that is. the important point of in- 


basin connected with the dry-dock in California. 
A railway and basin will costa million anda half, 
and perhaps two millions of dollars, and require 
from five to ten years for its construction, : 1 re- 
peat, sir, that l-would like to hear from the Sena- 
tor from California what reason. can he given for 
the marine barracks, and basin‘and railway, which 


structed in California in connection with a dry- 
| dock. This matter was disposed of, I think, at 
the last session. : eee i 
Mr. GWIN. It is not my purpose to make a 
| speech on this question at all. This bill was unani- 
mously ordered to be reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and accompanying the bill is a 
| report, the reading of which will answer all the in- 
| quiries.of the Senator from Pennsylvania. I ask 
that the report may be read. 
| The PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The committee review the policy of the Govern- 
i ment in establishing permanent navy-yards for 
: the construction and repair of vessels of war. 
‘appears that the first attempt under our present 
| form of Government to commence a naval estab- 
; ment, was demanded by the necessity of defend- 
| ing our commerce and citizens from the piratical 
| depredations of the Algerine corsairs. That, con- 
j sequently, in 1794 an act was passed authorizing 
| the building and equipment of six frigates, and 
| that the building of the ships was directed in sev- 
j eral ports of the Union, in order as well to dis- 
| tribute the advantages arising from the operation, 
| as to ascertain at what places they could be built 
i tothegreatestadvantage. That, in the commence- 
ment of our naval establishment, the public vessels 
| of the Government were built iff private dock- 
| yards; but this experiment proving ineffectual— 
| none of the vessels having been completed—a com- 
|| mittee of the House of Representatives, in the 
| year 1797, recommended the appropriation of a 
| sum of money for the purpose of purchasing and 
i fitting up a naval yard. That another committee 
of the same House, in the following year, had 
taken the same view of the matter, and that James 


occurred in the above-mentioned undertaking, must 
always be more or less experienced when heavy 
| ships of war are required to be suddenly built, and 
the Government is not previous] 
necessary timber‘and materials. 


|a navy-yard, when the ships were required for 
actual service. 
large pieces of heavy timber suitable for ships of 
| war would be found in market, or accumulated in 
| private magazines for sale when wanted on press- 
ing occasions. ‘That, in a State paper from Ben- 


| that the proper course to be pursued was to make 
i the building-yards publie property, and to com- 
|| mence them on a seale as if they were meant to be 
| permanent. 

The report proceeds to give the opinions of other 
! gentlemen connected with the Government, declar- 
| ing that docks for the repairing of ships ought to 
; be convenient to the sea, and yet not easily acces- 
i 


sible to an enemy. That yards for the building 
of ships, where large quantities of materials would 
: be deposited, (the destruction of which would al- 
| ways'De an object with an enemy,) should be in 
| the vicinity of a commercial city for the conve- 
i 


nience of procuring able workmen. 
that the opinions of public officers of high reputa- 


ment of a navy-yard, depdt, marine barracks 
‘hospital, and basin, and railway in connec: 
aH with a diy-dock, which was ordered at the 
: last session of Congress for California. I suppose, 
if this bill be passed, it will-involve the necessity | 
of an expenditure of from three to seven milliens of | 
dollars; ¥ think; therefore, that it ought to be care- | 
fully examin ereare many provisions in this ; 
“abil, which.do-not.commend themselves to my | 
-favorable consideratio d. I would like to have | 
isome little explanation: fron 
tor from California:with regard to them. IT would 
like to know what necessity there is for marine 
barracks in Californ 
by an act of Congres: 
not the Secretary of. the N: 


f-officers. Has} 
he power now to | 


i 


mthe honorable Sena- ij 


! tion, in the infancy of our naval establishment, 


i permanent pavy-yard and depôt on the bay of San 
Francisco, rather than to depend upon private es- 


quiry—what necessity there is for a railway and | 


It was not to be expgcted, that the ! 


jamin Stoddard, the first Secretary of the Navy, | 
dated April 25, 1800, he had stated his opinion, į 


he proposes, by this amendment, to have con- | 


It i 


| McHenry, then Secretary of War, in a letter to | 
the House, remarked, that the great delay that had | 


y possessed of the || 
l nber That it was cer- | 
tainly an unfit time to look for these and prepare j 


It then states, | 


have been verified by the experience of the last | 
j fifty years, and that they had been referred to be- | 
| cause of their coincidence of the Senate commit- 

tee as to the advantage of establishing at once a | 


tablishments for the repairs or building of public | 


That, being well satisfied of 


€ inga naval establishment in 
that distant harbor, the only question was, whether 


: vessels in that bay: 
| the necessity of hav 


; such an establishment should be of a permanent 


| or temporary character; and that the authority re- 
e.should order, |; 


i ferred to, together with the settled policy of the 
_ Government, were considered conclusive upon that 
i point. ee 


SS 


In regard to the vessels of the Navy cruising 
upon that distant coast, none so well remembered, 
or felt more sensibly, the want of.a port of safety 
in that region, than-our naval officers who had 


served for many years. past upon the voyages and 


| cruises in the Pacific, both as to the repairing of 


their. vessels and the recruiting of the health of 
their crews; and that, with a nayy-yard as pro- 
posed, thes¢*great inconveniences to vessels making 
the vôyage round Cape Horn and along the west- 
ern coast of this continent would bé in & great 


' meastire obviated. ` But that more especially wae 


such an establishment needed on. the. western 
coast in case.of war with a maritime nation: `, 

~ The report then states the advantages to be de- 
rived, ina commercial and fiscal point of view, from 
a navy-yard and depét at San Francisco, adding 
security to our commercial marine, and the nu- 
merous vessels engaged in the whale fisheries in 
the Pacific, and that the greatly increased revenues 


| in these western ports would more than counter- 


balance, in a very short time, any expenditure 
which might be made by the Government for this 
purpose. That, in an extended maritime and na- 
tional aspect, the creation of a strong naval estab- 
lishment in the bay of San Francisco, is of great 
importance to this country. That, when the im- 


| mense value of the whale fisheries and trade to the 


western coast of the two Americas, to China gd 
other countries of Asia, and the islands of the 


| Pacific and Indian oceans, and the daily increas- 


ing trade and commerce of California and Oregon, 
are all considered, it must be confessed that this 
Government is under the strongest obligations to 
lose no time in providing the most ample means 
for the future security of all these interests, which 
belong almos} entirely to the Atlantic coast and 
the enterprising mariners from New England en- 
gaged in the whale fisheries. , foes 
The report then details a variety of statistics, 
showing the extent of commerce and navigation 
in past years from the Atlantic ports to California, 
and concludes by urging the necessity of the ap- 
pointment of a board of officers to superintend the 
construction of the dock and basin and railway. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, the read- 
ing of this report does not satisfy my mind that 
we should authorize the construction of a basin 
and railway, which will involve an expense of 
from a million to a million and a half of dollars. 
This basin and railway is proposed to be built, 


| not only without, but in opposition to, the recom- 


mendation of the department. It is also in opposi- 
tion to the decision of the last Congress. Thisismy 
first objection. My second objection is, that it is 
entirely unnecessary and useless. I shall occupy 
the time of the Senate but a little while, for I only 
have a few practical suggestions and remarks of a 
business character to make. 

Mr. President, no Secretary of the Navy has 


| ever recommended this basin and railway in con- 


nection with the dry-dock. I find that this sub- 
ject was before the Senate at the last session, and 
an inquiry was addressed to the Secretary of the 
Navy upon the subject, as to whether it was ne- 
cessary; and he gave an answer which I will read 
to the Senate: 

“Yn reply to so much of the resolution as inquires 
‘whether, in the judgment of the head of this Department, 
‘a dock could not be constructed sufficient tor all the pur- 
t poses of the Navy at much less expense to the Govern- 
‘ment than the one contemplated by the act aforesaid,’ I 
have to state that, in my opinion, a sectional dock alone. 
without the addition of a basin and railway, but with a 
pier to secure it, would answer every demand of the Navy 
on the coast of California, for many years to come. Such 
a dock has recently raised the steam-ship ‘t Ohio,” belong- 
ing to Messrs. Law & Co., in the harbor of New York, 
which ship is over three hundred feet in length. 

“ The cost of the dock alone would certainly be much 
less than one halt, and possibly not more than one third, of 
the amount proposed to be paid for the whole work as 
herein stated. The addition of the pier to secure il, and 
render it capable of use, would probably not exceed 
$50,000. These can be completed and ready for use in two 
years, at most, and may be in fifteen or twenty months; 
while the addition of the basin and railway will require 
from four to five years to complete them.” 


That is the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Navy, given at the last session, when this subject 


; was brought to the attention of the Senate. I find, 


_ also, in the naval appropriation bill, a decision on 
: this point: 


: the contract, allege: 


“ For the floating dry dock in California, $150,000; and 
the Secretary of the Navy. is hereby required soto modify 
40-have been made on the 17th of 


January last, as to confine the sum to the construction 


; of the floating dock alone, without a basin or railway; 
: Provided, The contractors will agree to do the work at the 


1862. 
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estimates made by the Department in November and Be 
cember last: “nd provided, The Secretary considers the i 
estimates fair and reasonable; and so much of said law as i 
authorizes the construction of a basin and railway is hereby | 


repealed: Provided, That, before making any contract, the :; 


Secretary of the Navy shall give at least sixty days -notice į 
by advertisement in the usual way.” 


So, sir, this question with regard to'a basin and 
railway was decided at the last session. Sir, what ` 
does the Secretary of the Navy say in his report to | 
the present Congress upon this matter? : 


“Agrceably to the act of the last session of Congress, a | 
modified contract was entered into with Messrs. Dankin & ; 
Moody, and Gilbert & Secor, for the construction of a 
floating sectional dock on the Bay at San Francisco, to be 
completed and delivered for the sum of $610,000. This 
work is understood to be in a course of speedy execution, i 
the contract requiring its completion in twa years from the | 
month of May last. lts precise location cannot be deter- i 
mined tmtil the selection ofa site for a navy-vard on the į 
waters of that bay, for which purpose a commission will 
be sent out early in the ensuing spring. It will be neces- | 
sary to provide a pier or basin to render this dock capable 
of use. The location of the dock not yet being determined, | 
THE DEPARTMENT FOSTPONES THE QUESTION OF PREFER- 
ENCE BETWEEN THESE TWO STRUCTURES UNTIL THE RE- 
PORT OF THE PROPOSED BOARD SHALL BE RECEIVED AND 
FULL LOCAL INFORMATION OBTAINED.” 


Yet this bill, without this proposed local inform- : 
ation, authorizes the construction of this basin and 


railway, and the location of this navy~yard and | 
depôt, with reference to its construction. 


Mr, CLARKE, If the honorable Senator from | 
Pennsylvania will give way, as the time for the , 
consideration of private bills has arrived, J will 
move to postpone the further consideration of this | 
subject. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Pennsylvania give way? 

Mr BRODHEAD. I would rather finish my 
remarks now, if such is the pleasure of the Senate. | 
It is, however, immaterial to me. 

Mr. DAVIS, (in his seat.) Let him go on. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will proceed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Why, therefore, enter into 
these contracts 

Mr, SHIELDS. If the honorable Senator will | 
permit me, I will suggest that I fear this will occu- 

the whole day. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Penn- ji 
sylvania has the floor. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. There seems to bea desire 
to proceed to other business, and [—— 

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 am very anxious to hear 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania give 

- this subject a full investigation at an early day, 
and if he will permit me, 1 will move its postpone- 
ment for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Penn- | 
sylvania ig entitled to the floor, and must not be 
interrupted. 

Mr. COOPER. I hope my colleague will give 


way. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Jtisa matter of very great 
indifference to me, but perhaps what few remarks 
I have to make may as well be made now. 

Why should Congress undertake to order this | 


dry dock to be constructed, and by certain gentle- | 
mèn who have a patent-right for il? We have a! 
Secretary of the Navy; we have a Bureau of | 
Docks and Yards; we have a Bureau of Construc- ' 
tion and Repairs; we have all the materiel and per- | 
sonnel necessary; and yet, whenever a dry dock is: 
required we must have a contractor to do it, while 

the pay of our own officers goes on. We have | 
engineers, artisans, constructors, everything of 
this kind, and yet, sir, contractors must be em- 
ployed. Why, one half of the time we do not | 
tind out what is necessary for the naval service, ii 
unless we are informed by gentlemen who desire | 


contracts. Lam opposed to all acts of Congress ` 
providing for making contracts. Why, sir, this ; 


contract system and these contractors have become 
a kind of fourth estate. We have now the three 
depariments—-the legislative, executive, and judi- ' 
cial; and I think we ought to have a fourth, and 
that is, the contract department. 

Mr. President, L have stated that this basin and 


railway is wholly unnecessary and useless. We | 


have now more docks than there is any necessity 
for. How many ships have we to be repaired at 
these docks—-becanse itis well known that they 

are not constructed for building vessels, but only | 


for their repair—they were originally authorized, | 


in 1848, for the purpose of repairing ships of the | 
line? We have eleven ships of the liae,and dur- 


ing the last three years we have expended three ii 


i 
i 
i 
| 


millions of dollars for building these docks. Eleven 
ships of the line to be repaired, once in three 

ears, and we have spent nearly a million of dol- 
ars at Kittery, in Maine, nearly a million at Phil- 
adelphia, and nearly a million more at Pensacola, 


for these dry docks, and now a million and a half )) 


more is asked for a basin and railway connected 
with a dry dock in California, Tt is unnecessary 
in California, because our vessels will be repaired 
upon the Atlantic coast. There are no materials, 
sir, for constructing dry docks or repairing ves- 
sels in California. ‘They will all have to be taken 


| from the Atlantic border. Besides, provisions and 


labor are three or four times as dear in California, 
and our vessels should therefore be repaired upon 
the Atlantic coast, and not upon the Pacific ade. 
Mr. President, I have some statistics upon the 
subject of these dry docks, by which I wish to 
show to the Senate how much we have paid for 
dry docks during the last three years, in fact since 
the organization of the Government. Up to about 
ten years ago, we had expended $1,6599g46 47 for 
docks. We spent prior to the commencement of 
the stone dock at New York that amount. We 
then paid $2,146,255 36 for the stone dock at New 
York, making, together with what had been pre- 
viously expended, $3,798,701 83. Thus it appears 


that previous to 1848 we had spent upwards of į 


three millions of dollars, nearly four millions, for 
docks. Well, sir, in 1848 this new system com- 
menced. Certain gentlemen had obtained a patent 


for the kind of dock mentioned in this bill, and we 


have paid them since that time, $3,078,594. So, sir, ‘| 
i we have spent, and given to this 


i perenne set of 
contractors, for this 


nearly as much money as has been spent from the 
time of the organization of the Government up to 


1848. We have expended Six millions since the || 
commencement of the Government for docks, and | 


of that sum over three millions have been given to 
these contractors, and that since 1848. These are 


statistics which are taken from the Navy Depart- | 


ment, and I believe them to be correct, and they 
are unanswerable. 

Mr. President, it is said that it is necessary to 
have this work for our protection in time of war. 
In time of war! What nation wants to go to 
war with us? We fought the battles of the Revo- 
lution with three millions of people; snd we did 
very well during the war of 1812 with about ten 
millions, and without these dry docks, basins and 
railways. We are not about to become armed 
propagandists, saying to other people, Come, and 
adopt our principles and institutions—come, be 
brethren of ours, or we will cut your throats P? 
I do not think that is any part of the policy of this 
Government. Our danger ig not from without, 
but from within. 

Mr. President, Í have stated that these docks are 
not only unnecessary, but useless. We have a 


| dry dock at Philadelphia. It was to be completed 


and tested with a ship of the line last June; and 
what does the Secretary of the Navy inform us? 


Why, in December he said they had a dredging | 
machine for the purpose of preparing the dock to | 


reecive a ship of the line, in order to have it tested. 


And when it was taken off the hands of the con- | 


tractors, notwithstanding the work was so ob- 
structed by want of water, they said, “Give us 
the money, it is not for us to find water.” ‘They 


were right in what they said, ¢ d were nut te 
is, whether g 


blame. Now, what I want tok 
dredging machine will not be constantly niggessary 
there to make the dry dock of any use, and whether 
it will not be constantly filling up after it is dredged 
out. 

I have stated, Mr. President, that more than 
three millions of dollars have been paid to these 
contractors for this particular kind of dock, and 


sr 


that, too, within the last three years—since 1848; | 
They re- |: 


and J will now give the items in detail. 
ceived for building a dry dock, basin and railway 


at Kittery, in Maine, $732,915; for building a i; 
|| similar one at Philadelphia, $813,742; for buildmg 
one at Pensacola, $921,937; and for a floating dry | 


dock alone at San Francisco they are to receive 


i! 8610,000, according to the report of the Secretary 
i of the Navy at the present session. i 

Now, sir, it is said that this floating dry dock | 
is useless without a connection with a basin and | 
I say that basins ; 


railway. Ideny that statement. 


‘and railways are entirely unnecessary in connec- 


tion with a dry dock; and I am sustained in this 


RESSIONAL GLOBE. 


articular kind of dock, in op- i 
| position to the decisions of the Navy Department, 


ary | 


as 


| position by the Secretary of the Navy: He says 

if that a pier is all that is necessary; and that alone 

|| will cost only $50,000. © A basin and railway will 

i cost froma million to a million and a halfe =; 

|| But there is another fact which I wish to bring 

to the notice of the Senate, to sustain the position 

| which Lheve assumed. This kind of dry dock 

| has been in use and patented for ten years, and a 

basin and railway has never been connected with 

one for the merchant service. This is-an unan- 

swerable fact. Merchants never think of making 

use of the basin and railway. ‘They use a pier, 

which costs $50,000, instead of a million ‘or’a 

million and a half. These, Mr. President, arethe 

‘ large objections which I have to connecting basins 
and railways with this dry dock authorized at the 

; last session of Congress. 

| Another thing, Mr. President. This bill not 

: only proposes that these officers should recéive 

i their regular pay, but that that pay shall be 

doubled, and their expenses paid also. Sir, if that 

is the way you are to pay the officers of the Na- 

| vy, who receive their pay whether they are on duty 

| or not, I shall be much mistaken. This bill also 

| provides that we are to pay for the land and for 

' the location the amount which may be awarded 

| by a jury in Caufornia. A jury in California is 

to say not how much the State of California is to 
pay for the location, but how much the United 
tates is to pay for it. I rather think, sir, that it 

|; will be a pretty largesum. It is true that the bill 

| provides that the district attorney shall approve 

the award, and also that it shall be approved by 

the Attorney General of the United Statés. Sir, 

the district attorney lives in California, and the 

Attorny General of the United States lives here. 

| ‘The bill also provides for a marine barracks. 

|| What necessity is there for a marine barracks in 

California? How many marines will you have 

! to send there? Sir, we have only about nine or 

| ten hundred marines—perhaps eleven hundred 

| with the officers of a brigade—and we havealready 

a marine barracks at Portsmouth, another at Bos- 

ii ton, another at New York, another at Philadel- | 

|! plia, another at Washington, another at Norfolk, 

| and another at Pensacola; and we are to have one: 

more at San Francisco, although we have but 

eleven hundred mariners, and more than. three 

| fourths of them are on board our national vessels. 

i| Sir, if this barracks is established at San, Fran- 

i| cisco, we will not have ten men to put into it. 

fi These, however, are objections of minor import- 

lance. My main objection is to the amendments 

|| proposed to this bill, I object especially to the pro- 

li visions of the amendment authorizing the construe- 

| tion of a basin and railway in connection with a 

li dry dock. We have expended money enough in 

|| constructing docks recently. I have some objec- 

i| tion to the details of this bill, They are of minor 

consideration, it is true; but I will state them. I 

have already shown that the Secretary of the Navy 

| has informed us that he has already the power to , 

|, appoint this board of officers to make this loca- 

i| tion. A navy-yard may be necessary in Califor- 

nia. I believe that it is; but we need not provide 

for the appointment of a board of officers. The 

|i Secretary of the Navy now has power to appoint 

| them. 

| Mr. GWLN. 4 will not continue this debate 

li now. [do not intend to intrude on the private 
business set apart for this day; but I give notice 

i to the Senate, that if this bill goes over until Mon- 

i day, I will then call it up, in order that J may 

‘have an opportunity of replying to the speech of 

l the Senator from Pennsylvania. If itis the wish 

© of the Senate, I will proceed now; but J] do not 

© wish to intrude on this day, which has been set 

| apart for private business. When I do speak, I 

| pledge myself not to leave the Senator from Penn- 

li sylvania, [Mr. BRODHEAD,] for the argument 

brought forward this morning, and which has 

been so laboriously prepared, an inch of ground to 

stand on; or, if I do not do this, some other mem- 

ber of the Committee on Naval Affairs, much 

more able than myself to discharge the duty, will. 

| The Senator’s speech is a mere rehash of argu- 

ments which have bé€n brought up time and again 
n opposition to this. system, and discredited by 

soth Houses of Congress. Why is it-that. the 

Secretary of the Navy should know more in re- 

gard to this question’ than the Congress of: the 

United States, which has. laboriously aud thor- 

‘oughly examined this question, and alwaysover- 

i ruled their views, which, in: my opmion, are nar- 
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row. atid contracted: in. this: respect, in regard-to 
our progress in naval affairs? I am. prepared to. 
meet and overcome every. argument which has 
been brought forward by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania; and-if. this pledge is not redeemed by 
myself.or some other.member of. the committee, 
then I expect the bill to be defeated... I will not go 
into:the argument to-day, but it is dueto myselfto 
say, that Lam notin the habit, either as amember 
of this body oras the organ of one of its committees, 
of connecting. my name with any measure which 
cai beso easily overthrown, This bill has been re- 

orted fromthe Committee on Naval Affairs unan- 
imously; and I do not think that a. single argu- 
ment brought forward by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania is so‘unanswerable as he seems to think, 
and as he will find out before the bill is: disposed 
of, Without. giving up my right to: the floor, I 
move that the further consideration of this subject 
be postponed until Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 


; RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I gave notice yesterday 
that I should to-day ask the Senate to take up the 
bill making a grant of land to the State of lowa, 
in aid of the construction of certain railroads. At 
the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Lands, who is a friend of my bill, and 
at the ‘suggestion of other friends, as well as in 
consequence of the general disposition of the Sen- 
ate to proceed to the consideration of private bills, 
I will not make that motion; but I desire to give 
notice that I shall on Monday ask the Senate to 
take up that bill. I have been assured by gentle- 
men, friends and opponents of the measure, that 
when the Senate next takes up the bill, they will 
dispose of it. 


$ NOTARIES PUBLIC. 

Mr. CHASE. A bill, at its third reading, in 
relation to notaries public, was yesterday, on my 
motion, postponed until to-day. I was then act- 
ing under the supposition that the bill required an 

, amendment, for I thought it was the same bill 
which had been passed by the Senate two years 
ago; but I find, upon inquiry, that the amendment 
which was proposed last year by the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Berrien,] and then modified on 
my motion, has been substituted for the bill upon 
the motion of the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. I therefore ask that the bill may now be 
taken. up and passed. 

The bill was accordingly taken up and passed, 
and its tittle was amended so as to read: 

‘An act to authorize notaries public to take and certify 


oaths, affirmations, and acknowledgments, in certain 
caseg”? 


ENUMERATION OF FIRE-ARMS. 
On motion by Mr. CASS, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of War, made 
the 25th of february, 1851, exhibiting the number of fire- 
arins belonging to the United States, be printed. 


CLAIM FOR THE OCCUPATION OF KEY WEST. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of John W. Simonton. It provides that the proper 
accounting officer of the ‘Treasury, under the direc- | 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy, audit and settle 
the claim of John W. Simonton and others, own- 
ers of theisland of Key West, Florida, upon prin- 
ciples of justice and equity, on account of its occu- |! 


general law. I.can seeno reason which shows 
this course to be necessary in this case. . It js a 
case of contingent damages—damages exceeding] 

indefinite in the grounds on which they are claimed. 


And if it be true. that you are unwilling to intrust 
a tribunal established: for the purpose, where the 
power of the examination of witnesses, both on 
the part of the United States and on the part of 
the claimant, would: exist, and where the. power 


~of cross-examination would exist—if you are un- 


willing to constitute sucha tribunal, and such has 
been hitherto the determination of Congress—on 
what principle is ft that you can sanction a bill 
which refers to the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury Department the settlement of a claim for con- 
tingent damages, founded upon a very indistinct 


ages are claimed? It seems to me that this is en- 
tirely inconsistent with the legislation of Congress 
on the general subject. 

The Bil proposes to refer to the accounting offi- 
cers, undggsthe opinion of the Attorney General, 
the settlement of the claim of Simonton and oth- 
evs, on principles of justice and equity. If there 
is no rule prescribed in the bill by which the judg- 
ment of these officers is to be governed, it becomes 
a question of arbitrary disctetion on their part as 
to what amount of damages they will allow. This 
is an objection, and I think a sufficient objection, 
to the bill as it now stands, 
dicated principles that I know of which can be 
applied to govern orcontrol the accounting officers 
in the amount of the allowance they shall make 
under this bill. 

But the bill goes further. It does profess to 
which is, in one branch of it, correct. The bill 
says that, in the settlement of this claim upon the 
principles of justice and equity, ‘they shall ascer- 
‘tain, as nearly as practicable, the benefits andad- 
‘vantages which accrued to the United States from 
‘the occupancy of it; and also the injury which 
‘resulted to the owners of it; and to pay the same 
‘out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
‘apprepriated.”? Ts that a sound principle for the 
assessment of damages, taken altogether? I would 
ask the Senate, Was such a mode of the assess- 
ment of damages ever before heard of, as thjs first 
part of direction, that the accounting officers are to 
ascertain the amount of damages to these parties 
upon the principle of the advantage to the United 
States from the occupation of the island? 

No such principle has ever obtained in reference 
to the United States, nor could it in justice obtain. 
The benefit of the United States is not a source of 
injury to the claimants. If the United States take 
the property of a citizen for any purpose what- 
ever, though that purpose may prove fruitless, 
and though it may be a wasteful and extravagant 
expenditure on their part, they are bound to com- 
pensate him to the extent of his loss. But on 
what principle is it that, because it may become 
important to the United States to take possession 
of private property, the United States are to make 
compensation according to the benefit which they 
received, as well as according to the injury of the 
party? The value of the property, the real dam- 
age to the party, should be the sole measure of the 
injury in every case. Take a commonillustration 
of this: In almost all the States there are internal 
improvements, railroads, which are made by rail- 
road laws, for the incorporating of individuals 


pancy. by the Government of the United States as 
a naval and military post during the years 1823, 
1824, 1825, and 1826; and that in settling it upon 
these principles they shall ascertain, as nearly as 
practicable, the benefits and advantages which ac- 
erued to the United States from the occupancy of : 
it; and also the injuries which resulted to the 4 
owners of it; and to pay the same out of any |: 
money not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I feel myself : 
compelled to oppose this bill. T object to it on ac- 
count of its form, and also on the ground that the 
claim itself is utterly worthless 
demand against. the United S 
deavor to show satisfactor 
sition to this bill. j 


sand forms no just | 
tates. I shall en- 
tory*reasons for my oppo- 
i Tobject to the form of this bill 
on this ground: Congvess tias uniformly adhered 
to the determination not to establish a board, or 
court of claims, or any.tribunal for the purpose 
of deciding upon clai dedeainst the United 
States. Yet this bill is in effect, in a par- 
ticular case, what you have'refased to pass asa 


cd 


in order to enable them to make railroads, and 


There are no adju- | 


givingjjenerally a power, where the parties are | 
incompetent, from minority or any other cause, or | 


are unwilling to agree as to the sale of their land, | 


| that the damages may be assessed by a jury. But 


do those laws contain a clause which authorizes a 


jury to ascertain the advantage which will flow to | 


the company from the occupation of the land, as 


ʻi well as the damages which the party will sustain? 


Did any man ever hear of such a proposition as 


| this, that the importance of land to the company 
: which is to make the road was to be taken into 


the account in ascertaining the damages? Yet 
this is the principle upon which this bill goes. If 
itis recognized as a correct principle, wherever 
there is, on the line of a railroad, some portion of 


i 
| 
| 
i 
t 
f 
f 
| 
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statement of the grounds upon which these dam- | 


point out a rule for the ascertainment of damages, | 


I subit that itis nò-true measure of damages 
recognizable on any principle’either in the case of 
an individual or in tlfe case of the Government. 
| The bill, therefore, in point of form, in my judg- 
ment, enacts an unsound rule for ascertaining the 
damage sustained by the: party, and. that, being 
unsound in principle, it ought-not to be retained 
in the bill. Secondly, J am opposed. to. the bill 
on the ground that it gives a discretionary power 
to ascertain damages under, as I have said, a false 
rule; but whether with or without the rule, that 
discretionary power ought not to be given. If 
we are to compensate these parties for the injuries 
they have sustained, let Congress do it; but as 
long as Congress refuse to establish a tribunal by. 
which claims against the United States can be prop- 
erly adjudicated, and settled upon some recog- 
nized and known principles, there can be no rea- 
son for making these the exceptional ones to the 
action of Congress in reference to a general prin- 
ciple. On either ground I am opposed to this bill 
in its present form; and unless it is put into a dif- 
ferent shape, I shal] oppose it on these grounds; 
but waiving these objections, I will now proceed 
to state my objections to the claim for relief on 
which the bill is founded. 

I have.had my attention called to the bill in con- 
sequence of the mode in which the damages were 
directed by it to. be estimated, and I have taken 
the trouble to read over all the papers which are 
printed, with the report of the committee in the 
previous report of the committee of the House of 
Representatives. The conclusion that my judg- 
ment has come to from this examination is, that 
this is a speculative claim from the beginning to 
the end; that the parties who have prepared it 
(and they have prepared it well) have done it on 
a speculation upon the Government, and that there 
is no just claim against the United States for a 
single dollar. It appears that in 1821, Simonton, 
who resided in Havana, knowing (and I presume 
that he knew it, for the papers are vay indefinite 
in their information on many points) that he could 
probably obtain an old Spanish grant in the hands 
of a man by the name of Salas, on the 7th of De- 
cember, of that year, addressed a communication 
to the Government, (whether or not to the Naval 
Department does not appear,) calling their atten- 
tion to the importance of Key West, then a deso- 
late and uninhabited island, as a naval station. 
He did not do this as the owner—not as a claimant 
—not as a person having any individual interest, 
but with a view to the benefit of the country; and 
within thirty days after he had sent this notice to 
the Government, which they immediately acted 
upon by surveying it, he purchased it. This was 
at the time when there were a great many pirates 
in the neighborhood of the West. Indies who 
preyed upon our commerce. Within thirty days 
after he had done this, he purchased from Salas, 
for two thousand dollars, his Spanish grant. The 
papers in the case show that there was a con- 
test in reference to titles between the Governor, 
Gidney, of South Carolina, and Mr. Simonton. 
None of these titles had been acknowledged under 
the treaty of Florida—none of them had been pro- 
duced. There was no law til] 1882 to authorize 
any adjudication upon them. As to possession, 
the evidence is exceedingly imperfect. The United 
States in 1822 had a survey made of the island 
under Commodore Perry, and left there a guard 
with a view to the protection of the Island, which 
was then, and had been hitherto, according to that 
officer, a resort for smugglers and pirates, and 
utterly unsafe as a residence. Being found to be 
admirable for the purposes indicated in this com- 
munication, the Government subsequently, in 
1823, directed Commodore Porter to establish a 
naval depôt and barracks there, when he was put 
in command of the squadron for the. purpose of 
suppressing piracy in these seas. Under these or- 
| ders he made the establishment, and he reported 

that-he had so made it in April, 1823. Immedi- 
ately there commenced a scene of constant disputes 
between the commanding officer and the alleged: 
owners of the land, whose title had not yet been 
established, and was not established until 1825, 
These disputes were in reference to their rights in 
relation to a plan of the town, and in reference to 
the preparations alleged to have been made by 
them for the purpose of carrying on the manufac- 
ture of salt. ‘There were various other difficulties 
existing between them. They alleged that Com- 
i modore Porter exercised arbitrary power as to the 
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disposition of their property; and on these grounds, 
which are very imperfectly proved, and by entirely 
exparte testimony, they now come forward toclaim, 
at the hands of the Government, contingent dam- 
ages arising out of the acts of Commodore Porter. 
They say that he destroyed their wood, and they 
had to abandon certain hogs on the island; that he 
interfered, by his despotic orders, with their com- | 
mercial enterprises; that he prevented settlers 
from coming on the island; that the establishment 
of martial law by him on the island was an inter- 
ference with their rights of property, as he refused 
that any person should build without his authority 
or permission; that it not only broke up their 
commercial arrangements, but that it tended to 
prevent the settlement of the island, retarded its 
commercial interests, and deteriorated its value. | 
This is the general ground of complaint which is : 
made, 

Now, in point of fact, it appears that for this 
island they gave $2,000; and they received from 
the Government $4,000 for the site of a custom- 
house, $3,200 for ground for the barracks, and 
$6,800 for other land purchased from them by the 
Government, making $14,000 paid for property on | 

hey 
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the island for the use of the Government. 
were also paid in 1847 by the Navy Department, 
for the wood which they alleged was used by the 
Navy, $3,695. Thus they received altogether 
from the Government $17,695 and some cents, 
‘for an island which cost them but $2,000. The |, 
real damage, in my judgment, was fully paid for | 
when the wood was paid for. That is the infer- | 
ence which I derive from the proof in the case. 

The learned Senator from Florida, [Mr. Mar- | 
LoRY,} who is a member of the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, and by whom this bill was reported, 
well understands that damages at law, even be- 
tween individuals, may be too remote to be recov- 
ered. A great portion of the damages claimed in 
this case are objectionable on that ground. The 
allegation that these parties intended and had made 
preparation to establish salt-works there, which 
were interfered with by the officers of the Govern- 
ment, is not proved in itself; and if it were proved 
it comes under that class of damages too remote, 
even in the case of individuals arising out of the 
trespass, to justify the recovery of damages. But 
there is another ground which, in my judgment, 
cuts off this claim altogether. The Secretary of | 
the Navy, in February, 1823, instructed Commo- 
dore Porter te take possession of the island. An | 
extract from the instructions of the Secretary of 
the Navy is to be found at page 20 of the report 
made to the House of Representatives in 1848, and 
it is attached to the report of the Senate commit- 
tee. This extract contains all of Commodore Por- 
ter’s instructions in relation to his duty in regard 
to this island: 

“You will establish at Thompson’s Island, usually called | 
Key West, a depôt, and land the ordnance and marines to 
protect the stores and provisions. If, however, you shall 
find any important objection to this place, and a more suit- 
able and convenient one can be found, you are at liberty to 
sclect it as a depit.” 

These were the orders of the Government to 
the officer. If under these orders for establishing 
a depot, the officer, without warrant of law, chose 
to declare martial law—if he infringed on the rights , 
of the citizens by any arbitrary conduct, the courts 
were open for relief, and the Government can incur į 
no responsibility for the malversation of its officer | 
or for his acts, beyond his orders and authority. 
Į do not state this merely from my own opinion, 
but on the authority of a very able and distin- 
guished man, formerly Attorney General of the 
United States, Mr. Legaré, in an opinion given 
by him on the case of Sibbald, somewhat similar 
to this, and which was referred to in the petition 
of the memorialists. A bill was passed referring, 
without any rule being laid down, to the account- | 
ing officers to settle the accounts of Sibbald for 
damages, which was a case not dissimilar, but in |: 
the particular facts of course not the same as this. | 
Fortunately for the country, Mr. Legaré was At- | 

rney General. He gave his opinion on the case, | 
which will be found in the ‘Opinions of the At- 
torneys General of the United States,” page 1543. 
He there Jays down the rules which should guide 
the accounting officers in that case in ascertaining 
the damages. Among them he lays down this 
proposition, which I take to be unquestioned in 
law, and which cannot be contradicted here or 
elsewhere: 

«The damages must not only have been directly caused, 
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į or honesty. The present establishment, though on a small |} 


! island. 


| Navy. 


' Porter was living. 


not merely occasioned, by the interference of any agent of 
the United States, but he must have acted under their 
authority. -Whatever the agents did beyond their instruc- 
tions, clearly they did in their own wrong, and the Govern- 
ment is not responsible.” 

I say, then, that, on the proofs in this case, 
there is not ‘a single fact shown of any act done to 
the individual who makes the claim here, by Com- 
modore Porter, which is within his instructions, 
for which the parties have not been paid. The 
depot has been paid for: the site for the barracks 
and the custom-house has been paid for. The | 
wood alleged to have been taken has been paid for. | 
And there is no other act within his instructions į 
complained of, which is, as far as I have read | 
these papers, attempted to be proved. It is al- 
leged, that by his arbitrary conduct on the island— 
containing altogether about seven hundred acres— 
its value was greatly diminished. [tis said that 
he ordered the proprietors to pen up their hogs; 
and that in consequence of their inability to do so 
they were obliged to abandon them. If he gave 
that order he did it without right. The right could į 
not be derived from the instructions of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. If it was done, it was a viola- 
tion of the rights of property; and they were not 
boungepy it. If the hogs had not been penned up 
and were used by the Government, the Gov- 
ernment would then be responsible. But there is 
no proof of that. Thereis no proof as to by whom 
the hogs were taken. They simply declare that | 
they were abandoned in consequence of an order 
of Commodore Porter. If he made such an order, 
it was clearly illegal, and could not have been de- | 
rived from his power to establish a depét. That | 
power of his did not give him jurisdiction over || 
the whole island. 

Another ground of complaint is, that by the oc- | 
cupation of the island its settlement was retarded. 
Now, in my opinion, great advantages accrue to 
these parties from the occupation of the island by 
the Government. But those advantages seem to 
be altogether lost sight of. At the time the island 
was taken possession of by the Government, the | 
report of Commodore Perry shows that it was a 
desolate island, the resort of smugglers and pi- 
rates, and unsafe as a residence. It will be found 
on page 16 of the report of 1848 of the commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives, that Com- 
mander Perry, in a communication dated March 
28, 1822, uses this language: 

“Heretofore the Florida Keys have been the resort of 
smugglers, New Providence wreckers, and in fact of a set j 
of desperadoes who have paid but little regard either to law || 


scale, will, E conjecture, (with the assistance of the set- |} 


uers,) be enabled to kecp these lawiess people from tl 
But | would suggest the necessity of an early aug- | 
mentation of force, if it be only for the purpose of e cing 
the revenue laws. A gun-boat would be a force sufticient 
to answer all the purposes required,” 

There are many other matters contained in the 
facts stated in this case which are open to com- į 
ment; butit is not worth my while to detain the 
Senate by commenting upon them. The fact is 
certainly not proved in the cases that some of the | 
parties who claimed damages had an interest in | 
the property at the time. They claim that they 
had an interest; but their interest is not shown. | 


many of the facts, which, if it were worth while, | 
I would now coment upon. But E shall not 
trouble myself with those matters now. ! 
I wish, however, to refer to a fact which appears || 
to have escaped the notice of the Committee on Na- | 
val Affairs of this body, at this session. Thig claim 
wasoriginally presented in thenameof John White 
head, who is now one of the claimants. But thi 
is now here as the claim of John W. Simonton. 
It was before Congress as early as the first session 
of the Twenty-third Congress. The committe 
were then discharged from the consideration of the į 
claim; and it was referred to the Secretary of the | 
At the second session of the Twenty- ; 

third Congress, the Secretary of the Navy made 
a report upon it; and that report I ask to have 
read. It shows that this matter has been fully in- 
vestigated, and that, too, ata time when there wer 
better means of investigation—while Commodor 


I 
i 
} 
i 
| 


The Secretary read the report, as follows: it 
Navy DEPARTMENT, December 15, 1834. 

The Secretary of the Navy, in compliance with the direc 

tions contained in the resolution of the Senate of the Uni- 

ted States, of the 16th June last, referring the memorial and | 

documents of John Whitehead, and others, owners of Key | 

West, for examination into the facts therein stated, to col- 


i 
a 


BE. 
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lect the necessary evidence; and report the same, together 


rosa 


with copies of such letters and’ papers’ in this Department 
as relate thereto, to the Senate at’ its next session, has the 
honor to make the folowing report: 2e e ese Pa 

The parties interested in this case” state; that, in coti- 
sequence of a communication made by them: on the 27th 
December, 1821, representing thé peculiar importance. of 
Key West, as a naval station to protect our commerce from 
pirates, and suppress the slave trade, Lieutenant Perry was 
ordered, on the 7th February, 1822, to examine said island 
and its harbors, &c., and, if deemed necessary by him, to 
take possession in the name of the United States ; and that 
on the 28th March following, he made a report of his pro- 
ceedings. P 

That instructions were subsequently issued to Captain 
Patterson, on the 15th November, 1822, who reported. the 
result of his examinations on the 11th March and 10th July, 


1823. 
That Commodore Porter, on Thegist of Febroury, 1823, 
; as commandant of the 


received his general instructions 
West India station, and was directed to establish a depot 
at Thompson’s Island, usually called Key West, and land 
ordnance and marines to protect the stores and provisions. 

That the said commander assumed entire control and 
jurisdiction of said island; forcibly appropriating wood al- 
ready cut, and causing more to be cut down and used, sciz- 
ing and using, for his officers and men, hogs and sheep 
running at large, the property of the memorialists 5 prohibit- 
ing the owners and their agents from building or iniproving 
without his permission; and enforced military law- upon 
the said island ; of which grievances, they state, that they in- 
formed the Navy Department by a communication dated 


| the Ist of February, 1825. 


In support of these allegations, the memorialists offer tha 
deposition of Griffith W. Roberts; the copy of: a letter from 
Commodore Porter to Lieutenant James M. McIntosh, 
sworn to by John Whitehead; a letter of Mastgr Com- 
mandant M. P. Mix to said Whitehead; certified copies of 
two letters from P. C. Greene & Co. to Commodore Porter, 
and the original of Commodore Porter’s reply ; a certificate 
of Lieutenant James M. MeIntosh, with copy of Commo- 
dore Porter’s letter to him above referred to, and an im- 
perfect copy of the communication of Ist February, 1825, 
which are all hereto annexed, lettered from A to G in- 
elusive. 

The records and files of the Navy Department have been 
carefully examined, but afford no information nor evidence 
of the seizures and damages which the memorialists com- 
plain that they sustained, nor can any communication be 
found to have been received from them on the subject, 
dated the Ist of February, 1825, 

The communication of the 7th of December, 1821; the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy, of the 29th of Deeem- 
ber, 1822, to the President; and the instructions to Licu- 
tenant Perry, Commodore Patterson, and Commodore Por- 
ter, and the reports by these officers, to which the memo- 
rialists allude, are appended hereto, and numbered from 1 
to 8, inclusive. All which is respectfully submitted,’ 

MAHLON DICKERSON, 


Mr. BAYARD. The Senate will observe that 
the case was fully examined by the Secretary of 
the Navy at that time, and that the communica» 
tion containing complaints against Commodore 
Porter’s conduct, which it is alleged that these par- 
ties made in February, 1825, was never made. 
The Secretary states, thatafier an examination of 
the records, he could find no evidence of the seiz- 
ures and damages of which the memorialists com- 
plain. He could not find the communication con- 
taining complaints against Commodore Porter, 
said to have been made in 1825; but a mutilated 
copy of the alleged communication was offered as 
evidence. This report was made to Congress after 
a full examination ofall the facts and circumstances 
connected with the claim. 

At the first session of the Twenty-fourth Con- 
gress nothing was done in regard to this claim. 
Nothing was done „at the second session of that 
Congress. At the second session of the Twenty- 
fifth Congress the committee were discharged from 
the consideration of the subject. At the first ses- 
sion of the Twenty-sixth Congress the committee 
made an adverse report upon the claim of the pe- 
titioner, after investigating all the facts. After the 
report was made, leave was granted to withdraw 
the papers of the party; and they now bring for- 
ward the same claim, and, as far as Ī ean judge, 
precisely on the same papers, without any addi- 
tional testimony whatever: at any rate, no addi- 
tional testimony seems to have been taken since 
that time. That. report was made to the Senate on 
the 23d of January, 1840. Itisreport No 109 of 
the first session of the 26th Congress. 

s Mr. TAPPan submitted the following report: 

s The Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was referred 
the memorial of John Whitehead, for himself and others, 
with the accompanying documents, report: 

syst. That the memorialist avers tuat in December, 
1821, he and his associates beeame the proprietors of the 
island of Key West, by purchase of a Spanish grant of the 
6th of August, 1815; that in December, 1821, they took 
possession of the island, and held it to the time of filing 


the memorial. A 
“2d. That the memorialist represented to the Govern- 


a 


; ment of the United States the advantages of Key West as 
: a naval station, and invited its use for that purpose; that 


in consequence of such invitation, the island wasio March 
or July, 1823, taken possession of by Lieutenaut Perry, 
acting under orders from the Secretary of the Navy; that 


of the whole of. the:island was. continued 

it time in: 1827, ang of part of it-until the year 
1851, ene ; 

ae 
interfered with their plans ,of building and arranging their 
town lote; and built their store-houses without any regard 
to such lets; that they exercised exclusive authority over 
the island, in the name: of the United States, and did- not 
permit the. memorialists to do in all things as they pleased. 
-= teath. That three: hundred cords of cut and piled wood 
taken’ and used bythe. officers of the Navy, and an 
own quantity of wood was cut and used by them. 
4 5th. That the memorialists owned a large stack of hogs 
ond sheep, which ran at large on’ the island, which they 
“were compelled wholly to abandon. x . 
‘366th, That the very large profits which might have ac- 
erueéd to them from the.commerce of the place, were lost by 
ithe transformation of the port of entry into a 
bunal.: 
The items of clai 
lows, viz r y y , 

Jet. For the: forcible occupation and use of Key West 
for a period of three and one half years. 3 

zcad. For damages in consequence of their inability to 
induce the employment of capital there in salt-making. 

“3d.:For depreciation of the value of Key West to its 
proprietor, growing,out of.its use, by the United States. 
" 464th.” For three hundred cords of wood forcibly taken. 


ier up by the memoralistic, are as fol- 


“5th. For five hundred cords of wood forcibly cut and | 


used. 

“6th, For three hundred sheep. 

“7th, For two hundred hogs. 

« Florida was ceded to the United States in 1819, and 
possession was taken ofthe territory on the 10th of J uly, 
1821; the memoralist says that he took possession of the 
island of Key West, in December, 1823. The principal 

art of the claim of the memoralistis bottomed upon we 
PypothSels that in Deember, 1823, he had a lawful right to 
take possession of the island without waiting to have his 
claim admitted and recognized by the Government of the 
United States, and that, of course, the interference by the 
Gfficers of the Government with his possession was illegal. 
Tn both these positions the committee are of opinion that 
the memoralistis mistaken, ‘Che grants made by the Span- 


ish Government of lands in Florida before the treaty of ces- ; 


sion, unless the grantees were in actual possession at the 
me tlie territory was delivered to the United States, were 
not acknowledged as valid until they had been so recog- 
nized by the appropriate tribunal, and did not give any legal 
right. to such grantee to place hitnself in possession. 


te The memoralist produces no evidence of title to the isl- ji 


and in question, but the committee have taken it for granted 
that his claim is as he states it, one not yet patented 
and therefore not definitively acknowledged by the United 
States; and with this view of it, they are of opinion that the 


first three items in the specification of his claim cannot: 


be allowed. 

if the law did allow claimants under Spanish grants, 
standing in the situation of the memorialist, to take posses- 
sion andwurvey out for themselves the territory granted, and 
so the memorialist bad a right to take and hold exclusive 


possession of the island in 1823, it is admitted by the me- ; 
morialist that it was made a naval station, and used by the | 
naval department as such, at the pressing instance and re- | 
quest of the memorialist, and that the memorialist has been || 


paid his own price ior such grounds as were occupied tor 


the public service; nor docs it appear that the officersin |: 


command on that station interfered in any way with the 
occupaney and use of the residue of the istand by the me- 
morialist and his associates, or prevented them from. using 
the natural advantages of the island in the maunfacture of 


salt. There is, therefore, no equitable claim against the | 


Government for those specifications. 

As to the claim for the use of the memorialist’s sheep, 
hogs, and firewood, the evidence adduced is extremely loose, 
indefinite and contradictory; butitis unnecessary for Cou- 
gress to legislate upon Uns part of tle claim, for it the me- 
moriatist has furnished these supplies tor the Navy, upon 


application and due proof of the facts to the proper depart- | 


ment, the existing Jaws authorize payment to be made for 
thein. 
Your comuinittee, thereiore, report the following resolu- 
tion: - 
Resolved, That the prayer of the memorialist is unre: 
sonable, and cannot be granted.” 


Unreasonable, indeed, the claim was then, and: 


it is not less unreasonable now. 
Mr. FISH. When was that report made? 
Mr. BAYARD. In 1840, when all the fi 
which now appear in the papers were bro 


fore the Senate, and were in existence and in the 


knowledge of the parties. I presume, therefore, 


that they were brought before the committee; but: 


("The memorialists complain that the naval officers | 


military tri- | 


J 
A 


j 
i 


l 
| 


naval station there... That. was all. 
land which was taken to fulfill that order-the claim- 
ant has been paid. If the opinion of Mr. Legare 
be correct—~and I hold it clear that it is so—there 
can be no responsibility on. the part of the Gov- 


| ernment to pay these individuals for any alleged 


acts of injury inflicted by the arbitrary orders of 
Commodore Porter. cs o 0 ni CST 

For my own part, 1 give’ but little credence to 
the ex parte testimony now brought forward and 
promulgated, when Commodore Porter is not here 


‘| to answer it, and when it is not corroborated by 


the reports he made to the Government -in the 
course of his official duties as commander of the 
ost, Therefore I cannot ‘sanction such a claim 
y my judgment and my vote. ` For these rea- 
| sons L am opposed to the claim altogether. -T think 
itappears, oh examination. of the papers, that this 
is a speculative claim. The parties, having no in- 


| terest in the island at all, invited the attention of 


\ 
i 


‘| the Government to it at a time when they were 


probably negotiating for its purchase. They asked 
the Government to establish a naval station there, 
so that the island might grow into importance. 
They then purchased an old Spanish claim for 
$2,000. The Government, alter the recommenda- 

tion was made by them, sent an officer i and 
| established a depdt. Thus these parties rived 
| advantages from that. They were enabled to 
| settle the island, Which had before been a resort 
| for smugglers and pirates. This they could not 
i have done without the establishment of the depét 
by the Government. Having received all thesead- 
vantages from the Government, they immediately 


|; began to quarrel with the officers as to all their 
But now, concedifg that some of these acts | 


acts. 
were arbitrary, we do not know the exigencies of 
the case. We cannot judge of the necessity of the 
case, because the.officers are not here to explain, 
and he who had the chief command has passed 
away from earth. 


i 
| 
there is no ground of claim at ail upon the Gov- 
ernment; and that the parties have really received 


; from the Government $17,000 for what cost them 


| 
ji 


| my vote in its favor, and to answer presumptions 


i 
tH 


but $2,000. ‘This is a claim for contingent dam- 
ages; not legal damages—not damages growing 
out of any recognized principle of liability. Ifthe 
facts which they allege be true—and they are sus- 


would unquestionably have brought a civil suit 
against Commodore Porter, in his lifetime, in 
order to determine to what extent his authority 
went, Then there would have been a decision as 
to how far the powers of a military or naval officer 
of the Unit States under such circumstances ex- 
tended. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
tomed to hear that any private claim upon the 
Government, however justly founded, might very 
well be handed over to one’s heirs, executors, and 
administrators, and that an appeal to Congress for 


j ernment was about the last resort which a wise 
; man would ever attempt. I am somewhat con- 
| firmed in this idea by the opposition to this bill. 
Tam very happy to have an opportunity to record 


of fact and law which have been here made against 
it. And first, I know that thgjhovorable Senator 
who opposes this bill, when he finds.he has totally 
misapprehended and totally misstated thefacts, will 
be the first to say so. I will commence where the 


honggable Senator left off—that this is a specula- 
tivellinn. This idea, I suppose, is based upon 


And for the [ 


I submit, then, that under these circumstances, | 


tained only by someex parte testimony—the parties | 


I have always been accus- | 


indemnity for the acts of the officers of the Gov- |: 


is four and a half miles long 
ides. ` 
and: 1822 the Govern- 


rendezvous. for this purpose were absolutely. es- 
sential, and no other pomt in that-vicinity could / 
by any possibility be selected. as a rendezvous. 
The wants of the Governmeut therefore compelled. 
them to take Key West. It was.at that time pri- 
‘vate property... It was a valuable Spanish grant, 
which was. confirmed under the treaty with Spain, 
and subsequently. recognized as legal by the prop- 
er tribunal. The purchase of this grant, and the 
necessary steps in order to have their title con- 
firmed, cost these proprietors over $50,000. What 
‘orders did the Government give to Commodore 
| Porter? ‘A great deal has been said about the 
injury to private property, and suits to be brought 
against the officer. The orders’ of Commodore 
Porter were, to proceed to theisland of Key West 
and occupy it. How could he occupy it without 
excluding those already in occupation? So far 
from that island being then a resort for smugglers 
and pirates, it was inhabited by respectable citi- 
zens of the United States, men of wealth and prop- 
erty, who had moved there knowing that it was 
one of the most salient points in that part of the 
country, knowing that it must become the great 
depét for the southwestern trade, and. for the 
manufacture of salt, then. paying a duty of ten 
cents per bushel; who had established commission 
houses, large warehouses, and made great prepa- 
rations for carrying on trade with Cuba, Porto 
į Rico, and the West Indies generally. Comro- 
dore Porter went there, and found the island pop- 
ulated; he found municipal authorities there, and 
he took possession of the island. We, are now 
told that if he exercised his possession to the in- 
jury of private property, the parties must look to 
him for indemnification. From whom did his 
orders proceed? From the United States—from 
the sovereign power—he had orders to occupy 
the island. Š 
Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator be kind 
enough to refer me to those orders? I got them 
from the report of the committee of the Houge of 
Representatives in 1848, and Iam at variance with 
him as to the question of fact. There is no order 
to ge FE the island as I understand it. * 
Mr. MALLORY. The order was to establish 
a depot and rendezvous, and who ever heard ofa 
depét and a rendezvous without the occupation of 
jland? Can there be such a thing? Not at ail. 
It is absolutely necessary to occupy the land. 
The officer did occupy the land. He erected his 
i hospital-—he erected his barracks—he erected his 
i| prisons—he erected his repairing and refitting yards 
‘The inhabitants 


i 
$ 
| 
i 
| 
f 
i 


It was continued 
Now, does such 


| defiance of private rights, give any right to in- 
i| demnification? I presume there can be no doubt 


:| the presumption, that an individual has no right to 
“compete with the Government, has no right ta 
ants. | l make a purchase with the view of selling to the 

As T said before, there is no ground of claim for | Government. T will not disenss that proposition 
any damages arising out of any legal order. ‘The! for a moment. J do not suppose that any sens 
wood which wes taken has heen paid for. ‘The j ble man denies the right of a private individual to 
land which was occupied has been paid for, As ' make a purchase in view of the value of his prop- 
to the occupation of the island under martial law, | erty being enhanced by the wants of the Govern- |! 
or as the place for the sitting of a military tribu- | ment; but the fact is, that years before the propo- į 
nal, if Commodore Porter did that, he went be- sition was held out to the Government by our 
yond the warrant which his orders allowed him to | merchants and citizens to suppress piracy in the 
go: and if an officer transgresses the orders which | GuifofMexico, the purchase was negotiated. This 
are given him by the Department, and inflicts | purchase was undertaken upon private account for 
eee upon a citizen as regards his rights of prop- | one gentleman, who sold out to three others, ma- 
f y Ran Hie Government under no responsi- < king four proprietors long before any suggestions 
eae at eit responsible. No order was | of its oceupancy by the Government of the United 
given to him to establish there a military tribunal; | States was indulged in. Instead of these parties 


no order was given to him to put the island under | rivine & hi i 
; : | giving $2,000 for this a st 
mertial law; but simply to establish a depot and | a leas Se, or this property, it has cost them 


if they were withheld it was the fault of the claim- 


port of the Committee on Naval Affairs, which 
has been unanimous, expressly sets forth all this 
vidence of occupancy, and all the injuries, or 
most of the injuries done to private property. 
And there is no idea set up there, that the island 
was enhanced in the slightest degree by the occu- 
pation. On thecontrary, being somewhat familiar 
with that part of the country, I am free to confess, 
hat absolutely more injury than the United Stat& 
an ever pay for by their occupancy, occurred in 
consequence of that occupancy. I1 know the fact, 
hat many had to leave the island in consequence 
of its occupancy by the Government. I know 
the fact, that citizens were tied up and punished 
under martial law. The law of Commodore Por- 
ter was military law—he occupied the island from 
the necessity of his order to establish a naval depot 


7 i 
t $50,000. Instead of the island being over iH 


t 
ty, 
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and rendezvous. Such aone could not havebeen es- 
tablished but by the occupation of the island. This 
occupation brought the yellow fever among the in- 
habitants. It prevailed among the sailors, and was 
introduced among the citizens, and gave to Key 
West the character and reputation of beinga sickly 
place. 

There is no doubt that this occupation of land 
against the wishes of bona fide owners does create 
a valid claim against the Government for indemni- 
fication. But we are told that the claim has been 
paid in part or in whole. I undertake to say here 
m my place, that not the first dollar—not the first 
cent has ever been paid. It is truethatthe United 
States did, years and years subsequent to the oc- 
eupation of the island, purchase a site for a custom- 
house. In consideration of the fact that the Gov- 
ernment did want the site for a custom-house, the 
proprietors sold it to them for half the price which 
it would have commanded from private citizens. 
Lots adjoining that have since been sold within a 
very recent period, for a much larger price than 
that for which the Government obtained the site 
for a custom-house. The giving, therefore, by the 
proprietors to the Government of the site for a cus- 

*tom-house ata price less than they would have 
obtained from individuals, was a favor to the Uni- 
ed States, and not to the parties. The United 
States subsequently purchased a site for a bar- 
racks, butthat was a few yearsago, comparatively 
speaking—a long time after these events occurred. 


They paid, ico, for this, a very moderate price— | 


much less than an individual would have had to 
pay in open market. They purchased other sites 
and occupied other land, and paid for it at very 
moderate prices; but by doing that they have not 
refunded any damages which the parties sustained 
years ago in consequence of the military occupa- 
tion of the island by Commodore Porter for the 
Government. 

There have been two favorable reports in the 
Efouse of Representatives on this identical-claim. 
I am not certain as to whether additional testi- 
mony has or has not been taken since 1840. I 
looked over all the testimony in the case, and I there 
found some testimony taken by myself. When I 
wcoupied a judicial station in the State of Florida, 
citizens came before me voluntarily—merchants 
and others who resided on the island at the time 
Commodore Porter occupied it, and as much en- 
utled to credit as any citizens af the United States 
and gave testimony, though they themselves 
were against any large claim on the United States 
for the oceupation of the island, that something 
ought to be paid. Their testimony is upon record, 

So far from the island being in want of protec- 
tion before the United States occupied it, it was 
inhabited, and no pirate has ever put his foot on 
its soil since it was transferred to the United States 
by Spain, long before its occupation by the United 
States as a naval depét and rendezvous. ‘The 


idea, therefore, that the United States have paid i 
$17,000 for what cost the proprietors but $2,000, is | 
Two thousand dollars may |; 


perfectly untenable, s 
liave been the original price negotiated with Salas 


butas I understand this purchase, the whole cost to | 9 
i |i myselfupon the legal position, which has not been 
and cannot be, answered by the Senator, that the | 
* had determined to have an establishment there, and 


the proprietor, from beginning to end, could not 
have been less than $50,000. But if it cost only 
§500—if it were a gift to them, how can that dis- 
turb the claim? 
claim ? 
occupation of the island to be judged of or to be 
ascertained by the price which the proprietors pay 
for it? Why the island to-day, or when the 
United States purchased land to the amount of 
$17,000, it was worth perhaps a hundred thou- 
gand times as much as the parties originally gave 
for it. Tt probably could not be purchased for 
that now. With reference to the southwestern 
wade, the whole trade of the Gulf and of the 
Spanish Main, it is one of the most salient and im- 
portant positions inthe United States. I will here 
say, that in 1852, judging from the past, judging 
from the statisties already before us, $200,000,000 
worth of property of the Eastern, Middle, and 


Western States, will pass in sight, and almost a 
within hailing distance of this very island—the | 


Eastern States in shipping, the Middle States in 
manufactures, the Western States in agricultural 
It wag in view of its salient position 


What has that to do with the } 
Is the measure of damages for the unjust | 


no matter what hom may have been, are we 
to be told that the United States will not pay dam- 
ages for the unjust occupation of the island ? 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to inform myself upon 
this bill, and therefore I wish to direct the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Florida to a point about 
which I require some information. I see that the 
bill provides that the accounting officers, in calcu- 
lating these damages, are to take into consideration 
the benefits and advantages which accrued to the 
United States from the occupation of the islanggf 
Key West, as well as the injury suffefed by fts 
| owners. Iam not clear that the benefits and ad- 
vantages resulting to the United States are, under 
the Constitution of the United States, a legitimate 
inquiry in ascertaining the value to be paid for 
private property taken for public uses. 1 would 
like to hear the Senator on that point. 

Mr. MALLORY. The bill introduced by the 
Naval Committee is precisely in so many words 
the bill reported to the House of Representatives 
by the Naval Committee, ata former session. In 
reporting that bill, the Naval Committee did not feel 
disposed to make any alteration In it: but I am per- 
fectly willing that the clause objected to by the Sena- 
tor from New York shall be stricken out. All faim 
at is gai the Government should display some dis- 
position to pay these parties, who have been kept 
out of payment for the use of their property for 
twenty years. In drawing up this bill, and in leav- 


officers, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Navy, under the rules Jaid down by the At- 
torney General, that those officers, with the law 
before them, and the principles of equity and 
: justice to guide them, would sufficiently guard the 
interests of the Government, and that no gr 
| harm would result from the latitude allowed them. 
But, if the Senate thinks proper, I will at once 
agree to strike out this clause of the bill, if it is 
untenable, and let the bill stand on its other merits. 


turned away after their claim has been go long de- 
layed. ‘They have never yet been repaid a single 
dollar. The United States have purchased land 
from them for a castom-house and barracks, and 
other purposes; but I am certain that if those 
lands were sold to individuals, they would bring 
double the price which the Government has paid 
for them. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
we are to decide this case upon the private knowl- 


documents presented, 1 am entirely mistaken in 
the conelusions which 1 have drawn from the facts. 
But it would be a new theory of G@verniment, if 
the individual knowledge of a Senator, apart from 
the proof submitted, lune and loose, aud ex parte 
i ag that proof is, was to form the ground of the de- 
i cision of the Senate in reference to the propriety of 
‘allowing a claim. F stated the size of Key West 
from the documents in the case, as being an island 
of seven hundred acres. The Senator says it is 
larger. That is immaterial. If itis larger, the 
argument is stronger. lam perfectly wiling, as 
regards the damag 


‘Government is not responsible for the acts 
Commodore Por which were done outs 
his orders 
of the partie 


lf he did commit such acts, their 


Be 


if they believed they could have sustained them- 


the encounter there, they would have brought the 
matter before the courts;and [say the fact that they 


i 
i 
| 
| 
t 
t 
| 
i 


such an issue. 
and I think there is no safety unless you do. 
is to be scrutinized with much greater strictness 
than you establish in other esses. S 
The Senator tells us that the elaimants have r 
ceived nothing for damages. The petition admits 


|! odd dollars for wood. Is that nothing? It admi 
i: the fact that $4,000 were paid for the ground oc 
‘ eupied by the cusiom-house; that $3,200 were paid 


| That makes the amount I stated. I stated these 
facts to show that the property which had been 


ing the amount to he decided by the accounting | 


Itis perfectly certain, that, if | 


s which are claimed, to place | 
i; Porter was ordered there. 


id which violated the individual rights | 


redress was against him. A resort to a court of jus- | 
tice was the proper mode to have obtained redress, | 
n barracks. 


eat | 
|, of speculative damages. 


All that I desire is, that these parties shall not be j; 


| edge of the Senator from Florida, apart from the | 


occupied, under the order's of the Government, by 
Comodore Porter, had been paid for. Tsay 90 still, 
The order of the Government to. Commodore Por- 
ter was to establish a depét on the island. . There 
can be no mistake about the extent of. the order. 
There is nothing more in the papers—nothing more 
in the order of the Secretary to him—than, “You 
‘will establish at Thompson’s Island, usually called 
‘Key West, a depot, and land the ordnance and 
‘marines to protect the stores and. provisions; if, 
‘however, you shall find any important objection 
‘to the place, and a more suitable:and convenient 
‘one can be found, you are at liberty to ‘select: it 
‘as a depôt.” The honorable Senator: asks, 
How could they occupy this without taking: the 
land? 1 said that they took ¢ portion of the land, 
butnot more than is occupied now; ang that, be- 
yond that, if Commodore Porter assumed juriadic- 
tion over the whole island and established martial 
law to prevent persons building andto paralyse 
commerce by arbitrary orders, he went beyond 
the authority. conferred upon him; and if he 
did that, then, there the opinion, as a. matter of 
law, announced by Mr. Legaré, strictly applies, 
and there is no responsibility on. the part of the 
Government. 

But I am free to say, that from the reading of 
this testimony—it is not necessary for me to go 
through it before the Senate now—the impression 
on my mind is, that this is a matter. of dispute 
| in which there was fault on both sides, and this 
| claim is a prepared claim; and that the parties at 
| the time carried on a series of petty disputes with 
| Commodore Porter and his officers, with a view to 
; Make a subsequent claim against the Government 
| of the United States; in order to get speculative 
| damages. That is what I meant by the allegation 


As I know none of these 
` parties, it is indifferent to me; bat I cannot resist 
| the conclusion to which I have come; and if I were 
; to use strong language, I should say that the claim 
is a fraud upon the Government from its beginning 
toitsend. That isthe impression which these pa- 
i pers make on my mind; because on the 7th of Jan- 
i uary, 1821, these parties made a communication 
: calculated to draw the attention of the Government 
to this island, which was then as the reporting offi- 
cer says, desolate, und that is the time to which £ 
referred. Whether that was the condition of the 
island is immaterial. The honorable Senator 
says it was settled. That was when Commodore 
Porter went there, a year after security waseiven 
by the establishment of a guard by the United 
States. It was after the United States had as- 


sumed jurisdiction over it for the first time. “But 
before that—on March 28, 1822—-Commodore Per- 
ry in his report, said expressly that— 

‘ [eretofore the Florida keys have been the resort of 
; smugglers, New Providence wreckers, and, in fact, of a 
set of despcradoes, who have paid but little regard either 
: to law or honesty. The present establishment, though on 
; a smali scale, wil, I conjecture, (with the assistance of the 
ettlers,) be enabled to keep these Jawless people from this 
Jand. But] would Suggest the necessity of an eariy aug- 
mentation of foree, if it be only for die purpose of enforeing 
the revenue laws.” 


selves in a court; and if they would have sustained | 


did not so seek it, forms a strong presumption, in | 
roy mind, that they were not prepared to make ; 
lalways distrust ex parte evidence, į 
It: 
i: to have been committed, and did not hold him re- 


that they received three thousand six hundred and ` 


i for the ground occupied by the barracks; and that ; 
56,800 have been paid since for other property. 


It was not until April, 1823, that Commodore 
When he went, a set- 
tlement may have arisen, because the Government 


had pineed a guard to protect the island from 
smugglers and pirates. A settlement may hay 
; grown up in the interim. When Commodore 
| Porter went there, the island was settled in part 
‘but he was authorized to establish a depot and 
The alleged aggression consists in the 
taking of what was not paid for, by arbitrary 
power on the part of Commodore Porter. Con- 
ceding those acts to have taken place, they did not 
come within the terms of the order, and he was 
responsible for them. The fact that the par- 
ties did not choose to sue him in 1825 fer asis 
alleged, by ex parte proof in part established here, 


; sponsible, affords to me a presumption that these 
facts could have been met by counter proef to sus- 
tain the course which he was obliged co take. 

Mr. DAWSON. What were the acts com- 
plained of? 

Mr. BAYARD. The acts charged are, that 
Commodore Porter prohibited them from building 
| on their property according to the plan of a town 
they had laid out; that he srrested a workman of 
one of the owners when he attempted to build on 
the property of that owner, and decided that it 


_ in consequence they were obliged to abandon them; 


‘nounced judgment for'salvers, and. made salvage 


-sion-—this is one ground. of the claim—made ‘an 


> awhich hé-was: member, and directed that they 


» To this Commodore Porter objected, and said that, 


fe 


Feb. 13. 


: United States; that } 
to pen up their hogs, and that” 


was > AE 
he gave them order 


that he prohibited settlers going there and locating 
without fis authority; that he established martial 
jaws. that he punished individuals; that he inter- 
fered, as to vessels that were stranded there, in the’ 
jurisdiction of ohe of these-parties—John White-. 
ead—-who was a notary public, and who, being 
a notary public under the laws of Florida, pro- 


to-be allowed; arid, in order to carry out. his own 
décree; he being entitled to one per cent. commis- 


order for the condemnation of a vessel on the plea 
of salvage: [here’was no other jurisdiction to do 
it: Te gas allowed, under the laws, one per cent. 
commission. ‘To ‘carry his order into effect, he 
put it into the hands of P| Green & Co., a firm of 


should receive the commission of five per. cent. 


as regarded the share to which the officers were 
entitled, he would not permit it to be sold by 
that auctioneer, at five per cent. commission, 
because one per cent. was the compensation. 
Whether this was right or wrong, I cannot de- 
termine, nor need I. I mention it as one of the 
series of acts complained of. But all the acts 
complained of, if they took place, arose from the 
unauthorized conduct of Commodore Porter. Ac- 
cording to, the orders received from the Navy 
Department, he was. to establish a barracks and 
depdt there. They did not require the whole 
island to be taken possession of. No orders were 
iven to him to. take possession of the whole. 
Tis orders did not require martial law to be estab- 
fished. If he established it, he did it at his own 
peril, They did not require that an individual - 
should not be permitted to build a house on his 
own property without the permission of Commo- | 
dore Porter. If he required that, he did it at his 
own peril. These are the claims for damages. 
The property occupied by the barracks and cus- 
tom-house has been paid for, The wood was 
paid for in 1846. The Navy Department having 
examined officers, and the proof being. indefinite, 
averaged the quantity of wood for the number of 
vessels there, and the probable consumption, and 
allowed $3,600 for the wood consumed. In the 
case of the hogs, it is very clear that Commodore 
Porter had no right to give the order to pen them 
up, and the Government are not responsible for it. 
it was illegal. Ifthe hogs were destroyed, unless 
they were taken for the use of the Government, 
certainly there is no ground. against the Govern- 
ment for compensation. If Senators feel any 
doubt on the principle involved here, let them read 
the opinion of Mr. Legare in the Sibbald case. 
They will see that the ground for damages in that 
case was the same as here. Mr. Legaré clearly 
lays down the rule for damages. It is found in 


the second volume of the Opinions of Attorneys ‘| 


General, It discriminates the extent to which the 
Government is responsible. Within the princi- 
ples of that opinion, there is not one item in the | 
claim here that has not been paid for. 

Whether the price of $4,000 for the land on 
which the custom-house stands at Key West, 
which had been barren land before, was ‘extrava- | 
gant, does not appear in the papers. It does ap- | 
pear that the parties were willing to take it. I see 
nothing of liberality on their part towards the | 
Government. I do not see that they charged less || 
than the value of the land, unless they supposed | 
that additional advantages would be gained to | 
them, arising from the erection of the custom- 
house near their property, and that they would į 
receive benefits in that way. At all events, it was if 
a matter of agreement, and they were paid for i 
the ground. So, too, as to the barracks. I can if 
see no good claim for damages upon the Govern- |: 
ment on the part of the claimants here. |i 

There is one other fact which I will mention 
There is a vast deal of indefinite proof in thi 
cåse. The papers show that Salas was the Span- 
ish grantee in 1815. The communication which 
was made by Simonton to the Department, in- 
va oe to this island, is dated December 

, ods > 

Mr. DAWSON. Wil the Senator from Dela 
ware read that? i 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwill. The Senate will un- 
derstand that at the time this communication was 


| was not the owner of the island, called the atten- 


‘ ér he s 1 a negotiation for its 
purchase, we cannot tell. I think that probabl 
he was; and that was one of the reasons why 
gave. it the name ofa- speculative claim: © 

“< Key West’ is a small island, immediately on the edge 
of the Florida ‘stream, situated in. latitude —, seventy-five 
miles north by: west from Havana, and. eighty-five miles 
from. Matanzas, and quite contiguous to most of the outposts. 
on the north side of Cuba—say, Bay of Honda, Cabannas, 
Mariel, St. John’s de ‘los'Remedions;. Arraco,; &c., &c., 
ei are all ‘places of. considerable -trade; “and depend - 

ost entirely. upon. Havana for their supplies; it hasan 
uncommon Jarge and safe harbor; where men-ofwar, with 
any draught of water, may enter and lie with safety ; it has 
two never-failing springs of water, one of which -is-quite 
convenient te the harbor anà wood in great abundance. 
An establishment at this island would be of great import- 
ance to the Government, as well as to the merchants of the 
United States, as a harbor and rendezvous for our vessels 
of war, it being one of the most commanding places on the 
whole coast of Florida. i 

«The revenue that would arise from the importation of 
sugar, coffee, &c., productions of the Island of Cuba, as 
well as trom other places in the Bay of Mexico, the distance 
being so short that an immense deal of property would be 
sent there, as Well as specie, in vessels which seldom go 
now from the coast of Cuba, and receive in payment there 
the productions of the United States, which trade would he 
of great advantage to the American commerce. It would 
be an excellent harbor for our merchant vessels to touch at 
bound to and frem the Bay of Mexico to the Unig States, 
in eases of distress, which too frequently happen n they 
have no other place to touch at except a port in the Island 
of Cuba, where they are subject to heavy expenses. 

It is the only. eligible situation for a depot of wrecked 
property on the’ whole coast ot Florida. We are at this 
time wholly dependent on the wreekers of New Providence 
for the protection of our property in the case of shipwreck 3 
and when that occurs, it is carried to New Providence, 
which affords a living for more than five hundred persons, 
and employs fifty or sixty vessels, and produces a large rev- 
enue to the Government, and a great pecuniary benefit to 
the merchants of that place, because a salvage is generally 
allowed of from fitty to seventy-five per cent. 

“If this place was made a port of entry, it would in all 
probability become a place of depôt tor the productions of 
other countries, particularly those of Great Britain and 
France, as it may be termed a key for the whole of the Bay 
of Mexico and the north side of the Island of Cuba. Ar- 
rangements are now making, and in the event of this place 
being made a port of entry, warehouses will immediately 
be erected, under the direction of merchants regularly es- 
tablished there. J. W. SIMONTON. 

“ Havana, December 7, 1821.” 


It appears by the papers that Simonton did not 
purchase from Salas, in Havana, until December 
26, 1821, within thirty days after the date of this 
letter, as I have said. He was not the owner at 
the date of the letter, but judging from its charac- 
ter and from the subsequent purchase, he was ne- 
gotiating for it, and endeavored to obtain the loca- 
tion of the naval depét there for the improvement 
of the property, and in that way he expected to 
makea valyable purchase. He paid $2,000 to Sa- 
las; what his other expenses have been since, we 
have no evidence here. The Senator from Florida 
may be right in his estimate of what it has cost 
him. But we have nothing to do with that. | 
spoke of what the property cost at the time of the 


movements and occupations 
Ao-enter into a. full: detail would 
swell too. much this con) ication. Fo be brief, there- 
fore, I shall merely state, that within that .time we have 
built our storehouses on. Thompson’s Island, landed al! our 
stores, collected together ali theschooners of the squadron, | 
and stationed them at different: points’-on*the coast of 
Cuba.” ee ES BEALL Bas x : 

I présume there- can be:no'doubt-that a rendez- 
vous, fora period of three years, of afleet of eleven 
vessels, if these owners had: their own, establish- 
ments, must: have been a source of great emolu- 
mentito them,. But that is thrown out.of view, 
and they complain of damages caused by the con- 
duct of the commanding officer, which was illegal, 
if it took place. Again Commodore Porter says: 
t- -< Thrown, as we are, On a barren and desolate island, 
that does not supply. even water, I hope our situation may 
be made as free from sufferings as the Department can, 
without inconvenience to the public interest, make it.’? 

Again, November 19, 1823, he says: 


“ The fixing an establishment at Thompson’s Island, for 
rendezvous and supplies, as my instructions required, has 
had the most happy effect in attaining the object in view.” 


Did that authorize him to take the whole island 
into his possession? The island I stated to con- 
tain seven hundredacres. The Senator from Flori- 
da says it is larger. Be itso. The instructions, or 
the report upon them, do not look as if he was to 
take possession of more than wasnecessary for the 
purposes of the Government, for the barracks and 
storehouses. But he continues; ; 

“Its vicinity to Havana, placed, as it were, in the thor- 
oughfare of vessels sailing through the Gwuif, makes it, in 
many points of view, aù object of great importance to the 
United States; and. although for three months in the yearit 
must ever remain sickly, while, existing causes continue, 
it is, from its extraordinary salubrity for the remainder of 
the year, worthy a closer examination, to ascertain whether 
they may not be eradicated. It is my opinion that, by 
thinning the woods and draining off the heavy rains of the 
month of June, thereby promoting a free circulation of air, 
evaporation, and dispersion of the water rendered stagnant 
by the excessive heat of June, and which causes the repid 
decomposition of the vegetable matter with which the island 
abounds, the months of August, September, and October, 
might be made sufficiently healthy for the residence of man; 
but at present, the poisonous effluvia arising from these 
causes is almost certain destruction to whoever breathes it. 

“Had Í been aware of its pernicious effects, I could, 
without any inconvenience, have guarded against them by 
an earlier removal of the ships; but it took us by surprise, 
and the malignity of the disease was unparalleled. | It is 
certain that it originated on the island; for our ships, with 
the exception of those sent to work on shore, have in their 
erews enjoyed uncommon health.” 


In another letter of October, he speaks of it in 
the same way. The proprietors themselves, in a 
memorial—when or where presented does not ap- 
pear, it was not to the committee—make a state- 
ment to which I will refer. It is alleged ‘that it 
was ‘presented to the Navy Department. The 
answer of the Secretary of the Navy is, that there 
is not a copy of any such paper in the Depart- 
| ment. IJtseems improbable that it ever could have 
been presented, or if presented and not acted upon, 


purchase. 
erty antecedent to the time when the United States 
established the depôt there. Simonton, when he 


tion of the Government to the establishment of 
that depôt, probably with a view to that purchase. 
I do not say that he is not entitled to receive full 
compensation for all the property which the Gov- 
ernment took from him. Bu Government has 
paid for all it took; and he es here and asks 
Congress to pass a bill to pay him for damages 
grounded upon acts of officers, which, if true in 
point of fact, transcended the orders under which 
they were directed to establish a naval depôt there, 
and for which they were responsible, and for 
which they would have been made individually re- 
sponsible, if the claimants had appeared in a court 
of justice and established their liability, with the 
evidence on both sides. 


This island had not exactly the extraordinary 
character which Simonton attributed to it in hig 
letter. The Government first sent Captain Perry 


It cost $2,000, as the value of the prop- || 


i there, and he made a report. Then there was a 
subsequent survey made by Commodore Patter- 
) son.. That report is rather adverse toa perma- 
| nent location there, and gives strong and good 
i reasons why it would not do. It contains the 
| statement of one fact about water, which is differ- 
į ent from Simonton’s statement, that there was not 
| a sufficient supply of water and wood to depend 
| 


| 
| 
! 
i 
i 
{ 
i 
i 
‘ 
i 
i 
i 
| 


‘lon. So it appears in the statement of Commo- 
dore Porter, when he went there in 1823. His 
j! first report is dated April 16, 1823, and in it he 


į says: 


that some further action had not been taken by the 


; memorialists, if the grounds of their complaint 


were correct. They say: 

‘The proprietors of the island were highly gratified in 
this early success in gaining that protection to commerce 
which the previous exposed situation of the island required, 
and their persons and property thereon, which were like- 
wise very unsafe at that time.” 

On the whole, looking at this case with the best 
examination which I have been able to give it, I 
can see no damages claimed which are not em- 
braced in the report of the committee of the Sen- - 
ate made in 1840., There is not a paper attached 
to the petition which is subsequent in point of 
date to the report of that committee. There are 
no new facts, unless in the following papers, of 
which the Senate will judge the value: there are 
three individuals who swear that, in their opinion, 
a proper and reasonable compensation, by way of 
rent for this tsland, ought to be paid by the United 
States to Simonton and others. Two of them 
swear to twenty thousand dollars a year, and the 
other to fifteen thousand a year. What force, as 
evidence, thathas,and what weight it should have, 
the Senate can judge. But, apart from that, there 
is no evidence of the existence of any cause for 
relief which was not before the committee in 1840, 
or which might have been before them, because it 
was all in existence, according to the dates of the 
papers which are before us. After deliberation 
after the Secretary of the Navy reported against 


i the claim, the committee unanimously reported 
| against it as ‘‘an unreasonable claim.” 


That is 


H 
i 


the language of the report. 
Mr. SEWARD. How is the committee now? 
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Mr. BAYARD. The committee, at this ses- 
sion, have reported in favor of the claim.. I do 
not know whether the Senator from New York 
was here when I made my objection to the form 
of this bill. I objected to it on the ground that 
the general rule established here ought to be suffi- 
cient to defeat the bill as it stands; but I went af- 
terwards into matters that showed the claim was 
not justifiable, and, therefore, not worthy of refer- 
ence. In conclusion, the motion which 1 make— 
if it will not cut off debate—is, that this bill be 
indefinitely postponed. If it will cut off debate, I 
will withdraw it. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
able Senator from Florida, (Mr. Mautory,j ina 
very few words, what I haveto say about this bill. 
I shall not detain the Senaté any length of time. I 
think the bill is in very great danger, if pressed to 
a vote, of being lost. Still, for one, I am of opinion 
that there is a claim to some extent, and I think 
the bill may be modified in such a way as to pro- 
vide for a fair and just settlement of that claim. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘If the Senator from New York 


will give way, I will move to postpone the further | 


consideration of this subject, as it seems to involve 
some questions of interest, that we may go into 
Executive session, 

Mr. SEWARD. If the Senator will allow me, 
T will state some amendments which 1 propose to 
submit for consideration, and then the subject 
may be postponed, I think it would remove much 
difficulty by inserting the word “ examine ” be- 
fore ‘audit’? in the following phrase: “Give 
to the Secretary of the Treasury power to audit 


and settie;” and that a further difficulty would be | 


removed by striking out the words ‘upon prin- 
ciples of equity and justice,” as I suppose the bill 
will mean the same whether they are in or out; 
and then to strike out the words ‘and in settling 
‘it upon these principles, they shall ascertain as 
‘nearly as practicable, the benefits aid advantages 
‘which accrued to the United States from the oc- 
‘cupancy of it, and also the injuries which result- 
‘ed to the owners of it,” and to insert after the 
words ‘to pay the words “the amount, if any, 
which shall be so found to be due,” so as to make 
the bill read— 

“£ Be it enacted, §e., That the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, examine, audit, and settle the claim of 
John W. Simontou and others, owners of the island of 
Key West, in the State of Florida, on account of its occu- 
paney by the Government of the United States as a naval 
and military post daring the years 1823, 1824, 1825, and 
1826, and to pay the amount, if any, which shall be found 
to be due, out or any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 7? 

Mr. MALLORY. 
of the Senator from New York. 
any amendments which go to pay these parties 
anything for the occupation of the island. And 
here l beg leave to make one remark in reply to 
the Senator from Delaware in relation to this claim 
having been paid. He insisted, that with the ex- 
ception of the wood, they had no claim, and that 
the wood was paid for. [f that were so, of course 
they would not be paid for again under this bill; but 
with that exception, not one item has been paid 


for. The sum of $17,000 is the result of pur- } 


chases made by the Government long subsequent 
to the events set up, when the Government came 
in as a purchaser, at the same time as private in- 
dividuals, and purchased lands from the proprietors 
on which to erect the custorm-house, barracks, &c. 
It is not embraced in the original claim at all 

Mr. SEWARD. If the Senator from Delaware 
will withdraw his motion to postpone indefinitely, 
I will offer my amendments, and move to postpone 
the further consideration of the subject until Mon- 
day next. 

Mr, BAYARD. I will withdraw my motion in 
order to enable the Senator to offer his amendmenis, 
and then I shall move to postpone it indefinitely. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I offer the amendments 
which I have read, and ask for the question upon 
them. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendments offered by the Senator from New 


York. 
36 


T will submit to the honor- | 


I concur in the amendments | 
1 will accept 


| Mr. BUTL 
i} 


NEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1852. 


ER. [understand that the amend- 
ments of the Senator from New York will materi- 
ally affect the bill. In order to afford an opportu- 
nity for the examination of the subject, | move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 
journed until Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 13, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. DANIEL moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House upon 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. D. said: I beg leave to state thai, in conse- 
quence of the little attention which was paid to 
private business during the last Congress, the Pri- 
vate Calendar has become greatly enlarged. I trust 
that this Congress will not regard this private 
business with the same censurable indifference. 

Mr. OLDS. lask the gentleman from North 
Carolina to withdraw his motion for a moment, in 
order to give me the opportunity of making a per- 
sonal explanation, 
I have made it. 

Mr. DANIEL, i will withdraw for the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. OLDS. Perhaps the motion which I pro- 
pose to make isa privileged motion;at least Í trust 
the House will permit me to offer it, 

On day before yesterday, I had lying upon my 
desk a Senate Jill, in connection with several 
others, which I had been directed by the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to report to 
the House, and which I expected to report as soon 
as committees were called for reports. {in this | 
condition the House went into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. I was called to 
the chair, and left the bills lying upon my desk. 
After the committee rose, I put the bills, as I sup- 
posed, into my drawer; but, on exwnination, I 


Prayer 


| find that the Senate bill is missing. 


The SPEAKER. What was the number of the | 
bill? 

Mr. OLDS. Ido not recollect the number; but | 
it was a bill declaring a phuik road a post road. | 
I ask that a message be sent to the Senate request- 
ing a copy of the bill. 

“Che motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- | 
endar. 

CHARGES AGAINST JUDGE WATROUS. 

Mr. VENABLE. Lask my colleague to with- 
draw his motion for one moment, in order for me 
to present a report from the Conimitiee on the Ju- 
diciary, which is very urgent. I will renew it as 
soon as it is made. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
league. 1 

Mr. VENABLE. I am instructed by the Corn- | 
mittee on the Judiciary to inform the House that 
there has been a memorial by Mr. William Alex- 
ander and others, making charges against the 
Hon. John C. Watrous, judgé of the United 
States court for the district of Texas referred to 
the committee. Upon examination into this mat- 
ter, the committee have found it necessary to ask 
the House for authority to send for persons and 
papers, and to take testimony on the su 
those charges. E beg leave to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be au- 
thorized to send for persons and papers, with authority to 
examine witnessez, under oath, in relation to the charges 
made against John C. Watrous, judge of the United States 
court for the district of Texas. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
nature of those charges? 

Mr. VENABLE. 
of the House, state the nature of the charges for 
the satisfaction of the gentleman. A memorial has 


I will withdraw for my col- | 


What is the 


1 will renew the motion after j 


t 

> - | 
1 now press my Monon to go i 

i 


bject of; 


I will, with the indulgence || 
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t Watrous, of Texas, with sundry misdemeanors 


and offences. Among other things, he is charged 
with practicing law and receiving fees in the State 
of Texas touching matters which had come be- 
fore and been decided upon by himself—or touch- 
ing those of a similar character. He is charged 
with adjudicating cases in which he was person- 
ally interested, and with certain violations of the 
laws of Texas, which, the memorialists declare, 
militate against the purity of his character as a 
judge. All of which the committee think should 
e examined into. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Dol understand the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to say that this is an 
examination preliminary to an impeachment? 

Mr. VENABLE. It is. At least.the commit- 
tee think the matter should be looked into, and the 
nature of the facts, which that examination will 
develop, will determine whether the committee 
will recommend a further prosecution of the case. 
Í ask that the resolution may be adopted. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. { wishtoask 
the gentleman from North Carolina one question : 
Does the Committee on the Judiciary propose to 
brife witnesses from Texas, or to examine them 
there? 

Mr. VENABLE. I will say to the gentleman 
from New York, that must be for the committee 
to determine. The committee would, with great 


| reluctance, go to the expense of sending to Texas 


for witnesses. But so important is the purity of 
the ermine of our judges, that the question of in- 


; convenience and expense is one which ought not 


to be taken into consideration, if the country is satis- 
fied, or the committee are satisfied that the charges 
are well founded. 

Several Memrers. That’s right. 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to propound another 
question to the gentleman. By whom were these 
charges preferred ? 

Mr. VENABLE. By a certain William Alex- 
ander, a lawyer, practicing in Texas. The com- 
mittee, however, have had other evidence—ez parte 
to be sure—sufticient to satisfy their minds that the 
matter ought to be examined into. 

The question was then’ taken, and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. ` 

Mr. VENABLE. My colleague (Mr. DANIEL] 
yielded me the floor upon my promise to renew 

is motion. In accordance with that promise, I 
now move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to withdraw that mo- 
tion, to allow me to introduce, by general consent, 
a resolution of inquir 

Mr. DANIEL, 
resolution. 

The resolution was then read for information, 
by the Clerk, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
ructed to inquire into the expediency of placing the miii- 
tary storekeeper, on duty in New Mexico, upon the same 

voting, as regards compensation, with the military store- 
keeper at arsenais of construction, during the time he may 
be on duty in that Territory. 1 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
introduced and adopted. y ; 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 1 inquire of the 
Chair, if there is not a special order pending? 

The SPEAKER. There isa special order, but 
it cannot be reached until the Hlouse go into Com- 


i will hear the gentleman’s 


| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 


no motion has been submitted for that purpose. 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I ask the unanimous 


i consent of the House to enable me to make a re- 


ort from the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
will state that I was away when the committees 
were called for reports the other day. 
Mr. DANIEL objected. 


Mr.D. I now press my motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar. 


The motion prevailed. Been 
The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee ef the Whole House on the Private 


been presented to this House, charging Judge i) Calendar, (Mr. Diswey in the chair.) 
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a RELIEF OF HEIRS OF JOHN JACKSON. | 

The first bill that came up in order for the con- 
sideration of the committee, was House bill No. 
95, being a bill for the relief of the heirs of John 
Jackson, deceased, for the loss of an arm on board 
of the ship Bon Homme Richard, under John 
Pau! Jones. 

The-bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to the legal heirs and representatives 
of John Jackson, deceased, who lost an arm on 
board the Bon Homme Richard, in the action 
with the British frigate Serapis, such sum as will 
equal a pension at the rate of $6 per month, from 
the 15th November, 1779, to the day of his death. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Iam advised that a mo- 
tion is pending to report the bill to the House, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I would ask for the read- | 
ing of the report of the committee, and after that, 
I- have some other evidence, which I wish to pre- 
sent to the consideration of the House before that 
recommendation is acted upon, 

Mr. MILLSON. [rise for the purpose of sug- 
gesting, that inasmuch as this bill was reported | 


trom the Committee on Military Pensions, by the 
honorable member from New Hampshire, [Mr. | 
Tuck,} who is not now in his seat, and as that 
gentleman was entitled to the floor upon this bill, | 
i believe, and takes some interest in the ques- , 
tion—— 

Mr. GOODENOW. I will state, that whem the 
gentieman from New Hampshire, who reported | 
this bill, left this city, he put into my hands the 
papers relating to it, and desired me to present some 
considerations to the House in reference to the | 
passage of the bill. Task, therefore, the reading | 
of the report in the first instance, and then respect- | 
fully to submit some considerations to the House | 
why the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. MILLSON. [ supposed that the friends ; 
of this bill desired its postponement. My object | 
was to have the bill passed over, without losing its ;} 
place upon the Calendar. But if the friends of; 
the bill desire it to be acted upon to-day, T have 
no objection, | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that! 
a motion is now pending that the bill be laid aside | 
to be reported to the IEouse, with a recommenda- | 
tion that it do not pass. | 

Mr. GOODENOW. Ido not desire to take up | 
the time of this House, if it is the desire of the | 
friends of the bill that it should be laid aside until 
the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Tuck] 
returns. I desire to present some considerations | 
why the motion to lay it aside, with the recom- | 
mendation that it do not pass, should not prevail. 


j 
| 
i 


t Tt also appears to your committee, that Captain Fones 
gave this unfortunate man one hundred ducats in hand, and 
promised him the balf-pay of a pilot for the remainder of his 
life. Whereupon your committee submit to Congress the 
following resolution : : 

“í Resolved, That $6 per month, a pilot’s ‘half-pay, be 
allowed and paid out of the Treasury of the United States, 
in half-yearly payments, to John Jackson, of the town of 
Kingston-upon-Hull, in Engiand, who lost.an armon board 
the Bon Homme: Richard; commanded. by Captain J. P. 
Jones, in the action with the Serapis on the 22d day of Sep- 
tember, 1779; that said half pay.commence from the 15th 
day of November, 1779, and continue during the: tenure of 
the natural life of said Jackson; and that the Board of 
Treasury take order for making the aforesaid, half-yearly 
payment on a certificate from twò or more magistrates, €x- 
pressing the place where the said John Jackson may be then 
living, and that he is really the same person in whose favor 
this grant is made.” 


“c Which said report is indorsed as follows: 

“Report on the case of Joun Jackson, a British pilot, 
taken by J. P. Jones. Entered. Read the 28th day of Sep- 
tember, 1785.? P 

«iNo. 9. Messrs. Howell, Long, Kean.’ 

& It does not appear that any further action was ever had 
upon this report. 


Jackson died in the year 1515; that he had three ehildren— 
one son and two daughters; that his son, James Jackson 
came to this country atter the decease of his father to pr 
cute this claim, and deceased before he had found the cvi- 
dence before mentioned; that he left one sonand only heir, 
who is now a resident at the Navy 
Washington; that the said James, in his lifetime, claimed 
to have purchased the right of his two sisters in this demand, 
‘and was the sole owner thereof. 

“This petition was presented to the last Congress and 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, which 
committee made a favorable report on the 8th day of August, 
1848, aceompanied by a bill for the reliefof the heirs of said 
Jobn Jackson, but which was not reached in the order of 
business, and was not acted on by the House. As this claim 
has heretofore received the favorable consideration of the 
committees who have had the same in charge, and com- 
mends itself tothe judgment of this committee, they herc- 
with presenta bill for the reliefof the petitioners, and recom- 
mend its passage.” 


Mr. GOODENOW. The report of the com- 
mittee of Congress, bearing date the 26th of Sep- 
tember, 1785, which is incorporated into the report 
accompanying the bill now under consideration, is 


lt further appears from the re- 


gence of the House to read for their consideration. 
The first paper I propose to read, isa copy of a 
letter, dated Philadelphia, June 27, 1788, from 
Doctor Franklin to the honorable John Jay. It 
is as follows: 
PHILADELPHEA, June 27, 1788. 

Dear Sir: In arranging some old papers, I lately found 

the enclosed letter from Mr. Blunt, enclosing copy of a cer- 


tificate of Connnodore Jones, in favor of John Jackson. I 
ought, though so tong delayed, to sendsome answer. Can 


you inform me whether anything has been done for Jackson, 


I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report of the committee was t 
the Clerk. It represents: 


That, from the documents submitted to the commit- 
tee in this case, it appears that while Captain John Panl 
Jones was cruising OW the Spurn, on die coast of England, | 
jn the American ship-of-war Bon Homme Richard, ou 
the 22d day of September, 1779, John Jackson, a British 
pilot, came on board his ship, mistaking it for a British 
ship-ot-war; that Captain Jones, requiring the assistance of | 
a pilot while near the banks on that coast, detained him on | 
board his ship, and he was there employed as the pilot of | 
said ship in the action which took place between the same |! 
and the Serapis, in which action the said John Jackson lost ; 
an arin In consideration of the services of said Jackson, 
and his severe misfortune, Captain Joues paid him one hun- 
dred ducats, and gave him a written promise in behall of | 
the United States, that he should receive halt pay as’a pilot | 
the remainder of his life, to commence from the date of said} 
an :} 


hen read by | 


s ever been per- 
was called to } 
abject by a letter from the Secretary for Foreign | 
, dated September 20, 1785, and ituuderwent the ex- 
amination of a committee, who subsequently made the fol- | 
lowing report: 
“ The committee to whom was referred a letter fron the 
Secretary for Forcign Affairs of the Wih September 
i 3 with its enclosures, beg leave to report : a 
“That it appears to your committee that while Captain J. | 
P. Jonos was hovering on the coast of 
1779, John Jackson, a British pilot, c 
supposing him to be British 5 
copvement to detain him as a 
the Serapis which ensued, this 
appears to your committee, fir 
tnat the second lieutenant of 


England, in the year | 
, came on board him, |} 
that Captain Jones found it 
pilot, and in the action with | 
inan lost an arm. It further ! 
om a letter of Captain Jones, | 


; the Bon Homme Richard was 
with twenty others, at the time of the battle Saa 


be 


£ 

i 

pee Sat with the Serapis, | 

on board Jackson’s pilot boat, and that when Captain J oies i 
found it impossible to prevent the Bon Homme Richard from | 


sinking, Jackson’s pilot boat was of sin 
saving the men, particularly 
Captain Jones is persuaded, 
not he been furnished with t 


gular service in || 
the wounded, some of whom, | 
would have been drowned had | 


in consequence of the commodore’s promise ? 

I send you, also, two other papers, respecting services 
formerly done the United States by Mr. Limosin, of Ilavre, 
and Mr. Millie, of Lisbon, for your consideration, and to be 
disposed of as you shall think proper. Please to iuform me 
whether Dohrmai is still in America. 


With great and sincere esteem, | am ever, my dear friend, | 


yours, most aflectionately, 
Hon. J. day, Esq. 


The next is a letter from Mr. James Blunt, 
referred to in the report, and is dated London, 
August 2d, 1785. It is as follows: 

LONDON, August 2, 1785. 

Sia: Well acquainted, as I am, with your sentiments of 
philauthropy and benevolence, from the testimony of those 
fricnds of yours whom I have the pleasure of being ac- 
qainted with, [deem an apology uunecessary for the liberty 
1 take of intruding on your time,.as it is to lay before you a 
case of real distress. A friend of mine has shown me the 
original of the enclosed papers, and tells me the poor man 
has placed his whole dependence on the allowanee men- 
tioned in them. He has waited for some time the arrival 
of the American ambassador at this court, to whom he has 
shown his claim, but been referred hy him to Mr. Jefferson, 
at Paris. If you would be so kind as to inform me whatare 
the proper measures to be taken for assisting this poor man, 
and your opinion on his case, you will exccedingly oblige 
mc, and increase the veneration and respect whieh your 
itustrious character has excited in me. 


B. FRANKLIN, 


| I beg leave to congratulate you, as well in my own name H 
as in that of my father, Mr. William Blunt, and all his fam- 


ily, on your safe return to this country; and, with the sin- 
cerest wishes for your health and enjoyment, 

I remain, with great regard, sir, your faithful, humble 
servant, JAMES BLUNT. 

Connected with this is a copy of the original 
certificate given by Commodore Jones to this John 
Jackson, and certified to be correct by the Secre- 
tary of State. 

Mr. POLK. I rise toa question of order. I 
cannot hear what the gentleman is reading. 

Mr. GOODENOW. That certificate is as fol- 


i 
ne means of saving them. i 


lows: 


Yard in the city of į 


certified to be correct, by the Secrewry of State, | 
i Mr. Buchanan. 
port made in 1848, that there are certain papers i 
connected with this claim, which I ask the indul- | 


“Xt further appears to the commitee that the said Johu | 


I do hereby certify that the bearer, John Jackson, of 
Hult, canie on board the American ship-of- war Bon Homme 
Richard, under my command, off the Spurn, on the coast of 
England, on the morning of the 22d’ Séptember last, he 
having mistgken the Bon Homme Richard for a British 
ship-of-war; that I found it necessary to detain him on 
board, while near the banks on that coast, and afterwards 
purposed to set himself, with his companion and their boat, 


| at liberty, and reward them for the service that I bad obliged 


them to perform; but, on the day following; when I met 
with the Baltie flect, as the pilot boat was some encu- 
brance, the partner of the bearer was put on board to keep 
the boat out of harm/’s way during the action. between the 
Bon Homme Richard and Serapis; after which he was to 
return and take in the bearer, that they might retarn home 
together. The boat, however, did not return, and the poor 
man had, in the action, the irreparable misfortune to lose 
an arm... Deeply impressed with a sense of his misfortune, 
and eamestly desiring to make this poor man and his family 
what recompense lies in my power, I have given him, this 
day, one hundred ducats ; and I do also promise, in behalf 
of the United States, that he shall receive half pay, as @ 
pilot, the remainder of his life, to commence from the date 
hereof, payable every six months, by the Americam Ain- 
bassador at the court of France, upon certificate at each 
payment, from two or more magistrates, expressing the place 
where the bearer, John Jackson, is then living, and that he 
is really and truly the person in whose favor this obligation 
is granted. 

Given, on board the Serapis, at the Texel, November 15, 
1779. JONN PAUL JONES, 


Then follows a certificate of two persons, being 
justices of the peace of His Majesty the King of 
England, as follows: 


Town and County of Kingston-upon- Hull: 

We, two of his Majesty’s justices of the peace for the 
town of Kingston-upon-Hull, aforesaid, and county of the 
same town, do hereby certify, that John Jackson, of the same 
town, mariner, (to Whom a certificate was given, dated 
November 15, 1779, under the hands of John P. Jones, 
thereby promising, on behalf of the United States of Amer- 
ica, that the said John Jackson should receive half-pay, as 
pilot, the remainder of bis life, to commence from the date 
reof, payable every six months by the Ameriean Ambas- 
or at the court of France,) is now living in the parish of 
the Holy Trinity, in the town of Kingston-upon-full, afore- 
said, that he is really and surely the person in whose favor 
the said certificate was granted. 

Given under our hands, this 10th day of June, 1785. 


i 
{ 


AENRY BROODLEY, Mayor. 
i. ETHERINGTON. 

Then comes a letter from Thomas Jefferson, 
dated Paris, February 6, 1788, which was trans- 
mitted tothe President of Congress, from the War 
Oflice, by H. Knox: 

Panis, February 6, 1788. 

Sir: The enclosed papers, stating the claims of John 


Jackson, an English pilot, on the justice and liberality of 
the United States, have been addressed to me, and I can 


| do nothing better than to forward them to you ; as I suppose 


the claim to belong, properly, to your department. 1 for- 
merly forwarded to the President of Congress an application 
from the same person, but never learned whether anything 
was done in it. i; 

l have the honor to be, with sentiments of the most per- 
fect esteem and respect, sir, your most obedient, and most 
humble servant, TH. JEFFERSON. 

General Knox, 


Enclosed in the above was the following certifi- 
cate; 


Town and County of Kingston-upon-Hull : 

We, two of his Majesty’s justices of the peace for the town 
and county aforesaid, do hereby certify, that John Jackson, 
of the same town, mariner, (to whom a certificate was 
given, dated November 15, 1776, under the hand of John P. 
Jones, thereby promising, on behalf of the United States of 
America, that the said John*Jackson should receive half 
pay as a pilot, the remainder of his life, to commence from 


į the date thereof, payable every six months, by the Ameri- 


can ambassador at the court of France,) is now living in 
the parish of the Holy Trinity, in the town and county of 
Kingston-upon-Uull, aforesaid, and that he is really and 
truly the person in whose favor the said certificate was 
granted. 
Given under our hands, the Mth day of January, 1788, 
J. PORTER, Mayor. 
HEN. BROGDLEY. 
D. ETHERINGTON. 
Now, it seems to me that this evidence which 
has been read and exhibited here is sufficient to 
justify this House in coming to the conclusion 
that this is a just claim upon the Government, and 
ought to be paid; and that the bill reported by the 
committee ought to receive the sanction of the 
House. I submit that the certificate given by 
John Paul Jones to this unfortunate man, ought 
to be regarded as pledging the faith of this Gov- 
ernment to pay him the sum therein promised to 
be paid to him; and that the Government, having 
failed in his lifetime to perform an obligation 
resting upon it, by virtue of that certificate, given 
by that distinguished man, we ought now to pass 
this bill, which will afford relief to the only sur- 
viving member of his family, who resides in this 
ety. 
Í hope the committee will favorably consider 


| this case, and instead of adopting the motion now 


pending, will direct the bill to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ia 
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Mr. CLEVELAND. I should be happy to 
hear from the chairman of the committee in regard 
to this matter. It seems the gentleman updn that 
committee, to whom this matter was xeferred, 
{Mr. Tucx,] made a favorable report. It is-not 
to be expected that every member of this House 
can inform himself with regard to all questions, 
as they come up; hence we. have to be governed 
by the reports of the committees. I think the 
chairman of each committee, whether he is for 
or against the report made, ought to give the 
Hfouse the information that may be within his 
possession, and the benefit of his opinion upon it. 
For you all know very well, that applications to 
Congress are referred to the committees, and 
that the committees divide up the labor, so that a , 
single individual takes a case, and then, when he 
reports to the committee kis conclusions, with his 
reasons therefor, a bare majority of this commit- 
tee may be present, and they may agree to the, 
report; but when the report comes to the House, 
we are to be controlled by the opinion of a sin- 
gle man, or at the most, the opinions of three 
men. 

I am desirous of voting for that bill, and against 
the motion pending, provided the person who ap- 
pears here as applicant, is the identical heir of this 
man, and thus has a right to come here. Yet, 1 
want to know from the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions, whether there is 
satisfactory evidence that this man is the heir of 
John Jackson, who performed the services for 
which John Paul Jones promised him pay. For, 
permit me to say, that if this Englishman, who, 
through mistake, came on board ofone of our ves- 
sels, and was there, by the commander, comipelled 
to perform services which were essentially benefi- 
cial to the Government and the country, at that 
time, and in such services, extorted from him—he 
being the subject of another Government, and sub- 
ject to its laws—tost hisarm, he certainly, above all 
other men, should be rewarded. He was not work- 
ing for his country for the benefit of dt, but was 
compelled to work against it for the benefit of us; 
and, if in that condition he suffered, should: we 
turn round and say that, because he was not one 
of us, therefore he should not receive the compen- 
sation which our own citizens would receive for 
services similarly performed? Now, I want to 
know from the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions, whether this individual, who makes this 
application, is the heir of the person entitled to 
the pension, provided itbe granted. Will he give 
that information-to the House ? 

Mr. MILLSON. [did not desire to have any- 
thing to say upon this bill, and I should have pre- 
ferred that the committee by unanimous consent 
had passed it over, until the return of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire, (Mr. Tucx,] who had 
considered it, and reported upon it, both to the 
committee and to this House. But the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Curvenanp] calls upon me 
for information upon the subject; and I will say that 
when this claim was reported to the committee, it 
was made a subject of conversation. I did not then 
give any examination into this case, but from the 
statement made by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Tuck] to the committee, I remarked 
that there was, perhaps, a prima facie case in favor 
of the petitioner, and without meaning to commit 
myself as to the course I might afterwards, upon 
examination, find it my duty to take. Yet I 
thought it due to the claimant, that the petition 
should not be stifled in the committee, but that it 
should come before the House, where it might be 
fully examined. I afterwards made some exami- 
nation of the case, and I came to the conclusion 
that the claim was not one which should receive 
the favorable consideration of Congress. 

After the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Creveranp] has concluded, I may say a word 
in reference to the subject, but I will now content 
myself with responding to his specific inquiry— 
that is, whether the person now appearing as claim- 
ant, is the heir at Jaw of the original petitioner ? 
Upon that subject I may say that I did not think 
the evidence at all satisfactory. I considered it 
as exceedingly loose. He may be the descendant 
of John Jackson, or he may not be. 

Mr. CLEVELAND, I think that the House, 
in acting on a report, have the right to presume 
that the important fact of the right of the petitioner 
to ask relief of us is established before they consent 
to a favorable report. I think that ought to be 


settled in the committee, and that we ought not to 
have reports made in favor of appropriations of 
money out of the Treasury without committees |! 
being satisfied in regard to all of the facts. Ido | 
not understand how the individual member of the 
committee who reported this bill could have ob- 
tained the consent of that committee—of my friend 
who is at the head of that committee—while there 
was this doubt existing in relation to the right of 
this claimant to petition as the heir of Mr. Jackson. 
I confess, from the answer I have obtained from 
the chairman of that committee, [Mr. MuLson,] 
that Tam unable to understand why this report 
has been submitted. As he intimates that he will 
enlighten the House heveafter upon the subject, 
and Ihave no doubt he will, I therefore leave it. 
1 go upon the supposition that the committee found 
the facts they have reported to exist; and if they | 
did, sir, I ask upon what principle this committee ! 
is prepared to deny action in reference to this sub- H 
ject? Will it be said that it shall be passed over |; 
because it is a stale claim? Will it be said, if we |! 
can successfully resist a just claim for fifty or sev- || 
enty years, that that is adequate compensation to |! 
the claimant? Are we going to establish this nice || 
notion of morality, in this way, by the doubts and |} 
suspicions which are thrown cut year after year, 
Congress after Congress, and defeat the honestand 
just claims of individuals upon us? Will we in- ! 
trench ourselves behind the statute of limitations, |! 
and say that we will not pay it, thus taking ad- |! 
vantage of our own wrong? Fiere is the letter of |! 
John Paul Jones, I do not know whether it was |! 
heard by the whole House when read by the gen- || 

t 

1 


tleman from Maine, {Mr. Goopwxow,] but I think 
not. I will, therefore, with the leave of the House, 
read it. 

(Mr. C. here read the certifieate of Sohn Paul 
Jones, (which is published ina preceding column,) | 
given on board the Serapis, at the Texel, and dated 
November 15, 1779.] 

T confess to you, sir, that I knew nothing of this 
claim until it was presented at the bar of the House |! 
this morning. It is dificult for me to conceive of || 
a claim made by the heirs of any man who per- |! 
formed important services to this country that ap- | 

| 
{ 


pears more meritorious from the testimony offered | 
here in its support. This man, it is abundantly 
proved by the document read here, which was 
authenticated by Benjamin Franklin and the ethers 
concerned, rendered important service. His ser- |! 
vices were thought necessary for the protection of 
our liberties and property, and for the prosperity | 
of our cause. Fe was compelled to perform these |, 
services against his own country and against his | 
wishes; and for what? Because simply he made 
a mistake. He having suffered as he did, contrary 
to his will, in our service, and for our benefit, is it 
for us to turn around and say that we will not pay 
him therefor? or rather that we will not treat his 
heirs as we would treat the heirs of an American 
citizen? Why, sir, far be it from me to say that 
I would not honor the draft of John Paul Jones. 
He tells this Congress that they were services for 
which he himself put his hands into his pocket 
and paid; and he also guarantied that our Govern- | 
ment would be just and liberaltowards him. If we 
have not recognized the claim for the services of | 
this man yet, I ask upon what principle we shall 
now say that it should be resisted? If we do it at 
all, it must be on account of the long period of © 
time which has clapsed since the important ser- | 
vices were rendered. J do not think that is a suf- 
ficient reason; and for one I regret most sincerely t 
that the gentleman who reported this bill is not i; 
present. I desire some member, more conversant |! 
with the business of the House than myself, to | 
devise some way by which the matter can be post- 
poned until the member to whom I referred re- 
turns. As is suggested, I wll move that the case 
be postponed till this day two weeks. 

The CHAIRMAN, A motion isalready pend- 
ing. 
Mr. CLEVELAND. I will ask the gentleman 
who made the motion now pending, to alter it so 
as to have this matter postponed for two weeks. | 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. TI hope this bill may be 
laid aside and left in the hands of its friends. 

Mr. CARTTER. The bill might as well be 
disposed of now, as there is a good deal of work. 
upon the Private Calendar. J confess that the ob- |) 
ligation does not strike me as it does the honorable 
i member from Connecticut. The obligation is one i; 


j that he was the heir of the deceased ancestor. 


i wrong any way. 


| chivalry and services of the citizen. 
l a child comes forward, and asks that this Govern- 


: yard of this city. 


| that. 


| of the third generation removed from the man who 
suffered. Now, I believe that it did not enter into 
the economy of the pension laws of this Govern- 


; ment when paying its own citizens for suffering 


endured and for services performed for the’Gov- 


_ ernment, to grant a pension aften their decease, and 
_ upon theother hand no such pensions were granted: 
| This man died as long ago as 1815. He lived and 
died a British subject—the subject of an empire 
iwhich, during the whole period of this man’s 


life, was impressing our own seamen. And who 
ever heard of the British Government rewarding 
one of our citizens who had been impressed into 


_ their service? But he did not live to appeal to this 
į Government forit. The highest pretension of this 


case is, as J read it from the report, that his only 
son came to this country a British subject to ap- 
peal to this Government to grant relieéf§—and he 
dicd too. With what title? Why the conclusive 
language of the report is—with thetitle, as it is said, 
of his sisters. That is a beautiful kind of title in 
whieh to grant a pension—that a British subject 
came here some thirty-six years ago with the pre- 
tense that he had the assignment of his sisters, and 
But 
he is dead too, and the gentleman who makes his 
appeals here now is said to be his son. In the first 
place, the ancestor of the present applicant, a 


| British subject—the son of a British subject—the 


subject of an empire who never rendered corre- 


| sponding immunity to the impressed citizens of 
: the Republic—has some kind of claim; that is, his 
|; father was said to have received the title of his 


aunts to the claim upon this Government for a 
pension created after the death of the ancestor. 
Now my doctrine is, that this idea of granting 


| pensions to the posterity of a gallant man is alk 


t The pension is a personal ac- 
knowledgment of the Government to the personal 
And when 


ment shall pension services that he never performed, 
but upon ‘the strength of the chivalry of his an- 
cestor, my reply to him is, that he had better be 


; doing something else more worthy of himself. That 


I believe should be the economy of the subject. 
Here you have three generations of British sub- 
jects, the earliest ancestor of whom accidentally 


i stumbled into an American privateer, and while 
there he could not get out of the way of the 


enemy’s shot. I understand, from statements of 
gentlemen upon the floor, that if he could have 
got out of the way, he would have been glad to 
have done so. It appears, at any rate, that he did 
not love the stars and stripes well enough to remain 
any longer than he could prevent, for he went on 
to the soil of Great Britain, died there, and now 
his descendant comes an applicant here. 

Mr. GOODENOW. The report states that he 
went on board the American vessel by mistake. 
Being on board, he was compelled by the com- 


: mander to do service in piloting the ship, and 
! while there he received a wound by which he lost 


anarm. I wish to say further, that the father of 
the person who now claims, died in consequence 
of a wound he received in the service at the navy- 
I would respectfully inquire of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,] if it is 
not a fact that, upon the pension rolls of this Gov- 


` ernment, there area number of persons who have 


never renounced their allegiance to Great Britain, 
and who have done good service in the cause of, 
our country ? f s 

Mr. CARTTER. I have not examined the 
records; but if they have not done it, it is time 
they wereaboutit. That is all J have to say about 
It is time that all such men were renouncing: 
their allegitnce to Greut Britain or to their pension, 
one or the other. The gentleman, in his last sug- 
gestion, raised, as an additional argument in sup- 
port of the bill, in the fact that the father of the 
present applicant received in the navy-yard a 
wound of which he died. Fetch him forward; 
let us pension him. That begins to look some- 
what plausible. He was in the American navy- 
yard, and if he received the wound spoken of, in 
the service of his country, there may be some pro- 
priety in it. Butthere is this ridiculous feature 
in the whole bill, and that is, the applicant is here 
through two generations, and comes forward in 
virtue of assignments of rights of chivalry. That 
is the ridiculous feature of it—a right that did not 
exist, never was granted—a right by assignment 
of the benevolence of this Government-—-— 
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Mr. GOODENOW. 
me to interrupt him? | : 

‘Mr. CARTTER. No, sir; not now. Even 
that assignment does not appear authenticated, but 
appears m the doubtful character, that it was said 
that he had received an assignment from his spin- | 
ster. sisters in Great Britain of their claims to the | 
chivalry of their ancestor. Now this claim, it ap- | 
pears, passed through old Ben. Franklin’s hands, | 
and Thomas Jefferson’s too. How did it pass 
through their patriotic hands? It was a good long ; 
time ago. We know the character of old Ben. | 
Franklin, and we know his character was brilliant 
with justiceand purity.. How dees it happen that 
this man went unrewarded under the hands of old 


TY 


Will the gentleman allo 


} 


everything else has been delayed here, from time 
to time. : : ; 
The man who becomes a petitioner to this 


: Houss, however just may be his claim, unless he 
| has security in some other position than this, to 


| forceit through, he becomes in danger of losing 
| not oniy his claim, but his time and the money 
which he may bring to enforce his: claim. here, or 
| to sustain him while he.is enforcing it. Our delay 
is proverbial. Shakspeare complains of the “‘law’s 
delay and-the insolence of office.” And men have 
a right to complain here of the law-makers’ delay 
and the tardiness of office. For my own part, if 
T had met a descendant of that pilot ow any shore 


Ben. Franklin? I am told, too, that it passed 
through the patriotic supervision of Thomas Jef 
ferson. How does this happen, that this commit- 
tee, seventy-five years afterwards, is wiser than | 
these patriotic men, under whose eye these things 
transpired? This is a mystery tome. This claim, 
instead of growing strong and increasing in e 
celience by age, appears to be weakened by the 
fact, that the actors in the drama of which this was | 
a part, suffered these men to go unrewarded, and | 
left this Congress here in 1852 to reward a man | 
who is said to be a grandsen, for the prowess of 
his ancestor—a British subject. My opioion is, | 
that it is all wrong. 

Mr. CHANDLER, 1 did not intend to offera | 
word upon this subject; bat as Tdo not often trouble | 
the House with my feeble voice, T ask permission | 


| in the world, I should have felt myself bound to 
| satisfy his necessities and to have contributed not 
_ only my portion of what was due to him upon that 
; promise of John Paul Jones, but if I had the pow- 
ier, I should lave paid to his latest generation 

very cent I had. The Congress of the United 
States protestiog a claim of Paul Jones because it 
| is outlawed by time! But we are told that the 
| British never pay. It has been the glory of that 
wrong-doing country that it always pays. h 
paid the contemptible traitor who would have be- 
irayed to them our fortressiu New York. 
him well in money, in position, and contempt, as 
every traitor deserves to be at the hands of an 
honest people, who may in the time of war bave 
employed him. Having impressed that man into 
the service of our country, and exposed him to 
the loss of alimb, do we now say that the time has 


to make a few rernarks in reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. Cancinn | ole has just taken ; 
his seat. ife speaks of the chivalry which we are | 
asked to reward. No attemptis made to establish 
aclaim upon the charity, the bounty, the justice 
of this House upon-anything of that kind. Itjs | 
the case of a man who was pressed into the ser- 
vice of our conntry by another, who bad the moral 
right to pledge the honor of our country wherever | 
he bore the iag of that country; and while this | 
man was performinr the duties incident to his pro- | 
fession, he suffered the loss of an arm, and when | 
paid for his professional services, he was promised 
a pension to which au American pilot would have | 
been entitled fur such s loss, The honorable gen- 


i 
i 
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teman from Ohio [Mr, Carrrrr] strengthens his |! 


argument by referring to the time to which this | 
case has been postponed, and asks why it is that | 
the case hus never before been brought forward. | 
If there is strength in that question, the answer | 


to it gives more strength, If the report which lies |) 


upon your desk—— | 
Mr. CARTTER, (interposing.) The gente- 
man misunderstood me. I asked why it was not | 
granted? | 
Mr. CHANDLER, (resuraing.) Beeanse he | 
was hardly pre fo he represented here, and: 
there wasa Th es Gen ns ow, to raise his voice | 
agabist it, or there were some Teom another Suë | 
to postpone that act of justice which fram thine to i 
time has been solicited from us. The gentleman i 
talks, too, of postponing this species of pension, | 
and putting it off to the thir generation. 
enson is asked for the grandson of this sufferer. 
No money is asked to be given to him upon that 
ground, but he comes here and appeals to our jus- 
tice for the pension that was promised under t} 


RE j 


faith of our nation-—promised under the stars and li 


atripes—under the flag of our country, borne by | 
g@lohn Pant Jones. TF we fail to make that out— 
if we ful to fulfil the pi se of that great repre 
l 
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sentative of our country 
the people will Hunk that the name of that ship | 
was the representaiive of the only * good man 
there was about it. 
tives of twenty-three millions of peoplt t 
eaviling upon a few dollars, because some 
pleaded here of time past, They say he was not 
an American citizen. Why, sir, if he had heen 
an American citizen, he would have been fully re- 1 
warded perhaps by the result of that battle in |! 
which he suffered and which assisted in securing © 
the independence of our country. But he was not | 
an American, and was forced into the position 
against the feelings of a Briton. Because he was | 
forced—because he was compelled to serve in our |! 
cause, are we not doubly bound to sustain the ji 
romise made to him in the name of the country? || 
das this Congress—have the people of this coun- | 
try, or their representatives, ever doubted the ob- |! 


got 


stand 


ti 
th 


ligations imposed upon them by Captain Paul! 
Jones? Certainly not. Ithas been delayed, as |; 


Noi 


anı afraid that some of |: 


it becoming the representa- i! 


|; Claim. 


passed?—do we talk of the chivalry? Why, is 
‘the promise of Paul Jones, made in the name of 
his country, to be nullified, nen-fulfilled by that 
country ? 

I do not wish to occupy the attention of this 
House further; but it appears to me to be ene o 


once, and wash our hands ofsuch acharge as we 
may be liable to, by our neglect. Lei us net pro- 
testa draft upon our honor, and that of our ances- 
tors. I trust that not a word more will bethought 
necessary upon the question, and that we shall 
pass the vill as itis, and asitought to be. 

Mr. MILLSON. Duringthesomewhatlenethy 
remarks of the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
Crievetann| he addressed to me a series of inqui- 
ries, which I could not answer at once. I deter- 
mined to await the conclusion of his address in 
order that I might give a suitable time to a reply. 
| ‘The gentleman, however, after making an in- 
| quiry—one of g series—paused and requested an 
| immediate ahswer. In compliance with the gen- 
| Ueman’s request, I gave him as much information 
' as E could furnish, and siated, in accordance with 
‘his own urgent entreaty, that E would, after he 
| had finished his remarks, make the further re- 
sponse which he seemed to invite. And for this 
: the gentleman has remarked that I have declared 
‘that I meau to enlighten the [louse upon this 
) question ! 

Sir, the gentleman must have strong confidence 


j 


iin his own power te enlighten the House, for he ii 
i gets up and declares that he knows nothing about ! 
ithe case; professes to be seeking information; | 
complains that the chairman of the committee who | 


! reported the bil did not volunteer to give informa- 
: tion to the House, obtains but one reply—but one 
item of information from the source to which he 
addressed himself, and that not at all favoring the 


of the claim, the merits of which he seems to know 
perfectly; and not only does he urge original argu- 


Vow, I am not here a volunteer in this discus 
sion. ‘The House will do me the justice to recol- 
lect that I exhibited no disposition to take part in 
this controversy. The gentleman from Connect- 
cut comes forward as a volunteer, and so exceed- 
ingly belligerent and martial is his disposition, that 
he constrains me to offer such information to the 
House as I might possess, and then complains 
that I have come here to make opposition to this 
claim. 


I have exhibited no purpose to oppose it. 
T have said not a word in opposition to the views 
of the petitioners. So far from it, the very first 


views of the petitioners; and then starts away and | 
|| goes on to deliver an elaborate argument in favor | 


Sir, I have made no opposition to the | 


| thing I did—although myself op 


I 
| 
i 
| 
| 
l 
i 


paid :, 


that the chivalry in this Congress, that will suffer i; 


those claims which, if it were not so well founded |; 
as it is, it would become us Americans to pass at |: 


mittee on Naval Affairs, rejecting the claim. 


osed to ihe bill 
was to suggest that it should be passed by, by 
general consent, in order that the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, [Mr: Tucx,] who reported it, 
might have an opportunity of vindicating it. 

But since the gentleman from. Connecticut seems 
to suppose that it is the duty of the chairman of 
the committee to give such information to the 
House as may be in his possession, and as per- 
haps it-is a reasonable expectation that he should 
do so, I will say that the claim is one which, after 
examination, I cannot give my support to. 

The committee are already aware that this claim 
otiginated very early in the revolutionary war. 
This man, James Jackson, having boarded the ves- 
sel commanded by Paul Jones, became, of course, 
a prisoner of war. He was detained as a prisoner 
of war, and hig services as a pilot were demanded 
by Paul Jones: During an engagement that soon 
afterwards ensued, he had the misfortune to lose 
an arm, and Paul Jones then, sympathizing with 
his position, made him a gratuity of one hundred 
ducats, and gave him a paper by which he prom- 
ised that Jackson should receive during his life- 
time a pension from the United States. i , 

Well, Jackson lost no time in preferring his 
claim against the United States. The demand 
was made against the Continental Congress, before 
the adoption of the present Constitution. There 
was, it is said, a favorable report made by the 
committee to whom that claim was referred; but 
certain it is, that Congress did not grant the claim. 
They had then as ample materials for investigating 
its merits as we can possibly have at this time; 
| but the claim was not allowed. 

it was subsequently renewed. In the year 1836, 
an application was made'to the Congress of the 
United States to redeem the promise made by Paul 
Jones, and an adverse report was made from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to which the 

étition had been referred. I have that report 
ere, but I do not deem it necessary to have it 
read. Jn the year 1842, the petition was again 
preferred, and a report was made from the Com 


will send that réport'to the Clerk to. be read. 
The Cenk read the report, as follows: 


That this case has been reported on by various corainit- 
tees unfavorably. In 1841, it was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, who made the following report: 

“ Mr. Dickerson, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the petition of James Jackson, re- 
ported : 

“That they find, among the papers submitted to them, a 
petition purporting to be the petition of James Jackson, of 
England, setting forth that his father, John Jackson, whilea 
resident in England, was decoyed on board the American 
ship Bon Homme Richard, by Commodore John Paul Jones, 
in 1779, and compelled to serve az aypilot on board that 
ship; that he was in the action with the Serapis and Count- 
ess of Searborough, and in that action had his arm shot off, 
and was otherwise wounded; and that Commodore Jones 


ii then promised him that Congress would pay him &306, and 


give him a suitable pension for lite, and gave him a certifi- 
: cate io that effect. ‘That, for certain caus: his father 
never applied to Congress for the fulfillment of the promise 
contained in this certificate; but, after his father’s death, 
he, the petitioner, with his brother and sister, delivered this 
original certificate to Richard Toltie, Esq., Vice Consul of 
the United States at Kingston-upon. Hull, in Great Britain, 
who placed the papers in the hands of William Davy, Esq., 
then Consul of the United States for Kingston-upon-Hull, 
for the purpose of forwarding them to the President of the 
United States, with such request as might be proper in the 
ease. The petitioner claims the $300 and the amount of 
pension to which his father wouid have been entitled for his 
life. This petition is not even signed by the petitioner, and 

no otherwise verified but by 2 certificate ct Richard Tol- 
tie, the Vice Consul referred to in the petition, who côn- 
firms, generally, the facts stated in the petition; but the 
certificate of Commodore Jones, referred to in the petition, 
is not produced, nor is there any reason assigned Why itis 
not produced. 

£c {t does not appear when John Jackson died, but it must 


H = s . » |: have been a short time previous 7 il, 1834 
| ments in favor of the claim, but he undertakes in ' Previous to the 170 Aprils 1834, 


: advance to anticipate the arguments which might j; 
be urged, and which he supposed would be urged | 
i against him, 


: when the papers were delivered to the Vice Consul. 


“No reason is assigned why John Jackson did not make 
the application in his lifetime. He must have been an old 
man, and the petitioner, James Jackson, was between forty 
and fifty years of age before his father’s death. 

“The committee are of opinion that the testimony in the 
case ig entirely too ioose and unsatisfactory to make it their 
duty even to inquire whether the petitioner would be entitled 
to relief if his case was made out in point of fact.” 

Since this report was made, the certificate of Commodore 
Jones has been found, by which it appears that there was 
no promise to pay John Jackson $300, as alleged by the 
memorialist, nor is the fact stated by him that the said John 
Jackson was paid 100 ducats by Commodore Jones. Neither 
is it a fact that John Jackson was decoyed on board the Bon 
Homme Richard, but he boarded her in consequence of his 
own mistake, supposing her to be a British stip. There 
was, however, 2 promise by Commodore Jones to pay him 
a pension; and, in 1785, the subject was brought before 
Congress, but there has been neaction upon it. Theclaim 
of debt for the $300 not existing, and the pension not having 


s 
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been allowed by the United States, the committee, without 
going inw the question how far a right would have accrued 
to the memorialist had the promise of Commodore Jones 
been recognized by Congress, do not discover any ground 
apon which a celain can be made by the petitioner. 

Mr. MILLSON, (resuming.) I have now, in 
compliance with the request of the gentleman from 
Connecticut, given to the House all the informa: |! 
ion which I possess in reference to this case. I 
have noi attempted to argue it. I have simply laid 
before the House such facts as I was informed of. 

Now, I do not know why this claim was not 
allowed by the Continental Congress. There is, 
however, Very strong reasons for the conclusion 
that they had some information at that day which 
we do not possess now. 

[Here a message was received from the Presi- | 
dent of the United States, by M. P. Finimory, | 
Esq., his Private Secretary.] : 

Mr. M. continued: Whilst I was ready at all 
Umes to answer any questions that might be put 
to me, I had no disposition to take part in this de- 
bate.” I did not intend to do so until I was abso- | 
lutely compelled to say what I have said, by the | 
request of the gentleman from Connecticut. 

This much, however, I wil! say, in conclusion, 
in reference, not only to this case, but to all the 
cases which come before this House. I have 
long thonght that no claim should be allowed by 
the Congress of the United States, unless it was 
so well established as to preclude every reasonable 
doubt. Remember that these petitiongrs who || 
come, seeking the aid of Congressional legislation, 
select their own evidence; they take the affidavits |! 
of such witnesses only as wil! forward their de- 
mands; and they take very good care not to seek |: 
evidence in those quarters where its effect would be | 
disadvantageous, and’ the United States have no 
privilege of cross-exaraination. The case is wholly 
and strictly ex parte. The very shaping of the 
affidavits themselves is left to the petitioner or his 
counsel, and it may very well happen that a wit- 
ness is made to say what he never intended to say, | 
by the adoption of @ particular phraseology in re- 
hearsing his testimony. Phe applicant is not 
barred by any rejection of his claim. He has the 
privilege of coming again and again and asking 
that relie which may have been twenty times 
dented, ‘If with all these advantages—the advan- | 
tage of selecting his own opportunity of present- 
ing the caim, the right to select his own witnesses, 
exemption frum the embarrassment of a cross- 
examination, the privilege of giving body and 
form to his awn testimony, and the right to repeat 
his demand atter twenty rejections of his claim— 
if, I say, with all these advantages, he is not en- 
abled to establish his claim to the satisfaction of | 
the House, and without a reasonable doubt, then jj 
it does seem to me that the House should refuse |! 
the relief which is sought. 

My opinion has heen asked about this claim, 
and therefore I will say, without giving any of | 
the reasons suggested by that opinion, that Tam 
not satisfied of the justice of the claim, and that it 
was my intention to have given a silent vote 
against the bill, 

“Mr. HUNTER. Tam nat going to enter into | 
a discussion as to the merits of this claim at all. | 
But the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. Crevr- 
LAND] requested, that whoever made the motion 
to lay this bill aside with a recommendation that 
it do not pass, would withdraw that motion. I 
made that motion, and I wish to say to the gen- 
teman from Connecticut, that I gannot withdraw 
it, and Twill give him the reasons very briefly. 

I listened with a great deal of attention to the 
argument of the gentleman from New Hampshire, 
(Myr. Tucx,} who made the report in this case, 
aud who seemed deeply interested in getting the j 
committee to pass the bill, but there was nothing 
in that argument, or jn the evidence adduced, 
which went to convince me that this man is the | 
heir of John Jackson at all, After having inves- | 
tigated the case as far as I was able, I have come |: 
to the conclusion, that this claimant has never es- | 
tablished the slightest right to receive one dollar 
at our hands. 

That is the reason why I made the motion, that 
this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House, | 
with a recommendation that it do not pass. I- 
hope that motion will prevail. At all events, I 
shall not withdraw it. 

Mr. BOWIE. 
read. 
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Task that the bill may again be | 
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! who has just taken his seat, the most serious ob- | 


dj 
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| jection I had to the bil. 


i to it, 


i bill, that it will: become incumbent upon the Sec- 
; retary of the Treasury, if this bill passes, to iake 


| stances, shal] be redeemed. 


‘loss of an arm—for premature nintilstion—int. it 


: with the Serapis 
i when Captain 


The Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. BOWIE. If I correctly understood the | 
honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mrki- | 
son,] and the honorable gentleman from Ohio 


ection urged by them to this bill, isa doubt as 
to the true character of the parties now petitioning | 
for relief. $ 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwil say to the gentleman 
from Maryland, that although that is one objec- 
tion with me—and an insurmountable one—to the 
allowance of this claim, I have other very great 
objections to it, 

Mr. BOWIE, Jaddress myself now to the ob- 
ections which have been urged upon this floor, as 
o the reality of the heirs petitioning for relief. 

If gentlemen have atiended to the reading of the 
bill, thev will observe that it directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay this money to the legal 
heirs of John Jackson, Now, I apprehend it will 
be incumbent upon the Secretary of the Treasury, 
if this bil] passes—— ` 

Mr. MILLSON. Wilthegentiem 
a word of explanation ? 

Mr. BOWIE, Certainly. 

Mr. MILLSON. I didnot mean to be under- 
stood as saying that the principal objection Ihave 
to the bill is, that there is not suficient proof that 
the present claimant is the heir of John Jackson. 
In response to an inquiry of the gentleman from 
Connecticut, I said that I did not feel satisfied of 
that proof; but I never said that was the only ob- 
Trecollert that in com- 
mittee, with a view to obviate that possible objec- | 
tion, il was agreed that the money should be pay- 
able—if paid at all—to the legal representatives of 
this man. 

Mr. BOWIE, Supposing that objection to have | 
weighed with other members of the House, as it 
certainly did with me, I will ask the indulgence of 
the committee for 2 few moments while I advert 


) 
an allow me | 
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i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 
f 
| 
i 
i 


It is certainly clear, from the languayre of the 


every legal precaution to ascertain who are the 
heirs of John Jackson. If such proof as the 
common law requires to establish the existence of 
that heirship is not submitted to him, the Treas- 
ury will never bave to pay this claim. 

Putting out of view, then, this objection, which į 
Í think is sufficiently answered by the brief re- | 
marks T have made, it seemsto methat there never | 
was a stronger nppeal to the sense of justice of | 
this Tfouse than is now made to jt. Hereis a ! 


a descendant of one who rebelled against them? 
Nay, are we not witnessing day after day the 
most honorable exhibition upón the part of that 
Government—of the payment of claims to the heirs 
of those who emigrated to this country half a ceñ- 
tury ago? I think we may well be instructed by 
our enemies, if we are to regard. the British nation 
as ourenemy. Let usat least follow their exam- 
ple in meting out justice in regard to this claim. 
tis not a stale claim, and itis not, in my judg- 
ment, a doubtful one. -Ithas received the sanction 
of the men of the Revolution—men who were ac- 
gnainted with all the circumstances of the case. 
ft is not, as has been said, involved in the sgus- 
picion that it has never been asserted in the life- 
time of the claimant. Gentleman are mistaken 
when they supposeso. It is true that there is no 
evidence that the claimant, in his lifetime, came to 
the doors of our predecessors—came to the doors 
of Congress and invoked relief. No, the Govern- 
ment of that day did not require that. n petition 
should bepresented. The Minister of Foreign Af- 
fairs then called the attention of Congress to the 
payment of this debt. Our records establish this 
fact beyond all doubt. Then it was considered of 
j sufficient dignity and importance to require the 
first officer of the Government to éall the attention 
of Congress to this claim. But now no claim can 
be established in Congress without not only being 
indorsed by the Government, but it must also be 
sustained by political influence. Now I hope 
gentlemen will take some interest inthis claim. I 
hope they will set an example of their determina- 
tion to examine private claims and to sustain them 
whenever they are found to be well founded. 

I beg leave to advert for a moment to an im- 
portant idea thrown out by the honorable gentle- 
men from Virginia, (Mr. Minusoy,} that we 
| should not grant any claim presented here, unless 
| itis established beyond all douse, because the tes- 
timony is ex parte. Whose hult, Lask, is that? 
Has this Government established any tribunal in 
which examination on both sides can be had? 
Have not the people of the United States, time 
after time, invoked this House to establish a com- 
mission of claims by which the rights of the Gov- 
j ernment would be protected? Tow can the evi- 
dence be otherwise than ex parte, under the present 
circumstances, in the establishment of a claim? 
Surely, then, that which is a political necessity, 
should not be raised as an objection against this 
claim, Let the Government establish a tribunal, 
and Jet it throw open the doors of justice. Let it 
blish the ordinary means of proof, or hot ex- 
clude petitioners who have not established their 


este, 


person who was one of the first vietims of the ! 

evolution on the sea—a man exhibiting to this | 
Revolution on the se: bibiting this | 
House the bond of the nation written in the blood | 


of its first victories, and asking that the faith of || 
| 


the nation, pledged under those solemn cireum- | 


ga 


say 


; 7 | 
What answer can you give? Gentleman say | 
here is not sufficient evidence—they say the claim | 
¥ $8) | 

i 

| 

i 
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isa stale one. Those gentemen have forgotten | 
that it comes here indorsed by the Congress of 
1785. They have forgotten that the claim presents 


ee 


on its face the certificates of members of Congress || 


It is a 


claim, not only for the i 
i 


in the year J7R5. 


is a claim for saving the lives of twenty svilors of i 
the shin of war Bon Homme Richard. If gen- 
tlemen will turn to the report, they wil! find it 
stated that 


s at the time of the hattle | 
ksows pilot boat, and that | 
le 10 prevent the 
ksan's pilot boat 


with twenty othe 

on board Sa 
ones found it impos 
fon Homme Richard from sinking, 
was of singular service in saving the me 
the wounded, some of whom, Captain Jo ersuaded, 
would have been drowned had not he been farmshed with 
the means of saving them.” wi 

Here is the most conclusive proof that the lives. 


Richard wa: 


i 
t 
1 
f i 
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of the Revolution, and who were subjected to all; 


‘the hazards of that war—that twenty men were | 


saved through the agency of this mau,and that he ; 
by the hazards which he involuntarily incurred. 


because he was an Englishman—hbecause he wasa | 
subject of the British Government. Mr. Chair- | 
man, has the British Government aeted upon thet ; 
principle towards us? Have they refused to pay 
the claims of an American citizen because he was 


ticularly 5! 


not only saved them, but reduced himself to want |! 
i i 


“Gentlemen tell us that he is entitled to no merit i 


claims by unquestionable evidence. Do not let us, 
who are the representatives of the people, throw 
that, blame upon our constituents who are asking 
justice at the hands of the powers that be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will thegentleman allow 
me to state one fact before the question is taken ? 
I desire to askif this claim has not been examined 
thoroughly both in this Hall and at the other end 
of the Capitol? [learn that a bill relating to this 
case was passed by both Houses, and that it was 
lost on its way from this House to the President’s 
House. 

[Cries of © Question 1 t Question !77} 
. CLEVELAND. When gentlemen re- 
proach others with not becoming acquainted with 
reports vatil the cases to which they refer come 
up here for action, I must beg to refer them to the 
faci, that this House was organized in the appoint- 
ment of its committees with reference to the opin- 
ions of members, and not their merits; hence gen~ 
tlemen should not come here and reproach those 
who were not quite as fortunate as themselves, if 
it be fortunate, in being selected as one of the 
‘favored few. It is certainly, in my judgment, not 

becoming gentlemen occupying those posts, under 
such circumstances, to reproach others because 
they take part in the business of the House for 


i 


| of twenty seamen who first embarked in the war || which they are in part responsible. 


Mr. DANIEL. trise to a question of order. 
I think the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
CLEVELAND] has already spoken two or three times 
upon this bil, i 

TheCHAIRMAN. Noothergentleman claimed 
the floor, and therefore it was in order for the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut to speak. If any other 
entieman had clahned the floor, the Chair would 
othave awarded it to that gentleman. 

Mr. CLEVELAND, (continuing.) My only 
wish was to elicit from the gentleman from Vir- 
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ginia (Mr. Mitzson].an opinion; and I certainly | 
meant to doit in the kindest manner, having no 
feelings towards. that gentleman but those of the 
utmost kindness. But I say, in regard to this 
matter, that when the report was read, and the 
letters were. read by the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. Goopenow,] it appeared to me that it was 
one of those cases which deserved the favorable 
consideration of the House, but which, against 
all’ equity, against all justice, was in danger of 
being defeated; and that was the reason why 1 
interposed to say anything upon the subject. 
Now, Lask, and I hope gentlemen will answer 
mie candidly, whether they would. hesitate one 
Yynoment to vote a man a pension who had suffered 
in the late war with Mexico precisely in the 
manner this. man did, in the war of the Revolu- 
tion? Sir, that man does not have the honor of 
holding a seat upon this floor, who would have 
voted against it. Ido not hesitate to say, that if 
a man had suffered in one of our ships during the 
Mexican war, as this claimant suffered, there is 
not a man upon this floor who would have resisted 
a claim for his relief. Is it not proper for us, in 
this case to inquire whether anything has beea 
done in regard to this matter; or whether there is 
anything concerning it which should place this 
applicant in a worse condition than if the events 
to which the claim relates had occurred more re- 
cently? Let us look at the matter for a moment. 
Flas there been any consideration paid to this man 
for being compelled to serve against his country, 
and to suffer as he did in the service of our coun- 
try? Has this country ever rewarded this import- 
ant service, thus forced from a man who was 
under no obligation to serve us? I answer, No, 
never! Is ita stale claim, which has never been 
presented here? So far from this, the gentleman 
who is at thehead of the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions—the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Mixison|—admits that it was presented early, 
and that it has been pursued down to the present 
time. When the gentleman from Virginia pre- 
sented that information I could not help thinking 
that by the time the State of Virginia gets her 
$120,000, which she is now petitioning Congress 
for, that she would meet with about as many 
difficulties as we have met with in endeavoring to 
do justice to this unfortunate man—I mean the 
claim which the State of Virginia has before this 
House, of about the same age, of $120,000, to be 
paid out of the public Treasury, for money which 
she advanced towards the completion of this Cap- 
itol. A report has been made against it in the 
Senate. I am inclined to believe that report is 


wong: Lonly mentionsit for the purpose of illus- 
ration, 


Mr. MILLSON, (interrupting.) Does the gen- 
tleman know that Tam in favor of that claim? 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Certainly not. I am 
ouly showing that this is not the only stale claim 
before the Congress of the United States. That is 
all. Ido not know whether the gentleman from 
Virginia is in favor of itor against it; E only know 
that sneh a claim is here. task if, from the time 
this man first presented his claim down to the 
present day, there has been any abandonment of 
it by himself or his heirs? I answer no. Have 
we ever paid one cent towards that claim? I an- 


swer no. I then put this question to the House: || 


Are we under obligations-—honorable obligations 
-—to pay him for his sufferings or to pay it to his 
children? Is it a good answer to say that because 
he is dead, bis heirs shall not have what was due 
to him, in his lifetime? That would be a strange 
doctrine. If we have failed to pay to a man in his 
lifetime what was rightfully due him, justice re- 
quires that we should pay it to his legal heirs after 
his death, If gentleman will examine into this 
matter, they will find that this man performed i 
portant service for us, and in so doing suffered the 
loss of an arm; now he comes forward by his heirs 
and claims his just reward which has never been | 
paid him; and the question arises, whether we will | 
e ee length of time which has 
a] hi vice was rendered and say we | 
will not pay it ? Tam told that a favorable report | 
was made In this case some fifteen or twenty years 
ago. I have sent for that report. oa 
“Mr. CHANDLER. I will state to the gentle- 
man that I was mistaken when I stated that fact. 
T find upon examination that it was a bill for the | 


zellet or the heirs of John Paul J ones to which I 


m- 


l; 


Mr. CLEVELAND. I hadsome doubts about 
tke matter.. But whether a favorable report has 
| been made on it or not, makes no difference— 
whether a former Congress has rejected the claim 
or allowed it makes no. difference with me. 

Thereis a disposition to disregard the just claims 
of individuals presented here; there is an indisposi- 
tion to give them that careful attention which they 
should receive at the hands-of a tribunal, the only 
one upon earth before which they can prefer claims 
of this character against. the Government. But 
| when this argument is used, it seems to me it is 
adding insult to former injustice. How many are 


if 
i 
f 
i 
i 
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general feeling? H is this: Away with the claim; 
some speculator has got hold of it, and we will vote 
į against it. This bugbear—I use the word inten- 
tionally—this bugbear, that agents and specula- 
tors are going to reap the benefits, has prevented a 


i 
i consideration which ‘they are entitled to. As to 
i this bill, I never heard of ituntil this morning. 

‘it is not fur me to stop my earsand shut my eyes, 
| and refuse to do my duty in regard to apetitioner, 
merely because some one whispers in my ear, or 
whispers about the House, that an-agent is doing 
| something wrong aboutit. In that way an honest 
| man has no better chance than a knave. 
; duty, permit me to say—and I say itvery respect- 
fully to the House—to give these privateclaimants 


a fair and impartial hearing; and if we find that 


as an apology for the tardy justice we are called 
and rejected, until they have wasted more, in 


original claim was worth. I know of many such 
| instances, where men, with as legal, just, and right- 
| eous claimsagainst the Government ascver man had 
against his fellow-man, were delayed, and delayed, 
| until they had expended more money inasking jus- 
| tice of Congress, who ought, willingly and prompt- 
ly to have done justice to them, than the original 
| claim amounted to. I have no fear of the cry that 
f I am disposed to be extravagant. I am disposed 
to be just, and make this Government pay its 
| honest debts, Iam the last man living who will 


Hn 


three triers here, to crush a private individual and 
his claim, because Government can do it with im- 
punity. It isa system of dishonesty to which I 
never intend to become a party. But when I make 


member of this House. I mean to sa 
we are too inconsiderate and regardless of the 
rights of individuals, merely because they are in- 
dividuals. But, sir, let any question arise touch- 


pirant who could, if elected, return favors for fa- 
vors granted, how ready we should be, how eager 
every member would be to inform and commit 
| himself in favor of the individual, because there 
i might then be a return. Sir, the selfishness which 
induces members to sacrifice the rights of honest 
claimants for the purpose of gaining popularity as 
| economists, or from carelessness and inattention, 
: deserves to be rebuked, and so far as my voice and 
_ vote wiil accomplish that object, it shall be done. 

| Mr. AVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I do notrige 
| for the purpose of prolonging this debate, but to 
| protest against its protraction. Ihave no doubt 
| that the committee have been ready to vote upon 
j 
i 
$ 


i this case for the last hour. 1 desire prompt and 
| faithful attention to the bills onthe Calendar. But, 
\ if the time allotted to their consideration is to be 
consumed by such lectures as we have just heard, 
: Just claims will be defeated, and new arguments 
furnished to those who desire the establishment 


| 
| the getting of money from the Treasury. We 
| need no such new 
too complicated machinery of Government. If we 
fail to do justice to claimants, it is not because we 
i cannot, but because we will not. 


| Mr. HOWARD. It appears to me that this 


oner upon an American man-of-war, and is com- 
| pelled to serve in an action against his own Gov- 
‘ernment. Now this is contrary to the law of 
| nations, and the law of war. John Paul Jones 
| understood that law when he gave that certificate. 
| He knew what he was about when he promised 


there who take the trouble to inform themselves in ! 
regard to these claims? Very few. Whatis the i 


large number of honest claims from receiving that ! 
s but: 
It is our | 
they have merits in their claims, let us never offer | 


| upon now to render, that they have been rejected | 


| coming here to ask justice at our hands, than the | 


consent, as one of the two hundred and thirty- || 


that remark, I do not intend to reflect upon any | 
that I fear | 


ing the claim or prospects of any presidential as- || 


of a new department of Government, to facilitate | 


wheel to be added to the already | 


claim had its origin in clear legal liabilities. What | 
were they? A British subject was taken a pris- | 


i to pay that man half pay for life as pilot. He 
knew that in compelling that'man to serve against 
his own country, he hað violated the laws of na- 
tions, and the laws of war, and he endeavored to 
make him the only compensation in his power, 
which was a pecuniary one. Now, there is no 
objection in this world against this claim, except 
its age, and this Government is clearly bound to 
make him an equitable compensation for the injury 
which was done to him, in violation of the laws of 
war and of nations. That is the origin and foun- 
dation of this claim; and when this certificate was 
given to him by John Paul Jones, at the time, it 
was clearly felt to be a legal obligation, and one 
which an individual has a right to claim of a na- 
tion,.at whose hands he suffers wrong by a viola- 
tior of public law. This seems to me too clear for 
argument. This claim has never been paid. It 
ought to be paid to some one, and it is one which 
goes to the heirs of Mr. Jackson, whoever they 
may be. : : 

[Cries of ** Question!” “Question!?] — 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. I do not intend to inflict 
a speech upon the committee at this time. I wish 
to call its attention to a few facts; and if they are 
satisfactorily established, this claim ought to be 
allowed. f 

The first fact is this; Are the committee satisfied 
that John Paul Jones gave the certificate set out in 
the report in this case? I understand that it is 
proved. If that fact is established, and satisfac- 
torily tothis House, it seems to me it establishes 
the claim, and that we ought to make remunera- 
tion to the heirs of this man. The second factis, 
whether the heirs of this man are to be benefited 
by this claim. Now, upon that point, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHANDLER] has 
fully answered the objection'which has been made. 
It will be the duty of the Secretary, by the pro- 
visions of this act, ag it is here presented, to allow 
| this claim only when the proof of that fact shall 
be adduced before him. Now, as regards this 
claim, if the members of the committee are satis- 
fied that John Paul Jones gave the certificate, it 
seems to me that itis a just and righteous one, 
and one to which this Congress ought to respond. 
But, in relation to the other fact, certainly there 
! can no question be raised here in reference to it. 

Mr. WALSH. I wish to consider the view of 
the question as taken by the gentleman from 'T'ex- 
as, [Mr. Howarn,] that it was a violation of the 
rules of war and of the laws of nations. A sin- 
gular contrast to the conduct in that action— 
though it resulted in the necessity of the case—is 
| presented in the battle between the Constitution 
and Guerrier, an account of which we have lately 
i| heard from a prisoner of war on board the Guer- 
rier. As the Constitution approached, and its 
American character was ascertained, this prisoner 
made an appeal to the commander, Dacres, wheth- 
er he should remain upon deck. The commander 
replied, ‘No, sir; Ihave no right to keep you in 
such a position. Go below.’ I trust we shall 
have something like a disposition to imitate the 
English in that particular. Now, there can be no 
doubt but that this man was entitled to indemnity. 
Suppose that under this pressure of war we had 
seized his goods and chattels, and taken away. 
those important means of his livelihood, would he 
| not be entitled to compensation? I do not rise, 
however, to present even this view, and I do not 
mean to detain the committee long, but I rise to 
object to this plea of the statute of limitation, I 
object to itin pripciple. J object to it because there 
are too Many men in this nation who will follow 
the exampie of the Government; and I hope this 
House will look not only to its own dignity, not 
only to what is right, but to the rights of parties 
who come before them as claimants; and that it 
will, in relation to a great public example, set their 
face against the plea. And I will say in addition, 
that where the Government has thought proper to 
rely upon the lapse of time as a means of defence 
i against claims, they have provided for it in their 
statutes, 

Now let me further say, thatof all the things in 
the world the plea of the statute of limitations 
against. revolutionary claims is the most deficient 
of merit. Something has been said of the Conti- 
nerftal Congress, Why, did they pay all their 
responsibilities? Are we to be told at this time that 
the Government has faithfully discharged all its 
i duties, and paid all the claims against it? If we in- 
troduce the plea of limitation upon a case where the 
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first of the actors in the scene was most competent 
to decide upon it, I ask you what is to become of 
the claim of the representative of Baron De Kaib, 
and of those of a host behind who are te come in 
and claim this amount out of the public Treasury, 
not as a pension, but as a debt which they are 
entitled to just as much as if their ancestors had 
earned so much by the sweat of their brow, and it 
had been wrengfully taken from their hands by 
the action of the Government? And what is to 
become of that class of claims, founded upon the 
promise of Washington? There is a remarkable 
entry in that valuable publication—the accounts of | 
that illustrious man kept during the revolutionary | 
war—and he leaves this legacy, and puts it ina 
note, Upon one of its pages, that he has received 
assistances from the members of parties on both 
sides of the line, in regard to his revolutionary ef- 
forts. That they have assisted him in the various 
stages of his struggles, and commends them to the 
benevolence and justice of the Government. He 
uses this remarkable language: ‘* Whenever they 
are presented I trust to my country, or to the 
councils of my country, to pay them.” I give the 
substance of his language, not his phraseology, i 
Will we repudiate the faith of Washington? If 
this claim had come backed by Washington’s 
promise—a promise of the description referred 
to—would we have had the spirit to set up repu- 
diation, or the statute of limitation? I imagine f 
not. And shall we not say—though not so holy Í 
as the word of Washington—that there is some- 
thing in the faith of John Paul Jones, pledged as 
it was under the solemnities of that action, that 
entitles his word to be considered, regarded, and 
enforced at the hands of the American Congress? 

The question then recurring upon the motion to 
lay the bill aside, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass-— 

Mr. CHANDLER demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Cuanpier and Pork 
were appointed, 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported-—ayes 53, noes 77. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be re 
the House with the recommendation t 
pass. 


i 
i 
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ported to 
hat it do 


GUSTAVUS A. DE RUSSY. 


The committee next proceeded to the consider- ; 
ation of bill No. 96—a bill for the relief of Gus- | 
tavus A. De Russy, late an acting purser in the 
Navy. 

The reading of the report being called for, itwas 
read by the Clerk. 

Mr. DANIEL. {t will be seen that this bill 
proposes not only to allow the difference between 
what pursers were receiving when this clerk was 
first appointed and the compensation of a purser 
under the act of 1842, but the interest upon that 
money. I can see no reason why the interest 
should be allowed in this case. I do not know 
when this case was first presented for adjustment; : 
I move, therefore, to strike out “$514 14,” and in 
its stead to insert “ $362.” That is the principal 
exclusive of the interest. 

Mr. BOCOCK. The report which has just 
been read at the Clerk’s desk was drawn by my- 
self as a member of the Committee on Naval AS 
fairs, and I thought it was proper and just to 
allow this man interest upon the money claimed. 
I do not see what ground the gentleman from 
North Carolina assumes when he contends that 
interest ought not to be allowed. Does the gen- 
ileman mean to say to this House that interest 
ought never to be paid by this Government upon 
a debt that it owes to an individual? Does the: 
gentleman mean to take any such ground as that? | 
‘Where there is a clear, ascertained, balance due ` 
a man for services rendered, does he rise upon 
this floor, and say, if the Government does not 
chose to pay that debt, but holds the man out 
of it year after year, that when at length it does 
make payment, it ought not to pay the interest? 
If the gentleman means to take any such ground 
as that, I say for one, that I dissent from it, and- 
appeal to the House to say whether it is not an 
improper ground. I put the claim of this man, in 
the report which has just been read, upon degal 
grounds. I say that he had a right to demand this 
money. I say, furthermore, that the highest offi- 
cers of the Department decide that he had a right | 
to demand it, but the accounting office refuses to | 


i 
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| lished principle, that the Government, as 


: of the applicants themselves. 


ithe laws of 1842 to this officer. 


| suppose, correctly, by the gentleman. 


= 
giveit. The legal ground was this: A law was 
passed here some time, I think, in the course of 
the summer of 1842, changing the pay of pursers. 
It may be proper to state here, that the gentle- 
mau from North Carolina -himself concedes that 
this man was entitled to the pay of a purser, just 
as if he was legally appointed purser for the time 
he was performing these services. Then, that 
being conceded, come to the other point. A law 
was passed during the summer of 1842 changing 
and increasing the pay of pursers. There was a 
provision in that law that it should go into opera- 
tion as to the persons in the home squadron from 
the time of its passage, and to all persons abroad 
from the commencement of the first quarter after 
proclamation thereof shall be made. Now, some 


the commander of the squadron received intelli- 
gence of the passage of the law, and he made 
proclamation from the Commodore’s flag-ship. 
‘That proclamation the officers say applies to tlre 
whole squadron under his command. Informal 


| notice was carried to this ship, which had been 
ii detailed to ernise on the African coast. 


The 
man himself did not receive formal notice of it, 
but the Commodore had received notice, and had 
made proclamation from the flag-ship, which was 
anoticetothe whole squadron. Well, if this isso, 
it entitled him to his pay under the new law. T'he 
new law had been passed months before. He 
came here and he claimed pay under the new law. 
TheSecond Auditor, the accounting officer, refused 
to allow it. He then appealed to Commodore 
Warrington, who said that he was entitled to it; 
but the Second Auditor still refused to allow it. 
He then appealed to Judge Mason, Secretary of 
the Navy, and he said that he was legally entitled 


now comes before the House. Now, the position 
I take is, that it ought to have been paid him at 
the time; that he had a right doit,and that it wasa 
| just and legal demand; and that it being a sum for 
which he had had a legal right to make demand, 
thet interest ought to be paid upon it from the day 
on which it ought to have been paid to him The 
difficult and responsible services this man had to 
perform upon the barren and desolate coast of 
Africa, the responsibility upon his hands, are all 
et forth in the report, and I shall not detain the 
House with the details again. In my judgment 
the interest ought to be paid. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
self, by the motion I have made, upon ne 
in reference to this matter. 


w ground 
lt is a well-estab- 
general 
rule, does not pay interest. I think it is generally 
a correct one; for if it was the universal rule that 
interest shall be paid to the time when Congress 
shall, after a lapse of years, ascertain a demand to 
have been a good one, it would become a most 
convenient mode of funding all demands against 


the Government, and individuals, instead of pre- | 
; senting their claims promptly at the proper depart- 


ments for adjudication, would have all the motives | 
of capitalists to withhold them. Claims are some- 
times kept back in consequence of the imperfect 
manner in which proof is presented, and some- 
times in consequence of delays arising on the part 


Mr. BOCOCK. Ifmy friend from North Car- į 
olina will permit me, Nota single one of the rea- ! 
sons assigned applies to this case, 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘Wait until] have got to the 
others. I have not got through yet. There is 
nothing stated in the report which takes it out of | 
the application of that rule upon which the Gov- 
ernment has acted in the non-paymeut of interest. 
If there is any special reason, the gentleman has 
neglected to give it in his report. Ido not gather 
frorn any statement the gentleman has made, or | 
anything in the case that ought, to take it out of | 
the operation of that general rule; on the contra- | 
ry, I can see reasons m addition to that glanced at | 
by my motion for its application. The gentleman | 
predicates this legal liability upon the ground that 
unequivocal notice was given in conformity with 
There ts just : 
ground for exception to that position. I will not : 
say that the gentleman is not correct, but there | 
is certainly some reason to doubt it. The words ; 


i 


| of the law have been quoted in the report, as I; 
o The act į 
| was to go into effect in the United States from the | 


| 


time in the month of December of the year 1842, | 


to it, but the Second Auditor still refused, and he | 


I did not intend to place my- | 


date of its passage, and in vessels abroad at the | 


f the quarter after. itso 


beginning o ficial notifica- 
tion. : 

The commander of the squadron in this case re- 
ceived notice of the passage of the act of the first 
| of January, 1843. He then made his proclama- 
j tion. His vessel was not present, as she was 
cruising elsewhere—cruising upon the coast of 
| Africa—and the question is, whether, according 
| to the provisions of this act, he received that no- 
tice which the act intended to make necessary to 
give operation to the law, until it was actually no- 
tified on board of the vessel. 


| [Here a message was received from the Senate, 
i by the hands of their Secretary, Assury Dick- 
| Ins, Esq.] 

Mr. DANIEL resumed. It is certainly true, 
| that the act was not literally complied with until 
the notice was actually received on board of the 
vessel in which this purser, formerly a clerk, be- 
longed. It may well be contended, therefore, that 
his pay could not arise wntil after he received no- 
tice. There being some doubt about the construc- 
tion which the gentleman claimsas the construc- 
tion of theact, and seeing no sufficient reason why 
the general rule should be departed from, I have 
made the motion E submit, and think it ought to 
prevail, Unless we are disposed to pay interest 
in every case—unless we are disposed to adopt 
that rule and change the general rule, why ‘we 
should do it. 

Mr. BOCOCK, I had wished to say nothing 
more. I am opposed as much as any member upon 
| this floor, to speaking upon these matters at all. I 
i| have given practical evidence of that fact in my 
, course here, but I will say one or two words inreply 
| to the position just taken by the gentleman from 
‘ North Carolina, (My. Dayren.] ‘The gentleman 
|| says, the general principle upon which this Gov- 
: ernment acts, is, that it will not pay interest. I 
i understand it to be based upon the reason, thatthe 
| Governmentof the United States holds itself at all 
' times ready to pay its debts, when presented, that 
| the debt has never been presented in a legal form—- 
| ina form in which the proof had been conclusive, 
iuntil the time when the amount is to be voted. 
i Now, I agree with the gentleman from North Caro- 

ina, ifa claim comes up for unliquidated damages— 


iy 
| if a claim comes up for a pension—if a claim comes 
i| up resting upon anything of that sort, it oughtnot to 
; carry interest until the proof is completed, This 
is the ground which the gentleman from North 
|i Carolina assames—this is the reason upon which 
his principles rest, as applied in this case.. De 
Russey actually made a demand upon the Govern- 
ment for this sum. He actually claimed it from 
i the Department. Plis proof was as full and as 
| conclusive then as it is at this instant of time. If 
we owe it now, weowed it then. Tf we ought to 
i pay itnow, we ought to have paid it then. Shall 
į we profit by ourown failure to do our duty to our- 
| selves? 
Mr. DANIEL. Why was it not paid? 
Mr. BOCOCK. T have already stated thgt the 
; accounting officer, the Second Auditor, took the 
view which the gentleman from North Carolina 
i [Mr. Daxter] has suggested, as to the construc- 
tion of this law—and held that the law should not 
| go into operation as to vessels abroad, until actual 
notification should be made. 

Mr. DANIEL. ‘Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him ene more question? If we pay interest 
upon these cases, why not pay interest upon every 
: deferred salary? s 
Mr. BOCOCK. If we hold back ‘from a man 
| the salary to which he is entitled by thelaw, I say 
| we ought to pay interest. We ought to be just, 

and we ought to pay the just demands upon us. 
When we refuse to pay where a demand is clearly 
made out, then we ought not to profit by our own 
refusal to do our duty. The gentleman from 
North Carolina argues in relation to this matter, 
as if the language of the law was an actual noti- 
fication. Thatis uot the language. It says offi- 
cial notification; and the laws of this country, and 
those highest in authority, have decided that to 
make notification of the law of this sort for a 
squadron, it has only to bè proclaimed by the 
commanders of the squadrons, If it is true that 
a proclamation by the commodore of a ship is an 
official notification for the squadron, this man was 
entitled to his demand, and he ought. to have it. 
If it was a debt we owed—if it was a debt the 
amount of which, and the proof of which was 
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befaee the Department at the time the Department 
improperly refused to pay it, I say that now, in 
my opinion, we ought to pay interest upon it. 

he: question was then taken upon Mr. Dax- ; 
1EL’S amendment; and there were-—ayes 63— 
nays 52. : 

r ORR demanded tellers; which were ora 

dered. 

The question was then taken, (Messrs, FowLER, | 
of Massachusetts, and Henpricss, acting as tell- | 
ers,) and resulted—ayes 65—noes 51. 

So the amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. ORR moved that the bill be laid aside, and į 
reported to the House with a recommendation that 
it do pass. a 

The question was then taken, and it was agreed 
to. : 

On motion by Mr. ORR, the committee rose, 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. Disney] reported 
that the Committee of the Whole House had had 
under consideration two bills, which they had di- 
rected him to report back, one with an amendment 
and one without amendment, with a recommenda- 
tion that they do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the 
first bill to the House. 

Mr. ORR moved, that when this House ad- 
journs it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays. 

{Cries of Oh no; withdraw the call °} 

The SPEAKER announced that there were 
only seventeen rising—believed not to be a sum- 


cient number. Cal 
Mr. GIDDINGS insisted on a count; and the 
negative side being counted, there were 116. 


Maryland, remonstrating against the renewal of the patent 


į granted to Austin & Zebulon Parker for alleged improve- 


ments upon reaction water-wheels. i 
By Mr. STEVENS, of ‘Pennsylvania: The petition, 
numerously signed by citizens of Lancaster county, stating 
that the fugitive: slave: law was. unjust, inhuman; and op- 
pressive, and praying for its repeal. -~ 
Also, the petition of citizens of Lancaster and Lebanon 
counties, praying for the establishment ofa post route from 
Lancaster, by the way of Sporting Hill, e¢ cetera, to Ann- 
vill, in Lebanon county. hls 
Also, six petitions, very numerously signed, praying for 
an additional duty on foreign iron. — 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 16, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rey. Lirrteron F. Monean. 
MISSION TO EASTERN ASIA. 

A message from the President of the United 
States was received by Mr. M. P. FiLLMORE, 
his Secretary, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of the 26th ultimo, a re- 
port from the Secretary of State, centaining the 
correspondence relating to the mission of Mr. 
Balestier, late Consul at Singapore, to Eastern 


i 
f 


H 
i 


and printed. 
APPLICANTS FOR PENSIONS, 

|| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate, a list of suspended or re- 
jected applications for pensions, under the several 
acts of Congress, with the grounds of such sus- 


| whieh was ordered to be referred to the Commit- 


Mr. GIDDINGS demanded tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays; but they were not ordered, 
And the yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Orr’s mo- 
tion, and it was agreed to. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved that the 
House do now adjourn. 
Mr. DANIEL. L.hope the House will not ad- ; 
journ until the bills reported from the Committee ! 
of the Whole House have been disposed of. 
Cries of “Order!” «t Order a 
he questign was then taken on Mr. Steruens’s | 
motion, and it was agreed to. 
So the House adjourned till Monday. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. SIBLEY gave notice of his intention to introduce a 
bill, so to amend the acts for the establishmentof the terri- | 
torial governments of the United States, as to make the | 
Judges of the supreme court in said Territories elective by | 
the people thereat. 

Mr. DAVES, of Indiana, pave notice of his intention to 
introduce a bill granting the right of way and a portion of | 
the public lands, for the construction of a railroad from 
Terre Haute, or some other point on the Indianapotis and 
Terre Hante railroad, in the St 
in the State of Ilinois. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: | 


By Mr. FLOYD: The resolutions of the Westfield Agri- i 
cultural, Literary, and Scientific Society, for the recognition | 
of the independence of Hungary. 

By Mr. SMART: The petition of 
cthers, arsistant marshals in Somerset county, Maine, ask- | 
ing for increase of compensation. 

y Mr. BOYD, of Kentneky: The proceedings of a meet- 
ing of roldiers of the war of 1812, held in Philadelphia, on | 
the subject of proposed modifications uf the bounty land aet | 
of September 22, 1850. . i i 

By Mr. ALLISON : The memorial of the heirs an 
sentatives of A. Crary, late of Newport, Rhod 
ceased, praying for indemnification for losses tained by : 
adepredationg committed by the vessels of France, prior ta; 
the year 1800, i 

By Mr. SIBLEY ; The memorial of B. Ree 


e 


| 
j! 
j 


d repre 
sland, de 


3d Infantry, and other otitecr: of the United St Army 
in New Mexico, praying that the oficers aad enlisted Pen 
stationed in that 'lerritory may be pla on the san 


ing, with regard to pay. wit 
and Oregon. ` 
By Mr. HARPER: The 


53., Madison, praying for 


1 those stationed in Ca 


petition of Stephen Pot 
ditional compensation 
3 in taking the census of Guern- 


serviees as deppty marshal 
sey county, Ohio, 

By Mr. COBR: 
road from Fort Gi 


The petition for the est 
bson, Jackson ¢ 
“asee, tO run on the 
l States, i 
: The petition of citizens of Franklin jj 
ing the establishment of a post route i! 
‘lin county, by way of Lebanon, in {| 
a, in Green county, in said i 


The petition of Lewis Tritte ij 
citizens of Washington county, i! 


ablishing a post 
ounty, Alabama, te Chat- : 
south side of the Tennes- : 


tanooge, Fen 
see river, in sn 


county, 3 
from Union 


ip Fran 
La Ciede county, to Springfet 
State. y 

By Mr. HAMILTON: 
and Isaac Gehr, and other 


ate of Indiana, to Springfield, : 


j 
i 
i 


ts, majorof l; 


| locations under the A ‘ 
referred to the Committee on Pul 


tee on Pensions and printed. 

i| NAVY REGISTER. 

|! 

i ate a letter of the Seeretary of the Navy, accom- 

panied by eighty copies of the Navy Register for 
1852; which was ordered to be laid on the table. 
a 

PETITIONS. : 

Mr. WADE presented three petitions of citi- 

zens of Ohio, and a petition of masters of steam- 


the State of Ohio may be divided into twa judicial 
districts; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, seven memorials of assistant marshals for 
taking the Seventh Census in Ohio, praying addi- 
tional compensation; which were referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Also, a petition of merchants and others of 
Philadelphia, praying the construction ofan addi- 
tional canal around the Falls of the Ohio river; 
which was referred to the Conimitice on Roads 
and Canals. 


« 


of the military reserve at Fort Winnebago to the 
State for the improvement of the Fox and Wis- 
consin rivers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLARKE. Tam ren 


communication from Rhode 


4 


uested to present a 
sland, signed by up- 


li wards of one hundred and fifi rsons, i r 
Jomm M. Hood and I e n ty persons, inhabit 


ants of Providence and citizens of the United 
| States, in which they say, that as it appears that 
the Senate of the United States is turning its atten- 
tion towards the victims of despotic governments 
jand inhuman laws, they respectfully ask that it 
would consider the unhappy lot of Drayton and 
Sayres, inmates of the prison of the District of 
Columbia, convicted of acts which all humanity 
the wide world ever, applauds, and which nothin: 
but barbarous laws condemn: and they pray that 
: it would take immediate sieps for their relief. 

| The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
: the Judiciary, 

Mr, MORTON presented a petition of the re- 
zister and receiver of the land office at St. Ausus- 
ine, Florida, sation for malin 
redondo g i which wa 
> Lands, 

Also, the memoriai of George II. Smith, assist 
ant marshal for taking the Seventh Census in 
Duv 
pensation; which w: 
of Claims. 

Mr. SPRUANCE presented a petition of resi- 
dents of Delaware, praying that the hill giving 
farther remedies to patentees may become a law; 


i 
l 


nravi 


pravi 


qre x 


a 


as referred to the Committee 


Asia; which was ordered to be laid on the table | 


pension ar rejection, and the place of residence, i 
as far as the same can be given, of each applicant; | 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- i 


boats and vessels upon Lake Erie, praying that | 


Mr. WALKER presented a resolution of the || 
Legislature of Wisconsin, in favor of a donation |: 


u county, Florida, preying additional coni- | 


! which was referred tothe Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. Sy me 

Mr. PRATT presented a resolution of the Le- 
islature of Maryland, in favor of the enactment 
f a law making free so much of the Baltimore 
and Washington turnpike as lies within the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented four memorials of as- 
| sistant'marshals for taking the Seventh Census m 
Indiana, praying additional compensation; which 

vere referred to the Committee of Claims. °° 

Mr. CHASE presented four memorials of assist- 
ant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
H Ohio, praying additional compensation; which 
were referred to the Committee of Claims, 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of Jo- 
seph Nock, praying remuneration for losses sus- 
tained in consequence of the violation of a contract 
for supplying the Post Office Department with 
! locks; which was referred to the Committee on 
! the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Alabama, praying a repeal or mod- 
ification of the act to enable the State of Arkansas 
and other States to reclaim the swamp lands within 
their Himits; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial ef John J. 
Palmer, receiver and legal representative of the 
American Insurance Company of New York, 
praying te establishment of a tribunal te review 
the decisions of thé jate Board of Commissioners 
for the settlement of claims of American citizens 
against Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. r 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Albony, New 
York, praying the establishment of a Mint in the 
i city of New York; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Finance. 
| Also, a memorial of Johnsen Livingston, and 
l! his associates, praying the aid of the Government 
in establishing a monthly line of steamers between 
ii New York and Genoa; which was referred to the 
i| Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Aiso, a memorial of merchants, ship-owners,and 
others, of New York, against the establishment of 
any more lines of mail steamers, under the patron- 
age of the Government; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CASS presented a memorial of the trustees 
of the St. Vincent Orphan Asylum, in the District 
of Columbia, praying a donation of land to aid in 
the education of orphan boys; which was referred 
i to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SMITH presented the petition of J. Glynn, 
of the Navy, praying that he may be credited in 
his settlement with the Department with the amount 
of money which was stolen while in his charge 
on the coast of California; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STOCKTON presented three petitions of 
citizens of New Jersey, praying an appropriation 
for the improvement of Barnegat Inlet; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, FISH presented the memorial of the pro- 
prietors of the New York and Havre mail steam- 
ers, praying further aid from the Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr, ATCHISON presented the memorial of 
John Owen, praying remuneration for damages 
sustained and money expended while in charge of 
the Government property at Cantonment Loring, 
in the Territory of Oregon; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of theheirsof Ware S. May, 
i deceased, a surgeon in the late war with Mexico. 
, praying three months? extra pay; which was re- 
ferred io the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GWEN presented the memorial of a cone 
vention of citizens of the State of California, now 
J on a visit to the Atlantic States, held at Brown's 
Hotel, Washington city, District of Columbia, 
setting forth the unsurpassed agricultural advan- 
tages of the State of California, its vast mineral 
i| resources, and that, from her geographical and 
;, peculiar position, she must rely, more than any 
; Other, Stateyupon her own soil and internal re- 
sources for the support of the millions that will, 
In a short space of time, people the shores of the 
: Pacific within the United States—thus demanding 
| from Congress an enlarged and liberal policy. 
| They pray for grants of land for various hterary 
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it 
and benevolent institutions—for a university and |! 
primary: schools—for the insane, deat and dumb, 
and blind; that the mineral lands should he leftas 
the common property of the American people; 
that aid be given to the most practicable scheme 
of głeam communication between the ports of the 
west coast of the United States and those of Chi- 
na; that fog-bells and light-houses be established; [i will soon expire, he requested the Senate to act 
the construction of the Great Pacific and Atlantic |! upon itat this Lime ; f 
Railroad; telegraphic communication; the estab- ‘i i : 
lishment of a weekly mail between the chief cities | 
of the Atlantic and the Pacific; a modification of | 
the postage on letters and papers; the establish- | 


ment of a branch Mint at San Francisco; the re- | have been ranted. 
i 


KENTUCKY DEAF AND DUMB ASYLUM. 


Publie Lands, to whith was referred the bil to 


| reported 1t bask without amendment 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. 


payment of the duties on foreign imports col- Mr, ONDER WOOD. Twould state, that a let- 
lected in California. from the treaty with Mexico ! 


of May 30, 1948, to the exten'sion ‘of the revenue | 
laws over California, October 18, 1849: the settle- | 
ment of the military claims in California; the col- ! 
onization of the Indians, &e., &e.; which was 4 
referred to the Committee on Printing. : j 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTERS. |! 
Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on Pensions, |! 
to which was referred the bill for the relief of 
Robert Milligan, reported it without amendment. 
Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public : 
Lands, to which was referred the bill'to authorize | 
the sale of reserved lands and for other purposes, | 
reported it without amendment. ` it 
Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private | 
Land Claims, to which was referred the memorial 
of Edward Hott, submitted a report, accompanied ii 
by a bill to release from reservation and to return |! j 
to the mass of public jands certain lands in the | way to the Cleveland and Pittsburg, and Cleve- 
State of Alabama; which was read and passed to || land, Painsville, and Ashtabula Railroad Compa- 
i ids therein mentioned; 
H 


next; anda further extension of time is asked. 
Most of the lends have been sold, and there are 
only a few tracts remaining. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and was 
ordered ta be engrossed and read a third time. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. GEYER gave notice that he should ask 


States for the district of Missouri. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WADE, by unaniinousconsent, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to author 
Secretary of the Treasury to convey the r 


the second reading. ‘Phe report was ordered to |} nies, through certain lar 
be printed. i| which was read a first and second time by its tide, 
Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- |! and referced to the Committee on Public Lands. 
he Lands, to which was referred the petition of | 
Mark Bean and Richard H. Bean, of Arkansas, || obtained leave to introduce a bill amending an act 
mbmitted a report, accompanied by a bill for their ;| approved the 22d of February, 1847, entitled “An 
relief, which was read and passed to the second | 
reading. ‘The report was ordered to be printed. | 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill en- | 
titled “ An act to make land warrants assignable, 
and for other purposes,’’as amended by the House |! 
of Representatives, reported it back, witha recom- || 
mendation that the Senate do not agree to the said || 
i 
| 


oe vessels,and for other purposes,” which was 
ved a firstand second time hy its title, and re- 
ferred to the Cominittee on Commerce. 


APPORTIONMENT O REPRESENTATIVES. 


the United States by Mr. M. P. Fillmore, his Secre- 
tary, transmitting a report from the Secretary of 
the Interior respecting the delay and difficulty in 
making the apportionment among the several 
States of the representatives in the 33d Congress, 
as required by the act of 23d May, 1830, in con- 
sequence of che want of full returns of ihe popula- 
tion of the State of California; and suggesting the 
necessity for remedial Jegislation. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the communica- 
tion be referred tothe Committee on the J udiciary, 
and be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER rose subsequently and inquired 
to what committee was that referred ? 

The PRESIDENT. To the Committee onthe 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD subsequently rose and | 
said: I ask the Senate to inke up the bill in regard 
to the assignability of land warrants, and dispose 
of the amendments with which it has come from 
the House of Representatives. If the Senate shall 
insist on the amendments which were made before 
the bill was returned to the House, it may possi- 
bly lead to a committee of conference, and the 
sooner that takes place the better. I therefore hope | 
the bill may be taken up and disposed of. f 

Mr. PRATT. [ would prefer that that bill | 
should lie over until to-morrow. F have received | 
a petition upon the subject, and J wish to exam- || 
ine the amendments and see whether the prayer of `! 
the petitioners can be «ranted. li 

Mr. BADGER, I would like to understand |) 
from some gentleman familiar with the subject, | 
whether or net the effect of the amendment pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives is or is not 
te strike out from the bill everything except the 
provision which makes jand warrants assignable? | 

The PRESIDEN'F. Itis. 

Mr. BADGER. Then I hope my friend from 
Maryland will not object to the consideration of 
the bill at this time. I can see no necessity for 
delay. 

Mr. PRATT. If the Senate dissent from the |: 
amendments of the House, the effect of it would || Congress i 
be to place the bill in such a position that it could |) a select 

| 
f 
} 
i 
i 
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I donot know whether that 


committee, Ag it relates to the apportionment, 
perhaps it should go to a special committee. 
There was a special committee on the census at 
the last Congress, hut | suppose that committee 
4 was disssived when it exhausted its furetions. 

l Mr. GWEN. I think the Senator from Scuth 
arolina is right in desiring this communication 


C 
to be referred to a select committee, 


stand this repert, it 


n consequence of the: neglect. 


not be amended here. My object is, if it be in} 


han amendment as would |, been taken, J aim opposed to this communication 


order, to introduce £ 
meet the prayer of the petitioners to whom Ihave be, 
referred. i not think itis a judicial question. { move to re- 
Mr. BADGER. That cannot be done. = consider the vote referring it to that committee, and 
Mr. PRATT, Ifitcannot bedone, I shall have -| ta refer it toa select committee, 
no objection. Mr. SEWARD. 1 no 
The PRESIDENT. If there is any objection, | at all; but as the communication contemplates an 
the bill cannot be taken up. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the gentieman 
will allow the bill to be taken up. 
. Mr. PRATT. Let it lie over. 
The bjll was accordingly passed over. i 


tion of the Judiciary Commitee. But if the Sen- 
ator from California feels, on behalf of his State, 
a special interest in the matter, I have no objection 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on | 


1 
| extend the time for seling the lands granted to the fi 
i Kentucky Asylum for teaching the deaf and dumb, 


As the time specified in the bill making the grant | 


There being no objection, the bill was consid- | 
It proposes | 
ito allow five years in addition to the five years | 
heretofore allowed, for the sale of the lands which | 


ter which I have received from the President of : 
the institution, informs me that the time granted | 
for the sale of these lands will expire in May | 


leave to introduce a bill to provide for holding an | 
additionai term of the circuit court of the United | 


ei Mr. DAWSON. I 


Mr. FISH, by unanimous consent, asked and | 


act to regulate the carriage of passengers in mer- | 


A message was received from the President of | 


communication should properly be referred to tbat | 


Tf I under- jj 
will show an extraordinary | 
state of affairs; that the census of one of the States ; 


I think; 
mittee ought to be appointed to inquire |; 
why the census of the State of California has not : 


| going to the Judiciary Committee, because I do: 


fam not tenacious about it! 


amendment to the general law upon a very import- i 
ant subject, E think it vught to receive the atten- | 


| to concur with his mation. It strikes me, after all, 
i 


On the motion of Mr. DODGE, of Iowa; the 
Senate proceeded to consider, as in Committee of 
the Whole, the bill to grant to the city of Burling- 
ij ton, m lowa, the land heretefore reserved between 
|| that city and the Mississippi river. 
|| H proposes to grant to the city of Burlington, in 
|| Towa, the land bordering on the Mississippi in 
ij front of that city, reserved under the act of July 
1 2, 1836, fora public highway, and other public 
‘| uses, together with the aceretions which may have 
{į been formed in the front thereof, to be disposed of 
in such manner as the corporate authorities of that 
city may direct. The second section provides that 
ona duly authorized application a patent shall be 
issued for the land. The Committee on Publie 
|| Lands propose to amend the bill by striking out 
| the second section, and inserting in lieu thereof the 
| foliowing: 

! That the grant made by this act shal operate as a relin- 
i 
| 
H 


i} quishineut only of the right of the United States in and to 


said premises, and shall in no manner affect the rights of 
third p ns therein, or to the use thereof, but shall be sub- 
ject to the same; and on applieation by a duly authorized 
agent of the corporate authorities of said city to the Com- 
| missioner ef the General Land Office, a patent of relinquish- 
| ment, accerding to the provisions of his act, shall be issued 
| therefor, as iu other eases. ý 
| "The amendment was agreed to. 
would requesi the Senator 
{from Iowa to explain the object of that bill and 
į the quantity of land it proposes on our part to re- 
| inguish. | 
| Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I will state that there 
is not a single alternate section, or two dollars and 
a half ciause connected with this bill, It simply 
‚i provides that the accretions which have formed in 
‘| front of the city of Burlington, because of a very 
| large bend in the river at that place, shall be grani- 
;edtothecity. The lands reserved in front of the 
i| city, which are spoken of in the bill, were these 
|| laid off and reserved for public uses when the town 
i| was laid out in 1836. There is a very large bend 
in the Mississippi river opposite the city. There 
is a public improvement going on there, and the 
city, by certam works which it wil prosecute, 
will run the landing very much beyond where it 
now is, by grading and! eveling the hills back and 
throwing the dirt in front. The city is to take 
care of the land, and the bill simply grants the 
Jands which it may thus reclaim on the bend of 
the river. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON. ‘The Senator failed to answer 
one question which T propounded—the quentity 
of Jand which will be granted under this bill? 


Mr. DODGE. I am unable to answer the 
question. J would state that the bend is perhaps 


half a mile Jong. It is, however, immaterjal to 
this Government, for the Government laid off six 
hundred and forty acres, and gave the whole of it 
for pubic uses, such as making wharves, &c. 
The objects of the Government arein no way con- 
cerned by the bil. Ido not know how far the 
landing may be extended out by the improvement, 
nor how much land will be granted by this bill, 
J understand, from a constituent and friend, who 
lives there and knows all about it, that itis to be 
extended eighty feet. á E : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
i reading. ; 

CHARLES A. GRIGNON. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of Charles A. 

Grignon, was read a third time and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representutives 
| was received by Mr. Foarwey, its Clerk, announ- 
ii cing that iè had directed a message to be seut to the 
, Senate, requesting that a copy be furnished it of 
the reselucion of the Senate to establish certain post 
rontes, the said resolution having been iost or mis- 
i iaid since jts reference to the Comniittee on the 
| Post Ofce and Post Roads of the House. 


l RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

i Mr. JONES, of lowa, moved that the Senate 
| proceed to the consideration of the bill granting 
the right of way and making a grant of land to 
; the State of Towa, in aid of the construction of 
i certain railroads in said State. 
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Mr. GWIN... I hope the Senator from Iowa | 
will allow the bill to establish a navy-yard in San 
Francisco to be taken up. I wish to make some 
remarks in reply to what the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania said on Friday. I was then entiled to 
the floor on the bill, and it was; on my motion 
postponed to this day. : 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. My honorable friend 
will recollect that he himself agreed, on. Friday, 
when that bill was taken up, that it should not | 
consume more than an hour or two. 

Mr. GWIN. On that day. 

Mr. JONES. He said he had no disposition to į 
debate it himself, and that there would not be much 
debate upon it; but it isevident thatit is to lead to 
very considerable debate. It was then agreed that į 
this day should be set apart for the consideration | 
of the bill which I have mentioned.. The Sena- | 
tor from Tennessee (Mr. Ber] has had the floor 
upon it for sometime. He commenced his speech, 
spoke for a few moments, and was compelled to | 
postpone his remarke for other matters of minor | 
importance. [hope the Senate will now take up | 
that bill, that the Senator from Tennessee may | 
proceed with his speech. I think the bill can be į 
disposed of to-day, or at all events to-morrow or 
next day; and then { shall be very willing to as- 
sist the Senator from California in having his bill ! 
taken up and acted upon. | 

Mr. BADGE I would suggest to the hon- 
orable Senator from California, that in my judg- 
ment, it would be better to let our friend from Iowa 
have his bill considered this morning. He has | 
had exceedingly bad luck with it heretofore. The 
bill to which the Senator from California refers, 
will undoubtedly produce some discussion. 1 | 
think it would be better to take up this bill and | 
get through with it, and then we can take up the | 
bill of the Senator from California. i 

Mr.GWIN. IfT thought there was the slightest | 
proaspeti of settling the question involved in the ; 
> 
would not oppose his motion; but I am perfectly | 
confident that that bill will not be passed by this 
vody within a mouth. The question involved in 
the bi 
and car soon be decided; but a dozen States are | 
interested in the bill of the Senator from Iowa, and | 
the whole policy of granting donations for the; 
purposes of interval improvements is debated | 
upon this bill. ff I thought it would be passed 
within a month, T should not interpose any objec- | 
tion. As the bill of the Senator from Iowa is the | 
first on the Calendar, I do not wish to put it outof 
its order, but I would like to have an opportunity | 
fox the consideration of my bill. 

The motion of Mr. Jones was agreed to. 

Mr. BELL resumed and concluded the speech 
which he commenced some daysago. His speech | 
will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr, HUNTER was next recognized by the 
Chair; but the usual hour of adjournment had ar- : 
rived, and on his motion 

Tle Senate adjourned. 


i 
i 
li 


Monpay, February 16, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
by the Rev. Mr. Morgax. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
TERRITORIAL BUSINESS, 
Mr. STUART. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Mis$issippi, (Myr. Naspers,] who 
is entitled tothe floor, T would ask the unanimous 


Prayer . 


Committee on Territories. 

The SPEAKER. Last Monday, the gentle- ' 
man from Mississippi [Mr. Nasers] was upon | 
the floor, in the act of asking the unanimous con- | 
sent of the House to introduce certain resolutions, | 
but was deprived of it by a question of privilege || 
made by the gentleman from Kentucky, and ac- ` 
quiesced in by the House; but the gentleman from | 
Mississippi not rising to-day, the gentleman from i 
Michigan is entitled to the floor. ! 

Mr. STUART. I ask the unanimous con- | 
sent of the House to offer the following resolution | 
as a report from the Committee on Territories: 


“Resoived, That the third week 
much thereof as may be necessar 
apart for the consideration of territorial business, and that 
during that time such business shall i 
be regarded as the special order.” 


| 
consent of the Hosse to make a report from the i 
f 


i 
in April next, or as | 
y for that purpose, be set 


j 
take precedence and | 


i 


ill of the Senator from Towa within a month, Ii 


I which I propose to bring up, isa local one, į} 


i Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 


i The Clerk read the bill. 


ii ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third read- 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move to strike 
out the third week in April, and insert the first 
week. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the |! 
rules of the House would have to be suspended 
before a special order could be made. Leave has 
been granted for the introduction of the resolu- 
tion. i E 

Mr. STEPHENS. Isuppose that it is under- 
stood that all the rules are suspended. . 

The SPEAKER. Not ifthere is objection, in 
the opinion of the Chair. What motion did the 
gentleman from Georgia submit? 

Mr. STEPHENS. My motion was to strike 
out * the third week,’’and insert “ the first week;”’ 
but, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SıBLEY] 
urges me not to make the motion, and therefore I 
shall not do it. I was afraid thatif postponed to | 
the third week in April, the territorial business 
would be entirely neglected. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It will be impossible 
for the Committee on Territories to submit all the 
propositions in relation to the Territories before 
the time designated in the resolution. The reso- 
lution was offered by the instructions of the com- 
mittee. 

The question was then taken on the resolution, 
and it was agreed to. 


CASE OF PROSPER M. WETMORE. 


and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform this 
House whether the accounts of Prosper M. Wetmore, late 
Navy agent in the cityof New York, as adjusted, show any 


Congress. 


but by what authority the committee are not able to learn. 
Similar provisions -are found in. the laws establishing the 
territorial governments of. Utah and New Mexico, but 
they are inoperative, as the mileage-of the Delegates from 
said Territories does not amount to that sum under the law 


| of 1818, which regulates the pay and mileage of members 


of Congress and Delegates from Territories. At the second 


| session of the Thirtieth Congress, the mileage of the Rele- 


gate from Oregon was regulated by the provision of the law 


| above quoted. But at the first session of the Thirty-first 
| Congress, the mileage of the Delegate from Oregon, and of 


the Senators and Representatives from California, was regu- 
lated by an act passed at that session, entitled “ An act to 
supply the deficiency in the appropriation for pay and mile- 
age of members of Congress for the present session,” ap- 
proved September 20th, 1850. But that statute only oper- 
ated during the session of Congress at which it was passed, 
an‘ after that left the compensation of the Senators and 
Representatives from California to be regulated by the law 
of 1818, and that of the Delegate from Oregon to be regu- 
lated by the Jaw organizing the territorial goyernment 
above-mentioned. 

« Since the enactment of the law regulating the compen~ 
sation of members of Congress and Delegates from Territo- 
ries, in 1818, exceptions to the rule of compensation, pre- 
scribed in said statute, have been made only in two instances. 
One was the Juw above-mentioned, which limited the mile- 
age of the Senators and Representatives from California, 
and the Delegate from Oregon, for one session; and the 
ether is the law above-mentioned, which limits the mileage 
compensation of the Delegate from Oregon to $2,500. 


| -«'Thehonarable Delegate from Oregon is the only gentle- 
| man, representing a State or Territory in either branch of 
; Congress, whose compensation is thus limited. 


And the 
committee, though of the opinion that the law of 1818 ought 
to be amended, and perhaps a fixed limit established to the 


: mileage compensation, think that while that aew remains 
r 7 r ‘no discrimination, to the prejudice of the Delegate from 
Mr. ORR, by unanimous consent, introduced ' Oregon, ought to be made ; but that his compensation shontd 


the following resolution; which was considered |; 


be regulated by the same law that regulates the compensa- 
tion of otka Representatives of States and Territories in 
| The committee therefore report a bill, repealing 
| that part of the law establishing the territorial government 
j of Oregon which limits the compensation of said Delegate, 
as aforesaid.”? 


defaication on his part, and if so. when such defaleation 
| was discovered, and the amount thercof; whether any, and 
if so what, steps have been taken to collect the amount 
| Which said Wetmore failed to pay over, and when proceed- 
| ings were commenced, if at all, to collect said amount. 
; Also, whether any compromise was at any time made be- 
i tween the Secretary of the Treasury or the Solicitor thereof 
and said Wetmore, orany arrangement entered into respeet- 
ing such alleged defaication, and if'so, what was such com- 
promise or arrangement, and whether the same has 
eomplied with. À 
MILEAGE OF DELEGATE FROM OREGON. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to report a bill from the 
Committee on Mileage. I will state to the House, 
that it has been understood that the mileage com- 
pensation of the Delegate from Oregon has been 
regulated by the law of 1818, but the committee 
discover that the law organizing a territorial gov- 
ernment for that Territory limits the compensa- 
tion of the delegate to $2,500. The object of this 
bill is to repeal the clause containing that limita+ 
tion. It is the only limitation upon the mileage | 
of any delegate or member, and I hope there will 
be no objection to the introduction of the bill. 

There being no objection, 


Mileage, then reported a bill to regulate the mile- 
age of the Delegate from the Territory of Oregon; 
| which was read a first and second time by its 
title. | 
_ Mr. KING, of New York, called for the read- |i 
ing of the bill. 


The SPEAKER stated the question to be upon 


ing. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I should like 
to hear read that provision of the law which it is |} 
proposed to repeal. Has the gentleman from In- 
diana got it here? 
Mr. HENDRICKS. No, I have not got the |) 
provision here, but it is exceedingly brief. It |: 
reads, I think, ‘Provided, the mileage of said |i 
Delegate shall not exceed two thousand five hun- 
dred dollars.” | 


j 
i 
i 
i 
i 
f 
j 
| 
| 


; and find: 


Mr. STEPHENS. IT think that a good limita- 
tion, and I am against its repeal. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I ask that the report of 
the Committee may be read. It will perhaps re- 
move any objection there may be to the passage | 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


_ The Committee on Mileage have had under considera- 
tion the mileage compensation of the Delegate from Oregon, 


i 


That by the law establishing the territorial government 
of Oregon, the mileage compensation of said Delegate is |: 
limited to $2,500. The committee believe, that, at the last || 
session of Congress, it was understood that said limitation || 


|| upon others. 


| Mr. WOODWARD. I would ask the chair- 
: mah of the Committee on Mileage whether the 
1 gpneral law—I think the law of 1818—does not 
| provide that in no instance shall the mileage ex- 
| ceed the per diem ? 


i Mr. HENDRICKS. No;I think it makes on 


z |! such limitation. 


a | 
i 


Mr. WOODWARD. My impression is that it 
| does. 
| Mr. HENDRICKS, 
i it does not. 

Mr. FITCH. There isa provision of that kind 
in the law; but that provision has been evaded by 
i Congress ever since itsadoption. We ought not, 
: in justice, to adopt any limitation that will operate 
i upon one delegate or member on this floor and not 
There is a provision in the law or- 
i ganizing the Territory of Oregon, that the Dele- 
i gate from that Territory shall not receive mileage 
| exceeding $2,500. After the admission of Cali- 
| fornia, there being no law applicable to the Repre- 
: sentatives of that State, they of course drew their 
; mileage under the general law of 1818, and they 
i consequently draw much more mileage than the 


I am very positive that 


i Delegate from Oregon can do, in consequence of 


the special law applicable to him. The object of 
the committee, I suppose, is to put them all on the 
same footing, by repealing the special law in re- 
lation to the Delegate from Oregon, and permitting 
him to draw what he would draw under the gen- 
eral law. 

The general law is defective, but we ought not 
to remedy the defects of that law at the expense 
of one delegate or representative only. Weshould 
make it operative alike upon all. 

Mr. WOODWARD. Iam in favor of this bill 
for the very reason stated by the gentleman from 
Indiana. I am for limiting all mileage by the same 
law, and if there exists a provision in the general 
law applicable to all members, the special law for 
the Delegate from Oregon ought to be repealed. 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to ask a question of 


! . m - s 
the chairman of the Committee on Mileage. A 


bill has been introduced and referred to that com- 
mittee which proposes to reform and regulate the 
mileage of all the members; I wish to inquire 
whether the committee have taken up that bill? 
Mr. HENDRICKS. Yes. It has been under 
consideration before the committee. 
Mr.FOWLER. I wish, then, to inquirewhether 
the committee propose action upon that bill, or 
whether they propose that this shall supersede 
action on that bill? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Of course the committee, 
will report back the bill referred to them. What 
report they will make, I am not prepared to say, 
as the committee have not yet decided. 


was not then iu force, as the Delegate from said Territory || 
was allowed, and did receive, mileage above that amount, | 


Mr. FOWLER. I do not desire to know how 
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they will report; I merely desired to know whether 
they intend to take action on the bill. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I will state further to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, that this bill hag 
nothing whatever to do with that one. 

Mr. FOWLER. I have no objection to the 
bl now before the House; but it occurred to me 
that if the whole subject of mileage was to come 
before us on the bill which has been referred to 
the committee, it would be more appropriate to 
defer action on this bill until we take up the whole 
subject. I have, however, no objection to the 
passage of this bill. I think, with the gentleman j 
from Indiana, that there should be no discrimina- 


tion made between members on this floor, but that i 
the whole subject should be examined. Iam fully | 
persuaded that there should be a thorough system | 
of reform. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I find that | 
there has been no difference of opinion expressed | 
in this House as to the merits of the proposition | 
now beforeus. Every gentleman who has spoken 
on the subject seems to consider that the provision 
which this bill is intended to repeal makes an in- | 
vidious and unjust distinction, operating against 
only one member of this House; and there is a 
disposition—judging from the remarks which have 
been made—to place that member upon a footing | 
with the residue of the members, and to give him 
the same rights under the same law which governs 
the rights of allofus. J cannot see any necessity | 
for gomg on with debate upon a proposition that 
seems to be so unanimously agreed upon, and I 
therefore ask for the previous question. 

Mr. TOOMBS. We have had no opportunity 
to express our opposition yet. 

Mr. CARTTER, I ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question, to enable meto give an illustration 
of the want af unanimity in this body upon this 
subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew. his motion. 

Mr. CARTTER. I feel, in common with the 
other gentlemen who have addressed the [ouse, 
and in common with the sentiments of the report 
which has been read, the injustice of making a 
distinction between the Delegate from Oregon and 
the other gentlemen upon this floor who are in 
possession of the long miles, lt is a matter of) 
great injustice that the Delegate from the remotest 
Territory should be held down to a restriction 
which is overrun by those who live between him 
and the Capitol. But is this the remedy? I do | 
not learn from the report, or from the argument of 
those who would sustain it, that 42,500 is not an | 
adequate mileage from here to Oregon. Tris nota 
question of justice between the Delegate from Ore- i 
gon and the Government, but a question of com- | 
parative merit between him and other gentlemen 
who receive more mileage and are located nearer 
to the Capitol. Į am in favor of reducing it to: 
equality, but not in this way. The proposition | 
coming from the Committee on Mileage proposes, | 
instead of doing what the public have long called : 
for, and what the sense of this House has often | 
expressed a wish to see done—instead of bringing | 
down this question of mileage to a question of : 
merit, and reducing the members upon this floor | 
to an equality of compensation, it proposes to take © 
the very extreme of injustice, and advance the | 
salary paid to that Delegate. 

Now, I object to that. 
appears to me, to remove the evident inequality in į 
the pay of members here. The man who comes | 
here from California is paid §2,500, or $4,000. 
His passage costs him 4300. He consumes upon 
the way three weeks of time, if you please, more 
or Jess. Perhaps he does not return at all. He 
may, or may not, at his pleasure, but it is to be i 
presumed he will, when he can. i 

But I would like to know where is the justice of | 
paying one Representative from a distant portion | 
of the Republic $6,000 for performing this three | 
weeks’ trip—a large portion of which might be a _ 
pleasure trip to most of us—while the man resi 


ding within three hundred miles of the Capitol is | 


receiving nothing? No, sir; I hope that the bill : 
reported from the Committee on Mileage will be : 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the: 
_ State of the Union, and that when it comes out of ` 
that committee it will provide for the equalization | 
of the remuneration of members upon this floor. | 
It is time that the distinction—which has been i 
obliterated by steam and railroad conveyances— | 


Tt is a poor nostrum, it |; 


j to establish it at all, the Committee on Mileag 


| that is but increasing the difficulty. 


this distinction between the pay of one member 
upon. this floor and another, should be ended; and 
instead of running into this extremity of enlarging 
the pay of the Delegate from Oregon, we had bet- 
ter begin at the other end, and go to shortening it. 
I will remark that this view of the subject ac- 
knowledges the grossest injustice. It says to the 
Delegate from Oregon, You shall receive but 
$2,500, although many of the members of Congress 
who come from a much shorter distance receive 
twice that amount. I go for an equality to all. 
But if you want to extend the mileage of mem- 
bers, you must bring the short-enders up, aad not 
reduce the Jong-enders down. Let us have an 
equality in the matter. That is all I want, 

Mr. TOOMBS. Itis not with reference to this 
special case that I rise to make a suggestion at this 
time. The gentleman from Arkansas speaks of 
the unanimity which exists in relation to this mat- 
ter among the members upon this floor. Now, I 
apprehend that unanimity will be found to be not 
in accordance with the position of that gentleman 


upon this question of mileage. At every session, 


for the last three or four years, the [Louse have 
attempted to reduce and equalize the mileage of 
members. We have adopted propositions to that 
effect with great unanimity—the opposition scarce- 
ly exceeding fifty votes—but they have been de- 
feated by the Senate. When the territorial bill for 
Oregon was under consideration before the House, 
$2,500 was considered a just maximum. It was 
so considered for the reason that all above the 
amount necessary to pay expenses becomes sala- 
ry. Twenty-five hundred dollarsis sufficient to pay 
all expenses of traveling, avd then leave a salary 
above the average of the House. If you want to 


Ji 
bady; it is very easy to get at it, There is no 
difficulty in it at all. One of the reasons urged 
for this discrimination is, that members from be- 
yond the Rocky Mountains cannot go home during 
the session, or even in the recess, and thereby lose 
their business. This is true to some extent as to 
every part of the country; at least results in loss 
of business at home. And the inconvenience of 
not being able to go home in recess is equally true 
in reference to some other portions of the country. 
I think the member from Texas [Mr. Howard] 
found it extremely inconvenient to return—espe- 
cially to attend to any matters of business—during 
the last short recess of sixty days; and I presume 
other gentlemen from the remote portions of the 
country found it equally inconvenient. Therefore 
I say that we ought not to establish this principle 
in the manner which this bill proposes. Lf we are 


ought to introduce a bill putting all the members 
upon the same footing with the gentleman from 
Oregon, and not to put the gentleman from Ore- 
gon upon a footing with the most favored mem- 
bers of this House. Gentlemen say that inasmuch 
as some persons are entitled to a very large amount 
as mileage, and this case is an exception, that we 
will take off the exception and pay him a larger 
compensation than is paid to any one here. Why, 
It is increas- 
ing this inequality. Gentlemen ought to address 


themselves rather to removing this injustice by | 


equalizing the compensation of the members of 
this House. The House has shown a disposition 
very fully and frankly, and with singular unanim- 


ity, for the last four years, to bring about this | 
| equality, and the reason why they have not ac- 
complished the object has been on account of dif- |! 


culties in the other branch of the Capitol. I think 
every gentleman will concur with me in saying 


that it is not just for a portion of the members of |! 
this House to draw $5,000 per year, independent | 


of their per diem, and others but $50. It is un- 
just, and ought to be remedied. I trust, therefore, 
that this bill will not pass; but that if the Com- 
mittee on Mileage intend to act, they will act in 
such a mapper as will put the whole question of 
mileage upon some equitable principle; then I will 
coéperate with them. 

Mr. EVANS. Isan amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. EVANS. I then desire to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


And that the Committee on Mileage be directed to add to- 
gether the mileage of all the members of this House, and 
to divide the same by the number of members; and that the 
Sergeant-at-Arins be directed to pay to each member his 
share thereof, as so ascertained. 


[Laughter.] 


ay a salary in this manner, why pay it to every- | 


i Mr. EVANS, 
| laugh; but I tell them that the members of this 
| House will live to see the day when this proposi- 
| tion will be adopted. 
i 
| 


lt is very well for gentlemen to 


My CAMPBELL, of Ohio. ‘Will the gentle- 
| man allow me to interrupt him for one moment? 
Mr. EVANS. 
i speak, 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. I merely want to ask the 
| gentleman what is the distance which he travels in 
| 


I have not yet commenced to 


| coming here? 
Mr. EVANS. 
'T sit down. 
| Mr. Speaker, in offering this amendment, I had 
no reference to the Delegate from Oregon. I 
| had as lief that worthy and respected gentleman 
i should receive the largest amount of mileage as 
iany member of this House; but there has been 
| existing in this House for years, the grossest in- 
| Justice and inequality in reference to this matter, 
‘which ought to be removed. Now, for example, 
| take my colleague, (Mr. Bowin,] from the district 
‘immediately adjoining this city. He receives no 
i mileage at ail; yet I do not hesitate to say, that as 
! far as his talents and a good attendance upon the 
| duties of this House is concerned, he is not ex- 
i celled by any member in this House. Yet there 
| are gentlemen upon this floor who receive $2,500 
| mileage for coming here the first day of Decem- 
ber, 1851, and $2,500 mileage for ‘going back; 
‘making $5,000 more than is received by my col- 
| league for his services. Then they receive $5,000 
i more for the next session, which makes $10,000 
iin the year that is received by certain gentlemen 
upon this floor, more than is received by my col- 
|; league from the district adjoining this city. 
A Memper. You mean $10,000 for a Congress. 
Mr. EVANS. No; it is all paid in the space 
i| of one revolution of this globe around the sun. 
| A Memper. Butit is only $5,000 a session. 
i Mr. EVANS. Very well; it is $5,000 per ses- 
sion, and it makes no difference whether it is 
' $5,000 a year or $10,000. There is that me- 
| quality existing. At the shortsession there is the 
| Same $5,000 additional pay for three months’ ser- 
į Vice. Now, there is notiing in the distances from 
| the seat of Government to justify that inequality. 
| Thegentleman from Ohio (Mr. Campre.z] asks 
i me how far lam from the seat of Government ? 
I will tell him: I live about six hours distant from 
i here; but I have to neglect my*business quite as 
much as those who live at the remote parts of the 
| Union. Jam, by profession, a lawyer, and I lose 
ji my practice,as any gentlemanupon this floor must. 
i To be sure, I can go home and try a case, but T 
‘lose the opportunity of getting new cases as much 
as gentlemen who come from a thousand miles dis- 
tant. hen, I ask, what good reason is there for 
_ one gentleman receiving $5,000 compensation more 
‘than another? It is a gross inequality, which 
i ought to be put to an end. 
| The gentleman from Georgia, sitting before me, 
| (Mr. Toomns,] is right in saying that this subject 
has before been investigated by the Hose of 
Representatives, and that this House has taken a 
firm stand in relation to it; and but for its defeat 
in the Senate, we would, long ago, have had the 
inequality corrected. The Committee on Mile- 
l age comes in here and seeks to perpetuate the 
 evil—to extend the wrong. | protest against it. 
l hope the amendment which I have offered will 
be adopted, with a quit claim, upon my part, for 
my share ef the money. ` 
Mr. RICHARDSON olgained the floor. 
| Mr. WEIGHTMAN. Í rise to a point of or- 
| der. I wish to inquire whether it will be in order 
for any one interested in the proposition of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] to vote 
upon its adoption ? ; : 
The SPEAKER. That will be a question for 
| gentlemen and the House to decide. 
i Mr. SCURRY. I rise toa point of order. I 
desire to inquire whether the proposition of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] wasto refer 
the bill, with instructions ? 
i The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Maryland to move to recommit 
_ the bill with instructions. 
Mr. SCURRY. According to my understand- 
"ing, the gentleman had moved to refer the bill, 
| but not to recommit it with instructions. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in 
order to move to recommit with instructions. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to amend the 


I will tell the gentleman before 


| 
i 
I 
| 

I 

i 
l 
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instructions proposed by the gentleman from Mary- 
tänd. I propose the following amendment: ~ 
“And that the Capitol be removed to within fifty miles of 


{ 
i 
i 


the residence of éach and eve! 
soon as couventent. : 

My. HALL. Is that amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not in 
order. , 

Mr. HALL. Then I will propose an amend- 
ment to the instructions offered by the gentleman 
from Maryland. ` 

Mr. ROBINSON. I desire to know if I was 
not recognized by the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
was recognized by the Chair, and is entitled to the 
floor. : 

Mr. HALL. {only desire to offer my amend- 
ment. Ido not propose to offer any remarks. 

Mr. ROBINSON.. I will allow the gentleman 
to offer his amendment. 

My. HALL. I propose the following amend- 
ment to the instructions: 

That the members of Congress shall hereafter receive, 
as their compensation, the sum of $2,500 each, and their 
nemal necessary traveling expenses, from their place of | 
residence to the seat of Government of the United States 
tor each session of Congress, in lieu of the pay and mileage 
allowed under existing laws. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amend- | 
raent is not in order until the proposition to re- 
commit is disposed of. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I propose to say a few 
words in yeference-to the proposition before the 
House. I believe I am cerrect in saying, that 
whenever a proposition has come up before us for 
what is called the reform of this mileage business, 
T have voted in favor of it. ButI think I shall be 
able to show that gentlemen ought not to commence | 
this reform with the bill now under consideration. 


ry member of this House, as 


vote against this bill as reported from the commit- 
tee. Itiga very good way for Buncombe to throw 
these amendments in this way, for the purpose of 
embarrassing the bill and defeating it. Let us 
-have a raked vote upon the naked bill as reported 
from the committee, and see what the sense of the 
House is upon that subject. - f 

It will be time enough hereafter.to adjust this 


| matter as to the manner it shall operate upon.the 


‘House in future. The’ gentleman from Georgia 


| [Mr. Foomss] admits that we cannot go back, 
we cannot make a retroactive law; and unless this | 


bill. passes, therefore the Delegate from Oregon 


crimination. 

Now [ do not deem it necessary to argue the 
| question as to whether $2,500 is compensation 
| enough for a man who comes from Oregon. But 
! I will simply state, that I do notthinkit 1s enough. 
| T believe that those who come from the Pacific 
here, have to spend more money, in proportion, 


bers of this House, come whence they may. 

It is an expensive, and a long and a dangerous 
trip, and moreover it cannot be performed between 
the long and theshortsessions, and members from 
that section are obliged to come here at the com- 
mencement of a Congress and remain here until 
the end of it. An overland journey takes from 
four to six months. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to submit a few re- 
marks upon this question. I wish to say that I 
will join, at any time, the members of this or any 
other Congress, for the purpose of enacting a law 
on this subject, which shall operate equally upon 
all the members of this House. But,sir, [should 
do something besides making an equality of pay. 


Lam in favor of equalizing this mileage, but I de- 
size to show that the only way you can possibly 


know full well that there are some inembers of 


i 
1 
j 


roake it equal, so faras the members of the present 
House are concerned, is to pass the bill now be- 
fore the House. Sometime ago we were all cate- 
chised by the chairman of the Committee on Mile- 
age, as to what was the usually traveled route from 
our residences to the seat of Government, and as to | 
what were the distances. Wehave, I suppose, sev- |: 
erally made answer, and they bave allowed us | 
mileage according to the law of 1818, and we have 
drawn our mileage. Now, I ask the gentleman 
trom Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] how he will go to | 
work to make the equalization of which he speaks? 
Will he compel the members to pay it back again? 
Mr. TOOMBS. I do notthink the proposition 


} 
q 


will apply to any gentleman for the present session. |} 


The appropriation has been made, and the propo- 
sition will not affect the present members of the 
House in any way, À 

Mr. ROBINSON. Does not the gentleman 
from Georgia see that itis doing the gentleman 
from Oregon the grossest injustice, by making this | 
odious distinction against him? i 

Mr. TOOMBS. Itis the law of the kad. 

Mr? ROBINSON. Well, know it is the Jaw, 
but I ask him if it is magnanimous; if it is gener- 
ous, on his part to ask to discriminate against one 
of his fellow members in that way? I know that 
the organic law of Oregon fixed the mileage of the 
Delegate from that Territory at $2,500; but L know | 
also, that the Delega ( 
heretofore been paid that sum, he has always been 
paid more; by special provision in the appropria- 
tion bill he was placed upon an equality with the 
balance ofus. Now, @o such existing lawis upon | 
the statute-book, because it was but a temporary 
provision, and expired with.the appropriation bill 
ofthe year. Tt now talis back upon the organic 
Jaw. Mr. ‘Thurston was always paid more than =: 
$2,000. Here are the Representatives from Cali- ,, 
fornia, who, under the law of 1818, eet their lone | 
mileage. Here is the Delegate trom Orezon, who 
comes several hundred miles further, that gets less -| 
than half the amount they receive. I want to put s 
this question naked to this House, Willmembers | 
who have drawn their long mileage and pocketed. 
it, now vote that their brother member shall not 
be treated as liberally, be discriminated against. | 
who receives less than one half the sam “others ; 
have received, and at the same session? Iam for i 
reform, but let the general bill come un providing |; 
for putting us all upon an equality, and then I will |. 
go with the gentlemen from Georgia,{Mr. Toomsss] | 

li 
| 


iat E will not vote to diseriminate against any 
gentleman upon this floor, as will be the case if I 


te from Oregon has never ii 


ii bargain, for the privilege of going home to visit | 
i| them once a month, or once a week, or once in 
‘| three months? 


| dollars, upon certain oveusiong, in their business at 
| home, and draw their per diem all the time they 
: are making it. 

Mr. CARTTER, (interrupting.) 
portion of the House will those remarks apply? 

Mr. STUART. In regard to that inquiry, 
I would say to the gentleman from Ohio, that it is 
of no importance to what portion of the members 
they apply. If weare going to act upon the prin- 
ciple of equality, let us do it in a proper manner. 

(Here a message was received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States by the hands of Mu.iarp 


E A 3 i 
children, how much he would give, as a matter of 


Mr. AVERETT, (interrupting.) In order to 
show the inequality of this mileage system, I 
wouid say that there are memb 
receiving $200, or even as low as $150 mileage, 


who find more dificulty in visiting their wives! 
ently, than | 
dv to $1800 | 


and children, and who do it less freg 
others who are receiving from 
mileage, ; 

Mr. STUART, (resuming.) All that goes to 
show the difficulty that exists in reducing this 


0: 


matter of milage to an equality; and the only ob- © 


ject I had in view, in ofering iny remarks, was to 
show tothe House, in a few words, if I could, the 
impossibility of reaching that system of equality 


which all talk so much about, and which all desire 


so much. 
But, sir, what is the proposition here? It is 


must. suffer under an odious and ungenerous dis- | 


in coming to Washington, than any other mem- ! 


| Those of us who have had a little experience here, | 


i this House who make more than one thousand | 


To what: 


ers upon this floor | 


simply to place the Delegate from Oregon upon the 
same basis which every: other gentleman in the 
House stands upon, until this day of millennium is 
arrived at. When we commence the general sys- 
tem of reform in regard to the mileage, this partic- 
ular case will be comprehended in whatever system 
may be adopted. All that the committee now ask 
is,to place the Delegate from Oregon upon precisely 
the same basis occupied by every other gentleman 
here, until that object—which seems so easily to be 
accomplished by gentlemen, but which I think will 
be found a most difficult one, when they get at it 
—shall be finally accomplished. 3 

Mr. SWEETSER. Mr. Speaker, I intend to 
move, before I sit down, to refer this bill to the 
| Committee of the Whole upon the state of the 
Union. The remarks I wish to make reflect not 
in the least degree upon the honorable member 
from California, or upon the committee that re- 
ported this bill. I desire to say to this House, 
that I have long since despaired of ever reme- 
dying this evil here; but I shall not be deterred 
i from expressing my opinion and sentiments frank- 
ly upon the subject, although gentlemen may talk 
about Buncombe. Now, sir, at the time this ter- 
ritorial government was organized over Oregon, 
this House solemnly legislated in relation to this 
matter of mileage, and it was placed at the sum of 
$2,500 for the Delegate from that Territory. 1 
have seen no reason for changing my opinion in 
relation to that matter, and I do not intend to 
i change it in the vote I may give upon this bill, I 
i intend, when this subject comes up in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, to move to fix the 
i| mileage of the members of the House at a specific 
|| sum. Iam notin favor of going beyond one thou- 
sand dollars, as mileage, to any member of this 
House, and fixing that as the maximum, and $500 
as the minimum—making it uniform. That sum 
is sufficient. I move to refer this bill, wih its 
amendments, to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and upon that I call the 
| previous question. 
| Mr. ALLISON. I woald ask the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. Swexrser,] to withdraw his mo- 
tion until I can offer an amendment, which I 
think will meet with his approbation. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Will you renew it? 

Mr. ALLISON, Lwil. 
| , Mr. SWEETSER. Then I withdraw my mo- 
ij Hon. 
H 


H 


The amendment of Mr. ALrrisos was then 
read by the Clerk, as follows: 

That in computing the mileage of members of, the 
Senate and members of the House of Representatives, the 
same shall be computed by the most direct and shortest 
rail route, or by the shortest practicable traveled road, 
‘from the res e of each Senator and member of the 
ti House of Representatives to the seat of Government. 

Mr. ALLISON, I offer this amendment, Mr. 
Speaker, because if such a resolution were adopt- 
ed, it would relieve members of this House very 
much, when they are called upon to furnish the 
Commitive on Mileage with the distances of their 
residences from the seat of Government. Now, 
sir, you are aware, and if you are not you have 
but to consult the Committee on Mileage to know 
it, that there are several routes from the resi- 
dences of each of the members of this House to 
the seat of Government, and it sometimes embar- 
rasses the members of thet committee in compu- 
ting the mileage of members; and it embarrasses 
not only the connnittee but members of the 
House. By that amendment I propose that the 
mileage shall be computed by the shortest mail 
route, or by the shortest traveled route. Now, F 
do not believe the spirit of the law will, although 
i the language of it may, justify members in calcu- 


ay 
ays 


|} lating their mileage by a circuitous route. I do not 
eae E : 
believe the spirit of the law recognizes or counie- 


nances such a calvalation, although its letter does. 
I believe that when that law was passed, members 
of Congress had to reach this place by modes of 
travel altogether more difficult than those which 
they are now able to avail themselves of. “Phen, 
many of them had to come here on horseback, 
: and I do not know but some of them had to come 
ion foot. I believe it was intended that members 
should be paid a per diem in traveling. Many of 
_ them could not travel more than twenty riles a 
; day, and it was intended that they should receive 
: eight dollars for traveling that distance: Now, 
some of us can travel two or three hundred miles 
‘a day, by railroad, and in doing that, we travel, 
: probably, a greater distance in one day than mem- 


i 
{ 
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bers formeriy could in ten or fifteen days. I do i 
not believe that the law contemplated such a state | 
of things at all, and itis my conviction, that the | 
i 
i 


law should be altered so that members be paid by 
the shortest practicable route. ‘Phe law allows us 
now by the most usually traveled route. Thatin j 
some cases is not the shortest. by any means, I 
would not impugn the motives af any member of | 
the House; bui the law does give to members 
inileage by roads that are indeed almost twice as 
far as the direct road to and from their places of 
residence. The spirit of the law never intended 
this; and we should, if the letter of the law gives 
it, so modify it that it, cannot be evaded, Let gen- 
tlemen . travel as they may, by the direct, or 
that the most convenient and comfortable to them- | 
selves, but let them not charge the Government 
by the longest and most comfortable route. If 
they are disposed to travel a circuitous road of 
geven or eight hundred miles when they can reach 
the seat of Government by a road of four hundred | 
miles, let them not charge by the eight hundred | 
mile route. I think that there is great proprie- | 
ty in the adoption of the amendment, so as to : 
restrict to the shortest. practicable mail or traveled 
route. Jt will relieve the committee. You did me 
the honor, Mr. Speaker, of placing me upon that 
committee, and should 1 ever be permitted to 
meet in this Help when you are again constitut- | 
ing the committees, I would here merely vive 
yous kind hint not to place me upon that com- 
mittee, It is a very honorable and pleasant place 
to sei 


, but I do not desire to serve more than 
one session upon it. Lf trast we may now have in | 
this FLouse an indication of their disposition upon || 
this subject. The committee wish to treat al! the 
members here alike, to place them upon an equal- 
ity, and to give all that the law allows; and yet we 
find, by conversing with friends, that there exists 
a desire to have the law altered. They say that 
its language, as it now stands, is wrong: therefore 
let us now have atest. I have no doubt but that 
every member here will vote for such an altera- 
tion. I have not found in my intercourse with 
the members, any who are opposed to it. L have 
oifered this amendment to ascertain whether the 
committee shall hereafter be permitted to compute 
mileage by the shortest practicable route from the 
residence of members to the seat of Government, 
I wish the matter tested. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SWEETSER called for the previous ques- 
tion, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California. I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw his call for the previous 
question for a moment, i 

Mr. SWEETSER. 1 withdraw it uncondi-. 
tionally. i 

Mr. MARSHALL. 1 shall detsin the House l 
uta very few minutes. Lam decidedly in favor |} 
of the original bill as reported by the committee; |: 
and it seems to me that in all this loose and irregu- |; 
lar expression a the opinion of the House that |! 
that bill is the oMy single thiag which points at all 
towards that eyuality and justice for which gentle- 
men pretend to contend. tisa singular sort of 
equality which would pay a gentleman who tray- 
els‘from here to Baltimore forty cents a mile as 
his traveling expenses, and which would pay ail 
man who travels from Oregon or California here | 
the sum of some two cenis and a half per mile. | 
Everybody who knows anything of the road, (and | 
few gentlemen here do know anything about the j 
greater portion of it,) knows that the ratio of dan- | 
ger and difficulty and expense increases infinitely | 

with each mile as we go more remote from the | 
t 

i 

i 


Capitol. Let any gentleman attempt to effect a 

policy of insurance upon his life when he is going | 
from Washington city to California, and mark | 
the difference in the premium. And is not that a 
matter as fairly to be taken into consideration as 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. Evans?] If a man exposes his life, as each a 
man who makes this trip does imminently, is not i 
that fairly to be taken into consideration? Is there 
any equality whatever in the naked principle logi- 
cally and simply stated? Is there any principle 
upon which this depends? that a member who 
travels one hundred miles is to get forty cents a 
mile, and a member who travels three or four 
thousand miles is to get two and a half cents per’ 
mile, when the member who travels the longest 
distance has to pay in proportion greater for ex- i 
penses than the member who travels the shortest | 


distance? Is it possible for any question te be 
clearer? It is obvious gentlemen cannot in this 
effort be actuated simply by a desire for equality. 
Gentlemen talk of the sacrifice which all other 
members make here—of neglect and the loss of 
business. The gentleman from Maryland {Mr. 
Evans] says that he isa lawyer. Iam a lawyer 
also, and Í dare say have received more in a sin- 
gle fee—more for a single two hours’ discussion, 
than that gentlemen ever did in any one year-— 
even the most iucrative year of his practice. 
My seat upon this floor costs me more. I make 


each and every day a greater sacrifice in thead- i 
vancement of my privateand personal fortune than : 


any man in this House; infinitely more. Mem- 
bers ought to bear in mind these collateral facts, 
A member that comes back from California is en- 
titled, in the rainds of the House, to the consider- 
ation of another fact, that he not only has to come 
back from California, but that he had to go there. 
I know that I myself was nine months in makin 

that trip—nine months of peril and of danger. { 
felt when I started that E had a high mission to 


accomplish; one in which I have persisted regu- j 


larly, constantly, and perseveringly ever since. 
Other men did not choose to undertake it. 
gentlemen having comfortable, convenient, easy, 
lucrative situations at home preferred remaining 
there. It costs some gentlemen nothing to come 
to Congress. 
Congress. Tt cost me a year of my life, with 
many, many chances of losing it altogether. I beg 
leave to assure the House, that my mileage, great 
as it looks toa man in the States, did not bring 
me even with my actual expenditures in the cam. 
vass by which I now hold this seat here. 


| out of pocket after 1 got from the Sergeant-at- 


Arms all even of this seemingly extravagant mile 
age. Gentlemen seem, however, to forget all the 
facts in refcrence to California—even that her mem- 
bers are very inadequately compensated for thei 
trouble and 
dust more money than I have received from the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms of this House. Now, where would 
be the equality in cutting down this rate? Why, 
the bariey feed for my mule—and we travel there 


where none could go but a mule—is fifty cents per | 
a great many pounds | 


pound, and you have to feed 
in scrambling over such rocks as we have fo scram- 
ble over; fifty cents a pound, or five dollars a day, 
for the mere feeding of your animal: twenty-five 
cents a drink, {langhter,] and the eople of Cali- 
fornia will once in a while takea drink in election 
times, when the great Democratic party is making 


a powerful, and as it turned out, a successful ef; 


fort, to organize itself. Ingreatand exciting times 
like that, the people of California will sometimes 
take a drink; and you have to paya quarter for it 
every time. [Laughter.] You have to pay in the 
mountains even more. “The circumstances of any 
gentleman of any relation there are widely differ- 
ent from what they are here; and these differences 


: ought fairly to be taken into consideration, They 
talk about equality: I say this mileage does not | 
make me on an equality with any of those gentle- ; 
men, especially the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. . 
Carrrer;} and I will venture that, at the end of | 


any Congressional term, the gentleman from Ohio, 
who was so violent in his denunciations of the in- 


equalities of mileage paid io us, is very much more | 


the gainer than any Delegate from any remote 
Territory whatever, upon the mere pay and mile- 


age; and he has got twice as much now clear | 
much as I have, or could by pos- i 


profit—twice as 
sibility have. 

T was in the hope that it was not necessary for 
me to say anything at all upon the subject to-day. 
I mean at a proper period to discuss it more se. 
iously and more at length. I have contented my- 
self, at present, with merely showing that there 


was at least one man in the House who does not | 


hold to the opinions which have 
so readily all around. 
Eut here is an opinion which I haveto express. 


i 


been expressed 


: H gentlemen think this matter of mileage is a hum- 
U bag—that it is a living injustice; that it is a re- 
i; proach to Congress—if gentlemen want to talk to 
Buncombe about these questions, 
# sition to make, which I do now make expressly 


I have a propo- 


to Buncombe, and I want the Reporters to write 
it down—l will sacrifice all my mileage readily. i 
am able to do it, thank Providence and the gold 
mines. I will give up all my mileage. I say, jus 
acknowledge the whole system a humbug; di 


Other | 


it costs them nothing to run for | 


I was i: 


expense in gettinghere. I paid in gold | 


pense with it entirely, and there is not a man in 
this House who will accord his consent to it, se 
| cheerfully and so readily as I will. There js not 
& man who cares so little about money as I do, as 
I have always cared, and as I hope to care while 
I live. I say, give up the mileage entirely, and 
restrict ourselves to the per diem. Lét a bil of 
that kind be reported, and it will receive my cheer- 
ful and ready consent. But there has been in the 
: whole legisiation of the country, ever since Cali- 
fornia attempted to be admitted into the Union up 
+ to this moment, a system of distinctions and dis- 
criminations against that State, which is enough 
to drive any generous and independent people into 
resentment, and into a very serious expression of 
| their resentment. Iustrations of this occur to me 
| constantly. There is found three ounces of gold 
1 dust in Georgia and North Carolina, and all at 
once a Mint springs over the Spot to coin it. We 
have a hundred millions a year, and we cannot 
geia blacksmith shop, and we do not want any- 
thing better—any sort of a log hut—so the Gov- 
ernment will send its sovereign power there to 
stamp our gold with the mark of its trug value, 
and to give it its market value as it comes from 
the mines and the hands of the laborer. That is 
all we ask, and we cannot get it done. In New 
if RK z 

i| Orleans 3,000,000 have been appropriated for a 
i| custom-house, and in San Francisco $300,000— 
!| San Francisco being infinitely ahead at the sarne 
ime in the revenue she yields to the Government. 
, These are two of the hundreds of odious and un~ 
reasonable discriminations which are made by this 
Government against the State I represent here, 

i| L have forborne to speak of these things-—-have 
never sought to speak of them; but the neglect of 
| this House upon the one hand, and its spasmodic 
activity upon the other—the utter neglect, on the 
one hand, to make appropriations absolutely ne- 
cessary for California, and the promptitude and 
| readiness exhibited upon the other hand to cut 
down the compensation of the Representative from 
| that State, would make it meanness in me to for- 
| bear longer from showing, at least, that California 


i 
| 


i 
i 
} 
i 
H 
I 
{ 
i 


| 
I 
t 
| 
| 
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has got some sort of Representative upon this 

floor, who means to have her voice distinctly 
; heard. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I merel 


nerely wished to sug- 
gest my rersons for approving 1 


i he report of the 
| committee, when I inquired wether there was 
| nota general law and restriction applicable to ali 
| members, Itis stated, however, that that restric- 
| dion has been overlooked heretofore. l cannot 
ii help it. Fdo not think ita very material matter 
| that it has been, setting apart the consideration af 
; morality, Irise now to make an observation in 
| reference to the proposition of the gentleman over 
į the way, who has submitted anamendment. The 
| object of that amendment is to determine by what 
indications the route proper to be traveled by the 
member, shail be selected. The aim is to reduce 
the compensation of the members ofthe legislative 
branch of the Government—at least | so under- 
stand it. And here I have a pertinent inquiry to 
put: Why is it thatthe members of the legislative 
branch of the Goveriment are perpetually assail- 
ing their own compensation, without our ever hear- 
ing any complaint of the compensations given ty 
any other branch? Why has yoyr President never 
besought you to reduce his compensation? Have 
your heads of Departments ever clamored here to 
have their compensations reduced? Has your 
Army ever done it? Has your Navy ever asked 
this? [fave your Diplomatic Corps ever com- 
plained that they received too much? Such a 
proposition from either of these services would fil} 
this Honse and the country with amazement, 
And yet these officers receive compensations, in 
| Some cases, two hundred per cent. higher than the 
j compensation given to members of this House. 
i 25,000 a year. 

| Heads of Departments receive, | think, ey 

į $6,000 a year, Your Judiciary receive 25,000 a 
| year. Your Diplomatie Corps receive from $6,000 
| to $18,000 a year, and that year imade as short as 
| the President may choose to make it, Your first 
rate subordinates under the President receive $6,000 
| a year; your second-rate subordinates receive from 
| $3,000 to $4,000a year. Yoñr third-rate snhordi- 
nates receive from $1,600 to $2,500 a year. And 
yet, never, from the foundation of thisGovernment, 
‘ has one solitary Executive subordinate hesouglit 
you to reduce his compensation. But is this all: 
| No, sir, They have, on the contrary, a large pro- 


Your President receive; Your 


h about 


| 
i 
| 
f 
| 
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portion of them, besought you continually to in- 

crease that compensation. “The clamor herein this 

body, for raising the comparatively exaggerated 

compensations, in the other Departments, is only 

equaled by the clamor to reduce our own. Now, 

I purit.to gentlemen upon this floor, who stand-up 

here'as patriots, as they say, and do doubtless ima- 
gine that they are prompted by love for the people 
and the country, why is this? Why is it, tell me, 
that the same member to-day claims to have re- 
duced his own compensation, and to-morrow rises 
here and advocates an increase of compensation to 
subordinates in the executive branch? I leave 
gentlemen to answer the question, laying their 
hands upon their bosoms, what is the reason of 
this? i 

The Government ofthe United States is called 
a Democracy, and Democracy is a government 
in which the people elect those to make the laws 
who. hold the offices. But here, within this Hall, 
are all the officers elected by the people under our 
system? Your President appoints the whole Ex- 
ecutive branch; he appoints the whole judicial 
branch; he appoints the whole diplomatic corps. 
He makes your Armyand Navy. And yet what 
a spectacle do we present? Placed here by the 
Constitution to sustain this branch of the Gov- 
ernment, we are but instruments to prostrate it. 
Why, even those so-called Federalists, such as 
Hamilton and Morris, were all agreed, that this 
was the supreme branch of the Government, and 
that the other branches were merely subordinate. 
But what do we see in practice? Why, you find 
this body enlisted continually in its own degrada- 
tion, and everything is done that can be done 
by it to destroy its own dignity and independence. 
The salaries paid to an Auditor, not to go up 
to the first-rate subordinates of the President, 
are such as to seduce men from this body—even 
from the Senate—from the Chief Magistracy of 
a State. Men will abandon the office of Chief 
Magistrate of a State to become commercial agents 
in some foreign port. Now, can this body pos- 
sibly maintain its own dignity and independence 
under such a state of things? 

I do not wish to go further into this subject at this 
time, as I do not conceive it to be fully and regu- 
larly before the body. I hope the bill will be re- 
committed to the committee, with the amendment 
of the gentleman ®ver the way, (Mr. Antson] 
But what I have to say finally is this, and what 
shall embrace some more appropriate occasion to 
enlarge upon, that except you give to the mem- | 
bers of the legislative branch of the people—the 
elected branch of the Government—compensation 
that will put officers beyond all temptation which 
your President can offer them in any office, this 
branch of the Government will fall into contempt 
and disgrate. 

Mr. STEPILENS, of Georgia. IT have not 
heard any gentleman upon this floor advocating 
the doctrine which the zentlenmau from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. Woopwarp,] who has just taken his 
sent, seems to impute to them. 1 do not consider 
that those who are for equalizing mileage and com- 
pensation are for degrading the Legislative De- 
partment of the Government. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I took occasion to make 
remarks with reference to the general habit and 
spirit of this Hoe as manifested since I have 
been a member, stating at the time, that I con- 
ceived the present proposition, as according with 
those objects. [contended thatthe compensation 
of raembers ought to be made just between one 
and the other, and my reason for recommitting the 
bill is with that view, to make the compensation 
equal as far as possible. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I understand tue principle 


{ 


Mr. STEPHENS. We have been told that 
the general law was imperative. Iam not informed 
upon that subject. It is for me, however, to give 
my. opinion and vote upon the bill before this 
House. Now thisbill proposes to repeal that pro-- 
vision of the existing law by which the mileage 
of the Delegate from Oregon is limited to $2,500; 
and I think that $2,500°is a sufficient maximum 
limitation upon the mileage of al members of 
Congress. ‘The gentleman wishes to put the mem- 
bers of this House upon an equal footing with 
your Judiciary. Well, sir, I shall not oppose 
that; but I am. opposed to putting some above 
others. All, in my opinion, should be put upon 
the same footing. Do not put the Delegate from 
Oregon, or the Representatives from California, 
or the Representatives from Utah, when that 
shall become a State, upon a position higher and 
more elevated ‘than members from Georgia er 
South Carolina, Maryland or Virginia: let us have | 
equality. Whatever may be necessary to elevate 
your legislative department—whatever may be es- 
sential to carry out this object, do it, and I will be | 
with the gentleman. Itis because I am for jus- 
tice and equality, that I am opposed to this bill. 
I see no reason for giving the Delegate from Ore- 
gon a salary of $5,000 as mileage, when a member 
from Maryland gets but $40. The gentleman 
from California [Mr. MarsHa.t] says that upon a 
settlement with the Sergeant-at-Arms, after taking 
his expenSes into consideration, he was minus. 
But what expenses does he bring into the account? 
His legitimate traveling expenses to and from Cal- 
ifornia only? By no means. But his expenses in 
traveling in that rugged country in his canvass, and 
allthe expenses incident to an electioneering of cam- 
paign , including mule feed and even his own grog- 
ill at twenty-five cents a drink. Now, I ask this 
House if itis our duty, and if we should recognize 
this principle, that the expenses of electioneering 
campaigns incurred by the members of the House | 
are to be paid out of the public Treasury as mileage 
to members? Is it by sanctioning any such prin- | 
ciple that we are to elevate the dignity of this 
House? My opinion is, that these considerations 
should not enter into our views at all, and should 
not control our actionhere. And while we should 
see that the pay or compensation of all is enough to 
sustain the Terislatura as an independent coördi- | 
nate branch of the Government, we should not for | 
any consideration allow an unequal and exorbitant 
amount to be paid to any particular member or 
class of members. The effect of this bill is to give 
an exorbitant amount, compared with the compen- 
sation of other members, to the Delegate from 
Oregon. We should have some general and just 
system. If $5,000 besides per diem is just for the 
Delegate from Oregon, it is equally just for all the 
rest. Lam for an equal and just system of com- 
pensation. This bill has no such object. So far 


equality, by removing the restrictions put upon | 
the amount to be paid to the Delegate from Ore- | 
gon. Ifthis be done, it will be opening the doors 
for greater inequalities than those now existing 
and on account of which there has been so much 
and just complaint for years, in the mileage, both 
of members and Senators. I move to lay the bill 
upon the table, and upon that question I ask the 
yeas and nays. : 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California. I wish to 
say a word only in-— . 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. | 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I will with- 
draw my motion for the gentleman from Califor- 
nia to make a personal explanation. H 

Mr. MARSHALL. I did not suppose that! 
my remarks, playfully made, would bear the con- Í 


of the bill now before us to be the removal of the 
limitation now existing upon the present very un- 
equal system. If the bill pass, the system will be į 
more unequal than it now is. The gentleman cer- 
tainly advocated the passage of the Dill as reported | 
by the gentleman upon my left, (Mr. Henpricxs.] 
Now, I put it to this House, and the country, if it 
is just that the present uncqual system should be 
rendered more so? Isit right that one member 
should receive $40 mileage and others shall receive 
$5,000? Does it addto our dignity as members 
of a legislative branch of the Government, that this 
inequality should exist, much less that it should 
be increased ? 

Mr. WOODWARD. I stated that the general 


law limited it-—— 


| struction that my traveling expenses, and grog 


j ment of the loss which had accrued to him, and 


bills included, should be paid by the Government. 

That portion of my remarks was addressed as a | 
reply to remarks of the gentleman from Mary- | 
land, [Mr. Evans,] who had gone into a state- | 


which did accrue to other members, by running 
for Congress and taking seats here. Among other | 
things, he mentioned the loss of his professional 
ractice. I say that my bill of items is as legiti- 
mate matter for consideration as the others which | 
had been urged; and that the peculiar condition 
and expenses connected with the country which I | 
represent, are fairly to be considered, and ought | 


from it, its object is to increase the present in- || 


Mr. STEPHENS. In-reply to the gentleman 
from California, I will simply say, that I am ut- 
terly opposed to permitting any of these inciden- 
tal expenses of the campaign:to enter into the 
compensation of members. How expensive it 
must be to carry an election, either in the city of 
Baltimore or New York! ‘for although there are 
no mules to be employed there, I expect there is 
a great deal of grog to be drunk. I now renew 
the motion to lay the bill upon the table, and ask 
for the yeas and nays. $ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| |The question was then taken; and it was de- 
i cided in the negative—yeas 80, nays 101; as fol- 
plows: ~ . 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Charles Allen, Willis Al- 
len, William Appleton, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Bar- 
| rere, Bartlett, Bennet, Bibighaus, Bocock, John H. Boyd, 
| Briggs, Brooks, George H. Brown, Burrows, Caldwell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, Chureh- 
well, Cleveland, Clingman, Curtis, George T. Davis, Doek-, 
ery, Edmundson, Evans, Swing, Fioyd, Fowler, Henry M. 
| Fuller, Goodenow, Hammond, Harper, Hascall, Haven, 
Hebard, Hibbard, Houston, John W. Howe, Jenkins, An- 


|| drew Johnson, James Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 


| Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, MeLanahan, 
McMullin, Meacham, Miller, Miner, Henry D. Moore, 
! Morehead, Murphy, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Perkins, 
Savage, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Skelton, Stanly, Ben- 
jamin Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Benj. Thompson, ‘Toombs, 
Walbridge, Washburn, Watkins, Algxander White, and 
Wildrick—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, David J. Bailey, Beale, 
Bissell, Bragg, Breckenridge, Brenton, Buell, Busby, Cas- 
kie, Chandier, Clark, Cobb, Colcock, Conger, Daniel, J. G. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Doty, Dunean, Dunham, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Ficklin, Fitch, Flovence, Freeman, Thos. J. D. 
Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Grey, 
Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hendricks, Henn, Holladay, Howard, ‘Thomas Y. How, 
Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W. Jobn- 
| son, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Hum- 
i phrey Marshall, McCorkle, McDonald, McQueen, Molony, 
| John Moore, Morrison, Nabers, Olds, Samuel W. Parker, 
| Peasiee, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Powell, Price, Rantoul, 

Riddle, Robbins, Robic, Robinson, Russell, Sackett, Scurry, 
David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Frederick 
| P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abr’in P. Stevens, Stone, 
St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, George W. Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Townshend, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Ward, Welch, 
avn White, Wilcox, Williams, Woodward, and Yates 
| —101. 


po the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

Mr. SWEETSER renewed the motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
i state of the Union; and on that motion he de- 
manded the previous question. a 

The question was taken on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question; and there were— 
ayes 70, noes 44—no quorum voting. 
| Mr. STUART called for tellers; which were 

ordered, and Messrs. BRECKENRIDGE and CHAND- 
LER were appointed. 

The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 85, noes not counted. 

So the previous question received a second. 


‘The main question was then ordered to be put. 
Mr. ROBINSON inquired what was the ques- 
tion pending? e 


d 
| The SPEAKER stated that a motion had been 
| made to recommit the bill to the committee that 


reported it, with certain instructions, to which in- 
structions an amendment. was pending; another 
motion had been madeto refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
without instructions; and upon that motion the 
vote would first be taken. 

Mr. EVANS. I ask the unanimous consent of 
| the House to modify my instructions so as in the 
| first place to pay all the expenses of actual travel 
l of every member. 

Mr. KING, of New York, and several other 


i) members, objected. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to say to the 
friends of this bill—— 

[Loud cries of * Order???) 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can address 
the House only by unanimous consent, the pre- 
vious question having been ordered. 
ae HARRIS, of Tennessee. He reparted the 

iH. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The chairman of the 
committee who reported the bill, has a right to 
speak for one hour. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. I beg leave to remind the 
Chair, that it has been again and again decided, 
that ona motion to refer to a committee, the chair- 


to go to make up that equality for which I con- | 
tend. ‘That is what! said, and what I meant to say. į 


man is not entitled under the rules to speak. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides. 


The 
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question is on referring the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Is it in order 
now, again to move to lay the bill upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I make that mo- 
tion. ` 

The yeas and nays were then ordered on Mr. 
Sweerser’s motion. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I withdraw the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table, until the vote shall have 
been taken on the motion to refer the bill. 

"The question was then taken on Mr. Swrev- 
sER’s motion; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 77, nays 96, as follows: 


NAYS—Mossrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Ashe, Babeock, Da- 
vid J. Bailey Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bragg, 
Breckenridge, Brenton, Buell, Busby, Caskic, Chandler, 
Churehiwell, Clark, Cobb, Coleock, Conger, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Disney, Doty, Duakam, astman, Edgerton, 
Ewing, Picklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Grey, Hall, Haiilton, Sampson 
W. Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Howard, Thomas X. 


How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jno. John- | 


son, Robert W. Johnson, Leteher, Lockhart, Mace, Bd- 
ward C. Marshall, McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, Me- 
Queen, Miner, Molony, Morehead, Morrison, Murphy, 
Nahers, Olds, Orr, Samuel W., Parker, Penniman, Phelps, 
Porter, Powell, Price, Rautoul, Richardson, Robbins, Robie, 
Robinson, Russell, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, David La. 
Seymour, Smart, Frederick P. Stanton, Riehard H. Stan- 
ton, Abraham P. Stevens, Alexander H. Stephens, Stone, 
St. Martin, Stuart, Geo. W., Thompson, Thurston, Towns- 
hend, Ward, Welch, Wilcox, and Williams—96. 


So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Whatis the next ques- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the amendment to the instructions proposed by the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has 
already been ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to lay 
the bill and all the amendments pending upon the 
table; and upon that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken, jt was decided in the negative— 
yeas 79, nays 94, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Chas. Allen, William Ap- 
pleton, Averett, Babeock, Thos, H. Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, 
Bennett, Dibighaus, Bocock, John H. Boyd, Brooks, Geo. 
H. Brown, Burrows, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cart- 
ter, Chandicr, Chapman, Chastain, Cleveland, Clingman, 
Curtis, George T. Davis, Dockery, Edmundson, Hvyans, 
Floyd, Fowler, Goodenow, Hammond, Harper, Sampson 
W. Harris, Haseall, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Houston, 
John W. Howe, Hunter, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James 
Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. 
King, Preston King, Kurtz, Meacham, Miller, Millson, 
Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, 
Perkins, Price, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, School- 
eraft, Schoonmaker, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Sutherland, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Toombs, Wal- 
bridge, Washburn, Watkins, Alexander White, and Wil- 
drick—79. 

NAYS—~Messrs. Aiken, Willis Alon, Allison. Ashe, Da- 
vid J. Bailey, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bragg, Breckenridge, 
Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Busby, Caskie, Churchwell, 
Clark, Cobb, Colcock, Conger, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Disney, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Fick- 
lin, Fiten, Florence, Freeman, Gamble, Gentry, Gilmore, 
Grey, Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, 
Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jobn Johnson, 
Robert W. Jobnson, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Edward 
C. Marshall, Humphrey Marsha McCorkle, McDonald, 
McLanahan, McQueen, Miner, Molony, John Moore, Mor- 
rison, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Peasiee, 
Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Rantoul, Rob- 
bins, 3 


Robie, Robinson, Russell, Scurry, David L. Seymour, 
Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abrahatn P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Stuart, 
George W. Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, Wallace, 
Walsh, Ward, Weich, Wilcox, Williams, and Woodward 
—94, 


; to register; which thereupon received the signa- 


journ. 


| Dubuque, Territory of W 


| land. 


So the Howse refused to lay the bifl upon the 
table. i 

The question recurred upon Mr. ALuısox’s 
amendment to the instructions to the Committee 
on Mileage, proposed by Mr. Evans. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. ` Is the previous question 
exhausted? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The previous 
question will apply first to the amendntent pro- 
posed to the instructions; second, to the recom- 
mitment of the bill to the Committee on Mileage, 
with instructions, and if’not committed, the bill 
will then be put upon its engrossment. 

The question was then takenon Mr. Antison’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Evans’s motion 
to recommit the bill with instructions. | 
Mr. EVANS. Inow ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House so to modify the instructions as 
to provide for the traveling expenses of every 
member of the House before equalizing the mile- 

age. 

{Loud cries of “ Object!”’] 

Mr. HARRIS, of ‘Tennessee, moved that the 
House do now adjourn; but withdrew it at the 
request of 

Mr. WILDRICK, who, from tie Committee on | 
Enrolled Bills, reported back as correctly enrolled 
“ An act toadmit the hermaphrodite brig Sylphide 


ture of the Speaker. 
Mr. HARRIS then renewed the motion to ad- 


And the question being put, it was decided in 
the affirmative—ayes 86, noes 73. 
So the House adjourned until to-morrow. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 

By Mr. CLARK: A Dill entitled ‘An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act for laying off the towns of Fort Madi- 
son and Burlington, in the county of Des Moines, and the 
towns of Bellevue, Dubuque, and Peru, in the county of 
-onsjn.? 7? 

By Mr. BROWN, of A bill to authorize the 
Legislature of the State oi issippi to sell the lands here- 
tofore appropriated for the use of schools in that State, and 
to ratify and approve the sales already made. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. PRELPS: The petition of J. M. Cruse and 24 
other citizens of Hickory county, Missouri, for a post road 
from Hermitage, Hickory county, via Buffalo, to Hartville, 
Wright county, in the State of Missouri. 

Also, the petition of Je a. Paine and 94 other citizens 
of Dallas county, Missouri, for a post road trom Herinitage, 
Hickory county, via Bufalo, to Hartville, Wright county. 

Also, the petition of Cyrus W, MeCullock and other cit- 
izens of Dade county, 3 ouri, praying that relict may be 
extended to said McCullock by refunding to him the pnr- 
chase money paid to the United States for a certain tract of 


= 


Also, the petition of citizens of Pettis county, Missouri, 
for a post road trom Fairview, Pettis county, to High Point, 
Johuson county. x 

By Mr. HAVEN: Various papers and four petitions by 
masters, mariners, and persons interested in the commerce 
of Lake Erie and the northwestern lakes, and of physicians 
and surgeons, for a marine hospital at Butlalo, New York. 

By Mr. ALLISON: The memorial of sundry citizens of 
Washington county, Pennsylvania, for an aet to prohibit 
the transportation or delivery of the mails on the Christian 
Sabbath or Lord’s day. j 

Also, the petition of certain citizens of Beaver county, 
Pennsylvania, praying that a post road be established be 
tween Economy and Hookstown, in said county. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petitions of C. P. Chandler, 
James Sparks, J. O. Sparks, Wiliam Odell, and J. G. 
Reed, assistant marshals, in the counties of Scioto, Adams, 
and Pike, Ohio, praying Congress to allow them additional 
compensation to that allowed by the act of May 23, 1850, 
for taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Ezekiel Jones and 
287 citizens of Scituate, Massachusetts; also, of Samuel C. 
Martin and 25 other branch pilots, of Boston; also, of Henry 
Paine and 158 others, ship-masters, and others, of Province- 
town ; also, of George Marston 4nd 42 others, merchants, 
ship-masters, and others, of Barnstable, Massachusetts, 
praying foran appropriation from the Treasury of the United 
States for the improvement of the harbor of Scituate, in the 
State of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of Wil- 
liam Vanerson, for himself and others, praying for a mail 
route from Monticello, Mississippi, via Benjamin Bresten’s, 
to Smithdale, in the same State. 

By Mr. FITCH: Three petitions from citizens of Jasper 
county, Indiana, asking the establishment of a mail route | 
from Lafayette, Indiana, through Rensselaer and Morocco, 
to Moncure, [inois. | 

By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The memorial of $. R. 
Devereaux and 8 others, assistant marshals for the county of | 
Hancock, Maine, praying an increase of compensation for ; 
taking the Seventh Census. i} 

Also, the remonstrance of Thomas Robinson and sundry | 
others, ship-masters and ship-owners, of Elsworth, of 
Maine, against repealing any of the provisions of the act of | 


| consideration. 


March 3, 1847, reducing costs in admiralty proceedings. i 


By Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee: -The memorial of 
William Stidhani and 81 other eitizens of Payette countyt 
Tennessee, praying Congress to abolish the office of chap- 
Jain in the various branches of the publie service. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: Two memorials, numerously 
signed by citizens of Philadelphia, protesting against a re- 
newal of Woodwarth’s patent for a planing machine. 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Samuel Morton, 


| Wara B. Haseltine, and John B., Austin, and others, of the 


city of Philadelphia, calling the attention of Congress to the 
obstruction which exists at the Falls or Rapids at Louis- 
vie, Kentueky, and asking from the General Government 
an improved navigation around the Falls of Ohio to meet the 
requirement of the growing inérease of western commerce 
upon the most imporant national highway of the Union. 

By Mr. GREEN: The memorial of J. S. Fouke and 
Charles E. Mugg, deputy marshals of Sandusky county,# 
Ohio, asking an increased compensation for taking the cen- 
Sus. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Wood county, Ohio, 
ug for the establishment of a mail route from Stoner 
post ottice, Seneca county, to Woodbury, in Wood county. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Wyandot county, Ohio, 
praying for the establishment ofa mail route from Bueyrus, 
through Upper Sandusky, &e., to Williamstown. 

Also, the memorial of John McCracken and George 
Heiby, deputy marshals of Crawford county, Ohio, asking 
further compensation for taking the census. 

By Mr. MORRISON : The petition of snudry citizens of 
Chester county, Penns i ing the establistunent of 
a mail route from Coates said county, to Westches- 
ter, Pennsylvania. ` 

Also, the petition and papers of Elizabeth Pennington, 
asking remuneration for property Jost by her husband in 
the late war with Great Britian. 

By Mr. BUSBY: The memorial of Joseph Muenscher 
and 25 others, citizens of the county of Knox, Olio, asking 
the suspension of Sanday mails, 

Also, the memorial of J. I. Peacock and 30 others, upon 
the same subject. 

By Mr. SWEETSER: The petition of Miles Penney 
and N. B. Butl king additional compensation for s 
vices performed assistant marshals in taking census 
under the act of May 22, 1850. 

By Mr. DISNEY: The memorial of certain citizens of 
Cincinnati, remonstrating against the extension of the patent 
tor MeCormick’s reaper 

Also, the memorial of certain citizens of Hamilton county, 
Ohio, asking additional rerouneration for the discharge of 
their duty as deputy marshals in taking the recent census. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: ‘the memorial by the Speaker and 54 
members of the Assembly of the State of New York; also, 
by Erastus Corning, of Albany, and 37 members of the As- 
sembly of the State of New York, asking Congress for the 
immediate establishment ofa Mintin the city of New York. 

By Mr, HARPER: The memorial of Jonathan Pierce, of 
Muskingum county, Ohio, praying for a pension in con- 
sequence of injury received in the war of 1812. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvurspay, February 17, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieron F. Morean. + 
LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


The President pro tem. laid before the Senate a 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, in com- 
phance with a resolution of the Senate of the 24th 
February, 185], transmitting copies of proxies 
given to represent the stock of the United States 
in the Louisville and Portland canal, with the in- 
structions which accompanied said proxies, anda 
list of the stockholders in said canal, with the 
amount of stock owned by each; which was read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. l have already intro- 
duced a bill, which is upon the files of the Senate, 
proposing to purchase the remaining stock in that 
canal possessed by individuals, to make it a free 
canal, and to enlarge it. I believe the Committee 
on Roads and Canals also have the subject under 
I think a proper disposition of 
the communication would be, tlet it lie on the 
table, and have it printed for the use of the Senate, 
unless the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Bricur] 
wishes to make some other disposition of it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I suppose the communication is 
connected with a bill which I have had the honor 
to introduce to the Senate. I therefore move its 
reference to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 
and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMUNICATION FROM KOSSUTH. 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair has received a 
letter from Louis Kossuth, inclosing a communi- 
cation which was made, as he says, to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, expressing his gratitude 
and thanks to the two Houses of Congress, and 
to the various Heads of Departments for the man- 
ner in which he was received in Washington, The 
letter which he has addressed to me will be read. 

The Secretary read the letter, as follows: 

CINCINNATI, Ono, February 14, 1852. 
To the Hon. W. R. Kine, 
President of the Senate: 

Sir: Before I left Washington city I felt myself bound 

by gratitude to return my warmest thanks to tie Govern- 
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ent-and the Congress.of the United States, for theirgener- | 
rin patronage they had s> kindly granted te me as the a 
humble representative of my country, from the time when i 
they had sent a steam frigate to Asia, in order to restore me || 
to liberty and activity, tothe moment when the august Sen- 
ate and House and the President bade me welcome in. the 
Capitol and in the White House. : : 

Not initiated into. the diplomatic forms of the United 
States, Í respectfully directed my farewell to-his Excellen- 
ey the President, and requested him to communicate my 
assurance of everiasting gratitude to the Senate and the 
House of Representatives. 

The Secretary of State had since the great kindness to 
inform ine, though his letter has reached me:but recently, 
that my requestin respectto the communication would have 
been gladly complied: with, if it were consistent with the 

maccepted forms; and he suggested it to me,.as amore ap- | 
propriate way, to send copies of my address tò the Presi- | 
denis of the Senate and of the House. Rat 

itis upon this suggestion of the Secretary of State that I i 
have now the great honor to.inclose the feeble expression of | 
my everlasting gratitude and hope, with the request to have | 
it communicated to the august body of which you are the | 
President. 

Mr. President of the Senate, ‘your most humble and de- 
vout servant, L. KOSSUTH. 


The PRESIDENT. The communication ad- 
dressed to the President of the United States was 
inclosed in that address to me. Does the Senate 
desire that communication to be read ? 

Mr. DOWNS. Yes; I wish to hear it read. 

Several Senators. Oh, no! 

The PRESIDENT. Not being addressed to 
the Senate, itis for the Senate to determine. It 
cannot be read unless such is the pleasure of the 
Senate, 

There being no objection, it was read, as fol- 
lows: 


i 
i 


il 


WASHINGTON Crry, January 12, 1852. 

PRESIDENT: The most geuerous invitation contained in 
an act of the Congress of the United States, approved and 
officially transmitted to me by your Excellency, having af 
forded me the distinguished honor ef being acceptably pre- 
sented, by the illustrious Secretary of State, to the Cnief | 
Magistrate of the Republic: , 

aving been, upon subsequent resolutions of Congre: 
received with almost unprecedented honors, by the Senat 
and by the House of Representatives : 

Having been cutertained with unsurpassed kindness by 
the Scuators and Representatives ofthe United States, 
obliged with courtesies far excelling my aspirations by t 
heads of the various departments or the Executive Govern- 
ment, and favored by marks of kind attention aud synpa 
thy by the honorable members of Congress, in number 
which almost equaled the aggregate of the two idustriou 
bodies of this great Republic: ‘Phe time has come when 
the exigencies of my country's affairs require me to depart ! 
from the city of Washington, and fulfill the agreeable duty i! 
of acknowledging personally that protective sympathy | 
which many towns, cities, and States, of this glorious Con- | 
‘federation, continue to manifest in favor of the just cause 
ot iny country’s downtrodden independence and the tree- 
aimi of the Buropean continent, so intimately connected i 
with it, 

‘This my departure becoming more urgent, as according | 
to the present condition of Europe every moment’s accident | 
may cali Ou we to answer those duties, which, in obedient 
compliance with ty nation’s sovereign will ţa: umed, 
When as nnauimously elected Governor of the State of 
Hungary, l took oath to God and the people to maintain | 
tiat nauonal independence which my nation had asserted 
ao heroically, aud had declared so legitimately; itis a mat- 
ter of deep regret to me not to be abie individually tw express 
my everlasting warm gratitude. 

But though my mind be mournfully impressed with in- 
eansalable grief at the melancholy intelligence connected 
with the Just moments of my staying here, that the heart of 
uty beloved and venerable mother has broken under the re- 
newed crael persecution inflicted upon my family by the 
House of Ausiwia, stilt, { cannot take my departure from the 
eapital without leaving a formal, but sincere, acknowledg- 
inent of all those memorable favors so generously bestowed 
upon me. 

Conseious as I @m that these honors were neither de- 
served by, nor intended to me personally, who, an humble 
exile, never could consent to see myself aggrandized while 
my country fies in ruin and iu chains, I have then all the | 
more thank fi vevived as manifestations of the respect | 
for the ever ng principles of national law, aud of the 
lively sympathy which this great and generous country en- 
tertains for uiy beloved aud never fora imomentto be forgot- 
sen fatherland, now a temporary victim of the violation of 
ihose principles. 

The oppressed nations of the European Continent, so 
highly interested in those principles, will look with conso- 
lation at these reemorable favors I was honored with, as 
10 a practical proor that the Chief Magistrate of this great |: 
Republic was indeed a true interpreter of its people’s senti- |) 
ments, and met with the cordial concurrence of the entight- i 
ened legislature of his glorious country, when he officially H 
declared that“ the United States cannot remain indifferent il 

in a case in which the strong arm of a foreign power is in- || 
voked to stifle public sentiment and to oppress the spirit of || 
treedom in any country.?? i 

‘This magnanimous declaration, followed by such gener. 
ous manifestations, will be recorded in history as a pro- 3: 
vestation in behalf of the everlasting principles of the law | 
of nations against their. infraction by violence. And the |! 

millions of my people will revive with hope and confidence !! 
when they shall come to know what fayors were bestowed |} 
up@n their exiled chief by the great Republic of the West, | 
in acknowledgment of the justice of Hungary's cause, ai 

In her name, and as her representative, T have received |! 
them, and they have sunk into the very heart of miy heart— |! 

in ber name, and as her representative, I feel the duty of l 
i 


i 


f 


1 
it 


he ij 


| been read,.and as we have all listened to them with 
| extreme attention, and are possessed of their in- 


|| and New York, (Mr. Sewaxp,] one or all of them 


| ant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
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expressing ny thanks for them, and desire your Excel- 
lency; as well as the Executive officers, the Senate, and 
the House of Representatives, collectively and individually, 
to receive the agsurances of my and my country *s eternal 
gratitude. Ñ s K j 

Sad and solemn is the.hour of parting from.a presénce-so 
consoling and'so august; bat I carry with me,in niy further 
wandering, the hope that the United States will continue 
Kindly: to remember always my unhappy but most well- 
geserving fatherland: - i £ 

Neither the pangs of exile, nor. the egotism of my pa- 
triotic feelings, or the interests of all those nations whose 
common rights and. wrongs I plead before the mighty tribu- 
nat ofpublicity, will ever indpce me to desire that the Uni- 


i 
i 
fare and prosperity of this glorious home of liberty; but as 
the present condition of Europe, and the coming events in 
that Continent, which cast already their shadows. before 
them, cannot fail to attract the attention andinvite the eon - 
sideration of such a Power-on earth as the United Siates 
are, [ cannot forbear to hope that the very consciousness 
of that security which the United States enjoy, while the 
greatest part of Europe quakes, will but more impress upon 
| their true republican generosity the sentiments of supreme 
| urgency, to pronounce in respect to the law of nations and 
international duties and rights, as also in respeci to the un- 
disturbed satety of commercial intercourse in favor of such 


nature?s God, arè equally consistent with the fundamental 
principles of this great Republic, and indispensable to peace 
and contentment on earth. 

Humanity would hail such a pronunciation from such a 
place witi inexpregsible joy; and as it was the violation of | 
these principles by armed foreign interference in Hungary | 
which opened the door toa system of overwhelming des- į 
potism on the European continent, the very fact that Hun- 
gary, forced by the most treacherous oppression ever seen 
im the history of mankind, has, in declaring its independ- 
euce, but exercised that right and followed that principle 
| upon which stand so gloriously the very political existence- 
of the United States, and the fact that this legitimate inde- 
pendence was overthrown by the most eruel violation of 
international laws, makes me confidently hope that “tue 
deep interest which the people of the United States feel in 
the spread of liberal principles, and the establishment of 
free Governments—the warm syinpathy with which it wit 
nesses every struggle against oppression,” as well as its 
profound sentiment of justice, and its congeniat generosity, 


as the supreme constitutional authorities of this glorious 


|; Republie will, in their wisdom, deem consistent with the 


| paramount cuties towards their own country’s welfare and 
| prosperity. 

It is with these sentiments of hope and thanks that I beg 
j leave to reiterate the assurance of my evertasti respect 
| and gratitude, and humbly entreat your Excellency to be 
| pleased to communicate this my respectful farewell to the 
Sonate and House of Representativ 
1 Mer. President, your Excelleney? 
| dient servant, 


s most humble and obe- 
L. KOSSUTH. 


Mr. BADGER. As these communications have 


teresting and valuable contents, unless my friends | 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass, | Lllinois,[Mr.Sitetps,] 


’ 
desire some reference of them, I will submit the 
motion that they lie on the table. . 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CHASE. I move that they be printed. 
Mr. BADGER. I suppose that goes to the 
; Committee on Printing. 
The PRESIDENT. 
on Printing. 
| Mr. BORLAND. I hope the Senator then will 
i withdraw his motion, for [ have no wish to re- | 
| port upon the question. 
The motion was not withdrawn. 


PETITIONS, 


Mr. BADGER presented a memorial of R. 
Rogers, a memorial of Thomas R. Glenn, a me- 
morial of Corday Y. Savage, and a memorial of 
W. R. Saville, assistant marshals for taking the 
Seventh Census, in North Carolina, praying ad- 
ditional compensation, which were referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a memorial of assist- 


It goes to the Committee 


1 


| 
| 


i 


j 
i 
i 
i 
i 


Hancock county, Maine, praying additional com- | 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee | 
of Claims. | 

Mr, WADE presented six memorials of assist- 
ant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in! 
Ohio, praying additional compensation; which | 
were referred to the Committee of Claims. ` 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of Seth 
Sprague and others, members of a c 
Sea Fencibles,” during the last war with Great | 
Britain, praying remuneration for money expend- | 
ed and services rendered in the defence of their 
country; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of William 
Cox, praying compensation for services as | 
Messenger in the office of the Sixth Auditor; | 


ompany of | 


ted States should for our sake put in jeopardy the own wel- ! 


principles which, founded upon the Jaw of nature and of; 


i 
| 
i 


will become a source of such consolation tomy native land | 


VW. 


. Feb: 


which was referréd to the Committee on the Post 
Officeand Post Roads: ~ > ' : 

Mr. DAVIS presented:a petition of inhabitants 
of Stockbridge, Massachusetts, praying the adop- 
tion of measures for. the amicable adjustment of 
international controversies; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, for his colleague, [Mr. 
Cxay,] to whom it had been transmitted, presented 
a petition. of citizens of Cedarville, Ohio, pray- 
ing the recognition of the independenee of Libe- 
ria, and the establishment of a line of mail steam- 
ers between the United States and that Republic; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

Mr. CASS presented a petition of citizens o 
[owa, praying the adoption of measures to prevent 
| any further interference by Russia in the struggle 
of tne people of Hungary for liberty; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of petty officers and seamen 
on board the United States steamer Missouri, at the time of 
her destruction at Gibraltar, on the files of the Senate, be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. McRAE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Richard Elevard, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. GEYER moved .that the petition and pa- 
pers of John Chalmers be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, for the purpose of presenting 
them. to the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT. Has there been a report 
in that case? 

Mr. GEYER. An adverse report was made 
in 1841, in which I learn that the Senate concurred. 
The object in withdrawing these papers, is to pre- 
sent them to the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senate having con- 
curred in the adverse report, these papers, under 
|! the rule, cannot be withdrawn. 
ij 7 Mr. GEYER. Such was my impression, but 
I learn from the Secretary that as they are not 
to be withdrawn for use inthe Senate, but in the 
Honse of Representatives, they may be withdrawn 
for presentation to that body. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will read the 
rule, and leave it to the Senate to say whether it 
embraces the object of the Senator from Missouri. 
His proposition is to withdraw those papers, upon 
which an adverse report was made and concurred 
in by the Senate, with the view to have them pre- 
sented to the House of Representatives. Therule 
is in these words: 

“Whenever a elains is presented tu the Senate and referred 
to a committee, and the committee report that the claim 
ought hot to be allowed, and the report be adopted by the 
Senate, it shai not be in order to move to take the papers 
fram the files for the purpose of referring them at a subse- 
quent session, unless the claimants shall present a memo- 
rial for that purpose, stating in what manner the committee 
have erred in their report, or that new evidence has been 
discovered since the report, and settigg forth the new evi- 
dence in the memorial: Provided, That this rule sball not 
extend to any case where an adverse report, not in writing, 
shal! have been made prior to the 25th January, 1842,” 


The object of the rule, as established, was, in 
the opinion of the Chair, to prevent papers from 
being withdrawn when an adverse report was 
made and concurred in, unless additional testimo- 
ny was presented, or satisfactory evidence given 
to show that the committee had’ erred in the re- 
port. The Senator is under the impression that it 
refers only to cases which it is proposed to pre- 
sent to the Senate again. The Chair will leave it 
to the Senate to say whether that was the object 
or not. 

The Senate decided th 
Withdrawal asked for 
souri. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES, 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further. consideration of the following sub- 
jects: ` 

_ Report of the Secretagy of War in relation tothe execu- 
tion of the act to found @hilitary asylum for the relief and 


support of invalid and disabled soldiers of the United States 
nny. 


Memorial of John Owen, 
1852. 

Memorial of the heirs of Ware S. 
February, 1852. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, of Tennessee; it 
was 
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at the rule precluded the 
by the Senator from Mis- 
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presented the 16th February, 
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Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Wiliam O'Brien. 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
George W. Sevier, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a resolution, ‘That the prayer of the pe- 
ae is unreasonable, and ought not to be grant- 
ed. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the bill granting 
the right of way to the Florida, Atlantic, and 
Gulf Central Railroad Company through the public 


lands of the United States, and appropriating lands | 
to the State of Florida in aid of the construction | 
of said railroad and.branches, reported it with an | 


amendment. 
He also, from the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred the motion to print the memo- 


rial of a convention of the citizens of California, į 


held in the city of Washington, reported against 
the printing of the same; and the report was con- 
curred in, 


Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, to which was referred the petition of Wil- 
liam Speiden, reported a bill for his relief; which 
was read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, to which was referred the petition of G. C. | 


Baylor, praying for a salary as United States con- 
sul at Amsterdam, reported a bill for his relief; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr, GEYER, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to pro- 
vide for holding an additional terin of the eircuit 
court of the United States for the district of Mis- 
souri; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, 

DISCHARGE OF STEAMERS’ CARGORS. 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce he directed 
to inquire what, if any, alteration by Jaw is necessary to 

. prevent delay in the discharge of the cargoes of steamers 
roin foreign ports. 


ADDITIONAL COMMITTER CLERK, 


Mr. DAWSON submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Patents and the Patent | 


Office be authorized to employ a clerk for ninety days; to 
attend said committee, unless the committee shall find it of 
public advantage to continue him longer. 
SENATE RESOLUTION MISLAID. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the message 
yesterday received from the House of Represent- 


atives in relation to.a resolution passed by the | 


Senate and lost or misiaid, and it was 


Ordered, Thata copy of tie resoiution to establish cer- | 


tain post routes,” be sent to the {Louse of Representatives, 
agreeably to their request. 
ENGROSSED BILLS PASSED. 

The following engrossed bills were 
read a third time and passed: 

A bill to grant to the city of Burlington, in Iowa, 
the land heretofore reserved between that city and 
the Mississippi river. 

A. bill to extend the time for seliing the lands 


granted to the Kentucky Asylum, for oa the 


severally 


deaf and dumb. 
RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

On the motion of Mr. JONES, of Lowa, the 
Senate proceeded to the considerati 
granting the right of way and making a g 
lend to the State of Iowa, in aid of the construc- 
sion of certain railroads in said State. 


Mr. HUNTER addressed the Senate at some i! 


length against the bill, and also against the amend- 


ment offered by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. |: 
Uxprrwoop,] and replied to the speech of Mr. $ 
January last, in |! 


Sumner, made on the 27th of 
favor of the bill, Mr. H. was followed by Mr. 
BELL, in reply. These speeches will be found in 
the Appendix., 

Mr. SUMNER. One word, if you please, Mr. 
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ga grant of |! 


t 


| 
i 


; imbodied in the acts of Congress. 


i 
| certain value to the equity in question. 
| 


President. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hux- 
TER] has very kindly given me notice that I amto 
expect a broadside from the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Unperwoop.] For this I am prop- 
erly grateful to him. When, a few days ago, I 
undertook to discuss an important question in this 
body, I expressed certain views,deemed by me of 
weight. 
dor and to the judgment of the Senate. 1 felt con- 
fidence in their essential justice, and nothing which 
T have heard since has ‘impaired that confidence. 


dress to-day from the Senator from Virginia, as 
it becomes me to listen with respect and attention 
to everything any Senator in this body undertakes 
to put forth here. But I hope to be excused if I |i 
say, that in all that he has so eloquently uttered |! 
with reference to me, he has not iguehed by ail 
hair-breadth my argument. He has criticised—I i| 
am unwilling to sey that he has caviled at—my || 
calculations; but he has not by the ninth part of a | 
hair touched the conclusion which I drew. That | 
still stands. And let me say that it cannot be suc- 


j 
i 


‘Those views I submitted to the ean- |} 


I have listened with respect and attention to the ad- / 


ilege to the mover of a proposition of such magni- 
tude as that which I have offered. 1f, therefore, 
the Senate will he kind enough to adjourn now, Í 
shall endeavor to present my defence to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTLER. | I hope the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will allow me to ask for an Executive ses- 
sion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. To accommodate the 
| Senator from South Carolina, I move that the 
| further consideration of the subject be postponed 
i until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


On the motion of Mr. BUTLER, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration. of Executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and then, on motion, 


The Senate adjourned. r 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Moxpay, February 17, 1852. 


cessfully assailed in the way which has been at- | 
tempted to-day. 

1 said that injustice had been done to the land |; 
States, out of this Lody and in this body—out of | 


this body, because I often heard them called «land fj 
stealars” and “land pirates;’”’ in this body by the 


| partial distribution of the public lands, and par- | 


as an instance of this partiality. [said that this 
charge was without foundation, And why did I 
say so? and ou what ground? Because there was | 
an existing equity (I so called it—nothing more) | 
on the part of the land States as against the Gen- |! 
eral Government. And on what was this founded? | 
On a fact of record in the public acts of this coun- 

try. That is, the exemption of the public domain 

situated in particular States from taxation. The | 
Senator from Virginia has not questioned this | 
fact; of course he could not question it, for it is |, 


The next inquiry then was, What is the value |! 
of this immunity from taxation, which 1 called an 
equity on the part of the land States? In order to li 
illustrate this value, T went into calculations and | 
estimates, which I presented, after some study 4! 
of the subject—not, perhaps, such study as the H 
Senator from Virginia has found time to give to it, |! 
or such as the Senator from Kentucky, in the plen- | 
itude of his researches, doubtless has given to it. 
On those calculations and estimates | attributed a 
My cal- |! 
| culations and estimates may be overstated; they |) 
| may be exaggerated. The Senator from Virginia || 
| thinks them so. Other gentlemen with whom [ |: 
! have had the privilege of conversing, think them 
| understated. But however this may be, it does ` 
not touch the argument. i may have done inju 
tice to my argument by overstating them. T in- 
tended to understate them. 1 still think, from all | 
that E hear, that | have understated them. The | 
argument, however, stil! stands, that these States 
have conceded to the General Government an im- : 
munity from taxation; that this immunity has a 
certain value—I think a. very large valne—and that 
this value constitutes an equity to which the land 
States have a right to appeal for bountiful, aye, | 
for munificent treatment from the General Govern- | 
ment. Flas the Senator from Virginia answered | 
this? Can he answer it? 

But Í forbear to go into the subject at this time. |: 
I arose simply to state, that as the Senator from |: 
Virginia has kindly given me notice that Í am to | 


i 
i, 
i 


expect a broadside from the Senator from Ken- | 
; tucky, I am to regard what he said to-day, so far ! 
; as I am concerned, simply as a signal gun. The 
i Senator wili pardon me if J say itis nothing more, ? 
for it has not reached me, or anything that I said. ; 
i Meanwhile I await, with resignation and without : 
anxiety, the broadside from Kentucky. j 
! Mr. UNDERWOOD. After having heard my | 
| proposition discussed for some days, I desire to 

' make some general reply to the arguments against i 
| it. I believe it has been usual to allow that priv- i| 


Senator from Virginia, when he complained of the |) 


ticularly pointed out the bill now before the Senate |! $ ; f 
yP r i needed by the Committee on the Post Office and 


` upon the motion to 
‘initree’ on Miles 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by the Rev. L, F. Morgay. 

The Journal of yesterday wasreadand approved. 

The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. OLDS. lask the unanimous consent of 
the LLouse to introduce a resolution calling upon 
one of the Departments for information. I will 
state that it is information which is very much 


| Post Roads. I hope there will be no objection. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object, and call 
for the regular order of business. We shall never 
get to the regular order of business if we give way 
for these resolutions to be introduced. 

Mr. OLDS. You will delay the action of the 
House a great deal more by keeping back the ac- 
tion of committees. 

Mr. JONES. 1 call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Whatis the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. It is the unfinished business 
of yesterday, to.recommit the bill regulating the 
mileage of the Delegate from Oregon, with instruc- 
tions. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ have a bill from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, which it is very ne- 


| cessary should be introduced as soon as possible, 


in order that it may be printed. Ie will call for 
the early action of the House, either in favor of or 
against it. I hope I shall have the unanimous 
consent of the House to report it. 

Mr. OLDS. Does the gentleman from Tennes- 
see object to that? 

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir; Ido object. (Laughter.} 
MILEAGE OF THE DELEGATE FROM OREGON. 
SPEAKER, The question will now be put 

recommiit the bill io the Com- 
th instructions. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded the yeas and nays, 

Several Vatces, Read the instructions, 

They were then read by the Clerk, as follows: 

That the bill he reconmitted to the Cominittee ou Mile- 
age, with instructions to add together the mileage of ail the 
mem of this House, and to divide the same by the mnm- 
ber of members; and that the Sergeant-at-Arms he di ed 
to pay to each member his spare thereoi, as so ascertained, 

Mr. HEBARD. J wish to inquire of the Chair 
i whether. there is not pending a substituie, offered 

by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Arri- 


ay) 


ne 


‘ s0N,] for the justructions providing that the mile- 


age shall be computed by the shortest and mosi 
direct routes to the residence of each Senator and 
Representative? 

The SPEAKER. That was rejected by a vote 
of the House yesterday. 

Mr. BRENTON. I desire to inguire if the 
question is not susceptible of division, so that the 
vote shail first betaken on the instructions? 

The SPEAKER. According to the practice of 
the House—in the recollection of the Chair—the 
two propositions cannot be divided. The Chair, 
however, is of a different opinion, so. far as the 
rules are concerned, He thinks that under the 
rules the proposition is divisible. 


d 
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Mr. BRENTON. My opinion is, that the prop- 
osition is: susceptible of division, so that it shall 
be taken first upon the instructions. 

The SPEAKER. That is the opinion of the 
Chair. ` 

The House was divided on the call for the yeas 
and nays, and only 20 gentlemen rose. 

Mr. CARTTER called for tellers upon the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and Messrs. Wis- 
Lräms and CHANDLER were appointed. 

. The House was divided, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 46, noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COBB., Is it competent to ask the gentle- 
man from Maryland to modify his instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It is:not in his power to 
modify. ` $ 

Mr. COBB. I desire that the instructions shall 
be so modified that all the money made by gentle- 
men when they are absent from the service of the 
House, shall be put into the common stock, and 
divided, with the mileage, equally among the mem- 
bers of the House. [Laughter.] If they were so 
modified, E should be disposed to vote for them. 

Mr. EVANS. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to enable me to so modify the instruc- 
tions as to provide for first allowing to each mem- 
ber his traveling expenses in reaching the seat of 
Government, out of the whole amount of mileage, 
before equalizing the compensation of members, 
as proposed. 

Mr. ROBINSON and others objected. 

Mr. CARTTER. Is it competent to move to 
suspend the rules to allow the gentleman from 
Maryland to modify his instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent to move 
to suspend the rulgs, except on Monday. ~ 

A Voice. Withdraw your instructions. 

Mr. EVANS. I will, ‘then, withdraw the in- 
structions. 

Mr. STUART. 

Mr. EVANS. 
right to withdraw. 

TheSPEAKER., TheChairis in doubt whether, 
after the previous question has been sustained, the 
gentleman can withdraw his proposition. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Certainly, he 
has clearly the right to withdraw. I will call the 
attention of the Chair to the 45th rule, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has read the rule, 
and has no doubt that the gentleman has the right 
to withdraw. ; 

Mr. EVANS, Do I understand the Chair to 
decide that I have the right either to withdraw or 
amend? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman certainly has 
the right to withdraw under the rule. 

Mr. EVANS. I will withdraw my instructions. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Has the previous question 
been exhausted ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been exhausted, 
and discussion is not in order. 

Mr. STUART. The gentleman from Maryland 
has moved to recommit the bill with instructions. 
Now, if he withdraws the instructions, does not 
the other part of the motion fall? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the motion to recommit was not affected by the 
withdrawal of the second branch of the proposi- 
tion, and it is still pending. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I rise toa question of order. 
I wish to know whether, after the gentleman has 
withdrawn his instructions, it is competent to re- 
commit the bill without instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It is competent, in the opinion 
of the Chair. 

Whe question was then taken on the motion to 
recommit, and the result was—yeas 84, nays 86, 
as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Abererombie, Charles: Allen, William 
Appleton, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bennett, 
Bibighaus, John H.Boyd, Bragg, Brooks, G. H. Brown, Bur- 
rows, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, 

Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, 
Clingman, Coleock, Curtis, Daniel, Dockery, Duncan Ed- 
mundson, Evans, Floyd, Fowler, Giddings, Goodenuw 
Grow, Hammond, Harper, Sampson W. Harris Haws, 
Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Houston, John W. Howe ” Hunter, 
Andrew Johnsen, James Johnson, George W. Jones, J: 
Gianey Jones, G. G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, Meach- 
am, Miller, Millson, Miner, Henry D. Moore, Morehead 
Murray, Outlaw, Peaslee, Perkins, Robie, Sackett, Seher 
merhorn, Schooleraft, Schoonmaker Skelton $ Smart 
taniy, Benjamin Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Sutherland, 
Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, ‘Toombs, Wal 


bridge, Wallace, Watkins, Welch, Wiidr 
aha eaten ae? p + Wildrick, Woodward, 


I object. 
E understand that I have the 


NAY S—Messrs. Willis Allen, John Appleton, Ashe, Da- 
vid J. Bailey, Beale, Bissell, Bowie, Breckenridge, Bren- 
ton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Busby, Caskie, Ciark, 
Cobb, John G. Davis; Dawson, Dean, Disney, Doty, Dun- 
ham, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Ewing, Ficklin, Fitch, 
Florence, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, 
Gilmore, Grey, Hail, Isham G. Harris, Hascall, Hendricks, 
Henn, Holladay, Howard, Thomas Y, How, Ingersoll, Ives, 
Jackson, Jenkins, John Johnson, Robert :We Jonson, 
Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, Mason, McDonald, MeLanahan, Molony, Nabers, 
Newton, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Phelps, 
Polk, Price, Rantoul; Richardson, Riddie, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Savage, David L, Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, F. P. 
Stanton, Richard H, Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Stoue, 
St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Walsh, Ward, Wilcox, and 
Williams—86, A 

So the House refused to 
the Committee on Mileage. , 

Mr. STUART. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the House refused to recommit the bill, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
ordering the billto be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. CARTTER. Upon that motion I ask the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being put, it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 85,nays 90; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, John Appleton, Ashe, 
David J. Bailey, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bragg, Breckenridge, 
Brenton, AlbertG. Brown, Busby, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, 
Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, 
Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, 
Ficklin, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J.D. 
Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Gray, Hall, 
Hamilton, {sham G. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Holladay, 
Howard, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Jackson, John 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, 
Edward C. Marshall, Mason, McDonald, McLanahan, 
McQueen, Molony, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Par- 
ker, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Price, Rantoul, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Robinson, David L. Seymour, Origen 5. Sey- 
mour, Frederick P, Stanton, Richard F. Stanton, Abraham 
P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Venable, 
Ward, Williams, Woodward, and Yates—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Charles Allen, William 
Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Barlett, Bennett, Bibighaus, 
Bowie, John H. Boyd, Brooks, Burrows, Joseph Cable, 
Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, 
Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Curtis, Dean, Dockery, 
Evans, Ewing, itch, Floyd, fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Grow, Hammond, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Has- 
eall, Laven, Hebard, Hibbard, Houston, John W. Howe, 


recommit the bill to 


| 


Hunter, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Kurtz, Meacham, Miller, Millson, Miner, Henry D. Moore, 
Morehead, Morrison, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Peaslee, 
Penniman, Perkins, Robie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, School- 
craft, Schoonmaker, Scuddder, Skelton, Smart, Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Toombs, Walbridge, Wallace, Walsh, Washburn, 
„Watkins, Welch, Alexander White, and Wildrick—90. 

So the House refused to order the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. FITCH. I move to reconsider the vote 
jst taken. I believe the previous question is ex- 

austed. 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. FITCH. Ifso, then the bill and report are 
up again for discussion. I shall not make many 
remarks upon them, and regret that in remarks 
which I shali make I may be compelled to make 
allusions to the former opinions and course of 
certain members upon this floor, in order to throw 
some lightupon the probable motive of their op- 
position to the bill. I look upon the bill as one 
calculated merely to render an act of strict justice 
to a Delegate occupying a seat here. I do not de- 
fend the law of 1818, as is well known by the 
older members of this House, because, as chair- 
man of the Committee on Mileage during the last 
Congress, 1 asked repeatedly a modification of 
that law. I moved amendments to different ap- 
propriation bills, asking a construction of that 
mileage law different from the one now placed 
upon it, or at least asking that the mileage might 
be computed in altogether a different manner from 
what it now is. 
members of the House, that I asked that the mile- 
age might be computed by the nearest mail route, 
as reported by the Post Office Department. 
whole matter. in fact, was before the committee 


of the last Congress, and was brought, by that i; 


committee, before this House. Amendments, in 
one or two cases—two cases, if I mistake not— 
were adopted by this House, but a concurrence in | 
them was refused upon the part of the other and | 
codrdinate branch of the legislative department ; 


lt will be recollected by the older į 


The | 


gress, that no material modification could be ob- 
tained, and J fear even now—though I understand 
| it is the intention of the Committee on Mileage to 
| report a bill making-a modification of that law—l 
say, I fear now it will meet with the same oppo- 
| sition from the same quarter. _ was struck some- 
| what with the remarks: of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Teomss,] whose argument seems 
to be based upon the supposition that: this bill, 
which we are informed is to be introduced by the 
Committee on Mileage, changing the mileage law, 
| will operate upon the present Congress. If so, I 
| grant there would be an impropriety in the pas- 
sage of this bill, because another bill from the 
same committee, proposing a law to operate upon 
' all alike, would operate, of course, upon the Dele- 
gate from Oregon. But the gentleman destroyed 
the effect of his own argument by admitting to 
my colleague [Mr. Rozinson] that a bill of that 
kind would not operate upon this Congress. There- 
fore the question before the House is simply this 
—as no bill which we can pass will operate upon 
the present Congress—Shall we, during this Con- 
gress, put the Delegate from Oregon upon an equal 
footing with us, or shall we permit this exception 
to stand against him? Because, of course, when 
that bill comes from the Committee on Mileage, it 
will operate upon all prospectively alike—upon 
him as well as the rest of us—and we only ask 
that he may, until such a bill can be operative, be 
placed upon an equality with the rest of the House, 
those included who come from the same coast 
with himself—from the Pacific. The Delegate 
from Oregon comes: from a country where—if I 
| may be permitted by the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. Marsuaut] to refer to his argument— 
electioneering may cost quite as much as in that 
State, and be attended with personal risk and ex- 
posure equally as great, while the distance from 
thence to this city and the expense of the jour- 
ney, are still greater. 
| Mr. Speaker, I regretted exceedingly to see the 
activity exhibited on thepart of some members, in 
opposition to this bill. It calls up reminiscences 
which are by no means pleasant. I recognize 
amongst one or two of themost active—not to say 
noisy—opponents of the bill, genttemen who have 
been extremely active heretofore in debate—in an- 
other Congress—in procuring or attempting to 
procure, a change in the mileage law; gentlemen 
| who were candidates during the first session of 
that Congress for reélection, and were reélected 
during the recess, and who during the second 
session of that Congress waited upon members 
of the Committee on Mileage, and insisted—after 
they had previously demanded thata report should 
be made in their favor for a limited number of 
miles—upon being placed upon an equality with 
other members. I will name no gentleman, be- 
cause the reports of that committee, which are in 
: the hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms of this House, 
will show who they are. By comparing these re- 
ports, a wide distinction will be found to exist be- 
i tween the amount of mileage received at the first 
i and the second session ofthe last Congress, by cer- 
| tain members who werereélected during the recess 
| between those two sessions. I say that these 
members, after asking as a favor that the Commit- 
tee on Mileage should report them entitled only 
to mileage for a limited number of miles,.and after 
this committee had consented to make an excep- 
| tion to the general rule in their behalf, because 
they asked not for an increase, but diminution of 
| the mileageto which, by law, they would beentitled, 
‘came subsequently to that same committee and 
| demanded to be put upon an equality with other 
members, and that their mileage should be com- 
puted, in the language of the law, ‘by the most 
|i usual roog” although in one or two instances this 
l! comput@ion would make it double the mileage of 
|i the previous session. That course shows the 
i; sincerity of their present professions in favor of 
| the reduction of mileage, when that deduction 
'| shall operate to the prejudice ofone man, and one 
: man only. I should not have made thisallusion— 
|| and I regret that it became my duty to do it—had 
it not been for the fate of this bill—a fate produced 


i 
H 
i 
j 
i 


ii ina great degree by their active exertions in oppo- 


| sition toit. Now, sir, ifthe reason which they 
‘urged, andurged properly before the Committee 
i on Mileage, was correct in their casé, why is it 
i not correct in the case of the Delegate from Ore- 


occupying the other wing of this Capitol. It was 
manifest, long before the expiration of that Con- i 


| gon? They asked no more than was right 
i under the law. They asked that their mileage 
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should be computed by the ‘most usual road,” 
although it was double the amount they received 
at the first session of that Congress, which amount 
had been fixed at their own request. The short 
mileage, for which they were so solicitous during 
the first session, had probably been made to an- 
swer its purpose—they could see no personai rea- 
son for its continuance, They urged the increase 
because the law allowed itthem; and the law does 
allow it. Their then reason in their own case, is 
a strong one in favor of this bill, and refutes their 
opposition to it. In this case I grant that a spe- 
cial law applies to the Delegate from Oregon. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] urged that 
the Delegate was elected under that law, and 
therefore that he ought to be allowed only the 
mileage specified in it. But the Delegate knew 
not that the law was in force. He knew only 
that his predecessor had drawn mileage under an- 


other law, and that he received a much greater | 
amount than that which the special law, which we | 


are now endeavoring to repeal, would have given 
him. He knew that, and expected the same in his 
ease. But this special law meets the committee in 
the face, and they cannot give him the mileage to 
which the law entitles the Representatives from 
California, and every other member upon this 
floor. I have said, and permit me to repeat it 
again, that I am not the advocate of the law of 
1818, and I trust that gentlemen will see that the 
proposition which has just been lost has nothing 


whatever to do with the desired modification of : 


that law. It is simply a question of justice be- 
tween us and one of our associates upon this floor. 
Will you continue the law thus discriminating 
against him? Although that law was in force 
when he was elected, I am convinced the Delegate 
from Oregon did not know or believe that it was. 
Will you continueit in force against him to his pre- 
judice? I will say, in justice to him, thathe cares 
ittle for the amount involved in dollars and cents, 
but much for the principle of discrimination against 
himself. Will you continue it, ànd thereby de- 
clare to.the world your intention to reform at the 
expense of a single member? Or will you, by its 
repeal, put him upon an equal footing with the rest 
of us, and then walk up to the support of a bill 
which will be reported from the Comimittee on 
Mileage, equalizing the mileage of all? 

{Here a message was received from the Senate, 
atthe hands of Asbury Drcxins, their Secretary. ] 

Mr. SWEETSER, (interrupting.) I am in- 
duced to ask my friend from Indiana (Mr. Frrer] 
to yield the floor a moment, in order that there 
may be no misunderstanding in relation to the al- 
lusions made by him. It will be recollected that 
I served with my friend from Indiana [Mr. Fiver] 
during the first session of the last Congress, upon 
the Committee on Mileage. I had the honor to 
submit to this House and advocate a resolution 
for the purpose of instructing that committee to 
compute the mileage upon the nearest mail route, 
where there were public conveyances. That res- 
olution met with the fate of all the other proposi- 
tions I had the honor to introduce and advocate 
upon this floor, to reduce mileage, and it was laid 
upon the table. And at the last session of the 
last Congress, I was inquired of by a gentleman, 
whether it would be agreeable to me if I were Jeft 
off from that Committee on Mileage, knowing it 
came from the Speaker? Feeling that I had done 
my daty faithfully upon that question, I answered 
no, it would not. [then made up my mind that 
all efforts in the House of Representatives to re- 
form this—as I consider it—evil, in my judgment 
would be utterly useless, and 1 made up my mind 
never to raise my voice again, while I should have 
the honor of a seat upon this floor, in favor of 
fixing this question upon some equitable basis. I 
think the only remedy to be hoped for js with the 
people. I did notact upon that committee during 
the last session of the last Congress, and 1 now 
desire to say to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 


Fircu,] and to the country, that my mileage was | 


computed precisely the same as I had the honor }: 


to compute it at the previous session; and I sub- 


mit to the gentleman whether he will notexonerate | 


me from the suggestion which he has made? 

Mr. FITCH. Nanas Ido. I made no al- 
lusion to my friend, [Mr. Swertser.] As to the 
difference which may or may not exist between 
his mileage at the second session, I do not allude 
toit, because I do not know. I refer to the mat- 
ter in general terms. 


i: should be pleased, sir, if these or any remarks I; 


Mr. SWEETSER. At this session the chair- 
man of the Committee on Mileage addressed a 
circular to me, following the precedent set by that 
committee during the last Congress. I answered 
hin by referring to the statement I had made at 
the first session of the last Congress, in order tha! 
I might be perfectly right upon the question. I 
know perfectly well, that the point the gentleman 
makes here will tell upon some gentlemen in this 
House, and I have no objection that it should. 1} 
do not know who they are. I desire to be under- 
stood at this and at all times in relation to this 
question, so far as I am concerned, that I have no 


| 1 believe there should be some equitable arrange- 
ment made in relation to the question of mileage. 
I regret that I have taken any part in opposing 
the measure for the relief of the honorable gentle- 
man from Oregon. I entertain for that gentleman 
the most kind feelings, and would be glad to do | 
him any act of kindness in my power, but I can- 

not vote to increase his mileage. I return my 

thanks to my friend [Mr. Fircy] for permitting 

me to make this explanation. 

Mr. FITCH. A difference in several cases will 
be found between the reports of the Committee on 
Mileage for the first and second sessions of the 
last Congress. A part of these changes were of a 
limited character, and appeared to be rendered ne- 
cessary because of information which was ob- 
tained by the committee, either with or without | 
inquiry, of errors in previous reports. The state- 
| ments of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sweerser] | 
may be correct for aught I know to the contrary. | 
In his case I do not know what action was had. | 
I have already remarked that I will not designate 
the individuals, if any now have the honor of hold- 
ing a seat upon this floor, who chose to pursue 
the course } have alluded to in asking changes of 
their mileage, because the reports themselves will | 
show who they were. 

The gentleman from Ohio last up said that if he 
could reconcile it to his sense of duty to vote for 
the bill to extend the same rights of mileage to the | 
Delegate from Oregon accruing to others under the 
law of 1818, he would cheerfully do so. If it is | 
wrong to extend it to this Delegate, it was wrong 
to extend it to his predecessor. There were no 
objections made then. There was not a voice raised 
in opposition when it was proposed to give him | 
the mileage he drew, and which was much greater 
than the amount which, under the existing law, | 
the present Delegate will obtain. The economy | 
advocated by the opponents of the bill under dis- | 
cussion manifests itself at the expense of only one , 
of the two hundred and thirty occupying a seat 
upon this floor. We propose to take from him a | 
' small sum to which, under the law governing the | 
mileage of the rest of us, he would be entitled. |! 
Cannot the economical hawks of the House strike | 
at better game than that? at sums of greater mag- |; 
nitude? They should not stoop to an amount like |j 
this, and especially when it is to be obtained from !! 
one man only, and at the expense of the violation || 
ofa principle which is left operative in the case of || 
every other member, The proposition is merely | 
to give to him the benefit of the provisions of th 
i same law which extends to the rest of us. I 


i 


| 
i 
i 


1 


could submit would have any effect whatever in |! 


ent when the vote was taken upon the bill now 
under consideration, in reference to which there is 
now pending a motion to reconsider. Itis a mat- 
ter of great regret that Congress should be annoyed 
session after session upon this question. There 
has not, I believe, been a session for the last ten 
years but what members have been annoyed by 
the subject of mileage. What do gentlemen ex- 
pect to effect by it? Do certain gentlemen mean 
to make capital for Buncombe, or do. they desire 
in good faith to equalize the pay of the members 
of Congress. The time of that committee could 


slar n | not be better occupied than by taking under con- 
change to make, in this or in any other Congress. || 


sideration this subject of mileage, and bringing in 


| a bill to equalize the pay of members of Congress. 


But in reference to the question now before the 
House, I must be permitted to say that the distin- 
guished Delegate for whose especial benefit it is in- 
tended to provide; must have known full well the 
action of Congress when he became a candidate 
for a seat upon this floor, lt is my misfortune, in 
common with others, not to be versed in constitu- 


i tional law, or upon legal questions generally. 1 


confess I thought that the act of the last Congress 
was to be general. I had supposed that the action 
of the last Congress was to be final and that that 
would be an end of this question. In that opinion 
it appears, however, that I was mistaken. The 
time of this House has been occupied some two 
or three days upon the matter of mileage. It is- 
utterly impossible for the existing law regulating 
the mileage to operate justly and equitably. I 
could single out individuals here and show the in- 
equality of this law. I could take the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee and two of his col- 
leagues, [Mr. Jounsow and Mr. Warxis,] who, 
with myself, come here, traveling a distance of 
some four hundred or five hundred miles, which 
requires four or five days to make the trip; while 
there are other members who come more than 
double the distance in less time and receive double 
the mileage that either of us receive; yet we are not 
disposed to complain. Iam not complaining; but 
it is those who have chosen to leave the States and 
to emigrate to Oregon and California and else- 
where. Itis the good fortune of those gentlemen 
to be so remotely situated from the seat of Govern- 
ment, The amount that can be saved from the 
mileage will settle them advantageously upon the 
landsof the Government. They can make valua- 
ble settlements there. I ask you, Mr. Speaker, 
if it is proper, right, or just—if gentlemen desire 
to deal out even-handed justice to each man of the 
Touse—that one member shall receive a small for- 
tune by way of mileage and per diem, and another 
get an inconsiderable sum? Can you do justice 
under the existing law regulating mileage? ` I say 
you cannot. What was the state of the country 
at the passage of the mileage law compared to 
what it is at the present day? Why, then mem- 


i bers of Congress traveled here upon horseback; 


and now we have the advantages of the railroad, 
steamboat, and other conveniences; and hence at 
that time the Jaw operated more equitably than it 
does at present. F concur fully with the views of 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Mvaws.] I£ 
I understand that gentleman correctly, he proposed 
an amendment to this bill to give to members of 
Congress a fixed compensation. I would not 
stand up here and tell my constituents that I 


; persuading members to do justice in the case, i 
| . Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I would inquire of | 
‘the gentleman, what was the action of the House |; 
with relation to the mileage of the Delegate from |j 
Gregon at the last session? f have never seen it. 

Mr. FITCH. Theprovision in reference to the į; 
Delegate from Oregon and Representatives from | 


i bill, extending, of course, by the construction usu- 
: ally given to such bills, to that year only. By and 
; under such provision, he drew mileage by the over- | 
i land route. Any amendnient to the annual appro- 
' priation bill is construed to expire with the expi- 
; ration of the year for which the appropriation was 
provided. Of course, then, the amendment to 
which | have referred in relation to the Delegate 
į: from Oregon expired with the termination of that 


i 
ti 
I 
ti 
| 
H 


| be remodeled. 


if 
I 
ii Mr. McMULLIN. 1 happened not to be pres- ! 


| 
il 


California, was put into a certain appropriation || 


| 
i| country, that you should make the pay of mem- 
|| bers of Congress equal, as far as it is practica- 
|: fiscal year, and of its benefit his successor cannot |, ble to do so. I shall vote against the reconsider- 
| avail himself. We propose now merely to make | ation of the bill. 
that provision continuous, which in the case of the |! shall vote against it; because, sir, I hold that the 
| previous Delegate was limited to one year, or at || distinguished gentleman from Oregon, for-whose 
least to make it continue until the law of 1818 shall į; especial benefit this bill is passed, has no right to 
complain of my vote; for when he was elected to 


would refuse to pay a member of Congress justand 
ample compensation. No, sir, I would not act the 
demagogue in any such way. The pay of mem- 
bers of Congress is little enough; and [ say now, 


(if the Committee on Mileage will take this mat- 


ter into consideration, and introduce a bill to give 
a fixed compensation to members—say a salary 
of $2,000—I will go for it, although I have been 
informed that members who voted for such a Jaw 
some years ago were not returned again. If such 
a vote as that will gain the displeasure of my con- 


i stituents, the sooner my political race is run the 
better. 


I represent no such people. I say that 
it is not only important to members of Congress, 
but it is important to the public business of the 


If the bill is reconsidered, I 


ia seat upon this floor, he should have inferred ` 


E. Feb. 17, 
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question, which is continually rising up as ai 


Mr. PARKER. I h | 
ield to me a moment. i 
Mr. MeMULLIN. 1 will. withdraw my call | 

for the previous.question, as gentlemen seem to 
suppose that it was not fair, Or TI will retain the 
floor, yielding to the gentleman, and intending 
after. he has concluded, to move to lay the subject 
upon. the table, 

Mr. POLK. There are many gentlemen who 
desire to reply to the gentleman’s able argument, 
and I hone he will yield the floor unconditionally. ! 

Mr. McMULLIN. At the request of the gen- 
tleman, I will do so. | 

Mr. PARKER, of Indiana. On yesterday, ii 
when this question was first presented, I did not | 
expect to raake a remax But I do not feel that 
it is my duty now to sit still under the circum- | 
stances of the case, and allow the vote to be taken 
without giving expression to a few thoughts. I | 

. am satisfied that this legislation for supposed ' 

emergencies in a matter of this kind is wrong. ii 
This is the evil that will always attend us in such || 
cases until remedied; and it can be remedied only |! 
by general enactment, applicable alike to us as: 
well as the Delegate from Oregon. 

When the organic law of that far-off Territory, | 
as it was then regarded, was made, we little | 
dreamed that we should now be legislating as we '! 
are side by side with the men of California, of | 
Utah, and New Mexico. But so it is; here we all | 
are. And Oregon is with us; but she has not | 
come, she cannat come, like us, unless you pass || 
this bill. 

We have already spent in value time enongh of ; 
this House upon this bill, and the existing law in ‘i 
discussing this question, to much more than cover |) 
the increased compensation that will ever accrue | 
from the passage of this bill, And it will be al- || 
ways so, so long as we adopt this kind of local 
and special and invidious legislation. * This is all | 
wrong, it seems to me, for us sitting here as we ` 
do in the attitude of national legislators. There ‘| 
is the wrong; and it goes back to that organic law i 
which established this difficulty. And it has, Eji 
understand, been haunting us ever since. We | 
might have expected then what has been the || 
history of this case since, that whenever your | 
appropriation bills come up, the question would |} 
come up about patting the Delegate from Oregon || 
upon the same footing with other members upon || 
this floor—treating him as the rest of us are treat- -| 
ed: becuse every heart responds at once and says | 
itis right. The true question is not whether the | 
Delegate deserves less or as much as this bill gives |! 
him, but it is, Should the rule that governs the || 
rest of us govern him? It will be always so, ; 
whether we pass this bill or not, that every honest |! 
mind will say there ig no reason for making the | 
mileage of the Oregon Delegate less than his from | 
Utah and New Mexico and the members from jj 
California, when he makes a much longer and || 
more perilous journey than they. If we pass this |! 
bill, however, we have settled the question; we ii 
are not disturbed with it any longer as an isolated | 
question; and the sooner it comes up in common 
with the case of each one of us upon this floor, the | 


ope the gentleman will 


i 
t 
t 
i 


little, if too short. The legislation is certainly | 


: our school—one by us deemed worthy of our | 


i say of that brother of ours anything else than that 
| he ought to be put in the same predicament with 


$ envéloping each one of us, and then, and then 
i! only, will the country be quiet. It seems to me, 
i| then, that the upshot of the whole matter is, if we 
i get rid of the present difficulty, we must pass this 
t 


that would submit to be laid upon the Procrustean 
|| bed of this special legislation, and have himself 


bill. And as the whole question now stands, it is 
right and proper that it should-be done. 

Mr. WASHBURN, Iam one of'the members 
who voted against the passage of this bill. I þe- 
lieve this whole subject of mileage demands revis- 
ion, and Iam of the opinion that the amount of 
mileage which has been fixed for the Delegate from 
Oregon is sufficient in aye oe our bist 
ness and object now should be rather to equalize 
he accepted his seat under this law as it is, and i| the mileage of other members than to raise it in 
therefore he has no right to complain. Has he ii that case. I am not convinced by the arguments 
complained? Has he opened his mouth in ee | ae been enone Dy ae Sana upon 
ence to this case? No, sir; no, sir; nor would he |; the other side, and certainly not by any w hich 
if he remained here until the resurrection gun is || have been presented by the gentleman from indi- 
fired. T have known that gentleman in otherdays. || ana, [Mr. Panxer.] I do not believe that the 
I have known him in civil as well as in militar members upon this side of the House would be 
life, and he is among the last of men that yon wl influenced to vote Geren Wee the gemleman 
ever hear complaining in a case of this kind. It); whose mileage is in question here, a member 
is his friends lerë; who know his high deserving, || of their party. I will not be judged in that man- 
and see this invidious legislation standing against ii.ner. It has been said that whoever declares all 
him, that come forward and complain of the man- |} men to be scoundrels, at least proves that there 
ner in which he is treated. Inasmuch, however, || is one. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Par- 
gentlemen still tell us, as he accepted this position į! kun] may measure others by his own feelings of 
under the law as it is, we should hold him to it. || what he would be constrained to do; but I appre- 
Now, F appeal to my political friends here if they || hend that would not be the way in which gentle- 
are disposed to mete out that kind of dealing to || men ought to be judged. T believe there are gen- 
the gentleman under these circumstances? Could || tlemen upon the other side who have viewed this 
we look with any degree of complacency upon || matter as we do.- This has been no party view. 
such treatment as that towards a gentleman of |! {t has been no party question; and it should not 

beso. The question is, whether we shall repeai 
| this law, and thereby raise the mileage of the Del- 
i egate from Oregon; and whether it is sufficient as 
‘itisnow. It seems to me that $2,500 is enough 
| to pay, and amply pay any man who lives in any 
i| part of this Union for his traveling expenses, and 
i| for his coming to the capital. T have no question 
we would he. Jf one of ours had come from that |; that many members are over paid—extravagantly 
far-off region with his lite in his hand—with signal |; paid—and I wanld desire this House to take the 
military honors crowned—as well as with civic |i matter in hand, to equalize the mileage, and to 
wreaths upon his brow, as this Delegate has |! make it what it should be. Tam altogether op- 
come, I cannot mistake where our hearts and our :| posed to any measure or any vote which shall 
heads would be. There is hardly one of us upon || have a tendency to increase the mileage ofa single 
this floor, I doubt whether there isany, who would i| member of this House. ` i 
Mr. HEBARD. Fam one of the members of 
ii this House who voted against the bill under con- 
| sideration. I hold the privilege, with other mem- 
' bers of the House, of voting according to the dic- 
i tates of my conscience; nor do I hold myself 
i! amenable to any other gentleman upon the floor. 
:| to call in question the right or propriety of that 
i| vote. T think the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
li Parker] was entirely beyond his own jurisdiction, 
ii or any right he has as a member upon this floor, 
know my friend full well. What I say for him, I jf in undertaking to take members to task as to the 
believe I may say for nine tenths of the popula- || propriety of their votes, and applying to the ac- 
ion of the little Teritory on the Pacific slope— |: tion of this House, or theuction ofa past Congress, 
little in numbers yet, but magnificent in prospect— |: the term ignominious. Fe must be left to the ex- 
if there were no mileage here at all, suffering as |: ercise of lis own taste in relation to the terms he 
they have and do, there is that number tobe found į, uses. I do not know but what it is in accordance 
there who would come here for higher and purer |) with the taste of that gentleman. In my estima- 
motives than money, had they the ability, and act |! tion, however, he is branding opprobrious epithets 
for that Territory. This gain to him in money |: upon the laws of this country—upon the action of 
was not thonght of when he came here, or thought |; this body, which he is not entitled to use. He is 
of by him when he was elected. He has given |! exercising an immunity beyond his right. I do 
evidence enough to the country, that he has a |i not know what right that gentleman has to say 
heart, and kind of gallantry about him—a love of |i that the members of this House, in giving their 
country, that would have induced him to have |! votes, place themselves iu a ridiculous attitude. 
acted oe n fhe wole matter, nad it been || I do not know what there is peculiar about this 
required at his hands, and he able to do so. It |) bill more than others, which should call for the 
seems to me that this ought to he satisfactory to li exercise of any such language, or justify any such 
us. This is the first time in the whole history of li liberties, by any member of this House. The 


measured off, and cut off, if perchance he were 
fancied to be alitide too long, and drawn out a | 
wrong. It looks to me, with duerespect for hon- 
orable gentlemen. and deference to the House, that i 
it ig iznominious—for we areall equals—we should | 
so-treat each other, and be treated. It is said, how- |; 
ever, in reference to my friend from Oregon, that | 


kindest regards, and that gentleman now standing 
in the attitude this one does? I haveseen too much 
of human nature—I cannot think so; no, sir. Did 
he belong to the same political church, make his 
devotions in the same temple of worship with us, 
where would we be then? [know full well where 


i 
j 
| 


| 
i 


all other members. This is the view I have of” 
the matter. 1 have felt so in other days—so have 
my opponents; 1 feel so now, and so do they. 
Look you, again, at this thing. Because he ac- 
cepted it under these circumstances, therefore he 
is to be held to it—heis so bound! There is no 
reason, no justice, no logic in aShylock-argument 
of that character, in my humble judgment. | 


| 
| 
| 


better it will be for the country; for this question is || 
one about which the public mind is particularly |; 
restive. Tt will be restive until we provide for ii, | 
and we should do it. But it is never to be done 
in this sideling sort of way. I ain for passing 
this bill for the purpose, if no other, of getting rid ` 
of this question at this time; for in the first place, |: 
we can only get rid of it by passing this bill; and -| 
I tell gentlemen here, whether they are political . 
friends of mine or opponents—and the gentleman ` 
for whose benefit this bill is introduced is no po- | 
litical friend of mine, and never has been—I tell 
gentlemen of all parties, if our object be economy i 
we will have to : 
or some other application in a different form, will | 
come up that will cause us more—ten times more 
peradventure—than is involved here. For this 
* character of legislation is wrong, 
law which exists now shoul 


d not be—cannot be | 


age transactions, and, as I stated, the country is 
all alive in reference to the matter, and it ought to 
be remedied. The country calls for it, and we |! s 
, should respond without delay. i 
pass this bill, for either this bill, l; remedied, however, in the form of the old law— 
: the legislation we now seek to remedy, but agera- | 
vates the difficulty, and we only make ourselves 
i ridiculous, it seems to me, with due defference, 
‘The mileage | when we attempt it. Let us wipe that out, and |! not heard g 

go zealously to work and remedy the whole evil |] 


the country, that we have had a law of the kind, i| vote may be right, or it may be wrong. J take it, 
which by this bill we seek to abrogate. It is well || where the question is so nearly balanced as it is 


(it has been so, for had it been otherwise, I cannot ‘| here, that there is some excuse for any gentleman 


be mistaken in supposing that we would have had || who shall give his vote, even if he does differ from 


ij all these difficulties every session of Congress |} some othér gentleman. It has been said here in 


since its enactment that we have now 
have, until this wrong is remedied. 

I know very well, as I have already indicated, 
ere are great outrages connected with these mil 


sand will || relation to this law, that it is placing this mileage 
f principle in an unjust position. I do not know 
| what injustice thereis about it. I have not heard 
one gentleman, who has undertaken to show that the 
|| pay given to this Delegate from Oregon was not an 
ii equivalent for the serviceshe renders here. Buy they 
ay he does not get as much as some other persons. 
|| Does that makeit unjust? The organic law of that 
i) Territory, which gave him aright to represent that 
: people here, fixes his compensation. He was 
i| elected under that law, and came here underthat 
i law. Is there anything unjust aboutthat? I have 

gentlemen explain what they mean by 
the injustice of the law. Everything was regular 


th 


It can never be 


1852. 


in reference to it. 
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as itis, Gentlemen say, that it isa discrimination | 
between this case and others. The case itsel 
makes the discrimination, and it is not the law 
which makes it. The law has only applied itsel 
to the case as it is. Allof us admit here, that 
there is a great inequality—an unreasonable in- 
equality in the compensation of members, growing | 
out of the mileage; and the further the individua 
is removed from the seatof Government, the greater 
is the inequality. That is the reason why the law 
has provided for this case of the Delegate of Ore- : 
gon. The distance being so great, it would be | 
monstrous that he should come under the same : 
rules fixing his mileage, as a member living within 
one or two hundred miles of the capital. I hold 
that there is no injustice, nothing wrong in it;and 
while gentlemen say the whole system 1s wrong, I 
say where is the propriety, when we have made ; 
one single advance, however small it may be, to- 

wards correcting an evil, in going back again to | 


i 


the point whence we started, for the purpose of |: 


making the evil still worse than it now is? , 
This House, T believe, did pass a bill at the last 
Congress, but it did not become a law—a bill dic- 
tated by the sense and judgment of the House, . 
and rendered necessary by the circumstances of 
the case—by which all the members of this House, 
whether Representatives of States or Delegates 
from Territories, living at the other side of the 
Rocky Mountains, were to receive no more than 
a certain compensation, and that was $2,500. It: 
was said, by the last Congress, that $2,500 was | 
suficient compensation for any gentleman living | 
the other side of the Rocky Mountains. It was | 
considered by the last Congress that $2,500 was 
sufficient compensation to the Delegate from Ore- , 
gon, whoever he might be. I donot think, under | 
the circumstances—knowing the circumstances 


under which Congress then acted—that that law |! 


is to be characterized by gentlemen here as being | 
ignominous. 


ff there is any further legislation necessary to `! 


place the Delegate from Oregon upon a footing 


with others, let us not go back and disturb this |! 
| this subject before and after their elections. 


law, which has made a commencement in the di- 
rection, which all say is the right one, but let us 
follow it up in other cases. 

Gentlemen seem to suppose, that upon the pas- i 
sage of this bill quiet will be restored upon this | 
subject of mileage. Why, it seems to me only a Í 
renewal of the agitation on the subject. The 
mileage of members of Congress has been the sub- 
ject of complaint and of severe remark, and al- 
ways will be while the inequality is kept up. ] 


believe it will not be any more easy matter to rec- || 
a 


oncile this whole subject after having placed this . 
back again, than if we were to start from this | 
point, if anything has been gained, and all seem | 
to admit that something has been. 

Gentlemen talk about the great expense of get- 
ting elected to Congress, and think that they 
ought, tnerefore, to have very large compensation. 
I do not know that we ought to listen to such ar- 
gumen that. It does not always follow—al- 
though it. may be the case at present—that the 
member or delegate who lives furthest from the 
seat of Government shouid, therefore, receive the 
largest compensation, as the one whose election | 
will cost him the most. It may be.so now, but it 
certainly is not so always, and therefore that con- 
sideration cannot be taken into account for the 
purpose of judging of the reasonableness of the - 
law, or the amount of the compensation. I do | 
not believe it is very good policy either, to foster 
the idea that we are, by means of compensation, 
to hold out inducements to persons who may be- : 
come candidates for election here to make use of 
very extraordinary means to obtain that election. 

Tam satisfied that the deliberate sense of this 
House has been expressed in the vote taken this | 
morning, and which it is now proposed to recon- | 
sider. T believe that a majority of the Honse have | 


te ne 
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arty vote, 


My be. Itis 
a question that never cun at different times affect 

arties in the same way. It may affect one po- 
itical organization favorably to-day and anpiliek 
to-morrow. 

Sir; l trust that after the discussion and delibera- 
afforded gentlemen to make up their minds thor- 
oughly, we shal] not now wheel about and change 
the result, merely because there may be, perhaps, 


with some individuals a disposition to find fault 
and cavil and complain of the result because they 


vorably. I trust the vote thus deliberately taken 
and recorded will be permitted to stand. 
Mr. HALL. I think this question has been 


previous question. 

[Loud eries of Oh, no!) 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the gendeman will with- 
draw that motion. 

Mr. HALL. If the gentleman from Georgia 
desires to make any remarks I will withdraw it. 

The demand for the previous question was then 
withdrawn. . 


Mr. TOOMBS. 


T wish to offer a few observa- 


up, [Mr. Firew,} and also to the gentleman from 


‘Indiana last up, (Mr. Parxer.| The friends of | 


this bill demand its passage upon the allegation 
that the existing law is unjust. That is the only 
[argument or the only statement which E have 
i heard made by them. I lay out of the account 
the argument of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
| Parxer,] that the bill ought to be passed in order 
to save the time of the House. A little more ex- 
perience in this House will show that gentleman 
that he is mistaken, and that the absence of dis- 
cussion here does not facilitate adjournments. 
The most harmless time which is spent by the 
House of Representatives, he will find, is that 
spent in discussion. 


consideration in this question. I lay out of the 


from Indiana, [Mr. I*rren,] against certain mem- 
bers of this House respect 


“may be true or not true as regards those gentle- 


‘omen, but it cannot affect this question at all. 


| Whether certain gentlemen took one course with 
reference to mileage before their elections and 
another after, does not show this law to be unjust, 
and it is for those who stand in that category to 
defend themselves. These are mere outside in- 
fluences that are 
i When the bill o 


That sum 


$2,500. 


H 


_ of the House went as high as 


was beyond the mileage paid to any member of |. 


this House, and Congress limited the mileage of 
the Delegate from Oregon to $2,500. It was not 
unjust then, unless it was inadequate; and its in- 
justice therefore must be based 
sively upon its inadequacy. 
that if there was injustice, the mju 
more than half the members of this House. 
sequently California was admitted into the Union, 
and the mileage of its Representatives was also 
limited by this House, but the limitation was re- 
jected by the other House; and the same was the 
case with respect to the Territory of Utah. 


tice was upon 


penses, it left sufficient salary. It left more salary 
than was given to two thirds of all the members 


thirds of the members of this House. 
then, is the injustice? Why, it seems to be based 


i 
I 
i 
| 
i 
(l 
1 
i 


three or four gentlemen in this House get more 
| by a different rule—that is, by the law of 1818. 
| Now, ail seem ta admit that the law of J818 works 


tion that has been had upon this subject on yester- | 
day and to-day yand the opportunity that has been | 


think it is going to affect one of their friends unfa- || 


sufficiently discussed, and [ therefore move the | 


tions in reply to the gentleman from Indiana first | 


I lay out of the account, also, | 
i the argument made by the gentleman upon the | 
i 
| 
| 


personal merits of the sitting member from Ore- į 
gon. I doubt not that they are as great as he rep- 


resents them to be, but that is not a legitimate i 
account the charges made by the other gentleman į 


y their course upon | 
Tei 


rought up to affect this question. |) 
uizing the Territory of Ore- |: 
i gon passed this House, the mileage of no member |; 


entirely and exclu- | 
I will demonstrate, ! 


Sub- | 


Well, the House fixed that limitation because i 
it believed that after the payment of traveling ex- | 


of this House, and I say that it does to-day; after | 
deducting traveling expenses, it leaves more salary |! 
now, out of this mileage, than is paid to two | 
Where, . 


upon the falacious idea that it is unjust because i 


Sl 


gentlemen 
are ask 
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wrong, 

But the injustice seems to be based on the idea 
that there are three or four members on this floor 
who receive more mileage than the Delegate from 
i Oregou. If his compensation is sufficient and just 
; of itself, is it unjust because you do not give him 
! what other members get, and what this House 
has repeatedly declared to be unjust? That is a 
most singular system of reasoning. 

Mr. STUART, (interposing.) Will the gen- 
tleman from Georgia allow me to say, that I find 
upon inquiry that one of the members from Texas 
receives between twenty-four and twenty-five hun- 
dred dollars, and the other three thousand dollars. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That very bill of limitation, 
limited all on this side of the Rocky Mountains to 
$1,500. If one of the members from Texas gets 
$3,000, you only state another case of grosser in- 
justice. That is all. Well, I do not see how you 
can remove injustice by multiplying unjust cases; 
yet that is what you propose to do. 

Mr. STUART, (interrupting.) My idea is, 
that the man who travels five hundred miles—the 
facilities being nearly alike—makes as much pro- 
portionate profit on his mileage, as the man who 
travels five thousand miles. Every member’s 
mileage is calculated on the principle of so many 
cents per mile. Now Lask the gentleman from 
Georgia, to show the House how this rule is right 
up to four hundred or a thousand miles, and be- 
comes so radicaily wrong when you get up to three 
or five thousand miles. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say that the principle is 
wrong; that it is not a correct principle. It is 
much more difficult to come to this House from the 
western partof ‘Texas, both in expense and phys- 
cal suffering and risk—if they are to enter into 
the consideration—than it is to come from San 
Francisco. Every gentleman knows that. It does 
‘i not depend entirely upon distance, but then, on 
account of the distances, and the expansion of the 
limits of the Republic, and the facilities for travel- 
ing in this country, the compensation having been 
i always more than sufficient to pay traveling ex- 
enses, it has become an important and material 
í item of salary. The House, therefore, said that 
: when a man could come from San Francisco for 
$300, and return for $300, he should only have 
$1,900 as salary. A great many members get no 
salary at all. In some cases, on account of the 
difficulty of traveling, it is only half of the mileage; 
in others it is not five percent. Itis a mistaken 
dea, that we can correct injustice by making the 
act of 1818 the rule, which is itself an unjust rule. 
There is the difficalty. 

Now if $2,500 is just compensation for a Dele- 
gate from the western coast of America, it is not 
unjust because there are two other gentlemen here 
from that portion of the Republic who receive 
$5,000, because that has heen repeatedly declared 
vy the House to be unjust and improper. compen- 
sation. Why is itunjust not to make another 
such case? ‘That is what you ask us to do. 

Mr. PARKER, of Indiana, (interrupting.) The 
gentleman has misstated my position—of course, 
unintentionally. The rule is unjust. It is just 
: that the gentleman from Georgia should receive 
: the mileage that he does now, because the rest of 
; us receive the mileage that we do. But if were- 
ceived the mileage that we ought to receive, his 
mileage would be unjust. The rule is wrong; and 
my objection to the special law in relation to the 
| Delegate from Oregon is this, that you have taken 
him from under the operation of the unjust rule 
and made special legislation in regard to him. We 
ought to legislate in regard to the whole, and not 
in regard to individual cases. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I agree with the gentleman. 
But the very fact that this case is the only one that 
has been taken out from under the unjust.rule, 
© makes it a just ease, and the gentleman therefore 
|, wishes to overturn the only just case. According 
+ to his argument, we must go backwards. Thai is 


| 
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progressing with a vengeance! Not having been 
able, on account of the conflict of interests in this 
House and elsewhere, to establish a rule of jus- 
tice, but only to do partial justice by taking this 
case from under the unjust rule, we must now 
reverse that partial justice and do universal wrong! 

Mr. PARKER, of Indiana, (interrupting.) 
Does the gentleman think it just that we should 
take the gentleman from Oregon, and make him 
an exception to the rule, whether just or unjust? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Jheld that an approximation 
to justice, or toa remedy for injustice, is right, 
whether it offends me or anybody else. This 
brings me to another portion of the remarks of 
the gentleman from Indiana. There. is a certain 
class of economists in this House which I have | 
observed for the last five or six years, who will 
favor any measure coming from whatever source, 
by which they can cut off wrong or extravagant 
expenditures. But there is another class who are 
always preaching economy—who are always 
ready to apply the rule of economy, and get eco- 
nomical. upon every case except the one before 
the House. They say, Why go over yonder and 
take that case—take any case—any bill except 
this one, and I will be with you. : 

Mr. FITCH. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupthim? I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia, if he did not vote for the Galphin claim? 

Mr. TOOMBS. =I did, sir, and I consider voting 
for just claims as one of the highest duties of a 
statesman, and I shall continue to vote for such 
claims as long as I hold a seat upon this Hoor. I 
would scorn that economy which withholds jus- 
tice from a public claimant on account of public 
clamor. 

Mr. FITCH. That is precisely what I am con- 
tending for. 1 do not want to make an unjust dis- 
crimination against the honorable gentleman from 
Oregon, even if the practiceis wrong. Let it apply 
to all alike. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Well, sir, this class of econo- 
mists are always ready to cover up their own in- 
iquities, their extravagance, and their blunders, 
by running down even just claims which the 
Government are bound to pay. That is a part of 
my experience here. They haveintimidated some, 
but they have not others, and they never will. 
These are the economists who, when they are can- 
didates for election, you cannot name a resolution 
for economy that they will not vote for. But when 
they come here, in this House, and any proposi- 
tion for retrenchment comes up, then they will say, 
this is a small matter; why trouble the House 
about such small matters, when there is so much 
worthy of prunning by the House? Theseare the 
economists who always preach economy, but never 
vote for a proposition for removing a matter of 
abuse, no matter how clear it may be. Now, I take 
it that the best place to begin this reform is in this 
House. Jt willarm us with a moral power to re- 
duce the already increased and constantly increas- 
ing expenses of this Government. Putit right here, 
and then you will beable to effect retrenchments in 
other branches of the Government, without the 
fear of the abuses in this House being brought up 
in judgment against you, in the hustings and else- 
where, That is the trouble about it. 

Now, in relation to this compensation, I am in 
favor of holding on to all we have got in the way 
of retrenchment, and of gaining all we can. I 
believe this maximum which has been established 
isa just one. It gives this Delegate a compen- 
sation which, in my judgment, is doing him bet- 
ter justice than is done to a majority of the mem- 
bers of this House. I am in favor of fixing the 
compensation of members upon a just ground. T 
believe a majority of gentlemen upon this floor 
regard it as too little. Ihave voted, and am ready 
to vote to incease it. But I desire that it shall be 
fixed upon just and equitable principles. That is 
my principle of economy. 1 am not for fixing 
the lowest salaries; but I believe this question 
ought to be fixed permanently by the House. I 
wish to increase these cases exceptional to the 
general rule, as the means of bringing about gen- | 
eral justice. You have got one case—keep it! 
It is not unjust. Itis not unfair. The compen- 
sation is enough. Bring down the others within 
the rule—one at a time, if you can—all at once, if 
you can; but stand by what you have gained, if 
you honestly intend to be economical in this 
matter. 
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Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. . I regret 


that this question was not brought before the 
House in its true shape; then we would under- 
stand how to vote upon it. 

I understand the question before us to be this: 


By the organic law of Oregon, passed several | 


years ago, that Territory became entitled to a Del- 
egate upon. this floor, who, upon coming here, 
was to receive the pay of a member, and for mile- 
age $2,500. Under that organic law, a gentle- 
man was appointed as.Governor of that Territory, 
and that gentleman was supposed to know that 
law. Iunderstand that he was the same gentle- 
man who now occupies a seat upon this floor as 
Delegate from that Weritiey, It has been insin- 
uated that he did not know of such a law. Now, 
that gentleman has acted as Governor of Oregon, 
and I do not suppose 

Mr. FITCH. ‘1 did not insinuate that the gen- 
tleman from Oregon did not know of such a law. 
I said the Delegate to the last Congress from that 
Territory (Mr. Thurston] came here under the 
same law, and yet received much more than 
$2,500; and f intimated that he might have justly 


supposed that some law had been adopted subse- |) 
quently making such provision as allowed a greater {| 


compensation than $2,500. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ah! Then he did not know 
what were the laws of his own Territory! He | 
did not know but the organic law had been 
changed! I cannot presume so much upon the | 
ignorance of the gentleman who represents that 
respectable portion of the country. I have no 
doubt that he came here knowing the law of his 
Territory, for he was bound to know it. He 
came here asa Delegate for $2,500 mileage. Now 
when he came here the first of December last, he 
was entitled to, and hada vested right to that mile- 
age, and the Government had a vested right to his 
services for that mileage and his pay. Here were 
two vested rights. He was entitled to it; and now 
do you want to give him more? Do you want to 
give agratuity to that Delegate? If you do, bring in 
a fair bill. Say it is enacted by this Congress that 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall make a gratu- 
ity to General Lane—lI believe that is his name— 
of $4,000. For what? Why the gentleman could 
not stand as well as Galphin did. For nothing— 
no pretence of services rendered. 

Mr. FITCH. Will the gentieman allow me a | 
moment, for ìt is the only way I can get the ear of 
the House? Whatservice did the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevexs] render this House 
or the country, while he was away for several 
weeks of the present session, in defending those 
who were engaged in a mob which destroyed the 
lives of our citizens? 

Mr. STEVENS. Thatisthe way such gentle- 
men argue! That is the way such statesmen an- 
swer arguments! God forbid that I should ever 
descend so low as to answer him! Sir, I am here, 
arguing a question of right, and I mean to argue 
it as honorably and statesmanlike as I can. I 
dare say that is the best the gentlemen can do with 
his side of the question, and I leave the House to 
judge how admirably he has succeeded. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

l was proceeding to say, that you have given 
General Lane, in this bill, a gratuity of $4,000, 
(I believe it is between $4,000 and $5,000, if I can 
calculateitright.) Well, sir, there isno person to 
whom I would more cheerfully make a present, if 
I were allowed by my duty to bestow the public 
money upon those who have not earned it—to-give 
the public money to those who have rendered no 
service for it. Ido not know of any one upon 
whom it would give me greater pleasure to bestow 
four or five thousand dollars of the money which | 
does not belong to us—for that is what we are 
doing—than to General Lane. Let us understand 
what we are doing. That gentleman has a vested 
right to the $2,500 mileage which the law allows 
him, and the Government has.a vested right to 
his service, and you propose to pay him this 
money out of the public Treasury for nothing but 
because he is a favorite, and a just favorite, of the | 
nation. For this, you propose to give him four or | 
five thousand dollars. And what excuse has his | 
friends for asking it for him? Why, that the gen- 
tleman from California, although he lives nearer to 


the seat of Government, receives more than he || 


does. I have nothing to say to this. They both’ 
came here under the existing laws, and they 


| the gentleman from San Francisco [Mr. Mar- 
|| SHALL] is-entitled, because you conceive that it is 
|! more than he earned in coming here? No, sir; it 
iis his vested right under the existing laws. But 
i just as little can you take honestly—no, I do not: 
; Say honestly, for every man. acts honestly—but 
;just.as consistently can you take two. thousand 
ff five hundred dollars from the mileage of the gen- 
: leman from California as you can add that amount 
to the mileage of the Delegate from Oregon. You 
i cannot do either. Each party is entitled to his 
| rights, and all beyond that is a gratuity. If the 
| gentleman from California chooses to bestow his 
{money upon the Government, he can do it; and if 
i the Government choose to bestow its money upon 
| General Lane, it can do it, but let it not be done 
iin the name of justice. 

| Why the gentlemanfrom Indiana, [Mr. Parker,} 
i| sitting behind, says this was so just a claim, that 
|i he believed if the recipient of it were a Whig, that 
| his Whig friends would vote for it. It is a poor 
| compliment to the party of which I understand 

| him to say he isa member. That, it seems, would 

constitute a principal merit in the case. I hope 
this insinuation is not just. I hope there are more 
honest men here than the gentleman;speaks of. 

When he has associated longer with us, and seen 

more of us, he will find out that there are more 
honest men in the Whig or Democratic side of the 
House than he supposes. I admit, that when we 
have a party question before the House, that we 
are apt to go to the very verge of our belief to 

sustain it. Is this a party question? Isa man to 
receive a gratuity of $4,000 because he belongs to 

this side of the House? Who would not be 

ashamed of himself, if he estimated his own con- 
duct as low as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

Parker] does his? Why, I have seen men upon 

all sides of the House, voting indiscriminately 

upon this question, some for and some against the 

bill; and they voted honestly. Some, I know, 

are so good-natfred that they cannot vote against 

a claim brought up by a friend; some vote against 

it because they think it is wrong; some for one 
reason, and some for another. Now, this is my 

view of it. Ido not look upon this as a party or 

personal question at all. And, in the name of 
conscience, how can it be sustained by such an 

argument as was advanced by the gentleman from 

Indiana? [Mr. Parxer.] I cannot understand 

that argument. I suppose it must be above my 

comprehension. What the personal character or 
conduct of any individual, who goes for or against 
this bill, has to do with the naked question, it is 
for others to understand, but not for ‘me. 

I rose, not to make a speech. I rose merely to 
express my views in relation to this bill; and I 
have said more than I intended. I will not meve 
to lay this motion to reconsider upon the table; 
but I wish somebody else would do it. I wish to 
see the matter disposed of, 

Mr. STUART. I wish to refer to a few con- 
siderations upon this subject, and at the same time 
[hope that every gentleman will understand that 
I do it with the utmost respect. This subject of 
mileage is one which has been talked about, not 
only a great deal, but which every gentleman who 
has listened to it will say, has been talked about 
very earnestly and very sensibly. There are con- 
| siderations connected with it which will, I appre- 
hend, present difficulties to the mind of any man, 
and he who thinks that he possesses the abilities 
to sit down and provide for this pay of members 
of Congress, and has the power to reach the diffi- 
culties surrounding the subject of compensation, 
has bestowed but little thought upon the subject. 
Why, sir, as to the argument which the gentleman 


i| from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] has just allu- 


ded to—and I know not with what propriety to- 
wards the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Panxer]— 
I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that I intend to recur to it with the utmost good 
feeling, and to use it not only as a respectful, but 
as a legitimate argument touching the compensa- 
tion of members of Congress. 

It is known to ali,that members of Congress 
who live within a convenient distance of this Cap- 
itol are in the constant habit of attending to their 
own personal business, be it professional, mechan- 
ical agricultural, commercial, mercantile, or what 
you please, They not only do it, but they do it 
| to pecuniary advantage. And while I would not 


are fairly entitled to what the laws allow them. 
Would you take the five thousand dollars to which 


allude to any particular case, and would not cer- 
tainly make a remark that would be construed into 
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anything disrespectful—for I speak. only that 
which we all know—I would say that members 
upon this floor have been in the constant habit of ; 
retiring to their respective places of business and 
attending to its duties. They are paid for it. It 
is a matter of pecuniary benefit at the time. And, 
sir, it is a matter of much importance to gentlemen 
engaged in certain kinds of business, inasmuch as 
it enables then to retain that business. A profes- 
sional man in the law, with a practice of two, three 
or four thousand dollars a year, if he lives at a 
distance from this Capitol, and is thus compelled | 
to lock up his office, loses his business. 
clients find counsel elsewhere, and when he has | 
finished his duties here, he will find that he has 
lost his business at home. If he resides ata point 
so near to this Capitol that he can at convenient 
seasons go home, keep up his duties, and retain 
his business, he makes no such sacrifice, pecuni- 


His | of equalization. If gentlemen desire to bring down 


| Evans] was notsincere; and I havealluded to these 
! things only for the purpose of showing that when 
gentlemen rise to talk here so flippantly about 
equalizing this whole thing, and satisfying every- 
body, they know but little about it. They would 
not want, if you were to believe them, more than 
fifteen or twenty minutes in the committee room 
to fix and arrange the whole matter. Sir, it would 
be found to be a work of much greater magnitude į 
than that. 

I repeat, I will go with any gentleman here, not | 
only in the work of retrenchment and reform, but 


nary capacity, I will never go with them. [like | 
the system of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss,] and I will supporta plan which shall pay 
members fairly and liberally; but I will go for 
equalizing the pay; and lask gentlemen of this 


arily, as that made by the member who lives at a 


distance too remote to enable him to superintend | 


his private affairs, i 

Mr. Speaker, avowed myself yesterday willing | 
to vote for any proposition which should be brought 
forward here, in good faith, for the purpose of 
equalizing, to a greater extent, the pay of the 
mémbers of this Elouse. lat the same time ex- 
pressed my distrust of the effect, practically, of 
any plan that had been suggested. F continue to ; 
avow that in good faith; and whatever may be said | 
in regard to other gentlemen, I trust that I may 
not be regarded as egotistical, when I say I am į 
willing to meet my constituents, and the world, 


upon any vote I give here, based upon my judg- |; 


ment, be it right or wrong. If I commitanerror, | 
I will make an avowal of it to my constituents, 
and to the world, and say I am wrong. God | 
knows I will never talk here for Buncombe, and 
to suit any particular subject. Never. Nor do I 
believe that other gentlemen are disposed to do it. 
I think there is a great deal more talk about this 
subject, than there isreality. It is an honest, fair 
difference of opinion. As to the*pay of members 
by the mile, I was anxious to hear the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] upon that subject. 
Members of Congress are paid so many cents per 
mile by the existing law. There are gentlemen 
living in Hlinois,in Wisconsin, in Iowa, in Texas, 
in Missouri, in Arkansas, and in many of those 
distant States, who receive what would be called 
a large amount of mileage. When you speak of 
$1,500, $2,000, or $3,000 as mileage, it is a large į 
sum, and more than any man ought to receive. 
But that is not the question at all. Is the principle 
upon which members are paid right or wrong? If 
it is wrong, do not select the Delegate from the re- | 
mote Territory of Oregon, as the victim, upon 
whom to commence this operation of retrench- į 
ment and reform. If it is wrong, apply the reform 
to every member of Congress—go to the founda- 
tion of the evil, and cutit up root and branch. 
Equalize the per diem and mileage. If you cannot 
do it thoroughly, do it asnearly as you can. But: 
I know of no rule of ethics, which makes it right 
to pay one man who comes five hundred miles ; 
forty cents a mile, and wrong to pay another at 
the same rate, who comes five thousand miles. 
While upon this subject, allow me to correct a 
misapprehension which I was led into by an in- 
quiry at the office of the Sergeant at-Arms. I. 
made an inquiry and a remark that the member 
from Texas received $3,000. I was misunderstood 
in my inquiry, and they answered me in miles, 
instead of dollars. I believe the largest amount į 
of mileage received by the gentleman coming | 
from the western part of that State, is $2,400. 
That is a large sum of money in the eyes of many 
men. Thegentleman who comes from Maryland, į 


House, inthe mean time, and until we shall get up į 
a law which shall affect the whole of us, and oper- ; 
ate with uniformity—at least that shall profess so į 
to act—with what propriety do we continue this 
distinction against the Delegate from Oregon? ; 
Whenever a general law is introduced, he will be 
affected by it. 

Now, in regard to the argument of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stevens.] Hesays | 
there is a contract between the Government of the 
United States and the Representatives upon this 
floor. A contract that the Government shall pay 
the Delegate from Oregon according to the exist- 
ing law, and that he shall receive such pay and be 
contented with it. 
vested rights. Now, that is going a little further 
with the doctrine of contracts and vested rights 
than anything 1 ever heard of before—a contract į 
that the services shall be given for a consideration ! 
Then does the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
| Srrvens,] and do gentlemen from Maryland, New 
| York, Virginia, Massachusetts, and the surround- | 
ing States, carry out that contract in good faith | 
when they go home and attend to their personal 
business, and draw their per diem here? Itis an 
infringement of the contract; and if you are to 
carry it out, it would authorize the Government 
to declare that contract at an end, and such mem- 
bers would be without a seat upon this floor, Sir, 
lunderstand that the representative owes his duty 
to his constituents, and that it is a question to be 
settled between him and them, whether he does 
his duties, and is upon this floor a length of time 
sufficient to discharge those duties to the best in- | 


him answer it to his own conscience, and upon 
his honor, and to them. He is liable and amena- 
ble to nobody else. 

This mileage was placed originally, as I under- | 
stand, upon the basis that the Capitol should he | 
here. It was regarded as worth something to this 
country to have it here—worth something to this 
locality and the surrounding States; and gentle- | 
men who travel to it, were to be paid so many ! 
cents per mile for travel, regardless of the distance. 


improvements and facilities in traveling, this sys- 
tem has become wrong, I repeat, lay the axe at 
the root of the tree; correct the evil atits very basis: 


insist upon a discrimination which affects only one 
member upon this floor. But itis said, that it has 
| peculiar force, because it is found in the organic 

law of the Oregon Territory. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
those of us who had seats upon this floor at the | 


(Mr. Evans,]| thinks that the aggregate mileage 
paid to all the members should be divided equally 
amongst them. He does not propose to reduce 
the sum which the Government pays for mileage, 
but to divide it up equally among the members. 
That is the idea of equality entertained upon the ; 
part of some members here; and | think it would | 
astonish the people quite as much as the principle 
that exists now. It would be difficult to deter- 
‘mine that the member coming from Maryland, 
and coming in two hours, should receive an equal 
amount of mileage as the Delegate who comes 
from Oregon, a distance of five thousand miles, | 
over a country inhabited by hostile Indians and | 
wild beasts. But Iam charitable enough to be- | 
lieve that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. | 


sand, eight hundred, or ten thousand dollars. 
Such was the feeling of Congress upon that occa- i 
sions such was the feeling of the country, and the ; 
general demand for the organization for Oregon Ter- 
ritory, that the question of the compensation of | 
the Delegate was not cénsidered for one moment. | 
You might have named any number of dollars, 

and it would have been adopted with equal facility 

and with the same number of votes. The great | 
question of organizing that Territory swallowed 
up all others. 


myself against that restriction at that time. I} 


could get an opportunity to do so; but, at the; 
same time, I felt as others did, that the question 


the pay of members to a grade too low for ordi- i 


The gentleman also speaks of |! 


terests of his constituents and the country. Let jj 


If, in the process of time, and the progress of |! 


let it affect every member here alike; but do not |! 


time when that act became a law, will agree with it 
me, that we would have voted for it, with any pro- |! 
vision that could have been made in regard to the } 
payment of the Delegate, if it had been one thou- |! 


There were men in this House | 
who felt opposed to, and I, for one, expressed || 


4 
| 

avowed my determination to vote against it if I i 
1 


ef organizing that territory was a paramount one. 
Because such were the emergencies of that day, 
| does it constitute any reason for now continuing a 
| thing that was wrong in itself? Why, sir, it will 
| never do to consider this question of mileage ab- 
| stractly—the thing is right or wrong comparative- 
ily. You may say that $2,500 is enough for one 
‘man to receive for traveling expenses, and let it 
be so; but graduate other men’s rights according- 
ly. Let every man stand or fall upon the same 
principle. Ido not see how the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Toomss]—and I concede as much 
| ability to him as any man—has answered my ques- 
tion. But does this principle operate so rightfully 
when it amounts to a thousand or fifteen hundred 
; dollars, and absolutely wrong when it gets up to 
! three or four thousand dollars. I consider this 
not only an invidious distinction, but as one be- 
neath the dignity of this House and the Govern- 
i ment. I am not amongst the number of gentle- 
| men who believe this Government should he felt 
i only in its power; it should be felt in its mercy, 
in its generosity, in its magnanimity, and in its 
i justice. I believe, with the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Woopwarp,] that there is too 
much clamor upon this subject, and that we at 
times area little too much afraid of maintaining 
our own dignity, for fear we shall not be sent here 
to maintain itat all, Thereis reason, as he says, 
why a member of Congress should be paid enough 
| to induce him to stay here in the discharge of his 
duties, instead of asking for a clerkship of a third 
! or fourth rate in the Departments. 

| Mr. SACKETT. Iwill make a statement, if 
| the gentleman will permit me, with a view of ask- 
| ing a question, and it is this: A Congress ordina- 
| rily sits about twelve months. The fifteen months 
from the 1st of December of the first session to the 
end of the next in March, which would give a per 
diem compensation of $2,920. Theaverage distance 
| of travel is about six hundred mileg; taking the 
i whole Congress together, making $1,120 for travel 
at both sessions, which would give, as the entire 
compensation of members upon an average, 
$4,040 for the whole Congress. The Delegate 
| from Oregon, allowing that he does not return du- 
ring the sessions, which is fair, would make him 
chargeable with three months’ additional service, 
and a month’s additional service for the additional 
time in traveling, over the other members, which 
would make his entire service for the two ses- 
sions just about seventeen months, and his com- 
pensation at the present rate fixed by law—if I 
am correct as to his being allowed $2,500 for each 
session—$7,920; while the average of the other 
members for thirteen months’ services is $4,040. 
Thus the excess of that Delegate’s compensation 
over that of the other members is $3,880, Ibe- 
lieve this statement is substantially correct. 

Mr. STUART. I do notsee how any of these 
arguments affect the question at all. Ihave not 
contended for a moment that the present law reg- 
ulating the pay of members of Congress operates 
equally. I concede, and concede cheerfully, that 
i it operates very unequally I have contended, and 


| I intend to, that it is now based upon a well- 
' ascertained principle, that itis eight dollars per day 
i and so many cents per mile for traveling expen- 
ces; and there is no reason why you should dis- 
Iriminate against one man and not against another. 
I have said, if the system is wrong remodel it; but 
do not apply it to any one man when it has no 
application to another. Let us begin so that it 
will affect us all equally; and I will go with him 
who goes furthest and most zealously. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
i commencement of this discussion | have listened, 
| being silent myself. I have voted for this bill in 
| every stage of its progress, and I have heard noth- 
| ing from any gentleman upon this floor tending to 
convince me that I have done wrong in thus vo- 
iting. Now, the only argument l have heard 
| which it seems to me is entitled to the character of 
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the gentleman, |} 


i 


such a rule as this? And now take $2,500, as a 


just compensation. for traveling from Oregon to || 
J p iz] D 


this country. I ask the honorable gentleman if | 
he would be willing to travel there for it? I say, 
sir, humble as I am, and humble as I value my 
own services, if I had no motive of my own, no | 
desire for pleasure, I would not be willing to | 
take that trip for $2,500, and I presume the gen- 
tleman would not himself. What were the facts 
of the case in reference to the predecessor of the 
rentieman who now oT the position of 
Delegate trom Oregon? Ele told us, I believe, 
that it cost him $1,200 to come from Oregon here 
for his actual expenses. By an accident to which 


every one who travels upon that dangerous route || 


is liable, he lost $1,200—that made $2,400 his ac- 
tual expenses. And in going back he took the 
Isthmus route, contracted a fever, and lost his life, 
That is one of the contingencies; and now I think | 
the honorable gentleman from Georgia will admit, | 
that in placing $2,500 as a fair estimate for trav- | 
eling from California here and back again, he has | 
taken an arbitrary estimate. I should like to | 
know upon what principle he bases it—whether | 
he bases it upon the compensation which he would 
give toa man m a particular station in life? The 
lowest station would be willing to travel for half 
that amount, provided it would pay his expenses, | 
and leave him $10 a month beyond; or whether he 
placed it upon the compensation which he himself 
would charge—a rentleman whose service at home 
is worth double or treble this money ? I think there | 
is something arbitrary in his mode of getting at 
this estimate of $2,500 as a fair compensation. j 

Mr. TOOMBS. Hthegentlemen willaliow me | 
a moment, 1 would put the services of every mem- | 
ber of the House upon an equal footing, after de- 
ducting the traveling expenses. My rule is, that i 
one member is not worth more than any other | 
member, no matter what his qualifications may be | 
in the House. 

Mr. STANTON. 1] do not pretend to say tha 
it is just, but Ido net deem that it is less unjustin | 


the case of California members than itis in thel 


case of the gentleman from.Oregon. I say thatit; 
operates unequally; and Lam ready and williug to 

go with the gentleman from Georgia te equalize ity 

but at the same time [ do not admit the premises 

upon whieh he basis his calculation: and yo long 

as the law exists as it does for the great mass of 
members, we ought to proceed by general laws, ; 
and not make special ones to the injury of particu- 
Jar individuals upon the floor. I say thatis a 
greater departure from justice, upon every prin- 
ciple of right and law as settled in most of the 
States of the Union, which have in their constitu- 
tions, I believe, provided that all the Jaws shall 
he general—than any inequal 
der the operation of the present law. Before I sit. 
down 1 must be permitted to say, that I listened - 
with great interest and great pleasure to the re- | 
marks of the gentleman feom South Caro 


Woorwaro,} t 


lina {Mr. | 
te other day, in reference to the ; 


i 
i 
| 
1 
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| this case there is another point which strikes me 
: What has been the action of Congress with re- 
ity which exists un- || gard to this question? When the Oregon ter- 
ritorial bill was passed, there was a feature in it | 
! limiting the mileage to $2,560. What was the |; 
| action of Congress immediately after the passage 


of Oregon. 
‘appointment of General Laxe as Governor, and 


to relieve that Territory than all the other appli- 


General Lane was appointed Governor of Oregon. 
He went to Fort Leavenworth, where there was 


gon. As the captain was not ready, General Lany, 
with his usual promptitude and energy, tuok twen- 
ty men and passed through the wilds. When he 
| came to the Frémont Pass, his guide left him and 
| he would wait for no other. His own instinct 
Jed him; and he passed into Oregon, visited sixty 
tribes of Indians, made peace with them, and re- 
ceived no compensation for it. When, in times 

ast, Governors have received compensation, both 
in the way of their salaries and for arranging In- 
dian treaties, he has never demanded anything 
from the Government for such services. 
labored there and has redeemed that Territory. 
He stands here to-day as its Delegate,and yet the 
representatives of a free people—men who profess 
to entertain high-toned feelings and sentiments— 
men who say their honor lives and dashes through 
their veins—have been found here ready to count 
the dollars and cents upon him. Shameful! The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] argues 
this point upon the ground of adequacy. Heasks, 
is it inadequate—is the pay sufficient?» Why, I 


by way of illustration, the case of the gentleman 


1 will bring it home to the gentleman. He comes 
to Washington upon an air-line railroad at forty 
cents a mile; while the gentleman from Oregon 
passes through a wilderness, depending alone upon 
his rifle for subsistence, and he is to be paid ten 
cents a mile. He is to be cut down. If the gen- 
tleman from Georgia (Mr. Toomes} intends to 
make the point of inadequacy, as to the actual ex- 
| pense which is incurred in bringing him to. Wash- 
| ington, I ask him if he cannot go from his own 
home to Washington for $30? Leame here for 
$50, and I have received $906. The gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] comes here for $30, 
and receives over $600. I 
enerously, if itis to operate fairly, i ask him to 
ome up first and make a sacrifice of himself be- 


i 


> 
E 


tore he offers up the Delegate from Oregon as a 


| sacrifice. Let the principle be carried out; apply 
! it to yourself: do not hug your sweet $600 tò your 
i bosom. fam willing to to-day to vote for a bill 


i: to square this mileage down to the actual expense. ; 


an 
ar 


:{ am unwilling to takë this one isolated case 
to make a sacrifice. The gentleman from Georgia 


may do it. scorn to do it. ‘In ihe history o 


Ne 


: of that bi Who was the former Delegate from 
i Oregon? Mr. Thurston. Did he receive $2,500? 


trace it to the present hour, and he has done more | 


ances of Government that have been extended to it.: 


to be a company to escort him to the wilds of Ore- | 


He has į 


take the ground that it is insufficient. I will take, | 


himself, and apply it to the Delegate from Oregon. į 


if this rule is to operate | 


| 


|; Oregon, an on b i 
the Delegate who preceded him? Is this House 
ready to say that Mr. Thurston; for his serviceand 
labor, shail receive $3,400 mileage, and that the 
present Delegate from Oregon is only entitled to 
$2,500? Is it applicable to the:present Delegate? 
No; but the favoritism has been showered upon the 
Delegate who preceded him. There is one case 
| of injustice. If the gentleman from Georgia wants 
a case of injustice, that injustice is in this, that you 
pay å Delegate preceding General Lanz $3,400, 
while you refuse to pay him the e umount. 
i Is there no injustice in that? If there is justice 
i there, I will bow to the gentleman and acknowl- 
edge it. I only wish to make my Sppoaition 
i known upon this question. I vote for it, because 
itis right. I only wish to explain why I shall 
vote for it. Ifitis the purpose of the House to 
cut down the mileage of the Delegate from Or- 
egon to the actual ex enditure incurred, I am wil- 
ling to do it, provided they permit the principle to 
diffuse itself and apply to all others. If they say 
I shall receive only the actual expense of traveling 
from my residence to the Capitol, and let each 
member go to the Sergeant-at-Arms and make a 
statement under oath as to his actual expenses, 
and let that ke his mileage, I am willing it should 
beso. Iam unwilling that we should take the 
mileage we do ourselves, and fall upon one poor 

Delegate and tear him to pieces. m 
Mr. ORR. I had not intended to have partici- 
ated in the debate; but as some consequence has 
een attached to it by the length of time in which 
the House has been engaged upon it, 1 feel it due 
to myself to state the reasons why I have voted 
| continuously for this bill from the beginning, and 
against all the rhotions made to send it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, or 
to recommit it. I do not pretend to argue as to 
| the justice or injustice of the present system by 
which members of Congress are paid a compensa- 
l! tion. Ido not think the present system of mile- 
| age is correct, The reason why I vote for this 
particular bill is, that I am in favor of meting out 
to the Delegate from Oregon the same justice ex- 
actly that is meted out to other members, whether 

i it be just or unjust. I want him to be squared b 
the same rule by which other members are squared. 
| I think, though, that this whole debate has origin- 
ated in a misapprehension and misconstruction of 
the law -which was passed the 20th of September, 
1850, by the Committee on Mileage. T think, if 
the proper construction had been given to that 
law, this debate would not have originated, and 
this bill would not have been introduced into the 
House. The act passed upon the 20th of Sep- 
| tember, to provide for deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the pay of the mileage of members of the 

| House, has a proviso attached to it, which reads: 

«í Provided, That the mileage of Senators and Represent- 
atives from California, and the Delegate.from Oregon, be 
computed according to the most usually traveled route 
within the limits of the United States, and the per diem of 
said Senators and Representatives for this session shall com- 
mence from the day on which the constitution of Califor- 
nia,” &e. 

The restriction in the latter part of the proviso, 
which speaks of this session, evidently conveys to 
the mind the impression that the first part of the 
proviso was intended to be a general law; and I 
: think I can appeal to such members of this House 
as were members of the last, that it was the in- 
tention of Congress in passing the law, that there 
should be a fixed and permanent mode adopted for 
ascertaining the mileage to the California and Ore- 
gon members. 

Mr. FITCH, (Gnterrupting.) The gentleman 
from South Carolina has referred to the provision 
in the deficiency bill of the first session of the 
last Congress, as one designed to operate pro- 
spectively. I do not recollect, of course, what 
was the imtention, if there was any expressed; 
but I know that the same provision was before 
the Committee on Mileage during the second ses- 
| sion of the last Congress. That committee, with 
: scarcely a dissenting voice, decided that the pro- 
| vision was one ‘temporary in its effect, which had 
i expired with the fiscal year that gave birth to the 
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however, they computed the mileage of the repre- 
sentatives from California by the overland route. 
The gentlemen who were then the Representa- 
tives of that State took exception to this compu- 
tation, and they procured the advice of a gentle- 
man, whose legal attainments I believe are second 
to these of few in the nation; they obtained a 
written opinion from him, and with that opinion 
went to the Presiding Officer of the House. By 


his advice—I will not say instructions—but by | 


his advice, which the committee deemed worthy 
of all respect, the committee rescinded its own 
previous resolution, and permitted those gentle- 
men to draw their mileage, under the law of 1818, 
by the Isthmus route. 

Mr. ORR. I know that was the construction 
given by the Committee on Mileage at the last 
session, and algo the construction of the present 
committee. 
the reading of the act, that that construction of 
ihe act is incorrect, and that not only is the Dele- 
gate from Oregon entitled to his mileage over the 
overland route to Oregon, but that the members 
and Senators from California are not entitled to 
charge by the Isthmus route, but that they are 
restricted by this act to charge for the same route 
as that traveled by the Delegate from Oregon. 

Weil, it is said that this proviso expired with 
the bill, at the end of the fiscal year, on the 30th 
of last June. Now, let me call the attention of 
members to this fact, that at the last session of 
Congress, there was attached to the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill a proviso which pro- 
vided that bounty land warrants should not be 
located upon any lands but those that were sur- 
veyed at that time; and what was the construction 
given to that? Tt was in the general appropriation 
bill; and if the construction contended for by the 
Committee on Mileage is correct, it expires also 
upon the 30th of June next, and all the noise 
which we have heard in this Hall in favor of repeal- 
ing that proviso, which it was said had crept 
clandestinely into the bill, has been unnecessary, 
inasmuch as it will expire with the bill in which 
it was incorporated. But it is a mistake. ‘There 
are very many permanent laws that are incorpo- 
rated as sections into our general appropriation bills. 
Itis very often the case that things get into the ap- 
propriation bills that ought not to be there. E be- 
lev: the rules of the House require that no appro- 
priation shall be incorporated into a general appro- 
priation bill, unless a prior existing law provides 
forit. But weall know that clauses creep into 
the appropriation bills that are notin striet con- 
formity with therules. J am not sure that offices 
have vot been created by clauses in general appro- 
priation bills, and it has never been contended be- 
fore that those offices expired with the expiration 
of the year for which the bill made appropriations. 

It is suggested to me that the law abolishing 
flogging in the Navy was also put into a general 
appropriation bil, Is tke construction to be put 
upon that, that it expired with the fiscal year for 
which the appropriations were made? Not at all. 
ft is considered now as one of the general, bind- 
ing laws of the land, aud is so construed by the 
whole Navy. And it is the same with reference 
to this bill. : 

There ix some authority upon this subject. I 
hold in my hand a report made by a committee of 


tnt 
iss 


I take it for granted, however, from || P : h : 
i found, that that proviso comes in in precisely the 


same way that the proviso comes in in this de- | 


the Senate, to whom this subject was referred in | 


March, 1851. Mr. Cooper, from that committee, 
reported : 

“phat they have carefully considered the provisions of 
the aforesaid act, and are of opinion that so much of the 

me as provides ‘that the mileage of the Senators and 
Representatives from California, and the Delegate from 
Oregon, be computed and paid according to the st usual 
traveling route within the limits of the United States,’ ts 
permanent; and that the mileage of the Senators from the 
State of California, should be ascertained and paid in pur- 
suance af this provision. ’? 


‘That, l apprehend, is the right construction. 


tion of the art. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (interrapting. 
I think, that upon the very face of this act, the 
construction contended for by the gentleman from 
South Carolina cannot be maintained. 
vision in the deficiency bill is to this effect: 

“ Provided, Thatthe mileage of the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives from California, and the Delegate from Oregon, 
be computed according to the most usual traveling route 


Ty ie! 


within the limits ofthe United States; and the per diem of j! patent granted to 


The pro- ir 


i shall be entitled to recenve eight dolla 


asun t 


commence from the day on which the constitution of Cali- ;: 
fornia was first communicated to the two Houses of Con- || 


gress, respectively.” 


proviso certainly cannot, by any sort of construc- 
tion, be made to extend to others. If it had said 


the mileage shall hereafter be computed by such a | 
route, there might be some reason for the con- | 


struction, but it is a proviso that the mileage pro- 


such a route. 


Mr. ORR. [had marked a clause in the civil 


and diplomatic appropriation bill of the last ses- | Noct, Wiley C. Burton, and Amos S. Wells, administrator 


| sion to which I wished to refer, but I cannot now |: 


lay my hand upon it. 1t was, however, the clause 
to which 1 
except those surveyed at the time the bill was 
passed. By looking at the phrascology it will be 


ficiency bill. ‘ . 
But the point to which [called the attention of 
the House when I first rose, and which fdo not 


think the gentleman from Tennessee has answered, | 


was this: After providing that the rate of mileage 
shall be ascertained in a particular way, the law 
then says, that the per diem for this session, and so 
forth, owne that it was evidently the intention 
of the Jaw-makers to restrict the latter clause of 
the proviso, and that the first clause of the proviso 
was to be general in its operation. 

if I am correct in the construction which I have 
given to this act, then the Committee on Mileage 
should have ascertained the mileage due to the 
Delegate from the Territory of Oregon according 
to the terms of this act, and that is by the overland 


route; and they should have ascertained the mile- | 


age due tw the Representatives from California 
xecording to the same route. And if the House 
should coneur with me, that the construction which 
Į give to this act is the true construction, aad that 
it is a permanent and not a temporary provision, 
then a simple resolution of the House so constru- 
iag the law, is all that wijl he nece ry, and di- 


t 
recting the conmittee to reverse the decision made | 


in its construction, 


Mr. HENDRICKS. On yesterday 1 was in- 


quired of by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Woopwarp,] whether the general law 
of 1k18did not limit the mileage of members to the 
amount of their per diem, / 


T wil now reul the section of 
the law. h follows: 

l wind be it further cnceted, hatat every 
ct 
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of Congre 
bundred and 
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of Congress, at the conmaencement 
ton and meetin a 
ried, to be duc 
And in ease Ruy repr 
H be, detained by 


assign of Congres! 


attended, or shall a 
shall a 
the estimated d 
of residence t 
and end ore 
suns for taycl already per 
the time of passing this act. 
tive or delegat: has been 
s, au his journey to o 


thd payable at 
septa- 


or, 
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ceeding 


end of one session tu the time of his 
other? 
Mr. 5S 


to adjourn > 


Mr. HENDRICKS. f have onl few 


jay for an adjournment. 
Ygries of Go on!” and “Oh, po 7j 
F 
E 


: Michigan. 


Perhaps that construction has been reversed by | 
the Senate, but I think itis the correct construc- | 


On motion by Mr. QPUART, 
‘The House adjourned until to-morrow. 


PETITIONS, ke. 

The following petitions, memorials, Re., were pre 
under the rule, and referred to tue appropriate comi 
By Mr. WALLACE: The pe 


ry service rendered the United States in the war 


Mi. McLANATIAN: A memorial fron 
ivaiia, remoustrating against the ren 


A 


ot 


said Senators and Representatives for thie session shall |} improvements in reaction water-wheels. 


> 1 have already adverted, providing that |: 
land warrants shall not be lecated upon any lands | 


t that time, f siated ! 
very confidently that no such provision was te he | 
‘found in that law. 


2 Spenker of the ionse of j 


bt doltays for every ° 
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tition of Whitemarsh B. : 
brook, Joseph Whaley, and others, praying payment © 


n citizens of 
ihe | 
and Zebulon Parker for alleged 


l be, usable to attend | 
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marks to make, but L have na objection to give i 
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U hago, 


By Mr. EDGERTON: Petitions of citizens of Henry 
county, Okio, for an amendment of the bounty land law of 


1650. 
t applies to that appropriation alone, and the , 


Also, the memorial of assistant marshals of Alien and 
Shelby counties, Ohio, asking additional compensation for 
taking the census. 

By Mr. SCHOONMAKER: The petition of Sarah Gard- 
iner, mother of Captain J. R. D. Gardiner, deceased, for 
bounty Jand and a pension. š 

Also, the petition of Enos Mallory, of New York, for a 


MILLSON: The petition of citizens of Nor- 
ng the establishment of a post route from Mat- 
to Norfolk, via East river. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: 'The memorials of Coleman 


a > : ls s i pension. 
vided for in this deficiency bill shall be computed by | 
i, folk, pr 
i thews Court-Hous: 


By Mr 


of the estate of Joseph Herin, deceased, of the State. of in- 
diana, praying additional compensation for their services as 


d nt mar; in taking the Seventh Consus, 
Ry Mr. BIU : The petition of Washington Bastian 
and 388 others, citizens of the United States, asking Con- 


the renewal of the patent of MeCormick’s 


er. 

so, the memorial of the Janesville County Agricultural 
Society, asking Congress to establish anational Agricultural 
Bureau. 

Also, a memorial from the mayor, United States marshal, 
and authorities of the city of Milwaukie, recommending the 
General Government to build at certain points the safety 
anchorage, as exhibited by Colonel Sherbarn. 

Also, the memorial of John H. Sherbarn, presenting the 
same subject for the consideration of Congress. 

By Mr. WELCH : The petition of John ©. Holcomb and 
Edward T. Holcomb, asking an increase of compensation 
for services as assistant marshals in taking the census. 

By Mr. HENN: The petition of George W. Crawford 
and 30 others, citizens of Henry county, fowa, asking a 


; grant of land to aid in the construction of a railroad from 


Burlington, via Mount Pleasant, Fairfield and Ottumwa, 
to the Missouri river. 


\ The petition of fohn Dunning, assistant 
hal of Porter county, Indiana, asking additional com- 


i pensation. 


r CONGER: fhe petition of Richard Butler and 
n favor of establishing a post route along the plank 
om Mt. Clemens, in Macomb county, Michigan, by 
way of Romeo, to Almont, in Lapeer county, in said State. 

a the petition of E. P. Hastings, asking for compen- 
as pension agent fram 3836 to 1246. 

By Mr. BABCOCK : The petition of the Mayor, Board 
of Trade, aud othe izens of Oswego, asking Govern- 
men to build a sty anchorage in the harbor of Oswego, as 
exhibited to them by Colonel Sherburn. 

Also, petiton of citizens of Oswego county, New York, 
praying a change in the bounty Jand law of 1850. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of John A. Poor, 
td. Huntin, and A. G. Chandler, executive commit- 
in behalf of the State of Maine, and members of the 
eorporution of the European and North American Railway, 
for aid to said work. 

Also, the renoustrance of A, M. Roberts and others, mer- 
chants, ship-owners, and insurers of Bangor, Maine, against 
the repeal ofan + Act for the reductionof the costs and ex- 
penditures jp admirality against ships and vessels, passed 
Marcel 4, S47. 

by Mr. FLORENCE: Tue memorial of Johu R. Bond, 
praving compensation tor his services as acting purser. 

By Mr. PRIC The memorial of Roswell L, Colt, gov- 
erpor of the Sockiy for es bing useful Manufactu 
Charles Dantor Daniel How, C. 8. Van Wagoner, 
id. C. Col, R B. Chiswell, D. K. Allen, and oo 
others, cit oF Paterson, New Jersey, interested in the 
silk trade of the United States, represent, that the present 
uwit on raw silk is destructive to the interests of a large 
class of American citizens, and desire a total repeal of the 
duty on ruw siik, aud foiatke a clear discrinvination be 
tween it and on erticle faradvaneed jn its progress ofinan 
ufaeture. 

By Mr. DOTY: A resolation of the Legislature of Wis. 
a to the milita servation at Fort Winne- 


Board of Supervisors of the 
a grant to the State of Wis- 
tion at Fort Winmebago, in 
enat und Wiscousin rivers. 
JOUNSON, of ‘Ponneseee: The petition and 
ov Samuck BMgrelock, praying Congress to 

son the roll of invalid pensions. 5 
E, of Ohio: The memorial of the as- 
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iou for services in taking the census, &e, 
trom @itizcus of roll and Tuscarawas counties, 
it route from Carroliton to Zoar, Ohio. 
Also, from e 
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THE CONGRESSIONA 


IN SENATE. 
Wepwespay, February 18, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrurton F. Morean. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


A message from the President of the United 
States was received by Mr. M. P. Firimore, his 
Secretary, transmitting to Congress a letter ad- 
dressed to the Secretary of State by the Commis- 
sioner of the United States under the convention 
with Brazil, setting forth the obstacles which 
have impeded the conclusion of the business of 
that commission; which was read, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. WADE presented the memorial of J. H. 
Kikendall, an assistant marshal for taking the 
Seventh Census in Ohio, praying additional com- 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of in- 
habitants of St. Lawrence county, New York, 
praying the construction of ship canals around 
the Falls of Niagara, and Sault Ste. Marie; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Clem- 
ent, Charles L. Mass, and William K. Caton, 
praying remuneration for being deprived, under 
an Indian treaty, of certain land upon which 
they were digging gold; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Also, a petition of citizens of New York, pray- | 
ing that a pension may be allowed Daniel Doland, į 
for injuries received in the late war with Mexico; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOWNS presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Louisiana in favor of a donation 
of the military reserve at Fort Jesup to the State, 
for the purpose of establishing a seminary of Jearn- | 
ing thereon; which was referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. | 

Mr. CLEMENS presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Alabama, asking an appropriation 
of land to establish a lunatic asylum, and for the : 
education of the blind and the deaf and dumb; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Public | 
Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Alaba- 
ma, asking a grant of land to equalize the value 
of the sixteenth sections in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Alaba- 
ma, asking an extension of the time for making 
selections of school lands; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


| 


Ordered, ‘That the memorial of the children of Joseph 


|) Bradiey, deceased, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 


the Committee on Pensions. , 


On motion by Mr. BADGER, it was 


Ordered, That David ‘Taylor have leave to withdraw his 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill to authorize 
the State of Wisconsin to select the residue of the 
lands to which that State is entitled under the act 
of 8th August, 1846, to aid in the improvement of 
the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 


coneurrence therewith, it was ordered that the 
Committee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the subject. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Johnson K. Rogers, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a joint reso- 
lution for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Corde- 
rey; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Ter- 
| ritories, reported a bill for the benefit of the Ter- 
| vitory of Minnesota; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. j 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 


i| merce, to which was referred the petition of Noah 


Miller, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Noah 
Miller, of Lincolnville, in the State of Maine, and 
for the relief of other persons; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of the Mayor and | 
members of the Board of Aldermen and Board of | 
Common Council of the: city of Washington, re- | 

orted a bill to extend the collection district of 

eorgetown to the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the petition of Rob- 
ert T. Norris, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill for his relief; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. The report was ordered to be 

rinted, 
p He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the petition of Lewis H. Bates 
and William Lacon, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by abill for their relief; which was read and 


Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Alaba- | 
ma, asking a graduation of the price of the public 
lands in that State; which was referred to the j 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FISH presented a memorial of Henry 
Grinnell, praying the Government to accept the | 
vessels which were purchased and prepared by | 
him and sent in search of Sir John Franklin and | 
his companions, to be used with others in a new 
expedition for the same purpose, which he prays | 
may be fitted out the ensuing spring; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CHASE presented a memorial of insurance 
companies, merchants, and others interested in 
the Commerce of Cincinnati, praying that the act | 
reducing the costs of proceedings in admiralty 
against ships and vessels may not be repealed; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 
merce. j 

Mr. BRIGHT presented seven memorials of 
assistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census 
in Indiana, praying additional compensation; 
which were referred to the Committee of Claims. i 

Also, the proceedings of the Board of Common i 
Council of Jeffersonville, Indiariayin relation to | 
the Louisville and Portland Canal; and recom- ! 
mending the construction of a new canal around | 
the Falls of the Ohio; which was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. | 

Mr. GWIN presented a memorial of citizens | 
of California, urging an immediate survey of the} 
pe lands in that State, and the adoption of al 

iberal system towards the State in their disposi- | 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Public Lands. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was 


passed to the second reading. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill to amend an act entitled 
t An act to provide for the hetter security of the 
lives of passengers on board of vessels propelled 
in whole or in part by steam;” which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, it was 


Ordered, That five hundred extra copies of the said bill 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of Mar- 
tha L. Downes, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for her relief; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. i 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, to which was referred the bill granting 
the right of way and making a grant of land to 
the States of Florida and Alabama in aid of the 
construction of a railroad from the waters of the | 
| Pensacola Bay, in Florida, to Montgomery, i 
the State of Alabama, and for other purposes, 
ported it with an amendment. 


COMMUNICATIONS FROM KOSSUTH. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred themotion to print a letter 


|| of Louis Kossuth to the President of the Senate, 


pro tem., together with a copy of a communica- 
| tion addressed by him to the President of the Uni- 
ted States, have directed me to report in favor of 
printing the same. i 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote upon the 


|| concurrence in that report is taken, I desire to 


call the attention of the Senate to the subject. I, 
as an individual Senator, am opposed to the print- 
ing of these letters; and I simply desire to call the 


| memorial and papers on the Executive files of the Senate. | 


of Johnson Lykens, reported thereon, and, in | 


attention of the Senate to it, as Senators do not 
usually give their attention to these reports unless 
it is specially called to them. The motion is to 
print matter. which I think is not atall necessary for 
the public interest. Jt isa subject upon which we 
have already had so much printing and so much 
talking here, that I think it is time, with all defer- 
ence to the opinions of others, that it should be 
disposed of finally, and not printed or talked about 
any more. I understand the usual custom is to 
submit a report for the concurrence or rejection of 
the Senate when it comes from the committee. 

‘The PRESIDENT. Generally speaking, it is 
taken: up as soon as the report is made. The 
question, then, will be on concurring in the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. BADGER. -Ireally hope the Senate will 
not concur in the report. I was in hopes that we 
had got rid of this subject after the military ap- 
pearance which M. Kossuth made in this Hall 
some time ago, and that he would not be presented 
here again, in his literary character. I move to 
lay the report on the table. a ty 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion for a short time. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly, if the Senator will 
renew it. - 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iwill renew it if the Senator 
will authorize me to withdraw it should any other 
Senator, for the purpose of making any remarks, 
desire me to do so. 

Mr. BADGER. I withdraw it unconditionally. 

Mr. HAMLIN. [believe I have troubled the 
Senate as little as any member, in relation to the 
individual who has made this communication to 
the Senate. I do not recollect that his name ever 
passed my lips on this floor until this morning, 
when I made that report. The communication is 
at least from a very distinguished individual. 
There are those in this body who desire that it 
shall be preserved at length upon the records of 
the Senate. It comes within no rale which has 
been laid down by the Printing Committee, or by 
the Senate, in relation to printing; but it is a 

uestion which stands outside of all those rules. 

aking, then, the character of the individual, and 
the disposition of many Senators to spread it upon 
the Journal, and there preserve it, a majority of 
your committee were in favor of printing it. 
will consume no more time in talking upon the 
subject. i 

The PRESIDENT. Itwill not go on the Jour- 
nal if it is ordered to be printed, 

Mr. HAMLIN. Notat length. 

Mr. BADGER. I renew the motion to lay the 
report upon the table. 

Mr. CHASE asked for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion; and they were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Borland, Butter, Clarke, 
Clemens, Dawson, Jones of Tennessee, King, Miller, Mor- 
ton, Pratt, Rusk, Spruance, Underwood, and Upham—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, 
Chase, Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Doug- 
las, Downs, Felch, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Jones of 
Iowa, McRae, Norris, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Stockton, 
Sumner, and Wade—24. 

So the motion to lay the report on the table was 
not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now comes 
up on the printing of the communication on the 
report of the Committee on Printing. 

_ Mr. CHASE asked for the yeas and nays upon 


it. 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote is taken, I 
have one remark to make in opposition to the 
proposition to print. I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact, that these letters have al- 
ready been printed by the Senate; that they are 
pone now in the two newspapers which pub- 
ish the official record of our proceedings here, 
and that the whole proceeding appears upon the 
Journal. By being published in the official report 
of our proceedings, those letters have as much 
publicity given to them as, I think, any reason- 
able man can require. This is a proposition to 
print these communications in pamphlet form, and 
make them one of our regular documents. To 
that I am opposed. It will incur buta small ex- 
pense, it is true, butit will be giving an import- 
ance to the matter to which it is not entitled. 

Mr. BADGER. I would suggest to my friend 
who is at the head of the Printing Committee, 
[Mr. Borxanp,] that to give publicity to the com- 
munication is not at all the object of this printing. 
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Itis to have this communication from the Gov- | 
ernor, or Chief Magistrate, of the independent | 
State and Kingdom of Hungary, and the imbodi- 
ment of the very principles of. republicanism 
throughout the world, in our Congressional docu- 
ments, to be handed down to posterity in company | 
with communications of a similar kind which, 
come to the Senate. 

Mr. CASS. Iam not going to argue this ques- 
tion at all, particularly on the issue made by the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina. “This 
communication, as I understand it, is simply a 
letter of thanks from this gentleman to Congress 
for inviting him here. ‘It is sent to us in the most 
modest and proper language. All that is proposed 
is, that we should show, upon our record, that we | 
have received it, and given it that respect to which |} 
itis entitled. As the issue now is, to refuse to 
print it, is to reject it, and throw contempt upon 


the man. That [am not disposed to do. 
Mr. BUTLER. I recollect that when the prop- | 
asition was before the Senate to welcome Louis |} 


Kossuth, it was expressly disclaimed that it was 
with any view to address the Senate of the United 
States. It was to place it upon a parallel with the | 
reception of Lafayette, which was a very high | 
honor, I confess. Inow understand this gentle- | 
man to have written to the President. So far as 
it was a private communication to the President 
of the United States, returning his thanks for hon- 
ors which had been shown him by this Govern- 
mentand the people of the United States, there 
could be no objection to it; but when the Presi- | 
dent thinks proper to send a communication of | 
that kind to the Senate, it is allowing this gentle- 
man—Mr. Kossuth—to address himself indirectly 
to the Senate of the United States, and, so far as 
this proceeding will do it, to obtain the sanction of 
this body, impliedly, to the doctrines set forth in 
that paper; for it is not a simple expression of his 
return of thanks to this body. 

Mr. BADGER. By no means. 

Mr. BUTLER. It must not go out with any 
such understanding. If it had been of that kind, || 
I presume it would never have found its way here. 
Tfit had been a simple, modest return of thanks to 
the President of the United States, we would never 
have heard of that paper. But it is the vehicle, 
under the name of returning thanks to this Gov- | 
ernment, of the doctrine of this gentleman, and so | 
far as we give our sanction to it, we are called upon 
todoit. In other words, we are called upon to 
take this paper from this ex-Governor, or gentle- 
man who claims to be the Governor of a foreign 
country, and place it upon our archives as one of 
the documents of the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. It is a political paper. s 

Mr. BUTLER. Itis apolitical paper to all in- 
tents and purposes. What effect it may have 
upon the public mind of the United States, or of 
Europe, I know not. But the object is, disguise 
it as gentlemen may, to send it forth with all the 
indorsement and imposing sanction that can be 
imparted to it by this body. It is nota simple re- 
turn of thanks, as the Senator from Michigan 
calls it. 

Mr. CASS. I did not intend to say another 
word. But, really, it seems to me to bea new 
idea, that because we print a paper, we advocate 
the sentiments contained in it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not say so. 

Mr. CASS. I understood that that was the in- 
timation of the honorable Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very farfromit. Iattempted 
to be very explicit, and I said that this gentleman 
wanted this to be sent forth, by implication, under 
the sanction of this body, I did not say that, if 
we print it, we sanction the doctrines contained in | 
it. I daresay some gentlemen are very willing to į 
adopt them. I am not. 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, when this 
communication was received yesterday by the 
Senate, it was addressed to you, as the President 
of this body. By yourself, as President, it was 
laid before us. 4 was read to the Senate, after 
the question upon reading had been put by the 
Chair, without objection. And then a motion 
was made by myself, that it should by printed; 
whieh went, in its regular course, and without 
objection, to the Committee on Printing. The 
Committce on Printing, this morning, has reported 
in favor of printing this document, and now, if 
the Senate refuse to printit, it will be taken as an 


į ple. 


ļi 


the motivethat willprompt Senators to vote against 
the printing; but it will be so taken throughout 
the country. I did not participate to any extent 
in the debates which arose in regard to the wel- 
come reception of this distinguished man; but Í 
know the sentiment which animates a large por- 
tion of the people of this country in regard to him. 
I know the sentiment which animates, especially, 
the people of my own State. They have received 
him with distinctions and honors, which have 
never before been paid to mortal man, but La- 
fayette. And, in that, sir, let me say, they have 


| simply imitated the example of this Senate, which 


paid to him honors which it never before paid to 
any other man but Lafayette. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Did not the Ohio Legisla- 
ture refuse to pay his expenses? 

Mr. CHASE. They did not: and I am happy 
that an occasion is presented for the contradiction 
of that rumor. And now, when this distinguished 
exile returns to us, modestly and courteously, his 
thanks for the honor we have done him, and the 
committee which has charge of this matter reports 
in favor of printing his communication, can we do 
less than printit? Itseems to me that we can do 
nothing less, without discourtesy. I am therefore 
in favor of printing. And I am in favor of it for 
another reason. Because I would take every op- 
portunity legitimately offering itself to avow my 
sympathy with that man and his mission, and m 
concurrence in the great general principles whieh 
he proclaims in the hearing of the American peo- 
I think it is proper, Mr. President, since this 
question has assumed the shape it has, to renew 
the call for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
print. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will take occa- 
sion to say, in consequence of the remarks of the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, that the communi- 
cation was not addressed to the Presiding Officer 
of the Senate. There was a letter received from 
Louis Kossuth, addressed to me, and which he 
requested me to lay before the Senate, enclosing a 
communication which he had made to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. He was informed, he 
says, by the Secretary of State, that that was not 
the proper course to be pursued, and that the 
President could not communicate it to Congress; 
and, in consequence of that information, as he 


i states in his letter to me, and on advice from the 


Secretary of State, that he should adopt the course 
of addressing it to the Presiding Officers of the 
Senate and of the Elouse of Representatives, he 
did so. l hesitated for some time with regard to 
my duty to lay such a paper before the Senate. 
But, on consulting with others, I thought it was 
the best course to pursue. 

Mr. BADGER. ff there is any implication of 
discourtesy to Louis Kossuth in the Senate’s re- 
fusing to print this document, the disrespect, I 
think, must be fairly attributable to the Senator 
from Ohio. When these papers were offered here 
yesterday, and read, everything was done with 
respect to them which was necessary to prevent 
any manifestation of disrespect on the part of the 
Senate. He thought proper, however, to make a 
motion to print the papers. They are of a char- 
acter which the Senate is not in the habit of print- 


|! ing; and I believe the Senate has never received 


such papers before. We have papers laid upon 
our tables every morning by dozens, that nobody 
| ever thinks of moving to print. But the Senator 


his Statein favor of Louis Kossuth, is not con- 
tent with the papers being presented and read, but 
he moves to print them. Under the rules of the 
Senate, the motion was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. The Committee on Printing, ani- 
mated, I suppose, by the same favorable disposi- 
tion towards the enthusiasm which has sprung up 
| in this country toward this great military chief- 
| tain, or warrior—but who, my friend from Ala- 
i bama said the other day, was not great at fight- 
jing—report back the motion, and recommend 
that the Senate concur in it. Now,I say, that as 
| there was, in my judgment, no propriety in the 
original motion to print, as it is notin accordance, 
i as I think, with the usages of the Senate to print 
f such papers—as the case is of a description pecu- 
| liar and unusual in our proceedings—there is no 
disrespect offered to the person in question by re- 
fusing to print them. Butif there be any disre- 


act of discourtesy. Ido not say that such willbe 


spect, itis brought upon us by no action of the 


from Ohio, in his zeal to reflect the enthusiasm of || 


Senate at all, but in consequence of the motion 
made by the Senator from Ohio. For my own 
part, I wish that the records could be kept, as far 
as possible, clear of any further proceedings re- 
specting this gentleman. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have voted against the 
| proposition to lay this motion on the table, and I 
shall vote for the printing of this communication. 
I was influenced, and am influenced, by consider- 
ations of respect and courtesy toward the distin- 
guished personage from whom it proceeds. But 
I am influenced more by a consideration of the 
self-respect which | think the Senate owes to itself. 
| The Congress of the United States, at a time in- 
teresting to the friends of liberty and free govern- 
ment throughout the world, senta national ship 
to bring this personage from Europe to our shores. 
On his arrival here, the Congress of the United 
States, in the name, and in behalf of the American 
people, bade him welcome to the capital. He- 
came here, and was received by Congress. Upon 
his departing, he addressed to the Congress a re- 
spectful note through the President of the United 
States; but formalities of etiquette prevented the 
President from sending it to Congress, and it is 
now respectfully submitted by the gentleman him- 
self to Congress, It scems to me that a refusal to 
receive it can do no injury to him, but may impair 
our own self-respect. It is but courteous, under 
all the circumstances, to give a respectful congé to 
our guest. Congress having received this person 
as a guest, it appears to me, only-acquits itself of 
an ordinary act of hospitality by receiving this 
communication. Under these circumstances, with- 
; out at all referring to the contents of the paper, or 
to the manner of the paper, I think it is our duty 
to receive it. I see nothing objectionable in the 
communication; but if there was, courtesy, under 
all the circumstances, would seem to make it our 
duty to receive it, however objectionable it might 


be. 

Mr. RUSK. Did I understand the Chair to 
| say, that this communication was not addressed 
to the Presiding Officer of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state again 
what is the true state of the case. The paper pro- 
posed to be printed, was addressed to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. The Secretary of Statea. 
by letter, (as Louis Kossuth informs me in a let- 
ter, dated at Cincinnati,) informed him that the 
President declined to communicate it to the two 
Houses of Congress, as it was not exactly in ac- 
cordance with usage; and he suggested to him the 
propriety of sending it to the Presiding Officers of 
the two Houses; in consequence of which he ad- 
dressed a letter to me, stating this fact, and asking 
me to present it to the Senate. I presented the 
letter addressed to me by Louis Kossuth, together 
with the paper which was addressed to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and which the President 
had declined to lay before Congress, and had so 
notified Louis Kossuth through the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. SEWARD. Here is the letter, dated Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, February 14, 1852, and addressed 
to the Hon. Wm. R. King, President of the Sen- 
ate. It sets forth, that on the 12th of January, 
Kossuth addressed a letter to the President of the 
United States, and requested him to communicate 
it to Congress; and a copy of that letter is an- 
nexed to his communication to the President of 
he Senate, under the advisement of the Secretary 
‘of State. I will read that part of his letter: 

« Not initiated into the diplomatic forms of the United 
' States, I respectfully directed my farewell to his Nxcellen- 
| cy the President, and requested him to communicate my 
assurance of everlasting gratitude to the Senate and the 


| 
i 

| 

| House of Representatives. 

| «The Secretary of State had since the great kindness to 


inform me, though his letter has reached me but recently, 
that my request in respect to the communication would 
have been gladly complied with, if it were consistent with 
the accepted forms ; and he suggested it to me, as a more 
appropriate way, to send copies of my address to the Presi- 
| dents of the Senate and of the House. 

“Itis upon this suggestion of the Secretary of State that 
| I have now the great honor to inclose the feeble expression 
‘ of my everlasting gratitude and hope, with the request to 
i have it communicated to the august body of which you are 
| the President. 

“Mr. President of the Senate, your most humble and 

devout servant, L. KOSSUTH.” 


i 
i 
Í 
' Mr. BUTLER. I wish to bring to the view of 


the Senate a remark made by this gentleman in 
the first paragraph of his letter to the Presiding 

| Officer of this body. He says: 
“ Before I left Washington city, I felt myself bound by 
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turn my warmest thanks to tle Government 
and the Congress of the United States, for their generous 
patronage they had so kindly granted to me as to the hum- 
ble representative of my country.” 


He-speaks of our having received him as ‘ the 
humble representative of his country.. He has 
assumed, in that letter to us—what I did not in- 
tend, by any vote of mine, to do—that we recog- 
nized him as an official representative, or any oth- 
erwise as a representative, or that he had any 
country, contradistinguished from the one which 
exists under the Government of Austria. But, I 
suppose this peneman has served his purposes 
very well, and has, in some measure, subserved 
the purposes of others, by being a political agita- 
tor. And it is in.that-point of view that he com- 
mends himself, I have no doubt, to many who 
vote for this. 

The Senator from Ohio undertakes to say, that 
if we refuse to print this communication, it will 
bea discourtesy. Allow me to say, that when 
gentlemen make imprudent issues, and we are not 
disposed to sustain them and their issues, the re- 
tort is immediately made: If you do not do so and 
so, which we have tendered, and which ought not 
to be done, the reproach falls upon those who op- 
pose imprudent motions of this kind, if you 
choose to call them so. Jt was an unusual thing 
to make a proposition to print a paper of this 
kind. lt was an unusual paper, And if it did 
not come from Louis Kossuth, with all the asso- 
ciations connected with lis doctrines and_ his 
name, Lanswer for it, that no such motion wonld 
have been made. Gentlemen cannot disguise the 
fact from the country, that the object of this mo- 
tion is to give importance to this gentleman’s mis- 
sion, and, as far as a vote will go to do it, to in- 
dorse his doctrines and to fortify his sentiments. 
I cannot, consistenly with my regard for the dig- 
nity of this body, undertake to admit the opinions, 
much less sanction the interference—for inter- 
ference it is—of this foreigner. 

Mr. DOWNS. I have not entered into any dis- 
cussion in relation to Kossuth; and I do not think 
I have any extreme opinions on any side of the 
question: but it really seems to me astonishing 
that opposition should te made to printing this 
document. The honorable Senator from North 

Carolina (Mr. Banarr] thinks it is not such a 
document as it is usual to print. IT would like 
that gentleman to say what the rule is on that 
subject?—what particular kind of documents is it 
confined to? It seems to me, that, instead of there 
being any technical rule on the subject, it is cus- 
tomary for the Senate to order such ducuments to 
be printed as they think will be useful, and ought 
to be preserved in the archives of the nation. 
We often print memorials, resolutions from State 
Legislatures, and many other documents contain- 
ing fucts worthy of preservation, Without giving 
any opinion us to the course of Kossuth, or any- 
thing connected with his visit to the United States, 
I must say that his visit, his reception and course 
here, form an intcresting event in our history. 
Without expressing any approbation of his 
course, or any opinion in regard to it, E think it 
is but right and fair, when he is taking leave of 
us, that we should order to be printed and put on 
record his response. I donot feel myself respon- | 
sible for anything he has said, if he has said im- 
proper things; but this is a part of the history of 
this transaction; and I cannot conceive why the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
-Bavcer| and the honorable Senator from South | 
Carolina (Mr. Burer] should be so sensitive on 
this subject. They seem to be actuated by a kind 


gratitude to re 


Kossuth here; that we have received him with hos- 
pitality; and that now, when he wants to make 
his bow, and proposes to take his leave, we tell 
him he shall not make his bow and take his leave, 
but that we will kick him out. How does that 
present the state of the case now before the Sen- 
ate? I thought he had been: here, -I thought he 
had been received, and that he made his bow. I 
was not here on that occasion, but I suppose he 
desired to make-his bow, and I am sure that am- 
ple. opportunity was allowed him-to make his bow; 
that he was allowed to retire out of the Senate; 
and that he was neither hurried nor kicked out. 


thanks. Assume it to be a letter of thanks.. We 
have received, we have read it. And the honora- 
ble Senator says it is. equivalent to kicking him 


print and preserve it among the archives of the 
country. It seems to me that thatisa very strange 
interpretation of the matter. No ineivility has 
been offered to this man. ‘The Senate has received 
this paper, und it has been read at the desk. And 
it is said that we are now offering an indignity to 
him, equivalent to kicking him out, when he wants 
to make his bow and take his leave, because we 


| object to printing the paper he has sent tous. We 


have not yet quite done what is incumbent upon 
us inthis matter, and what I am ready to do at 
any moment; that is, to pay the expenses incurred 
by his reception here. But it seems to me to be 


tion we, occupy on this subject, to say that. be- 
cause we do not wish the communication to be 
printed, we are offering the indignity of refusing 
to let the gentleman make his bow and depart. I 
assure my honorable friend from Louisiana that 
no man in this country is more heartily willing to 
let him make his bow and take his leave of us and 
of this country, now and forever, than Tam. I 
would instantly withdraw all objection to the print- 
ing, if the withdrawal and the printing would have 
that very salutary effect. 

Mr. BORLAND. I have found it exceedingly 
difficult to accommodate my actions here to the 
wishes, I willnot say caprice, of the particular 
friends of Mr. Kossuth. P certainty. from the þe- 


disrespect; but on the contrary, to treat him with 
very great respect. To show that I did so, I my- 
self introduced a resolution, which I thought a 
proper one, recognizing him as the guest of the 
nation; inviting him hereto the capital; providing 
for his welcome when he got here; and I went a 
‘step further, and in order to complete the whole 


of hydrophobia, as if everything relating to Kos- 
suth had somethiug injurious and poisonous about 
it. It seems to me, that if there is such deadly 
venom in everything connected with Kossuth, 
these two gentlemen ought to have discovered it 
a long while since; for we have been talking and | 
speaking about Kossuth for half the session. We 
invited him here; we have had him among us; we 
extended to him the hospitalities af the nation; 
and now, when he appears in cur midst to make 
his bow, are we to say that we will not accept it, 
bat that we wiil shove him out of doors, and tell 
him he has no business here? That I take to be 
the position of the honorable gentleman. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 think my honorable friend 
fom L a would find it very difficult to make 
out his propositiong He says’that those of us 
who are apposed to printing this communication 


j 
| 
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‘| further. 
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business at once, and to make it substantial as 
well as formal, I provided in that resolution to pay 
the expenses which might be incurred in conse- 
quence of his reception. Flow was that proposi- 
tion received? I was told by the peculiar friends of 
Mr. Kossuth—particularly by one gentleman who 


seemed to have him in special charge, and who on | 


that occasion seemed to consider himself the es- 


pecial guardian of Kessuth’s honor and wishes, | 


in this country—that I had offered a monstrous in- 


dignity, and grossly insulted Mr. Kossuth by men- | 


tioning money in connection with his name, in 
order to pay his expenses. I find, however, that 
other friends of Mr. Kossuth have since brought 
forward, in a separate form, the proposition which I 
then made, and which I was anxious should be 
adopted then. I did not wish to have this indi- 
vidual before us so often. 


the public so often as to become so common as to 
cease to be interesting. 


senses which might be incurred in consequence of 


: treating him with respect. I wished to dispose of 
the whole matter at once, and be done with it. | 
Although I was then charged with treating him | 


vith disrespect, because I provided for taking care 
of him and paying for him in a substantial way, 


: lam now charged, and others who agree with me 


are charged, with treating him with disrespect in 


|i another way—because we will not consider him 
It was disrespectful to provide for his | 
|, respectful treatment; and now we are treating him |; 
with disrespect because we are unwilling to have ` 


any more te do with him. And one Senator has 
told us that the self-respect of the Senate require 
t 


this. 


k ý A a = “f 
stand in this attitude: That we have invited Louis 


He now sends us a letter which he calls a letter of 


out, when he wants to make his bow, if we do not 


making a most extravagant caricature of the posi- | 


ginning, had no intention cr wish to treat him with | 


I thought those who | 
had due regard for his reputation wonld rather |i 
preserve it, by not allowing him to come before : 


I wanted to treat him | 
with respect, and to provide for meeting the ex- | 


Tam afraid there is too much “ respect’? i: 


in this whole matter; and I am fearful it respects 
things with which the Senate has nothing to do, 
and with which it ought not to occupy itself. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I cannot say, as many of 
those who have preceded me have said, that I have 
‘had nothing. heretofore to say about this, man, 
Kossuth. I have had a good deal to say about 

im; and I shall have a good deal more. to say. 
There is a litte resolution lying upon. the table, 
very innocent upon its face, about which I shall 
have a good deal to say when it comes up for con- 
sideration. I shall then draw a parallel between 
the action of the Senate on two different occasions. 
I shall remind the Senate that, just a few days be- 
| fore the adoption of their first resolution upon this 
| Bubject, a poor old woman, the only child of a 
| revolutionary soldier, came here and asked for 
| bread to support the little remnant of her exist- 
i! ence, and you gave her a. stone. Now it is pro- 
|| posed to pay to this man and his suite more 
| money for Champagne and Burgundy, drank in 
one day, than would have supported that poor old 
widow double the remnant of her life. But that 
is not the question on which I wish now to speak. 

I want to know the use of printing this letter. 
| What use are we to put it to? How are we to 
use it? In what manner is it to be employed? 
| The Senator from Louisiana asks, by what rule 
are we governed in ordering the printing of public 
documents? Why, weare governed by one plain, 
unvarying rule; and that is, when a document is 
presented here, upon which the action of the Sen- 
ate is required, it is printed for the use of the 
Senate; itis printed to enable us to act understand- 
ingly on matters submitted to our consideration ; 
and for no other purpose. Is it proposed to take 
Í any action upon this letter? Not at all. Why, 
i then, is it to be printed? For our information ? 
1 Why, all of us, who ever intended to read it, have 
i| read itlong ago. All of us who choseto swallow its 
i doctrines, have swallowed them long since. We 
i all know every word that is to be printed and laid 
upon our tables. Then itis not for information; 
it is not for the purpose of enabling us to act un- 


$ 


| 
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| 
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ii derstandingly upon the subject; but it is for some 
| 2 

‘other purpose. What is that purpose? As a 
i mark of respect? We have paid him all the re- 
spect he deserved; yea, more, opinion, than 


inm 

a hundred such men deserve. We have gone to 
| the utmost limit in that respect. We have paid 
| him the same honor which we paid to Lafayette; 
|! and respect can go no further. There is still an- 
ii other thing sought to be accomplished. Itis to 

commit this Senate to the opinions and doctrines 
| which have been advanced by him. I shall engage 

in no such business. And let me warn those gen- 
|| tlemen who are so exceedingly anxious now to 
|| make capital out of this Kossuth humbug, that it is 
| adead humbug, and cannot be galvanized into life. 
i The man, or the party, who shall connect himself 
, or itself with it, will go down as certainly as that 
| the sun will rise to-morrow. Itisa dead humbug, 
and cannot be galvanized into life. 

Mr. DOWNS. If the humbug is dead, as the 
entleman supposes, why is it that gentlemen op- 
ose so strenuously this motion to print? It is 
ot quite so dead, as some of them seem to sup- 
pose. As to the effect of a refusal to print the 
document which is now before us, the Senator from 
North Carolina and myself are not perhaps likely 
to agree; but notwithstanding the ingenious man- 
ner in which he has replied to my suggestion, I 
think it will be considered pretty much in the light 
I viewed it. There are some few circumstances 
connected with this subject which I did not think 
; it was necessary to mention before, but to which 
șI will now call the attention of the Senate. 
One is this: Gentlemen were so very cautious in 
the admission of Kossuth, in the programme of 
| arrangements on that occasion, that it was a sort 
_of dumb show. No opportunity of reply or ad- 
dress was given to him. He had no opportunity 
of returning his thanks in the usual way at the 
time of his reception. It seems to me that we 
; ought to give him some opportunity of returning 
_ his thanks for the hospitalities tendered to him. ` 
_ Another circumstance which shows that to re- 
‘fuse to print this communication would be a re- 
fusal to receive his bow at departing, is the fact 
that it was addressed to the President of the United 
` States before Kossuth left thiscity. lt was written 
' herein Washington city before he departed. This 
| shows that it was his parting bow. Let the gen- 
eman from North Carolina construe it as he will, 
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discourtesy. y A i 
As to the subject to which the Senator from 


Ne 


Alabama has referred, when it comes up, it will 
be a matter for separate consideration. p do not 
now pretend to say what course I shall pursue on 
that subject; but I can very well conceive that the 
question involved in that resolution is ver i 
ferent from that now before the Senate. il 

i 


the use of it is to complete the record; itis to fulfill | 
the obligations which the Senate took upon itself, 
when it determined to welcome this illustrious 
man, We have received him; we have paid him 
honors, He now returns to us his grateful ac- 
knowledgments. The communication in which 
he imbodies them, was addressed originally to the 
President of the United States. By the President, |! 
through the Secretary of State, he was informed |i 
that the President, in’ the ordinary course, cannot | 
transmit such a document to the Senate. He then, | 
upon the suggestion of the Secretary of State, in- | 
closed it to the Chair. The Chair received it. It, 
was read to the Senate, and then the Senator from ! 
North Carolina, with that manner for which he is | 
so remarkable—which gives point and force to | 
censure and satire, conveyed in the language of || 
commendation and praise—took occasion to say, | 
that as we had all heard the document read, and 
as it had no doubt duly impressed upon all a pro- |! 
found sense of the importance of the subject whieh | 
it discussed, and the sentiments which it promulga- || 
ted, he would move that it lie upon the table. ` Ir 
then seemed to me due to courtesy, due to our own 
self-respect, that this document should be printed. /! 
{therefore made the motion to print. Iam glad |! 
to find that the majority of the Committee on | 
Printing concurred with me in opinion. 
Mr. President, E do not wish to discuss the- 
principles which have been advanced by this illus- 
trious man. ‘They are before the country. The 
people are thinking of them, and they will decide 


whether or not the requests which he makes of the 
American people, and through the American peo- |i 
ple of their representatives, is reasonable and ought 
to be granted. Other occasions will arise when 
those questions can be properly discussed. The | 
Senator from Alabama says that Kossuth has al- 
ready received more honors than he has deserved. | 
That is a question between that honorable Senator | 
and a very large portion of the people of the Uni- ; 
ted States. Tam much mistaken if it does not j 
turn cut to be a question between the honorable |i 
Senator and history itself. But be thatas it may, || 
I shall not go into the discussion now. In moving || 
to print this document all that I have asked of the | 
Senate is simply that they will close the record of 
the transactions connected with the welcome and | 
reception of Kossuth in the most appropriate : 
manner, by receiving with attention and respect | 
the parting words of the gentleman whom they 
have chosen to honor. 

Mr. RUSK. Ido not intend to engage ia this 
discussion; but I must say that it seems to me that | 
this man Kossuth isa little like Falstaff about wit; : 
he has not only a good deal of talk in himself, but | 
he is the cause of talk in others. I have had noth- ' 
ing to do with this matter from the beginning, ; 
because I thought we had business enough of our 
own to attend to without attending to Hungary || 
and Kossuth, and I was very anxious to get up a 
bill this morning of some importance. I shall: 
vote against the printing of this letter, for I do | 
not know how many more will follow it. I be- 
lieve I have voted against everything of this kind | 
hitherto, and I am strongly tempted to change my | 
course and vote for this motion, on the ground on | 
which this matter is put by the honorable Senator `! 
from Michigan, as a specimen of the modesty of || 
Kossuth. Ag that is a scarce article, and this is . 


j the table. Why, my remark was perfeculy well 
| understood by every gentleman in the Chamber 


; a mere idle ceremony, and that nobody here want- 


i his mouth. He was simply introduced by the 


j and the Senate adjourned, and he was introduced 
‘to its members in their private and individual ea- 


| did in every other. 


i gloriously with its termination—always able, pa- í 


a rare specimen of it, I have a great mind to 
change my opinion. But as I am anxious to be 
done with this whole matter, I believe I shall still 
vote against the motion. 

Mr. BADGER. The Senator from Ohio has | 
referred to a remark which I made yesterday, at | 
the conclusion of the reading of the letter of Kos- 
suth, that inasmuch us it had been read and list- 
ened to with profound attention by the Senate, 
unless the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] or 
the Senator from New York, (Mr. Srewarp,] or | 
the Senator from Hlinois, [Mr. Sureips,] desired | 
some reference of it, I would move to lay it on | 


and in the galleries. My meaning was this: that 


although this paper was directed to be read by the | 


Senate, so far as I could judge there were not half 
a dozen members of the body who paid the slight- 
est attention to its reading, thus manifesting be- | 
yond all dispute that the reading of the paper was 


ed to hear it. Thar is what I meant. And now 
permit me to say, that I consider the motion to | 
print as standing precisely on the footing of the 
proceeding to read. Nobody cares one copper 
about the printing of this paper. No one sup- * 
poses it is worth one chincapin now or hereafter 
to the American people. It is to be printed for 


other purposes and other ends. H 


A word now with regard w the remark of my 
friend from Louisiana, that there are some consid- 
erations to which I have not adverted which would 
perhaps induce a different view of the propriety of j 
printing this document, and lead me to believe 
with him that a refusal to print it would be an in- | 


dignity. I wish merely to remind the Senator, |) 


that in reference to Kossuth’s reception on this 
floor, it was arranged by a committee of very dis- | 
tinguished gentlemen who had charge of thai sub- 
ject, to put it precisely on the footing of the 
reception of General Lafayette. General Lafay- 
ette, when introduced into the Senate, did not open 


Presiding Officer, took the seat assigned to him, 


pacities. The commitice resolved to preserve a 
precise accordance with what bad taken place in 
the reception of General Lafayette in this Cham- 
ber. Now, surely doing that cannot be tortured 
into discourtesy to Louis Kossuth. Surely he sets | 
up no higher claims to the admiration and grai- } 
tude of the American people than General Lafay- | 
eite, 
Has he higher and nobler qualities than one of tbe | 


most gallant and noble men that ever sprung from | 


a nation of gallant and noble men? Tas he any | 
greater claims on our gratitude? What has hej 
done for us? Nothing. He has come here and 
lectured our people, and through them he has lec 
tured us in order to give us'a new edition of polit- 
ical rules by which our conduct with foreign 
Powers is to be regulated. It seems to me he can 
have no claim upon us either for admiration or ! 
gratitude higher than Lafayette. Did General : 
Lafayette send a letter to the Senate? Was any ! 
letter of his printed ? 

Mr. DOWNS. 1 would ask the gentleman | 
whether, if there had been a letter from Lafayette, 
its printing would have been refused? 

Mr. BADGER. J willnot makesuch a suppo- 
sition with respect to General Lafayette, because i 
it would suppose General Lafayette to be deficient 
of a quality which he possessed in an eminent 
degree. He was a gentleman of real merit and 
real modesty. He was not disposed to thrust 
himself in with his political opinions, lectures, or 
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| me to liberty z 


all know 


nnd activi 


thai 
| the correspondence of the Executive Department 
of this Government directed the representation on 
which his release was to be asked of the Sultan 
to be, that the object was to bring him here as a 
settler among us, as an emigrant, and to remove 


ty.” We 


him from activity and power for political agitation. 

Mr. DOWNS. It was not intended to confine 
him when he got here. 

Mr. BADGER. No, sir; but I suppose the 
honorable Senator knows what Kossuth means 
by being restored to activity. He means that we 
intended to restore him to liberty, and not toa 
quiet retreat in this country, but to activity as a 
political agitator. His conduct here shows the 
interpretation which he means to attach to the 
term, 

Mr. DOWNS. Even if the sentence to which 
the Senator from North Carolina takes exception 
bears the interpretation which he gives it, still it 
does not amount to a lecture. It is a mere state- 
ment of his impression of the transaction. 1 
hope the gentleman will not consider Kossuth as 
delivering a lecture, because he takes a different 
view of that transaction, 

Mr. BADGER. Itis not the true view. 

Mr. SOULE. We are exhibiting, I should 
think, Mr. President, a very unusual, and certain- 
ly a most unecalled-for, degree of susceptibility 
with respect to the motion now before the Senate. 
What does it aim at? Simply at the printing of 
a communication which was transmitted on yes- 
terday to this body through the medium of its 
Presiding Officer. ‘The communication itself ema- 
nates from the distinguished individual whom, by 
previous resolves, this Senate, acting in conjunc- 
tion with the House of Representatives, had con- 
stituted and proclaimed as the guest of the Ameri- 
ean people: and the question arises whether or not 
that communication shail béprinted. Let us con- 
sider on what grounds is the motion to print re- 
sisted. From the remarks that have fallen from 
the lips of certain Senators, it would seem as if 


_ the printing oft the document in which the com- 


munication is contained was to impart to that coni- 


! munication a character involving usin high and 


momentous responsibilities, and indeed making - 


; the advocates of the measure personally account- 


i ment may contain. 


For what should we admire him more? Hi 


i apostles and martyrs of the cause in the de 


: unknown wanderer to our shores. 


dissertations, on what he thought ought to be the i; 
ji A H 5 D : 
policy of this country, by letters addressed to the `| 


public authorities, or speeches made to the people. 
He behaved in that transaction of his life as he 
It was the middle of his life, 
suitable to its commencement, and harmonizing 


triotic, brave. and modest. ae ec 
Mr. DOWNS. Jf there is anything in this i 


: document calculated to be construed into a lecture, | 


then I concede it would not be improper to op- | 
pose its printing. But Iam sure that there is no 


i such thing in the letter before us. 


Mr. BADGER. 


I can point out one at once. 


, dreaded document. Tt went to the Journal o 


In that letter he states that the United States had © 
sent ‘fa steam frigate to Asia in order to restore i; 


able for the opinions and doctrines which the docu- 
Sir, it is now clear, and I will 
not dispute with those who may choose to deny 
it, that such can be neither the bearing nor the 
ctiect of our action on the proposition upon your 
table. We give it not any sanction. We print 
it, und that is all. What may be the judgment 
which the present generation will pass upon the 
merits and worth of the illustrious exile, and what 
rank will be awarded to him in history among the 
fence 
of which he is pouring ont his whole soul, it is 
not for me now to investigate and determine. 
That question will have its day, and shall in time 
be met. But I can hardly conceive that we should 
at this moment inquire what be the character that 
gives Kossuth any rightto address the country, and 
to address us on theoccasion which has elicited this 
document. Sir, he came not an uninvited and 
TIe came hith- 
er by the wishes of the American people, signi- 
fied to the worid through their constituted organ, 
the Government; and it were more than strange, 
indeed, if after you had reclaimed him from exile, 
and weleamed him to your land, to your capital, 


ito the very halls of your parliament, you should 
j now deny him the. privilege of returning than 


beg 


KS 


for the hospitality and the honors you were thus 


i| pleased, and with lavish hands, indeed, to bestow 
; apon him. 


What can be the object of such a de- 
nial? Senators admit that itis no longer in our 
power to blot out of our recorded proceedings the 
n yes- 


terday upon being read by your Seerctary, and 
there it must remain, in spite of the fate which 


may await this motion. Sir, allow me to say that 
it would Le past strange in us to minister such an 
undignified rebuke to our former proceedings. To 
those who can see but a dead humbug in the docu- 
ment upon your table, and in thase monuments of 
burning eloquence that have roused hundreds of 
thousands of our people to enthusiasm ap- 
proaching almost to frenzy, I would ask leave 


ay 
Sej 


i, to say, Why should that dead humbug move you 


out of propriety and moderation? Fear you that 
the lund carcass may haunt you at night, and dis- 


ay 


590 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Feb. 18, 


turb the quiet of your dreams? Sir, I am an 
unbeliever in the power of ghosts to do mischief. 
There are others who apprehend danger from the 
influence which may be exercised over our future 
destinies by the doctrines which have been lately, 
and are still now, proclaimed by that inspired mis- 
sionary of freedom, and who. presume that it may 
be in their power, through the negative. virtue of | 
a dissenting vote, to.stem that torrent of thought 

and of wild wisdom, as some would call it, which 

is now flooding the land. Let me tell them to be 

composed and resigned. It were in vain—yés, in 

vain—that they would attempt to compress the 

surges of the popular sentiment. They will rise in 

spite of their efforts to avert a fantastic danger. 

Sir, it is idle to struggle against public opinion. 
The power exists not that can isolate the policy of 
this Government from the conscience of the na- 
tion. I shall vote for the printing. 

Mr. CLEMENS. The Senator from Louisi- 
ana, [Mr. Soute,] is totally mistaken as to the 

rounds taken by the opposition to this measure. 

Ie says that some of us have denounced it as a 
dead humbug. {did say so, and I say so again. | 
That is my opinion. But no one has intimated 
here, as the Senator from Louisiana seems to sup- | 
pose, that there was danger of the sentiments 
contained in that letter creating an unwholesome 
state of feeling in the public mind. No one has 
been foolish enough to intimate anything of that | 
sort. There is not a sentence in the letter, there 
is not an idea advanced in it, which has not been 
polished over and over again; which has not 

een strewed from one end of this Union to the 
other. There is nothing in it which can do harm; 
or if there is, the harm has been done already. 
Like the Senator from Louisiana, I am willing to | 
trust to the people. Iam willing to trust even to 
the first impulse of the great mass of the people. 
I do not require that you should wait even for the 
sober second thought. Collect the people of this | 
Union together, and let them vote this day, and | 
there is not one twentieth part of them would sus- 
tain the doctrines Kossuth has advanced. 

It is from no apprehension either of the people 
or of Louis Kossuth, that we have opposed the 
printing of this communication. The Senator has 
misunderstood us entirely. What we do contend 
for is, that there is no necessity for the printing of | 
this document; that it does not distribute informa- 
tion. He does not ask us to distribute it among 
the people. We are asked to print it for our own 
information. ‘Who of us will be informed by it? 
Who of us does not know every word that it con- 
tains? What have we to dread by its publication 
and its distribution here in this Senate Chamber? 
This isan unnecessary expenditure of the public 
money. This printing is useless. It is for no 
object. It is a waste of the public money, and 
that is the ground of the objection which has been 
urged against it. 

Whatever might be my feelings towards this 
individual; whether 1 entertained for him a very 
high or a very low degree of respect, I should still | 
oppose the printing of this communication. It 
is what Lafayette never asked. It is something | 
unusual, out of the course of business, without į 
an object. l cannot comprehend it. What are 
we to do with the docyment after it is printed? | 
You do not propose to print enough to distribute 
through the country. You communicate no in- | 
formation to the country, You simply lay it on | 
you own desks and require the Committee on i 


rinting to incur the expense of furnishing you | 
with the information which has already been fur- 


nished over and over again. That is the objection || 


toit. { have no fear of any consequences which 
may flow from it. We cannot suppress it if we 
desired to do so. Wedo not want to suppress it. | 
I want it to go abroad through the land. I want | 
every freeman in this Republic to read this letter. | 
If some of them have been deluded heretofore, I | 
think it will go very far towards banishing their | 


delusion. 
The question was then taken on the motion to : 


print, and it was determined in the affirmative— ` 
yeas 21, nays 20: as follows: 
i 


YEAS—Messts. Bright, Broadhead, Cass, Chase, Davis, | 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Downs 
Feich, Gwin, Hamiin, Jones of Towa, McRae Norris, 
Seward, Smith, Soulé, Stockton, Sumner, and Wade—21? 

NAYS—Mess . Atchison, Badger, Bell, Borland, But- ; 
ler Chirke, eae Fish, Geyer, Hunter, Jones | 
of Tenuessee, King, Miller, Morton, Pra sk, Spr i 
Underwood, and Upham—20. a a ee, 


i 
i 
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NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. SEWARD gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to incorporate the 
Sisters of Visitation of Washington, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


REPORT OF POSTMASTER GENERAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Postmaster General, showing 
the amount received for postages collected and 
postage stamps sold during the quarter ending the 
30th September, 1851; which was read, and or- 
dered to be referred to the Committee on Finance 
and printed. 


TREASURY CONTRACTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
showing the contracts made by that Department 
during the year 1851; which was read, and ordered 
to be referred to the Committee on Finance and 


|| printed. 


DRAWBACK UPON FOREIGN MERCHANDISE. 
The bill extending like privileges to those con- 
ferred by the act entitled “ An act allowing draw- 
back upon foreign merchandise exported in the 
original packages to Chihuahua and Santa Fé, in 
Mexico, and to the British North American Prov- 
inces adjoining the United States,” approved 
March 3, 1845, to foreign merchandise exported 
to Mexico by certain indicated routes, was read 
the second time, and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole; and no amendment being made, it 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 


MILEAGE OF DELEGATE FROM OREGON, 

A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it had passed a bill entitled ‘‘ An 
act to regulate the mileage of the Delegate from 
the Territory of Oregon,” and requesting the con- 
currence of the Senate therein. 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill granting the right of way and making a grant 
of land to the State of lowa in aid of the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in said State. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD addressed the Senate for’ 
an hour; and; without finishing, yielded to the 
request of Senators, and 

he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpyespay, Febuary 18, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. Morea. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the unfinished business of yesterday, being the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to order to be engrossed and read a third 
time the bill regulating the mileage of the Dele- 
gate from Oregon; and upon which the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. Henpricxs] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to report from the 
Committee on the Judiciary the bill to provide for 
the holding of the courts of the United States in 
case of the sickness or other disability of the 
judges. I ask that it may be read for information. 

It was read by its title, as follows: 

An act amendatory of an act entitled ‘ An act 
to provide for holding the courts of the United 
States in case of the sickness or other disability 
of the judges of the district courts,” approved July 
29, 1850. 

Mr. OLDS. J asked yesterday for leave to in- 
troduce a report from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, equally important with this 
report, which was objected to. 

Mr. KING. I hope this will not be objected 
to. It will delay the House but a moment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object, and call 
for the regular order of business. 

Mr. BOWIE. I hope the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will not press that call now. 

Mr. JONES. J shall object to every bill which 


Prayer 


| is sought to be introduced by unanimous consent. 


Bills introduced in that manner have already con- 
sumed a greater portion of the time of the House. | 
I call for the regular order of business. 


Mr. BOWIE.. I only desire to withdraw some 
papers from the files of the House, for the purpose 
of having them referred to the Senate. 

There was no objection, and leave was accord- 
ingly granted to withdraw from the files of the 
House the papers of Zachariah Walker, for the 

urpose of referring them to the Senate. 


MILEAGE OF THE DELEGATE OF OREGON. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
«of the subject of regulating the mileage of the 
Delegate from Oregon. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. When I gave way on 
yesterday for a motion to adjourn, I was replying 
to the interrogatory put to me on the day before 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Woopwarp.] He asked if the general law of 
1818, regulating the compensation of members of 
Congress, does not limit the mileage of each mem- 
ber to the amount of his per diem. I had an- 
swered that I thought there was no such limitation, 
when my colleague [Mr. Fire] rose in his place 
and stated that the mileage of members of Con- 
gress, under the existing general laws, could not 
exceed the per diem allowance. I have examined 
the provision to which he alluded, but I find no 
such limitation. The only portion of the law which 
relates to this question is the following proviso to 
the section which I read, viz: 

Provided always, That no Representative or Delegate 
shall be allowed a sum exceeding the rate of eight dollars 
a day, from the end of one session to the time of his taking 
his seat in another. 

Taken literally, this language includes both per 
diem and mileage, and would limit the entire com- 
pensation to such sum as a per diem of eight dol- 
lars would amount to during the recess between 


the two sessions of a Congress. 


Mr. WOODWARD. If the gentleman will 
allow me, I will state that the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Fircu] stated the effect of this pro- 
vision correctly day before yesterday. He stated 
that the effect of that clause was to provide that 
the mileage and compensation of members shall 
not exceed the aggregate sum of eight dollars per 
day for the three hundred and sixty-five days, and 
I think that is the correct statement. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, ‘I think that construction 
of the proviso cannotbe sustained. The language 
does not import that, nor has it ever been so con- 
strued. There is a provision in this statute which 
enacts that in case any Representative or Delegate 
be detained by sickness on his journey to or from 
the session of Congress, he shall be entitled to his 

er diem compensation since the enactment of the 
aw. The construction of the proviso has been, 
that it is a proviso to this portion of the statute, 
and restricts and limits the mileage given under it, 
and that the per diem allowance of a member who 
is taken sick upon his way to Congress or on his 
way home, shall not exceed what his per diem 
would have been during the vacation. I say that 
has been the construction put upon the proviso 
since its enactment, and I have no doubt that if it 
means anything, this is what it means. Then, 
sir, the law stands in reference to every member 
of Congress—every Representative of a State and 
every Delegate from a Territory, with ene single 
exception, that they shall receive eight dollars per 
day for every day they serve in Congress, and 
eight dollars for every twenty miles distance be- 
tween this Capitol and their places. of residence. 
This, I say, is applicable to every gentleman upon 
this floor, and to every Senator, with one single 
exception; and that exception the Committee on 
Mileage by the pending bill have proposed to re- 
move. 

Mr. SMART. I desire to inquire whether this 
limitation does not extend also to the Delegates 
from New Mexico and Utah? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The limitation extends 
in terms, but not in effect. The compensation of 
the Delegates from Utah and New Mexico does not 
amount to $2,500 under the law of 1818; so that 
the limitation does not apply to them at all, 

Mr. SMART. I called at the office of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms this morning, and I understood 
him to say that the Delegate from Utah bad drawn 
his mileage up to the utmost limit of $2,500. 

Mr. BERNHISEL. I desire to say that I have 
not drawn that amount. . 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The gentleman from Utah 
tells me that his mileage amounts to $2,100 under 
the law of 1818, and that he has drawn that 


amount. At the first session of the Thirty-first 
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Congress a law was passed entitled “ An act to 
supply a deficiency in the appropriation for pay || 
and mileage of members of Congress for the pres- | 
ent session,” The gentleman from South Caro- |; 
lina, [Mr. Orr,] a lawyer of high standing and 
reputation in his own State—and his reputation is |) 
not confined to his own State—gave it as his opin- 
ion that the proviso to that law is permanent in its 
effect, and that it now regulates the compensation 
of the Delegate from Oregon. I will read the law || 
so far as it applies to this question. The title is, 
“ An act to supply a deficiency in the appropria- |! 
tion for the pay and mileage of members of Con- 
gress for the present session.” The first section 
is as follows: 

“That the sum of one hundred and sixty thousand dol- 
Jars be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the | 
payment ofmileage and per diem of the Senators, members of į 
the House of Representatives, and Delegates in Congress, at 
the present session: two thousand three bundred and thirty 
dollars for additional expense of stationery for members of 
the House of Representatives, during the present session : 
Provided, That the mileage of the Senators aud Representa- 
tives from California, and the Delegate from Oregon, be com- 
puted according to the most usual traveling route within the 
limits of the United States; and the per diem of said Sena- 
tors and Representatives tur this session shall commence 
from the day on which the Constitution of California was 
first communicated to the two Houses of Congress, respec- 
tively.” 

It is this proviso to this appropriation bill which 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
thinks now regulates the compensation of the Dele- 
gate from Oregon. 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) With the permission 
of the gentleman from Indiana, I desire to call the 
attention of the House to this fact in the act which 
that gentleman has just now read. In every clause 
of that act there is a special reference had to this 
session. Forinstance, the sum of §160,000isappro- |} 
priated for the payment of mileage of the Senators | 
and members at the present session—for $2,000 at 

| 
j 
{ 
H 


the present session; but the mileage which is in the 
proviso, the present session isnot introduced. In 
the last clause of the proviso, however, relating to 
the per diem compensation of members, the pres- 
ent session is again introduced. So that the act in- 
dicates clearly, according to my conception, by 
its reference, in every provision and in every 
clause, excepi this one, that the appropriation @ 
is made for the present session, and even in the 
latter clause of this proviso it is introduced, while 
the provision for the mileage of the Delegate from 
Oregon remains general, that that proviso was de- 
signed to remain permanent. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I should 
have been glad if the committee could have adopt- 
ed that construction of this provision, for then this 
question would not now have, been before the 
House. But, sir, of what is this a proviso? ktis 
a proviso to a law which is for a special purpose, 
and temporary in its operations. It is a proviso 
to an appropriation law, and more, sir, to a defi- | 
ciency appropriation bill, And what is a proviso 
inalaw? It is that which qualifies, or restricts, 
or construes that which precedes and forms the 
body of the law. This proviso is connected with 
what goes before; itis a qualification of it; else it 
is not a proviso. That gentleman, [Mr. Orr,] 
upon reflection, will recollect that it is a recognized |j 
and well-settled rule of construction, that a proviso 
to a statute, unless the words of the proviso {! 
indicate clearly and beyond all doubt another 
intention, cannot have an effect in point of time 
beyond the operation of the statute to which it is 
attached. Thisis an appropriation law to pay the 
compensation and mileage of members of ‘Con- 
gress; and that appropriation is qualified by a pro- || 
viso that the mileage of the Delegate from Oregon |! 
be computed by the overland route. That is what 
the statute means, in my judgment. I will read a || 

art of a decision of the Supreme Court of the | 

nited States, in a case analogous to this. Itis: 
the case of Minis vs. The United States, in 15 |; 
Peters, 423. The suit was brought by the United | 
States against Minis, who was a surgcon in the 
Army, for moneys of the United States received 
by him as agent for the Government, but not dis- 
bursed by him. He claimed to retain it as com- |; 
mission upon moneys by him disbursed as agent į: 
for the Government in the removal of the Chero- | 
kee Indians from their residence on this side of the | 
Mississippi to their residence upon the other side. 
The disbursements were made in the year 1836-7. 

In 1835, there was a law passed “ making cer- || 
tain additional appropriations for the Delaware 


H 


| 
| 
l; 
i: 


| plication to all future appropria 


to except something from the enacting clause 


breakwater, and for certain harbors, and for re- 
moving obstructions in and at the mouth of certain 
rivers, for the year in 1835.” 

The act which makes tbe specific appropriation 
contains the following proviso: 


* Provided, That no officer of the Army shall receive any 
percentage or additional pay, extra allowance, ur compensa- 
tion, in any form whatsoever, on account of the disbursing 
any public money appropriated by law during the present 
session for fortifications, execution of surveys, works of in- 
ternal improvement, building of arsenals, purchase of sup- 
plies of any description, or for any other service or duty 
whatsoever, unless authorized by law.” 


It speaks of disbursements of appropriation of 
that session, and then says that no additional com- 
pensation shall be made to any officer for any other 
services. Under that provision, the United States 
in that case claimed that no compensation should 
be allowed to this surgeon of the Army for those 
additional services rendered to the Government. 
The Court, speaking upon this subject, uses this 
language: 


“The argument on behalf of the United States is, that 
this proviso, although found in a mere appropriation Jaw of 
a limited nature, is to be constrned, by reason of the words 
tor for any other service or duty whatsoever, unless au- 
thorized by law,’ to be permanent in its operation, and ap- 
plicable to all future appropriations, where officers of the 
Anny are employed in such service or duty; and that it 
appears from the record, that this was the very ground on 
which the ‘Treasury Department rejected the claim of 
Doctor Minis for commissions. The same question has 
been made and fully argued in the ease of Gratiot vs. The 
United States, at the present term; and we have given it: 
our delibrate consideration, We are ot opinion that such 
is not the true interpretation of the terms of the proviso; 
and that it is limited exclusively to appropriations wade at 
the session of 1835. 

& It would be somewhat unusual to find ingrafted upon 
an act making special and temporary appropriation, any 
provision which was to have a general and permanent ap- 
ions. Nor ought such an 
ature to be presumed, 


Intention on the part of the Legi 


| unless Ìt is expressed in the most clear and positive terms, 


and where the language admits of no other reasonable in- 
terpretation. The office of a proviso, generally, is either 
or to qualify 
ble ground 


or restrain its generality, or to exclude some p 
of misiuterpretation of it, as extending to cases not intended 
by the Legislature to be brought within its purview. A gen- 
eral rule, applicable to all future cases, would most natu- 
rally be expected to find its proper place in some distinct 
and independent enactment.” 


I ask gentlemen to notice the language of the 
Supreme Court in that case. The terms of the act 
admit of no other reasonable interpretation. 

“The office of a proviso”—to use the language of the 
court in that case— is generally either to except something 
from the enacting clause, or to qualify or restrain its gen- 
erality, or to exclude some possible ground of misinterpre- 
tation of it, as extending to cases not intended by the Legis- 
lature to be brought within its purview. A general role, 
applicable to all future cases, would most naturally be ex- 
pected to find its proper pate in some distinct and inde- 
pendent chactinent.”? 


The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr} 


: has referred to a provision to be found in the gen- 
; eral appropriation bill of the last Congress. 


o It is 
a provision found in connection with the appropri- 
ation for the public survey. Itis as follows: 

“ Provided, That no Jand bounty for military services 
granted by the act of 28th of September, 1850, entitled § An 
act granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
have engaged in the military service of the United States,’ 


: or by virtue of any other act of Congress heretofore passed, 


granting land bounties for military services, shail be satisfied 
out of any publie land not heretofore brought mto market, 
and now subject to entry at private sale under existing 


Mr. Speaker, I say that is no proviso. That is 
legislation upon an independent subject, notin any 
way connected with the public survey. It does 
not limit the provisions of the law which precedes 
it, and does not exclude misconstruction. That 
proviso—it is called a proviso—does not perform 
the office of a proviso. I say it is an independent 
enactment upon an independent separate subject, 
-and performs none of the functions of a proviso to 
the preceding enactment. 

But i will not occupy any more time upon this 
subject. I will say that the Committee on Mile: 
age, at the last session of Congress, gave the con- 
struction to the law which I have mentioned, that 
this proviso to the appropriation bill was tem- 
porary in its effect, and ceased to operate at the 
close of the session at which it was passed. I un- 
derstand that the Judiciary Committee in the Sen- 
ate gave it a different construction during the last 
Congress, but that that decision has since been 
reversed. But lam not certain upon that ques- 
tion. In reference to the compensation of the 
Delegate from Oregon, there is but one law, and 
that ts the provision in the territorial bill. 

Now, I dears to turn my attention for a few 


laws.” 


moments to the merits and demerits of the pro- 
posed bill. And first, sir, I dọ not advocate this 
bill, I did not report it, upon the ground. that I 
approved of the existing lar. I think that the 
Jaw of 1818 ought to be amended, and £ expect 
that the Committee on Mileage will make a report 
upon that snhject. A bill is pending before the com- 
mittee, and when the committee shall have come to. 
a conclusion upon the subject, and decided upon 
their report, the matter will be brought before: this 
“House, and then I expect to give my views upon 
the question. I will say now that I am in favor 
of a change of the law, so that the compensation 
of the members of this House, so far as their 
mileage is concerned, shall be estimated by some 
direct route—by some route to be ascertained by 
another department of Government than by our- 
selves. 1 say it is not worthy of this body, 
that members of Congress should be called upon 
to decide their own compensation. And this is 
the great objection I have to the present law. To 
fix the service of his brother members is not a 
duty which any man desires to perform, and I 
wish to see the law changed soas to devolve this 
duty upon others than members. I would like to 
see the law so changed that the Post Office De- 
partment shall decide the mileage of members by 
the mail routes. And I would say further, if we 
shall adopt this system of direct routes, then, as a 
matter of course, the Delegate from Oregon will 
be governed by the same principle of legislation as 
other members. When we make this reform in 
the law, then we will bring the Delegate from Or- 
egon and the members from California to the same 
principle of compensation with other gentlemen. 
If we have no mail route over the country we can 
establish some distance and ascertain the mileage 
to which they will be entitled by a direct route. 

1 will now notice some of the objections urged 
by the honorable gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. 
Hesaro.] When {heard his speech yesterday I 
was not sure that I understood him correctly, but 
when I came to read his printed speech I find I did 
not mistake his language. He says: 

“T do not know what injustice there is about it. I have 
not heard one gentleman, who has undertaken to show that 
the pay given to this Delegate from Oregon was not an 
equivalent for the service he renders here.” 

With regard to the question which the gentle- 
man raises, and the proposition involved in his 
remarks, that we shall estimate each gentleman’s 
compensation by the actual services performed 
here, I undertake to say that the honorable Del- 
egate from Oregon has given an earnest to the 
country in his past services that the services which 
he shall render in future will be cammensurate 
with the compensation to be given to him. And 
it is a singular question for the gentleman from 
Vermont to raise upon the distinguished Delegate 
from Oregon, whether he earns $2,500 or not. 

We say the Delegate from Oregon is not ade- 
quately compensated, because heis not placed upon 
a level with the rest of us. We ask that he shall 
be placed upon the same platform with every 
other member of Congress. I would not ask the 
honorable gentleman from Vermont (Mr. Hre- 
arp] if his services are worth more to the coun- 
try than the amount of his mileage and per diem. 
It is a question which I ought not to ask. Itisa 
question, the answer to which might be embar- 
rassing. I do not know whether it would hurt 
his feelings or not, or whether it would flatter the 
gentleman’s constituents or not. It is a question 
which he ought not to propeund in reference to 
| the services of the honorable Delegate from Or- 
egon. l say, sir, that the Delegate from Oregon 
has performed services for this country which 
gives us a good guarantee that he will compensate 
the country in faithful services for what shall be 
paid him under the general law. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ste- 
vENS] argues that the Delegate from Oregon comes 


| here with a vested right to $2,500 under the or- 


ganic law of the Territory, and that the Govern- 
ment has a vested right to his services; and that if 
more than that sum is paid him, it isa gratuity. 

If the honorable gentleman, by the use of these 
terms, means that the compensation of a member 
of Congress being fixed by law, cannot be changed 
during his term—that it isa fixed legal eompensa- 
tion, which Congress has no legal or constitutional 
power to alter, I do not agree with him. If he 
means that there is a moral obligation upon the 


Government, that the compensation of any pub- 
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rights—that Congress has ‘no power to change the 
law compensating members of Congress, I da not 
concur with him. T-understand him to be an ad- 
vocate of reform upon the mileage question, but, 
under his doctrine of vested rights, I want to 
know when that reform could be brought about? 
When can we change the law and. not affect the 
compensation of Senators. This law of 1818 
regulates the compensation of Senators, Represent- 
atives, and Delegates, and under the doctrine of 
the gentleman it cannot be amended so as to 
change the compensation of a Senator now chosen. 
Owing to the peculiar organization of that body | 
you never could bring a law into force at a time 
at which it would not affect some man who was 
holding that office, unless, peradventure, you put 
its operation off six years. ‘hen, perhaps, .you 
might. ‘The position the gentleman assumes for- 
ever forbids amendment of the present law. But 
Congress has never adopted his doctrine. In 1816 | 
the compensation was changed so as to give a sal- 
ary, and that was made to affect the members of 
that Congress. In 1818 that law was repealed, 
and the new law took effect during that Congress, 
I am not in favor, Mr. Speaker, I will here say, i 
of imitating the example of these two Congresses, 
which I have mentioned. I am not in favor of 
amending the law soas to affect the compensation 
of Representatives during this session—during the | 
same session at which the law is changed. Mem- | 
bers ought not to legislate upon their own com- | 
pensation any farther than it is 


possible for them |} 


to avoid, H 
Again: the gentleman says the Delegate from | 


i 
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session. He knew that his predecessor was not 
limited by the restriction of the territorial law, but 
that he received a mileage compensation. I there- 
fore say, that the argument of the member has 
last its force with relation to the compensation of 
the Delegate from Oregon. He was not expected 
to know the law more than gentlemen upon this 
floor who. differ widely in respect to it. Now, I 
will briefly notice a few other argumenis, and will 
then close. The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
Toomns] contends that the present mileage law is 
very unjust, very unequal, and that we ought not 
to compensate the Delegate from Oregon under that 
law. He says that it is unequal and unjust be- 
cause one man receives more money from the 
Government than another. The dollars that we 
receive from the public Treasury is the rule by 
which he estimates the equality of position of 
honorable gentlemen. In my judgment there is 


man mentions, We are equal when we stand 


defines our rights, and protects us. We are un- 
and for another man a different legislation. 
is all I have to say in reference to that argument 
of the gentleman. Let us see how unequal the 
law is as it stands, and how much more unequal 
the gentleman would make it by the amendment 
he would propose. He says thet all above the 
mere traveling expenses is to be regarded as com- 
pensation—as salary, and that that ought to be 
divided equally amongst the members of Con- 
gress—that above the actual expenses in ap- 
proaching the capital and returning from it we 
ought to be equal. [think that would be a more 
unequaland more nnjust law than the one at pres- 
ent regulating the compensatior of members. 
The Delegate from Oregon has to come, in ap- 


miles, It costs, the gentleman says, $300; and 


tunate men were often executed in England when | 
they were guilty of no moral offence—an axiom 
of law that every man is bound to know the law i 
which prevailed in England when the statutes took 
effect and were in force from the first day of the 
session of Parliament. And the gentleman desires | 
to adopt towards the Delegate from Oregon this | 
iron and unjust maxim of the English law. So i 


aw organiz 
the territorial government governs his < y 
sation. Yet the gentleman from Pennsylvania, ; 
although there is this uncertainty about the law 
says that the Delegate is bound to know it. This | 
law of 1850 had hardly reached Oregon when the : 
gentleman was elected as the Delegate. He was 
not then Governor. He was a private citizen, 
and following his own pursuits, and not, I sup- `; 
pose, reading with great care the special appro- 
priation bills of Congress—bilis which very few 
men read. Then how was the Delegate to} 


£ l know 
what. the law cf compensation was? He knew 
ihat his predecessor had received $3,452 at the last | 


i 


i; come to this capital. 


| costly fas 


j that $600 ought to be ailowed him for coming 
| and returning, and that all above that that he re- 
| eeives should be the same that a gentleman living 


within fifty miles of this capital would receive. 
How does he compensate the Delegate for the 


five to forty days to reach the seat of Govern 
ment from that Territory, and by the overland 
route it would take several months. The gentle 
man would make no compensation to the Dele 
gate for the time spent in getting here and return- 
ing home. There would be then three months of 
time for which he would receive no compensation. 
Ie makes no estimate in his rule of equality for 
the fact, that the Delegate must turn his back upon 
his family—upon his business. The gentleman 
from Georgia lives within seven or eight hundred 
miles from the capital. 


importance was on hands, or if the interests of 
his constituency did not require him to be here— 
he might absent himself from the House—asg I 
believe be did, during the first part of this session. 
i do not refer to the fact that the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srevens,} were absent from 
their seats, for the purpose of criticism. They, 
no doubt, when they left their seats, felt it to be 
their duty to do so. They did not feel that they 
deserted their public duties by going. They 


ii were, on account of their living near the capital, | 
; enabled to go home within a day or two. 


TS 


Why 
ney leave this country $9,000 going, and $9,000 


is it that we pay foreign ministe 


ti 


i returning, and $9,000 each year for staying? It 
isnot merely to defray their expenses in going, 


because th 


ey can go io any court of Europe sooner, 
and at less expense and risk of life and health 


than the honorable Delegaie from Oregon can | 


H is not for that, then. Tt 
is not to enable them to imitate the courtly and 
hions of Europe. 
such purpose. Wecompensate them thus largely 


another rule than the dollar rule which the gentle- jj 
upon the same law, when it prescribes our duties, | 


equal when there is for one man one legislation, | 


That | 


proaching this capital, more than seven thousand {| 


time spent in the journey? It takes from thirty- : 
J y J 


i ; > capital. Tf the circumstances of | 
his family required it—if no business of general | 


when | 


Certainly it is for no | 


because they have ‘to leave their country, their 
family, and their business. The gentleman from 
Oregon is .as far removed from his home and his 
business as any minister when he leaves this coun- 
try and goes to any court in Europe, and yet the 
|| gentleman from Georgia would give him the same 
compensation as is received by a member living 
within thirty or one hundred miles of the capital. 
I have remarked that the law as it now stands 
compensates every member of Congress by a fixed 
rule—a per diem allowance and mileage, with a 
single exception, and that exception is made 
against the honorable Delegate from Oregon. We 
ask to remove this exception; and shall it not be 
removed? My colleague from Indiana [Mr. Par- 
| KER] on yesterday said no such exception ought 
i to be taken prejudicial to the Delegate from Ore- 
| gon—that his services to the country have made 
him the object of so much interest to the country 
that this exception to his prejudice ought not to 
be made. F think there is force in that sugges- 
tion. If we are going to make a discrimination 
against one man, let it not be against the Dele- 
gate from Oregon, who has rendered such distin- 
guished services to the country. But I do not 
claim that this bill shall be passed upon that 
ground—that the Delegate from Oregon has made 
himself a name, and secured a place in the hearts 
of his countrymen by his gallant services. I ask 
it for no such reason. I ask thatit shall be passed’ 
to place him upon an equality with the rest of the 
members of Congress—that he shall not be made 
| an exception, but that his compensation shall be 
estimated by the same rule that regulates the com- 
pensation of the rest of the members of Congress. 
i; And then, Mr. Speaker, I will be in favor of 
amending the general law limiting the mileage b 
| more certain enactments, and by such amend. 
i ments the Delegate from Oregon will be equally 
affected with other Representatives. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The House have given 
į this subject an importance which, in my humble 
| opinion, it does not require; still, I believe it to 
: be my duty to give the House and the country 
ii the reasons which have governed my vote. I 
: would like to know what the inequality of mileage 
and the pay of members has to do with this ques- 
1, tion, abstractly and properly speaking? Nothing 
latal. No more than the gallant services of the 
gentleman from Oregon has to do with it. What 
has the great question of retrenchment, economy 
and reform, which was brought in by my friend 
from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] to do with this 
question? Is there a solitary member who has 
addressed the House, but what admits that the 
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|i not dispute but what that is the feeling of every 
| 


| 
| 
i 
| 
|. 
| 
| 
| 


| 
i 
' 
l 
| 
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complaints. Proper action will remedy the evil 
complained of. When Congress passed this ter- 
J vitorial bill for Oregon, we ail labored under the 
jj impression that this mileage system was wrorig. 
i For by it, the greater the distance the greater the 
injustice, And when you crossed the vast Rocky 
Mountains, and entered upon the Pacific border, 
in the formation of that territorial bill Congress 
| putin a provision that the Delegates west of the 
| Rocky Mountains should receive $2,500. It was 
a good beginning, and if it had been carried out 
f 


EN 
En 


‘and acted upon, 


} 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


would have submitted to it 
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If his pay were to 
amount to $100,000 under the principle of that law, 
yet it is the law, enacted far the purpose of regu- 
fating the pay of all the representatives, and should 
be general in its application, lt should be adhered 
to in all cases or not at all. There is no justice in 
discriminating against the Delegate from Orezon. 
If the mileage is too high under theegeneral law, 
introduce a bill which shall in its application be 
equal, uniform, and just to all the members and 
delegates, and | will vote for it. But I cannot 
consent to pay the gentleman from Oregon by a 
rule different from the one regulating the pay of 
all the members and delegates of this House. I 
know that members living near the Capitol com- 
plain, and justly, too, of their pay. It is unjust. 
Take my own case, and that of my friend from 
Maryland, [Mr. Evans.] When the short session 
comes, I shall receive for the session $2,000, while 
my friend does not receive $800. Is it proper, 
just, and right? How, then, are you to remedy 
this matter? Let us pass this bill and place the 
gentleman from Oregon upon the same footing 
with all others; give instructions to the Committee 
on Mileage to bring in a bill, that will remedy the 
evil, by fixing a just annual compensation, and 


ligence of the country to sustain it. Let us cease 
this eternal cry about our own pay, mileage re- 
form, economy, and retrenchment, and go to work 
properly to remedy the matter, Some years ago 
m Congress there was a regular bill introduced, 


founded upon the estimates of the proper depart- | 
ment, estimating the amount necessary for the an- |) 
nual expenditure of that branch of the Govern- | 
ment, and every solitary member who made a | 


speech cried out to the top of his voice economy, 
reform, and retrenchment, yet each member had 
an amendment to offer. I sat down and had 
the curiosity to keep an account of every one of 
these reform gentlemen. 


They proposed to give | 
y ł § i: 


li 
j 
|; 


$3,500,000 beyond the estimates of the proper de- : 


partment in the name of reform. 


deference to the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Toomzs,| who never fails to leave 
the impress of his powerful mind upon any ques- 


tion that he discusses, you cannot go properly to i| 


work now upon the question of economy and re- 


trenchment, without you have proper aid in the; 
departments. How is it to be expected, that mem- {| 
bers who come here, can in a session or two un- | 


derstand all the ramifications of your different de- 

partments and custom-houses in New York, and 

elsewhere. 
. ation, the House would be voting blindly. 

When William Henry Harrison came into 
power, the Whigs came here agreed upon the 
principles of reform, retrenchment, and economy. 
Many Democrats aided in the good work—being 
aut of power they were perhaps willing to go for 
these measures, and for that reason they joined 
in with the Whig party; and, after a laborious 


session of three or four months here, the whole : 


reform amounted to cutting down the regular 
cod La 
printer and a few pagesof the House. Sir, allthe 


I know this is į 
a difficult and perplexing question, and with due |) 


Consequently without proper inform- ;; 


i 
il 


officers in the Government—the doorkeepers of | 


the House not excepted—are better paid than you 
are. Suppose I am wrong, and that the pay of 
the Delegate from Oregon is just and proper, wil 
this House contend for an isolated question at the 
expense of the feelings of the gentleman who 
represents that Territory? I say, if I was the 
representative of Oregon, or any other place, I 


Hy 
zi 


» White, and Wildrick— 


tion was the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
he House refused to order the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. GOODENOW demanded the yeas and 
NAYS. 

My. MEACHAM moved to lay the motion to 
econsider upon the table. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, demandeg the yeas 
ad nays upon that motion; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted— 
yeas 84, nays 97, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Charles Allen, Alison, 
William Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Barrere, Bartlett, 


: Benuett, Bibighaus, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Brooks, George 
: H. Brown, Burrows, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chap- 
: man, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Curtis, 
' George T. Davis, Dockery, Dungan, Evans, Ewing, Fow- 


ler, Giddings, Goodenow, Grow, Hammond, Harper, Haws, 
Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Houston, John W. Howe, Hun- 
ter, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, George 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston 


| King, Kulins, McMullen, Meacham, Miller, Millson, Mi- 
i ner, Morehead, Newton, Outlaw, Permiman, Perkins, Ro- 


bie, Sackett, Sehermerhorn, Schooleratt, Schoonmaker, 


| Skelton, Swart, Stanly, Benjamin Stauton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Strother, Sutherland, Tay- 
: dor, Benjamin Thompson, 


Inirston, Toombs, Walbridge, 
Wallace, Walsh, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Alexander 


NAYS—Messtz. Aiken, Willis Allen, Jolm Appleton, 
David J. Bailey, Beale, Bell, Bissell, Bragg, Breckenridge, 
Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Busby, Joseph 
Cable, Thotupson Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, 
Cobb, Coleock, Conger, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, 


| Dean, Doty, Dunham, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ficklin, 
S ; , 1, Fitch, Mlorenee, Freeman, Heory M. Fuller, Thomas J3. 
vote for it, relying upon the good sense and intel- |! 


D. Faller, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Grey, Hall, 
Gamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hol- 
Jaday, Howard, ‘Thomas Y, How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, 
John Johnsonu, Robert W. Jolnson, Landry, Letcher, 


; Lockhart, Mace, Edward C. Marshal, Humphrey Mar- 
i shall, Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McQueen, Molony, 
| Henry D. Moore, Morrison, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Andrew 
| Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Price, 


Rantoul, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Savage, 
Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abrabam P, Stevens, St. Martin, Stuart, 


; Townshend, Venable, Ward, Addison White, Wileox, 


Williams, Woodward, and Yates--97, 
So the House refused to lay the motion upon 


i the table. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question recurs upon 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
House refused to order the bill to a third reading. 

The question was then taken, and there were 
ayes 95, noes 86. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

The question then recivred upon ordering the 


bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. 
still in force? 

The SPEAKER. Jt still operates. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The previous ques- 
tion was upon the reconsideration, and not upon 
the engrossment. It exhausted itself upon the 
engrosament. 


The SPEAKER. 


Is the previous question 


vious question. 

Mr. JONES. It exhausted itself when the 
House refused to engross it. 

The SPEAKER. Upon a reconsideration, in 


the opinion of the Chair, it places the House pre- |: 


cisely where it was. 

Mr. JONES, 
bate was had upon the motion to reconsider, if the 
previous question was sull hanging over the bill? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is very well aware 
that this question has been decided variously. The 
Chair has stated his opinion. Does the gentlemar 


` from Tennessee [Mr. Joys} take an appeal from 


the decision of the Chair? 
Mr. JONES, No, sir. I will not appeal. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I will take an appeal, and 
barely remind the Chair, that when he Texas 


would wish to be upon an equal footing with my | boundary bill was under consideration, the pre- 


I 


associates upon this floor; and unless I were, 


should resign and go home. 
Mr. BISSELL. 


38 


i 


| vious 
; : i 
Under the impression that li your motion. 


qiesion was applied to it, and the bill was 
rejected. It was reconsidered and amended on 


In the recollection of the | 
Chair, the vote by which the bill was put upon its | 
engrossment, was under the operation of the pre- | 


How does it come, that this de- |; 


j 
ji 
| 
| 
i 
t 


i 
f 
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l 
i 
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: Bailey, Beale, Beli, Bis 
i Briggs, Albert G. Brow 


The SPEAKER. The Chair “is. aware that. 
such is the fact. The Chair is also aware, that 
in a majority of cases which he has-looked at, the 
decision has been in accordance with the preseiit 
decision of the Chair. It isa matter about which 
the Chair certainly has no pride of opinion. Jt is 
competent for the House to reconsider the order- 
ing of the main question, which has been done 
aver and over again in this body since J have been 
here. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg leave to say this 
matter is open to debate, and I wish to say one 
word ; 

Mr. OLDS. I rise to a question of order.. The 
question is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is not debata- 
ble, but the Chair will be happy to receive sugges- 
tious from the geneman from North Carolina, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would like to know upon 
what principle itis not débatable. If it is settled 
that we are under the operation of the previous 
question, it is not debatable; but that is the very 
point we are about to determine, and T hope the 
Chair will allow a word or two of remark upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be happy to 
hear any suggestion from the gentleman, but de- 
bate is not in order, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
a lengthy debate. ‘ 

Mr. ROBINSON. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr, Cinemax] appeals from the decis- 
jon of the Chair, that the bill is now under the 
operation of the previous question, 

Mr. ROBINSON, Is that appeal debatable? 

Mr. CLING:-MAN. I shall ask the yeas.and 
nays. 1 say that a different decision has been 
made heretofore, ` 

Mr. ROBINSON. | call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states, for the còr- 
rection of the gentleman, that he knows the fact, 
that the decision has been as the Chair has stated. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [have no doubt that such 
decisions have been made; but I also know that 
different decisions have been made. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I think the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Cuixenan] 
cannot find a single case as he states it, When- 
ever a bill is put upon its passage under the oper- 
ution of the previous question, aud the motion to 
reconsider is carried, we are put back exactly in 
the condition we were in before the hill was passed. 
Ifa gentleman wishes to amend it afterwards; he 
must move to reconsider the vote by which the 
previous question was seconded. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That was not done in the 


I do not desire to go into 


| case I referred to. 


The SPEAKER, Debate is notan order. The 
Chair decides that the previous question is now 
operating upon the question before the House, 
which is upon the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill, From this decision the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Ciinaman] takes an 
appeal. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I withdraw my appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The question then recurs, 
whether the bill shall be engrossed and read a third 
time? 

Mr. KING, of New York. Upon that ques- 
tion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question wasthen taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 88, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. 

ell, Bragg, Breekeuridge, Brouton, 
Buell, Bushy, Joseph Cahie, 
Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Clark, Cobb, Col- 
cork, Conger, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Doty, Dunbaw, Bartman, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ficklin, 
Fiteb, Florence, Henry M. Fuler, Thomas J, D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Grey, Hal, 


: Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Holla- 
: day, Howard, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson; 
|i JohnJohnson, Robert W. Johasou „Landry, Letcher, Lock- 
: hart, Mace, Edward C. Marshal, Humphrey -Marshall, 


Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, McQueen. 
Molony, Henry D. Moore, Nahers, Olds, Orr, Andrew 
Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Phelps, Polk, Powell,’ Price, 


: Rantoul, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Savage, 


Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Frederick 
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P: Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, 
Stone, St: Martin, Swart, George. W. Thompson, Towns- 
hend, Ward, Addison White, ‘Williams, Woodward, and 
es-—100. ap ` ek noe ree 

vate ra -Miscie. ‘Abercrombie, Charles Allen, Allison, | 
Wiliam Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barrere, Bartlett, Bennett, Bibighaus,’-Bocock, : Bowie, 
Jonn H: Boyd, Brooks, Burrows, Caldwell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell; Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, Churchwel}, Cleveland, 
Clingman, Curtis, George T. ` Davis, Dockery, Duncan, 
Evans, Ewing, Faulkner; Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Grow, ‘Hammond,. Harper, Sampson. W. Harris, Haws, 
Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Houston, John W. Howe, 
‘Hunter, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, George 
W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Kuns, McMullin, Meacham, Miller, Milson, Miner, 
Morehead, Newton, Outlaw, Penniman, Perkins, Robie, 
Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Schoonmaker, Skel- 
ton, Smart, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, ‘Thaddeus Stevens, Sutherland, Taylor, Benja- 
mia, Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Walsh, Washburn, Watkins; Welch, Alexander White, 
and Wildrick,—88. ' 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading, and being engrossed, was read a 


third time. i 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved to reconsider the 
voie just taken, and also to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The bill having been once 
reconsidered, cannot, in the opinion of the Chair, 
be again reconsidered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That very decis- 
ion was overruled during the last Congress. The 


Speaker of the last House made that decision | 


upon the Texas boundary bill, and the House 
overruled it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects that 
very well, The Chair is, however, of the opinion 
that a bill cannot be reconsidered a second time. 

The question now being upon the passage of 
the bill, 

Mr. HENDRICKS demanded the previous 
question. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be now put; and 
the question being taken, it was decided in the 
affirmative, ° 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS moved to reconsider the 
vote upon the passage of the bill, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO MISSOURI. 

The SPEAKER stated, as the next business in 
order, the bill reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to grant the right of way and a por- 
tion of the public domain to the State of Missouri, 
to aid in the construction of certain railroads there-" 
inj and that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Puexps] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I dislike very much to ask 
permission of the House to do anything that is 
not strictly in order; but in view of the fact that 
this debate may occupy many days, I ask the 
House to allow me to report the Deficiency bill, 
which I have had in my possession for some days, 
and have been waiting for an opportunity to report. 

Mr. KING, of New York. It is very true, as 
the gentleman says, that this debate will occupy 
several days; but I have been waiting for some 
days to report a bill of considerable importance, 
and have been unable to do so, and I therefore ob- 
ject to the introduction of this bill. I think the 
committees ought to be called for reports, and I 
will therefore move to postpone the consideration 


of the bill now before us until to-morrow morn- li 


ing, at such time as the call of the committees shall 
have been gone through with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot ob- 
tain the floor to make that motion without general 
consent. 

(Cries of ** Object!’ 

Mr. KING. ‘Then 


tion. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Tam a little astonished that |! 


' of Wisconsin, in favor of the establishment of a national 

|, Bureau of Agriculture. 

the purpose of !' 
jj ant mars 


the gentleman from New York should make ob- | 
jection, wherit can only answer 
putting my bill back, and cannot a 
__ I desire, however, 
the Chair: Whether 
having yielded. me the floor, it is competent to the |! 
gentleman from New York to deprive me of my 
right to introduce the bill, 

Mr. KING. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 


dvance his, 


bama must remember that his propositi j 
S À ion cannot |j ; i i i i é 
bedateciived except by unanimous consent, | ing compensation for supplies furnished United States 


| Mr. PHELPS resumed and concluded his re- 


marks commenced on the 12th of February, in 
; opposition to. the pending motion to referthe bill 
‘to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union; and argued earnestly in favor of the meas- 
ure. He insisted that Missouri, has a just claim 
to lands to-aid her in-the consiruction.of the rail- 
roads which are designated, ahd that she is enti- 
tled to grants similar to those which have-been 
made to other States of the Unionefor internal ini- 
provement purposes- ; re ee 
[For the speech of Mr. P., see Appendix.] 
‘Mr. WATKINS next obtained the floor, and 
said that the remarks which he intended to. make, 
although they would have a general bearing upon 
the bill now under consideration, had reference 
more particularly to the bill providing for a grant 
of land to the State of Tennessee, to aid said State 
in the congyruction of certain railroads therein, and 
to the homestead policy. He maintained that ac- 


much longer be looked to as a source of revenue; 
i he argued in favor of such a distribution of them 
among the States as would facilitate and aid the 
| purposes of education and internal improvements, 
|, which are of the highest national importance, and 
giving homesteads to citizens of the country. Ifit 
is constitutional to appropriate a portion of the 
public lands, it cannot be less so to appropriate the 
whole of them, considering a large class of cases 
would. be covered. One of the reasons which led 
him to this course is, that unless some such sys- 
tem be adopted the most fertile lands—the indica- 
tions are unmistakable—will, in a very few years, 
be fiittered away by partial, sectional, and local 
legislation. 

[For the speech of Mr. Warxins, see Appendix.] 

Mr. MILLER next obtained the floor, but 
yielded to 

Mr. YATES, on whose motion, 

The Efouse adjourned till to-morrow. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


i 


y 
{ must insist on my objec- |! 


I have aright to object. i 


The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 


j under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. HOW, of New York: The petition of journey- 
men cigar makers, of Auburn, Cayuga county, New York, 
praying for a modification of the tariff on cigars of a less 
value than ten dollars per thousand. 

Also, sundry petitions of citizens of the State of New 
York, praying for an appropriation to improve the harbor at 
Little Sodus Bay, 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio: The. petition of Danie} 
French and 61 other citizens of Holmes county, praying 


| for a tri-weekly mail from Canton, in Stark county, to Mil- 


lersburg, in Holmes county, in the State of Ohio. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Armor and 62 others, on the 
same subject. 

Also, the petition of Daniel Baughman and 59 others 
on the same subject. 

Also, the petition of John. Raber, and 201 others, on the 
same subject. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Coshocton county, Ohio 
j asking that mail contractors, postmasters, and other officers 
of the Government, may be released from performing labor 
on the Christian Sabbath. 

By Mr. MACE: The petition of Moses Colton, of Pitts- 
| burg, Indiana, asking fer indemnity for less on eonti- 
i nental money. 

Also, the memorial of Williamson D. Crothers, of Clinton 
county, Jndiana, asking for additional compensation as 
assistant marshal of said county in taking the census. 

Also, the memorial of Thomas J. {rwitr and H. Dunkle, 
of Carroll county, Indiana, asking for additional compensa- 
tion as assistant marshals of said county, in taking the 
census. 

By Mr. WATKINS: The memorial of the assistant mar- 
shals of the eastern district of Tennessee, for increase of 
; compensation. 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Samnel C. Ken- 
nedy, Robert Hays, Rebecca Wiifong, Sarah Yarmer, and 
others, citizens of Pennsylvania, and also of the surviving 


children of those deceased who have served in the war of 
1812, praying Congress to modify the bounty land act of 
| September 28, 1850, so as to give each person intended to 
! be benefited by said act, not less than one hundred and 
sixty acres of Jand. 

by Mr. HIBBARD: The memorial of the Rock County 
Agricultural Society and Mechanics Institute, in the State 


HURCHWELL: The memorial of the assist- 


By Mr. © 


By Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois: The petition of Chas. 
S. Hampstead and 500 others, citizens of Galena, INinois, 
praying that Congress may establish Galena as a port of 


i entry. 


Also, the petition of the Mayor and City Council of the 
said city of Galena, for the same purpose. 
By Mr. CARTTER: The petition of Charles A leott, for 


; relief, 


By Mr. KUHNS: The petition of Henry Wentling, pray- 


troops in the late war with Great Britain. 


als of the eastern district of Tennessce, praying for | 
i additional compensation for taking the census. 


to propound this question to į! 
the gentleman from Missouri, |. 


cording to official data the public lands cannot |; 


i! 


| Mr. BADGER. 


h 


By Mr. CONGER :, The petition of Wm. H. Platt, Pres- 
ident of the Alton and Sangamon Railroad Company, ask- 
ing for a grantef lang fox the parpose of aiding fn thecon- 
stractinn of said road: 5 u ; i 
By Mr. LETCHER : The. petition of J. W. Pope ang 
179 other citizens of Hardy, Rockingham, and Shenandoah 
counties, in. Virginia, asking the establishment of a maif 
route from Luney’s Creek, in the county of Hardy, to New 
Market, in the county of Shenandoah.. - we : 
By Mr. BARRERE: The petition -of John G, Marshall, 
: Thomas Middleton, and B. F. Johnson, assistant marshals 
in. Brown county, Ohio, praying for additional. compensa- 
tion for taking the Seventh Census. ee te 
; By Mr. SCHOOBCRAPYT: The remonstrance of 155. 
citizens of Albany, New York. against the further exten- 
sion of the patent for Woodworth’s planing machine. 
By Mri CHANDLER: The memorial of J. W. Wetmore 
and many other citizens of the eity of Erie, Pennsylvania; 
. asking for the establishment of a naval dep3t in connections 
with a dry dock, at some point on the lake frontier. 

Also, the memoria! of J. Houghton and other judicat ofti- 
|| cers of New Mexico under the government of Generaf 
Kearny, asking for an appropriation for the payment of 
their safaries. é 

By Mr. BIBIGHAUS: Fhe petition of Strange N. Pal- 
; mer and others, of SchayTkil] cornty, Pennsylvania, pray- 


| ing for a modification of the tariff of 1846 on iron, &c. 

By Mr. YATES: The petition of David J. Perry and 126 
others, for a grant of the right of way and a portion of the 
public Jands to aid in the construction of a railroad froin the 
į city of Springfield, in THinois, to the eity of Bloomington, 
i in McLean county, in extension of the Alton and Sanga- 
mon railroad. 

Also, the petition of Z. Lawrence and 22 others, for the 
same object. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 19, 1852. 
Prayer by Rev. Lirrieron F.Morean, 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair will bring to 
the notice of the Senate that the three members of 
the Committee on Engrossed Bills are temporari- 
ly absent, and in consequence there are billy 
which cannot be examined unless an additional 
| member shall be appointed. 

Mr. HUNTER. | move that the Chair have 
power to appoint an additional member of that 
committee, 

The PRESIDENT. If such be the pleasure of 
! the Senate, the Chair will make the appointment. 
Mr. Wang, of Ohio, was appointed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. Taid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, transmitting a report of the Commissioner 
| of the General Land ce; and the opinion’ of 
| the Attorney General in relation to the conffictin 
claims of Randolph Coyle, John Delafield, and 
the city of Cincinnati, to the unsold parts of frac- 
tional section No. 11, in fractional township No. 
4, of fractional range No. I, in J. C. Symmes’s 
i purchase, in the State of Ohio; which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the memorials of 
Thomas K. Hall, of Brunswick county; E. H. 
McClure, of Buncombe county; J. C, Smith, of 
Alexander county; John Clayton, of Henderson 
| county; James J. H. Russ, of Randolph county, 
and Samuel M. Hughes, of Stokes county, assist- 
; ant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
; North Carolina, praying additional compensation; 
| which were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BELL. I present the memorials of twenty- 
four assistant marshals for taking th® Seventh 
| Census in the eastern district of Tennessee. They 
represent, in positive and strong terms, that the 
| character and the formation of that country, being 
; generally mountainous, and the population, ex- 


|, cept in the valleys, being very sparse, they have 
officers, soldiers, seamen, and marines, and widows and |! 


received nothing like an adequate compensation. 


j L move that, without reading, they be referred to the 


, Committee of Claims. They were so referred. 
| I have, sir, the memorials of 
i R. C. Miller, assistant marshal of Caldwell coun- 
| ty, and J. M. Taylor, assistant marshal of Nash 
| county, North Carolina, both complaining of 
i losses and grievances arising from this same root 
| of bitterness, and I move their reference to the 
| Committee of Claims. They were so referred. 
Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I have certain 
resolutions, or rather two or three series of reso- 
lutions, adopted at the last session of the Legisla- 
ture of North Carolina, which, for reasons not 
necessary to be now mentioned, were transmitted 
to me so late that the opportunity was not afforded 
me to offer them to the Senate at the last legisla- 
tive session; and in consequence of their having 
been left at home when I came here this winter, 
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with certain papers to be transmitted immediately, 
and some delay in their transmission, I have not 
had the opportunity heretofore to"present them to 
the Senate. As I do not wish to be any longer 
considered negligent of that duty, I present the 
resolutions of the Legislature of Nerth Carolina, 
in relation tothe encouragement of home industry, 
and requesting their members of both branches of } 
S ongrean to vote against any increase of tariff | 
uty. i 

I present, also, a resolution of the Legislature of 
North Carolina, in favor of the reopening of the 
inlet at or near Nag’s Head, between the ocean 
and Albemarle Sound, 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of North | 
Carolina, in favor of opening a communication he- 
tween Beaufort Harbor and the waters of Pamlico 
Sound; also, in favor of a hydrographical survey | 
of the waters between Pamlico Sound and Beau- | 
fort Harbor, known as Core Sound. As my col- 
league suggests, I ask that they be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


_ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented a memo- 
rial of assistant marshals for taking the Seventh 
Census in the eastern district of Tennessee, pray- 
ing additional compensation; which was referred | 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented three memorials of 
assistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census 
in Indiana, praying additional compensation; 
which were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. MASON. I present a petition which has 
been addressed to me, postmarked from New 
York, of Margaret Shields and Mary McDermit, 
in behalf of themselves and many others. 

They represent that the Secretary of State is | 
about to interpose for the relief of certain Irish | 
prisoners in Van Dieman’s Land, and asking that | 
their husbands, who they say are in like exile, | 
may be included in such ‘interposition. I do not | 
quite agree with all the positions of the memorial- | 
ists, but as the memorial is a respectful one, I | 
have felt it to be my duty to submit it to the Sen- | 
ate; and I ask that, without being read, it may he | 
laid upon the table. I have ño idea, however, that 
the Secretary of State will ever make such inter- | 
position. j 

The memorial was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a petition of sundry | 
merchants of New York, praying the correction | 
of errors in the practice of the warehouse laws; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 
merce. | 

Mr. WADE presented a memorial of A. Ray- | 
mond, an assistant marshal for taking the Seventh 
Census in Ohio, praying additional compensation; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the memorial 
of William Hollinshead, praying compensation for | 
reporting and_preparing for publication the decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court of the Territory of | 
Minnesota; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOWNS presented a petition of the curate, | 
president, and members of the board of trustees | 
of the Cathedral of St. Louis, in the city of New 
Orleans, praying that certain marble altars and | 
other articles ordered in Europe for the use of that | 
Cathedral may be entered free of duty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHASE presented a memorial of the trus- 
tees of the Miami University, praying a donation 
of land for the benefit of that institution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, three memorials of assistant marshals for 
taking the Seventh Census in Ohio, praying addi- 
tional compensation; which were referred to the | 
Committee of Claims. 


i 
j 
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PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. UPHAM, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Samuel White, on the files | 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was i 
Ordered, That the memorial of Michael Nash, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to ge Committee of Claims. | 
H $ i 

On motion hy Mr. BRIGHT, it was i 
Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate | 
relating to the claim of Franklin Hardin be referred to the | 
Cummittee of Claims. f 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was f 


Ordered, That William E. McMaster have leave to with- 
draw his memorial. 


{| second time with a view to reference. | 


| Committee on Territories. i 


take his case out of the operation of the proviso `| 


| whether it is worth while to have this bill referred. i 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 
F Ordered, That the petition of James Higginbotham, on 
the tiles of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Towa, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John A. Batin, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the petition of Frances 
E. Baden, reported a bill for her relief; which was 
read and passed to the second reading. i 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whieh the subject was referred, reported 
a bill to prevent umnecessary delays in the dis- 
charge of the cargoes of steamers; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Richard 
Mackall, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of R. D. Sewall, as ex- 
ecutor of R. Sewall, deceased, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for the relief the heirs and 
representatives of the late Robert Sewall; which 
was read and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on Na- | 
val Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
Ursula E. Cobb, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for her relief; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which was referred the message of 
the President of the United States of the 18th ! 
instant, reported a joint resolution extending the | 
time of the commission under the convention with 
Brazil; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FELCH, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill grant- 
ing the right of way and making a grant of land 
to the State of Michigan, in trust for the Ziluakic, 
Grand Traverse and Mackinaw Plank Road Com- 
pany, in aid of the construction of a plank road 
from Ziluakie, on the Saginaw river, to Grand 
Traverse Bay, thence to the Straits of Mackinaw; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRIGHT, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained Jeave to introduce a bill to 
amend an act entitled “ An act to create additional 
collection districts inthe Territory of Oregon, and 
for other purposes;’’ which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, 

CONTRACTS FOR DRY DOCKS, ETC. 

Mr. BRODHEAD submitted the following res- 

olution for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to the Senate copies of the contracts under 
which the dry docks, basins, and railways have been built 
or are building at Kittery, Philadelphia, and Pensacola. 
Also, a copy of the contract for the construction of the dry 
dock, without the basin and railway, at San Francisco, and 
a copy of the advertisement inviting proposals for said work. 
Also, copies of all bids or proposals to construct said dry | 
docks, basins, and railways. Also, to inform the Senate 
whether a board of officers has been appointed to select a 
site for a navy-yard or depôt, or to locate the said dock, in 
California; and if said board has made a report, to communi- 


cate a copy thereof. * | 


MILEAGE OFTHE DELEGATE FROM OREGON, | 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair will put on ‘is | 
passage a bill from the House of Representatives, 
entitled “An act to regulate the mileage of the 
Delegate from the Territory of Oregon.” 
The bill was read a first time by its title and | 


ordered to a sccond reading. It was also read a | 
f 


| 
i 
i 
} 
| 
H 
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Mr. GWIN. I move to refer the bill to the | 

Mr. BADGER. This is a bill which concerns || 
the mileage of one of the members of the House of | 
Representatives. i 


Mr. GWIN. It is the Delegate from the Ter- | 
ritory of Oregon. 


Mr. BADGER. Yes, sir; and the object is to || 


tacked to a former appropriation bill and let it | 
stand on the general law. Now I wish to suggest | 


In this case we need not exercise any revision 
over the proceedings of the House.- 9° F 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope not. I-hopé this. bill 
will not be referred, but that it will. be taken: up 
and acted upon immediately. There is no neces- 
sity for a reference. : ee 

Mr. GWIN. I withdraw my motion. ; 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, I hope that bill 
will be referred. It introduces an important prin- 
ciple, and I have no doubt it will be discussed 
when it comes up. I renew the motion that it be 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Itake issue with the Senator 
from Ohio. It does not introduce a new princi- 

e. 

Mr. BADGER. Notat all. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The object of this bill is to 
place the Delegate from the Oregon Territory ex- 
actly in the same position with every Senator and 
Representative and Delegate from the States and 
Territories of this Union. By a special enactment 
in the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, at 
the close of the Congress before last, the Dele- 
gate from the Territory of Oregon was allowed 
but $2,500 mileage; while if. his travel had been 
computed upon the principle by which the mileage 
of Senators and Representatives and other Dele- 
gates was calculated, it would have been $3,452. 
The limitation contained ir the bill to which I 
have referred has expired, and this bill is designed 
to place the Delegate in the same position with all 
other Senators, Representatives, and Delegates, 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly, to. put him on a 
footing with all others. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope this bill will not be re- 
ferred, but that it will be acted upon immediately. 

Mr. CHASE. I am still of the opinion that 
this bill ought to be referred, and that it ought to 
be considered before it is acted upon. It is not 
exactly in order to discuss the merits of the prop- 
osition now but inasmuch as the Senator from 
Indiana has stated that the object of this bill is 
simply to place the Delegate from Oregon in the 
very same position which is occupied by Senators 
and Representatives from the west of the Rocky 
Mountains, I think it is due to myself, and due to 
the Senate, to say that I believe the Senator from 
Indiana is mistaken. 

If I recollect right, at the conclusion of the ses- 
sion of 1850, a proviso was added to the appro- 
priation bill, or rather to a bill for supplying de- 
ficiencies in appropriations, which restricted the 
mileage of the Senators and Representatives from 
California and the Delegate from Oregon to the 
land route. That proviso was construed as a 
temporary provision in the House, and the Rep- 


‘| resentatives from California in the House were 


considered by the Committee on Mileage,’ and 
without the action of the House, as I believe, en- 
titled to receive full mileage for the route. by the 
Isthmus, without the limits of the United States. 
The honorable Senator from California presented 
that subject to the consideration of the Senate at 
the last session, and it was then referred ‘to. the 
Committee on the Judiciary, which committee re- 
ported that the provision in that bill was a perma- 
nent and not a temporary provision. He there- 
fore received his mileage by the overland route, 
while his colleagues in the House of Representa- 
tives received their mileage by the Isthmus route. 
This bill now proposes to repeal the clause of the 
aet organizing the Territory of Oregon, which re- 
‘stricts the Delegate from that Territory to $2,500 
mileage; and it will make two rules of compensa- 
tion in mileage to the Senators and Representa- 
tives from the territory west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains-—one rule for the Representatives and the 
Delegate in the other House, and another rule for 
the Senator in this body. 

I merely say this in order to show that this is a 
question which it seems to me to deserve some 
consideration; and while I am for a liberal provis- 
ion, | am for something like equality in this mat- 
ter of mileage. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
read. 

The Secretary read the bill accordingly. It pro- 
vides that so much of the act entitled “ An act to 
establish the territorial government of Oregon,” 
approved August 18th, 1848, as limits the mileage 
compensation of the Delegate from-the.said. Ter- 
ritory, be repealed. : g : 

Mr. BRIGHT. The law organizing the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon limited the mileage of the Dele- 


I should like to hear the bill 


gate from that Territory to 2,500. If there-had 
Been no clause in that bill restricting his mileage, 
he would clearly have been entitled to be paid ac- | 

` cording to the computation of the distance as ttie | 
Senators and Representatives of the States. and 
Territories generally. I regarded that limitation, | 
as I-think every Senator here must regard it, as 
anjüst At the last'Congress.an amendment was | 
appended. to the civil and diplomatic bill, giving to | 
the then Delegate from the Territory of Oregon 
$3,452, which, as] stated before, was the amount 
of mileagé he would be entitled to if computed ac- 
* cording to: the'distance traveled. The object of this 
bilt- ig to give the present Delegate from that Ter- | 
ritory the same rate of mileage—nothing more. | 
Hence I say that I think there is no necessity 
whatever for referring it. If Senators are willing 
to award justice to the Delegate from Oregon; if 
they are willing to measure out to him the same 
rate of compénsation that they measure out to them- 
selves, they can doitimmediately. Ifthey desire to | 
single him out, and say that his travel is worth less | 
than that of Senators and Representatives of Cal- ʻi 
ifornia and other States and Territories, they have 
a right to do so; but I must say that, in my opin- 
ion, it would be very unjust and oppressive towards 
him. For that reason I oppose the reference of 
the bill, | 
Mr. BADGER. When I threw out the sug- || 
gestion that I thought there was no necessity fora |; 
reference of this bill, I did not do it because [ | 
meant to intimate any opinion whether the House 
of Representatives ought or ought not to pass a 
bil for the purpose of repealing that restriction. 
It was sufficient for me that it concerned a Dele- 
gate in that body, and that the object of the bill 
was to put that Delegate on a footing with other 
Delegates and members of that House. I there- 
fore thought it would not be exactly gracious 
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from Oregon is the only member of. either 
House. who-has not-the right io -go-to the. proper 
officer.and demand mileage for the distance he has 


traveled. This réstriction is imposed upon him | 
by previous enactment, and it requires some legis- | 
lation to give him that amount of money to which | 


all admit he is. entitled. I hope the Senate will 
not embarrass the bill by any.other question. ` 


The motion to- refer was-not agreed to; and | 
the bill was considered:as in -Committee of the | 


Whole. =- : : : 

Mr. MANGUM. My attention has not “been 
called to this bill, nor.to the principles involved in 
it. I have usually been on the liberal side of ques- 
tions of this sort, but E would ask that it may be 
allowed to lié on the table for the present, that we 
may have an opportunity to look into the measure, 
and of considering the principles which are in- 
volved in it. I do not mean; by any ‘motion of 
that sort, to indicate anything like opposition to it. 
Ido not know what it is, and therefore 1 move 
that it do lie upon the table for the present. 

The motion was not agreed to, the vote,ona 


| division, being 15 in the affirmative and 16 in 
the negative. 


There was, however, no quorum 
voting. 


The Senate having been counted, 33 Senators |, 


were found to be present. 


Mr. MANGUM, My simple object is to gain a | 
little time to look into it. My motion is made with | 
no hostile purpose towards the measure itself. F! 
| have no desire to oppose it. 
İ ask the Senator from North | 


Mr. BRIGHT. i $ 
Carolina, if he was in his place at the time the bill 


was read ? The object of my inquiry is to ascer- | 
tain whether he heard the statement of the facts of | 
if he had, I am sure he would allow ;' 


the case. 
this bill to pass. 
Mr. SEWARD. 


to discover any disposition to revise what the | 
House has done. Iam satisfied that were the case : 
reversed, we would not think that the House was | 
treating us properly if it were to hesitate in adopt- | 
ing a bill we had passed for a like purpose, But | 
the Senator from Ohio has called attention toii 
another matter. If I understood his views on || 
that subject—if his object is to amend this bill so į: 
as to produce an equality between the Senators i! 
and Representatives, 1 think it would be well, || 
whether this bill is referred or not, to allow it to |} 
lie on the table until an amendment can be pre- |! 
pared. He has stated the action there was on the | 
approptiation bill, and the terms of the clause 
which applied as well to Senators as to members of 
the House of Representatives from the State of 
California in respect to mileage. Inthe House that 
was interpreted as being a temporary provision. 
The regulation in the Senate was interpreted as | 
being permanent; the consequence of which has b 
been, that the Senator from California. receives Jess || 
compensation for mileage than the members of the || 
House from California. Now that cannot be |} 
right; and if the Senator from Ohio proposes to |) 
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utes I will renew it. 
Mr. MANGUM. 
Mr. SEWARD. 
opinion made wp against this bill. lam not pre- 
pared to vote either for or against it. I want time 


I withdraw it. 


to think of it, and that I suppose is the object of 5 


all the Senators who desire that the bill shall be 
kid upon the table. Their object is not to defeat 


the bill, but to have an opportunity of considering | 
I mean no more, | 


the question which it presents. 
when I make the motion to lay the bill on the ta- 
ble for the present. ; 
Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the honorsble Senator 
will withdraw the motion for a moment. 
Mr.SEWARD. Certainly. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I would dislike very much to 
ress this bill against the sense of the Senate, but 


understands the question, is prepared to vote upon 
it. It is a very plain question, and is within a 
very small compass. Any Senator who will take 


izing the Territory of Oregon, will see that the 


move an amendment which shall declare the law, | 
either the one way or the other, so as to give it the £} 
sanction of Congress, and to apply it to the mem- |! 
bers of both Houses, then either a reference or a: 
postponement of the bill, in order to allow him to | 
propose his amendment, would be proper; but 
otherwise it seems to me we ought to pass the bill : 
at once. 

Mr. CHASE. I did not propose to introduce į 
any amendment to the bill; but I did think that 
either the Committee on Territories or the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, having this bill under con- 
sideration, might introduce some provisions which 
would equalize the mileage, either in the way sng 
gested by the Senator from North Carolina, or in 
some other mode. Formyself, Lam very willing 
to say that I have always considered that restric- ¿i 
tion upon the mileage both of the Senators and | 
Representatives from California, contained in the Hi 
deficiency bill of 1850, as in the nature of a tem- |! 
porary provision, and applicable only to the mile- || 
age for that year. That has been m opinion on ij 
the question as one of law merely. t was, how- 
ever, submitted to the Judiciary ‘Committee, who 
decided otherwise, and the Senate acquiesced in 
its decision. i 

Mr. BRIGHT. I respectfully submit to the 
Senate, whether it is proper, whether it is just 
towards the Delegate from Oregon, to embarrass 
this measure with so embarrassing a question as 
the mileage of members generally? ‘The Delegate 
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Delegate from that Territory is restricted to $2,500 


as mileage. ‘The first Delegate elected from that : 


mp 


erritory was allowed, under an amendment to 


i the civil and diplomatie bill, $3,452. Why was 


he allowed that amount? Because the distance he 
traveled would, under the general Jaw, entitle him 
to that amount. I know there is not a Senator on 
this floor who wiil refuse to allow the Delegate 
from Oregon to receive the same amount which 
was given to his predecessor. That is all heasks, 
and all admit that he is entitled to it. 


entitled to receive $3,452. 


titled to go to the proper officer and draw mileage 
according to the distance he has traveled. That is 


on account of the fact, that a law is In force which ` 


prohibits him from doing so. The object of this 
bill is to repeal so much of the law as limits his 
mileage to $2,500, and proposes to give him $3,452. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should liketo know by what 
law he would be limited to $3,425? 


Mr. BRIGHT. By the general law which pro- ‘| 
‘| vides that the members shall receive their mileage 


according to the usual traveled route from their 


lace of residence to the capital of the United `i 


tates, . 
Mr. NORRIS. That is across the Isthmus. 


Mr. BRIGHT., If he travels across tke Isth- | 


mus he ought to be paid for it, but it is not. Itis 


if the Senator from North ; 
Carolina will withdraw his motion jor a few min- ii 


I wish to say, that I have no ; 


time to refer to the 16th section of the law organ- | 


if he be! 
i paid, as Senators and Representatives are paid, : 
according to the distance traveled, he would be ii 
But, I repeat, he ia | 
the only member of either House who is not en- ' 


I} 


H 
i 
|. Mr: GWIN. The honorable Senator is mis- 
i| taken. 

House has decided that the members from Califor- 
nia-are entitled to be paid according to. the. Isthmus 
route, and they have received mileage according 
|| to that. route. This bill proposes ta put the Dele- 
gate from Oregon on. the same footing as: members 
of the House: : : : f 

Mr. BRIGHT. As I said before, the object ‘of 
the bill is to pay the Delegate from Oregon as other 
Delegates and members. are paid. It is wholly 
immaterial by what route he travels... I- know he 
would not charge by any other than the route rec- 
ognized by law. Thee the honorable Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Maneum] will not sin- 
gle out this individual from all others, and apply a 
rule in his case that is clearly unjust. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the Senator from In- 
diana will permit the bill, without being referred, 
to He over until to-morrow. There is misappre- 
hension about it, and I hope he will give Senators 
an opportunity to examine it. : 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iwill not press the matter if 
! Senators desire to examine so important a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MANGUM. _In reference to the remarks 
of the Senator from Indiana, 1 have to say that I 
am not prepared at this time to make any invidi- 
ous discrimination between this Delegate and any 
member of the House. Not at all; but I really 
think it is not according to the regular process of 
lerislation to force the determination of a question 
about which even the friends of the measure differ 
asto the amount to be paid, and the principle upon 
which it is to be paid. -I renew the motion to lay 
the bill upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROADS LN IOWA. g 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill granting the right of way and making a grant 
of land to the State of Iowa, toaid in the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in said State. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD resumed and concluded 
he speech which he commenced yesterday in op- 
position to the bill and in favor cf his amendment, 
| His speech will be found in the Appendix. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. . One or two Senators 
stated to me that they wanted to make some 
amendments to my amendment, which would 
make it more agreeable to them. They thought 
it would be better to let the amendment proposed 
| by the committee be acted upon first, and then I 
‘| could renew my amendment, which would be sub- 
‘| ject to amendment. 1 will, therefore, withdraw 
i; my amendment until the question is taken on the 
i When that is adopt- 
| ed, I shall renew my amendment. 
| Mr. DAWSON. I move that the Senate do 
i| now adjourn; though, in the present state of my 
+ health, I shall probably be unable to address the 
i, Senate on the subject, and I do not move the ad- 
i| journment for that purpose; but there area num- 
| ber of Senators who have spoken to me, and said 
i| they presumed no vote would be taken to-day, 
! They are therefore absent, and hence I move that 
| the Senate adjourn. 

: The motion was agreed to, and the Senate 
Jjourned. 


am quite sure that every Senator present, who | 


© substitute of the committee. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tnorspar, February 19, 1852. 

Prayer by the Rey. Litrneron F. Morea, 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved, 
; The SPEAKER. The first business before the 
| House is House bill No. 104, being a bill granting 
i the right of way and making a donation of public 
‘| lands to the State of Missouri, to aid in the con- 
‘| struction of certain railroads therein. ‘ 

Mr. MACE. _I rige to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER, Will thegentleman state his 
question? 

Mr. MACE. I sent to the table on yesterday 
. two memorials and petitions, which I did not hear 
| read by the Clerk this morning. — 
' The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark, 
i that such matters are journalized and printed, but 
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are not read to the House. I understand such has ; 
been the practice of this body ever since the adop- 
tion of the rule allowing of the filing of petitions 
without presentation! to the House. 


ATTENDANCE OF COUNSEL. 


Mr. ORR, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill, of which previous notice had been given, 
entitled “ A bill to facilitate the attendance ofcoun- 
sel residing at a distance from the Capitol, by 
classifying the docket of the Supreme Court;? 
which was read a first and second time by its title 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent of the House, 
introduced a memorial from a portion of the Le- 
gislative Assembly of the Territory of Oregon; 
which was ordered to lie upon the table and be 
printed. 

Mr. LANE. I have two other memorials—— 

Mr, GOODENOW. I object to their introdug 
tion, and call for the orders of the day. Y 

GRANT OF LANDS TO MISSOURI. 

The SPEAKER. The order of the day is called 
for, which is House bill No. 104, aud upon that 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Msvver] has |; 
the floor. 

Mr. MILLER addressed the House for an hour 
in favor of the objects of the bill, which had already | 
been disenssed, he said, by the ablest minds of the |: 
country; called attention to the resources of the | 
Western States, and the aid they afford to the 
commerce of the Eastern—to the increased settle- | 
ment of lands in the vicinity of the great rivers; 
from which he inferred that by encouraging inter- | 
nal improvements, a similar effect would be pro- 
duced. 

(See Appendix for Mr. M.’s Speech.] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Is there a motior 

ending to refer this bill to the Committee of the | 

hole on the state of the Union ? i 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. HARRIS. Believing, 
House is as well prepared to act at this moment 
upon this subject as it will be at any future time, ' 
I move the previous question, i 

Mr. RANTOUL. I ask#the gentleman who | 


as l do, that this | 


has made that motion to withdraw it. So far all 
tae speaking upon this bill has been made by gen- | 
tlemen coming from one section of the Union. | 
Mr, HOUSTON. I bope the gentleman will | 
not withdraw. I want this subject disposed of. |, 
My. JuNEs, of Tennessee. 1 ask my colleague | 
to withdraw for one moment, in order ta allow me 
to make a suggestion, by which this subject can 
be gotten over for the present, and allow the other | 
committees to be called. 


ject continues before the House. 
Mr. CARTTER. Let us send it to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; | e a 
‘| tional channels of intercourse shall be constructed, 


I ask the |) 


that will get it out of the way. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
gentleman from Tennessee not to’ withdraw his 
call for the previous question. We are as well 
prepared now to vote upon this billas we ever 
shall be. If the friends of the bill can carry it 
through, I want to give them a chance. 

Mr. HARRIS. { havenot much feeling in re- 
lation to whether the previous question be now | 
pressed or not. I called it in deference to what I | 
conceived to be the wishes of the House. 

Mr. JONES. Ifthe friends of the bill wish to 

réss it to a vote now, I am ready. I will not ob- 
ject to the previous question. 

My. HOUSTON. I move that the House do 
now proceed to the consideration of the business 
on the Speaker’s table. The bili before the House | 
will then lie over till to-morrow. i 

Several MexgeRs, Oh, no! let’s dispose of it . 
now. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. What will | 
bethe effect if the House proceed to the consider- ; 
ation of the business on the Speaker’s table? 
Will this bill come up again in the morning? 


wW 


The SPEAKER. It will come up as unfinished | 


business. 


The question was taken, agd decided in the neg- :, 


ative, and the House refused to proceed to the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 


The House wasthen divided, to ascertain wheth- | 
er there was a second to the demand for the pre- |: 


vious question; and there were-—ayes 38, noes 116. | 
So there was nota second. . : 
Mr. RAN'TOUL. Mr. Chairman, I desire 


; called for reports. 
l| Public Lands is called, it will again come up, and 


Itis not competent for | 
any other committee to report so long as this sub- |, 1 . 
|! destined to be av interchange between the valley 
pi A ree : S e 

: of the Mississippi and foreign couniries to a great 


! - Mr. JONES. It is not my purpose to make a 
| speech, but itis evident, that while this bill is con- 
tinued before the House that no other committee 
| can be called for reports. : i 
| Mr. HALL. Irise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] has 
addressed the House once upon this question. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rax- 
TOUL} now claims the floor, and, according to the 
rules of the House—the gentleman from 'Ten- 
nessce having spoken once—I think he is entitled 
to it, 

Mr. JONES. Ido not proposeto make a speech. 


: Tonly desire to make the proposition, that the bus- 


_iness be passed over until all the other committees 
; shall be called for reports, and then, when the call 
; reaches the Committee on Public Lands again, 
that this subject will come up as unfinished busi- 
ness. All! wantisto allow the other committees to 
report. I have no report to make, but I think that 
is due to the other committees of the House. 

Mr. HALL. I have no objection in the world 
to the postponement of this business, provided it 


; is postponed in such a way thag it shall come up 


again. And if the gentleman from Tennessee will 
modify his proposition so that this subject shali be 
postponed till’some day certain, and made the 
special order for that day, so that it will come 
up precisely in the same condition which it now 
occupies, I have no objection. But I do not want 
it postponed to go onto the Speaker’s table again, 
for if it does, we shall never reach it, 

Mr. JONES. My proposition does not carry 
it to the Speaker’s table. ft only provides that it 
shall eo over until the other committees shall be 
Then, when the Committee on 


will occupy precisely the same position which it 
now holds. I amin favor of having this matter 
go over, but [am opposed to making it a special 


| order. 


TheSPEAKER. The proposition of the gen- 


li tleman from Tennessee requires unanimous con- 


sent, 

Mr. ORR and others objected. 

Mr. RANTOUL said that, in his opinion, the 
old thirteen States have certainly a great interest 


in determining what shall be done with the public 


lands, in some respect equal with the new; and 


‘the question is, what use can be made with the 
publie lands until some general measure shall be ji 


i agreed upon beneficial and equally advantageous 


l: to the old and the new States. 


A general pln of railroads, he said, has been 
| commenced, (not confined to any particular State 
or section,) forming a portion of a great end well- 
contrived system. Thecommerce of the nation is 


extent. It is a matter of interest, then, that addi- 
open and convenient. So far as this bill proposes 
to aid Missouri, it does so without the loss of a 
dollar to the General Government. If the Atlantic 
States would havea great commercial and navi- 
gating interest, they should look to the agricultu- 
ul productions of the West, which keep that 
interest alive. He would say to ihe people of the 
Northeast that cotton, woolen, and iron must some 
day or other be manufactured hundreds ef miles 
west of where they now are. The precise year 
cannot be given; but the West will cease to buy 
those things of the Northeast, and make them 
sı when it shall think that it will be to its ad- 
antage. Therefore, the Northeast should en- 
ourage the West in agriculture, opening roads to 
the Northeast and Southeast, connecting the At- 
| lantic slope with the valley of the Mississippi in 
the cheapest and most practicable way. So sure 
_ as a course shal! be taken to depress western agri- 
‘ culture, so sure will manufacturing depart from 
the Northeast to the West. 

[See Appendix for Mr. R.’s speech. 

Mr 
floor, and said: I have but a few words to say on 
this subject-—— 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) 1 would sug- 
gest to the gentlernan from Louisiana, that as he 


Vv 


| 


will be the first business that comes up, it would 

be better, with his consent, to go into Committee 

of the Whole on the state of the Union now. 
Cries of “No, no!” and “Let him go on! 


Mr. MOORE. I should be happy to oblige the 


333 
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MOORE, of Louisiana, next obtained the | 


will have the floor in the morning, and as this | 


gentleman from Alabama, but I willremind him 
that to-morrow. is Friday, and private bill day. 

_ {should much prefer speaking to-morrow. morn- 
| ing, if I was sure of getting the floor; but as itis 
private bill day, I know I shall have no opportu- 
nity of being heard, and I shall therefore retain 
the floor now. . $ a 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman would be 
entitled to the floor in the morning in preference 
to anybody else, or to any other business. My 
object is to get into the committee, and. finish up 
a special order there which is hanging in the way 
of all other business. We have time.to dispose 
of it to-day, and I should be glad if the House 
would so indulge me. ` . 

Mr. MOORE. If I was sure I could get “the 
floor to-morrow, I would yield to the gentleman’s 
suggestion. 

[Cries of “ Go on now!”’} 

Mr. ORR. If I understand the rules of the 
House correctly, the gentleman from Alabama has 
aright to take the floor from the gentleman from 
Louisiana, the morning hour having expired. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Not after the floor has 
been assigned to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. HOUSTON. f have certainly a right to 
take the floor from the gentleman, as the morning 
hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not so un- 
derstand the rules. : 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Such is not the rule. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Any member has a right, 
at the expiration of the morning hour, to move to 
proceed to the consideration of the business on the 
Speaker’s table. If the gentleman from Louisiana 
lad been in the midst of his speech, I could have 
committed that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Alabama to submit such 
a moton. 

ii Myr. HOUSTON. 1 submit that motion nown. 
The question was put, and the motion was not 

agreed to. 

| Mr. MOORE. I shall not detain the House, 
Mr. Speaker, for the full hour allowed me by the 
rules, in the discussion of this question. But as 
| l had the honor to introduce a bill kindred to the 
one now under consideration, I feel it incumbent 
upon me to say a few words. ‘i 

The whole subject of the policy of making these 
grants may as well be discussed now, and on this 
|| bill as on the other bills which will probably come 
before us. I had the honor of introducing a bill 
i to grant to the State of Louisiana the right of wa 
through and a portion of the public lands, which 
is now before the Committee on Public Lands, 
and will, I hope, be reported in a few days. But 
i| as I may not then have an opportunity of giving 
my views upon this subject, I embrace this. oppor- 
tunity to do it. 

I was sorry, the other day, to hear a gentleman 
upon this floor endeavor to connect this subject 
with the question of internal improvements by the 
General Government. Now, I maintain that this 
cannot fairly be done. This is simply a donation 
for public purposes. By looking over your stat- 
ute-book, from the very commencement of this 
Government, you will find that the very first law 
that was ever passed regulating the public lands, 
made large donations of public lands for public 
purposes. The very first bill upon the subject of 
lands, passed before even the adoption of the pres- 
ent Constitution, made large donations of the pub- 
lic lands for the purposes of public education. I 
will state to the House a few of the grants of this 
description that have been made. We find by 
reference to the statute-book, that large grants of 
the public lands have been made to cities, to towns, 
l! to counties for county-seats,and to States for seats 
of government. A grant of land was made to 
build the city of Detroit—not only a portion of the 
old town, but 10,000 acres besides. The city of 
Natchez also has hada grant. Four sections of 
land were granted to the State of Indiana for the 
i purpose of fixing a seat of government. Thirty- 
six secuons and 1,620 acres besides, were grant- 
ed to the State of Alabama for the same purpose. 
: I find that grants have been made even to the old 
States. For instance, a grant of land was made to 
Connecticut fora desfand dumb asylum—and very 
properly, I think. Hlinois also had a grantof lands 
| for a seat of government. : 
I find that the first grant of lands for purposes 
i of internal improvement was made in 1823, when 


i 
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a grant wasmade to the State of Ohio, to construct | 
a road from the Lower Rapids- of. the Miami to 

Lake Erie, one mile on each side of the road—~for 

in those days it was all wild country, and the | 
United States thought: proper to make a grant -of 

the whole land and. not of the alternate sections as 

wenow do. Another grant of alike nature was 

made to the State of Ohioin 1827, for a road from 

> Columbus to. Sandusky. * In 1827, these grants 

for railroads and canals-were commenced. .The 

first grant was to the State of Ilinois, for. the con- 

struction of a canal; alternate sections of five miles 

on each side; and in the same year a similar grant 

was made to the State of Indiana, for a canalfrom 

the Wabash to Lake Erie, In 1828, anothergrant 
was made to the State of Ohio, and in- 1830, fur- 

ther time was granted to the State to locate those 
lands, and they were authorized to apply the grant 
either to the canal or to a railroad, 1 will remark 
here, to my Democratic friends, that this bill was 
approved by General Jackson, who was the first 
to put an end to improper appropriations for the 
purposes of internal improvement. A grant was 

made to Florida for a canal, and 400,000 acres of 
land were granted to Alabama for improving the 

rapids in the Tennessee river, known as the 

Muscle Shoals. James K. Polk, who was as 

much opposed to internal improvements as any 

man in this nation, advocated and voted for those 

two bills. 

Now, sir, I contend that the bill now before us 
cannot connect itself with the subject of internal 
improvements by. the General Government. It is 
simply a donation of public lands for public uses— 
a donation which I hope and trust will be returned 
to the Government, not only once, but twofold, 
or threefold. 

- Now, let us lay all abstractions aside and take 
a plain, common-sense view of this'subject. The 
fourth section of the bill provides— 

«That the said lands hereby granted to the said State shall 
be subject to the disposal of the Legislature thereof, for the 
purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the said railroads 
shall be and remain a public highway, for the use of the 
Government of the United States, free from toll or other 


charge upon the transportation of any property or troops of 
the United States.” 


Most certainly the General Government has a 
right to contract for the transportation of troops 
and their supplies. Here we say to the State of 
Missouri, make this road through your country, 
transport our troops and supplies, atid we will 
give you every alternate section of land, but with 
the proviso that the remaining sections shall bring 
double the usual price. 

Again, by the 6th section of the bill, we require 


{ 


«duty, impost; or toll therefor, imposed. by the 
«said State.” So that ifthe people of Louisiana 
should wish to-morrow to make an expenditure | 
of money for the purpose of making any of these. 
rivers navigable, they could not impose any tax, 
or impost, or-toll upon any citizen of. the United 
States for traveling through that channel. Now, 
it will be perceived that:the old States havea kind 
of guardianship over us. - They keep the. new. 
States in a sort of pupilage, although they are full 
grown. Very well, we do not complain of it, but 
we wish the old States, as good fathers of families, 
to act liberally, generous, and kind towards us. 

I now beg leave to call the attention of the House 
to one of the projects for a railroad, which I had 
the honor of presenting to the House, and for 
which we ask that a grant of the public lands 
should be made. The road is to run from the bank 
of the Mississippi river, opposite New Orleans, 
to Opelousas, and from thence to Texas. The 
whole distance is from two hundred and fifty to 
two hundredand sixty miles. The first fifty miles 
will run from New Orleans to Lafourche, through 
a swamp country, where the United States are not 
in the possession of one foot of land, as a letter from 
the register of the land office, which I hold in my 
hand, willshow. Upon the route from Lafourche 
to Berwick’s bay, there are about 3,200 acres of 
land belonging to the Government, as will appear 
from a letter from the Surveyor General of Louisi- 
ana, which I now have beforeme. The rest is either 
land granted before the change of Government, 
or ceded to the State, as swamp land. This route 
goes through swamp lands which are susceptible 
of being reclaimed, and we trust it will soon be 
done. The whole route from New Orleans to Ber- 
wick’s bay has been surveyed, but no company 
has been organized, because under our constitu- 
tion, no special acts of incorporation can be passed. 
It requires that all laws shall be general; and it 
was found, when we endeavored to get up this 
| company, that the general act of incorporation 
then in force, would not answer for a corporation 
for railroads, and therefore we were obliged to de- 
fer it to the present session of the Legislature of 
the State. 

From Berwick’s bay to Opelousas, a distance 
of about ninety miles, the road will ran principer 
ly through a prairie and over lands which were 

ranted before a change of Government; and the 
nited States will not be required to give any 
lands at all, except it may be a spot hereand there 
in the prairie. T'he six miles may extend so as to 
cover some small tracts of land from Opelousas 
to Bayou Chicot, a distance of twenty-seven miles. 


the State of Missouri to carry the mails along 
these roads at such price as Congress may stipu- | 
late. 

Now, we may suppose that Congress will not 
ask that the mail shall be carried at a lower rate 
than is paid for other and similar routes in the | 
United States. But you must provide for carry- 
ing it over that route as rapidly as it can be! 
carried by private express, otherwise the mail mat- į 
ter will decrease and letters will be carried by pri- | 
vate conveyance. Now, we promise to transport | 
whatever you have to transport free of charge; | 
and Task gentlemen if it is not a fair and liberal 
proposition, and whether we have not the right to 
ask that aid shall be given us to construct these 
roads for the considerations mentioned? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Constitution of the | 
United States gives to Congress full power to dis- | 
pose of these public lands, and to make all needful | 
rules and regulations in relation thereto, and there- | 
fore, in accordance with this provision of the; 
Constitution, the power of Congress to make | 
these grants cannot be questioned. i 

But this question may be considered in another | 

ointof view. The gentleman from Missouri ' 

Mr. Putrs}] on yesterday alluded to the fact, i 
that the State of Missouri is prohibited from tax- | 

ing the lands sold by the United States for the | 


space of five years; and she is also prohibited from j 


taxing the lands given to soldiers for the space of 
three years. Now, a like clause has been intro- | 
duced into the constitution, or rather into the act | 
admitting the State of Louisiana into the Union. | 
But that act goes further. It provides that ‘the į 


‘river Mississippi, and the navigable rivers lead- | 
‘ing into the same, or into the Gulf of Mexico, | 
‘shall be common highways and forever free, as | 
‘ well to the inhabitants of said State as to other | 

i 


‘ citizens of the United States, without ány tax, ` 


t 
i 
} 
{ 
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A large portion of the lands on the route were also 
granted before the change of Government, the in- 
ferior portions only remaining from Bayou Chicot 
to the Babine river, a distance of about fifty-seven 
miles. 1¢ will run through a pine forest now of lit- 
tle or no value to the United States. Indeed, I will 
venture to say, that if the whole of this portion of 
these lands were to be put up at public auction to- 
morrow, they would not bring ten cents per acre. 
But once run a railroad through them, and you 
make them valuable for the lumber to the prairie 
country, in the vicinity and below, and also valu- 
able to the prairie country in Texas. For I hope 
and trust that if we ever get this road through to the 
Sabine river, that it will be continued on through 
Texas. The subject is now before the Texas 
Legislature, and { feel certain that if we can once 


| Ae be continued on through that State to El 
| Paso. 
| According to a hasty calculation which I have 
; made, the grant which we ask for forthe whole line 
| of the main road will not exceed 230,000 acres of 
! land belonging to the United States, and nearly all 
i of that is land which is now entirely worthless to 
the Government. As I have remarked, it is not i 
worth ten cents per acre. But run your railroad 
through it, and you will make every alternate sec- 
i tion worth $2 50 per acre for the timber; the two 
i branches contemplated will take but a small addi- 
| tional quantity. 

A Memper. What is the length of your road? 

Mr. MOORE. About two hundred and fifty or | 
two hundred and sixty miles, I say the grant | 


i 
} 


$ 
i 


i sixty miles, 
Now, to show you that it is probable that this 


m 
i 


| get this road completed to the border of Texas, it || 


will be small when compared with the length of |! 
the road, The public lands do not lie along the |! 
: route of the road for more than fifty or at most || 


read will be made, ima series of addresses which 
I made to the people along the route upon this sub- 
ject, I calculated the produce.of seven of the par- 
ishes between Lafourche.and St. Laundry for the 
year’1849. 1 will here remark, that when I went 
there a great. portion of that country was a wild 


| prairie, on which cattle were pastured, and a little 


corn made. But in the year 1849, those seven 
little parishes produced. 72,000 hogsheads of 
sugar, which produced about 36,000 hogsheads of 
molasses. They raised about 20,000 bales of cot- 


| ton, and sent to market about 40,000 head of cattle, 


all of which was then worth about $5,400,000. “I 
showed that by making this road they—the inhab- 
itants’ and productive classes of those parishes— 


; would save in freight, insurance, and passage in 


one year, at least $300,000. Now, if the people 
of those parishes have intelligence enough to 


| raise that amount of produce so valuable, they will 
i $ } : : 
certainly have intelligence enough to take this 


mattg up, and make this road. I take it for 
gran®d that this road will be made, at least as far 
as Opelousas; and if this Congress will make 
us the grant of land which we desire, I feel no 
hesitation in saying, that it will go as far as the 
Sabine, or Texas line. And if it ever gets that 
far, just as sureas I stand here, it will be extended 
through the State of Texas. In relation to this 
route through Texas, I will quote from Captain 
R. B. Marey’s report of a survey of the route 
from El Paso to Red river, in which he says, page 
224, ‘Our road passes over uniformly level 
‘ ground, crossing no mountains or deep valleys, 
‘and for five hundred miles on the eastern ex- 
‘ tremily runs through the heart of a country pos- 
‘sessing great natural advantages.” “I con- 
ceive it to be the best overland wagon route 
to California.” Speaking of the practicability 
of a railroad along that line, he says, (page 


; 226:) “ There are as few difficulties to encounter 


as any other route that can be found in our coun- 
try.” Page 224: «t We found a smooth road over 
‘ gently undulating country of prairie and timber, 


tand abounding with numerous clear spring 


‘branches for two hundred miles, and in many 
‘ places covered with groves of musquito timber.”” 
‘¢ The soil cannot be surpassed for fertility.” Page 
226: “It would appear to have been designed b, 
the Great Architect of the universe for a railroad. 
From El Paso to Red river is about seven hundred 
miles.”-—See Ex. Doc. Sen., 31st Cong., Ist sess., 
No. 64. l 

I have not the least doubt that if this grant is 
made by Congress, that the road will be continued 
on to El Paso. 

The other day a discussion arose in reference to 
the immense expenditures of money for supplying 
our Army upon the southwestern frontier. Now if 
this road is made we will transport your supplies 
to the Sabine river free of charge. We will carry 
your mails through at the lowest possible prices; 
and instead of being weeks in carrying it to the 
Sabine river, as is now the case, we will carry it 
through in twelve hours. Then is it not some- 
thing worth looking at, when we see these supplies, 
which have cost the United States so much money, 
carried free of cost? General Jesup states that 
the opening of the Red river alone would save 
$45,000 a year in supplying the fifth regiment of 
infantry, now stationed on the northern frontier 
of Texas. Now, if we will put down all your 
supplies and troops upon the borders of Texas 
free of charge, I ask whatthe United States would 
then save? Can there be a doubt but it would 
save double $45,000in a year? I venture to assert 
that these lands, from Bayou Chicot to the Sabine, 
could not be sold now for $50,000 if put up at 
auction, unless there was a prospect of a railroad 
through them, in which case I admit they would 
become valuable. 

There is another subject to which I desire briefly 


|| to allude. It is well known that Congress have 


passed laws in relation to the inspection of steam- 


! boat boilers; and for what reason ? Principally to 


save life. It is also a well-known fact, that the 
danger in traveling upon a railroad is much less 


|, than by any other mode of traveling. ` It is less 


even than traveling Wẹ private carriage. If I were 
to state thereturns of the railroadsin New England, 
and in England, you would hardly believe me when 
I say that in upwards of 20,000,000 persons who 
traveled by railroad, less than 200 were killed, and 


i most of them on account of improper conduct of 


their own, In New England, out of 19,000,000 
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passengers and employés, only 190 odd were killed 
and wounded, and less than one half of them were 
passengers. . f 

Now, does not this enter into the consideration of 
the legislation of the country? If we havearight 
to appoint inspectors to inspect steamboat boilers, 
have we not the same right to contribute to the 
means of. lessening the dangers of traveling, and 
making ita hundredfold less? I trust that this 
House will make these grants of land. Yester- 
day the subject of homesteads was brought up, 
If that is thought to be the best. thing for us to do, 
I hope this House will adopt it. I think that any 
mode which will keep these lands out of the hands 
of speculators, is a judicious and proper one for 
this Congress to adopt. I think that the greatest 
curse that can befall a country is to have large 
bodies of land ‘come into the hands of speculators, 
For many years past I have been in a situation to 
speculate in lands, if I had chosen to have done 
so. But I have such a horror, sucha detestation 
for that traffic, on account of its injurious influence 
in the prosperity af a country, that I have never 
bought a single acre of land for speculation, alone. 
It is because, in my younger days, when I was 


poor, and strove hard for a living, I saw the im- | 


propriety of such a course. This subject of grant- 
ing the right of way and making grants of land 
for railroads has been” so thoroughly discussed 
here, and so much more ably than I can expect 


to discuss it, that I will say nothing more upon į 


the subject, but I will merely give to this House 
some little experience of my own. Fifty-one years 
ago I descended the Mississippi. I was then 
young, but the scenery of that river, as it then ap- 
peared, is most vividly imprinted upon my mind. 
At that time there was nota white inhabitant upon 
the bank of that river, from above the mouth of 
the Ohio to a place'then designated as Walnut 
Hills, but now known as Vicksburg, save a few 
at New Madrid and environs. At that period the 
now great, fertile, and flourishing Valley of the 
Mississippi contained but a few thousand souls. 


Then a few flat and keel-boats transported the | 


whole produce of that valley toa market. In 1812 
the first steamboat that ever plied the waters of 


that river, landed at the Levee of New Orleans. I! 


was fortunate enough to be there and see it land, 
and tobe one of the first passengers upon that boat 
on its first departure from the wharf of New 
Orleans. 

Now look at the change that has taken place 
upon those waters. In the place of one solitary 
steamboat, you have thousands of floating palaces 
stemming tho current of that mighty stream as if 
it were by magic. Now there are ten millions of 
souls in that great valley. Now, instead ofa com- 
merce which required only a few flat-boats to ac- 


commodate it, you have a commerce which i 
amounts, according to the estimate of 1851, ot i 


$220,000,000. The exports of domestic products 
from New Orleans, then merely nominal, now 
amount to upwards of $67,000,000 per annum. 
And all this mighty change has been brought about 
by American industry and American enterprise, 
and I am enabled to stand here, through the par- 
tiality of my constituents, and say that [am proud 


of having been one of the pioneers of that far south- | 


west—proud of being a citizen of this glorious 
Union. Who would notbe proud? Ah, I heara 
still voice saying that there ave a few who, with 
sacrilegious hand, would tare down this fair fabric. 
May God in his mercy forgive them—they know 
not whatthey do. Well, if in my short life I have 
seen all these changes, and brought about mostly 
by the effect of steam applied to boats by the inven- 
tion of the great Fulton, what may we not expect 


to see in the next fifty years by these railroads, | 


when brothers and sons living in the far West upon 
the Pacific ocean, will be brought together as neigh- 
bors! ĮI have within these fifty years seen all of 
Louisiana purchased, and now that purchase con- 
tains four States, Since that time Texas has been 
annexed anit New Mexico and California have been 


acquired. When these railroads shall be completed, | 


which are now proposed, we shall have an inter- 
communication from the eastern shores of our coun- 
try upon the Atlantic to the Pacific on the west. 
Shall we not make somesmall grants of our public 
domain towards the accomplishment of so great an 
object? I hope if we livea few years longer we shall 
see these railroads reaching to the far western limits 
of Texas,and the day may come possibly, when 
those who are now here in this House, when in 


| should be reviewed. 1 ; 
: L reflect upon the subject, the more I examine this 
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three times forty-eight hours, persons can go from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific. ‘hen consider the 
efects upon this great nation and upon this great 
western country. 

I take it that no man can doubt that the very 
instant you put these railroads through the public 
lands, you make every inch of that public land 
three fold more valuable than it now is. I know 
in my own State, along the roads that I propose, it 
will have the effect to make the public lands along 
them ten times more valuable, 

In the bill which Thad the honor to present, 
there is another railroad, which it is proper for me 
to mention. Itis a road from Vicksburg, across 
the country, to Shreeveport, and thence to Texas. 
I will only say to the House, that this route is con- 


| sidered of sufficient importance for a survey to 


have been ordered by Congress, or the Senate, 


|; and that a survey and estimate has been made by 


W. H. Sidell, civil engineer. He has made an 
able report upon it, and says there are no difficul- 
ties to encounter that cannot easily be surmounted. 
The estimate of the whole cost of the road is at 
the rate of $15,000 per mile. I will say, that al- 
though the whole length of that road is one hun- 
dred and eighty miles, yet this grant of land to 
aid in its construction will be small in proportion 
to its length. And why? Because a large portion 
of it will go through lands already ceded to the 
State of Louisiana, and granted before the change 
of the Government, and therefore the grant by 
Congress will not be so great as its length would 
suppose. The public lands along this route, are 
principally poor land; very little or none have 
been sold for more than the minimum price, a dol- 
lar and a quarter an acre, except upon the borders 
of the Red river, where they have been disposed 
of long ago. I estimate that the grant by the bill 
will not exceed 400,000 acres. So that the whole 


| grant which I apply for to this Congress, will not 
| amount to morethan, as near as lean now estimate 


it, from 630,000 to 650,000 acres of land. And 
for that we propose to carry your troops gratui- 
tously, and to carry your mails, and to give every 
f@rility to the Government, which will make these 
lands ten times more valuable than they now are. 
I feel that I can contribute nothing further to aid 
this question, and that so much has already been 
said, that little or nothing has been left for me to 
say. 

Mr. FICKLIN. This subject has already been 


: so ably discussed by gentlemen who have preceded 


me, that it is with much of diffidence and distrust 
of my ability to interest the members of this House, 


i that f now attempt to add anything to what has 


been said. When I hear members from the older 
States complaining that the grants of land which 
have been and are likely to be made by this Gov- 
ernment, are extravagant; when I hear them say 
that the Congress of the United States is squan- 
dering the public domain; and when I hear the 
representatives of the people from the twelve land 
States and from the Territories characterized and 
denounced as land pirates and robbers, it causes 
me to reflect, and ask if it is possible that that 


! judgment to which we have all, in the new States, 


so unanimously come, can possibly be wrong— 
to ask myself if it is necessary that that decision 
And I confess that the more 


land question, the more thoroughly, and the more 
decidedly am I convinced that the course and policy 


' of this Government should be more liberal in the 


future than it has been in the past; that instead of 
acting in a parsimonious manner, instead of hold- 


| ingin the miser’s gripe the 1,400,000,000 of acres 
| of land which belong to this Government, it should 


be dealt out liberally wherever a donation of this 
land can be made to subserve the public interest. 
Will gentlemen of this House adopt the selfish 
policy, that, because these lands cannot be granted 
alike to the new and old States, they will vote 
against grants to the new States because, forsooth, 
they may locally benefit the new States more than 
they do the old? Assuredly not. 

If I understand the reports which have been 
made by the present and former Commissioners of 
the Land Office, the amount of public land in the 


‘| twelve land States, whose names it is not neces- 


sary for me to repeat, because they are familiar to 
every member upon this floor, was 386,000,000 of 
acres, within a fraction. 
cluding all that has been set apart for common 
schools, all that has been granted for seminary 


i and immunities of the old States. 


Of that 386,000,000, in- | 


purposes, all that has been: granted for. purposes 
of internal improvement, less than one sixteenth 
part of the whole public domainin thetwelveland 
States has been donated for these purposes tó those 
States. Is thatliberal? Isit extravagant ?. {t does 
not strike me in that light. What should be the 
policy of this Government? In what. does the 
i wealth of a nation consist? Does it: consist in 
holding hundreds of millions of acres of land for ` 
the deer and wolf to roam over? Is it not rather, 
sir, in planting upon every section of that land a 
tenant—a man who is able to till and cultivate it, 
and to bring it into that use for which nature’s God 
had designed it? Of what avail are the millions 
of acres lying west of the Allecthany mountains 
to any person—when does their value aa ia 
try 


When do they begin to be useful to the cou 

| and its people? Not until there is placed upon it, to 
subdue its wild nature, to bring it to cultivation, 
and to subject it to the arts of industry,a husband- 
man who will make it of benefit to the Govern- 
ment. I acknowledge my indebtedness to the 
member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Ranrour,] 
who has taken so large, enlightened, and liberal a 
view of the land question. I think it was proba- 
bly as far back as 1838 that Mrs Calhoun, now no 
more, presented his projet with regard to the final 
disposition of the public domain. It was then 
that he foresaw that the present land system would 
not continue fora great number of years. He then 
j foresaw that the proprietorship of the General 
Government of the public lands of the United 
States would soon’ cease—that in a few years, or 
| a few score years, it would depart from it. With 
that view of the system, he presented a plan by 
which the lands were to be granted to the States in 
which they were situated, to be disposed of by 
those States, a portion of the proceeds to be paid 
into the Treasury of the General Government. It 
has been intimated also to-day, by the honorable 
member from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rawrou.,] that 
in a series of years this must be the result. It is 
certainly so. That is to be the ultimate destina- 
tion of these lands. Weall know thatthe weight 
of Bopulation is rapidly passing to the West. We 
ayg all aware of the rapid growth of that section * 
of the Union, and those of us who live there feel 
that the new States are not placed upon a footin 
with the old States in regard to popilalion: An 
why, it is asked, are we not placed upon a footing 
with the old States? The old thirteen States, to-" 
gether with those added since, except the twelve 
land States, are the proprietors of the soil within 
their limits. They possess the right of eminent 
domain. The power of the Legislatures of the 
thirteen old States, to which may be added Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, Vermont, and probably others, 
to tax the lands within their limits is absolute and 
unquestioned. Is that the case with the new States 
of the West? Of the contrary we are all aware. 
We all know that but a very small portion of the 
i Jands situated in the new States are subject to tax- 
ation, We might go back further, and inquire 
why this distinction has been made. We might 
inquire how the title to these lands was originally 
acquired. Those granted by Virginia and Georgia 
were lands originally belonging to the British 
Crown, and acquired as the consequence of the 
Revolution; and they were claimed by the States 
within whose limits they fell. In consequence of 
difficulties springing up in regard to the title, these 
lands were ceded to the Federal Government. 
Nothing was paid originally in dollars and cents 
by the General Government to any one of these 
States for these Jands. . 

The new States coming into the Union upon an 
equal footing with the old States, each one of them 
would have obtained the right of eminent domain 
to the lands situated within their limits. They 
would have had that right but for the provision 
which was contained in the ordinance of 1787, re- 
stricting and limiting the new States in that respect. 
That was an act of might, I contend, against right; 
because I hold whenever a State comes into this 
| Union, it should be with all the rights, privileges, 
i ‘With the West- 
| ern States, however, itis notso. They came in 
i under certain restrictions. That limitation was 
i 
i 
j 
i 


i extended to the acts of admission by which Ohio, 
‘and other Northwestern and Southwestern States 
| have come into the Union. This provision having 


been ingrafted upon the ordinance of 1787—these 


i 
| conditions were imposed upon the new States when 
| they were admitted into the Union, when they were 
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not able to assert and-maintain their own rights; it 
‘should not be thought hard and strange that when | 
they haye the power to maintain. them that they 
should exercise it. I tell the gentlemen who proph- 
ecy that the new States will own the lands within | 
their limits, that he ost probably will-live to see 
the fulfillment of his prophecy. Ihave not made 
the calculation, nor is it necessary that I should do 
a0, as to the precise amotint which a tax ofa half 
cent per acte would have yielded. since they have 
been: owned by the Government, yet, suffice it to 
bay, that there would have been furnished a sum 
of money greater than that is asked fer any rail- 
road improvement.. It would cover everything in 
^ cénnection with the alternate sections*-placing 
-them at $1 25 per acre. We are told, in granting 
thi®se lands, that they are.all to be estimated at 
$1 25 per acre—that in granting 1,000,000 of acres 
you grant $1,250,000. "That has been the estimate 
of gentlemen upon this floor. Is that correct? 
The way to ascertain if it is corréct is, to turn -to | 
their own States, and see if it applies there. The 
honorable member from Tennessee, [Mr. War- 
KiNs,} who addressed the House upon yesterday, 
gave us data which I was very glad to hear from 
him.”..He gave. us information in regard to the 
grants made to his State. I wiil say to him, that | 
many of his views developed in the portion of the 
speech to which I have reference—for the provision 
of a homestead for the actual settler, met with my 
hearty appro Members, by looking to their 
own States, will see that the estimatien of all lands 
at $1 25 per acre, is a fallacious calculation, Take, 
for instance, the State of Tennessee. North Car- 
olina, in 1789, made a most munificent grant to the 
State, of Tennessee—of lands within her limits, 
subject, however, to the satisfaction of North Car- 
olina military land warrants. 

Tt turns out, as I understand it, that not one cent 
was ever realized by the General Government out 
of that grant; and what was not taken to satisfy | 
North Carolina military land warrants, was of: | 
fered for sale at twelve and a half’ cents per acre 
from year to year, and would not bring that sum 
even at the present time. Afterwards, in 1846, land 
was gran ted free of charge to the State of Tennesgee, 
and I understand that even bow any person May 
obtain a title to a tract of these lands transferred 
to him, by paying the clerk of the county in 
which they lie his fees, (seventy-five cents,) for his | 
services in preparing the papers. A portion of 
these lands are bestowed upon settlers free of all | 
charge, except the fee of seventy-five cents to the 
officer, and yet, when we cometo talk about the 
new States ob Missouri, Minois, Wisconsin, Iowa, 
and others of the new Statesand Territories, every 
acre of land granted by the General Government 
is set down at $1 25 an nere. I repeat, there is 
not a State in this Union, and never has been at | 
any time, when the wild lands would be worth, 
taken together, $1 25 per acre. How is it with 
Illinois? I believe it is not denied, that Illinois 
has the largest proportion of agricultural Jands of 
any State inthe Union. She does not compete | 
with her sister State Missouri, in the variety and |} 
abundance of ores, but in respect of her farming 
land, her fertile and productive soil, not one of 
the States of this Union can compare with the 
State of Illinois. Is the land in that State 
worth a dollar and a quarter? Notso. I doubt 
whether, upon an average, it is worth fifty cents | 
anacre. We have prairies there that would as- 
tonish a man who had been raised in a timbered | 
country, and used to clearing his farm by cutting 
down large trees, rolling logs in the spring, and | 
getting off dead timber from his fields. We have 
very large prairies there, extending one hundred 


Val. 


and fifty to two hundred miles in length, inter- |} 


Spersed, to be sure, with timber. 
from Chicago, upon the lake, south, for one hun- | 
dred-and fifty miles througha prairie country, and | 
it Is one vast body of land, and for richness and 
fertility of soil, is not to be surpassed upon this 
continent. The prairies in this section are some 
of them fifteen, twenty, and thirty miles in width, 
How Jong, in the course of ordinary settlement, 
will it be before these lands are sold at $1 25 per 
acre, without extraneous aid, T venture to say 

that they would not be settled within one hundred 


You may travel | 


try, and will run from fifty to sixty miles, and in 
some places much greater distances, without hav- 
ing any considerable elevation. or depression. to 


| overcome, and-across the most beautiful country 


for a-railroad that can. be found in the Union. 
The passing of that railroad-from north to south, 
will bring into. market those lands which.would 


this Government pa 50 per. acre for land which 
could not be. sold -for fifty cents per acre without 
‘the road. That is the effect. which that railroad 
will bring about. That railroad will be made, and 
it will enable the people of the North, and of the 
Northwest, to exchange the products of that coun- 
try for the products of the Southwest. 
enable the people of Illinois, in other words, to 
exchange corn, beef, and pork, with the people of 
the Southern States. for their cotton, rice, and 
sugar. 

Now, I will saya word in regard to my friends 
from Ohio. I find from indications heretofore 
made upon this floor, that some of our friends in 
that State intend te vote against these Missouri 
and lowa roads. 1 am astonished to find that any 
representative from the State of Ohio would for a 


these projects. These bills, as far as T have ex- 
amines them, and as fur as I can judge of the 
geography of the country, are well conceived, and 
the roads are judiciously located. They are roads 
pointing to the Atlantic and Pacific, and which, 
therefore, connect themselves in an eminent degree 
with the interests of Ohio. 

Mr. MEACHAM (here interrupting) made an 
inquiry, which was inaudible to the reporter. 

Mr. FICKLIN, (resuming.) 1 was remarking, 
that I was astonished that any one from the State 
of Ohio should think of voting against either the 
Missouri or Iowa railroad bill. The eastern con- 
nection of these roads must pass, of necessity, 
through the State of Ohio. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If the gentle- 
man from Ulinois will give way, I will move that 
the House adjourn. 

[Cries of “No! No! No!”’] @ 

Mr. FICKLIN. There seems to bea general 
disposition that I should go on with my remarks, 
and it accords with my own feelings to do so. 1 
was about to remark, in regard to the State of 
Ohio, that she has had for internal improvements 
some lands, but not toa very great extent, con- 
sidering the wealth and character of the State. 
She has, however, had a considerable amount. 
The feelings of the people of Ohio, it seems to me, 
must be coincident with the feelings of the people 
of Illinois. f would as soon have expected to 
have found my friends around me from Indiana 
opposing this road, as my friends from Ohio. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I wish the gentle- 
man would particularize. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Two geritiemen [Mr. Sweer- 
sen and Mr. Carrrnr] have already indicated 
their opposition by speeches upon this floor. 

Mr. STANTON. I am in favor of the bill. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Jam glad to learn this fact. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Ido not like to be considered 
among those who are said to be opposed to these 
grants for internal improvements in the Western 
States, and I will avail myself of the courtesy of 
the gentleman from Nlinois, {Mr. aonn to 
make one statement, which I think is due to O 110, 
which I have the honor in part to represent. It is 
frequently mentioned in debate, that Ohio has had 
a larger proportion of the public lands granted to 
her for internal improvements than any other 
Western State. Thisisnotso. I understand that 
Illinois has had a grant of about 2,000,900 for in- 


voting for it. Indiana has had more than Ohio. I 
am perfectly willing to state to the gentleman that 
fam ready to vote for these appropriations to aid 
Missouri iz her internal improvements. 1 only 


| wish the policy of the majority of this House 


would so modify the present bill as to allow a 
grant to the railroad from the western portion of 
the country, through Missouri, Illinois, Indiana, 
and Ohio, to connect with the great internal im- 
provemenis of the State of Maryland, by which 


| we might have a great national work, from the 


western limits of the United States to the east, 
worthy of the nation. Such a work shall have 


years. 
: 

_ The last Congress granted to Illinois, Missis- 

sippi, and Alabama, alternate sections of land for 


the construction of th 


c Mobile'and Chicaro Rail- | 
road. That road pas eee 


o : are 
ses through this prairie coun- |! 


my hearty approval. 
Mr. FICKLIN. I thank my friend for his ex- 
pression of interest in this matter, and am glad to 


| Not’ be sold fora century to“come, and. gives tof 


Tt will 


moment entertain the preposition of voting against | 


ternal improvements; and I hed much pleasure in f 


Jl or for furthe 


| find that-he is tight... 1- bope he will obtain the 
floor before the discussión:is through, and give us 
i the benefit of his eloquence. `< . i 

Mr. CARTTER, (interrupting.). If the gen- 
tleman from [inois is anxious to fnd a member 
from Ohio who will oppose this system of appro- 
priation, perhaps I can accommodate him. 

Mr. FICKLIN. . Oh nö.: -know ia couple 
) already, and that is suficient för-mè. I have no 
‘wish to-wake up any more of them: ~ E 

The State of Ohio is a star of thé- first- magni- 
tude—one ofthe first States in this Union. Her 
internal improvements are progressing with a 
| steadiness and rapidity which do her credit. 1 do 
not place her vote for this bill upon the ground 
that she has received large grants of land from the 
Government, but upon the ground that the pro- 
visions of the bill are right, and that Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania, Maryland, New York, Massachusetts, 
j and most of the New England States, are directly 
| interested in it, and cannot oppose the hill without 
| voting against their own interests. That is the 
{| ground upon which I expect their votes, Now, 
|| when 1 seé Massachusetts extending her roads 
; west, in order to invite the trade from the great 
valley of the Mississippi; when I see New. York 
extending her railroads to Buffalo and Dunkirk, 
į and enlarging her canals for the purpose of getting 
|| a share of that trade; whtn I see the struggles that 
were made by Pennsylvania in 1846-7 to extend 
| her road from Philadelphia to Pittsburg; and when 
I see the efforts that are being made by Maryland 
and Virginia to reach the Ohio river at Wheeling 
and Parkersburg, it seems to me that there is a 
blending of interests between these Atlantic States 
and the Mississippi valley which must ultimately 

give us their votes for these railroad bills. 

| Now, how is it in regard to the State of Indi- 
ana? Any gentleman who will take up the his- 
|| tory of that State for the last few years, will find 
ji What gigantic efforts she has made in laudable and 
| praiseworthy improvements. They will find that 
five or six railroads, which are now in active oper- 
ation, concentrate in her capital. 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. Taror] seems to 
think that the railroad connection between this'and 
the Wabash valley will not be complete. Hecan- 
not be aware of the fact, that the railroad from 
Madison by Indianapolis to Terre Haute, in tle 
State of Indianas is now completed, and that the 
portion first completed, from Madison to Indian- 
apolis, has been doing a very heavy business and 
yielding very fair. profits. Before the frosts of 
another winter shall haye visited us, the railroad 
| connection between Boston; New York, Philadel- 
phia; and Baltimore on the east, and Terre Heute 
onthe Wabash, will be completed, if not by direct 
i lines, sufficiently so for all commercial purposes, 
| The honorable members from Ohio on this floor 
; could not, if they would, resist those enterprises 
which are being carried on by the energy of their 

ighboring and adjacent 


own State, and of the ne 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, this is no sectional question. The 
bills reported to this House asking grants of land 
for the States of Iowa, Missouri, rkansag, Al- 
abama, Louisiana, and Mississippi, have been 
well considered, and the roads therein mentioned 
| connect themselves with vast and great interests 
iin this country. You start by railroad from the 
i| city of Charleston, in South Carolina, passing 
through Augusta and Atlanta, in Georgia, to 
Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee, the main 
trunk continuing on to Nashville, Tennessee, and 
a branch extending to Memphis, on the Missis- 
sippi river. There is to be, and must be, a connec- 
ion between Charleston, in South Carolina, and 
Louisville, in Kentucky; between Charleston and 
|| Memphis, and between the remotest points in 
j, New England and the great Valley of the Missis- 


li sippi, by Boston, Albany, Buffalo, Chicago, and 
Cleaveland. There is, then, a unity of interests 


in regard to these works that must command the 
support of our friends in the East, and of our 
friends in the South. 

Sir, it was well said by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts—much better said than I can say 
it—that the opening wip of these great thorough- 
fares enables the people of the West—&n agrio- 
tural people, to have their produce transported to 
thè Atlantic seaboard, either for consum ption there 
í r transportation to European markets. 
| {t enables the people of the South to pursue their 


‘ Sugar and cotton planting, regardless of raising, 
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provisions; because they can be furnished with all 
the provisions oy need at cheaper rates, from 
the grain-growing States of the West, . 

Corn usually sells upon the Atlantic seaboard, 
I believe, at from sixty cents to one dollar per 
bushel, It frequently sells in my district, in the 
State of Illinois, at ten cents per bushel. Hun- 
dreds of thousands of bushels of corn are raised 
there, and used in stall-fecding cattle in winter, 
which, in the spring, are driven to the Boston, | 
New York, and Philadelphia markets. What you 
want, then, gentlemen, is cheap transportation. 
As you cheapen transportation, you give to the 
consumer the food necessary to sustain him at a | 
lower rate than he can otherwise get it. It is 
cheaper to send produce a thousand miles by rail- | 
road than to send it a hundred miles on wheels by 
horse-power. 

Let it be understood that I do not advocate this ! 
bill upon the ground that the State of Missouri | 
has not received quite as much as another State. | 
But I place it upon the broad ground that these 
roads are for the benefit of all; that the granting 
of alternate sections of the public lands does not 
cost anything to the General Government, because 
the reserved sections—the price of which is in- 
creased to-$2 50 per acre—will yield. as much 
money, and in less time, than the whole would if 
the improvements were not made. 

Gentlemen from New York are more familiar 
with this subject than I am, but statistics which I 
have seen convince me that much of that portion | 


| tion. “It is bad enough for the General Govern- 


| once, and now it would look childish for her to 


the lands are located, 


of New York lying between Buffalo and Dunkirk, 
on Lake Erie, und Albany, would have been still 
a wild country but for the canals and railroads 
that have been run through it. As soon as those 
railroads and candls were in successful operation, 
lands went up at once to a higher price. 

I have spoken of the immense value of the open- 
ing of these great thoroughfares to the States of 
Massachusetts, New York, Maryland, Peunsyl- | 
vania, and Ohio. Let not the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. Meacuam] suppose that there is: 
one link in this great chain from the Green Mounu- 
tains to St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, that 
will be wanting. The energies of the American 
people are alive to this question. If this connection 
1s not made by public lands, it will be made out of 
theprivate purses of capitalists. This undertaking 
will be compieted. There is no doubt of that. 
And the only question now is, will gentlemen from 
the old States,. who havea faint hope thathy hold- 
ing back they can advance the tariff interest, or 
that they may possibly get a portion of these lands 
for the old thirteen States, gain anything by so 
doing? Jt is not probable that any portion of 
those lands will ever be granted to the old thirteer 
States. . The new States will never sabmit to it— | 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 


Mr. CHANDLER. Are we to understand the 
gentleman, that whether or not gentlemen from 
the Eastern States support these measures, they 
will get neither the advantages of a tariff nor any 
portion of the public lands? 

Mr. FICKLIN. So far as I am concerned, I i 
will candidly say to the gentleman that F cannot ji 
vote for his tariff. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. J have no tariff. i 
heard the gentleman talking some time since about | 
cutting down trees and rolling logs, and I wait t 
knew who itis who has. been log-roiling vg 
nection with this measure, 

Mr. FICKLIN. I must say to the gentleman 
that L cannot join him in log-rolling. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not ask it. f 

Mr. LETCHER. I should like to ask the gen- | 
tleman from Illinoisa question. T come from one 
`of those old States, and I shouid like to understand 
whether the gentleman from Illingis, who says 
that these Jands should be dedicated te a system 
of internal improvements, would be willing to 
vote the Virginia and Tennessee Railroad, or the 
Central Railroad of my State, a portion of these 
lands, if this general system prevails? 

Mr. FICKLIN. I answer the gentleman by =! 
saying, that We propose to grant alternate sections | 
along the line of the roads named in this bill, and 
T would be willing to grant alternate sections along 
the line of the roads which the gentleman has 
mentioned. H 

Mr, LETCHER. We have no alternate sec- 
tions of public lands along the line of the road. | 

Mr. JOHN W, HOWE. F want to ask the 


! Bureau by Congr 


! Harbor, St. George, Maine. 


ii citizens of San F 


| tion of a light-house, and for other pary 


: road fromthe M 


i bor. 


i mento, Poysipi, Little River, and Weyanweya, to Mukwa, 


gentleman if he proposes to bring the lands into 
the State of Virginia? i 

Mr. FICKLIN. Itis about as probable that 
these lands will be transferred from the new States 
and placed, section by section, along the lines of 
the roads in the old States, as to suppose that 
they will be ceded to them. It is outof the ques- 


ment to be the proprietor of the lands in the new 
States; but they would not for a moment tolerate | 
the idea of a sister State exercising similar pow- 
ers. t 

I will say to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Lercurr,] that! the old States once owned these 
lands, and gave them up; and now I ask, does it 
come with a good grace from them to ask them 
back again ? 

Mr. AVERETT. I ask whether Virginia ever | 
eave up her interest in these lands as one of the | 

nited States? 

Mr. FICKLIN. 


She has ceded them away 


come here and ask them back again. 

Mr. AVERETT. She has ceded them to the 
United States, but she has not ceded her right to 
them as one of the partners of the firm. 

Mr. FICKLIN. The deed of cession of Vir- 
ginia conveyed to the Gencral Government all of 
her right to the Northwest territory, and all ques- 
tions in regard to them are, of necessity, between 
the General Government and the States in which | 
How long it may be be- | 
fore these twelve land States, with California, 
assert and maintain their right to these lands, re- 
mainsto be seen. [twill not probably be long. F 
will not detain the House longer. 

Mr. ORR obtained the floor, but yielded it to 

Mr. ROBBINS, on whose motion the House 


adjourned until to-morrow. i 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following memorials, petitions, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate conimittces : 
By Mr. PARKER, of Indiana: ‘Mie petition of George 
Cath, that his American Indian Collection of Portraits, | 
Dresses, Weapons, Ornaments, &e,, be purchased by the j 
{ 

H 


Gove ment, and thus secured to the American people. { 
By Mr. BRENTON: The petition of James 5. Collins, 
an assistant marshal for taking the Seventh Census in Indi- | 

ana, praying additional compensation. 
By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of | 
Thomas Recs and 19 others, citizens of Bur county, Penn: | 
i 


sylvania, praying for the establishment of an Agricultural ; 


Se 
Also, the memoriatof W. L. Afrieaand 15 others, citizens :| 
of Blair county, Pennsylvania, of like tenoc and import. it 
By Mr. ANDREWS: The petition of Samuel L. Davis U 
and oliers, for the erection of a lighthouse at Tenants 


Also, one of Lucy B. Roberts, tor i pension. 
By Mr. BUELL: ‘Three remonstrances, with 350 signa. | 
tures, fron Herkimer county, New York, against the re- | 
newal ot the Woodworth patent. H 
By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of the Qresident f 
and Directorsor the Mi ppi aud A Hantie Railroad Com- f 
i 

f 

i 


pany, praying a grant of the right of way and a donation of 
a portion of the public lands, for the construction of a rail- 
road from the State line, opposite Terro Haute, Indiana, to 
Ilinoistown, on the Mississippi river, opposite Wwe city of 
St. Louis. 

Also, the memorial of John Cowgill, Elisha Cowgill, 
Wiliam Albin, and Andrew Jobuston, of tie State of Pundi- 
ana, praying additional compensation for thei viecs as 
assistant marshals in takiug the i 

By Mr. KURTZ: The me 
itiz ; ty, Pennsy ug Congre 
such laws us will more eetually p: 
sanctity ef the Sabbath than those at present ia ox 

By Mri eri The petition of J. ORCS, it 
{of Pulaski econnty, Iudiar ulditionaleom- ; 
pen n for servis a tak hec 

By Mr. LANE: The petition of E 
anciseo, praying í 
survey of te mouth of the Umpqua 


to enac 


Also, the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Orcgon, 
praying au appropriation for the improvement of tae navi- | 
gation of Pam Hill river, in said Territory. | 

Also, the memorial of the Leg i ! 
gon, for the improvement of the W } 

Also, the petition of R. M. Walker and i 
souri to the Willamette river, in Oregon, | 

Also, the resolutions of the Legislative Assembly of Ore- į 
gon, praying for sundry amendments to the donation land | 
law of said Territory, &c. H 
Also, the petition of citizens of Oregon, praying the pur- | 

i 
1 
i 
i 
! 
i 
: 
| 
i 
i 
i 


mbiy of Ore- 
ver. 
79 others, for a 


and survey of a portion of the country east of the 
aseade range. 
Also, the petition of citizens of Oregon, for amendment | 
of land laws, &e. - 

By Mr. BOTY : The petition of Daniel W. Eubbard, for 
pay for carrying the mail from Green Bay to Copper Har- | 


Also, 2 petition for a mail route from Ripon, by Sacra- 


in Wisconsin. ; i 
Also, the petition of Chapin M. Seley, L. Leneli, and | 


i af each week to the cor 


other citizens of Wisconsin, asking that land warrants may 
be made assignable. 7 : 

Also, the petition of Owen Salisbury, Thomas Fallon, 
and othersggitizens of Dakota, for à post route from: Madi- 
son to Waupaka Falls, by Montello, Dakota, and Wauto- 
ma. 3 

Also, the petition of J. M. Dart and others, for the same 
route. ` . 

Also, the petition of Edward Smith, H. ©. Jonea, and 
other citizens of Neenah, for a grant of land to aid the Rock 
River Valley Union Railroad Company in the construction 
of their road. ` ` 

By Mr. HAWS: The memorial of Obadiah Newcomb 
and others, assistant marshals for taking the census in the 
city of New York, asking for an increase of compensation. 

By Mr. EDGERTON: The memorial of the assistant 
marshal of Van Wert county, Ohio, for additinual compen- 
sation for taking the census. $ 2 

By Mr. BOYD, of New York: The remonstrance òf 87 
citizens of Washington, New York, against the further ex- 
tension of the Woodworth patent. 


Also, the petition of. sundry inhabitants of Warren coun- ` 


ty, New York, asking the establishment of a mail route 
from the town of Fort Ann, county of Washington, New 


! York, to French Mountain post office, Warren county, New 
| York, a distance of about twelve miles. 


By Mr. MeNAIR: The petition of Henry Jaenbs and 
others, of Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, and also the 
surviving officers, soldiers, seamen; and marines, and the, 
widow and children of those deceased who have served in 
the war of 1812, praying Congrers to modify the bounty 
land act of Sepremher 28, 1850, so as to give to each of the 
persons intended to be benefited by said act not less than 
one hundred and sixty acres of land. 

By Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
citizens of Prankiin county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the extension of the patent of Parker's water- 
wh 

Also,a memorial by a large number of the citizens of 
Lancaster county, Penusylvania, protesting against the re- 
newal of the patent of Parker’s water-wheel. 

Also, (wo memorials by a hirge number of journeymen 
cigarmakers of Havover and York, York county, Penn- 
syivania, stating that under the present tariff foreign cigars 
are largely iuiported into this country, greatly to the injury 
of the petitioners and other citizens, and praying that the 
tarif may be so inodified as to protect them from foreign 
competition. 

Also, a memorial ofthe late quarterly meeting of the Re- 
ligious Society of Fiiends, stating that the fugitive slave 
law is immoral and unjust, and praying for its repeal. 

Ww Mr, GAYLORD: The petition of Daniel Kinney and” 
27 other citizens of Washington county, Ohio, asking a 
donation ofa portion of the public domain for the benefit of 
education in the Independent School Association of the 
Commonwealth of Wesley. , 

Also, the petition of Milton Smith and 25 other citizens 
of Washington county, Ohio, on the same subject. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Uinois: Two petitions, of John 
'T. Jones and others, and Thomas Boswell and other citi- 


| zena of Gallatin county, Minois, for right of way and dona- 
i tion of Jand to aidin the construction of a railroad from 


Shawneetown to a point opposite St. Louis. 

By Mr. MACH: The anemorial of Jobn M. Hitt and John 
Fielt, of Pounthin county, Indiana, asking additional corn- 
pensation as assistantiparshals in taking the census. 


Fripay, February 20, 1852. 
Prayer by Bev. Lirrerros F. Morsan. 
Oa mation by Mr. WALKER, it was 


Ordered, 'Mhat the order of the Senate, assigning Friday 
eration of private bills, be sus- 
pended until one o'clock this day. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That one thousand of the additional copies of 
the report ofthe Secretary or the Treasury on the fnunces, 
heretofore ordered to he printed, be for the use of the Treas- 
ury Department 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of Da- 
vid Hull, praying the establishment of a tribunal 
v the decisions of the late Board of Com- 
for the settlement of claims of Ameri- 


Mr 


to the Committee on Foreiga Relations. 

Mr. WADE presented four memorials of assist- 
ant ma Js for taking the Seventh Census in 
Ohio, praying additional compensation; which 
were referred to the Coramittee of Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of lowe, and the proceedings of a meeting 
of citizens of Salem, in that State, in favor of do- 
nations of land to the Dubuque and Reokuck, and 
Davenport and Council Bluffs Railroads: which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FOOT presented the petition of Eliza Ann 
Elson, only child and heir of David Lund, pray- 
ing a pension for the servises of her father in the 
last war with Great Britain; which was referred 
to the Cammittee on Pensions 

Also, a remonstrance of na of Rutland 
county, Vermont, against the farther extension of 
Woodworth’s patent; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office: 

Mr. MILLER presented a petition of eiuzens 
of New Jersey, praying that the introduction uf 
foreign convicts, felons, and paupers, into this 
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country. may be prohibited by law; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee.on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SMITEL presented a petiton of gitizens of | 
Waterbury, Connecticut, . praying the. construc- 
tion of a ship canal around the Sault Ste. Marie; | 
which. was ordered to Jie on the table. - 

“Mr. JAMES. presented a petition of journey- 
meñ cigar makers of Providence, Rhode Island, 
praying an incréase’ of the duties on cigars; which | 
was. referred to the Committee on Finance. | 
>. Mr. DAWSON presented the memorial of Cap- | 
tain L. McLaws, of the United States Army, |} 
praying the difference between the pay ofa lieu- 
tenant and that of a captain in the staff, the duty | 
of which he performed; and the same additional | 
compensation for the time he served in New Mex- | 
ico as wag allowed to officers in Oregon and Cali- 
fornia during the years 1849, 1850, and 1851; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. f 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a resolution of the ; 
Common Council of the city of Jefferson, Indiana, | 
communicating information in relation to the Lou- 
isville and Portland Canal; which was referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. DOWNS presented a memorial of under- 
writers of New Orleans, praying the enactment of | 
adaw to prevent needless detentions and expenses | 
in proceedings in admiralty; which was referred | 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. } 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of passed mid- | 
shipmen in the Navy, praying that a separate grade | 
may be established by law, with an increase of | 
pay for that class of officers; which was referred | 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also,a memorial of Henry Grinnell and others, | 
citizens of New York, praying that another expe- | 
dition may be fitted out to search for Sir John | 
Franklin; whith was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a memorial of as- ; 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in ; 
Somerset county, Maine, praying additional com- 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. i 

Also, sundry documents in relation to the im- | 
positions practiced upon passengers by steamers | 
to California; which were referred to the Commit- i 
tee on Commerce. H 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a communication | 


| 
| 
i 
i 
i 


from citizens of Brunswick, Maine, complaining | 
of the treatment received by passengers going to 

and from California; which was referred to the 

Committee on Commerce. | 

Mr, FELCH presented two petitions of citi- 

zens of Michigan, praying a grant of land to the | 
State, to aid m the construction of the Oakland 
and Ottawa Railroad; which were referréd to tlie 
Committee on Public Lands. 


WHEELING BRIDGE. 


Mr. HUNTER. I present the memorial of | 
thirty-six members of the Legislature of Pennsyl- } 


vania, stating that the Wheeling bridge, in their i 


opinion, is not such an obstruction to navigation | 
as to make it a nuisance, and praying that Con- | 
gress will protect it. I have no doubt that similar | 
movements will be made in portions of the States | 
of Pennsylvania, Virginia, and perhaps Ohio, 
calling upon Congress to protect this bridge, by | 
making it a mail route, as, according to the opin- 
ion of the Supreme Court, might be done. This 
is one of the gravest and most important commer- | 
-cial questions that has ever been raised by the de- | 
cison of that or any other court, for it involves į 
nothing jess than a question as between the rights 
of those who prosecute commerce over navigable | 
streams by bridges and railroads, and those who 
prosecute it along the water line in boats and ves- | 
sels. If I am correctly informed in relation to i 
that decision, it will be left to the pleasure of that. 
court to say whether the bridges which are erected || 
by all the Stes, not only over rivers which pass || 
through more than one State, but over rivers which | 
flow entirely within the limits of one State, are to i 
remain or not, These are some of the gravest | 
questions certainly which could be presented, and || 
involve a jurisdiction which, I must be here per- | 
mitted to state, a Marshall has refused to take and | 
a Taney has pronounced a grave error. I move! 
that the petition be read, printed, and referred to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
The motion was agreed to. i 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I have the joint resolution | 


i 


| subject, which resolution, exprésses a determina- 


'| ordered to be 


of the Legislature of Pennsylvania upon the same 


tion to persist in the suit which has been institu- 
ted. L agree with the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, that the question is a ‘very important one, 
and I therefore hope that the Committee on the 
Judiciary will give it very-great consideration. - 1 
move that these resolutions be read; printed, and 
referred to the Committee on:the Judiciary. 
The motion was agreed to: i 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of John Spencer, on the files | 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered, 'Thatthe petition of Elisha W. B. Moody, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to which was referred the me- 
morial of Avery Downer, asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the same, and | 
that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
It was so referred. 


i 


dry merchants of New York, praying for correc- ` 
tion of errors in the practice of the Warehouse | 
laws, asked to be discharged from the further con- : 
sideration of the same, and thatit be referred to | 
the Committee on Finance. It was so referred. | 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Revolution- | 
ary Claims, to which was referred the memorial of | 
Cornelius Oakley, reported adversely thereon. 


was referred the petition of the representatives of ' 
Henry King, praying compensation for services | 
rendered by him in the war of the Revolution, sub- ! 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for their | 
relief; which was read and passed to the second 
reading, The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Nav: f- 
fairs, to which was referred the memorial of Jas. 
Glynn, praying to be reimbursed moneys lost 
while in his charge, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. The report was 
rinted. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, submitted adverse reports on the follow- 
ing petitions, which were ordered to be printed: on 
the petition of Abigail Brown, the widow of Eb- 
enezer Brown; onthe petition of Nathaniel Mother- 
head; are on the petition of Esther Scollay. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill for the relief of William Be- 
dient, late a sergeant in the fourth regiment of 
Artillefy, reported back the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report; which was ordered 
o be printed. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the memorial of the widow 
of William Riley, asked to be discharged from i 
| the further consideration of the same, and that it | 
į be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims; which was agreed to. 


SISTERS OF VISITATION. 


` Mr. SEWARD, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to in- 
corporate the Sisters of Visitation, of Washing- 
ton, in the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


SALARIES OF DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT JUDGES. 


Mr. COOPER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved. That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- | 
structed to inguire into the expediency of increasing the ; 
salary of the district judge of the United States for the | 
eastern district of Pennsylvania, so as thatit shall hereafter 
be the same as that of the district judge of the United 
States for the southern district of New York. 

Mr. RHETT submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
salaries of the circuit judges of the District of Columbia. 

RECESS. 

On motion, it was ordered, that when the Sen- 

ate adjourns it be to Monday next. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- i| 


merce, to which was referred the memorial of sun- ij 


He also, from the same committee, to which | 


CONTRACTS FOR DRY DOCKS, ETC. 
-The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted yesterday by Mr. Bropuxan, in rela- 
tion to contracts for dry docks; and the resolution 
was agreed to. mi $ 


MESSAGE FROM: THE HOUSE. 


.. A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. P. Barry Hays, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that it had. passed-a bill for-the relief 
of the heirs of. John Jackson; also,:a bill for the 
relief of Gustavus A. De Russy, late an acting 
purser in the Navy, and requesting the concur- 
rence of the Senate therein. . ; 

The above-named bills were severally read a 
first and second time by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. — 


MILEAGE OE THE DELEGATE FROM OREGON. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to ask leave of the 
Senate to take up the bill regulating the mileage of 
the Delegate from Oregon; and I move to suspend 
the order of business that the Senate may take up 
that bill. 

Mr. CLARKE. I beg leave to suggest to 
i the honorable Senator from Indiana, that the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Maneum,] who made the motion to lay this bill 
upon the table, is not now in his seat, supposing, 
as I believe, that the day would be appropriated 
to the consideration of the private bills. I have 
an amendment to offer to the bill in regard to 
mileage when it shall come up, but not supposing 
that it would come up to-day, I am not now pre- 
pare to offer it. I hope, therefore, that it will not 

e taken up, but that the day will be devoted to 
private bills. x 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ishall not insist 6n my mo- 
| tion if any Senator objects, saying he has an 
amendment to offer; but I had hoped that this 
measure would not be embarrassed with amend- 
ments. It relates merely to the mileage of one 
gentleman, General Lane, the Delegate from Ore- 
gon. Iam sorry that he is singled out and fol- 
lowed with such opposition. It presents a novel 
case, and I am entirely unprepared to meet it. I 
cannot divine in my own mind the reason why it 
is so. However, if the Senator has an amend- 
ment which he desires to offer, not general in its 
character, but intended to reach the case of Gen- 
eral Lane alone, I shall not object to allowing the 
bill to lie over. But if he intends to offer an 
amendment bringing up the question generally as 
to the equalization of. the mileage of members, I 
shall object. ; 

Mr. CLARKE. Ihavean amendment to offer, 
which is not of a general character to be sure. If 
it is the pleasure of the Senate to take up this bill, 
I will prepare that amendment and offer it to-day, 
but I should be very sorry to see to-day consumed 
in the discussion of this bill in preference to pri- 
vate bills. I hope the bill will be suffered to lie 
until Monday, and then I will be ready with my 
amendment. By pursuing that course the private 
bills before the Senate will not suffer. It is of 
very little importance whether this question is set- 
led to-day,/or Monday. 1 hope it will not be 
taken up. / 3 

Mr. BRIGIIT. As Ido not wish to interfere 
with the’ private business which is set apart for 


this day, I withdraw my motion. 
THOMAS H. LEGGETT. 
he Senate resumed the consideration, as in 
Committee of the Whole, of the bill for the relief 
of Thomas H. Leggett. 

Mr. SEWARD. This is a bill which has 
been reported from the Committee on Commerce, 
for the relief of Thomas H. Leggett, survivor of 
the firm of Thomas H. Leggett & Co. The facts 
are contimed in the report, which I ask may be 
read. 

The Senate read the report, a synopsis of the 
contents of which has already been published. 

Mr. SEWARD. This case can scarcely be 
submitted more simply or more fully than it is 
stated in the report; but I will, perhaps, be able to 
present it more distinctly in a few words. Thomas 
H. Leggett & Co. were, in the year 1828, mer- 
chants in the city of New York. This firm, in 
the fall of 1827, made a contract for the manu- 
“facture of certain goods in England to be delivered 
in the ensuing spring. The cost of the gdods was 
$6,786. In the month of May, the tariff act of 
1828 was passed. The duty on these goods was 
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$5,467, being within $1,319 of the entire cost of 
the invoices. The duty under the previous act 
would have been $2,200 only. The goods were 
shipped within three or four days after the passage 
of the act, before the news of that event could have 
been received in Liverpool, or before the order for 
the goods could in any way be countermanded. 
The petitioner, under these circumstances, applies 
for relief. It appears that Congress has in a simi- 
lar case, that of John F. Lewis, in 1836, refunded 
the difference between the duties under the differ- 
ent tariffs, under similar circumstances. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that this bill will not 
pass.” Although, perhaps, an isolated act may be 
found to have been passed, involving the same 
principle as this, I apprehend that if we could 
trace the history of petitions of this kind, we 
would find that they have been almost unan- 
imously refused. I know that since I have been 
a member of the Committee of Finance, to which 
such petitions have been generally referred, it has 
been the invariable rule to reject them. And if 
Iam not mistaken, this petition has been several 
times referred to that committee, and they have 
refused to act upon it. When we come to con- 
sider the nature of the application, we shall find 
that it would lead to innumerable demands upon 
the Treasury Department—demands in which, if 
we are to take the decisions of Congress, and the 
legislation of Congress, there is no equity, at least 
no such equity as would ever induce the Govern- 
ment to grant them. Why, it must be remem- 
bered that if we pass this bill, we shall have to go 
back to afl the cases which have occurred under 
all of our tariffs, for in none of them has there 
been a provision for those cases in which the car- 
goes were ordered before the bill was passed. In 
the tariff act of 1842, it was especially provided, 
that it should take effect upon its passage; and Í 
know that it was one of the arguments against its 

assage—for I was then a member of the House of 

epresentatives—that it would operate with hard- 
ship upon outstanding cargoes, upon ships having 
cargoes brought over under orders which had been 
made before the passage of that tariff act. The 
matter was then argued and considered, and Con- 
gress determined that that was one of the risks 
which the merchant had to take in the prosecution 
of his trade. Congress then refused to insert any 
provision in order to meet these cases, and if we 
now begin to legislate on them, how many peti- 


tions will be sent to us from persons who ordered | 


cargoes before the passage of the act of 1842, and 
had to pay duties under that act? 

We should have thus to reverse the whole policy 
of our Government in relation to this subject; and 
not only that, but we should open the door to in- 
numerable frauds; for observe, this case goes be- 
hind the tariff of 1828; and if this be a good case, 
every demand which is based upon a similar prin- 


ciple, either in relation to that tariff or any other, | 


may be presented here, and we shall have to act 
upon it. It was suggested ona former occasion, by 
a Senator, that if there be equity in returning to the 
merchant duties which he has had thus to pay be- 
cause he ordered goods before the legislation under 
which they were entered, would it not be a good 
rule to work it the other way, and say that those 
goods brought in under the tariff of 1846, when 
the duties were reduced, ought to pay under the 
tariff of 1842, under which they were ordered? 
Why would not that bea good rule? Because it 
would be impassible to ascertain exact justice in 
these cases or the precise state of the facts. It 
would lead to more mischiefs, to more frauds, 
more difficulties, than we should ever remedy if we 
should attempt to legislate upon this subject. Iam 
free to say that, in relation to the tariff of 1842, I 


would have voted for any provision which gave the | 


merchant notice; but such was not the pleasure of 


Congress; such was not theaction of the Govern- | 
ment.. They determined that they would not; and | 


I am not now for opening the matter in this piece- 
meal way, when it cannot be remedied, but when 
it may lead to very great and serious mischief. I 


hope this bill will not be passed; for my word for | 


it, if it is passed, you will have numbers of such 
cases presented for consideration. 
Mr. SEWARD. It seems to me that the ob- 
(pruon of the learned and honorable Senator from 
irginia amounts to just this: If we do justice and 
equity in this case, we may be called upon to do 
so in some other cases. That argument does not 


t 


tariff. By the tariff, as it stood at the time the 
contract was made, tire duties, when levied, would 
have amounted to $2,200 50, while the cost of the 
articles in Liverpool was $6,786 15; so that the 
duties, at the time the purchase was made, were 
about one third of the cost of the articles. By the 
revision of the duties then imposed, the effect of 
which, and of course the design of which, was to 
prohibit the importation of these articles, and to 
induce the manufacture of ‘them in this country, 
the duties were raised fifty per cent. and amounted 
when the goods were received, to $5,467; being 


| within $1,319 of the cost—in other words, about 
| four-fifths of the cost of the invoices in Europe. 


This tariff act, which was passed in May, was 
directed to take effect on the 30th of June follow- 
ing. Pursuant to the original coniract, the goods 
were shipped from Liverpool within three or four 
days after the passage of theact. Being so shipped 
they arrived here just three or four days after the 
act took effect. There was no possibility of antici- 
pating suchachange. There was no possibility of 
giving notice to rescind the contract, or preventing 
the exportation of the goods from Liveypool. 
They came here in time to be subjected to the in- 
creased duty; and by that change in the policy of 
the Government the importers lost some $3,000. 
It is said that there is no equity in requiring the 


Government to pay damages which result to its 


citizens from the change of its laws. I agree that 
it is the duty of every citizen to know the laws of 
the land; but in making laws affecting revenue, 
such as Jaws for the imposition of duties, there is 
an equitable obligation on the part of the Govern- 
ment to give reasonable notice of the change of the 
system of revenue before the Jaw goes into effect. 
In all the tariff acts except one, this timely notice 
has been given. The tariff act of 1832 was passed 
on the 14th of July of that year, but the time at 
which it was to take effect was postponed to the 
3d day of March, 1833. The act of 1833 was 
passed on the 2d of March of that year, and was 
declared to take effect on the 31st of December, 
1835. ‘The act of 1846 was passed on the 30th 
day of July, but it did not go into effect until the 
first of December following. 

Mr. RHETT. ‘Will the Senator state when 
the act of 1842 went into effect? 

Mr. SEWARD. The act of 1842 went into 
effect immediately, as the honorable Senator from 
Virginia has stated; and it is suggested to me that 
the reason for that was, that at the time it was 
passed it was supposed there was no existing rev- 
enue laws in force; and therefore that case was an 
exception. As I have said, it is the duty of the 
citizen to take notice of the laws of the land, but 
it is not the duty of the citizen to take notice of 
the laws before they are passed; and he has an 
equitable and just claim upon the Government if 
they levy assessments which shall affect contracts 
which he has made without giving him adequate 
time to provide for a change of his business so as 
to meet the change in the policy of the Govern- 
ment. As I have said, an act like this has already 
been passed, and the principle of that act is the 
same as that involved in this bill. Itisnow along 
time since the year 1828. If this consideration 
addresses itself to the Senate, then I will say that 
there is no reason to apprehend a great namber of 
applications of this sort; and if there were, justice 
would require that they should be considered and 
disposed of upon principles such as would prevail 
between private individuals. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Were the goods con- 
sumed in the country? 

Mr. SEWARD. They were. The cost of the 
goods was $6,786: the duties paid upon them 
amounted to $5,467. It is a difference more than 
$3,000 between the duties existing at the time the 
contract was made and the duties the parties paid 
when the goods were entered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to make a sug- 
gestion. J asked the gentleman from New York, 


| whether these goods were consumed in this coun- 
| try; and he gave an affirmative answer. 
| seems to me, that. when the importer brought 
goods here and paid the duty, he must have iñ= 
l| demnified himself by putting the duty upon the 
price paid for the article when it was sold. If he 
has done that, and obtained his indemnity in that 
way, it would be strange if we should pay: it to 
himagain. If he brought the goods here; and 
found a change in the tariff Jaw, it would be very 
strange indeed if he would not put on the èn- 
hanced price resulting from the increased duty. I 
think a merchant would hardly neglect doing that, 
i hence it strikes me that he must have been indem- 
| nified for the increased duty which he had to pay. 
I am not prepared to say that importing merchants 
! should not always risk the legislation of the coun- 
itry. I do not know that the basis upon which 
i this gentleman asks relief ought to be conceded. 
| I do not know that we ought to change our legis- 
i lation, because an individual may say that he 
made a contract for goods in a foreign country, 
| and expected to have them entered at the custom- 
‘house here, under the old Jaw. It seems to me 
that the Government cannot act in its legislation 
| on views of that sort, although it might be well in 
| passing a tariff law, to let it go into operation 
| prospectively, with a view to provide for such 
| cases. But if the Government has not chosen to 
j postpone the operation of the law, so as to give the 
i merchant notice—which I admit would be in gen- 
eral a good rule—and hasallowed the act to go into 
operation immediately, it is most manifest that a 
j merchant, whose goods arrived in the country 
under the increased rate of duties, would indemnify 
‘himself by increasing the price of the goods, In 
that point of view, it seems to me, according to the 
information communicated by the Senator from 
; New York, this individual must have been already 
indemnified. 
| Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from New York 
| says that my argument is, that if we pay the claim 
| in this case, we, might perhaps pay many more 
‘equally just. Not at all. My argument is, that 
| if we attempt to do justice with the imperfect in- 
| formation and imperfect means which we have of 
ascertaining what the case is, in the attempt to do. 
justice in one case we may perhaps do injustice to 
the Government in sanctioning a hundred frauds. 
| I said also, that we should fail in doing justice, 
| because it would be impossible to ascertain the 
facts on which these demands were made, even if 
| we were to admit the principle which Congress has- 
heretofore refused to admit, that we are bound to 
| rectify all the losses to individuals which may 
have been occasioned by our legislation on the: 
; subject of duties. Congress has determined that 
i that is a risk which the merchant must take. 
Whether they decided rightfully: or wrongfully, I 
| do not now pretend to say; nor is it necessary for 
| me to say. If the subject was brought up at the 
time when the transaction was recent and fresh, 
when everybody was informed in relation to it, the 
claim might have been allowed if it was thought 
that justice required it, But if they postponed ‘it, 
i and at this late period of time we come to act upon 
an isolated case, we cannot do justice. What. is 
the evidence in this case? How do we know that 
: these goods were ordered beforehand, and without 
iia knowledge of this legislation? I suppose there 
j is no other evidence as to that than the words of 
i the importer. How do we know that he did not 
| remunerate himself, if not for the whole, at least 
| for a portion of the duties, by the additional price 
i; which he charged the consumer? How can we 
ascertain that? And if he did put on the addi- 
| tional price, as suggested by the Senator. from 
i Kentucky, surely he ought not now to have 
| this money returned to him by the Government. 
| How can we undertake to act upon the princi- 
le, that when the interests of a private individual 
! have been injured by general legislation we will 
i ascertain the amount of his damages and remuner- 
iatehim? Why, there was a large class of persons 
in this country who believed that they were in- 
jured by the passage of the tariff act of 1842, who 
| planted large quantities of cotton, expecting to get 
i more than they did get for it under that tariff, and 
| upon whom that financial measure came with al- 
| most ruinous force. Are they to come here and 
i say to us, We lost so much by your legislation: 
| we planted so much cotton, and would have. had 
| such prices for it but for the tariff of 742, and there- 
| fore we claim indemnity? Are any class of per- 
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upon them, and-claim reliéf? If we once open the 
door to inquiries of that sort, it will lead to innu- 
-merable frauds.- I say it is the duty-of the Gov- 
ernment not to embark in any system of legislation 
whiéh will perhaps lead them into the: practice of 
a: hundred frauds, without in a single instance ob- 
taining justice. - ETa ; 
“Myr. SEWARD. The argument of the learned. 
gentleman: now is, that there may have. been no 
logs sustained... It will be found; on looking at the 
documents accompanying the report of the com- 
mittee, that such is not the fact. Document No.’ 
3, shows that a heavy loss was sustained. I will 
read from that document: = 

“ Fourth question.—Did the goods sell for profit? 

o & Answers-—-No3 but aheavy loss. It would have been 
a great saving to have reshipped-the goods; but it was gen 
erally supposed thatthe duty would be refunded, or they 
would -have been: reshipped.. The change of duty was 
enormous; on some things from thirty per cent. to two 
hundred percent. It wasthe time of square yard minimum 
duty.” ` 

According to document No. 6, the following 
facts were shown: 

“Yn the report made. to Congress Jast winter, the. com- 
mittee said that we do business with the full knowledge 
that Congress has power to raise or lower the duties at 
pleasure—meaning, Í suppose,atany moment. But is this 
so? Has Congress ever acted upon or justitied that prin- 
ciple? On the contrary, has it not always been considered 
right and proper that ample time should be given t the 
merchant? otherwise he might be ruined, as we might have 
been, if all our importations bad been bocking baize. The 
two Invoices on which we claim was for twenty-five bales 
blankets, cight bales bocking, and eight bales flannel. 
© Since my last, { have calculated the loss on three hales 
of the flannel, which were all of the same kind, low priced: 


First costin England, £167...... $742 50 
Duty. paid by the new tariff......... 832 00 
Shipping charges, exchange, &e. sse. 245 00 
` $1,819 50 

Sold then fOr... seeesesecseereceeeee 1250 00 
£569 50 

Lost on eight bales bocking...... weveee $1,460 00 
Lost on three bales fannels...... seese 569 00 


‘Phe amount lost on the finer flannels and blankets it | 
would be impossible to say exactly. The amount we claim | 
is the difference of duty, $3,266.” 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, That is the party’s own | 
statement. 

Mr. SEWARD. Itis; but it was submitted to 
the Committee of the House of Representatives 
twice or three times. ‘Those who know Thomas 


H. Leggett would have no doubt at all as to the | 


truth of ‘his statement. I will observe further, that 
these papers were originally submitted to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce in the House of Representa- 
tives, when Mr. Cambreleng was chairman. He 
reported a general law; but which was not passed. 
They were afterwards submitted, at two dilferent 
sessions, to the Committee on Commerce in the 
House, who reported a. bill in favor of Mr. Leg- 
gett; and those reports are here. ‘The claim was 
lirst presented immediately after the transaction 
occurred, There was a report in favor of it. Then 
there was a general law recommended, the parties 
expecting relief under that general law, when it 
should have beon passed, did not then press their 
claim. But they renewed it again before Con- 
gress; and it has been renewed in the House of 
Representatives from time to time. So that the 
further argument which wasadvanced by the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia falls; which was, 
that this claim has become stale, or ought not to 
have due consideration, because it was not pre- 
sented in due season. 

Mr. BORLAND. TheSenator from New York, 
Lunderstand, bases this claim upon the ground of 
equity; and he says it ought to be allowed, because 
these individuals, under a prior law of Congress, 
would have been al 
by that commercia 
done under a subse: 
understanding 


l transaction than they have: 
quent law. According to my | 


of equity, if accounts are settled | 
upon that principle, the equity should extend toi 


the Government as well as to the individual citi- | 
zen, whether the parties are entitled to the advan- 
tage they would obtain under the operation of 
the principie. Now, have we ever had a claim 
befare Congress, or does any one suppose that | 
these individuals would come before Coneres 
if they had crdered goods under a high ‘Tariff, 
and received them under alow tariff? Take an 


sòns to come here and say ‘that our general legis- į 
lation has inflicted this or that pecuniary’ damage ; 


vie to realize much more money | 


S| 


the tariffs of 1842 

] Suppose an individual—as many un- 
| doubtedly did ordered goods under the tariff of 
i 1842, and did not introduce them into the coun- 
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iwhich greatly reduced’ the. duties: would he, 
| would any reasonsble- man, have come forward 
{and tendered to the Government the difference 
| which he would have had to pay. under the tariff 
| of 1842, while it-was in force, and that which: he 
| actually did pay under the act of 1846? If weare 
| to legislate in this way, equity requires that if we 
j| pay back to an individual ahy excess which he 
had to. pay in consequence of the tariff being 
raised, we should also exact from individuals the 
i! difference betweer the amounts which they would 
| have had to pay under a tariff in operation at the 
ii time the goods were ordered, and that in operation 
|, at the time they were brought to the country. 
i Then, taking any series of years in the commer- 
cial operations of this ‘country, the balance would 
li be in favor of the Government, because the tend- 
ency has been gradually, with occasional excep- 
tions, to reduce the rate of duties. ‘Therefore, in 
the long run, more goods will be found to have 
been ordered under a high tariff, and come in 


one'and come in under a high one. The balance 
; would be in favor of the Government. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
| Hunter,} while speaking upon this subject, 
brought to my mind a speech delivered in the 
House of Representatives the other day, and 
|; which is published, and laid on our desks, in this 
| mornmg’s Globe; and I think the facts it sets forth 
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i from Virginia sugggsted that there might be a loss 
| sustained by another interest in this country by a 
| change in legislation upon the subject of duties; 
| that there might be a loss to the agricultural inter- 
est by raising the duties affecting their productions. 


| I would call the attention of Senators, which is 
| very important in this view. ‘The speech to which 


į 1 refer is one delivered in the House of Represent- 
ai . A : 
; atives by Mr. RaxrouL, of Massachusetts, in 


, Which he submits a series of tables, showing the 
effect of the tariff acts of 1842 and 1846 upon the 


|| prices of agricultural products for a series of years, 


1 will not go through the whole of the tables, but 


sented in the body of the speech. Itis hereshown 
that the aggregate loss upon agricultural produc- 
tions, for a series of five years, under the opera- 
tion of the tariif of 1842, was $126 340,639. 
| The loss on cotton alone was $89,661,531; the 
‘Joss on tobacco was $16,786,197; the loss on 
| Vegetable food was $8,519,803; the loss on pro- 
| visions and animal products was $4,373,108; 
|i the loss on other exports, estimated in part, 
H $7,000,000; making a total of $126,340,638. 


|: Well, sir, if an individual who had ordered goods 


| 
| 
| 
H 
| 


| under a high tariff, has any equitable claim before 


|| Congress for relief for the difference between the : 


(| amount he would have k 


į 
é 


ad to pay under the one, 
: and actually did pay under the other, would not 
; the agriculturists have precisely the same equitable 
demand’ for this immense difference between the 
prices they would have received under the opera- 
į tion of one tariff, and the low prices they actually 
|; received under the operation of another tariff? T 
|i think no one can deny that. But the legislation of 
| this country, so far as is presented by these tables, 
i; Seems to be compensating in matters of sort. Thus 
| we find that, under the tariff of 1846, which wa 

: intended to do justice to the agricultural interest, 
|: which had been greatly depressed under the oper- 


|. ation of the tariffof 1842, the prices of agricultural | 


| productions were brought up; and upon these 
: same productions, for another period of five years, 
there was a gain by the rise of prices, under the 
tariff of 1846, to the amount of $148,486,274. 
So the fact is, if an equitable settlement of ac- 
: counts is desired between the Government and its 
: citizens growing out of its revenue system, it will 
_ be, as it has been, most easily and certainly at- 


m aware, has been and may again be somewhat 
: fluctuating, but in the long run it will be as nearly 
equitable as it will 
| make it. 


| 1s required to do justice to the parties, or to give 
i them equitable relief: In the view presented, 


ti try until the act of 1846: went into-operation, |} 


under a low one, than were ordered under a low | 


| present a very strong case in point. The Senator | 


| Here is a case in point. Here is a table to which | 


| merely refer to the tables marked A and B, pre- | 


n under a low tariff, and introduced those goods | 


tained by general legislation. “ Such legislation, I © 


: prebably be in our power to |; 
No such legislation as this, therefore, | 


withhold special legislation, ‘particularly in old 
| Cases like this, the precise- merits- of which the 

Senator from Virginia has very leary shown can- 
inot be ascertained, especially at so. long a period 

after the transaction has. taken place. iEn 
p Mr. RHETT. Mr. President, the position 
HI taken by the Senator from New. York is, that the 
|| petitioner has lost money. by the operation of’ our 
|i tarifflaws. If the principle is good, I think it will 
i apply to.most of ourlegislation. - It is next to im- 


ii 
| possible to make a law that will operate equally 
upon all classes and all individuals in the country, 
| especially when you interfere with the property of 
the country. For instance; take the case of making 
‘roaas. You setup a railroad: it is immediately 
| followed by the dissolution and ruin of every turn- 
{ 


il pike and canal that. comes within the reach of its 
l! influence: and in this way thousands are ruined. 

| You set up a steam factory, and those who manu- 
|| facture by water-power may be ruined. A friend 
| of mine purchased on the south side of the Ar- 
| kansas river, sixty miles of land: we admitted 
! Texas into the Union, and he was a ruined man. 

Itis impossible to lay a tax which does not operate 
i unequally upon the producers of the country. If 
| you lay down the proposition, that, whenever your 
|| taxation operates unequally, you are to compen- 
i sate the individual whom it affects, in order to put 
| him on an equality with all other citizens; then it 
| is impossible for you to lay a tax, without having 
brought before you for legislation, a large class of 
i| claimants exactly like this case which the Senator 
i| from New York has brought forward. If you lay 
|i a tax upon any particular production, you must 
} 

| 


i! affect hoge engaged in it, and must- operate on 
ii them injuriously. Thus, if the principle which 
| the Senator from New York contends for, be cor- 
|| rect, not only in this instance, but in almost every 
| other instance in which we legislate, affecting the 
i} material interests of the country, and especially all 
‘its taxation, must necessarily be followed with a 
i flood of petitions, to produce what he calls equity 
; under the legislation of Congress. The principle 


ju £ 
i the Legislature endeavors to legislate for the good 


os banal se 
li tariff, but to all the legislation of Congress; and 
|; the application which the Senator from New York. 


|| cases it would be totally impossible to ascertain 
! whether the party who presents a claim of this 
| kind had sustained any serious damage or injury. 
| Considerations, such as were adverted to by my 
i: honorable friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Unner- 
|: woop,] would come into view, and it would be 
necessary to have regard to them in our decision, 
And in many cases, if we could say that there 
| had been some degree of injury sustained, it would 
;; be very difficult to ascertain the full extent of that 
i injury, or determine what should be the measure 
of relief. 
| Here is an extraordinary case, Mr, President, 
| in which Congress, without giving any sufficient 
| notice, or what may be termed an adequate notice 
; in point of time, passes a law which is just as in- 
i: Jurious tò the citizen as though no notice whatever 
i Were given. Congress imposes suddenly, and 
without available notice to the party, the most 
, enormous duties—duties which, by their operation, 
will take out of the pockets of these parties several 
: thousand dollars. Now, while I would not inier- 
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ose in a doubtful or ordinary case, yet when we | 
Res presented to us a cgse of this character, | 
where nearly a hundred per cent. in regard to | 
some artities, and more than a hundred per cent. | 
in regard to others, is suddenly imposed, the party || 
having had no available notice, it does appear that || 
the party is fairly entitled to come to Congress for 
redress. Nor do Í think that the suggestion -of 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Unnerwoop] is 
entitled to any great weight when he says that the | 
importer might have added the duty to the price of | 
the articles; for even suppose he did so, those ar- 


i 


i 
i 


ticles might remain on his hands unsold. The 
mere addition of the duties to the original prices of :! 
the goods would not makethem marketable. The | 
party must sell according to the market price, and ; 
that price will unquestionably be regulated by the | 
relations of demand and ‘supply, which’ will i! 
again be affected in their turn by the operations of :! 
a tarif as it may be increased or diminished. | 
Here the market was made under a low duty, and | 
without any notice, while in this case, before the | 
parties could receive their goods, the law was so | 
changed, and such an exorbitant duty imposed ' 
as to amount almost to a confiscation of the prop- H 
erty of the importer. i 
ut, Mr. President, I did not rise for the pur- | 
pose of discussing the merits of this bill at any | 
considerable length, but chiefly to make an expla- | 
nation in regard to the tariff of 1842, for which I ji 
voted, asa member of the House of Representa- | 
tives, as well as many other gentlemen who are H 
now members of the Senate. Ordinarily, it will i! 
be admitted on all hands, that revenue bills should !! 
be prospective; that a considerable period of time | 
should intervene between the passage of the law | 
and the period at which it is to come into opera- || 
tion, in order that sufficient notice may be given | 
to the mercantile community. I know that the |! 
tariff of 1842 was passed without any such pro-*|! 
vision, and of course it took effect immediately on ; 
being approved by the President. And, sir, the |! 
reason of that may be found in what is ordinarily || 
denominated the compromise tariff—that of the |i 
2d of March, 1833. By the first section of that | 
bill, provision is made for the gradual reduction | 
of duties in all cases where they exceeded twenty | 
per cent, of the invoiced value of the goods. Tei || 
per cent, was to come off biennially from all arti- || 
cles on which a high duty was imposed, until all | 
duties should be brought down to an ad valorem || 
of twenty per cent. T will not say a word, sir, in I! 
regard to the wisdom or y of such a law; but | 
by it everything was to be brought down to the || 
dead level of twenty per cent. ad valorem. Then, | 
sir, comes the third section of this law, in the fol- i 
lowing words: | 
Bec. 3, And beit further enacted, That until the thir- 
ticth day of June, one thousand eight hundred and torty- 
two, the duties imposed by existing laws, as modified by 
this act, shall remain and continue to be collected. And 
from and after the day last aforesaid, all duties upon im- 
ports shail be collected in ready money, and all credits now 
allowed by law in the payment of duties, shall be and are 
hereby abolished; and such duties sball be laid for the pur- 
pose of raising such revenue as may be necessary to an | 
economical administration of Government; and trom and ! 
after the day last aforesaid the duties required to be pai 
Jaw on goods, wares, and merchandise, shall be 
upon the value thereof at the port where the same shall b 
oe under such regulations as may be prescribed by | 
aw. 
So that by this section of the act of the 2d of | 
March, 1833, there is a general provision that the : 
existing laws shall remain in force until the time | 
specified. It then goes on in words of the future | 
tense, and provides what shall be the character of | 
the subsequent legislation of Congress. Now, I| 
know that it was considered exceedingly doubtful || 
whether there was any existing law that would | 
authorize the coilection of one penny of-duty. | 
The then existing Administration, however, de 
cided, that upon a proper construction of the law 
the Government was entitled to collect twenty per 
cent., and no more. But this was regarded by 
members of Congress as being exceedingly doubt 
ful—so doubtful, indeed, that it was carried to the | 
Supreme Court; and that court decided that the 
construction which was given to the law by the 
Administration was the true and proper construc- 
tion, and that under the provisions of the law the | 
Government was entitled to take twenty per cent. | 
. Now, the law of 1842 was passed in such a form 
as to take effect immediately upon its enactment, 
and this, simply on account of the doubts and em- | 
barrassments of members of the two Houses of j 
Congress in regard to the then existing state of! 


: try under the sun. 
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the revenue laws of the country, and was not wan- 
tonly passed-in a manner to entrap and ensnare 
the commercial community, or to impose upon 
them burdens which ought not to be imposed upon 
them without due notice. 

Mr. President, I wil not dwell further upon 
this subject, regarding the case as very extraor- 
dinary—one, in point of fact, amounting almost 
substantially to a confiscation of the property of 
this party by the Government of the United States; 
and entertaining this view of it Iam prepared to 
vote for his relief. 


Je Mr. DAWSON. T have voted against meas- 


ures of this kind before, and I have done so on 
principle. The act of 1842 went into immediate 
operation. ‘There were all the iron establishments 
of Pennsylvania, and other States of the Union, 
with a protective duty of twenty-five per cent., 
and with a large quantity of iron on hand—- 

Mr. COOPER. The duty was twenty-five dol- 
lars per ton. 

Mr. DAWSON. The Senator from Pennsyl-’ 
vania informs me that the duty was not twenty- 
five per cent. on the value, but twenty-five dollars 
on the ton; and now, I believe, it is reduced to 
seven dollars on the ton. The operation of that 
tariff by which this was done, was destructive to 
that interest everywhere within our limits. They 
lost immensely by it. Many of the largest fur- 
naces were closed, and their proprietors ruined. 
And what, sir, was the occasion of it? What but 
the operation of our legislation here and in the other 
branch of Congress? “If this bill is to pass on what 


is here called a principle of equity, would we not || 


be compelled to go to the relief of those whofhave | 
invested their capital under the laws, and who, by | 


their sudden change, have sustaiaed ruinous losses ? 
Why should we interfere in favor of the merchant 
nd not in favor of the manufacturer ? 
ae Sen ator from Virginia, [Mr. Huyrer,] who 
hs told us that he thinks we cannot go properly 
into such a measure as this. 
Open a court of equity here on such a principle as 
is implied in this bill, in consequence of the loose 
character of onr legislation, 1 do not think that 
this Government could meet the claims which 
would be brought against it. The friends of high 
tariffs usually pass these tariff laws for the benefit 
of particular interests. By changes from these 
high tarifs, these interests are subjected to loss, 
sometimes to ruin—the manufacturing and agri- 
cultural more than any other—and if parties are to 
be compensated for losses accruing under these 
changes, then the agriculturist and the manufac- 
turer should be compensated, and, in many in- 
stances, we know that these losses are immense. 
I merely make this comparison with the view of 
showing that Lam unwilling to vote for the bill in 
consequence of the enormous principle it involves, 
and to give us caution hereafter in our legislation 


| to give sufficient time whenever we undertake to 


alter a tariff, so that no injustice may be worked 
which can be avoided. It is said that this is usu- 
ally done. True, itis: butit was not done in 1812. 

Now, to show the difference between the cases 
of the merchant and the manufacturer in these cages 


of sudden changes of a tariff, it should be remem- ; 
bered that the latter has to invest an immense | 
ii remained in attendance during the day.} 
many businesses which may be ruined any day |; 


capital in buildings and machinery for carrying on 


by a change in the tariff. Flis business is thus de- 


stroyed, his machinery and buildings become ,, 
worthless in consequence, and thus his whole cap- | 


ital may be irrecoverably gone. Widely different 


is it with the merchant, whose market is only | 
changed or modified, and who is seldom confined | 
in his business to one particular kind of article i! 
While, therefore, I | 
| would desire to vote in every case where equity is 
| the foundation, I cannot do so in this case. 
i not vote for this bill unless the principle involved | 
in it is to be extended to every interest which has 


which may thus be affected. 


been affected by these changes; and to do so would 
be ruinous to the treasury of the wealthiest coun- 


Mr. HUNTER. r 
ther.consideration of this bill indefinitely. 


Mr. SEWARD. I hope the Senator from Vir- i 


ginia will withdraw that motion. í 
A Sexaror. The motion is not debatable. 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator is wro 


Mr. SEWARD. 3 
say, and that is, that any one can see that to make 


n 
ng. 


If we undertake to | 


I can- | 


I bave buta word more to: X } 
i| or hereafter to be imported. by said company for 


i 
H 
| 
H 


I am like || 1 k 
jiin their amount and character upon imported 


H! Mr. CLARKE. 
‘| postponed, in order to give the honorable Senator 


applicable to the present case, because there was ~ 
no necessity for thisact to take effect immediately; - 
and so as to confiscate the property of merchants 
which. had been contracted for in England a few 
months before. It is no answer to this to say 
that another act was passed which was made to 
take effect immediately, and produced similar re- 
sults. ; 

And in regard to the manner in which the claim 
is made, so far as it goes to show that other acts 
have operated in a similar manner upon other in- 
terests of society, I submit that that is no answer. 
It may be, possibly, that we cannot reach the cases 
| of the oppressive operation of a change of revenue 
| laws; it is enough if we can reach this. As [have 
said, the passage of the act of 1828, without giving 
any notice before it went into operation, was unne- 
| cessary, and it operated as a surprise. 

Mr. COOPER. If this were a hypothetical 
case, a doubtful case as to the loss sustained b 
the importing merchant, I certainly should not 
vote for it. But I think the case presented by 
this hill is very different from the cases which have 
been, or seem to have been, regarded as analogous 
iby the honorable Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
| HunteR] and the honorable Senator from Arkan- 
sas, [Mr, Boruann.] 

The increase of duties by Congress on foreign 
goods is to benefit immediately the merchant, and 
for a very obvious reason. I do not pretend now, 
sir, to enter into a discussion of the question, 
whether the mercantile classes of the community 
are benefited hy high duties, or by duties ordinary 


goods; but Isay the immediate effect of an in- 
crease of duties is to benefit the merchant, and for 
an obvious reason, The goods which the mer- 
chant has on hand at the time—— ; 
[The honorable Senator was, at this point in his 
j remarks, suddenly seized with vertigo, and was 


‘| compelled to take his seat.] 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to postpone the fur- 
i ther consideration of the bill. ; 

Mr. COOPER. J will not now proceed. Iam 
i not able, 

l move that the question be 


| from Pennsylvania an Opportunity to present his 


li views on another cceasion. 


The PRESIDENT. The question is onan in- 
| definite postponement, 
|; Mr. HUNTER. I withdraw that motion of 
course, if the Senator from Pennsylvania degires 
it. Iwill agree that it shall be laid over informally. 
The PRESIDENT. To move to postpone it 
will be the same thing. 
Mr. HUNTER. Then I make that motion. 
The motion was agreed to, and the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed to Friday 
next. 


ii mention as a reason for taking up the bill now 


I move to postpone the fur- |; 


[Mr. Coorer retired from the Senate Chamber, 
but in a few moments returned to his seat, and 


RALEIGH AND GASTON RAILROAD CU. 
Mr. BADGER. ‘There is.a bill which was re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance something 
like a fortnight or three weeks since, which } hope 
the Senate will indulge me in taking up for con- 
sideration at the present time. It is a bill to give 


a credit to the Raleigh and Gaston Railroad Com- 
I 


pany on the payment of duties on their iron. 


that it is to give relief to this company by ex 
ling the time for the payment of duties on iy 
{imported by that company, and beca it 
bill which differs trom every other which is 
come before ns. The iron is already ordered, and 
if the bill is to pass at all, so as to afford them any 
relief, it must pass immediatel I hope the Sen- 
ate will agree to take it up. 
The motion was agreed to, < 


tt 


y- 


od the Senate pro” 
; ceeded to its consideration na in Committee of the 


i Whole. 


The bill provides that the Secretary of the Treas~ 
ury be authorized and directed to extend the time 
of the payment of duties upon all iran rails now 


606 | 


Feb. 20, 


their use, so:as'to make the duties payable in four 
equal annual installments, said installments to be 
reserved by the Postmaster General for the. use of 
the Treasury, out, of. any moneys which. may be 
due said company for mail service.to be performed 
by them. “It provides, further, that before the de- 
livery of any. portion of the iron rails, the payments 
so. deferred shall be secured by the Vonds ofthe 
company, with: good: personal: security to be ap- 
proved of by the United ‘States district judge for 
the State of North Carolina, and such authority, 
given in writing, to sécure the reservation and pay- 
ment.by the Post Office Department, as may be 
satisfactory to the Secretary of the Treasury, pro- 
vided, that this'act shall extend only toiron already 
imported, or to be imported within two years from 
ils passage. é i é i : 

Mr. HUNTER. I feel bound to say, in rela- 
tion to that bill, that if there were any bill for which 
I would vote, either to extend the time for the pay- 
ment of duties, or to remit them, it would be pre- 
cisely such a case as has been presented. But as 
it has been my habit to vote to’ keep the tariff of 
‘1846 inviolate, I shall vote against this bill. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

SAMUEL BRAY. 


Mr. MORTON. It will be recollected by you, 
Mr. President, that some time since I presented a 
memorial to the Senate, numerously signed by the 
citizens. of Apalachicola, in Florida, asking that 
relief may be afforded to Samuel Bray, the keeper 
of the light-house at Dog Island, for losses sus- 
tained by him in a tempest on that coast, in the 
summer of 1851. That memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and with commend- 
able promptness they have reported a bill for his 
relief for losses—I say for losses, I ought to say 
pecuniary losses, for some of his losses were 

eyond the relief of the Congress of the United 
States. That committee has promptly reported a 
bill, affording him a small pecuniary relief. Eleis 
now in a destitute and distressed situation; and if |i 
relief is to be afforded him, it should be done im- 
mediately. Task, therefore, that I may trespass on 
the kindness of the Senate go far as to have this 
bill considered now. ‘ 

Mr. NORRIS. I hope we shall proceed with 
the Calendar. There are other cases as important 
as that mentioned by the Senator, which we should 
take up; and I can see no reason for thus mixing 
up the business of this body. We havea Calendar, 
where these cases stand in their order, and I hope 
the Senate will adhere to the Calendar, and not 
take up business out of its order. 

The motion to take up the bill was not agreed to. 

IRA DAY. 

The PRESIDENT. The next bill in order is 
the bill for the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont. It 
has been read twice, and is now before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HUNTER. The honorable Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Bavaro] desired to speak on that 
question, and as he is now absent, I move that its 
consideration be postponed till next Friday. 

Mr. UPHAM. This bill was postponed last 
Friday for the accommodation of the Senator from 
Delaware; but if it can be ascertained that the bill 
can be settled next Friday, I am willing it should 
be passed over. 


ally. 
MRS. E. A. MCNEILL. 

The PRESIDENT. The next bill in order is 

the bill for the relief of Mrs. E. A. McNeill, widow 

of the late General John McNeill, and is now before 


the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. | 
Mr. HUNTER. Is there any report accom- | 
l 


panying that bill? 

The PRESIDENT. There is no 

Mr. BORLAND. I will state that I reported | 
that bill from the Committee on Pensions. There 
1s no written reportin the case. We did not make | 
a report, because we considered the case so plain, 
and one in which most of the facts were known 
to the Senate and. the country, that a very little 
explanation would be sufficient to satisfy the Sen- 
ate of its merits. Tt is proposed to pay to the 
widow of the late General John McNeill, a very 
gallant officer in our Army, what we consider ar- 
rears of a pension. General McNeill was severe- 


y 
report, H 


i 
j 
| 
1 
| i 
| 
i 
i 
! 
| 


[i 
i! 
it 


| while in the Army. 


The bill was accordingly passed over inform- || 
if 


İy wounded, and lost his leg; but he continued in 
ihe sergiee a-certain length of time, and then re- 
signed his.commissioninthe Army. He-received 
his pension from the time he resigned. his commis- 
sion, although he: believed. all the while that he 
was entitled; and a8. we think clearly entitled, toa 
pension from the time of receiving the-wound by 
which heJost-his limb. Since his death, his widow 
applies “for the arrears of a pension, due fromthe 
time. he -was wounded up-to the time he resigned 
his commission in the Army. It is ‘but to pay 
arrears from the time he lost his leg up to the time 
he left the Army. > Eraik ees è 

On the motion of Mr. BORLAND, the blank in 
the bill was filled with the word “ thirty,” so as 
to-make the bill read ‘ thirty dollars per month. ”? 

Mr. CLARKE. I should like to know why 
the committee put in the time so as to extend back 
to. 1813? This gentleman was in the service till 
within a year or two. 

Mr. BORLAND. If the Senator had listened 
to my remarks, [ think he would have understood 
the reason. It is to pay arrears of a pension from 
the time he lost his leg till the time he resigned his 
commission in the Army. 

Mr. CLARKE. I beg to say he never lost a 
leg. He was wounded in the knee. He had a 
stiff knee; but he had as many legs to be buried 
with as he was born with. 
we should go back. He never asked it. 

Mr. BORLAND. He did consider himself en- 
titled to a pension from the time he was wounded 
till he resigned. He did not get it. He was put 
upon the roll only from the time he left the Army. 
But Ke always considered and asserted his right to- 
be put upon the pension roll, and his widow now 
reasserts that righ. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I do not intend to oppose 
this bill. I do not intend to make war upon the 
widow of a gallant officer, but I would like to 
know what was the grade of General McNeill 


Mr. NORRIS. He was a major. 

Mr. ATCHISON. At the time heleft the Army 
what was his grade? 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin. That of a colo- 


nel, 

Mr. ATCHISON. He then received his full 
pay as an officer, of the grade he held in the Army, 
up to the time he resigned; and from that time for- 
„ward he received his full pension. Now, this is 
an additional amount of pay; not an arrearage of 
a pension, but an increase of pay while an officer 
in the Army.. I am perfectly willing to vote for it 
as a speceial case, but to adopt such a principleas 
a general rule, it strikes me would make a very 
great inroad into the public Treasury of the United 
States, to an amount of millions perhaps. I want 
it clearly understood that I vote for this case as 
being a special case, and without reference to any 
principle whatever. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NORRIS said: If this is a special case, 
there have been other special cases before. But I 
contend it is not a special case. I was in. hopes 
that this bill would have passed without objection. 
Having introduced it into the Senate, it becomes 
my duty, under the circumstances, to give some 
further explanation of this bill, and to state the 
grounds upon which,I think it ought to pass... In 
doing this, sir, it is not my intention to enter into 
a detailed account of the services of General Mc- 
Neill. A very brief summary will show the true 
grounds upon which this bill stands, 

That he was a brave, distinguished, and skill- 
ful officer—that-he received permanent and severe 


! public service—is well known to every Senator | 
| here. That he suffered severely and almost con- | 
| stantly from these injuries, from the time of their | 
reception up to the time of his death, is equally | 
well known to every person who had intercourse 
with him. 

Sir, General McNeill entered the Army of the 
United States in March, 1812, as a captain of the 
llth infantry—a regiment constituting a part of 
the forces raised under the act of the preceding 
January. So meritorious was his conduct as an 
officer, that he was promoted to the rank of major 
in August,.1813. It is unnecessary for me to 
state to the Senate, here, that he discharged the 
duties of his advance-rank with singular abilities, | 
with distinguished credit to himself, and honor to | 
the country. On the 5th of July, 1814, his regi- | 
ment constituted a portion of the forces engaged | 


J do not know why | 


disabilities while in the line of his duty, in the: 


|| sir? 


inthe battle of Chippewa. After the fall of the 
gallant:Colonel Campkell~early in that contest— 


“the command ‘of ‘that..rezgiment. devolved upon 


General McNeilly. and: such: was:his bravery. and 
military skill and daring courage on that occasion 
as to receive the applausé and approbation of all 
his distinguished compeers in arms, and for these 
distinguished and gallant services‘on that occasion 
he received the brevet rank’ of Heutenant colonel. 
Now, sir, only twenty days after—on the 25th of 
the same month—-a day which shed so much re- 
nown upon American valor and American arms— 
he led the same regiment to. the bloody and 
triumphant battle of Bridgewater. It was here, 
in the heat of the contest, while at the head of the 
column, urging it on by his example and by his 
voice, in the face of a most galling and destructive 
fire from the enemy’s battery, that he was struck 
in the right knee by a cannun shot, shattering and 
rending it in the most terrible manner, and nearly 
severing the limb. From the effects of that wound 
General McNeill never recovered. True, he did 
not lose his limb, as my friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. Borianp] supposes; but the knee was ren- 
dered ever afterwards entirely stiff; and such was 
the shattered and broken condition of the limb 
that it was ever afterwards subject to a neuralgic 
affection, pervading the whole system with the 
most excraciating suffering, and which finally un- 
dermined and destroyed his once herculean con- 
stitution. For his gallant and distinguished con- 
duct in this battle he was breveted a colonel. 

Sir, at the close of the war, such were the dis- 
tinguished merits and skill of General McNeill 
that, notwithstanding his injuries, he was retained 
upon the peace establishment as major of the 5th 
regiment. In 1818 he was advanced to the rank 
of lieutenant colonel of the Ist infantry. Again, 
sir, in 1822, when in command of the post at 
Chicago, while leading a detachment of his men 
to the relief of a vessel in distress—having on 


I| board supplies for his troops—he was severely in- 


jured in the right arm, rendering that limb almost 
entirely stiff and greatly impairing its use. In 
1824 he was breveted a brigadier general for faith- 
ful service. In 1826 he was still further promoted 
to the advanced rank of colonel in the army. In 
1830, on the 23d of April, he resigned his commis- 
sion in the army; his constitution having been 
broken down and his health impaired by reason of 
severe sufferings from injuries received in the pub- 
lic service. From that:time he has received a pen- 
sion from the Government for full disability. And, 
sir, I would here state that in 1815, as soon as the 
nature of his wounds would permit, he applied to 
the War Department to be placed upon the roll of 
invalid pensioners of the United States, under the 
contract that he alleged he had made with the 
Government when he entered its service. He 
made also an application in 1819. Upon both oc- 
casions his application was refused. And why, 
Was it because he had not been seriously 
and permanently disabjed while in the line of shis 
duty in the public service? No, sir; for that was 
apparent to all. But he was told that the War 
Department had made a rule that no officer, while 
he retained his commission in. the army, should 
be placed upon the roll of invalid pensioners. To 
that act, and against that decision, General Mc- 
Neill then, and ever afterwards, protested. He 
claimed that under the Jaw of 1812 he had a right 
to be placed upon the pension roll of the United 
States from July, 1814, . 

Sir, I have made this brief and true statement 
of facts to show the ground upon which this bill 
rests. This bill proposes to give arrears of pen- 
sion thus claimed by General McNeill in his life- 
time to his aged widow, who is now in straitened 
circumstances, who for thirty-five years watched 
over and cared for the veteran with that soothing 
attention and care which no other hand could ad- 
minister. Sir, I will not invoke the sympathies 
of the Senate—I never did such a thing; but if 
there ever was a bill in which such feelings would 
be justified, this is one. But, sir, I place this bill 
upon the ground of his legal rights, upon the 
broad principle of the equity and justice in the 
case; and if I do not show the Senate that he is 
entitled to the pension, I will allow the bill to fail, 
so far as I am concerned. Sir, what was the con- 
Hee under which General McNeill entered the 

Fmy? 

The 14th section of the act of the llth of Fan- 
uary provides ‘that if any officer, non-commis- 
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. sioned. officer, musician, or private, shall be dis- 


abled by wounds or otherwise while in the line of : 
his duty, he shall be placed upon the roll of inva- į 


lid pensioners of the United States.” That is the 


whole of it; that was the contract under which 
General McNeill entered the army. Sir, this 
act was passed in anticipation of a war with Great 
Britain. It was published to the whole country 
by authority of Congress. And for what pur- 
pose was it published? It was published to in- 


duce brave and patriotic citizens all over the Jand | 


to enroll themselves in our army. It was in view 
of the provisions of that act—in view of the boun- 
ties and promises therein set forth, that thousands 
of brave men rushed to their country’s standard, 
and among them General McNeill, there to brave 
the dangers of war, and even death itself, in de- 
fence of their country’s rights and honor. How 
did they understand this act? How did they un- 
derstand this language? Why, as every other 
unsophisticated and sensible man would under- 
stand it. They understood it to mean what it 
said—nothing more and nothing less. The lan- 
guage is plain, direct, and imperative. The. con- 
ditions upon which the disabled soldier was to be 
placed upon the invalid pension list ‘were plain 
and unmistakably set forth. The claimant must 
be an officer, non-commissioned officer, musician, 
or private; and must have been disabled, and that 
disability must have beet inflicted while in the 
line of his duty in the public service. That was 
all—all the conditions precedent; and I maintain 
that when they concur in behalf of the soldier, 
that his claim to be placed upon the pension roll 
of the United States is complete. It becomes an 
absolute right, a vested zieht, and the Govern- 
ment cannot absolve itself from performing its 
part of the contract without a gross violation of 
the rules of justice and plighted faith. 

Sir, I maintain—and with great confidence be- 
fore this body—that the only legitimate inquiry 
here is, does the claimant come within the dè- 
scription of persons named in the 14th section of 
that act? Was he an officer? Was he disabled ? 
‘Was he so disabled while in the line of his duty— 
while in the publicservice? If we havea right to 
go further than this, and place constructions and 
raise implications upon a law nowhere suggested 
in the law itself, so as to make the right to be 
placed upon the pension roll dependent upon em- 
ployment, profession, or occupation, whether the 
claimant be in the army or out of thearmy, where 
will you stop? What limits are there to all sorts 
of constructions and implications which the Gov- 
ernment may see fit to raise in regard to their con- 
tracts? one, sir; none at all. 

Sir, I maintain—it having been established that 
‘General McNeill was wounded while in the line 
of his duty in the public service—that it is a breach 
of the plighted faith of this Government to say to 
him, ‘* Why, your right to a pension is not secure; 
it depends upon your profession, whether it be 
arms or civil life.” Sir, whence did such a con- 
struction arise? It has arisen, as I have suggest- 


ed, from the rulejn the War Department declar- | 


ing, ‘* that no officer, so long as he remains in the 
army, shall be placed upon the pension roll of the 
United States.’ Sir, what is a disability, if that 
isa test? Why, by the provisions of that rule a 
disability is nothing more nor less than this: It is 
no matter how severely an officer may be wounded 
or disabled while fighting the battles of his coun- 
try—no matter if he has lost an arm, a leg, or an 
eye—no matter, though literally riddled from head 
to foot, if he only survives—yet his right to a pen- 
sion does not accrue to him. He must resign his 
commission in the army in order to make him a 
disabled man! 

Now, sir, I am curious to know by what sys- 
tem of logic or process of reasoning a proposition 
so monstrous as that, so unnatural inits character, 
can beestablished? Am I told—for this is the 
only argument upon the other side—am I told that 
so long as a man remains in the army he receives 
all his pay as an officer, and thereby is enabled to 
obtain a livelihood, although disabled, but so soon 
as he resigns his commission he is unable to do 
so? Sir, this is presumption altogether—that an 
officer is not enabled to gain a livelihood, although 
disabled and out of the army. 

No doubt, sir, that this law did contemplate a 
pension in the view that a disability would detract 
from the ability of an invalid to gain a livelihood, 
True; but did it contemplate anything more? Is 


that all that it contemplates? Are stiffened joints 
and shattered limbs nothing? -Is a decrepid and 
deformed frame nothing? Are severe sufferings 
and pains nothing? Are all the extra expenses 
which every officer so disabled must incur, from 
day to day; nothing? Does not the statute con- 
template these things as a disability? Most sure- 
ly, sir, in my opinion—most surely; and the most 
material part of the disability. 

Sir, disability consists, in my judgment, as much 
in the deprivation of the enjoyments of life and 
the power of retaining property which an officer 
already has, as it does in the loss of physical 
strength and the power to acquire property. If I 
am right in this—and I should like to have this 
argument noted—then do not these disabilities 
apply with equal force to an officer while in the 
army as it does while out of it? Is it the policy of 
this Government—was it ever its policy—to say to 
the brave and galiant soldiers of your army, so 
soon as you are wounded, so soon as you become 
disabled in consequence of fighting the battles of 
your country, however desirable and important it 
may be to retain your services there, yet you can- 
not receive the bounties provided for the disabled 
and wounded soldier until you resign your com- 
mission and retire to private life? Are these brave 
men, in the face of an unconditional statute, to be 
thus told? I hope not. 

I will ask the attention of the Senate for a mo- 
ment to another view of this case. I have said 
that the rule of the War Department, to which I 
have alluded, has not been a universalrule. While 
it has been enforced in some cases most rigidly, it 
has been dispensed with in others. The firg@class 
of cases to which { will call the attention of the Sen- 
ate is that of officers who were,disabled in the war 
of 1812—who were dropped temporarily from the 
peace establishment, placed upon the pension roll 
of the United States, and afterwards restored to 
thearmy. The Department says, in regard to that 
class of officers, that having once been placed upon 
the pension roll, the Department does not feel at 
liberty to strike them off, and so they have re- 
ceived both their pay and their invalid pensions. 
I do not complain of that. Itis all right. They 
have received, in my judgment, nothing more than 
their legal rights, But what I complain of is this: 
that other officers, equally meritorious, who have 
been disabled, and who have. not been dropped 
from the army at all, have been refused pensions 
for their disabilities and wounds. My judgment 
is, that if this rule means anything, it should ap- 
ply equally to both classes. ‘This construction of 
the statute—this rule—is either a legal and true 
construction of that statute, or itis not. If itis 
the true construction, then it is the statute itself, 
and it cannot be suspended by the Executive ex- 
cept by a violation both of law and duty. If it is 
not the true legal construction of the act, then it 
is no part of it, is repugnant to it, and cannot be 
enforced without a like violation both of law and 
duty. 

I will call the attention of the Senate for a mo- 
ment to a case directly in point. It is that of the 
gallant Colonel Preston. I call the attention of 
the Senate to it for two objects: first, to show that 
Congress has interfered, and has granted arrears 
of pensions in a case precisely similar to this; and, 
secondly, I refer to it for the purpose of showing 
that this rule, which has been construed one way 
| to-day and another way to-morrow, which has 
given pensions to some disabled officers while it 
has refused them to others, was claimed by the 
Executive to be nothing more nor.less than an ex- 
ecutive regulation, not necessary to the original 
pension law, but a regulation which the Execu- 
tive could at anymoment suspend. Colonel Pres- 
ton was an officer in the same war as General 
McNeill. He was wounded in November, 1813. 
He continued in the service until the army was 
disbanded, June 15, 1815.. He was allowed by 
the Department his invalid pension from that time, 
but was refused it from the time he was wounded 
until the time he left the service, because, in the 
first place, he was an officer in the service, and 
received his pay as such from the time he was 
wounded, in November, 1813, to the time of his 
discharge, in June, 1815; and, in the second place, 
because he had made no application for a pension 
until after his discharge. He appealed to Con- 
gress to pay him the invalid pension for the period 
intervening between the time he received his 


wound and the time he left the service, although he 


had received full pay as an officer. during the same 
period. What did-Congress do? On the 14th off 
July, 1832, they passed an act, the sixth sec- 
lion of which provided for his relief. What was 
the decision of the War Department thereon fully 
appears in a correspondence which took place be- 
tween the then Commissioner of Pensions and the 
head of the War Department—the latter officer. 
being my distinguished friend, the present Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] which I will read, 
because it goes to show that what I have stated‘in 
regard to this rule and the whole case is true: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Pension Orrice, January 3, 1833, ? 

Sir: The act of 14th July, 1832, chapter 260, section 6, 
directs the Secretary of War to place the name of J. P. 
Preston on the invalid pension roll, as an officer of the 
Jate war, and to allow him the amount which would have 
been due him had he made his application at the time he 
received his wound. In November, 1813, when Colonet’ 
Preston was wounded, the practice ofthis Department was 
not to allow a pension to any officer while in the service. 
If Colone} Preston bad, there‘ore, at that time applied, he 
could not have obtained a pension, agreeably to the existing 
rule, unless he had first resigned his commission, in which 
case the pension would have comimenced at the time of lis 
resignation. 

Upon the principle adopted by the Department, Colonet 
Preston’s pension was allowed from the time when his pay 
as an officereeased. The Colonel reraained in the service 
till the army was disbanded, on the 15th June, 1815, from 
which period his stipend has been paid. 

JAMES L. EDWARDS. 

Hon. Lewis Casa. 

To this letter the Secretary of War replied as 
follows: 

Devarrnent or War, January 3, 1833. 

In the case of Colonel Preston, presented by Mr. Mason, 
L an of opinion that the pension allowed by the act of Con- 
gress of July 14, 1832, should commence from the day Col- 
onel Preston received his wound, and in this opinion the 
Attorney General coincides. From the phraseology of the 
law, itis evident to me that Congress considered the day 
of the disability as the proper period for the commencement 
ofthe pension. He is allowed “the same amount which 
would bave been due to him had he made his application 
at the time he received his wound.” Ifthe practice of the 
office, which did not allow the granting a pension to an 
officer while in service, could control the ahove provision 
the period fixed by the legislature would be inoperative and 
useless. 


[I call the attention of the Senate to this portion 
which I shall next read, to. show that I have 
stated this matter correctly:] 


That practice was not required by the original pension 
law. It was u matter of Executive regulation, and might 
at any time huve been dispensed with by Executive author- 
ity. If Congress had intended it should have been ad- 
hered to in his case, the provision would naturally have 
been, Colonel Preston should receive his pension from the 
period when he quit the army. The reference to an car- 
lier period must have had some meaning; and the only 
rational construction E can put upon the clause is, that Col- 
one} Prestou’s pension should commence when his disabit- 
ity commenced—the object of the act being clearly to dis- 
pense with the application, and to fix itself the time from 
which the pension should be drawn. 

It may be added that, subsequently to this time, instances 
occurred in which pensions were granted to officers of the 
army while they continued in service. 

LEWIS CASS. 

Here is the verification of all I have said; that 
the rule has not been an invariable one, but that 
it has been adhered to and suspended at the Ex- 
ecutive discretion. But I have said enough upon 
this point to show that this case is precisely in 
point, and that the rule has been vacillating and 
not uniform. A few words more, and | have 


| done. 


I contend that this bill ought to pass, upon the 
ground of even-handed justice. “I contend that 
disabled officers of the army should be placed 
upon the same footing as the gallant and disabled 
officers of the navy. Can any reason be as- 
signed why a pension should be given to the ofi- 


i cers of the navy from the date of their wounds, 


and not to the officers of the army? The same 
rule, I believe, applied to officers of the navy and 
army prior to 1837, when Congress passed a law 
for the benefit of wounded and disabled seamen. 
By the second section of that act of March 3, 
1837, it is provided— 

“That the pensions which may have been granted, or 
which may hereaiter be granted, to officers, seamen, and 
marines in the naval service, disabled by wounds orin- 
juries received while in the line of their duty, shall be con- 
sidered to commence from the time of their being so dis- 
abled ; and thatthe amount of pension to which said offieers 
seamen, and marines may be entitled, shall be regulated 
according to the pay of the navy, as it existed on thefirst 


| day of January, 1815.77 


Under this law, the officers of the navy drew 
pensions from the time they were wounded, though 


i they held their commissions. in. the navy, and 


drew full pay during the same time. 


GLOBE 


Feb. 20. 


I have listened with attention, 
and. I confess with gratification, to the remarks. 
made by the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire.. [cheerfully add my testimony to the eulo- 
gium which he has passed upon the bravery of the 
distinguished officer, General McNeill, to whom 
he has: alluded,..and whose services have been 
made the subject of debate, and form the grounds | 
of the bill which is now before the Senate. There | 
is no doubt that General McNeill entered the ser- 
vice in 1812, for the war with Great Britain. There 
is.no doubt that he was a gallant and meritorious 
officer; that he was upon the frontier in the hour | 
perhaps of the greatest trial, that our troops had : 


upon the frontier and in the war, and that he was į; 


there wounded., I had the pleasure of meeting 


il veceived his wound in ‘the service of the country 
runtil the time of his death; but it forms no ground 


Whatever for dating and carrying back the pension 


time he received his. wound. I understand, also, 


} that he did receive some ortion:of his pension 
from the Government of the United States. The 


only question, then, is, whether it ‘should have 
been a larger allowance from the Government than 
it was, or whether the allowance made by: the 
Government was right? ~ oe 

Mr. NORRIS. Do I understand the Sénator to 
\ say that General McNeill received any pension? 

Mr. CLARKE. 1 understood the Senator 
from New Hampshire to say that he had received 
some allowance. . 
| Mr. NORRIS. Then the Senator misunder- 
stood me altogether. He received no pension. 

Mr, CLARKE. If he did not, he yeceived his 
fall pay and emoluments during that ime. Iam 
| for providing for the widows and children of those 
| who suffer in the service of their country. Tf this 
| bill provided that the,widow of General McNeill 
i should receive a pension, from his death, in con- 
sideration of his services, | should have made no 
objection to it; but when it provides that thirty 


him in 1826, and from his own mouth, and from | 
the personal acquaintance I had with him, I drew 

all the information I possess in regard to him, ex- 
cept that which was before the public at large | 
evincing his character as a gallantand meritorious | 
officer. At the battle of Bridgewater, he received j 
asevere wound. Jt wasin his knee. He lost no 
leg. How long he was kept from his duty by 
that wound, I am unable to say. When 1 met | 
him in 1826, the disability occasioned by. it'was 
of the slightest description. Very few men had 
the personal energy and activity of General Mc- 
Neill; and when [saw him, except that the joint 
was stiff, I believe there was no inconvenience ex- 
perienced from his wound. At the time he re- 
ceived it, he was a major in the service. He was 
afterwards promoted to a“lieutenant colonelcy, | 
then to a colonelcy, and subsequently, as I under- | 
stand the Senator, he received the grade of brig- | 
adier general. f 

When I saw him in 1826, at Detroit, the resi- | 
dence of my friend from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] i} 
he was on his way to Green Bay, under some 
charges that had been preferred against him as | 
commanding officer at Green Bay, to take his trial | 
before a court-martial. He was then in perfect | 
health, and with as much of the vigor of man- į 
hood as any gentleman I have seen, in my life. | 
He remained in the service, receiving his pay and | 
emoluments, until, I believe, 1830, or 1831. Lj 
think it was 1830. He received pay as a major, | 
then as lieutenant colonel, then as colonel, and if | 
he was breveted brigadier general, he probably 
received pay, if in a separate command, according 
to his brevet. In 1830—or it may have been 1829, | 
my memory is not retentive enough to be confi- 
dent of the exact date—he resigned his commis- | 
sion in the Army, because he had received the ap- 
pointinent of surveyor in the port of Boston. 
believe he did not resign his commission in the 
Army from inability to perform its duties; but ke- | 
cause the appointment which he received was more 
lucrative and more to his taste than the position | 
he held in the Army. The surveyorship of the ; 
port of Boston netted him, I suppose, $6,000 a 
year. He retained that office during almost the | 
whole of the balance of his life. In 1840, when | 
another Administration came in, he may have been 
superseded; but he was again reinstated, and re- : 
mained there during the rest of his life. Has the : 
country been ungrateful to General McNeill? I 
admitall his services. Tadmithe was a br 
gallant officer. But he received all his pay during 
the whole time of his service in the Army. He 
resigned his commission in the Army because he `i 
received a more lucrative appointment in the civil :; 
service of the Government; and he received the |: 
emoluraents arising from the performance of his | 
duties in the latter capacity during almost the |! 
whole balance of his life. 

The honorable Senator from New Hampshire |! 
puts the claim of General McNeill upon ‘the. 
ground thattherè was a contract proposed by the | 
Government, and binding upon it, in 1812, when `| 
he enlisted in the Army of the United States. If! 
that be so, itis a claim of General MeNeill him- | 


: \ 
self against the Government, for sach a pension i 


as he should have been allowed from the time he: 


i 


at 


i 
i 
i 
į 


i| Mr. BORLAND. 


1 provisions of the bill, 


i. en. 


Pe. 
{i time and passed: 


: House is the consideration of the bill for the relief 


| dollars a month shall be allowed from 1813 to the 
| present time, I think it is extraordinary: 
I would state to the Senator 
from Rhode Island, that the bill provides for the 


payment of the sum of thirty dollars per month, | 


I 
i 
| not from 1813 to the present time, but from 1813, 


e went out of the service. 

CLARKE. Then I misunderstood the 
If it provides as the Sena- 
| tor from Arkansas‘has stated, it is simply to give 
to his widow what would have been due him from 
1813 to 1830 under the construction of the law 
which the Senator from New Hampshire has giv- 
Am I right in that? 

Mr. BORLAND. There is nothing more in 
the bill. 

Mr. CLARKE. Then the question cores 
down to the rightful construction of the act of 
1812: whether he was entitled to a pension, in 
consequence of his wound, from the time he re- 
ceived it up to the time he resigned his commission 
in the Army. Is that all? . 

Mr. BORLAND. That is all. 

Mr. CLARKE. Then 1 have nothing more to 
say. [am perfectly satisfied that this provision 
should be made. I was in error about the bill. 
My impression was that it was a provision for the 


; Whengh 
ae 


from 1813, to this time. If it is only for an allow- 
ance which should have been made ta General 
McNeill from 1813 to 1830, I have no objection 
I to lt. 

i The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 


ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


ENGROSSED BILLS PASSED. j 
The following engrossed bilis were read a third | 


i 


| An act extending like privileges to those con- | 
ferred by the act entitled ‘‘ An act allowing draw- 

| back on foreign merchandise exported in the ori- 

| ginal packages to Chihuahua and Santa Fé, in 

| Mexico, and to the British and North-American 


to his widow from the time of his decease. to the | 


when General McNeill received his wound, to 1830, | 


Is there nothing more? | 


continuance of a pension, dating as far. back as | 


the amendment was czncurred in, and the bill was | 


i Provinces adjoining the United States,” approved | 


| March 3, 1845, to foreign merchandise exported 
| to Mexico by certain indicated routes. 


i Railroad Company. 
And then the Senate adjourned until Monday. 


ave and `! 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, i 
Famay, February 20, 1852. | 

The H 
by the Rev. L. F. Morean. i 
The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. | 
i 


The SPEAKER. The first business before the 


of the heirs of John Jackson, which was reported 
from the Committee of the Whole on last Friday, } 
with a recommendation that it do pass. The 
question now pending is, Shall it be engrossed 
and read a third time? 

DEFICIENCY BILL, 


| 
| 
Mr. HOUSTON, by unanimous consent, re- | 


| An act for thewelief of the Raleigh and Gaston | 


i 


House met pursuantto adjournment. Prayer į 


l 


ported fromthe Conimittee.of Ways and Means - 
a bill to supply deficiencies. in the’ appropriations 
for the service of the fiscal year énding 30th June, 
1852; which “was read a first. and second time by 
its title, and. referred; tò the ‘Committee of the 
Whole. on the state of the Union, and ‘ordered to 
be printed. : gee fe 8 N . 

Mr. DOTY. -lask the unanimous consent, of 
the House.to introducea resolution of inquiry. ° 

Mr. OLDS. K shal! feel myself called on to ob- 
ject to‘every ‘resolution: which is attempted to be 
introdüced in this manner. ; 

On motion by Mr. DUNHAM, byu 
consent, it was ose f 

Ordéred, That leave be granted to withdraw from: the 
files of the House the papers in the case of Jobn Chambers, 
Sen., for the purpose of referring them to the Senate. 

On motion by Mr. BEALE, by unanimous 
consent, it was i 

Ordered, That the papersin the case of George W. Jack- 
son be withdrawn from the files of the House, and be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. AVERETT, by unanimous 
consent, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of the heirs of 
Lieutenant James Conway, for the purpose of filing them 
with his application before the Virginia Legislature. 

On motion by Mr. BRIGGS, by unanimous 
consent, it was . 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of James Living 
ston, for the purpose of laying them before the proper Depart- 
ment. 

On motion by Mr. CHANDLER, by unan- 
imous consent, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of Susan Randall, 
for the purpose of reference in the Senate. 


On ‘motion by Mr. FLORENCE, by unan- 
imous consent, it was: 

Ordered, That leave be. granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of Thomas Flana- 
gan, for the purpose of reference in the Senate, 

On motion by Mr. MOLONY, by unanimous 
consent, 1t was , 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of Russell Bates, 
for the purpose of reference to one of the Executive De- 
partments. 

On motion by Mr. MOLONY, 
consent, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Arthur McMullia 
be withdrawn from the files of the: House and referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move now that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. : 

Mr. DANIEL. J will suggest tothe gentleman 
that it will take but little time to dispose of the 
bills now on the Speaker’s table, which were re- 
ported to the House on Friday last. I hope they 
will be passéd. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Then I will withdraw my 
motion for the present. f 

JOHN JACKSON. 

The SPEAKER. The question now pending 
is on the engrossment of House bill No. 95, for 
the relief of the heirs of John Jackson. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and having been engrossed, it 
was read the third time and passed. i 

Mr. FOWLER moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken by which the bill passed, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table; which latter 


nanimous 


» 
by unanimous 


! motion was agreed to. 


GUSTAVUS A. DE RUSSEY. 


The SPEAKER. The next business in order 
is House bill No. 96, being a bil for the relief of 
Gustavus A. De Russey, late an acting purser in 
the Navy. Upon this bill the Committee of the 
Whole has made an amendment to reduce the 
compensation as acting purser from 6514 to $362. 
The question now is on concurring with the amend- 
ment of the Committee of the Whole. 

The question was taken, and the House con- 
curred in the amendment. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, and having been 
engrossed, it was read the third time and passed. 

r. STANTON, of Ohio. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. OLDS. [am compelled to object. 


CONGRESSI 


0 


NAL GLOBE. 
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Mr. EDGERTON. 1 now move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 


i] 
i 
i 
The motion prevailed, and i 
i 
i 


The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. Drswey in the chair.) 

The first bill on the Calendar was House bill No. 
97, being a bill for the relief of James McCormick, 
assignee of Robert A. Parker. ; 

The bill proposes to pay to James McCormick, 
as the assignee of Robert A. Parker, the sum of 
$25,766 64, with interest thereon from the 9th 

uly, 1850, the amount allowed said McCormick 
by referees duly appointed, as damages for a 
breach of contract entered into with Commodore 
Jones, acting under the orders of the War De- 
partment of the United States, for setting up and | 
making a saw-mill in California. * 

The report states that during the war with 
Mexico, the honorable John Y. Mason, Secretary 
of the Navy, caused a aaw-mill to be sent to the 
coast of California, which was placed under the 
direction of Commodore Jones, who, finding it 
impracticable to have the mill set up and worked 
on account of the Government exclusively, en- 
tered into a contract with Mr. Robert A. Parker, 
by which Parker was to set up and work the mill 
for eighteen months. The confract also provided | 
that Parker should have the exclusive use of the | 
mill for three months from the commencement of 
sawing. Butin case the Government should re- 
quire the steam-engines, mills, &c., for their own |! 
use, before the expiration of the contract, and in 
case the mills had not cleared all costs, &c., it was | 
stipulated that a referee should be appointed to 
name the suin to reimburse thesaid Parker. The 
honorable John Y. Mason was succeeded as Sec- 
retary of the Navy by the honorable William B. 
Preston, who, not being aware of the contract en- 
tered into upon the part of Commodore Jones, 
ordered the saw-mill to be placed in charge of the 
Navy agent or purser at San Francisco, as Gov- 
ernment property, This was before the expira- 
tion of the contract with Parker. A referee was |! 

| 


accordingly appointed, who awarded to McCor- 
mick, as the assignee of Parker, the sum of gi 
$25,706 64, as the amount which he had expended f 
in erecting the saw-mill, and putting it into opet- || 
ation, over and above his receipts. The com- | 
mittee think, therefore, that, according to law and 
justice, the said award ought to be paid. i 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I do not see | 
the gentleman who reported that bill [Mr. Bo- 
cocx]in his seat. I beg leave, therefore, to state, 
that from the evidence before the committee, it ap- 
peared to them to be a clear case that the United | 
States were hound by the contract entered into 
upon the part of Commodore Jones to allow the |} 
claim. But I have been informed by one of the | 
j 


members from California that there is a strong | 
suspicion of fraud connected with it. I move, ii 
therefore, that the bill be recommitted to the Com- #: 
miitee on Naval Affairs. li 
The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the | 
Whole have no right to make that order; it must ! 
first be reported to the House. f 
Mr. STANTON. Then { move that the bill be | 
laid aside, to be reported to the House with the j 
J 

i 

1 

i 


recommendation that it be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. | 
The question was put, and the motion agreed to. | 


CORNELIUS HUGHES. 

The next billin order was House bill No. 98, 
for the relief of Cornelius Hughes, of Tennessee. | 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of |; 
the Interior to place on the roll of Invalid Pen- | 
sions, the neme of Cornelius Hughes, at the rate of i 
$5 335 per month, dating from the Qist of Feb- || 
mee 1848, and to continue during his natural | 
ife. 

The report states, that said Cornelius Hughes l 
was a soldier in the late war with Great Britain; 
that he entered into the military service of the 
United States in September, 1814, as a private 


39 
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Forts Strother, Jackson, and Claiborne, to Mobile, 
being a distance of seven or eight hundred miles; 
therice across to Fort Boyer, and thence te Knox- 
ville, where he was discharged in April, 1815. 
That in this march through ihe wilderness he suf- 
fered much, and from the hardships and exposures 
he was taken sick, became partially paralytic, and 
has had his hearing very much ‘impaired, from 
which he cannot recover.” The physicians certify 
that he is two thirds disabled by reason of his in- 
jured health. i 

Mr. AVERETT. Irise to inquire of the hon- 
orable gentleman [Mr. Sr. Martin] who reported 
this bill, whether the petitioner in this case is now 
living? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
who reported this bill is not now in his seat; but 
as a member of the committee from which this 
report comes, | will say to the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Avererr,] that I am not aware 
whether the petitioner is at this time dead or alive, 
I suppose, however, that at the commencement of 
this Congress, or shortly before that time, he was 
living, from the fact that the representative from 


his district presented the papers in the case which ` 


were referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, ‘That gentlernan can answer the question, 
I presume, more satisfactorily than I can. 

Mr. AVERETT. ft was to that gentleman I 
particularly referred. 
service on this committoe in the last Congress, 1 
found petitions referred as from living petitioners; 
but from certain papers connected with them, m y 
suspicions were excited, that the petitioners were 
not living in 1850. And when 1 came to inquire 
into the matter, I found that in some cases the 
petitioners had been dead four or five years. I 
think that gentlemen in this House who present 
petitions, ought to be held responsible to the com- 
mittee and the Housc, to see that the relief asked 
for does not go to lawyers, agents, or heirs, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I rise to an- 
wer the in 
(Mr. Averse] No longer ago than night be- 


a 


fore last, I received a letter from the ‘petitioner | 
| in this case, who was a jiving person, and desires |; 
very earnestly that this claim shal! be passed by i 


Congress. Fie has been suffering fora long time. 
His papers huve been presented here and reported 
on favorably two or three times. Bills for his re- 
lief have been passed by the House, but for want 
of time have failed in the other branch of Con- 
gress. I say again, that the petitioner is living, and 


| stands greatly in need of the little pittance which 


itis proposed to give him. 

Mr. VENABLE. I have examined the case 
very minutely, and there was never a case for a 
pension before the House better sustained. J 
move that the bill be laid aside, to Be reported to 
the House with the recommendation thatit do pass. 

he motion was agreed to. 


FRANCIS TRIBOU. 
The next bill on the Calendar was House bill 
No. 99, being a bill for the relief of Francis Tribou. 
The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of 


i the Interior to place the namie of Francis Tribou, | 
| on the rol] of Invalid Pensions, at 


the rate of $4 
per month; to date from the first day o January, 


| 1848, and to continue during his natural life. 


The report states that the petitioner enlisted in 
the month of April, 1813, as a private in the 


į thirty-fourth regiment, United States Infantry, in 


he company under the command of Lieutenant 
Thomas Johnson, in the service of the United 
States, in the late war with Great Britain. 


soldiers, who were present and knew of the acci- 
dent, that the petitioner, being cook of the mess 
while engaged a making a ladle with which to 
skim the pot, in obedience to the orders of the 
surgeon, cut off two fingers from the left hand, at 
the second joint, and injured a third so that it is 
still troublesome. A surgeon who has exam 
ined the petitioner, pronounces him one half di 
abled. 


I will state, that during my | 


quiry of the gentleman from Virginia, |! 


Iti 
also appears from the affidavits of a number of : 


No. 39. 


H from the files by myself, and referred to the Com- 
4 mittecon Invalid Pensions. I wouldnotsayasingle 
| word in relation to this case, were it not that the 
| individual member of that committee who reported 
i the bill is absent at this time. I believe all the 
| principal facts are stated in the report, and I know 
i that the facts, so faras they are therein stated, are 
|; true. ‘The individual named in the bill lives in the 
i town in which I formerly resided, and E have no 
| doubt that he is entitled to a pension at the hands 
of Congress. I believe the case to be strictly 
within the rules, and I believe, too, that the com- 
i mittee were unanimously of that opinion at the 
í time the examination of the fagts in the case was 
i; before them. ; 

|) Mr. KING, of New York. I move that the 
|; bill be laid aside, to be reported to the House with 
i Which motion 


{ 
H 
T 
i 
} 
i 


i a recommendation that it do pass. 

ji was agreed to. 

i JAMES WRIGHT, JR. 

l: The next bill that came up in order for consid- 
j eration was House bill No. 100, for the relief of 
li James Wright, jr. 

|| The bill authorizes the Secretary. of the Interior 
ji to place the name of James Wright, jr., of the 
|| State of Tennessee, upon the roll of Invalid Pen- 
| sions, at the rate of $5 33 per month, from the 
l 4th of March, 1840, and to continue during his 
i! natural life. 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions shows that the petitioner served in the Army 
| of the United States six months, in the years 1814 
; and 1815, and that, while on a forced march and 
| on short allowance of provisions, he was attacked 
| with epileptic fits, to which he had never before 
| been subject, but has been ever since. ` 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I presume it 
| is unnecessary to make any lengthy statement 
about the case. Iam conversant with all the facts, 
i and know the petitioner himself. There have been 
i some three or four favorable reports made in this 
| case, like the one accompanying this bill. Bills 
| for his relief have been passed by this House two 
i) or three times, but they were lost for want of ac- 
|; tion upon the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMILTON, isthe petitioner living? 

| Mr. JOHNSON. He is, 1 suppose. As far 
| back as 1840 a bill passed this Louse in his favor. 
i I move that the bill be laid aside, to be reported tq 
| the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 
| The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN KERBAUGH. 

The next bill that came up in order for consid- 
eration was House bill No. 101, reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, for the relief 
of John Kerbaugh. This bill authorizes and 


i directs the Secretary of the Interior to place the 
|; name of John Kerbaugh, of the State of Tennes- 


of $5 33 per month, from the first day of January, 
1848, and to continue during his natural life. 

The report of the Committee in this case shows 
that the applicant enlistéd in the Army of the 
United States on or about the 25th day of July, 
i: 1813, and immediately thereafter marched to Knox- 
‘ville, where he was mustered into service of the 
|: twenty-fourth regiment of infantry, which, in a 
i short time therenfter, marched to join the army at 
l: Detroit, under General Harrison; that the army 
| then marched down to Buffalo, where the pet- 
tioner, with others, was stationed by General 
i; Harrison in Fort Niagara, to guard that fort: that 
the fort was taken by the British, and the peti- 
i: tioner taken prisoner, and the next morning taken 
across the river to Fort George, on the Canada 
side; that the weather was severely cold, and upon 
entering the boat to cross the river, the petitioner 
was ordered to shove off the boat, which he at- 
tempted to do, but could net, it being frozen to the 
L bank; and failing to shove off the boat, he was 
|. knocked down by a non-commissioned officer, and 
. fell against the gunwale of the boat and, mashed 
‘and injured his hip very much; that he caught 
i cold in his hip and wound, and was daid up in 
i hospital from that time until he was exchanged, 
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about five months thereafter. After he was ex- 
changed, he was taken to Platisburg, where he 
lay in hospital six weeks under the care of: Doctor 
Grove, when he- obtained a furlough and started 
for his home, which, after a long time, he reached, 
depending‘ upon and receiving charity by the way. 
After reaching home be- was confined about two 
months, when the news of peace arrived, and he 
having enlisted for and during the war, he was dis- 
charged by his officer in a disabled condition, 
wholly unfit for any kind of business. That he 
has, fom that time to this, been able to do but 
little, and much of the time unable’to do anything, 
suffering much pain, and grows worseas he grows 
older; that he is now sixty-six years old, and al- 
- most totally disabled from doing anything for his 
support; is. very poor, and needs the assistance of 
his country. | 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will state, 
for the satisfaction of the House, and to answer 
the standing interrogatory of the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Avererr,] that this petitioner is 
living, and if there ever was a deserving case pre- 


sented to the Congress of the United States, this: 


is one. I will say that this man would: have had 
his pension twenty-five years ago, to my knowl- 
edge, had he not always protested against apply- 
ing to his Government for relief, so long as he 
could make a subsistence with his own hands. He 
now- makes this application at the urgent solicita- 
tion of his friends, and upon the pressure of his 
urgent necessities. I move that the bill be laid 
aside, to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ICHABOD WEYMOUTH. 

The next bill that came up in order for consid- 
eration was House bill No. 102, reported from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, for the relief of 
Ichabod Weymouth. The bill authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place the 
name of Ichabod Weymouth upon the roll of In- 
valid Pensions, at the rate of $8 per month, to com- 
mence on the first day of January, 1850, and to 
continue during his natural life. 

By the report of the committee in this case, it 
appears that the petitioner enlisted in the year 1814, 
in the forty-fifth regiment of the State’s infantry; 
that, in the year 1815, while stationed at Phips- 
borough, in garrison, &nd with a body of recruits 
for discipline, one of the soldiers deserted his post, 
and threatened to kill any man who would attempt 
to arresthim. A detachment, in which petitioner 
was included, was ordered to arrest him; in ap- 
proaching him for that purpose, he made a thrust 
at the petitioner and ran his bayonet into his side 
to the depth of five inches, That this isẹ. perma- 

enent injury; has given him much pain, and has 
caused a permanent affection of the lungs; and that 
at this time, from its effects, he was partially de- 
prived of the ability to labor. 

Mr. EASTMAN. From the papers in this 
case it appears that this disability has become per- 
manent, and that the petitioner is totally unable to 
perform any manual labor. J know that he is a 
yori persons and know the time when he was 
wounded. I know also all the persons who have 
testified in the case, and Ihave no doubt it isa 
meritorious one. I move that the bill be laid aside, 
to be reported to the House with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN McINTOSH. 


The next bill that came up for consideration was 
House bill No. 103, reported from the Committee 
on oo Pensions, for the relief of John MclIn- 
tosh. : 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 

, place the name of John McIntosh on the roll of 
nvalid Pensions, at the rate of $8 per month, 
commencing on the 4th day of March, 1848, and 
to be continued during his natural life. 

The report of the committee in this case shows 
that the petitioner enlisted as a soldier in the year 
1813. After his enlistment he marched to Seneca, 
in the State of Ohio, the headquarters of General 
William Henry Harrison; from thence a forced 
march to Lower Sandusky; thence to Canada; and 
thence to the Thames, and was in the battle at 
that place. The petitioner was afterwards trans- 
ferred to a company commanded by Captain John- 
son Magowen, and at the expiration of twelve 
months, theterm of his enlistment, was honorably 


the period of his service, and whilst he was in the 
line of his duty, on the forced march referred to, 
he received’an injury in his right leg, producing 
rupture of the muscle, from the. effects of which 
he has never recovered, but which continues to 
grow worseas he advances.in life. That the peti- 
tioner’s. discharge. was burned, together with his 
other papers, in thé destruction of his house by 
fire. eee - 

On motion, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
to the House with a recommendation that it do 
pass. ý 

RICHARD CHANEY AND OTHERS. 

Thenext billthat came up in order for consider- 
ation was Senate bill No. 42, for the relief of 
Richard Chaney and others. 

The bill authorizes and directs the land officers 
in the district of Fairfield, in the State of Iowa, 
to examine and adjudicate, under” certain restric- 
tions, the claims*of the petitioners, under the pre- 
emption act of 19th June, 1834, to the lands on 
which the towns of Fort Madison and Burlington 
are situated. 

Mr. CLARK moved that the bill be laid aside, 
to be reported to the House with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

Mr. AVERETT. To that motion I object. I 
understand this bill has never been before a com- 
mittee of this House; and, therefore, move that it 


be laid aside and reported to the House, with the 
recommendation that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I trust that this 
bill may not be committed. I do not think there 
is any necessity whatever forit. This is a Senate 
bill, which was reported by a Senate committee to 
that body, duly considered and passed there, and 
reported to this House. {will make a brief state- 
ment of the facts in the case, and I apprehend 
gentlemen will be as well prepared, after that state- 


has been reported upon by a committee. The 
facts are simple and easy to be understood. 

In 1833, the claimant in this case settled at a 
point on the Mississippi river, on a tract of land, 
which was afterwards laid out and called Fort 
Madison. The claimant went to that point under 
the influence of the preémption law. [tis known 
to you, sir, that the policy of the Government by 
its preémption laws was to invite settlements of 
the public domain. Under the influence of. these 
laws the claimant in this case’settled at that point 
in 1833. In 1836 and 1837, Congress provided for 
the laying off of certain towns then in the Terri- 
tory of Wisconsin, upon the Mississippi river, 
and amongst others of the town of Fort Madison, 
upon which the claimant in this case had settled. 

he Territory of lowa was organized in 1838. 
‘There was no land office there until after the or- 


ganization of the Territory. ‘Well, whenever this 
claimant presented himself at the land office for 
the purpose of entering his land under existing 
preémption laws, he was met by the act of Con- 
gress laying off that same tract of land into a town, 
and, therefore, his claim was not entertained. It 
was believedethat the act laying off the town con- 
flicted with the preémption laws to that extent, 
and therefore the land officers at the proper office 
rejected his claim. They would not suffer his 
land to be entered, because of a more recent act, to 
wit, theacts of Congress of 1836 and 1837, which 
appropriated that very land for the town site. It 
was actually appropriated in that way, and the 
Government sold the lots. In the mean time this 
claimant had made improvements upon the land. 
Thereis a volume of evidence upon the subject 
taken by the officers of the land office, to whom 
application was made for the purpose of entering 
theland. The evidence shows that this claimant 
had made valuable improvements upon that land 
before the act of Congress had appropriated it for 
a townsite. And now the simple question is this: 
whether he shall be paid for these improvements, 
or not? He went there, as [have said, under the 
influence, under the settled policy, the standing in- 
vitation of the statutes which invited the settlement 
of the public lands, to wit, the preémption acts. 
| Now the question is, whether he shall be deprived 
of the value of the improvements which he put 
upon that land by his labor and his money? I 
wish to read briefly from the report of the Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office touching this 
i case: 


discharged. He was a faithful soldier. During || 


ment, to pass upon this bill, as they will after it || 


“As the laws of 2d July, 1836, and the 34 March ,1837, took 
away from settlers on these lands the right of preémption, and 
appropriated the same as town’ sites, [ think they are equi- 
tably entitled to the value of the lands of which they were de- 
prived; and in view of the particular condition of this and 
other claims, I would recommend the passage of an act giv- 
ing to those who were really the actual settlers on said land, 
and who but for the town surveys would have obtained the 
land setticd on, an-equivalent in money for said land, at the 
actual value ofthe particular tract, (independent ofany other 
improvements. thereon not made by such settler,) at the 
date when the entry could have been perfected, deducting 
therefrom the amount which, at the minimum price, would 
have-had to be paid on the entry thereof; the right.of pre- 
emption to be determined in the usual mode by the land 
officers, subject to a review by this office, and the valuc of 
the tract. as above mentioned, to be assessed by the same 
officers, after due examination into all the necessary facts, 
to enable them to arrive at such value.”? ` £ 

Now, this bill proposes to constitute the officers 
of the proper land office arbitrators, to deter- 
mine upon evidence to be submitted, the value of 
the improvements put upon this land by the claim- 
ant. That is the effect of this bill, It proposes 
to give him what these officers shall determine he 
is entitled to for the improvements put upon the 
land after hearing the evidence in the case. Is 
not this equitable and just? Congress appro- 
priated that land for a town site, sold it for town 
lots, and unquestiqnably derived much more for 
it in that way-than they would have done had 
a preémptor entered the land and appropriated it in 
the usual manner. There is but one point in this bill, 
and that is to enable the land officers at Burling- 
ton to determine what this claimant is equitably 
entitled to by reason of the improvements put 
upon the land. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. EDGERTON. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, I will ask if the site of the town of Bur- 
lington is also included in this bill? 

Mr. CLARK. *Not at all. The act of Con- 
ress laying off certain towns included that of 
urlington. ‘There were some four or five towns, 

but this land is that upon which the town of Mad- 
ison is situated. 

Mr. EDGERTON. And not the town of Bur- 
lington ! 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. 
be laid aside, to be reported to the House with 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. AVERETT. I must persist in my ob- 
jection to this hasty action upon this bill. I doubt 
not the sincerity of the gentleman from Iowa, 
[Mr. Crarx.] But we should setabad example— 
establish an unsafe precedent, in passing a bill of 
this sort, without subjecting it to the scrutiny of 
one of our standing committees.. The gentleman 
has, no doubt, given his views of it honestly, but 
I doubt whether one third of the members present 
have been sufficiently informed by his remarks to 
vote understandingly upon it. I must insist upon 
my motion, that it be laid aside, with a recom- 
mendation to the House that it be referred to the 


I move that the bill 
the 


i Committee on Private Land Claims, 


The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. 
Crarx, and it was disagreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the motion of 
Mr. Averett to lay the bill aside to report it to the 
House with the recommendation that it be referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, it was 
agreed to. 


CHARLES S.MATHEWS, CHARLES WOOD, AND 


JAMES HALL. 
The commitee next proceeded to the considera- 


| tion of House bill No. 135, for the relief of Charles 


S. Mathews, Charles Wood, and James Hall. 

This bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to the above-named persons the sum of 
$12,119 47, in full satisfaction of all claims against 
the United States for and on account of damages 
sustained by the claimants under a contract to fur- 
nish marble for the custom-house at New York 
city. 

Mr. DANIEL. I reported that bill, and, with 
the consent of the committee, will state the prin- 
cipal facts of the case. It isa claim which origin- 
ated under the contract made with these gentlemen 
to supply materials for constructing the custom- 
heuse at New York. They were to be furnished 
with the patterns for the cutting of the marble, 
and after they had entered into the contract and 
gone to the quarry where they were to prepare the 
materials, they were detained for some consider- 
able time at that place with their hands, horses, 
oxen, &c. This was in consequence of the failure 


of the agent of the Government to supply the 


! models, and they claim damages in consequence 
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of the delay thus occasioned. When the case was 
first before the Committee of Claims, the testi- 
mony did not enable them to see very clearly the 
facts of the case, and the committee deemed. it 
proper, therefore, to refer the matter to the Solicit- 
or of the Treasury, to ascertain the facts and the 
opinion of that officer under the facts and circum- 
stances, whether they were entitled to anything 
and what amount. The testimony was taken on 
the part of the Government, and in behalf of 
the applicants. It is quite voluminous, and the 
report of the Solicitor follows the report of the 


committee. According to the report of the Soli- | 


citor, although they failed to deliver the materials 
precisely at the time stipulated in the contract, he 
says that the Government sustained no injury in 
consequence of it; but it was rather an advantage 
to the Government. They had to deliver the 
wrought marble, &c., itis true, in the public streets 
of New York, convenient to the custom-house; 
and as they had to leave space for them to pass 
with their carts and vehicles along the streets, they 
could only, therefore, deliver certain quantities of 
marble where they could work it. Although it was 
not delivered in pursuance of the terms of the con- 
tract precisely, yet it was delivered in accordance 
with the requisition of those who were engaged 
upon this work. That is the whole violation, if 
any, on the part of these contractors. The Gov- 


ernment did fail to supply these models, and did | 
keep them considerably longer than they otherwise | 


would have had to remain there, for the purpose 
of cutting the marble, and quarrying materials for 
the custom-house. The Solicitor reports these 
facts; and according to the testimony’ taken on 
both sides, he says there ought to be paid to these 
contractors, in consequence of the injury they had 
sustained, $17,430. he Solicitor was warranted 
by the testimony which was taken; but the com- 
mittee believed that the estimate in regard to some 
of the items was extravagant. Where they be- 
lieved, from their own knowledge of the facts 
which were proved, that they were extravagant, 
they citriaited those items, and reduced the amount 
to $12,119 47, the amount mentioned in the bill. 

e made a curtailment in several items, and the 


committee think, under the facts and circumstances | 


of the case, that the amount ought to be paid to 
the claimants. I hope the bill may be laid aside, 
and reported to the House with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 


The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to | 


the House with a recommendation that it pass 
GENERAL JAMES C. WATSON. 


The next bill in order upon the Calendar was | 


House bill No. 136, for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of General James C. Watson, late of 
the State of Georgia. This bill authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the 
legal representatives of General Watson, the sum 
of $14,609, with six per ‘cent. interest from the 
8th day of May, 1838, being the amount paid by 
said Watson to the Creek Indians for certain slaves 
captured by those Indians from the Seminoles. 


Mr. SACKETT. This claim is to recover: 


FOURTEEN THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED DOLLARS that 
the petitioner claims. General James C. Watson, 
in 1838 paid to the Creek Indians for one hundred 


and three negroes claimed by them as their captives, | 


taken, and as the Creeks allege, by them from the 
Seminoles in the Florida war, while they (the 
Creeks) were engaged in the service of the United 
States under the agreement of the 28th of August, 


1836, hereinafter stated. The sole claim of the ji 
Creek Indians to these negroes was made on the |i 


ground that they were, when taken, the suaves and 
property of the Seminoles. 
The general facts of this case are these: General 


Jesup, in the prosecution of his command in the |! 


Florida war, in 1836, by John D. Campbell en- 
tered into a contract with the Creek Indians, to 
furnish certain forces to the United States to be em- 
ployed in that war. 


dians should be entitled to the plunder they should 
secure or capture from the Seminoles during their 
services in behalf of the United States. These are 
the precise terms of the contract. 


mittee to bear in mind the terms were, that the | 


Creeks should be entitled to the plunder they might 
capture from the Seminoles during the time they 
were in service in the war, because in the various 
reports and in the priorconsideration of this subject, 
there has been a very common error committed on 
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By the agreement, it was ; 
agreed on the part of General Jesup, that the In- |; 


I wish the com- | 


the part of those who have advocated the passage 
of a bill to pay this claim, and that error has been 
this: they have uniformly stated it to be a part of 
the contract that the Creeks should have the slaves 
and property that they might take from the Semi- 
noles during their engagement. There never was 
any such contract. The United States, through 
its agent, General Jesup, never entered into such 
an engagement. I have the contract before me, 
and perhaps it may be well, for the purpose of 
having the committee understand distinctly the 
terms of that contract, to send it up to the Clerk’s 
desk and have it read: 

The State of Alabama, Tallapoosa County: 

This contract, entered into between the United States of 
America on the first part, and the Creek tribe of Indianson 
the other part, witnesseth: 

That, upon the consideration hereafter mentioned, the 
party of the first part agrees to advance to the party of the 
second part the sum of thirty-one thousand nine hundred 
dollars, to be applied to the payment of the debts due by 
the Creek nation of Indians. And the party of the second 
part hereby covenants and agrees to furnish from their tribes 
the number of from six hundred to one thousand men for 
service against the Seminoles, to be continued in service 
until the same shall be conquered; they to receive the pay 
and emoluments and equipments of soldiers in the Army of 
the United States, and such plunder as they may take from 
the Seminoles. 

And the party of the second part releases, transfers, and 
assigns to the party of the first part all their right, title, 
claim, interest, and demand, in and to the annuity granted 
by the party of the first part to the party of the second part, 
fur the year 1837. 

In witness whereof, I, John A. Campbell, on the part of 
the United States, do hereby set my band and affix my seal, 
the 28th of August, 1836. 

JOHN A. CAMPBELL, [t. s.] 

In wituess whereof, we, the chiets and hcadmen of said 
tribe, on the behalf of sait uation, do hereby set our hands 
and affix our seals, the 28th of August, 1836. 

HYPOTHLE YOHOLA, his X mark. [L. s.] 
LIFTLE DOCTOR, bis X mark. [u. s. 
TUCKABATCHEE MICO, his X mark. ft. s.] 
YELKA HAYO, his X mark. {u. s.] 

Attest: Epwarp HAWICK, 

Banenr Dusois. 

This claim is to recover the money paid for 
one hundred and three negroes, claimed as the 
slaves of the Seminoles, and alleged to have been 
taken by the Creeks while engaged under their 
agreement, upon the ground, and the only one 
which has been contended for here, that it was 
a part and parcel of the contract, that slaves 
were to be delivered, if taken by them, to the 
Creeks, as property, as plunder, for the uses and 
purposes of slavery. It will be scen, that what 
they were entitled to by the terms of the contract, 
was the plunder which they might take from the 
Seminoles during the time of their engagement. 
It is to make these slaves a portion of that plunder, 
and to recover pay for them as plunder, that this 
claim is brought. 

This is a true statement of this case. The Com- 
mittee of Claims of the Thirtieth Congress adopted 
the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs made 
in 1842, and the Committee of Claims of the present 
Congress adopt the language of that report as to 
the terms of the contract entered into between the 
| Creeks and the United States. This has been the 
common error of those who have sustained this 
claim. This report thus adopted in the Thirtieth 
and this Congress, made by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, was first made to the T'wenty-fifth 
i Congress, and was the first report that was made 
i upon this subject. This is the language of that 
| report in relation to the above contract, viz: 
| «In the year 1836, General Jesup, then in command of 
t 
if 
t 


į the troops of the United States in Florida, agreed with 
eertain Creek watriors, whose services he thus engaged 
|| against the hostile Seminoles, that they should be entitled 
i! to all the slaves and other property of the enemy they might 
i capture. The said warriors, in pursuance of this engage- 
i} ment, among other things, captured a large number of ne- 
|| groes, about one hundred and three of whom were slaves of 
|! the Seminoles, and became, under said contract, the prop- 
i| erty of the Creek warriors.” 
|| Here is the language of the report of the Com- 
|| mittee on Indian Affairs in 1842, and the language 
i| which has been adopted by the Committee of 
i Claims in relation to this claim, The first point I 
i make, then, is this: That there never was such a 
| contract as the one described in that report, that 
| the Creeks should be entitled to all the slaves they 
: might capture from the Seminoles; and to sustain 
| that point, I present the contract itself. The terms 
|| of that contract are, that the Creeks shall be enti- 
i tled to what plunder they take of the Seminoles, 
| but not to the slaves they take; and there I leave 
| this point. Next I call upon those who are to ad- 
‘| vocate this claim, in the first place to establish the 
| fact that the Creeks took the negroes in contro- 
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versy. Upon that point, and upon this whole 
matter, the evidence is very voluminous, and it is 
impossible to state it here; but I deny that there is 
sufficient evidence in the case, deriyed from the 
facts, and not from this extraordinary report of 
1842, to prove these negroes were taken by the 
Creek warriors. I will admit that report so states 
in the very start. It alleges the facts to be, that 
the Creeks took these negroes, but I deny that the 
facts justify or authorize that allegation. It ap- 
pears in. the proofs ‘that a part of these negroes 
‘were taken, or came in, in the winter and sprin 
of 1838. Now, the Creek soldiers were mustere 
out of the service in the fall of 1837, so that part 
of these captives they never had anything to do 
with. Without going into the detail of that evi- 
dence, I call upon the advocates of this measure to 
establish the fact, that the Creek soldiers ever took 
one of these negroes. This is among the many 
errors committed in the report of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs in the Twenty-fifth Congress, 

I call upon the advocates of this claim to estab- 
lish another fact—a fact not recognized by the 
laws of nations, not recognized by our own Con- 
stitution and laws, except.so far as applicable to 
certain rights maintained in a portion of our own 
States. I call upon them to establish the fact, that 
the institution of slavery existed among the Sem- 
inoles at all. I deny that fact. Whereis the evi- 
dence that these humble negroes, taken in the heat 
of battle, fighting for their rights and liberties, 
nobly sacrificing their lives in the defence of their 
country, in the defence of their homes, their fire- 
sides, in defence of their nationality, were slaves? 
By the law of nations—the universal law govern- 
ing mankind, with only exceptions which but tend 
to establish the general principle—every presump- 
tion, is that these men were free. The whole law 
of the case, every legal intendment is, that these 
men were free citizens of the Seminole nation. 
Let the advocates of this claim establish these 
points before they ask to pass this bill: first, that 
slaves are embraced in the ċontract; next, were 
these negroes captured by the Creeks; and next, 
under the law, the law of nations, the law of this 
nation, or by the law:even of that savage Indian 
nation let them show, if they can, that the insti- 
tution of slavery existed among the. Seminoles at 
all. I deny it—deny each of these propositions. 

There is another point @hich I think is worthy 
of consideration, and I am not prepared to say 
that I am entirely right in the conclusions I have 
arrived atin regard to it. I do not see satisfacto- 
ay that this money was ever paid at all. 

tis said that General Watson contracted here 
in Washington to pay $14,600, and that he 
placed the money in the hands of acommon agent, 
Major Armstrong, who was Indian agent, and, 
by the purchaser himself, made agent to pay this 
money, not to be delivered to the Indians till 
they had arrived at their own country west of 
the Mississippi. It is a fair inference that the 
money was placed in the hands of an agent to be 
delivered upon the receipt of the negroes. Now, ~ 
the negroes were never delivered to General Wat- 
son. He never had possession of them; and I 
am, at least, justified in asking the advocates of 
this claim to show that this money ever passed 
into the hands of the chiefs or authorized agents 
of the Creeks, or that itever passed out of the hands 
of General Watson’s agent. 

There is another view of the case, and one 
which, I think, should be entirely controlling, if 
there was no other pointin it. Itisthis: If these 
negroes were property at all at the time the pur- 
chase was made—if they were property accord- 
ing to the laws of property among the Seminoles, 
or of the States where they were held, they were 

roperty of the value of $60,000 or $70,000. 

his will not be disputed. General Watson, - 
too, knew all about the condition of that property; 
he was familiar with the whole matter; he wag 
himself engaged in removing Creek Indians, and 
the contingencies of the property he well under- 
stood; he knew all about the claim of the Semi- 
noles, if they had any, and of the Creeks, if they 
had any, to this property; he was probably more 
intimately acquainted with it than any officer of 
the Government. This whole transaction was after 
the treaty of Camp Dade, made 6th. of March, 
1837, by which it was agreed that at least a part 
of these very negroes should go with’ the Semi- 
noles to thelr home in the West, which Watson 
well knew. 
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The following is an extract from this treaty: 
# Capitulation of tle Seminole nation of Indians and their 
< allies, by Jumper, Holah Toocke, (or Davy;) and-Taho- 
foochee, representing the principal chief Micanopy, and 
fully empowered by him, entered into with Major General 
e Thomàs S. Jesup, commanding the United States‘forces 
ii Florida, the 6th day of March, 1837. -> 
« Arr. l- The chiefs above named, in: behalf of them- 
selves and the nation, agree that hostilities shail-cease im- 
mediately, aud shall not be resumed. ~ 
“Agr, IL They agree. and bind themselves, that the 
entire nation shall immediately emigrate to the country: as- 
signed to them by the President of: the U 
of the Mississippi.” 3 
K k kor ort * * * * 
Agr. V. Major General Jesup, in behalf: of the United 
States, agrées that the Seminoles and their allies, who come 


* om 


in and emigrate to the West, shall be secure in their lives and. 
property, shall ; 
* os ae 


property ; that their negroes, their bona fide 
Accompany them to the West. *  * * 
Arr. VI. Thatthe expenses o 
be paid by the United States. 

“Arr. VIL That the chief 


the expense of the Unitet States.” 
General Watson knowing that this property, if 


property at all, was worth $60,000, and knowing } 


the contingencies attached to it, and knowing 


of this treaty purchased it, as a speculation, for ` 


$14,600. It was but a speculation. It was an 
adventure. He took all the chances, all the risk, 
on himself; and, under the circumstances, he has 
no right to come to Congress and ask to be remu- 
nerated. The Government never guarantied pos- 


session. The Creeks guarantied title. But Watson : 


knew this Government had no lawful power to 
give him possession; this Government reserved 
nothing—had no power to do so. 


But itis said that the Government agents did | 
not deliver the property, as ordered by the De- ij 
partment. ‘They had no authority to deliver the | 

roperty. They had no evidence that the contract | 

etween the Seminoles and the Government of the | 


United States embraced these negroes. On the 


contrary, they had positive evidence, from the con- | 


tract itself, that they were not embraced in it. 
They had no evidence that slavery existed among 


the Seminoles, and they would have been cuipa- || 


ble in the highest degree if they had violated every 


rinciple of law to obey an unlawful order of an ii 


a 
indian Bureau. They had no right to separate 


these colored prisonerg of war from the others, | 


and declare them to be chatiels, things, slaves. 


What were these directions from the Indian De- | 


partment but an unlawful, an abominable order, 
that men who had fallen into our hands by the 
fortunes of war should be taken from under the 
control of the military forces of the United States 
and made slaves—slaves themselves and in their 


posterity, to the latest generation? It was nothing | 
It was a naked, undisguised design to have | 
prisoners of war sold, by the intervention of the | 
officers of the United States, into perpetual slavery, |! 


else. 


without hu, without evidence, without hearing. 
Is Congress to sustain n transaction of that kind, 
a transaction of so infamous a. character? 

Mr. DUNCAN, (interrupting.) Perhaps the 
gentleman can inform us what disposition was 
made of these persons after they came into the 
hands of General Watson? 


groes? 

Mr. SACKETT. 
in the Florida war, and after they fell intu the 
hands of the military forces of the United States, 
they refused to be separated fram their Indian 
friends, bui went with them to their country in the 
West; there is no evidence they were slaves. 

Twill not longer detain the committee in the dis- 
cussion of this case. I present these points, first, 
that there néver was any contract entered into be- 
tween the Government of the United States and 
the Creek Indians, in relation to slaves—there is 
no power to make such a contract under the Con- 
stitution, ‘Vhat is one point. 

In the second place, there is no evidence that 
the Creeks took these negroes at all. 

In the third place, there is no evidence that sla. 
very exists among the Seminoles, and the law of 
netions—the contrary not being shown—clearly 
establishes the fact that slavery 4 
there, and therefore they were tak 
prisoners of war. 


nited States, west | 


fthe movement westshall | 


h fs, warriors, and their families i} 
and negroes, shall be subgjsted, from the time they assemble :i 
in camp, near Tampa Ray, until they arrive at their homes £ 
west of the Mississippi, and twelve months thereafter, at ; 


They were with the Indians | 


tered into this negotiation with his eyes open, and, 
understanding the whole transaction and all the 
contingencies in-relation to'it, entered into it. as a 


erty, $60,000 or $70,000, for $14,600, and took his 
chances of the result. 1 present these four points 
to the consideration of. the committee. It was an 
agreement with the Creeks, not with this nation 
the United States réceived nothing. 

Mr. DANIEL said: Mr. Speaker, perhaps the 
positive assertion of the gentleman, that there is 
no evidence to sustain the claim, arises from his. 
failure to examine the evidence in the case. 


with the transaction to some extent, the Commis- 
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that the institution of slavery did exist among the 
‘| Seminoles. The gentleman states that there is no 
|| evidence that slavery existed there, nor is there any 
|| evidence that the Creeks captured these slaves. I 
i| will read the statement of General Jesup, that the 
| committee may see what little reason the gentle- 
|; mau has for such positiveassertions. In one of his 
| letters to Captain William Armstrong, he says: 
NEWNANSVILEE, (Froripa,) September 17, 1837. 
Sir: in addition to the inducements held out to the Fn- 
| dians who may enter the service, is that of the Seminole 
ii property. Their negroes, horses and eattle, (and they are 
ii rich in that description of property,) will be given to the 
captors; the Creek warriors, wio captured bet a smali por- 
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between fourteen and fifteen thousand dolars. : 
Captuin WM. ARMSTRONG, TH. S. JESUP. 
Chocitaw Agency, Arkansas. 


Here is another letter of General Jesup: 


[EXTRACT.] 
H Forr GILILAND, September 17, 1837. 
Carrarx: In addition to their p: 
il Choctaw warriors} will have all the Seminole property they 
capture; and those Indians are rich in catile, horses, and 
The Creek warriors received between 14,000 
O06 for their captures. TH, S. JESUP. 
| Captain B. L. Bonxevinue, 7th infantry, 
Commanding Choctaw warriors, 

Chociaw agency, Arkansas. 


Are you reading from the 


: Mr. SACKETT. 
| contract ? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir; I am notreading from 
the contract; but I am reading to show how Gen- 
eral Jesup understood the contract, and how the 
Creek: warriors understood it. They looked upon 
it as embracing not only all the cattle, horses and 
la 


ie 


sei 
;; matter partly to relieve the Government from the 
i| embarrassing situation in which it had been placed. 
| The facts are fully sustained by the reports, but 
4 it would take too much time to read them. I will 
f state the material facts to be gathered from them. 


| In the prosecution of the Seminole war, it seems to ; 


4 have occurred to General Jesup, then conducting it, 
| that a band of Creek warriors would furnish efficient 


‘aid in hunting out the Seminoles in their hiding : 


. places, and giving intelligence where they might 

be found, and thus enable him to act more success- 
| fully against them. He therefore entered, it seems, 
i Into an engagement with the Creeks, that if they 


ly i would furnish a band of warriors, they should, in : 
does not exist ii addition to their pay as soldiers, have all the prop- | 
en as ordinary ji erty they might capture, embracing slaves as well `: 


ii as any other property. 


te ve a as S f 
And, in the fourth place, General Watson en- 


speculation, purchasing what was worth; as prop- | 


Tap- 
prehend that General Jesup, who was connected į 


tion of the Seminole property, received for their captures | 


ay as soldiers, they {the :: 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to make au inquiry 
of the gentleman. . I understand him to say, that 
General Jesup entered into this contract with the 
Creek Indians. Do I understand him correctly? 

Mr. DANIEL. Iso understand the contract. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I did ‘not understand the 
document-when it was read at the Clerk’s table. 
It was my impression, however, that this contract 
was signed by another man, and that General Jes- 
up had nothing to do with it. All I desire is to 
get at the facts, and if I am wrong I desire to be 
corrected. `, aoc E 

Mr. DANIEL. Although not signed by Gen- 
i| eral Jesup, it might have beeh made, and I sup- 
pose was made, under the authority and by order 
j of General Jesup. I am quite certain tat the 
agreement was recognized and sanctioned by him. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. IĮ was in that. country 
at the time this contract was made. I belonged to 
| a company at that time which had contracted to 
i; emigrate these Indians beyond the Mississippi 
river. By the order of General Jesup I obtained 
a contract for emigrating these Indians. They were 
promised that if they would go to Florida and as- 
sist in the war against the Seminoles, that they 
should have the plunder captured by them, inclu- 
ding the negroes. This was expressly understood 
before they left the country. I was there at the 
time, and Í do not think I can be mistaken; they 
expressly understood that they were to have the 
negroes which they should capture. These are 
facts, and stubborn facts. We were to take the 
families of the warriors engaged in the Seminole 
war to Mobile Point, and there feed them till the 
var was concluded. This was done; and the In- 
|: dians, after the war was over, did not return to the 


LLEI 
Creek country, but to Mobile Point, where we re- 
ceived them and carried them west of the Missis- 
sippi river. Isay I was in the country when these 
i Indians went into that war, and I know that this 
ji was their understanding; and whether the contract 
' specifies that they were to have the slaves, or not, 
i such was their understanding of it beyond a doubt, 

But the gentleman says there was nothing like 
| slavery existing in that country. Now, Í was 
| born and raised in that country, and my recollec- 
| tionis, thatslavery has alwaysexisted among them, 
ji [know that a trade has been carried on by selling 
: slaves between the Creeks and Florida Indians. 
| These are facts which I know; and whatever may 
i be said by other gentlemen in relation to this mat- 
i gy have no doubt that the money was paid for 


thse negroes. The gentleman states that they 
y sold for $14,600, while they were worth 
$70,000. It must be recollected that that property 
was selling low, comparatively, then, to what it 
; Sells for now; and who would buy that kind of 
| property unless he expected to purchase it for less 
| than its real value? No man of sense would have 
| done it. 

Mr. SACKETT. The report upon which this 

claim is based, slates expressly that these negroes 
: were worth $60,000 at market value. 
: Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I do. not know what 
ii the report states, for T have not read it, but I say 
again, that no person would have bought these ne- 
< groes under the circumstances, unless they had 
“been sold for less than their market value. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iwas proceeding to bring the 
material facts before the cominittee, and then I 
' will state the point upon which I think the case 
i really turns. {n accordance with the understand- 
ing between General Jesup and the Creek Indians, 
i a band or regiment of that tribe embarked in the 
war. TheCreek warriors claimed to have captured 
the rise of one hundred slaves—one hundred and 
‘three, I think. The whole number of slaves taken 

from the Seminoles was, between two hundred and 
three hundred. A great many had run away from 
: the planters residing in Florida, Georgia, and Ala- 
: bama, and e living among these Indians when 
i they were captured. For such as belonged to our 
own citizens, and were captured by the Creek war- 
:; riors, they reveived $20 ahead. They received a 
: good deal of money in this way. The slaves 

captured and claimed by the Creeks, as well as 
; others, were taken into custody and carried, under 
: the orders of General Jesup, to Fort Pike, there to 
: þe kept until some disposition should be made of 
i them. Knowing the influence which the slaves 
had over their Indian owners, and knowing their 
attachment to their slaves, it occurred to the offi- 
: cers of the Government, that if these slaves should 
li go west with the Creeks, who captured them, they 
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would become a source of contention and of war 
between the Seminoles and the. Creeks. These 
consequences the Secretary of War and the offi- 
cers engaged in that service were disposed to pre- 
vent; and General Jesup, it seems, made an inet- 
fectual effort to purchase of the Creck warriors 
their captured slaves, that they might be sent to 
Liberia. They were kept at Fort Pikegome time. 
After the slaves were sent to Fort Pike the Semi- 
noles surrendered, and a treaty was concluded be- 
tween thein and General Jesup. They were then 
ordered io New Orleans, from whence they were 
to be sent to their destination, west of Arkansas. 
The slaves had not been disposed ef, and were still 
at Fort Pike when the Indians arrived there. 
About the time the Seminoles reached Fort Pike, 
certain delegates from the Creek warriors came to 


they manifested great excitement, and refused to 
go West, unless their slaves were permitted to go 
with them; they went so far as to say, that General 
Jesup had promised them that if they would re- 
move to the West, their slaves should gò with them. 
I have seen no evidence that such a promise was 
made them by General Jesup, and 1 apprehend 
that it was a fabrication of the Indians after falling 
in with the slaves. Lieutenant Reynolds . was 
the officer who had charge of the emigrating Semi- | 
noles. Ife made an arrangement with Mr. Collins, 
that if Le would accompany him as far as Vicks- 
burg, he might then devise some means to get the 
Indians to consent to the delivery of the negroes. 
They were not authorized, by their orders, to em- 
ploy force for that purpose. “1 am not disposed to 


Washington city, to have some arrangement made 
about these slaves. General Jesup had enderv- 
ored to purchase them of the Creek warriors, and | 
had ordered $8,000 to be paid to them, as appears 
from one of his dispatches. In another, he states 
that they were the property of the Government. 
General Jesup was under the impression, when he 
wrote the dispatches I have read, that the Creek 
warriors had accepted the $8,000 which he had 
directed to be paid them; but when it was offered | 
by Lieutenant Sloan they refused to take it. I 
have no doubt that General Jesup supposed, at 
the time he wrote the letter referred to, the negroes 
had been actually purchased of the Indians. 

Iwill nottake the time to refer to all the dispatches 
for all the facts connected with this matter; but if 
gentlemen will take time to examine them, they 
will find that they are substantially as } have 
stated them. Tha Secretary of War was, it seems, 
much perplexed as to the best disposition to be 
made of the slaves. He did not know what the 
Government could do with the slaves if purchased. 


It was suggested by General Jesup that they be sent | 


to Liberia. But there was too much public excite- 
ment upon the subject of slavery, in consequence 
of the agitation of the 21st rule for the exclusion 


of abolition petitions, to venture upon such a poli- į 


cy. It seems to have occurred to the Secretary of 


War and Commissioner of Indian Affairs to prevail }; 
upon the Indians to sell their interest to some in- | 


dividual, who would take possession of the slaves, 
andithus prevent their removal West. 
time Mr. Watson happened to be in the city upon 
some business he had with the War Department, 
and overiares were made to him to purchase the 
interest of the Creek warriors in these slaves., It 
appears from the evidence that he was not pre- 
pared to make the purchase, as he did not expect. 
anything of the sort. He first ascertained, it 
seems, from the Secretary of War, whether, if he 


should purchase these slaves, that Department ; 


would give an order upon the officers having the 


slaves In possession to deliver them up to the |i 


authorized agent of the Creek Indians. He was 
assured thatif he should make arrangement with 
the Creek warriors to purchase them, the War 
Department would give the order and have the 
slaves delivered up to the authorized agent of the 
Creek warriors. That matter being understood 


and arranged, he then put himself to work and ; 


obtained at some sacrifice $14,600, the purchase 


money paid for the negroes. To raise that sum 2 
he incurred, as he says, a responsibility of some | 
$17,000. He paid the purchase money to Cap- | 
tain Armstrong, the agent of.the Creek Indians, i 


with the consent of the Creek delegates. While! 
am upon this part of the subject, I will say, that the 
purchase money was carried to the Creek nation 
and was there distributed amongst the Creeks en- 


titled to it. The contract being concluded between 


Watson and the Creek delegates, the War Depart- :, 
ment, not foreseeing the difficulties of separating | 


the Indians from the Seminoles, and not knowing 


at the time that the Seminoles had been brought ; 


into contact with the Indians at Fort Pike, gave 
orders directing the slaves to be delivered to a mane 
by the name of Collins, the authorized agent of the 


-Creek warriors. Collins went to New Orleans and |: 
demanded thenegroes. Some ofthenegroes had been | 


previously attached, at the instance of a man by the 
name of Love. A controversy took place between 


Love and General Gaines respecting some of the ne- |; 


groes, which was dismissed, i think, but occasioned 
some delay. 
that the officers having charge of their slaves were 
directed by the Government at Washington to de- 
liver them up to the agent of the Creek Indians, 


About that | 


When the Seminole Indians found |) 


censure the honest efforts of Lieutenant Reynolds, 
; though Mr. Collins seems to think he did not do all 
he might have done for the delivery of th tared 
slaves. The Indians would not consent to be sepa- 
rated from their slaves before nor on their arrival | 
at Vicksburg, and the agent of the Creek warriors, 
it seems, went as far as Fort Gibson. At Little 
Rock, before reaching Fort Gibson, Lieutenant 
Reynolds asked the assistance of the Governor of 
Arkansas to aid him in effecting a delivery of the 
slaves, but the Indians seemed to be so excited 
that the Governor refused to interfere at all, and 
i directed those concerned in their removal to get 
them off as soon as possible, apprehending there | 
i might be an outbreak or serious disturbance, 
i When the Indians, with the negroes, reached Fort 
Gibson, General Arbuekle, stationed there, found 
it impossible to deliver the slaves without using 
force, which he conceived to be bapolitie, and i 
which he was not authorized to do; and he! 
wrote back to the Department the reason why 
he had not obeyed the orders. The slaves were 
` never delivered up, and the Government re- 
fused to comply with its engagement with the 
' Creek werriors. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not 
material to determine the value of the slaves, so 
far as the bill under consideration is concerned, 
General Watson was induced, through the agency 
i of the Government, to advance his money to the | 
Creek warriors, and relieve the Government from 
the dificulty in which it was placed, by relieving 
i it from the obligation it had entered into to deliver 
the slaves to the Creeks, and having done that, he 
is entitled, upon every consideration of justice and 
honor, to at least that remuneration authorized b 
the bili. Mr. Poinsett, then Secretary of War, 
i on the recommendation of the Indian agent, did 
i: not hesitate to recommend that the Government : 
should reimburse Mr. Watson for the money ad- | 
i vanced by him to the Creek warriors. 
1 think it is apparent from the document to 
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|, Judge Iverson, who happened to be here at the | 
time, that_a proposition was actually made to 
; General Watson to purchase these slaves. I ask 
; for the reading of the statement of Judge lverson, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 

The statement was then read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 


“ Shorty after the return of the warriors composin. 
jled the Creek regiment enlisted by General Je 
5 to serve in the Florida war against the Seminoles. 
' the removal of said warriors with their famniesto the Creek 
nation west, Gcneral James C. Watson and myself were de- i 
puted, as agents from the Alabama emigr ‘ ) 
(who removed the Cre under contract) to the city of 
Washington, toscttle up the accounts of said company with 
the Government. When we arrived in Washington, we 
found Gencral Armstrong, Indian agent, in the city. with a 
delegation of Creek chiets. A proposition was immediately 
made to General Watson and myself, by Carey C. Harri: 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to purchase a.large lot of 
negroes then claimed by the said Creek regiment, and repre- 
sented to be at the time in the custody of the United States 
at Fort King, near New Orleans. The proposition was | 
deciined by me, but | was personally acquainted with most | 
: Of the facts and conversations which occurred between the 
department, the Indian agent Armstrong. and General Wat- | 
sou, and loaned the following partical That these ne- 
; groes had been captured in Fiorida hy the Creek regiment, 
from the hostile Semino. hat agreeably to an agreement 
i made with said regiment by Gen 
; have all the property of the hostiles which they could cap- ` 
ture, and they cl 
strong and the 


clogation in Washington had anthoriiy to 


egrocs to go into the pos: on of the 
eks were equally determined, whe 
: they arrived ¥ , to seize them and shbijcct tiem to their : 
awn service. be War Department apprehended that se- : 
_ tious dificulty would grow out of this couilicting claim, 

and that war would ensne between the Creeks and Semi- 

noles in the contest for the negroes. It wasdecmed by the 


it 
nen 


ii Department prudent, and indeed necessary, to prevent. 


Se 


which 1 have referred, and from a statement of |! 


ating company i` 


ral Jesup, they were to i; 


imed these negroes; that General Arm- £! 3 z 
onan ae hiat Genen | York (Mr. Sacxert] would not, I apprehend, 


8 two tribes, that the negroes 
st, but should: be.sdld in. the 
Hence the proposition from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs to General Watson, to" purchase 
the negroes. General Watson hesitated for several days, 
but being urged by Mr. Harris, and assured that the negroes 
would be delivered to bis agent immediately, he consented .. 
to buy them, and paid the price fixed by the Commissioner 
of Indian Afairs, and General Armstrong, the agent. An’ 
order was issued from the Department, and. an agent dis- 
patched by General Watson to New Orleans, to receive the © 
negroes. The United States officers in charge of them re- 
fused'to deliver them; they were transported to’ Fort Gib- 
sou and turned over to General Arbuckle, as I have been 
informed, and were by him surrendered to the Seminote . 
Indians, or turned loose and joined them; so that they were 
wholly Jost to General Watson. Given under my hand this ` 
(9th December, 1851. ALFRED IVERSON.» 


Mr. Chairman, here is a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, about that time, 
which has some bearing upon that arrangement, 
and corroborates that statement—if it is necessary 
to corroborate a statement made by Judge Iver- 
son, with whom many of us are acquainted. This 
bears date on the Sth day of May, 1838. That 
letter was written probably about the time of the 
overture made to General Watson, and in view of 
it. The arrangement between Watson and the 
Creek delegation was concluded on the 8th or 9th 
of May, 1838—I think on the 8th. Here is ari- 
other letter, dated May 9, 1838, after the arrange- 
ment had been concluded: : 

War DEPARTMENT, 3 


Orrice Inpian AFFAIRS, May 9, 1638, 

Sır: The decision made a few days since, that the ne- 
grocs captured by the Creek warriors in Florida should, in 
compliance with the engagement of General Jesup, be de- 
livered to the delegation now here, has been communicated 
to them, with the intimation that when they had determined 
what disposition would be made of them, and communica- 
ted information of the same to this Department, the neces- 
sary orders would be issued, In a communication just re- 
cived from the delegation, they state they have appointed 
Nathaniel F. Coliius, of Alabama, their attorney in fact, ts 
receive the negroes. f have the honor to request that an 
order may be issued to the commanding officer at Fort 
Pike, to Major Isaac Clark at New Orleans, to the com- 
manding officer in Florida, and to any other officer who 
may have charge of them, to deliver to Mr. Collins all the 
negroes in question. He will, of course, bold them subject 
tothe lawful claims of all white persons. Abraham and his 
funily should be excepted, in consequence of a promise 
made by General Jesup. The officers should be instructed 
to exercise due caution, so asto deliver only those captured 
by the Creeks. Itis proper to remark, that it appears from 
| letter reccived from Lieutenant Sloan, that these Indians 
| refused the $6,000 offered them, under the direction of 
: General Jesnp, for their interest in these negroes, 
Very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 

C. A. HARRIS, Commissioner. 

Captain S. Coorsg, Acting Secretary of War. 


Now, sir, the history of the case, as I have given 

it, from the statement of Judge Iverson, the letters 

i of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the 
orders which were issued for the delivery of the 
slaves to the agent of the Creek warriors, shows 
i that one of our citizens, relying upon the fulfill- 
ment by the Government of its engagement to the 
Creeks, advanced a large sum of money, which 
he obtained at a great sacrifice, and thereby relieved 
the Government from a perplexing engagement, 
and enabled it to carry out its policy of removing 
the Indians westward, without hazarding the peace- 
ful relations of the Seminole and Creek tribes; 
jand yet there are those, forsooth, who not only 
turn a deaf ear, but strive to defeat the proposition 
| to refund the money advanced with interest, saying 
i nothing of the profits which might have been real- 
: ized, had the Government fulfilled its engagements, 


bloodshed and war between th 
should not be sent to the We 
Jnited Bates. 


_and large expenses incurred by General Watson 


i to get possession of the negroes, merely because 


the question of slavery is connected with the trans- 
ction. Such a determination can only be cor- 
sistent with the purpose to withhold the counte- 
nance and protection of the Federal Government 
from every transaction which may Jn any wa 
relate to slavery. If there bea majority upon this 
fioor who are disposed to place the Government 
in that attitude, they can do so. If all who may ` 
|! be connected with sneh transactions are to be 
placed out of the pale of its proiection, that fact, 
startling as it may be, should be known. If, in- 
stead of slaves, this transaction had related to any 
other species of property, the gentleman from New 


' have raised the objections tothe bill under consider 
ation which he has, F flatter myself, that if such 

. were the case, he woald be one of the most stren- 

"uous advocates of the bill; but because he scents a 

. negro in the breeze, he takes the stampede, pricks 
up his ears, ANG Seems to Start. 

' The gentleman charges this as‘having been a 

speculation. That, it séems to me, is altogether 
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immaterial, if notidle: Suppose it was a specu- 
lation—indeed’ Watson would have been a fool to 
_ have given the full value 
circumstances. ` $ 
= «Thereis many a slip 

*Twixt the cup and the lip.” d 
And he knew that, although the Government had 
pledged. its faith’ to the Creek Indians that these 
- slaves should be delivered up to them; or to their 
agents, some difficulty might arise, and all of them 
might not be obtained, and. like every other man, 
he was disposed, when he had hazards to run, to 
make as good’ a bargain as possible. The slaves 
were worth, perhaps, some $30,000 or $40,000. 
He paid for them $14,600—not quite half their 
value. But what does all this amount to. when 
the proposition is to refund the money actually 
advanced, with interest, and not the value of the 

slaves and the outlay in efforts to obtain them. 

I do not.see that there is any clear or well- 
founded objection to the arrangement entered into 
by General Jesup with the Creek warriors. The 
Indian tribes have been regarded and treated in 
conventional arrangements and treaty stipulations 
as quasi nations. It seems to have been in that 
view that the arrangement was entered into by 
General Jesup, and approved by the War De- 
partment; and itis not only humane, but sound 
policy that our Government should observe its en- 
gagements with the Indians. This it failed to do, 
by permitting their former owners to retain’ pos- 
session of the slaves, after a citizen, relying upon 
the assurances he had received, had purchased the 
interest. of the Creeks in them, thereby occasion- 
ing a grievous injury, if not absolute loss to one 
whom it was its duty to protect. 

Mr. SACKETT.. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will propound this question: How does he 
answer the objection that this contract does not 
operate upon slaves? I lay down the proposition 
that it does not include slaves, 

Mr. DANIEL. That question I thoughtI had 
already answered. I suppose that General Jesup 
was aware of what he intended should be embraced 
by the terms which the agreement contains, and 
the Creek warriors knew what was. designed to be 
included, The Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
seems never to have doubted that that contract em- 
braced slaves as well as other property; and yet 
after all this, the gentleman gets up and quibbles 
aboutit, asif General Jesup and the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs did not know what they had 
been doing. There is nothing in the gentleman’s 
objection. I thought I had fully answered it by 

“what I had read from the document referred to; 
no matter whether upon the principles of inter- 
national law, or the principles of sound policy, 
this was a justifiable arrangement. After it was 
entered into, the strongest considerations of policy 
required our Government to fulfill its engagements 
with the Creek warriors. Had not Watson sat- 


isfied them, and the Government had refused to do | 
> 
so, all future overtures would have been regarded | 


with suspicion. 

Mr. STUART. The gentleman has stated that 
the Government agreed to give these negroes up to 
the agents of the Creek Indians, and I would like 
to ask him, if such an order was forwarded to the 
officers of the army, why it was not complied with? 

Mr. DANIEL. If the gentleman had attended 
to me he would have discovered that I stated the 
reason why the negroes were not delivered up. 
Collins, as the agent of the Creek Indians, attended 
at New Orleans and demanded them, but when 
the Seminoles came in contact with the negroes at 
Fort White, they refused to proceed West, unless 
these slaves were allowed to accompany them. 

Mr. SACKETT. . What is the evidence? 

Mr. DANIEL. The reports of the officers. 
Lieutenant Reynolds himself states it. It is to be 
„inferred from General Arbuckle’s statement, and 
from the communications of the Secretary of War 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, recom- 
mending that the money should be refunded. 
There is no room to cavil about the facts. None 


in the world. The only ground of objection is 
really that slaves are involved a ge 


Mr.STANTON, of Ohio. What evidence have | 


the committee that the negroes claimed as slaves 
to the Seminoles were in fact slaves? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ihave answered that question 
already once or twice. It was ascertained by those 
competent to know, that such and such slaves be- 
longed to such and such persons. Among them 


of the slaves under the |! 


were slaves of Harriet Bowlegs, daughter of King 
: Bowlegs; EE ‘ : 

Mr. -GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman read 
that: part of the evidence? L think she only be- 
longed to Bowlegs’s tribe. You will find it at page 


62. . ; ; 
Mr. DANIEL. Here it is on page 74—Jack 


| down as property of Harriet Bowlegs: 

Mr. GIDDINGS. - 1 wish- to interrogate the 
gentleman as to. whether the owners put down 
there are the tribe to which they belong? 

Mr. DANIEL. You will find here the owners’ 
names; but no tribe. There is another statement, 
where the tribe is put down, as well as the owners’ 
names, and that is the reason why I have turned 
to this page. There is no room for cavil here. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. What page is that? 

Mr. DANIEL. Page 74, book 225. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. ‘Will my friend say to the 
|i committee whether page 74 refers to slaves taken 
in 1836 and 1837? 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I wish to know 
how the committee were able to determine that the 
negroes claimed were slaves, and not fugitives from 
the slaveholders of the neighboring States? 

Mr. DANIEL. If the officers who were au- 
thorized to make inquiries could not ascertain 
| these facts, no one could; but gentlemen, it seems, 
pretend to know more than these officers who 
were in Florida, some of them, when the slaves 
were captured. These officers state that these 
negroes were the slaves of the Indians; but gen- 
tlemen say they were not, when they know as 
much about it as we know about the man in the 
moon. I say, the proof is conclusive that the 
Seminoles owned slaves, and that the negroes 
among them, generally, were slaves—many of 
them fugitives from their owners in Florida, Geor- 
gia, and Alabama. Wherever it was ascertained 
that they were fugitive slaves, they were returned. 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, upon the 
i facts reported to him, and with all the information 
which he, from his position, was able to obtain, 
says that the number captured by the Creeks was 
between sixty and seventy—the number having 
been reduced by sickness. Now, it seems to me, 
| there can be no doubt about these facts. Watson 
having relieved the Government from its difficul- 
ties by rescinding its obligation with the Creek 
warriors, by the payment of a large sum of 
money, upon what principle is it that the Govern- 
ment shall not refund to him the money which he 
advanced upon the faith of its assurances? The 
Government is bound to protect its citizens, notruin 
them. There can benogood reason why we should 
not refund the money in this case. It is a case of 
crying injustice. Watson, who has been deprived 
of his money ever since 1838, is now dead, and 
| his family, perhaps, are in a suffering condition in 
i consequence of the tardiness and delay to redress 
an injury which the Government itself has occa- 
sioned. 

It seems to me that every principle of justice, 

and every object for which government is insti- 
| tuted, require us to refund promptly the money 
which he has advanced, and the interest upon it. 

Mr. MACE. “As one of the members of the 
Committee of Claims, I examined into this case, 
as it was my duty to do, and I have made up my 
anind conclusively, that this bill ought not to pass. 

The gentleman from North Karolina, [Mr. 
Daxis, | the honorable chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Claims, for whom I entertain the most pro- 
found respect, has stated to the committee, in broad 
| terms, that-if this claim did not involve the ques- 

tion of slavery, there would be no difficulty in 
| passing it through this body. I do not know what 
may operate upon the minds of gentlemen Free- 


|i Soilers, or gentlemen slaveholders, and other gen- 


tlemen upon this question, but I apprehend if sla- 
| very has anything to do with the question, it 
j woma give to this bili as many votes as it would 
| Jose. 

| Lama new member upon this floor, and were I 
| in Indiana it would be unnecessary for me to say 
; what Lam about to say. Now, so far as Lam 
concerned, and so far as my motives are concerned, 
I will certainly not be charged with being opposed 
| so strongly to the ‘institutions of slavery, as to be 
influenced by that consideration in my views of 
the case now before the committee. The question 
is one of right or wrong, of justice or injustice, in- 
| volving not even remotely the question of slavery 


Bowlegs, thirty-six years of age; and others, put. 


or freedom. Jri 1849 the best men we had in In- 
diana fell before this free-soil. tornado. When it 
reached the highest men of our State, I occupied 
then, upon that question, the position which-I oec- 
cupy now. I entered the contest of 1848 as one 
of the Cass electors, and placed myself upon the 
then Democratic platform, upon -the doctrine of 
non-intervention, and upon that I now stand. I 
make this declaration in order to show to. the com- 
mittee that, so far as Jam concerned, I will not be 
charged with entértaining opposition against'a bill 
because I am opposed to the institution of slavery, 
or in favor of it. J will not upon this occasion: 
enter into the merits or demerits of the Seminole 
war. ` I will not discussthe question of employ- 
ing blood-hounds or Creek Indians. I will not 
discuss the question of decoying Osceola with a 
| white fag, to make a prisoner of him. I will not 
enter upon the discussion of the profligate expenses 
of the Government during the existence of this 
war—a war which cost this nation, I believe, more 
than the revolutionary war. Itis not necessary 
that we should do it. I will simply discuss the 
question before the committee. What are the 
prominent features in this case? After all the 
power of the nation had been exhausted—afier all 
the power of blood-hounds had been employed, 
we find General Jesup making a treaty with the 
Creek Indians, and under that bargain they were 
to have, in the language of the contract, the plun- 
der’ which they should conquer from the Semi- 
nole Indians. Whether this movement on the 
part of our officers of that day was such as should 
characterize civilized warfare, I am not prepared to 
say. Yes, I am prepared to say, that it was most 
damnable in every single feature, from beginning 
to end. 

What progress did the Creek Indians make, as- 
sisted by the blood-hounds and the might and 
power of this nation? They penetrated into the 
country of the Seminoles, using the tomahawk, 
destroying and. damaging all the property they 
found in that nation. Among other things, they 
found some negroes there—-whether slaves or 
free, I am not prepared to say; but I will allude 
to that question before I close. The Creek In- 
dians captured something like one hundred and ten 
negroes. What does General Jesup do? What 
feeling operated upon his mind? He proposes to 
pay these Creek Indians $8,000 for these negroes, 
that they might be sent to Liberia. About this 
period of time Geyeral Watson reports himself at 
Waghington city. The question of these one 
hundred and ten negroes, was a~question which 
occupied the cabinet deliberations of the then Ad- 
ministration. What do they do? Do they carry 
out the humane notions of General Jesup? No. 
Where is Poinsettand Harris, and where is Wat- 
son? Here is a speculation in which dollars and 
cents can be made, with which the almighty dol- 
lar has to play a part, brick and mortar towering 
high, and military and official station being the 
test of respectability, instead of virtue and honesty. 

Let me remark here, where is the evidence, the 
conclusive evidence, which shows that a single one 
of these negroes was aslave? Are we to leap in 
the dark—are we to jump at the conclusion that 
because these negroes were in the possession of 
the Seminoles, that therefore they were slaves? 
Where did they belong, and where did they come 
from?. If they had made their escape from 
Georgia and other slave States, the ownership 
was not changed in consequence of their taking 
up their homes among the Indians. Not at all. 
The original ownership continued, admitting them 
to be slaves. But,shall we jump at that conclu- 
sion? Is it not much more rational and just, and 
in accordance with humanity and every correct’ 
principle, to take them to be prima facie free, at 
least until the contary is most conclusively shown, 
as it should bein this case, but isnot? > What was 
the motive which operated upon Watson? Why, 
to go, take these negroes and sell them into eternal 
servitude, though perhaps they wereall free. Yes, 
the dazzling light of speculation was before his 
| eyes, and he was determined to grasp it. Fifty 
i thousand dollars was quite too tempting, and he 
was determined to have it, though it involved the 
abject servitude of one hundred and ten human- 
beings and their posterity forever. I envy not 
such feelings or motives, and would not possess 
| them for all the gold of California. 

' Mr. DANIEL, (interrupting.) The gentleman 


! takes a distorted view of this matter. So far as 
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we can infer from the documents read, overtures 
were made to Watson; and, of course, he endeav- 
ored to make a profitable arrangement. But the 
gentleman a ae him as seeking it out. 

Mr. MACE. Yes, sir, overtures were made to 
him, and he yielded to them with alacrity; with an 
appetite. Overtures were made to him, and he 
went into the flattering speculation willingly. He 
makes his purchase, pays the Creeks fifteen thou- 
sand dollars for their title to the négroes, and now 
what has he bought? He supposes he has pur- 
chased one hundred and ten negroes that are then 
in the possession of the United States officers, and 
controlled by the bayonets of this nation. The 
same bayonets that held them, could deliver them 
over to General Watson, and he could sell them 
into eternal slavery, and pocketa speculation of at 
least $50,000. That is what he intended to do. 

But what is further shown in thiscase? What 
operated npon the mind of General Jesup? These 
negroes were in his possession. The order came 
for their delivery to Watson. Does General Jes- 
up deliver them over? No. 
United States Army—as a man whose heart was 
in the right place—he refuses to doit. What was 
done with them then? What became of them? 
That question has been asked, and I will answer 
it as the record answers it. You will remember, 
that after peace was restored, the Seminoles 
agreed to go to the home assigned them by the 
Government. In marching there by Fort Pike, if 
Zremember right, they accidentally, as it were, 


came across and recognized these negroes who | 


had been living with them. They looked upon 
them in a proper spirit—yes, the savages looked 


upon the negroes in a Christian light, and not for | 


the purpose of selling them into eternal bondage. 
What do they do? They come toa stop, and sa 
to General Jesup: We will not movea single ine 
further unless you let the poor negroes go with us. 
What was the consequence? Why, General Jes- 
up, his heart being in the right place, as I before 
remarked, disregarded this trumped-up claim of 
Watson, and permitted the negroes to go wMere 
they belonged, and they went with their brethren, 
ie Seminole Indians, and took up their home with 
them, ` G 

Thus, then, did this rich speculation of General 
Watson, by which he supposed he should real- 
ize so foal vanish to the four winds of heaven. 
He comes now to the Congress of the United 
States and asks the representatives of this nation 


to place him where he was before he entered into ; 
Instead of realizing $50,000, he | 
is minus $15,000, the negroes are free, and that | 


this speculation. 


freedom is not secured them by a professed Chris- 


tian nation, but by a wild, fierce, and savage tribe. | 
He purchased one į 
hundred and ten negroes that had been taken from 


Sir, what did he purchase? 


the Seminole Indians. He did not know, nor did 
he care, whether they were bond or free. That 
consideration never entered into his mind fora 
single moment. I say, then, that there is no evi- 
dence whatever that these negroes were property, 
that Watson went into the speculation blindfold, 
and | will never vote asingle dollar out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States to pay him—never. 

Mr. JORN W. HOWE. It is not my pur- 
pose to detain the committee very long, and in 
what little I have to say, I intend to speak to 
the point. J shall confine myself principally to 
the books. 
what my politics are now or what they were a 
few years ago, for it is known to everybody in 
this House that Iam a Union Whig, with strong 
Free-Soil tendencies, and opposed to sending del- 
egates to the Baltimore Convention. [Laughter.] 
But that shall have nothing to do in determining 
my vote upon this question. I shall examine the 
case and the evidence, and come to the same con- 
clusion that would come to in any other place, 
upon the same amount of evidence. . 

The history of tbis case has, I believe, been 
very correctly stated. In 1836, or thereabouts, 
this nation was involved in a war with a few 
swamp Indians in Florida, called the Seminoles, 
and finding them hard to conquer, in that coun- 
try, this nation entered into an alliance with 
another nation, in the West, called the Creek In- 
dians, and (here is a clear case of armed interven- 
tion) it was agreed between this nation on the one 
part, and the Creek nation on the other—inter 
alia—that the Creek Indians should have ail the 
plunder they should take from the Seminoles in 


As an officer of the į 


I am not going to tell the committee | 


i on the other part, witnesseth: That upon the conditions 


| claimed by the heirs of Watson as having been 


i regard to the number of slaves that were sold, be- 


| a particular person or persons, but such negroes | 


the war then raging. I intend to advert to the 
contract, and to call the attention of the committee 
more particularly than has yet been done, to the 
phraseology of the bond. I shall then call atten- 
tion to the report that was made in 1842, which is 
the same report, I believe, that is before us now; 
at least, this is the third edition without much 
correction or improvement. I shall then proceed 
‘to remark upon the law and testimony, and it is 
very probable I may convince myself before I get 
through, that I ought to vote for the payment of 
this claim. There seems to be some doubt about 
that, however. . 

The expression in the contract with the Creeks 
is ‘*plunder;”? and when this case was before 
Congress in 1842, the committee made a report, | 
in which they translate the word “plunder,” 
slaves, as 1 will show by the reading of the report. 
The report reads in this way: 

é In the year 1836, General Jesup, then in command of | 


the troops of the United States in Florida, agreed with cer- |! 


tain Creek warriors, whose services he thus engaged against 
the hostile Seminoles, that they shouid be entitled to all the 
slaves and other property of the enemy they might cap- i 
ture.”? 

Now, I wish to say to this committee most em- 
phatically, that the word ‘slaves’ is not men- 
tioned in the contract between the Creek Indians ! 
and the United States—the word ‘ negroes’’ is not 
there—the word ‘servants’ is not there—the 
words ‘* personal property” is not there; but it is | 
the word ‘ plunder,” as I will show. 

The contract is in these words: 


& This contract, entercd into between the United States 
of America on the first part, and the Creek tribe of Indians 


j 
i 
i 
li 
| 
| 
| 
t 


hereafter mentioned, the party of the first part agrees to ad- 
vance to the party of the second part the sum of $31,900, to 
be applied to the payment of the debts due by the Creek | 
nation of Indians. And the party of the second part hereby 
covenants and agrees to furnish trom their tribes the num- 
ber of from six hundred to one thousand men for service | 
against the Seminoles, to be continued in service until the į 
same be conquered; they to receive the pay and emolu- | 
ments and equipments of soldicrs in the Army of the Uni- 
ted States, and such plunder as they may take from the | 
Seminoles,” &c. : 
There is the contract; the word used is ‘‘plun- | 
der;”? and yet in 1842, when compensation was ; 
claimed for these negroes, who were said to be 


lins, Esq., of Alabama, claiming to have been the 
agent netof Watson exclusively, but of the Creeks, 
with a power of attorney to take from the authori- 
ties of the United States a certain party of negroes, 
| Supposed to be about one hundred and three, more 
or less, because the evidence is that the negroes, 
taken as prisoners of war, had been greatly re- 
{duced in number by death. It is uncertain how 
many remained, but probably not more than 
seventy. It is said that the negroes that were 
transferred by the Creeks are those contained in 
the schedule that is found on the 66th page of the 
Documents of this House, No. 225, as a “ Regis- 
‘try of negro prisoners’ captured by the troops 
‘commanded by Major General Thomas S. Jesup, 

‘in 1836 and 1837, and owned by Indians, or who 

‘claim to be free.” Here is one set. down as Ja- 
cob, and described as wounded in one knee; and 

| here are the wife and children of Jacob. Here is 
one negro of the age of sevénty, another twenty- 
five, another seventy-two, another seventy-one, 
another fifty, another twenty, another ten, and 
here is one only three years of age. ‘Then, too, 
we have the genealogy of some of the families. 
Here is one said to have been ‘ sold by Mr. For- 
rester, of Six-Mile Creek, to Bowlegs several 
years since.” Here are mother and child—the 
mother twenty-five years old and the child only 
three years old. Here is one called Dick, said to 

be the property of Colonel Humphreys. IfI had 

time, I would give you the history of the whole 

flock. Here are Tena and Linda, and Ishmael 

and Pompey, and Scipio and Patty, and Ben, and 

Flora, and Toe: and here is Betsey, who was but 
two weeks old. She had been christened while 

quite young, and her christened name was “ Bet- 

sey.” [Laughter.] Here is one called Joe, 

who is described as “one of the most important 


| and influential characters among the Indian ne- 


roes,” and his wife and children; ‘‘they never 
had a white master.” Here isa man among the 
number of those claimed as having been sold by 
the Creeks to this man Watson, who is said here, 
in the inventory never to have had a white mas- 
ter, and is described as one of the most important 
and influential men among the Indian negroes. 
Yet he is now claimed as ‘plunder’’—as comin 


slaves, it was stated in the report that the United 
States agreed in 1836, in so many words, that they $ 
would give to the Creek Indians all the slaves |; 
they should conquer from the Seminoles in that |! 
war. I will leave it to this committee to put their | 
own construction on the word “plunder.” Ihave || 
never understood, and I do not believe it is gen- | 
erally understood in the North, where they speak | 
the English language, that the word ‘ plunder’? : 
could be construed or tortured into meaning slaves. j 
lt is understood to be quite a different article. i 
In the course of that war, the Creeks conquered | 
and took possession of between two and three ! 
hundred negroes, of all ages, of all sexes, and of | 
all relative conditions of life. We find upon the 
list of captured negroes, an old lady of seventy 
years of age. We find them of all ages, sixty, 


them a child but two weeks old. That child is 


i 
fifty, forty, thirty, twenty, and there is one of || 
1 


among the number of the prisoners of war that the , 


Creeks acquired, under the contract which I have 
just read. Upon this list we find an old lady who 
has lived her three score years and ten, and achild | 
just beginning to draw the breath of life—a child i 
but two weeks old. i 

Now, I make this admission here: I believe it is | 
a fact in the history of this country that the Creeks | 
own slaves, that the Seminoles own slaves, and : 
that the people of the Southern States own slaves, į 
according to the laws of their respective States, 
tribes, or nations. I have no doubt at all that 
the Creeks and Seminoles hold slaves. 

Well, there seents to be some uncertainty with 


cause we find here, by the terms of the contract, 
that the Creeks sold to General Watson their 
slaves, If they held slaves, they sold them. They 
sold them en masse. They sold them.in droves, as 
you sell a drove of wild buffaloes: not designating 


as were taken by the Creeks from the Seminoles 
during that war. These negroes were at that time 
at Fort Pike, below New Orleans, under the charge 
of Lieutenant Reynolds. From that place they 


within the denomination of the word “ plunder,” 

and to be sold as property. 
But the list goes on further. Here is Toby and 

his wife and children. He is described as the 

commander of the negro force on the Withlacoo- 

chee; the chief councillor among the negroes, and 

the most important character, He, too, is called 

“ plunder,” although one of the most important 

men taken in that country, and probably one of 

the hardest to conquer by the united forces of the 

United States and the Creek nation. Here is an- 

other, called Fanny, twenty-five years old, and 

| her daughter Katy, only three years old. Whether 

| She belonged to Jumper—which is the name set 

| down here—or whether that is the name of a tribe, 

| I will not undertake to say. [A laugh.] She is 

the “cousin of Murray,” and is said ‘to be the 

property of Colonel Humphreys;” and there is 

' fta defect in Katy’s right eye.” Fanny isanother , 

of the persons sold by the Creeks—if sold at all— 

and claimed by Watson, as one of the articles of 

| “plunder.” Her daughter Katy has a defect in 

| her right eye; that is the only mark upon her by 

| which she could be recognized, 

| | willstate here, that when the agents of Watson 

| looked at this flock of negroes, at Fort Pike, and 

at Little Rock, they were unable to identify an 

| article of the “ plunder” that they claimed to have 

| 

í 

f 


bought in 1836; and that is one of the reasons why 
Lieutenant Reynolds, and the other officers who 
! had the negroes in charge at different times, refused 
! to deliver them up. There were no witnesses who 


| could recognize one of them as a part of the plun- 


der captured by the Creeks. 


| Well, we will go a little further on the list. 
! Here is one whose name is Abraham, and who is 


What is said of him? Why 


fifty years of age. 


| here is quite a little biography of him. He is “the 
i 


principal negro chief; supposed to be friendly to 
the whites; said to be a good soldier and an intrepid 
leader. He is the most cunning and intelligent 
! negro we have here. He is married to the 
' widow of the former chief of the nation.” Here’s 
“‘nlunder’? for you. [Laughter.] The husband 


l ofa Queen! Here is a man that has a diadem on 


were taken to Little Rock, in Arkansas, and were 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
H 
1 
i 
| 
pursued there by a man named Nathaniel F., Col- | 


| his head—a crowned head recognized as plunder, 
i by virtue of a contract entered into on the 28th of 


Feb. 20, 
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August, 1836, between the United States on the f 
one part; and “that high contracting party, the 
Greek Indians, upon the other. {Ldughter.} Here | 
the Creeks ‘have, amongst other ‘‘piunder,”’ ‘a | 
chiefone that has’ been crowned—the first, war- ; 
rior known tothe tribe; the husband ofa widowed || 
Queen! [Laughter.} Hewas friendly to the United 
States. That was no doubt after he-was conquered. 
But T have not time to 
of. the case. : . : 

But Iwill refer the. committee to a little more 
evidence.” This treaty took place between -the 
Seminole Indians and‘ the United States. -I will | 
read the fifth and sixth articles. The fifth article 
of the treaty is as follows: 

& Major General Jesup, in behalf of the United: States, 
agrees that the Seminoles and their allies, who come inand 
emigrate to the West, shall be secure in. their lives and 
property; that their negroes, their bona fide property, shall 
accompany them to the West; and that their cattle and 
ponies shall be paid for by the United States, at a fair valu- 
ation >} re 
SUARE 6. That the expenses of the movement West shall 
be paid by the United States.” 

The treaty was consummated the 6th day of | 
March, 1837, by which the United States minister 

lenipotentiary, General Jesup, stipulated that the | 
Eeminoles should have all their negroes, their | 
slaves—their bona fide property, as the expression 
is—and it shall be taken west of the Mississippi. 

Mr. DANIEL. Willthe gentleman allow me | 
to correct him? {s not he aware that there were 
other negroes owned by the Seminoles than those 
captured by the Creek Indiana? | 

Mr. HOWE. I stated that there were two or | 
three invoices here. : 

Mr. DANIEL. I stated that there were some 
two or three hundred of these negroes. 

Mr. HOWE. I find that there are three several | 
invoices; now the great question is, which of these 
three invoices the claim is based upon? - 

Mr. GIDDINGS, Will the gentleman permit | 
me to explain? Gentlemen do not seem to com- | 
prehend these documents. The invoice which my | 
friend has just read included all the slaves and free | 
negroes captured in 1836 and 1837; after that the | 
other invoices were made out, but this ingludes ! 
all captured during thege two years of the war in | 
which the Creeks were employed. There were 
one hundred and three at the time this invoice was 
made out. | 

Mr. DANIEL. I will direct the attention of 
the gentleman to the positive statement of the Com- |; 
missioner of Indian Affairs. The number cap- |) 
tured bythe Creeks, and claimed by them, was | 
between sixty and seventy. The number having 
then been reduced. by sickness to that. 

Mr. HOWE. ‘The report says one hundred 
and three. 

Mr. DANIEL, 
that by sickness. 


fi 
$ 
| 


li 
i 
[i 


Yes; hut they were reduced to 


dwell further upon this part || sẹ you mv ) 
i `à J deed. But not so with personal property: a man 


West. But from the time they were captured as 

tisoners bythe Creeks, they passed into the 
Rands “of the Government for the time beng. 
Now, that is the precise position of the case. ~ 
‘Watson-did not büy these negroes, who did buy 
them? == ii 5 a 

-What is the law with regard to warrantee title 
to real estate? ‘The maxim is, caveat emptor. If 
you wanta warrantee you must ask for it in your 


: who sells personal property warrants that he is the 
| owner of the nreperty, and’ has a right to sell; if 
it turns out otherwise, he is responsible over to 
; his vendee.. So in this case, the Creeks, not the 
United States, are responsible to the heirs of Gen- 


i| eral Watson. “Now, as I said before, if these per- 
|| Sons were property—were “ plunder ”’—then they 
i| were legally purchased by the Creeks of the !! 


i United States, by virtue of ‘the contract with 
; General Jesup; but I deny that slaves are prop- 


4 erty or “plunder,” either in legal or common par- 
P ’ 


j lance, except in certain localities, by mere police 
regulation. They are called property in some 
States, personal property, and, I believe, in others, 
real estate—for the sake of convenience. 

Mr. FOWLER. 1 ask the gentleman if he will 
give way in order to enable me to submit the mo- 
| tion, that the committee do now rise? 

Mr. HOWE. I will give way for that pur- 
pose. 
| ‘The motion was then put and carried in the 
affirmative. 
| The committee accordingly rose, and the Spenker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman [Mr. Dis- 
| NEY) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
| House had, according to order, had under consid- 
| eration various billy which they had instructed 
him to report to the House with the recommenda- 


instructed him to report back to the House with 
i the recommendation that it be recommitted to the 
| Committee on Naval Affairs; also Senate biil No. 
| 42, which they had instructed him to report back 
| to the House with the recommendation that it be 


| committed to the Committee on Private Land: 


| Claims. ; 
Mr. POLK. I move that when this House ad- 


make the notion for the reason that it is the pur- 
pose of Congress to celebrate the birthday of the 
Father of his Country. 

Several Mempers. Oh! let’s adjourn till Tues- 


day. 
Ni. FLORENCE. [ move to amend the mo- 
by inserting “ Tuesday ” instead of “ Mon- 
ay.’ ` 
Mr. POLK. I accept that amendment. 
i Mr. DANIEL. Upon that motion 1 demand 
| the yeas and nays. 


Mr. HOWE. Well, I intend to argue this as 
fairly as any other question in the world, for I do 
not know how soon [may be a prisoner of war 
myself, and I shall desire to be treated fairly when 
iam taken prisoner. I think I should make a 


very poor negro—[laughter]—slave. i 


Now, I say distinctly, and Ido not wish to be 
misunderstood, that this number was greatly re- 
duced by death and by disease. The number was | 
about sixty or seventy, as nearly as Í can make | 
the calculation, who were actually living at the | 
time the gentleman was making such a desperate | 
effort to bring them into his possession. That is f 
what I meant to say, and ihat is what I affirm to | 
be a fact. j 
tained is, were the negroes actually there, or were | 
they negroes at all? The next question is, were | 
they slaves at that time, to be treated as slaves. or | 


t 
were they prisoners of war, and to be treated as 


such? That is the great and final question upon 
the subject. General Gaines decided that tl 


hey i 
were prisoners of 


q war, and he refused to allow || 
some fifty or sixty to be taken from him. The | 
decision of the court was against him, and it was |) 
taken up to another tribunal, where thet decision | 
was reversed, and they were desided to be prison- | 
ers of war; and while they were prisoners of war | 
they were not to be sold as slaves, nor were they |! 
to be treated as slaves, much less as “ plunder.” 
That does not apply to them at ail, Now, what ii 
did the United States agree further to do? She ! 
agreed w remove them to the West, By the treaty | 
with these Indians, the United States was to re- | 
move their slaves—‘‘their bona fide slaves”’—to the 


Now, the first question to be ascer-! 
, q ; 


2 amendment; 


A Member. The celebration is t 
on Saturday. 

Mr. POLK. {uuderstand the celebration is to 
| take place on Saturday. {therefore adhere to my 
| original motion to adjourn tili Monday. 


o take place 


i but only nine gentlemen rising 
ordered. 

| Mr. FLORENCE. 1 move to amend by stri- 
| king out “ Monday” and inserting “ Tuesday.”? 
| I will remark that most of the celebrations occur 
ton Monday. f 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
‘this city. l 
Mr. FLORENCE. I notice that several mem- 
‘bers of the House are to speak at celebrations in 
| other places to be held on Monday; and Í think it 
| ix proper to adjourn, that one, or two days even, 
i may he devote 


But not those in 


i, Legislature to the patriotic observance of the day 


which gave birth to the F 
Mr. FOWLER. 
and tellers u 


ather af his Country. 


which were not ordered. 


The question then recurring on the amendment | 


to insert “ Tuesday” in the place of “ Monday,” 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded teilers; 


, which were ordered; and Messrs. Fi WLER, and 


Sranrow of Tennessee, were appointed, 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes $7, noes 43. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. JONES. I now ask for the yeasand aays 


| tion that they do pass. ‘They had also had under | 
| consideration House bill No. 97, which they had 


journs it adjown to meet on Monday next. I |! 


Mr. DANIEL demanded the yeas and nays; |: 
» they were noti 


d by the members of the National | 


I demand the yeas and nays, |: 


pon the yeas and nays, upon the | 


|| Mr STANTO 
i refused. s 


i Mr. JONES: 


N. They have already been 


H -The gentleman is mistaken. 
| They have not been refused on that motion as 
| amended. E 

| The SPEAKER: The Chair must remind the 
| gentlemen that discussion is not in order. 

|_ Mr. STANTON. [rise toaquestion of order. 
| Iv is, that it is not in order to call forthe yeas and 
|nays. The original proposition was offered by 
; the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 


propositions. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
: not been refused upon the proposition as it now 
į Stands. i , 
| Mr. STANTON. I make another point of 
‘order. Jt is, that this motion is one which cannot 
| properly be amended. They are two independent 
| motions, and you must put the question upon the 
ji longest time first. P 
i Mr. JONES. Thatis nota question of order; 
‘it is a constitutional question. 
| The question was then taken on ordering the 
yeas and nays; and there were, upon a division 
, of the House, ayes 35, noes 112. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MASON. I move that this House do now 
i adjourn. 

[Cries of “Not? “No PL : 

The SPEAKER. Ona motion to.adjoum toa 
particular day, a motion toadjourn is not in order. 
They are both privileged motions. 

The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of the motion of adjournment as amended, and 
there were—yeas 96, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, William A ppleton, 
Ashe, Babcock, Barrere, Beale. Bell, Bennett, Bowie, Jolin 
| H. Boyd, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Busby, E, C, 

Cabell, Caldwell, ‘Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chas- 
: tain, CHagman, Cobb, Conger, Curtis, Dean, Disney, Dum- 
; can, Evans, Ewing, Fiorence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gayiord, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Hail, Hani- 
mond, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Haven, Holladay, T. 
Y. How, Ingersoll, Jenkins, James Jopnson, John John- 
son, Robert W, Johnson, Kuhns, Mason, McNair, Me- 
' Queen, Meade, Miller, Miner, Jobn Moore, Morehead, : 
Morrison, Murphy, Nabers, Orr, Outlaw, Samuel W, Par- 
ker, Polk, Porter, Powell, Riddle, Sackett, Savage, Scher- 
inerhorn, Schoolcraft, Scudder, David. L. Seymour, Smart, 
Smith, Staniy, Frederick P. Stanton, Alexander f. Ste- 
| phens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, 
| Lhurston, ‘Toombs, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Ward, 
| Watkins, Wells, Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, and 
Yates—95. oie 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Wiis Allen, Allison, 
Averett, David J: Bailey, Bartlett, Breckenridge, Brenton, 
Joseph Cable; Caskie, Chandler, Churchwell, Cleveland, 
Colceck, Daniel, John G. Davis, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, 
| Edgerton, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fiteh, Fowler, Giddings 
i! Grow, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hascall, Hebard, Hen- 

i dricks, Houston, John W. Howe, Ives, Jackson, Andrew 
i| Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, George G. 
|; King, Edward C. Marshall, McDonald, Meacham, Millson, 
li Molony, Newton, Andrew Parker, Perkins, Phelps, Price, 

i Robbins, Schoonmaker, Origen $. Seymour, Skeiton, Ben- 
| jamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Stratton, Townshend, 
,; Walbridge, Washburn, Weich, Wildrick and Woodward— 
62. 

So the motion as amended was adopted, and the 
: House determined that when it adjourns, it will 
: adjourn to meet on Tuesday next. 

(Mr. BELL stated that Mr. Huwren and Mr. 
| Florsrorp were detained from the House by in- 
| disposition.} 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, asked the unan- ` 
;imous consent of the House to take from the 
Speaker's table a communication from the Secre- 
‘tary of the Interior, covering an estimate of the 
i Commissioner of Indian Affairs of expenses ap- 
ertaining to the Omaha Indians now in this city. 
tis important that the communication should be 
l; taken up and referred. 
i Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. T believe 
ane - 
there are other communications also upon the 
: Speaker’s table, which should be disposed of. 
Mr. JOHNSON. It is highly important that 


ji the communication which 1 have referred to should 
|; be taken up and disposed of, and that the appro- 
| priation therein recommended should be made im- 
mediately, as it is costing heavily, every day, to 
suppori these Indians here. That we should en- 
deavor to avoid. I move that we proceed tn the 
business upon the Speaker’s table. 
There being no objection, 
: EXECUTIVE MESSAGES. 
1 The Speaker laid before the ELouse a communi- 
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cation from the President of the United States, 
transmitting the correspondence of Captain Long 
and others, in regard to the conduct of M. Kos- 
guth, while on board the United States steam frig- 
ate Mississippi. ; 

Mr. SMITH. I move that the communication 
be referred to a select committee of five, to be.ap- | 
pointed by the Chair, and in addition, Mr. Speak- | 
er, I would like to have the letter addressed to me |: 
by Captain Long made a part of the document, |: 
and printed with the other letters. i! 

Objection being made, the letter referred to was | 
not permitted to form a part of the document. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I move that the communica- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Poreign Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will make a suggestion to | 
my colleazue, (Mr. She which is, to let the pa- | 
pers go upon the table and be printed, and after i: 
that it will be seen whether there is any necessity | 
for referring them to a select committee. i 

Mr. SMITH. Iam willing, but I desire thatthe |! 
letter I referred to shall be printed with them. 

_ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no objec- 
tion to printing the communication from the De- | 
partment, but I think it wrong for us to includein 
it private correspondence. 

‘A Voice. I object. 

Mr. SMITH. “Allow me to make a single re- 
mark in reference to that. The only object I have 
had in calling out this correspondence is, to vindi- 
cate Captain Long and the Navy. The letter 
which he has addressed to mecontains a very dis- i 
tinct statement of the whole affair, and I trust that | 
when I announce that my sole object is to vin- f 
dicate him, the House will make the letter a part | 
of the document, and haveit printed with the other | 
papers. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I would ask 
if the letter is before the House, and if so, how it 
came there? g 

The SPEAKER. "The gentleman asks unani- 
mous consent.to introduce it. 

Mr. JONES, T withdraw my objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I renew the | 
objection. i i 

The question then recurring upon the motion to |! 
refer the communication to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs—— 

Mr. SMITH. I would like to inquire whether |: 
it is not in order to make a motion to raise a select | 
comittee? 

The SPEAKER. His in order, and the Chair 
entertains the motion; but under the rules, the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sry- 
mour,] must be first put. i 

Mr. GAYLORD. I move to lay the commu- 
nication upon the table, and that it be printed. 

The question was thea taken on this latter mo- | 
tion, and it was agreed to. ; | 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the i 

i 
H 
| 
| 


I 
j 
‘ 


folowing communication from the President of! 
the United States, viz: 
To the House of Representatives: | 
Tcomnmnicate to the House of Representatives herewith | 
a report to me, dated the 13th instant, trom the Secretary of | 
the Interior, respecting the delay and difficulty in making i: 
the apportionment among the several States of the Repre- : 
sentatives in the Thirty-third Congress required by the 
act of 23d May, 1850. in consequence of the want of full : 
returns of the population of the State of California, and | 
suggesting the necessity of remedial legislation. 
The subject is one of much importance, and É earnestly | 
commend ìt to the early consideration of Congress. 
MILLARD FILLMORE. |: 
Wasntneren Crey, February lth, 1852. | 
On motion by Mr. MEADE, it was g 


Ordered, That the communication and accompanying 
papers be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and 
be printed. 


Also, the following communication from the | 


President of the United States, viz: j: 
To the HMouseof Representatives: i 

In answer to the resolution of the House of Representa. i 
tives ofthe 26th of December jast, requesting information in | 
regard io the selzare of the brig “ Aroc,’ at Jeremie, inthe i 
Tsiand of St. Domingo, I transmit a report from the Secre- | 
tary of State, und the documents by which it was accom- 
panied. MILLARD FILUMORE, 

Wasirneton, February 12, 1852. 

Ordered, That the communication be referred to the | 
Committec on Foreign Affairs and be printed. 

Also, a cormmuniéation from the President of i 
the United States, as follows, viz: 
To the Senate and TEF 7 i 

House of Representatives of the United States: l! 

I ransmit to Congress a letter addressed to the Sceretary : 

of State by the Comumissiouer of the United States under | 


© three hundred cop! 


: ordered to be printed. 


the convention with Brazil, setting forth the obstacles which || 


have impeded the conclusion of the business of that com- 
mission. MILLARD FILLMORE, 
Wasuiseten, Februcry 16, 1852, 
On motion-by Mr. TAYLOR, it was. ; 
Ordered, That the communication be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and be printed. 
Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, transmitting a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, covering an estimate of the Coni- 


missioner of Indian Affairs, for an appropriation . 
i to cover the expenses appertaining to the support ` 
of a party of Omaha Indians now in this city; 
|, which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


| Affairs. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
be printed. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


I move that this document 


unnecessary. But if it is to be printed, J only ask ` 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs may be per- ` 
mitted to act upon it before it is printed. To print : 


it will take some two or three weeks! 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. All Executive | 
documents ought to be printed; if not, we can | 


never afterwards ascertain what communications 
the President has made. They should be printed 
ind put upon our files, and inserted in the volumes 
of the Executive documents. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 have no objection ta its 
being printed. ; 

The document was then ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, transmitting estimates from the Engi- 


neer Corps of expenses for constructing an em- ; 
bankment along the foot of a dyke wall at Goat `: 


Island, near Newport Harbor. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


» lighj-houses already in existence, and for support- : 


ing and keeping them in repuir, ihen it should be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


: But if it is for the building of new light-houses, | 
: then it should goto the Committee on Commerce. | 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I will state ! 
‘that it is for the building of a dyke for a light-! 


house. It isa new work. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
the Committee on Conunerce. 

The communication was then referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Also, a caummunpicatidu from the Treasury De- 


i partment, transmitting a report of the First Comp- į; 


troljer, showing the contracts made by that De- 


pagiment daring the year 1851; which was laid : 
“upon the table and ordered to be printed. 


Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 


| partment, transmitting a communication from the ii 


Secretary of the Interior, accompanied by Mr. 
Downing’s estimates, therein referred to. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Estimates of that kind have 


usually gone to the Committee of Ways and | 
Means. A few days since, however, a communi- |! 


cation from the President of the United States 


upon the same subject, was, by a vote of the; 
: House, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds. 


The communication was referred to the Com- : 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Navy Depart- 
ment, transmitting, for Ute use of the House, 


2: which was laid upon the table, and 


year 18: 


i 


Also, a communication from the Department o 


the Interior, transmitting a statement prepared by | 
ii the Commissioner of the General Land Ojfice, of 
i all the facts in relation to the t 


itle 
Ohio, with the opinion of the Attorney General 
thereon; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered io be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Post Offic 


Department, transmitting estimates of the reve- !: 


nues and expenditures of that Department for the 
quarter ending September 30, 1851, showir 
the amount received for postages collected and 
postage stamps sold during that quarter, was 
$1,314,286 27; | 
to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings, transmitting his a 


Post 


annual re- 


us 


It iseentirely © 


If this document refers to j 


Then it should be referred to | 


s of the Navy Register for the ; 
y 
fii 


of certain tracts ©. 
i of land in the Symmes patent, in the State of 


r that i! 


which communication was referred i 
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port; which was referred to the Committee on 
: Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to. be 
į printed. ; eee 

| Also, a communication from the Governor of 
© Pennsylvania, transmitting resolutions-of the Le- 
. gislature of that State relative to the bridge over 
the Ohio river, at Wheeling; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to 
: be printed, ; 
Also,a communication and sundry papers rela- 
: tive to Samuel Barker’s patent and premium paying 
‘machine for pitching and painting the seams of 
; Vessels; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 


Also, a communication from Louis Kossuth, 
“returning his thanks to the Government and Con- 
gress of the United States for the treatment he had 
: received at their hands. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move that it 

be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

' {Laughter.] 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
i; He upon the table, and be printed. 

Mr. EVANS. Iintend to speak one hour upon 
the proposition to print. 

Pending the motion of Mr. Srepnzns, and upon 
the motion of f ' 

Mr. TOOMBS, the House, according to order, 
adjourned until Tuesday next at 12 o'clock, m. 


PETITIONS, 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees i 
i) By Mr. SCURRMERNORN: The remonstrance of 166 
j citizens of the city of ster, New York, against the 
) further extension of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. BOYD, of New York: The remonstrance of 82 
‘citizens of Washington county, New York, against the fur- 
| ther extension of the Woodworth patent. 
| By Mr. ROW, of New York: The petition of 278 citi- 
1i gens of the State of New York, for an appropriation to int- 
‘| prove the harbor of Litte Sodus Bay. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of the State of New 

| York for same object. 
By Mr. MACE: ‘Phe memorial of the citizens of Lafay- 
ette, Indiana, signed by A. 8. White, as President of the 

; mesing, and J. F. Bingham, Secretary, asking fora grant 

of land to the State of Indiana, Minois, and Lowa, to con- 
ji struct the Lafayette, Peoria, and Burlington Railroad. 

: By Mr. MUILLER: A memorial of sundry citizens of 
: New Mexico, in relation to the revenue laws of that Ter- 
i vitory, and praying relict k: 

By Mr. WELLES: Two remonstrances by citizens of 
Montgomery county, New York, against the extension of 
the Woodworth patent. 

ty Mr. EDGERTON : Memorials of the assistant mar- 
shals of Priton and Patnam counties, Ohio, tor additional 
compensation vor faking the census. 

DOTY : She memorial of tie Rock county, Wis- 

1, Agricultural Society, in favor of establishing an 

cultural TATE i 

Also, a petion or citizens of Appleton, Wiscansin, for a 
grant of land t d the Rock River Valley Raijroad Com- 
1) pany to construct a road trom Chicago to Lake Superior. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Cass, Fried. Seifer, and 
otiier settiers on the Menomnonce Tract, for a preémption 
| of two years, &e. : A 

Also, the petition of D. Lamb, C. Ta Fisher, L, S. War- 
ren, and oihers, for a mail route from Ceresco, Dartford, 
Princeton, Unirisville, Westfield, &¢., to Prairie La 
Cr 


T move that it 


ŞC. 


Mr. GAYLORD: Tbe petition of John Finnur, 
© Matthew seovill, and 4 Clymer, assistant marshals 
‘for taking the Seventh s in Ohio, asking additional 
; compensation, 

By Mr G 
thew seov 
‘taking the 


of John Timms, Mat- 
n assistant marshals, for 
hio, asking additional com- 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, February 23, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burier 
PETITIONS. 

| Mr. WADE presented the memorials of A. 
Simpson, James S. Hume, Gilbert Ashby, John 
Wildbuhar, Josiah F. Price, Witilam M. Baker, 
and S. G. Bigelow, assistant marshals fer taking 
ithe Seventh Consus in Ohio, praying additional 
‘compensation; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 
> Mr. SEWARD presented a pe 
of Western Pennsyivania, (Pittsburg and vicinity,) 
asking Congress to declare their recognition of the 
law against forcible mtervention in the internal 
: rs of other Governments, and to prevent its 
infraction; which was ordered to be laid on the 
table. 

Mi. BADGER of 
; Haynes Lennon, assistant marshal of Columbus. 
ij county, North Carolina, asking additional com- 


j tuon of citizens 


Lo 
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pensation’ for taking the Seventh. Census; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. - 
:Mr. SOULE presented. a resolution of thej 
Legislature of Louisiana, in favor of the establish- 
ment of a naval depét and navy-yard at New Or- || 
leans; which was ordered to-be laid on thetable. | 
Also, a:resolution of the Legislature of Louis- 
iana, in favor of the establishment of a post office 
in that part of the parish of Assumption lying on 
Grand river, and on the mail route between Don- 
aldsonville and Opelousas; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. BRODHEAD,presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, in relation, to the 
harbors on the Delaware river and bay; which 
were referred to. the. Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Also, a resolution of the Pennsylvania State || 


Agricultural Society, praying the establishment of 
an Agricultural Bureau; which was referred to the 
Cominitiee on Agriculture. 

Also, two memorials of citizens of Schuylkill | 
county, Pennsylvania, praying a modification of } 
the tariff of 1846, and an increase of the duty on 
iron; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Also, a petition of inhabitants of Pennsylvania, 
praying that the transportation of the mail on 
Sunday may be prohibited by law; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, 
praying an extension of Woodworth’s patent for | 
a planing machine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against an extension of a patent 
granted to Austin and Zebulon Parker for im- 
provements upon water-wheels; which were re- 
noed to the Committee on Patents and the Patent | 

ice. 


Also, two petitions of citizens of Montgomery || 


county, Pennsylvania, praying a modification of 
the bounty land law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Northampton, 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against an extension 
of Woodworth’s patent for a planing machine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Mr. CHASE presented six memorials of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
the State of Ohio, praying additional compensa- 
tion; which were referred to the Commiltee of | 
Claims. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Ohio, praying | 
that the transportation of the mails on Sunday may 
be prohibited by law; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, five petitions of citizens of Cleveland and 
Ohio City, Ohio, praying the construction of a | 
ship-canal around the Sault Ste. Marie; which 
were ordered to be laid on the table. i 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying the construction of another canal around ! 
the Falls of the Ohio river; which was referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


Feb. 24, 


Mr. FISH presented a memorial of the New 


“York Chamber of Commerce, praying for the im- 
| mediate removal of the United States Mint from 


Philadelphia to New York; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. < -< 

A motion by Mr. FISH- that the memorial. be 
printed, was referred tothe Committee on Printing. 

Mr. NORRIS presented a memorial of assistant 
marshals for taking the Seventh: Census in Hills- 
borough county, New Hampshire, praying addi- 
tional compensation; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. a : 

Mr. JAMES submitted a communication from 
Albert C. Greene and others, of Providence, Rhode 
Island, in relation to an increase of the salary of the 
United States district judge for that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the memorial of John 
i McVey, reported a bill for his relief; which was 
read and passed to the second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Thompson Hutchin- 

i son, submitted a report, accompanied by 4 bill for 
his relief; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Elizabeth Jones, re- 
ported a*bill for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, and 
the other children (if any) of John Carr; which 
was read and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives for the relief of John W. Robinson, reported 
it back without amendment. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petitions of Mary S. 
Wetmore and the widow of Lieutenant Colonel 

| Æneas McKay, reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the memorial of John 
Jackson, Joseph Pineau, and Louis A. S. Smith, 
submitted a report accompanied by a bill for their 
relief; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill to repeal the provision in the 
act entitled ‘ An act making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the 30th June, 1852, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1851, relating 
to the salaries of the officers of the Territories Of 
the United States, reported it back with an-amend- 
ment. * 

He also, from the same committee, to which, 
was referred the memorial of citizens of Philadcl- 
phia, relative to the importation of foreign paupers, 
felons, and convicts, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration thereof; which was agreed 
to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of the inhabitants of 
Rhode Island, for the liberation of Drayton and 
Sayres, asked to be discharged from the further 


Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of Gouldsborough, Maine, praying that buoys 


i 
l 


may be placed at the entrance of the harbors of |! 


West Gouldsborough and East Sullivan; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented seven memorials of as- |! 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in | 
Indiana, praying additional compensation; which | 
were referred to the Committee of Claims. Hi 

Also, the memorial of Abraham K. Moore and į 


about one hundred inhabitants of Indiana, pray- |i 
ing the establishment of a mail route from Ha- |! 
gerstown to Macksville, in that State; which was | 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. Hi 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of || 
Chandler C. Yonge, late district attorney for the | 
northern district. of: Florida, praying payment for I 
official services duly allowed by the district court, i 
but for which payment is suspended at the Treas- |: 
ury Department because ofa defect in existing i 
laws to authorize the same; which was referred to i 
the Committee on the Judiciary. i 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Christopher i 
Hillary, an officer in the army of the Revolution, | 
praying commutation pay; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Military Afairs. ji 


consideration thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the memorial of 
Benjamin S. Roberts, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration thereof, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial | 
of the Mayor and Common Council of Chicago, 


‘asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to | 


Hlinois, submitted a report accompanied by a bill, | 
to authorize them to excavate a portion of the pub- | 
lic reservation at that place, with a view to the 
improvement of the navigation of the Chicago river; | 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, 


regulate the terms of the district court of the 
United States in the district of Iowa; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


RESOLUTIONS AGREED TO. 
_ Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration; which was agreed to: 


Resolved; That the: Secretary of War report to the Sen- 
ate the amount which has been paid to officers of the Army, 
on account of double. rations, during. the year ending July 
1, 1851. : a + 


Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration; which was agreéd to: 
. Resolved, That the Secretary of War report to the Sen- 
ate the amount paid to officers holding brevet commissions, 
above the amount of their pay in the line, under the provis- 
ions of section 2 of the act approved April 16, 1818, during 
the year ending July 5, 1851. 

Mr. JAMES submitted the following resolution 
for consideration; which was agreed.to: ` 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 
into the expediency. of increasing the salary of the judge of 
the district of Rhode Island. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into tbe expediency of increasing the 
salary of the district judge of the United States for the 
northern district of Florida. 


BILL PASSED. 


The engrossed bill for the relief of Mrs. E. A. 
McNeill, widow of the late General John McNeill, 
was read a third time, and passed. 


WASHINGTON’S BIRTH DAY.. 


Mr. CLEMENS observed, early in the day, 
that it had been the custom to pay some respect to 
the memory of Washington on the occasion of 
his birth day. On Friday last the Senate neglect- 
ed to pass any resolution for its observance, and 
he therefore now suggested an adjournment. 
~ It was, however, desired by several Senators 
first to dispose of the morning business; and that 
having been done, the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 24, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burner. 
PETITIONS. 


Mr. WADE presented two memorials of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
the State of Ohio, praying additional compensa- 
tion; which were referred to the Committee of 
Claims. E 

Mr. RUSK presented a memorial of John. W. 
Bunton, and a memorial of Margaret P. Hallett, 
administratrix of John Hallet, deceased, praying 
the appointment of a tribunal to review the decis- 
ions of the late Board of Commissioners for the 
settlement of claims of American citizens against 
Mexico; which were referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Also, the petition of Julius A. Pratt, praying 
that he may be employed to clear out the river 
San Antonio, in Texas; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Also, the memorial of John B. Boyle, complain- 
ing of the mal-administration of the postal system 
in the United States, and proposing a remedy; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SMITH presented a memorial of the assist- 
ant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
Fairfield county, Connecticut, praying additional 
compensation; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

Mr. COOPER presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against an 
extension of the patent granted to Austin and 
Zebulon Parker for improvements in water-wheels; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Also, three memorials of citizens of Philadelphia 
county, and a memorial of citizens of Lancaster 
county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against an 
extension of the patent granted to W. W. Wood- 
worth for a planing machine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, 
praying an extension of Woodworth’s patent for 
a planing machine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, two memorials of citizens of Schuylkill 
county, Pennsylvania, praying a modification of 
the tariff; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Also, a petition of journeymen cigar-makers, of 
Lancaster, Pennsylvania, praying an increase of 
the duties on cigars; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


1852. 


Also, six memorials of inhabitants of Pennsyl- | 
vania, praying that the transportation of the mails 
on Sunday may be prohibited by law; which were 
xeferred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads. 

Also, the memorial of William. G. Morehead, | 
late consul ofthe United States at Valparaiso, pray- 
ingcompensation for the time he acted as chargé | 
d’affaires; which was referred to the Committee } 
on Foreign Relations. f 

Also, two memorials of citizens of the western 
part of Pennsylvania, praying the construction of | 
a ship canal around the Sault Ste. Marie; which | 
were referred to the Committee on Roadsand Ca- 
nals. 

Also, the memorial of Mary F. B. Levely, 
widow of Henry Levely, a captain of a private 
armed vessel during the last war with Great Brit- 
ain, praying a pension on account of wounds and 
disabilities received in the service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a memorial of H. G. Helfenstein and 
others, citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that pro- 
vision may be made by law to enable them to re- 
ceive the amount of their claims against Texas at 
the Treasury of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a memorial of the Select and Common 
Councils of the city of Philadelphia, praying the 
erection of artificial harbors in the Delaware river 
and bay; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, in relation to the harbors on the Dela- 
ware river and bay; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. K 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, and New Jersey, praying the construc- 
tion of piers and harbors ‘in the Delaware river | 
and bay; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Catharine Strubing, heir 
of James Deimer, deceased, praying compensation 
for certain lands granted by the British Govern- 
ment to James Deimer and disposed of by the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented a petition of 
citizens of lowa, praying the establishment of a 
mail route from Quasquaton to the county seat of 
Benton county, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. JAMES presented a memorial of engineers } 
of the navy, praying a reorganization of the cgp 
to which they belong; which was referred to th 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A motion by Mr. JAMES that the memorial 
be printed, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. | 

Mr. FELCH presented six memorials of citi- 
zens of Michigan, praying a grant of land to the 
State for the construction of the Oakland and the 
Ottawa railroad; which were referred to the Com- 
mitte on Publie Lands. i 

Also, the petition of Isabella S. Crough, pray- | 
ing that the pay and allowances due her son, 
Michael Doyle, as an officer of the army at the 
time of his death in Mexico, may be paid to his 
legal representatives; which was referred to the 
Corhmittee of Claims. 


Mr. GWIN presented additional evidence in re- | 


lation to the claim of Joseph Hill and Sons; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims; and 
On motion by Mr. G, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the Committee of Claims, 
on the petition of Joseph Hill and Sons, be recommitted to 
the Committee of Claims. 


MEXICAN CLAIMS. 
Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Relations, to ask that that com- || 
mittee may be discharged from the further con- į 
sideration of a number of petitions which I hold | 


in my hand, addressed to the Senate, praying an 
examination or inquiry into the manner in which 
the claims against Mexico were examined and 
treated under the late commission which sat under 


the Mexican treaty. ‘If the Senate will indulge me j 


for a moment, I will state that the petitioners ask 


that the committee, to which were referred these į 


memorials, may have power to prosecute their in- | 


guiries by sending for persons and papers. The 


Committee on Foreign Relations, however, have 
considered it impracticable to conduct their inqui- | 


H 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
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ries in this mode, and, on consulting with gentle- 
men connected with these matters, it seems to be 
acceptable to them that the subject should be re- 
ferred to a select committee. ‘I'he Senator from 


| Louisiana [Mr. Downs] proposed such a refer- 


ence. He is not now present; and unless some 
other gentleman is disposed to move that they be 
referred to a select committee, I will ask that the 
Committee on Foreign Relations be discharged 
from the further consideration of these memorials, 
and move that, for the present, they may be laid 
upon the table. 

The committee was accordingly discharged from 
their further consideration, and it was ordered 
that these memorials be laid upon the table. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. PRATT, it was - 


Ordered, That the petition of the legal representatives of 
Joseph Ford, an officer of the army during the Revolution, 
praying a pension, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

é é o A 

On motion by Mr. SMITH, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of C. Alexander and T. 
Barnard, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, ’ 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy of 6th January, and several 
petitions of officers and seamen of the United States 
Navy, reported a bill providing additional com- 
pensation to officers and men of the navy who 
have served, or are still serving, on the coast of 
California and Mexico, and for other purposes; 
which was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 

‘He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the relief of the heirs of John Jack- 
son, reported the same without amendment. _ 

Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the memorial of Rich- 
ard M. Bouton, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
Lewis Ralston, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof, and that the papers 
relating thereto, which were transmitted to the 
| chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs the 
| 22d January last by the Secretary of the Interior, 
be returned to that Department. It was so or- 
dered. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 

ce and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution 


the Post Office Department in relation to Califor- 
nia and Oregon; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
the guardian of the heirs of the late Major Thomas 
Noel, of the United States Army, praying the 
settlement of his accounts, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill for their relief; which was 
read and passed to the second reading. The re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of the heirs of Chris- 
topher Hillary, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Rufus L. Baker, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which were referred the memorials 
of Benjamin S. Roberts, presented the 12th of 
j January, 1852, and the 11th of February, 1852, 


ation of the same; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred the motion to print the me- 
morial of the Chamber of Commerce of New 
York, presented the 23d instant, relating to the 
removal of the mint from Philadelphia to New 
York, reported that the memorial be not printed; 
and the report was concurred in. oe 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of 


odifying the existing laws for the government of |! 


asked to be discharged from the further consider- | 


Claims, to which were referred the documents re- 
lating to the claim of B. Juan Domercg, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
| Don B. Juan Domercq, a Spanish subject; which 
was read and passed to the second reading.” The 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the 
petition of Gad Humphreys, reported a bill for 
his relief; which was read and passed to the seč- 
ond reading. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to modify the several 
acts regulating the warehousing of imported mer- 
chandise, and fer other purposes. 


| ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. BORLAND by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution; 
which was read, as follows: 

Joint Resolution in relution to the number of electorat 
votes euch State will be entitled to in the presidential 
election of 1852. 

Be it resolved, §c., That the number of electoral votes 
to which each State shall be entitled in the election of Pres- 
ident and Vice President of the United States in 1852, shalt 
be equal to the nuinber of Senators and Representatives to 
which each of said States will be found entitled by the ap- 
portionment under the enumeration of 1850, as provided by 
the act for ‘‘taking the Seventh, and subsequent Cen- 
: suses,”’ approved May 23, 1850. 

The resolution, on the motion of Mr. Bortanp, 
was read a second time, with a view to reference. 

Mr. BORLAND. If it be in order, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I will remark, for a moment, upon the char- 
acter and object of the resolution, before I move 
its reference, 

We have printed, and upon our desks this morn- 
ing, a communication from the President of the 
United States, laying before us a report from the 
Secretary of the Interior, showing why he has 
been unable to perform the duty of making the ap- 
portionment of Representatives upon the basis of 
the new enumeration, as required by the act of 
May 23, 1850; the reason stated being the defec- 
tive returns from the State of California. This 
communication has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. In connection with it, and 
| as a part of the action of the committee and of the 
Senate in regard to the questions it raises, and 
| requires to be settled, I think the declaration con- 
į tained in this resolution is most important-—neces- 
sary, indeed, on account of peculiar circumstances 
to enable the people of the several States to exer- 
| cise the elective franchise in the ensuing presiden- 
| tial election. 
| Thave hesitated to bring this question before 
the Senate, and should not have done so’ but for 
| the magnitude of its interest to all the States, and 
particularly to the State J have been sent here to 
represent; and further, for finding that opposite 
opinions on the. subject are entertained alike | 
thyoughout the country, as indicated by the news- 
paper press, and among the members of this body. 
For myself, I have held from the first but one 
opinion; but as I am always disposed to distrust 
somewhat my own opinions, especially upon ques- 
| tions like this, when I find them not concurred in 
| by gentlemen whose capacity to judge of such 
| questions I greatly respect, and concede to be, in 
| general, greatly superior to my own, I desire this 
| difference of opinion to be decided by the authori- 
: tative action of Congress. 

i In my own opinion—which with some diffi- 

| dence I submit to the Senate—the Constitution, 

| the act of 1792, and the census act of 1850, taken 
together, clearly and certainly establish the posi- 
| tion assumed in my resolution, that the number of 
electoral votes which each State will be entitled 
to give in the ensuing presidential election, will be 
the number of Senators and Representatives to 
which it will be entitled by apportionment under 
| the recent enumeration; that is, that the election 
i will be held and the votes given upon the basis of 
| the census of 1850, and not that of 1840. In sup- 
| port of this opinion I refer to the Constitution, and 
| the legislation under it on this subject. Providing 
| for the census, or enumeration of the people, the 
| 
if 


Constitution prescribes: 

“The actual enumeration shall be made within three. 
| years after the first meeting of the Congress of the United 
| States, and within every subsequent term of ten years, in 
| such manner as they shall by law direct.” —Const. U. S.y 

art. 1, sec. 2. f 


i Until the first actual enumeration, the number 


“the first Wednesday in December, one thousand seven 
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of Representatives was arbitrarily fixed by aspe- 
cial provision; thirty thousand being the minimum 
of population entitling to one, Representative, and |i 
New Hampshire having three, Massachusetts 
eight, &e. te aut , ra i 
For the election of President and Vice President. 
itis provided that— oie ve aon en 
Bach State shall appoint, in such manner as.the Legis- 
lature thereof may. direct, a number of electors equal to the 
whole. number. of Segators and Representatives to which 
the States may be entitled in Congress,” &c.—- Const. U. S., 
art. 2, sec. 1. ` 2 i 
To carry out these provisions of the Constitu- 
tion Congress passed ‘* An act relative to the elec- 
tion of se President and Vice President of the United 
States,’ the first section of whichis as follows: 
“That except in case of an election of a President and 
Vice President of the. United States prior to the ordinary 
period as hereinafter specified, electors shall be appointed 
ineach State for the clection ofa President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States within thirty-four days preceding 


enumeration Shall not have been made prior to the 
election, then the numberof electors shall be the 
same as under the old apportionment. 

This, to my mind, is conclusive of the question. 
Moreover, the uniform practicein all preceding 
presidential elections has. been in accordance with 
this opinion, or;L might, perhaps, with move pro- 
priety, say that my opinion has been based upon 
the Constitution and Laws, as I have quoted them, 
and as they are- elucidated by the uniform practice 
of the Government. ee er í 

I do not think I have overrated the importance 
of this question.’ It certainly involves the highest 
rights and interests of the States—the exercise of 
the elective franchise in the election to the highest 
offices in their gift. To enjoy that right, and exer- | 
| cise that franchise in an effective manner, it is in- 
| dispensable for them to know how many votes 
i they are respectively entitled to. But ‘upon this 
| point, as I have before remarked, there are oppo- | 
| site opinions; some contending that they are to 
i vote under one apportionment, and others ursisting | 


hundred and ninety-two, and within thirty-four days prece- 
ding the first Wednesday in December, in every fourth year 
succeeding the last election, which electors shall be equal.to Ls i 
the number of Senators and Representatives to which the || number of votes they shall give. 1f the old ap- 
several States may, ty dete, a enina a Ene Eime whan he | portionment is to be observed, my own State will | 
TESIEN ONA CE TESLU bi $, Li eae x x ap s 
into office: Provided, always, that whereno apportionment | have but three electoral votes; whereas, under the 
of Representatives shall have been made after any enumer- | new one she will have four. Differences much 
ation at the time of choosing electors, then the number of || oreater than this, with other States, will be made | 
retera ing eeror ina Tea e existing apportionment of || yy the adoption of the one, or the other, appor- | 
is A DES.” ai > . 
i mi tionment. Some States will lose, and others will 


APPROVED, March 1, 1792. y 7 a relati aht iA the electi ; 
; F . gain votes and relative weight in the election, to 
J i + D i ‘ 5 2 
Until 1850; the practice had been to:pass an act, the extent, in several instances, of from three to 


at the end of every ten years, ‘Sto provide for four, and perhaps of five votes 
: mages? eri : i är a > 8.. 
taking the census;”? and subsequently, when the I urge, then, not only the importance of the 


returns of the enumeration, &c., had been re- question itself, but the urgent necessity of dispos- 
ing of it, by early action upon the resolution I| 
have submitted. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONVENTION WITH BRAZIL. 

Mr. MASON. I ask the Senate to take upa | 
joint resolution, which I offered the other day, | 
‘to extend the time of the commission under the 
| convention with Brazil. It is necessary that, if | 
| anything is done in relation to it, it should be | 
| done, at the latest, by the second of March, and į 
that day is now near at hand. i 

The joint resolution was read a second time, | 
i; and considered by the Senate as in Committee of 
lH the Whole. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represeniatives of | 
the United States of America in Congress assembied, That Í 
the act entútled tAn act to carry into effect the Convention 
between the United States and the Emperor of Brazil, of 
the 27th day of January, in the year 1849,” approved March 
20, 1850, shall be aud the same is hereby continued in force 


for the period of nine months from and after the first day, 
of March, in the year 1852. 


Mr. MASON. The necessity for the extension | 


in providing for ‘taking the Seventh and subse- 
quent Censuses,’ it was deemed best, and was 
provided accordingly, in the same bill, for making | 
the apportionment of Representatives—and conse- i 
quently, of presidential electors. Accordingly it || 
was, among the new provisions, enacted: i 


That from and after the 3d day of March, 1853, the 
House of Representatives shall be composed of two hundred | 
and thirty-three members, to be apportioned. among the į; 
several States in the manner directed in the next section of | 
this act. i 

And further: 1 

« Thatso soou ag the nextand each subsequent enumer- 
ation of the inhabitants of the several States, directed by 
the Constitution of the United States to be taken, shall be 
completed and retarned to the office of the Department of | 
the Interior, it shail be the duty of the Sceretary of the Tn- 
terior to asce: t the aggregate representative population 
of the United States, by”? &c., ‘which aggregate population 
he shall divide by the uumber two hundred und thirty-three, 
and the product of such division, rejecting any fracion of aw 
unit, if any such happen to remain, shall be the ratio or 
rile of apportionment of Representatives aniong the several 
States under such enumeration; and the said Secretary og | 
the Department of the Mterior shall then proceed, in the 
same manner, to ascertain the representative population of 
each State and to divide the whote number of the represent- 
ative population of each State by the. ratio already deter- 
mined by him as above directed, and the product of this 
last division shall be the number of representatives appor 


from the Secretary of State, as communicated to i 
us by the President of the United States. There ; 
| 


is a provision in the treaty with Brazil which stip- ; 
ulates that all the claimants against Brazil shall 
have evidence furnished them from that country to 
į establish their claims, if need be; but, from the 
; extent of territory through which that evidence 
i| was to be sought, it was found impracticable to | 
obtain that evidence before the commission would | 
tioned to such State under the then last ennmoration.*? i expire. The Secretary of State consequently rec- | 
[Act for taking the Seventh and subsequent | ommends that the commission should be extended | 
Censuses,” &e., sections 24 and 25. Approved i for nine months; but, on consultation with the i 
March 3, 1850.} i i Senator from Maine, [Mr. Hamry,] and he with | 
I repeat, that from these citations of the Con- i: the commissioner, I have become satisfied that it | 

| 

i 

! 


stitution and Laws, I deduce the opinion that the || would be most expedient not to extend the time 
enumeration of 1850 is the basis of the apportion- ' fF @ period longer than four months; and I move 
ment of Representatives in the next Congress, and | t° amend the resolution by striking out the word 
of electors for the ensuing presidential election | 2i0e,,, in the ninth line, and inserting the word || 
in November next. The act of °92, which I have | 087,” so that it shall read, “ shall be, and șine 
quoted, is specific in its provision that this shal]. S&™e ÎS hereby continued in force for the period of : 


be so. The condition that it prescribes, namely, ` four manths momand after the first day of March, 
“2 in the year 1852. 


that the apportionment under the new enumeration | 2”, P 
; ; "Phe amendment was agreed to, and the joint res- | 


shall have een made prior to the election, is pro- Jo oaa } i 
vided for in the act of 1850, and wil! be fulfilled | tion was reported to the Senate. The amend- | 


by the Seeretary of the Interior, who, by a simple |. ment adopted by the Senate as in Committee of i 
arithmetical computation, will, as soon as the re- | 12€ Whole was concurred in, and the joint resolu- | 
turns shall be complete, ascertain and announce || HOn was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- | 
the apportionment, and that certainly before the | 83 and was subsequently read a third time and | 
election in November next, |! passed. | 


And, as if to make ‘- 3 
“CHARLES G, HUNTE 


this intention and provision the more clear and | ; 
emphatic, the proviso at the close of the section! Mr. CLEMENS submitted the following reso- ` 
lution for consideration: 


makes an express and contrasting provision, that 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affaire be in. l 


in the event that an apportionment under any new ii 


that another apportionment is to determine the į! 


of that commission is shown ina comnzunieation |! 


{ 
1 
i 


structed to. inquire into. the expediency of refunding to 

Charles G. Hunter the amount of losses sustained by him 

while commanding the steamer >‘ Scourge” and the 

schooner “Taney,” for supplies, for: which the proper. 

vouchers were not taken. A Ry . 
» RAILROADS IN. IOWA. 

On the motion of Mr. JONES, of Jowa, the 
Senate resumed the consideration of the bill grant- 
ing the right of way and making a grant of land 
to the State of Iowa in aid ‘of the construction 
of certain railroads in that State. ` 

The pending question was on the amendment 
submitted by the Committee on Publie Lands, as 
a substitute for the entire bill. `- ; 

‘The'amendmeñt was agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD then renewed his amend- 
ment, as an additional section, which, after being 
under discussion for some time, he withdrew a 
few days ago, to facilitate action upon the com- 
mittee’s substitute. 

Mr. GEYER addressed the Senate until the 
usual hour of adjournment; when, without finish- 
ing, he yielded the floor, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, February 24, 1852. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 

The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The first business before the 
House is House bill No. 104, being a bill granting 
the right of way and making a donation of public 
lands to the State of Missouri, to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads therein. The ques- 
tion immediately pending is the motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; upon which question the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. Orr] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkaħsas. I would ask 
the permission of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina to make a report from the Committee on in- 
dian Affairs. I would not make this request if it 
were not for an important matter. 

Mr. ORR. Several days have elapsed since I 
obtained the floor, and I am not disposed to delay 
submitting my remarks any longer. I wish to 
proceed now. I would like to oblige my friend. 

Mr. PHELPS, I ask my friend to allow me 
one moment, that I may modify the amendment 
proposed by me to the amendment of my col- 
league, [Mr. Hau.] 

r. ORR. I haveno objection to yielding for 
that purpose. 

Mr. PHELPS. I make the following modifi- 
ation of my amendment. 

{A copy of this was not obtained. 
ublished hereafter.] 

Mr.ORR. I propose submitting a few remarks 
upon the bill now before the House for considera- 
tion. Ihave examined its provisions with great 
care and attention, and have come to the conclu- 
sion to cast my vote for it. J shall, therefore, 


Prayer 


Tt will be 


j proceed to state briefly the reasons which have 


operated upon my mind in bringing me to that 
conclusion. The first question that is presented 
to the investigation of the House is this: Has the 
Congress the constitutional power to make the 
donations contemplated in this bill? In the Con- 
stitution is the following clause: S 

“ That Congress shall have power to dispose of and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States." 

I suppose that the power conferred by this 
clause upon the Congress of the United States is 
as ample, full, and complete, as any other power 
vested by that instrument in Congress, And the 
only limitation to that power, in my opinion, is 
an implied trust that the Congress, in making 
that disposition of the public lands, shall dispose 
of them in such a manner as most effectually to 
promote the interests of all the States. Now, this 

il proposes to carry ont, as I conceive, the con- 
stitutional power vested in the Congress for dispos- 
ing of the public lands. I do not think Congress 
would have the power to give away all of the pub- 
lic lands; for in that way the Government would 
not be carrying out this implied trust. By virtue 


| of her right as the proprietor of the public domain, 
i the Government has the right to give away one 


half of the public lands, that the remaiming half may 
be enhanced in value. Is not that a sound prin- 
ciple? Is it not a correct principle? 1 do not 


@ 
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design entering into an elaborate constitutional ar- 
gument upon this subject; but I will quote some 
authorities which may satisfy the minds-of gentle- 
men who doubt upon this point, which are more 
concise and infinitely better than any argument 
which I might make. To them I desire to call the 
attention especially of the members from the old 
States who seem to be prejudiced against this bill, 
because, forsooth, it does not provide for giving 
lands to the old States. The first authority is that 
of Mr. Calhoun. I deed notsay, Mr. Speaker, 
that that authority with me, perhaps has more 
weight than the authority of any other statesman 


“ As far as the Michigan bill was concerned, he under- 
stood the principle was simply giving alternate sections of 
the public land for the purpose of enhancing the value of 
the remainder. Upon this point he would say that he had 
not the slightest doubt that the Government not only had 


living or dead. Whether gentlemen agree with 
Mr. Calhoun in his general views, or not, it will 
be conceded by all, I suspect, that he was at leas 
a strict constructionist of the Constitution of the 
United States, and that he was the last man who 
figured in public life who would have been dis- 
posed by his acts to confer upon the General 
Government greater powers than those which the 
Constitution plainly give. In the debate in 1848 
in the Senate, on the bill making a donation of | 
public lands to the State of Hlinois, Mr. Calhoun | 
participated. He said: 

“The question in this case is a very 
We are authorized by the Cons 
public lands. Here is a public improvement, projected 
either by the State, or by individuals in the State through 
which it will pass, and by which the value of the public 
Jands will be enhanced. If, then, it will add to the 
value of our lands, ought we not to contribute to it? Would 
we not, as.individuals, thus act? This is not a novel prin- 
ciple. it has been acted upon for more than twenty years. 
The case of the canal conneeting the Ilinois river with 
Lake Michigan is a striking one. There, alternate sections 
were given to make a canal; and F suppose £ can appeal | 
with confidence to the Senators from that State, whether 
the lauds reserved to the United States were not disposed of 
afterwards readily ? 

“Mr. Bresse, (ia his seat.) Thousands of acres were 
disposed of, which would otherwise never have been sold. 

“Mr. Caroun. { have seldom given a vote the 
result of which gratified me more than the vote which I | 
gave on thatoecasion. T then presided in that chair which | 
you now occupy, and gave the casting vote. I take to my- 
self, therefore, some share in the credit of that magnificent 
improvement. Indeed, I do not think that there isa prin- 
ciple more perfectly clear from doubt than this one It 
does not belong to the category of interial improvements at 
all. It is not a power claimed hy the Government as a: 
government. Jt belongs to the Government as a lauded 
proprietor. And L will add, that it isnot only a right but 
a duty, and an important duty. Now, what has been con- | 
sidered an equitable arrangement between the Government 
and the State which may undertake 


Us simple one. | 
titution to dispose of the 


that the grant of alternate sections was a fair contribution 
on the part of the United States, considered as a proprietor, 
and from which the United States would be a 
gainer. Ituppenrs to me to be an equitable arrangement 3 
and I doubt whether, in any ense, either of a canal or a 
railroad passing through the pubtic 
will not be a gainer. ‘To that extent [am prepared to*go, 
be the road long or short; if it be long, you gain the more; 
ifit be short, you gaia the less: and you contribute in pro- 
portion to your gain.” ‘ 

That is one authority to which I wish especially 


to call the attention of members from the old 
States, who are disposed to raise a constitutional 
question against this. bill. There is another au- 


thority, which I think will beconsidered upon this 


2 


side of the House [Democratic] a very high one, | 


from which I will read. General Cass, in that 
debate, in presenting the reasons why he would 
support the bill, said: 

“This bill does not touch the question of internal im- 
provement at all. It asserts no right onthe part of this Goy- 
ernment fo lay out a road, or to regulate the construction of 
a road. ‘Che Federal Government is a great land-holder; it 


possesses an extensive publie domain; and we inave the | 
power, under the Constitution, to dispose of that domain; ; 


and a very unlimited power it is. The simple question is, 
what disposition we may make of the public lands? Noone 
will contend for the doctrine that we cannot give them 


away to a State. As the Senator from Kentucky has said, | 


every President has signed bills assértiug the principle that 
these lands may be disposed of by the General Government, 
without restriction as to the purpose of such disposition. 
We may bestow them for school purposes, or we may be- 
stow a portion for the purpose of improving the value of the 
rest. What right have you to sit still and see your lands 
growing in value, through the instrumentality of individuals, 
without rendering any aid in furtherance of that object? It 
is the setiloment of the lands that makes them valuable.” 

General Cass subsequently, in the same debate, 
in reply to a constitutional issue made by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, (Mr. Bagby,] in a more 
pointed manner maintained the constitutiongl 
power of Congress te dispose of a portion of the 
public domain to enhance the value of the remain- 
ing portion. He said: 

“I will answer the Senator. The General Government 
has no power to make any railroad or canal through any 
State; but the disposal of a portion of the publie domain to 
raise the value of the rest, is clearly within the power of 
this Governnient.”? 


| tor from Connecticut, as follows: 


a an improvement pass- |! 
ing through the public lands? Long since, it was agreed l! 
very great ji 


ands, the United States ` 


the righi, as proprietor of the public domain, to grant por- 
tions of that domain for such a purpose, but that it was the 
duty of the Government to do so. The Government, in his 
opinion, ought to be ashamed of allowing their lands to be 
enhanced in value by the exertions and at the cost ofa 
State, without contributing in some degree to produce this 
result.” 

On that occasion, Mr. Niles, in reply to these 
: observations, charged Mr. Calhoun with inconsist- 
ency in voting for that bill, and with an abandon- 
ment of bis doctrines upon the subject of internal 
improvement. Mr. Calhoun replied to the Sena- 


i We (Mr. C.) acted now on the principle on which he 
| had acted from the beginning-—-a principle perfectly clear; 
: aud not only was it clearly the right of the Goverument 10 
_ make these grants, but he considered that it was the duty of 
the Government to do so. ‘They did not in so doing act in 


There is no 


nessee (Mr. Jones] would bea valid one. But 
that objection does not exist to this bill. It is a 


I think I have demonstrated that nothing is ab- 


their sovereign capacity. The question of internal im- 
provements was not at all invoived, but simply that of pro- 
prietorship, whether, when anything was done to enhance 
the value of their lands in the vicimty of the works, they 
were not called on and bound in good faith to contribute 
something as the proprietors. 

He said, further: ; 

& But, in this, and in all cases where a road passed 
{rough the public lands, and application was made when 
the work had been commenced, and there was a reasonable 
probability that the value of the public lands would be cn- 
hanced, he was in favor of contributing largely, and in so 
doing he abandoned no principle. As far as he could judge 
of the localities, the canal would be of vast importance. 
The lands iutermediate between the termini would be 
greatly increased in value. As to the railroad he could not 
express any opinion, but was desirous to see it completed, 
and for that purpose was willing to grant the desired appro- 
wiation, on condition only that the Government should 
nave the use of it when required for the conveyance of 
stores and troops.”? 

Tt appears that explanation did not satisfy Mr. 
Niles, and he expressed the conviction that’ there 

$ dri $ 
was no difference at all between voting for the 
Cumberland road and for giving alternate sections 
‘ of the public lands, Mr. Calhoun replies: 

“Mr. C. remarked, in reply, that ifthe gentleman could 
not see a distinction between the case of the Cumberland : 
road—a work undertaken by the General Governainent—and : 
the case in which the Government, in its proprietary char- 
: acter, contributes to works undertaken by States or indi- 

viduals, he (Mr. €.) could oniy express his regret. To him 


In the one case there was an exercise of the right of sov 
ereignty, in tae other simply that of ownership.?? 

If I should conclude, Mr. Speaker, to write out 
the remarks which [ am submitting, I will perhaps 
incorporate some other authorities. At present, I 
will not trouble the House by reading any more 
authorities with reference to that point. Thede- 


I understand, by the Republican or’ Democratic 
party, is that where the Government appropriates | 
money out of the Public Treasury for the purpose | 
of building roads, or coustracting canals in certain i 
localities. In the first place, it is said, and said, I 
believe, truly, that Congress has no right to levy 
money upon the people of the United States, for 
ithe purpose of constructing such works. 
power is not granted by the Constitution. 
ceding even that the Government possesged the 


of it, wouid be that you levy money indiscrimi- 
nately, all over the country, upon all of the citi 
zens, and in constructing these works of internal - 
improvement, you benefit sections only.. Thead- ; 
i| vantage would be local merely. Certain portions 
of the country would be favored, and others would | 
not; and it is, therefore, best to leave the construc- 
tion of these works with the States, who will take 
care of their own interests in the premises. Their 
citizens will be taxed for the construction of those 
i works, and they wil receive the benefit accruing 
by the taxation for that purpose. But does this | 
case come within that principle? T think one gen- 
tleman, at the opening of this debate, intimated 


| that this bill washable to all of the objections which 


i 


| 
i 
j 
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i the difference was as great as that between night and day. |! 


scription of internal improvements objected to, as ;i 


i cratic. 
That °: 
Con- |; 
n [Mr. Jones] does injustice to his own party when 
power, one of the strong objections, and to my į 


| Vhe fest advantage is this. 


i: road for which this identical Lill 


il 


mind an insuperable objection against the exercise |: 


stracted from the Treasury by the grants for the 
construction of these works, and that all the re- 
sources out of which and from which the funds are 
| to come into the Treasury, are not reduced. If 
| this is so, how can it be charged that itis involving 
the Government of the United States in a system 
of internal improvements, which has been warred 
| against by the Republican or Democratic party 
throughout all time. My friend from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jones] also in the same speech intimated that 
it was clearly anti-Demoeratic, as well as uncon- 
Stitutional.. What are the facts? Almost every 
single one of the present heads, or what are called 
leaders, of the Democratic party, have supported 
bills identical with this billin principle, without 
an exception scarcely. 

I believe Mr. Polk, while he was a member of 
Congress here in 1828, voted for a bill similar to 
this, to aid in the construction of canals. Mr. 
McDuffie voted for such bills, as you have already 
heard from some of the gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me in this debate. General Cass, Mr. 
Douglas, Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, Mr. Cal- 
houn, and Mr. Houston, in fact the whole of 
those who are now or were heretofore looked up to 


| as the leaders of the Democratic party, have ad- 


vocated and supported bills identical in principle 
; with the bill now upon your table. It is not, 
therefore, anti-Democratic. You may take the 


j; Vote by which the Illinois bill passed the Senate, 


or the vote by which the Mississippi bill passed, 
and you will find that a majority of the Demo- 
crats voted for it. Upon the Mississippi bill there 
were but eight Senators of the entire Senate who 
voted against the passage of the bill. T think I shall 
be able to show that this bill as reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands is infinitely a better 
bill for this Government than the Mississippi bill. 
F will show when Icome to speak of the bill itself, 
that itis not to be scouted from this Hall, first, 
either upon the plea that it is unconstitutional, or 
econd, that it is anti-Republican or anti-Demo- 
I do not think that either of these pre- 
texts will be available to drive the bill from this 
Hall,.and [think the gentleman from Tennessee 


he makes an imputation of that sort; for T take it 
that even in this House there is, perhaps, a ma- 
jority of the members of the Democratic party 
who will vote for these bills. 

Having disposed of this constitutional question 
more by authority than by argument, and having 
also disposed of the question of Democracy, I de- 
sire to direct the attention of the House to the ad- 
vantages which is to result to the Government from 
_ the passage of the bill. 

What advantage will the Government derive? 

t will bring lands 
into market which have been exposed to sale, and 
have not found a purchaser for thirty years. The 
rovides, passes 

` through a portion of Missouri, ane through publie 
lands, that have been subject to sale and entry 


ii had been urged against the Government embarking |, from fifteen to twenty-five years. Those lands 
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have not been .sold, and why? : Because they are 

Situated so remote from market, so remote from | 
navigable waters, so remote from all the conve- 

niencies of life, so remote from timber—for a large 

portion of the land consists of prairies—that per- 

sons have been deterred from occupying and set- 

tling them. _ Give them the facilities-of a railroad; 

give them ‘the opportunity of: bringing timber to 

these prairies; give them facilities for sending: off 

produce to market, and: you will find those lands 

that have been reserved to this Government selling 

rapidly at $2 50 per acre, when they have remained 

now: in market for twenty years, not bringing a 
dollar and a quarter per-acre. f 

This Missouri bill provides for donating alter- 
nate sections of the public lands between the į 
towns of Hannibal, on the Mississippi river, and 
St. Joseph, tipon the Missouri river, lying for 
thirty miles west of the Mississippi, and for about 
the same'distance east of the Missouri. All the 
public lands have been taken up, so that, although 
the line of railroad. is a very long one, yet there 
are sixty miles of that distance where the company 
-will not receive an acre of land. The settlements 
there go to illustrate the truth of the theory which 
I laid down, that when settlers are brought within 
convenient distances of navigable rivers or of rail- 
roads, the public lands are taken up. Where 
these facilities are not convenient, the public lands 
lie idle—are of no sort of use to the States, Gen- 
eral Government, or any person. In many regions 
of the country there are public lands, as I have 
already stated, which have been exposed to sale 
for many years for $1 25 an acre, but remain un- 
sold, and will remain unsold for fifty years to come, 
unless improvements of this kind are projected 
and the lands brought into market. 

I might speak of the lands in Florida, The 
Committee on Public Lands will report a bill for | 
the purpose of constructing a railroad there, ex- | 
tending from eighty to one hundred miles in 


length, where there are no settlements at all. In | 
my own State, a railroad was constructed from ; 
Charleston to Hamburg, passing through a pine | 
country, where the land was not worth more than | 
from ten to fifty cents per acre. These lands rarely | 
found a purchaser because they were valuable only | 
as a range. Since the construction of that road, the | 
lands have increased in value all along the line of | 
the road from ten cents per acre to $2 50 and $5 00 | 
eracre. It is not for the purpose of cultivation, 
ut on account of the valuable timber lying along 
the road, and within the means of transporting 
the turpentine which these forests may afford, that 
the lands have risen so much in value. I under- 
take to say that in Florida, the description of lands | 
of which I have been speaking, will remain unen- | 
tered for one hundred years, unless some publicim- 
provement of this nature is projected and carried | 
out. The Government, then, by making these do- | 
nations, not only benefits the States or the railroad 
companies, but it also benefits itself, and it brings | 
hundreds of thousands of dollars into your Treas- | 
ury, which otherwise would not be derived from | 
the lands, [suspect when you goto the West | 
zo will find in many places valuable and fertile | 
ands, capable of producing wheat and corn and ; 
cotton, which are not entered at $125 per acre. | 
And why? Because they have not facilities for 
market. Theincrease in value of land in the new | 
States, consequent upon the construction of works | 
of internal improvement, will be greater than in the | 
old States. And why? Becanse the land of the | 
new States is better, the soil more fertile, and | 
consequently the production greater. Itis a virgin | 
soil—better than that of the Atlantic slope. Ido | 
not believe, from all my knowledge of geography, | 
that there is a country upon the face of the earth 
that has such an extent ef rich lands as the Mis- | 
_ Sissippi valley—lands that will produce from a} 
thousand to fifteen hundred pounds of cotton per | 
acre, and from sixty to seventy bushels of corn. | 
H 
| 


Give the cotton planter, or, for instance, give the 
farmer facilities for market, and is he not better | 
able to pay $2 50 per acre than he would $1 25 | 
for land which was forty or fifty miles from mar- | 
ket, and where his corn would not be worth more | 
than five or ten centsa bushel? The committee have | 
assumed, in framing this bill, that, as a general rule, | 
the lands lying within six miles on both sides of | 

a railroad will certainly increase in value 100 per | 

cent, I think I can bring some testimony here it 
which might satisfy the gentleman from Georgia 
{Mr. Toomes] that the construction of railroads 


j shall be carried. That is one great point gained. 


increase the price of lands, and that greatly. I 
desire to.state, (and if I do not state the fact. cor- 
rectly I hope the gentleman will correct me,) that 
in the Cherokee country, a region that twelve 
years ago had no facilities for market at all, their 
com was not worth more.than ten or twelve cents 
per bushel... Since that time they have constructed 
a.road there; and in a conversation with an: intel- 
ligent gentleman from: that country a day or-two 
ago, he said to me, that the:lands had increased in. 
value along the line of that road, for thirty miles 
on both sides, from 100 to 2,000 per cent. The 
committee assumed that land lying along the lines 
‘of these roads for six miles would certainly in- 
crease in value 100 per cent. In many instances, 
I have no doubt it will greatly exceed 100 per 
cent. and reach 500 per cent., and in some cases 
reach even 1,000 per cent. But six miles is as- 
sumed by the committee as the distance upon the | 
average on either side, and that the increase in 
value will at Jeast reach 100 percent. I think the 
settlers in the new States ought to be liberally | 
treated by this Government, for it requires a bold 
and enterprising man to give up and renounce all 
the conveniences and luxuries to be met with in 
the old States—to take leave of the home of his 
childhood, the friends of his youth and maturer 
years, to plunge into a western forest. All this 
requires courage and enterprise. These people 
deserve liberal treatment from the Government, 
and are especially entitled to receive it, when the 
Government does not injure itself or the other 
States of the Confederacy by extending it. They 
have but little capital there, and that is one reason 
why these: donations should be made. When 
persons emigrate to the West or Southwest, as a 
general rule, all the capital they carry with them 
is their industry and enterprise. If you give them 
these lands so as to enable them to purchase iron 
for the construction of roads to be realized by a | 
sale of the land, their industry willaccomplish the 
balance, and they will benefit themselves and you. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a few rẹ- 
marks upon some of the details of this bill. It is 
provided that where the lands have been taken up 
within the six miles by entry, the company shall 
be allowed to go a distance of fifteen miles for the 
purpose of making up this quota. Well, that 
feature, I am free to acknowledge, did not meet 


serious objection to it that would have led me to 
vote against the bill. The Government is amply 
compensated by allowing this extension from six 
to fifteen miles. In the first place, it is provided 
that the mails shall be carried over these roads, 
not at such prices as the company and the Gov- 
ernment shall agree upon, but at such price as 
Congress shall fix—leaving it absolutely under 
the control of Congress. I suppose every gentle- 
man on this floor familiar with the operations of 
the Post Office Department, knows the difficulties 
that are encountered now by the Postmaster Gen- | 
eral in making contracts for carrying the mails 

over the railroads of thecountry. There is scarcely 

a railroad company in the United States that does 

not avail itself of the opportunity presented, to 

extort from the Government larger compensation 

for the transportation of the mails than it is justly | 
entitled to. But by this bill you reserve tu your- 
selves the right to say at what price the mails 


The distance from St. Joseph to Hannibal is about 
two hundred miles, and the cost of transporting a 
heavy mail, being within the first class, over a rail- 
road between those two places would be $300 per 
mile. There would be $60,000 paid out by the 
Government for the transportation of the mails 
over that road for one single year. That is more 
than it is worth, and Congress by adopting this 
policy can apply a corrective, and vote to these 
railroad companies a fair compensation. But there 
is another advantage to the Government in this 
bill which was not included in the Mississippi | 
bill or in the first Minois bill. It is this; the bill 
provides that the troops of the United States shal! 
be transported over these roads throughout all 
time without charge; and also that munitions of 
war, and property of the United States of every 
description, shall be transported free of charge. 
Now look at this Missouri road. It points in 
the very direction which you are compelled to go 
in traveling to Utah, New Mexico, Oregon, and 
California. And let me ask gentlemen, how long 


are you to have an Indian frontier between those | 


my approbation fully, but I have waived any |! 


a 


| does not cost you a farthing. 


remote States and Territories ou the Pacific and 
the western border of Missouri? It will be, per- 
haps, a hundred years before the red man of the 
forest ig exterminated, and during the whole of 
that time it will be necessary for the Government 
to keep up troops and stations upon the frontier 
to guard against the incursions,which these In- 
dians may make. ee a as 
t Now take the transportation of the mails and 
public property over these roads for fifty years 
time, and I venture the assertion that it will pay 
you an interest of thirty per cent. upon every dol- 
lar that you donate to these companies—perhaps 
an interest of fifty per cent. upon every dollar. 
Here let me say, that all the bills that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands have determined to report 
to this House are bills of a national character— 
are bills which, if passed, will be of infinite service 
to this Government in time of peace, in the trans- 
portation of the mails, and in time of war, in the 
transportation of troopsand the munitions of war. 
Well, sir, there is another clause in this bill 
which was in none of the bills previously passed, 
and it is one which should commend itsgif to the 
favorable consideration of all the members of this 
House. It is this: the donation is made, not to 
the companies, but to theState, upon condition that 
the State shall faithfully appropriate the fund tor 
the benefit of the particular companies. But the 
question may. be started, how are you to guard 
against an abuse on the part of the State? _Itmay 
be said, what if the State sells these lands and 
pockets the money. Well, we guard against that 
effectually. We provide in this bill that when 
the road has been surveyed, and the certificate for- 
warded to the Secretary of the Interior, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall order that twenty miles 
of the road may be sold, and when that twenty 
miles has been sold, no other land along the route 
of the road shall be brought into market, or be 
subject to sale until. the Secretary of the Interior 
has a certificate from the Governor of the State 
to which the donation is made, that twenty miles 
of that identical road have been completed. So 
that the only fraud—if the State was disposed to 
ractice fraud, and I hardly suppose that any 
Btate of this Union would do. it—that could be 
practiced, could not extend to a greater amount 
than one hundred and twenty sections of land. 
This bill does not, as some of the bills formerly 
did, establish the relation of debtor and creditor 
between the State and this Government. In the 
bills passed some years ago, it was provided that 
if the State sold the lands and did not construct 
the road, she should refund to the Treasury of 
the United States whatever money shé had re- 
ceived for it. Butin this bill we guard against all 
possibility of fraud, by not allowing the State to 
bring into market more than twenty miles of land 
until twenty miles of the road are completed; then 
twenty miles more may be brought into market, | 
and so on until the whole road is constructed. 
Now, with all these advantages, what good ob- 
jection can exist to making these donations? It 
lt does notabstract 
any revenue from the Federal Treasury. It does 
not reduce the resources of the Treasury at all. 
All experience demonstrates that when you have 
constructed these railroads, the lands through 
which they pass will sell more readily for $2 50 
an acre than they will for $1 25 per acre without 
the railroads. With this view of the case—the 
constitutional difficulties being removed—looking 
to the great advantage which you can do to these 
States, and to the inhabitants of these States— 
looking to the immense boon that you can give to 
them without impoverishing yourselves—I ask, 
what good reason can be given for not passing the 
bill and making the donation? 
We ask that the bill shall be put upon its pas- 
sage now, without going to the Committee of the 
hole on the state of the Union. Those mem- 
bers who are at all familiar with proceedings here 


| know, if I may be allowed to apply a quotation 


that is used upon more solemn occasions, that 
when a bill is sent from this House to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
unless it is a universal favorite or an appropria- 


| tion bill, it has gone to “ that undiscovered country 


from whose bourn no traveler ever returns.’’ 
Every member who has had any experience here 
knows this to be the fact. 

Ihave now, I believe, presented most of the 
views of this matter that I desired to present, and 
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ali I have to say in conclusion is, that I trust the 
House will deal liberally and generously towards 
our fair daughters, of the West, and I have no 
doubt that we shall never have cause to be ashamed 
of or to repudiate them. i 

Mr. WELCH. Would it be in order to offer 
an amendment to the bill now? 

The SPEAKER. It would not, as there is an 
amendment to an amendment already pending. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose it would be in 
order to move to amend by way of substitute? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it 
would not. 4 i 

Mr. WELCH. Then 7 ask the Clerk to read 
the amendment which I send to the desk, and 
which I design to offer at the proper time. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Src. —» And be it further enacted, That for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of a railroad from the said city 
of St. Louis, by way of the city of Cincinnati, and through 
the county of Washington, in the State of Ohio, to Three 
Forks, or some other point in the State of Virginia, on the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, there be and is hereby 
granted to each of the States through which the same shail 
be located, to wit: the States of Ilinois, Lndiana, Ohio, 
and Virginia, the right of way for the same, and also six 
sections of the public lands belonging to the United States, 
and not otherwise appropriated or pledged, for each and 
every mile in length of such road, which shall be located in 
each of said States respectively, to be selected by the Gov- 
ernor of each State, subject to the approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior, and to ‘be disposed of by the Legislatures 
respectively of said States, as provided in the fifth and 
seventh sections of this act, and the proceeds to be applied 
to aid in the construction of said road from St. Louis in 
this section mentioned; which road, as well as the divi- 
dends accruing to said States on stock therein, shall be 
subject to all the provisions aforesaid respecting said roads 
through the State of Missouri. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing the passage of sundry bills by that 
body.] 

Mr. WELCH. I am in favor of this bill, and 
will vote for it whether my amendment be adopted 
or not. 

Mr. FOWLER, (interposing.) I ask the gen- 
tleman to give way for a moment, in order to allow 
“me to give notice of an amendment, which I pro- 
pee to offer as soonas I can have an opportunity. 

desire to give that notice now, because I do not 
know that I shall have another opportunity. I 
ask that itbe read for information. 

The amendment was then read for information 
by the Clerk, as follows: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That there shall be 
granted to the States named in this section, for purposes of 
education and of internal improvement, so much of the 
public domain as is specified for each: that is, to the State 
of Maine, five hundred and cighty-three thousand and torty 
acres; to the State of New Hampshire, three hundred and 
seventeen. thousand seven hundred and sixty acres; to the 
State of Vermont, three hundred and thirteen thousand nine 
hundred and twenty acres; tothe State of Massachusetts, 
rine hundred and ninety-four thousand two hundred and 
forty acres; to the State of Rhode Island, ove hundred and 
forty-seven thousand five hundred and twenty acres; to the 
State of Connecticut, three hundred and seventy thousand 
five hundred and sixty acres; to the State of New York, 


three millions ninety seven thousand two hundred and | 


eighty acres; to the State of New Jersey, four hundred and 
eighty-nine thousand two hundred and eighty acres; to the 


State of Pemsylvania, two millions three hundred and | 


eleven thousand six hundred and eighty acres 5 to the State 
of Delaware, ninety thousand five hundred and sixty acres ; 
to the State of Maryland, five hundred and forty-six thou- 
sand eight hundred and eighty acres; to the State of Vir- 
ginia, one million two hundred and thirty-one thousand six 
hundred and eighty acres; to the State of North Carolina, 
seven hundred and fifty-three thousand two hundred and 
eighty acres; to the State of South Carolina, five hundred 
and fourteen thousand two hundred and forty acres; to the 
State of Georgia, seven hundred and fifty-three thousand 
two hundred and eighty acres; to the State of Tennessee, 
nine hundred and six thousand five hundred and sixty acres; 
and to the State of Kentucky, eight hundred and ninety- 
seven thousand pine hundred and twenty acres; which 
lands so granted shall be loeated in parcels conformably to 
sectional divisions and sub-divisions of not less than three 
hundred and twenty acres in any one location, if so much 
can be had, on any public land, except such to which a 
right of preémption may have attached, or such as is or may 
be reserved from sale by any Jaw of Congress or proclama- 
tion of the President of the United States, which said loca- 
tions may be made at any time after the lands shail have 
been surveyed according to existing laws; and it shall be 
lawful for the Governors of said States respectively, to ap- 
point one or more agents to locate the lands granted as 
aforesaid, for the State of which he is the Governor. 
agents, in making their locations, shall be governed by such 
rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may, 
from time to time, prescribe; and when the lands for each 
State have been Jocated and selected, patents therefor shall 
be issued to the State entitled to the same. 

Sec. 8. And beit further enacted, That the lands granted 
to the States according to the preceding section, shall be 
disposed of by said States respectively, in such manner as 
their respective Legislatures may direct: Provided, however, 
That no portion of said lands shall be sold at less than one 


thorized by a law of the United States, and the net pro- | 
ceeds of the sales of said lands shali be faithfully applied to | 
| 
f 
| 
| 
| 


objects of internal improvement, or to purposes of educa- 
tion, or to both. as the legislatures of the States respectively 
owning the lands granted may direct : Provided, further, 
| That all roads, railways, bridges, canals, and water-courses 
which shall be exclusively built, constructed, or improved | 
by the funds arising from the disposition of said lands, shall į 
| be free for the transportation of the United States mail and f 
munitions of war, and for the passage of their troops, | 
without the payment of any toll whatever. | 
Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That it shall be law- i 
! 
i 


i ful for the agents aforesaid, or any one of them, in select- 
ing lands and making locations for his State, to select and 
locate any of the alternate sections or any part thereof 
which may have been or may hereafter be reserved from i 
sale by any act of Congress granting lands in aid of the con~ i 
struction of any railroad or canal whatever: Provided, | 
however, That in ‘ocating any such section or part of sec- | 
tion, the State for whose benefit it may be selected and fo- | 


cated shall be charged with, and the quantity of land | 
granted to such State shall be diminished by double the | 
quantity of acres contained in the reserved section or part | 
of section thus selected and located. Nothing in the three | 
last sections contained shali authorize the location of any 
| lands granted by them or either of them, within the limits 
of the State of California or the Territories of New Mexico, 
; Utah, or Oregon. } 


Mr. F. said: I hope to have an opportunity to 
offer this amendment, when I will endeavor to 
show the justice and propriety of it. 

Mr. WELCH. I should ‘be glad to have the 
attention of the House for a short time; and I will 
promise to occupy only a few moments in expla- 
nation of the amendment which I have sent to the 
Chair. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask if the morning hour 
has expired? 

The SPEAKER, It has not yet expired. 

Mr. HOUSTON, If the gentleman would as 
lief speak in the morning hour to-morrow, I ask 
him to give way in order to allow me to move to i 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
ithe Union. | 

Mr. WELCH. If I can have the opportunity 
to speak at.another time I have no objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The morning hour will ex- 
pire in a few moments. I ask, therefore, that the | 
gentlemen from Ohio will give way for me to} 
move to proceed to the business on the Speaker’s | 
table. He will then be entitled to the floor when | 
the business comes up to-morrow morning. } 

Mr. WELCH. 1 will give way with that un- | 
derstanding. : | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the rules! 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself | 
j into Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union upon the-special order. 

The SPEAKER. That motion can only been- | 
i tertained by unanimous consent. f 

Mr. HALL. l object to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The morning hour having : 
not yet expired, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. | 
Wetcu] gives way in order for me to make that i 
motion, and I ask the Chair if the motion is not! 
in order? I do not propose to make it under the | 
rule. I take it for granted that under the rule it | 
is always in order to go into Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union. | 

The SPEAKER. It would be competent for | 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WzLcH] to make ! 
that motion; and the Chair thinks it would be in | 
order for him to yield to the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama [Mr. Houston] to make the same motion. 

Mr. HALL. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio yields i 
| the floor for that purpose, I ask whether he does | 
not yield the floor altogether ? | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, under the : 


H 

H 

| 

i 

| ; 
| rule, he does lose it altogether. i 
| 

i 

f 

| 


Mr. HOUSTON. If that is the effect of the |i 


| motion, I will not take the floor from the gentle- | 
| man. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
| tleman from Ohio cannot yield the floor for that 
| purpose, unless he yields it altogether. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think the practice of the; 


Such i 


House is the other way, but as the morning hour | 
has so nearly expired, I will not consume time in Í 


| the matter. i 
i Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not pro- 
| pose to consume the time of the House for more | 
| than a few minutes for the purpose of explaining | 
| the amendment which I have sent to the Chair, | 
| because I suppose, from the reading of it atthe 
: Clerk’s desk, the House have become possessed , 
of the facts. 

The bill before the House proposes a grant of 


i 
| - . 
| lands to aid in the construction of two railroads 


The amendment which |i 


I have proposed provides for taking up:the one of 
these roads which commences at St. Louis and 
runs to some indefinite terminus upon the western 
boundary of the State of Missouri, and. to con- 
tinue it through the States of Ilinois, Indiana, a. 
part of Ohio, to Cincinnati, and thence to the Ohio 
river, at a point somewhere on the line of Wash- 
ington county, at or near the town of Marietta; 
from thence to the Three Forks, or some other 
point on the line of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road, in the State of Virginia, thus connecting the 
two roads, so that there shall be a continuous line 
of railroads from the city of Baltimore to the ex- 
| treme western line of the State of Missouri. That 
is the character of the amendment whith I pro- 


ii pose, or at least that is the road to aid in the cou- 


struction of which this amendment is intended. 
It is to carry out'the principles of the bill, as ap- 
plied to Missouri railroads, so far as they are 
applicable to this proposed road, through Illinois, 
Indiana, Ohio, and a part of Virginia. That is, 
| it proposes that there shall be granted to each of 
these States, in the first place, the right of way 


j| through the public domain through which the 


proposed road is to be located; and in the next 
place, it proposes not to give alternate sections, 
because there is but a small quantity of the public 
lands through which it passes, nearly all having 
been sold. It proposes, therefore, that there shail 
be granted to each of the States through which it 
passes, respectively, as much of the public lands 
for every mile of the road within her limits as 
shall be equal in amount to the alternate sections 
which it is proposed to grant to the Missouri 
roads by the bill now under consideration; thatis, 
Six square milés or sections to every mile in length 
of the road. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) I desire to 
inquire of the Speaker whether the morning hour 
has yet expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I feel called on by a sense 
of duty, in relation to other measures before the 
House, to move that the House do now proceed 
to the consideration of the business on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. . 


KOSSUTH’S LETTER OF THANKS. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is on the motion to print the communication from 
the President of the United States, transmitting a 
letter of thanks from Louis Kossuth to the Gov- 
ernment and Congress of the United States, upon 
which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans} 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will it bein order forme to 
move to suspend the rules, and go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union upon the 
special order? : 

Mr. EVANS. 
upon this question. 
shall be made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I submit that motion, 

The question was put, and the motion agreed 
to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Oxps in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The special order before 
| the committee is joint resolution No. 1, explana- 
| tory of the act approved September 28, 1850, 
granting bounty land to certain officers and sol- 
| diers who have been in the military service of the 
United States. 

When the committee rose, the question pending 
was on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. BeLL,}] to add two additional - 
sections to the bill—to come in at the end of the 
second section—upon which question tellers had 
been ordered. 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 


1. That the provisions of the act entitled “* An act grant- 
ing bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have 
been engaged in the military service of the United States,” 
passed September 28, 1850, be and are hereby intended to 
and for the service of any non-commissioned officer, musi- 
cian, or private, who engaged to serve for a definite or in- 
definite period of time, and actually did serve some time, 
though less than thirty days in any of said wars enumerated 
in the fi ection of said act, so as to allow to such pérson 
or per: ntitled thereto forty acres. A 

2. That in cases where there is no widow or minor child 
or children entitled under the provisions of. said act, then 

he heirs at law and next of kin shall be entitled to receive 
: the same quantity of land that such deceased commissioned 


I do not wish to lose the floor 
Tam willing that the motion 
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officer, musician, or private, would have Feceived 
been living at the passage of said-act. Shes : 
3. That in the event of the death of such non-commis- į 


sioned officer, musician, or private, who shail have made : 


application for bounty land under the provisions of said act, | 
during the pendency of such application, any warrantissued 
jn the name of auy such deceased applicant, such warrant 


so issued shall not- become void, but shall inure to and for | 
the benefit of those entitled thereto, the ‘Same as if such | 
Gfticer or soldier had been deceased at the passage of said 
act.” i vo 

Messrs; CHANDLER and BRECKENRIDGE were 
appointed tellers. : - 

The, question was then tiken upon the amend 
ment-of Mr. Berr, and the tellers reported—ayes 
55, noes 66. ‘ 

So thie amendment was lost. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
quire at what pint of the bill we now are? 

The CHAIRMAN. The third. section of the 
bill will be read, and then that section will be open 
to amendment. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. I wish to offer the amend- 
ment I hold in my hand, so that it may comeinas 
an additional section at the end of the second sec- 
tion of the bik. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Do 1 understand 
that the first and second sections have been stricken 
out? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The first section was first 
stricken out; and then the second section was 
stricken out, and the second section of the bill re- 
ported by the select committee was inserted in its 
stead. 

Mr. MARSHALL. So I understand, and that | 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. : 
BELL} was not agreed to. é 

The CHAIRMAN, It was notagreed to, as an ; 
additional section. f 

Mr. MARSHALL. It isat this point, then, 
that I desire to offer the amendment which I send 
to the table. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

If any officer or soldier who would, if living, have heen 
entitled to the benefit of the act of Congress, passed Sep- 
tember 28, 1850, shall have died Jeaving no widow surviving , 
hin, the child or children of such officer or soldier shall be 
entitled to the benefit of said acts and if there are no chil- 
dren living, then the father or mother of such officer or sol- 
dier shal} be entitled, or in default of father or mother, the | 
right shall descend to the brothers and sisters of such officer : 
or soldier in as full a manner ay though said soldier or of- 
feer had himself’ received the bounty, any act to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 


Mr. MARSHALL. It is proper that I shonld i 
state frankly. to the committee my object in offer- | 
ing this amendment. It is to extend the sphere of || 
operation of the principle of the act of September |) 
38, 1850.. That act is imperfect, because its 
friends in the Thirty-first Congress. were com- 
pelled to take what they could obtain. 
not obtain much that they would have desired. I | 
bring forward this proposition to test the repre- 
sentation from the country as to the propriety of | 
extending the provisions of that act so as to em- į 
brace the heirs of the deceased soldier. 
decided by the Department of the Interior that if! 
a party has applied to the Pension Bureau for his į 
mounty land—has filed his papers and satisfactory | 
evidence to sustain the application—and then dies | 
prior to the issue of the warrant, a new applica- |) 
tion must be made on the part of his widow, as |] 
the original beneficiary under that law, for that by || 
death his right has lapsed. Jf he has left children, 
some of whom are minors and some adults, the 
minors only will take, and a new application must 
be made in their name to the exclusion of the 


had he 


i 
t 


1 
i 
i 


May Vin-: 


j 


' 
ti 
a 
H 


sf 


lt has been |: 


i practicable to the soldier of later days. 


poverty all their days. Now, the single man 
shall be supposed to have survived the war. He 
returned to his home; and, followed by the plau- 
dits of his neighbors, he entered upon the suctess- 
ful pursuit of business, acquired wealth, married 
in the maturity of life, and.then died, leaving 


to. testify its sense of the patriotism of these sol- 


| diers by passing the bounty: land law, and the act 


of 1850 says to the children of the one, ‘¢ It is true 


| ty-one years of age, and we can do nothing for 
you. ‘Turn now to regard that youth who pos- 


ii gesses fortune and station, and revels in luxury. 


| On him we shall bestow our benefaction, and our 
only-reason is that he is not twenty-one years of age.” 
Is there any sound philosophy in the reason? Fs 


sound reason? The law of this country should 
be equal in its application to whatetcr class it 
touches. f 

This, I know, is considered a gratuiiy; but if 
we mean to extend a gratuity as the meed of hon- 
orable and patriotic service, let it extend to all 
who performed the service. If you would give 
me land because 1 fought your battles, give it to 
my comrade also, who gloriously perished in the 
fight. If he left children to inherit his fame, why 
make a distinction between them. which he never 
would have made, and which the whole scope and 
tendency of our institutions have repudiated? The 
distinction has never been satisfactory to my mind. 
I imagine it was accidental; and { think any other 
supposition would detract from the title of Con- 
gress to intelligence. My amendment rectifies this 
defect, by casting the descent upon the children 
i alike, whether they are minors or adults. 


who served in the war, and have died, who never 
were married, and who left no children surviving. 


' 


j a decrepit father, or brothers and sisters, Shall 


the single men who perished in battle, or who | 


served In your wars, receive no testimonial of the 
country’s gratitude? Sir, it is not for the value of 
the land that these grants are prized so dearly by 
the people. 


will wonder that his services sleep in oblivion 
when you are bestowing largesses for patriotism 


” They did !| upon his more fortunate comrades and their chil- | 


| dren. 
Mr. Chairman, this amendment does not in- 


| necessary, as a matter of convenience in applying 
he act, to stop before we branch into distant col- 


embrace ‘brothers and sisters” of the soldier 
because existing laws have extended the line o 
descent that far in the case of volunteers and reg- 
ulars who served in the Mexican war. 


where existing 
1812, and of 
should be p 


laws stop. 
he wars to which this act refers, 
aced on a footing as nearly equal as 


adulte. Tregard thisas utterly indefensiblein point 
of policy, or even justice. If the soldier has left no | 
widow or minor children, there is no one who, | 
under this construction, can take, even though the : 
. soldier was living when the act of 1850 passed, 
and under its provisions prepared, presented, and 
proved his claim prior to his death. . 
My. Chairman, I have never been able to com- `i 
prehend the soundness of that philosophy which H 
confines the right to take, by descent, to the minor i! 
children of the soldier, The falsity of the prine 


i 
i 
| 


ple may be easily illustrated by a case, I will |) 
suppose two men from the same vicinity to have | 


volunteered in 1812. They march to the seat of | 
war in the same company. One is married, the |! 
other single. ‘The married man leaves a wife and | 
children behind, and in actual battle he perishes in || 
the service. His wife dies, and his orphans are `i 
early turned upon the cold charities of the world, 
to.drift through life. Wanting education, their lot ` 


I do not propose to detain the committee by any 


minor children, upon whom is easta large and val- | 
uable patrimony. A grateful country determines | 


youaré poor; it is true your father died in. the | 
glorious conflict with our foe; it-is true. that we į 
‘| now behold. you in want; but you are over twen- 


the policy sound that is based upon such an un- | 


But it goes further. There were very many men | 


These men may have left a widowed mother, or | 


| clude heirs generally, because I suppose it will be | 


That is } 
the precedent I bave followed, and I have stopped ; 
I think the soldiers of | 
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Your forty acres are scarcely worth || 
thirty dollars. They are prized because the bene- 

faction marks your sense of the patriotic service | 
of the deceased. And, surely, the widowed moth- }; 
er whose gallant son has fallen for his country, | 
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The law of 1850 extends its benėfits first to the 
widow and then to the minor children. Suppose 
you give it to the brothers and sisters of the de- 
ceased soldiers, who, if living, would be entitled 
to its benefits. Perhaps there aré ten of these 
brothers and sisters, and two or. three of them 
have died leaving some five or six or more children 
each. “They must prove, in order to get a forty- 
| acre land warrant, all the heirs entitled under the 
i law—all the brothers and sisters, and all the chil- 

dren of such as are dead. I think this would be 
impracticable, living, as many of them would be, 
indifferent parts of the country, and even when 
they should have established their relationship and 
their title to a warrant for forty, eighty, or even 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, it would not 
be worth the trouble and expense incurred in get- 
ting it. 

Mr. MARSHALL, (interrupting.) Does not 
the gentleman perceive that my amendment does 
| not propose to descend beyond brothers and sis- 
ters? Asa matter of course, if any of them have 


i died, leaving children, those children being in a 


| 
i 
i 
1 
j 
| 
t 
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collateral line, further removed, would be cut off. 
We must stop somewhere. , 

Mr. JONES. Then the gentleman’s amend- 
ment is unjust, and should be rejected on that 
ground. According to thatamendment,:one broth- 
er who happens to live will be entitled to the ben- 
efits, while another. who dies, leaving a number of 
minor children unable to support themselves, 
will not have any of the benefits of this law which 
you intend for the brothers and sisters of the sol- 
diers who have died before they made application 
i for their warrants. Sir, I cannotsee the necessity 
or propriety of extending this law. Perhaps the 


brothers of these men who died were in the ser- 
vice and. received the benefits of the law on their 
own account. 

So far as the heirs are concerned, I think the 
law of 1850 extends sufficiently far, and 1 hope 
the House will vote down the amendment. 1 woul? 
further say, that I think it would be sound policy 
in us to rise and report this bill, and let it lay upon 
the table until the Senate shall have disposed of 


| the House amendment, or ask a committee of 


conference, when the whole subject will be disposed 
of in that manner, and, perhaps, satisfactorily to a 
majority of each House. 

Mr. MEADE, Is it in order to propose an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. MARSHALL?] 

. The CHAIRMAN. [twill be in order. 

Mr. MEADE. [ propose, then, as an amend- 
ment to.add after the word ‘‘died” in the third line, 
the words *‘after the passage of the said act.” I 
understand the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Marsuatt] goes to the extent of 
embracing the heirs generally of all soldiers in the 


war of 1812, and in every war we have had since 


: : i lands: 
remarks impertinent to the amendment I have pro- ; 


posed. [trust that the vote upon it will be a test ii public land already granted to the soldiers, some 


vole—that we shall understand by it whether this - 
committee will extend this bounty land iaw atall, : 


eased at the time of the passage of the act, we at 


limitation upon the extension of that act. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


TLS, 
ne gentleman fr 


The amendment | 
om Kentucky [Mr. Marsan] : 


certainly, at first blush, appears rather reasonable . 


than otherwise. But im practice it will be found 


| wholly impracticable to mete out the benefits of | 


that law to the heirs-at-law of the persons who ' 


are intended to be the beneficiaries of it. Sir, | 


what is the policy of our pension laws where a! 


soldier is killed in actual batte? There the pen- 
ion of half pay for five years is limited to such : 


f his children as shall be under sixteen years of |: 


has been lowly, and they have eaten the bread of | age at the time of his death, or to his widow, if he | 


he same time will indicate by our vote the proper i 


‘the Revolution, up to the presenttime. The prob- 


i as ; ; S 
| laterals. f have drawn the amendment so as to | ability, then, is that for every man enlisted during 


these wars, there will be a warrant for forty, or 
one hundred and sixty acres of Jand, to be taken 
out of the public domain. The bill of 1850 limits 
these warrants to certain classes of soldiers; in the 
first place to those who may be living; in the second 
place to those who have died leaving widows only, 
or infantchildren. Jn that way, probably no more 
than one fourth of the whole number of soldiers 
who enlisted in these wars will receive these bounty 
Now if this House is willing to grant, in 
addition to the ten or fifteen millions of acres of 


thirty or forty millions more, then I will adopt the 


i w ] d amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and that while we provide for those who were de- ;: 


[Mr. MARSHALL. ]} 
But I thought there was an amendment neces- 
sary to the originel bill which was passed in 1850, 


i go as to secure to the heirs generally of those sol- 


ta 


i diers who were living atthe passage of that act, 


these bounty lands, in case they shall have failed 
to secure their warrants before their death. The 
act of 1850 gave to those soldiers who were then 
living, a vested right; and in case they were 
dead, or should be so unfortunate as to die pre- 
vious to the issuing of their warrants, I think 
it right that those lands should have descended 
to their heirs generally, in case they left neither 
a widow nor an infant child. I understand 
that the Secretary of the Interior has given a 
most extraordinary construction to that act, to 
the effect that if a soldier makes his application, 
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and dies before his warrant may. issue—though | 
his death may have preceded the issuing of the 
warrant only twenty-four. hours—the warrant i 
cannot descend to his heirs; a decision involv- 
ing the difficulty hereafter of establishing the fact 
—whenever a soldier shall die,.and there shall 
be found among his papers afterwards a warrant 
issued from the Pension Office—that the death 
took place subsequent to the issuing of the war- 
rant. For, according to the construction placed 
upon the law by the Secretary of the Interior, the 
warrant may have issued from his office the day | 
after the soldier died, when, of course, he knew 
nothing about his death. This construction in- 
volves great difficulty practically, which ought to 
be got rid of by an act declaratory of the act of 
1850. The best mode of getting rid of it, is to 
adopt the amendment which I have proposed, by 
which all those warrants issued to soldiers who 
have died since the passage of 1850, shall be re- | 
garded ag vested estate in the soldier, and to de- 
ascend as any other property to which he may be | 
entitled. i 

Mr. MARSHALL. In my opinion, the adap- | 
tion of the proposition of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Meape] would obstruct rather than 
facilitate the execution of the law, should my 
amendment be accepted by the committee. If you 
limit the class to be provided for by the amend- 
ment to those who have died *‘since the. passage 
of the act,” you at once introduce several discrep- 
ancies into the statute which will give occasion for 
future legislation, besides working immediate in- 
jury. For instance: if you say that the act shall | 
in the first place be confined to those who were 
living at the date of the act of 1850—then I remark, į 
of those it will apply only to such as have made 
eut their claim under the act. Now, take a case 
for illustration. Take two soldiers, of whom one 
died the day before the passage of the act of 1850; 
the other the day after. They were equally meri- 
torious. “Wauld you cut off the children of the 
one and grant to the children of the other? ‘There 
is no propriety in this. I was entirely frank in | 
my remarks when presenting my amendment to | 
your consideration. If the gentleman feels dis- | 
posed to stop this right in the ascending and de- 
scending line from the soldier, he may confine it 
to the children, or he may confine it to the mother 
and the father, excluding the collaterals entirely. 
With the approbation of the House they may 
strike off brothers and sisters, though | shall vote 
against such a motion. ‘hey may strike off the | 
father and mother, but against that I shall also 
vote. Iam not in favor of extending it to the heirs | 
at law generally. I want the bill to pass, and I 
do not want it smothered by amendments which 
will tend to kill it. . ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I first want to ask 
if the law of descent in Kentucky is, if a man die 
feaving no children, but brothers and sisters, and 
some of his brothers and sisters also die leaving | 
children, whether the children of the deceased | 
brothers or sisters do not come in as heirs? 

Mr. MARHSALL. That depends on circum- 
stances. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of 
Mr. Mesane, and it was rejected—there being upon 
a division 23 ayes-—noes not counted. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I propose to offer ; 


the following proviso to the amendment: 


Provided, if any person entitled to bounty land under the 
act af September 28, 1850, shall have died after his appli- 
eaticn and completion of proof, the certificate of land which 
may issue on such application shall descend to his heirs 
and legal representatives generally. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. The object of my 
amendment is of a more limited nature than some 
of those which have been offered for the purpose 
of testing the sense of the House. I desire, if I 
ean have the attention of the Committee, to attract 
their notice to a given state of facts. Hereis a 
young man, for instance, who was entitled to | 
bounty land—who has made his application, made | 
his proof, and who has been to the expense of 
procuring his papers and filing them in the Depart- 
ment, bat owing to the delay incident to the great 


40 


‘number of applications has not yet received his 
The | 
Department has no knowledge officially of that | 


bility in the amendment. 
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warrant. In the meantime he has died. 
death and in due time they take up the application 

consider it, andissue his warrant. In sucha case 
the warrant goes into the hands of the agent. 
What shall be its effect? He has by that act es- 
tablished an inchoate title. If he has survived a 
sufficient length of time to have obtained his certi- 


ficate, located his land, and received his patent for | 


it, then his right is perfect, and it will descend to 
his heirs. 


of cases this House will not think that his heirs 
shall be entitled to the benefit of it. 
more limited than the rule that would allow them 
to come in after his death, and before any prelimi- 
nary steps had been taken.. J will state why my 
attention has been particularly called to this state 
of facts. A number of applications have passed 
through my hands to the Commissioner of Pen- 


The question 1 wish to submit is, that. 
after a man has gone to the extent of making his : 
proof and having his certificate issued, and in | 
the meantime dies, whether in that limited class ' 


This is much | 


sions, as I presume there has through the hands of į 


every member upon this floor. I find inmy hands 


j applications from persons that were personally 


known to myself, who have died, and their heirs 
are now living. Now, where there is an inchoate 
right of title by the act itself, it seems to me to be 
just and fair that his heirs, his minor children if 
he has any, if not—the young men—collaterals 
should have the benefit of the warrant. 1 hope 
my amendment will prevail. 

Mr. WHITE, of Alabama, In the event of 
the estate being insolvent, to whom would the ben- 
efits of the bounty accrue—to the heirs, or the 
creditors of the soldier? 

Mr. FULLER. By my amendment it would 
be regulated by the laws of descent of the State 
where the applicant resided. 

Mr. WHITE. There would be an incompati- 
Now the heirs of an in- 
dividual and his legal representatives are entirely 
different questions; but the laws of descent—— 

Mr. FULLER. If the gentleman will allow 


me one word. Suppose in such acase there were | 


a number of heirs—brothers and sisters—among 


whom to divide theland. It might be difficult to sell | 


the warrant and divide the money. That would 


have to be done through the legal representatives. ; 


Mr. WHITE. There would be no difficulty 
whatever in the event the amendment only extended 
to the heirs-at-law; but I understand the amend- 
ment of the gentleman to be, that it shall descend 
to the heirs at law and to the legal representatives. 
According to the law of the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent, and indeed of every 
other State, the claim of the -creditor always has 
precedence of the claim of the heir. Then, under 
the amendment the gentleman proposes, the credi- 
tor, through the representative, would take the en- 
tire benefit of the law. i 

Mr. FULLER. If the gentleman will allow 
me one moment, I will modify my proposition by 
striking outthe words *‘ and legal heirs generally,” 
so that it will bea benefit to the heirs. 

Mr. WHITE. Then it will bea benefit to the 


heirs. 


While I am upon the floor, I will make one or | 


two remarks in reference to the amendment as 


|| proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 


Marsuauu.] Now, sir, to my mind the amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Kentucky has a de- į 


cided preference to any other amendment which 
has been proposed to this part of the bill. 
why? | 
bounty land to the soldier? It is to reward him. 
For what?) Why, for services done to his coun- 
try. He has merited the gratitude and bounty 


the manifest gratitude of the country to him, 
unless it be by some fault of his own. 


unless we can say the fact of a man’s having died | 


is to be attributed to him as a fault—unless we 
can say that that which is a misfortune shall be 


And: 
What is the object of the law giving | 


lof the Government whenever he has performed | 
service, and I contend that he should never be. 
| excluded from the benefit of a law passed through 


Now, 
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| visited upon him as an iuiquity—it seenis’to: me 
that the intelligence of this House would grant to 
|| him, as nearly as may be done after his death, the 
jj benefit of this law. Tow is.it to be done? . It is 
i| to be done in the mode indicated by nature, and 
|| which has been followed out by our law—that is, 
|| to give the benefits of the law to those to’ whom 
i| he would have probably given it—to those de- 
i| scended from him—in the event that his right had 
become perfect by making his application. under 
the act of 1850. “Well, if we are not to exclude 
the soldier on ‘account of his having died, wh 
the warrant must descend to some one. Shall it 
descend generally, or shall it descend to a partic- 
ular class of persons? I say that it- should 
descend, in accordance with the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, to certain classes, 
and this meets the,objection wHieh was made by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, and it struck me 
that he would see it in his own argument. This 
is not a descent to the heirs generally, but it-is a` 
descent in the first instance to the children gener- 
ally of the soldier, In the next instance, it is. to 
descend to the father or to the mother. In the 
next, to the brothers and sisters. Now, there can 
be no difficulty whatever in carrying out this law, 
and the impracticabilty of the thing, which 
struck the gentleman as an insuperable difficulty, 
is nothing but an impracticability which apper- 
a in all cases of descent. It belongs to our 
aws. 

The question was taken upon Mr. FuLLER’S 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on the amendment of 
Mr. MARSHALL. 

Mr. JOHN W.HOWE. I would ask the gen- 
tileman whether the land would pass to the broth- 
ers and sisters of a half-breed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chat would remind 
| gentlemen that debate is out of order? ` 

Mr. DUNHAM. Can I move an amendment 
now? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis too late to amend af- 
: ter the House has divided. 

Tellers were called for and ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Mar- 
sHALL.’s amendment, (Messrs. Morony and Fow- 
LER acting as tellers,) and resulted—ayes 91, 
noes 34. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I propose to add as an ad- 
ditional section to the one which has now been 
adopted, the fifth section of the bill reported by 
the select committee, 

Mr. TAYLOR. It is so long since we have 
considered this bill in committee that other gentle- 
men seem to be in the same situation with myself, 
and do not know which section of the bill 1s under 
consideration, or what sections have been adopted. 
Will the Chair be kind enough to state the ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The joint resolution of 
|| the House is under consideration. At the former 
sitting, the first section had been -stricken outs . 
then the second section and the second section of 
the bill reported by the select committee was sub- s 
stituted. They have now inserted, as an addi- 
tional amendment, the section proposed by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. MARSHALL] 
|| The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Duxnam] now 
i| proposes to amend by adding as an additional sec- 
|| tion, the fifth section of the bill proposed by the 
i 
| 


select committee, which will be read by the Clerk, 
n as follows: 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That where any com- 
pany, battalion, or regiment, in an organized form, marched 
more than twe niles to the place where they were mus- 
į tered into the ‘ice of the United States, or were dis- 
| charged more than twenty miles from the place where such 
| compitny, battalion, or regiment was organized, in all such 
| cases, in computing the length of service of the officers and 

oldiers of any such company, battalion, or regiment, with 
a view to determine the quantity of land any officer or sol- 
dier is entitled to under said act, approved twenty-eighth of 
| September. eighteen hundred and fifty, there shalt be al- 
| lowed one day for every twenty miles from the place 
i; Where the company, battalion, or regiment was organized, 
to the place where the same was mustered inte the service 
of the United States; and also one day for-every. twenty 
miles from the place where such. company,; battalion, or. 
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imen ‘di ed, to the place where it was organ 
He ratio tosnyrt oie ? ormai to enter the nantes 
: Mr, DUNHAM. It willbe seen the:object of 
the section is to Gbviate thë difficulty suggested by 
the gentleman from Maine, {Mr. Purser.) ` The 
officers have. construed: the bounty tand. law. :to | 
mean, that in casé of the death of-the soldier after | 
liaving made his application and before the war- 
‘issued, the warrant shall not issué 


rant has been i ML ma e 
on such application. . If the ap lication has 


upon s L é 

heat made by the soldier, then the widow, if there 
is one, must ‘come in and make a new application; 
or, if the widow has made the application, the 
warrant cannot issue upon that application, but a 
new application must e.made in order to get a 
warrant for the children.. The object of this sec- 
tion is to remedy that difficulty, and authorize the 
Department to issue the warrants.to the parties 
entitled upon the application which may have been 
filed by the original party, upon proof, as a mat- 
ter of course, of the heirship. They have also 
construed that law to mean, in'a case where the 
warrant has actually issued and has not been lo- 
cated, and the patent has not been issued, if the 
warrantee is dead, the title does not pass to his 
representatives. This section also provides, in- 
stead of such a construction as this, that they shall 
issue a patent to the party entitled if the soldier 
made'the application, and instead.of the warrant 
being returned anda new application being made 
out for the widow, the widow herself shall come 
on'and make the location, or the children may go 
on and perfect the title by taking out the patent 
upon the warrant alreadyissued. I think there is 
no doubt. but what this section ought to be adopt- 
ed, and T think it comes in very appropriately 
after the one offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Marsnaxt,] and ‘which has been 
adopted. If the House are disposed to carry out 
the principle laid down in adopting the proposition | 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, they must adopt 
the amendment I propose, for this follows the 
original bill giving the warrant to the widow, and 
in case of the death of the widow, to the minor 
children, but it goes no further. In order to make 
the bill consistent, it is necessary that the same 
amendment which the gentleman offers should be 
made to this section, and which I shall leave him 
to offer. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I see the 
inconsistency, and I will move to amend the 
amendment, so as to make it consistent. I pro- || 
pose; then, to amend the amendment by striking 
out in the seventh and tenth lines the words “t mi- 
nor heirs” and inserting “ his children, or in case 
there are no children, then to his father or mother, 
or in default of these, to his brothers and sisters.’” 
I offer it in compliance with the suggestions of the 

entleman from Indiana, (Mr. Duniam,]} that it | 
1s necessary in order to make the section he pro- 
poses consistent with the section which the com- 
mittee has just adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask for the read- 
ing of the 40th rule of the House, and let gentle- 
men determine how many are interested in this 
bill by their fathers or brothers. 

The rule was then read, as follows: 


“No member shall vote on any question in the event of 
which he is immediately and particularly interested, or in į 
any case where he was not within the bar of the House 

. when the question was put. And when any member shall | 
ask leave to vote, the Speaker shalt propound to him the | 
“question, ‘ Were you within the bar when your name was 
*ealled 2?” 


Mr. WALSH. Irise to a point of order. I 
voted in the affirmative. I am directly interested, 


and I do not like to vote in violation of the rules || 


of the House. I have already given my vote 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Marswa.1,] and should like to with- 
draw it. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. H is too late for the gen- 
tleman to change his vote. 

‘The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment; and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
MARSHALL. 

_ [MR. DARBY QUALIFIED. 

At this point of the proceedings, Mr. Darsy, |, 
of Missouri, who had been unable to take his seat |! 
in consequence of severe indisposition, was here || 
brought into the Hall in a chair, and had the usual || 
oath to support the Constitution of the United || 
States administered to him by the Speaker.} 

Mr. MEADE. I desire to offer an amendment | 


living. 


| which 


tothe bill, to come in at the end of the amendment 


which has just been. adopted: on the’motion of the 
gentleman from Kentueky. Ps - 

The CHAIRMAN. © That amendment has not 
yet beet agreed to.“ The pote e is on 
ihe. amendment pretposed by the gentleman from 
Indiana; [Mr. Dunnam] = 

“Mr. MEADE then moved to amend Mr. Dun- 
Ham’s amendment, by adding thereto the follow- 
ing: Dog gee 8 eat ETE oie 

Bonit ‘Phat in no-case shall a collateral relation be 
entitled, where there arè any déscéndants ‘of such soldier 


Mr. M. said 
properly belong at: the end of the amendment 
as just been adopted, and which was 
proposed by the gentlenian from Kentucky. ‘The 
entleman from Kentucky did not probably effect 


soldier, for the benefit of his brothers and sisters. 
The amendment proposed by the gentleman, and 
which has been adopted, gives the land, in case 
there are no children, to the father and mother, 
and if there is no father and mother, then to the 
‘brothers: and sisters, But if the soldier has a 
dozen grand-children, they receive nothing. _ 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, (interrupting.) 
I ask the gentleman if it has not been repeatedly 
decided that grand-children come in under the term 
“ children.” 

Mr. MEADE. It maybe so in Kentucky, but 
I assure the gentleman it is not so throughout. the 


cided that where a testator leaves property to his 
children, it is to be divided between the children 
and not the grand-children. I think that if the 
committee intend finally to adopt that clause, it 
should be amended in such a way as to secure the 
land to the descendants of the soldier instead of 
to the collateral heirs. I have offered the amend- 
ment in order to draw the attention of the com- 
mittee to the injustice that would be done if the 
bill should pass in its present shape, and I now 
withdraw the amendment in the hope that the al- 
teration will hereafter be made: 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BRENTON moved to amend Mr. Dux- 
wam’s amendment by striking out the word ‘ ex- 
planatory”’ in the third line, and inserting the 
word ‘* amendatory” in lieu thereof. 

Mr. B. said: I am decidedly in favor of the 
amendment proposed by my colleague, but I 
think it does not meet the case that he intends to 
provide for, and I offer this amendment merely for 
the purpose of making a suggestion to him. I 
suggest to him that he should insert after the 
words “ the passage of this act,” these words, 
“and shall have made his application.”’ 

The object of my colleague, as I understand it, 


having made his application, and having died be- 
fore the issue of the warrant, his widow and chil- 
dren have to make a new application. Now, in 
order to meet that case fully, the amendment I 
have suggested will have to be adopted. 

I am inclined also to think that when the dif- 
ferent amendments which have been adopted shall 
be put together, we shall find a mass of confusion, 
of which some of us will perhaps be ashamed. I 
am clearly of the opinion that in the present state 
of the question—this whole subject having been 
heretofore discgssed here for days—the true pol- 


aside, and await the action of the Senate upon the 
measure which hes already been sent from this 
House. can see no necessity for spending tine 
in going over and over the same ground, when 


this whole question must come up again hereafter. 


! The committee had better rise, lay this subject 
i upon the table, and await the action of the Sen- | 


ate on the other bil. We shall then knew where 
we are, and be able to act understandingly. 

Mr. B. then, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
his amendment. 


Mr. BELL moved to amend Mr, Dunwam’s | 
amendment by striking out all after the words | 


‘¢be it enacted,” and inserting in lieu thereof the |; State } . 
ii this is an amendment, and entitled accordingly. 


following: 


That in the event of the death of a commissioned officer, 
musician, or private, who shal} have made application for 


: hat amendment would more | 


his own object by that amendment. He certainly | 
did not intend to exclude the grand-children of the | 


United States. I know very well it has been de- | 


icy for this committee to pursue is to lay this bill | 


! is to meet a case of this sort, where the soldier |} 


| 
i 
{ 


i 
t 
t 
i 
! 
i 
i 


| 
| 


bounty land under the provisions of said act, during the į 
pendency of such application, any warrant issued in the - 
name of any such deceased applicant, such warrant so ; 


‘issued shall not become void, bat shall inure to and for the 


benefit of those éntitled thereto, the same as if such officer 
or soldier had been deceased at the passage of said act. 


-Mr. B..said: I will simply state to the commit- 


-tee that that amendment: is designed to meet the 


views of the Secretary. of. the Interior, expressed 
in a letter which I have received from- him.: It pro- 
vides that.in the event of the death-of an applicant 


; during the: pendency. of his application, the war- 


rant‘ issued int the name of ‘suid applicant shalt 


i inure to the benefit of those entitled thereto; it does 


not name any particular class of heirs, but leaves 
that dependent on the law. I hope the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Donuam]—who does not seem 
to be in his seat—will see the propriety of adopting 
this as a substitute for his amendment. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was agreed to, 

The question now being upon the amendment 
as amended, , 5 

Mr. BELL. Wil the Chair state the question 
as it now stands? on 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
adoption of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio; as an addition to the fifth section of the bill 
reported by the select committee as amended on 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Beu.] 

Mr. BELL. My motion was to strike out all 
after the enacting clause in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunuam.] 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair did not 
understand the motion of the gentleman. The 
question then is upon thè amendment as amended 
—being, in fact, the améndment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Brit] as a substitute for that of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Donuam.] 

The question was taken, and the amendment as 
amended was agreed to. eo) 

Mr. GAYLORD. Is there a third section to 
the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. There 
yet been reported. 

Mr. GAYLORD. I move to strike out the 
third section of the bill befere the House, and to 
insert the fourth section of the Senate bill. 

The third section was then reported, as follows: 

Sec. 3. And be tt further resolved, That the said offi- 
cers, whether in or out of office at the time of the passage 
of this act, or their legal or personal representatives in case 
of their death, shall be entitled toreceive Crom the Treasury 
of the United States, for similar services heretofore per- 
formed in such cases, an amount equal to the compensation 
provided for by the first section of this act, after deducting 
the amount already received by such officers under the act 
entitled “* An act to require the holders of military land war- 
rants to compensate the land offieers of the United States 
for services łn relation to the Focation of those warrants,” 
approved May 17, 1848: Provided, That no register or 
receiver shall recelve any compensation out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States for past services, who has charged 
and received illegal or exorbitant fees for the location of 
such warrants. 

The fourth section of the Senate bill, which it 
was proposed to substitute for the above, was then: 
read by the Clerk, as follows: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in all cases 
where the militia or volunteers or State troops of any State 
or Territory were called into military Service, and whose 
services have been paid by the United States subsequent to 
the 18th of June, 1812, the officers and soldiers of such 
militia, volunteers, or troops, shall be entitled to- all the 
benefits of the act entitled * An act granting bounty land to 
certain officers and soldiers who have been engaged in the 
military service of the United States,’”approved September 
28, 1850, and shall receive lands for their services according 
to the provisions of said act, upon proofof length of service 
as therein required; and that the last proviso of the ninth 
section of the act of the Hth of Pebraary, 1847, be and the 


same is hereby repealed: Provided, ‘hat nothing herein 
contained shail authorize bounty land to those who have 


is, but it has not 


i} heretofore received or become entitled to the same. 


Mr. LANE. 
ment. "M 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to amend the portion to be stricken out, or 
that to be inserted ? i : 

Mr. LANE. To that to be inserted I move 
the following: . 

Provided; further, That all persons who performed mili- 
tary service in defence of the citizens of the Territory of 
Oregon against the Cayuse Indians, in what is cominonly 
known as the ‘ Cayuse war” of 1847 and 1848, are hereby 
held and declared to have been in the service of the United 
States for all the purposes of this act, and the act to which 


I propose to amend the amend- 


And it is further provided, That ai persons entitled to 
bounty land warrants under the provisions of this act, or of 
the act to which this is an amendment, and who may be 
residents of said Territory of Oregon at the date of the pas- 
sage of this act, shall be entitled and permitted to locate 
their warrants upon any unclaimed lands in said Territory, 


1852:. 
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and that upon such survey and. location patent shail issue f] 
’ therefor as in other cases. 


Mr. L. said: I offer this amendment, because I 
think it ought to be adopted—because I think. the 
people of Oregon have claims upon this Govern- 
ment which can only be paid by the adoption of 
such a provision as Í have proposed to this bill. 
There is no class of cases, in my judgment, more 
meritorious than this, At a time when the Terri- 
tory of Oregon had not more than nine hundred 
voters, and when they could get no assistance 
from the Government of the United States; when 
there had been no troops sent there, and before 
the laws of the country extended over them, the 
Indians made war upon that country. They com- 
menced by killing Dr. Whitcomb, his wife, 
and all about him, and threatened, by a union of 
the tribes in that vicinity, to overrun the entire 
settlements and destroy them. It was thought ne- 
cessary by the provisional government to call out 
the people of that Territory. They turned out. 
almost to a man, and endured all the hardships of a 
sef'vice of nearly nine months, without provisions, 
without supplies, without a commissary, without 
a quartermaster, without clothing, and without 
arms; every one taking up such arms as he could 
get hold of, for the purpose of defending his coun- 
try, and saving the lives’of the women and chil- 
dren in that country. They performed a harder 
service than any volunteers performed in the service 
of this country since the war of the Revolution., 
But there is no law giving them a bounty for that 
service. They are justly entitled toit. I think, if 
this House will ever infuire into this case, and 
understand it—if they will look at the condition 
that country was in at the time to which I allude, 
and the good conduct of the people in defending 
themselves—if they could know of the sufferings 
and hardships that people. endured, they would 
readily, I have no doubt, provide for placing them 
upon the same footing with the other volunteers 
who have served their country. Is there any 
good reason why volunteers, serving in a proper 
and just war for avenging the murders committed 
upon the people of Oregon, should notbe provided 
for the same as the volunteers serving in any other 
portion of the country? I have no doubt about 
this defence; and if the House will understand it— 
if they will understand the nature of the war and 
the service performed by the people of Oregon—I 
believe there is no member here who would hes- 
itate to make this provision. The whole force 
mustered into the service did not exceed five hun- 
dred men, and I think less than that. Now, all 
we ask is, that they may be entitled to the same 
amount of land to which other people are entitled 
who have acted as soldiers in the service of the 
country. We ask, also, that they may have the | 
privilege of locating their Jands in the Territory of | 
Oregon. We do not ask that they may be al- 
lowed to come here, but that they may be allowed 
just what they are entitled to, and the privilege of 
loedling their lands in the Territory of Oregon. | 

Mr. COBB. I want to ask the gentleman a 
question, and it is this: Are the people which the 
gentleman desires to make provision for, citizens 
of Oregon? 

Mr. LANE. They are citizens of Oregon. 

Mr. COBB. It would be with a great deal of 
difficulty that I could be brought to vote against 
anything which the honorable gentleman from | 
Oregon [Mr. Lane] might even ask for. I recol- 
lect distinctly, after I gave a vote a few days ago 
to provide for that gentleman, I was told that. I 
should have to answer for that vote at home. 
Well, sir, if T have to answer for it, let me answer 
for it. I will do justice. 

As to the amendment which the gentleman from 
Oregon proposes to the amendment, I am opposed 
to it. T well recollect, when I was upon the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, we all strove to provide 
bountifully for that Territory, and a provision 
was made giving each settler from onè hundred | 
and sixty to three hundred and twenty acres of; 
land, and even much ‘larger grants than that. I 


: : : | 
am determined, so far as my action goes, to provide í r 
(in a class of soldiers who have not served thirty 


liberally for the people of that Territory, and I am 
willing to vote for anything in the line of reason 
which the gentleman from Oregon asks for; but 
when he proposes an amendment which is to tram- | 
mel the bill, and which I know, whether it is in- 
tended or not, will have the effect to trammel the 
amendment introduced by the gentleman from 
Ohio, which contains a meritorious provision for | 


which the act of 28th September, 1850, was in- 
tended to provide, I cannot go with the gentleman 
thus far. 5 

Mr: Chairman, the proposition of the gentleman 
from Oregon proposes to givego that meritorious 


class of citizens what we have already given, and 
| we have givena much larger amount than he now 


proposes. I will ask that aletter be read from the 
Secretary of the Interior, to show his decision in 
relation to those citizens which we intended to be 
provided for by the bounty land Jaw of 1850: 1 
know what we did intend to do then, the decision 
of the Secretary of the Interior to the contrary not- 
withstanding. I know that we intended to em- 
brace all those individuals who have been engaged 


in service, in the defence of their country, whether | 


in a war declared by the General Government or 
not. Look at the hostilities between this Govern- 
mentand the Creek and Cherokee Indians! Did the 
Government declare war against them? Why, 
sir, the whole of the individuals engaged in the 
war with Mexico would not be considered as ser- 
ving in a regularly declared war. Was war de- 
clared against the Florida Indians? Was war de- 
clared against the Mexican Indians? And yetare 
the soldiers who fought against those Indians in 
the defence of their country, to be denied the ben- 
efit of the bounty land law? $ 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I would like 
to know the exact state of the question. . 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion is made to strike 
out the third section of the bill, and insert the 
fourth section of the Senate bill by way of amend- 
ment. The gentleman from Oregon proposes to 
amend the amendment by adding to the section 
which is proposed to be inserted. 

Se JOHNSON. Is that amendment amend- 
able ? . 

The CHAIRMAN. It is already an amend- 
ment to an amendment in the second degree. The 
question must first be taken upon the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER called for the reading of the 
amendment of Mr. Lane; which was read as 
above inserted. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The bill is now open to 
amendment, is it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The third section is open 
to amendment. The amendment pending is to 
strike out the third section, and insert the fourth 
section of the Senate bill. 

Mr. FOWLER. I should like to know what 
the fourth section is, which it is proposed to in- 
sert? I do notunderstand it. 

The fourth section of the Senate bill was then 
read as above inserted. 

Mr. BELL. Before the question is taken on 
that amendment, I move to amend the fourth line 
of the fourth section of the Senate bill by striking 
out the words ‘‘ subsequent to the 18th of June, 
1812.” I presume my friend across the way 
(Mr. GayLorp] who offered this amendment, 
will see the propriety and justice of accepting it. 


| I would like to know why evidence of payment of 


soldiers by Government since June, 1812, is ne- 
cessary to entitle them to bounty land, when those 


who served in the wars of 1790-’93-’94 are enti- |) 


tled to the same, although they cannot produce 
the evidence of: payment to them by the Govern- 
ment? 


. - 4 
[Mr. Duxnam here made a remark entirely in- į 


audible to the Reporter.} 

Mr. BELL. - 
once paid, and ata subsequent day it cannot enti- 
tle him to a preference over a man who has ren- 
dered the service and has not been paid. There 
can be no reason for it. If you take the records 
of the Department, showing that a man has re- 
ceived pay from the Government as evidence that 
he has performed services, I ask that the same 
rule be applied to evidence of payment existing in 
the Departments, at any and all times. If this 

rovision has any application at all, it is to bring 


days. Now, if they served twenty-nine in the 
wars of Harmer, St. Clair, and Wayne, they 


surely would be entitled to the same consideration }! 


as if they had served in a subsequent war. Hence 
I think it should be stricken out. Ido not design 
to take up the time of the committee, but simply 
wish to call their attention to this restriction in 


ery well; I hold that ithas been | 


| 


the section proposed’ to -be substituted. I hope my 
amendment will be assented to by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Qatogn-] ER 

The question was then taken on the 
of Mr. Ber, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the committee rise. `. 

_Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman modify 
his motion so as to provide that the committee rise 
and report the bill? - i 

Mr. DEAN. 'Thatismy motion, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. There is an amendment 
i how pending, and until it is disposed-of, sucha 
motion is not in order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is out of or- 
| der, as there is now an amendment pending. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would inquire if, being in 
| committee by a special order, the House can do 
anything until this matter is disposed of? 

The CHAIRMAN It cannot. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
down the amendment. 

The question being still upon the amendment of - 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gayorp,] 

Mr. LANE. I want to offer an amendment, 
which I hope the House will adopt. I propose to 
amend the amendment so that all persons entitled 
| to warrants, and now living in Oregon Territory, 
may have the privilege of locating their warrants 
within that Territory. -You will recollect that une 
i der the provisions of this law, to which this is 
an amendment, bounty lands can be only located 
where the public lands are surveyed. They are 
| not surveyed or in market in Oregon Territory. I 

ask that such persons as are referred to in my 
amendment, may have the privilege of locatin 
| their claims in Oregon Territory, to be surveyed 
iby the Surveyor General in the same manner as 
other claims are surveyed. ; 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

And it is further provided, That all persons entitled to: 
bounty land warrants under the provisions of this act, or 
of the act to which this is an amendment, and which may 
be owned by residents of said Territory of Oregon at the’ 
date of the passage of this act, shall be permitted to locate 
į their warrants upon any unclaimed lands in said Territory, 
| and that upon such survey and location patents shall issue 

therefor, as in other cases. i 

Mr. BROOKS. TI hope the proposition of the 
| gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Lane] will not pre- 
| vail. In the bill of the last Congress about forty- 
eight millions of acres of public lands were be- 
| stowed by these bounty land warrants. In the 
| bill before us, as it stands now, about thirty _ 
| millions more, I suppose, are proposed to be 

granted. We have made these warrants assign- 
table. Now, the proposition of the gentleman 
| from Oregon (Mr. Laxe] is, practically, that these 
| land warrants betaken in large masses and groups— 

being bought up by speculators, and be located in 
twenty, thirty, or forty miles square in Oregon— 
and that these large masses of land he held by one 
j or two individuals. In the civil and diplomatic bill 
there is something of a like proposition, and I call 
| the attention of the House to itnow. Itis to open 
to these bounty land warrants all lands now un- 
surveyed, that may hereafter be surveyed; that is, 
i to open to the location of them the whole vast 
field of all the public Innds. A move gigantic sys- 
tem of land plunder never was designed by human 
ingenuity. We who have lived in the midst of 
vast patroon estates in the State of New York, 
| involved in anti-rent troubles and surrounded b 


amendment 


Let. us vote 


i anti-rent wars, warn the country against this gi- 


t gantic scheme of land-holding. I warn Congress 

to take notice now, that this proposition is not to 

be confined to Oregon. It is to go out throughout 

all the unsurveyed lands of the United States. 

; Put down this proposition and the ove in the civil 
į and diplomatic bill now, and give your attention 

{to it now. Meet it in the beginning, unless you 
i want the brokers of Wall street, of Cincinnati, 
and St. Louis, who are now gathering these 
i assignable land warrants in all quarters, and pre- 
| paring to locate them upon these lands in twen- 
: ty, thirty, or forty miles square, to establish a 
system ‘of patroonery landlordism, such’ as we 
| are surrounded by in the State of New York, 
|; and such as has caused murders and disorders of all 
' sorts, and has cost us hundreds and thousands of. 
: dollars to enforce the execution of the law. 

i Lam opposed to the proposition of the gentle- 

| man from Oregon, for Oregon and for all other 
+, parts of the United States. If these land warrants 
; are to be made assignable, I say confine them.to 

ii the surveyed lands, and let them be located upon 


j 
| 
\ 
i 
i 
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h jands, and upon no others. Let the people 
ot eea be patent with the liberality of the pro- 
visions of the land Jaw of the last Congress. Con- 
oress dealt with them with a very bountiful hand. 
© Mi. LANE. - If the House willallow me to ex- 
plain, as I did not make a five minutes speech-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. . Debate is exhausted. 
Mr. LANE. [did not consume the time al- 
Jowéd me: pes eon 
_The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ore- 
gon stated his proposition, and occupied about four 
minutes of his time before it was stated: by the 
Chair. ` ` : i : 
Mr LANE. ‘Iam well satisfied that the gen- 
tleman from New York does not understand my 
amendment, ora single word of its provisions, and 
it is consequently necessary forme to explain. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can call 
for the reading of His amendment, which will ex- 
plain itself. Bat it will not be in order to debate 
it, 


za 


The amendment was then read, as inserted 
above. 


| which I have ever listene 


are two of the most equitable propositions to 


“Mr. BROOKS, F rise to. oppose the amend- 
meiit of the gentleman from Ohio. -He rises upon l 
the floor as. the champion. of Oregon, and insists. | 
that the House has done injustice to that Territory. 
Now this is not so, but:entively the reverse is the 
fact. This House, in the organization of the 
Territory of Oregon, òr in'its generosity in the dis-. 
tribution of the public landsto her at thelast session 
of Congress, established, with regard to Oregon, an 
entirely novel principle—that of giving lands to 
actual settlers.. Not of giving them in small quan- 
tities, not of giving them to men alone, but giving 
three hundred and twenty acres to each actual set- 
tler, and a bounty upon married men, by giving six 
hundred and forty acres to men who are married. | 
Why then the necessity for outcry upon the part of 
the gentleman from Ohio in behalf of Oregon? Nay, 
the House has gone further, and in its generosity 
in the matter of the Cayuse Indians, at the last | 
session of Congress, voted $100,000 to Oregon for | 
the payment of her soldiers or citizens who were 


"The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Lar, and it was not agreed 


to. 

Mr. CARTTER. I propose to offer the same 
amendment, with an addition extending it also 
“to those who may. hereafter become residents of 
the Territory of Oregon.” That will materially 
alter the amendment, and make a new one of it. 
I do not see the force of the remarks of the gentle- 
man from New York. What difference does it 
make whether we expose the ‘Territory of Oregon 
and the unsurveyed lands of the United States to 
these land warrants, or give the surveyed lands to 
them. I should like to know where the gentle- 
man finds his distinction? You.have the same 
power and privilege to multiply land warrants, 
and to extend contiguous territory in the location 
of them upon surveyed land, as upon unsurveyed 
lands. There isa distinotions and that distinction } 
is directly against the current of the gentleman’s 
argument. “It is this: that you do disperse 
the warrants by dispersing the land upon which 
they are to be located, and in the precise ratio as 

ou extend the area of location you disperse the 
ocation of these land warrants; and this fume 
about New York anti-rentisnr endsin smoke. But 
T am willing to extend the territory of this grant | 
for this obvious reason: You are awarding land 
warrants here, These land warrants are an en- 


engaged in the Cayuse war. This has been the 

generosity of this Congress to that Territory, and 

yet the gentleman from Ohio rises in his place— | 
I will not say makes a great noise—and opposes | 
other gentlemen who think that the House has | 
been suficiently liberal to Oregon.. Lam reminded 

by a gentleman behind me, that we have also | 
given Oregon double sections of school lands. No 

Congress in the history of the Government has 

ever been half so liberal to any Territory or State 

—although eighty odd millions of acres of public 

land have been distributed to new States—as we 

have been to the Territory of Oregon. 

Now, one word further to the gentleman from į 
Ohio, in the matter of the difference between sur- 
veyed and unsuryeyed lands. Of the surveyed 
lands we know something—what they are and 
what we give away—what we donate, to use the 
western phrase. Of unsurveyed lands we know į 
nothing. We grope in the dark, knowing nothing 
whatsoever of what we give. Open all the unsur- 
veyed public lands to assignable land warrants, 
and you give to the keen-eyed speculator and large 
land-holder, who follows upon: the track of the 
Indian, the power to locate these warrants upon 
large masses of land twenty miles square—upon 
the best water privileges, mill privileges, on favored 
soils, the river bottoms, the prairies, the mines— j 


- couragement and inducement to settlement. They 
constitute the title of the emigrants to the West. 
I would like to know, in the name of conscience, 
why the Territory of Oregon should be excluded 
from this inducement to emigration. Why say 
you shall not locate lands in the Territory of Ore- 
gon, because those lands are unsurveyed? You 
say to the citizen holding a warrant, You shall | 
not emigrate to Oregon. But there isa strong, sub- 
stantial, and equitable reason to send these war- 
rants over the face of the Republic wherever their 
holder sees fit to carry them. This doctrine of 
amassing them, and of Wall Street speculators 
whom my honorable friend from New York [Mr, 
Brooxs] holds in such horrid dread here, anti- 
rentism, &c., are entirely inapplicable to the prop- 
osition that has been made. It is a singular in- 
spiration and a new one. 
the amendment offered previously by the hon- 
orable Delegate from Oregon [Mr. Lane] would 
prevail, but it was voted down. What are | 
gou about to say here if you pass this bill? 

Phat land warrants shall not be located in Oregon, 
because the messengers of survey have never 
reached there. You have already said that a set 
of men, worthier than whom never shouldered a | 
musket—men who performed for their households | 
higher service than most of the men in your miii- f 
taty campaigns, should notinherit the benevolence 
of the Government, when that benevolence is di- 
rected to this very class of persons; and now the 
magnanimous gentleman from New York adds to 
that the insult that your warrants shall not be lo- 
cated there either, ` Neither the men who fought i 
the battles of Oregon against the Indians shall be | 
rewarded for it, nor, the men who fought your 
battles shall go there to locate their lands, because 
they are not surveyed. I insist that both of the | 
propositions made by the Delegate from Oregon— 
ifany propositions can be made in connection with | 
this process of disposing of the public domain 
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on the very best of the unsurveyed lands? We 
now know nothing of the wild and unsettled and 
almost undiscovered regions of Oregon, Utah, New 
Mexico, and California. That is the difference be- 
tween the propositions to locate these warrants 
upon surveyed and unsurveyed lands, The sur- 
veyed lands areupon this side of the mountains— 


I was in the hope that |! 


| orable members to rebuke it now in its first start, | 


| priation bill as the one to which he alludes. 


which are worthy of the attention ofthe House— 


within our reach—under our eye. We know 
something of them from the Land Office here. But 
pass this bill for locating land warrants upon the 
unsurveyed lands, and the speculators who hold 
these warrants, with all the swiftness of the deer 
and the directness of the bee, will obtain for them- 
selves the mines, water privileges, and rich river 
bottoms of all this unknown territory. To guard 
the House against this imminent peril to the new 
States and Territories, I take this, the first oppor- 
tunity, to warn members against the insertion of 
such an item in this bounty land bill, or the adop- 
tion of a similarly dangerous one now inthe civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill, and which will 
be pressed there with greater force when it will not 
be In our power successfully to meet it. A vast 
scheme of land plander—a monstrous, gigantic 
scheme of speculation, yea, peculation, lies buried 
in the civi! and diplomatic appropriation bill; and 
I call the attention of the House and of the coun- 
try now to the embryo scheme, and I invoke hon- 


in the amendment of the Delegate from Oregon. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I have no disposition to pro- 
pose an amendment. Iam not able to speak so 
as to be heard all over the House. I wish to say 
to my friend from New York that there is no 
such provision in the civil and diplomatic appro- 
He! 
is wholly mistaken. | 
| 


Mr. BROOKS. What—does the gentleman 


deny there is in the civil and diplomatic appropri- | 
ation bill an item repealing the provision of the | 
last session, providing that these warrants shall į 
not be loeated on now unsurveyed lands? | 

Mr, HOUSTON. I do not deny that, but then ! 


i 
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we differ about: the construction. The construc- 
tion is simple and -plain. At the last session of 


Mr: CARTTER.:. Is discussion in order? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I only desire to put the facts 
before the House. ee a n i 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is not in-order. 

Mr. ORR moved that: the committee rise., © 

The question was. taken, and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 69, noes 24—no quorum. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. CABELL, of 
Florida, and Carrrer were appointed. - 

- The question was again taken, and the motion 
was agreed to—the tellers having reported—ayes 
84—noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER having resumed the chair, the 
Chairman reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had. under 
consideration the Union generally, and particu- 
larly the special order of the House, being Joint 
Resolution No. 1, explanatory of an act approved 
September 28th, 1850, entitled “an act granting 
bounty land to certain officers and soldiers en- 
gaged in the military service of the United States,’’ 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

On motion, the House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the ryle, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. BUSBY: The petition of Francis P. Griffith 
and 57 others, of the county of Morrow, Ohio, asking Con- 
gress.to donate to each actual settler who may bea citizen 
of the United States, 160 acres of land. 

Also, the memorial of John&Vildboker, Josiah F. Pierce, 
and William M. Baker, assistant marshals,of the county of 
Marion, Ohio, asking more compensation for taking the 
Seventh Census. oe . 

Also, the memorial of James B. Shaw and ‘Thomas 8. 
Bunker, of the county of Morrow, Ohio, upon the same 
subject. 

By Mr. HUNTER: The petition of Samuel Blowers, 
James W. Shankland, and Abner Johnston, asking for in- 
creased compensation for taking the census in the county 
of Monroe, Ohio. 

By Mr. HENN: The petition of John Cox and 50 others, 
citizens of Iowa, asking that the office of Chaplain may be 
abolished. 

Also, the petition of Evan Jay and 55 others, asking for 
a grant of land to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Burlington to the Missouri river. A ; 

Also, the petition of James M. Walters and 30 others, 
citizens of Marion county, Jowa, asking for a mail route 
trom Newton, via Pella, Amsterdam, Knoxville, and Chari- 
ton, to Nine Eagles or Now Buda. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Franklin La Rue and 
106 others, praying for an appropriation of public lands to 
the State of Michigan, to aid in constructing the Oakkand 
and Ottawa Railroad in said State. 

Also, the petition of Morris S. Allen and 80 others, for 
the same object. 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of George W, Mc- 
Mahon, George W. Harvey, J. 8. McMullin, D. B. Beitler, 
and others, citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, 
remonstrating against the extension of the Woodworth pat- 
ent for planing boards, &c. 

Also, the memorial of James M. Snowden, Robert Clark, 
John W. Ryan, Henry Dubosq and other citizens of South- 
wark, iu the county of Philadelphia, petitioning Congress to 
pass a law extending the Woodworth patent for planing 
boards, &c. 4 

Also, the memorial of J. J. N. Douglass, Charles N. Rob- 
bins, Jobn C. Seifridge, William B. Ranken, and others, 
citizens of the city and county of Philadelphia, remonstra- 
ting against the extension of the Woodworth patent for 
planing boards, &e. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 
S. P. McFadden and 29 others, citizens of Blair county, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the establishment of an Agricul- 
turaf Bureau by Congress. 

Also, the memorial. of Samuel Wampole and 21 others, 
citizens of Blair county, Pennsylvania, of like tenor and 
import. : * 

By Mr. BOWNE: The petition of W. F. Olah, of New 
York, for indemnity for loss of vessel. 

By Mr. BIBIGHAUS: The petition of William Price 
and many others, citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsyt- 
vania, praying for a modification of the tariff of 1846 on 
iron, &c. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, ofNew York: The remonstrance of 
sundry inbabitanis of the county of Rensselear, New York, 
against the Woodworth planing machine patent. 

Also, the petition of Hannah Pratt, late Hannah Holmes, 
the widow. of William Holmes, a soldier in the war of 1812, 
praying a pension. 

By Mr. ST. MARTIN: A memorial of the board of un- 
derwriters of the city of New Orleans, to prevent needless 
detentions and expeuses upon arrests in admiralty, 

Also, the memorial of George Hathaway, of New Or- 
leans, Louisiana, in relation to Mexican indemnities. 

By Mr. BOCOCK: The petition of the heirs of Willis 
Wilson, deceased, praying commutation, with interest. 

By Mr. ASHE: The petition of Haynes Lennon, deputy 
marshal, praying additional compensation for taking the 
Seventh Census. 

By Mr. FITCH: The petition of John N. Ingrim, assist- 
ant marshal of Fulton county, Indiana, for additional com- 
pensation for services in taking the census. 

By Mr, BOYD, of New York: The remonstrance of 238 
citizens of Clinton and Essex counties, New York, against 
the further extension of the Woodworth patent, 
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By Mr. INGERSOLL: The remonstrance of Charles G. 
Southworth and others, and of Clarke Canfield and ctliers, 
‘citizens of Middlesex couniy, Connectiout, against the ex- 
tension of the Woodworth patent. 

Also, the petition of George Van Wagner, of Connecticut, 
praying for a pension, on account of the revolutionary ser- 
vices of his father. : Ba 

By Mr. McLANAHAN: A memorial from. citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to enact such laws as will 
more effectually preserve the sanctity of the Sabbath day. - 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the renewal of the patent granted to Austin 
and Zebulon Parker for an alleged improvement in sub- 
merged reaction water-wheeis, Reo 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Pennsylvania, praying 
for a modification of the tariff law. 3 

By Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The petition of W. H. 
Bonneau and 14 others, settlers on the publie langs hereto- 
fore known as ‘ Las Omegas” claim, praying for the right 
of preémption. 

Also, the petition of A. M. Campbell, and 6 other set- 
tlers on the public lands heretofore known as the Wallace” 
claim, praying for the right of preëmption. 

Also, the petition of Valery Gainnie, praying thatan error 
in the description of land confirmed to Charles. Paine by 
the act. of July 6, 1842, be rectified. 

Also, the memorial of Thomas J. Durant, of New Or- 
Jeans, with a brief of references in relation to his claim as 
fate district attorney of the United States for the State of 
Louisiana. 

Also, the petition of Moses H. Butler and J. H. Rinehart, 
praying to be confirmed in their title toa tract of land in 
T. 15 R. 4 E., in Louisiana, district north of Red river. 

By Mr. McDONALD: The petition of Captain F. For- 
rest. 

By Mr. MACE: The memorial of James O. Brien and 
John L. Miller, assistant marshals of Tippecanoe county, 
Indiana, asking additional pay for taking the census of said 
county. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of C. W. Prouty and 9 
other Senators of the Massachusctts Legislature. 

Also, of Charles Vinsel and 10 others, citizens of Scit- 
uate, Massachusetts, praying jor an appropriation for the 
improvement of the harbor of Scituate, Massachusetts. 

On motion by Mr. DOTY, 

Ordered, That certain papers in relation to the claim of 
James Crooks be withdrawn from the files and referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: Three memorials signed by more 
than 200 citizens of Philadelphia, remonstrating against the 
renewal of the patent for Woodworth’s planing machine. 

Also, four memorials numerously sigued by citizens of 
Philadelphia, asking for a renewal of the patent for Wood- 
worth’s planing machine. 

By Mr. APPLETON, of Maine: The petition of J. L. 
Farmer and others, merchants and ship- masters of Portland, 
Maine, for a light-ship and fog-bell at Cape Roman Shoals, 
on the coast of South Carolina, 

Also, the petition of Josiah R. Brady and others, of Port- 
land, Muine, and vicinity, for a modification of the tarif 
with respect to the importation of low-priced cigars. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Resolutions passed by the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania in relation to the Wheeling bridge. 

Also, resolutions of the State of Pennsylvania, requesting 
their Senators and Representatives in Congress to aid in the 
passage of alaw appropriating money to complete the break- 
water at the mouth of the Delaware bay; to construct an 
ice harbor ai a point near Reedy Island, and to repair the 
piers at Chester, Marcus Hook, New Castle, and Port Penn, 
on the Delaware river. 

Also, a petition for the extension of Woodworth’s patent 
for a planing machine signed by Jacob Wersman and 44 
other citizens of Philadelphia county, Pennsylvania. 

Also, a petition on the same subject, signed by A. Men- 
derson & Co. and 56 other citizens of the county of Phila- | 
deiphia. 

Also, another on the same subject, signed by Frederick 
May and 70 other citizens of the county of Philadelphia. 

Also, another on the same subject, signed by C. M, Brun- 
ner and 64 other citizens of the county of Philadelphia. 

By Mr. DOTY: The petition of citizens of Marqettc, 
Waushara, and Waupaka counties, fora mail route from 
Namahkun, by Black Creek, Neshkoro, and Saukville, 
to Waupaka. 

Also, a remonstrance of D. S. Curtiss, A. Sickly, and 
other citizens of New York, against the renewal of patents, 
or alterations in the patent laws. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Darius Cole and296 
others, praying for an appropriation to place buoys, and 
stake out the channel in Saginaw bay and river in the State 
of Michigan. 

By Mr. BRENTON: The petition of Isaac Van Devan- 


ter, J. H. Lomax, N. B. Hawkins, and J. M. Haynes, as- ij 


sistant marshals in the State of Indiana, asking additional 
compensation for taking the census in 1850. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The memorial of the Chamber of 
Comuuerce of the city of New York, asking Congress to re- 
move the Mint of the United States from Philadelphia to | 
New York. 

By Mr. PERKINS: The memorial of John, W., Johnson 
and Robert Moor, assistant marshals in New Hampshire, 
asking additional compensation for taking the Seventh | 
Census. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Indiana: The petition of John W. 


Grubbs and others, assistant marshals of the county of | 


Henry, Indiana, asking additional compensation for taking 
the census. 


IN SENATE, 
Wepyespay, February 25, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrreron F. Morean. 
PETITIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate resolutions adopted at the annual meetings of 
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the American Medical. Association, held at Cin- 
cinnati, in 1859, and Charleston, in 1851, in favor 
of continuing the present rank of the medical staff 
of the Army, and of conferring like rank on the 
medical officers of the Navy; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER presented the memorial of mer- 
| chants, shippers, ship-owners, underwriters, and | 
others, of Newark, New Jersey, praying a modi- 
fication of the law for the reduction of the costs 
and expenses of proceedings in admiralty; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COOPER presented three memorials of 
citizens of Blair county, Pennsylvania, praying the 
establishment of an Agricuitural Bureau; which 
| were referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, two memorials of citizens of Pennsylva- į 
nia, remonstrating against an extension of the 
patent granted to W. W. Woodworth fora planing || 
machine; which were referred to the Committee on | 
Patents and the Patent Office. . 

Also, a petition of citizens of Erie, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying the establishment of a naval depôt 
and navy-yard, and a dry dock upon the lakes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Philadelphia in* 
favor of an extension of the patent granted to W. 
W. Woodworth for a planing machine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and-the 
Patent Office. 

Also, a petition of cigar-makers of Philadelphia, 
praying an increase of the duties on cigars; which i 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, the petition of Susan C. Randall, widow | 
and executrix of Archibald Randall, late United 
States district judge for the eastern district of | 
Pennsylvania, praying compensation for his ser- į 
vices while performing the duties of circuit judge; | 
which was reférred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. WALKER presented the memorial of John 
H. Sherburne, submituing a plan to save property 
and life by means of a floating anchorage or break- | 
water on the lakes. The memorialist states that in | 
view of the immense loss on the lakes, amounting 
to over two millions of dollars in property and six 
hundred human lives, he submits a plan by which | 
this immense amount of loss of property and | 
human life may in future be mainly if not wholly 
obviated.at a cost of much less than one eighth of ; 
the above amount. The plan consists of a ‘* Float- | 
ing Breakwater or Safety Anchorage,’ which | 
can be completed and placed in the harbors of | 
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Oswego, Bulfalo, Dunkirk, Cleveland, Chicago, || 
and Milwaukie, in the short space of three months. | 
Accompanying the petition is a letter signed by 
George H. Walker, Esq., Mayor of Miiwaukie, | 
and L. H. Colton, Esq., United States Marhal, ! 
expressive of their approbation of the plan, å 
recommending a trial of it by the Governmen 
the above named harbors. 

The memorial having been read, 

Mr. WALKER. I move to refer these papers ! 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ask that 
Colonel Sherburne may have an opportunity of | 
submitting his plan to them at as early a day as | 
may suit the convenience of the committee. For | 
my own part, it has impressed me very favorably. į 
I believe he has discovered what will be of vast | 
‘importance, and I am very confident that if his ! 
| plan should be adopted on the lakes, it would be | 
‘one of the best things that could be adopted for 
the security of life and property. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present a memorial very | 
! numerously signed by citizens of the State of || 
| Maine, remonstrating against the extension of the |; 
| patent granted to Austin and Zebulon Parker, for | 
| improvements in water-wheels. The Committee | 
on Patents have already reported a bill renewing |! 
i that patent. This is a question in which all who | 
ii are engaged in the mill interests in the State of | 
| Maine are much concerned; and they aver in this | 
: memorial, that years before the original letters | 
| patent were granted to Zebulon Parker these! 
| wheels were in use in their mills. I ask that this || 
i remonstrance may be referred to the Committee į 
i on Patents, giving notice that when the bill shali 
|i come up, I shall move to recommit it to the Com- 
| mittee on Patents, in order that these remonstrants 
ii may be fairly heard. I will move now that the 
bill be taken up with a view to recommitment. | 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill, with į 
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the memorial, was referred -to the 
Patents and the Patent Office.. - ; : 
Mr. CHASE presented a petition-of citizens of 
Muskingum county, Ohio, remonstrating against 
an extension. of de patent granted to Wo W. 
Woodworth for a planing machine; which -was 
referred to the Committee on Patents and. the 
Patent Office. : : i 
Mr. FISH presented a memorial of merchants, 
shippers, ship-owners, underwriters, and others, 
of New Bedford, Massachusetts, praying a modi- 
fication of the law for the reduction of the costs 
and expenses of proceedings in admiralty; which 
„was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. COOPER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Mary F. B. Levely, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Charles McCormick, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill for the relief of- 
Sarah D. Mackay, reported the same without 
amendment, and submitted a report; ‘which was 
ordered to be printed. : 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Nancy Bowen, 
praying a pension, submitted a report, accompa~ 
nied by a bill for her relief; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. “The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Anna Norton and 
Lewis Foskit, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for their relief; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. The report was or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, to which was referred the memorial of 
William Beatty, praying to be allowed a pen aas 
tion for services in the war of ‘the Revolution, 
submitted an adverse report; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which the several memorials were 
referred, reported a bill to divide the State of Ohio 
into two judicial districts, and to provide for hold- 
ing the district and circuit courts of the United 
States therein; which was read and passed to the 


second reading. : H 
Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 


` Committee: on 


| tary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 


of Captain L. F. McLaws, of the Army of the 
United States, praying the diflerence of pay be- 
tween a lieutenant and that of a captain in the 


| staff, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 


for his relief; which was read and passed to. the 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. i 

He also, from the Committee on Patents and 
the Patent Office, to which was referred the peti- 
tion of Ira Reynolds, complaining of the rejection 
of his application by the Patent Office, asked to 
be discharged from the further consideration 
thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print 
the memorial of engineers of the navy, praying 
a reorganization of the corps to which they be- 
long, presented yesterday, reported in favor of 
printing the same. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the memorial of Lu- 
ther Rogers and others, citizens of Plymouth 
county, Massachusetts, for the improvement of 
the navigation of North River, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof, 
and that Jeave be given to withdraw the petition; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill to establish 
a Mint of the United States in the city of New 
York, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the memorial of 
William Hollinshead, asking compensation for 
reporting and collating the laws of the Minnesota 
| Territory, submitted an adverse report; which 
was agreed to. 
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Mr; NORRIS, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to which was referred the 
pill forthe relief of Hiram Moore and John Has- 
call, reported the game without amendment, ` 
2G Ut NOTICE OF A BILL. : 

Mr. McRAE gave notice of hisintention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill'to: extend the right of pre- 
emption to. actual: settlers upon the public lands 
femaining to the United States. inthe States of 
Alabama and Mississippi, within six miles af the 
Mobile and Ohio railroad, the price of which has. 
been “raised to $2.50 per acre, by the act of Con- 
gress making the grant of. land: to those States to 
aid in the construction’ of said road. ` 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANGUM, agreeably to ‘previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of Professor J. P. Espy; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and, with the de- 
compariying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Nayal Affairs. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Professor James P. 
Espy, and granting compensation for the use 6f 
his conical ventilator; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 7 

Mr. HUNTER, agreeably to previous noti¢e, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to mod- 
ify the several acts regulating the warehousing of 
imported merchandise, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


DISTRICT JUDGE OF PENNSYLVANIA. 
On motion by Mr. COOPER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by him onthe 20th instant, instructing the 
Gommittee on the Judiciary to inquire into the 
expediency of increasing the salary of the district 
judge of the United States for the eastern district 
‘of Pennsylvania, so that it shall hereafter be the 
same as that of the district judge of the United 
‘States for the southern district of New York. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


MEXICAN CLAIMS. 

Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President, yesterday sev- 
eral memorials on the subject of Mexican claims, 
which had been referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, were reported back, and the com- 
mittee was discharged, and they are now lying on 
the table. I now renew the motion which I made 
before they were referred to the Committee on 


Forejen Relations, thatthey be referred to a select 
committee of five, with power to send for persons 
and papers. This is a very important investiga- 
tion, which I wish to see thoroughly and fully 
made. While making this motion—which I do, 
inasmuch as I presented many of the memorials 
referred to—I wish to state, that I hope it will not 
be expected that, by making the motion, Į desire 
to go on the committee. I prefer that it should not 
be so. I am serving on two other committees, 
the duties of which are very laborious, and fur- 
nish as much work as I can do. Another reason 
why I do not wish to go upon the committee is, 
that, in the course of these investigations, a great 
deal of the documentary evidence, and perhaps a 
great deal of the oral evidence, will be in the Span- 
ish language, which I do not understand. There 
are other members of the Senate who do under- 
stand that language, and whose constituents are 
equally interested with mine in this matter, I think 


for some one or two individuals, at least, who do 
understand that language, to be on the committee; 
therefore, while I make the motion, I hope I shall 
be excused from serving on the committee. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. DOWNS. At the suggestion of a member 
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‘to thatmotioñ. = 9. =< iny : 

Mr. DOWNS.. Ihave no objection to it at all. 
- The PRESIDENT. -It requires the unanimous 
consent of: the Senate}. the rule requiring that all 


Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Downs] will assent 
j 


committees shall be elected.. Se et 
< Mr. PRATT... I prefer that the rule should be | 
complied. with, es 
The PRESIDENT. Therule. will be complied- 
with. ; bees Nh aie tn Bg at eae 8 


| PARKERS WATER-WHEEL. © 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Yesterday, or the day be- 
fore, I presented several remonstraces against 


k extending the patent for the Parker water-wheel. 


These remonstrances were laid upon the table, in 
consequénce of a bill having been reported from 
the Committee on Patents on that subject. The 
bill, this morning, was taken up and recommitted 
to the Committee on Patents, and I am glad of it. 
I now move that the memorials which 1 presented 
yesterday morning may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. I think that the mill-owners 
of this country should be furnished with some 
reason why this bill should be passed in the shape 
in which it has been reported by this committee. 

The motion to refer the memorials to the Com- 
* mittee on Patents and the Patent Office was agreed 
to. 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill granting the 
right of way, and making a grant of land, to the 
State of Iowa, in aid of the construction of certain 
railroads in that State. 

The pending question being on the adoption of 
the amendment submitted by Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

Mr. GEYER resumed and finished the speech 
whieh he commenced yesterday, in favor of the 

ill, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD replied, and advocated his 
amendment. 

[Qur report of these speeches will be found in 
the Appendix.] 

On motion, the further consideration of the sub- 
ject was postponed until to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. CLARKE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded tothe consideration of Executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and 

he Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Weonespay, February 25, 1852. 
The“House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by ghe Rev. Mr. MORGAN. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
GRANT OF LAND TO MISSOURI. | 
The SPEAKER. The first business before 
the House is House bill No. 104, being a bill 
granting the right of way and making a donation ! 
of public lands to the State of Missouri, to aid in | 
the construction of ‘certain railroads therein. The 
question immediately pending is the motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; upon which question the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wetcn] is entitled to 
the floor. ; | 
On motion by Mr. HEBARD, by unanimous 


Prayer 


` 4 Seat. i| consent, it was 
jt would be advantageous to these investigations, | 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the ! 
files of the House the papers of Sarah Smith, for the par- | 
pose of reference in the Senate. i 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to make a report | 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs. Will the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Wexcu] permit me to 


of the Senate, I propose that the election of the |! 


committee be postponed until to-morrow, and fixed | 
for one o’elock. | 
The PRESIDENT. The question will be taken 
up to-morrow, | 
Mr. MANGUM. I hope thatthe Chair will ap- 
point this committee. | 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair would prefer i 
that the committee should be elected. | 


bring forward a matter which is of great import- 
| ance, and ought to be acted upon immediately? 
! I send the bill up to the Chair, and ask that it be 
‘read, as well as the amendment which has been | 


| offered to it, and which has been recommended by | 


|| the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


The bill was then read, creating a superintend- | 


ency of Indian affairs for California, and making || 


other provisions. 


Mr. MANGUM. The matters to be referred ||. Mr. JOHNSON. I do net believe this bill can | 


to this committee are of great importance, and I |! give rise to any debate. I will state, further, that 


| 
| 


think that a much better selection would be made 
by the Chair. F therefore move. that the commit- 
tée be appointed by the Chair, and I hope that the 


i 
i 
i 


hére is the annual communication from the de- 


- a p 
that the Government-urges that we’shall act upon 
this matter, that thé Senate- have ‘acted—have 
taken. up the bill and passed-it at once, and sent it 
here—that the Committée on Indian Affairs have 
also acted, and agreed. unanimously to the bill, 
with one amendment only, and, have’ instructed 
me to urge upon the House that this business shall 
be-disposed of.. - < . A tes 
. Mr. KING, of New York. - There area great 
many such cases. ae es : 
“Mr. WELCH. . If it'will take but little time, I 
will give way: I have not distinctly understood 
how much time it will take: `. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I wish merely to explain the 
bill, and then call the previous question. I pro- 
pose to put it upon its passage. 

Mr. KING, of New York, objected. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If, then, the public interests 


|! suffer, itis not my fault. 


Mr. KING. Not at all, 

Mr. McNAIR. Will the gentleman permit me 
to withdraw some papers for reference? 

Mr. WELCH. [ cannot consent for one with- 
out consenting in like cases for others, and my 
time would in that way be all used up. 

On yesterday I proposed an amendment to the 
bill now under consideration, and I intended at 
the time I did so to occupy no more time than 
should be necessary to explain its meaning and 
operation. Having the opportunity now, I will 
use it, to say a few words upon that amendment. 
I was not aware at the time I offered the. amend- 
ment—which contains’a propositidn to make a 
grant of public lands for the construction of a rail- 
road from St. Louis, to c#nect with the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad—that we had pending before 
us, as I learn we have, from the same committee 
which reported this bill, a bill fop a similar grant, 
for the construction of a railroad from St. Louis to 
the city of Cincinnati. It would have been much 
more appropriate, and I certainly shall avail myself 
of the opportunity, when it occurs, to offer my 
amendment to that bill. I had hoped to obtain 
a vote upon the amendment, in connection with 
this bill, but of that I see no prospect at present. 
I was in hopes that the amendment to the amend- 
ment would have been accepted, and then I might 
have offered this as a substitute for the amendment 
so amended; but I find that there is a motion 
pending to refer this bill to the Committee of the 

hole on the state of the Union, which, I believe, 
precludes the amendment I have suggested. Hav- 
ing offered it, or rather having had it read at thè 
Clerk’s desk, I avail myself of the opportunity to 
say a few wordsby way of enforcing, not so much 
that specific amendment, as the principleinvolved, 
which is this: that we should grant the public 
lands, or portions of them, in aid of the construc- 
tion of railroads, wherever it can be done without 
detracting from the aggregate value of the public 
lands. That is the principle upon which this grant 
of Jands to the Missouri railroads has been advo- 
cated by its friends. That is the principle upon 
which members from Missouri, the gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] and.other gen- 
tlemen put their advocacy. of it. lt is a prin- 
ciple, I say, which necessarily comes within the 
purview of this amendment. There is a clear and 
palpable distinction, which has been noticed by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] be- 
‘tween that principle and the appropriation of the 
public treasures of the nation for the purpose of 
constructing. works of internal improvements. 
One is an appropriation from the public Treasury 
for the purpose of making works of general and 


‘| public utility; the other is a grant of portions 


of the public lands—a fund which the Government 
holds in trust for the general good——in cases where 
it will not diminish the value of the fund. I have 
heard no gentleman speak inthis House upon any 
of these measures, and } have read nothing said by 
any gentleman in the other branch of Congress, 
from which it cannot be inferred, that this is not 
a proper and admissible principle, and one which 
should be carried out. . Is it true, then, thatif you 
make the grant, which I propose, for the construc- 
tion of a railroad from St. Louisto connect with the 
Baltimore and Ohio railroad, so as to give us one 
continuous road from the eastern sea-board to the 
western borders of the State, you will not by that 
grant diminish the value of the public domain? I 


partment of Indian affairs, in which they urge ; 


upon us that we shall act. I will say distinctly, i 


maintain that you will not. I believe that you 
will by that means add as much to the remaining 
public domain, as ‘will equal the value of that which 
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is granted. That is the question to which I wish 
especially to invite the attention of members; and 
itis for this purpose, more than anything. else, that 
J offer this amendment. I wish to set gentlemen 
to thinking upon the subject, that they may carry 
out the views and arguments which they them- 
selves have already advanced. ‘The result, I hum- 
bly conceive, must be, that gentlemen will.see this 
subject in the same light in which | see it. 
Weare told by one of the members from. Mis- 
souri, (Mr. Miuier,] in his advocacy of the princi- 
ple of this bill, that this great réad from Baltimore 


to St. Louis, and other like roads, are “arteries”? | 


for the commerce of the country—a very happy 
figure to illustrate their vivifying power and health- 
givingenergy. But they seem to take it for granted 
that all the public need do is to turn their attention 
and energy to the construction of remote sections 
of these roads, and that the middle sections will be 
built as a matter of course. They take that fora 
fixed fact. It is not at all certain that any one of 
these roads, connecting the East and West, will, 
without some such aid, be constructed within any 
reasonable time.. I am told that there has been al- 
ready granted to aid in the construction of that part 


of these railroads running through the ‘eastern | 


slope” of the continent, spoken of by thegendeman 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Ranroux,] in the shape 
of remission of duties upon railroad iron imported, 
the amount of about $6,000,000. Now, a propo- 
sitions before us, in the shape of this bill, to make 
a grant of lands to an amount less than two mil- 
lions of money in value, to aid in the construction 
of the western ends of these great thoroughfares. 


Shall nothing be done fos the middle sections? And | 


let me say, by the way, that I do not wish to be 
understood as being exclusively partial to the par- 
ticular road I have marked out in this amendment. 
I offered it for the purpose of testing the principle 
involved, and if there are gentlemen here in favor 
of taking up the other Missouri road at Hannibal, 
and carrying it on through a more central region 
of the three States of Ind 

to Wheeling or some other point, and who will 
offer a similar amendment, I will go with them. 
lt is the principle I insist upon. 

Out of some fourteen hundred millions of acres 
of public lands, this bill proposes to granta million 
arid a half for the construction of these two rail- 
roads in Missouri; and the amendment proposes 
to grant, I think, about three millions and a half 
additional, to continue one of these roads to the 
Atlantic, connecting with one which is already in 
part built; and thus give you a thoroughfare from 
the remote East to the remote West—through the 
entire Union, and through the central part of it, 
and along that channel. which is the shortest, 
cheapest, and best in every respect—that which is 


marked out by the finger of nature itself. Why | 


should we speak of a grant of this kind as a grant 
to a State—as a grant to Missouri, Indiana, Ohio, 
or Virginia? It is a grant to the public. It is an 
application of the public funds to the public use— 
for the benefit of the public. It is carrying out, 
in my humble view, in a most appropriate man- 
ner that trust which was confided to us when 
these public lands were placed in our charge. One 
and a half million is a very small fraction of four- 
teen hundred millions. 1 ask you to add three 


and a half millions more, making in all five mil- į 


lions, and leaving you thirteen hundred and nine- 


ty-five millions, at least seventy-five per cent. of | 


which will lie unproductive for an indefinite time 
to come, if one or more of these great works is 
not constructed. 

I believe, as the advocates of this bill contend, 
thatif you grant this one million and a half of 
acres to aid in the construction of these railroads 
in Missouri, the still remaining portion of the 
public domain in that State will be worth more 
than the whole now is. I have no doubt of that. 
I believe that would be the effect even if these rail- 


roads should stop at the Mississippi river, and if | 


the Baltimore and Ohio railroad should stop 
where it now is. [have no doubt the construction 
of these roads through the State of Missouri alone, 
would add more to the value of the public domain 
than would be taken from that value by the grant 
of this one million and a half of acres. 

But the question I propound is, whether you 
will not by making this additional grant of three 
and a half millions of acres, and by the com- 
plenon of this road, leave the still remaining 

alance of the public domain worth more than it 


iana, Illinois, and Ohio, | 


was before either road was constructed. ITcannot 
for a moment entertain a doubt on that subject. 
Why, what is.the root and mainspring of modern 
greatness? It is modern invention—modern im- 
provement—inventions in the arts and sciences 
and improvements resulting therefrom—and at the 
head of those stands the steam engine. ‘The rail- 
roads of thiscountry have, more than anythingelse, 
contributed to our greatness. Here is a railroad 
which is the great railroad, the central’ railroad, 
the railroad of railroads. The track is marked 
out by nature, and was designed for.the same end 
as the Constitution- under which we live—to make 
usa great people. Thesteam engine stands ready, 
we have the funds, and we have but to appropriate 
them, build the road, and bid the engine *‘ go.” 

I wish gentlemen to sit down, in their quiet mo- 
ments, and present to their own minds a picture of 
this country, and of its commerce, as it will be 
when these ‘‘ arteries” are run through it. I beg 
them to estimate their influence upon real estate— 
not alone upon the public domain, the unsold lands 
—but also upon the much more valuable land that 
has become private property; and surely that is a 
thing of some importance. But, if you wish to 


confine your view to the public domain—taking | 


that view of it which the most strict construction- 
ists take—astill the benefit- and appreciation must 
be immense. ‘This will be the great backbone of 
public improvements, the great “artery” of our 
internal commerce, and with its branches and ram- 
ifications in all directions, will carry from the great 
commercial heart of the country the life’s blood 
to the most remote regions. It will not be con- 
fined; in its influence, to the value of the public 
lands within the limit of six miles, or fifteen miles, 
on each side of the roads through Missouri, but 
will operate upon the entire State of Missouri— 
upon all the public lands within her borders. Such 
will not be the effect if you make it a sectional, 
local, disjointed fragment of a road. It will then 
be no “artery” at all. How can you draw upon 
the fountains of the life’s blood, unless you have 
an artery that reaches to the heart? This is the 
principle—these are the considerations—which | 
think involved in the amendment. 

I wish now to say a few words upon another 
subject, which is not, in fact, connected with this 
bill at all, but which has been adverted to by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. RanrouvL]— 

mean the tariff. I cannot for my life see what 
connection that has with the subject under consid- 
eration—the construction of these railroads. The 
gentleman placed his advocacy of this measure 
upon the principle that it would be a great public 
benefit to construct this road its entire length, 
but, like other gentlemen, fell into the mistake of 
taking it for granted, tha if these roads in Mis- 
souri were constructed the balance of the road 
would be constructed by the people themselves. 
It is true that the people have taken this matter in 
hand; that they have exerted all their energies; 
that they have left no stone unturned. They have 
resorted to every means, to taxation, to every 
description of bonds—county bonds, corporation 
bonds, and railroad bonds; but, I tell you, you 
must not and cannot safely take it for granted that 
the middle portions of this road will be closed up 
and completed. We are justin the condition in 
which the man was when he called upon Hercules 
to help him out of the mud. One lift from Uncle 
Sam, even with his left hand,—his little finger, 
would take us out of the mire and set us on our 
feet. It is not true that there is any reasonable 
hope that, within any time not indefinitely remote, 
these roads can be completed by the people unaid- 
ed. Now is the very time to extend to them this 
aid. I assure you it would be most acceptable. 

But I was going on to remark, that it was taking 
this view of the question and starting from this 
point, that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
branched off on to the tariff, and made an on- 
slaught upon it, the pertinency of which I could 
not see. If his remarks were in order, it will 
certainly be in order for me to reply to them. 

I wish only to notice one or two propositions, 
which seemed to be the sum and substance of all 
that the gentleman said in regard to the tariff. 
The first proposition of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts was this; that the price of the produce 


exported from the United States forthe four years | 


ending in 1842, and also for the four years ending 
in 1850, exceeded, by $125,000,000, the price of 
the same articles exported during the four years 


i that commenced in 1842. The gentleman seemed 
ito wish to deduce from this'an argument against 
| the tariff of 1842. That seemed’ to be the drift 
|l of his argument upor this subject, throughout. 
i; But grant. the gentleman’s facts, and -what.do 
they prove? If it be true, that articles of domestic _ 
| produce commanded higher prices during the last 
i four years than they did during the middle term, 
i that proves nothing. You will remember that 
| during the first period, prices were regulated, and 
‘regulated at very high notches, by the inflated ` 
| state of the currency.. During the latter period, 
terminating in 1850, we had, in 1847-’8, the famine 
|| in Europe, and in 1849 we had the failure of the 
wheat crop here, and these facts are sufficient to 
account for the fact—if it be a fact—that prices. were 
|! comparatively high during this latter period. 

ji _ The gentleman’s estimates of produce exported 
| during the twelve years named consisted mainly in 
ji the very large amount of cotton exported. He 
has not seen proper to place in comparison the 
prices, during that period, of the staple articles of 
the produce of the North, such as wheat, flour, 
and pork. We all know how itis with cotton. 
The price of that article depends upon the quan- 
tity produced; no anti-protectionist ever denied 


li that if you were to take away from the cotton 


growers their domestic market for cotton, and 
| leave them the European market alone, that the 
effect would be to diminish the price per pound of 
cotton. It is not possible’that it should be other. 
wise, provided the crop. grown were the same. 
You cannot eat cotton as you do wheat. {t must 
all go to market, the entire crop. It must all go 
to the manufacturer, either here or elsewhere. 
Now, is it probable that one market for a-crop, 
all of which must go to a market, will afford a 
better price for that crop than two markets? Since 
the enactment of the tariff of 1846 the tables show 
that the domestic manufacture of raw cotton has 
decreased to the extent of about 160,000 bales per 
year. Of course, if the amount of cotton grown 
during that period was the same as formerly, this 
additional amount would be thrown into the Euro- 
pean market. The question, then, is, whether the 
price per pound would be diminished. As an ab- 
stract pre no one can deny that it would 
have the effect to decrease the price per pound. 
| If it be a fact, that during this latter term of four 
years, as the gentleman from Massachusetts says, 
the price of cotton has ranged higher, it must have 
depended upon some other cause—it must have 
depended upon the amount of the crop grown. 
But why did not the gentleman extend his com- 

arison alittle further? Why not include 1851? 

Ie saw proper to leave that year outof his calcu- 
| lation. hy did he not inquire what was the 
present price of cotton, and compare that with the 
price at former periods? He has not seen proper 
to doso. I will call the attention of the gentle- 
! man to one sentence from the London Economist, 
of a late date—within a few weeks. In speaking 
of cotton, it says: i 

« Although it [cotton] is now above the rates of July last, 
it has been lower but once within the last ten years.” 

The purpose of the view taken by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, evidently was to show that 
the effect of the tariff of 1842 was to diminish 
the price of domestic produce, and that the effect 
of the tariff of 1846 was to increase that price. 
How can the gentleman believe that? Can he 
look at these tables, which I must charitably 
believe he has never looked at, and come. to that 
conclusion? Let me call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to some extracts from those tables—I speak 
particularly of those contained in the report of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury during the present ses- 
sion of Congress. 
| Mr. Speaker, I was mistaken as to the charac- 
iter of my abstracts. They relate to quantities 
i and not pieces. No tables are needed to show the 
| present low prices of breadstuffs as compared with 
i those of 1846 and 1847. Before calling attention 
ito my abstracts, then, T ought to state the gentle- 
ees 4 second proposition, which was, that the 
| exports of domestic produce, per year, under the 
| tariff of 1846, had exceeded those under that of 
| 1842. Imight say, again, what of that? What 


i does that prove? As I have already stated, of 


course, if you diminish the amount of the domes- 
i| tic manufacture of cotton one hundred and sixty 
i thousand bales, that quantity goes to.a foreign 
ii market, and to that extent swells.the amount ex- 
ported. The question, therefore, 38, whether you 


os 
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‘ear finda foreign market for that additional quan- | 
tty. \Phat-is the difficulty. Cotton must find a. 
market, if it-is only atone cent per pound... You 
must pul it into the hands of the manufacturer and 
take such prices as he can afford -to'giye. ~ >- 

. . Having accounted for the increased-amount of 
exportation: since 1846, by the fact that 160,000 
bales of cotton, formerly manufactured here, were 
sent. abroad, I proceed to show that the amount 
of exportation of articles of agricultural produce;: 
other than cotton, have been greatly and uniformly 
‘diminished by the tariff of 1846, and increased by 
that of 1842. S hee Beet 2 

The tariff. of 1842 did not, to any extent, get 
into operation before 1843, nor. was. its career 
materially broken off before 1847. The capitalin- 
vested was. not withdrawn to any considerable 
extent until about the latter period. But in order 
to be fair, I have. put the year 1847—the year of 
the fariiine—into each period, making the first 
period run from 1842 to 1847 inclusive, and the 
‘latter from 1847 to 3851 inclusive. Here is the |; 
table: 


Here is a difference. of $89,000,000 in the way of 
debtor-and creditor, ©0050 SiS Caol 0 

But let me call the attention of the gentleman 
from Massachusetis, [Mr. Ranrout,} and of the 
House, to oné other. table, and.that is the one 
which shows the éffécts of the two tariffs upon the 
iron interests: 7 U ee ae è 


as follows: : 
~ 89,000 tons. 
4 


ce 
se 
é 
46 
(3 
66 


In 1849.. E T 
In 1850.. taasan s F000. 
In 1851.0 ore ce ce esses eo s e 341,000 


believe it is larger than that of the succeeding 
year. 

Here is another musical swell—steps up, up, 
and then down again; and yet the gentleman from 


Value of breadstuffs and provisions exported annually |} 


from 1843 to 1851, inclusive—omitting fractions. 
In. 1843... 0. ce ee ces «+++ 11,000,000 


In 18440... 0000.00 cee eee ees 16,000,000 
In 1845... cc eee eter eceseee 17,000,000 
In 1846.... 27,000,000 
In, 68,000,000 
In 37,000,000 
In 38,000,000 
In 26,000,000 
In 21,000,000 


Now here is a regular flight of steps. You 
have to go up one set and come down the other. 
Tt is as plain as argument can make it. It is like 
a swell in music. And yet the gentleman from 
Massachusetts argues to Missouri farmers that 
the quantity of exports of agricultural production 
has increased under the tariff of 1846, and dimin- 
ished under the tariff of 1842. As I remarked, I 
am bound charitably to conclude that he has not | 
looked over these tables. Commencing with 1843, 
the swell increases regularly till 1847, and then 
diminishes down to the present time, thus: 68, 37, 
38, 26,21. At 1851 youare almost brought back 
again to the original eleven millions from which 

-you set out in 1843. If gentlemen do not believe 
that the tariff of 1842 increased the quantity of | 
exports, here are the figures, and they may ex- 

amine them for themselves. 

But here is another table: This gives the entire 
amount of exports, including cotton, and also the 
entire amount of imports; showing, also, the 
amount of specie exported, and the balance against 
us, from 1843 to 1847, inclusive, omitting fractions, 
These items the gentleman from Massachusetts | 
has wholly omitted. This table shows that the | 
exports from 1843 to 1847 were: ; 

Domestic produce. s.s.s.. e. a -520,000,000 

BpecIe aaae E ET 28,000,000 

Reëxported .. 32,000,000 


f 
| 
| 
i 
t 
f 


Making in all... sas «o © © +. + » -589,000,000 
Total imports. ........20.06++- 558,000,000 


Balance, for us.......+++ $31,000,000 | 
Showing a balance of $31,000,000 in our favor, 
with an exportation of specie to only $28,000,000; | 
so that we might have kept our specie at home, and 
still been creditors to the amount of $3,000,000. | 

That is from the period from 1843 to 1847, in- | 
elusive. How is it with the period covered by | 
the present tariff, from 1847 to 1851, inclusive? 
It is as follows: 


Total imports and exports from 1847 to 1851, in- |) 


clusive, omitting fractions. 


Exports.—Specie............. $61,000,090 
Domestic produce... 724,000,000 
Reéxported......... 41,000,000 


Total exports............ $826 000,000 
Total imports for the same 

period. ......0..........$851,000,000 

Balance, against us........ $25,000,000 
This balance against us, added to the $61,000,000 
of specie exported, makes a total balance azainst 
us, from 1847 to 1851, inclusive, of $86,000,000. 
In the other case, from 1843 to 1847, inclusive, 
the same balance was $3,000,000: in our favor. | 


Massachusetts [Mr. Ranrour] advances an argu- 
| ment designed to prove—if it was designed to prove 
anything—that the importation f iron has been di- 
| minished by free ade, and increased by a protect- 
orts of iron, from 743 to ’47 inclusive, ransdown 
from 89,000 tons to 60,000 tons, and that from 48 
to *Shinclusive, they ran up from 153,000 to 341,000 
tons. That is the importation ofiron alone. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts says, that 


cotton, and that in 1850 we manufactured 641,000 
bales. For what purpose is that comparison made? 
Why, to prove that the tariff of 1846 has increased 
the amount of the manufacture of domestic cotton. 


he believe it? The tables will show him, as I have 
said, that the domestic manufacture of cotton has 
fallen off 160,000 bales since 1846. Let him com- 
pare the years 1846 and 1851, and he will see that 
there is that difference in favor of the former year. 
He says, that the domestic manufacture of cotton 


pose it has, what has effected the result? 
tariffs of 1828, 1832, and 1842. 

that result, to the tariff of 1846. 
been all in the opposite direction. 


Its work has 


ufacture of which, says the gentleman, has in the 
last twenty years, increased from 165,000 tons to 
627,000 tons. That is the work of our protective 
tariffs of 1828, 1832, and 1842. The effect of the 
tariff of 1846 on iron, is shown by the tables. It 
increased the importagjon from 60,000 tons in 
1846, to 341,000 tons iù 1851. How can the gen- 


from the increase of the domestic manufacture of 
iron during the last twenty years? None is due 
to it. Had we been under its blighting influences 
during the whole period, that branch of business 
would have languished and died out, and Eng- 
land would now be furnishing us all our iron; and 
such will be the result, should that tariff be suf. 
fered to continue for twenty years to come.. 


argument, he says, among other things, «take off 


What is that but a restriction. and limitation on 


to let everything come in free, and to raise your 
revenue by direct taxation. I, too, say, let the 
raw material come in free, or, at least, with dis- 
criminations in favor of its importation. That is 


duties on the manufactured article. 
i the encouragement of the domestic manufacture. 


His means are good, but his end is, in my opin- 
ion, bad. Has it ever occurred to the gentleman 
of his? Means.to keep down, or break down, 


‘“ manufacturers” onthe ‘* Eastern slope!” That 
doctrine from a free trade man! What means? 


T havé not the amount for the year 1843, but I | 


ive tariff. By this table, you will perceive the ex- | 


in 1840 we manufactured only 295,000 bales of | 


Does the gentleman believe that proposition? Can | 


has quadrupled within the lasttwenty years. Sup- | 
The | 
No thanks, for | 


` Thesame may be said of iron, the domestic man- | 


tileman, then, take any credit to the tariff of 1846, | 


But in the midst of the gentleman’s free trade | 


your restrictions and limitatiéns, and let the raw | 
materials come in free.’ Why, Mr. Speaker, that | 
is a tariff argument, and not a free trade argument. | 


commerce. It is nothing else, unless you propose | 


one of the two leading principles of a protective | 
i tariff; low duties on raw materials, and higher | 
Both look to | 


The gentleman favors one, but opposes the other. |! 
The gentleman’s leading idea seems to be to | 


open up roads to the West, as a “ means” to pre- | 
vent the springing up of manufactures in the West. ; 


that here is another high protective tariff doctrine | 


Why; to cheapen and facilitate the transportation. | 


| hereby made to the s: 


| 
| 


That is the same,in- efect as it would be to re- 
move the duties.on foreign importations, and give 
to them a cheap and free transit. A-tariff of thirty 
per cent. is an obstruction between New York and 


‘London. The hills androcks. and rivers are the 


obstructions between Lowell and Missouri. Is 
has been the business of England to use these 
means to prevent the establishment. of manufac- 


tories on our “ Eastern slope;’’ for many years. 


Ìt has been ours to counteract them: ‘The. strug- 
gle has continued during the whole period of 
our-existence as a nation. l am-afraid: we are 
about to pull down the barriers, and give up thé 
contest.: If we do, the gentleman’s own logie 
shows that we- will be to England what he wishes 
to make Missouri to his manufactories on. the 
“ Eastern slope’’*—hewers of wood and drawers of 
water—and that, too, without any wood to hew, 
or water to draw. The East will then be mere 
conduit pipes, through which to carry the agricul- 
tural products of the valley of the Mississippi to 
Europe. In that state of things the gentleman 
thinks he sees the future glory of this country. 

Mr. Speaker, my plan is the converse of all 
this. 1 desire, so far as we reasonably can, to do 
our own manufacturing; to live within our own 
resources, and keep out of debt; to husband our 
means, and build our own roads with our own 
money, and not with money borrowed from Eng- 
land, and for which we are mortguging the roads 
as fast as. made, as well as the lands through 
which they pass. I think, Mr. Speaker, that bank- 
ruptcy will be the future of this country, if we 
follow out his views. oes i 

But I wili not followethe gentleman further. 
Thisis noplace fora tariff speech. W hen a proper 
occasion occurs, [may say more upon the subject. 

Mr. BENNETT obtained the floor. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to inquire whether 
the amendment of my colleague [Mr. Wexcu] 
was read yesterday simply for information, or 
whether it is now ander consideration? 

The SPEAKER. It was read only for infor- 
mation, f 

Mr. GREY. I would ask the gentleman from, 
New York [Mr. Bennert] to allow an amend- 
ment, which | intend to offer at a proper time, to 
be read to this House. 

Mr. BENNETT. J have an amendment which 
will consume considerable time. 

Mr. GREY. Tonly want my amendment read. 

Mr. BENNETT. Other gentlemen will desire 
thesame privilege. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding 
with this debate, and to say what I have to say 
about this bill, I desire to propose an amendment, 
or rather a substitute for the bill. I move that 
the bill be recommitted, or referred back to the 
Committee on Public Lands, with instructions to 
report as a substitute for it the bill which I send 
to the Speaker’s table. 

The bill sent up to the Chair was the bill intro- 
duced, with the following additional sections: 

Sec.7. And be it further enacted, That there is hereby sev- 
erally granted to cach State in which there are public lands, 
to aid in the construction of railroads, exeept that State to 
which the Jargest amount has been granted for that purpose, 
a sufficient amount of the Jands of the United States, in- 
cluding the amount (if any) heretofore granted for the pur- 
pose aforesaid, to each of said States respectively. to make 
each of said States equal according to representation by the 
last census, in the grauts of land for railroad purposes, and 
a grant of the right of way and to aid in the construction 
of railroads in said States respectively, to the amount afore- 
said, is hereby severally made to each of said States on the 
same terms, with the same reservations, and upon the sume 
conditions in every respect as are contained in the act en- 
tided * An act granting the right of way and making a grant 
of Jand to the States of [inois, Mississippi, and Alabama, 
in aid of the construction of a railroad from Chicago to Mo- 


| bile,” passed September 20, 1850, and all the provisions of 


said act are héreby extended and applied to the grants 
h d several States, and to all railroads 
in proportion to their length, made in any of said States 
wholly, or in part, by ineans of the land granted by this 
act. The amountof laud to which each of said States shall 


| be entitled under this act, shall be determined in conformity 


thereto by the Commissioner of Public Lands, and located 
under such regulations as he may prescribe, Fach State, 
so far as imay be, shall locate its lands within its own lim- 
: Provided, ‘fhe lands hereby granted, shall be used to 
construct or aid in constructing railroads, and so much as 
remains undisposed of for more than ten years after it has 
been Jocated, shall revert to the United States. 

Sec. 8. And he it further enacted, That there is hereby 
severally granted to each State in which the United States 
have no public lands, a sufficient amount of public lands 


i x 
€ i for railroad purposes, to grant to each of said States re- 
manufacturing in the. West, for the benefit of |! 


spectively, according to reptesentation by the last census, 
one half the amount granted to-the first mentioned States, 
for the same purpose. The United States mail shall be at 
all times transported on the railroads made, either wholly, 
or in part, by means of lands granted by this act, under the 
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directions of the Post Office Department, and for such prices i 


as Congress may by law direct; and ail the provisions of 
the said act for aiding in the construction of the railroad 
from Chicago to Mobile, so far as the same can be made 
applicable, are hereby extended aud applied to alf railroads 
made wholly, or in part, by means of jand hereby granted. 


The amount to which each of the said last mentioned States | 


shall be entitled to be determined by the Commissioner of 
Public Lands, in conformity with this act, and located under 
such regulations ashe may prescribe; but no State shall 
lueate any of the lands hereby granted within the limits of 
any other State without its consent: .Provided, The lands 
hereby granted, shali be used to construct or aid in con- 
structing railroads, and shall not be sold for higher prices 
than the United States lands are sold, and so much as re- 
mains undisposed of for more than ten years after the same 
has beeu located, shall revert to the United States. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That thé amount of 
lands granted to the State of Missouri by this act, to aid in 
the constuction of the railroads mentioned in the first sec- 
tion thereof, shall be deducted from the amount to which 
the State of Missouri shall be entitled under the sec- 
tion of this act. 


The SPEAKER. -There is a motion pending 


to commit the bill to the Committee of the Whole | 


House on the state of the Union, and it is not in 
order either to amend the bill, or to commit it to any 
other committee, until the vote is taken upon the 
pending motion to commit. 

Mr. BENNETT. 
motion would be in order until the pending motion 
shall have been disposed of. 
tion be entertained and decided after the pending 
motion has been voted upon? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot. 

Mr. BENNETT. Then I give notice that I 
intend to submit guch a motion. 

Mr, Speaker, 
subject differing somewhat from those which have 
been presented to the House. In regard to this bill, 


it will be remarked that it is only one, and the first | 
of a series of bills, to be hereafter introduced, of a 


=e character. This is the first of the railroad 
ills. 
tee on Public Lands probably some thirty bills for 
their consideration, of a like character with this; 
and from this number some thirteen or more are 
to be reported upon favorably to this House. As 
many more have been presented in the Senate and 
are under consideration. If these bills succeed, 
they will make immense grants—amounting to 
many millions of acres of the public domnain—to 
aid in the construction of railroads. 
State in which there are public lands but will ap- 
ply for this aid for one or two or more roads. | 


am not one of those who believe that grants of || 


this kind are unconstitutional. Neither do [ think 
that an open question. If anything can be setuled 
by the action of the Government, that question is 
settled; because it has been the practice of the 
Government, for thirty years, to grant these lands 
to the several States for the construction of roads 
and canals; so that the whole argument of the gen- 
teman who last but one addressed the committee 
on this subject, {Mr. Orr,] to show the constitu- 
tionality of it, it seems to me, was to provea point 
decided. This is no objection to me. I believe it 
is constitutional to make these grants; and I be- 
lieve that that question has been settled by the 
action of the Government, by every Congress, and 
by the decisions of the courts. 

But in justice, some provisions should be made 


for the old States, also, out of these public lands; ; 
and it is to that 1 wish to call the attention of the į 


House upon thisoccasion. It is not known gen- 
erally what the amounts of these grants are, and 
I have taken some pains to ascertain how much 
has already been granted to the new States and 
to the Territories. For that purpose 1 have an 
official statement from the Land Office, which 
shows that there has been granted to the land 
States—some twelve in number-—for all purposes, 
and to the Territories, 84,000,000 and over of the 
public lands. There has been granted to a part of 
these States, as follows: 

Ohi0. we eee secre 

Indiana. . «++ 3,267,460.61 
* Tinos. eee cece ee erene e 5,584,167.94 

Missouri... ccecseceeeees 3,242,627.00 


seeee 2,273,858.77 acres. 


“6 
ee 


Alabama ...aesses aee.. 2,094,284.00 “ 
Mississippi ......-+-- .... 4,151,011.00 “ 
Louisiana. -s.e s.o ese0 des 10,210,122.58 “ 


s 
ce 
“ 


seere 6,170,866.00 


Michigan... . 
6,250,813.00 


Arkansas... 
Florida . 2,022,993.00 
lowa... wees 2,713,955.22 
Wisconsin... esses asoro 3, 128,799.09 
TENNESSEE, o ..cescsneaees 3,303,824.00 


(Z3 
“6 
ss 


I did not suppose that my 


But cannot the mo- ! 


entertain some views upon this | 


There have been presented to the Commit- į 


There is no | 


í 
l 
ti 


| 


h 


California............5..+ 500,000.00 acres. 
` Minnesota Territory. ..... 2,997,191:00  “ 
Oregon Territory.. +. 12,186,978.00° “ 


ce 
E 


New Mexico........2.... 7,493,120.00 
Utah. wee eee se ee eee ees 6,631,707.00 
es 


Total. soe oss eno 0 -84,222,184.19 


And there have been sold of the public lands 


| only one hundred and one millions and some odd 


acres. So that there has been actually given away, 


' by grants to the new States and to the ‘Territories, 


an amount of the public domain equal to all that 


has been sold for the public benefit, less only by | 


about 16,000,000 of acres. This fact Gught to be 
borne inmind. So far as lands are sold, and the 
proceeds thereof paid into the Treasury of the 
nited States, they are disposed of for the benefit 
of all the States. 
New York was.the first State that ceded her 
lands to the General Government, and in her ces- 


; sion thereof she express!y asserted that it was to 
| place them as “a common fund to defray the ex- 


>> 


penses of the war.’’ Virginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Georgia, made similar ces- 
sions, and in every one of them it was expressed 
that the lands thus ceded were to be used for the 
“ common benefit” of all the States. 

What is the practical effect of these grants? 
The practical effect, and the claim here set up is, 
that as far as the lands are granted to the States, 
they belong exclusively to the twelve land States, 
and you may go on granting as much as you 
choose; and yet the oid States have no right to 
share in these grants. My opinion may be very 
different from that of other gentlemen here, but 
my opinion is, that it is not justice to the old 
States to grant so much land to the Western States, 
I claim for the old States only justice, and I am 
willing to do justice and to be generous to the 
Western States. I do not want to be unjust or 
ungenerous to them. I do insist, however, that 
while large grants are made to them for railroad 
purposes, the old States have a right to ask grants 


i for the same purpose, to some extentat least. And 


itis as right for the one as for the other. We 
have but one Constitution, and all the States are 
upon an equal footing by the Constitution and 
the laws, and these lands are the common prop- 
erty of ail the States. I should like to know how 
one or a dozen of these States are constitutionally 
entitled to these grants, and yet it is unconstitu- 
tional to make them to the others? Upon what 
principle is it? If itis right to grant Jands for one 
road, it is right to make grants for another. 
There is an ingenious argyment used here, which 
I shall notice. It is this:"You have no right to 
ask these grants for the old States. Why? Be- 
cause the western States double the value of the 
alternate sections on each side of the road, and 


| therefore you have no right to ask these lands for 


the old States, for they cannot do that. If gen- 
tlemen will look into these railroad bills, they will 


i find that the roads proposed for the purpose of 


getting their sections have a range of thirty miles 
—fifteen on each side of the road—to locate their 
sections upon. Every one knows that railroads 
are not made where there are no settlements. 
They are constructed for business purposes be- 
tween settlements, and villages, and cities. They 
are usually made through the most settled parts 
of the country, and consequently will pass through 
lands located and settied. For this reason it is 


that they must have thirty miles in width from | 


which to make their selection, in order to get their 


| lands, which they are tu take in alternate sections, 


How is it with the other sections left for the Gov- 
ernment? By the law they are doubled for only 
six miles on each side of the road, making in all 
twelve miles; therefore less than one half as 
much land as is granted to the roads is doubled in 
price in point of fact. Only the land lying in a 
suip two fifths as wide as is granted to the roads 
from which to make their selection, is doubled in 
price to the Government. This two fifths lying 
along the road is the part most thickly settled, and 
on which, therefore, will be found the least land 
in proportion for the road. I believe it may be 
safely said that these road bills will not double the 
price of one half as much land as is granted to 


i the roads; and in addition to that, not one half 


of the land doubled in price will probably ever be 
sold at that double price. 


j 
| 


has not the morning hour expired? ; 

The SPEAKER.» It has: ee 

Mr. DUNHAM... I then move that the House 
proceed to the business upon the Speaker ’s table. 

[Cries of “Nom? “Nor? “Let him go on 
with his speech P] ae 

Mr. CLEVELAND. This is the only ‘argu- 
ment that has been advanced upon the other side 
of the question. : 

The question was taken, and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 45, noes not counted. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
It is important that the special order should be 
disposed of. : 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for tellers; which were 
not ordered. i 

Mr. CLEVELAND. The gentleman from 
New York says that it is immaterial to him 
whether he proceeds now or waits until to-morrow 
morning. He is willing to continue his remarks 
on to-morrow, and I make this statement with the 
object of preventing the unnecessary consumption 
of time. 

The question was again taken upon the motion 
to proceed to the business upon the Speaker’s 
table; and, upon a division, there were—ayes 59, 
noes 48—no quorum. f 

Mr. TAYLOR. It is very evident that the 
House did not understand the question, and I 
hope tellers may be ordered. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 
refused. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
a call of the House. 

Mr. ORR. By unanimous consent I think tel- 
lers may be ordered. 

a MARSHALL withdrew his motion for a 
call, 

There being no objection, tellers were ordered; 
and Messrs, P. King and FowLeRr were appointed. 

The question upon the motion to proceed to the 
business upon the Speaker’s table, was: again 
taken, and decided in the affirmative—the tellers 
having reported—ayes 76, noes not counted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that he 
Flouse resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. DUNHAM, (interposing.) “Mr. Speaker, 


Tellers have been 


I move for 


KOSSUTH’S LETTER OF THANKS. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is on the motion to print the communication from 
the President of the United States, transmitting a 
letter of thanks from Louis Kossuth to the Gov- 
ernment and Congress of the United States, upon 
which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Some two weeks since I 
introduced to the House resolutions passed by the 
Legislature of Maine. J intended then to have 
submitted some remarks upon them, but had not 
the opportunity. I would beg as a favor of the 
gentleman from Maryland, that he will yield me ~ 
the floor, that I may now present my views. 

Mr. EVANS yielded for that purpose. 

Mr. ANDREWS then addressed the House in 
favor of the Maine resolutions and on the ques- 
tion of intervention. Flis remarks will be found 
in the Appendix. 

Mr. A. having concluded—”* 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Evans] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DUNHAM. JI hope now that the gentle-. 
man from Maryland will yield for a motion that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EVANS. If it is the desire of the House 
that the consideration of the bounty land bill shall 
be proceeded with, as I am indebted to my friends 
for many favors, I will yield the floor until to- 
morrow. In thus yielding, it is understood that I 
still retain my right to the floor. 

Mr. DUNHAM moved that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; which motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Oxps in the chair.) aa E 
| The CHAIRMAN. The special order. before 
| the committee is joint resolution No. 1,explana- 
tory of the act approved September “28, 1850, 
granting bounty land to certain officers and-sol- 


k 
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United States. s eee sa: 
When. the committee rose on esterday, the. 
question pending was the motion of the gentleman 


‘/diews who have been in the military service of the 


“from Ohio. {[Mr. Canrrer] to amend the: amend- 


ment:of his colleague, [Mr GarLorD,} to strike 
out the third section of the joint resolution, and to 
insert iy lieu. thereof the fourth section of the Sen- 
ate till, Rents S ee 
“The amendment of Mr. Carrrer was: read, as 
follows:. ; : : ie 
And it is: further provided, That the. persons-entited to | 


` bounty land under the provisions of. this. act, or of the.act’ 


to which this is-an ainendment, and who may be residents 
of said Territory of Oregon at the date of the passage of 


` this act,‘or who may ‘hereafter become residents of said 
Territory, shall be permitted to.locate their warrants upon j 


any unclaiméd lands in said Territory, and that upon such 
survey and location patents shall 4ssne therefor, as in other 
cases. sie . 

Upon this question tellers were ordered, and 
Messrs. Hesanp and TownsnenD appointed. 

‘The question wastaken upon the amendment of 
‘My. Garrrer, and it was disagreed to—the tellers 
having reported—ayes 22, noes not counted. 

The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Gay.orp, to strike out the third sec- 
tion, and in lieu thereof to insert the fourth section 
of the Senate bill, it was put and agreed to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in as an addition to the section that 
has just been adopted: 

Aud that the provisions of the fifth section of the act of 
July 19, 1848, granting three months?’ extra pay to the sol- 
diers and officers of the Mexican war, be extended so as to 
include the North Carolinia reeruits, taken into the ser- 


vice by Licutenant James W. Tatham, and discharged at 
Fort Moultrie, after nearly twelve months’ service. 


“The CHAIRMAN. This is the same amend- 
‘ment that was offered when we were in committee 
upon the Senate bill, The Chair thinks the amend- 
ment is in order, but he feels constrained, in con- 
sequence of the decision of the committee then 
‘made, to rule it out of order. 

_ Mr. CLINGMAN. I will beg leave to say that 
this is a different bill from the other one. I thes 
thought the decision of the Chair was right, and I 
hope the Chair will decide this question independ- 
ently of that decision. The gentleman who at 
that time took exception is now satisfied that it is 
in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. This is precisely a similar || 


amendment, and the Chair rules it out of order. 
Does the gentleman take an appeal? 

` Mr. CLINGMAN, I do asa matter of form, 
‘understanding that the objection has been with- 
‘drawn. 

The question was put, and the decision of the 

Chair was overruled—ayes 35, noes not counted. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 beg leave to call the at- 
tention of the committee, fora moment, to the pro- 
visions of thelaw, which I wish to make applica- 
ble to one company—a company who enlisted for 
the Mexican war as volunteers. They were taken 
from my district down to Fort Moultrie, and when 
they arrived there, the Government did not sup- 
pose thatit was necessary to send them to Mexico, 
ut they were kept for about twelve months at that 
point and discharged. They were placed in a cli- 
mate which was as unpleasant to them as any to 
be found in Mexico. They were extremely anx- 
ious to go forward and serve in Mexico, but they 
were denied that privilege, and regulars were sent 
forward into Mexico in their stead, while they were 
thus obliged to take their places aš a garrison. I 
desire simply to read the provisions of the law, 
which I think the committee will see is clearly ap- 
ape ene this case, and ought to be held by the 

epartment, to include them now: 

Andbe it further enacted, That the officers, non- commis- 
sioned officers, musicians and privates engaged in the mili- 
tary service of the United States, in the war with Mexico, 
and who served. out the time of their engagemeut, or may 


have been ‘honorably discharged, &c., shall be entitled to | 
receive three months’ extra pay, provided this provison of 


actual service during the war. 


Now, the Secretary of War has decided that 
those troops who did not get into Mexico are not 
to receive the bounty. No one will pretend that 
all troops engaged in Mexico were in actual bat- 
tle. A great many of them had no opportunity 
of engaging with the enemy. ‘The only limitation 
is, that they shall have been in the service of the 
United States during the war with Mexico. Sup- 
pose Mexico had brought an armament to Fort 


| upon: the border of the Rio Grande—for a large | 


| desirous of being included among those entitled to 


i who shall have served thirty days. 


| who have served in the other wars; and I believe 


i this House will sanction that principle. 
the 5th section ‘shall only apply to those who have been in |! 


ment; which were not ordered. 


the Revolution... W- hy these troops stationed there- 
would -have.been. in their proper place. When 
men engage in the service of the United. States 
they obey-the officers, and remain where they are 
ordered to be placed while they are in, such. ser- 
Vice. It seems to me a narrow, straightened, ab- 
surd, and. most erroneous construction, to say that 
those troops who: did not get to Mexico—those 
stationed upon our frontier, upon our sea-coast, or 


body of them were there—should be‘excluded from 
the benefits of this bounty.: lregard: the case. of | 
these. persons, therefore, as coming within. the 
equitable provisions of that act, as well as its. plain 
meaning. ‘There is- but one single company in 
that situation to be included in my amendment, 
| and I hope the committee will adopt it. They are 


this bounty, and having received many letters on 

this subject, I have felt that it was my duty to 

make the motion, and I hope the committee will 
j adopt the amendment. $ . 

Mr: DUNHAM. What is the section? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It isthe fifth section of the 
act approved July 19, 1848, and my motion is 
so to amend the bill as to extend its provisions to 
those individuals. I think the act ought to be 
construed so as to embrace them without any fur- 
ther provision. The Department does not put that 
construction upon it. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Cuwe- 
man’s amendment, and it was rejected: 

Mr. BELL. I propose to amend the same sec- 
tion by adding the following, viz: 

'T'hat the provisions of the act entitled “ An act; granting 
bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have been 
engaged in the military service of the United States,” passed 
September 28, 1850, be and ‘are hereby intended to and for 
the service of any commissioned officer, musician, or pri- 
vate, who engaged to serve for a definite or indefinite period 

| of time, and actually did serve some time, though less than 
thirty days in any of said wars enumerated in the first sec- 
tion of said act, so as to allow to such person or persons en- | 
titled thereto forty acres. 


Mr. BELL. I have but a word or two to sa 

‘upon this amendment. If it should prevail, -1t 
| will relieve all those enumerated in the act of 
1850, who actually served in war the length of 
time they agreed to serve, or had served any 
| length of time, although it was less than thirty days. 
It is placed upon the same principle, so far as re- 
gards that, embraced in the section referred to by 
the honorable gentleman from North Carolina 
Mr. Cuineman] in the Mexican bounty land bill. 
There is in the law of 1850, a restriction to those 
I know men 
in the State of Ohio, who marched from near the 
city of Cincinnati to Sandusky, and who were 
discharged there. Their time was not counted, | 
although they actually served from the time they 
| left home, and were recognized as being accepted 
| into the company until they were discharged at 
| Sandusky, from twenty-four, twenty-five, and | 
| twenty six, and in one case twenty-nine days. I 
| know men in that region of country who were in || 
| battle—volunteers—who ran risks and hazards 
i much more than those even who will draw one 
hundred and sixty acres. This amendment recog- 
nizes the smallest grade of service, and embraces 
| the principle of the law granting forty acres to 
i those who were engaged to serve and were honor- 
| ably dischargedin the Mexican war. I might call 
the attention of gentlemen from New York, Ver- 
t mont, and other Eastern States, to those who 
: were engaged in battles upon Lakes Champlain 
| and Erie, and those who left their homes at the 
i first intelligence of hostilities, and marched to the 
| battle-fields of Plattsburg, Chippeway, and Lun- 
i dy’s Lane, and who did service in other short 
: campaigns. All I ask is, to vote for a provision 
| which will bring that class of men in the same 
i footing upon which you have placed the soldiers 


Mr. BELL demanded tellers upon his amend- | 


‘Phe question was then taken, and decided in | 
the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVANS. I propose the following amend- | 
ment as an additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That one hundred and sixty 
acres of laud be, and the same are hereby granted to every | 
officer and soldier, whether of regulars, militia, or volun- |! 
teers, who may have been actually engaged in any action | 
or encounter with the enemy, in any of the wars specified |; 


Moultrie, as Great Britain did during the war of | 


i in the act approved September 28, 1850, without regard to 


his length.of, service; or-in case.of the death of any such 
soldier or officer, the warrant to be issued may be granted 
to.such person Or persons.as Would be. entitled under the 
act of 1859, above mentioned, or any other act, as if this 
enactment had constituted. a part thereof: Provided, That 


nothing herein. contained shall be. so- construed as to grant 


more than one. hundred and'sixty.acres of Jand to.any per- 
son who may already be entitled: to Tt under the act above 


mentioned for his services:in-any one wat. 7 : 

And.be it further enacted, That the warrants of one hun- 
dred and sixty-acres, sọ as above to.be issued, shall be as- 
signable. x $ 


-And.be it further enacted, ‘That the act of September 28, 
1850, is hereby extended to all naval officers, sailors, flotilla. 
men, and marines serving with land troops in cases where 
they could not be. entitled to prize money. aa 

Mr. E. said: Lam aware that there are persons 
upon the floor of this House, who. think, because 
this bill is just, it will be lost. I have, hmwever, 
abetter opinion of the judgment, and discretion, 
and: probity of members. There seem to be many 
words contained in the additional section I have 
offered, but the whole matter may be embraced in 
a statement or two. The last section proposes to 
give bounty land to those marines who served on 
shore with the land troops, in cases where they 
would not be entitled to prize money. I will give 
the committee an illustration of the justice of such 
a provision. In the war with Great Britain there 
was a battle fought at a place called Bladensburg, 
not a great way from this Capitol. It is a factin 
the knowledge of all those who pretend to know 
anything of the history of their country, that every 
body ran away from there except a few of the 
flotilla men and marines, under Commodore Bar- 
ney. Those who ran away: hage received or are 
entitled to bounty:land, but Barney.and his men 
gotnone. I know it has-been heretofore a part of 
the principle of those who were engaged in these 
transactions, to reward the unmeritorious and neg- 
lect those who are really meritorious. I hope 
that practice will be now abandoned. I hope, in 
view of this great series of compromise land meas- 
ures, that a little returning sense of justice will 
actuate the members of the House, and that they 
will see the necessity of putting this matter right. 
The other section proposes also, that any man 
who was actually in any battle or encounter with 
the enemy of hiscountry,no matter whether he had 
served a month or not, shall receive bounty land 
for his service. I take it for granted that gentle- 
men will not attempt a contradiction of what I 
say, that the man who has been actually engaged 
in‘a serious encounter with the enemy, as some of 
our gallant friends have been, only for a few 


| hours, is at least as deserving of bounty land as 


those who ran away from Bladensburg, or dis- 
graced themselves by surrender. He who has 
been five years in the service of his country, and 
performed garrison duly, is not more meritorious 
than the soldier who has periled his life on the 
battle-field. If the committee think otherwise, I 
hope they will vote down my amendment. I hope 
it will be made a test here, and before our constit- 
uents, whether those who have really fought- the 
battle, whether those who came on shore and sus- 
tained the brunt of action when others were run- 
ning away, shall also have their reward; or whether 
the undeserving and unmeritorious only, who ran 
away, shall receive the bounty of this Government. 
That is the question for the committee to deter- 
mine now. I leave that question with them, con- 
fiding in their.sense of justice. I have a high 
opinion of their probity, and donot believe they 
will make this unjust distinction. 

Mr. WALSH. Idesire to say but a few words, 
partly in support of the amendment and partly 
against it. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the 
gentleman that he can say what he desires to say 
against the amendment, but not that in favor of it. 

Mr. WALSH. I understand that I have a 
right, under the five minutes rule, to speak against 
the amendment, and I oppose it for the reason tha, 
Ido not suppose it embraces Barney’s flotilla men. 


I should like to have them described by the proper 
name. s 


Mr. EVANS. What is it? 
Mr. WALSH. They were seamen, and the 


| fact that they were seamen constitutes their claim 


for compensation at the hands of this House. | 
will give you their history briefly. Commodore 
Barney came into the city of Baltimore and vicin- 
ity, and got sailors from the mercantile marine. 
He put them on board of gun boats, and as the 
sien advanced he destroyed those boats to pre- 
vent their falling into the hands of the British fleet. 
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Those men were then entitled to their discharge, 
and nine men out of ten would have fled, from the 
danger, but not so with them. They volpnteered 
under their immortal leader, came to Bladensburg, 
and the British record of that battle says that the 
valor and gallantry evinced by these sailors. and. 
the marines was never exceeded upon the field of 


battle.. I wish I had the book here to show you, 


what the British historian says of them. . 

Sir, these men were engaged in the general de- 
fence; they were not acting on the battle field, 
in defense of their own firesides;. they were not 
rushing to the protection of their own homes, for 
they scarcely had homes; but they came here to 
defend your capital, and in that point of view, 
were engaged in the general defence. 

Justice requires the grafting of exceptions on all 
general rules and general laws. This case consti- 
tutes such an exception, and we have acted on 
this principle in the case of the pensions granted 
to the seamen who were entitled to pensions 
under the Jaw relative to the Mexican war. We 
have singled out those men to bestow our benev- 
olence upon them; and here is a case of men who 
left their native element, came on land, and put 
themselves under the control of a military com- 
mander—men who, the British historian tells you, 
managed their guns with a skill and success un- 
exampled in European war. 

Sir, I have a word now to say, with the permis- 
sion of the House, for the purpose of correcting 
history. Itis said that the Maryland troops ran 
from the field of Bladensburg. Sir, they ran only 
when no other troops could have stood. The 
ran only when their ammunition was exhausted. 
I call the attention of the House to that same 
British record, which says that the fifth regiment 
of Maryland militia drove back the first advances 
of the British army, and these were raw militia, 
who had scarcely got upon the field of fight before 
the fight began. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Evans’s 
amendment, and on a division there were—ayes 46, 
noes 17—no quorum voting. 

Tellers were accordingly ordered, and Messrs. 
Hamiutron and CHANDLER appointed. And the 
question being again put, there were—ayes 78, 
noes 44. f 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

_, The Clerk then reported the fourth section, as 
‘follows: 


Sec. 4. And be it further resolved, That nothing in 
the first section of the act of the twenty-eighth of Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and tifty, granting bounty land to cer- 
tain officers and soldiers who have been engaged in the mili- 
tary service of the United States, shall be so construed as 
to exclude any commissioned or non-commissioned officer, 
musician, or private, whether of regulars, volunteers, ran- 
gers, or militia, who was mustered into the service of the 
Uhited States for the suppression or prevention of Indian 
hostilities, and served the length of time required by said 
act, or whose services were subsequently recognized by the 
United States. 


Mr. DUNHAM. The committee, in adopting 

- the fifth section of the Senate bill, have already 

adopted the substance of this section, and there is 
therefore no necessity for keeping it in. 

I move to strike out the fourth section, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the fourth section of the bill 
reported from the select committee, with a provi- 
so thereto which I have added, and which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the matter proposed to be in- 
serted, as follows: 

Src. 4, And be it further enacted, That in computing 
the term of service of the officers and soldiers of militia, 
volunteers, and rangers, for the purposes of this act, or of 
the act of which this act is explanatory, such term shall be 
computed from the time they were mustered into the ser- 
vice of and paid by the United States to the time they were 
discharged therefrom: Provided, That this section shall 
not extend to the cases provided for in the second section, 
and in the provisos to the first section of the act of which 
this act is explanatory. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I will explain to the com- 
mittee the purport of the section which I propose 
to insert in lieu of the fourth section. Itis simply 
to provide that in computing the time of service of 
the soldiers, it shall be computed from the time 
they were first engaged in service until they were 
discharged; in other words, that you shall com- 
pute the full term that they were in active service. 

The proviso is designed to obviate the difficulty 
in reference to that section, suggested by my col- 
league [Mr. Fircn] a few days ago. It is simply 
to meet the case where soldiers who had been 
called out in Indian wars and for the suppression 
of Indian hostilities were; after peace was made, 


į land nor ereate any title thereto in Jaw or equity, by deed. 


| kept upon the frontier one, two, three, or four 


months in active service of the most arduous de- 
scription. i ` 
, The question now being upon striking out and 
inserting, it was put, and there were—ayes 38, 
noes 30—no quorum voting. 

[Cries of “Tellers!” « ‘Tellers !’’ and “ Call the 
roll !??] i 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CARTTER and 
CLEVELAND were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 47, noes 63—no quorum. 

[Loud cries of ** Call the roll!?’] 

‘The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll, and 
the absentees having been noted, the committee 
rose, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
the Chairman [Mr. Ops] reported that the Com- 
mittee of.the Whole on the state of the Union 
having found itself without a quorum, had directed 
the roll to be called and the absentees noted, and 


had instructed him to report the facts to the House | 


with the names of the absentees. 

A quorum now being present, the committee 
again resumed its session. 

The tellers again resumed their places, and the 


| question being taken, they reported—ayes 62, 


noes 58. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iam satisfied that 


we cannot do anything by remaining here, and I | 


move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I hope the 
committee will not rise now. There is but one 
more section of the bill, and I hope we shall first 
dispose of it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move tostrike out the fifth 
section of the bill under consideration, and insert 
the seventh section of the bill reported by the 
select committee. | would suggest that the sub- 
stance of that section has already been adopted, 
and the section will of course be stricken out. I 
move to insert the whole of the seventh section of 
the bill of the select committee, with an amend- 
ment which I have added. 

The fifth section proposed to be stricken out is 
as follows, viz: 

“Sec. 5. And be it further resolved, That in all cases 
where the militia or volunteers, or State troops were called 
out under the laws or executive authority of any State, and 
who served in defence of the country, and whose services 
have been recognized and paid by the United States Gov - 
ernment, shail be considered as having been in the service 


of the United States, and shall be entitled to the benefit of 
the act of which these resolutions are explanatory.” 


That proposed to be inserted by Mr. DUNHA 
is as follows, viz: E 

And be it further enacted, That the proviso to the sec- 
ond section of the act of which this act is explanatory be 
and the same is hereby repealed, 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to strike out the fifth 
section of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. 
following as an additional section: 

And be it further provided, That every male citizen of 
the United States. of twenty-one years of age, or upwards, 


M 


I move the 


who has served his country by paying its taxes and attend- | 


ing to those peaceable pursuits of lite which have placed it 
in a position second to none in the world, shail be entitled 
to enter upon and take any one quarter section of the public 
lands which may be open to entry at private sale, for the 
purpose of residence and cultivation, and that when such 
citizen shall have resided on the same land for three years, 
and cultivated tlie same, or if dying in the meantime, the 
residence and cultivation shall be held and carried on By bis 


widow or his heirs, or devisees for the space of full three | 
years from and after making entry of such Jand, then a pat- | 


ent.to issue for the same tothe person making entry, or 
otherwise to his heirs or devisees, as the case may require: 
Provided nevertheless, That such person so entering and 
taking the quarter section as aforesaid, shall not have, nor 
shall his devisees or heirs have, any power to alicnate such 


transfer, lease, or any other conveyance except by devise by 


| will. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move that 
the committee do now rise, and report the bill. 

Mr. EVANS. Irise to a point of order. I 
want to put this bill right. When this matter was 
first introduced into the House, it was introdueed 


as a joint resolution; and, on motion by the gen- `| 


tleman from Georgia, it was changed into an en- 
actment, and the word ‘‘resolved”’ stricken out. 
It was then referred to a select committee who 


reported back a substitute for it, with the form of i 


‘< Be it resolved.” 1.offered..an: amendment. with“ 
the form of “And be it further enacted.” Now, 
I do not care which is adopted, but for the sake of 
uniformity, I want to have the form settled, and 
either. mine. changed to conform with. the bill, or 
the bill changed to conform with. mine. ee 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I make a-question 
of order upon that amendment. The question 
which the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] 
raises is one which has never been settled.. The 
Committee of the Whole.on the state of: the 
Union has had a joint resolution. under considera- 
tion, and they report it back to the House, having 
first adopted theamendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Srepnens,] to change it from a 
joint resolution toan act. Before the House acted 
upon that amendment, it was referred to a select 
committee, who reported back a substitute for it 
asa joint resolution. The House has, therefore, 
|| never decided whether it should be a joint resolu- 
tion or an act. 

Mr. EVANS. I ask the permission of the com- 
mittee to strike out of my amendinent the words 
‘* Be it resolved,” and to insert ** Be it enacted.” 
There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move 

ihat the committee do now rise, and report the 
ill. 

Mr. SACKETT. I desire to. offer an amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. MARSHALL. The bill has been read 
through, and acted upon by sections; now I ask 
if it is not competent for thé committee to rise, and 
report the bill? We have gone through the bill, 
and if gentlemen are allowed still to offer amend- 
ments, the opponents of the bill may prevent the 
bill from ever being brought to a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes it is 
not competent to return to any of the sections of 
the bill to amend them, but it is competent to 
amend by adding additional sections, 

Mr.SACKETT. Idesire to offer an additional 
section to the bill. 

Mr. WALSH. I submit this question of or- 
der. Until the question is put upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Mansnarz] 
that the committee rise, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sacxerr] cannot get the floor to offer 
his amendment. i i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
so long as gentlemen desire to offer amendments 
which are in order, it is not competent, under the 
rales for the committee to rise and report the 

ill. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Do I understand the Chair 
to decide that after the bill has been read through, 
so long as gentlemen may choose to offer amend- 
ments, it is not competent for the committee to rise 
and report the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that, 
under the rules, it is not competent for the commit- 
tee to rise and report the bili so long as gentlemen 
desire to offer amendments which are in order. 
But it is not in order to return to any sections of 
the bill to amend them. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand that 
it is in order to offer a proviso to the last section, 
or an additional section. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order to offer an 
additional section to the bill. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I would inquire if the Chair 

decides that an amendment may be offered when 
a motion has been made to rise‘and report the 
| bill? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not-competent to en- 
| tertain a motion to rise and report,as long as gen- 
tlemen choose to offer amendments which are in 
order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. In this’ instance the motion 
‘| to rise was made first. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
such a motion does not change the order of busi- 
j| ness at all, and gentlemen have stillaright to offer 
| amendments in order. 

Mr. SACKETT then offered the following 
amendment as an additional section, which was 
it read: 
| 


1) And be it further enacted, That the word “ children,”? 
whenever it occurs in this act, shall be construed to. mean 
descendants from the soldier. : 


| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hardly’ sup- 
|| poses that amendment in order. It is merely ex- 
| planatory of the act itself. y 
Mr. SACKETT. IfI could have'the attention 
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of the committee fora few moments, they will be 
abieto see the propriety of it. = = waa 
The CHAIRMAN.” The Chair decides it out | 
of order: aa e ie foe 
‘Mr. SACKETT. “I-can satisfy. the chairman 
that the améndment-is in order, if I can have his 
attention. i tag Pae, 
-The CHAIRMAN. -The question is not de- 
batable. = : > ae i 
“Mr. HOWARD. Tdesite to offer a proviso to | 
the last section of the bill.’ oe : 

The proviso was then read, as follows: 
“pyovided, That nothing in the first section of the aet of 
the twenty- eighth of September, eighteen hundred.and fifty, 
granting bounty laud to certain officers and soldiers who 

: have been engaged in the military service of the United 
States, shall be so construed as to exclude any commis- 
sidned Or non-commissioned officer, musician, or private, 
whether of regulars; volunteers, rangers, or militia, who 
was. mustered into the service of the United States for the 
suppression or prevention of Indian hostilities, and served 
the length of time required by said act, or whose services 
were subsequently recognized by the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has not this amendment į 
been once offered in the committee? 

Mr. GAYLORD. I would inquire if the fourth 
section does not cover it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this 
proposition has been voted upon already. 

Mr. HOWARD. It isa distinct propasition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee haveacted 
upon a similar proposition. . 

Mr. GAYLORD. There is asimilar provision 
in the fourth section of the Senate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that it is out of order. 

Mr. LANE, [I desire to offer the following as 
an additional section to the bill. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

And be it further provided, That all persons who are en- 
titled to a bounty of land tor services rendered, and who are 
at this time residents of Oregon ‘Territory, shall be entitled 
aud permitted to locate their warrants upon any unclaimed 
lands in said Territory, and upon such survey and location | 
patent shall :ssne therefor as in other cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment is so 
nearly like the one voted upon already, that it is 
out of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move that | 
the committee rise and report the bill to the | 
House. 

The question was then taken on the motion, i 
and it was agreed to. j 
Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the state 
of the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the special order of the House, joint 
resolution No. 1, being an act ‘explanatory of 
the act approved September 28, 1850, entitled 
“An act granting bounty land to certain officers 
and soldiers who have been engaged in the mili- 
tary service of the United States,’’’ and had di- 
rected him to report the same to the House with 

sundry amendments thereto. 

The bill as adopted by the committee, is as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 1. Be it enacted, §c., That from and after the pas- 
sage of this aet, the registers and receivers of the United 
States lund offices shall each be entitled to receive fifty 
cents for his services in locating each bounty land warrant 
by him located, 10 be paid by the person or persons locating 
the same; but this act shall not be so construed as to allow 
any register or receiver to receiveany greater maximum of 
salary and fees than by law he is now entided. 

Suc. 2. And te it further enacted, Thatif any officer or 
soldier who would, if living, have been entitled to the ben- 
efit of the act of Congress, passed September 28, 1850, shall į 
have died leaving no widow surviving him, the child or 
children of such officer or snidier shall be entitled to the 


benefit of said act; and if there are no children living , then 
the father and mother of such officer or soldier shall be en- 
titled, or in default of father or mother, the right shall de- 
scend to the brothers and sisters of such officer or soldier in 
ag full a manner as though said soldier or officer had him- 
self received the bounty, any act tu the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in the event of 
the death of a commissioned or non-commissioned officer, 
musician, or private, who shall have made application for 
bounty fand under the provisions of said act, during the 
pendency of such application, any warrant issued in the 
name of any such deceased applicant, such warrant so 1s- 
sued shall not become void, but shall inure to and for the 
benefit of those entitled thereto, the same as if such officer 
or soldicr had been deceased at the passage of said act. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in all cases 
where the militia or volunteers or State troops of any State 
or Territory were called into military service and whose | 
services have been paid by the United States, the officers 
and soldiers of such militia, volunteers, or troops, shall be | 
entitled to all the benefits of the act entitled “An act grant- 


ing bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have 
been engaged'in the military. service of the United States,” 
approved September 28, 1850, and. shall receive. jands for 
their services according to the provisions of said act, upon 
proof of length of service as therein required; and that the 
last proviso of. the ninth section of the act of Hth of Feb- 
ruary, 1847, be and the same is hereby repealed: «Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall authorize bounty land 
to those who have héretofore received or become entitled 
tothe same, .. a E $ 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That one hundred and 

sixty acres of land De, and the samè are hereby, granted.to | 
every officer and soldier, whether of- regulars, militia; or 
volunteers, who may have been actually engaged in any ac- 
tion or encounter with the enemy, in any of the wars speci- 
fied in the act approved Septeniber 28, 1850, without regard 
to his length of service; òr in case of the death of any such 
soldier or officer, the warrant to be issued may be granted to 
such person or persons as would be entitled under the act 
ot 1850, above mentioned, or any other act, as if this en- 
actment had constituted a part thereof: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to grant 
more than one hundred and sixty acres of land to any per- 
son who may already be entitled to it under the act above 
mentioned for his services in any one war. 

Sec.6. And beit further enacted, That the warrants of į 
one hundred and sixty acres, so as above to be issued, shall | 
be assignable. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the act of Sep- 
tember 28, 1850, is hereby extended to all naval officers, 
sailors, flotilla men, and marines serving with land troops 
in cases where they could not be entitled to prize money. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That in computing 
the term of service of the officers and soldiers of militia, |! 
volunteers, and rangers, for the purpose of this act, or of 
the act of which this act is explanatory, such term shall be | 
computed from the time they were mustered into the ser- 
vice of and paid by the United States to the time they | 
were discharged therefrom: Provided, That this section 
shall not extend to the cases provided for in the second sec- ; 
tion, and in the provisos to the first section of the act of 
which this act is explanatory. H 


The SPEAKER. The question is now upon 
the amendments reported by the committee. 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE demanded the pre- | 
vious question, and also tellers upon that motion. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Davis of In- | 
diana, and BreckENRrIDGE were appointed. 


reported—ayes 98, noes 28; so the previous ques- 
tion received a second. 

Mr. GOODENOW. 
upon the table. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
I demand the yeas and nays. f 

Mr. HENN. Will it be in order to call for the | 
reading of the amendments? i 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to make a privi- 
leged motion, in order to enable the House to un- | 
derstand what the condition of the bill is. I move 
the House do now adjourn. 

(Cries of No!” Nol? “Nol??] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Upon thatmo- 
tion I demand tellers. 

Mr. STANTON, 6f Ohio, demanded the yeas | 
and nays; which were not ordered. 

Tellers were also refused, i 

Mr. STUART. The House will understand | 
this question in one moment, fi 

[Cries of “ Order P? “ Order !”’} 

The question was then taken on the motion to | 
adjourn, and it was agreed to. 

So the House adjourned to to-morrow, at twelve 
o’clock. 


I move to lay the bill 
Upon that 


| 

i 

i 

| 
NOTICE OF A BILL. i 

Mr. CHURCHWELL gave notice that he would ask 

Jeave to-morrow, or on some subsequent day, to introduce } 
a bill granting public lands to the several States of the | 
Union for the establishment of a permanent. and efficient į 
system of common schools. 3 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. HIBBARD: The petition of Content Hutchin- 
son, praying that certain money lost in the mail may be re- 
funded to him. | 
a By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Isaac Weaver, i 
James McCann, Enoch Thorn, and others, citizens of the | 
city and county of Philadelphia, remonstrating against the : 
extension of the Woodworth patent for planing boards, &c. ; 

Also, the memorial of Michael Warbnan & Co., B, & A. ; 
Kern, George Fites, P. George Warrington, C. D. James, | 
Charles S. Close, Daniel Kane, Henry M. Weaver, G. S. 
Hendrickson, and more than 800 others, cigar-makers, and 
residents of the city and county of Philadelphia, represent- 
ing that in consequence of the existing tariff regulations and 
the frauds practiced under the law, they are subjected to 
ruinous competition with foreign cigars, especially those | 
made in the German States, and praying for an alteration | 
of the tariff on cigars of a Jess valuation than $10 per | 
thousand, so as to afford employment for American work- į 
men at fair and remunerating prices. i 
Also, the memorial of Joseph Ritchie, John C. Mont- | 
gomery, Benjamin Orne, and others, citizens of the State | 


i 
The question was then taken, and the tellers | f r 
i| the renewal of the patent for Woodworth’s planing machine. 


of Pennsylvania, petitioning Congress to pass a law to pro- 
hibit -absolytely the. deportation, banishment, or immigra- 
tion.from foreign countries-of. all.convicts, felons, and pau- 
pers, pubficly recognized as such. 

By Mr. KUHNS: The memorial of Benjamin Wake- 

field, praying to be allowed the difference of pay between 
that of master’s mate and boatswain while performing the 
duties of the latter, grade on boardthe United States ship 
Preble. wee k oe f S 
> By Mr. ALLISON : Two petitions signèd by Anthony 
Henderson and 152 others; citizens of Lawrence county, 
Pennsylvania, for a grant of land to:-be made to the State of 
Pennsylvania, for the purpose of aiding the Pittsburg and 
Erie Railroad Company in the construction of their road. 
_ By Mr. ROBBINS :*A petition signed by George Albert- 
son and 38 other citizens. of the county of Philadelphia, 
stating that the extension of the Woodworth patent. bad 
been obtained by fraud and false information, and ask’ that 
a committee be appointed with power to send for persons 
and papers, with a view to inform your honorable bodies 
of the truths and merits of all matters pertaining to said pat- 
ent and its several extensions. 

Also, the petition of P. M. Manus and 49 other citizens 
of the county of Philadelphia, asking for the extension of 
the Woodworth patent by act of Congress. 

Also, the petition signed by Levi Lancaster and 19 other 
citizens of Penn district, in the county of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, asking Congress to modify the bounty land 
act of September 28, 1850, so as to give to each person in- 
tended to be benefited by said act, and the seamen and ma- 
rines who served in said wars, not less than one hundred 
and sixty acres of land. 

By Mr. HENDRICKS: The petition of Thomas Wil- 
liams and W. W. Painey, of Johnson county, Indiana, 
praying that additional compensation be made to the as- 
sistant marshals for services in taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: A remonstrance of 
citizens of Philadelphia against the extension ofthe Wood- 
worth patent. a! 

Also, five memorials from citizens of the county of Phil- 
adelphia in favor of the extension ofghe Woodworth pat- 
ent. $ F 

Also, memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, asking for 
protection to Américan jabor and the industrial interests of 
our country, by an alteration of the present tariff system. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsyivania, rel- 
ative to appropriations for piers in the Delaware river, to 
complete the Delaware breakwater, and for an ice harbor 


| near Reedy Island. 


By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of George R. 
Childs and many other citizens of Philadelphia, asking for 


By Mr. HENN: The memorial of John D. Elbert, asking 
for a grant of land to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Lafayette, via Peoria and Burlington, to the Missouri 
river. í 

By Mr. FITOI: The petition of Eber Woolman and 
Nelson Ferris, assistant marshals of St. Joseph county, In- 
diana, asking additional compensation for services in taking 
the census. : 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: Remonstrance of 300 
citizens of Troy, New York, against the extension of the 
Woodworth patent. i 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Ilinois: The petition of Jesse 
York and 85 other citizens of White county, and State of 
Hlinois, for the extension of the present mail route leading 
from Benton to McLanesboro’, via Carmi and Phillipstown, 
to New Harmony, Indiana, &c. 

By Mr. FAULKNER: The petition of William T. Pur- 
cell and other citizens of Jefferson county, Virginia, praying 
for the establishment of a post road from Charlestown to 
Kabletown. 

Also, the petition of Lewis B. Willis, of Virginia, laté a 
paymaster in the Army of the United States, praying the 
payment ofa judgment rendered in his favor against the 
United States by the district court of Tonisiana. 

Also, the petition of John H. King, of Harper’s Ferry, 
praying to be paid for his services as a director of the rifle 


¡| factory. 


Also, the petition of same, praying to be paid for certain 
improvements of his invention used at the national ar- 


'| mory. 


By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Samuel McArthur 
and 85 other citizens of Muskingum and Guernsey coun- 
ties, Ohio, praying that the Jaw authorizing. the transporta- 


į tion of the mail on Sunday may be repealed. 


Also, the petition of Mary Young, of Morgan county, 
Ohio, asking for a pension as heir of William Liggett, a 
soldier of the Revolution. 

By Mr. DEAN: A remonstrance of C. B. Morse, A. 
Wager, and 70 other citizens of Rhinebeck, Dutchess coun~ 
ty, New York, against the further extension of the Wood- 
worth patent. 

By Mr. KING, of Rhode Island: The petition of Richard 
Borden and others, for the establishment of a dolphin or 
buoy on the south point of Goat Island, in the harbor.of 
Newport, Rhode Island. 

Also, the memorial of Colonel William Gates, praying 
for the return to him of certain moneys presented to him by 
citizens of Tampico, on his retiring from command there, 
and paid by him into the Treasury of the United States. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of citizens of Taney 
county, Missouri, for a post road from Forsythe, via Big 
Beaver Creck, to Hartville, Wright county. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Wright county, Missouri, 
for the relief of Littleton Freeman. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Lawrence and Greene 
counties, Missouri, for a post road from Mount Vernon, via 
Dunkle’s store, to Orleans, Polk county. 

_By Mr. RIDDLE: The memorial of certain citizens, 
cigar-makers in the city of Wilmington, State of Delaware, 
praying Congress to make such an altération of the tariff on 
cigars of a Jess valuation than $10 per thousand, as will 
afford them employmeut at fair remunerating prices. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of 
Delaware, in reference to public lands. 

By Mr. HASCALL: The petition of Ennice Gilbert, for 
compensation for property destroyed in the war of 1812. 


1852. 


° 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


eee ar 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burer. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the } 
Senate a tommunication from the Treasury De- 
artment, transmitting, in compliance with a res- 
olution of the Senate, information concerning the 
Louisville and Portland Canal; from which it ap- 
pears that six hundred shares of the stock owned 
y individuals have been purchased since the list ! 
was made out which was transmitted on the 16th 
instant. It was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and. Canals. 
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PETITIONS. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of James 
McGregor, Jr., administrator of Wally and Don- 
aldson, praying the establishment of a tribunal to 
review the decisions of the late Board of Commis- 
sioners for the settlement of claims of American 
citizens against Mexico; which was ordered to be 
laid on the tabl® ? 

Also, several memorials from citizens of Dun- 
kirk, on Lake Erie, New York, expressing their | 
confidence in the plan of a ‘ floating breakwater,” | 
invented by John H. Sherburne, for the safety of | 
life and property in severe storms on the lakes; 
also, from ship-masters navigating the western 
lakes, accompanied by a communication from the 
Mayor of Butfalo to the same effect; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. H 

Mr. WADE presented a memorial of assistant 
marshals of Ohio, for taking the Seventh Census, 
praying additional compensation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BADGER presented four memorials of as- | 
sistant marshals of North Carolina for taking the 
Seventh Census, praying additional compensation; 
which were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens | 
of Massachusetts, praying the construction of a į 
ship canal around the Sault Ste. Marie; which 
was ordered to be laid on the table. | 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citizens 
of Vinal Haven, Maine, praying the construction 
of a light-house on Harne Neck, at the southern 
extremity of Greene’s Island; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented four memorials of as- 
sistant marshals of Indiana for taking the Seventh | 
Census, praying additional compensation; which 
were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Philadelphia 
county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against an 
extension of the patent granted to W. W. Wood- 
worth for a planing machine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, the proceedings of the Common Council 
of the city of Madison, Indiana, requesting Con- 
gress to take the necessary steps to improve navi- 
gation at the Falls of the Ohio; which were referred 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. PRATT presented a memorial of Malcom 
W. Mearis, an assistant marshal for taking the} 
Seventh Census in Maryland, praying additional | 
compensation; which was referred to the Commit- | 
tee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Charles P. Colston, pray- 
ing the location of certain bounty land warrants; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Also, a petition of soldiers and others, of Anne 
Arundel county, Maryland, praying a modifica- 
tion of the bounty land law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. MASON presented the memorial of Catha- 
rine Crosby, for herself and the other heirs of 
Thomas D. Anderson, deceased, late consul of the 
United States at Tripoli, praying to be allowed a 
credit in his accounts for certain contingent ex- | 
penses of his consulate, the vouchers for which | 
cannot be found; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Relations. i i 

Also, the memorial of John Powell, assignee of | 
Thomas Powell, praying the establishment of a | 
tribunal to review the decisions of the late Board ; 
of Commissioners for the settlement of claims of į 
American citizens against Mexico; which was or- 
dered to be laid on the table. ce 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of citizens 
of Massachusetts, praying a repeal of the duty on 
raw silk; which was referred to the Committee on : 
Finance. 
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| bills, and though several efforts have been made | 


- Also, the memorial of William Gates, praying 
that certain moneys received by him as presents 
while civil Governor of Tampico, and which he 
was required to pay over to the United States, may 
be refunded; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of ‘Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations, to which was referred the petition ofi 
Lieutenant William D. Porter, of the United 
States Navy, praying compensation for the enter- |; 
tainment of illustrious personages on board of the |i 
vessel he commanded, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which was read and | 
passed toa second reading. The report was or- |, 
dered to-be printed. i 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private |; 
Land Claims, to which was referred the memorial | 
of Richard King, submitted a report, accompanied |) 
by a bill for his relief; which was read and passed i 
to a second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

STATE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. BORLAND submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to report to the Senate the present state of the public print- 
ing, embracing the quantity and quality of the work already 
done, and the prospect of the remainder, as to time, quan- 
tity, and quality, and as to the propriety of making any 
other than the present arrangement for its execution. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. i 

Mr. RHETT. When I was absent from the | 
city of Washington, the Senator from Alabama, |! 
{Mr. Ciemens,] not now in his seat, and the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] the Senator || 
from Alabama more particularly, thought proper 
to deliver speeches in this Senate, in which they |; 
very strongly reflected upon me personally; and |! 
so personal were the remarks, and of such a kind |; 
as to leave me no alternative but to reply. ‘The 
Senator from Alabama is not now in his seat, but |! 
I beg leave to say, that to-morrow, after the usual |} 
business of the morning hour is finished, I shall |i 
throw myself-upon the indulgence of the Senate, || 
in order to make a vindication of my position, and | 
reply to the personalities to which I have referred. | 
I shall be happy if the Senator from Michigan 
shall be present, and I shall take care that the 
Senator from Alabama shall be duly notified of | 
my purpose to take up this matter. 

Mr. PRATT. I suggest to the Senator from 
South Carolina to fix some other day, as to-mor- 
row is private bill day. Friday was set apart j 
some time ago for the consideration of private | 
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to set this .rule aside, the Senate has not seen fit ; 
to do so; f hope, therefore, the Senator from South | 
Carolina will fix on some other day. 
Mr. RHETT. Very well, I will say Monday | 
morning then. : i 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope not. Monday 
morning is the time when I hope we shall come to 
a vote on the Iowa land bill. I will suggest Sat- 
urday morning. - 
The PRESIDENT. This whole discussion is 
out of order. ii 
Mr. RHETT. I did not know that there || 
would be any objection on the part of Senators; 
f Thad, I would have endeavored to modify my 
design to suit their wishes. But I see it is impos- 
sible to suit the Senate, and therefore I can only | 
say that [ shall ask leave of the Senate to-morrow || 
after the usual business of the morning is over, to |: 
say what I have to‘say in vindication of myself, || 
Mr. BADGER. Let me make a suggestion. I || 
think that if the Senator from South Carolina |i 
would fall back upon his second proposition of i 
asking leave to introduce this subjecton Monday, |: 
it will not interfere with the progress of the billy 
regard to which the Senator from Lowa is so just} 
sensitive, if the Senator from South Carolina, in- 
stead of waiting till the morning hour is over, 
will take up the subject in the morning hour. I} 
think that will obviate every objection. - | 
Mr. CASS. The Senator from South Caro- |: 
lina, to whom I shall listen with a great deal of |) 
attention to-morrow, or whenever he chooses to li 
make his vindication, has used an expression |; 
which seems as if the Senator from Alabama and |: 
myself had taken advantage of his absence, for |, 
he says ‘thought proper.’’. The discussion went | 


ij 


on; it was participated in by various Senators, | 


H 
il 


and it wasimpossible that such a discussion should |; 


! before I was aware of it. 
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go on without making some remarks in answer to 
those. of the Senator from South Carolina, which, 
as we all know, were of a very striking character. 
I think I followed him within’ a day or two from 
the time he left here. I am not sure-that' F knew 
the honorable Senator had left. It was notfor me 
to postpone the discussion, or to stop any remarks 


I thought proper to make in consequence of his 
absence. 


The PRESIDENT. . This whole 
out of order. : 

Mr. RHETT. I will say no more. I only 
mentioned that all this occurred while I was:not 
in my seat, in order to show the Senate that [ had 


proceeding is 


| not an opportunity at the time of vindicating my= 
i self; and, therefore, 1 asked the indulgence of the 
; Senate. J have waited several days, in hopes that 


the original matter would come up; but 1 see that 
no opportunity is likely to occur, and therefore I 
have no alternative but to ask for such an indul- 


| gence to-morrow. 


RECONSIDERATION OF A VOTE. 


Mr. GWIN. Task the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to have the vate in the case of H. P: 


i Dorsey and others reconsidered—I mean the vote 


concurring in an adverse report which was made 
against the claim. I was absent at the time when 
this matter was up before, and it was disposed of 
It involves a question 
of great interest in my State, and I wish to have 
it put in such a shape that I may have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the subject. ` I have consulted 
with the gentlemen who madethe report, and they 


; are willing that the vote concurring in the report 
1 should be reconsidered. 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. BRIGHT gave notice of his intention to 


‘ask leave to introduce a bill explanatory of an 


act entitled ‘An act in addition to an act therein 
mentioned,” approved May 9, 1848. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON MEXICAN CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT. Pursuant to a métion, 
adopted yesterday, Senators will have the good- 
ness to prepare their votes for the election of five 
Senators to constitute the select commiltee to in- 
vestigate the disposition of claims by the late Board 
of Commissioners under the treaty with Mexico. 

Mr. BADGER Is it not necessary that the 
chairman of the committee should be first balloted 
for? 

The PRESIDENT. Notatall. Senators will 
simply vote for five Senators to constitute the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 think it would he entirely 
proper to designate who shall be the chairman of 
that committee. i 

The PRESIDENT. Senators may do as they 
choose in that respect, but it is not usual. The 
rule is explicit upon the point. Senators vote for 
the whole number to constitute the committee, and 
the Senator having the greatest number of. votes 
is usually considered as chairman, unless the com- 


! mittee choose to make some other arrangement, 


Senators having deposited their ballots, and the 
votes being counted, the following is the result: 


Mr. Brodhead....30 Mr. Badger........3 
Mr. Soulé........30 Mr. Wade.... 3 
Mr. Bayard. ..... 29 Mr. Sumner....... 2 
Mr. Pratt........26 Mr. Geyer a.i... 2 
Mr. Clarke.......23° Mr. Underwood ...1 
Mr. Downs....... 8 Mr. Walker.......2 
Mr. Jones........ 6 Mr. Bright........1 
Mr. Hunter...... 5 Myr. Cass.........1 
Mr. Foot......... 4 Mr. Batler........1 
Mr. Dawson...... 4 Mr. Atchison......1 
Mr. Stockton..... 4 Mr. Smith ........4 
Mr. Chase ....... 3 Mr. Feleh........-1 
Mr. Bradbury .... 3. Mr. Davis ........1 
My. Fish......... 3 Mr. Jones,of Tenn.2 
Mr. Norris....... 3 Mr. Shields..... sek 
Mr. Spruances.... 3 


The PRESIDENT. The committee consists 
of Messrs. Bropurap, Sovir, Prart, Bayanrp; 
and CLARKE. ; 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Did I understand the Chair 
to say that the Senator having the highest number 
of votes would be chairman of the committee? . = 

The PRESIDENT. The custom has been that 
when two Senators, as in this case; have.an equal 
and the highest number of votes, the list is taken 


638 : 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ 


Feb. 26, 


“alphabetically, and theSenator whose namecomes’ 
“ph GE hater havinie an egual and: the highest 
number will be: the chairman of the committee. 
TheSenator from Pennsylvania; (Mr. Bronweap,] 
therefore,. being’ first on: the alphabetical list, will 
be -considered as chairman in preference to the 
Senator from: Louisiana, (Mr. Sours] although 
the votes for each of these Senators-are equal. 

- ` Me; BRODHEAD. I did not desire, Mr. Pres- | 

. ident, to be upon. this: committee at all, and: it-is 
very certain that I- cannot perform the duties of 
chairman. I am already chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Cliims and the duties imposed*upon me 
in that capacity are onerous. F chink; too, that 
the. chairman of this committee ought to speak 

‘both the French and the Spanish languages, 1 do 
not speak, either; and I hope, therefore, that my 
friend: from. Louisiana, [Mr. SovLE,] having the 
same-riumber of votes with myself, will take that 

Ost. ` g 
k ‘Mr. BADGER, (in his seat.) Agreed, agreed. . 
The PRESIDENT. That is a matter which 

can be settled by the committee. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope it will be done by 
the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT. Ifsuch is the understand-. 


ing, the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Sovre] will 
be placed first on the committee, and be consid- 
ered as chairman. 

Mr, BRODHEAD. I hope that, by unanimous 
consent, that will be done. 

The PRESIDENT. That will be the under- 
standing, then. 


NON-INTERVENTION. 


Mr. CLARKE. -I now move that the Senate 
postpone all the prior special orders, and proceed 
to the consideration of the resolutions on the sub- 
ject of ‘‘non-intervention,”’ in order that my friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. Mitter] may have an op- 

ortunity of discussing the subject, as I believe 
è is now ready to make his remarks. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Lamsorry that Iam com- 

pelled, on account of my position in relation to an- 


ator ‘from Towa will withdraw tis objection. It 


is announced that the honorable Senator from New 
Jersey desires to go home. - Wecan certainly take 
up'the lowa bill “after the Senator has concluded 
his remarks, and:take the vote this evening. There 
is to be no<further speaking, as I understand; no 


| other gentleman’ avows the purpose of: speaking. 


At all events, we can-take-a vote this evening on 
the amendments proposed. I think it very reason- 
able that: the Senator from New Jersey should 
have the floor under the circumstances: ~ l 

The PRESIDENT. The question is-on post- 

poning the prior special orders. , 
_ Mr. JONES, of Iowa., I withdraw my objec- 
tons: oo : ; 
Mr. GWIN. I hope the suggestion of the 
honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. Arcnson] 
will be adopted, and that we shall have a vote on 
the land bill thig evening, after the Senator from 
New Jersey shall have concluded his remarks. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Take the vote now. 

Mr. GWIN. Iam quite willing, for I want it 
out of the way. 

The question was then taken on postponing the 
prior orders, with a view to take up the joint reso- 
lutions, and it was agreed to. z 

The PRESIDENT stated the pending question 
to be upon thé amendment of the Senator from 
New York, (Mr. SewarD.] - | 

Mr. MILLER addressed the Senate in support | 
of the resolutions. He urged a firm adherence to 
the policy of non-intervention as laid down by the 
wisdom of Washington. He contrasted the state 
of affairs in Europe since the treaty of Utrecht, of 
the universal intervention by powers of Europe 


in all matters, religious, political, and social, with 
our own peaceful and prosperous, progress under 


other bill, to interpose any objection to this motion. 
Tam assured that if my bill is made to give way to 
this question, an effort will be made to lay that 
bill upon the table. The Senator from California 
is anxious in regard to a bill which he brought in, 
and which was laid aside for the purpose of 
taking up this bill. .My opinion is, that if we 
proceed with the bill which was under discussion 

esterday, we shall be able to take a vote upon it 

y three o’clock to-day; and I trust that the Sen- 
ate will proceed to the consideration of that bill. 
I was present yesterday when the Senator from 
Rhode Island made his suggestion to the Senate 
in regard to taking up this question to-day; but, 
although I was sitting so close to my friend, I did 
not hear a word of his proposition, for I was 
busily engaged in writing, and supposed he was 
moving that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Executive business, I again express the 
hope that this bill may be proceeded with and dis- 
posed of by the Senate. 

Mr. CLARKE. I regret that the honorable 
Senator from Iowa has felt it his duty to object to 
this motion. It will be recollected that the hon- 
orable Senator from New Jersey, on the last occa- 
sion when these resolutions were under consider- 
ation, when the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Ciemens| had delivered his speech, took the floor 
and was desirous of addressing the Senate at an 
early day—on the Tuesday then following. But | 
at the suggestion of gentlemen he gave way, and 
Monday last was specially assigned for the con- 
sideration of these resolutions, with a view to ac- 
commodate the honorable Senator from New Jer- 
sey. On Monday, it is well known, little business | 
was done, and on Tuesday and ‘Wednesday no at- 
tempt was made to getup this subject, in order that | 
the discussion upon the lowa land bill might be pro- 
ceeded with, ‘The Senator from New Jersey will 
necessarily be absent a few days after this week, í 
and he therefore desires to be heard to-day. He} 
will not occupy the attention of the Senate for | 
more than an hour, and then the further consider- | 
ation can be postponed to accommodate the Sen- 
ators from Iowa and California. [am assured | 
that the honorable Senator will not consume more | 
than an hour, and I hope the Senate will consent | 
that he may have an opportunity to be heard to- 


ay. 
Mr. ATCHISON. I trust the honorable Sen- į 


a different policy. He maintained that the policy 
which Washington taught was not adopted by him 
for a day; but was a great principle to continue for 
all time. He strongly recommended a firm and 
determined adherence to the present wise policy of 
non-intervention, so well declared in the joint reso- 
lutions before the Senate. 

i [Mr. M.’s speech will be found in the Appen- 

ix. 

M.. M. having concluded— 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I desire to 
submit some remarks on this subject, in vindica- 
tion of the proposition which I have presented to 
the Senate; but as I presume the Senate will not 
desire to continue this subject at this late hour of 
the day, as to-morrow is private bill day, as the 
honorable Senator from Iowa (Mr. Jones] feels a 
deep solicitude to have his bill considered and dis- 
posed of, and as the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. GwinP claims an éarly consideration 
of the business of that State, I have thought it 
might be well to postpone this matter, and make it 
the special order for some day of the week after 
next. If it is agreeable to the Senate, I will say 
Tuesday week next, and I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the joint resolutions, and 
make them the special order for that day. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On the motion of Mr. SOULE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 26, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. C. M. Burzer. 
v Journalof yesterday wasreadand approved. 


_ Prayer 


BOUNTY LAND. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order, was the motion to lay on the table joint res- 
olution No. 1, being “An act explanatory of the 
act approved September 28, 1850, entitled * An act 
granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
who have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States,” ” as amended by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 1 would ask 
permission of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Bennerr,] who is entitled to the floor, to | 
allow me a single minute. | 


-of the 


|| Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scurry, 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order | 


is the special order reported from thé Committee -. 
Whole on the state of the Union. on yester- 

day. . 
Mr. MARSHALL, ‘of Kentucky. I insist on 
‘proceeding with the regular order of business. 

` Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: . I ask for in- 
formation as to how it is that the regular order of 
business becomes changed ? © For every morning 
lately discussion upon the railroad bilis has been 
the regular order of business.: That-now seems _ 
to:be: superseded. an om 

: The SPEAKER. That would be the regular 
order of business for the morning hour, but for 
the fact that the ‘special order reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union upon yesterday, becomes the regular busi- 
ness, from day to day, until disposed of. Being 
a special order, it-overrides all other business. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is under a rule of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Under the regular rules, and 
the order of the House, making this a special order 
fi®m day to day until disposed off it takes prece- 
dence in the House as it did in committee. 

Upon the motion to lay the joint resolution, as 
reported from the committee, on the table, the 
yeas and nays had been ordered. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Let the amendments 
adopted by the committee be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair 
that the reading of the bill, as amended and re- 
ported, will present the amendments in their order 
as adopted by. the committee. 

Mr. STUART. That is so, Mr. Speaker; but 
the House cannot understand these amendments, 
unless they are read in the order they were pro- 


posed. ; 
l ask that the bill be read as 


Mr. ROBBINS. 
amended. i 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill suggest to the House 
that all of these amendments are contained in their 
order in the ‘*Globe,’? which is placed before 
every gentleman. I cannot see the necessity of 
reading them all over. Every member can see the 
precise order in which they were adopted, if he 
sees proper to take up the Globe. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. The gentle- 
man must perceive that each member would have 
to read the whole debate. 

The amendments were then severally read. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to lay upon the table, and it was disagreed to— 
yeas 80, nays 92—as follows: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Wm. Appleton, Ashe, Bartlett, Beale, 
Bowne, Bragg, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, Clark, 
Cleveland, Curtis, Daniel, George T. Davis, Doty, Durkee, 
Eastman, Fitch, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Gilmore, Goodenow, Grow, Hall, Hart, Haws, Haven, 
Henn, Hibbard, Horsford, Howard, Thomas Y. How, 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, McCorkle, McNair, 
Meade, H. D. Moore, Morehead, Newton, Andrew Parker, 
Peaslec, Perkins, Rantoul, Robie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
l David L. Seymour, 
Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Benjamin Stanton, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland. Benjamin Thomp- 
son, Thurston, Toombs, Townshend, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Wells, Wildrick, and Woodward—80. 

NAYS—Messts. Abercrombie, "Willis. Allen, Allison, 
Averett, Barrere, Bell, Bennett, John H. Boyd, Brecken- 
ridge, Albert G. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, J. 
Cable, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Churchwell, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Cottman, John G. Davis, Disney, Duncan, 
Dunham, Edgerton, Edmundson, Evans, Ewing, Ficktin, 
Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, 
Gentry, Gorman, Grey, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, I. G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hebard, Hendricks, Hunter, 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, John Johuson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Landry, Lockart, 
Mace, Humphrey Marshall, McMullin, Meacham, Miller, 
Molony, John Moore, Morrison, Murphy, Nabers, Olds, 
Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Polk, Porter, Price, 
Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Savage, Smart, Snow, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanten, Richard H. Stanton, Abra- 
ham P. Stevens, Stone, Strother, Taylor, Walsh, Ward, 
Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, Alexander 
White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—92. 

So the bill was not laid upon the table. 

The question now recurred on ordering the main 
question to be put; and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Is it not-in order to move to 


recommit this bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands at this time? 


The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, 


i| The question now is, upon concurring. with the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
in their amendments. 

The first amendment, striking out the first sec- 
tion of the joint resolution, was concurred in with- 
out a division. 


NAL GLOBE. 
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The question now being on concurring in the 
second amendment of the committee, striking out 
the second section of the joint resolution, as- fol- |; 
lows, viz: i 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That the registers 
and receivers of the United States land offices shall. here- 
atter be severally authorized to charge and receive for their 
services, in locating bounty land warrants, tbe same rate of 
compensation or percentage to which they are entitled by 
law for sales of the public lands for cash, at the. rate of 
$i 25 per acre, the said compensation to be hereafter. paid 
by the assignees or holders of such warrants, in all cases 
where the same have been transferred by the soldier, or his 
legal or personal representative, under the provisions of the 
acts of Congress, and the regulations of the General Land 
Office on that snbject; and to be paid out of the ‘Treasury of 
the United States, upon the adjustment of the accounts of 
such officers, where it shall. be shown, tothe satisfaction of 
the General Land Office, thatthe same was located by the 
soldier or warrantee, or, in case of his: death, by his next 
of kin, as provided by the acts of Congress aforesaid. 


And inserting in lieu thereof the following, viz: 


Suc. 1. Be it enacted, Ye., That from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, the registers and receivers of the United 
States land offices shall each be entitled to receive titty 
cents for his services in locating each bounty land ward 
by him located, tae paid by the person or persons locati = 
the same; but this act shall not be so construed as to allow 
any register or receiver to receive any greater maximum of 
salary and fees than by law he is now entitled. 


Mr. STUART demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Task for a division 
upon striking out and inserting. 

The SPEAKER. It is reported as one entire 
amendment, and cannot be divided, under an ex- 
press rule of the House. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I rise to 
make an inquiry. I wish to know if the House 
fails to agree to the amendment, whether it does 
not restore the section stricken out as it stood 
originally ? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly it does. 

The question was then taken upon concurring 
in the above amendment, and it was agreed to— 
yeas 121, nays 48—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, Andrews, John 
Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, John H. Boyd, Bragg, Brecken- 
ridge, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Busby, E. Carrington 
Cabell, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Cartter, Caskie, Chand- 
ler, Chapman, Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, 

Cottman, Curtis, Daniel, George T; Davis, John G. 
Davis, Disney, Dockery, Duncan, Dunham, ldgerton, 
Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Fowler, Free 
man, Henry M, Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fullei, Gamble, Gay- 
lord, Gentry, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, 
Hibbard, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas Y, How, 
Hunter, Ingersoll, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, 
James Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, George G, King, Kurtz, Letcher, Humphrey 
Marshall, McCorkle, McLanahan, MeMullin, Meacham, 
Meade, Morehead, Morrison, Murphy, Nabers, Olds, Orr, 
Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Potk, Riddle, 
Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Savage, Schoolcraft, Schoon- 
maker, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, 
Skelton, Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, George W. 
Thompson, Thurston, Toombs, Townshend. Walbridge, | 
Wallace, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Wells, Addison White, 
Alexander White, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Williams—121. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Willis Allen, David J. Bailey, Beale. 
Bennett, Bowne, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Thompson Campbell, Clark, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, 
Ficklin, Fitch, Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, Hall, Haws, 
Howard, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Lockhart, 
MeNair, Miller, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, 
Newton, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Price, Rantoul, 
Richardson, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Stanly, Benjamin 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, 
Washburn, Welch, Woodward, and Yates—48. 


The third amendment, proposing the following 
as an additional section, was then read, viz: 

Src.2. And be it further enacted, That if any oficer or 
soldier who would, if living, have been entitled to the ben- 
efit of the act of Congress, passed September 28, 1850, shall 
have died leaving no widow surviving him, the child or 
children of such officer or soldier shali be entitled to the 
benefit of said act; and if there are no children living, then 
the father and mother of such officer or soldier shall be en- 
titled, or in default of father or mother, the right shall de- 
scend to the brothers and sisters of such officer or soldier in 
as full a manner as though said soldier or officer had him- 
self received the bounty, any act to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

Mr. MEADE. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to make a simple amendment to that 
section, which is absolutely necessary to avoid | 
gross injustice. The amendment, as it stands, 
gives to the brothers and sisters of the soldier, if he 
is dead the land to which he may be entitled in 
case he leaves no children living, and thus ex- 
cludes his grandchildren, if there be any living. 
I wish to remedy this. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
not be made right any how. 


I object. It can- 


| last proviso of the ninth section of the act of 11th of Feb- 
| ruary, 1847, beand the same is hereby repealed: Pro vided, | 


; grant more than one hundred and sixty acres of iand to any 


Mr. MEADE demanded the yeas and nays on 
the amendments; which were ordered. 

.The question was then taken on the third 
amendment, and resulted—yeas 133, nays 41—as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Allison, 
David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, 
Bibighaus, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Breckenridge, Brooks, 
Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Thompson Campbeil, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Church- 
well, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Cottman, Curtis, 
Daniel, J. G! Davis, Dawson, Disney, Duncan, Edgerton, 
Edmundson, Ewing, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, H. 
M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, 
Gilmore, Gorman, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Hammond, Har- 
per, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haws, Hascall, Hebard, 
Hendricks, Hibbard, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas 
Y: How, Hunter, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnsen, 
James Jobnson, Johy Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, 
Lockhart, Humphrey Marshall, Mason, MeLanahan, Me- 
Mullin, McNair, Meacham, Miller, Molony, John Moore, 
Morrison, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Ontlaw, Andrew Parker, 
Samuel W. Parker, Peasiee, Penn, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, 
Porter, Price, Rantoul, Richardson, Robbins, Robie, Robin- 
son, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Schoon- 
maker, Smart, Smith, Snow, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, 
Richard H, Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, St. Martin, 
Strother, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, George W. Thomp- 
son, Thurston, Townshend, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, 
Welch, Wells, Addison White, Alexander White, Wilcox, 
Williams, and Yates—133. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Appleton, William Appleton, 
Ashe, Averett, Beale, Bragg, Burrows, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Caskie, Clark, Dockery, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Evans, 
Giddings, Goodenow, Hall, Haven; Henn, Ingersoll, George 
W. Jones, George G. King, MeQueen, Meade, Henry D. 
Moore, Morehead, Newton, Penniman, Riddle, Scurry, 
David L. Seymour, Origen Š. Seymour, Skelton, Stratton, 
Stuart, Toombs, Walbridge, Wallace, Wildrick, and Wood- 
ward—41. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The fourth amendment, inserting the following 
as an additional section, was then read, viz: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That in the event of 
the death ofa commissioned or nou commissioned oficer, 
musician, or piate, who shall have made application for 
bounty land under the provisions of said act, during the 
pendency of such application, any warrant issued in the 
name of any such deceased applicant, such warrant so is- 
sued shall not become void, but shall inure to and for the 
benefit of those entitled thereto, the same as if such officer 
or soldier had been deceased at the passage of said act. 

Mr. MEADE. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to make a verbal correction in that 
section. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is the previous 
question operating ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks the 
unanimous consent of the House—— 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The fifth amendment of the committee, striking 
out the third section of the joint original resolution 
and inserting the following, was agreed to without 
a division, viz: 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That in all cases j 
where the inilitia or volunteers or State troops of any State 
or Territory were called into military service, and whose 
services have been paid by the United States, the officers 
and soldiers of such militia, volunteers, or troops, shall be 
entitled to all the benefits of the act entitled “ An act grant- 
ing bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who have 
been engaged inthe military service of the United States,’” 
approved September 28, 1850, and shall receive lands for 
their services according to the provisions of said act, upon 
proof of length of service as therein required ; and that the 


That nothing herein contained shall authorize bounty land 
to those who have heretofore received or become entitled to | 
the same. 


The sixth amendment, inserting the following 
as an additional section, was then read: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That one hundred and 
sixty acres of land be, and the same are hereby granted to | 
every officer and soldier, whetber of regulars, militia, or 
volunteers, who may have been actually engaged in any 
action or encounter with the enemy, in any of the wars | 
specified in the act approved September 28, 1850, without 
regard to his length of service; or in case of the death of 
any such soldier or officer, the warrant to be issued may be i 


i 
granted to such person or persous as would be entitled un- | 
{ 
i 
i 
H 


der the act of 1850, above mentioned, or any other act, asif | 
this enactment had constituted a part thereof: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shali be so construed as to | 


person who may already be entitled to it under the act jį 
above mentioned for his services in any one war. 

Mr. HENN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and resulted— jj 
yeas 98, nays 74—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. William Appleton, Babcock, David J. 
Bailey, Thomas H. Bayiy, Barrere, Bartlett, Bennett, 
Bowie, John H. Boyd, Breekenridge, Brenton, Briggs, 
Brooks, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Churchwell, 


John G. Davis;: Dawson, Dunean, Dunham, Edmundson; 
Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, 
Gentry, Gilmore, Grey, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, 
Hart, Haws, Hebard, Hendricks, Hibbard, Howard, Thos. 
Y. How, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, J: Glaney Jones, 
George G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Mason, 
McLanahan, MeMuilin, McNair; Meacham, Miller, Mol 
ny, Henry D. Moore, Jonn Moore, Morrison, Nabers, Old,- 
Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peasiec, Phelps, Polk, ~ 
Porter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Sackett, 
Savage, Schermerhorn, Scurry, Smith, Show, Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham Stevens, 
Thaddeus Stevens, St. Martin, Stratton, Taylor, Benjamin 
Thompson, George W. Thompson, Townshend, Walbridge, 
Walsh, Welch, Addison White, and Yates—98- é 

NAYS—Measrs. Abererombie, Allison, John Appieton, 
Ashe, Averett, Beale, Bell, Albert G, Brown, Burrows, 
Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Conger, Curtis, Daniel, Dockery, Doty, Durkee, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Fowler, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Ful- 
ler, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Grow, Sampson, W. 
Harris, Hascall, Haven, Henn, Horsford, Houston, John 
W. Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, 
James Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W, Jones, 
Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, Meade, Morehead, Murphy, 
Newton, Orr, Outlaw, Penuiman, Perkins, Riddle, School- 
craft, Schoonmaker, David L. Seymour, Origen S, Sey- 
mour, Skelton, Smart, Strother, Stuart, Thurston, Toombs, 
Wallace, Ward, Watkins, Wells, Wilcox, Wildrick, and 
Williams—74. 


So the amendment was agreed to. > 
The following sections were then read, as the 
next amendment in order, viz: 


Sro. 6. And beit further enacted, That the warrants of. 
one hundred and sixty acres, so as above to be issued, shall 
be assignable. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the aet of Sep- 


tember 28, 1850, is hereby extended to all naval officers, 


sailors, flotilla men, and marines serving with land troops 
cases where they could not be entitled to prize money. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I understand 
that the sections read have been just voted upon. 
They constituted a part of the sixth amendment 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Through inadvertency upon 
the part of the Clerk, one section only was read of 
the entire amendment embracing three sections. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The yeas and nays were 
called upon it. Gentlemen who voted are placed 
in a false position, as they thought they were 
voting upon the whole of the amendment as offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans.] 

The SPEAKER. The question was put upon 
the single section. 

Mr. EVANS. Gentlemen can have the yeas 
and nays upon the other sections, and will not be 
placed in a false position at all. , 

The SPEAKER. By the consent of the House 
the vote will be taken separately upon the two re- 
maining sections of the amendment. 

The question was then taken upon the sixth 
section, and it was agreed to without a division. 

The question being upon agreeing to the seventh 
section, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were refused. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to, on a division—ayes 87, noes 37. 

The seventh amendment of the committee, strik- 
ing out the fourth section of the joint resolution, 
and inserting the following, was agreed to, viz: 


Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That in computing 
the term of service of the officers and soldiers of militia, vol- 
unteers, andrangers, for the purpose of this act, or of theact 
of which this act is explanatory, such term shall be com- 
puted from the time they were mustered into the service of 
and paid by the United States to the time they were dis- 
charged therefrom: Provided, That this section shall not 
extend to the eases provided for in the second section, and 


| in the provisoes to the first section of the act of which this 


act is explanatory. 


The House then concurred in the eighth amend- - 
ment of the committee, striking out the fifth sec- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

The question now being, “ Shall the bill be en- 
grossed and read a third time?” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
bill upon the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, demanded the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 85, nays 89—as follows: 


YEAS—Messts. William Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Bart- 
lett, Beale, Bragg, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Lewis D 
Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, Clark, 
Cleveland, Conger, Curtis, Daniel, Dockery, Doty, Durkée, 
Eastman, Evans, Fitch, Fowler, T. J. D. Fuller, Goodenow, 
Grow, Hall, Harper, Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Henn, 
Hibbard, Horsford, Howard, Jno. W. Howe, Hunter, Inger- 
soll, Jackson, Jenkins, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Kuhns, Meade, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Newton, Orr, 
Outlaw, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Price, Robie, 
Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooleratt, Schoonmaker, Scurry, 
David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, 
Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham- P. Stevens, Thaddeus 
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Stevens, Stration, Stuart, Sutherland, Benjamin Thomp~ 
gon, George We ‘Phoinpson, ‘Thurston, Toombs, Towns- 
Bonds ‘Walbridge,- Wallace, Wells, Wildrick, and Wood- 
yard—85.-, + x ` RENE es 
T NAYS Messrs. Abercrombie, W- Allen, Allison, J.: Ap- 
pleton; D. J. Bailey, T. H. Bayly, Barrere, Bell, Bennett, 
Bowie, J. H. Boyd, Breckenridge, Brenton,.A. G. Brown, . 
Busby, È. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Thompson Camp- 
bell, Chastain, Churchwell, Ctinginan, Cobb, John. G. 
Davis, Dawson, Duncan, Dun j 
Ewing, Ficklin, Florence, Freeman, Renty M: Fuller, Gam- 
‘ble; Gaylord, Gilmore, Grey, Hamilton, Hammond, Samp- 
son W,-Harris, Hebard, Hendricks, Houston, ‘Thomas: Y. 
How, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, John Johnson, 
Robert W..Jonuson,: Daniel T. Jones, ‘George G: King, 
Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Humphrey. Marshall, Mason, 
McLanahan, McNair, Meacham, Miller, Molony, John 
“Moore, Morrison, Murphy, Nabers; Olds, Andrew Parker, 
Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Polk, Powell, Richardson, Rob- 
bins, Robinson; Savage, Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, Stone, 
Strother, Taylor, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, 
Welehy Addison White, Alexander White, Wilcox, Wil- 
liams, and Yäteş—89. ` EE an $ f 
So'the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. ; 
The question then recurred on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered: 
The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 96, nays 83—as follows: ` 
YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Allison, 
John Appleton, Babcock, David J. Kailey, ‘Thomas H. 
Bayty, Barrere, Bell, Bennett, Bowie, Breckenridge, Bren- 
ton, Albert G. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Cald- 
well, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, Chastain, Church- 
well, Clingman, Cobb, Cottman, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Duncan; Dunham, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ewing, Ficklin, 
Fitch, Florence, freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gay- 
lord, Gentry, Gilmore, Hamilton, Hammond, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hebard, Hendricks, Houston, Thomas Y. How, 
Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, Jobn Johnson, Robert 
W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, 
Huispbrey Marshall, Mason, McLanahan, MeMullin, Me- 
Nair, Meacham, Miller, Molony, Jobn. Moore, Morrison, 
Murphy, Nabers, Olds, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Par- 
ker, Penn, Potk, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, 
Savage, Smart, Snow, Richard H. Stanton, Abem P, Ste- 
vens, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Taylor, Walsh, 
Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, Alex- 
ander White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—96. 
NAY S—Messrs. William Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Bart- 
lett, Beale, Jolm H. Boyd, Bragg, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Caskic, Chapman, Clark, 
Cleveland, Conger, Curtis, Daniel, George T. Davis, Dock- 
ery, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Evans, Fowler, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Goodenow, Grow, Halt, Harper, Hart, Haws, 
Hascall, Haven, Henn, Hibbard, Horstford, Howard, John 
W. Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Jackson, Jenkins, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Letcher, 
Meade, Henry D, Moore, Morehead, Newton, Orr, Out- 
law, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Robie, Sackett, 
Schermerhorn, Schoojcratt, Schoonmaker, Scurry, David 
L. Seymour, Origen $; Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Benja- 
min Stanton, ‘fhaddeus Stevens, Stuart, Sutherland, Ben- 
jainin ‘Thompson, Geo. W. Thompson, ‘Thurston, ‘Toombs, 
‘Townshend, Walbridge, Wallace, Wells, Wildriek, and 
Woodword-—~88. 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read the third time, and to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN. 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, upon that 
motion, demanded the yeas and nays; but they 
were refused. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded tellers; 
which were ordered.” 

The question was then taken, Messrs. FULLER, 
of Maine, and Fow sr acting as tellers, and re- 
sulted—ayes 94, noes 53. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned till to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


I move that the 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Henry R. Wil- 
son, W. B., Sclmider, A. C. Michener and others, citizens 
of the city and county of Philadel phia, petitioning Congress 
to pass a law extending the * Woodworth patent”? for 
planing boards, &e. 

i Also, the memorial of W. Watt, Richard Bellshaw, Wil- 
liam Steele, Wiliam Fulton and others, citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania, representing that the national inter- 
ests oF iron, of coal, of glass, and of cotton, are not in a pros- 


perous condition, and submitting to the consideration of |) 


Congress some of the general features of the policy which 
Great Britain is unwearied in her efforts to pursue for the 
protection of her manufactures, and inquiring whether the 
general w 2 shall be promoted by tae adoption of a rev- 
enue tariff, based upon fuli protection to the diversified in- 
terests of our beloved country. 

By Mr. SMART: The petition of Captain John Gluer 
and others, citizens of Camden, Maine, asking that spia- 


ham, Edgerton, Edmundson,” 


-dies and buoys may be erected upon ledges at the mouth of 
Camden harbor in.said State: 7 eet sos : 
-By Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of Sam- 
| uel L-Hinkley and others, of Massachusetts, for a. repeal 
of the duty on raw silk, ° -+ Spite n 5 
~- By-Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Frank F. Knowles 
and 30 other master mariners of the port of Boston, praying 
for “an. appropriation from: the Treasury of: the United 
States” for the improvenrent of the harbor-of Scituate, in 
the State of Massachusetts: = °°: LE ; 

By Mir. BURROWS: y rem 
and others, citizens of Niagara county, New-York, against 
the extension of the patent for Woodworth’s:planing må- 
chine, P S S : ‘ : aes 
_ By Mr. McLANAHAN: The -petition of Ezra C. Sea- 
min and others, clerks in the First Comptroller’s Office, 
praying for increase of salary. 

By. Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 
George M. Hollenback, S. D- Lewis, Zeba Bennett, 
‘Thomas Oldershaw, Isaac S. Ostuhurt, Edward Carr, and 
other citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
extension of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. WHITE, of Alabama: The memorial of William 
L. Terry and others, praying for a grant of lands to the Ala- 
bama and Georgia railroad. > 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of Enos B. Ring 
and 150 other citizens of Pennsylvania, asking for further 
protection to American industry. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: The remonstrance of 550 
citizens of the county of Monroe, New York, against the 
extension of the Woodworth patent. 

Mr. BARRERE: A petition numerously signed, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route from Williamsburg, 
in Clermont county, via Mount Horeb., 

Also, a petition numerously signed, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a mail route from Williamsburg, in Cler- 
mount county, via Mount Horeb, Branneus, Sardinia, and 
Fincastle, to Winchester, in Adains county, Ohio, and for 
supplying the mail tri-weekly on said route. 

By Mr. DURKEE: The remonstrance of George Lip- 
pard and 17 others, of the county of New York; against the 
renewal of Woodworth’s patent. 

Also, the memorial of Jobn Gilmore and 249 others, of 
the county of Waukesha, Wisconsin, asking Congress to 
change the law permitting the United States mail to be car- 
ried on the Sabbath day. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of Nicholas Leister 
and other citizens of Washington county, Maryland, re- 
monstrating against the extension of the patent of Austin 
and Zebulon Parker for alleged improvern eggs upon reaction 
water-wheels. 

Also, the petition of 133 citizens of Alleghany county, 
i} Maryland, remoustrating against the extension of the Wood- 
| worth patent by Congress. 

Í By Mr. CAMPBELL. of Minois: The memorial of Wil- 
liam Bennett, Michael Byrne, aud others, praying for re- 
lief, &c. 5 

By Mr. MILLER: The petition of the heirs of John 
Chaimers, deceased, praying compensation for property de- 
stroyed by the enemy during the last war. 

By Mr. HiBBARD: T'he memorial of W. O. C. Wood- 
bury and others, citizens of Sullivan county, New Hamp- 
shire, remonstrating against the extension of Woodworth’s 

atent. 
8 By Mr. INGERSOLL : Five different memorials of ship 
owners aud ship masters, masters of vessels, and other cit- 
izens of the State of Counecticut, asking for an appropria- 
tion by Congress for the improvement of the harbor of West- 
brook, in said State. 

Also, the memorial of certain importers, merchants, and 
citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, asking for an appro- 
priation for a new custom: house at New Haven. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of S. Meyargee, John 
Birely, S. H. Gillingham, Jacob Teese, and 40 other cit- 
izens of the county of Philadelphia, remonstrating against 
any renewal or extension of the Woodworth patent for 
planing boards, &c., for reasons therein stated. 

Also, the petition of Charles A. Spring, against the ex- 
tension of the Woodworth patent, who states that they have 
embraced in their specifications improvements which the 
said C. A. Spring and P. Boon claim in their patent of reis- 
sue, No. 209. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of certain 
masters and owners of vessels, praying that Biloxi may be 
made a port of entry. 

By Mr. KING, of New York: The petition of citizens 
i| of St. Lawrence county, New York, asking Congress to 
provide for the speedy construction of ship canals around 
the Falls of Niagara and Sault Ste. Marie. 

Also, two memorials remonstrating against the further 
į extension of the term of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. BRENTON : Petitions of H. H. Neff, Thomas 

į W. Reece, and J. R. Rangall, assistant marshals in the 

State of Indiana, asking additional compensation for taking 

{| the census under the act of 1850. 

| By Mr. WELLS: The remonstrance of 60 citizens of the 

il county of Montgomery, New York, against the renewal of 

the Woodworth patent. 

| By Mr. FAULKNER: The petition of John B. A. Nad- 
enboush, late an assistant marshal, praying additional com- 

pensation for his services in taking the census- 

Also, the petition of John Keeler, a disabled soldier of 
the war of 1812, asking to be placed on the pension roll. 

By Mu McNAIR: The memorial of Levi Streeper and 
other citizens of Montgainery county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing Congress to modify the tariff of 1846 in regard to iron. 

Also, the memorial of 3. D. Conover and others, repre- 
senting that the forcible intervention of one State in the in- 
ternal affairs of another State, is in open violation of the 


} 


|| viz: A. M. Bryan, of the county af Ashe, B. Hough, of 

the county of Yudkin; Wm. R. Lovill, of the county of 
i| Sarry; R. C. Miller, of the county of Caldwell ; Abner Car- 
i michael, of the county of Wilkes; E. D. Austin, of the 


IL. 


_ county of. Row: a3 Jonathan Horten, of the county of Wa- 


taŭga ; Jesse Gant, ofthe county of Catawba; ‘Thomas Ly 
Tucker, of the countyof Iredell; and J.C. Smith, of the ` 
county of Alexander. seo tee ` 

By Mr. MORRISON = The petition of Nathaniel J. Parke, 
asking to be placed. on the jist of invalid pensioners on ac- 
count of disability incurred “in the Mexican. war. 

By. Mr. PRICE: The memorial of J. C. Garthwaite, W. 
A. Myer, J. W. Painier; Wm., Wright, Wm. Jackson, Joel 
W. Condit and others, merchants, ship Owners, and un- 
derwriters of Newark, New Jersey, remonstrating against 
the-repeal of the act of March 3;-1847, entitled“ An act for 
the reduction: of the costs and expenses of proceeding in 
admiralty against ships and vessels,” and praying for a mod- 
ification of said-law. i 

By Mr. EDGERTON: The memorial of Benjamin H. 
Movers, asking to be relieved from the payment of a judg- 
ment against him in favor of the United States, and for the 
payment of moneys due him, : 


By Mr. BABCOCK: The remonstrance of citizens of Os- 
wego, New York, against the renewal of the Woodworth 
patent. 

IN SENATE. 
Fray, February 27, 1852, 
ye by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
THE COMPROMISE MEABURES. 

ThePRESIDENT. The Private Calendar will 
be taken up under the rule of the Senate, which 
devotes Friday of each week to that business. 

Mr.GWIN. [hope the execution of that order 
willbe dispensed with for an hour, as the Senator 
from South Carolina desires to make some ex- 
planation. R 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to present some 
petitions, if it is in order to do so. , 

‘The PRESIDENT. It will not be in order, un- 
less the order of the Senate in relation to private 
bills shall be dispensed with. 

Mr. GWIN. I move to dispense with the ex- 
ecution of that order for one hour. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope not. It is a very se- 
rious business to private claimants; for if we post- 
pone the execution of this order now, the private 

ills will go over for a week. 

Mr. GWIN. Oh, no. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly they will, of course. 
I was in hopes that the course pursued would be 
that which I suggested yesterday—that the Sena- 
tor fřom South Carolina should postpone his re- 
marks until Monday, and make them during the 
morning hour of that day. . : f 

There was a generally expressed wish that the 
Senator from South Carolina should be permitted 
to go on to-day, and thereforè the motion to post- 
pone the execution of the order of the Senate for 
one hour was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. -That motion having been 
agreed to, the next order of business is the pre- 
sentation of petitions, afterwards reports from 
standing committees, and then motions and reso- 
lutions; but if it is the pleasure of the Senate to 
hear the Senator from South Carolina on the ex- 
planation which he wishes to make, the Chair 
will adopt that course. 

The Senate assented. 

Mr. RHETT. I would also think it fair to 
state to the Senate that my object may not be ac- 
complished within the hour allowed. . 

Mr. BADGER. If this course is pursued, I 
hope it will be understood that, as a matter of 
course, the Senator from South Carolina will take 
as much time as he requires. 

The PRESIDENT then stated that the resolu- 
tion declaring the measures of adjustment to be a 
definitive settlement of the questions growing out 
of the subject of slavery would be taken up, and 
on them would be the pending question. 

Mr. RHETT. Mr. President, I probably owe 
an apology to the Senate—at least I think it due 
to myself to state, that the reason why I have not 
responded sooner to the animad versions of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr, Cuemens] and those (in a 
milder strain) of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Cass] was, that I was not in the city of Wash- 
ington at the time they were uttered in the Senate; 


| nor did 1 know of the personalities which the 


Senator from Alabama had used towards me until 
just on the eve of my departure from home to re- 
turn to Washington. After I had been here for 
several days I read them, and I have since been 
watching the current of business under the hope, 
that the resolution upon which these animadver- 
sions were made, would come up for consideration; 
and that I could then address myself with pro- 
priety to the Senate, upon the animadversions of 
the Senator from Alabama; but after waiting some 
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ten days or fortnight, I find that I might wait 
much longer in vain; und, therefore, the only 
course left to me is to throw myself, as I now do, 
to make my response, upon the indulgence of the | 
Senate. ` ! 
In order that the Senate may appreciate my | 
position, I will read an. extract from the speech 
delivered by the Senator from Alabama. I had ! 
hoped that when the altercation between the late | 
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. Foote] and my- | 
self had closed, that it would be an end, so far as I ! 
was concerned, of any contention on this floor. 
I deprecate all such contention from the bottom 
of my heart. I have been for twenty years in 
legislative bodies, and I have so demeaned myself, 
both in my personal and private intercourse with | 
other gentlemen, as well as in my official inter"): 
course in my representative capacity, as to bring |! 
myself in serious confliet with none. But now, | 
in consequence of having announced upon the 
floor of the Senate, opinions which | sincerely aud | 
conscientiously entertain, in the discharge of my |) 
public duty, 1 find myself the subject of vitupera- 
tion, assault, and calumny. There is but one 
course left for me. . I must defend myself and my | 
position. i 
f 

f 


} 
j 
H 
i 


ear 


The Senator from Alabama, in the speech to ! 
which I refer, used the following words: 


“Phe scene we witnessed the other day during the de- |: 
livery by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Rarer | of | 
his harangue, surprised no one bere; but it would have 
been a matter of profound astonishment to the country if |! 
they could have been spectators of what oceurred. ‘There | 
was the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Suaver,] the |! 
Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Cuase,} and the Senator trom | 
New Hampshire, (Mr. Hane,] gathered about him ina sort |) 
of fraternal ring, while the countenance of the Senator (| 
from New York (Mr, Sizw arp] was radiant with gladness | 
‘thas was exhibited the spectacie of an extrewe Southern | 


couraging him. AH this was nothing new to us, how- 
ever strange it may appear to the plain and honest yeomanry 
of the country. Nor was it, when calmly considered, at all 
unnatural—- 

€A fellow feeling makes us wondrous kind? i 

“ There is a sympathy in treason as well as in knavery; | 
and those who are earnestly striving to accomplish we | 
same end need not quarrel abont the separate means om- | 
ployed.”? 

This extraet, and others that I shall read to the 
Senate, are taken from the speech printed by the 
Senator himself, and circulated under his frank, I 
presume, to the people of Alabama. Ffere is a 
charge on myself of knavery and treason. Ele || 
says there is a sympathy in treason as wellas in i: 
knavery; and that that sympathy exists between | 
myself and those four Senators on this floor. The | 
course which I propose to pursue on this occasion |: 
before the Senate, is that which is very common |. 
in our courts of justice: to discredit the witness. 
I mean to show, that the Senator from Alabama i; 
stands in no such high, moral position, as to give | 
any force to his arraignment of me or of any other 
man, for the want of integrity or fidelity. he 

Such are his words, and I will now show the Ii 
character of the witness. ‘Phe assertion that the į 
Senators he has mentioned were around me “ ap- 
plauding and cheering ” me, is entirely destitute of |; 
truth. Every Senator on this floor can testify, that |: 
no such transaction took place in the Senate. Did 
any Senator on this floor—did the Senator from 
Ohio, the Senator from Massachusetts, or the | 
Senator from New York, applaud or cheer me? , 
Will the Senator from Massachusetts rise up and |; 
answer before the Senate whether hé applauded | 
or cheered me during the time I was speaking? 1; 
yield him the floor to hear his reply. l: 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, when the Sen- | 
ator from South Carolina addressed the Senate on : 
the occasion to which he now refers, I occupied i: 
the seat, belonging to me on this floor, and near į! 
his own. I listened to him throughout with atten- ` 
tion. I was interested by his manner and his abil- | 
ity; but, since he now appeals to me, I am con- 
strained to add that, as a lover of the Union, I: 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
with eager approbation—applauding, cheering, and en- |: 
| 
i 
i 


i 
E 
ji 
i 
| 
| 


heard him not only without approbation, ex- , If he has abandoned it, and now takes directly op- 
i; posite ground, his censure or aspersions can harm 


pressed or felt, but with entire dissent. 
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: the truth in regard to this matter. 


: in the course of their observations. 


; myself on the subject of disunion. 


| not only asserts the fact that they applauded and 
cheered me on this floor for declarations of hos- | 


Mr. RHETT. Will the Senator from Ohio 


| please state to the Senate whether he applauded or 
| cheéred me? 


Mr. CHASE. It so happens, Mr. President, 


i that F occupy the seat next but one to that of the 


Senator from South Carolina. When he was 


: Speaking the other day, I did not leave my seat, 


but paid him the respect of listening attentively to 
the remarks which he addressed to the Senate. | 
am not aware, that l so far forgot the dezencies 
proper to this Chamber, as to applaud or give any 
special sign of approval or disapproval of any sen- 
ument which the Senator uttered. 1 will say, how- 
ever, now, thatso far as the honorable Senator ad- 
vances the doctrines of State-rights which-Jeffer- 
son and Madison inculcated, I agree with him; so 
far as he advocates the doctrines of disunion, I 


: dissent from him wholly, utterly, here and every- 


where. And I willadd further, that so far as the 


: Senator from Alabama inculcates reverence for the 
Constitution, and attachment to the Union, E con- 
cur with him, as I do with every man who pro- | 


fesses these sentiments; but when the Senator from 


| Alabama ingrafts upon that doctrine of attachment 


to the Onion, the doctrine of consolidation which 
the patriarchs of the Democratic school have ever 
rejected, | dissent from him, and repel the doc- 
wne. 

Mr. RHETT. 
ther on this point. 


Mr. President, I willgo no fur- 


There was vot 
one single sign of applause or cheering in this body, 
yet the Senator asserts that these four Senators 
applauded, cheered, and encouraged me; and he 
says it was no extraordinary thing at all—nothing 
new—that in the Senate of the United States con- 
sisting of representatives of the States, grave gov- 
ernors and judges of the land, that such men who 
have gone through a probation of public service in 


|i all the States, when they are here gathered together, | 


should applaud and cheer each other on this floor 
Such a thing 
has never disgraced the Senate. Therefore, 1 
leave the Senate to determine, and [Teave the coun- 


“try to determine, inthe very commencement of my 


reply to that Senator, how far he is fitto stand up 


: here and arraign others for a wantof integrity, 


truthfulness, or consistency. 

Chere not only was no foundation, no faet to 
support this charge, but the reason he assigns is 
equally without foundation. His reason was, that 
there was a sympathy between these gentlemen and 
"Nhat is his as- 
sertion; that is what he has spread abroad and sent 
into Alabama and the Southern States. Sir, you 
have heard what these Senators have said. The 
Senator from Alabama himself has heard them 
express dn this floor their opinions concerning the 
Union. I myself have heard the Senator from Ohio 
and the Senator from New York, (who, it is said, 
was also ove of those who applauded and cheered 
me,) as every other Senator has heard them on 


this floor, speak in the most devoted terms of their | 


adherence aud attashment to the Union, and de- 
precate its dissolution as the greatest of calamities; 


and the Senator from Alabama rises up, and | 


tility to the Union, but that the reason for their 
applause and cheers was a sympathetic accordance 
of opinion between us on this subject. 


he attempts to prove it. On the contrary, these 
Senators agree with him in his unionisin. 


sympathies, if any exist, are with him in his 


new-born zeal for the preservation of the Union. i; 
They ave his allies, not mine; and by his course, | 


is helping on the consummation of their policy. I 
suppose I might stop here, so far as ] am per- 


i 
sonally concerned; but the cause of the South 7 
requires, I think, that I should go on, and show ; 
' the inconsistencies of the Senator from Alabama. 


T will show that he oceupied exactly the ground I 
now occupy, and which many I represent support. 


Every Senator knows whatis |: 


Sir, the | 
charge of any sympathy between us on the point i 
‘of disunion, is as baseless as the facts by which 


Their | 


| no one. His credibility as a witness, his author- 
i ity for evil, can affect neither me nor any other 
i; Man on or off of this floor. I propose to show, 
i What kind of a man he is, from his own speeches 
i and his own acts. 

i There is a practice of the English bar, which | 
f 


| have seen used in our own courts with very good 


| 
i 
| 
! 
| 
i 

I 

iI 


effect. 


ii Which he deems material to the issue. Now | 
{| will state to the Senate what I propose to prove, 
by the words of the Senator frorn Alabama. I do 
| hot mean to convict him; I mean that he shall 
| convict himself. I do not mean to arraign him— 


he shall arraign himself; and whatever evil conse- 
i quences occur to him in the estimation of others, 
i it shail be the work of his own hands. If he shall 
| commit politica] or moral suicide, his own hand 


| shall do the deed. 


| ject of Southern slavery: 
Lo L On his resolution of the 27th of December, 
j calling for information as to California, he takes 
i: the position that for Congress to admit California 
as a State, with the clause in her constitution pro- 
| hibuing slavery, was the passage by Congress of 
: the Wilmot proviso in a different form, and that, 
` in doing so, Congress would violate all precedent. 
; Mr. CLEMENS. What is the volume fron. 
! which you read? 
| Mr. RHETT. 
| 


Tt is all taken from the Con- 
gressional Globe. I shall read the extracts them- 
selves directly. If he will turu to the dates, he 
į will find them; or 1 will send him my extracts, as 
if have them all written down. 

|! 2. On the 10th of January, in his speech on the 
i Vermont resolutions advocating resistance by the 
| South to the admission of California as the first 

i| aggression, he contends that we cannot yielil one’ 

i inchs shows that this would notonly beinpolitic, 

| bringing desolation and death to the South, but , 
: infamous; eschews prudence; treats charges of 

p disunion with contempt; and finally depicts two 

‘classes of traitors existing, the Abolidonuisis and 

| the Submissionists in the South. 
' 3. Ou the 11th of February, in his speech on 
: the petition presented by Mr. Hare to dissolve 
the Union, he asserts that, between disunion and 


|| submission of the South to the admission of Cal- 
ii ifornia, the South would take the former; and ar- 
|! gues, that in this event, it will be the North, not the 
H! South, which will dissolve the Union by destroy- 
i ing the Constitution, 


H the Senate the con 
i nounces Mr. CLAY solutions; argues at length 
| against the constitutiouality of adnutting Califor- 
Il aia into the Union; denounces her admission as 
the constrnmation of a drama of fraud and triek- 
ery; contends that the North gets everything by 
1 Mr. Ciay’s proposed compromise, and the South 
loses all; prefers the Wilmot proviso direct; de- 
1 nounces all compromises upon the subject, and 
l: replies to Use pictures of war and blood drawn by 


! Messrs. Cray and Cass, denying that they have 


course, and go with the South in resistance, 

5. On the 8th of May heattacks the re 
Committee of Thirteen, and asas 
contends that there is no room for liberality in the 
© construction of the Constitution, and that it cannot 


i: be compromised away. 

;, 7. On the 16th of May he arraigns Mr. Foote: 

: for inconsistency in supporting the report of the 
Committee of Thirteen, which the Senator said was 

ij only an imbodiment of Mr. Ciay’s resolutions; 
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dénounces the compromise as “a shameless sur- 
render?’ descants upon the ‘‘ outrage”? of the dis- 
memberment of Texas; and treats with disrespect 
and contempt thé counsel: that we should take the 
compromise as.“ the best we could get.” 

8. On the 21st of May he replies to Mr. Foote’s 
charge of being in association with Abolitionists, 
and shows that their opposition to the bill is for 
contrary reasons. - ae 

9. On the.13th of August, he protests against 
the passage of the bill admitting California; re-- 
peats his position, as: being against the constitu- 
tionality of the bill; declares that the States are 
sovereign; advocates secession, and declares his 


allegiance to Alabama, intimating that those who | 


support the bill are traitors to the South, and 
would sell their souls to Satan, and betray the 
Saviour -himself, if he were to come again on 
earth, for half the money. which Judas obtained. 

Such were the positions taken by Mr. JERRY 
CLemens, a Senator from Alabama, in the Senate 
of the United States,in the year of our Lord 1850. 
But, ini the year 1851, in the month of December, 
Mr. Jerry Cremens, according to the speech he 
lately delivered, is an entirely different man, and 
exhibits an entirely new character. In the former 
year, he is a State-Rights, Resistance man—in 
the latter, he is a consolidation Submissionist; in 
the former year, he denounces the compromise as 
unconstitutional and unendurable by the South— 
in the latter, he defends it as constitutional and 
the source of great blessings to the country; in 
the former year, he denounces the Submissionists 
to the compromise as traitors—in the latter, he 
becomes one himself, and denounces the Resist- 
ance men as traitors; in the former year, he des- 
cants on a dissolution of the Union, as the “sharp 
and severe remedy ”-—in the latter, he praises the 
Union, just as Mr. Cass and Mr. Cray had done 
before hin: in the former year, he treated with 
just scorn and contempt the pictures of blood and 
woe which were then portrayed as the conse- 
quences of the disunion polisy ia the next year, 
he becomes n picture maker in the same line him- 
self; in the former year, he declares the States 
sovercign—in the latter, that they are not sover- 
eign; in the former year, he declares that his alle- 
giance is due to Alabama—in the latter, that no 
allegiance of his is dye to her, for she cannot pun- 
ish treason; in the former year, he supports seces- 
sion—in the latter he denounces it; and crowns the 
whole by theasvertion, that Jefferson, the Virginia 
report and resolutions of 1798 and 1799, with 
Calhoun and McDuffie also, all denied the right 
of secession. 

Now, the Senate is in possession of what I pro- 
posed to prove. This is buta synopsis of the po- 
sitions of the Senator from Alabama, and a very 
imperfect synopsis. If the Senate will attend to 
the language | shall read, used by the Senator from 
Alabama, Í think they will find in the sequel, that 
Ihave not only not overstated them, but that J 
have not stated his inconsistency in the full force 
which his own words would portray. And if I 
make all this to appear, as I think I shall, will he 
not prove to bea very proper specimen of morality 
and honor, standing up in the Senate of the United 
States, to arraign the conduct or principles of 
other Senators ? 

Now, Mr. President, for the extracts to which 
I have alluded. On the 20th of December—({you 
see, sir, he began very early, he could not wait 
till other Senators began; he began himself; fore- 
most in his zeal for the interests and honor of the 
South)—on the 20th of December, before Mr. Chay 
offered his resolutions, he came out in the Senate 
and offered a series of resolutions calling upon the 
President for information upon the following sub- 
jects: First, whether he had appointed a civil and 
military governor for California, since March last; 
second, whether any agent had been sent out to 
California to assist in the formation of a State 
government; third, how the persons calling them- 
selves delegates to the convention were elected, 
who fixed the qualifications of voters, and what 
those qualifications were; fourth, whether any 
census of the inhabitants of California had been 
taken, and by whatlaw; and, fifth, the instructions 
which were given by the Government to the civil 
and military Governor. On the 7th of January 
these resolutions came up for consideration in the 
Senate, and the Senator, in his remarks supporting 
their passage, said: 

“ My attention was called to the subject by the Governor 


i 


i of any considerable body at the North to interfere with 


ofthe State of Alabama. The people of that State believe | 


that a fraud had been practiced, and they called for inform- 
ation, Whata farce itis to eay, yor oppose, and still do 
the same things which the Wilmot proviso proposes to ac- 
complish. Are we to be treated like sick.children, who are 
induced to take the medicine offered them, by giving the 
pill a coat of sugar,” &e. - y 


See, sir, what a beautifully fine figure he uses 
for putting the Wilmot proviso upon. the South, 
by the admission of Cal ifornia with her constitu- 
tion prohibiting slavery, instead of passing it-di- 
rectly in a territorial bill.” 


«You will not pass the Wilmot proviso, but you come 
here and pass the same principle which that proviso in- 
yolves, and in doing so you violate all precedent since the 
establishment of the Government. And why will you do 
it? Wit a single Senator get up and say that be would 
vote for the admission of that State, were it not fer the cx- 
istence of slavery in the country? Is there one frere who 
would be so reckless as to vote for the admission of Cali- 
fornia, were it not for the slavery question? Tsay it is a 
matter which we ought to know all about, and [ intend to 
know all about it.” 


Sir, that is pretty strong language; language 
which I heartily approve. Not being then in pub- 
lic life, and a mere spectator afar off, I was look- 
ing to the Senator from Alabama as one of our 
most brilliant leaders. To the great men of the 
South, especially to her Senators, the people of 
the South turned with intense anxiety to point the 
way to redemption, to honor, and to peace, and to 
him among the number. ; 

Now, sir, on the 10th of January the Vermont 
resolutions came up. ‘These resolutions covered 
the whole grownd of the question of slavery, de- 
nouncing it in all parts of the country; and on 
these resolutions the Senator from Alabama early 
got the floor, and here is what he says: 


«T wish to show my constituents that the declarations so 
often and so earnestly made, that the North does not intend 
to interfere with slavery where it exists, is entirely faise, 
and intended only to deceive. The game has been played 
with some success heretofore, and I should consider myself 
very culpable, if T did not now expose it.”” * y * 

«The Senator from Obio [Mr. Cuase] says that he is 
not to be deterred, by: menaces of disunion, from pursuing 
the course he has marked out for himself. I have no wish 
to deter him. I want him and other Northern men to come 
up boldly, anddo what they tell us their constituents have 
demanded.” * —* x * KR a ad 

“The South, Mr. President, disclaims the language of 
menace, but it is nevertheless due to all parties that her 
deliberate purposes should be known. We do not intend to 
stand still and have our throats cut, because the butcher 
chooses to sooth us with the operation of honeyed words. 
You can deceive us no longer by the cateh-words. ‘ con- 
ciliation and harmony.? Nor can our voices be stilled by the 
fear of incurring the reproach of imprudence. 1 said the 
other day, and E say now, that the time for prudential action 
hus gone by. Itis this prudence, of which we have heard 
so much, that has brought us to the situation in which we 
now are. It is this constant talk about prudential action 
which has induced the people of the North to believe that 
we do not intend to resist. 

“There is a point at which prudence changes from a 
virtue to a vice, and it often happens that it is used only as 
another name for cowardice. It is not to be wondered at if 
our good brethren of the North have mistaken the one for 
the other, and have thus found courage to persist in a eru- 
sade which promised to be unattended with danger. I 
know notif they will thank me for undeceiving them, but it 
is my habit to deal plainly with all men; and I now pro- 
claim that you have reached the utmost limit to which you 
can go. There is a line beyond which you must not pass. 
You have marched up to it, and now cross it if you dare. ”? 


Sir, is not that bold and striking language—lan- 


| guage worthy of a Southern man contending for 


the great interests and the honor of the South? 


| 


But, he proceeds: 


“T do not say this tointimidate. I do not believe it will 
have that effect. On the contrary, F believe with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, (Mr. Calhoun,] that this move- 
ment will run its course, and end, as all similar things have 
ended, in blood and tears.” * * * “He whocannot 
now trace out, step by step, each successive event of the 
future, has learned but little from the past history of mankind, 
and isili fitted to be the taw-gtver of a nation. The North 
will not save the Union, and the South cannot; unless, 
indeed, we submit to indignities and wrongs of so degrading 
a character as would almost make our fathers ‘burst the 
eerements of the tonib,’ and come amongst us onee more to 
denounce and disown the degenerate descendants who had 
disgruced a glorious ancestry. We know well what we have 
toexpect. Northern demands have assumed a form which 
it is impossible for us to misunderstand. First, comes our ex- 
clusion from our territory ; next, abolition in the District 
of Columbia—in the forts, arsenals, dock-yards, &e.; then, 
the prohibition of the slave trade between the States; and 
fina}ly, total abolition. These results are just as certain, 
unless the first step is firmly resisted, as that the sun will 
rise to-morrow, and the night will follow his going down. 
Heretofore, ithas been pretended that it was not the purpose 


slavery in the States; but this is an iHusion which these 
resolutions have eome in good time to dispel. T always 
knew it was false; bnt I did not expeet to see the cloak so 
soon thrown aside. But even if it were true, I would stil} 
say F do not choose to place myself at your mercy. I will 
not exchange the fortifications which the Coustitution has 
thrown around my rights for a frail reliance on your gener- 


; Our 


osity or your forbearance. -Concession never yet satished 
fanaticism, nor has the march of the wrong-doer ever been 
stayed by the supplications of the sufferer. Situated as we 
are, the impulse of manliness is the dictate of prudence. 

r duty and our obvious policy, alike demand that we 
should meet the danger on the threshold, and fali or éon- 
quer there. It is of no consequence by what name you 
choose to designate your aggression.. When a principle is 
established, which must bring not only poverty but desola. 
tion and death to the South, itis immaterial whether you 
call it abolition, free soil, or, to use the phrase of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, (Mr. CHasz,] free democracy; the end is the 
same, and so should be the resistance also. When the falt 


_of the out works must follow the fallof the citadel, he is a 
| poor. commander who hesitates to risk everything in their 


defence. It is so with us; we cannot yield an inch of 
ground we now occupy, without compromising our safety, 
and whatis worse, incurring the reproach of eternalinfamy. 
None but children can be imposed upon by the miserable 
@elusion that abolition will pause in the midst of its suc- 
cesses.” * e id i s * 

“Ihave no threats to make—they are out of time and 
place; but I tell you, more in sorrow than in anger, not only 
that you must pause, but that you must retrace your steps. 
The guarantees of the Constitution must be respected, aud 
its promises held sacred, or the most weak and timid man 
in the State I represent would scorn your alliance and 
shatter your Confederacy. Indeed, I do not know but what 
itis now too late, and that this Union, over whieh you have 
preached so much, and about which so many eloquent sen- 
fences have been penned, is already at an end.” 


He considered the Union already at an end. 


i That was upwards of twelve months ago; and yet 
PY 8 y 


he is standing here now, after all the measures he 
was denouncing areconsummated, itsardent cham- 
pion, and calling those who say it ought to be re- 
formed or dissolved bad men. I go on: 

« Certainty you have severed many of its strongest ties, 
and but little remains besides that formal separation which 
imbittered feelings must soon render a necessity. You did 
enough to dissolve it when you commenced organized rob- 
beries of our property—when you murdered our citizens.”* 

Yes, sir, that murder was before the compro- 
mise; but now since the compromise, when anether 
murder is perpetrated in the effort to enforce the 
fugitive slave law, where is his indignation? 
Who heard him say in his late speech defending 
the compromise and the execution of the fugitive 
slave law, anything charging the North? 

“You murdered our citizens when you violated every 
constitutional obligation, and forgot every tie which bound 
us together asa people. Reserve then your denunciations of 
disunion for yourselves.” * > ‘ However much I may 
have loved the Union, I love the liberties of my native land 
far more; and you have taught me that they may become 
antagonists—that the existence of the one might be incom- 
patible with the other.” 

He further says, ‘ you kave violated every con- 
stitutional obligation and forgotten every tie that 
binds us as a-people;” and coneludes his speech, 
which is admirable in its tone and substance, 
describing two classes of traitors, as follows: 

«“ There are two classes of these who have brought this 
Government to the points at which we now stand—actuated 
by very different motives and principles, but equally culpa- 
ble, and equally chargeable with the crime of treason to the 
land. The first is, that band of Northern fanaties who, re- 
gardless of right, regardless of the Constitution, forgetful 
of all past obligations, and of al} moral and social ties, 
have excited and continued a wild and reckless warfare 
upon an institution of which they know nothing, and whose 
blessings or curses should have been alike indifferent to 
them. The second class is one for whom [I have less re- 
spect, and of whom J always speak with less patience. It 
is the timid, hesitating, shrinking portion in our own sec- 
tion of the Union who are afraid to march up to the line— 
to meet the oppressor on the confines, and huri him back the 
very moment his footsteps press forbidden ground.” 

At this time California was not yet in the Union, 
and the traitors in the South were the timid and 
shrinking who feared to resist. Are those less 
traitors who have submitted afterwards? Where 
is the Senator from Alabama now? Hecontinues: 

t A great poet, in the story of his visit to the infernal re- 
gions, gives a description of certain souls whieh aptly ap- 


plies to them. He found them outside the gates of hell, 
and says: 


«< Here with those caitiff angels they abide 
Who stood aloof in heaven—to God untrue, 
Yet wanting courage with his foes to side. 
Heaven cast them forth, its beauty not to stain, 
And hell refuses to receive them too 5; 
From them no glory could the damned obtain,’ ” 

Sir, according to this poetry, which he applies 
to others, if his present position is that of submis- 
sion, he could have no glory with the damned. 
The infernal regions itself is nota fit place for him. 
Mark, Mr. President, I do not myself say that 
this is his position. I am using the Senator’sown 
words. I will go on with his brave positions. 

On the lth of February, (for the Senator did 
not on one occasion only thus gallantly arraign 
those who were invading the rights of the South, 
or were disposed to surrender them; no sir; 
again and again he couched his lance and dashed 
into the conflict; again and again he met the 
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cheerings, not of submissionists and compro- 
misers here with whom he now stands, but of all 
the true and brave men in the South who looked | 
here for counsel and guidance,)—on the 11th of 
February a debate arose on the question whether 
a petition should be received presented by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, praying that the Union | 
should be dissolved. The Senator from Alabama 
said, in reply to the avowals of the Senator from | 
Ohio, [Mr. Cuasz,] and other Northern Senators: : 
“If Senators desire us to believe them sincere in their | 
protessions af love far the Union, that sincerity ought to be } 
manifested by their conduct. Who has put the Unionin 
danger? Not the South, for we have committed ne ageres- | 
sions, and propose to commitnone. We are responsible 
only for making known our determination to resist eppres- 
sion, come from what quarter it may. Itis the North, and 
the North alone, who are the agitators. It is the North | 
alone by whom this fair fabric has been shaken toits center ; | 
and the allegation that there are Southern disunionists for | 
the sake of disunion is an unmitigated calumny which shall | 
not be pronounced in my hearing without being branded as 
it deserves. If you love the Union so much, cease your 
aggressions—pause in your efforts to destroy the Constitu- 
tion, which is its only bond. “You need be under no appre- | 
hensions for the Union, unless your conduct makes its | 
destruction a duty. From the South you have nothing to 
fear so long as you do not attempt to perpetrate a wrong.” 
{Remember that all this time the compromise is the matter 
under consideration.] “ J do not misunderstand the policy | 
which causes you to denounce those who defend the rights 
of the weaker section—who have dared to step between 
power and its victim—as factionists and disorganizers. | 


Hisconclusion is very fine—worthy of a Southern 
Senator basely assailed and maligned because he 
does his duty. It is as follows: 


“ For myself I have a duty before me which ean make 
no demands and impose no risks or annoyances that J am 
not ready to meet. Any one may pursue a pathway strewed 
with roses: it requires men to tread where thorus and bram- 
bles cumber the way. Lexpected to be denounced, to be mis- 
understood by some, and calumniated by others 1 

That is Hi een to myself. I have expected 
that I would be calumniated, as he himself ex- 
pected to be, for defending the rights and interests | 
of the South. lam sorry that I must use this 
language of the Senator as being so applicable to 
himself. He says. 

“ Much of this I cannot prevent; but when the charge | 
is made here in my presence that I am a factionist, or that 
those who act with me are so, I shall repel it in terms that j| 
admit of no double meaning. Sir, I do not believe that 
there is a man in the entire South who desires disunion for 
itself. I hope, also, that there is not one who will suffer his 
rights to be invaded, or his honor tarnished, no matter what 
may be the cost of resistunce. We mean at all hazards to 
defend the Constitution, If thatis faction, we are guilty. 
Yf that is disunion, we are disunionists. If that is crime | 
against the Republic, we have much to answer for. i 

“J have heard enough, Mr. President, of hypocritical 
whining about the Union, from those who are its deadliest 
foes. if you want peace, youliave only to say so. Letus | 
alone. We ask no more. Or, if you will not do that, | 
spare us your lamentations. If you are determined to de- | 
stroy the Constitution, be men, own it publicly, and take | 
the responsibitity. Donotseek to shiftitto our shoulders.” | 


Well, sir, that is not all. On the 20th of Feb- 
ruary, Mr. Cuay’s resolutions came up for con- 
sideration in the Senate, and here is the way he 
discourses about the constitutionality of the ad- 
mission of California: 

“Tf she has a right to form a constitution and State gov- 
ernment, her right to regulate the subject of slavery is un- | 
questionable.” 


But he shows that, having no law of Congress 
authorizing her to form a constitution and be a State, 
she was no State. He goes on as follows: 


“No territorial government was ever established in Cali- 
fornia. The people who framed its constitution were not 
inhabitants, in the legal meaning of the word. ‘They were || 
composed of Indians, Mexicans, and a wild band of adven- i! 
turers from every quarter of the globe, allured by the lust |} 
of gold to the shores of the Pacific, many of them without | 
a permanent residence anywhere, and four fifths of them | 
without the remotest intention of remaining in the country į 
whose organic law they undertook to establish. } 

“I do not speak withowt a«thority upon this point. I |! 
have here the message of the Governor of California, who, | 
it is to be presumed, is acquainted with the character of the |! 
population of which he is the chief. He deseribes them as | 
follows: ‘Already we have almost every variety of the | 
“human race among us—~a heterogeneous mass of human | 
£ beings, of every language and hue.’ ” ! 

“ Yet these persons, not citizens of the United States, | 
owing no allegiance to this Government, not speaking our | 
language even, or understanding our laws, undertake to : 
erect a sovereign State out of our public domain; and with :! 


| 
H 
| 
fi 


| 
1 


$ 


a cool impedence which almost commands admiration, call | 
upon us to sanction their action, and give validity to a most | 
extraordinary usurpation. ”? i 
* * * * * | 


* * 


“In California no census has been taken; there is no : 
taw fixing her boundaries; no law regulating the time, 
places, and manner of holding elections; no law to deter- 
mine the qualifications of voters; no evidence and no reason | 
to believe that she contains a free population equal to the | 
Present ratio of representation. A military governor, acting i 
under the order of the President, usurped the power of Con- | 
gress, directed the mode or manner of proceeding, substi- į| 


| 
{ 
Í 
i 
| 
i 
if 
il 
g 
| 
i 
| 
i 


tuted bis will for law, and conducted to its final consum- 
mation a drama of fraud and trickery unparalleled in the 
annals of any land. In other times the actorg-in these Jaw- 
less scenes would have been held to a fearful reckoning; 
but. the strength of party ties, and the usual shrinking of 
ordinary minds from the face of great dangers has not only 
dissipated the sense of accountability, but left it a matter of 
doubt whether the Congress of the United States will not 
assume the act and throw around its own shoulders a man- 
tle more deadly than the poisoned shirt of Nessus. Instead 
of vindicating the majesty of the Jaw, and trampling down 
a dangerous usurpation, we are merely deliberating whether 
temporary quiet may not be purchased by unmanly acqui- 
escence. I say temporary quiet, because all experience 
has demonstrated that no weak expedient ever sufficed to 
cure a serious evil. In potitical as in physical illness, the 
cause must be removed before the disease can be -eradi- 
cated. The admission of California will do nothing towards 
arresting the current of abolition aggressions. It will be re- 
garded everywhere as an anti-slavery triumph, as one more 
work carried, from the shelter of which the assailing party 
may the more effectually annoy and harass the assailed. 
Yet the Senator from Kentucky says that we yield nothing 
by assenting to it. I quote his own language: 

«< Well now, is there any concession in this resolution 
‘by cither party to the other? I know that gentlemen who 
t come from slaveholding States say the North gets all that it 
‘desires, but by whom does it get it? Does it get it by any 
‘action of Congress? If slavery be interdicted within the 
‘Jimits of California, has it been done by Congress? No, 
‘sir, That interdiction is imposed by California herself.’ >? 


Now hear his answer to Mr. Cray: 

“I answer, that everything is conceded by the admissionof 
California. The whole matter in controversy terminates 
at once. The North gets all she ever asked—~gets it by the 
action of Congress in direct violation of the great legal prin- 
ciple, that the wrong-doer shall not profit by his own wrong. 
Who among us does not know that agitation in the State | 
Legistatures, and in the National Congress, has prevented 
Southern emigration to California, and placed the country 
in the power of those who have imposed this restriction? 
Who is there so blind as net to see that this has been the 
result of aggressions commenced here? And who does not 
feel that Congress is responsible for the fact, thatslavery bas 
been excluded? Property istimid. The slaveholder would 
not carry his property there with a threat hanging over him, 
that it was to be taken from him by operation of law, the 
moment he landed. Agitation, then, in Congress; repeated 
declarations, made everywhere—in State Legislatures, in 
conventions, by the press, from the pulpiteven—that slavery 
should be excluded from California by law, have deprived 
us of our constitutional rights, as certainly and effectually 
as any positive enactment could have done. And we are 
now asked not only to submit to it, but to acceptit as a boon, 
and be very thankful for the outrage. Sir, I prefer the Wil 
mot proviso direct. I prefer it because it is bolder, plainer, 
and more manly. The robber who meets me on the high- 
way and demands the surrender of my property, leaves me 
at least the option of a contest, and is entitled to far more į 
respect than the assassin who lurks behind the comer and | 
stabs in the dark. Sọ, sir, he who deprives ine of my legal 
rights by open means, is always entitled to higher respect | 
than he who seeks to accomplish the same end by deception 
and trickery. I hold that whatever opposition is due to the 
Wilmot proviso, whatever resistance tt demands, is doubly 
due to this scheme of smuggling a sovereign Stute into the 
Union. Very probably this will be set down tothe account 
of faction. Itis the fashion so to denounce whatever is said 
hy any Southern man, which argues truth to his section of | 
the Union.” 

The Senator from Alabama is now in favor of 
the compromise; but in this speech he showed 
what sort of things compromises have been to the 
South. He then denounced them all, and the pro- 
posed compromise of Mr. Cray in particular: 

& The great error, Mr. President, into which the Senator 
from Kentucky has fallen, and the one to which may be 
traced much that is wrong in his Judgment, and all that is 
weak in his argument, is in supposing that there must, of 
necessity, be a compromise. The Constitution itself isa 
compromise, and a compromise with a compromise is 
something unheard of in law, and unknown in equity. If the 
people of the North will not abide by a compromise delib- 


erately made, and created by common consent into the į 


paramount law of the land, what hope can we have that 
any less solemn covenant will restrain them in future? We 
want no compromise. A bond has been executed, and we | 
are willing to abide by its terms. 
promising away provision after provision of the Constitu- 
tion, it is better that it should be abrogated atonce. In point 


of fact, itisa nullity, or rather, to speck more correctly, it | 
is powerless for protection, and potent only when it comes | 


to aid Northern aggressions.” 

Here he says, that the Constitution is a nullity 
and something worse, because it is actually an in- 
strument in the hands of the North by which the 
South is oppressed. “Let me illustrate my 
meaning,” he says, and he illustrates as follows: 


«The majority claim a given power, (no matter how ex- 
travagant, aud no matter whether it relates to slavery or 
not ;) the minority deny the existence of any such power. 
After months, or it may be years, of fierce struggles and 
contentions, itis acceded to, and one half is given up. In 
a liite while another contest is begun for the remainder. 
Another compromise follows, and another half is yielded 5 
and so on, until the stronger party gets all it demands. 
Sir, I want no compromise of this sort. I stand upon the 
Constitution. If a reckless and unprincipled majority 
choose to violate that instrument, there is a remedy sharp 
and severe, it is true, but just and inevitable in its appli- 
cation. 

« What, Mr. President, have we to compromise? What 
have we demanded? What favor even have we asked? 
Tell me, you who talk of compromises, whatis it that 


H 
| 
If we are to go on com- |! 


Southern men ask at your hands? Nothing; sir; notbing. 
Humbler even than Lazarus at the rich man’s gate, we have 
appealed to you neither for charity nor sympathy. What 
we have once given up, we have never sought to reclaim. 
Whatever burdens the Constitution imposes, we are willing 
to bear. Beyond this, no man ought to go, and no freeman 
will go. 

s Fhave had occasion to say so much in my short service 
here of the Union and its value, of the wrongs to which we 
are subjected, and the appropriate remedy for them, that it 
is. with the utmost reluctance I again approach the subject. 
The Senator from Kentucky has favored us with a bloody 
and disastrous picture of disunion, and the Senator from 
Michigan, a short time afterwards, in a carefully prepared 
speech, followed in the same dugebrious strain. 

“Mr, Cass. There was no preparation on the subject. 
The remarks never oceurred to me until the moment they 
were uttered. 

“Mr. Ciemens. Well, that is asinall matter. What I 
| mean to assert is, that both of those Senators endeavored 
to impress upon the couutry the belief that war must follow 
; on the heels of diswnion. Both of them, no doubt, believe 
! that such is the case; but in my deliberate judgment all 
| that is fancy merely. J cannot see why war should follow. 
i a separation. On the contrary, E think the good sense of 
i both nations would teach them that if they must part, it 
had better be after the manner of the Patriarch of Old, 
| and that each should say to the other, ‘Let there be no 
| strife. I pray thee, between me and thee, nor between thy 
j} herdsmen and my herdsmen, for we be brethren.’ But if it 
i should be otherwise; if war must come; if civil discord 
! and paternal strife should mar the beauty of the land, the 
responsibility must attach not to those who maintain the 
right, but to these in whom the dictates of justice have 
been silenced by the rabber’s instinct.” 

* + * ae 


e * * 


“I warn them that bloody pictures will scarcely frighten 
us from our propriety. We mean to defend our rights in 
all contingencies, and consequences must take care of them- 
selves,” 


You see, sir, the Senator was not to be fright- 
| ened by bloody pictures of disunion. Atthis time 
ihe held them in profound scorn and contempt. 
| But turn to his last speech, which he delivered the 
other day, and you will see what a sombre pencil 
he uses in the same line. Then, again, s eaking 
| of the Farewell Address of Washington, he used 
this language: 

“Ft is the constant practice of those who are seeking to 
oppress us, hoth in Congress and elsewhere, to descant with 
much pathos upon the Farewell Address of Washington, f 
and to commend to our consideration his last advice to his 
countrymen. Sir, the memory of that great man should be 
like the fabled tree in the islands of the East, within whose 
shadow no unclean thing will harbor. His name should be 
a forbidden word when anything mean, or base, or selfish, 
is to be accomplished. Least of all should it ever be quoted 
to sanction meditated tyranny. He won an immortality of 
renown by resistance to oppression. His glory had its birth 
in sympathy for the wrenged, and owed its brightness to 
| rebellion, If he were living now, bis whole history leaves 
| no room to doubt on which side of this great controversy he 
i would be found.” 
| The President’s message, transmitting the con- 
stitution of California to the Senate, was transmitted 
on the 13th of February. On the 20th of Febru- 
ary, on the question of reference, the Senator from 
Alabama addressed the Senate. It is a labored 
effort to prove that California cannot. be admitted 
i; into the Union, consistent with the Constitution. 
Mr. Cray had submitted his compromise resolu- 
|| tions on the 29th of January, and on their charac- 
| ter the Senator remarked as follows: 

“ After all the reflection which he [Mr. Cray] has been 
able 10 bestow upon the subject, aided by the resources of 
his lang experience, and his great familiarity with dificult 
| questions in trying times, he has been able to suggest no 
remedy which does not recognize the right of aggression on 
the one side, and demand an unconditional submission on 
the other. He has submitted for our consideration a series 
of resolutions dignified with the name of ‘a compromise,’ 
but which, like most other compromises between the weak 
and the strong, is little better than a cloak to hide trom the 
public gaze a hideous wrong.” * * “He comes forward 
now with a compromise which concedes everything de- 
| manded by the North, and proposes nothing for the satis- 
faction of the South but the reassertion, in less solemn 
form, of rights already guarantied and admitted.” 


On the 8th of May, the Committee of Thirteen 
made their report. The Senator from Alabama 
immediately attacked it. He affirmed that the 
report and the resolutions offered by Mr. Cray on 
the 29th January, were the same in purport; and 
on this ground he rebuked Mr. Mayeum, for 
intimating an acquiescence in the compromise 
measures: 

“I ask,” he exclaimed, ‘in all sincerity, and with an 
xious desire to be corrected if my impressions are erro- 
neous, what is this report but a repetition of those resolu- 
tions? Where is there a solitary deviation from them in 
| any vital point? The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] 
i; has been consistent; he has abided by his original plan; and 
those of us who denounce it then, cannot support it now, 
and claim the merit of consistency. ‘Po do so, would be 
giving the lie direct to the declarations we then made.” * * 
* The Senator trom North Carolina speaks of liberality of 
the propriety and necessity of liberality! Sir, the Constitu- 
: tion is not a thing about whieh we are atliberty to exercise 
that very commendable quality. Itis notin my power to 
lj exercise liberality here. I have no right to-tife with my 
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sworn duties. T am not here to compromise away the pro- i 
visions of the Constitution.” i i| 

See with what sternness and consistency he. 
vindicates the rights and honor of the South. Not; 
content with defending his own position, he at- i 
tacks the enemies of the South, as. he supposed 
them to be, who. were willing to surrender her 
rights‘and honor. But he was not- content to as- ; 
sail the Senator from North Carolina alone. No, | 
sir; he turned upon the Senator from. Mississippi 
(Mr. Foote] also, and portrayed his inconsistency 
exactly as Tam doing now:to him, (Mr, Crem- 
uns.] He took: all the speeches of the Senator 
from Mississippi, and convicted him of the grossest 
inconsistency, and as Mr. Foote understood him, 
denounced him as a ‘traitor. “Previously, when || 
coéperating in the great cause of the South to- | 
gether, he had paida very high compliment to the | 
Senator from Mississippi, which I will read. He | 
and Mr. Foote had been attacked by some letter- 
writers. whilst standing forward as the gallant 
leaders of the South. They were the Diomedes, 
gir, in that contest, though we had a Ulysses, 
and stood in the foremost rank of ofr combatants. į 
On the 11th of February, in the debate on the pe- | 
tition presented by Mr. Hate praying that the 
Union should be dissolved, the Senator from Ala- 
bama said: 

“ But recently I noticed that some sraall-fry politician, 
whose name f donot remember-—some minow in the waters 
of Pennsylvania polities—electrified his lithe auditory bg the 
declaration that he had just as much respect for Wilmot 
for Clemens or Foore. T hope the Senator froin Mi f 
sippi will survive this assault, and that he will pot drown | 
himself in despair, f venture even to hope that he willnot |! 
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| be infticted ? 
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a measure 
itis the b 
wear chains at all, but whether the links are to be round or 
square? Not whether he will bare his shoulders to the lash, 
but what js the’color of the cow-hide with which they are to 
Sir; when I consent to ask myself such ques- 
tions, I hope the walls of this Capitol will fail upon me and 
erush me. - When I stop to inquire into the degree of op- 
pression, rather than the fact, I sball feel that degradation 
has reached its lowest deep, and existence is but the privi- 
lege to be infamous.”? 


This is proud and noble language, worthy of-a 
true Seuthern man and a Southern Senator, on 
the great question whether the people of the South 
were to be turned out of a domain richer than 
Ormus or the Ind, Alas! where is he now? 
Upon his charging upon Mr. Foote his inconsist- 


unworthy to live and scarcely to die, Mr. Foote, 
with his usual adroitness, turned round and 
charged him with abolition affinities, precisely as 
he [Mr. Curmens] did towards me the other day, 
when he drew his picture of the scene in the Sen- 
ate Chamber. Now, here is his answer to Mr. 


be stienced by ite The South has yetaauch need of my || 
honorable friend. His ius, his talents, his energy, his 
readiness to defend the right, his fearless demmeiations of 
the wrong, his unrivaled powers of sareasm and inveetive, i! 
are each and all familiar acqnaintances, with which I 
should be very unwilling to part at « crisis like the present.” 


Fa 
ij 
There was a crisis occasioned by the preten- || 
sions of the North to exchide us from all of our l 
territory, and these Senators stood side by side, |i 
denouncing Mr. Cray and Mr. Brewton, and all | 
those in the South who were in favor of the ad- 
mission of California into the Union, with her anti- |} 
slavery constitution. But when Mr. Foorr went |} 
for the admission of California, and supported the |; 
report of the Committee of Thirteen, the Senator : 
from Alabama stood out against him manfully, ;! 
and arraigned his consistency. If I had known |! 
of these speeches when Mr. Foote assailed me the |} 
other day, [ might have read them as my best 
defence, for then I should have better shown his | 
inconsistency and treachery. The Senator from | 
Alabama denounced the compromise as a ** shame- 
less surrender,” not a compromise, and the dis- 
memberment of ‘Texas, which it proposes, in the 
following strain: 
“Ttix well the Sen: 
had no regard for co 


I 


| 


or [Mr Toote] informed us that he 
steney.” 

When a man says he has no regard for con- 
sistency, itis very much Jike what Doghberry says i 
of writing himself down an ass, There may bea |] 

> ‘ ži 

want of consistency, perhaps, without fault; but | 
to say that he does not regard consistency, is a: 
proof of gross moral deficiency: 
h i 

“Tle proposes now to ent often degrees of latitude from ; 
the State of ‘Vexas--enough for three e States 
we have his authority for saying will be Infallibly 
the Wilmot proviso. He proposes, further, to tay 
fifteen millions of dollars for the vilege of making them ; 
free States, and adding to the vast power now threatening || 
to crush us; and then, by way of adding the most gallin 
insult to the deepest injury, he demands that we acecpt th 
outrage as compensation tor the adin F 


on of California,’ 

He denounced also the admission of California, | 
and shows Mr. Foote’s inconsistency on this || 
oint; and in reply to cert letter-writers, who |! 

i z3 : 3 

had said that Mr. Foote’s national reputation would |i 
not allow him to he ultra, be observes, as follows: ij 
“tmay not be amiss, however, to say n few words of |! 
this thing called national reputation, Ht something | 
value very lightly. Weal kaow a proesas by which any |! 
of us may secure it, Itis not even beyond my grasp. 1: 
should only have fo turn traitor to my convictions of duty, | 
and abandon the interests of the South, to change entirely 
the notes of that whole pack of eurs who are now yelping ii 
at my heels, Sir, | want no national reputation, purchased : 


at such a price. [spurn it, as I would any other foul and 
loathsome thing,” 


aa 
wbieh ii 


s fen or ; 


Tt is not at all surprising that Mr. Foote should ! 
consider the above language as charging him with 
being a traitor. In conclusion, he speaks in the | 
following strain of Mr. Foote, and. his position, | 
that we should take the compromise as the best 
we could get: 

“I have now shown that every feature of this compro- 
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+ ers and Aholitionists. 


i than one third. They demand that fugitives shall not hi 


i direct to the indirect attack.” 


F . PES 
the instrument of deceiving others. 


i and f recognize no allegiance to any power higher than T 
tf she | 


Foote, which F will give as the best answer I can 
make to his charges against me: 


«phe Senator says be will not respect the propriety of 
his course until he finds himselfin company with Free Soil- 
Ah, sir, is that the rule by which he 
judges of the right and wrong? Does he propose to Inquire 
who is for a measure and who against it, before making up 
his mind as to its ice? Sir, he ought to bear in mind, 


that some of those with whom he is now acting are notal- j: 
} together free from the same taint. 


Ttinay, it will be, that on 
the tinal vote T shall find mysetfin company with some of 


‘| those be has mentioned; but if he does not understand the 


reason, | can explain itto hin) ina very few words. They de- 
mand the Wilmot proviso direct: the bitlthe Senator favors 
only proposes to giveitto them covertly, They demand one 
half of Texas; and the bill only gives them a Hile more 


given up: the compromise onty throws around the master 
the shackles of a trial by jury. Hence their opposition. 
Mine arises from the fact that toomuch isconeeded. The 
Abolitionists proposes to enslave us at once; the compro- 
mise arrives at the same end by a more circuitous route. F 
shall resist both; but, ifthe truth must be told, | prefer the 


Mr. President, when the bill admitting Califor- 
nia into the Union finally came up on its passage, 
the Senator fram Alabama entered a protest, not 
a speech; he called it a protest against her admis- 
sion. He fought to the last, and although van- 
quished, he held bis proud crest still higher, breath- ; 
ing defiance to our foes. Tie then reiterated his 
objections to the bill as strongly as he had done 
before, and assailed the Senator from Michigan 
for his new doctrine of squatter sovereignty: in 
terms of great severity, and told him he had been 
deceived as to his views in Alabama, and had been 
He had sup- 
ported his views in his construction of the Nichol- 
son letter as consistent with the rights of the 
South, Te concluded in the following solemn 
strain: j 

t Mr. President, other Senators have spoken of the prob- 


able action of the States they represent upon the passage of 
this bill. I donot know what Alabama may do. That her 


encies, and virtually calling him a traitor worthy , 
to have the Capitol crush him as a base, vile thing, |; 


: military, force to compel her return. 
| that event, that he. has more than a State to deal with, and 
that the powers and resources of this Government are 
wholly inadequate to the tasks he’ has undertaken. The 
Federii doctrine, that all power lodges here, has been some- 
i what wideiy repudiated; and the denialof State sovereign- 
ty, either:North or South, can bring to the Executive noth- 
ing but contempt.” 


Mark how he speaks of Statesovereignty—that 
to deny State. sovereignty, can bring nothing, 
éither in the North or-the South, but contempt. 
1 will afterwards. show you that he denies that 
the States are sovereign at all, in the speech deliv- 
ered here the other day. He continues: 


& [ hold that my first allegiance is due to my Stare; and 
| that treason cannot be committed aguinst any power while 
| obeying her mandates. Such opinions have recently been 
i unsparingly denounced; but let me warn those who resort 
to such weapons, that they may be used by more than one 
i side. There are more traitors than treitors to the 
; Union.” 

There are more traitors than traitors to the 
Union! He means, I suppose, that those South- 
i ern men who supported these compromise meas- 
‘ures on this floor, and asserted ‘that if a State 
' should secede, it was treason—were traitors them- 
selves. Mr. Cray had made this assertion, and 
, even expressed the hope that they (the secession- 
ists) might meet a traitor’s doom. It was in reply 
to that position, 1 presume, that the Senator from 
Alabama uses this language: 

“ Sir, Limpuga no man’s motives who lets mine alone. 
{ question the purity of no man’s conduct who docs not 
: provoke retaliation by assaifing others; but when men in- 
timate that obedience to the mandates of my State is trea- 
son, they must expect to hear in return that, in my opinion, 
there are those in this land, and about this Capitol, who 
would sell their souls to Satan for the privilege of having a 
: band in president-making, cabinet-making, and the sub- 
sequent distribution of the public offices. “Where are those 
who would sell their Saviour, were Je again upon earth, 
for half the price that Judas accepted to betray hin. 

‘¢ Denunciations, sir, are weapons that two can use, aud it 
any oue expects to employ them against ine with impunity, 
; he miscaleulates sadly the character of the mau he assails. 

“TJ have said all t think it necessary to say. [did not 
mean to argue the bill here. I shall, if necessary, argue it 
at homne.” 


Sir, he did argue it at home. He became a sub- 
missionist, and did all he could in his State to quell 
the proud spirit of resistance he himself had con- 
tributed to raisein Alabama. After all these brave 
and sounding words and fiery resolves, he repeats 
the course he had pursued in Alabama, and here 
in the Senate advocates the compromise from 


i beginning to end—goes for submission utter and 


entire~and denounces: those who will not foliow 
his downward path in submission as traitors. 
He at first denounced on this floor those who 
went for the compromise as traitors, whilst he held 
; forth defying resistance; now, he wheels reund 
and denounces those who propose only to fol- 
low his brave counsels of resistance as traitors, 
because they will not bow to an ighominious sur- 
render—to a gross outrage, as he characterizes it, 
: they are traitors. What can censure from such 
aman be worth? In denouncing. others, he but 
denounces himself, and stands forth self-convicted. 

I come now to the speech delivered here the 
‘other day, the last in my series of proof. T will 
show you what Mr. Jerry Cremens, Senator 
from Alabama, is, in December, 1851. I have 
read to you the first paragraph of his speech. In 
a subsequent part he approves the whole compro- 
mise. He says: 


rs 


action will be characterized by wisdom and firmness, f have 
not the least doubt, F am not here to dictate to her what | 


people. Whatever they do, I shall do in des 
tive menaces, and of all the divody pictures other hands 
anay exhibit to our view. Born upon the soil of the State 
while it was yeta Territory, we have grown up together, 
Tine after e she : committed her interests to m 
hands, Again and again she has trusted and promoted me; 


pite of Exeen- 


“i 
| 
owe to her. When she commands, { will obey. | 
üetermines to resist this law by force, by secession, by any | 

s, Lam at her service, in whatever capacity she de- 
to empfoy tae. Hf this is treason, Lam a trailor—a 
itor who glories in the name.”? 

Ts not that 
that there Is not a heart here which does not glow 
at this high and brilliant annunciation of self-sac- 
rifice and devotion to his native State. He con- 
tinues: 


«T know, sir, that the President, in his late letter to the 
Governor of Texas, has assumed the right of the Govern- 
ment to coeree asovercign State. I deny that there is any- 


thing in the Constitution—anything in the laws—to justify 


| 
in 


a noble strain? T have no doubt |: 


j 


“Mr. President, it was not my fortune to agree with those 
patriotic men who framed the compromise. I doubted its 
‘healing effects; but even when differing from them, Tre- 

spected their motives, and felt that Rome, in its prondest 

y, never assembied a Senate of loftier intellect or purer 
patriotism.” 

Why, I thought he had denounced those Sen- 
ators who voted for the compromise as men who 
would sell their souls to Satan for effice—who 
would sel] their Saviour for half the price Judas 
received. He continues: 

‘But now, sir, when the work is accomplished, and its 
good effects are visible everywhere, i bow to their superior 
wisdom, and ask only the humble privilege of ting to 
maintain it.” 


aught } 


It is indeed an “humble privilege.” Tn my es- 


timation, rather than make the speech which pro- 
‘claims it, the Senator from Alabama had better, 
‘like Cranmer, have put his hand into the flames 
and have it burnt to ashes. 

He formally denounced the admission of Cali- 
i fornia as unconstitutional. In this speech he now 
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affirins that it was constitutional. 
he says: 

«Ihe Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ruerr] says 
the admission of California was unconstitutional, because 
the Constitution provides only for the adinission of States. 
it Ehadnot heard this same argument advanced at home 
by abler mien than the Senator, 1 would not hesitate to pro- 


I will read what 


nouuce it pure nonsense. The Constitution provides only 
tor dmission of a State. True; but it is the act of ad- 


mts: hich makes it a State. Some thirty-three years 
ago, You, sir, Were sitting in a convention in tie then Ter- 
ritory of Alabama, framing a constitution upon which you 
asked to be admitted into the Union. Did you imagine that 
you were committing the folly of asking that which Con- 
ess hil uo right to grant? Suppose some wiseacre hud 
isen in that convention and informed you that the Consti- 
tution provided only for the admission of States—that Ala- 
hama was a Territory, and therefore could not be admitted 
into the Union—what would have been your opinion, not 
merely of his constitutional Jearning, but of his common 
RENE 
mission, you have held aseatin this body. Has it ever oc- 
curred to you that you were here unconstitutionally, and 
that ip te very act of taking vour seat you violated the iu- 
strument you were sworn to support? ‘here are but three 
I belicve, in our history, in which Séates bave been 
admitted into the Union—Vermont, Kentucky, and Texas. 
All the rest came in us Territories; and it the position of 
the Senator from South Carolina be correct, the earty fathers 
of the Republie, the framers of the Constitution, knew noth- 
ing of the fundamental law they established. But, sir, while 
the Senator trom South Carolina denies to California the 
right to come in because she was not a State, he yet con- 
tends, with that remarkabie consistency whieh eharaeter- 
izes many of the opponents of the compromise, that Mis- 
souri dik bave that right. Now, sir, the only difference 
between the two cases is, that Missouri had a regular terri- 
tori ment, and California never had. Butthey were 
boti ies nevertueless, and neither could ever be- 
ug else without the assent of Congress. 
hoth adopted a constitution, and sent it here for 
when approved, they bath became States, but not 
unt! then.” i 


Now here is his affirmation that California was 
constitutionally admitted, because, as he argues, 


she was admitted precisely like other States; || 
re ‘Territories as she was, and the act of | 


they w 
admis 


on made her a State. All the other States, 


Alabama included, were Territories when they | 


were admitted; so California, being a Territory 
when she was admitted, was admitted as consti- 
tutionally as they were admitted. There is the 
argument. 1 have in my hand the act of Con- 
gress admitting Alabama as a State into the 
Union. The truth is, Mr. President, and you 
know it very well, no ‘Territory has ever been ad- 
mitted into this Union as a State. 


passes an act authorizing the people in the Terri- 
tory to adopt a constitution and form a State. 


The people get together, make a government, | 


adopt a constitution, put the machinery of their 


State government into operation, and apply here 
They are States, and | 


for admission as a State. 
they come in as States. Under the clause of the 
Constitution authorizing Congress to admit new 


E . y 4 > . . . . t 
States into the Union, their territorial garb is: 
thrown away, and they come here robed in all the ' 


dignity of free and independent sovereignties. 

PR NEG < we x n kies 
Alabama, the Senator’s own State, was admitted 
in that way. The act of Congress passed for the 
admission of Alabama, begins thus: 

AEG Phat the inhabitants of the Territory of Alabama be, 
and they are berchy authorized to form for themselves a 
constitution and State government, and to assume stich 
name as they deem proper; and that the said Territory, 
when formed into a State, shall be admitted into the 


Cuion upon the same footing with the original States in | 


all respects whatsoever.” 


They agreed to form themselves into a free and | 


independent State, and they did so. So it was 
with Missouri. 
State did: 


“We, the peopte of Missouri, inhabiting the limits 
hereinafter designated, by our Representatives in Conven- 
tion assembled at Louis, on the twelfth day of Juue, 
J820, do matually : > to furm aid establish a free and 
independente p name of the State of Missouri ; 
and Jor the government thercof do ordain aud establish this 
constitution.” 


Missouri was a State; Alabama was a State; - 
aad all the other States that have arisen from Ter- 


ritories were full sovereiguties when they came 
to be admitted into the Union. How was Jt with 
Missouri? 
1820. She was not admitted, I think, until 1822. 
Where was she, then, before she was admitted 
into the Union? 


And was she not a State? could she not have re- 
mained a State? Was not Alabama a free and 
independent State, as her constitution affir 


a 
be 


from that period to this, with only a sbort inter- | 


The! 


Ju every iu- | 
stance the course pursued has been this: Congress : 


Here is what the people of that į 


Missouri adopted a constitution in | 


r She had all her officers in full: 
operation—her executive, her legislative, and her |: 
judicial departments of her government organized. ` 


il 
|| been so, or she could not have been admitted. I 
hesitate not to say that if she had not been a State 
it would have been a gross violation of the Con- 
i stitution to have admitted her into the Union. 
ii You, Mr. President, never supposed, when you 
|, came her to represent her as a State, that she was 
a Territory? No, sir. The Senator from Ala- 
i bama does not know the birth of his own State. 
' How could the admission of Senators here make 
‘a State? Unless the people had previously organ- 
ii ized the State, no act of Congress admitting them 
tas States could make them such. 
I think, then, the argument of the Senator in fa- 
| vor of the constitutionality of the admission of Cal- 
i ifornia, is not of great potency. It is based upon 
© a denial that the people of his own State, were the 
li authors of their own rights and liberty. They 
ji owe their existence, not to their own volition, but 
4 to others. Let him glory in such a parentage for 
i 
t 


| 
j 


‘his State, if he pleases, He must be hard driven 
| for an argument to sustain his new position, After 
{affirming that the admission of California was 
| unconstitutional, he resorts to these expedients to 
prove the contrary, and to nullify his own previ- 
ous arguments. 

As ft said, be now supports the whole compro- 
mise. So staunch is his adherence, that he even 
| says he would not repeal the law by which the 
|| slave trade is prohibited in this District, under the 
|, penalty of emancipation. But the dangerous fea- 
i 
| 
$ 


i 
{ 
i] 

sd 
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ture in this bill—all that the South cared to oppose-— 
was the usurpation on thepart of Congress, of the 
j| power to emancipate the slaves m this District, 
i| ‘Phat is what we objected to in that act. Yet the 
ii Senator says he would not vote to repeal this act. 
'| He is willing to let the legislation by which slaves 
‘hare emancipated in this District remain to be ap- 
plied in future, by the same course of reasoning, 
to the States. He is certainly enamored of the 
j! compromise. 

i He becomes, too, an apologist for the manner 
1 in which the fugitive slave law is executed. Flere 
i are the meek, and comely, and honeyed words iu 
i which he apologizes for the execution of the act. 
He says: 

"That it has been oceasionally evaded in other places, 
has true; and atin some instances it has been resisted by 
| violence, { do not deuy. But that was to have been Cx- 
| pected. “It is so, aud always will be so, of all laws ina 
country like ours. No man ever believed, when this law 
was passed, thatit would be uted in every instanec. 
No man ever believed su of any lawiramed by the y om 
j oof man, His sufficient that this law has been executed us 
H faithfully as other laws, Oeeasional failures by no sneans 
Warrant any one in asserting thatit isin effect a dead tetter, 
L There is not a law npon our statute- books whieh ix not 
sometimes evaded, Where is nota yearin whieh criminals 


{ 
l 
| 
{ 
| 
| 
f 


do not escape the penalties prescribed by the law agains 
murder; but thatis no reason lor the repeal of the law. Tt 
i is better thatthe lile of the ecitizeu showd be inupertvetly 


ii proteeted than not protected ataih So in the present 
if the law does not secure the certain return oF every fi 
tive, it does as much as any human iaw can do; and de 
| coustrue in but one way the conduct of that Southern man 
i) who desires to continue agitation about it.” 

; lIis assertion is, that the fugitive slave law has 
“been enforced as well as any other law—as laws 
| against murder or theft. Now, what is the fact? 
© Just about the time when the Senator was deliv- 
na rioters were hav- 


his State was 
i enforce the laws. Ee feared rather that the inno- 
cent would be punished than that the guilty would 
escape. How stands the final resuti? Every one 
of the Christiana rioters have been released fromm 
all penalties, and released in such a forni and man- 
ner, that I saw in the ‘ Union,”’ the other day, a 
letter from a Virginian, inquiring whether there 


was such a thing as getting back a negro at all in ii 


the free States? The writer said that there were 


; a great many people in bis part of the country | 
bat from the © 


who desired to recapture their-slaves, 
appearance of things, from the release of those 
y 

a Southern man to attempt to reclaim his slave. 
| That was published here not a week 


arge: 
‘ago; 


|i been enforced as well as other Jaws. 


nen in Pennsylvania, it seemed to be hopeless for 


and yet 
the Senator from Alabama says, that this law has | 
Pid he ever 
when she applied for admission? It must have © hear of other laws where a prisoner was rescued in 


a court of justice in open day, with all the guards 
and sanctity of justice around it?: Does he know 
of any law of the land where those who go to 
enforce it are deliberately murdered? and every 
criminal, without any exception, from Massachu- 
setts to Pennsylvania, have all gone free of pun- 
ishment? . Why, it seems that just in proportion 
as time develops the fact, that the South has ob- 
tained nothing by this compromise—that so far 
from having gained anything, she has only earned 
contempt—the sympathies, the feelings, and the 
support of some Southern men seem to cling closer 
to its support. The worse it is, the more they love 
it. The more they are degraded, the more they 
humble themselves. I see that, according to the 
census returns for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1850, upwards of 1,000 fugitive slaves es- 
caped to the North from the South. Thatamounts 
to $8,000,000 worth of property at the market value 
of slaves. Maryland alone has lost 379 fugitives 
during that year. How many fugitives slaves who 
have thus fled to the North, have been rendered 
up? Whenever one is recovered by stealth, by 
counivance, or assent, (for some ot them come 
back of their own aceord,) it is heralded forth as 
a great proof of ihe enforcement of the law; but 
how many of these 1,000 slaves has the law re- 

stored? Not one, probably, in one hundred. Yet, 

just at this time, when the census is printed, show- 

ing our condition in relation to this law—when the 

North everywhere treats this feature of the com- 

| promise with demonstrations of defiance and con- 

tempt—it is at this time, that a party rallies in the 

j South, and goes for the compromise! the com- 

promise ! everything for the compromise! As my 

distinguished predecessor said in his dying mo- 

j ments, “The South! the poor South! God knows 

i what is to become of her.” 

iT have read to you extracts from the speeches of 
the Senator from) Alabama, to show that he not 
only advoeated resistance and secession, but said, 

| that if a State seceded he would dare the Govern- 
ment to interfere. Now, what do you think he 
says in the last speech of his, to which I refer? 
He denies the right of secession; and he denies it 

first on authority, and then for reasons. ĮI will 

read his authori 


“© We are told that authority for the right of secession is 
to be found in the resolutions of 798 aud 700. Somany men 
have sought to sustain absurd theories by referring to these 
resolutions, that £ presume we ought not to be surprised 
even at this last aud weakest attempt of all, Nor in this 
| age of progress is it to be wondered at, thar the wisdom of 
| the disciple should far outrun that of the teacher, John ©. 
Calhoun and George MeDullie examined the resolutions of 
08 and 299 Jor the right of secession, aud could not find it. 
They found, as they thoaght, nullification; bat nulification, 
is itelt a denial of secession, We all Know that some or 
the ablest efforts made by both of th great men, was to 
establish that nullification was the rightful remedy.” 

Of Mr. Calhoun he said: 

*¢ Sir, J believe Uloved him better „while living. and re- 
speet. him more now, than any oue of those who make use 
of his name to give respectability to treason. He wis never 
a secessionist, and 1 am authorized to say that the proof 
| will before Jong be given to the world. He regarded the 
! attempt of a single State to go out of the Union as madness, 
| and died in that opinion.” 

Here is the assertion that the resolutions of 
| 1798 and 1799 do not sanetion secession. Now, I 
‘understand there is a proposition in circulation in 
the other branch of Congress amongst members to 


i, primt the Virginia report and resolutions of 1798— 


*99, and by circulating them, let the people judge 
i for themselves what are the doctrines they contain, 
| Will the Senator from Alabama subscribe or not ? 
If he will not subscribe, I will subscribe a thou- 
sand copies for him, if he will promise to frank 
them to his constituents, and by this means he 
| will show his sincerity and put down secession. 
: Sir, they do advocate secession, because they do 
| advocate State sovercigniy. They deny what he 
! afirms, that the Supreme Court of the United 
; States is the arbiter between States. They affirm, 


‘that each of the States has a right to construe the 
“compact of the Constitution existing between 
i them, aud construing the compact, they have a 
i right to determine whether it has been violated, 
j: TUE 

i 

i 


and the mode and measure of redress. These are 
ud resolutions 


a 
a 


the positions assumed in the report 
i of 1798 and 1799. : 
The only difference between the Republican 
party and South Carolina in 1832 and 1833 as to 
t nullification, was this: The Republicans ip Vir- 
ginia and elsewhere maintained chat the resolutions 
Of 1798 and ’99 affirmed secession; we maintained 
i that they affirmed nullification. They said we 


ia 
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could not remain in the Union and nullify its laws; 
but that each State had a right-to secede from the 
Union as a consequence of her sovereignty. There 
is really no. incompatibility between these posi- 
tions. ‘They perfectly harmonize: If aState has 
aright to nullify, it has a right to secede. 

But the Senator says that John ©. Calhoun was 
not an advocate of secession; and that it will soon 
Þe proved by somebody that he denied this right 
in a State.” On page 301 of Mr. Cathoun’s late 
work, thé Senator from Alabama, if he ever reads 
it, will find these words: : ` 

_* That a State, as a party to the constitutional compact, 
has a right to secede, acting in the same capacity in which 
it ratified the Constitution as a compact, cannot, with any 
show of reason, be denied by any one who regards the 
Constitution as a compact. This results, necessarily, from 
the nature of a compact where the parties to it are sover- 
eign, and of course have no higher authority to which to 
appeal.” 

These are the words of Mr. Calhoun, holding 
his dying pen; and if he had said anything else he 
would have belied all his doctrines and his intelli- 


ence itself, Let the man step forth who will į 


prove that Mr. Calhoun was opposed to secession. 
hope the Senator will soon bring him out into 
open day. That man does not live who will ven- 
ture toattempt to prove that Mr. Calhoun falsified 
his own great work by contrary opinions; and, 
mark what I say, if he does live, and ever had 
any such design, he will never lift his head to as- 
sert it. Mr. Calhoun was surrounded by too 
many friends when living, to be abused by his en- 
emies when dead. He has sons who regard the 
honor of their. parent, and who will protect his 
name and his reputation. And let the slanderers 
stand forth and dare to say, that in defiance of his 
whole course of life, and his last written work, he 
denied the right of a State to secede; let them come 
forth if they dare. 

Sir, neither Mr. Jefferson, nor Mr. Calhoun, 
nor Mr. McDuffie, nor the resolutions of 1798 and 
1799, deny the right of secession. I will not say 
anything about Mr. Jefferson. His most malig- 
nant enemies—the consolidationists and abolition- 
ists—dare not attribute such a sentiment to him. 
John Quincy Adams, holding the pen and describ- 
ing Mr. Jefferson’s opinions, could not so stul- 
tify himself as to do otherwise than acknowledge 
that Mr. Jefferson maintained the right of a State 
to secede fromthe Union. Consolidationist, as he 
was, he had too much integrity and honesty to 
falsify the opinions of a dead statesman. These 
are the authorities of the Senator from Alabama; 
and now let me come to his reasoning, which is 
just as conclusive as his authorities. He says: 


“I apprehend, Mr. President, that a great deal of the 
misapprehension which exists In relation to this matter 
grows out of the too loose application of the word ¢ sover- 
eign? to the States. We speak habitually of sovereign 
States ; as if their sovercignty was absolute and unques- 
tioned. But there is no such thing as a sovereign State 
within the limits of this Union. The Constitution has ex- 
pressly denied it.” 

There is assertion broad and strong. ‘‘Thereis 
no such thing as a sovereign State within the 
limits of this Union,” says the Senator from Ala- 
bama. 
it.” Where? In what clause? I have read the 
Constitution all over, and can see no expression 
in it denying the sovereignty of the States, or the 
consequent right of secession. If there be an 
such clause in the Constitution, let it be produced. 
It will settle at once the whole question. 

The Senator continues: 

The Constitution has taken away from the States some 
of the highest and most essential attributes of sovereignty. 
They cannot coin moncy; they cannot emit bills of credit; 
they cannot punish treason against themselves ; they can- 
not go to war; they cannot enter into compacts with other 
States; nay, more: the Constitution provides that the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States shall be the supreme 
law of the land, anything in the constitution or laws of any 
State to the contrary notwithstanding. Now, who ever 
heard of asovereignty with the laws of another power supe- 
rior to its own within its own limits ??? 

Because the States have surrendered the power 
of coining money, and making war and peace, to 
the General Government, therefore he argues that 
the States are not sovereign, Are not alliances, of- 
fensive and defensive, common among nations, in 
which they agree to make war and peace together? 
Did any one ever suppose that they renounced 
their sovereignty by such agreements? As to coin- 


“The Constitution has expressly denied | 


ing money, it has been gravely proposed in | 


Europe that all nations should consent to one 
coinage. That is a mere matter of commercial 
convenience. But there is one test, the power to 


| 


punish treason which the Senator says the States 


| do not possess. -If this is true, I will give up the 


question; and I will never again open my mouth 
in defence of State sovereignty and State rights. 
If a State cannot punish treason, it is clear it can- 
not besovereign.. The very definition of sovereign- 
ty is suprémacy. Its duty is protection. The 
duty of the citizen is allegiance; and treason is a 
violation of allegiance. If, therefore, a State can- 
not punish treason—if it cannot punish a violation 
of allegiance—there cannot be such a thing as State 
sovereignty. But how stands the matter? The 
Senator is altogether mistaken in his assertion. 
His own State constitution has a clause punishing 
treason, which I will read to the Senate. In the 
constitution of Alabama, the sixth article and fif- 
teenth clause reads: 

“Treason against the State shall consist only in levying 
war against it, or aiding or adhering to its enemies, giving 
them aid and comfort. No person shall be convicted of 


treason unless on the testimony of two witnesses to the 
same overt act, or his own confession in open court.” . 


There is the constitution of his own State, upon 
which she was admitted into this Union; and that 
constitution distinctly affirms that she has a right 
to punish treason, and therefore that she is sover- 
eign. I have not looked into the constitutions of 
all the States; but in the constitution of Missouri, 
(13th article, 15th clause,) there is the same pro- 
vision; so in the constitution of Kentucky, (6th 
article, 2d clause,) Indiana, (article 11th, clause 
Qd,) Louisiana, (title VI, article 90,) Mississippi, 
(article 7, clause 3,) Florida, (article 16, clause 4,) 
Arkansas, (article 9, clause 2,) Texas, (article 7, 
clause 2,) Wisconsin, (article 1, clause 10,) and 
last of all, Iowa, (article 2, clause 16.) Every one 
of these—all of them new States—have been ad- 
mitted into the Union with this clause in their con- 
stitutions, in which they assert the right of pun- 
ishing treason, and, consequently, theright to the 
allegiance of their citizens, of which treason is the 
violation. Look at the construction these facts 
afford. Congress, at every successive act approv- 
ing of these constitutions, indorses the right of 
the States to punish treason; and therefore affirms 
the sovereignty and independence of the States. 
That is in perfect consistency with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. That Constitution says, 
that treason against the United States shall consist 
in levying war against them, and in adhering to 
their enemies, and giving them aid and comfort. 
“ Their enemies’”—enemies of the States. The 
Constitution itself describes the States as sover- 
eigns, against whom treason may be committed 
in their united capacity. And when, afterwards, 


Congress approved the State constitutions, in which | 


treason is defined, and a power is expressed to 
punish it against the States, itis in perfect harmony 
with the Constitution of the United States; and 


both the Constitution of the United States and the | 


constitutions of the States which have been ad- 
mitted into the Union, go to show that the States 
alone are sovereign. ‘The Constitution does not 
say that treason may be committed against the 
Government of the United States or the Union. 
No, sir; itis against the States that treason can 
alone be committed, whether acting together in 
the Union, or ag separate States. It is in being 


| “ their enemies,” and giving their enemies aid and 
: comfort, that the offence consists. 


‘Therefore I 
say that the Constitution of the United States and 
the constitution of all the States teach but one 
doctrine, contrary to the affirmation of the Senator 
from Alabama, and that doctrine is, that the 
States are sovereign. His own State punishes 
treason. If he can nullify the constitution of his 
own State, and cast her out of existence—if 
he can degrade her into a wretched dependency on 
this Government, which can be trampled upon 
with impunity, and dares not lift the front of re- 
sistance—let him do it, and take all the glory of 
such anachievement. For my part, it ismy glory 
as well as my privilege that I am a citizen of a 
sovereign State—the State of South Carolina. To 
her, as the Senator from Alabama formerly said 
of his State, I owe my allegiance. With her I 
live; and at her mandate I trust I am prepared to 
die. And I carenot what consulidationist, whether 
from the North or South, dares to assail her in the 
exercise of her sovereignty, so far as I am con- 
cerned, with the little power I possess, at her com- 
mand I will resist, i resist to the last. 

my sovereign; and she at least will not tolerate the 
doctrine that treason cannot be committed against 
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her. Let any man within her limits take up arms 


‘against her, in obedience to any power—there 


gtands her statute; her incorruptible judiciary; her 
Executive armed with.the:sword of authority to 
protect her sovereignty. Their fate will be death. 
` Mr. President, I am exhausted; and I presume 
that the Senate must be fatigued from the length 
of time I have tried its patience. I have here be- 
fore meé many other points'in which-the inconsis- 
tencies of the Senator from Alabama are exposed, 
and which I promised to expose. I must leave 
them to be read and compared, as they are con- 
tained in his tast speech. His inconsistencies 
with respect to the dismemberment of Texas—his 
beautiful picture of the blessings of the Union— ` 
and his tragic delineations of the horrors of dis- 
union, I must leaveunquoted. I turn, in conclu- 
sion, to a public matter which has lately come to 
light in Alabama. Ithas been in the public prints 
for many weeks, and I have not seen it contra- 
dicted. I take it-to be true. It may go far to 
explain the inconsistencies of the Senator from 
Alabama. 

It is well known that when that Senator was 
elected to his seat in this body, he was elected by 
the Whigs. The Democratic party, by an over- 
whelming vote, I learn, nominated his competitor, 
Mr. Fitzpatrick, to be their candidate for the Sen- 
ate. The Democratic party had a majority in the 
Legislature; but a few of the gentleman’s friends, 
in combination with the Whigs, elected him to his 
present place. I hold in my hand the statement 
of Judge Buford. You know the man, Mr. Pres- 
ident; and a-more honorable and truthful man 
does not live within the confines of Alabama or 
the South. I know him also, sir; and I suppose 
his veracity and honor would not suffer in com- 
parison with that of any man on this floor. Here 
is a statement he has placed before the world. He 
was a Senator at the time in the Alabama Legis- 
lature: 

On the night before the final balloting by the Legislature 
for a United States Senator,a caucus of the Whig members 
was held, at which it was announced that Mr. Clemens 
had verbally pledged himself, if elected, to support the Ad- 
ministration of Genera! Taylor. Objections were made by 
members of the caucus to receiving a verbal pledge, and it 
was insisted that it should be reduced to writing. Accord- 


‘ingly, soon after, a small strip, containing a written pledge, 


was brought in the caucus by Mr. Rip Davis of Limestone. 
It was nearly or exactly in these words: 

c If elected to the United States Senate, I promise to 
support the administration of General Taylor. 

‘Jere: CLEMENS.’ 

¢]t was further stated by Major Buford that he had seen 
the written pledge, and that it was represented and believed 
to be in Mr. Clemens’s handwriting.” 


Another Whig member of the Alabama Legis- 
lature, who was in the caucus, comes out with a 
statement confirming that of Mr. Buford. Here 
is what he says: 


Evravura, (4la,,) January 29, 1851. 

GenrLemen: Your note of this date is received. For 
my own part, I never recognized any obligation of secrecy 
in relation to the Clemens? affair. I supported Mr. Clemens 
(as is well known) with extreme reluctance, and with the 
reservation of the right to make any explanation of the rea- 
sons I might think proper; and besides, I heard of no pledge 
of secrecy in the caucus. I would not, however, have vol- 
unteered my testimony in this matter, nor have given it, 
but for the reasons stated in your note. 

On the eve of Mr. Clemens’s election to the United States 
Senate, there was a caucus of the Whig party; I did not 
contemplate attending, but went at the urgent request of my 
colleague, Mr. Gardner. When we arrived we found the 
caucus organized—the only. question was whether the 
Whigs, as a party, should support Mr. Clemens. Some of 
his friends gave verbal assurances that he would, if elected, 
act with the Whigs, and said they were authorized by him 
to say so. It was objected that it was unsafe to support 
him without a written pledge, and the caucus being anable 
to agree, a member from Greene stated that a pledge could 
be obtained, and called on Mr. Rip Davis, f:om Limestone,. 
who rose and produced a small scrap of paper, and read it 
as near as I can remember, in these words: 

“¢<Tf elected to the United States Senate, I pledge myself 
to sustain General Puylor’s administration. 

‘JERE: CLEMENS.’ 

“ A good many gathered around to inspect the paper, and 
some seemed to question its being in Mr. Clemens’s hand- 
writing, when Mr. Davis said in substance, ‘I pledge my 
honor as a gentleman it is Mr. Clemens’s hand, and writ- 
ten by himself.’ i 

“The same gentleman who had called on Mr. Davis, as 
above stated, then took the paper, and holding it up, read it 


! out in a louder tone, and in the same words. 


tt Yours, &e. PAUL McCALL.” 
Mr. President, [have done. The Senator from 
Alabama, without any provocation on my part, 
thought proper to arraign me before the Senate. 
I stated what my purpose was—that I would dis- 
credit the witness—that I would show that the 
authority which has presumed to impugn the 


s 


647 


1852. 


honor and character of other Senators was not so 


high as to injure the reputation of any man, much 


less that of a Senator. I have fulfilled my task. | 


It has been most reluctantly performed; but [could 
not avoid performing it. 1 have only acted on the 
defensive; and while I deprecate the necessity 
which has compelled me to this course of action, 


I, at the same time, must reader my profound | 


acknowledgments to the Senate for the courtesy 
which has afforded me the opportunity of doing 
what I have done, in the vindication of truth and 
about two o’clock, when at my room, 


justice. 
Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. President, y 
the following formidable missive: 
SENATE Cuamper, February 26th, 1852. 


esterday 
received 


Dear Sim: [have been directed by the Won. Barnwell į 


Rhett to intorm you that ta morrow he will address the Ser- 
ate upon the subject of personalities between you and him- 
self, and that he has given notice this morning to the Sen- 
ate, to that effect, 

I have the honor to be, most respectfally, your obedient 
servant, R. BEALE, Sergeant-at-irms. 

Hon. J. CLEMENS, United States Senator. 

Tf that notice had been given to me alone, I 
might have supposed that the Senator from South 
Carolina intended to give me an opportunity of 
preparing to die with decency. But, not satisfied 
with directing this note to me, I see from the 
morning papers that he gave, in addition, a formal 
notice to the Senate, to the galleries, to the report- 
ers,and the letter-writers, in order that they might 
all appear on the present oécasion, to witness his 
ia ea and. my discomfiture. It may happen, 
that the vain self-conceit which has indaeed him 
to overlook the means of assault, has equally in- 
duced him to undervalue those of the defence. 
The Senator from South Carolina has manifested 
an ignorance of the history of this compromise; 
an ignorance of my position in relation to it; he 
has drawn deductions from it so false, and so un- 
justifiable, that I can attribute it to nothing but 
that blind and rabid spirit of disunion which pre- 
vents him from seeing things, that, to other men, 
are as apparent as the noon-day sun. Hesays that 
I called him a knave and a traitor. No man who 
heard that speech of mine, ever entertained such 


an opinion, but himself. The allusion to knavery | 


was an illustration, not a charge. But, if J had 
done so, the subsequent course of that Senator 


justifies me in adding the epithet of coward, to | 


that of knave and traitor. 

ThePRESIDENT. The Senator must not use 
expressions of that kind. 

Mr. CLEMENS, Iam not out of order, Mr. 
President, and I intend, if I can, to keep within 
the rules of order; but there are some things 
which I must say, and which I will say. If, when 
he believed that the charge of knavery was pend- 
ing against him, he brooded over it, and took more 
than two months to prepare himself for a deliber- 
ate speech to answer it on the floor of the Senate, 
he does not deserve the character of a man. 
man, with the feeling of a man in his bosom, 
who believed such a charge was pending against 
him would have sought redress here. He would 
have looked for it elsewhere. 
it then, and now comes here not to ask redress 
in the only way he should have sought it, but, 
as he says, to discredit the witness; and how 
does he propose to do it? He begins with the 
evidence of two of his co-conspirators. Now, in 
my State, they are not allowed by law to give evi- 
dence for one another. But that is not all. He 
has evaded the point. He has sought to create a 
false impression upon the Senate and the country. 
He has endeavored to make this Senate believe 
that I intended to charge them with open applause 
of his conduct. I meant no such thing; and every 
man knew that I did not mean it. But will he 
deny that they went to him and shook hands with 
him, congratulating him upon the speech that he 
had made? 

Mr. RHETT. I deny it. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. Cuase, did you not do 
it? 

Mr. CHASE. 
shook hands with the Senator or not. 


I do not remember whether I 


in the State rights doctrines of the speech, but not 
in its disunion sentiments; just as when the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, the other day, delivered an 


eloquent speech upon another subject, I expressed | 


to him my gratification and, so far as I concurred 
in it, my approval of it. And now I ask the Sen- 


No! 


He submitted to | 


I knowl. 
expressed then, as I express now, my concurrence | 


| 
| 
i 
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ator from Alabama upon what authority he says 


I am a co-conspirator with any one upon this | 


floor? ; 
_ Mr. CLEMENS. I will attend to one at a 
time. Now, what witness is discredited? The 


Senator from South Carolina alleges that there was | 


no Such congratulation. Before the words are cold 
upon his lips, the Senator from Ohio contradicts 
him. Where, then, is the witness who is dis- 
credited? Here are witnesses who saw it. The 
Senator from Ohio does not pretend to say that he 
did not do it. He does not pretend to say any- 
thing of the sort. He says merely he does not 
remember sheking hands. But, sir, it is no extra- 
ordinary thing—it is nothing extraordinary for the 
Senator to be upon friendly and intimate terms 
with those whom he professes extreme anxiety to 
destroy. Iam not saying anything disrespectful 
of these gentlemen. The point which I mean to 
make is this; thatthe Senator from South Carolina 
at home denounces them as traitors—that every- 
where throughout the iand he has assumed the 
ground thatthey were worse than Arnolds—and yet 
in the face of all this, we find his personal relations 
with them so warm that they can afford to go and 
congratulate him upon his efforts in favor of dis- 
union. I do not mean to say there is anything 
discreditable to them in that association; but what 


I mean to say is, that it is extraordinary—that it į 


is something which is strange to the country, that 
this uncommon intimacy should exist between 
them. But thatis not all. The Senator has given 
us another illustration of his facility for forming 
such associations. In that very speech which he 
made here in the course of his reply to Mr. Foote, 
he let out the fact that he had private consultations 
with Thomas H. Benton behind one of the columns 
of this Capitol in relation to Mr. Foote’s conduct 
towards Mr. Calhoun. 
would have believed that Barnwettu Ruerr would 
have gone to Thomas H. Benton to consult about 
the interests of John C. Calhoun? 

‘There was another witness whom the Senator did 
not call to the stand—possibly, because he is not 
here—possibly, because his testimony would not 
havesuited him quite so well—and thatis the honor- 
able Senator from New Ham 
who was actually so delighted that he left his seat 
and came over to this side of the House to listen 
to the whole of that harangue, Yet the Senator 
from South Carolina now attempts to create the 
impression upon the country that I have made a 
false charge against him; of being on terms of in- 
timacy with these gentlemen. ‘There is oue thing 
which we all know: if there is no concord of sen- 
timent between him and them, there is a concord 
of sentiment between him and those whom they 
represent. We all know that the ALolitionists 
have declared that the Constitution of the United 
States is ‘a covenant with death and an agreement 
with hell;” and we all heard the Senator utter sen- 
timents equally as atrocious. 

He says that I calumniated him. Calumniate 
him! It is beyond the power of man to do it. 
How, though, did Icalumniatehim? What word 
did I utter, which he has not avowed on the floor 
of the Senate? Did he not get up, and proclaim 
himself a traitor? And does he callit calumny, 
when I charge him with being precisely what he 
has avowed that he is? Is that the standard by 
which he measures calumny? Sir,T could say 


nothing worse of him than he has said of himself; ! 
It }} 


I never intended to say anything half as bad. 


is true, he is a man for whom I never had any | 
fancy. It is true, I never sought his acquaintance. į 
It is true, that when he came here, I refused to | 


extend to him that courtesy which is usually ex- 
tended to new Senators, and refused to be intro- 
duced to him. That is the reason he does not 
know me. But I never intended to make his 
character nor his conduct the theme of discussion 
in the Senate. The subject is too small. I have 
heard or rather I have read, a description by one 
of the English poets, of a certain period of dark- 
ness when vipers crawled among the multitude, 
‘hissing, but stingless;’? and I knew well that it 
applied to him. We can hear his hiss, but there 
is no sting about him, 

‘Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ifthe Senator from 


Alabama will permit me, I will suggest that it; 


is impossible for him to-day to answer the speech 
of the Senator from South Carolina;and, with his 
permission, E will move that the Senate do now 
adjourn till to-morrow, twelve o’clock. 


Who, in South Carolina, | 


penei [Mr. Hare,] | 


i| Mr. CLEMENS. ‘There is another matter to 
which I wish to advert, and I will give way in ten 
minutes. 

Mr. JONES, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CLEMENS. There is a matter. which 
has been brought into this controversy which I 
choose to notice now. I do not wish that any 
| false impressions shall go abroad to the country. 
The Senator from South Carolina has ventured to 
do here to-day what no man in Alabama was ever 
found bold enough to do in my presence. The 
| retailer of a slander is as bad as the originator. 
Indeed, he is, if possible, worse than he who ori- 
| ginated it. He has charged me with owing my 
| election to a corrupt bargain with the Whig mem- 
| bers of the Alabama Legislature, and he has read 
| a letter from Jefferson Buford and Paul McCall on 
i the subject. I choose to notice them now. If he 
| had only waited two days longer, I think the 
i probability is he would never have ventured to 
make the charge; because the refutation of it has 
| gone home so strong, that no man would have 
| dared to repeat it. ‘The fact is this, that so far 
i from making any pledge, that slip of paper to 
which Mr. Buford alludes contained no expression 
of opinion at all. Sir, you were in Montgomery 
at the time. Although of course you cannot be 
presumed to know what was done by the Whig 
party, yet your conduct from that day to this has 
manifested that you did not believe one word of 
the calumny. It was a simple note of, authority 
ito Mr. Davis to state that my opinions were. 
He was a warm, personal friend, perfectly familiar 
with those opinions; and I told him, who had 
heard them repeatedly, to state what they were. 
There is now a member in the other House who 
| was a leading member of that Legislature—one 

of the individnals whom it is alleged knows most 
about it—who has, again and again, authorized 
me to pronounce it a calumny. Mr. Davis has 
again and again authorized me to do the same. 
; A number of other gentlemen have written letters 
denouncing it, or authorizing me to dọ so. But 
the Senator brings up that dead carcase on the 
|| floor of the Senate, and makes it a charge against 
i] me to account, as he supposes, for what} An 
abandonment of Democratic principles? Who 
l| charges we with having done so? Who alleges 
| that { have ever given a vote that was not accord- 

ing to the strict Democratic faith? Who charges 
i me with not being in full:association with every 
: Democratic member of this body ? ; 
|} promised Jong ago, and it is a duty which I 
| mean now to discharge, that if ever I could meet 
|i a man in Alabama who would allege that thing to 
|; be true, I should brand him as he deserved; and F 

want the Senator to mark now what I have to 
isay on the subject, and apply it. The charge, 
!| emanate from whatever quarter it may, circulated 
| by whom it may, is a foul lie, unmitigated and 
unredeemed by the slightest semblance of truth. 
I am now willing to adjourn until to-morrow. 
i! Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I move that 
i| the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 27, 1852. 

The House metat twelve o’clock, m, Prayer by 
the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 

The journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

BOUNTY LANDS. 

The SPEAKER stated as the first business in 
l! order, the special order of the House, being a bill 
il entitled « An act explanatory of the act approved 
| September 28, 1850, entitled, ‘An act granting 
ii “bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
| * have been engaged in the military service of the 
i ¢ United States,’ ? as amended by the Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union, and that 
the pending question was upon the passage of the 
bill. 
| Mr. BOWIE. Imove that the special order be 
! postponed, with a view of going into Committee 
‘of the Whole on the Private Calendar 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move to 
| postpone it to a day certain ? 
| Mr. BOWIE. Until Monday next. 
| Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. T would 
| suggest to the gentleman that the bill which is the 
| special order, is now upon its passage, and that 
i one vote will dispose of it. 
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Mr. JON i 


Mr. JONES... It t e t 
special ‘order, and it-seems to methat a majority i 
cannot defeat that special order by postponing it. 


re is. 2 r special order coming up on ‘Tues- : 
faa canal Ute annie oe | of order, I suggest whether the subject-matter must | 
not be under discussion, before the House, before | 
a motion to postpone at all—either to a day certain. | 
or indefinitely—can beentertained. -If the subject- | 


day, and if a majority are disposed to get clear of | 

that special order, they can, by postponing it from | 

day to day, defeat the rule which required two ; 
thirds to make it a special order. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion ! 

‘that it has been the practice of this body to post- | 
pone a special order from day to day, by the vote | 
of a majority of the House, and that that is one | 
form in which the House may dispose of a special | 
order. The rule is, that ‘“When a question is | 
under debate, no, motion shall be received but to | 
adjourn, to he on the table, for the previous ques- | 
tion, tò postpone’ to a day certain, to commit or || 

amend,” &c. t 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It certainly defeats |i 
the object in making a special order. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that <i 
the bill may be recommitted or postponed toa day ; 
certain. 

Mr. JONES. I call the attention of the Chair | 
to his decision made on yesterday about this very | 
bill, as reported in the Globe of to-day: : 

‘Tbe Speaker. ‘That would be the regular order of ; 
business for the morning hour, but for the fact that the spe- | 
cial order. reported from the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union upon yesterday, becomes the regular į 
business, from day to day, until disposed of. Being aspecial j; 
order, it overrides all other business.”? i 

The SPEAKER. It overrides all other busi- ii 
ness, and is to be disposed of under the rules of | 
the House. | 

Mr. JONES. I think it takes two-thirds to | 
postpone it, as it is a special order, i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the practice . 
of the House has been different, and that a ma- į; 
jority may postpone, from day to day, asa major- || 
ity may commit. ‘That is the recollection of the ii 
Chair respecting the practice of the House. 

Mr. OLDS. I raise another point of order, and : 

_ itis this: that Friday being set apart as private į 
bill day, by a special rule of the House, that spe- |) 
cial ule overrides the special order of the House, | 
and that itis in order to move to take up the Pri- : 

vate Calendar. i 

The SPEAKER. The special order certainly || 
setsaside all the standing rules—that in relation to || 
private bill day as well as the others. ‘There can be | 
no question, n the mind of the Chair, upon that || 
point; and the Chair therefore overrules the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Ohio. 

My. OLDS. Af then a special order sets aside | 
all the standing rules of the Louse, how can it be ; 
made without one day’s notice ? | 

‘The SPEAKER. The House suspended, by | 

avote of two thirds, all the rules of the House, | 

and made this a special order, to be disposed of i| 
under the rules of the House, and it must affect | 
private bills as well as other business. 

Mr. OLDS. In order to test this question, I 
move to go into a Committee of the Whole on the || 
Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that mo- 
tion to be out of order. t 

Mr. OLDS. From that decision I take an ap- | 
peal. ; 

Mr. HALL moved to lay the appeal on the: 
table. : 


The question was taken, and there were, upon -j 
a divisiom—ayes 81, noes 52. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

The question recurred upon the motion to post- 
pone the special order until Monday next. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessce. I must appeal | 
from the decision of the Chair that it is in order 
for a majority te postpone from day to day, and 
thus defeat a special order made by two thirds of | 
the House. 

Mr. HALL, 1s itin order to move to postpone 
the bill indefinitely? j 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. HALL. Then f make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. There is a prior motion, | 
however, and the Chair will call the attention of | 
the gentleman from Missouri to the rule upon the | 


subject. Jt is as follows: 


“When a miection is under debate, no motion shall be ; 


made but to adjourn, to lie on the table, for the previous | 
question, to postpone to a day certain, to commit or amend, i! 


The motion of the gentleman from Maryland to | 
postpone to a day certain must, therefore, take ii 
precedence of the motion submitted by the gen- | 


tileman: from Missouri, [Mr. Hauz.] - . 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. ` As a point 


matter be betore the House, I shall move the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. 


and it is now before the House and under discus- 
sion. It is under discussion, according to the 
meaning of the rule. 


Mr. MARSHALL. Then I move the previous | 


question on the passage of the bill, which, as I 
understand it, takes precedence of the motion to 
postpone. re 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair be correct in its 
decision that the bill may be postponed to a day 
certain, the effect of the previous question will be 
to bring the House to a vote upon the pestpone- 
ment. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
sage of the bill ? : 

The SPEAKER. And upon the passage of the 
bill, in case the motion to postpone is disagreed 
to. -< 
Mr. MARSHALL... The rule gives a motion 


And also upon the pas- 


for the previous question precedence overa motion | 


to postpone to a day certain; and under the decis- 
ion of the Chair, therefore, the motion for the pre- 
vious question must take precedence of the motion 
to postpone. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It not only lakes 


precedence, but, if I understand the rule, it cuts jj 


off the motion to. postpone. Until the last Con- 


gress the previous question cut off a motion to | 


refer; but by a special rule it was provided that the 


previous question should not cut off a pending | 


motion to refer, but that the House should first 


vote upon the motion to refer and then upon the: 


amendments, and everything else is cut off except 
the motion to refer and the amendments. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 
There can be no doubt about it. 
The SPEAKER. 
Tennessee turn to the rule upon which he relies? 


Mr. JONES. Rule 46 is the one that prescribes || 


the order of motions. 
“The previous question shall be in this form: 
‘Shall the main question be now put?’ 
of the members present, and its effects shall be 
to put an end to all debate, and bring the House 


to a direct vote upon a motion to commit, if such | 
motion shail have been made; and if this motion ' 
orevail, then upon amendments reported | 


does not j 
by a committee, if any, then upon pending amend- 
ments, and then upon the main question.” 


Now, the previous question cuts off, as I think, 


everything except what is specified in that rule. 


The SPEAKER. 


may be postponed to a day certain, the Chair ; 
thinks it follows, very clearly, that the previous | 


question will bring the Flouse to a vote upon the 
postpenemeni, just as it would bring the House to 
a vote upon a motion to commit. 

Mr. JONES. I call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that the 50th rule provides that a mo- 


tion to commit shall not he cui off by the previous ` 
A motion to commit was cut off by the | 
previous question until the adoption of this ruleon : 
i the 5th of August, 1848. 

Does the gentleman from | 


question. 


The SPEAKER. 
Tennessee remember what has been the practice 


of the House with reference to debate upon a: 
: proposition to postpone to a day certain? 


Mr. KING, of New York. tis not in order. 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order upon 
a proposition to postpone to a day certain, and 
ence it is not enumerated among the vates that 


! the House must be brought to uider che operation | 
` ofthe previous question. 


The Chair is very cer- 
tain that be has decided this question in accord- 


! ance with the practice of the Honse. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I would suggest to the 


The Chair announced that | 
the special order was the first business in order, | 


That is clearly right. | 


Will the gentleman from | 


The 50th rule provides that |} 


It shall : 
only be admitted when demanded by a majority | 


‘Lhe direction of this whole | 
matter must depend upon the correctness of the | 
decision of the Chair, that this bill may be post- : 
poned. Ifthe Chair is right in supposing that it | 


fi f ae . . 
|| Chair that this whole discussion is out of order. 


upon the effect of that motion. Į submit that this 
whole discussion is premature, and out of order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark, 
that the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] does not involve 
the one raised by the gentleman from Kentucky, 

[Mr. Marsua.xz,] or the operation of the previous 
question. , 
|| The Chair decides that this special order may 
‘| be postponed. to a day certain. The gentleman 
from Tennessee differs. with the Chair, and ap- 
‘į peals from this decision, and the question before 
li the House is on that appeal. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. I understand the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to rely upon the ground that 
the previous question would cut off the motion to 
postpone, but until it is put and sustained, the ef- 
‘| fect of it cannot be inquired into by the Chair or 
|! the House. 

i TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
jl Carolina is right in that. . 
i Mr. HOUSTON. l understand the point de- 
|i cided by the Chair is, that this special order may 
|| be postponed to a day certain, by a majority vote 
j| of the House. That is the point, and not the ef- 
ii fect, of the previous question, as supposed by the 
gentleman from North Carolina. If that be cor- 
|| rect, then a majority of the House can undo what 
i| two thirds have dope. 

Mr. JONES. Atthe time T took the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, the gentleman from 
Kentucky had not moved the previous question. 
I will now withdraw my. appeal, and if the pre- 
vious question is sustained, and the Chair then 
decides that the motion to postpone takes prece- 
i denes of the main question, Phal renew the ap- 

eal. 
I| Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, then moved 
the previous question. 

; _, The previous question received a second, on a 
‚i division—ayes 84, noes 60-—and the main question 
i was ordered to be now put. 

Several Mempers. What is the effect of the 
| previous question ? 
1) TheSPEAKER,. The Chair decides that the 
effect of the previous question is to bring the House 
first to a vote upon the motion to postpone till 
Monday next. 

Mr. JONES. . From that decision I appeal, and 
| I ask for the reading of the 46th and 50th rules, to- 


i 


i gether with the note to the 50th rule. 
| The Clerk read the rules, as follow: 


46. ** When a question is under debate, no motion shall 
be received but to adjourn, to lie on the table, for the pre- 
vious question, to postpone to a day certain, to commit or 
amend, to postpone indefinitely; which several motions 
shall have precedence in the order in which they are ar~ 
ranged.?? 

50. “ The previous question shall bein this form : ‘Shall 
the main question be now put? It shall only be admitted 
when demanded by a majority of the members present; and 
its effect shall be to put an end to all debate, and bring the 
| House to a direct vote upon a motion to commit, if such 
i motion shall have been made; and if this motion does not 
prevail, then upon amendments reported by a committee, if 
| any, then upon pending amendments, and then upon the 
main question.’? 

Note to the 50th rule: 

i * The previous question was. recognized in the rules es- 
tablished April 7, 1789, and could be demanded by five 
members, (the parliamentary law places it in the power of 
two members—one to wove, the other to second.) On the 
23d December, 1811, it was placed on a footing with the 
yeas &nd nays-——that is, at the command of one fifth of the 
members present. H remained so until the 24th February, 
| 1812, when the rule was changed to its present form of & 
i majority. According to former practice, the previous. ques- 
tion brought the House to a direct vote on the main ques- 
tion—that is, 10 agree to the main proposition, to the exclu- 
sion of al] amendments and incidental motions; but on the 
`l4th January, 1840, it was changed to its present foris—first 
to cnibrac g ainendiments, and then the main propo- 
jon.?? x 


| Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, moved to lay the 
appeal upon the table. 

1 Mr. CAMPBELL, of Hlinois, demanded the 
| yeas and nays upon that motion; but they were 
refused. 

Mr. STUART demanded tellers; which were 
ordered, and Messrs. Srevens, of Pennsylvania, 
and Sranron, of Tennessee, appointed. 

And the question being put, it was decided in 
| the affirmative—ayes 83, noes 65. 
| So the appeal was laid upon the table, and the 
! decision of the Chair was sustained. 
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BOUNTY LAND BILL. 
The question then recurred on the motion. to 
postpone the special order till Monday next. i 
Mr. CLINGMAN, on that motion, demanded | 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. GENTRY. ff the motion: to postpone 
prevail, will this business come up again on Mon- 
day morning? 

The SPEAKER. 
order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee.. Do I understand 
the Chair, that the business will come up on Mon- 
day next as a special order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided. ; 

Mr. JONES. Willit not be in order, on Mon- | 
day next, to move to suspend the rules, in order 
to imtroduce resolutions? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that 
question when it comes up. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone, and resulted—yeas 77, nays 99—as fol- 
lows: z 

YEAS—Messrs. John Appleton, Ashe, Averett, David - 
J. Bailey, Bartlett, Bowie, Johu I. Boyd, Brooks, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Chastain, Clark, Cottuian, | 
Cartis, Daniel, Dean, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Dunean, 
Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Hami 


Tt will come up as a special 


iton, Harper, Sampson W, Harris, Harn Haws, Haven, i! 
Hebard, Hibbard, Horsford, Howard, Jolin W. Howe, |: 


Thomas Y. tow, Ingersoll, Jackson, Joba Jolmson, 
Daniel T. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Preston King, Kahns, : 
Meacham, Meade, Murray, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, : 


Peaslee, Penviman, Rantoul, Robie, Sackett, Schoolcraft, |) 


Schooninaker, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, : 
Skelton, Smart, Snow, Stanly, Benjamin stanton, Abra- 
ham P, Stevens, Thaddeus Stevens, Straton, Sumerland, 
Benjamin Thompson, George W. Thompson, Toombs 
Townshend, Wallace, Washburn, Weleh, and Wildriek— 
Vi. 

NAYS—Mosers, Willis Allen, Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Babeock, Thomas I. Bayly, Bell, Bennett, Bisseil, 
Breckenridge, Brenton, Briggs, Burrows, Busby, E. Car- 
rington Cabull, Joseph Cable, Catdwell, ‘Thompson Camp- 
bell, Cartier, Chapman, Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, 
Cobb, Conger, George 'I’. Davis, John G. Davis, Dunham, 
Edmundson, Evans, Ev i 
Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Muller, Gamble, Gaylord, ' 
Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, Grey, Grow, {Lall, | 


Hascall, Hendricks, Houston, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, |; 


Janes Johnson, George W. Jones, George G. Wing, 
Kurtz, Landry, Leteher, Lockhart, Mace, Edward © 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Mason, McDonald, Me 
Lanahan, MeMullin, McNair, McQueen, Molony, Henry 
D. Moore, John Moore, Morrison, Murphy, Newton, An 
drew Parker, Samuel W, Parker, Perkins, Phelps, Pow 
cH, Price, Richardson, Robbins, 
Smith, Frederick. Stanton, Richard IL Stanton, St 
Martin, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, ‘Phurston, Watbridge 
Walsh, Ward, Jaikins, Wells, Addison White, Alex 
ander White, Williams, and Yuates—99. 

So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the passage of | 
the bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I desire to ask, if it will 
be in order to move to reconsider the vote by 
which the main question was ordered to be put? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. T make that motion, and 


the indulgence of the House to submit a | 


I 


8 


E 


Mr. JONES, of Fennessee. 
not debatable. 

The SPEAKE The gentieman cannot sub- 
mit his remarks, except by the unanimous con- : 
sent of the Llouse. 

Mr, MARSHALL, of Kentucky. [ object; 
aud move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. WI am cut off from giving 
my reasons, | will not submit the motion, 

Mr. SMART. Will it be in order to move to 
have the eignth section of the bill read? 

The SPEAKER. Tt will be in order. 

Mr. SMART. [ hope that it will be read. I 
understand that it neutralizes entirely the effect of | 
the fourth section, and cuts off the militia and vol- 
unteers ordered out hy the Governors. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Read the whole 
bill. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. F askif this is not - 
the same bill which has been printed in the Con- 
eressional Globe? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CABELL. 

Mr. JONES. I think we havea right to de- 
mand that the bil be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 


tleman from Tennessee is correct. 


That question is | 


pn 


Bue 


uA 


ft is. 


‘| 


| John R. Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, Buel, 


id. D. Puller, Giddings, Goodenow, Grow, Hall, Harper, 


il 


ing, Faulkner, Fieklin, Fiteh, i; 


Savage, Schermerhors, | 


i! man from Virginia 


a THE COMMISSION UNDER 


|: upon the Speaker’s table which it is indis 


ingle remark, in order to explain why J make it. i 


Gentlemen can refer to it there. | 


‘Then I object to its being read. 


The bill was thefread through, as heretofore 
| published. 
Mr. FOWLER. 
assage of the bill? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. 
i _ Mr. FOWLER. I move that the bill do now 
: lie upon the table, and upon that motion I ask the 
: yeas and nays. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then taken, and the result 
was—yeas 100, nays 84—as follows: 
_ YEAS--Messrs, Aiken, Andrews, Jobn Appleton, Wil- 
liam Appieton, Ashe, Averett, Bartlett, Beale, Bowne, 
Burrows, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, Clark, 
Conger, Curtis, Daniel, George T. Davis, Dean, Doty, i 
Duncan, Durkee, Bastian, Evans, Fitch, Fowler, Thomas 


i Is the question now upon the 
ip 


| 
Í 
! 
| 
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all, Haven, Hebard, Henn, Hibbard, | 
Jack- 
Jone 


Hart, Haws, H 

Horsford, Jolin W. Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, 
i son, Daniel ‘I. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaue i 
George G. King, Preston King, Kulus, MeCorkle, MeDou- 
ald, MeQueen. Meade, Henry D. Moore, Murray, Newto3 
Orr, Outlaw, Peasice, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Prier 
Rantoul, Robie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Sehooleratt, | 
Sehoonmaker, Senrry, Davtd L. Seymour, Origen S. Sey- 


i 
ri z Ep p P 3 t 
mour, Skelton, Smart, Swnith, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, | 


Abraham i. Stevens, Thaddeus Steve 
Sutherland, Benjamiu Thompson, Geo 
‘Thurston, ‘Toombs, ‘Townshend, Wa 
Washburn, Wells, and Wiktrick—100. 

NAYS—Mes Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Allison, 
Pabeoek, Thomas Il. Bayly, Barrere, Bell, Beunctt, Bissell, | 
Bowie, Breckenridge, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Bushy, 
iV. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cy Jaldwell, Thompson 
Campbell, Chastain, Charchwell, Cleveland, Clinginan, 
Cobb, Cothuan, Jobu G. Davis, Disney, Dockery, Duuhan, 
Edgerton, Fdwundson, Ewing, Fieklin, Florenec, Henry 
EM, Faller, Gamble, Gaylord, Genty, Gitmore, Gorman, ji 
Grey, Hamilton, Henudrieks, Uorston, Thomas Y. How, 
Andrew Johnson, dames Johnson, Jobn Johnson, Kurtz, | 
Laudry, Lockhart, Mace, Hamphrey Marbalt, Mason, 
MeLanahin, MeMulliin, MeNair, Molony, Joli Monre, 
Morrison, Murphy, Nabers, Olds, Andrew Parker, Samuel 
“AW. Parker, Penn, Polk, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, 
Savage, Stanly, Frederiek P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
St. Martin, Strother, Taylor, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, | 
Weleb, Addison White, Alexander White, Williams, aud | 
Yates-—-81. 

So the bill was ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. FOWLER. I move to reconsider the vote į; 
ust taken, and to lay tbe motion to reconsider: 
ipon the table, 

Mr. WALSH. Upon that motion, I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays weve refused. 

‘Nhe question was then taken,and the motion to 
; reconsider was ordered to lie upon the table. 

Mr. BOWIE. E now move that the rules be 
suspended, avd that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
' Calendar. i 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virg sk ihe gentleman 
to withdraw bis motion fora single moment. 

Mr. BOWIE. { wil withdraw for the geude- 


y Stratton, Stuart, | 
ge W. Thompson, | 
Ibridge, Wallace, | 


j 


Ty 
H H 


HE CONVENTION 


WiTH BRAZIL. 
Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Speaker, there is a bill | 
sensable 
> that we should pass immediately, or it will be too 
late to have any effect. Task that the House will 
indulge me fora single moment. J think l can 
show that it is a bill against which there can beno |) 
; possible cbjection. . 
A Messer. What is your bill? 
Mr. BAYLY. That is precisely what I want © 
5 | er.] Under onr cosvention with ii 
sil, the period of the existence of the Board i- 
for adjudicating American claiias expire this |: 
week, fn consequence of the conflicting testimo- 
ny, over the wide extent of Brazil, ther 
i of the claimants who have not been able to perfe 
their testimony. The whole fund is not ribated, Żi 
and the commissioner’s salary ided tor for 
months lenger than the period at which his duties 
by law terminate. The President recommend 
and the commissioner himself says it is bui jus- 
tice, that this period should be extended, and that 
“is all we ask. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Task permission to say, that ; 
there is already an appropriation made to pay the | 
salary of the American commissioner to the end 
of the fiscal year. 

Mr. BAYLY. 


Ss 


a 


i 


+t 
tu, 


e 
will 


ates 
HR 


l eases. Mitis not, these American claimar 
n be the losers, and the Court of Brazil are il 


i rainers. 


|: the Fouse? 


je ii 


F 
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e consent of Bra- # 


: Will not th 
i zil have to be obtained ? 

Mr. BAYLY. It wil not. 
Mr. GENTRY. If I understand the gentle- 
: man’s explanation, if we do not pass the bill, we 
: Shall have to pay the salary of the commissioner 
for four months for doing nothing. Batif we do 
pass it, we shall have to pay nothing in addition, 
and the commissioner will be at work during the 


: four months in the performance of his commission. 


Mr. BAYLY. That is its effect. 
The joint resolution extending the time for the 
continuance of the commission under the conven- 


. tion with Brazil, was taken up, and read a first and 


second time by its title, 


Mr. FLORENCE, I do not understand: the 


| object of extending the time. 


Mr. BAYLY. lt is because the time is limited, 
and ufler it has expired, the commissioner cannot 
adjudicate another claim. ‘There are claimants 


i who, from the extent of country over which they 


have been obliged to collect their testimony, have 
not been able to complete it in time. 

Mr. FLORENCE. How many gentlemen have 
presented claims which have not been adjudicated? 

Mr. BAYLY. There are a few more. I do 
not know the precise number. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Is notthe number thirteen? 

Mr. BAYLY. T think it is. 

Mr. FLORENCE. How many have been pre- 
sented in all? 
Mr. BAYLY. 
umber. 

Mr. TOOMBS, Iam told that these claimants 
are very anxious to have this ume extended, and 
I hope in justice to them it will be done. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Linerely asked the questions 
for information, and Lam entirely satisfied. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and having been engrossed, was 
read the third time and passed. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. BOWIE. T will inquire if there are not 
some bills on the Speaker’s table which were re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole last 


I do not know the precise 


} 


1 


| Friday, and which have not been acted upon by 


The SPEAKER. There are several. 
Mr. BOWIE. ‘Phen I will move that those 


| bills be disposed of before we go into Committee 


of the Whole, zi 
The SPEAKER. It requires no motion; they 
came up in order, the gentleman having withdrawn 


ry tt 


i his previous motion. 


The first bill in order was Senate bil! 42, being 
a bill entitled, “An act for the relief of Richard 
Chaney and others,” upon which a motion was 
pending to refer to the Committee on Private Land “ 
Claims. : 

The question was taken, and the bill was so 
referred. 

The next bill in order wes House bill 97, being 
a bill for the rchef of James McCormick, assignee 
of Robert A, Parker, upon whicha motion wes 
pending to recoramit to the Committee on Naval 
Afairs. 

Phe question war 
mitted. 

The next bill in order was the bill for the relief 
of Cornelius Hughes, of Tennessee—the question 
“Shall it be engrossed and read a third 


taken, and the bill was recom- 


being 
thoe? 

Tnet 
CONS 


Ka 


7 


l was read t 
and read 


ough, and ordered to be 
d time; and having been 
s third time passed. 

Mr. JOHNS ” Tenn There are 
some three or feur which have becu reported 
from the Committee of the W hole on the Private 

vendar. They have been fully dis ed, and 1 
hope they may all be taken up and passed to- 
gether. 

The SPEAKER. 


rad 7 


i8 


Tt can onty be done by unan- 


© Imous consent. 


Mr. CARTTER, 
The following Hou 


I object. 
se bills coming 


sed, viz: 

of Francis Tritvou. 

of James Wright, jr. 
£ of John Kerbangh-. 
ief of Ichabod Weymouth. 


x the relief of John McIntosh. 


Hi 
tu 


e 
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135; A bill for the relief of ChatlesS. Mathews, 
Charles Wood, and James Fiatl. 


PUBLIC LANDS FOR COMMON SCHOOLS. 


Mr. GHURCHWELL, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill, of which previous notice 
had been given, entitled, ‘‘ A bill granting public 
lands to the several ‘States of the Union, for the 
purpose of establishing a permanent and efficient 
system of common schools; which was read a 
first and second time by its-titl, = 

Mr. C. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and be printed. 

Mr. COBB. I move that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GENTRY. I hope the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. Coss] will see the propriety of 
withdrawing his motion to refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. The bill relates to the pub- 
lic domain generally—to all the States of the Union; 
and the Committee of the Whole, having charge 
of the interests of the Union generally; it seems to 
me that such committee is obviously the proper 
one to which it should be referred. 

Mr. COBB. [think not. The Committee on 
Public Lands have that subject now before them. 

The question being first taken on the motion of 
Mr. CuurcuwELL, it was agreed to. 

So the bill was referred tothe Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. COBB, at a subsequent stage of the pro- 
ceedings, entered a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


SUNBURY AND ERIE RAILROAD. 


Mr. CHANDLER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, entitled, “ A bill granting public lands to 
the State of Pennsylvania, to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Sunbury and Erie Railroad in Penn- 
sylvania;” which was read a first and second time 
by its title. 

Mr. C. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
be printed. 

r. GAYLORD. 
upon the table. 

The question was first taken upon the motion 
of Mr, Gasioas: and it was not agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the motion of 
Mr. CHANDLER— 

Mr. HART moved to amend that motion, by 
substituting the Committee on Public Lands, for 
the Committee on the Whole. 

TheSPEAKER, The question upon referring 
to the Committee of the Whole upon the state of 
the Union must first be put, under the operation 
of the positive rules of the House. 

The question was then taken on the motion, and 
it was agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a bill, of 
which previous notice has been given. 

Mr. DANIEL. I object; and insist upon the 


I move that the bill do lie 


motion that the House resolve itself into a Com- |; 


mittee of the Whole House upon the Private Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. WALSH. I hope the gentleman from 
North Carolina will withdraw his motion for a 
moment, andallow me to present a memorial from 
the workmen who have been engaged upon the 
Capitol. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
rules. : 

Mr. WALSH. They want their statement to 
be heard. 

Mr. GENTRY. Hear the workmen. 

Mr. WALSH. 
ment, they will grant relief, I have no doubt; and 
I hope it may be received and read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from, North 
Carolina insists upon his motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole upon the Private Calendar. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. DANIEL, and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House upon the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. Cuanprer in the chair.) 


GENERAL JAMES C. WATSON, 
The CHAIRMAN. The first bill in order for 
consideration is House bill No. 136, being a bill 


It can be presented under the 


If gentlemen will hear the state- i| ordered, and Messrs. Incensoun and Stanton, of |; 


| Tennessee, appointed. 


| having resumed the chair, the Chairman of the 


== 
for the relief of the legal representatives of General 
James C. Watson, late of the State of Georgia. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is a standing objection 
to that bill, and it must go over, as a matter of 
course, under the 30th-rule of the. House, which 
provides that on the first and fourth Friday of 
each month the calendar of private bills shall be 
called: over, and the bills to the passage of which 
no objection shall then be made, shall be first con- 
sidered and disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
rules. 

The following bills on the Calendar, coming up 
in their order for consideration, were objected to, 
as indicated below, and lie over under the rule: 

House bill No. 137, being “A bill for the relief 
of Osborn Cross, of the United States Army,” 
which provides that he shall be credited, in his 
account with the Government, the amount of 
certain Treasury notes, which were stolen from 
him in the city of New Orleans in the year 1842. 
[Objected to by Mr. Mace.] | 

Senate bill No. 67, being ‘“‘Anact granting relief | 
to John A. McGaw, of New York;” by which the 
Secretary of the Treasury is directed to pay him į 
the sum of $1,400, being the amount due him for 
demurrage of the ship Charlotte, while in the ser- 
vice of the United States. [Objected to by Mr. 
Marsuatt, of Kentucky.) 

House bill No. 147, being ‘< A bill for the relief 
of the Monroe Railroad Company and their se- 
curities;”’ which provides that the petitioners be 
relieved from three duty bonds, amounting to 
$7,205 14, given as‘securities for the laying down 
certain railroad iron, imported at Savannah, in the 
year J841. [Objected to by Mr. Sackurr.] 

House bill No. 149, being “A bill for the relief | 
of the heirs of Lieutenant Bartlett Hinds;” by 
which it is provided that they shall receive five 
years’ full pay of a lieutenant, as commutation | 
under the resolution of the Continental Congress. | 
(Objected to by Mr. AVERETT.] j 

The fohowing bills, coming up in their order, 
were considered; and no objection being made, 
they were laid aside to be reported to the House, 
with a recommendation that they do pass: 

House bill No. 139, to authorize the issuing of 
a register to the brig ‘* America.” 

House bill No. 140, a bill for the relief of William | 
S. Payne; by which the Secretary of the Treasv- | 
ry is authorized and directed to refund to him the 
sum of $50, being the amount of fine imposed 
upon and paid by him for neglecting to renew the 
license of a vessel. 

House bill No. 142, to authorize the issuing of 
a register to the ship “ Kossuth.” 

Senate bill No. 88, entitled, ‘‘ An act for the re- 
lief of Rufus Dwinel; by which the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to pay 
him the sum of $13,037 72, with interest from the 
4th of March, 1837, for damages sustained by 
| him on account of a change in the terms of a con- 
tract for carrying the United States mails.# 
| House bill No. 148, for the relief of Andrew 
| Smith; by which the Secretary of the Treasury is 


it will go over under the 


faction of two Treasury notes, specially. indorsed 
to his order, but which were lost in their trans- 
mission through the mail, and subsequently paid | 
to other persons, on a forged indorsement of his 
name. 

The next bill that came up in order for consid- 
‘ eration, was House bill No. 150, for the relief of | 
: Robert Nelson, providing that he may, by way of 
exchange, convey certain lands in Missouri to | 
the United States, and be permitted to enter other 


| lands in lieu thereof. ' 
Le 


j 


“he bill having been read through, 
i Mr. SCURRY moved that the committee rise. 
| Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers; which were 


The question was then taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 52, noes 29. No quorum voting. 

{Cries of ‘‘ Call the rolit”? ‘* Call the rol °} 

Mr. FOWLER. Less than a quorum can or- 
der the committee to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not require a ma- 
jority to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose;and the Speaker 


committee reported that the Committee of the 
W hole House had had under consideration various 


! authorized to pay him the sum of $100, in satis- || 


bills on the Private Calendar, and had instructed 


him to report to the House the bills of the House, 
Nos. 199, 140, 142, and 148, and Senate bill No. 
88, with a recommendation that they do pass. 
The SPEAKER. ‘Is it the pleasure of the 
House to proceed to pass upon the bills in gross? 
Mr. FICKLIN. [et them be acted upon sin- 


ly. 

: Mr. APPLETON, of Maine: Imovethat when 
the House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE called for the yeas and 
nays upon that motion; but they were not or- 
dered. ` 

The question was then taken, and there were, 
upon a divinou ayé 93, noes 48. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to offer a resolution 
asking for information. 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House what inquiry and report has heretofore 
been officially made upon the propriety of establishing some 
safe depts for the preservation of the gunpowder of the 
United States, and whether the establishment of depôts for 
this purpose is required for the public service. ` 

Mr. TOOMBS objected, and the resolution was 
not introduced. 3 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled, “a 
resolution to extend the time of the commission 
under the Convention with Brazil; which then 
received the signature of the Speaker. 
` Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, by unanimous 
consent, presented three several resolutions of the 
Legislature of Louisiana; which were referred and 
ordered to be printed, viz: 

Resolutions asking that a naval depét and navy- 
yard be established at New Orleans, for the con- 
struction and repairing of United States vessels; 

Resolutions asking that a post office be estab- 
lished on Grand River, on the mail route between 
Donaldsonville and Opelousas; and > 

Resolutions asking a donation of the military 
reserve at Fort Jesup, for a seminary of learning. 

Mr. SACKETT. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into a Committee of the Whole House 
upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the House do now ad- 


| journ. 


Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. Will the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] allow me first to 
introduce a set of resolutions from the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania? 

Mr.ORR. I must insist upon my motion. 

Mr. HEBARD called for tellers on the motion 
to adjourn; which were ordered, and Messrs. 
CHANDLER and STANTON, of Tennessee, appoint- 
ed, : 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 


| ported—ayes 59, noes 50. 


So the House adjourned to meet on Monday 
next at twelve o’clock, m. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. McLANAHAN: Resolutions from the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania, instructing the Senators and re- 
questing the Representives from that State to vote for the 
construction of a ship-canal around the Falls of the Sault 
Ste. Marie. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the renewal of the patent granted to Austin 


i and Zebulon Parker for alleged improvements in submerged 


reaction water-wheels. 
By Mr. MILLER: The memorial of Gustavus A. Par- 
sons, of Missouri, praying compensation for services ren- 


| dered in raising and organizing volunteers for the Mexican 


wat. 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Missouri, praying 
for a mail route from Tully to Monticello, Missouri. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: ‘The memorial of 
George W. Patton and 21 others, citizens of Huntingdon 
county, Pennsylvania, praying the establishment of an 
Agricultural Bureau by Congress. 

Also, the memorial of James M. Kinkead and 28 others, 
citizens of Blair county, Pennsylvania, praying the estab- 
lishment of an Agricultural Bureau by Congress. 

By Mr. PEASLEE: The petition of Mary Chandler and 
others, widows of husbands who served in the revolution- 


i| ary war, praying the extension of the pension laws. 


By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: A memorial from citizens of 
Carroll county, Chio, stating that the mechanical and agri- 
cultural interests of the country feel the burdens of the 
alarming increase of the expenses of the General Adminis- 
tration, and that estimates should be called for cutting down 
the expenses to $25,000,000 annually. 

By Mr. BRENTON: The petitions of Samuel Mahon, 
M. H. Marshall, John Marshall, James H. Swaar, and Wil- 
liam Russey, assistant marshals in the State of Indiana, 


bat. 
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asking additional compensation for taking the Seventh Cen- 


sus. ` 

By Mr. BURROWS: The memorial of Edward Wilber 
and 280 others, citizens of Orleans county, New York, re- 
monstrating against the extension of Woodworth’s patent 
for a planing machine. 

By Mr. BELL: The petition of E. S: Nichols and J. B. 
Crumbaugh, deputy marshals of Greene county, Ohio, pray- 
ing additional compensation for taking the census in said 
county. 

Aliso, the petition of William Curry and Jonathan Davi- 
son, deputy marshals of Preble county, Ohio, praying addi- 
tional compensation for taking the census of said county. 

Also, the petition of 44 citizens of the town of Dallas and 
vicinity, in the county of Darke, Ohio, praying for the es- 
tablishnient of a post route from Greenville, in Darke coun- 
ty, via Dallas and St. Henry, to Celina, in the county of 
Mercer. 

By Mr. SCHERMERIIORN: The remonstrance of 130 
citizens of the county of Monroe, New York, against the 
further extension of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of Rusby, Ashbur- 
ner & Son, G. J, Mason, and numerous other eitizens of ! 
Philadelphia, asking for a renewal of the patent for Wood- 
wort’s planing machine. 

Also, the memorial of L. D. Conard and numerous other 
citizens of Philadelphia, protesting against the renewal of | 
the patent for Woodworth’s planing machine. 

Also, the resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
one to a ship-canalaround the Falls of the Sault Ste. 

Marie. 

By Mr. HENN: The petition of Joseph Brobst and 66 
others, asking for a grant of land to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from Burlington to the Missouri river. 

Also, the memorial of Hosea B. Horn and John J. Sel- 
man, asking a grant of land on Bear river, in Utah.Terri- | 
tory, for the purpose of forming a settlement and protecting 
emigrants to California and Oregon. 

By Mr. COTTMAN: The petition of Cathell Humphreys, |! 
William Freeny, George Todd, and others, praying Con- 
gress to provide for the removal of a wreck from the chan- 
nel leading into Hooper’s Straits, in Chesapeake Bay. | 

Also, the petition of Jobn Dix, Travers Danicl, James 
Phabns, Levin Ballard, and 110 others, praying Congress to 
pass an act to establish a port of entry for licensing vessels, | | 
at Deal ’s Istand, in Somerset county, Maryland. 

By Mr. FITCH: The petition of Bennet E. Davis, as- |; 
sistant marshal of Kosciusko county, Indiana, asking ad- |! 
ditional compensation for services in taking the census. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of Pennsylvania, instructing their Senators and 
requesting their Representatives to vote for an appropriation 
for the construction of a ship-canal around the Falis of || 
the Sault Ste. Marie. | 

By Mr. FLORENCE: A memorial of Montgomery & | 
Neall, Thomas Robb, Edward Heysham, Thomas Mander- 
field, Edward W. Cavenaugh, and others, residents of the 
city and county of Philadelphia, remonstrating against the 
extension of the Woodworth patent for planing boards, &c. 

Also, a memorial of Alexander Fillott, John R. Finley, 
Maurice Riatt, and others, citizens of the county of Phila- | 


delphia, praying Congress to pass a law extending the Wood- ;} 


worth patent for planing boards, &c. i 
Also, a memorial of Rowley W. Pegley, Thomas Moore, 
Andrew Boswell, Allan McCollin, and others, citizens of | 


he nty of Philadelphia, remonstrating against the ex- |i 
tension oF hribi nina |! he had been ordered by the Department at Wash- 


By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the |; 


tension of the Woodworth patent for planing boards, &c. 


Legislature of Pennsylvania in favor of a ship-canal around | 
the Falls of the Sault Ste. Marie. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurvay, February 28, 1852. | 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ©. M. Borer. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate resolutions passed at a meeting of the in- | 
habitants of the town of Milton, in the county of | 
Wayne, and State of Indiana, recommending the 
passage of a law by Congress providing for a di- 
vision of the Indian territory lying southwest- 
wardly of the Missouri river, and for defining the 
boundaries of the Territory of Nebraska; also, | 
making provisions for the removal of certain tribes | 
of Indians from said Territory of Nebraska, and | 
for the settlement of the public lands lying therein | 
to which the Indian title has been extinguished; | 
which were referred to the Committee on Public | 
| 

i 

| 

i 

i 


Lands. 

Also, resolutions of a public meeting convened 
in the town of Aurora, county of Dearborn, and | 
State of Indiana, on the 16th day of January, ` 
1852, recommending a reform in the disposition of 
the public lands of the United States; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of New York, in favor of the publi- į 
cation by Congress of a compendium of the first 
and every subsequent census or enumeration of | 
the people of the United States, with such statis- 
tical, agricultural, and other information as can 
be obtained, arranged under the heads exhibited 
in the returns of the last census; which was or- | 
dered to be printed. 

Also, a petition of four hundred and seventy- 
six citizens of the county of Niagara, in the State 
of New York, remonstrating against the further 


extension of Woodworth’s patent for a planing 
machine; which was referred to the Committeeon 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, additional documents in support of the 
claim of Brinton Paine to a pension; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of citizens of 
Westchester county, New York, praying an ex- 
tension of W. W. Woodworth’s patent for a 


| planing machine; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented two petitions of || 


citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against an 
extension of the patent granted to W. W. Wood- 
worth for a planing machine; which were referred 
to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, five petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the renewal of the patent 
granted to Austin and Zebulon Parker, for im- 
provements in the water-wheel; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 

Also, a memorial of the citizens of Alleghany 
county, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for 


| the construction of a ship-canal around the Falls of [| 


the St. Mary’s river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. . 
Mr. JAMES presented a petition of citizens óf 


Philadelphia county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating jį 


agaiust an extension of the patent granted to W. 
W. Woodworth for a planing machine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and the 


| Patent Office. 


Also, the memorial of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of William Jones, of Massachusetts, 
praying compensation for his services during the 


| revolutionary war; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. DODGE, of isconsin, presented a me- 
morial of inhabitants of Wisconsin, praying that 
the transportation of the United States mails on 
the Sabbath day, may be prohibited by law; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Rich- 
ard W. Meade, late a lieutenant in the Navy, 
praying to be allowed certain expenses to which 

e was subjected during the time he was compelled 
to remain on shore at San Francisco, in conse- 
quence of the refusal of the officer commanding 
the squadron in the Pacific to permit him to take 
the command of a vessel on that stativn, to which 


ington; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a memorial of 


‘ citizens of lowa, praying a donation of land to the 


State for the construction of a railroad from Bur- 
lington to the Missouri river; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the memorial of Isaac Galland, praying 
the appointment of commissioners to examine 
and settle claims to lands in the Sax and Fox 
Half-breed Reservation in Iowa; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented petitions of citizens 
of the city and county of New York, remonstra- 
ting against an extension of the patent granted to 
W. W. Woodworth, fora planing machine; which 
were referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Illinois, remon- 
strating against a renewal of the patent granted to 


Austin and Zebulon Parker for improvements in | 
the water-wheel; which was referred to the Com- |: 


mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. SMITH presented the memorial of Horace 
Gaylord, assistant marshal for the district of Con- 
necticut, praying an increase of compensation for 
taking the late census; which was referred to the 


| Committee of Claims. 


Also, the memorial of George Andrews, pray- 


: ing that the public lands may be reserved for | 


actual settlers, and for bounties in case the coun- 


| try should hereafter be involved in war; which į: 


was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented the me- 
morial of the Legislature of Tennessee, praying 


' an appropriation for the completion ef the works 
in the United States navy-yard at Memphis; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. WALKER presented two memorials from 
citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, asking that Congress 


will adopt the resoltitions submitted by the hon- 
orable 1, P. ‘Walker, in relation to the foreign 
policy of the United States; which were ordered 
to be laid on the table. f 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Thomas 
Jefferson Sutherland, a citizen of the United 
States, praying for an act of Congress providing 
for the grant of the right of preémption of lands 
| in the Territory of Nebraska, for the. site of the 
| Nebraska Polytechnic Institute, a military agri- 

cultural school proposed to be established in the 
| said Territory, and for the loan of certain arms 
and military equipments of the United States; 
| which was referred to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the United States, 
praying the construction of a ship-canal around 
ithe Falls of the St. Mary's river; which was 
ordered to be laid on the table. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Minnesota Territory, praying the 
ratification of certain treaties with’ the Sioux and 
Chippewa Indians in that Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 
Ordered, That-the petition of Daniel Nippes, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Military 
| Affairs. 
On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, it was 


Ordered, That the petition ‘of William Davis, on the 
| ne of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs, 


On motion by Mr. BRADBURY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of the heirs of Wiliam Frost 
and the petition of the heirs-at-law of Nathanie} Leavitt, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, which was instructed, by a resolution 
of the Senate, to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a naval depét at Key est, sub-` 
mitted a report, accompanied by a hill to provide 
for the establishment of a naval depôt at Key 
West; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, to which was referred the 
petition of the legal representatives of Joseph 

ord, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions; which was agreed to. 


DISTRICT JUDGE OF ALABAMA. 

Mr. CLEMENS submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
salary of the judge of the United States court for the district 
of Alabama. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

| A message from the President of the United 
! States was received by Mr. M. P, Fitusorg, his 
: Secretary, communicating that the President of 
| the United States had approved and signed, the 
: Q7th instant, an act to admit the hermaphrodite brig 
s‘ Sylphide” to registry; also, the joint resolution 
extending the time of the commission under the 
convention with Brazil. : 


BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read a first and second 
times by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions: 

An act for the relief of Cornelius Hughes, of 
Tennessee; 

An act for the relief of Francis Tribou; 

An act for the relief of James Wright, jr.; 

An act for the relief of John McIntosh; 

An act for the relief of Ichabod Weymouth; and 

An act for the relief of John Kerbaugh. 

The following bill from the House of Repre- 
; sentatives was read a first and second time by its 
' title, and referred to the Committee of Claims: 
| An act for the relief of Charles S. Mathews, 
l Charles Wood, and James Hall. 


COMPROMISE RESOLUTION, 
The resolution submitted the 4th of December, 
i; in relation to the adjustment of questions growing 
+ outof the institution of domestic slavery was again 
i taken up. 
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the punishment of offences against the United States 


| laws. The Republic could not endure for a year 
unless Congress possessed the power of coercion. | 


With a characteristic attempt at special pleading, 


| e sovereign State,” and thus seeks to convict me 


| too loose use of these words. In common with 
every other public man in the country, 1 have 

: ys, : 
often spoken of the States as “sovereign,” and it 


ji thus contributed to the errors which pervade cer- 


were all present; the preacher was at his post, and 
proceeded regularly with the ceremonies; but then 
came the resurrection, and now, instead of the tri- 
umphant notice which the Senator no doubt antici- 
pated, we have a short paragraph deprecating the 
use of personal language in the Senate. If that 


Senator had taken the course he ovght to have . 


taken, there would have been no syllable uttered 
by me to which the greatest stickler for propriety 
could object. If he had confined himself to attacks 
upon my political course; if he had commented in 
language, no matter how severe, upon what he 
chose to regard as my inconsistencies; or my aban- 
~donmentof State-rights, I should have replied with 
perfect temper, and uttered nothing ofensive to 
him or others. But when he went to the columns 
of a low and scurrilous newspaper to hunt up a 
foul and loathsome calumny; when he brought 
that calumny here, and sought to give it dignity 
and importance by parading it in the presence of 
the Senate, I did feel some degree of irritation, and 


| 
i 


i 


gave the only answer it became me to make. For |! 
B ji 


the language used | have no regrets; nor have I | 
the least disposition to recall or explain it. Pre- 


vious to that, he had said nothing which excited a |; 


feeling of anger. If he imagined he was saying 
anything new—anything which had not been heard 
from every stump in Georgia, Alabama, and Mis- : 
sissippi-—he knows but little of the contest through | 
which the Union men of the South have recently ; 
passed, His mode of assault was too familiar to 
me to cause annoyance; I have met it again and | 
ugain, and expected to meet it here. 
If 1 had been permitted to conclude on yester- į 
day, I should have said other things quite as un- ; 
easant as those to which he has already listened; 
ut a night’s reflection has satisfied me that enough : 
has been said, and that however much he may de- | 
serve it, it does not become me to utter more. 
shall, therefore, confine myself to a defence of that 
consistency he has arraigned, and in the course of | 
my remarks, I shall endeavor to show that he ; 
knows nothing whatever of the subjects on which | 
he has undertaken to speak. He promised in the . 
outset to prove that, in 1850, I was a thorough ; 
State-rights man, and in December, 1851, (the 
date of my speech on Foote’s resolutions,) I was | 
a Federal consolidationist. To establish this, he |! 
quoted an extract from a speech of mine, which 
he either cold not, or would not understand. In 
that speech the term “sovereign”? is indeed applied 
to a State, and there is a denial of the right of the 
Executive to use force. It was based upon a letter 
of the President, in which he claimed the right to 


employ the military of the United States against |: 


Texas. [denied it, and said, ‘the Taw is plain 
and clear—individuals, not States, are the subjects 
of coercion.” Fhad the law before me at the time, 
aad meant only to assume the ground taken by 
General Jackson in the memorable sullifeation era. 
When South Carolina proposed to nullify a Jaw 
of the land, General Jackson applied to Congress, 
and said, that the powers vested in | rere not 
sufficient to subdue the forcilic resistance of a 
State, and therefore he asked for the passaz 
law to meet the emergency. The foree bill 
the result, So I held, and hold now, that the Ea 
utive has ho power to resort to coercion in the 
event of resistance by a State, but Congress has, 
and Congress may at any time authorize him to 
do so. Lt willbe difficult for the Senator to find 
uy language of mine denying this right on the 
tof the law-making power of the Union. It 
wright essential to its very existence. ‘Take it 
away, and our Confederacy would be worse than 
the old Amphyctionic league. If there is no power 
to coerce a State, the new States mightappropriate 
all the pablis lands within their respective limits. 
‘he Atlantic States might seize upon the revenues 


ue 
ue 


i 


a 


il tain portionsof the country. Theordinary reader 
| when he sees the word sovereign in the speech of 
a public man, will attach to it the meaning given 
by the dictionaries, and it will notalways be pres- 


i ofa sovereignty circumscribed by the Constitution. 
i! F have again and again asserted, that some of the 
‘| highest and most essential attributes of sover- 
| eignty have been taken away from the States; and 
! who will daretodeay it? TheSenator from South 
: Carolina has not ventured to do so. Of the many 
: cases I enumerated, he has seized upon one which 
he takes to be the weak point, and labors to prove 
‘that Tam mistaken in asserting a State cannot 
| punish treason against itself. 


i 
| 


| Well, sir, I shall show that Lam right, ang that i 
| the Senator, in his ignorance of the Constitution, ; 
| has made an admission fatal to his case. 
merates, as conclusive of the question, certain | 
| States which have passed Jaws for the punishment 

| of treasou. Now, sir, 1 have not been guilty of. 
the folly of asserting that a State may not call mur- 
i der treason, and so punish it. Į have not denied 
i but that she may designate in her laws a riot as | 
i treason, or a forcible rescue as treason. But what | 
| I do say is, that aright to punish treason, as ap- | 
| pertaining to sovereignty, is something which is 


‘absolute, uncontrolled, and unlimited. Any re- 
| striction whatever of the right is its destruction. :| 


There is one kind of punishment for treason a State ; 
i cannot inflict. ‘There are cases in which she can- 

not punish atall. One of the most common modes 
| of punishing treason is by bill of attainder. The 
| Constitution has expressly taken away from the 
| States the right to pass bills of attainder. Here’ 
i then is a restriction which, acecordiug to his un- 

derstanding, as well as to mine, isa destruction of 
| the right as an attribute of sovereignty. But let 
i me give a stronger illustration. I read first from 
| the Constitution: 


“Vitis Constitution, and the laws of the United States 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties 
nude, or which shall be made under the authority of the 


I will suppose a case which has once oceurred. ` 
: Twill suppose that Congress passes a revenue law 
which gives great offence to the authorities of : 
South Carolina, The Legislature, sitting in the | 
interior of the State, declares ita nullity, and arms | 
a portion of the citizens to resist it by force. The | 


officers of the United States in the city of Charles- ` 
ton call upon the citizens to aid them in the exe- | 
cution of the law. In obedience to the supreme | 
iaw of the land that aid is given, and force repelled 


by force. Will any one pretend that for thus re- 
sisting the constituted authorities of the State by 


, arms, a citizen could be riehtfally punished for 


1 


treason? They might hang him if they caught 
him—they might doubtless indulze in all those de- 
lectable amusements which the Senator painted for 
us on yesterday—but then it would be a question 
of might, not a question of right. If carried be- 
fore airy just judge, he would only have to point 
to the Constitution and then to the law he obeyed, . 
to insure his discharge. No judicia! officer, with 
a proper regard for his oath, would hesitate to de- 
clave that a State had no power to punish a citizen `’ 
for obedience to the laws of the Union. The 
Constitution must first be destroyed. When that 
is done—when a successful revolution has enabled 


_a State io resume the powers wich which it has 


parted—then, but not uaul thes, will the laws of 


_ the United States cease to be supreme, and obe- |! 
`: dience to them be punished as treason. 


the Senator has seized upon my use of the words : 


of inconsistency.. Why, sir, in the speech to | 
which he professed to be replying, I admitted the | 


is possible, as | have before said, that we have : 


ent to his mind that when we so speak, we speak :; 


| Tn the exultation | 
‘| of his fancied success, he adds, ‘if I am right in | 
li that, it is indeed true the States are not sovereign.” ij 


Heenu- || 


3 ernment, and thus all the ang 


x 


: ponents in 
, our land who have learned by rote the words fed- 
eralist, consolidationist, and submissionist,’ and 
who apply them indiscriminately to every one 
whose arguments they cannot answer. From such 
men I have nothing to expect but detraction, and 
to such men I do not address myself. { look to ` 
the calm, good seuse of the people to rebuke the 
: dangerous heresy that we havea national Govern- 
ment in name only, not in fact—a Government 
equally powerless for its own protection or the 
protection of the citizen—a Government whieh the 
whims or caprices of every petty State may atany 
moment dissolve, and involve the land in all the 
horrors of anarchy. 

The Senator has read, with great seeming satis- 
faction, a declaration of mine, that wherever Ala- 
bama went I would go with her. Certainly, sir; f 
| did use such language; and Trepeatitnow. But it 
| by no means follows that I believe Alabama has a 
right to secede. Itonly follows that my affections 
are there, and whether right or wrong E shall go 
with her. Upon the same principle I would assist 
a brother or a friend if I found him engaged ina 
personal difficulty, without stopping to inquire 
into the cause of the quarrel. I shall do, as I 
have done, all I can to prevent Alabama from 
rushing on to her own. destruction; Lut if those 
efforts fail, her destiny must be mine. | shail go, 
however, with my eyes open; claiming no right 
of peaceable secession, but, asserting the right of 
revolution—a right to be enforced by the armed 
hand, and the armed hand only. The difference 
between the Senator and myself is, that I hope the 
time may never come when I shall be compelled 
to choose between the Union and my native State. 
Hence f have sought to remove all causes of bit- 
terness, and to quiet that restless feeling of discon- 
tent which must ultimately lead to such painful 
results. The Senator, on the other hand, has been 
engaged in the opposite task of creating prejudices 
and exciting animosities where none before ex- 
isted. I shall leave it for others to decide which 
best becomes the character of a patriot. 

In his indictment against me, the Senator has 
included a resolution of inquiry which | had the 
honor to submit to the Senate in the performance 
of my duties here. This is a striking illustration 
‘of that Senator’s peculiar mode of reasoning. 
i Who, save the Senator himself, ever dreamed of 
i attributing opinions to another, and proving it by 


i 


on 


i 


`: a resolution of inquiry? In the very nature of 


things, such a resolution implies that we are in 
doubt, and want information upon which to base 
an opinion. But suppose I did believe at that 
time—as indeed I did—that the President had in- 
terfered in the affairs of California to a censurable 
exient, there is nothing In my present position at 
all inconsistent with it. The President denied 
it—my old friend, General Riley, denied it. The 


i ; A 
e308 l fone sustained tl i i ‘ 
United States, shail be the supreme law of the iland; and -i proof usaina them, and the prosecution was 
: the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, anything |! abandoned. I know of no one man upon whom 
ae on or laws ofany State to the contrary not | a heavier responsibility rests for the admission of 
i withstanding 


California than R. Barnwevi Rosrr himself. The 
Journal of the other House will prove that if Cali- 
fornia is now a State, the Southern members of 
that body, including the Senator, are accountable 
forit. They had it completely in their power to 
defeat the appropriation bills entirely, or compel 
the adoption of the Senate’s amendment, known as 
« Walker’s amendment.” If the Senator had 
inerely resorted to the legislative expedient of 
making dilatory motions, and calling the yeas and 
nays, California would have had a territorial gov- 

gry discussions upon 
: her admission as a State would have been avoided. 
: À northern man (Mr. Wanker, of Wisconsin) 
proposed a satisfactory settlement. ‘The Senate 
; passed it—-the House rejected it, and the Senator 
rom South Carolina, then a member of that body, 
made no effort at resistance. He who is now anx- 
ious to resort to violence and bloodshed shrank 
even from adopting a legislative expedient, un- 
usual indeed and rarely to be justified, but still 
: far preferable as a preventive, to revolution as a 
i remedy. The people of California did not want 
a State government, for the support of which they 
: would necessarily be loaded with taxes. They 
: desired to be organized into a Territory, the ex- 
i pense of which would fall on us, uot on them. 
: They adopted a constitution and form of State 
` government as a last resort, because they could 
adopt no other, and their necessities demanded 
a government of some kind. Upon the principle 


Í 
i 


flict. 

Tt is well known to you, Mr. President, that I 
have never justified the admission of California; 
and in that respect 1 have no inconsistencies to 


answer for. In the last speech I m 
compromise, I stated distinctly and 
that my original opinions weré unch 
submitted to it because, among other 
ance was a folly and a madness. Two of the most 
powerful Southern States had given overwhelming 
majorities for the bill. Did the Senator expect me 
to go home and preach the duty of secession from 
Tennessee and Kentucky—from Vi ginia, Ma- 
ryland, Texas, Missouri, North Carolina—from 
all but the few States usually designated as the 
‘cotton States?’ Did he expect me to aid him 
in the establishment of a little Confederacy upon 
the Gulf, within whose narrow limits such men 
as the Senator might figure conspicuously? ] 
resisted the passage of the law. When passed— ! 
and by the aid of Southern men who had as good 
aright to judge as I had—I submitted to a decision 
I could not prevent. 

The Senator says I denounced the admission of 
California as unconstitutional. Tt will be difficult 
for him to find such language in any speech of mine. 
But suppose such was the tendency of my argu- 
ment, was I to insist on that opinion as infallible in 
opposition to the opinions of so many Southern 
men older and abler than I am? My own construc- 
tion of the Constitution would of course govern | 
me, so long as T was called on to vote or speak in 
this Chamber; but when the matter had passed 


ade upon the 
emphatically 
anged; that I 
things, resist- 


not repented; and F now repeat, that as long as a} 
hand of mine can be raised to prevent it, not one 
Stone, not one atom, of that glorious edifice shall 
be removed. ` 

Another extract, and I shall leave this branch of 
the subject. It is from my speech of the 0th 
of February, 1850, in reply to Mr. Cray: 


[i 
i 
* The Senator is mista : 


ken if he supposes he ean say any- ; 
thing of the possible consequences of disunion which haa 
not occurred to us. We lave often manifested our sense 
of the evils of disunion, and never more so than at the 
present time. We do not mean to dissolve,” &e, 


i 
Vi 


After these emphatic declarations, made at all || 


times, not only during the pendency of the com- j 
promise measures, but before their introduction 
not made after it was ascertained that Southern 
men had voted for and sustained them, but before | 
T could possibly know what course they would | 


pursue, what right did any man have to suppose 
ate secession, both from the |; 


that £ would advoe 
North and a large portion of the South? The 
truth is, that no man did believe it. ! 
that day dreamed of disunion, save as a desperate |) 
remedy for intolerable oppression. None looked | 
to it as a thing to be desired. It was contemplated | 
by all with a shudder, although same of us cer- 

tainly believed it might become a necessity; for : 
whatever violent language may have been used by: 
me or others, there was an excuse in the attend- i 
ing circumstances not now to be found. Wecame 

here claiming certain rights and privileges, whieh |! 
it was alleged had been denied us by the previous |) 
Congtess, of which the Senator from South Caro- | 
lina was a member. In that state of the case, | 
smarting under what we believed to be seriousand | 
aggravated wrongs, it was not to be expected that | 
the language employed in our speeches would be 


No one at | 


from us, when it became a question of submission 
or civil war, F was fully at liberty to distrust my | 
own judgment, and to hesitate before F advised a | 
resortto that last dreadful alternative. I trast that | 
I am free from the arrogance of supposing that my 
judgment is infallible, and that no man eau be an 
honest and incorruptible friend of the Sou th whose 
opinions do nat coincide with mine. I did not 
believe, and T would not say, thas many of our best 


| so delighted: the Senator from South Carolina, | 


characterized by great moderation. In that speech 
of mine upon the Vermont resolutions, which has 
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structed their Senators to vote for the Wilmot i 


men (yourself included) were either traitors to the 
South or ignorant of the Constitution. T thought | 
it quite as likely that I might be mistaken as that 
you were, and acted accordingly. 

The Senator says, that at one time I counselled 
a dissolution of the Union. Not so. ‘The very 
e has read prove the utter 
urge. On the lith of February, ; 
h from which he has read, Fused 


speeches from which h 
fulsity of the che 
1850, in the speec 
this language: 


S been attributed 
Hon. Great God! 
{ have no bitter 
i any party. PT have 
e On to desperate ex- 
road land a single individ- 
urb its harmony. I have 
inal its parts. For a long time I 

wngland regiment. Fora long time I 
was associated with Northern mien in all the scenes which 
make up the changeful drama of a soldiers Does any 
suppese that J can coutemplate with action the 


bility of standing face to face as foes with those by 
whom I have so often stood side by side as nds? Mie 


charge is a gross absurdity ; but e 


A ven absurdities may come 
to he believed by constant repe 


tition.?? 

“How wasit possible for me to have used stronger 
language in repelling the charge of disunion? It 
seems to me that it would have Leen impossible to 
select words of plainer import. 

Again, sir, I said: 

t Much of this I cannot prevent; bot when the c 


made here in iy presence, that I am 
those who act with meare so, i shall re 


harge is 
a factionist, or that 
pel it in terms whieh 


admit of no double meaning. Sir, T do not believe that 
there is n single man in the entire South who des es dis- 


union for itseli?? 

Here 1 not only repelled it for myself, but for 
all who were acting with me. At that day I be- 
lieved what | said. At that day I believed there | 
was nota traitor to be found in the broad savan- 
nahs of the South. Tregret that E have been com- 
pelled to change that opinion. In that respect. I 
have been inconsistent; and if the Senator had | 
based his charge upon that ground, I should have 
entered no defence. It is with pain and mortifi- 
cation I acknowledge there are those among us 
who have avowed not merely a willingness be 
an anxiety to level this fair fabric with the ground, 
I know that in the eyes of such men I have com- } 
mitted a deadly sin. “But it is one of which i have 


f 
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‘proviso. Before the session was half over, the pro- H 
viso was dead. Fn some cases, the resolutions of 
instructions were repealed, and in others, thoxe 
thus instructed took the responsibility of voting for 
territorial bills without it. We had ho bill for the 
recapture of fugitive slaves. That Congress passed | 
a bill in all respects such as the South demanded. : 
We had heen, ever since the date of the Missouri 
compromise, exeluded from all territory north of ji 
36° 30". ‘This restriction was removed, and ater- |i 
ritorial government established for Utah, whose 
southern boundary line is 87°, containing an ex- 
press guarantee that it might come into the Union 
with or without slavery, as her constitution might 
prescribe. The spirit of fanaticism which had 
been abroad at the North everywhere began to dis- 
appear, and the action of both Legislatures and i 
Conventions indicated a determination to respect |; 
the constitutional rights of the South. There are 
how two Senators on this floor whose election was 
a consequence of this happier state of feeling. l 
mean the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr.Srock- | 
Ton,]| and the Senator from Rhode Ishuid, (Mr. i: 
James.) 1 know they will not take it unkind in| 
me for thus referring to them, and adding, as J 
gladly do, that there are no two men in this body | 
more firmly determined to mete out equal and ex- |! 
act justice to every section of the Union. Coule 

L, with any regard to truth or decency, with these ` 
facts staring me in the face, persist in a course of | 
denunciation which could only have the effect of j 
exasperating those who were conscious 
iall they could to merit kinder treatment? Such a, 
course might, indeed, have been gratifying to the: 
Senator from South Carolina, and to those who, 


i 
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would neither have been ereditable to me, hor ac- 
ceptable to the honest and patriotic people L repre- 
sent. If the same state of things existed now 
which did exist at the date of that speech, it is 
quite possible I might employ language as strong ; 

as any then used. But that state of thines has 
‘passed away, and it is the part of a good citizen 
: to bury with it all memory of the bitterness to 
which it gave rise. 


like him, seek a dissolution of the Union; but it) 


u which each member ct 
for the rights of the 


‘common interest, the recollections of 


i tor has been as zealously eng 
. destroy it. 
pof the North. 


| pose but te 


of doing ;; 


i eration upon me that I had 


‘dertaken the task and re 
», concluded. 
The Senator has been exceedingly cautious not j: 
i to touch that part of my argument which relates | kindness 


to the territorial bills. 


t 


gton and Jackson meant when they urged 
us to preserve it. They wished—I wish—all of 


` us should’ wish—a Union of a different kind—in 


levishes an habitual respeet 
others—in which all are 
taught to believe that it is impossible for any of 


_ its members to deliberately intend to do wrong— 
` that some charity is due to errors and mistakes— 


that injustice must be temporary only—that a 
past glory, 


and the anticipations of future greatness cannot 


fail in the end to correct whatever evils passion or 


prejudice may have spoken into being. Tt is for 
a Union of this sort only that I have been carn- 
estly pleading with my countrymen. The Sena- 

gaged in seeking to 
His mission is to inculcate jeatousies 
Addressing himself to those who 
have not the time or the opportunity to investigate 
for themselves, he says that the people of the 
Northern States are a- horde of robbers, whose 
chief occupation consists in devising schemes to 
rob the South—that there is among them a reck- 
less disregard of law, which prevents the execu- 
tion of Congressional enactments—and that mur- 
der has ceased to be a punishable offence, if com- 
mitted upon a citizen of the South in pursait of 
his property. It is not surprising that he has 
thas succeeded, to some extent, in estranging one 
portion of the country from the other. “His co- 
laborers at the North have also met with some 
success. It has thus become the duty of every 
patriot to address himself to the task of removing 
these discontents, and to inculcate the high duty 


_ of loving one another. Let the voice of the dem- 


agogue everywhere be answered by truth and rea- 
son, and we shall soon witness a better and a 
brighter era, 

With his usual inace 


uracy, the Senator from 
South 


Carolina has ventured to assert that no 


Shite has ever been admitted into the Union with- 
pout a previous act. of Congress, authorizing the 


adoption of a constitution and form of State gov- 
ernment. ‘The Senator might have learned, even 
from my speeches if he had read them for any pur- 
> garble and distort, how utterly at v 
auce this assertion was with the facts. Lhad oe 
sion once before to refer to all the acts of Cong 


Ca- 
ess 


i upon the subject, and now read from the tables 


tuen prepared, the accuracy of which cannot be 
questioned, 

Tn Vermont there was no act of Congress ane 
thorizing the people te form a constitution and 
State government; in Kentucky there was nove; 
in Tennessee there was none; in Maine there was 
none; in Arkansas there was none; in Michigar 
there was none; in Florida there was none, and 
in Jowa there was pone. Here, sir, are nine States 
which, according to tae logie of the Senator, are 
illegally and wnconstitutianally members of this 
Confederacy. Some of them were adinitted im- 
mediately atter the adoption of the Constitution, 
when the framers of that instrument themselves 


3 


held seats in Congress, but no one heard at that 
day of the miserable quibble that “States ” only 


could be admitted. 


we 


Ps 


T] 


they have not. 
have always claimed and exercised the paw 
dispensing with formalities, and of beins voverned 
by what seemed to be the publie good. 
The Senator from South Carolina ex 
informed us that he was performing the 
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unel 


Foote. 


as y 
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: ation that he 
ile is not the first man who hasni- 


AS 


etted it before it was 
Pia 


I did quotees cts froin some of A 
peeches; but it was done ip a spirit of 
and courtesy, with none of that rancor- 
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ous bitterness which characterized the effort of | 
the Senator from South Carolina. It was sudden | 
and unpremeditated—not brooded over for months. | 
I did not hug to my bosom a cherished hatred, and | 
watch an opportunity to stab the reputation of 
another. 

The extract from my speech which has been 
selected by the Senator as the theme of his dis- | 
course, is not the part which rankled. He has 
chosen to dwell upon that, but I know well where | 
the sting was found. I did not express any great 
admiration for his abilities, and that is the wound | 
his vanity could not pardon. Sir, he had no right 
to complain of my denouncing, in strong terms, 
his disunion sentiments. I but followed an ex- 
ample he had set me. When John Q. Adams 
presented a petition in the House of Representa- 
tives, praying a dissolution of the Union, a resolu- 
tion. wag immediately introduced to expel him. 
After much discussion, Mr. Boots, of Virginia, 
moved to lay iton the table. The Senator from 
South Carolina voted against the motion, thus 
showing that, in his opinion, Mr. Adams ought to 
be expelled for merely presenting a petition in 
favor of disunion. I have not said the Senator 
ought to be expelled. F have said nothing of him 
as strong as that vote said of Mr. Adams, and yet 
the crime of the one was as nothing, compared to 
thatof the other. Mr. Adams acted in accordance 
with what he believed to be the right of the peo- 

le, to be heard by petition. Mr. Ruerr, for 
himself, proclaims again and again upon this floor 
that he is a disunionist. Ishall not indicate what 
punishment ke deserves, if measured by his.own 
standard. 

The Senator arraigns my vote upon the bound- 
ary of Texas, and, as usual, falis into error. In- 
deed, sir, while listening to him, I felt utterly 


astounded that, after so long a preparation, he 
should have been so wholly uninformed. The 
Texas bill, for which you and I voted, never 
formed a part of the ‘‘ omnibus.” It was intro- 
duced by the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
Prarce,] after the “omnibus”? was killed. It 
established for Texas totally different boundaries, 
and gave to her nine hundred miles on the Rio 
Grande, and enough territory for two States more 
than Mr. Calhoun said belonged to her. 

The Senator descanted on the fact that I said I 
would not vote to repeal the bill abolishing the 
slave trade in the District. of Columbia; and an- 
nounced, with great emphasis, that it is not the 
mere fact that the slave trade is abolished in the 
District of Columbia to which he objects, but that 
it is the penalty affixed to a violation of the law. 
Does not that Senator know that that very penalty 
has been affixed to it since 1801? Does not that 
Senator know that the only effect of the bill which 
passed at the last Congress was to extend the pro- 
visions of the law of 1801 to the citizens of Mary- 
land? It was copied, word for word, from the 
Maryland law, which had been extended to this 
District ever since 1801, except as to Virginia and 
Maryland. There has not been a time since 1801. 
when that Senator, or any citizen of South Caro- 
lina, could have brought a slave here and offered 
him for sale without incurring the penalty of eman- 
cipation. Yet this is now raised as a bugbear 
with which to frighten grown men at the South. 
it has not alarmed us much heretofore; we have 
submitted to it with avery great degree of patience. 
lt is too late now, when it is only extended to the 
State of Maryland, for us to raise complaints upon 
the subject. That bill of 1801 was approved by 
Thomas Jefferson; and Maryland, the only party 
interested, heartily approves of the law of 1850. 

There is another matter to which 1 must refer. 
The Senator from South Carolina chose to read an 
extract from my speech, upon which he put a 
construction which he knew, or ought to have 
known, it would not bear. In reference to Mr. 
Calhoun, Į said: 

“ He waa never a secessionist, and I am authorized to 
say that the proof of it will before Jong be given to the 
world. He regarded the attempt of a single State to go out | 
ofthe Union as madness, and died in that opinion.?? j 

I did not mean to assert that Mr. Calhoun did 
not believe there might be a right of secession. I | 
used the term ‘secessionist ” as the Senator un- | 
derstands it. And I state again, that Mr. Cal- | 


single State would be madness, In a conversation 
which I had with him, but a short time previous 
to his death, he said: ‘* We could have carried 


i leaving my home in South Carolina to come to 


: a ‘| up for consideration, Seeing the course of things, | 
houn did hold the opinion that the secession of a |: k not 


| ‘South Carolina, Kentucky against Virginia, and | 


‘matters much further than we did in 1832, but 
‘ then Tennessee would have been arrayed against 


‘other Southern States against each other, and that 
< would have defeated the very object we had in 
‘view.. My object was to consolidate the whole 
‘South, to unite them upon one platform, and I 
‘never would do any act which could estrange one- 
‘portion of them from another.” That was his 
policy, honestly entertained, however wrong 1 
may think it tobe. But as for the secession, the 
eaceable secession of a single State, he always 
new it was madness. It was something which 
his great mind could not comprehend. . 

I am charged with saying, on a former occasion, 
that disunion might be peaceable. True, I did 
say so, and I say so again. If the whole of the 
Southern States should determine to leave the 
Union, I think they would be permitted to go 
peaceably, because any attempt at coercion would 
be folly. But even then 1 have no. idea that peace 
could exist for any length of time. With a long 
line of frontier, upon which posts and garrisons 
would necessarily be kept up by both parties, 
causes of dissension would soon arise, and war, 
with all its evils, would soon be upon us. That, 
however, is a totally different thing from the at- 
tempt of one, or two, or three States to go out by 
themselves. In that event, force would certainly 
be used. Those whose sympathies were on the 
side of the invaded State, would rush to her res- 
cue, and ‘thus the whole Republic might become 
involved in a war which would terminate only 
with the termination of our liberties. 

The Senator complains that I went from Wash- 
ington a “submissionist.’? I did go from here pre- 
pared to submit to the law, and to perform my part 
as a good citizen under it. _[ went from here with 
the impression that although we had not obtained 
all we asked, still we had obtained something 
with which we could afford to be content. When 
I reached Alabama I found demagogues har- 
anguing the people all through the State, endeav- 
oring to persuade them that they had been wronged, 
outraged, and robbed; and I did there what I hope 
1 shall do on all similar occasions—I dared to get 
upon the stump and tell them the truth. The 
August election proved that the people were with 
me, for there was not one solitary candidate in the 
whole State of Alabama who did not, before that 
election closed, deny that he was a secessionist or 
disunionist. A man could not have been elected 
constable in any respectable beat in the State, who 
would have proclaimed such sentiments as have 
been uttered by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Sir, I am a submissionist, and the people of my 
State are submissionists; but we are Southern 
Rights men nevertheless. Better Southern-Rights 
men than those who not long since were warring 
against us, but who now come here and take seats 
cheek-by-jow! with Preston Kine, RANTOUL, 
Cuase, Harz, and Sumner. We have manifested 
our devotion to the South, as well as our devotion 
to the Union, and we will do it again whenever a 
proper occasion arises. 

And now, Mr. President, I leave the Senator 
from South Carolina to the enjoyment of all the 
laurels he has acquired by his assault upon me. 

Mr. RHETT. Mr. President, the course of 
the Senator from Alabama is precisely that which 
I expected it would be. I anticipated i in a con- 
versation with a friend before I spoke. He had, 
without any cause on my part, stigmatized me 
here on this floor—as one guilty of treason and 
knavery. I knew very well that a man who would 
commit such an offence, who would insult with- 
out provocation, would not hesitate, under the ex- 
ponure T intended to make, to add insult to insult. : 

herefore, when he yesterday pursued the course 
which he did pursue, it was precisely what I ex- 
pected. 

I did not, as the Senator charges, brood two 
months over his attack. He heard what I stated 
on this point in his presence in the Senate. I 
stated that I neither knew nor heard of what he 
had said concerning me, until just before I was 


this city. On my arrival here, I waited for the | 
resolution, on which he had attacked me, to come ; 


l was in no hurry to read his speech. But, not 
many days since, about ten days, I suppose, | 


of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] who, 
I heard, had honored me with his notice. It did 
not require much brooding to determine my course. 
I made up my mind that it became me, as a man 
and as a Senator, not to allow these imputations 
to pass unnoticed in the Senate. Iwas equally 
convinced that my reply to the Senator from Ala- 
bama would be followed by additional and prob- 
ably aggravated insult. If he insulted me gra- 
tuitously, what right had I to expect that when 
exposed before the Senate, he would be more for- 
bearing. He is come up precisely to the estimate 
I had put upon his character. 

The Senator from Alabama denies that he meant 
to charge me with knavery and treason. Now I 
will read his words again to the Senate, and then 
I will leave the Senate to judge what their import 


| is; and I will call upon the Senator from Alabama 
ito say, if that is not their import, what they do 


mean. Here is what he says: 

“There was the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Sum- 
NER,] the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Cuase,] and the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, (Mr. Hate, ] gathered about him 
in a sort of fraternal ring, while the countenance of the 
Senator from New York {Mr. Sewarp] was radiant with 
gladness. Thus was exhibited the spectacle of an extreme 
Southern Senator denouncing, in no measured terms, the 
Government of his country, and declaring himself a disun- 
ionist, on aceonntof alleged wrongs heaped upon him, with 
four as rabid Abolitionists as this land contains drinking in 
his words with eager approbation—applauding, cheering, 
and encouraging him. All this was nothing new to us, 
however strange it may appear to the plain and honest yeo- 
maury of the country. Nor was it, when calmly considered, 
at all unnatural. 


‘A fellow feeling makes us wondrous kind.’ 
There is asympathy in treason as well as in knavery; and 
those who are earnestly striving to accomplish the same 
end need not quarrel about the separate means employed.”’ 

Now, here the Senator charges that there is a 
sympathy between these Senators and myself upon 
the matter of disunion; and he then observes, that 
there is a sympathy in treason as well as in 
knavery. Is not that plainly charging us with 
teason and knavery? J will leave the Senator 
from Alabama to explain if that is not his mean- 
ing of his words. i 

Mr. CLEMENS. There is not a Senator on 
this foor who does not understand it precisely as I 
do. There is no more charge of knavery against 
him than there is against the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, or the Senator from Ohio—against 
whom I never meant to make such a charge. 
There is a charge of disunion; and he had himself 
avowed that he was a disunionist. 

Mr. RHETT. If that is all the Senator has to 
say, his words stand unexplained. I ask him to 
explicate from his words I quote, another mean- 
ing than that I put upon them. He does not at- 
tempt to do so. He says that they do not con- 
tain the charge I allege they do contain, That is 
denial; but it is no proof. In his failure to show 
that they contain any other meaning than that I 
put upon them, he virtually admits that he cannot 
make his disclaimer consistent with his words. 
His words mention persons—declares that they 
are in concert to accomplish a certain end, and 
then asserts that ‘there is sympathy in treason 
as well as knavery.’? The Senator can take his 
choice between two alternatives. He was either 
using words without meaning anything by them, 
and thus talking nonsense to the Senate, or he dìd 
by his words make the charge I deduced from 
them. No man of sense can draw any other 
meaning from his words. 

Now, Mr. President, I admit that this was a 
gross and wanton insult, and I admit, too, that 


i acting upon ‘the code of honor,” I ought not to 


have waited a month, or a day, or a moment, be- 
fore I had required him to retractor fight. That is 
the course we are accustomed to pursue in the State 
I represent. I was perfectly aware of my position. 
{ did not require the Senator from Alabama to tell 
me what I ought to have done, as a man of the 
world and a man of honor. But, sir, I am a pro- 
fessor of the religion of Christ. 1 did not think it 
proper to challenge the Senator for two very im- 
portant reasons. The first was, because I had 
another object in view, and still have it, far above 


i| the vindication of myself from any personalities 


or. insults that the Senator may have offered. 
Whilst vindicating myself on this floor, I would 
also vindicate the great cause with which { am 
identified. I have very feebly indicated my pur- 


poses in my defence, if the Senate has not per- 


I got the Senator’s speech from the folding room, || ceived that I have used the Senator from Alabama, 


and read it. 


1 sent also for a copy of the speech || if not for my scorn or laughter, to bring up again 
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the wrongs perpetrated by this Government upon !! 


the South, and the consequent dangers which sur- 
round her; and again to place forward for public 
consideration those great conservative principles 
arising from State-rights and State-sovereignty, | 
which alone can give her peace or safety. 

Sir, without sovereignty in the States—without 
the right of secession in the States—we live under | 
a consolidated despotism; and I am in favor of 


the exercise of the right of secession if for no other |. 


purpose, for the purpose (as I intimated in the 


speech 1 delivered the other day) of testing the || 


form of government under which we live. 

But my second reason for not calling the Sen- 
ator from Alabama intothe field was of astill higher 
and more controlling nature. For twenty years | 
I have been a member of the church of Christ. | 
The Senator knows it—everybody knows it. I 
cannot, and will not, dishonor my religious pro- 
fession, If he, or any one else, supposes that I 
am so much afraid of his insults, or the opinion ' 
which requires them to be redressed in the field, 
as to be driven by thém to abandon the profession 
oftwenty years, heis entirely mistaken. I frankly | 
admit that I fear God; and that I fear him more 
than man. Although desirous of the good opin- 
ion of all men—(for our usefulness is very largely 
dependent on the good opinion of our fellows) — 
we can never obtain it by an abandonment of the 
pane we profess. True courage is best evinced 

y the firm maintenance of our principles amidst 
all temptations and all trials. I did not assail the | 
Senator from Alabama. Heassailedme. Ihave | 
defended myself; and in doing so, if he has seen | 
any fear of him indicated by me, he is welcome to | 
all the pride and gratification it can impart. If 
firmness in maintaining even wordly principles or 
a course of worldly policy be any indication of | 
courage, Í might not suffer from a comparison 
with even the Senator from Alabama. 1 have not | 
here threatened and tried to bully the North; and | 
when the North will not be bullied, and puts upon 
me the outrages and dishonors to which I had 
declared resistance, 1 have not quietly submitted, | 
and then begged the “humble privilege” of sup- | 
porting them. I have not afterwards turned | 
round upon one of those who was battling with | 
me, and who would not yield, and accused him | 
of fear, of cowardice. Sir, I profess the pos- | 
session of no extraordinary courage; but I trust | 


I have the courage to support the right and defy || 
the wrong, although backed by an overwhelm- |j 


ing public opinion, North and South. Iam here | 
alone; but, I trust, alone without fear. Have | 
E quailed before any of you? Senators, answer, 
if 


have ever done so. 

The Senator from Alabama says that he did not | 
mean to say that the Senators he speaks of in his | 
speech made any noise in cheering, applauding, | 
and encouraging me. Hesays, he supposed every 
body understood him to mean that they did not 
make any noise. Those who were present here, 
and knew that there was no noise by applause and 
cheering, might have known that the fact was not 
so. I will not say they could have known his 
construction of the words he uses, for the words 
themselves are too plain for misunderstanding. 
What is the meaning of applauding and cheering? 
If the gentleman will turn to the dictionary, he 


will find that to applaud is to clap with the hands, || 


sttike with the feet, or make some noise to indicate 
approbation. And what is cheering in a popular | 
assembly or deliberative body? Why, intimating 
by the voice approbation of what is said. The 
Senator says that these gentlemen not only cheered 
and applauded me, but that they also encouraged 
me. If he meant that to applaud and cheer were 
equivalent to encouragement, why put applaud and 
cheer before encouragement? He has taken that 
speech, and sent it down into Alabama. He sent 
it to the yeomanry, who, he says, will be aston- | 
ished at the scene he depicts. I have no doubt | 
that they will be prodigiously astonished, to hear \ 
that abolition Senators on this floor applauded and | 
cheered me when I spoke; and probably will never : 
be undeceived as to the truthfulness of what they ; 
have read in his speech. The Senator must ! 
do one of two things to get rid of the predicament | 
in which he has placed himself; he must stultify | 
himself as to his knowledge of the English lan- | 
guage, or he did mean to say that these Senators | 
did applaud and cheer me herein the Senate. Was 
that assertion true? It is totally untrue. It is 
untrue in fact, and untrue in the reasons he as- 
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|! ator’s facts. 


i, tion. 
i} but what the Senator himself admits. 
I know you do; ; 


: matter. à 
i} there was no caucus of the Democratic party. 


signed for its existence. He hasnot attempted to 
: show that the words he used meant anything be- 
| side their plain, undoubted signification. 

He says further, that I acknowledged myself to 
be a traitor. [acknowledge myself to bea traitor! 
| When, and where? Here is another of the Sen- 
When the late Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Foote] thought proper to assert that 


|; secessionists were traitors, did I stand still here 
under the imputation? I could not bea traitor, 


; under my view of the Constitution, unless I were, 
like that Senator from Alabama, a rank consoli- 
| dationist. Standing, as l do, a citizen of South 

Carolina, owing allegiance to her as my Sovereign, 
l cannot be a traitor in obeying her mandates. 
And, if she thinks’ proper to secede from this 
Union—as she rightfully has the power to do—my 
duty and my allegiance are due to her. Sir, the 
| traitors to this Government, if any there be, are the 
consolidationists. They are traitors against the 


they deny their sovereignty. It is they who would 
| break down the whole fabric of the Government, 
and make it simply an Austrian despotism, in 
which their reserved rights would be taken away 
from the States. I do not say they are traitors; 
but 1 say, between the two classes of politicians— 
| the State-rights men, who maintain the rights of 
| the sovereign States, affirming that they are parties 
to the constitutional compact, and have a right to 
secede from it whenever they please—between 
them, and those who deny the right of the States 
to secede, who deny that the States are sovereign, 
and contend here for a consolidated despotism—if 
there be treason, it is on the part of the latter. If 
any are traitors, they are the traitors—foul, usurp- 
ing traitors to their States. 

‘The Senator from Alabama further says, that I 
brought here into the Senate a private affair—the 
statement concerning him, which Judge Buford 
and Mr. McCall have put forth in Alabama for 
more than a month past. When I came to the city 
I found this statement here. The Senator says it 
isa private matter. It was no private matter. It 
was a matter affecting the representative of a sov- 
ereign State, and the dignity of this Senate. And 
while he talks of expulsion,and says that I wished 


| to vote to expel John Quincy Adams—an assertion 


entirely gratuitous—lI can tell him, that if the facts 
which these gentlemen assert, and have published 
in the public papers, be true, and they had been 
brought forward before the Senate when he came 
here to take his seat, he never would have been 
received among his compeers in this illustrious 
body. No, sir; never. And I am not sure if he 
had taken his seat, and a resolution had been 
offered to expel him from the Senate, but that a ma- 
jority of this body would have passed the resolu- 
i On this point, I will take nothing for true 
Mr. Pres- 
| ident, you know Judge Buford. 
| and a more honorable and upright and truthful 
| man does not live in this broad land. I know 
| him also. Idonotknow Mr. McCall. Butnow, 


that the Senator gave a written pledge to uphold 
| the Whig party, which.these gentlemen assert was 
| seen and read by them, signed by him, what is it 
that I understand the Senator to admit? I under- 
stand him to admit that which I asserted, that at 


i Senate, and he was defeated. 
+ Mr. CLEMENS. 
j any such thing. 

M 


caucus of the Democratic party? 
Mr. CLEMENS. If you wish to know the 


ou. 
, Mr. RHETT. I wish to know the truth. 
i Mr.CLEMENS. Some members got together 
: for the purpose of consultation—not to hold a cau- 
| cus. Mr. Fitzpatrick’s friends, finding they had 
; a majority of those present in his favor, turned in 


| 
- and nominated him. The very next day, I believe 


; a majority of that caucus met and rescinded their į 


| resolutions. "Phere never was any more of that 
: and the Democrats who voted for me, represented 
i a majority of ten thousand of the Democratic 
| voters of the State. 

Mr.RHETT. I wish to know the truth of this 


States, to whom alone they owe allegiance, because || 


admitting that there is a mistake as to the fact | 


the caucus of the Democratic party in Alabama, | 
he and Mr. Fitzpatrick were the candidates for the | 


No, sir; I never admitted ; 


r. RHETT. Were you not voted for in the | 


facts in relation to the matter, I will tell them to | 


I understand the Senator now to say that j| 


Mr.CLEMENS. There was no regularcaueus. 
A few members met for another purpose, and the 
friends of Mr. Fitzpatrick, being a majority of those 
present, nominated him; but the next day there 
was a caucus, and the other resolutions ‘were 
rescinded. i 

Mr. RHETT. Well, Mr. Fitzpatrick was the 
nominee of the Democratic party. Was not that 
true? a 
Mr. CLEMENS. He claimed to be so, but I 
| denied it. 

Mr. RHETT. The Senator, then, denies that 
a caucus was held, or that Mr. Fitzpatrick was 
the nominee of the Democratic party. He certainly 
was not its nominee. A Mr. Davis, a Whig in 
the Whig caucus, (who the Senator says isa man 
of honor, and was his friend,) was authorized by 
| him to express his views and-opinions to the 
'| Whig party at a Whig caucus. Do I understand 
that to be the case? 

Mr. CLEMENS, (in his seat.) ‘I shall answer 
no more questions now. 

Mr.RHETT. As the gentleman has corrected 
me in one respect, I take it for granted he will cor- 
rect me again if I should fall into error. He goes 
to the Whig caucus. He authorizes a friend, a 
Whig in the Whig caucus, to state his opinions 
on public matters. I say nothing about the writ- 
ten pledge said to have been given; but what is 
the result? The Whig party, as a party, come 
; out and vote for him in the Legislature, and he is 
elected a Senator of the United States, and, further 
; still, they have been his supporters ever since. I 
do not wish at all to assert anything concerning 
the Senator which is not true, but thus far I un- 
derstand him to admit is true; and they place the 
Senator in a position very little different from that 
which the assertions of Judge Buford and Mr. Mc- 
Call place him in. As to the conflict of veracity 
between the Senator and the writers of these let- 
| ters, I leave that to the people of Alabama to de- 
termine. The facts asserted were not private 
matters. They were public matters—public men 
acting on great public interests, and affecting the 
well-being of a whole State, and the dignity of this 
illustrious body. 

I shall not notice all the points the Senator 
has made this morning in his vindication, but 
only a few, rather on account of their public 
j importance, than for his discussion of them. I 
stated that the current of our legislation in ad- 
| mitting new States was, that Congress passed a 
i law previous to the State being admitted into the 
Union for her to make a Constitution and become 
a State; and that after thus being a State she was 
admitted into the Union, That was my proposi- 
tion. ‘The Senator asserts that Florida and other 
States came into the Union without any such act. 
Sir, he is totally misinformed. Before those States 
came in, there was an act passed by Congress by 
which they were authorized to forma State and 
to come into the Union. It is very true, as in the 
| case of Florida, that the people had, previous to 
the act of Congress, made a constitution; but they 
did not come in here until Congress passed the 
law by which they were authorized to make them- 
selves a State. Congress passed the law first. 
| The people of Florida then adopted the Constitu- 
i tion which had previously been made, organized 
themselves, and presented themselves here for ad- 
mission. So it was with the other States. The 

uestion between the Senator and myself was this: 

te insisted that California was constitutionally 
admitted into the Union, because it was the prac- 
tice, the universal practice, in this Government to 
admit Territories as States into the Union, and that 
the fact of their admission made them States. That 
was theproposition which he asserted. I said that, 
on the contrary, thepractice had beenthat the Ter- 
| ritories should be organized into free and independ- 
; ent States, by the sanction of an act of Congress, 
| and thus being States, they were admitted into the 
| Union, and that in this way only could the words 
|| of the Constitution be falfilled—whieh says ‘that 
i; new States may be admitted by Congress.” The 
| Senator from Alabama has not touched the point 
in his remarks which he originally supported and 
advanced, nor do his authorities. 

i The Senator says that the abolition of the slave 
:; trade in the District of Columbia, with the penalty 
` of emancipation, was in force here before. If that 
‘| was the case, will you, Mr. President, or any one 
else, be so good as to tell us why Congress passed 
i any law atallas a part of the compromise? Why 
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should there have been so much contention as to | 
the clause making emancipation the penalty of | 
bringing negroes here for sale, if that was the law | 
already? Here, again, the Senator is at fault. | 
We all know that there were in different parts of | 
the city slave-pens, as they were called, where j 
slaves were openty brought in and sold. ft was | 
to suppress that evil the law was passed, with the | 
penalty of emancipation. i i 

The Senator from Alabama alleges he did not 
maintain that Mr. Calhoun was not a secessionist 
in principle, but only that he was against a State 
exercising that power. The Senator has forgotten 
his words. Here they are: - 


} 
i 
i 
l 
i 
| 
H 


“John C. Calhoun and George MeDuffie examined the | 
ssion, and |i 
could not find it. They found, as they thought, nullification ; l 

n 


resolutions of °98 and °99- for the right of se: 


but nullification is itself a denial of secession. ”? 

Now, is not that affirming distinctly that John 
C. Calhoun never affirmed the right of secession? | 
The Senator has forgotten his own speech. There | 
appears to.be a peculiar proclivity on the part of | 
the Senator continually to bring in Mr. Calhoun | 


as authority to support his views, but always with | 
a misunderstanding or misrepresentation of his i 
opinions. Speaking of the dismemberment of | 
Texas, which he defends in his December speech, | 
he says: : 

“The next measure of which complaint has been made, | 
is the bill settling the boundary of Texas. Well, sir, it so | 
happens that this also is a Southern, not a Northern meas- | 
nre. 
Southern votes, and ratified by the people of the snly South- | 
ern State who had any direct interestin it. It further hap- | 
pens, that Mr. Calhoun, the great leader of the South, H 
during his life, has left on record his deliberate opinion that | 
‘Texas never had a shadow of title to one foot of the territory | 
we surrendered to the General Government, He asserted | 
that the true boundary of Texas was the middle or the desert | 
between the Neuces and the Rio Grande. We gave to 
Texas nine hundred miles on the Rio Grande, which, ia his 
Opinion, did not belong to her.”? 


Tere isa gross misrepresentation of Mr. Cal- | 


houn’s opinions. Mr. Calhoun asserted that the 
Nueces was the boundary of ‘Texas, beture we 
acquired Mexican territory by the Mexican war. | 
It was upon the question of the Mexican war, | 
when the boundary of Texas was disputed and | 
disputable, that Mr. Calhoun said her boundary : 
did not extend to the Rio Grande. The people of | 
Texas and the Government here took the ground | 
that Texas did extend to the Rio Grande. Fence | 
troops were ordered to the Rio Grande, and the | 
Mexican war arose.. But when the war was | 
ended, and, by a treaty, the Rio Grande was made ; 
the boundary of Texas, by a map attached thereto, | 


who ever heard Mr, Calhoun deny that the Rio |) 
Grande was the boundary of Texas? That which | 


was before disputable, and occasioned the war, 
was setded by the war. And now, because Mr 

Calhoun, previous to that settlement, expressed 
such an opinionas to the boundary of Texas, the 
Senator says that Mr. Calhoun was in favor of 


the dismemberment of Texas after the treaty was | 


formed. 

One word more upon an important subject, and 
I have done. ‘The sovereignty of the States is o 
the very last intportance. Phe Senator from Ala- 
bama, although he complains of the confusion of 
ideas and language in others concerning it, seems 
to me to have himself no very clear or distinet 
ideas of sovereignty. I agree with him that sov- 
ereiguty must be the supreme authority in a State. 
He lays down the proposition, and I assent to i 
but how, then, does he talk of the States and the 
General Government beiny both soverei Who 
ever heard of two sovereinues in a State? One 
must be supreme; and that whieh is supreme is 
sovereign. Sovereignty is the supreme, ultimate 
authority. That authority, } maintain, resi 
the States. And yet here, be ain powers | 
of sovereignty are exercised by the General Gov- | 
ernment, he claims that the ‘States have surren-- 
dered all their sovereignty. A mau has powers 
and faculties, and may use them in coneert or sub- 
ordination to others. ` [as he therefere destroyed | 
himself? So with sovereignty, It is the highest 
authority of the land. But it may exercise its | 
powers of sovereignty in concert with other States, | 
ft may do so by special treaty; it may do go | 
in the form of government in which we are, | 
But is sovereignty therefore parted with or an- i 
nihilated ? Surely not. Certain powers of sov- © 
ereignty are exercised together by the States | 
through the General Government; hut the States 
have not surrendered their sovereignty. They 
are still supreme, and may resume those powers : 


y 


1 
i 
i 


|: are totally inconsistent and irreconcilable. 


Tt was introduced by a Southern man, passed by |: 


SIN: 


i Also, two memorials of assistant marshals for 


| whenever they think proper. Sovereignty cannot 
: be divided. ‘There cannot be two supreme au- 
; thorities—that is an absurdity; and it is on that 
| point that it seems to me that the confusion of the 
' Senator exists. He asserts that there is no sov- 
_ ereignty in the States; and then, in the next breath 5 
: he says they are sovereign in certain particulars. 
They are sovereign in all particulars, or in none. 
This Government acts by their authority, and by 
: or this Government is the supreme authority, and 
: they have no sovereignty. The distinction, which 
: the Senator does not seem to understand, is be- 
_ tween sovereignty, and the powers of sovereignty. 

I do not mean to go into the various matters of 
explanation concerning the speech which I made. 


actly in his own words, 


read. If his replies are sufficient to refute his 
own words, as I have placed them, down, be itso. 
I only say, that, according to my conception of it, 
he has failed in his effort. There is nothing, in 
my judgment, which the gentleman has said, that 
refutes the antagonistic positions he took in his 
- former speeches and his December speech. ‘They 
But if 
he can reconcile them, it is very well for him to 
do so. 
| Mr. President, when I rose yesterday, it was 
my intention to have addressed myself also to 
certain remarks of the Senator from Michigan, 
; [Mr. Cass,] but my strength failed; and the con- 
| troversy with the Senator from Alabama has taken 
“up so much of the time of the Senate, that I feel 
it would be a trespass to detain them longer on 
: these matters. I shall, therefore, reserve what I 


| 
|, have to say to a more convenient opportunity, 


i, when 1 hope to address myself to the Senator from 
| Michigan. 
| Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. President, I wish to 
|! add but a word or two. The Senator from South 
Carolina says that he anticipated when he made 
this assault upon me that it would be repelled, and 
met, as he terms it, by renewed insult. TheSena- 
tor then placed himself in a very disagreeable sit- 
uation, with very little provocation. 
As for his reasons for not replying in the man- 
ner in which I thought he ought to have replied, I 
have only this to say: Jam the equal of that Sena- 
tor in all things—equal in place, equal in Jearn- 
ing, equal in reputation, equal in the estimation 
iof this Senate, equal in the estimation of the 
‘country—and I thought, of course, when he 
made his attack, that he expected and desired it 
to terminate without the Senate. As to his being 
‘a member of the church, I never heard of that 
until last night. When 1 did hear it, [determined 
| al once to use no more offensive expressions, 
; although I could not help thinking that it ought to 
i: have prevented the provocation rather than proved 
an excuse for avoiding the consequences. How 
could I suppose that he was a professing: chris- 
| tian-—that night after night he had Jaid his head 
upon his pillow, with the prayer upon his lips 
t forgive us our trespasses as we forgive those 


{ 


|. Ing ii his heart of hearts a malignant bitterness 
| which would have done credit to a fiend? How 
|. could I suppose that he was planning even at the 
| foot of the altar a cold-blooded and deliberate as- 
+ sault upon the reputation of a fellow man? 

As for the Buford letter to which he has again 
i alluded to-day, Ido not mean to trouble the Sen- 
sate with any remarks about it. [tis a matter be- 


i tween me and my constituents, and F will settle it | 
Nor have l any reply to make to his | 


with them. 
criticisms on the words he has read; if he will not 
see, iis his fault—if he cannot, it is not my prov- 
ince to enlighten him, 

At the ciuse of the discussion, the Senate ad- 
ourned. 


J 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 1, 1852. 

Prayer Ly the Rev. Lirrteron F. Morean. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented a memorial of inhab- 
: itants of Indiana, praying that the transportation 
of the mails on Sunday may be prohibited by law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


gs 


taking the Seventh Census in Indiana, praying 


no other authority—and they are thus sovereign; | 


I have put down the Senator from Alabama ex- ; 
I have read to the Sen- | 
1 ate and shali print what he has said. It will be 


|) Who trespass against us,”? while he was cherish- | 


additional compensation; which were referred tu 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the memorial of 
James M. Gatewood, praying the appointment of 
a tribunal to review the decisions of the late Board 
of Commissioners for the settlement of claims of 
American citizens against Mexico; which was re- 
ferred to the select committee’ appointed on the 
subject. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of Jo- 
seph Adams and others, assistant marshals for 
taking the Seventh Census in Maine, praying 
additional compensation; which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. WADE presented several petitions of 
deputy marshals for taking the Seventh Censusin 
Ohio, praying additional compensation; which 
were referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of Daniel 
Palmer for himself and other soldiers who were 
disabled by the loss of limbs in the last war with 
Great Britain, praying an increase of the pensions 
allowed them; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Wyoming county, 
New York, remonstrating against an extension 
of Woodworth’s patent for a planing machine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Also, the petition of James McGregor, jr., as- 

signee of Anthony W. Jones, praying to have his 
patent ante-dated; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 
Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a me- 
morial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, praying 
that so much of the military reservation at Fort 
Howard as is not required for the use of that post 
may be disposed of; which was referved to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented a petition of citizens 
of Philadelphia county, Pennsylvania, remonstra- 
ting against the further extension of Woodworth’s 


| patent for a planing machine; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Of- 


fice. 

Mr. BORLAND presented a petition of citizens 
of Arkansas, praying a grant of land to the Ar- 
kansas Valley Railroad company, for the con- 
struction of a railroad from Van Buren to Fort 
Smith, in that State; which was ordered to be laid 
on the table. i 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Arkansas, pray- 


| ing the establishment of a mail route from Grand 


Glaize to Searcy, ia that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and: 
Post Roads. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of citizens of 
the city and county of New York, remonstrating 
against the further extension of Woodworth’s 
patent for a planing machine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of John 
Connell, in behalf of sundry merchants residing 
in New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and Balti- 
more, praying the return of duties paid under. 
the tariff of 1828, on goods which were ordered 
previous to the adoption of the tariff, but did not 
arrive until after it wentinto effect; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of Henry 
May, administrator of William A. Slacum, de- 
ceased, praying the payment of his claim against 
the Government of Mexico; which was referred 
to the select committee appointed on the subject. 

Mr. BELL submitted documents in support of 
the claim of William Read to compensation for 
services in the Indian war during the year 1793; 
which were referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented a memorial 
of citizens of Iowa, praying a grant of land to 
the State for the construction of the Burlington 
and Missouri river railroad; which was referred 
to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Also, communications from Joseph A. Kelting, 
in favor of a grant of land ‘for the benefit of the 
town of Kanesville, Iowa; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. oi 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the proceed- 
ings of a convention of delegates. from fourteen 
counties in the State of lowa, held at Ottumwa, 
in favor of a donation of land for the Burlington 
and Missouri river railroad; which were referred 
to the Committee on Publie Lands. 
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Legislature of Georgia in favor of the doctrines 
of neutrality and non-intervention; which were 
read and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WADE presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Ohio, in favor of the construction of a | 
new canal around the Falls of the Ohio; which 
were referred to the Committee on Roads and Ca- 
nals, and. ordered to be printed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 


i 

Ordered, That the documents ou the files of the Senate ; 
relating to the claim of Anthony Rankin, be referred to the | 
Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of James McGregor, junior, 


administrator of Wally & Donaldson, and the memorial of |i 


Jolu Powell, assignee of Thomas Powell, presented the 
25th of February last, be referred to the select committee on 
the subject of claims against Mexico, 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 

Ordered,’ That leave be granted to withdraw the memo- 
rial of citizens of New York in behalf of Daniel Boland. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- | 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of the legal representatives of Joshua Kennedy, | 
deceased, submitted a report, accompanied by a | 
bill for their relief; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. The Yeport was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public | 
Lands, to which was referred resolutions passed 
ata meeting of citizens of Wayne county, Indiana, 
relating to a division of certain Indian territory, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof, and that they be referred tu the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. They were so referred. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred documents presented | 
on the 20th ultimo, relating to the treatment of 
passengers in steam vessels going to and from | 
California, and a communication of citizens of | 
Brunswick, Maine, on the same subject, asked to į 
be discharged from the further consideration there- | 
of: which was agreed to. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. MALLORY gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to authorize the Post- 
master General to convey the mails in steamers 
between New Orleans and Key West, and certain 
intermediate points. i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD gave notice of his inten- , 
tion to ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief of | 
the Orange and Alexandria Railroad Company. | 


GOVERNOR AND JUDGES OF OREGON. 

Mr. ATCHISON submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency of so amending an act to i 
establish the territorial governmeut of Oregon asto author- | 
ize the legally qualified voters of said Territory to elect | 
i rnor and judges. 

THE STEAMSHIP BALTIC, 

Mr. SEWARD. {desire to submit the motion 
that when the Senateadjourns to-day, it adjourn to 
meet on Wednesday. The ground of the motion 
is, that a steam-ship, which is very interesting in 
its connection with the commerce of the country 
and with questions which are before Congress, is 
in our port, and that Congress have been invited, 
I understand, to visit it to-morrow. I believe the | 
time would be well speut, under these circumstan- 
ces, and I submit the motion. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I trust that that mo- | 
tion will not prevail. I think the business of the | 
Senate is so much in arrear, that the Senate ought 
not now to adopt the proposition. I hope itwill | 
not be adopted. 

Mr. GWIN. Like my friend from Iowa, I am 
generally very much opposed to these adjourn- 
ments. But {Í hope the Senate will adjourn over 
for the purpose of examining the fine steam-ship 
now inour waters, but which will leave here the | 
day after to-morrow. J am as much interested in 
constant sessions of the Senate as any member of 


42 


Mr. DAWSON presented ‘resolutions of the | 


i Mr. BRODHEAD. 
F 


4 


u 
i 
i 


selves better in facilitating business hereafter, than 
by adjourning over fox a day, as proposed by the 
Senator from New York. ` 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I concur with the views 
submitted by the honorable Senator from lowa. 
There are other interests that want special protec- 
tion. I understand that this vessel comes here for 


an eutertainument, for the purpose of getting money 


li from the Treasury. They say they cannot com- 
pete with British vessels. Why, sir, that is just : 
what the iron interests have been long saying in | 
Pennsylvania; and it is just what the men who | 


have been engaged in making cotton goods say; 
and yet, unless they can come here and give an 
exhibition of their goods, wares, and merchan- 
| dise, for the purpose of getting special legislation, 
they receive no attention. l think the Senate 
ought not to spend its time in visiting a ship in 
this way, wad under these circumstances. J think 
the Senate might spend its time more profitably in 
looking to other interests which are waiting to ob- 
tain its attention. 


gotten the exhibitions of the iron interests we have 
heretofore had in this city. Their committees have 
kept open houses here for years past, for the pur- 
pose of getting special Jegislation for their benefit. 
‘They have had free access to our committee rooms; 
and aided materially in preparing the tariff of 742. 
Persons representing the cotton and iron interests 
have controlled the legislation of this country here- 
tofore. 
no member to vote an appropriation increasing the 
compensation fur carrying the mails in these ves- 
sels merely because he looks at and examines them. 
No one is pledged by doing so. The exhibition 
is given for uo such purpose as has been intimated 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania. So faras the 
cotton and the iron interests are concerned, L hope 
they have had their day, and that they will not be 
permitted to control our legislation or our acts 
hereafter, as the Senator seems so earnestly to 
desire. 


i do not represent any 
particular interest, but I think that all ought to 
| bave the same chance. The iron men of Pennsyl- 
| vania cannot bring their iron establishments here 
| Mr. GWIN. ‘Chey can bring their men here, 
and that amounts to the same thing. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If they do come, I have 
not seen them. It would be difficult for them to 
get their furnaces here. [do not pretend to say 
they ought to have any particular legislation for 
their benefit, but I do say that this is not a proper 
mode of obtaining legislation. 

Mr. BORLAND. 
proposition, and the remarks it has called forth, 
present rather a strange state of things before the 
Senate and the country. 
brought forth the statement—I presume, of course, 
based upon facts—that the legislation of this coun- 


‘| try for years past has been sought to be controlled, 


and to some extent has been controlled, by exhi- 


neighborhood of this city—that great money-in- 


exhibitions, and by their out-door pressure made 
themselves felt in the legislation of Congress. 
And during the short term of service I have had 
the honor of being here, this oyt-door pressure 
has been brought to bear upon as humble an indi- 
vidual as myself, to induce legislation and extract 
money from the public Treasury, which has, it is 
evident, gone into the hands of individual specu- 
lators and large capitalists. The honor as well as 
the interest of this country, and especially the 
honor of the Senate of the United States, require 
| that we should turn our face from such proposi- 
: tlons—turn away with scorn and contempt from 
all such exhibitons—repudiate the use of such 


influencing the votes of members of Congress. I 


blest on this floor in all respects; but I feel bound 


this body; but I do not think we can émploy our- | 


| the purpose of making an exhibition and of giving | 


Mr. GWIN. The Senator certainly has for- | 


Jn regard to this matter, itis binding on | 
8 , Í 


It seems to me that this | 


It seems to me to have ! 


bitions, such as is now making in the immediate | 


terests have come, with their agents and their ; 


influences for electioneering, lobbying, and log- | 
rolling here, for the purpose of controlling and : 


aman humble member of this body—the hum- : 


to say of this proposition, coming from capitalists 
j IN any quarter of the country, that 1 consider ita 
direct insult to any one having the honorable im- 
pulses of a man anda patriot in his bosom. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, it is of course 
| for every Senator to determine for himself what 
susceptibility he has to improper influences; but 
| itis not for one Senator to determine for others. 
| Now, I have no doubt that the honorable Senator 
i| from Arkansas, and that every Senator here, is 
| capable of examining the steamship Baltic, and 
even of receiving hospitalities on board of her, if 
such are proffered, without at all compromitting, 
in his own mind, the feelings which he thinks 
ought to govern him in regard to appropriations 
from the publie Treasury. Such a thought never 
occurred tome. 1l have no opinion made up in 
regard to any claim upon Congress in regard tọ 
appropriations for this, or any other line of steam- 
ers; bat 1 am willing to be informed; I am willing 
|| to learn; and I do admit this fact in regard to this 
i| question, (if it be proper to go into the merits of 
|| a question before Congress on such a motion as 
i this,) that the country has a right, at a crisis of 
i| deep and exciting interest in regard to the com- 
|; merce of the country, to demand that we should 
j| determine the question whether we shall secure 
| the commercial ascendency of the world, or shall 
| suffer it to pass from our grasp. The question is 
ji one in which the nation has a deep interest. { 
| am desirous, for one, that those who have called 
|| Our attention to this subject shall receive every 
| proper consideration, and that they should have 
an opportunity of presenting their claims in the 
most favorable manner possible. 

So far as the agument of my honorable friend 
| from Pennsylvania is concerned, I can say to him 
that I have no such preference for one interest 
over another as would sway my judgment in favor 
of a commercial to the prejudice of a manufac- 
turing interest; and that of all others, the measure 
which I should support with the utinost cordiality 
would be a measure for the protection and relief 
of the iron manufactures. If it he not possible 
| for the manufactories and furnaces to be removed 
| here, and have Congress visit them here, it would 
give me great pleasure to go with him to examine 
the condition of those manufactories in his State, 
as it has always given me great pleasure to see 
i| such manufactories flourishing in my own. I 
i hope the motion will prevail. 

Mr. BAYARD, Mr. President, I do not pro- 
| pose to touch the question whether or not the 
owners of this line of steam-ships should receive the 
| additional compensation which they claim. But it 
| seems to me that there is an unnecessary excite- 
i; ment in regard to this matter, both on the part of 
| my friend from Arkansas, and my friend from 
Pennsylvania. I do not see why they should 
| manifest such excitement in regard to the proposi- 
tion to give Senators an opportunity to inspect 
:| this vessel. Itis simply a propogition to allow us 
i| to look, at an exhibition of American skill, and 
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į superiority of this country or of her great rival is 
concerned. Js there anything improper in the 
| owners of these vessels exhibiting one of their line, 


|| maintain thesuperiority of American skill in refer- 
‘ence to steamers upon the ocean, they have gene 
l; beyond the extent of their contract with the De- 
i partment, and have constructed, regardless of 
expense, vessels which have been unrivaled, both 
as regards their speed, and their comfort and mag- 
i nificence in every respect. Now, if they send 
here one of their vessels, in order that we may 
| inspect her, and see if there is no delusion in refer- 
ence to their representations, by evidence which 
no man can resist, is there anything improper in 
that, as an argument addressed to the intelligence 
of Congress? Is there anything which appeals to 
an improper sentiment, or an improper motive on 
‘| the part of Senators, for the purpose of determin- 
| ing whether the compensation asked for should be 
d made? The compensation is asked to be made on 


658 


March 1, 


the ground of extraordinary expense; because the 
parties embarked in the contract, regardless of ex- 
pense, to maintain the honor of the country. and. 
the ‘supremacy of the seas sought to be wrested 
from Great Britain, and that in reference to a rival 
line which had anteriorly commanded almost the 
entire postage between the United States and Great 
Britain. The question is of great importance. Is 
not the argument a fair one, by which they offer 
to exhibit ‘to you. the vessel, by which you may 
.judge with your own eyes whether it comes-up to 
the representations they have made upon paper ?. 
Does that appeal to any unworthy motive on the 
part of the Senate? I trust that I shall stand in 
this body—(and before I leave it, I hope the Senate 
will be, convinced of it)—as unassailable by any 
influence connected with capital, either directly or 
indirectly, as any man on this floor. But it seems 
to me that the present proposition involves no in- 
fluence of the kind. It is perfectly fair on the 
art of the owners. It requires no excitement. | 
t connects ‘itself in no way, that Icean see, with 
the iron interest, or any other interest; but it is 
proposing to give us specific information about a 
Subject on which we are called upon to legislate. 
As to the propriety of acceding to the request of 
the parties as contained in their memorial, I say 
nothing. It is a matter of entire indifference to me 
whether I now test the truth of the matter stated 
in their memorial, or not, because it has been my 
fortune to have crossed the Atlantic twice in these 
steamers; therefore it is not now for the purpose 
of allowing myself an opportunity to inspect them 
that I vote for this motion. 
Mr. BORLAND. The honorable Senator from 
Delaware mistook the view which I took of this 
` matter, It was not that I have any objection to 
these steamers coming here. Certainly, on the 
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Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the ques- 
tion is; whether the Senate shall adjourn till W ed- 
nesday; and the object of the adjournment is to 
afford Senators an opportunity to visit the steam- 
ship Baltic. Is the object, as stated here, of suf- 
ficient importance to occasion the adjournment of 
this body?» If it be so, Í should like to hear it 
stated. ‘There isa very singular coincidence here. 
There is an application pending from the proprie- 
tors of this line for an increase of their compensa- 
tion of some sixty per cent. ‘They ask to have it 
increased from $385,000 to $600,000. While that 
application is pending before the naval committee, 
we find this steamer in our waters, and an invita- 
tion on the table of Senators to go on board of 
her. , 

But it is sought to justify this adjournment, on 
the ground that it will afford. Senators an opportu- 
nity of examining the ship and testing the fact, 
whether she be or be not fit to carry the mail on 
her voyages. This is, indeed, a very singular at- 
tempt. Does the Senate suppose, for a single 
moment, thatits members would be, are capable of 
such an examination on this visit of ceremony 
Such an examination would require an inspec- 
tion of the minutest details, to be carried on for 
weeks—requiring an investigation of every part 
of the ship. Is the Senate informed that we have 
officers paid and stationed in the city of New 
York, who have examined this very vessel, and 
that they have given her a certificate? The very 
fact that she has a certificate, and that sheis here, 
is prima facie evidence that she is fit to perform 
that service. . If she is not competent, she ought 
not to be here at all. We take it for granted that 
she is, in-all respects, competent for this purpose. 

Now, this singular coincidence occurring, of 
‘this vessel being in our waters at this moment, 


floor of the Senate I should never have an objec- 
tion to any gentlemen, or any company, who 
have invested their money in any branch of in- 
dustry whatever coming here and exhibiting their 

‘oods or their enterprise to the public; but the 
objection which I make is, that this proposition 
comes before the Senate of the United States, and 
involves its official action. Now, if gentlemen 
wish to go as individuals, or as Senators, to en- 
lighten their own judgment by examining this 
ship, surely.there is plenty of time during the 
twenty-four hours in which they can do so, with- 
out trenching on the time of the Senate, which 
we know is now demanded by the press of busi- 
ness of the country, and of private individuals 
having just claims upon the Government. Busi- 
ness 18 pressing us, and we are not able to do it 
promptly. lf the purpose is to gain information, 
which it is said is so desirable to enable us to 
legislate with a proper understanding of the merits 
of the case, would it not be an appropriate plan to 
bring forward a resolution to appoint a committee 
of the Senate to go and make an examination in a 
manner which would be entirely satisfactory? If 
that were the object of the proposition, this would 
seem to me to be an appropriate plan. But what 
is the proposition? We have all received invita- 
tions to go on board this steamer. Is it for the 

urpose of having members of Congress go to 
ook at the matter in a scientific point of view, or 
for the purpose of enabling us to legislate under- 
atandingly? No sir; there is to be an entertain- | 
ment, to which ladies and gentlemen are invited; 
and if we go on board the vessel under such cir- 
cumstances, shall we belikelyto get the information 
which is desired? Certainly not. Ifitisnecessary 
for us to get this information to enable us to legislate 
properly, let a proposition be made that a com- ; 
mittee of the Senate be appointed to get the aid of | 
competent engineers and scientific men, and go 


when the application of the proprietors is before 
the Senate for an increased compensation, though 
the youngest member of this body, it would cause 
me at once to examine the estimates put forth on 
which increased compensation is based; and, if I 
had no other’objection, I should vote against it 
now on that account. If there be Senators who 
desire to institute a personal examination into the 
fitness and speed of this vessel, I hope they will 
take the opportunity; but I do not see any neces- 
sity for compelling other Senators, who have no 
such desire, and feel a perfect incompetency to 
make such an examination, to go on board of her. 
I hope they will not compel others who are dis- 
posed to sit here and perform their duties to their 
constituents, to adjourn. Let those go on board 
who desire to do so, without an adjournment. I 
have no desire to go. I have no doubt that a per- 
fect scientific examination and report of this vessel 
is now in the Navy Department, where, if any 
Senator wishes to see it, he can do so. 

Mr. BORLAND called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I desire to say but 
one or two words. 1 shall vote against this ad- 
jownment over; and I think it is unfortunate for 
the steam-ship and also for the deliberations of the 
Senate, that any such motion has been made. I 
| have had occasion to examine this contract which 
has been*inade for these ships, and the manner in 
which the contractors have complied with their 
contract, and I feel sure that they have so complied 


the country. I have examined the application 
which is before Congress for additional remunera- 
i tion to them, and I think it is an entirely reason- 
able one, and such a one as I am prepared to vote 
for. 1 do not see that it is going to benefit either 
the country or the proprietors themselves to bring 


| up and discuss in the abstract, questions which it 


and examine into the questions involved in our ;{ would take time to investigate; I shall, therefore, 


official action here. 
to such a proposition. But the present proposi- 
tion to adjourn the Senate, neglect the public busi- | 
ness that is pressing upon us, and requiring more | 
of our time than we are now able to give to it, for} 
the purpose of engaging in a festival, and thus |! 
bring us within the attempt, and make us recog- | 
nize the attempt to influence our action and control 

us here by this out-side, out-door influence, I can 

understand in no other way than that these per- 

sons are acting upon a saying we sometimes hear | 


I should have no objection |; 


vote against this adjournment over. If I were a 
judge of steam-ships and desired to see this one, I 
would go and do so without neglecting my duties 
here. I do not, however, desire to do so. But 
at the same time, that my vote may not be mis- 
construed, I will state that I have fully investigated 
the matter, and think this contract has been com- 
plied with creditably on the part of the contractors 
and creditably to the country; and I think the 
Congress of the United States will find it to be 


their own interest and the interest of the nation to 


throughout the country—a proposition which is an | 


sustain this line, which I trust they will do, and 


with it as to do credit both to themselves and to } 


i 
insult in he inat the nearest way to the hearts || not come to any determination of it in passion or 
ae nance ing of Senators is down their} prejudice arising from a supposed attempt at elec- 
roata, i 


ii tioneering, but look at the question as affecting 


E3 


the commerce and the mail service of the coun- 
try. 

Mr. BAYARD. If I thought the effect of ad- 
journing over to-morrow would be to retard the . 
business of the Senate, 1 should vote against the 
| proposition; but I do. not think that will be the ef- 
fect of it. The proposition meets. my approba- 
tion, not because I desire to see this vessel, but 
because I thought it would be proper that other 
Senators should have an opportunity of doing so. 
i The Senator from Florida objected to this propo- 
sition, on the ground that an accurate judgment 
could not be formed of such a ship without a.mi- 
nute examination. But I presume one may be 
able to judge of a picture and its magnificence, 
though nota painter; one may judge of a building, 
though he be not an architect. Sol think that 
one may form some judgment of these vessels with- 
out going into a thorough investigation of every 
part. My own opinion is, that the examination 
of such a ship would make an impression on the 
minds of others such as it made on my own—it 
would arouse a vast deal of national pride, a na- 
tional feeling in favor of this line of steamers. If 
the line cannot be sustained without additional 
compensation—and I know nothing of the facts of 
the case—the interests of the country require that 
it should be sustained by additional compensa- 
tion. : 

Though I support the motion, and desire that 
Senators shall see this. noble vessel, yet, if it be 
true that the effect of an adjournment over would 
be to retard the public business, I should vote 
against it. But he public business, it seems to 
me, is not altogether performed in this Hall. F 
suppose that much of the real labor of the Senate 
is done in the committee-rooms; and those hon- 
orable and learned Senators, who are so exceed- 
ingly fearful lest a single fay should be lost to the 
public business, and that to-morrow will be wasted 
if we adjourn over for the purpose of viewing this 
specimen of naval architecture, can very well oc- 
cupy their time to-morrow in the committee-rooms, 
with equal benefit to the country as if the Senate 
were in session. 

When we have devoted day after day to the 
discussion of resolutions on the compromise, on 
subjects of legislation which have been passed and. 
gone by long ago, in which the feelings and inter- 
ests of the country would lead to no further agi- 
tation, on which the minds of the people are 
made up, and on which the speeches that have 
been made have been filled with crimination and 
recrimination without reference to any public in- 
terest whatever, it is somewhat late in the day, 
| when a proposition of this kind is made, to talk of 
| the waste of public time. 

Mr. DOWNS. As the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, I wish to explain very briefly that I 
| shall vote against this motion very much on ac- 
count of the considerations suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Texas, [Mr. Rusx.] I think there is 
entirely too much importance attached to the prop- 
osition. I see no objection to a Senator going to 
| visit this steamship 3f he desires to do so; and, 

on the other hand, I sce no necessity for an ad- 
journment for that purpose. While, therefore, I 
shall vote against the motion to adjourn over, E 
shall express no opinion on the subject which has 
been brought inte this debate. Unlike the Sena- 
tor-from Texas, I have not examined the aujgect, 
and have not formed any opimon whether @hall 
or shall not vote in favor of additional grants to 
this line of steam-ships, and I therefore express no 
opinion on it. AsI am always opposed to unne- 
; cessarily wasting the time of the Senate, and as F 
think there is no necessity for an adjournment over, 
I shall vote against the proposition, holding my- 
self, however, at liberty (as I suppose every Sen- 
ator does) to vote just as I please on the question 
| of granting additional compensation to these per- 
sons. 
i Mr. BORLAND. I desire to say that my re- 
marks were not based at all on the merits of the 
question whether we should or should not grant an 
additional appropriation to the company owning 
these steam-ships. Whether the grant asked of 
i| Congress is proper or not, whether I shall vote 
for it or not, has nothing to do with the views F 
express with regard to the proposition to adjourn 
over, in order to engage in a jollification on board 
the Baltie. Whether the grant asked for is rea- 
sonable or unreasonable, proper or improper, I 
| object to the means brought to bear for the pur- 
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pose of gaining favor for it, and commending it to 
the consideration of Congress. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. ‘Those are my sentitnents 
exactly. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. If it bein order to move 
an amendment to the proposition of the Senator 
from’ New York, I move to amend so that it shall 
read, that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to 
meet to-morrow at ten o’clock, and that the Sen- 
ate will to-morrow. adjourn at three o’clock. That 
will give those who desire to examine this vessel 
an opportunity of doing so to-morrow afternoon. 
By pursuing this course, we can do business for 
five hours, instead of three hours as usual. 

Mr. BAYARD. I object to that, because it 
will interfere with the Committee of Claims, which 
meets at ten o’clock to-morrow. T have no inten- 
tion of going to see this vessel;-and if the Senate 
adjourns over, I expect to be engaged all day to- 
morrow in attending to the business of the com- 
mittee to which l am attached. I shall vote against 
the amendment, and in favor of the original prop- 
osition. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. MANGUM. If gentlemen were so very 
anxious to get forward with business, they would 
lose less time in debating unimportant questions. 
T shall vote for this motion on no ground con- | 
nected with the interests of these parties, with no 
reference to the question whether or not additional 
compensation should be paid to them. I have not 
examined that question, and know nothing about 
it. I vote for the motion because I understand 
that this steamship is one of the most perfect 
models in the world of a sea-going vessel. It is 
one of the swiftest vessels in the world, and I 
should feel proud to examine it as an American 
production, as, if I had lived in the vicinity in the 
days of the great “ Eclipse,” I should have felt 
pride in mounting him. 1 shall vote for this mo- 
tion also, on theground that if we were to sit here 
to-morrow there would scarcely be a quorum pres- 
ent; and if we were to meet at ten o’clock and sit | 
until three with a bare quorum, the Treasury would | 
be exhausted by useless debate. j 

The question was then taken, and resulted— | 
yeas 21, nays 19—as follows: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Bell, Bradbury, Clarke, | 
Dawson, Fish, Foot, Gwin, Hamlin, Jones, of Tennessee, | 
McRae, Mangum, Miller, Norris, Seward, Smith, Spruance, 
Sumner, Underwood, and Upham—2L. | 

NAY S—Messts. Borland, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Chase, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of fowa, Downs, Feleh, Han- 
ter, Jones of Lowa, Mallory, Morton, Pratt, Rhett, Rusk, 
Wade, and Walker—19, 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the special order, namely; the bill granting the 
right of way and making a grant of land to the | 
State of Iowa, in aid of the construction of cer- | 
tain railroads in said State. ’ Si 

The pending question is on the amendment of 
Mr. Unverwoop.' ! 

Mr. DAWSON addressed the Senate in oppo- | 
sition to the passage of the bill. He renewed | 
arguments made by him on former occasions 
against the passage of similar bills, and urged ad- 
ditionaland particular reasons why this bill should 
not become a law. 

[See Appendix for Mr. D’s speech.] i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the question will | 
not bë taken now. I think it would be better that : 
it shofild not now be taken. The truth is, that if! 

ou force me to vote at this time, I do not know | 

ut that I shall have to cotradict myself. I stated | 
the other day that if my amendment was not ac- | 
ceptable to the Senate, I should still vote for the | 
bill. F told the worthy chairman of the Commit- | 
tee on Public Lands this morning, that I doubted | 
very much whether I ought to do so. And under | 


the feelings which have been inspired by the speech l 
of my friend from Georgia, I really feel almost | 
disposed to retract my former assertion, that I in- | 
tended to vote for the bill in any event. I feela | 
sense of the injustice which has been practiced | 
towards the old States to such an extent, that I` 
do not know whether, if something like justice is | 
not done to my own State, I can vote for the biil. | 
I therefore hope that the question will not be! 
pressed at this late period of the day, but that it | 
may lie over in order ghat we may all think about | 
it, and that, as the speaking is pretty well over, | 
when we meet again we may be prepared to take 
up the bill and vote upon it. There is no imme- 
diate necessity for acting on the bill now. 


t 
j 
j 
j 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. 
Senate on the subject. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I hope the Sena- 
tor will not proceed to-day, but defer his remarks 
until the Senate meet again. 

On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


J desire to address the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monnar, March 1, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer | 
by the Rev. Mr. Morean. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


“Mr. FITCH obtained the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. Irise to a privileged question. | 
On week before last the bill for the relief of Colonel 
D. D. Mitchell was pending in the House, and a 
motion was made and carried that it be committed 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. On the day of the adoption of the motion 
of reference, I entered a proposition to reconsider 
the vote making that reference; and I now rise to 
call up that question. If objection be made [ shall 
move to suspend the rules, forthe purpose of en- 
abling me to do it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will beg leave to suggest 
to the gentleman, if he has the floor, that he had 
better move to suspend the rules, for the purpose 
of moving to discharge the committee from its 
consideration, and let us act upon the bill at once. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair decides against 
the proposition of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. FITCH. He cannot deprive me of the 
floor for the purpose of making any motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Missouri, in the first place, could 
not deprive the gentleman from Indiana of the 
floor to submit his motion to reconsider, even if it 
were proper to reconsider to-day the vote to which 
he refers, which the Chair doubts very much. 
Indeed, he is of the opinion that it is not a privi- 
leged question of a character which would setaside 
the business appropriated to Monday, by express 
rule of the House. It could be in order as a privi- 
leged question only on those days on which by the 
rules there is a morning hour. At all events, the 
gentleman from Missouri cannot deprive the gen- | 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. Fircn] of the privilege 
of submitting his motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, as he is one of the members 
of the committee which has instructed me on all 
occasions to urge upon the House the necessity of 
taking up the bill from the Senate for the appoint- 
ment of a Superintendent of Indian affairs for Cali- ; 
fornia, to yield me the short space of time it will | 
require to consider that bill, It is a matter of | 
urgent public necessity. | 

Mr. FITCH. 1 would yield with pleasure for | 
the introduction of the bill, but I know that will 
meet with opposition, and lead to debate, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will say that that bill will 
live or die at once. I shall unquestionably, on the 
rules being suspended, be entitled to the floor, and | 
it is my intention to move the previous question. 

Mr. FITCH. My knowledge of the rules is 
not great, and if I yield the floor now I may lose 
it altogether. I beg my friend will excuse me. 

THE COMPROMISE MEASURES, 

Mr. FITCH. I submit the following resolu- 
tion; I cannot from its purport hope to secure | 
universal consent, and therefore move the suspen- | 
sion of the rules for the purpose of its introduc- 
tion. | 

The resolution was read for information, as fol- ; 
lows: i 


Resolved, That we recognize the binding efficacy of the ! 
compromises of the Constitution, and believe it to be the in- £ 
tention of the people gencrally, as we herchy deelare it to be 
ours iudividuaily, to abide such compromises, and to sus- |! 
tain the laws necessary to carry them out—the provision Hi 
tor the delivery of fugitive slaves included—and that we i 
deprecate all further agitation of questions growing out of || 
that provision, of the questious crbraced in the acts of the i 
last Congress known as the Compromise, and of questions ! 
generally connected with the institution of slavery as un- | 
necessary, uscless, and dangerous. 


Mr. GOODENOW demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. I wantto know whether 
the Mormon church is included in the resolution | 
as one of the measures of compromise? i 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Would it 
be in order to ask the gentleman to modify the | 
resolution so that it would say, ‘* we deprecate all | 
further agitation,” except this. [Laughter.] 


i 
i 
| 
| 
Í 


| 
f 
| 


| 
j 
| 
i 
i 


jj drews, John: Appleton, W 


Mr. STANLY moved a call of the House; 
which motion was agreéd to. 

The roll was called, and the following -gentle- 
men answered to their names: f 


Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, Allison, An- 
y iliam Appleton, Ashe, Averett, 
David J.. Bailey, Thomas I. Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, 
Beale; Bell, Bennett, Bissell, Bowne, J. H. Boyd, Breck- 
enridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G.. Brown, Bur- 
rows, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chand- 
ler, Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 
Cobb, Conger, Curtis, Daniel, G. T. Davis, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Daunean, Durkee, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, Evans, Ewing, Faulkner, 
Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Freeman, Henry M. Ful- 
ler, Thomas J. D, Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Goodenow, Gorman, Green, Grey, Grow, Hall, Ham- 
mond, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, 
Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebara, Hendricks, Henn, Hib- 
bard, Horsford, Howard, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. flow, 
Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James 
Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T, 
Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, 
Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, 
Mace, Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, MecLanahan, MeMul- 
lin, McNair, McQueen, Meacham, Meade, Miller, Molony, 
Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Morrison, Mur- 
phy, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew 
Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peasice, Penn, Penniman, 
Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Powell, Price, Rautoul, 
Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Ross, Sackett, Sav- 
age, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Schoonmaker, David L, 
Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Sinith, 
Snow, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Suth- 
erland, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, George W. Thomp- 
son, Thurston, Townshend, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Weleh, Wells, Addison 
White, Alexander White, Wilcox, Wildrick, Williams, 
Woodward, amd Yates. 


The following gentlemen were reported as ab- 
sent, viz: 
Messrs. Charles Alten, Babcock, Bibighaus, 


Bocock, 


| Bowie, Bragg, George H. Brown, Buell, Burt, Caldwell, 


Cleveland, Coleock, Cottman, Cullom, Darby, Dimmick, 
Dunham, Floyd, Gilmore, Goodrich, Hamilton, Hillyer, 
Holladay, Houston, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, Mann, 
Edward Ġ. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Millson, 
Miner, Robinson, Russell, Scudder, Seurry, Abraham P, 
Stevens, Sweetser, Toombs, Tuck, and Walsh. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I move that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call of the House be dispensed 
with, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tell- 
ers; which were oydered; and Messrs. STEPHENS 
and Bayxy, of Virginia, were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the motion was 
disagreed to—the tellers having reported ayes 61, 
noes 85. 

The SPEAKER. The officers will cause the 
doors of the Hall to be closed. 

The names of the absentees will now be called 
over, and excuses may be rendered, if any, for the 
absentees. 

The Clerk read the names of the absentees in 
the order in which they are inserted above. 

Mr. CHARLES ALLEN. 

Mr. FOWLER. I move that Mr. Arren be 
excused. He is very sick, confined to his bed 
under the physician’s care, and cannot be out. 

The question being put, Mr. ALLEN was ex- 
cused, 

Mr. Tuomas M. Binienavs. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Bisieraus has left the 
District, and gone home sick, fog medical treat- 
ment. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Leanvorer Bascocn. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ricnard L. Bowie. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Tuomas S. Bocock. 

Mr. MEADE. Mr. Bocock went home on 
urgent business. i 

A Mempur. The gentleman was not heard in 
this part of the Hall. 

Mr. MEADE. Mr. Bocock has gone home. 
He had been unwell for several days previous to 
his leaving Washington. It was not on that ac- 
count that he has gone home, but, as I under- 
stand, to attend to some urgent business. I move 
that he be excused. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
the city. That is sufficient. 

The question was taken, and Mr. Bocock was 
excused. 

Mr. Jonn Brace. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Mr. Brace has 
gone home in consequence of sickness in his fam- 
ily. I move, therefore, that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Greorce H. Brown. í 

Mr. PRICE. My colleague, Mr. Brown, haa 


He is out of 


HE CONGRESSION 


1 


3 


March 


gone home on account o 
move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALEXANDER H. Buew.. ; 

Mr. KING, of New York. Mr. Buewr is ab- 
sent from the city on account 0 


f imperative business. I | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


f imperative. busi- 
ness. . I move that he be excused. 
The motion was agreed to. ` 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Itis very apparentthat 
nothing will be accomplished. I move, therefore, 
that all further proceedings under the ‘call be dis- 
: pensed with. 
` Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
that it has become so very apparent. All these 
entlernen, who have been excused, cannot possi- 
bly attend. 
men, outsid 
want them? I ingist upon the call. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. J do noteare about the 
motion. 

Mr. Anmisreav BURT. 

Mr. ORR. My colleague, Mr. 
absent from the city two months. 
at his home by indisposition, and I move, there- | 
fore, that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Josern P. CALDWELL. f 

Mr. MOREHEAD. Mr. CaLowrLL has left: 
the city on account of the situation of his family ; 
at home. I move that he be exensed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Crauncey F. CLEYELAND. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Cievenanp is con- || 


fined to his room by sickness. 
that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, ASHE. 
absent members be excused. i 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is, that | 
excuses be offered as the names are called, 

Mr. Winniam F, CoLcock. 

Mr. McQUEEN. Mr 
home on account of the st 
move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Josern S. Corrman. 

Mr. Winnsam Criiom, 


1 move, therefore, | 


i 
Is itin order to move that all the į 


ckness of his family. 1 


No excuse offered 


fined to his room by indisposition for several 
weeks. He is unable to attend. | move that he | 
be excused. 

‘Che motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Jonn F. Daarsy. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that Mr. Darpy be 
excused. Elis condition—his serious indisposi- 
tion—is known to every member of the Fouse. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Minow M. Dimmer. 

Mr. McNAIR. Mr. 


account of unavoidable business. 
he exensed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Cyrus L. Dunnam. 

Mr. Jons G. Frovp. 

Mr. MURRAY. My colleague, Mr. FLoyp, 
has gone home on account of sickness in his fam- 
ily. [move thiathe be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Atrrep Gitrmonre. No excuse offered. 

Mr. Joux Z. Goopnien. 

Mr. CHAPMAN. LE move that Mr. Goop- 


I move that he 


No excuse offered, 


arcs be excused, as he isin Connecticut attending |: 


an important trial ia which he is a party, and 
where his personal attendance is necessary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Witssam T. Haninron. 

Mr. STUART. 
attend the House, on account of illness. 
that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Juxius Miniysre. 

_ Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
is absent from the city. He is at his home in 
Georgia. I move thai he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I beleve we are too much in- 
clined to excuse absent members. I move that 
we suspend all further proceedings. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 1 object to it. 
Let us go through the toll. No persons have 
been excused who could attend. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
refused to suspend the call, 


Task 


Mr. Hiviyer | 


I do not see); 


It may be that there are other gentle- || 
è of this Hall, who can attend, and we || 


id 
i 
il 
H 


Burr, has been || 
He is confined || 


i 
i 


CoLcocr has returned | 


it 
if in New York upon some bus 
i| detain him for some ten days. I ask that he be | 
1 | excused. 
Mr.GENTRY. Mr. Cuctom has been con- | 


| 


Dimmer has been absent ti 
for some two or three weeks, and went home on |! 


Mr. Hasirtow is unable w ii 


4 excused. i 
4 past, but if able to come to the House at all, he: 
; will be here in time to vote. 


| 


Mr. Auexanner R. HOLLADAY. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. I move that Mr. Hoxna- 
pay be excused, as he went hometoa sick family. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. George S. Houston. 

Mr. COBB. 


I have no doubt that as chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means he. has gone to the De- 
partment for estimates, and that is the reason why 
he is not here. i 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Hovsrox has a child 
lying very ill at home. . 

Mr. GOODENOW. 1 
gentleman that he should put his words nearer to- 
gether. 


i 


given? 

The SPEAKER. 
gentleman» upon the floor. . 

Mr. POLK. I wish to vote understandingly. 
{ did not exactly hear the reason. 

Mr. HALL. We did not hear the reason as- 
signed in this part of the House. 1 should like 
to know the reason before I vote. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis the gentleman’s mis- 
fortune. [Laugiter.] 

(Cries of “ Question!’’ ‘‘ Qiestion !”’} 

‘The question was then taken, and Mr. Houston 


| was excused. 


Mr. Tuomas M. Howe. 
Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. Mr. Howe went 
home on account of his health, being unable to be 
| in his seat some weeks before he left. He went 
i under the advice of friends, and E have not yet 
| heard whether he is getting better or not. 
that he be excused. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. Wikram F. Hunter. 


i 
i 
i 
1 
\ 
| 
t 


I suppose the House is well | 
aware that Mr. Housron is always in his place. | 


I would suggest to the | 


Mr. RICHARDSON.. What was the reason i 


For the reason stated by the | 


lask | 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Elunrer is lying sick at his į 


Ji 


room. | move that he be excused. 
'The motion was agreed io. 
Mr. Horace MANN. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. 


iness which will 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Epwarp C. Marsuait, of California. No 
excuse offered. : 

Mr. Humpurrey MARSHALL. 


was at the door the moment it was shut. 
ready to come in. I ask that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Freperick S. MARTIN. 

Mr. HASCALL. [ask that Mr. Martin be 
i excused, on account of severe indisposition. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Joun S. MILLSON. 

Mr. AVERETT. My colleague (Mr. Misr- 
son] left here in delicate health a few days ago, 
in the hope that he might receive benefit by so 
doing. 1 move that he be excused. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

i} Mr. Animan L. Miner. 

| Mr. HEBARD. Mr. Miser left this city a 
1) few days ago, reluctantly, to go home and attend 
tto some business of importance, which made it 
l necessary for him to leave. I move that he be 
| excused, 

| The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Joun L. ROBINSON. 

Mr. FITCH. 


| 


| 


| 
i 
1 
| 


1 
i 
i 


i 
l 
i 
i] 
| 
1 
t 
1 
| 


i 
i 
j} 
j 
t 


! cused. 
- The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. Josern RUSSELL. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I move that 
| my colleague [Mr. Russetr] be excused. He is 


i 
| ness. 
' The motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. Zeno Scupver. 
! Mr. DUNCAN. 
excused. He is detained from the House by se- 
vere indisposition, and is under medical treat- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON Scurry. 

Mr. HOWARD. I movethat Mr. Scurry be 
He has been indisposed for some days 


| 


F move that Mr. Scuoper be | 


} 


i 
i 


Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Humpnecey MARSHALL | 
He is! 


Mr. Maxxis | 


Mer. Rosinson being confined | 
to his room by sickness, | move that he be ex- i 


now in New York, confined by very serious ill- | 


T 


AL GLOBE. 


i 
i 


i drew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, P 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ABRAHAM P. STEVENS. 

Mr. HART. I movethat Mr. Stevens, of New 
York, be excused. Heis confined to his house 
by sickness, : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHARLES SWEETSER. 

Mr. OLDS. I move that Mr, Swesrser be 
excused. He has been called home, partly on 
account of sickness in his family, añd partly by 
urgent business. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Rogert Toomss. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgian. Mr, Toomss 
is confined to his bed in this city, and cannot pos- 
sibly get here. [move that he be excused, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Amos Tuck. . 

Mr. GOODENOW. I move that Mr. Truex be 
excused. He has been absent from the city for 
some time on important and urgent business, and 
has not returned yet. 

Mr. ORR. {would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Maine if Mr. "Tuck is not at home 
canvassing the State and making speeches? 


Mr. GOODENOW. I understand not. He is 
attending to urgent private business. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Gooon- 


xow’s motion, and it was agreed to—ayes 83, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. Tuomas Y. Wazsu. 

Mr. OUTLAW. Mr. Waxsi is absent froni 
the city. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALL moved that further proceedings in 
the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the further proceedings in the call were dis- 
pensed with, and the doors of the House were 
again opened. 


“Mr. BELL. Task the unanimous consent of 


! the House to introduce a joint resolution ef the 


Legislature of Ohio in relation to the construction 
ofa canal around the Falls of the Ohio, for the 


, Cobb, Cuglis 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dockery, BEN A 
Evans, Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Ditech, Florence, Free- 
man, H. M. Faller, T. J. D, Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Gid- 
dings, Gilmore, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hammond, Isham &. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, IHart, Haws, Haven, Her 
dricks, Henn, Hibbard, Howard, John W. Howe, Inger- 
soll, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Jonnson, Rob- 
ert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Glaney Jones, 
Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lo t, Mace, Huni- 
phrey Marshall, Mason, McCorkle, MeDonald, MeLana- 
han, McMuilin, McNair, Meade, Mìlier, Jobn Moore, 
Morehead, Morrison, Murphy, Na Olds, Ontlaw, An- 
; Senn, Phelps, 
Polk, Porter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Savage, Seher- 
merhorn, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, 
Sutherland, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, George W. 
Thompson, Venable, Ward, Watkins, Addison White, 
Alexander White, Wilcox, and Williams—119. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Andrews, Babcock, 
Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, Bennett, Bowne, Jom H. Boyd, 
Brenton, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson 
Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Clingman, Conger, 
Daniel, G. T. Davis, Dean, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, East- 
man, Edgerton, Fowler, Gay lord, Goodenow, Green, Grow, 
Harper, Hascall, Hebard, Horstord, T. Y. How, Jenkins, J. 
Johnson, D. T. Jones, G, G. King, Preston King, McQueen, 
Meacham, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Murray, Newton, 
Orr, Penniman, Perkins, Price, Rantoul, Robie, Rost, 
Sackett, Schoolcraft, Sehocumaker, David L. Seymour, 
Smart, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, ‘Thaddeus stevens, Strat- 
ton, Tiurston, Townshend, Walbridge, Wallace, Wask- 
bum, Welch, Wells, Wildrick, Woodward, and Yates—-74. 
So (two thirds not voting inthe efiirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. ` 


CASE OF COLONEL D. 


E. MITCHELL, 


i 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


y 


Union. There is a pressing necessity that that 
bill should be acted upon. *To avoid any difficulty, 
however, to the consideration of the bill, I move 
to suspend the rules, that we may proceed to con- 
sider the motion to reconsider, which I submitted 
the other day. 


It is suggested to me by gentlemen around me, 
in whose knowledge of therules l have confidence, 
that the motion to reconsider may be called up at 
any time; and I hope, therefore, there will be no 
objection to its being called up now. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The difficulty 
is, that if that motion should prevail, the bill, asit 
contains an appropriation, must go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
again. But the proper course would be to move 
to suspend the rules, in order to entertain a motion 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union from the further consideration 
of the bill. If two thirds vote for that motion, 
we can then pass the bill. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the object 
could be attained by either made, but as the mo- 
tion to. reconsider is pending, it would be more 
regular to dispose of that motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
from Missouri will, with the unanimous consent 
of the Efouse, withdraw his motion to reconsider, 
he can then move to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the bill. i 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection that the 
motion to reconsider be taken up? 

Mr. KING, of New York, objected. 
Mr. PHELPS. I move, then, to suspend the 


rules. q 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose? 
Mr. PHELPS. For the purpose of submitting 


a motion to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union from the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. Is that motion de- 
batable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. JONES. Well; that motion ought not to 
be agreed to. 

Mr. KUNG, of New York. In order to under- 


stand this question, l wish to know if the bill | 


q 


oes not make an appropriation of money, and is 


not, therefore, required by the rules of the House | 


to be considered in. committee ? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. One more ques- 
tion, lt order, if possible, to render this matter a 
litde plainer. I understand that the bill has been 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union, and that a motion has been į; 


submitted ta reconsider the vote by which it was 
so veferred; nevertheless, it has been referred to 
the committee, and if we now discharge the com- 


mittee, we shall supersede the motion to reconsid- | 
e% I hope, therefore, that the motion to suspend 


the rules will prevail. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the read- į 


ing of the bill. i 
Che Clerk read the bill. 
Mr. JONES. I should like to inquire of some 


gentleman who knows, what is the amount of ap- | 


propriation involved in this bill? 

The SPBAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Irise to a ques- 
tion of order. This bill has, by a vote of the 
House, been referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. F understand 


the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Puzirs] now | 


makes a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was so referred. 
is pending, the bill does not go to the committee. 


59 


Tt cannot go there until the motion to reconsider | 
has been disposed of. Now, I ask, is it compe- |: 


tent for the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole from the consideration of a bill which 
has not gone to that committee at all? I think it 
is nol. 

The SPEA 
that it is competent for the House to suspend the 
rules for that purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


I think I have 


is motion. 

The SPEAKER. 
gentleman with the greatest pleasure, if it be not 
objected to. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What I have to say is this: 
when. the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, according to the 
practice of the House hitherto, such reference con- 
stituted a fulfillment of the rule; therefore a motion 
made subsequently to take it out of committee, 
does not interfere with the requirement of the rule, 
no matter whether the bill has been up for discus- 


si 
c 
|! gest-—— 
|” Mr. PHELPS. Iwil obviate that difficulty. - | 
| Mr. JOHNSON. ) 
|| the motion to discharge the Committee ofthe Whole 
| on the state of the Union from the further consid- 
| eration of this bill, that motion will supersede the 
i motion to reconsider. 


| reconsideration. Withthe permission of the House | 
| I will withdraw the motion to reconsider. i 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
i to the 


gentleman before he withdraws his motion 


li tion as to make it a motion to suspend the rules 


ji to bring the bill before the House for considera- 
jti 
|! reconsider. 

Mr. PHELPS. I prefer, with the permission 
of the House, to withdraw the motion to recon- 


from the further consideration of the bill, and that 
! the House do now proceed to its consideration. 

There was no objection, and the motion to re- ; 
| consider was withdrawn. | 


t 
i 
j 
H 
i 
H 
H 
{ 
i 
I 
i 
i 
t 
i 


i Mr. CLINGMAN. 
| decision. i 
| Mr. HARRIS. I understand that such has ! 
| been the practice of the House, and the decision | 
‘of the House. ; 
The SPEAKER. Itwas decided by the Ebouse | 
that debate could not be closed upon a propd¥ition 


| 
! Union, until it had been first considered in that 
f committee; but the Chair is not aware ot any | 
ii decision that the House could not discharge that 
| commuttee from the further consideration of a sub- ' 
| ject, before it had been under consideration in: 
! committee. i 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | ask for the read- | 
| ing of the 133d role. i 
io lt was read by the Clerk, as follows: ji 
«& All proceedings touching appropriations of money shall | 
first be discussed in Committee of the Whole Hoaxe.”? 


i take up this bill for consideration. j 
metion has been made to reconsider, but 1 sug- į: 


if the gentlemen submits ` 

> 
Mr. PHELPS. I propose to obviate the diffi- |: 
| culty which has been suggested in relation to this | 


|| to reconsider, that he so modify his present mo- | 
| 


on, und that he do not withdraw the motion to j: 
jl 


sider, and to move that the committee be discharged i 


it 


| officer-—Colonel Doniphan. 


So the rules were suspended. 


Mr, PHELPS. Inow submit my motion, that 
| the Committee of the Whole be discharged from 
| the further consideration of the bill which J have 


| indicated, and that the House do. proceed to the 


| consideration of that bill; and upon that motion I 
demand the previous question. 

' The House was divided upon seconding the 
i demand for the previous question, and there were 


i 


ayes 85, s 42, 
I will suggest | Je Do. nars de 


So the previous question was seconded; and 
The main question was then ordered. 
The question was taken, and the committee was 
‘ discharged from the further consideration of the 
` bill—ayes 98, noes 40. 

Mr. PHELPS. The bill is, | believe, now be- 
fore the House for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon order- 
ing it to a third reading. 


Mr. PHELPS. I desire to say a word or two 


i: in explanation of the bill. 


i 


Several Members. Move the previous question. 

Mr. PHELPS. Very well; I move the pre- 
vious question upon ordering the bill to be read a 
third time. 

[Cries of + Question !” “ Question t] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
bill upon the table, 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to lay the bill upon the table. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading. 

The bill, being a biil for the relief of Lieutenant 
Colonel Mitchell, of Missouri, was read through. 

Mr. PHELPS said: Mr. Speaker, I now desire 


t t ( i l| to say a few words in explanation of the bill., 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the it 


[Cries of «No!”? « No!” t Move the previous 
question 2 

Mr. PHELPS. The question has been asked 
how it is that this amount has been increased from 
$30,000 to $100,000. in reply to that question, L 
will say that Mr. Harmony first presented his 
claim to the House of Representatives, upou which 
a favorable report was wade. He presented in his 
memorial evidence that property of his, to the 
amount of some $80,000, had been taken by Col- 
onel Mitchell under the command of his superior 
But finding that his 
claim met with no quarter in Congress, or at least 


in Committee of the Whole House at all, and 
therefore, according to the rule which has been just 
i read, no other disposition can be made of it until 


j that his prospects were not very flattering; and 
ji finding Colonel Mitchell—who is a resident of the 
| State of Missouri—in the city of New York, in- 


t 
| Mr. JONES. This bill has not been discussed |; 


Now, while that motion | 


KER. The Chair is of the opinion | 


ight to say a single word in explanation of; 


The Chair would hear the | 


it has been first discussed there. 
1 Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That is the | 
» very rule which we want to suspend. Hi 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it ts | 
competent for the House to suspend that as well as | 
any otherrule. The question is, Shall therules be | 


| 

| 

l suspended in order to enable the gentleman from ti 
i it 

f 

| 

i 

i 

| 

j 

| 

i 


Missouri (Mr. Pues] to submit his motion? i 
Mr. JONES. Upon that motion f demand the | 
| yeas and nays. : 


i 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then taken, and the result ;i 
as—yeas 129, nays 44, as follows: 
| -YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Juin Apple- | 
l ton, William Appleton, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, 
: Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bell, Breckenridge, Briggs, Albert 
| G. Brown, Burrows, Busby, B. Carrington Cabell, ‘homp- : 
j| son Campbell, Chandler, Chastain, Ulingman, Conger, Cur- 
i tis, Daniel, George T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dock- ' 
i ery, Doty, Duncan, Eastnan, Edmundson, Evans, Pauk- | 
| ner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. + 
D. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, 
i! Green, Grey, Grow, Rall, Harper, thaws, Hascall, Haven, 
© Hem, Horstord, John W. Howe, Ingersoll, Jackson, John | 
li Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Joues, J. Glaney 
i; Jones, Kabns, Kurtz, Land Letcher, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, McCorkle, MeDonald, McLanahan, MeMulling Me. , 
Meacham, Meade, Miler, Henry B. Moore, Jonn 
Murphy, Murray, Nabers 
Penuiman, Phelps, Polk, ; 


iW 


fi 
ij 


ii Nair, 
ii Mooze, Morehead, Morrison, 

Newton, Olds, Outlaw, Peaslee, 
: Porter, Powell, 
| Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scurry, 
David L. Seymour, Origen S. nour, Smart, Smith, 
Snow, Stanly, Benjamin Stantoi hard H. Stanton, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, St. Martin, Straton, 
Stroth sutherland, Paylor, Benjamin Thompson, Thurs- 
ton, Venable, Walbridge, Ward, Washbura, Watkir 
Welch, Wells, Addison White, Alexander White, Wile 
Willian, and Yates—129. 

NAY S—Messrs. Averett, Babcock, Joba H- Royd, Brea 
ton, Joseph Cable, Cartier, Uaskie, Chapman, Churchwell, 
Clark, Cobb, Joun G. Davis, Durkee, Edgerton, Fowler, 


$ 


of that court. 


: ment 
: dred and o 


Bae itt iis h 
Has able to meet this execution. 


Price, Rantoul, Richardson, Robbins, Robie, ee indemnify him for 


U by order of Colonel Doniphan. 


stituted a suit against him in the district court: of 
the United States for the southern district of New 
York. Colonel Mitchell informed the Secretary 
of the Treasury that a suit had been commenced 
against him, and also informed him of the evidence 
necessary to defend the case. The Solicitor of the 
Treasury examined the case, and the district at- 
torney for that district was ordered to defend the 
case. Colonel Mitchel! also employed an attorne 

to aid in the defence of the case. A trial was had, 


‘and judgment to the amount of some $95,000 was 


obtained against him. But the plaintiff had no 
means of satisfying that judgment, because Colo- 
nel Mitchell had no property under the jurisdiction 
A transcript of the judgment was 
therefore taken to Missouri, and a suit commenced 
in the county where Mitchell resided, and a judg- 
has been obtained against him for one hun- 
dd thousand dollars, and the execution 


slaced in the hands of an officer, to be levied upon 


; Mitchell’s property. 


itis, perhaps, unforiunate for Mitchell, that he 

I say it is unfor- 
! tunate, because if Congress refused to afford him 
i relief, his property will have to be sacrificed, and 
he will then have a just claim upon Congress to 
the consequences of having 
obeyed the orders of his superior military officer, 
and that in defence of his country. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man if it be true, as was stated the other day, that 
Governor Marcy was employed as counsel for the 
defencein the suit? 

Mr. PHELPS. 
tary of War at the 


Governor Marcy was Secre- 
time the property was taken 
He was em- 
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Mad i 


by Harmony in the prosecution of the suit | 

aa bl Colonel Michell. Colonel Mitchell em- | 

loyed a man by the name- of Alonzo B- Achan 

believe. Mr. Sheppard was the district ` attor- 

ney for that district at that time, and was directed 

by the Goveriment of the United States to defend 
the suit. one. i 

~: {Cries of “ Question!” “ Question !”’] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Can the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. PreLrs] state whether there is 
nota suit pending in the Supreme Court, in the 
lower story of this building, in regard to this mat- 
ter; and if so, whether that decision may not be |; 
reversed; and Cotonel Mitchell released from the 
judgment now pending against him? I under- 


| 
| 
\ 
{ 
| 
l 
t 


stand that the case is pending in the Supreme |! 


Court, brought there by a writ of error from the 
court at St. Louis. : : 

Mr. PHELPS. -I understand that during the 
progress of that trial in the court in New York, 


exceptions were taken to the ruling of that court. |; ) A 
; to ask a single question? k 


The case was then presented to Mr. Crittenden, 
Attorney General,and his advice taken in relation 
thereto. He advised against the prosecution of |: 
the appeal to the Supreme Court of the United | 
States. “Such, I understand, are the facts in refer- 
ence to that matter, and consequently no appeal 
is pending in the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

< [Cries of “ Question!” * Question !” from all 
parts of the Flall.] | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I desire to be || 


informed what amount of property was taken by |! 


the Government of the United States from Har- 


be a sufficient answer to that. I hold here in my | 
` hands the report made by the Committee of Claims, 
at the first session of the Thirtieth Congress, and 
from this document it appears that Mr. Harmony 
proved before that committee that property to the 
amount of more than $60,000 was seized by Colo- 
nel Mitchell, and taken into his possession. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. Puewrs] if he did 
not in the Thirtieth Congress, with that report 
before him, in concert with his colleague from 
Missouri, [Mr. Bowxrx,] oppose the bill for the 
relief of Harmony? 

Mr.PHELPS. I will inform the gentleman of 
the course I pursued on that occasion. I did op- 
pose the bill for the relief of Harmony. I enter- 
tained the opinion that he was not entitled to the 
amount of relief which he demanded. I was sat- 
isfied that he was entitled to something, but the 
exact amount I could not tell. That question was 
one for the accounting officer to determine; and 
furthermore, that has nothing to do with the case. 
Will you see an officer, who has executed the 
commands of his superior officer, receive injury 
from that obedience, and see his property sacri- | 
ficed, and that, too, for obeying the orders of his 
superior officer in an enemy’s country where, if | 
he had disobeyed them, he would have been court- 
martialed ? 

Mr. JONES. Ifthe gentleman will permit, I will | 
state that I am informed bya Representative upon | 
this floor from the State of New York, that Judge 
Nelson has informed him that this case is pend- 
ing in the Supreme Court on an appeal. 

Mr. VENABLE. Thatcannot possibly be so, be- 
cause if you will look at the report and the evidence 
in this case, it will be found that they prove this | 
state of facts. Every lawyer knows that if there 
was a writ of error, the court would suspend judg- 
ment. Every lawyer knows that an appeal, when 
made, brings a case from the court below to—— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, made a remark 


$ 
1 


‘me, I wish to suggest 


Mr. VENABLE, Ihave no inclination to take 
up the time of the House. N 
‘Mr. FOWLER, (interrupting.) I wish to ask 
a single question. 


Mr. VENABLE. I cannot yield to the gentle- 


‘man. from Massachusetts, (Mr. Fowzer,| and I 


rotest against this mode of farming out the floor 

by one member to another. I cannot yield, and 
must make the remarks I have set out to.make. 

The history of the case is this: itappears to me 


| singular tliat difficulties should arise in. the minds 


of anybody, when it must be preceived that there 
never was a case before this House in which the 


| iron arm of the law was bearing down upon a de- 
! fenceless individual with more crushing and mer- 


ciless force than in the case now before us. — 

Mr. PHELPS, (interposing.) I kave yield 
so much and so often to the inquiries of my friends, 
that Lam obliged to move the previous question 


| upon the passage of the bill. 


Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. PHELPS. I will. 

Mr. FOWLER. If I understand the gentle- 
man from Missouri, he states that the property 
taken amounts to $60,000. Now, I wish to in- 
quire what became of that property? Was it 
given back to Harmony, or what was done with 
it? 

Mr. HALL. The Mexican authorities confis- 
cated it. 

Mr. PHELPS. The property was confiscated 
by the authorities of the city of Chihuahua, in 


! the district of Chihuahua. 
mony? . | 


Mr. PHELPS. The judgment of the court will || 


Mr. FOWLER. Was it finally. returned to 
this claimant? : 

Mr. PHELPS. It was subsequently tendered 
to Mr. Harmony at Chihuahua, as the documents 
show. He refused to receive it, and entered his 
protest there against the unlawful seizure, and it 
was gpnfiscated, as 1 am informed, by the Mexi- 
can authorities at Chihuahua. 

[Cries of “ Question !”’ ** Question !’’ from all 
parts of the Hall.] 

Mr. PHELPS. 
question. 

Mr. STUART. 


I now demand the previous 


If the gentleman will allow 


Mr. PHELPS. I have yielded the floor so 


| often, that I am compelled to insist upon my de- 


mand for the previous question. 

Mr. STUART. I understand that this ques- 
tion is pending in the Supreme Court. [tis not 
denied. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Irise to a 
| privileged question. 1 move to reconsider the vote 

by which this bill was ordered to its third read- 
ing, and upon that motion I desire to be heard. 


wholly inaudible to the Reporter. 


Mr. VENABLE. A transcript of the judg- | 


ment was sent to Missouri, and a suit instituted | 
upon it in that State, and a judgment obtained | 
thereon. Upon the judgment thus obtained, an 
execution was issued in the State of Missouri 
against the property of Colonel Mitchell. 

Mr. PHELPS, ` That is certainly so. 

Mr. VENABLE, The history of this case is | 


this | 
_ Mr. BARTLETT. I riseto a privileged ques- | 
tion. I move that when this House adjourns, it |: 


adjourn to meet again on Wednesday next. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot take | 
the floor from another who is upon it, although 
his question is a privileged one. 


} 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question is not debata- 
| ble. The previous question has been demanded 


|| upon the passage of the bill. 


| Mr, MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Demanded 
! but not seconded. I understand the privileged ques- 


|i tion 1 make to take precedence of the motion for 


| the previous question, and that it is debatable. 
| Do 1 understand the Chair to decide otherwise? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The privileged 
question does take precedence, and certainly is 

ebatable. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, upon reflection, 
is of opinion that the gentleman from Kentucky is 
; entitled to debate the question. 

Mr. PHELPS. I riseto a question of order. 
The vote by which this bill was ordered to a third 
reading was under the operation of the previous 
question, and the gentleman from Kentucky can- 
not debate the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the previous question was exhausted by the 
order to read the bill a third time, and, therefore, 
overrules the point of order made by the member 
from Missouri. The gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Marsuaxt] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I should 
have voted for the passage of this bill without hes- 
itation, had the previous question been ordered 


: without debate, for I should not have heard the 


suggestions of difficulties which now appear to be 
inthe way. I desire to say that no gentleman 
upon this floor would more readily extend relief 
to Colonel Mitchell than I would, under a proper 
state of the case. But it is asserted by a gentle- 
man from New York, a member of this House, 


error in the case of Harmony vs. Mitchell is now 
pending in the Supreme Court—that it came up 
trom the Southern district of New York; and ig 
designed to test the validity of the judgment ren- 
dered against Colonel Mitchell in favor of Manuel 
X. Harmony. I am aware that suit was instituted 
by this man Harmony against Mitchell, and that 
such proceedings were had as resulted in a judg- 
ment at law in the district court of New York for 
upwards of $95,000. I understand that Harmony 
tock the record to Missouri, and sued upon the 
New York judgment—I presume in a State court— 
and that he procured a judgment upon said record, 
and that execution has issued thereupon against 
the.property of Colonel Mitchell for about $102,- 
000. ` In the meantime, the case from New York 
has been brought up to the Supreme Court by a 
writ of error, withouta supersedeas, and that such 
a proceeding neither stops the execution on the 
New York judgment, nor suspends proceedings 
upon the Missouri judgment. But it is also cer- 
tain, that while matters seem to have reached this 
crisis with Colonel Mitchell, the chancery power 
of the courts in Missouri may be successfully ap- 
pealed to in order to suspend the collection of this 
debt until the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States shall be pronounced upon the 
writ of error which has been sued out to the New 
York district court. I acknowledge the obligation 
of Congress to protect Colonel Mitchell from loss; 
but there is a right.way of going about this matter. 
If we pass this bill, the money will pass into the 
hands of Manuel X. Harmony, who may not be 
responsible and who is an alien, as I understand, 
and should the judgment be reversed by the 
Supreme Court, the United States will have suf- 
fered a complete lossof the whole amount. My 
only object in moving to reconsider the vote in 
this bill is to suggest to the House the propriety 
of putting the act in such shape, before its pas- 
sage, that no payment can be made by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury until the legal remedy shall 
have been quite exhausted by a final affirmance of 
the judgment in the court below by the Supreme 
Court. In the meantime, it must be remembered 
that the judgmentin Missouri is operative, and the 
sacrifice of Mitchell’s property can be made under 
the execution upon that judgment, and that the sale 
will not be affected by whatever decision shall be 
rendered here upon the New York record. As I 
remarked before, should there be a probability of 
reversing the New York judgment, the chancellor ` 
in Missouri can be appealed to for an injunctiðn 
to stay proceedings in the Missouri judgment until 
this cause can be decided. And there will be no 
difficulty in procuring suchan injunction. Let the 
United States procure the surety for an injunction 
bond, and the chancery proceedings can be insti- 
tuted in Mitchell’s name. But, unless there is 
some probability of a reversal, the injunction will 
be a dangerous expedient, for the dissolution of 
the injunction will cost $10,200, more than will 
now discharge the debt. The question addresses 
itself to the sound discretion of Congress, who 
will, I suppose, be guided in the case by the opinion 
of the Attorney General of the United States. 

Mr. WELCH. I would inquire of the honor- 
able member from Kentucky, if the bill is not al- 
ready in the shape in which he desires to have it? 
It simply authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay the Missouri judgment. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Kt is true that the act 
authorizes the Secretary to pay the money, but 
that is the usual verbiage of the laws which di- 
rect the payment of money. Under this law, the 
Secretary will be at liberty to settle the Missouri 
judgment by payment before this night. I am not 
willing to pay it, if there isa reasonable chance to 
reverse the case. I will not vote $102,000 to pay 
a debt, which I understand could have been settled 
three years since for $30,000, while there is a writ 
of error in the case pending and undetermined in 
the Supreme Court, unless I understand very distinct- 
ly from the proper legal adviser of the Government 
that there isno chance to reverse the judgment of the 
court below. Iwill then vote it to shield Colonel 
Mitchell from Joss, and not because I think it 
proper or fair, as against the Government, upon 
the merits, 

Mr. TAYLOR (interrupting) asked a question 
entirely inaudible to the Reporter. 
Mr. MARSHALL. IT understand that Mr. 
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Fau.xyver, of Virginia, has been down to the Su- 
preme Court room, and has ascertained the fact that 
a writ of error in this cause is pending in that 
Court. f 

Mr. TAYLOR. I understand that the cause is 
not pending in the Supreme court. 

Mr. MARSHALL.. I am informed that the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Fautxwer] has been 
down to the Supreme Court rooms, and knows 
the facts to be as I have stated them. 

Mr. HAVEN. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, inasmuch as consid- 
erable has been said about it, I will state briefly 
what I know upon this subject. I found a very 
general desire on the part of the House to pass 
this bill when it was up before; and, on Friday 
or Saturday of last week, I met Mr. Justice Nel- 
son in the street, and had aconversation with him 
for the purpose of gathering the facts of the case. 
The two things: T told him I desired to be in- 
formed about, were: First, whether there was a 
writ of error pending in the Supreme Court of the 
United States; and the next was, what was the 
character of the proof before the court (for he was 
the justice, I ‘understood, who presided at the 
trial) in reference to the measure of damages. 

Mr. LOCKHART. Will the gentleman allow 
me fora moment. I will not take haifa minute. 

Mr. HAVEN. Icannot. I have the floor by 
the favor of the gentleman from Kentucky to 
make a statement. I was informed by Mr. Jus- 
tice Nelson, that there was a writ of error now 
pending upon the calendar of the Supreme Court, 

rought up upon the judgment rendered before 
him in the circuit court of New York. J then in- 
quired of him in reference to the measure of dam- 
ages, the rule by which the damages had been al- 
lowed upon the trial before him. He told me 
that he could not state with accuracy by what rule 
that had been governed, but he said that the evi- 
dence upon the subject of damages would be found 
in the record. I went to the Supreme Court 
` room for the purpose of seeing the record, but 
found it locked up. I said to the Judge that I 
had understood Mr, Harmony had offered to take 
$30,000 to discharge his claim upon the Govern- 
ment, and that this bill which we have before us, 
provides for over $100,000. Fle told me that the 
cause was put off, according to his recollection, 
for over a year, to allow the parties to execute a 
commission at Santa Fé, or in New Mexico, for 
the purpose of getting evidence upon the subject 
of damages, and that, after the commission had 
been returned, the subject of damages was passed 
upon sub silentio, the proof seeming to be satisfac- 
tory. That is all the information I have in my 
possession. I understand this writ of error is 
from the judgment rendered in the circuit court 
for the southern district of the State of New 
York. Jl also understand that judgment has been 
sued out, upon a transcript of the record of the 
court in New York, in a court.of Missouri; that 
execution had been issued upon that judgment, 
and that the consequences are likely to follow upon 
that ‘execution which have been described by the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. PrrLPs.] { re- 
turn my thanks to the gentleman from Kentucky 
for his kindness in allowing me to make this 
statement. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
in my hand a memorandum furnished by the clerk 
of the Supreme Court of the United States a mo- 
ment since, which will remove all doubt as to the 
pendency ofa writ of errorin thiscase. He says, 
the transcript of the record has been sent up, a 
writ of error has been sued out, and the case stands 
No. 178 on the trial docket of the court. Now, 
under these circumstances, the proposition to di- 
rect the Secretary to go forward and pay off the debt 
may be very injurious to the interests of the United 
States, for the decision in the Supreme Court may 
reopen the cause on the original merits, and indeed 
may indicate that Mitchell is not responsible for an 
arrest made under orders from his military com- 
mander in time of war in an enemy’s country; for 
I do not learn from anything that has yet been 
said that Harmony lost possession of his merchan- 
dise, though he was detained with Doniphan’s 
command, in order to prevent him from joining 
the enemy—as a trader 

I submit to the consideration of the House that 
we are not prepared, under the circumstances, to 
pass the bill at present, and due caution and a 
proper regard for the duties we are here to dis- 


| Mitchell, throw away $102,000 upon Emanuel X. 
| Harmony. 


‘is, that in protectlng him we may owe it to the į 


| bill can be amended properly, if necessary, and 


i charge demand that before we act finally, an op- | 
| portunity should be afforded to’confer with the 
+ Attofney General. of the United States, who has 
| no doubt looked critically into the record of this 
| cause, and is prepared to give his opinion. We 
f should take time, and before we vote to pay this 

debt we should learn from the Attorney General 
i his opinion of the proposition to enjoin the judg- | 


|i ment in Missouri until the rendition of an opinion | 


by the Supreme Court in the case from New York. | 


over the public money to any one. When this 
debt must be liquidated we can vote the money, | 
i and direct its appropriation to the object we intend; | 
f but now, it is our duty to see whether the actual 

necessity for the appropriation exists, and wheth- ; 
‘er it cannot, by any device, be avoided. The ex- | 
ecution has not been levied upon Colonel Mitch- | 
ell’s property as yet, and we all know that there 
will intervene some days from the levy to the sale. 
There is no necessity for this absolute action 
to-day, so far as we can see. It is our duty to go | 
Back upon our steps if we cancontest this demand 
further, and not, under apprehension of injury to 


f 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


i 
H 


I understand that no one disputes our obligation į 
to shield Colonel Mitchell from loss. The point 
country to take the reins of this case into our own |, 
hands, and see whether the United States cannot 
reverse this judgment, stay proceedings upon the | 
execution at St. Louis, and renew the contest upon | 
the original merits before the inferior wibunal, by | 
which this enormous judgment may be reduced to | 
those limits which once would have contented the | 
claimant. It is suggested to me by gentlemen to 
move to postpone this question to a day certain. |; 
I do not feel disposed to raise the question, and į 
they to ask its postponement, but I do think the 
House should regard this transaction with the 
closest eon apa that I suppose alfything 
wrong on Mitchell’s part—but to see if we cannot || 
avoid the wrong which wè are about to be forced 
to submit to, in order to protect him from unde- į 
served loss. 

Mr. KING, of New York. The whole matter 
should be referred to a committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I prefer to have the vote 
upon the motion to reconsider. Should that mo- 
tion prevail, the bill can be taken up at our next 
sitting, and in the meantime those interested can į 
learn the views of the Attorney General, and the | 


then passed. 
Mr. DISNEY. I propose to say a solitary 


I now hold |: 


i this: that notwithstanding the appeal which has || 
| been presented by the gentleman from Kentucky, 

| (Mr. 

| must be viewed, which divests them of all force 


‘taken no sort of interest in this matter until the | 


i This question as to 


word in regard to this matter, and it is simply | 


MARSHALL] and the purpose for which he 


urges it, there is another aspect in which this case 


| whatever. Permit me here to remark that I have 
| present time. The nature of the case now pend- ! 
ing in the Supreme Court of the United States, at 
least from the testimony which has been adduced | 
before us, and from this discussion and the one | 
| had heretofore in relation to this matter—has been |; 
with reference to the liability of Colonel Mitchell, | 
ony; for that | 


| and not the injury to this man Harm 
| seems to be conceded upon all sides. ! 
! ever the decision of the Supreme Court of the | 
| United States may be, it will not touch the point | 
| to which I now allude, to wit: the injuries inflicted | 
upon Emanuel X. Harmony. I 
| Court of the United States shall decide Colonel 
| Mitchell was not justly and legally liable to indem- 
| nify Harmony for the damage inflicted upon him 
' by these proceedings, still behind that remains the 

aramount question of inderanity to Harmony. 
‘Then it appears from the testimony which we 
have heard related to the House by the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Havew,] that the question 
of the amount of indemnity has been settled by 
i the common agreement of the parties—sud silentio. 
| In reference to that question there was no dispute. 


} 


| 
t 
H 
| 
H 
j 
| 
i 
fi 
{ 


‘is justly and legall i 
main question, that is, the proper 1 | 
of an individual who has been wronged by the | 
| acts of officers of this Government. I will not | 
; occupy the attention of the House any longer. In 


i 
| 
i 
H 


i 
i 


; conformity with the suggestion of a friend who 


[am not willing to pass the authority we hold |, 


| Skelton, Smart, Sinith, Sn 


: Wallace, 
| ward—74. 


Then what- |! 


If the Supreme |} P, 


whether Colonel Mitchell |; 
liable does not touch thei 


ndemnification |; 


; sits near me, and in order to. enable the House to 
possess themselves fully of the facts of the case 


| and the precise points involved init, Lmove the 
|, Consideration of this subject be postponed for-one 
"| week. Eaa 

i [Cries of “ That is right” “That is right !”] 


|- Mr. STUART. I concur entirely in the mo- 
tion of the gentleman. There is no disposition 
! here to do injustice to. Colonel Mitchell or any~ 
_ body else, and we should not go peli. mell into 
; paying a judgment, when it is pending in the: Su- 
| preme Court of the United States upon a writ of 
| error. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 

i of the Speaker if the House adjourn in. the pres- 

; ent position of this matter, it will not go over until 

‘next Monday? ` f 
The SPEAKER. 


It would, in the opinion of 


; the Chair. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I rise to a 
privileged question. Imove that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones} yield? 
_Mr. JONES. Ido; but shall oppose the mo- 
tion. a 

Mr. STANTON. I presume every gentleman 
is aware of the object of this motion. — . 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 
Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and. nays; 


| which were ordered. 


The question was then taken upon the motion 
to adjourn till Wednesday, and it was decided in 
the afirmative—yeas 87, nays 74—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, W. 
Appleton, Babcock, Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bell, Bennett, 
Bissell, John H. Boyd, Breckenridge, Briggs, Brooks, Albert 
G. Brown, Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis D, Camp- 
bell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Clingman, Daniel, Geo. 
T. Davis, Dean, Disney, Dockery, Edgerton, Edmundson, 
Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas Jas 
D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Henn, 
Horsford, Jenkins, James Johnson, John Johnson, Robert 
W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Lan- 
dry, Letcher, Lockhart, McDonald, McMullin, Meade, 
Miller, Morehead, Murray, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. 
Parker, Price, Robie, Russell, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Schoonmaker, David L. Seymour, Stanly, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, 
Taylor, Thurston, Ward, Washburn, Wells, Addison 
White, Alexander White, Wildrick, and Yates—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Ashe, Averett, David J. Bailey, 
Bowne, Brenton, Joseph Cable, Thompson Campbell, Cas- 
kie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark Cobb, Conger, John. G. 
Davis, Dawson, Doty, Durkee, Hastman, Ewing; Ficktin, 
Fitch, Fowler, Gamble, Giddings, Grow, Hammond Har- 
per, Hebard, Hendricks, Hibbard, Howard, John W. Howe, 
Thomas Y. How, Jackson, Andrew Jobnson, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, Humphrey Marshall, Mce- 
Lanahan, McNair, MeQueen, Molony, Henry D. Moore, 
John Moore, Nabers, Orr, Outlaw, Peaslee, Penniman, 
Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Rantoul, Robbins, Sackett, Scurry, 
ow, Benjamin Stanton, Stratton, 
George W. Thompson, ‘Townshend, Venable, Walbridge, 
Watkins, Welch, Wilcox, Willianis, and Wood- 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
is nothing now betore the House. i 

The SPEAKER. There is the question upon 
reconsidering the vote by which the bill upon the 
table for the relief of Colonel Mitchell was ordered 
to be reada third time, and there is a question 
submitted by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Drs- 
ney] to postpone until Monday next. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Dis- 
wey’s motion, and it was agreed to. 


INDIAN AGENT FOR CALIFORNIA. 


| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I willnow send 
‘this bill, which is an act to provide for the ap- 
ointment of superintendent of Indian affairs in 
California, to the Clerk’s desk, and I ask the House 
seriously and in sober earnest, to allow me an op- 
portunity of reporting it back from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, with an amendment. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I object. There 
area great many bills and resolutions which would 
be presented if the House would give an opportu- 
nity for that purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will move to suspend the 
rules. Itis a matter of public importance, and 
ought to be acted upon. , 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. i 

So the rules were suspended. 
| The bill entitled “ An act to provide for the ap- 
| pointment of a superintendent of Indian affairs in 
| California,” was then read. , i 
The bill provides for the appoin 


I believe there 


j 
| 


tment of a su- 
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back with an: amendment. The question, then, 
will be first upon the amendment. 5 

The bill and amendment having been read— 

Mr. JOHNSON. J will ask the Clerk to read 
those portions of the acts which are put in force, 

The sixth section of the. act of May 6, 1822, 
was read, as follows: 

© And be it further enacted, That the President of the 
United States, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, mayappointa superintendent of Indian affairs to 
reside at St. Louis, whose power shall extend to all Ind 
ans frequenting that place, whose salary sball be 31500 per 
annum; and one agent for tribes within the limits of Eas 
and West Florida, with a salary of $1,500. 


Mr. JOHNSON. 


19 the superintendent, placing him upon the same 
footing as every other superintendent is placed. | 


ask that the fifth section of the act of May 25, | 


1824, be read: 

“Sec. 5. And be it enacted, That the superintendent of 
Indian affairs of St. Louis, and his successors in office, 
shall possess all the powers and be subject to all the dúties 
of Governors of Territories when exercising the office of 
superintendents of Indian affairs, and shall exercise a gen- 
eral supervision of the official conduct and accounts of In- 
dian agents within his superintendency.?? 

I will state, also, for the information of the 
House, that those two sections for the most part 
“attain the object sought for. I ask that the Ex- 
ecutive recommendation referred to us at the be- 
ginning of the session in regard to this subject, 
shall be read: F 

«Phe means heretofore placed at the disposat of the De- 
partment applicable to Indian purposes in California have 
been manifestly inadequate. It is quite evident that, with- 
out the expenditures of large sums of money, our Indian 
affairs in California and Oregon cannot be ‘properly con- 
ducted; and in this connection 1 respectfully suggest the 
policy of passing a law establishihg the office of Assistant 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs for that State and 


tory. A general and controlling power, more direct than it | 


T will state to the House | 
the bill puts so much of that law in force as relates 


Terri- | 


ion’ to` reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion-was agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 


| lowing resolution: š l 
Resolved, ‘That the joint resolution of the Senáte au 
thorizing a continuation of the. work on the two Wings o 
the Capitol, and-the bili from the Senate making an appro- 
priation for the repair of the Congressional Library room, be 
:| made the special order, and in the order named, for Wed- 
nesday, the 10th instant, to continue so- from day to day 
until disposed of. 
Mr. SCURRY objected. . ae te 
Mr. CARTTER., I wish to inquire! the prop- 
osition of the honorable gentleman from Kentucky 
| does not interfere with a pending special order? 
| Mr. STANTON. 
; and mine is set for Wednesday week. i 
| TheSPEAKER. The operation of the special 
|| order would be this: if the former special order 


i 
Ri 


i 
*h 


‘| until the other is-decided, and then it would come 


up. . 
Mr. CHANDLER. The objection is with- 

| drawn to it, from this side of the House. 

| TheSPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

; Mr. STANLY. f would suggest to the gen- 

tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Srayxroy,] as there 


ii tion to it, and it isa case in which the members of 
|! the House are more concerned. 


to do it, I have no sort.of objection. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I will object to the 
introduction of any bill. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was agreed to. 

Mr. RANTOUL. The gentleman from Con- 


| 
| may hgcorrected, his vote being erroneoùsly stated. 
| Upon the motion to lay the bounty land bill upon 
| the table, he is represented as voting nay, when 


ii he voted yea. 


| Journal will be so corrected. 

| Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill of which previous notice had been 
given, ‘granting the right of way and making a 
grant of land to the States of Indiana and Ilinois, 
for the construction of a railroad from Terra Haute 


That is set for to-morrow, ij 


t conflicted with it, this would have to pass over : 


i is no objection to making the bill for theextension : 
‘| of the Capitol the special order, that we pass the | 
bill for the Library now. There can be no objec- | 


| Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. If there istime || 


necticut (Mr. CLeverann] asks that the Journal | 


| TheSPEAKER. There being no objection, the | 


is possible for this otce to bring lo bear, is of the highest if 
importance in the adjustment of our relations with the nu- || 
merous tribes of Indians in those remote portions of our | 
wide-spread domain.” 

I will state, also, for the information of the | oat THOMPSON, of Pps Sra Daring my 
House, that instead of complying with this recom- || @CKMESS, certain memorials of the Legislature of | 
mendation which proposed to create an assistant | 5 i EAN 
commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Senate pre- | nee to a bridge across the Ohio river, at Wheel- | 
ferred to send us the bill in such form as will | mg- DOW beg leave to presenta memornal of a 
preserve the poliey heretofore adopted in regard || Pa Honor the members of the Legislature of Penn- 
to these matters, rather than strike out any new i| iN Me p b a 
course of polie Therefore this biU comes in the) 4. MEMBER. Present it under the rule. 
shape of a superintendency. The Government | 


to Springfield and branch thereof;”” which was read | 
the first and second time by its title, and referred | 


to the Committee on Public Lands. i! 


| Pennsylvania were presented to this House in | 


The | 


PETITIONS, &c. 

ii The following petitions, memorials, &¢., were presented 
ji under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 
| ByMr. FLORENCE: Memorial of J. D. Bayne, John 
ii Simpson, Alexander K. Young, W. W. Pidgeon, and other 
{citizens of Philadelphia, lute assistant marshals of the Uni- 
gd States for taking the Seventh Census, praying addi- 
i| tonal compensation. 

‘| „Also, memorial of Wiiliam Brookfield, Edgar T. Steever, 
‘|. Thomas M. Richards, and others, citizens of Philadelphia, 
i| Femonstrating against the extension of the t Woodworth 
| Patent” for planing boards, &e. ` 
i, _ Also, memorial of Richard Hackett, Edward D. Prickett, 
‘| John Eckert, and others, citizens of Philadelphia, praying 
ii for the extension of the ** Woodworth Patent for planing 

: boards, &e. 
ii Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of Pennsyl- 
i| Vania relative to the bridge over the Ohio river opposite 

; Wheeling. 

; Abo, memorial of Charles Lloyd, jr., Alexander H, 
i Smith, James Serrill, and others, citizens of Delaware and 
i| Philadelphia counties, praying that the soldiers of the war 
i! of 1812 may be allowed 160 acres of land, &c. 

Also, memorial of Samuel J. Burdick, Hugh McCormick, 
William White, and others, citizens of Philadelphia, pray- 
ing for the extension of the “ Woodworth Patent? for 
planing boards, &e. 

‘| Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of Pennsyl- 

i vania, relative to the improvement of harbors in the Deta- 
i! ware bay and river, j 

p Also, memorial of Amos Smith, E. J. Young, David 
Applegate, and others, citizens of Philadelphia county, 
praying for the extension of the Woodworth patent for 


f 


| planing boards, &c. 


Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of Pennsylva- 
nia, relative to the construction of a ship-canal around the 
| Falls of Sault Ste. Maric by the Government of the United 
i States. 

By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Charles W. Morgan 
| and others, praying that their claim: on the United States 
{| may be referred to an auditor, for an adjustment and set- 
tlement. 

| Also, the petition of citizens of Plymouth county, Mas- 
|| sacbusetts, praying for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the North river in that county. 

By Mr. ASH: The memorial of M. Loudon, P. M. 
i| Walker, and 240 others, citizens of Wilmington, North 
i} Carolina, against the extension of the Wovdworth patent 
| for planing boards, &e. 
| By Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois: The petition of B. G. 
i| Wright and others, praying for the establishing of a post 
i] route froun Warsaw to Augusta, in the State of Ilinois. 

i Also, the memorial of John A. Davis and 22 others, citi- 
zens of Stephenson county, Iinois, praying for the freedom 
of the public Jands to the actual settlers. , 

Also, the remonstrance of D. W. Gould and & others, 
citizens of Winnebago county, Hlinois, against the renewal 
| of the expired patent for MceCormick’s reaper, 

i ByMr.GAMBLE: The petition of the citizens of Clinton 
| and Union counties, Pennsylvania. asking for the estab- 
| listiment of a new mail route from Logansville, in Clinton 
| county, to White Deer Mills, in Union county., 

j Also, the remonstrance of the citizens of Pennsylvania, 
; against the renewal or extension of the Woodworth patent. 
| 

i 

l 

i 


f 
i 


Also, the petition of the citizens of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, asking for an increased duty upon iron, coal, and 
glass, for reasons therein set forth. 

Also, the petition of the citizens of Union and Perry 
counties, in the State of Pennsylvania, asking for the estab- 
lishment of a new mail route from Millerstown, Perry 
county, through Richfield, Juniata county, by way of Mount 
; Pleasant Mills, Middleburg, Centerville, New Berlin, to 
| Miflinburg, in Union county. 
| By Mr. FULLER, of Pennsylvania: The memorial ot O. 


+ Collins, A. J. McClintock, G. B. Nicholson, Charles Deni- 


; Son, and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, reinonstrating 
| against the renewal of the Parker patent. 

By Mr. GREEN: The petition of citizens of Oitawa 
county, Ohio, asking an appropriation of $10,000 for the 


Mr. THOMPSON, [wish to do it now. 
needs it, but i will make no speech about it. I 


shall call for the previous question, believing the 
House will preter to vote, rather than to hear any 
speech upon the subject. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not wish to 
throw any obstacle in the way. l would suggest 
to the gentleman a slight amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I should Hke to aceommo- 
date the gentleman, but will not assent to auy 
other proposition tban that which the committee 
have offered, 
have reduced one salary, and they have offered 
one amendment, 1 will not consent to any other 

The previous question was seconded, and th 
main question ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

The bill was then 
third time, 

Mr. JOHNSON, 
hausted ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I ask for il 
question upon the passage of the bill 

The previous qnestion was 
main question ordered, 

The question was 
passed, 

Mr. JOHNSON mov 
by which the bil w 


, according to order, read the 


Ts the previous question ex- 


4h 
Ub 


en taken, and the bil! was 


ed lo reconsider the vote 
as passed, and to lay the mo- 


After a fali consideration they. 


R if 
he previ Uh ayas ; ; 
previous |! adjourned till Wednesday next, at 12 o’clock, m. 


seconded, and the | 


| memorial says, that the bridge across the Ohio 
i river at Wheeling is not such an obstruction to 
ii the navigation of that river as to require its eleva- 
; tion to a greater height, or its abatement as a nui- 


cial consent of the Wheeling and Belmont Bridge 
Company, asking that Congress may declare their 


tion as Congress ma give. 


1 I also hold in my 
hand a petition of nine hund 


red citizens of the 


í public work under its protection, as Congress is 
| bound to do by the act of April 30th, 18 All 
of which I desire to present to the House, in order 


` on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, asked the unanimous 
; consent of the House to introduce a bili, of which 
J previous notiee had been given, 

Mr. SMART moved that the Hou 
| Mr. WILLIAMS demanded the y 
i which were not ordered. 
The question was then taken, and the House 


se adjourn, 
eas and nays; 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. BARTLETT gave notice that on to “Morrow, or some 
| subsequent day, he should as 
j| titled, “ An act making 
| the State of Vermont, for internal improvements, the sup- 
| port of schools, and the support of 
‘| dumb, blind, 


f 
H 
H 
s| 


and insane,” 


sance, I also present a paper containing the offi- © 


| bridges military roads, and pray for such protec- ` 


county of Obio, praying Congress ta take that : 


{ that the papers may be referred to the Committee _ 


k leave to introduce a bill, en- : 
an appropriation of public land to | 


the indigent deaf and | 


: Also, the petition of Daniel Redfield, praying remunera- 
tion for the loss of a vessel, destroyed by the enemy while 
ii in theservice of the United States in the revolutionary war. 
Also, the petition of Lewis Seitz and 80 others, citizens 
of Seneca county, Ohio, praying Congress to abolish the 
office of chaplain in Congress, in the Army, and Navy, and 
, wherever it may exist under the authority of the United 
States, 
Also, the petition of Benjamin fuddie and 62 other citi- 
zens of the same county, for the same purpose. 
0, tbe petition of citizens of Wyandott county. 
asking the passage of a Jaw authorizing the commissioners 
of said county to enter, at the minimuin price of 82 50 per 
i; acre, acertain Jotoflaad mentioned therein, containing fifty- 
i: three acres, tor the purpose of erecting thereon a county 
p infitimary, for the support of the indigent insane and other 
/) purpos 
Also, the memorial of Robert Crum, deputy marshal ef 
| Seneca county, Obio, asking additional compensation for 
i taking the census. 
; Also, the memorials of 8. W. Smith, deputy marshal of 
| Ottawa county, Ohio, Azuriah Root, deputy marshal of 
| Wyandott county, Ohio, and, Gilbert Ashley, deputy mar- 
| shal of Seneca county, Ohio, asking additional. compensa- 
i tion for taking the census. 
i By Mr. COBB: A petition praying that the several acts 
j of Congress which relate to invalid pensions, be s0 
i amended as to embrace the widows and heirs of the offi 
| cers and soldiers, &c., of the war of 1812 with Great Britain, 
;| and the several Indian wars since that date. 
i 
1 
i 


| erection of a breakwater at Ottawa city, Ohio. 
lj 


it 


hio, 


By Mr. KUHNS : The resolution of the State of Penn- 


By Mr. KING, of New York: Two memorials of eiti- 
i! Zens of St. Lawrence county, New York, asking Congrese 


THE C 


to provide for ship-canals around Niagara Falls, and the 


Sanit Ste. Marie. g get 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A petition signed by A. C. Gibson, | 
and 69 other citizens of the county of Philadelphia, asking | 
Congress to grant the application now before that body for 
the extension of the patent for Woodworth’s planing ‘ 
chine. ~ 

Also, one the same subject, a petition signed. by Wm- P? 
Pritchett and 51 other citizens of the county of Philadel- 
phia. ; IEN: l 

Also, on the same subject, a petition signed by G, S. 
Wiliams and 93 other citizens of the county of Philadel- 
phia, : 


į 


James K. | 


tion thereof. : 
_ Also, of citizens of Leipsic, Pumam county, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage ofa Jaw for the better observance of the : 
Christian Sabbath, and to prohibit the carrying of the mails | 
on that day. i 
By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The remonstrance of J. S. | 
Lord and 109 others, citizens of Hancock county, Maine, :| 
against the renewal or further.extension of the Woodworth ; 
patent planing machine, so called. il 
Also, the petition of Joseph Allows, and also assistant | 
marshals of the county of Washington, Maine, praying Con- | 
gress for additional compensation as assistant marshals of ti 
United States in taking the Seventh Census. i 
Also, the remonstrance of Andrew Reig and others, of} 
Lubec, Maine, against repealing the act of March 3, 1848, | 
or modifying the same. i i 
lso, the incmorial of William P. Brown and 120 others, | 

| 

i 

i 

{ 

} 

i 


ng Congress to place certain piers and buoys in the 
ance to Narraguagus harbor. l 
By Mr. FIVCH: The petition of George Pomeroy, assist- | 
ant marshal of Marshall county, Indiana, asking additional 
compensation for taking the census. i 
Also, the remonstrance of J, L. Jarnegan, and other citi- 
zens of Indiana, against a renewal of a patent to Austinand : 
Zebulon Parker, for alleged improvement in reaction water « 
wheels. i . | 
By Mr. BELL: The petition of Wiliam McIntosh and i} 
S. McCay, deputy marshals of Greene county, Ohio, praying ! 
additional compensation for taking the census. i 
By Mr. WELCH: The remonstrance of 39 citizens of | 
Galila county, Ohio, against the renewal or extension of she | 
Woodworth patent. l 
Also, the petition of J. W. Bayard and Leonard Brown, ; 
of Athens county, Ohio, for additional compensation as 
assistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census. * it 
By Mr. DEAN: The. petition of Henry W. Bashford, H 
W. P. Roviere, C. L. Nathens, A. P. Speedling, and others, | 


residents of Westchester county, New York, in favor of 
the extension of the Woodworth patent. 

Also, the petition of James Allen, Thomas Rond, and | 
othors, citizens of the State of New York, in favor of the | 
extension of the Woodworth patent, { 

By Mr. HASCALL: The petition of Mary Stanton, for 
a pension for wounds reccived by her late husband, General 
Phineas Stanton, deceased, in the late war with Great 
Britain. 1 

By Mr. PARKER, of Indiana: The petition of Andrew ! 
Heron, Richard Nash, and 75 others, citizens of Rush and § 
Favette connties, Indiana, praying that mail and post oftice 
business be suspended on the Sabbath day- 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: The petition of George 1. Best- 
or and 590 other citizens of Ilinois, for a grant of land to | 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Burlington, Towa, | 
to some convenient point west upon the Missouri river. j 
f the petition of John King and 187 other citizens of |; 
}Hinois, for a grant of land to aid in the construction of a 
railroad from Burlington, Iowa, via Peoria, in Hlinois, to 
in Indiana. 

By Mr. MOREHEAD: ‘Che memorial of R. H. Brown, į 
Francis Watkins, Robert Burns, Archibald Wilson, Harty 

1 M. Hughes, Jesse Wheeler, Miles D. King, 
and John P. H. Russ, assistant mar- 
{North Carolina, prayiug an increase | 


ra 


lishment 0 


Dany 


Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. DOTY : The petiti 
A. Lawton, Marshal Ten Bye 
Green Bay, for an appropri 
the channel at tie mouth o 


it 
on of Daniel M. Whitney, G. |} 
k and other inhabitants of | 
ation for placing buoys to mark | 
f the Neenah river, at the head |; 


slature of Wisconsin, for |} 
ruction of a railroad from |! 
uperior. 
ature of Wisconsin, for ` 
weekly service from Sheboygan to : 


the memo 
a mail route and tr 
Green Bay. 

By Mr. BI 


ENTON: The petition of Egbert B. Mott, as- 
al in the State of Indiana, asking additional © 


sistant ! ¢ i 
compensation for taking the census. : 
Also, the memorial of Zebina Rawson, of Noble county, `i 


Indisna, asking for a pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Wrepwespay, March 3, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Butter. 
Mr. WADE presented the memorial of A. W.. 
Paul mid others, proposing to construct a road 
from the Missouri river to the Pacific ocean; 
which was referred to the Committee on Publie | 


Lands. 


; Pays 
| whic 
| Affairs. 


| paper agents in New York and Boston, praying $| 
; that the duty on foreign newspapers may be abol- 
‘ished; which w 


© ther extension of W. W. Woodworth’s patent for 


| aplaning machine; which was referred to the Com- 


| diana, praying the organization of th $ 
i of Nebraska, and the settlement of the public | 
lands therein to which the Indian title has been | 

i 


| chants, shippers, 


ONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Also, a petition of citizens of Clark county, 
Ohio, remonstrating against an extension. of the 
patent granted to W. W. Woodworth f@ a plan- 
ing machine; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

4 Also, a memorial of William McFarlane, as- 
sistant marshal for taking the Seventh Census in 
Mahoning county, Ohio, praying additional com- | 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee | 
of Claims. | 

Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of Gid- | 
eon Hotchkiss, praying an extension of a patent 
granted to him for certain improvements in water- 


wheels; which was referred to the Committee on fi 


Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citizen 
of Maine, remonstrating against an extension o 
the patent granted to Austin and Zebulon Parker 
for improvements in water-wheels; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent | 
Office. 

- Also, a petition of masters and owners of ves- 
sels at North Haven, Maine, praying the erection 
of alight-houseon Heron Neck; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHASE presented the memorial of Charles 
A. Lamb, assistant marshal for taking the Census | 
in Lucas county, Ohio, praying additional com- 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of George 


S.: 
i 
i 
i 
| 


i 
! 
j 


fii 
| of the California and Oregon roads, for the 
I pans of making a settlement in order to afford re- 


others, of Detroit, Michigan, praying a modifita- 
tion of the act for the ratuction of the. costs. and 
| apane of proceedings in admiralty; wisieh were 
| referred to the Committee:on the Judiciary... `>- 
| Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition ;of 
| citizens of Iowa, praying’ the establishment: ofa 
| mail route from Mononato Decorali,in that State; 
which was referred to the Committeé on thé Post, 
Office and Post Roads. ‘ $ eee 
Also, the petition of John D. Jennings and oth- 
eis, praying that a contract. may be made with 
| Ambrose W . Thompson for transporting the mails 
i from the United States to the western coastof Ire- 
land; which was referred to the Committee ou Na- 


ij val Affairs. 


Also, the memorial of Hosea B. Horn and John 
J. Selman, praying a grant of land at the junction 
ur- 

ief to emigrants overland; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting of citizens 
of Johnson county, Iowa, held at Iowa City, and 
of a Railroad convention held at. Fairfield, Jowa, 
in favor of donations of land to the Dubuque. and 
Keokuck, and the Davenport and Council Bluffs 
railroads; which were ordered to be laid on the 
table. i 

Also, the memorial of the Legislature of Iowa, 
for a grant of land from Burlington to Fort Des 
Moines, with a branch to Keosauqua, in Van Bu- 


Scott, praying a pension for twenty-eight years’ 
service in the Navy as officers’ cook; which was ; 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. i! 
Mr. ATCHISON presented the petition of; 
Matthew Rippey, praying that a patent may be |! 
granted to Conrad Wheat, junior, or his legal rep- || 
resentative, for six hundred and forty acres of land 
according to the plot of survey under the New 
Madrid location certificate of said Wheat; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lends. 
Mr. SHIELDS presented eleven petitions of 
citizens of Indiana and Illinois, praying the estab- 
lishment ofa mail route from Maysville, lUinois, 
to New Harmony, Indiana; hich were referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. ` 
Also, a petition of citizens of Ilinois, remon- 
strating against an extension of the patent granted | 
to Cyrus H. McCormick for a reaping machine; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. i! 
Also, the petition of the heirs of the late Cap- i 
tain William G@. Williams, of the Corps of Topo- | 
graphical Engineers, for a settlement of his ac- ii 
counts at the Treasury upon equitable and justi 
principles; which was referred to the Committee | 
of Claims. L 
Also, the memorial of E, Backus and others, 
officers of the army in New Mexico, praying that |; 
the officers and enlisted men stationed in that Ter- |; 
ritory may be placed on the same footing, as to || 
with those stationed in California and Oregon; |! 
h was referred to the Committee on Military | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. HUNTER presented a petition of news- 


| 
i 
ji 


s referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


Mr. GWIN presented the petition of Thomas |i 


W. Lane, for payment of certain drafts drawn 
and accepted by Government agents, for transport- 
ation and subsistence furnished the Indian Com- ; 
mission in California; which was referred to the: 


Committee on Indian Affairs. * 


Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of J. A. 
Vann, an assistant marshal for taking the Seventh į 
Census in North Carolina, praying additional com- 


ensation; which was referred to the Committee 


of Claims. : Y D ; 
Mr. JAMES presented a petition of citizens of | 
the United States, remonstrating against the fur- 


mitlee on Pateuts and the Patent Office. 
Also, a petition of citizens of Perry county, ba- 
e Territory 


' extinguished; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Territories. ; ; 
Mr. CASS presented two memorials of mer- 
ship-owners, underwriters, and 


i 
i 
i 
l 


= worth for a pla 


ren county; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition of citizens 
of Carrollton, Ohio, praying that the public lands 
may be sold only to actual settlers, and in limited 
quantities; which was referred to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Henderson county, 
Ilinois, praying a grant of a section of land to 
every citizen of the United States upon becoming 
an actual setiler; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Kirkland, Ohio; 
a petition of citizens of Worcester, vew York: 
and two petitions of citizens of Westford, New 
York, praying that the public lands may be grant- 
ed, in limited quantities, to actual settlers only: 
which were referred to the Committee on Public 

Mr. FELCH presented a petition of citizens of 
Wisconsin, praying a grant of land to the State 
of Michigan for the construction of the Oakland 
and Ottawa railroad; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. f 

Mr. SOULE presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Louisiana, in favor of the establishment 
of a post office at the village of New Road, in the 
parish of Point Coupée; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and 


Lands. ' 


re 
Ny 


owner r 
delphia, praying that further aid may be extended 


praying t 
which was r 
Lands. i 
Also, a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
at the introduction of convicts, felons, 
he United States may be pro- 
referred to the Com- 


| praying th 
‘and paupers into t 
hibited by law; which was 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

sented a petition of citizens 
of Bibb county, Georgia, remonstrating against an 
extension of the patent granted to W. W. Wood- 
ning machine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. SINHELDS, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the petition and papers of Colonel James 
R. Creeey, on the files of the Senate, be referred. to the 
Committee on Military Afiairs. 

On moton by Mr. CHASE, it was . 
‘Ordered, ‘hat the petition and papers of Gideon W alker, 
|| onthe files of the Senate, be referred to. the Committee o 
i Claims. 


Mr. DAWSON pre 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


o 
March 3, 


On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the petition of Henry R. Schoolcraft, on 
the files.of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on in- 
dian Affairs. : i : 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of merchants, ship-masters, 
and others, of Kennebunk, Maine, praying an appropriation 
to. complete: the stone pier at the entrance of Kennebunk 
river, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


On motion by Mr. BORLAND, it was 
> Ordered, That the petition of Thomas J. B. Johnson, on 
the files of the: Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of the 
sureties of Daniel Winslow, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for their relief; which was 
read and ‘passed to the second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Me also, from. the same committee, to which 
was. referred the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the relief of William Greer, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill to regu- 
late the terms of the district court of the United 
States for the district of Iowa, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred the bill granting 
to the State of Wisconsin the right of way and a 
donation of the public land, for the purpose of 
locating and constructing a railroad from Fond du | 
Lac to Janesville, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 3 

Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to which was referred the |} 
petition of Bancroft Woodcock, praying for an 
extension of patent for improvement in ploughs, || 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read and passed to the second |; 
reading. Théreport was ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of |! 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of 
Tobias Purrington, submitted an adverse report. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the memorial of cit- 
izens of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, and the 
memorial of the inhabitants of St. Lawrence 
county, New York, on the subject of a ship-canal 
around the Falls of the Sault Ste. Marie, asked to 
be discharged from the further consideration 
thereof; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to which was referred the memo- 
tial of Preston Staritt and others, asked to be dis- 
charged fram the further consideration thereof; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to which was referred the 
petition of Cyrus H. McCormick, praying an 
extension of his patent, reported a bill for his 
relief; which was read and passed to the second 
reading, 


PASSENGERS IN MERCHANT VESSELS. 
‘ 


Mr. DAVIS. Iam directed by the Committee |; 
on Commerce to report a bill to amend an act |; 
entitled “An act to regulate the carriage of pas- 
sengers in merchant vessels,” approved February 
22, 1847; and also, to amend an act entitled “An | 
act to provide for the ventilation of passenger ves- | 
sels,” approved March 17, 1848. | 

Mr. D. I will ask the indulgence of the Senate |! 
to take up that bill now. 

The bill was read, and ordered to a second |! 
reading. j 

Mr. DAVIS. It is rather important, if this | 
bill is passed at all, that it should be passed speed- | 


| United States held in the several States where such 


i a third reading. # 


| act of Congress approved 3d March, 1851, “to 


|i and obtained leave to introduce a bill to provide 


| gers in merchant vessels; which was read a first 


j agreeably to previous notice, asked and obtained 


ily. I will state the object of it, and the Senate 
will see the propriety of the motion to take it up. 
The acts relating to passengers, which are re- 
ferred to in this bill, and of which this bill is an 
amendment, provide for certain penalties in case 
of the violation of their provisions, and these pen- 
alties are made a lien upon the vessel. ‘The courts 
in New York have fallen into some doubt and dif- 
ficulty in regard to enforcing the provisions of the 
last named act by the lien. The object of this act 
is simply to provide that the lien shall attach to |! 
the vessels in all cases; and the reason why I wish || 
it acted upon now, is this: the principal usefulness 
of the act is its application to foreign vessels, and || 


i 
H 
H 
TE 
i 
H 


| peared that the amendment consisted of the reduc- 


| by Mr. Cirmens on the 24th ultimo, was, on his 


if its application is not immediate, and the for- 


eign vessel. leaves. the port of this country, the 
lien becomes of no utility whatever. 
which Lpow propose to the consideration of the 
Senate, ®tovides that the lien shall attach immedi- 
ately to the vessel, and that the party may relieve 
himself from that lien by giving a bond to secure 
the execution and the judgment, if one be ren- 
dered against him: . eos, 

The provisions of this bill are-all quite necessa- 
ry and important, and are placed on as favorable 
a foundation for the parties as they can well be. 
There is now considerable complaint in New York 
that foreign vessels violate these laws, and escape 
their penalties because the lien does not attach to 
the vessels, thus giving them an opportunity to go 
away and escape the penalty. `. 

The bill was then read a second time. It con- 
sists of two sections, the first of which provides 
that the first section of the act to regulate the car- 
riage of passengers on board of merchant vessels, 
approved February 22d, and the eighth section of | 
the act of March 17, 1848, be so amended as to 
provide that when any master of a vessel shall 
violate the provisions of these sections by taking 
on board their vesselsa greater number of passen- 
gers than the proportion specified in said section 
admit, the master of such vessel shall pay the sum 
of $50 for each passenger so taken; the penalty to 
be recovered and distributed in like manner as is 
provided by the act to regulate the duties on ton- 
nage; and that every such master violating the sec- 
tions as aforesaid, shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor; and, upon conviction, may be impris- 
oned for any period not exceeding one year. 

The second section provides that the penalties 
thus imposed shall be hens upon such vessels, and 
they may be libeled in the district courts of the 


vessels may arrive; but that such vessel may be 
discharged from such lien by security being given 
for the payment of any judgment thus obtained. 

Th&e being no amendment, the bill was reported 
to the Senate, and was ordered to be engrossed for 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. GWIN gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill to authorize the payment 
by the Surveyor General of California for the sur- 
veys which may be executed of any claims which 
have been or may be presented to the Board of 
Land Commissioners for adjudication under the 


ascertain and settle the private land claims in the 
State of California.” 

Mr. MORTON gave notice of his intention to | 
ask leave to introduce a bill granting the right of 
way to “the Pensacola and Navy-Yard Plank 
Road Company” through the public lands. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SEWARD, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of James McGregor; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. t 


He also, agreeably to previous notice, asked 
for the safety and the health of emigrant passen- 


and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
-Mr. ATCHISON, (on behalf of Mr. Brreut,) 


leave to bring in a bill explanatory of an act enti- 
tled ‘“ An act in addition to an act therein men- 
tioned,” passed May 9, 1851; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. | 

i 


SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. . 
The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- | 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill to | 


provide for the appointment of a Superintendent of | 
‘Indian Affairs in California, and it concurred || 
therein. 


From explanations made by Senators, it ap- | 


tion of the salary from $5,000 to $4,000. Subse- 

quently the bil was received from the House, 

with the signature of the Speaker, and it was 
signed by the President of the Senate. 
CHARLES G. HUNTER. 

The follewing resolution, which was submitted 


The biil |} 


| urge. 
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| 
| 
| 
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| 
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Resolved, That the Committee.on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of refunding to 
Charles G. Hunter the amount of losses sustained by him 
while commanding the steamer “Scourge” and the 
schooner “ Taney,” for supplies, for which the proper 


voughers were not taken. 
ey sssienapiurry OF LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. BADGER and Mr. HUNTER expressed 
the-hope that the Senate would. take up the bill 
making land warrants assignable, in order that 
the amendment from the House of Representatives 
might be disposed of. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope that bill will not 
now be taken up. There are serious objections 
in my mind to its being taken up. In the first 
place, the Senator from Maryland [Mr, Prarr] 
desires. to speak upon the bill, as it has been 
amended by the House of Representatives, and 
he is not here. In the second place, I have ob- 


| jections to it, because if we are to have a grant of 


land given to us to make a railroad in Iowa, we 


l do not want the land located by land-warrant 
| speculators, 
it held back for that. purpose, otherwise the grant 
' will avail but little; but if these warrants are as- 
| signed, the assignees will immediately locatethem 


We desire that these lands shall be 


on the intended route. I trust that, for that rea- 
son, also, this bill will not now be taken up. 

Sir, there is still another reason which I would 
My colleague [Mr. Donee] is prepared to 
proceed with his remarks on the Iowa land bill, 
on which he has the floor. The consideration of 
that bill is the unfinished business, and I trust it 
will not be laid aside for this or any other meas- 
ure. 
| Mr. BADGER. The reasons assigned by the 
Senator from Iowa, show the manifest propriety 
of taking up this bill. If I understand him, he is 
| opposed to this bill altogether. 

rJONES. [ did not say so, nor did I mean 
to be so understood. 

Mr. BADGER. Then what possible influence 
can it have upon the particular bill of which he 
has charge, whether this bill is taken up and dis- 
posed of this week or next? Sir, it is almost un- 
exampled, that a bill, which has come from the 
House of Representatives with an amendment, 
and been referred to a committee, and been re- 
ported back by that committee, should be allowed 

y the Senate to lie over so long, without its action 
either in concurring in the amendment of the 
House, or in rejecting it. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I do not wish to inter- 
| rupt the Senator from North Carolina; but I hope 
my colleague will give way, and permit this bill to 
be taken up. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. This bill has been returned 
| from the House of Representatives with an amend- 
; ment. This amendment was referred to the Sen- 
f ate committee, and that committee have reported 
| it back, recommending that the amendment be not 
; concurred in. : 
| Mr. BADGER. I have no objection to any 

particular form of taking the question; but I am so 
anxious to get rid of the matter that I will move 
that the Senate concur in the amendment of the 
House. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on agree- 
ing or disagreeing with the amendment. If the 
Senate determine not to agree to the amendment, 
then the bill goes back to the House. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I ask for the reading of 
the House amendment. 2 

The amendment was accordingly read. It pro- 
posed to strike out all after the first section of the 
bill, and insert a provision that warrants, which 
have been, or may hereafter be, issued in pursuance 
of the act of 1850, may be located upon any lands 
of the United States, subject to private entry at the 
time of such location, at the minimum price; pro- 
vided, that when said warrants shall be located 
upon lands which are subject to entry at a greater 
| minimum than $1 25 per acre, the locator of the 
land warrants shall pay to the United States in 
cash the difference between the value of such war- 
rants at $1 25 per acre, and the tract of land lo- 
cated on. ; 

Mr. WALKER. [I believe that the Committee 
on Public Lands recommend that the Senate dis- 
agree with the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The PRESIDENT. That is the recommenda- 
tion of the committee. 


motion, taken up and agreed to: 


Mr. BADGER. Out of deference to the com- 
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mittee who made that recommendation, as I 
understand by my friend from lowa that that 
recommendation was unanimous, | will withdraw 
my motion to agree to the House amendment; and 
i that may lead to the appointment of a committee 
of conference. ` ad - j 

The PRESIDENT. The question is, will the 
Senate agree to the amendment. of the House of 
Representatives ? : $ 

Mr. HUNTER. I think there would be some 
danger, were the Senate to agree to that amend- 
ment. J understand thatthe Committee on Public 
Lands are unanimous. They think. that some of 
the changes made in the House would lead to se- | 
rious consequences. 

Mr. BADGER. 

_the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall disagree with 
the amendment, and leave the bill as we sent it to 
the House. I think it is a safer bill as we sent it 
to the House than it is in its present shape. 

Mr. BORLAND. I am sorry that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands is not here 
to present to the Senate the views of the commit- 
tee; but I can state that the committee were unan- 
imous in disagreeing to the amendment of the | 
House, and in insisting on the bill as it passed the 
Senate. I do not feel prepared to go fully into the 
subject, and for that reason I should be unwilling 
to see a vote taken on this amendment without 
some explanation of the matter, so that the Senate 
may clearly understand it, : 

Mr. BADGER. Weallunderstandit. Letus 
take the vote upon it. 

Mr. BORLAND. If I thought so I would be 
willing—— 

Mr. BADGER. The question has been dis- 

-cussed here for years. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then all I have to say is, 
that there are good reasons with which I will not 
now occupy the attention of the Senate, that would 
satisfy the Senate fully, not only as to the pro- 
priety of the bill as we passed it, butas to the 
great impropriety and impolicy of the amendment 
proposed by the House, particularly to that part 
of it which extends the operation of the bill and 

“ gives greater facilities for the location of these land 
warrants. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to hear that part of the 
bill read which the House has retained. 

The PRESIDENT. The House has retained 
the first section only. 

The provision was read accordingly. 

Mr. CASS. That I understand is the section 
which was passed by the Senate. I should like 
now to hear what change is proposed to be made 
in the bill. | 

The PRESIDENT. The change proposed is 
to strike out all the other sections of the bill as it 

assed the Senate, and substitute provisions which 
have been adopted by the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. CASS. It is said that the House of Rep- 
resentatives have made material changes in the bill 
in regard to the location of the land warrants. | 

Mr. BADGER. The House of Representatives 
proposes to strike out everything except the first 
section, and then to add provisos. 

Mr. CASS. Well, let the provisos be read. 

They were read accordingly. 

The bill as amended by the House of Repre- 
sentatives is as follows: 

t Be it enacted, ¥c., Thatall warrants for military bounty 
land, which have been or may hereafter be issued under 
any law of the United States, and all valid locations of the į 
sume, which have been, or may hereafter be made, are 
hereby declared to be assignable, by deed or instrument of 


writing, made and executed after the taking effect of this 
act, according to such form, and pursuant to such regula- 
tions as may be preseribed by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, so as to vest the assignee with all the 
rights of the original owners of the warrant or location : 
Provided, That any person entitled to preémption right to 
any land, shall be entitled to use any such land warrant in 
payment of the same, at the rate of $1 25 per acre, for the 
quantity of land therein specified: Provided, That the war- : 
rants which have been, or may hereafter be issued, in pur- | 
suance of said act or of this act, may be located upon any | 
Jands of the United States subject to private entry at the 
time of such location, atthe minimum price : Provided fur- 
ther, That when said warrants shall be located upon lands 
which are subject to entry at a greater minimum than SL 25 
per acre, the locators of said warrants shall pay to the 
United States, in cash, the difference between the value of 
such warrants at $1 25 per acre, and the tract of land loca- 
ted on.” 
Mr. BRODHEAD. 

those sections which the 


propose to strike out, 


Then I move to disagree with 


I ask for the reading of | 
House of Representatives | 


-The PRESIDENT. Those portions of the:bill | 
wili be read. f f i 
Mr. HUNTER. L think I can explain the dif- | 
ference satisfactorily to the Senator from Pennsyl-. 
vania without the necessity of again reading those 
portions of the bill. The great difference between 
-the sections of the bill as it went from the Senate, ! 
and the provisions which the House of Represent- 
atives propose to substitute is this: The House 
proposes to allow bounty land warrants to be lo- 
cated on any lands hereafter to be exposed for 
sale. There was a provision in the civil and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill of the last year provid- 
ing that these warrants should only be located on 
those lands’ which were then exposed for sale. | 
The result would be that we should derive no rev- 
enue, for a considerable time at least, from the 
public lands. If we adhere to the bili as we sent 
it to the House of. Representatives, we mayzstill 
derive a revenue from the lands brought into mar- 
ket after the passage of the act. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I am very sorry that the 
chairman of the committee which reported this bill 
is not present to explain it, asit was originally re- 
ported. IfI understand the matter correctly, it is 
a bill which passed the Senate originally with a 
provision, in addition to making the land warrants 
assignable, to pay the registers and receivers at 
the land offices. I had something to do, being on 
the Committee on Public Lands, with the prepar- 
ation of the original bill. It passed the Senate 
and went to the House, and the House has struck 
out all that relates to the compensation of the re- 
gisters and receivers, and sent the bill back, sim- į 
ply providing for the assignability of land war- 
rants, with some other small amendments. 

Now, for one, E shall oppose the passage of 
any bill of that kind until the House consents to 


make some provision ‘for those officers who are 
now performing their duties without any compen- 
sation. I am actually astonished, that gentlemen | 
of the opposite party, as I saw them do in the 
House, should blindly and inconsiderately vote 
against making any provision for the men who are 
now in office, receiving no compensation what- 
ever. 

This is a subject that I understand, having been 
at one time at the head of the Land Office, and be- 
ing also a representative of a Western State; and 
I know these officers cannot perform their duty 
without compensation. Sir, in my own State 
there is not a man in any of these land offices 
who is receiving anything more than a mere nom- 
inal compensation. All the lands are now entered 
by land warrants, and the law has allowed them 
no compensation, or what is only a mere nominal 
one, for that duty, and yet the labor is fourfold, 
even more than fourfold, what it is when the en- 
try is made by a cash payment, i 

This matter was all well considered by the com- 
mittee in regard to the original bill, and our inten- 
tion was that we would make this carry through 
the other bill. I am satisfied from what I see, 
that unless we hold on here to the original bill, 
we shall never get any provision made for the men 
who are now performing duty as land officers. I 
cannot go into the history of the legislation upon 
this subject; it would take too long a time to do so; 
but I call on any Senator from a Western State to 
say whether these men can live as officers without 
receiving further compensation. There are gen- 
tlemen here who have been officers themselves, 
and they will sustain me in what I have stated, | 
It is very singular that we must fight for those 
very men who have been put in by the Adminis- | 
tration, and fight against the friends of the Admin- 
istration to get a compensation for them, not in} 
this body, but in the House of Representatives. Ii 
have been astonished to see the contest there. I 
shall oppose the passage of this bill in any shape, 
unless it provides a compensation for the officers 
which I have named. ` 


Mr. BORLAND. I am sorry to be under the | 


necessity of speaking upon this subject, and I am | 
sorry that the chairman of the committee is not | 
present; but I think I represent the committee | 
fairly when I say that the amendment ef the! 
House strikes out the best features of the bill, as: 
it passed the Senate, and it adds another which | 
makes it very objectionable. They struck out! 
that portion of the bill spoken of by the honorable | 
Senator from Illinois, thereby refusing additional 
compensation to the land officers, and refusing it ; 
too at the very same time that they deprive them, | 


by-the terms of the bill itself, of the compensation. . 
to which they: were entitled by. the law:which ex- 
isted when they went into. office. They are by 
law entitled to a specific salary, and in addition- 


to that, to a percentage upon the money which 


they receive, : : 
This bill, by making the land: warrants receiv- 
able for laud, of course deprives them of the per- 
centage they would receiye upon cash recéipts; 
and at the same time, as the Senator from Hlinois 
remarked, making their labor. fourfold, or more 
than fourfold, greater than before. I think we 
have no right to pass this bill making land war- ° 
rants assignable, or giving land warrants at all-for ' 
military services, without at the same time pro- 
viding for these officers in some other way the 
amount of compensation they would be entitled 
to but for the passage of this bill. Under laws 
long existing, these officers have gone into office, 
and were entitled to receive a certain compensa- 
tion for their services. We now go to work and 
legislate them out of the compensation to which 
they were lawfully entitled. it seems to me that 
that sense of justice which every Senator must en- 
tertain, would compel us to make this. provision 
for them, and allow them a fair compensation for 
their labor. 

Sir, this amendment is objectionable in: another 
respect, for it deprives a large number of merito- 
rious individuals of a provision of bounty, lands, 
who`have claims equally meritorious as thors we 
have provided for, The object of the bill, as it 
passed the Senate, is to put all persons on the 
same footing who have rendered military service 
to the country. Itwas not to discriminate, butto 
place all who were equally meritorious upon the 
same footing. The amendment, as it comes from 
the House, strikes out this provision of the bill, 
and discriminates offensively and injuriously. 

But I said that the amendment not only. struck 
out portions of the bill which were themselves 
meritorious, but added a feature which is serious! 
objectionable. The first section of the bill, as it 
parsed the Senate, permitted the land. warrants to 

e located upon any land in market, and subject 
to entry at private sale, with proper restrictions: 
The House has so amended it that they throw 
open the whole body of the public lands, not only 
that which we have now, but that which we may 
have hereafter; and subjects the whole to the oper- 
ation of these land warrants. The effect of it 
must be, as any one can see, to induce speculators 
to monopolize the land warrants and hoard them 
up, or concentrate them on large tracts of land 
which are not now in the market, and not only 
deprive the Government, in this way of all rev- 
enue to be derived from the public lands—which 
seems to be a consideration with those who look 
to the public lands as a source of revenue——but 
seriously injure those who have. located insthe 
country, by preventing the settlement of the coun- 
try and the opening of it to improvement, and’ con- 
sequently preventing an increase in the value of 
the lands. 

I am sorry that I had not expected to be called 
on to explain this subject, in order that I might 
have prepared myself to present the views which 
were given in the committee in a proper manner to 
the Senate. ‘I'hese are the reasons which oper- 
ated upon the committee in objecting to the amend- 
ment of the House, and recommending that we 
should insist upon the bill as it passed the Senate. 
I think the proper course will be to insist upon 
the bill as we passed it, and let it go back to the 
House, and a committee of conference be appointed 
to adjust the difference between us. 

Mr. DAVIS. In my opinion, the most expe- 
dient course for the Senate to pursue is to agree 
to the amendment proposed by the House. My 


| reasons for suggesting this as the more appropriate 


course, are founded principally upon the fact that 
a large number of the persons who were benefited 
by the act of 1850, were by that act denied the 
privilege of using and disposing of the benefit 
which is conferred upon them, according to their 
own judgment. They are insulted, I may say, 
with a provision in that bill, denying to them the 
right of transferring this property according to 
their own judgment and discretion. It is that 
offensive feature of the bill which we set out to re- 
move when we began to legislate upon this subjects 
and by that portion of the bill which is now left, 
it is removed, and therefore it is that 1 would vote 
to concur in the amendment of the House, 1n order 
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ta Obtain that object which I consider of so much 

importance to these individuals. 
l Whatis the objection toit? Itis said that many 
and valable provisions which were inserted in 
the bill which passed the Senate, have been struck 
out by the House of Representatives. I- know 
very well that provisions have been. struck out of 
which I most heartily and cordially approve; and 
among others, those which were referred to by the 
Senator from Ilinois, [Mr Surerps.] {am quite 


willing. that the officers to whom he referred should i; 


have a suitable compensation for their services; 
but I put itto my friend as a man of honor, and 
as a man who loves to extend justice to all who 
are entitled to it, whether it is right to endanger 


ferred, in order to compel the House of Represent- 
atives to do justice to another set of individuals? 
I think itis a principle which the honorable Sen- 
ator will not, upon reflection, attempt te enforce. 
He withholds a measure of justice which is emi- 


nently required and demanded by the individuals | 


for whom the provision is made, and he withholds 
it to obtain another object which he has in view. 
I think that course cannot be justified. While I 


approve the provisions to which the honorable | 


Senator has referred with regard to the larid ofi- 
ces, and desire that they should be adopted, I also 
desire that certain other provisions contained in 
that bill, which were struck out by the House, 


should become a law; and I understand that the | 


Hause of Representatives have the subject now 
before them in an independent bill, having sepa- 
rated it from this, because there were matters of 
controversy contained in the provisions which they 
struck out. They have now introduced them in 
a separate bill, as I understand, and propose to 
net upon it whenever they have time and an op- 
portunity to do it. They have separated the sub- 
jecta so as to give dispatch to business, and in my 
opinion, it was just and proper to do so if there 
was a controversy that was likely to create delay 
in the passage of this bill, 

The honorable Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hon- 
Ter] says, there is an addtional clause in the 
amendment of the House, by which the privilege 
of location is extended to other lands than those 
which were indicated by the original bill, to any 


lands which are surveyed and brought into market, |: 


not only those which are sold at the minimum 
price, but those brought in ata larger price. I 
see no injustice in that, no objectionable principle 
or feature in it. If you intend to give to the old 
soldiers of the war of 1812 a douceur which shall 
be acceptable to them, why not give it to them in 
the form which is usual; why not give them an 
opportunity to locate upon any lands which are 
in market, not only those which are in the market 
at the day the bill passes, but those which shall be 
brought in hereafter? What objection can there 
he to that? So far as T am concerned, the bill is 
very acceptable to me as it is. 

‘Vhe Senator says the revenue will be irapaired 
by the operation of this amendment. It may be 
so; buteven if it is so, I do not think that it is any 
objection to it. Fean see no impropriety in it. 


But E do not understand how the revenue ts to be | 


impaired by it. They can take up the Jand as- 
signed by the warrants, and no more. Of what 
consequence is it in what part of the country they 


take it, or whether they take it from land in the | 


market at the time the bill is passed, or from that 
which shall came into the market afterwards. 1] 
hope all the friends of the old soldiers, provided for 


by those bills, will vote to agree to the amendment | 


of the House, and let the bill become a law. 

Mr. WALKER. 
House of Representatives is about all that is ne- 
cessary to make this preéminently a scheme for 
speculation. f thought it was bad enough when 
the bill passed the Senate, but it is wonderfully 
improved by the House of Representativ As 
the bill passed the Senate, the preémptor, the man 


S. 


entitled to'a preimption right, had the privilege of | 


purchasing the land to which he had the preémp- 
tion, with these land warrants. But as it comes 
vack from the House of Representatives, he is cut 
off from that privilege, while the new surveys and 
new purchases are thrown completely open to him 
who holds the land warrants, for speculation. This 
is the way ìt operates. Between the time of the 
proclamation of the President for the public sales 
of the lands, and the time of the sales, the settlers 
on the lands preémpted will be unable to come for- 


-i would be permitted b 


lthink theamendmentof the : 


4 


| with a land warrant.. But the House strikes out 
i! that provision, and for what? To throw open all 
i the land subject to pee to the land war- 
| yant speculators. But atthe time the preémpior 
i wants to pay for his preémption, it is not open to 
i| sale, and therefore it. strikes down his privilege 
ji just at the only instant at which he could avail 
‘himself of it. Soit will be seen that this bill would 
seem to have been framed, if not with the express 
design, yet with the inevitable tendency to benefit 


i the speculators and not the settlers. The result i 
|i would be just this. It will be seen that as the new |. í 
tracts of country become subject to private entry, || large a number of acres as has been computed, 


the ‘rights of the individuals to whom I have re- |) when new Indian purchases are made and new |: 


surveys take place and the lands become subjec 
o private entry, these land warrants will be im- 
mensely valuable. It will be the policv of the 
speculators in Wall street to hoard up the war- 
ii rants, in anticipation of the new lands coming into 
! market. 
i go to theold refuse lands, but will wait till the new 
ii purchases and the new surveys are made, and then 
‘| locate their warrants in the best part of the coun 


i Mr. SHIELDS. In addition to what has been 
i: said by my friend from Wisconsin, I will say, 


j assignees, who have now a great advantage in 
|| getting warrants at a large discount, will be able 
|| to enter these warrants without giving any com- 
| pensation to the officer. a 

| Now, sir, the bill, as it originally passed the 
|| Senate, establishes this principle: thatthe assignee, 
|| when he makes an entry, shall pay exactly the 
|| same amount as if the entry was made for cash. 
i| Itis not to be paid out of the Treasury, but by 
il the assignee or owner who makes the entry. 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts says 
that he wishes that question to come up for con- 
| sideration by itself, in a separate bill. Such a 
| proposition has been before the Senate for three or 
u 


i 


which we have of passing it is, to connect it with 
į this bill. Jt ought to have been passed with the 
original bill. Sir, when this bill becomes a law, 
| all the lands throughout the country will be en- 
| terel with these warrants, and not taken up for 
| cash. 


can procure warrants ata less price which will 
answer the same purpose. And how are these 
land officers to live? They get no percentage. 
You have changed the currency, so far as the pub- 
ilic Jands are concerned, from cash to these Jand 
‘| warrants, and you do not provide the same com- 
pensation which you gave to your officers when 
the entries were made with cash. 
an oversight from the commencement. 


i 
| 
i 
| 
1 
i 


| 
l 
| 
| 
| 


i 
ji 
ji 
f 
l: 
|; 

made provision for these men. 


them, and we shall only be augmenting that ne- 
| glect if we pass this amendment. As the bill was 


i 
i 
j 
i 


{these land warrants to pay the same for making 


i; tered their land with cash. If you pass this bill 
i as it is now, you enable parties to speculate with 
‘these warrants, and to make an entry without 


There they will be held. They willnot i 


an entry as they would have done if they had en- | 


ward and provë their preémption right. They |; 
y our bill to pay for theland |! 
i, the locators of bounty lands can only locate them 
:, on lands subject to private entry at the time of the 
i: passage of this proviso. 
:: ment of the House, bounty lands may be located 


So that if the amendment which the House of 
Representatives have sent to us be not adopted, 


If we adopt the amend- 


and I will confine myself to one point, that these | 


four sessions, and has failed; and the only hope i: 


No man will enter land with cash when he i 


This has been | 
€ When we | 
i commenced this species of legislation we ought, | 
H with something like provident foresight, to have | 
f We neglected 


| on any lands which maybe hereafter broughtinto 
; market. Ihave heard, as the Senator from Wis- 
consin has suggested, that a large amount of these 


| land warrants are being held back in the hands of 


i companies and individuals. If we adopt the 
-amendment of the House, we may all see to what 
‘it would lead. If the bounty land bill is to re- 
quire, for the satisfaction of land warrants, as 


‘this amendment of the House, if passed into a 
_ law, would lead to this result—that we should get 
nothing into the public Treasury from the public 
lands for years to come. I think, therefore, that 
it would he safer (for I do not wish to consume 
time upon this question) to adopt the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Public Lands, 
and disagree to the amendment of the House. 
They doubtless will insist, and we shall have a 
committee of conference, who will regulate this 


‘| matter and present us some proposition on which 


we can vote. Without further loss of time, I 
hope it will be the pleasure of the Senate to disa- 


; gree with the amendments of the House, and then 


we may have a committee of conference, 

Mr, BORLAND. | desire simply to call the 
attention of the Senate to this one point: The act 
of 1850 was passed for the purpose of giving land 
to various individuals who were considered equally 
meritorious with those te whom lands were given 
i for service in Mexico. We neglected at that time 
ii (for it seems to have been an oversight in our 
i| legislation) to put them upon the same footing, by 
i| making their land warrants assignable, as those to 
|i whom land warrants were granted for service in 
| Mexico. The object of the bill now before the 
|. Senate is to put those to whom we gave bounty 
; lands in 1850, on an equality in all respects, as far 
į! as possible, with those to whom we gave bounty 
ji land for service in Mexico. The bill, as passed 
| by the Senate and sent to the House, accomplished 
| that object. The amendment of the House changes 
; that feature of the bill, and makes a discrimina- 
i tion against those who have heretofore received 
‘land bounties for services in Mexico and else- 
‘where, and who have located them, and gives 

greater advantages and confers greater value on 
: such warrants issued under the act of September 
28th, 1850, as have not yet been located. It 
i opens a much wider field and much better land 
: for the Jocation of these warrants. For one, 1 pro- 
test against making the discrimination against giv- 
‘ling this increased compensation to persons who 
= may now hold land warrants in their hands who 
= may have purchased them for speculation, or who 
: may hereafter do so. It is discriminating against 
those for whose benefit the law was originally 
passed. 

Mr. GEYER. IfI understand the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, he is of opinion that 
the provisions of this bill stricken out by the House 
ought to pass at some time and in some form; but 


i: he desires that we shall concur in the amendment, 


originally framed, it compelled the assignees of |: 


paying anything. You compel your officers to ` 


work for the speculator, without giving them a/ 


i, And if the Government appoint officers, and then 


ii doing it throughout the country—will Senators 
: tell me that it shall be continued ? 


Mr. HUNTER. 


; and the House amendment. 
to which I referred in the civil and diplomatic bill 
| of 1851: 


i) granted under the act of 28th of September, 1850, enit 
i ©An act granting bounty lauds to cert 
i; diers who have been engaged in the mi 
i United Stat or by virtue cf any ot 
il heretofore pas anting land bounti 
vices, shall be sai 
ore brought into market, and now subicct to entry at pri- 
Vate sale under existing laws.” 


y service of the 
act of Congre 
for military 


er- 


Provided, That no land bounty for military services | 
aij 
n officers and sol- i 


single cent for the performance of their Jabor. : 


|, starve them while in office—and I know they are. 


A single word of explanation , 
‘in relation to the difference between the law as it: 
would stand without the amendment of the House | 
Here is the proviso i; 


ed out of any public land not hereto- | 


under the expectation that the House will at some 

‘time pass a bill that will cover all those provisions. 
To my mind it appears better, while we are upon 
the subject of these land warrants, to pass all the 
provisions that can pass both Houses, and to in- 

. corporate them in one bill, If we disagree to the 
amendment of the House, there will, in all proba- 
bility, be a committee of conference, and we shal! 
then ascertain what can be done upon the whole 
subject of military bounty lands, and do all that 
we can do in a single bill, 

There are some objections, which have not been 
“mentioned by honorable Senators, to the amend- 
ment made by the [House to the first section of the 
bill. F suggested the other day the propriety of 
making an additional provision in the bills grant- 
ing land to the States to aid in the construction of 
railroads, requiring that the reserved lands should 

he putup at public sale. J stated then my reasons 

for that opinion. I believe that most of those 
; lands will sell fore greatly augmented price beyond 
‘the minimum fixed by the bilis. When those 
bills, if any of them, shall pass, provision can be 
made by which the lands reserved shall be exposed 
to public sale, and by which entries shal] not be 
wade until after the jands shall have been so ex- 
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gone to a company for the construction of a rail- 
road, at $10 -per acre. - The reserved sections, of 
course, would bring the same price as the granted 
sections. The way to get at the full value, then, 
would be to offer the reserved lands at public sale. 
That would show whether or not there was an in- 
creased value given to the lands. If there is, it is 
just as proper for the Government to enter into 
competition, as for a State to do so. So it was in | 


the commencement; and I think the suggestion of |i 


my honorable friend from Missouri is the precise | 
suggestion that should be made. I would insert, 
in every one of these bills, provisions that the 
reserved lands should not be offered, except at 
publie sale. Then the United States would geta 
fair price for the reserved lands. You ought not | 
to allow any locator, or an 
session before the land has been offered for sale. 
You would then keep the advantage of it to your- | 
selves. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. However desirable it | 
may be to make such a provision, 1 doubt the | 


policy of introducing it into this bill; and if it |] 


should be introduced, it can, perhaps, only be done ! 
after the appointment of a committee of confer- , 


| 
i; letter from the Commissioner of the General Land 
y one else, to take pos- |] 

i 

H 


ii have not only stricken out portions of the bill 
which I think ought to be retained, but they have į 


J 


ji 
| pass now, as amended by 
| hope of doing 
confident the 


n the House, we lose all 
stice to these men; because I am 


if presented by itself. I hope, therefore, that the 


Mr. GEYER. I desire to correct a misappre- 
hension which seems to be entertained by the hon- | 
orable Senator from Kentucky, with reference to 


is possible that other Senators also may have mis- 
_understood me. Ido not propose to propose an 
amendment to this bill now, but to submit amend- 
: ments to the bills providing for grants of landgto | 
aid in the construction of railroads. 
served sections of those lands are not now subject 
to entry at all. When those bills shall come up, 
I wish to have an amendment made to offer the 
reserved sections at public sale. I think itis a 
provision that should be inserted in all bills grant- 
ing lands in aid of the construction of railroads; 
and I have prepared an amendment to one of the | 
bills of that sort under the consideration of the 
Senate, with the view to bring the question before 
: Senators. 


Mr. FELCH. I was not in my seat when this 


If we agree to the amendment of the House of i 
Representatives; if we agree to permit this bill to || 


ju 
t House of Representatives will not |: 
pass a bill to give them their usual compensation, || 


amendment of the House will not be concurred in. |! : 
‘much time. 


the remarks which I submitted. - Ido so because it /! 


ij to print these resolutions. 


discussion commenced. 1 have in my hand a 
Office on one point pertaining to this amendment, 
| and if desired, I will read it to the Senate. The 
House of Representatives, by their amendment, 


added a proviso about which the Commissioner of | 


tion to the Committee on Public Lands. 
proviso is: i 


ence by the two Houses. My object in rising is, į 
to say that the Committee on Public Lands, who | 
investigated this subject, came to the conclusion | 
that unless some provision was made for the pay- 
ment of the registers and receivers of the various 
land offices, as suggested by my friend from Ilinois, 
in this bill, perhaps it would te impossible to get a 
separate bill through during the present session; 
and when you are doubling the labors of these 
men, the question is, will you allow them some 
compensation for it? By bringing these lands into 
market by the land warrant system, you are ab- | 
stracting the commission which these officers | 
would receive upon the lands sold for cash. The 
proposition to compensate them is so reasonable 
to me—although I do not feel the sympathy which 
gentlemen representing the land States do upon 
the subject-—-that I cannot fail to say that I must 
imitate the conduct of the Senator from Virginia, | 
and insist upon the bill as we sent it to the House, | 
and reject the amendments of the House. I hope, | 
therefore, that, without consuming further time, 
unless some gentleman has any idea which he 
wishes to suggest, we shall take the vote immedi- 
ately, and insist on the bill as it passed the Senate. 
If it leads to a committee of conference, we may 
arrange the subject as best we can. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I concur very fully in the 
views taken by the Senator from Virginia, who has | 
stated that if this bill pass as it has been amended 
by the House of Representatives, all the lands, in- | 
cluding the reserved lands, will be taken up by 
land warrants. I am confident that thousands of | 
these land warrants have been held back expressly | 
for the passage of this bill, in order that they may | 
be located on lands from which they have been | 
heretofore excluded. i 
having been in these offices, that they have been ; 
compelled to employ additional clerical force to: 
douceur to the old soldiers. 
to do that; but when we are doing that, will we 


I am personally acquainted | 

with the land officers in my own State, and with 
I know, from : 
enable them to enter land warrants. The Senator | 


| 

! 
many in Ilinois and Missouri. 
from Massachusetts says we ought to give a 


permit the registers and receivers to sit up until | 


midnight, as I know they sometimes do, in the 


discharge of their duties—being unable to pay for | 


clerk hire—and not pay them the same compensa- | 
tion which they are paid for entering cash sales? 
Their compensation cannot in any case exceed 


$2,500 a year—no matter how many acres of land : 


Ae may sell—no matter how many millions of 
dollars they may takein. I hope that this act of 


| proviso, then, would be to exclude all others from 
li purchasing, This point is fully stated in the letter 


‘in the Appendix. 


I am perfectly willing | 


i ‘Phat the warrants which have been, or may hereafter j 
| be, issued in pursuance of said act, or of this act, may be | 


price.” 

Now this, as has beea justly remarked, throws 
| open for location the reserved lands along the line 
of railroad in Jilinois, and some other States 
| which could not otherwise be taken up by land war- 
| rants. Some objections to that point of the sub- 
e already been stated. Another objection 
| which has suggested itself to my mind is this: 


` acres all in one body. 
i adopted, will repeal that provision, and will enable 


| sixty acres to take itin forty acre lots. The effect 
(of this always is to withhold from sale for a long 


time these forty acre lots. It virtually divides up 
ithe public territory, By having such small par- 
' cels, no man will purchase them for a farm—no 
man will purchase them for settlement except the 
owner of an adjoining tract. The effect of the 


: to which Ihave referred, and if any Senator de- 
| sires to hear it, I will have it read. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the 
: amendment of the House of Representatives, and 
it was decided in the negative. 


i RAILROADS IN IOWA. 


bill granting the right of way and making a grant | 


iof land to the State of Iowa, in aid of the con- i; 


i struction of certain railroads in said State. 
» Mr. DODGE, of lowa, addressed ihe Senate | 


{in favor of the bill, and in opposition to the; 


hour of adjournment, when, without finishing, he | 
i yielded the floor, 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 3, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
i by the Rey. C. M. BUTLER. 


Prayer 


GRANT OF LANDS TO MISSOURI. 


located upon any lands of the United States, subject to pri- |; 
vate entry at the time of such jovation, at the minimum |i oe A ae, i 
li sented joint resolutions passed by the Legislature 


| of the State of New York, in regard to the compi- 
| lation and publication of the Compendium of the 


the General Land Office has made a communica- ;, 
That |; 


i the printing of those resolutions. 
has undergone investigation before the Committee 


I ask the unanimous consent 
| of the House to present certain resolutions passed 
| by the Legislature of Ohio. ‘They will not occupy 


E only desire to. have them: referred 
to the appropriate committee and printed. < 

There being no objection, . 

Mr. DISNEY presented the joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of Ohio, relative to the constrac- 
tion of a canal on the Indiana side of the Falls:of 
the Ohio river; which having been read, 

Mr. D. then moved that they be printed and 


Al the re- |! referred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
i wate 


Mr. MASON. 1 do not see any necessity for 
The subject 


on Roads and Canals, and a bill has been ordered 
to be reported, which the chairman of the com- 
mittee will report at the first convenient opportu- 
nity. It would be incurring unnecessary expense 
A number of resolu- 
tions of the same kind, containing the same views 


| —I was going to say, the same érroneous sugges- 
i ions—have been before the committee 
| see no reason för printing these, 


sand [can 


Mr, DISNEY. I am rather surprised ‘at the 
objection offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky; for it has been the universal usage of this 
House, out of courtesy and respect to the Legis- 
latures of the different States, to print all docu- 
ments emanating from them, and presented for our 
consideration. 

Mr. MASON. If that has been the usage, I 
will withdraw my objection. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Disney’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. : 


PUBLICATION OF THE CENSUS RETURNS. 
Mr. HASCALL, by unanimous consent, pre- 


Sixth and Seventh Censuses of the United States; 
which were read. ee 
Mr. H. moved that the resolutions be referred 


i to a select committee. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved their refer- 
ence to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. HAVEN. I wish to make a suggestion 


‘in reference to the disposition of these resolutions. 


i its present session. 
' Legislature of that State—and doubtless the Legis- 
‘latures of all the States—should have this infor- 


I have myself received a copy of them, and have 


i Pare : ‘been considering what ought to be done with 
This proviso, however, if |) : 


|! them. 
a party holding a warrant for one hundred and ¡| House heretofore, that it will be impossible for 
i ,usto do anything with the census returns, that 


I am satisfied, from the course of thie 


the Legislature of my State can avail itself of during 
It is very desirable that the 


mation. But the Legislature of New York will 


‘adjourn about the middle of April, and it will be 
‘impossible for us to reach any business of this 
‘kind before that time. 


I would therefore suggest 
that the resolutions should be printed and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, which has under consideration the res- 


- olution reported from the Committee on Printing 
: in relation to the printing of the census. 


| The Senate resumed the consideration of the i: 


amendment of Mr. Unverwoop, until the usual |: 


The speech will be published ;: 
P H i 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I concur in the 
suggestion of the gentleman from New York, and 
I will withdraw my motion, and move that the 
resolutions be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and on that mo- 


tion I call the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be now put; and, 
being put, Mr. Jones’s motion was agreed tò. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 call for the 
regular order of business. , 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 


‘ ness is the motion to refer the bii granting land 
z to Missouri for certain railroads, 10 the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and 


the gentleman from New York (Mr. Beynery] is 


: entitled to the floor, 


Mr. BENNETT resumed the remarks coni- 


` menced on a former day, giving notice of -an 
The Journal of Monday was read and approved, : 


amendment which he intended to offer, namely: 


«that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 


The SPEAKER stated, as the first business in ; 


Public Lands, with instructions to report a bill, as 


670 


AL GLOBE. 


March 3, 


Howard, Jackson, Jenkins, John Johnson, Robert W. Joha- 
son, George W. Jones, T. Glancy. Jones, Preston King, 
Landry, Lockbart, Mace, Edward C.. Marshall, McNair, 
McQueen, Miller, Molony, John Moore, Murray, Nabers, 
Newton, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, 
Penniman, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Rantoul, Richardson, 
Robbins, Robie, Seurry, David L. Seymour, Smith, Snow, 
Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Smother, Smart, 
Sitherland, George W. Thompson, Townshend, Wallace, 
A. White; Wileox, Wildrick, Woodward, andYates—96. 


So the instructions. were not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon referring the 
bill and pending amendments to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. Í ; 

“Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 
|. Mr. KING, of New York. They have been 
ordered. . 
ate SPEAKER. Only upon the instructions. 
he yeas and nays were then ordered. : 

Mr. JONES. The motion is to refer the bill 
with the pending amendments, and to print. 

The SPEAKER. There was no motion made 
to print, in the recollection of the Chair. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know whether 
this bill has ever been in Committee of the Whole 
or not? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
| yeas 97, nays 77—as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, William 
Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, Bartlett, Beale, Ben- 
nett, Breckenridge, Buell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chap- 
man, Churchwell, Clingman, Cottman, Curtis, Daniel, G. 
T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dockery, Duncan, Ewing, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Giddings, Grey, Grow, Isham G. 

arris, Hart, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Horsford, 
John W. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, James Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. 
Jonés, G. G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, Leteher, Mason, 
McLanahan, MeMullin, McNair, McQueen, Meacham, 
Morehead, Murray, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. 
Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, Powell, Robie, Sackett, Savage, 
Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Sehoonmaker, David L. Sey- 
mour, Skelton, Smith, Snow, Abraham P. Stevens, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, Stratton, 
Sutherland, Benj. Thompson, Venable, Wallace, Wash- 
bum, Watkins, Wells, Addison White, Alexander White, 
Wildrick, and Woodward—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Barrere, Bell, Bissell, 
Bragg, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Busby, 
E. C. Cabell, Thompson Campbell, Clark, Cobb, Conger, 
John G. Davis, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, 
Evans, Ficklin, Fitch, Freeman, Gaylord, Goodenow, 
Green, Hall, Harper, S. W. Harris, Haws, Hendricks, 
Henn, John Johnson, R. W. Johnson, J. G. Jones, Kuhns, 
Landry, Lockhart, Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey 
Marshall, McDonald, Miller, Molony, John Moore, Nabers, 
Newton, Olds, Orr, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Porter, Ran- 
toul, Richardson, Riddie, Robbins, Scurry, Smart, Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, Thurston, 
Townshend, Welch, Wilcox, and Yates—77. 


So the bill and amendments were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


A substitute’ therefor, making grants. of lands on 
some.equal and: just-principles of apportionment, 
and to a proper amount, to all the States, to aid in 
the construction of railroads therein. He argued 
in favor of the proposition, and against discrimin- 
ation in favor of the new States to the exclusion 
of the old. All should share alike, the lands being 
public property; and he pressed his amendment 
on the ground of dealing fairly with regard to the 
rights of all. States, and with a view: of terminating 
the partial Jegislation on the subject of the public 
lands, which is urged from Congress to Congress, 
and which will be continued, according. to the 
present practice, as long as there shall be an acre 
togrant:. This was a kind of grab-game,. where 
the noisy and ‘clamorous get an undue share of 
the public domain. He.did not believe in, a part- 
nership where -all bear a portion of the burdens, 
but where all do not share in the benefits. 
(Mr. B.’s speech will be found in the Appen- 
dix. “ 
Me BENNETT having concluded— 

`> Mr. STANLY said this matter has been before 
the House for some three weeks, and has been 
discussed long enough to enable every member to 
make up his opinion.. It stops the way of all 
other reports—all other business of the House; 
and in order to bring the House to some action I 
move the previous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I appeal to the 
honorable gentleman from North Carolina to with- 
draw his call for the previous question. There 
have been grave charges during the progress of this 
discussion presented against the Western States 
generally, and against Ohio particularly. I would 
like to have an opportunity of making some reply. 
If the gentleman will withdraw the call I will re- 
new it. 

Mr. STANLY. The gentleman can take an- 
other time for the purpose of defending the interests 
and honor of his State. 

The question was then put, ‘Shall the call for 
the previous question be seconded?” and upon a 
division there were-—ayes 66, noes 67. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded tellers 
on the second, which were ordered; and Messrs. 
Jones and Cnanpier were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported that there were ayes 73, noes 69—so there 
was a second; and the main question was then 
ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, to which proponon the 
following amendment is proposed, which will be 
read for information: 


* With instructions to report a bill as a substitute there- 
for, making a grant of lant upon some equal and just prin- 


ciple of apportionment, and to a proper amount to all the HOMESTEADS TO ACTUAL SETTLERS. 
States, to aid iu the construction of railroads therein.” 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE moved that the House 
aro of New York, demanded the yeas {| resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 


ee : thestate of the Union, to consider the special order. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Has the moming || ‘The question was taken, and it was agreed to. 
hour expired ? 


x . The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not : BY : 
expired, by some seven or eight minutes. | Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


x ee ion | (Mr. Jonus, of Tennessee, in the chair.) 
Sar a aie The previous question || ` The CHAIRMAN. The business in order be- 


The SPEAKER. The previous question being || ce the special order, being House 
sustained, it will bring the House first to a vote || 24 40. T, “to encourage agriculture, commerce, 
upon the amendment to instruct the committee, || manufactures, and all other branches of industry, 


and then upon the proposition to refer the bill to i py granting acer ae peaa of a 
the committee, with or without instructions. ; tami y and a citizen of the United States, a home- 
The yeas and nays were then ordered. | stead of one hundred and sixty acres of land, out 


The question was then taken, and resulted— || of the public domain, upon condition of occupancy 
yeas 70, nays 96—as follow: |! and cultivation of the same for the period herein 
s 70, : 


por specified,” and upon this question the chairman 

YEAS—Messrs. William Appleton, Ashe, Barrere, Bart- |i n Ki i Mr 
lett, Beale, Bell, Bennett, John H. Boyd, Breckenridge, |! of the Committee on Agr iculture, [Mr. McMuz- 
Briggs, Brooks, Chapman, Churchwell, Cleveland, Cling- Liy,] who reported the bill, is entitled to the floor. 
man, Ar ig T. Davie, Dockery, Dunean, Ewing, Mr. McMutun not being present to claim the 

orence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gentry, Goodenow i g i — 
Grey, Hammond, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Horsford, foor, it was peo to 
John W. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, Andrew Johnson, James 
Johnson, George G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, H. Mar- 
shail, McLanahan, MeMullin, Meacham, Morehead, Mor- 
rison, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Perkins, Riddle, Sackett, 
_ Schermerborn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Skelton, Smart, | 
Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, Taylor, | 
Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, Venable, Ward, Wash- 
burn, Watkins Weleh, Wells, and Addison White—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, Av- 
erett, Babcock, Bissell, Bragg, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, 
Buell, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskic, Clark 
Cobb, Conger, Cottman, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, | 
Dean, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Faull: |) 


revenues of a State should be derived from other 
ner, Ficklin, Fiteh, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller. Gay- | sources than the sale of public lands, and read 


lord, Giddings, Grow, Hall, Harper, Isham G. Harris, 


g y from authorities to prove that Congress has a right 
Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 


to dispose of them as it pleases; and concluded 


with a variety of arguments in support of his 
views. - 

[Mr. D’s speech willbe found in the Appendix.] 

Mr. D, having concluded— ~ 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE next obtained the floor. 

A motion was made that the committee rise. 

The question was taken, and there were, upon 
a division—ayes 85; noes not counted. 

Thecommittee rose accordingly, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the com- 
mittee reported that the Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union had had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly the 
special order, being House bill No. 7, to encourage 
agriculture, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no conclusion thereon, 


‘ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS, 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. A bill has been 
returned to the House to-day from the Senate, in 
which a great many of the members of this House, 
and the country, feel a very deep interest. It ig 
the bill entitled “An act to make land warrants 
assignable, and for other purposes.” The Senate 
have returned it here, non-concurring with all the 
amendments of the House. I ask that the bill 
may be taken up, that the House may insist upon 
their amendments, and ask for a committee of con- 
ference. 

Mr. GROW. I rise to a privileged question. 
l move to reconsider the vote by which the Mis- 
souri land bill was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

A motion was made to adjourn, and the ques- 
tion being taken, agreed to—ayes 72, noes 57. 

The House then adjourned to meet at twelve 
o’clock to-morrow. 


PETITIONS, &e., 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. MeNAIR: The petition of John McKeever and 
27 others, asking for a modification of the tariff on iron. 

Also, the petition of O, Chinchman and others, asking an 
appropriation for the Delaware breakwater and piers, ceded 
to the United States, on the Delaware river. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania in 
relation to the recent suit between the State of Pennsyl- 
vania and the Wheeling bridge. i 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of James McLean, Ba- 
roth Eggleston, and John A, Hays, late assistant marshals 
| for Ross county, Ohio, praying an increase of compensa- 
tion. 

Also, Joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Ohio, relative to the construction of a new canal on the 
Indiana side of the Falls of the Ohio river. : 

By Mr. LANDRY: The memorial'‘of Logan Hunton, of 
New Orleans, praying compensation for services rendered 
as district attorney for the district of Louisiana. 5 

Also, the memorial of James W. Zacharie, of New Or- 
leans, in relation to his claim on Mexico, assumed by the 
United States under the 8th and 9th articles of the treaty 
dated Guadalupe Hidalgo, February 2d, 1848. 

Also, the memorial of Thomas Powell, by his assignee, 
the New Orleans Canal and Banking Company, in relation 
to Mexican indemnities. 

Also, the memorial of Malcolm Sandman & Co., of New 
Orteans, in relation to Mexican indemnities. 

Also, the memorial of Edmund J. Forstal, of New Or- 
leans, in relation to Mexican indemnitics. 

Also, the memorial of James W. Zacharie, assignee of 
Asmus C. Bredall, a naturalized citizen of the United 
States, and resident of New Orleans, in the State of Loui- 
siana, in relation to Mexican indemnities. 

By Mr. KUHNS: The memorial of citizens of West- 
morcland county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
passage of any act of Congress legalizing or sanctioning the 
‘Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. MACE: The memorial of J. H. Barnes and 23 
others, citizens of Lockport, Carroll county, Indiana, pray- 
ing for the passage of a law preventing all public officersand 
agents, in the employ of the United States, from transacting 
public business on the Sabbath or Lord’s Day. 

By Mr. FITCH: The memorial of John Millikan, assist- 
ant marshal of Laporte county, Indiana, asking additional 
compensation for services in taking the census. 

By Mr. INGERSOLL: ‘I'he remonstrance of Isaac Jud- 
son and others, citizens of New Haven, Connecticut, 
against the extension of the Woodworth patent. 

Also, the petition of certain citizens of New Haven, Con- 
necticut, asking that the memorial of Henry Grinnell, of 
New York, in relation to an Arctic expedition, may be 
granted. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Indiana: The petition of Alexan- 
der B. Poston, praying that the bounty Jand and money due 
his father, Richard Poston, and his two uncles, Elias and 
Jeremiah Poston, for services rendered in the campaign of 
General George Rogers Clarke, for the reduction of the 
poste of Vincennes and Kaskaskias, be granted ahceir legal 
heirs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia: The remonstrance 
of a number of citizens of Brooke county, Virginia, and a 
letter of Mr. Clark Hanes, against the renewal of the patent 
of the Woodworth planing machine. 

Also, the remonstrance of citizens of Franklin county, 
Pennsylvania, against the renewal of the patent of Parker’s 
į reaction water-wheels. 
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county, 
s of in- 


city, Ohio. 
Also, the papers of Thomas Beali were 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
By Mr. JOHN W. HOWE: The petition of William R. | 


withdrawn, and 


Dunlap and others, citizens of Lawren 
vania, remonstrating against a renew: 
patent. 

Also, the petition of James F. A 
of Venango county, Penns 
hibit the transportation of 

By Mr. DUNCAN : 
an invalid pension. 

Also, the petition of Alfred Kettri 
appropriation to remove. obstructi 
Merrimack river, Massachusetts. 

Also, the petition of William D. S. Chase and others, for 
the same. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of Bowen & 
Browns, G. W. McHenry & Co., H. & A. Cope & Co., 
and 90 mercantile firms in Philadelphia, asking Congress 
to extend additional aid to Collins’s line of ocean steamers. 

Also, five memorials, signed by more than 200 citizens 
of Philadelphia, asking for a renewal of the patent for 
Woodworth’s planing machine. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The memorial of William 
H. Gifford and,E. Bowling, of Indiana, for additional com- 
pensation in taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr. BUELL: Two remonstrances from 300 citizens 
of Herkimer county, New York, against the renewal of 
the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The memorial of Abner Star- 
rett, 8. W. Hoskins, and James Sanders, praying additional 
compensation for taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of Lucius 
Blair and others, citizens of Massachusetts, that the sys- 
tem of military superintendency in the National Armories 
be abolished. | 

By Mr. HENN : The memorial of P. C. Tiffany and 67 | 
others, citizens of Iowa, asking a grant of lands to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from Burlington to the Mis- 
souri river. 

Also, the proceedings of a State Railroad Convention, 
held at Fairfield, Iowa, on the 11th day of February, 1852. 

Also, the proceedings of Massachusetts Railroad Con- 
vention, held at Ottumwa, lowa, on the 13th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1852. 

Also, the proceedings of a railroad meeting, held at Towa 
City on the 6th day of February, 1852, 

Also, the proceedings of a railroad meeting of the citi- 
zens of Davis and Appanoose counties, held at Bloomfield, 
Towa, on the 29th day of January, 1852. 

Also, the proceedings of a railroad meeting of the citi- 
zens of Lucas county, held at Chariton, Lowa, on the 5th 
day of February, 1852. 

By Mr. GREEN: The memorials in relation to the im- 
provement of the mouth of Sandusky rivety in the San- 
dusky bay, and the improvement of the harbor of Port 
Clinton, on Lake Erie. 

Also, sundry memorials and petitions for the improve- 
ment of the Maumee river, Ohio. 

By Mr. BABCOCK : The petition of 306 citizens of the 
port of Oswego, New York, for a marine hospital at 
Oswego. 

Also, the remonstrance of citizens of Oswego county, 
New York, against any renewal or extension’ of the Wood- 
worth patent. 


ce county, Pennsyl- 
al of Woodwoarth’s 


Agnew and others, citizens 
ylvania, praying Congress to pro- 
the mails on the Sabbath. 

The petition of Dudley F. Holt, for 


dge and others, foran 
ions and place buoys in 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 4, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer | 
by the Rev. ©. M. Burizr. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 


GRANT OF LAND TO MISSOURI. 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order ; 
is the motion made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Grow,] to lay upon the table the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
making a donation of the public lands to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads in Missouri was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


announced, that I. might. hi 

I desire now:to have it changed. 

4° TheSPEAKER. That change cannot bè made 

|} upon:the Journal except by unanimous consent, 
„Mr. ABERCROMBIE. . I hopethe House will 

give unanimous consent. -The result.will- not be 

affected by it. e f 

Mt. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not think 
that it can bedone. I am very willing that the 
gentleman should have voted the other way; but, 
sir, the thing suggested has never been done with- 
in my knowledge. If it was a mistake upon the 
Journal, the case then would be different. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to say to 
the gentleman from Alabama, that, under the rule, 
it is competent to make a correction of the Jour- 
nal, but-that an alteration cannot be made unle 
by unanimous consent. The Chair, througho 
his service, does not recollect an instance of the 
sort. : 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE, I will state that I rose 
before the vote was announced, and endeavored to 
draw the attention of the Chair that I might cor- 
rect my mistake, but failed. I mentioned the fact 
to several gentlemen around me before the result 
was announced by the Chair. These are the facts, 
and I do not wish to have the Journal altered, but 
my mistake corrected. 

Mr. JONES withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER. There now being no objec- 
tion, the change will be made as suggested by the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill, of which notice has 
been given, merely for the purpose of reference. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is there not a 
privileged question pending as the unfinished busi- 


ness? 

The SPEAKER. There is. The Chair has 
stated it. 

Mr. JONES. Then it is not in order, I think, 
to make any sort of motion. 

Mr. GROW. I withdraw my privileged mo- 


tion. 
Mr. SIBLEY. I again ask the unanimous con- 


ave my vote. changed ; 


reference. P 

Mr. WARD. I rise toa privileged question. I 
renew the motion to reconsider the vote of yester- 
day by which the bill granting lands to Missouri 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr, HEBARD. I wish to inquire whether the 
gentleman voted in the affirmative? 

Mr. WARD. I did not vote at all. 
when my name was called. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Then he 
cannot make the privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman could not move to reconsider a vote in 
which he had no voice at all. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENTS. 


Mr. SIBLEY, by unanimous consent of the 
House, introduced a biil, of which previous notice 
had been given, entitled ‘< A bill to amend certain 
acts for the establishment of territorial govern- 
ments in Oregon and Minnesota;”? which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Territories. 


GRANT OF LAND TO MISSOURI. 

Mr. DEAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Alabama. I rise to a privi- 
leged question. Tmovea reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill granting lands to Missouri 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


I was out 


the affirmative? 


Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a priv- 
ileged question. ‘I find myself recorded as having 
voted in the negative upon the motion to refer to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the ; 
Union the bill granting land to Missouri. I voted : 
in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be cor- 
rected accordingly. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I voted, on yesterday, 
in favor of the reference of the Missouri land bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union. My intention was to have voted in the | 
negative. I tried, but failed, to attract the attention | 


of the Speaker at the time the result was being | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes the 
gentleman voted in the affirmative. 
Mr. WHITE. 1 voted in the affirmative. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair inquires of the 
the floor, for it may be that he cannot be deprived | 
of his right to it by the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. DEAN. My object was to move the re- 


land bill was referred to the Committee of the 


that the motion to reconsider do lie upon the table. 
I understood the Chair to state that I was entitled 


y 


sent of the House for the introduction of a bill for |} 


Mr. FOWLER. Did the gentleman vote in i; 


gentleman from New York his object in obtaining |) 


consideration of the vote by which the Missouri |; 


Whole on the state of the Union, and to move | 


-.The SPEAKER. . The Chair will state the facts. 
of the case.*” The entleman from New York rosé 
to address the Chair, and was recognized. Imme-~ 
diately following, the gentleman ‘from: Alabama 
[Mr. Ware] rose to a privileged question, and 
moved the reconsideration of the-vote, by which 
the Missouri land bill was referred: to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union. 
The gentleman from New. York now states that it 
was his object to make that motion. The Chair 
thinks the gentleman could not be deprived of His 
right to the floor, under the cireumstances, by the 
gentleman from Alabama. `a 

Mr. FOWLER. I do not understand the gen- 
tleman from Alabama as moving to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table, and I think; there- 
fore, that the gentleman from New York. [Mr. 
Dean] has precedence, as he had first risen, and 
now states that that was his object. ; 

Mr. GENTRY. Is not the gentleman from Al- 
abama entitled to the floor upon his motion? 

The SPEAKER. He is not entitled to it in 
preference to the gentleman from New York, 

Mr. DEAN. [move that the vote by which 
the bill granting lands to Missouri was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
; Union be reconsidered, and that that motion do 
lie upon the table. i f 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I wish to 
make an inquiry. Can the motion be divided? 

The SPEAKER. It cannot. You will divide 
it if you refuse to lay the motion upon the table, 
and in no other form. i 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana. Has the- gentle- 
man a right to make two privileged motionsat one 
time? 

The SPEAKER. Hehas. That hasbeen the 
uniform practice of the body. A , 

_ The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 100, nays 68—as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Andrews, Ashe, Averett, 
Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, Beale, Bennett, John 
H. Boyd, Breckenridge, Buell, Joseph Cable, Cartter, Chap- 
man, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Daniel, 
Dawson, Dean, Duncan, Edmundson, Faulkner, Florence, 
Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gaylord, Giddinge, Grey, Grow, Isham G. Harris, 
Hart, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Horsford, Jobn 
W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Jas. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Pres- 
ton King, Letcher, Mason, MeLanahan, MeMullin, Me- 
Nair, McQueen, Meacham, Morehead, Morrison, Murray, 
Newton, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Peaslee, Perkins, Powell, Robbins, Robie, Ross, Sackett, 
Schermerhorn, Schoolerafi, Schoonmaker, David D. Sey- 
mour, Skelton, Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, 
Stratton, Sutherland, George W. Thompson, Thurston, 
Venable, Wallace, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, 
Addison White, and Wildrick—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis. Allen, Barrere, 
Bell, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Busby, E. Carrington Cab- 
eli, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, 
Clark, Cobb, Conger, Cottman, George T. Davis, John G. 
Davis, Doty, Eastman, Edgerton, Ewing, Ficktin, Fitch, 
Freeman, Gentry, Goodenow, Gorman, Hail, Harper, 
Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, 
Howard, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kubns, Kurtz, 
Landry, Mace, Huinphrey Marshall, Miller, Molony, John 
Moore, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Por- 
ter, Rantoul, Richardson, Riddle, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin 
Stanton, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, Townshend, Ward, Alex- 
añder White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—68, 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 


MEMPHIS NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, by the unani- 
mous consent of the House, introduced the memo- 
rial of the Legislature of the State of Tennessee, 
praying additional appropriations for the navy- 
yard at Memphis, in that State; whieh was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. OLDS called for the regular order of busi- 
ness. 

‘Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OLDS. Let us have reports from com- 
mittees, 


NON-INTERVENTION. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Alabama to allow me, before. he 
i presses his motion, to present the joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of Georgia upon the subject of 
non-intervention. I have had them for eight or 


to the floor, 


_ ten days, and have not yet been enabled to present 
: them. : 


T 
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‘Mr: HOUSTON. Asit seems to be the general 
wish that the morning hour should: be consumed 
in calling for reports from the committees, I’ with- 
draw my motion.: `I intend, however, if I get the 
floor, to repeat the motion morning after morning,- 
untill can get up the deficiency bill. oe 
Mr. SFEPHENS, I present the following joint 
resolutions: from the Legislature of Georgia, ask 
that they. be'readjlnid upon the table, and printed: 


3 A Pig In HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Itihas been the policy of the American Government from 
its earliést existence, to maintain friendly relations with all, 
but entangling alliances with none. Our true mission is i 
not to propagate our opinions or impose upon other coun- 
tries. our form of government, by artifice or force, but to |! 
show by our success, moderation, and justice, the blessings 
of self-government and the advantages of free institations. |i 
Let.eyery people choose for themselves, and make and alter 
their political institutions to suit their own condition and 
ciremnstances. Yn proclaiming and adhering to the doé- || 
tines of neutrality and non-intervention, the United States |) 
have not followed the lead of other civilized nations, but |; 

- have taken the lead and been followed by others. These |! 
great principles proclaimed in the days of Washington and 
Jefferson, are, the great American principles upon which | 
our Government has ever stood. The fame and distinction |! 
to which we have attained as a people, the great blessings || 
which we have dispensed tothe world in affording aw asy- 
lum for the oppressed everywhere, forbid that we should for 
a moment cherish the idea of abandoning these principles. 
Wesympathize with the oppressed, we tender them ahome; 
but never will we join with the ambitious or the revengeful 
in a crusade against other nations, whatever may be their 
domestic policy. A departure from this safe and correct 
rile would involve our Government in endiess disputes and 
endless, wars, the result of which the wisest statesmanship 
cannot foresee. Our policy should be to observe good faith 
and justice towards all nations, cultivate peace and har- 
mony with all. Against the insidious wiles of foreign in- 
fluence, the jealousy ofa free people ought to be constantly 
awake, since history and experience prove that foreign in- |} 
fluence is one of the most baneful foes ofa republican gov- 
ernment. In extending our commercial relations we should 
have as. little political connection as possible with foreign 
nations. Why, by interweaving our destiny with that of |} 
any part of Europe, entarigle our peace and prosperity in 
the toils of European ambition, rivalship, interest, humor, 
or caprice? 

Resolved by the Senate and House af Representatives of 
the State of Georgia in General Assembly met, That his 
Excellency the Governor be requested to torward the fore- || 
going declaration of principles to our Senators aud Repre- 
sentatives in the Congress of the United States, with the 
request that they may he laid before their respective Houses, 
as the opinion of the people of Georgia as to the policy of || 
our Government, and that a copy be sent also to the Presi- |! 
dent of the United States. : 

Agreed to January 9, 1852: | 

JAMES A. MERIWETHER, | 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. | 
THADDEUS STURGIS, i 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Coneurred in January 21, 1852: 

ANDREW J. MILLER, i 

President of the Senate. || 

LUTHER J. GLENN, | 

Secretary of the Senate. |i 


H 
l 


22, 1852: 
HOWELL COBB, Governor. | 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, GRORGIA, j 

MiLueDorviLLE, February Y3, 1852. : 

J certify that the foregoing is acorrectcopy of the original || 
on file in this office. i 
Given under my hand and the seal of the Executive 

Department at the capitol in Milledgeville. 

ARTHUR HOOD, 
Secretary Executive Department. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the pre- |! 
vious question on the motion to print, i! 

Mr. HIBBARD. Are these resolutions before |! 
the House? il 

The SPEAKER. They are before the House || 
by unanimous consent. j: 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I do not desire to ` 
interfere with the destination the gentleman from |; 
Georgia proposes to give those resolutions, but I |: 
would. suggest that they be referred 10 the Com- |, 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr, STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
need of any reference, 

The question was then taken upon the motiot 
to lay the resolutions upon the table, and agreed 
to. 

TheSPEAKER. Upon the question to print, | 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] moves | 
the previous question. : 

The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered, and under the operation |: 
thereof, the resolutions were ordered to be printe 

Mr, ORR. J call for the regular order of busi- 
ness, and shall object to anything else. i 


Assented to January 


i 


i 


[i 8.) i 


[i 
ji 
t 


There is no 


si 


i 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from ‘| 
the Committee on Public Lands, i 
On motion by Mr. HALE, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Publie Lands be dis- | 


charged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Jacob Kerr, and that the same be laid upon the table. 

Mr. HALL, from the same cominittee, report- 
ed back, with aii amendment, House bill No. 119, 
granting to the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Hi- 


-nois, ‘the right-of way and a portion of the public 
'Jands to aid in the construgtion of a railroad from 


Toledo, Ohio, via Delhi to Lafayette, in Indiana, 
to Springfield, in Hlinois; which was. read, com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

’ Mr. HALL, from the same committee, report- 


“ed back House bill “granting tothe States of Ili- 


noiş and Indiana lands to aid in the construction 
of failroads therein;’? which was read a first and 
sefond time by its title. 

The question now being upon its engrossment, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky said: [ tres- 
pass upon the attention of the House with great re- 
luctance now, and shall therefore only ask its atten- 
tion for a few moments. I feel a deep solicitude 
for the passage of this bill. It is the same that 
passed the Senate. in the last Congress, and was 
lost in the unfinished business before this House. 
It proposes to grant alternate sections of the public 


| lands.to the States of Indiana and Illinois, for the 


urpose of assisting the construction of a railroad 
Pp S. 


| from New Albany, in the State of Indiana, via 

Mount Carmel on the Wabash, to Alton and St. ; 
1 Louis. 
i Ilinois several years since chartered a company 
i to construct that road, and about $300,000 have | 
| been experided upon the work. There are no lands 


The State Legislatures of Indiana and 


embraced by this bill that have not been. exposed 
to market by the United States for the last forty- 


| five years. ‘Che donation must be preciously small 


at best, and the gentlemen who are so tenacious of 
the public lands may be quieted by my declara- 
tion that this bill cannot commit robbery of the 
public domain to any considerable extent, either 
as to 
has been so often applied in other cases, that I am 
relieved from any argument upon the competency 


| of Congress to admitit as a proper case. T'o show 


that this case is a proper one, I remark that the 
work to which the donation will be applied is 
essentially national. It is the trunk-road which 
will continue, westward, lines of railways from 
the North, South, and East, and which unite at 
the Falls of the Ohio. The railroads from Savan- 
nah, Charleston, and Mobile, alike will find their 
northern termini at Louisville. They will con- 
nect there with roads extending to Chicago in the 
Northwest, and Sandusky on Lake Erie} while 
the link which shall unite, on the one or other side 
of the Ohio, the cities of Cincinnatiand Louisville 
will bring to the Falls of the Ohio the travel by 


that great net work of railroads extending North | 


and last, which terminates at the city of Cincin- 
nati. This road traverses two States, uniting still 


two other States, and offering its line of travel for | 
the productions and business of at least a dozen |: 


more States. It will be useful to Georgia, South 
Carolina, and Alabama, because it connects them 


directly with the hemp-growing regions of Mis- | 


souri and Illinois, and opens, by the only line 
which they can ever enjoy, a participancy in the 
trade of the valley of the Missouri river. | It will 
be useful to New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and 
Baltimore, because it forms an extension, by the 
most practicable Southern route, of those great 
lines by which the enterprise of capital has con- 
nected each with the fair regions of the West. It 


will be of eminent utility to the West itself. Be-! 


sides bringing into notice regions which are now 


: excluded to all markets, it will, by an artificial 


quantity or value! The principle of this bill ; 


ji 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


construction two hundred and forty-eight miles in || 


at once overcome five hundred and fifty miles of 
precarious and frequently dangerous navigation. 
ft will enable the traveler to pass from St. Louis 
to Louisville in aday, when now he toils over the 
distance consuming always three and sometimes 
six days of time. It will expedite postal com- 


munications with the Northwestern States in a! 
p corresponding ratio, There is no part of the Mis 
sissippi river navigation so dangerous, or upon : 
i which such Interruptions to commerce oceur, as i this bill should pass. 
; that part lying between St. Louis and Cairo. You | 
i May examine the long calendar ofaccidents which, ;! 
through past years, has attracted solittle attention |, 
from our. Government, yet has subjected the: H 
| Western commerce to such fatal loss, and you will 
ascertain that much more than a proper propor- 


H 
H 
ij 


: length across the delta of the Ohioand Mississippi, | 


| upon considerations sugg 


tion of the catalogue lays the scene of disaster in 
distance which this road will avoid, or overcome 
entirely. I say, therefore, this work presents 
strong claims to-your favor from its nationality. I 
do not seek to conceal that I regard it with especial 
interest, because it connects directly with the com- 
mercial interests of my own particular locality. 
It traverses the rich coal-fields of Illinois, and will 
afford sites for manufactures which are now value- 
less. -It brings to our doors. extensive and rich 
valleys which now we cannot, without great difti- 
culty, penetrate. Yet, sir, what I ask for this en- 
terprise is now of no value to you, and, unless this 
enterprise shall succeed, will continue valueless to 
the Government. This is not a scheme, Mr. 
Speaker, to run a railroad through a wilderness, 
and to precede population by an expenditure of 
public funds for the construction of a road. The 
whole country is an old settled country, The 


| point at which it crosses the ‘Wabash was the 
i theater of the earliest western military adventures, 


and in the vicinity of the earliest French settle- 
ments of that quarter of the Confederacy. The 
line of this road follows the ridge dividing the wa- 
ters of the White river in Indiana, und the waters 
of the Ohio, and crossing the valley of the Wa- 
bash at the mouth of White river, traverses the 
uplands and prairies of Hlinois. The lands have 
been so long exposed at the land offices for pri- 
vate entry, that little remains. upon which private 
capital will be invested, unless some stimulant 
shall be afforded—some inducement whereby large 
and new advantages may be offered to the settler. 
The ridge lands to which I have alluded may be 
rich—-I presume they are—but Western gentle- 
men know that Government can never dispose of 
them unless some contrivance like this shall pass 


į them from the public proprietorship. Then they 


will be valuable, and will soon be taken up. Itis 
only *‘unconsidered trifles which I ask you to 
confer by this grant, and the donation brings to 
Government the advantage of closing out defiuitely 
and forever its claims upon the publie domain 


i where expenditures must far exceed receipts. 


I shall not. consume more time by enlarging 
ested by the presentation 
of this subject. Ihave briefly attempted to show 
to gentlemen from the large States and from the 
distant States, that this case formsa just exception 
to the rule which they seem to have adopted in the 
case of the Missouri railroad. I shall not argue 
the general question of the national policy con- 
nected with, the public domain.. I wanta particu- 
lar grant—an inconsiderable donation—and I want 
to avoid, if possible, being drifted with my smali 
vessel into. the general whirlpool, in which they 
are being carried who are freighted with heavier 
cargoes. Mine, sir, is no magnificent. scheme, 
and I hope it will’ not'be consigned ‘ to the tomb 


| of the Capulets ” by being sent after the bill of 


my friend from Missouri; for in that struggle 
which will come hereafter for precedence in getting 


| out of the committee, my bill will stand no chance, 


for no great sections are engaged, by the amount 
it will bestow, to answer for its safety. 

If any gentleman desires to address the House 
on this bill, I will yield the floor, but if no one 
has a wish to speak to this bill, I should like to 
have a vote upon its engrossment for a third 
reading, and for that purpose I shall move the 
previous question. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I understand the 
reason which operates upon many gentlemen in 
voting against these grants of land to the new 
States. It is, that the effect of it will be to pass 
large bodies of these wild lands into the hands of 
speculators, and prevent the settlement of the 
country. Now, inacountry where the lands have 
been in market for forty-five years, and the coun- 
try is thoroughly settled, and where there are 


‘nothing but second and third-rate lands and no 


possibility of settlement, it seems to me that there 
is no danger that these lands could be transferred 
in bodies to speculators. Although my own State 
is not specially interested in this work, except aa 
acounecting link in those great roads passing from 


| St. Louis to Cincinnati, still I am anxious that 


I desire to submit but a 


single remark, to show that this bill could not be 
subject to the paramount objection that prevails in 
regard to many others, and with the hope that the 


ouse may give it their favorable consideration. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 


bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
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the state of the Union, and printed; and on that 


motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GREY. If it isin order, I wish to offer 
an amendment, and to have it printed and referred, 
with the bill, to the Committee of the Whole on 
tne state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. | It is not in order as long as 
the call for the previous question is pending. 

Mr. GREY, Then Lask the gentleman from 
Tennessee to withdraw his call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. JONES. I cannotdo it. - 

The question was then taken on seconding the 
demand for the previous question; and ona divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 79, noes not counted, 

So the previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be now put, viz: 
on Mr. Jonrs’s motion to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, asked for the 
yeas and nays; but they were not ordered. 

The question being put, the motion was agreed 
to, and the bill was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 


GRANT OF LAND TO MICHIGAN. 
Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Public 


igan the right of way and a donation of public 
land, for the construction of a ship-canal around 
the Falls of the St. Mary, in said State; which was 


state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


GRANT OF LAND TO WISCONSIN. 


Mr. H., from the same committee, reported 
back without amendment the House bill No. 214, 
granting the right of way and granting land to the 
State of Wisconsin, in aid of the construction of 
a railroad from Chicago to the head of Lake Su- 
perior, and moved that said bill be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and be printed. 

Mr. GREY. I ask the gentleman to withdraw 
that motion, to allow me to submit an amendment 
to the bill. 


Mr HALL, 1 withdraw it for that purpose. 


Mr. GREY then offered the following amend- | 


ment, to come in at the end of the bill: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, ‘That 900,000 acres ; 


of the public lands be and they are hereby granted to the 
State of Kentucky, for the purpose of aiding in construct- 


ing a railroad in said State, from Louisville to some point i 


on the Mississippi river in said State; and 500,000 acres 
for aiding in constructing a railroad from Lexington, Ken- 
tucky, to the Virginia State line; and 500,000 acres for aid- 
ing in constructing a railroad from Henderson, Kentucky, 
towards Nashville, Tennessee; the said lands to be selected 
dy an agent or agents, to be appointed by the Governor of 
the State of Kentucky, from any of the publie lands which 
have not been heretofore especially r 
States, and to which no right of pre 


aption shall have at- 


l etio nade subjee he approval of |: an I À 
tached, the selection to be made subject to the approva | decision of the Chair sustained. 


the Secretary of the Interior; and when so selected, the 
said lands hereby granted to the said State of Kentucky 
shall ba subject to the disposal of the Legislature thereof, 
for the purposes aforesaid: Provided, That said lands shall 
be exclusively applied in the construction oF said railroads 
trom Louisville tothe Mississippi river, from Lexington to 
the Virginia State line, and from Henderson towards Nash- 
ville, and shall be disposed of only as the work progresses: 
And provided furiher, That the said roads shall be and re- 
main public highways for the use of the Government of the 
United States, tree from toll or other charges upon the trans- 
portation of the mails, or any property or troops of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Mr. DOTY. Lraisea question of order on that 
amendment. It does notrefer to the subject-mat- 
ter of the bill. o . 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair hasnot examined 
the body of the bill reported frora the Committee 
on Public Lands. , 

Mr. HALL. I believe I merely yielded the 
floor for the purpose of hearing what the amend- 
ment was, and I must object to its being offered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Missouri as yielding the floor for 
the purpose indicated by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky—to enable him to offer the amendment. 

Mr. HALL. Provided I might resume the 
floor if I objected to the amendment. 


43 


rved to the United | 


| 
| 


1 J | ing of the rule upon which I rely. 
Lands, reported back with an amendment the !' 


FLouse bill No. 10, granting to the State of Mich- | 


r ‘aid in the construction of said roads.] 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the }: 


; any other bill or resolution pending before the House.” 


| vancy merely, and a question about which gentle- 
; men may well differ. The bill proposesto appro- | 
| priate lands to a railroad in Wisconsin; the amend- | 
| ment proposes to appropriate lands to a railroad 


! the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. That wasa mental reserva- | 
tion, the Chair supposes. 
Mr. HALL. Iam perfectly indifferent abou 


the amendment. All I desire is, not to consume 
time. ` 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is not prepared ! 


to decide the amendment out of order until the ` 


bill shall have been examined in all its parts. 

Mr. ORR. T call for the reading of the title of | 
the bill, in order that the House may see what it | 
proposes, : 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

“A bill granting the right of way, and granting land to 
the State of Wisconsin, in aid of the construction of a rail- 
road from Chicago to the head of Lake Superior.” 

Mr. GREY. If that title at all indicates the 
contents of the bill, my amendment is clearly in | 
order. 
land for arailroad, and my amendment proposes i 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


: a like appropriation of public lands for a railroad. k 


` The SPEAKER. From the reading of thetitle | 
of the bill, the Chair is inclined to believe that | 
the amendment is in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call forthe read- 
ing of the whole bill, and I shall then raise a point 
of order on the amendment, and ask for the read- 


The Clerk read the bill, i 
[The bill grants, in the usual form, to the State | 
of Wisconsin, the alternate sections on each side | 
of the proposed roads enumerated in the bill, to 


Mr. JONES then called for the reading of the | 


55th rate. 
shone i 
The Clerk read the rule, which is as follows: | 


55. “No motion or proposition on a subject different from j: 
; that under consideration shall be admitted nnder color of i 
: amendment, 


No bill or resolution shall, at any time, be | 
amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, | 


Mr. JONES. The first branch of that rule, I 
think, excludes the amendment, and upon it I rely. | 
The SPEAKER. This is a question of rele- 


in Kentucky. The Chair is of opinion that the |) 
amendment is in order, and is not in violation of |: 


| the rule to which the gentleman from Tennessee | 


refers. 


Mr. DUNHAM appealed from the decision of: 


Mr. GREY moved to lay the appeal upon the 
table. 
Mr. DUNHAM demanded tellers; which were | 


| ordered, and Messrs. Jones, of Tennessee, and | 


CHANDLER appointed. , i: 
The question was then taken, and decided in |: 


i the affirmative—ayes 93, noes not counted. 


So the appeal was laid upon the table, and the : 


Mr. HALL renewed the motion to refer the . 
bil, with the amendments, to the Committee of |! 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and to print 
the same. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. 
which I desire to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is not in 
order during the pendency of the motion to referthe ; 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. lask the gentleman . 
from Missouri to withdraw that motion, i 

Mr. HALL. I will withdraw it to enable the . 


l have an amendment. | 


: gentleman from Tennessee to offer his amend- 
| ment. 


The SPEAKER. For that purpese only? 
Mr. HALL. Yes, sir. 

The motion was then withdrawn, and 

Mr. CHURCH W ELL offered the following as 


: an amendment to the amendment: 


That 1,099,000 acres of public land, lying anywhere west | 
of the Mississippi river, be granted to the South Carolina È š £ I € 
: i zin | to their will, and in carrying out their wishes, I 
South Carolina, to Knoxville, Tennessee, and to the East : 


B Se e ALAT nOr Pen. i : ee 
Tennessee and Kentucky raiiroad from Knoxville, T | the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


and Tennessee railroad from Anderson Court-House, in 


nessee, to Lexington, Kentucky, in ratiq proportioned by 


> 


Here is a bill making an appropriation of | 


the number of miles of said road to be constricted in each 


i State, under the direction of their respective.Governors. 


Mr. C. then renewed the motion to commit the 


bill and amendments. 


Mr. HEBARD. 


Is it in order to move a sub- 


' stitute for the last amendment? 


The SPEAKER. It is not. The gentleman 


i fom Tennessee submits a motion to commit the 
bill, 
` the Whole on the state of the Union. 


with the amendments, to the Committee af 


Mr. GENTRY. Lapprehend the amendment 


i would not be in order, even if that motion was not 
| pending. 


You cannot amend in the third degree. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly not. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL called for the previous 
question, 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be now put; 
and being put, the motion was agreed to. ' 

So the bill, together with the pending amend- 
ments, was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would inquire of the 
Chair, if the morning hour has expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. When does 
the Chair hold that the morning hour com- 
menced ? 

The SPEAKER. At the time the House com- 
menced the reception of reports from committees. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I submit to the Chair 
whether the morning hour did not commence with 
the motion to reconsider, which was itself the sub- 
ject-matter of the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
as the Missouri Jand bill had passed: from the 
House to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, the motion to reconsider was a priv- 
ileged motion not necessarily confined to the morn- 


‘ing hour. The Chair is not very clear upon that 


point, however. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Do I understand the 


' Chair to decide that the morning hour did not 


commence until reports had been called from com- 
mittees ? oe: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to that 
opinion. 

Mr. COBB, fromthe Committee on Public Lands, 
to which were referred the petition of “many 
citizens of the State of Alabama’? in relation to a 
grant of thé right of way, and of alternate sections 
of land, to aid in the construction of the Selma and 
Gunter’s Landing Railroad, the memorial of the 
Alabama and Tennessee Railroad Company, as 
well as the petition of W. R.. W. Cobb, and a bill 
upon the same subject, have instrueted me to re- 
porta bill, by way of substitute, granting the right 
of way to the State of Alabama, and a portion of 
the public lands, to aid im the construction of a 
railroad from Selma, on the Alabama river, at or 
near Gunter’s landing in said State. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Spenker, notwithstanding my 
constituents in Alabama believe that all we have to 


© do in a matter like this is merely to ask for alter- 


nate seciions of land and the liberality of this 
House will immediately respond to the call, and 
grant the request---I say, that notwithstanding the 
opinions of my constituents may be this, yet if 
they were here to-day they could not lay at my 
door the charge of dereliction of duty in relation 
to this bill. I am satisfied, further, that if they 
were here to-day asking me, as they have asked 
me heretofore, to put this bill on its passage 
immediately after being reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, they would, with such 
facts before them as are now presented, con- 
eur with me in not making such a request. The 
vole given upon this floor this morning upon a 
similar bill, clearly shows that the House is not 
ready to-day to pass such a bill. I say, that un- 
der the circumstances, in accordance with my own 
opinions of propriety, Í cannot ask that this bill 
be now put upon its passage, though, in obedience 


do not feel authorized to ask that it be referred to 
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Union, to take its place upon the Calendar. 


satisfied that if it goes there, it will be the last 
they will hear of, it. Ido not expect the citizens 
of that portion of the Union will receive the benefit 
of thisgrant. Ido not expect that the connection 
of the waters of Tennessee with those of Alaba- 
ma, in which the Government and people of the 
United States feelso much interest, will ever be 
consummated by any grant of land from this Con- 
gress, I tell my constituents that they must rely 
upon their own private resources—upon their own 
energy and private enterprise, to- complete this 
work, intended to connect the waters of Tennessee 
and Alabama. I believe the interest of this Gov 
ernment would be greatly promoted by making : 
the grant of land which this bill proposes. It | 
would bring into market, and make valuable, a | 
large quantity of the public domain which is now 
nearly worthless. I believe it would result in| 
benefit to the General Government if this grant 
were made; but I am compelled to say, with the | 
most sanguine hope that it is possible for me to ; 
entertain, that I have no expectation that it will ! 
be done by this Congress. And I ny | 
constituents to go on with their private enterprise | 
and complete the road. They have already con- 
siructed some two hundred miles of this road, 
which is.to connect these mighty waters together. 
But forty-three miles are left, and I say, go on and - 
complete by private enterprise what you have | 
commenced and carried thus far! Surmount all | 
the obstacles which present themselves in your | 
path. This Congress will not give you anythin 
to assist you. Go on, and do it yourselves ! 
Before I take my seat, I must ask permission to 
return my thanks to a former Congress for the aid 
they gave towards the construction of this road. 
And to show this Congress that this has heen re- | 
garded as a great national work, I must allude to | 
the -fact that by an express provision made by a | 
former Congress, the State of Alabama was re- | 
quired to appropriate a portion of her five percent. | 
net proceeds of the sales of the public lands to the | 
great object which this road, when completed, will | 
accomplish——the connection of the waters of Ala- | 
bama with those of Tennessee. | 
Mr. McMULLIN. J would suggest to the gen- | 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Conn] that he wait | 
till his bill has been read a first and second time, | 
before he proceeds to make his speech, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman hasa right | 
to proceed, 
r. COBB. I am exceedingly obliged to the 
gentleman from Virginia for his suggestion; espe- | 
cially as I am an exceedingly young member of the | 
House, and inexperienced as to the proper mode of 
proceeding. [Laughter.] However, if it is the | 
pleasure of the House to have the bill read now, | 
will give way for that purpose. 
Mr. GENTRY. The House will hear the gen- 


8 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


tleman from Alabama, I have no doubt, with great | 


pleasure. I hope he will be permitted to proceed. 
A Meurer. What is your bill? 


And I admonish my | 


yet of so great importance did the Government 
regard the connection of the waters of Tennessee 
with those of Alabama, that the State of Alabama 
was required to appropriate a portion of that 
money for this express object. Sir, that State has 
faithfully carried into effect that requirement, and 
by the aid of private subscription she has carried 
on this work thus far; and should this House and 
this Congress agree to grant lands to the utmost 
extent for which this bill provides, they cannot 
contribute more than one seventeenth part of the 
amount required to complete the road. Now, sir, 
the citizens of Alabama, and of different portions 
of the Union, are ready with their own private en- 
terprise to go on and complete every sixteen parts 
out of seventeen of this road, and 1 ask if gentle- 
men upon this floor will deny the grant which is 
asked to complete the other part, of a work of so 
much national importance as this? 

Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to make these remarks 
as brief as possible, but I cannot close without 
tracing this road from Selma to itsterminus. You 


} 


Kentucky [Mr. Marsuatu] upon another bill to- 


| day. I desire to call the attention of that gentle 


tion of the country with the great lakes, he inci- 
dentally alluded to the works which were pro- 
gressing in the State of Alabama towards the 
same quarter. 
he alluded?) Why, sir, it was the one in behalf 
of which I am now speaking. It is this work 
which is to complete the line of connection with 


pittance for which this bill provides? I tell the 
gentleman, as the Representative of the mountain 
district through which this road is expected to 


selves, if you will not help us. 


denied this little grant, which is to open a commu- 
nication for your flour and pork and hemp from 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, ‘Tennessee, and Ken- 
tucky, to Alabama. I hope when this subject 
| comes up again, that we shall not see a gentleman 
from any of those States opposing this bill. 
hope they will see the importance of this work. 


i 
f 


stituents to place your pork and flour, in three 
days’ time, into any portion of the State of Ala- 
bama. If you had had this communication last 
summer, when flour was $10 per barrel all over 


Ohio, what a source of wealth would it have 
proved for your own State! But I do not intend 
to trespass upon the attention of the House. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. F desire to in- 
quire if the morning hour has not expired ? 

The SPEAKER. lIt has expired. 


|| to say now, but if gentlemen cut me off and allow 


Mr. COBB. Tt is a bill granting the right of 
way and making a grant of alternate sections of 
land to the Selmaand Gunter’s Landing: railroad. 
l will leave it to the pleasure of the House to say 
whether I shall go ou now. Can I go on? 

[Cries of ‘* Go on!”? “Go on!” 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that | 
the gentleman from Alabama will be perfectly in 


order to continue his remarks, if he will permit the 
bill to be read a first and second time. 

The bill was then read a first and second time ! 
by its title. l 

Mr. COBB continued. I only desire to say a: 
few words now, and then I shall not inflict a speech 
upon the House afterwards. What I am saying 
I design more particularly for my constituents 
than with any expect 
action of the House upon the bill. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Will the gentlem 
way for a moment, in order t 
an amendment to the bill? 

Mr. COBB. I prefer 


an give 
o enable me to offer ` 
i 

to make my speech first, `Í 
and then the gentleman can offer hi dead | 
and make his speech afterwards, [Laughter.] || 
T hope the attention of the House will not be || 
diverted from the importance of thi i 


| 
a } s work. Ial- i 
yced a moment ago to the view with which the . 


Government regarded this work; and I repeat now 
what I said then, that although their proportion of | 
the net proceeds of the sales of the public Jands 

was given to the other States unconditionally, 


| 
| 


i 
il 


j 


ation that it will affect the | 


|| another speech to-morrow. {Laughter.] 
Mr. HARRIS. I move that the House pro- 
|} ceed to the consideration of the business on the 
| Speaker’s table. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 


on the state of the Union. ‘The morning hour 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 


waive his motion for a few minutes until some 
Senate bill upon the Speaker’s table can be re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees, as also some 
communications lying on the table. 

Mr. MOORE. I rise to a question of order. I 


{ 


i would ask the Speaker if it is possible, while one 
member is upon the floor making a speech, for | 


i 
| another gentleman to take the floor for the purpose 


of submitting a motion to the House? 
The SPEAKER. When the morning hour has 


expired, it is in order, but it would not be during | 


the morning hour. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
to the proposition of the gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Seymocr] if I could, but unless we go 
into Committee of the Whole reports of commit- 
tees would necessarily take precedence of the 
business upon the Speaker’s table, and, therefore, 
I must hold to my motion. 


have heard the remarks of the gentleman from | 


man to the portion of his remarks in which, while j 
speaking of the importance of connecting his por- į 


And what work was it to which i| 


the great lakes. And will you refuse the little : 


run, that we can and will make this road our- | 
We shall pene- į 
trate those mountains; but I hope we shall not be | 


L 


the interior of Alabama, while it was but $3 50 in | 


Mr. COBB. I have nearly finished what I have | 


me to get a new head of steam, I may make | 


i \ I move that the House | 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole | 


has expired, and I believe such a motion is in | 
‘| order. i 
I hope the | 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] will | 


I would gladly consent | 


i 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to the 
opinion that the motion of the gentleman from 
| Tennessee [Mr. Harris] is in order. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Harris, and it was agreed to; there being, 
upon a division—ayes 89, noes not counted, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. | now rfiove that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the gentle- 
man from JHinois allow the bill from the Senate, 
entitled ‘* An act to make land warrants assignable 
and for other purposes” to be taken up before that 
vote is taken ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will; and there are 
two bills upon the table which I wish should be 
taken up. 

The bill was then, by unanimous consent, read 
by its title, as above reported. 

Mr. JONES. Ift will be recollected that the 
House amended the first section of that Senate 
bill, and then struck out all the remaining portion 
tof it. The Senate have non-concurred with all 
| the amendments of the House, and sent it back 
here. Inow move that the House insist upon 
‘| their amendments, and that we ask for a commit- 
tee of conference. This will bring all the ques- 
tions in dispute between the two Houses, in rela- 
: tion to the fees of registers and receivers, and the 


i 
i 


i| extension of these land warrants, before this com- 
mittee of conference. f 

Mr. HOUSTON. My own opinion is, that 
the course proposed by the gentleman from T'en- 
nessee [Mr. Fones] is not usual. The vote for the 
House to take now, is to insist upon these amend- 
ments, and return the bill to the Senate, and when 
it shall have been done, it will be time enough to 
ask for a committee of conference. I take it the 
House is not the proper body to ask for a com- 
mittee of conference at this time. F ask, therefore, 
for a division of that question, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The House is 
now called upon to take action in relation to the 
i| proceedings of the Senate upon that bill, when 
| they know nothing as to what those proceedings 
I ask, then, what it is that the Senate has 


| are. 
done. 


Let me say to the gentleman from the State of || n 5 taht 
Ohio, that thisroad will enable you and your con- | The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Brecxmrwer} has the. floor in 
Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union. 
He is unwell, and may not be able to be here to- 
morrow. I move, therefore, that the House re- 
i| solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union, upon the special order. 
|| The question was then taken, and agreed to. 

1 The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, in the chair.) 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The business first before 
the committee is the special order, being House 
bill No. 7, for the encouragement of agriculture, 
i| and for other purposes. Upon that question the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Breckenrweer] 
1s entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE then addressed the 
House an hour, in reply to remarks made some 
time since by Mr. Canext, of Florida, to the effect. 
that the opinions of General Butler, of Kentucky, 
| on the slavery question, were not known. This 
he denied, and referred to General Butler’s politi- 
cal life to prove that he was sound on the slavery 
He referred to the action of the Demo- 
cratic Convention lately held in Kentucky, recom- 
mending General Butler to the Convention to be 
| held in Baltimore in June next as a suitable per- 
ij son to nominaée for the Presidency, and to the 
| resolutions adopted by the Kentucky Convention, 
|| reading a letter from that gentleman endorsing the 
‘| resolutions adopted by the Convention. In the 
i; name of the Kentucky Democracy, he denied the 
| charge that General Butler was an Abolitionist. 
He also commented on an artiele in the Demo- 
cratic Review, denunciatory of certain prominent 
statesmen, and General Butler in particular; and, 
| in conclusion, urged harmony among the Demo- 
if cratie party. 
| [See Appendix for Mr. Breckinridge’s speech.} 
| Mr. CABELL, of Florida, followed in a few 
|| remarks, stating that at the time he made his re- 
marks General Butler’s opinions were not known. 


! question. 


| 
| 
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if, at the time he made his speech, General But- 
ler’s opinions had been known, he would not have 
madeallusionto him. He congratulated the coun- 
try upon the fact that one gentleman named as a 
candidate for the Presidency had expressed his 
opinions on the subject of slavery, and he hoped 
that other gentlemen named in the same connec- 
tion would follow the example. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, Mr. Chairman, 


I desire to inquire what is the question before the |} 


committee? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question -before the 
committee is House bill 
ment of agriculture, and a great many other pur- 
poses. [Renewed laughter.] 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, did not intend to |. 


discuss the question in dispute between the gen- 
tleman from Florida and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky; for his constituents had not sent him here 
to manufacture candidates for the P 
did he propose to discuss the measures which 
were called the compromise measures, for he had 


expressed his opinions on this subject uuring the | 


last Congress. Ie had seen efforts made during 


& +e as i 
the present session to reënact and reëndorse cer : 


tain laws in rel 
and he had onl 
House might 


ation to the question of slavery; 


compromise measures, there would be nothing in | 


them which would prevent the people from de- 


manding legislation upon the fugitive slave law, | 


whenever they might see proper to require it. 


Mr. C. then proceeded to discuss the bill under | 


consideration. lt was very evident, he thought— 


and no one who had observed the action of the | 
great ques- | 
belonging to | 
this nation would devolve upon this Congress. | 


House could fail to observe—that the 
tion of disposing of the public lands 


The idea that these public lands were to be retained 
as a source of revenue to the General Government 
seemed to have been abandoned by all parties and 
all classes of men. Mr. C. then 
vert to the history of the acquisition of the public 


domain; and during this part of his remarks he : 


yielded the floor to— 

Mr. MOREHEAD, who moved that the com- 
mittee rise and report progress; which motion was 
agreed to. 


The committee rose accordingly, and the Speaker | 


having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 


committee reported that the Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union had had the 


Union generally under consideration, and partic- |: 


ularly the special order, being House bill No. 7, 
to encourage agriculture, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, 


ments of the House thereto, and asking for a com- 
mittee of conference. And upon that I ask the 
previous question. i 

By general consent, the bill was then taken up 
and read by its title, as above reported. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s 
motion? 

Mr. JONES. My motion is, that the House 
insist upon its amendments, non-concurred in by 
the Senate, and ask for a committee of conference. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. Messrs. Jones, of Tennessee, 
Baieas, and Bissexx, were appointed the confer- 
ees on the part of the House. 


CLAIMS OF NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. STANLY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill, of which previous notice had been 
given, entitled “A bill to refund to the State of 


North Carolina the amount of money advanced, | 


and the transportation furnished to volunteers 
from that State during the late war with Mexico;” 


which was read a first and second time by its || 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 
HARBOR RILL. 
Mr. S. also, by unanimous consent, introduced 


a bill, of which previous notice had been given, ;i 


making appropriations for the improvement of 


certain rivers and harbors; which was read a first | 


and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


residency; nor | 


y to say that, notwithstanding the | 
1 pass every day during the present | 
session resolutions reénacting and reéndorsing the | 


proceeded to ad- | 


I now ask that | 
the bill from the Senate, entitled “ An act to make j/ 
land warrants assignable, and for other purposes,” |: 
may be disposed of by insisting upon the amend- | 


i! two bills, 
| printed. I now make that motion. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
that it is not customary to print bills until they are 
reported back to the House by the committee. 
Mr. STANLY. Then I withdraw my motion 
i to print. 
ENTRIES OF LAND 


was read a first and second time by its title, and 
| referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 


CRIMES AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


sent, introdaced a bill, of which previous notice 
has been given, entitled “A bill to amend an act 


certain crimes against the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1825; which 
l; was read a first and second time by its title, and 
j| referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. S. I wish to submit certain joint resolu- 
! tions from the Legislature of the State of Ohio, 
which I ask may be read. 

[Cries © No!” “Nom? «© Nol?) 
| Mr. STANTON. I move that they be laid on 
| the table and be printed. 
|| Mr. CARTTER. What is the title? 
be read. 

The title of the resolutions was then read, as fol- 


Let it 


|| Representatives in Congress to secure an appro- 
priation for the construction of a ship-canal at the 
Falls of St. Marie.” The resolutions were then 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. ROBBINS. 
! bill No. 185 is upon the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. ROBBINS. If it is in order, I move that 
it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| Mr. HART. J object. 
| The SPEAKER. 
i| not be referred. 
| Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. There area 
j number of Senate bills of importance upon the 
i table, and I hopethe House will permitall of them 
to be referred. 

Mr. HART. I object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present a series of resolu- 
tions adopted by a meeting in Philadelphia of old 


| 
|| soldiers of the war of 1812, and that they may be 
f read for the information of the House. 

i Mr. ORR. T object. 

li Mr. FLORENCE. Butone word. The reso- 
| 

{ 


lutions are from a meeting of soldiers of the war 
of 1812, asking a grant of one hundred and sixty 
acres of bounty lands. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
| Mr. FLORENCE, 


i ferred to the Committee on Pablic Lands. 
| [Cries of «I object!” «I object !?7] 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I will renew my 
motion to-morrow. 

On motion by Mr. CARTTER, 

The House then adjourned. 
H PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, inemorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


Ry Mr. MOREHEAD: The memorial of Philip Kenner, 
assistant marshal of the district of North Carolina, sking 


the late census. 

By Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania: The resolutions of the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the de- 
{| struction of the Mint at Philadelphia and the removal to 
|! New York. 

i 


recommending an appropriation for a ship-canal around the 
2; Falis of the Sault Ste. Marie. 

a Also, the petition of Levi Wunder and 35 others, for a 
' modification of the tarif. . 
Also, the resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 


(| By Mr. FLORENCE: Resolutions of the General As- 
H sembly of the State of Pennsylvania, relative to the pro- 
i; posed removal of the United States Mint from the city of 
i} Philadelphia to the city of New York. 

Also, the memorial of Charles W. Carroll. James C. 
| Bigby, Henry W. Simpson, and 31 others, citizens of the 
; county of Philadelphia, praying for the extension of the 
i} Woodworth patent for planing boards, &e. 


| 


and Van Wert counties, Ohio, for a mail route from Find- 


Ti 
I Mr. STANLY. I omitted to move that the | 
which I have jast presented, should be i 


l would suggest į 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida, by unanimous con- | 
| sent, Introduced a bill to legalize certain entries of 


No. 7, for the encourage |! public land made in the State of Florida; which | 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, by unanimous con- ' 


more effectually to provide for the punishment of i 


lows: “ Resolutions requesting our Senators and | 
g 


I wish to inquire if Senate f 


It is objected to, and can- 


I object. | 
I will withdraw my prop- | 
osition to read them, and move that they be re- | 


| an increase of compensation for services rendcred in taking | 
Also, the resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, | 


asking an appropriation for harbors in the river Delaware. <; 


By Mr. EDGERTON: The petitions of citizens of Allen i 


lay, Ohio, via Delphos and Van W. 

Indiana. 

: wee Mr. HASCALL: A’ remonstrance of 149 citizens of 

H Warsaw, Wyoming county, New York, against the renewal 
of Woodworth’s patent fora planing machine, 

| By Mr. McLANAHAN: Resolutions from the Legisla- 

į ture of the State of Pennsylvania, instructing the Senators 
| and requesting the Representatives from that State to op- 
‘| pose the establishment of a Mint at New York. 

i By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 

Joha F. Lowrey, jr., and 26 others, citizens of Blair coun- 

ty, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the formation 
ʻi of an Agricultural Bureau by Congress, 
Also, the petition of Jane Glasgow, widow of James 
| Glasgow, deceased, a soldier of the revolutionary war, 
| praying Congress to extend to her the pension of her bus- 
band trom 1840 during her natural life. ‘ 

_ By Mr. HARPER: The memorial of J. C. Albright and 
69 ather citizens of Guemscy county, Ohio, praying for the 
establishment of the bridges of the Wheeling and Belmont 
Bridge Company as post roads, and that they remain at 
their present he’ ht, &e. 

Also, the petition of J. R. McBride and 43 other citizens 
i| of Wayne county, Ohio, praying that certain physicians 
‘| employed in the late war with Mexico may be entitled to 
.| the benefit of the invalid pension laws, and the laws regu- 
| lating extra pay, now in force. D 
| By Mr. FOWLER: The petition of Martin Winsor and 
H chants, shipinasters, and others, in the towns of 
yand Kingston, Massachusetts, praying for an ap- 
propriation from the ‘Treasury of the United States for the 
Improvement of the harbor of Scituate, in the State of Mas- 
achusetts. 

Also, the petition of several insurance companies and 
port wardens of Boston, praying for an appropriation from 
the T ury for the improvement of the harbor of Scitu- 
achusetts, 


if > 
i ert, to Fort Wayne, 


| 
| 
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IN SENATE. 
Frinay, March 5, 1852. , 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BurreR. 


Mr. HUNTER. Imove to suspend the execu- 
i tion of the order by which this day is set apart for 
| the consideration of private bills, for one hour, I 
will state that my object in doing so, is to ask the 
| Senate, during the morning hour, to take apa bill 
|; which ought to have passed long since, to enable 
|| officers who were in California between the time 
j-of the treaty of peace and the establishment of 
|| the State constitution to settle their accounts. 

i| ‘The motion was agreed to. 


DRY DOCKS, BASINS, AND RAILWAYS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid betore the Sen- 
jate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting, in compliance with the reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 20th ultimo, copies of 
contracts for the construction of dry docks, basins, 
|| and railways, at Kittery, Philadelphia, and Pen- 
į sacola; and also a copy of the contract for a float- 
i| ing sectional dock at San Francisco, in California. 
i| The Secretary also stated, in further reply to the 
|| resolution, that no advertisement was made invit- 
|} ing proposals for the work last named; and that in 
i| the view of the Department none was required by 
‘| the original law upon the subject, approved Sep- 
tember 22d, 1850. 

The communication was laid upon the table, and 
'| a motion to print was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 
i| MILITARY CONTRIBUTIONS IN CALIFORNIA, 
f Mr. HUNTER. Task the general consent of 
‘i the Senate to take upa bill in addition to, and 

amendatory of, an act entitled “An act to provide 
|| for the settlement of the accounts of public officers 
| and others who may have received moneys arising 
‘| from military contributions or otherwise in Mex- 
ico,” approved 3d March, 1849. This is a bill, 
‘the passage of which is necessary in order to en- 
i! able the officers to settle their accounts with the 
: Government, and pay into the Treasury what bal- 
| ances may be in their hands. I hope the Senate 
i will take it up, and I think it may be disposed of 
| in a short time. 
i The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
| ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 


| 


i Whole. ; 

| The Committee on Finance propose a substitute 
¿į for the bill, which consists of six sections. 

|! The first section proposes to enact that all the 
H provisions of the act, “to provide for the settle- 
: ment of the accounts of public officers and others, 


| who may have received moneys arising from mili- 
| tary contributions or otherwise in Mexico,” ap- 
| proved March 3d, 1849, be applied to any officer 
_ of the Army or Navy of the United States, or any 
other person or persons appointed by, or acting 
: under the authority of, any such officer or officers, 
i who may have received moneys raised and collected 


| in Upper California or New Mexico for contribu- 


duties, under 
of the United States over that country, 
each’ and every such officer or other person shall | 
account for, settle, and pay into: the Treasury | 
of the United States, for general purposes, any 
balances of moneys shown to be in his hands. 
And upon such settlement, made in conformity 
with the: requirements of the provisions of the 


act before referred’ to, such persons shall become | 


entitled to the compensations and . allowances 
authorized by that act, except as hereinafter pro- 
vided. : a 
any moneys received by them, the said officers or 
other persons shall be liable to the penalties im- 
posed by-existing laws, in the case of disbursing 


And on failure to account for or pay over |: uid } y 

li things arising out of the peculiar state of the case © c e 
D d : K e tH y ieh me 

ple of California, and to meet them in such man- 


‘ner as might be consistent with the federal system 


| moneys after the ratification of the treaty of peace 
| and, before the appearance of the collector under 
|i the laws pf the United States—a period to which 
|. the law of 1849 does not refer. . 

This bill had also to provide for some other 
i in California during that period; that is to say, 
Í after the treaty of peace and before the establish- 


officers of the United States who neglect or refuse 
to account for money drawn from the Treasury; į 


provided that all papers, vouchers, or other docu- | 


ments connected with the levying or collecting of |; l wa ecessi er | 
‘to maintain the peace of society. The commit- x 1 | 
| = provision to pay the State of California $300,000, 


any such money, shali be filed with the amounts | 
rendered for settlement by any officer or other | 
person referred to in the act. 


The second section provides that compensation i! : servat ; 
‘the first law of nature in reference to individuals, |: 


so also every society had a right, higher than all 


may be allowed to any commanding officer of the | 
army in California who collected duties in that | 


` ment of the State government. There was then 
‘no regularly organized government, according to 
‘law; but there was a provisional government, 
which was put to some necessary expense in order 


| tee, in considering the question, came to the con- 
i 


i government de facto; that, as self-preservation is 


and before the 12th day of November, 1849, not , 
exceeding the compensation now allowed by law 
to the collector of the district of Upper California; 
said compensation to include the pay and emolu- 
ments of such officer of the army. 

The third section provides that when accounts 
are rendered for expenditures under the approval 
and sanction of the proper officers for the support 
of the actual government of California, after the 
ratification of the treaty of peace, and before the 
formation of the State government, and whicli 
expenditures may appear to have been proper 
and necessary, though not authorized by any law 
of the United States, the said ascounts may be 
credited to the proper person or persons in the 


country after the late treaty of peace with Mexico | 


| establish some government—a government de 
ii facto, if such an institution should be necessary 
Il for that purpose. They were also of opinion 
i that, so far as the transactions of this govern- 
| ment de facto were necessary in order to preserve 
transactions should be recognized and its expenses 
Beyond that—that is, beyond the strict ne- 


| paid. 


i 
t 
4 
ij 
| 
i 
i 
fi 
| 


| 1849, which provided for the settlement of the ac- |; 
counts. of officers who collected moneys in the | 
; territories of Mexico during’the war. The pro- i 
visions of that act, so far as they are applicable to |; 
this case, havebeen adopted. And upon the same | 
principles the Secretary of the Treasury is directed : 
to settle the accounts of officers who collected | : i i 
i to make their action sympathize with the federa! 


ing to the necessity of the case, and the 


isting 


| state of things, as there was no law making any 
! have been based upon the law approved March 3d, | 


of the ports of California ports of entry, the goods 
could not have been brought in at all. But the 
Governor de facto relaxed the laws of the United 


i States so far as they forbade goods to be entered 


in California, there being no port of entry there. 
This relaxation was for the benefit of the people 
of California—indispensable, indeed, to their very 
existence—and it was effected in such a manner as 


: system, so as to place them previsely in the same 


condition in relation to duties, that the people of 
the United States were placed in elsewhere. Jn 


other words, the duties were imposed by the gov- 


clusion that it was proper to recognize this asa | 
> by way of outfit. 


| others, to protect itself against anarchy, and to ; 


cessity of the case—it is obvious that they could ; 
ji not bind either the State of California or the Uni- |: 


ernment de facto to meet the necessities of the peo- 


to which those peoplebelonged. ‘But in consider- 
ation of the fact that California had no outfit in 
the way of public buildings, such as are usually 
furnished to the Territories before they areadmitted 
into the Union as States, the committee reported a 


a sum which the civil fund will more than cover 
To this, the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. Gwin] objected. I believe he would 
now object to it but for the fact that it isnecessary 
to adopt the othér provisions of the bill, in order 
to get these accounts settled. He has, however, 
agreed to withdraw his objections to this bill; and 
I believe there is now a general concurrence on the 


KA 


‘part of the committee in the wish that the bill 


| the peace and order of society, the validity of its | 


should be passed through as soon as possible, in 
order that these accounts may he settled, and this 
troublesome subject may be put in the way of ad- 


| justment. 


li ted States. The bill accordingly provides that © 


l! these expenses shall be paid upon such vouchers 
li and upon such a statement of the case as shall 
ii seem to be satisfactory in the discretion of the 
| President of the United States. We were obliged 


settlement of their accounts, if approved by the ;' to leave a large discretion to the President, in order 
President of the United States. i to have these accounts settled. r i 

By the fourth section it is proposed to authorize |, The bill also provides that the relief which was 
the accounting oflicers of the Treasury to credit |i given by the commanding general to the overland 
the proper officers with any sum or sums of (i emigrants, amounting to some hundred and twenty 
money paidor advanced by them for detraying the |: thousand dollars, which General Smith caused to 


The substitute, as reported by the committee, 
was then agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 am not going to deinin the 
Senate. I only wish to say, that on some future 


: oceasion I shall combat the reason given by the 


chairman of the Committee on Finance, as the 
organ of the Finance Committee, for witholding 


i the whole of this civil fund from the State of Cal- 


ifornia. I want this bill to pass; it is proper that 


: the accounts of the officers who collected this money 
‘should be settled; and I therefore waive my objec - 
i tions to the last section of the bill for the present. 


expenses of the Convention of California to form |! be furnished them in order to save them from star- |: 


a State constitution, provided that the same shall |} vation, should be paid. All of these expenses will 
not exceed the sum of $—— ; and also to credit |; be covered by, and, indeed, have probably been 
the proper persons with the sum or suis ofj; paid out of the civil fund, as it is called. 

money advanced or paid by them for the relief of © There was, also, another question—indeed [ 
the destinite overland emigrants to California’ may say there were two quesuons—of grave im- 
under the authority of the officer chief in com- | portance, which arose ont of the character of this 
mand of the army in California, provided the | civil fand itself. The civil fand was the money 
sume shall not exceed the sum of $125,000, and |, collected from duties between the time of the 


that vouchers shall he produced for the amounts |. treaty of peace and the appearance of the United ` 


paid. l States collector at San Francisco. Tt was collect- 

By the fifth section the Secretary of the Treas- i: ed by order of the government de facto. The first 
ury ig directed to cause proper defense to be made || order was issued, 1 believe, by Governor Mason. 
to any suit or suits at law now pending, or that | This civil fund was collected, as I said before, by 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the first blank--- 
that in the fourth section—was filled with the sum 
486,600; so that the section wonki read, “that, 
‘in the settlements of the accounts aforesaid, thea 


; counting officers of the Treasury be and they are 


may be hereafter instituted, against the person or! order of the de facto government, and not under |: 
persons who acted in the capacity of collector of |; any law of the United States. ‘The merchants | 


the customs at San Fransisco or elsewhere on the |) who paid the duties have claimed that they ought 
Pacific coast, under the military authorities of the r 
United States peior to the time when the duly ap- 
pointed collector entered upon the collection of the i! the United States. 


revenues at the port of Sau Mranciseo, and §—— i) the committee came to this conclusion: That if the 


he appropriated therefor. 

The sixth section provides that of the moneys 
collected in the ports now embraced within the 
limits of the State of California as duties upon ., amount of the goods by introducing them there; 
foreign imports, that the sum of $300,000 be paid ;: and that therefore it was a boon and a benefit 


nerchants insisted upon the strict execution of the 
aw, as there was no law establishing a port of 


; entry there, they would have forfeited the whole . 


to that State, to be applied to the expenses of the ;; offered to them by the de facto government when - 


State government prior to 

fornia into the Union as a S 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Pr 

which was drawn up with a 


he admission of Cali- 


= they were permitted to enter the goods upon the 
tate, 


. Same terms as such goods might have been en- 
esident, this isa bill.: tered elsewhere in the United States, and that they 
Aarne great deal of care by | therefore could not claim them in equity or in strict 
ae nator from Maryland, [Mr. Prarce,] whose :: law. 
x enee ERR regret, in order to provide for two The State of California took another view of the 
byects; eac of which presented questions which © question. They seemed to think that the govern- 
were te es in their character. The one was 
ee ) er ee to settle the accounts which | because these moneys were collected without the 
ans snd the ee between the treaty of || authority of United States law. The tax was 
pe eee Cae pas the collector went into; paid by the consumer, because the merchants 
vaufornia under the laws of the United States: i. made it out of them by the increased price of the 
and the other was to make some provision in rela- | goods 


tion to what is e ‘ivi wp X 7 TE ae 
vhat is called the civil fund of California; © of the question taken by the State of California. 


: ment of California was entitled to this civil fund, : 


The committee did not agree in the view i 


to be returned to them, because they were made | 
: 10 pay them without the authority of any law of | 
When the case was examined : 


‘hereby authorized and required tocredit the proper 
‘oficers with any sum or sums of money paid 
‘oradvanced by them for defraying the expenses 
‘of the convention of California, called to form a 
‘State constitution, provided that the same shall 
‘not exceed the sum of $86,600.”’ 

On the motion by Mr. HUNTER, the blank in 
the fifth section was filled with $16,000; so that 
that sum shall be appropriated for the payment of 
the defence of any suits which may be brough 
to recover the revenues collected at San Franc 
between the time of the ratification of ihe trea 
of peace and the arrival of the collector of the 
United States. 

Theamendment of the Committee of the Whole, 
as thas modified, was agreed to by the 

Mr. CHASE. I would like to make an ingniry 
or two of the chairman of the Camp on Hi- 
nance in regard to this bill. Ff Tread the fourth 
section aright, it provides that the expenses of rh 
convertion for framing the constitution of Califor- 
nia, shall be paid outof the Treasury in some form 
The fifth section suggests, at all events, that suli 
are pending, or may be brought, io recover the 
duties which have been paid into the Treasury, and 
are known by the name of the cil fund. ‘The 
sixth section provides that out of ihis civil fund 
there shall be paid over to the State of California 
the sum of $300,000. I should like to know from 
the chairman ofthe Committee on Finance, whether 
it is in contemplation not merely to pay the ex- 
penses of the convention which framed the consti- 
tution of California, but also to pay out of the 
Treasury to that State the sum of $300,000; anil 
yet leave the Treasury exposed to suits whieh may 
he brought by individuals to recover this identical 


t 
t 
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1852. 


sais > an ee Dace f 
fund from the Government, for their private use? | 


If that is to be the effect of the bill, it seems to me | 
that it deserves some further consideration than it | 
has yet received. i 

Mr. HUNTER. The design of the bill-wasto | 
pay to California $300,000, which would, of course, 
come out of this civil fund which was raised. 
There was some division of opinion in relation to 
that, but on two occasions the committee agreed | 
to report that sum. The State of California 
claimed ine whole of the civil fund, which amounts | 
to nearly $1,300,000. The committee did not agree || 
to give the State of California the whole, but | 
agreed to give her $300,000 in lieu of the outfit : 
which is usually given to the Territories before they 
are received as States. Public buildings are gen- : 
erally erected, and other things are done, which : 
may becalled an outfit. In lieu of that outfit, 
and as California thought she had a right to this 
very jarge amount, a majority of the committee | 
supposed it was fair and right to give her these 
$300,000. 

In relation to the other remark of the Senator 
from Ohio, ! would say, there are suits which | 
have been threajened, and I think some are pend- |, 
ing; but the committee did not suppose there was 
much danger that judgment would go against the 
United States in these suits. But if judgment 
should go against the United States, of course the 
money would have to be refunded. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to ask a little further | 
explanation on this subject from my friend from 
Virginia. I understand from the Senator that the 
State of California claimed the sum of $1,300,000. |) 

Mr. HUNTER. Nearly that. 

Mr. BADGER. That is the sum in round | 
numbers. The claim is either well founded or ill i 
founded. But I understand that the committee 
neither reject the claim, nor do they allow the claim; | 


| is to pay for, and if that isa proper sum to meet 
i those expenses, | should be one of the last men 
| in the world to object to it. 

Mr. HUNTER. There is another provision 
in the bill, that the expenses of the government 
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4 de facto, between the time of the promulgation of the 


treaty of peace and the establishment of the State 
constitution, should be paid.. The expenses of 
the State convention were paid by General Riley 


|, out of this civil fund. The money has already 


been paid; and I believe it was paid (although I 
do not speak with certainty of that fact) under 
the order of the Executive. But, in addition to 
the expenses of the convention, there was a gov- 


t STENT A 
i| ernment de fucto; there was a judiciary, in order to 


preserve the peace and order of society; and, as I 
said before, the question in regard to the expenses 
of the government de facto was a difficult one. But 
it seemed to us, that the only way of solving the 
difficulty was to recognize the existence of. the 
government de fucto, and to pay all its expenses, 
so far as they were confined to the object of the 
preservation of the peace and order of society. in 
California. I believe it will be found that, con- 
sidering the difficulties which arose out of the an- 
omalous state of things which certainly existed 
in California, that assumption of the principle is 
the only supposition which would enable us to 
solve the difficulty satisfactorily. It may require 
us to pay more money than we should have had 
to pay if there had been a regular government 
there. 

The committee had a great deal of difficulty with 
this subject, from the fact that there was no means 


| of ascertaining with precise accuracy what was , 
| due, or what ought to have been paid. They have 


therefore left it to the discretion of the President, 
in the settlement of these accounts, to admit such 
vouchers as are proper, and such charges as he 


but they say they will give the State of California : 
the sum of $300,009. What I want to know is this: |! 
have the committee ascertained that the $300,000, |; 
which they propose allowing to the State of Califor- 
nia, is really due to that State; and that the residue `| 
of the amountciaimed is not due to her? Or have : 
the committee had any difficulty in ascertaining 
what particular or precise sum is due to her, an 
have assumed $800,000 as an approximation? Or 
is the $300,000 proposed to be given merely be- 
cause she claims 41,300,000? If that is the ground 
for granting this amount, then it would be a very 
convenie:.: ching for my State to bring forward a 
very large claim. 

My. HUNTER. I thought I had stated before 
that the committee were of opinion that the State 
of California was not entitled to this fund. 

Mr. BADGER. Any part of it? 

Mr. HUNTER. Not to any part of it. This 
$300,009 was proposed to be given by a majority 
of the committee as a gratuity. Doubtless they 
were disposed to be more liberal in measuring the | 
gratuity from the fact that the State of California 
did think it was wrong to withhold from her the 
civil fand. She claimed the whole amount. But 
the committee put the appropriation upon the 
ground that the United States has usually given 
some outfit to the Territories before they have been 
brought in as States, and. that it was much dearer 
to put up public buildings in California than else- 
where; and I think the majority of the committee, 
who fixed the amount at $300,000, thought they 
ought to provide something in the proportion of : 
four tu one. I think some estimate at least was | 
made in relation to that matter. Tt is due to my- > 
self, perhaps, to say that, in relation to that pro- į 
vision, | did not think California was entitled to || 
it. But the committee have twice so decided, and |: 
I have acquiesced. 1 have given up as to that | 
peint; and the Senator from California has with- 
drawn his objections in order to enable this bill to 
pass; though he thinks his State is entitled to the | 
whole of theeivilfund. Under these circumstances, | 
it seems to me it would be better that this bill 
should pass in its present form. 
fr, CHASE. I donot understand my friend, 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, as 
g the question [ put to him in regard to 
a portion of the fourth section. The fourth sec- 
tion, if I understand it, provides for the paymeni 
of the expenses of the convention which framed 
the constitution of California; and I am not aware 
of any other expenses incurred by that State pre- 
paratory to its admission into the Union. H there | 
are any other expenses which this sum of $300,000 


i 
i 


i 
i 
H 
rl 
| 
i 


|i 
i 
| 
| 


i 


t 


il 
fi 
i 
j 
l 


$ 


i 


might think come within the legitimate sphere of 
the government de fucto. But these expenses are 
provided for in a different section of the bill. This 
sum of $300,000 covers nothing of that. Itis, as 
I said before, a gratuity—an outfit, as the Senator 
from Maryland called it—to the State of California. 

Mr. BORLAND. Iam in favor of the passage 
of this bill; but I wish to call the attention of the 


Senator from California to one point. I under- ti 


stood from the remarks of the Senator from Vir- | 
ginia that this bill, in its present shape, was a sort 
of compromise between the United States and the 
State of California of certain matters in dispute. 
{ understand from him that the Senator from Cal- 


ifornia is willing to withdraw his objections, as the |, 
| representative of California, for the present; and |: 


that the Committee on Finance, representing the , 
| United States as the other party, are willing to | 
| allow $300,000 to California. Well, if it be a 
| 
| 


if 
HH 


would be but fair for the Senator from California, : 
on the part of that State, to. withdraw all further | 
claim, and let the compromise be the final settle- | 
ment of the account. 

Mr. GWIN. Iwas opposed to the last section | 
of the bill, because it did not give us the whole of | 


hereafter to urge the payment of the whole of this 
civil fund to California. But the other provisions 
of this bill are highly important. ‘These accounts 
are unsettled. Hereis the sum of over $1,200,000 
of this civil fund unaccounted for. It is absolutely 
necessary that this bill should pass in order to 
settle the accounts of the officers who collected it; 
and I am told that some of the money is perhaps 
in jeopardy. J} want these accounts to be settled; 


‘and to accomplish that purpose, I have withdrawn 
my opposition tothe bill. 1 was the only member of 


the Committee on Finance who was opposed to 


4 reporting it in its present form; and I have with- 
| drawn my opposition for the present for the pur- | 


; pose of having these accounts settled. The other 
i question is before the Committee on Finance, 

and will be brought up hereafter; and I give notice 
hat I will contend for the whole of this civil fand 


as belonging in right and justice to California, and 


| will not give up the contest until we get it. 
| Mr. BORLAND. When a proposition was 
‘ formerly before the Senate, granting or conceding 


! the amount of $300,000 to the State of California, i 
+ Land a good many others were opposed to it; but ; 


BE. 


| 
| 
compromise—if the United States are to make a!’ 
positive grant of $300,000 to California—f{ think it | 


| as think the passage of this bill is very-import- 
| ant, not ouly to the Government, but to the officers 
| whose accounts are to be settled, I am willing to 
make this concession of $300,000. But I must 
| say; that if the grant of $300,000 was before the 
Senate as a separate proposition, I should vote 
| againstit. I shal], therefore, hold myself in readi- 
| ness to make what opposition I can to the propo- 
|| sition which the Senator from California has given 
‘| notice he shall insist upon hereafter. I think it 
|| will be well for others, who take the same view of 
|: the subject, to be prepared to meet the claim when 
| it comes up; and I will give my vote now, as the 
Senator from California does, under protest, with 
regard to these §300,000. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
! third reading, and it was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 


i 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting, in compliance with 
the law of the llth of August, 1848, the copy of 
a dispatch from the Commissioner, ad interim, of 
i the United States at Canton, together with the 
copy of certain rules and regulations for masters, 
officers, and seamen of vessels of the United States 
t the free ports of China, which accompanied 
‘ said dispatch, and which are submitted for the re- 
i vision of Congress; which were read, and ordered ° 
| to be Jaid on the table and printed. 
| 


Í ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 


|t A message, from the House of Representatives, 
|; was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
: cing that it insists on its amendment to the bill to 
! make land warrauts assignable, disagreed to by 
the Senate, and asking a conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses, and stating that 
: it had appointed managers at the same on its part, 
viz: Mr. Geo. W. Jones, Mr. Groner BRIGGS, 
and Mr. Wituram H. BisseLL. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
last mentioned, insisted on by that House, and it" 
was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its disagreement to the 
said amendment and agree to the conference asked: by tlre 
House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

Ordered, That the committee of conference, om the part 
of the Senate, consist of three members, to be appointed 
by the President of the Senate. 

And Mr. SnirLos, My. Sarria, and Mr. FeLca, 
' were appointed accordingly. . 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of ship- 
i owners, merchants, and others, of Baltimore, pray- 
| ing that further aid may be extended to Collins’s 


|; 


line of steam-ships; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the memorial of ship- 
i owners, merchants, and others, of Salem, Massa- 
| chusetts, praying that further aid may be extended 
to Collins’s line of steam-ships; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented the memorial of ship-own- 


| the civil fand, and I intended to contest its passage |. ers, merchants, and others, of New York, praying 
! before the Senate. But I have given up my in- |: 
‘tention to do so, to have these accounts settled. 
| I give notice to the Senate, however, that I intend 


that further aid may be extended to Collins’s line 
of steam-ships; which was referred tothe Commit- 
: tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of Alexander J. Atocha, 
praying satisfaction for damages in consequence 
of having been expelled from Mexico, and his 
claim having been improperly rejected by the late 
Board of Commissioners; which was referred to 
the select committee appointed on the subject. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the proceed- 
ings of a meeting of citizens of Iowa, held at Israel 
Yrumbo’s, in Bremer county, recommending the 
establishment of a land office at Cedar falls: 
which were referred to the Committee on Public 
S Roads. i 

Also, the proceedings of a railroad meeting held 
at Quasqueton, Lowa, in favor of the'construction 
of the Dubuque and North Red River Railroad; 

| which were referred to the Committee on Terri- 
| tories. S : l ` 
| Mr. STOCKTON presented the memorial of 
John Duf, for himself and his late partner, Joseph 
Gonder, jr., praying that a suit brought against 
him by the United States for an alleged violation 
of x contract to furnish stone for the dry dock at 
Brooklyn, may be discontinued: which was re- 
i ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Also, a memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, 
praying a modification of the bounty land law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public i 

nds. j: 
Te, eo parition of Hugh N. Page and others, | 
officers in the Navy, praying additional pay for i: 
the time they served in California; which was or- 
dered to be laid on the table. 

Also, a memorial of ship-masters, pilots, and 
others, of Philadelphia, praying the construction | 
of piers and harbors in the Delaware river. and bay; `! 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- | 
merce.’ $ i 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Bridgeton, 
New Jersey, praying an increase of the duties on 
iron and glass; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Essex county, 
New Jersey, remonstrating against the further 
extension of Woodworth’s patent Dr a planing 

achine; which was referred to the Committee on CORN 
are pS Patent Office. k » Mr. BRODHEAD. I havea minority report 

Also, a petition of citizens of New Jersey, re- | on that subject which | wish to present. ‘fhe 
monstrating against the renewal of Parker’s pat- | majority of the committee have reported a resolu- 
ent for improvements in the water-wheel; which | tion to refer this case to the select committee upon 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and the |‘ this subject. I havea minority report to present, 
Patent Office. l! concluding with a joint resolution. Ido not kuow 

Also, the petition of citizens of Erie, Pennsyl- what has been the practice of the. Senate in such 
vania, praying the establishment ofa naval depot ;; cases, but I design, when the majority report comes 
or navy yard and dry dock on the Lakes; which |: up for consideration, to move to strike out all after 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. |. the word ‘‘resolved,’’ for the reasons stated in the 

Mr. SEWARD presented resolutions of the | minority report, and insert the resolution accom- 
corporate authorities of the city of New York, in +; panying the report which | offer. I move the 
favor of the adoption of measures to obtain from |: printing of both reports. N : 
the British Government the release of William |, The PRESIDENT. The motion now made by 
Smith O’Brien, and certain other natives of Ire- || the Senator from Maryland (Mr. Prarr]is to place 
land, now suffering imprisonment in Van Die- || the subject beyond the power of the Senator from 
men’s Land; which were ordered to be laid on the | Pennsylvania to make any amendment whatever. 
table. || The motion is merely to discharge the committee 

A motion by Mr. S. that they be printed, was |i from the further consideration of this memorial, 
referred to the Committee on Printing. i| and to refer it to the select committee on that sub- 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Germantown, | ject, and when it is thus referred it goes outof the 
Pennsylvania, praying a modification of the bounty |; possession of the Senate. There would, therefore, 
land law; which was referred to the Committee on || be nothing before the Senate to which the minor- 
Public Lands. ity report of the Senator from Pennsylvania could 

Mr. JAMES presented a petition of citizens of |! refer. : 
Providence, Rhode Island, remonstrating against Mr. PRATT. When theselect committee shall 
the further extension of Woodworth’s patent for |‘ report, if the motion which I have made should 
a planing machine; which wasreferred to the Com- || prevail, it will be in the power of the Senator from 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. į! Pennsylvania to offer a substitute in the shape of 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of Charles | the report he now holds in his hand. I would 
Gordon, praying compensation for services as |! suggest to that Senator, that if the papers are re- 
draughtsman to the Committee on Public Lands; ; ferred to the select committee, the whole subject 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and |i will come under the consideration of that commit- 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. || tee; and the majority of the Committee of Claims 

Also,a memorial of merchants, ship-owners, and || have thought it better that it should be referred to 
others, of Boston, praying that further aid may || the select committee untrammeled, than that the 
be extended to Collins’s line of steamships; which |! question should be prematurely discussed here. 
was referred to the Committee on Naval A fairs. Mr. BRODHEAD. The minority of the com- 

Mr. BADGER presented a petition of P. K. ; mittee entertained the opinion that this claim 
Dickinson & Co., praying that Woodworth’s | should be paid; in other words, that the balance of 
patent fora planing machine may not berenewed; i the $3,250,000 of the Mexican indemnity fund 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents | should be paid to the Mexican Government, or 
and the Patent Office. “upon the order of the Mexican Government to any 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Joseph | person that Government might choose to authorize 
H. Marsh, only child of Samuel Marsh, deceased, | to receive it. I am, therefore, of opinion that this 
late a soldier during the Mexican war; praying an : 
increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Mr. MANGUM, from the Committee on For- 


morial of Don José Maria Jarero, a citizen of 
Mexico, to ask to be discharged from the further 
onsideration of that memorial, which claims com- 
; pensation out of the fund appropriated under the 


i} papers to the select committee recently appointed 
| by the Senate to take charge of all matters relating 
j to this subject. 
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| committee; and for that reason I trust the matter 
| wili go over, and that the minority report will be 
Also, the memorial of citizens of Washington, | considered. I suppose that is the preper course | 
D. C., praying certain amendments to the city || to pursue in such a case. 
charter by the removal of certain restrictions on © Mr. BAYARD. [hope the motion of my friend 
the right of suffrage; which was referred to the ‘| from Maryland will be adopted, and that the Com- 
Committee for the District of Columbia. l! mittee of Claims will be discharged from the fur- 
Mr. UPHAM presented the petition of Jonah | ther consideration of this memorial. Whether the 
Brooks, assistant marshal for taking the Seventh |; claim is referred to the select committee or not, | 
Census in Vermont, praying additional compen- |' is 
sation; which was referred to the Committee of | ment. 
Claims. 
Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of citizens 
of the State of New York, praying that pensions 


The case is a very simple one; and it is a 
matter of some surprise to me that the honorable 
‘| Senator from Pennsylvania should doubt the con- 
: struction to beput upon this treaty. This memo- 
may be granted to widows or children of officers | rialist claims the right to some forty odd thousand 
and soldiers of the revolutionary war who have : dollars, which is the residue of the $3,250,000, 
never received pensions; which was referred to the .. after the payment ofall the claims under the com- 
Committée on Revolutionary Claims. mission appointed by virtue of the treaty with 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented the pe-: Mexico. There is this balance remaining to the 


tition of residents on the Menominee purchase, | United States, which the Government stipulated 
praying the removal of the 


which was referreg to the Co 
Affairs. 


mmittee on Indian ‘| rero claims this balance on the ground that the | 
: Mexican Government have given an order for its 


PAPER WITHDRAWN AND a | payment through their minister—claiming thus ! 
o ion by Mr. D i‘ REFERRED: ‘` that this balance belongs to the Mexican Govern 
n motion by Mr. DOWNS, it wag i ment. Ihave looked into this question attentively, 


i: Mexican treaty, and to ask: the reference of these |! 


case should not go with the others to the select | 


, in my judgment, not a subject of so much mo- | 


Indians therefrom; | to pay on a certain class of claims, General Ja- | 


| which Mexico can claim that fund. I do not in- 

tend to enter into the discussion of this question 
: now; but I mast say that the matter appears to me 
| to be so plain that “ He who runs may read;’’ 
jand in that treaty there is no stipulation which 
i would entitle Mexico to the balance of that fund, 
f after we have discharged the claims which we are 
| forced under the treaty to pay. It is upon this 
: ground, and on this ground alone—that the party 
has no claim founded upon the rights of the Mex- 
j ican Government to this fund—that the Commit- 
| tee ask to be discharged. The ground of propo- 
(sing the reference to this select committee, is 
i simply that we know that memorials of this char- 


| acter have been so referred; and we think it right 


and proper, as this claim was rejected by the com- 
: mission on the ground that it was not an Ameri- 
can claim, that it should go before that committee. 
i It seems to me inscrutable, if this was originally a 
claim of an American citizen, that becausea Mex- 
‘ican was the holder of it the commission should 
‘have rejected it. I cannot conceiveen what prin- 
‘ciple they could arrive at such a result. At all 
; events, I think the matter is worthy of a reference 
: to the select committee. What may be the result 
| of their investigation is another question. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD. I understand there is but 
| one memorial. I only make a report with regard 
‘to one. I will not now undertake to discuss the 
: question. It is a question of the construction of 
| the treaty. I have discussed it in the minority 
‘report, which I have submitted to the Senate. 
| The only question is, what is the proper course 
‘to pursue to dispose of this minority report, and 
| What is the proper way to bring the subject to the 
| attention of the Senate. I ask the opinion of the 
: Senate as to the proper construction of this treaty. 
| The question has been presented by the memoria- 
| list. It is a question of construction, and of con- 
|, struction alone, and therefore I think it should not 
| go to the select committee. If the construction is 
ias I contend, then the memorialist will receive 
| the money. Ifthe construction should be as con- 
i tended for by the Senators from Delaware and 
Maryland, then I agree that the memorial should 
go to the select committee. 
| The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that 
| there is no report from the committee. They 
| simply ask to be discharged from the further con- 
| sideration of the memorial, and that it be referred 
| to the select committee. The report of a minority 
| of a committee cannot be received without the 
| unanimous consent of the Senate. The question 
| is now whether the Senate will discharge the com- 
` mittee from the further consideration of the memo- 
| rial, and refer it to the select committee on Mexi- 
| can Claims. 
| Mr.BRODHEAD. Thope, then, the committee 
| will not be discharged, or that the unanimous con- 
i sent of the Senate will be given for the introduc- 
tion of this minority report. AU 1 ask is that the 
' Senate will examine the subject. 
| The PRESIDENT. There is no majority re- 
ort. 
: : Mr. BRODHEAD. The majority ask to be 
| discharged from the further consideration of the 
subject, and a reference to the select committee. I 
| ask that the whole subject may be laid on the 


|| table, and that the report may be printed. 


| Mr. BADGER. hy? I shall certainly ob- 
; ject to the report being printed. 
| ‘The PRESIDENT. What report? The com- 
| mittee simply ask to be discharged, and to have 
: the memorial referred to another committee, as the 
i Chair has already stated. 
Mr. BADGER. Why should they not be dis- 
charged ? 
|! Mr. HAMLIN. If I understand the honorable 
i Senator from Pennsylvania aright, he asks that 
; the report which he has submitted be received and 
printed, whether there be any majority report or 
| not. I beg leave to inquire of the Chair if the 
| paper which is submitted by the honorable Sena- 
i tor from Pennsylvania may not be received with 
i the unanimous consent of the Senate, and be 
| printed? 
The PRESIDENT. Most certainly. 
_Mr. HAMLIN. Very well; I hear no objec- 
tion. 
Mr. BADGER. I object. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator from North 
| Carolina objects. Then the question recurs on 


T adopting the motion made by the committee, which 


Ordered, That the memorial of Matia Taylor, on thefiles || and I cannot find the least shadow of a ground on 


| is to be discharged from the further consideration 
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of the memorial, and its reference to the select 
committee. i 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. ; 

Mr. HAMLIN. I understand that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania has submitted at length, in 
writing, his reasons why that committee ought not 
to be discharged. 

Mr. BADGER. Very well. 
them now, if he will offer them. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think we could appropriate 
the time of the Senate to better purpose, and ‘that 
it would be better to let the report be printed, and 
the matter remain for the present where it now is 
until it is printed, and then we can judge whether 
we will discharge the committee or not. If the 
committee is discharged, we shall not have the 
benefit of the matter which is proposed to be sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that 
the Senator from Pennsylvania can present in his |} 
individual capacity as a Senator anything which 
will throw light upon this subject, or give any in- |! 
formation to this body; but that he cannot present 
such a paper now as a minority report. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 willstate some reasons why 
the minority report should not be received. In! 
the first place, this is a casc of the first impression 
of the Senate. The committee to which the sub- 
ject has been referred direct a member of the com- 
mittee to move that they be discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial, not upon 
the ground that the claim is not meritorious, not || 
upon the ground that they have considered and 
decided the case—it is not in the nature of an ad- 
verse report—but simply that it may be referred to | 
another committee, which they think is more ap- | 
propriate to take charge of the subject i 

Mr. PRATT. Which the Senate has appointed į 
to take charge of this whole subject. 

Mr. BADGER. I understand it. Now a mem- | 
ber of that committee brings in what he calls a!! 
minority report, and upon what? Upon the | 
merits of this claim; undertaking to show in this | 
minority report that the claim is a valid one, and 
ought to be paid. Now, that is not the question 
before the Senate, and I do not want the Senator || 
from Pennsylvania to preoccupy that question by 
presenting a report here which he calls a minor- 
ity report, while at the same time we are sending 
the subject to a committee which we wish to be 
entirely untrammeled by any previous action. t 

Mr. BRODHEAD. One word, if the Senator | 
pleases. I undertake to show that the reasons | 
which are introduced in the minority report are 
reasons which go to show that the memorial , 
should not be referred to the select. committee. 

Mr. BADGER. Whatever they may be, I un- | 
derstand that the Senator from Pennsylvania pre- | 
sents what he calls a minority report, there being , 
no majority reportin which the merits of thisclaim | 
are investigated. I do not see where we shall be } 
led, if the Senate adopts a system of that kind, ad- ; 
mitting one gentleman on a committee to which a 
particular question was referred to bring in are- 

ort investigating the merits of the whole case and 

ave it printed. I cannot conceive why any peti- 
tion, memorial, or claim, which grows out of the 
Mexican treaty, or the proceedings of the late || 
Mexican Board, should not be referred to the se- }} 
lect committee of which the honorable Senator || 
from Louisiana [Mr. Sovre] is the chairman. Ii; 
think the whole subject is one that properly comes || 
under the consideration of that committee; and if |l 
there be any reason why relief should be given to | 
this claimant, although that reason does not extend jj 
to any other, that committee is perfectly competent j! 
to make a report in favor of this claimant, although || 
it reports against all others. It is as competent li 
for that committee to investigate the construction į 
of the treaty as it is for any other committee to do | 
it. And why not? They are to determine and || 
present to the Senate what they think ought to be 
done in relation to the subject-matter of the claims 
which are alleged to exist in consequence of what |: 
are considered the wrong or mistaken decisions of |; 
that Board. Now, whether these wrong decisions : 
relate to the construction of the treaty or anything ii 
else, the whole matter will be before the committee. 
Therefore, it is not with the slightest disrespect or |! 
unwillingness, to accommodate the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania, that I must interpose an objection 
to having the paper presented and printed. Tam |; 
totally unable to understand why the memorial į; 
should not go to the select committee which the il 


We will hear 


| 
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; refer it to the select committee? 
; upon which a select committee would not have 
: been raised. | think the select committee was raised 
| for an entirely different purpose. 


Senate have raised expressly to take charge of this 
subject... $ 

Mr. PRATT. I do not consider that itis at 
all necessary to go. into the consideration of the 
question which will be presented whenever a re- 
port shall be made; but I wish to say a single 
word, that the Senate may understand the position 
assumed by the honorable Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. The late commission omitted to expend or 
appropriate some $42,000 of the $3,250,000 which 
were originally appropriated for the purpose of 
paying the liabilities of this Government, under 
the treaty with the Mexican Government. The 
Mexican Government now claim this $42,000 which 
are unappropriated, as belonging to that Gov- 
ernment under the treaty, and they have given an 
order to the petitioner in this case, directing the 
payment of that $42,060 tobe made to him. Now, 
L suppose that the select committee which has 
been raised would necessarily have under its con- 
sideration, for its decision, that very question, 
under the treaty, which is made by the Govern- 
ment of Mexico. It-will be one of the first pre- 
liminary questions to be settled by this select com- 
mittee, with reference to the residue of this fund 
claimed by Mexico, and to which a majority of 
the Committee of Claims believe that Mexico has 
no jast right. The claim which General Jarero 
sets up to this money in the memorial he presents, 
is on account of the order he has received from 
the Mexican Government tlrat the money shall be 
paid tohim. ‘The Senator from Pennsylvania isa 
member of the select committee, and there can be 
no difticulty in bringing his peculiar views before 
that committee with reference to the rights of 
Mexico. If the select committee are of the same 
opinion as the Committee of Claims, he can pre- 
sent his report there as well as here. It seems to 
me that the whole subject will then come up prop- 
erly in the report of that committee, and not till 
then. J hope the Senate will discharge the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and suffer the memorial to go to 
the select committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, that certamly the construction 
of that treaty must come before the select commit- 
tee. They cannot enter upon the performance of 
their duties without considering its construction. 
It is essential_to the examination of the cldims. 
Any views which the Senator entertains can be 
brought before that committee; and if they agree 
with him, they will report accordingty, and if they 
disagree, it will be competent for him to bring in 


a minority report, in which he can present the 


whole subject. Or if the Senator pleases, he can, 
at a subsequent day, introduce a bill for the relief. 
of the claimant, oradopt some course of that kind. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. i admitthat this is a sub- 
ject which can be considered by the select com- 
mittee; but it was referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and I think it was properly so referred, 
and that the question should have been considered 
by the Committee of Claims. W hy, therefore, 
it is a memorial 


Hence it is that 
I consider it my duty to oppose this motion. It 
is, however, quite immaterial to me, 

Mr. RUSK. Itseems to me that to take this 
minority report, in the present state of the case, 
would be to prejudgse the whole question. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly it would. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has already 
stated that there can be no minority report pre- 
sented now. 


Mr. RUSK. Then it seems to me that there | 


ought not to be the least objection to the motion of 


the Senator from Maryland—that the Committee | 


of Claims should be discharged from the further 


consideration of this memorial, and that it should | 


Ido 


go to the select commitice on this subject. 


not believe that there is the slightest foundation |; 


for this claim, even admititing in advance that the 
commission have provided for the payment of all 
the debts to which this fund is properly liable. But 
to act upon this claim now, and to determine that 


$40,000 are due to Mexico, under the provision 
made for the payment of the creditors of the Uni- | 
: ted States, before that committee acts in any way, 
would to all intents and purposes be anticipating | 


the action of that committee, which would not be 


proper. Besides, it may be ascertained that the | 


sum we have to pay may bea much larger amount 


i 
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i 
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than is claimed, or it may be much less. As the 
matter stands now, I can see no reason why this 
balance should be paid to Mexico. But it isclear 
to me, that to take any action now in reference to 
this report, which might go by implication to pre- 
judge the claim in favor of Mexico, would only 
be equal to precluding the select committee from 
acting at all. « 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
discharge the Committee of Claims from the fur- 
ther consideration of the memorial, and it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. I now move that it be referred 
to the select committee appointed to take charge 
| of these matters. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS.——DAVID L. DAVIS. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
adverse reports upon the President’s table. The 
first was the report of the Committee on Pensions 
in the case of David. L. Davis. The report states 
that the petitioner was employed as an assistant 
in a Government survey, under the late survey of 
Mr. John M. Smith, in the State of Arkansas, 
from the 20th of May to the 24th of July, 1851; 


| that, while a party of men were encamped on the 


day last named, a tree was blown across the camp 
by a hurricane, which killed two men instantly, 
and seriously injured the petitioner so as to pre- 
vent his ability to perform manual labor. 

The committee recommend that the prayer of 
the petitioner be rejected. 

The report was concurred in. 


SAMUEL SPALDING. 
The next report was from the Committee on 


| Pensions in the case of Samuel Spalding. 


The report was read, from which it appeared 


| that the petitioner had been upon the pension-list 


for about seventeen years, and that he asked for 
arrears of pension from the date of his discharge 
in 1814, stating as a reason for his not applying 
for a pension previous to the year 1834, that he 
had been informed, on what he supposed to be 
good authority, that he would be allowed a pen- 
sion from the date of his discharge. It further 
appeared that the petitioner was discharged on 
account of the expiration of his term of service, 
and not on a surgeon’s certificate. 

The committee report that the prayer of the pe- 
titioner ought not to be granted. 

The report of the committee was concurred in. 


LOUISIANA VOLUNTEERS. 
The Senate next proceeded to the consideration 
of the report of the Committee on Military Affairs 


| on the memorial of the officers of the first regiment 
| of Louisiana Volunteers, for indemnity for loss by 


the wreck of the ship Oudiska, on the coast of 
Mexico. 

The committee reported that it was not expe- 
dient to grant the prayer of the petitioners; and the 
report was concurred in. 

ADAM HAYS. 

The Senate next took up the report of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions in the case of Adam Hays. 

It appeared that the petitioner had served during 


i the war of 1812 as an army surgeon, and thatfrom 


exposure he had contracted a severe disease of the 
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lungs; that in the year 1838, he received a pension 


| of $22 50 per month, and he now asked for 


arrearages of pension from the year 1815 to the 


i year 1838, when he was discharged. 


The committee reported adversely, and the re- 
port was concurred in. 

GEORGE W. SEVIER. 

The Senate next proceeded to consider the report 
| of the Committee on Military Affairs in the case 
of George W. Sevier. 

The report set forth that the petitioner claimed 
! compensation for hogs said to have been destroyed 
‘in Texas by troops of the United States. 

The committee reported that, in their opinion, 
the claim was sustained by no proof under any 
principle which should bind the Government, and 
; concluded that the prayer of the petitioner was 
unreasonable, and ought not to be granted. 

The report was concurred in. 


WILLIAM A. DUER. 


| the report of the Committee of Claims, on the 
petition of William A. Duer, administrator of 


| 
! The PRESIDENT announced, as next in order, 
i 
| 


Wiliam Duer, 


March 5, 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. PRATT. Jt seems to me, Mr, President 
that we are occupying the time of the Senate very 
unnecessarily in reading over all these reports of | 
caseg, on which the several committees have re- | 
ported adversely. 1 move that the reading of |: 
these reports be dispensed with, where there are |: 
no minority reports, and that they all be concurred ” 
in at once. . i 

The PRESIDENT. Itis indispensable that the 
resolutions of the committees should be read, in | 
order that the Senate may know what has been 
done in each case. 

Mr. PRATT. Allthese are unfavorable reports, 
and I move that they may all be laid upon the i 
table, in order that we niay proceed to the Calen- i 
dar. ; 
Mr. SEWARD. I hope not; we will soon get |. 
through these reports. . rice 

The PRESIDENT. It is utterly impossible ; 
for the Chair to determine which case is reported | 
upon favorably, or which unfavorably, until the E 
report be read by the Secretary. | 

Mr. BADGER. Thereis no adverse report on 
the Calendar, and every private claim on the Cal- 
endar is a case in which a bill has been reported 
for the action of the Senate. If these reports could 
be all disposed of at once, we could get along very | 
weil, and I think my friend from Maryland is right | 
in this respect. The bills we pass have to go to | 
the House and be acted upon, whereas these re- 
ports present no subject for action beyond the 
mere concurrence of the Senate in the recommend- 
ation of their committees. ‚I think it would be} 
better to go to the Calendar and take up the bills. 

The PRESIDENT. A number of these re- 

ports are favorable, and a number of them are 
unfavorable. 
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| 
ports be passed 
over, and that the Senate take up the Calendar. 

Mr. GWIN. Some of these cases which have È 
been unfavorably reported upon I desire to test | 
before the Senate. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
take up the Calendar, and it was decided in the | 
affirmative. 


JOHN F, CALLAN. 

The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of the bill for the 
relief of John F, Callan, administrator of Daniel 
Renner, deceased. ; 

The bil provides that the Secretary of the 
Treasury be authorized to cause the claim of Juhn i 
F. Callan, administrator and surviving partner of | 
Daniel Renner, deceased, arising out of the alleged ; 
burning of a rope-walk in the city of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, in the month of August, 
L814, to be settled upon principles of justice and 
equity; provided that in no case the sum shall 
exceed $6,744. 

Mr. BAYARD. I dissented from the views of 
the committee as to reporting that bill. Before it 
is sanetioned by the vote of the Senate, I should 
like to have a former report read. This claim was 
before the House of Representatives some thirty 
years ago, and was allowed as to the personal 
property, but was refused as to the house; and the 
claim is now made for the real estate. The Sena- 
‘or from Kentucky, [Mr. Unverwoon,) | believe, j 
has a thorough knowledge of the circumstances of | 
thiscase. The claim is this: 
wherever the Briti 
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" : sh troops janded and obtained a | 
foothold in this country, their depredations were |: 
excessive. The ordinary rules of civilized warfare j 
were put at defiance by them throughout the whole | 
country wherever they went. Claims were made ; 
by citizens from all quarters of the country after | 
the peace, for remuneration for their losses. The |) 
principle on which these claims should he allowed |} 
was established, after much discussion, by acts of | 
Congress passed in 1816 and 1817, and subse- | 
i 


quently settled in 1825. This principle involved 
tne propriety of payments to this extent, and no 
further: that wherever the destruction was made 
by the enemy contrary to the rales of civilized 
warfare, Government should not pay the citizens 


| 
1 


: them to its own use, 


i ty were taken away. 0 
; Property was destroyed according to the rules of 
civilized warfare or not, they claimed they would 


Daring the last war, | 


: Was referred the petition of D 


tain. : f 
In this particular case the claim was based upon 


‘this ground: The parties were the owners of a 


rope-walk in the city. of Washington, in which 
there was a parcel of cordage and a quantity of 
rope which were destroyed by the enemy, together 
with therope-walk, in 1814, whenthe British took 
possession of the city of Washington. Theclaim 


was allowed by a committee after an adverse re- | 


port against the whole claim in 1818. A second 
committee allowed thet portion of the claim which 
applied to personal property, on this ground, that 
the petitioners had provided the means of remoy- 


iing their personal property out of the city of 


Washington, and out of the reach of the enemy, 
: and on the distinct ground that the Government 
: took away the wagons they had and appropriated 
Therefore it is claimed that 
Government is liable for the destruction of their 
personal property. At that day, the claim was 
never based on any other ground. The claim now 
made is for the burning of the rope-walk. That 
could not be removed. 

The ground on which I have differed from the 
majority of the committee, is this: They say the 
inference is, that the enemy having destroyed the 
cordage and burned the building with a view to 


the destruction of the ropes and cordages, it rests | 


upon the Government to shew that the rope-walk 
would have been destroyed if the material, which 
is called munitions of war, I think, in the report 
of the committee, had not been there. In my 
Judgment, according to the report of the former 
committee, there was not the semblance of any- 
thing like munitions of war which would authorize 
the enemy to destroy: this property. These parties 
had a private rope-waik. They may have had 
contracts with the Government, and they may 
: have supplied the Government with cordage some- 
times, but no cordage of the Government was there 
at that time. That was not the ground on which 
the claim was made, but simply. on the ground 
that the means of removing their personal proper- 
Therefore, whether their 


be entitled to remuneration io the extent to which 


i they were prevented from removing their prop- 


erty on account of loss of their wagons and carts 
which were taken by the Government. 

The present report of the committee is made 
; Somewhat on the ground that these articles were 
| a species of property which the enemy would be 
justified in destroying, or if not justified in de- 
| Stroyig them, it seems reasonable to conelude 
! that the enemy would have destroyed the rope- 
! walk whether this property wasin it or not. The 
‘argument upon the other side is, that it is for the 
‘ Government to show that such would have been 
the result. [think it would not. When a party 
makes a claim here, he should show that there is 
sufficient ground to sustain tiatelaim. The Gov- 
ernment did not prevent him from removing his 
rope-walk, because he could not remove it. They 
; have paid him tor property which he could have 
‘removed, but was prevented from removit 
, the impressment into the 
iment of the means of its removal. 
| payment for that which he could not remove. 
‘think the claim ought not to begranied. 
By turning to the former report of the commit- 


i} 
| Senate will be satisfied that the claim ou 
, be allowed. On page 442 of “The Anierican 
| State Papers,” 
; have the following report: 
“<Tdeinity for property lost 
publie service of the means 
vated to the House of Re 
1814. 
“Mr. VANCY, from the Commn 


by the impressment into the 
f jts removal. 


ittee of Claims, to which 
aviel Renner and Nathaniel 
AL. Heath, of the District of Columbia, made the following 
report: 

“<That the petitioners were owners 
‘ city of Washington, in which was contai ucd a jarge quan- 
‘tity of spun yarns and navy cordage, all of whieh was 
‘ destroyed by the enemy in his late incursion into this city. 
f On or about the 20th of July last, one of the petitioners 
‘ (Mr. Heath] applied to M: Southlan, the uwner of some 
‘longboats lying in the Potomac, and engaged of him five of 
‘them to transport his cordage and yarn up the river if the 
‘enemy should invade the city. On the 18th and 19th of 
August, it was deemed expedient by General Winder to 
employ the boats of Mr. Southlan for the purpose of trans- 


rope-walks itt the 


€ 
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under the head, “Claims,” we | 


3i Communi- | 
presentatives, November 19, | 


‘butthe wagon and tw 
‘by the officers partments to remove the public pa- 
: < pers and property, and that seven of the carts employed, 
£ after taking loads from the rope- walks out of the city, re- 
; € fused to return to haul any more for the petition 
; ¢ hending that, if they did so, they would be impr 
the employment of the Government. Itis also stated and 
‘believed that, atter that day; and betore the enemy entered 
: € the city, carriages were not to be had in the city to remove 
‘the property. ‘The loss of the petitioners, exclusive of the 
‘price of the rope-walks, is estimated at about $34,800. 
‘They ask of Congress to be reimbursed to the amount of 
iheir loss. 
“<The committee are of opinion tat the Government is 
; funder no obligation to pay tor the property. The destrue- 
‘ tion of private property by the enemy, in the progress of the 
| war, is much to he regretted and Iighly to be eprecated 5 
€ but when it does happen it is to be considered between the 
t Government and its citizens as one of the calamities of war. 
‘Iimay be presumed that the circumstance of the boats, 
‘wagon, and carts being impressed by the Government to 
‘perform services valuable to it, may create some equitable 
‘consideration in favor of the petitioners. It is, however, 
‘believed by the committee not to be sufficient to anthorize 
‘them to allow the claim. They, therefore, present to the 
‘House the following resolution : 
“ ‘Resolved, That the prayer of the petitioners ought not 

| © to be granted.’ ”? 


That was the first report in 1814. The claim 
was again presented for the loss of the rope-walk, 
|; and the report of the committee will be found in 
|; the same book, under the date of January 17th, 
1817. The report was adverse: “« That the prayer 
of the petitioners ought not to be granted.” I 
think there was a third report. made to Congress 
on the 16th of March, 1818, and the report stated 
that the petitioners asked for compensation for the 
real estate, the rope-walk, as well as the personal 
property. The committee allowed the claim as to 
the personal property, estimating it at what they 
conceived to be proper, but reported against the 
claim as to the rope-walk; and they based their 
report entirely on the ground of the impressment 
by the Government of the means of removing 
their personal property. I will read a part of that 
report: 

“Your committee are of opinion that the allegations of 
the petitioners are fully supported by testimony, that the 
intervention of officers of the Government in wresting 
| from tie claimants every description of means provided by 
them for the removal of their property was the cause of, 
| the movable part thereof beiug destroyed by the enemy. 

; The conduct of the petitioners, at the period aforesaid, 
| ficiently shows what was the opinion genera!ly entertained 
i by our citizens, at that day, as to the destruction of private 
| property of this description by the enemy. fn this case no 
| claim is set up of military deposit or military occupation, 
| asis the pretext for payment in many other cases where 
| property of a Jike description was destroyed by the enemy. 
The claimants seein to bave been well aware what would 
he the vate of their property in case the enemy did invade 
‘the city, and made great exertions to save it; and it would 


from. ng by | 
service of the Govern- | 
He now asks | 


L: 


tee, to which this matter was referred, I think the | 
ght notto |: 


[i (894,767) is 


; hot be presuming too much to say that they would bave 

effected that object but for the intervention of the officers 
; of the Govermuecnt in taking fron them the means of do- 
ing so. 

€ It is believed that the exertions of the petitionersin pro- 
curing the means to remove their private property, brought 
within the reach of the oficers of the Departments the 
| Means whereby records, and documents, and papers of the 
nation were saved of great value, and ought not to be ueg- 
fected for any individuat interest, and that the petitioners 
havea reasonable and just clainron the Government for 
the removable part of their establishment, con ing of 
rope, spun yarns, and hemps, deducting theretrom what 
would reasonably have beeu tie cost of trar sporting the 
| saine to a place of safety, and baek to the rope-walk, after 
the danger ceased, and damage done to the materials by 

Ich remeval. with, perhaps, some deduction from the 
prices at which the artic are Charged. 

“Included in the sum stated of their loss is 650, es 
|i timated as the value of the rope-walk which your commit- 
tee think ought to be rejected, as the same would have been 
| burnt by the enemy if the materials of cordage and hemp 
had been removed therefrom. The balance or the claim 
stated by the claimant as follov 

[Then come the several items, and the committee tis 
conclude. | 

‘Should it be satisfactorily proved that the above quantity 
of cordage and hemp was destroye sihe committes are of 
opinion that the latter sum would be no more than a rea 
: sonable compensation; but they have not been able to sat 
isfy themselves as to the quantity. They, therefore, recom- 
mend the passage of an act authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to pay for whatever quantity may be satisfactorily 
shown to have been destroyed, not exceeding in amount 
ine above sum of $13,813 60, and for that purpose report a 
dd? 


That amount was allowed to the petitioners. 
laving claimed for their personal property at that 
time, they now claim for the destruction of the 
real estate, and I wish the Senate to understand 
| that the difference between myself and other mem- 


f 
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bers of the committee consists in this: They say 
we have no right to infer that the enemy would 
have destroyed the rope-walk if the cordage had 
been removed. J think that such is the reason- 


able inference, and if you are in doubtasto the in- : 


ference, it rests upon the claimant to show a valid 


claim. Government did not and could not pre- i 
vent him from removing his rope-walk, because | 


it was real estate. Therefore, l think the ground 


on which the former part of the claim was allowed ` 


is not sufficient to justify the allowance of the pres- 
ent claim. 


Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, if I can obtain : 
the attention of Senators for a very few moments, | 
I will endeavor to explain the views of the ma- | 


jority of the committee upon this subject, and 
státe; i answer to my friend who has just spoken 


against the bill, why this claim ought to be al- | 


lowed. a the first place, without contesting the 


principle upon which my learned friend goes—be- | 
cause It is not necessary for the occasion—I will : 


endeavor to show that, from the facts of this case, 
sccording to the principle which he avows asright, 
the claim ought to be paid. What is the princi- 
ple? Itis, that wherever private property is de- 


stroyed bya public enemy, in accordance with the | 


usages of civilized warfare, in consequence of any 
act of this Government or its agents, the Govern- 
ment ought to be responsible for it. There can 
be no doubt that this is going in favor of the Gov- 
ernment to the utmost extent to which any one 
can go—that wherever, in accordance with the 
usages of civilized warfare, the property of a citi- 
zen of this country is destroyed because of the 
occupancy or usage of that property by the Gov- 
erument or its agents, the Government is bound 
to pay for it. 

In 1814, when the British army came to the city 
of Washington, the husband of the lady who is 


the claimant here—since dead—owned a rope- ‘: ; an 
<o Mr. PRATT. 
read from a report which, he says, has stated a f 
| fact. | 


walk in this city, which manufactured the rope, 
twine, and naval stores necessary for our vessels 
at the navy-yard at this place. There was on de- 
positin the rope-walk a large quantity of naval 
stores, amounting tosome $16,000 or $17,000. Its 
owner had provided a sufficient number of wag- 
ons, carts, and boats—putting the boats upon the 
mastern branch of the Potomac—to carry those mu- 
nitions of war from his house and take them away 
to a place of safety. Now, if the munitions of 
war had not been within the louse belonging to 
this individual, according to the usages of civil- 
ized warfare, the house would not have been de- 
stroyed. That is conceded; my learned friend 
concedes it. The evidence is conclusive that the 
owner of the rope-walk had provided suficient 


| “Mr. BRADBURY. The honorable Senator 
i| from Maryland rests this claim upon the assump- 
tien-that the building was burned in consequence 
|, of the twine and rope being stored in it. That 
:| assumption seems to be contradicted by the record. 
ii This case was investigated in 1818, and the com- 
ii mittee having it under examination made their 
report. They reported a bill in favor of the par- 
|| ties, to remunerate them for the logs of the twine 
ii and rope which was in the store-house. In that 


report they expressly state that the building wo 


stored in it. I will call the at 
ate to the language of the report: 


* Included in the stim stated of their Joss, is $5,650, esti- 


t bi Py : 
.j nated as the value of the rope-wa!k, which your commit- 


tee think ought to be rejected, as the same would have been 
| burned by the enemy if the materials of cordage and. hemp 
had been removed therefrom.” 


They had better means of knowing it than we 
have. They investigated it when the facts were 
fresh—when witnesses could be called in. They 
investigated it in the immediate vicinity where the 
transaction occurred; and they find, in their re 


+; port, that the building would have been destroyed 


| had the materials been removed. Now, the ques- 


|, tionis this, whether when a committee, investi- ' 


| gating under the circumstances which that com- 
mittee did, find a fact, we shall, after a lapse of 


{more than a quarter of a century, infer, without 


any proof whatever, that their finding was erro- 


| of that kind is explicit, that we should rest upon 
iit, rather than undertake, by inference, to over- 
tum the report of a committee that investigated | 
| that subject at the time. My apprehension is, i 
‘that if we undertake anything of the kind it will 
| lead to a vast mass of cases In which the parties, 


ask us to go into their cases again. 
The Senator from Maine has 


He also says it would be unwise for us to | 
| override that fact, so found by that committee, a | 
‘long time ago. That committee say, that the | 
i rope-walk would have burned any how. Is that a’ 
fact? it may be an opinion; but i cannot conceive 
how the Senator can say that it is a fact which the 
| committee did report, or had any right to report. 
They say it would have been burned any how. F 
take the gentlemen according to their own show- 
: ing: either that that committee had acted not ia 


‘} accordance with the principle they state, or that 


| according to the usages of civilized warfare. 


means to carry away all those things which would . 


have justified, according to the usages of civilized 
warfare, the destruction of the property. 
would nave carried them away, but the means of 
carrying í 
our army to carry their baggage. Flence it was 
that Congress has already paid for the twine and 


rope, 


the rope-walk, I eannot for my life see the pro- 


priety of the distinction which is made. Here 
wag an individual who had twine and rope within 
ius house. He had provided means for carrying 
themaway. The fact that the twine and rope 
were there, justified the burning of the property. 


He | 


them away were taken possession of by ` 


But my friend says they ought not to ‘pay for . 


Now, unless the honorable Senator can show that , 


£17,000 worth of twine and rope would be burned 
ina house, without burning the house, he must 
come to the conclusion, as if seems to me, inas- 
mach as he admits the rope was properly paid for, 
that we ought equaliy to pay for the house. | 
Mr. President, I am not given to making 
for the purpose of prolonging debate. 1 
ven io the Senate my view of this case. 
nthe nutshell I have stated, and I do 
We have devoted 


um 


sw 
se this claim will pass. 
of minor importance than to this. This 
nisajasione. dt 
y humble apprehension, by the Government to 


wine and rope, which the individual would have 


removed had he not been prevented in the manner |; 
The house was destroyed in $ 
| the party, whether the destruction by the enemy 
destroy the twine and rope; therefore we have was according to the usages of civilized warfare 
admitted that we are bound to pay for the house |; 


I have mentioned. s C 
consequence of the right of the British army to 


because we have paid for the twine and rope. 


ch more time, upon various occasions, to ques- ; 
It is conceded, according to: 


e jast, because it has paid for the burning of the a r ] . 
n what was the character of the property, the Gov- 


| we are bound to pay forthe house. No property 

is to be paid for unless it was properly burned 
This 
cordage must have been properly burned accord- 
ing to the usages of civilized warfare, or it would 
not have been paid for. It was, therefore, ac- 
cording to the concessum of the other side, properly 
destroyed by the Britisharmy. They had aright į 
to destroy it, It is from that proper destruction ; 
alone that our right and obligation to pay grows. 
: The British, therefore, had a right to deswoy it. 
The party could have removed it from his house; 
he had provided the means for removing it. Ac- 
| cording to the concession of the other side, he 
: could have removed it, and then it could not have 
| been destroyed. Lt was properly destroyed by 
| reason of the action of our Government in this 
house; it consequenuy destroyed the house; and 
! l cannot, for my life, see why we are not as much 
obliged to pay consequential damages for the burn- 
ing of the house as for the twine whieh it is ad- 
mitted was properly destroyed. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from ryland 
has misapprehended my view of the case alto- 
gether, perhaps from the imperfect marner I 
which i explamed it. | will endeavor to correct 
his misapprehension. I siated thet the coiminit- 
_ tee did not. put this claim upon the general princi- 
: ple on whieh relief was granted in other cases, but 

that if the general principle had been applied in 
i tbis casc—that is, the right of the enemy to de- 
stroy. this property—the petitioners would have 
i been entitled to no relief. But the committee made 
i an exception on other grounds; that no matter 


in 


; ernment, having taken away from the party the 
means of its removal, was bound to compensate 
| 


or not. That is the ground upon which the claim 
was made, and upon which part of it was allowed 


| uld 
i have been destroyed if those articles had not ve 
tention of the Self . 


| neous? I think it would be safer, when a finding '! 
| 


becoming dissatisfied with the investigation, would | 


iiin 1818, thirty-odd years ago. If that be ao, the 
| Sénator’s argument is entirely beside thé question. 
| He assumes that the enemy had a right.to destroy 
i| the personal property, and that in doing so, the 
| destruction. of the house was consequential to` it. 
|E deny that the enemy had, according’ to, the’ 
| usages of civilized warfare, a right to destroy the 
property. The reason why the personalty was 
| paid for, was that the Government had taken away 
'! the means of its removal; and as the party could 
have removed it, no matter what its character was, 
it would have been safe from destruction... I think 
| the Senate will now understand my views.. The 
| ground I mean to take is that which was taken by 
i the committee of 1818 and two previous commit- 
, tees, and the ground upon which the claim was 
‘then made. This was not the property of the 
! Government. These parties may have ‘supplied 
the Government, or they may not. They had a 
‘| private rope-walk. They sold to those who were 
the best purchasers. The vast mass of the prop- 
erty which was in the building at the time, as ap- 
| pears from the report of the committee, was un- 


i 
j 
t 
i 
l 


i 
i 
| 


| finished ropes of various’ kinds. A very small 
| portion, only to the value of $610, w 


i ; as cordage; 
the rest was unspun and unfinished. I know of 
i no principle which would justify the destruction 
| of it by the enemy; but Great Britain did not 
| pause, during that war, destroying property, bê- 
| cause it was notin accordance with the usages`of 
| civilized warfare. The parties did not venture to 
| claim compensation on that ground, and the com- 
| mittee rejected it on that ground, but allowed it on 
| the other. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I examined this claim 
i when I was a member of the Committee of Claims, 
jand came to the conclusion that it had no just 
‘foundation. J rise for the purpose. of stating why 
pd think it ought not to be paid. We have a 
navy-yard upon the east branch of the Potomas 
‘here, and just in the neighborhood of it, according 
to the proof, was this rope-walk, this twine, and 
| everything which is usually manufactured at a 
rope-walk. Now, T say, that according, to. the 
usages of civilized wariare, an invading army 
would burn up the navy-yard and all its appurte- 
nances, and 1 would cashier a General, if he were 
in my service, who would not do so. When an 
invading army sees a pavy-yard, and just by ita 
rope-wallc where all the cordage, twine, andif you 
please, sails for vessels may be prepared, would 
not, according to the usages of civilized warfare, 
the General direct the destruction of property 
which was applied to furnishing the navy-yard? 
Why, sir, cau anything be plainer? It seems to 
me noi Í take it that there was not a particle of 
the twine, cordage, and those other things manu- 
i factured in the vavy-yard, there at all, Suppose 
they had all been removed by the wagons and 
; carts which were prepared—they were not, and 
therefore were properly paid for, as E conceive, 
heretofore~-but suppose Uicy had succeeded in re- 
“moving every partele, and nothing had remained 
i but the house, then, I ask, whet would have been 
‘the consequences resulting from the presentation 
of the appurtenances of tae rope-walk, just by the 
navy-yard where ships were manufactured, to the 
iding commanding General? Tie would have 
ere the enemy odbi 


s 


tain supplies for their 
Would he take the distinetion whether 
| this was publie er private property? Could he 
twh whether the repe-walk and its appurtenances 
: did not belong to the Goveruinent as appurtenances 
ofthe navy-yard? Lie could know nothing about 
that. Ttwould have been a rational conclusion, 
tbat if the Clevernment owned the ne i 
alse owned the adjace i i: 
me that, under these cl laws of 
civilized warfare would have reg the destruc. 
tion of the property. e seems to me that uo our 
Generals. invading a toreign country, should find 
a navy-yard and en adjacent repe-walx, they 
would roy ali for the purpose of disab he 


. said, E 
shipping. 


to 


ingt 
ing 


; enen I our Generals ought nor to do that, 
: British Generals eught not to de it. But P think 


the laws of war would justify the destruction of 

| property, thus situated, as public property. 
Take the case of a private manufactory of guns. 
Everybody would say that if an invading enemy 
: could destroy the public works at Springfield or 
Harper’s Ferry, it would be right and proper. So 
‘if our invading Generals coald have destroyed the 
"= manufactories where the Mexicans, in the late 
| Mexican war, obtained their supplies, it would 


at 
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have been lawful, and proper, and just; and if 
General Scott had left in his rear at Vera Cruz, a 
manufactory of either cannon or small arms, and. 
gone on to Mexico, it would have deprived him 
of many-of-those laurels which we all concede to 
him, and would have been looked upon as a great 
imprudence and want of foresight. Now, sup- 
ose the manufactory, instead of being property 
owned by the Government, was private property, 
just.as Mason’s works above the city for the man- 
ufacture of cannon, would not the invading army 
say the Government derives supplies from this 
private establishment for the purpose of disabling 
the enemy, and that they had a right to. destroy it? 
Fhat is the case, it seems. to me, in regard to this 
rope-walk. Al its appurtenances being near the 
navy-yard, when the navy-yard was burned, the 
enemy would say ‘‘this is the place whence this 
navy-yard derives its supplies, and of course when 
we burn the navy~yard, we will burn all its appur- 
tenances, whether they be private or public prop- 
erty.” That is the ground upon which I rest my 
objection to this claim. i 

Mr. BRIGHT. Four years ago, when this 
claim was before the Senate, I joined the Senator 
from Kentucky in opposing it; and I believe it 
was owing to his opposition and my own on the 
last night of the session that it was defeated. My 
attention was afterwards called to the claim by a 
gentleman in whom [ had the most unlimited con- 
fidence, and I have become satisfied that I was 
wrong in opposing it. I generally. concur with 
the Senator from Kentucky on claims of this kind, 
and take it for granted that their name is an ob- 
jection to them; but { am satisfied that this claim 
as merit, and that the amount proposed to be 
paid by this bill is nothing more than the parties 
are entitled to. I do-not know that I could make 
a better argument upon the point than is presented 
in the report of the Committee of Claims, which I 
hold in my hand. That committee has made a 
favorable report. The Senator from Delaware, 
however, dissenting. I shall ask for the reading 
of the report, and I wish to call the attention of 
Senators to it. It states in a very clear and con- 
cise manner the points of the case. It was made 
by my colleague, [Mr. Wiircoms,] and has the 
concurrence, 1 understand, of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropuran,] chairman 
of that committee. I thiuk the facts of the case 
may be narrowed down to these: The parties for 
whose benefit this bill is presented owned certain 
materials and the building referred to. They made 
all necessary and proper arrangements to remove 
their cordage, hemp, and other materials, and were 
upon the verge of removing them when the means 
they had employed for that purpose were taken by 
the Government officers, and used by them for the 
benefit of the Government. All the testimony 
goes to show the fact that if the Government offi- 
cers had not taken the wagons and boats of these 
parties, and impressed them into the public ser- 
vice, their hemp, and cordage, and other articles, 
would have been removed to a place of safety. It 
was the fact that these combustible materials were 
left in the building, that led to its being destroyed 
by fire. A committee formerly reported a bill, 
which became a law, to provide for payment of 
the materials destroyed in the building. “The ma- 
terials having been paid for, the only question that 
remains is whether or not the building should 
be paid for. E think that, as a legal point, if 
presented to any court, there could be no doubt 
about the duty of the United States to pay, in this 
ease, all that is claimed. The report presents a 
better argument than I can make, and therefore I 
ask that it be read. 

The report was read accordingly. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not mean to discuss this 
question any further. The Senate have heard 
enough of it, But, with a view to test the sense 
of the Senate, I move that the further considera- 
tion of the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


RECESS. 

On the motion of Mr. STOCKTON, it was or- 
dered that when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Some time ago the Senate 

assigned a day for the consideration of the bill 


k 


' 


| ‘one dollar and twenty-five cents an acre, at the 
| and office at Greensburg, Louisiana, such qaan- 


i «dred acres, in legal subdivisions, as may embrace 


making prevision for French spoliations prior to 
1801. “I desire to call it up at an early day. It is 
time that it should be acted upon, and I should 
have desired to devote to-morrow to its considera- 
tion; but I give notice that [ shall call it up on 
Monday under the conviction that it.can be voted 
on, and finally disposed of on that day possibly in 
a very short time. f i . 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I hope my silence will | 
not be construed into consent on my part to take. 


up fhat bill. 
yV THOMAS H. MCMANUS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill to authorize T. H. 
McManus to enter, by preémption, certain lands | 
in the Greensburg district of Louisiana. 

Mr. DOWNS. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out the words ‘*in township No. 1 of 
range No. 3;”? and also the word ‘aforesaid,’’ 


necessary by the other amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRADBURY. I would like to inquire of 


of land allowed to be entered by this bill is so 
much larger than the quantity which the settler is | 
allowed to enter? And whether the bill allows į 
the land to be entered all in one body? i 


plained when the bill was up before; but I will 
state it again very briefly. The land claimed was 
originally settled—part of it—by a man who pre- 


be completed, because. a survey had- not been 
made. 
was sold at probate sale, and purchased by Mr. 
McManus for $1,800. That gave him a right to 
the other party’s claim for a preémption to one 


of this individual, Samuel McManus, settled an- | 
other lot of land adjoining it, and presented his | 
application for a preémption; but it was not com- 
pleted because the surveys were defective in that 
quarter of the district. He died, and at probate | 
sale the petitioner here bought that claim. That 
gave him a right to two preémptions. In addition 
to that, there were two or three settlements on 


emption and some did not; but all of them sold 
whatever rights they had to this petitioner, T. H. 


body of land thus claimed by those settlement- | 
rights, all of which have been sold to him. He 
has been living there for years, but has never been 
able to complete his title; and he now comes in 
and asks that he may be allowed to enter, by pre- 
emption, the settlement-rights thus purchased from 
individuals, and a small fraction adjoining. ! 
Mr. FELCH. | 
| proposed by the Senator from Louisiana, it gives 
no definite location to the land whatever. | 
Mr. DOWNS. The Senator is mistaken, as | 
he will see by reading the bill. I will state the | 
reason why I proposed to strike out the number 
of the township. It was ascertained, on investi- 
gation at the Land Office, that the township was 
erroneously mentioned; there was a mistake as to 
the number. But the provision of the bill is, that | 
he shall have the right to enter, by preémption, 
the lands on which he resides. 
cient designation. Here are the provisions of the | 
bill: they are, “ that Thos. H. McManus be, and 
‘he hereby is, authorized, under such instructions 


‘General Land Office, to enter, by preémption, at 


‘tity of the public lands, not exceeding eight hun- 


‘his actual improvements, in the parish of East 
‘Feliciana, on the waters of Black creek,” 


the last word of the bill, which will be rendered |: 


the Senator from Louisiana, why the quantity |: 


Mr. DOWNS. The bill does allow the land |! 
| to be entered in one body. The reason was ex- || 


sented his claim, but a preémption right could not || 


He died, and his right to this preémption | 


hundred and sixty acres. Another man, a brother || 


lands adjoining. Some presented claims for pre- |: 


MeManus, and he has made his plantation on the || 


If 1] understand the amendment | 


That is a suffi- | 


‘as may be given by the Commissioner of the | 


Iti 
|| terfere with the valid rights of others, and shall be 


| should not be allowed to enter it by a preémption. 
| The land being well known in that part of Louisi- 
| ana, there can be no difficulty about the location 


| of it. 


:. Mr. FELCH. There is no difficulty at all aris- 
: ing in this case from the want of surveys, or the 
want of returns at the Land Office. There was a 
difficulty in the Greensburg. district a few years 
ago. From some interested motives, the, lands 
there were reported as not surveyed; and it was 
: said that the returns were erroneous and fraudu- 
lent; and hence the lands were withheld from sale. 
But 1 understand now, on further investigation, 
that they are held for sale as other lands are. 
The returns have been made, so that there can be 
no difficulty in ascertaining the range or the town- 


i: Ship in this district of Greensburg more than else- 


‘where. If this amendment is made, it abandons 
| altogether the location as originally described in 
| the bill and the report of the committee of the Sen- 
ate. The only description of the land is, that he 
í shall be permitted to enter, so as to embrace his 
i improvements. 

Mr. DOWNS. The parish, and the navigable 
stream on which the land is situated, are named. 
' Mr. FELCH. I know it refers to the parish 
and the land district, but I speak of the specific 
description of the tract. Now, the fact is this: 
The petitioner alleges that he resides in township 
No. lof range No. 3; and he goes on in his pe- 
tition, and gives a description of the premises, of 
‘what he claims under occupancy, and what he 
i claims under two purchases, I think, at admin- 
i istrators’ sales. His petition describes the land 
as being in. township No. 1 of range No. 3. 
! There is a statement from the Land Office on that 
subject. I wrote to the Conimissioner about it, 
| and ascertained from him that on examination of 


|! the papers in the case, it was found that there was 


‘a discrepancy. The petitioner says he lives in 
township No. 1 of range No. 3, and describes 
| the land and his improvements, as within that 
township; whereas, the surveys show that they 
; are within township No. 3. Therefore there must 
; be some mistake about the matter. Iam notable 
| to say where the mistake is; but certain it is, that 
| what is asked for in the petition, and what is 
i granted by the bill, as it stands, is not in accord- 
‘ ance with the proof adduced in the case. By the 
change in the bill, striking out the number of the 
i township and of the range, it leaves the land to be 
| taken within township No. 1, or township No. 3; 
| and it strikes out, as I said before, all that there is 
| in regard to the definite location of the land. If he 

takes land according to the proof, he takes land 
_ which, in his petition, he does not claim. Where 
i the mistake is I cannot say; but if we grant the 


;| land for which he asks in his petition, then we 
| grant land to which his proof does not apply. 


|” Mr. DOWNS. There is no difficulty about it 
at all. I suppose I have exactly the same state- 


|| ment, as the gentleman has, from the Land Office; 


, and it is for that very reason that 1 moved the 
amendment. It is very true, that this person, in 
his petition, did mention a township, which, ac- 
cording to the report of the Land Office, is not that 
which he intended to name. That is merely a 
mistake in the number: there is no mistake or dif- 
ficulty about the actual location; it is perfectly 
well known; and if this bill fixed no location, there 
would be no difficulty. It requires that the land 
shall be laid out under the direction of the Sur- 
veyor General, so as to include this man’s im- 
| provements. The only reason why I had the 
township stricken out was, because the individual 
has made a mistake in regard to the number. 
Therefore, in order to prevent any difficulty, [ 
i struck out the number of the township, and left 
‘the bill merely to embrace his improvements in 
: whatever township they might be. There is a 
_ Clause in the bill which shows that there can pos- 
sibly be no difficulty about it. 

The bill provides that this entry shall not in- 


made after the return to the Land Office of the 
| approved plat and survey of the township. Ihave 
here a statement made by the neighbors of this 
; individual, showing clearly the locality. The Sur- 

veyor General will have no difficulty in directing 
: how the survey shall be made. l have here a 


s | statement, signed by Judge Scott and other citizens 


| of the parish of East Feliciana, Louisiana, who 
say that they have examined the memorial of 
Thomas H. McManus, that they are his neigh- 
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bors, are well acquainted with the situation of the 
lands on which he lives, and know that there is no 
conflicting claim; they give a description of the 
lands and say that no injury could result to the 
Governmentfrom complying with Mr. McManus’s | 
request. This shows that there will be no diff- 
culty about the location; that will be settled: by the 
Surveyor Generál without any trouble. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendment made-in Committee of the Whole : 
was agreed to, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. | 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On the motion of Mr. RUSK, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and after some time spent therein, the-doors were 
reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fraipay, March 5, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. ©. M. BUTLER. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


Prayer 


Mr. McLANAHAN. I rise to a privileged | 
question. On the 11th day of December last the 
memorial of Mrs. Mary Reeside was referred to 
the Committee on theJudiciary. "That was a cler- 
ical error. The Journal stands, with that clerical 
error upon its face. I ask that the committee be 
allowed to report the same back, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, which is the appropriate committee. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


On motion by Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, it 
was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the file? 
of the House the petition and papers of the heirs of Lemuel 
B. Montgomery, for the purpose of having them referred 
to a committee in the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is upon the engrossment of the private bills upon | 
the Speaker’s table reported from the Commiitee 
A the Whole, with the recommendation that they 

o pass. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will it bein order for me to | 
move that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I feel bound to make that | 
motion; and, in doing so, I desire to state to the | 
House that there are two or three special orders | 
before us which are consuming the time of the i 
House, so that it seems to beimpossible for me to | 
get up the deficiency appropriation bill, although | 
the public service is actually suffering forthe want : 
of legislation upon it. I therefore appeal to mem- | 
bers to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, that the special order may be ! 
disposed of to-day. | 

A Memser. Oh no! That cannot be done | 
to-day.” | 

Mr. DANIEL. As the chairman of the Com- : 


mittee of Ways and Means has thought proper, i 


upon this day, to move that the rules be suspend- | 
ed, and that the House resolve itself into Com- ` 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, I | 
shall move that the rules be suspended and that 

the House resolve itself into a Committee of the 

Whole House for the purpose of taking up for 

consideration the Private Calendar. I raise the ; 
question, and hope it will be settled as to which | 
of these motions has precedence. The private busi- 
ness is suffering as much as thatto which the gen- | 
tleman hasreferred. Wehave been guilty of such | 
remissness in the prosecution of the private busi- | 
ness, that it is enough to excite the clamor and ; 


censure of the people throughout the country. ;; 


We have meritorious claims submitted here—this 
being the only body that can afford relief—and 
every consideration of justice and good policy re- | 
quire us to extend attention to that description of 
business. I wish the Chairto decide which of the 
motions submitted has the preference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion | 
that the special order has the preference over pri- | 
vate bills, and that a motion to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the special order, takes precedence of the one to 


i 
j 
i 
l 
i 


f 


go into a Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar. 
Mr. DANIEL. Now, sir— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair must say to the 


of business are not debatable. The rule says that 
questions of that character must be decided with- 
out debate. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope I shall have the in- 
tertain. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be happy to 
hear the gentleman’s views. 

Mr. DANIEL. The enforcement of the rules 
is what I desire, and am seeking to obtain. I 
think, Mr. Speaker, until recently there was no 
sort of question about 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman is making 
an argument in favor of the point of order, I 
object. I desire to get into committee to dis- 


House to proceed to the business I am anx- 
lous to have them, I am willing that the business 
suggested by the gentleman shall be disposed of. 


| I do not wish the time of the House consumed by 


debates upon irrelevant points. 

Mr. DANIEL. Have I not a right to discuss 
a question of appeal in regard to the order of busi- 
ness? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. The questions ` 
upon priority of business cannot be debated. The 
Chair is very well satisfied about that. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ido not desire to transgress 
any rule. Iam for the enforcement of the rules. 
I think that is the best way to have business prop- 
erly conducted, 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
that the public business is suffering for the want 
of legislation upon this deficiency bill, and that | 
one branch of the public service is absolutely and 
actually without means to carry on its operations, 
[ would be willing to hear the gentleman. My; 
object is to effect that legislation as soon as may 
be. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to call the atten- | 
tion of the Chair to the second rule, by which it. 
will be seen that debate on this point is allowable. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to read | 
the 113th rule: 

‘t All questions relating to priority of business shall be 
decided without debate.” 

Does the gentleman appeal ? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do; and I wish the 29th rule | 
to be read to the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
special order made by the House is to give it the 
preference over all other business upon the Cal- 
endar for the consideration of the House. The 


days. The Chair decides that a special order sets 
aside the business appropriated to Fridays and 
Saturdays as well as that to Monday and Tuesday, 
or any other day. ‘The Chair is clear in his opin- 
ion, but it may be an erroneous one. The gentle- 
man appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
29th rule, and the note explanatory, and also the 
26th rule. The view I entertain is sustained by 
the decisions of points of order in the Journal. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. 
decide, that if we go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union the special order will 
have preference, and that if the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole the private 
business will be first in order? 

The SPEAKER. The question of order in- 


tent at all times for the House to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union by 
a majority vote; and it is also competent, to-day, 
for the House, upon the other hand, to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole upon the Private Calendar 
by a majority vote. This is only a question, 
whether the proposition to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union shall take 
precedence in point of time. It is in the power of 
the House to decide against the one, and in favor 
of the other. The decision of the Chair is simply 
to the effect that the proposition to go into Commit- 


must be first put. That is all. 


gentleman that questions in regard to the priority. 


dulgence of the House to state the view that I en- i 


pose of the public business. If I cannot get the |} 


If it were not for the fact `! 2 
|i day of the week the special order has the prefer- 


gentleman from North Carolina is of the opinion ; 
that no special order can be made to interfere | 
with the private business of Fridays and Satur- į 


I call for the reading of the | 


Does the Chair ` 


volved in this matter is simply this: It is compe- | 


‘| tee of the Whole on the state of the Union on the !| 
| special order has precedence, in his opinion, and 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. -I understand 
the 29th rule of-the House as-setting apart. Fri- 
days and Saturdays for the consideration of pri- 
vate bills. ` Poy td ‘ 

The SPEAKER. I hope the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Daniex} will be. indulged 
in having that rule read. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 was merely going to re- 
mark—and I imagine every member upon the 
floor understands the 29th rule—that the order 
| Setting apart Friday and Saturday of each week 
for private bills merely makes it one of the stand- 
ing rules, and the House, making a special order, 
of course sets that aside—suspends it. 

The SPEAKER, You will find, the Chair will 
remark to the gentleman from North Carolina, 
| that our rules set apart Mondays for petitions, Fri- 
i days and Saturdays for private bills, and a special 
‘| order sets aside these, as well as all other rules 
| making preference to particular business. 
|} Mr. DANIEL, I call for the reading of the 
| 29th rule and note. 

There being no objection, the rule and its ex- 
planatory note was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

29. “ Friday and Saturday in every week shall be set apart 
for the consiaeration of private bills and private business, 
in preference to any other, unless otherwise determined by 
a majority of the House.” 

“ Note.—Under the rule of 26th April, 1828, relative toa 
postponement or change of the order of business, it has been 
decided that it takes two thirds to proceed to public business 


ii on Friday and Saturday. The reason of this decision is, 


| thatthe rule of the 26th April, 1828, made no exception in 
favor of the clause, for a mujority, contained in this. rule, 
and that therefore that provision was annulled. ‘There 
have been three appeals upon this point, but the House in 
all instances affirmed the decision in favor of two thirds. 7? 


The SPEAKER. Two thirds have already 
decided to set that aside, and upon each and every 


ence over other business. 

Mr. HOUSTON. for the information of the 
House I will inquire of the Chair, if the special 
order does not expressly read ‘that it shall be the 
special order for that day, and from day to day 
until disposed of?” 

The SPEAKER. It is so, and from that decis- 
ion the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
Danze] takes an appeal. 

Mr. DANIEL demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. . 

The question was then taken, **Shall the decis- 


i| ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 


House?” and decided in the afirmative. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Nlinois. I desire to 


| know of the Chair whether there are not private 


i! bills upon the Speaker’s table which have been 


reported from the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. There are; and the Chair 
stated this morning that the first business was 
upon their engrossment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I was going’ to suggest 
that before we go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, this private business 
be disposed of. 

Mr. DANIEL. Vote down the motion made 
by the gentleman from Alabama, and those bills 
i will come up in order. 
| The question now being on the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded tellers; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. DANIEL demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SACKETT. Is it in order, if the House 
refuse to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, to move to postpone that 
| special order to a day certain, with a view of going 
|! into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
l| endar? 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The 
Chair is inclined to think that awe would not have’ 
: control over it in that form. We must first re- 
| lieve 
| Mr. ORR. If the House refuse to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, we 
li can go into Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
| vate Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Most certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL withdrew his call for the yeas 
i and nays. : 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I renew the call, as I feel it 
to be my duty to do so. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Hovs- 
Tox were appointed tellers. 


l} 
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The question was then taken upor the motion 
that the rules be suspended, and tliat the House 
résolve itsėlf into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and it was decided in the 
afirmative, the tellers having reported—ayes 78, | 
noes 62. 


“à HOMESTEADS. 2 

“The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Jones, of ‘Tennessee, in the chair,y and re- 
sumed the consideration of the special order, being 
House bill No. 7, for the encouragement of agricul- 
ture, commerce, manufactures, and other branches | 
of industry, by granting to every man; d&c., one | 
hundred and sixty acres of land; and upon which 
question the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] was entitled to the floor. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, resumed the remarks | 
which he began yesterday. He thoughtthat while | 
gentlemen were arranging presidential candidates, | 
they had better look to the source from which | 
they would obtain votes. Notwithstanding the | 
remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky (Myr. 
Bazexinhivce] yesterday in reference to General 
Butler, the House was left in utter darkness as to 
his position in relation to the great question of the 
disposition of the public lands. The gentleman 
also passed a high éeulogium upon General Cass, 

ut he {Mr. C.} would appeal to any of the friends | 
of that distinguished man whether, during the | 
whole course-of the political contest for the Presi- | 
dency in 1848, General.Cass ever gave the country | 
to understand whet were his principles and feel- 
ings on the great question of internal improve- 
ments? When upon the lake shore of the Ohio 
he was appealed to, and his attention called to 
the disasters to commerce and the immense loss of 
life and property which occurred upon the West- 
ern waters, the only answer he gave was ‘* that 
the noise and confusion was so great that he could 
uot be heard.” And yet the gentleman from Ken- | 
itoky announced yesterday that General Cass | 
went before the people, making known his princi- 
ples everywhere. Again, when the Northwest, } 
dviven almost to desperation by the refusal of the 
General Government to attend to the improvement | 
af these great thoroughfares, held a convention at 
Chicago—not a convention of any party, but a | 
convention of all classes of people—when the dis- | 
tinguished Senator from Michigan was invited, cir- 
cumstances prevented his attending. He [Mr. 
CanpseL.] was never able to ascertain the opin- 
ions of General Cass or General Buren upon this 
questo, 

He remarked yesterday that the question of the 
disposition of the public domain devolved upon 
this Congress, for it was well understood that the 
Cleneral Government would no longer regard it as 
a source of revenue; and he therefore had a right 
to demand of candidates what course they would 
pursue, if power should be given them, upon this | 
question. He would tell gentlemen who were | 
building up platforms on the subject of slavery, 
that there were people in the Northwest, of all | 
political parties, who intended that the candidates | 
should make themseives perfectly understood on | 
this subject. 


tLe was in favor of the principle imbodied in |i 


the WH which had been reported by the gentleman 
front Ubnots, (My. Dissecs,] and it was one which 


addressed itself at once to the best. feelings of our i 


nature. It provided simply that there should be 
grants of public land made to all the States of the 
Union, for the purpose of enabling them to found 
and sustain hospitals for the support of the indi- 


38 of persons who had been unfortunately |! 
rived of their reason. val 
> was also in favor of giving to the States a | 
nable quantity of the public land, so as to | 
sable them to found institutions of learning; be- || 
usc, H they were to place any faith in the reason- | 
ing of that document which lately had been regarded | 
as one of consequence—he meant the Farewell | 
Address of the Father of his Couniry—they were i 
to look to institutions for the dissemination of | 
learning as the surest basis upon which our repub- 
an structure stands. 
He was in favor, to a certain extent, of the prin- 


|; ject of the compromise, the Southern-Rights party 


ciplés of the bill now before the committee, because 


he believed that by providing the means by which || | 


honest poverty might be able to sustain itself, they | 
would add to human affections and promote our 
national wealth.” The rémainder of the public |} 
lands he would give to works of internal improve- 
ment. He then procéeded to discuss the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to donate the public land 
for Bick purposes, in the course of his remarks re- 
terring to the inconsistency of the Democratic party 
on the question of internal improvements. 

[See Appendix for Mr. Campsext’s speech.] | 

Mr. CHASTAIN said that he found a disposi- 
tion manifested on the part of the House to squan- 
der the public lands, and it seemed useless to at- 
tempt to resist it. He would only say that he 
would vote against the proposition under consider- |! 
ation, and likewise vote against all propositions | 
disposing of the public lands for railroad or inter- | 
nal improvement purposes. 

He then referred to the latitude given to debate 
in Committee of the Whole, and said that he in- 
tended to avail himself of the privilege, which he 
believed was recognised by the rules, of discussing 
questions other than those pending before the com- 
mittee. He did not propose to vindicate or make |i 
an attack upon any of the aspirants for the Presi- 
dency of either party, but simply desired to vindi- 
cate his own position and the party with which 
he was now acting—the Union party of Georgia. |} 

The position of the Union party of his State 
had been greatly misunderstood by some, and, 
greatly misrepresented by others; and he now pro- || 
posed to consider the causes which led to its or- 
ganization, the principles upon which it stood, its 
past action, its present policy, and its probable |) 
destiny. His object was to put the Union Demo- |! 
cracy right before the country, and to defend them || 
from the unjust and unfounded charges which had | 
been so freely made against them. 1 

The compromise measures of the last Congress 
were passed by the votes ofa majority of the Dem- || 
ocratic party; those measures had gone before the 
country for approval and confirmation, and the | 
Democratic party, by an overwhelming majority, | 
had approved and sanctioned them. Without in- | 
tending to disparage the claims of the Whigs who | 
aided in the adoption of these measures, he felt | 
authorized to repeat that the compromise was a | 
Democratic measure, based upon Democratic prin- 
ciples, and passed by Democratic votes; and if it 
entitled its supporters to any praise or honor, the | 
Democratic party should participate in the greater | 
portion of it. If, on the other hand, the measure | 
was one of fraud or injury to any portion of the | 
Union, the responsibility should fall upon the De- 
mocracy. Ifhe should be asked for the proof of |! 
the correctness of his assertion that the compro- 
mise was a Democratic measure, he would point 
to the records of the last Congress, which must |! 
forever stand as an unimpeachable witness of the | 
truth of what he asserted. ‘The compromise was .: 
a consummation of those principles which our re- | 
publican fathers and the Democratic party had |: 
always maintained. A i 

When the compromise had become the law of | 
the land, the question of acquiescence was sub- i! 
mitted to the people, and it became with the peo- j 
ple of Georgia a paramount question, and all other | 
political questions were absorbed in the considera- `: 
tion of that alone. During the pendency of this | 
subject before Congress, there had risen up a spirit 
of deep and bitter opposition to the principles upon 
which it was expected the question would be set- 
tied, and upon which it was ultiniately settled; : 
and threats of resistance to the Government and 


| 


i a dissolution of the Union became as common as | 
į household words with those whose morbid spirits , 
brouded over the destruction of the Government 

i with almost total indifference. 


Before the finalaction of Congress on the sub- ` 


was formed, whose principles were set forth at the © 
ashville Convention. Opposition to the com- 
promise was the groundwork of its action, and all | 
its efforts were directed to the point of making that 
opposition effectual. It was declared in owe of 
their resolutions that all the evils anticipated by : 
the South had been realized by the passage of the : 
compromise measures. They proposed to reme- 
dy this evil, as set forth in a resolution of the con- ` 
vention, by recommending to all parties in the 
slaveholding States to refuse to go into all con- 
ventions whose object might be to nominate can- |] 


compromise, and in so doing said to the country 


| party declared that they would ‘not go into any 


convention until their constitutional rights, which 
they asserted had been lost by the adoption of the 
compromise, should be restored. Their second 


| remedy was a. call for a Southern Congress, whose 


duty it was to have been to arrest future ageres- 
sion and to restore those constitutional rights 
which they said they lost by the passage of the 
compromise; and, if they could not do this, to pro- 
vide for their future safety and independence. 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, said that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia seemed disposed to hold the 
State-Rights party of the South responsible for the 
Nashville Convention, and for all that was said 
there. He desired to ask the gentleman if it was 
not his recollection that the convention was gotten 
up by Whigs and Democrats and by gentlemen 
who were now State-Rights men? Had it escaped 
the gentleman’s recollection that Judge Willian 
L. Sharkey, a prominent leading member of the 
Union party, was the first President of the Na- 
tional Convention! If any harm had been the 


į result of that convention, he hoped it would be 


divided between its political favorers. 

Mr. CHASTAIN replied that the convention 
was gotten up as the gentleman had said; but he 
would remark that so soon as the convention pro- 
mulgated its doctrines, and showed that they were 
determined to go against the Union, then the 


! Union Democratie party left. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, desired to know 
whether it was not within the recollection of the 
gentleman that the Nashville convention was de- 
npunced before its first meeting, before its first 
organization, in the same spirit in which it has 
since been denounced, by the National Intelligen- 
cer, published in this city—-denounced as a trea- 
sonable organization, and so denounced by mem- 
bers of Congress and throughout the country? 
All the members of the Union party now joined 
in this denunciation, which was commenced by 
the Intelligencer and other papers. 

Mr. CHASTAIN said that he did not see as 
clear as the editors of the Intelligencer, who might 
have seen the evil brewing even in anticipation of 
the assembling of the convention, but he did not 
see it until the convention showed its hand. 

Mr. BROWN said that he was not a member of 
the Nashville Convention, and had nothing to do 
with getting it up, and had no responsibility on 
account of its action. Now, he would ask the 
gentlemen if he could say as much? Did he not, 
as amember of the Legislature of Georgia, have 


: something to do with getting up the convention ? 


Mr. CHASTAIN replied that he was not a 
member of the Georgia Legislature. He was, 
however, a member of the Georgia Convention 
which repudiated the doctrines promulgated by the 
Nashville Convention, and he gloried in it. 

Mr. BROWN. Do l understand the gentle- 
man to say that he did not vote to send delegates 
to the Nashville Convention? 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I did not vote to send dele- 
gates to that convention. 

Mr. C. then referred to the nomination of Mr. 


i MeDonald, who was President-of the Nashville 


Convention, as Governor of Georgia by the South- 
ern-Rights party. He said that this was the party 
which professed and claimed to be the Democratie 
party ef Georgia, and he and all other Union 


: Democrats in his State who refused to unite in 


this organization had been held to be deserters 
from the Democratic faith, and responsible for the 
disorganization of the Democratie party of the 
State. Now, he would ask national Democrats, 
both of the North and South, who gave t 
votes and voices to the salvation of the country 
in that dark and momentous hour of our history: 
those who stoed shoulder to shoulder with the 
Union Democrats of Georgia; who voted for the 


t Peace, be still’—he would ask them whether 
they were right or wrong in resisting this disor- 
ganizing movement, which was sowing broadcast 
in our land the seed of discontent, and ultimately 
disunion? Were they deserters in giving support 
to those measures which received the votes of a 


: majority of the party, and which had since been 


sanctioned by more than two thirds of the Democ- 


Mr. C. then referred to the platform of the Geor- 
gia Union party, which he said had determined, 
hy a large majority, to acquiesce in the compro- 
mise measures. Although they did not concur in 

“the whole of them, yet they had determined to 
abide by them as the settlement of the slavery 
question. “This they proposed to do in good faith, 


and it was what they expected and required from | 


other parts of the country. The finality and faith- 
ful performance of the compromise in all its parts 
is and was the Georgia platform. They intended 
to hold these principles to the end, and invited all 
to thelr codperation who desired to unite to put 
down further agitation, and who desired to secure 
constitutional rights to their section of the coun- 
try. He had no hesitation in making the declara- 
tion that there was no measure which the Georgia 
Union Democratic party supported, nor any prin- 
ciple which they advocated, which was not in 
strict accordance with the well-settled doctrines of 
national Democracy. 

{See Appendix for Mr. Cuasrain’s speech.] 

Mr. OLDS said that the Democratic party 
throughout the United States looked with no or- 


dinary anxiety to the result which shall be an- | 


nounced through the ballot-box at the next 
dential election. He wished to send fort 
warning voice to the Democracy of the count 
and call their attention to the exhibitiens which 
had taken place here, which proclaimed to the 
people of the country that the Democratic party— 
that party to which they were looking for success 


and a maintenance of the present form of Govern- | 
ment—was in danger of being divided. Such had | 


been the result that the organ of the Adminstra- 
tion had grown very bold, and proclaimed to the 


world that the Administration feared not the De- | 


mocracy of the country; for that party was so 


divided that they could not pass a single resolution | 


condemning a single measure of the Administration. ' 
The organ had grown bold in what it had seen to ; 
he the divided counsels of the Democratic party. | 


If they were to understand the organ of the Ad- 
ministration, notwithstanding this had been a cor- 
rapt Administration, notwithstanding it had run 
riot with the public money, yet they were casting 


into their teeth the assertion that the Democratic | 
party was divided, and could not pass a resolution i; 


condemning one single act-of the Administratior 
The responsibility rested upon the Democratic 
party; for whenever a resolution was introduced 
condemning a single measure of the Administra- 
tion, some prominent member of the Democratic 
party had been found to defend the Administra- 
tion. 

He did not propose to express a preference for 
this candidate or that candidate for the Presidency. 
it was sufficient for him to say that, amongst all 


: H 
the prominent gentlemen whose names had been '| Pa 


mentioned in connection with the office of Presi- 


dent, there was not one whom he would not infi- | 


nitely prefer to the best Whig in the country. He 
did not wish to see prominent men of his party 
placed in such a position that when a nomination 
should be made, it could be said that this promi- 


nent Democrat had said this or that of their can- | when th 
Hedid not wish to be compelled to defend :; 


didate. € ) 
the candidate of the convention to assemble in 
June from any assertio } 
Democratic party. He heard with pleasure the 
remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] in reference to General Butler: 


it 


|; the preémptor and his famify for six consecutive months | 


i 
i 


is made by members of the ii trator, or guardian, may, upon submitting 


| erwise ordered by Co 


Mr. O. then replied to the remarks of Mr. C. in 
reference to the position of the Democratic party 
on the question of internal improvements, and de- 
nied that General Cass’s opinions were unknown | 
on that subject, referring his colleague to the votes 


of that gentleman on the subject. He called the 
attention of the committee to the fact, which stood 
out in bold relief, that notwithstanding all the 


Government had increased enormously year after 
year; and so long as the National Treasury should 
be replenished from such sources as revenues from 
the public lands, just so long could the adminis- 
tration of the country run riot with the public 
money. Hespoke of the reform advocated by the 
| Whig party; and in contradistinction to this, re- 
ferred to the Galphinisms, Chickasawisms, Gardi- 
nevisms, &c., connected with the present Adminis- 
tration. He then advocated the bill before the 
committee, and was in favor of giving the land to 
actual settlers, in limited quantities. . 

Mr. Oxps’ speech will be found in the Appen- 
dix. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, obtained the 
| floor. 

M. BROWN, of Mississippi. I ask the gentle- 
man to allow me to offer an amendment to the bill. 
I wish to offer it at this stage of the proceedings, 
that it may be discussed along with the general 
proposition. 

- Mr. DAVIS yielded for that purpose. 

Mr. BROWN submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

A bill to perpetuate preéniption to actual settlers on the 

public lands. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
| bled, That the laws now in force, granting preémption to 
actual settlers on the public lands, shall continue until oth- 

ngress, and thatthe same be extended 
| to all the Territories of the United States. 

Sec. 2, And be il further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, the rights of preémptors shall be 
perpetuated: that is to say, per 
preemption shail retain the same w 


ithout disturbance, and 


these conditions: First. T'he preémptor shall not sell. alien- 
ate, or dispose of his or her right for a consideration ; and if 
he or she voluntarily abandons one pre@mption and claims 
another, no right shall be acquired by such claim until the 
claimant shall first have testified, under oath, before the 
register of the land office when the claim is preferred, that 
he or she has voluntarily abandoned his or her original 
preémption, and that no consideration, reward, or payment 
of any kind has been received, or is expected, directly or 
indirectly, as an inducement f uch abandonment; aud 
any person who shall testify falsely in such ease shall be 
deemed guilty of per 
and holding the rignt wreémption to lands under this act, 
may he required by the State within whieh the same lies to 
pay taxes thereon, in the same manner and to the same ex- 
| tent as if he or she owned the said land in fee simple ; and 
| in ease such lands are sokl for taxes, the purchaser shall 
| aequire the right of preémption only. Third. Absenee of 


i shall be deemed an abandonment, and the land shall, in 
| such case, revert to the United States, and be subject to the 
i game disposition as other public lands. z 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That lands preéinpted, 


fi 
| 
i and the improvements thereon, shall not be subject to exe- 


ii eution sale or other sale for debt; and all contracts made in 


| reference thereto, intended in anywise to alienate the right, || 
| or to embarrass or disturb the preéinptorin his or her occu- :: 


ney, shall be absolutely null and void. 

And be it further enacted, That the preémptor 
may at any time, at his or her discretion, enter the lands pre- 
einpted by ing therefor to the proper officer of the United 
States $! 25 per acre. 

S 5. And be it further enacted, That in case of the 
yptor’s death, if a married man, his right shail survive 
ghts of the older 
come Of age, or 
nf reach the age of wenty-one years. Tn all 
eases the of pretmption shall renmin in the youngest 
i child. And in case of the death of both father and mother, 
ii leaving an infant child or children, the eutor, adminis- 

g satisfactory proof 
of that fact to the register and receiver of the proper land 
i office, demand a ecrtificate of tile to the fands so pre- 

emptied for the benefit of said infant ehild or children, and 
dispose of tem 


See. 4. 


| 


rei 


€ 
it to his widow and infant children, but the 
‘| children shall cease as they respectively 
h 


| 7 
‘| may thereafter sell said lands, or othery 


and if that genJeman should receive the nomina- | for the benefit of the infant child or ebiidren aforesaid. 


tion of the Democratic party, he should be most || 


happy to defend him against the attacks of the | colleague, I move that the committee rise. 


Whig party. 


If Mr. Doveras should receive the | 


{A message was here received from the Senate 


nomination, he should be just as happy to battle | by the hands of their Secretary, Asscry Dier- 


in his behalf: or if General Cass should be nomi- | 


nated, he should be as happy to do battle under 
his banner. 


Voices. What about Mr. Buchanan? 


Mr. OLDS said, that if any distinguished gen- | hy the hands of Mr. Dickrxs, their Secretary, in- | 


ieman who had been named in connection with 


ts, Esq] 
ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 
[A message was here received from the Senate, 


forming the House that that body had msisted 


clamors. for reform, and that Administration had } 
succeeded Administration, yet the expenses of the | 


s acquiring the right of |! 


without payment of any kind to the United States, but on |) 


Second. Any person claiming |! 


Mr. FOWLER. With the permission of my : 


685 


i 
H 
ji 


as managers on their part. ] ; A 

Mr. FIOUSTON demanded tellers upon the 
motion that the committee rise; which, were ‘or- 
dered, and Messrs. CHANDLER and Freeman were 
appointed. d ; 

Lhe question was then taken, and there being—- 
| ayes 87, a further count was not insisted upon. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee roseaccordingly, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the com- 
mittee reported that the Committee of the Whole 
; on the state of the Union had had the Union gen- 
i erally under consideration, and particualarly the 
| special order, being House bill No, 7, to encour- 
age agriculture, and for other purposes, and had 
| come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr, HOUSTON. If it be in order for me to 

| make a motion now, T will ask the House to clear 
the Speaker’s table of the bills and communica- 
tions which are there. 

Mr. MASON moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. FOWLER. I ask the gentleman to give 
way that me may dispose of a few bills.. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, moved that when 
| the Houseadjourned, it adjourns to meet on Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were not ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON withdrew his motion. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is the motion to 
i| adjourn until to-morrow or Monday? 
| ‘The SPEAKER. It is a motion to adjourn 
until to-morrow. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the House adjourned until to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


|! 
H 


i 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
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il PETITIONS, &c. 
| The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presentep 


under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees ; 


By Mr.GREEN: The petition of citizens of Wyandott 
i! county, Ohio, praying Congress to so amend the bounty 
; land law as to make equal provision for the widows of de- 
| ceased military officers and soldiers, whether married or 
! unmarried. 
i Also, the remonstrance of 56 citizens of Crawford county, 
Ohio, against the extension of the patent of Woodworth’s 
| planing machine. 
By Mr. GOODENOW: The remonstrance of Benjamin 
| Allen and 49 others, citizens of Franklin county, Maine, 
|| against the renewal of the patent granted to Austin and 
Zebulon Parker for alleged improvements in reaction water- 
wheels. 

By Mr. MILLER: The petition of the heirs of James Rus- 
sell, of Cape Girardeau county, Missouri, praying Congress 
to confirm a title to a tract of land in said county. 

Also, the petition of Join Byrd, praying Congress 10 eon- 
firm a title to land in the same county. 

By Mr. CONGER: ‘The petition of Jonn Burt and others, 
for the establishment of mail routes— 

Ist. From Sault Ste. Marie, by way of Grand [siand, to 
Marquette, in the county of Marquette, Michigan. 

2d. From Navarino, or Green Bay, Wiscousin, by way 
of Little Bay de Noquet, to Marquette. 

3d. From Marquette, by way of Le Aunse, Houghton 
county, to Nagle River. F 

4th. From Le Aunse to Ontonagon, Ontonagon county, 
Michigan, and thence to La Point and Fond Da Lac, in 
Minnesota Territory. 


i 


i 


t| 


By APPLETON, of Massachusetts: ‘The on ot 
i} Yiomas B. Curtis and others, citizens of Missa Selts, 


praying that further aid be granted by Congress for the sup - 
: port of the Collins’ line of steaniers, 

By Mr. CURTIS: The petition of citizens of Ctarian 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for a inodification of the 
tariff of 1846. 

Also, one of like import from the county of Lawreuce, 

| Pennsylvania. 
» Also, a petition from citizens of Crawford aad Warren 
counties, Pennsylvania, for the establishment ota nai 
from ‘Titusville, via Enterprise and Youngsyilie, to 
Grove, Warren coanty. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: ‘The 
ii Oswego county, New York, 
* Woodworth paient, 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: Three cisrials of 

citizens of Pilladelphia, in favor of an extension of die 
: Woodworth patent. 
, Also, memoriais of citizens of Delaware county, and or 
, Germantown, Pennsylvania. asking for an amendment of 
i the bounty land act of 1856. 

By Mr. FLOYD: The petition of residents of Port Jer 
i ferson, that Port Jefferson be made a port of delivery. 

: By Mr. DURKEE: The remonstranve of H. F. 
and 257 others, of the county of Racine, Wisconsin, ag 
the renewal of Woody 

By Mr. JONES, of 


reinonstrance of citizens or 
against the renewal of the 


ea 


i BAT 


ah 
i Smith, widow of Cornelius Sunith, late a sergeanian the 


he petition o 


United States Army, for relief. . re 
Ty Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of th 


oF 
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Legislature of Pennsylvania, relative to the bridge over the 
io rive osite eeling. bs i 
ap tat petition of John G. Fox, asking compensation 
for naval services in the year 1846. 3 n i 

By Mr: MACE: The memorial of Vincent Virgin, of ; 
Warren. county, Indiaħa, asking additional pay for taking ; 
the census. : i 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The memorial ofa convention com- | 
posed of delegates from the counties of Clark, Coles, Moul- ; 
trie, and Macon, in the State of Illinois, assembled: at || 
Charleston on the 23d of February, 1852, for the purpose of H 
constracting a railroad from Terre Haute to the Mississippi ; 
river, witha branch from Marshall, through Charleston 
and Sullivan, to Decatur, in Macon county, thereby sup- 
plying the necessary links in the Mississippi and Atlantic 
railroad, and in the railroad connection between Terre 
Haute, in the State of Indiana, and St. Joseph, in the State |! 
of Missouri, and contemplating a continuation. of railroad |} 
eonnection to the Pacific, which said memorial prays a 
grant of the right of way and alternate sections of land to 
aid in the construction of railroads. 

By Mr. HENN : The proceedings of a meeting held at 
Cedar Falls; Black Hawk county, Iowa, recommending a 
land office at that place. A : 

By Mr. HARPER: The memorial of J. V. Cushing and 
109 others, citizens of the county of Muskingum, Ohio, and 
the memoriat of John Hawes and 128 others, citizens of 
the same county, praying for the establishment of the 
bridges of the Wheeling and Belmont Bridge Company as 
post roads, and that said bridges remain at their present 
height, &e. Mc i 

By Mr. ROBBINS: A petition signed by George Lan- 
dell, Joseph M. Ritterson, S. Duttield, C. Fortner, and 79 
others, citizens of the county of Philadelphia, against the 
renewal or extension of the Woodworth patent for plan- 
ing boards,-&c: They state that the patentee has enjoyed 
the benefit from 1828, which will continue, by act of Con- 
gress, until the year 1856, and that a further extension | 
would be injurious to the public interests. i 

Also, the petition of Thomas Wilson and 56 others, citi- 
zens of the county of Philadelphia, asking for an extension 
of the Woodworth patent for a planing machine. 

Also, on the same subject, the petition of Alfred S. Price 
and 91 others, citizens of the county of Philadeiphia. 

Alsa, ọn the same subject, the petition of Samuel Wil- 
son, and 44 others, citizens of Philadelphia county. 

Also, on the same subject, the petition of F. Engleman 
and 63 others, citizens of Philadelphia county. 

Also, thepetition of John Stattmon, Reuben Sands, and 33 
others, citizens of the county of Philadelphia, asking Con- 
gress to so modify the bounty land act of September 28, 
1850, as to give those intended to be benefited by said 
act, and seamen and marines who served in said wars, not 
less than 160 acres of land. 

By Me. TAYLOR: The petition of John Windall, and 
35 others, citizens of Pike county, Ohio, praying Congress 
to establish a mail route from Bainbridge, in Ross county, 
Ohio, to Waverly, in Pike county, Ohio. 


ji 


By Mr, CLORENCE: Letters fron Montgomery & |} 
Neall, Edward W. Cavenaugh, Joseph S. Snowden, Joseph |! 


i 
i 


T. Bailey, Charles Cramer, and A. L. Raymond, citizens 
of the city and county of Philadelphia, remonstrating 
against the extension of the Woodworth patent for planing 
boards, &e. 
Also, the memorial of John C. Hancock, George Ireland, 
` William G. Ireland, and others, citizens of the county of | 
Philadelphia, praying for the extension of the Woodworth | 
patent for planing boards, &e. 

Also, the memorial of Thomas B. Henderson, Jacob M. 
Whartanby,, George T. Sorber, and others, residents of 
Germantown, in the county of Philadelphia, praying that 
160 acres of fand may be granted to the soldiers of the war 
of (812, &e. f 


| teaching the Deaf and Dumb. - 
Mr. W. said: The time granted by the law, || 


! exertions to dispose of these lands, but have failed 


| tleman’s motion. 


i; is that I misconceived the question and voted in 
I appeal to the gentleman who roomed | 


upon ordering the engrossed bills on the Speaker’s ; 
table to be read a third time. 

Mr. WARD. I move that we take up the Sen- 
ate bill No. 182, for extending the time for selling 
the lands granted to the Kentucky Asylum for 


i 


which passed some ten years ago, in which to dis- 
pose of these lands, will expire on the first of next 
month. The lands have been all disposed of ex- 
cept some refuse lands lying in the State-of Flor- 
ida. The trustees of the institution have mađe j 


todo it.. They desire an extension of five years, 
and | hope the House will pass the bill. $ 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suggest that we shall this 
morning take up the business on the Speaker’s 
table, and dispose of the private bills which are | 
there. 

Mr. WARD. The bill I wish to take up will 
| not occupy more than five minutes. A 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is very true; but if 
we take up the bills in their order, we will reach 
it in less time than that. These bills have all to; 
be referred; and I ask, if there be no objection, 
that it should be done this morning. 

“Mr. WARD. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not object to the gen- 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BEALE. I ask the unanimous consentof | 
the House to make a personal éxplanation, which | 
shall not consume much of the time of the House. ; 

There being no objection, Mr. B: said: ~The! 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CAMPBELL] yesterday 
made an observation that none or but few Demo- ; 
crats had refused, to vote for the appropriation of | 
overflowed lands of the Mississippi, by the act 
passed the last session of Congress. { responded | 
to him, that I did not so vote. 
had the Journal before bim, and my name was re- 


the Journal, 1 find that to be the case. 


ward sentiments, my open declarations, and my 
repeated conversations on this floor and elsewhere, 
were in hostility to that bill. I went home and 
denounced that bill as part and parcel of a system 
to vote away the public lands to the Western 
States, which belonged to all the people of the 
Confederacy. And I ask if 1 am to be supposed 
so inconsistent as this conduct would show me to 
be. There is an error in the Journal; and if a 
dozen men should get up now and declare that I 
voted for that bill at all, I say that the probability 


mistake. 


By Mr. GOODENOW: The petition of Joseph H. Cla 
and others, assistant marshals of Maine, asking addition 
compensation for taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr. BARRER: ‘he petition of numerous citizens 
of Highland county, Ohio, praying for the construction ofa 
ship-canal around the Falls of the St. Mary?’s river, in the 
State of Michigan. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: Joint resolutions of the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the State of Delaware, upon the 
following subjects : 

Ist. ‘The breakwater and harbors in the Delaware bay 
and river, 

3d. The fortification upon the Pea Patch Ysland or E 
Delaware. 

3d. ‘Khe custom house in the Delaware district. | 

Also, a memorial of the Board of Trade, of Wilmington, | 
praying Congress to make an appropriation for a custom- | 
house in the Delaware district. 

Ry Mr. BABCOCK: The petition of 56 citizens of 
Oswego, fora Marine Hospital at Oswego, New York. 

Also, the petition of [83 citizens of te port of Oswego. 
New York, for the same purpose. 

By Mr. DOTY : The petition of citizens of Wisconsin, 
for a grant of iland to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Chicago to Fond du Lac and Lake Superior. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The memorial of Elijah L. Ham- 
tin and 289 others, citizens of Bangor, Maine, that the pen- 
sion laws may be extended to the case of widows of revo- 
lutignary soldiers who were married subsequently to A. D. 


pp | 
nal i 


| 
i 
t 
an 
i 
t 


By Mr. CONGER: The memori 
Grand Travers, and Mackinaw Plan 
favor of granting the right of w 
in aid of the construction of s: 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SALCURDAY, March 6, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Rev. L. F. Morean, paar IE 
TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved. f 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order is i 


i 


‘| were not such as I now declare them to be. 
i 


He said that he! 


corded for the passage of that law. In examining | 
Now, l; 
declare that the whole drift of my feelings, my in- | 


with me the greater portion of two years during || 
i the last Congress, to say whether my sentiments | 


to this matter. But the honorable gentleman will 
find by reference to the vote of many of his col- 
leagues, who have assumed the same general posi- 
! tion in relation 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Campse.t] to order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. With the per- 
mission of the House, I wish to say a single word 
in relation to the subject now before us. I will 
say by suggestion to the member from Virginia, 
[Mr. BeaLe,] that in all probability if he would 
refer to the original Journal he might find his 
name there correctly recorded. Mistakes of this 
kind have occurred tome. While the bill was 
pending to establish the Department of the Inte- 
rior, I was lying in my room sick, and remained 
there until it was discussed and passed. Upon 
examination of the Journal, I found that my name 
was recorded upon the passage of the bill, when I 
was at home sick. T merely throw this out by 
way of suggestion, to show that mistakes of this 
kind occur; and, perhaps, by reference to the ori- 
ginal Journal, his vote may be found recorded 
right, 

Eiir. HOUSTON. 
der of business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, 
by unanimous consent, 


Ordered, ThatAeave be granted to. withdraw from the 
files of the Howse the petition and papers in the case of 
Jacob Banta,for the purpose of reference.in the Senate. 


On motion by Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, 
by unayimous consent, 

Ordeyed, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be disgharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of DyüsiHa Bukey, and that leave be granted to withdraw 
the fapers in said case for the purpose of reference to one 
f fie Executive Departments. 
RUFUS DWINEL. ` 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
ordering Senate bill No. 88, for the relief of Rufus 
Dwinel, to a third reading. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I would like to know what 
thebillis about. Itis to pay a considerable amount 
of money. 

Mr. FOWLER. The bill has been considered 
in Committee of the Whole, where all the facts in 
regard to it were elicited; and it was reported with 
a recommendation to the House that it do pass. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Will the honorable gentleman 
state what the character of the bill is ? 

Mr. FOWLER, It is a Senate bill 
port can be read if necessary. 

The bill was then read. tt provides indemnity 
to Rufus Dwinel for the violation of his contract 
by the Post Office Department for carrying a daily 
mail. 

Mr. AVERETT. I rise for the purpose of 
asking a question of ‘the chairman of the Com- 


I insist upon the regular or- 


, and there- 


$ 


| Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I respond with 
| pleasure to the call made upon me by the gentle- 
| man from Virginia, (Mr. Beare.) The gentle-| 
man and myself roomed at the same house during 
ithe last Congress, for the greater portion of the | 
i whole session. I recollect to have had very fre- i 
quent conversations with the gentleman from | 
Virginia (Mr. Beate] upon the subject of the | 
disposition of the public domain. We differed | 
in relation to some of the propositions which 


f 


lı were pending before this House. I recollect that | 


he expressed very frequently to me his fixed and 
settled hostility to this proposition to give to Ar- 
kansas and other States the overflowed lands. 
He was also hostile to the bounty land bill. Ff 
recollect, from frequent conversations, that this was 
his position during last Congress. ł have no rec- 
ollection, however, as to how he voted upon the 
bill in question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I should dislike 
very much to put the honorable gentleman from , 
Virginia [Mr. Beary] or any other member of 
this House, whether a political friend or opponent, 


i 


ł 


Democratic side of the House upon that question. 
That was all. Ido not understand the honorable 
gentleman as intimating that I have been guilty of 
any improper act in this matter. 
Mr. BEALE. By no means. 
, Mr. CAMPBELL. I am very happy in afford- 
ing him an opportunity of presenting himself, as 
far as he may now,ina proper position in' relation 


| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, (Mr. 
Oxps,] as to the character of the contract made by 
the Department with the parties here. I wish to 
know if there was not in the contract an express 
reservation of the right of the Department to lessen 


i 


| or increase the service, by paying to the con- 


tractor a pro rata allowance for any increase or 
diminution of the service. This is an important 
inquiry; for I find, in regard to the establishment 
of post offices and post routes and the change of 
transportation, that the contractors are coming in 
and presenting their petitions for extra compensa- 
| tion, upon the ground that their services are too 
: onerous. I wish to know if there is not an ex- 
i press reservation to determine the right to vary the 
i; compensation according to the service rendered. 

i Mr. OLDS. I will reply to the inquiries of the 
i honorable gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Aver- 
ETT.) In all the present contracts made by the 
post office department for carrying the mails, such 
a reservation as that he has named is made; but 
this form of contract is of recentdate. Ín all former 
contracts no such reservation was made, and in 
the contract upon which this hill is predicated, no 
such reservation was made. The whole argument 


i 
i 
i 


i 


in a false position. I referred to the Journal, and i 


stated in general terms what was the vote of the | 


ii of this case consists in this fact. 


_ Mr. HOUSTON. Before the gentleman passes 
: from the point of contract, I would Jike to pro- 
; pound a question to him also; whether at the date 
| of the present contract the law did not itself con- 


| stitute a part of the contract, and authorize the 


; Postmaster General either to curtail the service or 
take it away entirely, and if that law did not give 


| the contractor also, wherever service was stopped 


1852. 
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under the contract, a certain extra compensation | 
of one or two months, according to thelaw? Al- 
though it may not be in the body of the contract, 
yet such was the law. I haveno doubt about the | 
fact; the law constitutes a part of tħe contract in | 
this case. I desire further to know whether the | 
contractor could not get the month’s extra pay | 
after the suspension of compensation for his ser- 
vices? $ TS 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman ‘from ‘Alabama, 
[Mr. Hovsron,] I think, mistakes the nature of; 
the contract upon which this bill is predicated. | 
The law is, that where, in the opinion of the De-.| 
partment, it becomes necessary to suspend a con- | 
tract of the character made, ‘it provides for the | 
allowance of one month’s, or perhaps three month?s | 
extra pay. But this is nota suspension of a con- | 
tract for carrying the mail. It was a contract to | 
carry a daily mail, if I recollect right, from cer- | 
tain points. The Post Office Department became | 
embarrassed under the administration of Mr. Bar- | 


ry. ‘This contractor wasa special friend of Mr. Bar- | 
ry. The Postmaster General sent his special | 
agent, Mr. Brown, to this gentleman, and re- || 
quested him to consent toan abatement of the ser- | 
vice—that is, carrying the mail twice a week, in- | 
stead of daily, promising him that if he kept his | 
stock upon the road, as he actually did, or if he 
made sacrifices in disposing of his stock at a most | 
unsaleable season, that so soon. as the temporary | 
embarrassment of the Post Office Department | 
should be removed that he should be relieved and 
paid the full price of his contract, or full remuner- 
ation for all losses sustained in this abatement of | 
service, 

This gentleman received from the Department | 
pro rata pay for the service performed under this | 
pledge, given by the Department to pay in full, | 
after the embarrassment of the Department had | 
been removed. When, however, Mr. Kendall i 
came into office, he held these contractors to the | 
strict letter of the law, There was no evidence | 
upon the books of the Post Office Department as || 
a matter of course of this agreement made between | 
O. B. Brown and this contractor for carrying the | 
mail. Mr. Kendall refused to make. any allow- | 
ance, but held him to receiving his pro rata pay, | 
which would bring this contractor some $900 in 
debt to the Department. This contractor asked 
that the suit should be commenced against him for | 
the $900 in the United States court for the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia, and the Department was repre- | 
sented by the District Attorney. The evidence || 
was adduced, and O. B. Brown was put upon the 
stand, and testified fully that he had been author- 
ized by Mr, Barry to say to this contractor that 
he should, so soon as the temporary embarrass- | 
ment of the Post Office Department was removed, | 
receive his full compensation, in accordance with | 
the terms of his contract. Upon the evidence | 
adduced at the trial, and under the instruction of | 
the court, a verdict was rendered; and upon that | 
verdict this bill is predicated. It does not allow || 
the interest allowed by the jury on the trial from | 
1837 to the time of rendering the judgment; butit | 
is merely for the payment of the money which | 


i| 
was found to be due upon the trial, and to which | 
this contractor, under the express arrangement | 
between him and Mr. Brown, was entitled. 

Mr. FICKLIN. With the. permission of the | 
honorable chairman of the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, I wish to propound this } 
question: Whether this contractor receives, by the || 
bill, the full amount that he would have received | 
if he had carried the mail regularly all the time? | 

Mr. OLDS. He did not get paid in full; but | 
this bill provides full payment, abating the in 
terest. 

Mr. HOUSTON. With the permission of the | 
chairman on the Post Office and Roads, 1 under- | 
stand from the report that the service was stopped - 
entirely. That was the reason why I propounded | 
the question I did. The report says that the ser- 
vice was suspended. 

Mr. OLDS. You 
of the report. 

Mr. WASHBURN. L 
this case, and with the parties to it. There was, | 
as understand it—I may be mistaken, but F think » 
not—a suspension of the service; but inasmuch as | 
that could not be done by the contractor without | 
total ruin to himself, he kept the route going, and | 
I believe, in reality, carried the mail for the whole i 
time, although not under a contract with the Gov- | 


have mistaken the language | 


I am acquainted with | 


ernment, He did this upon assurances made to 
him by Mr. Brown, that when the Department 
should be disembarrassed, they would pay him 
The Department was very much embarrassed at 
the time, and found it necessary to make the 
change. : 

I will state further, that in order to-enable Col- 
onel Thomas to go on with the contract, he bor- 
rowed money of this petitioner, Dwinel, and other 
gentlemen in that section, and he was in fact nearly 
ruined by reason of the non-fulfillment of its con- 
tract by the Government. Mr. Dwinel receives, 
by this bill, no interest upon the money which he 
has advanced for this object; and in consequence 
of the non-fulfillment of its contract by the Gov- 
ernment, the original contractor has been embar- 
rassed and nearly ruined. It isa very just case, 
and I think there can be no doubt about. its 
merits. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

r. FOWLER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was. passed, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 


The following House bills, reported froma Com- |! 


mittee of the Whole House, without amendment, 
were then taken up, and ordered to be engrossed; 
and being engrossed, were read a third time and 
passed, viz: 

No. 139. A bill to authorize the issuing of a 
register to the brig America; 

No. 140. A bill for the relief of William S. 
Payne; 

‘No. 142. A bill to authorize the registry of the 
brig Kossuth; and 

No. 148. A bill for the relief of Andrew Smith. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- | 


lowing messages heretofore received from the 
President of the United States; 
To the House of Representatives : 

In compliauce with the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 17th ultimo, F transmit herewith a report 
from the Secretary of the Navy, and a report from the So- 
licitor of the Treasury Department, in relation to thé ac- 
counts of Prosper M. Wetmore, late navy agent in the 
city of New York. MILLARD FILLMORE, 

WASHINGTON, March 4th, 1852. 


On motion by Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, 
it was . 

Ordered, That the said message and accompanying docu- 
ments be Jaid on the table, and be printed. 

To the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States : 

In compliance with the provisions of the act of Congress 
of the lith of August, 1848, I transmit to that body the 
copy of a dispatch from the Commissioner ad interim of 
the United States at Canton, together with the copy of cer- 
tain rules and regulations for masters, officers, and seamen 
of vessels of the United States of America, at the tree ports 
of China, which accompanied said dispatch, and which are 
subinitted for the revision of Congress. 

MILLARD FILLMORE. 

WASHINGTON, March 4th, 1852. 


On motion by Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, 
it was . 

Ordered, That the said message and accompanying doc- 
uments be referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
printed. 

Also a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury asking an appropriation to pay the sal- 


ary of D. V. Whitney, Esquire while acting as 
| Secretary of the Treasury of the Territory of 


New Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
rinted. 

p Also, a communication from the Engineer De- 

partment enclosing a conditional cadet appoint- 

ment for Halder B. Lyon; which was referred to 

the proper committee. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
memorial, and the proceedings of a meeting of the 
citizens of Detroit in relation to the Irish patriots, 
O’Brien, Mitchell, and others. 

Mr. STUART. I move that that communica- 
tion be laid upon the table, and be printed. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move to refer itto the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, without printing. _ 

The question was first taken upon the motion 
to lay upon the table and print, and it was not 


: agreed to. 
The communication was then referred to the: 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Senate bill No. 27, being an act to emend an act 
entitled ‘An act to authorize notaries public to 
take and certify oaths, afirmations, and acknowl- 


edgments in certain cases,” was. taken from: the 


|| Speaker’s table, read a first and second time by-its 
i title, and referred tô the Committee on -the Judi- 


i clary. ~ : j 
; Senate bill No. 63, being an act to grant to the 
! city of Burlington, lowa, the land heretofore. re- 
, served between that'cityand the Mississippi river, 
| Was next taken up and read a-first and second 
ume. : ; a 
| Mr. CLARK. Task that the bill may now be 
: put uponits passage. Jt concerns only the people 
| of the town of Burlington. Beyond the original 
i line of the town, between the town and the Mis- 
: Sissippi, there isa strip of land reserved which 
_ has become greater by accretions. The people of 
| that city now ask that they may have leave to sell 
'theland. That is the sum and substance of the 
, bil, and I presume no gentleman upon this floor 
| will object to it. 

Mr. FOWLER. ‘Will the gentleman from 
Towa tell us how much land it is proposed to grant? 
3 Mr, CLARK. The quantity is very small in- 

eed. ; 
Mr. FOWLER. A thousand acres? 
Mr. CLARK. Not half of that I presume. It 
‘ is a mere local question in which no one has any 
| Interest except the people of that city. 
Mr. KING, of New York. I think bills of this 
: character ought first togo to committees. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. : 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


~% 


DEAF AND DUMB ASYLUM IN KENTUCKY. 

Senate bill No. 182, beirg an act to extend the 
| time for selling the lands granted to the Kentucky 
' Asylum for teaching the Deaf and Dumb, was 
taken up, and read a first and second time by its 


i; title. 


Mr. WARD. I desire to have that bill acted 
| upon immediately. The limitations upon that 
| grant, provide that it shall revert back to the Gen- 
eral Government, unless disposed of sometime 
during the present month. I hope the bill will be 
acted upon and passed immediately. The trustees 
of that institution have aiteilipied to sell the land, 
but have failed to do it. 
Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I move thatthe bill 
| bereferred to the Committee on Public Lands. I 
| will state that the grant of land, the time for the sale 
of which this bill proposesto extend, was made to 
| the Deaf and Dumb Asylum, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, in the year 1826. They have had from 
that time to tlis to sell the land, but they have not 
done it; and they hold them to the detriment of 
the people of my own State. The people of Flor- 
| ida are very anxious that they should sell them, 
| The Government have extended the time for selling 
| the lands, for five years and ten years at a time, 
| down to the presenttime. Asa Representative from 
| the State of Florida, I protest against the passage 
| of this bill. At all events, I hopeit will be referred 
| to the appropriate committee, and be properly 
| considered, before the House take any final action 
| upon it.» I move that it be referred to the Com- 
į mittee on Public Lands. 
Mr. WARD. I hope and trust that the pro- 
; posed reference will not be acceded to. Iacknowl- 
i edge that the grant was made in 1826. But the 
| failure in its sale was not the fault of the Deaf and 
| Dumb Asylum. The grant was made in 1826; 
| but in the mean time, Florida was in a condition 


i; that no one was willing to buy lands in that State; 
i But those lands have now become somewhat val- 


‘uable. Now, I hope and trust that for an object 
: of charity so universally acknowledged as that, 
i no member of this House will refuse to vote for 
the passage—and the immediate passage—of this 
| DHL 

| Mr.CABELL. Theselands have been held by 
|| the trustees of that institution, and the reason why 
i they have not been sold is, that they have been 
| held at an exorbitant price. They have held them 
i at an enormous price, while the people of Florida 
i have sold their own lands and the lands of the 
| Government have been sold at half the price, or at 
|i least, for very much less. 

' But it is not stated what is the quantity of lands 
i: proposed to be granted by the bill; yet, the House 
|; is asked to make this further extension, although 
| 


nit has already extended for nearly thirty years. 
i This we are asked to do without any informa‘ ion 
ji 

i 


as to the quantity of lands involved in the} ro- 
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cased extension, or as to the time which it has 

een already extended. -I protest against the pas- 
sage of this bill at this time, and most earnestly 
hope it maybe referred to the appropriate commit- 
tee, who will investigate it, and inquire into its 
expediency. Then, if they find, after a full inves- 
tigation into the interests of all parties concerned, 
it expedient to pass this bill, I shall make no fur- 
ther opposition to it. . u 

Mr, MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I am some- 
what surprised at, the course the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. CateLL] has seen fit to pursue. in 
relation to this subject. He says this bill does not 
state the number.éf acres contained in the original 
grant. Why, sir, when that, grant was made, it 
specified the number of acres; and it seems.to me 
it cannot be a matter.of much importance whether 
the number be stated now or not. 


price as not to compete. with the lands in the pos- 


| 
session of Florida around them. I can conceive | 

i 

| 


less than their value, but only to sell themata 
fair price. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
in Florida to compel people to sell their lands at i 
whatever price the purchaser may choose to give 
for them? 

Mr. CABELL. This was a mere gratuity 
upon the part of the Government; and it has been 
against the policy of this Government, as has been | 
proclaimed in speeches upon this floor, from time | 
to time, to aid corporations who hold large bodies 
of land in such a manner as to prevent settlement. | 
It is against that which I protest. » lt is against |) 
this corporation in the State of Kentucky hold- |; 
ing, I think, some 40,000 acres of land, granted 
to them in the State of Florida. They will not | 
sell the lands, they say, because they cannot get | 
the price they want for them, and yet they will 
not hold them ata reasonable price, orat the price i| 
at which other people are selling their lands. |! 
They are asking us to keep settlers from settling jj 
upon these lands, It is that to which I object. i 

Mr. MARSHALL. If these people asked |' 
more for their lands than they were worth, or ji 
more than they considered them worth, they | 
would be the most curious proprietors ever seen | 
in this country. : 

Mr. BISSELL. Hi amyvishtly informed, this | 
grant was made in 1826. 

Mr. CABELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BISSELL. Well, 1 think in justice to! 
Florida, this company ought to have disposed of | 
its lands before this time. They might have been | 
settled in the thirty-odd years which have elapsed p 
since that time. I do not know at what price i 
they are held now, or at what price they have | 
been held, but I am very sure the State of Ken- || 
tucky might have sold them, and realized some: Í 
thing from them. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. The State of Kentucky | 
has nothing to do with them. They were granted 
to the deafand dumb in that State; and gentlemen 
certainly do not desire to make that asylum part: 
with their lands, without proper consideration, fi 
the benefit of the people of Florida. 

Mr. BISSELL. The deaf and dumb asylum | 
have had already twenty-six years; and if this bill | 
shali pass giving this extension for five years, ap 
plication will be made to extend the time five 
years longer, and so on from time to time. 

Mr. CABELL. Let the vill be ref 
then we can get at. the proper state of facts. 

Mr. WARD, The deafand damb of Kentucky | 


i 


i 
1 
Ji 
| 


t tei we A 7 1 
‘have not lost those lands at all, By the act of 
| Congress, the time for disposing’ of these lands | 
' has been extended to the first of next month. The | 
| title of the lands is vested in trustees; and I hold it | 
‘a strange and unheard-of species of morality, that 

| on-account of default—if any has taken place at 
| at all—of the trustees, that these men, the deaf | 
: and dumb, shall suffer the loss. © _ ` | 
| Mr. BISSELL.` I do not suppose there ‘has | 
‘been any default anywhere. I think there has | 
| heen liberality enough shown. to the trustees of. 
‘these deaf and dumb,-and to. all others interested : 
n this grant, when it is considered that they have | 
| had twenty-six years in whicli to dispose of these 

: 40,000 acres of land lying in the State of Florida. 
I think something is due to a young ind feeble 
| State like Florida. It is something to Florida 
f that these lands should be opened up to settle- 
i: ment, and itis a very serious thing—as every man i 
|i from the new States knows—when lands are held, | 
| from year to year, by speculators, by companies, 
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‘| cates, then, instead of allowing them five y 


| Mr. WARD. I cannot. . 

| Mr. BISSELL. Iam opposed to the bill. I 
| think it would be wrong to allow them five years 
| more, especially when they cannot show that they 
i have put them in market, and offered to sell them 
| at reasonable prices, or $1 25 per acre. — 

| Mr. MEACHAM. I wish to inquire’ of the 
| gentleman from Hlinois; whether all the:lands. of- 
| fered at a reasonable price, namely, the Govern- 
i ment price, in Florida have been sold? If not, 
“then there is no reason, lying against the Ken- 
'weky lands, why they have not been sold, òn 
| account ofany unreasonable price which may have 
t been asked. 

Mr. BISSELL. In reply to the gentleman's 
| question, I would simply observe, that if he is 
disposed to act upon the principle which he indi- 
ears, 
| he should say that they should have time until the 
Government has sold allits lands in Florida. Will 


‘i he do that? 


Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman from Mi- 


Lam for making lib 


ida for many years 
state of things a sufficient excuse for the trustees 


‘in not disposing of these lands up to the present i; 


time. . I do not desire to have this grant forfeited 
time in which these lands shall be disposed of. 
Mr. CABELL. I will state that these lands 
are not within five hundred miles of the Indians. 
There is no reason why the parties cannot have 
sold them. They are- situated in West Florida, 
mostly, I think, the richest and rost populous 
counties of our State. The trustees hold these 


insist that it is unreasonable, under these circum- 
stances, that they should: be allowed more tirne to 
dispose of them after having had nearly thirty 
years already for that purpose. I am entirely 
willing, as a representative of Florida, that if this 
grant is about expiring, to give them some rea- 
sonable time. I um willing to give them twelve 
months; but I protest against a long extension. 

Mr. BISSELL. I was about to say, that what- 
ever the consequence of the non-passage of this 
act, Congress or the General Government would 
not be responsible, for they have already allowed 
twenty-six years in which to sell this little batch 
of 40,000 acres of land. 

Mr. WARD. The gentleman seems to mis- 
understand the history of the whole transaction. 
There are not 40,000 acres of land. ‘There were 
40,000 acres originally, of which 40,000 nearly 
the whole have been disposed of. A part of 
that land was in Florida, and a part in Arkan- 
sas. The entire landsin Arkansas have been dis- 
posed of, and a remnant of those lying in Florida 
are still undisposed of. Now, to show that there 
has been no neglect on the part of these trustees, 
I will state that they have had an agent in Florida, 
continually superintending these lands, and in 
making efforts to sell them at reasonable prices. 
It is entirely new to me that they have placed upon 
these lands an exorbitant price or value, and where 
the gentleman obtains authority to justify him in 
making that declaration, 1 am wholly ata loss to 
determine. j 


Mr. BISSELL. Wil the gentleman allow me ` 


to ask him a question? At what price have these 


langs been held? 


Mr. WARD. I have never heard. 


Mr. BISSELL. Then, for anything that ap- | 
ears here, the reason why these lands have not: 
| been sold, is because they have been held at an 

red, and |: exorbitant price. 


Task any gentleman interested 


in this. question, if he can tell meat what price | 
| these lands have been offered for sale ? 


I am for making | 


| nois [Mr. Brssevz] allow me to offer an amend- 
; ment? 

Mr. BISSELL. f was going to make a sug- 
| gestion to the gentleman from Florida, that if he 
;: will withdraw his motion to refer, 1 will move to 
| amend the bill by striking out five years and in- 
| serting one year, and in that form, understanding 
that it will satisfy the gentleman from Florida, 1 
i| will vote for the bill. 

| Mr. CABELL.. I will withdraw. my motion, 
i| with that understanding, after having replied. to 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Vermont, 
(Mr. Meacnan.] 

Mr. STUART. I must protest against this 
mode of discussing the question. 

The SPEAKER. It is competent for one gen- 
| tleman to yield the floor to another for explana- 
tion. i 

Mr. COBB. I merely wish to say 

Mr. STUART.- I object to this mode of dis- 
i cussion, unless, the gentleman from Ulinois [Mr. 


I ask if itis the custom || by failure to legislate. The question is one of ,, BisseLL] loses the floor. 


iis The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois 
‘| has one hour to occupy the floor, and the practice 
| of this body has been for the gentleman ocaipy 
f ing the floor to yield it for explanation, and the 
| Chair overrules the point of order. 

| “Mr. STUART. But the point that I make is 


|i this, that he cannot give the gentleman from Flor- 


i lands and will not sell them to anybody, and we || ida [Mr. Caner] the right to answer the argu- 


‘| ment of another gentleman who has. taken the 
i! floor in the meantime. | . 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
| tleman has not transcended the practice of the 
| House. 
| Mr. CABELL. I wish merély to say, that 
l the argument of the gentleman trom Vermont 
i! (Mr. Mracuam] is this: that because the General 
| Government has not sold the 16,000,000 acres of 
_ surveyed lands in Florida at $1 25 per acre, there - 
| fore there is no force in the argument that. these 
ii trustees have refused to sell their lands at reason. 
able prices. In reply to that, E will say, that the 
| officers of this asylum had the selection of their 
, lands from all the lands in. Florida—out of the 
' 16,000,000 acres of surveyed lands we had—and it 
| is unreasonablethat they should hold up these lands 
jat high prices, They have sold some of these 
‘i lands at $6 and some at $10 per acre, That isa 
sufficient answer to the gentleman’s argument. 
ii Now, [ have already stated that I am perfectly 
|| willing to acquiesce in the proposition of the gen- 
© teman from illinois, (Mr. Brssein,] and give the 
+ trustees one year’s extension of time. 
Mr. BISSELL. Is the motion to refèr with- 
drawn? 

Mr. CABELL. For the present. 

Mr. BISSELL. I move, thea, as an amend- 
i ment to the bill, that the word ‘ five”? be stricken 
‘! out and the word * one”? inserted in its place. 
| Mr. JENKINS. I offer as an amendment to 
| the amendment the following: 
| _ “ Provided said lands shall be sold for a price not exceed- 
: ing $1 25 per acre.” 

Mr. GENTRY. Why not let the deaf and 
: dumb get as much for their lands as they can? 
| The question was then taken on the amend- 
i ment to the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of 
| Mr. Bisset. 
Mr. WARD. Ido not want to trespass upon 
ii the time of the House, but it is impossible for the 
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the charge of the deaf and dumb to sacrifice their |! 


property, as will be the case under a forced sale. 

Mr. COBB. Is the proposition to give them ` 
one year? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. COBB. I think we ought to be liberal, 
and give them more time. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Is the ques- 


tion divisible ? 


The SPEAKER. Itis not. The question is | 


to strike out five years, and insert one. 
Mr. COBB. T move to insert “two” in the 


place of “one,” as an amendment to the amend- || 


ment. 

Mr. STUART. I have listened to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Bts- 
SELL,] I confess, with some little surprise. I 
know the views of the gentleman upon subjects of 
this character. He has partially avowed them 
this morning. He favors liberal donations of the | 


public lands for the benefit of the insane, deaf, i 


i 


dumb, and blind. It is one of the most meritori- 
ous propositions that can address itself to the 


Congress of the country. It has been carried out | 


rtially in this donation to the institution in‘! 


Kentocky: 

There are reasons, sir, why this donation has , 
not yet been exhausted. Congress, from time to! 
time, has extended the operation of the law under | 
which the grant was made. Now, we know that | 
the history of the State of Florida is such, in re- ! 


gard to its settlement, as sufficiently to answer ` 
any objection that can be made in point of time, |! 


The State of Florida does not yet contain a suffi- 
cient number of inhabitants to entitle her to more ! 
than one representative upon this floor, It comes | 


nowhere near the population of many single dis- |! 


tricts in this Union. It results from commercial ! 
as well as political! causes, and it does not become 


this House, nor the Congress of the country, to `i 


insist that a donation for charitable purposes shall | 
now be forfeited, and that the grant shall revert to : 
the Government of the United States—which lands | 
may fall a prey to worse speculation than ten shil- | 
lings an acre. I am in favor of the bill as it! 
stands, and for the purpose of bringing the House | 
to a direct vote, I move the previdus question. 
The previous question received a second; there | 
being, on a division, ayes 109—noes not counted. | 
The main question was then ordered to'be put. | 


The question was then taken upon the amend- | 


ment of Mr. Cogg to the amendment, and it was 
rejected. 

~The amendment of Mr. Bissnin was rejected. 

Mr. CABELL. Is it in order to move to refer 
the bill? 

The SPEAKER, It is net. 
voting under the operation of the previous ques- 
tion, 

Mr. CABELL. It is perfectly well known to 
the House that I withdrew’ my motion to refer 


upon the express condition that the amendment :' 
in the place of ‘“five,”’ 


inserting “fone year,” 
cy 


would pass. 

{Cries of Order!” “ Order!) 

Mr. CABELL. Upon that condition it was 
that I was asked to withdraw it, and I did so. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. Is it in order to move 
w lay the bill upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. [i is. 

Mr, CABLE. [then make that motion. 

Mr. GENTRY. Why not take the question 
upon the bill now ? 


Mr. CABLE demanded the yeas and nays; i: 


which were not ordered. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Under the cireum- 
stances upon which my motion to refer the bill to 
the Committee on Public Lands was withdrawn, I 
ask the general consent of the House to be allowed 
to renew it, that a vote may be had. The House 
will recollect 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I object. and 


call the gentleman to order. 


44 


GTON, BY 


il and the main question was ordered to be put. 


i! merchandise exported to Mexico by certain indi- | 
‘| cated routes,” was read a first and second time by 
| lus tide. 


ii of the bill, it strikes my mind that it should have | 
ii another direction than the one moved. 


The House is‘) 


$3 FOR THIS SESSION. 


Mr. CABELL. I only request that a vote may 
be taken upon the motion to refer. 
Mr. BISSELL. Move to reconsider the vote 


j 
1 


H 


motion. : 

The SPEAKER. Not upon ordering the main 
i question. It was upon the seconding of the call |! 
' for the previous question that the House divided. ` 
The question was then taken upon the motion <i 


Í 
to reconsider; and it was disagreed to. 


i 


_ The bill was then ordered to be read a third if 
time. H 
| Mr. MARSHALL. I move that the vote by i! 
| which this bill was ordered to be read a third time | 
| be reconsidered, and to lay the motion to recon- | 
‘sider upon the table; which latter motion was ij 
: agreed to. i! 
|| “Mr. MARSHALL. I call for the previous : 
|| question upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CABELL. Isit engrossed? 
The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill, and of || 
| course, engrossed. 
i Mr.CABELL. Well, I giveitupnow. [Laugh- 
i ter. 
"the call for the previous question was seconded, 


j 


| 
} 
t 
| 
i 


The bill was then read a third time and passed. |: 
Mr. MARSHALL moved a reconsideration of 
| the vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay 
i the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 


| latter motion was agreed to. 
CHARLES A. GRIGNON. 


i Senate bill, No. 212, entitled «An act for the | 
| relief of Charles A. Grignon,” was read a first and | 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- i} 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


‘| 
DRAWBACKS. 
Senate bill No. 165, entitled ‘* An act extending | 


i 
ul 


i 


| the like privileges to those conferred by the act || 
| entitled ¢ An act allowing drawback on foreign mer- || 
| chandise exported in original packages to Chi- | 
‘ huahua and Santa Fé, in Mexico, and the British 
! North American Provinces adjoining the United | 
: States,’ approved 3d of March 1845, to foreign `! 


| Mr. ROBBINS. I move its reference to the 
i Committee on Commerce. i 
Mr. HOUSTON. From the reading of the title i 


Mr. ROBBINS. It emanates from the Com- , 
mittee on Commerce of the Senate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That may be; but I under- 
.| stand from the title of the bili, that it proposes to 
: refund a portion of the revenue under certain cir- | 
‘cumstances. If that is true, it is very evident that 
“it should not go to the Committee on Commerce. 
! I do not care to which committee it is referred. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. [will state, in 
‘: reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from Ala- 
n bama, that the general import of the bill is to 
i! allow the same privileges of drawback upon goods 
' which shall he taken into Mexico through the south 
| part of Texas, as has been allowed by previous 
‘laws to goods taken in by the way of Santa Fé; 
: and also to the North American provinces. It is 
© for the purpose of facilitating the commerce of the |: 

country. I suppose it ought to be referred to the 
‘| Committee on Commerce, as indicated by the mo- 
‘tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. | 

Mr. KING, of New York. he law this bill 
proposes to amend originated in the Committee on |! 
! Commerce, and the whole subject relates to com- 
: merce rather than to finance. It certainly should -: 
i be referred to the Committee on Commerce. _ 
_ The question was then taken, and the bill was? 
i referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 


RALEIGH AND GASTON RAILROAD. 


i 
ij 
i 


i 


| title 


ii wards Tennessee and Alabama. 


‘yaw material free of duty. 


New SERIES... 
elief of the Raleigh and Gaston Railroad Com- 
any,” was read a first and second time by its 


No. 44. 


Mr. MEADE. I would be glad if the House 
would consent to put that bill upon its passage. 
This is a railroad leading from the Roanoke river 
othe capital of North Carolina. It went down 
afew yearsago. Theroad rotied, and a company 


i has now been formed for the purpose of recon- 


structing it. Tt connects with the town of Peters- 
burg and the city of Richmond, enters theinterior 
of North Carolina, and at Raleigh connects with 
the Central railroad, which goes westward to- 
That road is 
now about being reconstructed—the company are 


i laying the iron rails, and have progressed some 


twenty or thirty miles. They ask Congress to 
give them a credit on the duties upon their rail- 
road iron, similar to that which was granted to the 
Wihnington road, which connects Roanoke with 
Wilmington and Charleston, South Carolina, 
being the connecting lines stretching from New 
York to New Orleans. At present, on many parts 
of the track, there is nota particle of iron, and yet 
the cars travel upon the road. I have heard gen- 


| lemen say that they believed that the envines upon 
Pi D 1 


the Raleigh and Gaston road goa fox hunting 


| upon the beach, such is the condition of the road. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, there is a company actively 


j| engaged in reconstructing that road for the pur- 


pose of connecting these important links, and they 
only ask a short credit for the duties upon the im- 
ported iron, which will soon be paid by theamount 
the Post Office will pay that road for carrying the 
mail. These amounts, of course, will be deducted 
every year as they become due, if I understand 
the bill. At any rate, the company will pay the 
duties at the expiration of the credit which this 
bill proposes to give it. 
r. ROBBINS. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman to move the reference of this bill to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 
Mr. HOUSTON. This bill involves, so far as 


i| it involves a principle at all, precisely the principle 


of the bill that the House have just ordered to be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. Cer- 
tainly, if the bill which the House have directed 
to go to the Committee on Commerce was properly 


i referred, this bill ought notto goto the Committee 


of Ways and Means. One proposes to take part 
of the revenue out of the Treasury of the country, 
and the other proposes to give a credit upon duties 
which have or may accrue to the Treasury. From 
the reading of the title of the bill, it seems to me 
that it should go to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, for the duties which have 
accrued or may accrue upon this railroad iron will 
be turned over to the Post Office Department. 
Mr. WOODWARD. I wish to express briefly 
my approbation of the preposition before the 
House. We are inconsistent in declining to ex- 
tend these facilities to railroads. The construction 
of railroads, with their machinery, is a part of the 
manufacturing business of the country, and those 


; who will consult our revenue system will find that 


we have legislated upon the principle of admitting 
There is another in- 


consistency. We are donating lands, in large 


; amounts, to encourage the construction of raii- 
; roads, and at the same time are putting an enor- 


mous tax upon the indispensable and mest costly 
material in the business of constructing theni. 


! There is a gross inconsistency in this discrimina- 
i tion. Now, itis much more according to principle, 


and much more consistent with the appropriate 


“powers of this Government to encourage rail- 
: roads by not taxing them, than to encourage 
. them by donating public lands. 
i tainly what is to be the fruit of this donation. As 


We know cer- 


to what is to become of these lands, we do not 
know. Besides, we do not give them to merit- 
orious companies who have already invested their 
own means in roads, but we give them to pros- 
pective and possible roads—roads that may or 


: may not be made, and to an administration 
: that may be judicious or injudicious. 
Senate bill No. 185, entitled ‘“ An act for the ii 


In remit- 
ting these taxes there is no question about the 
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claim of the parties who make the ap- | 
e is no question that the full 
ill go to the advantage of the 
road. My opinion is, to be consistent with the 
principle by which we have exempted the material 
for manufacture from any duty, and to be consist- 
ent with that other principle by which we bestow 
lands for possible prospective roads, we ought to 
abolish the duty on railroad iron; and I am pre- 
ared to vote to abolish the tax upon railroad iron. 
In my opinion, nothing advances the wealth of the 
country and the settlement of the new States more 
than the construction of railroads; and I only re- 
quire, in lien of the proposition before the House, | 
that we should repeal this duty upon one of the 
most important branches of manufacture in the 
country. 

Mr. CARTTER. Before we act upon the re- 
mission of duties upon this railroad, I think it is 
well enough for the House to consider the subject. 
I agree with the gentleman from South Carolina, 
{Mr. Woonwarn,] that if there is any article 
which ought to be imported into the United States | 
at this time free of duty, it is railroad iron. This | 
bill does not propose to relieve railroads, but the 
railroad in question, of the incumbrances of the 
tariff upon railroad iron; and it is a proposition 
to foster aroad which it appears from the con- 
fessions of its own friends has not cleared enough 
upon experiment to sustain itself by its own busi- 
ness. The honorable gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Meane] said, that in process of time this 
railroad will be ableto restore the amount of reve- | 

anue that is suspended. What evidence have we | 
of this, where a road having been once construct- | 
ed upon the basis of its own business has gone 
into ruin? Lam willing to relieve railroad enter- 
prises of all imposts upon railroad iron, and | 
think, with the gentleman from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Woopwann,] that it ought to be done, | 
but-——. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to makea short explanation? I agree with 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrren,] and | 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Woop- į 
WARD,| that railroad iron ought to be left free of į 
duty; but that question need not be discussed now. 
My purpose in rising is to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio that the circumstances under which this 
road failed to sustain itself were these: The com- 
pany originally subscribed $700,000 or $800,000 
of stock. That was not sufficient to build the road, | 
and they borrowed more than $1,000,000 in addi- | 
tion. It was the borrowing of this money which 
obliged them to have the road sold. The com- 
pny could not meet its liabilities, and the State, 

eing endorser for the company, purchased the 

foad. ‘Phe State has subsequently given permis- 
sion to the company to become owners of half of 
the stock, provided the company relay the road 
with heavy iron. The company are now relaying 
it. Theroad would have been always good stock 
and have paid well, had it not been in debt; and the 
company was so heavily in debt that the road was 
obliged to be sold in this way. The only ques- 
tion, therefore, at present, is one between the | 
Treasury and the road. It is said upon all bands | 


meritorious 
plication; and ther 
benefit of the same w. 


: (Mr. 


| 
ji 
l 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think 
the amendment is not in order, on the ground of 
irrelevancy. S : f 

Mr. NABERS. I desire to give notice of my in- 
tention to offer that amendment at the proper time. 

Mr. MEADE. I rise for the purpose of mak- | 
g an earnest appeal to the gentleman from Ohio, | 

Carrrer,|in consideration of the circum- 
stances of this road, to make that question upon | 
some other bill. {ask the attention of the House 
fora moment, in order to urgeevery man who isa 
friend to his country and its agricultural interests 
not to make that fight upon this bill, which may 
have the effect of delaying it for months, and defeat- 
ing the object of itsintroduction. As I stated to the 
gentleman before, this road is already constructed 
It isalready graded, being an old road. The rails 
are being laid from Roanoke river to Raleigh, so as | 
| to connect with the road leading from Petersburg | 
f and Richmond. Railroad iron is being imported, | 
and it is arriving every day in the ports of Norfolk, | 
Petersburg, and Richmond. The length of the | 
road is about eighty miles, probably eighty-five. | 
Let me answer theobjection of the gentleman from | 


in 


very plausible and reasonable one, and I was not | 
astonished he should take that view. This rail- 
road was built ata time when the cost of such a 
work was very high. It cost about $1,600,000. 
It goes to a town that does not have much trade, 
in the interior of North Carolina; and although it 
passes through avery fertile country comparatively 
speaking, yet at the same time, being an agricul- 
tural country, it cannot furnish much profit. 
There was very little travel along the road, except 
that which was local, no through travel, and hence 
the receipts from that source were very small. Lam 
sorry I am so hoarse that I cannot make myself 
better understood, and more perfectly heard by 
the House. 

I will now tell the House that, in consequence 
of the vast amount of money which this road cost, 
the company got very much in debt, especially to 
the State of North Carolina. The road was sold 
to pay those debts, and North Carolina became the 
purchaser, becoming responsible for the debt. In 
a spirit of generosity she proposes to put in this 
| road—which cost $1,600,000—$400,000, provided 
individuals living along the line of it will raise 
$400,000 more, for the purpose of laying down the 
rails. 

We believe that this road, which will cost 
| $800,000 to complete it, will pay a dividend of five 

or six per cent—a dividend sufficiently large to 

induce those who feel an interest in the road to 
invest their money in it. 1 trust that the gentle- 
i man from Ohio, if he is determined to test the 
| question raised by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, will not do it upon this bill. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I desire to ask 
if the morning hour has not expired? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not 
yet commenced. We are now, by unanimous 
| consent, at the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CARTTER. [have no animosity to this | 
road. The picture drawn by the gentleman from 
Virginia commends it to my sympathies. HH I 


i 
j 
j 
{ 


{ 
i 
i 


that the ‘Treasury does not need the money. Why 
not give the credit therefore? There is no doubt | 
whatever that the money will be paid. The road | 


thought that we ought to discriminate between one 
road and another of the same kind, most certainly 
the description he has drawn would induce me to 


j 


will be amply good for the money. It isa mere | 
question of time in regard to the payment of the | 
duty. As the company have had some difficulty | 
in raising money sufticient to buy $500,000 worth | 
of iron, it will be a matter of great advantage | 
to them to be relieved from the payment of the | 
duty upon that iron at the present time. They 
will get the means of paying those very duties in | 
the course of three or four years for transporting 
the mail. j 
„Mr. NABERS, Is the motion to commit the | 
bill to the Committee of Ways and Means? i 
The SPEAKER. Itis. 
Mr. NABERS. I wish to ask the gentieman Í 
to amend it by instructing the Committee of | 
Ways and Means to inquire into the expediency | 
of abolishing the duty altogether upon railroad 
iron. I offer that amendment. 
vir. HOUSTON, 1 rise 
- Etis that the instructions pr 
with the bill. The bill pro 
is to allowa credit upon the duties; and the instruc- | 
tions an entirely different thing, and that is, to || 
repeal the duty generally upon railroad iron. > l 


į 


ti 
| 
to a question of order, | 
‘oposed are inconsistent |! 
poses one thing, which |; 


: and the Government is now in debt to the road. 


do it in favor of this road. Itis not antagonism 
to the road which prompts me to protest against 
| this measure. But here it is sought by a private | 
; enterprise to repeal our revenue laws. i 

| garded in any other light. Whois there here who | 
' bélieves the time will ever come when these sus- | 


|: pended duties will be paid by these companies? 
It is merely a harbinger to a proposition to remit || 
the duties altogether. 


Mr. ASHE, (interrupting.) The gentleman 
says that this is a proposition, in effect, to suspend 
! the revenue laws, and that these bonds will never 
be paid. Two yearsago, this House passed a hill 
of a similar import, for another railroad in North | 
Carolina, and the bonds in that case are all paid, | 
Mr. CARTTER. It may be that the bonds 
will be paid. The statement made by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina may be true. 
Mr. ASHE. I say itis trae. 
. Mr. CARTTER. I have no doubt at all that 
it Hg but has that company paid anything other- 
wise than in the carriage of the mails? 


| 
| 


Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] urged just now. It was a i 


i re } It is no |} 
: less a proposition than that, and it cannot be re- |! 


Mr. ASHE. The carrying of the mails has 
more than paid the Government. The Govern- 
ment is now in debt to the road. 

Mr. CARTTER. That I supposed would be 
the case. The Government will always be in 
debt to any company under such circumstances. 
It is a poor corporation that cannot contrive fo 
make owt. a balance sheet against the Govern- 
ment, 

It appears, then, that the advances made to this 


| company upon their railroad iron have been more 


than paid by the carriage of the mails. If you 
follow that practice, you will find your Govern- 
ment in debt to every one of these corporations. 
T have no doubt this company too will pay it, by 
carrying the mails. I do not object to the remis- 
sion of these duties. All I ask is, that the same 
rule shall be extended to every portion of the 
Union, and that the railroads that every member 
in this Hall represents in other portions of the 
Union, shall come on to a common platform of 
exemption. If you are going to patronize cor- 
porations, let them all be patronized. If you are 
going to patronize one district, patronize the 
whole. Let us all have the same rights here. 

Mr. MEADE, (interrupting.) We are not ask- 
ing an appropriation of money. 

Mr. CARTTER. No; itis merely a suspen- 
sion of the payment of money. 

Mr. MEADE. Before the question is taken on 
referring the bill to a committee, which would de- 
stroy and defeatit, l ask that the bill may be read; 
and before the bill is read, let me call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio and of the House 
to the facts. 

Tappeal to the Northern portion of this House 
to remember that their railroads, generally, were 
built between the years 183] and 1842, and that 
during that time railroad iron was introduced free 
of duty. The railroads now being built in the 
South and West are recent enterprises. We did 


| not progress with the same rapidity as our breth- 


ren of the North in these works of internal im- 
provement between 4831 and 1842, and they built 
up their railroads with iron that was admitted free 
fo duty. All we ask now is, that they will give 
to the Raleigh and Gaston railroad a short time 
for the payment of the duty on the iron which 
they employ. 

Mr. CARTTER. There does not seem to be 
any reason why this road should be distinguished 
from others. ‘Phe ee which the gentleman 


| from South Carolina [Mr. Woopvwary] takes to 


| its full force to this description of patronage. 


i of granting lands. 


the donation of lands to these roads, applies with 
I 
believe with him that in donating lands to build 
roads, instead of increasing population, you mere- 
ly divert it, and that, instead of following the sug- 


| gestions of enterprise, you apply aw arbitrary 


rule. 

Mr. WOODWARD, (interrupting.) I did not 
mean to express any opinion as to the propriety 
I simply meant to say that to 
donate lands and yet lay heavy duties on the 
materials for making the roads, was a gross incon- 
sistency. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I rise to a question of order. 
The proposition before the House is, if I mistake 
not, to refer the bill to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. It seems to me that this debate is 
going far beyond that question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
a question of reference opens up the whole merits 
of the bill; practically it must be so. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish merely to add that I 
feel myself bound to vote against the special ex- 
emption of any particular railroad from the opera- 
tion of the revenue laws; but at the same time [ 
am ready, at any time, to vote to suspend the duty 
entirely upon railroad iron, for the purpose of 
encouraging the railroad enterprises of the coun- 
try. That is my position. 

Mr. OUTLAW. Ihope that the preposition 
which has been made to commit this bill to the 
Committee of Ways and Means will not prevail. 
There are no facts connected with its consideration 
which are notalready before the House; and there 
is no gentleman here who cannot be as well pre- 


| pared to give his vote now as after it shall have 


gone to acommittee. The reference which is pro- 
posed will entirely defeatthe bill. Jtisascertained 
that the cost of laying the iron will be $5,000 a 


| mile, and that will take up the entire amount of 


private subscriptions. The iron is now arriving 
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daily, but the company have not the means of || last session of Congress 
paying the duties to the Government, and hence |! from the point F, 
the result must be that the work will be impeded |} Mr. MEADE. 
and retarded. | 

Sir, it seems to me a most extraordinary propo- 
sition that whilst the gentleman from Ohio is will- || 
ing to repeal all the duty upon iron, he will not | 
grant the small favor which is asked for this rail- || 
road. We of North Corolina come here to ask 
for very little. We make very few demands from | 
this Government; and it passes my comprehension | 
how gentlemen who are willing to vote millions of | 
the public domain to build up internal improve- f 
ments, can refuse this small aid for the construc- 
tion of a railroad. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (interrupting.) \ 
If I understand this bill, it proposes that the duty | 
ed on this road, shall be re- | 


But I am wandering 


Í find upon examination that 


company. It also provides for the payment of 
whatever may be due by the Post Office Depart- 
ment to the read at the end of each year, which is 
to be received in part payment. The balance is 
to be secured. by the bonds of the company, and 
by good personal security, to be approved by the 
district judge; and let me say to my-friend from 
Arkansas, and my friend from Missouri, that to 
make the cases parallel they should ask us to allow 
them to purchase the public lands upon a credit of 
four years, for the purpose of building their rail- 
roads, provided at the same time they gave geod 
personal security for the payment of their bonds 
as they becamedue. Let them do that, and I will 
| vote for the proposition. f 
Not at all. | Mr. OUTLAW. It seems to me that the only 
‘Well, that it shall be sus- || possible reason which can reasonably be urged for 
pended? i referring this bill is to ascertain the condition of 

Mr. OUTLAW. Yes. | the Treasury—to see whether it was in sucha 

| 
| 


on the iron te be us 
mitted? 
Mr. OUTLAW. 
Mr. JOHNSON, 


‘ aioe gt i understand, also, that a j| condition as to authorize this Congress to grant 
arge portion of the iron for this road has been || the credit which is asked at their hands. 
already introduced, and of course duty must have || know what the condition of the Treasury is. We 
been paid upon some portions of it. i} know that there is a surplus of money there, and 
Mr. OUTLAW. It is in warehouses, in bond. || we know that the public cannot, by any possibil- 
Mr. JOHNSON. Well, is the duty on that i| ity, be injured by granting the credit which this 
portion already introduced to be paid or not? i bill provides. It may be that the honorable gen- 
Mr. OUTLAW. In reply to the gentleman || tleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] might have 
from Arkansas I will state, that the iron which |; some scruples in asking this credit for his own 
has been already imported is in warehouses, in |! State; but we in North Carolina are in the habit 
Ae pust necesaarily ail there opal i of paying our debts, and we here offer to give good 
can ri y enough to pay the | 

duty. | 
Mr. JOHNSON. Then I ask why the gentle- j 
man from North Carolina, and the gentleman from || 
Virginia, and other gentlemen who advocate the 
remission or suspension of the duty on this iron, || 
and who would stop this money from going into |: 
the Treasury, are not willing to appropriate an || 
acre of the public lands to aid in the construction |} 


when they become due. I move the previous 
question upon this proposition. 
Mr. EWING. 
withdraw for a moment. 
Mr. OUTLAW. I must insist upon it. 
Mr. FOWLER. I ask that the bill be read. 
Mr. JOHNSON, 1 object to its being read. 
Mr. FOWLER. Has the bill been read at all? 
of railroads?—tlands, fourfifths of which, they || The SPEAKER. Not by sections. 
know, cannot pay a cent into the Treasury for |} Mr. FOWLER. 1 hope the bill will not be put 
years, ifat all? Tam willing to go with the gen- i| upon its passage without giving us an opportunity 
tleman for the remission of these duties; but I do i| of knowing what it is. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I submit 


not see the difference, in point of principle, be- N n 
tween voting for a bill of this kind and a bill to || whether we have not the right to order the reading 
of the bill? 


grant lands to railroad companies. | 

Mr. OUTLAW. If the honorable gentleman 
will turn to the records of the last Congress, he 
will find that I voted for the bill to give the swamp | 
lands to Arkansas. I have not voted, and I will | 
not vote, the public domain to particular States for 
their benefit, to the exclusion of my own constitu- | 
ents, but l am willing to appropriate the proceeds 
that may arise from the sale of that domain fairly, 
justly, and equally to all parts of the country. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I understand this bil pro- 
poses to permit this railroad in North Carolina to 
pay the duty on its iron in bonds which may be 
discharged in mail service. Is that the proposi- į 
tion? 

Several Vercus. It is. 

Mr. JOHNSON. [ intend to vote for this bill, 
but I wish to ask the gentleman from North Caro- || i 
lina, if he is willing to let the new States buy the || the question? : 
alternate sections of the public lands along their! TheSPEAKER. The question now before the 
railroad lines, and pay for them in bonds to be; House is on ordering the bill to be read a third 
discharged in the same way? time, under the operation of the previous question. 

Mr. OUTLAW. lam not hereto be catechised; 
nor can it be expected that when a new proposi- | 
tion of this sort is propounded, I can answer it at | 
once. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I raise this 
question of order, that it is not competent for mem- | 
bers of this House to rise publicly and make bar- | 
gains with each other about their roads. [Laugh- | 
ter. 

“The SPEAKER, The Chair overrules the | 
point of order. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman is perhaps | 
the first and the last one that would make bargains 
in this House, or outof it. No one here has pro- 
posed such a thing. 


order to have the bill read. 

Tt was then read through. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

‘The question now being upon the motion to re- 
fer to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Mr. EWING demanded the yeas and nays; but 
|| they were refused. 


| appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 66, noes 71. 

So the bill was not referred. 
(| Mr. MASON. Has the morning hour expired ? 
|| The SPEAKER. There is no morning hour. 
Mr. GENTRY. What is the precise state of 


the table. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and hays. 

Mr. MASON. Is it in order to move that He 
House go into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; under the opera- 
tion of the previous question. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr, MASON. 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 


the motion is not in order. 


Mr. OUTLAW. The question propounded to || House? . . 
me is one which I will consider when it shall be | The SPEAKER. It is to lay the bill upon the 
properly presented; but, in regard to theimprove- |; table. 


Mr. COBB. Is the previous question still in 
operation? 


The SPEAKER, 


| 
ments of the new States, and in regard to the im- l 
provements of the western rivers and lakes, the i 
honorable gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Joux- į 
son} will recollect that I stood side by side with | 
hin, and voted for the river and harbor bill of the |; 


It is, 


| this bill grants this privilege for four years to this | 


Weall | 


security to this Government that we will pay them ` 


l appeal to the gentleman to | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in | 


| Mr. OUTLAW demanded tellers; which were |. 
‘ordered, and Messrs. Cuanpier and Carrrer | 


Mr. SMART. I move that the bill do lie upon | 


T move that the House resolve | 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
Mr. COBB. What is the question before the | 


i} Mr. COBB. Iam sorry for it, for I have been `. the principl 1 vill, d 
endeavoringto get the floor during the discussion of |; proper as an act of special legislation. 


|! this bil for the purpose of offering an amendment 
i| extending the provisions of this bill, so far as can be 
l; made applicable, to the Charleston and Memphis, 
and the Selma and Gunter’s Landing, and the 
Winchester and Alabama railroads, in the States 
of Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee. ‘If we 
_ intend such provision as the bill proposes, I can- 
not see why it should be confined to this road 


ij 


t 


< alone. The roads in my county are at this time 
Importing iron, and have just as much right in 
: equity, I think, to such provisions as are proposed 
in this bill. 

1 The question was then taken on the motion of 
| Mr. Smarr to lay the bill on the table, and it was 
; disagreed to; there being—yeas 64, nays 99—as 
| follow: 


i YEAS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Busby, Jo- 

seph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Chapman, John 
ii G. Davis, Dawson, Doty, Dunham, Edgerton, Evans, Ew- 
: ing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Florence, Floyd, Thomas J. D. 
i Fuller, Gamble, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Green, 
ji Isham G. Harris, Hart, Henn, Hibbard, Thomas M. Howe, 
i! Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, J. Glancy 
i! Jones, Kurtz, Hamphrey Marshall, Mason, McCorkle, Mc- 
li Donald, McLanahan, McNair, Meacham. Morrison, Mur- 
ii ray, Nabers, Newton, Andrew Parker, Perkins, Phelps, 


i: Rantoul. Robbins, Ross, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, 
.| Snow, Benjamin Stauton, Abraham P. Stevens, Thaddeus 
l Stevens, Stratton, George W. Thompson, Townshend, 
‘| Washburn, Wilcox, and Wildrick—64. 
| NAYS-~~Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, Averett, 
i| Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bell, Bennett, John H. Boyd, 
| Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert Œ. 
i; Brown, E. ©. Cabell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, 
i Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, 
{| Conger, Cottman, Curtis, George T. Davis, Dockery, Dun- 
: ean, Edmundson, Fitch, fowler, Freeman, Gaylord, Gen- 
, try, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, 
| Haws, Hascall, Haven, Gebard, Hendricks, Holladay, 
i Horsford, Houston, Howard, Ives, Jackson, James John, 
| son, Robert W, Johnson, Kubas, Landry, Lockhart, Mace- 
Edward C. Marshall, MeMullin, McQueen, Meade, Miller, 
Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead. Murphy, 
Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Samuel W, Parker, Peasiee, Penniman, 
ji Porter, Powell, Price, Savage, Schocleraft, Schoonmaker, 
j! Scudder, Seurry, Smith, Stanly. Stone, St. Martin, Stuart, 
ii Sutherland, ‘Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Wallace, Ward, 
| Watkins, Weleh, Addison White, Alex. White, Wood- 
|| ward, and Yates—99, 


i The SPEAKER. The question is now upon 
|| ordering the bill to be read a third time. 
I! Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 
i previous question still applies to the 


i| inquire if the 
it bill? 
l| The SPEAKER. It applies upon the proposi- 
ii tion to read the bill a third time. 
|! The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
| and having been read the third time, | 
| Mr. CLINGMAN. I move the previous question 
i; upon the passage of the bill. 
: Mr. SMART. Task the yeas and nays. 
i) Mr. EWING. Is it in order to move to recon- 
i sider the vote by which the bill was ordered to a 
j| third reading? 
The SPEAKER. 
: Mr. CLINGMAN, 
|| vote on that question? 
Mr. EWING. F voted in the negative. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman, then, can- 
not make the mation. 
(| The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
j: the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Ewaye] voted 
| with the majority, and he has a right to make the 
|, motion. 
| Mr. EWING. I move, then, to reconsider the 
|, vote by which the bill was ordered to a third read- 
‘ing, and Į wish to state the reasons for the motion, 
i Itis in order to get the bill in a proper condition to 
i: refer it to some committee with instructions to 
© Mr. OUTLAW. Irise to a question of order. 
I submit whether this proposition is debatable? 
= Fhe SPEAKER. The proposition is to recon- 
' sider the vote by which the bill was ordered to a 
third reading, and that proposition is debatable; 
and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Ewixe] 
has a right to make a statement. 
Mr. EWING. My purpose, as I was stating, 
‘is to get the bill in such a condition as that it will 
be proper to move its reference, with instructions 
'! ofa general character, if the House will concur in 
doing so. It has been decided, it is true, that itis 
out of order to move instructions to this bill to 
'| abolish duties upon railroad iron, but it is notout 
of order, as I conceive, to move instructions to the 
; committee to prepare and bring in a bill into this 
House, applying the provisions of this bill to all 
_ railroad companies who choose to take advantage 
-ofit. While Į concur in the general propriety of 
es involved in this bill, I believe it im- 
I believe 


It is in order. 
How did the gentleman 


{| 
i 
i 
1 
1 


i 
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ie 
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that it is improper, 
general system, to turn 


when we have laid down a i dered, and Messrs. Satant and CHANDLER were 


this House into a court of |! appointed. 


i sfr ration | 3 sti zas then taken upon the motion i 
ehancery to relieve hard cases from the operation i| he question was then taken up ; 


of thatsystem. Thereisnoreason, eitherin thein- |! to lay the motion adres aT upon tha i- |: 
solvency of this railroad company or tn any other ble, and it was agreed to—the tellers having re 
circumstances connected with it, why we shouid |: ported, ayes 85, noes 48. ; PER š 
not apply the same provisions and the same favor Mr. MEADE called for the previous question 
to other railroad companies, who wal course || on the passage of the bill. 
dvantage of itif it pass. rotection į d 7 
oe iron, like all other species of protec- | from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] is sone to the 
tion, is for the advancement of the interest of the |; floor in the Committee of the Whole on Te 
manufacturer. Under all proper circumstances |; state of the Union, and that he is desirous of sub- 
and restrictions we should be willing to protect the |! mitting his speech to-day. I appeal, therefore, if 
. manufacturing interests of the country. For my || J am correctly informed upon the subject, to the 
own part, when it comes manifestly in conflict 
with the agricultural interests of the country, when 
it is not asked to afford protection to that agricul- 
tural interest but merely to relieve them from bur- 
dens, I am at all times prepared, as a represent- 


i 
r H 
i ii 


i 
1 
j; 
| 
i 
t 
1 
i 


| 
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: Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Lhave no objection to that, 
' provided the gentleman will allow the call for the | 
previous question to be sustained, that this ques- ; 
ative of an agricultural district, to abolish that j; ton may come up on Monday. | 
protection, and place them, at least, upon a fair | Mr. HOUSTON. „It has been 

and equal footing. Ff a bill can be prepared and | this subject will hold its place. , ; 
introduced into this House, abolishing duties upon, The SPEAKER. In order to give this ques- 
railroad iron, 1, for one, am prepared to vote for | tion the preference, the main question must be 
it as a general bill; but £ am unwilling to make |, ordered to be put; then you only can pass from it 
this special provision affording relief to one rail--! by general consent. 


l 
{ 
| 
hi 


i 
i demanded, and į 
t 
| 
i 


i 
l 


i 
} 
| 
I 
| 


road only. T have heard no special reason as-;; Mr. CLINGMAN. Unless the call for the | 


signed for yielding this advantage to one railroad i previous question is seconded, the bill will not 
company, which might not properly be urged by | i ] I insist upen that. 
all. | question being put, _ ar 

My object in moving a reconsideration, is to get |) Mr. HOUSTON. My motion is in order any- 
the bill back to such a stage as will render it pro- ,; how, and [ therefore insist upon it. Under the 
per to move instructions to a committee to prepare |. state of facts I have mentioned, I hope the House 
and bring in a bill, extending the same advantages | will resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole | 
to all railroad companies which it is proposed to | on the state of the Union on the special order. 
extend to this. I hope the House will concur with The question was put and agreed to. 
me in these views. The House accordingly resolved itself into the 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I fully agree with my |; Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
friend from Kentucky (Mr. Ewiyc] in the gen- | (Mr. Hissar in the chair.) 
eral views he has thrown out. In fact twelve j; HOMESTEAD BILL. 
months ago I took occasion to say, that ] thought! The CHAIRMAN. The business first before 
there was no article which it was so important to |. the committee is the special order, being House 
admit free of duty as railroad iron. {still adhere |) bill No.7, for the encouragement of agriculture, 
to that opinion; and L have upon my table an ji and for other purposes. Upon that question the 
amendment which l intend to offer, exempting |! gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] is en- 
railroad iron entirely from duty. Bat, sir, the ii titled to the floor. i 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Ewixe] must see |’ 
that a motion of that sart may meet with opposi- |! the committee an hour, in reply to remarks made 
tion in this House. There is a difference of opin- | by Mr. Rawrour. some time since. He referred to 
ion upon that subject; and hence whenever itcomes |! the remarks of that gentleman in regard to the 
up we shall have a discussion, and there will be a |; position which he (Mr. D.) held some years since 
good deal of delay, and no man can foresee what ji on the abolition question; and said that if the gen- 
will be theresuit. Now, this bill does not raise that’ tileman had presented other facts of later occur- 
question at all. The only question proposed by |! rence, he would have found that a change had 
this billis, that this company shall havea credit of |! taken place in his opinions. If the gentleman had 
four years to pay the duties PA their giving |; çoneon, and said that afterwards he (Mr. D.) voted 
bonds for the payment, and a so allowing the | for slaveholding Presidents, and that in 1844 he 
Se a mong cup tarne 7 a a Delegate to the Convention which nomina- 

A aa G. A oe ne » ted a slaveholdine 

their road, and applying it upon the bonds, which |. that ; 


[ i yit ds, ) nomination; if he had gone on to say that he 
will probably be xufiicient to pay the duties in two | 
years. Now, sir, if we go into the whole ¢ 


was opposed by the Free-Soilers in his district, 
/ aN $ v 0 iues-" and, on two trials, elected, it would have been 
tion of exempting duties upon railroad iron, WY t: unnecessary tor him to make any further explana- 
friend will see at once that this bill may not bei tion. 9 

passed for weeks or months, even if it is passed Mr. D. then answered the charge of Mr. Rax- 
arall, In he aein time, this company is import- | TOUL, that he libelled Massachusetts in charging a 
ing iron, and there is a delay in laying down the: coalition in that State. He said that he had stated 
road, upon which the Postmaster General has been : 

obliged to stop the daily mail. Tt is, therefore 


nothing but certain facts, from which he drew cer- 
í tain inferences, ond the question was, whether 
Pte pi r ava ~ PA 7 hy : oe "i i | 
qoparan anes act upon this billat once. Now, | these facts—which his colleague did not undertake 
am very glad that we have got into this general | to deny—warranted the inferences he had drawn; 
discussion. Tam glad to hear gentlemen upon all ' 
sides of me come out and say that they are ready 


‘und if the facts which he stated were such that the 
to exempt railroad iron from duty. 


heartily into this question as anybody, if this: 
uestion now pending can be got out of the way. 
will vote to get at that general question at any i 
moment, but T do not like to embarrass a little | 
proposition like this. Gentlemen say they are 
willing to exempt all roads; then why not relieve 
this onenow? As I know the House is impatient 
to get at another question, and hoping that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Davis} will . 
be allowed to occupy the floor to-day as he desires, ; 
I will move to lay this mation to reconsider upon 
the table. 
Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, moved that the House | 
adjourn; which motion was not agreed to. 7 
Mr, CARELL of Florida Ts it in order to | 
move to go into the Commi yf 
Fee Union? nmittee of the Whole on , 
The SPEAKER. It is not, in the opinion of 
the Chair. 
Mr. SMART demanded tellers; which were 


j 
i 
i 
| 
j 
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i come up, as a matter of course. 


i! 
‘ 
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league, and thos 
h@ids upon their mouths, and their moutlis in the ! 
dust, and apologize for having any connection with | 
this act, the mere statement of which, his col-! 
league bad asserted, was a libel upon Massacho- | 
setts. t 
Mr. D. then reviewed the opinions held by his 

. colleague at different periods of his political career, | 
i 

i 

r 

i 

! 

i 

f 


ta show that they had not been uniformly the 
same, and cited proofs of his connection with the 
Free-Soil party of Massachusetts. 

In conclusion, he referred to the fugitive slave 
law, and said that though he believed that in many 
respects it required alteration, yet there was an 
Increasing sentiment throughout the country that 

one part of the Constitution was as binding asan- 
i other; and, as it regarded this question of detail, 
i It was not now the time for making any change. 
(Mr. Davis’s speech wili be found in the Ap- 


or- © pendix.} 


i 
i 
i 


if 


Mr. HOUSTON. I understand that my friend |: 


House to resolve itself into the Committee of the i 


i 
gi 
i 
i 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, then addressed | 


candidate, and that he favored i; 


Doha mere statement of them was a libel upon Massa- | 
shal So &s |. chusetts, it did seem to him that it was for his col- ! 
e who acted with him, to put their | 


Mr. FITCH here obtained the floor. 

Mr. ORR. H thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Frren} will give way, I will move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. 

The committee rose accordingly, and the Speaker 
: having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 
: Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
| Union generally under consideration, and partie- 


‘ ularly the special order, being House bill No. 7, 


to encourage agriculture, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. CLARK. I ask the unanimous consent 
i of the House to introduce joint resolutions of the 
| Legislature of lowa, respecting the compromise. 
I will merely state to the House that I have songht 
> these resolutions for weeks, and have 
Í trust | may he permitted 


! to introduce th 

: not been able to do so. 

' to introduce them now. 
Objection being made, they were not introduced. 
On motion by Mr. ORR, the House tben ad- 

joumed to meet on Monday next. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


By Mr. RANTOUL: A bill abolishing the duty on raw 
siik imported into the United Sta 

By Mr. CHURCHWELL: A 
railroad purposes free of duty. 


i 
1 


to admit iron rails for 


i 
i 
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PETITIONS, &e. 


Tue following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate connvittees + 
i By Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The petition of G. W. 
i Thompson, Alexander Biles, and 30 others, relative to 
| «Rio Hondo” claims in western Louisiana. 

By Mr. MILLER: The memorial of sundry citizens of 
ij Howard county, Missouri, praying Congress to revise and 
change the duty on hemp and hempen yarn 

By Mr. EDGERTON: Petitions of ci 
county, Ohio, fora mail route from cast lin 
township to Bryan, in Williams county. 

By Mr. KUHINS: Six petitions from citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, praying Congress to prohibit the importation of 
ardent spirits and fermented liquors into the United States, 
in order to prevent the evils of intemperance. 

Also, three petitions from citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing Congress to sustain the Wheeling Bridge. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The memorial of Junes M. Clem- 
ents, James C. Jones, and other assistani marshals of 
Franklin county, Indiana, praying further compensation, 
| &e, 

i! By Mr. FITCH: The memorial of Beujamin Henkle, 

assistant marshal of Jasper county, Indiana, and of Levi 
| Eastridge, assistant marshal of Wabash county, Indiana, 
| asking additional compensation for services in taking the 


8 of Fulton 
e of Chaton 


eee Sy 


} CHANDLER: Four memorials numerousiy 
i signed by citizens of Philadelphia, asking a renewal of the 
: patent for Woodworth’s planing machine. 

Also, memorials of citizens of Germantown, Philacelphia 
county, asking that seamen and marines who served in the 
war of 1812 be allowed 160 acres of publie land. 

By Mr. ABERCROMBIE: The memorial of the trustees 
of Bast Alabama Female College, asking a grant of public 
land: 

į Also, the petition of sundry citizens of the State of Ala- 
| bama, asking that the office of chaplain may be abolished. 
By Mr. CURTIS: Two petitions from the county of 

Clarion, Pennsylvania, numerously signed, praying for a 
| Modification ef the tarif act of 1846 so far as relates to tron. 
! By Mr. PEASLEE: The petition of Thomas E. Oliver, 
; that the bounty or drawback on the salt exported in the 
i schooner Harvest Home, lost at sea, be allowed him. 

By Mr. MeCORKLE: The memorial of James H. Long 

and Brothers, setting out thatin the year 1240, in the State 

: of California, they issued out $5,400 worth of provisions and 

: breadstufts to distressed and starving emi. from the 

ji United States, and praying Congress to re to thera the 

jj amount so expended. 

ii By Mr. WELCH: ‘The petition of David Jones and 
L ‘Thomas Crawford, of Vinton county, Ohio, praying for a 

Hien as deputy marshals in taxing the 


i 
| 


i ditional compe 
Seventh Censu 

By Mr. APPLETON, of Maine: The remonstranee of 
A.B. Thompson and others, against a renewal of Parker's 
patent for alleged improvements in reaction water-wheels, 

By Mr. BRENTON: The pstition of IL Peuslev, an as- 
sistant marshal in the State of Indiana, asking additional 
compensation for taking the Reve 

By Mr. MOORT, 6 sy 
zens of Pennsy 
labor and the indi 
ation of the present t me 

Alse, the meinorial of citizens of the enun 
phia, in favor of an extension of the Wood D patent. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: The petition of z8 citizens of 
Oswego, New York, ror a Marine Hospital at the port of 


morial of eiti- 
to American 
y, by an alter. 


: of our cou 


ty of Phiiadel- 


i; Oswego. 


By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of Henry Duffield, Dan- 
iel H. Brown, and 45 others, citizens of the county of Phil- 
delphia, opposed to the extension ofthe Woodworth patent, 
gning strong reasous therefor. 

Also, the petition of George De Haven and 35 others, citi- 

zens of Philadelphia county, in favor of the extension of the 

| Woodworth patent as a proiection to the inventive genius 
of the country. 

By Mr. HASCALL: The petition of James R. Picket 

' aud I7 others, for the relief of said Picket, who was im- 


wae 


pressed into the naval service of Great Britain previous to 
2. 


By & The petition of J. Perkins and ` 
others, citizens of Maine, asking for completion of piers in ; 


Kennebunk river. : 
By Mr. BARTLETT : The petition of Samuel Andrews, 


patent for planing boards, &e. 

Also, the memorial of P. K. Dickinson, Robert H. Cow- 
ad Thomas D. Walker, residents of Wilmington, in 
tie State of North Carolina, remonstrating against the e 
tension of the Woodworth patent for planing boards, &e. 


By Mr. BELL: The petition of Yl citizens of Greene 
county, Ohio, praying Congress to pass a law providing that 


persons employed by Government in the Post Office De- 
partment shall not be required to perform services of said 
office ou the Sabbath day when the public safety docs not | 


y NOW: The petition of J. D. C. Stouterbaugh, 
H. R. Marshall, and others, citizens of Hyde Park, Dutchess 
county, New York, in favor of the extension of the Wood- 
worth patent. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin Mosher, Gerard Manning, |! 
M.S. Dorland, and-others, residents of Dutchess county, || 
New York, in favor of the extension of the Woodworth ! 
patent. 

Also, the petition of W. W. Scrugham and others, resi 
dents of te State of New York, in favor of the extension of : 
the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr FOWLER: The petition of the selectmen of i 
Plymouth, Massachusetts, praying an appropriation for the || 
preservation of Plymouth Beach and the protection of the | 
work already performed by uuthority of Congress. | 

By TFHOMAS M. HOWE: T'he petition of F. Wineman if 
and others, citizens of Western Pennsylvania, praying for || 
additional protection to American labor. i} 

Also, the petition of J. W. Kerr and others, citizens of || 
Western Pennsylvania, praying for a canal at the Falls of | 
the river St. Marie, Michigan. 

Ato, tle memorial of George F. Henrici and others, of 'i 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, on the same subject. | 

Also, the memorial of ©. Curtis, Willard Leonard, and || 
others, citizens of Western Pennsylvania, on the same sb- +j 
ject. i 
t Also, the memorial of MeCandler & Campbell and others, | 
of Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, on the same subject. 

Aliso, the petition of James Veale and others, residents of : 
the Upper Peninsula, iu the State of Michigan, upon the 
same subject. i 

Also, the memoriat of William Werneburg, Leopold Sahl, 
and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to .: 
declare tie forcible intervention of one State in the internal || 
affairs of another State to be a violation of the public law of |} 
the world. | 

Also, the petition of George Peterson, Samuel L. Peden, 
Thomas Nier, and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, praying 
for additional protection to salt, iron, coal, glass, and cotton. | 


IN SENATE, 
Mowpay, March 8, 1852. i 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. `| 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of State, accompanied 
by lists of the clerks and other persons employed 
in that Department during the year 1951; and the 
amount paid to each; which was read and ordered i 
to be printed. l 

The PRESIDE 


NT pro tem. laid before the Sen- || 


partment, including foreign missions, for the year ` 
ending J 30, 1851; which was read and or- 
dered to be referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- ' 


ne 


he 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, show- 
ing the balances of appropriations for the service | 
of that Department on the Ist of July, 1850; the |) 
appronviations for the fiscal year ending June ' 
30, 1851; the repayments and transfers, with the | 
ameants applicable to the service during the same | 
period, and the amounts drawn from the Treas- ; 
ury, with such appropriations as have been car-:: 
vied to the surplas rand, on the Ist of July, 1851; 
which was read and ordered to be referred to the 
Committee on Finance asd printed. `i 
PETITIONS, ETC. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- | 
ate two memorials of officers of the army serving ' 
in New Mexico, praying for themselves and the 
soldiers under their command the same additional || 
allowance of pay as is granted to those in Cali: 
fornia and Oregon; which were referred to the |; 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Ar- = 
vold Hunter, an assistant marshal for taking the» 
Seventh Census in Pennsylvania, praying addi- : 
tional compensation; which was referred to the! 
Committee of Claims. 


th 


i claim of the heirs of Brinton Paine; which were re- 


‘ and others, citizens of Richmond, Virginia, pray- ; 
‘ing that further aid may be extended to Collins’s 


“ant marshals for taking the Se 
' Ohio, praying additional compe 


others, praying that the law abolishing flogging in 
the Navy may not be repealed; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval A ffars. 

Also, the petition of William Manchester and 
others, praying that the public lards may be grant- 
ed in hmited quantites to actual settlers not pos- 
sessed of other lands; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, additional documents in support of the 


ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Wil- 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Bond county, Mi- 
nois, praying that bounty land may be granted to 
certain mounted men from Hlinois and Missouri, 
called into service in 1832, to defend the frontiers 
against anticipated Indian attacks; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MILLER presented the memorial of Sarah 
Somers Corson, nearestsurviving relativeand heir- | 
at-law of Richard Somers, who fell at Tripoli in 
1804, praying a pension; which was referred to į 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 

Mr. WADE submitted a communication from į 
P. K. Dickenson & Co., remonstrating against | 
the further extension of Woodworth’s patent for 
a planing machine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. DAVIS presented three memorials of assist- 
ant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in ` 
Franklin county, Massachusetts, praying addi- 
uonal compensation; which was referred to the | 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. MORTON submitted additional documents 
in relation to the claim of Chandler ©. Yonge; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- | 
ciary. H 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of Roderick | 
T. Higginbotham; the memorial of Margaret P. | 
Hallett, administratrix of John Hallett; the me- | 
morialof Andrew Moore; the memorial of Daniel | 


Davis; the memorial of Desha Bunton; and the | 


memorial of John W. Bunton, praying the estab- ; 
lishment of a tribunal to review she decisions of | 


the late Board of Commissioners for the settle- | 


ment of claims of American citizens aguinst Mex- | 
ico; which were referred to the select committee 
appointed on the subject. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Texas, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Lynchburg 
to San Augustine in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. 
of Fairfield county, Connecticut, remonstrating 


| 
| 


MITH presented a petition of citizens | 


against the further extension of Woodworth’s ii 


patent for a planing machine; which was referred | 


i to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Of- | 


fice. 
Mr. HAMLIN presented four petitions of citi- 


‘zens of Maine, remonstrating against the renewal į 
: of Parker’s patent for improvement in water- 


wheels; which was referred to the Committee on ; 
Patents and the Patent Office. 
Mr. RUNTER presented a petition of merchants 


line ofsteam-ships; which was referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs : 

Also, a petition of citizens of Brooke county, | 
Virginia, remonstrating against the ren 
Woadworth’s patent for a planing mac 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and 
Patent Office. 

Mr. JAMES presented the petiti 
dren and heirs of Uriah Jones, a so 


n 
n 


ier in 


of ine chi- 


the rev- 


| olutionary war, praying a pension; which was re- - 
: ferred to ine Committee on Revolutionary Claims. | 


Mr. CHASE presented the memorial of inhabi 
anis of Greene county, Ohio, praying that the 


: 5 7 7 

! transportation of the mails on Sunday may be 
T i A 

prohibited by law; which was referred ta the Com- : 


mittee an the Post Office and Post Roads. ; 
Mr. WADE presented iwo memoriais of assist- 
enth Census m 
tion; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, | ; 
Mr. CASS presented a memorial of citizens of 
$ $ nlage their 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to declare then 
recognition of the doctrine of non-intervention and 


Also, the petition of Jordan W. Eldred and | 


iam Heumann, a soldier in the late war with | 
; Mexico, praying a pension; which was referred 


n citizens of Maine, remo 


{ 
į prevent its infraction 
i aid on the table. 
In presenting this memorial the honorable Sen- 
j ator said, by intervention I mean the- right to 
| meddle with the concerns of other nations, and 
; Specially to put down struggles for freedom wher- 
i ever efforts are made -to establish free Govern- 
| ments. ‘Phat is my doctrine on intervention, 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a peti- 
on of citizens of Wisconsin, praying a grant of 
land to certain companies therein mentioned, for 
theconstraction of a railroad from Chicago, through 
. Janesville and Fond Du Lac, to Lake Superior; 

whieh was referred to the Committee on Public 
rE ands, 

_ Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of car- 
| penters of the city and county of Philadelphia, 
i, remonstrating against the further extension of 
‘| Woodworth’s patent fora planing machine; which 
i was referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
| Patent Office. 
: Also, a memorial of inhabitants of Lawrence 

county, Pennsylvania, praying that the transport- 
ation of the mails on Sunday may be prohibited 
by law; which was referred to the Committee on 
; the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a petition of ©. Churchman and others, 

; praying appropriations for the repair of the break- 
; Water and piers in the Delaware river; which was 
i referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Alsos two petitions of citizens of Montgomery 


; which was ordered to be 


ti 


ii county, Pennsylvania, praying an increase of the 


: duty on iron; which were referred to the Com- 
i mittee on Finance. 


| Also, a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
: remonstrating against a renewal of Parker's patent 


, for improvements in the water-wheel; which was 
i referred to the Committee on Patents and the 

Patent Office. 

Mr. BADGER presented two memorials of 
assistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census 
in North Carolina, praying additional compensa- 

i tion; which were referred to the Committee of 
' Claims. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of lumber deal- 
ers of Albany, New York, remonstrating against 
the further extension of Woodworth’s patent for 
ia planing machine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. SOULE presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Louisiana, in favor of an appro- 
priation for the removal of the obstructions to 
navigation in the Red river; which was referred to 


| the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, the memorial of Dr George East, of Mis- 
; souri, preying the establishment of a tribunal to 
; review the decisions of the late Board of Com- 
‘missioners for the settlement of claims against 


:| Mexico; which was referred to the select commit- 


tee appointed on that subject. 
| Also, the petition of Thomas W. Phelps, pray- 
| ing a pension in consequence of the loss of sight 
, caused by disease contracted in the naval service; 
‘ which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
- Mr. RHETT presented the petition of Ann Y. 
Kelly, administratrix of Wiliam H. Lee, pray- 
-ing the establishment of a tribunal to review the 
: decisions of the late Board of Commissioners for 
the settlement of claims against Mexico; which 
was referred to the select committee appointed on 
that subject. ; 

Mr. BRADBURY presented five petitions of 
trating against the re- 
newal of Parkers’ patent for improvements in 
water-wheels; which were referred to the Com- 

mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD presented a memorial of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying a modification 
of the bounty land iaw; which was referred to the 

- Committee on Public Lands. 

In presenting the memorial the honorable Sena- 
.tor said: The petitioners pray that the bounty 
© jand act of September, 1850, may be so amended 

as to enlarge the quantity of land heretofore 
granted to 160 aeres, because they say that 80 or 
40 acres are not enovzh fora farm. They also say 
that soldiers who enlisted he war with Mexico, 
and who spent only one month in barracks in 
comfortable quarters, get that quantity of land, and 
that the soldiers of the war of 1812, who fought 
several battles, ought at least to fare as well as 
those who rendered so little service. PAR: 

Mr. WALKER presented a petition of cluzens 

of Fulton county, [linois; praying that the public 


ns 


int 
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d in limited quantities to actual | 
d of other lands; which was i| 
ttee on Public Lands. i 


lands may be grante 
settlers not possessed 
referred to the Committe C l 

Also, a petition of citizens of Wisconsin, pray- 
ing a grant of lands to certain companies therein į 
named for the construction of a railroad from 
Chicago, through Janesville and Fond du Lac, to 
Lake Superior; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. . 

Mr. STOCKTON presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of New Jersey, in fayor of an increase 
of the duties on coal, iron, and glass; which were 
ordered to be laid on the table and printed. 

Mr. BRADBURY submitted a document in re- 
lation to the claim of Thomas B. Parsons to a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions, 

PAPERS WITIIDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr: MORTON, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate transmit to 
the Secretary of the Treasury the original reports of the 
examination of the claims for spoliations by the American 
troops in West Florida tu 1814 and 1818, communicated to | 
the Senate by that Department the 16th of June, 1846. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the annual report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the 
Treasury, submitted a report,accompanied by a 
bill amendatory of existing Jaws relative to the 
half dollar, quarter dollar, dime, and half dime; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER moved that 2000 additional copies 
of the above report be printed; which motion was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
William Roberts, reported adversely thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the petition of Stephen P. Yeo- 
mans and others, reported adversely thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Abraham L, Kincher- 
bocker, reported adversely thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which | 
was referred the bill for the relief of Amos Knapp, | 
reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the petition of the administra- 
tor of Olive Folsom, submitted an adverse report 
thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Towa, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the petition of 
Charles H. Buxenstein, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of John Le Roy, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which was read and passed to the second | 
reading. 


} 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- |! 


ing, to which was referred the report of the Seere- | 
tary of the Navy of the Sth instant, communica- | 
ting copies of certain contracts, reported in favor 
of printing the same. 

He also, from the same committtee, to which 
was referred the resolutions of the Board of Alder- 
men and Board of Assistants of the city of New 
York, presented the 5th instant, reported that the 
same be not printed. 


| deaf and dumb; 


| requesting the concurrence of the Senate therein; 


|l nance; and the fourth to the Committee on the 


ing that it had passed the following bills from the i 
Senate: f Y ! 
An act for the relief of Rufus Dwinel; and | 
‘An act to extend the time for selling the lands , 
granted to the Kentucky Asylum for teaching the 


Also, that it had passed the following bills, and 


An act to authorize the issuing of a register to 
the brig ‘* America;”’ 

An act for the relief of William S. Payne; 

‘An act to authorize the issuing of a register to 
the brig ‘* Kossuth;”’ and y 

An act for the relief of Andrew Smith. 

The four last named bills were severally read a 
first and second time by their titles, and were re- | 
ferred, the first and third to the Committee on | 
Commeree; the second to the Committee on Fi- 


Post Office and Post Roads. 
ENGROSSED BILLS PASSED. 


The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: . 

A bill for the relief of John F. Callan, adminis- 
trator of Daniel Renner, deceased; and 

A bill to authorize T. H. McManus to enter by 
preémption certain lands in the Greensburg land 
district, Louisiana. 

SURVEY OF NORTHERN AND CHINA SEAS. 

Mr. SEWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Navy communicate 
to the Senate his opinion of the expediency of a reconnois- 
sance of the routes of navigation in the Nortbern seas and 
in the China and Japan seas, and whether any vessels be- 


longing to the service can be used for that purpose ; and | 
also, what would be the expense of such a reconnoissance, 


THOMAS B.. PARSONS. 


Mr. BRADBURY submitted the following res- 
olution for consideration; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed | 
to inquire into the expediency of granting to Thomas B. 
Parsons, who received an injury in the naval service of the | 
United States, arrears of pension, or the difference between | 
the half pay of seaman and a petty officer, in which capa- 
city he was acting at the time he was disabled. 


THE SEVENTH CENSUS, i 


Mr. BAYARD. I desire to submit a resolu- | 
tion in relation to the returns of the last census. | 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the plan for the publieation of the returns 
of the census, as exemplified in relation to the State of Ma- 
ryland which has beeu submitted to the Senate, be referred 
to a select committee of five for revision, who shall exam- 
ine and report what alteration shall be made therein before 
the same is ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to consider this resolution at this 
time. We have delayed this matter for a long pe- 
riod. The plan has been before us for a long time, 
and it may require alteration; and I submit that | 
the most competent mode would be to submit the 
; matter to the Senate in the way I have proposed. | 
It is a subject of great importance. There is a | 
| great deal in some respects contained in the tabu- | 
| Jar statement before us which, it seems to me, is 
i entirely useless; and in other respects, some state- 
ments which ought to have been made have been 
entirely omitted. It is a matter for consideration; 
| and I know of no better mode than by a reference 
| to a select committee, so that we may know what 


Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the memorial of the 
heirs of Brinton Paine, asked to be discharged | 
from the further consideration of the same, and | 
that it be referred, with the accompanying papers, | 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. It | 
was so referred, 


BOUNTY LAND TO SAILORS. 


| 
| 


: tion. 


! we are to print, and in what form we are to send 

| these tables and facts to the world before we print 

| them. 

Obfection being made, the resolution lics over. | 


CHEAP OCEAN POSTAGE. | 
Mr. SUMNER. I submit the following resolu 


As it is one of inquiry merely, I ask that it |; 
may be considered at this ume: 


j twenty-four cents on half an ounce, forty-ei 


ther solicited, is the earrying of the mails, I trust 
this committee will be willing to inquire whether 
there cannot be a reduction on the postage of for- 
eign correspondence. Under the postage act of 
1851, the Postmaster, by and with the advice of 
the President, has power te reduce, from time to 
time, the rates of postage on all mailable matter 
conveyed between the United States and any for- 
eign country. But the existence of this power in 
the Postmaster will not render it improper for the 
committee, now drawn into connection with this 
question, to take it into careful consideration, with 
a view to some practical action, or, at least, rec- 
ommendation thereon. The subject is of pecu- 
liar interest; nor do I know any measure so easily 
accomplished, which promises to be so beneficent 
as cheap ocean postage. The argument in its 
favor seems to meat once brief and unanswerable. 

A letter can be sent three thousand miles in the 
United States for three cents, and the reasons for 
cheap postage on the land are equally applicable 
to the ocean. 

In point of fact, the conveyance of letters can be 
effected in sailing or steam-packets at less cost than 
by railway. 

Besides, cheap ocean postage will tend to super- 
sede the clandestine or illicit conveyance of let- 
ters,and to bring into the mails all mailable matter 
which, under the present system, is carried in the 
pockets of passengers, or in the bales and boxes 
of merchants. 

All new facilities for correspondence naturally 
give new expansion to human intercourse; and 
there is reason to. believe that, through an increased 
number of letters, cheap ocean postage will be 
self-supporting. 

Cheap postal commynication with foreign coun- 
tries will be of incalculable importance to the com- 
merce of the United States. 

By promoting the intercourse of families and 
friends, separated by the ocean, cheap postage 
will add to the sum of human happiness. 

The present high rates of ocean postage, namely, 

cent 
cents on an ounce, and ninety-six cents on a letter, 
which weighs afraction more than an ounce, are a 
severe tax upon all, particularly upon the poor, 
amounting in many cases to a complete prohibition 
of foreign correspondence. This should not be so. 

It particularly becomes our country, by the re- 
moval of all unnecessary burdens upon foreign 
correspondence, to advance the comfort of Euro- 
pean emigrants seeking a home among us, and to 
destroy, as far as practicable, every barrier to free 
intercourse between the Old World and the New. 

And lastly, cheap ocean postage will be a bond 
of peace among the nations of the earth, and will 
extend good will among men 

By such reasons this measure is commended. 
Muchas I rejoice in the American steamers, which 
vindicate a peaceful supremacy of the seas and 
help to weave a golden tissue between the two hem- 
ispheres, I cannot consider these, with all their 
unquestionable advantages, an equivalent for cheap 
ocean postage. But I trust that they are not in- 
consistent with each other, and that both may 
happily flourish together. 

Mr. RUSK. Ihave no objection to the passage 
of the resolution; butit involves an inquiry on the 
part of the Committee on Naval Affairs, in rela- 
tion to a subject of which I do not see how they 
can take cognizance. The rates of postage be- 
tween this country and England are established by 
treaty arrangements altogether. In relation to the 


|! enormous rates of which the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts speaks, J] would reply that they were re- 


| duced at the last session of Congress more than 


half, which was all we thought we could reduce 


© them. 


Mr. SUMNER. It will be observed, in the 


„Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I desire to 
give notice to the Senate that I will to-morrow, or 
some day thereafter, ask leave to introduce a bill i 


: sk | i seems to me, under the present circumstances, to 
granting to each commissioned officer of the N i be the most competent to entertain that inquiry, 
octe United States wno served in the waragainst || if so, what, to secure the great boon of cheap ocean post- | for this reason: that it is specially charged with 
exico, one quarter section of land; and to all if age. g 7 | a review of the relations between the Government 
petty officers, seamen, ordinary seamen, lands- ‘| There being no objection, the question was |! of the country and the ocean steam-packets, on 
men, and boys, andto all others who served on i; Stated to be on the adoption of the resolution. 
| 


i i 2 ‘their application for increased bounty. I desire 
Bonm of steamers, one Mr. SUMNER. The Committee on Naval f that this committee, while considering this applica- 


quarter section of land | 
5 | tion, should inquire whether, by recommendation 


jj 
j 
i 

l 

z H 
i 


| 
; Affairs have the responsibility of shaping some | 
i measure by which the relations of our Govern- |, orotherwise,they may notdosomething to promote 
: . i| Ment with the ocean steamers will be defined. || cheap ocean postage. If the committee find them- 
presentatives || And since one special inducement to these rela- | selves unable to do anything in this direction, then 
erk, announce- |i tions, involving the bounty now enjoyed and fur- |! the inquiry, so far as they are concerned, ends. 


MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Re 
was received by Mr. Forney, its Cl 


1852. _ 
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It may then go to some other committee. Before 
offering the resolution, E conferred with at least 
two members of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and understood from them that the resolution 
would not be unacceptable to the committee. At 
the present moment, while the question of bounty 
to the ocean steamers is pending, this seems to be 
the committee to which it belongs. 

Mr. GWIN. When the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts spoke to me on this matter, I did not at 
the time see the bearing of it so well as I see it 
now. With my present views, I think this is a 
subject which should go to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BADGER. The Committee on the Post 
Office, I think, is the proper committee, if it is 
proper to refer the resolution to any committee at 
all. I certainly do not think it should go to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. Perhaps the better 
way would be to lay the resolution on the table 
until the Senate have had time to consider what | 
disposition they will make of it. With that view, | 
therefore, I move to lay it on the table for the | 
present. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from North 
Carolina withdraw that motion for a moment? 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope my colleague will permit 
this resolution to go to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. That is the proper com- 
mittee, I think, to which to refer it. My colleague 
will perceive that no change can be made in the į 
postal arrangements by sea without a concurrence | 
on the part of other Governments—that is, that 
we cannot diminish the rates of postage from this 
country, unless’such a proposition is acceded to on 
the other side, because it would derange the whole 
system. It will, therefore, be for the Post Office | 
Committee to consider whether any measures 
should be taken to effect such an object. 

Mr.SUMNER. All that I had in view when 
I offered the resolution. I was aware thpt the re- 
duction of postage depended ultimately up on treaty 
stipulations. I did suppose, however, that a com- 
mittee of this body having the subject in hand, 
might, by recommendation atleast, take some steps 
to promote that object. Perhaps it will facilitate 
a correct understanding of the question, if the reso- 
lution is read again, and I would ask that this may 
be done. 

The resolution was accordingly read. 

Mr. SEWARD. I ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Sumyer] whether this subject, 
which certainly is a very important and interesting 
one, would not more properly be referred to the | 
Committee on Foreign Relations? The Committee 
on Naval Affairs is burdened with a very exten- | 
sive business not closely connected with this, while 
it addresses itself legitimately, I think, to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. I do not know any | 
other subject on which that committee could be 
engaged so profitably and beneficially. If that | 
committee is not prepared to examine the subject, 
I would suggest to my friend from Massachusetts 
to permit the resolution to lie on the table for a 
day or two, till we have time to consider it more 
fully. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would remark that the res- 
olution was predicated upon an existing fact, name- | 
ly: that the Committee on Naval Affairs is now 
charged with a special subject which it seems to 


with the inquiry into the importance and practi- 
eability of cheap ocean postage. You will observe 
that in the beginning of the resolution, particular 
reference is made to this fact, and it is on this ac- 
count that the resolution is directed to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to move to amend the į 
resolution by striking out ‘the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs,” and inserting “the Committee on 
Foreign Relations.” 

Mr. MASON. I think the Senator from New 
York in reviewing that motion will find that it is 
a subject which is utterly inappropriate for the 


| 
| 
H 
| 
| 


consideration of the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


tions. Itis a matter which relates to mail con- 
tracts. Iam willing that it should be sent to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, or to the Committee 


on the Post Office and Post Roads; butit seems to | 


me, with all due deference to the mover, that it be- 
longs especially to the Committee on the Post Of- 
ficeand Post Roads. It is a matter of postal regula- 
tion, affecting the revenues of the post office; and 


one |: sirable, indeed, to him that he should have an op- 
me at the present moment is intimately connected į: 


| 
| 
I 
| 


although it may be a subject which refers to the 
relations between ocean steamers and the Govern- 
ment, which is a question now before the Naval 
Committee, yet itis not germane to that subject. 
; I understand the ocean steamers want an increase 
of compensation from the Government for their 
services. Thatmay beright or wrong. That will 
bea matter for the Naval Committee to inquire 
‘into; but whether it is proper for this Government 
to enter into any arrangementto reduce the postage 
is a question for the consideration of the Post Office 
Committee. I submit, therefore, to the Senator 
from New York to withdraw his proposition. 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BADGER. Like my friend from Virginia, 
I am willing that the resolution should go either to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations orto the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, orto any 
other committee except the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. Now, cach of us seems to be willing that 
the subject should go to any committee except the 
one which we are upon. I think it would be bei- 
ter to let the matter lie over till to-morrow, until 
we see what committee will be the most proper 
one to take charge of a subject of which none of 
the committees hitherto named seems desirous to 
take charge. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; Lam willing to 
consent to that. 

Mr. BADGER. Then I move that, for the 
present, the resolution be laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill granting the right of way and making a grant 
of land to the State of Iowa in aid of the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State, the 
pending question being on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Unperwoop. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD replied to the remarks of 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DopeE] in a speech 
which will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not suppose that any 
Senator proposes to discuss this bill further to- 
day; 1 do not myself purpose to speak upon it at 
all; but there are some matters, of an executive 
| character, to which I desire to invite the attention 
| of the Senate, and which require its action. I 
| therefore move to postpone the further considera- 
| tion of this subject until to-morrow, for the pur- 

pose of afterwards moving that the Senate pro- 
| ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 
Mr. BORLAND. I wish to say to the Senate 
' that I desire to offer a very few remarks on this 
| bill before it is finally disposed of. Therefore, if 
i the honorable Senator will permit, I will make the 


| 


i| motion to postpone, so that I may have the floor 


; when the subject again comes up. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I withdraw the motion to ac- 
commodate the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then I move to postpone 
the further consideration of the bill until to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. CLARKE, It will be recollected by the 
Senate, that some ten or more days since, to-mor- 
row, (Tuesday,) was assigned for the consideration 

of the resolution which I had the honor to intro- 
! duce upon the subject of non-intervention. The 
| honorable Senator from New York (Mr. Seward] 
_ has the floor upon that subject; and it is very de- 


| 
| 


| 


I 
portunity to-morrow to deliver his sentiments upon | 
it. I shall, therefore, to-morrow morning ask the 
Senate to take up that question witha view tothe 


il accommodation of the honorable Senator from 


Í! New York. After that, there will be nothing to 

interfere with this bill, and Senators can express 

their opinions upon it. i 
The PRESIDENT. It willof course be in the 

; power of the Senate to take up either subject to- 

i morrow. 

Mr. BORLAND. To accommodate gentlemen, 


t I will modify my proposition by moving to posti 


one the further consideration of the subject until 
Wednesday. 
The motion was agreed to. 


i 
| 
| 


. D. D. MITCHELL, 

The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. J. W. Forney, 
! its Clerk: 

! Mr. Presipent: The House of Representatives have 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


i of Lieutenant Colonel Mitchell, of the State of Missouri? 


| passed Senate bill No. 161, entitled “ An act for the relief {i 


1 
|! with an amendment, in which I am directed to ask the con- 
currence of the Senate. . 
On the motion of Mr. MANGUM, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the said bill. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
“ Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 
“That it shall be the duty of the Attorney General of the 
United States to prosecute the writ of error pending before 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of D. 


D. Mitchell versus M. X. Harmony, without cost to the 
plaintif in error. 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Attorney 
General be, and he hereby is, directed to cause such chan- 
| cery or other proceedings to be instituted in the name of D. 
D. Mitchell vs. M. X. Harmony, or his assignees, before 
the proper court at St. Louis, Missouri, as shall stay pro- 
ceedings upon a certain judgment at law, in the name of 
said Harmony, against said Mitchell, till the rendition of an 
opinion by the Supreme Court of the United States upon 
the writ of error aforesaid. And it shall be the duty of the 
| Secretary of the Treasury to cause such security to be en- 
| tered by the United States as shall indenimify and save said 
Mitchell harmless against said judginent. 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That whenever the 
Attorney General of the United States shall certify to the 
i Secretary of the Treasury that the writ of error aforesaid 
has failed, or that no further steps can be taken at law or 
in equity whereby to avoid the payment of said judgment, 
in favor of said Harmony, rendered in the State of Missouri, 
then it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and he is hereby authorized to liquidate and satisfy said 
judzwent, damages, and costs, out of any money in the 
i T'reasury.not otherwise appropriated. ’? 


Mr. MANGUM. It will be remembered that 
a bill has been passed by the Senate at this ses- 
sion, providing for the immediate payment of the 
judgment obtained against Colonel Mitchell. This 
amendment of the House of Representatives pro- 
poses to give the defendant in the original suit en 
opportunity of having it regularly adjudged in the 
Supreme Court of the United States. As! under- 
stand, the verdict was deemed a very extraordi- 
nary one. It was for a very large amount of 
money; and Mr. Mitchell, who had been acting 
as the agent of the Government, was unwilling to 
bankrupt his private fortune, and call upon other 
gentlemen to bankrupt theirs, in all probability, by 
entering such large security for prosecuting it fur- 
ther. This amendment proposes that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, for the Government, shall 
meet that responsibility; and if, ultimately, the 
claim shall be adjudged to be good, the amendment 
only provides (what we have already voted) that 
the money shall be paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States, I fave the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND. The bill which was origin- 
ally passed by the Senate and sent to the House, 
and to which this is an amendment, was reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. I seeno 
other member of the Military Committee of the 
Senate now present; but I think I fairly represent 
that committee in advocating the immediate adop- 
tion of this amendment. In reporting the bull 
originally, the committee proceeded upon the 
ground that although, in their opinion, the judg- 
ment was an improper one, and had been obtained 
by improper means, yet Colonel Mitchell acted in 
good faith, and should be protected. On that 
ground the Senate passed a bill for his relief. This 
amendment of the House of Representatives se- 
cures all the relief which the bill passed by the 
Senate secured, and at the same time authorizes 
and requires steps to be taken to see if we cannot 
! also relieve the Government from the payment of 
an unjust claim. 

The amendment of the House of Representa- 
ives was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On the motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, March 8, 1852. 

The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer by 
the Rev. C. M. Burner. 

The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
į is the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
| bill for the relief of Lieutenant Colonel Mitchell was 


ordered to be read a third time. ' 
Mr. THOMPSON. I offer the following reso- 
lution for the adoption of the House: 
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writ of error pending in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and that he be also directed to take 


eee ! 
t 


to the exclusion | should be rendered against him if all | 


his day be appropriated, gex on | 
ae to the callof the States, beginning with 
a esolntions, and bills of which pre- 


nd upon which no debate 


te - 
; Judgment 


Resolved, That r 
: was fair. 


of all other business, t 

the State of Maine, Jor re: 0 

vious notice has been given, @ 
yi r 

shall be allawec.. 


Mr. GENTRY. 


come SPEAKER. The introduction of the res- ' 


Let us have reports from 


lution is objected to. : i ; 
° Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Will it be in 
order to move to suspend the rules for the purpose 
of introducing that resolution? _ i 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks not, for 
the reason that the bill for the relief of Lieutenant 
Colonel Mitchell is now before the House on a 
motion to reconsider. When that is out of the 
way, it will be in erder to submit the motion 
indicated. 

POST ROADS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. PENN, by the unanimous consent of the : 
House, submitted the joint resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of the State of Louisiana, in favor of the 
establishment of certain post roads in that State; 
which were read, and referred to the Committee on 
the Post Otice an? Post Roads. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. ROBBINS, 1 
low nie to offer certain joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DOTY objected. É 

Mr. CLARK. Will it not be inorder to move 
for the suspension of the rules, with a view to the 
introduction of the resolution proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Tompson ?] 


LIEUTENANT COLONEL MITCHELL, 


The SPEAKER. It will not, until the bill for 
the relief of Colonel Mitchell, immediately before 
the House for consideration, is disposed of, it 
having been introduced under a suspension of the 
rules. The House is now called on to act upon 
that bill thus introduced. 

Mr. STUART. I think the question pending 
is upon a motion to reconsider. — f 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question pending is a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered to be read a third time. 

Mr. STUART. Will it be in order to move to 
postpone that subject? ee 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that it will 
be. 

Mr. STUART. ‘Then I make the motion to 
postpone it for thirty days. 

(Cries of © No!?? «Nol? 

Mr. STUART. J understand, sir, that the Su- 
preme Court will not sit ngain, to decide this 
question now before it, within thirty days, and if 
that be so, I will modify that motion to extend it 
to sixty days-=io allow time for the Supreme 
Court to aet upon the question before it. Now, 
I submitthat itis reasonable for the friends of this 
measure—and [claim to beoneof them—to proceed 
cautiously and prudent ff the Supreme Court 
of the United States reverse the original judgment 
rendered in New York, then relief can be sought 


| 
i 
1 
i 


against the judgment and execution in Missouri. ` 


But there is another reason, and it is this: There 
hay not been one parucle of evidence furnished io 
this Congress, so for as I have been enabled to 
learn, of the present condition of that judgment 
and execution in the State of Missouri. “A report 


which is made to the Senate, and which is said to- 


be a unanimous one, is the most meager thing 
imaginable. “Phat committee reports unanimously 
that the judgment ought to be paid. They report 
there is an execution issned against the property of 
Colonel Mitchell; that it is levied upon; that there 
is danger of its being sacrificed, he bankrunted 
and ruimed, and vet they do not furnish one par- 
ticle of evidence to sustain that faet. And it wili 
be seen that they speak of the impeuding difficulty 
existing then—tiat is, fonr months ago. Tt exist- 
ed then, and every time this question has come up 
we have been urged to act precipilately, without 
reflection, without evidence, hecause there is an 

the property of that 


impending execution over 
agent—that it is about to bankrupt him. Now, if: 
this has existed for four months—the same evil 
hanging over his property—it is time that there 
was evidence of it here, 

which should not be lost sight of. It is not rea- 
sonable, nor has any gentleman here yet been able 
to furnish any evidence how it is reasona 


| exist. 


`: judgment rendered in the city of New York, it 


ʻ ered back by him; but if the Government of the 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
1 
i 


i 
t 
i 


US. 


i I do not wish tha: done—but that they will hold i 


If Colonel Mitchell shall be compelled to pay 
this debt, and the Supreme Court shall reverse the 


i 
i 
| 
i 


would leave a remedy—the money can be recov- 


United States pay the judgment, it would be gone 
_ forever. I am disposed to indemnify that man, 
‘and I am very strongly inclined to think that he 

: should be indemnified; but I say, it Is due to our- 

| selves that we should have the proof, and notto go | 
! and precipitately consummate an act thatnever can | 
e retrieved, and to do an injustice to this Gov- | 
ernment for the waut of the proper evidence before ; 
I hope, therefore, that the House will take | 
such action upon this subject as not to reject jt— 


i 
| 


s 
a 
b 


within their power to postpone the consideration 
of it to a time when we can learn from Missouri 


You prosecute the suit, where Colonel 
Mitchell is the plaintif in error, now pending in 
the Supreme Court. of the United States, and you 
really make the United States (though not in 
uname) defendantin the judgment whch now exists 
in Missouri. 

; But itis stated that this judgment might have 
i been postponed, or stayed, by the action of the 
: courts of Missouri, That could not have been 
done. No defense which existed prior to the ren- 
dition of the judgment of the circuit court in New 
| York could be urged as a defense to the suit 
i brought in that record in the courts of Missouri. 
Although Cotonel Mitchell might have felt him- 
self aggrieved by that judgment, still, so long as 
that judgment was unreversed and in force, he had 
no ground of defense against the suit which was 
pending against him in the St. Louis circuit court. 
But here Jet it be understood that in Missouri we 


j 


i 
1 


I hope the gentleman will al- @ 


i| they will do in regard to the original judgment. || 
li That there is a writ of error pending there is now | 


There ig another fact | 


ble, that :, 


have abolished the forms of action as they existed 
at common law, and our suits are commenced by 
petition, and that not only the plaintiff is required 
to verify the facts set forth in his petition, but the 
defendant is required to make answer to the alle- 
gations contained in the plaintifi’s petition, and to 
verify his answer by affidavit. What defense 


what isthe condition of things there, and to learn 
! from the Supreme Court of the United States what 


‘| thoroughly shown. It is beyond dispute; and the | 
; court have got to pass upon it. If they reverse || 
| the judgment, then there is no reason why we | l 
| should pay the judgment in Missouri. lf they i| could Mitcheil make? None whatever, Isay he 
i shall affirm that judgment, why,siryit will bedue || had nothing, therefore, which he could urge in 
i when the court meets again on the first of April, || defense of that suit which was brought against 
| or shortly after, It will be in ample time to save || nim in St. Louis county,and judgment was bound 
ji this man, to save his property, and to save the || to go against him. I desire that the gentleman 
t; Government of the United States from an injustice | who has made the suggestion shall be apprised of 
that may happen if we act precipitately. All | sug- |; what may be the results in the event that you 
i| gest, therefore, to the consideration of the House |) seek to enjoin that judgment obtained in Missouri: 
i| is prudence, and a proper degree of discretion in | ten per cent. damages, besides costs, are allowed 
this matter. i by the law of our State if the injunction should be 
(| Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, there hag been ;! dissolved. f 
ii no disposition upon the part of the friends of this | Gentlemen have inquired why, since this case 
i bill, I am sure, to precipitate the action of the | was taken up from the circuit court of the United 
ii House. The other day, while it was under con- |) States for the southern district of New York to 
| sideration, a statement was made by me that no || the Supreme Court, there was not a stay of exe- 
H writ of error was pending—that it was abandoned. |! cution? Do you believe that a resident of the 
i This statement was made upon the authority of |! State of Missouri—no matter what his reputation 
i} the report of the Committee on Military Affairs |: for pecuniary responsibility may be—if he should 
in the Senate, which {£ then had before me. No |; bein the city of New York, and a judgment to 


f i 
| 
i 


l 
i 
| 
i 


| one was more surprised than myself when the | the amount of $95,000 should there be rendered 
i, statement of the Clerk of the Supreme Court was || against him, could give security for double the 
| read, showing that the case was stillon the docket | amount of the judgment—say $190,000—in order 
i of that court, Since that time, by the kindness |: to have a supersedeas of the execution? Tt could 
it of one of the Judges, I have been furnished with |; not be done. There are two methods by which 
| his printed copy of the record, and now have it |! you take a case to the Supreme Court. In one 
i before me. If any relief is to be given Colonel | 
i Mitchell, it must be given early and promptly. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Srcanr} 
i now proposes that further action upon. this bill 
` shall be postponed for sixty days. That proposi- 
‘tion l am bound to resist. ‘Lhe gentleman says 
; that he desires to know what evidence we have of ! 
the judgment in the circuit court of St. Louis 
‘county. The report of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs of the Senate states the fact. 
; sume no record was brought here from Missouri ` trial of this case, has under: 
| to prove it by that character of evidence, because 
during this winter a number of gentlemen, mem- 
bers of the bar, from St. Louis county gentle- 
: men conversant with the action of this courtin St. - 
; Louis—were in this city, and I suppose the eyi- 
dence upon which that statement in the report reversal of the judgment, His opinion upon that 
: was made was obtained from them. subject was given last winter. It isa punphle: 
fadmit this would not be legal testimony in a } containing some twelve pages. 
: court of justice, nor do we require that. Ltake it | Je will be recollected that this suit was pending 
for granted that no one will deny the existence of : in New York under the instructions of the Solici- 
this judgment, and that it is the one against ` tor of the ‘Treasury. Mr. Shepard, the then dis- 
which Colonel Mitchell asks to be indemnified. trict attorney for ‘the Southern district of New 
The property of Colonel Mitchell can and I York, was directed to defend the case. and to aid 
fear will be sold under the exceation issued upon ; Colonel Mitchell in his defense; and the whole 
the judgment which Harmony has obtained — record shows that Mr. Shepard was the attorney 
against him in the court in Missouri, unless we | in that case, although Colonel Mitchell employed 
_ afford him relief. There is no power here to stay `` another gentleman by the name of Eager to aid in 
that judgment. I then will suggest to my friend © his defense. Jt appears that a transcript of the 
that perhaps this bill may be so modified that not = record was presented to Mr. Clark. He reviewed 
: only relief may be afforded Mitchell, but at the | the case, and here follow the points which he 
i same time the Treasury be guarded. Suppose © makes upon a full examination, ‘The record 
i this bill be modified by the House so as to pro- | shows that the counsel for Mitchell excepted to 


: side thar the Attorney General of the United States || the charge given by Judge Nelson to the jury, and 
shali pr the |. the bill of exceptions is contained in the volume 


| method there is a supersedeas; and that is where 
li you give bond in-doubl 
| 
i 


e the amount of the judg- 
; mert rendered, with security—t sufficiency of 
, that security to be adjudged and determined by 
the court. In the other way, you may take an 
appeal during term time, or within ten days there- 
i after; in which event you have to give a bond, 
| with security, for the costs of prosecuting the 
‘appeal. The very question of defense, and the 


h 
ac 


I pre- || very charge delivered by Judge Nelson in the 
gone the revision of 
ithe law officer of this Government, and I hold 


' here in my hand the report made by the Solicitor 
i 


: of the Treasury—Mr. Clark—when he was called 
upon to examine into the propriety of prosecuting 
the case in the Supreme Court, or probability of a 


y 
X 


osecute, in behalf of the United States, l 
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“Upon a full examination of the whole case, I con- : 
clude: 

* Ist. That there is no error in the charge of the court t 
the jury. (fuiere was any error, it was one in favor of th 
defendant, to which he had no right to except. 

“2d. There being no error in law, no dispute concerning 


l 
i 
| 

the facts, (they having aH been found by the jury,) it would | 

! 
i 
i 
i 
H 


if 


O 
e 


be unjust to the parties to protract useless litigation ; to Har- | 
mony, by delaying the payment of his demand found by. the 
courtand jury to be just; to Colonel Mitchell, by keeping 
suspended over him this heavy judgment, so well calcula- 
ted to embarrass and discredit him. 

“Od. I there be any error in the charge to which the | 
defendant had a right to except, it must be found in that | 
part of it which speaks of the existence of a public neces- 
sity, &e. Now, if tie Supreme Conrt, having the case be- 
fore it on a writ of error, shouid send down the case for a 
second trial for the reason that Colonel Mitchel! did actun- 
der tne pr re of such necessity, and was, ther 
tified in seizing the property for 
better condition would be the Government? None. 
would be bound to make just compensation to Harnio 
instead of indemnifying Colonel Mitchell. 


| 


; efore, jus- | 
the publie use, then in what | 


Jt 
ny, | 


“4th. Should the case go to the Supreme Court, and the ʻi 
pressment of private property ji 


qnestion of the right of 1m 
under the law as it now exists be presented to it, 7 feel an! 
entire confidence that they will decide that the right do 
not exist, and never can exist, until Coagress shall cont 
it by law passed in pursuance of the Constitution. 
Colonel Mitchell eanno 


In the decision of the court, it stated that the | 


seizure of property took place some distance north | 
of the place where the battle of Sacramento was |: 


fought. I: was at the time, however, when Colo- 
nel Doniphan, with about nine hundred volun- | 
teers, was proceeding upon his march to the city | 
of Chihuahua, a city containing a population of |) 
from twenty to twenty-five thousand inhabitants. + 
Whilst on this march he received information that | 
the Mexicans had assembled in large force and _ 
were prepared to give battle. The information 
was true, and the battle of Sacramento was shortly 
after fought, in which nine hundred of our volan- | 
teers were engaged against more than four thou- | 
sand Mexicans. The traders and teamsters accom- | 
panying our army amounted to three hundred. | 
hey were organized by command of Colonel | 
Doniphan into two companies, commanded by | 
Captains Glasgow and Skillmau, composing a: 
battalion under the command of Colonel Owens, a | 
trader from Missouri, who was killed in the battle 5) 
of Sacramento. 


| 
| 


the rifle, and fight our enemies. 
I therefore hope that the motion of the gentle- i; 


man from Michigan [Mr. Srvanr] will not pre- | 
vail. {fany relief is to be given Mitchell, it must |, 


be given speedily. I am willing to go as far as: 
any man can go to protect the rights of the Gov- |: 
ernment, and at the same time I ask that you pro- © 
test the rights of the citizen. I i 
full investigation of the question. {| wish not to | 
avoid it. Iwas importuned by my friends to shut | 
ont discussion. { do not wish it to be stated that ` 
Colonel Mitchell has called upon this House and ` 
the Congress of the United States to do an impro- i. 
per act. : 
© Let me remark, that by the laws of our State, | 
real estate can only be sold on execution during : 
term ume; and if the sheriff does not find sufficient 
real estate upon which to levy the execution, it ; 
would be his duty to levy upon personal prop- 

erty of the defendant, and that can be sold upon ` 
ten days? publie notice. Harmony has the entire 


control of this judgment, and from this time for- 
ward no indulgence to Mitchell can be expected. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. {wish to ask the gentleman | 
from Missouri a question. If I understood him 
to say he wouid be satisfied if this bill could be 
so modified that the Attorney General of the 
United States, in the name of Mitchell, should be 


authorized to prosecute the suit in the Supreme | 


Court, and also obtain a stay of execution upen | 
the judgment in Missouri? 
N 


x n ; z y 
satisfied if we could, by our act here, substitute , 


: whieh has been indicated by the genile 


r. PHELPS. Yes, sir; I said this. I am- 


Government, to defend Mitchell against that judg- 
ment obtained in Missouri; and in the event the 
defense is unsuccessful, then to appropriate money 
to pay the judgment. 1 will be satisfied with that, 
and it is all I ask for. f 
Mr. STUART. I move to amend by postpon- 


| 
! 


i that it may come upon a Monday. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. I imagine thatthe object 
which the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Sru- 


i 


postponement which he moves. Tt is evident that 
this case has been recently tried in the circuit 
i court of New York. It stands as a recent case 


i 


gentleman who is acquainted with the situation of 


© that, must be aware that no action of the Supreme 


Court will be had upon this case until long after 

the ime to which the gentleman moves to post- į 
pone this matter shall have expired. In that view | 
of the case, and inasmuch as the friends of the bill | 


i 
i 
i 


| 


It seems, there- 
fore, if the House will take such action upon this 
bill as to meet the views which have been stated 
by the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Puexps,] 
justice would be done to every party, and the in- 
terests of the Government would be protected. 
The interests of this individual, whose services 


by the Government to such a course, If uponan ;; 
investigation upon the merits of this case, which | 
will come up in the argument upon the writ of 
error, it shall turn out that there is error, and the | 
judgment be reversed, there will be an end of the |: 
matter, and the case will be decided upon its 
merits. The only suspicion that has arisen in : 
reference to this matter, it strikes me, has arisen i 
from the fact, that the individual whose property 

was originally taken is said to have been willing | 
to have received a far smaller amount in satisfac- ` 
tion of damages than has been now recovered 

against Colonel Mitchell. 


1 


strict rules of law in court, will see at once that 
this might well exist, and an individual inight be 
willing to take upon the immediate action of the 
Government a smaller sum, which would cover 
about his outlay of expenditure upon these goods; | 
whereas if he was driven into a court of justice 
and was obliged to defend his case, he would in- 
sist upon all that the rules of law would give him, 


Al 


am desirous of a | and those would give him the full, the enhanced i} drawn 


value of all these goods that were taken from hin | 
and destroved by Colonel Mitchell. 

A Vorier. They were not destroyed. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Whatever itmay havebeen, 
they were taken out of his possession, and he lost 
the value of them at any rate. 4 hope the motion 
of the genveman from Michigan (Av. Savant] 
will not prevail, and that the House will now re- 
consider the vote by which the bill has been or- 
dered to a third reading, and that the amendment 
man from: 
Missouri (Mr. PurLes} will be adopted, and then 
complete justice can be doneto all parties, and the 
rights of all secured. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it i: orderto ask the pre- 
vious question vpon this motion to postpone? 

The SPEAKER. kis. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I make such metion? 

Mr. PHELPS. I learn thai the gentleman 
from Alabama asks for the previous question, I: 
only desire to know whether it will extend further 
than the question to postpone? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided the other 


rie 


uo 


i 


: the question to postpone, which decision was sus- 


ing the matter to the first Monday in May, so |, 


: ART] seeks to obtain, will not be reached by the ` 


upon the calendar of the Supreme Court, and every : 


H 
| 


'j 
j 


day that the previous question did apply only to -` 


; 
| 


4 tained by the House. Upon looking into the law 
' relating to that subject, however, the Chair is dis- 
' posed to doubt the correctness of that decision. 

: Mr. PHELPS. I desire to know what is the 

i decision of the Chair now upon the subject—how 
<: far does it extend? 

i Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. What will 
|, be the effect of the previous question? 

_The SPEAKER, It will bring the House toa 
,, direct vote; first upon the question of postpone- 
l| ment, and if that fails, upon the reconsideration 
of the bill, 

Mr. MARSHALL. Iappeal to the gentleman 
rom Alabama [Mr. Hovsron] to withdraw his 
all for the previous question.” I promise to say 
i all I have to say within five minutes. 

_ Mr. HOUSTON. I am very anxious to dis- 

' pose of the bill and proceed to other business. I 

|| will, however, withdraw the call for the previous 

question for five minutesin favor of the gentleman 

| from Kentucky, [Mr. MarsHa.u,] 

Mr. MARSHALL. 


o 


! D. Mitchell vs. M, X. Harmony, without cost to the plain- 
i tiffin error. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Attorney General be and he 
is hereby directed to cause such chancery, or other proceed- 
ings, to be instituted in the name of D. D. Mitchell vs. M.. 


i 
i 
i 
i 


TEA Harmony, or his assignees, before the proper court at 


St. Louis. Missouri, as shall stay proceedings upon a certain 
judgment at law, in the name of said Harmony against said 
Mitchell, until the rendition of an opinion by the Supreme 
| Court of the United States upon the writ of error aforesaid, 
| and it shail be the duty of said Secretary of the Treasury to 
! cause such security to be entered by the United States as 
| shall indemnity and save said Mitchell harniless against 
said judgment. 

Be it enacted, That whenever the Attorney General of 
the United States shall certify to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, that the writ of error in the cause aforesaid has failed, 


| 
| 


‘| have been stated to be highly meritorious, will be |; or that no further steps can be taken at law orin equity, 


protected, and there surely can be no objection '| said Harmony, rendered in the State of Missouri, then it 


whereby to avoid the payment of said judgment in favor of 


shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, and he 
is hereby authorized tu liquidate and satisfy said judgment, 
damages, and costs, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. M. continued. If I can have the ear of the 
House for five minutes I think I can make the 
merits of this substitute understood. 

A Vores. Weunderstand them already. There 


i is no need for explanation. 


Mr. MARSHALL. The gentleman says there 
is no need for explanation. If my amendment 
covers, then, the proper view of the ease, I hope 
I shali be allowed to offer it, and that it will be 
adopted. 1 will state that I have looked into the 
i record in relation to this case, and for one, I will 

not vote for the payment of this money so long 
l as there is a chance for reversing the judgment. 
in relation to that case. I hope the motion to’ 
postpone will be voted dowa, unless the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. Srvarr] will consent to with- 
draw it. 

Mr. STUART. 


rel 


liave no objection to with- 


| drawing my motion to postpone, if the gentle- 
‘| man’s object can be effected by it. If I understand 


‘the order of business—my motion being with- 
he question will recur upon the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ordered to be read a third time; and should that 
prevail the gencieman’s substitute will be in order. 
The SPEAKER., The substitute will then be 
‘in order. 
Mr. STUART. 
` motion to postpone. 
The question was then taken, and the House 
agreed to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was ordered to be read a third time. 
Mr. MARSHALL, I now offer my amend- 
ment as a substitute for the bil. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes, before 
the amendment is received, the question must be 
taken on reconsidering the vate ordering the main 
question to be put. 
Mr. HALL. Can the amendment not be of- 
fered by unanimous consent? 
The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent the 
entire action ander the previous question may be 
; considered. 
There was no objection, and the amendment 
: was then deciared to be in order. . 
Mr. HEBARD. | believe the question now 
son the adoption of the substitute. 


Then I will withdraw the 


st 


ut 


; pending is 
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Mr. OLDS. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. : i 

Mr. HALL. I thought the previous question 
had been called upon this amendment, . 


The SPEAKER. Soithad, but by unanimous | 


consent it was set aside in order to admit the 


amendment. 


Mr. HALL. I understood that unanimous 


consent was given for the gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky [Mr. MARsHALL] to introduce his amend- | 


ment merely, but not to interfere with the pre- 
yious question, j 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so under- 
stand it. The Chair understood the proposition, 
and so propounded it, that unanimous consent 
should be given to remove the operation of the 
previous question altogether. i 

Mr. HEBARD. I was proceeding to remark, 
that if I understood the purport of the substitute 
I should not be in favor of it., So far as I under- 
stand the nature of the claim, the great question 
with me is as to its amount, and I desire a further 
opportunity of inquiring into it before it is finally 
acted upon. The effect of the substitute, as I 
understand it, will be to have a writ of error prose- 
cuted for the purpose of showing whether or not 
the judgment of the court below was made up 
properly or not. It was stated the other day by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Haven,] 
that from a conversation he had with Judge Nel- 
gon, he learned the fact that the question litigated 
in the circuit court before him was in relation to 
the validity of the claim, but not in relation to the 
amount, but that the amount was agreed upon by 
the parties. It was stated upon this floor the 
other day when this bill was before the House, 
that the plaintiff in the suit, Mr. Harmony, had 
offered to take $30,000 for his claim, and the fact 
was not contradicted. Now, if this be true, I 
desire to know why a judgment was rendered in 
favor of the plaintiff for $95,000? I have looked 
into the schedule prepared in the case to see if I 
could find any reason for this judgment. I find 
that the estimates for the property taken on the 
occasion to which it relates are made out in round 
numbers. It consisted for the most part of what 
is called bleached shirting, and the amount is made 
out in round numbers at the rate of thirty-one and 
one quarter cents per yard. T'he quality of the 
cloth is not in any way shown, but it is to be pre- 
sumed that—— 

Mr. PHELPS. I think I can explain in regard 
to that matter. The value ofthe property, estab- 
lished by the testimony taken in the case, was 
$95,000, and was based upon the price the goods 
were worth in that country at the time and place 
they were taken. That testimony shows the 
value of the goods, with the interest upon the 
amount, up to the time of the rendition of the 
judgment. 

Mr. HEBARD. I can only say in relation to 
it, that I have thedocumentary evidence before me, 
and it does not bear out any such conclusions. I 
will state the facts which are contained in this doc- 
ument. It says the property consisted mostly of 
unbleached shirting cotton, estimated at thirty-one 
and a quarter cents per yard. Now, that is a spe- 
cies of merchandise of which all of us know 
something, We know that the article which is 
here estimated at thirty-one and a quarter cents 
per yard, is worth from eight to ten cents. 

A Voice. Less than that. 

Mr. HEBARD. I am aware that it can be 
bought for much less than that, but I did not 
choose to put it at the Jowest prices. I presume 
this was an article which could be bought for six 
and a quarter cents per yard. Now, what will be 
the actual expenses of transporting these goods 


from the place in which they were purchased to | 


Chihuahua, I will not pretend to say. I do not 


know; but I do not believe the cost of transporta- | 


tion would eguh, the price at which the cloth was | 
purchased. I come to this conclusion, and I do | 
not believe any gentleman upon this floor can come 
to any other, from the proof furnished. This 
$95,000, then, must come from some other source 
than this property; for even at the price at which 
it is estimated, it will only amount to about 
$80,000. Lsay,1 do not believe a single gentle- 
man in this House can come to any other conclu- 
sion than that this property was valued at more 

than one hundred per cent, above its actual value. | 


And before I can vote to have this claim allowed | 
and paid, as I said before, I want to know upon | 


i 
{ think some investigation should be | 
If I am correctly informed, ; 
Colonel Mitchell made an agreement in relation to | 


entitled. i i 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman is mistaken in 
regard to the facts. Colonel Mitchell made no 
agreement in regard to the damages. The testi- 
mony shows the amount of damages, and the 
judgment was rendered, I believe, upon the evi- 
dence of three witnesses, who testify that the price 
which was allowed was the price at which the | 
property was valued in Chihuahua at the time it 
was taken. 

Mr. HEBARD. I should like to know of the | 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Puexps]. where 
this testimony was taken, because the facts he | 
states do not corroborate those which I have be- | 
fore me. 

Mr. PHELPS. The testimony was taken by 
virtue of a commission issued from the circuit 
court of the Southern district of the State of New 
York. A portion of it was taken in the State of 
Missouri, a portion in New York city, and a part 
of it, the testimony of one witness, either in New 
Mexico or Chihuahua. I speak of the testimony 
which was before the court, and not of that which 
was taken in support of Harmony’s memorial to 
Congress for relief. 

Mr. HEBARD. Iwas proceeding in my argu- 


ment upon the assumption that the statement of | 


the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Haven,] in 
relation to the manner in which the judgment was 
rendered, was correct; and in connection with that, 
I took occasion to refer to the value put upon his 
own goods by Mr. Harmony at the time he pre- 
sented his claim to Congress for relief. 

Mr. PHELPS. Iwill state the testimony of 


John Gracia, who was sworn as a witness upon | 


the trial in the city of New York. He states he 
is acquainted with the traders, and familiar with 
the quality and price of goods in the Mexican 
trade. His statement is merely in relation to the 
value of some particular goods. The testimony 
of Mr. Low shows that the value of the goods, 
and of the mules and wagons taken near El Paso, 
was $75,263 94, estimated according to the price 
there. That the interest from the 10th of Feb- 
ruary, 1847, to the 10th of September, 1850, at 
the rate of seven per cent., is $19,129 50, making 
in the aggregate $95,393 49. ‘The whole judgment 
was for some $90,000. 

Mr. HEBARD. The explanation of the gen- 
tleman has not relieved my mind upon the point 
raised by me in the slightestdegree. Now, this 


ji 


ber of bales,and the number of yards in each 


bale of the various articles taken. The prices of 
| the other articles were furnished by the testimony 
į of Aranjo and Oliver. f 
| Mr. HEBARD. It has turned out as I sup- 
| posed it would when investigating the testimony, 
| and it conforms to the supposition I had before. 
i The testimony of these witnesses, whose names I 
would not attempt to pronounce, says that this 
kind of property, of which I am speaking, has 
| been sold in Chihuahua for thirty-one anda quar- 
ter cents per yard. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman misunderstands 
ime. The testimony was ‘that such goods have 
i been sold,” not that these goods have been sold. 
Mr. HEBARD. The gentleman misunderstood 
! me. I so stated, or intended to. What these 
goods could have been sold for is not known. He 
only says that goods like these could have been 
sold for that price. Now, this whole matter shows 
! most conclusively to my mind that there has been 
| an entire fictitious value placed upon these articles 


i| for some purpose; whether for the benefit of Har- 


mony, or whether Colonel Mitchell is to share in 
the enormous profits to be made upon them out of 
| the Government in case this judgment is paid by 
it, I do not undertake to say; but I undertake to 
say that there is an attempt here to do that which, 
if successful, will be an enormous swindle, in my 
judgment, upon the Government. These goods 
are valued ata price three or four times the cost 
of them here. 

|| Now look at this matter alittle further. There 
i is some other property besides these cotton goods; 
and all this property together, estimated at the ex- 
orbitant and unreasonable price put upon it by the 
claimant, amounts to only about $62,000. There 
'+ were a few mules also taken, and those he esti- 
i| mates at $100 a piece. Thatisa kind of property 
| of which I know little. He also claims, for dam- 
ages done to the mules and wagons while in the 
charge of Colonel Doniphan, the round sum of 
$5,000. How many there were, and what the 
damage was, does not appear. The damage which 
| heclaims is stated to be seventy-five per cent. upon 
the whole value, and the whole value is at the rate 
| of about $100 each; in other words, he claims for 
damages done these mules, $75 each, 

i, Another item in this bill is, expenses for his men 
and animals while in the charge of Colonel Doni- 
| phan, $5,000 in round numbers, without going 
into details of what those expenses consisted. He 
has charged for thirteen months, $6000; or for six 
months extra, $4,000 more. Now, sir, take his 
own bills which he has made out, take the esti- 
| mates he has put upon his own property, and take 


case does not show upen what ground the estimate 
of the value of that property was founded. By 
looking at the schedule, it will be seen, as I stated 
before, that it is made up mainly of cotton goods, 
unbleached shirtings, put by the bale, at the 


price of thirty-one and a quarter cents per yard. | 


Now, I wish to know upon what basis, either of 
the witness or of the claimant himself, he puts a 
price of thirty-one and a quarter cents to cloth of 
that description, which every gentleman who 
is acquainted with the article, know can be pur- 


chased anywhere in the United States at from | 


six to ten cents per yard. Now, I havenot much 
more to say upon this claim, but I wish to know 
upon what ground such a 
in the court of New York. 
Mr. PHELPS. In relation to the value of this 
property, permit me to read an extract from a dep- | 
osition taken in the city of Chihuahua, before | 
William A. Hereford, Commissioner. It is from 
the deposition of José Maria Uria Naffarondo: 
“To the sixth interrogatory he saith: That such goods 
as the plaintiff ieft at Chihuahua could have been sold and | 
did sell in the city and State of Chihuahua, in and for sev- | 
eral months previous to the month of February, 1847, at the 
following prices: the bleached shirting at thirty-one and a 
quarter cents per vara, the prints at thirty-one and a quar- 
ter cents per vara, the brown shirting at thirty-one and a 
quarter cents per vara,” 
ticles are also given by this witness. 
_ The witness testifies to the price of these goods 
in the month of February, in the city of Chihua- 


| 
| 
| 


i 


at the time they were there in the custody of those || 


i! gation. 
| feeling about it; but when sums as large as this 


| the interest upon it—it all amounts to only a little 
i| more than $87,000. And deduct from this $5,000, 
‘| which is less duties—I do not understand what it 
if means—it leaves the whole gross amount at 
i| $82,000. 

Mr, PHELPS. In New Mexico and Chihua- 
| hua, they charged duties upon their goods by the 
| wagon load. They charged the specific duty of 
| $500 upon. every wagon load of goods introduced 
f into New Mexico, without regard to their value. 
| This duty upon ten wagon loads would amount to 
i| $5,000, which Harmony did not have to pay. 

| Mr. HEBARD. The matter of duty did not dis- 
, turb meatall. What I want to know now is, upon 
| what ground, and by what reason, and upon what 


|i 


judgment was rendered i proof there should have been decreed by the 
‘| court a judgment for $95,000—some $13,000 more 
i than Harmony claimed of Congress? All that I 


i know of this case is from an examination I made 
| of ita few days ago when it came up for investi- 
{ feel no sort of interest in it, and have no 


; are proposed to be drawn from the Treasury, I 
| choose to know that there is, at least, no fraud and 
| no fraudulent means made use of to swell up that 
amount. I hope, therefore, that before this amend- 


| ment shall have been adopted, the bill will be sent 


t t thir | back to some committee, or left in some shape by 
The prices of various other ar- |! 


| which there can be made a further investigation 
| and report of the facts upon which this claim is 
| based for our action. 


hua, within whose limits those goods were taken. | Te Rete Ge cen ae teak 


He further testifies that he examined those goods || 


The previous question received a second, and 
i the main question was ordered to be put; which 
main question was first on the amendment. 


1852. 
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The question was then taken upon adopting the | 


‘amendment by way of a substitute for the bill; 
and it was agreed to. 


The question was then taken upon ordering the 


amendment to be engrossed and the bill to be read | 


a third time; and it was agreed to. 

The bill was then read the third time, and the 

uestion now being, ‘Shall the bill pass ??’-— 

Mr. PHELPS demanded the previous question. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I wish to understand the 
form of the bill as it is now amended. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for the 
information of the House. 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk— 
being the substitute of Mr. Marsuaxz, as pub- 
lished in a preceding column. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question ordered to be put, 

Mr. GOODENOW demanded the yeas and 
nays upon the passage of the bill; which were not 
ordered, 


The bill was then read a third time and passed. | 


Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 


BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That this day be appropriated, to the exclu- 
sion of all other business, to the call of States, beginuiug 
with the State of Maine, for resolutions and bills of which 
previous notice has been given, and upon which no debate 
shall be allowed. 


Mr. ORR objected. 


Mr. THOMPSON moved a suspension of the 
rules for the purpose of enabling him to introduce 
the resolution just indicated. 

The question was then taken—there being upon 
a division—ayes 80, noes 42. 

Mr. FOWLER called for tellers, which were 
ordered. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire whether 
the order proposed for calling the States in that 
resolution begins with the State last called, or goes 
back to the first? 

The SPEAKER. It proposes to commence 
with the State of Maine. 

Mr. DISNEY. I wish to be informed what 
State will be called, if we proceed to the regular 
order of business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by 
the Clerk that South Carolina was last called. 


Mr. DISNEY. How many States had been | 


called up to that time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can count 
for himself. 

Mr. BRENTON. 
to this question 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. BRENTON. I donot wish to, but merely 
to present a question of order, and it is this: 
Whether this resolution does not suspend the 
standing rules of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, if adopted. 

Mr. BRENTON. It is provided that no 
amendment to the rules shall be introduced without 
one day’s previous notice being given. _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will remem- 
ber that by a special rule of the body, it is in 


I desire to say, in reference 


order to move to suspend the rules of the House for | 


particular purposes on Mondays, and only then. 
The Chair thinks that there can be no question in 

regard to the legitimacy of the resolution pro- 
osed, 


Mr. BRENTON. Another point is, that the 


resolution provides that the Speaker shall com- } 
mence with the State of Maine, whereas the rule’ 
requires that he shall commence where he left off | 


at the last call. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, for the 


information of the House and the gentleman, that 
if this resolution be adopted, it will, in his opin- 


ion, exclude the motion to supend the rules for | 
this day, and this order of the House will be ex- | 
ecuted to the exclusion of all other business, which : 


is the calling of the States for resolutions and for 
bills of which previous notice had been given, and 
upon which the House must decide without de- 
bate. That is the effect of the resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 


mencing with Maine, allows every member to in- 


sion or any further trouble. Thus States can get 
in their resolutions and bills. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


I wish to make 


i| it in no other way: Whether, since the com- 
mencement of this Congress, the States have ever 
been called through? 

The SPEAKER. They have not been. 


i| Mr. JOHNSON. Thus we go back always to 


the beginning, and some States never will be 
called. It is not right, 


Then, as l; 
understand, if this resolution is adopted, it com- : 


Mr. KING, of New York, demanded theeas 
and nays. 

Mr. ORR. Is itin order to move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is 
not, while the motion is pending to suspend the 
rules—this being Monday, and that motion being 
in order. But the Chair further states that it 
would be in order to move to go into the Commit- 
tee if there was not already pending a motion to 
suspend the rules for a different purpose. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If this motion is voted 
down, will it not be in order to call the States for 
resolutions, beginning at where the Speaker left 
off on the last day? 

The SPEAKER. That will be the effect. 

The question was then taken upon the suspen- 
sion of the rules, and decided in the negative— 
yeas 56, nays 121; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, John Appleton, William 
Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bennett, Bissell, 
Breckinridge, Albert G. Brown, Busby, Chandler, Cobb, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Dockery, Edmundson, Faulkner, 
Fitch, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, 
Gorman, Halt, Hamilton, Hendricks, Houston, Howard, 
Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, Lockhart, 
Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, 
MeMullin, McNair, Andrew Parker, Penn, Porter, Price, 
Robbins, Schermerhorn, Skelton, Smith, Stanly, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Stuart, Taylor, George W. 
Thompson, and Walsh—56. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, Averett, Bab- 
cock, Barrere, Bartlett, J. H. Boyd, Bragg, Brenton, Briggs, 
Brooks, G. H. Brown, Buell, Burrows, E. C. Cabell, Jo- 
seph Cable, L. D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, 
Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cleve- 
land, Clingman, Colcock, Conger, Cottman, Cullom, Curtis, 
G. T. Davis, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Edgerton, 
Evans, Ewing, Ficklin, Floyd, Fowler, Freeman, H. M. 
Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Green, 
Grey, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, Haven, He- 
bard, Henn, Hibbard, Holladay, Horsford, Thomas Y. How, 
Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, James Johnson, John Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Ed- 
ward C. Marshall, McLanahan, McQueen, Meacham, Mil- 
ler, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, 
Morrison, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, 
Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, 
Rantoul, Riddle, Sackett, Savage, Schoolcratt, Schoon- 
maker, Scudder, Scurry, Smart, Beuj. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abr’m P. Stevens, Stratton, Benjamin Thomp- 
son, Thprston, Townshend, Wallace, Ward, Washburn, 
Watkins, Wells, Addison White, Alexander White, Wil- 
cox, Wildrick, Woodward, and Yates—121. 

So the rules were not suspended—two thirds not 
voting therefor. 

SALES OF SCHOOL LANDS, 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill, of which previous no- 
|| tice had been given, authorizing the Legislature of 
‘| the State of Mississippi to sell the lands hereto- 
|! fore appropriated for the use of schools in that 


made. 

It was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HALL. Imove that the rules be suspend- 
ed, and that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the gentleman from 


for discussion before the Committee of the Whole 
‘on the state of the Union, for the purpose of 
taking up the deficiency bill? 

Mr. HALL. I will not yield to any such prop- 
osition as that. I think this bill is a matter of 
| more importance than the deficiency bill, a great 
4 deal. 
| The question was then taken, and the motion 
j was agreed to. 


| at the hands of Aspury Dickens, Esq., their Sec- 
U retary.] 


troduce his resolution and his bill without discus- |! 


an inquiry, if the Chair will answer, and I can get | 


State, and to ratify and approve the sales already || 


Missouri whether he will not yield the floor until || 
I can make a motion to postpone for a day or two, | 
or indefinitely, the special order that is now up | 


[A message was then received from the Senate 


HOM ESTEADS: 


i ‘The House accordingly resol ved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr, Hesaro in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the special order, being House 
bill No, 7, for the encouragement of agriculture, 
commerce, manufactures, and other branches.of 
industry, by granting to every man, &c., one 
hundred and sixty acres of land. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Fircy] is entitled to the floor. 

„Mr. FITCH said, that if, upon examining the 
bill under consideration, he should find it suffi- 
ciently guarded to prevent frauds, his vote would 
be cast in its favor. 

He then proceeded to review the various sub- 
jects referred to in the President’s message, and 
said that in so doing he should not attempt or wish 
to intimate any charge against the President, or 
anything against his character as a citizen or a 
! man, neither would he charge him with corruption. 
He respected Mr. Fillmore as a man and an officer, 
but considered many of his acts and recommend- 
ations as the result of erroneous opinions and of 
a policy injurious to the public. 

He then alluded to our foreign policy, as set 
forth in the message, and thought that the Presi- 
dent correctly adhered to the doctrine of non-in- 
tervention. e, however, condemned the course 
pursued by the Administration in relation to the 
invasion of Cuba, and censured the President for 
his outlawry proclamation, which withdrew all 
protection in advance. There could be no doubt 
that had the President insisted that all of the citi- 
zens who were embarked in that enterprise who 
might be captured should have a fair trial, such as 
existing treaties entitled them to, and many lives 
and much suffering might have been avoided. 
Great Britain was never known to abandon her 
citizens, but always insisted upon the fulfillment 
of treaty stipulations, and it was because that 
country did protect the lives and rights of her 
citizens that her flag was so universally respected. 
He did not justify the invasion of Cuba, but de- 
sired to see it defeated. 

He next reviewed that part of the message re- 
lating to our domestic policy, and suid that to that 
portion of it which related to the compromise he 
took no exception. It breathed a spirit which 
offered every desirable assurance of domestic tran- 
guey and the perpetuity of our Government. 

he compromise having been passed, surely no 
right-minded citizen could desire to see reproduced 
all that excitement which accompanied its discus- 
sion and the questions connected with it. The 
Democrats of the North had everywhere, through 
their press, their conventions, their candidates, 
(State and Presidential,) with exceptions so few 
and far between as to be insignificant, not only 
evinced their willingness to abide by the compro- 
mise, but declared their intention to sustain it. 
But how was it with the Whigs? Some opposed 
the compromise, and others lent it but a lukewarm 
| support. 

Mr. F. then referred to that portion of the 
message which relates to the tarif and finances, 
and said that the President made no urgent appeal 
for a modification of the tariff, for he looked to 
little else than a change of duties from ad valorem 
to specific. When it was taken into considera- 
| tion that this lukewarm recommendation came 
from a man who was the principal advocate of 
|| the tariff of 1842, it spoke volumes for the tariff 
‘| of 1846. It might well be questioned whether the 
|| President’s views had not undergone a change, for 
he evinced too much good sense in other matters 
still to hold the antiquated tariff opinions of that 
period. 

In reference to the finances, they appeared to 
be in a very prosperous condition, and the predic- 
tions of the Whigs of deficiencies under the pres- 
| ent tariff were classed among the predictions of 
the prophet Baal. He then referred to the esti- 
| mates of deficiencies made by the Secretaries un- 
| der the administration of General Taylor and Mr. 
‘| Fillmore, and said that instead of deficiencies sur- 
| pluses have always occurred. He contrasted the 
‘| views of Mr. Corwin on the tariff, and spoke of 
i the large expenditures of the present Adminis- 
| tration, declaring that it sought to cast its own 
ul pecuniary malfeasance upon the preceding Admin- 
i: istration. 
| [See Appendix for Mr. Fitch’s speech.] 

i Mr. WILCOX next obtained the floor. 
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Mr. NABERS. With the permission of my 
colleague, as it is growing late, I move that the 
committee rise. 

Which motion was agreed to. 

The committeeroseaccordingly, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the com- 
mittee reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, had had the Unioa gen- 
erally under consideration, and particularly the 
special order, being House bill No, 7, to encour- 
age agriculture, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 


. ARMY APPROPRIATION BILI. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will ask the House to 
allow me to report the Army appropriation bill, 
which I have had in my desk for some two weeks, 
in order that it nay be printed. 

There was uo objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported ‘* A bill making appropri- 
ations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending 30th of June, 1853; which was read | 
a first and second time by its title, referred to the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 


IOWA ON THE COMPROMISE MEASURES. 


Mr. CLARK. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to allow me to introduce joint reso- 
iutions from the Legislature of the State of Iowa 
respecting the compromise. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK. Ï believe, by the rules and cus- 
tom of the House, it will be my privilege to sub- 
mit a few remarks explanatory of the resolutions. 
I will ask the Chair whether it is not in order, by 
the rules, when a resolution is offered briefly to 
state its contents? 


The SPEAKER. { is, The gentleman has 
that right. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I do not wish to interfere 


with the remarks the gentleman from Iowa pro- 
poses to make at all; but for the sake of a prece- 
dent I would ask him if it would not be better to 
send up the resolutions and to discuss them upon 
the proposition to print? Until the proposition to 

rint is made, the gentleman, I suppose, cannot 
6 permitted to discuss the resolutions or their 
contents. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
is only entitled, as the question now stands, to a 
brief statement of the contents of the resolutions. 

Mr. CLARK. I move that the resolutions be 
printed. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE called for the reading. 


The resolutions were then read as follow: 
Preamble and resolutions in reference to the compromise 
measures passed by the Congress of the United States: 

Whereas, The Congress of the United States at its last 
session adopted a ser F acts known as the compromise 
mexsares, aud Whereas there has been manitested through- 
out portions of the North and South a disposition to seta 
portion of said nets at definuee, and thereby declare an open 


resistance w the power of the Government and its Inws: 1i 


and whereas, in view of our duty to the Government and 
tor the purpose of showing to all portions of the Union our 
firm and unyielding devotion to its cause and its institutions, | 
we deem proger to make some public demonstration of our i 


ti 
i 


f to forward a copy of these resolutions to the Governors of 


! each State and Territory, and to each of our Senators and 
! Representatives in Congress. 

APPROVED, January 23, 1851. 

Mr. CLARK. HoweverreluctantI may be to 
| detain the House with any remarks of my own, I 
i think it due to thesource whence these resolutions 


| come to submit a few reflections respecting their | 
| character. I suppose that it can hardly fail to be |) 


matter of interest to know what the opinions of 
the people of a State are respecting great subjects 
which have agitated and divided the public mind. 
| Thedanguage of these resolutions is, that it is the 
: duty of every good citizen to conform to the requisi- 
! tions of the acts of compromise, and to carry them 


principle worthy of the consideration of all, wor- 
thy to be enforced upon every American mind, 


j un 
! ; i Š h 
| deny its truth. It is said that theacts which ema- 
i nate from the National Legislature rest upon the 
; Constitution as their foundation, and this is un- 


| small importance, and that is, upon what does the 


‘it is but a created thing. What underlies its foun- 
| dations and sustainsit? It is that principle which is 


| that good faith which metes out to all their rights— 
i the full measure of their legal, specific, and cove- 
i nanted rights. It has been often said, that every 
| system of laws rests upon something external for 
its support. This is unquestionably true, and 
| we know what that foreign thing is. In almost 
t allother Governments except this, it is the soldier’s 
| arm, and the bayonet wielded. by the soldier, and 
i both wielded by the will of a single mind. But it 


ernment is such as to repel the principle of force 
in its support and execution. It is an emanation 
of the will of the people; and the very idea of force 


| ble and contradictory. W hat are the enactments 
‘of jaw but the will of Government?—and what is 
‘the will of Government but the will of the peo- 
| ple? And, if there be opposing interesis—as there 
| always will be in so great a country—the safety 
| of the whole requires the sacred upholding of those 

to them all—and this is to be found in the ob- 
servance of good faith on the part of each section 

towards the other. And when this shall be oblit- 
j erated and destroyed, there is no sure foundation 

upon which such a Government as this can rest. 
| Force ina Government like this is to be employed 
|, only against its enemies, which are never supposed 
|i to be of its own household.” It is true that you 
| may put down a rebellion like that of Shay’s, in 
| Massachusetts, by military force. You may quell 
ji an msurrection like that which existed in Pennsyl- 
vania, denominated the whisky insurrection, dy 
military force. But whenever the military force 
of this Government shall be arrayed against the 
i military force of a State Government, and a drop 
: of blood shall be spilt or a blow struck, there will 
be wounds created so deep that no time can heal, 
resentments so flagrant that no grace can pardon, 


views and feelings : therefore 

Resolved, That ia the opinion of this Genvral Assembly, 
© the Constitution of thy United States is a compaet, a fun- 
damental treaty,” and that in order to our continued pro 
perity and happiness, that te Constitution and the laws of 
the fand ainust be cespeeted and obeyed. 


| 


Resolved, ‘Phat we will give no countenance or atd to i: 


those North, or South, who set up “ their own rute of con- 
duct” in opposition to, and as being higher than the Con- 
stitution; and while we would 
tought, spe 


i 
| 
i 
i 


1 
i 


Resolved, 
viduals 
ures, yet itis 
their requisiti 
their modifie 
the m 


ing : 
in i! 


the people 


f stsolemn form ; that e- 
Foce atau form ; that no pre 


provi Pand that we deem 
ade its requirements or nullify 


ABA ne no Lonest conviction even of what might be: 
expedient ean justify © assuinption of any power not |i 
granted, orthe violation of its provisions;?? ; 

j 


W our fret du 
its command 
Resolved, Thar the Secretary of State is here 


tv not to “iny 


by directed 


jand ruin so wide-spread that no wisdom can re- 
construct. 

{ believe there is such a thing as morality of 
law; not that morality alone which determines the 
character of law, but that which commands obe- 
dience to the provisions of law. lt arises upon 
the enactment of law, it is coextensive with it, 
it subsists with it; and from its obligations there is 


i 


! Constitution itself rest? Itis a superstructure— | 


; set forth in these resolutions, namely, good faith— ; 


| is different here. The very nature of this Gov- į 


applied to the freedom of will is both unreasona- | 


| 
|: 


li 
ii 
i 
gj 
j; 
li 


Í 


out in good faith. Here is a principle—a moral |: 


til its force shall be felt by all, and none shall ʻi 


ii 
l; 


i: doubtedly true; but another question arises of no | 


i 


| 
j 
i 


i 


laws which embrace and grant relative protection ! 


! 
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| ho escape. It is true that the casuist and carper ` 


| ; a 
may conceive thatthey can ask hard questionsas to ` : $ ` g 
ji may ALMEYCAN:: pare f "0 |. for her guidance the “higher law” doctrine, 
gress snail enact i 


$ 


what shall be done in case Con 
laws that are flagitious and immoral in their char- 


sible, it is the duty of every citizen to obey 
Mr. HEBARD, (interrupting.) I rise to in- 
quire whether any question is before the House? 
"he SPEAKER, A motion to print, 
Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 


have never been received. 


The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 
Mr. CABELL. They were oniy read for in- 
formation. i 
The SPEAKER. [ am informed it was the 
understanding of my predecessor, who tempora- 


acter. I answer, thatif the supposition were pas- | 


The resolutions ; 


They had been received by: 


t; 
i 


i 


i: Works, but to the evil. 


ft 
| 


H 


i| was before. Itis well ni 


lj 


rily filled the chair, [Mr. RicnarDsox,] that they 
were received by the House. i 
Mr. CLARK. (resuming.) I was proceeding 
to say that there might be those who might ask 
questions which they would conceive hard to be 
answered. I know but one rule of action, and- 
that is universal for every individual, for every 
mind. There is no such thing as rightful resist- 
ance to law, while law is law. To contend for any 
other doctrine would be to make war upon all 
law, and to reduce law to anarchy, and nothing 
else; for that is no law which some feel bound 
in conscience to obey, and others think they may 
rightfully disobey, and do disobey. Jt is easy 
; enough to float smoothly on when no adverse in- 
terests are met, when no prejudices are stirred; 
but when, in the course of the rightful government 
of law, these obstacles are met, what is it that is 
to cleave them down and suffer you to progress } 
It is nothing short of that good faith which is set 
forth in these resolutions, and which guaranties 
to all their rights according to the letter and the 
spirit of the Constitution; and it is precisely this 
which has made this country stand out in unri- 
valed individuality before the world and upon the 
page of history; and it is precisely for the lack of 
this that so many nations, struggling for freedom, 
have fallen so far in arrear of the best hopes and 
expectations of those who would have cheered 
; them on to the proud position which we occupy. 
There was no good faith on the part of the Gre- 
cian States. A spirit of rivalry and selfishness 
| overrode and destroyed their confederation. They 
| first destroyed themselves, and were then des- ` 
| troyed by a common enemy. They lacked that 
| good faith which, as the common bond of union, 
as the great fountain of pregervation, might have 
saved them from the conquering Roman. Had 
Poland been united in her counsels and her lead- 
ers, am not sure that it could have been proved 
to this day that she might not have success- 


| 


iof 


fully resisted the Russian and the Austrian to- 
' gether. And what has been the bane of poor 
Hungary? It has been more the want of devotion 
: to one another; more the existence of intestine, 
ithan foreign foes, And what of poor, pitiable, 
| unfortunate, despised France? The ambition of 
an unprincipled leader, and the magic of a mere 
| name, have trampled under foot the good faith of 
| the Constitution, and removed her at a greater 
| distance from constitutional freedom than she ever 
gh as impossible to up- 
| root the institutions and destroy the nationality of 
| a people who are bound to each other by the fel- 
| lowship of good faith, as it is to tear asunder the 
‘ everlasting hills. We have experienced scenes of 
| excitement and trouble here. We have seen dan- 
ger in the prospective, and we have shrunk from 
those scenes. Yet they have passed by, and not 
| a stone has been removed from the foundation, nor 
| scarcely a tile from the roof; and the result is to 
, be found in one single fact, and that is—obedience 
to law. 
But, perhaps, it may be inquired if the people 
the State whence I come need the cold and im- 
| perious teachings of duty to cause them to submit 
to the enactments of law? I would answer, that 
| is true only in limited circles. And gentlemen will 
| be prepared to believe the truth of what I state, 
| when they know that the people of Iowa have 
_ always been found in the course of public duty, 
and that no political heresy has stained her pubhe 
| councils, or marked her public course. She has 
; trod in the same path in which the fathers trod. 
_ In those paths she delights to walk, and in them 
she will continue to walk. She hes not taken 
falsely 
so called, “which leads to bewilder and dazzles 
to blind. But the higher law of truth she delights 
to honor, and this is that law: 
“Let every soul be subject unto the higher powers, for 
ere is no power but of God; the powers that be arc or- 


th 


; dained of God. 


‘* Whosoever, therefore, resisteth the power, resisteth the 
ordinance of God; and they that resist shall receive to 
themselves damnation—for rulers are not a terror to good 
Wilt thou, then, not be afraid of the 
power? Do that which is good, and thou shalt have praise 
of the same. ™ 


Weall know that amongthe measures known as 
the compromise measures, that denominated the 
fugitive slave law presented the most difficulty. I 


' would not here touch any string which could vi- 


i 
i 


brate to discord, and I hope that I shall not do so; 


i but perhaps I ought in candor to say, that our peo- 
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ple are no admirers of the special institutions of 
the South, but they are willing that the people of 
the South should manage their own affairs in. 
their own way. We do not seek to dictate to 
them; we do not seek to bring them under tutelage 
tous. Our people have learned obedience to law 
and social duty. In the midst of those great 
principles where they have learned to forbear to 
say to their neighbor, ‘Stand by thyself, for I am 
holier than thou’’-where they have learned to 
forbear to make themselves ‘‘ busy bodies in other 
men’s matters’’—-where they have learned to re- 
ject ‘profane and old wives’ fables,” and where 
they have learned to yield assent to the great 
truth that “the powers that be are ordained of | 
God.” 

Sir, it is upon the broad platform of the Constitu- 
tion that we meet our brethren from the other side 
of a certain line, and we are willing to meet them 
upon that platform in all social duties, and in all 
duties which are required in our relations to the 
Constitution, to the law, and to the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, with this feeling upon the part of 
our people, with this devotion to the Constitution 
and the Union as they exist, you will be pre- 
pared to believe that they were weighed down 
with feelings of anxiety and trouble, when but 
two years ago anarchy almost reigned in this 
high place of legislation; when cool, discrimi- 
nating, far-seeing, patriotic Senators could not 
discover the soundings, or see even the twilight 
that comes before the morning. 

But, sir, there was encouragement in the fact 
that these men stood as firm as the pillars which 
surround you—that they abated nothing of their 
energy, nothing of their hope, nothing of their 
faith, nothing of their works, And at last the 
morning did come, and brought light with it; and 
we are willing te rejoice in that light. It may be 
that these remarks will be regarded as of little value 
by some, and perhaps they may be so regarded 
with propriety; but I cannot forbear to say that 
it is the fate of human conditions to be attended 
with murmurers. ‘The best were not exempt 
from them. They were found in the midst of 
that people of ancient days, who above all others 
were favored by an overruling Providence—who 
were led by more than land-marks of human 
wisdom, by the ‘pillar of cloud and the pillar of 
fire’’—-and when in their necessities they were 
hounteously fed by a hand above them, without 
care and without labor, while yet the flesh was be- 
tween their teeth they murmured. And when the 
law was being given them for their protection, and 
to better thetr condition, they preferred a calf to 
their God. And if all the minutiz of their history 
could be known, I think it possible they might 
have murmured even at the passage of the Red 
sea—murmured because the walls of water were 
not removed a little further apart, or because the 
spray was permitted to invest them, or hecause the 
stones were not all removed from the bottom. 
But, sir, we would rather take up the spirit of the 
song which was then and there sung: ‘right hath 
triumphed gloriously; the horse and his rider are 
cast into the sea.” 
Mr. HEBARD. I would inquire if the ques- 
tion is on the motion to print? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. HEBARD. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
tions were ordered to be printed. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. COBB. I have a set of resolutions from 
the Legislature of Alabama, relative to a grant, of 
land for school purposes in lieu of valueless six- 
teenth sections in the said State, which I desire to | 
present and have them referred to the appropriate 
committee, I will state that that committee has 
other similar resolutions under consideration, and 
I wish to have these presented now, and I wish 
the unanimous consent of the House for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. ORR. Does the gentleman want to make 
a speech upon them? 

Mr. COBB, Certainly not. 
fer them, 

There was no objection, and they were accord- | 
ingly presented and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


i 
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T only want to re- 


— : - 
Mr. FLORENCE. Iask the unanimous con- | 
| Sent of the House to submit certain resolutions 


; under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : `! 


i 
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passed by a meeting of soldiers of the war of 1812, | 


in the city of Philadelphia, in regard to bounty }) 
land. I ask that they may be read. 

Objection was made. 

On motion of Mr. ORR, the House then ad- 


journed to twelve o’clock to-morrow. 


f 
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NOTICE OF BILLS. 

By Mr. HEBARD: A bill entitled “Anactto grant bounty | 

land to Zachariah Bossett, for services and privations in the | 

revolutionary war.” 

Also, a bill entitled “An act to place the name of Garner 
Rix on the list of revolutionary pensioners.” 

PETITIONS, &e. a 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented | 


ad 


t 


By Mr. PORTER: The petition of Jeremiah J. West, of |; 
Callaway county, Missouri, for permission to locate Jand ` 
warrants Nos. 27, 619, and 1092, issued in the names of į 
Jane Chambers, John West, William West, Elizabeth Gen- | 


denier, Emily West, Jeremiah J. West, and Louisa Fields, jj 


as heirs of Jolly West, 
named therein. 

By Mr. MILLER: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Missouri, praying Congress to. permit them to locate other 
land in lieu of a certain sixteeth section. 


for the benefit of all the parties 


By Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: ‘The petition of Henry i 


McUallen and 76 other citizens of the parishes of Sabine 

and Natchitoches, praying for a change in a mail route. 
Also, the petition of Mrs. Louise Pintard Screven, widow 

of Lieutenant Colonel R. B. Screven, asking a pension. 
By Mr. ALLISON: The petition of Richard Donaldson 


and 189 others, citizens of Washington county, Pennsylva- | 


nia, for a law prohibiting the transportation and delivery of 
the mail on the Christian Sabbath or Lord's day. 
Also, a similar petition signed by the Rev. Josiah Hutch- 


man and 71 others, citizens of Lawrence county, Peuusyl- i 


vania. 

Also, two petitions signed by D. L. Morris and 71 others, 
citizens of Lawrence county, Pennsylvania, for a modifi- 
cation of the existing tariff laws, so as to more effectually 
protect the manutacturing interests of the country. 

Also, two petitions signed by James Brice and G. V. 
Lawrence, citizens of Washington county, Pennsyivania, 
against the extention of the Woodworth patent. 

Also, the petition of John Steen, of Beaver county, Penn- 
sylvania, a soldier of the war of 1812, fora pension. — © 

Also, the petition of T. M, T. MeKennon and 470 others, 


citizens of Pennsylvania, for protection to the Wheeling ; 


bridge. 
By Mr. BELL : The petition of Frank Holliday and C. 
B. Millson, deputy marshals of Montgomery county, Ohio, 


praying for additional compensation in taking the census of ‘i 


said county. 

Also, the petition of 100 citizens of Greene county, Ohio, 
praying for the establishment of a mail route from Spring 
Valley, in Greene county, Ohio, via Bell Brook to Dayton, 
Obio, with letter of Department. 


By Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky: The petition of Charles | 
C. Carson as administrator of Captain Janes Dysart, de- .- 
ceased, for land and commutation for full pay ior services ; 


rendered in the war of the Revotution. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The petition of Charles F. Sel- 
buld for money due him on timber coutracts with the Navy 
Department, erroneously paid by order of that Department. 

Also, the memorial of Benjamin T. Howe, and 77 other 
citizens Of Phitadelpaia, asking tor a renewal of the patent 
for Wordworth’s planing machine. 


Also, the remonstrance of Joseph R. Atkins, Stephen | 


Webs, and 195 other carpenters of the city and county of 
Philadelphia, against the extension of he Wordworth patent 
for a planing machine, accompanied by an affidavit that 
the signers are all carpenters as set forth in the remon- 
strance. 


By Mr. WELCH: The petition of 90 citizens of Wash- : 


ington county, Ohio, praying thatthe bridges of the Wheel- 
ing and Belmont Company may be established as post 
roads. 
By Mr. BISSELL : The memorial of Mrs. Rosana Sow- 
ards praying for a pension. 
By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of Samuel Potter, and 
69 other citizens of the county of Philadelphia, asking Con- 
| gress to pass an aet for the extension of the Woodworth 
patent. 
Also, the j 


int resolution of the Jegislature of the State 
į of Pennsylvania instructing their Senators and Represeuta- 
| tives to Oppose every measure to establish a United States 
! Mint in the city of New York. 

By Mr.'f. M. HOWE: ‘The petition of Samuel Ashman, 
P. B. Barbeau. Robert R. Livingston, and others, praying 


i the river St. Marie, Michigan. 
Also, the remonstrance of Williara Wilkins, Johu B. 
Guthrie, Thomas Scott, and 500 ather citizensof Alleghany 
onnty, Pennsyivania, against the renewal of the Wood- 
worth patent. 
! Also, the memorial of John Gricr, and others, of Alle- 
: ghany county, Pennsylvania, praying for the construction 
| ofa canal atthe Malls of the river St. Marie, Michigan. 
Also; the petition of J. Harrow Foster, and 600 other cit- 
izens of Western Pennsylvania, praying Congres 


se to de- 
clare “ the forcible intervention of one Stute in the internal 
te to be a violation of the pablic law 


: affairs of another Sta 
of the world.’? <2 ? 
Also, the petition of Matthew MeDonald, a citizen of 
: Pennsylvania, for an allowauce of S22) 15, alleged to be 
| due him on an equitable settlement tor work performed for 
i the Government. ; 
. ByMr. BENNETT: The remonstrance of Jobn A. Col- 
| lin and 250 other citizens of Broome county, New York, 
i against the renewal or extension of the Woodworth patent. 
“By Mr. CURTIS: The petition of Archibald Merriman, 


for a beacon Jighton Round Island, near the entrance of ii 


ldier, praying 


of Crawford county, Pennsylvania, an old so 
for a pension. 
By Mr. SUTHERLAND: The memorial of the Chamber 


: of Commerce of the city of New York, ia relation to the 
; tonnage duty on the vessels of France and of the United 


States in the ports of each other, and recommending that 
the Sth article of our treaty with France be so altered that 
the vessels of each nation shall pay no bigher tonnage duties 
in the ports of the other than the vessels of France and of 
the United States may pay in their own ports, respectively. 

By Mr. BUELL: The remonstrance of 70 citizens of 
New York, against the renewal of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Timothy G. Coffin, 
Charles Gunnell, William F. Drew, and 283 others, citizens 
of New Bedford, Massachusetts, in favor of the extension of 
the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. MACE: The memorial of Nathaniel Ingles, Al- 
len Barnes, and 40 others, citizens of Carroll and White 
counties, Indiana, praying for the passage of a law prohib- 
iting ali persons in the employ of the Government from 
transacting business on the Sabbath. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Indiana: The petition of James 
Smith, William H. Vanneman, and 121 others, citizens of 
Wayne county, Indiana, praying that the Woodworth pat- 
ent be not extended; that no act be passed legalizing the 


į reissue of the patent upon the amended spceification of 


1845; and no general law for the relief of patentees, which 
H shall enable a particular patentee to crush all others bya 
i} single suit. 

|; _ By Mr. SCHERMERHORN : The remonstrance of Alfred 
| Hoyt and others, of Monroe county, New York, against the 
further extension of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. McLANAHAN: The memorial of Mrs, Sarah 
| M. Smead, of Carlisle, Pennsylvania, widow of Captain 
| Raphael C. Smead, deceased, late of the fourth regiment of 
the United States artillery, praying for a continuation of her 
pension of 320 per month, for the services of her deceased 
husband. 


fi 


i 
il 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, March 9, 1842. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burien. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

; A message was received from the President of 
i| the United States, transmitting to Congress a dis- 
‘| patch addressed to the Secretary of State by the 
‘| Minister of the United States at Mexico, and the 
|| papers therein referred to, relative to the cemetery 
which has been constructed in the neighborhood 
' of that city, as a place of sepulture for the remains 
‘i of the officers and soldiers of the United States 
| who died or were killed in that vicinity during the 
H late war, and for such citizens of the United States 
; as may hereafter die there. Also, a copy of the 
‘ report of the agent who was sent for the purpose 

of superintending the work, from which it appears 
| that $2,500 or $3,000 are required in addition to 
| the amount already appropriated by act of Con- 
gress, to carry the object of that appropriation into 
full effect. The message was read, and referred 
' to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A message was also received from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a letter from 
the Governor of the Territory of Minnesota, with 
the statements to which it refers, of the disburse- 
: ments up to the Ist of January last, of the money 
appropriated by the act approved June 11, 1850, 
i for the erection of public buildings in that Terri- 
', tory; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Ben- 
‘ate a copy of the revised statutes of the Territory 
_ of Minnesota, passed at the second session of the 
i Legislative Assembly, commencing January 1, 
i 1851; which was referred to the Committee on 
': Territories, 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 

made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 

| and accompanied by a copy of a report of a geo- 

: logical exploration of California, by Joseph Gritz- 

i ger; which was read, and referred to the Coramit- 
; tee on Finance. 


i 
i 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. DAVIS presented two memorials of ahip- 
owners, merchants, and other citizens of Massa- 
. chusetts, praying that further aid may be extended 
>to Collins’s line of steam-ships: which were re- 
- ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of a cammittee of th 
. England Historic Geneological Sneiety ati 
' praying that copies of the Journals and doc 
| of Congress may be furnished for the use of 

Association; which was referred to the Committee 
; on the Library, 

Also, the petition of Edward Everett and others, 

p ag that the New England Historic Genso- 

logical Society, at Bostou, may be furnished with 

copies of the Journals and documents of Congress: 

© which waa referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 


Ne 
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Mr.JAMES presented three petition of citizens 
of the city and county of Philadelphia, remonstra- 
ting against the extension of Woodworth’s patent | 
for a planing machine; which were referred to the | 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. | 

Mr. BRADBURY presented two memorials of | 
citizens of Washington, in the District of Colum- 
bia, praying certain amendments to the charter of |; 
that city, and an extension of the right of suffrage; | 
which were referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. WALKER presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Huntingdon county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing that the public lands may be sold to actual 
settlers only, and in limited quantities; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PRATT presented a petition of citizens of 
St. Mary’s county, Maryland, praying a modifi- 
cation of the bounty land law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted a document in relation 
to increasing the compensation of certain deputy 
naval officers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. i 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Cornelius 
Macaulay, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution 
authorizing the appointment of an Assistant Post- 
master General; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred several petitions of deputy 
marshals throughout the United States, asking ad- 
ditional compensation, submitted anadverse report, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to which was referred the bill to amend 
an act entitled “ An act proposing to the State of 
Texas the establishment of her northern and west- 
ern boundaries, the relinquishment by said State 
of all territory claimed by her exterior to said 
boundaries, and of all her claims upon the United 
States; and to establish a territorial government 
for New Mexico,”’ approved September 9, 1850, 
reported back the same with an amendment. 

My, SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which were referred the memorial 
and the several communications relating to the 
proceedings of the general court-martial for the 
trial of Brigadier General George ‘Talcott, asked 
to be discharged from the consideration of the 
same; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Daniel Nippes, asking 
compensation for certain arms manufactured for 
the War Department, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration thereof; which was agreed 
to. 


i 


| the United S 


| ported a bill for the relief of William K. Jennings | 


| sent of the Senate to take it up and dispose of it 


t 
i 
| of $124, for services in transporting the mail from | 


; ing to each commissioned officer of the Navy of | 


fairs, to which was referred the memorials of L. | 
M. Goldsborough, G. J. Van Brunt, and J. F. | 
Blunt, praying to be allowed additional compen- ! 
sation, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill | 
for their relief; which was read and passed to the i 
second reading. The report was ordered to be `i 
printed. | 

He also, from the same committee, to which | 
was referred the bill from the House of Represent- | 
atives for the relief of Gustavus A. De Russy, late | 
an acting purser in the Navy, reported it without 
amendment. i 
_ Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred t 
thousand additional copies 
Committee on Finance in r 


he mation to print twa | 
of the report of the i 


elation to the coins of ii 


| to the States within which they lie, for the pur- | 
;| pose of constructing railroads and canals; which j 
i 
l 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval Af- | 


| unnecessarily large and burdensome to foreign correspond- 
; ence, and whether something may not be done, and, if SO, į 
|. what, to secure the great boon of cheap ocean postage. | 


tates, reported in favor thereof; which | 


was agreed to. : . | 
Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee of Claims, ; 
to which was recommitted the petition of Joseph | 
Hiil and Sons, submitted an adverse report. 
Mr. MANGUM, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to which was referred the petition 


of the legal representatives of William Bean, re- 


and Aphia Jennings; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives for the relief of the ex- 
ecutors and heirs of Thomas Fletcher, deceased, 
reported it without amendment. 


ELIZABETH PREWITT. 

Mr. RUSK. I have been unanimously in- } 
structed by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads to report back and recommend the 
passage of a joint resolution, from the House of 
Representatives, for the relief of Elizabeth Prew- | 
itt, widow and administratrix of Robert C. Prew- | 
itt, deceased; and I would ask the unanimous con- | 


now. It will not occupy more than five minutes, | 
being a just claim in favor of a widow, requiring | 
the payment of the sum of $124 only. The cir- ; 
cumstances are these: Her husband, during his 
lifetime, at the lettings of mail contracts in 1846, 
bid off two small post routes. On one he bid $74 
a year, and on the other $43 a year. The post- 
master, who certified the bids to the Post Office | 
Department, placed them both to the lowest num- 
ber. When the bonds were presented to him for | 
that amount, he refused to sign them; but the Post- | 
master General told him he had better enter into the 
bond to carry the mail at the price named, for it 
would cost more to obtain the balance by a suit | 
than to carry the mail. ‘The Department did not 
feel themselves authorized to correct the mistake 
after the bond was executed, and he performed 
the service, and died. His widow now asks the | 
difference between the real bid of $74 and the sum 
received, of $43 per annum. I hope it may be 
considered now. 

There being no objection the joint resolution 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes and directs the Postmaster General 
to pay, for the relief of Elizabeth Prewitt, widow 
of Robert C. Prewitt, late of Missouri, the sum 


Auburn to Ashley, in the State of Missouri, from 
the Ist of July, 1846, to the Ist of July, 1850. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, was ordered toa third reading, 
and was read a third time and passed. 


BOUNTY LAND TO SAILORS. 
Mr. STOCKTON, agreeably to previous notice, | 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill grant- | 


the United States, who served in the war against ` 


| Mexico, one quarter section of land; and to all | 


petty officers, seamen, ordinary seamen, lands- 


| men, and boys, and to all others who served on į 


board of steamers, one quarter section of land | 


i each; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 


Mr. HUNTER, by unanimous consent, asked 


ij and obtained leave to introduce a bill to provide 


| 
SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. | 
| 
p 3 i | 
for the sale of certain portions of the public lands ! 


was read a first and second time by its title, re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
REDUCTION OF OCEAN POSTAGE. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution | 
submitted by Mr. Sumner, the Sth instant, rela- | 
tive to ocean steamers and cheap postage, and | 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and | 
Post Roads be directed to inquire whether the present | 
charges for letters carried by the ocean steamers are not 


DEPUTY NAVAL OFFICERS. fi 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution | 
for consideration; which was agreed to; 


i having been amended, on motion by Mr. Symyer, | Mr: JONES, of tien, 


: it was agreed to, as follows: i 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of increasing the compensa- 
tion of the deputy naval officers in some of the principle 
ports of the United States. 

THE SCHOONER AMISTAD. 

Mr. MASON submitted the following resolution 
for consideration; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to inquire into the propriety and justice of pro- 
viding by law, pursuant to the recommendation of former 
Presidents of the United States, and last by President Polk, 
in bis message of the 7th of December, 1847, for the pay- 
ment of the claim therein mentioned as arising to certain 
Spanish subjects, in the case of the schooner Amistad. 

THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Bayarp on the 8th instant, for 
the appointment of a select committee of five mem- 
bers, to consider and report what alterations should 
be made in the plan for the publication of the re- 
turns of the Seventh Census before the same is 
printed; which was agreed to. 

On motion, it was ordered that the Committee 
be appointed by the President pro tempore. 

And Mr. Bayarp, Mr. Bortanp, Mr. Davis, 
Mr. Arcuison, and Mr. Brix, were appointed. 


ELECTION OF JUDGES IN OREGON. 

On the motion of Mr. ATC HISON, the follow- 
ing resolution, which he submitted on the Ist in- 
stant, was taken up, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of so amending an act to es- 
tablish the territorial government of Oregon, as to authorize 
the Jegally-qualified voters of said Territory to elect their 
Governor and judges. 


NON-INTERVENTION. 

Mr. CLARKE. I move that all the previous 
orders be postponed, for the purpose of taking up 
the resolutions which I had the honor to offer to 
the Senate some time ago, on the subject of non- 
intervention. When this subject was last under 


i| consideration—some ten days ago—it was post- 


oned until to-day, the Senator from New York 

Mr. Sewarv} having the floor, and being desirous 
to proceed. The bill proposing a grant of land to 
the State of Iowa, which was under discussion 
yesterday, was postponed until Wednesday with 
that view. l hope, therefore, that the Senate will 
now proceed to the consideration of these resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. BADGER. I should like to be informed 
by my friend from Rhode Island, whether it is in- 
tended to proceed with the discussion of these res- 
olutions and go through with them, or whether it 
is intended, after the discussion of to-day, to re- 
sume the bill of my friend from Iowa, [Mr. Sonus ?] 
If the last-mentioned course is to be the under- 
standing, I shall offer no objection to the taking 
up of these resolutions; but if not, then 1 must 
object. 

Mr. CLARKE. Inanswer tothe Senator from 
North Carolina, I will state that that is the under- 
standing. The Senator from New York desires 
to speak on the subject of these resolutions to-day, 
and then they will be under the order of the Sen- 
ate, and the bill granting land to the State of Iowa 
will probably come up next. 

Mr. GWIN. I commenced a speech on a sub- 
ject of a great deal more importance than this some 
four weeks ago, and was cut off in the middle of 
it by this land bill. Ishould very much like to 
know whether I am ever to have an opportunity 
to finish it? The subject to which it relates is a 
practical one—to establish a navy-yard and depét 
in the bay of San Francisco. Some time ago I 
asked the Senator from Iowa to give me one day, 
and stated that with that day I would be satisfied, 
because this was an isolated question, and not one 
involving party disputes; but the Senator said no, 
that they should be through with that bill inaday 
į or two, but that is a month since. I would very 
much like to know, therefore, whether the Senator 
from lowa will give me a chance to-morrow to 
finish my speech ? 

In reply to the Senator 
from California, I musi say, that with every incli» 
nation to favor him, I cannot consent to give to- 
morrow, or any other day hereafter, for the con- 


| sideration of any other subject, till the Iowa land 


| bill is disposed of. At the time I made the sugges- 
| tion, that I thought we could have disposed of it 
in one day, I had good reagon to suppose that we 
could do so, because similar bills had been taken 
up and disposed of in fifteen minutes. I had no 


} idea at that time that the proposition of the hon- 
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orable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] | 
would have been introduced to embarrass the prog- | 
ress of my bill. If that proposition had not been | 
introduced, it would have passed long ago; and [| 
hope it will now pass as soon as Thursday. I de- | 
sire to say, that day after to-morrow, I shall en- 
deavor to induce the Senate to sit out the bill, or 
sit until Friday morning at all events, till the pri- 
vate bills come upe | 

Mr. CHASE, Iam disposed to vote for taking | 
up these resolutions in relation to intervention at: 
this time, but I really hope that this will be the ; 
last time they will be allowed to interfere with the | 
regular order of business. I am exceedingly anx- |i 
ious that the bill granting land to the State of Iowa | 
shall be pressed to a speedy decision, and that | 
then we may take up the bill relating to the navy- | 
yard in California, which is next in order of busi- | 
ness. I havea bill of much importance to the | 
State which I have the honor to represent, which | 
stands second on the Calendar, and has stood | 
there from the commencement of the session, but | 
has been delayed because we have taken up a bill ; 
on one day, and discussed it for a little time, and 
on another day another bill or resolution, and have 
discussed that awhile, and thus kave debated al- | 
most everything in the world without finishing | 
anything. Thope that mode of doing business | 
wil no longer be persisted in. | 

Mr. BRADBURY. Ihave been desirous for | 
some time to get the Senate to consider a bill of || 
practical importance, and I regret very much to | 
hear the honorable Senator from Iowa say that, | 
although he consents to-day to the interruption of | 
the discussion on the Iowa land bill, he will not | 
hereafter do so. I hope we are not to understand | 
that consent is to be given to the interruption of į 
the discussion upon that bill only for the purpose ; 
of discussing subjects of no practical importance | 
whatever, while subjects of great importance, 
which demand the consideration of the Senate, 
are not to receive its attention. [hope we might 
take up and get a vote on the bill making indem 
nity to those who have suffered from French spo- 
liation. Ihave no feeling of particular anxiety 
with reference to that bill, except that it has been 
intrusted to my charge as chairman of the com- 
mittee. I desire to havea voteupon it, and should , 
have insisted on having it taken up yesterday; but | 
for the request of the honorable Senator from ! 
Michigan, (Mr. FeLcu,] who was unable to leave | 
his room, that it might be suspended. I hope he 
will be in his seat to-morrow; and if so, I shall 
ask to have that bill taken up. Ido not wish, ! 
however, to consume any time myself in debating | 
it. i 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I desire to correct my | 
friend from Maine in relation to one remark he | 
has just made, I have never eonsented to give up | 
the discussion of my bill for any other subject. | 
At the time that my friend from Rhode Island | 
made his appeal to me on behalf of the Senator | 
from New Jersey some ten days ago, I did not |; 
then consent, but was overpowered by my friends, | 
who came and suggested that it would be good | 
policy to give way, and permit the Senator from 
New Jersey to proceed; that there was the hope 
that if the Senator from New Jersey was permit- | 
ted to go on, [ should probably gain a vote for my ': 
bill. [A laugh.] i 

Mr. GWIN. Then I am very sorry that the - 
Senator from Iowa did not conceive it good policy | 
to give way to me; but I suppose his reason for : 


not doing so was, that I had but one vote on my 
side. It was undoubtedly good policy to give 
way to the Senators from New Jersey and New 
York, for he will there undoubtedly get two votes 
[A laugh.] Very good policy, Mr. 
President. Now, sir, here was a bill of great im- 
portance to my State. It was discussed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bropuesp,] 
and I had in part replied, and I gave way on the 
understanding that my bill-would come up on the | 
following Monday. That is four weeks ago; ! 
and although I have made many efforts, I find I 


| 


for my one. 


| 
il 
| 


i 
| 
| 
i 
f 
i 


Mr. GWIN. I am very glad to hear it. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. ATCHISON. [I think I can explain this 
matter of ‘policy’? to the satisfaction of the 
Senator from Califoritia. California is in the 
category with my State, inasmuch as it has within 
it public lands, and the Senator agrees with us. 


That explains the matter of policy. We have || 


nothing to ask from him—nothing to expect from 


him. He will be obliged to vote for the bill any 
way. [Laughter.] 
Mr. RUSK. I dislike to waste the time of the 


Senate, but I would much like to know when we 


are to have a vote upon this bill. When I first | 


took my seat in this body, I found a practice ex- 
isting which I think it would be well to revive— 
one depending upon the courtesy of the Senate, 


l 


i 
i 
I 


and I never knew an appeal made to the Senate in | 


that respect in vain. The practice to which l al- 
lude was this: When a bill of this description was 
brought forward, and was debated at length, and 
when a majority of Senators seemed to think that 


as much time as was necessary in debating it had | 


been consumed, it was customary to name some 


future day which should cover all the speeches | 


which Senators were anxious to make, on which 


the Senate would agree, as a matter of courtesy, | 


to take a vote on that bill. I trust, therefore, that 


|| something of this kind will be revived; and, as 


this is a good bill, I would suggest to the Senator 
from Iowa to name some day next week when we 
could take a vote upon it. 

Mr. BADGER. Why not say next Thurs- 
day? 

Mr. RUSK. Ihave no objection to Thursday. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on post- 
poning the prior orders to take up the resolutions 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Island. The 
whole of this discussion is irrelevant to the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. CLARKE. I hope the Senate will agree 
to take up my resolutions. There is no disposi- 
tion to interfere with the bill of the Senator from 
Iowa, or with that proposed by the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Gwin.] My object is simply to 
accommodate the Senator from New York, who 
is prepared to address the Senate upon these res- 
olutions, and desires to be heard to day. It will 
be recollected by the Senate, that a week or ten 
days since when the floor was occupied by the 
Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Mitiex,] in dis- 
cussing these resolutions, the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Sewarp] took the floor, and that this 
day was assigned to him for the purpose of their 
discussion. ‘There has been an understanding in 


this Chamber since that time, that he would be | 


heard to-day. I can say, for myself, that I have 
no desire, personally, to urge these resolutions 
upon the attention of the Senate to the detriment 
of other business, and I shall not, for myself, ask 
for their consideration again. 

Mr. CASS. I think that, as a matter of courte- 
sy and comity, it is due to the Senator from New 
York, that he should be allowed to proceed with 
his remarks which he has come prepared to make 
to-day. I think there should be no objection. 

Mr. BADGER. Nobody opposes it. 

Mr. CASS. The time is occupied in offering 
objections. 


time. 
Mr. GWIN. 


I am not opposing it; though no 
such courtesy is extended to me. 


I came pre- 


ek to make my speech six or seven days, but | 


have not yet been able to do it. 

Mr. DOWNS. Ihave seen so much time oc- 
cupied in disenssions about taking up bills out of 
their order, that I see no other way to get along 
but to refuse hereafter in all cases to postpone the 
consideration of one bill for the purpose of taking 
up another. That is.the only way we can get 
along with business. The Senator from Maine 
has referred to the bill in relation to French spoli- 
ations, and desires to have some action upon it. 
Iam in favor of that bill, and I give notice that 


If the Senator had been allowed to 
proceed, he might have got half through by this 


cannot obtain the floor, because my bill involves 
a question of practical importance to the country. 
Now, I know that there are a dozen speeches yet 
to be made on the subject of this Iowa bill. The 
Senator from New York is about to speak to-day 
on these non-intervention resolutions, and then he 


will probably occupy the Senate to-morrow with : 


another speech, on the land bill. 
Mr. SEWARD. No, sir. 


‘| when it comes up, I shall oppose any motion to 
‘| postpone it so as to make it give way to any other 
+) bill. I trust, therefore, that when any such prop- 
i; ositions are made in future, I shall not be consid- 
; ered as being illiberal if I oppose them all, and 
|| especially these abstract questions. 

| Lam perfectly tired of this manner of proceed- 
i) ing. 3 
i stood that the Senator from New York is to pro- 


I do not object to-day because it is under- | 


, ceed, but I hope this will be the last time such a 
course will be taken, and that, hereafter, we shall 
take up the bill giving land to Iowa, and then 
those that come after it in their regular order où 
the Calendar. If there is any bill which will not 
lead to debate, there will be no objection to its be- 
ing taken up; but what I mean is, that Iwill not 
consent to take up a bill out of its order which will ° 
lead to debate, and thus disturb the action of the 
Senate. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone the prior orders, and it was agreed to. 
Mr: SEWARD asked that his amendment be 
read. 

Mr. MANGUM asked for the reading of the 
original resolution and all the amendments, and 
they were read accordingly. 

Mr. SEWARD then spoke at length in favor 
of his amendment. His speech will be found in 
the Appendix. 

Mr. Sewarp having concluded— ; 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee said: Mr, President, 
in continuing the discussion of this question, I de- 
sire to conform,as far as I may, to what seems to be 
the wish of the Senate. I do not desire to trespass 
long upon the patience of the Senate at any time. 
I believe it will be accorded to me by all, that I 
have not done so thus far. I feel, however, an 
inclination to express to the Senate what I believe 
to be the feelings and the opinions of those whom I, 
in part, represent, touching this important subject. 


ĵ And all I ask of the Senate is, that they will give 


to me such an expression of their wishes as to the 
time they would desire, or be willing to hear me, 
in order that I may conform my conduct to their 
wishes. Ihave no particular choice as to the time. 
I should prefer, however, to go on at as early a 
day as might be consistent with the interests and 
wishes of other Senators. I beg gentlemen who 
have questions of interest before the Senate, to de- 
clare their views asto thetime. I believe the hon- 
orable Senator from Iowa [Mr. Jones] feels a deep 
concern for a measure that is to be before the Sen- 
ate for consideration to-morrow. I therefore ean- 
not ask or expect that his measure shall be super- 
seded for my convenience. Other Senators have 
expressed a similar wish. I am willing to agree 
to any day, provided it is an early day. And I 
believe that one of the distinguished Senators from 
Louisiana [Mr. Souz] desires to be heard on this 
guesuon, and would prefer to speak at an early 

ay next week. If Senators are willing, I would 
fix some early day next week—say Monday or 
Tuesday. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Say Wednesday week. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Senator from 
Towa suggests to-morrow week, I am willing to 
accede to that. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I have consulted with 
my friends, who are anxious for this bill to pass, 
and so far as I can ascertain on the other side of 
the House, I believe I may safely say that we will 
certainly take a vote upon it on Tuesday. 

Mr. SOULE. On Tuesday next? 

Mr. JONES. On Tuesday next. Indeed, I 
hope it will be taken before that time, but I think 
it will certainly not be delayed beyond Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understand that 
the Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Sovure] would 
prefer an early day next week—say Tuesday— 
and, if agreeable to the Senate, I would fix Mon- 
day as the day, in order that the Senator from 
Louisiana may have an opportunity of addressing 
| the Senate on Tuesday. 

* Mr. SOULE. Ifthe Senator from Iowa [Mr. 

Joxes] should be of opinion that the vote cannot 

be taken upon the bill, in which he feels some pe- 

culiar interest, before Tuesday, perhaps it were 

better to postpone this question till Wednesday 

; next. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Yes, sir; if you please. 
| Mr.SOULE. Otherwise it might interfere with 
| the debate on the bil] in regard to granting land to 
the State of Iowa, to aid in the building of a rail- 
road. So far as I am concerned, it is a matter of 
indifference whether this question is postponed 
until Tuesday or Wednesday. 1 shall probably 
| be able to take the floor immediately after the dis- 
| tinguished Senator from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 

| Tennessee move to postpone the further consid- 

eration of the subject till Wednesday next? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do, sir. 
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The question was then taken onthe motion to | 
postpone to Wednesday week, the 17th instant, | 
and it was decided in the affirmative. i 

On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the Senate 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespar, March 9, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. C. M. Buruer. : 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the bill granting to the State of Alabama the 
right of way, and a donation of public land, to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from Selma, in 
the State of Alabama, to the Tennessee river, at | 
or near Gunter’s Landing. The motion pending | 
is to refer, and upon that question the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Coss] is entitled to the floor. | 


PASSENGER VESSELS. j 
| 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I would ask |! 
the gentleman from Alabama to yield for a mo- |; 
ment, for the purpose of enabling me to get a bill |; 
from the Senate, in relation to the ventilation of i! 
passenger vessels, taken from the Speaker’s table, ; 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, so | 


that speedy action may be had upon it. 

There being no objection, Senate bill No. 250, 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
‘ to regulate the carriage of passengers in merchant 
‘vessels,’ approved February 22, 1847; also to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the |} 
ventilation of passenger vessels,’ approved May 
17, 1848,” was taken from the Speaker’s table, |: 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- |! 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. j 


BOUNTY LAND LAW. l 


I 

Mr. HASCALL asked the unanimous consent | 
of the House to present a petition from the inhab- l 
itants of Wyoming county, in the State of New || 
York, asking for an amendment of the bounty Í 
land bill, with the view that the same might be |: 
referred to a select committee, with instructions | 
to report a bill in conformity with the prayer of | 
the petitioners. | 

Mr. ORR. I object. f 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the ii 
petition cannot he introduced. : 

On motion by Mr. DISNEY, it was 

Ordered, That the papers and petition in the case of Ed- 
mund Dexter be withdrawu from the files of the House, and 
reterred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, by unanimous 
consent, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the widow of Lieutenant | 


James A. Deany, of Philadelphia, be withdrawn from the ; 
files of the House, and referred to the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, 


Mr. OLDS. 
ness, 


I call for the regular order of bugi- 


i Apte : 
“we ask no fortifications upon our sea-board. This | 


GRANT OF LAND TO ALABAMA. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- ; 
ness is called for, and the gentleman from Alabama | 
[Mr. Cors} has the floor. ji 

Mr. MeMULLIN. With the permission of. 
the gentleman trom Alabama, I desire to offer an | 
amendment to the bill. i 

Mr. OLDS. All this, 1 suppose, comes out of | 
the morning hour, and £ am anxious to geton with : 
the business. 

The SPEAKER. ltdoes. 

Mr, COBB. When we had this measure under, 
consideration a few days past, a proposition was 
made to go into Committee of the Whole, T no-i 
tified the House then that I had nearly concluded 
my remarks upon this measure, and that it was : 
probable, if they suspended the proceedings then, 
L might accumulate a new head of steam, and 
conclude thereafter to detain the House 
longer than J at first intended. A sense of pro- ` 

riety upon my part prompts me—though | may | 

ave considerable stëam aboard—to reserve my 
remarks for some future occasion, and to say now | 
only what I intended to have said then, and be as. 
brief as I possibly ean. Before I proceed, how- 
ever, allow me to eall the attention of the report- | 
ers to a litde error—and I am surprised that they — 
do not make more, from the clamor that not un- 
frequently surrounds them—an error by which | 
they have made me say that the road [ was advo- 
cating had been completed about two hundred !: 


somewhat. 


| able distance, and was under contract for about one 
miles of the entire work yet to be placed under 

; contract—making two hundred and five miles as 
i! question was up a few days since, by simply tra- 

; self on this occasion with doing so, and as briefly | 
ijas I can. i 
| and the Alabama waters, as I formerly said, by a 


i railroad connecting the Alabama river at Selma 
: with Gunter’s Landing, on the ‘Tennessee river. 


| selves through fertile valleys to meet each other, 


| vey of the map of the country through which the 
: members from Tennessee I would say, that if they 


(of the State. Let them follow it to Nashville, 


‘with mineral ore, 
i almost together. 


i defend our sea-board, if necessit 


. right kind of a army 


; reflection upon it; and inasmuch as 


miles. I did not intend to say that. J intended į 


to say that the road was completed for a consider- į 


hundred and sixty miles, leaving about forty-three 


the entire length of the road. i 
I was about concluding my remarks when this 


i 
1 
| 
l 
| 
i 


cing the line of this road; and I will content my- 


This road proposes to connect Mobile 


If gentlemen will take the trouble to examine the 
map and see how these mighty waters wind them- 


they wiil conclude with me that a junction should 
be formed. I think the importance of the work, 
in a national point of view, is one which should 
commend itself to the consideration of every mem- 
ber of the House. It strikes me that, upon a sur- 


road is to pass, no gentleman will be found to deny 
the great nationality of this work. And to the 


will examine the route of this proposed road, they ! 
will see that it passes through an agricultural part 


hence to Louisville, thence through Ohio and In- 
diana, thus connecting the Mobile waters with the 
two great Lakes—Michigan and Erie. Is this a 
work, then, of small moment? Is it not a work 
which will be pronounced, by every one who gives 
it a moment’s attention, to be of great national im- 
portance? The benefits that would result from 
such a work to the citizens of those States would 
be great, for this road, starting from Selma, in 
Alabama, rans through a mineral region—runs 
through a bed of marble not to be surpassed in | 


the Union—runs through a coal region which can- |! 


not be surpassed in the Southern States—runs |! 


I do not want to say this, i theu it shall be his duty to give further and reasonable time 


through an iron region. 
because I might scare some of my Pennsylvania | 
riends from the support of this bil. [-desire not 
to drive them from the support of the road. But, 
sir, this road runs through a country that is rich 
with coal and iron ore lying 


the States to which I have alluded to call particu- 


larly to mind the importance of this work to the |} 


Eastern members, the Western members, and the | 
Southern members. I may have occasion to call ! 
upon them to examine the merits of another work, 
which Lintend to submit to their particular and 
special consideration. Now, sir, if this road is 
to be completed, what, in a national point of view, | 
will be the benefits to our sea-bourd ? Sir, you | 
daily hear something said in relation to the A rmy, | 
in relation to making appropriations for fortifica. | 
tions upon your sea-board. Give us this road, and 


rond will enable us to get down to the sea-board | 
almost ina moment with an army. Tennessee, | 
Kentucky, and Ohio can also send down troops to | 
y should require. | 
Give us this road, and we want no standing army | 
in that country. Inthe sixth Congressional dis- | 
trict in Alabama we have a standing army—the | 
and give us this road, and | 
it will be more efficient for defense than all the for- 
tifications you can place npon the so 
of Alabama. 
gentlemen, through whose district this road runs, | 
have asufticient force always ready to turn prompt- 
ly out—as they ever have done, at the first sound 
of danger-—to the rescue of their country. f will; 
not trespass upon the House, but I must express | 
toy gratification at the indication which manifested | 
uself'a few days ago—upon the coming up of a bill : 
for that purpose, though of a limited nature—of 
disposition to exempt railroad iron from duty for 
a period of years. I say, 1 was glad to witness, | 
afew days since, in this House, indications of a | 
returning: sense of justice towards the railroads ! 


projected and in progress; and I am induced to | 


change my opinion of this House. Prior to that, I | 
thought it was a hopeless case to ask for favorable | 
action upon this bill; but I have had some little | 
my constitu- | 
ents expect me to do everything that is proper to | 
forward this act to aid in the construction of that | 
road, I will move, at the proper time, to put the bill ; 


I want the Representatives of ji 


ii its passage. 


this bill, I will withdraw that motion, and move 
to put the bill upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Lunderstand the gentleman 
made no motion to refer. 

Mr. COBB. Then I move to put the bill upon 
I desire to vote upon it. 
Mr. WHITE, of Alabama, obtained the floor. 

EXEMPTION OF RAILROAD IRON. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ifthe gentleman will allow 


‘me, I desire to move an amendment to the bill. T 


do it to get the sense of the House upon the prop- 


-osition contained in it, which is in order, as the 
‘bill is upon its engrossment. 


The SPEAKER. Itis upon its engrossment, 
There is already an amendment, inthe shape of a 
substitute, pending. 

Mr. WHITE yielded the floor to admit the 
amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to insert the prop- 


‘ osition I send to the table, as an additional section 


to the bill. 
The amendment was then read, as follows: 
That the iron for the construction of this and all other 
railroads in the United States, or the Territories thereof, 
may be imported free of all duty : Provided, nevertheless, 
‘That in all cases hereafter, whenever itis proposed to claim: 


, this exemption from duty in case of the importation of iron 


for such purposes, it shall be the duty of the person or per- 
sous importing the same to give bond in such manner as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, condi- 
tioned to show that within three years from the time of 
said importation, the said iron has. been taid down for per- 
manent use on some railroad; or in the event of fallure to 


| make itso appear, then the person or persons importing eaid 
| iron to be required to pay double the rates of duty now ris- 


{ 
l 
i 
i 
i 
i 


|! import its iron free of duty, 


quired by Jaw: Provided, further, That in the event of its 
being made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, that the omission to lay down said rails has 
not oceurred by reason of any fraudulent purpose to evade 
the paymentof the prescribed rate of duty on such iron, that 


for the bona 
railroads. y 

Sec. —. Be it further enacted, That all duties now due 
on account of the importation of iron for railroads be, and 
the same are hereby remitted: Provided, however, Thatin 
all such eases, the importation shall be in the name and for 
he use of some legally incorporated railroad company, or 
‘or a State or ‘Territory of the United States. 

Mr. HALL. Is that amendment in order? 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I beg leave to state that 
the bill under consideration is one encouraging the 
building of railroads by making a donation of 
lands. ‘Well, very clearly, anything relating tothe 
general subject, or providing that that road may 
ig unquestionably 


Jide application of said iron to the purposes of 


germane to the subject. 3 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 


original bill to provide fora right of way and a 


uthern borders |: 
I am satisfied that the honorable ` 


: although I understood that som 


cision of the Chair. 


grant of land to a railroad in Alabama. The gen- 
tleman’s proposition is to remit duties upon rail- 
road iron. ‘Phe Chair thinks the amendment js 
not in order, 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Iam sorry to differ with 
the Chair, but if you wili give them a right of 
way and a grant of land, why not let them import 
their iron free of duty? 

The SPEAKER. ` Does the gentleman take an 
appeal ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will not take an appeal 
myself, but some of my friends desire it, and if 
any gentleman will takean appeal 1 will sustain it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman does not 
appeal, I must object ta the debate. We are con- 
suming all the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
abama is entitled to the foor, but the gentleman 
from North Carolina has taken an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Idid not appeal myself, 
e of my friends 
would, i 

Mr. ORR. Twili take an appeal from the de- 
l think the Chair decided 
the other day, upon a bill granting landa to lowa 


:, for railroad purposes, that it was in order to make 


a donation of lands to Kentucky. . 
The SPEAKER, That is very true; but the 
Chair never yet has decided that the granting of 
lands and the remission of duties upon imported 
railroad iron, were kindred subjects. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina to let his appeal go over to some 
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other time. 
district is deeply interested in this work, dèsires 
to occupy the morning hour in addressing: the 
House. The appeal ean betaken at another time... 

The SPEAKER. Tf gentlemen do not discuss 
the question of order, it can be determined very 
soon by a vote of the House. The Chair under- 
stands the purpose of the original bill to be, to 
grant the right of way and a certain quantity of 
public lands—alternate sections, perhaps—for the 
construction of a railroad in Alabama.. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cuwear) 
submits arvamendment for the remission of duties, 
generally, upon all railroad iron that may be im- 
ported into the country. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is not in order; from this decision 
an appeal has been taken by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Orr.] 

Mr. HALL. I move to lay the appeal. upon 
the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded tellers; which 
were ordered, and Messrs. Crincman and Hovs- 
TON were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative, the tellers having reported—ayes 86, 
noes 31. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. WHITE. IJ think it proper that I should 
make an explanation of the vote L have just given, 
on the proposition to lay the appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair upon the table, before I proceed 
with the remarks that I intend to. make upon the 
subjectyunder consideration.. I voted in favor of 
sustaining the appeal, because I thought that 
amendment did not belong properly to the subject 
matter of the bill, The bill proposes a specific 
grant of the public lands, toaid in the construction 
of certain railroads. The gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Crineman,| as I understood his 
amendment as read from the Clerk’s desk, pro- 
poses legislation generally upon the subject of the 
exemption of all railroad iron from duty. In this 
view, and not, sir, because I was unfavorable to 
the amendment of the gentleman, 1 voted to sus- 
tain the decision of the Speaker. 

I shall now proceed—though under circumstances 
somewhat unfavorable, from the disposition mani- 
fested by the House a few days ago in reference 
to this subject—the appropriation of a portion of 
the public lands to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads—to make a few remarks upon the subject 
generaliy; und then call the attention of the House 
to what 1 conceive to be the peculiar claims of this 
road upon the consideration of this body. 

The close of the last and the beginning of the 
presentcentury were distinguished by three events, 
either one of which would have rendered illustri- 
ous the age in which it transpired. The first of 
these was, the separation of the Colonies of North 
America. from Great Britain, and the birth of a 
new and a free nation. Thesecond was, the form- 
ation of our Government, and the framing of our 
Federal Constitution and our State governments. 
And the third was, the invention of the steam en- 
gine, or the discovery and application of steam 
power to the propulsion of machinery. 

By our separation from Great Britain, we became 
the proprietors of an immense, and ina great part, 
uninhabited territory, combining richness of soil, 
salubrity of climate, and facilities for navigation, | 
which would soon lead an enterprising people to a | 
participation in its bounties and a development of 
its resources. This territory, embracing—as it did | 
then, sufficientarea for a mighty people—has since 
been extended, until our possessions have reached | 
from the Lakes to the Gulf, and from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific ocean. Our Government has gone ; 
into operation, and successful operation, for sev- 
enty years; and under it, we have seen State after 
State come up and take their places in the Coafed- 
eracy, with a rapidity and quiet which seem more 
like the delusions of magic than the magnificent 
realities of risen empires emerging from the wil- 
derness, and teeming with a happy population. 
Star after star has burst forth in this brilliant po- 
litical constellation, Each has taken its piace in 
our system; each shines with unborrowed lustre 
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My colleague, (Mr. Wuire,] whose 


| people would have manifested, to minds gifted with 


į tion of-a boundless wilderness of territory, for 


| out parallel; and this system has proved to be such 


| has been said, that despotic Governments alone 
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| each revolves in its own appropriate sphere; and 
perfect harmony and order illustrate the virtue and 
intelligence of a free people, and confirm the wis- 
‘dom and foresight of that-illustrious‘body of men 
who framed our Constitution. Thecharacter of our 


much less foresight than the framers of our Con- 
stitution, that the Anglo-Saxon race must one day 
become the proprietors of the North American 
Continent; and jn view of this progress, they have 
given to us a Constitution which in practice has 
demonstrated what in theory it professed—a capa- 
city for extension commensurate with the Conti- 
nent itself. Our ancestors found a young, but a 
giant’people, preparing to go forth to the subjuga- 


the building up of a vast republic, and they pre- 
pared for them a Constitution, suited to their then 
comparatively small condition, and also to that 
mighty confederation of States which the future 
was seen to develop. The system has worked 
well; and while those great. interests intrusted to 
the General Government, in which all the people 
of all the States are alike interested, have been 
cared for, preserved, and protected by. that General 
Government, the State governments have secured 
individual rights, and given just and equal laws to 
all; while both governments. have combined to 
protect and preserve the liberties of the people. 
Our growth and our prosperity have been with- 


| 


as to make its continuance, in its pristine purity, a 
common object with the American people. 

It has been said, and considerately if not wisely~ 
said, that a widely-extended territory and a-free 
Government cannot subsist together; and history 
has been appealed to, to sustain the assertion. Ít 


possess that energy and power which is necessary 
to send the vital fluid of healthful legislation to 
distant extremities, and to hold together the dis- 
cordant elements of distant and diverse interests, 


f 


|! for us. 


|i and it should fall. 
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i and easier, than was the intercourse between Porte 
| land and Boston fifty years ago; and our country. 
before its recent acquisitions. from Mexico—not+ 
| withstanding the acquisitions of Louisiana, Florida, . 
| and Texas—may have been justly regarded asmore 
‘compact, more a unit in senument, and inter- 
iest, and nationality, thanat the close of the Revd- 
_lutionary war. These mighty results, not properly 
| conceived because of their magnitude, are attrib- 
table—more than to any other agency, and prob- . 


|; i 
li ably more than to all others combined—io the 
li steam-engine. By its power, time and distance 
have been annihilated. By. its subtle, invisible, 
i but all-pervading: influence, penetrating societ f 
in its remotest condition, the supports of our. ad a 
mirable: Government have beén planted deep in the 
hearts of the people; and-national pride, national i 
iotism, and national unity, spring forth from 


! patri my 
' the conviction, that interest has confirmed what the 
: wisdom and foresight of our fathers had devised 
Our Government- is nota government of force, 
i but a government of free will; and no matter how 


l: much other influences may operate fora time, or 


| may affect individuals, we must rely ultimately 
i for its support upon the welfare of the people. If 


ij itis their interest to maintain and preserve the 


| Government, it will be supported and maintained; 
| and when it ceases to be their interest, it will fall, 
Now, although steam has done much in- bring- 
| ing distant parts of our nation near to each other, 
and in weaving together. our interests in such a 
manner, as to make that which is: the interest of- 
one part the interest.of all, much yet remains to. 
be done, which is necessary to the perpetuity. of 
our Government. ` Our navigable streams pervade 
| immense sections of our country, and furnish high- 
ways upon which is wafted the trade of millions. 
But there are large tracts of our country which 
are indented by no rivers; there are millions of our 
| people who are cut off from the benefits of the 
‘agency of steam, and are growing more isolated 
i every day, and more alienated frora the other por- 


i! tions of the nation. ‘These influences, sensibly felt 


i among our people, even at this time, will continue 
i to increase (unless some preventive is applied) as 
! time evolves, until the Government, and our nity 
as anation will dissolve beforethem. Separation, 


| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 


i 
| 
i 


course free, they only occur as the last resort, 
What is true of nations foreign to each other, 
is stiil more emphatically true of diferent parts of 


the same nation; and that agency which ispower- | 
ful to hold together, inamity and concord, the great | 


family of nations, is still more potential in binding 
together, in bonds of brotherly affection, the mem- 
bers of the same nation. Distance, and the want 
of means of transportation, are the great impedi- 
ments to trade and free intercourse in our country. 
These difficulties have been or can be overcome by 
steam; and in this way it enters into and becomes 
one of the most powerful elements of cohesion in 


our political system. New Orleans is now nearer, | 


in practical effect, to New York, than New York 
was to Baltimore in 1781; and the intercourse be- 


tween Boston and St. Louis is now freer, cheaper, - 


i distance, diversity, and conflict of interests are the 


which shall make the legislation of the Govern- 
Whenever this 
It is not in 


in the estimation 
of the people when they cease to promote the gene- 
ral happiness and subserve the public good. An 


grows naturally out of 

: wide-extended territories; and in a Government 
controlled by a majority, its tendencies result in 
legislation partial to the majority, and oppressive 
= tothe minority... The history of our Government, 
i brief as it is, exemplifies these truths wiih unmis- 
` takable force. The hostile array of sectional inter- 
i ests which recently shook this Capitol, ave, which 
i shook this nation to its very center, and which 
i now burns with smothered but fierce heat in the 
l bosoms of Northern and Southern men, should 
» awaken us to energetic and earnest effort to do all 
in our power to bring our people nearer together; - 

> to heal these sectional strifes; to make. the Interest 
| ofall one common interest. These are the shocks 
which manifest the destructive elements In our 


“antagonism of interests 
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political system; and unless provided against, they 
will prove the precursors. of our. common ruin. 
The sources of this danger aré multiplying,-and 
will, before many years, manifest themselves in-i 
new and still more formidable aspects. se S, 
Thé rapid increase of our population; the peo- 
ling of the Northwest, of California, -of New |; 
Mexico, Utah; and of Texas, and the growth of the | 
West, gratifying as they are in many respects, all |) 
present causes of intense anxiety to the consider- | 
ate statesman andthe true patriot... The. seeds of 
discord are ‘numerous. and fearful; and, unless 
counteracted, will multiply and become more dan- |; 
gerous, tillat length they will destroy the Republic. || 

Our Government isnot destined to fall, as other 
Governments have fallen, beneath. the blows of 
a conquering soldiery. From: without, we need 
fear nothing., United we can‘ defy the world in 
arms, and from within, the first attempt to coerce. |; 
by arms any respectable portion-of our Confeder- 
acy into submission to what. they deemed an un- 
just and oppressive Government, would array the 
sentiment ofthe nation so strongly in favor of the 
disaffected party, that the Government would find 
itself powerless to force submission. Our Gov- |; 
ernment lives and moves and has its being in the 
affections of the people, and when this is. with- 
drawn, it will ccase. to exist. It will die as does 
the animate form when the breath of life has | 
ceased to infuse itself into the system. 

But how can these dangers be averted?.. I 
answer by pointing to the experience of the past, | 
and to the present prosperous condition of our 
country. What has effected it? What has 
cheapenéd travel and transportation? What has 
multiplied intercourse and increased trade? The 
steam engine. By its agency the trade of the 
great West has emptied its treasures upon the Gulf 
and the Atlantic, and received in return the mer- 
chandise of our great. cities. The cotton of the 
South found a market in the North, and the trade 
of the North an outletin the South. North and 
South, East and West, our people have mingled j 
with each other, visiting by thousands and tens 
of thousands yearly the most remote sections of 
our country—each feeling impressed hourly with 
the great practical truth that the thousands of 
miles which he traverses is but the domain of 
our country, and that the millions whom he meets 
are brothers of the same great family. he native 
of the South or of the far West visits the place 
among the hills of New England where his fathers |; 
dwelt, and as he surveys each spot sacred in the || 
tradition of his family, or lingers with melan- 
choly pleasure around the tomb which protects 
their mortal remains, he feels that there is a tie | 
which binds that spot to his fur-distant home. He | 
is not a stranger there. It was the country of his 
forefathers. It is his country; and he congratu- | 
lates himself that when his course is ran, that he | 
and they shall rest beneath the soil of a common 
country, and, though separated by thousands of | 
miles, that the same banner shall fling its protect- H 
ing folds over him and them, and that banner shall | 
be the stars and the stripes of his native land. | 
Thus morally, socially, politically does intercourse |: 
operate upon the minds of our people, dispelling | 
ee expanding thought and affection, and i 
making individual and collective mind to identify | 
itself with and to grasp our whole country in its 
conceptions and aims. 

The greater this intercourse the greater will be 
our homogeneousness as a nation, and the less that 
intercourse the greater will be the alienation of one 
section from another, and the more rapidly will be |; 


hastened that catastrophe which we have so much |! 
cause to apprehend, and against which we are 'i 
called upon so imperiously to provide. Asa Gov- 
ernment we should provide against it, and as a 
Government we havethe means of providing against 
it, That same Providence who has heretofore 
watched over our fortunes, and shielded us from |! 
past dangers, has furnished us with the means of | 
providing against this; and those means are our 
public lands. With them we can build railroads 
through our whole country, which will bind us 
together, and preserve our institutions and form of | 
Government for ages to come. I will not enter 
into a calculation to show that the General Gov- 
ernment would be benefited in the matter of doll 
and cents, by an increased value oiy 
reserved to the Government alone 
roads, though I think it mi 
strated. 


ar 
en to the lands | 
g the line of the |: 


1 ght be easily d - 
i will not undertake to prove- ihat- the 


‘Imay add, now so. beneficial to the country in 


| ful, or whether it shall be wild, reckless, ruinous. | 
| This progress will go on, we cannot arrest, but | 


| can we adapt a narrow, sectional, and selfish 
; policy to the condition and career of this great 


i lands to the State of Alabama to secure a great 
‘ national good. 


| present condition of this road, and to some of its 


|, the map of the United States presents-a remark- 


; gable rivers and no natural facilities for steam 
+, communication. Our great rivers all diverge either 
j to the east or to the west; but along these extended 
| and beautiful valleys nature points out to man the 


! Washington, the communication by railroads is 


| Virginia and East Tennessee, to Dalton, in Geor- | 
| gia, (with the exception of the distance from Char- 


i to the Alabama and Tennessee river railroad, a 


development of.the trade and resources of one sec- | 
tion. of- the country-is a benefit to all the rest, but | 
I place my appéalyin behalf of grants of public | 
lands, upon higher. grounds —the preservation of | 
our eouniry and the perpetuity of the Republic. 
There is no-mode. in. which we can effect such 
works, so free from ‘constitutional objections, so 
easy of performance, so certain of success, and* 
effects outside of the grand’ object—~the building of | 
the roads. The question. for us to determine is | 
not, as-some are disposed to regard it, whether we 
shall give away -so many millions of acres of land 
for the-benefit of the States where the lands lie, 
but it is, whether we shall appropriate those lands 


{in such a manner as to avert from our Govern- į! 


ment the most formidable dangers which threaten : 


lit, and convert them into means of gupport and: 


defense; whether we shall held on to our lands į 


| until our title to them shall be swept from us by į 


the shock of internal convulsion, or the storm of i 
revolution; or whether we shall wisely apply them | 
in such a manner as to secure to ourselves, and i 
those who are to come after us, the blessings of : 
Peace, Liberty, and a written Constitution. i 
It is idle, it is worse, it is criminal in us to shut | 
ut from our view the dangers which are ahead į 
of us. It is folly to disregard the experience of | 
the past, or to overlook the natural operation ofi 
causes of alienation which exist in our social and | 
political system. It is the part of wise men and | 
faithful public servants to thoroughly investigate, 
and as near as may be, arrest or provide against | 
all events which threaten.the public weal. Let us, 
then, march up to the standard of. our destiny, 
and as patriots and American statesmen, without 
regard to petty interests or sectional feeling, do | 
our duty to our whole country. ' 
Mr. Chairman, the men of the present Con- 
gress maintain a most responsible position to the ' 
country, to the world, and to posterity. The | 


swelling magnitude of this nation demands en- į 


larged views and liberal legislation. We live in | 
an age of progress, and it depends upon us | 
whether that progress be sound, judicious, health- 


we may divert it. We are afloat upon the sea of | 
destiny, but our fate is in our own hands. A 
wise policy leads us to unbounded prosperity and 
unequaled glory; an unwise policy to bitter ca- | 
lamity and enduring shame. We canot fit the | 
garments of a child to the limbs of a giant, nor 


and growing country. Then I make an appeal to 
the House in behalf of the country, the whole 


country, its present interest, and the interests of || 


those who are to come after us. 


nected with Mobile and New Orleans, and thus by 
the building of this road, steam communication 
will be obtained over near six hundred and fifty 
miles of this great inland route from the north- 
eastern to the southwestern-extremity of the coun- 
try. The importance of such a route as this, 
from Portland to New Orleans, will be admitted 
by every one. In 'warit would constitute our surest 
and readiest means of defense, and. m peace. the 
stiongest ligament of our Union and nationality. 

The company for building this road was organ- 
ized alittle more than two years since. The stock 
paberiber amounts to $1,180,000. The route. 
has been surveyed. A part of the road is now 
finished, and by the first of August next sixty 
miles will have been completed. Eighty miles 
beyond this is under contract, and a large portion 
of it graded; and for the remainder, subscriptions 
| have been had, and every effort is being made to 
i complete the work. But the difficulties attending 
vn undertaking of this kind among an agricultural 
people, are perhaps known only to those who have 
| made the effort among such a people. We have 
the will to do all in our power for this great pro- 
| ject, but if left to accomplish it by our unaided 
| efforts, the work must be retarded for years. With 
the assistance provided in this bill, we can finish 
the road in a short time. 

Then, since you, as well as ourselves, are to be 
the beneficiaries of the undertaking; since the 
-whole country is to share inthe good which will 
flow from it, I ask for this grant in the name of 
the people whom I represent, and in behalf ofthe — 
people of the whole Union. 

Mr. ORR demanded the previous question. 

Mr..JOLINSON, of Tennessee, moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, for the purpose of ta- 
| king up the special order. 

CONTESTED ELECTION FROM NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise toa question of privilege. 
| T hold in my hand the petition of A. W. Reyn- 
olds, of New Mexico, contesting the riekt of Rica- 
arp H. Werrenrman to a seat on this: floor, as 
Delegate from the Territory of New Mexico. 

The.petitioner charges that inthe election which 
took place in the month of September last, under 
the Governor’s proclamation, no sufficient notice 
was given of the time of holding said election, and 
that in some portions of the Territory no ‘notice 
was given at all. ES 

The petitioner charges, also, that corrupt influ- 
ences were exerted by Governor Calhoun in that 
election, and that gross frauds were. perpetrated; 
that the election laws governing the Territory were 
disregarded, and that votes were cast upon another 
day than the day upon which the election was to 
be held, according to the proclamation of the Gov- 
ernor. 
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l do not ask this House to grant lands to 
this road for the sake of benefiting the people 
of Alabama alone. f place myself upon safer, 
and more enduring grounds. I ask you to give 


I ask the indulgence of the House 
for a few moments, while I call attention to the 
features in a national point of view. A glance at 
able continuation of valleys northeast and south- 


west, reaching from the State of Pennsylvania to 
the Gulf of Mexico. Along this line are no navi- 


locality for building artificial means of transport- | 
ation and travel, which shall excel even the capa- 
cious Mississippi. From Portland, in Maine, to 


now complete. From this city, through Western 


lotteto Lynchburgin, Virginia—sixty-five miles,) 
railroads are chartered, and are either complete or 
under contract for the entire route. From Dalton 


distance of about ninety miles, there are. several ! 
practicable routes. The Alabama and Tennes- 
see railroad, in length about two hundred and | 
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; ten miles, reaches from Selma, upon the Alabama | 


river, to Gunter’s Landing, and fills up by far the | 
most formidable interval of roads from Maine to | 
Louisiana. By the Alabama river, Selma is con- 


The petitioner further charges, that in casting 
up the votes for the purpose of deciding who was 
entitled to the certificate of election, the Governor 
entirely disregarded the law governing the case. 

I do not propose to express any opinion upon 
the allegations contained in this memorial, oras to 
the right of the honorable gentleman from New 
Mexico to his seat upon this floor, but I will move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee of 
Elections, and be printed; and upon that motion I 
propose merely to advert briefly to the course pur- 
sued by the Governor of the Territory in this elec- 
tion. It must be recollected 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, (interrupt- 
ing.) I rise to a question of order. A gentleman 
| rising to a question of privilege cannot interpolate 
; upon ita motion to print, and on that motion have 
a right to speak. 

The SPEAKER. It was competent. for the 
| gentleman from Missouri to present the petitions 

state briefly its contents, as he has done, and move 
that it be referred to the Committee of Elections 
and be printed. It is regularly before the House, 
and the Chair thinks that the question of printing 
is debatable. 

Mr. MARSHALL. My proposition is, thata 
motion to print does not come within the range of 
privilege, and cannot, therefore, supersede the 
business before the House. The gentleman may 
make the motion to print, but it cannot take pre- 
| cedence of the bill which was pending when he 
interposed his question of privilege. 

_ Mr. PHELPS. The subject-matter contained 
in the memorial is a proper subject of discussion. 

Mr. STANLY. I suggest to the gentleman 
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from Missouri, that he is entitled to the floor onthe 
question of privilege, and that he postpone his re- 
marks till the gentleman from New. Mexico is in 
his seat, that that gentleman, who is not now in 
the House, may have a fair chance of putting the 
matter right before the House. . 

Mr. PHELPS. in response to the appeal made. 
to me by the gentleman from North Carolina, I 
will remark that I do not propose. to discuss. the 
right of the gentleman claiming a seat on this floor 
as Delegate from New Mexico, or to express any 
opinion on that subject. But I desire merely to 
advert to the corrupt conduct of the Government 
in the late election held in the Territory of New 
Mexico. 

Mr.STANLY. That must affect the question 
unfavorably, and I, therefore, ask the gentleman 
from Missouri to wait. until the gentleman from’ 
New Mexico is in his seat. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Dol under- | 
stand the Chair to overrule my point of order? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
motion to print is in order, and that being properly 
before the House upon a question of privilege, 

discussion is in order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire now to asce ain | 
whether, if this matter should be postponed till to- 
morrow. i 

Mr JOHNSON, of Georgia, (interrupting.) 
Will the gentleman from Missouri permit me to 
ask him whether he has in his possession an¥ evi- 
dence of corruption on the part of the Governor of 
New Mexico? 

Mr. PHELPS, 

uiry. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
of this corruption. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from: North 
Carolina [Mr. Sranxy] appeals to me to forego any 
discussion upon this subject, because of the ab- 
sence of the Delegate from New Mexico, but the 
gentleman from Georgia desires me to enter upon | 
the discussion now. I feel disposed to acquiesce 
in the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
North. Carolina, provided I do not thereby lose | 
my opportunity to submit the remarks which I 
design to make. 

The SPEAKER. This being a question of |) 
privilege, in the opinion of the Chair, the gen- 
tleman can call it up hereafter, and at any time he 
chooses, 

Mr. PHELPS. Very well, sir; then I will give |; 
way now. | 

{Here the subject was dropped. ] 

‘The question then recurred on the motion of the ! 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson,] that 
the rules be suspended and the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up the spe- | 
cial order. : i 

Mr. BROOKS. Before that motion is put, I 
wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee, when 
he intends to bring this debate to a close? My 
reason for making the inquiry is, that there lies 
behind the special order an appropriation bill with- 
out which the Government cannot be carried on 
much longer. If that bill is not speedily passed, 
the army will have to be withdrawn from Cali- 
fornia, New Mexico, and Oregon. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will say, in 
reply to the gentleman from New York, that, if I 
understand the temper of the House, there isa very | 
considerable disposition to make some speeches | 
upon the bill which is the special order, and to | 
make some speeches upon matters and things in || 
general—for Buncombe. : f 

So far as I am concerned, individually, I should ! 
like the speeches to be confined to the subject-mat- |i 
ter of the bill itself, and to have speedy action jj 
upon it. The argument seems to have some | 
weight with many members on this floor, that-the i 
deficiency bill is behind this bill,and that it is im- 
portant that that bill should be passed. Now, 
those who are familiar with the practice of this | 
House know that we could at any time, by unani- || 
mous consent, pass by informaliy the bill which 
is now under consideration, and take up the defi- 
ciency bill; but then the same amount of time 
would be consumed in making political speeches į 
on the presidential question on that bill as on this. 

- The question then comes up, Had we not better |, 
go on regularly? The gas which has to be thrown |, 
off may, perhaps, as well be thrown off on this 
bill as on any other. 


7 


i 
it 
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I do not understand the in- 


I desire to hear the evidence 
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-Iam fully aware that the deficiency bill ought J 
Í to pass; but, at the same. time, I think it. more || floor for that purpose. 
| important that-a bill should pass providing homes | Mr. BROOKS. _ Very well, then; if T have not. 
ii for the thousands of homeless in the United States || the floor, of course I cannot make the motion: - 


Mr. JOHNSON. I did not intend:to yield the 


i 
$ 


than all the deficiency bills that could be origin- 
ated from this time to the close of the session. 
I look upon that as a highly important bill. 


_ Permit me to say, in conclusion, that [have no j 
‘disposition to consume the time of the House, and jj 


thereby delay the public business. I want to see 
Congress take speedy, efficient, and early action 


|| upon all those measures which pertain to the pub- 
| He good. So far as this deficiency bill is con- 


cerned, perhaps it ought to pass; but, at thesame 


i: time, [ think it would be one of the best things : 
that could happen. to this Government if many of } 


these Departments could be put upon bread ‘and 
water for a short time, and they would then, per- 

ps, suggest some means or plan by which the 

penses of the Departments could be retrenched 
and the public expenditures diminished. J ‘shall 
be willing, however, to agree that the debate shall 
be stopped at anv reasonable time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. What is the question before 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is on the motion to go 


into Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union on the special order. . 

Mr. BROOKS. Irise to a privileged question. 
I move the usual resolution for closing debate on 
the special order at two o'clock on Thursday 
next. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not in order 


pending the motion to go into Committee of the : 


‘Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROOKS. I understand the 
yields me the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have no objection to the 
resolution being introduced, as indicated by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] if it is 
the wish of the House. 

{Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported, as correctly enrolled, an 
act for the relief of Lieutenant Colonel Mitchell, 
of the State of Missouri; the act for the relief of 
Rufus Dwinel; and the act extending the time for 
selling the lands granted to the Kentucky Asylum 
for teaching the Deaf and Dumb, which bills sev- 
erally received the signature of the Speaker.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was going to appeal to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson] and 
the House to allow the special order to be passed 
by for the present, and take up the deficiency bill, 
which I have been pressing for several days. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. JI object to that most de- 
cidedly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from North 
Carolina will have time enough to object when I 
have concluded my remarks. 

With the permission of the House, I desire to 
have a communication read which I have received 
this morning, stating the fact that the Government 
drafts are now being protested for want of funds 
to redeem them; and it will involve an immense 
cost to the Government, if they do not either recall 
the army or grant means in some way or other to 
prevent these great losses. 

TheSPEAKER. Thecommunication can only 
be read by unanimous consent. 

Several Mempers objected. 


gentleman 


Mr. HOUSTON. Well, I have only this to. 


say: The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WoL- 


cox] who is entitled to the floor in Committee of: 


the Whole on the state of the Union, can get the 
floor and make his speech just as well upon the 
deficiency, bill 
Mr. WILCOX. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


gentleman as objecting. 


I did not object. 
I did not understand the 
I again appeal to the 


House to pass by the special order, and allow us |i 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state | 


of the Union upon the deficiency bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Has not the morning 
hour expired? 
The SPEAKER. It has. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the House 


state of the Union. 

TheSPEAKER. That motion isalready pend- 
ing. 

‘Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Jounson] yielded the floor for me to 


| make the motion to close debate upon the special 
: order. 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the | 


The question was then put upon the motion to 
| go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
f the Union, and carried in the affirmative, "a 


HOMESTEADS. > 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
f mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Hrssarp in the chair,) and “resumed. the 
| consideration of the special order, being House 
| bill No. 7, for the encouragement of agriculture, 
‘commerce, manufactures, and other branchés of 
| industry, by granting to every man; &c., one 
; hundred and sixty acres of land. 

_TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippt [Mr. Wuicox] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi to yield the floor, in order 
to enable me to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WILCOX. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. I then move to strike out all 
after the first section of the substitute of Mr. 
Brown, of Mississippi, for the bill, and insert the 
following: : 

Strike outall after the first section of the substitute, and 
insert: k 

Src. 2. Be if further enacted, §c., That all of the Jands 
of the United States lying within any State of this Union, 
which were subject to entry on the first day of Faly, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-one, and bave not since, been sold, 
shall be subject to entry for actual settiment and cullivation, 
forany quantity not exceeding one hundred and sixty aeres, 
as follows, viz: allof such lands which, on tbat day, had 
j| been subject to entry ten years, and not exceeding twenty 
i years, may be entered under this act, at the price of one 
i! dolar per acre ; all of such lands which had heen subject to 
ij entry twenty years, and not exceeding thirty years, may be 
entered at the price of seventy-five cents per acre; all of 
such lands which had been subject to entry thirty years, 
may be entered at the price of fifty cents per acre; all of 
such lands which had been subject to entry less than ten 
years on said first day of July, eighteen hundred and fitty- 
one, Which. shall not be sold under the existing laws within 
ten years thereafter, shall, after that time, be subject to en- 
try as aforesaid at the price of one dollar per acre.” And 
when any of the aforesaid lands shal] have remained: ten 
years subject to entry, at any ofthe reduced rates aforesaid, 
without being sold, the price thereof for entry under this 
act, during the next ten years, shail be reduced twenty-five 
cents per acre ; and such reduction of twenty-five cents per 
acre continue to be made every ten years, until such lands 
shall be sold, or the price thereof reduced to twenty-five 
cents per acre. And on any day appointed. as aforesaid, 
for the reduction of the price of the said public lands, any 
other Jands of the United States, lying within the said States, 
not subject to entry on the first day of July, 1851, which 
shall have been subject to entry ten years or upwards on any 
such future day for reducing the prices, as aloresaid, shall 
be subject to a like reduction of twenty five cents per acre, 
which reduction shall be repeated every ten years, until the 
lands shall he sold, or the price reduced to twenty-five cents 
per acre: Provided, however, That no lands shall be con- 
‘| sidered as entered under this act unless the price at which 
it is entered is less than $1 25 per acre: And. provided, 
farther, That no alternate sections or mineral lands, which 
‘have been or may be reserved by the United States, shall be 
eniered under this act. 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That the person ma- 
king entry, or application for entry, under this act, at a 
price less than @1 25 per acre, shall first make an affidavit 
before the register dr receiver of the land office where the 
| entry is proposed to be made, that the said applicant enters, . 
and proposes to enter, the same for his own use and bene- 
fit, for settlement and cultivation by aud for himself or her- 
self; and that the said applicant has made ho entry under 
the provisions of this ac:, whieh, with the additional entry 
then proposed ta be made, will make the whole quantity 20 
entered, and proposed to be entered, exceed one hundred 
and sixty acres. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. WILCOX addressed the committee during 
his hour. He remarked that he had nothing to 
say in regard to the bill pending before the com- 
mittee, but had a far more important question, at 
least to him and to the people whom he represent- 
ed, to speak of. He regretted the necessity which 
impelled him to refer to the compromise of the 
last Congress, but he would premise by saying 
‘that he was here as a Jackson, Union Democrat, 
i as contradistinguished from a Secession, Disunion 

Democrat. He then proceeded to justify the ad- 
i| mission of California, Utah, and New Mexico; 
i referred to the efforts of the secessionists in the 
l South to create a dissolution of the Union and 
build up a Southern Confederacy; and declared 
‘the Democratic party to be the constitutisnal 
! Union party. He denied the constitutional right 
| of any State to secede: and in conclusion, addressed 
i : 1 
"afew remarks to gentlemen of the North. He 
\ said that if the time should ever come when the 
! Union should be dissolved, and when the starry 


tf flag of our country should be torn asunder, thig 


Í 


| 
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gin would lie att 
North.. He hoped, 3 y would J 
their fanatic interference with the mstitutions of 
the South, and,.from ‘this moment, that all wotild | 
forget the ills which came well-nigh sinking the 
ship of State. The time was not fay distant when 
we should see the peaceful triumphs of our exam- | 
pleyand seeing we have so great a destiny to ful- 

; let us be wise for the future. 

See Appendix for Mr. W.’s speech.] 

Mr. RANTOUL, next obtained the floor, and 
addressed the committee during the hour.’ 

He replied to his colleague, (Mr. Davss,] who 
addressed’ the House on Saturday. “He denied 
some of that gentleman’s positions and assertions, 
and vindicated his unifortn consistency on political 
subjects for the last twenty years, challenging | 
proof to the contrary. ; 
fugitive skivelaw in his owa town, (Beveriy,)and 


į 
H 
i 


therefore it was not likely thata few days after he | 
should, as was charged, express himself in favor | 
of the law in Boston, about the time of the publie | 
meeting in that city to indorse the compromise 
measures. He justified the coalition between the 
Democratsand Free-Soilers; and said that for many 
years the Whigs, with the aid of the abolitionists, 
held the State; but the moment they found them- 
selves out of office by the new arrangement, then | 
it was. horrible. We held that the combination |i 
. was necessary; and in the course of his remarks ‘| 
referred to his views on the slavery question, | 
ai (Mr. R.’s speech willbe found in the Appen- | 
dix, 6 

Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. ROBBINS. With the permission of. the | 
gentleman, [I move that the committee rise. \ 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Thecommittee rose accordingly, and the Speak- | 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the j 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the | 
Union generally ander consideration, and partien- 
larly the special order, being House bill No. 7, to |; 
encourage agriculture, and for other purposes, and |! 
had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. CARTTER moved that the House adjourn; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. | 

PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 


under the rule, atid referred to the appropriate committees: || 


By Mr. BARRERE: The remonstrance of numerous cit- 
izeny of Clermont county, Ohio, against the renewal of the 
Woodworth patent, 

Also, the petition of euudry citizens of Brown county, 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a tri-weekly mail 
route from Williamsburg, in Clermont conpty, via Sardinia 
and Fincastle, in Brown county, to Winehester, in Adis 
county, Ohio, 

By Mr-CORTIS: The petition of citizens of Clarion | 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for a maditieation of the | 
tariff. | 

By Mr. KUTINS: Right petitions from eitizens of Penn- | 
sylvania, praying Congress to confirm the erection of the 

Vheeling bridge, and to prevent its destruction under the 
late deeree of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The memorial trom 
citizens of the county of Philadelphia, asking for an exten- 
sion of the Woodwerth patent. j 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of New York: Tbe petition of 
Smith, Dunning and others, praying the extension of the 
Woodworth patent. bd 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of If. M. Jones and 37 
others, citizens of the county of Philadelphia, in favor of the 
extension of the Woodworth patent. ý 

By Mr, BC 
W. Bear 
of the 
of said patent. 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial ot Simeon Sii) 
well, Adam Ulery, Price Wetheral, aud 44 other citizens of 
Philadelphia, prayi 
patent for planing boards, &e. 


Also, the memorial of W. W., Long, Jackson Dick, Peter |! barque ** Sarah,” in the rescue of the 
2 arah, > TESC he passengers 


Hoist, and 33 others, citizens of Philadeiphia, praying tor 
a extension of the Woodworth patent for planing boards 

a g 

By Mr. MACE: The petition of George W. | 
Boone county, Indiana, asking to he placed on tis 
pension roll. ; 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: Tie petition of L. W. Me- 
gowan, praying for a pension cn account of disabilities in- 
curred by exposure in the military service of the United | 
States inthe last war with Great Britain. 

By Mr. BELL: A petition from 127 citizens: of Mont 
gomery county, Ohio, asking Congress to establish ‘the 
bridges of the Wheeling and Belmont Bridge Company as 
post roads, and that the sarme be permitted to remain at 
their present height. ° 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of Benjamin Shelden 
and others, citizens of Niagara county, New York, remon- 


then, that they would: cease |! 


He had condemned the ;! 


i 


construction of æ railroad from Little Bay de Noguet to 


strating against ihe further extension of Woodworth’s pat- ; 


g again: tue! 
entior a planing machine. -~ : 


By Mr-ASHE: Thé memorial of John MePherson and 
others, remonstrating against the extension of the Wood- 
worth patent for @ planing machine. 


By Mr. CONGER:. The petition of Herman B. Ely and 


others, in favor of the right of way and a donation of cer- | 


tain public lands to the State of Michigan, to aid in the 


Lake Superiorsin. said State of Michigan. - 


| Also, the memorial of George C. ‘Nelson, assistant mar- į 
shal for Kent county, Michigan, for additional compensa- 
; tion for taking the census ;- ang the petition of sundry citi- 


zens in favor of tne same object. 


Also, the petition of A. Coburn and others, for relief in l 
| reference to land titles in the Lake Superior land district, in | 


the State of Michigan. : 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition o 
ton, South-Carolina, asking aid to the Collins’s line of 
steamers. 


By Mr. DOTY: The petition of citizens of Milwaukie, i 


Wisconsin, in favor of the construction of a navy-yard, in 
connection with a dry-dock, in the valley of the Lakes. 


By Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of | 


Addressed a large audience upon the subject: and {| twenty-two assistant marshals of Lancaster county, Penn- § 
k @ P J 3 į 


sylvania, asking additional compensation for taking the 
census. ` 


By T. M. HOWE: The petition of James M. Cooper, | 


Morris Jones, and many others, interested in the trade of 


| Lake Superior, praying for the construction of a“ beacon- | 


light? on Round Island, near the entrance to the river Ste. 
Marie. 

Also, the memorial of H. Miller and others, of Pennsyl- 
vania, representing the advantage of a speedy construction 


| ofa canal around the Falls of the river Ste. Marie, Michi- 


gan, and praying an appropriation therefor. 


Also, the memorial of H. P. Cain and others, of Allegha- 


ny county, Peunsytvania, of like tenor. 
By Mr. APPLETON of Massachusetts: The petition of 
Mary Saury, of Boston, Massachusetts, for relief. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burner. 

Mr. CLARKE presented a petition of merchants 
and citizens of Providence, Rhode Island, praying 
that further aid may be extended to Collins’s line 
of steara-ships; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval A fairs. 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of Eliza- 


beth Armistead, widow of General Walker K. | 


Armistead, late of the Army, praying a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of George 
W. Beaidslee, remonstrating against an extension 


of Woodworith’s patent for a planing machine; ; 


which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the county of 
Westchester, New York, praying an extension of 


Woodworth’s patent for a planing machine; which | 
| was referred to the Committee on Patents and the 


Patent Office. 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of the legal 
representatives of Lemuel P. Montgomery, de- 
ceased, a soldier in the last war with Great Britain, 
praying a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of D. M. Wilson & Co., pray- 
ing the payment of their claim against Mexico; 


which was referred to the select committee ap- | 


pointed on the subject. 


PAPER WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. GEYER, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Thomas Allen, on the 


i files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
bill from the House of Representatives for the 


‘merce, to which was referred the memorial of | 
r the extension of the Woodworth i. 


Elisha W. B. Moody, praying to be reimbursed 
moneys paid by him, as owner of the «British 


and crew of the American ship * Caleb Grim- 
shaw,” submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his rehef; whtch was read and passed to the 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 


Myr. BRODELEAD, from the Committee of 


Claims, to which were referred the several memo- 
rials praying Congress that expenses incurred by 
the exhibiters at the World’s Fair may be paid 


, 


i submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 


to be printed. 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 


LOBE. 


f citizens of Charles- | 


House of Representatives authorizing the issuing 
of registers. to the brig ‘© America”? and the ship 
“ Kossuth,” reported them without amendment. 

He also, from. the same committee, to: which 
was referred a bill to amend an act entitled “An 
act to create additional collection districts in the 
‘Territory of Oregon, and for other purposes,” 
reported in lieu thereof a bill to authorize the Pres- 
igent of the United States to designate the places 
or the ports of entry and delivery for the collec- 
tion districts of Puget’s Sound and Umpqua, in 
the Territory of Oregon; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. : 
- As the memorial on this subject also prayed for 
the establishment of a mail route— 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of the citizens of the Territory 
ij of Ọfegon, presented the 19th January, be referred to the 
Cofamittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


i Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the message of the 
President of the United States communicating a 
|| report of the Secretary of the Interior in relation 
to the apportionment of Representatives among the 
| several States in the Thirty-third Congress, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill supple- 
|| mentary to an act providing for the taking of the 
i! seventh and subsequent censuses of the United 
States, and to fix the number of members of the 
House df Representatives, and provide for their 
future apportionment among the. several States, 
approved 23d May, 1850; which was read and 
passed to the second reading, The report, with 
the accompanying documents, was ordered to be 
printed. ` À 

Mr. BRADBURY submitted the views of the 
minority of the committee on the same subject; 
which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the joint resolution 
of February 24, in relation to the number of elec- 
toral votes each State will be entitled to in the 
presidential election of 1852, reported the same 
| with an amendment, and submitted a report on 
|| the subject; which was read, 

The committee in their report, state that the 
Constitution provides that“ Each State shall ap- 
€ point, in such manner as the Legislature thereof 
‘may direct, a number of electors equal to the 
‘whole number of Senators and Representatives 
‘to which the State may be entitled. in the Con- 
‘ gress;” and that the act of Congress.of March 
1, 1792, passed before any election of President 
had been held under a new apportionment, gives a 
construction to this clause af the Constitution in 
the following words: ‘* Which electors (of Presi- 
‘dent and Vice President) shall be equal to the 
‘number of Senators and Representatives to which 
‘the several States may by law he entitled, at the 
“time when the President and Vice President thus 
‘to be chosen should come into ofice. That the 
new apportionment under the -first census took 
effect from and after March 3, 1793, (act of 14th 
April, 1792;) and that accordingly in 1792, in 
1812, and in 1832, the States gave a number of 
electoral votes for President and Vice President 
j equal to the number of their Senators and Repre- 
|| sentatives, respectively, from and after March 3, 
i| 1793, March 3, 1813, and March 3, 1838; and that 
the act of 1850 having a similar proviso to that of 
i| 1792, so it must be in the next election next fall; 
that is, the States will vote under the new and not 


i 


tt under the old apportionments; that therefore the 
committee are of opinion that na further legisla- 
tion is necessary, and report back the resolution, 
i| with an amendment changing it from a joint to a 
i| simple resolution. $ 

i Mr DOWNS. That report was unanimously 
concurred in by the committee; they considered 
the case-so clear that there could be no doubt about 
it. Tf, therefore, there is no objection on the part of 
the Senate, I would ask that it may be acted upon 
j and adopted at once. The only change which the 
committee have deemed it necessary to make in 
i the resolution, is to strike out the word ‘ Joint,” 
so as to make it a simple resclution of the Senate, 
which the committee thought proper, in order to 
avoid the forms of legislation which would be 
necessary in the case of a joint resolution, and 
that they might adopt it in such a form as to ex- 
press the opinion of the Senate only. 


i; merce, to which were referred the bills fromthe || Mr. BORLAND. I desire simply to say, that 
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as the introducer of that resolution, Iam entirely 
eatisfied with the report of the committee. The 
making it a joint resolution, was not a matter 
which was material in my mind at the time Iin- 
troduced it. I knew that there was a great differ- 
ence of opinion in the country in regard to this 
matter, and I desired that the question should be 
seitled by some authority, so that the States miey 
proceed at once to exercise their franchises; and 
did not think they could do it understandingly or 
effectually, without some such indication on the | 

art of Congress of the opinions they entertained. 

think that sucha resolution, adopted by the 

Senate, would be all-sufficient for the purpose; and 
it is not necessary to catry it through all the forms 
of legislation as if it were a joint: resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS. If 1 understand the report of the 
committee, it is that the States are severally to 
vote under the representation they will have ac- 
cording to the census which has just been taken— 
that is the census of 1850. 

Mr. DOWNS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS. I willask the honorable Senator’ 
who introduced this resolution whether he is aware 
that it will introduce one rule into the House of 
Representatives and another into the College of 
Electors? The House of Representatives is elected 
under the old census; and if the question of the 
presidential election should come into the House, 
as it may under the provisions of the Constitution, 
then according to this the College of Electors would 
elect under one census and the House of Repre- 
sentatives under another. The College of Electors 
would act under the census of 1850, and the House 
of Representatives would be elected under the 
census of 1840. T do not know that that isthe 
true and proper construction of the Constitution, 
but probably the honorable Senator may be right 
when he says that such has been the usage. I do 
no know that the usages in this instance would 
bring us to that conclusion, When the House | 
does elect, it elects under a representation appor- | 
tioned under a different census. 

_ Mr. DOWNS. The question suggested by the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Davis] was con- 
sidered by the committee, but we did not | 
that it made any difference whatever. There 
no provision in the Constitution, or in the act of 
1792, providing that the House of Representatives 
under the old census should, in the event of the 
election devolving on them, vote for the President, | 
but it arises from the very necessity of the case. | 
It could not be otherwise, for this reason: Always | 
when the votes are counted, the Constitution re- | 
quires that Congress shall be in session. It must, : 
therefore, necessarily be the old Congress under | 
the old apportionment, for the new Congress under 
the new apportionment cannot meet until the 3d 
of March next. The old Congress will be in ex- 
istence here when she votes are counted. As the 
Senator suggests, therefore, it makes not the least 
difference that the College of Electors may be 
under one. apportionment, and the House under 
another—for this reason: that when the election 
falls on the House of Representatives, the Electoral 
College does not vote according to the number of 
Senators and Representatives, but by States. This 
wasa construction so obviously resulting from the 
nature of the case, that it was not thought neces- 
sary, either in the Convention or afterwards by 
Congress, to make any additional provision. It 
would be impossible to say that the next Congress 
should make the apportionment, for many of the 
members themselves would not be elected till 
months afterwards. 

The question was then taken onthe amendment 
reported by the commitige, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I desire to saggthat when | 
ig subject was before the Committe on the Ju- 
ary, they regarded the construction given by 


{ 


` 


the act of 1792 to the Constitution as entitled to 


| 

a 
great consideration. Mogghat was urged before ‘| 
the committee, was that the expression in the | 
Constitution in regard to this matter was not very | 
clear; but it was so soon after the adoption of the | 
Constitution that Congress gave thi@onstruction, 
by that aot, that the committee were bound to re- 
spect that constrnetion. 


* 


The question was then taken on the resolution | 


as amended, and it was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, ‘Chit the miniber of electoral votes to which 
vaeh State shall he enti 
Vice President of the United States in 1852, shall be equal 
ta the number of Senators and Representatives to which 


; that State—does not apply 


each of said States will be found entitled by the apportion- | 
ment under the enumeration of 1850, as provided by the act | 
for “taking the Seventh and subsequent Censuses,” 
proved May 23, 1850. . 

On the motion of Mr. DOWNS, the report was 
ordered to be printed. 


RIVER SAN DIEGO. 


* Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the resolution rela- 
tive to building a levee across the mouth of the 
river San Diego, reported a bill to provide fo 
building a levee across the mouth of the river S: 
Diego to divert it into False bay; which was rea 
and passed to the second reading. 


ü] 


He also submitted a document on the subject; ii 
which was ordered to be printed. i 
Mr. GWIN. I ask the unanimous consent o 
the Senate to consider this bill now. One of the 
greatest objections to the passage of laws for Cali- 
fornia—the expenses attending public works in ‘| 


to this bill. -The ex- i 


penditure is limited to $20,000, which is to be || 


_. RAILROADS INI i 

The PRESIDENT announced the first general ` 
order to be a bill granting the right of way and 
making a grant of land to the State of Iowa, in aid 
2 the construction of certain railroads in that 

tate. ; : Be AE Ee 

Mr. GWIN. I seé that yesterday, when the 
honorable Senator from New York [Mr Seward] 
closed his remarks, there was an understanding | 
on the part df the Senate that this Iowa. bill is to 
occupy the balance of this week, and until Tues- 
day of next week; and then we are to have taken 
up the intervention resolutions, which were de- 
bated yesterday, which will occupy an indefinite 
period of time. I appeal to the representatives of 
thirty of the States of this Union whether they 
are willing to let the Calendar, which has some 
two hundred bills upon it, be passed over from 
week to week for the purpose of discussing a sub- 
ject ih which only one State-isinterested, and then 
discuss general resolutions in which no State is 
interested ? Now, I propose that we dispose of 


expended in turning the San Diega river into False || this bil! to-day, and then let gentlemen who desire 
ay, and thus prevent the filling up of San Diego | to speak upon land bills do so when. another bill 
bay by deposits from this river, which will in time i shall come a) for consideration. This will give 
destroy the greater portion of that beautiful har- || every member who wishes to speak upon the sub- 
a E ea slid werk te Gie soem a E vilirte ined bila erongts (or 1 hawe aie 
acting for | nount ropri- |; there will be land bills enough, for ave one 
ated in the bill for the reason that it is sufficient | of a different sort to sranoee. "We have been 
to complete it. Responsible citizens of San Diego !! discussing this matter for two months; and, as I 
have edged ee to ho to turn tied i have before es mae are pans ot ine 
into False bay for this sum of money; an now | hundred bills upon our Calendar, which have 
it can be completed for the amount named. I i scarcely been cüi yet. We can do nothing 
have a report from the Topographical Bureau i| till this bill is disposed of, and I appeal.to the Sen- 


| submit to the Senate, as*soon as practicable, a c 


in thg election of President and H 1 t b 
“| ed to inquire into the expediency at £ 
ii entry at Tuscumbia, Alabama. 


that shows the importance of this work, and that į 
it should be commenced without delay to prevent 

the destruction of the harbor. This 1s one of the 

most beautiful harbors in the world, and of ince! 
culable importance to this country in time of war. 

It has already been greatly injured by the deposits | 
from San Diego river; and two thirds of its navi- | 
gable waters will in time be entirely cut off from | 
the ocean if further deposits made by the river | 
are not stopped. ` l take it for granted that this | 
Government will never permit this important har- | 
bor to be thus closed, and hereafter hundreds of || 
thousands of dollars maybe required to dredge it | 
out and remove the very deposit that this bill is ; 
intended to prevent entering it at all, by throwing | 
the waters of the river into False bay, a sheet of `i 
water useless for naval or commercial purposes. | 

Mr. CLEMENS. I wish to know what is the | 
object of the second reading at this time, whether | 
it is for the purpose of reference? 

Mr. GWIN. It is reported now from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT. Theobjectis that the Sen- 
ate may take action upon the bull. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Then I object. 

Mr. GWIN. This bill was reported unani- 
mously by the committee, and I hope the Senate 
will proceed to its consideration now. 

The PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Als 
bama objects: the bill cannot be taken up at this 
time. 


| 
i 
i 


i 
NOTICE OF A BILL, f 
Mr. GEYER gave notice that he shouid aski 
leave go introduce a bill to provide for the pay- |! 
ment to the State of Missouri two per centum of 
the net proceeds of the sales of public lands there- | 
in, heretofore reserved under a compact with said | 
State. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MORTON, on behalf of Mr. MALLORY, 
agreeably to previous notice, asked and o red | 
leave to introduce a bill te establish a mail rout 
from Key West, Florida, to New Orleans, Louisi 
ana: which was read a first and second time by its: 


Office and Post Roads. 
THE ZUNI AND COLORADO RIVERS. © 
Mr. GWIN submitted the folloy resolution i 
for consideration; which was agreed to i 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of War 
of the | 


ing 


report of the expedition under Captain Sitgrea 
Corps of Topographical Engineers, upon the Zuni 
Colorado rivers of California. k 


PORT OF ENTRY AT TUSCUMBIA. 
Mr. CLEMENS submitted the following reso- 
‘Iution for consideration; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce he 
Dishing a por 


i 


‘ator from V 


i zit 


KS : a i ‘of eetti ar of all the grounds on which ar. 
‘title, and referred to the Committee on the Post i of getting clear of all the grounds on hic 5 


: farther discussion. 


; ation before a vo 
| der consideration. 


‘ immediately, for tl 


‘i taking the vate upon this bill to-day. 


ate to let us have a vote upon it to-day. | 
The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 


i amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky, 


[Mr. Unperwoop.] 
Mr. BORLAND. When this bill was under 
discussion on Monday, I gave notice that I should 
express my views upon it to-day. I concur fully 
and entirely with the Senator froin California that 
it is important to have a vote taken upon this bill 
at an early period—to-day, if it can be done; and, 
to show that I am in earnest in that concurrence, 
1 now submit to the Senate that it would be better 
to take the vote this morning. 1 presume that all 
the members of the Senate are prepared to vote 
upon it rather than to hear what I have to say. 

Mr. BRODELEAD. No, no; the question can- 
not be taken to-day. 

Mr. BORLAND. If that can bedone, I would 
prefer it. 1 would prefer it on account of the in- 
ierests of the bill itself; I would prefer it, too, on 
my own account, because, since the notice which 
I gave of my intention to address the Senate, I 
have not had time to prepare myself in the way I 
would like; and would be glad, for both of these 
reasons, if the vote could now be taken, and my 
speech be dispensed with. Butif itis the wish of 
other Senators to speak upon the subject, then 1 
shall have to go on. 

Mr. BELL. You cannot get a vote now; there 
is no Senate here. 


Mr. GWIN. 


Senators are all in the neighbor- 


| hood, and can soon be brought in. 


i understand that there is a new 
ich has been submitted by the Sen- 
in, (Mr. Huyver.] So I see by 
he papers this morning—a proposition, as I un 
derstand it, by way ofan amendment. That prop- 
ion will deserve some cousideration, whether 
t mav not meet with the views of a majority of 
the Senate, and change the whole features of the 
principle of this bi 
' Mr. JONES, of lowa. 
a substitute for this bill. 
BELL. I understand it proposes a mode 


Mr. BELL. 


proposition, wh 


It is not at all meant as 


Lo ase, 


ments have been made in favor of this bill 
if it is acceptable, it will relieve the Senate 
But as that bill has not yet 
been printed and laid upon our tables, | think we 
ought at least to have a little time fer iis consider- 
í is taken upon the bill now un- 


Mr. GWIN. Then Jet it be understood that 
to-morrow we wil take the vote upon this bill. 
vrely, we ought to make some disposition of it 
di aere are fifty other bils on the 
public lands, upon which Sen- 
weir views. ` ae p 
Since there is objection to 
L suppose I 


of granti 
ators can express 
Mr. BORLAND. 


710 


- of Executive business; and, after a short time so 


“ment which J offered yesterday, as an amendment |} 


‘consideration of the bill was postponed until to- 
morrow. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 10, 


must proceed with my remarks, however unpre- 


ared f may be... i f 
p He then 1 rosesded, and addressed the Senate 


upwards of two hours in support of the bik A 
report of his speecly will be found in the Appen- 


dixi- 
Mr. CASS next obtained the floor; but gave 


| 
i 
i 
| 
way at the request of Senators, and the further į! 
| 
H 
i 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 


engaged, the doors were reopened, 
And the Senate. adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i 
WEDNESDAY, March 10, 1852. i 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTEER. 
TheJournalof yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, by unanimous 
consent, presented certain joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of Louisiana; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessce. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Flouse to print the amend- 


Prayer |! 


to the substitute proposed by the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] for the bill of my col- 
league, (Mr. Jounson.] I will state to the House 
that my amendment proposes to graduate the price 
of public lands. 1 desire that it should be printed, 
that it may go before the Committee of the Whole, 
when they ke upthat measure for action uponit. || 

There being no objection, the motion was ad- 
mitted and agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LANE, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following bills, of which previous notice had ; 
been given, which were read the first and second 
time by their titles, and referred as indicated be- 
low, viz: 

A bill for the relief of George B. Abernethy. 
Referred to the Committee of Claims. 

A bill for the relief of J. P. Gaines. Referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill for the relief of C. M. Walker. Referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill to amend an actentitled ‘ An act to create 
the office of Surveyor General of the Public Lands 
in Oregon, and to provide for the survey, and to 
make donations to the settlers of the said public | 
lands. Referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

A billto amend the act entitled “ An act estab- 
lishing the territorial governmentof Oregon, Re- 


| thus- 


; of Osceola. 


ferred to the Committee on Territories. | 
Also, a joint resolution relative to the seat ofj 
government for the Territory of Oregon. Referred |i 
to the Committee on ‘Territories. 
Mr. LANE, I also beg leave to introduce a |! 
simple resolution asking information of the Presi- |; 
dent. i 
The resolution was then read for information, as 
follows: | 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be |! 
requested to Jay before this House a copy of the correspond- 
ence with General J. P, Gaines, Governor of the Territory | 
of Oregon, relative to the location and establishment of the | 
seat of government for said Territory. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not object to the gen- | 
tleman’s resolution, but I wish to ask him 
Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the regular order 
of business. 
The SPEAKER. The introduction of the res- |! 
olution is objected to. The regular business in |! 
order, is the call upon committees for r : 


norts. 


THE EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Ihavea right to move a 
suspension of the rules to go into Committee of 
the Whole upon the special order. I shall not do 
it unless gentlemen are willing upon all sides to 
take up those special orders made for to-day, being i; 
the bills for the continuation of the work on the 
Capitol, and in relation to. the reconstruction of |] 
the Library. Tam willing, if there be no objec- 
tion, and if my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Joun- |} 
son] is willing that his land bill should co over to |! 
take up those two bills, which will occupy but 
little time. i 


We ought certainly to make an ap- i 


: in reference to the repairs at the Capitol. 


i general consent. 


propriation for the Library. Weall feelthe want 
of it, and we had better make an appropriation at 
once, and Jet the men goto work. We ought also 


i to appropriate the necessary monéy. to continue 
i the work on the extension of the 


apitol, if that 
work is to go on. Why not let it progress, and 

royide employment for the laborers who 
have beer induced to come here under an implied 
assurance of continuous employment? < è 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from North 


í Carolina [Mr. Cumemay] objected yesterday to i| 
taking up ‘the deficiency: bill, when the drafis of 


the Government are being protested and dishon- 
ored; and when. the cost of the Government for 
the provisions necessary to supply the Army are 
in consequence greatly increased. J think ít is of 
much more importance to transact that sort of 
legislation, than to take up the bill for the exten- 


i sion of the Capitol. 


Mr. KING, of New York. Icall the gentle- 


' man to order. 


The SPEAKER. This conversation is not in 
order. S 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Do I understand the gen- 
tleman from Alabama as objecting to my motion? 

Mr. KING. -Itis no matter whether he does 


i or not, the motion is in order. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to suspend the 
rules, and go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


GENERAL JESUP. 


Mr. MACE. Imadea few remarks the other 
day upon the bill for the relief of the heirs of Gen- 
eral Watson, growing out of an alleged claim he 


i had against the Government, on account of the 
| purchase which he made of certain slaves captured 
| by the Cherokees in the Seminole war. 


s in During 
these remarks, I incidentally alluded to the capture 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 
question of privilege. 

Mr. MACE. Iwill let the gentleman know it 
is a question of privilege. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg pardon. 

Mr. MACE. During these remarks I cast, by 
implication, a censure upon one of the most meri- 
torious officers now, ofvho has been, in the Army 
of the United States. I allude to General Jesup. 
General Jesup was the commanding officer at. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I think it is clear that this 
is no privileged question—one thatis acknowledged 
by the rules—and can only come in by general 
consent, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must enforce the 
rules, and say to the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Maczg,] that he does not regard the point he 
has made as involved in a question of privilege. 
The question pending is to suspend the rules. 

Mr. MACK. ls there any objection to my pro- 
ceeding ? 

Mr.CLINGMAN,. Thereis. Let the gentle- 


I insist that it is not a 


! man reply through the papers. 
PLY g pap 


Mr. MACE. Iwill simply say that I did not 
intend to do General Jesup, upon that occasion, 
any injustice whatever. [ consider him a bigh- 
minded, liberal man—a man deserving the confi- 
dence of the whole country 

[Cries of “ Order!” < Order!’ . 


THE EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I suggest to 
the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. CLING- 
maN,] before he submits his mation to go into 
Committee of the Whole, that we can takea shorter 


; method to facilitate the object and dispose of this 
; matter, 


Mr. KING, of New York. 


I rise to a question 
of order. 


1 think this discussion in relation to 


: priority of business is not in order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 


, stand the gentleman from Kentucky as discussing 
‘anything, 


Mr. STANTON. I ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina to withdraw his proposition to go 
into committee, and permit me to introduce a res- 
olution to this effect: that fhe Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union be discharged 


from the further consideration of the special order 
It can 
then come before the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It can only come in by 


net I will not object, if nobody else 
objects, 


i Mr. STANTON. It can be disposed of ina 
few minutes, ge 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then Iwil withdraw my 
| motion. : 

Mr. FICKLIN. It is useless to do so, because 
| I shall certainly object. . 
| Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Hlinois 
[Mr. Ficxtin] did not probably understand the 
motion. I understand the motion to apply to the 
Library, and not to the extension. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. To both. : i 

Mr. HOUSTON. With the view of letting it be 
| passed, I will not interpose the least objection. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I will not interpose any 
| objection. 

Mr. STANTON. I move, then, that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 
| discharged from the further consideration of that 
i part of the special order relating to the reconstruc- 
: tion of the Library, and that it be now considered 
i by the House. 

i Mr. ORR. Do I understand the gentleman’s 
: motion as including the bill to provide for making 
‘ appropriations for the Library ? 
The SPEAKER. That is the bill from the 
i consideration of which the gentleman proposes to 
discharge the committee. 
Mr. ORR. I object tothe introduction of the 
resolution. I am willing that the other matier 
shall come up. 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, upon the special order. 

The question was then taken, and it wasagreed 
to accordingly. 
e 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 
| The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
i Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hmsanp 
i in the Chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
| the special order, being House bill No. 7, for the 
encouragement of agriculture, manufactures, and 
other branches of industry, by granting to every 


| 
| 
| man, &c., one hundred and sixty acres of land. 
i 


i 
li 
| 
t 
i 
i 
i 
t 
| 
| pend the rules of the House, and that the House 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from IHi- 
nois [Mr. Ricmarpsox] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. RICHARDSON said: During the brief 
eriod | have served as a member of Congress, I 
| have never, upon any occasion, arisen to address 
i the House with so much regret as I do upon the 
| present occasion. I shall not allude to the question 
which is involved in the bill under consideration. 


|! The Democratic party of the State of IHinois de- 


| mands of some of her representatives, when her 
favorite son has’ been assailed upon this floor, to 
| repel the charges made against him, whether made 
directly or indirectly. That Democracy have some 
| right to be heard. In all times past—in all the 
| disasters that have beset the Democratic party— 
whether weal or woe has attended it—the Democ~ 
! racy of my State have ever Stood forth, and have 
| never given way in the darkest hour of battle. 
| For fifteen years, no son of her’s has contributed 
| so much to produce these results as my distin- 
! guished friend, Judge Doveras. In behalf of that 
Democracy—in behalf of that leader who has led 
them on in so many contests, and to victory—I 
| appear here to-day. 
: Sir, it is not remarkable that the Democrats of 
| Illinois should be attached to Judge Doveras. 
| Twenty years ago, he came among them a friend- 
| less and penniless young mechanic. Unaided by 
| anything, except by his own talents, he has risen 
to the position he now so ably fills—at all times 
struggling, at all times battling for the doctrines 
which have been, and are, near and dear to Demo- 
crats, Is it, then, remarkable that that Democracy 
should be attached to ham? Is it remarkable that 
they shoy] expect his successor upon this floor, 
when by imputation his fair fame is sought to be 
sullied, to defend him? 

Sir, thegentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Brecx- 
INRIDGE,] in his alluggns the other day, drew, in 
| glowing and eloquen hlors, pictures of the strug- 
| gles of the Democracy of his own State. Bir, it 

s true that that Demcracy have struggled and 
-have foughfand the Democracy of this nation 
have not been unmindful of the exertions of her 
leaders. On more occasions than one, the De- 
mocragy of my State have aided her sons in their 
aspirations, hoth to secure nominations and then 
elections. That distinguished son of Kentucky, 


vice here, and for his valor on the field—had no- 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Irenew my motion to sus- - 


Colonel Johnson—digtinguished for his long ser- 


1852. 
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BE. 


where more zealous or ardent friends. than that | 
Democracy which was led by the Senator, from 
my own State. The gentleman who was defended 
the other day by the gentleman from, Kentucky, 
General Butler, has found ‘in that Democracy 
warm and reliable friends, both before-and after his 
nomination for the Vice-Presidency. We have 
not been unmindful of them, while we have looked 
with hope and expectation that: the clouds that | 
lowered over them were soon to pass away. And 
when, in the recent struggle, her Democracy came 
out victorious, no son of hers anywhere rejoiced | 
more than I did. 
the time was come when that Democracy were 
permanently in the ascendency. 

Iam not here now, Mr. Chairman, for the pur- | 
pose of assailing anybody. It is not my habit to | 
doso. [am not unwilling atany time to engage in 
contests and controversies with political opponents, į 
but not with political friends. 
mission, as a representative in Congress, is peace; ii 
all of our missions should be peace among our- 
selves, if we believe that the doctrines we advocate 
will advance the great interests of our country, 
for unless we have peace, these doctrines cannot 
be in the ascendant. Sir, entertaining this belief, 
I was astonished the other day, when an assault 
was made by a Democrat from Kentucky upon a 
Democrat from Ulinois. Jam not here to follow 
the example then set me. I mean to confine my- 
self to legitimate defense, and to defence only. I 
know that in these wars we might do some mis- 
chief to political friends. I do not choose to do 
so. Itis not my purpose to doso, [tis not in 
accordance with my feelings—with my views. 
‘While I say this, | must be permitted to make 
another remark. Wherever and whenever any 

entleman wishes to made any assault upon the 
Senator from Illinois, I desire that he may do it 
openly and boldly, that it may be met, admitted, 
explained, or denied. If any gentleman has any- 
thing to say in relation to him, I want to hear it. 
His record is as clean, as clear, as defensible, as 
that of any man who has been so long and so con- 
spicuously in public life. His political and per- 
sonal character, from childhood up, is open to the 
investigation of every one. If charges are to be 
made, | ask that they may be made publicly and 
openly. Iam ready to discuss with any gentle- 
man, anywhere, the claims, the merits, the politi- 
cal integrity, the personal integrity, honor, and 
high bearing, of the distinguished Senator from 
my own State. I seek to shield him from nothing. 
T ask no concealment in his behalf. 
The gentleman from Kentucky, in his remarks 


| quently occurring; indeed, I would have to read my 


I had hoped and trusted that | 


My object, my i! 


| I mentioned Judge Doveras at all was this: the į 
: gentleman from Illinois was sitting beside me, and | 
i! when I got to the end of the first paragraph which 


| and | intend to carry it out. 


movement or stimulated it. I-spoke of it asa fact— 
a'fact proceeding from a particular friend, and par- 
i ticular partisan of that distinguished Senator. 1} 
! spoke of it in connection with other facts subse"; 


whole speech, and comment on every portion of it, 
| in order to explain the connection. I gave the gen- 
tleman an opportunity, as he had requested me to 

do, to relieve Judge Doveras. I told the gentle- 
man, and others who came to converse with me 
on this subject, that I intended in my speech to no- 
tice the course of the Democratic Review, because | 
{ thought that there was a wide. distinction be- | 
tween the ordinary partisan papers of the day, and | 
a periodical of that kind professing to discuss only 
general principles, as it had done previously. 
The gentleman requested me, when I came to that 
| part of my remarks, to afford him an opportunity 
to make an explanation that would entirely dis- 
connect Judge Doveras from the Review in every 
respect. Itold him I would do so, and the reason 


i 
i 
i 
i 


i 
i 
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he has read, I turned to him in order that he 
might make the disclaimer, according to the un- | 
derstanding. between us; he remarked, sotto voce, 
“you have said nothing yet which would authorize 
me to rise,” and I then mentioned Judge Doveras 
as the gentleman who seemed to be the particular | 
favorite of the conductors of the Review. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not propose to 
catechise the gentleman from Kentucky. I have 
stated that my object is to vindicate, not to assail; | 
I am giad to know | 
that the gentleman from Kentucky acquits Judge 
Dove ras of all participation in that movement. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, (interrupting.) Ihave | 
stated distinctly that I made no charge, either that | 
Judge Doveras was cognizant of, or stimulated | 
the political pilgrimage to Kentucky, to which I | 
referred. That was what I stated. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the gen- 
tleman’s acquittal of Judge Doveras to be only in 
relation to that pilgrimage. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I make no charges 
and no acquittals. I make a statement of facts, 
that are facts; and I afforded the gentleman from 
Illinois {Mr. Ricuarpson] an opportuity to ex- 
plain. He arose and explained. There is my 
speech; there is his explanation. He deems it 
unsatisfactory and rises now to explain still fur- 
ther. I make no charges, I acquit nobody, I 
charge nobody. It is in the hands of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 


1 
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the other day, said: 


«“ Now, let me give a briefhistory of this matter. There | 
was a gentleman, able, full of talent, full of activity, a par- 
ticular partisan and friend—as he had a right to be—ot a į 

articular gentleman mentioned in connection with the | 

residency ; that gentleman went to the State of Kentucky | 
upon a political pilgrimage last fail, the object of which 
‘was, I suppose, to drive General Butler from his own soil— 
to dishonor him at home, by fastening upon him a corrupt 
political intrigue ; but meeting there the same fate as befel 
those who went to drive the McGregor from his native | 
heath, he came back and bought up the Democratic Review ! 
for a political partisan paper for the campaign, and with no | 
names at the mast-head, that Review is now pursuing a | 
course as fatal to the Democratic party, as it is false and | 
unfair. 

«Mr. Chairman, every man, whether he be a Whig or a 
Democrat, has a right to be a candidate for every otfice— 
that being one of the elements of freedoun in this country 
and no man ought to be blamed for the misconduct of his 
friends, unless he counives at it. The individuals assailed 
in this paper, either covertly or by name, are Cass, Bu- ! 
CHANAN, BUTLER, Houstox—in fact, all the candidates, | 


except the distinguished Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dove- || 


pas, } who seems to be a particular favorite.” 
Now, [ wish to ask the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky if he intends that it shall be inferred from 
his remarks, that this pilgrimage was had by the | 


j 


advice, procurement, or consent of Judge Dove- : 


Las? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not know 
whether the gentleman from Hlinois proposes to 
ask me a series of questions in the course of his 
speech.. If he does, I desire to say now that the 


j 


gentleman may go on with his speech, draw what- $ 
ever inferences he chooses from my remarks as |: 


here reported, and, as the matter will assume some- 
what the form of a personal explanation, Į will 
afterwards ask, what I believe is the ordinary 
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courtesy of the Honse, the favor of making an ex- | 
:| contains many objects near and dear to me. My 


planation in reply. I will say, however, in direct 
reply to this question, that I did not intend to inti- 
mate that Judge Doveras was cognizant of that 


i| my part to bring about any controversy betwee 


There is no desire upon | 
n 
‘the gentleman from Kentucky and myself. I 
| have stated distinctly what my object was, and | | 

will state to the gentleman from Kentucky, in the | 
Í utmost candor, and utmost frankness, that it is į 
not at all times the most advantageous way to say ij 
I directly charge a thing. Now, I would rather | 
they would say I charge you with such and such | 

{ 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 


things, than to say by inuendo, by insinuation, | 
what they are not willing to say directly. Now, | 
sir, I want to say in reply to this matter—and I : 
say it here by authority—that so far as this pil- i 


‘| grimage is concerned, of which the gentleman , 


i speaks, Judge Doveras knew nothing about it, | 
assented to it in no way, nor did he connive at it | 
inany way. The gentleman says he acquits of | 
nothing, because he charges nothing. The ex- 
tract which I have read does subject Judge Dove- 
! Las to the imputation of aiding and procuring this | 
pilgrimage to be made, and the purchase of the | 
Review. 
is afforded the gentleman to relieve Judge Dove- | 
Las from those charges, if they. were not intended | 
to be made by him, his disavowal of them would | 
have been sufficient. 
wanted, all I desired. 
Sir, has it come to this, that a gentleman,a na- 
: tive of Kentucky, cannot return to visit the land 


i 


| 
1 


l of his nativity—the scenes of his childhood—to ; 
visit his father, without subjecting the man he) 


may prefer for President to the charge of sending , 
"him upon a political mission. I submit it to all | 
: fair and candid men, is it fair to put such a con- | 
struction upon such an act? Jam in the habit, | 
sometimes, of going to Kentucky, the State that; 


i 


mother resides there, and I go to see her. lamai 


| friend of Judge Doveras, and when I have been |} 
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This isa charge. When an opportunity || 


It was all I asked, all Li 


L 


there I have talked about him; ‘but I have talked 
more about Democracy than I have about men; 
and I regret to say that- many of my friends. and 
relatives there need a great deal of talking to, for 
they are not exactly right upon all these: matters, 
and I should dislike to go to Kentucky if-all my 
friends. are to be responsible. for any indiscretion I 
may commit when Lam there. ete 

The gentleman says, that after Sanders visited 
Kentucky, he returned to New York and pur- 
chased. the Democratic Review, to carry out tin 
objects he had failed to accomplish in this pilgrim- 
age to Kentucky. I will repeat what 1 said the 
other day: “oe 

“I wish to say, in-connection with the remarks 
‘which have been made by the gentleman from 
‘Kentucky, that, so far as Judge Doveras is con- 
t cerned, he has no interest in, and no còntrol over, 
‘the Democratic Review, He is not responsible 
‘for anything that has appeared in its columns, or 
‘that may appear, unless it be over his own sig- 
‘t nature. : 

“I know that Judge Doveras deprecates the 
‘assaults that are made by Democratic papers 
‘upon Democratic men. His object, his desire, 
‘his wish, is, that we may have harmony, peace, 
‘and good-will among the entire party. tie be- 
t lieves, as I do, that the perpetuity of our institu- 
‘tions depends. upon the success of the Domocratic 
‘party. By division, we cannot promote that 
“success. ”” 

And I will add, that Judge Doveras had no 
knowledge or intimation that the Review was pur- 
chased by Mr. Sanders, until he saw it stated in 
the New York papers, and never knew or sus- 
pected that Mr. Sanders intended to purchase it 
until he saw the notice of the purchase. 

I must be permitted, Mr. Chairman, in connec- 
tion with this matter, to say,that no man regretted 
the appearance of the article in the January num- 
ber, entitled “ 52 and the Presidency,’’ more than 
I did. Yet, sir, I do not know of any power in 
this country, that can control the press. I know 
of no power competent to do it. herever upon 
earth the liberty of the press has been overthrown, 
the liberty of its citizens has gone with it. An 
Executive decree in France muzzles the press, and 
there it could not be done till every vestige ‘of lib- 
erty had been placed beneath the feet of Louis 
Napoleon. Does any man in this country want a 
censorship over the freedom of the press? Its ex- 
cesses can only be restrained by an enlightened 
public opinion. They should be condemned. I 
am not here to apologize for the Democratic. Re 
view, or for its indiscretion. I am here to condemn 
them—do condemn them; but I know of no power 
to establish a censorship over the press by which 
you can control it. God forbid that the day shall 
ever come upon this. country when the press is to 
be trampled under foot, or its liberty restrained. 
When it does come, that proud emblem of your 
liberties will- plume her wing and take her flight 
forever. 2 

When I have made the statement, Mr. Chair- 
man, that Judge Doveras had no interest in or 
control over the Democratic Review, I have said 
all that can be required by any just man-——by any- 
body—to acquit him of all responsibility for any- 
thing that may have appeared, or may appear in 
its columns. Itis most remarkable, most wonder- 
ful that such sensitiveness should be exhibited 
upon this point. Why, has it never occurred to 
the gentleman, that there is a paper in this city, 
an organ of our party, looked to as such, which 
has attacked Judge Doveras, though not by name? 
No friend of his has made defense here or else- 
where, or complained that it was done; and no 


!| man would for a moment hold the gentleman that 


| is favored by that paper responsible for the attack. 
Presses all over the country attack every candidate 
but their own favorite—attack them personally; it 
| is all rightand proper, but whenever a public press, 
friendly to Judge Doveras, commits an error or 
i a fault, they seek to fix it upon him, they hold him 
responsible for it, and let all the balance go scot- 
free. I submit if you are dealing fairly, if you 
| are dealing manly by your own political friends? 
Is it the manner in which you and I would act 
| towards one another? 
But I will proceed in the line that I laid down for 

| these remarks. After the appearance of the January 
i number of the Democratic Review containing the 
article entitled 52 and the Presidency,” Judge 
Doveras called upon a number of gentlemen, sup- 
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lated to injure the Democratic: party. Among 
others, he called upon the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Brecxinnings,] if lam not mistaken, 
and if I am, I hope the gentleman will correct 
me—— ` i i ae ee : 

-Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, (interposing.) F had 
a conversation with Judge Doveras, which Pwill 
speak of when the gentleman shall have done, if 
he desires it. : 

Mr, RICHARDSON, (continuing.) At all 
events, he called'upon others, and thus did more 
than he was required todo. He did not stop here. 
He did not want quarrels among his friends. He 
sought to avoid them. I havesaid Judge Doveras 
knew nothing of what the January number con- 
tained until he saw it in print. Before the issu- 
ing of the February number, he did learn, from a 
gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Peck,] thatit would 
contain an. attack upon General Butler. Upon 
learning that fact, he immediately telegraphed to 
the editor to suppress it. The editor of the Re- 
view writes back the following letter, which I will 
read: 

ASTOR Wous, New YORK, February 20, 1852. 

Hon. 8. A. Douatas—Sim: I am happy to inform you 
that your telegraph came too late to save your friend, Gen- 
eral Butler; and candor compels me to say, that bad it come 
in time, it would not have changed a word of the article. 
We Know the man; and the Review would be treachero 
in its duties to the party if it failed ,t0 expose his delinguén- 
The fogie atmosphere of Washington makes cowards of 
you all, and the sooner you understand that you cannot 
direct the columns of the Review, the better. 

‘ GLO. N. SANDERS. 
The editor announces bis purpose to conduct 
the Review in his own way. He has that right 
if he will exercise it, and T donot know how you 
will control it. My purpose is hot. to enter into 
his defense; he is fully competent for that task 
himself. My object is to repel the implication of 

Judge Doueias’s connection with the Review, 

which, without being directly charged, is covertly 

sought to be fixed upon him. ` | 
The facts which I havestated were known to the 

entleman from Kentucky [Mr. Breciygipes] | 

efore he made his speech. This should have heen | 
sufficient, of itself, to have protected Judge Doveras | 
from the unjust implication to which the gentle- 
man’s remarks most clearly rendered him obnox- 
lous. I take it to be a fact, too well established to be 
doubted, that Judge Doveras had no control over 
the paper in question, or influence with its editor. 

This fact being established, the whole matter ig 

concluded; and what, I might ask, furthercan be 

said in defense of these assaults. This fact thus 
- clearly established, is sought to be overthrown by 
an inference. It is said Judge Doveras recom- 
mended the Review, anid therefore he indorses 
and approves all that it contained. I might ask 
if this is true. That Judge Doveras, in common 
swith many members of the Senate and House— 
including, as it is believed, the friends of every | 

Democratic aspirant for the Presidency—did sign 

a recommendation, as has been the custom for: 

years past, is not denied. In order that this matter 

may be fully understood, I catlupou gentlemen to | 
publish that recommendation, with the names of 

Senators and Representatives in the order in which 

they were signed, that we may sec the terms of the 

recommendation and the names of the persons 
attached. When we get that paper with the | 
signers, Twill submit the question to them, and 
each of them, bow far they should be held respon- 
sible tor each and every article that has appeared 
in the Review. 

One word in relation to myself. When asked 
the other day by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
whether Judge Doveras signed the recommenda. 
tion for the Review before or after the issuing of 
the January No. of that paper, J said it was be- | 
fore. ‘That statement was kased upon this fact: 
Judge Dovenas had forgotten the time when he 
did so sign, but recollected that at the same time 
he „Signed the recommendation he paid his sub- 
scription, and took n receipt therefor. That re- H 
ceipt bears date January 6th, and that was hefore | 
the January issue of that paper. Now, I want to | 
talk perfectly free and frank upon this subject, | 
That date may be erroneous, it may be wrong; if | 
Ff 


that date given by the agent is correct, the srate- 
ment then made is correct—if a wrong date, the | 
faultis with the agent; and now to free this matter | 


w 


“of all doubt, while T'cannot say whether the date 


l throw an ascertained fact. ~ 


is the true one or not, gentlemen are.at perfect lib- 
erty to assume, if they wish, that it was after, and 
they can make the most of it. For by assuming 
that it was after, it places the friends of other can- 
didates in the same category with Judge Doucuas. 
Tam not here to quibble about a date, when the 
only object is to establish an inference, to over- 


Mr,. BRECKINRIDGE. One word before | 
the gentleman goes on. I do not know what may 
be the custom of the House, as I ama new mem- 
ber; but there have been a number of direct per- 
sonal allusions made by the gentleman to myself, . 
which it is absolutely necessary that I should 
answer. I do not wish to take up the time of the | 
gentleman. J do not want to deal unjustly, and I | 
want to have an understanding now that I may be 
allowed to make an explanation when he has done. 

[Cries of ‘t Agreed !?? «© A. 


“4 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
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merely stated facts. The gentleman is perfectly at 
liberty, when I do him injustice, to reply, and set 
meright. I would not intentionally do him wrong 
for the-world. I now make that disclaimer. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. A gentleman has 
notified me that when the gentleman gets through 
with his remarks, he will object, I having spoken `i 
once upon this subject i 

A Member. Amendments have been offered 
since, and he can’t object, if you get the floor. 

Mr. R.. But Tmustpass from that subject. Lam | 
hot getting along as fast as I thought I would. I 
had no idea that I would be drawn into the remarks 
Thave. This is a most unwelcome task to me. | 
have concluded: my reply to the gentleman from 
Kentucky; but before | pass from this subject I 
would like to say that I want no strife in the Dem- 
ocratic party. Í have not brought this subject | 
here. It has been forced upon the House against | 
my will—against my consent. 
invite the fullest discussion—the fullest assaults, if | 
they haveany to make, upon Judge Doveras; but, i 
if any, make them directly. T'he remembrance | 
of defeats ought to make us concede everything | 
for measures and demand nothing for men. ` I am | 
here in that spirit to-day. 
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l ever have been here | 
in that spirit. There are some other things, Mr, |} 
Chairman, to which I feel it my duty to make | 
reference. 

There is one subject upon which I have not 
spoken, upon which I deem it necessary to touch. ji 
I know that it is said—not here, but elsewhere— | 
that Judge Doveras is the steam candidate for the 
Presidency; but that whole question is brought in 
a shape that we cannot get hold of it. I want to 
meet it at once. I give it the flat denial. There 
is not one man owning an interest in any of the 
ocean steam lines, so far as I have been enabled to 
ascertain, favorable to Judge Doucras as his first I 
choice. There are three steam lines. Aspinwall ; 
& Co. are all Whigs, and not for Dovgtas, but 
for the Whig candidate. Of the firm of Law, 
Crowell & Roberts—owners of the line from New 
Yoric to Chagres—the first. two are understood to | 
be for General Cass, and tie latter (Mr. Roberts) | 
for the Whig candidate. Mr. Collins—owner of | 


H 
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the line from New York to Liverpool—is under- |i 


stood to be for General Cass or Governor Marcy. 
Not one of the proprietors of the various lines is | 
for Judge Doveras, so far as I know or have been : 
able to ascertain. If there is, will any gentleman | 
name him? Is there any gentleman here who | 
would do it? Ido not say that these gentlemen are i 


hostile, but that they prefer other gentlemen. j 


Mr. OLDS. Perhaps it was meant that Dove 
LAs will go by steam when he is nominated 
[Laughter. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. F have no doubt about © 
it. The Whigs will see sights when he is nomi- i: 
nated. There is an element of popularity about 
him from the fact that, by his own unaided exer- 
tion, he has come up from poverty to eminence, | 
till he occupies, at forty years of age, as proud a | 
position as any man in America. i 

There is another charge. Now, I hear it said i 
here sometimes that Doveras has sold out and $ 
transferred his interest to this man, that man, and |} 
the other man. To each and every statement of į 
this kind, separately and distinctly, I give a flat | 
denial. Judge Doveras is a candidate, and he 
has a right to be. 

It is said that he has stirred up strife in differ- 
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Being here, we || 


| Matter upon the floor of the House. 
it not to make an assault upon anybody, as the 


ent States, Iam here to repel any such charge. 
I make the declaration without. any qualification, 
that in no instance has ‘he sanctioned opposition 
to any Democratic candidate in his own State. J 
make the broad declaration, that he has sought to 
avoid those things which would lead to a contest, 
and having done so he is notliable to these-chargey 
that have been preferred. What is there that has 
drawn upon him all this assault? 5 

I will not go into these controversies. I have 
nothing to do with them between this and that 
man and the other man. Tam here for a specific 
purpose, and 1 have endeavored to perform it 
without making any assaults. I make assaults 
upon none. Judge Doueras has made assaults 
upon none, and he has retired from the contest 
wherever a candidate has been presented in.a State. 
He has made no fight with anybody, and has de- 
sired his friends should make none.’ Of one thing 
I can speak, and that with pride: Whatever divis- 
ion there may be among the different States- upon 
local candidates, in Ulinois there is but one senti- 
ment, one view, and one wish among the Democ- 
racy. Illinois can give for Judge Doveras such 
a majority as no State in this Union has ever given 
before. But wherever the nomination may fall, 
you may look to that Democracy, you may ex- 
pect to fnd them as firm, steadfast, and reliable as 
her own regiments have been upon the field of 
battle when fighting the enemies of their country. 
She will give a vote to your c:ndidate, be he who 
he may; and her Democracy will presentan undi- 
vided front when the trial comes. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WASHBURN obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. | I will ask the gentle- 
man to yield me fifteen or twenty minutes of his 
| time, to make a personal explanation. 

Mr, WASHBURN. I will yield the floor, if it 
is understood that it is not to come ont of my 
time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will say to my 
friend from Maine, [Mr. W ASHBURN,] that I may 
not occupy more than fifteen minutes. I have 
never asked a favor of the House. I am not used 
to its customs. It is necessary for me to make a 
personal explanation, spriaging out of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Rrcnarp- 
son,] and I hope the House will allow me this ex- 
planation, and that it shall not come out of the ~ 
time of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Wasu- 


BURN. 
“Agreed!” * That’s -> 


[Cries of ‘Agreed? 
right!” ` 

Mr. WASHBURN. Iwill yield the floor to 
the gentleman from Kentucky for the purpose of 
a personal explanation, understanding he will not 
occupy more than fifteen minutes, retaining my 
right to the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Conscious of the pu- 
rity of my own motives, and of my own. course, 
I have heard with surprise, but with composure, 
i the speech of the gentleman from. [llinois, (Mr. 
| Ricuarpson.] J made a speech in this House 
some days ago, in which, after a discussion in- 
volving general politics, in answer to the gentle- 
man from Florida, {Mr. Caxseur,] I turned to notice 
the course which had been pursued by the Demo- 
cratic Review, in reference, not to one only, but 
ali the Democratic candidates for the Presidency, 
exceptone. I noticed that Review, because it wag 
not an ordinary partisan sheet. Any newspaper 
through the country might have uttered what it 
pleased, and I should have paid no attention to it, 
It was because this Review occupied a peculiar 
position of dgnity and importance in the party, 
and had been pufchased and diverted from its 
original purpose, and turned into a campaign 
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| paper, striking right and left at all the best names 


of the Democratic party, that ] introduced this 
lintroduced 


gentleman from Mlinois (Mr. Ricuarnsox] sup- 
poses and charges, I introduced it—it might have 
been presumption in me—for the purpose of giving 
the Democratic party warning of the dissensions 
springing up in their midst. T noticed it for the 


; Purpose of repelling the assault made by this Re- 


view upon the well known principles of the party, 
and upon the tried and reliable men of the p 
I have since heard many gentlemen express their 
opinions in reference to the tone of this speech, 
and I believe that a vast majority of the members 
upon this floor do not consider that it contains 


arty. 
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anything to which any Democrat ought to ob- 
ject. ‘one : 
The gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Ricnarpsoy] 
considers it, and persists in considering it, a direct 
attack upon Judge Doveras. He came to me 
before I rose to speak, perhaps the day before, | 
and asked if I intended to notice the course of the 
Review? I gaid I did. He requested to have an 
opportunity of relieving Judge Doveras from. all 


connection with it, which I promised:to afford him, ` 
and did afford him. I mentioned the name of 
Judge Dovatas, in order to give him the oppor- į 
tunity. The gentleman implores harmony in the 
party; but the way to produce harmony, is to | 
stop at the beginning these fatal attacks, and this | 
diversion of important and influential. periodicals | 
of the party from their proper purposes. f 
The gentleman makes his point upon a state- | 
ment in my speech, that a gentleman—a country- | 
man and a friend of mine—having gone to Ken- 
tucky last summer, attempted to .stir up strife 
there, and break down General Butler at home; 
but having failed, came back and purchased the 
Democratic Review. Thatis true; that is a fact 
which I stated. The Review was used for pur- 
poses which led to unpleasant feelings and conjec- 
tures, and it was proper that the matter should be 
explained. My apology for that statement—and 
it will be a sufficient answer to the gentleman’s 
charge of assault—is to be found simply in one or 
two extracts, which I will read from the January 
number of the Democratic Review. My remarks 
on “ Progress,” in the speech I made the other 
day, were entirely incidental, and intended as an | 
angwer to that sort of progress which that num- 
ber ag the Review inculcated. ` i 
These extracts will give you some idea of the | 
character of the progress that is wanted. Itis from | 
an article headed, ‘1852 and the Presidency:” 
“Tn every land of Europe, from the Atlantic shore to the | 
Turkish confines, the United States have a more numerous, | 
more chivalrous, and more powerful army, than the mon- | 
archic and absolutist tyrants of the people—it is the people |: 
it is the two hundred and ‘fifty millions of suffering hu- |! 
manity, to whose ideas the United States is a heaven i 
beyond the setting sun, who dream in gladsome ecstasy of 
the day when our flag shall be unfurled, or even our nod, 


earth-shaking as the nod of Jove, shall be given for the liber- : 
ation of uations.” 
* * 


* * 


“ But we have rcached times when Quaker policy will 
_not do forthe Republic. The time has come ior strong, 
sturdy, clear-headed, and honest men to act; and the Repub- 
lic must have them, should it be compelled, as the Colonies 


* * * 


were in 1776, to drag the hero of the time out of a hole in a i! € U 
‘ compact, for certain purposes, was authorized to 
f . A i; carry out that system of progress; and in the nex 
soil of Europe, and change the issue, froma contest whether ‘| ae fs ne 

monarchs ehaill beard us here, to a contest whether they |; place, I thought the article fatal to the har mony o 
' the Democratic party, and unjust to many of the 


whether in Virginia or the illimitable West.” 


wild forest, 
vend * * « We must transfer the field of war tothe 


and their impious practices shall for an hour longer be tol- i 
erated there.” 


My time will not allow me to quote further on 
this point. The rest is in the same tone. 1 wish ` 
all it proposes would immediately come to pass; | 
but Ido not wish to involve my country in war | 
to bring it about. : . | 

But, sir, to carry out this new dispensation, it 
was necessary to remove all who might be sup- 
posed to stand inthe way; and accordingly the 
article proceeds: ; 


“ But such a result can only be expected from a Demo- 
cratic Administration, and one more progressive than we : 
have hitherto. been content with. To wield such a power : 
with such enormous results, the presidential chair must be | 
filled by a man not of the last generation, bul of this, ofthe : 


very time in which we Jive.” 
* * * * * 


* * 


“The statesmen of a previous generation, with their 
personal antipathies, and Weir sonal claims, with per- 
sonal greatness or personal inefficiency, t 
way? * *  * «s Age is to be honored, but senility ; 
is pitiable, especially when it leads its possessor to practices ; 
at variance with his former life—especially when it leads a | 


each nite ; aan H 2 a 
Democrat of formerly commendabie repute to expect the ' a member of this House from Indiana, a 


friendship of the South, and at the same time hope to eon- 
cenl his delinquencies with the Van Burenites. Andifthere ; 
be some others of the gentlemen of the past age who can ; 
show clean hands on this subject, they will be found to be : 
men ineapable of gra: 
time, of fathoming its ideas, 
events they have been in office, € 
of the destinies of the country and of the party. It was in 
their power ta do good. But by lack of statesinanship, lack : 
of temper, lack of discretion, and, most of all, by laek of 
progress, they brought into our ranks discord and dissen- | 
sion, and the party they received united, strong, and far in 
advance, they lett a wreck, a mutinous wreck, struggħug ' 
in the slough of questions settled by the Federal compact of 
the United States.” 


* * 


or controllingits poliey. At all 


* x * * 


‘Many young statesmen there are in the Dethacratie 
ranks, eloquent, judicious, manly, personaly unexception- 
able in every respect, and endowed with the necessary qual- 
ications we have above indicated, upon whom their per- 
sonal friends and admirers might have pitched their hopes 


must getout of the |: 


and have bad the control i: 


H 


P i othin 
ing the difficulties of the present |: nee 


i please allow me to go on. 


About the third week in January, the whole Re- 
About ibe 6th of | 


li New York. 


for the Presidency. Wily wire-pulfers and local politicians 
are endeavoring to make it appear that each State of the 
Union is working with tremendous vigor for some imagin- 
ary ‘favorite son,’ to whom, by thus exciting State pride, 


‘that State may be induced to fix itself, and thus increase 


the influence for evil and the 
politician aforesaid.” 


This disposes of all the military characters: 
“ Against the Democratic candidate, the Whigs wil place 


purchasabie value of the loca} 


General Scott, and if military renown were of any avail, 


Gencral Scott is certain of the Presidency. But we trust 
the republics everywhere have learned sufficient lessons as 
to the selection of military Presidents, ? * * * &Cer- 
tainly, the Democratic ranks can show no equal to General 
Seott. in managing armies and writing letters, and on that 
account alone, if the examples of what is obtained by an 
avidity for military Presidents were not too strikingly before 
us, it would be madness in the Democratic party to put 
forward any candidate against whom the jealousy and un- 
popularity due to a military politician can lie.’? 


After announcing a plot on the part of Mr. 


Sewarp (which 1 do not deny) to elect General | 


Scott on the strength of buttons and plume, the 
article proceeds: - 


“To crush this plot before its birth, the convention must 
nominate the proper man, and riva! Scott with a tried civ- 
ilian, not witha second or third-rate general, subject to the 
same weaknesses as lis antagonist. 

‘To recapitulate: the Democratic nominee for *52 must, 


therefore, not be trammeled with ideas belonging to an an- | 
terior era, or aman of merely local fame and local affec- | 


tions, but a statesman who can bring young blood, young 
ideas, and young hearts to the councils of the Republic. 
Your mere general, whether he can write on his card the 
battle-fields of Mexico, or more heroically boast of his 
prowess in a militia review; your mere lawyer, trained in 
the quiddities of the court, but without a political idea be- 
yond a local election; your mere wire-pullerand ‘judicious 
bottle-holder,? whe claims preéminence now, on the sole 
ground that he once played second fiddle to better men, and 
who cozens himself in his corner with the idea that he can 
split votes with the Abolition and sectional factions he has 


intrigued with 3 and, above all, your beaten horse, thether | 


| 
f 


he run for a previous presidential cup as first or second, or i 


nowhere at ailon the ticket—none of these will do. 
Democratie party expects from the Baltimore Convention a 
new man, 2 statesman of sound Democratie pluck, and 
world-wide ideas to use iton;? * * * a boldman, 
who can stand the brunt of foreign war, and maintain, by 
the vigor and reach of his councils, the honor of our tiag. 
whether on the land or the sea; and yet, a man astute and 
wise as Cato, who can, by the use of foreign materiel, save 
our shores from attack, and crush the despots of the world 
in their very dens.” > * * Letthe Baltimore Con- 
vention give to this, the young generation of America, a 


' candidate, and we are content.” 


Now, sir, this is a sample of the January num- 
ber of the Democratic Review. I did not believe 
n the principles of progress there advocated. At 
least, 1 did not believe that the Federal Govern- 
ment, under our theory of a limited constitutional 


t 
P 


ablest men in our ranks. Indeed, that seems to 
be conceded by the gentleman from Hiinois, [Mr. 


ne; 


Ricuarpson,] and I have notheard any Democrat : 


express a different opinion. 

In the course of my speech, I asked the gentle- 
man from Illinois, not for the purpose of making 
any charge, but to enable him, as he had requested 
me to do, to relieve Judge Doveras, he being well 
understood to be the favorite of the conductors of 
the Review, and it having been purchased for the 
purpose of promoting his prospects for the Presi- 
dency—t asked him this question, (referring to a 
recommendation of the Review, which had been 
given by certain members of Congress:) “Task 


‘whether it was signed by Judge Doveias before 
‘or after the leading article of the January number 


‘was printed and circulated??? The leading article || 
wiated | 


in the January number was printed and cire 
about the Ist of January—a day or two t 
after. <A copy was sent to nie, to Ai 


ROBINSON 


gentlemen on this floor. It was printed separat 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 


Ca 
8- 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


permit me—— 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentil 


en 


an will 
against him, and it does’ not affect nim at all, 


view for that month appeared. 


February—a day or two before, or a day or two 
4 the 


after—an agent for the Democratic Review by 


ifthe gentleman from Illinois if he is able to state | 


About that, I know: 


I did not say the, 
i gentleman knew anything about it. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will 


name of Foster, came to this city from the city of 


He had with him samples of the 


| 


‘| that was the d 


ii 


; exget imest w 
I have made no charge ij 


Review, and a paper to which he. obtained the 
signatures of some. members of this. House, and 
some members of the Sénate, cordially recom- 
mending that Review (which the paper an- 
nounced had changed hands) to the Democracy 
of the country, and particularly tothe South; as 
it was thought it would suit that meridian... ‘The 
agent started for Richmond, with that. paper-and 
with an immense pile of thatnumber of the Review. 
A gentleman now in this Capitol (Mr. Parker, of 
the Library) met him on board the boat, heard his 


statement, saw the paper, and went on to Rich- © 


mond with him. After he got. to Richmond, the 
agent of the Reyiew met with Mr. Parker in the 
office of Mr. Ritchie, the editor of the Richmond 
Enquirer, and he showed the paper, with. those 
ames and the Review, to Mr. Ritchie and other 
gentlemen. i have made this statement for the 
purpose of inviting any explanation that may be 
offered hereafter. 

I asked the gentleman from Illinois “if he was 
able to state whether Judge Doveras signed that 
paper before or after the leading article in the Jan- 
uary number was printed and circulated?” The 
gentleman replied that ‘it was signed previous to 
the appearance of the January number, and not 
after it.” As the gentleman rose on behalf of Judge 
Dovexas, and as his particular friend, I took it 
for granted that he was speaking by authority, 
and was very happy to hear his statement. This 
is a simple matter, and ought to be cleared u 
without difficulty. There is no use in fogying it 


‘by enlarging on the fidelity of the Ilinois Democ- 


racy. I never questioned their fidelity. There is 
no use in fogying it by saying that I made as- 
saults. T have made no assault. But if the gen- 
tleman considered his explanation unsatisfactory, 
I will reduce the affair to a single point that ought 
settle the whole matter. I have never seen that 
paper of recommendation. The gentleman asks 
why we do not produce and publish it? I an- 
swer, that when last seen, it was in the posses- 
sion of the agent of the Review, and is now prob- 
ably in the hands of the conductors, the agent, 
or some one connected with the establishment. 
1 neither saw the paper nor read it, but I have 
been told what it contained. There were signed 
to it, long after the assault appeared in the Janu- 
ary number, the names of certain members of 
Congress. I do not know whether there were 
“any candidates for the Presidency among them 
or not. Judge Doveras signed that paper and his 
name, with a separate line, cordially recommend- 
ing the Review, is below. the other names upon 
the list, which names were signed in the month of 
February, when the agent of that Review was in 
this city on his way to Richmond. Now, I ask 
the gentleman from Hlinois, if he is prepared to 
repeat his statement, made the other day, that 
Judge Doveras * signed that paper before and not 
after the January number appeared?” And ask 
him if Judge Doveras cid not sign it when the 
agent was here, and when other members of Con- 
gress signed it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
tion mos: cheerfully, for I 
ceal anything. Jud 
telling when he sig 
i, by the recei 
* sabserip 


I will answer that ques- 
have no motive to con- 


R 


ge Doveras has no means of 
ned that paper, except, as I 
The receipt was given for 


uon 


3 
two years 
put his s 


6th of Janu: 


at the sume time that he 
ner, and that was on the 
eceipt is rightly dated. 
h Judge Doveras signed 
sxt say whether the date 
t, the gentieman is at liberty 
e January number was 


ry. 


J 


ay 
p 


W? 


aper. 


nn 
nu 


When he did sign it, he had not 
cie, That I can state by authority. 


BRECKINRIDGE. [thinkitis probable 
i 


Hiinois 


the 6th of January, | 


wung 


by sabs 


1e ag 


RICHA IN. intend any 
ne to be drawn Dovs,as can- 
aniess the re it, Istated 


i f yepear it 


. there may be 


re ny 
i anding, that if the vréesetot is right, 
the statement | made } vrect; if the receipt is 
| wrong, it may be ot se. But, be that as 1t 
may, one fact is established, and that is that Judge 


n 
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_ Douetas condemned and did all he could to prevent 
: the course pursued by. the Review. - 
The gentleman says that the agent had the paper 
sand that it maybe in the possession of the editors || 
of the Democratic Review. The present editors |! 
of tbe Democratic Review, as | understand, repu- 
diate this agent altogether. He was the agent of 
the old concern. I have signed. papers for him 
several years ago, and paid him subscriptions. |} 
But thé present editors repudiated hirn altogether, 
and he was not their agent at all. H 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Whether he was. 
their agent or not, he had in his possession a great 
„many copies. of the January number of the Re- 
view. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thad supposed the gen- 
tleman had the paper. | 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I never saw either || 
the man or the paper in my life. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The paper can certainly || 

-be had, and now let us have it, and let it be pub- 
lished. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I sincerely hope the 
paper may be published. But J call the attention 
of the committee to the fact, that I have not got it 
and cannot be supposed to have it, but it ought to 
be in the possession of some one connected with 
the Democratic Review, because, when last seen, 
it was in the possession of the agent of the Review, 
who. had a large number of copies of the periodical 
with him, and was acting for the promotion of its 
interests, f 

‘Mr. WASHBURN. The time I yielded to the 
gentleman has expired and | must claim the floor. 

{Cries of “ Oh no, let him go on!”] 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from 
Maine longer yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I cannot, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. .I hope the gentle- 
man from Maine will give me an opportunity to 
make a single statement in reference to the con- 
versation with Judge Dovewas, to which the gen- |! 


; hounce. 


tleman from Illinois has alluded. I will be very | 
brief. 

Mr. WASHBURN, Well, I will yield for a |) 
few moments longer. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have now said all |! 
T desire to say in reference to the January number || 
of the Democratic Review, and I hope have put | 
myself on proper ground. The February number 
has been referred to by the gentleman from Illinois. 
That number, it will be recollected, contains a 
sort of continuation of the article in the January 
number; but in addition to the general assault, 
covertly, upon the other candidates, it contains a 
violent assault on General Butler, by name. The 
gentleman produces a letter, dated some time in 
February, and said to have been sent from the city 
of New York by Mr. Sanders, the conductor of 
the Review, in answer to a telegraphic dispatch 
which he received from Judge Doucras, informing 
the Judge that he could not control the columns of | 


j 
| 
Hi “i . . 

|; there is nota word in that speech to whieh any 


| Democrat ought to object. 


ought to do, when they are satisfied that he had 
nothing to do with it. A i 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Thegentleman com- 
plains, then, because, after I was informed that 
Judge Doveras tried to stop the publication of that 
number, I did not,in my speech, expressly acquit 
him of the power to control the Review. I answer, 
that, in the first place, I never charged him with 
-having:any such power. The gentleman has seen 
£< Gorgons, hydras, and chimeras dire,” 


that I do not see in my. speech, and that the De- |; 


mocracy on this floor do. not.see in it. 
Mr. HART and Mr. POLK here requested that 


| the conversation with Judge Doveras should be 


stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. At the request of his 
friends, I will give the substance of it. The gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Sacxerr,] my col- 
eagues, (Messrs. Ewine and Marsnaxt,] and 
myself, happened to be in the refectory, not far 
from the Senate Chamber, where Judge Dovetas 
also happened to be. We had some general con- 
versation there, and soon afterwards Judge Dova- 
Las took me aside and told me that the Democratic 
Review. for February would contain a violent as- 
sault upon General Butler. I replied, that if it 
did, I should denounce it. He expressed his re- 
grets,and I intimated to him that he ought to stop 
it. He said he could not; that it was too late; 


| that he feared it was already out. He stated that 


if there was time, he would send the gentleman 


from Hlinois [Mr. Ricwarpsox] to New York to | 


break up the types, but he feared the Review 
was already issued. I think he also told me that 
he had telegraphed to the conductor of the Re- 


view not to publish the attack on General Butler. || 


A day or two after this, the conductor of the 
Review came on to this city, and brought with 
him a sort of proof number of the February issue, 


which he, with great frankness, showed’ to me, | 


and J, with equal frankness, told him I should de- 
Some days, perhaps a week after this, 
the February number came out. Now, sir, I 
mentioned that February number first, because I 


conceived I had a right to mention an article in a | 


periodical of this sort, attacking distinguished men 
of the party, without imputing blame to any par- 
ticular gentleman who had been named in con- 
nection with the Presidency; and secondly, be- 
cause I thought that if I hada friend who, in 
working for me, chose to denounce and abuse the 
most eminent and distiguished men of my party, 
he should stop it, or should cease to be my friend. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will make only one or 


| two remarks in conclusion. of this explanation, 


and I pass over many points which I might touch 
in vindication of myself, but I feel that it would 
be unjust to the gentleman from Maine to trench 
further on his time. l state that I miade no as- 
sault upon anybody in that speech. J assert that 


The general senti- 
ments contained in it are correct; and the denun- 


that paper, and that the editor would pnblish what 
he pleased. The gentieman also states that i had |) 
had a conversation with Judge Doueras, and well | 
knew, before [ made my speech, that he had | 
attenipted to prevent the appearance of the article i! 
in the February number. fel have the consentof || 
the gentleman, as he has alluded to it, I will repeat |! 
the substance of the conversation between Judge || 
Doveras and myself. I presume, from his having |! 
referred to it, that he wishes me to do so. I will l 
first remark, that most of my comments and criti- i 
cisms were intended for the January number of || 
that Review, and my remarks were intended asa i: 
defense ofall the members of the Democratic par- |: 
ty who were assailed in that article. [I will not | 
repeat that conversation, because it was a private || 
one; and it is suggested to me that I had better not |! 
give it. ji 

(Loud cries of Give it!” and “ h, not] $ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ido not think itma- | 
terial that I should do so. The gentleman wishes |; 
to know why I made any allusion at all to the || 
February number of the Review, after I had been | 
informed that Judge Doveras had tried to stop the |; 
publication of that number. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON, No; that is not it. The |, 
point that I make, 


I is this: not that the gentleman || 
alluded to it; for I expected he would allude to it, |! 
bu! that with this knowledge that Judge Doveras | 
had no power to control the. Democratic Review, | 
he yet did not acquit him of it—as Democrats i 


ciation of the course of the Review, the gentle- 
man from Illinois has himself indorsed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman says 
“certainly;’? he himself denounces the course of 
the Democratic Review. I warned him before- 
hand that I should denounce it, and he requested 
that I would afford him an opportunity to make 
an explanation which would entirely disconnect 
Judge Doveras from that periodical. 1 did so; 


and he made such explanations as he thought | 


proper. Not satisfied with them, however, he 
takes the floor to-day for further explanations; but 


instead of clearing up the matter, flies off, and į 


charges me with making a disturbance in the 
Democratic ranks. I deny it, and say that I have 
been upon the defensive from the beginning. 1 
have made a statement of facts. It is not for me 
to say what their effect will be. If there is any 
other explanation which the gentleman from Ilinois 
desires to make, the country will be glad to hear it, 
I repudiate, in the most distinct language, having 
been influenced by the slightest malice or ill-feel- 
ing towards any member of the Democratic party, 
in the speech I made the other day. My main 
object was to puta stop to these attacks, which I 


considered fatal to the integrity and harmony of || 


the party. Idid not begin them, nor was I ĉon- 
nected, remotely or directly, with any person who 
did begin them. I do not remember anything 
else in the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois 


{ 
j 


i 
1 
i 


to which I ought to reply; and I now resign the 
floor to the gentleman from Maine, with my grate- 
ful acknowledgments. for his kindness.* 


NORTH AMERICAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. WASHBURN addressed the House, to the 
expiration of the hour allotted him under the rule, 
in favor of a grant of land to the North American 
Railroad Company. His remarks [which he had 
| not concluded when the hammer fell] will be pub- 
lished hereafter. : 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California, obtained the 
floor. i 

Several Mrmpers. He has not yet spoken an 
hour. 

Mr. MARSHALL. l am willing. that the 
House shall determine that the gentleman from 
Maine may. continue his speech, preserving, how- 
ever, when he has concluded, my right to the 
| floor. 
| Mr. CLINGMAN, I hope the Chair will ask 
| the general consent of the House as to whether the 
gentleman [Mr. Wasusurn] shall have his full 


|| time-—the gentleman from California still retaining 


his right to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of the gentle- 
| man has expired. That is fixed by the rule. It 
| is the opinion of the Chair that it is not competent 
į for the committee to vary or disregard the rule of 
! the House under which it is acting. It has been 
so decided heretofore, substantially and correctly, 
as the Chair thinks, and acquiesced in by the 
committee. . 

Mr. MARSHALL. Allow me, upon that ques- 
tion of order, to say a word. In order to give the 
House an opportunity, if they choose, to®let the 
gentleman from Maine continue to speak his full 
hour, I will appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
protesting at the same time that I believe tht deci- 
sion of the Chair is a correct one. [Laughter.] It 
will give the committee a chance to do what they 
wish. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is competent for the 
committee to overrule the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Will not the unanimous 


*Since the adjournment of the House, the following cor- 
| respondence has occurred. Jt is clear enough now, that 
these receipts were all dated at the same time; that the 
date relates back merely to the commencement of a new 
series, or to the period when the concern changed owners; 
and that ihe paper in controversy was signed by all whose 


{ uary, or at any previous time. 
J. ©. BRECKINRIDGE. 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wasurneron, March 10, 1852, 
Dear Sir: In the debate to-day, the Hon. WituiaM H. 
| RICHARDSON, for the purpose of fixing the period when 
| Judge Dovarassigned a paper recommending the “ Demo- 
cratic Review > to the Democracy of the country, referred 
toa receipt, given at the same time to the Judge, for his 


j: Subscription to that periodical. The receipt, which he pro- 


duced in the House, bears date the 6th of January, 1852, 
| but Mr. Ricnaxpson stated it was possible there might be 
! a mistake in the date. I understand that you, and perhaps 
| other members, have receipts for your subseriptions bearing 
| date the 6th of January, 1852, but given in February last. 
| Will you be so kind as to auswer the following interroga- 
| tories? 
i lst. What is the date of your own receipt, and those of 
| Others you have seen? 

2d. When was the money paid on the “subscription for 

which the receipt was given to you? 

| 3d. Was it paid before or alter you read the leading arti- 
| cle in the January number of the Democratic Review, enti- 


|| tled * 52 and the Presidency?” 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN C. BRECKINRIDGE. 
Jon. Granam N. Firon, Washington, 


WASHINGTON, ? p. m., March 10, 1852. 

Sir: Your note of to-day is before me. I will answer 
your interrogatories in the order in which they occur. 

I know nothing of any other receipts for subscriptions to 
the Democratic Review than those of two other members 
of the House and my own, all of which are dated January 
6th, 1852. Mine was first presented for payment, and paid 
in the honorable Speaker Boyp’s room and presence on 
; the same day on which his was presented, and to the same 
| man (Mr. Foster, the agent) to whom his was paid—the 
day being, to the best of my recollection, within the first 
week of February; I think the 7th of that month. It was 
paid a number of days after E had read the article in the 
Democratic Review to which you refer, and after it had 
been a subject of discussion among several members out- 
side of the House. 

Respectfully yours, GRAHAM N. FITCH. 

Hon. Joux C. BRECKINRIDGE. 


WASHINGTON, March 10, 1852. 
Sir: By your authority, E made a statement in the House 


this day in reference to certain matters occurring between 
you and Mr. Foster, agent for the Democratic Review, ona 
steam-boat between this city and Richmond, Virginia; and 


names are attached to it in February last, and not in Jan- 


1852. 


ogee 
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consent of the committee allow the gentleman to 
roceed ? 5 ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Not in the opinion of the 
Chair. The hour of the gentleman having ex- 

ired, it was moved that he have leave to ‘proceed 
by unanimous consent. 
as a matter of order, it is not competent for the 
committee to. vary the rule in that respect; and in 
connection with that decision he would repeat the 
remark, that some time since a like ruling was 
made by the gentleman then occupying the Chair, 
und was acquiesced in by the committee. From 
this decision an appeal is taken. : 

Mr.-ORR. In that case, the hour for closing 
the debate had terminated. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, that does not alter the case. In the first 
instance, the time was fixed by an order.of the 
House. In this case, it is limited by a standing 
rule of the House which is imperative upon the 
committee. : 

Mr. ORR. By unanimous consent we can do 
anything. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, ‘ Shall 
the opinion of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the committee?” 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. 
peal upon the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not competent for 
the committee to lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. EWING. Ifthe Chair will allow me. If 
the gentleman from Maine is allowed to. proceed 
te occupy his full hour, does the decision of the 
committee deprive the gentleman from California 
of the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN, It will be competent for 
the gentleman from California to yield the floor to 
allow the gentleman to proceed, but it will be de- 
ducted from his time. 


Mr. MARSHALL. 


also at the latter place, in the oflice of Mr. Ritchie, editor 
of the Enquirer. You heard my remarks, and [ now re- 
quest you to say whether they were correct, so far as your 
name was involved ; or rather, to give me a brief statement 
covering the subject-matter. 
Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN C. BRECKINRIDGE. 


I move to lay the ap- 


If the committee give that 


J. A. Parker, Esq. 


Wasuineron, March 10, 9 o'clock, p. m. 

Sir: In answer to your note, this moment received, I 
have to say, that I heard your speech this day in the House, 
and sò far as my name was connected with the subject under 
discussion, your statement was entirely correct as far as it 
went. In justice to myself and all others, I beg leave to 
add, that on the 10th day of February last, 1 started from 
this city to Richmond on business of very great importance 
to myself and others, (which had been several days de- 
layed in consequence of my inability to leave this city,) 
and in no manner or form connected with politics. As 
soon as I went on board the steam-boat, I saw a very large 
number of copies of the January number of the ** Demo- 
cratic Review,” and the agent, a Mr. Foster, exhibiting a 
recommendation of said work signed by some members of 
Congress; which signatures, he said, he obtained on the 
Friday and Saturday before, (viz., the 6th and 7th of Feb- 
ruary.) Judge Dovusras’s name was signed at the bottom 
of tle paper, and differed from the others in this: ‘ I most 
cordially concur in the above recommendation, S. A. 
Doveras.” Theagent wasthen asked if the persons sign- 
ing the recommendation knew the contents, and he replied, 
«that he presumed they did, and especially Judge Douc- 
Las, who had said to him on the 9th of February, he feared 
the article would do him more harm than good.” A large 
number of gentlemen were present and saw the recom- 
mendation, and heard Mr. Foster’s statement, Mr. Cham- 
bless (late of the Virginia Convention) and myself pur- 
chased copies. Mr. C. soon called my attention to the 
«feader,?? headed, the ‘ Presidency, 1852.”? On the 12th, 
while sitting in the office of Mr. W. F. Ritchie, of the En- 
quirer, Mr. Foster came in and exhibited the same paper, 
and made the same statement he had made on the steam- 
boat. (He also stated other things which Fdo not wish now 
to repeat.) I at once saw the evil which was about to be 
inflicted on the Democratic party, and drew from my pock- 
et ashort appeal, signed * An Eye Witness,” whieh F had 
prepared, (after consulting several prominent Democrats, 
among them I will name General R. Mase, and W. O. 
Goode, Esq., of the House of Delegates,) and read itto Mr. 
Ritchie, in the presence of the agent, Mr. Foster, and sent 
it immediately to the printing office. Mr. Ritebie was here 
on the 5th instant, and distinctly recollects the facts and cir- 
cumstances above given. Itis due to the Democratie par- 
ty, and due to myself, to declare, as T do now most solemnly, 
that in making the appeal signed “An Eye Witness,” pub- 
Jished in the © Enquirer,” [had not the most remote idea 
of making an attack on any one. Nor can that article be 
zo construed hy any inypartial or disinterested person. My 
sole object was to give those who had signed the recom- 
mendation iniormation of the use and abuse of their names, 
aud an opportunity of publiely repudiating the contents of 
theJanuary number. {regret the length of this note ; less 
I could not say—more I do not wish to say, and hope I 
shall have no occasion to say. 

With great respect, your obedie: 


nt servant, 
JOHN A. PARKER. 
Hon. Joux C. BRECKINRIDGE, Washington. - 


The Cħair decides that, . 


i 


privileges I certainly do not forfeit my right to the 
oor. f 3 ; 

“Mr. JOHNSON, of Fennessee. I understand 
that the gentleman from Maine does not wish to 
proceed, but that he will write out his remarks. 

Mr. HALL. I withdraw my appeal. 

Mr. ORR. I renew it. 

_ The question was then put, ‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee,” and upon a division there were—ayes 40,. 
noes 68. No quorum. . ; ts. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered, and Messrs. Cuanpier and Fow er were 
appointed. 

Mr. POLK. I would ask the gentleman from 
Maine if he desires to proceed with his remarks? 

Mr. SMART. He does, certainly. He de- 
sires to go on, if permitted by the courtesy of the 
House. : 

‘The question was again put, and the decision of 
the Chair was overruled, the tellers having re- 
ported—ayes 52, noes 70. 

The CHAIRMAN. © Is unanimous consent 
given to the gentleman’s proceeding? 

Mr. EWING. Ido not wish to interpose any 
objection, unless the effect of granting unanimous 
consent will be to deprive the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia of the floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Iam anxious to ask the 
Chairman one question, which I desire to have 
settled at this stage of the proceedings, it being of 
some consequence to myself. Dol lose the floor, 
in the opinion of the Chair, if unanimous consent 
is given to the gentleman from Maine to proceed 
with his remarks for the balance of his hour? I 


i : A | 
yielded the floor that the committee might take | 


action upon the question submitted. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
yielded the floor, as one having given the unani- 
mous consent, would stand like other members 
with regard to the floor, at the conclusion of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It was my proposition 
that was adopted, and I must remind the Chair | 
that the proposition I made, and the one upon 
which the committee voted, was, that the gentle- 
man should be allowed to speak out his time with- 
out the member from California losing his right 
to the floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I understood both propo- 
sitions to be embraced, and the committee have 
agreed to them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to 
recollect the precise language used by the gentle- 
man in his motion. The Chair ruled that it was 
not competent for the committee, by their action, to | 
change the rule of the House limiting the time of | 
speaking to one hour. This was all the question 
then before the committee. That decision was 
reversed. The Chair entertains the opinion, that į 
the gentleman from California, by yielding the | 
floor to the gentleman from Maine, will have for- 
feited his claim to it as a matter of right. When, 
however, the gentleman from Maine has concluded | 


his remarks, this question will properly come up ij 


to be decided, in case the floor is awarded to any 
other member and the gentleman from California 
claims it as a matter of right. 


The gentleman having | 


and Meracnam acting ‘as tellers,) and resulted— 
| eyes 69, noes 40. ~ . e ` 

So the motion was agreed tó. -“- a 

Thecommittee roseaccordingly,and theSpeaker 
i having resumed the chair, the chairman of. the 
committee reported: that the Committee of the 
Whole on the. state of the Union had -had the 
Union generally under consideration, and partic- 
ularly the special order, being House-bill No. 7, 
to encourage agriculture and. for other purposes, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


REPAIR OF THE LIBRARY —~EXTENSION. OF 


THE CAPITOL. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I desire to sub- 
mit a motion to the House, if it be in order now, 
| to postpone the further consideration of the special 
i! order, which has just been under consideration by 
H! the Committee of the Whole, for a week, with a 
view of taking uptwo bills which have been set as 
special orders for to-day—one for repairing the 
Capitol, and the other forits extension. I am:sat~- 
| isfied these bills can be disposed of in a shott time, 
| if the House will consent to it. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The gentie- 
man can attain his object just as well by moving 
to reconsider the votes referring these bills to. the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| with the view to bring them before the House, 
and thereby not disturb the regular order of busi- 
ness, 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider ° 
can be submitted to the House by unanimous 
consent. 
| Mr, JOHNSON. The House can bring these 

bills back by unanimous consent. The gentleman 
i from Kentucky had better change his motion, and 
| let it take that form. i ie 
|! Mr. GENTRY. Try that. 
| Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, It seems to 
| be the wish of the House J should submit that 
i motion. 1 desire both bills set as the special or- 


i| ders of the day, shall be considered. 


Several: Members. Discharge the committee 
from the Library bill only. ay 

Mr. STANTON. Both these bills are of equal 
importance. I move, then, to reconsider the vote 
by which the Library bill was committed to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with the view of having it taken up in the House. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent the 
motion will be entertained. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. STANTON. 1 move that the bill be put 
i upon its passage, and I call for the previous ques- 
| tion, f 
REPAIR OF THE LIBRARY. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union has been discharged, by 
the unanimous consent of the House, from the 
further consideration of the Senate bill to provide 
i for the repair of the Congressional Library, lately 
destroyed by fire, and the billis regularly before 
the House. 

Mr. COBB. When was it done?. 

The SPEAKER. About five minutes ago, 


Mr. WASHBURN. I will not occupy any 
more of the time of the committee. Upon the | 
whole, I have decided that I will yield the floor to | 


the gentleman from California. il 


. Mr. APPLETON, of Maine. With the per- ' 
mission of the gentleman from California, who | 
prefers speaking to-morrow, I will move the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
gence of the committee thus far, to rise for the 
present, and give me an opportunity to speak to- 
morrow morning. I have not consumed much of 
the time of the House, and do not propose to do 


80. 
A Memper. Let some oneelse make a speech. 
Mr. MARSHALL. I have been endeavoring 
for the last few hours to try to get some one to 
speak. 
A Vorce. Gippines will speak. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MARSHALL. I would suggest, if the 


! House would be kind enough to listen to me, that | 
there is abundant business to occupy our atten- į 


tion. 
Mr. ROBBINS demanded tellers; which were 
ordered. 


The question was then taken, (Messrs. BEALE 


I would ask the indul- ; 


Mr. COBB. The motion was to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was sent to the Committee 
| of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The committee was dis- 
| charged, by the unanimous consent of the House. 
Mr. COBB. I have no objection to it. 

| Mr. STANTON. I have called the previous 
uestion upon my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to 

| think, that the rule which requires a bill to be con- 
i| sidered in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
i] the Union, would have tu be suspended. The vote 
by which the committee was discharged does not 
!| work a suspension of that rule. 
i Mr.GENTRY. That rule assumes that it has 
‘been discussed and considered in Committee of 
ji the Whole to the satisfaction of that committee 
| and the House. The House always determine 
l; when they will terminate the consideration of a 
|i bill in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the rule be recinded for the purpose 
of acting upon this bil? The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and the question will be upon ordering the 
bill to be read a third time, and upon this, the 
previous question has been demanded. 


ij 
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The previous question wai seconded, and the 
main question ordered; which main question was 
_ on ordering the bill to æ third reading. = 
The bill, according to order, was then read the 
third time. - ' re age 
Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the bill. 
The previous question was. seconded, and the 
main question ordered.” - A 
‘Mr, DAWSON demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill; which were not or- 
. dered... . 
“The question was then taken and the bill was 
passed, ae i PES 
Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
‘by which the bill was passed, and ‘to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table, which latter mo- 
tion was agreed to. 


THE HOMESTEAD BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If itis in order, J now move 
to postpone the special orders, which are under 
discussion, until next Wednesday. 

` Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will say to | 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 
<- Means, (Mr. Housron,] as he seems to be urgent 
about this deficiency bill, and I suppose there is | 
some little pretext for it, tor the sake of accommo- 
dation, I propose that, by. general consent, the | 
Komesraad bill occupy its placeas a special order, 
and that it go over informally until next Wednes- 
day. But really these departments deserve very 
little favor at the hands of the House, when they 
will go on and expend money—and that, too, 
when the House has withheld the appropriations, 
and struck them out of the bill—and then come 


here in the shape of a deficiency bill, and ask us || 


appropriate the money, 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. [shail be com- 
pelled to object to it. 
made an objection of the kind since I have been a 
member of Congress. [think if the members of 
the House will turn their attention to the galleries, | 
they will see abundant reasons, why the special | 
orders ought not to becontinued. There are work- 
men in those galleries, who have been brought from 
distant cities of the Union to assist in constructing 
the edifice which we are now about adding to the | 
building. I have been trying, from the beginning | 
of the session to the present moment, to get per- | 
mission of this Congress to permit that work 10 | 
be finished. If it is to be completed, it is wise 
economy and good policy that it should he con- 
tinned and completed speedily. Why this delay? 
Why is it necessary ? 


to 
| 
! 


Tt is the first time I have || 


that the: same: power’ that has expended money 
over and above what was appropriated by Con- 
gress, can, in any emergency of this kind, spend 
more money for-the protection of these emigrants. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That may be. But I have 
a letter from the Department which I propose to 
have read, which shows that the credit of the Gov- 


come bad, that the bills haveto be shaved, and the 
persons-who sell supplies tothe Army are increas- 
ing the prices of those supplies, for the purpose of 
meeting the deficiency from the losses they have 
to sustain on Government bills. ` ` i 

~ There are gentlenien all around me who are in- 
terested in this matter, and are pressing it. The 
members from Texas are interested, and the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means were drawn up before 
this House some time ago because that defici- 
ency bill had not been reported. Thebiil is there 
| printed, and ready for action, I have pressed 
in season and out of season to get action upon it, 
but the House has universally voted me down. 
The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jounson] 


tion which he has acquired by the special order, 
and I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will 
agree to do the same thing. 

Mr. WALSH. In connection with what was 
so well said by the gentleman from Kentucky, I 
want to present to the House, by their uanimous 


own story to this House. 

[Crixs of “4 Object. ”] 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I am entitled tothe floor, 
I believe. ; 

~The SPEAKER, The. Chair has not felt dis- 
posed to arrest this discussion, butit is very clearly 
out of order. 

Mr. WALSH. 
i will allow something to be said in reply to what 
has been said by the gentleman from Alabama, 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. WALSEI. There is no such case of suffer- 
ing as that of these men. They have come here, 
supposing the work would be continued. 

_ Mr. FICKLIN, 
unless it is to go on on both sides. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, I will only say that this 


to get bread; and to talk of the sufferings of other 
people in view of such sufferings as these, is really 
an insult to humanity. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The proposition of the gèn- 


There is no good reason 
why it should be suspended. These men are here 
without the means of support. They have heen | 
invited here by your action——the action of the last | 
Congress. They have their families to support 
They have crowded your galleries to-day, to wit 
ness the effect of your action. I hope that the 
special orders will not be postponed, 

Mr. HOUSTON. F desire to state, in reply to į 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. S ANTON, ] 
and also my friend from Tennessee, [ Jony- | 
£0N,] that E am not 
the House shall pass this de 


' 
‘LY 
att 


ciency bill, unless it 


the Government, that we should act upen it. F) 
7 4 te at k: 
want anion., Lf the House shall see fit to vote 
down the bill, the respons 
then we know where we stand. Somuch by way | 
of suggestion to the gentleman from Tennessee, i 
[Mr. Jouxsey.] 

rentl 

zh 


1 
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Now, sir, I put it to gentleman Tom Ken 
tucky, isit more important that we should pre- 
pare a job for workmen who have come here even 


under circumstances that might excite our sym- || 
pathy in their bebalf—is it more important to do | 
that, than to buy horses to mount our army to | 


protect emig on the road to Oregon and Cal 
fornia? Is it more important to do it, than to le 
gislate in away that would save the honor of the 
country by providing means to prevent our bills 
being. dishonored and protested—thereby involy- 
ing the Government in heavy damages, and in- 
creasing the price of every article sold to the army 
in California and that region of country, because 
of known the bills cannot be 


A 


+ 


the fact that it is 
paid ¢ 


I single s 


this moment pressing that |! 


shall see fittodo so, Tthink, even if it determine | 
to negative the deficiency bill, it is the highestduty | 
we owe to the country, the Administration, and | 


tleman trom Alabama is to postpone the further 
consideration of the special order. "That measure 
is not now inthe possession of the House, and it 


consent is not given, and there is, therefore, an 


i end of the matter. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 


| 
i 
| 


| relieve the diticulty that gentlemen complain of so 
loudly. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. J. continued. F was going to suggest to 


to toil and labor for their support, but E do object 
to making speeches to the lobbies, and pointing 


| just had an example set of the way in which this 
bill ean be passed speedily, 
meritorious, 
relief att 


and if these men are so deserving of 


and put upon its passage. 
orious and deserving, and if these men are exposed 
to such suifering—and.f will go as far as he who 
goes furthest to relieve them-—by unanimous con- 
committee can be discharged from the far 
onsideration of the hill, it can be brought be+ 
fore the House, and put upon its passage. If there 
be no objection, [will now move to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bil. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 


: If the gentle- 
man will all 


ow me, F will say in reply to that, i 


i 


Mr. DUNHAM objected. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I raise a point 


ernment has already been used,and that it hasbe- | 


is kind enough now, to agree to waive the posi- | 


consent, the memorial of these workmen, and F 
hope it may be read... I want them to tell their } 


Well, but I hope the Chair | 


I object to this discussion, | 


whole matter can be settled in fifteen minutes. | 
These people have had actually to sell their beds- 


can be reached only by unanimousconsent. That. 


if the House | 
| will hear me for one moment, I wish to`make a! 
gestion, which, it seems to me, would | 


those gentlemen who seem to be so urgent for the || 
relief of these workmen—and thereare none more |} 
so than myself, for 1 do not yield to any gentle- `; 
li se i man on this floorin sympathy for those who have 
ity is with them, and | 


round to men sitting here and there, either as Ja- ; 
‘borers or as any other description of persons—— i 
ij but what I was going to say is, that we have 


This bill, if itis so | 
rds of this Congress, can be brought 


out of the committee, placed before the House, | 
If this bill is so merit- | 


of order, and it is*this: That the motion ig: per- 
fectly.in order under rules 136 and 137, which are , 
as follow: Ses : 

“©The House may, at any time, by.a vote of a majority of 
the members present, suspend the rules and orders for the 
purpose of going into thé Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union; and also for providing for the dis- 
charge of the Committee of the Whole House; and the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on thé state of. the Union— 
January 25, 1848-—from the further consideration of any bill 
referred to it, after acting without debate on all amendments 
pending. and that may he offered.—March 11, 1814. 

“Except during the. last ten days of the, session, the 

Speaker shall not entertain ainotion to suspend the rules of 
the House at any time, except. on Monday of every week : 
provided nothing herein contained shal! be construed to 
alter so much of the 136th rale as provided as follows: * The 
‘House may at any time, hy a vote of a majority of the 
t members present, suspend the rules and orders for the pur- 
* pose of going into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and alco for providing for the dis- 
| charge of the committee trom the further consideration of 
‘any bill referred to it, after acting without debate on all 
‘amendments pending, and that may be offered.’ *?~~Decem- 
ber 18, 1847. 

There is no amendment now pending to the bill, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Thoserulesdo 
not fit the case at all. - The only way in which it 
can be done is by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. overruled the point of order 
made by Mr. STANTON. ; 

Mr. NABERS moved that the House do now 
adjourn. f 

The question was put, and it was decided in 
the negative-—ayes 44, noes not counted; so the 
House refused to adjourn; : 

CLOSE.OF DEBATE ON HOMESTEAD BILL. 

Mr, STANLY. Is it in order to offer a reso- 
lution to terminate debate on the homestead bill? 

The SPEAKER. itis in order. 

Mr. STANLY then offered the usual resolution 
to close the debate in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, on the bill to encourage 
agriculture, and fur other purposes,” at three 
o’clock to-morrow, (Thursday.) 

Mr. S. said, on that motion I ask for the yeas 
and nays, that the country may see who is respon- 
sible for the delay of the public business. 

Mr, FICKLUN moved to amend the resolution 
by striking out “to-morrow,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof ‘Thursday next.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think if the gentleman 
from North Carolina will not- press his motion, 
| there is a disposition in the. House to agree to 
postpone the special order'until Wednesday next, 
and give the deficiency: bill the intermediate time. 
I think the gentleman from Kentuelcy, if he can- 
not get his bill before the House, will agrée to it. 
And it seems that he is about to fail of getting the 
committee discharged from the consideration of 
that bill.” 

I would be willing that his bill should come 
forward, and be voted on now; but as he cannot 
obtain that, I hope he will not object to the post- 
ponement of the special order, for the purpose of 
acting on the deficiency bill. I therefore. trust 
the gentleman from North Carolina will withdraw 
his resolution to close the debate. 

The SPEAKER, Is the resolution withdrawn? 

Mr. STANLY. No,sir. If the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means yields in 
| this way, he will not get the bill through this ses- 
sion. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. If my motion does not pre- 
| vail, I shall then vote for the resolution to stop 
; debate at the earliest possible time. I ask thate 
i| vote may be taken upon my motion to postpone 
| the special orders. 

The SPEAKER., That motion could only be 
submitted by unanimous consent, and there was 
i objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
objection to it. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I object. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Ficx- 
Lin’s amendment to the resolution closing debate, 
and it was decided in the negative. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved to lay 
he resolution on the table. 

Mr. STANLY. lask for the yeas and nays, 
that we may see who is responsible for the delay 
of the public busincas, and the consequences 


l 
1 
{ 


i 
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‘ 


| 
| 
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i 
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I understood there was no 


| 
+ which must result from it. ; 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


On motion by Mr. ORR, 


Hi 
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NOTICE OF A BILL. 

By Mr. ALLISON: A biil making a grant of land to th 
State of Pennsylvania, in aid of the Hempfield. Railroad 
Company. h Be PEA LTA 


7 ; PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Henry R. Parker, 
F. G. Wolbert, William. Henwood, George .C. Rickards, 
and 56 others, citizens of Philadelphia, praying for the ex- 
tension of the Woodworth patent, for planing boards. ` 

By Me. THOMAS M. HOWE: The petition of F. A. Hut- 
chisou, James Vincent, and other citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying that all the employees of the Government may be 
relieved from duty on the Sabbath. 


Also, the petition of Wilson S. King, J. S. M. Young, i 


and other citizens of Erie, Penusylvania, praying for the 
construction of a navy-yard or naval dept in connection 
with a dry dock, at such point on the lake frontier as may | 
be selected by the Engineer Department. 

By Mr. DOTY : The petition of citizens of the county of 
Manitoowoe, fora grant of land to the Manitoowoe and 
Mississippi Railroad Company. 

By Mr. HARPER: The remonstrance of Michael Dulty 
and 130 other citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio; and 
the remonstrance of ©. B. Goddard and 67 other citizens 
of said.county; also, the remonstrance of James Johnson | 
und 75 other citizens of Guernsey county, Ohio, praying 
that the bridges of the Wheeling and Belmont Bridge Com- 
pany may be established as post roads and permitted to 
remain at their present height. i 

By Mr. MILLER: The petition of Henry Clamoryand 
and others, praying a confirmation of title to certain lands 
therein mentioned. S 

Also, the petition of sundry citizens of Pettis and Saline 
counties, Missouri, for a mail route from Saline county to 
Georgetown, Pettis county. - 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of Edwin 
H; Seymour, of Massachusetts, asking a pension for ser- 
vices in the Mexican war. 24 

By Mr. MACE: ‘The remonstrance of E. H. Beck and 
100 others, citizens of Carroll county, Indiana, against the 
extension of the Woodworth. patent. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of George Painter, and 
151 others, citizens of Philadelphia county, asking Congress | 
to giant a further extension of the Woodworth patent. 


public lands to aid in the promotion of their work. 

By Mr. BABCOOK: The petition of 168 citizens of Os- 
wego county, New York, for « marine hospital at the port 
of Oswego. 

By Mr. McLANAHAN: A memorial from citizens of 
Cumberland county, Pennsylvania, praying for a modifica- 
tion of the bounty iand act of 1850, so far as to give all claim- 
ants underthe same 180 acres of land. 

By Mr. JOLNSON, of Tennessee: Application to Con- 


ress of Samuel Early for arrears of pension, a resident of | 


ashington county, Tennessee. 

Also, a memorial of the same, affidavits of John Halt- 
singer and E, L. Mathes, and memorial of citizens of said 
county inclosed. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, March 11, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burien. 
Mr. McRAE presented the credentials of the 


Hon, Warxer Brooke, elected a Senator by the | 


Legislature of the State of Mississippi, to fill the 


vacancy occasioned by the resignation of the Hon. | 


Henry S. Foors; which were read, and the oath 
prescribed by law having been administered to 
Mr. Brooxg, he took his seat in the Senate. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Franklin 
©. Gray, praying the establishment of a tribunal 
to review the decisions of thelate Board of Com- 
missioners for the settlement of claims of American 
citizens against Mexico; which was referred to 
the select committee appointed on the subject, 

Mr. MASON presented the petition of citizens 
of Frederick county, Virginia, praying that the 
patent granted to W, W. Woodworth for a plan- 
ing machine may be extended; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of Doctor A. 
S. Wright, praying indemnity for losses sustained 
in consequence of his expulsion from Mexico by 
the agents of that Government: which was re- 
ferred to the select coramittee appointed on the 
subject. 


Also, the petition of William D. Jones, praying | 


the appointment of a tribunal to review the decis- 
ions of the late Board of Commissioners for the 


settlement of claims of American citizens against. ; 
Mexico; which was referred to the select commit- }: 


tee appointed on the subject. 


Also, two petitions of merchants and other citi- |: 


zens of Buffalo, New York, praying. that further 
aid may be extended to Collins’s line of steam- 


* 


y Mr. ALLISON: A memorial from the Directors of f 
the Hempfield Railroad Company, for an appropriation of |! 


H 


i 


ships; which were referred to the Committee on 
: 


Naval Affairs. 8 

Mr. WADE presented the memorial of assist- 
ant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
| Ohio, praying additional compensation; which was 
ordered to be laid on the table. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented. a me- 
morial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, praying 
| the establishment of a mail route from the village 
| of West Bend to Monches; which was referred to 
| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
| Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Wiscon- 
| sin, praying the establishment of a mail route from 
| Madison to Wanhaeca Falls; which was referred 
| to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
: Roads. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of the 
i heirs-at-law and legal representatives of Francis 
/Gillemast, an officer in the revolutionary war, 
| praying an allowance for the depreciation on com- 
| mutation certificates; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Revolutionary Claims. : 
Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of F. A. 
| Chenoweth and others, praying the title to certain 
| land settled and improved by them in the Terri- 


$ 


i 


; mittee on Public Lands. 

- Mr. SOULE presented a resolution of the Le- 
; gislature of Louisiana, praying the establishment 
i of a weekly mail between Thibodeaux and Lock- 


| Post Office and Post Roads. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. CHASE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of John A. Bryan, on the 
| files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs. 


On motion by Mr. DOWNS, it was 


} 
| papers which accompanied the petition of Valerian Allain. 
i AMERICAN CEMETERY IN MEXICO. 

Mr. MASON. The Committee on Foreign 
| Relations, to which was referred the message of 
| the President of the United States recommending a 
‘ further appropriation for completing the cemetery 
| purchased by order of Congress, near the city of 
' Mexico, for the interment of officers and soldiers 


| war, or who died while in that country, have had 
ii the same under consideration, and have instructed 


f 
\ 
| 
i! 7 ; ; scart 

| me to report a bill for the purpose of carrying out 


tory of Oregon; which was referred to the Com- i| 


| port; which was referred to the Committee on the | 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw the original ° 


| of the American army who were killed in the late : 


„ENTERTAINMENT ÖF KOSSUTH, : 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of ths . 

following olen Se el aap yt i car 
t“ Resolved, ‘That the expenses incurred in the reception - 

and entertainment of Louis Kossuth and suite during their. 

late visit to the capitai, by invitation of Cougress, be paid 

out of the contingent fund of the Senate, when approved by. 

the committee of reception, to.an amount nat exceeding 

$5,000. 7? a ğ Nes k 
Mr. MASON. Ido not think that'resolution 

| correctly recites the facts connected with that gen- 

Jeman’s presence atthe seat of Government, It 

4 recites that the expenses were incurred in the re- 

| ception and entertainment of Louis Kossuth’ in 

Washington, at the invitation of Congress. Now, 

I am not aware that that gentleman was at Wash- 

ngton by the invitation of Congress; on the con- 

rary, so far as I know the history of the case, he 

came to Washington, as he had a perfect right to 

i do, with the declaration of his purpose, which 

doubtless was correct, of paying his respects to 

the Government at Washington. Itis nota very 

important matter, but 1 do not choose, so far as I- 

| am concerned, that it shall go upon the records 

| of the country that he came to Washington at 

| the invitation of Congress. 

| But 1 have another objection. F have not the: 

| slightest objection to paying these expenses; none 

whatever. He came here, and was received- by 

both Houses of Congress, and that being the fact, 

Iam perfectly willing to pay any expenses which 

may have been incurred by his presence here; but 

i| I contend that it must be done by a direct appro- 

ii priation, and not from the contingent fund. I 

|) therefore submit to the honorable Senator from 


it Wr 
a 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
È 
| 


i 
i 


i 
i 


| 


cital should be. struck out, according to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Virginia. ` ; 

Iam somewhat embarrassed by the other sug- 
gestion of the Senatar—which I take kindly, and 


i 


j| Hinois, (Mr. SmeLos,] who was the chairman of 
il the committee to receive Governor Kossuth, and 


|| the recommendation. ït appears that, in the year | myself; and the result of the opinions we collected 
Hi 1850, a sum of money was appropriated for the || from members of the Senate was, that it would be 
| construction of this cemetery and the removal of ij 


l il better to put the resolution in its present shape. I 
ii the remains of the dead, and that that sum has! would ask Senators who are favorable to the ob- 


been exhausted without effecting the object of the || ject of the resolution in some shane, to signify their 


appropriation. There have been removed to this |i Wishes with regard to the form: I will receive 
| cemetery the remains of some five hundred officers || their suggestions very kindly. What, sir, do you 


i 
i 
i 
! 
i 
i 


and soldiers, who died from disease or were killed |; 
in battle; but there are probably as many more |; 
remaining, and it is the desire of those connected i 
with the cemetery—and it is certainly that of the ©: 
committee—that this object should be carried into `i 
effect. The appropriation asked for is only a small 
one, not exceeding $3,000, and I ask that the bill | 
! reported.from the committee for this purpose may | 
| now be considered by the Senate, and receive its i 
i! favorable action. i 
The bill was read a first and second time, and +; 
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It provides that the sum of $3,600 be appro- ; 
‘ priated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to be applied under the direction of President 


resid 
of the United States, to carry into effect the act 
| approved Sestember 28, 1850, for the purchase of 
a cemetery near the city of Mexico, and for the 
interment of the officers and soldiers of the army 
of the United States, who fell in battle, or other- 
wise died, in or near the city of Mexico; and that 
the interment of citizess of the United States who 


ne i 


prescribed by the President of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senste without 
‘amendment, and was ordered to be engrossed for 
‘a third reading. 

MESSAGE FROM THRE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
, was received by Mr. Forner, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it had passed the bill from the Senate to 
i: provide for the repair of the Congressional Liora- 
ry room, lately destroyed by fire. 


1 
E 
} 


| Opinion? 


¿a definite answer. 


“have heretofore died in Mexico may be had in ii 
i said cemetery, under such regulations as may be | 


«the question is taken. y 
i every memher of the Senate, and pe 


= the Senate. 


say? (addressing Mr. Davis.) 
Mr. DAVIS. I would prefer a joint resolu- 


on. 
Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
from Michigan be good enough to give me his 


ti 


Mr. CASS. J will answer distinctly. F cannot 
ote for the resolntion in its present snape, 


Mr. SEWARD. Will the Senator from Mich- 


; igan say whether he will vote for it in the form of 


8 joint resolution? 
Mr. CASS, I think I should; but I do not 


i: wish the Senator from New York to take that as 


T must say, however, that I 
: cannot vote for this resolution. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then, Mr. President, without 
; further inquiry, I move to insert the word ‘joint? 
; in the resolution. 
Mr. BADGER. 
i through the Senate. 
! The PRESIDENT. That wil change the whole 
; character of the resolution, 

Mr SEWARD. Very well, sir; then I will 


i Oh, no; you will never get it 


Mr. BS I desire to say a word before 
tis pretty well known to 
ns to many 
is out of it, that | was totally opposed to the 
rs in reference to Kossuth, which ended 
| inthe presentation of the resolution now before 
But, sir, I do hove that there will not 
; be a mement’s diflealty with any memlier of thi 
| body; after Louis Kossuth has been at Washing- 
i ton, afier a committee has been appointed by our 
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own body to receive-and present him to the Seon 
ate, arid after those expenses have ‘been incurred | 
in his entertainment here—I say; that after all this, | 
Lchope there will not.be a gentleman of this body- 
who will hesitate ‘to voté promptly to have these 
expenses defrayed. 7 aA t’ 
Mr: MASON, (in his seat.) Yes; in a proper 
manner. i ; 
“Mr. BADGER. >I think we owe it to ourselves 
to pay these expenses. With regard to the form 
- of the resolution, 1 think it is proper that these | 
expenses should be paid upon a resolution of the | 
Senate, and not upon a- joint resolution, When 
that gentleman came to this city, he came here 
without any committee having been -appointed by 
the House of Representatives to receive him, or | 
take cliarge of him, or present: him to that body. 
A committee-had been appointed by the Senate for 
that purpose; and he was in the city something | 
like a week before the resolution was passed in the | 
House of Representatives authorizing his recep- 
tion in that body. Inthe meantime, he was re- | 
ceived by our committee, placed in suitable quar- | 
ters in the city, and the expenses, now sought to be 
defrayed, had béenincurred. Itseems to me, there- 
fore, that this matter properly belongs to the Sen- 
ate, and it is our business to see that, these expenses 
are paid. I hope.that the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from New York will be adopted—that the} 
Secretary will audit these accounts, and ascertain 
what is just; and what is just, ought to be paid. 
“Mr. BORLAND. Irise simply to suggest 
that the consideration of this resolution be post- 
poned; not for the reason that I intend to discuss 
the subject to which it relates, but there is a mem- | 
ber of the Senate [Mr. Ciemens] who: has given | 
notice that he intended to offer his views upon it 
when it should come up. . He is not now in his 
seat, and as this is not à pressing matter, and 
there are subjects which are of that character, I 
move that the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion be postponed. i 
Mr. SEWARD. I hope that motion will not 
prevail. A large portion of this money will be 
payable, if it is paid at all, to the keeper of one 
of the public hotels in this city, who stands in need | 
of the money, and who has earnestly pressed upon | 
me to bring up this resolution as early as possi- 
ble. I have not called it out of its order; but I do 
not feel at liberty to consent to its being deferred 
when it comes up in its regular course. | 
Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator from New 
York had better accept the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Mason.] If it were 
put in the form of a joint resolution, it would | 
robably receive a more unanimous consideration 
by the Senate. I must observe, however, that it 
seems to me that you defeat the object and intent 
of appropriation bills if you are to pay such a sum 
as this, for such an object, out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. It does not properly apply to 
the matters to which the contingent fund of the 
Senate should apply—the business of the nation as 
connected with its own operations. It seems to 
me to be one of those objects which call for the | 
joint action of Congress, and I repeat, that if the 
resolution is put in the shape suggested by the 
Senator from Virginia, I shall feel strongly in- | 
clined to vote for it. I am clearly of opinion, 
however, that in its present shape it will meet 
with much stronger objection than in the other. | 
Both Houses of Congress have had questions in 
relation to this gentleman and his reception here | 
before them; and to have an appropriation made 
by both Houses is, in my opinion, vastly more 
proper than to say, ‘ Pay it out of that contingent | 
fund which was set apart for carrying out your |! 
own operations.” 
Mr. BADGER. I do not agree with the Sena- | 
tor from Michigan. There is no propriety what 
ever in giving this proceeding the shape of a joint 
resolution. On the contrary, I regard it as entirely | 
lnappropriate.. These expenses were incurred | 
under no joint proceeding of the two Houses; by : 
no joint committee of the two Tlouses, nor by | 
any concurrent resolution; for the resolution which | 
was passed by the Senate, and under which that | 
gentleman was received here, and placed in quar- : 
ters and entertained, was a resolution adopted by 
the Senate, which had been in force for a week 
after his arrival in the city before any resolution 
was adopted in the House of Representatives. 
It was a movement-of our own; and now, sir, 
I should be glad to know for what expenses. the 


contingent fund is designed, if it be not for ex- 


“penses of this kind.~ They are not the regular 


and ordinary expenses of the Senate. It is clearly 
a contingéency—an> expense .mcurred in conse- 


| quence of a resolution of the Senate, not relating 


to the ordinary expenses of the bod y—and if this 
is not a contingent: expenditure, I do not know 
what is. I, fox one, am for meeting this matter 
in the form in which it is proposed. If we give 
it the form of. a joint-resolution, it is as.much 
as to infer that the expense was hot incurred by: 
us separately. But it, was incurred by us, and 
we should not now attempt to give it a form which 
it did not originally wear. It seems to me. that 
the resolution is right as it stands. s 

Mr. SHIELDS. -l hope the motion to post- 
pone the consideration of this resolution will not 
prevail. I would much rather, so far as I am in- 
dividually concerned—and 1 know that the gentle- 
man who incurred this expense so generously 
upon a contingency, would rather have the ques- 
tion decided one way or the other now. So he 
has informed me. When Kossuth was made 
the guest of the nation, and was on his way to 
Washington by the invitation of Congress, the 
question with us was, what were we todo? We 
tried to get the Executive to make some provision 
for his entertainmént, but it was declined. What 
was to be done? Were we'to invite the man and 
make him the guest of the nation, and bring him 
to Washington—a man whom we knew had come 
out ofa prison, and was poor—and then permit 
him to remain in the streets? Sir, most unhesi- 
tatingly we determined to run the risk atonce and 
made some provision for his entertainment. We 
considered that the nation was already under, ob- 
ligation to receive him in accordance with the 
dignity of the nation. Now, I take it for granted 
that in this case there was one of two things to be 
done: either to do nothing, or to do all that ought 
to be done—either to stop before you begin, or not 
to stop until you end. (Laughter, in which the 
Senator from Illinois himself heartily joined.] 

My honorable and distinguished friend from 
Michigan, as I understand, says this cannot be 
paid out of the contingent fund, because that fund 
is appropriated especially for national objects. If 
this is not a national object, it ought not to be paid 
out of any fund at all. 

Mr. CASS. Because that fund is appropriated 
to the expenses of the Senateas such. 

Mr. SHIELDS, But I find there are prece- 
dents for this. In the case of the unfortunate dis- 
asier which occurred on board ‘the Princeton, 
which had no direct connection with the Senate 
or with Congress, all the expenses were paid, as 
I understand, out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate. Yet it had no connection whatsoever 
with the Senate, and no direct connection with 
the Treasury, even. This is one precedent. But 
in my humble opinion, we ought unhesitatingly 
to pay this out of the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate, as has been suggested by the Senator from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Bapcer.] My opinion is, 
that unless we pay it out of that fund, it will not 
be paid at all. Ido not think a joint resolution 
will pass; then we shall be in the position of hav- 
ing invited Kossuth here as the guest of the na- 
tion, and of refusing to pay his expenses. I have 
already said this is a Senatorial act; it was per- 
formed by a committee of the Senate, and there 
was no option left us, We had been appointed 
by this body, and there was no preparation made 
for receiving him, The Executive had refused to 
make any provision for him, and the only ques- 
tion was what we were to do. 

Mr. SEWARD. If the Senator from Ilinois 
will allow me to interrupt him, I ought perhaps to 
state that the Executive was consulted, and that 


| he recommended the course which the committee 


afterwards took, 

Mr. SHIELDS. Yes; that fact may be stated, 
if it will give any force to the view I was present- 
ing. Mr. Brown, the keeper of the hotel, has 
been waiting a long time for his pay, and my im- 
pression is, that unless itis paid out of the con- 
tingent fund, it will not be paid at all. 

Mr. PRATT. 
phrase used by the honorable Senator from Hli- 
nois. But perhaps there is a meaning in it which 


| is apparent to his mind, which does not suggest 


itself to mine. I mean the phrase in which he 
says it is best to stop before you begin, or not to 
stop until you end. Now, I think I can put a 


I do not exactly understand the | 


: being invited was the act of the nation. 


meaning upon it which would be sound policy to 
follow, although it may not be precisely the mode 
in which he would interpret it. L think we should 
have stopped to make the appropriation before we, 
began to receive the man. Ifthe committee, in 
the unpleasant. situation in which they were 
placed, had applied to the Senate for authority to 
make the appropriation, the Senate would not 
have been in the position in-which they now are 
of having the money expended before any act was 
passed to provide for its payment. 

This man was carried to one of the public hotels 
in this city, where he was .entertained. If the 
committee had asked: Congress or the Senate to 
make an appropriation, and to put the money into 
their hands for this specific purpose, it would 
have been all rightand proper. But they pursued 
no Such course. ‘They entertained the man, and 
the bill having been made out, they now come 
and ask for its payment. 

The question in the first place is, whether the 


| bill oùght to be paid; and in the next place, whether 


it should be done by a joint. resolution or out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate. -I can have no 
earthly doubtif this bill is to be paid, that it ought 
not to be covered up and paid out of the secret and 
contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. The contingent fund is nota 
secret fund. 

Mr. PRATT. He comeshere, the guest of the 
nation, according to their theory, and he was en- 
tertained as the guest of the nation. If this is so, 
the expenses should be. paid out of the national 
fund. The first question is, whether the object is 
proper; and the next is, what is the amount neces- 
sary for the accomplishment of that object. “Here 
is a proposition to pay some $5,000. - If the appro- 
priation were of a larger amount, the principle 
would be the same. Are we not to ascertain by 
the report of a committee, or from some other 
source, that this sum has been properly appropri- 


, ated to that object? Is there a bill ever presented 


to the Senate asking for an appropriation of money 
when there is no report of a committee, nor any 
explanation, going to show that the amount asked 
for is necessary for the purpose for which it is 
asked? Jt will be a matter of some curiosity to the 
people of the country at large, to see the items of 
this bill. T am sure the people of the country 
would like to see how. $5,000 were spent in ten 
days in a public hotel by this man. 

Mr. SHIELDS.. In thirteen days.” 

Mr. PRATT.. Well, if there were thirteen 
days, I think it would-be a matter of public curi- 
osity to know how the money was spent, I ad- 
mit that I should be very much pleased myself to 
know in what way this sum could be properly 
appropriated for the entertainment of one indi- 
vidual for thirteen days. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The gentleman says that he 
does not understand my meaning, and insinuates, 
in a measure, that | do not understand it myself, 
when I say that we ought to have stopped before 
we began, or not to stop atall till we got to the 
end. Sir, T will tell that gentleman what my 
meaning is. If that gentleman invites a guest to 
come and sit down at his table, surely he ought 
not to ask him to bring his provisions with him! 
[Laughter.} He ought to ascertain whether he is 
able to entertain him before he invites him. 

Mr. PRATT. When I ask a guest to partake 
of my hospitalities, I know beforehand that I shall 
be able to provide something for him to eat. Now, 
this gentleman was notinvited under such cireum- 
stances; and { think it would have been well had 
the committee ascertained that they had legiti- 


; mately the means of providing for him before they 
; undertook to entertain him. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator from Maryland 
forgets that this gentleman was invited by the 
nation and not by me, and that he, as a member 
of that nation, is as much bound by its acts as I 
am. Then, sir, as for reading over and examining 
the items, I would just as soon invite a guest to 
my table and, after J had treated him as well as I 
was able, take all the items of which he had par- 
taken and publish them, in order to disgrace him. 
I do notcare what opinions gentlemen individually 
entertain on this subject. None can deny that kis 

he 
have invited him and. made him their guest, anA 
the committee of the Senate, as the servants of 
that nation, placed him in that hotel and made 
arrangements for his reception; and I consider it 
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would not bea very proper way of treating the 
matter now to call for the items of this account and. 
publish them to the world, with the view of dis- 
gracing the man whom you have made your guest. 
Sir, in doing so you stultify yourselves; arid every- 
thing you do to belittle that man. after having 
made him your guest will only result in belittling 
yourselves. That is my opinion. After ‘having 
gone so far, it seems to me that we ought not to 
atop here. We ought to pay these expenses., -~ 
Mr. BORLAND. Imoved the postponement 
of this resolution for the reason, as Í stated, that 
there was a Senator who gave notice some. time 


ago, that it was: his intention: to ‘speak at some |} 


length on the subject. That Senator is not in his 
. seat—I presume in consequence of indisposition. 
For that reason I was desirous that the question 
should be postponed until he might be present, in 
order that he may be able to present those views 
to the Senate of which he has ‘given notice. 1 
think that there is great force and propriety in the 
remarks made’ by the Senator from Maryland, 
[Mr. Prarr,] that we ought to have provided the 
means of entertainment before we proceeded to 


entertain that guest; and it will be recollected that || 


when the resolution was before the Senate inviting 
Kossuth here, and calling him the guest of the 
nation, [ offered a substitute for it, in which I 


made a direct proposition to make. the appropri- || 


ation, then, and to determine what it should be. | 
But how was that proposition received by the 
friends of Kossuth—his especial friends—and par- 
ticularly the Senator from Mississippi, not now | 
here, (Í mean Mr. Foote?) My proposition was i 
declared to be an insult to Kossuth. It was said 
to be an insult to him to connect money with his 
name. Money was not to be thought of. Oh, no! 
We were.to have i 

“ A feast of reason and a flow of soul,” 
which was to cost nothing bat the wind which 
provided it. Laughter.) No money was to be 
mentioned.. It was considered an insult to connect 
money with his name. I foresaw the consequences 
as everyoody might have seen them, namely, that į 
he would come here at considerable expense, and 
that when the bill came in we should be required | 
‘to pay it, and that there would be no telling what 
it would be. 

The Senator from Ulinois objects to bringing 
the items here. He says that it would be dishon- 
oring Kossuth. That has nothing to do with Kos- 
suth at all. It is merely to see whether the account 
brought in by the hotel-keeper, who has furnished 
the means of his entertainment, isa correct account 
or not. Sir, it is said to be §5,000 for the thirteen | 
days whieh he was here. That cannot be for the 
entertainment of Kossuth. I presume it must 
have been for the gentlemen who were with him. 
Now, this the Senate positively refused to do. 
The proposition was to include his suite, and the 
Senate would have nothing to do with it. It was 
to be Kossuth alone, that was to be entertained; 
and now, when. the bill comes in, we are to pay | 
for the entertainment of men whom we positively 
refused to entertain at all. 

Mr. UPHAM. I am very much surprised at 
the remarks made by the Senator from Hlinois. 
He thinks that, to ask for the items, would be be- 
littling Kossuth, It seems to me that he is under a 
very great mistake; but, on the other hand, if there | 
is an attempt to shroud the matter in darkness 
and conceal it from the country, the people will | 
infer that there is something wrong. I disagree | 
with that Senator on another ground. He says | 
we invited Kossuth here; that he was our invited 
gucst. According to my recollection, when the 


committee was appointed, the question arose |; 


whether they should go to New York and receive | 
him, or whether he should be received here. It | 
was said that he was to be received when he | 
reached the city of Washington. He came here, 
and the committee did receive him, and went with 
him, I presume, to the hotel; and Ihave no objec- 
tion to pay a reasonable compensation for his en- 
tertainment. But, for one, ] shall never- vote fora 
proposition of this kind until I see the items com- 


posing this $5,000, or have an assurance that iti; 
will be examined by a committee of this body. i! 


As the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BorraxD] 
has stated, we refused to invite his associates. 
We invited him, if there was any invitation atall. 
We invited him to the country and to the capital. 
We next appointed a committee to receive him, 
and now we are called upon ina public manner, 


not bya joint resolution; but by a resolution of 
the Senate, to pay this expense out of the contin- 
| gent fund, by which means we conceal it from the 
| people of the country. The inference will be, that 
this gentleman, for thirteen: days’ residence at a 

ublic hotel, expended $5,000. I think it is just 
to. him to show these items, that we may know 
what composes the amount of $5,000.. -1t may be 
that this is an extravagant account; itmay be one 
that the Senate will. say we are unwilling to pay. 
All ask is, that the whole subject. may be laid į 
open to public light, that everybody may see and 
understand what these items are. 

Mr. SHIELDS. According to the resolution | 
the matter is to’ be submitted to the committee, 
and they will investigate it. 

Mr. SEWARD. The Secretary of the Senate 


is to audit the account. 


i 
| 
ł 
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if the committee choose to pay, it will be very well. 
I do not see why we should publish the items. 

Mr. MASON. I wish. to state to the Senate 
that I was under some misapprehension when I 
addressed the Senate a`short time since, and I 
ought to correct my remark. I stated that ac- 
cording to my recollection, this gentleman had 
not been invited to Washington. I have since 
sent for the joint resolution which was passed, | 
and I find that the invitation was to the country | 
and to the capital. I am free to admit that that is | 
an invitation to Kossuth to visit the city of Wash- ' 
ington, and although I opposed it ‘here, as is 
known, in every form, I submit to the action of 
Congress. But if I vote for any appropriation, I | 
cannot do it in any other form than that of a | 
direct appropriation. ! 

Mr. CLARKE. The honorable Senator from 
Virginia has anticipated much of what | intended 
| to say, corresponding with my recollection with į 
regard to the reception of Kossuth. Jn the first | 
place, 1 shall vote for the postponement of this į 
resolution; not because I desire that there should 
| be any delay with regard to the payment for the 
| entertainment of Kossuth and suite, but because I 
consider it a matter of courtesy to the Senator 
from Alabama, (Mr. Cuemens.] I think that it 
is due to him that he should have an opportunity | 
of presenting his views upon this subject when 
the resolution is considered. He has already given 
notice of his desire to do so; and we all know that | 
it came up quite unexpectedly this morning while | 
that Senator is not present, and for that reason, 
and that alone, I shall vote for the postponement. 
But if that postponement is not made, I then de- 
sire to state why I shall vote against the resolution 
in its present form. If my recollection serves me, 
the invitation was made by a joint resolution of 
both Houses of Congress. . That joint resolution 
was approved by the President of the United | 
States; and if I recollect aright, it was sent by the | 
private secretary of the President to New York, 
and there presented to Kossuth. 

Now, it has been suggested by some gentleman | 
that that invitation was to Kossuth and not to his 
Suite. -I beg leave to say, that as you invite Kos- || 
:suth as the former Governor of Hungary, and 
make him welcome, you are bound to entertain |! 
those who come with him as his suile as well as | 
the individual himself. And if his suite, instead | 
of being composed of eighteen or twenty, had ; 
extended to a hundred, your invitation would have 
precluded you from failing to entertain the whole | 
number, however much your confidence might 
have been abused. I have no desire to see the 
| items of this bill. T have no doubt that it will be 
| properly audited by the Secretary. Whether itis 
extravagant or otherwise, it is not for me to say. 
: Whatever it is rightfully, it must be paid. The 
; faith of the nation, the honor of the country, is 
| committed to it, and it must be paid. But I do: 
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! right to inquire whether that was early or late, or 
not; the committee of the House and the com- 


Mr. SHIELDS. It is to be investigated, and |} of introduci 


i 
if 


i: get to the end. 


mittee of the Senate acted conjointly in everything: i 
that related.to the distinguished stranger: 
_ Mr. SHIELDS. - The committee of the House. 


o 
(0 


received him, but the committee of the House ` 
were there, and received him as well äs the com>. < 
mittee of the Senate. We see that he was the in- 
vited guest of the nation, and why, then, should 
not this.expense be paid ag well asany other claim 
against the Government of the United States? I 
think it should be paid by a joint resolution; in 
that form it shall have my: support, without a 
| murmur or complaint, and without asking to see 

i the items on which this claim is founded. I have 
no desire to see them. I object to the impropriety 
ng this resolution here—as if the Sen- 
ate of the United States were the only body that 
received Kossuth at Washington—to be paid out 
of the contingent fund, appropriated particularly 
and explicitly for the uses of the Senate. If he 


| had been received: by the Senate only, it would 


have been a different thing; but it was by a joint’ 
resolution that he was invited, and the appropria- 
tion should be made by a joint resolution. For 
that reason alone I beg to state explicitly that I 
shall vote against this resolution, because it will 
appropriate: money which was not designed for . 
such a purpose, A jointresolution shall have my 
cordial support. 

Mr. MANGUM. In all matters of this sort, 
the gracefulness with which the act is done con- 
stitutes more than half its merit. 1. have never 
had any of this Kossuth fever. If I had been 
here, I should have voted for none of these initia- 
tive proceedings. They were all consummated bhe- 
fore I came here. I have seen many develop- 
ments since that period, which would still. more 
indispose me towards these proceedings than [ was 
in the first instance. But, sir, he was invited 
here, and I think very improperly invited, toa seat 
in both Houses of- Congress, with a view of be- 
stowing those honors upon him which were be- 
stowed upon La Fayette. I had no sympathy - 
then with that movement, and ] have none now. ` 
Tlook back.to it with little respect, although we 
all participated in it. I think we were all in error; 
but the money having been expended, I think there 
can be but one opinion throughout the country 
with regard to what is now proper to be done— 
that, without any higgling policy, the claim ought 
to be met. i 

This bill strikes meas enormous in its magni- 
tude, but lam not going to weigh it as I would 
fine gold, in very delicate scales. This matter was 
committed to a committee of this body who have 
done their duty, as I have no doubt; and I hope 
the discussion-which has grown out of this matter, 
will not at all diminish the respect due to the com- 
mittee. 

I think this resolution should not be postponed. 


j [think it is not necessary, even for the presence 


of the Senator from Alabama, for I have as little 
respect for these proceedings as that Senator; but 
I feel that it is a point of honor, and even a more 
delicate one, a point of hospitality, and that we 
should pay this claim without raising difficulties 
upon the subject. As to the difference between a 
joint resolution, and a resolution to pay. from the 
contingent fund, I see no particular difference. The 
money is money furnished by the United States, 
and that contingent fund is raised by the joint 
action of the two Houses of Congress; and I 


‘Ihave no sympathy with the proceeding. Ft 
was a snap judgement taken npon us, without due 
consideration; but having done it, we must go 
through witht; and, in the emphatic language of 
the Senator from Ilinois, «Let us not stop tillave 
>» Thope that we will vote for this 
appropriation. At all events, let the honor of the 
, Senate be clear of any imputation of inhospitality. 

Mr. PRATT. For my life, Mr. President, I 


| 
| 
i 
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i 


š me . x 


-cannot see what the-honor-of the Senate has to 6 
with the question: under: consideration." T-hope 1. 
have-as nice’a sensé of honor as the gentleman 
from North Carolina, who hasjust taken’ his seat, 


oras the gentleman-from Illinois... 2 + > 
: Mr. MANGUM. : I donot‘question thatatall, 


sites eon C, eae 
Mr. PRATT. Now, what is the question? 
This:individual, asthey say, has. been invited as 


the guest-of the nation. Sir; has henot been en- 


“vertained:?. He hasbeen entertained, and has now 
departed ‘from. among us. ‘Everything has been 


done by the committee, according to their own | 


showing, necessary.to -be done in regard to the 


treatment. of, this Tadividual, as the: guest of the- 


nation. ‘Therefore, the honor of the nation, ‘so 
far as this individuat.is concernéd, has been com- 


plied with and -satisfied,,by the committee enter- | 


taining him according to, their-own views... Now, 


what is the question? It is not the application of ; 
He has nothing | 


Kossutlt to have this bill paid. 
to do with it,” -No credit was given to him by the 
party. who brings this bil to the Senate for pay- 
ment, but itis un application on the part of the 
committee for payment to the individual. And 
now the honorable Senator says that it is dishon- 


orable to the Senate and the country to direct any} 


inquiry to be made in regard to the correctness of 
the bill for articles ordered by the Senate—that it 
is dishonorable. to’ inquire whether these articles 
have been furnished or not. That is the proposi- 
tion... Kossuth has been introduced, and Kossuth 
has awakened your sympathies, | have no doubt. 
He. hag departed from among us; a bill is. pre- 
sented by one of. our own citizens, who, at the 
instance. of the committee, supplied: the articles 
necessary for-his entertainment, and asking pay- 
ment for these articles, and we'are not even. to in- 
quire -what those articles were. Sir, cannot we as 
well inquire into the propriety of paying that bill 
as we could inquire into ‘the propriety of paying 
any other bill for articles ordered by the Senate? 


hy is there such a degree of sensitiveness on | 


the part of gentlemen in regard to this matter? 


quiry? If the Senate had ordered these articles 
to be supplied for ourselves, or for anybody else, 
ig it notalways useful to inquire into the propriety 


of paying a bill? Are not the items examined by | 


somebody, to ascertain that they are reasonable? 

The honorable Senator from Rhode Island says 
that he is for paying this bill, so faras it is rea- 
sonable.” Sir, “who is against paying it, so far 
as it reasonable? But how are you to ascertain 
whether it is reasonable or not, unless we or some- 
body: else is to see the items ? 

Mr. CLARKE. Ifthe honorable Senator from 
Maryland will allow me, I would beg to say, that 
he misunderstands me. I was for paying the bill 
when audited by the committee or the Secretary. 
All I meant to say was, tbat Thad no iden of cav- 
iling about the amount, whether it was $4,060 or 
$5,000. The committee will determine that as 
provided by the resolution. 

Mr. MANGUM. Let the resolution be read, 

Mr. PRATT. Onemoment, sir, Whe Senator 
from Rhode Island expressly snid that if the bill 
wag reasonable it should be paid; and he will not 
say, nor will any man say, that if it should be 
unreasonable it ought to be paid. How is it that 
when these articles have been furnished to this in- 
dividual no inquiry is to be made about it? What 
impropriety is there in making such an inquiry? 
That is the ordinary course, Theindividual him- 
self has nothing on earth ro do with it. The res 
olution does not direct that the committee shal] 
examine the account, which L think irought to do. 

Mr. BADGER. Let the resolution be read 
again. 

Mr. PRATT. 
read. 

Mr. BADGER. 
this kind be made. 

The resolution was read accordingly. 

Mr. BADGER. My friend will notice that 

, nothing is to be paid unless under the approval of 
the committee, and certainly he will not say that 
the items of the bill shouldbe examined in open 
Senate. Sucha duty has always been performed 
by a committee. i 

Mr. PRATT. Certainlynot. But, Mr. Presi- 


I have no objection to have it 


it directs that an inquiry of 


‘the remarks- which have been | 


that; therefore; n uéh’. hee 
directed to-myself were uncalled for. ~But-it- is 
said that the examination of these items will be 
caviling at-them, and. that to examine them will 
_be to: disgrace: the individual; that it will be** belit- 
| tling?* him, and * belittling’? ourselves, and *‘stul- 
other epithets were applied by: the honorable Sen- 
ator from Iinois -[Mr. Saretps] to: what 1 said 
with good humér, rather: with a view of producing: 
| a pleasant-feeling, on the-part of the Senate, than 
lany other. Sir; Passert that there isno-man.in 
thé Senate who will say with more sincerity than 
| I do, that so far as this-bill is right it-ought to. be 
paid. : But it ought to be examined by somebody 
or other fully authorized by the.Senate to examine 
it, and then so far‘as.it is right it ought to be paid. 
I never doubted that proposition. tam. for pay- 


The original resolution -has been handed to: me 
since commenced speaking. 
“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
| of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 


+ behalf of the people of the United States, give to Louis 


try.” eas ` 
\| As has already been said, a proposition to amend 


butit was rejected—rejected by the peculiar friends 
of Kossuth himself. { have said this much, déem- 
ing it necessary because of the remarks made by 
the Senator from Mlinois. g f 

Mr. ATCHISON. Mr: President, from the 
very beginning of this Kossuth matter up to the 
present hour I have been: peculiarly situated—sit- 
uated somewhat as poor Hungary is.situated, with 
Russia on the one-hand and Austria on the other. 
(The honorable Senator is seated between Mr. 
|l Cusmens and Mr..Prarr.] But, sir, Ihave been 


|| either on the one side or on the other. 
be paid, that it must be footed, and that the money 


whether it be by appropriation under a joint reso- 
lution, or whether it be out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, I take it, to use a cant phrase, that 
it is “ the people’s money ’’—come from whatever 
quarter it may, : 

_Lhave heard no constitutional objection to pay- 
ing it out of the contingent fand of the Senate; 
and, for a wonder, the Constitution has not been 
interposed from any quarter. I shall vote against 
postponing this matter. I. shall vote for paying 
the bill now as a matter of econoniy, thatit may 
be ended once for all. "Whether it he from the 

influence of my friend on. my right, or the Sena- 
‘tor on my left, I have lodked upon this whole 
| matter rather suspiciously. I had an indistinct 
lidea that there was something of humbugger 
li mixed up with it. Now let us end it. I thin 
i when we {vot this bill and pay it off, it will be the 
i| end of Kossuth, and perhaps the end of the doc- 
l trine of intervention. 

Mr. CASS. I will not go that. 
Mr. ATCHINSON. 


(Laughter. ] 


| 
: Then, as a matter of economy, and as a matter 
| of justice to the hotel keeper, the man who is in- 
į terested in this resolution, I am for paying the bill 
now. 


i 
il 
i 


:| House of Representatives; or both. If we pass a 


‘there be hung upon this simple resolution. 


or how man 


i Ata spel 
iter for the Treasury of the United States. We 
i have already spent about an hour in the discussion 
ji of this question. J trust it will not be postponed; 
l 


| 
ji 
i 


If foot the bill, we will do it now, and pay it out of 


tifying’? ourselves; and T do not-know how many’ 


ing it, but Ï can see no objection to examining It: | 


It isin these words: | 


That the Congress of the United States, in the name-and. 


Kossuth a. cordial welcome to the capital and to the coun- 


was made to include Kossuth’s suite with. him, | 


li rather neutral; l have been afraid to ‘* intervene,” | 
i [Laughter.] i 
But as itis admitted on all hands that this bill must | 


r men m } atter? ii must come from the Treasury of the United States, | 
What is there which is dishonorable in this in- | 


I trust so, at all events. | 


It is not now a question between Kossuth | 
and the Senate, or between the Congress of the | 
ii United States and Kossuth; but it is a question | 
| between the hotel keeper, and the Senate, or the {| 


| was a minority opposed to it. 


j ; exceeding $100,000. The question came up for 
jand I trast, further, that if we are compelled to: 


Mareh 1 


on making“that. a joint resolution, and 
amendment to: that-effect..0- os 
The PRESIDENT. -Itis moved to amend the 


move an 


„resolution by changing its, foim, soas to make it 


read as follows: 


© Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of. the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the expenses incurred,” ke. ri ios 


‘Mr. CASS. I wish to say a word 'ortwo-only 


‘on that question. “As ‘to the bill, Ihave nothing 
.to’say upon it.. Iam perfectly willing to leave it: 


to. the committee. . As to Kossuth’s suité, I think 
it is altogether proper that they should be support- 
‘ed at the-public expense while they were here with ` 
him. We could not expect him to come here-alone. 
Tt seems to me that is rather asmall matter; but the 
other is the difficulty with me. The résolution 


recites the joint action of Congress in asking Mr. - 


Kossuth to come: here as the guest of the nation. 
It recites that it was done by the Congress of the 
United: States; and now, to. meet the necessary 
expenses, we propose to. pay them out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Sénate. ‘I repeat, there is no 
propriety iù that. ‘The-contingent fund of the Sèn- 
ate was meant to meet the expensés of the Senate 


jas such. Why, sir, what is the value-of specific 


appropriations, which the Democratic party have 
advocated since the days of Mr. Jefferson? The 
object is to decrease the amount of.coatingent pay- 
ments, and make everything as specific as we can. 
The smallest claim in the Union, unless thereis a 


i! preéxisting appropriation for.it, has’ to. come to 
“Congress to bè allowed and. get a specific appro- 


priation. , It isa great principle which is involved 
in this question. . I repeat, it is not to the bill that 
I object; Lam willing to leave that to the commit- 
tee. I am perfectly willing to extend to the suite 
the necessary support. I think that is all right. 
But because the House of Representatives may 
notactupon the joint resolution, is that any reagon 
why we should not pass it? Is it the proper course 
for us to pursue, not to do our duty, preshpposing 
that they will not do theirs, or that they will waste 
their time in useless and idle discussions? Noth- 
ing is more important than that specific appropri-" 
ations should be made, as far as: it is possible to 
make them. It wag a great doctrine taught by 
Mr. Jefferson; and there is no man. who knows 
the course of Mr: Randolph, but knows -thatit 
was one of the first things he urged in Congress, 
Our object is to give as little discretion to the ac- 
counting officers as possible;-to make the‘appro- . 
priations specific, and let the officers act upon them 
under the operation of the law..: I repeat itis no 
objection‘to this course,- this legal constitutional 
course, that the House of Representatives will not 
do their duty. I presuppose-no such thing. 

Mr. MANGUM. 1 should like to know very 
much, sir, how a specific appropriation can be 
made in this case? One dozen of champagne, 
four and twenty or fifty dollars, as the case may 
be; halfa dozen bottles of cologne, and’ various 
other matters! Sir, Mr. Jefferson’s doctrine never 
touched such a case asthis. ‘The thing is imprac- 
ticable in the nature of the case. I know some- 
thing about the doctrine of specific appropriations, 
When I wasa very young man and a member of 
the other House, we undertook to carry it out, 
With that view, on the naval appropriations, 


i a commmittee of conference was gòt up from the 


other House, and one from the Senate; and Mr. 
Rufus King and the late Mr. Lloyd, then a repre- 
sentative of Massachusetts, made a report, and 


i e b j i the result of the endeavor was to show as little 
| joint resclution—as all agree it must be paid—it ii 
1i goes to the House of Representatives; it makes an | 
appropriation; and I am told that, under the rules : 
i of that House, every bill or resolution which makes | 
ian appropriation goes to the Committee of the ; 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and God | 
‘news how many presidential speeches would | 
Wei 
to not know how many days, how many weeks, : 
months might be consumed in the | 
|; discussion of this great question. Then, usamat- | 
| ter of economy, the sooner we getrid of it, the bet- i 


foresight as could be shown. The effect of it was 
a crippling of the whole operation of the public 
service, Sir,asto this Kossuth movement, Pew 
it with contempt; and so view, though with a much 
more energetic feeling, the doctrine which. he has 
broached since he left the city of Washington. I 
have no sympathy with it; but if we have con- 
tracted an obligation, let us get out of it, and, as I 
said before, to do it gracefully constitutes more 
than half its worth. When General. Lafayette 
was here, I remember, under the recommenda- 
tion of President Monroe, we reported a bill te 
give him $200,000 and a township of land. There 
i They were against 


consideration, the General having been invited 


; here, and tendered a passage in a national ship; 


dent, it will have been noticed by. you, and by 
others of the Senate, that -spoke in the com- i 
mancement of this discussion in good humor, and || 


and, sir, I think the other branch of the Legisla- 
; ture almost unanimously felt that we should lower 
ourselves very much in the public judgment, if 


The motion to postponé was not agreed to. i 


i 

t 

the contingent fund of the Senate. i| 
i 

Mr. CASS. I desire to take the question first |! 
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in making a gratuity, we should weigh it as fine 
gold. That was the first occasion upon which 1 
ever addressed that House in my life, to repudiate 
that idea. The appropriation was voted to Gen- 
eral Lafayette, with only seven or eight opposed to 
it. You, Mr. President, were then a member of 
this branch of the Legislature, and it passed here 
with an overwhelming majority. There were 
about ten or fifteen, or perhups not so many, op- 
posed to it. 

Sir, [ can see no merit in our Government hav- 
ing tendered a national ship to a mere revolution- 


ary mover in the Old World—lI allude to Mr. || 


Kossuth; one who had never rendered any ser- 
vice to this country; and one who, so far as we 
know, has rendered none te the cause of liberty. 
We were brought into that without due reflecuon. 
i hope we shail never do so again; but having in- 
curred these expenses, I think we ought to meet 
them without counting the cost. The committee 
is to examine the bill. That committee consists 
of three of the most eminent members of this 
body—the Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] 
the Senator from Hlinois, [Mr. SmeLDs,} and the 
Senator from New York, (Mr. Sewarp.] If they 
have not learned arithmetic enough to settle the 
account of this hotel keeper, I think we never shall. 
lt strikes me as an extravagant bill. However, I 
shall leave it to those gentlemen to say what is 
right, and I shall not quibble about it. [ hope the 
subject will not be postponed, and that we will 
consume no more time upon it; but take a vote, 
and dispose of it finally. 

Mr. CASS. I desire to say one word, in an- 
swer to the remarks of the Senator from North 
Carolina. He speaks about champagne. 
not know whether there is any in the bill, He 
probably understands it better than 1 do. Heasks 
whether every bottle of champagne—and | sap- 
pose every mouthful—is to be put in the specific 
appropriation? Nobody ever thought of such a 
thing. The honorable Senator did not ask the 
question seriously. Ina specific appropriation, we 
leave the accounting officers to carry the details 
into effect. Iam for making a specific appropria- 
tion in this case of $5,000, or $4,000, or $3,000, 
er whatever may be necessary tor the support of 


Kossuth, and leave the investigation to the com- | 
mittee to determine whether the items are proper. 
What they determine will be satisfactory to me. | 


No man dreams of going over every item in the 
bill. i 

Mr. SEWARD. Ifthe Senator will permit me, 
I will ask him a question. If this is not a specific 


appropriation now, will it be made more so by | 
changing it from a resolution of the Senate to a į 


joint resolution of both Houses ¢ 

Mr. CASS. That has nothing to do with it. 
Specific appropriations are not made by the action 
of the Senate, but by the joint action of the Sen- 
ate, House of Representatives, and President of 
the United States. Allow me to say, that at the 
commencement of the Government, I believe, in 
asking appropriations for the Army, it was cus- 
tamary to say so many millions for the Army. 
Who would venture to ask such an appropriation 
for the Army now? They would ask so much for 
the pay of officers; so much for subsistence; so 
much for clothing; so much for the pay of the 
soldiers; so much for the medical departinent; 
so much for each particular. Specific appropri- 
ations should be made to check abuses, That 
is their object. No man pretends that you can, 
beforehand, set down every item. But, as is 
done in every constitutional government, you can 
make your appropriation for the object to which 
it is to be applied, and then you can hold your 
executive officers responsible for the proper ap- 
plication of the money, and the proper, legal ad- 
jusiment of the accounts rendered under it, The 
honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Mancun] says, that he formerly made a speech 
to show that specific appropriations were useless. 

Mr. MANGUM. Oh, no. 

Mr. CASS. I thought that was the amount of 
the remark. 


I do, 


= 
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you attempt to tie them up to the line of precision, 
1t very often cripples the public service. 

Mr. CASS. ‘That crippling has come down to 
us for half a century, and will go on, I trust, as 
long as we are a Government. Suppose you 
should undertake to say that $52,000,000 should 
be appropriated for the expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and leave the Executive to apply it; is there 
a man in either House of Congress who would 
advocate such a plan? It would be hooted, or the 
public voice would hoot us out. Well, then, the 
nearer you get to a specific appropriation in every 
case, the nearer you get to a compliance with the 
| true rule. 

As to the question of the Senator from New 
York, I would say that he mistakes the whele 
question in dispute between us. kt is simply a 
question of the proper application to be made of 
the contingent fund. It is no question of a spe- 
cific appropriation, or of a latitudinarian appro- 
priation, - it is no question of appropriation at 
all, but a question of application, You appro- 
priate so much for the pay of members, so much 
for this contingent expense and the other; now, 
what are they, fairly, honestly and purely? They 
are the expenses necessary to enable you to get 
along in your legislative capacity—payment of 
officers, and things of that description. But now 
you come to us with a resolution passed by both 
Houses of Congress, and signed by the President, 
inviling the guest of the nation to come here, and 
you wish to appropriate the amount of his ex- 
penses out of the contingent fund of this body. I 
repeat it is not proper. You say that Lafayette 
was paid. But was he paid the $200,000 out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate? 
dream that it was so? Would there have been 
found one man in either House who would advo- 
cate such a course, or have even proposed to give 
to Lafayette $200,000 out of the contingent fund of 
Senate? No, sir; it was a regular act of Congress. 
I shall vote for this appropriation with pleasure, 
if itis put in the form of an appropriation to be 
made by Congress, so that it may take the accus- 
tomed course in passing the two Houses. 

Mr. RUSK. 1 desire to say but a few words. 
All seem to admit that we have incurred a liability 
to pay these expenses. How has that liability 
been incurred? By a law of Congress, or by a 
direct joint resolution, which has the same force 
as a law, which was passed by both Houses of 
Congress. This proposition is to pay the expenses 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, which is 
given for a particular object—the payment of the 
necessary expenses of the Senate, as a body, by 
itself. Now, this is either a debt owing to the 
tavern-keeper, or an obligation of politeness we 


j 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 


in both capacities. Take ıt in either. Sir, the 
proper mode of doing it, unless you sanction an 
abuse in legislation, is by a regular, legal appro- 
priation by the two Houses of Congress, and pass- 
ing all the departments which hold a check on our 
expenditures. 

This is a matter in which gentlemen say, our 
courtesy is concerned, in which our obligations 
also are concerned. Weil, there are other cases 


as much courtesy due from this body towards 
claimants, as in this instance are due towards the 
hotel-keeper. I know there are bills lying upon 
the table, providing for the payment to widows 
and orphans of just debts which they have against 
the United States, which have been reported upon 
frequently by committees of both Houses of Con- 
gress, but because they have been discussed in 
one House, or time did not permit them to be 
assed, have failed; and they are still here. 


Missouri [Mr. Arcuison] furnishes, that they 


| will discuss presidential questions in the House of |i 


: Representatives on this resolution, might apply to 
y bill. Then, according to that doctrine, we 
| should have to change our whole proceedings. 
| Would it not be just as legal, and proper, aud ap- 


| propriate, to take up one of these meritorious bills 


Mr. MANGUM. My remark was, that when |; for the payment of $1,000 or $5,000 in favor of 


46 


Did any man | 


are under to Mr. Kossuth. It seems to be treated | 


in which there are just as strong obligations, and |; 


The reason which the honorable Senator from | 


New Seres... No. 46. 


some individual who has a just claim: upon. the 
Government, and pay it out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate, because there would not be 
time to pass it in the House of Representatives? 
That would be just as legitimate a reason for us 
to take such a course to take money out of the 
Treasury, as it would be in this ease. But it is 
altogether an assumption that it will be discussed 
in the House and not passed. We do not know 
anything about that. My plan is to act, and take 
our share of the responsibility, and trust to the 
House of Representatives. I believe they will be 
as just and as dignified as we; and, therefore, I 
shall vote for the amendment to constitute this a 
joint resolution, 

Mr. DAVIS. The honorable Senator from 
New York, when the discussion was commenced 
inquired of me in which form I would give the 
resolution a preference? J replied, asa joint reso- 
lution. As that topic is under discussion, I wish 
to state my reason for giving thatopinion. It is 
now proposed, by this resolution, to take money 
from what is cailed the contingent fund of the 
Senate, in order to make these payments. That 
contingent fund is money already appropriated— 
appropriated by the two Houses of Congress for 
the use of the Senate, in payment of its contin- 
gent expenses. If this is a contingent expense of 
the Senate, then it is proper to make this applica- 
tion of the money. Í thought that it was a little 
doubtful whether it would fall among that deserip- 
tion of expenditure that we ordinarily consider the 
contingent expenses of the Senate; and therefore 
it was that I answered that I would prefer a joint 
resolution. I cannot perceive that the House 
could have within its contemplation, when it agreed 
to give this contingent fund, an expenditure of 
| this description; though perhaps in some instan- 
ces we adopt, as contingent, payments that are of 
as doubtful a character as this. I shall, however, 
find no insuperable difficulty in supporting it as a 
contingent expense, or as a joint resolution; for 
that this bill ought to be paid admits of no doubt; 
it can admit of no doubt. Why, sir, if any man 
of spirit and honor, for whose benefit a bill of this 
sort was incurred, could have listened to this de- 
bate, he would have put his hand in his pocket 
and paid the hotel-keeper himself. Why has it 
not been done? It has not been done, because a 
| committee of this body and a committee of the 
other House, having the matter in charge, gave 
this gentleman to understand that he would be 
welcome to his lodgings; that no compensation, 
and no equivalent was to be expected from him. 

Now, whatever might be my views of the char- 

acter of this individual, or of the course of life 
which he has pursued, | should deem this the 
most improper motive for me to withdraw myself 
| from this transaction. I would meet the bill and 
pay it fairly, beit what it may. Nor would I in- 
| quire into the particulars of such a bill. I hardly 
| think it is compatible with the character and dig- 
nity of the two Houses to go into the items of the 
| expenditure. tis enough that you appoint a 
i committee to look into the business, to take care 
of your rights, and sce that whatto them is satis- 
factory is done. That is enough forme. I would 
not stop to inquire whether the amount was reas- 
| onable or unreasonabie. : 
! The Government paid this gentleman a great 
| compliment—one that is almost unparalleled in 
| the history of the country, there being but one 
precedent for a similar course of procedure. They 
gave him a welcome to the capital and to the 
| country. And the committee, in my judgment, 
did right, when they thought that the spirit of hos- 
pitality in the Government should be carried out 
by making further provision for his entertainment. 
l, for one, approve of the course they have pur- 
‘ sued. And now I would meet this obligation— 
meet it manfully, and pay it, as it becomes us 
to do. 

Mr. PRATT. Ido not know to what portion 
| of this debate the remarks of the honorable Sen- 
| ator from Massachusetts are intended as a reply. 
| I would ask him to state, who upon this floor has 


| said that this bill is not to be paid? I have 
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“heard no one say so. Every one has said that the 
bill-is-to be paid. All this declamation about 
honor is to mean something or nothing. What 
does it mean? Every one admits the bill is to be 
paid; but is it incompatible with honor that there 
should be some party to inquire whether it is 
reasonable or not? It is simply the bill of a hotel 

eeper-—— 
i Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator alludes to me, I 
will beg to make one remark. I spoke of my 
own individual feelings, and of those of no other 
person. 

Mr. PRATT. I do not know what was the 
use of saying it would be dishonorable to do this; 
and that, ifthe gentleman had been present and 
heard this debate, he would have put his hands 
into his pocket, and paid the bill himself, -No man 
has made the question whether the nation is not 
to pay the bill—to pay what is right; but still, the 
question is made, whether there cannot be an in- 
quiry instituted as to the amount of the bill, A 
hotel keeper has presented a bill to a committee of 
the Senate, and they say that that bill is to be paid 
without examination. That is the proposition on 
one side; and the proposition upon the other side 
is, that itis not incompatible with honor that we 
should inquire into the items of that bill—that 


somebody should inquire—some accounting ofti- | 


cer—whether the bill is right or wrong. 

Mr. BADGER. My friend from Maryland 
has fallen into a singular error. The resolution 
expressly requires that what is to be paid, is to be 


aid upon the approval of the committee. 1] be- 
lieve that is the usual course of the Senate. 
Mr. PRATT. Wedo notdiffer at all. If this 


committee is to inquire first into the items of the 
bill, if they are to be invested with the power of 
ascertaining the correctness of the bill, I shall be 
satisfied. But Iam not speaking of what that 
Senator says; I am replying to the argument made 
on the other side, which is based on the hypothesis 
that it is dishonorable to inquire whether the bill 
is right or wrong, and that it must be paid now. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I had not the intention of 
charging anything like dishonor upon the Senator 
from Maryland. I only felt that it would be a 
little wanting in dignity to go into an investigation, 
in the Senate, of the little items of this bill. T be- 
lieve he would be the last man to do it. I do not 
at all mean cto impute any wrong motive to the 
Senator. 

Mr. BORLAND. I have not, from the begin- 
ning of this discussion, objected to the payment 
of this bill; nor have | heard any one, as the Sen- 
ator from Maryland remarked, object to it. { 
proposed, for the single reason I stated, that the 
further consideration of the resolution should be 
postponed; not that I was not prepared to vote 
upon it, and for the payment of it, now. The 
Senate having decided that they will not postpone 
it, am prepared to vote now. But, sir, I wish 
to say, in regard to a remark which fell from the 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,]} that I do 
not understand how it can be considered a small 
affair, or a very small matter, unworthy to be in- 
troduced here. The Senate did positively refuse, 
upon a substantial proposition, to inchide any one 
in the invitation extended to Louis Kossuth but 
himself, after full discussion on the subject. The 
proposition having been brought forward to pro- 
vide for the entertainment of those who were to 
accompany Kossuth, and it having been rejected, 
I do not see how the Senator can think it an im- 
material, small, or irrelevant matter, to be con- 
sidered in this connection. It will be recollected, 
also, that this very proposition was not only 
made, but carried without opposition, to the ob- 
jection then made to this business of receiving and 
entertaining Mr, Kossuth, without the concurrent 
action of the other House. It was expressly 
stated by a late Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Foors,] when I made a proposition to include an 
appropriation for the purpose of paying these ex- 
penses, as an objection to that, that its going to 
the other House as a joint resolution would defeat 
it. The same apprehension seems to be enter- 
tained now. Gentlemen are afraid to trust the 
other House. They are afraid to send the matter 
there, as the House might investigate it. I con- 
ceive it can be for no other reason. Putting the 
two circumstances together, it seems to me to 
make out a case which leaves us ground for the 
suspicion, at least, that the object of making this 
appropriation out of the contingent fund of the 


| accruing out of that fact? 
North Carolina just now has properly remarked, || 
| let us suppose, for a moment, that there be a diffi- 
culty in the House about appropriating a sufficient | 


Senate is to avoid the discussion which it will un- 


dergo in the other House, and-the chances of be- 
ing there defeated. In appropriating money out 
of the Treasury of the United States for any pur- 
pose whatever, I am not for avoiding the investiga- 


tion of the other House. ‘ I thinkit is right that, not | 
only ima case of this sort, but in every case, such a | 


roposition should undergo the scrutiny of both 
Hortees. “The Constitution requires it; former le- 
gislation requires it; and, I think, the experience 
of the country justifies it; and everything adds to 
the force and propriety of the requirement; and 
for these reasons J wish:to adhere to it. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to say one word to my 
friend. from Arkansas. If the whole House of 
Representatives were, to a man, opposed to the 
payment of this bill, it would furnish no reason 
why it should not be paid, and would not relieve 
this Senate from their responsibility to pay it. 
Mr. Kossuth came here, and was received by our 
committee, acting under our joint resolution; he 
was by them placed in the quarters which he oc- 
eupied. He was placed there upon their author- 
ity and their responsibility as our representatives; 
and he had been there, Í believe, some ten days 
before any committee was appointed for the pur- 
pose of receiving him by the House. 
mittee of the House ever joined in the action (by 
which he was put in those quarters, or assumed 
any responsibility) on the part of the House for 
making the compensation. 
would be wrong for us to submit this question to 
the House. What our committee has done, we 
are bound to see respected and carried through by 
the power which we possess of doing it. Thatis 
the view [ take of the question. 

Mr. BORLAND. think the Senator from 
North Carolina is mistaken. It has been clearly 
shown by the Senators from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Cuarke] and Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] that Mr. 


Kossuth was not invited here, and not received | 


here, and not entertained here upon the invitation 
of the Senate alone; but by a joint resolution of 
the two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. BADGER. There is no sort of inconsist- 
ency in that. I know there was a joint resolution, 
somewhat in the French style—‘*The American 
people give to Louis Kossuth a cordial welcome 
to the capital and the country.” I know that that 
was so. It was a flourish. But this Senate, be- 
fore he arrived here, appointed a committee to 
receive him, without any action cf the House; 
and they placed him in the lodgings where he re- 
mained until he left the city. 

Mr. SEWARD. That is exactly the fact. No 
committee had been appointed by the other House 
when Mr. Kossuth arrived in this city. He was 
met by us, and taken by us, to the hotel, and re- 
ceived by its keeper upon the contingency of pro- 
vision being made for the payment of his expenses. 
And before Kossuth left the city, he offered to pay 
the expense himself, but was instructed by the 
committee not to do so. 

Mr. BORLAND. [ask for the yeas and nays 
upon the question of so amending the resolution 
as to make it a joint resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.SOULE. I wish to ascertain distinctly the 
fact, whether these expenses were incurred under 
the responsibility of the committee appointed by 
this body? 


Mr. SHIELDS. They were solely and wholly i 
incurred under the responsibility of the committee | 


appointed by the Senate. The committee of the 
other House had nothing to do with it; in fact, 
they were not, at the time, appointed. 


Mr. SOULE. That being the case, I submit | 
to the Senate, whether, under any circumstances, | 


we can exonerate ourselves from the responsibility 
As the Senator from 


sum of money to satisfy this bill, how would the 


Senate stand? T cannot hesitate, myself, in the | 
We are bound to pay | 


solution of this question. 
it; and. being bound to pay it, I shall vote for the 
resolution as it stands. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, on 


ithe adoption of the amendment, resulted—yeas 


16, nays 21; as follow: 


YEAS—Mossrs. Bayard, Borland, Rradbury, Brodhead, | 
Cass, Clarke, Davis, Downs, Geyer, King, McRae, Mason, ! 


Morton, Pratt, Rusk, and Upham—I6. 


No com- ! 


Therefore, I say it | 


NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell. Brooke, Chase, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Fish, Hamlin, James, 
Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mangum, Seward, 
Shields, Smith, Soulé, Stockton, Sumner, Underwood, and 
; Wade—21. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORTON called for the yeas and nays on 
the resolution; and they were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to say that I 
was opposed to this whole proceeding from the 
beginning. I was opposed to the reception of 
Louis Kossuth by the Senate. But the Senate 
having thought proper to treat him as they have 
done, and to incur the expense, as my friend from 
Massachusetts has observed, I regard it as a duty 
onthe part of the Senate to pay the bill—just as 
much so as if a war should be declared by both 
Houses of Congress, against which I voted, and 
then a proposition were made to defray all the ex- 
penses that might have been incurred by its pros- 
ecution. 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote is taken, I 
desire to say one word. I shall vore against this 
resolution. Not that I am opposed to paying the 
bill, but because I do not think this is the proper 
way of paying it. I vote against the mode, and 
not against the amount or the proposition to pay. 

The yeas and nays being taken on the adoption 
of the resolution, resulted—yeas 31, nays 6; as 
follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Brad- 
bury, Brodhead, Brooke, Chase, Davis, Dodge of Wiscon- 
sin, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Fish, Geyer, Hamlin, James, 
Jones of Towa, Jones of Tennessee, King, McRae, Man- 
gum, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Stockton, 
Sumner, Underwood, Upham, aad Wade—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Cass, Clarke, Mason, Morton, 
and Pratt—6. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Mr. MASON. I movethat the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I hope the Senate will 
not agree to the motion of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] 
has the floor to-day on the lowa land bill. Fun- 
derstand he does not wish to occupy it more than 
half an hour; after which time there will be abund- 
ant opportunity to go into Executive session and 
do what business may be brought before the Sen- 
ate. I hope the motion will not be agreed to. I 
am confident that the Senator from Michigan will 
not speak more than half an hour, and then there 
will be more time left than is usually occupied in 
Executive session. 

Mr. CASS. Itis a matter of the most perfect 
indifference to me. I have. not much to say, and 
I have no wish, one way or the other, whether I 
shall go on now, or at some other time. 

Mr. BORLAND. I hope the motion. will not 
be adopted. The Senator from Michigan is will- 
ing and prepared to goon to-day, although he says 
he is indifferent, and would as soon speak some 
other day. But the interests of this Towa bill, which 
has been a long time postponed, call upon the Sen- 
i| ate with a great dealof force, for consideration, and, 
|| if possible, for a vote upon itatthis time. I hope, 
i! therefore, that as the Senate is now full, and will 
i| probably be so for an hour or two to come, and, 
as the Senator from Michigan does not prapose to 
occupy the Senate a very long while, his remarks 
may be heard now; and that, afterwards, we may 
bring the bill to a vote. 

Mr. MASON. ‘There is an urgent considera- 
tion why the business to be done in Executive 
session should be transacted at once. Senators 
| who were present yesterday when we went into 
| Executive session, know the propriety of doing 
so. I would not ask the Senate to go into Execu- 
tive session, if the Senator from Michigan wished 
to-day to occupy the floor. ButI understand that 
| it is indifferent to him whether or not he goes on 
to-day. Only a remnant of the day is left, and I 
| think we cannot employ it better than in Execu- 
tive session, 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. It has. been heretofore 
agreed in this body, that we are to come here on 
Tuesday next prepared on that day to take the vote 
upon the Iowa land bill. I know there are about 
four or five Senators who desire to be heard on 
the bill before the vote is taken. That will veces- 
sarily consume the whole of Monday and of Tues- 
| day, and therefore we shall not be able to take the 
|; vote on Tuesday at the usual hour of adjournment; 
jand I fear we shall have to sit until late in the 


' 


i evening. 
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Mr. BADGER. Postpone the taking of the 
vote until Wednesday next. A 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. If the Senator from 
Michigan be permitted to occupy the residue of 
this day—and he will not speak longer than until 
ten or fifteen minutes after three o’clock—I am 
certain we shall then have more time than the 
Senate usually bestows upon Executive business 
in any one day. I hope, therefore, that the Iowa 
land bill will not be laid aside. : 

The PRESIDENT. Tt is not under considera- 
tion. The motion is not to lay it aside, but to 
proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to. 
_ And, after some time spent in Executive ses- | 
sion, the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 11, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER, 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. FICKLIN, I desire the unanimous con- 
sent of the House, to make the necessary motion 
in order to get at the bill providing for prosecuting 
the work on the extension of the Capitol. I think 
the better mode of effecting that object is, with the 
consent of my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonn- 
s0N,] to move to postpone the further considera- 
gion of the special order in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union till this day week, or this 
day two weeks. Then we can not only dispose of 
the bill providing for the prosecution of the work 
on the Capitol, but proceed to consider the defi- 
ciency bill, about which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means seems so anxious. If 
it meet with the approbation of the House, there- 
fore, 1 will move that the further consideration of | 
the special order in Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union, be postponed till thisday week. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be reached 
regularly, by discharging the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

“A Vorce. It can be passed over by unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks thatitcan 
he done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will acquiesce 
in the proposition of the gentleman, if it meet the | 
universal approbation of the House. As far as | 
the homestead bill is concerned, I am satisfied that 
everything is to be gained by delay. At the same | 
time I do not want to press the discussion of this 
matter upon the House. If itis the wish of the 
House that this bill shall go over till next Tuesday | 
week, I shall not interpose any objection. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I willthen vary my motion 
as to time, so that the further consideration of this 
special order shall be postponed till next Tuesday 
week, 

‘Mr AVERETT. I hope the opponents of the 
measure, which is now the special order, (the | 
homestead bill,) will beallowed to take part in its 
discussion. Hitherto, nearly all of the speaking 
has been on one side—in favor of the measure. | 
The motion to cut short the discussion yesterday, 
was coupled with the threat that those who should || 
vote against that motion, were to be held respon- 
sible for delaying the public business. Now, the | 
truth is, that most of our time in committee has 
been consumed in speeches to unmalke and make || 
Presidents—and in other matters wholly irrelevant 
to the special order. 

-The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent | 
of the House the bill can be made to take the direc- 
tion proposed. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California. 
the postponement. 

Mr. CARTTER. I would inquire whether the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Marswatu] will 
not still retain the floor in committee, if the post- i 
ponement should be agreed upon. 

The SPEAKER. Not necessarily. He will | 
be entitled to it when the committee shall recur to 
the measure upon which he obtained the floor. 
His right to the floor will go over with the bill. 

A Memzer. The floor will be given the gentle- 
man from California as a matter of courtesy. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If it is the understanding | 


Prayer 


I object to 


. AÌ I desire is, that the gentleman from California | 


| Dawson, Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Durkee, Eastman, 


ii lin, McNair, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Murrav, Nabers, ji 


E Schermerhom, Schoolcraft, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, į 


that l shall have the floor after the Houss resolves : 


itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, I will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CARTTER. I renew it. 

Mr. FICKLIN. With the consent of gentle- 
men, I will modify my motion, so that it shall not 
apply until after to-day. It will then provide that 
after to-day the further consideration of the special 
order in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union shall be postponed until a week from | 
next Tuesday. It will then take its place as the 
special order again. 


Mr. CARTTER. I have no objection to that. 


shall be allowed to make his speech to-day. 

Mr, STANTON, of Ohio. { renew the objec- | 
tion. 

Mr. OLDS. I ask the unanimous consent. of ; 
the House, to allow me to introduce a resolution | 
calling for information from one of the Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. STANTON. At the suggestion of several 
gentlemen around me, I will withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I renew it. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE ON HOMESTEAD BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state what is 
the regular order of business. The following res- 
olution was offered yesterday by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Sranxty:] 

“Resolved, Thatall debate in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state ofthe Union, on the bill of the House No. 7, to 
encourage agriculture, commerce, manufactures, and other 
branches of industry, by granting to every man who is the 
head of a family and a citizen of the United States, a home- 
stead of one hundred and sixty acres of land, outof the 
public domain, upon condition of occupancy and cultiva- | 
tion of the same for the period herein specified, shall cease į 
at three o’clock on Thursday, Me Lith instant; and if the | 
committee shall not come to a conclusion sooner upon the 
same, it shall then proceed to vote upon such amendments 
as shall be pending or offered to the same, aud shall then | 
report it to the House, with such amendments as may have 
been agreed upen by the committee.” 

The question immediately pending is the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jounson,] to lay the resolution upon the table, and 
upon that motion the yeas and nays have been or- | 
dered. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. It will be seen 
from the various motions which have been made, | 
that the friends of that measure propose to do any- į 
thing reasonable in relation to this matter. I 
trust, therefore, that the House will vote down | 
this resolution to close debate. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I beg leave to say one 
word upon this question. | 

TheSPEAKER. It canonly bedone by unan- 
imous consent. 

It was objected to. 

The question was then taken on the motion to | 
lay on the table, and the result was—yeas 121, | 
nays 39; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, Bell, Bragg, Breckinridge, 
Brenton, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Buell, Bur- 
rows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Ciing- 
man, Cobb, Coleock, Conger, Cullom, John G. Davis, 


Edgerton, Edmundson, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Floyd, 
Fowler, Henry M. Faller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, 
Gaylord, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Grey, Grow, 
Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris. 
Tlaseall, Henn, Hibbard, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y,! 
How, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, Edward C. Mar- 
shall, Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, MeMal- 


Mr. MEACHAM. © Gentlemen tell me that if 
I will withdraw my objection to the resolution, 
there is some prospect we. shall get to the public 
business, and for a time put a stop to these polit- 
ical speeches. I will withdraw my objection.. 

Accordingly, by general consent, the further 
consideration of the order was postponed, after to 
day, until Tuesday week. = 

Mr. CARTTER. I move that the rules be sus~ 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOMESTEAD BILL. 

The House according!y resolved itselfinto Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union, 
(Mr. Hissar in the chair,) and’ resumed the 
consideration of the special order, being House 
bill No. 7, for the encouragement of agriculture, 
manufactures, and other branches of industry, by 
granting to every man, &c., one hundred and 
sixty acres of land. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. MarsnaLL] is entitled tothe floor. . 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California, addressed the 
House an hour (in remarks which have been with- 
held for revision, and which will be published in 
the Appendix) in reply to the remarks made yester- 
day by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Brecx- 
INRIDGE] upon the subject of American progress, 
and the Presidency, and in defense of Judge 
Doveras. 

Mr. M. having concluded— : 

Mr. BELL next obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House his allotted hour in regard to 
the disposition of the public domain, the rights of 
all the States therein, the expansion of American 
commerce, and the tariff. 

[His remarks, withheld for revision, will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix.] 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, obtaining the floor 

Mr. McMULLIN. If the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Case] will give way, E will move that 
the committee now, rise. : ; 

Mr. CABLE. I willyield to that motion alone, 
still retaining my right to the floor. : 

Mr. WALSH. We can getat the bill in re- 
gard to the Capitol, if the committee rise, and at 
once, by unanimous consent, pass it. lask for 
tellers upon the motion, 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. CHANDLER, 
and Harris of Alabama, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 39; noes not counted. f 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. COBB. Idesireto make an announcement, 
if the gentleman from Ohio will allow me; I never 
wish to take the House by surprise. I have but 
one report to make, and that isa bill to graduate 
and reduce the price of public lands.. That ques- 
tion I consider to be twin sister with the one we 
have now under discussion. I give notice that I 
shall move to put that bill upon its passage, and I 
shall resist everything like a reference, so the 
matter may be discussed in connection with the 
other. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, followed, ard spoke an 
hour in favor of the bill under consideration. He 
thought that its adeption would do more for the 
interest and welfare of this Government, more for 
the happiness and prosperity of the people, than 
any bill that had ever passed the Housa. 

{See Appendix for Mr. C’s speech.] 

Mr, FULLER, of Maine, obtained the floor. 


Newton, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Penn, Penniman, Polk, Porter, Price, Richardson, Sehoon- 
maker, Scudder, Scurry, Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, | 
Smart, Smith, Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. ; 
Stanton, Abr’m P. Stevens, Alexander H. Stephens, Thad- | 
deus Stevens, Stratton, Stuart. Sutherland, Thurston, | 
Townshend, Ward, Washburn, Watkins. Welsh, Addison 
White, Alexander White, Wilcox, Wildrick, Williams, 
and Woodward—121. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Barrere, Bibighaus, Jobn H. | 
Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, E. Carrington Cabell. Cleveland, | 
Dockery, Doty, Evans, Faulkner, Gentry, Hal, Haws, | 
Haven, Hendricks, Howard, Jackson, James Johnson, | 
Robert W. Johnson, George G. King, Lockhart, Meacham, | 
John Moore, Morehead, Outlaw, Peaslee, Perkins, Ross, | 


Tavior, Benjamin Thompson, Wallace, Walsh, and Wells | 
—39. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. i 
Mr. FICKLIN. J understand my friend from 


Vermont [Mr. Meacuan] will now withdraw his ` 


m- | 


objection to postpone the special order inthe Co 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
therefore renew the motion. i 


i| tension of the Capitol. 


I 


Mr. FOWLER. I move, with the permission 
of the gentleman, that the committee rise; which 
motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee roseaccordingly, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
| Union generally under consideration, and partic- 
ularly the special order, being House bill No. 7, 
to encourage agriculture, and for other purposes, 


l! and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. WALSH. J would request of the gentle- 
‘man a withdrawal of his motion, that we may pass 
i the bill for the renewal of the work upon the ex- 
We can withdraw the bill 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union by unanimous consent, 


Mr. MARSHALL refused to withdraw the 
motion. : 


RA 
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The question being taken, the motion was agreed 


to, and f 
The House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
umder the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of R. G. Simpson, 
Thomas H. Waram, Samuel G. Hamilton, Samuel Laf- 
ferty, Oliver S. Comman, and 65 others, citizens of the 
eounty of Philadelphia, praying for the extension of the 
Woodworth patent for planing boards, &c. 

Also, a letter fram George B. Sloat, of the county of 
Philadelphia, in relation to the same subject, informing that į 
more than 3,700 names have been signed to petitions and 


forwarded’ by him and J. R. Wilson, also of Phitadelphia |! 


county, in favor of the extension of the Woodworth patent 
for planing boards, &c. . 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York: Tworemonstrances 
of inhabitants of Rensselaer county, New York, against the 
extension of the Woodworth patent. 

Also, a remonstrance of sundry citizens of Troy, New 
York, against the same. 

Also, nine petitions from numerous citizens in Schenec- | 
tady, Mechanicsville, Waterford, Saratoga Springs, Fort į 
Ann, Smith’s Basin, and Troy, New York, and from Cas- | 
teton, Vermont, praying that Whitehall, on Lake Chau- į 
plain, be made a port of entry. i . 

By Mr. WILDRICK : The petition of J. B. Pierson and 
78 others of Still Water, Sussex county, New Jersey, į 
against the extension of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: T'he remonstrance 
of Johu R. Weeks and 58 others, citizens of Mithincounty, | 
Pennsylvania, against the extension of the Woodworth 
patent by Congress. ae 3 vail 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of Henry Lyonsanå 35 
others,. citizens of Philadelphia county, in favor of the į 
Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. MASON: The memorial of J. S. Perry and oth- | 
érs, citizens of Kentucky, praying Congress to grant a pro- 
tection on iron. 

Also, the memorial of J. Buckley and others, citizens of 
Kentucky, praying Congress to grant a protection on iron. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of J. K. Rugg and 38 
others, citizens of Genesee county, Michigan, in favor of 
Cyprian Parrish, a soldier of the Revotution, for arrears of 
pension, and to have his pension increased to its original 
Amount, to wit, $56 66 per year, with accompanying testi- 
mony and exhibits. 

` By Mr. BIBIGHAUS : 'The remonstrance of James Ha- 


| 
i 
zelton, William Kerr, William K. Mebaffey, and 150 other |} 
citizens of Harrisburg. Pennsylvania, against the renewal || 
| 

i 


of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. WELCOX: The petition of Willian Hulbert 
and others, citizens of the State of Mississippi, praying | 
tbat said Hulbert may be refunded the sum of #99 41, 
which he bas twice paid for the west half of the nostawest 
quarter of section fifteen and township sixteen, of range } 
nine, east. ` 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of James 
Lyman and others, citizens of Massachusetts, praying that 
Woodworth’s patent be not extended. M 

Also, the petition of Eteazer Porter and others, citizens 
of Massachusetis, praying for additional pay to assistant 
marshals employed in taking the census. 

By Mr. MILLER: The memorial signed by 70 citizens 
of Luzerne county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the extension of Woodworth’s patent. i 

By Mr. PRICE: The memorial of P. K. Dickinson & 
Co., of Wilmington, North Carolina, against the extension 
of the patent of William W. Woodworth. 

By Mr. ROBIE : The remonstrance of Era Tracy and 200 
others, citizens of Alleghany county, New York, against 
the extension of the Woodworth patent. 

On motion by Mr. SCUDDER, under the rale, the peti- 


tious of Joseph H, Davis and others, aud the accompanying 
papers relating to the seamen engaged in the whale fishery 


and the erection of a marine hospitalat New Bedford, Mas- 


sachusetts, wore taken from the files and referred to the | 


Committee on Commerce. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 12, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burren. 
Mr. HAMLIN. J have risen for the purpose 
of asking the unanimous consent of the Senate, to 
do what I believe I have never before done. It is 
to occupy a few moments in addressing it upon a 
subject before the body, relating to the action of 


tuary, that Senator reported the bill which I now 

hold in my hand. The matter, as originally pre- 
sented to the Committee on Commerce, embraced 
| the subject of steam-boilers, life-boats, pumps, and 
i other apparatus connected with our steam-boats. 
| On a subsequent day to that on which the origin- 
| al papers. were presented to the committee, my 
colleague [Mr. Brapsury] introduced a resolu- | 
tion, calling the attention of the Committee on 
Commerce to another branch connected with the 
matter to which the bill originally related, to wit: 
to the subject of the distresses and calamities 
which grew out of our overbufdened boats from 
New York to California, and from California to 
New York. On the presentation of that resolu- 
tion, and of other papers and memorials relating to 
the same subject, the committee immediately gave 
the subject a consideration. This bill, to which I 
have referred, was reported on the 18th day of 
February, and contains certain provisions designed 
to remedy the evils complained of in relation to 
California steamers. After the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts had reported the bill, there were two | 
other papers referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, relating to the California steamers. On the 
first day of March, by the direction of the Com- 
j mittee on Commerce, I submitted the following 
ı report: 

“Mr. Hamutn, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred documents relating to the treatment of | 
passengers in steam-vessels going to and from California, 
and a memorial trom the citizens of Brunswick, Maine, on 
the same subject, submitted a report asking to be discharged 
| from the further consideration of the same; which was 
agreed to.” 

Now, if the reporters had stated what I stated 
in my place, this explanation on my part would 
| not have been necessary. I stated that I made the | 
| report beeause the committee had already reported 

a bill embracing the subject-matter contained in 
these papers. But the reporters did not make the 
explanation which I gave in my place, conse- 
quently F find that the Legislature of the State 
of Maine, justly alarmed that no action was to be 
taken by Congress in relation to that question, | 
have agitated the question. I find that public | 
meetings in New England have been called, and | 
all predicated upon a mistaken fact, to wit: That 
| the Committee on Commerce have asked leave to 
| be discharged from the consideration of the sub- 
| ject. It simply asked to be discharged from the 
‘ consideration of those two papers; and the reason 
i which I gave would have been sufficient, if it had 
| been stated, namely: that the subject-matter had 
already been reported upon. And besides that, 
and subsequent to this brief report which I made, 
asking to be discharged from the consideration of 
i these two papers, I may say that F have been over- 
| whelmed with letters from all parts of New Eng- 
land, from which section of country many of our 
people are going to the distant region of California; 
and I have sought this occasion to make this ex- 
planation, in order that it may be known—first, 
that the Committee on Commerce have neither 
been remiss or derelict in its duty; and, secondly, 
that in making the report, I only sought to be 
discharged from these two papers, because the 
subject had been reported upon. 
| One word further. Because the bill is a volum- 
| inous one, J desire to state very briefly what are į 
| the provisions in it which we have incorporated, 

with the desire to cure the evil which has been so 

much complained of. In the first place, the bill 
provides that there shall be appointed by the Presi- 
| dent two inspectors; one to be called Inspector of | 
| Steam-Boilers, and one to be called Inspector of 


ii 


| 


the Committee on Commerce, and somewhat per- 
sonal to myself. I think I will not occupy more 
than fifteen or twenty minutes of the time of the 
Senate; and I desire unanimous consent for that 
purpose. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator can only ad- 
dress the Senate on a subject not now pending, by 
unanimous consent. 
Senator from Maine can proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, in the early | 
part of this session, sundry memorials were re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, relating to £ 
an act to provide for the better security of the! 
lives of passengers on board of vessels propelled | 
in whole or in part by steam. The subject was 
referred by the Committee on Commerce to a sub- 
committee, consisting of the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts, [Mr. Davis.] On the 18th day of Feb- | 


| 
| 
If there be no objection the |) 


ij Hulls. This bill provides that this Board of In- 
| spectors shall examine the character of the vessel, : 
i| of its hull and its construction, and shall designate 
| precisely the number of passengers, beyond which 
|! the boat shall not be allowed to carry; and these 
i} inspectors, after having made such an examina- 
tion, are to issue a certificate, to the owners of the 
i boat, which certificate is to be printed, and to be | 
| put up in some public and conspicuous place in 
i the boat, showing the number of passengers be- | 
| yond which the boat shall not be allowed to carry. 
In the opinion of the committee, very much of | 
: the evils complained of arise from the great num- 
| ber of passengers taken on board. 
' It has been suggested that the same rule which | 
; applies to our sailing vessels shall apply to our | 

steam-vessels. The matter received the consider- į 
ation of the committee. I have received this | 
morning a letter from a very intelligent, and scien- 


tific,and educated gentleman in Maine, who urges 
upon our consideration the importance of making 
the same provisions that apply to our sailing ves- 
sels apply to our steam-boats. But when it is 
known that the construction of our steam-boats 
varies so much from that of our sailing vessels, it 
will be seen that the superficial number of feet, or 
the number of square feet necessary for a pas- 
senger in the one case, would not be an adequate 


i| Or proper rule for the other case. It was believed, 


and it is believed by your committee, that by the 
appointment of a skillful man to inspect the boat 
and its construction, he would better determine 
the number than any rule which the committee 
could fix, based on the number either of super- 
ficial or square feet. 

It is also proposed by the committee when this 
bill shall come up for consideration, to add another 
section to it, with ample and sufficient penalties, 
which shall compel the owners of the boats to 
have a sufficient quantity of food, and of sufficient 
quality. Both of these provisions, when incor- 
porated into a bill, in the opinion of your commit- 
tee, will meet very nearly all the objections, and 
cure all the calamities which are said to be oc- 
easioned. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
offer such an amendment. 

Then, sir, in addition to that, the bill provides, 
that for a violation of the provisions to which I 
have alluded, the owners and the master of a ves- 
sel shall be liable in a penalty equal to the amount 
of the passage money, and ten doHars additional 
for every passenger they shall take on board the 
boat beyond the number specified in the certificate. 
The bill also provides, that all the penalties at- 
tached in such case shall attach to the boat, and 
the boat shall be held to respond to all the dam~ 
ages which shall arise in relation to any violation 
of the provision of the bill relating to passen- 
gers, The bill was drawn up by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and 1 am bound to say that he 
has manifested great industry and signal ability. 
And I think that when carefully examined by the 
Senate, it willbe very certain to meet its approval. 
It does meet mine, and will receive my hearty 
concurrence. If there are any additional provis- 
ions which should be deemed necessary, in rela- 
tion to the ventilation of these boats, or of any other 
description, I can only say, that there is a con- 
current sentiment existing m the Committee on 
Commerce, to add all necessary provisions to 
meet all the evils that may be found to exist in 
the case. aro 

The bill is a very important one,-and one in 
which a deep interest is taken by the public. The 
calamities and evils complained of are indeed start- 
ling, and I can state, the committee are fully im- 
pressed with its importance. The Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Davis,] who has it in charge, 
willask for.its consideration at.the earliest prac- 
ticable moment. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I desiresimply to add that 
Ihave received numerous communications, founded 
upon the same misapplication to which allusion 
has been made, from different parts of my State. 
The explanation which my colleague has given, 
will remove, I think, all misapprehensions on the 
subject. I desire to add, that I am very glad to 
learn that it is in contemplation by the Committee 
on Commerce to propose an amendment to the 
bill already reported, imposing severe penalties for 
the neglect to provide sufficient and suitable food 
for passengers. I hope the bill will be taken up 
at an early day, and receive prompt consider- 
ation. I believe that the Senate will be satisfied, 
froma detail of the facts, that greater and more 
horrid abuses have never been inflicted on civil- 
ized men, than are continually practiced, even at 
the present day, upon large numbers of passen- 
gers in some of the steamers plying between the 
Atlantic ports and California. 

SPECIAL ORDER—-PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. RHETT. I move to postpone the execu- 
tion of the order setting apart Fridays for the 
consideration of private bills, for half an hour. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


WILLIAM A. DUER. 

The report made by the Committee of Claims 
in the case of William A. Duer, came up for con- 
sideration, and was, on motion, postponed until 
Friday next. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

ThePRESIDENT. Theusual course has heen 
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to take up reports in the first instance. Last Fri» 
day the Senate determined not to act upon the 
reports, but to proceed to the consideration of the 
bills on the Private Calendar. The Chair will be 
under the direction of the Senate as respects that 
raatter. If they prefer that the bills shali be taken 
up, to the exclusion of the reports made on private 
bills by committees, the Chair will take that 
course. : : ~ 

Mr. BADGER. I hope we will proceed, as we 
did last Friday, with the Calendar. The bills 
which we pass have to go to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The adverse reports can be agreed to 
at any time, and there is an end of them. 

Mr. BAYARD. The effect may be that the 
adverse reports will never be agreed to. Sucha 
result is not uncommon, if they are passed over in 
that way. It will take but a short time, proba- 
bly not half an hour, to go through the whole of 
them. z 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to pro- 
ceed according to the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the private bills on the 
Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


_ PRIVATE BILLS. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas H. Leggett, 
the bill for the relief of Ira Day of Vermont, and 
the bill for the relief of John W. Simonton, coming 
up for consideration, were postponed until next 
Friday. 

ELIJAH J. WEED. 


The Senate then proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of the bill for the 
relief of the securities of Elijah J. Weed, late 
quartermaster of Marinés, deceased, which was 
read asecond time. It was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and provides that. the 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department be 
authorized to reéxamine and settle the accounts of 
Major Elijah J. Weed, late quartermaster of Mar- 
ines, deceased, in conformity with the law and 
with usages of the Navy Department; provided, 
that theallowance made shal! not exceed the bal- 
ance now claimed by:the Government from his 
sureties. 

At the request of Mr. Borzann, the report in the 
case was read; from which it appears that the sub- 
ject was referred to the committee on the petition of 
John S. Devlin, administrator of the late Quarter- 
master Weed. Major Weed died in March, 1838, 
indebted to the Government, and the petitioner, as 
his administrator, seeks, as an offset to the bal- 
ance of the claim, with the view to relieve his sure- 
ties, an allowance of one per cent. upon certain 
disbursements made by him between 1835 and the 
date of his death. He asks a reéxamination of 
the accounts of the deceased officer for the purpose 


of having certain items, which were rejected on a |; 


former settling, now passed to his credit. In 
support of his claim for a percentage upon the 
disbursements, the memorialist alleges, that for 
some years naval officers disbursed appropriations 
for the marine corps and received a percentage 


therefor; that that was abandoned and the duty |; 


thrown upon the quartermasterss that they were 
allowed one per cent. upon the moneys disbursed; 
that that percentage was allowed Major Weed 
from 1832 to 1835, when it was refused under a 
proviso of the act of 1835, in relation to the Dela- 
ware breakwater, which proviso had been pro- 
nounced by the Attorney General to be perma- 
nent, under which opinion the Secretary of War 
abolished extra compensations, not authorized by 
law, to the officers of the Army; that this proviso 
was afterwards declared by the Supreme Court to 
be applicable only to appropriations made during 
the Congress at which the act was passed, but that 
they also decided that the order issued under an 
erroneous conception of the law was valid. He 
argues that the usages of the War Department do 
not regulate those of the Navy Department, which 
alone has the control of the marine corps. But 
the petitioner is mistaken in his allegation that the 
accounting officers of the Treasury withheld the 

ercentage on the order of the head of the -War 

epartment. The facts in connection with the 
disallowance of this commission are stated by the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury. The marine 


corps, being but. a small body, was not allowed a į 


commissary on subsistence or purchases, but the 
Secretary of the Navy required the quartermaster 


to perform certain duties which would have be- 
longed to such officers had they existed. He was 
also charged with the superintendence of the ma- 
rine armory, for which he received $150 per an- 
num; and for his services in regard to the subsist- 
ence he was allowed $30 a month, and on his 
purchases of marine clothing a commission of one 
per cent. This commission, however, was not 
granted until the year 1826 or 1827.. On the 30th 
of June, 1834, an act was passed reorganizing the 
| marine corps. The account of Quartermaster 
Weed, of the fourth quarter of 1834, for extra 
compensation as commissary of subsistence, for 
pay as superintendent of the armory, and for the 
commission of one per cent., were referred to the 
Secretary of the Navy, who refused to allow them, 
because he considered them as inadmissible under 
the act of June 30, 1834. It was not, therefore, 


allowance was refused by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury. The committee are clearly of 
the opinion that the accounting officers were bound 
to conform to the order of the head of the De- 
partment, and they, therefore, properly rejected 
the claim for percentage. The committee further 
express the opinion, that it would not be expedi- 
ent at this time, after the lapse of eighteen years, 
to recommend to Congress to review the decision 
of the head of the Navy Department, made in the 
undoubted exercise of a discretionary power be- 
longing tohim. They are of the opinion that the 
claim for commissions from 1834 to the death of 
Major Weed should not be allowed. With regard 
to some other items that were rejected by the 
accounting officers, and which the petitioner asks 
may be settled upon just and equitable principles, 
the committee know no principles but those pre- 
scribed by law and the regulations of the Depart- 
ment upon which they can recommend their set- 
tlement. In this case, they believe that law is 
equity. They are unwilling to commit the ac- 
counts to the arbitrary and uncontrolled notions 
of equity and justice which the accounting officers 
of the Treasury may entertain; but believing that 
the estate of the deceased may be entitled to an 
allowance on some items which have been reject- 
ed, they report a bill for the relief the petitioner 
and recommend its passage. 

Mr. BRADBURY. [have listened to the read- 
ing of the report, and concur in everything which 
I find stated in it. It declares that no allowance 
ought to be made for commissions on disburse- 
| ments; but that equity may be promoted by 
opening these accounts for their adjustment. I 
propose, as an amendment, for the purpose of 
| making the bill specific, that it may carry out the 
| purpose indicated in the report of the committee, 
, to add to the end of the bill the words, ‘nor shall 
i any allowance be made for commissions on dis- 
| bursements.”’ : 
| Mr. FISH. Iam not aware that there can be 
| any objection to that amendment; but it strikes 
| meas wholly unnecessary. The provision which 
the committee have introduced, wherein it varies 
from bills previously reported on this subject, has 
been by striking out the authority given by these 
bills to accounting officers to settle upon principles 
of equity. In this bill the committee direct that 
the amount shall be settled in conformity with the 
law and regulations of the Navy Department. 
These usages and these regulations are set forth 
at length in the report which has been read, and 
upou which the claim for commission has already 
been rejected. 


| 
| Mr. BRADBURY. 
| 


It will not prejudice the 


| passage. 

| Mr. BORLAND. I shall vote against the 
| amendment, because it is wholly unnecessary. 
: I think the bill provides all that is necessary. 
| Under the regulations of the Department, this very 
‘claim that this amendment proposes to execute, 


"has been rejected. The regulations of the Depart- 


| quired to settle according to law and under the 
regulations of the Department, which it has been 
| shown do exclude precisely such allowance as this 
: amendment rejects. 
Mr. BADGER. 


| 
| not to be adopted. It is an unnecessary amend- 
i 


another. The object of the i a 
l counts settled in equity and justice. Now, there 
l may be some technical rule or regulation in the 


under the order of the War Department that the || 


| ment are recounted in the report. They are re- | 


I think the amendment ought | 


| ment in one aspect; and may be mischievous in | 
ill is to have the ac- | 
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form which will exclude a just and proper allow- 
ance. . . 

The amendment was not agreed to. The bill 
was then reported to the Senate without amend- 
mens, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


NANCY WRIGHT. 

The bil for the relief of Nancy Wright was 
read a second time. 

It provides that the Secretary of the Interior 
shall place upon the pension list the name of Nan- 
cy Wright, widow of James Wright, late engi- 
neer on board the United States steamer McLean, 
who died from disease contracted in the naval ser-- 
vice of the United States, and pay her the same 
pension that she. would have been entitled to re- 
ceive had her late husband been commissioned as 
an engineer in the United States naval service; the 
pension to commence on the 23d day of Decem- 
ber, 1850, and continue during her life. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and there being no amendment offered, it 
was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


ROBERT JEMISON AND BENJ. WILLIAMSON. 


The bill for the relief of Robert Jemison and 
Benjamin Williamson was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize the Postmaster General 
to pay Robert Jemison and Benjamin Williamson 
the same amount of remuneration for carrying the 
United States mail during twenty-six weeks, in 
the year 1836, on route No. 2,696, from Selma to 
Elyton, Alabama, as the original contractors for 
said route would have been entitled to receive under 
the terms of their contract, 

Mr. RUSK. This bill has passed the Senate 
two or three times, and it will save the time of the 
Senate, perhaps, if the reading of the report is 
omitted, as I can state briefly the substance of it. 
These parties were contractors for carrying the 
mail on a particular route. When the Creek war 
broke out, they were subjected to increased ex- 
pense and service in carrying the mail; and they. 
now apply to Congress to remunerate them for 
this extra service, as well as for service in carry- 
ing the mail on a short route, which they did in 
consequence of the failure on the part of the con- 
tractors to comply with their contract. Congress 
passed a law authorizing the payment of the claim 
for extra service, but the Postmaster General felt 
obliged, by the terms of the law, to restrict the 
payment to the extra services which were per- 
formed on their own route, in consequence of the 
Creek disturbances. Under that decision, they 
received nothing for the service on the other route. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


NATHANIEL KUYKENDALL. 


A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Kuykendall 
was reada second time, and considered by the 


| Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill provides that the Postmaster General 
be authorized and directed to pay, from the reve- 
nues of the Post Office Department, to Nathaniel 
Kuykendall, the sum of $5,701 50, in full satis- 
faction of all claims on his part for extra services 
and expenses in carrying the mail on route No. 
1932, from Romney to Clarksburg, in Virginia, 
for four years and a half, commencing in the year 
1839, he having conveyed the mail in four-horse 


| post-coaches and three trips a week, and having 
bill in the least, and probably may facilitate its || 


received pay only for carrying the mail in two- 
horse stages two trips a week; that sum being to 
compensate him for this additional service. 

Mr. RUSK. I can, perhaps, state the circum- 
stances of this case in fewer words than are con- 
tained in the report. 

Mr. BADGER. There will be no objection to 

It is all right. 

Mr. RUSK. I know that it is all right; the 
man has done the service, and I think he ought to 
be paid for it. However, as there may be objec- 


it. 


| tions, it may be as well to state that in this case 
: there were three routes making a continuousline of 


stages. The bids were received to carry the mail 


| in two-horse coaches and in four-hourse coaches. 


This party, I believe, bid for both, but he got only 
the central route; and his bid was accepted for 
two-horse coaches. Other. bids were made for 
four-horse coaches for the other portions of the 


: coaches, 
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yotite, and were accepted. Part of his contract’ 
was that he should carry all the passengers which 
came by way of either of the end routes; and from 
the number of passengers, and the weight of the 
mails, it was sometimes found that he could carry 
neither with atwo-horse coach. ` Under these*cir- 
cumstances he used four-horse coaches and carried 
the mail during the whole length of time. Now, 
the others were entitled to and received pay for 
the higher grade of service, and he performed the 
same service; and ought-to be paid at the same 
rate. ` > 
Mr. BAYARD. Iregret to say that I cannot 
assent to the passage of this bill. It seems to me 
objectionable in principle. The ground on which. 
I oppose the bill is this: the party contracted with 
the Post Office Department, or the managers of the 
mail service. After making that contract, and 
under the circumstances stated by the Senator from 
Texas, he made an application for an alteration of 
the contract, which the Department declined; and 
in defiance of that determination on the part of the 
Department, he chose to go on and carry passen- 
gers just as if he had made his contract for four- 
horse coaches. Now, I cannot consent to the prin- 
ciple which would thus be established—that where 
a contract is made with the Postmaster General, 
(who is the proper party to make such contracts,) 
and an application is made to change that contract, 
which he refuses to do, the party, on the applica- 
tion of citizens and others, goes on to perform his 
“contract ina manner different from that implied by 
itsterms. I say that, although such a violation of 
contract may in some instances be beneficial to the 
citizens of the neighborhood, the contractor, after 
theextentof his contract hasbeen fully determined, 
should not come in and claim that compensation to 
which he would only be entitled if the Postmaster 
General had made an alteration. I think the prin- 
ciple involved here isan unsound one, and there- 
fore I must vote:against this bill. 

Mr PRATT. We have in this part of the 
Chamber the misfortune of not being able to hear 
the remarks of the Senator from Delaware, and 
very possibly he has stated objections to the pas- 
sage of this bill which have occurred to my mind; 
but in consequence of his location, we have not 
heard his observations, 

As L understand the explanation of my friend 
from Texas in reference to this bill, the case is 
this: Proposals were issued by the Post Office 
Department for carrying the mail on three routes 
which were continuous, Different proposals were 
made upon the different routes, and the Postmaster 
General granted the applications for the two routes 
at the termini for carrying the mail in four-horse 
post coaches; and each “contractor was to carry 


all the passengers. A portion between the two 
extremes was left to a contractor who contracted 
to carry the mail and passengers in two-horse 
The party found it impracticable to 
carry out his contract with two-horse coaches, 
and was consequently obliged to put upon this 
intermediate route four-horse coaches, and the re- 
sult is, that he now makes his application outside 
of his contract, to be paid for doing no service 
except that which he contracted to do-at a stipula- 
ted price. If I understand my friend from Texas, 
it does appear to me that these parties are not en- 
titled to the compensation which they ask. 

Mr. RUSK. Perhaps it may be as well to read 
the report of the committee, since objections have 
been made to the passage of the bill. It has al- 
ready passed the Senate two or three times, and 
been very fully discussed here on one or two 
occasions. But I will read the report of the 
committee, that the Senate may see what it is: 

“Phe petitioner was a contractor in 1839 for carrying the 
mail on route No. 1,932, in Virginia, from Romney to Clarks- 
burg, and carried the mail for four years and a half ata rate 
of compensation of $2,000 per aunum, being the price stipu- 
lated to be paid for conveying the mail in two horse stages, 
two trips a week and back. But he actually carried the 
mail in four horse post coaches three trips a week and back, 
and in one day and a half, instead of two.and a half days, 
which was the schedule under his contract.. For the em- 
ploymentof four horse coaches, instead of two-horse stages, 
and for one additional trip weekly, and the increased speed, 
he claims an additional compensation, which he estimates 
at about $8,000 for the whole term of his contract. The 
facts that the petitioner carried the mail in tour-horse post 
coaches, and that he made three trips a week, and with in- 
creased speed, are satisfactorily proved. Yt also appears 
that the additional horses and the additional trip increased 


the tolls on the route about fifty per cent., being nearly $500 
per annum. 


“This additional service was not expressly authorized 
by the Department, but the circumstances which induced 


N 


him to perform it are such as he claims authorized a belief 
that-he should:be paid for it, or afforda reasonable ground 
of equity entitling him to compensation. These circum- 
stances are as follow: At the lettings in 1839, the mail 
from Winchester to Parkersburg, on the Ohio river, con- 
sisting of three routes, was advertised for bids in two-horse 
stages and in four-horse coaches ; and when the bids were 
considered, the Department accepted the proposals for four- 
horse service on the eastern and western divisions of the 
route; bat on the middie division, fer which the petitioner 
was the bidder, it accepted the proposals for two liorse ser- 
vice; but atthe same time expressly reserved the right to 
change it to four-horse service, and represented to the con- 
tractor that it would be so changed as soon as the revenues 
of the Department would admit of it: 1t was a part of the 
contract that the contractor was to convey with the mail 
the passengers who came in the stage conveying the mail, 
at the points of connection—that is, Romney and Clarks- 
burg. The contract having heen accepted for the lower 
grade of service in the middie division of the route only, 
the petitioner found thatit would be difficult, if not impos- 
sible, for him to perform the same service, both in the con- 
veyance of the mail and passengers, with two horses which 
the contractors on the cast and west ends of the route would 
perform with four horses. “Some of the postmasters: and 
citizens on the route, perceiving bis difficulty, interested 
themselves in the matter, and endeavored to relieve him 
from the embarrassments of his contract. At the request 
of the citizens of Marietta, the postmaster of that place 
went with the petitioner to Washington to see the Post- 
master General on the subject, before the time for com- 
mencing the service, to induce him to order four- horse ser- 
vice, in conformity with the other divisions of the route. 
The Postmaster General declined then to order the higher 
grade of service, but gave encouragement that it might be 
ordered soon. 

“ Under these circumstances, and with the advice of the 
citizens on the route, the petitioner was induced to stock 
the route for four-horse coach service, and to commence 
carrying the maii in that way, expecting soon to receive 
authority for this change in his service. He continued to. 
teansport the mail in four-horse coaches, and to make three 
instead of two trips a week during the whole term of his 
contract, which was known to the Department; but it did 
not order the higher grade of service, nor notily the. con- 
tractor that he must uot expect to be paid for the additional 
service he was rendering. Since the expiration of the pe- 
titioner’s contract, the whole of this route has been let for 
four-horse coach service, whilst the mails are not increased 
beyond what they were during the preceding contract. 

“The question in the case seems to be, whether the cir- 
cumstances under which this additional service was per- 
formed were such as to afford a reasonable ground of equity 
for compensating the petitioner for the same. And the 
committee are of opinion that they do afford such equitable 
ground, and they therefore report a bill for his relief. Bunt 
they do not adopt, as the rate of compensation, the actual 
charges claimed by the petitioner, but the diflerence be- 
tween the sum he received and the sum since paid for the 
higher grade of service, with an additional trip weekly, on 
the same route. ‘This is £1,267 per annum, making forthe 
four years and ahalfthe suin of $5,701 50, which they think 
ought to be paid to the petitioner, and they report a bill ac- 
cordingly.?? s 

Now, sir, if that report does not show a clear 
case of equity, it is difficult for me to conceive 
what would do it. 1 do not design to go into cer- 
tain circumstances which are in the testimony with 
regard to the management of the mails about the 
time this contract was made. Here is a contract 
made on the two ends of the continuous line, for 
carrying the same mail and the same passengers; 
and the intermediate route was accepted at a lower 
grade of service, and the extreme ones al a higher 
grade, . 

Mr. BADGER. ‘Will my friend from Texas 
permit me to ask whether this bill was reported 
unanimously by the committee? 

Mr. RUSK. It was; and it has passed the 
Senate two or three times. 


Mr. BAYARD. It is said that the Postmaster 


General reserved the right to change the contract,’ 


but he did not so change it, representing however 
that it would be so changed. Now, l would ask the 
Senator from Texas whether the evidence of that 
representation arises from the ex parte affidavit of 
the individual who contracted or from any written 
acknowledgment of the proper officer of the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. RUSK. It came from the gentleman who 
comes here laboring under these difficulties. The 
other parties at each end of the road had four- 
horse coaches, and the Postmaster Genéral told 
him that he would so arrange the line that he 
should have no more trouble among the pas- 
sengers. 

Mr. BAYARD. This was at the time the con- 
tract was made? : 

Mr. RUSK. No, sir; afterwards. 

Mr. BAYARD. Il understood that the statement 
was made at the time this contract was made. The 
report says: 

& At the lettings in 1839; the mail from Winchester to 
Parkersburg, on the Ohio river, consisting of three routes, 
was advertised for bids in two-horse stages and in four- 
horse coaches ; and when the bids were considered, the 


Department accepted the proposal for four-horse service on 
the eastern and western divisions of the route; but en the 


middle division, for which the petitioner was the bidder, it 
accepted the proposals for two-horse service; but at the 
same time expressly reserved the right:to change it to four- 
horse service, and .represented to the contractor that it 
would be so changed as soon as the revenues of the De- 
partment would adinit of it. It was a part of the contract 
that the contractor was to convey with the mail the passen- 
gers who came in the stage conveying the mail, at the 
points of connection—that is, Romney and Clarksburg. 
The contract having been aecepted for the lower grade of 
service-in the middie division of the route only, the peti- 
tioner found that it would be difficult, if not impossible, for 
him to perform the same service, both in the conveyance of 
the mail and passengers with two horses, which the con- 
tractors on the east and west ends of the route would per- 
form with four horses. Some of the postimasters and citizens 
onthe route, perceiving his difficulty, interested themselves: 
in the matter, and endeavored to relieve him from: the em- 
barrassments of bis contract. At the request of the citizens 
of Marietta, the postmaster of that place went with the 
petitioner to Washington to see the Postmaster General on’ 
the subject, before the time for conmencing the service, to 
induce. him to order tour-horse service, in conformity with 
the other divisions of the route. The Postmaster General 
declined then to order the higher grade of service, but gave 
encouragement that it might be ordered soon.” 

Now, I presume that there is no written evi- 
dence of any such encouragement held out, I 
would ask if there is any letier from the Depart- 
ment giving that encouragement to the petitioner, 
If not, I would be unwilling that any verbal dec- 
laration being made by a witness should go to 
show that the contract should be different. 1 think 
the principle is a dangerous one, and I am there- 
fore opposed to it. 3 

Nor, sir, can I assent to the doctrines advanced. 
by the distinguished Senator from North Caroli- 
na—that because a bill has been reported by a 
committee we should pass it quiescently and with- 
out investigation. Wherever I can seea principle 
in a bill which is wrong, I shall go into an investi- 
gation of the matter, and shall at all times feel it 
my duty to oppose such a measure. : 

Mr. BADGER, I did not intend to lay down 
any principle on this subject at all. I merely 
meant to state a rule by which I should regulate 
myownconduct. Every other gentleman will reg-: 
ulate himself by his own notions; but when a case 
of a private bill comes up which bas been reported 
unanimously by the committee in favor of grant- 
ing relief to the claimant, and particularly when; 
in addition to that fact, on two former occasions; 
the Senate have passed bills in conformity with 
that report, I, for one, will not undertake to enter 
into any reinvestigation of the matter. f 

My friend from Delaware may have (and no 
doubt justly) a higher confidence im his capacity 
to enter into an examination of the decisions of a 
committee or of the Senate than I can have, and 
having: that confidence, it is all right and proper 
that he should investigate the matter; but I, not 
having that confidence that I can better investigate 
the subject.than the committee or the Senate, and 
this being a private claim, I certainly cannot put 
my vote against a bill which comes here thus rec- 
ommended to me. f 

Mr.BAYARD. The Senator from North Car- 
olina is the best judge of his own course of action 
regarding matters coming before this body, and I 
must be the judge of what is best in niy own case. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly: ‘That is right. 

Mr. BAYARD. Though he may suppose it is 
somewhat presumptuous in me to’ question ante- 
rior decisions of the Senate, because a bill has 
formerly been passed, I must say that, in my 
judgment, if the views of the Senator were car= 
ried out, the corruptions that would exist in this 
Government would be limitless. i 

Mr. BADGER. Very likely they might. We 
have heard a great deal about these corruptions in 
past times, but take it altogether, I think things 
have gone on pretty well, and these bills have been 
comfortably got along with. 

Mr. MASON. This is a claim brought by a 
man whom I have known for many years, anda 
more respectable, worthy, and honest man cannot 
be found. He contracted for several years to carry 
the mail, and his failure to receive the compensa- 
tion due to him for theservice has now broken him 
down, and he isa bankrupt. I donot megn to ad- 
duce this as adding to the merit of the case, but Ido 
not doubt the fact will commend itself to the kind: 
ly feelings of Senators generally, and especially of 
my friend from Delaware; [Mr: Bayarn.] 

Now, as one of a committee who investigated 
this claim some years ago, and because of the per- 
sonal interest I tookin this gentleman, I examined 
the subject with great care, and I am prepared to 
gay this to the Senate, that this service was un- 
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dertaken by Mr. Kuykendall of carrying the mail | 
in four-horsé coaches and an increased number of 
times per week in lieu of the two-horse coaches in 
compliance with his original contract, on the èx- 
` pectation, if not a direct promise derived from 
the Postmaster General, that when the improved 
condition of the revenues of the Post Office De- 
parien! would admit of it, he would ratify what 

e had undertaken to do, anid pay him accordingly. 
‘The service was undertaken because ‘the necessi- 
ties of that line required it, and because of the just 
expectation derived from his intercourse with the 
Postmaster General, that when the revenues would 
allow it, hë would be paid. Here is the letter, 
which I think will answer the Senator from Del- 
aware. It is from the Postmaster General, and is 
addressed to the Hon. George W. Hopkins, then 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads in the House of Representatives. He 
says: 

“ But such was the difference on the route in question, 
that the two-horse stage service was accepted, with a reser- 
vation that the higher service might be ordered if the De- 
partment should think proper. The expenditures of the 
Department were at that time over its income, and econ- 
omy was the sole consideration which induced the wecept- 
ance of thestage service, with theintention freely expressed 
to Mr. Kuykendall to order the higher service whenever 
the meaus of the Department would authorize it. 

e Mr. Kuykendall was then running four-horse coaches, 
and it was no doubt in anticipation of such an order that 
be continued that kind of service, and ran three times a 
week when he was bound to run but twice. 

“The anticipated improvement in the revenue did not 
occur, and the higher service was never ordered; and I 
have no doubt tha! Mr. Kuykendall had a hard time of it.” 


Now, I submit to the Senator who reported this 
bill from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, whether this is not a case which ad- 
dresses itself to the equity of the National Legisla- 
ture. This man has expended his money in 
the public service, and with a just expectation 
that the service he was performing would be rec- 
ognized by the Department for which it was 
done, the fact being substantiated by this letter. 
And I submit, also, in addition to what has been 
said with more force by the Senator from North 
Carolina, that with respect to this bill, so far as 
the facts are concerned, we may safely rely upon 
the recommendation of the committee. 

Mr. BORLAND. Iagree with the honorable 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] and the hon- 
orable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bav- 
GER] with regard to the confidence that should be 
placed in the report of a committee, as to the facts 
in the case; and, in general, | have great confidence 
in the opinions of a committee. But the question 
raised by the honorable Senator from Delaware 
{Mr. Bayarn] did not relate at all to the facts in 
the case, or the opinions which may be expressed, 
but to the principle upon which the allowance is 
proposed to be given. This letter, as 1 under- 


stand, was written in 1844, years after the trans- || 


action to which it relates had taken place, and 
when the Postmaster General had gone out of the 


Post Office Department. lt is, then, the letter of a l’ 


private individual in relation to a certain transac- 
tion which had occurred long before, and was 
obtained with the intention of having it used to 
sustain this claim, and is a mere statement of the 
transaction as nearly as he could recollect it. 


It seems to me, in looking at this matter in res- |! 


pect to Mr. Kuykendall, that it suggests, I will 
not say the corruption, but I will say the impro- 
priety of the recognition of such a transaction by 
Congress. An advertisement is put in the public 
newspapers, and individuals are induced to come 
forward and take contracts on the lowest terms. 
An individual comes forward with others, and 
makes a bid much lower than any one can afford 
to do the service, and of course he excludes all 
competition, and gets the contract. After he has 
done it, if we admit the power of the Department 
to make him an extra allowance for extra service, 
we put it in the power of the Department to do as 
was done in years past, when extra allowance was 
given to the postmasters throughout the country. 


We know what a complaint there was of the cor- |: 


ruption which crept into the administration of the 
Post Office Department many years since, when | 
extra allowances were made to contractors, to | 
double the amount originally contracted, so that 
fortunes were made. Suspicions attached to the 


administration of the Post Office Department, and, 


li payment. 


founded or not, I will not pretend to say. Imen- 
| tion it, to show that corruptions were supposed to 
have crept into that Department. Such was the 
i general public sentiment at that time, and a con- 
| trolling one, owing to the discretion exercised by 
| the Department to change the whole character of a 
| contract and make an increased allowance. 
Although this is not precisely of the same char- 
| acter, it involves the same principle. It puts up to 
the lowest bidder contracis for doing certain pub- 
lic service. All competition is excluded, if you 
| admit that the Postmaster General can have a pri- 
vate understanding with any contractor; for he 
t can change the contract to suit his convenience. I 
do not doubt that Mr. Kuykendall is a very cor- 
| rect sort of a man; but that does not change the 
| principle in this case at all. 
| Sir, if this can beallowed, we shall have changes 
| in the mail contracts every day of the year. We 
i recognize the discretion of the Postmaster Gene- 
iral, and the contractors will act upon that, of 
| course. If this principle be once recognized in 
| these claims for extra allowance, I do not see how 

weare to reject these claims in future cases, which 
may come before us on precisely the same ground. 
Sir, there has scarcely been a month which I have 
sat here without having had applications from cit- 
izens of my State, asking for an increase in the 
| mail service. They set forth that the interests of 
the country require it. And what am | toid when 
I make this request? I am told that the means of 
the country will not allow it. We are told that 
parties must carry out their contracts; that the 
Department has no discretion, and that the citi- 
zens must submit to the inconvenience. The rule 
of the Department, I think, is a correct one, al- 
| though 1 know that my constituents have suffered 
iin consequence. Where increased service is asked 

upon any route, the regulation of the Department 
is this: that the postmasters at the ends of the 
routes are required to weigh the mail matter; and 
if it exceeds a certain weight, the weight calcu- 

lated upon at the time the contract was made, then 

the increased service is allowed and paid for. I 

think that that is a proper regulation; and I pre- 
| sume it was the regulation at the time that Kuy- 
' kendall entered into his contract. Allother portions 
of the country, and all other contractors being re- 
quixgd to conform to that regulation, I do not think 
| it oper to make an exception in this case; be- 
cause, if you do, you will have the Senate filled 

with applications from all parts of the Union— 
| many of them equally meritorious with this case, 
| however meritorious it may be. 

Mr. RUSK. [have never known, during my 
short term of service here,as well an established 
case as this fail to receive the favorable considera- 
tion of this Senate—to pay what is justly and equit- 
ably due to an individual. [admit that we should 
| proceed with very great caution intheestablishment 
of a principle to govern a future Congress, or any- 
thing of that sort. But these applications are not 
: determined by law; because, if a law existed to 
determine them, they would not be before us. 
: They conie before us, and are applications to our 
‘discretion and sense of justice in the matter. 
+ Now, sir, the question arises here, will the Uni- 
| ted States receive service which was necessary to 
itself, which was reasonable, and which the Post- 
master General himself encouraged to be made, 
: with the view that we should pay for it, and then 
‘avail itself of a technicality to escape the payment 
| of it—or will it pay what every man willseeat once 
ought to be paid? What would have been the 
consequence, if this individual had not put on the 
four-horse coaches, and run his stages three times 
a week? Why the mails of the United States 
| would have been delayed; and every man who 
i used those mails would have been delayed, and 

thrown over in his correspondence. Every pas- 
: senger going there would have had to do it at an 
increased expense, and be detained from his busi- 
ness in consequence of this interruption. This 
| man then, by his increased service has benefited 
; the Government, and benefited the public. He 
' was encouraged to perform this sérvice by the 
: Postmaster General. TIe broke himself in doing 

so;and he now asks Congress whether they will 
; pay hin, or try to exonerate themselves from the 
I hope the bill will be passed. 
| Mr. BAYARD. I confess I cannot perceive 
i the equity of this case, according to my ideas of 
| equity. Grounds of compassion are too loose as 


é = Rohe t 
consequently, certain officers were obliged to leave | 
l 


their offices. Whether these suspicions were well 


| ideas of equity, in my judgment. Acting here as 


| 


Representatives, we have no right to disburse the 
funds of the nation as if we were dealing with our 
own private funds, on motives addressed to our 
feelings. We must act upon our judgment in re- 
lation to claims against the Government. The 
danger which I think grows out of legislation on 
cases of this kind, arises out of this: our laws 
require that the contracts shall be made in writing 
by the Postmaster General, (previous noticé hav- 
ing been given,) and with thelowest bidder. When 
the contract is made, and after the service has been 
performed, after a lapse of eleven years, are we to 
suffer a party to come forward and, on ex parte 
testimony, to interpolate practically into that 
contract a private understanding with the Post- 
master General, and say that the Government is 
| bound to pay it? This individual did nothing 
more than by the terms of the contract he was 
bound to do, as regards the United States. The 
terms of the contract bound him to carry the mails 
of the United States, and the passengers on the 
route, in twé-horse post coaches. If he pleased 
to extend the power for the performance of the 
duty, he had a right to do-so; but he was bound 
to perform the duty, and he woeuldshave lost his 
contract, and been liable to forfeiture for a viola- 
tion of it, if he had not gone on and performed the 
service. The danger is, that you ask now a vio- 
lation of our own Jaw, (and there is no use in the 
law if cases of this kind can be brought up, and- 
made exceptions to it after this’ lapse of time,) 
which guards against the exercise of discretion on 
the part of the Postmaster General, when it is not 
evidenced in the written contract of the party. 
You require that the Postmaster General shall give 
a contract to the lowest bidder; and you seek now, 
in defiance of the contract, to interpolate a private 
understanding, ora private expectation held out to 
him. I consider this is a dangerous principle, and 
one that ought not to be tolerated, however hard 


| it may be on the party. Under the particular cir- 


cumstances stated by the Senator from Virginia, 
I cannot recognize the principle of equity of the 
case, unless you establish to my satisfaction that 
there was a fraudulent collision between some 
party and the officer, for the purpose of ruining 
this individual or taking advantage of him. No 
such intimation is made—no such evidence exists; 
and therefore I cannot see any equity inthe claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 


WILLIAM A. CHRISTIAN. 

The bill for the relief of William A. Christian 
was read a second time, and the Senate proceeded 
to consider it as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| directs the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
i ury to pay to purser William A. Christian, in the 
| settlement of his accounts, the sum of $2,643 74, 
| being the amount disallowed him in a former set- 
| lement of his accounts, for payments to warrant 
officers of the United States steam-ship Princeton? 

Mr. BRODHEAD called for the reading of the 
report, and it was read accordingly. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 


G. THOMAS HOWARD. 
The bill for the relief of G. Thomas Howard 


| was read a second time, and the Senate proceeded 


to consider it as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| authorizes and directs the proper accounting offi- 
i cers of the Treasury to audit and settle the claim 
| of G. Thomas Howard, for compensation and 
i traveling expenses as bearer of dispatches from 
| Texas to Washington: city in the year 1845, and 
i to allow him compensation, at the rate of $6 per 
day, for a period not exceeding twenty-five days, 
; and traveling expenses at the rate of 10 cents per 
i mile, from Austin, Texas, to Washington city, 
computing the distance according to the most usu- 
ally traveled route, 

; Mr. BAYARD. Is thereany report in the case? 
: If there is, I should like to hear it read. 

| The PRESIDENT. It was reported by the 
: Senator from New Hampshire, (Mr. Norris,} but 
_ there is no written report. 

Mr. PRATT. As the Senator who reported 
the bill is notin his place, I would suggest the pro- 
priety of laying it over. 
| ThePRESIDENT. Thereis a letter from the 
| Secretary of State on the subject. i) 
| Mr. BADGER. I would like to hear it read. 


ors 
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The letter was read accordingly. It states. that 
there is no precedent on the files of the Depart- 
ment to determine the reasonableness of Mr. 
Floward’selaim; and that the compensation usual} 
allowed. to bearers of dispatches to and from coun- 
tries, is $6 dollars per day, and all other necessary 
traveling expenses. : 

Mr. BAYARD. Unless there is some report 
in relation to the circumstances of this case, I 
would prefer that it should lie over. The com- į 
pensation of a bearer of dispatches, I believe, is a 
matter of useless patronage. I do not think it is į 
always paid. I have certainly known cases where } 
the office of bearer of dispatches was a mere nom- 
inal.one; and surely it is an almost entirely useless 
one. I move to postpone the further consideration 
of the bill until Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAMS, STAPLES, & WILLIAMS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Williams, Staples, i 
& Williams, It authorizes and directs the proper į 
accounting officers of the Treasury to pay to Wil- 
liams, Stapfes, & Williams, of the city of Nor- 
folk, m the State of Virginia, a sum not exceed- 
jag $1,156 50, being the amount of duties paid by 
them on one hundred and twenty-one hogsheads 
of sugars which were destroyed by fire while in 
the public store, at the city of Norfolk, on the 14th 
of June, 1848; which sugars were imported by 
them into the port of Norfolk on or about the 6th 
of June, 1848. | 

The. bill was reported to the Senate without ! 
amendment, ordered to be read a third time, and | 
was read a third time and passed. | 


JAMES FERGUSON. 
The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
. mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of James Ferguson, | 
surviving partner of the firm of Ferguson & Mil- : 
hado. Tt authorizes and directs the Secretary of į 
the Treasury to pay to James Ferguson, surviv- 
ing partner of the late firm of Ferguson & Milha- | 
do, of the city of Norfolk, Virginia, a sum not | 
exceeding $735 60, being the amount alleged to | 
have been paid by them in discharge of their bond | 
given to the United States, dated May 22, 1848, 
for duties on one hundred and forty-two hogs- 
heads of molasses which were destroyed by fire 
in the public store on the 14th day of June, 1848. 
It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be read a third time, and, being 
read the third time, was passed. 


WILLIAM WOODBRIDGE-—HENRY CHIPMAN. 


The hill to provide compensation to William 

Woodbridge and Henry Chipman, for adjusting 
titles to lunds in Michigan, and for other purposes, 
was read a second time, and the Senate proceeded 
to consider it as in Committee of the Whole. It 
sauthorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to William Woodbridge and Henry 
Chipman, late judges of the United States for the | 
Territory of Michigan, at the rate of $500 each 
per annum, for services in ascertaining, adjusting, 
and settling claims to land, and performing other 
duties, in conformity with the acts of April 21, 
1826, and May 28, 1830. 

The bill was reported. to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. | 

SARAH FLINN. i 

The bill for the relief of Sarah Flinn was read | 
the second time, and the Senate proceeded to con- | 
sider itas in Committee of the Whole. It author- | 
izes and directs the proper accounting officers of | 
the Treasury to pay to Sarah Flinn $80, for sup- 
plies furnished by her to Captain William Rowell’s | 
company of Florida Mounted Militia, while in the | 
service of the United States, on the 24th day of 
March, 1839. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed and read | 
a third time. 


ł 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
MAISON ROUGE GRANT. | 
| 
H 
d 
| 
| 


On the motion of Mr. DOWNS, the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill to grant the right of preëmption to 
settlers on the public land known as the Maison 
Rouge Grant. It provides that every person, 
being the head of a family, or widow, or single 


man, over the age of twenty-one years, who, 
prior to January 27th, 1851, was an actual set- 
tler on the public land known as the Maison 
Rouge Grant, in the State of Louisiana, and re- 
sided thereon on that day, or the heirs and legal 
representatives of such person, shall be entided to 
enter land ‘at the proper land office, in legal sub- 
divisions, not exceeding one hundred and sixty 
acres (to include the residence and improvements 
of the settler) atthe minimum price of such lands, 
on the same terms and conditions and under the 
same limitations as are prescribed in the act ‘to 
‘grant the right of preémption to certain purcha- 
‘sers and settlers on the Maison Rouge Grant, in 
‘the event of the final adjudication of the title in 
“favor of the United States,” approved January 
27th, 1851. 

Mr. DOWNS. 
wish to offer. 
these words: 


I have an amendment which I 


And that the provisions of the third sectimn of said act : 


be, and the same are hereby, extended to the settlers on the 


Bastrop Grant, in the same land distriet as the Maison |; 


Rouge Grant. 


‘These two grants are exactly similarly situated. 
Preémption rights have been extended to settlers 
on the Bastrop Grant, and I want now to extend 
to them the provisions of the-3d section of the act 
of 27th January, 1851, which describes the man- 
ner of proceeding when there are two or moreset- 
tlers on the same quarter section. That provis- 
ion of the act of 1851 is in these words: 


*¢ That if the residences and improvements of two or 
more persons, entitled to preéinption as aforesaid, shall be 
found on any one of the smallest legal subdivisions of the 
public lands, the same may be entered jointly by the par- 


lies, in order that they may secure and divide the same, ac- į 


cording to their several rights: and in default of one or 


more ofthe parties taking the proper steps within the time i 
prescribed to secure the benefit of this act, it shall be lawiul į 
for any one of the parties of this class to make the entry of ; 


the whole of such legal subdivision for his sole benefit. ” 
Mr. FELCH. I would like to inquire from 
what committee this bill comes? 
The PRESIDENT. It was introduced by 


unanimous consent by the Senator from Louisi- : 


ana, [Mr. Downs,] and is now reported from 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. DOWNS, I will give a word of explana- 
tion of the merits of this bill. At the last Congress 
a bill was passed giving the right of preémption to 
the purchasers and settlers who had purcfged 
from the former claimants on the Maison Rouge 
Grant. It was intended to apply to those who had 
settled merely, as well as to those who had pur- 
chased of the original claimants. But the Land 
Office had construed that law so as to exclude that 
portion of settlers who had no written title from 
the former claimant. I understood, at the time 
that bill was passed, that by its operation, as soon 
as the grant should be declared to be public land 


the 


2 


the rights of preémption would accrue to all set- | 
tlers; but the Land Office decided otherwise. There | 


is a provision in the act of 1841 that preémptions 
shall not accrue to any reserved lands; and there- 
fore, though many of those persons have lived on 
this land for a number of years, the Land Office 
has decided that their settlement amounts to noth- 
ing, because this grant was construed to be re- 
served land. ‘This bill now is to place them upon 
precisely the same footing as those who purchased 
from the origina] claimants, and therefore obtained 
preémption rights. This is merely to grant what 
was intended by the act as it originally passed, 
but was not embraced in it from a misconstruction, 
as I conceive, of the law. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would ask the Senator from 
Louisiana, whether the amendment he has pro- 


posed does not extend the right of preimption to | 


settlers on public land other than that known as 
the Maison Rouge Grant. 

Mr. DOWNS. To settlers on another grant 
similarly situated. 

Mr. BAYARD. The proposition contained in 
the amendment has not been referred to any com- 
mittee, and of course not reported upon. It ex- 
tends to other lands than those mentioned in the 
original bill, e 

Mr. DOWNS. It contains precisely the same 
principle. 

Mr. BAYARD. But it is really a new subject, 
which has never gone to a committee, and has 
never been reported upon. 

_ Mr. DOWNS. There are two Spanish grants 
in the same neighborhood, of the same date—the 
Bastrop, and Maison Rouge Grant. The bill 


It is to add, at the end of the bill, | 


specifically applies to the Maison Rouge Grant. 
The amendment is to extend to the Bastrop Grant 
a provision which prevails among settlers on the 
Maison Rouge Grant. Itdoes notaffect the United 
| States at all. Tis object is to enable parties to 
| settle controversies, to enable them to divide legal 
| subdivisions of land to which they may become 

entitled. There is no necessity to send it to a 
separate committee, because it involves exactly 
the same principle. 

Mr. FELCH. I wish to inquire further of the 
Senator who reported this bill, whether the pre- 
€mption rights granted by it are precisely the same 
as those granted under the general law relative to 
preémption rights; whether the same oath is re- 
i| quired of persons who claim them, and the same 
proofs and testimony to be introduced before the 
|| proper officer, in order to enable them to avail 
| themselves of the benefit of the law? 

1 - Mr, DOWNS. As I understand it, the same 
| provisions are required. This is only to extend 
| to those settlers without title, the same privilege 
which was conferred upon others by the act passed 
at the last session of Congress. 1 have made the 
motion to embrace this provision of the bill, be- 
| cause I thought, by the operation of the law and 
the construction which has been placed on it by 
the land office, a certain class of persons had been 
excluded, to whom nobody objects, to whom the 
land office does not ebject, and who are every- 
where supposed to have a perfect right to this pre- 
emption. It is simply to supply an omission of 
ti the law passed at the last session. 

| The amendment was agreed to; the bill was re- 
| 

i 

| 


i 
| 
i 
i 
it 
i 
| 
| 


i! ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment 
was concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be 
'| engrossed and read a third time. . 


DAVID OSBORN. 

i| The bill for the relief of David Osborn was 
| read a second time, and the Senate proceeded to 
| consider it as in Committee of the Whole. It 
| authorizes and directs the accounting officers of 
the Treasury to pay to David Osborne $220 40, for 
i| supplies furnished by him to Captain William 
|| Rowell’s company of Florida mounted militia, 
i! while in the service of the United States, on the 
17th of April, 1839. 
| 

| 


| It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
|| reading. 
| THOMAS D. JENNINGS. 


The bill for the relief of Thomas D. Jennings 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
| mittee of the Whole. It authorizes Thomas D. 
i| Jennings, of Florida, to enter, at the minimum 
|| price of public lands, a quantity of land not ex- 
| 


ca 


ceeding one hundred and sixty acres, embracing 
i| the improvement on which his late father, Law- 
rence D. Jennings, resided before his death, on 
due proof being presented. to the register of the 
| proper land office, that he would have been entitled 
to a preémption, but for the removal of the family 
after the death of the father. 

It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


JOHN McREYNOLDS. 


The bill for the relief of John McReynolds, of 
Detroit, in the State of Michigan, was read a sec- 
‘| ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
1! Whole, It directs the payment of $1,036 86 to 
‘| John McReynolds, of Detroit, Michigan, for ex- 
iÍ penses incurred by him in the commencement of 
| the erection of a light-house on Beaver Island, 


i| after which he wag directed to erect said light- 
i| house in another place. 

i It was reported without amendment, and order- 
:| ed to be engrossed and read a third time. 

| 
H 
| 


i SAMUEL BRAY. 
| 


The bill for the relief of Samuel Bray was read 
| a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
‘the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the 
'i Treasury to pay to Samuel Bray, keeper of the 
ii Dog Island light-house, such amount, not exceed- 
| ing $500, as may, upon satisfactory proof exhib- 
| ited and produced by Samuel Bray, cover the 
: losses by him suffered, while keeper of said light- 
| house, during the gale of 23d and 24th of August, 
i| 1851. 

|| It was reported without amendment, and order- 
U ed to be engrossed and read a third time. 


i 
| 
[ 
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THOMAS RHODES, 

The biil for the relief of Thomas Rhodes was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Thomas 
Rhodes the sum of $3,175 11, in full satisfaction 
for the expenses incurred by him in opening and 
constructing a road from Mobile, in Alabama, to 
Pascagoula Bay, for the transportation of the 
mail, in the year 1828, in pursuance of an implied 
authority and contract’ from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. 

Mr. RHETT. I should like to hear some ex- 
planation of-that bill from the Senator who re- 
ported it. 

Mr. SOULE. This bill has been several times 
before the Senate, reported upon favorably, and 
acted upon. It comesagain before us, on account 


of its never having been reached in its order in | 


the House of Representatives. There have been 
several reports in its favor. One of them may be 
taken up and read, and it will explain the situa- 
tion in which the committee found themselves on 
investigating this claim. Itis one which pleads 
loudly for justice, and requires at our hands that 
we should act upon it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think this is an ad- 
mirable bill, and one which ought to pass. It is 
the first affirmation which I ever recollect having 
seen here of the doctrine of the right of making 
roads to carry the mails. I think it is an admir- 
able bill. 

The bill was reported without amendment, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

PHILIP MILLER. 
The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of | 


Representatives for the relief of Philip Miller. It 


requires the Secretary of the Interior to place the į 


name of Philip Miller; of Kentucky, on the roll of 
invalid pensioners, at the rate of $8 per month 
during his natural life—to commence from and 
after the Ist of May, 1848. 

It was reported without amendment, ordered to 
be read a third time, and being read a third time, 
was passed. 


ST. JOHN’S CHURCH, WASHINGTON. 

The bill for the relief of St. John’s Church, in 
the city of Washington, which was reported from 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, was 
read a second time; and the Senate proceeded to 
consider it as in Committee of the Whole. It 

rovides that the lot of ground now used as a 
Paria! ground by said church, occupying square 
No. 276, situated near the northern limits of the 
city, and which the late President Madison per- 
mitted the said’ church to occupy for said pur- 
pose, be granted in fee-simple to the church, and 
that the Commissioner of Public Buildings be 
authorized and required to convey said lot to said 
church by a proper deed, as evidence of this grant; 
and also that the $200 heretofore paid by the 
church be repaid to the rector for the use of the 
church, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. BORLAND. Is there any report in the 
case? 

The PRESIDENT. There is not. There is 
nothing but the petition. The bill was reported 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. SmeLDs,] not 
now in his seat. 

Mr. BAYARD. Unless some reasons be given 
for making the grant of $200 to the church, I 


move to strike out that portion of the bill. Butas | 
the Senator who reported it is not present, I move | 


to postpone its further consideration until next 


Friday. 
The motion was agreed to. 
JOSEPH H. D. BOWMAR. 

The bill for the relief of Joseph H. D. Bowmar, 
reported from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, was read a second time; and the Senate 

roceeded to consider it as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that a patent shall be granted 


to the said Bowmar, of Carroll parish, Louisiana, 
for the lot or fractional section No. 27, in town- 


i 


ship 19, and range 3 east, in éhe distrigt of lands | 
north of Red river, subject to entry and sale at : 
Washita, in the State of Louisiana, containing | 
145 13-100 acres, on the final settlement of certi- ; 


ficate No. 9977, issued to said Bowmar May 16, | 


1849, on the payment of purchase money on said 


e act of 
“An act for the relief of 


land; and that so much of section 2, of th 
March 3, 1849, entitled 
Thomas J. Carson,” 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury of said 
lot No. 27, for the use of publie schools, be re- 
pealed; provided, that nothing in the present act 
shall be so construed as to reduce the quantity of 
lands to which said township is entitled by law. 
On the request of Mr. AV'CHISON the report 
was read; from which it appears that the memori- 
alist settled on the lot stated, and became entitled 
to a preémption in consequence thereof. That 
lot having been improperly selected for school pur- 
poses, upon an appeal to the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, the selection was revoked, and on Jan- 
uary 4, 1849, the memorialist was permitted to en- 
ter his preémption. 
ally made, however, Congress, in ignorance of the 


rights of the memorialist, passed an act for the . 


relief of Thomas J. Carson, by which he, Carson, 
was permitted to enter the sixteenth section, and 


| lot twenty-seven was reserved for school purposes. 


The proper officers, in the mean time, before the 
act of Congress was known to them, permitted 
the memorialist to enter his presmption, and 
granted the certificate on May 16, 1849. 
the obstacles arising from the act of Congress for 
the benefit of said Carson, a patent is refused to 
the memorialist. Under the circumstances of the 
case, and with the concurrence of the inhabitants 
of the township, the committee are of the opinion 
that relief should be granted to the memorialist, 
and report a bill for that purpose. The proviso is 
added to secure the right of the township to the 
quantity of land which the law allows it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 1 do not know whether, | 
upon a close examination of the matter, I would 
have any objection to this bill or not. But, sir, 
it appears to be somewhat complicated, and for 
the purpose of having an opportunity to examine 
it, 1 propose that it be permitted to lie over. 

Mr. DOWNS. I can explain it now. 

Mr. ATCHISON. But i would rather exam- 
ine the report. I think we have done enough for 
Louisiana to-day, in the way of presmption rights. 
I doubt whether Congress, having once vested a 
right by law in the township, can now, by repeal- | 
ing that law, divest the township of any right; | 
andaf you do that, and authorize or require the 

issioner of the General Land Office, or the 

ident, to issue a patent to this individual to this 

land, whether or not he would not have just claim 

against the Government for the value of the land. 

I move that the consideration of the bill be post- 
poned until next Friday. 

Mr. BADGER. I will vote cheerfully for the 
postponement, if my friend who makes the motion 
will pledge himself that between now and next | 
Friday he will examine the case. If he will not, 
I think it is unfair to move the postponement, 

Mr. DOWNS. _ I hope the postponement will 
not take place. This is an exceedingly simple 
case. There is a provision of law that a certain 
amount of land, in each township, shall be set 
apart for public schools. Instructions were issued 
to the land officers in Louisiana, many years ago, 
to make the selections. It happened that m some | 


| 


| townships more was reserved than was necessary. 


The authority has been exercised by the Secreta- 
ry of the Treasury, when the matter was under 


his control, and by the Secretary of the Interior, |! 


since the organization of that Department, when 
this was ascertained to be the case, to relieve the 
surplus from reservation, and allow entries to be 
made. Ina case of this kind, Bowmar made ap- 
plication to be allowed to enter this lot, and on a 
hearing of the whole case, Mr. Walker decided 
that he had a right to do so, because the township 
had enough besides. But, in the meantime, Con- 
gress, knowing nothing about it, and a claim 


pending here for Carson to be allowed to make his | 


entry on this same lot, they passed a law author- 
izing him to make such an entry. If the commit- 
tee had known these facts when Carson’s case 
was before them, they would not have reported in 
his favor. It is now clear that the proper title 
belongs to Bowmar, and it is necessary to repeal 
that portion of the act referred to in the bill. As 


to the observation of the Senator from Missouri, | 


that it is not competent for Congress to take back 
any of these school lands, they do italways, with 
the consent of the township. It has been the 
practice for twenty years. I disapprove of it. I 
think it is wrong; but it has been acted on from 


as confirms the selection | 


Before the entry was actu- | 


With | 


|! between the relative rights of these individuals, 
i| do not think it is the province of the Senate of 


|i to enter upon such a question. 


|| enter it, and got his certificate. 


i 


_time to time, with the consent of the township, 
and it is now too late to make that objection. But 
it does not arise in this case, because the school 
. Selection had actually been made.from this section 
_ by the Secretary of the Treasury; and it is not 
Row a question between the petitioner and the 
| United States, but a question between Carson and 
| Bowmar. 

Mr. PRATT. I regret to interfere in this mat- 
iter; but if I understand the question, tbere is an 
| Important principle involved in it. The contest 
| is not between the township and the individual 
; grantee, but between two individual grantees— 
| Carson and Bowmar. Now, the Supreme Court 
l; have decided, in a case which I have had occasion 
i, recently to. examine, that wherever a party is en- 
titled to a preémption and has made a claim to 
make an entry to the land, that inchoate preémp- 
tion confers such a right as cannot be interfered 
| With by any subsequent action of Congress. 
it Here, if I understand correctly, by one act of Con- 
| gress, the right to enter land was given to a man 
| by the name of Carson. Another man, by the 
|i name of Bowmar, claims a prior right of preémp- 
|i tion. If he possesses that prior right, under the 
| decision of the Supreme Court, the judicial tri- 
; bunals of the country are open to him. lt will be 
| for those tribunals, and those alone, to decide 
I 


ithe United States, in any case, to act judicially. 
| When there are individual rights legally existing, 
i when the tribunals of the country are open for 


|| decisions upon these rights, we are not the proper 


| tribunal to take them in hand; nor do we possess 
| the constitutional power, in my humble judgment, 
The case which 
is now presented is precisely the one which I have 
i! stated. If I understand it correctly, 1 do not think 
|i the bill ought to pass. I think the contest between 
li these two individuals should be carried. on in the 
|| tribunals of the country, where it could properly 
! be decided as to their rights. 

Mr. DOWNS. There is no doubt that the doc- 
trine of the gentleman is precisely correct. 1 agree 
| with him in every particular, and it is conclusive. 
: The position which he takes proves that this bill 
ought to pass, and that it must pass. He says 
| that Congress cannot divest these preempiion 
| rights. That is the position of Mr. Bowmar here. 
He had a preémption right; he was permitted to 
Not only had he 
la right, but it was actually vested in him by the 
i initiatory tide of the certificate issued to him. 
| The Secretary of the Treasury, on a full hearing 
of the case, put him in possession of it; but Con- 
i gress, not knowing anything of this at the time 
when Carson presented his application, passed a 
law authorizing Carson to enter the land. If 
; Congress could not divest Bowmar, who not only 
‘had his title but had made his entry, it is per- 
i fectly conclusive that this bill ought to pass; not 
| to divest the title, but to secure to this man a title 
| which was vested in him. I hope the Senator 
| from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] will join me 
| in supporting this bill. I hope he is perfectly 
| Satisfied with it, 

Mr. ATCHISON. I think the Senator from 
Louisiana has shown, conclusively, thatthis is a 
| question between Carsonand Bowmar. Well, let 
the courts decide that question. Let them decide 
who has the title of the land. Let them decide 
whether the law of Congress divesting Bowmar, 
|; or attempting to divest him, and to invest Carson, 
i Should be sustrined; or whether the preémption 
| law, under which Bowmar claims, should sustain 
i him. Now, this is the question. From the gen- 
i; tleman’s own showing, Congress has nothing to 
|i do with it. But I prefer to have an opportunity 
| of examining it. I make no pledges about it. I 
i will not pledge myself either to read the bill or 
|i the report. Sometimes I do read the bills, and 
sometimes I read the reports; and I think now I 
will do so in this matter, but I will not pledge my- 
self. As the Senator from Louisiana has alluded 
to the Senator from Kentucky, Iam utterly as- 
onished that he has not interposed and examined 
‘this matter. Why, sir, it may affect somewhat 
: the distributive share of the State of Kentucky, 
t under his proposition to distribute the public do- 
|i main. I trust that the vote will be taken on the 
i postponement. The Senate is very thin, and I 
_ dislike to call for the yeas and nays. If Tshould 
i do so, probably a quorum would not answer, 
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Mr. DOWNS. The argument of the Senators 

from: Maryland and Missouri proves that this bill 
ought to pass. Congress have already interfered. 
‘As it is, they have given the right to-enter to Car- 
son, and he will get the patent unless this bill is 
passed, while, according to their doctrine, he is 
not éntitled tò it.- I want this act to pass, to give 
the other man,a patent. There is a provision in 
-the bill that these two individuals shall fight out 
the contest. The passage of the bill will not in- 
terfere with any other person. I hope, if the gen- 
tlemen want to see a fair fight, they will vote for 
the bill. $ 

Mr. ATCHISON. This man Bowmar claims 
under a preémption law, either: of 1838 or 1841, 
or of a prior year. Carson claims under an act 
of Congress, vesting him directly with the title to 
this land. - The Senator from Louisiana tells me 
that Bowmar proses his preéinption, deposited his 
money, and obtained a certificate—the initiatory 


toa title. Then Congress, without knowing any- } 
| up that question. 


thing about it, upon Carson’s petition, passed a 
law vesting in him the right to this land. The 
Senator says, that unless we interpose by this bill, 
Carson will obtain a patent. What advantage 
will that patent be in the courts of Louisiana, or 
in the courts of any other State of this Union, to 
Carson? I presume none. 1 do not know that 
this bill will be of any disadvantage to the United 
States; but it may be to Carson. These individ- 
uals now stand upon the same platform. Let them 
go before the courts of Louisiana, and let their 
titles be decided by the courts. I renew the mo- 
tion to postpone. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN CEMETERY IN MEXICO. 

By unanimous consent, the bill appropriating @ 
sum of. money for the interment of officers and 
soldiers, who died in Mexico, in the American 
Cemetery, near the city of Mexico, was taken up, 
read a third time, and passed. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. UnpeRwoop, from |} 


the Committee on Public Lands, reported various | 
amendments to a bill which had been referred to 
that committee, providing for the survey of lands 
in California. : 
The amendments were ordered to be printed, 
And then, on motion, the Senate adjourned un- 
til Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fauwary, March 12, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clack, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. L. F. Moreay. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. GOODENOW. Mr. Speaker, my name 
is not recorded upon the vote laying upon the 
table the resolution of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Sranyzy] to close debate on the 
homestead bill. I voted in the negative upon that 
proposition, and ask that the Journal may be so 
corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be correct- 
ed, as suggested by the gentleman, unless.objected 
to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [ move to suspend the 
rules, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with the view of taking up the special order—the | 
bill to authorize the continuance of the work on 
the Capitol. 


CONTESTED ELECTION FROM NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. 
day.to the honorable gentleman from Missouri, 
[Mr. Puecrs,] that if he did not bring up the ques- | 
tion of privilege. from New Mexico, in reference 
to the contest of my seat, I should do so. I re- 
gret-extremely he is not in his place. I would 
like very much to have him in his place before [ | 
goon, l cannot stand here and permit such charges | 
as have been preferred against the honorable gen- ; 
tleman who fills the executive chair in New Mex- | 
ico to go uncontradicted: any longer. 
the gentleman from Missouri, (who I regret is not 
in his seat,) an opportunity to be bere. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New| 
Mexico moves to proceed to the consideration of | 
the petition presented by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, (Mr. Puecps,] contesting. the seat of the 


I gave notice yester- || 


i have given i: 


| tinguished friend of mine shall be subjected to the 
| odium of such charges any longer. 


| ig the special order, being ‘‘Senate joint resolution 


Delegate from New. Mexico. 


Mr. OLDS. Was not that petition withdrawn? 

The SPEAKER. The. Chair did.not under- 
stand that it was withdrawn. The pending ques- 
tion was to refér to the Committee of Elections, 
and to print. f : 

Mr. HALL. My colleague is not in his place 
this morning. I do not know what keeps him 
away. i . 

A Mempar. Here heis: He has just comein. 

‘ye SPEAKER. The gentleman from* Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Puetes,] when this petition was in- 
troduced by him, was upon the floor proceeding 
to submit a few remarks in reference to the ques- 
tion involved. Does the gentleman from New 
Mexico insist upon occupying the floor upon this 
question? i 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I insist that the ques- 
tion be taken up. 1 cannot consent that the dis- 


_ I call upon 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. PneLrs] to call 


Mr. CLINGMAN. [insist upon my motion. 

The SPEAKER. Itis competent for the House 
to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union—that motion having been 
submitted by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Cuiveman.] The question submitted by the | 
gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Puexrs,] it is 
true, is a privileged question, but the House may 
proceed to other business. 

Mr. POLK. Does the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. WereutTman] desire to make-a per- 
sonal explanation? I will consult his wishes upon 
that subject, so far as my vote is concerned. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. Ido not desire to make 
any explanation connected with myself personally, 
or in regard to the petition which is offered to be 
referred to the Committee of Elections. I have 
no manner of objection to that; but with it are 
connected charges of corruption against the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who 1s now filling the ex- 
ecutive chair in New Mexico. 

Mr. POLK. I wish to know ifit is the desire of | 
the gentleman to do so now? I would be willing 
to assist him in doing it. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. [ desire itnow. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. CLING) 
man’s motion; and it was agreed to. 


THE EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 


(Mr. Seymour, of Connecticut, in the chair.) 
The CHAIRMAN. The first business.in order 


No. 2, authorizing the architect of the Capitol to | 
continue in employment the mechanics, laborers, 
and others, employed upon the two wings there- 
of.”* 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I have been 
instructed by the Committee on Public Buildings 


and Public Grounds, of which I have the honor || 
i to be chairman, to report an amendment to the 


resolution now pending, by way of substitute, and 
insist upon its adoption. 
The amendment was then read, as follows: 


That there be, and hereby is, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
period between the passage of this resolution, and the end į 
of the fiscat year terminating June 30th, 1853, the sun of | 
$500,000, for the continuation of the work on the two wings 
of the Capitol. 


which gave rise to the original resolution has passed. 
It was intended only as a temporary expedient to 
prevent a total suspension of the work on the two 
wings of the Capitol. The appropriation of the i 
last Congress: for this- improvement was only 
$100,000, and that was exhausted at the com- 
mencement of the present year. Since then the 
work has necessarily been suspended, the me- 
chanics and laborers discharged, and the important | 
object to be accomplished by the extension of the 
edifice, consequently delayed. { earnestly hoped : 
that at an earlier period the House would have ! 
taken up the resolution of the Senate, passed it, | 
and permitted the work to be continued. Had ! 
| 


this been done, two months of fine weather would 
not have been lost—the work would have been in | 
a state of progress, and the nation could not have ; 
reproached its Representatives for refusing to do 
for so long a period what need not at any time || 
have occupied more than five minutes. 

The appropriation of $500,000, contemplated by | 


| judiciously expended. 


the amendment I have proposed, is Jess than was 
asked for by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the accomplished architect in charge of the work. 
Their estimates were made last fall, and a large 
portion of the time in which the money was. to 
have been expended having elapsed, it is deemed 
necessary now to appropriate only this amount, 
which will be sufficient for the period between the 
passage of the resolution and the end of the fiscal 
year, terminating June 80, 1853. The Committee 
of Ways and Means have not provided in any of 
their appropriation bills reported to the House 
for the extension of the Capitol. The House very 
appropriately referred the subject to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings, and that committee, after 
inquiring into the propriety of the appropriation, 
and in view of the fact that no regular appropri- 
ation bill to which this can be attached, will, in 
all probability, be passed before the end of the 
session, have directed me to urge it now. 

The work has been commenced. I cannot 
doubt that it is the intention of Congress to com- 
plete it. One hundred thousand dollars have 
already been expended, and, I am happy to say, 
This appropriation is 
needed, and must be made, and it 1s wiser to make 
it now and permit the work to proceed with a full 
complement of hands, than to make a'small appro- 
priation which may not last until the regular ap- 
propriation bills are passed. It will be the best 
economy to complete the building as speedily as 
it can be done consistently with a proper execu- 
tion of the work. ` 

Mr. WOODWARD. IfI am in order in ma- 
king the inquiry; I should like to know whether it 
is likely that the special committee, relative to the 
foundation of the wings of the Capitol, will prob- 
ably make a report? ‘The question of what is to 
be the amount of appropriation may be affected by 
the report from that committee. I should like to 
inquire, if it be in order, when that committee may 
be expected to report, and what is likely to be the 
character of the report? " 

Mr. MeNAIR, (chairman ofthe committee.) We 
shall report next week, and we are now almost 


jj ready. 


Mr. WOODWARD. I ask pardon of the gen- 


ij tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Stanton] for inter- 


rupting him. 


r. STANTON. I have no objection to the 


| gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. McNair] ma- 


king his statement, 

Mr. McNAIR.. The investigation has been go- 
ing.on regularly, and we are now almost ready to 
report. We have found the wall in a dreadful 
condition—in a condition that has astonished us 
all. When we came to examine it, we found that 
wall with shells built up on the outside, and small 
stones thrown in on the inside. We have found 
it in a very bad condition. There are no stones 
running through the wall to bind it. There are no 


| headers, and there is no bond work. 


Mr. WOODWARD. l understand from the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Sraxron] that he 
had not concluded his remarks. I supposed he 
had, or I would not have made the inquiry. 

Mr. STANTON, If I do not lose my right to 
the floor, I have no objection to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. McNatr] proceeding. 

Mr. McNAIR. The mortar that has been put 


| in there we have found to be entirely insufficient, 
i| as we believe. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The necessity ; 


It has been in there about three 
months, and it is not yet set. Men with picks 
just dug out the inside, and threw out the stones 
with their hands, and threw out the sand or mar- 
tar, or whatever you call it, with a shovel. We 
have, as one memher of the committee expressed 
it, realized our very worstanticipations. We had 
no expectation that this large appropriation would 
be sung upon us at this time, for the architect 
himself asked but $350,000 in his report to the 
President of the. United States. That report I 


‘| have in my possession. We believe this thing 


ought to be investigated fairly, and that all things 
connected with it should be brought before this 
House before this appropriation is made. If this 
appropriation is once made, we will be powerless 
to change it. We will be all fastened, and you 
will put up a building which will cost $5,000,000, 
upon an-appropriation of $100,000 made by this 
House on the 30th day of September, 1850—an 
appropriation made in three lines and a half, giving 
to the President of the United States $100,000, and 
power to appoint an architect—that architect to 
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produce a plan, of which he shall approve; an then 
the money Was to be expended from the com- 
mencement of the extension of the Capitol. That 
money has been under the control of the architect 
himself, who has drawn it out of the Treasury 
himself. It has been expended; how, we know 
not. I have here a statement of the money drawn 
from the Secretary of the Treasury by the archi- 
tect himself in sums of 20,000, and expended 
or disbursed by him, I know not how. This 
matter requires an inquiry, and I want this House 
to know and to understand how this business is 
progressing, and whether this foundation will be 
so trail and so weak that the superstructure raised 
upon it will falldown. One of the best architects, 
perhaps, in the State of Pennsylvania was here, 
who has no interest whatever in this work, and 
probably never will have, and’he declared to me, 
when he Jooked at that wall and examined the 
formation of it, that he would venture his life the 
building would fail down if built upon it. Now, 
that is the opinion of a respectable architect who 
has no interest in this matter, and I therefore want 
the Flouse to pause before making this appropria- 
tion, 

Mr, DUNCAN, (interrupting.) I wish to ask 
the gentleman, who that architect from Pennsyl- 
vania is? and whether he has been examined be- 
fore the committee? 

Mr. MeNAIR. No. I did notsay that he had 
been. The gentleman isa friend of Mr. Dimmicx, 
and was visiting him; he may give his name if he 
chooses. $ 

[Cries of “No!” “Nor”? 

Mr. DUNCAN. As he is represented as a 
person of such high reputation, we want to know 
who he is. 

[Cries of ** Name!’’ “ Name!) 

Many Memners. “No!” “No!” 

Mr. McNAIR. He was introduced to me by 
Mr. Dimmick. 

{Loud cries of “Name!” “ Name!” and “ Oh 
no, go on!”7} 

{Renewed cries of “Name!” t Name!’’] 

Mr. FLORENCE. Oh no; the reputation of 
Pennsylvania may be at stake. 

[Cries of +‘ Order,” and aughter 1 

Many Memsers, “Name!” t Name!” 

Mr. McNAIR. Well, his name is Knowles. 
{Laughter. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Where is he from? 

Mr MeNAIR. I wish gentlemen to know 
something about the disbursement of that money, 
before they judge whether everything is perfectly 
right. ~ 
“Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, (interrupting.) 
I wish merely to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, whether he has any knowledge of the mis- 
application of these funds, or any suspicion of 
their misapplication ? 

Mr. M@NATR. I have a knowledge that the 
money has been drawn by the architect. He has 
drawn it; and there has been no return made by 
him for the disbursement. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I simply wish to suggest 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that T did 
not expect a debate of this character would spring 
up. My inquiry was strictly as to the business 
before the committee, and related to the manner 
of constructing the wall. or a 
had the least suspicion of a misapplication of the 
funds, and I should be very glad if my friend 
would restrict himself to the matter of the con- 
struction of the wall. os 

Mr. FLORENCE, (Mr. McNar yielding the 
floor.) As the great object to be attained just now 
is, to arrive at a definite conclusion by which this 
House can vote to-day upon this bill, may I beg 
to ask my colleague from Pennsylvania, whether 
there has been a vote in that committee upon the 
subject of the wall?—whether there has been any 
conclusion arrived at by the committee that may 
enable this House to arrive at a conclusion ?— 
whether the whole of the committee agree with 
the chairman ?—and further, whether experienced 
gentlemen—persons competent to judge of the 
strength of that wall, have not given certificates 
that itis adequate for the purposes for which it 
was built? Inasmuch as the chairman of tle com- 


mittee has been asked to give us information, and | 


as we are all interested in knowing it, itis perhaps 
as well that he should state now whether such 
certificates have not been given. My reason for 
asking itis, that I have understood from expe- 


| 
I never for a moment 


rienced persons that the wall is quite adequate for. 
į the purposes for which it is designed, notwith- 
standing the opinion of the chairman of the com- 
| mittee, who, perhaps, has no better practical 
| Knowledge on the subject than f have. 

` Mr. NeNAIR. l have told the gentleman, as I 
tell him now, that there has been no vote taken in 
the committee. I will tell him further, that i know 


nothing about any such certificates as he speaks of. 
Mr. FLORENCE, I did not mean to say cer- 


tificates. 1 meant to ask if there had not’ been 
such testimony before the committee. 

Mr. McNAiR. There has been such testimony, 
but there has also been contradictory testimony. 
After the testimony was all given, we went out 
and examined for ourselves. We formed our own 
| Opinions in regard to it, and have given them in 

full in the report. For my own part, I must say 
| that I was very much disappointed, and 1 think 
| the other members of the committee—if they are 
here—will say the same for themselves. 

Mr. STANTON, of. Kentucky, (resuming.) 
Mr. Chairman, I was about to remark, when Í 
was interrupted, that it had been the misfortune of 
all great men who had the genius and resolution 
to undertake works of this magnitude, to be ha- 
rassed and annoyed by the criticism and censure 
of petty minds, who have not the capacity to com- 
prehend or the skill to execute a great design. In 
this remark I do not allude to the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania, but I do allude to that description of 
meddlers who, from motives of disappointment at 
having failed to secure contracts on this work, 
come inté this Rall to harass the House, and, 


members of Congress into dilemmas, of which, 
when they learn the whole truth, they will be 
ashamed. 

Mr. McNAIR. Who are they? 

Mr. STANTON. Such men as your particular 
| friend, Mr. Coltman, who, you said yourself, 
i had been the instrument in bringing about this 
| Investigation, 

Gentlemen who have read the history of the 
construction of that great edifice on the north bank 
i of the Thames, at Westminster, will recollect that 
i Sir Charles Barry, the distinguished architect 
i charged with the design and construction of the 
! work, was annoyed at every step, from the time 
the first foundation stone was laid to the comple- 
tion of the building, with special committees and 
| investigations, like those we have authorized here, 
| but which resulted in nothing but the complete 
vindication of the great architect and his noble 
structure. Sir, the truth is, in all great under- 
takings of this magnitude, success is best accom- 
| plished by relying upon individual responsibility. 
You acted upon that principle when you gave the 

President power to adopt the plan for the edifice, 
! without other limit than his own discretion; and 
| you must, to some extent, act upon the same prin- 
| ciple in permitting him to complete it. You can 
| delay, embarrass, and ruin the work, by listening 
| to the idle clamor of the ignorant and the envious; 
but such a course will be more discreditable to 
you than to the President, the architect he has 
employed, or any one acting under them. The 
‘lamented Taylor would never have conquered at 
Buena Vista, nor Scott have taken the city of Mex- 
ico, if at every emergency these brave generals 
had been restrained and controlled by the unen- 
lightened suggestions of the War Department. 
Nor will your new Capitol ever be creditable to 
the nation, if the work and the plans are changed 
| and modified by the action of special committees, 
| raised at the instance of every stupid fellow who 
t 
| 


i 
| 
i 
| 
i 


imagines that he sees a brick awry, or some small 
| crevice not perfectly puttied up. : 
| Tam rejoiced that this debate has arisen, because 
| I had some curiosity to hear what the honorable 
| member from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McNasr,} who 
| is chairman of the special committee, would have 
| to say upon the subject of the foundations; and I 
| wished to avail myself of the opportunity of ex- 
| pressing my own opinions on the subject freely 
i and fearlessly. When | heard there were doubts 
las to the stability and firmness of these founda- 
: tions, I confess I was amazed, for I could notcon- 
: ceive that any intelligent gentleman, who saw 
‘them as they presented themselves to the eye of 
f everybody, could have any other opinion than that 
|: they were unnecessarily strong. Iam glad, how- 
i| ever, that the committee have made their investi- 
| gation most thorough and complete; no matter 


1 had almost said, to lead intelligent and honorable |! 


what may be their conclusions when they takethe 
sense of the members.” They have not only, as 
we have been. told by the chairman, dug into the 
| center of the walls to test the quality of the. work, 
; but, I have been informed, they have. employ ed 
| an accomplished scientific gentleman of this city, 
| (Professor Johnson,) at an expense of some $20 
or $25 per day, to make extensive experimental 
tests of the solidity and. strength of the gneiss rock 
i of which these foundations are built, as well as of 
its Capacity to resist'the action of the atmosphere. 

Now, there is not a laborer engaged on these 
| foundations—not even the most ignorant of them— 
i who does not know that not a square inch of 
i the surface of those walls will be exposed to the 
| action of the elements. The outer surface will be 
| covered up by the earth, or the terraces which will 
i Surround it, and the inner surface by the arches 
| or floors above it, so that no part will be exposed. 
The chairman of the special committee, (Mr. 
i 
H 


McNarr,] in advance of the action of the com- 
mittee, gives us his judgment as to the character 
of these foundations, and pronounces them shame- 
fully defective. Now, as to the character of the 
| material: I happened to have a conversation. with 
Professor Johnson as to the result of his experi- 
; ments, in which he kindly gave me the facts which 
will follow. 

Mr. McNAIR. Was he upon his oath? 

Mr. STANTON. No, sir; but I presume his 
word upon this subject would be as good as his 
oath. 

Mr. BEALE. He took six or seven specimens 
i of stone from different parts of the building, so as 
to ascertain the average quality of the stone. 

Mr. STANTON. Ishall state it all fairly, as 
I have no disposition to do any one injustice. 

The weakest and most inferior specimens of the 
stone used which could be found, when subjected 
| to pressure, by accurate machinery for that pur- 
| pose, bore a crushing weight of over 8,000 pounds 
| to the square inch, or 1,152,000 pounds to the 
square foot. Now, the heaviest portion of thema- 
terial of which the walls of the edifice will be built 
weighs only 175 pounds to the cubic foot; and as 
the building will he about 60 feet high, the weight 
which each square foot of foundation must sustain 
is only 10,500 pounds, or less than one hundreth 
part of what the walls are capable of sustaining, 

supposing the whole foundation to be built of the 
| most inferior material. ‘The best portion of the 
| stone used bore a pressure of 20,000 pounds and 
i over, or one and a half times more than. the most 
inferior, Not one stone ina hundred used in the 
| foundation, I am authorized to say, was of the 

inferior quality of the first specimen to which I 
| have referred; and taking a medium between the 
worst and the best, as the proper average quality 
| of the stone used, and these foundations, so much 
| decried, are really capable of bearing, according 
to scientific demonstration, 2,450,000 pounds to 
| the square foot, or two hundred and thirty-three 
times more than is actually required. 

These are somé of the results which had been 
obtained by the gentleman referred to, at the time 
i of.our conversation. They certainly will be con- 
| clusive, to all unprejudiced minds, as to. the 
| strength and durability of the stone. 
| J have no information as to the result of his ex- 
| periments to test the capacity of the stone to stand 
i atmospheric action. They had not been comple- 
i ted at the time referred to. But] care not what 
may be the result. My own practical experience 
teaches me that the stone is sufficiently strong, 
i solid,and durable, for any purpose of the kind. I 
agree with the learned. Professor, that. these ex- 
periments can be of no practical value, for the 
reasons above stated, and that this part of the in- 
vestigation had as well been dispensed with. They. 
| are only a waste of genius and of time. 

But the chairman of the investigating committee 
has told us, with great gravity, that he went to one 
| of these foundation walls, with pickaxe and crow- 
i bar in hand, and dug up a porton of it; that, to 
| his great surprise, he found his worst anticipa- 
| tions realized. The wall, he alleges, is built of 
: small stone and bad mortar, and is insufficient to 
| sustain the structure to be erected upon it. Now, 
i let me disclose a secret in regard to this digging 
operation. The honorable chairman satisfied him- 
i self by digging in a single spot, and that spot 
| happened, fortunately for the purpose of the 
| gentleman, to be just where the workmen termi- 
| nated their labors. Now, it is known to all prac- 
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tical men, that in building either brick or stone 
walls, there will necessarily be an accumulation of 
pieces: of brick or small stone as the work pro- 
gresses. These must be worked in, and it is 
economy to use them in “ filling in,” or ** level- 
ing up.” This happened to be the case. at the 
spot.where the honorable gentleman used, so suc- 
cessfully, his pickaxe and crowbar. 1 suppose 
some sagacious person, knowing the zeal of the 
honorable gentleman, informed him of these facts; 
and he availed himself of tho information, and 
made his assault upon the stone and mortar ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr. McNATR. I have received no such infor- 
mation, No one ever told me that the small stones 
were in that particular place. 

Mr. STANTON. Oh, well, I only supposed 
it might be so. It happens, however, to be -the 
fact, that this identical spot was the last part. of 
the building worked upon, and these small stones 
were used up at that place as matter of economy. 
But these stones, so torn out of the wall, are not 
gmall stone, and could not from their use impair 
the strength of the foundation. They average 
from six inches in length to two feet, and I have 
seen many a solid and substantial wall built of 
stone of no greater size. Many of the best and 
oldest buildings in the world rest upon foundations 
built of pebbles, broken rock, and small pieces of 
stone or brick. 

I have taken some extracts from the ‘ Trans- 
actions of the British Architects,” which will 
show the extent to which this mode of building 
has been carried in past ages: 

“ In Greece, the foundations of all the very early fortifi- 
cations were formed of small stones. Some of the wails 
of the stronghold at the pass of Thermopylæ are constructed 
of small stones and mortar, Thucydides, describing the 
way in which the walls surrounding the Acropolis had been 
restored after the Persian war, about 478 years before 
Christ, says the foundations consisted of stoves of all 
sizes and forms thrown iu indiscriminately. These still re- 
main, and are so hard as to be almost impenetrable.” 

«he Romans constructed their walls of two faces of 
masonry filled in with cement, consisting of pounded bricks, 
or tiles, rough stones or flints, and lime well incorporated. 
There are examples at Messina, where in faet-the walls 
surrounding the town, erected 370 years before our era, are 
wholly of this description. At Rome, it was everywhere 
used; the. temple of Augustus, the baths of Agrippa, of 
‘Titus, and of Diocletian, the Colliseum, the Aqueduets, St. 
Peters, and many others serving as instances. ‘Ihe well 
known wall of China, built about 205 years. before Christ, 
was constructed in a somewhat similar manner, and not- 
withstanding numerous vicissitudes, is still wondrously 
strong, discovering no signs of ruin.” 


The Romans brought their arts to England, and 
there practiced thern. 


“The foundations of the Roman Station, Aldborough, 
Yorkshire—the upper parts of which are formed of round 
pebbles united by a strong cement—and of some portions of 
Bevern’s wall, consists of rough stone and pebbles, com- 
pacted in chiy; while in eral instances we find they 
used perfect conereted ma f gravel, sand, or pounded 
bricks and lime, precisely similar to the concrete of our 
day.” 

“The walls of Aldborough Church, Yorkshire; the 
tower of Earls Barton Church; thatof St. Peter’s Chureb, 
at Barton upon Humber, Lincolnshire, and a building at 
Warmiord, Southamptonshire, all of which, in the opinion 
of several antiquaries, are composed, some of round pebble 
stones united by mortar, and others of rubble stone and 
flints well grouted; they are still of amazing solidity, and 
appear to deiy time.” 

Sir Christopher Wren discovered that the found- 
ation of St. Paul’s Cathedral, upon which had 
stood an imposing pile destroyed by the great fire, 
was composed ofa mass of Kentish rubble stone, 
cemented with extremely hard mortar. 

“The foundation of the north transept of Westminster 
Abbey, built in 1245, is composed of flints, irregular stones, 
rubble, and mortar, forming a body almost impenetrable.” 

«The foundations of the public buildings in Westmins- 
ter, the law courts, the additional buildings to the House of 


Lords, the Library of the House of Commons, &c., were |j 


formed of granite, or other hard stone, broken in small 
pieces, (none exceeding in size an ordinary hen’s egg,) and 
laid in layers closely rammed and grouted; every third layer 
of Dorking lime and sharp river sand.” 

The new Parliament House of Great Britain, 
recently built, rests upon foundations ten feet 
seven inches in height, composed entirely of con- 
crete. On this mass of small stone, broken up for 
the purpose and grouted, the walls of that massive 
structure are erected; and yet our ears are stunned 
with the cry, that the stone in these foundations 
are not large enough to give it proper strength. 
This fact, in regard to the foundations of the work 
at Westminster, I learn from the reports of the 
architect, I happened to mention ita few days 
ago in the presence of some of the workmen lately 
engaged on the Capitol, when two of them in- 


formed me that the report stated the matter cor- | 
rectly, for they had each worked upon these very 
foundations, 7 

The walls laid, and which are the objects of | 
daily observation by the members of this House, 
are subjects of admiration to every scientific and 
practical man who has seen them. Such solidity, 
such strength, and such admirable skill in ‘their 
construction, have never been manifested beforein 
any work done in this city, and I doubt whether | 
better work of the kind can be found in any part j 
of the Union. Yet we are told by the honorable 
chairman of the special committee that the walls 
are of no value, and should be torn up. I am as- 
tonished at the conclusion to which he has arrived. 
It makes me blush for the intelligence of my fel- 
low-members on this floor upon matters of such a | 
practical character. When gentlemen see the re- 
port of the special committee, if the evidence 
atcompanies it, they will -find that some of the 
most scientific engineers and architects in the na- 
tion—indeed I might say the world—as well as 


. . . 3 
the most experienced practical men, have testified, 


after examining the work, that it is of sufficient 


strength and solidity to bear an infinitely greater | 


weight than can possibly be put upon it. : 
The mortar of which these walls are built is 


Mr. STANTON. With pleasure—as many as 
you may choose to ask. 

Mr.McNAIR. I desire to ask if acertain very 
interesting article, which appeared not long since, 
did not supply you with information on this 
subject? 

Mr. STANTON. Ido not know to what arti- 
cle the gentleman alludes. The extracts I have 
given are obtained from books; the rest I derive 
from my own practical experience, which I think 
qualifies me to speak of subjects like this with 
some knowledge more than the gentleman pos- 
sesses, even after the advantage he has had of this 
very important investigation. 

A Voice. How many applicants for contracts 
were there from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. STANTON. I do not know how many 
from Pennsylvania have applied for contracts; but 
this I am informed is true, that disappointed appli- 
cants for contracts have been active in stimulating 
this investigation. I believe some of them were 
before the committee, and I suppose were the per- 
sons who attempted to throw doubt upon the sta- 
bility of the work. 

The gentleman takes exception to the fact that 
the architect of the edifice, Mr. Walter, has con- 
trol of the funds used. I cannot see that this is 


said not to be of good quality, because it has not || any part of the duty conferred upon the commit- 


yet hardened. ` The fact that such a complaint is | 
made, is proof only that there are men intrusted | 
with the legislation of this country, whoare lam- || tions. 
entably deficient in those practical matters which | 
Who, in | 


are familiar to the commonest of men. 
his sober senses, could imagine that mortar in the 
center of a thick wall—seven feet thick—exposed 
to the severity of a rigorous winter, and only two 
months laid, would be now dry and hardened ? 
The very best mortar ever used could not have 
hardened in such a situation in so short a time. 
‘Twenty years will not suffice to make it as dry 


and solid as it will become; and every practical, | 


as well as scientific man, knows that it is better it 
should be so. Ask the common laborer who has 
been accustomed to attend upon masons, and he 
will tell you, that the longer the process of evap- 
oration continues, the stronger will be the adhe- 
sion of the mortar. It isa fact so well demonstra- 
ted by the experience of those who are accustomed 


to work in mortar, that it needs no scientific ex- | 


periments to prove it. The fact, then, that in 
digging into these foundations the mortar was 
found not to be dry and hard, is no evidence that 
it is of bad quality. On the contrary, I assert, 
without fear of contradiction by any man of intel- 
ligence on the subject, that the mortar is as good 
as could have been made. It is made of good 
lime, clean, sharp sand, and mixed in proper pro- 
portions: ‘The practical and scientific men who 
have examined it, concur with me in opinion, and 
ridicule the folly which pronounces it of bad qual- 
ity. I hold in my hand some of the mortar, ta- 
ken from the very place in which the honorable 
gentleman tore up the wall. 

Mr. McNAIR. That is not as it was taken 
out of the wall. 

Mr. STANTON. It was taken from that very 
place in the wall, and nothing has been added to 
it but water. 


dried it—that is all. [t dried because it was thus 


exposed. How, in the name of all that is reason- | 
able, could it be expected to dry in so short a time, | 
if it had remained in the center of a wall seven |! 


feet thick. Near the earth, too, where there was 


more likely to be absorption of moisture, rather : 


than evaporation, the probabilities were all against 


its drying. Indeed, from my practical knowledge į 


of mortar, having worked in itfor twelve years, I: 


should have doubted the quality of this, had itnot | 


been just as it was. : 
The honorable gentleman says these walls are a ; 
mere sheil on the outsides, and filled up with small ; 


| stone and bad mortar in the center. | have shown i 
| how they are built; but even if it were as the gen- | 
| 


tleman seems to think they are, I cannot see how 
they could even then be lable to bulge or press | 
out, Every one knows that walls are not so | 
liable to split as to crack cross-wise. They crack | 
cross-wise because of the inequalities of the foun- | 
dation. But, these walls will be so sustained on | 
the outside by the earth, and on the inside by the | 
cross walls and the arches, that it will be impossi- | 
ble for them to give way by splitting or bulging. | 

Mr. McNAIR: ‘Willthe gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 


The action of the atmosphere has į 


tee by the House, which clothed them only with 
power to inquire into the sufficiency of the founda- 
But it is an exception to the law and not 
to the President, and ought to have been taken 
two years ago. Congress gave the President 
power to adopt the plan, and money to carry it 
out, with instructions that the money should be 
expended under his direction, ‘‘ by such architect 
as he might appoint.” Congress now has no 
right to complain of the action of the President in 
this respect, nor in regard to the adoption of the 
plan. If he has transcended what Congress now 
supposes to be a reasonable limit, it is the fault of 
|| Congress. It was in our power to have restrained 
|| him. We might have required him to present his 
'| plans and estimates to us for our adoption or re- 
'| jection, but we did not think it proper to do so. 
i 

i 


We bade him take the responsibility, and he 
obeyed ourcommand. I think he has acted wisely 
in adopting a plan, whith, while it affords room 
enough, is not extravagant in cost, and will, in its 
| architectural design and perfection of arrangement, 
reflect credit upon the nation. Our population, 
our territory, our resources, have increased with 
unexampled rapidity: Who can calculate their 
extent, when another half century shall have 
passed? The edifice we are now constructing: is 
not for ourselves alone, but for posterity; and I 
am happy to say that in the after ages of the Re- 
public it will most nobly illustrate the genius and 
power of the present. It is beautiful in design, 
perfect in its proportions and arrangements, and 
|| not too magnificent for the Capitol of thirty-one 
American States. 

The gentleman, in his zeal to defeat the contin- 
uance of the work, thinks proper to assail the 
architect in regard to the expenditure of the money, 
| and charges that he has not accounted for that 
j placed in his hands. The money is drawn from 
the Treasury upon his requisition, according to 
i| law, and not otherwise. Every cent so drawn has 
been honestly and faithfully accounted for. Ifthe 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McNair] does 
il not know it, I can tell him that the accounts of the 
i| architect are so’ kept, that any man can see ina 
moment the condition of the whole account, and 
‘| learn the disposition of every dollar of the money. 
I will say to the honor of Mr. Walter, that if all 
other disbursing officers of the Government were 
as faithful and accurate in their accounts and dis- 
bursements, you would hear of no complaints 
about defalcations-and corruption. The $100,000 
heretofore appropriated have been expended, and 
: I am gratified to have it in my power to say, judi- 
ciously expended. An immense amount of work 
i has been done for that amount of money. Look 
at the immense excavations at each end of the 
Capitol—the great number of cubic perches of 
stone bought and laid—and other materials accu* 
mulated. And not one cent of this money, says 
the honorable gentleman, has been accounted for. 
Why, sir, I was about to say that this charge was 
so unjust to Mr. Walter, and would be so little 
believed by any one who knows him, that it was 
scarcely worth denying. But, if he really has 
! doubts upon the subject, let him go to the Comp- 
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troller’s office of the Treasury, and he will see that 
every cent has been faithfully and honestly ac- 
counted for. 

Every man must be sensible of the great import- 
ance of the proposed improvement, and I am only 
surprised that the representatives of the nation, 
who have year after year seen the great incon- 
veniences of legislation arising from the miserably 
defective construction of this House, did not 
sooner direct it to be commenced. I need say 
nothing of this Hall, the very worst in the world 
for purposes of deliberation. Its defects are two 

alpable not to be seen and felt by every member. 
ie and commodious as the building may seem, 
it does not contain more than one half as many 
committee rooms as are needed for the use of the 
two Houses. In many of them the committees are 
doubled, some of the committees have no rooms, 
and it frequently occurs that special committees 
cannot be accommodated without seriously inter- 
fering with the duties of others. And how are 
the officers of the House accommodated? They 
are crowded into the smallest rooms, and scarcely 
more than half the space necessary for the prompt 
and proper dispatch of business. The library 
room of the House is ill shaped, irregular, and not 
much larger, or convenient, than a good-sized rat 
hole. The documentroom is but little better; and 


both seem to have been made for any other pur- | 


pose than that to which they are applied. Neither 
the Postmaster nor the Sergeant-at-Arms, has 
more room than is usually allotted to the bar- 
keeper on a steam-boat, All this is discreditable 
to a great nation like ours, and affords abundant 
- reason for the immediate progress of an improve- 
ment, which will afford greater conveniences for 
the legislative department of the Government. 

{ hope thisappropriation will be made. Ideem 
the investigation to be made by this committee 
as of very little importance. Indeed, I know no 
practical man—I had almost said, no sensible man 
—will so hazard his reputation as to insist that 
those foundations shall come down. Who has 
complained of them, and of what is the complaint 
made? It arises from the disappointment of men 
who sought contracts and did not get them, and 
applies to a single spot ten or twelve feet long and 


two feet deep in one of the walls upon the south | 


side of the House. I understand there is no sort 
of objection to the foundation upon the other 
side of the building—none in the world. If the 
gentleman having charge of this matter had taken 
the trouble to walk afty feet further, he would 
have seen a portion of this work unfinished, just 
as it was laid up by the hands of the workmen, 
and instead of coming here and complaining that 


there are no large stones in that foundation, he | 


would have told us that he saw them jutting almost 
entirely through the wall. I appeal to the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania [Mr. McNair] to say, if |) 


upon that side of the building there are not large 
stones running through the whole wall? 
Mr. McNAIR. There are large stones running 
nearly through the wall; and I believe they were 
ut up there for the purpose of making a show. 
Vhen we came to dig into the wall, we found no 
stones running through it. 


Mr.STANTON. That shows thestate of feel- 
ing under which the chairman of the special com- |; 
Why could he not state the | 


mittee is acting. 


simple fact, without throwing in the remark that | 
“ they were put up for show?” for if he had been | 


destitute of all prejudice and feeling, and had not 
the interest of others who have instigated this in- 
vestigation, to sustain, as well as his own repu- 
tation, for having begun it, would not the mere 
declaration of fact have been sufficient? Now, 


sir, I say that that wall was laid before the gentle- | 


man came to the city of Washington. A . 

Mi. McNAIR. I have no interest in this 
thing. 

Mr. STANTON. How in the name of com- 
mon sensecould the men when at work upon that 
part of the wall, have anticipated that the honora- 
ble gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McNair,] 
when he came here, would have been set on to 
commence a crusade against the foundations of 
this building? That work was done long before 
the honorable gentleman came here, and it remains 
how just in its unfinished condition, and in the 


work. Now, sir, I venture to assert that he will 
not say that that wall is not strong enough. 
Mr, McNAIR. I will, That is my opinion. 


|; money will be required, and the appropriation | 
|i should be made. 


i| to me for five minutes. 


Mr. STANTON. Well, I am very glad to 
hear that, for it is in keeping with all the results 


í of the judgment you have manifested here to-day. 


j| committee, was * leveled up” as the base for larger 
Stone, and ‘‘leveling”’ is a technical term with 
masons, simply indicating the bringing of the wall 
i to a level surface, in order that you may havea 
| bed for larger stone to rest upon, or for other pur- 
|; poses. y 

| stones are needed and necessarily used, and this | 


; man of the committee, created to pass judgment 
| upon the labor of skiliful and experienced opera- | 
1 tives, who could have no motive or interest to 
| make other than a good job. 

| I have been instructed to offer this amendment | 
i 

! that the appropriation should be made and the 
| work compieted with all possible speed consistent 
| with its proper execution. The Secretary of the 
i Interior, in his letter to the Committee of Ways 
| and Means, and the Architect, in his annual re- | 
| port, estimated $350,000 as the sum to be expended 
auring the present fiscal year ending June 30, 1852, 
rand $650,000 for the subsequent year, ending June i 
H 30, 1853. The appropriation provided for by the | 
1 amendment, extends to June 30, 1853, and is only | 
| haf the sum asked for by the Secretary and Ar- | 
| chitect, a large portion of the time having elapsed | 
i| in which the amount of their estimates would have 

| been expended. I earnestly hope the House will | 
pass the resolution and permit the work to pro- | 
i ceed. ‘The appropriation is needed, must be made, | 
| and the sooner the better. 
|| simply say, thatno matter what may be the char- 
|, acter of the report of the special committee, the | 


Mr BROWN, of Mississippi, obtained the | 
i floor. 

Mr. WALLACE. As I ama member of the | 
| committee, and as comments have been made by 
ithe gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Sranroy] i 
| upon their action, l appeal to the liberality of the 
| gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] to yield 


i 
i 


Mr. BROWN. There is nothing which I would 
not do for my friend from South Carolina [Mr. 
WaLrrace] except to yield a portion of my hour. | 
| I shall want all of it for my own use, not upon this | 
| question, but upon other questions. 
i| Itis not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to address | 
|| the House at all in reference to the bill now before | 
il it. I propose, in the opening of my remarks, to | 
|| take a brief retrospect of the rise, progress, and i 
i fall, of the Southern movement. ftis very well | 


|| known, sir, not only to the members of Congress, | 
|; but to the whole country, that the continued action 
li of the Northern people, and of the Northern States, | 


i| upon the subject of the domestic relations existing | 


fat one time wrought up the Southern mind to a! 
; very high degree of exasperation. Apprehensions | 
‘| were freely expressed, and doubtless generally en- i 
|i tertained, that some great disaster was likely to | 


‘| befall the country, growing out of this excitement. | 


In this state of public feeling, during the Thirtieth | 
: Congress, a gentleman, then a Representative from | 
_ one of the districts in the State of New York, [Mr 
‘| Gott,] introduced a resolution, preceded by what ! 
_ the Southern members believed to be a most insult- 
‘ing preamble. This preamble, insulting though 
| it certainly was, did not propose any legislative | 
‘action. T'he resolution, directed a very simple, 
| but a very important inquiry to be made. 


It di- | 


to inquire into the expediency of abolishing the 
slave trade in this District. ‘The passage of thi 
resolution gave offense.to the whole Southern dele 


heir hostility to this movement in a manner not to | 
; be misunderstood. ~- 
t 


li 


of the Legislature, from my own State, and now 
ts Governor, came, as the older members of Con- 
gress know very well, into this House and soli- 
cited members of Congress to sign their names to 


$ Representatives. In obedience to this call, a meet- 


i 
|, Now, sir, this part of the wall torn down by the i was a joint assemblage of- the Southern “Whigs 
t 
| 
| 
i 
t 
| 


In this process of * leveling up,” small ; 


! is Known to all practical men, if ‘not to the chair- ; 


by the Committee on Public Buildings, who think || 


In conclusion, } will |! 


| 
| 
| 
li in the South, between the master and the slave, had | 


i 
| 

į rected the Committee for the District of Columbia || 
| 


ation, and they commenced, at once, manifesting |; 


A distinguished gentleman in the other branch : 
| olution—by breaking up the Government. 
|| it was to be done in the last resort; and pray have 
i| we ever spoken of secession except as the last 


 resort—the final alternative? 
_a call for a meeting of Southern Senators and | 


a venerable Senator from the State of Kentucky | 
' [Governor Metcalfe] was called to preside. Here, | 
| sir, E date the rise of the Southern movement. | 


From this point it commenced its progress. . But 
ern Democracy was notresponsible, That meeting 


and of the Southern Democrats.. 
| Whigs who absented themselves; and there were 


Southern delegation in Congress generally, and 
without reference to party, was responsible for the 
meeting and for its proceedings. That meeting put 
forth an address to the Southern people, written, 
asit is said, and I have no doubt correctly, by the 


| Jate venerable and distinguished Senator from South 


Carolina, [Mr. Calhoun.] It was sucha paper as 
was intended to produce, as it certainly did pro- 
duce,a most profound sensation upon the Southern 
mind. Upon my return to Mississippi, I found a 
| very high degree of excitement—an excitement not 
| confined to the Democrats, but pervading all parties, 
{ + a. 
Whigs as well as Democrats. A proposition had 
already been made, and was then being actively 


| urged, for a convention of our State—a popular ` 


| convention—to take into consideration the rela- 
tions then subsisting between the North and the 
South, growing out of the institution of domestic 
slavery. A number of gentlemen, of both polit- 
ical parties, published a call to the people, invit- 
ing them to assemble in convention. This call 


f was the first advance step of the Southern move- 


ment, and for it, both Whigs and Democrats in 
my State were alike responsible. In obedience 
to it, the people, without reference to party, as- 
sembled in primary meetings and appointed dele- 
gates to a State Convention, and, in every instance, 
the delegates to that convention were appointed of 
equal numbers, Whigs and Democrats. The con- 
vention assembled in the month of October, 1849. 
This, sir, was the second step in the progress 
of the Southern movement. Up to this period 
neither party could claim the exclusive credit, and 
up to this time it was all credit—there was no 
debit. That convention put forth another address 
to the people of Mississippi; and from that address 
I propose just in this connection to read a very 
short extract. For this’ address, bear you in 
mind, both the Whig and the Democratic parties 
of Mississippi were responsible, so far as they 
could be made responsible by their delegates in 
convention. It bore the honored signatures of 
leading Democrats and leading Whigs. It was 
a document which bore the signature of a very 
distinguished member of the UNION party, now 
high in the confidence of the Administration, and 
its representative as chief consul on the Island of 


i| Cuba—Judge Sharkey. After disclosing to the 


people what had been done and what was pro- 
posed for the future, Judge, now Consul, Sharkey 
and his associates said: 

“Besides and beyond a popular convention of the South- 
ern States with the view and the hope of arresting the 
cause of aggression, and if not practicable, then to concen- 
trate the South in will, understanding, and action, the con- 
vention of Mississippi suggested, as the possible ultimate 
resort, the call by the Legislature of the assailed States, or 
still some more solemn conyentions—such as. should be 
regularly elected by the people of those States—to deliber- 
ate, speak, and act with all the sovereign power of the peo- 
ple. Should, in the result, such conventions be called and 
meet, they may lead to a like regularly-constituted con- 
| vention of all the assailed States, to provide in the last re- 
| sort for their separate welfare by the formation of a com- 
pict and an union that will afford protection to their liberties 
and their rights. 7? 

Now, that is the language for which I say all 
parties in Mississippi were responsible. It is the 
emanation of a convention composed equally of 
Whigs and of Democrats, or as they are now 


| called of State-Rights men and Union men. The 


very head and front of the Union party in Missis- 
sippi, was the president of the convention, which 


|| put forth that address—the very head and front of 


the Union party in Mississippi attached his name 
io that sentiment and published it to the people of 
Mississippi—‘‘to provide in the last resort for 
their separate welfare.’? How could this be done 
else than by a separation from the Northern States? 
How could it be done else than by secession or rev- 


True, 


: } But now I find 
this language brought into the House of Repre- 


| sentatives by my honorable colleague, [Mr. Wr- 


best condition possible to test the quality of the ;; ing assembled in the Senate Chamber, over which || 


cox,] and held up here with an attempt to hold 
the party to which I belong responsible for it. 
History, sir, must be known to him, at least 
the history of our own State, and if he has read 


for this movement, I undertake to say, the South- 


There were: 


Democrats who absented themselves; but: the. 
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that history he knows that the Hon. William L. 
Sharkey, the appointee of Millard Fillmore as 
consul to the city of Havana, was among those 
who piit forth this address—put his signature to 
this language, and indorsed it to ‘the people of 
` Mississippi. To this point the Southern move- 
ment progressed. This Mississippi convention 
advised the convention of the Southern States. 
Virginia responded to that call, so did Georgia 
ani Alabama, and Louisiana, and Arkansas, and 
Texas. Aye, even Tennessee came in, slowly 
and reluctantly, it is true, but still she comes—— 

Mr. POLK. To save the Republic. 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir, Tennessee went into 
the Nashville Convention to save the Republic, 
and so did Mississippi. f f 

Mr. SCURRY. If the gentleman will permit 
me to interrupt him. 

Mr. BROWN. Very briefly. 

Mr. SCURRY.. The gentleman who attended 
from Texas did so against the large majority of 
the district which he represented. A majority of 
that district voted directly and flatly against the 
convention. 

Mr. BROWN. Well, Fam not going to inquire 
how delegates came to be there. [speak of history 
asitis. Texas was represented in the convention, 
whether by her authority I do not know, and what 
is more, at this time Ido not care. It is not ma- 
terial. The Nashville Convention, in obedience 
to this call, and in pursuance of these proceedings, 
assembled. This was another step in the prog- 
regs of the Southern movement. p to this time, 
if there was any strenuous objection to it any- 
where, I, at least, was not aware of it. Here 
and there an exception may have been found— 
here and there a newspaper editor might be found 
to oppose it; but the great mass of the Southern 
eA eae as far as I could judge of the 

outhern people—Whigs and Democrats—were 
for it. They were for it without distinction as to 
perl: The convention assembled. It elected 

on. William L. Sharkey, of my own State— 
the head and front of Mississippi Unrionism—to 

reside over its deliberations. He did preside. 

hat convention put forth an address to the peo- 
ple, followed by a series of resolutions, asserting 
certain popes upon which the Southern peo- 
ple ought to insist. Still, sir, there was no for- 
midable objection either to the convention, or to 
what it said or did. The progress of the move- 
ment stillseemed to be onward. Soon afterwards 
the compromise measures began to attract attention 
in the country and in Congress. A feeling of trep- 
idation seemed to steal over Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, Here and there an old advocate of the 
Nashville Convention—one who had looked to itas 
the source from whicha panacea was to come for all 
wounds and bruises, and putrifying sores, gradual- 
ly fell off. I might call names if | did not wish to 
avoid involving myself in a discussion with too 
many gentlemen atthe same time. With the falling 
off of these early and sturdy advocates commenced 
the decline in the Southern movement—and with 
the passage of the compromise, | mark the first 
distinct evidence of its decay. 

{n November, 1850, after the compromise meas- 
ures had passed, a Union Convention, the first ever 


held to my knowledge in the United States—cer- || 


tainly the first ever held in my own State—was 
assembled at the city of Jackson, the seat of gov- 
ernment of Mississippi. ft was not a Southern- 


Rights Convention; it was not a State-RightsCon- |} 


vention; it was nota W hig Convention; it was not 
a Democratic Convention; it was a Unxron Con- 
vention, so it was called, and so it assembled. It 
was in advance of any other political organization 
in the State of Mississippi, or any other State, 

rowing, so far as | know, outof the compromise, 
t rose as if from the ashes of the Southern move- 
ment in Mississippi. It was made up of the con- 
sistent few who opposed, and of the greater number 
who seceded from the Southern movement. With 
the assemblage of this convention in Mississippi, I 
date the downfall of the Southern movement in 
that State; a fall which was rapidly sueveeded by 
its downfall elsewhere. Virginia determined to 
acquiesce in the measures of the compromise; 


Union Canvention of Mississippi belongs the 


credit, if credit it be, of striking the first fatal blow | 


at the Southern movement. Fromthis moment it 
rapidly declined, The movement I regard as dead. 


| were a that put themselves first out of the 
ne 


| dication as to how parties stand. I 


It died at the hands of its early friends—its fath- 
ers.. It is now very dead; and if I were called 
upon to write its epitaph, I would inscribe upon 
the stone that marked its burial place, Requiescat 
in pace. Iwill not make merry over the tomb of 
an old friend. I loved this movement. 
lieved it was, in its day, full of patriotism, fult of 
devotion to the best interests of the country, and 
eminently calculated to preserve the Union, be- 


cause it was eminently calculated to preserve the 


rights of the States within the Union. But it has 
passed away. A witty friend, in speaking of its 
buoyant rise, its rapid progress, and its early de- 
cay, described it as being like Billy Pringle’s pig: 
< When it lived, it lived in clover, 
And when it died, it died all over.” 
{Laughter.] 

‘When those who had been chiefly instrumental 
ig getting up this movement abandoned it, could 
we be made longer responsible for it? They 
brought it into being, and by their hands it fell; 


and now they turn upon us, denounce it as a mon- ! 


We 


ster, and charge its sole paternity on us. 


| assume our due share of the responsibility, and 


they shall take theirs. 

The Southern movement was, | repeat, the joint 
work of both parties acting together. This is his- 
tory. If there was any rivalry, it was as to which 
party was entitled to the most credit. 
in this movement a. fusion of parties. But upon 
all the old issues each party maintained its sepa- 
rate organization. And when the Southern move- 
ment was abandoned each was free to resume its 
original position. 

The 
They halted by the wayside, and by the aid of a 
few Democrats, formed the Union party. It was 
a party not demanded by the exigencies of the 
hour; but called into existence to subserve the 
views of particular men. This brings me to con- 


sider the present organization of parties in my | 


State. 


My colleague [Mr. Wi.cox] the other day, in | 
what I considered rather bad taste—although I | 
certainly shall not undertake to lecture him upon | 


matters of taste—spoke of a bare minority—of 
almost a majority of the people of our State as 
attempting to SNEAK BACK into the Democratic 
ranks. That was the language employed. In 
speaking of the State-Rights men of 1832, after 
their separation from General Jackson, he said: 

“They stood aloof from the party, in armed neutrality, 
inthe only State where they had a majority ; and in States 
where they were in the minority, generally acted with the 
Whig party in opposition to the Demoerats. They did not 
after their defeat attempt to sneak buck into the Democratic 
party under the style of old line Democrats, as the seces- 
sionists of the present day are attempting to do.” 

Now, I shall undertake to demonstrate that the 
State-Rights party of Mississippi were never 
out of the ranks of the Democratic party, and that 
by no act of their’s have they ever put themselves 


| beyond the pale of that party; and therefore there 


was no occasion fomthem to march back, even with 
banners flying, and much less for them to ‘sneak 
back,” in the language of my colleague. Who 


ale of the Democratic party? It was my col- 
eague and his associates. În November, 1850, 
they assembled together in what they certainly 
did not calla Democratic Convention. They as- 
sembled in a Union Convention, and passed what 
they were pleased to term Union resolutions. 


; They formed a Union organization, independent | 
of the Democratic party, and equally independent ! 


of the Whig party. They did more than that. 


| They chose, as the especial organ of that party— 


the particular mouth-piece of that political organ- 


į ization, the leading Whig organ at the seat of 
|l government. Laskif itis notso? Itis true they ! 
| took down the name of the paper. It was called 
i the “Southron.” That title no longer suited their 
| purpose, and they called it the Flag of the Union. | 
i But they left the old Whig editor to conduct it. 
| True it is that they associated with him a so-called 
| Union Democrat. And it is equally true that the old 


line Whig and the new line Democrat yet conduct 


s : | that journal. From this point, the unha contro- 
Georgia acquiesced, Alabama and the other States | J E : a 


in the South followed suit, or were silent. To the | 


versy which has continued in Mississippi, took its 
progress. The Democratic party became divided. 
But there can be no difficulty in deciding who 
kept up the old organization. The newspsper 
press of the State gives always a pretty clear in- 
‘there is 


l be- | 


ii did it do? 


There was | 


higs did not return to their position. |! jected their nominees from the old line Democracy. 


| crat who has not forgiven him? 


one single, solitary Whig paper in the State of 
Mississippi that has not kept the Union flag fly- 
ing at its mast-head from the opening of the con- 
test down to this hour, I ask my colleague to say 
which one it is. If there was a Democratic 
paper in the State of one year’s standing that did 


i not take the State-Rights side, with but a single 


exception, the Columbus Democrat, and keep it, I 
do not know where it is to be found. Who seems 
from these facts to have been getting out of the 
Democratic party—my colleague, who is sustained 


| by the Whig press, or I, who have been and am 


yet sustained by the Democratic press? 

More than this. The Union party called a con- 
vention in April, 1851. It was to be, by the terms 
of the call, a Union Convention——mark you, it was 
not a Democratic Convention, it was not a Whig 
Convention, but itwasa Union Convention. What 
Did it nominate Democrats for office? 
It made four nominations, and two of them were 
Democrats by name, and two of them were open 
and avowed Whigs. It did not assemble as a 
Democratic Convention. It did not sitasa Dem- 
ocratic Convention. It did not make Democratie 
nominations. It nominated two Whigs and two 
Democrats, and my colleague voted the ticket thus 
nominated. "Who was it, let me ask, that, follow- 


| ing after strange gods, thus put himself outside 


the Democratic party; and who is he that, in com- 
ing back, will have occasion to sneak into the 
ranks? . 

The State-Rigħts party, or the Democratic 
States-Rights party, as it is termed. in our State, 
assembled in Conventionin June. What did they 
do? They made their nominations, and they se- 


General John A. Quitman was made our stand- 
ard-bearer. J was surprised the other day to hear 
my colleague going back to 1824 and 1828, to find 
the evidence of Quitman’s want of fidelity to true 
Democratic principles. Something has been said 
about a statute of limitation. Whether the late 
distinguished nominee of the Democracy of Mis- 
sissippi requires a statute of limitation, I cer- 
tainly do not know. If he voted for John Quincy 
Adams in 1824 and 1828, and has since seen the 
error of his way, where is the Democrat who. will 
not forgive him? Where isthe Mississippi Demo- 
But we have his 
own word for saying, that he did not vote for John 
Quincy Adams in 1824, He did not vote for him 
in 1828. He was always a State-Rights ‘man of 
the strictest sect; and upon the issuing of General 
Jackson’s proclamation against South Carolina, 
he, like hundreds and thousands of others who 
had been always faithful to the standard of the old 
hero, abandoned him; and they returned to him in 
their own good time. But if it be so grave an 
offense in the Democrats of Mississippi to have 
nominated a gentleman who voted (allowing the 
charge of my friend to be true) for John Quincy 
Adams in 1824, and again in 1828, what shall my 
friend say of Governor Foote. He claims to bea 


| better Democrat than anybody else; and yet he held 


the only office that he ever did hold at the hands of 
the people in Mississippi, until he was elected Gov- 
ernor, from the Whigs of the county of Hinds, and 
that so late as 1838-’9. Yes; my friend forgot that, 
in 1838, Governor Foote run asa Whig, waselected 
asa Whig, and served as a Whig, in our Legisla- 
ture. So, upon the score of consistency, I think, 
allowing my friend’s statements to be true, we stand 
quite as wellas he does. And I submit to my col- 
league whether it is not a little too late for him, or 
for his friend, the Governor of the—I was going to 
say Union party, but he is Governor of the State by 
the constitution—to complain of Governor Quit- 
man’s want of Democracy. Did not both you and 
Governor Foote vote for Quitman for Governor in 
1849? Did not Governor Foote put forth, or ‘aid 
in putting forth, a pamphiet in this city, urging 
the claims of this same John A. Quitman for the 
Vice Presidency? Yes, sir, so late as 1848 he 
recommended him, as a man worthy of trust, to the 
whole Democracy of the Union. Yet my friend 
lays charges against his political orthodoxy, dated 


| as far back as 1824 and 1828—twenty years be- 


yond the time when he received the indorsement 


: of Governor Foote and nearly one third of the 
: whole Democracy of the Union; twenty-one years 


beyond the time when he received the indorse- 


| ment of Mississippi for Governor, and my friend’s 


vote for the same office. If the indorsement of the 
Natiotial Democracy in 1848—if the indorsement 
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of Mississippi Democracy in 1849—if the indorse- 
ment of Governor Foote, and of my colleague also, 
may be relied on, I think Quitman can pass mus- 
ter. Heis sound. : 
Our nominees were all Democrats. We run 
them as Democrats—as State-Rights Democrats— 
against the Union ticket, composed of two Whigs 
and two Democrats. Wewerebeaten. And what 
has happened since the election? Who is it that 
has gone out of the Democratic party? The Le- 
gislature assembled—the new Governor was inau- 
gurated. What was almost his first act? It was 
to appoint an Adjutant-General. It was an im- 
portant appomment he most Important in his 
gift. Did he appoint a Union Democrat? No, 
not he. Did he appoint’a secession Democrat, 
as my friend calls them?. No, not at all; but he 
appointed a Whig. That was his first important 
appointment as Governor, and he dismissed a 
Democrat to make it. What did his “ faithful 
Union Legislature °’ do? It did not send him back 
to the Senate, that is clear. I will tell you what 
itdid. There was an old and venerable Democrat | 
superintending the penitentiary. It was a mere 
ministerial office, filled by a man who had confes- | 
sedly discharged his duties with ability and integ- 
rity, and to the entire satisfaction of everybody. 
He was turned out by the Union Legislature, and 
a Whig put in his place. A gentleman who 
had discharged for a series of years the duties of 
clerk of the same establishment, with fidelity, and | 
to the entire satisfaction of every one, was also 
dismissed, and a Whig putin his place. A Whig 
Sergeant-at-A rms was elected. Places were given 
to other Whigs over the heads of Democrats. The 
atronage of the State, so faras the Governor and | 
egislature could control it, has been given to the 
Whigs; and so far as the executive advertising has 
been concerned, it has, with scarcely an excep- 
tion, been given to the Whig press. ‘I ask if this 
looks like Democracy? Two vacancies existed in 
the United States Senate. How were they filled? 
With Democrats, did you say—old, loug-tried, 
and consistent Democrats? Were they sent here 
to represent.the Union men of Mississippi? No, 
sir. One Democrat and one Whig were returned. 
If these things show that my colleague, and his 
associates in Mississi pi, have been faithful to the 
Democratic party, vay. then, I must confess I 
have grown strangely wild in my opinions of po- 
litical fidelity. What think our friends from other 
States? ‘‘Can things like these o’ercome them 
like a summer cloud, and not excite their won- 
der?’? Is it consistent with Democratic usage to 
organize under the style of the Union party? Is 
it compatible with party fidelity to nominate and 


elect bitter enemies of the party? Is it a part of |; 


the tactics of the Democratic party to dismiss | 
Democrats and put Whigs in their places? Ought 
the patronage of a Democratic Government to be 
given exclusively tothe Whig press? And, finally, 
ought a Democratic Legislature to elect a Whig 
United States Senator? These are questions raised 
by my friend, and his party. I ask the National | 
Democracy to answer them. 


| has the right to judge, so far as‘she herself is con- 
cerned, of that infraction, and the mode and meas- 
; ure of its redress. I desire to ask my colleague if! 
he does not indorse the Kentucky resolutions, and 
whether the whole Union party of Mississippi 
| does not indorse thêm? If he will say to us, by 
authority of his party, that they repudiate. these 
resolutions, I will guaranty that they sink so low, 
as a political party, that, though you sounded for 
them with a hundred fathom lead line, a voice 
would still come booming up from this mighty 
deep, proclaiming, “ no bottom here.” 3 

1 desire to submit this proposition to my col- 
league. He says, that because we assert the right 
| of secession, therefore we are secessionists. Non 
constat. He asserts the right of revolution. Let 
me ask my friend, do you consider yourself as a | 
j revolutionist? If I am to be denounced as a se- ` 
cessionist because J assert the right to secede, may | 
I notturn upon my assailant and say to him, You, 
are a revolutionist, because you assert the right of | 
revolution? 

But, sir, this new Union organization—this 
party which claims first to be the Whig party par 
excellence, and then to be the Democratic party 
par excellence—to what sort of sentiments does it | 
hold? Ask my friend here, [Mr. Witcox,] in 
the presence of our colleague of the Senate [Mr. 
Brooxe] who has lately arrived in this city, 
‘*Gentlemen, what are your opinions on the sub- | 
ject of the currency ?? My friend would doubt- | 
less say something about hard-money, and gold 
and silver; but our colleague in the Senate would 
tell us that he believes in paper money, and 
banks. Suppose the two gentlemen should be 
asked what they thought on the subject of pro- 
tection? My friend here would commence lec- 
wring you about free-trade; but his colleague in | 
the Senate would begin to tell us how much pro- ! 
tection we want. And it would be thus in regard / 
to distribution, internal improvements by the Fed- | 
eral Government, the Sub-Treasury, and upon all 
other party questions. lf youask them what they 
are for, they tell you they are forthe Union. But | 
as to what political measures they propose to carry | 
out, they do not at all agree, even among them- 
selves. 

Why, sir, if I may be allowed, in this high | 
council-place, to indulge in an anecdote, I think I | 
can tell one illustrative of the position of this | 
Union party, and especially the Union party of 
| my own State. There was an old gentleman who 
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| you have??? ** Well,” said he, “ PI take broiled : 
chicken and coffee.” «JI don’t keep them.’?! 
| « Let me have beefsteak and boiled eggs, then.’ ; 
| “I don’t keep them.” < Well,” said the trav- 


j! eler, ‘never mind; give me something to eat.” 


‘I don’t keep anything to eat.” ‘* Then,” said 
the traveler, getting a little out of patience, ‘* feed | 


| 


i 
} 
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the Baltimore National’ Democratic Convention. 
This was in November, 1851. Almost: immedi- 
ately afterwards, the Union party called a Union 
convention, which assembled on the first Monday 
in January last. It was represented by about 
thirty-six delegates, from twelve or fourteen coun- 
: ties, On the 8th of the same month, the Demo- 
| cratic Convention proper, assembled, represented 
| by some two hundred or more delegates, from fifty- 
| five counties. Our convention was called as a 
į Democratic Convention, Itassembled as a Demo- 

cratic Convention. It deliberated as a Democratic 
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Convention. It appointed delegates to the Balti- 
more Convention as a Democratic Convention. “It 
| appointed Democratic electors. It represented em- 
| phatically the Democracy of Mississippi. Having 
| been beaten on the issues of State policy, I repeat, 
| we gave them up. We so publicly announced; 
; and when we met in convention on the 8th of Jan- 
| uary, it was as Democrats on the old issues. 

How wasit with the Union Convention? Was 
that a Democratic Convention? Was there any 
such pretence? No, sir; it assembled as a Union 
Convention—a Union meeting to appoint delegates 
to attend a Democratie National Convention. 
Why, what an idea! What right had such a 
meeting to appoint delegates to a Democratic Na- 
tional Convention? If the Union party, calling 
themselves Democrats, may appoint delegates to 
the National Democratic Convention, why may 
not the free Democracy of Ohio, typified ‘in. the 
person of the gentleman across the way, [Mr. Gw- 
pines,} do the same thing? They claim to be 
Democrats, and have organized the free Democ- 
racy; and why may not they send their repre- 
sentation to the Democratic Convention? Sup- 
pose the Free-Soil Democrats get up an organiza- 
tion, why may not they send delegates too? and 
why may not every other faction and political or- 
| ganization have its representatives there? No, 
| sir; if there is to bea Union party, let there be a 
Union convention. If certain gentlemen have be- 
come so etherealized that the Democratic organi- 
zation does not suit them, let them stay out of the 
Democratic convention. When they put on the 
proper badge—when they take down the Union 
flag, and run up the old Democratic banner, 1 am 
for hailing them as brothers—for forgetting the 
past, and looking only to the future. They need 
not sneak back. We will open the door, and let 
them in. ‘* To err, is human; to forgive, divine.’” 

Mr. CHASTAIN, (interrupting.) I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Mississippi if the platform of 
the Nashville Convention did not repudiate the 
| idea of having anything to do with either of the 
| national conventions—the W hig or the Democratic? 

Mr. BROWN. For that convention, the Whig 
party and the Democratic party, as I said before, 
were alike responsible. The Union party, com- 
i posed, as itis, of Whigs and Democrats, must take 
i their part of the responsibility for it. Was not 
| Judge Sharkey, a Whig and your President’s 
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my horse; give him some oats.” “J don’t keep |; appointee to Havana, responsible? Was he not 
ous.” “Then givehim a litte hay.” ‘J don’t)! president of the convention, and is he nota Union 
į keep hay.” ‘* Well, give him something to eat.” 1 leader? Did not Governor Foote have a hand in it? 


My colleague calls us constantly, through his 
speech, the secessionists and disunionists of Missis- 
sippi. This ts a kind of political slang used ina 
party canvass with effect, but it is entirely out of 
place here. A member of Congress ought to use 
terms that apply toa given state of facts—that have 
some relation to justice. My friend says what he, 
perhaps, said so often in the heat of the canvass, 
that he almost got to think it was true—that we 
went into the contest with secession and disunion 
inscribed upon our banners. Why, no such 
thing is true. My friend must have seen thet in- 
scription through a distempered imagination— 
through some extraordinary perversion of his 
mental vision. There was no such inscription on 
our banner. The Democratic party of Missis- | 
sippi asserted the abstract right of a State to secede 
from this Union. They entertain that opinion now; 
and at all proper times and upon all proper occa- 
sions they will maintain it. 


* there is no common arbiter, each party to a com- 


t pact is to judge of the infractions of the compact, | 


‘and of the mode and measure of redress,” 
The State, we say, ‘is to be the judge of in- 


fractions of the compact, and of the mode and | 


measure of redress.” If, in the language of the 
Kentucky resolutions, the State believed that the 
compact. has been. violated, she, and she alone 
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We believe, in the ; 
language of the Kentucky resolutions, “that where , 


| “i don’t keep anything for horses to ear.” | Did not Mr. Clemens take his share of. responsi- 
{Laughter.] ‘Then what the devil do you jj bility? Did not almost all the prominent, leading 
keep??? “I keep the Union Hotel.” {Renewed || Union Democrats of the South havea part in that 


il laughter.] So with this Union party. They are || convention? I want to know if these gentlemen 


for the Union, and they are for nothing else. ‘They | may slip out and leave us to hold the sack? The 


are for that to which nobody is opposed. They i! State-Rights Democrats of Mississippi, as such, 
; are constantly trying to save the Union, and are |! never indorsed the recommendation to which the 
i making a great outcry about it, when, in fact, ne- |: gentleman alludes: and, therefore, weno more than 
! body has sought or is seeking to destroy it. They || others are responsible forit, If the Union Whigs 
| keep the Union Hotel, but they don’t keep any- || and Union Democrats will stand. by the recom- 
| thing else. | mendation, they may fairly expect us to do so 
Now, sir, to come a step further in the progress ;/ too; but it is a very pretty business for us to make 
of Mississippi politics. As soon as the election in | a joint promise, and then allow them to break it, 
our State resulted adversely to my friends and |: and require us to hold on to it. No, sir, “A 
to myself, we, as a matter of course, abandoned H contract broken on one side, is a contract broken 
the issue upon which it had been conducted. We |i onall sides.” net ; . 
ave up a contest in which we had been beaten. | Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, (interrupting.) 
ut we did not change our opinions as to the | The gentleman from Mississippi mentioned the 
i soundness of the principle. It was a contest for .; State of Louisiana in connection with the Nash- 
i the maintenance of a particular State principle, or || ville Convention. I wish merely to state this fact, 
| State policy. We wereoverthrown by a majority |: that a law was introduced into the Legislature of 
i of the people of our own State, and consequently i Louisiana authorizing the people to send delegates 
wegaveuptheissue. Immediately afterwards, by | to that convention, but it failed. I do not believe 
i! the usual authority.and in the usual way, there was |. a single man went from the State of Louisiana to 
"| a notice inserted m the leading Democratic papers | that convention who was authorized by the peo- 
‘of the State, ealling upon the Democratic party, ; ple to go there. % , 
; without reference to new State issues, and without | Mr. BROWN., I cannot stop for these inter- 
reference to past disputes, toassemblein convention || ruptions, as I find that my time is fast running 


for the purpose of appointing delegates to attend || out, Now, what did the Democratic. party of 
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Mississippi mean when they assembled in conven- 
tion and appointed delegates to the Baltimore Na- 
tional Convention? They meant, sir, to go into | 
that convention in good faith, and to act in good | 
faith. We do not believe the Democratic party 
is going to come up to our standard of State- 
Rights, but we know they will come nearer up to it 
than the Whig party; and we therefore intend to 
go into the Democratic Convention, with an hon- 
est purpose to support its nominees. We trust 
you to make us fair and just nominations; and if 
you do, we intend to support them. If Lam asked | 
who the State-Rights Democrats of Mississippi- 
would sustain for the Presidency, I will answer, 
they will sustain any good, honest, long-tried, and | 
faithful member of the Democratic party, who has 
never practiced a fraud upon them. — ; 
I can tell you this, that in going into that con- | 
vention, the Democracy of Mississippi will not | 
ask from it an indorsement of their peculiar no- 
tions—if, indeed, they be peculiar—on the subject | 
of State-Rights. 
Mr. CHASTAIN, (interrupting.) Let meask 
the gentleman if he would vote for Mr. Cass? | 
Mr. BROWN. IfI were to answer that ques- | 
tion, [ might be asked by other gentlemen whether ‘| 
I would vote for this man or that man. I do not | 
choose to engage in any controversy about men. 
Sir, I was saying that we shall not ask at the | 
hands of the Baltimore Convention an indorse- | 
ment of our peculiar views on thesubject of State- 
Rights—if indeed these views be peculiar. We 
shall ask in the name of the State-Rights party no | 
place upon the national ticket—neither at its head | 


nor at its tail. And when we have aided you on ij 


to victory, as we expect to do, we shall ask no | 
part of the spoils, for we are not of the spoil-loving 
school. 

What we ask is this: that when we have planted 
a great principle, which we intend to nourish, and, ! 
as far as we have the power, protect, you shall not 
put the heel of the national Democracy upon it to | 
crush it. . We ask that you shall not insult us in 
your convention, either by offering usas the nomi- 


neea man who has denounced us as traitors to our |; 


country, or by passing any resolutions which shall ; 
thus denounce us in words or by implication. 
Leave us free from taunt and insult; give us a fair 
Democratic nomination, and we will march up to 
it like men, and we will be, where we have always | 
been in our Democratic struggles, not in the rear, 
butin the advance column. We will bear you on 
to victory; and when victory has been achieved, | 
you may take the spoils and divide them amon 
yourselves. We want no office, Will the Union | 
party give this pledge? Ofcourse they will not, for | 
they are committed against your nominees in ad- 
vance, unless certain demands of theirs shall be 
complied with—and among them is the ostracism of 
the State-Rights men. They propose to read out 
the great body of the Southern Democrats, and 
then I suppose make up the deficiency with 
Whigs. When the national Democracy relies on 
Whig votes to elect its President, it had better | 
‘Chang its harp upon the willow.” 

The State-Rights Democrats will never be found 
sneaking into any party. We ask nothing of our 
national brethren. If we support the nominees, as ; 
we expect to do, it will be done, not for pay, but 
as a labor of love—love for old party associations; | 
love of principles, which we hope are not yet quite 
extinct, and which, we are slow to believe, will 
be extinguished at Baltimore. If we fail to sup- ; 
port the nominees, it will be because they are such 
as ought not to have been made. 

We make no professions of love for the Union. || 
Let our acts speak. We have stood by the Con- 
stitution and by the rights of the States, as defined | 
by our fathers. If this be enmity to the Union, || 
then have we been its enemies. We have not: 
made constant proclamation of our devotion to the | 
Union, beeause we have seen no attempt to destroy |} 
it, and have therefore seen no necessity for defend- |: 
ingit. The danger is not that the States will se- 
cede from the Union, but rather that the Union 3 
will absorb the reserved rights of the States, and | 
consolidate them as one State. Against this dan- |! 
ger we have raised our warning voice. It has not !! 
been heeded; and if disaster befall us from this ; 
quarter, we at least are not to blame. l 

Laudation of the Union is a cheap commodity. | 
It is found on the tongue of every demagogue in | 
the country. I by no means say that all who | 
laud the Union are demagogues; but I do say that | 


there is nota demagogue in the Union. who does 
not laud it. It is the bone and sinew, the soul 
and body of all their speeches. With them; 
empty shouts for the Union, the glorious Union, 
is a passport to favor; and beyond the point of 
carrying a popular election, they have no ideas of 
patriotism, and care not a fig for the ultimate tri- 
umph of our federative system. : 

Mr. Chairman, there are many other things to 
which I should have been very.glad to make allu- 
sion, but I am admonished that my time is so 
nearly out, that I can have no opportunity to take 
up another point. I shall be happy, however, 
in the few moments that remain of my timè to an- 
swer any questions that gentlemen may desire to 
submit. I supposed, from the disposition mani- 


| fested by gentlemen a few moments ago to inter- 


rogate me, that [should necessarily be compelled 
to answer some questions, or seem to shrink from 
he responsibility ofdoingso. L therefore hurried 
on to the conclusion of what I deemed it absolute- 
ly necessary to say, for the purpose of answering 
those questions. I am now ready. 

Aftera moment’s pause, Mr. B. continued: Gen- 
tlemen seem not disposed to press their inquiries, 
and my time being almost out, I resume my 
seat. 

Mr. WILCOX next obtained the floor, and said: 
Really, sir, when my honorable friend rose to ad- 
dress the House upon Mississippi politics, I con- 
fess the fact thata spirit of trepidation seized me. 
I had been informed that I was to be devoured 
this morning by my honorable friend—I say friend, 
for he is my friend, and as such I regard him. 
Butreally the storm is passed, and here Í am. His 
missiles have been weak, and they have fallen 
harmless at my feet. 

The honorable gentleman takes the position that 
this Disunion or Secession party in Mississippi 
exists only asa mere chimera in the brains of cer- 
tain men in that State—that it is only a chimera, 
a mere phantom—that there is no party in favor 
of disunion or secession in Mississippi, or in the 
United States. I thought that gentleman had too 
high a regard for truth to make a declaration so 
baseless of truth. 

Mr. BROWN. -To prevent all misapprehen- 
sion, I desire to ask my colleague if he means to 
say that I have been guilty of a falsehood? For 
that inference might be left upon the minds of 


| some by his language. 


Mr. WILCOX: I have spoken explicitly 
enough. My language will bear no misconstruc- 
tion. None whatever. 7 

Mr. BROWN. Do you mean to say that what 
I have said is false? 

Mr, WILCOX. Ifyou say that there was no 
union, you say what is false. 

Here Mr. Brown, who was standing near Mr. 
| Wixcox, struck him in the face. The blow was 


|i returned, and a violent personal conflict ensued 
ji between the parties. 


The committee was in an 
instant thrown into the greatest confusion. The 
| greater portion of the members left their seats and 
rushed towards the scene of conflict. Loud and 
continued cries for the Sergeant-at-Arms (who 
was temporarily absent) to arrest the parties, 
The chairman of the committee [Mr. Seymour, 
of Connecticut] called to order in vain. 
midst of the noise and excitement, Mr. Bayty, of 
Virginia, moved that the committee rise; which 
motion was put and carried. The chairman va- 
cated, and the Speaker resumed the chair, and 
called to order. The -disorder continuing, Mr. 


Bary, of Virginia, demanded that the persons | 


creating the disorder should be arrested. 


Sergeant-at-Arms. 

{Loud cries of “Order !”” «* Order!” and great 
confusion.} 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Has the chairman of 
the committee reported ? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will hear no prop- 
osition until order is restored. ‘The Sergeant-at- 
Arms, and the officers of the House under him, 
will perform their duty by taking into custody 
those who are still disposed to be disorderly. 


paired to the scene of action succeeded in separa- 
ting the parties in collision, and order was par- 
tially restored; and 

The chairman of the committee reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


party in Mississippi in favor of secession or dis- | 


In the | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has sent for the i 


After some minutes, the members who had re- ! 


| Union bad, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the staté of the Union generally, and par- 
ticularly joint resolution No. 2, providing for the 
continuation of the work on the extension of the 
Capitol, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 
_Mr. CLINGMAN. I move the usual resolu- 
tion, that all debate in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union upon the subject last 
before it shall cease in half an hour after that com- 
mittee shall have resumed its consideration. 

[Cries of * No!” “No”? 

ait: McLANAHAN. Is that motion debat- 
able? i 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr.McLANAHAN. Well, lhopethe House 
will not pass it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker 

[Cries of * Lay it on the table!?’} 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not want to lay it on 
the table, for I am in favor of the resolution. But 
I will suggest to the mover whether, as there wag 
a member upon the floor when the committee 
rose, the House have the right to take from him 
his hour. I hope the time will at least be pro- 
longed, so as to cover that speech. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. l have no doubt of the 
right of the House to stop debate, for it is usually 
done when somebody is entitled to the floor. T 
will modify the resolution, to extend the time to 
one hour, however, if gentlemen desire it, and upon 
that motion I call the previous question, 

Mr. FICKLIN. I would suggest to the gen- 
teman from North Carolina, that the gentleman 
from. Pennsylvania [Mr. McNair] has not been 
heard in reply. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. My speech 
was in reply to his. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
this House do now adjourn, 

The question was put, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

Mr. MecMULLIN. Is it in order to move that 
me resolution to close debate do lie upon the 
table? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I submit that motion. 

Mr. STANLY. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. l 


The resolution was then reported, as follows: 


Resolved, That all debate in Committee ot the Whole on 
the state of the Union upon the resolution of the Senate 
No. 17, to provide for the construction of the work on the 
extension of the Capitol, shall cease in one hour. after itg 
consideration is resumed; and if the committee shall not 
come to a conclusion sooner upon the same, it shall then 
proceed to vote upon such amendments as shail be pending 
or offered to the same, and shal} then report it to the House 
with such amendments as may have been agreed upon by 
the committee. 


Mr. FITCH. If the debate be closed by the 
resolution, will the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
the chairman of the select committee, (Mr. Me- 
Nair,] be ertitled to an hour under the rule to close 
the debate? 

The SPEAKER. He will not; but the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, who 
reported the bill, will be entitled to an hour, 

The yeas and nays were then ordered; and the 
question being taken, the result was—yeas 78, 
nays 102—as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, John Appleton, 
Averett, Beale, Bragg, Breckinridge, Buell, E. Carrington 
Cabell, Joseph Cable, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chan- 
dier, Clark, Cleveland, Cottman, Curtis, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Edgerton, Ficklin, 
Floyd, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Gilmore, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Heun, Hillyer, 
Holladay, Thomas Y. Now, Ives, Jenkins, John Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, Geo. W. Jone - Glaney Jones, Preston 
King, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, McDonald, 
McLanaban, MeMullin, McNair, Meade, Molony, Morri- 
soa, Murray, Nabers, Orr, Andrew Parker, Peasiee, Penn, 
Polk, Rantoul, Robbins, Savage, Scurry, Origen $. Sey- 

our, Skelton, Smart, Abr’m P. Stevens, Alexander H. 

tephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, George W. Thomp- 
son, Townshend, Wallace, Alexander White, Wildrick, 
and Woodward—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Ashe, Thos, 
H. Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, Bennett, Bibighaus, 
Bowne, John H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert 
G. Brown, Burrows, Busby, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, 
Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Col- 
cock, Cullom, Daniel, Dockery, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, 
Edmundson, Evans, Ewing, Faulkner, Fitch, Florence, 
Fowler, Gaylord, Goodenow, Green, Grey, Grow, Hamil- 
ton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, 
Hebard, Hibbard, Horsford, Houston, Howard, Thomas 
M. Howe, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, George G. King, Humphrey Marshall, 
Mason, McCorkle, McQueen, Miller, Henry D. Moore, 


I move that 


* 


THE CON 


PUBL 
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none te enaar 
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John Moore, Morehead; Newton, : Olds, Outlaw, Samuel 
W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Porter, Price, 
Richardson, Robinson, Sackett, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, 
Scudder, David Le Seymour,: Smith, Stanly, Benjamin 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, 
Benjamin Thompson, Therston, Tuck, Waish, Ward, Wat- 
kins, cin Wells; Addison White, Williams, and Yate 
—102. A 


So the resolution was not laid- où the table. 


Mr. BROWN. JI desirethe unanimous consent | 


of the House to make a remark or two, in justice 
to myself and the House. -It shall be very brief. 

Mr. Speaker, during the six years that I have 
occupied a seat upon this floor, Tany not sensible 
that I have, before, once violated. or committed a 
breach upon the rules.of this House. I deeply 
and painfully regret that there should have been 
a necessity for my doing so now. I shall not 


recur to the circumstances under which I was in- |! 


duced to perpetrate. an act in the presence of this 
House, which 1 know was a breach of its rules | 
and a violation of parliamentary decorum; a thing 
which L certainly should not have been guilty of, 
except from what I conceived to bea very pressing 
and extraordinary necessity. I apologize to the | 


House, sincerely, earnestly, and from my heart. `: 


Sir, I apologize to the representatives of thé people, 
and express to them my deep and heartfelt regret ; 
that I should have been engaged in any transaction | 


which must necessarily reflect discredit upon the |; 


councils of the nation. More than this, under the | 
resent circumstances; I cannot do. ; 
House will receive my apology: I throw myself | 
upon the indulgence of the country, and ask its 
pardon also; and T offer the guarantee which a 
life passed in the service of my country affords, { 
that a similar occurrence will not again take place, | 
unless under some other very pressing and very | 
extraordinary circumstances. i am the last man ; 
to violate, willfully, the smallest rule of the House, : 
and much less to violate its order and its decoram | 
so flagrantly, as to attract the attention of the | 
House, and, as I painfully fear, the attention of | 
the country also. “I have nothing more to say. | 
Mr. WILCOX. It is a matter of heartfelt sor- ' 
row to me, that I have io rise so soon after having | 
become identified with this body, to make an ` 
apology for a breach of its rules. | 
During my identity with. this House, I have | 
endeavored, so far as in me lies, to discharge the 
duties devolving upon me as a representative, and | 
to comply strictly and rigidly with the rules and ! 
regulations that govern the House. And, that ! 
the quiet and repose of this great deliberative Hall 
should have been disturbed under ‘circumstances 
of the kind and character which transpired a few 
minutes ago, I repeat, is to me a matter of heart- 
telt sorrow. I tender an apology to this House. 
I mean, I feel, what | say. 
my heart. I intended no disrespect to the repre- 
sentatives of this nation; none whatever. 
incapable of it. 


to that effect. 


But, sir, as my honorable colleague has alluded | 


indirectly to this unpleasant difficulty, permit me 
to say that I considered the wrong and outrage 
offered me, by him, justified me in the course I 
pursued. 5 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move that 
the gentlemen from Mississippi. [Messrs. Bro wy, 
and Wi.cox] be excused. : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg leave to suggest to 
my friend from Arkansas, that there has been no 


made. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I make the inquiry of the | 
Chair. Did not the Speaker, under the direction |; 


of the House, order these men to be arrested by 
the Sergeant-at-Arms? 

The SPEAKER. 
for the arrest of those continuing in disorder; but 


the Sergeant-at-Arms was not present at thé time, | 


and no arrest was made. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Then no motion is necessary. | 


I withdraw my motion. 
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| Cabell, Lewis D. Canipbell, Thompson C 


l trust the :! 


Tt is the language of |! 
H 
Tam | 


And now permit me, once and | 
forever, to say that I desire to enter a disclaimer | 


y 
proceeding against those gentlemen, and therefore ": 
there is no necessity that such a motion should be | 


The Chair issued an order | 


PROPOSITIONS TO ADJOURN OVER. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move that 
when this: House adjourn, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. : 2 3 


H, 
I 
Í 
i 
f 
i 
i 
i 


which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 67, nays 110—as follows: 
` YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, John Appleton, William 
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} x 
i| Appleton, Babcock, Beale, Bennet, John H. Boyd, Bragg, 


Breckinridge, George HR. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington 


y pbell, Cartter, 
Chastain, Colcock, Cottman, Cullom, Dawson, Dimmick, 
| Edgerton, Edmundson, Ewing, Faulkner, Floyd, Gilmore, 
| Green, Hamilton, Hibbard,-Hillyer, Holladay, James Johu- 
| 20n, John Johnson, Landry, Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, 
eDonald, MceMullin, McNair, McQueen, John. Moore 
Morehead, Nabers, Orr; Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Par- 
ker, Peaslee, Phelps, Porter, Riddle, Sackett, Schoor 
i maker, Scurry, Smart, Smith, Snow, St. Martin, Suther- 
i land, Wallace, Ward, Addison White, Wilcox, Wildrick, 
| Woodward, and Yates—67. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis: Allen, Allison, Ashe, 
| Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, Bibi 
| haus, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Buell, 
| Burrows, Joseph Cable, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, Clark, 
Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Curtis, Daniel, John G. Davis, 
Dockery, Doty; Duncan, Dunbam, Durkee, Eastman, 
Evans, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, 


| Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, 
Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, Horsford, Houston, 


son, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel 
; I’. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. 
| King, Kubns, Kurtz, Mason, McCorkle, McLanahan, 
| Meade, Miller, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Morrison, Mur- 


David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Stanly, Benjamin 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Stratton, Stuart, Taylor, Benjamin homp- 
son, Gcorge We Thompson, ‘Thurston, Townshend, Tuck, 


| Williams—110, 


the motion to adjourn. 


i 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, called for the 


| yeas and nays;. which were not ordered.. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to adjourn, and there were, upon a division—ayes 
44; noes not counted. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question recurred on the proposition to close 


‘| debate. 
4 Mr. CLINGMAN. 


Has the House seconded 
the call for the previous question? 

The SPEAR 
adoption of the resolution, and upon that the pre- 
vious question has been demanded. 


that resolution propose to close debate ? 
The SPEAKER. 

mittee shali have resumed the consideration of the 

i subject. 

: Mr. JONES. 

i stituting to-morrow, at half past one o’clock. 


been demanded. 

The question then being upon seconding the 
| previous question, : 
|” Mr. FOWLER called for tellers; which were 


i 


ł 


| appointed. 
T 
ported—ayes 30, noes 37. 


i 
1e main question was then ordered to be put. 
The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of the resolution, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and to la 
the. motion to reconsider upon the table; whic 
latter motion was ageeed to. 

. Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 
the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 


u next. ` 
i Mr. CLEVELAND. F call for the yeas and 


i] nays upon that motion. 
i The eas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. WALSH. I move that the Housedo now 


adjourn. 


Mr: STANLY demanded the yeas and nays; |. 


| Thomas J.D. Fuller, Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, Grow, | 


Howard, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ives, Jack- || 


ray, Newton, Olds, Outlaw, Penniman, Perkins, Polk, |: 
Price, Rantoul, Richardson, Robbins, Schoolcraft, Scudder, ‘i 


Walsh, Watkins, Welch, Wels, Alexander White, and | 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon | 


ER. The question is upon the | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee Atwhat hour does ! 


In one hour after the com- | 


Then I move to amend, by sub- } 


The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the amend- ` 
tis not in order, the previous question having | 


‘| ordered, and Messrs. Cuiseman and CHANDLER |} 
he question was then taken, and the tellers re- į; 


So the previous question received a second, and || 


I move that when | 


| The SPEAKER.- The. motion of the gentle- 
4, man from Florida [Mr-Case1t] is also a privil eged 
= question, and must take precedence ofthe motion 
‘to adjourn. Apes qa # 
Mr. CABELL. -I withdraw m 
Mr. HALL. I move that the h 


: adjourn. 
i Me SMART. 


motion.: 
euse do now 


I move that when the. House 
| adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
| "Phe SPEAKER. The Ghair is of opinion that 
| this is a question which must be put before that 
| of the motion to adjourn, under a positive rule of 
i| the House, although both are in order, and priv- 
‘| ileged questions. 
J Mr. MASON called for the yeas and hays upon 
‘| the motion of Mr. Smart; and they were ordered. 
© Mr. SMART. I withdraw my motion. | 
Mr. MASON. I move that the House do now 
adjourn, i AAE 
The question was taken, and ‘there were, upon 
1 a division—ayes 55, noes 97; so the House refused 
i to adjourn. : i 
| Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move that 
i the rules of the House be suspended, and that the 
i} House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
| Whole on the stata of the Union upon the special 
order. oY rok 
: Mr. ORR. Is it in order to move, now; that 
| when the House adjourn, it adjourn to meet on 
ii Monday next? 
i The SPEAKER. It is in order. 
: Mr. ORR. Then I make that motion. - 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Upon that motion 1 de- 
li mand the yeas and nays, : : 
1 Mr. PHELPS demanded tellers upon the yeas 
i 


il 
i 
tf 


and nays; which were ordered, and Messrs. Ros- 
BINS and Ciixeman appointed. l f 
The question was hen taken, and the tellers 
ported—ayes 39; noes not counted, 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


i 
| 

i Mr. ORR. As many members have to go to 
i| the Departments on business, I withdraw. my 
i motion, . f : 
| Mr. MOREHEAD. I renew the motion, and 
t with the distinct understanding that it will not be 
i| withdrawn, l i 

| Mr. HOUSTON. Ts it in order to renew, and 
‘| withdraw a motion consecutively, as soon as the 
; yeas and nays are called, and thereby delay public 
| business? É 
| -The SPEAKER. | It is not within the power 
| of the Chair to do more than to enforce the rules 
ji of the House. The motion is clearly in order. 


i| Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the House will put 


te- 


i| down these efforts to defeat public business. 
$ Mr. HEBARD. The question I propose is 
l this: whether this is one of those questions which 
|| can be repeated successively—the question of the 
adjournment over? , 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman ig of the 
| opinion that it is improperly repeated, the Chair 
1 will hear him upon that subject, and he may take 
i| an appeal from the decision of the Chair. The 
| Chair bas no doubt but that the motion is in or- 
‘der. There was no vote taken upon the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 


ji oar] to adjourn over until Monday. It was 
ii withdrawn. -It was as competent for the gentle- 


i man in front of the Chair to make that motion, as 
i! it was for the gentleman from South Carolina. 
| Mr. HEBARD.. That is net the point] make. 
It has been once voted upon. . The question is, 
whether it can be made again the same day? 
The SPEAKER. If voted upon this morning, 
i there may be a different reason this evening for 
adopting it. i 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 


| but would the gentleman insist it is not in order 
; for a gentleman to submit a motion to adjourn 
į more than once during the day? sag 

| Mr. GENTRY. The point of order is, whereas 
ii the House refused to adjourn this morning, 1t can- 
i, not adjourn this evening. [Laughter.} 


"38. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. - 


Mr: HEBÀRD:. That is not iny question. 
Mr. MEADE: [ask 
rude, sages 


The SPEAKER. The question ia not debata- 


bles = l B l 
Mr. CLINGMAN. My remark was in reply |f 


to the observation of the. Speaker, that if it had 
been voted upon, it would not -be-now in order; 
and-I wish to remind the Chair of it. - é 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman did not. un~ 
derstand the Chair. f 
the proposition made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr.Orr.] If it had been voted upon, 


the Chair would have: decided, immediately upon. 
the annunciation of the vote, that it would not be | 


in otder to renew it; but. business intervening, it 
would be in order a dozen times during the day. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I agree’ with the Chair 
there. 0) : 


The SPEAKER. The 48th rule, as requested 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,] 


will be read. 
The Clerk read the rule as follows: 


«A motion to adjourn, and ‘a motion to fix the day to 
which the House shalt adjourn, shall be always in order.” 


Mr. ROBBINS demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordéred. : 
The question was then taken, and the motion 


was decided in the negative—yeas 58, nays 107— | 


as. follows: 


YEAS—Messrs.. Abercrombie, Allison, John Appleton, 
William Appleton, Ashe, Babcock; Bennett, John H. Boyd, 
Breckinridge, George II.. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington 
Cabell, Lewis D, Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, 
Coleock, Cullom, Dawson, Dimnick, Danham, Edgerton, 
Edmondson, Ewing, Gaylord, Gentry, Green, Harpilton, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson. W. Harris, Hillyer, Holaday, 
James Johnson, Jobn Johnson, Landry, Letcher, Hum- 

hrey Marshall, MeMullin, McNair, McQueen, John 
Moore, Morehead, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, 
Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Porter, Richardson, 
Riddle, Scurry, Smart, Smith, St. Martin, Wallace, Ward, 
and Alexander, White—58, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Averett, Thomas 
H. Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, Bibighaus, Brenton, 
Briggs, Brooks, Buell, Burrows, Joseph Cable, Caskie, 
Chandler, Chapman, Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Curtis, Daniel, John &. Davis, Dockery, Doty, 
Duncan, Durkee, Evans, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, 
Henry M.: Fuller, Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, Grow, 
Hall, Marper, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, 
Horsford, Houston, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas 
Y. How, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Robert 
W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Ma- 


‘ry D. Moore, Morrison, Murray, Newton, Penniman, Per- 
kins, Polk, Price, Rantoul, Robbins, Savage, Schoolcraft, 
Schoonmaker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen S, Sey- 
mour, Snow, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Richard. H. Stau- 
ton, Abraham P. Stevens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, 
Stuart, Sutherland, Geo. W.Thompson, Thurston, Towns- 
hend, Walsh, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Wilcox, 
Wildrick, Williams, Woodward, and Yates—107. 


So the House refused to adjourn till Monday, 


Mr. STANTON. As it is the desire of the 
House, I move we adjourn; which motion was 
agreed to. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e, 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 
By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: Phree memorials 


from citizens of the county of Philadelphia, asking an ex- 
tension of the Woodworth patent. 


By Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania: The remonstrance À 


ofa large number of citizens of Lancaster county, Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against the extension of the Wood- 
worth patent. 


By Mr. CHANDLER: Four memorials, one signed by | 


105 builders and luinber merchants ; one signed by Joseph 
West and 116 others; one signed by members of the Select 


and Common Councils and Board of Trade ; portwardens, i 


alderman, and recorder; one signed by A. Clark and 122 


others, all citizens of Philadelphia, remonstrating against | 


:| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Also, two memorials signed by 115 citizens of Philadel- 


a renewal of patent for Woodworth’s planing machine. 


phia, asking for a renewal of Woodworth’s patent. 


By Mr. SIBLEY : Memorial of 156 citizens of the United | 
States, residing in New York, Pennsylvania, and other ; 


States, members of ‘tthe Western Farm and Village Asso- 
ciation,” praying a grant of 160 aeres of land to each indi- 
vidual, signed on condition that actual improvement be 
made thereon previous to the 15th day of July, 1852; and 
that said memorialists be allowed to select these grants from 


any unappropriated public lands bi 2 igat 
Ste Roely Montene ds between Lake Michigan 


By Mr. WASHBURN: T 
Richardson and others of Old 
newal of Woodworth’s patent. 

By Mr. ALLISON : Three petitions signed by C. F. Spey- 
rer and 252 others, citizens of Beaver county, Pennsylva- 
nia, on the subject of intervention. ; 

Also, the petition of Robert J. Hammond and 153 others 
citizens of Washington county, ‘for an act to prohibit the 
transportation and delivery of the mail on the Lord’s day. 


he remonstrance of Henry 
town, Maine, against the re- 


for the reading of the 48th: 


The Chair had reference to | 


By Mr. ROBBINS : The -petition_of Patrick Sharp and 
36 other citizens of the county of Philadelphia, asking Con- 


- gress to modify the bounty land actof September 28, 1850, 


as to give to.each.of the “persone intended to be benefited 
yereby, and.to the seamen and.marines who served in said 
wars, not less than 160aeres of land RRi 
Also, on the same- subject, the petition. of Jacob Moser 
and.72 others, citizens of the city and county. of. Philadel- 
ia Stes Se RE ee Ha 
P By Mr. CAMPBELL, of Hinois, the memorial of Da- 
vid C. Riggs and 21 others, citizens of. the State of Minois, 
praying fora grant of land. to aid -in the construction of a 
railroad from Burlizigton to the Missouri river. ise 


On motion by Mr- CLEVELAND, the petitions of Messrs. 


Frink, Chew. & Co., and others, and the accompanying pa- 
pers, relating toseamen engaged in the whale fishery, and the 
erection of a marine hospital at New London, Connecticut, 
were taken from the. hles and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. |. k 

On motion by Mr. PORTER, the petition. of McKnight, 
Brent & Wood was taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. s i 

By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of Gideon Bouty 
and others; citizens of Frederick county, Maryland, re- 
monstrating against the extension of the Woodworth pat- 
ent. , 

By Mr. PENNIMAN: The memorial of 400 citizens of 
Michigan, askinga grant of alternate sections of land in aid 
of the Oakland and Ottawa railroad. 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting of the Detroit bar, 
and a memorial thereof, asking increased compensation to 
the district judge of the United States for the district of 
Michigan. 

By Mr. DOTY: The petition of. settlers on the Menomi-~ 
nee Purchase, ip Wisconsin, for a preémption of three 
years to the lands occupied by them. 

By Mr. BRENTON: The petition of R: Morgan French, 
asking compensation as special mail agent, from San Fran- 
cisco to New York. 

‘Also, the petition of Isaac Covert, deputy marshal in In- 
diana, asking additional compensation for taking the census. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, March 13, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


by the Rev. C. M. Butter. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSRS. WILCOX AND BROWN. 

Mr. POLK. Irise to a privileged question. I 
am gratified to be able to state to the House that 
the unfortunate difficu€y between the two repre- 
sentatives from Mississippi [Messrs. Wiicox 
and Brown] has been adjusted in a manner highly 
creditable to both parties, and that they now oc- 
cupy thesame position of friendship which existed 


Prayer 


between them previous to the unpleasant affair of | 


gon, McLanaban, Meacham, Meade, Miller, Molony, Hen- | yesterda ` 


€ At the request of the friends of both 
parties the matter was referred to the. honorable 


i| gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Jounson] and 


myself, for adjustment. ; 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order ig 
the motion submitted by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Sranron] upon yesterday, that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole upon the 
„state of the Union, on the special order. 

RESOLUTIONS OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 

Mr. PRICE. 


Legislature of the State of New Jersey in relation 


to the producers of coal, and the manufacture of 
iron and glass. 


There was no objection, and the resolutions } 
were received, read, and referred to the Commit- | 


tee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. KING, of New York, asked and obtained 
the unanimous consent of the House to introduce 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
New York, against the extension of the Wood- 
worth patent; which were referred to the Commit- 


‘| tee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
I understand the first business | 


Mr. DANIEL. 


in order is upon the pending motion to go into the 


I wish to inquire if the subject under considera- 
tion before that committee is a special order? 


The SPEAKER. It is. 


Mr. DANIEL. If the House refuse to go into | 
the Committee of the Whole, I suppose thatit will ; 


be competent to postpone that special order with 
the view of going into Committee of the Whole 
House upon the private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
pending will not prevail. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I insist, as this motion 
now pending is the first business in order, that it 
be put, and take precedence of every other motion. 


I object to any other proceeding until that is dis- 
posed of, l 


; _ lask the unanimous consent of | 
the House to introduce joint resolutions of the | 


I hope, then, that the motion | 


i 


i 
| 
i 


} 
l 


j ciency bill: 


CONTESTED: ELECTION FROM NEW. MEXICO, 
Mr. PHELPS. Irise merely to suggest'to th 
House that I had hoped that. the question of: 
rivilege which I called up:the other day J should.” 
e able to have considered to-day; but if the a 
House will consent.to its now. bemg taken. up with 
a view to postponement to a day certain, | shall 
be satisfied. Iwas not present on yesterday whe 
an attempt was made by the Delegate from New: 
Mexico [Mr. Weicnrman] to’ call up that ques- 
tion. As soon as the signal had been given that 
the House had assembled, I left the room of. the, 
Committee of Ways and Means with the resol- - 
tion calling it up for consideration. Iam perfectly. 


willing, however, to have the question laid over. . - 


until Monday. 
A MEMBER. 

at any time. 
Mr. PHELPS. I amgsometimes retained: in 

the committee room, and, of course, cannot be 


here precisely at the time of the reading of the... 


Journal. Iam perfectly willing that it shall be 
postponed until Monday. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I would suggest to the gentle- ` 


man from Missouri, that of next week the portion” _ 


which will not be taken up in the consideration of 
private matters is allowed for the completion of ` 
the special order and the disposition of the defi- 
If this case of contested election in- 
tervene, it is entirely possible, and indeed proba-- 
ble, that the whole time thus allowed for public 
business would be consumed in discussion, I 
therefore hope thatthe contested election will be 
postponed for amore remote day. : : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I make this.point of order: 
There is nothing before the House but the pending 
motion. I do not understand the gentleman from 
Missouri to have insisted upon taking up the privi- 
leged question. It will go over, of course, until 
Monday, or some other time. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Mis- 
souri presses his proposition to consider the sub- 
ject, it being a privileged question, the Chair thinks 
that it will be competent to take the sense of the 
House in regard to ils disposal; but it is compe- 
tent also for the House to postpone it or to pasa 
to other business at any time, That matter will 
be decided, the Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Missouri, by a vote upon the proposition 
now pending to go into the Committee of. the 
Whole on the state of the Union. : . 

Mr. PHELPS. Very wel. -< 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY KROOM. ` 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled ‘¢An 
act to provide for the repair of the Congressional 
Library Room lately destroyed by fire;” which 
received the signature of the Speaker. 

The question was then put upon the moticn that 
the rules be ‘suspended, and that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and it was decided in the 
affirmative. 


THE EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Seymour, of Connecticut, in the chair.) 

TheCHAIRMAN. The first business in order 
is the special order, being “ Senate joint resolution 
No. 2, authorizing the architect of the Capitol to 
continue in employment the mechanics, laborers, 
and others, employed upon the two wings there- 
of,” upon which the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr.,Witcox] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Ifthe gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi would give away for a few minutes while 
Lfnake an explanation in reference to the bill now 
nder consideration, I would be obliged to him. 

Mr. WILCOX. I will say to my honorable 
riend that I will reserve sufficient time in which 
he may say all that he desires, and ask that I may 
have notice from him. I regret exceedingly, Mr. 
Chairman, to say anything further upon this sub- 
ject than that which I addressed to the House a 
few days ago; but were I to fold my arms and sit 
quietly by and permit the speech of the honorable 
member from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] to-go un- 


| answered, in all probability the charge could with 


some propriety or impunity be made against 
me, that I had uttered from my place upon this 
floor things that were untrue, so far as Missis- 
sippi politics are concerned. Further, that my 
Democracy might be impeached from the remarks 


Let it lie, and it can be called up l 
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which the honorable gentleman saw fit to. sub- |] 


mit. I simply ask to say to my .Democratic 
friends to-day, that I have always been:a Demo- 
crai—that I have never hedged to the right or the 
left, butama Tennessee Democrat.” The first les- 
sons of Democracy that I ever learned were from 
the late lamented James K. Polk of Tennessee, 
and the first political speech that I ever delivered 
in my life, when a boy, was written by that im- 
mortal statesman. I was raisedin Tennessee. -I 
love her statesmen, I love her ‘politics, and [ re- 
joicé to. say this morning that- I stand with her 
upon these questions—thatI'stand with the Demoe- 
racy of Tennessee upon the late compromise 
measures passed by the Congress of the United | 
States, Here, sir, is her platform. ` I- hold it in 
my hand. I. went to Mississippi to seek out an | 
honest livelihood; shortly after having been in that 
State I took the stump as a speaker of the Demo- 
cratie party, and labored arduously in the cam- | 
paign of 1844, and afterwards in 1848. I have 
ever been a faithful, uncompromising, unyielding 
Democrat. I was elected: secretary of the Senate 
of that State, and reélected, as a Democrat.. When 
our country was involved in war with Mexico, it 
was charged upon the Democratic party as being 
a Democratic war, and that that immortal states- 
man of Tennessee had plunged us into it, not- 
withstanding my patriotism was excited, yet I am 
free to confess that my partisan predilections 
coerced and compelled me to offer my services in 
behalf of my country—to fight this country out of 
that Democratic war. 

The gentleman seems to think that I now 
stand ontside of the Democratic party. Why, 
it is known to everybody that these compromise | 
measures were Democratic measures, notwith- 
standing they received the support and advocacy 
of the Whigs; but the majority of members ad- | 
vocating and voting for these measures were 
Democrats. Now, let us see how I stand. I 
look north of Mason and Dixon’s line, and I see 
all the great statesmen of the North, including 
Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Seymour, Mr. Clifford, Mr. 
Dalias, Mr. Douglas, and Mr. Dickinson—ay, 
sir, all. the great statesmen of the Democratic 
party—not only. indorsing, but- acquiescing in 
every feature of that compromise. I look South, | 
and I find distinguished Southern Democrats sus- | 
taining and acquiescing in the compromise mea- 
sures. Further, I find that every convention of | 
the Democratic party that has met since the pas- 
sage of the compromise have indorsed it. I ac- 
uiesce in these compromise measures. My ! 
emocracy prompts me to acquiesce in them | 
as a final settlement. In doing so, I have not} 
lost my identity with. the great national Dema- 
cratic party of the United States. I delivered al 
speech a few days ago, in which I endeavored ; 
to be bold and pointed, reviewing Mississippi | 
politics. I spoke from the record. I spoke 
from the message of the Governor, as submitted 
to the Legislature of the State. I spoke from the 
history of that State, and quoted article upon 
article from the press of that State, and yet the 
honorable gentleman from Mississippi proceeds 
to answer my address—contradicting what I have 
said. So far as General Quitman is concerned, 
he says he had it from the mouth of that gentle- | 
man that he did not oppose General Jackson. 
Now, I want no further difficulty or coilision 
with that honorable gentleman, but I feel proud 
that I have here with me, upon the present occa- 
sion, some old documents, and they are danger- 
ous things. I feel proud that I can submit to this | 
House the address of the Democratic party of 
Mississippi, put forth to the people of that State, | 
in which General Quitman is charged with being’; 
a nullifier and a secessionist; the author of the 
nullification and secession addresses; the presi- | 
dent of their meetings; the warm personal and 

olitical friend of Mr. Adams; with supporting 

im in 1824 and 1898; and as the bitter and un- 
qualified enemy of General Jackson up to 1836. | 
Here is the address of the Democratic party of į 
the State of Mississippi. Let the gentleman join | 
issue with the Democratic party of the State of; 
Mississippi upon that point. 


Why did not Gen- | 
eral Quitman, in those days, when our country | 
was in peril and danger, deny these things? They | 
never were denied; and for the first time have I | 


ever heard that he was not the supporter of Mr. 
Adams. 


| hoklen in South Carolina. 


i 
But the honorable gentleman raises a great hue | 


and ery about the mixed ticket of the Union party 
in the State of Mississippi. He studiously avoids 
saying anything about the mixed ticket of his own 


party—of State-Rights secession Whigs being 
nominated for the. convention and the Legislatur®| 


by Democratic State-Rights conventions. He says 
nothing about his party abandoning the Demo- 
cratic doctrine of free trade—of excluding by legis- 
lative ‘enactment all goods manufactured north of 
Mason and Dixon’sline. He says nothing about 
a Democratic State-Rights secession Senate electing 
the honorable John J. Guion, an open and avowed 
Whig, President of the Senate, on account of his 
indorsement of the secession, disunion doctrines of 
the State-Rights party—and nothing about having 
rua him afterwards for Chancellor of the State. 
Yes, sir, a secession Senate, contrary to the usages 
and customs of the party; elected a Whig Presi- 
dent of the Senate, who became Governor of the 
State on the resignation of Governor Quitman. 
For the first time in nineteen years Mississippi 
was placed under the rule of a Whig Governor— 
and that, too, by. a secession Senate, a majority 
of whom were Democrats. May I not be per- 
mitted to exclaim with the Scotch bard 
é O wad some power the giftie gie us 
To see oursels as ithers see us! 
> Twad frae mony a blunder free us, 
Av? foolish notion. ? 

Here, sir, was an example set by a Democratic 
Senate; which Senate now refuses to go into the 
election of a United States Senator for the long 
term, riding over the constitution and laws of the 
State, and standing out in perverse opposition to 
the express wishes of the people. If this is De- 
mocracy, God save me from such Democracy ! 
Throughout my whole speech I spoke from the 
record. Did I stand with the Democracy of my 
State in 1834? What was Democracy then, should 
be good Democracy now. In that day and hour, 
when our country was imperiled in consequence 
of the doctrines of secession and nullification which 
were running riot throughout our country, the 
Democratic party of the State (and here is the jour- 
nal) of Mississippi that metgn convention to sustain 
General Jackson, denounced the doctrine of nulli- 
fication and secession as a heresy unknown to the 
Constitution. I plant myself upon those resolu- 
tions. Here are the journals also of the Legisla- 
ture that assembled—the Democratic Legislature; 
it sustained General Jackson, his proclamation 
and all. I stand upon those resolutions, and the 
Union party of the State of Mississippi stand upon 
those resolutions. 

But the honorable gentleman says there was no 
Disunion party in Mississippi: there was no 
party there in favor of secession! Why, I refer you 
to my address delivered a few days ago. I now 
say that whoever in. this House, or elsewhere, 
says that there was no such party in the State of 
Mississippi in favor of disunion, misconceives the 
history of the country. Upon this question the 
honorable gentleman and myself differ; his im- 
pressions are to the contrary. What are the facts? 
There was a large Democratic State-Rights seces- 
sion dinner given to General Quitman, at which 
there were thousands of persons assembled. At 
that meeting a letter was received from Colonel 


Pickens, of South Carolina, in which we find the |) 


following: 

« Are we to stand by and see these monstrous outrages 
perpetrated, and raise no arm for resistance ? Js Mississippi 
to stand by and say to South Carolina, Strike, but we can- 
not? Did she stand back at Buena Vista for any one to 
lead? No! 
perilous ridge of battle. and her waving plume led where 
death and danger stood. It may become her sacred duty 
to walk the plank alone; and ifso, I trustshe will walk itlike 
a queen that never quailed before earthly power, although 
it may lead over a gulfof fire and blood. We have but one 
path to tread—the path of duty, lead where it may. Mis- 
sissippi, with such men as Quitman and Davis to lead her 
to the breach, can do anything she dare to maintain her 
rights. Brave men can cut their way to independence, if 
needs be, with sword in hand.” 


He concludes with this sentiment: 


CC MISSISSIPPI AND SOUTH CAROLINA: | 
present entwine for themselves, as sisters, a civ ath a 
imperishable and as glorious as the bright tame of their 
gallant sons that rose in splendor from the plains of Buena 
Vista and Churubusco.’? 

When this letter was read, it was received with 

S A : mes 
shouts of approbation. About the time of this 
celebrated Quitman festival, a similar one was 
This toast was given: 
“Jonun A. Qcirman: The first Presidentof the Southern 


Republic, in all the illustrious line to follow him, there 
never will be found a clearer head or a braver heart.” 


She flashed her gleaming saber high over the | 


May they at: 
wreath as j; 


Yet the honorable gentleman rises in his place 
upon this floor, and says that there was no party 
jin Mississippi in favor of. secession or disunion. 
i Again, one of the judges of the high ‘court of 
i errors and appeals of Mississippi, when address- 
ing aState-Rights convention, was reported.to have: 
said, “that he thanked his God that there was no. 
such a God in his political pantheon asthe Union 
| God.” eee a 
| Why, the history of the county does nòt com- 

port with the remarks which the gentleman has 

made.. I care not for the impression which -has 
, been made upon his mind. ° He may have his im- 
| pression of the facts, but I recollect the newspa- 
| pers of the day charged him with saying, ‘I call 
| God to witness, that I am for resistance;”’ and he 
i called upon the people of his district “ to trust to 
| God and keep their powder dry.” | 
i During my canvass upon one occasion, while I 
was addressing the people, and calling upon them 
to submit as good citizens to the laws of their 
Government, two hundred men upon horses sur- 
i rounded the place where I was speaking, with a 
banner unfurled to the breeze. Was it the old 
i star-spangled banner of our country? Oh, no, 
| not atall. It was a flag with two stripes upon it— 
| one for Mississippi and one for South ‘Carolina. 
| And in the midst of my speech three cheers were 
i given by them for South Carolina and three cheers 
for Mississippi. No disunion party in the State 
of Mississippi!—no secession party in the State 
of Mississippi! I have heard men, in my own 
State, of this party, hurl imprecations upon this 
Government, saying it should be sunk fifty fathoms 
in hell. No party in favor of disunion—in favor of 
+ S€cession © 
If I had time, I could read you resolutions from 
i almost every county in the State, where this par- 
| ty took the ground, if the North refused to run 
ithe line of 360 30’ through California, that they 
| 


were in favor of the dissolution of the Union. I 
referred you to those resolutions in part the other 
day; and yet, with those resolutions, the message 
| of Governor Quitman, and the proceedings of the 
| convention of the State of Mississippi, before the 
| honorable gentleman’s eyes, he says there was no 
i party in the State of Mississippi in favor of se- 
| cession or disunion. l have seen meetings, time 
| and time again, where they had their transparen- 
| cies with Secession and Southern Confederacy 
written upon them. 

The honorable gentleman asks me some ques- 
tions. He asks me if I was ever in favor of the 
| Virginia and Kentucky resolutions? Did I in- 
dorse the Virginia and Kentucky resolutions? Oh, 
| yes, with all my heart I have ever indorsed those 
| resolutions. The gentleman cannot with any pro- 
| priety refer to those resolutions to sustain his 
i sinking cause. The doctrine of the peaceable and 
| constitutional right of a State to secede. from the. 
| Union cannot be deduced from them. It would 
i be a shameful perversion not only of the spirit 
| but the very letter of those resolutions. The au- 
‘thor of them, in 1833, with all the amplitude of 
‘his power, and the profundity of his vast concep- 
| tions, reviewed them, and what was the conclu- 
sion to which he came? He said this constitu- 
| tional right was wholly unwarranted, and that 
secession was an extra and ultra constitutional 
‘remedy. These are facts of such public notoriety 
. that they cannot be gainsayed. It is in the recol- 
' lection of the older members of this House, that 
“these resolutions were adopted in consequence of 
| the passage of certain obnoxious acts of Congress. 
And these resolutions amounted to nothing more 
than a simple protest by the parties aggrieved, so 
"as to produce a repeal of those measures or obtain 
amendments of the Constitution. Every State in 
the Union indorsed and responded to them. I defy 
| any gentleman io point to a single State which, in 

responding to them, ‘‘hinted at anything being 
contained in them icoking, however remotely, to- 
| wards secession.” . . 
| Mr. Jeferson agreed with Mr. Madison; and 
their joint opinion is contained in Mr. Madison’s 
T would refer that 


|! letter to Mr. Everett, in 1838. 
|. honorable gentleman to this letter, and if he would 
i read it, it would prove useful to him. But. the 
honorable gentleman says that he will not ask the 
| Baltimore Convention to indorse his peculiar views 
of the doctrine of State-Righis, Ohno, I do not 
li think he will. I do wot think that the gentleman 
i will have the effroniery—I speak it m no unkind 
li serse—to rise in that body and request the passage 
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öf a resolution: indorsing his peculiar notions of |! 
State-Rights.. No, the day and hour will never) 
‘come, when the national Democratic party wall | 
incorporate in its creed of faith this doctrine of the 
peaceable and constitutional right of. a State ‘to | 
secede fromthe Union.’ Never. Butshould such Í 


$ 
| 
$ 
a proposition: he presented to the Baltimore. Con- | 
t 


vention, it will be scouted from that convention | 
with indignation. q ; “> i 
‘But, Mr. Chairman, nethwithstanding it has i! 
been my pleasure, in days past, to regard the hon- |; 
orable gentleman as a Democrat, to vote for him H 
as a Democrat, I must confess that.L have been.: 
„driven to the conclusion to suspect the genuineness ‘i 
of his Demnacracy. W hen the question was asked |; 
the honorable gentleman by Mr. Cuasrain, of | 
Georgia, if he would support Lewis Cass, of |! 
Michigan, for the Presidency, if nominated, he re- |! 
fused to answer the question. The boldness and | 
independence of character which should ever sig- | 
nalize a Southern gentleman upon that, as any 
other question, seem. to have forsaken the honor- ;:; 
able gentleman. Why, sir, I have no hesitancy || 
in saying that I will support the old veteran. His | 
manliness of character, his spotless integrity, com- | 
mend him to the nation as one of her brightest); 
jewels. Theaccomplished scholar, the able states- : 
man, and skillful diplomatist, should he be nomi- || 
nated, the nation. will look to him as a pillar of || 
cloud by day and of fire by night, to guide her in ip 
her. onward and upward march to usefulness, to ij 
honor, and to greatness. I am a Democrat, sir, i; 
in whom there is no hypocrisy, no deceit, disguise, | 
or dissimulation., There is none in the principles į} 
of the party. I go further, and say that if the 
Baltimore Convention should nominate Sam Hous- |! 
ton, of Texas, the old Tennessee Democrat, I, with | 
nineteen twentieths of the Tennesseeans, (and their || 
name is Legion,) will give aloud Amen! He is a | 
Jackson Democrat, and notwithstanding the ex- 
treme vicissitudes of life through which he has 
passed, like the Hebrew children, he stands un- : 
scathed by the fiery furnace. Look at this man., i; 
When a hoy he was commissioned by General ; 
Jackson, and side by side, he fought the battles of | 
his country. In manhood he was elected Gov- || 
ernor of Tennessee. In after life, when clonds ʻi 
lowered over him and adversity came, he emi- || 
grated to Texas, where he redeemed a nation from 
oppression, from anarchy, and from priesteraft. | 
eg, sir, with a handful of men, he accomplished 


with the Army and Navy at its back. He con- | 
quered Mexico; took her President a prisoner; | 
established a Republic; was elected its President, i 
and afterwards presented it to this Governmentas a 
artofitsvastdomain. Oh, yes, sir, the Highland 
arpers never rallied more eagerly to the standard jį 
of Rhoderick Dhu, at his bugle blast, than I would | 
to the support of Sam Houston for the Presidency, || 
And if Mr. Buchanan, of the old law-abiding, |; 
Constitution-loving, and right-recognizing Key- | 
stone of the Arch, should be presented, I, as ai} 
Democrat, will support him, will vote for him, and |; 
fight for him, if necessary. I regard him as one || 
of the main pillars in our national edifice. If the | 
political economist and able jurist, George M. 
Dallas, is presented, I will support him. If the 
warm-hearted, chivalric, and generous Dickinson | 
is presented, I will support him. If the young . 
giant. of iilnois is presented, my heart will leap ` 
with joy to sustain him. And for the best of | 
reasons. Shonid our old ship of State ever lose | 
her ballast, split her planks, and spring a leak, | 
he knows what a hammer, a saw, a chisel, and : 
an auger were made for, 
A Mempgr. Would you support Marcy? 4 
Mr. WILCOX. Yes, sir. I would do nath- 
ing else but support Marey. [am a Dersocrat— 
the majority of the people of Mississippi are Dem- | 
ocrats. The patrictic Whigs of my district sup- 
ported me as a Democrat—they will support me 
again as a Union Democrat—} know nothing else 
but Democracy, The best evidence of Democracy 
which a nian can furnish, is to be willing to abide © 
the nomination of the National Democratic Con- `i 
vention. : 
A bes 
The distinguished gentlemen to whom I have |: 


f 
| 

more than the Government of the United States || 
| 


i 


alluded in connection with the Presidency, are all ` 
Union, acquiescing, compromise Democrats, and :! 
stars of the first magnitude—diamonds of the. 
first water. It would be invidious in me to make 
adistinetion. I cannot find it in my heart to do |! 
it. Itis the business of the convention, and to it 


i smaller stones upon the superficial area. 


i long lines of stone running longitudinally with the 
: wall, he asked me ‘did you ever know a wall to | 


1 bfer them. .A ‘sense-of duty has‘ constrained 
in trespassing upon the House to this extent 


d Twill bere conclude. — 
Mr. BEALE next obtain 


ad the floor, and said: 


poses an appropriation of $500,000 for the contin- 


uation of the wings of the Capitol.” A select com- | 
mittee was appointed, early in this session, whose | 


duty it was to examine into the permanence, stabil 


ity, and quality of the foundation work to support | 
the superstructure that is intended to be put upon | 


it. Now, sir, I hold that the House ought to know 
whatare the sentiments of that committee, because 


if they do not, they will legislate in the dark in re- |; 
lation to the appropriation of a very large amount ! 
‘of money. That, and that alone, impels me to | 
i give the information which I possess on the sub- | 


ject. ‘ 


I hope I shall be pardoned for referring to the : 


observations which the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Sranron] made on yesterday in relation to 
this subject. That gentleman gave us his learn- 


| ing in architecture, and told us of his long expe- 


rience as a mechanic, and he chose to depreciate 
the talents and probity of the committee. 


‘Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I beg the gen- : 


tleman’s pardon; T depreciated neither the talents 
nor the probity of the committee. 
Mr. BEALE. The gentleman was present, I 


think, when the excavations were madein the wall, 


| and I, too, was there, and he observed on yester- 


day, that the committee were men of such dimin- 


utive structure of mind and feeling, that they were | 
capable only of observing specks and blotsupon the | 
great superstructures of genius and talent. [Laugh- | 
Now, whether I come within this lamenta- !! 
ble category, I will not determine. I am willing |: 


ter.] 


that my position in this House should be judged 
by those who have known me since I have been 
here. I make no prelgnsions to talent, but I do 
make pretensions to probity. 


Permit me, sir, in a very succinct manner, to | 


say what I know in relation to the examinations 


which have been made by the committee, and | 


which I think the House should know before they 


vote an appropriation of $500,000 for continuing | 


the work on the wings of the Capitol. 


work, was this: upon a survey of theoutward ap- 
pearance of the wall, I had two objections to it; the 
first was, that I thought the stone was too small 
for the magnitude of the wall, and the second was, 


that there were very many long lines of stone run- |; 


ning longitudinally with the wall, which did not 

appear to me to have breakers to sustain them. 
Vell, siz, this matter was inguired into by the 

committee. We had architect, builders, masons, 


| and all that description of persons before us, and į 


they all agreed on several great facts. The first 
was, that the best wall which could be built, was 
of hewn stone, where each strata should be laid 
down with a little mortar on top, and the next 
strata breaking against it. That was the best wall 
that could be built. The next best wall that could 


be built, was where there were leaders and stretch- ! 
ers run across the wall, and that in the next strata | 
heavy stones should be laid upon the junctions and | 


That is 
the next bes wall that could be built. There was 
particular inquiry made in the committee as to the 
mode in which this wail had been built np, and 
the universal opinion was that it was safeiy built 
and in the manner last indicated. 


Well, sir, 1 must confess, such is 


to Mr. Walter, the architect, in relation to these 


: crack longitudinally? Does it not always crack || 
at right angles?” 


But, sir, the committee made an excavation 


_ some ten or twelve fect long, and from two and a! 
: half to three feet deep, and that excavation real- 
i ized the worst anticipations that could possibly have | 


been formed. There was a stone running along the 


Mr. Chairman, feel impelled, for the first time | 
in my life, although I have been a member of ihis | 
House for many years, to-intrude some. few ob- | 
servations upon the attention of this committee. | 
i There is a bill lying upon your table, which pro- | 


The condition of my mind when I came to this i 


We had the i| 
: evidence of architects, builders, and masons—men 
u who were not interested in the work, who had bid 
for it and heen disappointed of getting employ- ` 
| ment, who swore to the durability and excellenc 
of the wall. 
: my confidence in human nature, that my objec- 
' tions were removed, especially when on speaking 


outside of from ‘six to twelve or fourteen. inches 
| thick, and the middle was filled up with rubble 
and angular stone, with bad mortar, presentin 
actually the worst character of wail that coul 
have a decent outside appearance. 

Now, I do not pretend to say that this founda- 
tion will not support: a structure of four feet five 
or six inches of solid marble, let it be thirty-odd 
feet high; but I do say, that if this wall is like the |. 
part that we examined, it would be extremely 
| doubtful whether it could support such a struc- 
ture. That is my opinion, founded upon the facts 
which have come before us and upon the exami- 
nations we have made. The swearing is all in 
| one way, the facts the other way. Í 
ii In relation to the employment of a scientific 
{ 


man, that was at my suggestion. I did not know 
the quality of the stone. It is not common in the 
i| part of the country in which | live; and although 
i| the gentleman from Kentucky found fault with the 
| committee for employing that gentleman, I hope 
iit will be viewed by the committee as an honest 
‘| effort on our part to acquire the information ne- 
| cessary to arrive at a correct judgment. 

| Mr. DUNCAN. Iam very happy to obtain 
| the foor for a few minutes, in order that I may 
| remove an erroneous impression which probably 
| exists in the minds of this committee from the gs 
| 

j 


i resentations made, inadvertently, perhaps, by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. McNarn,] 
! the chairman of this select committee. That gen- 
tleman stated yesterday, and he is so reported in the 
papers this morning, that the committee had ex- 
amined the walls for themselves, and had come to 
|| the opinion, from that examination, that these 
i| foundations were in a dreadful condition, 
| Mr. Chairman, I am one of that committee, 
and I dissent entirely fromthat statement. I have 
formed no such opinion. J have attended every 
meeting of that committee; I have heard all’ the 
testimony, and have taken it at length in writing. 
Iam not now going into a detailed discussion in 
relation to this testimony; but this I state: The 
| committee have not, tomy knowledge, had any 
| meeting of conference since that excavation of the 
| wall to which the gentleman alludes, nor have they 
li exchanged opinions at all, to my knowledge, in 
Í relation to the subject as a committee, At the 
‘| close of the examination of witnesses, it seemed 
to be the unanimous impression on the minds of all 
the members present, that the testimony conclu- 
sively showed that the foundations were adequate 
to sustain any weight which may he placed on 
them. Notwithstanding this, the chairman of the 
| committee expressed a desire that the committce 
| should investigate the walls themsel ves—dig into 
them. I differed with him upon that point. I 
thought it was not befitting for a committee of this 
House, clothed with unlimited power to send for 
persons and. papers and to examine witnesses, to 
go out and dig into this green wall, surrounded by 
| acompany of menand boys. I did not give my 
| assent to the examination. I did not believe it 
| was necessary, and I did not attend that exami- 
nation, But since that time I have carefully ex- 
amined that excavation, and my. opinion still re- 
! mains the same—it is not changed in the least. 
| And, sir, I dissent also from the statement made 
by the gentleman, that the outer sides of the wall 
were mere shells, and the inside filled with small 
stones. I measured the sides of the wall, and 
found in each, stones more than two feet in length 
projecting inward, and many of the stones thrown 
l! out of the wall, were from one to two feet long. 
| It is true that in that particular place a large pro- 
portion of the stones were small, but the bestarch- 
| 


itects tell us that a wall built of such material, with 
' a suitable proportion of binding stone stretching 
‘| across the wall, or nearly so, at suitable distances, 
say once in twenty feet would besufficiently strong 
o sustain any superstructure. ‘That it would be 
tronger than a wall built entirely of large stones, 
unless these were carefully hammered and fitted, 
an expense which is never incurred in foundation 
walls. And the committee should know that the 
wall, which was the subject of examination, is 
eveled up to receive windows four feet in width, 
and distant from each other seven feet, and the 
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most intelligent, the most impartial, and the most 
reliable that can be obtained—then the foundations 
of this extension are amply sufficient te sustain a 
groater weight than they will be required te bear— 
that they are better foundations than those of any 
public building in this-city—better than: those of 
any public building ever erected in this country; | 
and we have such testimony. pe: re 

_ But, as I said before, my opinion is not changed 
by this occidental excavation into this green wall. 
I objected to this mode of examination, because it 
didnotaccord with my views of propriety. Inonot i 
set up my views as a standard for other gentlé- | 


ary,in. which he says all the’ money has been 

accounted. for. I ask that the letter may be 

read. ` HA Ta 
The letter was read, as follows: 


| countrymen such report upon. his discoveries as 
| may. be most agreeable to him; and T assure him 
i that I shall not enter into. competition with him 
for the honor to be acquired by his antiquarian re- 
searches into the dusty memorials. of past ages. 
.What I have to say relates particularly -to: the 
Sit; Your accoun f extension of t pitol i things 2 the present age.. And, sir, E deny that 

s e 3lst December. as been adjus s ri nde res: 
the Treasury, and a balance of 53,494 98 found tb be due : pce ae eman an tor neni under me banal i; nd 
from you to the United States, which agrees with your |? SOF pals BLY JAW 940. TISO IN HS Pace 
account. Very respectfully, here, and make a speech denunciatory of the opin- 
|i ions of a committee of this House, before such 


ELISHA WHITTLESEY, Comptroller. 18 Ot 
Tuomas U. WALTER, ESQ., | opinions have been pronounced and made known 
| by that committee. 


TREASURY: DEPARTMENT,- : 
ComprroLuen’s Orrics, February 10, 1852. 
Sim: Your account for the extension of the Capitol from 


i 


men. They may be better able to judge of such | 
things than Iam. But 1 will say that the exami- | 
nation made by this special committee does not | 
in the slightest degree shake my confidence in this 
work, ’ 

Now, as to the quality of the stone of which the 
foundations are composed, we have had it tested 
and the learned professor, who applied fthe test, | 
says that it is not only capable of sustaining the | 
weight of the superstructure that is to be placed : 
upon it, but that it is capable of sustaining a pres- 
sure one hundred times as great. And all the 
architects who examined the foundations con- : 
curred in the opinion that they were capable, at 
least, of susiaining ten times the weight that is 
proposed to be placed upon them. So much for 
the material. i 

Now, as to the lime. It was testified that the | 
lime used from Seeley’s mountain, was the best | 


Architect for the Extension of the Capitol. 
Mr. DUNCAN. The architect very freely sub- | "Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman from 
| South Carolina allow me for one moment? - 


mitted to the committee his books, containing pro- 

posals and bids, his contracts, and ail the papers || Sir. WALLACE. The gentleman from Ken- 
connected with the work; and would, with equal.) tucky has made his speeches here without inter- 
freedom, have submitted a statement of expendi- ; ruption from me, and I do not Intend to be inter- 
ture, if they had requested it. That architect was i! rupted by him. 

a stranger to me until the present session; but I doy; Mr. STANTON. Very well, I only wanted to 
not hesitate to say that in ability, in fidelity, and | state a fact. 

in integrity; he is not surpassed by any man in Mr. WALLACE. What right has-he, sir, to 
the United States. I would as readily place the |; impute to me, as a member-of that committee, a 
disbursement of all the money necessary to the ': set of opinions in reference to a matter of public X 
completion of this Capitol in his hands, as in the || concern, which isin part committed to my charge, 

i hands of any man or set of men that could be |! before I have uttered any opinion upon the sub- 
selected to perform that trust. But this is a matter 
which depends altogether on the law of Congress. | 
They can place that disbursement where they see ii 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
f 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


lime in the country; that it is used upon the pub- 
he works by General Stuart, the Chief Engineer 


f 


laid up the walls hastily, carelessly, or inade- | 
quately? Again, the principal architect holds the | 
highest rank in his profession. He has probably | 
had a larger experience in the erection of costly | 
edifices than any other man of his age in the Uni- | 
ied States. It will satisfy gentlemen in regard to | 


his. competency to perform the work assigned him, |; 


to be told that the Girard College, in the city of | 
Philadelphia—that grand and massive structure— | 
was erected under his superintendence. And the 
superintendents under him are men of the largest 
experience, fully competent for the discharge of 
their duties, and were constantly present during | 
the progress of the work. And gentlemen of this | 
city—architects—who testified before the commit- | 


tee, stated that they knew many of the masons | 
ful ; 


employed, and that they were good and faith 
workmen. Now, what conceivable motive could | 
these men have had to slight this work? I should , 
hesitate to set up my opinions in this caseagainst | 
those of practical and scientific men. Andif this | 
committee, on conferring together, had expressed } 
doubts of the stability of the work, I would have | 
proposed that they should submit their excavation 
im the wall to the examination of some of the most į 
intelligent and practical of the gentlemen who were | 
called to testify, before they ventured, on their | 
own judgment, to report that these w 
sufficient, and in a dreadful condition. And I 
greatly regretted that the chairman of the special 
committee saw fit to introduce a statement, a 
parently designed to awaken the distrust and pr 
judice the minds of members. With what other i 
view did he state that the money appropriated was | 
drawn and disbursed by the architect, and how, 
he did not know; ‘and that the matter deserved 
inquiry??? Sir, if the arehitect disburses the 
money, H 
The committee did not deem it their duty to in- 
vestigate hew and for-what the appropriation had 
been disbursed. If they had made the ieee 
they would have found it properly expended and 
duly accounted for, every cent. 
Mr, STANTON, of Kentucky. 
teman from Massachusetts allow me to interrupt 
him for a moment? F bold in my hand a letter 
from the Comptroller of the Treasury—Mr Whit- 
Ussey- eta the architect, dated the 10th of Febru- 


i 
| 
i 


{ 


i 
H 
i 


alls were in- |} 


i plaudits of any class of persons 


is because the law makes it his duty. » 


Will the gen- | 


' doned. 


| appropriation. 
Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, l desire to |; 
say a few words upon the subject embraced in the || 
special order, and in reply to the speech made | 
| yesterday by the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. i 
| Srawron.] 1am a member, sir, of the special | 
| committee, which that honorable gentleman has 
honored with his notice, in his own peculiar man- ; 
ner. Į was appointed a member of that commit- | 
tee without my knowledge, consent, or procure- | 
| ment, and contrary to my desire, and I have served | 
| upon it with reluctance, and from a sense of duty | 
which I owe to this House as one of its members 
and from what I conceived to be due to its presi 
| ing officer who placed me upon it. Until the ge 
| leman from Kentucky delivered his extraordinary | 
| speech on yesterday, I did not feel myself call 
! upon, at this stage of the debate, to express any 
| opinion in reference to the sufficiency or insuffi 
| ciency of the work which that committee has been 
directed to inspect, and to report the facts which | 
| may be elicited to this House. I had s posed ` 
| that ic would be time enough for me to m 
| opinions known upon that subject when the f 
of the commiuee shall be before this House for 
i its consideration and action. The course pursued | 
| by the gentleman from Kentucky has made it ne- ' 
i cessary for me to depart, in some degree, from : 
‘that line of policy. In what I have to say, sir, [:; 
| shali not imitate the example of the gentleman : 
from Kentucky. I shall not seek to elicit the | 
who may effect a 


lodgment in your galleries, fort 
fluencing the acts and deliberations of this honora- | 
» ble body; nor do I intend to follow the gentleman 
|) from Kentucky through the mazes of his learned 
" dissertation upon the miechanjcal structure and 
i! perfection of the Acropolis, the Colliseum, and the 
Tatican, for the purpose of 
hitectural learning as he has done. Ths 
le gentleman has my free assent and pe 
agreeable to 
rd, over the 


ji 
| my arc} 
| honorab i : 
ission to go, whenever it may be 


Shim do so, with Volney and Lay 


i! puns of Greece and Rome, Memphis and Carth- 


l 


ed |; 


alike the: 
he purpose of in- | 


making a display of |; 


‘age, Nineveh and Babylon, and te make to his | 


gumentation pursued by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is not sanctioned by parliamentary usage 
and parliamentary law, and is disrespectful to the 
committee which he has made the subject of his 
| declamiatory assaults, aud to this House whose 
| organ it is; and I say to that gentleman that I will 
+ permit no such liberties to be taken with me, 
Nhat purpose can he have in: view but to pre- 
judge the judgment of that committee before this 
| House aad the country, and to forestall its action, 
| if that action shall be contrary to the ideas heen- 
| tertains of his own infallibility? What other end 
can he hope to accomplish by the course he has 
thought proper to parame? Ts a committee of this 
House to be reprobated in advance by that gentle- 
man’s display of architectural learning in refer- 
‘ence to the cements and conglomerates of Baby- 
lon and Nineveh, in order to subdue their minds 


t 
i 
i 


| 


i 


i; to his peculiar way of thinking? Must the com- 
‘| mittee be told before hand what they must do to 


i escape his ire and propitiate his wrath? Would 
‘he, sir, give this house to understand ‘that it must 

legislate to suit the wants of a class of persons 
‘who congregate around your Capitol? Sir, this 
‘ House and the country may well be surprised at 
: what has fallen from that gentleman since the pres- 


“ent session began. Fe has thought proper to urge 


this House to vote immediate appropriations of 
| money, for the chief resson thata class of persons 
„in this city are out of employment. Doctrines 
se may well excite alarm in the public 
Are the doctrines of the French school of 
ly urged in this House? 


| claws of persons shall come here and demand that 
| appropriations be made to furnish them with labor 
‘atthe public charge? Now, Mr. Chairman, Iam _ 
not aware that any member of the select, commit- 
tee, of which I form a part, is opposed. to an im- 
mediate appropriation to carry on the work apon 
| the Capitol which bas been begun. The founda- 
u avons ave nid, uud I presume no one absurdly sup- 
poses the work is te be discontinued. So far as i 
am concerned, the appropriations may be made to 
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continue the work, no matter what the report of 
the special committee may be. 


.But while Iam willing to. vote this appropria- | 


tion, Edesire to say that I will vote it that the 
work which has been begun may go on, and not 
because the class. of persons who excite so much 
of the sympathy of the gentleman from Kentucky 
are out of employment. . I do-not recognize the 
‘right of any class of persons to come here in per-` 
son, or by: their representative, and demand that 
appropriations be made to give them employment. 
Such ideas; sir, as’ have been advanced upon this 
‘floor by the honorable gentleman from Kentucky 
should, in my judgment, be met by the unqualt- 
fied reprobation of this House and the country. 
These ideas are but-the reflex of those of the 


French. school of communism and the right to | 
labor, which erected’ the barricades in the streets | 
of Paris in 1848, and from the destructive teiden- | 


cies of which, France has sought present repose 
by the. restoration of the Empire under the mili- 
tary rule of Napoleon ÍH. 


Now, sir, | desire to do all I can to relieve the | 


mind of the honorable gentleman from Kentucky 


from his distressing alarms, in reference to the im- | 


aginary rights of the persons whom he defends 
with such remarkable energy; and 1 assure him, 
sir, with the utmost sincerity, that I do not intend 
to go in the stilly hour of night, and burglariously 
run off with the countless tons of granite and 
gneiss, to which his friends have given order and 
design, for the foundations to the additions. to the 
Capitol... Nor do I suppose that the special com- 
mittee have any serious design to perpetrate such 
an act of Vandalism; and I assure that gentle- 
man-that I do not believe, therefore, thatit will be 
at all incumbent upon him to take his station upon 
those walls, and there to keep watch and ward to 
guarantee their sanctity, or to expose. himself 


thereby to the buffetings of the bleak winds until | 


the melancholy notes of the curfew shall summon 
him to his nightly repose. I hope I may contrib- 


ute to the gentleman’s composure, by saying to | 
g I y saying 


him and to this House, that I shall interpose no 
obstacle to the prosecution of this work. 

Mr. Chairman, | desire to say that in reference 
to this work, I have no ‘feelings of opposition to 
indulge. I have not been a constant attendant 
upon the deliberations of the committee, but I heard 
and took notes of the testimony until I was per- 
fectly satisfied that the work is sufficient for the 


purposes for which it is designed, and up toa late | 


day I was prepared to pronounce that judgment 
before this House. When a portion of the wall, 
however, was removed by the direction of the 
honorable chairman of the committee, a state of 
facts was disclosed somewhat conflicting with the 
testimony upon which I relied most. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I propose to 
amend the amendment, by adding one dollar to 
the sum intended to be appropriated. I do it, not 
with a view that the amendment shall be adopted, 
nor for the purpose of saying anything in addition 
to what I said yesterday in regard to the materials 
of which the foundations are constructed or the 
character ofthe workmanship, but simply to afford 
me an opportunity of replying to the excited re- 
marks of the honorable gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Wauuacg,]| who, it seems to me, 
has worked himself into an unnecessary rage over 
what I said. Now, sir, ifthat gentleman will put 
himself to the trouble of referring to my speech, 


reported in the Globe of this morning, he will see | 
that the remarks to which he takes such exception | 
applied only to the chairman of the special com- | 


mittee, (Mr. McNarr,] although from what the 
chairman had previously said, | might, with much 


propriety, have embraced him [Mr. Warrace] in | 


the same category. When I spoke, I did not even 
know that the gendeman was a member of that 
committee; and if Lever did know it, it had been 
forgotten. He need not be disturbed with the idea 
that any portion of my remarks were intended for 
him, for he was furthest from my thoughts. T knew 
him to be a gentleman of great intelligence, as he : 
has shown himself to be of fiery eloquence; and | 
whether he had practical information or not upon 


the subject under discussion, I should have ac- || 


corded to him too much jucgment not to see that | 
all the clamor which has been raised against this 
work, arising from the investigation which has 
been instituted, was unjust, as well as silly and | 
ridiculous. 


i upon examination, that a portion of the interior 


; : : j 
I wade no attack upon the members of the com- 
mittee. If the genlleman listened to my speech 
he knows.£ didnot. Jintendednone. Idesigned 
simply, in the remarks which I was about to sub- 
mit to the committee, to explain the amendment 
which I had-offered, and inform the House as to the 
| necessity of. the appropriation asked. If Thad not 
been interrupted, I'should simply have done this 
|! and taken my seat. But one of the géntleman’s 
l| colleagues [Mr. Woopwarp] interrupted me, by 
submitting a question to the chairman of the special 
committee, [Mr. McNaim,] who rose in his place, 
made a speech, and led this House to believe that 
you, sir, entertained the 'same absurd opinions in 
regard to the foundations that he had expressed. 

Mr. WALLACE. Which one of my colleagues 
does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Woopwarp. 

The CHAIRMAN. `Does the gentleman from 
li Kentucky yield the floor? . 

Mr. STANTON. Oh, yes; if he desires it. I 
shall be polite to him, and allow him'to say what 
he wishes, though I could not. Now, sir, your 
chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, was 
the first to allude to the action of the committee. 
He brought the subject up, and you have to thank 
| him, not me, for associating you with the absurd 
conclusions to which he hadcome. What did he 
i say when appealed toby the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Woopwarp] to know’ when the 
committee would report? I read from the report 
of his remarks: : 


| “The investigation has been going on regularly, and WE 
‘| are almost ready to report.” 


li 


( 
| 
| 


He says’ “we, which includes you with the rest | 
of the committee, if I understand the meaning of 
l| the word. **We have found the walls in a dreadful 
condition.” 

He is misrepresenting you, not me. 

“We have found the walls in a dreadful condition—in a 
' condition which has astonished us ALL.” 

The word “we?” is not broad and comprehensive 
enough, in the judgment of the speaker, to em- 
brace the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
WaLrace,] and he uses one of more enlarged 
i| signification, and says ‘us ALL.” 

« When we came to examine it, we found that wall with 
shells built up on the outside, and smail stones thrown in 
| on the inside.” 

Here, then, is the first intimation given to the 
House, that the committee designed to make any 
such foolish report as that language implies. . [ 
did not introduce any allusion to it until this de- 
velopment was made by the chairman, and I con- 
ined what I had to say to him alone, If he had 
not broached the subject, I should not have referred 
to it. I could not have thought that his intelligent 
colleagues would concur with him in his strange 
conclusion as to the instability of the foundations, 
|! and therefore meditated no attack upon the mem- 
bers of the committee, as the gentleman seems to 
suspect. Iam happy to find, by the manifestations 
of to-day, that all the members do not concur with 
tbe chairman. This is all, sir, that I deem it ne- || 
cessary to say in reply to the gentleman from 
| South Carolina. 

Mr CHANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to | 
| oppose the amendment offered by the gentleman ! 
| from Kentucky, [Mr. Sraxron.] i 
| Mr, WALLACE. I will esteem it a favor, if 
| the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
allow me five minutes to conclude what I have to f 
say. f 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am persuaded that I 
© cannot do half the good that the gentleman from 
‘| South Carolina can do, and I therefore yield the 
i; floor to him with great pleasure. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, I am much 
‘indebted to the courtesy of the gentleman from 
ʻi Pennsylvania, (Mr. CHANDLER.] When, by the 
| rules of the House, my remarks were suspended, | 
| I was proceeding to say that the examination 
| made of an interior portion of the wall disclosed 
a state of facts somewhat conflicting with the tes- 
'timony upon which f placed the most reliance. 
i It was stated by a witness, who was examined 
|| before the committee, that the wall is solid mason- 
ry throughout. The investigation which followed 
does not sustain that testimony, if T understand | 
the true meaning of the witness. It appeared, 


| 


n Structure is composed of what is called ‘ rubble,’’ 


\| luded. 


i and mortar; that is, of small stones thrown in, | 


without much attention to the order in which they 
are placed, and the interstices filled in with mortar 
or cement, with the view to form a conglomerate. 
ĮI was upon the wall, sir, but a very. short time. 
The examination was commenced when I was not 
present. T attended, with several members of the 
committee, at the time reférréd-to, at the special 
request of the honorable chairman of the commit- 
tee, [Mr. McNarr,] and this House has-been in- ` 
formed by the gentleman from Kentucky, thathe, 


too, faithful to his: trust, was with the spectators 


above, watching intently the progress of the inves- 
tigation; and what he saw, doubtless gave point 


i to the characteristic tirade. which he pronounced 


here yesterday, and to which the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. Beare] has just al- 
lt is very natural that the gentleman from 
Kentucky should go where his sympathies and 
associations lead him; and while he was surround- 
ed, at the time and place referred to, by many of 
the persons whom he has so perseveringly Sought 
to quarter upon the public Treasury, J can readily 
conceive that he was in a position entirely conge- 
nial to his taste, and am not surprised that the 
speech which followed should be pronounced as 
the result of the inspiration drawn from such an 
exalted source. , 

When the examination of the wall was com- 
pleted, my first impression led me to conclude that 
the work was insecure. In that opinion I was not 
confident. My reflections since that time have in- 
duced me to yield my doubts: to the better judg- 
ment and greater-experience of ‘the able architect 
who has the work in charge. I have been assured 
by that gentleman, in presence of the committee, 
that the wall is sufficient to bear five times the 
weight of the superstructure that is to be built 
upon it. During the few minutes which I spent 
in company with that gentleman in the committee 
room, I formed a very favorable opinion of his 


| ability; and I am informed, from the most reliable 


sources, that his personal integrity, sound judge 
ment, experience, and knowledge of architecture, 
are of the most satisfactory character. Nothing 
has been elicited by the action of the committee 
which, in my judgment, can authorize me to come 
before this House and inflict a wound upon his 
character and good name, by declaring that he 


‘has, in any wise, been unfaithful to the trust con- 


fided to him. I will not trifle with his reputation 
by the commission of such an act. So far as I am 
made his judge, he shall have justice at my hands. 
Lam prepared to yield whatever doubts I. may 
have entertained tothe judgment of.the architect, 
and to say tothis House, that I believe the work 
s sufficient for the purposes for which it is de- 
signed. a 

tt will appear from what I have said, that I do 
not concur in the opinion expressed yesterday by 
the honorable chairman of the committee, [Mr. 
McNam.]_ But acting upon the view of the mat- 
ter which I have expressed, I suggested to the 


| honorable chairman the propriety of going on to 


make his report by detailing the material facts 
which are in possession of the committee, and 
leaving the subject to the judgment of the House. 

I do not suppose that the Congress will act so 
absurdly as to commence a work of this kind, ex- 
pend a considerable sum upon it, and then discon- 
tinue it. I see no reason why the work should 
not progress; and I am ready to vote any appro- 
priation of money that may be necessary to pros- 
ecute it to its termination. 

Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I then offer as an amend- 
ment, to add $2 to the sum of $500,000 contained 
in the bill. The whole business of regulating the 
additions to this Capitol is placed in the hands of 
the architect; and the question is not whether the 
stones laid there are laid permanently, and accord- 
ing to our judgment, and whether the lime that is 
used is of the kind that ought to be used, but it is 
simply the question, is the person employed there 
competent to the work he has undertaken? Of 
that we have. two modes of judging; one of the 
past, the other of the future. ` All the antecedents 
of that gentleman, sir, are in the affirmative. 
Every act of his life goes to prove that he is 
competent to the work he has undertaken, not 
simply as a finished mechanic and accomplished 
architect, but as an honest’and conscientious man, 
who will not leave a work that he has undertaken 
unfinished, and will not declare that as good which 
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he does not believe is good, although his own. hand 
has performed it. ; 

In the course of my official relations with the 
city which I in part represent, I was called for 
many years into close connection with that gen- 
tleman, and although it would be impertinent in 
me to say that I know him to. be an accomplished 
architect because his judgment, and his action are 
superior to my. judgment or anybody’s action, I 
can only submit the work of his. hands for other 
persons to decide upon, rather than my assurance 
or my certificate of his ability. [ have watched 
his work. I know himas a man; as a citizen, as 
an architect, and as a man of business; and in all 
of these relations he stands preéminent among 
those with whom he is acquainted. It was in the 
performance of my official relations with that gen- 
tleman, that I looked almost daily upon the founda- 
tions of a building quite as heavy in its weight 
and in its cost as the wings of your Capitol will 
be. It has rested twenty years upon the founda- 
tions which were then laid, and there is not beneath 
the Girard College a sign or evidence of the yield- 
ing of a single portion of the stone upon which 
they rest. These works, I think, are about twice 
as thick, twice as strong as the foundations to 
which I have alluded. I infer, therefore, they are 
capable of sustaining double the weight. 

In the remarks which I have to make, and which 
I consider as giving an opinion contrary to that of 
my colleague, the chairman of the special com- 
mittee, [Mr. McNair,] I beg leave to state, my 
associations with him leave me not a doubt of the 
purity of his intentions and those of the other 
gentlemen of the committee; but it is his misfor- 
tune to be at the head of a committee upon a sub- 
ject with which he is not professionally acquaint- 
ed; and it was the misfortune of the committee 


to be composed of gentlemen who did not claim a || 


professional knowledge of the work in which they 
were to be engaged. It way of course expected they 
would call to their aid men of professional excel- 
lence—men competent to judge of the work before 
them. I think the testimony which has been ad- 
duced, by gentlemen free from all motives of par- 
tiality, was such as would satisfy the House of 
the competency of the work. Iam happy to hear 
the remark that fell from the honorable gentleman 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Waser) that what- 
ever may he the fate of a portion of that wall, 
which I believe competent, there should be no 
hesitancy at all about voting for this appropria- 
tion. The work must go on; and the sooner it is 
commenced, the sooner, I hope, it will be finished. 
I trust, therefore, 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CARTTER. I am opposed to the last 
amendment of $2. 

Mr. GENTRY. Oh! letthem haveit. [Laugh- 
ter. 

ite. CARTTER. I merely rose to remark, that 
it occurred to me all this discussion of the me- 
chanical sufficiency or deficiency of this wall was 
a departure from the real danger to which the 
wall is exposed. It seems to be treated as a ques- 
tion of masonry—as a question of mechanics— 
and its capacity to sustain the superstracture that 
is intended to be erected upon it. Now, my opin- 
ion is, that the wall is sufficient, and will endure 
until it answers all the purposes that it will be re- 
quired to answer. The danger is not as to the 
weight that it will have to sustain; the danger 1s not 
to mechanical forces; the danger lies in a far dif- 
ferent quarter. It is more a question of locality. 
I do not think the wings are in the right place. 
[Laughter.] They are too near the eastern skirt of 
this empire; and Í have no apprehension at all but 
that it will rest, mechanically, firmly upon its pres- 
ent foundation, and bear upon its surface the edi- 
fice you propose to place upon it, until the weight 
of empire transfers it to the center of the empire. 
You had better address yourself to that considera- 
tion; for the time is soon coming when the diffi- 
culty will be not in the weight upon it, but in 
keeping the foundation still. The foundations 
will partake of the spirit of the Republic, and make 
a western trip. I hope it will be—— _ 

Mr. FLORENCE. May Iask a single ques- 
tion, as to whether that is the gentleman’s idea of 
progress—that we are progressing froma Republic 
to an Empire? [Laughter.] . 

Mr. CARTTER. I do not think F can make 
a “fogy” understand it, [laughter;] but I alluded, 
of course, to the empire of territory. Those gen- 


| permitt 


tlemen who travel in the ‘fog? 


in taking distinctions. 


endure all the weight it will ever have to sustain. 
tol will be felt before they fall down. [Laughter,] 


ment of Mr. CHANDLER to the amendment, and 
it was rejected. i 


‘84? after the words ** $500,000.” 

Mr. FLORENCE. i have been very much 
gratified this morning at the turn the debate has 
taken upon the question before the committee in 


have been made, upon persons occupying a peculiar 
sphere in society. Now, it occurs to my mind, 
that nowhere so much as upon the floor of this 
House do.a certain class of people, as they have 
been termed, require defenders. ‘There is no es- 
pecial merit attached to the fact that a person is a 
working-man, so called; but it is especially be- 


against indiscriminate attacks upon them. I do 
not appeal to the galleries; I do not refer to the 
fact that we are surrounded by persons urging 
Congress to make this appropriation; but I do 
say, here, that it becomes our duty, especially at 
this time, to make this appropriation, because the 
honor of this Union is involved. I will tell you 
that, when the first appropriation was made for 
the extension of the Capitol, the peculiar class of 


very scarce. It isa trade that requires peculiar 
perfection, if I may be permitted to laud that class 


lf I am correctly informed, and I believe 
I am, the superintendent of this work procured 
from Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, and 
other cities and parts of the Union, excellent work- 
men; and they came here upon the assurance of 
that gentleman that the work should be continued 
to them, and that they should not be permitted to 
starve, as they have nearly been doing this most 
inclement winter, because Congress refused to 
make this appropriation. The distress that existed 
among these workmen who were frozen up here, 
would make the hair of every member of this 
House stand upon end if it were recited. 
Mr. HALL. Will you vote them a farm? 


Mr. FLORENCE, “I am willing to do it. I 


| am willing to vote land for the landless, and when 


the bill comes before the House, proposed by my 
friend from Tennessee, (Mr. Jounson,] my vote 
will be found recorded in its favor. But here are 


the Government, but asking that the pledges given 
them shall be fulfilled—that the assurance made 
them when they came here may be redeemed. 
And I feel a peculiar pleasure and pride that I am 
ed to rise in my place upon this floor and 
s much for that most useful class of our 


say thu 
7 { do not desire that they shall have 


citizens. 
| special legislation, 
desire that they may have extended to them all 
the privileges and all the rights others enjoy. 
Mr. HENN. Whogave those assurances? 
Mr. FLORENCE.  [ understand, and I stated 


They, as they had a perfect right to, sought to 


get the best talent they could int 


employment. 
(Here the hammer fell.] i 
Mr. WALSH. I propose to say just a word 


or two to correct an error which I think has been 


| man from North Carolina, not now in his seat, |i 
(Mr. Venante,] fell on a previous day, and that 
was, that it had been asserted that it was the pri- 


mary duty of this Government to give labor to 
men who were in wantofit. There was no such 
‘demand by the frie 
| Capitol, on the groun 


| men came here i 


“anything of the particular terms of this contract. 
j! They came here to engage in the erection of the || contends for, 
| Capitol, and, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania || porating any amen 


| [Mr. Frorence] said, were frozen up W 


are very diligent i families. I say, without asserting a primary dut 
i [Laughter.] All this in- |) that it presented as strong a case of appeal to mn i 
quiry about tke mechanical structure of that wall 


is a work of supererogation. In: my opinion, if 
the wall was not half as heavy as it is, it would 


The traveling qualities of those wings of the Capi- 


The question was then taken upon the amend- 


Mr.:-FLORENCE moved to amend by inserting 


relation to this appropriation; but I have been į 
pained to hear gentlemen reflecting, by remarks that | 


coming those living or being in that sphere of life, | 
that they should defend others in the same sphere |! 


working-men required as operators upon it were | 


of people so much, particularly in a work of this || 
| kind. 


these workmen waiting, not upon the bounty of 


(nor do they ask it,) but I do | 


itas clearly and distinctly as I could, thatthey were | 
made by persons engaged by the Government. | 


hat peculiar line, : 
and the assurance was given to them of continuous | 


repeated this morning, and inta which a gentle- | 


t 
ith their | | 


sympathies and rigħt'feelings of this House, as 
when you saw from. your. Capitol windows the 
burning edifices of Alexandria. “It was a case, as I 
stated heretofore, appealing to the sympathies; but 
|! they did not appeal to the sympathies. There was 
| no pretense of primary duty.. These men came 
here under a certificate of the architect, stating that 
they could be -usefully employed by the Govern- 
‘ment. While gratifying’a reasonable sympathy, 
we were not asked to violate any rule in reference 
to the.contract they were called upon to make. 
This House, as I then suggested, should have 
been proud of the privilege of doing so. It has 
been said, by high authority, ** that this world is 
a tough wrestler, who has a bear’s grip for the 
poor;”’ but it should be the proud privilege of 
everyman, legislating for the great interests of the 
country, to remove the burden which always 
bears upon the back of the wayfarer upon this 
| world. Now, a word or two more. do not 
admit the rebuke set up by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jounson,] the other day, and re- 
| iterated by the eloquent gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Watracs. ] 
_ Ido not know of any drawing-room rule which 
| is to prevail here and control me under the respon- 
sibilities which I owe to my country and constit- 
uents. If I see a spectacle of distress in this gal- 
lery, which is under my jurisdiction, I shall refer 
|| to it, without consulting those rules of high-life 
i which seem to be brought in here to direct legisla- 
| tive power. Itis a pressing case—it is a case in 
| which men, offered employment when their em- 
| ployment was deemed to be necessary by those 
having the control of the execution of this con- 
| tract—presenting a spectacle of distress, as the 
entleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Frorence] 
as well said, almost unexampled, even to the 
view of men who have been accustomed to see all 
the fluctuations of poverty. Many of them are 
my own townsmen, accustomed to the ordinary 
comforts of life, which they procured by the sweat 
of their brow. They are now in the midst of 
your community, and under circumstances of dis- 
tress which were drawn upon them in consequence 
of their discharge from employment. It is a case 
calling for the loudest and strongest sympathy in 
every human heart, and the heartiest expression 
of that sympathy by every human tongue. 

Mr. ORR. I do not propose to make a speech. 
I wish to give notice now, that when an amend- 
| ment is moved hereafter I shall insist that the rules 

of the House be enforced, requiring that gentle- 
man should confine themselves to explanations of 
the amendments they offer. 

Mr. BRENTON. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 3 

And that no contract, made in prosecution of the work 
aforesaid, which shall in any way exceed the sum hereby 
appropriated, shall be binding upon the Government. 

I desire to see such an amendment as that at- 
|| tached to every bill which may be proposed to this 
House for appropriating money to public works; 
and I would ‘not only desire to see it attached in 
form, but I would desire to see it put in practice 
from this time forth. Weare called upon each 
year to pass a deficiency bill for the purpose of 
meeting expenditures made in connection with the 
| public service—expenditures which exceed the 
|| amount, from year to year, that is appropriated. 
My object in offering this amendment is simply 
to keep every individual, connected with the ex- 
i, penditure and disbursement of public : money, 
within the limits prescribed by law, and to hold 
them to strict accountability if they refuse to do 
ll so. Why is Congress called upon, in connection 
with the public service, to pass deficiency bills ? 
It is because the expenses and disbursements have 
exceeded theamountappropriated. Ido not design, 
at this time, to discuss this question; but I merely 
state that I desire to see this principle incorporated 
into every appropriation bill for the consideration 
of the House; and in future I desire to see‘all the 
| officers of the Government, especially those having 
| charge of the public funds, held to the rule most 
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nds of the extension of the |! rigidly. I hope this amendment will be attached 
d of primary duty. These | 
n the depth of winter, not knowing || 


| to that appropriation. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I agree with the gentle- 
dam in favor of the general principle he 
but there is no necessity for incor- 
dment of that character with 


bability that this 


|i man, an 


this bill. If there was any pro 
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appropriation would. finish the work, why, for 
fear they might go beyond that appropriation and | 
involve us ina largersexpenditure, l would vote 
for his proposition; but nobody imagines for a 
moment that this appropriation will finish” the 
Capitel: Of course, in contracts that are hereafter 
to be made, the rule can be carried out in further- 
ance of the gentleman’s design. I have stated 
this as a reason for voting against the amendment 
now, although I’ approve ‘the general principle. 
But my object‘in rising was to appeal to the gen- 
tleman ‘not to`press his amendment. There really 
seems to'be nothing to discuss. Everybody agrees 
that this: appropriation is necessary. If the walls 
are to be gone on with, as they now. stand, the | 
appropriation is needed. If-they are to- be pulled | 
down, and stronger ones built, the appropriation 
is equally necessary. “Why. shall we not agree, 
by general consent, to let this bill pass, and upon 
the coming in of the report of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. McNain] all. these questions 
which have been thrown irregularly into this de- 
baté will naturally come up. It is Saturday, and 
I think it would be right for us to take half a day’s 
holiday,,as much at least as we give to the negroes | 
down South. I appeal to gentlemen to let this bill 
pass, and then by common consent adjourn. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Bren- 
ron’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. GOODENOW moved that the committee 
rise and report the bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN., The pending question is | 
upon the amendment proposed by the chairman of | 
the committee, [Mr. STANTON.] 

[Cries of * Question !’’ “ Question 17} 


1 


| 


| bill. This Hall isnot- so. badly arranged but what 


Mr. ELOYD. Iwill vary my amendment, so | The question recurring on the amendment pro- 


as to strike out-one half ‘the proposed appropria- |, posed by the chairman of the committee, [Mr. 
tion. I know of no-estimate of expenditure that |) Sranvon,] it was put, and that amendment was 
has come.to us from. the Departments which may |i agreed to. i 


be omitted with Jess injury to the public service, ; committee do ` 


than the half million of ‘dollars asked for by this | 


you can find an: abundance of gentlemen who are 
willing to! oceupy it. Nor am Í aware of any de- 
partment of the public service that isto suffer by 
allowing these foundations to remain as they*are 
for one, two, or five yeits, We havea debt, ina | 
time of profound peace, of some $64,000,000, if I 
mistake not; and so we are going on granting 
every expenditure asked by this Administration— 
which certainly does not commend itself to the 
country by any very strict notions of economy— 
we are going on to grant every expenditure that 
is asked for, without ever making a beginning at 
reform or economy. It seems to me, we are act- 
ing in the dark upon this subject. This House | 
have appointed a committee to investigate the | 
capacity of the foundation, but it has not yet re- 
ported, although we have been told, it may report 
next week. In the meantime, without the report 
of our select committee, we know not whether 
this foundation is. safe or unsafe. We are pro- 
ceeding to grant an appropriation to erect a super- 
structure, and then to inquire whether the founda- 
tion is safe or not... As I have said before, there 


| Union generally under consideration, and particu- 
‘larly the’ joint resolution “ to authorize.the con- 
|| Unuance of the work on the two wings of the Cap- 
i| itol,” and had directed him to report the same to 
| the House, with an amendment, with a recom- 
ii mendation that the amendment be concurred in, 
‘land that the joint resolution do pass. 
Mr, STANTON, of Kentucky, moved the pre- 
vious question on the adoption of the amendment. 
The previous question received a second, and 
| the main question was ordered to be now put. 
Mr. FICKLIN called for the reading of. the 
amendment, and it was read. . 
Mr. SCURRY demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr, FICKLIN asked for tellers on ordering the 
yeas and nays. : 
Tellers were not ordered; and the yeasand nays 
were not ordered. ' . 
Mr. FITCH moved to lay the joint resolution 
on the table; and òn that motion he demanded the 


is no department of the public service that would | 


Mr. MASON. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 


Provided, That the expenses incurred in testing the store 
and other materials to he used in the construction of the 
work, shall be paid out of this appropriation. 


Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania, Iam opposed 
| to the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Fhovp.] The subject embraced in 
his resolution was freely and ably discussed at the 
last Congress, when they made the appropriation 
for the Capitol. I consider it unnecessary to 
discuss it at this time, and therefore call for the 
question. l 

The question was then taken upon Mr. FLovn’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. ; 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move to strike out three 
fourths of the sum. I desire to say a word or two 
in reference to my own particular position. I 
voted in the last Congress, if my recollection 
serves me correctly, against the appropriation of 
‘$100,000, I supposed then, that. the cost of these 
two wings of the Capitol would amount to some 
several hundred thousands of dollars. [really did 
not suppose then that they were to cost some three 
| or four millions of dollars, perliaps five millions. 
‘| I rise now for the purpose of calling the attention 
i of the committee, the House, and country, to the 


The special committee have been testing the 
strength of the materials used in the construction | 
of the foundation; and under the resolution of the | 
House authorizing the committee to do it, I sup- | 
pose the authority was involved to incur the neces- | 
sary expense. It was a matter which was left ; 
wholly to their judgment. They have done so, | 
and bills will come in, Some object to their being | 
paid out of the contingent fund, and I offer this | 
amendment, that these expenses may be paid out | 
of the appropriation. of $500,000; and that the | 
Committee on Accounts may have nothing to doj; 
with the matter. iH 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I hope this | 
will not be done. : H 

Mr, STANTON, of Tennessee. I rise to op- ‘| 
pose that amendment. 1 think the amendment is || 
quite unnesessary, and is altogether irrelevant to 
this bil; and | make a question, that it is nat in 
order to pay the expenses of a select committee, 
which has been appointed by this House for the | 
purpose of examining those foundations, out of the 
general appropriation, for the purpose of complet- 
ing the building. I think the amendment is not 
inorder. The expenses for which it provides are | 
a part of the contingent expenses of this House, 


j 


Kis this: We have a report made by a standing 
! committee which authorizes and advises the House 
j to pay 4250,000 for the purchase of Winder’s 
i building, now in the urcupancy of the Govern- 
i ment. f would most respectfully suggest to the 
aid GuCHT ta Beall outor the contineenttund ' consideration of the committee, that instead of 
Anda aught o pa So EY E pucker Sah | completing the wings of the Capitol, they should 
È ea Us ah ea phar erect proper buildings for the Departments, so as 
ing fhe House what is the expense of making such ` ta supersede the necessity of paying $250,000 to 
examinations, aid of appointing such committees) Mr, Winder for his building. This building 
gs have been appointed in this cage, I mean no |) i ae af 
disrespect to the committee whatever; but the at- , 
count of the contingent expenses of the House i longer 
ought to show the expenses attendant upon itsi) Pepi 
own action. This expense ought not to be charged #! 
to the fund for the completion ofthe Capitol. Upon | rer ] that we know not how long the Capitol will 
this ground T think that the amendment ought to | Femna heres, But lonsor short I sav that.ace 
be rejected. P COn CEDIN ar oea 

The question was then taken, and Mr, Masow’s | 
amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FLOYD. I move to increase the expendi- | 
ture $5. We have, during the last year, had an | phia and Baltimore, who desire to quarter their 
expenditure of $50,000,000. Weare caliéd upon | constituents on the Government, make application 
now to pass a deficiency bill, amounting to sev- | directly, and I am willing, as one member of this 
eral millions more, We have an estimate of the: House, limited as my means are, to assist these 
parte for the next year amounting to |. suffering ladies and’ gentlemen; but I object—[ : 


$42,060,000. ; i protest, in behalf of my constituents, against the | 
Mr, ORR. Irise to a question of order. The i 4 uen 


rules of the House require, that when an amend- 
ment is offered, the gentleman proposing to speak | 
upon that amendment mustconfine his remarks to | 
the subject-matter of the amendment. The cen- 
Ueman is not doing it. I made the announcement a 


se 


ne 


for expending four or five millions of dollars to 
' build the wings of the Capitol. 


overament, 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. I had intended | 
to say a word upon this subject; but, at the so- | 
licitation of gentlemen around me, I forbear to say 


i 
aan 

s vf 

more than that Į am opposed to this amendment. | 


i 
4 


important fact, as it presents itself to my mind. | 


which has served all the purposes of Congress for - 
the last thirty-edd years, will serve usa few years | 


I think there is something in the suggestion of, 
, the sagacious gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. CART- | 


i cording to my conceptions, there is no necessity i! 


Let these gentlemen, from the cities of Philadel- i 


quartering of any gentleman’s constituents on this || 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, John Appleton, 
i, Joseph Cable, 
1G, Davis, Daw- 
h, Floyd, 
Howard, 


son, Towushend, and Wildtick—43, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Ashe, Barrerre, Bartlett, Bell, Bennett, Bibighaus, 
Breckinridge, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. 
Brown, Burrows, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis D. | 
Campbell, Thompson Campbell, “Chandler, Chapman, 
Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Coleack, Cottman, 
Cullom, Curtis, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, 
Evans, Ewing, Faulkner, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. 
Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, 
Grey, Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, 
i Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hib 
bard, Qillyer, Holaday, Horsford, Thomas M. Howe, Lves, 
Jenkins, James Johnson, Daniel P. Jones, George W., 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King. Kuhns, Kurtz, 
Leteher, Lockhart, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 
shall, MeCorkle, McDonald, Meade, Miller, Molony, Henry 
i D. Moore, Morehead, Olds, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, 
i Penninan, Perkins, Polk, Porter, Price, Riddle, Robbins, 
|, Sackett, Schoolerait, Scloommaker, David L. Seymour, 
Origen X, Seyniour, smart, Smith, Snow, Stanly, Frederick 
H P, Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, 
‘| Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, Stratton, Stumt, Sutherland, 


it 
41 


Yates-—124. 

So the House refused to lay the joint resolution 
; upon the table. 

‘The question recurring on the adoption of the 
amendment, it was put and the amendment was 
' agreed to. 

The question then was ordering the joint reso- 
ji tudon to a third reading; and, being put, it was 
T go ordered, 

: The joint resolution having 
time, 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved t! 

vious question on its passage. 

: The previous question received a second, and 
ii themain question was ordered to be now put; and, 
: being put, the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to recon- 
i sider the vote bY which the joint resolution was 


t 


n 


en read-a third 


be 


18 


pre- 


“ passed, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon 


the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 
» On motion by Mr. POLK, the House then ad- 
| journed till Monday. 


PETITIONS, ke. 
i The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 
| By Mr. IVES: The petition of Smith Bartlet and 89 
Others, for an appropriation for a survey of the harbor at 
i Cape Vincent, New York. 


i 


745 


Jacob Glossner, and 68 others, citizens of Muskingum 
county, and of Daniel Lanfeaty, Westly Gill, and.10} other 
citizens of Guernsey county, Ohio, praying that the bridges 
at Wheeling may be established as post roads, and permit- 
ted to remain at their present height. 

By Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania: The petition and pa- 

ers of Josep Richards, asking for bounty land belonging to 

. futechinson, a soldier, &c., deceased. ; 

By Mr. GAYLORD: The petition of Lewis H. Green, 
Morrice Jennings, Robert M. Jennings, George 8. GiHiland, 
A. Stone, Benjamin F. Stone, and James McCaddon, deputy 
marshals of Washington county, Ohio, asking additional 
compensation for services rendered in taking the Seventh 
Census. me 

By Mr. SMART: The remonstrance of 150 citizens 
Goose River village, Maine, against the discontinuance 
the light-house on Beauchamp Point. 

By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The petition of John 
Tibbets and 53 others, asking for an appropriation for. build- 
ing a light-house on the west side of the entrance into 
Breck’s harbor, on the coast of Maine. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: The petition of Jeremiah Eskridge, 
of Sussex county, in the State of Delaware, a soldier inthe | 
Florida war of 1834, 735 and °36, praying for an allowancein | 
the nature of arrears of pension. | 

By Mr. GORMAN : The petition of Thomas €. Ashby |} 
and Martin Wines, praying the establishment of a mail | 
route from Bloomfield, in Green county, to Carlisle, in Sul- 
livan county, by the way of Linton. 

By Mr. ASHE: The memorial of C. B. Walletand others, | 
of Cumberland county, North Carolina, against the exten- | 
sjon of the Woodworth patent for planing boards, &c. | 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of Isaac Wood and 172 || 
other citizens of Philadelphia county, asking Congress to | 
pass an act for the further extension of the Woodworth | 
patent. i 

By Mr. ORR: The petition of Waddy Thompson, C. J. | 
Elrord, and 102 other citizens of Greenville, South Carolina, 
against the further extension of Woodworth’s patent for | 
planing boards. 

Ry Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Charles C. Copes, 
Henry R. Copes, Joseph R. Cobb, and 54 other citizens of i 
the county of Philadelphia, praying tor the extension of ; 
Woodworth’s patent for planing boards, &c. 

By Mr. BIBIGHIAUS: The petition of Jacob F. Heir 
and £0 others, citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, 
praying for a modification of the tariff of 1846, and fora | 
capitation tax on all future emigrants, so as to afford a iH 
tariff to American mechanics and laboring men, &e., &e. | 


of | 
of 
C. ij 


i 
i 
| 
i 
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| 
| 
i 
i 


i 


| remonstrating against the further extension of 
|! Woodworth’s patent for a planing machine; which 


Mr. BRODHEAD presenteda resolution of the | 
Legislature of Pennsylvania in relation to Smith | 
O’Brien and his associates; which was ordered to 
be laid on the table and printed. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania against the removal of the Mint from | 
Philadelphia to New York; which was ordered to 
be laid on the tablé and printed. : 


f 
i 
$ 


sylvania in favor of the establishment of a naval 


were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

Also, six petitions of. citizens of the city. and 
county of Philadelphia, praying the extension of 


depét and dry dock on the lake frontier; which i 


W oodworth’s patent for a planing machine; which |: 


were referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 


Also, two petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, |. 


praying an increase of the duties on iron; whic} 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, a memorial of merchants, ship-owners, 
and others, citizens of Philadelphia, praying a 
modification of the law for the reduction of the | 
costs and expenses of proceedings in admiralty; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Erie, Pennsylva- ; 
nia, praying the establishment of anavy-yard and 
dry dock on the lake frontier; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, 


was referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. | 

Also, a petition of citizens of Luzerne county, | 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the further | 
extension of Woodworth’s patent for a planing | 
machine; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Patents and the Patent Office. ra 

Mr. DODGE, of ‘Wisconsin, presented the pe- 
tition of John Bensley, praying indemnity for 
losses and injuries sustained in Mexico previous 
to the war; which was referred to the select com- 
mittee appointed on the subject. . 

Mr. CHASE presented three memorials of as- 
sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
Ohio, praying additional compensation; which 
were ordered to be laid on the table 

Also, è petition of citizens of Belmont county, | 
Ohio, remonstrating against the further extension | 


į 
| 
t 


IN SENATE, 
Mownpay, arch 15, 1852. 

Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieton F. Morean, 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the memorial of 
Russel] & Co., praying remuneration for services, 
and indemnification for losses incurred in trans- 
porting commissary and quartermaster’s stores for 
the troops in New Mexico; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Legislature of New York, against the extension | 
of the patent granted to W. W. Woodworth for 
a planing machine; which were referred to the 
Commitee on Patents and the Patent Office, and 
ordered to be printed, 

sylvania, praying that the transportation of the 
mails on Sunday may be prohibited by law; which |} 
was ordered to be laid on the table. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the United States, 
reraonsiraling against the further extension of 
was referred to the Committee oa Patents and the ii 
Patent Odice. i 

Also, a petition of citizens of Rochester, New į! 
York, praying that the public lands may be 
granted to actual settlers only,and to them inim- ; 
mittee on Public Lands, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD prosented the petition of | 
James G. A. MeKenny, praying the payment of ; 
his claim against Mexico; which was referred to | 
the select committee appointed on H bject. 


Russell & Jones, surviving partners of Brown, | 
| 
Mr. SEWARD presented resolutions of the | 
if 
Also, a petition of citizens of Freeport, Penn- i 
Woedworth’s patent fora planing machine; which 
ited quantities; which was referred to the Com- | 
J 
he su 
Also, the petition of settlers and occupants of | 
Carson Valley and its neighborhood, praying the 
establishment of a territorial government; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 4 
Mr. FISH presented a petition of citizens of |, 
Albany, New York, praying that the bill giving 
further remedies to patentees may became a law; 
which was referred tc the Committee on Patents || 
and the Patent Office. 
Ir. WADE presented a memorial of assistant | 
marshals for taking the Seventh Census in Wash- i! 
ington county, Ohio, praying additional compen- 
sation; which was ordered to be Inid on the table, |, 
Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of ship- 
owners, merchants, and others, of Newburyport, 
Massachusetts, praving that further aid may be 
extended to Collins’s line of steam-ships; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 


i 
4 


i: 
{ 
i 
i} 


Ann Garner, widow of Captain H. Garner, late 


| Worcester county, Massachusetis, remonswaung 


ma 


of Woodworth’s patent for a planing machine; i; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents | 


i! and the Patent Office. 


Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of Lucie |: 


of the Army of the United States, praying that a 
pension may be allowed her, which was referred ; 
to the Commitiee on Pensions. f 

Mr. SMITH presented a petition of citizens of ii 


| 
\ 
i 
t 
{ 
i 


against the further extension of Woodworth 
patent for a planing machine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patentsand the Patent OMee. 

Mr. MANGUM presented the petition ef Ed- : 
ward Rudd, praying compensation for slaves car- | 
ried of by the enemy during the last war with |, 


| Great Britain; which was referred to the Commit- `! 
i the two 


tee on Foreign Relations. 


Also, the petition of Henry A. Wise, aad the! 


lesa! representatives of J. J. Wise, praying com- ar 


pensation for slaves carried of by the enemy: 
during the last war with Great Britain; which was 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Mr. BAYARD presented a petition of ciuzens 
of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the further 
extension of Woodworth’s patent for a planing 
shine; which was referred to the ia” aaa 

on Patents and the Patent Office. 
Mr. WADE presented the memorial of $. 
Spink, assistant marshal for taking the Seveath 


tie 


"H Census in Wood county, Ohio, praying additional 


compensation; which was ordered to “be laid on`. 
the table, ee 

My. DAVIS presented the petition of Lucretia 
Barton, one of the heirs of Jacob Town, deceased, 


2 


| praying that a new warrant may issue, in heu of 


Ly 


one issued to the heirs of said Town for boun 


| tand, and which has been lost: which was referred 


to the Committee on Private Land Claims. . 
Mr. BROOKE presented a petition of certain 

Choctaw Indians, known as “ Bay Indians,” pray- 

ing compensation for reservations of land under 


| the fourteenth article of the treaty of 1830, of which 
| they were forcibly dispossessed; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 
| _ Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Missis- 
| sippi, in favor of the establishment of -certain — 
i mail routes in‘ that State; which were referred to 


H the Committee.on the Post Officeand Post Roads, 
: i ji and ordered to be printed. ; 
Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Penn- |! 


+ Michigan, praying that a grant of lahd may be 
made to the State, for constructing the Oakland” 
and Ottowa railroad; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented the memorial of 
John M. Mullin, praying compensation for ser- 
vices, as messenger in the Penitentiary of the 
, District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
i Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Jacob 


Mr. FELCH presented a petition of citizens.of - 


; Banta, praying authority to locate and enter land 


n virtue of two revolutionary bounty land certifi- 
ates; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. f , 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, submitted a docu- 
ment in relation to the clain.of R. C. Patterson, 
against the Government of Mexico; which was 
referred to the select committee appointed on the 
subject. 

Mr. STOCKTON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of the State of New Jersey, praying Con- 
gress to pass a law to prohibit absolutely the de- 
portation, banishment, orimmigration from foreign 
countries to the United States, of any and all con- 
victs, felons, and paupers, publicly recognized as ` 
such at home in their own countries; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Germantown, 
Pennsylvania, praying a modification of the bounty 
land law; which was referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands. 


COLLINS'S LINE OF STEAMERS. 


Mr. RHETT. Ihave a petition, very numer- 
ously signed by some of the first merchants and 


| ship-owners in the city of Charleston, praying for 


an appropriation in favor of Collins’s line of steam- 
ers. As the petition is very brief, I beg leave to 
read it, 

The petitioners state that it is not as residents 
of Charleston, South Carolina, but as patriotic 
citizens of the United States that they make this 
petitidn. The, Collins line is not a local, but a 
national interest, New York, fram its commer- 
cial position and relations with Europe and this 
continent, happens, indeed, to be the point te and 


from which these magnificent and unequaled 
steam-shins make their trips; but they do not re- 


gard them for that reason, any more properly 
belonging locally to that city, than the general 
Federal revenue, of which so large a proportion is 
collected at that point, can be regarded as belong- 
ing to New York. They say, whatever objec- 
tions of private interest to the object for which 
they petition some of them might possibly enter- 
tain from the rivalries aud competitions of com- 
merce, they cannot but forget all such considera- 
tions in the larger and higher interest with which 
they wplate the great national rivalry, the 
new Pa avalw re now in progress between 
wing maritime countries of the world— 
onarchy as represented in the Cun- 
epublic of the United States in the 
This has risen, by general recog- 


un 


En 


the 


Salies line. 


‘nition in both continents, above the level of any 


personal interests, great or small, into the highar 
character of nationalcontest, in which the national 
more substantial 


pride and honor, as well as th 


‘ interests ally incident to pailonal reputation, 
deenly involved. England sustains, and 

endy to sustain her whatever 

overnment support m iie Tor 


The Colling line has 


PEAN, bs = 
only at the expense of lose to Its owners too rain- 
ous, as is evident, to be farther continued. Waith- 


out the aid now asked for, the American flag must 
t eaase to Ñoat over the noble line of Transatlantic 


am-ships, which evinces so strongly theglorions 


triumphs of American mech engineers, and 
‘navigators. They feel thet this would be a na- 
tional disaster and di ointment. as well as a 


wat it would be beheld 


races aad t 
not less universal than 


national disg 
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: those which pervaded the remotest border of the 
` Union during the period when. the fate of the pid- 
neer vessel of the line, ** the Atlantic,” was the | 
prominent subject of national anxiety and almost | 
national mourning. They therefore petition that 
such amount ôf ‘aid as, on satisfactory investiga- | 
‘tion-may, be found to be necessary for the purpose 
above stated, may be extended to the Collins line 
by Congress. : : 
>I will state that this petition is from the mostre- | 
*“spectable merchants and others in the city of 
Charleston. I have never voted for any appro- 
@ , priation of this kind, nor do Í suppose that 1 shall 
* vote for this; but-it is due to the petitioners, as 
well as. to. myself, to state that during the last 
“fall L was in Europe, and had occasion to see and 
know that the same feeling which actuates the 
petitioners here-upon this subject, very largely 
_ actuates the English people on the other side of 
the water. I present the petition, and move that | 
it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The petition was so referred. i 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was | 


Ordered, That the resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, 
on the fites of, the Senate, relating to the pension claim of 
Silas Messenger, be referred to the Committee on Rensions. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of John R. Jefferson, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. FOOT, it was 


> Ordered, Thatthe memorial of F. Huttmann, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Seneca G. Simmons, on 
the files. of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. ‘ 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the resolutions | 
passed at a meeting of the inhabitants of the town 
of Milton, Wayne county, Indiana, recommend- 
ing a division of the Indian territory of Nebraska, 
and for the removal of certain tribes of Indians, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 

was referred the memorial of John A. Bryan, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a resolution 
for his relief; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 
» Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the petition 
of the heirs of James and Lucy Perrie, submitted 
an adverse report on the same. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which | 


Surveyor General of California, for the survey of 
certain land claims which have been or may be 
presented to the Board of Land Commissioners 
for adjudication under the act of Congress of 
March 2, 1851, to ascertain and settle private land 
claims in California, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration thereof, and that it be 
referred to the Committeeon Public Lands; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which | 
was referred the petition of Maria Taylor, sub- | 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for her re- | 
lief; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. 


Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the |! 


Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial of 
Jehiel Brooks, asking authority to sue the United į 
States for damages sustained in defending his title 
to land in a suit brought againsthim by the United || 
States, submitted an adverse report. H 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public |} 
Lands,to which was referred the petition of James | 
Higginbotham, submitted a report, accompanied || 
by a bill for his relief; which was read and passed | 
to the second reading. The report was ordered to | 
be printed. : | 

He also, from the same committee, to which || 
was referred a memorial of citizens of California, | 
urging an immediate sarvey of the public lands in! 
that State; a resolution of the State of Vermont, { 


in relation to the indigent jnsane; the memorials of 
the Legislature of Alabama, in relation to an ap- 


propiation of land for the establishment of a luna- 
tic asylum, &c.; and the memorial of the Com- 
missioners of the Asylum for the Deaf and Dumb 
at Fulton, Missouri, in relation to.the same, asked 
to be discharged from the further’ consideration 
thereof; which was agreed to... 

- He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of William Woodbridge, 
praying a grant of land, submitted an adverse re- 
port, which was ordered to be printed. f ‘ 

He also, from the same committee, to. which 
was referred. the petition of George W. Dent, in 


-behalf of occupants of land in townships forty- 
| three and forty-four, praying that disposition may 
| be made in conformity with the views of the So- 


licitor and: the Commissioner of the General 


! Land Office, submitted an adverse report, which 


was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the memorial of 


| Thomas Marston Taylor, submitted a report, ac- 


companied by a bill for his relief, which was read 
and passed to the second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLEMENS, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to which was referred the me- 
morial of John B. and Thomas Johnson, for 
reimbursement of expenses in defending a defec- 
tive title to land from ‘the United States, asked to 
bedischarged from the further consideration there- 
of; which was agreed to. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: ` 
Bill for the relief of. the securities of Elijah J. 


| Weed, late quartermaster of marines, deceased; 


Bill for the relief of Nancy Wright; 
Bill for the relief of Robert Jemison and Ben- 
jamin Williamson; 
Bill for the relief of Nathaniel Kuykendall; 
Bill to provide compensation to William Wood- 
bridge and Henry Chipman, for services in ad- 
justing titles to land in Michigan, and for other 
urposes; 
Bill for the relief of Sarah Flinn; 
Bül for the relief of David Osborn; 
Bill for the relief of Thomas D. Jennings; 
Bill for the relief of John McReynolds, of De- 
troit, in the State of Michigan; 
Bill for the relief of Samuel Bray; 
Bill for the relief of Thomas Rhodes; and a 
Bill to grant the right of preémption to settlers 
on the public land known as the Maison Rouge 
Grant, and for other purposes. 


WILLIAM A. CHRISTIAN. 
The engrossed bill for the relief of William A. 
Christian was read a third time. 
On motion by Mr. GWIN, to reconsider the 
vote on the passage of the bill, it was determined 


f A | in the affirmative; and it was ordered to be laid on 
was referred the bill authorizing payment by the || 


the table. . 
GUNPOWDER DEPOTS. 
Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution 
for consideration; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to re- 
port to the Senate any information in his possession touch- 
ing the necessity of establishing suitable depôts for the pres- 


ervation of the gunpowder belonging to the United States, || 


and whether the public service require the establishment of 
such depots. 
MAP OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. CHASE submitted the following resolution 
for consideration; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War communicate to | 
the Senate a inap of the Territory of New Mexico, compiled 
by Brevet Lieutenant J. G. Parke, Cnited States Topo- 
graphical Engineers, by order of Brevet Colonel J. Munroe, 
United States Army, commanding ninth military depart- 
ment. i 
EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL. 


was received by Mr. Hayes, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it had passed the joint. resolution į 
from the Senate to authorize the continuance of 
the work upon the two wings of the Capitol, with 
an amendment, and requesting the concurrence of ! 
the Senate therein. 

The PRESIDENT subsequently said: There 
is on the table a joint resolution which has been 


|| returned from the House of Representatives, with 


an amendment, to authorize the continuance of | 
the work on the two wings of the Capitol. What 
disposition will the Senate make of it? 


Mr. SHIELDS. The proper committee to 


A message from the House of Representatives li 


which that resolution ought to be.referred are not 
now here, nor are they ready to act upon it; and 
as I suppose’there will be no serious objection to 
it, I move that it be taken. up and put upon its 
passage, without being referred tu any committee. 

The PRESIDENT. This‘is a joint resolution 
i which-has been returned fromthe House of Rep- 


to act upon it immediately, or to refer it, as they . 
may think proper. i 

Mr. SHIELDS. It seems to methat it may 
as well be disposed of now. i 


The PRESIDENT. The amendment made by 


clause, and insert the following :` 


“That there be, and is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
| period from which the passage of this resolution to the end 
| of the fiscal year terminating June 30th, 1853, the sum of 
| $500,000, for the continuance of the work on the two wings 

of the Capitol.’” 


i Mr. GWIN. There is nota majority of the 
Committee on Finance in the Senate; and as it is 
a matter that action should be had upon as early 
‘as possible, I will move its reference to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I was going to say that the 
Committee for the District of Columbia is in pre- 
cisely the same condition, There is not a quorum 
of the committee in the city, and that is the reason 
why I think it would be better to pass the measure 
at once. ethic, oe 

Mr. STOCKTON. I move that the Senate 
agree to the amendment. This is a bill of great 
importance, and should be passed forthwith. 

Mr. MASON. I was only going to suggest 
that the resolution appropriates halfa million of 
money. Itisa resolution originating, I believe, 
with the Committee on Finance. x 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Committee on Public 
Buildings. 

Mr. MASON. | This resolution appropriates a 
very large sum of money, and though I dislike to 
throw any obstacles in the way of its passage un- 
necessarily, it seems to me that it should g to its 
appropriate committee. {understand the Senator, 
who desires its passage now, to intimate that there 
| is not a majority of the Committee on Finance 
present at this time. I think there may be a ma- 
jority of the Committee on Public Buildings, which 
is an appropriate committee. g 

Mr. SHIELDS. There is not a majority of 
the Committee on Public Buildings present, nor 
of the Committee for the District of Columbia; 
and, consequently, if the matter is referred to a 
committee, it will remain a Jong time in abeyance. 
It is true it appropriates $500,000, but that is only 
half the amount which the President has called 
for in the civil bill. It extends to the end of the’ 
fiscal year, 1853. 

Mr. MASON. What is the amount in the 
original resolution? ' 

The PRESIDENT. The original resolution is, 
that the Secretary of the Interior may continue in 
employment, for the construction of the wings of 
the Capitol, so many mechanics and laborers as 
| can be properly engaged in the work, and appro- 
priates $10,000 to carry that into effect. As the 
resolution has now come back, it is proposed to 
strike out the sum of $10,000 and insert $500,000. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The original resolution was 
merely temporary. My opinion is, that if we con- 
tinue the work at all, if it be not abandoned en- 
| tirely, now is the best time for these men to go on 
with the work. There cannot be a better season 
| than the present; and surely, if it is not entirely to 
l be given up, we ought to pass this resolution. 
| The work has been neglected long enough. That 
is my view of the matter, and I have no other 
| object in passing it now. As it is to be acted 
upon, I presume, sooner or later, and as this is 
only half the amount which the Executive calls 
for, I take it for granted we may as well adopt the 
resolution now. I understand the question has 
| been Jong and earnestly debated in the House of 
; Representatives, and after having been thus ma- 
| turely deliberated upon, it has been passed. in the 


| shape in which it now comes before the Senate. 
I am aware, Mr. President, - 


= Mr. BORLAND. : t 
' that in rising to say anything on the side of this 
| question which I feel bound to occupy, l place 
| myself ina very ungracious attitude before the 
| Senate—certainly before the galleries, which, to a 
i great extent, are made parties, deeply-interested 


| parties, to this bill and its discussion. 
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resentatives. ` It will bein the power ofthe Senate > : 


the House is, to strike out all after the resolving * 


E 
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And, sir, if I were to consult my feelings and 
my comfort-—— $ i 

A Sexaror. And the galleries, 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes, sir, and the galleries, I 
would now be silent. - f 

Sir, for two weeks past I have been beset daily | 
on my way to and from the-Capitol, not. by per- 
sons advocating the great interests ofthe coun- 
try, or the passage of this bill on account of any 
great public necessity, but by those who—from | 
considerations of personal interest, and in whose 
feelings and wants I most deeply. sympathize— | 
urge its passage as furnishing them employment. | 
That is, in effect, calling upon Congress to convert 
this Government, in the administration of the pub- 
lic funds, into a great-national almshouse, and by 
direct appropriations from the Treasury, to take 
care of the poor—to feed the hungry, to clothe the 
naked. Now, Mr. President, on the score of chari- 
ty—whileI have no professions to make—it is due 
to myself, on this occasion, to say that I believe 
my heart is as warm, and my sympathies as deep | 
and as strong for the poor and the suffering, as 
those of any advocate of this bill; and I trust ham | 
prepared to go as far as any other man, inextending 
all the aid in my power to those who need assist- 
ance. Even, sir, in my legislative capacity, I think 
I have manifested a disposition, upon this floor, to 
go as far as the most liberal sense of public duty 
‘will permit for all objects of real merit. Sir, as 
you know, I have been charged here with a lib- 
erality amounting to extravagance. 

It has been said, that the course I have advo- 
cated in regard to certain measures would bank- 
rupt the Government, if carried out. Sir, what | 
were those measures. to which I refer, and which | 
it was said, if carried out, would bankrupt the 
Government? They were bills for the relief of 
the widows and orphans of the gallant men who 
have fallen in fighting the battles of our coun- 
try; bills to give them the poor pittance of some | 
eight dollars a month, to supply to them some | 
pretence—and a mere pretence it was—as a sub- 
stitute for those means of living which the service 
of the country had taken from them, in taking | 
away, to return no more, their husbands and their | 
fathers. For advocating such measures as these 
I have been charged with extravagance, with ad- 
vocating a policy which would bankrupt the Gov- 
ernment. Sir, to the extent to which I have gone 
before in support of measures such as these I will 
go again, and even further, if necessary; because ! 
in them, and the whole length their policy would | 
carry us, 1 see no sound principle violated and no | 
cause to fear injury to any legitimate interest. | 
The idea of Government bankrupt from such a 


i 
] 
i 
li 


policy is, in my opinion, preposterous. It is not || 


in giving to these widows and orphans the paltry 
sums of eight dollars a month that we will do this 
mischief. It is not by means like these, small in 
their actual amount and limited by the class to 
which they belong, that we are to bring about the 
evils of heavy taxation and extravagant appropri- 
ations of the public money. Sir, I think the Con- 
stitution and our duty, as men and as legislators, 
upon considerations of sound policy, not only per- 
mit but require us to make such appropriations as 
I have mentioned, and to make them liberally. I 
will not go into the reasons now which lead me to 
that conclusion. 

But, Mr. President, I come now to ask, what 
consideration of public policy, what important or 
pressing public interest, what public necessity re- 
quires this appropriation of half a million of dol- 
lars? And especially do I desire to understand 
the reasons which induce its advocates to ask its 
passage upon such short notice; to press itupon us 
in such hot haste; to seek to avoid even the usual, 
the regular, and, in my opinion, the very necessary | 
and proper reference of it to the appropriate com- 
mittee? Sir, the consideration of this subject is 
sprung upon us this morning unexpectedly, and, as į 
I think, in a most extraordinary manner. Formy- 
self, although I have been thinking of it since I| 
heard of its passage in the House on Saturday 
last, it has been only in a general way, and Tam 
not prepared, on the spur of the moment, with the 
facts which belong toand the considerations which 
grow out of it, in a way to do justice to the sub- 


ject or my own views. But compelled, as Lam, : 


to speak—if I speak at all, with my thoughts thus 
crude and unarranged, I shall still speak plainly 
what { do think, and as briefly as I can. 

Mr. President, I will not now go into the ques- 


| floor tell me how it has been used ? 


i 
| 


} 


tion as to whether this extension of the public 
buildings be necessary and proper or not. But T 
think it could be clearly shown.by any- one who 
would take the trouble to investigate it, that it is 
neither propernor necessary. It has been said, I 
know, that the Chambers of the two Houses of 
Congress are notlarge enough. Now, I appeal to 
every one who hears me if thereis any foundation, 
in fact, for such a position? Whoever will look 
around him will find, I think, the Chamber is not 
only large enough now, but likely to be so for 
years tocome. And even if they are not, or shall 
not be, there is room enough within the outside 
walls of this Capito! which, with a comparatively 
small appropriation of money, could be so dis- 
posed of as to enlarge the rooms and improve 
their construction to an extent which would be 
ample, commodious, and comfortable for both 
Houses, with all their increase and all our officers, 
for the next fifty years. . That this is so, and sus- 
ceptible of demonstration, I cannot question, un- 
less I reject the evidence of my senses. 

But, sir, suppose, for the argument, that this 


to be done; how has it been done; how has the 
plan adopted been so far executed; how has the 
money heretofore appropriated been used? I do 
not undertake. to say that this money has been 
improperly expended. But can any one upon this | 
Do we know 
that it has been faithfully, properly, and econom- | 
ically exrended for the purpose to which it was 


appropriated? Sir, lam notan architect; Į am not || 


a stone-mason, nor a builder; but I think I have 


| Morning I saw what was not-Jess ‘significant... I 
‘found some ofthe workmen, trowel..in hand,’ 
‘scraping out that portion of the mortar I had tested 
ii with my boot toe, and replacing it with new mortar. 
l How it may be in the interior of the wall I donot 
i; pretend to know. Thatis what Lfound on the sur- 
ij face. But l learn from the committee that they found 
|i several portions_of the wall filled: in with loose 
; sand, and mortar with little or no- tenacity; and 
j that there are no girders or binders as they are 
| called; so. that the work, thus imperfectly done, 
is liable to be crushed down by the immense 
i! weigħt which, if it progresses, must be placed ` 
| upon it. Now these are statements of gentlemen 
1! in whose integrity I have perfect confidence, and 
| for whose judgment I -have very great respect. 
Again, sir, | have learned that the. stone of 
; which these foundations have been built, has not 
í been subjected to that preparatory test which is 
customary among builders to determine its capa- 
bility to sustain the almost countless tons of weight 
| to be piled upon it. And I have never heard the 


7 
| 
| 
i 
i 


l; statement contradicted, although it hasbeen made 
extension of the Capitol is now required, how is it | 


long ago. Moreover, it isalso stid that this stone 
has been procured from a condemned and rejected 
quarry—that its use was undertakén for . the 
| foundation of the Washington Monument, but 
| being found not to stand the test of strength, it was 
i rejected. These are important points.. | may be 
| raisin formed upon them. If so, I desire correct 


| information, and will be obliged to any gentleman 


i 
l 
i 
i 
| 
i 


j; who will give it to me. 


Such, then, I am left to believe, is the result 
| now before us; such the material, and such the 


seen enough of the manner in which building is | 
usually carried on to authorize me in saying, from | 


what I have also seen of this, that no private man |; 
in this country, not a member of this body, who, | 


with the means of building for himself, would ever 
permit work to be done for him, and at his cost, 
as this has been done. I say not this now of the 
quality of the work, but of the mode in which it 
has been done. I have, in passing through the 
grounds, sir, been unable to avoid seeing the man- 
ner in which this work has been carried on; and 
I do not hesitate to express the opinion that it | 
must have been at an expense from five to ten 


| times as great as any prudent private individual | 


would have incurred in the same quantity and 
kind of work’on his own account. 

And now, a word as to the quality of the work. 
As I said, I am not an architect, nor a stone ma- 
son, and, therefore, have not made a thorough 
examination of this point; so T do not undertake 
to say positively that this work has not been done 
faithfully, and in a workmanlike manner. But 
there is some reason for believing that it has not 
been. This we do know—a committee of the 


examine and report whether it be so or not. I 
have been told, on several occasions, that that | 
committee was salisfied that the work was well 


done; had ceased their examinations, and aban- | 


i 
i 


doned their opposition to the progress of the 


work. Tam authorized to say that this is not the | nme 
‘| aware, to the Constitution or the laws—a sort of 


| na ees: : aes 
|| presidential creation—and sustaining to Con 


case. Itso happens that I am on terms of person- 
al intimacy with the chairman of that committee, 


fied with the work, the very reverse is true; and he 
is convinced that the apprehensions which led to 
the investigation are founded in fact; that from 
actual examination he does not hesitate to pro- 
pounce the work unfaithfully and badly done; 
that the foundations are not built of materials, or 
put together in such manner as to be safe and 
secure for the edifice to be raised upon them. 


Mr. MANGUM. Who is the chairman of 


own personal 
was called to it, as 


a § 
| fess that this astonished me. 


| 


House of Representatives has been appointed to |; pi spe 
‘| Í have been told—if incorrectly, I hope some one 


and 1 learn from him that so far from being satis- || 


i whatever. 1 
| aggregate, the whole amount of the appropriation, 


; manner in which it has been worked up: into 
what is called the foundations of the exten- 
sion of the Capitol, for which we have already 
paid $100,006. Is the work worth the money? [I 

| do not think itis. From ‘the best information I 

i have been able to obtain, and to which I have 

j alluded, it is not only not worth what we have 

; : : : A 

| already paid for it, but, if received and adopted as @ 
| the foundation upon which the superstructure is to 
| be raised, it will be a dead Joss in itself, and will 
| occasion the loss of the millions besides which we 
| shall be called upon to expend in raising that super- 
| structure; for, by the time, or before, the topmost 
stone shall have been set in its place, the whole 
structure, unsubstantial and insecure in its founda- 
! tions-—a house built upon the sand, crushed down 
with its own weight, like those frail edifices built 
for speculation in some of the northern towns, of 
which we frequently read accounts—will tumble to 
| the ground, forming at once a monument of ruins 
to the genius of corruption, and a mausoleum to 
| its dupes. 

| Sir, will or can any one tell me of the manner 

| in which the $100,000 we have heretofore appro- 

ated has been dispensed by and to its recipients? 


f 
i 
| 


| will set me right—that the whole of this amount 
| has been paid out of the Treasury, in sums vary- 
| ing from $5,000 to $20,000, upon the simple order, 
| without the usual vouchers, of the architeci—a new 


i officer of our Government, not known, that. Iam 


ress 
no relations of personal or official responsibility 
And these sums—embracing, in the 


il drawn upon this simple order of the architect, 
‘| without vouchers, except such as he may choose 
i| to furnish after the expenditure—are dispensed at 
i his will and discretion! 
‘| And now, sir, it is proposed by this resolution, 
i hastily, withoutnotice, withoutinvestigation, with- 
j; out even permitting a committee to examine it, to 
| put five times as much as at first—half a million of 

dollars—in the same hands, for a similar purpose; 
i: indeed, a continuation of the very same work, and 
i| to be dispensed in the very same way. 

Mr. BADGER. Will my friend from Arkan- 
sas allow me? 


Mr. BORLAND. 


i 


l 
| 
j 
i 
I 
f 
i 
i 
| 
l 
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hear that. accuracy and‘ propriety have: been ob- 
served in the expenditure of this money. If my 
“friend from North Carolina states this.as a fact, 
within his own knowledge; E-will take it as set-. 
tling that part of the question. = 3 
: Mr. BADGER. Ido not know it; but I have 
understood it to’ be so. - ae as 
- Mr. BORLAND. And T have understood it to: 
‘be quite thé contrary. 1 repeat, if my friend from 
North Carolina would state this as a fact within his 
own knowledge, I -would rely upon it. But being 
stated as a mere matter of opinion, “based upon 
what he has heard, he must excuse-meif I cannot 
take his opinion instead of my own, wheii mine is 
based upon what I consider reliable information. 
. Mr, BADGER. I think the difficulty of my | 
friend is, that hè does not understand the ordinary 
mode in which money is drawn in pursuance of an i} 
order of this kind. Congress appropriates money |; 
tobe applied for a particular purpose, under the i; 
‘direction of the person appointed with that view. |: 
He is the agent to whom Congress has intrusted | 


this business.: He draws the money at once. He | 
does not take vouchers before expending the | 
money; he draws from time to time, and settles ii 
with his vouchers. That is the usual course. All | 
I know about it is, that the act of Congress au- 
thorizes the expenditure of this money, which 
was appropriated last Congress, by the architect 
whom the President shall select for carrying. no 
the work. . We made him our officer or agent to 
disburse this appropriation. i j 
© Mr. BORLAND. I hope it is all true.. Lam 
not well informed on this matter, as my friend 
very. rightly supposes. I am, to a considerable 
extent, ignorant of the details of the expenditure 
of the public money; and Iam thankful, always, 
when a friend will inform me. But, sir, it is for 
that very reason, if there was no other, that Lam 
particular on this occasion, and desire that this 
inatter shall be put in such a form, and made. so 
, clear and intelligible, that even one so dull as my- || 
selfanay understand it, and that the people may i 
know how their money is expended. That I do! 
not and cannot understand these things, is what I | 


complain of—it is an important part of my objec- | 
tion to this resolution. If our legislation be, asit | 
seems to have been in this case, obscure in its | 
terms, loose jn its provisions, and fails to impose 
sufficient. safeguards and restrictions around our 
moneyed expenditures to make them safe, and | 
faithful, and economical, E think it is high time | 
that we should change its character, and bring | 
those expenditures alike within safe bounds, and | 
within our own knowledge; for until we do so, to | 
say the least of it, we not only are not, but cannot |! 
be as careful in the discharge of these duties we 
are sent here to perform, as we should be. 

Now, sir, with all these things staring me in the 
face, whatever may be my feelings of sympathy 
for the laboring men who have been brought here 
to work upon the Capitol, and who now throng 
the galleries tor effect—whatever may be my de- į; 
sire to see them provided with work, and supplied || 
with the means of a comfortable subsistence, I | 
cannot give my vote for this large, and, as I regard | 
it, unnecessary and improper appropriation. i 

But, Mr. President, these, in themselves, are i; 
small things we have been considering—the mere |i 
incidents and indications of larger, vastly larger, |; 
and more important considerations which leen- || 
tirely above and beyond this: resolution, and the | 
particular object to which, upon its face, itis di- f 
rected, The resolution, with its immediate ob- 
ject, is pert of a system—-a small part, Ia 
out yet no less a part, and, though small in 
a very significant part of a system of meas 
which, in my humble opinion, involve the funda- 
mental principles of our Government, and upon the | 
practical interpretation and observance of which, 
depends the weal or wee of this Union, in all ii f 
to come. Although, therefore, I entertain, and i; 
have sought to show serious and insuperabic ob- | 
decBons to the resolution itself, I have availed of |) 
it, mainly, for the occasion it afforded of express- ‘| 

i 
| 


ing my views of the great system of which it is 
the humble, but significant, and, perhaps, because 
small and insidious, the more dangerous type and | 
representative, il 

Sir, there is no concealing or avoiding the fact i 
that fhe dangerous tendency of our system of gov- i! 
ernment, is that towards centrotism and consolida- i 
tion, Iwel know, sir, that in asserting this, I 
but suggest an argument which is ever ‘potential i 


| slowly, but in my opinion, surely been increasing 
An instance of it is |! 


! suitable occasions 


| federal power. ° 
| rupted by a gentleman of the opposite school of 

politics, with this remark: ‘ Sir, if we extend our | 
_ limits as far as you propose, the central fire will 
| nòt be able to warm the circumference of our sys- 
_ tem of government.” And that, I replied, is just 
‘ what I wish to accomplish. 


legitimate fun 


with certain Senators “upon this floor, and with a 


| -certaineschool of politicians throughout the coun- 


try, to. carry them in the very opposite direction 
from that -in which I would be glad to'see. them 
go, and, as I think, the good of: this. country re- 
quires them to go. ‘I know full, well that those 
Senators and that school of politicians to. which 


| I allude, and of which they are the honored lead- 


ers,” need no. other: and no- stronger argument 
to induce them-to support any measure than the 
proof that it ministers to ‘that-tendency I have 
mentioned—to concentrate and consolidate power 
here in this Federal head, at the expense of the 
sovereignty, the independence, the rights, and 
legitimate power of the several States. It is not, 
therefore, in the vain hope of inducing them to 
abandon the resolution, that I have characterized 


by all lawful means, at all hazards, and to the 
last extremity. 

In my opinion, there is no danger of a dissolu- 
tion of ‘this Union, or destruction of the Govern- 
ment, by a flying off of any of its parts. The 
tendency is centripetal, and therein lies the danger. 
The sources of this danger consistin the tendency 


of power, wherever it may be found, whetherin the ! 


hands of individuals or governments, to cumulate 
itself and strengthen its own functions. Begin- 


| ning with the Government, this tendency has been 
;manifested, and, with occasional checks, has 


down to the present hour. 
seen whenever and wherever a power is exercised 
which the Constitution has not granted. If, I re- 
peat, this Union of States shall ever be destroyed, 
this will be the cause. Overriding the Constitu- 
tion, disregarding rights and crushing interests, it 
will ultimately grasp and absorb all the functions 
of all the governments, State and Federal. Tower- 
ing up asa great central power, it will overshadow 
the States, and swallow up their sovereignty; and 


then nothing of Union will be left but its name, | 
while one great consolidated despotism will fill its | 


place. Who will. love, and venerate, and adhere 
to it then? In this way, if ever, this Union may 


| be, nat dissolved, but consolidated and destroyed. 


It may “grow to a pleurisy, and die of its own too 
much.” 

Upon one occasion—and it is my wont upon all 
T was advocating an extension 
of our possessions—aye, sir, an acquisition of 
more territory, believing it to be the best, the 


i most practicable, and the most certain means of | 
giving legitimate strength, and tending to insure | 


perpetuity to our system of government, by en- 
couraging the increase in the number of States, 


| which, by their separate and diversified interests, 
‘will form the best, perhaps the oniy effective | 


counterpoise to the controlling tendency of the 
While doing this, I was inter- 


Į want no “ce 
fre”? which shall have power to extend its h 
to the circumference of cur system. TU want eac 
State to furnish its own fire; and that of each 
uniting with the other, and threwing here upon 
the center a focus of rays of light and heat, give 
that degree of genial warmth and vitality, and no 
more, which may enable this center to perform its 
ne, which, I think, are few and 
fined, with a healthy but not excessive vigor 


fire become so intense as to send its stimulating 


rays to the circumference, it would be but a little 
while before a general conflagration would ensue, 
from being consumed in which no earthly power 
could save our rights, our liberties, and our hap- 
piness. 


These opposite opinions, as to the tendency of 


i two great political parties of the country, and 
draw the line of separation between them. Fuse. 
| these opposite opinions into one, or.obliterate the: 
‘| line I have drawn, and political parties, as distin- 
i| guished by principles, cease to exist. 
|| line, and my course has ever been away from the 
center. J trust never to see those opinions fused 


|! that line well defined and deeply drawn, and the 


more painfully impressed upon every patiiot’s 
convictions, at every turn of the federal kaleido- 


| decency’s sake, say corruption, but—intrigue, and 
l| arrangement, than that this malign, {f had almost 


| gernaut of political morality, is rapidly augment- 
i! ing its power? Who does not see, who is not 


|! made to feel, in some way or other, that this is so? 
|! He who cannot see it, has, in my opinion, already 
i fallen under the curse of ‘* judicial. blindness. ’’ 
i; He who will not see it—I will not say what has 
|; befallen him. . 
Turn back a few 
i| of this Government—only as far back as 1839. 
ii Then, with an expensive war on hand, the coun 
| try thought the Government not only extravagant, 
i| but profligate; and not only censured, but repudi- 
ated and hurled from power the Administration, 
|, because the annual expenditure was $39,000,000, 
|; one third of which, or about $13,000,000, was con- 
i! sumed in that war! Since then, sir, only thirteen 
| years, the expenditures have run up to the enor- 
| mous sum of $52,000,000 ! and that, tco,in a year 
of profound peace with “ all the worldand the rest 
H of mankind.”? And yet, who talks now of ex- 
| travagance? Whorarrays himself against this 
| grest and growing evil? Who raises his voice 
against its present enormity? Who puts forth 
his hand to stay its further and fearful progress? 
| Mr. President, I have listened long and earn- 
| estly for the sound of that voice. I have watched 
ij anxiously and with interest, to see that hand raised. 
i I wished it to be, I hoped it would be, a voice of 
sufficient depth and compass to be heard, like a 
trumpet in battle, from one extremity of our lines 
to the other, rousing the sluggard, nerving the 
j| timid, pushing on the brave to deeds of noble dar- 
ing. 
a hand of sufficient strength, at once to strike 
ii down the ranks of the enemy, but, within our own 
i| lines, to ‘drag up drowned honor by the locks,” 
But, sir, I have listened, I have watched in vain. 
| I had hoped that ‘ some older and better soldiér’* 
| than myself would have waged this battle for the 
‘right. Ihave hoped in vain. Alas, sir, my voice 
li is net lond,and my hand is not strong. And while 


ral | I well know that I am not by age, service, or posi- 


ion, entitled to take a prominent position, and es- 
pecially not anthorized to speak for the great party 


| 

| the faith that ig in me.” 

| Tam aware, sir, that many, perhaps all, who are 
| here, belonging to the same party as myself, have 
b 


i resolution, this body appropriated 45,000 out of 
i the contingent fund, for an object which at best 
| was questionable, and T raised my voice against 
‘it, as in my opinion, disregarding the Constitution 


i 

| for them. Sir, the other day, when, by a simple 
i 
i 
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our system of government, which I have attempted © 
to delineate, do, in my opinion, characterize the 


I have | 
k always stood upon the Democratic side of thig 


into each other, and loose their distinctive and an- 


| scope, here at this well-spring of—I will not, for . 


| said, this obscene, instrumentality, this very Jug- ~, 


J desired it to be, and I trusted it would Le,, 


ks 


2 


pages of the political history, ; 
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and the usual forms of law, I was told it was too 
small a matter to raise objectionson. Sir, on that 
occasion, as upon this, I contended for a principle 
which is of the same character and force.and ob- 
ligation, whether it be involved in the appropria- 
tion of $5,000 or $5,000,000, or every dollar in the 
Treasury. : Oy - : 

And now, Mr. President, in view of all I have 
said, I have some questions to ask, and I trust I 
shall not be deemed too presumptuous in asking 
them. Ido not put them.to our Whig friends. Í 
know they are immovable, by anything I can say, 
on such asubject. But I put them to the Democrats. 

That the evil tendency I have described is in 
operation and actively at work, there is no doubt, 
and just as little that its means are accumulating, 
and its power augmenting every day. 

What, then, I ask, is the position, the duty, 
and the responsibility of the Democratic party 
hefore the country? ‘The people of the country 
have already asked these questions, and in their 
own minds, doubtless, have determined what the! 
answers should be. In my opinion, it is high tim® 
that we, too, were addressing ourselves tothe 
business of answering them—not in words merg , 
butinaction. .Wehave pledged ourselves to them, 
upon certain doctrines, and they have sent us here | 
as the exponents of their principles, and the guar- 
dians of their resulting rights and interests. Itis 
by a course of action, therefore, in practical legis- 
lation that we are to redeem our pledge and jusufy 
their confidence. i repeat the question—what is 
the position of the Democratic party before the 
country?--what are its duties and responsibili- || 
ties? 

A. short timesince, there was before the country, 
and occupying the minds of the people, a most || 
exciting subject; and out of that grew an issue— | 
in my opinion, an illegitimate issue. The storms || 
of agitation which were raised upon that, have 
now, ina great measure, subsided; leaving the time- | 
honored, and trial-tested principles and doctrines 
of Democracy alike unimpaired in their integri- 
ty and strength, and strikingly triumphant in the 
general policy of the country, as claimed by our || 
own party, as conceded (per force, ae by |; 
the Whigs, and admitted by all, in theory. I think |! 
the present time, therefore, is peculiarly propiti- 
ous for an effort, a united, and earnest, and vig- 
orous effort on our part, to make the administra- 
tion of the Government, in all its branches, con- 
formin practice to what we hold to be the theory |! 
of its principles. Not only is the time propitious || 
for such an effort, but, in my opinion, is filled to |, 
repletion with those circumstances and considera- į 
tions which not only require it at our hands as a 
duty, but will make its success both certain and 
brilliant. This effort must consist in a grand rally 
in opposition to. the. general evil tendency of the 
Government, I have delineated—centralism; and di- 
rected particularly against that prominent element 
of it, now so actively in operation—the extravagant 
expenditure of the public money. Upon the issue 
thus to be raised, I doubt not we can unite not 
only all Democrats, but, leaving politicians out of 
view, the masses of honest men of every party. 
And what will, what must, be the result? I un- 
hesitatingly answer—an overwhelming majority, 
of course, in our favor! Who can doubt it? 
While the sportsmen, of whatever sect or profes- 
sion, although somewhat formidable in numbers, 
activity, and concentration of forces, will stand 
revealed, exposed, and powerless for harm. 

Mr. President, not only are our principles in 
the ascendant throughout the country, but we 
have a decided and acknowledged majority in bath 
Touses of Congress. And yet, sir, what do our | 
opponents tell us? What does the official organ 
of this Whig Administration flout in our very i; 
faces? Sir, they tel) us that we are not true to |; 
our professions; that, with ‘all our numerical i 
strength in the halls of Congress, we tremble in į; 
our shoes, and dare not array ourselves against | 
the policy of the Whig Executive at the other and 
of the avenue. We are taunted with what is 
claimed to be a fact-~that we are dependent upon 
a Whig President and Cabinet for our policy—a |; 
policy, too, that, in a time of profound peace, has | 
run the moneyed expenditures of this Government : 
up to 852,000,000 a year! If we submit longer n 
to this, how are we placed before the country?) 
Will it not be an abandonment of the high ground |; 
we have heretofore occupied as a party? Vil it |, 
not be tantamount to a confession that we have i 


Í 


f able our friends to do it for us, we must no longer 


| to be beaten. 


| them all. Why, for instance, did you oppose a 


i country and different industrial pursuits, but | 


_all its dependencies by. means of large patronage 
{i which does not bless, but actually curses, those 
| who give as well as those who receive? I have 
; never found a Democrat to dispute this with me. 


| to our professions? The people will hold us to 


‘not been governed by principle ourselves, and 
have been unfair in charging want of principle 
upon our opponents? : ; 

In view of all this, L will ask any Democrat, 
when he goes before the country in the contest 
for which all of us are so busily girding ourselves, 
now what issue will he arraign his Whig oppo- 
nent upon? Upon what ground will he say we 
must put the Whigs out of power—that the inter- 
est of the country requires that they should no 
longer hold the helm? What will he say when 
the’ Whig rises up and demands, ‘‘upon what 
issue??? Oh, sir, this will bea posing question 
to him who has to answer it for his party, unless 
we, by our action here, give him a better answer 
than I fear he can derive trom our present attitude. 
Sir, if we would fight the battle ourselves, or en- 


sit quietly and humbly here, and slavishly legislate’ 
in obedience to estimate-deerees of the Whig Fed- 
eral head at the other end of the avenue. 

Mr. President, the theater upon which it is my 
fortune to play my part at home, compared with ; 
that of other Senators, is limited in extent. My | 
State is sparsely populated. We have but four | 
electoral votes. Yet so strong is the sense of po- | 
litical responsibility that 1 feel, that I am as anx- 


ious to place myself, as. the representative of my |! 


party at home, right upon the record, and stand 
before my.constituents upon the true Democratic 
platform in practice as well as theory, as if we | 
gave four hundred votes instead of four. 

Sir, 1 repeat, that if we expect Democratic can- 
didates for elector or any other position in the į 
party ‘to go fairly before the people and fight our 
battles successfully, we must, not in profession, 
but by our action here, give them ground to stand | 
on, and something to say. If we do not, we will | 
be beaten; and worse than that, we will deserve | 


. 


All the great political battles of the country, į 
from the foundation of our Government, have | 
been fought upon the same general issue that I | 
l now suggest. Talk about specific or other is- 
sues as you may, they all resolve themselves into 
this in the end. It is the fundamental issue of 
protective tariff? Was it not because, first, it op 
erated. unequally upon different sections of the 


mainly because it was supposed to raise too 
much revenue, which, engendering extravagant | 
expenditures, would corrupt thefGovernment and | 


Have I nota right, then, as a Democrat, to ask 
of you, as Democrats, to stand up in pracuce 


this responsibility. There is only one way in 
which we can meet it properly and successfully. 
I think L have indicated that with sufficient clea 
ness. ` 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would ask the honorable 
Senator to give way for a moment. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will have done in a mo- 
ment. Myr. President, when we find one of these 
large appropriations, placing money uncondition 
ally at the disposal of a political opponent of a 
majority of the two Houses of Congress, we find 
also a disposition to vote upon them without in- 
vestigation. Fdo not say, that Senators who are 
advocating this course, have not investigated this 
particular matter; but they ought to remember that 
if they have done so, there may be others who 
have not. One of these 

Mr. CLARKE. If the honorable Senator will 
allow me one moment. I desire to move to post- 

one the consideration of this subject until to-mor- 
row. It is aneof very great importance. The 
honorable Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] it 


is weil known, was entitled to the floor to-day |! 
ipon another subject. The time is passing away, |: 


and it will be almost impossible for him to occupy | 
t. The bill, upon which he proposes to speak, is : 
a great and important one, and of very essential | 
consequence to many gentlemen in the Senate. [, | 
therefore, with the 


postpone the further consideration of this subject. | 
{ desire to be heard upon it ns does the honorable | 
Senator from North Carolina. If the debate goes | 


on, the day will be consumed by it; and I therefore 


appeal to the Senate that itis due, in courtesy to |) 


Si 


Senator’s leave, will move to |; 


|i the Senator from Michigan, that the postponement: 
i should take place, in order.to give him an-oppor- 
|| tunity to speak to-day. We all must know that’ 
i! this subject. has. been unexpectedly sprung upon. 
i us at this time; I move, therefore, that ‘its further: 
consideration be. postponed until to-morrow. 

‘Mr. BORLAND. ‘J will agree to what=the’ 
| Senator says; but permit. me to'say’why.: It is” 
| knowh to the Senate that E did not willingly en- 


|| gage in this discussion. “I did. not wish the reso- 


lution. to be taken up for consideration to-day; but 
it was taken up and its immediate passage called 
for. -I was opposed to it; and [felt that if-Ldid ` 
not make my opposition then, there would’ be 
no opportunity for me to do so; I was unwil- 
ling that the vote should be taken, before I ex- 
presséd my views upon the subject. No one is 
more anxious to hear the Senator from Michigan 
than I am; ne one will listen to him with more 
pleasure; no one feels a greater desire for the pas- 
sage of the bill-he proposes to advocate. I will 
have accomphished the object which I have in view 
by agreeing with theSenator from Rhode [sland in 
i haying this postponed. It is. what { desired at 
first; I, therefore, am accommodated now: 
L Mr. MANGUM. I am not disposed to inter- 
‘pose any obstacle to hearing the Senator. from 
Michigan. . Will the Chair be so obliging as to 
inform me what was the motion pending before 
the last one was made? : ; 
| The PRESIDENT. There was no motion. 
The question under consideration was as to con- 
curring with the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the joint resolution. The motion 
| is now made to postpone the further considera- 
| tion of the subject until to-morrow. 
Mr. MANGUM. The question upon which 
i the Senator from Michigan desires to speak is the 
| Towa land bill? 

The PRESIDENT. 
| special order. 
; Mr. MANGUM. 1 had very much hoped that 
! that bill would have been brought to a conclusion’ 
| to-morrow. Tam rather unwilling to occupy the’ 
| time of the Senate on the subject now before us, 
‘but so many remarks have been made, by the 


Yes, sir; and it is the 


|| Senator from Arkansas, not immediately rele- 


yant—im mediately, I say—to the question, that I 
feel inclined to offer g very few remarks myself, 

Mr. CASS. I will observe that, as to my going 
on to-day, it is a matter of perfect indifference to 
me. What litle I have to say, I can say in avery 
short time. I am prepared to do as the Senate 
pleases. : 

Mr. MANGUM. I hope we will have a vote 
to-morrow on the Iowa bill. I will sit until twelve 
o’clock at night to get a vote, and it is the only 
way you can get it. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 


ii North Carolina understand that the motion is to 


postpone the joint resolution now before the Sen- 
ate, until to-morrow? $ : 

Mr. MANGUM. Yea, sir; [ understand that 
is the question. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I understood the Senator 
from Arkansas to give way for the purpose of per- 
mitting the motion to be made to postpone. If 
the debate goes on, he is entitled to the floor still. 

Mr. MANGUM. The Senator from Arkansas 
: yielded the floor. i 
|” Mr. BORLAND. I yielded it only to have that 
; motion made. R 

Mr. SHIELDS. I hope the joint resolution 

will be postponed until to-morrow. When } made 
ithe motion to take it up, I had no idea that it 
: would occupy fifteen minutes. T certainly should 
| not have made that motion, if I had thought it 
; would occupy the time itis likely to occupy. I 
‘wish it now by all means to give way to the Sen- 
| ator from Michigan, and I ask my friend from 
i North Carolina to. give way for that purpose. 
|” Mr. MANGUM. Iwill interpose no obstacle 
: to hearing the Senator from Michigan. 
Mr. BORLAND. It is true, as was stated, 
‘that I gave way to a motion to postpone, and not 
‘for any other purpose. I did it as en act of cout- 
tesy. The question ia not postponed; and f un- 
derstand that if one who is speaking yields the 
floor for a partieular motion, and that: motion 1s 
not agreed to, he goes on with the subject-matter 
of his remarks, and continues the debate. Eo 

The PRESIDENT. Strictly speaking, that is 
= not the case. 
| Mr. MANGUM. 


1 will repeat what I have 


i 
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already stated, that I will interpose ño obstacle to 
hearing thë Senator from Michigan, and IT will re- 
sume my seat aftér making a singleremark or two, 


and touching a single point having no inamédiate- 


relevancy to the bill under consideration. i have 
been greatly gratified to see a young Goliath step 
forth-to endeavor to correct the~practice of this 
Government, -He is.ameniber of the party which 
has entire control over the legislation of this body, 
and of the other House. I hope, sir, that the 
lecture which he has given his associates will pro- 
duce a good effect. 


-Government was, far departing from its ancient 
principles and. practices. | 
marks were unfortunately misapplied to the Whig 


head atthe other end of theavenue. Has the alle- 


gation or imputation been made that a cent has yet 
been expended which was not authorized and di- 
rected by an appropriation?» `I have heard no such 
allegation—none such can be made. I hope that 
the Senator and his associates on his side of the 
Chamber will endeavor to see the Government re- 
stricted to economy, and retracted in its expenses 
to his favorite Jeftersonian standard. I desire to 
see it. Why, sir, within my time—and I am yet 
a young man, as well as you, Mr. President, 
[{laughter}—one Administration was put out of 
power for the immense and monstrous expendi- 
ture of $13,000,000 a year. Under its successors 
the. expenditures. amounted to $39,000,000 or 
$40,000,000, and they have now run up to 
$50,000,000. Whose fault is it? If we had a 
General Jackson here, who. could control his 
troops, he would, in some degree, be responsible; 
but the case is different when we have a President 
whose political friends are in a minority in both 
branches of the Legislature. I hope my friend 
from Arkansas will bring to his assistance a suffi- 
cient number of the Democratic. party to retract 
the Government to its ancient. and economical 
practices. I have seen, or suspect I have seen, in 
the course of my service here, a little difference 
-between profession and practice. Economy is a 
beautiful thing to be professed; it is a toy that 
tickles the ear of the farmer and the thrifty citi- 
zen in the country, who has a few pennies in his 
pocket, which he-desires to keep from the grasp 
of rapacious office and job-seekers; they are not 
to be taken and paid for the bread of those who 
will not earn it. Butlet us seea little of the prac- 
tice. I hope the honorable Senator will bring up 
his troops. He is a young commander, but has 
had experience i 

Mr. ATCHISON. Icall the honorable Sena- 
tor from North Carolina to order, in the first place, 
because he is making a speech, when the Senator 
from Arkansas has the floor, and in. the second 
place, because he has noright to advise the De- 
mocracy. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. Maneum] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MANGUM. I will not attempt to do so 
absurd and useless a thing as to advise the great 
and wise and ecohomical Democracy. I think that 
they will not learn wisdom from advice, proceed- 
ing from such a quarter; yet it might not be wholly 
thrown away if they were to hear it and act upon 
it. [admit that, under the Democratic rule, the 
Government has run up toa degree of expendi- 
ture unexampled in the history of the country. I 
am glad to see one stern, gallant, and intrepid 
man—though comparatively a young member— 
step forward and lecture his seniors. I hope the 
will profit by it. I hope the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States will profit by it. I hope the people of 
the country will profit by it. Sir, I have wit- 
nessed a great deal of this profession. I have re- 
cently heard of an eminent gentleman, who has 
my highest respect, a gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, saying that the Government ought to be 
brought back to the old Jeffersonian. days. But 
when [looked at him mounted in his saddle, with 
his spurs on,-ready to run the next presidential 
race, I thought that extravagance and spoils would 
distance him. I admit that the whole system is 
tending to corruption, and I fear it is ultimately 
to uproot the institutions of the country from its 
ancient principles. Extravagance can beat Econ- 
omy any day in a public race. The spoils, the 


$50,000,000 that are to. go into the pockets of the | 


office-seekers—seekers of jobs and all the et cetera 
—afford the means by which the public money can 
be taken from the public purse and be put intoin- 


I have believed, and I am‘ 
sure you have. believed, for along time that the | 


But the. Senator’s re- | 


“dividual purses. Sir, you and J, though yet young 
men, have lived long enough to have witnessed an 
every day’state.of things that pass here as a mat- 
ter of course; things that. are sustained by our 
Democratic friends everywhere;. things that are 
now: passed ås a matter. of course, which, thirty 
years ago,-would not have ‘received. a second 
thought.m either branch of the Legislature. 

-L_commend the. example and the advice of. my 
friend from Arkansas to his Democratic brethren. 
I hope they will profit by his counsels. .I hope 
the country: will be benefited: by them, - As faras 
Ican,in‘a very humble way, I hope to put my 
shoulders to.the wheel and cordially coéperate with 
him. I -gaid-I only wanted to express my. gratifi- 
eation at the remarks of the-honorable Senator, 
and to-congratulate the Democracy that so gallant, 
so stern, so intrepid a.man has been found who 
will come forward and lecture -the evil-doers who 
have been squandering the publicmeans. I think, 
though, the lecture was wrongly applied, as re- 
gards the other end of the avenue. Any money 
that is paid out, is paid out under the warrant of law. 
I suppose my friend would not have the Executive 
do otherwise than that. Whatever may be said 
of the present Executive, any.assumption of doubt- 
ful power, any usurpation of power, anything that 
exceeds the Constitution and statutes, cannot be 
imputed to him, successfully at least. A more 
abiding and subservient. Administration to the 
laws and Constitution, this country has not pro- 
duced since the days of Washington. But I am 
not going into that now; I have no feeling for it 
now. But I will ask the Senate to indulge me, 
on a future occasion, to review a few of the very 
excellent propositions ‘which have been thrown 
out by the Senator from Arkansas, and let us 
compare notes, running back thirty or forty years. 
It may be useful; for really we seem to have for- 
gotten, in the possession of power, as the Demo- 
cratic party is, in both branches of Congress, the 
point for which we set out. We know not where 
we are. 
ocratic gales, which are blowing us whether upon 
rocks or quick-sands, | know not. Sir, I hardly 
think that those Democratic galés will bring the 
party into porton thenext trial. I think we havea 
horse in training, which, if we put him in a good 
condition and have him well mounted, without too 
many officious grooms, will not only beat in the 
next presidential sweepstake any that may be 
brought to the post against him, but throw his 
competitor far behind even the distance flag.. I 
give way that the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan may proceed with his speech. I shall vote 
for the postponement of this subject. T hope the 
Senate will indulge me on some convenient occa- 
sion to review, atmore length, the excellent speech, 
and still more excellent doctrines, of the Senator 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. BORLAND. I wish to say one word, lest 
the remarks of the Senator from North Carolina, 
kindly intended, T have no doubt 

Mr. MANGUM. They were. 
respect for the Senator. 

Mr. BORLAND. —should place me in a false 
position Before the country and before my party. 
He has represented me here as a Goliath. I had 


I have great 


j rather, on this occasion, and on any other occa- 


sion, occupy, as far as my humble ability wouid 
permit me, the position of David, who was a very 


small individual, and very feeble in himself, but | 


in whose hands, when inspired with truth, and 
in a just cause, with his simple instrument of a 
sling, the pebble of truth was successful in strik- 
ing the Goliath of the enemy. 


long. 
and I am too young a Senator, to undertake to 
stand up here and assume the position of a leader 
or lecturer of my party. I am an humble soldier 


l 
| 


in the ranks. I simply rose to speak of the.mo- 
tives and considerations which govern me, and to 
express, not so much for Senators as for my con- 
stituents—for I believe we all speak somewhat for 
Buncombe—the ground upon which I stood, and 


to show them that not only had I made these | 


pledges, and fought the battle with them at home 
upon these principles, but that | have felt, as their 
representative, it my duty to fight the battle upon 
this more elevated and more extended field. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


RAILROADS IN IOWA. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the! 


We are upon the broad sea, under Dem- į 


; ought to be passed. 


Whole, the consideration of the bill granting the 
right of way-.and ‘making a .grant of land to the 
State of Towa to aid -in the construction of certain ` 
railroads in said State, the pending question being 
on the amendment of Mr. UnpERwoop. a 
Mr. CASS rose and addressed the Senate for 
nearan hour in favor of the bill, and was followed, 
by Mr. DOWNS on the same:side.. . . 
. Mr. BRODHEA D addressed the Senate against 
the. bill. i a i 
{These s 
dix.] 
After Mr. Bropreap concluded, | 
. The Senate adjourned.. 


peeches will be found in the Appen- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 15, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Lirtieron F. Morean. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in orderis 
the gall of the States for petitions. 


ADDITIONAL PAGES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Task the unan- 
imous consent of the House to offer the following 
resolution. 

It was read for information, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be author- 
ized, with the consent of the Speaker, to appoint three ad~ 
ditional pages.on the floor of the House, y 

There was no objection, and the resolution was 
‘introduced. Sy oe ` Da i 

Mr. JOHNSON. | I will state, with regard to- 
this. resolution, as it is one introduced by myself, 
that I have offered it for the purpose of facilitating 
the business of the House, and for the convenience 
of the members. There are but twelve pages on 
the floor of the House, under the existing resolu- 
tion; yet that number has to wait upon the two 
hundred and thirty-seven members and delegates 
in this House. To judge of this matter, on the 
grounds of necessity and economy, as we may 
do in some measure by reference to the state of 
things in the other branch of Congress, I will 
state that that body have eleven pages to waitupon 
only sixty-two gentlemen. Now, if we were to 
have upon that basis a number in proportion to 
the number of gentlemen upon whom they have 
to wait, we should have forty-two pages upon this 
floor instead of twelve. I ask now whether, un- 
der this state of facts, itis unreasonable that this 
House should have. fifteen pages? It is the expe- 
rience, at least, of those occupying the back seats, 
if not those upon the front seats, that they have 
very often to wait a quarter of an hour before they 
can get a page to attend upon them, upon matters 
connected with the public business. It is very 
often even found necessary to send upon the busi- 


| ness of the members one of the door-keepers who 


is placed to guard the entrance of this Hall. Un- 
der these circumstances, I believe that the resolu- 
tion, increasing the number from twelve to fifteen, 
[call the previous question 
upon the passage of the resolution, and upon that 
motion demand tellers. ; 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kine, of 
New York, and Crineman were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 78, noes 28; no quorum voting. 

Several Mempers. Call the roll! 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule by which 


l: the roll can be called in the House. 
I did not rise for | 
; the purpose of lecturing the party to which I be- 
My position in the country is too humble, } 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present certain resolutions 
from the Legislature of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I should like 
to know what disposition has been made of the 
resolution. - 

The SPEAKER. There can be no business 
transacted until it is ascertained that there is a 
quorum present. , 
` Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move tolay the 
resolution on the table, and upon that motion I 
call the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to know how 
the gentleman from Tennessee can make that 
motion ? A 

The SPEAKER. According to the regular or- 
der of proceeding, it must first be ascertained 
whether there is a quorum. 

[Cries of ‘* Recount!” 4 Recount H?) 


cs 
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The SPEAKER. With unanimous cong 
another count may be had. 

There was no. objection, an 
resumed their places. 

The question was again taken, and th 
reported—ayes 106, noes 25. ; 

So the previous question received à second; and 
the main question was then ordered to be put. f 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. - I now movè to 
lay the resolution on the table, and upon that mo- 
tion I demand the yeas and nays. = 7 4 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I beg to ask 
the gentleman from Tennessee whether there is 
any difference between voting against the passage 
of the resolution, and voting to lay it upon the 
table? Let him call the yeas and nays upon the 
passage of the resolution, if he desires them. 

Mr. JONES. I have no objection to that. If 
_ the gentleman desires it, I will withdraw the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table, and call for the yeas 
and nays upon the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the quég 


ent: 


d the tellers again 


é tellers 


tion being taken, the result was—yeas 75, haya 


91—as follows: 

YEAS-- Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, William Apple- 
ton, Ashe, Bartlett, Bennett, Bibighaus, John H. Boyd, 
Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. 
Brown, George H. Brown, Burrows, Busby, E. Carrington 
Cabell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Coti- 
man, Cullom, Dawson, Doty, Duncan, Edmundson, Henry 
M. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Gorman, Haws, Henn, Holla- 
day, Thomas M. Howe, James Johnson, George G. King, 
Martin, McCorkle, McDonald, Morrison, Nabers, Newton, 
Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Penniman, 
Porter, Price, Savage, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Seud- 
der, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, St. 
Martin, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, 
Thurston, Wallace, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch, Al- 
exander White, Wilcox, and Williams—75. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, Averett, Bab- 
cock, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Beale, Bocock, Joseph 
Cable, Lewis D; Campbell, Caskie, Churchwell, Clark, 
Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Daniel, John G» Davis, Dim- 
mick, Dockery, Dunham, Durkee, Edgerton, Ficklin, Fitch, 
Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Puller, Gaylord, Giddings, 
Goodenow, Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Harper, [sham G. Har- 
ris, Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, Haven, Hendricks, Hib- 
bard, Hillyer, Horsford, Houston, Howard, Thomas Y. 
How, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, John Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Gandry, Letcher, 
Lockhart, Mason, MeLanahan, McMullen, McNair, 
Meacham, Meade, Miller, Millson, Molony, Jolm Moore, 
Murray, Olds, Peaslec, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Riddle, 
Robbins, Ross, Smith, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Abr’m P. 
Stevens, Stratton, George W. Thompson, Townshend, 
Tuck, Watkins, Wells, Wildrick, and Woodward—91. 

So the resolution was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move to reconsider the vote 
just taken, by which the House rejected that res- 
olution. 

I make that motion for the purpose of stating 
to the EIouse a few facts in relation to this matter. 
I do not believe the House fully understand that 
resolution, or they would not refuse to pass it. I 
will prelude that statement, however, by saying, 
that during my connection with this or any pre- 
ceding Congress, I have never refused, by my 
votes, to take my share of the responsibility in 
giving to this House, and to its business, every 
facility that could possibly be required. 1 do not 
fear, in going before my constituents, being at- 
tacked upon the subject of mileage, or the passage | 
of any pitiful object of expenditure like the pres- 
ent, for the convenience of the members of the | 
House, for which some gentlemen seem so fearful 
to vote. 

Now, under the present law of the House, as | 
I remarked on introducing this resolution, we have 
twelve pages, while we have two hundred and 
thirty-seven gentlemen to be waited on. Boys have 

~ been recalled from the folding-room attached to 
this House, where they ought to be attending to 
their appropriate duties, to perform the duties le- | 
gitimately belonging to the pages of the House. 
But in addition to this, itoften happens—as every 
gentleman here has seen, or, at least, I have the | 
testimony of those who have seen—that there are 
times, for a quarter of an hour, when you cannot | 
find a single, solitary page upon this floor. 

Now, if gentlemen will not vote this addition 
of three to the number of pages, increasing the 
whole number from: twelve to fifteen, it must be 
from some mistaken idea in regard to the economy 
of the measure. Some gentlemen decline to vote 
for this resolution for that reason, and yet I will 
venture to say, these same gentlemen will send off 
the pages from the House to various parts of the 
city to attend to their own private business, and 
then say we have enough. We have not enough, 


sir... I do not object. to their sending them upon | 
their own private business; for they are here for | 
that purpose, iy order that the gentlemen them- 
selves -may retain their seats in the Hall and 
attend to the public business. But twelve of these 
men have only to send each a page to attend to 
his own business, and there is not one left upon 
.the floor. ca 

There is another inconvenience connected with 
the subject.’ It ‘is this: Members who are here 
must be served. And when they cannot find a 
page, a doorkeeper is the next best man, and the 
very officer whois placed here for the maintenance 
of order in this Hall, is sent away from his posi- 
tion to. do the business of a single member. 

Under these cireumstances, an increase of force 
is asked, and of how many? Why, of three. I 
have mentioned in regard to the Senate. I know 
thatall kinds of reproaches have been dealt against 
the Senate on account of extravagance, but it is 
impossible that they should be. so utterly unrea- 
sonable in this matter. But if you will go into 
that Hall, you will find that with sixty-two mem- 
bers only, they have eleven pages to serve them. 
Then come into this Hall, and- you find that.with 
two hundred and thirty-seven members and dele- 
gates, and with.a much greater area to travel over, 
we have but twelve pages. Now, work it out by 
the rule of three, if you please, and you will find 
that upon the senatorial basis of eleven pages to 
sixty-two, it would give us, for the two hundred 
and thirty-seven members, forty-two pages. Why, 
sir, there were formerly but eight pages allowed to 
this House. Mr. John Quincy Adams, during 


resolution, which was passed, to increase the num- 
ber four, that is, from eight to twelve. This was 
rendered: necessary by the increase of members, 
and business. 

As Í remarked in the outset, I have made this 
motion to reconsider for the purpose of setting 
these facts before the House, and for the purpose 
of showing that it is reasonable that these addi- 
tional pages‘should be appointed. Now, I hope 
gentlemen will give every vote that is necessary to 
facilitate them in their business, and to extend that 
convenience to the members which the circum- 
stances of the case render necessary, and that it 
will not again be rejected from any pitiful notion 
of economy. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. For the infor- 
mation of the members of the House, I will state 
that two of the boys acting upon this floor as 
pages, are not pages in point of fact. They stay 
i here by the mere permission of the doorkeeper. 
| They are connested with the folding-room, but 
| they were needed here, and they were brought 
i here accordingly. They are not authorized to be 
here by any existing resolution of the House, and 


they think proper. If gentlemen suppose that 
there are more boys than ought to be here, then 
they need not pass this resolution. - But if these 
boys stay here, and are necessary for the con- 
venience of the members, then let them x covered 
by this resolution. If they are not proper boys, 
why, as a matter of course, the Doorkeeper and 
Speaker will dismiss them, and put others in their 
places. T wish it to be understood that if the 
resolution is voted down, you subject yourselves 
to the inconvenience of having two of the boys 
now here withdrawn. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. 


remarks of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr 
Jounson} apply to me. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
| from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] that I did not desi, 


; CESEN 
to apply any portion of my remarks to him. If 
he has understood it so, he is mistaken. 


so intend. He has been here a sufficient length of 
time to know, at least, that I am not in the cate- 
| gory of those who dodge responsibility—of thos 
' who vote against a measure because a clamor may 
' be raised in their district for voting for a measure 


i perhaps not one in a hundred of my constituents 
| know how many pages there are upon this 
i floor. I do not know that there is even that 
iF number of them who know that we have pages. 
| [Laughter.} 

i subject menti 


his last term in this House, I think, introduced a | 


are therefore not entitled to compensation. They | 


may be sent away, or withdrawn, at any moment |; 


I have not, sir, |: 
obtained the floor because I feel that any of the: 


I will say to the gentleman 


Mr. JONES. I knew the gentleman could not | 


| to which the constituency. may be opposed. Sir, | 


I am certain I have never heard the i| of pages. 
oned by any candidate in my dis- | 


trict, or. any of that class of subjects. Certainly I 
have never alluded to them, and perhaps I have-as. 
little to fear or to anticipate as any- one else, from - 
his constituents upon this subject. -F have. the: 
proud consolation to know, whether deservedly or 
not, that 1 have, for the period of nearly twenty. 
years, enjoyed the confidence of my constituents. 

y course here is dictated, I feel confident in 
saying, by what, I believe to be right, regardless 
| of consequences. . ON alg g Te 

Now, sir, I voted against. the resolution which 
has: been peed: And why did I so vote?. Be- 
cause I believe, from-my. experience upon this 
| floor, that an increase of the numberof pages is 
H uncalled for by the publie service. If I-am correct 
in my information, there are now twelve pages 
upon this floor, authorized by the resolution of the 
House, and appointed by the Doorkeeper. What 
are the legitimate and appropriate duties of these 
‘boys? To run on errands and messages through 
the city? No, sir. Their legitimate duty is to be 
here upon this floor, and to carry papers from the 
members to the Clerk’s table, and in going back 
and forward throngh the House and ‘to the post 
office on members’ business,’and in folding their 
papere when they desire, and in doing anything 

ére which members may think proper. 

Now, sir, I have perhaps as little use for the 
services of pages as any other individual upon 
this floor. - I call upon them as seldom, perhaps, 
as any member upon this floor, and I do say, that 
| so far as my observation goes, that the twelve pages 
are a sufficient number to do all the legitimate du- 
‘| ties required of them. Suppose that occasionally, 
onée in a week or. once in a month, the boys may 
all be employed, and each member who may want 
the services of a page cannot for the moment 
command them, would it not be better to subject 
| ourselves to that slight inconvenience, rather than 
{have a superabundance of them upon the floor, 
| and nearly all the time in the way? Now, we 
have been informed by the gentleman from Mis-, 
| sissippi [Mr. Brown] that there are two boys here 
i who are not appointed-under the resolution of the 
House. There are twelve pages who are ap- 
pointed, and perhaps if we shall pass this resolu- 
tion to appoint the three additional ones, the Door- 
skeeper, having some favorites to bring in, may. 
turn out some of the boys who: have ‘been here 
associated with the members, and who will, when 
they learn that.they are to be turned out, excite 
the sympathies of the members, and thea applica- 
tion will be made to increase the number, in order 
that the Doorkeeper may retain their services. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If there isany 
such case as that, I have never heard of it; and I 
do not believe there is such a case, and I never 
| will believe it until the gentleman shall state that 
i there is such a case. 

Mr. JONES. I do not know of such a case; 

but it is said that there are two boys who have 
been here all the session without pay, and were 
here during the last Congress, and are to be turned 
out now unless there can be an increase of the 
! number. : 
‘| Mr. JOHNSON. Then I will state to the gen- 
tleman in regard to his statement about the Door- 
keeper turning out some and putting in others, that 
it has nothing at all to do with this resolution; and 
I will ask the gentleman to say what it has to do 
with the resolution, because the Doorkeeper can, 
in any event, retain or turn them out at his pleas- 
ure. Iam authorized to contradict any impression 
that may exist even from inference, and to say 
| that there is no such case, for the Doorkeeper does 
| not threaten to turn out a single one of them. 

Mr. JONES. I know of two pages in the last 
Congress, who, having been superseded by the 
: present Doorkeeper, have been on the floor during 
|| the present session. 

: Mr. JOHNSON. I think it is probable that 
there are a dozen who have been superseded. Ido 
| not know but that the whole of the present num- 
| ber are new pages. There is but one, if any, 
n waiting for reappointment under the resolution. 
Mr. MASON. There have been applications 
made to me by two boys who were bere during 
the last Congress, and have been here this month 
for pay. They were superseded, I understand, 
| but remained here, and offer to serve the House, 
if they can be permitted to stay, for $25.4 roonth 
ii instead of $60, which is the usual compensation 

You can procure five hundred boys in 
i town to serve for $25 a month, 


ii 
ji 
iH 
i 


i$ 
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ing at a page in front of the Clerk’s desk,) 1 -will 
gtate ‘that he never was in here until this- session. 
So.my friend from Kentucky (Mr. Mason] is 


mistaken in that case. eae ; 

Mr. MASON, We told- them we had no. au- 
thority to-pay them and that. the Housé had the 
control of the whole thing.: -1 happen to be upon 
the Committee of Accounts, where 1 find out that 
‘there aré a number of persons who have a number 
of boys, more: ‘than.they have any employment 
for, and. they are at me daily and hourly to-get 
thém- employment; and because I-am chairman of 
the Committee of Accounts, they seem to‘suppose 


that. have particular influence with the officers of 


the House, They are. smart, intelligent, tlever, 
“active boys, who would-like to get.¢60 a month, 
and $200 or $250 at the end of the session. 

: -So far as these bóys are: needed by the House 
for the public service, I go, as the gentleman from 
Tennessee does, [Mr. Jonrs,] for their appoint- 
ment. 


when. they get experienced, fully able to perform 
all the duties required by the House. Most of 
the old ones were-turned out; but these are im- 
proving every day, and doubtless will render, 
after alittle more experience, all the service that 
the gentleman from Arkansas desires of them; and 
I. suppose that we need no more. That is my 
judgment-of the matter. There are hundreds and 
thousands seeking employment, and I wish every- 
body had $25 or $50 a month, [laughter;} but I 
do not think we ought to put every one upon the 
contingent fund of this House. The number is 
already enormous. We have forty different clerks 
-in this House who are paid out of itvalready. 

: Mr. JONES. I concur with ‘the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Mason,] and would rejoice 
if all these bays could be employed. We have 
them here, and they are an active, sprightly, and 
as accommodating as any I have ever seen in the 
Honse; but I must act upon my judgment and 
conviction, that twelve is a sutticient number for 
the business of this House, and [ cannot consent 
to vote for this resolution, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I suppose, Mr. 
Speaker, that the minds of members are made up 
‘upon the resolution, and wanting to proceed to 
sonte business, which I can only do to-day, I call 
for the previous question. 

The call for the previous question was sustained, 
and the main question ordered. 

Mr. FOWLER moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. i 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and’ nays; 
which were- ordered. f : 

The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 79, nays 88; as follow: 

YEAS-—M Willis Allen, Allison, Averett, Babcock, 
Barrere, Beale, Buell, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Caskie, Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Daniel, John 
G. Davis, Dimmick, Dockery, Dunham, Edgerton, Evans, 
Faulkner, Ficklin, Moyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Goodenow, 
Gorman, Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Warper, [sham G. Harris, 
Waseall, Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Horstord, 
Howard, Thomas Y. How, [ves, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, Jolm Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston King, 
Kuhns, Kurts, Letcher, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, 
Mason, McLanahan, MeMullin, Meade, Miller, Milson, 
Moorehead, Murray, Olda, Peasice, Perkins, Phelps, Riddle, 
Robbins, Ross, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Stratton, George 
W. Thompson, Townshend, ‘luck, Watkins, Wells, Ad- 
dison White, and Wildrick—79. 

WAYS—Messrs, Abercrombie, Aiken, Andrews, Joln 
Appleton, William Appleton, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Bartlett, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bocock, Jobn H. Boyd, Breck- 
inridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George 
H. Brown, Burrows, Busby, Thompson Campbell, Chand- 


„JOHNSON. In řegard to that one, (point-. 


| 


Those who are employed now are good, | 
patient, active, and intelligent boys, and will be, } 


| 


i 
i 


ler, Chapman, Churchwell, Coleack, Cottman, ‘Cullom, | 


Curtis, Dawson, Doty, Duncan, Edmundso 
dings, Gilmore, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, 


z Jebard, Henn, 
Holladay, Houston, Thomas M. Howe, 


ames Johnson, 


n, Gentry, Gid- i! E 
1 : tion that the rules be suspended, and that the 
' House resolve itself into the Committee of the | 


Robert W. Johnson, J. Giaucy Jones, Landry, McDonald, ; 


McQueen, Meacham, Molony, John Moore, Morrison, 
Nabers, Newton, Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Fem, Penniman, Price, Richardson, Sackett, Schermer- 
horn, Schocleratt, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Scurry, David 


L. Seymour, Origen 3S. Seymour, Smart, Snow, Stanly, | 


Frederick P. Stanton, Abr'm P. Stevena, Martin, Stuart, 
Sutherland, Tayler, Thurston, Wallace, Walsh, Ward, 
Washbum, Welch, Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, 
and Woodward—88. : 

[A message was here received from the Senate 
at the hands of Aspury Dicxens, Esq., their 
Secretary, informing the. House of the passage, 
by that body, of certain bills.] 


The question recurred on the motion to recon- | 


sider. ; . 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, demanded the 
previous question, which received a second; and 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i; Jones, Landry, McCorkle, McDonald, McQueen, Meach- | 


ii privileged question. i 
i by which the resolution was adopted, and to lay 


; once, it is not competent to reconsider ita secon 


i tleman from Missouri shall call up the contested : 


; to the consideration of the deficiency bill, to which | 
: I directed attention a few days since. : 


my friend from Alabama, I have to say that itis | 


` mau will allow me, I appeal to the House for its. 


| Gamble, Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Gorman, Sampson W. | 
H Harris; Haws, Hebard, Henn, Holladay, Houston, Thomas ; 
_M. Howe, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, J. Glancy | 
| 
i 


i sent of the Fouse, I will modify the resolution so i 


| was adopted. 


the main question, being the motion to reconsider, | 
‘was ordered- to benow pur. gpn 7 
© Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. < ad oe aS f 
- The question was then taken -upon the motion 
to reconsider, and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive-—yeas 94, nays 81; as follows =) --.- 
YEAS—Méssra, Abererombie, Aiken, Andrews, John A p- 
pleton, William Appleton, Ashe; Thomas H. Bayly, Bart- 
lett; Bell, Bennett, Bibighaus;John-H. Boyd, Bragg, Breck- 
inridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, AlbertG. Brown, George 
H. Brown, Burrows, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Thomp~" 
son Campbell, Chantier, Chapman, Conger, Cottman, Cel- 
lom, Curtis, Dawson, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Edmundson, 


am, Molony, John Moore, - Morrison, Murray, Nabers, 
‘Newton, Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel W.- Parker, Penn, | 
Penniman, Porter, Price, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, | 
Schooleratt, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Scutry, David L. ! 
eymour, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Snow, Stanly, Fred- | 
erick PY Stanton, St. Martin, Stuart, Sutherland, ‘Taylor, 
Thurston, Wallace, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch, 
Alexander White, Williams, and Woodward—94. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, Averett, Babcock, i 
Barrere, Beale, Bocock, Buell, Joseph Cable; Lewis D. | 
Cumpbell, Cartter, Caskie, Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland; :) 
Clingman, Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, John. G. Davis, Dim- ; 
mick, Dockery, Durkee, Eastman, Evans, Faulkner, Fick- ; 
lin, Floyd; Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller. Gaylord, Good- | 
enow, Grow, Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Hascall, 
Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Horsford, Thomas Y. 
How, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, John John- 
éon, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Preston King, | 
Kurtz, Letcher, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Ma- į 
son, -McLanahan,- MeMullin, Meade, Miller, Millson, 
Morehead, Olds, Peastee, Perkins; Phelps, Richardson, 
Riddle, Ross, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. 
Stevens, Stratton. George W. Thompson, Townshend, 
Tuck, Watkins, Wells, Addison White, and Wildrick—81. 
So the vote was reconsidered. g nan 
The questión:now. being upon the adoption of 
the resolution, 
Mr. FICKLIN demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr. McMULLIN. I understood from some | 
gentleman:that if the motion was reconsidered, ;j 
that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Jonas f 
would modify his resolution somewhat. This {| 
understood, not from the gentleman himself, but f 
from another member. Was there such an un- i 
derstanding ? ; oe 
Mr. JOHNSON. With the unanimous con- į 


that, instead of there being added three to the | 
number of pages, provided for by the resolution, į 
there shall be exactly the number we have now | 
upon the floor. If I have unanimous consent, I ; 
will make that modification, and not otherwise. | 
There was no objection to the modification. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered; upon a 
division there being—ayes 24, noes 114. 
Mr. McMULLIN demanded : tellers; 
were not ordered. s : 
The question was then taken, and the resolution 


which 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. [ rise to a 


I move to reconsider the vote | 


the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
Mr. KING, of New York. It has been recon- | 
sidered ogtce. 
The SPEAKER. 


It having been reconsidere 


i) 


time. 

Mr. PHELPS rose to a privileged question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent 
of the Elouse, to offer some resolutions of the i 
Legislature of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwas going to make an ap- 
peal to the gentleman from Missouri, [M 
Puewps,] to let me have the floor to make a mo- 


Whole upon the state of the Union. If the gen- ` 


election case, as a privileged question, it will con- | 
sume the whole of the time accorded by the House 


Mr. PHELPS. In reply to the suggestion of ` 


t this question should be disposed of soon. 


ʻi 
itis lable to be called upat any time, and it may ! 
: bein my absence. fi 
i 

| 

: 


CLAIMS OF MILITARY OFFICERS. ; 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If the gentle- || 


.tlement-of claims of officers, who received mone 


i Miltary Affairs. 


i upon this floor. 
i understand it correctly, is, that he will go intoa 


ness. 


table, Senate bill No. 44, and refer it to the Mili- 
tary Committee. It is a bill providing for the set- 


during the Mexican war. One distinguished offi-: . 


| cer (General Riley): las been here at a high’per- 


sonal expense, for two or three months. It is a’ 
matter of importance to him, tliat this bill‘should - 
be acted upon. 
being 


taken up and referred to the Committee ‘on- 

There was no objection. ; EA = 

The bill, being an actin addition to, arid amend- 
atory of, an act entitled “An act to provide for’ 
the settlement of accounts of public officers and 
others, who muy have received moneys arising 
from military contributions or otherwise in Mexi- 


i| co,” approved the 3d of March, 1849, was read a 


first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. i 
Mr. STANTON. | I have in my hands memo- 
ials and petitions, which I desire to submit and 
e referred to a committee. 


CONTESTED ELECTION FROM NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. PHELPS. I cannot yield further, I. must 
insist upon going on with my privileged question. 
On. the other day I. presented to the House the 
memorial of A.W. Reynolds, contesting the right 
of the present Delegate from New Mexico [Mr. 
Weigntman] to a seat upon this floor. At that 
time, I did not propose to enter into a discussion 
of the.merits*of the question; nor do J at this mo~ 
ment, for I will do nothing eh oS 
‘Mr. HOUSTON, ‘With the permission of the 
entleman from Missouri, I will interrupt him. 
was not here when the gentleman submitted his 
remarks a few days ago, upon the introduction of 
the memorial relative to the right. of the present 
Delegate from New Mexico to his seat, and if the 
whole merits of the proposition shall be gone into 
upon the introduction of the memorial and upon 
its reference to a committee for the purpose of in- 
quiring into the matter, it seems to me thatthe 
whole time of the ensuing week will be consumed. 
{f the debate has not proceeded so far as that the 
gentleman will be compelled to pursue it further, 
l would be glad, if it would comport with his 
notions as well as those of the Delegate, to let the 
reference be made without delay. Then, upon the 
report of that committee, the whole merits of the 
question can be discussed, 
Mr. PHELPS. I will give a word of explana- 
tion to my friend: from Alabama, and ‘itis this: 
when I presented thé memorial, 1 confined myself 
briefly to the allegations contained in it: I sub- 
mitted it under the tule which requires a member, 
presenting a petition, to succinctly state its points. 
After having done that, I moved that the memorial 
be referred to the Committee of Elections and be 
printed; and upon that I remarked, as charges had 
been made against Governor Calhoun of corrupt 
interference in the elections in New Mexico, that 
l proposed to submit afew words in relation to 
that matter. That is the condition of the case. I 
had not previous to that time intended to have 
said anything in rélation tothe right.of the gentle- 
man from New Mexico to a seat upon this floor. 
I did not desire to do anything which might pre- 
judice his interests... At a subsequent time, not-be- 
ing present, the gentleman from New Mexico de- 
sired to debate this matter. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I understand, then, that my 


‘friend from Missouri has not gone into the dis- 


cussion that will necessarily grow up connected 
with the right of the Delegate to occupy. a seat 
And his proposition now, if I 


discussion of the charges which have been made 


| against the Governor of that Territory with refer- 
i ence to corrrupt interferences by him in the elec- 


tions of New Mexico. If the gentleman from 
Missouri persists in that course of argumént, I 
desire to submit to the Chair this point of order-— 
whether in the House, in reference to memorials 


i; contesting the right of the Delegate from New 


Mexico to his seat, itis in order to discuss the 
corruptions charged against the Governor of that 
Territory? My object in doing so is to save time, 
which I desire to be appropriated to other busi- 
I make that point of order. i 
The SPEAKER. In reply to the gentleman 
from Alabama; the Chair would remark that-a 


:| motion is made to commit and -to print, which, in 


unatiimous consent to take up, from the Speaker’s || the opinion of the Chair, must open up whatever 


There-can be no objection to its: `~ 
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connects itself with the right of the sitting mem- | 
ber. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thatis true. I donot pre- 
tend to question the right of the Delegate or of the 
gentleman to discuss everything connected with 
his rightto his seat; but my friend proposes to dis- 
euss charges of corruption against the Governor | 
of that Territory. 

The SPEAKER. That is connected, as the 
gentleman from Alabama will remember. 

Mr. PHELPS. Wuth the elections of that 
Territory. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point 
of order as at present presented. 

Mr. PHELPS. After the interruption of my 
friend from Alabama, I proceed to advert to the : 
charge which is made in the memorial upon the | 
point which I now propose to discuss. The | 
second allegation charges the Governor of New 
‘Mexico: 

*¢ Your memorialist charges that the Governar of New | 
Mexico exercised a corrupt influence iu the Territory gen- ; 
erally, in favor of the Delegate whe is returned as elected, | 
both previous to and during the pendency of tae election.” | 

I entertain the opinion that if there is evidence 
tending to show that this charge is substantiated 
er could be substantiated—that the Governor of | 
one of the Territories of the United States has in- : 
verfered in the elections which have taken place in 
the Territory of which he is the chief magistrate— | 
that it is a matter of proper animadversion upon | 
the part of the legislative department of this Gov- | 
ernment. The only redress which can be admin- | 
istered is that made at the other end of the avenue, |! 
by the decapitation of that man who will prosti- 
tute his official station for the purpose of promoting | 
party purposes and party views. On the other 
day, when this memorial was presented, a gente- | 
man from Georgia (Mr. Jonsson] inquired of me 
what evidence l had of a corrupt interference upon 
the part of the Governor of that Territory in elec- | 
tions. Ido not come here with legal testimony 
taken in the court of justice or before a judicial | 
officer, but I propose to speak of public acts and | 

ublic proceedings which have taken place in that 
Ferritory and under the very nose of the Gov- ; 
ernor, which thus far have been permitted to go , 
uncontradicted, or at any rate, not contradicted in 
the manner in which these charges were made 
againsthim. HI finda gentleman of respectabilicy 
charging that a man has been interfering in elec- 
tions, I do not desire to inquire into the legality of | 
the testimony; and if I am satisfied that that gen- || 
tleman is a man of respectability and truth, Í have || 
the right here to use that evidence and consider it | 
legal. The gentleman from Georgia assents to | 
that proposition; and that is the kind of evidence | 
with which Í am prepared and fortified upon this | 
occasion, ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. Will the gentle- | 
man from Missouri permit me to ask him the | 
names ef the witnesses whose testimony he relies ji 
upon to establish the validity of these charges? _ 

Mr. PHELPS. I will present them in their | 
proper order, and I think to the entire satisfaction 
of my friend from Georgia. {do not propose to 
conceal anything in relation to this matter. As! 
the interference of the Governor is the only point | 
under consideration, and the honorable Delegate | 
from New Mexico the other day declared that | 
he could not sit still any longer when charges of 
this kind had been made against the Governor || 

i 
| 


of that Territory, E have only to say, that the 
gentleman is more anxious for the defense of the 
Governor’s reputation than the Governor himself. 
I know that it is one thing for the Governor of 
New Mexico to stand fair with this Administra- 
tion—with the appointing power which may de- 
capitate him; butit is immaterial for his own party 
purposes as to how he stands with the peopie of ; 
New Mexico. I am, to a certain extent, made 
acquainted with this transaction from the fact that 
of the American born citizens residing in that Ter- 
ritory, presume more than one half—probably” 
two thirds—have been residents of the State of - 
Missouri, and many of them residents of my dis- 
trict, I know somewhat, therefore, of their repu- | 


48 


| meeting. 


i calculated to produce the most injurious influenccs 
| the best interests and solid prosperity of this Territo 


i States; that we 
' condition of af V ‘ at o 
“ comfort, safety, and lives of the American citizens of this 


le very hope 


ane 


tation—of their standing before they emigrated to 
that Territory. Of the others I have learned from 
many of my constituents, who, when having re- 
turned, spoke of the transactions which had 


| occurred, and of the gentleman who figured in the 


political affairs of that Territory. ln this way I 
have obtained information of the character and the 
standing of citizens of New Mexico. 

I desire now to advert to the proceedings of a 


; public meeting held in the city of Santa Fé shortly 
l after the election of the Delegate to Congress, 


which was attended by some of the most influen- 
tial citizens of New Mexico—American born citi- 
zens. These individuals went further than a mere 
participation in the proceedings ofthe meeting, and 
signed a manuscript containing all the allegations 
made in the resolutions passed at that meeting. 
There were other matters considered in that 
A respected citizen of that Territory— 
a gentleman who emigrated from Missouri—had 
been brutally murdered in the county of Ber- 


nalillo, and there was a meeting of the citizens j 


called to take that matter into consideration. 
They demanded an interference on the part of the 
Executive, to cause those persons who had been 
charged with the murder of Mr. Skinner to be 
brought to justice. I will not advert to the hear- 
ing between the committee of citizens of New 
Mexico and the Governor, when they appeared 
before him to make known their complaints. Upon 
their reporting to the meeting which had then been 
assembled, after the interview with the Governor, 
certain resolutions were adopted. Let me tell the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Jonson] L will 
speak of the character of some of those men who 
participated in the proceedings of that meeting. 

reston Beck, jr., was the presiding officer. Ido 
not see the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Gor- 
MaN,] who has informed me of the character of 
that gendeman—a gentleman of high respectability 
and character in the State of Indiana, from which 
he emigrated. He gave character to the proceed- 
ings of this meeting. A gentleman by the name 
of St. Vrain was also present, who was born in 
the State of Missouri—a trader for a long time in 
that Territory—a gentleman of respectability. 
‘The committee reporting the resolutions consisted 
in part of Messrs. Brent, Folger, Webb, and 
Tuley—gentlemen of respectability in that Terri- 
tory. This meeting was held the 25th day of 
September last, and here are three of the resolves 
which were passed upon that occasion: 

«3. That the attempt, in such a country as New Mexico, 
to bring executive authority into conflict with the freedoin of 
elections, is attended with peculiar dangers; that it sets 
free a spirit of license which, once infiamed, Knows no 
stopping point short of the extremest violence; and that 
any Governor of this Territory who, from personal motives 
and private objects, so exerts his authority, is too ignorant 
of the elements with whieh he is dealing, or too reckless of 


consequences, to be intrusted with such authority a day | 
| beyond that in which he can be removed from the place 


which he sa abuses. 

«4, That it is the opinion of this meeting, and, as we be- 
Heve ofnine tenths ofthe American citizens of this Territory, 
thai the course pursued by James S. Calhoun, the present 
Governor of this Territory, is such a course as we have de- 


| nounced in the foregoing resolution; that the effect, if not 


the intention, of the movements he has set en foot, as we 
believe, for his own aggrandizement, is to confirm instead 
of softening the prejudices with whieh the Americans are 
naturaily regarded by their Mexican fellow-citizens, and is 
upan 
+, by 

tending to make it impossible for Americans to live in it. 
665. ‘Phat we know not where to look tor relief, except at 
the hands of the President and Congress of the United 
plore them to take into co leration a 
s which is not outy so threatening to the 


chich, if pot amended, will prove fatal to 
That we 


"Territory, bat | pi 
of provement and progress i it. 


do not presume to dictate the mode hy 


plorable condition shall be amended: but we respectiuly 
suggest that a change at the head of the government here, 


by the substitution of-a elear-headed and honest man, of 
i ree fram personal ambition, and keeping 
ke real interests of this country, would be 


mode by whi 


niest Urgent nece may be accomplished.” 


These resolves, in substance, charge that James 
S. Calhoun, Governor of the Territory of New 
Mexico, has brought executive authority in con- 
flict with the freedom of elections for the purpose 


ya reform, not only so desirable, but of 


hig a n 8- il p 
which such a de- j vacancy, but merely sent a written re 


i 
1i 
i 
i 


| of his ewa aggrandizement—the basest of all mo- 
; tives; and by so doing he is jeoparding the peace, 
| security, and fives of the American citizens. The 


| exercise of his authority in interfering in the elec- 


tions for his personal aggrandizement, is a corrupt 
interference; and thus the churge contained in the 
memorial is fully sustained. This conduct calls 
for rebuke and condemnation, and is my excuse 
for commenting on it. A remedy can be easily 
peovided—his removal; and that remedy can be 
administered by the Chief Magistrate of this na- 
tion, 

I ask if this evidence is not satisfactory to my 
friend from Georgia, [Mr. Jounsow:] and if it is 
not sufficient for me to declare, upon the assertion 
of these respectable gentlemen, that the Governor 
of New Mexico has interfered in the freedom of 
elections? [ask you, then, if the allegation con- 
tained in the memorial of the contestant, that the 
Governor had exerted a corrupt inflazence, is not 
also true? There seems to be a party which he 
must subserve. There were certain things which, 


| i 


: of November. ¢ 
i a second vacancy occurred, by resignation of another mem- 


it seems, this executive must endeavor to promote— 
they may, perhaps, (though not probable,) be 
for the interest of the people, or they may he for his 
own private advancement and aggrandizement— 
which causes him to exercise his influence at the 
hustings, to have some person returned to the Le- 
gislative Department to do his will and bidding. I 
have before me a copy of a letter which has been 
addressed by certain citizens of New Mexico to 


‘the President of the United States—where they 
‘make the same complaint which is contained in 


this memorial, and upon which Tam = speaking— 
bringing several other accusations against him. 
I do not propose to advert to the others. Í only 
propose to advert to what they say in relation to 
the interference of the Governor in the elections 
of that Territory. This letter is signed by Wil- 
liam S. Messervy, known. to those whô were 
members of the last Congress, as a gentleman 
who was attending here, claiming to be the Rep- 
resentative of the Stade of New Mexico, when the 
gentleman (Mr. Weicurman] from New Mexico 
appeared with his credentials, claiming his seat in 
the Senate as a Senator from that State, It is 
also signed by a gentleman of the name of Hough- 
ton, who was appointed one of the judges of New 
Mexico, under the code which was established 
for the government and regulation of affairs in 
New Mexico by General Kearny, at the time of 
its conquest, and held that office until the estab- 
lishment of the territorial government. It is also 


| signed by the contestant in this case, James S. 


Collins, formerly a resident of the State of Mis- 
souri; but who, for the last six or seven years, 
has been a resident of New Mexico; also, by 
Messrs. Johnson, McGrorty, Tulles, and Quinn. 
Some two or three of these gentlemen, whose 
names are subscribed to this letter, have been resi- 
dents of the State of Missouri, and with their 


‘reputation and standing while residing there, Lam 


well acquainted. Their reputation and standing 
were good—their veracity unquestioned. I now 
propose to read some extracts from this letter. 
They remark: 

« Governor Calhoun recently caused, by proclamation, 


an election to be held in the county of Rio Arriba, to ÑH a 
| vaeaney in the legislative body. 
| placed before the peopie—one by the 


Two enndidates were 
‘Governors party, 
the other by the € Independent party’ Thus the issue was 
fairly made up, and the election was to take place on the 3d 
i A few days before the election was held, 


ber. The Governor, well advised of the strength of parties 
in that county, and aware that, in a fair contest, his candi- 
date would not be elected, without hesitation r 2sorted to 
one of his usual unserupuloas tricks to carry his point. He 
did not issue his proclamation for election to fiH the second 
quest to the Judge of 
Probate of the county, requesting him to have two candi- 
dates voted for. Thisletter was dated ou the Ith of Octo- 
ber, but could not have reached the Judge of Probate before 
the evening of the 3éth of that month; and as the election 
was to be held on the 3d November, no novice could have 
ehed the people, and, consequently, no candidates were 
brought on’ tor the seeond vacancy. (The Iaw requires 
that proclaution shali be given of all elections ten days 
| before the election.) 
“Phe e ion took place, 
date was elected by over one bund 
; feated candidate of the Governor 


and the ‘Independent? candi- 
red majority, and the de- 
rs party came in for the 
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cy, and was declared elected, permitted to take 
served during the session—was, in effect, cre- 
latare by appointment of the 


second vacan 
his seat, and A 
-ated a member of tbe. Legis 
Governor.” 
The law requires—and I have a copy of the 
election law of that Territory—that a proclama- 
tion shall be issued by the Governor, ordering the 
Probate Judge of the county where the vacancy 
occurs to issue his writ of election. The Probate 
Judge is required to give ten days’ notice of the 
election, by public proclamation and by handbills, 
to be posted up at the most public places in each 
precinct, announcing the object of the election, offi- 
cers to be voted for, and the place where said elec- 
tion is to be held. No complaint is made of that 
election as far ‘as filling the vacaney which first 
occurred. But a second vacancy in the Territo- 
rial Legislature occurred. The Governor is re- 
quired to see that the Jaws of that Territory are 
faithfully executed. Disregarding the law, the 
substance of which applicable to this case I have 
stated, the Governor sends a letter to the Probate 
Judge of the county of Rio Arriba, (so say these 
gentlemen, and I have no doubt of the fact,) in- 
forming him that a second vacancy has occurred 
in the représentation from that county, and re- 
questing him to have the second vacancy filled at 
the special election then about to take place. He 
does not give the Probate Judge time to comply 
with the election law. The legal notice cannot be 
given; the people of the county cannot be apprised 
of the fact that an election for the second vacancy 
will take place. The independent candidate is 
elected by a majority of more than one hundred, 
and the candidate of the Governor’s party—the 
defeated party—is, by some legerdemain, trans- 
ferred to the Legislature to fill the second vacancy. 
Well may these gentlemen say the Governor cre- 
ated a member of the Legislature.. This whole 
proceeding was irregular and illegal, from its in- 
ception to its conclusion. It was a wanton disre- 
gard and flagrant violation of law. It of itself 
establishes the charge of a corrupt interference in 
the elections. 
I propose to read another extract from this let- 
ter. These gentlemen remark: 
€ In summing up the above, we charge the Governor with 
using the high and responsible position he oecupies in fer- 
menting disorder among the mixed portion of the inhabit- 
ants of our ‘Territory, aud pandering to the passions and 
prejudices of a people (already excited to feclings of deadly 
hatred by the aggressions of the war) against the American- 
born citizens, residents among them, thereby jeoparding 
life and property, destroying the best interests of the Terri- 
tory, and retarding the development of its resources. A 
war of the races—in other words, a sanguinary civil con- 
flict—will, we fear, be the bitter fruits of his wanton, reck- 
less, and selfish policy, if louger permitted to pursuc it. 
“Instead of making himself the Governor of the Terri- 
tory, he has set himself up as the head of a party, known 
and recognized by himself and friends as the Governor’s 
party; rallying around him a corrupt Catholic priesthood, 
and a few wealthy Mexicans in the ‘Territory. With 
these instruments, he has obtained a Legislature subservi- 
ent to his purpos and bas filled all the subordinate offices 
of the ‘Territory with creatures who acknowledge no low 
hut his will; thús rendering the elective franchise of no 
avail, and destroying the hopes entertained by the friends 
of liberal institutions, of elevating a people to the rank and 


privileges of American citizens who, fortwo centuries, had 
been suffering from the effects of an arbitrary and despotic 


ule, Instead of giving them examples of political propri- 
ety, and teaching them the value of political integrity, he 
has encouraged them in the practice of all that is mean in 
political chicanery, and protected thein in the perpetration 
of perjury and murder. 

“fn bringing about this deplorable condition of affairs for 
the purpose of making the government of the remote Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico a wnit, and that unit himself, he has 
cut himself off from nearly the entire portion of the simer 
can population, and now stands at the merey of those whom 
he has gathered around him; depriving himself of alt power 

. to do goud, should he repent himself of his selfish aims, and 
be disposed to reform the people whom he has made more 
corrupt and insubordinate than he found them. ‘Phas all 
is confusion and ruin. 
security. We bave law, but it cannot he enforced. hos 
of his party may commit any erime their interests or their 
passions dictate, He must protect them, or full. "Phe con- | 
Sequence of his miserable and mistaken policy has been, 
that outrages the most execrable and crimes the most hor- 
a have, in many instances, been resolved into political | 
scenes dealt with or uot dealt with, according to parti- | 
send a hoe: So long as the General Government | 
party ot en officers, who work for the building up of a 
eats oF out teorie oe rather than attend to the inter- | 

tude for her Maelo but little cause of grati- | 


I have now 
which these charges have been based. 
nothing in relation to these transactions 
own personal knowledge, 
the Territory. But I speak from information ob- 
ei from gentlemen of respectability. They 

ave been willing to place their charges in a tan- 


I know 
; of my 
I have never been in 


We have no quiet, no safety, no |! 
i i 


fi 
produced that kind of evidence upon | 


charge on the Governor of that Territory, corrupt 
interference in the elections and internal affairs of 
| the ‘Territory, but they also charge bim with com- 
| bining with the Mexicans for the purpose of pros- 
trating the American-born citizens who are there. 
I trust that, as l have referred to this letter, giving 
the names subscribed to it, and which is a copy of 
one which has been submitted to the President of 
the United States fer his consideration, I have 
presented evidence sufficient to justify mein every- 
thing I have said in relation to the conduct of the 
Governor of New Mexico. 

As I remarked the other day, so far as concerns 
the right of the gentleman from New Mexico to 
a seat upon this floor, | had no desire, nor have I 
now, to say anything. The Governor of that 
Territory may have been guilty of ail which has 
been charged upon him, and which I have brought 


t 


g; still the right of the gentleman from 
New Mexico to a seat on this floor may not be 
affected by it. It was only in consequence of a 
desire, on the part of the gentleman from New 
Mexico, to have an opportunity of defending the 
Governor of the Territory which he represents, 
that f felt disposed to present these charges to the 


tiating; and 


doing, | was doing my duty asa legislator; and that 
this House, looking to the good of the whole 


Mexico, might be ableto judge whether Governor 
Calhoun can promote the interests of this Govern- 
ment by remaining any longer at the head of the 
executive department of that Territory. For, sir, 
it must be recollected that this Governor of the 
Territory, also fills another very important office; 


that Territory, and is authorized by the Govern- 
ment of the United States to negotiate treaties—if it 


| the Indian tribes in that Territory. If, then, he 
i has improperly discharged the duties of his office 
; as Governor, are we not warranted in the suppo- 
tion that, on coming to examine into the’ Indian 
affairs of the Territory, we may find that he has 
been guilty of improper conduct in the perform- 
ance of those duues also? 


| J intended to present tothe House. I would, the 
i other day, very cheerfully have answered the 
nquiry propounded to me by the gentleman from 
| Georgia, (Mr. Jounson,] but Ithought that in the 
| absence of the gentleman from New Mexico—and 
| I did not know he was not present when I rose to 


matter, relating to the affairs of New Mexico and 


; what I might have to say upon the subject. 


! tended to advert. 


| from New Mexi 
| not presented evidence to substantiate the charges 
i which he here makes, beeause he has received in- 


[i 


| formation from New Mexico that it has been im- 


mony in his behalf, in consequence of executive 


of the peace, for the purpose of taking the evi- 


gible and unmistakable form, and they not only | 


evidence here to-day for the purpose of substan- | 


House, believing, at the same time, that, in so j 


| country, and particularly of the people of New ! 


| he is ex officio Superintendent of Indian Affairs for į 


is necessary thattreaties shall be negotiated—with | 


I have thus briefly referred to the matters which |) 


address the House—it was right to postpone this 


| its Governor, until he should be present to hear | 


Captain Reynolds, the gentle- | 


i : : 

| One word. more upon a matter to which I in- i| 
| 

i man who is contesting the right of the Delegate | 


co to his seat upon this floor, has | 


panying papers, or to their reference to the Com- 
mittee of Elections, but for the purpose of con- 
tradicting, promptly and at once, the gross charges 
which have been made against the honorable 
entleman who is now Governor of New Mexico. 

regret that he has not a better advocate than 
myself on this occasion. I regret that he has no 
forceful Breexineipes or brilliant MARSHALL to 
stand up here in his defense. But such as I am, 
I bring to this question the highest regard for that 
honorable gentleman, and admiration of his course 
in New Mexico. In my belief, the honorable 
Governor of New Mexico has pursued a course 
calculated to make the Mexicans—who have been 
separated from their Government by no act of 
theirs, and who now owe allegiance to the Govern- 
ment of the United States—feel that they are at 
least a part of this Government; that they have 
rights here that ought to be protected; and that the 
Government to which they belong was created by 
|| the people, and ought to be administered for their 
‘benefit. The elevation of policy and motives 
| which distinguish the Governor of New Mexico, 
| F believe is not appreciated, and cannot be appre- 
ciated by some of those who would injure and belie 
him. Against the Governor of New Mexico there 
have been arrayed divers and powerful influences. 
I think Lam well enough acquainted with my covn- 
i trymen to know, that when they understand that 
powerful influences are brought to bear against 
any individual, and that there is an attempt to 
erush a man who is in the discharge of high and 
honorable duties, the mere knowledge of that fact 
will make those influences powerless. 

I shall allude, now, to one of those influences. I 
| am about to read from a newspaper which, I under- 
stand, has the largest circulation of perhaps any 
paper in the Union; I mean the National Era. it 
is the number of February 26th, and the article is 
headed: 


“ ScounpRELISM IN OUR TERRI TORTES—KIpNAPPING 
UNDER A GOVERNOR'S LICENSE.— We publish on our fourth 
page an editorial from the Deseret News, disclosing a state 
of things in our Territories which demands the immediate 
attention of the Chief Executive. According to the state- 
ment, Governor Calhoun of New Mexico is no better than 
an infamous kidnapper. Gangs of traders, with licenses 
bearing his name, authorizing them to purchase Indian 
children, as slaves, for the benefit of persons in New Mexico, 
have lately been driven out of the Territory of Utah. Bad 
as the Mormons are represented to be, they are not so devil- 
ish as to connive at this new trade in human blood, which 
a United States officer, appointed by Mr. Fillmore, seems 
i ambitious to establish.?? 

* * * 


* * x * 


“The apprehension evidently prevails that proper atten- 
tion to territorial grievances may lead to discussion on 
questions-connected with slavery; and that any enlightened 
attempt to redress them, may involve, unavoidably, the ex- 
ercise of a power over the Territories, which the compro- 
mise virtually abandoned. 

“ ©, how this infernal Element of evil—the slave power, 
obstructs all useful and beneficent legistation D? 


Now, I wish to refer to the article from the 
Deseret News, to see how much authority the 
editor of the Era had for that statement: 


Stave TRADERS In New Mexico AND UTAH LICENSED 
BY GOVERNOR CaLHoun.—We find the following in the 


possible for the attorneys employed to take testi- ; 


| influence, to call together two alcaldes, or justices 
| 


dence at the times and places appointed. I will 


addressed to Judge [loughton by Mr. Pillans, a 
| lawyer of that Territory 
: It is impossible to obtain the testimony for Reynolds. 
| The Ex. “ {Executive}? puts every obstacle in the way 
|l atthe term that notice is given, and if taken illegally, W. 
: [Weightman]? would object. T have striven hard to effect 
it, and have done nothing at last.” 


i The presentation of the memorial has been de- 
; layed, in the expectation that the testimony would 
i arrive in time to be presented to the House with 
the memorial. ; 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I was 
| anxious, the other day, that this question of privi- 
; lege in regard to the seat of the Delegate from 
: New Mexico should come up, not for the pur- 
i pose, as I then stated, of making any objection 


| to the printing of that memorial and the accom- 


read a brief extract from a letter upon the subject, | 


and itis absolutely impossible to get two alcaldes together i 


i New York Herald: 


“The United States officers who returned from Utah, 
have stated that persons were expelled from the Territory 
ifthey became obnoxious to the censure of the Mormon 
authorities. ‘fhe following is a copy of an editorial article 
in the News, in relation to a regularly ticeused trader, who 
it seems was not well regarded by the saints: 

“<< A copy of a license given to Pedro Leon to trade with 


| € the Utah Indians, signed by James S. Calhoun, Superin- 


tendent of Indian Affairs, dated Santa Fé, August 14, 
©1831, attested by Ð. V. Whiting, has fallen under our ob- 
‘servation; and we understand the said Pedro Leon was 
‘at Mauti, inthe county of San Pete, on or about the 3d 
‘instant, accompanied by about twenty Spanish Mexicans, 
‘trading and desiring to trade horses, for Indian children, fire~ 
‘arms, &e.; aud we are also informed that there are two 
t other companies, of about the same size, and from the same 
€ source, oue of whom holds a blank license, dated ‘Exeeu- 
‘tive Department, Santa Fé, New Mexico, July 30, 1851,7 
‘signed by ‘J. S. Calhoun, Superintendent of Indian At- 


i é fairs, authorizing said blank holder to proceed to the Salt 


t Lake county, in the Territory of Utah, for the purpose of 
s trading with the Utah Indians in said region.’ ” 


And that is all. He does not say for the pur- 


| pose of trading for Indian children, as slaves. 


There are other parts of this article which it is 
not necessary for me to read. But the Deseret 
News, the quoted authority of the Era, does not 
confirm the statement, that by the license of Gov- 
ernor Calhoun there has been authorized trade in 
children of any kind, notwithstanding the reckless 


| and unscrupulous statement of the National Era. 
i This is one of the influences to which I alluded. 
i} This influence, brought to bear against Governor 
| Calhoun, may be traced in a kindred paper in 


| 
| 
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the gallant Sumner, commanding the troops in 
New Mexico, and the humble individual who now 
addresses you. This society is a powerful one; 
and it is one of the chief influences which has 
been brought to bear against the Governor of that 
Territory. 

To show the design of the National Era, in its 
reckless and unsérupulous statements in reference 
to Governor Calhoun, I wish to read a letter which 
1 wrote at the request of General Foote. I wrote 
it early in the present session of Congress. I de- 
sire to read it in connection with the comments of 
the National Era, in which the editor makes the | 
threat that I shall be made to feel for my contu- 
macy, if I continue the course which I have thought | 
proper to pursue. Here is the letter: 

WASHINGTON, December 16th, 1851. | 

My pear Sir: fn compliance with your request, T give | 
you my views as to the popular feeling concerning slavery 
in New Mexico. 

The popular feeling in New Mexico is, I believe, fixedly 
set against that country being made the arena in which to 
decide political questions in which the people have no prac- 
tical interest, and all attempts which have heretofore been 
made, or which hereafter may be made, to induce the peo- 
ple of that country to take sides on a questionin which they 
are not at all interested, have been, and will, I trust, forever 
be, utterly abortive. 

There are in New Mexico a few negroes, in all,as shown 
by the census, seventeen; and of this number there may be 
as many five or six sluves—house-servants of officers of 
the Army and others, 

There has, up to this time, before the judicial tribunals, | 
been no ease of a ucgro held to slavery suing for his free- 
dom. Wien such a case shall occur, it will, in my opin- 
ion, be adjudicated without popular excitement of auy kind, 
though the people are, I believe, opposed to the introduc- 
tion of slave labor amongst themselves ; and When the time 
sbalil come when they shall think proper to seek admission | 

“asa State af the Union, they will, E am inclined to think, } 
should there be in their opinion danger of the introduction | 
ofstave labor there, prohibit it. Butas there is at this time | 
no such danger. there is no excitement on the subject; and | 
as I see in the future no likelihood of the introduction of | 
slave labor there, T apprehend thatthe popular mind will, as 
now, remain calm on this point, and the question of pro- 
hibiting, admitting, or remaining silent, concerning slavery, 
will be treated simply as a matter of policy in reference to 
being admitted into the Union, 

To show the trecdom from excitement of the people on 
this question, T refer you to the fact, that in the State con- | 
stitution of New Mexico, of last year, though slavery was | 
prohibited, the undersigned, though falsely denounced in | 
the only newspaper in New Mexico as a siavery propagan- 
dist, was elected to the Senate by an overwhelming vote ; 
and this, too, despite the general knowledge among the 
members of the Legislature that he was in favor of so ar- 
ranging the slavery clause as to effect our admission into 
the Union, and without regard to any other circumstance | 
whatsoever. J was confident that no constitutional provis- 
ion could bring about the introduction of slave labor there; i 
and, being satisfied with the substance, did not trouble my- 
self about a probibition of whatcould never affectus. And 
this, ] believe, is the popular feeling in New Mexico, 

Wein New Mexico have suffered too much already, by 
having our soil made use of by others as a political battle- 
field over which to settle the slavery question, to again per- 
mit it to be so used if we can avoid it. Etis, I believe, the 
fixed determination of the people to take no sides on this 
question which in no way practically concerns them. When 
the question comes up, we will treatitsimply as a matter of 
policy, by which to facilitate our admission into the Union. 
Once admitted, we can do as we choose. We desire the 
friendship of all; entangling alliances with none. 

A vigorous effort was this year made to interest the peo- 
ple in this vexed question, but all in vain. A document 
entitled “ Address to the Inhabitants of New Mexico and 
Calitornia, on the omission by Congress to provide them 
with Territorial Governments, and on the social and politi- 
cal evils of slavery,?? was industriously circulated in New 
Mexico, in the Spanish language, by an agent of the Amer- 
ican and Foreign Anti- iety, who is at this time 


Slavery Soci 
the editor of the ‘ Santa Fé Gazette,” in the columns of 
whieh paper he is republishing occasional chapters of this 
document. In this is drawn a comparison, more highly 
Wrought than true, between the North and South in refer- 
ence to state of education, state of morals, state of reli- 
gion, disregard of human life, disregard of constitutional 
Obligations; population, military weakness &c. In the 
conclasion, the people are urged to set up an independent | 
government, “unless exempted from the curse of slavery,” | 
and are promised, in that case, the as tance of the “whole 
North.” T send you an English and a Spanish copy. 

You will perceive that the unserupnlous persons who H 
are urging the law-abidiug New Mexicans to the commis- 
sion of treason, and promising assistance they have no right 
to promise, have signed their names to the document. 

This attempt to draw the simple, pastoral, and unarmed 
people of New Mexico into anact ot treasonable resistance 
to the powerful Government, to which they owe and yield 
allegiance, will incet with the profound indignation it de- 
serves from all parts of the United States, but not more pro- 
found than the conten:pt it met with in New Mexico. 

Though supported by the oniy newspaper in New Mexico, 
whose editor is, as Í Have stated, an agent of the American 


and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society, no excitement took piace j 


in New Mexico, outside of the immediate family of the edi- 
tor, clothed though he was in the garb of a missionary—a 
minister of the Gospel—a minister of peace. 


i 


| 


IÈ there are any persons in the United States who desire | 


to colonize slaves in our Territory, I apprehend there would 
be no objection on the part of the pdople of New Mexico, 
let the decision of the courts be what it may. 
attempt would be beneficial; it would at all events settle 
the question, and effectually thwart any further attempt to 
make New Mexico the scape-gouat to bear the burden of a 
question which concerns her not. We object to being made 
the scape-goat, and would preter not being made use of even 
as an i}justration. 

Should the courts in New Mexico decide that slaves may 
legally be held, then Iam sure that ne popular excitement 
would follow ; and I am equally sure that those who embark 
in the colonizing experiment will speedily send or selj their 
slaves out of the Territory. Slave labor will not pay in 
New Mecaico, and in that is comprised the whole ques- 
ton. 

We desire to be in a position in which Congress, unem- 
barrassed by the slavery question as regards us, may direct 
its attention to legislating so as to promote the interest of 
that neglected and sympathy-deserving section. 

This tetter I place at your disposition, to be used as you 
may think proper, though not written with that carefulness 
as regards periods, or with the compactness I would desire. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
R. H. WEIGHTMAN. 

Hon. H.S. Foore, U. S. Senate. 


I give this letter for the purpose of showing 
what are the sentiments, or the absence of senti- 
ment, that the National Era takes ground against, 
and the reason for its hostility against me. 
this letter the Era comments as follows, in its 
paper of January 1, 1852: 

“Mr, WeieutTman ano New Mexico.—Mr, Smith, 
former Delegate from New Mexico, was rejected by the 
Senate as nominee for the Secreteryship of the Territory, 
because he had once written an address to the peopie there, 
advising them to exclude slavery on cconomical grounds. 
He was a Kentuckian, the son of a slaveholder, and not 
an abolitionist. But be had offended against the majesty 
of shivery—and that was a deadly sin. 

* His suceessor, R. H. Weightman, has taken warning, 
and bends the knee in time to the ruling power. In aletter 
from bim, dated December 2ist, 1851, to Mr. Foote, aud | 
read a few days ago in the Senate, he undertakes to vouch | 
for the utter indiflerence of the New Mexicans on the ques 
tion of slavery. He says they cannot be persuaded to take 
sides, and that all the arts of designing people to excite 
them against slavery have failed. 

eTo show,’ he says, ‘the freedom from excitement of 


i 
‘the people on the question, T refer you to the fact thatin | 


Perhaps the | 


On Í 


| under his sole control the whole State of Missouri, © 
not only as regards its general policy, but he can 
tell you who is the best man, of all the men in the 
country, to be brought out as constable for any 
parish in the State. Hehas extended himself also 
to the State of Illinois, ip the same way, and will 
be able to give the members from Missouri or H- 

| linois exceilent advice as to the way in which they 
are to conduct. themselves in Congress. 

He has also attended, generally and largely, to 
the Indian policy of the Government, and knows 
more now about the Indians lying between Beh- 
ring’s Straits. and the southeast corner of Texas, 
than Fitzpatrick or any of those old mountaineers, 
intelligent and educated men who have spent forty 
years among the mountains; and if the Govern- 
ment could only be persuaded to turn over to the 
editor of that paper the charge of the Indian af- 
fairs, they would be placed upon a bottom as broad 
and substantial as the editor’s, and all that old 
“fogyism” about Indian policy, begun by John 
i| C. Calhoun and continued by his successors, in 
the War and Interior Departments, would be se- 
curely shelved forever. 

He is also able to give excellent advice in re- 
|| gard to the contiguous potato patches of New 
i| Mexico, Utah, Oregon, and California, and should 
the circulation of his paper be still further extend- 
ed, will be found quite competent to regulate the 
aflairs of the universe. This paper, for some rea- 
son which I will not undertake to determine, pub- 
lished, with apparent pleasure, anonymous arti- 
cles which were abusive of the Governor of New 
Mexico; and while he did this, it was witha great 
deal of difficulty that the insertion of any publi- 
cation, in the nature of a defense of that gentle- 
man, could be obtained, although the communi- 
cation might not be anonymous. l refer to a 
communication of my own which appeared in the 
paper, after a considerable contest with the editor, 
and which was over my own signature, and which 
I will read in the course of my remarks. Wheth- 


‘the State constitution of New Mexico, of last year, though 
‘slavery was prohibited, the undersigned, though falsely | 
‘denounced in the only newspaper in New Mexicc al 
‘slavery propagandist, Was elected to the Senate by an ; 
‘overwhelming vote; and this, too, despite the general 
‘knowledge amoug the members of the Legislature that he 
‘wasin favor of so arranging the slavery clause as to effect 
“our admission into the Union, and without regard to any 
í other cireumstance whatsoever.’ 

© He says that when the question shall come up, ‘we | 
c will treatit simply as a matter of policy by which to facil- | 
citate our admissiou into the Union, Once aduiitted, we | 
‘ean do as we choose. We desire the friendship of all; | 
‘entangling alliances with none.’ ! 

‘* He is exceedingly anxious to impress upon the slave- | 
holders, thatthe people of New Mexico have nat the slight. | 
est objection, in principle, or on the ground of a amoral | 
sentiment, to slavery; that could it live there, it would en- | 
counter no hostile feeling. In a word, he sces nothing at all 
objectionable iu a system which brutalizes the colored nan, | 
and degrades the poor white man. | 

s Sf there are any persons in the United States who de- į 


t sire to colonize slaves in our Territory, Lapprebend ther 


‘would be no objection onthe part of the people of New | 


‘Mexico, let the decision of the courts be whatit may. Per- | 
“haps the attempt would be beneficial ; it wouldat all events ; 
‘settle the question, and effectually thwart any further at- i 
‘tempt to make New Mexico the scape-goat to bear the bur- | 
‘den of a question which concerns hernot. We object to | 
‘being made the scape-goat, aud would prefer not being | 
c made use of even as an illustration.’ | 
c Should the courts in New Mexico decide that slaves 
tmay legally 
“citement would follow ; i ; 
¢who embark in the colonizing experiment will speedily 
«send or sell their slaves out of the Territory. Slave lubor 


t will not pay in New Mewico, and in that is comprised the į 


€ whole question.” i 
« What ean be expected of a Territory, the first act of 
whose first Delegate is one of abject submission to the slave 
ower? ; 
ee We trust Mr. Weightman may Jive long enough to learn 
that servility to a sectional interest ‘ does not pay?” 


It may be that the National Era and those 


whom it represents may make me feel,” because | 
of the views Í conscientiously entertain; and if, in | 


its endeavors so to make me ‘‘feel,’’ it is as unscru- 
pulous in its attacks on measit has been on Goy- 
ernor Calhoun, I doubt not 1 will be shown up in 
a way to induce the subscribers of that paper to 


be held, then J am sure that no popular ex- ‘| 
and i am equally sure that those | 


er the general disposition of this editor to pub- 
lish assaults on, and indisposition to publish de- 
fenses of, Governor Calhoun, is attributable to his 


i| desire to arrange the world’s affairs generally, to 
the fact that his nether integuments too tightly fit 


him, or to the faet of his residence in a mercantile 
community, and that the merchants of New Mex- 
ico have been pleased to combine themselvesagainst 
Governor Calhoun, or whether itis attributable to 
the myriads of “ toddies” that he has drank with 
certain merchants, with whom he has afilia- 
tions, in New Mexico, I will not undertake to de- 
termine. But that he is prone to attack, and indis- 
posed to defend, is the fact. I suppose that he is 
the representative of the mercantile interests in New 
Mexico. That is one of the influences which is 
| brought to bear against Governor Calhoun. This 
influence is more extended and ramified than 
might be supposed. The Santa Fé merchants owe 
five, or twenty, or fifty thousand dollars to St. 
Louis merchants, to Boston, New York, or Phil- 
adelphia merchants, and all of them are interested 
in being paid their money, and to that extent are 
interested in carrying out the views of the Santa 
Fé merchants, 

There is another, a military influence in New 
Mexico, which has been brouglit to bear against 
this worthy Governor, of which I shall presently 
speak. The petition of my honorable contestant 
contains in itself matters and averments altogether 
| sufficient for a defense against all the charges con- 
|| tained in the memorial, and, indeed, I may say 
| against all the charges, bearing directly or indi- 
li 
j 


rectly on the election, that have been put before 
this House by the honorable gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Puerrs.] This memorial sets forth 
that a notice of his intention to contest my elec- 
tion was served upon me in New Mexico, and 
that that notice of contest contained this charge of im- 
| proper and illegal interference on the part of the Gov- 
ernor of New Mexico, and of his corrupt influence in 


believe me a monster of iniquity. e 

There is another newspaper in the United States 
that has thought proper to take up the cudgeis 
against Governor Calhoun. 
Republican.” This paper has ihe largest circula- 
tion of any paper west of the Alleghany mountains 
Lat least Lam inclined to think so—and was built 
up by the energy and enterprise ofthe editor, who 
is the proprietor also. As the circulation of this 

aper increased, So did the views of its editor en- 
arge, until he has at this time, I believe, taken 


It is the St. Louis | 


| the election. Tt acknowledges, also, the receipt of 
‘my answer, which denies that interference and 
corruption, Here, then, is the isswe made wp; and 
i| according to the law of the United States, passed 
|! by the Congress of the United States, regulating 
the mode of taking testimony in cases of contested 
elections, there was a fixed mode in which to take 
testimony. Now, the question is, why was not 
that testimony taken? Here is the reason, às set 
forth in the memorial: 

«The following is an extract from a letter directed to 


l 


| 
| 
| 
| 


M 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


arch 18, 


J. Pillans, Esq., dated Santa Fé, 


up, but they did not take a particle of testimony, 
and they come here with suspicious reasons to ac- 
count for it. Isaid they were afraid to take this 


your memorialist by P. 
» Pevember 29, F851: 

< i My, Ashurst and 
Stake the depositions for ti 


i 
} 
myself have made two attempts to | 
ne contest; but itis absolutely | 


¢impossibie to get two justices of the peace together at || testimony before intelligent United States officers, | 

cgnetime. Why, I cannot tell; but I cun very shrewdly || who would put these things understandingly before | 

€ guess.’ | Congress. a i 
When, Mr. Speaker, you turn to the law of | Now, I will read my answer, and this House 


“Congress, prescribing the mode of taking testi- 
mony in cases of contested election, it will be 
found that those gentlemen had no right to go be- || 
fore two justices-of the peace for the purpose of | 
taking such testimony. They are not the officers |; 
prescribed by law. They might, therefore, as ; 
“well have averred that they could not get two old : 
women together for the purpose of taking the tes- i| 
timony, because of the corrupt influence of Gov- 
eae ae e Seta eat matte 1 eave with my fend and ae 
ie orneys to eyr S,°* a rie and at- 
‘Then the reason why, after the panes wee sence: rs P. West, Esq., this letter, to be delivered to you 
made up, no testimony was taken, was, that no iÍ in case you recognize and confirm as yours the document 
two justices of the peace could be got together; © alluded to. 


and, at the same time, it is a fact that two justices | I bas titan ibe precaution not to reply t Messrs, Skini: 
stik e proper tribunal before | ner ns & Ashurst, before discovering that theiract was 
of the peace do not a stitute the proper iri ul befi “i by you recognized, because [ was unwilling 10 place you— 
whom to take the testimony. i 3 ys, now absent in the Nabajo country, from witch no advices 
Here are the officers prescribed by section third ©! have been received since a day anterior to the day of elec- 
of the act prescribing the mode’ of taking testi- | tioa—in the position of directing or authorizing them to 
; P t lection. read from ii contest, for you, iny election, atany risk and at all hazards, 
mony In Co of contested election. I ree without yourself knowing how fairly or unfairly the elec- 
the law of Congress: ii tion might be conducted, or, indeed, without knowing what 

sS 3. And ve it further enacted, That when any se t i p 

“Seo. 3. And be it fur cted, é en A 
e 


‘ | might be the result of the clection itself. 
such contestant or returned member shall be desirous of :| x s 


* * * 
obtaining testimony respecting such eleetion, it shall belaw- | The objection that the Governor’s proclamation, dated 
ful for him to make application to any judge of any oe + the 8th of August, was not printed or distributed until the 


of the United States, or to any chancellor, judge, or j | 13th, is, Lrespectiully suggest, one of which you can take 


will get a glimmering from it, why they did not dave 
to meet the issue: 


Santa Fe, (N. M.,) September 17, 1851. 

Sır: There has this day been served upon me by Mr. | 
Jones, the United States Marshal, a document, or paper, | 
signed * Skinner, Pillans & Ashurst,” attorneys for A. W. 
Reynolds, which purports to be a notice that you will con- 
test my“ election as Delegate to the present Congress of j 
the United States from the Territory of New Mexico.” 
Though this document is not signed by yourself, but by | 


| 
i 


* * * * 


j 
| 
| 
i 


* 


of a court of record ofany State, or to any mayor, recorder, | advantage, inasmuch as the proprietors end controllers of | 
or intendant of any town or cily, which said officer shali | the only press in New Mexico are your partisans. No one | 
reside within the Congressional district in which said con- |! js better informed than yourself that, since the sale of said | 
tested election was held, who shah,” &c, |} press (conducted by yourself) by order of the quartermas- 
The contestant in his memorial has made refer- | ter’s department, inthe year 18—, the control of it has been 
nee to this very law,and he knew that they ought || With your friends, never having been uninfluenced, either 
a ke the Ae es abhorain toate and rS he: | as®ditor or proprietor, by your own chief and confidential 
; yé mg t5 y ¥ i| clerk, Mr. T. S. J. Johnson, Jate an officer of the Sth in- 
did not try to take the testimony in accordance | fantry, United States Army 
i K o) EK, t; e autry, nite ota aS + . 
with it, because they dared not meet the issues. The ' Af, then, the failure to print, and, consequently, to dìs- 
. H r a Į z 7 yise y" Ss > Fi Yj 3. ao 
officers before whom the testimony should be Sa aan AKE BO eaquiiign friends, or 
taken area judge of any court of the United States, || MASI * # * * Fe 
the chancellor or judge of any court of record, the i| I rest the validity of my election on the ground that I | 
mayor of any city or town. These are the ofj- ` have, as appears by the returns, a large majority of the le- i 
cers prescribed by law. į gal votes of the Territory. | 
7 ava X R E ATEA E 3 That my majority has been much decreased by acts of 
Now, I ask any candid man if it was the bena | organized violence of your friends, thereby intimidating | 
fide intention to place a statement of testimony 'i the people, and driving them from the polis; this at the 
before this Flouse which should be reliable and | ranchos of Taos, and, at least, one other precinct of that | 
not to be misunderstood, would not any man have | county, eet otier pait or tho Tertitory: Ananin 
. f 2 Si MA E ST TSG ; order that the ar Wi ay be truly reflected, which is 
. gone to Judge Watts or to Judge Mower , U nited | the aim and object of an election, the votes thus fost to me 
States Judges, m preference to any New Mexi- i should be added to the majority 1 now have on the face of 
can alcaldes, to take testimony in English ? That : the rers: * * * * * That officers of the army 
is the question. But there is a very good reason |!| have then nvas voted, and Sent Biei soldters to voles and 
. : 4) PA ij in One e FOUR! itor mare hed them in a ody to the polls, 
why it might be advantageous to take tae testi- || anq otherwise legally and improperly interfered with the 
mony before two Mexican alcaldes, who did not elections. That at teast one officer of the Army was in 
undersiand the idiom in which the testimony was to be || company witha number of armed meti, (not soldiers,) who 
taken. One of these gentlemen, who is charged li were engaged in acts of violoneo which did intimidate the + 
A $ so a * pee vople, and prevent a number of them fi voting tor me; 
with taking the testimony, is a forger—hnown lo be | This ne the Vanchos of ‘Lao DAE nis precii i The 
a forger by the contestant-—Ashurst, Merrill Ashurst, | ranchos of Albuquerque was assailed by a body of armed | 
a refugee from Alabama. There is the reason at | men—M ansaud Americans, partisa ) 
once why, instead of going before the ollicers pre- adido OFF, SUnpOried DY at saat one So dioena 
+4 Pi oO > à > Z L e $ > quarter- 
seribed by law, they come here and say that they lepartment, with the inte of preventing the peo- 
+ as s ` mr . . e ate H 
could not take this testimony, because, forsooth, ; piet sxereising theirrightot tthe election; and | 
they could not get together two justices of the j though this Outrageous attenpt w strated by the spir- | 
ae m a d t pe: Tya tak yer ERNER ance ¢ the indignant people, the ¢ircumstance 
pea ae ie i aw tid not Peo A ake testi- | will Garnish one link in the chain of testimony I will bring 
ee ae Ores Sun ee si JONS aS tiere in ont, th a design on the part of your friends, mil- 
one of those officers whom have mentioned In :; itary and by violence to prevent the people trom voting 
the Territory of New Mexico. i| for the undersigned, and thus thy the popular will, and i 
Se chek v4 eg ia as f re i bring about your election; your election which, according ; 
Section tenth of this same act ag as follows: i to the popular belief, was to bring about the reeail of the 
i troops from the frontier, and the reinstatement of ths guar- 


tion of th 
in the Cony 
posed to he 
make apolication te 
the sala district, ¥ 
application and jo 
hereinbefore directed. 
There is the case in whi 
the testimony may be les 
tices ofthe peace. Buiifju 
inserted in the third section as the proper per 
to take lawful testimony, I submit it is pregnant 
wilh suspicion, that, when it isa notorious fact that 
Judge Watts, appointed from the State of Indiana, 
(an honorable gentleman whose character needs no 
eulogium from me,) and Judge Mower, appointed 
from the State of Michigan, (also of deservedly high 
als 


department, in its Jate strength and influence, ! 


strict from which the 
i, it shall be lawful for ¢ 
justiees of the peace re 


and improper interfer of the 
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SON ES 


Your obedient servant, 
u H. WHIGEEMAN, 


Captain AL VV. REYNOLDS, 
: Assistunt Quartermuster, U. S. Army. 


A short account ef the military government 
: which existed in New Mexico, will account for i 
> many of the circumstances which have happened; 
character,) were inthat Territory, they shouldseek | will furnish the key to many of the charges brought ! 
to go before two alealdes—alealdes elected by the against Governor Calhoun; aad will, 1n particu- i 
people of New Mexico, who, of course, having ‘lar, account for the fact that I stand here, returned i 
the majority, elected alcaldes from their own coun- . by a large majority. This history will show, that. 
trymen—who did notunderstand the idiomin which | I stood up for the people to protect them against | 
the testimony was to be taken. Istated, tbere- | outrageous violence—outrages the most insuffera- :| 
fore, that in this memorial there was sufficient | ble ever perpetrated anywhere. [In order first to |! 
to vindicate Governor Calhoun from the charges | give an idea of the combinations of parties at that 
set forth in the memorial, The issue was made || day, I willread from the Union, of October 8, 1850, 


s of yours, headed ‘| 


I have the i: 


an article prepared by myself, with no reference 


|! then, as a matter of course, to this question: 


e Wasuixeron, October 7, 1850. 
“To tite Editor: 

“Sin: I desire to correet an error into which the editor 
| of the Union has fallen. ‘The error is contained in the fob- 
| lowing paragraph of the editorial of October 6, entitled + The 
Late Session :? 

«t Scarecly was the new President Mmstatied, when it be- 
‘came known that the commissioner of ‘Texas, sent to or- 
‘ganize counties in the Santa Fé country, had been foiled 
t by the troops of the United States, and that the military 
‘commandant, acting under instruction from Mr. Craw- 
‘ford, had set on foot a movement for forming. a State goy- 
temwent in the Territory claimed by Texas.” 

“The idea thatthe State movement was set on foot in 
New Mexico by the military consmander, or by any influ- 
ence other than the Wil of the people, is so tnjarious to 
New Mexico, now applying for admission into the Union 
as a State, that deem itto be my duty to correct it; and E 
doubt not. the columns of the Union will be open for the 
correction of any and all errors into which its editor may 
have unwittingly fallen—and particularly should the error, 
as inthis case, seriously iavoive the happiness and well-be- 
ing of a jarge and respectable community, which is justly 
entitled to the esteem and sympathy of the people of the 
United States. i 

So far from it being the fact that the State movement in 
New Mexico was set on foot by the military commander, 
the reverse is trae. 

“The State movement was set on foot by sixteen civi?- 
ians, citizens of the United States—some of American and 
some of Mexican blood—some Democrats and some Whigs 
—some natives of southern and some of northern States. 
Their address to the people appeared in the columns of the 
‘New Mexican,’ December 8, 1849, and was replied to by 
a counter-address inthe colunms of the same paper, signed 
by sixty-two other civilians, among whom were included 
all the judges of the circuit courts, the prefectos, the sher- 
iff, the alcaldes, andin fact the great. body of the officers of 
the civil government of the military commander, all of 
whom held their offices at his ahsolute will and pleusure. 

“Phe State wovement was by them denounced as a fac- 
tious movement, and the movers as the Alvarez fuction. 
As the moyement progressed, it was discovered that the 
military commander had a decided leaning towards the ter- 
ritorial party—indeed, his acts were decidedly partisan, and 
aguinst the Stute party. . 

“The State party at the late elections triumphed in every 
county but one, and did so despite the partisan acts of the 
military commander, despite the ahnost unanimous oppo- 
ition of the judges, prefectos, alcaldes, &c., who held their 
offices at the will and pleasure of the military commander, 
and despite the almost unanimous vote of the employees of 
the yuartermaster’s department.” 


The same combination exists now. Here is the 
Quartermaster, and his friends are here with him. 
1 have merely wished to show that the present 
opponents of Governor Calhoun are the legitimate 
successors of that old military party, and that itis 
no wonder the man who opposed it should stand 
here, elected triumphantly by the people, and with- 
out the necessity of the improper or corrupt mter- 
ference of any one. I continue from the article in 
the Union: 

“The civil officers, who held their offices at the will and 
| pleasure of the military commander, were about one hun- 
dred and fifty number, were distributed over the whole 
country, andal of them, except about five or six, apposed te 
the State movement. Chey were, of caurse,in a state of 
l organization for any purpose in which they thought proper 
i to act together, and the power they could bring to bear and 
| did bring to bear; that they were not particularly serupu- 
i Jons ia their action may be inferred from the following ex- 
i tract from the memorial of the Legislature of New Mexico 
| to the Congress of the United States.” 

I 


i 4 : 

This was a part of the United States then. 
want every one to understand where such out- 
rages were committed in open day: 


«<The inhabitants of New Mexico, since February 2d, 
$1848, have groaned under a harsh Jaw, forced upon them 
‘in time of war, when they were thought undeserving of 
t confidence. ` 

ses Phe military isindepengent of and superior to the civit 
“power. 

«othe inhabitants have no voice or infinence in making 
‘the laws by which they are governed. 

“s Some power other than the Congress of the United 
‘States ade judges dependent on its will alone for the 
d tenure of their offices, and the amount and payment of their 
salaries, 

«c Some power other than the Congress of the United 
States has subjected us to a jurisdiction foreign to the Con- 
stitution and unacknowledged by our laws. 

“+ We are taxed without our consent, and the taxes, when 


| 
[ 


: é collected, are not applied to the publie benefit, but embez- 


€ gled by office: esponsible to the people. 

“No public officer in New Mexico is responsible to the 
fpeopte. Judges, unlearned in the law, decide upon life, 
‘liberty, and property. Prefectos and alealdes impose fines, 
‘and ineareerate without the intervention of a jury. 

«< Alealiles assail the right of the people freely to exercise 
‘their religion without restriction, and dictate to congrega- 
‘tions what priest shall administer the ‘sacraments of the 
€ Church.’ 

“he full extent of the power to control and injure, 
which this unrestrained and organized band of office-hold- 
ers wielded, can only be entirely understood when it is 
known that the military commander held to no accounta- 
bility civil officers charged with assaults upon the religion 
of the country, and embezzlement of the public fands. 

“he influence of the quartermaster’s department in 
the late elections was by no means an inconsiderable one, 
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With its arnry of employeés, with its contracts to let, with 4 


its agencies to purchase the entire surplus of the corn and” 
forage of the country, and with its easy means of commu- 
nication by express at Government expense, it proved itself 


very formidabic; and this influence, with some honorabie i 


exceptions, was thrown against the State party. 

«This web of infuence, extending to the frontiers of 
New Mexico, was, like the other, organized, and, like it, 
also, easily managed from the center; and the managers of 
doth webs were acting in concert, and, as has already been 
told, against the Stute party.” 


The managers of both webs are here, Mr. 
Speaker, and they are Houghton and Reynolds: 


“Nor is this all. In the first days of February of this 
year, the government printing press, the only available one 
in the country, was sold, and teil into the hands of the ter- 
ritorial party. Being owned by an army sutier and con- 
tractor, and edited by the chief judge under the military 
government andthe chief clerk of the quartermaster, all 
communications of the State party were excluded from the 
ecolunms of their paper. They refused to print baliots for 
the State party, who were obliged to write tickets (the 
election being held by ballot) to the number of fifteen or 
twenty thousand. 

“ With the press against the State party, the office-hold- 
ers against it, aud the moneyed interest of government 
against it, it cannot be said, Mr. Editor, that the State 
movement was borr of or grew to manhood by executive 
influence; but, rather, it must be admitted that the voice 
of the people has made itself heard under very dithieult cir- 
cumstances. 

“The difficult boundary question will, it is confidently 
expected, soon be setued by the assent of Texas; and, the 
boundary difficulty at rest, New Mexico stands in the same 
attitude as California did previous to her adinission, and in 
the same attitude as Michigan previous to her admission, 
and after the adjustment of her boundary difficulties with 
Ohio and Indiana. 

«New Mexico asks for no more than justice. She asks 
it of all parties and all sections. She comes here uncon- 
nected with any party or any section. Of her delegation, 
two are Democrats and one Whig—two southern and one 
northern born. She appeals to the whole United States, 
and claims as aright, it her constitution is republican, to 
be admitted to the enjoyment of aif the blessings of liberty. 

«With much respect, I have the honor to be, sir, your 
obedientservant, R. H. WELGHTMAN, 

“P, B. F omitted in my communication to refer to the 
correspondence, already published in the newspapers, be- 
tween Governor Alvarez and Colonel Munroe, in which 
the latter expressed his determination to resist the opera- 
tion of the State government “ with all the means at his 
disposal,’? as furnishing evidence that the military com- 
mander was not favorable to the State movement or State 

arty. . 

Pg By inserting this with my communication, you will 
confer a favor. 
« Very respectfully, R. H.W.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, you will be surprised at the 
amount of pains I took to reform that military 
government. I have a perfect stock of charges 
here, made by me against it to Governor Munroe 
for oppressions, upon the people, to not one of 
which did he pay any attention, I will refer to 
these by their heads, intending to publish them 
in extenso. The first is the case of Judge Hough- 
ton—the chief judge of Colonel Munroe, the 
fountain of justice in New Mexico, I charged 
him with a variety of iniquities—of putting other 
people’s money in his pocket, of never paying 
over anything he got his fingers on, and of gross 
official misconduct. He is one of the respectable 
constituents, quoad hoc, of the honorable gentleman 
from Missouri. [Laughter] 

Here is the document at large: 


Santa Fe, (N. M.,) December 1, 1849. 

Influenced, sir, by duty and inclination, I lay before you 
charges of a most serious nature against the highest judicial 
officer in this Territory—Judge Joab Houghton; charges 
so serious, that, if true, itis an act of mere justice to the 
community that he should be removed frou office. 

In consequence of peculiar, agitating, and dangerous ques 
tions which naw exist in the United States, it has been 
thought proper and even patriotic in Congress, to withhold 
from us a territorial organization, which, except for the 
agitating questions there existing, we would doubtless long 
since have obtained. 

As it is, a de facto government obtains here of a most 
anomalous character, having no parallel in our history, cp- 
posed to the spirit and genius of our institutions and laws, 
and unrecognized by any competent authority. i 

This government de facto was established under the laws 
and usages of war; aid upon the conclusion of the peace, 
February 2d, 1848, having been found in existence here, 
to prevent anarchy, continues by the acquiescence of the 
authority, Whatever it may be, which is competent to 
change it. | 

Under this government, as it actually exists, the Governor 
exercises military, executive, and legislative functions. 

To show that he has exercised legislative functions, I 
make reference to orders No. 10, dated February Sth, 1848, 
Jaying duties and taxes, providing for their collection and 
for the payment of salaries, creating offices, Ke. 

i presume, however, that no argument is necessary to 
prove that the Governor has the power under this govern- 
ment, as itactually exists, whether legally or not, to relieve 
the community ofa corrupt, ignorant, or objectionable judge. 

In making charges, it is necessary to be precise, and to 
enter into particulars ; otherwise the accused will bave just 
canse to complain that he istried on charges which are un- 
defined, and to which, therefore, itis not possible to make 
a defense. 


Though by entering into unpleasant, though necessary 
details, 1 may, in the eyes of the undiscerning, appear to 
want good taste, I shall not refrain from so doing ; preserring 
ralheér to deserve this censure, thau to subject myself to the 
charge of concealing from the accused that which is brought 
against hint. 

In the form, then, of charges and speciiications, I accuse 
Judge Joab Houghton, as touiows: 

Charge Ist. His couduct bas been characterized by 


breaches of faith of such a nature, that the coutiuuation of į 
bin in so elevated and responsible a station, can but have į 


the effect of lowering in the eyes of the public the standard 
of American character. 
Specification ist. [t has been substantiated in a court, to 


the satisfaction of a jury, tbat he has received, as the agent || 
3,000, and į 


of Coicord & Hall, a sum of money execeding § 
not paid the same to his principals. 

Specification 2d. He has re d money as the agent of 
East & Anderson, for the speciiic purpose of pa, daties 
under orders No. 10, of date February Sth, 1848, and instead 
of paying the money into the hands of the collector, place 
therein, m lieu of money, his audited accounts tor his salary 
as judge, which accounts were received as cash; and sub- 


sequently, when that part of orders No. lu, laying and col- 1) 


lecting of duties was annulled, he withdrew said audited 
accounts from the lands of the coilector, and replaced the 


bonds of East & Anderson, whicb said bonds are now in |) 


the hands of the collector, and money of Bast & Anderson 
in the hands of Judge Houghton. 


Specification 3d. “Phat on or about the 19th day of June, 
1848, he was engaged in business as a merchant, being a ij 
vul | 
thatdate, the firm of Leitensdorter & Co. inteoduced into | 
Santa Fé goods, the origival cost of which, including the | 
itly, On or : 
st day of September, E. Leitensdorter and Joab | 
Hougiston dissolved partnership; that on or about that date, | 
E. Leitensdorfer left Sauta Fó, appointing Joab Houghton | 
bis agent and attorney tor the transaction of business; that į 
on or about the Lith day of December, 1848, E. Leitensdor. | 
siguent of all his effects for the benctfit of | 
med amounted to about | 


partner in the firm or E, Leitensdorfer & Co.; that 


outfit, was not less than y1lu0,9v0; that subseq 
about the 


fer made an 
his creditors; that the effects a 
$40,000, and the ascertained debt 


of the firm to more than 


$116,000; that between the dates June 19th and December | 
lith, E. Leitensdorter was, tor the greater or a great part! 
of the time, absent from Santa Fé, the place of the house ii 


of business of the firm, and that the deQcitis not account: 
ed for; that nearly all, if not all, of the goods taken South 
for sale by the said Leitensdorter are accounted for, while 
the part lett in Santa Fé generally uuder charge of said 
Houghton, is the partuot accounted lor; and that tiiis failure 
is fraudulent, and Judge Houghton guilty of the fraud. 
Specification 4th. So much of the specifications under 
charges second and third as may be applicable to this charge, 
Charge 2d. is occupying his position on the bench 
amounts to a denial of justice, in a large class of cases. 
Specification Ist. The case of Campbeil vs. Leitensdor 
fer & Co., involving about $8,000, was brought by artach- 


of that year, but could not be tried, because the judge was 
interested; it could not be tried at the October term for the 
same reason, and cannot be tried for the same reasons un- 
der existing circumstances, so Jong as Judge Houghton oc- 
cupies his present position. 

Specification 2d. The case of Kelly vs. Leitensdorfer & 


-, involvi $8,060 sed on affidavit of fre was | f ; 
Co., involving about $8,000, based on affidavit of fraud, was i| spoken of as a faithless agent, and it may perhaps not be 


; inappropriate to mention that the jury found a verdict in 


filed June 30, 1849, aud was for trial in due course at the last 
October term, but could not be tried, and cannot be tried tor 
the same reasons as above. 


Specification 3d. The case of Webb vs. Leitensdorfer & i 


Co., involving about $8,000, based on afidavit of fraud, was 
filed June 30, 1849, and was for triai in due course at the last 


October term, but could not and cannot be tried, for the rea- | 


sons set forth in Specification Ist of this charge. 

Specification 4t 
dersigned, liabi 
and bills against it forthe gross Suni of $3,659 70, to recover 


which six suits will be necessary; but have not filed suits, | 
because he has not been able to discover property of that 3: 
firm, the court having declared that it will adjudicate no 


point about which there is a contest. 


Specification 5th. ‘there is now in the hands of Mr. Biggs, | 
by the agreementof all the parties to the suits, a large suin | 
of money abiding their issue, and must there remain until | 


they are decided, to the great damage of the owners thereof. 


Specification 6th. There are a number of other creditors : 


of E. Leitensdorier & Co., who would bring suits, if they 
believed justice could be obtained. 

Specification 7th. By the death or going away of import- 
ant witnesses, the ends of justice, which are now delayed, 
may be entirely vated, g ' 

Specification &th. So much of the Specifications under 
charges Ist and 3d, as may be applicable to this charge. 

Charge 3d. Ignorance oi law, and disregard to his obliga- 
tion as a judge. 


Specificati st. Before trial, out of court, he has ex- |)“. g of ys : . 
SpA BAT i x | willing to risk his life to obtain my indorsement 


"i of him, but feared to meet an investigation. He 
i| proposed trial by wager of battle, and lost his cause, 


pressed the opinion that a man about to be tried for his 
was a murderer. 

Specification 2d. Ie has admitted to bail the man whom 
he said was a murderer. 

Specification 3d. He has written articles in the Santa Fé 
Republican concerning a point of law, about in due course 
to come before him for decision, on which depended a large 
class of cases involving a sum of money exceeding 880,000. 


benefited by the adjudication. i f . 
Specification 5th. Ata meeting of the bar, heldin the city 


of Santa Fé, on or about the 26th of July, 1849, at which | 
¥s: 


meeting were present Me: Smith, Tuley, Angne 
Wheaton, West, Pillans, A Beach, Hall, and Weis 
man, the question was discussed as to the propriety of in- 
viting Judge Haughton to resigns at this meeting it was the 
opinion of ali the members present, that he was incowpe- 
tent to fil the office, and eight of their number signed a let- 


ter requesting him to resign, two of them declining to sign “| tory, 10 whom has been confided the control of all ecclesi- 


i] astical affaire pertaining to that Church here, I bring to your 


the letter on personal grounds; the two who declined being 
Messrs. Smith asd Hall. 


i 

| 

| 
H main thereit is inpossible to say. 
i 

{ 

H 


| ton, of tbi 
| sequence of words, which he characterizes 


Specification 6th. So much of the Specifications of Charges 


Ist and 2d as may be applicable to Charge 2d. 
: > 


_ The witnesses to prove the above charges and specitien- 
tions are ut present in New Mexico, bow long they will re- 


I have to request, therefore, as early notiee as possiMe 
afforded me, thatan investigation will be had; the 
sion, or whatever other body or person to, whom 


these cha 


| ‘ 3, ke., may be referred, should have power te 
| send for persons and papers. ` 

| With mach regret that I have to trouble you with so dis- 
| agreeabie a matter, I am, sir, very respectfully, your obe- 
| dient servant, R. 8. WEIGHTMAN. 

| Brevet Colonel Jonn MUNROE, + 

| Civil und Militury Governor of New Mevico. 

| 

ł 

t 


Tt may be proper to mention that I sent word 
to Colonel Munroe’s Fountain of Justice that 1 had 
| preferred charges ofa grave character against him, 


Sanra Fx, September 9, 1849. 
Sir: In consequence of slanderous words used by you 
in conversation with Lieutenant Taylor, at the sutler’s 
store, in Albuquerque, with J. L. Hubbell, Esq., at Socor- 
ro, at Santa Fé, and generally throughout the Territory, 
within the last few, [demand of you an unequivocal re- 
traction of sneh slanders, or the satisfaction due from one 
gentleman to another J, HOUGHTON. 
R.I. Werenrmay, Esq. 


To this anxiously-expressed desire to obtain 
from mea character, 1 courteously replied to his 
friend who handed me his application, from which 
reply 1 extract as follows: 

Sanra Fe, September 19, 1849, 

Sm: I reecived at your hands a note trom Judge Hough- 
date, in which he is pleased to say that, in con- 
as slanderous, 
| used by me to Lieutenant Taylor in Albuquerque, to Jud. 
Hubbel, Bsq, in Socorro, at Santa Fé, and generally 
throughout the Territory, within the last few “days,” (I 


|| suppose was intended, a word being left out,) he demands 
| of me an unequivocal retraction of such slanders, or the 


satisfaction due from one gentleman to another. 
Besides the application of the word slanderous to my 


| words, I have an objection to make to the general tenor of 


his note, which is this: it leaves open the interence that I 


fa ks ie =f “remarks 2 | a X, iS 
ment, based upon an affidavit of fraud, on the 26th day of || made the remarks alluded to not in Judge Houghton’s pres 


May, 1849, and was in due course for trial at the Juneterm | 


ence. To rebut which inference, I have to say, that three 
or four months ago, it became my duty, as counsel in the 
case of Colcord & Hall vs. Smith D. Town, to comment 
upon the conduct of Judge Houghton, in receiving, as the 


h. There is now in the hands of the un- j 
cs of the firm of E. Leitensdorfer & Co., | 


agent of Colcord & Hall, a large sum of money, in the 
neighborhood of $3,400, and not paying the same over to his 


| principal, as it was intended he should, and as he was 


trusted to do. In my remarks to the jury, the judge was 


accordance with the theary laid down by myself and the 
other gentlemen with whom I was associated on that ocea- 
sion. Judge Houghton was not present on this occasion, 
but my remarks and the finding of the jury are matters of 


| public notoriety. 


Again, in Socorro, at which place he refers to a con- 
versation with Mr. Hubbell, I made the same or similar 


' remarks in a public speech to the people, Judge Houghton 


being present, and distant perhaps six feet from me at the 
time. 
E deem this statement due to myself, in order to make 


i it apparent that I havein no wise secretly assailed the char- 


acter of Judge Houghton. g : 

In conclusion, I have to say that in consideration of the 
fact that Mr. Hoaghton occupies at this time the important 
position of chief judge in this Territory, and is recognized 
as a gentleman by persons of high standing, yourself among 
the number, T feel myself at liberty to accept the latter of 
the alternatives he has been pleased to ofer me. F accept 
his challenge, and will meet him this day at as early an 
hour as ean canveniemly be agreed upon between yourself 


and the gentleman who will hand you this. 
* * * * * * * 


Very respectfully, &e., &., R. H. WEIGHTMAN, 


Janes H. Quins, Esq. 


|| We did meet that day, and he got no certificate 


' of character or any concession whatever, He was 


| 


i but declined meeting the more modern and less 
‘| barbarous trial, (proposed by me,)—by the ex- 


‘amination of sworn witnesses. 


i In reference to this memorial Colonel Munroe 


Specification 4th. Had he adjudicated on the bench | Aes 
! as he adjudicated in the newspapers, he would have been l took no action. 


Tiere is another document—which is a com- 


|, plaint that certain of the civil authorities (who are 


removable at the will and pleasure of Colonel 
! Munroe) interfered with the rights of the clergy 
“and people of New Mexico freely to exercise their 
‘religion, Flere it is: 

| By the authority of the Vicario, Mr, Juan Felipe Ortez, 
| the chief ecclesiastic of the Catholic Church in this Terri- 
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cognizance of cases involving property of the Church anti! 
a new government is legally in operation, or until the 
bench of New Mexico is occupied by less ignorant persons. 

Should you, sir, deem it proper to make investigations 
concerning these matters, 1 caution you against the Secre- 
tary of Territory, Mr. Donisiano Vigil. i 

Jtis within my knowledge that when Colonel Washington, 
desirous of giving relief in-one of the cases above cited, offi- 
cially directed Mr. Vigil to write to Prefecto Manuel Otero to 
annul the order of Alealde Vicente Armijo, and restore Padre 
Baca to his original position, that Mr. Vigil did dispatch 
such an order; and also, and without authority of Colonel 
Washington, an old order of bis; which old order, as will 
| be perceived by the second note of Prefecto Otero, dated 
| October 21, is made the basis of special pleading, which 
i has resulted in Padre Baca’s being still ‘excluded, though 
| the express object of Colonel Washington was to reinstate 


notice certain infringements on the rightof that Church 
freely to exercise its religion. a 

I am authorized-in saying, that the Vicario perfeetly un- 
derstands his responsibility to the Government under which 
he lives; he knows that he is amenable to the laws, as a 
citizen or resident, in the same manner as any otber citi- 
zés or residents. The Vieario, bowever, should be able 
to enjoy the right to exercise the functions which the Church 
to which he has altached himself has conferred upon him, 
otherwise that Chureb is deprived of “ the right freely to 
exercise its religion,” which right is guarantied by the 
Constitution of the United States. 

In speaking of the Church, I wish to be understood to 
mean those persons, who, entertaining similar religious 
sentiments, volufMarily conform themselves to a certain 
set of opinions, and conform-themselves to certain rules, 
With that understanding, then, the Catholie Church in 


New Mexico comprehend those persons who conform them- 
selves to the worship, and discipline, and government of 
that Chirch as it obtains here. It is tht practice of all the 
chiirches to adopt rules or Jaws for their own government, 
and this necessary practice is not restrained by Jaw. As 
an instance, the Episcopal Church confides the eare and 
control of the church property to the vestries of the differ- 
ent congregations, and there it is, under the protection of 
the law, not because of any municipal law, but because it 
is the law of the Church. In the Catholic Church here, as |} 
well as in other parts of the United States, the property of || 
the Chureb is confided to the care and control of the Bishop | 
of the Diocese, as is also the discipline, worship, and gov- |! 
ernment thereof, and by him is subdivided as may be ne- | 
cessary or convenient. Thisstate of things prevailsin New | 
Mexico; the Bishop of Durango, to whose diocese New 
Mexico has until recently belonged, confided thë particular ; 
control here to the Vicario, whom he holds responsible 
that that control is judiciously exercised; and the Vicario, 
in his turn, has subdivided it among the curates of the dif- 
ferent parishes, whom he holds responsible. 

This law, custom, or usage, be the same general or spe- 
cial, has been adopted by the Catholic Church, and is not } 
forbidden by law. When itis forbidden, then will the right 
of that Chureh freely to exercise its religion have been in- 
fringed. So familiar is the fact to all in the United States, 
that no civil authority has a right to interfere in matters of 
church discipline or government, that the assertion of it 
must pass for a trite truism. Notwithstanding this, the 
following outrages have been perpetrated here in New 
Mexico: 

The limits of parishes, as they have been arranged under 
the authority of the Church, have been altered by civil offi- |i 
cers to suit their ideas of propriety or convenience. This | 
has been done in reference to the parishes of Socorro, Al- 
buquerque, Belem, Tomé, and perhaps others; and it is |! 
believed by the authority or connivance of Judge Autonio || 
José Otero. i 

Since the arrival of the American troops in this country, {| 
a Secretary of Territory and acting Governor has sus- |; 


i 
| 
| 


pended, or attempted to suspend, Mr. Juan Felipe Ortiz 
from his ecelesiastic functions as Vicario ; threatened to 

banish a priest, who suggested a doubt as to his power to |} 
do sọ; aud finally ordered that priest to take advantage of |i 
the first opportunity to leave the country. ‘This was done |; 
by Mr. Donisiano Vigil. | 

An alealde, in the absence of the parish priest, has de- | 
manded the keys of the church of Tomé from the Sacris- || 
tan; opened the church; taken from it the sacred vest- | 
ments and consecrated vases,and delivered them to Nicholas || 
Valencia, a non-conformist and suspended priest, to cele- || 
brate a marriage and mass. 
of Valencia county. 

An alcalde has directed Friar Benigno Cardenas, a non- 
conformist, suspended priest, and refugee from justice, to 
go to the parish of Tomé, and receive, without excuse or 
protest from José de Jesus Baca, the regularly appointed 
parish priest, the delivery of the church property, taking an 
luventory of it. Chis was done by Aleaide Viecnte Atijo, 
of Valencia county, and Friar Benigno Cardenas now 
exercising his forbidden fanetions in the parish of Tomé, 
from which Padre Baca is excluded. 

‘Two suspended priests are at this moment exercising 
ecclesiastical functions in the county of Valencia; to this 
there is no objection. When avy members of a church, | 
lay or ecclesiastical, desire to apostatize, they have the |! 
right to do so, and, if they please, to be the founders of an- | 
other creed. In doing this, however, they have no right to 
seize upon or occupy the temples of the chureh from whieh || 
they apostatize. H they are ambitious to be reformers, |! 
they must do as the Protestants did of yore--draw off from |! 
the Catholics; build temples of their own, and leave the || 
property of that Church where they found it, in the hands | 
of the owners, the Catholie Church. 

The suspended priests alluded to, Friar Benigno Carde- 
nas and Priest Nicholas Valencia, are now occupying || 
parishes or temples, from which the civil authority, without || 
judicial decision, have ousted their predecessors, ‘This 
matter stands on very siniple ground. Padre Otero, at a i 
certain date, was in possession of the temple at Belem. |! 
Padre Baca, at a certain date, was in pos sion of the 
parish of Tomé, with its dependencies, and without judicial 
decision on either the right of property, or po ssion, were j 
ousted by the civil authority, aud their places filled by non- | 
conformists, or, which is the same thing, by apostates. |. 
Now, whether the possession of Padres Baca and Otero | 
was founded on right or not, nothing can be clearer than |' 
that they should have been permitted to retain that right 
unttl deprived of it by due course of law. 

The ousting of Padres Baca and Otero, if done under 
color of law or authority, not having veen effected by judi- |; 
cial decision, or legislative enactment, must have been | 
done by executive acts, Of the executive here, you are ji 
ieee pen nad; and H therefore request, An act of 
seh ae aoe Bat the Catholic Church be restored || 

ono! property of which she has, witbout |! 

law, been deprived by executive acts. And inasmuch as 
| 

| 

i 


This was done by an alcalde 


i 
| 
[i 
| 


l 


a change ofgovernment will soon be had here, and because 
of the ignorance of tne present judiciary. (not one of the 
judges having been bred to the iaw,) to prevent future diffi- 
culties, I suggest that the courts be restrained from taking 


oe 


him. I have also to say, that the identical reasoning con- 
tained in the second note of Prefecto Otero was used in 
conversation with me by Mr. Vigil. 3 
Among the documents which ! lay before you, I had in- 
tended to include the decree of December 24th of last year, 
referred to in one of the papers E lay before you; but have 
not been able to obtain from Mr. Vigil a copy, though I 
have made as many as four or five personal applications 
for it. 
In conclusion I have to say, that all the material facts in 
the above can he substantiated by affidavits or documents. 
Very respectfully, 
R. H. WEIGHTMAN, Attorney. 
To Brevet Colonel Joun Monroe, 
Civil and Military Governor of New Mexico. 


On this complaint, Colonel Munroe took no ae- 
| 


tion. 

Here are two letters of my own bringing to the 
notice of Colonel Muuroe further outrages, togeth- 
er with a respectful memorial signed by one hund- 
red owners of a church, declaring that they had 
been disturbed in the enjoyment thereof, and hum- 
bly requesting that he would examine into the 
conduct of their oppressor and remove him from 
office. 

SABINAL, June 18, 1850. 

Sir: At the request of the people of this vicinity, I 
have drawn up ia Spanish a memorial directed to you. Of 
this memorial { send a copy in Bnglish. 

I was seut for by express to Atbuguerque by Don José 
Chavis, intormiug wwe that he would like me to repair to 
this place with all dispatch, as he feared, unless the people 
w pacified, violence might be couunitted, as the author- 
ities were attempting to torce upon the people, against their 
will, Padre Cardenas. 

Padre Cardenas is the same person who was attempted 
to be forced on the people of ‘Tomé, whieh outrage Colonel 
Washingtop countermanded, as you will perceive by the 
papers 1 had the honor to lay before you. Upon my arri- 
val in Los Lunas, I met persons who informed me that 
Judges Houghton and Otero had arrived in that place, and 
that for the present all was quiet. F remained in Los Lu- 
nas, aud in the morning discovered thatthe judges, together 
with the pretecto, had set out on the evening betore for Sabi- 
nal, a second time. I theretore hastened on. On my arri- 
val in Belen, [ was informed that the people (of Sabinal) 
were in a state of revolution, and that Colonel May wiih 
his company was there, &c. From Belen I ‘galloped to 
s piace, but found the people working in their fields, and 
| that Colouel May had neither arrived nor been heard from. 


| The judges had also passed below, though the Prefecto | 


| was still there, justifying the conduct of the alcalde, tand 
i threatening the people with the consequenecs of their in- 
subordination. Colonel! May has since been heard trom, 
i and declines interfering. 
| Since hearing from Colonel May, the alcalde has cited, 
: Through the constable, armed men to be present, to assist 
; him in enforcing order, for which thereis no cause, as order 
i prevails, and will prevail, unless he disturbs it. The armed 


| men have not yet made their appearance, and I presume 
| will not. 


Of one thing I can assure you—that though determined 
to resist the entrance of Padre Cardenas into their church, 
no people who are so anxious can be more peaceable. I 


; agree with the people entirely thatthe whole is an elec- 


lioneering trick, to intimidate the people into voting for the 


i existing authorities, 


The people here are anxious for you yourself to examine 
into this matter, and not to delegate the examination to 


| either of the judges, or the prefecto, as they believe that 


the whole originated with thein. 
Houghton, who had been at Otero’s house, and Otero 
ived, though notin company, on the same day, and Car- 


arri 
denas on the day before. On the arrival of the judges 


: operations commenced, and rumors of assassination and 


revolution, in the midst of which I am living, enjoying the 
good things of this life with much relish, and with an abid- 


: Ing confidence in the virtue of the people, and none what- 
| ever in the judges and pretectos. 


The Mexicans are lcarning rapidly their rights, and in a 
few more elections cannot be imposed upon by any pre 
tended authority. Six months ago two judges, a pretecto 
and alealde could have done what they pleased out of 


: Santa Fé or Taos; but Democratic doctrines are very pro- 
į gressive, and much liked by every people who have had an 


opportunity of witnessing their operation. I have every 
coutidence in the virtue of the people. The only thing of 


: which [ bave any fear is the wholesale frauds, which 


experience has taught me to expect. 
Be so good as to preserve this letter, as I desire to make 
acopy. Very respectfully yours, 
R. H. WEIGHTMAN. 
Colonel JonN MUNROE., 
Military and Civil Governor of New Mexico. 
{Translation.] 
SABINAL, June 18, 1850. 
Sin: With much respect we desire to represent to your 


i 


1 alcalde; 
; and we 


i worship that for along time past we have suffered many 


dnjuries at the hands of the aicalde, Jesus Silva, and tha 
in the last few days, to wit, on Sunday last the 16th of this 
month, be, the alealde, attempted to force on the people, 
against the will of a great majority of the owners of the 
church, the friar Cardenas, that he might perform a mass 
in the church. 

The pretext of the atealde for this act is, that the Cura 
Otero, our regular cura, has not performed mass for some 
time. The reason why the Cura Otero has not performed 
mass is that this same alcalde. some time since, put him in 
the public jail, and for this reason the cura fears to live 
here until this alcalde may be removed from office, or he 
ean have confidence that his rights will be respected. 

The owners of the chureh ia all are one hundred and 
nineteen, We send a list of more than one hundred. 
We desire to say, that it is our desire to obey the Jaws, and 
deport ourselves as good citizens; but it is not possible to 


| submitoursel ves with patience to the tyrannical and iVvegat 
j conduct of Alcalde Jesus Silva, 
! to examine yourself into the conguet of the alealde. 


We desire your worship 


Itis necessary for us to sav, that the alcalde, before his 


: actof Sunday last, was in company on that same day with 


the circnit Judges, Houghton and Otero, and that afterwards 
the prefecto arrived here, and has condemned the people 
and approved the alealde. 

We desire to say very respectfully, that it will not bejust 
for your worship to order either of the Judges, Houghton or 
| Otero, or the prefecto to decide upon the conduct of the 

for we think them equally interested with him 5 
say to your worship, with al} respect, that the act 
of Sunday last was nothing more than a project to intimi- 


| date the peopte, and to obtain votes in the election soon to 


take place. 

In fine, we desire to conduct ourselves as good citizens 3 
but we do not care to be subjected to this alealde; and for 
this reason we send you this letter, to say that we have 
fear of his bad acts, and to petition your worship to suspend 
him until you ean examine into his conduct. 

With much respect, &e. 

Signed by one hundred of the citizens of Sabinal, owners 
of the church. 

To the Governor Jous MUNROR. 

SABINAL, June 39, 1850. 

Sir: Last night F dispatched a courier from this place, 
witha petition, signed by more than one hundred persons, 
informing you of the arbitrary conduct of Jesus Silva, and 


i alcaide. 


| praying that be might be suspended from his functions until 
| you could examine into his conduct, and requesting that 
| neither Judge Houghton nor Judge Otero, or Prefecto Ramon 
| Luna, might be detailed to make the examination as they 
were believed to be equally culpable with the alcalde. 

I have now to report to you other outrages attempted to 
| be committed. ‘Mhis evening, while in company with Pedro 
Torres, José Armijo, and another, before the house of the 
| first, there arrived the coustable of Belen, with two other 
persons, with a document, (of which I send you an exact 
copy,) directing said constabic to go to the house of José 
Armijo, and seek of him a list of persons who, in company 
with him, had embarrussed the arrangements or disposition 
of the alcalde. Itis stated in this document that this list 
was understood by report, to be in possession of said Ar- 
mijo. ‘Ibis is supposed to be the same list which was last 
| hight forwarded to you. ‘The constable was further directed 
to take the bodies of José Armijo and of all the persons 
mentioned in the list, and bring them before the honorable 
Prefecto Ramon Luna, to-morrow at sunrise, there to have 
their offense examined into. To-morrow, I beg you to 
notice, is the day of the election, and the persons whose 
| names are signed to the list, all Lo a man are opposed to the 
p existing civil authorities. ‘he capture of so many people 
; it was doubtless supposed would have the effeet of intimi- 
dating the people, between this pointand Los Lanas, besides 
having the effect of depriving the captured of the right of 
voting. 
| This citation being illegal from beginning to end, I advised 
Don José Armijo, not to notice it. ‘Fhe people here are 
much frightened, and have offered to pay me to stay and 
i defendthem. Still these are the people who are represented 
as being in a state of revolution, ‘They expect, and with 
good cause, to be harassed with fines and imprisonment 
by the authorities. 

The people up to this time, have not committed a single 
illegal act; butif they are harassed still further, it is possi- 
ble that threugh ignorance they may err. It is because of 
this fear that they desire me to remain with and advise 
them. They desire to maintain their rights, but not to break 
the law. Ifa wrong has been committed, then is the whole 
population, with not more than fifteen exceptions, implica- 
ted. A simple remedy for the existing evils, I take the 
liberty of suggesting ; it is this: for you to direct the author- 
itics here to indict, before the grand jury, all the culpable 5 
and, in the interim, not to trouble them more concerning 
this matter. The investigation will then be conducted by 
the prosecutor of the Territory, aud then if the people have 
offended, they will then be punished and not annoyed by 
petty motestations. I have to say, moreover, that it is of 
the utmost importance, to examine into the conduct of the 
I have further to say, what I have before laid be- 
tore you, that very few of the civil authorities are capable 
or desirous, of examining dispassionately into the conduct 
of others of their number; as they are, as I have had the 
honor of stating to you, banded together for mutual protec- 
tion in their iniquities. ‘Phe prefecto of the county of 
Bernallilio is particularly objectionable ; indeed, I know of 
but one prefecto, whose character lam acquainted with, 
whom I consider competent to the task, aud he is the pre- 
fecto of San Miguel, Mr. Grolman—with this gentleman T 
have no personal acquaintance, and his political views are 
opposed to mine, but be has the character of an upright, 
honorable, and sensible man. 

As I mentioned in my communication of last night, that 
the cause of the difficulty here is, that the alcalde attempted 
to open the church that Friar Cardenas, a suspended priest, 
might perform therein a mass. To this step of the alcalde 
more than one hundred, of the hundred and twenty owners 
of the church, objected, signing a paper to this effect: “ We 
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do not care for Pedro Cardenas ;°? or, in other words they l 
did not desire his services. Mer. José Armijo, an elderly | 
gentleman of good repute was deputed spokesman, and, in | 
company witha number of the congregation, told the alcalde 
that it was against their will fer Pedro Cardenas to say mass 
in their church. The alealde replied that “he bad the 
power, and did not receguize that of the people.” To 
which was replied: “If you do not recognize the people, 
or their soverciguty, the people will not recognize you as 
alcalde.”” And these words have been construed in rebel 

dion. * 

With the sincere hope that the cries of a distressed peo- 
ple may not be unavailing, I have the honor ta sign myref 
your obedient servant, R. H. WEIGIEMAN. 

Colonel JORN MUNROE, i 

Milituey and Ciril Governor of New Mexico. 

Toa these appeals of an oppressed and distressed 
people Colonel Munroe turned a deaf ear. 

Here is the report of the Auditor of New Mexico, 
charging certain officers with embezzlement of the 
public funds. Iwill not read it, but it distinctly 
charges wilful and deliberate fraud and collusion 
between certain officers (holding their offices at 
the absolute wilt and pleasure of Colonel Munroe) 
to embezzle the public funds, and exhibiting proofs 
of the embezzlement, on which Colonel Munroe 
took nv action. 

Here is the case of Simon Rosenstein, to which 
X invite particular attention. Here it is: 

Saxta. Fre, New Mexico, 
3 aT November 16, 1849. 

Sır: Itis my painful duty as counsel for Simon Rosen- 
stein, a citizen of the United States, to bring to your notice 
a most grievous and distressing outrage, which has been 
committed on bis person. 

Without law, or color of law, while peaceably engaged 
in the prosecution of his lawful business as a trader, or | 
merchant, he was arrested by a non-commissioned officer f 
and four soldiers belonging to the garrison at Albuquerque, 
and, without trial or form of trial, confined in the guard- 
house of that place for the night, during which he was fr- 
nished with neither food nor bedding, and without being 
permitted to write to his friends, though he requested per- 
mi-sion $6 to do. 

This arrest took place on Tuesday last of this month, at 
about one o’elock. 

On the next morning he was told that he must be blind- 
folded, as it was necessary to take him to another room that 
he might be questioned, and haviug been blindfolded, he 
was led into another room and stripped, and bound, and 


i 


i 


knows not to this bour for what he has been pruished. 

Side by side with the statement of this outrage, I place 
the words of the Constitution of the United States: “Jn all | 
<criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to 
“a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of the State | 
Sor district wherein the erime shall have been committed, 
< which district shall have been previously ascertained by 
“Jaw, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the 
<acetsation; to be confrented with the witu s against 
shim; to have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses 
<in his favor, and to have the assistance of counsel for his 
€ deiense.”? 

Has the sufferer, Simon Rosenstein, heen accused ? 

Has he enjeyed the right to a public and speedy trial by 
an impartial jury 2 

Has he been informed of the nature and cause of the ac- 
ensation ? 

Has he been confrented with witnesses against him? 

Has compulsory process been afforded him for obtaining 
witnesses in his favor? 

Has he had the assistance of counsel for his defense ? 

Who is the perpetrator of this outrage upon the person of 
a citizen and upon the laws of the country, a court of in- | 
quiry may discover. * 

As counsel for Simon Rosenstein, I feel called upon re- | 
spectfully to axk of you, sir, in your double capacity as | 
Civil and Military Governor, to cause a strict investigation 
to be made into this whole matter, in order that the real 
perpetrators may be brought to fight. ; 

Laan, sir, very respectiully, your obedient servant, 

R. H. WEIGHTMAN, 
Counsel for Simon Rosenstein. 
To Col. Joun MUNROE, A 
Military and Civil Governor of New Mezico. 
And on this complaint Colonel Munroe did takı 


no action, 
Mr. PHELPS. 
uerque? N 
Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I am talking aboutcom- 


Who commanded at Albu- 


e took no action. 


i 
Mr. PHELPS. Who commanded at Albu- | 


| to the Committee of Elections, whose duty it 


:| any ex parte statements made by those presenti 


Jaints {laid before Governor Munroe, upon which | i 1 
| North Carolina (Mr. SranLY] suggested the post 


Pusips] maks a speech, in which charges are 
brought, not against the Governor of New Mex- 
ico in connectiun merely with this election, but a 
string of general charges such as have not been 


Mr. PHELPS. If the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Org} had paid a little more strict at- 
tention to what 1 had to say of the conduct of Gov- 
ernor Calhoun, he would have found that my re- 
marks were confined exciusively to his conduct in 
interfering in the elections. I found it necessary 


from a manuscript letter which had been addressed 
to the President of the United States by certain 


' gentlemen in this city, and there were some other 


charges connected with it which it was necessary 
for me to read,in order to obtain the portion | 
wanted. I intended to confine my reinarks to the 
interference on the part of Governor Calhoun in 


in the Territory of New Mexico. I had nothing 
to say of the conduct of the Governor in any 
other particular. 

Mr. ORR. I was very attentive to the remarks | 
of my friend from Missouri, [Mr. Purvps,} and L 
heard his entire speech. 1 desire to inquire of 
gentemen, if they do not remember distinctly that 
he charges the Governor of New Mexico with 
certain corruption in securing the election of mem- 


l desire to inquire what connection that has with | 
the question now before the House. Butthe main 
purpose I had in view in calling the attention of 
the House to this subject at the present time is this: 
Here a memorial 1s presented, contesting the seat 
ofa delegate. That memorial should be referred 


would be to inquire into the facts, and report them 
to the House in an authoritative form, and then | 
each member of this House becomes a judge upon 
that statement of the facts, itis notright thateither | 
the contestant or sitting member should be preju- | 
diced in theestimation of the House or country, by 
ng | 
the memorial, or in defense by the gentleman from | 
New Mexico, [Mr. Weicutman.] It is a ques- j 
tion which should not have been agitated at all, but 
should have been referred to a committee. When | 
a committee submits a report, then it will be open 
to fair debate and decision by the House. 1de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman permit me 
one word of explanation. | think the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Orr} has unintention- 
ally done me injustice. 

Mr. ORR. Ì will yield the floor temporarily to ! 
the gentleman, for the purpose of allowing him to 
make a short explanation. I want to make my 
usual motion very soon. [Langhter.] 

Mr. PHELPS. Thegentleman was confound- 
ing some of the matter which I read at the time 
1 was addressing the House, with remarks I my- 
selfsubmitted. ‘The gentleman is inclined, perhaps, 
to censure the course I have pursued in the pre- 
sentation of this memorial, and the remarks which 
I made on the day I presented it. [briefly stated 
the charges which the petitioner made, stating 
the fact that he contested the right of the gentle- 


it 
| 
ith 


{ was proceeding at that time to say something in 
relation to the conduct of Governor Calhoun in 
the election in New Mexico, and my friend from 


ponement of the matter. To that point I had said 


querque ? 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. 

[tlere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ORR. I have arisen for the purpose of 
demanding the previous question upon the motion 
that lias been submitted, to refer this matter to the 
Committee on Elections and to print. Before 
making that motion, however, I desire to make a 
remark or too upon this subject. I think the de- 
bate we have been listening to has been most un- 
fortunate, and certainly very unusual, A memorial 
is presented by Captain Reynolds, contesting the 
seat of the delegate from New Mexico, and upon ; 
that memorial the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ; 


Major Hine. 


{ 
| 
i 
j 


nothing, but that which the rules of the House 
require me to say in the presentation of a menio- 
rial, or a petition. At a subsequent time, I con- 
fined myself entirely to the charges contained Jn 
the memorial. After that, at an interview with 
| the Delegate from New Mexico, I informed him 


| of the course of remark which I had intended to | 
| have pursued, had F not been arrested init. Thad 


| no desire, as | stated at the time | offered that me- 
i morial, to do anything which might prejudice his 
| case. He seemed to think that I had gone a litle 
Í too far, and desired, therefore, to reply. I was 
| willing the matter should rest there. I had con- 


$ 


to read some extracts from a newspaper, and also ; 


political affairs, and in the elections that were held ' 


bers to the Territorial Legislature of New Mexico. |} 


man from New Mexico to a seat upon this floor. ' 


fined my remark exclusively to the conduct of 


] 
|| Governor Calhoun in interfering in the election of 
the Delegate from the Territory of New Mexico, 
and also in the special election, held in the county 
ef Rio Arriba, ` I thought it was a fair and legiti- 
mate inference, and a matter which might be urged 
to show that there wasan interference on the part 
of the Governor of that Territory in political affairs, 
which was unauthorized, and highly censurable 
upon hispart. F did not enter into a discussion of 
tha oppressions which the people suffered under the 
military Government of New Mexico, I supposed 
that the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. 
Weicurman] would haveconfined himself entirely 
to defending Governor Calhoun from the charges 
which I brought against him. As to those, there 
has been no denial on the part of the gentleman. 
Here is the explanation I desire to make. I had 
intended to have submitted something further. 

Mr. ORR. {have no doubt that the genteman 
from Missouri [Mr. Purips] thought his action 
in the premises was right, but I think it has been 
unusual for such a course to be taken. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN, Will the gentleman yield 
me the floor for a moment? 

Mr. ORR. I cannot refuse, but it is the last 
time. : 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. ‘The gentleman. from 
Missouri says I have not taken up the charges 
against Governor Calhoun. Iam inclined to think 
that I showed those charges were before the people, 
brought in issue under the contested election, and 
that my adversaries dared not take the testimony 
upon those issues. 

Mr.ORR. Lrenew my demand for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon re- 
ferring the memorial to the Committee of Elections, 
j and that it be printed. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Task fora division 
| of the question. There is no necessity for print- 
ing. 

The question then recurring first upon the refer- 
ence, it was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the memorial was referred to the Committee 
of Elections. 

The question was then taken upon the printing, 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I havea bill which 
has been before the Judiciary Committee for a 
long time, and which the convenience of suitors 
in the city of New York requires should be passed. 
It is one to which there can be no objection, and 
I ask the unanimous consent of the House to make 
a report of the bill with an amendment. 

Mr. ORR objected. 

Mr. KING.” It isa bill to which there can be 
no objection. It has been in my hands for some 
six weeks, but the morning hour has been taken 
up with business connected with the public lands. 
1 move to suspend the rules, for the purpose of 
enabling me to introduce the bill. 

Mr. ORR. I rise to a privileged motion. I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. KING. [hope the House will first pass 
is bil. It will not take five minutes. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I appeal to 
the gentleman from South Carolina to withdraw 
i! his motion and aliow this bill to be acted on. 
Mr. ORR. I cannot do it. ; 

Mr. SEYMOUR. The passage of this bill is 
absolutely necessary for the progress of business 
in the courts. i 

Mr. ORR. l the committees of this House 
have bills which they desire to submit, and if 
i reports were called for regularly for ene hour, 
‘| they would all have an opportunity. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Orr’s 
! motion, and it was decided in the negative—ayes 
51, noes 52. 

So the House refused to adjourn. . 

Mr. KING. [ believe my motion will come 
i up the first thing on Monday next, and as it 1s not 
robable a quorum can now be brought ia, iE will 
t ask the House to act on my Motion Now. 
Mr. STUART. Is not the Alabama land bill 
i the first thing in order when the House proceeds 
Í to the call of committees? 

The SPEAKER. There are 
l the Alabama land bill, and the Nort 
i land bill—the previous question being demanded 
i| in both cases, but not ordered in either, Those 
il bills, therefore, take their places on the Speaker's 
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table, and cannot be reached until the House goes ! 
to the business on the Speaker’s table. This mo- 
tion to såspend the rules, if not acted on now, 
will be the first business in order on Monday 
next. ae . 
Mr. CHANDLER. It is evident there is not 
a quorum present, and I hope the House will 
therefore submit to a motion to adjeurn. I make 
that motion. | 
Mr. BRIGGS. I ask the gentleman to with- | 
draw. the motion for one moment. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Very well, sir. | 
On motion by Mr. BRIGGS, by unanimous |! 
consent, it was ordered that Mr. Brssunz be dis- 
charged- from further service on the committee of 
conference upon the disagreement between the 
Senate and House in reference to the bounty land | 
bill; and 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Fircn to fill | 
the vacancy. | 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, by unanimous | 
consent, presented joint resolutions of the Legis- | 
lature of Mississippi, praying the reduction of the 
price of land in the Augusta and Washington land | 
districts, and urging a grant of land for the New 
Orleans and Jackson railroad; which were sever- || 
ally referred to the Committee on Public Lands, i 
and ordered to be printed. 
On motion by Mr, ROBBINS, the House then || 
adjourned, i! 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rwe, and referred to the appropriate committees: 
By Mr. OUTLAW: The petition o: Wiliam Simmons, 
William B. Shephard, and other citizens of North Caro- i 
liua, against the extensiun aud renewal of Woodworth’s | 
atent. 1 
k By Mr KUHNS: The petition of John Weir, jun., James | 
Hill, and 151 otber citizens of Freeport, Armstrong county, | 
Penns: Ivania, praying Cougress to provide by law tor the "| 
observance oF the sanctity of the Lord’s day, by releasing 
from official duties all persons in the employment of the |! 
Government in cases where tbe public satery does not re- | 
quire it—and particularly in regard to the mail st 3 
Also, the petition of James Beil and otuer citizens of | 
Pennsylvania, praying Cong to sustain the Wheeling i 
Bridge, and to prevent its destruction under the Iate decree | 
of the Supreme Court of the United State: : 
By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: ' petition of D. M. | 
Bean aud 60 others, citizens of Mississippi, praying the | 
passage of a law prohibiting the appointment of FEMALE | 
Ostinasters. ‘ 


5. 


By Mr. BRENTON: The petition of John Portner and |: 
100 others, asking the estabiishiwent of a post route in No- i} 
ble county, Indiana, if 

By Mr. PICKLIN : The petition of Thomas Templeton |i 
and others, for a mail route trom Charleston, Coles county, 
via Loug Point to ‘lentopolis, in Bagham county. i 

By Mr. GREEN: The memorial of 8. Spink, assistant | 
marshal of the county of Wood, Ohio, asking additional 
compensation for taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, of Minois: ‘he remonstrance of 
B. H. PFhomas and 90 other citizens of Winnebago county, (| 
Ulinois. against a renewal of U. H. MeCormick’s pateit | 
for a reaping machine. :| 
Also, the ramonstrauce of James V, Gale and 43 others, | 
citizens of Ogle county, Hinots, against the renewal of a | 
patent heretolor. anuted to Austin and Zebuton Parker, | 
for alleged improvements on cio water wheels, 

By Mr. DOTY : The petition of C. J. Marsh, Justus N. | 
Dart, and other citizens of Marquette couaty, for a mail 
route from Montello by W. l aud Kingsbury Ferry, to :| 
Reed’s Landing, on the M ippi. if 

By Mr. MiLLSON : ‘The memorial of Isane V. Pratt and |! 
97 other citizens of Nortolk county, Virginia, remonstrating |] 
against the renewal of tle Woodworth patent. ' 

By Mr. GAYLORD: The memorial i 
other citizens of Mergan comity, Ohi sking a grant of i; 
100,00) acres of unsold public lands within Ohio. to aid in || 
the consiruction o: a certain plank or MeAdamized road. ` 

Also, the petition of Noah L. Wilson and other residents | 
of Marietta, Olio, asking Congress to establish tue bridge 
of the Wheeling and Belmont Bridge Company as a post 
road, &c 

By Mr. THURSTON: The petition of Wiliam P. Dean, H 
of Providunec, Rhode Leland, for commutation of clothing ` 
and rations as a recruiting sergeant, for two months service 
in Mexico, under the direction uf Colonel Rausom and Lieu- 
tenant De Wolfs. il 

By Mr. EDGERTON: The petition of the heirs of Lieu- 
tenant Francis Martin, asking remuneration for losses sus- : 
tained in the revolutionary war, and for other claims. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Maumee City, Lucas ' 


PH. Dawes and 145 || 


conn, Ohio, asking an appropriation for the improvement 
of the Maumee river. 


$ awrite memori of the assistant marshal of Lucas 
n hams county, Obie, asking additional e ensati 
for. taking the are s Asking additioual compensation i 
ohe akon o ER The petition of John Senter and i 
“TS, ASKINE lor confirmation of title to certain k si { 
Lake Superior land district. i lala 
By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of 
25 others, citizens of Philadelphia county, in fav i i 
extension of the Woodworth PREIE. me avon pitoe 


Mathias Rusk, and | 
Also, the joint resolutions of the Le i 
i 
i 
| 


n A slature of the Sta 
of Pennsylvania, requesting their Senn ors and Re eara 
atives in Congress to use their efforts in ioe 
lishment of a navy-yard, depot, and dr 
frontier. 


securing the estab- 
y-dock on the lake 


i 
il 


i referred to the Committee of Claims. 


| juries received in the military service during the 


| number of the members of the House of Repre- 
| sion of the Woodworth patent. 


| expresses the opinions of a large majority of the 
| people of the State of Ohio, if not their unanimous 


: committee I ask that it may be referred. 


. Congress to pass a law releasing all the employees 


By Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE: Sundry memorials from 
citizens of Pennsylvania and Ohio, praying for an appro- 
priation for the construction of a ship-canal around the 
Falis of the river St Marie, Michigan. 

By. Mr. FAULKNER: A memorial of sundry citizens 
of the counties of Berkley and Jefferson, State of Virginia, 
remonstrating against any farther extension of Zebulon 
Parker’s reaction watcr-wheel pateut. 

Also, a petition of sundry citizens of the connty of Fred- 
erick, State of Virginia, praying for an extension of the 
Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. HARPER: The remonstrance of Thomas J. 
Langley and 240 other jegal voters of Guernsey eounty, 
Ohio, praying that the bridges of the Wheeling and Bel- j 
mont Bridge Company may be established as post roads, | 
and permitted to remain at their present height. ` 

By Mr. HENN: The petition of Jacob B. Spragne and 
80 others, citizens of Wapello county, Iowa, asking a 
grant of land to aid in the eonstruction of a railroad from 
Burlington to the Missouri river. { 

Also, proceedings of a railroad convention held at Gut- | 
tenburgh, Iowa, on the 23d and 24th days of February, 1852. 

Also, proceedings of'a railroad meeting held at Dubuque, 
Towa, on the 25th February, 1852. 

Also, the petition of John N. Neweomb, of Lee county, 
Towa, deputy United States marshal, asking additional 
compensation for taking the Seventh Census. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, March 16, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrteron F. MORGAN. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Commissioner of Patents, 
communicating that portion of the report of the 
proceedings of his office for the year 1851 which 
relates to arts and manufactures; which was read, 
and ordered to be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 


f Ham Smith, praying bounty land for services as a 
soldier in the Florida war; which was referred to 


i the Committee on Publie Lands. 


Mr. SOULE presented a resolution of the Le- 
gislature of Louisiana, in favor of the establish- 
ment of a mail route from the mouth of Red river 
to Natchitoches; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Catharine G. Finney, for 
herself and others, heirs of officers and soldiers of the 
Rhode Island brigade, on the Mes of tre Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Clans. 


On motion by Mr. FOOT, it was 

Ordered, That the documents, on the fes of the Senate, 
relating to the claim of John Newton, be referred to the 
Counmittee ou Publie Lands, 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES.™ 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
memorial of John J. Sykes, praying a compensa- 
tion for services performed under an appointment 
from a special agent of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for his relief; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same eommittee, to which 
was referred the memorial of the legal representa- 
| tives of Wade Allen, submitted a report, accom- 
‘panied by a bill for their relief; which was read 
land passed to the second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to which 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, communi- 
cating, in compliance witha resolution of the Senate, 
a report of the survey, estimates, &c., of a route 


‘| from St. Louis to the Big Bend of the Red river, 
made by direction of the Topographical Bureau, i, 
by Joshua Barney; which was read, and ordered | 


to be printed. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. FOOT presented the petition of Sarah 
Smith, widow of Alba C. Smith, a soldier in the 


Army, praying a pension; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of Maria. 


C. G. Johnson, widow of James Johuson, pray- | 


ing indemnity for losses sustained during the late 
war with Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Also, the memorial of David W. Alexander. 
asking to be reimbursed for losses sustained by 
him during the late war with Mexico; which was 


Mr. RUSK presented the petition of Richard 
Eaton, praying a pension, in consideration of in- 


Florida war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, I ask leave to 
present to the Senate the remonstrance of a large 


sentatives of the State of Ohio, against the exten- 
The gentleman 
who sends that remonstrance to me states, that it 


opinion, and that the signatures to this remon- 
strance embraced all the members now present at 
the capital of my State. 
recominend it to the earnest attention of the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office, to which 


It was so referred. 

Mr. HALE. I have received, and been re- 
quested to present to the Senate, the petition of į 
citizens of Washington county, Illinois, praying 


of the Government of the United States from any 
obligation to work on the Sabbath, or Lord’s day; 
and also to restrain them by penal laws from so 
doing. I do not know to what committee this 
should be appropriately referred, and therefore I 
ask that it may be laid on the table at present. 

It was laid on the table accordingly. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Sarah F. 
Gowell, widow of a soldier in the last war with 
Great Britain, praying a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


I beg leave, therefore, to | 


was referred the petition of J. B. Amos, praying 
compensation for losses sustained by him on ac- 
count of the establishment of a new mail route, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
Wm. P. J. Sanger, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a biil tor his relief; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Richard W. Meade, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of James D. Johnson, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee of Claims, 
| to which was referred the petition of the legal rep- 
| resentatives of the late Captain William G. Wil- 
: hams, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for their relief; which was read, and passed to the 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, which was instructed to inquire 
into the subject, reported a bill for the relief of 
i Charles G. Hunter; which was read, and passed 
i to the second reading. ' 

‘| He also, from the same committee, to which 
the subject was referred, reported a joint resolu- 
tion for the building of a war-steamer for harbor 
defense; which was read, and passed to the second 
; reading. 

| He also submitted a report on the subject 
which was ordered to be printed. 

| Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the memorial of the 
: California Settlersand Miners’ State Convention, 
: asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof; which was agreed to, inasmuch as 
a bill had been reported on the subject. 

| MILITARY RECONNOISSANCE. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, submitted the following 
resolution for consideration; which was ordered 
to be referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That five thousand copies of a journal of a 
military reconnoissance from Santa Fé, New Mexico, to 
tbe Navajo country, made with the troops under command 
of Brevet Lieutenant Colonel Joha M. Washington, Chief 
of the Ninth Military Department, and Governor of New 
Mexico, in 1849, by James H. Simpson, A. M., First Lieu- 
tenant corps of Topographical Engineers, be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 


Mr. PRATT submitted the following resolu- 


s 


Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Wil- 


tion; which was agreed to: 
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Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to have 
prepared and communicated to the Senate, an estimate of 
the cost of constructing a basin at the terminus of the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal at Rock Creek, sufficient to 
accoipmodate the trade of tue canal at that point. 

EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
joint resolution to authorize the continuance. of 
the work upon the two wings of the Capitol, with 
the amendment of the House of Representatives 
thereto, and it was 

Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings. 

Mr. BORLAND submitted the following reso- 
lution for consideration; which was agreed to: 


Resolred, That the Committee on Public Buildings of ! 


the Senate, be instructed to make a thorough examination 
of the work thus far executed on the extension of the Cap- 
itol; lst. As to the uniformity of the strata upon which 
the walls rest. 2d. As to the quality and the dimensions of 
the stone, and quality of the mortar used. 3d. As to the 
charaeter of the work, the node of its construction, and its 
power of resistance. 4th. As to every other matter and 


thing connected therewith as may, in their opinion, affect | 


the stability aud permanency of the whole structure. And 
the committee are hereby empowered to bring to their aid, 
in the foregoing examination, such of the United States 
Sopegraphieal Engineers, and other competent persons as 
they may think proper. 

WILLIAM A: CHRISTIAN. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the en- 
grossed bill for the relief of William A. Christian, 
the vote on the passage of which was reconsidered 
yesterday, on the motion of Mr. Gwin. 

Mr. GWIN. I move to strike out the sum of 
$2,463 74 mentioned in the bill and insert $1,584 78. 
The committee took the bill which was originally 
introduced at a previous session and which passed 
the Senate before. They were not aware, at the 
time they reported this bill, that another bill had 
been passed intoa law, covering the amount which 
it is now proposed to deduct. The amendment is 
simply to reduce the amount by taking from it 
that which has already been paid. 

Mr. BADGER. And it oughtto be mentioned, 
in honor of the gentleman for whose benefit the 
bill passed, that he himself first discovered the 
mistake in the amount. Being aware of the fact 
that a portion of the claim had been previously 
provided for, he gave notice of that fact to the 
committee, in order that the amount might be re- 
duced to a proper sum. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT announced that the hour 
had arrived for the consideration of the special 
order, which was the bill granting the right of way 
and making a grant of land to the State of Lowa 
in aid of the coustruction of certain railroads in 
said State. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I desire to ask that the 
special order be postponed for two or three min- 
utes, for the purpose of taking up the bill reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary providing for 
the purchase of the ninth volume of the laws of 
the United States. I make the request for this 
reason: Several members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives have applied to me, saying that they 
are without this volume of the laws, which it is 
very essential that they should have. It is in ac- 
cordance with the request of the Secretary of State 
that he be authorized to purchase one thousand 
copies of this volume, to be distributed in the man- 
ner provided for by the act for the distribution of 
the previous volumes. I hope there will be no 
objection to this course. . 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Tam obliged to object. 
I hope gentlemen will go on with our Towa bill. 
If we can pass that in a reasonable time, then we 
can take up the bill of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BRADBURY. The bill which I wish to 
have taken up will not occupy more than two 
minutes. I would not ask this but for the fact 
that I have been pressed by members of the House, 
who say that it is essential that they should Xe 
furnished with this volume. 

The motion to postpone was not agreed 

RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill granting the 
right of way and making a grant of land to the 
State of Iowa in aid of the construction of certain 
railroads in said State, the pending question being 
onthe amendment of Mr. Usperwoop. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD called for the yeas and 
nays on his amendment; and they were ordered. 


Mr. SUMNER. Much time has been con- 
sumed by this question. At several periods the 
debate has seemed about to stop, and then again it 
has taken a new spring, while the goal has con- 
stantly receded. I know not if it is now near the 
end. But I hope that I shall not seem to interfere 
with its natural course, or unduly oceupy the ume 
of the Senate, if I venture again fer one moment 
to take part in it. 

The argument which I submitted on a former 
occasion has not passed unregarded. And since 
it can owe little to my individual position, I accept 


Ji 
it 


i 
| 


intrinsic importance. It has been assailed by dif- 
ferent Senators on different days and in different 
ways. It has been met by harmless pleasantry, 


of rhetoric and figures of arithmetic; by minute 
| criticism and extended discussion; also, by that 
sure resource of a weak cause, hard words and an 
| imputation of personal motives. 
proposeto reply to all this array: least of all shall 
I retort the hard words or repel the personal im- 
putation, On this head I content myself now with 
saying—and confidently, too—that, had he known 
me better, the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Un- 
DERWOOD,] who is usually so moderate and care- 


pressions which fell from him in this debate. 

The position I took was regarded as natural or 
ii excusable in a Senator from one of the land States, 
‘| acting under the vulgar spur of local interest; but 
| it was pronounced unnatural and inexcusable ma 
Senator trom Massachusetts. Now, sir, it is suf- 
i ficient for me to say, in reply to this suggestion, 
| that, while 1 know there are influences and biases 
i incident to particular States or sections of the 
i! Union, I recognize no difference in the duties of 


{ 
i 
i 


| Senators on this floor. Coming from different 
| 

|| of the Union; and our constant duty is, without 
| fear or favor, to introduce into the national legis- 
| lation the principle of justice. In this spirit, while 
i! sustaining the bill now before the Senate, I spoke 
ij for justice to the land States. 

In sustaining this bill, I but followed the ex- 
ample of the Senators and Representatives of 
Massachusetts on kindred measurcs from their 
earliest introduction down to the present time. 


The first instance was in 1823, on the grant to the 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


| feet wide, with one mile on each side, for the con- 
| struction of a road from the lower rapids of the 
| Miami river to the western boundary of the Con- 
|| necticut Reserve. On the final passage of this 
i grant in the House, the Massachusetts delegation 
|i voted as follows: Yeas—Samuel C. Allen, Henry 
| W. Dwight, Timothy Fuller, Jeremiah Nelson, 
! John Reed, Jonathan Russell. Nay—Benjamin 
| Gorham. In the Senate, the bill passed without 
| a division. In 1898 a still greater unanimity oc- 
| curred on the passage of the bill to aid the State 


| to Lake Erie; and this bill is the first instance of 
|i the grant of alternate sections, as in that now be- 
i! fore the Senate. On this the Massachusetts del- 


f 
j Isaac C. Bates, Benjamin W. Crowninshield, 
|| John Davis, Edward Everett, John Locke, John 
|! Reed, Joseph Richardson, John Varnum. Nays 
iHi none. In the Senate, Messrs. Silsbee and 
i Webster both voted in the affirmative. I pass 
l over the intermediate grants which, as F am told, 
|| have been sustained by the Massachusetts delega- 
l tien with substantial unanimity. The extensive 
| grants at the last session of Congress to Minois, 
|| Mississippi, and Alabama, in aid of a railroad 
| from Chicago to Mobile, were sustained by all 
i the Massachusetts votes in the House, except 
H one. 

| Still further, in sustaining the present bill on 
| grounds of justice to the land States, I but followed 
| the recorded instructions of the Legislature of Mas- 
1i sachusetts, addressed to its Senators and Repre- 
i sentatives here on a former occasion. The sub- 
|| ject was presented in a special message to the Le- 
i gislature in 1841, by the distinguished Governor 
‘i at that time, who strongly urged ‘a liberal policy 
li ¢towards the actual settler, and towards the new 
: ¢ States, for this is justly due to both.” And he 
added: ‘Such States are entitled to a more liberal 
`. «share of the proceeds of the public lands than the 


H cold States, as we owe to their enterprise much of 


|! ‘the value this property has acquired. It seems to 


the opposition it has encountered asa tribute to its | 


and by equally harmless vituperation; by figures | 


I do not now | 


ful, would have hesitated long before uttering ex- 


! States and opposite sections, we are all Senators | 


+ State of Ohio of land one hundred and twenty-five | 


| of Ohio in extending the Miami canal from Dayton | 


egation in the House voted as follows: Yeas— | 


‘me, therefore, that justice towards the States in which 
i “these lands lie, demands a liberal and generous policy 
“towards them.” In accordance with this recom- 
mendation, it was resolved by the Legislature, 
“ That in the disposition of the public lands, this 
‘Commonweaith approves of making liberal provisions 
‘in feror of the new States; and that she ever has 
‘been, and still is, ready to codperate with other 
‘portions of the Union in securing to those States 
‘such provisions.” Thus a generous policy to- 
wards the land States, with liberal provisions in 
| their favor, was considered by Massachusetts the 
part of justice. . 

It was my purpose, before this debate closed, to 
|| consider again the argument I formerly submitted, 
and to vindicate its accuracy in all respects, both 
in prineiple and in detail. But this has already 
been so amply done by others so much abler than 
myself—by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
i! GEYER,] both the Senators from Michigan, [Mr. 
Ferca and Mr. Cass,] the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, {Mr. Borianp,] the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. 
Dopgr,} and the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Downs]—all of whom, with different degrees of 
fullness, have urged the same grounds in favor of 
this bill, that I feel unwilling at this hour, and 
while the Senate actually waits to vote on the 
question, to occupy time by further dwelling upon 
it. Perhaps on some other occasion I may think 
proper to return to it, | 

But, while avoiding what seems superfluous dis- 
cussion, I cannot forbear to ask your attention to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, 
| (Mr, Unperwoop.] 

This amendment, when addressed to the Sena- 
tors of the favored States, is of a most plausible 
character. lt proposes to give to the original 
| thirteen States, together with Vermont, Maine, 
|| Tennéssee, and Kentucky, for purposes of educa- 
tion and internal improvement, portions of the 
public domain, at the rate of one acre to each in- 
|| habitant, according to the recent census. This is 
commended by the declared object—education and 
internal improvement. Still further, in its dis- 
crimination of the old States, it assumes a guise 
well calculated to tempt them to its support. It 
holds out the attraction of seeming, though un- 
|| substantial, self-interest. It offers a lure, a bait 
to be unjust. I object to it on several grounds: 

1. But I put it in the fore-front, as my first ob- 
jection, its clear, indubitable, and radical injustice, 
written on its very face, The amendment con- 
fines its donations to the old States; and, in so 
doing, makes an inequitable discrimination in 
their favor. It tacitly assumes that by the bill in 
question, or in some other way, the land States 
have received their proper distributive portion, so 
as to lose all title to share with the old States in 
the proposed distribution. But if there be any 
force in the argument, so much considered in this 
debate, that these railroad grants actually enhance 
the neighboring lands of the United States, and 
constitute a proper mode of bringing them into 
the market, or if there be any force in the other 
argument which I have presented, drawn from the 
equitable claims of the land States, in comparison 
with the other States, to the bounty of the great 
untaxed proprietor, then this assumption is un- 
| founded. ‘There is no basis for the discrimina- 
tion made by the amendment. If the Iowa land 
bill be proper to be passed without this amend- 
ment, as I submit it is, then this amendment, m- 
| troducing a new discrimination, is improper to be 
| added to it. Nordo l well see how any one, pre- 
| pared to sustain the original bill, can,sustain this 
amendment. The Senator from Kentucky, who 
leads us to expect his vote for the bill, seems to 
confess the injustice of his attempted addition. 

2. I object to itas out of place. The amend- 
ment proposes to ingraft upon a special railroad 
grant to a single State a novel system of distribu- 
tion of the national domain. Now, there is a 
place and a time for all things; and nothing seems 
to me more important in legislation than to keep 
all things in their proper place, and to treat them 
at their proper time. The distribution of the pub- 
lic lands is worthy of attention; and I am ready to 
meet this great question whenever it arises legiti- 
mately for our consideration; but I object to con- 
sidering it merely as a rider to the Iowa land bill. 

The amendment would be less objectionable if 
proposed as a rider to a general system of rail- 
road grants, as for instance to & bill embracing 
grants to all the land States; but itis specially ob- 


| 
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| 
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i 
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jectionable as a graft upon a single bill. The 
Senator who introduced it doubtless assumed that 
othér bills, already introduced, would pass; but, 
if his amendment be founded on this assumption, 
it should await the action of Congress on ail these 
bills. i 

:3. If adopted, the amendment would endanger, 
if it did not occasion the defeat of, the Iowa land 
bill. This seems certain. Having this measure 
at heart, believing it founded in essential justice, 
Tam unwilling to place it in this jeopardy. ` 

4. It prepares the way for States of this Union 
to become landholders in other States, subject of 


course to the legislation of those States—an expe- | 


dient which, though not strictly objectionable on 


grounds of law, or under the Constitution, is not | 


agreeable to our national policy. It should not 
be promoted without strong and special reasons 
therefor. In the bill introduced by the Senator 
from fllinois, [Mr. Sarexps,] bestowing Jands for 
the benefit of the insane in different States, this 


that the States in which there were no public 
lands should select their portion in the Territories 
of the United States, and not in other States. But, 
since in a short time these very Territories may 
become States, this objection is rather adjourned 
than entirely removed. 

5. But the lands held under this amendment, 
though in the hands of States, will be liable to tax- 


ation, as the lands of other non-resident proprie- | 


tors, and on this account will be comparatively 
` valueless. 
ment held out the attraction of seeming, though 
unsubstantial, self-interest. That the lands will 
be liable to taxation cannot be doubted. The 
amendment does not propose in any way to relieve 
them from this burden; nor am I aware that they 
can be relieved from it, The existing immunity 1s 
only so long as they belong to the United States. 


Now, there is reason to believe that, from lack of 
agencies and other means familiar to the United | 
States, the lands distributed by this amendment || 
prompt a market as those still | 


would not find as 
in the hands of the Great Landholder. _ But how- 
soever this may be, it is entirely clear, from the 


recorded experience of the national domain, that || 


these lands, if sold at the minimum price of the 
poe lands, and only as rapidly as those of the 

nited States, and if meanwhile they are subject 
to the same burdens as the lands of other non-resi- 
dents, will, before the sales are closed, be eaten up 
by the taxes. The taxes will amount to more 
than the entire receipts from the sales of the lands; 


and thus the grant, while unjust to the land States | 


will be worthless to the old States, the pretended 
beneficiaries. In the Roman law an insolvent in- 
heritance was known by an expressive phrase as 
, damnosa hereditas. 
ment would be damnosa donatio. 


For these good and sufficient reasons, I am op- | 


posed to this amendment. 

Mr. BELL. To test the sense of the Senate on 
a question suggested by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis, I offer an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky, to come in as a 

roviso at the end of the first section of it, as fol- 
lows: 

Provided, That the lands to be selected for the States 
under the provisions of this section, shall not be located 
within the limits of any State, but shall be selected within 
the territories organized, or to be hereafter organized, east 
of the Rocky Mountains. 

I do not mean to occupy the attention of the 
Senate on this subject. 
guments of honorable Senators who have opposed 
this amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, 


with great attention; and it seems to me that there | 2 \ 
| are not any alternate sections which are not taken, 


was more plausibility in the objection urged by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, (and which is 
obviated by this amendment of mine,) than inany 
of the objections which have been made. 


I have listened to the ar- | 


J || from the State I represent, I propose to state, in a 
objection has been partially obviated, by providing || 


; || the whole course I have pursued since I have been 
For this reason I said that the amend- | 


| 
| 
| 


l 


| 


i 
Hi 


_ side of the road has been taken. This very pro- 
I say : 


that it is only a plausible objection; for really, ` 
when you come to look at the subject in a legal | 
and constitutional point of view, there can be very ; 


little difference whether States or individuals are 


the proprietors of lands within the States—con- ; 


sidering that our States are not foreign to each 
other; for, although this is not a consolidated 
government, yet, in many respects, they are the 


same great State. "The privileges of a citizen of | 


one State are equally privileges of citizens of all 


the other States. There is no prohibition of free || ternal improvements in the States, either of money 


| 


intercourse of trade or holding property between | 


any of the States. 


| fifteen miles in all, and not fifteen miles beyond ! 
: :} the six miles. 
A grant under this amend- |; 


‘not then to take them alternately, but may take 
j them aggregately. Undoubtedly they will select 
j all the best portions of the lands in aggregate 
i then, becomes of the alternate-section principle, 
i| by which the improvement of a part is made to 
| 
d 
i 


| the better portions, and leave the refuse lands, that 


Government for internal improvements in the 
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tion which can be perverted, because it will tend | 
to make the subject more understood, and will | 


create a greater amount of prejudice against such | 
a proposition, than any other objection which | 
could be urged. It can raise the old cry of foreign | 
sovereignties—States becoming proprietors, land- | 
holders, within the sovereign jurisdiction of other į 
States. Without saying anything more, I ask | 
that the question be taken on this amendment to | 
the amendment, in order that these selections may | 


i be confined—if theamendment of the Senator from | 


Kentucky should be adopted—to lands within the | 


territories, and not within the limits of any organ- 
ized State of the Union. i 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 
to. | 
The question recurred on the amendment as ; 
amended. i 
Mr. RHETT. Iam not going to debate this 
question; but, as I am the only Senator present 


| 
i 
! 
| 
i 
! 


very few words, why I cannot support either the 
amendment or the bill. I cannot support the ; 
amendment, because it is a clear and distinct as- | 
sertion of the right of the Government to aid in : 
enabling States to carry on internal improvements. 
It is an appropriation, therefore, of lands, and, 
consequently of money, to carry on works of in- 
ternal improvement. ‘This power is not granted 
by the Constitution to Congress, either in the ap- 
propriation of money or lands. {tis contrary to 


i 


a public man. 

The same objection, it appears to me, applies 
also to the bill itself. It is very true that in the 
operation of the bill it would appear that the || 
remark of my friend from lowa [Mr. Dopex] | 
was correct. It does speak of alternate sections | 
for six miles on each side of the road. That jj 
being the case, according to his argument, and | 
according to the argument of Mr. Calhoun, iti 
would be no loss to the Government, inasmuch as || 
every other alternate section is appreciated and || 
doubled in price to the Government by the bill, į 
lf this appreciation of alternafe sections takes | 
place, I admit that the principle stated by Mr. | 
Calhoun covers the bill. But this bill does not || 
stop there; and I think the real practical part of i| 
the bill does not begin there. The real operation ; 
of the bill is in the ulterior part, providing that | 
beyond the six miles lands may be located for fif- | 
teen miles further; and within these fifteen miles, ! 
they are not to take lands by alternate sections, || 
and there is to be no appreciation of sections, but | 
they may take them in one body aggregately. f 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. They areto take lands 


| 
{ 
| 
| 
i 
H 
i 
| 
| 
l 
| 
| 
| 
| 
j 


j 


Mr. RHETT. Well, then, nine miles beyond | 
the six miles they are to take lands, and they are 


masses. Pursuing their own interests, they would 
be acting foolishly if they did not do so. What, 


inure to the benefit of the whole? They will take 


we have no right to suppose will realize any ad- 
vantage to the Government. This portion of the 
bill seems to me to go entirely beyond the original 
bills passed by the Senate formerly, when Mr. 
Calhoun was a member of this body. Then, the 
lands that were granted were entirely waste and |; 
wild lands. But these railroads, I understand, || 
will go through lands in the West, where there |} 


but where the greater portion of the land on each 


vision, allowing the land to be taken in large 
masses beyond the six miles, places it pretty much | 
on the same footing with the amendment of the ! 
Senator from Kentucky. ‘Therefore the objection 
that applies to the amendment, applies also, in 
my judgment, to the original bill. They are both | 
of them in this form, as J have said, bills appro- 
priating lands as a substitute for money by this | 


i 
States. I have been, and I believe ever will be, | 
unalterably opposed to an appropriation for in- | 

i 


from the public Treasury, or of lands from the 


1 States g 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I think. the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. RuerT] is in 
error as to the construction of this bill. 1 under- 
stand this to have been, in the respect to which he 
refers, a copy of the bill which passed at the last 
Congress for the States of Alabama, Mississippi, 
and illinois. The construction which has been 
given to that bill, not only by its friends upon this 
floor and in the other House of Congress, but by 
the Departments in its execution, has been that the 
lands, not only within the six miles, but also out- 
side of the six miles, and within the fifteen miles, 
were to be selected in alternate sections. That 
question has. been before the Departments, under 
that law, within the Jast few weeks, and was so 
decided. with reference to the selection of lands by 
the three States to which 1 have referred. 

Mr. WALKER. Thatis the fair construction. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. kH having therefore received 
that construction, which is in my opinion the correct 
construction according to the intent and meaning 
of the friends of the measure here and in the other 
House at the time it passed, of course this bill will 
receive the same construction when it shall become 
the law of the land and the Departments shall be 
called upon to executeit. And receiving that con- 
struction, these lands will be selected in alternate 
sections to the extent that they go on each side of 
the road, even up to the limit of fifteen miles. 


_That I apprehend obviates the objection which 


has been urged by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. Inregard to his remark with reference tothe 
policy of Mr. Calhoun, I ‘can only say that the 
speech of that distinguished Senator from South 
Carolina, now no more, was made in support of 
the Illinois bill, of which this is acopy. There- 
fore, I regard the speech of Mr. Calhoun as hav- 
ing indorsed not only the principles but the details 
of the bill now pending before the Senate. lre- 
member well the language of the distinguished 
Senator from South Carolinaat that time. When 
it was urged that the Ulinois grant was too much, 
that the road was too long, that it required too 
large a quantity of land, his reply was, that the 
principle being right, the policy being correct, the 
longer the read the greater would be the advantage 
which would result to the United States from it. 
It was with reference to this policy that that speech 
was made. Of course it is fresh in my mind, be- 
cause being here at the time and feeling an interest 


iin the bill on which he was speaking, it made a 


deep and abiding impression on me. I thought 
that he was correct then; and if correct then, I 


| think the policy is right now when applied to a dif- 


ferent road from that on which he spoke, the prin- 
ciples and the details of the bill being the same, so 
far as they occur to me at this time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ido not recollect that, 
in the former discussions on this subject, theatten- 
tion of the Senate was ever brought minutely to 
the selection of the lands beyond the six miles 
provided for in these several bills. I do not rec- 
ollect that the attention of the Senate has ever 
been, until this session, brought to the considera- 
tion of the selection of the lands on the outside of 
the six miles in reference to the price. That is 
what I want to have understood, I do not intend 
now to discuss anything, for Lam as much tired 
of the subject as any gentleman can be, and I am 
tired even of hearing myself talk. I have talked 
enough on the subject; but I want to make my 


; statement, and then, after making a motion, I will 


take my seat. 

1 wish to state that I da not recollect that Mr. 
Calhoun, or any other Senator, in discussions 
which have taken place in former Congresses upon 
this subject, ever called the attention of the body 


i| to the question of the increased price outside of the 
;, six miles next the line of the road. 


Sir, it is a 
fact that there is no increase provided for by these 
bills upon any land beyond the six miles. The 
increase of price is limited to the lands within the 
six miles; and if there be no land within that dis- 


| tance from which to make the selection, the effect 


of thė bills is a donation, a complete donation, of 
so muc d outside of the six miles, which the 
¢ ithout any equivalent at all. F have 
voted for these bills heretofore upon the principle 


i| of internal improvements, for all that—knowing 


it, fecling it, and willing to go it. But I want 
things understood. 1 want the Senate and the 
country to know, when we vote for these bills, 
that that is the effect of them—that the lands on 


Nevertheless, it is an objec- || public domain. Í| the outside of the six miles are given as so much 


United States—so much donated away. 

Having adopted the proviso of the Senator from 
Tennessee, (Mr. BeLL,] to make my amendment 
consistent, we ought to strike out “ New Mexi- 
co ” in another portion of it; and I therefore move 
that, as an amendment tomy amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


o. 

Mr. RHETT. Mr. President, when I noticed 
what Mr. Calhoun said in the argument which was 
referred to by my friend from Towa, I did not wish 
the Senate to understand that I intended to support 
what Mr. Calhoun supported, or repudiate what he 
repudiated. Butas he had been quoted, and as he 
is someauthority in South Carolina, I thought prop- 
erto show, iff understood the bill, that Mr. Calhoun 
was not correctly reported ;and now, if Lunderstand 
the bill correctly, Ido notstand corrected by theSen- 
ator from Hlinois. What was the principle upon 
which Mr. Calhoun advocated these bills? Why, 
it was the alternate, section principle, that youare 
to give one.section and then add a double price to 
the next section; that this Government, by selling 
the next section atthe double price, lost no money; 
that it was not a donation for internal improve- 
ments to the States; that it was nothing more than 
an equitable and convenient arrangement by which 


t 


the United States, as a landholder, so arranged its |i 


own property, as that it lost nothing, although 
the States gained by the operation. 
proposition and principle of Mr. Calhoun. Is 
that the principle of this bill? Why, sir, the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has just stated, that this prin- 
ciple operates here only within the six miles, and 
not beyond that limit. Beyond that limit—and for 
the nine miles beyond, there is no such provision 


whatsoever, so far as Mr. Calhoun’s principle is | 
It is true, I thought, there was an ad- |: 


concerned. 
ditional principle upon the face of the bill itself— 
and that beyond the six miles limitation, the lands 
could be located in the aggregate and not in alter- 
nate sections. 

I will not insist upon my construction of the 
bill, if Senators say that the Departments give it 
another construction; but it is certainly capable of 
the construction I contended for. The Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Dawson] alleged in his speech, that 
the meaning I ascribed to it was its meaning, andI 
certainly have not heard that assertion contra- 
dicted in any argument on this floor, The billis 
certainly not in conformity, in any view, to the 


principle which Mr. Calhoun laid down, which | 


was thatas a landholder we did not give away 
the land; that it was in reality giving nothing, be- 
cause by giving one section we realize as much by 
obtaining double the price from the alternate sec- 
tion, and the Government lost nothing by the op- 
eration; and that it was an arrangement which, 
asa landholder, the Government had a right to 
make, without being involved in the question of 
internal improvements. In this way he steered 
clear entirely of the constitutional objection. But 
he could never have asserted this principle, if his 
attention had been brought to.a measure like the 
bill before us. Suppose it had been proposed that 
Ilinois or any other State should go and take every 
alternate section, and that the sections reserved 
should not sell for any other price than that stip- 
ulated for in the general laws of the country—that 
the alternate sections should not sell for the double 
price; would Mr. Calhoun have voted for a bill of 
that kind? No proof that he would have done so 
has been presented to the Senate; and it cannot 
be shown from his observations that he supported 
any principle which would justify such an appro- 
priation of the public lands. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


it does not meet my approbation, on the contrary, 
Iam in favor of it. [might have avoided the 
vote, but I do not desire to avoid any vote, and 


hence I wish to state the reason why Į shall not | 


vote at all upon the amendment. The Senator 
from Arkansas, (Mr. Sesastian]—his family 
being in a condition requiring his presence—came 
to me, and asked me to pair off with him. Asa 
matter of enurtesy and kindness I agreed to do 
so. He was opposed to the amendment; I amin 
favor of it. Itis for this reason that I shall not 
yote upon it. 


That wasthe | 


I desire to say to | 
the Senate that Ido not expect to vote upon the : 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky; not that 
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Mr. SUMNER. I desire to make a similar 
explanation. At the request of the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Dawson,] who has participated in 
this debate, and who has been called home to his 
family, and with a view to his personal accommo- 
dation, I have paired off with him. I should, 
otherwise, have voted against the amendment. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


as amended, resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, 
Fish, Foot, Hamlin, James, Mangum, Pratt, Seward, 
Smith, Underwood, and Upham—15. 

NAY S—Messrs. Atchison, Bayard, Borland, Brodhead, 
Brooke, Cass, Chase, Dodge of Wiseonsin, Dodge of Iowa, 
Douglas, Downs, Felch, Geyer, Gwin, Jones of lowa, King, 
McRae, Mason, Morton, Rhett, Rusk, Shields, Soulé, 
Stockton, Wade, and Walker—26. 


So it was rejected. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended. ‘The amendment made was the substi- 
tute of the Committee on Public Lands for the 
original bill. 

Mr. SEWARD: Ihave anamendment which 
I wish to offer to the bill. I move to strike out 
from the first section the words *‘ of railroads from 
* the city of Dubuque to Keokuck, and from Da- 
* venport, on the Mississippi river, in said State, 
tas may be designated by the authority of said 
t State,” and insert “of a railroad from Daven- 
‘port, on the Mississippi river, as may be desig- 
‘nated by theauthority of the said State, through 
‘Fort Des Moines to such point as the said au- 
‘thority shall select on the Missouri river, with 
‘branches from Fort Des Moines to Burlington 
“and Dubuque.” 

The part of the section proposed to be amended 
| would then read as follows: 


public lands be, aud the same is hereby granied to the State 
ot Lowa, for the construction of a railroad from Davenport, 
on the Mississippi river, as may be designated by the au 
thority of the said State, through Fort Des Moines, to such 
point as the said authority shall select on the Missouri river, 
with branches from Fort Des Moines to Burlington and 
Dubuque, and to such point as the said authority shall 
select on the Missouri river; which authority shall also fix 
and determine the routes of each of said railroads. 

I shall detain the Senate but a moment upon 
this amendment. It requires some explanation. 
This bill, as I understand it, proposes to aid the 
construction of two railroads in the State of Iowa; 
one from Davenport, on the Mississippi river, to 
some point in the Council Bluffs, on the Missouri 
|| river; and another railroad from Dubuque, on the 
Mississippi river, to Keokuck, on the Mississippi 
river—that is, one railroad running east and west 
i| through the State of Iowa, and one railroad run- 
| ning north and south, between two points on the 
| Mississippi river, both in that State. 

i In order to express my purpose, I propose to 
take out part of the bill and insert a substitute; 
and l propose to leave the chief railroad, running 
through the State, precisely as it is in the bill— 


to Council Bluffs, on the Missouri river. Then, 
in lieu of the railroad connecting the two points, 
Dubuque and Keokuck, on the Mississippi river, | 
propose that roads shall be constructed which 


accomplish that object, to make a branch railroad 
from Fort Des Moines, upon Des Moines river, 
which is in the center of the State, and is a point 


railroad will pass, to Dubuque, on the Mississippi 
river, and another branch from Fort Des Moines 
to Burlington, on the Mississippi river. 

Thus, while my amendment contemplates leav- 
ing the central railroad just as it is in the bill, it pro- 
poses, in lieu of the railroad between Dubuque and 
Keokuck, crossing the State from north to south to 
make branches from the Des Moines river to the 


which has controlled my mind, grounded upon 
such information as I have with regard to the 
State, is, that the communications to the markets 
from that State will necessarily be to the east 
and the south. The northern branch which I 

ropose, to Dubuque, will give the people living 
in the region of the State through which it will 
pass, an eastern communication by railroad, con- 
necting with the eastern railroad at Dubuque, and 
| go with other lines of railroad to the cities of Bos- 
‘| ton, New York, and Philadelphia—that is, with 
: the Atlantic coast. The same effect will be pro- 
i| duced by branches running from that same point 


on the amendment offered by Mr. Unpearwoon, | 


Be it enacted, §c., That the right of way through the | 


that is, from Davenport, on the Mississippi river, | 
[i 


shall run east and west through the State; and to | 


through which the principal eastern and western | 


to Burlington, which will there connect this coun- 
try with the railroads in the process of construc- 
tion, and so give to Burlington, as well as to Du- 
buque, access, by communieations through the 
State of Illinois, to Eastern markets, while at the 
same time they will have, through the southern 
branch at Burlington, a communication with the 
Mississippi river, and so with the Southern ports. 

Now, sir, I am not able to say that this isa 
more judicious location of these internal improve- 
ments; I can only say that I am so informed, and 
I think it looks reasonable. It will be seen that 
the railroad which the bill contemplates between 
Dubuque and Keokuck, runs not quite parallel, in- 
deed, with the Mississippi river, yet it is practi- 
cally so, and thus giving a railroad communication 
down the Mississippi, though not materially 
shorter than by river, and perhaps it is even 
as longas the part of the Mississippi river between 
the two points, although the Mississippi is navi- 
gable between the two points to be connected by 
this proposed railroad. The Government of the 
United States have already made appropriations 
for the improvement of the Des Moines river, and 
the effect of granting these lands now, to make a 
railroad communication between the two points on 
the Mississippi, seems to come in conflict with the 
policy of the Government in improving the navi- 
gation of the Des Moines river. It is for these 
reasons, which I have stated as tersely as I could, 
that [ have preferred the system contained in the 
amendment which [ have proposed. I need not 
say that I make this suggestion not without self- 
distrust, and with very great deference to the Sen- 
ators of the State which is so much interested in 


i| this bill. 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest 
to the Senator from New York the propriety of 
proposing his amendment to the amendment of the 


i| committee, which is in the same words as those 
|| used in the original bill. 


His amendment will 
then come in the third line of the sixth section. 
The amendment reported by the committee has 
been agreed to by the Senate as in Committee of 


the Whole, and it is now before the Senate for 
consideration. 
Mr. SEWARD. I have no objection that it 


should be introduced in the section named by the 
air. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Before I vote upon this prop- 
osition, I would be glad if one of the Senators from 
Towa would explain the effect of this proposition. 
Sir, if the principles of this bill are settled here, I 
think the details may safely be left to the State of 
Iowa; in other words, I think it may safely be left 
to that State to say where shall be the location of 
the road. I think that this amendment will ma- 
terially change the object of the bill; and without 
the assent of the Senators from Iowa to it, I shal} 
vote against it, and against any similar proposition 
to amend. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I trust that the Senate 
will not agree to the amendment of the Senator 
from New York. This is a question which ought 
to be left to the State of Iowa to decide upon. 
That State has now, for three different sessions, 
memorialized Congress to grant the land proposed 
by the bill for making a railroad from Dubuque to 

eokuck, and from Davenport to Council Bluffs. It 
will be entirely competent for the Legislature of 
the State, and the companies which may be or- 
ganized, to make the line of road as proposed by 


1 

| 

i 

| 

| routes or the points to be adopted. 
l 

1 

| 


two points, Dubuque and Burlington. Thereason | 


the Senator from New York, if they should deem 
it advisable; but they desire to have surveys made 
with reference to the best locality on which to 
| place these roads, and I think it ought to be left to 
the State, and not to Congress, to designate the 
I hope that 
the amendment will be rejected, and that the bill 
will be passed exactly as it is now before the 
Senate. 

| Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Ido not know that I 
i| understand the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New York. Ht was read, but in the connec- 
| tion in which it was read, I confess I did not un- 
‘| derstand it. It is a most unexpected amendment 
‘| by the friends of this bill. We were not advised 
'| that the Senator from New York, or any other 
'| Senator, designed to offer such an amendment, and 
i we were not consulted in relation to it. If I un- 
| derstand it, it proposes to leave the roads as they 
| now are in the bill, with an additional branch from 


Fort Des Moines to Burlington. 


Mr. SEWARD. If the Senator from Iowa will 
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allow me, I will state that the amendment pro- 
poses to leave the main or central road as it is— | 
that is, from Davenport to Council Bluffs, and to ! 
strike out the road from Dubuque to Keokuck, and 
to make branches from Fort Des Moines to Bur- 
lington and Dubuque. : a 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think I can explain in one 
instant the change which this proposed amend- 
ment makes, so that Senators will understand it, 
The atnendment of the Senator from New York, 
as [ understood from him a moment since, leaves 
the main road as it is proposed in the bill—that is, 
the road from Davenport to Council Bluffs, by the 
way of the Raccoon river, and in lieu of the road 
from Dubuque to Keokuck, it provides for two 
branches, which two branches shail constitute the 
other road, with this change only: It makes the 
two branches constitute one road from Dubuque 
via Fort Des Moines to Burlington, instead of 
Keokuck. It will be as the other bill was, with | 
the exception tnat it makes Fort Des Moines a point | 
in the road between Dubuque and the lower ex- 
tremity of the road, and then changes the terminus | 
from Keokuck to Burlington. Otherwise the bill 
will be as it was. i 

Mr. ATCHISON. That is a very material 
alteration. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. His so; and it is a change 
which I think should not be adopted. That mat- 
ter should be left to the people of the State of 
Towa to settle for themselves. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. In answer to »n inquiry 
made on my right as to the situation of Burling- 
ton, I will state that it is about forty miles north 
of Keokuck, and between those two points inter- 
vene the Rapids of the Des Moines river. One 

reat object of the railroad is to get below the Des 
Moines river rapids, which are a great obstruction 
to the navtgation of the Mississippi river. Fort 
Des Moines is not named in the bill, and I hope 
it will hot benamed. 1 trust Iowa will be allowed 
to designate the towns and routes for itself. Iwas | 
going to remark that if the bill were left as it now 
stands, with an additional provision for a grant of 
land for a road from Fort Des Moines to Burling- 
ton, I certainly should not object to it. I would 
most willingly consent to a proposition of that 
sort, and the more so, because our Legislature, at 
its last session—though we were not advised of | 
the fact till long after this bill was reported—mem- 
orialized Congress for a grant of land to aid in the 
construction of a road from Burlington to Fort Des 
Moines. I havea calculation of the quantity of 
land which would be granted, if this amendment 
were adopted, and 1 find it would only amount 
to an additional appropriation of some 200,000 
acres. 

Mr. HALE. Oh! is that all? 

Mr. DODGE. If the bill were allowed to stand, 
and the branch from Fort Des Moines to Burling- 
ton were to be created, the bill would even then 
appropriate less than it was supposed to grant | 
when it was first reported. We then believed | 
that, under its provisions, there would be granted 
to our State some 1,800,000 acres. But we find, 
by calculation, that it does not now appropriate 
quite 1,500,000 acres. If the Senator from New 
York will shape his amendment so as to give us a 
branch road from Burlington to Fort Des Moines, 
leaving the test of the bill asit now stands, I shall 
not object, because we propose to get an appro- 

riatiou for that road, if it is not passed now. | 

he design of our Legislature was to get roads 
running from east to west, and from north to | 
south through our State. Objections may be made 
to the courses and particular termini of these roads. 
But our State is a Union State; we wish it to be 
fastened with bands of iron, both to the free States | 
on the east, and to the slave States on the South; | 
and we like one as well as we like the other. We : 
wish to have our roads made as the Legisla- | 
ture and the people of our State have proposed to | 
have them. But if there is any desire on the part 
of the Senate to give us more than is embraced in | 
the bill, we are not too modest, at least I am not, | 
to accept it most thankfully. . i 

Mr. CASS. I merely wish to remark that all | 
these propositions have been before the Committee | 
on Public Lands. That is the tribunal which, in | 
the first instance, examines them; and they exam- 
ine them more thoroughly than any Senator can | 


| take it asitis. If there is any other proposi- 
| tion differing from this, that proposition ought, in 


do in his individual capacity. This bill has been 
examined by that committee, and, indeed, report- 


con : i 
ed by them; and it is safest, in my opinion, to 


my opinion, to go before the Committee on Public | 
Lands, and be reported upon by them. We want 
to know the facts; and the committee investigate 
the facts, and report accordingly. If there is to | 
be another proposition, let it be a separate one, | 
and let it be sent to the committee, that they may | 
examine it, and report upon it. | ; 
Mr. SEWARD. I ought to say that this 
amendment is offered in no spirit of opposition to 
the bill. I shall vote for the bill, whatever dispo- | 
sition the Senate may make of the amendment I | 
have proposed. fam not going to insist, either, 
that the Committee on Public Lands have not ex- 
ercised a sound discretion on this subject. I bare- 
ly say this: that there is aright remaining to every | 
member of the Senate to pass his opinion on the 
judgment of every committee of the Senate; and | 
i 
i 


as I have in regard to the State of lowa, it seems to 
me that the public interest generally, as well as the | 
interest of the Stateitself, would be more promoted į 
by such a planas that which I have proposed than | 
by the other. With regard to the Union, sir, I į 
think the argument is decidedly in favor of my | 
proposition, because it connects a larger portion | 
of the States, East and West, and North and | 
South. One of these branch railroads connects | 
with the East, and the other with the South; while | 
the two branches connect the whole State with the | 
South, and they start from the center of the State. | 

Mr. HALE. I think, Mr. President, that the | 
honorable Senator from lowa, [Mr Doper] sug- | 
gested that if some modification of the amendment 1 
proposed by the Senator from New York could | 


sent to receive three hundred thousand acres, more 
than is proposed to be given by this bill, he would 
bein favor of it, [Laughter.] Ifitcould bedone, 


would thus get rid of three hundred thousand more 


and would thereby effect a great saving in the 
time of Congress. 

As to the suggestion of the Senator from Mich- 
igan, [Mr. Cass,] that this proposition ought to ; 
go to the Committee on Public Lands, it seems to 
me that we have got beyond that stage of the busi- 
ness. We know well enough what that com- 
mittee will do. They will give just as much as is 
asked for; and I for one fee! under deep obligation 
to the Senator from Iowa for so modestly consent- 
ing to take three hundred thousand acres over and 
above the fifteen hundred thousand proposed to be 
given by this bill, without rendering it necessary 
to go through the formality of applying to a com- 
mittee. (Laughter.] 

With respect to the remarks made by that Sen- 
ator, in regard to the stability of the Union, 1 had i 
thought from the speech of the honorable Senator | 
from Arkansas, (Mr. Borxannp,] delivered here | 
yesterday, that all agitation in regard to the dura- | 
bility of the Union was to be henceforth concen- 
trated in the question of the durability of the foun- 
dations of the Capitol. ; 

These legitimate issues, which have been before 
the country so long, are, it seems, according to 
the Senator from Arkansas, now disposed of; and | 
henceforth the policy of the country is to be deci- | 
ded and discussed on the question of the foundation | 
of the Capitol. I make this suggestion because E: 
think that if this amendment is now modified in 
the way proposed by the Senator from lowa (Mr. ; 
Doper !—some gentleman may think I am joking, 
but I tell them f never was more sober in my life 


|| —I should be glad, as a matter of economy of the 


public time—not of the public lands, sir, for we | 


this amendment could be modified in the manner | 


more acres without troubling the Senate and occu- | 

ing its attention some eight. or ten weeks with | 
another bill, And, sir, if this bill could be laid | 
aside for five minutes, to put it into that shape, | |! 
would certainly vote for it. | 

Now, sir, | want to say one word in explana- || 
tion of my not voting for the bill when it was 
called up. Iwas not in my seat when the ques 
tion was taken on calling it up. I was in the gal 
lery, and [ observed that several gentlemen ex- || 


that, looking at the map, with such information | 


be made by which the State of Iowa would con- |} 


suggested by the Senator from Jowa, in such a |) 
way that they would take three hundred thousand | 


! posing that I was opposed to 1t. 


know whether I would pair off with him. I refer 
to the Senator from Indiana, (Mr. Bricur,| who 
is absent, and who is friendly to the bill, he sup- 
When he made 
this application, I told him that I was not sure 
that L was in that category; that] did not know’ 
how I should vote. And 1 have been in a some- 
what doubtful state. I have not been here to be 
enlightened by the speeches which have been made; 
and, therefore, it is not to be wondered at if I en- 
tertain some doubts. But, sir, as it happened that 
the Senator from Indiana was kind enough to pair 
off with me on a question on which I did feel some 
interest, and as he and his colleague are both ab- 
sent, I thought it would be quite fair, considering 
the doubtful state of my mind, to pair off with 
both of the Senators from Indiana. [Laughter.] 
That is the reason why I did not vote for calling 
up the bill. I have no opposition to it, but i hope 
the amendment will be carried. 

Mr. BORLAND. A single word in reply to 
the Senator from New Hampshire, as to his allu- 
sion to the wings of the Capitol. I think his mind 
may be quieted now, and that the Senate and the 
country may be to some extent quieted, when I 
inform him that I disposed of the “ free-soil”’ in 
that wall the other day by removing it with the 
toe of my boot; and we learn upon pretty good 
authority that the people of New Hampshire are 
about to dispose of their Free-Soil representative 
here in a way almost as summary. ; 

But I rise, as a member of the Committee on 
Public Lands, to say, such an amendment as that 
proposed by the Senator from New York, if re- 
ferred to the committee, could notbe reported upon 
favorably for this very reason: When this lowa 
bill, and the others like it, were before the com- 


| mittee, the first question weconsidered was, wheth- 
‘er the principle they involved was a sound one; 


| and thea, whether it was good policy to act upon 


sir, I should be in favor of it too, because we i 


ii ments. 


it. 


Having decided this in the affirmative, we 


| ‘| next determined the number of roads each State 
acres of the public land by such an amendment, || 


should have. And this settled, we, for reasons of 
obvicus propriety, and without hesitation, left the 
routes of the road and the selection of their ter- 
mini to the Senators from the States respectively. 
That seemed to me at the time to be a proper 
course on the part of the committee. And J find 
no reason to think otherwise now. No Senator 
living at a distance from the roads, as the Senator 
from New York does from thosein Iowa, can pos- 


' sibly determine this matter so well or so properly 


as the Senators. This isa grant to the State of 
lowa for public works within her own borders. 
It is for her to determine where and how she will 
dispose of it. Her decision, as the one most en- 
lightened and most-freliable, necessarily must be 
conclusive with us. So, also, we know and hear 
her here only through her own and most compe- 
tent and faithful Senators. T'o us, their voice, 
their decision, their judgment, is hers. In my 
opinion, therefore, every consideration of propri- 
ety requires the rejection of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
SEWARD. ] 

Mr. HALE. Ihave not a word to say about 
the taste of the Senator from Arkansas in his pet- 
sonal allusion to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire; but I would remark that it has been the 
misfortune of myself, and of those with whom I 
have acted, that when those who would assail us 
failed in argument and intellect, they have used 
their boots, and when they succeed their success 
may be because they have more boots than argu- 
With regard to the fact stated by the 


: Senator from Arkansas, that when he had kicked 
‘out the mortar from the wall the pointers went 


havegot beyond that—I say I should be glad ifii 


| kick at fyee-soil than there on the other side. 


plained that mey had paired off with Senators. I i] 


was applied to by a Senator, not now present, to į 


| perience, 


right to work and replaced the mortar and re- 
paired the wall, 1 will tell him that is the way 
we do. When an assault is made upon us, 
we put the pointers to work immediately; and I 
think the Senator will find before long that those 
who have been met with such arguments as he 
has suggested, are increasing very fast. 1 know 
that there are more boots on the side of those that 
I 
yield that point, sir; but when you go up from 
boots to head I think we havea pretty fairchance, 
but the boots we give up entirely. [Laughter.] 
Now, in regard to the allusion to the victory 
that has been achieved, I am perfectly willing that 
the victors should crow and enjoy the spoils of 
the conquest; but I can tell the Senator, from ex- 
i that he will find it will be better to take 
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i . “ie ! s . T 
defeat in homeopathic doses. It may come by | ment and embraces a matter which we overlooked The proposed substitute was read, as follows! 
and by too thick and too overpowering for those |: in the details. 1 trust-it will be adopted. | That f d after the first day of J ith 
ho hav 5 A d f i ya rom and a er 1e rsi ay o anuary next, all the 
w e been accustomed to meet argument with | The amendment was agreed to. ! publie lands of the United States, then subject to privaté 


boots. And, besides, they may receive it with a 
better grace if they have been disciplined in the 
school in which they take it in homeopathic doses. 
Sir, lam accustomed to defeat. I was defeated 
in the House of Representatives some few years 


Mr. DAVIS. In order to carry out the pur- |! entry, shail be arranged into six classes, in the manner fot- 
pose of that proviso, another amendment in the || lowing, namely: Lands which have been in market, sub- 
i Seventeenth line is necessary. It provides thata | ject to private entry, ten years or less, shall constitute the 


á j first class; those which have been in market, subject as 
copy of the survey of said roads, made under the || aforesaid, more tnan ten years and not exceeding fifteen 


) direction of the Legislature, shall be forwarded to || years, shall constitute the second class; those which bave 
ago, and it was a sort of boot game then; but I | the proper local land offices respectively, and to || beeu in market, subject as aforesaid, more than fifteen 
yielded with such grace as I could, and abided my ji the General Land Office at Washington city, |) Mua? and not execeding twenty years, siiall constitute the 


E- ‘ | a 7 5 third class; those which have been in market, subject as 
time. I expected to be defeated again; I expected | written ninety- days after the completion of the || aforesaid, more than twenty years, and not teline wen: 
that the Senate would be deprived of my services, ; 


same. The amendment which I proposeis to add || ty-five years, shali constitute the fourth elass; those which 
: ; prop : ; 
as it has been of the services of the Senator from |; the words ‘‘to be recorded” to the end of the: eve been w inork et more than twenty five years, and pot 
Mississippi also N 7 7 . | exceeding thirty years, shall constitute the fifth class; an 
i831 pee a Me Foote.] When that Sena- |: Section. 7 o _ | those which have been in market more than thirty years, 
tor was here he did intimate—though I have no fhe PRESIDENT. The clause of the proviso |i shall constitute the sixth class; the classification to bë made 
doubt it was in an unguarded moment, and con- |: thus proposed to be amended will then read: jj wader the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: Pro- 
trary to his usual kindness of heart—that if F |; ‘Anda copy of the survey of said roads, made under the | vided, That in fixing those classes, the fraction of the year 
should be found in the State of Mississippi, it 


i 
{ 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
4 
i 
| 
| 
| | i date of ofen A 
i direction of the Legislature, sball be forwarded to the proper bevech Pie dote ofofenng and the comineniceuienr of the 
; 7 E PRA : raer, |: local land offices respectively and-to the General Land Or ey MEET NE eee COMPAL oT 
might become necessary for him to administer a | fee at V Fashington city, aban ines tay n Tee provided further, That whenever lands subject to entry at 
X ; h at š ‘ 
severe infliction upon me. He is now in the State |; pletion ofthe same, and to be recorded.” 
of Mississippi as its Executive head, and though © Mr. DAVIS. I should like the proviso still | 
he has not been the death of me in Mississippi, he |: better—but gentlemen can do as they please about | the several classes. 
has in New Hampshire, because as he happened |: jt—if the location were recorded in the register of || Sec. 2. and be it further enacted, That the minimum 
to be out of the Senate, the people there thought | the-counties where the land. lies. It would baad: Puc’ of the lands, in the first class, shall be one dollar and 
i 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
F 
| 
Í 
| 
j 
l; 
| 
i 
| 


I 
| 
| calendar year, shal! be excluded from computation in fixing 


Po ri . i A v oe b 3 per acre; of those of the second elass, 
nee was 2 need of my services here any further. |. great convenience to the public if this were so. | one dollar per aere; of those in the third class, cighty cents 
aughter, i pör 


i f |l; But E do not propose to amend in that way, and | per acre; of those in the fourth class, sixty cents per acre 3 
Mr. BORLAND, Jam sorry that the Senator | [simply propose that their returns to the land office - Of those in the filth class, forty cents per acre; of those in 
from New Hampshire should have taken anything | 


the s th class, twenty cents per acre. 
I said as either serious or unkind. Í assure him 
that what I said was intended for pleasantry—said | 
in playful reply to the hit he madeat me about the | 
wings of the Capitol, &c. I could not mean any 
unkindness in my remark or allusions; for, as he į 
well knows, that however much f may differ with 
him in his political views—however much I may 
object to his public course, Í entertain for him, | 
personally, the kindest feelings. He now alludes ; 
to what I said about the mortar in the walls of the ; 
Capitol yesterday. [n the same spirit of kind- | 
ness, | will tell him that Í apprehend there is, in- 
deed, some resemblance between the process allu- 
ded to and the procceedings of the Free-Soilers | 


i 8 3. And be it further enacted, That all the public 
; lands of the United States, which now are, or may hereafter 


shall be recorded. |! 
| The question being taken, the amendment was | 
agreed to. i 
Mr. GEYER. I have an amendment which I || 
propose to offer, to come in at the end of the third | 
section of the amendment reported by the commit- |: open to entry and purchase agreeably thereto. 
tee. Itis to add the following: | Sac. 4, And be it further enscted, bat upon every reduc- 
= tion in the prices of said lands which shall take place by the 
i; graduating process of this act, the occupants or settlers upon 
any of the said hinds shall have the right of preémption at 


Which lands shall, from time to time, be offered at 
public sale to the highest bidder, under the direction of the 
Bee dies Sete ioscan arrest to entry ii such graduated or reduced prices, which right shall extend 

y : 4 A i; toa period of six months from and after the dates at which 

So that the section will read— ii the respective graduations shall take place; and any langd 

“ Thatthe sections and parts of sections of land which, | not entered by the respective occupants or settlers within 
by such grant, shall remain to the United States within six | that period, shall be liable to be entered or purchased by 
miles on each side of each of said roads shall not be sold |) any other person until the next graduation or reduction in 
tor Jess than double the minimum. price of the public lands i, price shall take place, when it shall, if not previously pure 


hom he represents. Th tar w how | when sold, whieh lands shall, from time to time, be offered | 
y P e mortar Was-Sno wn to at public sale to the highest bidder, under the direction of 


be unsound. What did the architect do? Hedid | the Secretary of the interior, and shall not be subject to en- |) take place: Provided, That nothing in this act contained 
‘not rid the bosom of the work of ‘ that perilous |, try untilthey shall have been so offered at public sale. | shall be construed to interfere with any right which has 
stuff” but proceeded to cover it up—to hide from | "Mr, UNDERWOOD. That appears to be a, Seuss or uana senas on Ue pables S Pre 
public view—to plaster if Over by applying alittle | very important amendment. I hope we shall | is ORESI gehen T ae 4 
sound mortar to the surface. And so, sir, I think | have the yeas and nays upon it. i The PRES DEN i It is pow propose to 
it not unlikely that, when Free-Soilers find them- || ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. i strike out ai ihar ias een adopted, an insert 
selves defeated—the people having weighed them |, Mr. UNDERWOOD. There are several gen- | wiat. py aig reo arn B 
and found them wanting—will change their colors tlemen here who say they do not understand that ;; Mr. f oo esire ieee a single 
for the ings and seek to regain their position with | amendment. I want to know if I understand it. | Serbal amendmen eke Pa Penneylva 
i “tay | ; are ance i! h . i 
a new face, made up ofa little of this new mortar |' If f do understand it, it is to the effect that the |l nia. PR Sbserve hone place What ihe expression, 


i chased, be again subject to the right of preëmption for six 
| months and so on from time to time as said reduction shall 


on the surface. lands surveyed at the price of $2 50 per acre for || 
sy -A T EEIE š i s Ol FH: : i gy 
The PRESIDENT. This discussion is entirely | the Gavecnieiits are required to be advertised |, “more than one calendar. year, occurs. ve 
out of order, _ | and sold at action. Is that the purpose of the | have, I believe, pir one nt 2 ha aes ae 
Mr. BORLAND. I have no more to say, sir. |) amendment? li which has three hundred and sixty-five days, 


H i 
The question was then taken on the amendment Mr. GEYER. Itis, sir. f therefore suggest that the word “calendar °’ be 
offered by Mr. Sewarp; and it was rejected, Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I hope it will be | il mAn AE POE ere 
Mr. DAVIS. Istated some time ago, that I |: adopted, and let everybody have a fair chance, |; The PRESIDENT The Chair will pou atata 
thought the first section of the bill could bei; when these lands come into market, ii the EN in le disse Seltaroe may cates 
amended in a manner to improve the character of | Mr. GEYER. The object 1s not to change the | ee | it This bill was originally referred to the 
the bill very much. J allude to an amendment that |: minimum price, but to prevent the absorption of: O orimiilee on Pablo Lands, and vi reported 
I intend to propose, beginning in the eleventh line |' these lands by entry, and to give to the United ;j back by that committee to the Senate with an 
atthe word “ provided,” and striking outall down |: States the advance, if any, in price of the lands, 7 nedeni which is to strike out the original and 
to the word “surveyed,” in the thirteenth line, |, when they shall be sold. 1 l insert what is rinted in italics. That amendment 
and insert what I send to the Chair. The question was then taken, by the yeas and ; ias baei rea] to by the Senate as in Committee 
‘he amendment proposed to strike out the fol- || nays, on the adoption of the amendment, and re- of the W hale, and the bill has been reported to the 
lowing words: ‘“ Provided, That the right of way i! suited—yeas 34, nays 6; as follows: Í Senate a cidersone several amendments. The 
f shall net exceed one hundred feet on each side ji YEAS—Mes bs Ateismi Badger, Bayard, Rel, Bor j! proposition now is ia strike out all that amends 
tof the line of said roads, and a copy of the sur- ; Paa ia Fish, Foot Geyer, Hamlin, James, Jones | ment as amended, and insert what has been pro- 
t vey,” and to insert the words: ii of Towa, Jones of ‘Tennessee, King, Mangum, Mason, |! posed by the Senator from Pennsy vania. 
Provided, That in locating the railroads aforesaid, and l: Morton, Pratt, Rask, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Stockton, i; Mr. GWIN. Lam in favor of this graduation, 


3 Hh ; F è wood, Uphe Jade, and Walker—34. A 
assigning the Jimits to the easement, no more land shall be pderwood edge s fae of Wisconsin, Dodge of and I will go even further than that. I am in 


A TAE A E ae ad eas cr anole rS Iowa, Doug GW in, and McRae—6. i favor of giving donations to acun, seiners ou i 

transportation, ineludiug stations, with the usual build | So the amendment was agreed to. | am notin favor of incorporating that bid m this 

of all ids. tura auts, and such other appurtenances as ji Mr. BRODHEAD. I stated yesterday, some- © one. I will vote for the bill before the Senate as 

are us enjoyed by railroad companies, and acopy of!’ yoy in detail, the reasons why 1 could not vote | it is, and hereafter for the other one, if it should 
for these railroad bills, and why I preferred the i come up. 1 will vote for both of them. 


| 

i 

‘ | 

the location. | 
i 


So that the proviso, thus amended, will read as |, policy of graduating the price at which the pub-!) Mr. BRODHEAD. Toffer this asa substitute 
follows: “fie lands should he sold. [think these railroad i; for the bill before us. 3 We must adopt one meas- 
ed, Thatin locating the railroads aforesaid. and | pills, relating to internal improvements in the : sure or the other. We must either take this rail- 


Prov d | 
ssivning the limits to the easement, no more land shall be 
n from tre United States than is nec ry for a eon- | 

| 
i 


States, are local and partial in their character; and — road policy, by which the public anis are to he 
that Congress cannot properly decide whether a ‘i absorbed, or we must eres o g anton an 
for transportation, including stations, with the usual build- | railroad should run east or west, or north or south. |; reduction of ieee o ia publie ake i preier 
ines of all kinds, turn-outs, and such other appurtenances : Jr is said that the object of these railroads is to |: the graduation po icy for the reasons w nie 1 ate 
iroad companies: and a cOpY | increase the sale and settlement of these lands, |! yesterday. I believe it more equitable and more 


venient construction and of said roads or public ways 


as are usually enjoyed by ratironi le under the direction | y. if pane Ka and more easil 
of a EAA ARTE eee eariad. to the proper local : and that is the proper poitey for the country to {jast and zme al m us PeO acidenee 
land eSt spectively, and to the General Land Office at | pursue. I think that a graduating policy is better, : under stond it prer Sipma poe es 
Washingion City, within ninety days atter the completion ~ and therefore [ propose a substitute, if it be in to centralization, and ther efore thin! a pge her 
OL Mle stug, | order, and if it will not embarrass the Senate in |. preferable. I offer it, nat tn be incorporate 

© their votes, for the present bill, in order to provide || bill, but as a substitute for it. 

i 

i 

l 


7 3, of lowa. Il that the amend- | D i i as í : 
fue a tt is ‘a aacha] amend- |. for the graduation of the price of the public lands, |. The PRESIDENT, The Chair has so stated, 
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Mr. GWIN. I am in favor of both bills. I 
shall vote for this bill as it is reported by the com- 
mittee, and I shall also. vote for the other bill when 
it comes up. 

Mr. PRATT.. If I can be heard, I desire to 
make a suggestion, and inquire whether or not the 
substitute offered by the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania is in order? The bill upon your 
table is one to aid in the construction of a railroad 
in the State of Iowa. The substitute is for the 
graduation of the price and sale of the public 
lands. Now, although the railroad in lowa is to 
be made by an appropriation of a portion of the 
public lands, yet the object of the original bill is 
the railroad, and therefore it does not seem to me 
that this substitute is germane to this original 
subject and consequently it is, as I think, out of 
order. io 

The PRESIDENT. There is no rule on the 
subject. ‘The question under discussion is the 
disposition of a certain portion of the public do- 
main. An amendment has been made to the bill 
by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, | 
which amendment is now under consideration by 
the Senate, and it is therefore open to amendment 
The proposition of the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia is to strike out the greater portion of that 
amendment, and insert a substitute, which is 
another mode of disposing of the public lands. 

Mr. DOWNS. Will it be in order to propose 
an amendment to the substitute, by proposing that 
instead of striking out the whole bill, the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Pennsylvania shall be 
added to it? 

The PRESIDENT. 
at this time. 

Mr. DOWNS. I suppose we can do it by vo- 
ting this proposition down as a substitute, and 
then add it to the bill, 

The PRESIDENT. 


It would not be in order ; 


Pennsylvania as a substitute, they can do so, and 
it will then be in order to offer it as an addition to 
the bill. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. As the object of the Senator 


from Pennsylvania unquestionably isto carry out || 


his favorite policy of graduating the price of the 
poelie lands, I have no doubt that he will find that 
e can accomplish his object much better by bring- 
ing it forward ina separate bill. - I confess Ihave 
a great inclination to go with him in his favorite 
policy of graduating and reducing the price of the | 
ublie lands; and 1 have no doubt that large num- 
ers from the new States will join him in that 
policy, and probably be able to pass his bill for him 
if he will bring it forward as a separate proposi- 
tion, untrammeled by any objections to it as an 
amendment to this bill. 1f he will bring it forward | 
separately, I have no doubt that he will find many 
earnest and zealous coadjutors in the representa- | 
tives of the new States. I fear that there is some | 
hazard in attaching it to this bill; I fear that by 
offering it as an amendment to this bill he will 
lose his graduation policy. f would therefore sug- 
gest to him the propriety of bringing it forward 
as a separate measure, free from the embarrass- 
ments hanging around it as a substitute for the 
ill. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I have 
debated in my own mind whether I should offer | 
this graduation bill as an amendment to the bill | 
under consideration, because I feared it might em- | 
barrass gentlemen in their voteshere. Butifl adopt 
the suggestion of the honorable Senator from Illi- 
noisand withdraw it now, and subsequently bring 
it forward as an independent proposition, this 
railroad grant to lowa may be passed in the mean- 
time, and then we should have to make other ; 
grants. 


or the railroad policy, You cannot adopt both, | 
in my judgment, I am opposed to this railroad | 
policy for the reasons which I stated pretty fully | 


yesterday, Idonotdesire to embarrass gentlemen | 


in their votes. I would be very sorry to do so. 


But I fear, that if I withdraw the amendment now, i$ 


these railroad bills will all be passed; and then 


say, no propriety in, the adaption of the graduation | 
policy. It would then be left to operate only on | 
the alternate sections. | 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. IT appeal to my friend 
from Pennsylvania to withdraw his amendment. 
Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, we are com- 


If the Senate think proper |: 
to vote down the amendment of the Senator from || 


|| great measure. 


I think, therefore, we had better decide ;: 
now whether we will adopt the graduating policy, |; 


ii of the Senate. 


{ 
ing to be an extremely wise body. Weact on the 
very largest subjects with all the aids of intuition. | 
Now, I would distrust the ablest man this country 
ever produced, coming from an old State, who 
could have but very little knowledge of the land 
system, or of matters connected with the public ;| 
domain, who would: get up here, and in five min- | 
utes, atthe end of a tedious session, propose a l; 
system of disposition for the entire public domain | 
of the country, without even subjecting it to the |; 
investigation of a committee. 1 understand that | 
the amendment is offered as adversary to the bill || 
under consideration. I-hope it will be easily dis- |! 
posed of; and, as the gentleman who has offered it || 
has not been courteous enough to withdraw it at 
the request of his friends, I trust it will be imme- | 
diately rejected. I hope we will vote upon it now. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I shall not now withdraw 
the amendment, but I ask for the yeas and nays |i 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

. Mr. SOULE. Mr. President, I must oppose 
the proposition of my friend from Pennsylvania; 
and yet I am free to admit, that if it were presented | 
as a distinct and separate measure, from the gen- | 
eral features which ! have been able to discover in | 
it, I would readily give it my concurrence. But | 
it is very clear that we are in no way prepared to | 
| act now upon a matter of such vast importance. i 
It would be assuming, as has been very properly | 
remarked by the honorable Senator from North 
Carolina, the possession of such great powers of | 
intaition, that I can hardly believe a Senator here 
| would claim. I shall vote, therefore, against this 
substitute proposed by the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

1 had intended to explain at some length the 
vote which I mean to give in favor of this Iowa 
bill; but as I understand that a bill of the same 
nature concerning the State of Ohio will soon be 
presented to the consideration of the Senate, and 
that I shall then have an opportunity to express 
my views on the subject, I have resolved to give a 
silent vote in favor of the present bill. | 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I wish to make an ap- | 
peal to the Senator from Pennsylvania on this sub- | 
ject. I would say to him that f am as anxious as | 
he can be for the passage of his bill at a proper |! 
time; but I would take it as a great favor to me 
and to my State, if he would withdraw his propo- | 
sition. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I wish to renew my 
appeal to my worthy friend from Pennsylvania to 
withdraw his amendment. I think I have a right 
to request it, for if there is one sincere friend on |; 
this floor of the graduation system in all its scope |! 
and bearing, I claim to be that one. The princi- |; 
ple has grown with my growth and strengthened | 
with my strength, and, therefore, I shall be re- $ 
joiced to coöperate with him at a proper time and | 
| in a proper manner to effect the passage of that | 
But I trust the Senator will not, ;; 
and I know he does not desire to, embarrass our | 
bill and force us to vote down, as we will certainly 
| do, a proposition to which we are as friendly as he : 
| can be. f 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I stated when I first offered | 
this substitute that 1 did not design to embarrass | 
gentlemen in these votes. I can say to the Sen- | 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Maneum] that | 
this proposed substitute of mine was not prepared | 
or drawn by me. It is a well-matured measure, | 
one which has been under the consideration of 
| this body before, and which was brought forward 
| by a gentleman from one of the land States. As |: 
i there seems, however, to be a great desire that I i; 
| should withdraw this substitute and subsequently |, 
i offer it as an independent proposition, I think 1t 
better for me to do so. I desire that gentlemen 
shall be unembarrassed in their action here. Iwas ; 
sincere in bringing this proposition to the notice |! 
I hope that the original bill will be |; 
i voted down for the reasons which I stated yester- i! 
' day, and then I shall bring forward this measure | 
| as an independent proposition. l 
The PRESIDENT. With the permission of: 


i 
l | li the Senate the amendment can be withdrawn. i: 
there will be no necessity for, and permit me to |! 


Mr. PRATT. 


| Mr. PRESIDENT. Not except by unanimous T 
| consent, Does the Chair understand the Senator ii 


from Maryland to object to the withdrawal of the — 
amendment? 

Mr. PRATT. Yes sir; I want to have a vote 
upon the proposition, As the yeas and nays 
have been called, I believe it is my privilege to re- 
quire that the vote be taken. i i 

The PRESIDENT. Most assuredly. If the 
Senator insists on it, the vote must be taken, 

Mr. MASON. IL understand that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, in offering this amendment, 
declared distinctly that, in his judgment, on ac- 
count of the former action of this body on adike 
propesition, there remained no alternative now but 
to choose between the policy of giving away these 
public lands, or a large portion of them, to the 
States within which they lie, or of adopting an 
opposing policy of providing for their immediate 
sale, or their speedy sale, by graduating their price. 
lt was in that view that he offered this proposition 


| as an amendment, and a substitute to that of giv- 


ing public lands. for railroads. I am not prepared. 


i to say at present whether I should be disposed, if 


the option were left to me, to change the existing 
policy of the Government to that which is pro- 
posed by the amendment which the Senator offers. 
I mean, that I am not prepared to say whether I 
should be disposed to change the existing laws 
offering the public lands for sale at a minimum 
price, for a system of reducing them with a view 
of speedy sale; but between the two propositions 
of graduating the price of the public lands and 
selling them rapidly, and that of giving them away 
to the States within which they lie, F prefer the 
former. I shall therefore vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, though I should 
acquiesce, cheerfully in allowing him to with- 


| draw it. 


Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I would like to 
hear from the honorable Senator from Virginia, or 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, what 
security this amendment that is proposed will give 
to the country, if it should pass, that the land will 
not still be given away to railroads? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. This may obviate some gen- 
tleman’s objections to the land bills. 

Mr. BELL. It seems to me that there will be 
no security whatever, but that we shall just go on, 
and whenever we think it is liberal and proper to- 
wards the new States, givethem additional appro- 
priations for internal improvements, I do not 
understand that the proposition of the honorable 
Senator from Pennsylvania proposes to afford any 
security on that head, but proposes to hasten the 
sale of the public lands. Now, itis.said thatthere 
is a large amount, such an amount as 250,000,000 
acres of public land in the market. If that is 
so, if we reduce them to forty cents an acre, it 
would take years and years before they could be 
appropriated; and in the meantime they would 
remain open to applications to the liberality and 
justice, if you please, of Congress, in making these 
improvements. I desire to ascertain whether there 
be any security contemplated on that point. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair would beg 
leave to interrupt the Senator for a moment. Ou 
turning to the rule, which he will read, the Chair 
is aware that it is in the power of the Senate, 
even after the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
to permit the withdrawal of a proposition. The 
10th rule is: 

« When a motion shall be made and seconded, it shall be 
reduced to writing, ifdesired by the President, or any mem- 
ber, delivered in atthe table, and read, before the same 
shall be debated; and any motion may be withdrawn by 
the mover at any time before a decision, amendment, or 
ordering of the yeas and nays, except a motion to recon- 
sider, which shall not be withdrawn without the leave ofthe 
Senate.” 

“ Leave of the Senate’’is given by the action 
of a majority. And therefore the mover of a prop- 
osition, even after the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, (though the Chair just now was under a 
different impression,) can withdraw it, if a majority 
of the Senate decide to grant leave. 

Mr. BADGER. 1 move, then, that the honor- 
able Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bropzap]} 
have leave to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to say a word in answer 
to what fell from the Senator from Tennessee, 


! [Mr. Bent.] understand that Senator to inquire 
what security the country will have agains 


t thus 
giving away the public lands, even if we should 
adopt the policy of graduating and reducing their 
price. Now, sir, I would answer the Senator by 
saying that, from my experience in this Govern- 
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ment, which has been much less than his, I am 
afraid the people. will have no security whatever, 
and can get none, against the action of Congress. 
łn this very instance, what do we see? Why, in 
1847,a law was passed to borrow money. We 
were then engaged in a war with Mexico. And 
to establish, or rather to improve the credit of the 
country, the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands were pledged to the payment of thai debt. 
Here is a bill brought in to give them away, at 
the rate of some 3,800 acres permile. Thereis no 
restraint, then, by the legislation of the country, 
to the extent that the public faith may be involved 
by the hypothecation of the proceeds of the public 
lands. 

_ But I will go further than that. I have seen an 
Instance, in my judgment, and in the judgment of 
the section of the Union from which I come, in | 
which the action of Congress has not been re- |i 
strained by constitutional bounds. I am afraid, 
therefore, when the Senator asks what security 
we can offer, that we can offer none. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Ido not propose to offer |} 
any security, nor do I suppose that a solitary || 
Senator from one of the land States on this floor i! 
proposes to offer any security. Not one. 


It has been said time and again, by all the Sen- || 
ators opposed to this bill, or opposed to anything |; 
like justice, in any form of a bill which may be |! 
presented, to the new States, that they are giving || 
away lands. Now, there is not one of these bills | 
upon the table of any Senator, presented at this or | 
at any former session, thal has for its object the |; 
giving away of the public lands, for the purpose i 
of making railroads or other improvements. Let |! 
the Senator from Virginia propose to strike out |! 
that clause of this bill which doubles the price of |! 
the public lands upon the alternate sections re- |i 
served; and if that is done, then the remainder 
willbe a donation. But until that is done there 
is no donation. Besides this, there is a clause in 
the bill providing for the transportation of the 
troops of the United States, and of the mails of 
the United States. That, I suppose, may be con- 
sidered as an equivalent for the right of way 
through the public lands. If the Senator from | 
Virginia, or any gentleman, can show that this 
bill, or any other land bill now before the Senate, | 
gives directly or indirectly one cent.—one acre of 
Jand, or the fraction of an acre of land, to the new 
States, then I am ready to abandon the whole sys- || 
tem. | 

I do not say that the Senator from Pennsylva- || 
nia offers this amendment as an expedient to de~ || 
feat this bill; but it will operate as an expedient |, 
to defeat this and all the other land bills. {tell || 
that Senator—and I believe every gentleman rep- | 
resenting one of the new States on this floor will | 
tell him the same thing—that we will vote for that 
bill separately, I prefer that bill; I prefer a grad- 
uation bill, upon almost any principle, to this or |! 
any other land bill. When this bill was first |: 
taken up for discussion, I avowed, and I avow | 
now, that you are giving nothing to the new States. | 
You are conferring no direct favor on the State of 
Missouri or the State of lowa by these grants. 
They have amoral influence, anda moral influence 
alone, on our own people, inducing them to step 
forward and advance their money for the construc- | 
tion of these roads. ‘T'his is all the influence, all į 
the effect they have. We do not draw upon the 
Treasury of the United States for one cent, or for | 
one acre of land, for which we do not pay ani 
equivalent. I trust that gentlemen will change ; 
their phraseology somewhat when they speak of | 
granting lands or of donating lands to the new | 
States. I trust that my friend from Virginia par | 
ticularly will change his phraseology, or demon- || 
strate that it is a gift. 

Mr. BRODH EAD. My friend from Tennes- 
see asked me, what security we have that Con- |; 
gress will not contrive to donate and give away |; 
these lands after we shall adopt a graduating pol- , 
icy? In answer to that question, I have only to |; 
say that we have this security: We deprive the | 
advocates of this and the other land bills of the © 
principal argument they advance in favor of then. | 
They say they desire to induce the sale and settle- 
ment of the public lands We adopt the policy; | 
and if, to carry it out, we adopt a graduation sys- i 
tem, it will be a substitute for what they propose. ; 
You cannot have both. As a representative of 
one of the old States, I beg leave to say that I'i 
cannot go for both these measures I cannot go | 


for the various railroad bills granting some ten, or 
fifteen, or twenty millions of acres a year, and 
then go for a graduation policy also. ‘1 offer a 
compromise here. I offer the same measure to 
the gentlemen from the new States which they 
have been urging upon Congress for years past, 
and I ask them now to adopt it in lieu of these 
various railroad projects. i 

Mr. RUSK. I would inquire what is the ques- 
tion before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition is to give 
permission to the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
withdraw his amendment, : 

Mr. RUSK. l hope gentlemen will confine 
themselves to that point. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to make a remark 
or two, in reply to my friend from Missouri. I 


| think it lamentable that, after months of discus- 


sion, we cannot agree upon the facts, but are dia- 
metrically opposed as to the facts which exist in 
the case, and cannot understand them alike. My 
friend from Missouri says, that if itcan be shown 
that any lands are given away, he will go against 
the whole system. I have, over and over again, 
stated that lands are given away by this system, 
cle denied it positively. The question between 
us is, which of us understands the bill correctly? 
Now let me state the case in such a clear light that 
nobody can controvert it. This bill says that the 
State of Iowa shall receive every alternate section 
for six miles on each side of the line of the road. 
The grant, then, is equal to six sections on one 
side; for, if they get alternate sections for six miles 


on both sides, it is equal to six miles on one side. | 


That is clear. Nobody can deny that. Now, 
suppose that by the private entries which have 
been made, there is left only four sections out of 
which the selections can be made, what is the con- 


| sequence of that state of things? Instead of having 


your whole twelve sections on both sides, out of 
which to select six, you have only four sections; 
from which, of course, only two cah be selected. 


| Then the bill says the State may make up that 
: deficiency more than six miles from the line of the 


road. You can only get the half of four, or two 
sections, within six miles. Then the other four 
sections to which you are entitled, you get ata 
distance greater than six miles from the line of the 
road. Can the gentleman from Missouri deny that 
those four sections, which you take from more 
than six miles from the road, are a pure donation 


| to the State without a cent’s equivalent in return? 


Why, itis capable of mathematical demonstration, 
that the four sections selected more than six miles 
from the line of the road are given away absolutely 
and the United States does not receive a cent from 
them. There is no doubling of the price for those 
four sections at all; you only double the price 
upon the half of the four sections which are within 


: the six miles. That is, you double the price upon 


the two sections selected within the six miles of the 
road, and do not double the price of the other four 
sections, selected at a distance of more than six 
miles from the road. 

Mr. DOWNS. Suppose you sold two sections, 
instead of one before, would not that be doubling 

A Senator. It ts dinner-time, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Some gentlemen say 
they want their dinners; and [ dishke, just upon 
the eve of the vote, to detain them. l am sorry 
that we do not agree as to the facts of the bill. 
When there are only four sections within six miles 


of each side of the read, the Government is en- || 
titled to one half, and the State to the other half. : 
The Government reserves two sections, and the : 


State two sections, within six miles; and then, in 
the case supposed, if the State makes up the defi- 
ciency of four sections, from lands lying more than 


is a perfect and pure donation. 


Now a word or two to my constituents, and then ; 


I shall have done with this subject forever, l think. 
I want to say to them, through the Senate, that my 
liberal (as I think) and enlarged idea of duty, un- 
der the Constitution of the country, has carried 


| me for internal improvements upon great national 
: principles. 


I think we have the whole control of 
this subject. Although I am not sure but the 
vote, which I shall give in favor of this bill, will 


subject me to a very severe responsibility at home, . 
I shall not shrink from it; for I have been accus- ; 
tomed to meet responsibility. All its terrors have ; 


no dread for me. I may say with my friend from 


six miles from the road, beyond the extent of the :; 
two sections taken within six miles of the road, ìt ʻi 
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New Hampshire, that I have no pone hopes or 
aspirations. I retire to private life; but I intend 
i to carry with me the approbation of my eon- 
science, and the conviction that I have done what 
I believed to be right. I have heretofore voted for 
all these bills, upon those high principles whieh I 
i| have advocated before this Senate. Seeing no 
chance to get that justice which I believe we ought 
to have, and would have had, under the provisions 
of the amendment which I had the honor of offer- 
| Ing—seeing no prospect, under the present state 
| of things, of having the land fund inure as a com- 
| mon benefit to all the States, I will notact the part 
of the dog in the manger, I will not refuse to do 
| good for evil. I will act upon the principle, that 
| the day is coming when justice will animate the 
i hearts of the American people. Tact upon the 
|| principle, that truth is omnipotent, and will ulti- 
i mately prevail. I believe that, if thé people of 
| the United States wiil take this great subject into 
consideration, they will see that the old States are 
| entitled to some participation in this great fund; 
; that the new States are not entitled to all its bene- 
| fits. Although I think I have been pretty harshly 
| treated in the course of this discussion, in some 
respects, yet l cheerfully give them what F think 
they are entitled to, in these bills; hoping, that 
when that public reconsideration takes place, which 
I hope may take place, not only the old States, 
but the new States, will see the propriety of acting 
upon the principle that I have advocated bere, and 
| upon which I intend to stand. With these views, 
I am ready to yote, 

The motion to grant leave to withdraw the 
amendment of Mr. Bropurap was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is,en 
the amendment that has been made in Committee 
| of the Whole. : 

{| Mr. BRADBURY. I do not propose to detain 
the Senate, but 1 happened accidentally to be out 
when the vote was taken on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Kentucky, and. when 
|| the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dope] made some 
explanations with regard to the bill. I wish to 
| know whether he understands the bill as restraining 
the State of Iowa from taking alternate sections, 
that were reserved by the Government when the 
i} grant was made fortheimprovement of Des Moines 
river. 
| Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I so understand it. 
| Mr, BRADBURY. I do not see any such re- 
! servation in the bill; but I wish to make a single 
; remark in reply to the Senator from Missouri. 
He pledged himself that he would abandon the 
bill, if it could be shown that one acre of the pub- 
‘lic lands granted for these purposes was a gift, 
| He further remarked that if we reduced the price 
| of alternate sections, it would bea gift; but that 
; inasmuch as the price of the alternate sections re- 
served was increased or doubled, that prevented 
the grant from being a donation; and he proceeded 
to remark that he was ready to vote for the grad- 
uation bill presented by the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania, if it were brought forward as. . 
a separate proposition. That graduation bill-re- 
ii duces the price of the alternate sections not only 
i to the amount which they now are, but to a much 
‘less amount than that now asked for them. The 
; declaration of the Senator was, that such a reduc- 
| tion would constitute this grant a gifts and in that 
i event, he said he would go against the bill. Be- 
! Heving that he will vote, as he pledged the Senator 
| from Pennsylvania that he would, for a bill for 
i the reduction of the price of the public lands, we 
have a right to claim that he will vote against this 
bill. I think he stands so. pledged. 

The amendment made in Committee of the 
| Whole was agreed to by the Senate, 

Mr. BELL. Some of my friends have said 
that I would be acting somewhat inconsistently if 
| I voted for this bill, I do not propose now to go 
into an explanation of the grants. Perhaps some 
: other occasion will arise when J can do so. I 
said in my remarks on this subject, that whatever 
might be the fate of theamendment, I would give 
my vote for the bill. I think E can reconcile it 
with the vote | have given for similar bills hereto- 
fore; but if the Senate will allow me to ask the 
Senator from Hinois (Mr. Doveras) one question 
before they vote, I shall be very much obliged ta 
them. It is an explanation with regard to the 
vote upon a bill for an appropriation to Alabama 
and Mississippi of public lands connected with 
ect (to show 


| the Ilinois railroad; and this I conn 
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that Lam not out of order altogether in my) 
marks on this occasion) with the grounds which 
I assume, in part; for voting for this bill in favor 
of Iowa and other new States, as I have voted 
for Lilinois, for the Southern States, Mississippi, 
and Alabama, and would have voted for Michi- 


gan and Wisconsin, had they been up, and do ex- | 


for them, and as I would have voted 

iations made in® behalf of the public 
in the State of Indiana. 

Now, sir, what I. wish to state is, that when 

that bill was up two. sessions ago, { assumed the 


pect to vote 
for appropr 


improvements 


same principle in argument that { did the other | 


day, and that was, that if there be anything in 
the principle of Congress having the power to 


give a portion of this estate to improve the re- | 


mainder of it, they could give lands lying in Mli- 


nois, in Mississippi, or in Alabama, to construct | 
a railroad through Kentucky and Tennessee; that | 


the principle was the same, if by connecting these 


two roads you improve the whole body of the, 
emity, or wherever it: 
And I wanted } 


public domain on each extr 
exists on the line of the railroad. 


re- į 
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to state, that when the bill appropriating some | 


4,000,000 or 5,000,000 of acres, I presume, to 
Alabama, Mississippi, and Illinnis was up, 

made the proposition directly that a fair, ratable 
proportion of the lands proposed to be appropria- 
ted by that bill to those States, should be applied, 


when sold by them, to the completion of the con- | 


necting link between Cairo, at the mouth of the 
Ohio, and the southern boundary of Tennessee, 
going through a part of Tennessee and Kentucky, 
but I was advised by the friends of the measure— 
I had always been in favor of liberal appropria- 
tions of the public lands to the new States—that 
if I pressed my amendment, it would inevitably 
defeat the whole measure. Upon consultation 
with the Senator from Hlinois—and this is the 


point to which I wish to call his attention and | 
upon which I want his statement—he said to me | 
that his judgment was the same with regard to j 


pressing my amendment; but he thought that a 
proper and fair construction of the bill, then, as 
{ had the impression until recently, did make the 


lands or the proceeds of them liable to be appro- | 


priated ratably, according to the terms of that 


act, for the construction of the road through Ten- | 
nessee and Kentucky. I must be mistaken in that | 


impression, because, on looking over the bill, I do 


not see any clear pretext forstating that the lands | 


appropriated in Illinois should be thus applied; 


but L rather think the lands appropriated to Mis- | 
sissippi and Alabama do bear that construction. | 


What E want now, is for the honorable Senator 
to state what is his recollection of that conversa- 
tion, and of his impression at that time as to the 
proper construction of that act, in justice to my- 
self for having forborne to press that amendment, 
although I was expected to do so, by some friends 
ofthat connecting link in Tennessee and Kentucky. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. I have not a distinct recol- 
lection of the conversation to which the Senator 
from Tennessee refers, although { have a very 
strong impression upon my mind of baving had 
my attention called to that provision of the bill by 
some one—prohably the Senator from Tennes- 
see-—and of the impression resting upon my mind 
at that time. The Hlinois bill, when written by 
myself, only extended to the State of Hlinois, and 
did not contemplate the construction of any road 


beyond the limits of that State. When an amend- |; 


ment was offered—I think by the present presji- 


ding officer of the body—to extend that road from ; 
the mouth of the Ohio to Mobile, and to grant to; 


the States of Mississippi and Alabama lands on! 


the same condition, to the same extent, and with | 


the same privileges as the other road, it did not: 


occur to me that that language would make any 


grant for making a road in Tennessee and Ken- ` 


tuecky, but simply be confined to Mississippi and 
Alabama. Ata subsequent period, my attention 


was called to the language used in theamendment, : 


and I confess it was my impression then, and itis 


yet, that the language employed in it does not bear , 


the construction that the lands were to be selected 


in those States, but for one from the line of the: 


tate of Mississippi up to the mouth of the Ohio 
river. That isstll my impression of the fair con- 


struction of that language, although at the time the ` 
measure was brought forward, it had never occur- | 


red to me that any such construction could be put 
upon it, 


«shall realize that sum? 


| to the States. Does not Ulinois get the land—and į 
j land owned by the Untied States ? And does not! 


t onstructic | All the assumption and all the reasoning is found- 
in Mississippi and Alabama, not only for a road |: 


Mr. BELL. That is the precise way in which 
I understood the honorable Senator. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was desirous of saying some- 
thing upon this subject, but E do’ noc propose do- 
ing so this evening, and relinquish my purpose 
because of the state of my health. But I wish, 
before the vote is taken, to put myself in a posi- || 
tion so that Í may not be hereafter deemed incon- |) 
sistent ia whatever course I may pursue in regard |! 
toit. l have seen it stated that there are now 
bills before the two Houses of Congress for roads 
to be consiructed by a grant of alternate sections į 
through the public lands, sufficient in namber and 
sufficient in amount to take some 30,000,000 
acres of the public lands to satisfy the proposed 
grants. 

If I vote for this bill—and I believe I have 
generally voted for measures of this character 
when they have appeared to be sanctioned by a 
sound discretion and by a promise of usefulness— 
{ do not wish that it shall be hereafter under- 
stood that { commit myself to a system like that; 
I do not wish it to be understood that I bind my- 
self by any obligation to vote for these various 
measures as they may be successively presented | 
for the consideration of Congress; for when we 
come to a pointlike that, where thirty millions, | 
or any great quantity, be it greater or less, 6f the |! 
public lands is to be disposed of by bills of this | 
character, it strikes me that it is a proposition of | 
a very grave import, that it deserves the very de- | 

| 


liberate consideration of Congress, and that it! 
should be understood in all its bearings. One of 
the objections which I oftenest hear raised here | 
—is the protest which is made in terms of! 
fervent expostulation. against speculators. They 
are everywhere denounced in the halls of Con- }) 
gress, as persons the most prejudicial and injurious 
to the public interests with regard to the public 
lands. Well, what do we see occurring here: 
among those who raise this objection? One of the 
first grants, the entering wedge of this great sys- ' 
tem, is made to the State of Hlinois, of some 
3,000,000 acres, or perhaps a little short of that; i 
and now we are advised, by gentlemen in their | 
places here, that it is arranged to pass that proper- | 
ty out of the hands of the State of Ilinois into | 
the hands of a private company; so that a com- |i 
pany of speculators, if you please, shall become | 
the possessors of 3,000,000 acres of land in the | 
State of Illinois. : 
Again: it is deprecated, and has been deprecated | 
this morning in very solemn and apparently anx- | 
ious terms, that a State should not be a possessor | 
of public lands within a State; and yet, sir, it is | 
the very gist of every one of these measures that a | 
State should be the owner of the public lands, and | 
become the competitor of the United States in the | 
sale of public lands; and I notice when a State is to 
profit by it, delay of sale constitutes no objection. | 
Then, again, we are really treated with some de- ; 
gree of scorn and contempt when we suggest that 
this is a benefit to the States; for a gentleman has : 
just taken his seat who says that we give nothing ; 


Ilinois propose to make a railroad out of the land? 
And are not all these schemes founded on the idea | 
that money and funds are to be raised out of the i 
lands by which the enterprize is to be carried into 
effect ? Nobody disputesthis; and is this nothing? | 
Can the money be obtained or the road made with- | 
outthe land? Butthe gentleman assumes, because | 
he puts down upon paper that the alternate sec- : 
tions reserved to the United States shall not be |! 
sold for less than $2 50 per acre, that the conse- || 
quence is, that the United States realize just as 

much funds as if they had parted with none of the |; 
land. Now, will the Senator from Missouri, will | 
the Senator from illinois, will any of the gente- : 
men who take the benefit of these lands guarantee 

to the United States $2 50 per acre? Will they 

put a provision in the bill that the United States 

That is the precise point : 
of difficulty that I have in the whole matter. | 


ed upon the idea that the United States are, with 

certainty, to realize $2 50 per acre for these lands. | 
If you go to past experience, Í think the matter 

will turn out quite otherwise; that the United : 
States, when they have granted alternate sections, || 
have realized nothing but the minimum price. į 
That is the result of my observation in relation to | 


| stand upon its own merits. 


| to the same extent. 


it, and I confess myself disappointed in regard to į 


it; for there was a time when I anticipated. bet- 
ter results. a te 

But, sir, while I am throwing out these sugges~ 
tions—and I do not mean,to continue them—lam 
willing to vote for any of these. enterprizes that 
shall promote the public good, leaving each to 
i But T am rather 
grieved that gentlemen should rise hereand repudi- 
ate the idea that they are receiving any benefit from 
them; holding out the idea, while they insist. on. 
having the land, that nothing is bestowed.’ Tt 
seems tometo bea false assumption,and to smack 
a little of ingratitude. I probably shall give my 
vote for this bill; but I wish to say one word more 
in regard to it, and then l shall have done. < - 

There is one portion of it, of which I approve 
very much; and there is another portion that is 
not, to my mind, so plainly of public utility. I 
do not see why it is expedient or necessary that 
there should bea road to run parallel with the 
Mississippi river, unless the navigation and im- 
provements of that river are to be abandoned. 
Now, Ide not suppose that the building of this 
road involves that question. Itake it that the Mis- 
sissippi river is to go on and be a public highway, 
and that we are still to be asked to make grants 
for its improvement. If we are, then I do not see 
my way clear to vote for a road which runs par- 
allel, or nearly parallel], with the river. But still, 
Iuwa thinks it ought to have the privilege of fixing 
these roads as it pleases. If it had been content 
to take a little less, to run its road from the river 
into the interior, opening new sources of com- 
merce, I should be very well satisfied with it. I 
do not know whether I am perfectly satisfied in 
my own mind, “whether the objection I now raise 
is not such as ought to induce me to vote against 
the bill; bat l wish to throw out these ideas be- 
fore | vote, that | may not, for one, be considered 
as committed to this immense system in prospect, 
by voting for this bill. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihavebut a word to say. I 
cannot understand these gentlemen who argue to 
us that the alternate sections, which are reserved 
to the United States, will not be worth $2 50 per 
acre, while at the same time they turn round in 
their arguments and charge that these large grants 
to us for making railroads are worth $10 per acre. 

Mr. DAVIS. [hope the Senator does not mean 
to intimate that I said any such thing. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir; only say that those 
who act with him argue thus. For instance, the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. Dawson] the other 
day, in an argument against the Hinois bill, went 
on to prove that the 2,700,000 acres granted to Il- 
linois were worth twenty odd. millions of dollars; 
and he went on to prove that every acre of land 
granted by that act of Congress to the State to aid 
in making the road, would be worth ten dollars in 
consequence of the making of the road; and after 
summing up these enormeus figures against Hli- 


| nois, and Alabama, and Mississippi, to show how 


many millions these three States had made out of 
the Federal Government by getting this quantity 
of land, he turned round and said the Government 
lands are not-one farthing enhanced in value. How 
isitthen? If you benefit Minois twenty odd mil- 
lions, do you not benefit the United States twenty 
odd millions more, by reserving the alternate sec- 
tions to yourselves which are to be enhanced in 
value by the construction of the road? I think if 
you benefit us that much, you benefit yourselves 
I care not whether it is twen- 
ty-one millions, or ten millions, or five millions, 
or how much it is. You must admit either that 
you have enhanced the value of the public domain 
belonging to the Government of the Unitea States 
by the grant, or else that these lands granted to 
us were worth but $1 25 per acre. But it seems 
thatone rule of computation prevails when you 
count the advantages of the State, and a differ- 


; ent one prevails when you compute the advan- 


tages to the United States. My opinion is, that the 
Senator from Georgia made an over-estimate when 
he put them at $10 per acre. My opinion is, that 
when you put them at $2 50, itis an under-esti- 
mate; and, therefore, that it is a fair argument to 
assume that the one half reserved to the United 
States is worth more than the whole of the lands 
would have been if the grant had aot been made, 
and if the road should not be constructed. That 
is the view we take; and when we say that you 
are giving us nothing, wedo not mean that the 
grant is not beneficial to us; but we assert that it 
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is also beneficial to the Government of the United | 
States. Is it any Argument against it, that it ben- | 
efits us while it benefits you to the same extent ? | 
That is theonly point on which we base this. 
One word about our transferring these lands to ‘| 
a company. I did not suppose it was a matter of || 
any consequence to the public, or to the Govern- į 
ment of the United States, whether the State of | 
IHinois sold these lands and made the road her- 
self, or whether she gave them to a company to | 
make the road by disposing of the lands, provided 
that we comply with our contract with the Gov- 
ernment—provided that we make the road within 
the time specified, and carry the mails as we agreed 
to do—-and provided we comply with all the stipu- 
lations which you choose to impose. But I ‘in- | 
tend to show to the Senator from Massachusetts | 
that there is a wide distinction between our pass- 
ing an act of Congress vesting the titles of lands 
lying in the State of Illinois, inthe State of Massa- 
chusetts, or in any other State, and giving the title ! 
to the IHinois Legislature, and allowing that State | 
to provide for the making of the road. When! 
you give lands to the States within which they lie | 
forthe purpose of making a road, the State will 
make such arrangements with regard to taxation— 
with regard to the time for selling the lands—with 
regard to the construction of the road—with regard | 
to preémption rights and settlement—as for itself 
each State shall deem wise and proper with ref- | 
erence to its own interests; but i Congress here | 
makes a grant of land to a foreign corporation, the | 
State has no such power over that corporation to | 
provide these conditions—to provide for the pro- | 
tection of its own citizens. There is the great j 
point of distinction. The distinction we have is ; 
in accordance with State-rights. We wish to. 
reserve to each of the States the power to protect ' 
its own interests against any of these specula- 
tions. If Ilinois has made a bad contract, she 
has only to blame herself. She cannot blame 
the Federal Government. We are content with | 
the contract which we have made, and so ought | 
you to be content, because you will find that we 
will make the road which we stipulated to make || 
within half the time you allowed us for making it. | 
If we give you the road in five years instead of ten | 


t 


ears, as was stipulated, we think it should not || terday do, entire justice to that Senator. 


be a matter of complaint urged against us; and if | stand his position to be this: that, according to | 


we make more money out of it than you expected, ' 


| 
i 
i 
! 
i 
1 


it ought not to be any objection when you make 
just as much as we do; and when you, therefore, 
have been benefited more than you expected to be 
when you made the grant. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I am not aware 


er acre. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I said that the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Dawsox,] who was acting with 


the Senator from Massachusetts against the bill, || 


urged it. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iam not acting against the bill. 


I was addressing the Senate on the policy gener- || 


ally. I announced that I intended to vote for the 
bill, But l wish the whole subject to be spread 
before the Senate. I wish now to say, that I 


think there is no inconsiderable share of delusion |! 


on this subject; and that the hopes and expecta- 
tions which are put forth in regard to these lands 
are destined to be disappointed. That there is to 
be no such sum pealicad: 

Senator from Georgia, is quite apparent, unless 
there is a change in the state of things. All our : 
experience leads us to a different conclusion from | 
that of the honorable Senator from Georgia. Allour | 
experience shows us, that no such hopes and no 


such expectations have hitherto been realized; and | 


that is what makes me doubt very much whether we | 
realize even the $2 50 per acre. Perhaps the Sena- 
tor [Mr. Doveras] participates in the same doubt, 
as he takes no notice of the guarantee which I 


i 
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roposed of $2 50 per acre. i do not mean to 7 what are needed b 
eny the proposition which the Senator states, i made a contract with 


that. running a railroad through a section of coun- 
try, has a tendency to increase the value of lands. 
And if it were not a fact that the quantity of land ¥ 
brought into the market is immensely increased : 
every year; and if it were not that the territor 
„exposed to sale was not so vastly extended, it 
would have a very serious influence. But so long 
as there is good land to be obtained in any quan- 
tities, in portions of the country where it is desir- 
able to settle, at the minimum price, so long will 
the price of land be kept down. There may be 
particular places and particular points, having‘a 
value from contingent causes, that will command 
larger prices. But the general price of land for 
agricultural purposes, according to our experience, 
doesnot justify any hopes of extravagant prices, 
even where improvements go. 

I have made no complaint of the State of Ili- 
nois for undertaking to make her railroad through 
a company. I think she isa little unjust towards 
us, if she condemns the United States for retard- 
ing settlements by sales at the minimum price for | 
settlement, and when the lands are given to her, | 
holds them up for higher prices, or puts them into | 
the hands of private companies, raising expecta- 
tions that they, in time, may realize more. She 
insists that we shall encourage settlement; but 
takes to herself the right to speculate. She disap- | 
proves of individual proprietors, if they are spec- | 
ulators or corporations, as prejudicial to her inter- ; 
ests, if they buy of the United States; but when | 
they buy of her, it is quite a different matter, and |; 
quite a wholesome good policy, though it may not ;| 
promote settlement. The practice of the United | 
States to hold land at $1 25 per acre is oppressive; 
while Illinois may hold it at twice that, withont 
objection. I placed these conditions in contrast || 
with each other. This is all I intended; and let | 
the argument pass for what it is worth. It is | 
growing late, and I will not detain the Senate. ji 

Mr. RHETT. Mr. President, I wish.to say 
but a few words in defense of the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Dawson,] who is not now here. 
Neither of the Senators from that State is now on 
this floor. I think the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Doveras] has not to-day done, and I think the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] did not yes- 
Tunder- 


the statement of the company to which the State 

of Illinois had turned over all her lands, they ex- 
| pected to realize $10 per acre on the lands received 
| by them. They had organized their company 
upon that supposition, and the Senator from Geor- 
| gla took it as being a fact, and therefore thought 
it a fair position for argument before the Senate. 
Is it not so? The Senator from Georgia did not 


{ 


| 
i 
{ 


il 


|! tionally, and is to 


i ; ` 
and not an acre of land, I believe, is to be sold, 

until the road is made; and after the road is made, 
the company is to have entire control of the land. 


‘| That I understand to. be the nature of the contract 


between the State of Illinois and the company to 
which she has granted these lands. I believe I 
am correct in this. IfIam not, I should like to 
| be put right. : 

Mr. SHIELDS. The land is to be sold as the. 
road progresses. The land still belongs to the 
State, and is only given to the company condi- 
. e appropriated gradually for 
the construction of the road, and for no other pur- 
pose. 

Mr. RHETT. Butif they construct the road, 
do they not get the land? Do they not get it as 
they go along, in sections? Do they not then ap- 
propriate the land, and keep it as long as they ` 
choose? 

Mr. SHIELDS. They receive the land as they 
go on with the work. 

Mr. RHETT. But they get the land, and can 
use it, and keep itin market as longas they please. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator is mistaken in 
one thing. They are bound to sell the land, 
They cannot retain it. There are terms imposed 
on them for the construction of the road. The 
land is given to them for that purpose. They 
cannot speculate upon it, and hold it up. 

Mr. RHETT. Thatis only going round the 
path. The company get the land for making the 
road; and when they get it, they can hold itas long 
asthey please. They are not bound toconvertthe 
land into money within any specified time. That 
is the practical operation of it; and so I understood 
from a certain gentleman with whom I conversed 
on the subject. 

Now, what I wish to say is this: that the posi- 
tion of the Senator from Georgia was based upon ` 
the fact that this company in Illinois had'the power 
of holding lands there, and that the practical effect 
of the arrangement made with the State of Ilinois 
was, that the company could hold these lands as 
long as it pleased, and realize from them what it - 
pleased. The company estimated these lands to 
be worth, to it, $10 per acre; and on that supposi- 
tion the Senator from Georgia came forward, and 


i said that this company expected to realize that 


amount according to its own statement. And that 
it will do it, appears to he very reasonable. I 
have no doubtit will be done. It may take some 
tinte to accomplish it, but it will eventually be 
done. I think, therefore, that the Senator from 
Georgia, in his view of it, steers entirely clear of 
the position taken by the Senator from Illinois. 


| The Senator from Georgia did not say that the 


United States would not realize that amount from 


i 
| 
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from Iowa [Mr. Doper] speak of it in terms of ; 
indignation? Why, he nearly looked, if he did ;: 


i 
i 


‘tion to prevent it. If I understood his views and | 
| temper on that subject, he would not allow the old | 
| States to have a great mass of land in Iowa, to b 

| controlled by them, and kept out of market just 
! so long as they pleased for speculating purposes. 


Vhat 


| Yet, what has the State of Illinois done? 


l! do these new States do, which thus rebuke with ; 


such force and such anger, the proposition to con- | 
solidate large masses of land in them, beyond , 
their settlers? I!lmois has 
acompany to build the road, ; 


i| ciate them up to $10 per acre. 


it 
i} 
li 

t 


as was suggested by the || not entirely use, the word ‘ Nullification.” I felt ;i 


| pretty sure that he would almost favor nullifica- | 


| pended,and that the House r 


their lands; but he said that if you allowed any 
proprietor of lands, either a company ora State, 
to hold them as long as it pleased, it could appre- 
That is all he did 

ssert. It seems to me that there is no incompat- 
ibility between the position taken by the Senator 


l! from Georgia, and that taken by the Senator from 


inois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 16, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rey. Lirrnrron F. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
| The SPEAKER stated, as the first business in 
i order, the reception of reports from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 
Mr. HOUSTON moved that the rules be sus- 
esolve itself into the 
; Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
| for the purpose of taking up the deficiency bill. 
| Mr. ALLISON asked the unanimous consent of 
‘the House to introduce a bill, of which previous 


Prayer 


i 
į 


‘| notice had been given. 


J 


Mr. HOUSTON, I will say to the gentleman 
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that I have had at leasta į 
om gentlemen having similar 
House. The gentleman | 
knows the very great difficulty I have had in ar- 
riving at the point which I have now reached, and 
I hope, therefore, he will. withdraw his request, | 
and let us go into the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union, and take up the deficiency 
bill. ca Y : 
-© Mr. ALLISON. Very well, sir. I will not 
press my request.” aor 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ihave a similar request 
to make; but, under the circumstances, I will with- 
hold it. 

Mr. ORR. I was desirous of making a report | 
or two from the Committee on Public Lands, but 
I have no objection to withhold them. ' 

Mr. COBB. I have no objection to. the mo- 
tion of my colleague, if itis understood that, asa 
matter of course, the deficiency-bill will come up 


from Pennsylvania, 
dozen applications fr 
requests to prefer to the 


in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | : 
il appeal. 


Union. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
agreed, I believe, that the deficiency bill should be 


taken up. 


. : | 
It. is by universal consent : 


|i be impossible hereafter to debate any matter of 
public business whatsoever, unless upon some bill [| 


Hi 


| 


| to transact the public business, the House did con- 
| fine itself literally to the rule, because it found it | 
| utterly impossible to debate the real question under | 
| consideration if it did not so confine itself. It will 


like this the House will confine itself- within its 
rules. RE, ; 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This question is 
| not debatable. __ : 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is not de- 
batable; but if the gentleman from New. York 
wishes to get the sense of the committee, he can 
take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. | 
Mr. BROOKS. I feel it my duty, from the | 
imperious necessity of transacting the public busi- 
l; ness, to take an appeal. 
i Mr. EVANS. I am perfectly aware that the 


iT 
| 
i 


l! Chair has decided in conformity with what has ii 
practice of the Fiouse. | 


ii latterly been the 


Mr: JONES. lt is not ia order to debate the 


PP 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mary- 
land is out of order in debating this question. The 
Chair will state the question. ‘The gentleman from 


t 
i 
i 
| 
i 
t 
i 


|! New York {Mr. Brooxs] raises the point of order 
|, that the gentlemen from Georgia and Virginia are 
i| out of order in debating any other proposition than 
|i the deficiency .bill, now before the committee. |; 
| The Chair has decided the gentlemen from Geor- || 
|! gia and Virginia to be in order, in conformity with 
Ithe practice heretofore observed by the committee. 
|| From that decision the gentleman from New York 
|! appeals, and the question now is, ‘‘Shall the de- 


_Mr. COBB. Very well, sir. Then I have no 
objection to my colieague’s motion. ` 
The question was then taken on Mr. Housron’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 
So the rules were suspended, and the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Meane in the chair.) 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, the committee || cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
proceeded to consider House bill No. 207, ** to || committee??? 
| 


supply ‘deficiencies in the appropriations for the 


service of the fiscal year ending the 3Uth of June, 
1852.” 


Mr. EVANS. I respectfully call the attention 
of the Chair to the note to the’second rule, and 


È 5 : also to the 35th rule. I think if the Chair con- 
Mr, HILLYER obtained the floor and said: || sults those rules, he will not decide me to be out of 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the || order in debating this appeal. 

committee toa remark made by the gentieman from ij; The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of 
Virginia, (Mr. MeMuxiix,} some weeksago,inre- i| order, in the opinion of the Chair. He can take 
ply to the gentleman from i"lorida, (Mr. Canext,] || an appeal from that decision, if he desires it. 

in which the honorable gentleman from Virginia |; Myr. EVANS., I cannot take oxi appeal, for 
took oceasion to say of the Union party of Geor- || there is one already pending. ; 


d 
gia, that it was composed of factions of all parties, | Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from New | 
| 


| 
i 
| 
j 
| 


1 
i 
| 


a hat il vs $ 
and he saw proper to apply to that honorable and || York has taken an appeal from the decision of the 
patriotic association, the term ‘ piebald.’ 


Mr. McMULLIN, (interrupting.) I did use || not debatable? 
the word attributed to me by the honorable gentle- | 


man but I used it under the excitement of the mo- || clearly one of them. 


I intended nothing disrespectful to that i| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
party; for the gentleman is, perhaps, not aware || the appeal is not debatable. Is an appeal taken 
that I acted and codperated with it during the last || from that decision? 


Congress, i Mr. IIOUSTON. You cannot pile appeal on 


It seems to me that if there are 


But, sir, with the permission of the gentleman appeal. 
from Georgia, I will makeone further remark, for Mr. BROOKS. I must ask for tellers on my 
J do not expect to trespass upon the House again. appeal. i 


I did feel somewhat sensitive upon the subject of | 
the Union party 

Mr. BROOKS. [rise toa point of order. 
the House chooses to permit this latitude of debate 


‘Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. CHANDLER 
and Brave appointed. 

The question was then taken, “ Shall the deci- | 
sion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- į; 
‘| mittee??? and it was decided in the affirmative— | 
ayes 79, noes 42, ‘ 
' "So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
e li the remarks of the gentlemen from Georgia and 
| Virginia were ruled to be in order. 

Mr. HILLYER resumed his remarks. 
no objection to excuse the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia; but the same principles and opinions had | 

d by others with reference tothe Union | 


y | 
Mr. BROOKS. On both of you. | 

The Clerk then read the 31st rule, as follows: | 

«When any member is about to speak in debate, or de- | 
liver any matter to the Housc, he shall rise from his seat, |) 
and respectfully address bimselfto ‘My. Speaker p’ and shall i 
confine himself to the question under debate, and avoid |! 


been avowed by : 
party of Georgia. He was proud to say thisday, | 


1 
J 


personality.” 
Mr. BROOKS. Now, with the greatest respect ‘| 


for both of the gentlemen opposite, but from the |, for a tariff for protection, and, so far as he knew i 


Chair; does the Chair decide that that appeal is || 


on this floor, that, instead of being composed of | 
factions of all parties, from the mountains to the | 
seaboard, and all along the line, there is not in it || 
one Abolitionist, not one Free-soiler, not one man |} 


imperious necessity of transacting the public busi- | 
ness, I make this point of order, thatin a debate | 
on the deficiency bill, it is not in order to discuss 
matters relative to party. i 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair decides that the : 
rule, construed literally, would preclude the re- | 


marks of the gentlemen from Georgia and Vir- | 
ginia; but under the uniform practice of the House, |; 
the Chair cannot now undertake to rule them out |! 


of order; and therefore rules the 
in order. 


Mr. BROOKS. With the permission of the. 


gentleman to be | 


Chair, | will remark that Lam well aware the Chair | 


and believed, there was not one bank man, not | 
_ one internal improvement man; but all within that : 
mighty host are for a strict construction of the i 
Constitution, and for the sovereign rights of the | 
tates. 
He then vindicated the Union party of Georgia, 
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trict òf Columbia and the Territories, and the coast- 
wise slave trade. Thosecwho sustain the compro- 
mise, he maintained, vote to continue the slave 
trade; and as to a fugitive slave, the people in the 


| States are no more bound to seize and deliver him 


to the person claiming to be his owner, than they 
are to deliver up a runaway horse in the streets. 
He denied the constitutional right to the Federat 
Government to legislate for the maintenance of 
slavery. The curses, and blessings if there be 
any, of it, belong to the South, and with which 


| the North wish to have nothing to do, and should 


not be required to sustain the burdens in connec~ 
tion with it. 

Mr. JACKSON next obtained the floor. He 
defended his own course and the State-Rights party 


; of the State of Georgia, one of whose representa- 
‘ tives, he said, he had the honor to be. 


If the peo- 
ple who sent him to Congress are disunionists, the 
inference is that he had forgotton his duty to his 
country, and is a disunionist; but in his political 
course of twenty years he had never felt the first 
desire to see the Ünion of his country dissolved. 
Although a Union man, according to a strict con- 
struction of the Constitution, he had always been 


| a Democrat; and he would permit no constitutional 


Union man, or Southern man to cut him off from 

his connection with the Democratic party. 
[These.speeches will be found in the Appendix.} 
Mr. APPLETON, of Maine, here obtained the 

floor, but yielded to 


Mr. ORR, who moved that the committée rise; 


| which motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the thair, the chairman of the 


| committee reported that the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union had had the 
Union generally under consideration, and particu- 
larly House bill No. 207, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 


PROPOSITION TO CLOSE DEBATE. 


Mr. HCUSTON, I desire to offer to the House 
a resolution to terminate debate upon the bill which 
has been under discussion to-day. It must be evi- 
dent to the JTouse that all of we debate which is 
pertinent tc the propositions contained in this bill 
must be had under the five-minutes rule, or else we 
must change the modeof speaking. Nota word, 


„are || not an allusion has been made to-day to the bill 
any cases in which appeals are debatable, this is Hf 


under consideration. I propose, therefore, a reso- 
lution terminating debate on it to-morrow at four 
o’clock; and on Thursday we can carry on the 
five minutes debate, and finish up the speaking. 
Mr. EVANS. Ido notintend to object to this 


| resolution, but I do trust that upon a bill of such 


importance gentlemen of the House will see the 
necessity of its being debated. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must be aware 

that this is not a debatable question. 
. Mr. HOUSTON. I want to suggest to my 
friend from Maryland (Mr. Evans] the fact that 
we shall have no debate upon the merits of the 
bill, in all probability, until we have the five-min- 
utes rule, and I want to get to the debate upon it 
in that way. These speeches have no relation to 
the bill whatever, or to its provisions. 

Mr. EVANS. It is true, as the gentleman 
states, that the debate here has been upon every- 
thing inappropriate to the subject under considera- 
tion,and I think that itis a warning to the House 
to enforce its rules. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We have tried that. 

Mr. EVANS. Ido not wish to speak against 
the wishes of the House, and if it is the sense of 
the House that I shall not say anything I will sit 
down. 


Mr. ORR. I wish to make a modification of 
the resolution. 

Mr. EVANS. I will give you an opportu- 
nity. 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. EVANS. Iam proceeding by unanimous 
consent, if not I will take my seat. 

Mr, KING, of New York. If the gentleman 
is asking that the rules be enforced, I hope he will 
observe them himself. I object to the discussion. 

Mr. POLK. Isit proper to ask the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Meansa question? 


The SPEAKER. ‘It canbe done only by unan- 
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ferato en ee 


Mr. HOUSTON. It is about $3,000,000. 

Mr. POLK. Then I ask the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, if he desires this | 
House to consider, under the five-minutes rule, a 
proposition appropriating $3,006,000? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will reply to the gentle? 
man from Tennessee. I suppose the House will ! 
allow me to do so. If any legitimate debate had 
been proposed upon this bill, I should not have 
asked a termination of it, As long as gentlemen | 


Indiana, praying extra compensation for taking the Seventh 
Census. 

By Mt. TUCK: The memorial of Ichabod Goodwin, 
James N. Tarlton, and others, of Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
Shire in favor of granting aid to the Collins’s line of steam- 
ships. 

By Mr. JONES, of New York: The memorial of 107 
citizens of Onondaga and State of New York, against the 
extension of the Woodworth patent for planing boards, &c. 

By Mr. GOODENOW: The petition of Samuel Odiorne 


| ard others, inhabitants of Kittery, York county, M aine, and 


residents on an island in Piscataqua river, praying for leave 
to connect a bridge from their island with Navy-yard Isiand, 


should legitimately debate the provisions of the 
bill, I would not propose to stop it. The gentle- 
man talks of five minutes, That is the only legit- 
imate debate that I expect to have, and I want as 
much time te appropriate to five minutes debate as 
possible. 

Mr. POLK. 
me a moment. 

Mr. STUART. LIcannot, and I object. 

The SPEAKER. Debate cannot be had, ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 

Mr. POLK. I wish to ask another question. | 

Mr. ORR. I propose to amend, by striking out4 
“four o'clock,” and insert ‘ Saturday, at three | 
o’clock.”? | 

Mr. EVANS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, so as to provide that all debate not upon the 
merits of the question, ‘after to-morrow at two 
o’clock, shall be out of order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I move the House ad- 
journ. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the House adjourned until to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock. 


T hope that the House will indulge 


NOTICE. OF A BILL. 

Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE gave notice that he would, on | 

to-morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to bring in a 

bill granting to the State of Pennsylvania 1,000,000 acres of 

the public lands to aid in the construction of the Pittsburg, 
Kittanning, and Warren railroad. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. CURTIS: The petition of Benjamin Betford, an 
assistant marshal in Erie county, Pennsylvania, praying 
for extra compensation in takiug the census. 

Also, a petition of like import of Wm. Campbell, assist- 
ant marshal of Jefferson county, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. AVERETT: The petition of citizens of Henry | 
county. Virginia, against the extension of the Woodworth | 
patent for planing boards, &c. 

By Mr. ASHE: Papers in relation to the claim of Lieu- 
tenant Edward Cantwell, for property lost during the war 
with Mexico. 

By Mr. GORMAN: The memorial of assistant marshals 
of Morgan county, in the State of Indiana, praying addi- 
tional compensation for taking the census. 

Also, the petition of inhabitants of the town of Lawrence- 
burg, in the State of Endiana, praying the enactment of a 
iaw for the organization of companies of military colonists, 
to be settled in the western territories for the protection of 
the inhabitants against Indian aggressions. 

Also, additional papers in relation to the claim of James 
W. Carter against the Post Office Department. 

By Mr. JENKINS: The petition of the inhabitants of 
the city of Utica, New York, for the speedy passage of a i 
law to protect American inventors. 

By Mr. SCHOONMAKER: The petition and accompa- | 
nying papers of the beirs of Captain Frederick Schoon- | 
maker, of New York, for the payment of their claim as 
such heirs against the United States for moneys paid and 
services rendered in the war of the Revolution. 

By Mr. LANDRY: The memorial of the New Orleans | 
Seamen’s Home Association. , 

Also, the petition of citizens of New Orleans, creditors of 
the late Republic of ‘Texas. oP } 
f Also, the memorial of Augustus S. Phelps, of Louisiana, i 
adininistrator of the estate of Albert G. Phelps, praying : 
Congress for relief. 

By Mr. DOTY : The memorial of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin in favor of a mail route from Waukesha to Fond du 
Lae. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of Frederick Morris, 
Wm. M. Muchmore, and Francis B. Spinola, a committee | 
on the part ofthe Common Council of Brooklyn, New York, 
praying the release of Smith O’Brien and his companions | 
in exile. 

By Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Pennsylvania in relation to the release of Smith 
O Brien and his associates. N 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania rec- 
ommending a navy-yard, depot, and dry dock on the lakes. 

By Mr. McMULLIN: The memorial of John J. Winn, 
assistant marshal of Albemarle county, in the State of Vi 


ginia, praying additional compensation for taking the cen- || 


Bus. 


assistant marshal for Franklin county, ‘Tennessee, praying 
extra compensation for taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of Mo- | 
nette & Carvu, of Mi ippi, praying compensation for ; 


surveying done by tbem for the United States in the year |: 
1841. ` 


} 
By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of Jared C. 
Joscelyn, United States assistant marshal for Floyd county, 


| with the most cordial good feeling towards all the 


: begun and held at Oregon City, December 2, 1850, 
! transmitted to him by the Secretary of that Terri- 
| tory, in obedience to law; which were ordered to | 
| be referred to the Committee on Territories. 


i lieved and sent home by the consuls of the United | 


By Mr. CHURCH WELL : The petition of F. M. Pryor, i 


anà for a right of way across Navy-yard Island. 

Also, the petition of Mark Dennett and 92 others, in aid 
of the same. i 

By Mr. MeNAIR: Eleven petitions of the Democratic 
citizens of Montgomery county, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying a modification of the tariff on iron. X 

Also, the petition of Isaac Lane and 50 others, citizens 
of Delaware county, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying 
the extension of the Woodworth patent for planing boards, 


a. 

By Mr. BARCOCK : The petition of 204 citizens of Os- 
wego, New York, for a marine hospital at the port of 
Oswego. - 


IN SENATE. 
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Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieron F. MORGAN. 

NEW SENATORS. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I have been re- 
quested to present the credentials of the FIon. 
Joun B. WELLER, elected a Senator of the United 
States from the State of California. 

The credentials were read. 

Mr. McRAE. 1 ask leave to present to the 
Senate the credentials of the honorable STEPHEN 


Apams, recently elected by the Legislature of the | 


State of Mississippi to fill the vacancy occasioned 
by the resignation of the honorable Jefferson Davis, 


which has been for a short time humbly filled by | 


myself. I presenting these credentials, I take m 
leave of you, Mr. President, and of the Senate, 


Senators, for the uniform courtesy and kindness 
they have shown to me, from the time [ took my 
seat here until the present moment. 

The credentials were read, and the honorable 
Messrs. WELLER and Apams came forward; and 
the oath prescribed by law having been adminis- 
tered to them, they took their seats. 

LEGISLATION OF OREGON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate copies of the Journal and acts of the Legislative 
Assembly of Oregon, of the second session thereof, 


RELIEF OF AMERICANS. ABROAD. 


the Senate the petition of A. Boyd, praying the 
reimbursement of certain expenses incurred b 
him in taking the census in the parish of [berville, 
Louisiana, In presenting this petition, I wish to 
say, that this individual performed the duty of 
taking the census under the most trying circum- 
stances. The parish in which he had to exercise 
his jurisdiction was overflowed. by the Mississip- 
pi, and, in consequence of that, he had to incur 
expenses which were not contemplated when ‘he 
was appointed. He now applies to Congress in 
li order to be compensated for those expenses. E 
{i recommend the petition to the serious attention of 
the Committee of Claims, to which i move that it 
be referred. 

It was so referred. 
| Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition of mer- 
, chants and other citizens of Savannah, Georgia, 
i praying that further aid may be extended to Col- 
lins’s line of steam-ships; which was-referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Edward Milton, late a ser- 
| geant in the Army, praying an increase of pension, 
| which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a memorial of officers of the army stationed 
at Fort Monroe, Virginia, praying that the quar- 
ters of officers at the permanent military posts may 
be furnished; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of the widow of John Bal- 
ster, who was killed at Charleston arsenal while 
in the discharge of his duty; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. S 

Mr. NORRIS presented a petition of citizens of 
| Hinsdale, New Hampshire, remonstrating against 
the further extension of Woodworth’s patent for 
a planing machine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. BRODIHEAD presented the petition of 
Emily H. Plummer, widow of Samuel M. Plum- 
mer, late an officer in the Army, praying a pen-. 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. i 

Also, ten petitions of citizens of Montgomery 
county, Pennsylvania, praying a modification of 
the tariff; and a petition of iron workers of Nor- 
ristown, Pennsylvania, praying an increase of the 
duties on iron; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Middletown, Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against the further exten- 
sion of W oodworth’s patent fora planing machine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Mr. BORLAND. I present. the memorial of 
Lieutenant Raphael Semmes, of the Navy, pray- 
i ing an extra allowance, at the rate of $700 a year, 
for services in the Coast Survey. In presenting 


i 


| 
| 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair has received a | 
memorial from Mr. John Randolph Clay, our į 
Chargë d’ Affaires at Tima, setting forth that there ; 
are numerous American citizens thrown upon the į 
shores of that country in very destitute circum- i 
stances. He states that the Consul of the United | 
States there and himself have exhausted all their : 
means in endeavoring to relieve these unfortunate | 
men. There is no provision of Congress for it. | 
The only act of Congress on the subject relates to | 
seamen, and provides that when they shall be in | 
destitute circumstances abroad, they shall be re- | 


States. The memorialist asks that some provis- 
i ion may be made by which these destitute men 


able to obtain in a foreign land. 


cial character. 
our consular system. : 
priately be referred to the Committee on Com- 
mercc; but I am inclined to think it has a more 


and therefore move that it be referred to the Com- 
| mitte on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


ii McRae, praying the appointment of a tribunal to : 


: review the decisions of the late Board of Commis- 
sioners for the settlement of claims of American 
citizens against Mexico; which was referred to 
the select committee appointed on that subject. 
Mr. SOULE.. I am requested to present to 


if 
may be furnished with bread, which they are un- |} 


Mr. HAMLIN. This memorial, it seems to: 
me, involves a question somewhat of a commer- i! 


It also has some connection with || 
It might, perhaps, appro- : 


intimate connection with our foreign relations, |; 


Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of Rhoda i 


it, Ithink it proper to state what is the ground of 
the application. A survey of the coast between 
Appalachicola Bay and the Mississippi river was 
| ordered a few years ago, and Lieutenant Powell, 
of the Navy, was directed to make it. Before 
Lieutenant Powell had completed the survey, he 
was superseded by Lieutenant Semmes, who com- 
pleted it. Lieutenant Powell applied to the De- 
partment for the usual extra allowance as com- 
; mander of the expedition. The Department being 
| unable to pay it, for want of authority, applica- 
i 

f 


i 


| tion was made to Congress, and an appropriation 
; of money ($10,000) was voted to pay all those 

| extra and incidental expenses. The appropriation 
‘| was in part expended in the payment of Lieuten- 
‘ant Powell and the men under his command. 
| After Lieutenant Semmes had completed the sur- 
i vey, he also made application upon the ground 
| upon which his predecessor had been paid. He was 


| informed that the appropriation which was made 
| exceeded the amount which Lieutenant Powell and 
|| those associated with him had claimed, but that 
i the surplus had been transferred to another fund, 
| called, I believe, the surplus fund; and hence he 
, could not be paid, as a specific appropriation for 
|| that purpose was not then at the disposal of the 
4 Government. But the Fourth Auditor, who exam- 
ii ined the claim of Lieutenant Semmes, states to 
‘him, in a letter, which I present along with the 
| memorial, that the claim stands on precisely the 
ʻi same principles as that of Lieutenant, Powell, 
i which has already been paid; and that Lieutenant 
i! Semmes would have been paid but for the transfer 
| being made prior to the application. He comes 
i forward now and asks Congress to make him an 
il appropriation to cover his claim, which rests on 
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the same foundation with the claim of Lieutenant 
Powell, which has already been paid. Task that 
the memorial and the letter of the Fourth Anditor 
accompanying it, he referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
They were so referred. 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Naval. Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the petition of Fran- 
cis B. Stockton, praying the return of a certain 
sum paid by him, submitted a report, accompanied 
by abill, for his relief; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. 
The report was ordered 


to be printed. 


Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on the Post | 


Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
petition of H. N. Denison, praying payment for 
a draft, submitted an adverse report; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr.. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 


JLands, to which was referred a memoria! of the | 
Legislature of Alabama, in relation to extending |, 


the time for selecting school lands, reported a bill 
to extend the provisions of an act, approved Feb- 


ruary 26, 1845, entitled ‘ An act to amend anact | 


to carry into effect, in the States of Alabama and 


Mississippi, the existing compacts with these | 


States, with regard to the five per cent. fund and 
the school reservations; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
were referred documents relating to the claim of 
John Newton, submitted an adverse report; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of citizens of Guthrie 
county, Iowa, praying for a donation of land for 
a county seat, submitted an adverse report; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the 
. Judiciary, to which were referred the papers in 
the case of Walter Colton, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Walter Colton; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS, 
Mr. SHIELDS, from the managers on the 


part of the Senate, on the disagreeing votes of the | 
two Houses on the bill, entitled ‘ An act to make | 


land warrants assignable, and for other purposes,” 
reported that they have met the managers on the 
part of the House, and after full and free confer- 
ence, have agreed to recommend to their respective 
Houses, to strike out the word “act, where it 
first occurs in the third line of the first proviso 

roposed to the first section of the bill by the 

ouse, and insert in lieu thereof the word laws. 
Insert after the word “ located,” in the said third 
line of said first proviso, the words, according to 
the legal subdivisions of the public lands, and in one 
body. And with these amendments, they recom- 
mend that the Senate recede from their disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the House to the first 
section of the bill. 


_ Strike out all after the word warrants, in the į 
twelfth line of the second section, to the end of the į; 


section. And with this amendment, they recom- 
mend that the House recede from its amendment, 
striking out all of said bill after the first section. 
James SHIELDS, 
ALPHEUS FELCH, 
TRUMAN SMITH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Grorere W. Joxss; 
Grorce BRriGas, 
Granam N. Fircn, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. S. I will state, for the information of the 
Senate, that the only change that has been made 
in the Senate bill is in regard to one principle. 
The report of the Committee of Conference leaves 
the bill precisely as it was when it left this body, 
including a provision for the compensation of 
registers and receivers—giving them the ordinary 
compensation for their services, only reaniring 
that the holder of the warrant, whether he is the 
assignee or the original holder, shall pay the offi- 
cer himself. This bill makes the warrants very 
valuable; and hence we have made this change. 


As the Senate bill originally stood, the assignee | 


paid the officers for locating the warrants; but if 


H 


| 


it were located by the original holder, the amount 
was to be paid by tne Treasury. 

The PRESIDÈNT. The Chair will ask leave 
to interrupt the honorable Senator. The Chair 
finds, on inquiry, that the bill is in the possession 
of the House of Representatives. The House 
must, therefore, first act upon the report of the 
committee of conference; and, until the bill is re- 
turned from the House, there can be no action of 
the Senate in regard to it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. If the vote cannot be taken 


be necessary to explain the amendment. I move 
that the report be printed, and that. will, perhaps, 
save me the necessity of making any explanation 
of the matter when 1t comes up again. 

Mr: BADGER. I trust that the honorable Sen- 
| ator from Illinois will now give an explanation of 
| the amendments. 


another occasion, I will state the purport now. 
of conference, gives compensation to the registers 


signable in all cases, and enables either the origi- 
nal holder or the assignee to locate them upon any 
land subject to private entry at the time of the 10- 
cation, and they themselves pay the expenses. If 
the warrants are to be located on lands where the 


on the reserved land in Illinois and other States, 
where the price is $2 50, the person who holds the 
| warrant can make the location by paying the resi- 
i; due in cash. With this exception, the bill is the 
i same asit passed the Senate. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 


ji 
| STEAM FERRY-BOATS. 
H 
1 
i 
li 
i 


Me. SHIELDS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


i _ Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be requested 
to inquire into the expediency of so amending an act enti- 
ued “ An act for the better security of the lives of passen- 
gers on board vessels propelled in whole or in part by 
steam,” as to exclude stean ferry-boats from the operation 
thereof, so as to obviate the injury and detriment that have 
been occasioned to the owners of such boats, by including 
them within the regulations and requirements of such Jaw. 


: have been seized under the provisions of such law, and 
| dismiss all legal proceedings instituted against them, and 
repay all fines and penalties that may have been assessed or 
decreed against the owners of such boats for the violation 
of the provisions of said act; and to provide that the law 
shall hereafter be construed, ag originally intended, not to 
apply to steam ferry-boats. A 


IOWA LAND BILL. 
The engrossed bill granting the right of way 
and making a grant of land to the State of Towa, 


in aid of the construction of certain railroads in 
said State, was read a third time. On the question 


demanded by Mr. Bropyeap, and resulted as fol- 

lows: 
YEAS--Mes: 

land, Brooke, G 


Atchison, Adams, Badger, Bell, Bor- 
Clemens, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge 


James, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, Kinz, Mangum, 
Morton, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Underwood, 
Walker. and Weller—30. 

NAVS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Bradbury, Brodhead, 
Chase, Hamlin, Mason, Norris, Pratt, and Wade—10. 


WILLIAM SPFIDEN. 


Mr. BADGER. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to ask the Senate to take up 


. Speiden. 
belief of the committee, this is a very plain case, 
in which the relief desired should be extended to 
the party. He has been ordered to sea, and ex- 
pects soon to leave the United States, to be absent 
perhaps several years; and if the relief is to be 
extended to him at all, it ought to be before he 
goes away. I move to take up that bill; but if 
any unexpected difficulty should arise, of course 

i it can be laid aside. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill wasaccordingly read a second time, and 
| was considered by the Senate as in Committee of 
‘the Whole. It directs the accounting officers of 
i the Treasury to allow to William Speiden two 
| and a half per cent. upon the amount of military 
; contributions received by him, while acting as 
i! purser to the United States frigate Congress, and 
as paymaster and commissary to the land forces 
on the coast of the Pacific, during the Mexican 


| 
H 
i 


at this time on the report, I-suppose it will hardly | 


Mr. SHIELDS. As it may save trouble on | 
i The bill, as proposed to be left by the committee | 


land receivers, makes bounty land warrants as- ij 


minimum price is more than $1 25, as for instance, | 


| Also, to provide for the release of such ferry-boats as may | 


“ Shall the bill pass?” the yeas and nays were | 

i 
of Lowa, Douglas, Dawns, Felch, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, j i 
this morning, and dispose of, the bill on_the pri- i 


i i k i 
| vate Calendar, for the relief of purser Willam ʻi 
: The reason for asking it is this: in the : 


|| war—to be in full compensation for all extra ser- 
i vices, expenses, and losses sustained by him du- 
ii ring that period, according to the spirit of the act 
i| of March 3, 1849, to provide for the settlementof 
| accounts of public officers and others, who may 
| have received moneys arising from military con- 
tributions or otherwise in Mexico. ; 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and was subsequently read a third time 
and passed. 


STATUTES AT LARGE. 


Mr. BRADBURY. I moveto take up the joint 
resolution authorizing the purchase of the ninth” 
volume of the Laws of the United States. I stated 
yesterday the reasons which required the early 
passage of this resolution; but I am desired by a 
Senator who was not here yesterday to recapitu- 
late the reasons why action on this resolution is 
necessary. It provides for the purchase of the 
ninth volume of the Laws of the United States for 
distribution, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of August 8, 1846. The destruction of 
|| the Library by fire deprived the members of the 
! House of Representatives of the use of the vol- 
umes of the laws which were there. There is 
! need of this volume now, for the accommodation 
i of the committees of the House; and this volume is 
also needed for distribution, under the provisions 
of that act, to the heads of departments, and foreign 
Governments. I hope there will be no objection to 
taking up the resolution. 

The motion was agreed to, and the joint resolu- 
tion wag read a second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 
| It authorizes the Secretary of State, in compli- 
Í ance with his request made to the Committee on 
‘| the Judiciary, to purchase of the publishers of the 
| Statutes of the United States one thousand copies 
i; of the ninth volume of the Statutes at Large now 
‘ published, and to cause them to be distributed as 
he first and eighth volumes were distributed by 
the act of August 8, 1846. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I beg leave to read a com- 
munication addressed by the Secretary of State to 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, January 15, 1852. 

Sın: I beg leave, through you, respectfully to call the at- 
tention of the Committee on the Judiciary to the propriety 
of authorizing this Department to purchase one thousand 
i! copies of the ninth volume United Statutes at Large--Lit- 
tle & Brown’s edition—for distribution in the same manner 
as were the one thousand copies of the first eight volumes, 
under the act of August 8, 1846. ` 

There appears to be a necessity for this purchase, from 
the fact that the index to the Statutes at Large, just pub- 
| lished, and intrusted by the Senate to this Department for 
i distribution, embraces the contents of the ninth volume, 
ii not in its serial or pamphlet form, but as a complete and dis- 
i tinet volume, corresponding with those previously published 
| by authority of Congress, 
`| Ihave the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obedi- 
{ 


pany o: 


; ent servant, DANIBL WEBSTER. 
To Hon. A. P. BUTLER, 
Chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
United States Senate. 

| The price which is fixed by the publishers of 

! this volume is regarded as a very reasonable one, 

considering the manner in which it is got up and 
[ hope there will be no objection to the 

| passage of the resolution. 

i The resclution was reported to the Senate with- 

;, out amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 

|i third reading. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS~—NON-INTERVEN- 
TION. 


| Mr. BRADBURY. Before proceeding to the 
‘ consideration of the special order of the day, I 
i; desire to call the attention of the Senate again to 
ii the bill providing indemnity to sufferers by French 
: spoliations. I do not propose to take it up to-day, 
"but I desire that some day may be designated 
‘when it may come up. It was made the special 
|: order for a day, more than a month ago. The 
1 Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Fercn,] 1 under- 
stand, desires to address the Senate on the subject. 
' I hope we may fix on some day this week for its 
< consideration; and I hope we will name the day 
“ now, in order that it may be understood when the 
“pill is to come up. I hope it will not be post- 
© poned beyond this week, or at furthest not beyond 
i Monday next. 

$ Mr. CLARKE. I would beg leave to ask 
| whether the honorable Senator from Michigan will 
| be ready to-morrow to submit his remarks to the 


1852. 
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Senate? There is nothing very special after the 


{! z B 
| amendments were made in the substitute; also, 


|i the table at a very early period of the session; and 


consideration of these non-intervention resolutions if amendments to make it conform to the Iowa land | I would just remark, that if Congress or the Sen- 


to-day. Will the Senator be ready to speak, if j bill, which this morning was read a third time and |: 


this bill shall be taken up to-morrow? 

Mr, FELCH. I was a member of the special 
committee to which this matter was referred, and 
being so unfortunate as to be in the minority of 
the committee in my views on it, I propesed to 
give the matter a full investigation, and to present 
some views to the Senate, when the question shall 
come up lor consideration. I had commenced an 
examination of that kind. The papers and docu 
ments referred to in the case are very voluminous, 
and it is a labor of weeks to go through them. 
have not been able as yet to pursue that examina- 
tion on account of iliness during the last two 
weeks, 
it, and to consent to the matter coming up in a 
very short time. 
matter to lie over, say for a week, it will accom 
modate me better than a shorter time. If, how 
ever, I should be able to conclude my investiga 


tion sooner, I would consent to its being taken up | 


at an earlier day. 
Mr. CLARKE. I move, then, that the Senate | 
proceed to the consideration of the special order 


Mr. MANGUM. The honorable Senator from |} 


Tennessee [Mr. Jones] has the floor upon the 
special order, but the condition of the Senate 
Shamber is such that it is impossible that he can į 


{ 
| 
t 
of the day. f 
i 
| 


speak to-day; and I think itis due to him, as he 
is now, for the first time, about to address the 
Senate at length, that the Senate shoul 
a fairer opportunity of being heard. With that | 
view, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRADBURY asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion. 

Mr. CASS. I would suggest to the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina that there can be no 
sort of objection to allowing this matter to lie over, 
to accommodate the honorable Senator from Ten- ! 
nessee; but there is no reason why we should ad- i 

ourn, : 

Mr. MANGUM. I withdraw the motion to 
soned until to-morrow at one o’clock. ; f 

The PRESIDENT. TheSenator,probably, is 
not aware of the order in which the special orders | 
come up. The Chair will call them over, so that | 
the Senator may see. The first is a bill to improve } 
the navigation of the Upper Mississippi. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Lam much obliged | 
the suggestion which he has made on my behalf. 
It must be obvious to every Senator here that the 
room is uncomfortable. But, so far as I am con- 
cerned, if it is the pleasure of the Senate, I am 
willing to go on to-day. I feel that the Chamber 
is uncomfortable; yet if Senators prefer that the 
debate should go on now, I am ready, and f submit 
the question to the Senate. It is a matter of very 
great indifference to me. If the Senate wish me 
to proceed now, I can } 
to say, as well to-day as at any other time. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Although the Senator from 
Tennessee expresses entire indifference as to | 
whether he shall go on now or not, I presume that | 


the honorable Senator from North Carolina had ; 
some authority for saying that the Senator from | 
tH 


Tennessee would prefer to go on to-morrow. 

Mr, MANGUM. Ido not suppose that any 
gentleman would like to speak at length to-day. 
"Mr. ATCHISON. Certainly; and Iam ready, 
as | presume every Senator is ready, to accord 
this indulgence to the Senator from Tennessee. 
I therefore move to postpone all the special and 
general orders prior to the bill granting the right 
of way to the State of 
of the public lands, to al 
railroad from Hannibal to St. J 
State. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RAILROADS IN MISSOURI. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of th 
Whole, to the consideration of the bill grantin 
the right of way to the State of Missouri, and 
portion of the public lands, to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad from L S i 
said State, which was reported from the Commit- 


d in the construction of a ; 
oseph, in said ; 


e 
o 
d 
a 


m Public Lands, with an amendment in the 

shape of a substitute, which the committee has 

adopted as a uniform bill for all such purposes. 
O: the mation of Mr. GEYER, several verbal 


lee 


l: 


I shall now, perhaps, be ready to pursue ' 


If the Senator will permit the ; 


| 
d give him j 

{ 

Í 


{ 
adjourn, and move that the special order be post- f 


s z f |! of acres, and refuse land at that. 
to the honorable Senator from North Carolina for | Cress 


probably say what ĮI have |} 


Missouri, and a portion |; 


Hannibal to St. Joseph, in ; 


passed. An amendment was also made, on his 
motion, by which two several bills were incorpo 


f 


ji 
| 


i; provision for a railroad from Hannibal to St. Jo 
H 
i western boundary of the State of Missouri. 

|| Mr. DAVIS. I would suggest to the Sena- 
{j tor from Missouri, that in the proviso of thecom 
i mittee’s amendment, the same amendment should 


: be inserted which was made to the Lowa bill yes. 


out the words ‘‘ provided that the right of way 


i; and insert the following: 
| Provided, That in locating the railroads aforesaid, and 
assigning the limits to the easement, no more lands shall be 
taken from the United States than is necessary fora conve- 
nient construction and use of said roads or public ways, for 
transportation, including stations, with the usunal buildings 
of all kinds, turn-outs, and such other appurtenances as are 
i! usually enjoyed by railroad companies, and a copy of the 
location.’? 


o 


insert the words ‘‘to be recorded,” at the end 
of that proviso, so as to make it read, that 
« A copy of the survey of said road, under the direction 


: Washington city, within ninety days after the completion 
of the sume, to be recorded.” 


| 
| 
H 
| _ It would he proper to make that amendment to 


this bill. 


The suggestion was adopted, and the amend- 
went as amended was agreed to. 
' Mr. BRADBURY. Before the bill is rep 
i to the Senate, 1 would like to inquire of the 


dis approprioted by this bill, and what porton of 
| the la 


each side of the road ? 
Mr. ATCHISON. 


| 2 Bae 5 i 
| seph—there cannot be obtained, within the fifteen | 
|i miles of that read, exceeding one half million | 
H 
| 


and eighty upon a direct line, though itis sup- 


| posed that with the necessary curves it will be i; 


| about two hundred miles. As to the road on the 


give more information than I can; but I am told 


| five miles, with alternate sections on each side. ;! 
The Senator can make the estimate himself. 1 |! 


of acres. 
Mr. BRADBURY. I would inquire further, 
whether any arrangements have been made by the 
State, by which this land is immediately to pass 
ae the hands of railroad companies or specu- 
lators? 


Mr. ATCHISON. No, sir. 


i! That State has appropriated $3,000,000 to assist 
‘in the construction of the roads. Private stock 
upon one of them, I am told, has been taken to the 
amount of §1,200,000, and upon the other, from 
$800,000 to $1,000,000. The State of Missouri, 

believe, has made no disposition of the lands, for 
we have always considered it a doubtful matter, 
whether the Government of the United States 
| would grant anything, even the right of way. She 
has made no disposition of lands to be granted, as 


roads. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 


the amendments were concurred in, and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
i CUMBERLAND DAM. 


| Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to ask the Senate 
to take up and act upon a Dill, which I propose 


i 
i 
j 


it 
ri 


l they shal 
“part. Hisa) e iny 
| Porland dam in the Ohio river. 


bill for the improvement of the Cum- 
k was laid upon 


rated into one, so that this bill not only makes’. 


seph, but also for a railroad from St. Louis to the | 


terday; and I therefore make the motion to strike : 


shall not exceed one hundred feet on each side of |! 
the line of said roads, and a copy of the survey,” : 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest i 


| 
i 
i The amendment to the amendment was agreed į; 
| 
l} 
i that an amendment to the Iowa bill was made to |} 


i of said State, shall be forwarded to the proper Jocal Jand ʻi 
officers respectively, and to the General Land Office, at į 


orted | 
ator from Missouri what number of acres of Ai i 
nd will be found to be alternate sections on | 


The Senator from Maine ! 
The road is to j 
be two hundred miles in length—or one hundred : 


‘ south side of the river, my colleague can, perhaps, || 


that it will not exceed two hundred and twenty- || 


+ 
į ¥ A H 
| have not made a calculation of the exact number j 
| 


Each of these 
! roads has a charter from the State of Missouri. | 


far as my knowledge extends, to railroad compa- <; 
nies, or otherwise, for the construction of these | 


} decide without any argument on my | 


ate intend to appropriate any money for that ob- 
ject, it is high time that it should be done, so that 
the Executive may be making arrangements to 
have the work go on before the warm season.com- 
mences. It isa measure which has been discussed 
time and again in this body, and I do not propose 
|| now to resume the discussion upon it. I hope 
the Senate will take it up, and give a silent vote, 
one way or the other, without any discussion, un- 
less some gentleman is anxious to be heard upon 


its 


Mr. CHASE. I wish to inquire of the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop,] 
whether this bill relates to an improvement in the 
_ Ohio river, with respect to which there has been 
ʻi very serious disagreement among those who navi- 
gate that river, as to the propriety of the improve- 
ment, and what the location is? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Itis.adam which was 
put in the Ohio river by the action of this Gov- 
ernment, just above Cumberland Island, so-as to 
i! throw the water into a chute next to Smithville. 
It is now in such a situation that it must be either 
removed or repaired. 

Mr. CHASE. There is avery great diversity 
of opinion with regard to the propriety of that re- 
pair, as I know very well from conversation with 
persons engaged in navigation upon that river. 
The PRESIDENT. . The question is on taking 

up the bill. 

Mr. CHASE. I hope it will not be taken up 
at the present time. 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why not take it up, 
' and let the gentleman assign his reasons for op- 
posing the bill now? We can as well appropriate 
this afternoon to that object, as any other. This 
is a matter of pressing importance if anything is 
to be doneatall. If we do anything, now is the 
time to do it, because the season is coming on 
when everything should be ready for the work. 
| If you postpone the matter till June or July, the 
' best part. of the season will have passed away be- 
fore anything can bedone. It isa matter of some 
ii urgency that we should act upon it now. 

: Mr. CHASE. I should have no objection to 
taking up the bill now, but that we all came here 
| this morning expecting that a different subject 
! would be taken up, and supposing the usual time 
of the Senate would be occupied by another ques- 
‘tion. J wish for a little time to look at the reports 
that have been made concerning this subject. I 
am not certain that I shall oppose the passage of 
| the bill, but I wish for an opportunity of informing 
| myself more fully with regard to it. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Very well, then, let it 
I withdraw my motion. 

RAILROADS IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. BORLAND. AsI do not think there is 
any other business pressing upon the attention of 
the Senate, I will ask that we take up the bill 
granting lands to the State of Arkansas for the 
|| same purpose as those granted in the hill which - 
kse. for the State of Missouri to-day, and that 
i| which passed for the State of Iowa yesterday Jt 
|| is a bill of precisely the same character, resting on 
'! precisely the same principles, and 1 think it might 
‘be acted upon to-day as well as at any other time. 
' ‘The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
4 accordingly proceeded to consider the bill granting 
to the State of Arkansas the right of way and a 
i; portion of the public lands, to aid in the construc- 
‘tion of the Arkansas Central Railroad, from a 
; point on the western bank of the Mississippi river, 
: opposite the town of Memphis, Tennessee, by the 
li way of Little Rock, to a point on Red river, on 
! the border of Texas. 
| The Committee on Public Lands had reported 
the original bill, with the model substitute, as in 
| other similar cases. 

On the motion of Mr. Borianp, the bill was 
| amended to make it conform to the bills asamended 
| granting land for like purposes to the States of 
; lowa and Missouri. 

| Mr. BRADBURY. I desire toask the Senator 
ii from Arkansas the same question, in relation to 
'| thie bill, which I asked in relation to the Missouri 
= bill; namely, what number of acres of land this 
i bill proposes to appropriate? And, in thè same 
| connection, I would like to have the Senator inform 
`: the Senate, how many millions ofacresofland were 
© granted to the State of Arkansas last session? 


j; pass. 


I 
H 
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Mr. BORLAND.” I have not made any esti- | 
mate of the number of acres granted to the State of | 
Arkansas by’ this bill. The road runs from the 
Mississippi river, through the centre of the State, 
to the western frontier. The State is about three 
hundred miles in width, from east to west. The 
grant applies to land for six miles on each side of 
the road, giving the alternate: sections. . The esti- 
mate | have not made; it is not material that it 
should be made. I have not deemed it necessary, 
_and therefore I have not sat down to make the cal- 
culation. I-would say that along the line of the | 
road a large portion of the land is in the hands of į 
proprietors, so that perhaps not more than half 
will be given along the line of the road within the | 
six miles. f 

With regard to the question as to the amount 
of swamp land granted to Arkansas, I will say, 
that it is impossible to tell the amount, because | 
the selections have not been made. But even if: 
they were made, and amounted to millions, I | 
would say, that they are not worth anything at 
all, until the State has expended all that she can 
ever receive for them, in converting them into 
good land. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the amendments made in Committee of the Whole, 
were concurred in. It was then ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


RAILROAD IN ALABAMA. 
The Senate,as in Committee of the Whole, pro- | 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill, granting to 
the State of Alabama, the right of way, and a do- 
nation of public land, for making a railroad from | 
Selma to the Tennessee river. 
This bill was of the same character as the bills | 
making grants of land for similar purposes, in the ! 
States of lowa, Missouri, and Arkansas, and 
the several amendments adopted in regard to these 
pills, were incorporated in this bill, It was re- 
ported to the Senate, the several amendments were 
concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading. 


sin to select the residue of the lands to which that 
State is entitled, under the act of the 8th August, 
1846, to aid in the improvement of-the Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers. 1 desire that it may be taken 
up. J would not now make the motion but that 
our Legislature is in session, and if the bill is 


some action on the subject at the present session. 
It is just such a bill as has been passed for the 
State of Illinois, and I hope there is not to be any 
distinction made between the two States. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to, 


Committee of the Whole. 
The PRESIDENT. ‘The bill is reported with 


out these words: 


« That the Governor of the State of Wisconsin shall be, 
and he is hereby authorized to select the balance of the 
land to which the State is entitled under the provisions of 
the act of 8th of August, 1846, to aid in the improvement of 
the Fox aud Wisconsin rivers, out of any of tie unsold and 
unappropriated lands in the State .”” 


And to substitute these words: 


«“ That the Governor of the State of Wisconsin shall be, 
and he is hereby authorized to select, out of any unsold and 
unappropriated lands in that State, the balance of the land 
to which that State is entitled under the provisions of the 
act of 8th August, 1846, within the limits of the grant of 


|] land, to aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 


rivers, which could not be assigned to the State under the 
provisions of said act, in consequence of the same having 
been previously sold or otherwise disposed of.” 

Mr. BADGER. There is a slight verbal amend- 
ment which I would suggest; which is to strike 


I| out the word “balance,” and insert the word 


* residue.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, the 
ments were concurred in, and the bill was 
ordgfed to be engrossed for a third reading. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT PORTLAND. 
| Mr. HAMLIN. 


C- 


NAVAL HOSPITAL AT NEW YORK. 
Mr. BADGER. Iask the Senate to take up a 


joint resolution, reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, for the purpose of disposing of it 
at this time. Tt isa joint resolution, authorising 
the straightening of the boundary lines of the naval 
hospital at New York. We passed a resolution 
some time ago; and, in consequence of it, some 
difficulty arose, which renders this resolution ne- 
cessary. I move to postpone the previous orders 
to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolution 
was considered by the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole. | 

The resolution was read. It proposes to author- 


N 2 K | 
ize the Secretary of the Navy, on the part of the | 


United States, to carry into full effect an arrange- 
ment made with the coterminous proprietors, | 
whereby a certain part of the eastern boundary of i 
the lands of the naval hospital at New York is- 
straightened, as will appear by reference to a map, į 
signed by thesaid proprietors and the commission- | 
ers for running the said line on the 28th of Novem- | 
ber, 1848, and approved by the Secretary of the: 
Navy, on the 18th of December, in the same year, i 
so that without any pecuniary consideration from | 
the one to the other, the slipsof land on the south | 
and west sides of said line according to said plan | 
shall become the property of the United States, and | 
so much on the other side as now belongs to the | 
United States, shall become the property of the | 
abutting proprietors respectively. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I would like to hear an | 
explanation from some gentleman who is on the | 
committee which reported this bill, as to whether : 
itis to involve any considerable expenditure in! 
the purchase of Jands. i 
_. Mr. BADGER. If the Senator from Maine 
had listened to the resolution when read, he would | 
have learned that it does not involve the expendi- 
ture of a single sixpence. The boundary is irreg- | 
ular, and the object is to make a straight line, and | 
to make an exchange of small slips of land. ! 

No amendment being offered, the resolution was | 


reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 


{ 
fora third reading. > i 


SELECTION OF LANDS IN WISCONSIN. H 


_ Mr, WALKER. Very early in the session I | 
introduced a bill to authorize the State of Wiscon- | 


tion of a marine hospital at Portland, Maine. I 
think it is a bill which will commend itself to the 
favorable consideration of the Senate. It will 
stand on its own merits, 

Mr. BORLAND. That bill asks for an appro- 
priation for building or continuing a marine hos- 
pital. I would like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine, whether there is any reason why a differ- 
ent course should be pursued in regard to that bill 
than is pursued in regard to appropriations for 
other purposes? I know that heretofore appro- 
priations for marine hospitals have been included 
in the general appropriation bills, and I recollect 
that on one occasion a long discussion occurred on 
‘| a motion to strike outa similar appropriation from 
the general appropriation bill. Now, I wish to 
know the reason why a difference should be made 
| in this case? 

Mr. LIAMLIN. I have stated that I was will- 
ing to let this bill stand upon its own merits, and 
not to have it depending on the general appropri- 
ation bill to bring itthrough. The only difference 
that I know of is, that I propose to bring it up 
and pass it in a bill by itself; and I do not know 
why it should not commend itself to the good 
sense of the Senate, because I am willing to trust 
| it to its own merits. The other course named by 
the Senator was irregular. This is the correct and 
| parliamentary course. 

Mr. BADGER. I can suggest another reason, 
in addition to that suggested by the Senator from 
Maine, why it is proper that this bill should be 
acted upon now. I doubt whether the motion 
could be made to insert this bill in the general ap- 


been taken upon it, under the restrictive rule which 
we adopted last session. 

| The question was then taken on the motion to 
| postpone the previous orders to take up the bill, 
| and it was agreed to. 

' The bill was then read a second time, and con- 
sidered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
| Whole. It provides that the Secretary of the 
| Treasury be authorized and directed to purchase 
| or in such place in the immediate vicinity thereof 
as he shall deem proper, and to cause to be erect- 
ed thereon, under his direction, a marine hospital 
for the relief of sick and disabled seamen; and for 
that purpose the sum of $30,000 is appropriated. 


4 
i 
t 
i 


passed it will be necessary that it should be passed | 
soon, in order to enable the Legislature to take | 


and the Senate proceeded to its consideration as in | 


an amendment. The committee propose to strike | 


I move that the Senate take ; 
i| up the bill making an appropriation for the ere 


propriation bill, unless the sense of the Senate had — 


a suitable site in Portland, in the State of Maine, | 


| 


Mr. HAMLIN. I would ask for the reading 
of the report which accompanies the bill, but that 
i I think I can state the facts more succinctly than 
|| they are set forth in that report, and what will-be> 
i| satisfactory to the Senate. Thére has never been, 
|! a marine hospital north of Boston, though. we 
i have a distance of coast of five hundred miles be- 
tween Boston and the Province of New Brunswick. : 
There are in the State of Maine near forty thou- 
| sand seamen who at different times follow the sea.” 
for a living. We contribute to the seamen’sfund 
! somewhere in the neighborhood of $10,000 annu- 
‘ally. The severities of our climate and the large 
i number of our seamen, are the facts upon which 
that report was based, and I think I need not say 
i| anything more. I have the facts before me for a 
full explanation, but I will stop unless some Sen- 
ator shall desire a further statement. š 

Mr. BADGER. That is quite enough. 

Mr. BORLAND. Lest it may be supposed 
that I am opposed to the passage of this bill, in 
consequence of the inquiry I made, I rise to say 
that I cordially approve of it, and only wished to 
know whether there was any difference between 
this billand those which have formerly been passed 
on this subject. Among the first things which 
I did when J came here, was to ask for an appro- 
priation for the erectien of a similar hospital inmy 
own State. I then went into an estimate of the 
amount which was held by the Government of the 
vast sums of money taken from seamen, which I 
held ought to be appropriated liberally for this and 
similar purposes. 

The Senator from Maine says there are near 
forty thousand seamen in Maine. I say, then, that 
I think they are entitled to $100,000 a year; for 
they each pay $2 40 a year into the Treasury, not 
by a tax, but it is paid out of their wages, being 
twenty cents per month. And it is no matter 
what kind of a vessel or craft they go upon, even 
| if it is a raft, each man so employed has deducted 
from his wages $2 40 a year, so that these forty 
thousand seamen in Maine are entitled to $100,000 > 
per annum. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 did not understand the in- 
quiry made by the Senator from Arkansas as 
being dictated by a spirit of opposition, and if, 
from the manner in which I replied to him, he 
supposed that I did, he is entirely mistaken. The 
Senator from Arkansas will recollect that all per- 
sons in Maine who are seamen, do not follow the 
sea all the time, or at the same time; perhaps 
not one half. Besides, the amount of money ccn- 
tributed by the seamen of Maine, is paid mostly 
in other States. The seaman is entitled to relief 
wherever he may be. For that purpose these 
hospitals are erected all over the country, which 
are designed to furnish that very relief 

Mr. FELCH. I would inquire whether the 

|| $30,000 is for the purchase of grounds, or whether 
‘| this is the commencement of an operation which 
| ig to be carried out by further appropriations? I 
i! would like to know whether there ig to be any 
|| limit to this appropriation? 
| Mr. BADGER. It will certainly require further 
| appropriations. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The bill, Mr. President, has 
! no limitation, nor do I think it should have any. 
It may be that $30,000 will be found sufficient to 
| complete the whole work, but itis hardly advisa- 
i ble to restrict it to that sum, for we shall then 
Í have but one single marine hospital north of Bos- 
ton, and it should be made to accommodate a large 
number of persons. Let the matter be subject to 
the direction of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BADGER. Ifthere be any doubt about 
the sum, you had better make it $50,000 instead 
of $30,000. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, no; let it go at $30,000. 
| Mr. STOCKTON. I move to amend the bill 
| by striking out “ thirty” and inserting “ fifty,” 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
H 
i 


i| so as tg make the sum $50,000. 
l Mi AMLAIN. If the Senator from New Jer- 
l sey wi allow me, I will ask him to withdraw 


| 
| 


necessary. 


|| Mr. STOCKTON. Well, wells] withdraw the 
{| amendment. 
Mr. BELL. I do not rise for the purpose of 


opposing this bill, but I should like to know from 


a 
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my honorable friend from Maine, why this bill is 
brought in as a separate measure? Heretofore, 
when we have established marine hospitals, the | 


appropriations for them have been required to be | 


incorporated in the general appropriation .bill. 
Now, Ido not ask this from mere idle curiosity 
to know the history of this bill, but because I feel | 
myself charged here to do so. There is a strong | 
necessity for something being done for that por- 
tion of the country which I represent on this floor— 
something for the waters of the Mississippi. I 
think we should have a marine hospital there, 
where there is not unfrequently a great deal of 
auffering, and particularly during the last three or 
four years, when the cholera was’ prevalent. If 
gentlemen have not attended to the statements made 
in the public prints in regard to the suffering which į 
has been endured on these waters, they can have 
no idea of them, much of which suffering, how- 
ever, might be alleviated by the establishment of 
marine hospitals. 
ig a very proper one; but I want to learn from the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce whether | 
there are not to be other bills, general bills, for the 


support of hospitals, and whether they propose į; 


the establishment of any new hospitals in that | 


general bill, I merely ask this question for inform- || 


ation, not that I wish to obstruct the passage of 

the bill, but to know why this measure Is to be 

passed now, contrary to the custom which has j 
ere is now pending in the 


een adopted heretofore. ; 
Mr. HAMLIN. Th 
House—if I may be allowed to refer to that 
body—as we see by its proceedings, a measure 
for the relief of sick and disabled seamen. There 
is annually made, in the appropriation bills, an | 
appropriation of a sum certain for that purpose, || 
over and above the sum which arises from the 
payment of twenty cents per month from the sea- 
men’s wages. This bill has nothing to do with | 
that. It is a bill for the erection of a hospital, not 
one making an appropriation for sick and disabled 
seamen, otherwise than erecting for them in Maine, : 
where there is no hospital, a seamen’shome. The | 
subject-matter was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and they have reported the bill. There 


wasalso a memorial referred to that committee, for |: 
another hospital in the State of Louisiana, On|; 


| 
Is 
ti 


that they have reported, or directed the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. SovLe] to report, a bil. 
We have not sought to incumber the one bill by į 
the other. 
many of our hospitals have been erected by at- | 
taching a specific appropriation to our appropria- | 
tion bills, still, I think it is no objection to this bill į 
that we seek for its passage in the ordinary way | 
of doing legislative business, trusting to its own 


intrinsic merits for a favorable action of the Sen- || 


upon your table,a number of communications from li mittees to make reports, and permit the business 


ate. i 

Mr. BADGER. I suggested to my friend from | 
Maine, that there was a separate reason why this i 
bill should receive the support of the Senate. If; 
gentlemen will attend to the alteration which was 
made, at the last Congress, in the rules of the 
Senate, in respect to the general appropriation 
bills, they will see the extreme importance of its 
being passed; forif a general appropriation bili 
should come here, and the Senate should not have | 
passed this bill, or a resolution declaring the pro- 
priety of it, this appre 
as an amendment to it. 
ate is as follows: 

« No amendment, proposin c 
shall be received te any general appropriation biil, unless 
it be made to carry out the provisions ot some existing law, 
or some act, or resolution, previously passed by the Senate 
during that session,” Ke. ; 

Now, if the Senate pass this law, although it 
should not be reached in the House, it will then 


be competent to move this appropriation in the 


1 
$ 
i 
l 


The 30th rule of the Sen- 


I have no doubt that this bill į; 


While it is true, as I have stated, that i 


opriation could not be moved |! 
ii table, so far as communications from the Depart- 


' 
ng an additional appropriation, |; 


| Mr. BADGER. I shall be extremely glad to 
i have some day named when we can consider this i 
i bill; but I must say to the Senator, that the bill 


which has been reported from the Naval Commit- i 
tee for the establishment of a dry dock and navy- | 
yard in California, we of the Naval Committee 
think is entitled to the consideration of the Senate ; 
before the bill to which he alludes. After that | 
shall have been disposed of, I shall join with him ! 
to take up his bill. : | 

Mr. BRADBURY. I will name Wednesday | 
for the consideration of the French spoliation bill. 

Mr. BADGER. Qh, no. - 

Mr. BRADBURY. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Gwin} says he has no objection to 
agreeing to that day. 

Mr. BADGER. 
have not. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Ifit is the common under- 
standing that the bill will be taken up on thatday, 
I am satisfied. 

Mr. GWIN. On Monday we can take up the 
Calendar, and the bill to which the Senator from | 
North Carolina alludes stands first upon it. If} 
we do so, as Í hope we shall, of course that bill | 


If he has no objection to it, I 


| 


Mr. PEASLEE. [appeal to gentlemen to let 
that be done, as it will occasion no debate. They 
have been on the Speaker's table for a long time, 

Mr. POLK objected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee asks the unanimous consent of the House 
to make a report from the committee of confer- 
ence, on the bill making beunty land warrants 
assignable. _ 
_ Mr. JONES. Iwill merely remark that there 
is at least as much interest felt in the country, by 
| that class of people who have received but little of 
the benefits of the Government, in regard to ‘the 
land warrant assignment bill, as in the deficiency 
bill, It will take, I apprehend, but a short time 
to dispose of the report of the conferees. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I feel as much interest in the 
| enactment of a law to make land warrants assign~ 

able as the gentleman from Tennessee, or any 
| other gentleman upon this floor, I have given 
my votes all through, without any consumption 
of time to attain that result. If I understand the 
condition of the report of the conference commit- 
tee, it will consume much time in debate, unless 
the gentleman from Tennessee, after he has sub- 


| 


H 
H 


will come up first for consideration. 

Mr. FELCH. I do not wish to delay action | 
upon the French spoliation bill; but if the Senate | 
will set apart Monday of the week after next for | 
its consideration, it will suit me much better than |! 
any other time. I am sure there are other bills | 
which will require the attention of the Senate, and ; 
occupy their whole time, until that day. E there- į} 
fore suggest Monday of the week after next, i 

Mr. BRADBURY. When the subject was be- | 
fore the select committee, the making of the report ʻi 
was delayed some time for the accommodation of || 


| my friend from Michigan. ‘The publication of the 


report was then delayed. At the time for calling | 
it up for consideration, it was again postponed ` 
until February 16th, at the Senator’s request. It 
has already been postponed some two or three ; 
times. I trust, therefore, the Senate will consent ! 
to have it considered on Wednesday next. i 

The PRESIDENT. There is no motion before ; 
the Senate. I 

On motion by Mr. BADGER, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, March 17, 1852. 


The House metat twelve o’clock, m. Prayerby 
the Rev. Lirtieton F. MORGAN. 


| 


i 
i 
| 
| 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 
Mr. PEASLEE 


EE. There are, Mr. Speaker, | 


the Executive departments, which it is important 
hould be referred to some of the committees. 


is 


|| they shall be taken up and referred; it will occupy i 


i a few moments. 
! The SPEAKER. The first business in order | 


t 


lis the motion made by the gentleman from Ala- 
! bama [Mr. Housrow] on yesterday, to close de- 
bate upon the deficiency bill. ‘The gentleman 
! from New Hampshire asks the unanimous con- 
| gent of the House to submit a motion that the 


| House proceed to the business upon the Speaker’s | 
ments are concerned. 
ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will state, for 
the information of the House, that whenever it is 
-the pleasure of the House to receive the report of 
| the committee of conference upon the disagreeing 
| votes of the two Houses upon the bill providing 


i 
i 


general appropriation bills. i 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, and ordere 
third reading. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS: . 


Mr. BRADBURY. Before the Senate adjourns, ' 


I desire to come to an understanding as to when 
the French spoliation bill shall be considered. If 
some day next week—Monday, o 
nesday-—can be designated, and we can have an 
understanding upo > sub i 

ress the Senate to consider it before that time. 

ope some day will be named when, by common 
consent, we can take it up. 


d to be engrossed for a ; 


Tuesday, or Wed- 


n the subject, I intend not to; 
: A 


‘for the assignability of land warrants, they are 
li ready to report. . 
io Mewners. Letus have it now. 
ii of the conference committee, when made, will 
create considerable debate, and I therefore feel it 
to be my duty to object, if that objection will pre- 
i: yent its reception at present. . 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will allow 
4 the Chair, the gentleman from New Hampshire 
i| [Mr. Psasuex] submits a motion that, by the 
ii unanimous consent of the House, 
ions from Departments upon the Speaker’s table 
‘i be taken up, read, and referred to the proper com- 
li mittees. 


i 


| j 


TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. li 


| hope the House will unanimously consent that |; 


:i order. 


“rules which specifies the time; there is nothing in 


Mr. HOUSTON. I apprehend that the report | 


the communica- i 


mitted the report, calls for the previous question 
upon it. If he will do that, so that the House 
may be brought directly to a vote, I will not inter- 
pose any objection. 

Mr. JONES. J cannot make that promise, be- 
cause l shall have to explain the report,.and others 
may wish to say something; and I could not be 
expected to move the previous question. The 
gentleman, or some one else, can obtain the floor, 
and call for the previous question. 

Mr. STANLY. 1 object to the introduction of 
the report, unless the gentleman calls for the pre- 
vious question after its submission. 

Mr. JONES. I cannot promise to do that, if it 
s not passed from this to the end of the session. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman from Ten- 
i nessee will make his explanation, and then move 
| the previous question, I do not think it will be ob- 
ected to. 

Mr. STANLY. To that I will not object. 

| Mr. JONES. If there be no objection, then I 
| will do so. 

Mr. FOWLER. J rise to a question of order. 
i Itis, whether the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Housrox,] having been made at 
a late hour of the day yesterday, comes up under 
| the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged question; 
and comés up as the unfinished business of yes- 
terday. 

Mr. FOWLER. I would suggest tothe gentle- 


| 
Li 


| 


i 


| man, and all others, to let that pass natil the 


| morning hour has transpired, and to allow com~ 


lupon the Speaker’s table to be taken up and re- 


| 


i| frred; then the House can proceed to the business 


| proposed by the gentleman from Alabama, 
The SPEAKER. ‘Phe Chair again inquires 
| whether the proposition of the gentleman from 
| Tennessee (Mr. Jones] is objected to. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. [will not object, under the 
; arrangement that the gentleman shall move the 
| previous question after its report shall have been 


| explained. 

| Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
QUESTION OF ORD 

Mr. JONES. 1 wish to submit a question of 

At what time is it in order for a committee, 


There is nothing in nw 


I object. 


ER. 


| 
i 
i 
i 


of conference to report? 


arliamentary practice which prescribes the time; 
‘but I have no recollection, on any occasion, of a 
i report of a committee of conference having been 
excluded by an objection. Itseems to me, from 
< the nature of the case, that it must he at all times 
| in order, because it is business nearest to perfec- 
tion, and business upon which both Houses are 
‘engaged at the same time. : 2 

i Mie SPEAKER. The Chair does not recollect 
‘of any instance where objection was made to the 
‘introduction of the report of a committee of con- 
i ference; and there is no rule giving the report of 
i guch a committee preference over the report of 
‘any other committee. 

Mr. JONES. There is no time specified: when 
| will it be in order, then, for them te make a re- 
‘port? I think that they can report at any ume. 

, The SPEAKER. Il be in order, 


The report wh 


il 
i 


ii 


March 17, 


The second was then read, as below. The part 


T6 


when reports from committees.are called for. The 
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The second amendment to be inserted after the | 


= 


recollection of the Chair is, that the practice of 
the House will show that reports of committees 
of conferences kave never been objected to, but 
have been made at any time during the sittings. 

Mr. JONES. As there seems to be no settled 
practice, and no time specified, when a committee 
of conference can report, I will, for the purpose of 
determining the question one way or. the other, 
take an appeal to the decision of the Chair. The 
House can thus decide whether it is in order for 
them to report whenever they are ready, or not. 

Mr. STUART. Ido not understand the Chair 
as deciding that. question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does decide, being 
called upon to do so, that the business first in order, 
is the motion made by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, to close the debate upon the deficiency bill. 
That is the opinion of the Chair. From this de- 
cision an appeal is taken. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I trust that the gentleman 
who objected to the acceptance of the report of 
the committee of conference, will let it be disposed 
of this morning, in the way suggested, to save 
time; and that bills, which have been a long time 
before the House, may be disposed of. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to | 


the House that, but for the pendency of the ques- 
tion submitted by the gentleman from Alabama, 
the Chair would be strongly inclined to decide, (as 
the practice,-in the opinion of the Chair, has been 
that way,) that it would be in order for a com- 
mittee of conference to report at any time. ‘The 
Chair, however, is free to confess that he knows 
of no rule that would guide him in this matter; 
nor has he recollection of a case, during his ser- 
vices here, where objection was made to the report 
of a committee of conference. 

Mr. PHELPS. I will suggest to the gentleman 
from Alabama that he withdraw his resolution for 
the closing of debate upon the deficiency bill, and 
let us dispose of this report. He can move his 
resolution again at any time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I dislike to do that, but with 
the hope that I will be able to get the floor again 
to move it, I will withdraw my resolution and al- 
low the course suggested to be pursued. 


THE REPORT OF THE CONFEREES. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Under the decis- 
ion of the Chair I then submit the following re- 
port from the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses with regard to 
the land warrant assignment bill: 


_ The managers on the part of the House on the disagree- 
ing votes between the two Houses on Senate bill No. 146, 
entitled “ An act to make land warrants assignable and for 
other purposes,” have met the managers on the part of the 
Senate, and, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend to their respective Houses to strike out the word 
t act? where it first occurs in the third line of the first pro- 
viso proposed to the first section of the bill by the House, 
and insertin lien thereof the word “Jaws ;” insert after th® 
word “ ocated?? in the said third line of said first proviso the 
words ‘laccording to the legal subdivision of the public 
lands and in one body ;”? and with these amendments they 
recommend that the Senate recede from their disagreement 
Hine amendment of the House to the first section of the 
iL 
_ Strike out all after the word “ warrants,” in the twelfth 
line of the second section, to the end of the section ; and, 
with this ameudment, they recommend that the House re- 
cede from its amendment striking out all of said bill atter 
the first section. 
; JAMES SHIELDS, 
ALPHEUS FELCH, 
TRUMAN SMITH 
Managers on the pan of the Senate. 
_ G. W. JONES, 
GEORGE BRIGGS, 
GRAHAM N. FITCH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. JONES. I ask now that the Clerk read 
the first proviso as proposed to be amended. 
The Clerk read it, as follows: 


Provided, That the warrants which have been, or may 
hereafter be issued in pursuance of said laws, or of this act, 
may be located according to the legal subdivisions of the 


public lands in one body, upon any lands in the United |! 


States subject to private entry at the time of such location 
at the minimum price. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The first amend- 
ment yroposed by the committee is to strike out 
the word “act,” in the third line of the first pro- 
viso of the House, and to insert the word “law” 
in its stead That-is done for the purpose of 
making the proviso conform to the first section of 
the act. The first section of the act provides that 
land warrants given under the laws of the United 
States, shall be assignable. That is the only ef- 
fect of that amenement, 


word ‘located,”’ iri the third line of the same pro- i! 
| viso, is that the warrant shall be located in one 


body, and according to the legal subdivision of the 
United States. This, sir, was thought necessary 
by most of the committee, if not all, in order to 
prevent.a person holding a one hundred and sixty 
acre warrant from locating it upon forty acre tracts 
in four different sections, or one holding an eighty 


acre warrant from locating it upon two forty acre | 


tracts in different half sections. This is done in 
order to require the holder of a warrant to locate 
his one hundred and sixty acre warrant upon one 
section, and the holder of an eighty acre warrant 
upon a half section lying in one body. For in- 


stance: it is to prevent the locating of an eighty- | 


acre warrant upon the northeast quarter and south- 
east quarter of the same section, or forty in one 
section and forty in another. That is the only 
effect of that; and. these amendments met with the 
unanimous approbation of the conferees on the 
part of both Houses. 

Then we recommend this amendment, that the 
Senate shall recede from the disagreement to these 
two provisoes proposed by the House to the first 
amendment of the bill. The only other amend- 
ment we propose, is to strike out of the second 
section of the bill, after the word “ warrants,” the 
following: 

“ Where they have been transferred under the provis- 


ions of any act of Congress, and the regulations of the į 


General Land Office; and to be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States upon the adjustment of the accounts of 


such officers, where it will be shown to the satisfaction of |: 


the Commissioner of the General Land Office that the war- 
rant was located by the soldier or warrantee, or his next of 
kin, as provided for by law.” 

Mr. MEADE. I should like a further expla- 
nation about locating the warrants according to 
legal subdivision. Suppose the warrant is an 


| eighty-acre warrant, I would ask my friend from 
| Tennessee, (Mr. Jonzs,] could that eighty-acre 
j warrant be laid upon the south half of a quarter 


section, or on the east or west half of the same 


| section ? 
Mr. JONES. My impression is, and I think | 


this iş the universal understanding of the amend- 


ment, as proposed by the committee of confer- j 


ence, that you can lay it on the north half, the 
south half, the east half, or the west half of the 
section; but that you must take one of the halves 
laying broadside to each other; that is, that you 
shall not take one quarter from a corner in the 


| southwest or the other in the southeast, so as to 


connect them by corners. You may, by legal 
subdivisions, select either the north, the south, 
the east, or the west half of a quarter section under 
an eighty-acre warrant. 1 do not know that I 
understand all the regulations about the Land 
Office, but it is very clear and distinct that the land 
must be located in one body, and according to the 


legal subdivisions of the public lands of the United | 


States, subject to private entry. I understand 


; from some of the gentlemen around me from the 


new States, that, according to legal subdivisions, 
they cannot take the north half or the south half 
of a quarter section with an eighty-acre tract, but 
that it must be-either the east half or the west half 
under the decisions and regulations of the Depart- 
ment. However that may be, it is according to 
the legal subdivisions of the public lands in one 
body; and I think that will be found to be correct. 


; As to the other amendment, the House will recol- 


lect, that by thesecond section of the Senate bill, 
they proposed to pay to the registers and receiv- 
ers the same fees for locating all military bounty 
land warrants of every description that they would 
be entitled to if the same tract of land were entered 


i and the money paid for it, estimating the warrant 
, at $1 25 per acre; that is, one per cent. upon the 


amount to each of these officers. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the gen- |; 
tleman allow me to interrupt him for a moment? | 
I find it impossible to keep up with the gentle- i! 
: man’s explanations, and understand them from the 
| method which he pursues now. 
to him, that he will permit the several sections to |; 


I would suggest 


be read as he comments upon them. It is important 
tousall that we should understand what he means; 
but we cannot follow him in this way. 

Mr. JONES. It is only one amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not understand what 
this amendment is. 

Mr. JONES. The Clerk will read the second 
section of the bill. 


in italics is proposed by the conference committee 
to be stricken out: 

Src.2. wind be it further enacted, Thatthe registers and 
receivers of the land. offices, shal! hereafter be severally 
authorized to charge and receive for-their services in loca- 
ting all military bounty land warrants, issued since the 
eleventh day of February, eighteen hundred and forty- 
seven, the same conipensation or percentage to which they 
are entitled by Jaw for sales of the public lands for cash, at 
the rate of one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre; the 
said compensation to be hereafter paid by the assignees or 
holders of such warrants, where they have been transferred 
under the provisions of an act of Congress, and the regula- 
tions of the General Land Office; and to be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United Siates upon the adjustment of the . 
accounts of said officers, where it shall be shown, to the sat- 
| isfaction of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
that the warrant was located by the soldier or warrantee, or 
his next of kin, as provided for by law. 

Mr. JONES. That is the only amendment 
which the committee of conference propose to 
make to that portion of the Senate bill which was 
stricken out by the House. The second section of 
the Senate bill, as it came here, proposed to give to 
l! the registers and receivers, each, the same fees that 
i! they were entitled to if the land should be entered 
|! and paid for with money. ‘The latter branch of it 
i| proposes that when the warrant shall be located 
i| by the original warrantee, the soldier or his legal 
ji representatives, then it shall be paid out of the 
| Treasury of the United States. This amendment 
| proposes to strike out that part which requires 
that the fees after locating to be paid out of the 
Treasury, and requires the locator, whether the 
original holder or the assignee of the warrant, in 
all cases hereafter to pay the fees himself. I con- 
curred with the committee of conference in striking 
i| out this part, and requiring the locators to pay the 
|| fees themselves; but I did not concur in that part 
| of the amendment fixing the fees, because I think 
i the fees are too large. They will be fifty cents to 
each officer, or, rather, one dollar for the location of 
a forty acre warrant, and two dollars for the loca- 
| tion of an eighty acre warrant, and four dollars for 
the location of a one hundred and sixty acre war- 
i; rant, or two dollars to each of the officers; when 
the labor for the forty acre warrant is exactly the 
| same as that for the one hundred and sixty acre 
) warrant. Then I concur in striking out that part 
| which made the fees a tax upon the Treasury, and 
ii would have concurred in the balance of it, if the 
| fees had not been as large as they are. 

By the third section of the Senate bill, it is pro- 

pore to pay to the registers and receivers who 
i| have gone out of office, as well as those who. are 
|! now in office, the same fees for the location of war- 
|! rants heretofore located, as they would have been 
entitled to if the land had been entered, and the 
money paid for it. Iwas opposed to this section. 
We cannot téll exactly what will be the cost upon 
the Treasury. But there have been seventy-five 
thousand one hundred and sixty acre warrants is- 
sued under the act of February, 1847, and upwards 
|| of six thousand forty acre warrants, making the 
i| aggregate amount of lands under that law some- 
thing over 12,600,000 acres. ‘There will also be 
be some five or ten thousand warrants more issued 
| under that law. What proportion of these war- 
| rants: have been located, it is impossible for any of 
us totell at this time. But suppose that the whole 
|; of them have been located, then the fees or com- 
j; missions upon them; according to this law, would 
; be $302,304; one fourth upon the one hundred and 
' sixty acre warrants, and one half upon the forty 
acre warrants having been paid by the locators of 
: the warrant, except where the original warrantee 
located himself. None of those fees have been 
paid, and they are all to be paid out of the Treas- 
ury. 
: Mr. DUNHAM. Iwill state that out of the 
© whole number of warrants issued under the Mex- 
i ican bounty land law, something like seventy-five 
thousand, there have been located only six thou- 
: sand by assignees. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Does the gen- 
_ tleman pretend to say that seventy-five thousand 
|: are all that have been issued? 
| Mr. DUNHAM. I say about that number has 
i| been located under the Mexican bounty land law. 
H| Sixty-six thousand of these land warrants were 
li 
i 


| 


i 
j 


located by the original grantees of the warrants, 
pay the full 


; and upon that number you have not to 
ave docu- 


li value, as provided for by this law. 


i 


| ments to show it. 
i! Mr. CAMPBELL, of Minois. 
i! to see the documents. 


I 
T should like 


1852. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I have exhibited this docu- 
ment before this House repeatedly, ascertified by 
the Land Office. It happens to be in my room 
now. Members of this House will recollect, that 
a few days ago, when this matter was under dis- 
cussion, 1 held it up, and exhibited it to the House 
as certified by the Department. 

Mr. FOWLER. l wish to.make an inquiry. 
It is very difficult indeed for me, almost impossi- 
ble, to understand these amendments. I would 
suggest, whether the gentleman from Tennessee | 
[Mr. Jones] would not give way to a motion, if a 
motion be proper, that the report be printed, with 
all the amendments, so that we may understand 
them? * 

Mr. JONES. This whole thing is confined in | 
a nut-shell. The whole proposition of the com- 
mittee of conference now 1s, that the registers and 
receivers shall receive the same fees that they are 
entitled to under the law when the money is paid 
for the lands, estimating the warrants at $1 25 per 
acre. The fees upon warrants that shall be lo- ji 
cated after the passage of this law, to be paid by 
the locator, and the fees which have accrued upon | 
warrants heretofore located, to be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States. The proposition || 
pays the fees prospectively and retrospectively; |i 
those prospectively, to be paid by the locators, | 
and those paid retrospectively, to be paid out of | 
the Treasury of the United States. From the best i 
estimate I can make, it will take somewhere about 
$200,000 to pay these retrospective fees. The 
House has the question before them, and it is for 
them to decideit. I have thought it was necessa- 
ry for me to make this explanation, as my name 
appears upon that report as one of the committee 
of conference upon the part of the House; but I 
shall vote against that part of the report which 
goes back and pays these fees. 

Mr. FITCH. Ido not propose to debate this 

uestion at length, because the chairman of the 
Sommittee of Ways and Means is anxious that 
the previous question should be asked. I wish to 
touch upon a few points embraced in the report 
of the committee of conference, which were not 
alluded to, or but briefly, by the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee, [Mr. Joxes.] 

Here there was great noise and confusion in the 
Hall. j 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [I wish to make an inquiry 
of the Chair upon a point of order: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. Camppexr] rose first and addressed the | 
hair. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I desire to move an 
adjournment, if it is in order. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama cannot obtain the floor for that purpose, | 
while the gentleman from Indiana is upon it. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I hope the gentleman 
from Indiana will yield the floor for that motion. 
Wecannot do any business, there is so much confu- 
sion, and we had, therefore, much better adjourn. 

Mr. FITCH. I cannot yield the floor for that | 
motion; but the gentleman from Ilinois, I under- 
stand, desires to ask a question in relation to the 
action of the committee of conference, and I am 
of course perfectly willing to yield the floor to him 
for that purpose. at i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois. I desire to be 
informed in regard to one point made by the gen- 
teman from Tennessee, [Mr. Toses), I under- 
stood that gentleman to state that the bill, as now 
reported, will only permit the location of a warrant 
to be made in the same section, according to the 
legal subdivision. 

Mr. JONES. The amendment says, *‘ accord- 
ing to the legal sub-division of the public lands.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I understood, from the 
explanation of the gentleman from Tennessee, | 
that a party having a warrant of one hundred and i 
sixty acres, could not, under this bill, locate eighty |, 

acres in one section, and eighty acres in the ad- || 
joining section, both lying together. Now, if that | 
js the effect of the bill, I am opposed to it. i 

Mr. FITCH. The gentleman’s knowledge of | 
the manner in which the public lands are divided |; 
and sub-divided, should have taught him at once ;, 
that the amendment adopted by the committee of | 
conference does not warrant such a supposition as | 


that. It merely compels the locator to take his ji 
eighty acres in a compact body. He cannot se 
lect two lots of forty acres that corner with each | 


other, or that are not contiguous to each other. 


| vote on the amendment without risking the loss of 
| the appropriation bill, and, consequently, he suc- || 
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Mr. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman allow 
me to make a brief explanation in relation to an 
error, into which I fell in my remarks this morn- 
ing, In reference to the number of Mexican bounty 
land warrants that have been located by assignees. 

Mr. FITCH. I cannot; I have been interrupt- 
ed quite enough already; and, moreover, as I saw 
the gentleman’s error—doubtless an unintentional 


| one—I can correct it as well as himself. 


[Here some conversation of a personal nature 
took place between Messrs. Dunnam and Fircn; 
but owing to the confusion prevailing in the Hall, 
the reporters were unable to hear a word of it.] 

Mr. FITCH, (resuming.) It will. be borne in 


l| mind by the House, that when the Senate bill was 


beforeus, we amended the first section. But first, 


in order to make that amendment intelligible to || 


new members, it is necessary to go back to the 
proceedings of the last Congress. It is wellknown 


| that during the last Congress, when the bounty 
| land law of 1850 was under discussion here, an 


attempt was made by a gentleman, then a Repre- 
sentative from Ohio, [Mr. Vixtoy,] to so change 


the law, as that the warrants issued under it should | 
| be located only on land then-in the market, and 


not upon land hereafter to come into the market. 
The House voted down that amendment by an 
overwhelming majority; but subsequently, at the 
very heel of the session, a few minutes before the 
adjournment, ihe same gentleman inserted in the 
Civil and Diplomatic appropriation bill, or in some 
other of the appropriation bills, an amendment to 
that effect. He did it at a time when we could not. 


| bounty land law, some sixty-six thousand had 
| been located by the soldiers, the original holder#. 
| and that upon this number the fees were to'be 
|| paid out of the United States Treasury, by the 
| third-section of this bill; and that only about six 
| thousand of the seventy-two thousand had’ been 
| located by assignees, and the fees paid. The ex- 
Lact reverse of this statement is the fact. OF the 
i Seventy-two thousand, sixty-six thousand have 
‘| been located by assignees, and the fees, provided 
: for by the old law, paid; and only six thousand 
| by the soldiers, the fees for which are, by this bill, 
: to be paid out of the Treasury. 
| The gentleman from Tennessee informed the 
i committee that he should vote against the provis- 
ii ion for the payment of registers and receivers, 
because he thought it too high; but with that sin- 
| gle exception, the committee were unanimous in 
their report, and I hope it will be acceded to by 
| both Houses, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the prè- 

vious question. 
; Mr. NABERS. 
cal] the previous question. 
House cannot vote intelligibly on this report. 
cannot for one. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
question. 

Mr. JONES. I will not withdraw it, and it 
will then be under the control of the majority of 
the House. ` 

Mr. NABERS. -Will not the gentleman from 
Tennessee postpone this matter to some future 
time? I only desire to be able to vote intelligibly. 


i 


| 
| 


i 


I hope the gentleman will not 
i-am satisfied the 
I 


I insist upon the previous 


ceeded in forcing on this Housea provision which 
the House had previously condemned by an over- 
whelming majority. The amendment of the House 
to the Senate bill now under discussion, repeals 
that provision of the law of 1850, and provides 
that the warrants may be located on any land in 
the market; provided, that if the lands are subject 
to entry at more than the mininum price, the loca- 
tor shall pay the difference between $1 25 per acre 
(the presumed value of the warrant) and the cash 
value of the land. For instance, if the lands are 
sold at $2 50 per acre, the locator shall pay $1 25 
per acre, in cash. The Senate committee were 
apparently determined that this amendment of the 
House should not be in the bill; but they finally 
receded from their disagreement to it, on condi- 
tion that the Housecommittee should recede from 


the House amendment, striking out the other sec- |; 
tions of the bill, which, from my previous course |} 


in the House, it may well be presumed I could 
have no difficulty in complying with. , We con- 


i sequently recommended, as the gentleman from | 


Tennessee has said, that the Senate shall recede 


i| from their disagreement to our amendment to the 


first section, and that we shall recede from our 
amendment, striking out the entire Senate bill with 
the exception of the first section. 

The second section of the bill originally pro- 
vided for the payment of fees to registers and re- 


ceivers out of the Treasury of the United States, |: 


| 


for any warrants hereafter located by the parties 
to whom the warrants were issued; but if located 
by an assignee, the fees were to be paid by the 


locator. - The committee have so amended this jį 
section as to make the fees payable by the hold- i 


er of the warrant in all cases, whether he be the 


were in the Senate bill. Relative to the statistics 


of the gentleman from Tennessee and of my col- i 
league, | have little to say. They may, or they | 
may not be correct; but I presume as the gentle- |) 
men have probably taken some pains to inform |; 
themselves on the subject, that they at least think | 
: them correct. 

I differ with the gentleman from Tennessee ; 
[Mr. Jones] in his estimate of the amount which | 
the third section will take from the Treasury. ; 


He puts it at $200,000. I do not believe it will 


i! be the half of that; and I have the estimate of a 


gentleman, who knows more of the matter than 
does my friend from Tennessee or myself, to sus- 
tain my opinion. It is an estimate from a source 
from whence any opinion relative to our public 
Jands will be received by the country as authority. 
The error of my colleague, [Mr. Dunnam,] which, 
as I have before said, was without doubt uninten- 


tional, consisted in stating that of some seventy | 
: thousand warrants issued under the Mexican war ii 


original holder or an assignee, The remaining |, 
sections of the bill are well understood, as they į 


That js all T have to say. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would inquire of the 
Chair if the morning hour has not expired? If 
so, we can go into Committee of the Whole on 
| the State of the Union, and this matter will come 
; up to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the morning hour is not affected at all by this 
report, and, therefore, that it has not yet com- 
menced. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is very desirable that 
these amendments should be printed, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no objec- 
tion whatever to the postponement of the matter 
till to-morrow morning“ But I want to get rid of 
it, and I think the House does. 3 
! Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to get rid of it, 
too. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee withdraw the call for the previous ques- 
tion? 

Mr. JONES. No, sir. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 desire to know if a 


morning, or 
gow? 1 


ER. The Chair is of opinion that 
that motion would not be in order during the pend- 
ency of the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The previous question has 
not been sustained. 

The SPEAKER. But it has been demanded. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. J rise to a question 
of order, as to how the House will have to vote 
on this report? I believe that the report is an en- 
tirety, and that the only vote the House can take 
‘is on agreeing to it, or disagreeing to it. The 
House is nat brought to vote on the separate prop- 
i ositions contained in the report, but on the whole 
report as it stands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, for the 
information of the House, that his decision will 
be, in accordance with the view taken by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, that the vote of the House 
will be on the report of the committee as it stands. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to inquire of the 
Chair whether, if we now go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, this matter 
will not come up to-morrow morning’ If we do 
|i that, in the mean time the amendments will be 
i| printed in the Globe, and we can all read them. 
© The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this report 
i; would come up, except at a time when a privileged 
‘question or motion was pending. 

i Mr. CLINGMAN. Then | move that the rules 
i| be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
| into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
: the Union. 

The SPEAKER. 


i 


That motion is not in order 


if 
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during the pendency of the demand for the pre- 
“vious. question. 
Mr. JONE 


go over till to-morrow morning. 
.. Several Memsers objected. 
Mr. ORR. I desire to propound an inquiry to 
the Chair. If the House refuses to concur in the 
report of the committee of conference will it then 
be in order to move to raise another committee of 
conference? . 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, in 
extraordinary cases, such a committee has been 
raised. 
Several Members. “Always? “Always!” 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is not very cer- 
tain in his recollection of the practice of the 
House. i 
Mr, ORR. I would suggest that all we have to 
do is to move thatthe House non-concur with the 
report of the committee, and let another commit- | 
tee of conference be appointed. 


The SPEAKER. No other proposition can be || 


entertained during the pendency of the previous 
question. ` 
The House was then divided upon seconding 
the call for the previous question, and there were— 
ayes 62, noes 60. 
Tellers were demanded. 
Mr. ORR. If the Chair will allow meto make 
a statement in regard to this matter, perhaps it 
will save the necessity of ordering tellers upon the 
uestion, I will suggest that it is of no avail to 
iscuss this report. The House cannot possibly 
amend itin any way, We must pass itas it is, 
or we mustreject it, Now I hope the House will 
reject that report at once, and allow another com- 
mittee to be appointed. 
The House was divided upon the question of 


ordering tellers; and, only twenty-two gentlemen | 


rising, they were not ordered. i} 


The previous question was then seconded, and’! 
the main question ordered to be put 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Ps it in order to 
move to go into the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union ? H 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The main ques- 
tion has been ordered, and that must take pre- 


cedence of all other motions as a privileged ques- |! 


tion. Tann 

Mr. CLINGMAN. ‘I beg to remind the Chair 
upon this point, that it was decided differently in 
the last Congress. The Chair will recollect, that 
during the first session of the last Congress, the 

entleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Dory] brought 
in a bill for the admission of California, discon- 
nected from every other subject. The previous 
question was sustained upon it, and then a motion 
was made to go into the Committee of the Whole 
onthe state of the Union. l was decided thata call 


of the House was not in order, because the pre® | 


vious 


of the Whole was in order; and the same ques- 
tion has been decided in the same way a dozen | 
times. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would hesitate to 
differ with his predecessor. In this case, how- 
ever, his opinion is very clear. 
the House, having ordered the main question to | 


S, of Tennessee. Then I ask the |: 
House, by unanimous consent, to let this report |, 


uestion had been sustained; but it was also | 
decided that the motion to go into the Committee į 


He believes that |: 


Mr. HOUSTON. The same thing precisely 
can be done upon the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ORR. I move to lay thé motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. i ; 

The question was put, and the House refused 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table— 
ayes 43; noes not counted. | f 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg leave respectfully 
to inquire of the.Chair, whether—if we reconsider 
ithe vote ordering the main question to be put, 
and we then refuse to order the main question— 
whether under our rules, it does not go over? 

The SPEAKER. It will in that case go over 
until to-morrow. , 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then, I hope there will 
be no objection to its reconsideration. 

The question wasthen taken, and the motion to 
reconsider was agreed to. 

`The question then recurred on ordering the main 
question-to be put; and, being taken, it was de- 
cided in the negative. : 

So the main question was not ordered to be put. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the subject now 
goes over, as a matter of course? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

If the report of the committee of conference be 
agreed to, the bill will read as follows, viz: 

Be it enacted, &c., ‘That all warrants for military bounty 
| Tand, which have been or may hereafter be issued under any 
law of the United States, and all valid locations of the same, 
which have been, or may hereafter be made, are hereby 
declared to be assignable, by deed or instrument of writing, 
made and executed after the taking effect of this act aceord- 
ing to such form, and pursuant to such regulations as may 
| be prescribed py the Commissioner of- the General Land 
i Office, so as to vest the assignee with all the rights of the 
| original owners of the warrant or location : Provided, That 
i any person entitled to preémption right toany and, shall be 
| entitied to use any such land warrant in payment of the 
į same, at the rate of $1 25 per act, for the quantity of land 
therein specified: Provided, That the warrants which have 
been or may hereafter be issued, in pursuance of said Jaws, 
or of this act, may be located, according to the legal subdi- 
' visions of the public lands in one body, upon any lands of 
: the United States, subject to private entry at the time ofsuch 


| 
| 


! when said warrants shall be located on lands which are sub- 
| ject to entry at a greater minimum than $). 25 per aere, the 
; locator of said warrants shall pay to the United States in 
‘ cash the difference between the value of such warrants at 
| @L 25 per acre, and the tract of land located on. 
| See. 2. And beit further enacted, That the registers and 
i receivers of the land offices, shall hereafter be severally 
authorized to charge and receive for their services in loca- 
; ting all military bounty land warrants, issued since the 11th 
| day of February, 1847, the same compensation or per cent- 
age to which they are entitled by law for sales of the public 
lands for cash, at the rate of $1 25 per acre, the said com- 
| pensation to be hereafter paid by the assignees or holders of 
| such warrants. 

Suc. 3. And beit further enacted, That registers and re- 
ceivers, whether in or out of office at the passage of this act, 
or their legal representatives in case of death, shall be en- 
titled to receive from the Treasury of the United States, for 
| services heretofore performed in locating military bounty 
i land warrants, the same rate of compensation provided in 
: the preceding section for services hereafter to be performed, 
| after deducting the amountatready received by such officers 


I 
j 
| 
$ 
| 
i 
i 


|: itary land warrants to compensate the land officers of the 
' United States for services in relation to the location of those 
, Warrants,” approved May 17th, 1848: Provided, That no 
; register or reeciver shall, reeccive any compensation out of 
| the ‘Treasury for past services, who has charged and re- 
; ceived illegal fees for the location of sueh warrants: And 


; provided further, That no register or receiver shall receive 


į for his services during any year, a greater compensation 

' than the maximun now allowed by Jaw. 

: Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in all cases 
where the militia or volunteers or State troops of any State 

! or Territory were called into military service, and whose 


be now put, must proceed to execute its own |: 


erder, and that no other motion can intervene | 
until that is disposed of. 

Mr. FITCH. If the motion were now made 
to reconsider the vote by which the main question | 
was ordered, would not the report then lie over | 
ull to-morrow? 
order that it may be printed. i 

The SPEAKER. It can only lie over by unan- | 
imous consent. 

Mr. FITCH. Well, I submit the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the main. question 
was ordered to be put, and I hope there will be no 
objection to the report then going over till to-mor- 
row. 

Several Memsers. Oh, let’s vote upon it now! | 

Mr. STANLY. I desire to inquire of the Chair, 
what will be the effect of the motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER, 
consider the vote by which the main question was 
ordered to be put, and then reconsider the vote by 
which the previous question was seconded, it will 
then be competent to moveto postpone the further 
consideration of the subject. 


li 


I desire that it shall lie over, in Í; 


If the House choose to re- | 


services have been paid by the United State: subsequent to 
i the eighteenth of June, eighteen hundred and twelve, the 
officers and soldiers of such militia, volunteers, or troops, 
: shailbe entitled to all the benefits of the act entitled “ An act 
granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers who 
; have been engaged in the military service of the United 
| States, approved September twenty-eighth, eighteen hun- 
` dred and fifty, and shall receive Jands for their services ac- 
cording to the provisions of said act, upon proof of length 
of service as therein required ; and that the last proviso of 
i the ninth section of the act of eleventh of February, 
: eighteen hundred and forty-seven, be and the same is here- 
; by repealed; Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 
: authorize bounty land to those who haveherefore received 
| or become entitled to the same. 
) Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That where any com- 
; pany, battalion, or regiment, in an organized form, marched 
| more than twenty miles to the place where they were mus- 
tered into the service of the United States, or were dis- 
| charged more than twenty miles from the place where such 
company, battalion, or regiment was organized: in all such 
cases, in computing the length of service of the officers and 
soldiers of any such company, battalion, or regiment, with 
a view to determine the quantity of land, any officer or sol- 
i dier is entitled to under said act, approved 28th of Septem- 
_ ber, 1850, there shall be allowed one day for every twenty 
: miles from the place where the company. battalion, or regi- 
i ment was organized, to the place where the same was mus- 
| tered into the service of the United States; and also one 


l day for every twenty miles from the place where such com- 


|i location, at the minimum price: Provided, further, That | 
j! 


| under the act entitled “An actto require the holders of mil- | 


pany, battalion, or regiment was discharged, to the plice 
| where it was-organized, and from whence it marched, to 
| enter the service. 


PROPOSITION TO CLOSE DEBATE, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move the resolution 
| closing debate upon the deficiency bill, in the Com, 

i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The resolution was then reported, as follows: 
Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on the deficiency bill shall cease 
| at four o’clock this day; and if the committee shall not 
| come to a conclusion sooner upon the same, it shall then 
| proceed to vote upon such amendments as shall be pending 
or offered to the same, and shall then report it to the House 


| with such amendments as may have been agreed upon by 
| the committee. 


i Mr. HOUSTON. 


I have named four o’clock 
| to-day as the time to close the debate upon this 
ibill. Iam willing, however, that the House shall 
i fix its own time. : 
[Cries of “ Call the previous question,” 
Mr. HOUSTON. Very well. I will ask the 
| previous question. - 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The gentleman 
i asks the previous question upon this resolution. 
| Now, I say that the resolution is all wrong. 
' [Cries of ** Order”? “ Order !”] 
| TheSPEAKER, kis not in order for the gen- 
| tleman from Arkansas to discuss the resolution. 
| Mr. JOHNSON. But there is an amendment 
| to that resolution which has not been read at all. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Oh, no; there is no amend- 
ment. . 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkan- 
sas will recollect that this is a new proposition— 
i not the one offered yesterday. i 
Mr. JOHNSON. Well, I desire to know if 
| there is not an amendment to this resolution which 
i has not been reported by the Clerk at all? 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to state 
ito the gentleman that, on yesterday, a resolution 
| was offered by the gentleman from Alabama, 
| [Mr. Houston,] proposing to close debate on the 
i deficiency bill. An amendment was offered to 
| that resolution. The gentleman from Alabama, 
| however, to-day withdrew that resolution, and 
| now offers a new proposition, upon which the 
| previous question has been called. 
| Mr. JOHNSON. Ihope the gentleman from 
i! Alabama will, under the circumstances, allow me 
| to offer an amendment. If he will permit me, I 
ji will state my reasons for making the request, and 
| Tam sure there can be no objection. 
; Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not care about the gen- 
| teman’s reasons. I hope he will not take-up the 
| time of the House.’ I am perfectly willing he 
| should offer his amendment, and let the House 
j vote to fix such atime as they choose. I will 
| withdraw the call for the previous question, and 1 
‘hope the gentleman from Arkansas will renew it 
i after he shall have offered his amendment. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I will now offer my amend- 
: ment. 
| TheSPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
the gentleman from Alabama as withdrawing the 
i call for the previous question ? 
; Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw it for the mo- 
| ment, in order to allow the gentleman from Ar- 
| kansas to offer his amendment. J understand his 
| amendment is, to provide for closing debate at four 
|| o’clock to-morrow. I am willing the House should 
| vote upon that amendment, and upon it I call the 
H previous question. ; 
i Mr. JOHNSON. Idesire to know by what 
t 


authority the gentleman from Alabama puts an 
amendment in my mouth. I offered no such 
. amendment, 

' Mr. HOUSTON. Iunderstood the gentleman 
as indicating that amendment. I will withdraw 
. the call for the previous question, and the gentle- 
1, man can offer such an amendment as he pleases. 
i Mr. JOHNSON. Isubmit this amendment. I 
|: move that this debate shall be closed at four 
i o'clock the day after to-morrow. My reasons for 
| offering the amendment are these: the deficiency 
i bill makes provision for the Indian service of the 
| country. Now, there are several items. in this 
bill. . 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman is not 
| going to debate the bill. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I will not debate it. I pledge 
myself to that. I am only stating facts. I can 
; debate it, however, if I want to, while I have the 


floor, 
Mr. HOUSTON, 


I must call the gentleman 


Loe E 
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to order. I understand, that according to our 
rules of order, the gentleman cannot ‘debate the 
proposition. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only | 


proceed by unanimous consent. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, sir, I was remarking 
that the estimates for the Indian Department have 
not been under consideration in committee. A 
large number of them have been rejected by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and that without 
sufficient reason, as some of us believe. Now, 
I say the House ought to give us time to ‘investi- 
gate the matter thoroughly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I must call the gentleman 
to order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkan- 
sas can proceed only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FULLER. I object to this debate. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman cannot 
proceed. 

Mr. STUART. I desire to ask if it is in order 
to move to amend the resolution, so as to close the 
debate to-morrow at four o’clock? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I moved to amend the reso- 
lation by inserting the day after to-morrow. 

Mr. KING. I understand the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Houston] is willing that the ques- 
tion shall be taken upon the three propositions— 
to-day, to-morrow, and the day after. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to understand the 
proposition. The Chair called me to order when 
he had no right to do so. 


| an hour, upon the condition and principles of the 
i Democratic party; and expressed his belief that 
ji that party would be harmonious after the presi- 
|: dential nomination, and would succeed in the ap- 
| proaching election. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND spoke an hour, and de- 
!| fined the position of the Democratic party of Ohio, 
|| as he understood it, in regard to the compromise 
| measures, He expressed his belief that that par- 


|; and finality, if insisted on by the Baltimore Con- 
vention. Messrs. OLps and Eveerron dissented 
| from his views. 
ji à [These speeches will be found in the Appen- 
(| dix.] . ` 

i| Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. 

i] A Mr. NABERS. Mr. Chairman, have I the 

oor? 

| Mr. CHANDLER. 
Mississippi has any more family troubles to bring 
up, I will cheerfully resign the floor to him. 


i 
| 
| 
i 


i 
i 
Hi 
j 


[Laughter.] 
Mr. NABERS. Ido not claim the floor. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I rose to make a few re- 


marks, but I understand the honorable gentleman 
on the other side of the House [Mr. Nasers] has 
it in contemplation to address the committee on a 
subject which will be more germane to what has 
been said than any thing I shall be likely to say, 
{laughter.] 1 will, however, if he will allow me, 
|| make a very few remarks, and then take my seat, 
i! Mr. NABERS. 


| ty would not sustain those measures as a totality | 


If the gentleman from | 


I hope the gentleman will go | 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair begs leave to say || on and make his speech. 
to the gentleman from Arkansas, that it is by the tt 
courtesy of the Chair and the House that he was || 
allowed to say one word upon the subject at all, |! 


his courtesy. 


Mr. CHANDLER. We have now before us 


Ido not claim the floor. i! 
However, I am much obliged to the gentleman for ‘į 


for itis not a debatable question. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Is not a motion to close de- 
bate a debatable question ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not, and the Chair ha £ 
so announced half a dozen times. : 


The question was being taken on the amend- | 


ment to the amendment under a division when— 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine, inquired upon which 
day the amendment to the amendment proposed 
to close debate. 
The SPEAKER. It proposes to close debate 
to-morrow, at four o’clock. ` 


Mr. STUART called for tellers, which were or- ; 


ordered; and Messrs. Ewwe and Srvarr ap- 


pointed. 
The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 


ported—ayes 79, noes 45. 


So the amendment to the amendment was adopt- | 


ed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon 
the adoption of the resolution as amended, the 
effect of which will be to close debate to-morrow, 
at four o’clock. 

The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
tion, as amended, was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted, and to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRICE. c 
the House to introduce an unobjectionable resolu- 
tion, which will not occupy any time, : 

The resolution was then read for information, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures, now 
having under consideration the claims of the American 
exbibitors at the World’s Fair, be instructed to take into 
consideration the brilliant victory won by the yacht Amer- 
ica, and recommend such action as they may deem proper 
for Congress to take on the subject. 


Mr. PHELPS objected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the rules 
of the House be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into {he Committee of the Whole on 


the state of the Union. . 
The question was taken, and the motion was 


agreed to. 
THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committtee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


The CHAIRMAN, 


rose, it had under consideration House bil No. ; 


907, making appropriation to supply deficiencies. 
The question c 
clause thereof, and upon that question the gentle 
man from Maine [Mr. ArrLeTron] has the floor. 
Mr. APPLETON addressed the House during 


I ask the unanimous consent of | 


being upon the adoption of the first | 


ruary. {thas been discussed for several days in 
this committee, or at least it ought to have been; 
|! but I presume not one word of this bill has ever 


f been readin this committee by the Clerk. 


' the Whigparty in the State of Pennsylvania. They 


į have a common field where they settle their trou- 


l| bles, and to which they resort whenever they find 


| it necessary for either branch to break a lance with | 


ii the other. They never would appear upon the 
floor with a complaint of the wrong doings of this 
| or that branch of the party. They would never 
‘| come here to laud the Democracy or the Whiggery 
' of that State. - They know, and they try to show, 
i that they were sent here for other purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, a great mistake has been com- 
mitted by the representatives of the people on this 
|| floor. One of the first things that a man owes to 
|| himself is self-respect. And one of the first things 
l| a legislative body owes to itself is the exhibition 
‘| of that self-respect. Iwill not say it has not been 
i exhibited here; but there is going abroad a report 
‘| of the proceedings of this body upon this very 
l bill, which is bringing upon this House that con- 
tempt of the people, which, in time, if fostered by 


H 


il a continuance of the cause, will do more to endan- 


‘| ger the republican institutions of the country, and 
i! centralize power, than all the efforts of a corrupt 
|| Executive could ever produce. 

H 
| 
| 
H 


í 
| 
|! 
|| P their eg : l 
i| to the dictation of an ambitious executive. Sir, 
ll 
t 
i their conduct, that they are unfit to exercise it. 
ti 


| To make the laws is our business; to make rulers 


ji 
H 
j 

‘| 
i 
| 
i 


i 


| a bill, reported to this House on the Wth of Feb- | 


i| Never, sir, in a country like this, can the legisla- ; 
tive branch of the Government lose its power, its: 
due weight, until, by neglecting the legitimate ob- ; 
|| ject of its creation, 1t proceeds to snatch from the | 
eople their reserved privileges, or gives itself up || 


egislative power never recedes from the legisla- ! 
ure, until its legislators themselves concede, by | 


and law-makers is the business of the people. . 0 carr 
(| up party discipline, at the expense of the national 
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l 


which are being ingrafted with these evil heresies 
brought from abroad, and presented with a view of 
being made a part.of our own institutions. And 
yet, sir, that message has never been referred to 
the appropriate committees. The Committee on 
Foreign Relations has never been diretted, by this 
House, to consider that portion of the message 
which would lead to a consideration of our policy 
of non-interference with the institutions. of other 
countries, and of the propriety of considering how 
far people from other countries may, by interfer- 


i ence with our institutions, disturb the political 


peace of this nation by inappropriate associations, 


or the destruction of social quiet and individual 


morals by the promulgation of sentiments which, 
if allowed to operate, would work out the destruc- 
tion of a republican form of government, which 


i can only exist with the predominance of virtue. 


Yet, sir, instead of moving to the detection and 
he correction of such evils, we are sitting here ‘‘in 
cold debate”’ upon the character and quality of the 
old rotten boards of the Baltimore platform. Sir, 
the constantrecurrence of speakers to ‘‘a platform”? 
to be erected is most grating to my ears, 

There is danger, imminent danger, in these plat- 
forms. They are set up, sir, to attract the eye, 
and insure the reverence and consent of those who 
are of party discipline; but, sir, they are no more 
the images of constitutional requirements or privi- 
leges than was the image which Nebuchadnezzar 
set up in the province of Babylon, a likeness of 
the true God, though all must fall down and do 
worship. 

That last, however, Mr. Chairman, may be re- 
garded as a party evil, of which, if the Democrats 


! do not complain, I do not know that Í need trouble 


myself; and even though they did, it would, per- 


! haps, be enough for me to offer the complainants 
| an asylum in the Whig ranks without attempting 


ag 
t 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to make a speech, not 4i 
upon any troubles existing in the Democratic or || 


interference in their behalf, 

at the evil is of national extent, and is work- 
ing im the general mind, an indifference to the pure 
teachings of the Constitution, that will finally 
allow that glorious instrument to sink into obliv- 
ion, and party platforms suggested by party wants, 
local conveniences, and temporary expediences, 
will usurp, in the affections and regard of the peo- 
ple, that reverence and that obedience which are 
alone the right of the Constitution. Mr. Chair- 


| man, I tremble for the country, when, on this 


floor, I hear party men avowing themselves men’s 


| men instead of the nation’s men, and see them 


seizing on some rotten plank of a decayed, or some 
green and sappy contribution to a rising, platform, 
and trusting to that more than to the Constitution 
of the country. On various sides of me, but as 
yet always from the Democratic party, | hear the 


il confession: “I am of Paul, Lam of Apollos, and I 


of Cephas.” Sir, give me the man as a candidate 


or a voter, who lays his hand on the organic law 
ofthe nation and says, I am for the Constitution, I 
of Washington. 

Mr. Chairman, day by day have we listened to 
these speeches; and what is the cause of it? Why, 
not long since, there was a proposition introduced 
into this House, by which the printing of a cer- 
tain document—which should be very costly— 
sbould be given to a certain establishment in this 
city—** the Organ,” itis said, ‘* of the Democratic 
party.” Of that organ, I have nothing to say. I 


i know nothing bad of it beyond its party affinities. 


Its tones are discordant to my political ear. But 
we have heard, at different times, its groans and 
wailings, through its friends, for want of the usual 
pabulum. That pabulum was not given to it; and 
what has been the result here upon the floor of this 
House? Why, every day we see men resorting 
to means to carry out a party measure, and keep 


Treasury. p 
Mr. Chairman, I am not so ignorant of the 
ways and means of parties, as not to know that the 
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But, sir, I impugn no man’s motives. I inter- 
fere with no man’s party. Gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House who know me, and some 
do, know thatlam incapable ofthat. But here we 
are now closing the fourth month of our session; 
and yetwhathavewe done? One entleman rises 
upon the other side of the House [Mr. Hitryer] 
and impugis the laws of Massachusetts; as if we 
had anything to do with the difficulties and troubles 
of Massachusetts. - The same gentleman says that 
the members of the Massachusetts Legislature have 
tried to repeal, and did repeal, the laws of that 
State, by which it was forbidden to a white man to 
marry a colored woman, and vice versa. What 
have we to do with that? Have not the people of 
Massachusetts as good a right to make laws b 
which a white man shall be-allowed the privilege 
to wive with a black woman, as the people of any 
other State have to make laws granting the white 
man any other privilege, without being married ? 
(Laughter.] 

But I feel that I am subjecting myself to the 
charge of a waste of time. I feel that the busi- 
ness of the House is being delayed; but until the 
finger of that clock points to four, somebody will 
waste the time of the House, and I might as well 
do it as anybody else. 

I beg to say one word to my young friend, the 
member from the Portland district of Maine, [Mr. 
AppLeTon.] That gentleman to-day made his 
coup d’essai upon this floor, in a style of rhetoric 
which did himself infinite credit. It was pleasin 
tomy ear, and,as a literary effort, in harmony wit 
my feelings; as an old professor. Sir, I was de- 
lighted with it. But I did start a little when that 
gentleman pointed with the finger of contempt to 
this side ofthe House. I noticed the curl of his lip 
as he alluded to the small number of Whigs now 
left in this National Council. Ideplore it; and so 
will the nation deplore it, if the majority of this 
House continue to waste the time thatis the prop- 
erty of the nation. 

Bat let me say to the gentleman from Maine, 
| Mr. Appleron]—and I speak from reading, my 
memory leads me back to it—that if there had 
been one tenth part of the number of good men 
in Sodom that there are Whigs in this House, 
they would have saved that whole city from 
destruction. [Laughter.] Whether we shall be 
saved or not must depend upon how far the con- 
tamination extends, how far the corruption of 
coalition may have gone amongst us. 

But there is another point: Three or four days 
of this House (and if any gentleman will figure 
up its cost they will find it something like three 
thousand dollars a day) have been spent in dis- 
cussing the character of the coalition of the Mas- 
sachusetts Legislature—the coalition of the peo- 
ple of Massachusetts—whether Mr. A or Mr. B 
should be Governor. Sir, I dislike coalition; but 
I believe they are frequently formed in tolerably 
good motives, and honest persons sacrifice some 
part of their creed for the sake of defeating some 
of the oppositecreed. Sometimes, I believe, they 
sacrifice a part of their favorite creed for the pur- 
pose of carrying the good point that is left of 
them. Not always, but as a general rule, I have 
not found them very beneficial. 
some little experience in my own State,in which J 
got my finger into the vice. {Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, all the coalitions and com- 
promises of Massachusetts and New Hampshire, 
and elsewhere, however good or bad they may 
have been, have no business in this House. They 
do not concern the legislation of the nation; they 
have nothing to do with the people, or the legisla- 
tion for the people. 
of course the coalition was to sacrifice a good 
man, and they did it, The Whig candidate for 
Governor was a good man. I do not recollect 
of many instances of the evil motives or im- 

roper circumstances that lead to a union for polit- 
leal effects; but the coalition of Pilate and Herod 
may be cited as an unfavorable instance of union 
of interests, otherwise hostile. But hostile as 
they had been, they were agreed upon a certain 
point, [laughter,] the result of which, however, is 
better found elsewhere than quoted here. [Re- 
newed laughter.} 

Mr, Chairman, I do beseech the gentlemen of 
the House, in the first place, to pardon the ap- 
pearance which J, older than a large majority of 
this House, may have of dictation, or of direction. 
I have no desire to place myself here as the censor 


We have had | 


As tothat of Massachusetts, į 


i| Institutions of this country, in whose hands soever 
| they are placed for administration. I desire that 
| the people abroad, inthis nation, who never come 
f upto the Capitol, and who cannot often see us, but 
i whb have sent their representatives here, should 
| know that, whatever may be the character of the 
individuals whom they send, that they, mingling 
with the dignified and honorable class of citizens 
| who represent that people, still bear upon them- 
į Selves the toga of the man, and the dignity of the 
|| Senator, and that this House should. cease to be 
the place of party action, party dictation, and. 
| party operation, as if there was nothing for us to 
consider but the Democracy of the Union, and 
|i nothing for us to stand upon but the platform of 
| Baltimore. I do not speak lightly of the Demo- 
|, cratic party. I know their value. I know and 
| approve of the men, more than of their sentiments. 
|; And I do not speak lightly of the machinery of 
|! their action. It belongs to them. But do not bring 
| that machinery into this House; do not impede 
H e Seh of business; do not starve the people 
ji who stand at our doors, waiting for the payment 
| of their bills, while we are discussing questions 
i! mooted by ourselves, which candidate will be most 
|! available, whether it will be the old “fogy” or 
; the young “fogy ” 


—whether it will be the man 
ji who went pocketless and penniless over the Ale- 
|| ghanies. to earn a living, or whether it will be he 
| who comes back with his pocket full, both, sir, 
! asking for a place. - Let us have nothing to do 
| with them here. Either of them, if elected by a 
i majority of the people, will be the lawful Presi- 
|| dent.of this Union, and will be entitled to my re- 
li spect, and, so faras he administers the law, he 
| will be entitled no less to my obedience; yes, sir, 
to my cheerful, willing, obedience and support. 
But, sir, while we are hesitating, the time is 
passing, and the honor of the nation is at stake, 
! and bills against our Government—if not protested, 
jare at least liable to be protested—are not to be 
| paid because we are, by talking, delaying the pas- 
i sage of the bills that He before us, and are wast- 
' ing our time and the patience of the people, rather 
|, than to proceed to the business that belongs to us. 
It is not my purpose, sir, I repeat it, to con- 
|| demn the speeches to which I have alluded, or the 
j| sentiments which I have examined generally. 
|| There is a time and there is a place for all these 
i| things; but I say that this is not the time, nor this 
| the place. Party caucuses should be held by 
party calls, and in party places, while the repre- 
| sentatives of the people, clothed not only with tlie 
; power of making laws, but with the dignity of 
sustaining for the people the honor of the Re- 
{| public, and maintaining for themselves the respect 
j| of the people, should in the time, and in halls of 
|i legislation, solemnize their minds to the loftiness 
| of their missions, and separate themselves from all 
| motives of action less than the good of the nation 
+, and the honor ofits Councils. 
| Mr. McLANAHAN, (interrupting. ) 
| my honorable colleague, since he has attributed to 
i the Democratic side of the House a delay in legis- 
| lation, where the discussion commenced in regard 
to the making of Presidents and platforms? I 
wish him to state distinctly, if the whole discus- 
i! sion was not opened upon the Whig side of the 
| House, by the gentleman from Florida, [Mr. Ca- 
t BELL? 
i Mr.CHANDLER. Iam speaking of the dis- 
i; cussion which has taken place upon the deficiency 
bill, [Laughter.] That is what Iam speaking 
1 upon; but since the whole matter has been up, I 
li will 
| Mr. McLANAHAN,. One word more. 
i that I intend to say is, that the Democratic party 


lj and the country are extremely thankful for the |; 
i; effort which is made now, upon the Whig side of |, 


|: the House, to close this unprofitable discussion; 
' and it is hoped, on all sides of the House, that it 
i| will close with the speech of my colleague, [Mr. 
| CHANDLER. ] 

i Mr. CHANDLER. I then close my speech 
; with the voteof thanks which the House, through 
į! the honorable gentleman, my colleague, has given 
ime. [Laughter.] — - 

ii Mr. FREEMAN next addressed the House in 
| regard to the position of the Southern-Rights and 
|! Democratic Union parties in Mississippi. 

j| [The speech of Mr. F. will be found in the Ap- 
ii pendix. 

Mr. SMITH obtained the floor, but yielded to 


fi 
il 


f 
| morum of this House, but I desire to preserve the 


I ask j 


Alle 


Mr. HART, who moved that the committee 
tise; which motion. was agreed to, there being 
upon a division—ayes 68, noes 44. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the Chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had the state 
| of the Union generally under consideration, and 

particularly House bill No. 207, and had come to 
| no conclusion thereon, 5 


i Mr. STANLY. I ask leave to introduce a bill, 
i of which previous notice has been given, in order 
that it may be referred to a committee. i 
Mr. KING, of New York. What is it? 
i Mr. ORR. Let it be read for information. 
The bill was then read by its title, as follows: 
“A bul to authorize the Secretary of. the Treasury to 
deposit with the several States the fourth installment of the 


deposits of public money directed to be made with said 
i States, by the act of June 23, 1836." 


| Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I object. 

| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Task the unanimous 
consent of the House to allow the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report back a peti- 
tion which was referred to them. It is from the 
conductors of the Kentucky penitentiary, asking 
pay for taking care of, and supporting convicts, 
sentenced by the United States courts to the Ken- 
tucky State prison. * 

Mr. BAYLY. I withdraw my objection to the 
reference of the bill offered by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Me STANLY. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill will be read a second 
time, if there is no objection. 

Mr. NABERS. I object. Everybody upon 
i this floor has more or less bills to refer. 
| The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
that objection is made to the chairman of the Judi- 
: ciary Committee making a report? 
| Mr. NABERS. [I object. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would state to ry 

friend from Mississippi that this is a matter of 
| some interest to my State. I have been trying 
; for two months to get this report in. “I never ob- 
| jected to anything in my life upon this floor. 
i Mr. NABERS. I am not disposed to be fac- 
|! tious, and have never been since | came here. I 
| have not been able to get the floor when I was 
| entitled to it, and I reaffirm here now, that this ob- 
| jection is not out of discourtesy to the gentleman 
| from Kentucky, or anybody else—not at all, sir; 
| but other gentlemen have various bills which they 
| desire to have introduced. 
1 
| 
{ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This is not a bill. 

Perhaps the gentleman is not aware what I wanted. 
| Mr. NABERS. I have never got up upon the 
| floor but whatI have heard that discordant sound— 
| I object. 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Not from me. 

| Mr. NABERS. No, sir; not from the gentle- 
| man. 

; Mr. BRECKENRIDGE. Mr. Speaker. 
|; Mr. NABERS. A single word more, I have 
not yielded the floor. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
all debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind gen- 
tlemen that the question is not debatable. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman from 
Mississippi did not insist upon his objection, and 
the chairman is ready to report. 

Mr. NABERS. I was going to say this: Iin- 
tended to cast no reflection upon the course any 
gentleman thought proper to pursue, and simply 
for the reason that |} do not wish to imitate the 
| bad example shown. I will withdraw my objec- 
© tion. f[Laaghter.] 

Mr. McLANAHAN, 


I object to 


Mr. Speaker, I am in- 
structed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
|, which was referred the claim of the State of Ken- 
|: tucky against the United States, for keeping and 
|, Supporting convicts sentenced by the United States 
courts to the Kentucky State prison, to ask to be 
' discharged from the further consideration of the 
ame, 
The motion was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, by 
unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal of the 
above claims from the files of the House, for the purpose of 
reference to the proper Department. 


Mr. STANLY. 


781 


times, and have not got the privilege. I object. 


Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on En- || 


rolled Bills, re 
enrolled, viz: 

An act for the relief of James Furguson, sur- 
viving partner of the firm of Furguson & Milhad 


ported the following bills as correctly 


liams; an act for the relief of Philip Miller; and 
the joint resolution for the relief of Elizabeth 
Prewitt, widow and executrix of Robert C. Prew- 
itt, deceased; which, severally, were signed by the 
Speaker. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I want just to say to the 


House, that it is proper that we should clear the | 


Speaker’s table of the communications and bills 
that are there. I therefore ask the House to pro- 
ceed to the business upon the Speaker’s table. It 
will not take more than half an hour. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I wish to be permitted to 
state that I have looked over the bills upon the 
Speaker’s table. They are few in number,.and I 
know cannot occasion debate. I hope unanimous 
consent will be given to clear the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SMART. I object. 


On motion by Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, 
the House adjourned. : 


ETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 
By Mr. PEASLEE: The petition of Jacob A. Chesley 
and others, citizens of New Hampshire, against the exten- 
sion of the Woodworth patent. 


By Mr. GORMAN: Joint resolutions of the Legislature i 
of the State of Indiana, praying an appropriation for a canal | 


around the rapids of St. Mary’s river. 
Also, the joint resolutions of the Legislature of Indian 


a 
for an Agricultural Bureau, ; 


Also, the joint reselutions of the Legislature of Indiana, 


asking an appropriation to erect public buildings at Indian- 
apolis, Indiana. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois: The memorial ofsun- 
dry citizens of Galena, Illinois, praying the grant of one 
hundred and sixty acres of land to each member of the 
“ Western Farm and Village Association.”? 

Also, the petition of A. C. Harding and 106 others, citi- 
zens of the county of Warren, in the State of {Hinois, pray- 
ing fora grant of land to aid in the construction of à railroad 
from Burlington, in Iowa, through Peoria, in Illinois, to 
Lafayette, in Indiana. 


Also, the reinonstrance of Lemuel Andrews and 200 other |! 


citizens of the county of Rock Island, in the State of Llli- 
nois, against the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of citizens of Pomeroy, 
Ohio, for a canal arotind the falls of the Ohio river. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The memorial of the executive 


board of the New York State Agricultural Society, asking : 


for the establishment of an Agricultural Bureau. 
By Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio: The memorial of James 


MeMath and 42 other citizens of Tuscarawas county, in re~ : 


lation to the Wheeling bridge. 

Also, the remonstrance of John Patton and 58 other citi- 
zens of Tuscarawas county, against the renewal of the 
Woodworth patent.? 

By 
ne ns fora post route from Marshall’s Ferry io Hay’s 
Ferry, Tennessee, 


Tso, the petition of 159 citizens of Tennessee, for a post : 


route from Sycamore to Sneedville, Tennessee. 

By Mr. BELL: The petition of citizens of Darke coun- 
ty, Ohio, praying for a mail route from Greenville, in Darke 
county, via Dallas, to Celina, in Mercer county. 

By Mr. GOODENOW : The memorial of sundry citizens 


of the ports of Gardiner and Pittston, inthe district of Bath, | 


Maine, against the repeal of an act passed March 3, 1847, 
relating to proceadings in admiraliy, &c. 
By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: A memorial of the city of 


Rochester, New York, praying that the terms of the Cir- i: 
cuit Court of the United States for the Northern District of : 


New York, may be appointed by law, to be held in the city 
of Rochester, and offeri 
law library free ofany charge. 

By Mr. WASHBURN : A remonstrance of Thomas Mc- 


Daniel and 16 others, of Penobscot county, Maine, against ` 


the renewal ofthe patent of Austin & Zebulon Parker. 


Also, the remonstrance of M. Buck and 51 others, of said i 


county, against the same. 


By Mr. SIBLEY: The memorial of 676 citizens of the ; 
United States residing in New York city, praying the grant : 
of 180 acres of Jand to each member of the “ Western Farm - 


and Village Association,” suid gravis to be selected from 
nny 


the Rocky Mountains, upon condition that improvement 


and settlement be made thereon before the 15th of July, :! 


1852, 


“Western Farm and Village Association °” in New York. 
By Mr. CHANDLER: Three remonstrances of nymer- 


ous citizens of Philadelphia, against a renewal of the patent | 


for Wondworth’s planing machine. 


Also, asked and obtained permission to withdraw the pa- ; 


ers of Alice Dowlin, to be referred to the Committee on 
nvatid Pensions. 
By Mr. IVES: 


and Village Assoeiation ” of the city of New York. 
By Mr. DOTY: The petition of Charles Combs, Edgar 


AT. Paddock and other citizens of Ripon, in Wisconsin, ©: 


asking for a grant of 169 acres of land to the members 


A re i| the city of New York, asking C to aboli spiri 
an act for the relief of Williams, Staples, & Wi- i 3 a eng Oneroa tO Sree the Spirit 


Mr. WATKINS: The petition of 110 citizens of Ten- j 


ng the use of a court-room and a į; 


part of the public domain between Lake Michigan and : 


By Mr. BENNETT : A petition of 112 citizens of Rain- | 
bridge, Chenango ,county, New York, in behalf of the ii 


A memorial of 75 citizens of the county : 
of Jetfersen, New York, on behalf of the © Western Farm 


of the Western Farm and Village Association, anywhere 
between Lake Michigan and the Rocky Mountains. 

_ By Mr. THOMPSON, of Massachusetts: The memorial 
of Alonzo Stewart and others, in behalf of the Western | 
Farm and Village Association”? of the city of New York. 

By Mr. ASHE: The petition of Duncan McBride and 
others, against the extension of the Parker patent. f 
By Mr. BRIGGS: A memorial from officers of banks in | 


T 
i 
i 
i 


i 
H 


ration in the Navy. 

Also, a memorial from insurance companies in the city of 
New York, asking Congress to abolish the spirit ration in 
the Navy. 

Also, a'memorial from the merchants in the city of New | 
York, asking Congress to abolish the spirit ration in the | 


Also, a memorial of sundry citizens of New York, ask- 
ing Congress to abolish the spiritration in the Navy. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Illinois: The petition of L. W. Wil- 
i| lis and others, citizens of Massac county, Illinois, asking 
|; that a mail route may be established from Metropolis city, 
i; in the State of Ilinois, via Brooklyn, to Paducah, in the 
State of Kentucky. 

By Mr. MACE: The memorial of Jerome B. Odell and 
Tehumacus Odell, assistant marshals of Tippecanoe coun- i 
ty, Indiana, asking additional pay for taking the census, H 

By Mr. GROW: The petition of citizens of Susgge- | 

? 


|| hanna county, Pennsylvania, for a mail route from Dun 
i in said county, to Lanesboro, on the New York and 
Railroad, in said county. | 

Also, the petition of citizens of Bradford county, Penn- | 
| Sylvania, for a mail route from West Franklin post office, 
i in said county, to Alba post office, in said county. j 


Erie 


BÈ. 


Navy. ij 


consin, praying the appointment of a commissioner 
to examine and settle all questions of controversy 
relating to lands in the Stockbridge reservation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, f wake: ie 
Mr. DOUGLAS presented the petition of A. 
W. Denham, praying an extra compensation for 
| Services as superintendent of laborers during the 
erection of the General. Post Office building; which 
i was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 


; Ordered, That the memorial of the Legislature of T'en- 
| nessee, on the files of the Senate, relating to the establish- 

ment of a marine hospital at Memphis, be referred to the 
| Committee on Commerce. $ 


On motion by Mr. SUMNER, it was 
Ordered, That W. W. Chapman have leave to withdraw 


j| his petition and papers. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Revolu- . 
tionary Claims, to which was referred the memo- 
rial of the heirs of Colonel William Grayson, of 
the revolutionary army, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill for their relief; which was 


| Also, the petition of citizens of Susquehannah and Tioga 
! county, Pennsylvania, in favor of intervention. 

Also, a rémonstrance of 162 citizens of Susquehannah 
county, against the renewal of the Woodworth patent. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The memorials of Thomas 
U. W. Sale, J. B. Hays, and Jarid C. Jocelyn, of Indiana, 
j| praying additional compensation for their services in taking 
|| the Seventh Census. 


IN SENATE. 
i Tuurspay, March 18, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieron F. MORGAN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of War, 
| made in compliance with a resolution of the 15th 
i instant, transmitting a map of the Territory of New 
|! Mexic iled by Brevet Second Li : 
: Mexico, compiled by Brevet Second Lieutenant 

John G. Parker; which was read. 

' On motion by Mr. CHASE, it was 


Ordered, That the report be printed, and that the map be 


f 
i 
t 
i 


|i 


į engraved underthe direction of the Topographical Bureau. 


| A motion by Mr. CHASE, to print two thou- | 
ji sand additional copies of the report and accom- | 
‘| panying map, was referred to the Committee on | 
| Printing. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- ‘| 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, communi- i; 
cating, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- į! 
ate, the amount that has been paid to officers of |! 
the Army during the year ending July 1, 1851, on || 
account of double rations; which was read and re- fi 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ij 

ThePRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, communica- 
ting, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
ii the amount paid to officers holding brevet com- 
i} missions above the amount of their pay in the line 
i during the year ending July 1, 1851; which was | 
‘| read and referred to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. i! 
ji PETITIONS, ETC. H 
i; Mr. WALKER presented a memorial of the |! 


H 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


Legislature of Wisconsin relative to the jurisdic 
| tion of the United States district court for that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on; 
the Judiciary. . : . 

Also, three petitions of inhabitants of Wiscon- . 


which were referred to the Committee on Public : 
Lands. 


Legislature of California relative to the civil fund į 


on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


nia in favor of increasing the salaries of the United 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


T 
the price of the public lands in the Augusta and 
Washington land districts; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 


Mr. DODGE, cf Wisconsin, presented a peti- 
tion of residents of the town of Stockbridge, Wis- 


sin, praying an extension of the time for which ;| 
pregmptions to the public lands are granted; 


Mr. WELLER presented a resolution of the i 


that State; which was referred to the Committee !: 
of that State; which was refer o Comm: '! hatanee on hand. 


Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Califor- `; 


States district judges in that State; which was re- | 


Mr. ADAMS presented a memorial of the Le- 5 
islature of Mississippi, praying a reduction of: 


read and passed to the second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. WALKER gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce the following bills: 

A bill to grant the right of way and make a 
donation of public land to the State of Wisconsin, 
| to aid in the construction of a railroad from Man- 
itoowoc to the Mississippi river, in that State. 

A hill to restrict and limit the jurisdiction of the 
district court of the United States for the district 
of Wisconsin. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GEYER, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to pro- 
| vide for the payment to the State of Missouri two 
| per centum of the net proceeds of the sales of public. 
lands therein, heretofore reserved under a compact 
with said State; which was read a firstand second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


CREDIT TO RAILROAD COMPANIES. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance he instructed 
to inquire into the expedieney of giving to railroad compa- 
nies twelve months’ time in which to pay the duty oa rail- 
roadiron. 


j 
| 


BATTLE OF CERRO GORDO. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution for consideration: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 


| furnish to the Senate a copy of the supplemental report or 


the battle of Cerro Gordo, made by General G. J. Pihow 


POSTAL STATISTICS. 


Mr. SUMNER submitted the following reso- 
lutions for consideration: 
Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 


| report to the Senate the whole namber of letters which 


passed through the post offices of the United States during 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1851, distinguishing the paid 
from the unpaid, those paid by stamps from those paid by 
cash, also the number of free letters. 


‘| Also, the aggregate number of drop letters during the same 


: period. 

iP Also, the amount of printed matter, number of newapa- 
| pers and periodicals sent through the post offices during the 
same period, distinguishing the paid from the free; and if 
i this be not practicable, then to furnish an estimate thereof. 
Also, the number of dead letters returned to the General 
| Post Office during the same period, and the amount of post- 
age due thereon ; the amountof property found in the same 5 
i the amount restored to owners, and the amount for which 
no owners have been found, and the disposition made of the 


Also, the cost of the transportation of the mails and the 
postage collected in each of the several States during the 
same period. ; 

Also, the number of letters conveyed during the same 
| period by the Cunard, Collins, Bremen, and Havre lines of 
| steamers respectively, distinguishing the paid from the un- 
; paid; also the number of newspapers conveyed by the 
same lines respectively, and the amount of postage collected 
on the same. 

i Also, to report the amount of postage collected by each of 
i the said lines, in the United States and Great Britain, re- 


i spectively; and the amount of commissions paid to our 
‘| postmasters on the balance due and paid to the British Gov- 
:: ernment on account of postage. a 

ii Also, the number of dead letters returned to the United 


:| States and Great Britain respectively, under the postal 
i| treafy, and the amount of postage due thereon. 
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Also, the same with regard to dead letters returned to the 
United.States and Bremen respectively. ; 
‘Also; the amount required from and paid to the British 
* Government on account of closed mails, and the rates per į 


ounce of such conveyance. a 
Also, the amount paid for the transmission of letters to 


the Continent of Europe, and to China by the Oriental line 
of steamers; also the number of letters sent to China, via 


Marseilles. z 
Also, the numbér of letters conveyed between New York | 


and California, and also between New-York and Oregon, | 
via Chagres and Panama, and the amount of postage col- 
lected thereon, distinguishing the paid from the unpaid, and 
the number of free léiters, and the number of newspapers, | 
and the postage thereon. 3 | 

Also, the number of letters and newspapers conveyed by | 
the Charleston and Havana steamer, and the amount of 
postage collected thereon. , i , 

Also, the number of ship letters received during the same 
period in the offices of the United States, and the amount 
paid for the same. s 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested, in 
his next annual report for the fiseal year ending 30th June, 
1852, to imbody answers for that period to the inquiries in 
the preceding resolution. | 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following engrossed bills were severally read | 
a third time, and passed: 

A bill granting the right of way to the State of 
Missouri, and a portion of the public lands to aid 
in the construction of a railroad from Hannibal to 
Saint Joseph, in said State. , 

The title of the above bill was amended by strik- 
ing out all after the words “construction of,” and | 
inserting ‘certain railroads in that State.”? 

A bill granting to the State of Arkansas the right 
of way and a portion of the public lands, to aid in 
the construction of the Arkansas Central railroad 
from a point on the western bank of the Mississippi 
river, opposite the town of Memphis, Tennessee, 
by way of Little Rock, to a point on Red river, 
on the border of Texas. 

The bill having first been amended on the mo- 
tion of Mr. Borzayp, by inserting at the end of 
the third section the following words: | 

“ Which land shall, from time to time, be offered at pub- 
lic sale to the highest bidder, under the direction of the | 
Secretary of the Interior, and sball not be subject to entry | 
until they shall have been so offered at public sale,” 

The title of the above bill was amended by | 
striking out all after the words ‘construction of,” 
and inserting ‘‘ certain railroads in that State.” | 

A bill granting to the State of Alabama the right | 
of way and a donation of public land, for making 
a railroad from Selma to the Tennessee river. 

A joint resolution to provide for straightening 
the eastern boundary line of the naval hospital | 
lands at New York. 

A bill to authorize the State of Wisconsin to 
select the residue of the lands to which that State 
is entitled, under the act of the 8th of August, 
1846, to-aid in the improvement of the Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers. 

A bill making an appropriation for the erection 
of a marine hospital at Portland, Maine. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- ! 
cing that the House had agreed to the report of | 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing | 
votes of the two Houses, on the bill to make land | 
warrants assignable, and for other purposes. ! 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of j 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing | 
votes of the two Houses on the above bill, and it || 
was amended accordingly. f 

NON-INTERVENTION. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of | 


the joint resolution affirming the doctrine of non- | 
t 


intervention; when 


until Monday. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I want simply to | 
call the attention of the honorable Senator from i 
Michigan to one fact, in which I think he is mi 


taken in regard to the history of the resolution to || 
which he has referred. When he spoke of having 


introduced the resolution which was voted down, 
I supposed that he referred to the resolution which 
he introduced in relation to suspending diplomatic 
relations with Austria. _ 

Mr. CASS. Idid. . ‘ 

Mr. HALE. Well, I have some recollection 
of that resolution. 1 felt some interest in it at the 
time, and I think if the honorable Senator will 
examine the matter, he will find that he is mista- 
ken. On the 15th of December, 1849, at thecom- 
mencement of that session, the honorable Senator 
introduced his resolution in relation to suspending 
diplomatic relations with Austria. I proposed an 
amendment to it. It was called up several times, 


and several gentlemen addressed the Senate upon | 


it until the 5th of February, 1850, and then Mr. 
Foote, at that time a member of the Senate from 
Mississippi, stated that he held in his hand certain 
resolutions which he proposed to offer, and that 
one was to be proposed by his friend from Louisi- 
ana, (Mr. Soux,] and that the honorable Senator 
frgm Michigan had consented to receive those 
three resolutions asa substitute for his original 
one. I withdrew my amendment then, and upon 
the motion of Mr. Foote those resolutions were 
assigned and made the special order for a future 
day. They were never called up afterwards, and 
there was never any vote taken upon them ac- 
cording to my recollection, as the Journals of the 
Senate will show. 
desired to make. ‘ 

Mr. CASS. I was under the impression that 
a vote had been taken. 

Mr. HALE, No, sir; there was no vote taken. 

Mr. CASS. If there was not a vote taken, it 
was because it was evident that a majority of the 
Senate were not in favor of the resolution. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 18, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. Lirriteron I. Morean. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 

Mr. HIBBARD. 
consent of the House for leave to move that the 
House proceed to the business upon the Speaker’s 
table, so far as to take up and refer certain Execu- 
tive communications and certain bills from the 
Senate. If the House will permit me to say, I 
have looked over the bills from the Senate. They 
are few in number, and I am confident the question 
of their reference can occasion no debate.. It is 
understood I wish for leave to proceed so far as to 
take up these two classes of cases: reports from 
Executive Departments and bills from the Senate. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be sus- 


Prayer 


pended, and that the House resolve itself into the į 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conference. ‘ 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] in view of the con- 
dition of debate upon the deficiency bill, will not 
press that now. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
over that question at all. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Task the House to pass that 
over for to-day, as debate upon the deficiency bill 
is limited to four o’clock to-day. I have therefore 
submitted the motion to go into committee. 


Mr. JONES, It will take up but little time. 


I have no control 


l The call for the previous question has been sec- 
ii onded. 


The SPEAKER. That is the regular business 


{in order, but the Chair thinks it competent for the 


gentleman from Alabama to make his motion. 
Mr. JONES. I hope the House will not go 


into committee, as this is a very important ques- 


|| tion—as much so as the deficiency bill—and 
i| should be disposed of immediately. 


The question being on the motion of Mr. Hovs- 


| ron— 


Mr. HART called for tellers, which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Futter, of Maine, and Ha- 
VEN were appointed. 

Mr. COBB. 


That is the statement which I 


I wish to ask the unanimous | 


If we take up for consideration | 
i| the report of the committee of conference on the į 


i Daniel, Dawson, Dimmick, Dunham, 
| Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilmore, Hamilton, 
| Isham G. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hibbard, Hors- 


| bill for the assignability of land warrants, I would 


inquire whether it would take up more than thirty 
or forty minutes? . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to reply 
to the gentleman. He cannot determine how 
long it will take. 

The question was then taken and decided in the 
negative—the tellers having reported—ayes 55, 
noes 68. 

So the House refused to go into’ the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
ASSIGNABILITY OF BOUNTY LAND WAR- 

RANTS-~—REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF 

CONFERENCE, 

Mr. JONES called up for consideration the re- 
port of the committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. Upon the question of the 
adoption of the report of the comnrittee of con- 
ference, the call for the previous question was sec- 
onded. The question now is, shall the main ques- 
tion be now put? It was so ordered. 

The question now being on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference, 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeasand nays; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. COBB. I ask for the reading of the bill as 
proposed to be amended. ` i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iobject. Iwantto get through 
with this business. 

Mr. COBB. -Irise toa question of order. Ifa 
request is made for the reading of the bill, which 
is objected to, should not the question be put to the 
House? I am opposed to this ove man power. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentlemen wiil listen 
to the facts, the Chair will state that the report of 
the committee of conference, and the bill as pro- 
posed to be amended, was read on yesterday. 
‘The Chair overrules the point of order 

Mr. HOUSTON. My colleague will find it in 


| the Globe, where he can read it, and understand 


it much better than if it were read from the desk. 

Mr. BOCOCK.  Is-the vote about to be taken 
on agreeing to the report of the committee of con- 
ference? 7 y 

The SPEAKER. The question now being put 
is upon agreeing to the amendments proposed by 
the committee of conference to the bill making 
land warrants assignable. Itis upon the adoption 
of the report of the committee as a whole. 

The question was then taken, and the report of 
the committee was adopted—yeas 92, nays 69; as 
follow: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Wilis Allen, Allison, William 
Appleton, Ashe, Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowne, 
Bragg, Breckinridge, Albert G. Brown, Busby, E. Carring- 
ton Cabell, ‘Thompson Campbell, Churchwell, Clark, 
Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Cullom, John G. Da- 
vis, Doty, Duncan, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, 
Faulkner, Ficklin, Fiteh, Henry M, Fuller, Gamble, Gay- 
lord, (Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Gorman, Harper, 8. 
W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Thomas M. Howe, Andrew 
Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. 
Jones, George G. King, Kutns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, 


| Mace, Edward O. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, McNair, 


Miller, Molony, John Moore, Morrison, Nabers, Newton, 


| Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Penniman, 


Polk, Price, Richardson, Robinson, Sackett, Skelton, 
Smart, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abra- 
ham P. Stevens, Stone, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, 
Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, 
Watkins, Welch, Addison White, Wilcox, and Yates—92, 

NAYS—Messrs. Averett, Bocock, Brooks, Buell, Bur- 
rows, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Chapman, Curtis, 
Durkee, Evans, 


ford, Houston, Howard, Thomas Y. How, Ives, Jackson, 
Jenkins, James Jobnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Preston King, Letcher, Martin, Mason, MeDonald, 
McLanahan, MeMullin, McQueen, Millson, H. D. Moore, 
Morehead, Murray, Olds, Orr, Peaslee, Perkins, Scher- 


| merhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scurry, David L, 


Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Smith, Benjamin Staston, 
Sutherland, George W. ‘Thompson, Tuck, Venable, Wal- 
lace, Wells, Alexander White, Wildrick, Williams, and 
Woodward—69. 

So the report of the committee was adopted, and 
the bill in the form published in the proceedings of 
yesterday, has passed. 

Mr. BEALE, during the pendency of the vote, 


i asked to be excused from voting,on the ground 
i that he did not know the character of the report 


upon which he was called to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
the proposition of the gentleman from Virginia 
should have been made under the rule, before the 
call of the roll was commenced. There can be no 
vote upon a proposition to excuse during the call- 
ing of the roll. 
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Mr. COBB, when his name was called, said: I 
vote in the affirmative, but am opposed to a part } 
of the bill. 

Mr. C. moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report was adopted, and to day the motion to 
reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Srvarr in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill, No. 207, 
making appropriation to supply deficiencies for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1852. 

Mr. SMITH, who was entitled to the floor, 
addressed the committee for an hour, principally 
upon the subject of the census printing. He ex- 
pressed some. views in opposition to the form in 
which it was proposed by the Department of the 
Interior to have that work executed. He was in 
favor of rejecting so much of the matter proposed to 
be printed—that is, the medical statistics and the | 
historic part—and was in favor of printing the 
work in a reduced form, and on a more economical 
scale. He expressed some views in regard to the 
Presidency, and in opposition to taking up for that 
office defeated candidates, and resuming old issues. 
me preferred progress, and a young or new candi- 

ate. 

Mr. NABERS next addressed the committee, in | 
reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Smiru,] in regard to the unfitness of 
the old presidential candidates. He thought that 
the progressive doctrines advanced by that gentle- | 
man now were totally at variance with those ex- | 
pressed by him in regard to the principles of Kos- | 
sath. He (Mr. N.) was disposed rather to adhere 
to the conservative policy of our government rather 
than upon any idea of progress to take up ‘Young 
America” and new and dangerous doctrines. He 
entered at some length into Mississippi politics, 
and defended the position of the Union party of 
that State. : 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, then ad- 
dressed the committee, principally in reply to that 

ortion of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Breckinrince] identifying Mr. 
Fillmore with the Abolition party, because he had, 
when a Representative on that floor from New 
York, voted against the resolution of Mr. Wise, 
inhibiting the consideration of abolition petitions, 
He maintained that if it was wrong for Mr. Fill- 
more to vote against the adoption of that resolu- 
tion, it was equally wrong when the Democratic 
party subsequently voted for the rescision of this | 
very rule. e maintained that President Fillmore 
was national and conservative in his views on the 
slave question. ; i 

[The above speeches will be found in the Ap- 
pendix. ] i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I have sought 
anxiously to-day what, in the history of this Con- | 
gress, would have beena somewhatextraordinary | 
thing—to obtain the floor for the purpose of ad- 
dressing the House upon the business legitimately 
before us, (the deficiency bill,) and which we were | 
sent here to transact. We have had that bill but | 
avery few days ander discussion—a bill which | 

1 


appropriates about $3,000,000. I have never ex- | 
amined the whole bill, and only wish to speak | 
upon those appropriations, into the investigation || 
of which the committee, of which Iam a member, 
have hitherto gone. I speak of that portion of ;; 
the deficiency bill which makes appropriation for 

the Indian service of the country. During the |, 
whole time which has been spent upon this bill, | 
we have heard nothing but a squabble about presi- ;i 


dential eandidates—a matter which I humbly sub- |) 
mit is premature and unfortunate for the Demo- |; 
cratic party, and in which none ‘who have been | 
engaged in it will be able to say, that they have f 
distinguished themselves for prudence. They 
should have waited until such time as these ques- | 
tions come up legitimately—when there was a can- | 
didate for the Presideucy—and then discuss those |; 
subjects; and allow us, m the mean time, to take || 
up and consider what was truly the business of ji 
the House, and that is, the various bills brought |; 
before us for consideration, i 

The chairman of the Committee of Ways and : 
Means enforced, yesterday, upon this House the : 
necessity of closing the debate upon this bill to- | 
day, with a full knowledge—I 


unkindly sense to the gentleman, but I condemn 
it as a thing that was wrong, and as a thing that Í 
never knew in my term of service to be done here- 
tofore by the Committee of Ways and Means— 
that a committee, parallel with his own in point 
of business upon a particular subject, had that 
subject under consideration, and had asked for 
time to develop facts which might be laid before 
this House for its consideration,in regard to the 
interests of this Government and the service of a 
particular branch thereof. I asked, then, of this 
House, only until to-morrow, that we might be 
able to conclude our investigation of the appropri- 
ation for the Indian service, but it was denied. 
It was denied by the chairman of the Ways and 
Means, who knew more about the business of my 
committee than I knew myself, or than anybody 
else knew. I am sorry the House thought so, 
and closed this debate to-day. What is the re- 
sult? We worked until twelve o’clock last night, 
and again until twelve o’clock to-day, and without 
being able to get through with the entire investi- 
gation. Weare satisfied that the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means have erred, in striking out thir- 
teen out of twenty-s 
Indian service. When I come in here to state 
these facts to the House, | am unable to get the 
floor; and now I have five minutes to go into the 
investigation of a subject which it would take me 
an hour to do justice to or to explain to the House. 
Iam not famed for consuming the time of the 
House for purposes of Buncombe or of personal 
display. 

l ask the House, what are you to do when you 
come to vote upon these questions? I know I 


shall stand instructed by the Committee on Indian į 


Affairs to offer, as amendments to the deficiency 


| bill, a large number of the items for Indian ser- | 


rice which have been rejected by the Ways and 


| Means; and I shall have but five minutes to ex- | 


plain the necessity of those items, many of which 
could not be explained in ten or fifteen minutes, 
Debate ought to be heard on both sides, as to 
whether the Ways and Means Committee did right 
in rejecting these items. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs believe they can show satisfactorily to the 
House that they did wrong in rejecting them; but 
it cannot be done in five minutes. 1 would scorn 


| to go into the consideration of any subject in five 


minutes. I merely want to show the House the 
condition that this business has been brought into 
by the hasty and sudden closing of debate; and 
that, too, in the face of the protest of a member of 
the committee, who declared that the debate ought 
not to be closed, and could not be closed, without 


a risk of great and serious injury to the service of | 


the country, and to that portion of the service in 
which, if there is heart, and soul, and feeling, in 
the bosom of the American people, they ought to 
be most peculiarly guarded to see that there is no 
injustice done. 

Mr. POLK, (interrupting.) If the gentleman 
will allow me, I will move, by unanimous consent, 
that he be permitted to go into this investigation. 


i I consider this a matter of considerable impor- 


tance. I, myself, know nothing about it. No argu- 
ment has been addressed to it at all, and I should 
be obliged to vote in the dark. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I willstate that when this de- 
bate was closed yesterday, the same hot haste pre- 
vailing, after the wrong itself was consummated, a 


ii motion was made to reconsider the resolution and 


that motion was laid upon the table. There is, 


therefore, no way in which I can obtain a hearing, |; 


for if it depends on unanimous consent, I presume 
in a House of two hundred and thirty-seven, there 


| would always be somebody to object to every- 


i thing. Yes,-even the light of heaven is objected 
to here. i eo 
Mr. POLK. Ihope there willbe no objection. 


: Twill, with the permission of the gentleman, move 


that the committee rise. Sous 
Mr. JOHNSON. Very weil. I will give way 


i! for that motion, trusting that when next we go 


into committee, I shall be allowed, by unanimous 
consent, to explain the items; if not the Indian 
service can take its course. 


Mr. POLK then moved that the committee rise; | 


which motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and theSpeaker `: 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
; committee reported that the Committee of ‘the 
: Whole on the state of the Union had had the Union 
speak of it in no || generally under consideration, and particularly 


ix items-of appropriation for | 


: House bill No. 207, and had come to no conclusion 
thereon. P ‘ : 


i 


SEAT OF GOVERNMENT OF OREGON. 


Mr. LANE, by unanimous censent, submitte? 
the following resolutions; which were severall 
read, considered, and agreed to; 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to lay before this House a copy of the correspond- 
ence with John P. Gaines, Governor of the Territory of 
i Oregon, relative to the location and establishment of the 
i} seat of government of said Territory. 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be re 
quested to lay before this House, a copy of the correspond- 
|} ence between that Department, and É. Hamilton, Secre- 
į tary of Oregon relative to the location of the seat of gov- 
| ernment of said Territory, and the mileage and per diem of 
| the members and officers of the Legislative Assembly ot 
said Territory. 


| Mr. MEADE. I have a drawer full of reports 
i from the Committee on the Judiciary, which Task 
the unanimous consent of the House to permit me 


to present. 
| Mr. BAYLY. I would be the last man to 
| thwart my colleague in anything, but I object. 
| [Laughter.] . 
© On motion by Mr. MEADE, the House then 
adjourned, ' 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memoriais, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. St. MARTIN: The petitioner of Jolm B., Coop- 
| er, claiming remuneration for losses sustained in the war of 
‘ 1816 
|! By Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio: The memorial of David 
|| McFarland and William Welty, of Tusearawas county, ask- 
ing additional compensation for taking the. Seventh Census. 

By Mr. ASHE: The memorial of Edward B. Dudley and 
others, citizens of North Carolina, againer the extension of 
| the Woodworth patent for planing boards, &c. 

Also. the memorial of John Ð. Wilbanis and others, cit- 
: izens of North Carolina, against the extension of the Parker 
| patent. 

By Mr. HENDRICKS: The petitions of John D. Smith, 
of Vipton county, and P. Hutton, of Marion county, in the 
State of Indiana, late assistant marshals of said counties, 
praying that additional compensation be-made to the assist- 
ant marshals for services in taking the Seventh Census of 
! the United States. A 
By Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia: The petition of E. 
| S. M. Hill and 130 other citizens of the county of Logan, 
| against the renewal of the Woodworth patent. 

Also, the petition of William F. Peterson and others, in 
| relation to the collision of steam boats on the western 
waters, and the best mode of preventing the same. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Benjamin F. Rob- 
bins and others, owners of schooner Mediun lost at sea, 
for an allowance of fishing bounty. 

i! By Mr. BOWIE: The petition of John H. Bright, pray- 
|| ing to be allowed bounty land due his uncle, William 
Bright, a revolutionary soldier. 

By Mr. McDONALD : The petition of Horace Parker, 

for increase of pay for his services at vavy-yard in Kittery, 
Maine. 
: By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the 
| Legislature of Pennsylvania “ relating to Smith O’Brien 
| and his associates in exile ;??"and also in reference to the 
ii establishment of a navy-yard depot and dry-dock on the 
Lake frontier. 


IN SENATE. 
Fruway, March 19, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Morean. 


EXPLANATION. 


l| Mr. CASS. Mr. President, a letter has just 
| been published in the Union, addressed by Colonet 
|, Davis to the editors of the Mississippian, and 
|; copied from the latter paper, which, relating as it 
i| does, to some of the positions I have taken in the 
l: Senate, as well as elsewhere, seems to me to require 
some remarks; especially as my true views, in one 
‘i respect at least, are misunderstood. I have to 
i thank Colonel Davis for the justice he has done 
i me, with that spirit of frankness which becomes 
| his character. And, while he dissents from my 
conclusions, as he had a right to do, he bears tes- 
ii timony- against an odious charge, never, indeed, 
‘resting upon the slightest foundation of truth, that 
= I designed to deceive the South, as to my reat 
| opinions, in my Nicholson letter. Some time 
l since, when I first learned this accusation, I ap- 
| pealed to Southern Senators upon this floor, and 
ìi said it was well known to many of them, that the 
{| plain language of my letter corresponded with my 
views, and that my opinions were perfectly under- 
: stood when the letter was first published. You 
will recollect, sir, that not one member contra- 
; dicted this statement, and that severalef them gave 
© their assent to it, and among these was Colonel 
| Davis. 
i| Lam not going into a review of the old controe 
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versy, connected. with the general subject of the 
Wilmot proviso. I desire; principa ly, to put 
myself right, in one particular, where Colonel 
Davis hasmisunderstood me. It willbe recollected | 
that when my Nicholson letter was written, we 
had not acquired California. . it was yet during 
the’existence of the war, and the principles I dis- | 
cussed had therefore relation to the usual form of 
territorial governments, as established by the au- j 
thority.of Congress, My object was to show that | 
Congress had no constitutional power to insert the 
Wilmot proviso in the organic laws, because the 


} 


right to establish such governments being founded | 
upon necessity alone, could extend no further than 


that necessity required, which is satisfied when | 
the governments are organized, leaving to the peo- 
ple all other: rights in their administration. These 
organic laws, all of them indeed, grant or recog- 
nize the right of legislation in the Territories, to 
be exercised in the mode pointed out. It isa gen- 
eral power, embracing ali the objects of human 
legislation, unless in particular cases, where re- 
strictions are imposed. My opinion is, that Con- 
gress can impose no restriction upon the power 
to regulate the relation of master and servant, in- 
cluding the condition of slavery in the Territories, 
any more than they can upon the relations of hus- 
band and wife, or of parent and child. Every 
Territorial Legislature which has existed has ex- | 
ercised full power, uncontrolled power, over the 
two latter domestic relations, by virtue of being 
the depositories of legislative authority, and not 
because those objects, or indeed any others, were 
specially committed to their charge; thus assuming | 


that it is a just object for such action, in conse- ; 


uence of the grant of general powers of legislation 
Ana in the '‘ferritories, where there has been no 
‘Wilmot proviso, the power to regulate the condi- 
tion of slavery has been freely exercised among 
the other objects of legislation, without any ex- 
press grant whatever; and in all of them it coujd 
be exercised in the same manner, either to estab- 
lish or abolish slavery, unless controlled by supe- 
rior Congressional action, in conformity with the 
Constitution. I should like to have any man point 
to me a single reason why a Territorial Legis- 


lature, if left uncontrolled in this respect hy Con- | 


gress—and all who are opposed to the Wilmot 

roviso believe they should he thus left—can legis- 
ate upon one of these domestic relations and not 
upon the others. I speak of the legal power, for 
that is the question at issue. Upon what principle 
can a line be drawn on the chart of legislation, 
which would divide those great objects of social 
life, and leave one of them without the sphere of 
legitimate contro], and the other within it? ‘The 


same general terms of power which include one | 


includeall; and yet we are called upon to deny that 


power in a particular case, and to leave it in un- ; 


questionable operation in all other cases. If indeed, 
as I have heretofore’said, and now repeat, the 
right to take slaves into the Territories is one, as 


has been contended, which is secured by the Con- ; 
stitution, there is an end to the question. It would | 


be a right which would override and overthrow 


both congressional and territorial legislation in op- : 


position to it. I have never been able, myself, to 
see the force of that construction which gives this 


effect to any of the constitutional provisions, but | 


I was always willing, and so expressed myself, 
that the question, being a claim of right, should be 


submitted to the Supreme Court, and that its de- | 


cision should be final. But it will be observed 


that Colonel Davis, in his letter, and I believe ; 


those who take similar views of this question, place 


theix opposition to my doctrine, not upon the es- |; 


tablishment of such a constitutional right, to be 
found in the Constitution ‘itself, but upon the prob- 
able practical result of the territorial power, that 
it would give a peculiar direction, in the early 
periods of the governments, to the legislation of the 
country, and if not establish, at any rate exercise, 
a powerful influence upon its permanent policy. : 
No doubt, sir, it would be so; but it is one of those 
consequences that cannot well be avoided. There 
are wide differences of opinion in many portions 
of this country upon questions of internal policy, 


and little uniformity of system in their adjustment. ` 


Each settler, during the period of settlement, natu- 
rally prefers that state of things to which he has ' 
been accustomed, and thus is it that an early char- | 
acter is given to these local institutions, which it 
is afterwards difficult to change. It is not alone the 


+ 


effect of this impress, but it extends to all the ob- 
jects of legislation, which derive’ their color very 
much from the views of the first settlers. Ifa 
newly-settling Territory is first occupied by a ma- 
jority of emigrants from a slave State, they will 
be very apt to establish slavery in their new resi- 


slaveholding State, they will probably be equally 
strongly inclined to establish that exclusion to 
which they have been accustomed; and so with re- 
lation to all the objects of coneern which are regu- 
lated by law. And where was there ever a com- 
munity whose political and social system was not 
more or less influenced by the predominant opin- 
ions and character which marked its early inhab- 
jtants? But this objection, sir, whatever weight 
it is entitled to in the scale of expediency, does 
not touch the question of right. That does not 
even depend on Congressional action, but upon the 
| Constitution, which does not even look to this sub- 
| ject of early or of late legislation, nor the practi- 
cal considerations to which it may give rise. The 
i rightful power, therefore, is not affected by the 
mode in which it may be exercised, whether bear- 
ing upon one or another of the vast variety of ob- 
jects of civilized life which fall within the scope 
| oflegislation. All, therefore, I claimed for the terri- 
torial governments was the right of legislation in 
all cases not in conflict with the Constitution; the 
same general rights of legislation, which enabled 
the territorial governments of Mississippi, of Ala- 
bama, and other Southern Territories, to control 
the question of slavery within their limits, and 
which the Northern Territories might have con- 
| trolled at their pleasure, had there been no restric- 
i| tion upon their power. This was no question of 
« sovereignty,”’ but of right, under the sovereign 
authority of the Constitution, And if the first set- 
tlers in the Territories might establish their future 
Oey, upon this subject, by early legislation, I 
now of no constitutional 

refuse the same powers to all the others. 


|| what has been called ‘squatter sovereignty.” I 
i| havealready said, that my Nicholson letter referred 
| only to such territorial governments as had been 
i| established by Congress, and it looked only to 
such governments to be thereafter established by 
the same authority, over future acquisitions, should 
any 


| 
i| followed, in consequence of the failure of Congress 
to provide governments for the Mexican cessions, 
no one foresaw it; certainly no one endeavored to 
provide against it. My letter, therefore, did not 
touch that point at all. But the difficulty came, 


and a large body of American citizens, upon the 


f 
i 


1 
| 
! government, and exposed to all the fearful evils, 
i| which such astate necessarily brings with it. Life, 
i| property, all the objects, indeed, of the social sys- 
| tem, were at hazard, without some prompt and 
efficient action. That action we refused to take, 
and the people had no other reliance but upon their 


to themselves, to their country, and to human na- 
ture. It was the most trying experiment, perhaps, 
ever made upon the capacity of man for self-gov- 
ernment, but they passed through the fiery furnace 
unseathed, untouched, indeed, by the devouring 
element. ‘They established a government, and I 
am notgoing to argue with any man, who denies 
| their right to have done so. {assume it as a self- 
evident proposition, in this middle of the nineteenth 
century. It was not, as it has been called, anact 
of revolution; for how can there be a revolution, 
} when there has been no preéxisting government? It 
| was anact of political organization, essential to the 
‘| very existence of society. Well, sir, if they had 
; to establish a government, what kind of one must 
i it have been? Some say territorial. 
ʻi that was impossible, for that kind of government 
| presupp 


| 


ulate. It was impossible fora self-constituted gov- 
; ernment to put itself in that position, with its laws 
| and officers controlled by federal authority, with- 
out the action of that authority. Nothing else 


f 


| was left to the people butto do as they did, to lay 


the foundation of their own government, and then 
come to Congress with their work. Conceding, 


i 


. then, that they had the right to provide for their 
.| indispensable political wants by this course, what 


dence. If, on the contrary, they come from a non-. 


But, sir, | 
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prineiple which could ; 


A few words more, sir, as to California, and į 


shores of the Pacific, found themselves without | 


own wisdom and energy. The result was honorable į 


Í 


t 
i 
} 
| 
i 
i 
i 
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such be confirmed to us by a treaty of peace. |} 
As to the condition of things in California, which | 


owers, in framing their government? Why,sir, 
if they could do anything, they could do every-. 
thing, not in conflict with the Constitution of the 
United States. And this brings me back to the 
original question gwhether the Constitution does. 
| expressly, or by necessary implication, prohibit. 
the exercise of this contested power, or whether 
| it grants any rights, which render its action incom- 
patible with their superior obligation. I have al- 
ready said, I can find, for myself, nosuch provision 
in thatinstrument. It willbe recollected, that the 
whole basis of my argument, whether right. or 
wrong, was founded on the indefeasible right of 
every distinct political community, to regulate its 
own government, when not rightfully controlled. 
by some superior authority. The only superior 
authority which, in this country, could limit thia 
right, must be derived from the Constitution of 
the United States; and, therefore, every political 
power, not thus limited, belongs to the people of 
the Territories. That was and is my view. 

Asto theterm ‘squatter sovereignty,’ or ‘land- 
lord sovereignty,’ and the reproach it is intended 
to carry with it, they become neither our age nor 
country. Men are entitled to government, even 
if they are landless, and human life and human 
happiness: are worth protection, notwithstandin, 
a remote authority may be the great landlord, 
holding vast domains in a state of nature, which 
it neither grants nor governs. Many of the doc- 
trines upon this subject carry us back to the mid- 
die ages, when land was everything and man 
nothing. We have arrived at a period when bet- 
ter views prevail; when human nature asserts its , 
rights, and the exercise of political power does 
not depend upon the accident of property, but 
upon the great principles of freedom and just 
equality. One of two things is inevitable: Either 
| the people of California had the right to establish 
a government for themselves, without reference to 
“squatter sovereignty,” or “landlord sovereign- 
ty,” or they were necessarily condemned to live 
without a government, or rather to die without one; 
for human life, under such circumstances, would 
be far more precarious than in the bloodiest battle 
| on record. ‘They chose to do what we refused: 
i to found a political system, affording protection to 
the great objects of human society; and} know . 
nothing of the character of my countryfnen, 
North or South, if, on calm reflection, they do not 
approve the proceeding. Nor do I believe there 
is one of them, no matter where, who, had he 
been in California in such a perilous crisis, would 
have hesitated to substitute established law for 
lawless violence and physical strength. 

I observe, what had not struck me before, that 
in an extract from his speech, which Colonel Da- 
vis refers to, he says that I spoke of the fanati- 
cism of the South. Sir, that is a deduction from 
my remarks, and one which, I think, their tenor . 
does not justify. I used no such term. I made 
no such charge. I did indeed complain of a too 
prevalent indisposition among our Southern breth- 
ren to make just allowance for the position and 
natural opinions of Northern men. It was not 
enough that they should recognize and defend the 
constitutional rights of the South as zealously and 
honestly, and, I may add, under circumstances of 
a good deal of personal difficulty, as those of their 
own section of country; but they were almost de~ 
nounced as Abolitionists, as Northern fanatics, I 
said, in some quarters, unless they avowed and 
believed that slavery was the best condition of hu- 
man society. This is the substance of my retharks 
upon that topic; and I know that this sentiment of 
regret was participated in by some of the most 
: steadfast friends of the South upon this floor; and 
: certainly those remarks were made not in a spirit 
of hostility, but with feelings of pain that so little 


oses certain relations with the United |: 
States, which Congress alone can define and reg- ʻi 


confidence was placed in exertions rightfully and 
honestly made. ` 


REGISTRY OF VESSELS. 

On the motion of Mr. HAMELIN, the bills of 
the House of Representatives to authorize the is- 
suing of a register to the brig America, and to au- 
thorize the issuing of a register to the ship Kos- 
suth, were considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, reported to the Senate, read a third time, 
and passed. 


NAVY-YARD AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. GWIN. I wish to detain the Senate a 
single moment, not for the purpose of a personal 


| 


| 
| 


condition of master and servant, which feels the |; limitation was there upon the exercise of their || explanation, but in regard to the disposition that 
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was made of the question which-was under con- | 
sideration yesterday, and has been made the spe- | 
cial order for Monday next. I wish to bring to! 
the notice of the Senate that it was understood that [| 
another measure, which indeed has not been made | 
a special order, because it stands at the head of | 
the Calendar, was by general consent to be taken |) 
up on Monday next. I refer to the bill to estab- i 
lish a navy-yard at San Francisco. The Senator |: 
from Louisiana [Mr. Sove] is entitled to the fluor |i 
on Monday on the subject of non-intervention. 
He is not here now, but if he were, I know that 
he would waive his right to the floor as a matter 
of courtesy, because | am compelled to leave the |: 
city on Tuesday or Wednesday next, and I should | 
like to have this bill taken up and disposed of be- ; 
fore that time. I have made all my arrangements, ` 
under the impression that this bill would come up `i 
on Monday, and it will put me to considerable | 
inconvenience if I am detained beyond that time. ;, 
I therefore give notice that I shall call up that bill, | 
the first on the Calendar, on Monday next, and I ;' 
feel perfectly sure that the Senator from Loui- ` 
siana will not object to it. ` ! 


G. THOMAS HOWARD. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill for the reliefof G. Thomas Howard, as in Com- ! 
mittee of the Whole. : 

The bill provides that the proper accounting | 
officers of the Treasury shall audit and settle the | 
claim of G. Thomas Howard, for compensation | 
as bearer of despatches from Texas to Washing- | 
ton, in 1845, allowing him a compensation at the i 
rate of $6 per day, for a period not exceeding 
twenty-five days, and traveling expenses at the 
rate of ten cents per mile, from Austin, in Texas, 
to Washington City, computing the distance ac- `: 
cording to the most usual traveling route. ; 

Mr. ATCHISON. I would like to hear the re- ; 
port of the committee read. i 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed | 
that there was no report made by the committee. || 

Mr. NORRIS. reported that bill from the |: 
Committee on Foreign. Relations. There is no |; 
report accompanying the bill. The facts are stated | 
ina letter from the late Secretary of the Treasury, |: 
Mr. Walker, which will explain the whole mat- 
ter. 

T'he letter was read, as follows: 

«© WASHINGTON, February 28, 1850. | 

“Dear Sir: F recollect very well the case in which you 
were bearer of dispatches from Texas to Washington, and | 
your claim for compensation, during Mr. Poik’s Adminis- : 
tration. Your right to compensation was invariably con- | 
ceded; but you were not paid, owing to a difference of opin- | 
ion as to the fund out of which the payment should be made. i 
Tt was supposed by some, that the payment should he made ‘| 


i 
i 
| 
i 


by the Sceretary of Treasury directly; and by others, by the || thing of the matter, authorizing him to sell this |; 


State 


Seeretary of ; and from that difference of opinion, | 
growing out of the peculiar condition of facts, you were 
not paid. Your claim was undoubtedly just. Your disè | 
patches contained the announcement of the communica- 
tion of the annexation of Texas, and the delivery of the | 
public property accordingly.” ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without. 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for 
third reading. 

JOSEPH H. D. BOWMAR. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the ; 
Whole, the consideration of a bill for the relief of í 
Joseph TI. D. Bowmar. oh af 

Mr. FELCH. It seems to me there is a radi- 
eal difficulty in this bill, and one which I do not: 
see how we can surmount. The title to the land | 
referred to by the bill, is evidently disposed of by 
the United States under the act referred to in the | 
bill—an act in favor ofa man by the name of 
Carson, Carson had settled upon the sixteenth 
section, as will be seen by a reference to the pa- 
pers presented in this case, and by a provision of : 
an act of Congress, to which reference 15 made, he 
was entitied to, or permitted to obtain a title, tothe - 
sixteenth section; but a provision was made at- 
the same time, that the township or State should : 
be entitled to locate another section instead of that į 
thus disposed of, This twenty-seventh let, being 
a fractional section, was disposed of and aban- | 
doned. It was selected in lieu of the school land, | 
and that selection was approved by the Secretary . 
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f the Treasury; and, subsequently, in passing the 
act of March 3d,.1849, in favor of Carson, an ex- 
press provision was made in that act, by which 
the selection was to be confirmed to the State au- 
thorities for school land. 

Now, if I understand this subject, and the legis- 
lation in regard to it, this property did, by the act 


‘of March 3d, 1849, become absolutely the prop- 


erty of the State or township, according to their 

regulations in relation to school lands; and the 

itle became vested in the State or township. 
Now, can the United States, by an act of Con- 


cannot see how it can be done. It is not only 
vested in the State authorities by the ordinary op- 
eration of the law, and by a selection and con- 
firmation, but by a special act of Congress. I 
think we cannot, by any act of Congress, divest 
that title, and give it to the individual who makes 
this application. It is true that the papers in 
this case show that the applicant did claim the 
right of preémption, and that that claim was re- 
cognized by the Department at one time. 
this, it appears, was subsequent to the passage of 


‘the act of 1849, and that the Department acted 


under a misapprehension of the existence of that 
law. Atall events, they had not the power to 


| grant a duplicate, or give a patent, or do anything | 


by which they could dispose of this land for any 
purpose but school purposes, it having then be- 
come-the property of the State. Having ascer- 
tained that this was the true state of the case, 


as has been staied—but of which Congress knew 
nothing, Bowmar, in attempting to perfect his en- 
try, finding difficulties because this was a school 
section, applied to the Secretary of the Treasury 


‘to have this lot released, on the ground that, by 


mistake, more land had been reserved for that 
township than it was entitled to; and on the hear- 
ing of the case, Mr. Walker, who had then charge 


i of that department, now known as the Department 


of the Interigr, so decided; and he released this lot 
from the school location, so thatit became public 
land, and he permitted him to proceed with his 
entry. L 
benefit of Carson, without Congress knowing any- 


section after obtaining the consent of the people 
of the town. I[t seems to me, therefore, that the 
objection of the Senator from Michigan does not 


apply. The right was not vested in this man; ;: 
‘and Congress, in passing the act in favor of Car- 


son, was under a mistake as to the facts. This 
bill does net propose to deprive the township of 
its land; but even if it were so, unless 
taken, there is a provision in the bill to the effect 


that this aci shall be consummated only with the : 
consent of the proper authority of the township © 
I should like the | 
' Secretary to read that part of the bill which has | 


or State, as the case may be. 


that clause in it. f 
The Secretary read the clause, as follows: 
“Provided, That nothing in tbis acts pe so construed 

as to reduce the quantity of larg to whieh said township is 

entitied by law.” 
Mr. DOWNS. it is clea 
apply to any rights vesting 


ever. 


i the township what 


ship of a grant o 


of nothing? 


gress or otherwise, divest that title to the land? I; 


Bat all |! 


After that time, a law was passed for the | 


am mis- | 


e that this does not |; 


"Phe obiection of the Senator from Michi- |, 
gan is, that this act deprives the people ofthe tawn- | 
f land. How can that be, when : 
the bill expressly says that it shall deprive them © 
I should like to know how that can © 
be. The principal argument ef the gentleman is, i; 
that you cannot do this, because it divests the 
township. The bil says thatit does no such thing; : 
it expressly disclaims it. The case is clear. ido: 
not wish to go into theargumentagain; but I think 


| it is clearly competent for Congress to correct an 
| error of fact, on which they acted in passing the 
bili for Carson. Carson may have his rights. No- 
body disputes that. If they are interfered with, 
i they may be recovered in the courts; but as the 
l matter now stands, this act places the parties upon 
an equal footing, and their respective rights must 
i} necessarily be determined by the local courts of 
justice. 

„Mr. FELCH. Tt seems to me that that pro- 
vision does not have the effect which the Senator 
seems to suppose. What is the proviso? The 
bil proposes to take away the land, divesting the 
title to that to which I think the title is as clear and 
ji perfect as any act of legislation can make it. It 
| proposes to take away land: T'he Senator say's it 
takes away no land; or, in other words, that it per- 
| mits them to hold their own Jand, and perhaps the 
| idea may be, that they may have the opportunity 
| of locating a similar quantity elsewhere. But thatis 
| not detinite. Jt is manifest that if anything is ef- 
| fected by this hill, it is to give the lands of Carson 
li to the State. If the title to the land is in the State 
i; or township, then it is perfectly manifest that that 
is a thing which we have not the power to do. If 
| the Senator will Jook into the papers, he will find, 
|| E think, that he has mistaken the facts in the case. 
| The claim was not presented by Bowmar anterior 
| to the time when the title was vested in the State 
| authority for school land, but subsequent to it. 
| The Carson act has this proviso: 

E And beit further enacted, That the selection hereto- 
fore made under the direction and approval of the Secre- 
ry of the Treasury, of lots munbered twenty-five, twenty- 
six and twenty-seven, in said townships, nineteen for the 
use of schools, in lieu of lor sixteen, be, and the same is 
; hereby confirmed. ?? ‘ 


The Senator seems to suppose that Bowmar 
| had acquired rights anterior to that time. Here 
! are the dates: On the 3d of March, 1849, this aet 
| was passed, which establishes the title of the State 
or township absolutely. Now, the party makes 
application for the right of preémption to the land, 
at the local land office, and he is refused. He 
then makes his applitanion to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury admits 
the propriety of the claim, and instructs them to 
; permit him to make the enwy. He was evidently 
ignorant of this act. This order was made on the 
4th of July, 1849, after the act which confirmed 
li the title to it as school land, and all these provis- 
i! ions were subsequent to that act. The attention 
|! of the Secretary of the Treasury was then called 
to this act, by which this land was disposed of, 
showing that he had not the power to dispose of 
it again, or grant a preémption right. On ascer- 
taining this fact, the whole matter was referred 
back to the land office in the district where the 
li land lay, with instructions not to permit the loca- 
ii tion to be made, inasmuch as the land had been 
already disposed of, and it was not in the power 
of Congress or any department to divest the title 
| or give the land to this man or any other. 
ii) Mr. ATCHISON. I move that this bill be in- 
definitely postponed. 

Mr. DOWNS. Lhope the gentleman will not 

rsist in that motion. There is a fact in the case 
; which I find is somewhat different from what I 
supposed it to be as to date, I certainly under- 
stood the matter to be as I have stated it. 

; Mr. ATCHISON. Well, if it will suit the Sen- 
: ator from Louisiana better, I will mave to lay the 
bill upon the table. 

Mr. DOWNS. Iwill agree to that. The mo- 
i! tion was accordingly decided in the affirmative. 

W. C. EASTON. 

The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to the consideration of a bill for the 
relief of W. C. Easton. The bill provides for 
the payment to the claimant of a sum due for ser- 
ices as clerk in the office of the Commissary 
General of Subsistence, from June lst, 1823, to 
March 2d, 1827, when such services were neces- 
i gary to the business of that office, but for which 
: provision had not been made by law. 

'" Mr. ATCHISON. 1 would like to hear the 
report read. 
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The report was read accordingly, from which it 
appeared that the case -had been before Congress 
for many years at different times; that as far back 
as December 30th, 1834, a favorable report upon 
it was made to the Senate from the Committee of | 
Claims; and subsequently, January 2d, 1845, a | 
bill for the relief of the petitioner was reported | 
from the Committee on Military Affairs; that dur- 
ing the time from June 1st, 1823, to March 2d, ij 
1827, he was paid out of the contingent fond of 
the office at the rate of $420 per annum, the low- | 
est salary of clerks in the Executive offices being | 
at that time $800. 

The facts in detail, of which the foregoing state- | 
ment is a summary, are set forth in the petition 
and confirmed by two letters of General Gibson, | 
of December 19, 1834, ‘and January 13, 1835. | 
These letters are appended to and make a part of | 
the report, and the committee state that from a | 
careful examination of the case they are of opin- | 
ion that the claim of the petitioner is an equi- | 
table one, and that he is clearly and fully entitled 
to the compensation he has so long asked at the | 
hands of Congress. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment; and the question being on order- 
ing it to be eugrossed for a third reading, the noes 
appeared to prevail. 

Mr. BORLAND. TI think that the facts set 
forth in that report, if Senators had listened care- 
fully to it, are sufficient to satisfy every mind of | 
the merits of the bill. The case is one which the | 
committee considered so plain and clear that they 
did not hesitate. It has been reported favorably | 
upon three or four times, and I never heard any 
opposition to it. It is a bill to allow a clerk in the 


was allowed by the late President Monroe, by 
request of the late rector of the church, the Rev. 
Mr. Hawley, with the understanding, that while 
it might be ‘occupied for this purpose, it should 
be occupied free of all cost; that it had been so 
used for a period of thirty years, and that the re- | 
mains of many persons had been interred in it; 
that it had not been used as a source of revenue 
to the church, but on the contrary, that it had 
been a source of expense; that in 1849, the late 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, (Mr. Mudd,] 
on finding the square so occupied, and believing | 
it to be his duty to make some movement to ob- į 
tain its value, the land not having been paid for, 
demanded the sum of $200, intimating that if that 
sum was not paid, he would feel himself compelled 
to dispose of the square at public auction; that | 
under these circumstances, as the memorialists had 
no evidence of the permission so to occupy this 
land the amount of $200 was paid in 1840, altirough 
they believed that their quiet and undisturbed pos- 
session for the last thirty years would have given | 
them a title if any limitation run against the Gov- ; 
ernment. They therefore prayed that the Com- | 
missioner of Public Buildings should be authorized | 
and directed to make a deed of conveyance of said 
land, and to refund the sum of $200, paid in 1849. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I perceive that there isa little 
mistake in the bill. Itis represented that this land 
was given by President Madison. The grant was | 
made by President Monroe, and I therefore move | 
to amend the bill by striking out the word ** Mad- 
ison,” and inserting the word ‘* Monroe.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. BAYARD. I move to strike out the ap- 
propriation of g200. I cannot see the basis on 


commissary general’s department an increase of 
salary, which the department were not enabled at 
the time the service was rendered to make. The | 
commissary general, in his letters, state the rea- | 
sons why this person is entitled to it. He was | 
an extra clerk at a time when the public business | 
required his services, and when there was not 
money enough in the control of the department | 
to give him a compensation upon which he could | 
live. His services were indispensable, and the | 
commissary general employed him with the un- 
derstanding on his part that he should wait for his 
compensation until by some legislative act a pro- 
vision was made to pay him. If Senators have | 
not looked into the matter, I would ask for the 
reading of General Gibson’s letters. | 

Mr. ATCHISON. Perhaps there may be some 
equity in this claim, and I withdraw my objec- 
tions to the passage of the bill. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a | 
third reading. 


ST. JOHN’S CHURCH. 


The Senate procecded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider ‘*a bill for the relief of St. 
Jobn’s Church, in the city of Washington.” 

This was a bill reported by the Committee for | 
the District of Columbia, providing that the lot of | 
ground now used asa burial ground for St. John’s | 
Church, in the city of Washington, occupying | 
the sole square (No. 276) situated near the north- 
ern limits of the city, and which the Jate President 
Monroe permitted to be used by the said church 
as a place of sepulture for their dead, should be 
conveyed by the Commissioner of Publie Build- | 
ings to the trustees of the church aforesaid, and | 
that the sum of $200 be paid to the reetor of said 
church out of any money in the Treasury not | 
otherwise appropriated. ! 

Mr. BAYARD. When that bill was called up | 
last Friday, being reported by the Senator from | 
Ilinois, (Mr. Sureips,] it was postponed until | 
to-day. ‘I'here is no report in the case, as I believe, | 
and it was postponed in consequence of the ab- ! 
sence of that Senator. F madea motion to strike | 
out the appropriation of $200, and I shall persist | 
in that motion unless some satisfactory explana- i 
tion shall be given why the sum should be appro- i 
priated. Unless I can have that explanation, [ 
shall move the postponement of the further con- | 
sideration of the bill until Friday next. 

Mr. SHIELDS, 1 will ask for the reading of | 
the memorial in thiscase. I think that is the best | 
explanation that can be given. : 

The memorial was accordingly read. It set i 
forth that the lot of ground now used as a place of 
sepulture by the congregation of St. John’s! 


j 
{ 
i 
' 
i 


i 


i 
i 


j any public property, by any President of the 


which the grant is to be made. If the parties ac- | 
quired any title to the land tney do not show it. | 
l am not aware that even the sanction of the Pres- 
ident of the United States is good enough to confer 
a title. 
the Government, whose duty it was to attend to | 
it, claimed and received $200. They do not ask 
the repayment of the money. I have no objection 
to making a grant of the land. I would not dis- 
turb the remains of their dead, or take away the 
possession of a burying-ground which they have 
occupied for so long a time; but I do object to the 
repayment of the $200. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator is mistaken. 
They do ask for the repayment of the money. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think not. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The bill provides for the re- 
funding of the sum of $200 which they paid. 

Mr. BAYARD. hether they ask for it or 
not, I am unable to see the principle on which we 
should grant it; and I move to: strike it out. I 
would be unwilling to disturb the possession of the 
ground which they have so long occupied and ap- 
propriated for the burial of their dead; but in the 
; whole statement I do not see any legitimate evi- 
| dence to show that the parties took the property 
on a grant from the United States; and if you; 
make grants of this sort to one religious society, 


It seems that in after years, an officer of |; 


| returning of this sum of money, that principle does 
| not apply. It seems to me, that by your vote to 
refund this money, you are sanctioning the prin- 
ciple that the President of the United States may, 
of his own volition, without the sanction of Con- 
gress, appropriate the public property of the nation. 
Í cannot sanction any such principle as that, except 
in very extraordinary circumstances indeed. 

Mr. HALE. If i understand this question, it 
is this: Certain persons, at a period about thirty 
years ago, had permission to occupy a certain 
piece of land for a burying-place, and having used 
it for thirty years, the Commissioner of Public 


|| Buildings ealied upon them to pay for the land, 


and, under a threat that the place where their dead’ 
reposed would .be sold, they paid $200 to him. 
The object of this bill is to confirm the title of the 


| they paid under the circumstances which I have 
stated. Task, if there is any Senator here who 
wants to speculate upon the feelings of those whose 
friends are reposing im this place of burial? Would 
we not rather confirm the grant to them, that they 
may continue to occupy this piece of land, given 
to them thirty years ago, than to have the Com- 
missioner put an auctioneer into that burial-place, 
to sell it to the highest bidder. These persons 
have paid $200, and the question is, will we refund 
the money, or will we keep in our hands this price 
which they paid for a place of repose for their 
dead? it seems to me, to all practical purposes, 
it was given them for a burial-place, more than 
thirty years ago; and they, having thus occupied 
it for that length of time, the Commissioner comes: 
without any authority, except the general author- 
ity of law, and threatens to dispossess them. They, 
under that threat, paid the sum of $200. This 
being the state of the case, as } suppose, I cannot 
have any hesitancy, and I do not believe the Senate 
will, in voting to pass this bill, ; 

Mr. SHIELDS. That is materially the state 
of the case, but I will state that the Commissioner 
of Publie Buildings only acted under the general 
law. Ido not think that he did this by way of 
threat. He felt it his duty to sell this land by the 
same regulations by which he was required to sell 
lands generally. lt will be seen from the accom- 

anying papers that this is a small, insignificant 
ot, that it is away from the city, and worth very 
little. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Haze] has stated materially the facts of the case. 
There was no attempt, sir, I believe, on the part 
of President Monroe to exercise any undue power. 
He only gave permission to those people—he hav- 
ing charge of the property—to use it in that way, 
which it was quite competent for him to do under 
the laws as they then existed. But he could give 
no title, and the law which was passed afterwards 
in relation to the sale of the lands for the benefit 
of the city, included this lot with the others. 
The land was afterwards sold to them, as it ap- 
pears, by the Commissioner of Public Buildings; 
and the only question is, whether you will give 
them the money back or not, 


you may make them to others, and that to a very 
different extent. I cannot see any principle on 
which this money should be refunded, and there- 
fore I have moved to strike out the appropriation. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will just state, as it was 
stated to me, that this lot having been given for a 
cemetery to this church, by President Monroe, 
| they never expected to be called on to pay for it. 
At the time it was given, there was no legislation 
to confirm the grant. Recently the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings determined to sell this lot ; 
among others; and, therefore, to save it, under the i 
pressure of this necessity, they paid $200. I think 
| that, as the land was given in this way, the Pres- 
ident having done it so long ago, and since they 
never expected to be called on to pay it, they 


| should have this sum refunded. Itisa very small | 


amount which they ask to have reimbursed; butif! 
the Senate think it should not be paid, E must let 
it go. 

Mr. HALE. Let them have it. 
have it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Although the sum is small, : 
the principle involved is one of great importance. | 
I would not vote to sanction the appropriation of i 


Let them | 


United States, except,as in this case, where the 
occupation of the land has been fora purpose with 
which the natural feelings of man would make | 


Church, occupying the square mentioned above, | 


them indisposed to interfere. But, as regards the | 


i! 


_Mr. BAYARD. J cannot understand how the 
Senator from Hlinois can reconcile the proposition 
that this was not an improper exercise of power 
on the part of the President of the United States. 
I concede that he has charge of the lands for tem- 
porary purposes; but this occupation was @ per- 
manept occupation intended to be in the nature of 
a cM. By what authority does the President 
of thé United States grant the public lands to any 
one? If he may do it for one purpose, he may 
do it for another. [admit that what was said by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will apply to 
that portion of the bill which relates to the title to 
the land, so that they may not be hereafter dis- 
turbed; but it does not apply to the repayment of 
this money which was paid to the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings, who was acting under a gen- 
eral direction to sell the land if the parties did 
not pay for it. On that ground I am not dis- 
| posed to vote for the bill without the amendment 
; I have proposed; and unless that amendment is 


j 
i 


| adopted I shall vote against it, as I cannot sanc- 


| tion the principle that the President of the United 
| States may so dispose of the public property; and 
‘it will not do to say that he gave permission to 
i occupy the land, covering under that permission 
; the title to the land. Theamountmay hea small 
, one, but the principle involved is important, and 
| the precedent one which may he abused; and for 
! that reason I am not willing to sanction it. 


lands, and to give back the sum of money which- 
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Mr. RHETT. It appears to me that this grant | 
would be vindicated by the legislation of Congress || 
upon it. Certainly the President of the United : 
States had a right to allow a temporary occupa- | 
tion of the land. Tt is true that, by long usage, it | 
might be considered as a permanent right. And 
if he had allowed every religious denomination in- 
the city to take a portion of the public land for 
the purposes of burial, I think we should ratify | 
what he did. [ know very well the locality of 
this burial place, and I do not consider it of much 
value. By making a point about it at all, aud the | 
fact that we'do legislate upon it, is a sufficient vin- | 
dication of the law. This is quite a small matter, | 
eve I hope the Senate will grant the sum asked 
for | 
Mr. BAYARD. Titis true itis a small matter; | 
but I never consider a principle a small matter, | 
however the Senator from South Carolina may | 
regard it. I think the principle in this case is an | 
important one. - i 

Lhe question was then taken on the amend- :- 
ment, and it was not adopted, 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, a 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. | 


i 
ii 
i| 
| 
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BRYAN CALLAGHAN, 


The bill for the relief of Bryan Callaghan was | 
then read a second time and considered as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bil. authorizes the Secretary of the Trea- | 
sury to pay to Bryan Callaghan the sum to which 
he may be found justly entitled as the reasonable | 
value of merchandise belonging to him, and de- 
stroyed by order of officers of the Army of the | 
United States, in 1846, on the Rio Grande, to 
preven the said merchandise from falling into the 

ands of the enemy, or which were used by the 
forces of the United States, not exceeding the sum ‘| 
of $16,194 50. i 


Mr. PRATT. I ask for the reading of the re- | 
port. 

The report was accordingly read, from which it 
appeared that, in the opinion of the committee, the | 
case submitted by the petitioner established the 
following facts: 

1. That Colonel Harney was in command of a | 
portion of the United States troops at San Anto- |i 
nio, Texas, in July, 1846, and that he was with- | 
out the necessary supplies of money and pro- |) 
visions for the subsistence of the force under his 
command. g : 

2. That in an expedition which started from || 


San Antonio to the Rio Grande, on the 23d of | 


July, 1846, Colonel Harney found it necessary to | 


contract, and did contract, with the petitioner, a | 


resident merchant of San Antonio, to accompany 
the expedition with his stock of mechandise, that | 
from the proceeds of the sale thereof he might 
furnish his army with such supplies and money || 
as was necessary for its subsistence. 

3. That the goods of the claimant were, in ac- 
cordance with this contract, delivered to and placed | 
under the control of Lieutenant D. G. Rogers, the j 

i 
i 


acting quartermaster of the force engaged in this 
expedition, and were in part used in providing | 
supplies, &c. i 
4, That when this expedition subsequently re- /, 
tired from the Rio Grande and returned to San `i 
Antonio, the residue of the goods, which had been ` 
surrendered to the quartermaster, were destroyed 
by the orders of the officer in command, tó pre- : 
vent their falling into the hands of the enemy. 
5. That the value of the goods originally de- | 
livered by the applicant to the quartermaster was | 
$25,577 50; and that the value of that portion de- | 
stroyed by the order of the United States officer, | 
and for which the petitioner has received no com- |’ 
pensation, was $16,194 50. i 
The committee, therefore, believing the facts ! 
above enumerated to be sustained by the testi- 
mony, had no difleulty in coming to the conclu- : 
sion that theclaimant was justly entitled to be paid 
the sum claimed as the value of his goods de- 
Stroyed, and they recommended the passage to 
provide for the payment of the same. i 
Mr. BORLAND, This bill was discussed and 
passed at a former session of the Senate. For 
reasons which seemed to me to be sufficient, I op- 
posed it then. For the same reasons, I feet bound 
to oppose it now. : 
The grounds of my opposition ave these: First. + 
The goods for whieh this payment is claimed, were 
notin the possession of the United States, nor upon 


| the time, or under the circumstances, when his 


: rested; and after that officer, and all the regular ; 


! Antonio. 


i and that Mr. Callaghan, with his goods, was there 


» back to San Antonio—after its commander (under 


the banks of the Rio Grande where they were de- | 
stroyed, by any such authority or for any such 
legitimate purpose as to make the Government 
responsible for their loss or destruction. Second. 
It is not in proper or sufficient evidence before us, 
that they were destroyed by proper authority, or 
for a necessary purpose. Third. Had sufficient 
time and warning to remove them beyond the 
danger, upon pretence of which they are alleged to 
have been destroyed. 

I said these good were not properly upon. the 
Rio Grande—that is, to the extent of making the 
United States responsible for them. The expedi- 
tion, with which they were carried there, was an 
unauthorized one. Not only unauthorized, but 
was regarded by the commanding general as so 
improper that, as soon as he received intelligence 
of it, he countermanded it, ordered the troops back 
to San Antonio, and placed the leader of it, Col- 
onel Harney, under arrest. Mr. Callaghan, it 
seems, and as there is no doubt, accompanied this 
expedition, and carried his goods by authority, 
by order, if you will, of Colonel Harney. But as 
the expedition itself was an authorized one, as Col- 
onel Harney himself, had no right to engage init, 
and no authority to make such an arrangement as 
itis alleged he did make with Mr. Callaghan, or 
give him such an order, I say that the goods in | 
question were not properly in possession of the 
United States, were not legitimately under the 
care and protection of the Government—certainly 
not to such an extent as to create any Govern- 
ment responsibility for them, or to make their 
loss the just foundation of a claim upon us for | 
payment. 

Heretofore, it seems to have been considered a 


Government; for no loss incurred by him as a 
consequence of such disobedience of orders, or 
violation of the law, can he claim compensation 
at our hands. Yet he did so remain at the Rio 
Grande several days—perhaps a week.. I do not 
state this from mere hearsay, but in part from 
personal observation, and from the familiar his- 
lory of the time. About the time Colonel Har- 
ney returned from the Rio Grande under arrest, 
I was at San Antonio; and my impressions of all 
the circumstances of this somewhat remarkable 
case, which made some noise, were very strong 
at the time, and are still quite distinct. “Colonel 
Harney returned promptly, and yielded up his 
command in obedience to the order of his supe- 
riorin command. So did all the regular troops 
return, The Texan volunteers, and Mr. Calla- 
ghan, with his goods, disregarded the order, and. 
remained at the Rio Grande. Why they did so . 
is unexplained. ` That they did so improperly 
and unlawfully, cannot be denied. And so long 
did this disobedience continue, that the officer 
who succeeded Colonel Harney in the same rank, 
went expressly to repeat the order, that the remain- 
ing Texan volunteers should remain no longer, 
but return at once to San Antonio. Not until 
then, did they or Callaghan return; and then it was 
that they burned his goods—for the purpose, as 
alleged, of preventing their falling into the hands 
of the enemy. It does seem to me that such cir- 
cumstances furnish a strange, a most extraordi- 
ary foundation for a claim. Its very inception 
is connected with and characterized by an expe- 
dition, as has been seen, wholly unauthorized, 
and deemed so improper as not only to be coun- 
termanded, but to subject its leader to deprivation 


settled principle—at least it has been a governing 
rule in this body, since I have been a member of 
it—in deciding upon claims of this character, that, 
to establish their validity, it must be proved first 
that the appropriation or destruction of the prop- 
erty was by the lawful act of an officer or agent of 
the Government; and second, that such appropri- | 
ation was proper for, or at least a conversion to, | 
the use and service of the Government; or that 
such destruction was necessary and proper to pre- | 
vent the property from falling into the hands of 
the enemy, to their benefit and our injury. Sev- 
eral cases within my recollection, and of recent 
occurrence, have been decided upon the principle | 
thus expressed. 

But, supposing Mr. Callaghan, with his goods, 
to have been, by legitimate authority, and under 
lawful orders, on the banks of the Rio Grande in | 
the first instance; and that if, while so there, his | 
goods had been so destroyed, he would have a: 
valid claim against the Government for their value. 
It does not follow that he had any such claim at | 


goods were actually destroyed. It is in proof, I} 
think—at any rate it istrue—that he remained at | 
the Rio Grande after he knew that the expedi- | 
tion had been countermanded; after he knew that, | 
for engaging in it, Colonel Harney had been ar- | 


troops under his command, had returned to San | 
I say, with this knowledge, and after 
rily remained, along 


all this, he remained—volunte 
with some two or three companies of Texan vol- | 
unteers, at the Rio Grande. Now, if any one i 
shali say (as I have admitted for the argument) | 
that the expedition was lawful from thebeginning, | 


by the legitimate authority, and upon the just re- į 
sponsibility of the Government, and that if his 
goods had then been destroyed, he would be en- 
titled to compensation for them; it cannot be said 


that this continued to be the case after the expedi- |; 


tion was countermanded—after it was ordered | 


whose authority alone Mr. Callaghan claims to | 
have acted) was deprived of command and placed 
under arrest. If he was under military orders, as 
he claims to have been, and so readily and impli- | 
citly obeyed, under Colonel Harney to go to the | 
Rio Grande, he was bound, as was every officer | 
and every soldier of the whole expedition—whether + 
regular or volunteer—to obey the countermanding | 


order; to return to San Antonio; and every day, |! 


every hour, that he remained there after Gen- | 
eral Tayloy’s order was given for the expedition | 
to return, was a disobedience of orders, and a 
a violation of the law. For no such act as this 
could he claim compensation as service to the 


il cer. 


of command. [ndividually, I pass no opinion 
upon the inherent merits of this part of the case, 
or of the persons implicated. I merely state the 
facts, and assume them as the legitimate basis of 
my argument. 

{ here repeat the inquiry, and it is suggestive 
and significant, why did Mr. Callaghan remain 
at the Rio Grande after the order was given, and 
the main body of the troops, in obedience to it, 
had returned to San Antonio? He had obeyed 
the original order of Colonel Harney, which  re- 
quired him to to take his goods, and hasten to the 
Rio Grande, where he and they mieh be exposed 
to some danger from the enemy. Why not obey 
the order of General ‘i'aylor, which was certainly 
not less lawful, nor harder in its terms, when that 
would have carried him and his goods back to San 
Antonio in safety, and under proper protection ? 
Tf his claim to compensation had its origin, as he 
alleges, in his obedience to the orders of Colonel 
Harney, supposing those orders to have been law- 
ful, iis validity could only have continued, and its 
consummation and present allowance can only be 
justifed, by continued obedience to orders equally 
lawful, in consequence of which the loss he com- 
plains of shall be proved. 

It is said in the memorial, and set forth in the 
report, 1 believe, that these goods, at setting out 
upon the expedition, were delivered to a lieuten- 
ant of the army, acting as quartermaster. This, 
however, only embraces the time of the march to 
the Rio Grande, and while Colonel Harney and 
his regulars, of which this lieutenant was one, 
remained on that river. But it is not shown, nor 
| alleged, for itis not the fact, that this acting quar- 
i termaster continued in possession and charge of 
i the goods when the expedition was ordered to re- 
‘turn. He returned to San Antonio with the other 
troops, leaving Mr. Callaghan with hisgoods, who 
chose to remain, in disobedience of orders, at the 
tio Grande. 

But, Mr. President, itis alleged that these goods 
| were destroyed by order of the commanding offi- 
Now, where is that order? And that their 
| destruction was necessary to prevent their falling 
into the hands of the enemy, where is the evi- 
dence of that necessity? ‘his order may have 


| been given—this necessity may have existed; but, 


sir, the decision of the question does not depend 
upon such a denial of an alleged fact. ‘To main- 
tain the claim, both the order and the necessity 
for it, must be shown. Now, sir, I do deny that 
either has been shown. Certainly neither has 
been shown by such evidence as has, always be- 
fore, been required to maintain any claim of this 
character before this Senate. : 

Mr. President, to my mind this case, more 
| strikingly than anv I have noticed for a long time, 


support of his claim. He, of course, says noth- 
ing, shows nothing,on the other side which could 
by possibility militate against his claim. Every- 
thing but what is favorable to him is, of course, 
carefully excluded. No oneis here or before the 
‘committees to suggest objections, to find out testi- | 
mony, or to cross-examine witnesses, in favor of | 
the Government. Indeed, there are no witnesses | 
to be cross-examined; ex parteaffidavits, depesiticns 
without notice, as it were, being the only witnesses | 
before us; and there they stand, fixed, dogged, 
and impracticable. Suppose, sir, proceedings in 
the courts of the country, involving rights and | 
interests, as between citizens, were conducted ina 
similar manner, where one side only of a case was | 
heard, what chance of justice would there be? 

One more word about that order for the destruc- 
tion of the goods. I again ask, where is it? Sir, 
this inquiry is more significant now than former- 
ly, for the reason, that in the discussion of this 
very point, at a former session, the same inquiry 
was made. It was not answered then; and, al- | 
though a sufficient time to produce it has elapsed, 
if-it was in existence, it is not here yet. {do not 
think it ever will be produced, for 1 do not think | 
it exists, or ever did exist, in such a form as would 
sustain this claim. 

Such, Mr. President, are the grounds of my 
opposition to the passage of this bill. Upon them, 
I shall vote against it. 

Mr. PRATT. The proposition of the Senator 
from Arkansas, if right, shold of course prevent | 
the passage of the bill which is before the Senate. 
He assumes that we are to look behind the order 
of the officer in command of the forces; and that 
we are to ascertain whether that officer was au- 
thorized to give the command; and that if he was 
not authorized the Government is not bound by ! 
the orders of that officer. Now, Colonet Harney | 
was in command of the forces at San Antonio. He | 
undertook to march to the Rio Grande. He had | 
not sufficient provisious to carry the army under 
his cammand to that point. He took the goods of 
this merchant, placed them in charge of one of the 
United States Commissioners, carried them with 
his army to the Rio Grande, and used them for 
the support of the army whilst it was going there, 
and whilst it was there. 'Fhese facts are conceded | 
by the Senator from Arka Dut says that | 
inasmuch as Colonel Flarney was wnanthorized by i 

i 


General Taylor lo make that mare! 
he had no such authority, the individual wen, | 
whose goods were so taken for the use of the | 
army under the coumand of Colonel H 
ought not to be paid. | think the Senate a 


maine 
Why did he not bring 
them away? Why he stayed there after Colone 
Harney’s retreat? Te did return with Colonel ; 
Harney, and his goods were destroyed prior tot} 
army, under the com None! Tare 
leaving the Rio Grande. destroy 
because the American r at that point was i 
in sufficient force to y th 
vent the goods falling into their hand Thew 
ons which carried thet there being wanted to earry 
the materials of war back again, they were une) 
yo carry the goods, and the goods were destroyed. | 
My friend from Texas [Mr. Rusk] will read, if it 
is desired, the certificates of the officers, stating | 
the facts that are, set forth in the renort of tl 
vommittee. These facts, I understand, are con- |i 
ceded to be correct by the Senator from Arkansas. || 
They are, in the first place, that the American i 
forces were under the command of Colonel Har- | 
ney; in the next place, that the coods of this man | 
were taken possession of by order of Colonel Bar- | 
i 
4 
i 
E 


st 


ney, and placed in the possession of one of the i 
United States commissioners: that they were taken |! 
i 
i 


to the Rio Grande—part of them was used by the i 
soldiers of the United States, and the other part į 


H withdrawn, I think the compensation oughi to be 


i jection. 


pOL it 
nemy, and to pre- ii 


: goods and kept them there. They were destroyed ; 
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| who was some two hundred miles from him. {f 
cannot concede, nor do I believe that the Senate 
will support the proposition, that where an officer 
of the United States Government, in the separate | 


command of the United States forces, takes pos- | 


t 
i 
| 
| 
session of individual property for the support of | 
the forces under his command, uses a part of it, ' 
and burns the rest to prevent it getting into the |! 
hands of the enemy—that the individual from ‘| 
whom they were taken is not to he compensated ‚i 
because the officer has transcended the authority || 
that is given him. I think, therefore, that the bul `} 
ought to pass. Tam unable to continue the de- ii 
bate, owing to a cold which I have, and to give || 
the frets and arguments as I otherwise would 
have done. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will ask the Senator from 
Maryland a question. I understand him to say 
that the goods were not destroyed until after Colo- |! 
nel Harney and the regular forces had left the Rio | 
Grande. There is a question of fact. The report, ii 
I suppose, states that it was done by order of the i! 
officer in command. Was it, then, an officer of |; 
the United States Army who was left in command, į 
or was it not? The Senator from Arkansas says 
that it was an officer in the Texas volunteers, and |; 
that they were destroyed after the troops of the | 
United States left. If the goods were destroyed | 
after the troops left, I do not see why compensa- || 
tion should be made; but if on the contrary they i 
were destroyed at the time of withdrawing the |i 
troops of the United States, or before they were 


made. 

Mr. PRATT. They were destroyed by order ! 
of an officer of the United States Government. | 
They were placed in possession of Lieutenant į 
Rogers, who was acting commissary of the com- |; 
mand under Colonel Harney. 
| Myr. SHIELDS. Perhaps I may relieve the gen- || 
tleman by stating what I learned in regard to this | 
matter. fam well acquainted with the claimant. 
i saw him at the place where his goods were de- | 
stroyed. I did not see the destruction, of course. | 
That preceded my arrival there. 1 joined General ij 
Wool at that place. This expedition had preceded | 
| General Wool’s expedition ;and what I learned from į 

Colonel Harney and this gentleman himself (we :| 
| occupied the same house at the same time) was || 


this, that Col. Harney did take possession of the 
goods,and took this man along with him; but when |j 
he was compelled to fall back, he left the goods in | 
the custody of one of his officers, with instructions | 
that if the Mexicans should press upon him: if he | 
wax compelled to abandon his position too sud- ! 
denly, he should destroy the goods rather than jet! 


Colonel Harney ha 
| have paid him instantly, and so would any of us. 


them fall into the hands of the enemy. The ofi- | 
i of that order, burned the goods | 
nince where they were burned—so | 
hat the man himself, of course, had no option || 
onti Tf the goods had not been destroyed ‘i 
y would have falien into the hands ef the Mex- 
i did not hear the argument of the Senator 
Arkansas, but I believe his objection to this +! 
bill is, that Colonel Harney ’s expedition was not 
authorized. 
. BORLAND. 


That was one ground of ob- 


i My. SHIELDS. Thatisime. He weut there - 
| without authority. f happened to be at Monte- 
rey at the time, and heard General Taylor say | 
some hard things about it. But if it had been į 
necessful—and, indeed, it was in the first in- `i 
tance, the Mexicans being driven away—Col- 
onel Flarney would have received a gy deal 
oferedit. But that has nothing to do with this 
man, as I understand. Colonel Harney was in 
the United States service; he acted on his own 
risk in that matter; and although he did not go in 
accordance with orders, so far as [ understand it, 
he had not disobeyed any orders. But Colonel 
Harney took the goods from Callaghan, and kept 
„them with him. I know Colonel Harney, and i; 
probably others here do. He was one of those 
men who would not give Callaghan time to raise; 
any quesiion avout his conduct. He seized these ; 


by his orders. Under these circumstances, I will i 


ask any honorable Senator whether that man is 


had the power he would 


But he had no authority-to do so. This man’s 
goods were destroyed by the-order of an officer of 
the United States. The only question is, will the 
United States indemnify him for the loss of them? 

Mr. BORLAND. There seems to be a differ- 
ence of opinion here as to a fact, about which 
there can be no doubt, I apprehend, when I eall 
attention to it. I understand the Senator from 


: Maryland [Mr. Prarrt] to say that these goods 
‘| were destroyed by order of Colonel Harney, be- 


fore he left the Rio Grande. 
Mr. PRATT. Oh, no; by an officer of the 


! Government, not by Colonel Harney. 


Mr. BORLAND. Then I misunderstood the 
Senator. The fact is, the goods were not des- 
troyed until some time after Colonel Harney had 
returned to San Antonio. Now, sir, as the Sena- 
tor from IHinois [Mr. Sureips] has. stated some 


| circumstances of his personal knowledge, it may 


not be improper for me to state some from my 
own, as it so happened that I was at San Antonio 
ahouħ the time of these occurrences, and before 
Mr. Cagichan’s goods were destroyed at the Rio 
Grande. I think it is a fact of my personal 
knowledge, that Mr. Callaghan did not return 
from the Rio Grande until some time after Colonel 
Harney’s return, and until after the goods had 
been destroyed. I well remember it was said in 
San Antonio at the time, that Mr, Callaghan had 
aided in setting fire to the goods. I mention this 
as a fact—not to censure him; for if it was right 
to destroy the goods at all, it was not wrong in 
him to aid in their destruction. Again, I think it 
is a fact of my own knowledge, that no officer of 
the regular Army remained at the Rio Grande 
with the Texan volunteers, after Colonel Harney 
and the regular troops returned. The goods be- 
ing left behind, and Mr. Callaghan with them, the 
presumption is, as I doubt not the fact was, that 
they were in his charge and possession—that is, 


| he remained there voluntarily with them, for pur- 


poses of his own, (surely he was subserving no 


i public interest,) and -consequently on his own re- 


sponsibility, and at his own risk, Itis said that 
Captain Cady, the senior captain of the Texan 
volunteers that remained at the Rio Grande, who 
commanded after Coloney Harney returned, gave 
the order to burn the goods. I do not question 
this. But Ido deny the rightfulness of that or- 
der, as I. deny the rightfulness of Captain Cady, 
Mr. Callaghan, or a single man of the expedition 


‘(even if they went there rightfully at first) re- 


maining an hour after the order had been given to 
them to return. 

Then, as to the want of transportation. T can- 
not understand how that want cameabout, When 
the expedition went out they had sufficient trans- 
portation, for they carried, besides all other neces- 
saries, Mr. Callaghan’s $25,000 worth of goods. 
Now, were not the means of transporting this 


‘ amount from San Antonio tothe Rio Grande, suf- 


ficient to carry back again the reduced amount of 
810,000? My opinion is, that there was not, and 
could not have been, any want of transportation. 
Indeed, I well remember it was said at the time 
that wagons were burnt, together with the goods; 
and I had supposed that their estimated value made 


‘a part of the $16,000 now claimed for loss. I may 


be mistaken in this, though such is my impression. 
I agree with the Senator from Minois, that Colonel 
Harney was in the habit, not only of giving orders 
with decision, but of having them obeyed also. 
But that Mr. Callaghan was carried along, nolens 
volens, by force, and under ihe stringent operation 
of 2 military order, and that he did not wish to go, 
or was afraid to go, is not sustained by the eir- 
cumstances of this case. Ere was an old traderin 


; the Mexican country, across the Rio Grande, and 
: in the constant habit ef traveling backwards and 
: forwards from San Antonio. 
: in working one of ihe Mexican silver mines, per- 
| haps thatof Santa Rosa. 


He was interested 


He was in the constant 
habit of trading backwards and forwards; and he 


kept a stock of goods suited to that business. 
: f 7 
| One reason, perhaps the controlling one, why Coi- 
+ onel Harney made arrangements with him to go 


with the expedition, was the fact thet he could 
carry goods which were suited to the Mexicans; 
and understanding their language, being familiar 
with their character and habits, and experienced 
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essential service to the expedition in procuring 
supplies; while he was, at the same time, serving 
himself by exchanging his goods for Mexican for- 
aze and provisions, which he was selling to the! 
troops, and, upon the operation, realizing a hand- H 
some profit, 7 l 
Mr. SHIELDS. As far as I understand the! 
Senator, his objection turns on the fact whether 
Colonel Harney authorized the destruction of the ! 
woods. 
" Mr, BORLAND. If the Senator had been in 
the Chainber when I made my first remarks, he !! 
would have heard the three grounds of my objec- | 
tion. The first is, that the expedition was an un 
authorized one. The next is, that Mr. Callaghan 
ought nut to have remained upon the banks of ;! 
Rio Grande after the expedition had been or- | 
dered back, and after the main body of the troops | 
had returned to San Antonio. He ought not to | 
have remained there beyond their protection, when : 
he had the opportunity and means of getting back | 
to San Antonio in good time. H 


i 
| 


il 
ji 


if 
i 


If the circumstan- | 
ces were such as to require the expedition to fall | 
back, he should have returned. My third ground : 
of objection is, the want of what Í regard, and | 
whet | understand the Senate has heretofore re- 

garded, as competent proof of the order, By proper || 
authority, to destroy the goods; or of the necessity || 


i 
I 
i 
| 


such as was afforded him by his little escort of 


he had carried. there, and in collection of debts. 
How many of these expeditions he made, I do not 
know ; but I-do know that the newspapers stated 


upon either by Mexicans or Indians, or some 
others, robbed of his goods, and nearly lost his 
life. .Do Senators think he can claim payment 
for his losses on that occasion? T think he could, 
with as much lawful right as he does now for those 
sustained at the Rio Grande. Why not? i 
Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I dislike to troa- 
ble the Senate, for I know that very frequently 
lengthened speaking on these small bills, instead 
of benefiting them, does them a positive injury. 
But there is some conflict here in regard to the 
testimony. The Senator from Arkansas says that 


i Mexican servants whom he had to assist him, | 
with a cargo of silver which he had obtained in | 
; the mines about Santa. Rosa, in exchange for goods | 


l 
fi 
f 
i 
ti 
ji 
il 
i 


this claim has been before the Senate for a long |; 


N C ii specified, i 
that in returning from one of them, he was fallen |; : 
ji 


į over to me., A large portion of the same was destroyed, by 
| order of the officer remaining in command of the portion 
of the forces left at the Rio Grande, upon bis return to 
j; Ban Antonio, to prevent the same falling into the hands of 
| theenemy. I aw satisfied, from my knowledge of the cir- 
| cumstances, that the invoices and account current exhibited 
by Mr. Callaghan against the quartermaster’s department 
is correct, and that the balance of $16,194 30, as therein 
s a just and valid charge against the quarter- 
master's department. D. G. ROGERS, ` 
“3d lieutenant of dragoons, A, A. Q. ÀE. 
“ September 21, 1846. y 


f 
i 
| 
f 


In relation to the account current, the same ofi- 


y certify, upon honor, that 1 have examined the 
within unt, which is the same referred to in my certifi- 
cate of this date, and sind the balance therein stated, to be 
į the amount of the merchandise destroyed by order of D. C. 
; Cady, captain commanding at camp Juniata, on the Rio 
Grande, ou the 28th day of August, 1846. ý 
“D. G. ROGERS 
& dd lieutenant of dragoons, 4. A. Q. M. 
& September 21, 1846.7 ` 


The facts of this case are shortly these. Colo- 


time, ‘Vhatis very true; but it has been up for 


|i nel Harney—whatever quarrel there may be, and, 


action only twice. It was before the Senate sev- : we have no evidence that it was an authorized 


eral years ago, and was then discussed at length 


The honorable Senator from Arkansas on that | at a separate post. 


i 
i 


occasion showed just as much zeal as he has now | 


| expedition, except the opinion of gentlemen—was 


Every bedy knows Colonel 
Harney io be a bold man. He made an expedi- 


shown to prevent the passage of the bill. Still, |: tion from San Antonio to the Rio Grande. No- 


the bill was then passed by this body. I propose |} body contends that he did that against orders; but 
now to read some of the testimony in this case, as | he was ordered back by the commanding gene- 


of that order, supposing it to have been given. there seems to be some conflict in regard to it. I |: ral. He left San Antonio with sufficient force, in 


Mr. SHIELDS. TI have already stated what I 
heard those gentlemen say. I hope the gentleman 
does not pretend to say that I stated that incor- 
rectiy. They told me—I am not responsible for 
what they said, they may have told me false- 
hoods—that Colonel Harney had gone there, had 
pressed the goods, had taken possession of them; 
and when he left that place, had taken the wag- 
ous, carried off the residue, and left these goods, | 
with instructions that if the Mexicans came and ; 
forced them to abandon their position, the man 
whom kbe left there in charge of the goods—not 
Callaghan—should destroy them. I do not sup- 
pose the gentleman pretends to say that I did not : 
hear these statements. il 

Mr, BORLAND. I have said nothing at all l! 
about the Senator’s statements. It seems to me || 
he has introduced that unnecessarily. I aim not || 
questioning his statements upon any point; but lam 
stating the circumstances which satisfy my mind 
that the goods were not destroyed under the cir- |} 
eumstan-. alleged in the memorial, in such a way, | 
and by such t 
‘to relief. I make no question of the Senator’s |! 
statements, nor thoseof any other Senator upon |} 
the floor, or elsewhere; but I do question the va- ;; 
lidity of this claim most emphatically; and have’ 
presented the facts and considerations which, in '| 
my opivion, do utterly destroy the only founda- | 
tions upon which it can pretend to rest. 

[may be wrong in the positions I have taken. If 
so, then theclaim should beallowed. If the Sen- 


at 
i 


i 


authority as would entitle the petitioner |} 


| 


ate shail be satisfied, first, that the expedition was 
an authorized one, that Colonel Harney had a 


1 


ke it, and to incur all the expenses and 
resi silities which it involved, and that those 
responsibilities justly fall now upon this Govern- 
ment, then that ground of my objection is—to your |; 
mind, not mine—removed. Next, if you shall be | 
satisied that Mr. Callaghan rightfully remained | 
upon the hanks of the Rio Grande after the order, ‘i 
from unquestionable authority, had been given for 
the whole expedition to return to San Antonio, | 
the greater part had so returned, and Col- ` 
one? Harney with it, then the second ground of my 
objection is-—to your mind, not mine—removed. | 
And third, if it is satisfactorily proved to theSen- | 
t the destruction of these goods was neces- 
sary tothe publicservice, and that the order under 
which they were destroyed was from a lawful: 
ce, and really given, then that objection is—to 
your mind, not mine—removed. aaa 
~ Now, sir, how far does this responsibility of the 
ment extend, in the opinion of Senators? 


| 
i 


| 


f 


De 


i 


i 


i 
j 


ter 


ai 


. SHIELDS. Under protection. i 
, BORLAND. If he had protection, I am : 
aware of it, f met him in the month of No- 
ser, at Presidio, with no protection at all, save 


i escort Mr. Callaghan’s goods to the Rio Grande. Mr. 


i wounding several of our men. 


: the 


i 
it 
i 

I 


hope, therefore, the Senate will pardon me for 
reading from the testimony, I will first read the 
statement of Captain Cady, a gentleman under 
whose orders the goods were destroyed: 

“Tn July, 1846, Colonel Harney ordered my company to 
Cajla- 
ghan told me that he was taking the goods to sell for the p- 
pose of purchasing supplies for the connnands—-after we 
arrived at San Antonio. I know that Mr. Callaghan sold 


| 


i 
i 
i 


j: 
|i 


goods for provisions and forage, and turned theim over to ; 


the quartermaster for the use of the troops. Colonel Har- | 


! ney ordered three companies of volunteers to remaiu on the | 
left bank of the Rio Grande until further orders, and with |; 


the balance of the command marehed for San Antonio, ta- 
king with him all the wagons but two. Mr. Callaghan fu 
nished his own transportation, and had previously sent bis 


| carts to San Antonio. 


* A few days after Colonel Harney left, we received an : 
order from Colonel Young, commanding volunteers, di- | 
rected to Captains Cady, Smith, and Evans, to repair inme- j; 
diately on receipt of the order to San Antonio with their || 
commands. After receiving Colonel Young’s order, we |! 
sent the quartermaster over the river to purchase provis- |) 
ions, and hire carts or pack mules for the purpose of trans- |! 
porting our provisions and Mr, Callagiian’s goods to San | 
Antonio. When our men were in the boat, aud about i 
returning, they were fired upon by a party of Mexicans, 
The enemy then destroyed 
our boat. At that time the river was unusually high, some | 
five or six hundred yards wide, extremely swift, and impos- | 
sible for us to ford or cross, After remaining on the lett i 
bank of the river several days, the river continuing to rise. | 
our provisions getting scarce, we concluded to march to ; 
San Antonio pursuant to orders. As we had no means of | 
transporting the publie property or Mr. Callaghan *s goods, a | 


! council of officers was called, who ordered the property to +; 


be destroyed to prevent them from falling into the hands of ; 
the enemy. Our two wagons could not more than carry 
the sick and provisions enough. to last te San Antonio. 
“D. C. CADY, Late Captain Tegas Rangers. 

“Srare or Texas, County of Travis: 

* Sworn to, and subscribed before me, this May 3d, A. D. ! 
850. Jn testimony whereof, I hereto set my hand and the 
eal of the county court. J. MINER, Chief Justice ” 


That is the statement of Captain Cady, an ofi- i 


i 
} 
f 
i 


1 
S 


cer in the service of the United States, who was |: 
left on the Rio Grande, by the command of Col- i 
onel Harney, and in possession of these goods. |, 
Colonel Harney’s statement is corroborative of |! 
these facts. It is not necessary that I should ii 
trouble the Senate with reading it all. The con- i 
cluding portion is as follows: 


* Upon the return of the last troops to San Antonio, he ; 


| who would dare to come near him. 
_ney could not get along, could not support. his 


_ the sick. 
| stances ? 


i was for 


: couage, was one of them. 


my humble judgment, to whip all the Mexicans 
Colonel Har- 


forces without taking these goods with him; hence 
he made a contract with Callaghan, and the goods 
were turned over to the quartermaster to supply 
the troops with forage and provisions. After he 
got to the Rio Grande he received the order of the 
commanding general to return, and he did return 
with a part of his command, taking all the bag- 
gage wagons with him except two, When he 
returned to San Antonio he left Captain Evans, 


: Captain Cady, and Captain Smith in possession 


at the Rio Grande, where they remained, and 
where these goods remained to support the troops. 
It seems that afterwards an order was received 
from Colonel Young, who had superseded Harney 
in command, directing these men to retire from 
the Rio Grande to San Antonio. For the purpose 
of doing so, they sent a detachment over the river 
to procure transportation, in order to take the 
goods io San Antonio. Coming back they were 
fired on by the Mexicans, and their boat was de- 
stroyed. ‘There was no transportation on this side 
of the Rio Grande, and they could procure none 
on the other side. The goods were in the posses- 
sion of the officer of the quertermaster’s depart- 
ment, by no fault of Callaghan, at the instance of 
the colonel in command, and under the sanction 
of the quartermaster, who was responsible for his 
conduct in his accounts with the Department here. 
The troops were ordered by the commanding of- 
ficer to return. They had but two baggage 
wagons, which were barely sufficient to transport 
What did they do, under these cireum- 
They held a council of officers. I hap- 
pen to know these gentlemen. My. Evans, who 
ı long time a very creditable officer of our 
judiciary, and a man of talents, respectability, and 
Captain Smith, an- 
other one, was also distinguished for his courage 
and ability. T have not the pleasure of knowing 
Captain Cady personally, but I understand that 
he is very much of a gentleman. These three offi- 


E 


- cers it seems, from the statement of Captain Cady, 


under oath, held a council to determine whether 


disposed ofa portion of said stock at the Rio Grande. A: toe s feed ` : 
largo portion of it, as [am informed and believe, was de- ` they should go off and leave Callaghan’s goods to 
strayed at said river, to prevent its falling into the hands of | be taken by the enemy, and thus give them en- 
tme enemy. Emade Ma contona De eaten | couragement and support, or to abandon the place 
hat ha es a a ware noreumiciedt (het tor. and destroy the goods. They chose the latter al- 


ment, at San Antonio, were not sufficient for the support oF: 
expedition. UW. 8S, HARNEY, | 
Colonel 2d dragoons of the United States Army.” 

I will next read the statement of D. G. Rogers, 
Əd lieutenant of dragoons, and assistant quarter- 


; master: 


«J do hereby certify, upon honor, that F aecampanicd the 
expedition under the command of Colonel Harney to, the : 
tio Grande, and acted as quartermaster of the same. The 
forces composing said command, left San Antonio on the 
2d day of July, 1846. Benjamin Callaghan, a resident mer- | 


chant of San Antonio, accompanied said expedition with a + 


large stock of merchandise, which said stock, and the pro- 

ceeds of the sale thereof, was subject to my order, for the = 
use and subsistence of the army, after the same had reached i 
the Rio Grande. A part of said merchandise was disposed 
of by Mr. Callaghan at the Rio Grande, and the funds pa: 


iai and F 


ternative, and destroyed the goods. 

Now, if this does not make a legal and just 
claim against the Government of the United 
States, it is difficult for me to conceive what would 
make a just and legalelaim. If this state of facts, 
and this testimony, does noi justify the claim, I do 

| not know what could. I might have read more 
testimony in corroboration of the points of the 
case, but I did not choose te delay the Senate on 
that subject. 

Something has been said with regard to My. 

Callaghan. It is said that le is a Mexican trader. 
. He is a gallant Irishman. |] know him well; 


do not believe that he is capable of bringing 
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before Congress, even upon his own unsupported | 
statement, an improper account. He is a man | 
who has hed dealings with the Mexicans, and is |! 
very well liked by them. Heis a man of high | 
reputation as a merchant. I happen to know that || 


after this time, when General Wool made his ex- || Monday. 


pedition into Mexico, Mr. Bryan Callaghan, with- | 


out asking any pay out of the Treasury of the | 


‘United States, went with General Wool, was his | 
guide, went on at the head-of the army with a | 
fatigue party, and bridged the streams, so as not to || 
delay the General when the safety of the army , 
depended on his joining General Taylor immedi- : 
ately. He did all this under the impulses of a ; 
warm heart and a gallant disposition, and claimed | 
no pay from the Government of the United States | 
for it. If, under these circumstances, it is neces- || 
sary to make a sacrifice of Bryan Callaghan to the |! 
amount of $16,000, be it so; but I must protest |! 
against it. f 
Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote is taken, 1 || 
desire to say that it seems to me that the advo- 
cates of this bill undertake to put it on a founda- |) 
tion upon which it does not rest. If a bill were i| 
brought forward to be passed on grounds of grati- |! 
tude to Mr. Callaghan, or on his personal merits 
as an individual, 1 should not have a word to say | 
against it, because I concur in what has been said || 
in his favor in this respect. Ihave cause to know | 
that he is a very clever man, This is my opinion 
from some personal knowledge of him. ` For that | 
reason J do not wish that this debate should give | 
any such color or direction to my remarks as to | 
reflect on Mr. Callaghan as an individual, or on || 
any one else. I do not oppose the bill on that | 
account. If that were a proper ground for it to | 
stand upon, I should zealously support it; because 
personally [ entertain for him very kind personal | 
feelings, perhaps more kind than for any other | 
man { met in Texas, My objection to this bill 
does not apply to the personal merits of Mr. Cal- 
laghan at all. The evidence which has been fur- 
nished in this case does not satisfy me that this 
claim rests on the only foundation on which the 
Senate of the United States or the other House of 
Congress have ever paid a claim. We may sup- 
pose that evidence to exist; but what the Senator 
from Texas has read does not meet the objection; 
that evidence, such as is usually required is not 
before us. The Senator read the vague and cau- 
tiously-worded statements of the officers, but he has 
not produced the order. He has not produced 
evidence or circumstances to show that the order 
ought to have been given, or the fact that it was 
given, | 
I find by one of the affidavits read by the Sen- 
ator from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] that my memory, 
in one particular, was sustained in point of time 
and of fact. It is as to the date of the burning of |) 
these goods at the Rio Grande—the 28th August, || 
1846. Iarrived at San Antonio on the 25th of | 
August, 1846; and early in September of that year 
I first saw Mr. Callaghan, and heard from him the | 
first account which I did hear of the burning of |) 
his goods, on the Rio Grande. I knew, then, that 
he intended to bring forward a claim for them; | 
and, if my memory serves me, I told him even | 
then, that I did not think it was a valid claim. It} 
was then talked about freely, and the impression It 
on my mind was, that it had no foundation in 
justice. It cannot be considered a reflection on || 
this gentleman, who does not think so, that he | 
brings forward the claim. There is no question |; 
of honor involved in it. If we are to assume that i 
it is evidence of dishonor for an individual to j! 
bring forward a claim when others think it unjust, |j 
we should brand some of the best men of the na- || 
tion as dishonorable. ij 


i 
| 
i 


t j This has not been done to my || 
satisfaction, I therefore must vote against it, 3 
The bill was reported to the 


| House, the special order after Tuesday next. 


į pended to pay Mr. Polk’s debts. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
_ On the motion of Mr. BRADBURY, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned until | 


i 
HOUSE OF- REPRESENTATIVES. 


Frinay, March 19, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer |! 


by the Rev. Lirrteton F. Morean. 
The Journalof yesterday wasread and approved. 


ACCOUNTS OF PROSPER M. WETMORE. 


Mr.ORR. Lask the unanimous consent of the 
House to move to take up a message from the 
President of the United States, which was read a 
few days ago, and laid on the table for the pur- 
pose of being printed. 


mitteeon the Judiciary. itis a message from the 
President transmitting a copy of the report in re- 
lation to the accounts of Prosper M. Wetmore, | 
late Navy agent in the city of New York. Ido. 
not desire to debate it now, but simply to move 
its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask thatall 
the communications on the Speaker’s table may 
be taken up and referred. 

Mr.ORR. This communicationis not upon the | 
Speaker’s table. It was read’ and laid upon the 
table, and | simply ask now that it may be taken 
up and referred. . 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Well, I have no objection 
to that. 

The SPEAKER. Is the proposition of the gen- 


I make the motion with a il is absent. 


view of having the message referred to the Com- |' 


| yeas and nays on Mr. Szymour’s motion, and 
| there were—ayes 25, noes 70; no quorum. | 

| Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers on ordering 
i the yeas and nays. 

| The SPEAKER. We cannot do any business 
; until there is a quorum present. 

| Mr HALL. Itdoes not require a quorum to 
| order the yeas and nays. 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
| it requires a majority of the House to do the busi- 
! ness of the House. 

Mr. HALL. But less than a quorum can order 


The SPEAKER. Thatisquite a different thing. 
It is for the purpose of getting a quorum to do 
business. 

Mr.ORR. It seems to meit is a very hard mat- 
ter to get a quorum this morning. I move that 
| there be a call of the House, that we may see who 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the yeas 
| and nays on that motion. That will answer the 
same purpose as the call. ` 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken on the motion that there be a calf 
| of the House, it was decided in the negative—yeas 
| 64, nays-95; as follow: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Barrere, Bennett, 


Bibighaus, Bowie, Bragg, Brenton, Brooks, Buell, Chan- 


| äter, Churchwell, Conger, Cullom, Curtis, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Faulkner, Fiteh, 
Floyd, Freeman, Goodenow, Gorman, Harper, Hart, Ha- 


|; ven, Thomas Y. How, Jackson, James Johnson, J. Glaney 


Jones, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Martin, McDonald, Me- 
Lanahan, MeMutlin, Meacham, Miller, Molony, Henry D. 
Moore, Morrison, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Phelps, 
| Porter, Robinson, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Smith, 
i| Stanly, Stratton, Taylor, Townshend, Tuck, Venable, 
{| Wallace, Welch, Wilcox, and Yates—64, 

t 


tleman from South Carolina objected to ? 
Mr. BROOKS. I object, and call for the regu- 
lar order of business. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut, moved that | 


the House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know what is the 


Private Calendar, The House will remember that 


| we have only until Tuesday to complete the de- 
ficiency bill, and if the object of the gentleman is |Í 


to contend for to-day and to-morrow, why, | shal! 
have to contend with him for both of those days. 
It is possible that, if the House would sit to-mor- 
rows we might finish the deficiency bill by Tues- 
ay. 
Mr. DANIEL. So far as I am concerned, I 
am disposed to compromise with the gentleman. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Srymour’s 


| motion, and there were—ayes 60, noes 32; no 


quorum voting. 
Mr. CHANDLER demanded tellers. 
Mr. STANLY demanded the yeas and nays. 
Mr. BROOKS. I desire to make an inquiry of 
the Chair. If the deficiency bill is not disposed 


of by Tuesday next, will it not be then superseded | 


by another bill, which has been made the special 
order? 

The SPEAKER- 
gentleman from Tennessee is, by order of the | 


Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I should like to | 
inquire if the last Congress did not appropriate | 
$50,000,000 for the present fiscal year, which is : 
within a few millions of the amount expended | 
annually by Mr. Polk’s administration during the | 
war? 


Mr. CHANDLER. The amount has been ex- 


Mr. HALL. No, sir: it has heen expended to 
satisfy your extravagance, and I am opposed to 


Mr. HOUSTON. There is no chance now to 


Senate without ` debate these things in Committee of the Whole. 


amendment, and ordered to be engrossed, and read | I shall have an opportunity to make an hour’s | 


a third time. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. |; 
On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 


li 


speech, I was, however, disposed myself, on the | modified as to read, ‘shall cease in one hour after 


|| assurance of gentlemen around me, that they | 


|! day, to the deficiency bill—i was disposed to let ji 


Ordered, That the executors of Robert Porterfield have | P%Yate bills be taken up to-day, as a day has not | 


leave to withdraw their petition and papers from the files || been devoted to that business for three weeks. | that I wish to debate the bill itself. 


of the Senate. li 
l 


The homestead bill of the 1 


i NAYS—Messrs. Allison, John Appleton, William Ap- 
| pleton, Averett, Babcock, Bartlett, Beale, Bocock, Bur- 
| rows, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Thomp- 
; son Campbell, Chapman, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Daniel, 
|| Dimmick, Dockery, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Edmund- 
{i son, Ficklin, Fowler, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, 
ii Grow, Hall, Hamilton, [sham G. Harris, Sampson W. Har- 
| tis, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, Hors- 
| ford, Houston, Howard, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, 


ji 
| purpose of the gentleman from Connecticutin mov- |! yond Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Geo. 
| ing to go into a Committee of the Whole on the | 


W. Jones, George G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Mason, McNair, 
McQueen, Millson, John Moore, Morehead, Newton, Olds, 
| Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Polk, Pow- 
i ell, Price, Sackett, Schermerborn, Schoolcraft, Scurry, 
Origen S. Seymour. Skelton, Smit, Snow, Benjamin Stan- 
| ton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham 
| P. Stevens, Stone, Stuart, Sutherland, Benjamin Thomp- 
; son, Geo. W. Thompson, Thurston, Walsh, Ward, Wash- 
: buen, Watkins, Wells, Addison White, Alexander White, 
Witdrick, and Wiltiams—95. 

So a call of the House was not ordered. 

Mr. DANIEL. | I hope my colleague will now 
withdraw his call for the yeas and nays, and per- 
mit the House to go into Committee of the Whole, 
with a view to take up the Private Calendar to- 
day. Then J am willing that the balance of the 
week shall be devoted to the consideration of the 
deficiency bill. We have done scarcely anything, 
| as yet, upon the Private Calendar this session, and 
I hope the House will consent to take that busi- 
ness into consideration to-day; and under the 
| pressing necessity of the case, I will not-insist 
i upon taking up the Private Calendar to-morrow; 
but I will concur, and I hope those who are dis- 
posed to take up the Private Calendar will concur, 
| with the proposition of the gentleman from Ala- 
; bama, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
; and Means, [Mr. Hovsrow,] to take up the defi- 
| ciency bill, and continue its consideration until it 
| is disposed of. I hope the motion to go into Com- 
: mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar will 
prevail. 

Mr. STANLY. If I thought the House would 
certainly meet to-morrow, and as gentlemen upon 
' the other side of the House desire to go into Com- 


$ r. i| mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar to- 
such as has always been required, and such as |; indulging your wastefulness any further. E 


day, I would not object to it. I will withdraw the 

| call for the yeas and nays. 

' Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the con- 

! sent of my friend from North Carolina, to allow 
me to ask the unanimous consent of the House to 

: Submit a proposition, that the resolution providing 

: for closing debate upon the deficiency bill, be so 


! the committee shall next take the subject under 


: would give to-morrow, and Monday, and Tues- i| consideration.” 


I ask permission to state to the House that I 
i now have the floor in committee on that bill, and 
Thad occu- 


The question was then taken on ordering the || pied the floor about eight or ten minutes when the 
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for closing the debate. Now, if the House will, 
by unanimous consent, permit the resolution elos- 
ing debate to be so modified as to provide for 


closing it in one hour after the committee shall | 
have again resumed the consideration of the sub- | 


ject, I shall then retain the floor, and be able to 
make some remarks applicable to the bill, as I am 
instructed to do by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 


Mr. DANIEL. I have no objection to the 


proposition of the gentleman from Arkansas; on |! 


the contrary, I think that his request ought to be 
granted, J! think that his explanation ought to be 
made, concerning items affecting the Indian affairs; 
and I am perfectly willing to agree in any arrange- 
ment which will afford him an opportunity to make 
the necessary explanation. All F wish is, that this 
day shall be devoted to the consideration of pri- 
vate business; and then, when the deficiency bill 
comes up to-morrow, I will concur in any propo- 
sition of that kind. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the Speaker will put the 
question to the House, whether there is unani- | 
mous consent to modify the resolution as | have 
indicated, that will decide the matter, and nothing 
more need be said upon the subject. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ` I will suggest to 
the gentleman from Arkansas to change his re- 
quest, so as to ask the unanimous consent to take 
up the motion, which was laid upon the table, to 
reconsider, and then the matter will be again regu- 
larly before the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That willtake up more time. 
Lask the Speaker whether the proposition will not 
accomplish my object, if I have the unanimous 
consent of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It will; and it is the only 
form by which the object can be effected. 

Mr. BROOKS. If Ican makea bargain with 
the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] I 
will not object to his proposition. But under the | 
existing arrangement, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means [Mr. Housroy] has 
an hour to close debate. It is now proposed to 
give the gentleman from Arkansas another hour; 
and no one upon this side of the House will have 
any opportunity to reply to any attacks which may 
be made. 

Mr. JOHNSON. T have no objection that the 
gentleman be allowed one hour, or ten hours, in 
the discussion of the bill. But this bill has been 
before the committee for several days, and gentle- 
men have spent all the time in discussing irrele- 
vant matters, and have not once touched the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS, Not one word have I said. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I will say to the gentleman 
that I intend to speak in favor of the estimates of 


Government in relation to the Indian Department; ii 
so that my proposition need not meet with objec- |) 


tion upon that side of the House. 

Mr. BROOKS. J will not object; but I desire 
an hour to reply. 

Mr. DANIEL. May not the proposition of the 
gentleman from Arkansas be entertained as well | 
to-morrow, when the deficiency bill comes up, as | 


‘| committee for consideration. 


| 


: The SPEAKER. The question must first be 
|| put upon the motion to go into Committee of the 
| Whole upon the Private Calendar. This being 
; Private bill day, that motion takes precedence. 

: Mr. HAVEN. Upon that motion I demand 
ithe yeas and nays. 

: ‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

| Tellers were then demanded, and ordered; and | 
; Messrs. Penn and Gentry were appointed. 

| The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
| ported—ayes 70, noes 61. 

i So the motion was agreed to. 

! The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
i Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. CHANDLER 


Vv. chair.) 
HEIRS OF GENERAL JAMES C. WATSON. 


| The CHAIRMAN. The first business in or- 
der is bill No. 106, for the relief of the legal rep- 
| resentatives of General James C. Watson, of the 
i State of Georgia. 

| [The bill proposes to pay the heirs of Watson 
i the sum of $14,600, with interest, being the amount 
i paid by said Watson for certain slaves purchased 
of the Creek Indians, which had been captured by 
them from the Seminole Indians during the Florida 
war. 

i Me, NEWTON. I desire to ask the House to | 
| postpone the consideration of this bill until next 
| Friday, on account of the sickness of the gentle- 
: man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Jons W. Howse,] 
| who had the floor upon it when last before the 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I shall be com-} 


| man from Ohio, [Mr. Newron.] Some of my | 


iy 
i 


| pelled to object to the request made by the gentle- | 


| guage; and that such being the contract, and this 
| being a transfer of slaves, or a right to slaves, that, 


any particular locality in this Republic, but how the 
| parties understand it? What was the intent of the 
parties to the contract? Whatdid they mean, and 
‘how do you arrive at that meaning?” What are 
i the rules of construction by which the legal mean- 


il 


F 
| ing is arrived at, and the terms and operation of 
the contract determined? The rule of construc- 
tion, fair, ancient, well established, and uniform, 
is that the words must be used in the sense, and 
interpreted in the sense, in which the parties used 
them; and in connection with this rule, for the 
purpose of arriving at the intent of the parties, the 
cotemporaneous exposition put upon the words 
by the parties themselves, is to be resorted to as 
a Standard to guide the judgment of others. How 
did they regard it? How did the Creek Indians 
| themselves regard it? How did the government 
officers regard it? They regarded itas embracing 
negroes and slaves; and for the purpose of estab- 
lishing that fact, I call the attention of the commit- 
: tee toa few facts. I must state, in this connection, 
that this case involves a great number of facts, and 
that it is a case of importance to some of my im- 
mediate constituents, and I hope they will pardon 
me for referring to, and reading a few extracts: 
NEWNANSVILLE, (Fra.,) September 17, 1837. 


constituents are interested in the passage of this 
: bill. 1 do not desire to deprive the gentleman who 
Jast had the floor [Mr. Howe] of the opportunity 
of being heard; but it is uncertain when he will 
; have so recovered as to be able to attend in the 
| House. 

: Mr. NEWTON. He is now convalescent, and 
| will be in the House in a few days. Heis now : 
able to be about his House. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I apprehend from the char- | 
acter of the claim, and the discussion which will | 
| be elicited, that it will not be determined by the | 
committee in a day. Such being the case, the ' 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Howe] will 
; have an opportunity to present his objections | 

when we shall again reach the Private Calendar, | 
t which will not be until next Friday. 

The bill was then read by its title, as indicated 
above. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not desire, upon this 
occasion, to make a speech, but simply to call the | 
attention of the committee for a few moments to 
‘ the consideration of a few facts. 

Mr. ALLISON, (interrupting.) I understand 
that, by the rules, when an objection is made toa 


t 
i 


to-day? 
The SPEAKER. Just as well. : 
Mr. DANIEL. Then l hope the matter will 


l 
i 
t 
j 


be postponed till to-morrow, and come up then. 
The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 


| 
the gentleman to object? | 

Mr. DANIJEL. Twill not object to it, but 1: 
should prefer that the gentleman from Arkansas | 
would withdraw it for the present, and allow it to | 
come up to-morrow. iel 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I will withdraw ‘it. | 
But I give notice that I shall make the request to- : 
morrow, 

Mr. CABELL. Al parties seem to agree that 
it is important this deficiency bill should be taken | 
up and acted upon immediately. The reason 


given for going into Committee of the Whole on |! 
the Private Calendar is, that two days will be suffi- | 


cient to dispose of that bill. Now, I would sug- | 
gest that we go into the Committee of the Wholeon 


the state of the Union, and take up the deficiency 


bill, and see what progress we make upon that: 
bill, Then, if thereisa prospect of getting through 
with it, we can go into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar to-morrow. [ do not 
think that two days will be found sufficient to dis- | 
pose of that bill. 


l: fore the Government for a number of years. 


bill, and discussion arises thereon, it goes over as 
a matter of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is not objection day. 
Objection days are only the first and fourth Fri- 
day of each month. f ! 

Mr. JOHNSON, (resuming.) I desire to call | 
the attention of the committee to a few facts, which | 
in my estimation, ought to determine the equity and 


It 
has been pressed upon the Government from the 
year 1839, at each session of Congress, up to the 
present moment, and, so far as I have been in- . 
formed, it has never been acted upon. It has never 
been approved or rejected; but it has excited ob- : 
jection and strong opposition. I apprehend that: 
the principal difficulty in this case is not with the 
merits of the bill itself, but with the facts connected 
with it, involving, as it does, as was said by the 


i 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Howe,] the ., 


sale and transfer of negroes. Gentlemen oppose 
this bill because a vote here, of the indemnity pro- 
vided for in the bill, and asked for by the petition- 
ers, would be, as they say, to recognize the fact 
that slavery exists, and to recognize the further 
fact, that its existence is legal. The gentleman 
i from New York [Mr. Sacxerr] in opposing this 


regularity of this claim. This claim has been be- |; 


Sır: In addition to the inducements held out to the In~ 
dians who may enter the service, is that of the Seniinole 
property. Their negroes, horses, and cattle, (and they are 
tich in that description of property,) will be given to the 
captors; the Creek warriors, who captured but a small por- 
tion of the Seminole property, received for their captures 
between fourteen and fifteen thousand dollars. 

TH. S. JESUP. 

Captain WM. ARMSTRONG, 

Ohoctaw Agency, Arkansas. 
ST. AUGUSTINE, September 24, 1837. 

Sır: L have received your letter of the 7th instant. 
There are thirty-three Seminole prisoners here, two at 
Tampa, and twenty-four at Fort Pike, in Louisiana; six- 
teen died, and the remainder, being relatives of the Creek 
Indians, were allowed to go off with them. 

t There is one Indian negro here, seventeen at Tampa 
Bay, about eighty at Fort Pike, and seven have died. The 
Creek Indians were entitled to all the Indian property they 
| captured. I compromised with them by purchasing the 
| negroes from them on account of the Government, ? * * 

TH. S. JESUP. 

Hon. C. A. Harris, Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Wark DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE Inpian AFFAIRS, May 9, 1838. i 

Sır: The decision, made a few days since, that the 
negroes captured by the Creek warriors in Florida should, 
' in compliance with the engagement of General Jesup, be 
! delivered to the delegation now here, has been communi- 
| cated to them. * * * * 


* 


C. A. HARRIS, Commissioner. 
Captain S. Coover, Acting Secretary of War. 

Tampa Bay, September 7, 1837. 
Str: All Indian property taken will belong to the cap- 

The Seminoles have large herds of cattle and horses, 

| and several negroes. 1am well acquainted with all their 
: positions, and will find them in five or six daysatter I com- 
| mence the campaign. TH. S. JESUP. 
Captain Davip S. WALKER, Talladega, Alabama. 


l 
i 
i 
{ 
| 


| tors. 


Fort GILLILAND, September 17, 1837. 
; Captain: In addition to their pay as soldiers, they [the 
Choctaw warriors] will have all the Seminole property 
i they capture; and those Indians are rich in cattle, horses, 
` and negroes, The Creek warriors received between four- 
; teen and fifteen thousand dollars for their captures. 
i TH. 8. JESUP. 
Captain B. L. BONNEVILLE, 7th Infantry, , 
Commanding Choctaw Warriors, 
Choctaw Agency, Arkansas. 
The negroes captured by the Creek warriors in 
Florida were to be delivered to them. Such was 
the interpretation put upon this contract by the 
' officers of the Government, and proves that the 
: word plunder was understood by them as embra- 
: cing slaves, cattle, horses, and all kinds of prop- 
‘erty, known and recognized by the people as 
i property. What was the meaning of, and what 
j were they to have under the agreement? They 


i 


| 
| 


792 


E March 19, 


were to have all the slaves they captured. They 
were to be delivered up to them specifically: The 
` Governnent failed to doit. But says the gentle- 
man frorn New York, [Mr. Sacxett,] the Gov- 
ernment could not make such contracts, Why 
not? What precludes the Government from making 
a contract while in a state of hostility? Is there 
any constitutional prohibition? Why cannot they 
make a contract of this sort, as well as a contract 
to. buy horses, mules, corn, and fodder? ‘The 
argument of the gentleman is, that the Government 
cannot make any contract for the sale and delivery 
of slaves, because they are not the subjects of 
property, and ought not to be recognized by them 
as such, and therefore they cannot make a contract 
in reference to them. They say the contract could 
not be made by the Goverument, the subject- 
matter being slaves, because slavery did not exist 
among the Seminoles. How is that fact to be 
ascertained? tis a simple fact, and how shall it 
be proved and established? It is to be established 
by testimony alone. In Russia there are serfs 
appendant to the soil. Every one recognizes that 
fact. How is it established? By the testimony 
of credible witnesses, by historians, by travelers, 
and by persons cognizant of thei customs, and 
manners, and laws. Does the gentleman know 
that Russia has serfs? He is bound to believe it, 
because there is credible testimony to establish 
that fact. The same kind of testimony which | 
establishes that there are serfs in Russia attached 
to the soil, is here before this House, and in these 
documents, to establish the fact that slavery exists 
among the Seminoles. Here are witnesses—the 
members of this House. Here is the history given 
by the officers of this Government, who state the 
fact that they were rich in slaves—rich in this 
species of property. And yet this gentleman says 
there is no evidence before this House going to 
establish the fact of the existence of slavery among 
the Seminoles. 
_ Here, sir, is their history; a history given by 
the .officers of this Government, that they were 


rich in slaves—rich in that species of property; | 


and yet the gentleman says there is no evidence. 
There is as much evidence, Mr. Chairman—per- 
haps not so much, butit is of as stronga character— 
which would equally induce belief in tie mind of 
every individual that slavery existed among the 
Seminole Indians at that time, as it exists now in 
the State of Georgia. Justas much. Now, sir, 
this being a fact, and being so recognized by the 
Government, as I shall proceed to show you by 
reference to a few official documents, the Govern- 
ment had the power to make contracts in reference 
to existing facts: 


on 
ok, 


Tampa Bay, April 18, 1837, 
My pear SIR: If the citizens of the Territory be pru- 
dent, the war may be considered atan end; but any attempt 
to intertere with Endian negroes, or to arrest any of the 
chiel or warriors, either as erimi 
cause an immediate resort to bostiliti 
trol their masters. * * 
Most truty yours, 
His Excellency R. K. Cann, 
Governor af Florida, Talich ussee. 


Here then, sir, is the relation of masier esti 
lished, and that in a communication made y 
Thomas S. Jesup, in 1837. “The negroes con- 
trol their Indian masters.” There the right is es- 
tablished by the recital of that fact. Here is a 
right to control, but the fact of control may be dis- 
puted. That is in issue: 


S. 
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The negroes con- 
* 


THE. S$. JESUP. 


1 


e and bc 
property whieh they wili bete 
which they may be captured. 
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This is in July, 1837, 

oy will belong io the captors. The Seminoles | 

‘have large herds of catile and horses, and several 

‘ negroes.” All that property, and among their: 

property they have ‘cattle, horses, and negroes.” 

But L have another authority here, sir; bur Į 

not turn to it, besause I omitted to turn dowr 

page. It is a communication from General T 
to one of the head 


lor 
He st 


s of the Depariments of the H 
ales, sir, that there was sla- 
inoles; and I think General | 
arded asa much higher author- 
man from New York or from 
General Taylor recognized the fact 


Government. 
very among the Sem 
Taylor may be reg 

ity than the gentle 
Pennsylvania. 


| 
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| has been repeatedly acknowledged by t 


nocontract on the part of theGovernment. It was 
only a contract.to give an order that the negroes 
should be delivered up. . 

Mr. JOHNSON. I contend, Mr. Chairman 
that there was a contract on the part of the Gov- 
ernment. The Government having contracted 
with these Creek Indians, they having possession 
of these negroes, it was part of their contract to 
_ deliver them to the Creeks; and I say, sir, that if 


l these negroes were proper subjects for plunder, and 
i leged that this has not been established by compe- |i the Government had the control of this plunder, 
i tent and sufficient proof. I read further: was it not the duty of the Government to deliver 


the plunder taken? Could they discharge them- 
selves from their contract in any way? The Creeks 
came forward to sell their claim by the consent of 
| Commissioner Harris, with his fall knowledgeand 
approval, as-is shown by these papers, and to 
i transfer their rights to Watson, and the Govern- 
i| ment being in possession of the negroes, were they 
| not under obligation to deliver them to Watson? 
i 

j 


Tampa Bav, September 9, 18: 
Sin: You will muster the Creek regiment cut oï ser- ;: 
vice, and honorably discharge them ; then you will proceed |: 
tu New Orleans and obtain funds to pay the Creeks for the | 

captured negroes. $ x s ook * 
TH. S. JESUP. 

Lieutenant F. SEARLE, 
Acting Assistant Inspecting Generel, 

Army of the South, Tampa Bay. 
| Hiere, sir, then, the fact is established by%hi 
| communication, made by General Jesup, that 
BK g 
| 


Why, just as much as a man is obliged to pay a 
note which he has indorsed when itis due.” It 
irst Regiment aided and assisted, and were pres- |; was a contract entered into by the Government to 
ent at the capture of the negroes, and $8,000 was | deliver up these negroes, and they failed to deliver 
: paid for them. Now, Mr. Chairman, this claim i: them up. Here, sir, isa breach of contract on the 
he different | part of the Government, and we are entitled to 
| Departments of this Government, but it is said lj damages, and could recover damages before any 
| that there is no evidence here going to establish a l: court of justice—before any judge or jury. It 
further fact that General Watsonever paid to these |, seems to me, sir, that these circumstances estab- 
Indians the amount stipulated for the negroes—that | lish a breach of contract on the part of the Gov- 
he ever paid the $14,600. But, sir, there is most | ernment. Why, they say, “(do not pay Watson 


t 

| ample proof, of the most credible and competent |; anything.” Why? Because he ought to have 
i character before this committee, to establish that | given sixty or seventy thousand dollars for these 
| fact. 1 have the proof here, which is in this paper. |i negroes, and as long as he will not do that the 
| It is the deposition of William Armstrong; and I | Government will not pay him back. Who made 


will ask the gentleman to read it, as it is very long, 
and it would take up too much of the time of this 
committee to read the whole of it to them. I will 
Fe states the fact that 


| the first contract with the Indians? Why, Gen- 
ii eral Jesup, and he consented to give them $8,000, 
ibut Watson was to give them $14,000. Who 
|! Was giving them the most? Why, Watson. But 
if we were before a judge and jury, ina civil suit, 
the amount of damages which we should be en- 
| titled to recover, would not bethe amountof money 
| paid as a consideration, but the value of the prop- 
i erty; and, sir, the Government is, according to the 
i rules laid down, liable to us for the value of the 
1 property at the time it should have been delivered. 
| We say now, pay us back what we have paid; 

but no commiseration is felt for us. You have 


j 
\ 
| 
| 
{ 
i 
| 


{ 


g that 
thus | 


g |) got our money without consideration, and it has 
i| been paid to the Creeks; you have not delivered 


ithe property; you have not complied with your 
‘contract, and both in law and in equity, it would 


i| be required that you should pay back that consid- 


s or debtors, would | 


as well as other |! 


ithe Indians’ pro- |: 


f 
cis 
ji no contract made on th 


; agent, and General Watson. 


i eration with interest. Pay us back our money 


wl 


| Indians, for the Government of the 


j; property, and being anxious to dispose of its obli- 


ida, 


he 


gsr 


: was going te 
received :: They were already in bondage, and are now. 
ronment was : They have gone to the West as the slaves of the 


a to the | Indians; but with some gentlemen it is no matter 
2 to Wat- | about their being in slavery so long as they do not 


2 : belong to Southern men. 
nt failed to deliver the negroes. It was part of i dians, it is all right. 
s obligauen to deliver them to the Cree 
to the assignees of the Creeks; bu 
them to neither. 
Mr. WELCH. The gentlemen 
i as | understand the facts of the eas 


While owned by in- 
There would be no refusal 
ks, or |. to pay back the Indians under such circumstances, 
t they delivered | because they held negroes in bondage; but when 

a claimant from the State of G a rontrects 
will allow me, | with them, it is declared that the considerat 
There was © not legal; it was not a matter of con 
art of Government. The i: slavery did not exist there; we will keep 
as made between the Indians, by their 


eo 


thp 
ia 


your 
i money, They go on still further, and talk about 
|; eternal bondage—about plunder and about prison- 


ers of war. 


contract we 


No, with the Indians them- | Tn the course of war, we can make 


Mr. JOHNSON. 


j È me ` Pit 
selves, | prisoners. We can take white people in a state 
Mr. WELCH. It was made with the Indians |i of hostility prisoners of war. We can make 


themselves—but that is immaterial. There was || Mexicans prisoners of war, and take their prop- 


actuated by the same feelings. 


ment? 


It has turned up to be a very bad one. I hear ex- 
pressions of this kind: that it was a profitable 


speculation; that he entered upon it for that pur- | 


pose; that he had his eyes set upon the negroes— 


upon the gain to accrue from the transaction, from || 
which it is concluded that the Government should i 
not pay him back the money he has paid. It is | 


the law, I believe, of every State in this Union, 


that where you get money without consideration, || 
the money is to be refunded. That is equity and ` 
law, and the money is bound to be paid’back. ! 
These Indians had been raging a war against vs, || 
property. They: 


destroying our people and their 
had been plundering us of our negroes, and we, in 
return, having the right to plunder them 

Mr. SACKETT. I interrupt the gentleman 
for the purpose of making a statement of a few 
facts connected with this case. The contract with 
the Creek Indians by General Jesup was made in 
September; I. have not the contract here, but it 
was during the month of September, 1836. By 
reports made to the War Department from Florida, 


it is shown that none of the Creek warriors got | 


into the service of the United States earlier than 
the latter part of December of that year. 
6th day of March, 1837, a treaty was made with 
the Seminole Indians, by which hostilities ceased, 
which left only two months for the Creeks to be 
in service. Now, I state, as a matter of fact, that 


a large portion of these very negroes you are talk- | 
ing about either were captured or came in volun- | 
iarily after that treaty was entered into with the | 


Seminoles. J wish to direct the gentleman ’s atten- 
tion to another consideration—to a jetter written 


by General Arbuckle, us late as August, 1637 
ieh was about four montlis after this claim of | 


wh 
contract was made by Watson, in which he states 
the fact that he had received a letter from the Su- 
perintendent of Indian Affairs, and one also from 
the Secretary of War, from which he learned that 
it was unknown in Washington that the money 
had been paid for these negroes. That is four 
months after the transaction. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. But few of the negroes were 
captured in the two months of service rendered 
by the Creek warriors in Florida, and mesi of the 
negroes whi 


ter the making of the treaty of pes 


ral Jesup paid to thes 
tO 


O œ 


aome; but suj 
Waisou agreed to give 
Indians h 2, sul t 
Government would be bound to comply with its 
engazement——to either deliver the captured to th 
castors, or to refund the money that bas been paid. 
The contract not being complied with, the consi 


ne 


d- 
ration having failed, this Government, T contend, 
is bound to give back the money it bas received. 
Does the gentleman deny this te be sound law— 
that were money has been paid upon a considera- 


tion, and the consideration fails to be rendered, ìt ; 


should be given back? . i . 
Mr. WELCH. The dificulty here is, that the 


gentleman trom Georgie assumes that the Gov- 


p I He, as | 
would gentlemen in Pennsylvania and New Yorks 
desired to gain by it. A man anywhere would be 


For that reason, |: 
however, is the Government to deny him repay- ` 

Itis said that he made a good bargain. |: 
Well, if he did, he has not got the benefits of it. . 


On the; 


h were sent West came in voluntarily ` 


the schedule of those that were captured, and it | 


ad aided our peoplo in taking, stili the ` 


y on. : a 
ernment has received this money. The trath is, 
i that the Government has not received one cent. of 


j vers frauds; does that authorize the Government 
that | , ] ii to defraud him? Because he bas done wrong, shall 
it, Suppose, as the gentleman has said, that there 


i : :| wedo wrong? If he.was fraudulent, will that ex- 
:| was but one negro captured and in custody at the i; onerate the Government from complying with its 


| time this-order was given; the umostextentof the + contracts? What do they owe him? They owe 
‘| liability of the Government, upon the gentleman’s |i him a return of the money that he paid. But he 
own hypothesis, would be the value of that negro. |! was not a fraudulent man. He stood high in the 
| But what I wish to call the gentleman’s attention | estimation of his neighbors, and to the day of his 
to is the fact that, in the papers before us, there i death possessed their esteem and good will. If 
is a total absence of proof and identification of any |, the payment of this claim is to be put upon an 
one negro as having been a slave to the Seminoles, |' issue of that sort, Watson’s friends would not 
-or as having been captured by the Creek warriors i| fear to meet such an issue. 
‘| previous to the capitulation of March, 1837. | "There is another grave objection comes in here 
: Mr. JOHNSON. I hope the gentleman will | against the payment of this claim, one founded 
; excuse me; I have not time. General Watson J upon national polities, which has been disturbing 
attempted im various ways to procure the posses- ; the country from one end to the other. There are 
: sion of these negroes. He sent Collins to Little | men in certain sections who say that wecannotdo 
: Rock, Arkansas, after the Government had trans- any act which will recognize the existence of slav- 
‘ ported them West, for the purpose of gettingthem. ‘ery. They cannot countenance, by their votes, 
i Collins went as the agent of Watson, and also as `i the recognition of the fact, that slavery docs exist. 
the agent of the Creek warriors, who had made the |! Can gentlemen, by their votes, destroy theexistence 
sale to Watson under the power of attorney; an ;| of Governmentas itis? It makes no difference how 
agent appointed, not by the Government for the || they vote, or what may be their feelings, slavery did 
exist, and will still exist. They may defeat Wat- 
‘| son’s claim, and keep his money in their pockets. 
t 
f 


| 


Creeks, but an agent appointed by the parties | 


themselves. Being unable to obtain the posses- 
sion of the negroes at the West, he next endeav- 
_ ored to get back the money that he had paid from 

the Indian agent. He wanted either his money 
| or the negroes. [t was natural that he should try 


: They. cannot destroy the existence of slavery, and 
ii they must have a connection with it. They have 
ii connected themselves with the institutions of the 
‘| country by the compact, whether they recognize 
‘itornot. They have agreed solemnly that slav- 
ery, in certain portions of this country, should be 
represented upon this floor, It is represented 
here, This fact they have to recognize, whether 
it is palatable or not. 

Mr. WELCH. General Jesup, in several of 
| his letters, says that he treated with the Seminole 
| Indians as an independent and separate nation, 
| T wish to propound this question to the gentleman 
i from Georgia, (Mr. Jounson,] admitting that we 
| must, under the Constitution, which I do notadmit, 
| recognize the existence of slavery in the States, 
il can we recognize ity existence in a separate and 
i from the contract, or it has not been discharged | independent nation? For instance, if we should 

from the contract; and if it has been discharged, it |} have a war with Turkey, and in that war should 
was by the paymentof money madeby Watson, If | capture some of the slaves held by the Turks, I 
that is not the case, the Government to-day owes |, ask the gentleman if we can, under the Constitu- 
the Creek Indians for their captures in Florida | tion of the United States, treat those captured slaves 
from the Seminoles. You are either under an ob- 


| as property? I say we cannot. i 
ligation to Watson, or you are under an obliga- Mr. JOHNSO In ancient times, according 
tion to the Creeks. The contract which Watson 


i| to the rules of war, you treated persons as prop- 
made with the Creeks, exonerated the Govern- || erty who were taken in war, What is to prevent 
ment from hability; and, of course, the Govern- 


‘lus from doing it? 
: ment gave an order to the agent of Watson—ol- | 


; every opportunity to remunerate himself. 
The gendeman from Ohio, however, denies the 
Government having made this contract with Wat- 


i 
| 
| 
| 


son, and says that it was not made at its instance, | 


nor by its consent. Now, with all respect to the |) 
i gentleman, Í think that there is here evidence |! 

showing that it was done at the instance of the ‘| 
Government. The Government wanted some one 
‘to purchase the negroes, and Watson was here. 
But, supposing it was not made at the instance of 
the Government, then the Government this day 
owes the Creek Indians for the value of these 
negroes. The Government has been discharged 


Mr. SACKETT. Because the nation cannot 
li lins—directed to its agent at Fort Pike who had l hold that property. : : : 
possession of the negroes, that they should be | Mr. JOLINSON. Whar isto preventthe nation 
detivered up to Watson, There is an acknowl- |. from holding it? But my time will not allow me 
edgment. That shows that it was dune by the jito be drawn Into a diseussion of such questions, 
consent of the Government, ar else the Govern- jj although I would like to do it, Admitting yonr 
ment would not have given such an erder. li principles to be true, ought not Watson to have 
But the gentleman says that there was no iden- | his money? That is the question before the com- 
tification of the negroes taken from the Seminoles. |! mittee. But I say that they are connected with 
Watson’s right does not depend upon the identifi- ; slavery, and they recognize the fact. You have 
cation. The Government nad the possession o 
the negroes, and whose duty was it to identify . 
them: Whose else but the Goveriment’s, who - 
had direcied t : delivered up. Tt 
was the Governme t should have done it, 
and not Watson; yet the Gove ul made no 


tes with Brazil, and in making treaties with 
azil you recognize that Government as an ex- 
g fact, According to the facts of the case, 
u recognize a government according to its inter- 

r ~ You must recognize the facts as 


ulations. 
: and a refusal upon your part will not 


U 


e : . 
attempts to identify them. {f it did not identify, | destroy the facts. But they are otherwise con- 
i H e š zt ; į nls le aer 3 
_ the fault was not wich Watson. Th actually gave ii necte ih it. They have selemnly agreed that 


the order for the delivering of thes 
because Watson diu identify the neg 
paid over his money up 
sort, and the Government fai 
: its promise, is he to los 
nd the Goverument to be a 
ligations under the coi 
I have alresdy de 
than I ought to kave done, but the numereus fi 
in the ease made it necessary to say thas m 


when siaves escape from service mto one of the 
' States, aud we come to claim them, that they will 
r those s That is their agreement. It 

ct between independent com- 
by sovereim States, and by this com 
hey connect theinselves with the institution, and 
anucci themselves irom it and main- 
ment. In disconnceting themselves 
pact, they show themselves a cove- 
seople. They have covenanted and 


raex, | 


ir i 


Tt has been rumored, that mdividuals nied to do it, and they have failed 
attack ihe character af General Watsar ose that such was not the erse 


that to do with this case? Nothing 
Pup prejudice, and nothing hut to justify 
rizeaman to vote agains aim, and 
its, who do not under- 
nd to deel o them that 
inst slavery in every possible shan 
re world be nothing to justify him in refusing 
do justice aad pay back our money, but that 
P existed, and th net referred to slaves, 
from New York IMr. Sackett] 
i law. He says national law 
cognize the existence of slavery. T 


of integrity and standing 
enof my own State, 
Į reside. 1 knew him weil. 
g man, lt is true, like many ot 
Inot r 
His 


d pr 


è ciiz 
wher 
speculatin 
but that i 


us 


men; 


} 
etue 


is not his erime, and 
Government from its obligations. 
now insolvent. If it had been manag 
ly, it would not have been so. A more humane 
man did not live upon the banks of the Chatta- 
heochee,or the Alleghany. He was ch 

“frauds... But admit that he was a traudu } 
put it upon the ground that he had committed di 
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think the gentleman is in great error upon that 
point. National law recognizes nations as they 
exist, and it cannot recognize them otherwise than 
as they do exist. National law has nothing to do 
with the municipal or internal regulations of States, 
but only. to regulate the intercourse of foreign 
States with each other. In doing that, it recog- 
nizes the existence of States, as they are in point 
of fact. National law then recognizes slavery 
wherever slavery exists. But the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Sackett] says that the presump- 
tion from the rules of national law is in favor of 
freedom. Now that may be the rule of evidence 
in New York, but it is not in Georgia. The 
national law has no right to change it either in 
New York or Georgia. It may bea rule of evi- 
dence to make a presumption in favor of freedom 
where such a rule is founded upon municipal 
law, and where that municipal law is established 
by the State itself, and it may be a presumption 
of law against freedom on account of color, but 
national law has nothing to do with these rules of 
evidence forming the law of a locality. Then, I 
say, what bearing have they upon the issue? Jt 
ig a simple question, and with this simple state- 
ment I will now take my seat. The Government į 
agreed to do a thing and did not do it. We paid | 
our money to the Government upon their agreeing | 
to do it. They have got our money, and refuses 
to pay back the money. All these questions 
about national law, the presumption of evidence, 
eternal chains and bondage, may manifest a man’s 
disposition and feeling; in other words, they may 
prove that a man has ‘strong free-soil tenden- 
cies,” but they do not show the fact, that we are 
not entitled to our money. 

Mr.SACKETT. I do not propose to detain 
the committee long, as I have in some degree pre- 
sented my views upon this case before. I only 
propose to recall the attention of the committee to |} 
certain points, that I think should govern this case. 
I wish to say here in the very outset, that all this 
attempt to bring this case within any: influence, | 
either of slavery or anti-slavery, I think, is en- 
tirely foreign to the consideration of the subject, 
and if my remarks the other day had any such 
tendency, I can only say, that nothing could have 
been further from my intentions. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I am happy that the gentle- 
man has arrived at the conclusion, that these things 
have nothing to do with the merits of the case, and 
I hope f will stand excused before the committee, 
for having alluded to them, because something was 
said about national laws, and eternal bondage. I 
spoke strictly in reply to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SACKETT. I will not call the gentle- 
man’s propriety into question. ` What I intended 
to say the other day—a matter connecting itself in 
some degree with questions of slavery—was simply 
to. lay down certain propositions of law—proposi- 
tions that I regarded as sound and as applicable to 
thiscase. Ifthis law question connects itselfin any 


i 


degree with the slavery questions of the day, it isa | 
i Creeks. 


thing I cannot avoid—a thing which belongs to the 
consideration of the case and cannot be separated || 
from it. First, let us look at the beginning of this 
case; and ÍI desire to call the attention of the gen- 
tlemen who have been addressing the committee 
upon this subject, to this part of the case, as well 
as to its other and more important parts. Í think, 
before I sit down, that I will be able to convince | 
even them, that this Government is under no obli- 
gation whatever to pay any portion of this money. 
Thecase began in acontract made by a command- 
ing officer in the time of war, with a certain other 
independent foreign power (the Creek Indians) for 
the supply of troops, to be engaged in that war. | 
That is the origin of the claim. Asa part of the! 
terms of that agreement, the troops thus engaged | 
were to have a certain compensation per month, | 
and a certain contingent compensation by way of | 
plunder; the agreement securing to them all the | 
ae they might take from the common enemy. |) 
here can be no disagreement about all of these 
propositions. In this agreement rests the origin 
of the claim. As I said the other day, and musi 
necessarily say now, the proper, fair, and legal | 
construction of the term “plunder” is a necessary | 
element in arriving at a just conclusion in relation || 
to theclaim. I suppose ‘ plunder,” in its common |. 
signification, would mean any kind of property |; 
taken by our allies in the service for which they 
were engaged that is recognized as property by 
the party contracting thus to pay. 


t 
i 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


tract, 


| gentleman will allow me, 


‘gentleman as it arises in its order. 


We have now arrived at a legal position in the 
case. The word “plunder” covers any kind of 
property recognized as property by this Govern- 
ment, and secures, under the agreement, to the 
Creeks all such plunder, and no other. 


Now, I ask any gentleman, no matter whether |; 


he be from the North or from the South, whether 
he be pro-slavery or free-soil, whether he be the 
owner of slaves or an abolitionist—does the Gov- 


| ernment of the United States, as a Confederacy— 


and the Government is the contracting power here 
if there is any party contracting—does the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, as a Confederacy, 
recognize slaves as the property of the Confeder- 
acy, or as property that the Confederacy can hold, 
in any form whatever? Every one wil answer, 
manifestly, not. It has been decided too frequent- 
ly, to admit of doubt; itis too plain a proposition 
to admit even of argument. No man can gainsay 


ithe soundness of the position, that the United 
: States, as a contracting party, agreeing to secure | 
| plunder io an ally they were engaging in their ser- 
‘vice, do not thereby agree to recognize as plun- 


der what by the Constitution and laws of the coun- 
try is not recognized as property? Is not that a 
sound proposition? [think it is. 

Thus much upon the construction of the con- 
T hope the committee will understand me 
as not regarding this part of the case as a very im- 
portant part of it, fork think itis not. [think there 
are other considerations which would relieve the 
Government from any liability, even if the word 
**slaves’’ had been used in the contract itself, or 
if the Government could hold or convey slaves by 
contract. 

The next proposition that should be presented 
in order to give the committee a clear and contin- 
uous understanding of the subject, is the question 


| touching, what gentlemen have frequently called 


in the course of this discussion, the “agreement” 


tof General Jesup to liquidate the claim that the 
! Creek Indians had upon these negroes for $8,000. 


Me JOHNSON, of Georgia, He did not agree 
to do it. 

Mr. SACKETT. I understand that. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) I desire to 
ascertain a fact in this connection, by which my 
vote will be in a great measure regulated. I want 
to know, whether the Government of the United 
States received the money from this individual, 
and whether or not any consideration has ever 
been given for that money ? . 

Now, [do not care anything about the contract. 
I hold that, if the Government received the money 
from this individual, and failed to make him any 
consideration for it, they are bound to return it. 

Mr. SACKETT. Certainly; certainly. I agree 
with the gentleman entirely in that. But, if the 

l wich to discuss this 
I will answer the question of the 
I will only 


matter in order. 


i now say that this Government never received one 


cent of this money. It was received by the 


The next stage, as I was about saying, in this 


i proceeding was, what has been termed by some of 
: those who have discussed this question, the con- | 


tract, or agreement, or proposition, or whatever 
else you may call it, made by General Jesup some 
time after these negroes were taken, to give the 
Creek authorities $8,000 for their claim, whatever 
t was, upon these negroes. A sufficient present- 


Jesup, for considerations deemed by him to be 


wise—undoubtedly for the purpose of settling all | 
nation and the j 


differences between the Creek 
United States—made a proposition to that nation 
to liquidate the claim they made to these negroes, 
whether sound or unsound, good or bad, by allow- 
ing them $8,000. 

Mr. WELCH, (in his seat. 
the negroes remaining free. 


Mr.SACKETT. Yes; that is, perhaps, a pre- 


` sentation of the subject that ought to be made, 
i although, in my view of the case, I have endeav- 
ored to steer entirely clear of all this slavery issue. 


The gentleman from Ohio suggests that it was with 


) With a view to ! 


a view to the negroes remaining free. But, be that | 


so or not, the proposition was made, and it was | 
i never acceded to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I must beg leave to 
differ from the gentleman from New York, in the 


object with which the proposition was made. The 


| statement which he makes with reference to the | 


correspondence with the Department shows that 


_ the leading object was to prevent the negroes from 
going to the western country, where they would 


be a bone of contention. 

Mr. SACKETT. It will be borne in mind 
these negroes did go West; and all this pretense 
about difficulty time has shown unfounded. Ido 


: not mean to say that the proposition of General 
_ Jesup was made witha view to freeing the negroes 
i from slavery, because I do not think they were 
| then in a state of slavery. But the result of the 


_ object or intention might have been. 
l: cient to say in regard to this branch of the case, 


! fore never consummated. 


extinguishment of the claim of the Creek nation 
would have been to free the negroes, whatever the 
It is suffi- 


that the proposition was made by General Jesup, 
but never acceded to, and the compact was there- 
General Jesup at one 
time, in one of his letters to the Department, 
seemed to regard it as a contract that he expected 
would be carried out. But whatever his expecta- 
tions were, and whatever was the object and inten- 


‘tion of the parties, the agreement never was con- 


summated, and, therefore, so far as any legal 
bearing upon subsequent proceedings is concerned, 
it is as if it had never been made. That is the 
second stage of these proceedings. 

We next come to a periodwhen a deputation 
from the Creek Indians was here in Washington. 


: This was in the spring of 1838, and at that same 
i time it so happened that all these speculators— 


General Walson and all concerned coming direct 
from the scene of all these transactions, and un- 


; derstanding them all very well, far better than any 


one here—knowing the character of the connection 


‘of the United States with these negroes—the char- 


acter of the connection of the Creek Indians with 
them, and knowing also the character of the con- 


‘nection of the Seminoles with these negroes—and 
; knowing perfectly well that a treaty had been 


| made about two months before, by which this 


Government solemnly recognized the rights of the 
Seminoles to these same negroes, the terms of 
which I will hereafter state—knowing all these 
things, it so happened that all these parties, Indian 
agents, speculators, and all, happened to be in 
Washington at that time. I do not know that 
there was anything wrong about all this, but it did 
so happen. It was a meeting of speculators to 


make a speculation. 


Well, General Watson, it appears, entered into 
a negotiation for these negroes, and 1 shall treat 


| it now, for the sake of the argument, as an inde- 


pendent, fair transaction; he, understanding that 
he had a right to enter into a negotiation with the 
Creeks, who were here, for the purchase of their 
claim to these negroes. On the 9th of May, 1838, 
he consummated a contract in which the chiefs of 
that tribe guarantied to him a title to this property. 
Knowing all the antecedents in relation to this 


| property, and understanding what he did, he pur- 
: chased their title, and took their guarantee of title 


as his sole security. He asked nothing of this 


: Government. 


; ernment with this transaction. 


Thus far I see no sort of connection of this Gov- 
Now, I ask the 
gentleman from Georgia, who has discussed this 


: matter with so much ability, to point me to a letter 
‘or line where the Government recognizes itself as 


a participant, in any form, in that contract. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I will show it 


3 S Y lé ! bya letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
ation of that branch of the case, is this: General |: , ; 


to the Secretary of War, dated July 1, 1840, and 
the Secretary’s indorsement thereof, and which 
are as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, } 
Orrice Jxptan Arrairs, July 1, 1840. ° § 
Sir: Since my report to you, of 8th April last, was trans- 


|: mitted to the Hon. Mr. Dawson, a member of the Commit- 


tee of the House of Representatives of Claims, authentic 


: information has been received of the price paid by General 


James C. Watson for the negroes taken by the Creek In- 
dians in Florida, to the capture and purchase of whom that 
report related. 

These prisoners were the property of their captors, by the 


: agreement between the Creek warriors and General Jesup. 
: The difficulty about the possession of them, the action of 


the Government therein. and the purchase of them by the 
present claimant have been heretofore examined, and are 
fully understood. ‘These negroes cannot, ander the circum- 
stances, be obtained by General Watson, and I have here- 
tofore recommended that the money be paid the Creeks for 


i them, and interest on it, should be refunded to him—but the 
| amount of the consideration was then unknown here. 


It now appears from the testimony of Captain Wiliam 
Armstrong. taken on the 29th ultimo, thrat the contract be- 
tween the Creek chiefs and General Watson for these slaves 


: (which, it seems, is now mislaid or lost) was witnessed 
bA ? 
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by him in the spring of 1838, that it was fair, and, consid- 
ering the risk of collision between the Creeks and Semi- 
noics inthe West, on the subject of the negroes, should they 
be carried there, he thinks the sale of them, before they 
reached Arkansas, was politic-—that the consideration of 
the said sale was $14,600, which was, by the direction of 
the Creek chicls, who were empowered to act in the.prem- 
ises for the Creek warriors that had been in Florida, paid 
to the deponent in trust for those entitled to it, and that it 
was actually paid over to them by him in the Indian coun- 
try, on the 4th of July, 1838. 

The dates of the contract and of the payments to Captain 
Armstrong are not given, but the ist of May may be re- 
garded as the time, withoutthe risk of injustice either way. 

These negroes eannot be obtained by General Watson. 
Any attempt at enforcing a claim to them under the Creek 
warriors would, perhaps, have resulted in a conflict, and 
as the hazard of such an issue prevented the use of more 
than persuasive means, I think General Watson has a just 
cl on the United States for the money he paid, and in- 


The amount paid, as already stated, was........ $14,600 
Interest. from 1st May, 1838, to Ist July, 1840.... "1,898 
$16,498 
For this sum of $16,498, I think an appropriation ought 
to be made, and respectfully recommend, if it meets your 
approbation, that a communication be made to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, asking for it. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
T. HARTLEY CRAWFORD. 
Hon. J. R. POINSETT, Secretary of War. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, July 3, 1840. H 


_ Sir: In compliance with the suggestion contained in the 
inclosed report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, I 
have the honor, respectfully, to recommend that the appro- 
priation of 216,498, suggested by that officer for the pay- 
ment of the claim of General Watson for negroes captured 
by the Creeks in Florida, may be asked of Congress. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, | 

J. R. POINSETT. 

Hon. J. W. Jones, Chairman Committee Ways and Means. 


Cexrract.] 
Wear DEPARTMENT, July 11, 1840. 
Sin: Mr. Watson’s claim arises under a contract made 
by General Jesup, with the Creek warriors, which was 
sanctioned by the Department. The appropriation asked 
for is required to enable the Department to comply with || 
the contract, and to carry it into effect, and upon its being 
made by Congress this claim will also be paid. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. R. POINSETT. 
Hon. J. W. Jones, Chairman Committee of Ways and 
Means, House of Representatives. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Ihave another paper that I 
should like to read. It is this: 


War DEPARTMENT, March 23, 1841. 

Sir: You are aware that there are certain negroes in Ar- 
kansas, who became the property of their Creek captors by 
an arrangement between General t'h. S. Jesup and the 
Creek warriors who wentto Florida in 1836 against the 
Seminoles. These negroes were purchased by General 
James C. Watson, of Georgia, from the Creek chiefs in 
Washington city in the spring of 1838; and the price of 
them in the contract, which you witnessed, and think fair, 
was placed in your hands as Acting Superintendent of the 
Western Territory, and paid over by you to the Creeks on 
the 4th of July, 1838. 

You will please take the proper measures to have these 
negroes delivered to General James C. Watson, above 
named, or his lawfully authorized agent, or so many of 
them as are now Jiving. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J. BEUL, Secretary of War. 

Major WILLIAM ARMSTRONG, Acting Superintendent 

Western Territory, now at Washington City, D. C. 


Mr. SACKETT. This letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, which has just been read, was dated 
in 1841 and the other letters in 1840. Now, this 
contract took place in 1838, when Mr. Bell, the 
Secretary of War, in 1841, was not in office, and, 
consequently, he had no participation in the mat- 
ter whatever. His letter isa mere recital of what | 
had taken place before the matter had then been | 
before Congress, and had become a matter of pub- 
lic history. This Secretary of War, as I said, | 


| 
i 
A * fi 
was not m office when this contract was made, ii 
t 
$ 
t 


and had nothing whatever to do with it. These 
papers just read, however, expressly state the fact, 
that the Government up to June, 1840, knew noth- 


trary, there is abundant 
nothing about it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the gentleman allow me 
| to say a single word? I desire to ask him if he | 
| has examined the letter of Judge Iverson? 

Mr. SACKETT. I have not. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the gentleman will examine, 
he will find that it contains full proof of the knowl- 
edge of the Government on the subject. 

Mr. SACKETT. I have not examined it, and | 
I do not regard it as evidence in the case. Itisa 
letter from an individual, written this winter here 
in Washington, in regard to what he accidentally 
heard said. Itis of what he heard said in this 
| city fourteen years ago in relation to a matter in 
which he had no interest. I would not hold him 
responsible at all for what he heard said under | 
such circumstances fourteen years ago. I have | 
heard the letter read, and remember enough about | 
it to know thatit is of no sort of consequence. ft 
is enough to know that he was not an officer of the 
Government, and only states his recollection of 
the loose, and, as I think, entirely irresponsible 
conversation which he heard fourteen years since, 
|in a matter in which he took not the slightest in- 
| terest one way or the other. Why, sir, the par- 
ties interested have long since called for all the 
correspondence and evidence from the Depart- 
ments, and for many years have been in posses- 
sion of all the evidence that can be regarded as 
reliable or safe. These after births in evidence | 
are only the spasms of a desperate cause. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. 1 have here a | 
letter from the Secretary of War, dated July 21, Í 
1838, a few days after the making of the contract, 
in which the expenses for making that contract 
are recognized: | 

WAR DEPARTMENT, July 21, 1838. 

Str: The Adjutant General has laid before me your let- 
ter of the 13th ultimo, together with copies of the corres- | 
pondence between you and Lieutenant Reynolds, respect- 
ing the negroes captured by the Creek warriors, in Florida, 

from the Seminoles. Enclosed I transmit a report trom the 
| Commissioner of Indian Affairs, accompanied by copies of 
i various papers, from which you will learn the facts of the 
| case, and the reasons which have governed the Department 

in the course which has been taken. You will be pleased 
) to carry out the decision of the Department, that these ne- | 
) grves shall be delivered to the Creek warriors, provided this 
: can be done without violence or the use of force. Shoutd | 
| you not be abie to effect the object peaceably and quietly, it 
will be better that the negroes remain with the Seminoles. 
; In this event, however, you should take measures to con- 
į vince the Creeks that compensation will be made to them 
for the loss of the negroes ; and lest they may be exasper- 
ated at their failure to get what they claim, and thus bring 
on the very state of things which the Department has been j 
trying to avoid, you can assure them that the influence of | 
the Department will be used to its fullest extent to procure | 
: from Congress the means of indemnifying them. Itis much 
| to be regretted that Lieutenant Reynolds did net comply 
| with his directions, and deliver the negroes to Mr. Collins 
before they reached the Indian country. Much difficulty | 
and dissatisfaction would thereby have heen avoided, and 
i the original object of the Department—that of preventing 
collisions between the two tibes—would probably have 
| been effected. But, as they are there, the best that can be 
| done is believed to be the delivery of the negroes to the | 
| agent of the Creeks, to be brought out of the Indian coun- į 
| try; but this delivery not to be made if force has to be used. | 
| The whole affair is a delicate and difficult one, and your | 
i judgment and discretion are relied on to bring it to a close | 


in a matter satisfactory to allconeerned. Yours, &c., 
J. R. POINSETT. 


Brevet Brigadier-General M. ARBUCKLE, 
Fort Gibson, Arkansas. 

Mr. SACKETT. It will be seen that this let- 
! ter, like the rest, does not sustain the gentleman, 
although it was written several months after the | 
‘contract was made. This letter, too, repudiates 
the contract, and treats the whole transaction as 
with the Creeks. After this labored effort of the | 


proof that they knew 


Here is one of his letters, and there are more 
than twenty of the same character: ` 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE Inpran ArraIRS, Mwy 9; 1838. i 

Sir: The decision made a few days since, that the ne- 
groes captured by the Creek warriors in Florida should, in 
compliance with the engagement of General Jesup, be de- 
livered to the delegation now here, bas been communicated 
to them, with the intimation that when they had determined 
what disposition would be made of them, and commuhica- 
ted information of the same to this Department, the neees- 
sary orders would be issued. Jn a communication just re- 
ceived from the delegation, they state they have appointed 
Nathaniel F. Collins, of Alabama, their attorney in Tact, to 
receive the negroes. F have the houor to request that an 
order may be issued to the commanding officer at Port Pike, 
to Major isaae Clark, at New Orleans, to the commanding 
officer in Florida, and to any otber officers who may have 
charge of them, to deliver to Mr. Collins all the negroes in 
question. He will, of course, hold them subject to the 
lawful claims of all white persons. Abraham and his 
family shouid be excepted, in consequence of a promise 
made by General Jesup. The officers should be instructed 
to exercise due caution, so as to d«liver only those captured 
by the Greeks. Jt is proper to remark, that it appears from 
a letter reecived from Lieutenant Sloan, that these indiana 
refused the $8,000 offered them, under the direction of Gen- 
eral Jesup, for their interest in these negroes. 

Very respectiuly, your most obedient servant, 

C. A. HARRIS, Commissioner. 
Captain S. Cooper, Acting Secretary of War. 

This letter recites the order under which the 
Creek agent, Collins, was acting. Is there any- 
thing said here about General Watson? Notone 
word, This letter and this power of attorney 
speak for themselves. Collins, even according to 
his own showing, was the agent of the Creeks, 
and net of General Watson. And is the Govern- 
ment to be held for some clandestine private ar- 
rangement, that was not to see the light? f 

Mr. WHITE, of Alabama. I ask the gentle- 
man from New York if this Government ratified 
this contract, if it is not binding upon it according 
to well-established principles, even if it was not 
cognizant at the time of the facts contained in it? 

Mr. SACKETT. That is a proper subject for 
consideration, and I will come to it in due time. 

Three or four months efter the making of that 
contract, on the 18th of August, 1838, General 
Arbuckle, who then had these negroes with his 
command in Arkansas, recites the fact, that he 
had recently received two communications, one 
from the Secretary of War, and the other from 
the Superintendent of Indian Affairs at Washing- 
ton, dated July 19th and the 2ist of the same 
month, in which letters he expressly states, upon 
the authority of the Secretary of War and the 
Superintendent of Indian Affairs, that it was un- 
known at Washington that this money was paid 
for these negroes, even as late as the latter part of 
July, 1838. After all this, it is still claimed by 
those who advocate this claim, that the Govern- 
ment made and got up this contract. Was so ab- 
surd a claim ever before presented to this House? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ifthe Government had had no 
knowledge of the fact, it would not have recom- 
mended the payment of the money to General 
Watson with interest. 

Mr. SACKETT. That was three or four 
years afterwards, after the claim had been got up. 
Í am endeavoring to present the transaction as it 
took place. Here we have affirmative evidence 
that it is not substantially contradicted on the part 
of the claimants, that the Government knew no- 
thing about the payment of this money; and we 
have also the positive evidence, as late as July, of 
thehead of the War Department, and the head of 
the Indian Bureau, that they knew nothing of it. 
Now, where is the responsible connection of this 
Government with this transaction? Where can 


! advocates of this claim to produce evidence to show | 
! that the Government participated in the making | 
‘or the execution of this contract, I think I may | 


ing about this contract or the price paid. IfI had |: 
any partisan feeling in the matter, I should thank |, 
the gentleman from Georgia for producing this |, 
proof. It is corroborative of what I am saying. 1 


cause he furnishes a paper, he being an advocate | t 
| istence for some months afterwards. 


for the claim, reciting the fact, that at the time the 
contract was made, the Government did really | 
know nothiag about the transaction. i 

But | now assert the fact, and I challenge the: 

reduction of documents to contradict it, that there | 
is not a letter or a line of proof in the case to: 
show that the Government of the United States | 
participated in any form in the inception, consum- ; 
mation, or execution of this contract of General 


Watson with the Creek Indians; but, on the con- 


i 

| 

i 

: : | 

should thank the gentleman for producing it, be- | 
| 

i 

|} 


` safely say that none can be produced. But I will | 
| not stop here; I will not leave the case to negative | 
; proofs I will show that there is afirmative evl- | 
dence entirely satisfactory, to prove that the Gov- 


“this contract did not as much as know of its ex- | 
Every sin- ; 
: gle letter written by Mr. Harris, who was then , 
Superintendent of Indian Affairs, to the officers of | 


the Army in command, that alludes to these ne- | 


groes, speaks of them in connection with the rights | 


PR $ i 
ernment so far from participating in the making of || 


any man put his finger on a just ground of lia- 
bility ? 

Mr. DANIEL. What Secretary of War was 
it who wrote this letter? These offices are con- 
tinually’ shifting from hand to hand, and it may 
have been some subsequent Secretary or Superin- 
tendent who wrote the letters. 

Mr. SACKETT. 1 have the letter, and will 
read it. It is dated the 22d of August, and is di- 
rected to Captain Armstrong, the acting superin- 
tendent of the Indian affairs in that region of 


| country: 


HEADQARTERS, 2D DEPARTMENT, W. Division, 
| gin: I reccived by the last mail, from the honorable the 


of the Creeks. But in not one of them is there i 
one line or one word tending to recognize the parti- 
cipation of this Government in this contract, or 
even the existence of any such agreement, or that | 
Watson had any interest whatever. 


i| warriors, together w 


Forr Gipson, August 27, 1838. 
Secretary of War, a communication mnder date of the 2lst 
ultimo, on the subject of negroes captured hy the Creek 
ith a letter from the Commissioner of 
| Indian Affairs to the Secretary of War, under date of the 


|| 19th ultimo, relating to this subject; copies of which are 
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herewith enclosed. All other papers or transactions in re- 
lation to this matter it is presumed that you are apprised of. 
It will ba seen by.the communication first referred to, that 
it wag.not known at Washington, at the date of that letter, 
that the Creek warriors had been paid for the negroes. 
i * * x Ok * * * * * * 


I aim, sir, with much respect, your obedient servant, 

M. ARBUCKLE, Bret. Brig. Gen. U. S. A. 
To Captain W. ARXSTRONG, Acting Superintendent W. 

Territory, Choctaw Agency. 

Here is a letter dated in August, in which it is 
stated that a communication had been received 
from the Secretary of War and from the head of 
the Indian Bureau, expressly repudiating the idea 
that the Government had any knowledge of this 
transaction. : 

Mr. DANIEL. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, 
I will call his attention to a very great inconsist- |; 
ency under which he labors. hen I referred 
him to. the letter of Judge Iverson, a man of high 
character and standing, he said it was merely a let- 
ter, ahd not an affidavit, It did not serve his pur- | 
pose to take into consideration the fact stated by | 
Judge Iverson, but it does serve his purpose to |! 
take into consideration the mere statement, and 
not the affidavit, of General Arbuckle. 

Mr. SACKETT. Well, if this claim is to be 
supported upon such criticism or evidence as that, 
Iam entirely willing to submit it to the committee 
without further debate. Whatis the difference? | 
Why, one is the indefinite recollection of an indi- | 
vidual having no connection with the transaction | 
whatever, fourteen years afterwards; and the other i 
is the responsible correspondence of the Secretary | 
of War and the head of the Indian Bureau. If} 
the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Dante] || 
cannot see the difference in the character of the | 
evidence, I have no doubt but this committee will. || 
I think | have shown satisfactorily, that the Gov- 
ernment never had anything to do with the ma- | 
king of this contract.” But, on the contrary, I 
have shown, by evidence which would be satisfac- 
tory, Í think, to any jury in the world, that, to 
say nothing of participation, they did not even 
know anything about the transaction. 

I have now shown the nature and character of 
the original contract; the immateriality of the 
proposition of General Jesup in relation to the 
$8,000; and that the Government was not connect- 
ed with this contract. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the gentleman wants to get : 
at the point, I will read a letter from J. R. Poin- | 
sett. [tis not necessary to read the whole letter, 
but I will read this part: j 

“Mr. Watson’s claim arises Under the contract made by | 
General Jesup with the Creek warriors, which was sanc- |! 
tioned by the Department, and the appropriation asked for || 
is required to enable the Department to comply with that 


contract, and to carry it into effect, and upon its being met |! 
by Congress, this claim will also be paid.” { 


This is a letter addressed to the chairmanof the ' 
Committee of Ways and Means, John W. Jones. | 
Mr. SACKETT. What is its date? i 

Mr. DANTEL. July Ilth, 1840. 

Mr. SACKETT. Yes, three years after this: 
transaction, and a letter asking ageneral appropri- || 
ation in relation to the Forida war, but having || 
nothing to do with the merits of this case; it does | 
not relate to this contract. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is signed by Joel R. Poin- 
sett, and [ suppose itis in his handwriting. 

Mr, SACKETT. Itis like ail the rest of the: 
evidence in the case; and we need not go back to 
1840, to get evidence that these efforts are still | 
continued on the part of certain individuals, to se- 
cure to Genera! Watson, who made this contract, 
the reimbursement of this money out of the Treas- i 
ary of the United States, upon which, in my i 
judgment, he has no more claim than any other. 
losing speculator; that is still the very subject-mat- i 
ter now under consideration before us. There 
was no evidence in that letter as to whether the. 
Government had anything todo with this contract 
with General Watson. Nota word. It is tn re- | 
lation to the contract made by General Jesup with ` 
the Indians, in relation to their becoming allies of 
tne Government in the Florida war. Not a word | 
in ve tion to this contract. Itis for you to give : 
it e oroacer construction, if you choose. Iean find 


o 


eee for doing so. Give it its broadest and 
ulle 


st construction, and iż is the construction of the 


War as to the validity of the contract : 


Jesup, which is not now in controversy. : 


ell, sir, we have heard of such things as Seere- 
ries giving construction to contracts that Con- | 


al 


fia 


ress did not agree with. Wise construction as: 


_ of such conduct on their part. | 


| out proof, for the purpose of sustaining this claim, 


to the validity of a contract made by General | 


Jesup, if you choose, but it has nothing to do with |} 


the question now under consideration. As I stated į 
at the time of the interruption by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Dayrer,] I have | 
shown the nature of the contract; the immateriality 
of the proposition of Generai Jesup in relation to | 
this matter; I have shown that the Government | 
had nothing to do withthe making of this contract; 
and as to these points 1 now leave them. 

There are other considerations connected with 
this matter that are worth consideration; they ' 
are cotemporaneous acts, which shed, at least, | 
some light upon it. . i 

On the 6th of March, 1837, the Government of , 
ihe United States, through its proper authorities, ij 
made a treaty with the Seminole Indians. By that | 
treaty, sir, which was made about two months 
before this contract of Watson was made, the | 
Government agreed with the Seminoles, to guar- 
antee these very negroes to them, and that they 
should go with them to the West. This treaty || 
was made after the entire services of the Creek 
Indians. They actually went into the service in į 
December, 1836, and were mustered out of service 
in September, 1837, before any hostilities took 
place between the Government and the Seminoles 
after this treaty. The treaty, I say, was made 
on the 6th of March, and its provisions, as con- 
tained in article fifth, are as follows: 

£ ART. 5. Major General Jesup, on behalf of the United 
States, agrees that the Seminoles and their allies, who come 
in and emigrat- to the West, shall be secure in their lives 
and property; that their negroes, their bona fide property, 
shall accompany them to the West; and that their cattle 
and pomes shall be paid for by the United States, at a fair 
valuation. *? 

Now, sir, what are we told? That after Gen- 
eral Jesup had reported this treaty to the Govern- || 
ment at Washington; after every department of || 
the Government were entirely familiar with this i! 
solemn compact, by which the very property in il 
controversy here had been guarantied to the Semi- | 
noles, that this very Government, by the Secretary |! 
of War and Superintendent of Indian Affairs, || 
were making acontract—that Watson, in violation `| 
of solemn treaty obligations, should absolutely || 
take the property itself, and that the army should || 
deliver it to him by force. Was there ever a | 
greater absurdity? It is a charge against the late į 
Secretary of War and Commissioner of Indian |: 
Affairs, which, if true, would be just ground of || 
impeachment—a charge that they were, while in | 
the public service, unlawfully and clandestinely || 
trying to violate a solemn treaty of the Govern- ` 
ment. Sir, I am happy to say there is no evidence || 


i 


] 
| 
| 
H 


What, sir, has it come to this, that our highest ‘| 
officers are to be charged with clandestined schemes || 
against the treaties of peace of the country. What į 
higher offense could be charged against these men? | 
Here was a solemn compact—and they had not! 
one particle of authority of law to make, counte- 
nance, or encourage any contract whatever, or to 
bind the Government in any way, and still, with- | 


i 
they are charged with this gross violation of duty, |, 
viz: That they did in the face of this treaty, and ‘ 
with the full knowledge that it was in violation of ii 
its provisions, make, or cause to be made, a con- 
tract to take from the Seminoles the property the | 
Government had, by treaty, only two montlis be- |: 


: fore guarantied to them, and give and convey it to | 
| a stranger. 
; they did nothing. Is there no evidence in this `; 


They either were guilty of all this or 


case against so violent a presumption? Does the 
distinguished gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
DaniEv] see nothing in this tending to show that 
the Government could have had nothing to do with 
the contract? 

Mr. DANIEL. f understand about that, and 
there I think the gentleman is laboring under a 
misapprehension. His earnestness to defeat this 
bill causes him to see everything in a distorted 
view. I think there is something in that contract 
to operate upon, without operating upon these 
negroes, which by a previous contract with Gen- 


ng 


eral Jesup, belongs to the Creek warriors. There 
i were other slaves that surrendered themselves with 
the Seminoles at the time, and undoubtedly that . 
contract referred to those slaves, and not to the 
slaves which had been captured under the previous 
arrangement made between General Jesup and 
the Creek warriors. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. General Jesup 


i| do not disagree about its value 


‘| ment of the United States wi 
, What possible interest has th 


: keep them for an hour. 


` purchased the chari 


. would, 


did, subsequently to the making of that contract 
with the Creeks, enter into a treaty with the Semi- 
noles themselves; and prior to making the treaty 
with the Seminoles, the rights of these Creeks had 
attached, by the capture of this property. ‘Then 
General Jesup makes the treaty, in which he stip- 
ulates that the negroes, the property of the Semi- 
noles, should accompany them to their Western 
homes. Now admit that General Jesup has made 
a contract, and thatene conflicts with the other, 
our rights attaching in the mean time, it may in- 
volve him in inconsistency, but it cannot defeat 
our rights. 

Mr. SACKETT. There is no inconsistency 
on the part of General Jesup. He makes this 
treaty, reports it to the Government, it is agreed 
to by the Government as a treaty between the 
Seminoles and the Government of the United 
States, in which the Government agree that these 
very negroes, the property of the Seminoles, should 
go to the West with them. Itis not claimed here 
that this treaty of General Jesup applied to any- 
thing which was not the property of the Seminoles, 
and there was nota single negro which it applied 
to taken between the 6th of March, and the time 
when this contract of Watson’s was made. There- 
fore, the evidence is complete and perfect, that the 
Government had contracted in relation to this 
property by treaty, which was well known to its 
officers and to General Watson, and I contend 
this precludes the idea of any participation in this 
contract, 

Another point, and I address myself now, not 
so much to the legal acumen of the House, not so 
much to the lawyers of the committee, as to the 
common sense of all, This property, if property 
at all, as claimed here—this claim, if a valid claim 
atail, covers property worth some $60,000. Those 
who advocate the claim, and those who oppose it, 
„as the evidence 
itself proves that point. The purchaser knew all 
about the condition of that property. Knowing 
this, and being perfectly acquainted with both 
propositions, its value and condition, he purchased 
that property for $14,600. 

Now, sir, I ask any member of this committee, 
asa matter of fair inference, fair understanding, 
and bringing his mind to bear upon the original 
transaction, if it is not plain that a man purchas- 
ing property under such circumstances, intends to 
take the risk upon himself, and intend to rely upon 
the guarantee of this tribe of Indians, as to the ya- 
lidity of title, Is it possible we can close our eyes 
so tight, as not to see, that if a man purchases, 
with his eyes open, property worth five times the 
amount which he gives, and enters into a contract 
in which the United States is by no means a party, 
he intends to təke that contract upon himself? 
What are we todo? Turnaround after the space 
of fifteen or sixteen years, and say that this inten- 
tion shall be reversed, because he was not fortu- 
natein his speculation—because he did not succeed 
in making the speculation which he thought he 
should make out of it, and say that the Govern- 
l make up his loss? 
e Government of the 
United States, in any event, in this property? Ad- 
mit the broadest construction claimed upon the 


i; other side, and the Government of the United 


States never had a single shilling of interest in it, 
in any form whatever. Suppose that it was a legit- 
imate subject of contract, and suppose that It was 


: proper for General Jesup, under the laws of the 


country, to make such a coni 


ract, and give it the 
construction sought to be p 


aced upon it, upon 


| the other side, and what interest was the Govern- 


ment, in any event, to havein the property? Not 
one farthing, in any form whatever. FF these ne- 
groes belonged to the Creeks, it was because they 
had captured them, and we have nothing to do 
with them—were not, by the contract, bound to 
Ii we were bound to keep 
ther, we were as much bound for ten years as 
ten days. We had no lawful possession of thein 
except as prisoners of war. 

k will be seen from the presentation of the 
points in this case, that the Government of the 
United States never assumed any direct responsi- 
bility in regard to this matter. The purchaser here 
ster of property that he claims. 
i was his own loss; and if he 
gained by the speculation, as he thought that he 
it was his speculation. Jn either event. 
the Government had neither claim nor liability. 


If he lost out of it, 


t 
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l do not know that it will be profitable to detain 
the committee any longer upon this subject. Per- 
haps, as proper to the elucidation of the subject, I 
aught to say a word upon another point; and I! 
am sorry to say, that its presentation has a little i 1 nave now to request, that should General Arbuckle be 
something to do with the slavery view of the ques- |} unabie to eomply with the instructions I understand he has 
tion; but itis necessary to the understanding of {| received, (which, from my knowledge of Indian character, 
the subject. It is this: As to whether slavery real: I have no doubt he will,) this claim muy be laid before the | 


r : % H : agent who may be appointed to investigate the claims of 
isted in Florida at all? As I have said before, the | the Creeks, with the necessary documents, that it may be 


presumption of law is against it. I think no | examined and reported on by him. 

lawyer will gainsay the proposition, that under the |! | Will you inform me who the agent will be, and the time 

Constitution and laws of the United States the f P AEE al ue Investigation; Ipak may be: present to 
aE Da eae É i esent this claim? 

presumption is against the existence of slavery. | From my long and intimate acquaintance with the 

I lay that down as alegal proposition. Under the | 


TusKea@ne, (ALABAMA,) October 18, 1838, 

Sir: i have previously advised you of my failure, as 

: agent of the Creek warriors, in obtaining possession of the 
! Seminole negroes that you hag directed to be turned over 


ji to them, and the difficulties and opposition that attended if. | 


| “Shortly after the return of the warriors composing what 
was called the Creek regiment, enlisted by General Jesup, 
i in 1836, to serve in the Florida war against the Seminoles, 
: and the removal of said warriors with their families, to the 
Creek nation West, General James C. Watson and-myself 
| were deputed as agents from the Alabama Emigrating Com- 
i pany (who removed the Creeks under contract) to the city 
: of Washingion, to settle up the accounts of said company 
with the Government. When we arrived in Washington, 
we found General Armstrong. Indian agent, in the city, 
with a delegation of Creek chiefs. A proposition was im- 
mediately made to General Watson and myself, by Carey 
C. Harris, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to purchase a 
large Jot of negroes, then claimed by said Creek regiment, 
and represented to be at the time-in the enstody of the Uni- 
ted States, at Fort King, near New Orleans. The proposi- 
tion was declined by me, but I was personally acquainted 
with most of the facts and conversations which occurred 


Cre ks, E was enabled, while there, to allay any excitement | 
law of some of the States, the question of color | ie ae produced on wis pubiect jue prevented, for | 
deter G 5 + 5 e a i sent, nay a m n nelr part to Re possession of 
ae Brae ‘kat question; but under the Constitu- ji the negroes, by the promise that the Government would 
tion of the United States, the presumption is in t ultimately s 
favor of freedom. " With the highest respect, 1 am yours, Ke., 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, I would ask the ` piece gene 
gentleman if it is not a rule of law, sanctioned by | 
the Supreme Court of the United States, that in 
making their decisions they 


Hon. Josr R. Pornserr, 
Secretary af War, Washington. 


Mr. JOHNSON. 
Indians. 

Mr. SACKETT. He was never the agent of 
the Creeks,except in this transaction. He was 
the agent of the Choctaws. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Collins was the agent. 

Mr.SACKETT. My. Armstrong was the man 
who had the money; but that is immaterial. Col- 
lins was following up these negroes as late as the 
18th October, expressly avowing himself the agent 
of the Creeks, when he writes to the Secretary 
i of War—Mr. Poinsett—that he has not been able 

to possess himself of them, and suggests whether 
| there may not be a claim made before the Creek 

Indians themselves—they having guarantied their 
i title to these negroes—to indemnify Watson, his 
principal, and requests the Secretary of War to 
fet him know when the agent of the Creeks will 
be acting upon that subject, that he may have the 
matter presented. Then there was no thought of 
making a claim against this Government: that was 
an after-thought, probably the invention of some 
claims agent—a sort of Galphin, where agents and 
owners go snucks. 

{Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled, “ An 
act making land warrants assignable;’? which re- 
ceived the signature of the Speaker.] 

Mr. EVANS, I do not propose to detain the : 
committee morethan fifteen minutes, so that if any 
gentleman desires to address the House he may 
thea be ready to obtain it. This is a funny affair 
altogether, and the gentleman from New York 
Mr. Sackett] has elaborated it in the most scien- 

tific manner; so much so, that I apprehend he has 
put it beyond the comprehension of a jury. So 
far as I understand, this whole case lies in a few | 
facts, and ifgentlemen will give me a little of their 
: patience 1 will endeavor to make it plain. There 
are several gentlemen upon this floor who have a 
remembrance of Judge Iverson. I had the honor 
of serving with him here. Those who had the 
pleasure of his acquairjance know that a more po- 


follow the decisions | 


Collins was the agent of the 


na 
made in the States + 
_ Mr. SACKETT. Itis as the gentleman states $` 
it, Ofcourse they would be governed by thelaws |: 
of the State when they do not conflict with the :: 
laws of Congress. That does not touch this point | 
atal. This point stands clear of all construction |; 
from State authority or jurisdiction. It is an im- |’ 
portant proposition, and one to be settled by the |. 
Constitution and laws of the United States; the | 
laws of the Government that declare that all men | 
are born free and equal. The question whether | 
slavery existed amon i 


the Seminoles is a very 
wide field and very important subject for con- 
sideration, in which nothing can be taken by pre- 
sumption—nothing can be taken by inference, Iti: 
is a question to be determined by the absolute ex- | 
istence or non-existence of law; no presumption | 
can create slavery among these Indians, butit must 
be established by proof of existing law. If slavery | 
exists ihere at ail, the question will naturally arise, 
what kind of slavery existed there? What sort |, 
of bondage was it? Wasit the bondage of the |: 
African race, or the bondage of the Seminole | 
race: Was it slavery from year to year, or was | 
it slavery from generation to generation? Was ` 
it slavery by which the parties enslaved became | 
liberated after a certain period of time? How was | 
tke relation of the enslaved to be changed by this 
operation of General Watson? 

The gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Jounson] : 
alluded to the letter of General Taylor, in whieh ; 
he made a statement in reference to this transac- | 
tion. Withouttaking time to read the letter, f will 
only state that General Taylor washed his hands 
entirely of this transaction, He did not consider 
that these men were slaves. I will read the letter, 
however: 


t 
i 


Inapgrarrers ARMY OF THE SOUTH, ? 
TAMPA, (FLORIDA,) June 2, 1838. § 
GexepaL: L have tbe honer to acknowledge vour com- | 
munication of the 10th of May, 1838, accompanied by one ii f 
of the 9th, from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, ad- i K y 
iressed to Captain Cooper, acting Secretary of War, on the |; lite and courteously deported gentleman—a gentle- 
ig over certain negroes captured by the | man whose statement can more entirely be relied 
ii Parona p ee prec an ee asses in | upon, cannot be found upon this floor, or outside 
eamplanee wiih an engagement OF Generar Jesup. il ra Ta]? ah hi Ra . . À 
l know nothing of the n in question, norofthesub- ` Of this Hali, In all his actions, and in a be 
ject, rurther than what is e ned in the communication i havior here, he displayed what he was—a Georgia 
bove referred to; bur] must state distinctly, tor the intor- i gentleman. The gentleman from New York stated 
mation Sl all ee ane tints while i ea that he had passed over Judge Iverson’s letter— 
ever ready todo the utmost in tay power to cet ft e Ldtans A } eae Fae he a TE ` r 
ir negroes out of Florida, as well as to remove them that he had not read it, but had heard it read; that 
r new homes weet of the Mississippi, I cannot fora : it Was loose, rambling, and disconnected, and į 
showed a failure of memory, and that it related to 
facts occurring thirteen years ago, It is true that 
7 > ial 2: > dA 
it related to occurrences which tools place thirteen 


i 


at consent to meddle in this transaction, or to he con- 
cerned far the banefirot Mr. Collins, the Creek Indians, or : 
one else; orto imerfere, in any way, between the fn- | 
irneg vhich may have a tendency to ide- : 
“or their property, and reduce the latter 
trom a comparative stare of freedom to that of slavery; at: 
ame time. I shall take every means to obtain and re- 
e to bis lawful owner any slave among the Indians who | 
ouded or been eaprured by them. : 

respectfully, I bave the honor to be. General, your i 
obedient servait, Z. TAY LOR, 

| Gen. United States Army, commanding. 
wesw, Adjutant General United States Ariy, 


ity D.C. 


dians and G 
prive the dormer 4 
does it show any failure of the memory; on the: 
contrary, it is stated with the utmost posivveness : 
and clearness, and is conclusive upon one branch : 
of the facts involved in this case. Mr. Iverson ; 
says that the Department of Indian Affairs sane- 
tioned, nay, brought about this sale of negroes; 
negotiated itand fixed the price. I suppose that 
is the Government, and if not, there are abundan 
: communications—letters written parallel with the 

oceurrence—showing that the Secretary of War i 


That was something like a year after the trans- 
action. ; : 

In October, 1838, this whole transaction, so far 
as this contract is concerned, is still in the dark; 
and even at that lateday, Mr. Collins, the agent, . 
writes to the Secretary of War, to see if some 


The letters sre here with the signature of Mr. ; 
: Poinsett attached to them. Now, sir, the reading 
of these papers is not an interesting matter for : 


arrangement cannot he made with the Creeks, so anybody. I will take this one; Judge eet 
as to enable his principal to get hismoney back. © a witness whose character is known to us ail, | 
t : Says: 
: 


The following is his letter: 


` or fourteen years ago, but itis not rambling, nor |: 


authorized all of the transactions with regard to it. » 


; between the Department, the Indian Agent, Armstrong, and 
; General Watson, and jearned the following particulars : 
That these negroes had been captured in Florida by the 
Creek regiment, from hostile Seminoles; that agrecably to 
an agreement made with said regiinent by General Jesup, 


ji they were to have all the property of the hostiles which 


i they could capture, and they claimed these negroes; that 
General Armstrong and the delegation in V ington had 
' authority to dispose of or seli their claim to these negroes ; 
: that the Seminoles who had emigrated to the West were very 
: averse to allowing these negroes to go into the possession of 
the Creeks; that the Creeks were equally determined, when 
they arrived West, to seize and subject them to their own 
ervice. The War Department apprehended that serious 
difficulty would grow out of this conflicting claim, and that 
war would ensue between the Creeks and Seminoles in the 
contest forthe negroes. It wasdeemed by the Department 
prudent, and indeed necessary, to prevent blood-shed and 
war between the two tribes, that the negroes should not be 
sent to the West, but should be sold in the United States. 
Hence the proposition from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to General Watson, to purchase the negroes. Gen- 
i eral Watson hesitated for several days, but being urged by 

Mr. Harris, and assured that the negroes would be detiv- 

ered to his agent immediately, he consented to buy them, 

and paid the price fixed by the Commissioner of Indian 

Affairs, and General Armstrong, the agent. An order was 

issued from the Department, and an agent dispatched by 

General Watson to New Orleans, to receive the negroes. 
. The United States officers in charge of them refused to 
deliver them; they were transported to Fort Gibson, and 
turned over to General Arbuckle, as { have been informed, 
and were by him surrendered to the Seminote Indians, or 
turned loose and joined thems so that they were wholl 
lost to General Watson. Given under my hand this 19th 
December, 1851. ALFRED IVERSON. 

“ DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, County of Wushington + 

“This day came before me, Nicholas B. Van Zandt, a jus- 
tice of the peace in and for the county aforesaid, the above 
named Alfred Iverson, who made oath to the truth of the 
above and foregoing statement. . Witness wy hand and of 
ficial attestation, this 19th December, 1851. 

“N. B. VAN ZANDT, Justice of Peace,” 

Now, the United States had the property in its 
i possession, That is the first position, The Sec- 

i AT na 
‘retary of War, the gentleman from New York 

says, had not sanctioned this Indian negro husi- 
ness. {am astonished atthe gentleman. I am 
i really surprised at his statement with this mass of 
| evidence, of manuscript documents before him, 
which he might read ifhe would. - In these docu- 
| ments is an assent of the Government, so far as 

the assent of the War Department will give it. 
| Mr. SACKETT. Where does the gentleman 
i find that? - 
Mr. EVANS. Thegentleman from Kentucky 
has the document. He will give it to you. Be- 
‘ sides that, the printed books are full of it. It 
seems to me no one can miss who wants to look 
| for it, unless there be a desire to escape the fact. 
: I do not mean to say the gentleman has such e 
desire, but I think his professions have made him 
‘ overlook what is immediately before him. 1 do 
not care a straw whether the documents contain 
‘the asserted matter or not. The Government of 
: the United States had the negroes in possession, 
and it was extremely desirous to prevent a war, 
Now, I understand that the secret at the bottom 
of the whole of this matter was to prevent war be- 
‘tween the Creeksand Seminoles, which would not 
: cost us $15,000 merely, but $15,000,009. And 
we made a cheap bargain in this matter-—one of 
the best bargains we could have made. 
Mr. WELCH. It is, and has been 
that the principal reason assigned by 
‘tary of War, Commissioner of indian 
+ + 
whatever officer of Government who had this mat- 
ter in charge, for advising or consenting to th 
` sale of these negroes by the Creeks, was to pre- 
vent a diffculty anda war between the two na- 
tions of Indians—the Creeks and the Seminoles— 
when they should be removed to the West. The 
query F wish to propound is this: It wiil be found 
in several places in the voluminous correspond- 
ence which has been before the committee in re- 
: gard to this roatter, tbat the difficulty in separating 

the negroes, the slaves, as they are called, frora 

the Seminoles, was found principally in the fact, 
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that the. Seminoles objected to their going into 
slavery in the service of white men. That, I 
think, General Armstrong states to be the fact. 
That was the final reason, the final difficulty, why | 
they would not surrender them: that they should 
go along with them as their allies, and not be sur- i 
rendered into slavery in the service of the white | 
men. I wish to know how this difficulty would i 
be relieved that it was apprehended might occur i 
between two nations of Indians. ‘The difficulty | 
existed in the fact that both parties claimed the 
negroes. By allowing the one party, the Creeks, 
to sell their right to the negroes, and put them in 
what the Seminoles considered a worse condition, 
a condition which constituted the principal ground 
of their objection, could not remedy the difficulty. 

Mr. SACKETT, Will the gentleman from 
Maryland allow me a 

Mr. EVANS. One inquiry ata time. Let mé 
answet the gentleman from Ohio before interro- 
gating me anew. 

Mr. SACKETT. The gentleman says that I 
misstated——-— 


| 
| 


Mr. EVANS. Ido not say that you misstated | 


the evidence. 


Mr. SACKETT. I state now, that the letter j 


which the gentleman produced as evidence that | 


the Government had a knowled 
states no such fact. 

Mr. 
then. Now, as the gentleman h 
between u 


ge of this contract, 


s, though it has nothing to do with the 


case, I will read the letter. I did not propose to | 


enter upon this matter at all, and only wanted to 
speak a few minutes to things that were relevant 
to the.case; but since the gentleman has brought 
this matter up, I will read this letter of the 9th of 
May to Mr. Harris: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
f OFFICE ĪNDIAN AFFAIRS, May 9, 1838. 
SIR: The d 
groes captured by the Creek warriors in Florida 
compliance with the engagement of General Jesup, be de- 
livered to the delegation now bere, has been communicated 
to them, with the intimation that when they had determined 
what disposition would be 
cated information of the same to this 
cessiry orders would be issucd. In a communie 
received from the delegation. they st 
Nathaniel F. Collins, of Alabama, 
receive the negroes, 
order may be 


ation just 
ate they have appointed 
their attorney in faet, to 
T have the honor to request that an 
ed to the commanding officer at Fort Pi ke, 
to Major Isaac Clark, at New Orleans, to the commanding 
officer in Florida, and to any other officers who may have 
charge of them, to deliver to Mr. Collins all the negroes itt 
uestion. Te will, of course, hold them subject to the law- 
ul claims of all white persons. Abraham and his family 
should be excepted, in consequence of a promise made by 
General Jesup. The. officers should be instructed to exer- 
cise due caution, so as to deliver Only those captured by the 
Creeks. Itis proper to remark, that it appears, from a letter 
received from Lieutenant Sloan, that these Indians refused 
the $8,000 offered them. under the direction of General 
Jesup, for their interest in these negroes, 

Very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 

C. A. HARRIS, Commissioner, 

Captain S, Cooper, Acting Secretary of War. 


Here is the next letter from Mr, Harris, the same | 


day—the very day of the sale: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE INDIAN AFFAIRS, May 9, 1838. 
Sır: T have the honor to tr 
a communication made to the 
has been returne 
indorsed upon it. 


Secretary of War, and which 
A by bim to this office, with his approval 

I request that you will eanse an orde 
such as is indicated in this paper, to be given as soon 
practicable to the officers mentioned in it. lam not at pres 
ent aware that it will be necessary to give an order to any 
other than those named. f will than you to cause me to 
be furnished with a copy of the orders ued, that Mr. Col- 
lins may be farnished with all proper papers. 

Very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 

C. A. HARRIS, Commissioner. 

Major General MACOMB, Commanding in Chief. 


And also a letter from the Adjutant General: 


ADJUTANT GENERAL’s OFFICE, 
Wasnixeron, May 10, 1838. 


Str: Herewith you w 
cation made to the Se 
of Indian Affairs. The req 
been approved by th 
necessary attention 
eermed, and co 

I am, sir, v 


e Secretary, you will please to give the 
to the matte 
mply with the requisition of Mr. Collins. 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 

F R. JONES, Adjutant General. 
Major General Jesup, Commanding virmy in Florida, Tam- 

pa, Florida. i 

Brevet Major ZANTZINGER, Fort Pik 


e, Louisiana, 

There isa fact for you. 
sale communicated to the 
he has so indorsed upon 
requirement, mark, is, th 
ered to Mr. Collins, wh 


There is the fact of the 

Secretary of War, and. 
the back of it, for the | 
at the negroes’ be deliv- | 
o0 was the agent of the | 


EVANS. That brings up the document, : 
as made a point | 


ecision made a few days since, that the ne- | 
should, in | 


made of them, and communi- i 
department, the ne- | 


ansmit, herewith, the copy of | 


ill receive a copy of a communi- | 
eretary of War by the Commissioner ! 
quest contained therein having ‘| 


so far as you are con- | 


purchaser. Can evidence of assent to a sale be 
stronger? — 

Mr. SACKETT. 
the sale? 


| tween us. 
i letter. I give the gentleman facts, but I cannot, 
| as Dr. Johnson said in a parallel case, give him 


| enable him to perceive them in a proper light. 
Yes, here are the facts. There was never a clearer 
indorsement; but it is not of the slightest import- 
ance upon the face of the globe whether it 1s so 
or not. Itisa fact, that the Government was in 
possession of these negroes after a sale took place, 
|| with or without the knowledge of that Govern- 
ment. I will, for the sake of argument, admit, as 
the gentleman said, that the Government is with- 
out this knowledge, though the. proof says that 
| they had such knowledge. I do not care one straw 
i whether they knew about the sale when it took 
place or not. I assert this to be true: Ifa sale of 
property, being in trust in my possession, is made 
to individuals, Iam bound to deliver it, and if 1 
allow it to be eloined and carried off, I am respon- 
sible for its value. If I accept the trust in the 
formal manner in which it was accepted by the 
Government, and do not carry it into effect, and 
i the property is carried off, whether I knew of the 
sale or not, Í am responsible for the property, much 
more, when 1, myself, as the Government did, 
carry it off, and neglect, and refuse to make deliv. 
ery. Neither does it make any difference whether 
these persons were property or not, if the Gov- 
ernment be considered as making the sale, or as 
| Standing by and inducing a third party to make 
|| the purchase. Su 
If they are, and the sale takes place with the con- 
sent of the United States, which has the article 
|| sold in possession, the Government is bound to 
make the delivery. If it fails to make delivery, 
it is bound for the c 
are not property. In that case, the title of the 
thing sold fails, and the party Selling is called upon 
to make restitution of the value received, because 
he could give no valid title, nor make any valid 
delivery. In either case, he who has received 
money for which he has given no consideration 
must refund. 
|| Now, let us imagine that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Sackerr] had been sold by the 
Government, which had received the money, and 
he is clearly entitled to his freedom, and seems to 
take it, too. [Laughter.] Suppose, I say, the 
gentleman had been sold by these Indians, the 
Government guarantying to make the delivery, I 
would like to know if they are not obliged, not 
only in equity but law, to refund the considera- 
tion money if they do not, or for defect of title 
cannot make the delivery? Does any one deny 
| this? Has not the Government received money 
| for property which the Government had in pos- 
session /—for consideration to the Indians was con- 
sideration to the Governmegt then, and the spirit 
of all the papers showed f, no matter whether 
the thing sold was property or not. The Govern- 
| ment allowed it to be carried off, and did not de- 
il liver it, and is that Government not bound to 
make restitution ? Now, the Government did make 
a sale, and there is no use of dodging it; though 
it is of no importance whether they made it or not, 


i 


about, fixed the price, and ordered 
failed to fulfill the order, and that is the point of the 
case. But they did make the sale. No sober, can- 
did man can look at all of these documents, and 
at the history of the whole trans 


delivery, and then 


sale of these negroes on behalf o 
sides having arranged it long before the capture 
| that they should be the 
to be delivered to them or 
| They received the money. 
: to prevent the shedding of blood n 
il tory; a consideration w 
| to the mind of every R 
| sideration which preve 


their authorized agents. 


hich ought to hallow itself 
epresentative here—a con- 


have been to this day unpaid. 
money which you are boun 
and at law to refund to thes 
| ference is it, I repeat, wheth 
property or not? 

deliver it, and the 


i 
Í d in equity, in honor, 
e parties. What dif- 


y are bound to refand the con- 


Is there anything said about.’ 
Mr. EVANS. Let the committee judge be- | 
They all hear what there is in this | 


that spirit and discrimination of mind which will : 


ppose the negroes were property. | 


onsideration. Suppose they | 


for the United States- induced the sale, brought it | 


; ; action, and avoid | 
saying that it was the Government who made this | 
f the Indians, be- || 


property of the Creeks, |, 
It was a consideration |: 


pon your terri- |! 


: nted expenses which now | 
would have borne heavily upon us, and would | 
It is an amount of |: 


: er what they sold was || 
Tfit was property, they did not |: 


sideration. If it was not property, they are bound 
to refund the consideration, because they could 
make no title to it. But bound the Government 
is, if not for this reason—which I oniy allude to 
; because it has been much dwelled upon on the 
_ other side—certainly for the reason that, whether 
| they knew of the sale or not, assented or not, they 
: held these negroes as the property of the Indians, 
and then, after notice of the sale, after themselves 
|! fixing the price, they eloined the property. For, 
; whether the War Department was cognizant of 
| the sale or not, we had the property and did not 
_ deliver it. According to my views of the matter, 
| then, we are bound to pay the money, and there 
is no use of going into arambling discussion about 
General Arbuckle or about General Taylor, who 
was, by the way, only talking about a delivery of 
such negroes as belonged to white owners. ‘The 
| committee can judge about the facts. All else is 
‘irrelevant, and ‘there is no use of lugging in all 
| these things and embarrassing the minds of the 
committee with such an accumulation Of mat- 
ter, 
jj. Mr. SACKETT. If the Government were 
| bound to deliver, according to the terms of the 
order of the Indian Department, to the Creek In- 
dians—for that was the term used—there will be 
no disagreement about that. If they were bound 
to deliver according to the terms of that order, 
they would be bound only to deliver such negroes 
as the Creek warriors took. That manifestly 
would bethecase IfGeneral Watson, in the mean 
time, had stepped in and purchased, his rights 
| would not be larger than the rights of the Creeks 
|| themselves. The evidence in the case, in regard 
| to these negroes, is—and it is the difficulty in the 
case—that the Creeks took none of these negroes. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman has shifted his 
ground. Now he has gotup a new difficulty; but 
there is this simple answer to it: There is no rea- 
son for any identification. That was a point 
which the Government ought to have made by a 
reservation of the property, and not allow it to be 
carried off to be dispersed all over the Western 
territory, and through the Western and Southern 
| States, and then for persons, on behalf of the 
Government, fourteen years afterwards, to come 
forward and say that it is impossible to identify 
this property, At this day itis a little too late to 
| make that point. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the gentleman from 
Maryland allow me to make a single remark? 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. Sacxerr] 
Says that there was no identity of the negroes 
proved. There was no attempt to identify them; 
and why? Because it was seen, that if they could 
be identified, they could not be delivered. The 
| Indians were determined not to go west unless the 
negroes went with them. ‘There was no effort, 
therefore, to identify them, and it was useless to 
do so. 

Mr. EVANS. Ihave no doub 
useless, and I thank the genti 
ruption. 1 think the case 
I now bid it farewell. 
|| Mr, STUART next obtained the floor and said: 
Mr. Chairman, if this were an ordinary question, 
I should not detain the committee at all in regard 
toit. Itis one which was raised when I had the 
honor of being a member of the Thirtieth Con- 
i gress, which J partially examined at that time, and 
which I have more thoroughly examined within 
the last few days. The object'that I have in rising 
now is not so much to endeavor to enlighten this 
committee, as to place upon record the reasons 
which will control my own vote, and IJ shall be 
_ very much obliged to the committee, I confess, if 
they will give me ordinary attention. I have come 
to the conclusion that this is a case in which the 
| Government is clearly liable, and I can state, I 
think, ina very few words, the reasons which have 
induced that conclusion in my mind. The views 
which I take, steer entirely clear of the difficulties 
which seem to obstruct the progress of other gen- 
tlemen. The question whether these individuals 
were slaves or not, in fact, is one which it is not 
necessary to determine. The question whether 
the title to them, was perfect in the Seminoles or 
not, is not now necessary to be determined in the 
views which I now submit. The question of 
, whether the Government of the United States made 
a contract or not, is equally unimportant. But, 
sir, there are certain prominent, leading facts, 
ʻi clearly shown by the evidence in this case, about 


t it was quite 
eman for the inter- 


l 
i 
| is sufficiently clear, and 
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which, I think, gentlemen who have examined it, 
will not dispute for one moment, and if they are 
not disputed, they seem to me to lead an unpreju- 
diced and unbiased mind to the conclusionat which 
J have arrived as clearly and irresistibly,as a man 
will be ready to believe that it is light at mid-day 
when the sun is uninterruptedly shining. 

Now, sir, what are those facts? General Jesup 
made a contract with certain Creek warriors by 
which he agreed to give them the plunder that they 
should capture from the Seminoles. If it was ne- 
cessary, I think I should have no ditliculty what- 
ever in satisfying the committee that negroes were 
held as property at the place where the contract 
was made and where it was to be executed. But 
it is not necessary to determine that question, be- 
cause there is a leading principle which governs 
all contracts in all the courts in every portion of 
the civilized world, with which I have any ac- 
quaintance, and that is this, that the interpretation 
that the parties themselves place upon the contract 
is the interpretation to be given to it by the courts 
1n carrying it out. 

Now, the evidence in this case, is superabun- 
dant to show that the Creek warriors, that General 
Jesup, that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
that the Secretary of War, and every man that 
had anything to do with this question from the 
commencement to the end—that all these parties 
have regarded theslaves of the Seminoles as coming 
within the purview of the contract. 

Well, sir, after that contract had been made, a 
certain number of slaves were captured by the 
Creeks. General Jesup, in a letter written in 
1845, says, that most of those captured by the 
Creek warriors were females and children, and 
that most of the men were captured by the regu- 
lar soldiers. He went into an investigation of 
that subject himself, and came to the conclusion 
that the proportion due to the Creek warriors 
under that agreement was $8,000, and offered to 
give them that amount, but they declined to re- 
ceive it. | am not going into the evidence, but 
am stating facts deducible from that evidence. 
Well, not long after this a new négotiaiion was. 
entered into here in Washington, by which Wat- 
son bought out the interest of the Creek warriors, 
be it great or small in those slaves. And here 
I would remark, that whether that. interest was 
great or small—whether it covered one negro or 
two hundred—whatever it might be, is a matter 
entirely unimportant, except in a contingency 
which I shall hereafter allude to. He bought the 
interest of the Creek warriors in that property, 
whatever it might turn out to be—in seventy in- 
dividuals understood to be slaves, and admitted to 
be within the contract made by General Jesup, 
that number of individuals being, at the same mo- 
ment, in the custody, and under the power and 
control of the officers of the United States. 

Now, sir, this agreement was made known to 
the Government of the United States. They issued 
an order for the delivery of this -property to Col- 
lins. For reasons best known to themselves, how- 
ever, Collins was represented as the agent of the 
Creek Indians. But that makes no difference. He 
went after the property. ‘The army officers of the 
United States refused to deliver it. Any man who 
examines the evidence, will find this remarkable 
fact, that in consequence of the peculiarity of that 
contract, there was a curious manoeuvring running 
through the whole army of the United States, with 
a view to send these slaves with the Seminoles to 
the West. At the same time, each officer intended 
to act, and did so act, in point of fact, that you 
cannot fix the responsibility upon any living man 
ofthem. The result was, that Mr. Collins began 
at the point where General Jesup represents these 
slaves to have been in custody, and following them 
to the outer border of Arkansas, was unable to get 
control of one single person. In 1845, General 
Jesup explains this fact. He says, in this lan- 
guage substantially, I protested against the execu- 
tion of that order, and I believe 1 was very Instru- 
mental in preventing its execution, by the delivery 
of those negroes. ; 

Here let me call the attention of the committee 
toan important fact, This took place at a season 
of great difficulty—the removal of the Seminole In- 
dians out of Florida to the West. That was the 

_ great point to be arrived at. These army officers 
saw that the Seminoles would never leave that 
country unless they could take their slaves with 
them, and for the reason, among others, that some 


of them had intermarried with the negroes. After 
they had made the treaty with General Jesup, 
which has been alluded to, they came to a stand, 
and said they would never move an inch in execu- 
| tion of the contract they had made, unless their 
negroes were permitted to go with them. 


Dantex.] 1 think that the treaty which was en- | 
tered into by General Jesup with the Seminole In- 
dians, covered all their properly—that which had 
been captured from them, as well as that which 
they retained. Now, I think that one of the 
very strongest points in the case. The Govern- | 
ment of the United States knew that this contract | 
had been made by General Jesup; they knew that | 
Watson had purchased the right to these negroes, | 
and yet, with that full knowiedge, for prudential 
reasons, they saw fit, through their own agents, 
the officers of the army of the United States, whose 
action bound the Government, toZsend this pro- | 
perty out of the reach of the man who had pur- 
chased it. 
| Now, let me ask this committee a question. 
Suppose there had been no such knowledge on the H 
part of the officers of the United States; suppose 
1t rested solely upon the contract existing between 
General Jesup and the Creek warriors, which was | 
made by General Jesup with a view to give them 
a right to some portion of those slaves; and sup- 
pose the Government of the United States, inter- 
posing with its strong arm for the purpose of 
removing the Seminole Indians, had sent their 
slaves along with them, is there any doubt of the 
liability of the Government to the Creek Indians 
under that agreement? I take it, there can be 
| none. Is there any doubt that Watson had pur- 
| chased that property, or the right they had to it, 
from the Creek Indians? Well, if he had, then 
it is immaterial whether the Government knew of 
the purchase or not, if they interposed with the 
strong arm of their power, and prevented the de- 
livery of that property. Would it not givea right 
of action, between individuals, against the indi- 
vidual thus interposing to put the property beyond 
his reach? Why, there is no doubt of that. But 
the conclusion is made more irresistible from the 
fact that the Government did know this. They 
knew of the existence of this agreement, and aided 
in getting itup. Now, how do we stand? Why, 
there is but one way in the world in which this 
claim can be defeated, even upon technical grounds, 
and that is this: If a gentleman buys property of 
me, and a third gentleman interposes and puts that 
property beyond his reach, and an action is brought 
against that third gentleman, and he seeks to evade 
a recovery, how can he do it? Why, by proving 
to the jury beyond all cavil that I had no ude, and 
therefore did not sell any. Now, if the Govern- 
ment of the United States, in this case, could 
escape this thing in any way under the sun, it is 
that. They must show conclusively that not one 
single one of these individuals was so far a slave 
of the Seminoles as to convey any title whatever 
to the Creeks; and hence none could be conveyed 
to Watson. Now, we turn round here—being our 
own arbiters in our own case—and say to this 


Now, I disagree with the construction referred |! 
to by the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr, |! 


| fore the committee is reduced to the smallest 
: amount that can be claimed. No doubt, upon the 
i, law of the case, we would be liable to pay in full 
| for the seventy negroes; but the bill avoids all that, 
| and simply proposes to refund to this man. the 


/ money he advanced, with six per cent. interest 


| upon it from the time he paid it. 

; A Voice. Are there no expenses charged? 

| Mr. STUART. No, sir; there is not a word 
/ of expense in the bill. One gentleman before, to- 
| day, told us there were expenses charged. © But 
| have examined it, and find that they are con- 
| tained in the report, but not in the bill, The bill 
` does not propose to pay one single dollar, except 
‘to refund the money that we, ourselves, induced 
| this man to pay, and six per cent. upon it since 
i the time he paid it. Now, I ask, is there a man 
| here, who, in just such a casein an individual trans- 
| action, would hesitate for a moment to pay it? 

i Mr. SKELTON. 1 would like to ask the gen- 
| tleman a question, since he undertakes to make 
| the casea very clear one. 1 would like to inquire 
‘if it is lawful in this or any other country to sell 
| prisoners of war into slavery? Upon this ques- 
i tion rests the merits of the case. If it cannot -be 
| maintained that it is lawful to sell prisoners of war, 
i I do not see upon what this claim rests. 

Mr, STUART, I'l had time, l think I could 


|| show most clearly what effect that question has 


| upon the case under consideration. I think if this 
| Government goes into a slave State, and offers to 
la regiment of Indians all the slaves they shall 
‘capture from the enemy in that State where sla- 
very is recognized as an existing institution, I 
could show most clearly that it was bound to carry 
| out that contract, just as certainly as if I were to 
i go into a slave State and offer a man $200,000 for 
‘his plantation, and his personal property, which 
would comprehend all the slaves. 

Mr. SKELTON. If the gentleman will allow 
me, it does not appear from positive evidence that 
these men were absolutely slaves previous to their 
capture. j i 

Mr. STUART. If thegentleman will examine 
the testimony in this case, he will find that it is 
equally clear upon this point. Itis proved both 
by the existing laws of the country, and the facts 
existing in the case. It is very clear that these 
negroes were, by the Seminoles, claimed as slaves. 
Now, it lies upon us, as I said some time ago, if 
we wish to escape the liability, to show that they 
were not slaves. If precisely the same facts ex- 
:isted between two honorable gentlemen upon this 
floor that exist in this case, as I said, not one of 
us would hesitate when the question of refund- 
ing the money came up. 

Now, sir, in conclusion, I will say that there 
has been a vast deal said, within these walls 
:and elsewhere, of the condition of this country, 
growing out of this very question of slavery. 
That question has been amplified to any extent 
‘necessary to suit the particular views of any per- 
son who might at the time be speaking upon the 
i subject. Mr. Chairman, I have ever believed what 
: I now say, that no course of policy can be pursued 
i by the representatives of the people upon this floor, 
: better calculated to quiet irritation upon this sub- 


claimant, You are bound to show that one of these 
individuals wasa slave. We shirk the responsi- | 
bility that the law imposes on every man in dealing | 
between individuals. The onus probandé is upon us; | 
and unless we can show that there was not a par. 
ticle of property taken by the Creek warriors under | 
the arrangement by General Jesup, and that there | 
was none therefore transferred to Watson, we can- | 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 


not even technically evade this claim. But then, 
when we rise above this technical consideration, 
and meet this question upon the principles of fair- 
ness; when we concede that, by our own offers, 
we induced this man to purchase this. property; 
that by our Commissioner of Indian Affairs we 
fixed the amount of that purchase; that we asked | 


they did not want these negroes sent West, to be | 
a constant source of quarrel and difficulty between | 


| the Creeks and Seminoles, who were then to be- | 


tion left that this Government is not as clearly : 
liable to pay this money, and the interest upon it 
from the time it was advanced, as it is that a man 


mitted handwriting. The liability in the bill be- į 


him to do it because we did not wish these negroes |. 
to be sent to the West—because that was the! 
ground upon which the Government interposed; |: 


come neighbors—why, there is not a single ques- į; 


is liable to pay his own note when in his own ad- |) 


ject, to allay all fear, all animosity, to prevent all 
future peril to the union of these States, than to 
treat every question growing out of it precisely as 
if it grew out of any other subject; to regard the 
question as our fathers who framed the Constitu- 
tion regarded it—as an existing fact for which 
‘they were not responsible, and to leave it just as 
they found it. And although we may fall short 
‘of the patriotism which pervaded the bosoms of 
‘that body of great men, let us attempt, feebly as 
it may be, to imitate that illustrious example. 
With these views, I have endeavored to shape my 
course upon this claim, precisely as if the great 
: question of slavery were not reached by it. Sir, 
I conjure gentlemen, from my heart—I conjure 
gentlemen from the North and the South to ex- 
amine this case, to talk of it, and to vote on it 
pecies 
: of property, recognized as property anywhere 
‘inthis Union. Let them do that, and they will 


i 


ias if it were a claim growing out of any s 


= find the facts as I have stated them, and they will 


come to the same conclusion which I have stated, 
and which I now recapitulate, They will find 
that those Creek Indians gained a certain right, 
under their contract with General Jesup; that right 
they sold to Mr. Watson, and Mr. Watson has 
‘been prevented from its enjoyment by the direct 
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interposition of this Government, through its army 


officers. see 7 
tion was for reasons amply suficient, and such as 


would have controlled the action of any gentle- į i f . 
ii father in the revolutionary war. 


man here, had he been substituted for those army 
officers. They acted wisely and prudently; and 
they are entitled to the highest encomiams for 
their course by this Congress and the country, for 


relieving the country of this ineabus which | 


weighed it down—by relieving the country of what 
was otherwise not only’aa expensive, but a mer- 
ciless war. I have no sickly sensibility upon this 
subject, especially such as was indicated the other 
day by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 


Joun W. Hows.] And the history of this country | 


is too full of those bloody pictures, showing the 


character of savage warfare; too many men, _ 


women, and children, have been butchered in cold 
blood, to make me entertain any particular fancy 
for Indians. That, too, is an evil with which we 
have had to contend, and let. us dispose of it like 
Statesmen. 

Mr. BARTLE 
ed to— 


my 


TT obtained the floor, but yield- 


Mr. HAMILTON, who moved that the com- ` 


mittee do now rise; which motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman [D 
CHANDLER] reported that the Committee of tl 
Whole House had, according to order, had under 


consideration the Private Calendar generally, and < 


particularly House bill 186, for the relief of the Je- 
gal heirs of James ©. Watson, late of the State of 


Georgia, and had come to no conclusion thereon. | 
eis of 


Mr. ALLISON moved that when the House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday next, ° 


Mr. MEACHAM demanded the yeas and | 


nays; which were orderedl—33 rising in the affirm- 
ative, ; ; 

Mr, M. then withdrew the motion. 

Mr. ORR moved the usual resolution to close 
debate on the bill last under consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CHANDLER moved that the Honse do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. EWING moved that when the House ad- 
Journs it adjourn to meet ou Monday next. 

Mr. STANLY demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the motion, which were ordered; and, heing 
taken, the result Was—yeas 24, nays 95. 

So the House refused to adjourn over. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. POLK. ‘Is it in order to move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House refused to ad- 
journ until Monday? 

A Voice. How did you vote? 

Mr. POLK. I voted’no. Task if my motion 
does not take precedence of the motion to ad- 
journ? 

The SPEAKER 


G 


R. 


tion nas precegenns ov 

Mr. POLK. 
tion——— 

A Vow. [tis not debatable. 

Mr. POLK. If f eannet state my reasons I 
feel, like other gentlemen, that this motion to ad- 
Journ will be read against me. 

TheSPHAIER. Debateis notin order? Does 
the gentleman insist upon his motion? 

Mr. POLE, Notunless [can give my reasona. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to adjourn, and agreed to, 

The House then 
twelve o’elock, m. 


a motion to ediourn, 
The reason why I make the mo- 


ad 


jor 


The following netitions 
under the rule, and rez 


E. Lewis and others, pr anton hereto- © 
fore made may te applied without de no 


atthe mouth of the Pa 
sinpi. 
y Mr CHOMP 
Cushing and s 
State of Ma 
to the Col 
By Nir 
Carolina ani 
line of mail coae 
ville, Virginia. 
Also, the memorial of A. M. Beary and o 
of Rockingham county, North Carolina, agai 
sion of the Woodworth patent. 


i 
SON, of 
undry ei 


from citi 
ing for the estal 
aroling, to Dan- 


gini 
} from Salem, North 


7 


They will further see that interposi- Hl 


l; remuneration on account of his father’s services and losses 


he Chair is inclined to be- | 
lieve that it is competent for this ITouse to fix the i: 
day to which it will adjourn, and that such a mo- 


By Mr. WASHBURN: The remonstrance of C. G. Stearns 
and 51 others, of Brewer, Maine, against the renewal of the 
Woodworth patent. ~ 

Atso, the memorial of John Marsh and others, children 
of John Marsh, for compensation for the services of their 


i 
i 
: 
i 


pi 
| 


Lo By Mr. PEASLEE: fhe petition of Ichabod Titcomb, for | 
Hin the revolutionary war. 

By Mr. KUHNS: ‘The resolutions of the State of Penn- 
a, in reference to the establishment of a navy-yard 
i and dry-dock on the Jake frontier. | 
i Also, the resoiutions of the Legislature of the State of |: 
| Pennsylvania, relative to Smith OBrien and his associates | 
į in exile. 

| Also, resolutious of the Legislature of the State of Penn- 
| sylvania, for appropriations to the improvement of the Dela- 
; Ware bay and river. 

Also, resolutions of the Legisiature of the State of Penn- | 
vania, reiative to the proposed removal of the Mint from 


1 
| 
i 
i 
j 
i 
| 


Ph adelphia to New York. 
By Mr. PENNIMAN: The petition of E. B. Ward, Z. 


‘| Chandler, and others, citizens and merchants of the city of 
ji Detroit, Michigan, asking Congress to make a further ap- | 
‘| propriation, in order to sustain the Collins line of steain- i; 
if ships. 
H By Mr. SCHOOLCRAFT: The petition of 54 citizens ii 
; of Albany, New York, praying Congress to pass the bill | 
i} giving further remedies to patentees. a 
| Also, the petition of Miron R. Peak, for the adjustinent | 
i and payment of his claim against the United States. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The petition of John F. 
| Stephens and 20 others, praying that the mail may be ear 
| ried in four-horse mail coaches on route No. 6,127, in Loui- 
siana. 

Also, the petition of H. J. G. Battle and 31 others, citi- I 
zens or Shreveport, Louisiana, asking that Red river be | 
declared a mail route. l; 

By Mr. ALLISON: The petition of W. W. Chapman, | 
nt Quartermaster, United States Army, praying in- 
nity for loss on a forgea 'T'reasury note, received in the 
i arge of his duty while with the army in Mexico. 
| By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of certain citizens of 
Mobile, praying for aid frou: the Government to the Collins 
steamers, 

By Mr. BOWNE: The memorial of G. B. Fisk, by his 
| exeewior, David B. Baylis, of Brooklyn, New York, in re- | 
(| lation to Mexican indemnities. i 
| 
| 


i dem 


i dise 


i 
| 
j 


citizens of the county of Philadelphia, in favor of an ex- 
tension of the Woodworth patent. ; 
| By Mr. PULLER, of Maine: The remonstrance of Wil- |: 
un i, Slayton aud 42 othe citizens of the city of Ca- 
ais, Maine, against the renewal or further extension of the i 
t: patent granted to Austin and Zebulon Parker for a reaction 
! water-wheel, i 
‘| By Mr. GORMAN: Resolutions adopted by the inhabit- 
| ants of the town of Laurel, in the county of Franklin, In- ji 
ii diana, recommending the passage of a law by Congress, ji 
| providiug for the grant of the rignt of preémpuon of lands ; 
| in the Territory of Nebraska to Thomas Jefferson Suther- | 
! land, for the site of a military agricultural school, and for i 
; the loan of certain armas and military equipments of the į 
: United States for tue use of such school, 
: By Mr. LOCKHART: The petition of Samuel Hal, i 
I president of the Evansville and Htinois Railroad, asking a |: 
i| grant of land io aid in the construction of said road from 
) Evansville, on the Ohio river, to Tudianapolis, fidiana. HE 
j Aiso, the petitions of D, M. Schene, William G. Ralston 
| B.A. Brown, William W. Colton, John H. DeBruler, Wil- 
‘liam Brown Butler, Adrian Young, John McCoy, B. If. 
l Criswell, Jobn R, Land, John W. Gilum, Flemming H. | 
: Duncan, Dennis Pennington, and Dennis Pennington, jr., 
| assistant marshals of the United States in taking the Sev- i 
| enth Census, in the countics of Posey, Warrick, 
is, Vanderburgh, Gibson, Crawford 
V the State 


UDDER, ti 
owners of the 


petition of Pope & i; 
sip Chandler Price, of |: 
‘Omipensation for ran- 

bitants of King’s Mill i: 
a the files and referred to the Com- | 


The petition of Mr. Williams and | 
nyra and Pa in Portage county, i 
penl oi the £ 2 slavi j 
ition of Harrison Austin, Rui . Rawney 
asking tic establishment of an Agricul- | 


EWTON 
or Bi 


e petition of J, S. Green, Curti 
King to have the Wheeling 
ed a pest road. 
PORTER: 


arles coun 


Haten, and 187 5 
and Belmont Bridge | 


three German citi 
ng to be prot 
1 a certain track of land in se 
ei they now reside. 


ivy Depart- H 
r Baldy, J. A. 
vania, praying 
on of the national law pro- 
tae internal affairs of an- 


323 Manning and 49 others of 
ting against the 
2r-wheel, 
citizens 


. 5 
» Waller and 14 othe: 
Ivania. remon 


ë patent granted to Aus 


of the Lesisiature of 
nment of a Mint in 
t 


Penusvivania, 

New York, 

orn: g rs citizens ` 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the ` 

arker patent. i 

Also, the remonsirance of Earl Wheeler and 120 others, | 


; Against the est 
: Also 


; ties, Peni 


: zens of Easton, P 
| the Woedworti patent. 


By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: Three memorials of È 


i Should be concurred in 


_ the: Í would as 


: debate 


citizens of Wavne county, Pennsylvania, against the ex- 
tension of the Woodworth patent. 

Also, the petition of George V. Wallace and 50 others, 
ourneymen cigar makers in Wayne and Northampton coun- 
ylvania, praying for the modification of the ex- 
isting tariff on cigars. 

Also, the petition of Reuben S. Bauch 
tional compensation for takingthe census. 

Also, the petition of W, H. Landall and 140 others, citi- 
ennsylvania, praying for an extension of 


» praying addi- 


Also, the petition of Rodolphns Bingham and 70 others, 
citizens of Pike county, praying for the. establishment of a 
post route from Milford, Pike county, to Salem, in Wayne 
county, Pennsylvania, via Dowlingsville, Lord’s Vailey, 
Bloomingvile, Tafton, and Farmer's Hollow. 

Also, the petition of James E. Eldred and 40 others 
like import. 

Also, the petition of Henry M. Labor 


pofa 


and 70 others, of a 


i Like import. 


Also, the petition of Josiah Scudder and 100 others, cit- 
izens of Wayne county, praying for the establishment ofa 
imail route from Equinunk to Preston, in Wayne county, 
Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarcrpay, March 20, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


| by the Rev. Lirruerox F, Morgan. 


TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PROSPER M. WETMORE. 


Mr. ORR. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to take up from the table a message of 
the President, in response to a resolution which I 
had the honor to offer some two months ago, in 
reference to the accounts of Prosper M. Wetmore. 
I desire to take it up in order to move, without de- 
bate, that it be referred to the Committee on. the 
Judiciary. 


The SPEAKER. Is the bill upon the Speal- 


' ex’s table? 


Mr. ORR. 
House. 

There being no objection, the communication 
was taken up and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

RESOLUTIONS OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of California, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced two several joint resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of California: 

ist. Joint resolution in reference to the moneys 
collected in the ports of California previous to her 
admission into the Federal Union. 

2d. Joint resolution relative to an increase of 
salary of the United States district judges in’ Cali- 


Ii is not, but upon the table of the 


: fornia. 


The joint resolutions were severally read and or- 


i dered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Task the unani- 


i mous consent of the Elouse that the resolution 
; Closing debate upon the deficiency bill be so amend- 
ii ed as to read, ‘* within one hour after it shall have 


been next taken up for consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union.” 
Mr. STANLY. I thought that the House, by 
general consent, had agreed that the proposition 
of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Jounson] 
s but with the understanding 
that the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Brooxs, | 
upon the Committee of Ways and Means, should 


; also have an hour. We are ina minority upon it, 


and it is but fair that we should be heard upon it, 

Mr. JOHNSON. L had a conversation with 
that gentieman, [Mr. Brooxs,] and I told hira 
sent to it upon his making a re- 
quest for it upon the floor of the House; and as 
the geatleman from North Carolina [Mr. Sray- 
sy] now requests it, I assent to it,and ask the 


; unanimous consent of the House, that the reso- 


lution closing debate be amended, so as to close 
two hours instead of one hour, as I first 
requested. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Ishall not object to it, but 
I want to make a suggestion. The gentleman 


in 


: from Arkansas, [Mr. Jouxson,}] as I understand 


t, and as he has frankly told the House, intends 
to discuss some amendment, which he proposes 


_to make to the bill when it comes up—an amend- 


ment which, he and I agree, is important, and 


which I would really like to hear discussed. I 
: have not the most remote objection to the gentle- 
© man from New York, [Mr. Brocxs,] as one of 


the members of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, making a speech; indeed, I prefer that he 
should do it. But then i should like that this 
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agreement be so extended, that some other mem- 
ber of the Committee of Ways and Means might 
meet the arguments of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas (Mr. Jounson] in regard to the amendment 
which he may offer; for in my closing remarks 
1 shall not have time to do so. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have no objection to that. 
My fear was that some one would object to such 
a proposition, ifmade. If it be not objected to, I 
will say three hours; but if objected to, 1 will 
adhere to the proposition for an extension of two 
hours. ° 

A Voice. Two is enough. 

There being no objection, the proposition of 
Mr. Jounson, extending the debate two hours, 
was agreed to. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I move that the 
tules of the House be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state.of the Union. 5 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask my 
colleague to withdraw his motion, until some 
communications upon the Speaker’s table be taken 
up and referred. There are some of much im- 
portance, which should be referred, that the com- 
mittees may take action upon them. 1 will farther 
say that there is the Patent Office Report, which 
should be referred, that the proper committee may 
act upon itin reference to the question of print- 
ing it. 

The SPEAKER, It can be done by unanimous 
consent, provided it be referred without debate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Hlinois. I object to it, || 

Mr. HASCALL, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a petition from inhabitants of Wyoming 
county, New York, praying that the bounty land 
bill passed in 1850, be so amended as that all the 
heirs of a deceased beneficiary, under that act, be 
entitled to hold the land of their deceased ancestor, 
instead of the minor heirs only; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Kina, of New York, to go into committee, 
and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itseif into the 
Committee of the Wholé on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Vewanze in the chair.) 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first businessin order || 
is the House bill No. 207, making appropriation 
to supply deficiencies in former appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1852, and upon 
that bill the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Joun- 
son] has the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I desire, sir, to explain to 
this House ina plain manner—and I do not know 
that I could do so in any other manner if I desired 
it—soine of the features of the deficiency bill now 
before this committee for consideration. I shall 
only touch that portion of the bill which relates to 
the Indian service. The Bureau of Indian Affairs, 
finding that a large portion of their estimates had 
been rejected by the Committee of Ways aud 
Means, called the attention of the Committee on 
Indians Affairs to the fact, and requested that they 
would look into it and see if they approved of the 
estimates of that bureau; and if so, to offer the | 
rejected items ta the House as amendments to the 
bill. That committee have, several times, had the 
various items, which have been rejected, under 
consideration. : 

Ona considerable number of those items—re- 
jected items—they ordered me, as chairman of the 
committee, to submit amendments to this House, 
so that they might be considered and adopted, if 
the House should approve of them. Upton an ex- 
amination of the estimates of the Indian Depart- 
ment, sir, I find—I think it is some thirty-two 
items—the estimates furnished for this deficiency 
bill by that bureau; and, if I am correct in it, 
Some thirteen items were rejected out of the num- 
ber, and [ think there were some three or four items 
more reduced from the amounts that were estima- 
ted, and submitted as necessary to the service. I 
have not made a very precise examination, but 
there are certainly two thirds of the estimates of 


5l 


| mittee of Ways and Means. 


| the service of the Government. 


| appropriation. A deficiency bill, from its title, is ; 


| other, then, upon examination into this bill, it will i 


| ported. ‘The deficiency had not reached the Ways | 


the bureau which have been stricken out altogeth- | 
er, and more than two thirds of the amount have | 
been either stricken out or reduced by the Com- 
Well, the bureau 
has got into a very strange condition—they have 
come to a very strange pass, when they offer an 
estimate under their own responsibility, and for 
which they are responsible to a higher depart- 
ment, as well as to the people of the United States, 
of more than tripple the sum that is necessary for 
If it be true, sir, 
that those estimates which have been made were | 
necessary to the performance of the service of the | 
country, or to comply with the just obligations of 
the United States, I imagine that this House would | 
unanimously say that those estimates ought to be | 
adopted. 

The grounds upon which those estimates have 
been adopted, sir, and the facts and laws relating 
to them, [ wiil attempt, in as condensed a method, 
and in as brief time, as possible, to explain to the 
FHouse, and | do not think it probable that I shall 
consume the hour to which I am entitled in ma- 
king this explanation. If, sir, it is found, how- 
ever, that those estimfates which have been made 
are not necessary to the service of the country, 
nor are necessary to the proper discharge of the 
obligations of this Government, then, sir, there is | 
a degree of censure which must be thrown upon 
those who have furnished them to this House, 
which I am, sir, at a loss to characterize. Ai 

There is a species of general objection which ex- | 
ists, T believe, upon the part of the Committee of | 
Ways and Means toa number of the items in this | 
bill, so far as it relates to Indian ‘affairs. Sir, in 
speaking of the deficiency bill, E hope I may be | 
clearly understood as speaking of that part of it | 
exclusively relating to Indian affairs. There is a | 
species of general objection which is, that among 
the items objected to here, there are none to be | 
found as coming properly within the character of 
a deficiency. f am not good at definition, but I | 
think the substance of the definition ofa deficiency, | 
as applicable to this bill, would be a case where | 
there has been an amount already appropriated for | 
a given object, and there has resulted upon an ef- || 
fort to execute that object, a necessity for further | 


i 


| 
j 
i 


a supplemental bill altogether, and is instituted to |! 
supply wants, resulting from precedent inadequate | 
provision. But if this deficiency bill is to be con- | 
fined exclusively to this class of cases, and none 


i 
i 


f 


be found that they (the committee) have not in- | 
serted five items which are a legitimate portion of | 
such a bill. HI 
Then, sir, there originates, from the nature of H 
our legislation, and the condition of business in f 
this House, an absolute necessity that this House |! 
should act upon the estimates offered, and should | 
couple with the deficiency bill many items, wheth- |, 
er they come Strictly within the class of deficiency |} 
or not. I say that there exists an absolute neces- | 
sity that these estimates should be acted upon in j; 
this bill, if they are to be acted upon at ail, and I) 
will explain to you the reason why. It is this, 
sir: This deficiency bill is here presented—it is be- || 
fore the House, based upon the estimates already i| 
made to be provided for as deficiency, and whilst ;; 
they are rejected, the deficiency bill is permitted to ` 
lie by for months, and is not acted upon at all, : 
until the estimates for the regular expenditures in | 
the Indian service have been furnished to this 


aft 


mates here are not allowed. in this bill, they can- 
not, and will not, come in for appropriation this 
year, in the regular bill, as the committee allege 
would be proper, if proper at all, because the 
regular bill is already reported to the House; 
and no Committee of Ware and Means has ever 
become famous for offering amendments to their 
own bills after reperting them, and particularly no 


į committee which is disposed to no particular ex- 


| travagance, and disposed to force the public ex- 
| penditure into as nargow a compass as itis pos- 
sible to do. So these items recommended for 
this bill, though they be just and right, cannot 
come in at all; they will be lost; and though they 
be obligations of` the Government, obligations 
liquidated and acknowledged, still they must gó 
by for another year. If they be essential to the 
public service, and if we are compelled to. submit 


i to this view, they must be passed by altogether, 


unless the Committee of Ways and Means can 
be induced to adopt them as amendments, and 
throw them into the bill, which has been reported 
to the House and referred, although not yet con- 
sidered. With these preliminary remarks, I will 
proceed to consider the rejected estimates in de- 
tail. E 

The first item which is rejected, by reference to 
the estimates, will be found to be the second sec- 
tion. Itis: 

“For payment to the Seneca Indians of New York, for 
moneys wrongfully withholden from them by an agent ap- 
pointed by the Government for the management of their 
paS per report of Thomas B. Stoddard, Esq., com- 
missioner, selected by the Secretary of War to make the 
requisite investigation, pursuant to the direction contained 
in the 4th section of the act ef 27th June, 1846, making ap- 
propriations for the Indian Departnent.? 

That, sir, is an item of 428,505. I will state to 
the House in general terms the history of this 
matter. From time—I was about to say immemo- 
rial—from a very distant period back, we had 
agents among this tribe; and it has been always 
the case, that those agents had been in the habit of 
receiving the money of those Indians, and doing 
so whether due to them by this Government or the 
State of New York, or by banks, or by individ- 
uals. They have been in the habit of receiving such 
moneys, and of paying out, applying, or investing 
them, in any manner which the commissioner, or 
the tribe, or owner should direct. This method of 
conducting their affairs had continued for many 
years, and is explained in the copy of a letter 
which I have here; until an agent of the name of 
Suyker was appointed, and that agent, during a 
period of some three years, robbed them of money 
amounting to $28,000, and some odd hundreds. 
This occurred in 1837, 1838, and 1839, Now, the 
question is, what position does the United States 
occupy in reference to this lass? ‘Those who op- 
pose the paying of this amount to. those Indians, 
oppose an obligation absolutely admitted by the 
Government of the United States. Those who op- 
pose it say that the United States have paid these 
Indians all they owe them, and paid them through 
their, agent—that this $28,000 was money due 
these Indians from private individuals, and paid 
into the hands of their agents, and that the United 
States had nothing to do with the transaction. 
That is the statement, sir. 

Now, sir, if the United States acted as the trus= 
tee of these Indians, and received that money, and 
then, as trustee, failed to account to them for the 
money, the Government is compelled, not only by 
equity and justice, but by their own precedents in 


House, and the bill for regular service is actually | 
upon the table and reported for the use of the | 
House. i 
Mr. HOUSTON. Iam sure my friend wants ; 
to do justice to those who acted upon that bill. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Most certainly I do. 
Mr. HOUSTON. The deficiency was nat re- ' 


numberless cases, to pay to these Indians any 
losses they may have sustained by confiding to 
this Government, through her agent, their means in 
the manner which has been specified, and which 
will be clearly proved by the papers, if anybody will 
examine them. The only question seems to me 
to be this; and I shall not spend much time in this 
case, nor dwell upon it any longer than is meces- 


and Means Committee when the regular Indian i; sary to take up those points where the difficulties 


appropriation bill was reported to the House. We 
did not know of itat all. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Without looking atthat,and — 
admitting the correctness of what the gentleman | 
says, which I do, I say before-hand, if these esti- i 


exist, and leave the rest to any one who may 


| speak after me, in the event they may wish to say 


| something about it. Well, sir, besides it appear- 
| ing that it was the habit of that tribe of Indians 
i to confide and pay over all their money into the . 
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hands of the United States agent, as trustee, for | 
safe keeping, investment, or distribution, or to 
allow it to be done by their debtors; besides it ap- 

earing in this report, we have the exact language, 
in a letter from the office of the Secretary of War, 
authorizing it, in 1832, long before that agent was | 
appointed, showing that such was the habit of the 
Government. That it was contemplated to con- 
tinue, the Indians presumed, and we must pre- 
sume; and we have no evidence of any character 
or kind to show that the authority for it has ever 
been countermanded or changed. From the office 
of the Secretary of War a letter was issued, dated 
August 11, 1832, addressed to the agent of that 
tribe of Indians. I will read that letter, and gen- 
tlemen will then see the authority that was given 
to the agent to act as the tyustee of the funds of 
the Indians, as well as the representative of the 
Government of the United States, for the Six Na- | 
tions of the New York Indians. Full and entire | 
authority was given to him as agent, and the 
United States, through him, is compelled to stand 
in the attitude of a trustee. Here is the direct 
language of the Government. I will read it to the 
House: 


DEPARTMENT oF War, August 11, 1832. 

Sir: You are hereby authorized, the conseut of the 1n- 
dians being first obtained, to receive all moneys, and secu- 
rities for moneys, belonging to, or due to the Seneca Nation 
of Indians; to discharge all mortgages or other securities 
of record, and. to make investments of such moneys, from 
time to time, on the most favorable terms, and to do all other 
things necessary to the faithful fulfillment of this trust. 

Whenever an existing mortgage or other security is ean- 
celed, you will notify the Department thereof, and when- 
ever you take new securities, youwill cause them to be 
recorded in the proper office of the country, and their suf- 
ficiency certified by the district attorney, or the judge of 
the United States court. 'i'hey will be prepared in tripli- 
cate. One copy, upon which will be entered an attested 
copy of the record, you will transmit to the Department; 
one you will give to the Indians, and one you will retain. 

The assent of the Senecas to your acting in this inatter 
as their agent or trustee, must be obtained in writing, and 
the original forwarded to this Department. 

You will be careful, in all your investments, to have them 
80 executed, that the Indians may, without uureasonable 
delay, obtain possession of the principal, should their re- 
moval or other circumstances render it desirable. 

Tam, &e., JOHN ROBB, 
Acting Secretary of War. 


James STRYKER, Esq. 


Here is not only assent, but an absolute order, 
Now, it may be said that the assent cannot be 
shown in writing. In regard to that, we cannot 
require, in order to exonerate ourselves from the 
payment of this money, that the assent shall be 
shown to bein writing, because this method oftrans- 
acting their business by the agent had long been 
established, and no instruction had been given- to 
the effect that their assent in writing was necessary 
to secure the honesty of the agent, or responsi- 
bility of this Government. To quibble upon such 
a point would be to treat with derision a powerless 
class, as ignorant and defenseless as they exhibit 
themselves confiding. ‘Their assent is perfect to 
their eyes, when they have placed their funds in 
the hands of the Governmentof their Great Futher, 
or allowed them to be so placed, without a further 
assent put in writing. Besides this, it is clearly 
established that the Government always acted as 
trustee in all such cases, and it cannot be said that 
the Indians shall be responsible for the assent not 
being in writing, because that isan order which 
was given hy this Government to her own agent, 
a regulation for her own protection, and not an 
order or regulation transmitted and made known ! 
to these Indians, showing that to obtain for them 
the security of this Government they had to fur- 
nish the assent in writing. In that case, it would | 
not only be proper, but absolutely essential that! 
the Indians should transmit their assentin writing | 
to the proper office here. Any other regulation 
or disposition of the written assent would have 
been absurd, particularly the placing of it in the 
agent’s hands; and no such notice was given, nor 
ay, such action required of them. 

his assent might have been given forty times 
over to this agent, and he, being determined to de- ;! 
fraud them out of their money, could have and 
may have chosen never to have transmitted it, and 
thus the lndians themselves would have lost, and 
the Government of the United States at the same 
time would have been deprived of its recourse 
upon the party that was making the default. The 
instruction created a trusteeship in so many words; ` 
besides that, it had existed from the beginning, by | 
custom. The requisition by the Government of a | 
written assent, and communicated to its own agent i 


only, was utterly inadequate, and if now set up | 
as a defense against repaying the trust money, is 
a fraud by a great nation upon an ignorant, pow- 
erless, defenseless, defrauded, and confiding, un- 
fortunate race. I will not go into a further exam- 
ination of this case—it is clear to any fair mind, 
and my time is hmited. If the gentleman, or any 
other gentleman, wishes to reply to this, I will 
exhibit all the documents, and point out where 
these fact may be ascertained. I will then state 
that we have the evidence here of the repeated | 
action of the Government as trustee for these In- 
dians; and where the Government has appointed 
an agent that has been faithless to them, received 
their money, and appropriated it to his own use, 
she is bound to pay that money, if she acts justly 
by them. This is the condition of that parucular 
item. The Committee of Ways and Means have 
rejected that item of some $28,000.. That money 
has been due, if due at all, to them since 1837, 
1838,.and 1839. For not one cent of the estimate 
is interest proposed to be allowed by the Depart- 
ment, This estimate embraces only the principal, 
and it is but sheer justice. If it were a dealing 
between individuals, it would not be deemed jus- 
tice—that, after the principal had been due for so 
long a time, it was proposed not to pay a cent of 
interest with it, 

Now, I do not propose to insert any clause for | 
interest, because | am inclined to oppose the pay- 
ment of interest upan claims against the Govern- 
ment. ĮI shall desire it to be an extraordinary 
case where I would vote for the payment of in- 
terest at all, after having heard that subject dis- 
cussed so frequently in the [alls of this House. 
There is the amount, and there can be no other ob- 
jection to the payment of it than that the item does 
not sound like a deficiency. If it is not a defi- 
ciency, what is it? It is an obligation of this | 
Government; but, say they also, it is a private | 
claim, and should go to another committee than 
that of Waysand Means. Itis no more a pri- 
vate claim than is the claim of Mexico upon us, 
under our treaty with her, a private one. It is an | 
obligation to a people whose independence we, in 
some measure, acknowledged. An obligation of 
this Government, whether it exists by treaty or 
by other and voluntary action, when acknowl- 
edged by us, in any shape, is just as sacred, and 
ought to be as faithfully complied with, as one 
made and put under the seal of the Secretary of 
State, and indorsed with the sanction of the Sen- 
ate. There can be no distinction between classes 
of obligations upon this Government. It is her 
duty and her honor to discharge them all. The 
obligation in one instance is as sacred as it is in 
the other; and if we owe the money, it ought to 
be paid. As to the mere consideration whether il 
belongs to this bill or not, according to form, | will 
say it is a matterof moonshine. The Committee 
of Waysand Meansare the ministers of the House 
to consider the amounts of the disbursements of 
the public moneys. ‘They are to offer all appropri- 
ations, for the discharge of the honest obligations 
of this Government, growing out-of its relations 
with other nations and with our Indian tribes. 
This item is of that class, and if it does not now 
come within this bill, and is not now adopted, it 
will not be adopted for the coming year. We can- 
not then know when it will be adopted, since, hav- | 
ing been once recommended by the Government | 
and rejected, or passed over in this way, it may : 
not be again presented for consideration. It will | 
have to be rejected, for I shall offer theamendment. | 
We cannot hope that the Executive will take upon 
itself, after Congress shall have acted upon it in 
this mamner, rejecting it, ever to recommend again | 
this item. i 


I will ask the chairman of the Committee of | 


Ways and Means, whether or not—as it may save | 
me some trouble—his committee have gone into 
an examination of the item with regard to the | 
Pottawatomies? If they have gone into a full ex- 
amination of it, I am satisfied that it would be un-: 
necessary for me to explain it here. It is an obli- 
gation existing under treaty, and it is a deficiency 
item. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In reply to the gentleman | 
from Arkansas, | will say this: when we had up | 
the estimates submitted to us in relation to the . 
Indians, upon which the gentleman is now coni- | 
menting, we called before us the chief clerk of the ` 
Indian Bureau; and in the investigation of these | 
items, one by one, we were not able to find the | 


| treaty upon which this Pottawatomie claim was 
said to be based. We gave him a memorandum 
in regard to that, and the Choctaw claim, and he 
was to furnish us with the information, which to 
this day he has not done. We have not, therefore, 
been able to carry the investigation any further. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1} will read the third section 
of the treaty of February 11, 1837, coneluded in 
the city of Washington: 

“Porrawaromre TReaty—Arvr. 3. The United States 
further agree to convey, by patent, to the Pottawatomies, of 
Tudiana, a tract of country on the Osage River, west of the 
Missouri River, sufficient in extent, and adapted ta their 
habits and wants; remove them to the same, furnish them 
with one year’s subsistence after their arrival there, and pay 
the expenses of this treaty, and of this delegation, now in 
this city. (See p. 533, Statutes at Large, vol. —, Indian 
Treaties.) A 

Under that clause of the treaty the reranant of 
that tribe, amounting to six hundred and thirty- 
nine, have been removed. There was upon hand 
in the Department, a portion of an existing ap- 
propriation, unexpended, for the removal of this 
residue. At the time of emigration, the Secretary 
of the Interior thought, and estimated, that the 
number would amount to some four hundred In- 
dians, but when collected and emigrated, there 
proved to be some six hundred and thirty-nine. 
The amount asked for in section eleven, of the esti- 
mates, to enable the Government to pay for the 
removal of these Indians, and to continue their 
subsistence for the residue of the year, is $22,500. 
These Indians are now being supplied and subsist- 
ed, at the point to which they have been removed, 
and there is not one cent for the purpose of paying 
what has been done, or for the continuance of the 
subsistence to which they are entitled by treaty. 
I presume this will be satisfactory to that commit- 
tee. l have given them the facts, and they can 
examine the recordsif they require further inform- 
ation upon this point, 

The next item is numbered twelve in the esti- 
mates, and is, for the subsistence and removal of 
i the Choctaws, $50,000. Having had some con- 
versation with the chairman in regard to this item, 
I will ask him (to save trouble) whether the com- 
mittee have reconsidered and determined to insert 
that item, or whether they are still opposed to its. 
adoption? , 

Mr. HOUSTON. We have not reconsidered 
it 


Mr. JOHNSON. Well, they have still deter- 
mined that that item of $50,000 shall be kept out 
of the deficiency bill.’ By the treaty of the 27th 
of September, 1830, article sixteen, the Choctaws 
were stipulated to be removed. I will ask the 
gentleman to do me the favor to turn to the article 
j in reference to, and of which 1 am now speaking, 
as the book is in his hand. By article fourteen of 
the same treaty, the right was granted to such 
Choctaws as chose to accept it, to become citi- 
zens—that is those who preferred to remain, should. 
become citizens after five years’ residence, They 
were, if they adopted this provision of the treaty, 
to receive a fee simple title at the expiration of the 
five years, to certain lands which were to be re- 
served to them. All that did not choose to remain 
| were to be removed West, and subsisted there for 
| one year. J will repeat, by the fourteenth section, 
such as preferred it were at liberty to remain where 
they were, and to take their stipulated amount of 
land, and after rematning for five years, according 
to the terms of that section of the treaty, they 
| were to become citizens of the United States, and 
| were to receive s patent for the land which had 
! been granted them. I repeat this, because it is 


| important that we should remember that there are 


two distinet provisions, either to be elected at the 
option of any Choctaw. 


“Arr. 14. Each Choctaw head of a family being desirous 
to remain and become a citizen of the States, shall be per- 


i: mitted to do so, by signifying his intention to the agent 


within six months from the ratification of this treaty, and 
he or she shgli thereupon be entitled to a reservation of one 


į section of six bundred and forty acres of land, to be bounded 


by sectiona! lines of survey; in like manner shall be entitled 
to one half that quantity for each unmarried child which is 
living with him, over ten years of age; anda quarter section 
to such child as may be under ten years of age, to adjoin 
the location of the parent. If they reside upon said hinds 
intending to become citizens of the States, for five years 
after the ratification of this treaty, in that case a grant in 
fce simple shall issue; said reservation shall include the 
present improvement of the head of the family, or a portion 
of it. Persons who claim under this article shall not Jose 
the privilege of a Choctaw citizen, but if they ever remove 


| are not to be entitled to any portion of the Choctaw an- 


nuity.?? 
“Arr. 16. In wagons; aud with steamboats as may be 
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found necessary—the United States agree to remove the 
Indians to their new hones at their expense and under the 
care of discreet and careful persons, who will be kind and 
brotherly to them. They agree to furnish them with ample 
corn and beef, or pork for themselves and families for 
twelve months after reaching their new homes. 

“ It is agreed further that the United States will take all 
their catile, at the valuation of some discreet person to be 
appointed by the President, and the same shall be paid for 
in money after their arrival at their new homes; or other 
eattle such as may be desired shall he furnished them, notice 
being given through their agent of their wishes upon this 
subject before their removal, that time to supply the demand 
may be afforded.” i 


ås I have shown to 


i you, the larger part of the 
nation went off West. 


About one thousand of 


them selected to remain East, and take reserva- | 


tious of land. The Government of the United 
States at this point utterly failed, and this is an 
admitted fact, and which will not be disputed, to se- 


cure to them the lands which they had thus agreed | 
to reserve, and patent to them under the fourteenth | 


section recited, but proceeded to sell the lands and 
utterly violate the stipulation. The evidence is, 
too, that it was done in many instances in a most 
brutal manner. The Indians were then left there 
ina helpless condition, defrauded of their lands. 
‘When the attention of the Government was called 


to this subsequently, the shame and injustice was | 


recognized and acknowledged, and in order to re- 
munerate them, it was determined to issue land 
scrip to these Indians to a large amount. It was 
provided that one half should be paid to them 
wherethey were, in Mississippi and Alabama, and 
the other half should be paid to them only after 
they had passed west of the Mississippi. See act 
of 23d of August, 1842. By that act the Govern- 
ment destroyed thealternate provision of thetreaty, 
that is, the provision by which the Indians could 


remain there. And having violated it themselves, | 


those Indians who had chosen to remain under 
the fourteenth section were compelled and driven 
to emigration west; and for that purpose to resort 
to their rights under the sixteenth section. So 
the objection which is raised, that this Govern- 
ment is not bound to pay for their emigration, 
altogether falls to the ground; because if the Gov- 
ernment violated the section of the treaty under 


which they were to remain, and compelled them to | 


emigrate, how is it to be expected that they can 
emigrate under the terms of that treaty, unless 
they emigrate through the provisions made under 
and by virtue of it for their emigration? Any 
other construction despoils them of every real ben- 
efit under a treaty that was horrible to them at 
best. But to show you that the objection which 
I understand exists, is not a sound or good one, 
and that it has never been offered or entertained 


by any but this committee, I have only to say, | 


that the Government, from the very time they had 
violated so unjustly their plighted faith, in regard 
to the fourteenth section, and these reservations of 
Jand, selling and destroying the right and title of 
the Indians to them, had actually continued to 
emigrate them, and pay for them under the six- 
teenth article of the treaty. Sir, that gentlemen 
should come in here and say that these $50,000 


ought not to be appropriated for the purpose of | 


paying their emigration, because they had chosen 
to remain there under another provision of the 


treaty, is not, it seems to me, good sense or com- 
mon honesty. It is certainly not justice or equity | 


in the slightest degree. Those Indians must have 
some benefit of that treaty, in some shape or other, 
and the clause of the treaty, under which they de- 
termined to remain, was destroyed in all its ben- 
fits to them, ard they were cut off, precluded, and 
despoiled, the Government acknowledging the 
fact. That they had a right to revert, and under 
the sixteenth section of the treaty, to accept its 


terms of emigration, the expenses of it, and sub- i 


Sistence for one year, in another country, to be 
paid by the Government, there can be none, the 
remotest, rational doubt. The Government, too, 
have proceeded to emigrate them from, year to 


year, for the last fifteen years, under the sixteenth | 


article, and this is the first time that such an ob- 
jection has ever been made to the payment of the 
bills for their emigration. It is the first time that 
this matter has ever been made a matter of con test 
or objection—at least within my term. of service 
here. This is an ample explanation, I take it, of 
all the points of that case. And, therefore, E wil 
0 no farther into the investigation, until I hear 
points made upon the subject, and when I do, as 

feel myself familiar with the facts, I will then 
take them up, and give a further explanation, I 


do know this from a thorough investigation of the 
case, that we are bound to emigrate them, and pa 
the expenses. We have already acted in bad faith 
in many instances in regard to this very treaty. 
I believe this Government has already acted-as 
badly asa Government could in regard to the par- 
ticular provisions of that treaty, and it but. re- 
| mains for us, under a crude decision of the Com- 
| mittee of Ways and Means, to reject our obliga- 
| tions under it altogether, to consummate an ill 
| faith almost unequaled. 

| Many of the items in this bill I will have to 
| pass over, and for the reason that there are some 
| Seventeen items which demand explanation. Many 
| of these items are simple, plain, and easily ex- 
| plained. I shall pass all such as those, however, 
until the five minutes debate comeson. It is only 
to those items that are somewhat complicated that 
I shall now address myself, under the privilege of 
the House which has been granted to me. 

|, The next item is for the liquidated balance due 
|| to the Creek Indians, for losses sustained during 
i| the last war with Great Britain—sustained by all 
|| that portion of the tribe who were friendly to, and 
|| codperated with, the United States. 

Preceding that, isan item to pay Wiliam Heart 
for losses connected with the removal of the Choc- 
taws west. That item, number nineteen, for the 
payment of Heart, has been rejected also by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I have looked 
into it somewhat, and although I do not say that 
I have made up my own mind in regard to it, I 
| will say this, that I am by no means satisfied 
that the Committee of Ways and Means were 
| wrong in rejecting it. On the contrary, I am in- 
clined to believe that the Committee of Ways and 
i| Means were right in rejecting that item of some 
li $37,000. After looking into it with some little 
lÍ care, I shall not myself, unless instructed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, hereafter, 
‘ amendment to that section. 
i| F will ask attention to the next section, which 
| provides for the liquidated balance due to the 
|: Creek Indians for losses sustained during the last 
| 


offer any 


|| war with Great Britain. The origin of this claim 
‘| is well stated in the report of the Commissioner of 
l! Indian Affairs, Orlando Brown, to the Committee 
| on Indian Affairs of the Senate, of May 10th, 
: 1850; and I will follow the direction given by that 
: report, with such explanation, as I progress, as 
i May suggest itself. It is a report made, not by 
i: the committee of the Senate, but it is a report 
ii from the Bureau of Indian Affairs, made to the 
li Senate. It contains an explicit and authoritative 
i; Statement of the facts, and if the House will ex- 
amine it, and give it their attention, they will find 
i; a most extraordinary state of things; besides that, 
l: the indebtedness is unquestionable, andisadmitted, 
after full investigation, by the Government. It is 
an item of $110,417. nal 

During the late war with Great Britain, a large 
portion of the Creek Indians, who were friendiy 
and resided next to our settlements, united with 


i; friendly Creeks rendered preéminent services, and 
i it is but sheer justice to say, that to their skill, 
| valor, and intimate knowledge of the country, 
| were due much of the glory and good fortune that 
| attended the American arms against, at that time, 
|| the most powerful and warlike native race on the 
| continent of America. i : : 

f In giving an account of this claim, I will adopt, 
ii in a great measure, the statement of the Bureau of 
|: Indian Affairs: The claim is one adjudicated by 
ji the Government of the United States, and now 
i stands clearly admitted as an_ obligation of ours 
i| after a full and fair investigation and adjustment 
t 

i 

i 


! under the immediate direction of the proper De- 
partment of the Government. The exposition of 
: the Commissioner begins in this way: 

‘| ©The claim originated during the said war, and is for 
i losses sustained in consequence of the claimants taking part 
| with, and remaining friendly to, the United States. it is 
|; based on the promise imbodied in a communication from 
i) General Thomas Pinckney to Colonel Benjamin Hawkins, 


13) United States agent for the Creek tribe, of the 23d April, 


if 1814, in which was stated the terms upon which peace 
“would be granted to the hostile portion of the tribe, viz : ‘that 
| tthe United States wili retainso much of the conquered ter- 
| ‘ritory as may appear to the Government thereof to be a 
t € just indemnity for the expenses of the war, and asa resti- 


‘tution for the injuries sustained by its citizens, and the 
| ‘friendly Creek Indians.?» * + ec R 
|, This is the language of a Major General, com- 
manding your forces in time of war, who acted 
with full authority in such matters. He further 
| commands the agent, Hawkins, as follows: ; 
“You will please, sir, to. communicate these terms to 
the friendly Indians, and to enjoin them, in the prosecution 
| of the war against such as may continue hostile, to abstain 
}| carefully from injuring those who may be returning, with 
the intention of making their submission. You may like~ 
| wise inform them that the United States will not forget their 
fidelity; but, in the arrangements which may be made of 
the Jands to be retained as indemnity, their claims will be 
respected; and such of their chief as have distinguished 
themselves by their exertion and valor in the common cause, 
will also receive a remuneration in the ceded lands, and in 
| such manner as the Government may direct.?? 
This was delivered by that gentleman to this 
| friendly tribe of Indians, as a promise made to 
them by the commander-in-chief of the American 
| forces, so as to continue them faithfully in their 
| devotion to the United States, in the prosecution 
of that war, How soon were these promises to 
.be violated? How soon were we destined to ex- 
| hibit clearly, that the Government, their Great 
Father—God save the mark—had forgot their fidel- 
ity! and, worse than all, to exhibit the revolting 
spectacle of a powerful Government turning, at 
| the conclusion of a protracted and bloody war, 
upon an humble and faithful, but weak, defense- 
less, and confiding ally, to despoil them, and ac- 
tually despoiling them, under the plea of motives 
of policy, of millions of acres of land, giving no 
even seemingly adequate compensation therefor. 
+ T will read an extract, and I request that the ref- 
erences contained in the extract may be examined, 
i| 1f you would see the most startling developments 
|| regarding our good faith to these helpless allies: 
| «Those propositions resulted in the treaty concluded by 
| General Jackson, Angust9, 1814, by which the Indian title 
ji Was extinguished to between fourteen and fifteen millions 
|, of acres of land. Prior to signing the treaty, the friendly 
i Indians called the attention of General Jackson to the 
| promise of General Pinkney, with a view that a provision 
i should be inserted for the remuneration for their losses; 
j but the General declined, because his power to negotiate 
! did not ‘extend to embrace by treaty, or capitulation, the 
I| promises contained therein.? The Indians, however, agreed 
jí to sign the treaty on the condition, among others, that the 
said promise should be sent on with the treaty—saying, we 
| rely on the justice of the United States to cause justice to 
| be done us.? (See American State papers, vol. 1, pp. 837, 
H 857, and 858.) ; 
;  Limagine this House will be astonished when 
I tell them, in addition to this paipable repudiation 
_and disregard of Pinckney’s promise, that it is an 
| admitted and uncontroverted fact, thatof the four- 
| teen or fifteen millions of acres taken professedly 
ji from the hostiles, as indemnity for the expenses 
| of that war, from one and a half to eight millions 
were the lands of these our own suffering allies. 
|; Sur, this House ought to be confounded, when 
ji T tell them, that it is an uncontroverted fact, that 
| of the fourteen or fifteen millions taken for that 
| war—l cannot say precisely what amount, bat it 
i is variously estimated at five, or six, or eight mil- 
: lions by some, and at a million and a half by 
: others—of the lands of the friendly Creeks, that 
large amount was taken without the most remote 
i| or tolerable equivalent being given as a considera- 
‘tion. Those who fought for the United States, 
ii against the hostile Creeks, had their towns be- 
sieged, their houses burned, their people butchered, 
‘and property destroyed; and they themselves, 
‘when the treaty was made and indemnity taken 
| 


i 


|| for the expenses of the war, lost by the indemnity 
|, taken, from a million and a half to eight millions 
| of their lands. This claim is not based upon that 
i fact, however, but strange to say, has become 
|i confounded with it, in some correspondence, in 
|i such way as materially to have delayed the pay- 
| ment of this just obligation for losses and injuries. 
f his would indicate that the Government has 
; not acted with great justice and forbearance, re- 
ji membering the faithfulness of that party of Indians 
i during that war. Sir, it has been seldom that the 
li Government of the United States—say what we 
| will in regard to our philanthropy—has acted with 

justice to the Indians; it has been seldom that the 
| Indian could rely safely on the justice of the Uni- 
li ted States. Instances of the most glaring fraud, 
! under the name of ‘ treaty,” will be found to fill 
it almost every page of the present volume of treaties 
ii made between the United States and the Indians; 
ii if the driving of rich and unequal bargains, and 
|| the total inadequacy of consideration, can be said 
i, to constitute a fraud. From the commencement 
|| of this Government to the present time, when-the 


i 


© 
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Indian would notpart with his possessions for | 
considerations utterly inadequate—considerations | 
which we would never think of accepting from or | 
i 
i 


of offering to our own citizens—it has been our 
eustom te trespass upon them, until they were | 
driven to wage war to the knife. We have, then, | 
butchered them, and taken their lands from them ! 
ay indemnity for the expense and trouble of the 
‘operation, and if any remained that escaped the.: 
knife, they have been driven to astrange location, | 
to seek a livelihood on grounds to them unknown į 
and unexplored, or to meet death at the hands of | 
some more powerful tribe. This has been a por- | 
tion, too truly, of the history of the Indian on the 
whole of this continent, and even from its first | 
settlement. Yet, among ourselves, we are ever 
speaking of philanthropy towards these people, who || 
are unable to defend themselves; and the moment 
there comes up a bill calling upon the Government | 
to do them an act, not of mercy, but of justice, | 
the forms of legislation are ail: 
and gentlemen are found to get up and quibbleand |; 
cavil, and every tecnnicality that can be raised, and | 
every obstacle that can be thrown in the way, is |: 
availed of, and the fairness, and equity, and jus- |! 
tice, and humanity of the country is betrayed and 
abandoned. i 
But to return: there was a solèmn pledge given : 
by this Government, that we would pay the “lasses |; 
and injuries”? sustained by this tribe, when they ʻi 
stood. by our side and fought against their own į 
people and the British. But the payment of this | 
money is now opposed by seme, on the ground |, 


wed to interfere, i! 


claim originated—that it would seem as if there 
was something wrong about it. Then why do 
they not investigate? They are invited to do so. | 
No, they would prefer to rest on limitation, that 
dishonest bar for a government, and continue the | 
crying shame. Why, sir, this claim was pressed | 
in 1815,-716,-717,-718,-"19, and -’24, until the | 
Committee of Ways and Means of that day (1824) , 
made a report utterly adverse, and from that time | 
forward, the Indians, yielding in despair to their ií 
helpless but usual destiny, for many years we hear 
nothing of this claim. ij 

For a few years past, they have renewed the |, 
matter, however, hoping that their appeal to an- | 
other generation may be more successful; and, on | 
full and minute investigation by the Bureau of In- 
dian Affairs of all the records in this case, they 
have settled the matter that the claim is just—that 
the Committee of Ways and Means of that distant 
day were in error. ‘I'he Department has, there- 
fore, estimated for the amount due at that day, but ; 
they make no estimate for interest. 
prove the propriety of a government paying inter- | 
est, and I have never understood that these unfor- 
tunate people demand it, But it is plain thet the 


i K = L 4 . 
principal, if due in 181 eonld be paid , 


that it is’ so long since 1816—the time when this il 
| 
1 


without hesitation in 18 fas the committee a 
heart that could deny it? Those prepositions to | 


which I have referred, resnited in the treaty co: 
cluded by General Jackson on the of August, 
18is, by which the Indian title wes extinguished : 
to between fourteen millions’and fifteen millions of į 
„acres of land. ‘The Indians agreed to s i 
treaty on the condition that the promis 
them should be on with the tr 
they would rely on the Governinent 
States to see that justice was done them. 
“ By reference to Tinlian treaties, it w 
by the treaty of 18b4, the e 
intended ta compe 


Now, some may doubt w) 
General Pinckney are | 
ment. The following extr 
upon that peint: 
“On the 29 
formed Coi 
‘it is the ü of tt 
6 tye liquidation 
t nity, upon the 
r to the Tbe res 
i nt, to be laid hefore 
cision and approbation.” 


ult to 
the President 


‘That is a clear recognition on the nart oft 
Department, then having control of Indien affairs. 
of this obligation. E l ; 

On the Ist April, 1816, Colonel Hawkins made his re- 
port ‘on the claims of the friendly Indians for losses sus- 
‘tained by ther in their civil War, agrecably to the terms of |; 


E 


i 
: 
H 


iuo. 


| be ascertained ? 
: certained? 


1 do not ap- |i 


d W 


| it was more than the first agent guessed. 


© peace offered by Major General Pinckney, 28d April, 1814, 

. ‘and the preliminaries to the treaty of Fort Jackson, of Au- 
‘gust folowing” ‘He states that it is imperfect, from the 
< peculiar situation of affairs there, aud cannot be otherwise 
‘till all the bunters are in, whieh is not expected till the 
‘last of next monih.? 


< According to the data before him, the aggregate of the | 
claims which had been presented amounted to $168,415 124, | 
and the amount of the same reported on: favorably, to | 
$78,360.75; and he states that, from the best information : 


he has obtained, the whole amount of just claims will not 
exceed $100,008. °? 


In every. instance when the Government acted 


is important. What was it? 


a pari shall be paid, and part jeft unpaid? 


| valor, and assistance,it was an explicit promise | 
from an authorized quarter, of full pay forall losses | 


and injuries sustained, as well as full respect for 


i their landed possessions, after peace was made. | 


But was there coupled with the promise of 


| Pinckney any provision as to how the losses should 


No. 


of the Government to the agent, our own officer, 


Benjamin Hawkins, who died before he completed | 
the investigation; but who reported before he died | 


678,360 75 of good claims for losses, &c., and his 
distinct acknowledgment, that the investigation 
was not concluded, and how many more remained 
he did not know, but he guessed $100,060 would 
cover the whole amount. : 


What wasthis guess worth? We will see; but | 


if I may speak in anticipation ofthe argument, I 
must say it has proved, if we may judge from the 


manner in which the case has been treated, as of so | 


much value, thatthe truth, fidelity, and honor of the 
Government, have been periled upon it for thirty- 
eight years, and for thirty-eight years they have 
been sacrificed. What was this guess of agent 


| Hawkins worth? it was held at that day, worth ; 


r 


nothing. Ofthe $100,000 it expressed, only 485,000 


: was appropriated, and that not in full, and, the 


Governinent appointed a successor who proceeded, 


| not upon the guess, but according to instructions, 


and liquidated clearly, the amounts of loss, admit- 
ting the valid, and rejecting the spurious accounts. 
The process of examination was by the Chiefs 
and our own agent, and was satisfactory. Impu- 
tation has never been thrown upon this settlement. 
e hear of no tomplatnt at that day, except that 
it wa 


ummated in eccordance v 


structions, and under her own eye and guidance. 
And shall we take the guess of our agent, because 
it is in. our favor, aga 
tion of the same subject-matter, under the same 
instructions, of another agent, his successor? 
would exhibit us, anxious indeed, to escape and 


i repudiate our solemn obligations to a helpless and | 
denendent peop 


le 
ie, 


But it was the rey 
ans of 1624 that finally drove these Indians 
Tt was enough to have driven them 
y, if preposterous injustice could have 


| effected sucha result. It was certainly enough to 


y them of the hopelessness of the white 


ly question of interest. 


That committee, 
ished with prepost 


rously adopting the 


3 


he conciusion of peace, two years anterior, in 
Tot 
Jawk 


sing of the Baes of the lands for the treaty 
> aif. 


‘ pressed as that, no more than the § 
+ oF 


i ly written, to the equivalent for the lands of which | 


these friendly Indians were despoiled. But even 


upon this matter, it recognized the validity of the | 
promises of indemnity, to the friendly Creeks for | 
* losses and injuires,’’ without quibble or equivo- į 
| cation. on 
This being so, the language of General Pinckney | 
I will not repeat it, : 
i} aS it is already stated verbatim. But l-wiliask, is ; 
it a promise of partial indemnity, a promise that ; 
No, ! 
In war ourselves, needing their service, their | 


is last promise was shamefully violated, and the | 
i first, now, after thirty-eight years, is. still unful- | 
i filled. 


‘Then, how were they as- | 
In the first place, under instruction 


ie a the solemn prom- į 
ise of the Government, and in obedience to her in- 


inst the sworn, full investiga- | 


Tt: 


port of the Committee of Ways : 


3 honor, to his dependent indian neighbor, : 


own upon the returns of agent. Tvfitchell, | 
vestigation, in consequence of the: 
310,000 guess of his predecessor, goes back toa : 
ement of that same predecessor, made in 1814, | 


ins states, that ‘he believed at the time : 
9,000 would have been received as an equiv- 


at, and concludes, that after such a belief ex- 
85,000 should ; 


Phe $50,000 expression had reference, it is rea- i 
i; sonable, atleast, to suspect, in a letter so confused- | 


supposing it referred to indemnity for personal 
losses, still, the same agent, after partial investiga- 
tion, admits, two years afterwards, over $78,000— 
| estimates there must be $100,000 of good claims to 
i indemnityand acknowledges the investigation 
altogether incomplete; and also, that the Upper 
Towns, which have much the larger claims, have 
refused to hold intercourse with him on the sub- 
ject, in consequence of their resistance to the in- 
Justice of the treaty, which despoils them of their 
i| lands without equivalent or compensation. 

Sir, I will argue it no further. Let us do this 
act of justice, long, too long, and too shamefully 
‘| delayed. The account I herewith state: 

i 1. Amounts liquidated for Upper Towns, at 
Fort Hawkins, in July, 1817. $77,572 50 
Deduct this amount, paid at the 
HI saige time...... 31,029 00 


| : ———— 946,543 50 
‘| 2. Amounts liquidated for Lower 
j Towns, at Fort Hawkins, in ‘ 
i July, 1817.0... 29,775 00 
! Bgduct tiis amount, p 
i SOME UME eken ieren ous 11,910 00 
H 17 865 00 
3. Mixeellancous claims, liqui- 
i] dated at Fort Hawkins, in 
i TUF, UL ce tecwoiveese 27157 :00 
Deduct. this sum, paid to these 
i CLAUS. seruat ridini, 10,862 00 
i — —— 16,295 00 
i! 4. Amount liquidated at the agen- 
i CY IN LEIS... reis neasa .. ` 49,524 00 
Deduct this amount, paid to 
these claims....... PETOA 19,809 60 
——-— 29,714 40 


| Whole balance dUe.. esseseoersereeress 110,417 90 
It is proved they lost to that amount. It con- 
| tains no estimate of the hardships endured, the 
| blood that was spilt, and the lives lost by them, 
| ina war where their brother Indians pursued them 
i with more bitter violence than the whites, to the 
destruction of their towns, their women, and chil- 
dren, and ina war in our own behalf. Neither 
does it contain any estimate for a half century of 
interest. We are able to pay, and should scorn 
|| toask, after-thirty-eight years, whether it is proper 
to do it in a deficiency bill, or in some other (to 
| critics on petty etiquette) more formal legislative 
| method. 
| Mr. BROOKS obtained the floor, but yielded to 
‘| Mr. JOHNSON, who said: I would state to 
ii the House, if they desire to be further informed 
|, with regard to this subject, that by reference to 
| the last part of this volume, (the report of the 
| 
| 
| 


Commissioner of Indian A ffairs,) and the last com- 
munication but one of tlie Indian Bureau, they 
will find a full statement of the case; and after 
the perusal of that statement, there could not ex- 
ist a doubt ia the mind of any gentleman who is 
disposed to do justice in the case, that we ought 
| to pay this claim. 
Mr. FREEMAN. I move that the gentleman 
from Arkansas have the unanimous consent of the 
House to go en with his explanation in this mat- 
‘ter. Heseems to be well informed in relation to 
it; and in my opinion, the time of the committee 
could not be better oceupied than in receiving the 
information. I hepe there will be no objection to 
giving him a quarter of an hour more. 

The CHAIRMAN. This committee have no 
right togrant this privilege. The House have-de- 
cided that debate shall be closed in two hours, 
and the committee mast execute the order of the 


Mr. FREEMAN. I understand it is compe- 
tent for the House, by unanimous consent, to sus- 
pend the rules at any time. 

The CHAIRMAN., Not in committee. The 
gentleman from New York wil proceed. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped, 
when this deficiency bill was taken up for consid- 
eration, that debate upon it would be confined to 
tne merits of the bill itself, 

Mr. MEADE, (interrupting.) Surely it is in 
the power of this committee, by unanimous con- 
sent, to grant the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jounson] the privilege to proceed with his re- 
marks. i cannot doubt but that the committee 
have that power. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair isvery decided 
in the opinionthat it is not competent for the com- 
mittee to grant it, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
must be aware that this committee cannot suspend 
the rules of the House, 
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Mr.MEADE, Itis competent for the commit 
tee to sit here for half an hour without doing any- 
thing; and if that be so, I presume they can allow 
the gentleman from Arkansas to go on with his 
speech for half that time; for he only desires fif- 
teen minutes to explain this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is very clear 
in the opinion that the committee have no power 
to allow the gentleman from Arkansas to proceed, 
and he so decides. ` i 

Mr. MEADE. Well, sir, if it is the pleasure 
of the committee to hear the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas, I will take an appeal from the Chair, and 
1 do it to relieve the Chair from its decision. 

Mr. STANLY. In the event that the decision 
of the Chair is overruled, and the gentleman from 
Arkansas is allowed to go on with his speech, I 
desire to know what will be the effect of that de- 
cision when the hour arrives at which the House 
have ordered the debate to close? Will the Chair 
arrest it, or permit the gentleman from New York 
still to have his hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will certainly 
arrest the debate at the time at which the House 
has ordered it to cloge. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Under these circumstances, 
of course I cannot consent to goon. I do not de- 
sire to take the time from the gentleman from New 
York. I hope, however, that when we get into 
debate under the five minutes rule, the committee 
will allow me to state some facts.which I am pre- 
cluded from doing now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is out of order, 

Mr. COBB. I desire to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, [Mr. Jounson,] 
whether document No. 30 does not embrace all the 
facts to which he alludes? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No, sir, it does not embrace 
all; but it embraces enough to enable gentlemen to 
investigate the matter for themselves, if they desire 
to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must again re- 
mind gentlemen that debate is out of order, The 
gentleman from New York’ will proceed. 

Mr. BROOKS said: I was about to remark that I 
had hoped that when this deficiency bill came up, 
there would be a free, open, and legitimate discus- 
sion upon its merits. I had hoped that the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means would have availed himself of his right, 


i 
t 


i 


under the rules, to address the committee for one ` 
hour, and that he would have given his exposition | 


of the bill, so that somecue or clue could have been 


given to the discussion, and so that I might seem | 
to be addressing myself in reply to something 
which might have been said upon this floor, rather į 


than to things which, if not said here, are said else- 
where. But the health of the chairman of the 


Committee of Ways and Means was such that he | 


was not able to avail himself of that privilege; 
and, therefore, I am placed in the somewhat em- 
barrassing position of vindicating a bill, which has 


not exactly been attacked upon the floor of this 


House, except by the incidental remarks yester- 
day of the honorable gentleman from Missouri, 
(Mr. Hatz,] or sor ke incidental remarks, the 
other day, from in honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee. Y 

EXECUTIVE ES 


Z 
h 


IMATES AND CONGRESSIONAL RE- 
SPONSIBILITY. 


I propose, in the first place, to ask the attention : 


of the House to the estimates of this Administra- 
tion, and the necessities of the country, that de- 
manded them. It has been remarked, and truly, 


too, that the Administration is bound to make its ;: 


estimates, and is responsible for them; but the 
House of Representatives is not less bound to vot 
those estimates, if they are founded upon a cor 
rect judgment of the necessities of the country, and 
that in voting them, it indorses them, and is equal- 
ly responsible, with the Administration, for them. 


$ 


|| acts upon estimates often some months after the 


‘| up for consideration, are for the fiscal year begin- | 


| 1853, and were made, in part, by the War Depart- 


BE. 

men who send them here. This is the constitu- 
uonal theory of the appropriating power of this 
Government. To the téxecntive belongs the ex- 
ecutien of the laws, but to Congress belongs the 
i public purse. If Congress declines to make ap- 
; propriations necessary to carry on the Govern- 
; ment economically, and in good faith, it fails in 
| one of its highest duties; and the Executive, if it 
has made its.statements, and its recommendations, 
Is acquitted of all responsibility. It is well that 
with the 


this idea has taken possession of. the minds of any 
new member, he must be a new member indeed, 
From the time when the present financial system 
was established down to the present, these defi- 
ciency bills have appeared on the stage every year, 
and they will continue to appear hereafter, as long 
as the Government exists, or the fiscal year exists 
asitis now. I hold in my hand a tabular state- 
ment from the year 1844, exhibiting large defi- 
Cieucles every year, under the administration of 
Mr. Polk, and Í shall read it in part: 


Additional estimates rendered by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in connection with the regular estimates at 


{ 
i 


| 
| 


i| we who are in a large minority he 
|| responsibility of an Executive elsewhere, should 


i 
i 
i 
re 
re, 


} 


have an understanding about this, with the major- 
ty, and at the start. Let there be no disguise | 
about these things, then. 
J repeat, that the purse of the nation is in the 


a 


the commencement of the sessions of Congress, 
For the fiscal 
etary :) 


year ending 30th June, 1844, (Mr. Spencer, 


$158,571 49 
150,44] 47 


$289,012 96 
211270 82 


be fiscal year ending 30th June, 1845, (Mr. Bibb, Sec- 


ions are voted by Congress, Congress is respon- 
ible for them. Aye, sir, Congress has’ peculiar į 
advantages over the Administration in voting | 
upon its estimates; for under our peculiar finean- | 
| cial system, the fiscal year commences with the 
i Ist of July or the 30th of June, and Congress 


sec Ha: 
intercourse 
Military depurimeut.... 


$402,968 78 
443,864.05 


fiscal year ending 30th June, 1846, (Mr. Walker, 
ry:) 
eHaneous, and foreign 
$1,009,764 21 
280,762 34 

1,290,526 55 
. 1,700,914 99 


Congress appropriated......... 
For the 


Executive submits them. For example, the esti- 
mates upon which we shall be called to act when 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill comes 


ining July Ist, 1852, and ending with June 30th, || Congress appropriated 
For the fi 


See 


; ment, in September or October last, and sent to the 
| Executive in November last, being one year and 
| Seven, eight, or nine months ahead of their final ex- 
, penditure, June 30th, 1853. The Executive must | 
i have his estimates printed and on our tables the || 
į very day we meet in December—estimates upon | 
‘which we shall not probably act before July or 
i: August next. Itis the duty of Congress, and it 


ancotis, and foreign 
T $666,700 72 
see 4,793,000 GO 


$5,459,700 72 
Congress appropriated... .... 7,637,071. 48 
Por the fiscal year ending 30th Jime, 1848, (Mr. Walker, 
Secretary :) 
Civil, miseclianeons, and fereign 


leo: ean ie mo ee ie Miar Dutse aca erredu eee 8.723 83 
138 its pruna privilege, months after they are sub i} Military deparbnent. I I9002,439 74 
i mitted, to sean these estimates, and to judge of || Navy departmenta... kerea s 70,681 80 
i them by the experience of a later period; but | i G0, 061,844 57 
when Congress has adopted them, Congress be- | Congress appropriated... eceesceceseeeces 13,315,666 88 


For the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1849, (Mr. Walker, 
Secretary :) 
Civil, miscellaneous, and foreign intercourse, p 
including Mexican indemnitysss.se sueeos 83,744,903 69 
Congress appropriated. l.es see. eee eee ++ 3,885,193 81 


; comes responsible for them, as well as the Execu- 
ii tive. Frankness and fair-dealing demanded of me 
i; to say thus much here before we go further into 
; the vote; and what I have said, I hold to be true 
; and legitimate doctrine. 


jl WHAT ARE ESTIMATES? 
‘|. Now, what are estimates? They are nothing | 
i but guesses, at best. ‘They are the judgment of 

men, founded upon the past history of this Gov- 

ernment and upon its past expenditure; of whatis 
|| to happen hereafter, and what is to be the cost of it. | 
i Upon this past history, presuming the future will | 
i be as the past has been, they make their estimates 
of the future expenditure of the Government a 
|: year and seven or eight months before ail those 
‘expenditures are to occur. Now, we stand on 
vantage ground some months ahead of the Exec- | 
utive in this maiter. We know what the ex- / 
penses of the Government have been since the 
iÍ time the estimates were made, or, at least, we can 
‘| know if we desire. It is impossible for any Ex- | 
|| ecutive, unless he be gifted with extraordinary wis- | 
|i dom or some foresight divine, to know a year and 
|: seven months ahead what are to be all the actual 
| expenses of the Government. If an Indian war 
_ arises, if trouble happens upon some distant ocean, 
if frontier difficulties are created, if there be any | 
li extraordinary increase of the cost of collecting | 
i revenue, or if there be any domestic troubles, | 
it ıs possible for the Executive to know what : 
should be the exact estimates for the expenses of i 
the Government a year and seven months ahead, 
or even for Congress to know, when, at a later 
| period, itis making its appropriations. So that, 
‘| under our peculiar financial system, which makes 


t 
i 
l] 
| 
I 
l 
i 
i 


I especially beg the attention of gentlemen on 
the other side to the deficiencies of 1847 and 1848, 
as in the last year, a Whig Congress, (Mr. Vin- 
ton, chairman of the Ways and Means,) made 
up for the deficiencies of Mr. Polk to the amount 
of over $13,380,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from New York, if that was not 
during the Mexican war, when we had fifty thou- 
sand troops in the field? 

Mr. BROOKS. Yes; but Congress in declar- 
ing war with Mexico, authorized the raising, of 
the troops, and provided the means of carrying the 
waron. "Phe gentleman, however, need not be 
afraid of me, for I intend fairly to face all facts, 
if he will give me time. If gentlemen will not in- 
terrupt me, they will find that Lam making a full, 
free, and fair statement. i 

Now, it is very true that this was during the 
lime of the Mexican war, and it was very proba- 
ble that there should be deficiencies, doubtless 
larger deficiencies than would otherwise have been 
necessary; but it is also true, that on the 13th of 
May, 1846, when the President was authorized to 
call into service the fifty thousand volunteers, he 
could, in the December following, have included 
in his estimates for the year ending June, 1848, 
the cost of maintaining them. It was in the 
power of the Administration—the country then 
| being involved in war—to know what would be 
the deficiency a year and a half ahead, as well then 
Tt knew, that in order to 


This, I say, frankly and freely, and I would have ;} 
no misunderstanding about it: Ti willnor do to ' always be deficiencies in some branches of expend- 
say, “we must take and vote the estimates, and ©: ’ 


cae 5 ; . ‘iture, and surpluses in others, as there always 

moe eae ace alone responstule er al ‘have been deficiencies and surpluses, most espe- 
e can know nothing . rot 

do, under our form of government, thus to make 

the Legislative the mere register of the edicts of the 

Executive branch of the Government. It is our 

business, our duty, to study, to understand, to com- `; 


rehend the necessities of the country, as set forth | bil i bs 
£ the estimates; to vote for them, if they are right, | thing new—unlmown in Congress. before, and as 


and to refuse them, if they are wrong. We are ii if belonging peculiarly to naa S 
men, and we can as well understand them, as the |i unknown to any preceding. . Mr. Chairn 


| the regular year of the calendar. 
DEFICIENCY BILLS NO NOVELTIES. 


I have heard gentlemen speak of this deficiency 
bill, which has appeared in this House, as of some- 


cially since this fiscal year has been substituted for ; 


our fiscal. year commence on the Ist of July and | 
end on the 30th of June afterwards, there must | 


Dam) 
yif: 


as at any other time. : t 
conquer Mexico, it had to involve the country in 
a prodigious expenditure, and to bring in the field 
all the troops Congress authorized in May, 1846, 
and it was jts duty, in submitting the estimates 
in December, 1846, for the year ending June, 1848, 
to fully, fairly, and fearlessly estirnate what the 
cost of that job would be, certainly, just as much 
as it is the duty of this Administration now, & 
year and seven months ahead, to know what will 
be all, and the exact, expenditures of the Govern- 
ment in the now much larger field of Oregon and 
California. 
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ESTIMATES DURING THE MEXICAN WAR. | 

But now the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. | 

‘ Joys] has chosen to introduce this justification of ; 
the Mexican war as a defense of erroneous esti- į 
mates, I propose to follow him. there—not to at 
tack, but to demonstrate that the leading minds 
and leading men of his party are as fallible as 
other mortals in their guesses or estimates. I did 

“not intend to introduce some facts which I have 
before me at all, but it now becomes proper to 
show, if war justifies larger deficiency bills than 
peace, or larger errors in estimates, the interroga- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee was proper 
and apt. 

Mr. Polk, in his annual message, and Mr. 
Walker, in his Treasury report, December, 1846, | 
stated that if the Mexican war continued to July 
Ist, 1849, a loan of $23,000,000 would be needed 
to carry the Government forward, and that that | 
would leave'a surplus of $4,000,000 in the Treas- j 

` uwry. But Mr. Walker, in his report of Decem- || 
ber, 1847, asked—notwithstanding this surplus of | 
$4,000,000 that was to be in the Treasury—a loan | 
of $18,500,000 additional, to meet the expenses of || 

. the Government the same year. The Ways and || 

` Means Committee reported his loan bill as asked | 

for—that is, for $18,500,000. This Mr. Walker, f 
the Secretary of the Treasury then, gladdened the | 
country with a letter to Congress, stating that he i 
had madethe fortunate discovery of an error, show- j| 
ing the Treasury to have nearly seven millions of H 
dollars more than stated in his annual report. The | 
Committee of Ways and Means then reduced that i 
loan of $18,500,000 to $12,000,000, to carry out | 
that fortunate discovery. But, before the country || 
was gladdened fully with this most satisfactor : 
announcement, as early as January, 1848, the | 
Secretary of the Treasury sent to the House an- | 

- other statement, saying that when the first letter | 
was sent in, he did not know that Mr. Marcy had ' 
called upon the Committee of Ways and Means | 
for $4,000,000, to supply a deficiency, which was ! 
necessary In his (the War) Department, and there- || 
fore, that the sixteen million loan would be neces- | 

` sary. This sum the Committee of Ways and | 
` Means reported, and Congress acted accordingly. 
Now, I do not mean to censure Mr. Walker, or Mr. 
Polk’s administration, for this wild guessing, this 
blundering by millions, unless it be intended to con- 
vey the idea that they had the power of foreseeing 
all the actual expenditures of the war, exactly 
what it would cost the country, and that it was 
their duty, therefore, to make estimates that would 
not admit of any possible deficiency; but I do | 
mean to say, that no administration, throughout | 
our whole history, has ever exhibited such a want 

` of apprehension of its own means as that did—mil- 
lions at a time, or such a want of comprehension 
of the great task it had undertaken, in conquering 
peace with Mexico. At one time it blundered 
upon seven millions of hitherto undiscovered trea- 
sure, but at another time the cruel Secretary of | 
War had robbed it of four millions of its precious | 
means and receipts. The war, it is clear, or rather ` 
„the cost of it, had utterly bewildered Mr. Polk, ; 
Mr. Walker, Mr. Marcy, and all who, in Wash- | 
ington, had been carrying it on. 

Equally erroneous were the estimates of Mr. 
Polk’s administration for the expenditures for the | 
fiscal year ending July Ist, 1848. The Government ; 
set them down to be $45,781,784; but in only the | 
first seven months of that fiscal year, the estimates | 
were changed and run up to $62,783,660. The. 
Secretary of War then estimated his expenses, for | 
the fiscal year, at $23,938,000, but in the session 
of 1847 and 1848, he asked for an additional ex- 
penditure of over $14,033,434, an addition of more i 

_ than the yearly expenses of the Government during | 
John Quincy Adams’s administration. i 


I repeat that I do not intend to censure Mr. i 


Polk, Mr. Walker, or Mr. Marcy, but I do intend || 
to say, that if gentlemen suppose that this Admin- ‘| 
istration can calculate or estimate better than did 
the last, they require more of us than they did | 
themselves; and they pay us a compliment we 
ought to thank them for. 

The Quartermaster General, 
to Mr. Marcy a statement of 
the 4th of November, 1847, and there were. 
then arrearages in his department, for which he 
estimated $7,500,000; and for clothing, camp, and i! 
garrison equipage, $960,000 more; making in all | 
nearly §8,460,000—a sum necessary for him as a jj 
deficiency. He estimated the expenditure for the | 


1 


l, Jesup, submitted || 
his deficiencies, upon 


i 
i 


i : 
next fiscal year, for his own, the quartermaster’s | 


| to $14,250,000. But on the 3d of February, soon | 


1 at the threshold, I beg the House to remember, 


` them, and J sympathized, for the time being, with 
! the indignant remarks which I heard from gentle- | 


i 
| J did not comprehend the growth and grandeur of | 
4 
[ 


ii 
Hi 
department, to be over’$19,291,200. This defi- | 
ciency and this estimate was taken to Mr. Polk. | 
He was frightened by the magnitude of them, and | 
it is within the history of the Committee of Ways | 
and Means—not the presentcommittee—that Mr. | 
Polk compelled General Jesup to cut down his ar- 
rearages from $7,500,000 to $5,000,000, and his 

clothing and-camp equipage from $960,000 to | 
$600,000; so that instead of $8,460,000, only 

$5,600,000 were given; and the estimate of the 
quartermaster general for the year was cut down 


afterwards—for these estimates were sent in De- 
cember—Mr. Marcy writes to the Committee of | 
Waysand Means that he wants, and must have, i 
$360,000 for the clothing department, which | 
brought back the sum necessary, then, to General | 
Jesup’s original estimate, $960,000. Now, I state | 
these great factsin no carping spirit, nor with any | 
love for crimination or recrimination, but to show | 
that deficiencies must exist, as they have existed | 
under an administration peculiarly beloved by the 
party now dominant in both Houses of Congress, 
and to ask that party to bear in mind, that they 
always will exist unless the high officers of the 
Government are gifted with ubiquity, omnipres- 
ence, omniscience, and omnipotence, to control all 
the elements, and all the circumstances of war and 
of peace. 

DEFICIENCIES IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

But, Mr. Chairman, are our deficiencies alone | 
confined to the executive officers of the Govern- | 
ment? I have in my hand now, a letter from the 
Clerk of this House, directed to the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, in which he asks for $100,000 
deficiency for the estimates of the expenditures of 
this Fouse, $75,000 of which, are in the deficiency 
| bill which you now have underconsideration. And 
if the House itself cannot judge of its own ex- | 
penditures, does not know its own means, spends 
more than it has: voted, let us not hear one word 
from this House, or the majority in it, against 
another branch of the Government, which can 
spend nota cent but as itis appropriated. I will 
read the letter: 

House or REPRESENTATIVES, January 15, 1852. 

Sim: At the last session of Congress, the sum of $209,971 
was appropriated to meet the contingent expenses of the 
House of Representatives for the present fiscal year. Prior 
to the meeting of Congress, there had heen expended the 
sam of $144,500, and since that time there has been ex- 
pended the sum of $33,320, leaving an unexpended balance 
of $32,250 to meet the contingent expenses of the House for 
the remainder of the fiscal year, ending the 30th day of June 
next. 

It has been reported to this office that the sum of $50,000 
Will be required to meet the expenses of printing alone ; and 
I would, therefore, respectfully recommend that the sum of 
$100,000 be provided in the deficiency bill to meet the con- 
tingent expenses of the House. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JNO. W. FORNEY. 


Hon, Georee S. Houston, 

Chairman Committee of Ways and Means. 
MILITARY EXPENDITURES—THE QUARTERMASTER’S 
DEPARTMENT. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I come to the expenses 
of the quartermaster’s department, for which there 
| are large appropriations in the deficiency bill; but 
that every cent of deficiency here comes from cut- 
ting down the estimates last year $2,315,000, for 
the pruning-knife was run in there deep the last 
| session of the last Congress! Indeed, there is no ! 
| deficiency in the quartermaster’s department this 

year, save as it arises from the cutting down of his 
estimates last year without rhyme or reason, as 
we see now. It is almost impossible, I will re- 
| mark here, to comprehend the expenditures of this | 
| department, uniess we are willing to give them a 
| 


fair and a full consideration. I must confess, that | 
when the quartermaster general’s estimates were i 
submitted tothe Committee of Ways and Means | 
at the last Congress, of which committee I was a | 
member, their magnitude struck my attention, and 
almost affrighted me. I could not comprehend 


mien upon all sides of the House respecting them. 
But this state of feeling arose from a want of 
proper study of the whole subject upon my part. 


this country. IU did not appreciate the mighty fact, 
that since 1845, the time from which these ex- |! 
nditures had so much increased, that these | 


pe 
United States have been more than doubled in | 


their area and extent; and that whereas, before 
the Mexican war, we may be said to have had bat 
one United States, one Republic, we have now, as 
it were, two United States, two Republics, and 
have added to us a territory twice as large as the 
old United States of America were in 1845. 

I hold in my hand a computation table of the 
area of the States, Territories, organized and un- 
organized, in the United States, which shows some 
interesting and important facts: 


Ares 
in sq. miles, 
Twenty-nine old States, (excluding Texas and 
CANION caw ies teats anaien NEIERE 1,073,930 


NEW TERRITORIES, 
California and New Mexico 
Texas sieddiane sit 


—-—— 1,193,061 
Northwest Territory, west of the Mississippi, in- 

cluding Minnesota, and bounded south by lowa 

and the Platte river, and west by the Rocky 


Mouutains....... ec ece cee eee 745,584 
Indian Territory, west of Missouri aud. A 

and south of Platte river......... eee e ence es 248,831 
Number of square miles in the United States... 3,261,426 


Showing these two new States, New Mexico and 
Oregon, only to have an area in square miles of 
119,131 more than the twenty-nine old States of 
the Republic! 

Thus we have, since 1845, more. than doubled 
the area of territory that our army has to defend 
and protect, and doubled it, too, among savages, 
dwelling in wildernesses, or on mountains, and 
in fastnesses almost inaccessible to our troops. 
Now, under such a state of things, it is to be ex- 
pected that in nearly all branches of this Gov- 
ernment, as the country increases, its expenditures 
will increase in proportion to its territory—cer- 
tainly its army expenditures in proportion to its 
territory, and more too; for that very increase of 
territory increases its difficulties and duties, and 
aggravates its outlays. And this, in part, is the 
great secret of the enormous expenditure in the 
quartermaster’s department. The military poste 
in the United States in 1845 were only seventy- 
eight, the westernmgst of which was Fort Wash- 
ita, on the Red river; but in 1852 there are one 
hundred and eighteen military posts and arsenals, 
The following 1s the length of our frontier, in part, 
the Mexican frontier having to be protected under 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo: i 
Length of Mexican frontier........ 1,700 miles. 
Length of Atlantic and Gulf of Mex- 

1004 0:6 EEEE E EE E 
Length of Pacific sea-coast.......... 1,620 

One of the most forcible arguments which Gen- 
eral Jesup has made to this House, in his report, 
to show the necessary magnitude of his expendi- 
tures, is the colored map, which he has appended 
to the quartermaster’s report, by which he not 


be 
<6 


| only shows the overland transportation, his horses, 


mules, and wagons have to perform, but also that 
there are now four or six frontiers to the United 
States, whereas before there were only two or 
three. There is the frontier of the Pacific, then 
the Mexican and Oregon frontier, the inner fron- 
tier, this side of the Sierra Madre mountains, and 
the frontier beyond Missouri full of savages and 
wild Indians, so that I may Mhin, without 
exaggeration, thatas exalted as the Roman Empire 
was, in its proudest day; far and wide as the Im- 
perial eagle went, and momentous and aggrandiz- 
ing as were its achievements; equally alike diffi- 
culties, savages ten times more ferocious than Gaul 
or Briton, are now met by the soldiers and officers 
of this country, in the wide extent of posts which 
they have, extending from the Arostook, in Maine, 
to Fort Wilkin, on Lake Superior, to Puget’s 


| Sound, in Oregon, and from the Rio Grande to the 


source of the Red river, in Arkansas. It is neces- 
sary to comprehend this mighty fact of territorial 
extension, in order to understand this great ex- 
penditure of the quartermaster’s department. It 
is necessary to remember that the military posts 
are nearly doubled; that the territory has more than 
doubled; and also the other most essential fact, that 
in 1845 almost all the quartermaster’s posts were 
accessible by steam-boats, the one furthest off 
(Fort Scott) being within ninety miles from steam- 
boat navigation, and that, too, in a region where 
supplies could be obtained in its neighborhood. 
Fort Washita, in the Chickasaw country, near the 
Red river, was the only outpost depending upon 
the interior for its supplies, and it was only eighty- 
six miles from the depét, where it was supplied. 
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Pack and wagon have now to go hundreds and 
hundreds of miles. Supplies in some places have 
to go over a thousand miles by land., There is not 


in Oregon, New Mexico, Utah, California, or in : 


the yet unsettled parts of Texas, even an ordinary 
turnpike road. J have no time, however, to enter 
fully into these difficulties of the quartermaster 
general, but they are obvious to the eye in his 
map, and brought home to all the senses in the’ 
detaiis of his report. 

The cost of transportation from 
the Gulf of Mexico to the ports in New Mexico, 
has been tested to.be #22 a hundred for the sup- 
plies actually delivered in a sound state. No gen- 
tleman can have a proper idea of the magnitude of 
that quartermaster’s department, unless he will | 
carefully look over the reports of sub-offcers, | 
appended to the quartermaster’s report. The 
prodigious operations of the quartermaster’s de- 
partment may be illustrated at the post of San | 
Antonio, Texas, alone—and from this movement | 
in Texas, the movements from Fort Leavenworth . 
westward, may be guessed at also. 

Stutement showing the operations of the Quartermaster’s i 
Department at San Antonio, Texas, during the fiscal | 
yeur ending June 30, 1851, under the direction of Breveé | 
Major E. B. Babbitt, Assistant Quartermaster, United 
States Army. f 
Sentfrom this post during the year....., | 
Sent from this post during the year... 


the depéts on 


i 
5 
ł 
i 


i 


898 0x wagons, 
752 mele * 
+++. e850 wagons, 
overnment mule wagons, and 98 con- 


Total. a 
of which 752 were 
tractors’ ox wagons. 

With the Government wagons were sent 
teainsters and 780 teainsters. 

The Government wagons were employed in transporting 
company and officers’ baggage, subsistence, qnartermas- 
ters’, medical, ordnance, and other stores to the different 
mulitary posts. 

The contractors? wagons were em 
public supplies (chiefly forage) to 
posts. 

By the contractors’ wagons were forwarded 69,902 pounds 
of subsistence stores, 185,000 pounds of quartermasters? 
stores, aud 185 pounds of ordnance stores, 

By the Government wagons were forwarded about 
170,700 pounds of baggage, 1,260,000 pounds of subsistence 
stores, 349,557 pounds of quartermasters’ stores, 28,000 
pounds of medical stores, and 122,650 pounds of ordnance 
stares, . 

Total number of pounds transported by wagons from this 
post, 2,185,992. 

For this transportation were employed 946 men, 4,720 
mules, 622 oxen, and 73 horses, E. R. BABBITY, 

Brevet Major and Assistant Quartermaster. 

ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER’S OFFICE, 

Sawn ANTONIO, Texas, June 30, 1951, 


59 principal 


ployed in transporting 
the different military 


Now, looking at all of these facts, I take pleas- 
ure insaying that, though I was affrighted at first 
by the quartermaster general's estimates, I do 


believe, and I say it, though that gentleman is op- | 


posed to me in politics, that Major General Jesu 
has discharged a most trying and difficult duty 
with great fidelity to the Government, with as 
careful a regard for the public interest as he would 
nave done, or could have done, if he had been 
transacting, on a scale se large, his own private 


business, and that it has been the most embarras- |! 


sing, annoying, and trying duty ever. imposed 


upon aquartermaster, atany time, or in any period, |; 
since the extension of the Roman Government : 


through the regions of Gaul and Briton, and over 
the Bosphorus in the East, 
MUMSTARY POSTS AND INDIANS. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose to show the | 


necessity for some of these posts which have been 
established. I first come to the State of Texas, 
where no small portion of our little army is sta- 
tioned, and I propose to show that there is a ne- 


cessity for the stationing of these forces there. | 


The number of Indians stated to be in Texas, by 
our official and unoflictal reports, much vary. The 
Camanches in some quarters are stated to be twenty 


‘| frontier from American invasion, and yet constant- 


| have been faithless to their country, faithless to 


|| protected by the stars and stripes of the American | 


P || cessity for them. The like necessity is urged for 


t 
{| purchase or treaty. This brings the settlements 
of Texas into constant collision with the-Indian 
tribes. The treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo imposes 
;! upon us the onerous, dangerous, and trying duty 
ı| of not only protecting our own settlements from 
li Indian invasion, but of protecting the Mexican 
4 frontier also, seventeen hundred miles long; and 
ij the expense of that is enormous. Besides this, 
| upon the recommendation of the Governor of 
i Texas, to be found in documents too long for me 
| te read now, posts have been stationed from the 
| Red river, about where it is crossed by the thirty- 
i fourth parallel of latitude, along to El Paso—a 
| distance of six or seven hundred miles—posts in 


j 
¿l 


H 
i 
ii 

i 

f 


but mostly for 
S, frony depre- 


grants, some for Oregon, some for California, 
Utah. I found many of them in great distres: 
dations and robberies committed by the Indians; some were 
robbed of all their provisions, and even of the elothing. on 
their back ; many had their stock stolen, &c.?? ; 

* * * * * * * 

“T find much excitement amon 


g the Indians, in conse- 
quence of the whites-sctiling 


and taking possession of their 
country, driving off and killing their game, and in some ïn- 
stances driving off the Indians themselves. ; 
“Phe great complaint on this score is against the. Mor- 
mons; they seem not to be satisfied with taking possession 
of the valley of the Great Salt Lake, but are making ar- 
rangements to settle other, and principally the rich vallies 
and best lands in the Territory.. This creates much dissat- 
isfaction among the Indians; excites them to acts of re- 
venge ; they attack emigrants, plunder, and commit murt- 


| the utter wilderness, and upon the prairie, and 
posts along the Rio Grande—eight or nine hundred 
miles more—making a frontier, in Texas alone, to 
be protected from the Indians, of fourteen or fifteen 
hundred miles. Bat, sir, besides—under the 

treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo—being pledged to i 
| protect the Mexicans from nomadic Indians, there | 
: 1s also imposed upon this Government the yet 
| higher duty of guarding the frontier of Mexico | 
| from Texan invasions. The scenes which have | 
| been lately transacted upon the Rio Grande—the | 
| filibuster scenes—have been a disgrace to this 
Government—not a disgrace to the Executive 
| branch of this Government but a disgrace to the 
Government that has not provided the Executive 
with sufficient means to guard that frontier from 
American invasion. We have solemnly stipu- | 
lated, by the highest obligations, under the most 
solemn sanction, the preservation of the Mexican 


| 
Í 


| ly there have been going there robbers and ban- 
dits—for that is the name of those persons, who 


| 
: the American flag, reckless of treaties, and reck- | 
| less of national and personal honor—persous bet- | 
| ter fitted by far to be Mexicans, than to be 


flag. It is our duty—it is the duty especially of 
the northern people, to protect that frontier, and 
to stand by the treaty at all hazards. If that is | 
not protected, and the American boundary is ex- ; 
tended there beyond our present limits, then comes ! 
another question of annexation, the annexation 
of a Sierra Madre republic upon the Southern 
side—about two or three States: and as an offset 
then, Canadian annexation upon the northern side, | 
| with States six or seven in number. General Persi- | 
| fer Smith, in a document which F have before me, | 


I 


| 


j 


| urges the like establishment of posts along the Gila 
| and eastward tothe Rio Grande. Six hundred ! 
| cavalry and four hundred infantry he demanded | 

| there, and he said there was being an imperious ne- | 


i having posts established in New Mexico. ‘Thelast 
news from Texas and New Mexico demonstrates 
that the frontiers of both Texas and New Mexico 
are entirely unsafe at this moment for the want of | 
| sufficient protection from this Government. The } 
; news by the last mail is full of wars, full of the 

l sacrifice of human life, in Texas especially, but in 
There are es- 


f 
i 
j 
| 


| 
i 
i 


| New Mexico as well as in Texas. 


i timated to be thirty thousand Indians in New 
Mexico, and ten thousand nomadic, wandering 


i 
i 


cessity of armed force for protection. The service 


H 


‘connected with the army, (see dispatch No. 58, : 
to the Hon. Luke Lea.) Hence you see the ne- : 


of officers and soldiers in New Mexico is worse | 


der, whenever they find a party weak enough to enable 
them to do so; thereby making the innocent suffer for inju- 
ries done by others. ?? : 
And here we have the peculiar people of Utah. 
Who knows what they are doing, or intend to do? 
Who can tell? Who can say whether they recog- 
nize allegiance to this country or some other coun- 
try? Who can say whether the laws can be en- 
forced there without a regiment or two to execute 
them? Now, as to Oregon—and I trust the hon- 
orable Delegate from Oregon is in his seat, for I 
am about to use his name as authority—I have a 
statement before me vouched for by him, as com- 
ing from a Mr. Newell, an intelligent old moun- 
taineer, that there are sixty-five tribes of Indians 
in Oregon, having the most outlandish names— 
names Í never heard of until I looked into the re- 
port he made. These tribes have the euphonious 
names of Spokans, Oukenegans, Clickitats, Sho- 
qualamicks, &c.,—names, I will venture to say; 
that were never heard of by the great mass of the 
people of our country. The number of tribes 
there are sixty-five, thirty tribes north of the Co- 
lumbia river, and thirty-five tribes south; and the 
number of Indians which the Delegate from Ore- 
gon [General Lane] estimates to be in Oregon are 
over 30,600. This session of Congress, the hon- 
orable Delegate has strenuously demanded of Con- 
gress more protection, and he has censured the 
Government for even removing the rifle regiment 
to Texas. K 
- There is California, too, upon our hands—Cal- 
ifornia abounding in wealth, and not less abound- 
ing in expenditures—the one so well equally bal- 
ancing the other, that it often requires nice arith- 
metical calculation to tell whether the country is 
gaining or losing, for the present, by the acces- 
sion. The late Governor of California estimated 
the number of Indians, and called upon the War 
Department, under that estimate, for protection, 
to be over one hundred thousand. I have no 
doubt that the number was exaggerated; but I 
stand, for the present, upon that estimate. Gov- 
ernor McDougal writes, March Ist, 1851, to the 
President of the United States: 


“The Valley of Los Angeles, of the San Joaquin, of the 
tributaries of the Sacramento, and the country around the 
main sources of that river, and the northern coast, contain 
an fndian force estimated at not less than one hundred thou- 
all 


sand warrior: animated by a spirit of bitter hostility, 
and whom pacific and forbearing policy encourages into re- 
newed acts of outrage. 

& Rendered bold by impunity, and encouraged by success, 
they are now everywhere rising in arms, and every day 


brings the report of some new outbreak’? 
* * * k * 


cs * 


“Protection by our people isregarded as their constitu- 
tional right; itis about the only benefit they can derive 
from their relation to the Federal Government, while their 
burdens are not light ones.” 

COST OF FLORIDA WAR, 
Now, Mr. Chairman, to stop all party clamor, 
2 ` g . p 
I have compiled for my use an estimate of the 
expenses of the Florida war, to be compared, if 
i necessary, with the expense of these numerous 
i| Indian wars now on our hands. But, before I 
‘make the comparison, I wish to remark, that if 


t 
if 
i} 
iL 


thousand in number. The Lipans are estimated |: than any officers or soldiers ever before have been | 


at five hundred. There are Wacoes, Keechies, 


i 
i 


Caddoes, Andaicos, lonies, Shawanees, and other i; shade of glory—constant suffering without any ap- ! 
unnamed tribes. Thereare fierceand wild tribes, I 
am told, not even reported by our Indian Depart- : 
ment, or nat yet discovered by our Indian agents. 
The Indians in Texas, I am authorized to say, | 
hy the honorable member from eastern Texas, i 
(Mr. Scurrr,] who has been much in the Indian | rs 
country, number, In the lowest estimate, twenty |; dition. h a raping i 
thousand, and they are Indians of a warlike ` lines of emigration to Oregon, endangering the life 
and ferocious character. Our Indian relations ' of every citizen who travels there, and hence the 
with Texas are fearfully embarrassed by the fact i; necessity fer protection. Mr. Holeman,an Iada 
that we have no land there “to reserve” for them, | avent, writes from Fort Laramie, September 21, 
and that the Texan surveyors and chain bearers | 1851: A 
march upon Indian territory, and take it without |: “On my route to Utah, I passed many trains of emi- | 


compared with the inglorious Indian wars in Flor- 


now is far from home, without comforts, without 
necessaries even, beyond the reach of civilization 
or sympathy. í ‘ 1 
There are Indians there interrupting the i 


‘ida; but worse than those even, for the soldier í; 
| last home too. 


Utah, too, is in a dangerous con- i; 


i 


i 
f 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


any man fancies this country is now in peace with 


| exposed to, for itis constant war without even the |! the savage tribes around us, he but indulges in 


fancy. It isa state of actual war wherever you 


x á % iH x ’ nn Savages set- 
i preciation of it by their country. Itcan only be | go, amongst the western savages beyond the set 


tlements. The savage is fighting now not only 
for life, for existence, but for a home—and for his 
‘ He knows, as well as you do, 
that you have shut him out from the Pacific, and 
that he can go West no further. He knows, as 
well as you do, that his march is po longer east- 
ward, but that he is in the heart of your territory 
now, with the columns of emigration pressing him 
upon every side. He stands not ready, as here- 
tofore, to face you with formidabie numbers in 
battle array; but, with the tomahawk he cwmingly 
walis for an opportunity to scalp you and your 
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lieved, not over 1,100 Indians, with a few negroes. 
The appropriations for the army and for the 
suppression of Indian hostilities, &c., including 
all military operations, were: 
Tn 1836. .0 6 eee ce eee eee eee ee a 88, FLT,950 
cece ereeeee 9,908,521 
e e ee 10,097,546 


Total. ssssseecsnosseeos s ee e -$27,428,017 
Besides these, there were subsequent appropria- 
--tipns for arrears, and for paying the claims of 
States for services of militia, @e. 


The regular force in service in the United States | 
during that period, averaged 7,500; the total mil- ` 
itia force was about 36,000, averaging three months | 
service—that is, equal to 9,000 men for the year, : 
or 3,009 for three years; that force added to the | 
army would give about 10,500 men, at an average | 

. expense of $9,100,000, or $860 per man. The least | 


sossible estimates that can be made of the cost of 
the Florida war, was $11,000,000 or $13,000,000. 
' Theaverage force of the army for the three years 
succeeding the war with Mexico has been ten 


thousand five hundred, with a few hundred volun- 
teers. The estimates have been under $7,000,000 : 


per annum, and the appropriation still less. 


know there was extravagance in the Florida war. 


I know volunteers were called out when they were | 
I know fire-wood was brought from | 


not needed. 
the levee of New Orleans to Florida, where fire- 


wood abounded. I challenge no comparison with | 


such expenditures, justified even by a Democratic 
Administration and a Democratic Congress; bu 
what I dochallengeisa comparison of thegeograph- 
ical position of Florida, in the heart of our settled 
country almost, accessible by sea and by steam, 
with comparatively little or no land transportation 
within the reach of the great markets of New Or- 
leans, and the northern cities—with the geograph- 
ical position of New Mexico, of Utah, of Texas, 
the Upper Rio Grande, and on her northern 


boundary—with the costly, golden prices of Ore- |, 


gon and California, remote from cities and abound- 
ing in immigrating colonisis, enhancing by their 
numbers the value of everything enormously. 
The naval expenses of the Florida war, the cost 
of revenue cutters in service 
charges T throw out of account—for the challenged 
point of comparison is accessibility by water and 
steam, and the-expenses of land transportation. 
Now, we have over-land wagon routes across a 
whole continent, from Fort Leavenworth, in Mis 
souri, to Puget’s Sound on the Pacific ocean. 
The Rifle regiment made the march across a con- 


tinent, and endured more, and suffered more, and , 


cost more, than if they had been in the campaign 
in Mexico. Troops, flying squadrons of dra- 
goons, are all the while scouring and overrunning 
what I may call the innermost part of the coun- 
try. The service is with them all a service of 
war; and yet they exhibit no such expenditures 
as these incurred here at home, in subduing only 
eleven hundred Indians in Florida. 


“QUARTERMASTER’S EXPENDITURES. 


The expenses of transportation, of forage, and `! 
in fact everything in California, are often ten times |; 


greater than in other parts of this country; but 
California is not less a part of the United States, 


and it is not less our duty to protect her people, : 


in each and every quarter, from the Indians, as 
much asif these Indians were in Tennessee, New 
York, or Alabama. I have before mea paper, too 
long to read, containing all the expenditures of the 
quartermaster’s department for a large number of 
years. Those expenditures have been larger for 
a long time, than they have shown upon their 
in the estimates, especially during, and in conse- 
quence of, the Mexican war, from a system too 
complicated for me here to explain, because I have 
not time to do so. 
the quartermaster’s department, for the year end- 
ing 30th June, 1849—the closing year of Mr. 
Polk’s Administration—were $6,090,976. 
Polk estimated (peace estimates, June 20, 1848,) 
$4,430,000. Congress (August 18, 1848) appro- 

riated only $2,940,000. The next year, Decem- 

er, 1848, the estimates made by Mr. Polk were for 


The | 
actual expenses probably have not exceeded | 
ee per annuin, or not $800 per man. Now, : 


there—all such } 


face, © 


But the actual expenditures of | 


Mr. | 


| was an incoming Whig Administration. The 
i estimates, December, 184%, were for $2,000,000, 
jand the expenditures were 95,338,969. Such | 
| are the legacies of debt m the quartermaster’s de- || 
partment, which have been left us by a preceding | 
Administration. The following table of actual ex- :| 
penditures in the quartermaster’s department will :| 
explain itself: ; 


g á Expenditure. 
June Pth, 1849.00... eens ev o e -&6,090,976 
June 30th, 1850. + 5,335 
June 30th, 1851... EEA 
June 30th, 1852, (estimated)... 
| June 30th, 1853, (estimated)... 3, 
| Congress, Jast. year, cut from the estimate of ; 
| June 30th, 1852, $2,315,000, , f 

The following table will explain the estimates 
of last year cut off, and what is new in the bill: 
for deficiencies: 


Year ending if 
oe é 


é 
(3 
“ 


is 
“ 
(3 


abe ab 


7 TS 7 
5e% 3 
: i¢ss j Pa | 
j RPE -e sa i 
|! Heads of appropriations. | 25°? x i o> ji 
i | fero | , se i 
I! FEO] “ES RO i 
1] | S 
il { | ; j 
y 9! $917,460; $795,000 |; 
æ - fi 
For purchase of horses...] 60,000 | 40,000! 40,060 ii 
| For barracks quarters.& ce 400,000; 219,000) 219,509 if 
| For trans’n of troops, &e.: 1,000,000; €90,000; €99,020 i 
| | | i 
[2,315,003 $2,068,480 (31,944,000 


ij against General Jesup is, that he has not had the Li 
i| courage at all times to face the Executive and Con- || 
|| gress,and tell them both ofall these expenditures— 
what and how indispensably necessary they were. |! 
He should havelet the country understand from the | 
li start what was the cost of the Mexican war, and | 
|| the cost of the Mexican acquisitions. And though | 
ij he has been a soldier, who has faced battle and |; 
war, yet in the Executive Chamber I fear that he ` 
has not had the courage to face Mr. Polk and his 
| estimates at every hazard. 


ij 
The only complaint I make, Mr. Chairman, | 
| 
| 
| 


| RESPONSIBILITY OF THE QUARTERMASTER GENERAL. 
| I know itis said that the quartermaster is not ; 
|| responsible for all his expenditures. understand || 
| that argument, and all the force there is in it. i 
| Here is a book containing the regulations of the || 
| quartermaster’s department. It is the Army Reg- | 
| ulations; and it appears from this that he has a |! 
|| complete administrative control of all the officers | 
ij belonging to his department; that itis his duty | 
“to provide quarters, hospitals, and transporta- | 
tion for all military stores, provisions, camp and |! 
garrison equipage;”’ ** good and sufficient store- |! 
l houses for all military stores; “ to purchase all |: 
fuel, forage, straw, and stationery ;’’ ** to purchase 
_ all horses, oxen, mules, and harness, and all wag- 
| ons, carts, and boats;”’ ‘to purchase dragoon and 
i artillery horses;’’ ‘* saddles, bridles, and other 
i necessary equipments;”? “ to provide materials, ii 
ji and direct and superintend the constructing and 
| repairing of quarters, barracks, hospitals, store- ' 
| houses, stables, and other necessary and author- |; 
i, ized buildings for the army, and the security of |) 


Í 


|! public property, (Art. 77-927.) I quote the fol- ' 


lowing from the Army Regulations: 


933. “Tt shall be the duty of the quartermaster general 
to make himself acqnainted with the frontiers, both mari- 
i! time and interior ; and with all the principal avenues lead- 
| ing to the contiguous Indian and foreign territories; with 
the military resources of the country; and the means and :} 
facilities of transportation, particularly of the districts on 
|| the frontiers; with the most eligible points for concentrating || 
ii troops and collecting suppli vhether in relation to ofen- 
ii sive or defensive operations; with the relative expense of | 

concentrating at particular positions, and the advantages of 
ii those positions; and he shall be prepared at all times to give 
; detailed information on those subjects, when required to do 
so, cither by the Secretary of War or the General-in-Chief.?? || 
934. «He shall, under the orders, or with the approba. 
tion, of the Secretary of War, or the General-in-Chief, des 
ignate the routes of communication between the different 
; postsand armies; the course of military reads, and the site 
] for permanent and temporary depots of provisions and mil 
: tary stores.” 

938. “ He shall prepare all the estimates of the funds and |: 
supplies required for the service of his department, and he . 
shall prepare and submit, for the sanction of the Seeretary 
of War, plans for barracks, quarters, and other improve- 

; ments, and cause the plans, when approved, to be carried | 
into effect, as far as the means provided by Congress shall 
i enable him? 


|. I mightgoon through the 1078 sections of the `| 
i! quartermaster’s duties, to show his responsibilities. i 


i up to % 


: ed to us by the Mexican war. 


out striking him down first; and in striking — 
him down, an army officer, not of our political 
faith, will be struck at; but there he is; these are 
his duties, these are his responsibilities; and no 
petty quibbling, nor artful dodging, can relieve 
him; and I amsure he himself does not wish to be 
relieved from any duty the Army Regulations im- 


pose upon him. 
EXPENSES INCREASED BY CONGRESS 1850. 


at remote and distant stations, are entitled to 70 
privates each, and at other stations the number of 


privates per company is: 
In the dragoons........ 


Additional, 24 


In mounted rifles........ s 10 
Yo artillery... 2.06. 2 “6 32 
In light artillery,......5.6 ts 10 
In infantry... 0. snese e42 32 


At the remote stations referred to in the law, 


| there are now stationed, of 


Dragoons. ...eeeeeerereeeeee 18 companies, 
Mounted rifles. . 10 se 

Arüllery as ccsencseiadeenserie stewed 
Infantry. s esaeen EOS 


Cee er eer evens 


66 
66 


s... 


Total... 0... cse eee eee ee e e98 companies. 


MOUNTED FORCE. 
Organization in 1852, 2,632 Strength, 1,960 


Organization in 1845, 1,298 < 1,108 
Inereasep. sesse. e 01,334 852 


The additional cost of supporting a regiment of 


| cavalry over and above that of a regiment of in- 


fantry is as follows: 
On the frontier of Missouri or Iowa, $139,827 
In Tezasisrar essione enanas 213l 
In New Mexico. ........-eeeees 343,548 
The act of June 17th, 1842, also raised the 
bounty on enlistments, in lieu of transportation, to 
sums ranging from $23 to $142. 
Examination of such facts as these will show 
why and how there have been increased the ex- 


| penses of the army. 


THE EXPENSES OF THE GOVERNMENT. 
I hasten on from this dry and tedious detail; but 


; I cannot flatter you, however, that I shall present 


any detailed statement less dry. It has been said 


: that the expenditures of this Government have run 


50,000,000; and I am asked, 1 think I hear, 
“How is it that you Whigs have thus run up the 


| aggregate expenses of the Government, and that 
"now, when you got along, under John Quincy 


Adams, with only some $12,000,600, you esti- 
mate some $42,832,299 to be necessary for the fis- 
cal year ending July 1, 18537? Indeed, an hon- 
orable member from Indiana has already entered 


into this sort of fiscal criticism, and I am prepared 


: to answer him, and all others with him. 


In the first place, I ask his attention to the legacy 


, of debts and the legacy of appropriations bequeath- 


War is a costly as 
wellas a bloody luxury, and it- is always well to 


: comprehend its cost as well as its glories. 


LEGACY OF DEBT. 
The Mexican war left upon the country an im- 
mediate national debt of about $80,000,000, exclu- 


i sive of pensions, bounty lands, and the annual 


additional, but incaleulable, cost of governing and 
keeping what we won from, or bought of, Mexico. 


|The ten million Texas indemnity bill may be 
' added to that, for all that is yet to be paid, with 


interest for fourteen years. The Mexican war 
bounty lands absorbed 6,036,960 acres of the pub- 


_lic lands, worth, at .$1 25 per acre, $7,546,200; 


and the bounty land bill of September 28th, 1850, 


; some, if not most of which, in some form or other, 
i is for soldiers serving in consequence of the Mex- 


ican war, absorbs, itis estimated, 48,000,000 acres 


more, worth $60,000,000. (See Treasury report, 


1852. 
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1850; statement K.) We have just passed an- 
other bounty land Jaw, the number of acresto be 
absorbed by which E have no means of calcula- 
ung. 
The pensions, under act of 1848, paid to 30th 
June, 1850, were. .......20...6-$1,198, 141 
Pensions under act of 1848, estima- 
ted for 1851 and 1852........... 1,525,000 
(See statements by James E. Heath, Treasury 
Report, 1850—statement M, No. 1 and M, No. 2. 
The expenses entailed upon the country in con- 
sequence of the Mexican war and its acquisitions, 
can be understood only by a relative comparison 
of what were the expenditures of this Government 
before and after the war. Accurate tables have 
been prepared—the curious in such matters will 
find them in the Treasury Report of 1850—show- 
ing, (see statement 1): * 
The actual and estimated expenditures for the seven years 
ending 30th June, 1852, to amount to. .... . . 294,807,407 
The expenditures for the year ending 3th June, i 
thy year immediately preceding the 
war—baving been $21,380,049, the aggregate 
expenditures for the seven succeeding years i 
upon that basis, would have amounted to... 149,650,345 | 
Showing aa excess over the peace establish- 
iment of 1845 Of... cee eee ee $145,347, 062 


The Secretary of the Treasury, in his report of 
1850, estimates, on most excellent data, the ex- 
penditures and Jjabilities chargeable directly to 
the Mexican war and the acquisitions consequent 
upon the treaty of peace, to be $217,175,577. The 
details of this estimate are too long to be quoted, 
but it can be seen in part in such items as pen- 
sions above stated, and— 


Installments and interest under twelfth article of treaty with 
MexicO.eese + tee vee 6 G16,388,396 | 
Payment of liquid Mexico, 


Haims again 


per act 29th July, 1848.......00.. seeees 2,089,578 : 
Interest on war debt ta 30th June, 1852... .... 13,387,544 | 
Interest on war debt from 30th June, 1852, to | 
maturity veces severe verses eeeseeteess 41,173,493 | 
Texas boundary sto Peres Menai 10,600,000 : 
Interest for fourteen ye 5 per cent. 7,009,000 į 
Mexican claims, per treaty, (paid,)............ 3,250,000 | 
Survey boundary line between United States i 
and MCXICOL. ec eeee tree eeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 335,000 | 
Survey of the coast of California... ssns seeaee 200,000 : 
Light-honses, docks, custom-houses, hospitals, f 
&e., in California, (small estimate,)........4 640,000 | 
The excess of expenditures of War Department i 
in the maintenance of troops, &c., in the new i 
Territories, is estimated now (every year) at 4,556,709 | 


DEBT PAID BY THE ADMINISTRATION. 

This Administration has had to meet such ob- | 

ligations as these, and many more, the bequests 

of the preceding Administration. Indeed, one of 

its chief duties has been to pay the debts of its 
predecessors. 


The public registered debt on the 30th of November, 1850, 
8 


i 
| 


Since the Whigs came into power, 
1849, they have freed the country from an amount 
of pubhe debt, as follows: 

Stock of the loan of 1843—act of 3d March, 


1843......6 Sow de dapsin as + $231,300 00 
Stock of the Joan of 1843-—act o 5 R 

+0 | ee TA . e PARN 5 eae 9 74 
8 of the loan of 1847—act o n Jan- 
pein LEAT ccc ee cene eens eae 1,883,200 00 
Mexican indemnity, act of 0m Ar 303,573 92 
Bounty tand se act Lith February, 1847, 232,875 00 
Old tunded and unfunded debt, act áth Au- 

gust, 1790, and J2th June, 1798.0... .....5 7,814 87 
Awards under the fifteenth article of the 

treaty with Mexico for which the issue of 

stock was authorized, but which were ake 

paid in cashy..es. tetsresnicasesano 3,006,275 SL 


Payments under twelth article of 
with Mexico, (by instaliments,)...+++e6. 


11,258,140 31 


i 


Nearly seventeen millions of dollars! 
DEBENTURES, DRAWBACKS, NO EXPENDITURES. 


To understand the comparative expenditures of 


this Government, it will be necessary to bear in | 
mind the changes that the laws have made in the 


mode of registering the expenditures from year to 
year. 


of collecting the revenue alone for the first time, 


of late registered as a part of the expenses of Gov- : 


ernment, is over two millions a year; and these 
two millions appear now, under this Administra- 


tion, as a part of the aunual expenditures. The: 
same remark may be made of other items, that go : 


Prior to June 30, 1849, the expenses of | 
collecting the revenue from customs, lands, de- | 
benture bonds, refunding duties, &c., were never | 
registered in the annual expenditures, but the cost - 


to swell up the $48,005,878, which the Register of 
the Treasury reports as making the annual expen- 
ditures for the year ending June 30, 1851. ‘The 
new system is, and it isa wise system, to record 
all expenditures, all out-goings, such as the fol- 
lowing, and. Whigs see it done with pleasure: 

Repayment of duties on sugar and molasses, illegally ex- 


acted by collectors... .. ccc c ee ee ee ss eeee revees 8499,588 | 
Payment of debentures, drawbacks, bounties, and 

AVANCES aars r os eave riderr aean 794,639 | 
Repayment to importers of exce: i | 

unascertained duties.. 896,024 ! 
Debentures and other charges (customs) .. 72623 ! 


Expenses of collecting revenue from customs 
prior to Ist January, 1850.0... 0. ccccceeeeeees 1,888,471 
Payment of public debt and interest...,. + 4,217,986 | 


in the annual expenditures of the Government, i 
and these amount in all to $8,309,331. Indeed the : 
estimates of the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
year ending June 30, 1852, were $33,667,489. 
The estimates for year ending June 30, 1853, are | 
$29,257,533; while the expenditures as appropri- 
ated by the last Congress, and the Congresses 
preceding, were $48,005,878, being over estimates 
for year ending 1852, $14,338,389. 
COST OF MEXICAN ACQUISITIONS. 

The Secretary of the Treasury states, in part, 
of the appropriations required by our new Territo- 
ries, and in the fulfillment of our obligations con- 
sequent upon the acquisition, the following items: 


Survey of the boundary line between the United States and 
New Mexico... +. ÅR 


59,000 60 Í 
360,000 00 


Survey of the west coas 
Dry-dock in California. 
Mileage and per diem of 


i 26,462 40 
Territorial governments of Utah and H 
MORGO iisa ies tes na ELETE AEO. 61,400 00 ; 
Judicial expenses, including marshals....... 77,200 60 
Expenses tor commission for settiing land H 
titles in Californias... cece cece ee eee seen eee 50,000 00 ! 
Expenses for surveys in California........., 18,500 00 


Expenses for surveys and sales of public 
lands in California... cc... ccc ceee eee eee eee 
Pensions under the acts of 1848 ........ 0.006 
Expenses of Post Office Department........ 
Excess of expenditures of War Department 
in the maintenance of troops, &e., in the 
new Territories... ssc ee scenes eee reer 4,555,709 75 
Interest on so much of the debt contracted in 
consequence of and during the late war... 2,820,242 97 


239,075 00 
431,240 00 
638,250 00 


Making an aggregate Of... ..ceeesescreeee 


These are all expenditures falling upon the Ad- 
ministration, unknown to preceding ones, and in 
consequence of our Mexican acquisitions ! 

Now, nearly all the army of the United States 
is in Texas, or in our Mexican acquisitions, and 
much of our navy is employed on the Pacific coast, 
where the cost of everything is enormous, in conse- 
quence of the abundance of gold. Land surveysare | 
to be begun, land titles to be setiled, revenue cut- 
ters to bekeptup, in short, a new and great country | 
there is to be colonized, and provided for, with 
coast surveys, lights, fortifications, docks, mail- 
ships, and harbor improvements; and where 
there exists now little or nothing, everything is to 
be brought up to an equality with the old States. 
There is no caleulating for future expenditures 
there. Already we have on our table a bili r 
storing to California what is called her “ civil : 
fund’’—a fund expended even before her organi- 
zation as a State—amounting at present to about | 
|| half a million in the bill that has come down from 
the Senate, but as a claim upon us amounting to | 
$1,300,000 in all. . 

We must not, however, now shrink from the 
į responsibilities war has brought upon us, and that 
we have assumed, After we have annexed Texas, 
| and stretched out our arms over the Rocky moun- ! 
tains tothe Pacific, we cannot turn back from 
what we have undertaken. Allof these lands is 
now our country, under our Government, and we 
must protect and provide for them. There is no 


sions of others, but grudges the cost of governing | 
them. 


THE REVENUE AND TARIFF oF 1846. 

The expenses of the administration of the Gov- 
ernment now being necessarily so large, I shail be 
asked, no doubt, ** How is it that you Whigs 
‘who predicted the tariff of 1846 would not yield 
‘revenue enough to carry on the Government 
‘then, now find it yields enough not only to main- 
‘tain the expenses of what you calla double Un 
“ted States, but to leave a surplus of some mil- 


These are all items that have not hitherto figured |i 


‘lions in the Treasury??? It isa fair question, 
and I will not shirk it, I will méet it face to face. 
There was a time when it would have appalled 
me, bat only because I was-ignorant of the his- 
tory, the written, and unwritten history of the tariff 


; of 1846. It may weil’ have appalled a Whig to 


know why it was, when such sound men as George 
Evans and othérs predicted in the Senate and in 
this House, that the tariff of 1846 would not yield 
enough to carry on the Government, that it should 
really yield enough, and more too. I propose to 
solve this apparent contradiction of prophecy and 
experience; and to the solution I beg the careful 
attention of the House. 

When George Evans and others, in 1846, made 
these predictions, they were based upon the tariff 
bili of July 30, 1846; which cut up allimportations 
into schedules, from letter ‘A to letter IL,” and 


| then affixed to them horizontal, universal ad valo- 
| réms, from one hundred per cent. down to five per 


cent., and ‘duty free.” The novelty of such a 
Procrustean tariff bed attracted their attention. No 


| other nation under the sun, civilized or savage, 


had ever been thus before, to say the least, so 


original. Procrustes struck out the idea of a bed, 


i upon which short men were to be stretched out to 


| fit it, and long men to be chopped off to fit it; but 


a universal ad valorem tariff bed was something 
altogether new in political economy. So many 
cents duty on a gallon of brandy or wine, was a 
duty, a specific duty, everybody could compre- 
hend, but * one hundred per centum ad valorem” 
(schedule A’’) on brandy and other spirits dis- 
tilled from grain—such schedules, from “A” to 
“I,” confounded them. Brandy, wines, and a 
thousand other like things, susceptible of accu- 
rate specific admeasurement, why, they asked, ad 


| valorem them? Ji was a premium for bad brandy, 
, and half poisoned wine, everybody saw, for, the 


cheaper was the nominal cost abroad, the less was 
the duty at home, unless a wrongful or fraudu- 
lent system of invoices was introduced, by which 
all such things were rated abroad, below what they 
were worth.. What appraisers, they asked, too, 
can tell what wine is worth, (ad valorem,) un- 
less they have been experienced, practiced wine- 
bibbers from their youth up? Even they, too, 
might be deceived, for when liquors come over 
sea, especially high-priced wines, they often come, 
as itis termed technically, sick,’ that is, muddy 
and roiled; apparently of an ad valorem not quarter 
price. Universal geniuses, they said, were wanted 
under such universal ad valorems for appraisers— 
the universal genius that can turn from arrack, or 
kirchenwasser to ginger roots and gelatine, or from 
bananasto beeswax, with an instant, thorough com- 
prehension of everything, Their great objection, 
however, and their apprehensions came from the 
serious radical defects in the principle of an uni- 
versal ad valorem system, and from the numerous 
frauds that must constantly be arising, and the con- 
stant conflicts the Treasury must always be in with 
merchants, American and foreign. Their leading 
objection was, that it based the American tariff upon 
European ad valorems—that is, made our Ameri- 
can tariff in Europe, and that when it thus surren- 
dered American to European interests, there was 
no fixed system, no proper rule, no real law pre- 
scribed for estimating these values even in Europe. 


| Itis obvious that an American tariff, which surrep- 


ders the whole American system of home valua- 
tions to foreign valuations, is a foreign tariff, 
levied at American ports. If the value of cottons, 


: or woolens, or iron-wrought articles, is fixed in 


ambition so mean as that which covets the posses- | 


© tary 
; Means, in 1846, and they did not believe that as 
; the tariff stood then, under the act of July, with 


Europe, and upon that value, thus fixed there, a 
duty is levied and collected in New York, two 
things are obvious—first, that such a tariff is a 
foreign levied tariff, even though collected under 
American law; and, second, that the value, the ed 
valorem, depends upon foreign estimation, foreign 


| caprice, or, it may be, foreign fraud or perjury. 


The tariff law of July, 1846, was open to all these 
objections, and I shall show, on Democratic, anti- 
tariff authority, too, has been admitted so to be. 

The force of these objections struck Mr. Secre- 
Walker and the Committee of Ways and 


: the whole ad valorem system then subject to for- 


eign caprice, that they could collect duty enough 
under it to carry on the Goverhment. I make 
these remarks, and draw these inferences, because 


' in that very extraordinary place for making tariffs, 
: the civil and diplomatic bill, approved August 10, 


» 


© € prescription, 


March 20, 


s10 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1846, there was inserted—may I not say, smug- 
gled; for who then probably foresaw its full ef- 
fect?—this very significant and pregnant item: 

 Thiatin appraising all goods. at any port in the United 
States, heretofore subjected to specific duties, but upon 
which ad valorem duties are imposed by the act of July 30, 
1846, entitled ‘An act reducing the duty oa imports, aad 
for other purposes,’ reference shall be had to values and 
invoices of ‘similar goods imported during that fiscal year, 
under such general and uniform regulations for the preven 
tion of fraud or undervaluation as shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury.” 

I call this item in this.civil and diplomatic bill a 
significant and pregnant item, for it not only re- 
fers to, and to some ‘extent revives, the tariff of 
1842, (certainly as to values and invoices,) but 
what is more, it vested in Mr. Walker, then Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, the power of prescription 
of such general and uniform regulations (as to ad 
valorems) as he might think proper. Mr. Walker 
instantly availed himself of this plenipotent power; 
and, iv order to levy as high duties as possible on 
high ad valorems, he not only revived what he 
could of the tariff of 1842, but he went a great 
deal further even into what the Supreme Court of 
the United States subsequently decided to be con- 
trary tolaw. He meant to balk the prediction of 
Whig prophets, law or no law; and he did do it 
in defiance of law. 

ILLEGAL TREASURY CIRCULARS. 

There are, Mr. Chairman—you as a lawyer 
know—two kinds of law, written and unwritten, 
the statute law, such as that of July 30, and Au- 
gust 10, 1846, and the common law, the law of 
>? The common law of the Treas- 

ury Department, is a Treasury code, called Treas- 
ury circulars; and as the tariff of 1846 was going 
into operation, Mr. Walker began to scatter them 
(3s thick as the leaves of Vallambrosa. The Treas- 
ury code which issues its rescripts in ‘lreasury 
circulars, has power more plenipotent for the time 
being than any statute law. The appraisers, who 
inspect and examine imports, and judge of their 
values, hold their offices from the Treasury, and 
whatever the Treasury prescribes, with them is 
law. Hence, when Mr. Walker had in the civil 
and diplomatic bill, or thought he had, the power 
of ‘prescription’? as to the ad valorems; and ex- 
ercised that power, without restraint, he became 
the law. This power, I shall show you, was ex- 
ercised witha high hand from December, 1846, up 


_ to January, 1851. 


Mr. Walker himself began the first exercise of 
the power of prescription in a somewhat famous 
Treasury circular, November 25, 1846. He quotes, 
as if with exultation, the hitherto hidden item in 
the civil and diplomatic bill, He dictates, also, 
the modes and manner of appraisements, thus: 

t The principle upon which the appraisement is based is 
this: Thatthe actual value of articles on shipboard at the 
last place of shipment to the United States, including all pre- 
ceding expenses, duties, costs, charges, and transportation, 
is the foreign value upon which the duty is to be assessed. 
The cost and charges that are to be embraced in fixing the 
valuation over and above the value of the article at the place 
of growth, production, or manufacture, are: 

“Ist. he transportation, shipment, and terms—ship- 
ment, with all the expenses included, from the place of 
growth, production, or manufacture, whether by land or 
water carriage, to the vessel in which a shipment is made, 
to the United States. Included in these estimates is the 
value ofthe sack, package, box, crate, hogshead, barrel, 
bale, cask, can, and covering of alf kinds, bottles, jars, ves- 
sela, and demijohns 

«Id, Commission, at the usual rate, but in no case Jess 
„than two and a half per cent., and when there is a distinct 
brokerage, that to be added. 

“3d. Export duties, including such duties at all places 
from the place of growth, production, or manufacture, to the 
last place of shipment to the United States. 

‘4th, Cost of placing cargoes on board ship, including 
drayage, labor, bill of Jading, lighterage, town dues, and 
shipping charges, doek and wharf dues, and all charges to 
place the article upon ship- board. 

‘ Discounts are never to be allowed in any case, except 
on articles where it has been the uniform and established 
usage heretofore, and never more than the actual discount, 
positively known to the appraiser. 

“t The freight from the last place ofshipment to the United 
States is not tobe included in the valuation ; and insurance 
is also excluded by law.” 


Here the Treasury circular assumed that the 
principle on which the appraisement is based is 
the actual value on board ship at the place of ship- 
ment, including all preceding expenses, duties, 
costs, charges, and transportation. The difference 
was essential to the revenue of the United States; 
you will see whether the duty was levied on the 
actual value at the place of purchase, or procure- 
ment, or at the place of shipment. Silks, or vel- 
vets, purchased at Lyons, in France, or watches 
or jewelry purchased at Geneva, had one value; 


‘that original value was essentially enhanced. 


| consenting to give a certain profit or price on the delivery 


| punish all who are engaged in such fraudulent practices.” 


: other Government officers. 
į appraisers, would soon result in permitting the importers 


| presumed is not permitted at any port. Merchant apprais- 


but when transported for shipment to Havre, sub- 
ject, it may be, to city duties, or duties interna- 
tional, to costs and charges, also of transportation, 


Goods purchased of the manufacturer in the inte- 
rior of Germany, or at forced auction sales, had 
one invoice—one value at the time of purchase— 
but at the time and place of shipment, from a 
great rise in value, or from some other cause, the | 
invoice or ad valorem would be altogether a differ- 
ent one from what it was at thestart. Here, then, 
in one Treasury rescript, Mr. Walker made a tariff 
of his own, and his appraisers in New York, Bos- 
ton, and in every custom-house, of course obeyed. 

This Treasury rescript was followed by another, 
July 6, 1847, more imperial by far than its pre- 
decessor. This circular starts with stating that 
the twenty-third and twenty-fourth sections of the 
tariff act of 1842, are in force, and gives the Treas- 
ury construction of them. 

“This construction (I quote his circular) of the Depart- 
ment must be binding upon all who perform any duties 
under these laws, from whatever source their appointment 
or authority may be derived; and from such decision there 
can be no appeal, except to the judicial powers. (Merchant 
appraisers—appraisers selected by the collector—were 
claiming their right to construc the law for themsclves, in- 
dependent of the circular.) The Department, notwithstand- 
ing the broad language and comprehensive authority con- 
ferred upon it by Congress, feels bound to adopt the con- 
struction of the revenue laws, pronounced in solemn 
adjudications by the Supreme Court of the United States.” 
(The merchant appraisers were hushed ata blow !) 


Mr. Walker goes on to say, treating of the right 
claimed to estimate the market value of goods at 
the place or time of purchase: 


“The most enormous frauds would be the consequence 
of such construction. Stimulated, fictitious, and antedated 
purchases, to suit the period of lowest price, would prevail 
extensively, to the great injury of the fair trader and 
of the revenue. In truth, under such system, the whole | 
importing business would soon be thrown into the hands of 
the dishonest and fraudulent, who would be willing to pro- 
duce antedated or fictitious foreign sales, and that most 
useful and meritorious citizen, the honest and fair trader, 
would be thrown entirely out ot the market. It is known 
at present—at the commencement of this proposed sys- 
tem—that even where the purchasers are not deemed by 
the parties fraudulent, the person designing to import into 
the United States goes to some prior purchaser, who has 
purchased, not for importation iuto the United States, at 
some prior date when the goods were much lower in value, 
and imports the goods in the name of the first purchaser, 


bere, and thus deprives the revenue of the difference in 
value, and obtains a most unjust advantage over the fair 
trader, who will resort to no such artifices. It is the duty 
of this Department to declare that such apractice isa fraud 
upon the revenue, and subjects the goods to seizure and 
confiscation, and the parties committing the fraud to all the 
penalties prescribed by law; and the utmost vigilance is 
enjoined upon collectors, appraisers, and all other officers 
of the customs, in taking all proper measures to detect and 


This circular the Secretary followed up by an- 
other, August 7, 1848, in which he says: 

* Forced sales of goods in the foreign market at reduced 
prices under extraordinary and peculiar circumstances, can- 
not be taken as the true market value of such goods. When 
trade is paralized by revolution, and sacrifices of goods take 
place, saies then made, not being characterized by the or- 
dinary free and healthy state of trade, do not, itis conceived 
form proper data, for the establishment of an “ actual mar- 
ket value” in contemplation of law.” 


There is sense and sound reason in all this; but 
it was, as will be seen in the end, in violation of 
law. The dangers to the revenue from changing 
all specific duties into universal ad valorems, 
brought out yet another circular, December 26, 
1848, in which the Secretary says: 

“ The intent of the 17th section of the act of 30th of Au- | 
gust, 1842, in the appointment of merchant appraisers, is 
evidently to give the merchants an opportunity to appeal 
from one class of appraisers to another. Butit is clear that 
Congress did not design to relinquish the power in the Gov- 
ernment to select the merchant appraisers to whom the case 
might be referred, nor to. give the parties appealing any 
more voice in the selection of such appraisers than of any 
To consult the purties con- 
cerned, or aliow them a voice in the selection of merchant 


to contro! the appraisement of their own goods, and it is 


ers should be particularly instructed, that when acting in} 
that capacity, they are to be governed by the same rules } 
and regulations as provided by taw for the direction of reg- | 
ular appraisers, and are to act upon the Pit fr gl the 


invoice price, or even the price actually paid for urticle 
of merchandise, is by no means a true criterion ofthe fair 
murket value as prescribed by lew, Adopt a contrary prin- 
ciple, and one who is so fortunate as to have a quantity of 
merchandise given him, would be entitled to receive it free 
of duty, or at a nominal duty, if purchased at nominal prices, 
and different rates would often be assessed by appraisers 
on articles of the same value. The fair market value in- | 
tended by law, is the general or ruling price of the article | 
‘in the principal markets of the country from which the | 
same shall have been imported.’ ? i 


Mr. Walker, necessarily followed the principles of 
construction he had established in his circularsand 
the precedents, until they were overruled by the 
courts; andamongthemall, they piled circularupon 
circular, Pelion upon Ossa, till an indignant com- 
munity appealed from the high court of the Treas- 
ury to the higher Federal courts of judicature. The 
principles of collecting duties enacted by these 
Treasury circulars, and all in violation of law, as 
subsequently decided, were: 

Ist. That the value of goods at the time and 
i place of shipment to the United States were to be 
the ad valorem, on which duties were to be collect- 
ed at the American custom-houses. 

Qd. That the Treasury circulars were binding 
and conclusive upon collectors, and all classes of 
appraisers—merchant, as well as Government ap- 
praisers—and that the Government had power in 
removing as well as in selecting merchant ap- 
praisers. 

These Treasury circulars thus established a tariff 
of their own, known under no act of Congress 
and as soon as they were tested in the Federal 
court, the Federal court swept them away at once. 
The Whigs contended, and contended truly, that 
the tariff acts of 1846, as they have passed, left 
the whole revenue of the Government a prey 
to foreign fraud, or foreign caprice, or foreign in- 
voices, subject to all sort of foreign fluctuation 
of value. ‘The Whigs contended that under such 
a tariff, there could be no adequate revenue, The 
Whigs contended, that to allow foreign manufac- 
turers to fix the market values ,of all dutiable 
(American imported) manufactures, at their own 
door, by their own workshops, was not only 
wrongful, and subversive of all true principles of a 
tariff, or sound political economy, but in utter 
violation of the Constitution of the United States, 
| which requires that ‘‘all duties shall be uniform 
| throughout the United States.” The keen eye of 
Mr. Walker saw all this, and hence in the civil 
and diplomatic bill (August 10, 1848,) he obtained 
‘as he thought, new powers for Treasury con- 
| structions; and hence his great effort, under the 
| tariff act of 1842, to make his construction and 
| 


instructions ‘* conclusive and binding.” It is im- 
| possible to say, even to guess, how much of ad- 
| ditional duties he gained to the Government by 
these illegal circulars,—but it is enough to show, 
| by his own Treasury confessions, that without 
‘such circulars, under the tariff of 1846, ‘* enor- 
| mous frauds simulated, fictitious and antedated 
purchases’? would have prevailed; and, ‘under 
such asystem, the whole importing business would 
soon be (have been) thrown into the hands of the 
dishonest and fraudulent.” 

NULLIFIED TREASURY CIRCULARS. 

These Treasury circulars run on, and were act- 
ed upon as law, from December, 1846, till January, 
; 1851, when the Supreme Court of the United 
States’ nullified the great body of them, and pro- 
nounced them void, and without law. The rev- 
enue, nevertheless—the revenue boasted of as so 
large, but made so large only by lawless circulars— 
was collected under them for three years and over. 
Judge Woodbury, sitting in a case in Boston, 
(Greely vs. Thompson & Johnson,) first overruled 
these circulars. He decided: 

1. That the date of the procurement of a cargo 
of iron in Newport, Wales, to wit: The 24th of 
January, 1849, was the time at which the apprais- 
ers should have fixed the value of the iron, and 
not the date of invoice or bill of lading, the 24th 


|: of February, (the price had materially advanced 


during the previous thirty days, and the jury as- 
sessed damages against the collector in the sum 
$6,681 28, as illegally exacted.) 

A like case was made in New York. N.L. & 
G. Griswold sued the collector for excess of duties 
upon plantain bark, or hemp, and sugar, imported 
from Manilla, the collector exacting duties upon 
the market value at the time of shipment, and the 
plaintiffs paying under protest, contending thatthe 
law only compelled them to pay duties upon the 
market value at the time of purchase. The jury, 
under the instructions of Judge Nelson, gave a 
verdict for the plaintiff of $3,206 44 (difference,) 
and the verdict was affirmed, on appeal, by the 


‘and broke down the Treasury code, but they ex- 
| posed the revenue to all the fatal consequences that 


ee 
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Mr. Walker had set forth in his circulars, and real- 
ized at once the prediction of such men as George 
Evans and others, that under such a tariff the Gov- 
ernment could not becarriedon. These decisions 
were made known immediately to the Treasury 
Department, to the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House, and to the Finance Committee of 
the Senate, and they inspired all with alarm. A 
double alarm was felt. First, it was asked, what 
are we to do for revenue? and next, how are we 
to get rid of paying the enormous sums in illegal 
duties we have beén over four years exacting un- 
der these illegal Treasury circulars? An honorable 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Elunter,] the chair- 
man of the Finance Committee, a gentleman Iam 
happy to see, whose views are extending beyond 
the Blue Ridge and tide-water, immediately brought 
the whole dificfity and danger before the Senate. 
He introduced a bill which, March 3d, 1851, be- 
camealaw, and which really and substantially rev- 
olutionized theold tariffs, in reénacting the Treasury 
circulars, and providing stronger guards and greater 
securities than ever against under valuations, false 
invoices, unequal duties, &c. Mr. Hunter, in 
introducing his bill, said: 

“The result will be, that hereafter, unless we legislate in 
relation to the subject, the foreign value of goods will be 
computed at the time of the procurement or purchase, or at 
the place of purehase and time of importation, and not at 
the time and place of itnportation, as bas been beretofore 
done, and is now proposed. This would give rise to u great 
ineguulity, and open «a door, perhaps a very wide door, to 

Jraud. All men experienced in regard to this matter testify 
alike. AL the Secretaries of the Treasury, Mr. Walker, 
Mr. Meredith, Mr. Corwin, were of the same opinion in 
regard to the mode in which the foreign value should be 
computed. And when we come to look at the effect of sub- 
stituting the value at the tme and place of purchase, tor 
that time and place which this bill proposes, aud Mr. Watk- 
er’s circular required, we find that it throws open a very 
wide door to fraud, and is calculated to drive the importing 
business into the hands of foreign merchants, thus diserim- 
inating in favor of foreign and against our own importers.”? 

The tariff law of 1846, we thus see, as ex- 
pounded by the court, left the whole revenue ao 
tem subject to ‘great inequality,” ‘to fraud,” 
and was calculated ‘‘to drive the importing busi- 
ness into the hands of foreign merchants,” dis- 
criminating against our own.” 

Mr. Hunter continues—and I cite his authori- 
ty, because his condemnation of the principles upon 
which the tariff act of 1846 left the revenue to be 
collected will have greater weight than anything 
I could say: 

«ff you adopt the principle laid down by the Supreme 
Court, the same ship might bring a cargo from the same 
place and deliver it at the same port. But one part of this 
cargo having been purchased when the vessel sailed, and 
the other before, say thirty days, as was done with the tron 
in the ease of Thompson and Forman; and the same arti- 


cle purchased at different times, but delivered ai the same ;: 


moment, would be subject to different rates of duty. This 
would not only praduce a great inequality between man 
and man, but would often afford an opportunity and temp- 
tation for fraud, and make it very difficnit for the appraisers 
to ascertain what was the precise value of these goods at 
the time designated by law for their estimation. Let us 
take, by way of illustration, the case of port wine in the 
Warehouses of London. Wine may have been kept there 
improving, and after having been kept two or three years, 
the importer, according to this decision, would have to pay 
ànty for it according to its value at the time of purehase 
when it was new, and thus. although he sold the old article, 
he would have a great advantage over another importer 
who beught the article ont of the warehouse and paid for it 
the value at the time of importation. 

“ Again: If we were to adopt such a principle of valua- 
tion as this, the manutacturer would, in very 
stauces, have the advantage in carrying on the import trade 
with our own country, and would probably possess himself 
of the largest share, for such a mode of vatution would dis- 
criminate in his favor. The manufacturer who bas a great 
qnantity of goods on hand, and ean wait, when the market 
is glurted, until they rise in value, according to this decis- 
ion, could send them over here and pay duty for them ac- 
cording to their value at the time of procurement, or by a 
fictitious sale transfer them to some consignee, or man of 
straw, ata date when prices were lower. He would thus 
have au advantage over the American importer, which 
would, to agreat extent, throw the business of importation 
into his hands.” 

or 
TARIFF ACT MARCH, 1851. 


It is almost impossible to describe in stronger 


terms the vicious principles of revenue in the tariff į 
act, which were left to us by the Congress of | 
every prediction, every an- | 

i 


18346. ‘They jastfy j 
uouncement of the Whigs of that day; and when 
enforced by the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
Congress immediately procceded to correct them; 
and without the act of Mareh 3, 1851, a sufficient 
revenue could not have been collected. The new 
tariif act of March 3, 1851, provides that— 

© "he actual market value, or wholesale price, at the 
period of exportation to the United 
markets of the country,” (of export,) 


many in- |! 


States in the principal | 


Shall be the real market value on which the duty 


to which shall be added— 


_ “ All costs and charges, except insurance, and including, 
| in every cuse, a charge for commissions, at the usual rates, 


upon which the duties shall be assessed.” 


This new tariff act gave the force of law to the 
nullified Treasury circulars; nay, went further in 
subsequent sections, by creating four traveling 
appraisers to go from port to port, to secure, as 
far as possibile, an uniformity of duties in the ports 
from Eastport, Maine, to Puget’s Sound, in Oregon. 
This act of 1851, is what the lawyers call a Con- 
zressional cogno vit, to all the indictments of George 
Evans and others, in the Congress of 1846. Under 
the old Treasury circulars, issued against law, and 
under this law alone has the tariff of 1846 been 
able to yield revenue enough to carry on the Gov- 
ernment and to meet the public debt. The Treas- 
ury circulars, however, have bequeathed to the 
country hosts of law suits, fifty, it is said, in 
New York alone, still undecided, such as that of 
Thompson vs. Collector of Boston, and Griswold 
i vs. Collector of New York, with business incum- 
bering the Federal courts, and running up the 
already too great expenses of the Federal Judi- 
ciary; and with hosts of demands for refunding 
duties, the amount of which can be seen by glanc- 
ing at the record and estimates of the Register of 
the Treasury. I see at one hasty glance now 
$439,588 in “repayment of duties on sugar and 


such items, now swell up the apparent expendi- 
tures of this Government! 


| tariff of 1846, or what you now call the tariff of 
| 1851, yields revenue enough, and is high enough, 
why demand any change in such a tariff? Why 
complain of ihe] have anticipated such a ques- 
tion, and I afn prepared to answer it now. 


THE YICE OF THE SYSTEM. 


The ential, radical, incurable defect of the 
tariffs of 1846 and 1851is the universal ad valorems, 


tain foreign valuation. It is wrong, radically 
| wrong, that foreign nations should, in foreign in- 
voices, make a universal American tarif. And it 
is a wrong that no stiff, stern legislation, no vio- 
lent Treasury circulars, no traveling appraisers 
can ever cure. The tariff of 1851 has followed the 


i; missions—so far, well—but levying a duty upon a 
Manilla, a London, or a Marseilles invoice, in a 
: New York custom-house, is, to a great extent, 


iin Manilla, London, or Marseilles. s } 
sible to inspire confidence in these foreign invoices. 


It is impos- 


terms with the London born, the Manilla born, 


It is impossi- 


| 

believe that he is doing business on fair and equal 
and the Marseilles born merchant. 

| 

| 

| 


| so, whether or not it may not be under, or above, 


the country of the export. It is impossible to find 
i appraisers that know every country, every pro- 
i duction, every process of manufacture, every 
| price of everything, every where—and hence there 
is a constant collision between merchant and ap- 
praiser, between the Treasury Department, and 
| the business of the country. To make themselves 
| universal geniuses, or to qualify themselves to 
| presume to know everything everywhere, I ven- 
| ture to say, you will find scarcely an appraiser 
| who does not study a foreign price-current more 
| than he studies the tariff statutes of his own land, 
: and I am sure you will find Wilmer’s European 
Times with its numerous prices-current (and not 


| in Washington eastward to 
i ward to San Francisco. ; 
| Times is thus practically the American revenue 
| law of the land; and the foreigner, who wants to 


sort to amending the prices-current sent from Liv 
į erpool to New York. * Why quit our own, Lask, 
|| to stand on foreign ground ?’? No other nation does 


shall be levied in the United States custom-house, | 


as the true value at the port where the same may be entered, | 


molasses illegally exacted by collectors, refunded | 
under a decree of the courts, acquiesced in by the į 
Treasury Department;”’ and these, among other |, 


But, say gentlemen on the other side, “if the | 


and the principle of them, that establishes the duty || 
to be levied, upon the ever-fluctuating, ever-uncer- |j 


foreign invoice down to the place of export, and | 
affixed to it there all costs, and charges, and com- | 


| collecting American duties upon a foreign tariff, | 


It is impossible to make an American merchant |} 


| ble to know for a certainty in New York whether | 
or not the invoice is a real bona fide invoice, or if | 


the general, actual, even real value of the goods in | 


| always correct ones) hung up in every appraiser’s i 
| ofgge from the Commissioner of the customs here | 
Eastport, and west- | 
Wilmer’s European | 


amend the American statute to suit him, will re- | 


so. The British revised tariff of 1846, which has 
! so often been commended to us for imitation, col- 
| lects only £38,000 ($182,000) per annum in a gross 
| receipt for customs of £22,000,000 (¢105,000,000) 
for articles paying ad valorem duties, being less 
|| than one fifth of one per cent. of this immense in- 
i! come from imports! All Europe pursues a sim- 
i! lar course. . 

| ‘The errors or frauds that do arise, and must 
|| arise, from subjecting all the productions of the 
| earth to universal, horizontal ad valorems cannot be 
got over or got under, however much the attempt 
‘may be made to avoid the facts that have been 
| marshaled in proof of the allegation, ‘The Sec- 
i retary of the Treasury, in his report of Decem- 
ber, 1850, exhibits irresistably-conclusive proof 


in demonstration of them. He shows that prior 
i to the act of March, 1851, in New York and Bos- 


i ton alone, the appraisers advanced on the invoices, 
| from January, 1849, to October 1, 1850, $4,098 
i in number, thus: 

| Whole number of advances in New York. .2,359 
| Whole number of advances in Boston......1,739 
: 4,098 
| He shows, too, that in an importation of fruit 

| (oranges) shipped by the same house, from St. 

i Michaels to Philadelphia, New York, and Boston, 
‘at Philadelphia they passed at the invoice value; 
at New York the appraisers advanced it 75 per 
cent.;and at Boston 92 per cent., and no objec- 
tion or appeal was made by the importers. “A 

like extraordinary pimento case from the island of 
|| Jamaica is set forth. Indeed, I might, witha little 
|| research, go on and add an indefinite number of 
| like cases—but why prove appraisers are men, 

H and that their judgments must vary—and that, thus 

(| there must be a very unequal system of duties in 

i the wide-spread ports of this now vast Republic of 
i States? 

| But what is more ruinous to the commerce and 
f industry of the country than all these various 
| principles of universal ad valorems, is the ever- 
| fluctuating basis of these foreign valuations, upon 
| which our commerce and all our manufacturing 
| industry are obliged to stand. As well stand man 


and labor, it seems to me, upon the rolling billows 
of the sea, in some frail bark, without chart or 
' rudder, as stand man and labor upon ever-fluctu- 
‘ating foreign valuations in foreign ports. The 
‘ sliding corn laws of Great Britain have been, 
|, throughout the world, universally condemned as 
: defective in equity and sound principles of political 
; economy; but here is a sliding scale of duties in 
pur country, based upon no home-made laws, but 
upon foreign invoices, foreign valuations, which, 
i as they go up or down in Europe, go up or down 
iiin America. These sliding scales operate never 
i favorably, as the British corn laws did; that is, 
reducing duties when imports rise in price, but 
| just the reverse; for when exports rise in price 
‘in Liverpool or London, duties rise in rates in 
New York, and the very. moment the import 
i| should be made as cheap as possible to the con- 
| sumer, from its rise in price abroad, that very. 
| moment it is made dearer to the consumer by 
additional duties at home. No duties at all are 
better protection to labor at home than such 
i ever-fluctuating, sliding protection; for then labor 
hopes for nothing, expects nothing, risks no- 
| thing, invests nothing. Iron, for illustration, 
| was, under the sufficiently-pretective ad valorem 
! prices of the tariff of July and August, 1846, 
tempted to hope on, to expect, to risk more rather 
than to invest less; but as prices went down in Eng- 
land and Wales, these tariff duties of 1846 went 
: down lower and lower here, until there is danger 
! that the leading iron interests of the country will be 
' annihilated, and that for this great necessary of life 
we become altogether subject to foreign nations— 
their power, and their caprice. If iron ever rises 
in price abroad above the high prices of 1846, the 
consumer will have to pay higher duties under 
such an ad valorem tariff than he paid under the 
tariff of 1842; so that when this great necessary 
of life may be most needed by the consumer here, 
to be got at the cheapest rate, higher duties at 
home come in and add themselves to higher prices 
abroad. Our tariff system now, is one of high du- 
ties at home on high prices abroad, and of low 
duties at home on low prices abroad. The first 
; ig ruinous to the consumer; the second ruinous 
‘| to the home producer, y 
i The tariif of 1846, carried out by the tariff of 


te 
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185}, yields revenue enough, and, in my opinion, 
more than. enough. The country, under it, is 
taxed as much as it ought to be, and more too. 
The indictment I bring against the existing tariff 
is, that it discriminates against American interests, 
American industry, American labor, American 
merchants—seldom or never in-their behalf. One 
count in that indictment is, that it exacts unneces- 
sary duties upon raw materials coming into com- 


petition with nothing American, and often an | 


equal or higher rate of duty on the raw material 
than upon the manufactured article of which it is 
composed. Another count in that indictment is 
the fact, that these invariable, universal, horizon- 
tal ad valorems tempt to excessive importations be- 
yond our means to pay, or to great fluctuations. 
When foreign products arelow, duties herearelow; 
when higher duties would be betier for the coun- 
try, and when foreign products are high, duties 
here are high, so that when we least want foreign 
goods, from their excessive abundance, we have 


the most of them; and, when we most want them, | 


we have to pay the most for them. ‘The whole 
system thus becomes vicious from beginning to 
end-“vicious not only to industry and labor at 
home, but vicious to commerce, vicious to the cur- 
rency, vicious to exchanges, both foreign and do- 
mestic, and constantly involving individuals in 
alternate speculations and bankruptcies. Underit, 
we Americans are taxing ourselves to carry on our 
own Government as the capitalists, and the wages 
of labor in great manufacturing marts, such as 
Manchester, Birmingham, and Lyons may dictate. 
‘The tariff, as a whole, I repeat, is, in the main, 
high enough, and the tariff of 1846, as it was 
passed, under the then -existing high ad valorems, 
was, in most articles, (if duties could have been 
enforced upon honest ad valorems,) well enough; 
but the vicious principle upon which it is based 
will never be acquiesced in by an intelligent, indus- 
trious people. 
REVENUE FROM TEXAS AND THE PACIFIC. 


These are some of the reasons why so many of || 


the people of this country demand a revision of 
the existing tariff, a reduction or abolition of du- 
ties upon some articles, and a modification of 
others. 
question, why the existing tariff has yielded so 
much revenue, I must again ask attention to the 
growth, prosperity, and increase of the country 
since 1846. 
dition of sufficient security to yield us any reve- 
nue. Indeed, the now chief importing point init, 


Point Isabel, was then practically, if not theoret- 
The du- 


ically, under the Mexican Government. 
ties collected at Point Isabel, 

From July Ist, 1849, to Tune 36th, 1850, were... 
From July Ist, 1850, to June 80th, 1841, were... 
From July ist, 1851, to Jane 30th, 1252, were... 


Potal’ vexed essa van viocasas bedvicnnenses S47, G03 AL 
This is one port in Texasalone, beyond United 
States jurisdiction in 1846,—but Texas importa- 
tions are made chiefly in New York or New Or- 
leans; and no table, therefore, can be prepared to 
show how much of our revenue Texas pays. 
The whole Pacific coast has been added to us 
since 1846, with the people of New Mexico, and 
others. San Francisco has now become the fourth 


. or fifth importing city in the Union; being equal 


to, if even behind, New Orleans. I have a table 
before me which shows the receipts from customs, 
on account of duties on merchandise, tonnage, 
lght-money, and marine hospital money in Cali 
fornia and Oregon, to be in all, from November 
12, 1849, to December, 1851, $4,238,434. Thede 


tails may be interesting: 


San Franciseo—12th November to 3ist De- 
cember, 1849... cece E E aT cee neers 
San Francisco—12th November to 3lst De- 
cember, 1850.... cee ees cece eens eee o 
San Franciseo—12th November to 3lst De- 
cember, SSL... ccc cee cece ee cence ee nee 


2,148,791 58 


$4,513,89! 26 


But before I can thoroughly answer the | 


Texas, at that time, was not ina con- | 


1,750,646 &6 |. United States for the district of Missouri. if 


l 


Sonoma—10th January to 30th June, 1851.. 12,917 15 
San Joaquin—25th July, 1851, to 31st Janu- 

ary, 1852.. asosi we . s$ 231 19 | 
Sacramento—7th May to 31s 2¢., 1851... 1,772 48 
San Diego—l3th January to 30th September, 

1851... 9,491 28 
Monterey 

Teose neet Pepere sinss E ETA 6,829 46 
Oregon—3d April, 1849, to 30th September, 

ASSET A he See do aene Sok $3,301 76 


"$4,238,434 58 || Mary’s, to Emmittsburg, Maryland. 


{ 
| tled to the floor to close the debate. 
i 


These are some of the causes which 


receipts from customs (June 30th, 1851,) up to 
: $49,017,567. If they have gone beyond the ex- 
pectations of the Whigs in 1846, it was because 
the tariff of 1846 had an unlawful substitute found 
for it in the Treasury circulars of Mr. Walker, 
and because of the great and unexpected increase 
of the country geographically. Under all circum- 
stances, as we grow numerically or geographic- 
ally, we must buy more from abroad, and consume 
more at home, always provided we can have the 
means for purchase. | 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. With the per- 
mission of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. | 
Hovsron,] the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, who docs not, I presume, de- | 
sire to make his closing speech to-day, I will now 
move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to say, that I un- 
derstood this morning, when the agreement was 
made, that there should be a speech from the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, and also one from the 
gentleman from New York; that it was likewise 
agreed that a member of the Committee of Ways | 
and Means should be allowed a portion of the | 
time to reply to the gentleman from Arkansas, in | 
reference to the Indian estimates, which I shall | 
not have time to investigate in my closing speech. | 
if I was mistaken in that, [ shall be glad to be | 

| 


corrected. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the | 
House to decide that the debate should be closed 
in two hours. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. From conversation with the | 
Speaker, I find that I was mistaken. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The two hours havenow i;i] 


i elapsed, and the gentleman from Alabama is enti- | 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentacky. I understand 


‘that the chairman of the Ways and Means desires |! 


i to postpone his speech until MSiGay. 


Mr. STANLY. Do L understand that the 
li chairman of the Committee of Way: Means | 
is unwilling to go on with his speech ? | 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


| postpone my speech by a great many gentlemen, | 


: who say they are exhausted, and desire to adjourn 


li Mr. STANLY demanded tellers; which were 


$216,452 82 


li of New Yor 


; Maryland, asking the establishment of a mail route from 


| 
5 | 

| rise. | 
| 

{ 

| 


till Monday. 
Mr. STANLY. We are exhausted every day, | 
but we cannot help ourselves. | 
Mr. POLK moved that the committee do now 


i ordered 
| pointed. 
| _ And the question being put, it was decided in 
| the affirmative—ayes 81, noes 66. 

| The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- ! 
! er having resumed the chair, the chairman reported 


| the Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly Eiouse bill No. 207, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

: Mr. STANLY, Whatis the report from the | 
: committee? 
i come to no conclusion on House bill No. 207. | 
i Mr. STANLY. By the Democratie vote of l 


: the House, ought to be added to the report, only |: 


have | 
swollen the importations, and consequently the |) 


I have been appealed to to || 


,and Messrs. CHANDLER and Mason ap- j| 


‘that the Committee of the Whole on the state of |: 


The SPEAKER. That the committee have i 


| 


By Mr. GOODENOW : The remonstrance of Leander 
Daggett and others, against the renewal ofa patent to Aus- 
tinand Zebulon Parker for alleged improvements in re- 
action water- wheels, 

By Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The petition of John 
Boyd, praying to be granted the right of preémption to a 
tract of land in the “ Bastrop Grant,” Louisiana. 

Also, a resolution of the General Assembly of the State 
of Louisiana, relative to the establishment of a post road 
from the mouth of Red river to Burr’s Ferry on the Sabine 


: river. 


By Mr. FAULKNER: The memorial of Robert M. Wade 
and others, citizens of Clarke county, Virginia, remonstra- 


; ting against the extension of the Woodworth patent. 


Also, the petition of numerous citizens of Springfield, 
Massachusetts, praying for the abolition of the military and 
the restoration of the civil superintendency at the national 
armories. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Lewis Crosby, of 
Massachusetts, owner of the British schooner Caroline, 
asking that she may be admitted to registry under the laws 
of the United States. 3 

By Mr. CURTIS: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Clarion county, Pennsylvania, praying for an increased 


| duty on iron. 


‘four Whigs voting with the eighty-one ayes in |; 
D 2 gaty y li 


i favor of the rising of the committee. 
| Mr. POLK. Yes; by the Democratic vote. : 
| We will take the responsibility. i 
On motion by Mr. POLK, the House then ad- | 
journed till Monday. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. | 

Mr. PORTER gave notice of a bill to provide for the ! 
hoiding of an additional term of the circuit court of the ; 


i 


PETITIONS, &e. i 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented | 

under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : į 

By Mr. STEVENS, 

heirs of Josepb Young, deceased, praying compefpation 

for the destruction of property during the revolutionary 
war. 


By Mr. BE 


CETT: The remonstrance of 130 citizens 

e inst the renewal of Parker’s patent as to : 

reacting water-wheels. : 
‘By Mr. HAMILTON: The petition of Leonard Picking, | 

Witiain White, and other citizens of Frederick county, 


Frederick city, by way of Mechanicstown and Mount St. 


of New York: ‘Fhe petition ef the |: 


j 


| 
i 


By Mr. EDGERTON: The memorial of the county offi- 
cers and other citizens of Williams county, Ohio, praying for 


i the passage of a law authorizing the resurvey of the town- 


ships of St. Joseph, Centre, and Pulaski, in said county. 

Also, from citizens of Putnam and Van Wert counties, 
for a mail route from Findley, via Vaughnsville, Delphos, 
Van Wert, to Fort Wayne, Indiana. 

By Mr. PRICE: The memorial of Pike Duryce, Jobn 
M. Lawrence, Stephen Codit & Co., W. Johnson & Co., 
Harves & Bolles, and others, merchants, masters of ves- 
sels, and pilots interested in the navigation of the Passaic 
river, and the harbor of Newark, praying the establishment 
of additional beacons and lights, and of a new fog-bell at 
the Passaic light. house. 

By Mr. BISSELL: The memorial of the President of the 
‘Terre Haute-Raiiroad Company, praying for agrant of land 
in aid of the construction of said road. 

Also, the memorial of Ephraim 
war of 1812, for a pension. 

By Mr. SCHOOLCRAFT: The petition of E. Carning 
and other citizens of Albany, New York, asking for a fur- 
ther appropriation to the Collins line of steamers. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of J. W. Laird and 
Thomas R. Matthews, of Jackson county, Ohio, praying 
Congress to grant them additional compensation, as assist~ 
aut marshals for taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr. MILLSON: The petition of Nathaniel Riddick, 


a soldier in the 


' administrator of Richard Taylor, a captain in the war of the 


Revolution, praying for commutation pay. 

By Mr. WELCH: The petition of R. S. Vanhorn and 
Elijah (Mutton, of Meigs county, Ohio, asking additional 
pe a as assistant marshals in taking the Seventh 

ensus. 
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MAIL CONTRACTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, information in relation to contracts for the 
transportation of the mails by steam-ships between 
New York and California; which was ordered to 
be laid on the table and printed. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a petition of inhabitants of Washington 
county, Pennsylvania, praying that the transport~- 


‘ ation of the mails on Sunday may be prohibited 


by law; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of the 
heirs of Andrew Fink, an officer in the revolution- 
ary war, praying commutation pay; which wag 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Albany, New 
York, praying that the bill giving further remedies 
to patentees may become a law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 

Also, three petitions of citizens of New York, 
praying an extension of Woodworth’s patent for 
a planing machine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, a petition of citizens of the United States, 
praying that the public lands may be transferred 
to the States on condition of their being granted 
to actual settlers free of cost; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a communication from Lewis H. Sand- 
ford, requesting that copies of the Journals and 


; documents of Congress, and of the Laws, may be 
' furnished to the Library of the Faculty of Advo- 


cates, and the Library of the University of Edin- 
burgh; which was referred to the Committee on the 


: Library. 


Mr. GEYER presented a petition of citizens of 
St. Louis county, Missouri, remonstrating against 


fi 
$ 
i 
i 


Mr. MILLER presented a petition of the own- 


ers and masters of vessels, residing in the counties ; 


of Atlantic and Cape May, New Jersey, praying 


that buoys may be placed in the new inlet of Great | 
Egg Harbor, and in Hereford Inlet; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. FISH presented four petitions of citizens 


of New York, praying an extension of Wood- : 


worth’s patent for a planing machine; which were 
referred to theCommittee on Patents and the Pat- 
ent Office. 

Also, a petition of citizens of West Troy, New 
York, praying that the bill giving further remedies 


to patentees may become a law; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 


Also, the petition of James T. Eells, praying a‘! 


pension for the services of his father in the revo- 


lutionary war; which was referred to the Commit- || 


tee on Pensions, 


Also,a petition of merchants, ship-owners, and || 
others, of New York, praying that steam vessels ‘i 


employed in carrying the United States mails may 
be prohibited by law from carrying freight and 
passengers for hire; which was referred to the 
Commuttee on Commerce, 

Mr. MASON presented thememorial of Thomas 
Ap C. Jones, praying to be restored to the in- 
valid Navy pension roll, and to be allowed arrears 


of pension; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Pensions. 

Aiso, the memorial of Louisa E. Merrill, pray- 
ing a renewal of her pensions; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a memorial of inhab- 
itants of Brooksville, Maine, praying that a light- 
house may be erected at the entrance of Buck’s 


Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Commerce, 


Mr. CHASE presented a petition of merchants | 


and other citizens, of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying 
that further aid may be extended to Collins’s line 


of steam-ships; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Naval Affairs. ty a 
Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 


of Boston, Massachusetts, praying an extension | 
of Woodworth’s patent for a planing machine; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New Bedford, 
Massachusetts, in favor of an extension of Wood- 


worth’s patent for a planing machine; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the: 


Patent Office. 
Also, a petition of citizens of Leicester, Massa- 
chusetts, praying a reduction of the rates of ocean 
po 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. FELCH 


the Committee on Naval Afairs. 


Mr. BORLAND presented five memorials of |, 
citizens of Arkansas, praying a grant of land to 


the Arkansas Central Railroad Company, for the 


construction of a railroad from Memphis, by way `! 


of Little Rock, to the boundary of Texas; which 
were ordered to be laid on the table. 
Mr. COOPER presented eleven petitions of ¢ 


ait. 


zens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the ;: 


extension of Woodworth’s patent for a planing 


machine; which were referred to the Committee | 


on Patents and the Patent Office. 


Also, four petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, i 
praying a modification of the tariff; which were ` 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 
; Thi zonj + 
Alsu, the memorial of Theodore W hitney, pray- 
ing permission to change the location of a land 


warrant: which was referred to the Committee on | 


Private Land Claims. i 
Also, the petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 

remonsirating against the renewal of Austin and 

Zebulon Parker's pateut, for improvement m wa- 


ter-wheels: which was referred to the Committee | 


on Patents and the Patent Otice. : i 
Also, four memorials of citizens of Philadelphia 
county, Pennsylvania, praying an extension of 


1 j nel : shiol : 
Woodwarth’s patent fora planing machine; which 4 


were referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 


we, which was referred to the Committee on | 


presented the petition of mer- : 
chants and other citizens, of Detroit, Michigan, | 
praying that further aid may be extended to Col- ; 
lins’s line of steam-ships; which was referred to: 


Committee on Finance. 


was referred to the Committee on Private Claims. 
Also, a memorial of the citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pennsylvania, praying the construction of a ship- 


: was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


| sylvania, praying an appropriation for the erec- 
ion of beacon-lights at the entrance of Lake Su- 


i 
i : $ $ 
| perior, through the straits of St. Marie; which was 
i referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
$ 
t 


i praying the enactment of a law to enable them to 
obtain payment of their claims at the Treasury; 
' which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


| to prevent its infraction; which was referred to 
-| the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


i king the Seventh Census in the city and county of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying additional 
compensation; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

i; Also, a memorial of citizens of Germantown, 
, Pennsylvania, praying a modification of the boun- 


ty land law; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Public Lands. 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Perm- 
sylvania, in favor of the establishment of a navy- 
yard and dry-dock on the lake frontier; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of 
Worcester, Massachusetts, remonstrating against 


the furtfie 
a planing achine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent office. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of inhabit- 
ants of Armstrong, Pennsylvania, praying that 
the transportation of the mails on Sunday may be 
prohibited by law; which was ordered to be laid 
on the table. 


all claims to land in the Sac and Fox Half-Breed 
reservation; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


Anne Dudley, keeper of the light-house at St. 
Marks, Florida, praying remuneration for losses 
caused by a gale; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Mr. WELLER submitted a document showing 
the amounts disbursed by the city of Sacramento, 


that State, prior to her admission into the Union; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 
Mr. WALKER presented a petition of citizens 
of Pike county, Illinois, praying that a quarter 
section of land may be granted to all citizens of 


! was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. NORRIS presented a memorial of citizens 

of Washington, District of Columbia, praying an 

‘amendment of the charter of that city; which was 


lumbta. 


Jature of Tennessee, praying the establishment of 
a daily line of mail steamers between St. Louis 
‘and New Orleans, and the intermediate ports; 


: Office and Post Roads, 
Mr. WADE presented resolutions of the Cham- 


the division of the Stateinto two judicial districts; 
‘| which were ordered to be laid on the table. 
Mr. JAMES presented a petition of citizens of 


ivi 


i the tariff; which was referred to the Comm 
Finance. : 

Mr. DOWNS presented a memorial of insurers, 
ship-owners, and others, of New Orleans, pray- 
ing an inerease of the salary of the United States 


h 


of the duty on cigars; which was referred to the 


Aiso, the memorial of John A. McGregor, one 
of the heirs of William McGregor, praying pay- : 
ment of a balance due on account of the services © 
of his late father in the revolutionary war; which : 


canal areund the Falls of St. Mary’s river; which |: 


m en : Hi 
Also, a memorial of citizens of Pittsburg, Penn- ; 


Also, the memorial of Charles Boughter and , 
others, citizens of the late Republic of Texas, | 


Also, the memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania, | 
praying a declaration by Congress of the doctrine <i 
| of non-intervention, and the adoption of measures į 


Also, a memorial of assistant marshals for ta- ii 


extension of Woodworth’s patent for | 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented two memorials | 
of citizens of Lee county, Iowa, praying the ap- . 
pointment of a commission to examine and settle 


Mr. MALLORY presented the memorial of ii 


California, for the support of the indigent sick of :; 


the United States becoming actual settlers; which | 


referred to the Committee for the District ef Co- : 


Mr. BELL presented a memorial of the Legis- ‘i 


which was referred to the Committee on the Post : 


: ber of Commerce, of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of | 


Boston, Massachusetts, praying a modification of - 
ittee on : 


> = 
| district judge for Florida; which was referred to 


_ Algo, the petition of John Boyd, praying the 

right to purchase land settled and improved by 
him, within the Bastrop Grant; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Louisi- 
‘ana, in favor of constructing harhors of refuge, 
and placing buoys at proper points on- the great 
Northeastern mail route along the coasts of the 
State of Alabama, Mississippi, or Louisiana; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, R 

Mr. CASS presented a memorial of members of 
the bar, at Detroit, Michigan, praying an increase 
of the salary of the United States district judge 
: for Michigan, and the proceedings of the meeting 
at which it was adopted; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, three memorials of citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia, praying the declaration by Congress of the 
i; doctrine of non-intervention, and the adoption of 
measures to prevent its infraction, which were or- 
dered to be laid on the table. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Reading, Penn- 
sylvania, praying a modification of the bounty 
land law; which was ordered to be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Florida, praying the payment of the 
‘awards of the judge in their favor under the ninth 
article of the treaty with Spain; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BORLAND; from the Committee on Print- 
‘ing, to which was referred the motion to print two 
thousand additional copies of the map of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, communicated to the Sen- 
j ate the 18th March, reported in favor of printing 
the same; and the motion was agreed to. 
1 Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
i Land Claims, to which was referred a resolution 
‘of the Legislature of Louisiana, submitted a re- 
i! port, accompanied by a bill granting to the State 
i of Louisiana the mihtary reserve at Fort Jesup, 
‘| for a seminary of education; which was read and 
: passed to the second reading. The report was or- 
j; dered to be printed. 
| Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
“to which was referred the memorial of Chester 
| Griswold, submitted an adverse report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to which 
| was referred the petition of William Dusenbury, 
| praying an increase of pension, submitted an ad- 
1, verse report thereon. 
> Mr, CLEMENS, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to which was referred the peti- 
: tion of Lucretia Barton, reported a bill to authorize 
he Secretary of the Interior to issue duplicate land 
‘warrants in certain cases; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs, to which was referred sundry petitions 
and memorials, asking the aid of Congress in 
i establishing certain mail lines of steamers therein 
‘ indicated, asked to be discharged from the further 
‘consideration thereof, deeming it inexpedient for 
ii them to take any proceedings in regard to the 
H aforesaid memorials; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
‘i was referred the petition of Joseph Rodney Cros- 
: key, American Consul at Cowes and Southamp-~ 
iton, praying remuneration for the expenses in- 
curred in entertaining the officers of the United 
States ship St. Lawrence and in the reception of 
Kossuth, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
“was referred the memorial of Mary I". B. Levely, 
widow of Henry Levely, captain of the privateer 
Nonsuch, asked to be discharged from the further 
i. consideration there, and that it be referred to the 
© Committee on Pensions; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on Pen- 
_ sions, to which was referred the petition of Cath- 
arine Elwes, praying a pension, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof; 
which was agreed to. F 
He also, from the same committee, which was 
“instructed to inquire into the expediency of grant- 
ing a pension to the widow of the late Brevet 
: Brigadier General Belknap, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for ber relief; which was 
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, read and passed to the second reading. The re- 
part was ordered to be printed. i | 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, to which was referred the memorials of the 
inhabitants of Sedgwick, Maine, praying the es- 
iablishment of*a port of entry at that place, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideration 
thereof, the law already furnishing adequate rem- 
edy for what is asked in the memorials. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. | 

Mr. BROOKE gave notice of his intention to | 
ask leave to introduce a bill, making to the States 
of Louisiaña and Mississippi a grant of lands, to | 
aid in the construction of certain railroads therein. | 
BILL INTRODUCED. | 
i 
į 


Mr. WALKER, agreeably to previous notice, | 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill grant- | 
ing the right of way, and making a donation of ; 
land to the State of Wisconsin in aid of the con- | 
struction of a railroad from Manitoowoc to the! 
Mississippi river; which was read a first and sec- | 


ond time by its title, and referred to the Commit- ;' 


BILLS PASSED. 
The following engrossed bills were read a third j 


time and passed: | 
Bill for the relief of G. Thomas Howard; l 

{ 

| 


tee on Public Lands. | 


Bill for the relief of St. John’s church, in the 

city of Washington: | 
Bill for the relief of William C. Easton; and 
Bill for the relief of Bryan Callaghan. 


SURVEY OF THE CHINA SEAS, ETC. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Sewarp, the 8th instant, in re- 
lation to navigation in the Northern, China, and 
Japan seas. The resolution was agreed to. 


BATTLE OF CERRO GORDA. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution || 


submitted by Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, in relation | 
to a supplemental report of the battle of Cerro 
Gordo, made by General G, J. Pillow to General 
W. Scott, recently filed in the War Department 
by General Scott, and which has never been pub- 
lished. 

The resolution was agreed to. j 


LIGHT-HOUSE OFF NANTUCKET. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; : 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Department of War 
submit to the Senate as soon as practicable the report, esti- 
mate, and plan, in reference to the beacon or light-house 
structure for the New South Shoal, off Nantucket. 

GUTHRIE’S SAFETY-VALVE. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 


ADMISSION OF LADIES. 


“The PRESIDENT. The hour of one o’clock 
having arrived within a minute or two, the Chair 
will take up the special order. . 

Mr. BADGER. For the first time, I rise on 
this floor as the advocate of the fair sex, and I de- 
sire to throw myself upon the indulgence of the 
Senate, to ask their unanimous consent this morn- 
ing to the suspension of the rule which excludes 
ladies from this Chamber. The galleries are full; 
but we know there are hundreds of fair faces and 
lovely forms who will be excluded, who are ex- 
tremely desirous to be admitted to hear the re- 
marks of the honorable Senator from Louisiana, 


myself never to renew the motion again, unless 

another like occasion shall arise. [Laughter.] 
Mr. CLEMENS. I could have wished that 

some older member of the Senate should object, but 


|| if no other Senator does so I must object myself. 


Objection being made, the rule was not sus- 


| pended. T 
NON-INTERVENTION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of Mr. 
CLrarre’s resolution on the subject of non-inter- 
vention. 

Mr. SOULE addressed the Senate at length, and 
i advocated the amendment offered by Mr. Cass. 
Our report of his speech is withheld for revision, 
and wiil appear in the Appendix. 
| At the conclusion of his speech, the Senate ad- 
| journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 22, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. i 


Mr. KING, of New York. 


submitted by me on Monday last. 


pend the rules, for the purpose of introducing a 
ill, and during the pendency of that motion the 
House adjourned. It is therefore the first busi- 
ness in order, and is a privileged question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This is resolution 
day, I believe, and if the House will suspend the 
rule which authorizes motions of suspension on 


gentleman here will probably have an opportunity 
during the day of offering the bills and resolutions 
he has ready. If this motion to suspend the rules 
shall fail, and if L can get the floor, í will move to 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested | 
to make the necessary preparations theretor, and to test by 
sich experiment he may deem necessary, the value and 
practical usetuliuess of the satety-valve, the hydrostatic 
gauge, and the indicator, invented by Alfred Guthrie. 


ST. REGIS INDIANS.. 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Tnterior be requested 
to communicate to the Senate whether any aud what sum | 
is, or will become due to the St. Regis Indians, by virtue of 
a treaty made with the New York Indians by Ransom H. | 
Gillet, commissioner, and npon the expediency of an ap- 
propriation to pay the sum so due, if any. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 
Mr. WELLER submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Interior be directed 
to report as soon as practicable to the Senate— 

ist. Copies of all instructions given to the commissioner : 
appointed to run and mark the boundary line between the 
United States and Mexico, together with all correspondence : 
in relation to said boundary not yet subinitted to the Senate. 

2d. ‘The number and names of persons employed upon 
said work. . 

3d. The amount of money disbursed, and the manner in 
which expended by the preżent commissioner. 

4th. The probable amount of money necessary to furnish 
said work. 


Mr. WELLER. also submitted the following 
resolution for consideration: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- 


i 
i 
i 
i 


form the Senate whether any charges have been filed in ` 


his Department against the commiss 
and mark the boundary Hne between the United States and 
the Republic of Mexico, by an officer of the Army; and if 
80, to transmit to the Senate copies of all papers connected 
therewith. sodi 


ioner appointed to run 


suspend the one hundred aud thirty seventh rule, 
which authorizes motions to suspend the rules to 
be made on Monday; and. the call of the States 
can then be commenced where we last left off. 
Mr. KING, of New York. I suppose debate is 
: not in order upon my motion, but I desireto make 
a very brief explanation of the character of the 
bill which Tam endeavoring to report. It is one 
' which proposes to amend the law heretofore passed 


4 authorizing the district judges in the district courts 


judges, by extending its provisions to cases where 
the calendar is crowded, and the business of the 


passed the Senate unanimously, and the state of 
the business in the district courts of the city of 


| New York, imperiously requires its early passage 


i by this House. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, (interrupting.) With the 


tlemen to make reports from committees. 
Mr. KING. 1 hope the gentleman from Ten- 


and F shall not then object to his resolution. But 
thisis a bill which I have been waiting two months 
for an opportunity to present, 

The question was then taken, and, ona divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 69, noes 30; no quorum 
voting, 

Mr. VENABLE demanded tellers; which wer 
ordered, and Messrs. VENABLE and WHITE, 0 
Kentucky, appointed. 


My 


i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
H 
i 
i 


[Mr. SovLe.] I hope there will be no objection || 
this once, to admit them on the floor, and] pledge | 


‘The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. !: 


I i I believe there is a | 
motion pending to suspend the rules, wifich was | 


The SPEAKER. On Monday last, the gentle- |! 
i; man from New York (Mr. Krye] moved to sus- | 


this day, and call the States for resolutions, every | 


to call in a district judge from another district, in |: 
case of the sickness or disability of any of the ʻi 


court requires an additional judge. The bill has |} 


permission of the gentleman from New York, [ | 
| desire to offer a resolution which wiil greatly ex- | 
| pedite the business of the House, by enabling gen- | 


nessee will allow this matter io be disposed of first, ! 


ii of the 


| And the question being again put, the tellers 
i reported—ayes 81, noes 28; no quorum voting. 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, moved that there be 
a call of the House. 
Several MEMBERS. “Oh, no!’ ‘* Let us have 
| a recount,” — 
| Mr. BAYLY. Very well; I will withdraw my 
ii motion. 
i! There being no objection, the tellers resumed 
: their places; and, on a recount, there were—ayes 
: 90; noes not counted. 
| So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 


_ rules were suspended. 


DISABILITY OF JUDGES. 


Mr. KING, of New York, from the Commit- 
ʻi tee on the Judiciary, then reported back Senate 
|: bill « Amendatory of the act entitled ‘An act to 
' provide for holding the courts of the United States 
ii In case of the sickness or other disability of the 
|; judges of district courts,’ approved July 29, 1850. 
ii with an amendment. 

' ‘The amendment was read, as follows: 

| “ But no such district judge shall have appeals from dis- 


| 
i 
i 
ji 


| triet courts.” 


: The question being put upon the amendment, 
$ it was agreed to; and the bill was then read a third 
1: time and passed. 


| MESSRS. DUNHAM AND FITCH. 


i! Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, 
|| it is my duty to state to the House that the un- 
| pleasant misunderstanding occurring here on the 
: 17th instant, between our brother members, 
|| Messrs. Dunnam and Fircu, was referred and 
' submitted, at the instance of their respective friends, 
; to the Hon. Jonn C. Brecxineier, and myself; 
|! and further, that having declared what we believed 
i to be the plain duty of each to the other, it is in 
i; our power to state, that all difference has been 
l: justly and honorably settled. i 


SUSPENSION OF THE 137TH RULE. 


! Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I now move to 
suspend the 137th rule, which authorizes motions 
to be made upon Mondays to suspend the rules, 
in order that the States may-be called for resolu- 
ji tions under the 26th rule, commencing, under the 
Sang of the House, where the last call termi- 
nated, 

Mr. STANLY. If this motion prevails, will 
| it not give us an opportunity to introduce bills 
| also? 
| The SPEAKER. Certainly. The effect of 
ji the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee will 
| be to bring the House directly to the call of States 
| for resolutions, giving rise to no debate, and for 
| bills in the hands of individual members of which 
: previous notice has been given. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to inquire of the 
: Chair whether the homestead bill takes its place 
|; as the special order to-morrow or on Wednesday, 

as some gentlemen have suggested ? 

|! The SPEAKER. To-morrow so the Clerk 
| informs the Chair, 
Mr. HOUSTON. Then, if this day is con- 
ji sumed in receiving resolutions, the deficiency bill 
f will have no chance at all, unless the gentleman 
| from Tennessee will take some steps to postpone 
; the homestead bill for a day or two longer. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is no earthly 
i! chance of its being passed to-day, even if we go 
i! into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
i the Union. 
$ Mr. HOUSTON. That is very true; but the 
day may be consumed in investigating it. 
| Mr. FOWLER. I wish to know whether, if 
|, We were to agree to the motion of the gentleman 
» from Tennnessee, resolutions might not be intro- 
| duced and passed by a bare majority ? 
The SPEAKER. If a resolution was intro- 


Ete 


1 
1! 
i 
Ji 


Mr. FOWLER. By a majority ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. FOWLER. Then I object to the motion 
gentleman from Tennessee, and call for the 
yeas and nays upon it. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


f 
| Mr. STANLY. I would ask the Chair whether 
| the House can, by a two thirds vote, postpone 
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the homestead bill until some day beyond to- 
morrow. 

The SPEAKER. It can. 

Mr. STANLY. Then I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Jonxs] to give way and 
let that motion be made. It will give us two or 
three days more upon the deficiency bill. 

Mr. JONES. I yield for that purpose, but it 
will require a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. STANLY. Then I move that the special 
order fixed for to-morrow—being the homestead 
bill—he postponed. 

The SPEAKER. Until when? i 

Mr. STANLY. Until any time the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. Jounson] wishes. Say “till 
Thursday next.” 

Mr. HAMILTON. No; say, “ until the defi- 
ciency bill shall be disposed of.” 

Mr. STANLY. Very well, then, say until the 
deficiency bill is disposed of. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I think we had better have 
this matter definitely arranged. And asa great 
deal is said about the pressure for the passage of 
the deficiency bill, and about the drafts of the 
Government being protested, and all that, 1 am 
willing that the homestead bill shall be postponed 
until to-morrow week. It seems to me that after 
the length of time which has already been devoted | 
to the deficiency bill, a week more will be suffi- 
cient to dispose of it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the post- 
ponement of the special order fixed for to-morrow, 
until to-morrow week ? 

Mr. SMART. I object. 

Mr. STANLY. Then I move to suspend the : 
rules to enable me to submit my motion. 

The question being put, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the motion of Mr. Sraxry was then 
put and agreed to. 

So the homestead bill was postponed until to- 
morrow week. 


T 


The SPEAKER. It will be to bring the House |; 


to a call of the States—beginning with South Car- | 
olina—tor resolutions, and for bills of which pre- 
vious notice has been given, but neither of which ; 
to give rise to debate. | 

Mr. TOOMBS. I call for the yeas and nays | 


upon that motion, f 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and being | 


; Alabama to allow me to offer a resolution which, 
if adopted, will do much to expedite the business 
lof the House. Task that it may be read for in- 
formation, and then gentlemen can object to it 
if they see fit. 

It was read, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe standing and other conimittees of the 


House be hereby authorized to hand in their reports, to the 
Clerk of the House, to be by him entered on the Journal, 


1 aud placed on wie docket, or list of bills, in the order in 


which they may be presented to him, under the direction of 
the Speaker, to be acted upon by the House, reserving 


: will give committees an opportunity to report. 


taken, the result was—yeas 99, nays 73—as fol- |, 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, John Appleton, : 
Averett, Thos. H. Bayly, Beale, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bocock, 
Bragg, A. G. Brown, Busby, Caskie, Churchwell, Clark 
Cliuginan. Cobb, Cullom, Curtis, Jobo G. Davis, Dawson 
Diminick, ae Dunham, Edmundson, Faulk- 


t 
lows: | 


ner, Ficklin, Mitch greeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gam 
ble, Gaylord, Hall, nilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris 
Sainpson W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, Holladay, 
fouston, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, John Johnson, Robert 
W. Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Mace, Edward C. Marshall, MeCorkle, MeDon- 
ald, MefLanahan, MeMuallin, McNair, McQueen, Meade, 
Miltson, John Moore. Morehead, Morrison, Nab Olds, | 
Andrew Park Phelps, Powell, Price, Richardson 
Robbins, Robinson, Origen & eymour, Skelton, 
Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. $ : 
ton, Abraham P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stu- | 
art, George W. Thompson. Venable, Wallace, Walch, | 
Ward, Watkins, Wileox, Wildrick, Williams, and Wood- | 
ward—99. we 

NAY S—Mesers. Allison, William Appleton, Babcock, 
Barrere, Bartlett. Bennett, Bowie, Brenton, Brooks, George 
Tf. Brown, Buell, Burrows, B. Carrington Cabell, Joseph 
Cable, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Cleve 
land, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Floyd 
Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gentry, Goodenow, Grey, Grow, 
Harper. Haws, Haven, Hibbard, Horsford, Thomas Y. 
How, Ives, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, i 
Preston King, Kuhns, Mann, Marin, Meacham, Miner, | 
Molony, He 


W. Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, i 

Sackett, Sebermerhorn, Schooleraft, S@ehooumaker, Seud- `: 
5, ay z x 2 = Vey qo} 

der, David L. Seymour, Smart, Suow, Stanly, Taylor, > 


Thurston, Townshend, Tuck, Weleh, Wels, Addison 
White, Alexander White, and Vates—73. 

So the rules were not suspended. — : 

The SPEAKER, The first business in order : 


is the eal! for resolutions from the State of Hlinois. i 


Mr. HOUSTON. I movethat the rules be sus- | 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Jask the gentleman from 


vP. Moore, Murray, Newton, Orr, S amuel i 
Porter, Ross, 


to the committees, in spécial cases, authority to make re- 
ports to the House. And the clerk shall have all such re- 
ports and accompanying papers printed, under direction 
or the committee Which reports tiem, for the use of the 
House. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. With the permission of 
the House, | will offer a remark or two upon the 
resolution, 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is not in order for the 
gentleman to debate it; if he does it will have to 
go over. 


° Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, I will not debate it. 


|| I desire to get it before the House. During this, 


now nearly four months, session, seven weeks have 
transpired, in which there has been no general 
call of the standing committees for reports. Now, 
I desire to provide that committees may report at 
any time, by filing them with the Clerk, and under 
the direction of the Speaker, to be referred toa 
Committee of the Whole House, or the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. This 
I 
hope I shall have the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce the resolution. 

Mr. STANLY. 1 object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 now insist upon my mo- 
; tion to go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
i State of the Union. 
| The question was put, and the motion was 
| agreed to—ayes 92, noes 36. 


i DEFICIENCY BILL, 


is House bill No. 207, being a bill to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the fiscal year, ending the 30th of June, 1852, upon 
which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovs- 
: TON] is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, it will be 
impossible for me, within the hour allowed me, 
to take up every item that is in the bill now under 
consideration, and give it even a very brief expla- 
nation. 1 willnot, therefore, occupy the time of the 
committee in enumerating all the separate items 
in the bill. But shall rely upon being able to do 


> a l 
i so, with the assistance of the other members of |} 


the Committee of Ways and Means, when we go 
into the five minutes? debate upon the bill, if they 
shall be assailed. 

The main items in this bill, which seem likely to 


' obstruct its speedy passage, are the items to which 


I now desire to call the attention of the commit- 
d i have no doubt they will consume ail the 
shall have. 
t will be well for me, however, first to call the 
tention of the committee to an item of $279,517 
which appears in the bill, and which, without an 
explanation, might seem to have been regarded by 
: the Committee of Ways and Means as a deficien- 
cy, when, in truth, it is nota deficiency. ‘That 
item amounts to $279,517, and has been reported 
-in this bill by the Committee of Ways and Means 
for the purpose of having Congress pass a law au- 
‘thorizing the subsitence department to use that 
‘amount in advance of the passage of the regular 
army appropriation bill. The committee regarded 
this course as proper, and intended to enable the 
department to use that amount in the months of 


the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1853, that the 
‘department might be enabled to have them in a 
! stale of forwardness to meet the demands at the 
‘beginning of that fiscal year. Again, that is the 


| hest season of the year for making purchases. 


This was recommended by the department, and the 
committee concurred in the recommendation. It 
is no increase of the appropriation, but a mere 
authority to use that sum in advance of the regu- 
lar army appropriation. The committee deducted 
that sum from the estimates for the subsistence 


department, in the regular army appropriation 


March and April, in the purchase of supplies for | 


bill. So it will be seen that this, in truth, is not 
a deficiency. 

In the discussion upon this bill, I desire to state 
all the facts that bear upon the appropriations 
asked for the quartermaster’s department (which 
are the main items in controversy) as fairly and 
distinctly to the House as I can. 

In the beginning of this investigation it becomes 
proper for me to ask, how and why does this ‘de- 
ficiency exist in that department of the Govern- 
ment? Now,I may be answered in one of two 
ways. In the first place, gentlemen may tell me 
that the deficiency exists because a sufficient 
amount of meney was not given to that branch of 
the service. Admit, if you please, that the an- 
swer isa true one, the question then arises, ‘who 
is responsible to the country for the failure to ap- 
propriate the money necessary for the service of the 
country?’? In answer to that argument, we have 
but to refer to the Journals of the last Congress, 
and there you will find that the proposition to reduce 
the estimates of the Administration now in power, 
came from one of its leading and distinguished 
friends upon this floor. The political party with 
which I am connected did not propose that reduc- 
tion, but it was proposed by prominent members 
of that party who arè the particular friends of the 
Administration; thereby saying to the Democrats 
of the House and the country, “* we can get along 
with less money than these estimates call for—we 
don’t want that large amount—we can administer 
the Government with the one half of that sum.’’ 
Under these circumstances, the Democrats are not 
responsible for the present deficiencies. The re- 
sponsibility is on the other side of the House. 
When the friends of the Administration get up 
and say, ** we want these estimates reduced,” is it 
the duty of the Democrats to say they shall not 
be reduced, and thereby force upon the party in 
power more money than they want? br is it 
their duty to vote the reduction? If I had been 
here I should most certainly have voted in accord- 
ance with the request of the friends of this Ad- 
ministration in reducing the amount below the es- 
timates. If I had done otherwise, they might have 
said 1 was trying to force them into large expend- 
itures. It then becomes apparent that whatever 
responsibility rests upon Congress for this defi- 
ciency, rests not upon the Democrats, but upon the 
friends of the Administration, and they should be 
the last to complain that the supplies were insuffi- 
cient. 

But I pass from that, and inquire, in the next 
place, are there any abuses existing in the expend- 
iture of the public money in the service of the 
quartermaster’s bureau? Tn answering that ques- 
i tion, I shall be compelled to say, that whatever 
member who has looked into the subject knows, as 
well as I do, that there have been and are now 
enormous abuses existing in that department. 

The first abuse to which I desire to call the at- 
tention of this committee, is that growing out of 
the improper location of the various posts around 
our frontier; but, I am glad to say, that in many 
of these things the present Secretary of War 
i shows a disposition and determination to amend, 
| and to prevent these abuses in future. Some of 
| the posts are located in towns and villages, and 
| other improper places—inconvenient to water, fuel, 
| grazing, and forage of all kinds—and, as a legiti- 
i mate consequence of such improper location, they 
have to haul wood, water, hay, grain, and all 
supplies, a great distance, and at enormous prices. 

One of the posts in New Mexico is established 
in Santa Fé, and is a most extravagant place—a 

lace where all the supplies for the army, where 
all the forage, and everything that keeps up the 
army—men and horses—costs considerably more 
than it would have cost had the post been located 
nearer to the frontier, and in a place more conve- 
nient for supplies of every description. i 

I mention only this one post; I might mention 
many others, to which these remarks would ap- 
ply with equal force. Colonel Swords, who be- 
longs to the quartermaster’s department, reports 
that some half dozen of these expensive and un- 
suitable posts have been abandoned, and new sites 
have been selected more convenient to the frontier, 
: as well as to such supplies as the army needs and 
must have. 

Another item of abuse, to which I call the atten- 
tion of the committee, is in the manner of making 
contracts for the supplies for the army. Con- 
tracts are made by the subsistence department, in 


fi 
| 
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H 


816 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


E. 


March 22. 


pursuance of a law to that effect, and under the | 
direction of the Secretary of War. Those sup- : 
plies are very often, if not always, contracted to | 
be delivered at points very remote from the place | 
where they are to be used. Supplies intended for 
the post at San Antonio, on the border of the 
Texan frontier, are delivered and received at Bal- 4 
timore, Philadelphia, and New York, thereby in- ; 
creasing the distance, and of course the cost of 
transportation, to a very large extent. The cost 
of transportation is one of the heavy items that 
draws upon, and to a large extent absorbs, the ; 
money appropriated to the quartermaster’s bu- H 
reau. N 
‘Bat there is another thing. We find not only | 
that the contracts to deliver these supplies at dis- , 
tant points, not only increase the cost of trans- || 
porting them to the points of consumption, but ‘i 
that another abuse arises out of it: and that is in | 
the manner of packing up the provisions and sup- 
plies preparatory to their being received by the 
quartermaster’s department. 
visions are packed up in cases or barrels weighing | 
one third as much as the provisions or supplies 
themselves. This is an astonishing fact, yet it is |, 
nevertheless true. To sustain this statement, I 
will read an extract from the report of Colonel : 
Swords to the quartermaster general: i 
e As a means of reducing the expenses, I would suggest 
the proper packing of the subsistence stores, Large quan- : 
tities of bacon and hard bread have been sent out packed ; 
in heavy barrels, the weight of the barrel being as forty five 
to one hundred and eighty-five of the bacon, and as thirty- i| 
five to ninety-five of the hard bread. Or the latter article, | 
very little ifany should be sent out, flour being much more || 
convenient to pack, and generally prepared by the men. 
Hard bread might be made in the country when necessary. | 
Y world also siggest that the flour and bacon sent from the 
Missouri frontier be purchased at Fort Leavenworth instead | 
of at St. Louis, the neighborhood of Fort Leavenworth + 
furnishing supplies of as good quality, and at as cheap 
rates as they can be purchased at St. Louis. This course 
would save the expense of its transportation up the Mis- 
souri, aud avoid the risk of its being lostor damaged on the 
way.” =! 
Now, sir, we have not only to pay transporta- 
tion upon everything weactually use, for that great 
distance, but we absolutely pay, in the case of , 
hard bread, transportation upon ninety-five pounds 
of bread and upon thirty-five pounds of wood, 
which contains it. Now, it seems to me that there ; 
is no economy in this, but great abuse; for more 
than one third of the cost of transportation is paid 
for transporting that which is of no earthly use 
when it reaches its destination. ij 
Tam inquired of, who is responsible for those 
abuses? [ intend to show, before I take my seat, 
where that responsibility rests. The quartermas- 
ter hus no discretion upon that subject. He is 
bound to receive the supplies where they are | 
deliverable and delivered, under the contract, | 
and it is before us in the report of the quarter- 
master general, that, in transporting these pro- 
visions to the place where they are needed, from | 
fifteen to twenty per cent. of them are spoiled, or 
so damaged that they are condemned as unfit for 
use, and have to be sold at a great loss or thrown 
away entirely. T will read a statement from Bre- | 
vet Captain A. W. Bowman, to show theamount || 
of subsistence stores condemned at Paso de! Norte, | 
Texas, from the Ist day of October, 1849, to July :| 
31st, 1851: i 


In many cases pro- ‘i 


3 barrels and 68 pounds of pork. 
58,561 pounds of bacon. $ 
7,088% pounds of hams, ʻi 


3 barrels and 172 pounds of flour. 
394 pounds of hard bread. 
3 bushels and 7 quarters of beans. 
517 f rice. 
96 of coffee. 
lea sugar, 
12 pouuds of candles. 
4 quarts of salt. 
114 gallons of pickles. 
Of the bacon received from Captain Coburn: 
p 5 


iizario, 
Ana, 5,45 


issued to Capt. Johns, condemned. 
ed to Lient. Trevitt, condemned. 
Copper inine, 4, . issued to Lieut. Green, condemned. 

I could read other reports and statements equal- 
ly strong and pointed, but I have not the time,and | 
l merely refer to this as a sample of the manner | 
in which this department of the public service is 
being carried on, 

Then, Mr. Chairman, there is another great 
abuse that has crept into the service. It is to be 


found in the ugh price paid for forage of every 
description. We have, in some instances, paid 


fifty dollars a ton for hay. In a country abound- | 
ing in grass, we have paid thirty, forty, and as | 
high as fifty dollars a ton for hay, as food for .j 


| miles: Is not thatan extraordinary state of things? HE ; 1 
| ion I differ materially from the gentleman from 


| modation quarters were hired at the rate of $275 per month. | 
| (See page No. 4.) 


ushel, and th ric: fe ar fi ilar fifty cents | ERT 
| bushel, and the price of fodder from one dollar fifty cents to | sponsibility of the quartermaster general. What 


' does he do upon which the responsibility can be 
‘fixed upon him? He has to furnish the transports” 
Í for all the supplies that are intended and purchased 


i two dolla 
purchased at these high rates.?? 


‘ing officer has the whole country in which to se- 


i swer that question distinctly, for I have not the 


i hundred dollars a year? 


: keep of one mule in Mexico is $320 a year, but l 
|in that, the gentleman from Missouri will find by |; 


: : Y, | back. 
| things besides the mere feed of the mule. With the || 


: of the Committeeof Ways and Means, if heknows 


“these points as Í progress with my remark 


selected, and which has since been abandoned. 
; was remarking upon the great expense of carrying | 
i com and hauling fuel and all such articles—articles | 


horses, and that, too, made out of the grass grow- 
ing in the woods, which our troops would have as | 
1 


mach right to cut and save as apy one else. All |! 
must admit that there is great wrong in this. But |; 
this abuse is not confined to hay alone. You may |: 


take grain of every description, and the prices paid 
for it are enormous. Take, also, the article of |; 
fuel, E mean wood, cut, from the woods in which |: 
the posts ought to be located, if they are not; and 
what do we find? Some of the posts are so loca- |; 
ted that the wood has to be hauled thirty or forty 


Let me read an extract from the report of Colonel 
Swords: 

“J proceeded to Albuquerque, the station of one company | 
of dragoons and ove company of infantry, for whose accom- | i 


The expenses at this post were large, |: 
owing to its position. Fuel had to be hauled from twenty- 
five to thirty miies, and some of the corn from thirty to thir- 
ty-five miles. The price of the corn ranging, at the crib, 
from one dollar sixty cents to two doilars eighty cents per || 


per one hundged pounds. In addition to the dra- 
goon horses and mules, there were one hundred and ten 
mules and seven horses requiring tobe fed on the forage 


Now, it seems to me that when the command- |! 


lect a site for a post, it would, at least, seem prop- 
er that he should locate it near to places where 
he could get his supplies, of every description, with 
more convenience, and at a more reasonable rate 
of cost. 

Mr. HALL, (interrupting.) I wish to make 


Ways and Means. He has-read a statement of 
the amount paid in New Mexico for hauling corn | 
under this Administration. I will ask the gentle- 
man how much it cost the Government per man to | 
furnish the volunteers with forage during the war 
with Mexico, when those volunteers were stationed 
in New Mexico? Did it cost the Government a 
single cent? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am not prepared to an- 
data before me. Pe 

Mr. HALL. I will ask the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, how much it 
now costs the Government of the United States to 
supply cach horse in the dragoon service in New 
Mexico? I ask if it does not cost three or four || 


Mr. HOUSTON. The reported cost of the 


reference to the table, was included many other 


permission of the gentleman I will refer to the table j! 
estimated. | 


Estimate of cost of the keep of one mule for one year on | 
grain exclusive of other forage. 


| 
peda 62 00 | 
| 
10 50 |i 
13 50 |: 
y, € i 

g bility—ten per cent. 2 

on cost, BEV... eee ee ce eee ee cece ee ereens seeene 


Ne 
The ahove was an approximate estimate of the cost 
of keep ofa mule, mentioned in my communica- 
tion to the quartermaster general, but corn can- 
not be bought at $2 on the average: it should be 
82 5SU—add tO ADOVE.. se ee eee eee entree etereee o 


L. C. EASTON, 
Captain, Assistant Quartermaster. 


Mr. HALL. lonly wish to ask the chairman 


ofany good reason why it shouid cost the Gov- ; 


ernment nothing for forage in the war with Mex- | 


‘ico, while it now costs $320 to support a horse in |) 
H 


New Mexico in time of peace? 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


ke y bea tile 
Mr. Chairman, I will notice | 


When the honorable gentleman interrupted me, I | 
was remarking upon the cost at one of the posts : 


I 


which cost the Government large amounts. Some i; 
of the posts are located so far from water, that || 
they have to keep a four-horse team, and at one, | 


F 
1 
i 


: that subject. 


' responsible. 


‘and not the quartermaster general, 


; he can. 
"repeat the question, for what is he responsible? 


| certainly does not. 


iy 


I believe, a six-horse team, constantly employed 
in hauling water for thé supply of the troops. 


i! Now, sir, it seems to me that this is a great abuse, 


and an extravagant waste of the public money. I 
must, however, proceed a little more rapidly, or I 


| shall not be able to conclude my remarks in the 


time allowed me. My friend from South Carolina 
{Mr. Orr] asks me who is responsible for these 


‘abuses, who is responsible for this waste of the 


public money? My mind, sir, is made up upon 
I have an opinion as to this respon- 
sibility, and upon whom it rests, and in that opin- 


New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] who addressed the 


i committee on Saturday last, and I differ materially 


from many gentlemen who expressed an opinion 
at the last Congress, the debates of which I have 
recently read. It was stated by some gentlemen at 
the last sitting of Congress, that General Jesup was 
I have come to a very different con- 


clusion. Let us see what is the authority and re- 


| for the army, and also for the army itself. Canhe 


direct that the supplies which are to be delivered at 
New York by thecontractor, under the the terms 
of this contract, shall be sent to San Antonio or 
Indianolo? Most certainly not; nor can he direct 
the subsistence department to make contracts for 
articles deliverable at those points. ‘The quarter- 


ir. L4 l i : master general has no control over the contracts 
an inquiry of the chairman of the Committee of | 


made, or to be made, for the subsistence of the 
army. No, sir; these contracts are made by an- 
other and different officer of the Government. 


| They are made by the subsistence department, 


under the direction, if necessary, of the Secretary 
of War, and he is responsible for the contracts, 
The quarter- 
master general is bound to receive the barreis with 
the proportions, two pounds of hard bread and 
one pound of wood wherever the terms of the con- 


‘ tract require the delivery to be made, and is bound 


to transfer them, wood and all, at the best price 
For that, then, he is not responsible. I 


He 
I understood the gentleman 
from NewYork as attempting to show, under the 
regulations of the army, that the quartermaster 
general did locate those posts. j 

Mr. BROOKS. No; thatis not so. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Very well; I will take that 
He is agreed with me upon that subject, 
that the responsibility of the location of these posts 
is with the Secretary of War, who is one of the 
Executive officers of the President of the United 
States. Itis suggested to me that it is the com- 
manding officer who is responsible; but I beg leave 


Does he control the location of the posts? 


i to read the regulation, No. 970, whigh settles that 


point. 
A Mrnprr. Read it. 
Mr. HOUSTON. The regulation is as follows: 


ine r 

979. “ No barracks, quarters, or hospitals, shall be ereet- 
ed at the public expense, but by order of the Seeretary of 
War, and according to plans whieh he shall have approved ; 
and uo Officer, whatsoever may be his rank, shall make the 
ightest alteration in any plan of barracks, quarters, or hos- 
tal, so approved, without the order of the Secretary of 
Var, communicated through the quartermaster general. 
These restrictions do not extend to tempor huts, where 
troops may be compelled, by the unhealthiness of their po- 


sitious, to leave their quarters during the summer season, or 


| where, from the circumstances of the service, they may be 


required to occupy positions on the Indian frontier, in ad- 
vance of the established posts.” 

Well, sir, it will be observed that this regulation 
fixes the entire responsibility upon the Secretary 
of War. Regulations 971 and $71, by a recent 
regulation of the Secretary of War, are attempted 
to be rigidly enforced. I would like to read the 
regulation just referred to, but I have, unfortu- 
nately, mislaid it. It evidences a determination on 
the part of the present Secretary of War to stop 
this great source*’of impropriety and abuse, and 1f 
I had not mislaid it, T would feel it due, as an act 
of justice to him, to read it, So there is clearly no 
responsibility on the quartermaster general here. 
Bot let us press this matter a little further. One 
of the abuses to which 1 called the attention of the 
committee particularly, and to which I will refer 
briefly, is that of renting quarters and barracks at 
the various posts at such enormous sums. Why, 
sir, rents are paid at some of the posts which it 
seems to me must astonish every person who hears 
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the facts, I beg leave to read a table ortwo, show- 


ing some of these extraordinarily high rents: 


y 


oned officers; musicians, artificers. 


servants, and authorized washerwomen: ” f 
“968. When officers and troops are assigmned-to duty at 


y private soldiers 
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I desire to have the attention of the committee a 
moment to another point. . Itis said hereby meim- 
bers, and “believed -very, sincerely, that General 
Jesup ought to change the forage that is furnished 
to the animals we have therein the service. If the - 
commanding officer makes a requisition upon:the 

quartermaster’s department for forage, specifying 


: What. that forage. shall be—either grain, fodder, 


or what not—the quartermaster’s department is 
bound by that requisition, and has no discretion 
to change it, - If he calls for grain, the quartermas- 
ter has no right to supply the demand with: long 


i fodder. The regulations allow to a mule eight 
; quarts of corn for each day, and if ihe command- 


ing oficer requires: it, the quartermaster general 
has no right to say; that but four or six quarts shall 
be given; and the idea that, the quartermaster is 


responsible for these things is a delusion. It ia 
erroneous in all of itsleneth and breadth. But 


my friend from New York, [Mr. Brooks,] on Sat- 
urday Jast, argued:to show (and I was astonished + 
at it) that Congress was responsible for. these 
expenditures. Now, has it come to this ?—has it 
come to this, I ask, that an Administration, with. - 
the power of making an estimate—with the power 
and duty of making honest and economical ex- 
penditures—shall attempt to shirk and evade the 
responsibility incident to such action? I flatter 
myself that the gentleman from New, York [Mr. 
Brooks} has spoken without authority. `I flatter 
myself that there is power—the Executive branches 


ii of the Government are not so cowardly—I will 


not employ that language—are not so lost to all 
sense of magnanimity, as to induce them to en- 
deavor to escape the responsibility of their own 
expenditures. That is a most unheard of propo- 
sition—that Congress is.responsible. Who makes 
the estimates? The Executive Department makes ` 
them. The President of the United States is re- 
sponsible for those estimates, and Congress has 
nothing to do with them until they are received here. 
Weallagree about that. They are madealoneupon 
the responsibility of the Executive. But the gen- 
tleman says that Congress, by voting for these esti- 
mates, became their indorser, and thereby becomes» 
responsible. Now, let us test that, Let us.see 
whether it is a sound, a correct principle. The 
estimates are sent to us,and,as I contend, consti- 
tute what a lawyer would call a prima facie case 
for appropriation. I desire distinctly to be under- 
stood upon this point. The estimates make a 
prima facie case for an appropriation. They come 
to us and are referred to our committee. It ig. the 
duty of that committee to investigate and examine 
carefully into these estimates; to scrutinize, to cor- 
rect, and to do everything to detect error and im- 
propriety, and to expose and lop off, if thought 
necessary. The committees then report to Con- 
gress, and it becomes alike the duty of all the 
members to investigate and probe the estimates to 
the full extent that their facilities will enable them 


; to do; and if, after all this, we cannot give a good 


reason for reducing or refusing them, we should, 
in my opinion, make the appropriation estimated 
for. [state that as a principle that will ordinarily 
govern my action in such cases, But, then, what 


‘| sortof responsibility does the gentleman from New 


York attempt to give Congress? Weare called 


i: upon daily to repose confidence in the Executive 
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{have not time to specify others, but they are 
to be found jn the documents accompanying the 
quartermaster’s report. Now, I ask, has the 
quartermaster any control over these rentings? 
by reference to regulations 965 and 968, the com- 
mittee will see that he has no power to refuse these 
things, when they are demanded by the the officer 
in command. I will read the regulations: 


« 965. When an officer arrives ata post, if he be entitled 
to quarters aud fuel, he shall make a written requisition for 


then: on tne etficer of the quartermaster’s department sta- i 


tioned there, accompani 
him on duty. i 
tion must embrace his whole command, and designate the 
number of officers of each class or grade, as well as non- 


oz 


sd by a copy of the order placing - 
ff he be accompanied by troops, bis requisi- | 


this: Whether it does not appear from the docu- 
| ments reported by the Secretary of War, in New 
; Mexico especially, that the officer in command 


! there has not issued an order requiring the soldiers ;: 


to cut their own hay, whenever the price at which 
it can be purchased exceeds $10 per ton? 
Mr. HOUSTON. I intended to come to that, 


i| curred in 1851. We have not received the state- 


H 


| 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
t 
| 
i 
| to correct many of them. 
R 


i Kentucky was not then in his seat. 


and state that I had learned. of the existence of ;; 
such an order. These abuses appear to have oc- | 
g 


ments in detail since that time; and, as Í stated in: 
the outset of my remarks, efforts are being made | 
t : I stated that most dis- , 
i tinctly, but I believe the honorable member from | 


Department of the Government. Weare told by 
him and his friends that we must rely upon them 
to some extent; that we should not. cut down their 
estimates without a reason; and then, if we agree to 


' take them upon trust,” and give them the appro- 


priation, the same gentlemen turn immediately 
round and say, Congress, and not the Executive, 
is responsible for the expenditure, when it does 
neither expend nor direct the expending of a dol- 
lar. This is strange reasoning. 

Mr. Chairman, there never has been, and never 
will be, a Congress of the United States that can 
make the necessary and proper reforms in the 
Government, either in the appropriations or any- 
thing else, without the codperation of the Execu- 
tive Deparment. We may reduce. this and that 
item, but with rare exceptions, we will not be likely 


| to ast understandingly when the departments’ fail 
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tò sympathize with us in the movement; to be 
successful and do good to the country, we-must 
have a responsive feeling from the other end of the, 
avenue, We may cut off estimates. We have 
-the power to do 11, but-we never may know whether 
we cut precisely right, deep enough, not too deep, 
and whether we are not striking at an estimate we 
ahould not touch, unless we havea responsive and. 
hearty coöperation from the Executive branch of | 
the Govenment, The estimates are made and laid 
upon our desks, bat. what do we know about 
them? © What can we know about them? ‘With 
their estimates they give us their reasons, and we 
sean them, we investigate them;and-do everything 
with the view of making them correct. If wefind 
that we cannot show.that they are improper, we 
make-the appropriation, and we should make it. 
If we do not make the appropriation, we are told ; 
that we are disposed to trammel the Administra- 
“ution. vif we do make them, we are told that Con- 
“gress is, and the Administration is not, responsible 
forthem. Then, I repeat, what I have before said, 
‘that the estimates of the department form a prima 
facie case. . 
But, Mr. Chairman, what are the estimates? 
They. are mere approximates of the amount that 
will be necessary to expend under the various heads 
of appropriation. They are not fixed and cer- 
tain, and it is not unreasonable that .deficiency 
bills might be supposed necessary. I do not in- 
tend to disagree in the main with the gentleman 
from New York, on that point. You call. upon 
the ‘quartermaster general to make estimates, and 
how does he meet that call? Hegets information 
from all of his officers on the long extended line of 
frontier, as his judgment may direct, You must 
remember that he is estimating not for his own 
conduct—he is estimating what will be the ex- 
penditures of other men. -He cannot tell how. many 
troops are to be at San Antonio, how many are to 
be at New. Mexico; ‘nor can he know how long | 
they are to remain at either place, because the Com- | 
mander-in-Chief has the power to take them from | 
oint to point as he pleases. Now were he to 
uow that one hundred men will be stationed 
in one place for the whole of the year, he might, 
probably, estimate with a proper degree of accu- 
racy; but when that one hundred men are placed at 
another point, fifty brought to another point and fif- 
ty from there and put here—scatter and move them 
alice, as is done by your commanders, it is entire- 
ly beyond the control of the quartermaster general 
‘to make accurate estimates. . What is an appro- 
riation? Let us ask that question; each one for 
himself answer it, and see the responsibility that 
grows out of it. Estimates form a distinct thing 
of themselves, and create their own responsibili- 
ties. An appropriation by the Congress of the 
United States is the giving to the Executive a per- 
mission to expend a given sum of money fora 
given purpose. We do not tell him that he shall 
expend the money thus appropriated. We do | 
not tell him that he shall give $100,000 for this 
and $50,000 for that object. We give him per- 
mission to expend those sums upon those objects, 
if, in his judgment, the money ought to be so ex- 
pended. An appropriation serves to check or 
restrain within limits the expenditures, never to 
increase them; and I take it that all parties will 
agree with me that the Executive is alone respon- 
sible for his expenditures, and not Congress— 
Congress neither expends the money nor does it 
require the President to do it—Congress passes a 
law by which it allows him to do it, if the public 
good requires it. An honest Executive—and I 
would like to believe all are honest—a faithful 
Executive—one who is disposed to do his whole | 
duly to his country, it seems to me, would not hike 
to extravagantly expend the money that he has 
the permission to expend, but that he would look || 
to the wants of the country, and whenever the |; 
country wanted less than the appropriation hei 
would feel it his duty to make the expenditure i 
i 
jt 


proportionately less—I mean that he will not go | 
up to the appropriation merely because he has | 

ower to do it. Can it be possible that the Pres- |; 
ident of the United States, who has the right to i 
expend $50,000 or $100,000, will say, ‘It is true |} 
T have expended that money, and it is true that it f 
was not necessary, but you are responsible, having ʻi 
given me the power to expend it. I knew it was || 
wrong, but did it because I could?” If he knew || 
that it was wrong, it was a violation of duty and li 
good faith in him in making the expenditure. l 


| tration of Mr. Polls, before I pass from it. 


Here I wish. to say half a dozen words upon 
the blunders the gentleman from New York [Mr. 


Brooks] has endeavored to establish upon Presi- 


dent Polk’s administration as to estimates and de- 
ficiencies. Now, I agree with the gentleman, that 
estimates are approximates, in some sort, as to the | 
amount that will be réquired under the various 
heads of expenditures; but then the gentleman did 
not do Mr. Polk’s administration justice when he 
attempted to establish, before this committee, that 
that Administration had estimated for large defi- | 
ciencies which had been.estimated for previously. 
Now, take up all the bills of which he spoke, and 
examine what they.aré. The one of the 8th of 
May, 1846, five days previous to the war ‘with 
Mexico, was called a deficiency for that year. 
Our relations with Mexico had, become of that 
delicate and interesting character that indicated to 
the Administration that war might soon break out, | 
and consequently large numbers of troops were 
directed towards the frontier of Texas and Mex- 
ico, which made it necessary, therefore, in May, 
of 1846, for the administration to ask for money 
to defray the expenses consequent upon that 
movement; those items of expenditure had not | 
previously been estimated for. It was. no de- 
ficiency, in point of fact, because the troops had 
been ordered tothe frontier, to defend Texas, 
after thé regular army bill had passed, in which | 
there had been no estimate to cover those expenses. | 
Then there were large deficiencies, the gentleman 
says, in the bill of 1847. I ask the gentleman to 
refer to and examine-that bill. f ask every mem- 
ber.of this committee to refer to it; by doing so 
they will find, as is the case with all the other bills 
of that Administration during that war, that. the 
estimates were made not in truth as deficiencies, 
and for objects previously estimated for, but they 
were made for troops for which estimates had not 
been previously made. I am utterly astonished 


that the honorable gentleman from New York ; 


[Mr. Brooxs] did not note it, and state it in his | 
comments. i 

Mr. BROOKS. I was interrupted by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonrs,] who asked 
me if there were not fifty thousand volunteers 
called into service? Those fifty thousand volun- 
teers were called into service, when war was de- 
clared in 1846. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not at all. The President 
of the United States had discretion to call out 
fifty thousand volunteers, but he did not call them 
all out at that time. 

Mr. BROOKS. But he made his estimates. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The gentleman is mistaken; 
he made no estimates for them till he called them 
out, and he called them out in different numbers 
and at different times, and the very bill to which 
the gentleman has referred shows the fact. In 
the language of the law making an appropriation, 
what the gentleman calls a deficiency is shown to 
exist, upon an item which had not previously been 
estimated for by the Administration. Iregret that 
my friend from New York [Mr. Brooks] thought 
fit not to state what was in the language of the 
law, and that the entire deficiencies, as he calls 
them, were notso in point of fact. These arefacts 
which the law itself shows. I have no further 
time to appropriate to this branch of the subject. 
One other remark, however, upon the Adminis* 
The 
papers report that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Cuanpier,] not now in his seat, a 
few days ago, and the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Brooxs,] argued, the other day, to show the 
same thing—that these deficiencies were to pay 
for the debts of Mr. Polk’s Administration. The 
gentleman from New York, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Hauu,] said they 
were to pay Mr. Polk’s debts. Now, I feel justi- | 
fied in saying that this statement is an error from | 
beginning to end. There is no evidence upon rec- | 
ord, and I defy the gentleman to produce any, 
which shows any such fact. There is but one: 
outstanding claim that can be charged upon cur- | 
rent appropriations, and that is what is called the į 
civil fund of California. But I happen te have | 
the evidence furnished me by the Secretary of | 
War himself, where he specifies that the balance | 
of the war appropriations, which seemed to be in | 
the Treasury, on the first of July of this year, | 
was $855,279. This, he says, is liable for the: 
settlement of the accounts which accrued during | 
the war with Mexico. | 


il the committee rise. 


I understand that my time is passing rapidly, 
and I will publish these things with my. speech. 
I wish to say a word or two to my friends upon 
this side of the House... Weare now called upon 
by the Administration to give them money. For 


what purpose? To sustain an army upon the 


frontiers for the protection of our citizens, and for 
the purpose of carrying out our treaty with Mex- 
ico.. Itis our duty to sustain and protect that 
frontier, not only from our treaty obligations te 
MeXico, but from the highest» obligation. we owe 
to our citizens and to our emigrants, who are pass- 
ing through that country to Oregon and Califor- 
nia... We owe them protection, and we must give 
it to them. This morning, I noticed in the Re- 
public newspaper intelligence of Indian depreda- 
tions upon our western borders; and if we refuse 
to give the money asked for, we thereby withdraw 
our protection entirely; we had better disband the 
army. My Democratic friends sometimes tell 
me, that we gave the Administration enough, but 
they have wasted it. Admit that, if you please, 
is thata reason why we should not keep up the 
army, because the Executive of the Government 
has wasted the money? Is that a reason why we 
should refuse to supply our troops, and protect 
our frontier settlement? Certainly not. Admit- 
ting that the President of the United States has 
squandered this money, it will not do for us to 
say, because they have wasted it, the army shall 
be disbanded—starved, or unclad. I hope sucha 
course will not be pursued. I hope this bill will’ 
pass, and we will go before the country and show 
who is responsible. Gentlemen say that they 
will take the responsibility of disbanding ‘the 
army. - If we believe that the Administration hag 
been extravagant, wasteful with the public money, 
I think that is not the proper course; we must 
keep up the army for protection to our frontiers, 
and guard our appropriations in future, if deemed 
advisable; go to the people upon their extrava- 
gance, produce the evidence, establish the fact, and 
the people will eject them from place. 

If you turn your army loose, and refuse to 
protect the frontier, you will create a burst of feel- 
ing and indignation among the settlers of that part 
of the country, and through all parts of the coun- 
try, that will overwhelm us, if we stop here and 
refuse to sustain the army, we may talk about ex 
travagance, but the people will not hear us, when 
their wives and children are being butchered by 
the savages. We must vote these supplies, and 
put the responsibility where it properly belongs, 
which is on the Administration. From the course 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,} 
I am almost led to ‘believe that he is striving to de- 
feat this bill. He has done it more harm than its 
worst enemies. 

I was tempted to believe that the gentleman 
took this ground, hoping to make the Democrats 
defeat the bill, that they might smother up and 
merge the charge of extravagance against this Ad- 
rainistration, by taking advantage of the burst of 
indignation which would come up from all quar- 
ters of the country upon the defeat of this bill; and 
in such an event we will have to defend ourselves 
against a charge of withdrawing our support and 
protection from our frontier settlers, 

[Here the hammer fell.] i 

Mr. HOUSTON. | had a proposition to make 
to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,} 
and if the committee will indulge me, I will do it 
in a half dozen words. He agreed to show that 
the cost of the Florida war was as great as the 
cost of the army now, per man. We paid very 
dearly for that war. The Democratic party were 
then in power. The Whigs charged us with ex- 


| travagance, and beat us most outrageous!y—most 


shamefully. We only got some seven States. I 
submit a sum for him to work out. If, during a 
time of war, the cost of our soldiers was so great 
that the people of the United States beat us most 
wretchedly in the presidential clection, what does 
he expect to become of his Whig Administration 
when he admits that in a time of profound peace, 
the expense of our soldiers is about the same thing ? 
I think if the gentleman works out that sum, he 
will find where he and his friends will be next 
fall. He will find that we will serve him as he 
served us—beat him badly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate has been con- 
cluded, and the bill will now be read by clauses. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move that 
I imagine that the gentleman 
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does not wish to go on with this bill now. There 
is other business of importance to be transacted in 
the House, to which the remainder of the day can 
be appropriated if the committee now rise. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think that we had better | 
go on with this bill. $ , 

Mr. JOHNSON. As this is the only day upon 
which the rules can be suspended, I move that the 
committee rise. J : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Allow me to ask the gentle- 
man if he can indicate anything which might in- 
fluence the opinion of the committee? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will state this: The House 
will recollect that some six weeks ago—I have 
never been able to get itin, although I have sought 
the benefit of every Monday—a recommendation 
was made to provide for the expenses of the 
Owaha delegation of Indians. I have a bill which 
I wish to introduce to the House, and I have no 
doubt it will pass the very moment it can be 


delegation. it was prevented from coming in be- 
fore, on account of the papers being. sent to the 
printing office. This matter ought to be disposed 
of as soon as possible; and if it is not introduced 
to-day, it never can except on Monday. 

The question was then taken, and the commit- 
tee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will now be read 
by clauses, and amendments can be made as they | 
are read. Á 

The following clause of the bill was then read: 

“ For the regular supplies of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, consisting of forage in kind for the horses, mules, 
and oxen of the quartermaster’s department, at the several 
military posts and stations, and with the armies in the field; 
for the horses of the first and second regiments of dragoons, 
the companies of light artillery, the regiment of mounted | 
riflemen, and such companies of infantry as may be mount- 
ed, and also for the authorized. nuinber of officers’ horses 
when serving in the field and at the outposts, seven hund- 
red and ninety-five thousand dollars.” 

Mr. OLDS. I propose to strike out this clause 
of the bill. Ido not make this motion with the 
expectation that this clause will be stricken out. 
From the remarks made by the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, I take it as a 
foregone conclusion, that this bill is to pass this 
House, but it will not be with my vote or my as- 
sent. The gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooxs,] as well as a distinguished Senator in the 
other end of this Capitol, have indicated that 
Congress, and not the Administration, is to be 
held responsible for all expenditures of the public 
money. I consider the passage of this bill, with 
the deficiency of the War Department in it, as a 
contest between the Executive and the Legislative 
branches of this Government, for the control of the 
purse of the country, and nothing else. Why, 
the last Congress of the United States undertook 
to cut down the appropriations for the War De- 

- partment; done, too, upon motions made by the 
friends of the Administration, and they did cut 
down the appropriation asked for by the War 


Department more than $1,500,000; and what is | 
the result? Why, the Secretary of War, in de- | 
fiance of the manifest determination of Congress, | 


; to reward, or any enemies to punish. And all the | 


| country? I make.the declaration here, that it is i 


the Whig party who are responsible for these esti- || 


i now told, in the other end of this Capitol, and 
offered, for the payment of the expenses of that |i 
i that Congress is to be responsible for these appro- į 


i When 
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mates. ‘They fill all the offices of the country. T; 
ask you to look over the whole United States, and | 
then point to Democrats in. office under-the Gen- | 
eral Government. © Sir, you may go to the poorest `! 
post offices, where the revenues of the offices do not |} 
exceed five dollars in amount, and if the Executive | 
could find Whigs there whom he could trust. with 
the money, he has turned the Democrats out and 
the Whigs in, | That is enough to satisfy me, and 

enough to satisfy the people, that the offices of! 
Government are filled by the Whig party, not- !i 
withstanding all their cries that they had no friends | 


| 
4 


estimates upon which Congress is called upon to | 
act, are given by the Whigs of the country. | 
All the estimates for the Departments come from | 
Whig authority before this Congress, and we are || 
| 
| 


upon this floor, in the very face of all these facts, | 


priations; that Congress, and not the Executive of | 
the country, is responsible for these enormous ex- ; 
penditures. And yet they ask us, they ask me, | 
and you, to vote for appropriations of this kind; | 
and the chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 
Means tells us that we must do it, or the cry will | 
be raised against us, that we have suffered these | 
depredations to be committed upon our frontiers. | 
ou make an issue between the Execu- | 


|i with the sword in the hands of the Executive. | 


the law-making power of the people, not only 


expended that $1,500,000 refused him by the last | 


Congress, but $2,250,000 more than the sum al- 


lowed him; and he comes forward now to ask et |; 


this Congress to give him this $2,500,000, end 


$1,000,000 more, under the pretext of deficiency, |! 


the centleman from New York, at the same ume, 
telling us that the responsibility is not with the 
President, but with Congress. How ean he ask 
me, or any member upon this side of the House, 
with this declaration ®pon the recerd before us, to 
vote for a bill of this kind? Sir, che truth is, this 
is a direct conflict between he Executive and 
the legislative power of the ountry. The Presi- 
dent has’the sword, but the Constitution gives us 
the power to control the sword, by holding. the 
parse, If, sir, we allew him, without appropria- 
tions by law, to crease the 
tions; nay, more, sf, IN t of 
nial of Congress co make the ae and 
then give hin che Money, under the specious plea 
of deficiency; are we not yielding him the purse, 
as well as the sword? Ii is cowardly in the Ad- 


ministration 
bility of this waste of the pu 
press. 
governmental officers 
overnment fill 


blie money upon Con- 


of G 


necessity for appropria- |; 
he very face of the de- |. 


to attempt to throw the responsi- i 


Are not all your estimates made by your |: 
? And are notall the offices |. 
ed by Whigs throughout the i 


ii as the Democratic party have always done when 


i! gress, and then they shall have my respect, although 


: the old French doctrine—the old monarchical doc- 


tive and Legislative branch of this Government, : 
for the control of the purse of the country, I care | 
not what the consequences may be, I will take my | 
| stand for the Legislative department to control the ‘| 
| purse of the country, and not that it shall be placed | 


: The President, sir, may hold the sword, but we 
' hold the moving power, by holding the purse. 
| Shall we, then, surrender virtually our control of 
the purse by allowing the Executive to expend , 
these untold millions of money with the law of jj 
| Congress, cutting down his estimates, staring į 
| him in the face? I ask, sir, has not this enormous | 
expenditure been made by the Executive in de- | 
fiance of a positive prohibition of Congress? Mr. ; 
| Chairman, the principle involved in this appro- 
; priation, the contest between the Executive and 
| the Legislative branch of Government, with me out- 
| weighs all other considerations. ‘This, alone, will 
cause me to record my vote in the opposition. 
| But when, in addition to this, the friends of the 
| Administration attempt to skulk the responsibil- |i 
| ity, by throwing the blame upon Congress, all | 
| their howlings about Indian depredations will be | 
unavailing to change my fixed determination, | 
Mr. Chairman, let the friends of the Adminis- į 
tration come up like men—take the responsibility | 


| 


| 
t 


1 
in power, and not. cowardly skulk behind Con- | 


upon principle; I shall be compelled to withhold | 


my vote. ` i 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to oppose the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio. I ask if Con- 
gress is a mere bed of justice to register the Exec- | 
wive edicts, as the gentleman seems to consider, 
it is the duty of Congress to do? Why, this is 


| 
| 
i 
i 
i trine transported to some portions of the Demo- | 
; cratic, party, but repudiated by all the sensible | 
portion of it. Congress a bed of justice to regis- | 
| ter the Executive edicts! Congress has its own |} 
i will-its own mind—its own power to judge of |) 
| estimates, and it is its duty to do it. It is its duty 
| to look into every item, and to take the responst- 
| bility of every item. It is bound to know what 


| 
| 
these estimates are, and to scan them. No man ' 
: 
j 
i 
| 


can go home to his constituents and say, ‘¢ I voted :; 
and do not know what I voted for.” Heis bound ; 
to know it. He is paid 88 00 per diem to know and | 
study out all these estimates. It is his duty to do 
it. Why, sir, the appropriations for the quarter- 
master’s department last year were cut down, not |, 
$1,500,000, as the gentleman from Ohio says, but | 
: $2,300,000. Thereis no demand now for deficien- |; 
; cies for this year, but a demand to supply what | 
Congress did not supply in the appropriations last ; 
! year—not $2,300,000 even, but less than $2,000,- | 
000. There would have been no deficiency really |) 
existing in the quartermaster’s department, if Con- 
gress had done last year what it has done hereto- 
fore—appropriated the sum asked for by the quar- 
termaster’s department. So much in reply to that i! 


portion of ‘the rémarks.of the gentleman’ from - 
Ohio. The Executive power cannot take from the 
Treasury, as the gentleman from Ohio. seems ‘to 
insinuate, one farthing of money that Congress 


| does not appropriate. The Executive power has 


spent nothing but what was appropriated by Con- 
gress. If the Executive hart taken a single cent 
from‘ the Treasury, unappropriated by Congress, 
I would vote to bring the President here and have 
him impeached before the Senate to-morrow. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does the gentleman from 
New York say that. no part of this deficiency is 
now expended ? : : = 

Mr. BROOKS. I say that the Executive power 
cannot take a farthing of money from the Treas- 
ury, but what is appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is true. : But the Ex- 
ecutive can go in debt, and he has gone in debt. 

Mr. BROOKS. I have to say, in reply to that 
remark of the gentleman from Alabama, that there 
are at times surpluses in the Treasury which, 
under previous acts of Congress, the Executive 
has the power to use temporarilye” Thereare sur- 
pluses as well as deficiencies, and there are sur- 
pluses under the existing Administration, as well 
as slight deficiencies, and of those surpluses the 
Executive must have availed himself. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (in hisseat.) The Secretary 
says he has not availed himself of them. 

Mr. BROOKS. Now, as to the further re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio, upon the 
army. Thearmy does not belong to the Whig 
party, nor does it belong to the Democratic party. 

he army belongs to the country, and. to -the 
whole country, and the Democratic party has as 
much interest in it as the Whig party. The ofi- 
cers of the army are not. Whig office-holders, or 
Democratic office-holders,. but office-holders be- 
longing to the whole country, responsible to the 


: Executive in most respects, but not removable 


by the Executive, except for high malfeasance. 
The gentleman from Ohio also remarks that he 
cares not for responsibility. The old ery here 
was, “perish credit—perish commerce. I care 
not for. responsibility. “Let. the- heavens fall, I 
care not for responsibility.” Let that remark of 
the gentleman from Ohio go out to the country, 
when the people of Texas are pleading upon the 
frontier for want of protection, and when the Amer- 
icans in New Mexico are suffering for want of 
protection fromthe army. Let our bleeding 
frontiersmen on their way to Oregon and New 
Mexico—let the settlers, and wood-cutters, and 
buffalo-hunters on the Western’ prairies, hear the 
remark of the gentleman from Ohio. ‘1 care not 
for responsibility.” 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. DUNIAM. Isit in order to amend that 


| amendment by striking out? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is in order to perfect 


i the clause proposed to be stricken out by the gen- 


tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. DUNHAM. ‘Then I_move to increase the 
appropriation contained in that clause, 95. 

My object in moving that amendment is, of 
course, to make a few remarks upon that section 
ofthe bill. ‘And first, in reference to the remark 
made.by the gentleman from New York, as to this 
Congress being the mere register of the decrees of 
the Executive Department of the Government. It 
seemsto me that that remark, and the idea intended 
to be conveyed by it, is in keeping with the speech 
made by the gentleman on Saturday. Sir, that 
gentleman knows very well—as does every other 
member on this floor—that it must of necessity be 


| the duty of the Executive Departments to have 


control over the expenditure of this money; they 
must, therefore, be responsible for that expendi- 
ture; and they must lay before Congress the 
amounts of money which, from their experience 
in the expenditure for the previous year, they 
deem necessary to carry on those particular depart- 
ments of the Government. 

Now, I submit to the gentleman from New 
York, to every member here, and to the country, 
whether we should be doing our duty here as 
members of Congress, in casting aside these esti- 
mates, and taking upon ourselves the entiré re- 
sponsibility of saying what amounts of money 
should be appropriated or should not be appropri- 


‘ated? lask ifthe true position to be taken here, 


is not that these estimates, coming from the de- 
ariments who have charge of these expendi- 
tures, should be taken as prima facie evidence that 
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| 


these’ éxpenditures‘are necessary, and whether it |; dicate and sustain all the expenditures of the Ad- i 


becomes usas legislators—either as members of |; 
the committee, or of this House—that we should || 
reduce those expenditures without there is some E 
sufficient reason for the reduction? So far as-we’ 
are able to find such reasons, Congress is respon- 
sible, if they do not. inquire inte them and make 
the reduction in accordance therewith; 

_ But, sir, it seems to me that it is anything bot 
a high and honorable course—I mean it in no.in- 
vidious sense—for the gentleman to say here that | 
Congress is résponsible when they cannot get, be- |; 
hind, to see the amount that has been expended | 
during the first half year, and scarcely know how |} 
it has been expended. ‘Take for instance, the |! 
army in New Mexico. ° Task, what member of 
Congress, from his own experience, knows any- 
thing of the quantity of money that has been ex- 
pended, or that may hereafter beexpended, in that 
service? ‘We have no. means of acquiring infor- 
mation but through the legitimate channels of the | 
Government, and those channels of information | 
are in the hands of an Administration friendly to | 
gentlemen on the other side of the House. I ask, 
then, are they notresponsible for these estimates? 
I ask if wè can, with any propriety, cut down 
these expenditures unless we sift them to find out 
where the abuses are, and then lop off those abuses? | 
So much for that point, i 

In respect to this matter of appropriation for | 
forage, we did reduce it last year, and it was the | 
duty of the Administration to have gone to work | 
and immediately reduced the expenditures. "They 
undoubtedly have not donethis. Butthe question 
I wish to put to the committee is this: The money 
which was appropriated having been expended, 
and the army being left destitute, shall we leave | 
it. destitute, or shall we come forward and make 
the appropriation that was absolutely necessary to 
give food to that -army for the next fiscal year, 


| 
i 


i 


j discussion, 


ministration. 


Sur, the gentlemen on the other side of the House 


and we upon this side, in talking about this great 
ex 
man in India, who won-an elephant at a raffle. 
He was not rich enough to feed it, nobody would 
have it, so that he could not give it away; he was 
too humane to. kill it, and the authorities would 
not allow him to turn it loose. 
your elephant when you acquired these territo- 


ries. The expense of your quartermaster’s de- || 


partment has been less this year, than it has been 
in any year sincethe war,and this has been owing 


to the reductions which were being made by the’! 
|| Secretary of War long before your famous policy 
| of last year, which is supposed to have ted to 


‘them. It is because a system has been introduced 
iby the War Department, which is gradually lead- 
„ing to the result of decreasing the se pendinitet 
i and those expenses are decreasing. Why, the ex- 
_ penses for the quartermaster’s department in 1849, 


_ were six millions of dollars, though you did not’ 
| appropriate half that amount, and you expended į 


800,000 of the civil fund of California, which they 
are now endeavoring to get back from you. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) rise tò a 

; question of order. If we go into this mode of de- 

i bate, and travel away from the proposed amend- 

; menis, there is no telling when this bill will be got 

‘through with. f propose, therefore, at the very 


| committee settle it as they may please, and I will 
; abide by their decision through the balance of the 
I make the point of order, that the 
‘rule requires a member to confine himself-to ‘the 
| Or Opposes. j 
' The CHAIRMAN. 


and hold the persons who have squandered the 
money responsible before the country? The re- 
sponsibility is not as to the appropriation of 
money to be expended in future, but the responsi- | 


f 
i 


bility which we will hold the Administration to | 


before the country is, for the manner in which 
they have expended the appropriation made at the 
last session of Congress, and which they have 
squandered, We feel the necessity of making this 
appropriation for the army, that the direful ca- | 
lamities of which you speak may not take place; | 
but we do not intend to allow you, under cover of | 
the sympathy you may express about the exposed 


condition of our frontier, to shirk the responsi- |: 
| 


bility of the manner in which the money appro- 
priated last year has been expended. 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from Ohio {Mr. 
Oxps] said that the Administration had expended 
$700,060 more than had been appropriated by the 
last Congress. Well, I should very much like 
the gentleman to produce his proof of This 
money is not called for in order to pay bilis which 
have heretofore heen incurred. It is called for to 
pay the expenses of our army between now and 
the 30th of June. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
was made and June next. 

Mr. EVANS. That was about the 20th o 
February. The Secretary of War sent in the! 
estimates about the end of December; and told you 
the funds on hand would not last until the 1st of 
July.. The money ealled for in this bill has not 
been apentby the Administration without the sane- 
tion of law. The gentleman from Ohio says tha 

700,000 have been expended by the Executive | 

tovernment contrary to the act of Congre Tie 
isentirely mistaken in that. The money is wanted 
in order to bear the expenses of the my between 
now and next June. 


Now, I will allude to another point. It has | 


been demonstrated, I presume, on the other side | 


of the House, that this is a very extravagant Ad- | 


ministration, and that it has been guilty of gro 
abuses. Gentlemen on the other side have dis- 
covered that, I presume, or they would not talk | 
so much about. it. Now, if f believed that, 
would not vote a dollar of this money. If you 
have discovered abuses; if you know that “the 


Administration has been recklessly extravagant— `i 


squandering the public money, it 
cefuse to vote this money, and 
it. But you cannot prove it, 
hour to speak on this bill. 


is your duty to 

I will join you in} 
I wish I had an! 

I am prepared to vin- 


i 


Between the time the call N 


i: ment to increase the amount $15. 


hold that the 
gentleman from Maryland was not in order. 

Mr. EVANS. Very weil, sir. 
Thad an hour to speak on this bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish you had. I wish we 
pall had an hour. 
; with the bill. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Dexnam’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to, — 

The question then recurred upen the amend 
“ment to strike out the whole section. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish to make a single re 
mark upon this bill. 

{Cries of ‘¢ Order!” § Order!" 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
amount proposed to be appropriated $15. 

Mr. Chairman, I intend to confine myself 
strictly to this item, but, at the same time, I shall 
' cail the attention of the committee to the respon- 


i hering to the rule, the Chair woul 


t 
t 


i tion—— 

Mr. STANLY. Is that in order? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I should like to know how 
the gentleman can tell how | am going to apply my 
argument before he hears it? 


sponsibility of the Administration upon an amend- 
{Laughter.} 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will feel him- 
self called upon to conñne the gentleman from In 
diana [Mr. Dunnam] to an argument on the pro 
' priety of increasing the amount $15. But wha 
_ that argument will be it is impossible for the Chair 
: to anticipate. n 
Mr. DUNHAM. In order to show the neces- 
sity for increasing that amount, it will be neces- 
sary that T should, notwithstanding, show in what 


there, and how the responsibility lies in the House, 
i and then £ intend to wind, up by showing that it 
| is absolutely necessary, iu order to keep our ani- 
_ mals from starving to death upon the frontier, to 
! make the provision which is made in this bill, I 
‘trust Dam in order now. 

The quartermaster has no control whatever over 


i! the kind of forage to be furnished, or the quantity 


for your animals upon the frontier. They are all 
: provided for by the regulations of the War De- 
partment, which, I believe, the gentleman from 


penditare, remind me very much of the gentle- | 


Now, you won | 


| beginning, to make a point of order, and. let the.:! 


‘discussion of the amendment which he proposes . 


The Chair understands | 
i the gentleman from Alabama to raise a question of | 
li order upon the rule which requires each member 
į to confine himself strictly to the discussion of the || 
| amendment which he offers or opposes. In ad- | 


But Ionly wish | 


But my object is to get along i| 


I move to increase the | 


bility for che expenditure by this Administra- ` 


Mr. STANLY. Why, it is enough to tell the : 
gentieman thet he proposes to talk about the re- i 


manner this forage is to be provided for the troops | 
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| ever gentlemen chose to doit. I make the point 
of order that the gentleman who was just now ad- 
dressing the Chair, (Mr. Dunnam] was not speak- 
ing to the amendment proposed by him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the remarks the gentleman was indulging in at 
the time the point of order was raised, were not in 
order. It was not in order for him to debate the 
| question of responsibility in disbursing the money. 
| The necessity of increasing the amount of appro- 
i priation is the only question involved in the amend- 
| ment, and the gentleman must confine himself to + 
| that question. , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the gentle- 
man have leave to proceed... : 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ido not ask it unless I am 
in order. oe A at. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from in- 
diana will proceed in order, unless objected to, 
| Mr. DUNHAM. I will try to make my re- 
marks in order, if I can. I judge of the necessity 
for the increase for the year following, from the 
manner in which this forage has been furnished 
during the last year; and we find there that this 
forage has been actually furnished, and in the 
manner of which I have spoken, under the direc- 
tion of the commander in the field. If it is to go 
on for the next year, this bill does not provide a 
sufficient amount of money to carry on that sys- 
ii tem. f l 
Mr. TUCK. I willrenew my point of order 
ii for the purpose of testing this experiment tho- 
|| roughly, as to whether this committee is to be im- 
‘| posed on by such reasons as are being given by . 
i| the gentleman for holding himself to be in order. 

i It is. perfectly apparent to every gentleman upon 
the floor that heis not in order. ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair decides that 
ii| the gentleman may assign such reasons as he may 
| consider proper to show that this increase is nê- 


‘| cessary; and as the Chair stated before, an argu- 
| Ment upon a mere question of responsibility ig not . 
'į relevant to the amendment, and, therefore, not in 
i order. But the gentleman may assign a reason 
i; as to the mode of disposing of this money, and he 

| may assign that as a reason why the expenditure 
|, should be increased. The gentleman seems to be 
ij engaged in that, and it is not for the Chair to de- 
‘| cide whether his reasons are sound or not. 

, Mr. TUCK. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
| vhether it is sufficient for a member to say that 
this, that, and the other thing are reasons in favor 
of aa amendmeat—whether the Chair is not to de- 
cide, ®d the committee are not to decide—whether 

i those ragons are applicable and germane to the 
question wder consideration ? 

| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide the 

! abstract propcsition stated fy the gentleman to be 
out of order. But each particular case must de- 
I pend, on the imnidiate occurrence, upon its own 
: merits. The gentaman from New Hampshire 

| calls the gentleman tiom Indiana to order, The 
Chair thinks that the gntleman was not out of 
| order. 

| Mr. TUCK. I feel no yarticular interest in 
‘| confining this debate, but for the purpose of having 
į; the principle settled, L will take an appeal from the 
| decision of the Chair. 
' Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the geatleman from 
i; Indiana, being a member of the Coramittee of 
ii Ways and Means, if there is any doubt aout the 
; legitimacy of the debate, will not press the matter. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I will not press the matter, 
wish, however, to make a single remark, and I 
| will take my seat. J wish simply to say-— 
[Cries of ‘Order !”’ “ Order t] 
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Mr. TUCK. As the gentleman has yielded th 
floor, I will not insist upon my appeal. | 
Mr. DUNHAM. Ihave not yielded the floor. | 
“I will, however, if the gentleman will allow me to | 
make a single remark. | 
M r. TUCK. Ido not, then, withdraw my ap- | 
peal. - | 
The question “Shall the decision‘of the Chair | 
stand as the judgment ‘of the committee?” was | 
put, and the decision of the Chair was sustained. | 
Mr. DUNHAM. I will not. press upon the | 
attention of the committee but a single remark. I | 
wish merely to state, that by the rules to which I | 
have referred, the quartermaster cannot change or | 
reduce the quantity of.forage. That falls entirely 
under the direction of the Secretary of War.. That 
is all E have to say. : 


y . j 
Mr. STANLY. Icould hang a five minutes’ |! 
speech upon that amendment in reply to some re- | 
marks which have been made upon the other side || 
of the House with a good deal of satisfaction; '! 
but as the chairman seems disposed to enforce the 
rules upon both sides of the House alike, I will 
waive my right, I desire to get to business. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Dunnam’s 
amendment to increase the amount $15, and it i 
was not agreed to. 
The question then recurred upon the motion of | 
Mr. Oups, to strike out the whole paragraph. 
Mr. ORR demanded tellers, but they were not | 
ordered. i 


The question was then taken, and the amend- }: 
ment was not agreed to—ayes 12, noes not! 
counted, LZ i 

The next ragraph was then reported, as fol- | 
lows: yY j 

j 


“For transportation of the army, including the baggage 
of the troops, when’ moving. either by Jand or water; of | 
clothing, camp, and garrison equipage, and horse equip- i 
ment, from the depSts at Philadelphia, St. Louis, and New | 
Orleans, to the several posts and army depdts; of subsist- |i 
ence from the places of purchase, from the places of de~ | 
livery under contract, to such places as the circumstances !/ 
of the service may require it to be sent; of ordnance, ord- ; 
nance stores, and small-arms, from the foundries and , 
armories to the arsenals, fortifications, frontier posts and | 
army depôts ; freights, tolls, and ferriage ; for the purchase | 
and lire of horses, mules, oxen, wagons, carts, drays, ships, ; 
and other sea-going vessels and boats, for the transportation | 
oF supplies, and for garrison purposes; for drayage and | 
cartage at the several posts; hire of teamsters, transporta- |) 
tion of funds for the pay and other disbursing departments; į 
the expense of sailing public transports on the various i 
rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and Pacific; 
and for ; occuring water at such posts as, from their situa- | 
tion, require that it be brought from a distance, eight hund- +; 
red and ninety thousand dollars.*? i 


Mr. OLDS. I propose also to strike out this | 
clause, aud I desire to say one word in reference 
to my motion. 

If there be any principle involved in voting for |: 
or against this bill, I wish to act consistently in | 
the vote I shall give upon it. Believing, as I do, | 
as I said before, that this is really a contest be- 
tween the lone arm of the Executive and the Con- |: 
gress of the United States for the control of the | 
money of the United States, I feel myself bound | 
to vote against all appropriations of this kind, ap- . 
propriations which have already been refused by || 
u previous Congress. | 

When the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 
Brooxs] seeks to get my vote for an appropria- : 
tian of this kind, by talking about the Western © 
frontiers, I must ask him 

Mr. STANLY. I rise to a point of order. Ii 
want to know if itis in order to discuss the gen- `: 
eral bill upon a motion to strike out a particular | 
section. > 

Mr. OLDS. [ thine the gentleman had better |} 
wait until he hears my remarks before he inter- |; 
rupts me. : 

Mr. STANLY. I have waited long enough to | 
see that the gentleman is out of order. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
upon a question of the character of that now pend- 
ing, to strike out a clause in the bill, the range of || 
argument is much broader than upon an amend- 
ment such as that presented by the gentleman from |: 
Indiana. The Chair thinks that upon a proposi- || 
tion to strike out an entire clause in a bill, proni: ʻi 
ding for a particular appropriation, gentlemen 
may diseuss the general range of expenditures of 
maney by that department to which it applies. 

Mr. OLDS. The remarks made by the gentle- 
man from New York, in favor of a kindred portion i; 
of ihis bil], apply with equal force to the part pro- i 
paged to be striken out, and in answering his ii 


; man repl 


: spent the money 


» they attempt to shield the n 
i of “the Administration is not responsible. 
Congress alone that is responsible, for Congress i 
i alone can make the appropriations of money.’ 


| guished polit 
‘on the other side of the House, said “ he would 


remarks, I shall.besustaining my motion to strike 
out the clause under consideration. 


I ask with what grace does it come from -the | 
other side of the House to ceiisure us for voting | 


against this appropriation for the army? Why, 
upon a former occasion, gentlemen-upon that side 
of the House have said they would not vote for 
an appropriation for the support of the army, 
though the enemy’s cannon were battering down 
the walls of your Capitel. Did it not come from 
that side of the House when your soldiers were 
upon the plains of Mexico, fighting the. battles of 
your country? Who then proposed to stop the 
supplies: for your army, but welcome them with 


; bloody hands to hospitable graves? Does the gen- 
| tleman suppose he can frighten me to vote for this 
|| appropriation by saying that. the hunters and set- | 


tlers on our Western frontiers will suffer in con- 


sequence of the want of an army to protect them, | 
These are the very men to protect your army, | 
If you | 


instead of your army protecting them. 
will give the settlers themselves the power to drive 
back the savage, and pay them as you do the sol- 
diers of the Government, they would drive them. 
back in Jess than quick time. 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a point of order. 


have no opportunity to reply. 
Mr. OLDS. I should like to hear the gentle 
to that point. f 


Mr. BROOKS. IfI can reply to the gentleman 


I do not insist upon my point of órder. But Ido | 


insist upon it unless I can do it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will beg the in- | 


dulgence of the committee to say, that when a mo- 
tion is made to strike out an entire clause of the 


bill involving a particular appropriation, the range ‘| 
of legitimate debate necessarily extends to the |) 
estion of the disposition of the money under the | 


u 
Goverameén t 


Mr. BROOKS. Then if {understand the Chair, | 
| it also involves the same right to reply. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
Mr. OLDS. 


Certainly. 


Congress, it would be unnecessary to use an argu- 


'mentofthis kind. But when he attempts to shield | 


the Administration by saying that Congress makes 
the appropriation, and therefore the responsibility 
is upon for g 

tlemen upon this side of the House, to vindicate 


| themselves for voting against appropriations of 
4 thiskind. Itis for this reason that I rise to oppose | 


this appropriation in common with others ofa sim- 
ilar nature. The gentleman need not tell me that the 
necessity for this money has not been created by 
the Administration. Why, did not the chairman 


of the Committee of Ways and Means tell you the | 
other day, that the draftsof your Government have :! 
| been protested in consequence of not acting upon ; 
:i this deficiency bill? How did this pressing neces- ; 
sity come upon us? Why it was because the Ad- 


ministration had incurred this liability, although 


they had not the means of paying for it. It is true | 
they cannot get the money out of the Treasury, | 


without an order from Congress, but they have 
, they have incurred thé hability, 
although they have not the means to pay 21. And 
by spending that money they have created the ne- 
cessity for the appropriation, and, coward like, 


{Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. HOUSTON. After hearing the speech of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Oxps,] I cannot well || 
imagine upon what principle he can vote against 


this bill. He says that at one time some distin- 


not vote an appropriation, though the enemy were 


battering down the walls of the Capitol.” 


‘another time, another distinguished Whig, now 


officially connected with this Administration, said 


‘in his place in the United States Senate, that he } 


would not vote supplies for our army in Mexico; 


that the Mexicans might ‘‘ welcome our troops | 
| with bloody hands and hospitable graves; and 


for the utterance of these sentiments, he will vote 


{ k 
|| do not object to the gentleman’s discussion, if 1: 
| can reply to his argument about bloody hands and 
hospitable graves, &c., &c.; but I do object if I | 


If the gentleman is willing like a | 
man, and a brave man, to take the responsibility $ 
of the appropriation upon the administration of the | 
country, instead of trying to shirk it off upon | 


ongress, it becomes necessary, for gen- |! 


shield themselves behind the tiy i 
tis: 


gentleman belonging to the political party 


At: 


against this bill of suppliës: fot our army. Mr. 
Chairman, my friend from Ohio; {Mr. Otps,] and 
myself united. in indignant condemnation of such 
‘unworthy and -unpatriotic sentiments; we de- 
i nounced thern as outrages upon patriotism, upon 
| the country as well as upon conimon decency; the 
| great body of the people sympathized with usin- 
1 those denunciations. Now, [Lask him if he is dis- 
| posed to follow so soon in the wake of those men; 


| 


f 
f 
| 
| 


the responsibility, then E would vote them all the 
supplies they asked. 

r. HOUSTON, I will reply to that, but I 
must be excused—f cannot afford to lose any of 
my time. The gentleman says ‘if the Adminis- 
tration will take the responsibility, like. men, he 
will vote the supplies.” Then Í ask him with 
what propriety can he vote against this bill? He 
does not deny that money is needed; not at.all; 
but, on the contrary, admits that it is, by saying 
be will vote it if they will come forward like men, 
and avow the responsibility of their own expendi- 
tures. Sir, there is no principle.to justify his 
course—they cannot escape responsibility b 
i denying that it rests upon them;, the country will 
| make-—will justly hold them responsible, and they 
| cannot shift it off; and for them to say they are, 
| or they are not, responsible, constitutes no proper 
| grounds for support of, “or opposition to, this bill. 
| Í have not the least doubt of their sole and entire 
| responsibility for their expenditures; and whether 
| they admit or deny it, shall not change my vote. 
! Ifthe supplies are necessary, they should be voted, 
i regardless of the manliness or cowardice of the 
Administration, (to use the language of the gentle- 
j man from Ohio,) admitting or denying responsi- 

vaty. ; 

Aoier thing I wish to say here.  Defeat.this 
bill if you please; cut down or strike out these 
appropriations if you chose; but just as sure as 
we do, we will have to pay for it hereafter, and for 
the reason that you will not withdraw the army 
from the frontier—nor will you disband it. So 
long as you keep up the army, you must pay the 
; expenses of it. And if we shall into power at 
! the next Presidential election, as I hope and be- 
| lieve will be the case, we will then have to appro- 
| priate to pay the expenses, if we refuse to appro- 
 priatenow. That I wish to avoid. Expenditures 
| to some extent will necessarily be made. Even if 
; we should determine to bring home thearmy, some 
‘appropriation would be necessary. Under the 
| head of transportation, there was nothing. avail- 
| able on the first day of January last, as reported 
| by the Quartermaster General and Secretary of 
J 
| 
| 


War; and if that be true, you could not evenbring 
home the army, if we were determined to do so, 
without an appropriation. Then why shall we 
| hesitate? Why not promptly, and at once, vote 
i what money we may think necessary, and hold 
4 the Administration responsible for its expenditures 
and wastes? What will we make. by defeating 
i this appropriation? If by doing so we could save 
| the expehse, and yet keep up the efficiency of the 
| army, I would say do it; but at best it would only 
| be a postponement of the time of payment; and 
i we would have to pay in addition the increased 
| cost of such supplies as might be purchased for 
i the army, because of the embarrassed condition 
! of the means to support that branch of the service. 

Gentlemen say this money has been expended 
contrary tolaw. It shows that they have not ex- 
amined into the question at all. I desire to read 
a section of the law, which authorizes the expend- 
| iture, although FE occupy the same ground which 
i Edid in my hour’s speech, and believe that the 
‘| expenditures have been enormous, improper, and 
amounting to abuse. But here is the law, ap- 
| proved March Ist, 1820: 
i +: No contract shall hereafter he made by the Secretary of 
| State, orof the Treasury, or of the Departinent of War, or 
! of the Navy, except under a law authorizing the same, or 
i} except underan appropriation adeqiate to its tulfiliment, and 
` except, also, contracts for the subsistence and clothing of 
the army and navy, *nd contracts by the qaurtermaster’s 
department, which may be made by the Secretaries of these 
departments. ** 

Now, sir, there is the law under which this has 
i been done. 


_ ‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 
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- {Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr ORR.: Itis in order to move an amend- 
ment to the original.section, E believe. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to move an 
amendment to the clause, the question being on 
striking out.the section.” > 

Mr: ORR. I move, then, to reduce the appro- 
priation from $890,000 to $l. 

T was, Mr. Chairman, a member ‘of the last | 
Congress, and was present when the debates took į 

lace with reference to. reducing the expenses of |; 

this départment of the Government, I heard gen- | 
tlemen upon the'other side of the House advocate | 
that reduction, I believe, with more zeal, certainly | 
with more energy, than any upon this side of, the.|| 
House. Congress investigated this subject thor- 
oughly. The matter was fully debated, and’ they 
determined to. reduce the estimates of the Depart- 
ment from- $2,500,000. to. $2,000,000. The act i 
passed in that way, and what is the state of facts 
presented by this bill now before the committee || 
for its consideration? Have the different depart- | 
ments of Government conformed their action to | 
the instructions received from the two Houses of | 
Congress? So far from their conforming thern- | 
selves to those instructions they have violated the |} 
express commands of Congress, and it is an insult 
to the American Congress for the officers of the 
Government now to come in and say that we 
refused, nine months ago, to make this appropria- 
tion, and we have gone on and expended the 
money, and you must pay it. In other words, | 
the House of Representatives, the representatives 
of the people, after expressing their will upon this | 
subject, are to become mere auditors for the Ad- 
ministration. There is a principle involved in the 
bill, and an important principle, too. I am un- 
willing to become a mere auditor. Congress having 
the power to make appropriations, and the Presi- 
dent being required to conform to the appropria- | 
tions made by Congress, when he chooses to set | 
aside the express, will of both branches of Con- 
gress let the responsibility be upon his shoulders, | 
and let him not come here to ask us to pay for his į 
violation of law. 

Now, sir, there is one condition upon which I 
will vote for this bill, and it is the only one; other- | 
wise I will take my share of the responsibility of į 
defeating it, and every item it contains. If the 
President will cause to be removed, commencing 
at the heads of departments, every officer that has | 
been guilty of violating, indirectly, the law which 
Congress has passed, I will vote for this bill, other- 
wise I will not. 1 think the American Congress | 
ought to be able to exercise as much control over 
the Executive branch of the Government as the 

* House of Commons in Great Britain can exercise 
over the Executive Government there. If they | 
can require a set of ministers to be removed before 
making an appropriation, can it be true that an | 
American Congress, under a free Government, | 
have not the same power to control and direct the f 

Executive branch of the Government, as in a mon- 

archy like that of Great Britain? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STANLY. No motion has yetbeen made | 
to this bill, upon this—the Whig—side of the | 
House, for the sake of talk, and I trust none will | 
be made. ‘lhe other side ‘are responsible for it. | 
Let that fact be distinctly stated. But before i 
proceed further, I tender the homage of my thanks 
to the chairman of the Committee of Ways and i 
Means, for the speech he just now made. They ; 
are the words of a patriot, lifting himself above the | 
calls of the party, and becoming him; and a just 
rebuke to the extraordinary remarks of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. OLbs.] Sir, what have we 
before us? Here is a proposition made to cut | 
down this appropriation ‘for the support of the 
Government and the army, because remarks have |) 
been made here as to the responsibility attaching to į 
Congress and to the Executive. And the gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. Otps,] who talks about |; 
“ bloody hands and hospitable graves,” referring || 
to old party matters, is properly rebuked, and he || 
is willing to commit his countrymen to the bloody || 
hands and hospitable graves of Indian hostilities, {| 
sooner than give this Government money to go on 
with! He refuses to vote, and will not vote, he 
says, for a bill, without which the army cannot be 


| 
i 
f 


fulfilled, the soldiers in the service of their country 
cannot be fed, because a member of this House 


‘indirectly assailed—is a Democrat. 


! this Government. 


i 
t 
! 
t 
| 
paid. The frontiers cannot be protected, treaties | 
j 
i 
Í 


says Congress is responsible for cutting down || 


appropriations! What a principle- of conduct 
this is, by which a Representative in a Republican 
Government professes to regulate his conduct! 
Who are the Whigs in office spending this money 
improperly ?-. General Jesup, quartermaster gen- 
eral—an honest man-and-a gallant soldier, though 
Ifthe Whigs 
can rely on his. estimates, cannot the Democrats 
trust him? “And the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Orr] does not intend to vote for this bill 
unless the President dismisses the Secretary of 
War, and his: other officers—General Jesup, I 
suppose, included. I appeal to that gentleman, in 
his moments of calm reflection, whether he can 
justify himself before the country, in such a decla- 
ration. Mr. Conrad’s friends here defy and soli- 
cit any examination into his conduct. Instead of 
extravagance, you will see that he has practiced 
economy—W hig economy—notin talk, like Dem- 
ocratic economy, but in actual reduction of ex- 
penses. If the President has done this wrong, 
why has the gentleman sat silently upon this floor 
since the beginning of the session, and brought 
forth no impeachment? Why have wenot heard 
his voice upon these alleged abuses, while this bill 
was under consideration, during the last week? 
Why did not the gentleman. from South Carolina 
take an hourand assail the Administration? Why 
did heallow his friends to make Buncombe spceches 
upon State politics, presidential candidates, the 
want of harmony in the Democratic ranks, &c., 
&c., &c., while each speaker had an hour, instead 
of discussing this bill? _ Sir, because the Adminis- 
tration was unassailable, and gentlemen on the 
other side knew it. Wecourted investigation; the 
other side did not want to discuss the bill. . When 
this side of the House challenged investigation, 
why did the gentleman from South Carolina sit still 
in his seat. 

Mr. ORR. I ask leave to say a word. 

Mr. STANLY. Not in my time of five minutes. 

Mr. ORR. You did not want an answer. 

Mr. STANLY. I defy the answer, when the 
gentleman has time. Withall respect to the gen- 
tleman, we solicit and defy all investigation into 
the conduct of the Administration. But let gen- 
Ueman specify—let them name where are the 
abuses, and by what officers committed—but not 
deal in general charges. 1 charge that the other 
side of the House did not wish to discuss this 
bill—they evaded it. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] made a point of order, that 
the discussion of the merits of presidential candi- 
dates was out of order. The Democratic party, 
who are here in a majority, decided against the 
gentleman from New York. 

And now, after postponing and postponing this 
bill for weeks and weeks, refusing to discuss it, 
when they could discuss it, now, under the five- 
minutes rule, they fireaway, and make indiscrimi- 
nate charges, in the hope that no chance can be 
afforded to the Administration to defend their 
measures. Gentlemen on the other side seem to 
me to be disappointed in their efforts to find just 
cause for assailing the Administration; and now 
they quarrel because the Administration has done 
nothing wrong to oblige them, and give them an 
excuse for railing ! 

Sir, while I condemn, as all good men of all 
parties wijl condemn, the remarks of the gentle- 


| man from Ohio, [Mr. Oxps,] whose party vindic- 


tiveness is so strong, that he avows his willing- 
ness to let the soldiers on the western frontier 
starve, let the settlers on the western frontiers go 
unprotected from Indian hostilities, let the Govern- 
ment drafts remain protested and unpaid, I aequit 
thechairman ofthe Committee ofWaysand Means. 
He has done his duty like a man, and like a pa- 
triot, in the remarks which he has made. 
friends do not follow them, it is not his fault, but 
theirs. Let the country judge between us, the mi- 
nority here, and the gentlemen upon the other side 


| of this House, who it is that stops the wheels of 


I call upon gentlemen on the 
other side to say whether they indorse the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Oxps?] Are they 
willing to injure their country, because some mem- 
ber of Congress charges, and correctly charges, 
that Congress, not the Executive, are responsible 
for these deficiencies? 

_Let that issue be distinctly made up. We in- 
vite it; we challenge investigation into the conduct 


of the Administration and of the Departments. |! 


We wiil do our duty to our country, and while we 


If his | 


| appropriation. 


defy them in all their impotent efforts, we only 
ask them to do their duty to their country. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. ORR moved pro forma to reduce the appro- 
priation to $2. A 
_ I will reply, Mr. Chairman, tothe interrogatory 
propounded to me by my friend from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. SraxLY,] and I think it will be a very 
successful reply—in my judgment, at least.. There 
are fifty officers—there may be one hundred offi- 
cers—who have been participants in disregard of 
the appropriations that were made by Congress, 
in directing their expenditures with reference to 
their own estimates, and not with regard to the 
Well, now, suppose that I had 
set about an impeachment of these different offi- 
cers—a hundred different officers—how long would 
it have required—how many days, weeks, and 
months would have been consumed in the im- 
peachment of one single man? I do not believe, 
in the history of this Government, it has been at- 
tempted to impeach any officer of that grade. Cer- 
tainly, many of them have been guilty of delin- 
quencies, and have been removed... I can say to 
the President, If you retain officers in your Cab- 
inet, under your direction, who willfully disregard 
the laws passed by Congress, and willfully ex- 
pend larger sums of money than have been appro- 
priated, and do not exclude them, you shall not 
have the money; but whenever you remove them, 
and give to the country an assurance and guaran- 
tee that such conduct shall not be repeated, then 
we will makethe appropriation.. Asto those who 
were making an assault upon the Administration, 
while the hour debate was proceeding’yil I have 
to say is, that my skirts are clear of 1t. l was 
opposed, and I wish that the gentleman from 
North Carolina was as much, to the closing of the 
debate as early as it was terminated. I thought 
this bill required to be debated; I thought that it 
ought to be thoroughly and fully investigated by 
this House; and I was satisfied more days even 
than had been appropriated to it would be insuffi- 
cient for that purpose. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 1 have 
waited patiently, but withno inconsiderable solici- 
tude, to hear some explanation from gentlemen 


| of the Committee of Ways and Means, to justify 


a vote for those clauses in this bill by which ap- 
propriations are made to the quartermaster gen- 
eral’s department, to supply alleged deficiencies. 
I have heard none that conveys a satisfactory or 
intelligible reason. I have heard no explanation 
as to the expenditure of the appropriation made to 
this bureau for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1852. 


| I have inquired of gentlemen on the Committee of 


Ways and Means what account has been given 
of the amount we did appropriate, and I under- 
stand they cannot tell how it has been expended. 
I do not intend to vote another dollar upon the 


l allegation of a deficiency, until I hear what has 


been done with that which Congress intended to 

supply the quartermaster general for the whole 
ear. 

ý Mr. HOUSTON. I raise a point of order. 

The gentleman from Kentucky advocates the 

amendment of the gentleman from South Carolina 

instead of opposing it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I am opposed to reducing 
the appropriation to $2, [Laughter;] for the reason 
that I do not intend to vote any. [Renewed 
laughter.} 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not, 


' then, in order. 


Mr. MARSHALL. T&en I will vote three 


dollars, and will oppose cutting the appropriation 


; down to two, for the purpose of being allowed to 


say, undisturbed, what I want to say. I listened 


attentively to the hour speeches of she gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,]and of the chair- 
man of the Ways and Means, (Mr. Hovusron,] 
but neither advanced a single idea which was not 
elicited in the able debate of last session on the 
army appropriation bill. Then the whole sub- 
ject was elaborately discussed. The Committee 
on Military Affairs brought forward the estimates 
of the quartermaster general, and attempted to en- 
force them by calling attention to the extension of 
our territory—to considerations springing out of 
the treaty of Hidalgo—to the extension of the 
lines of supply; in fine, that committee then said 
all that the Secretary of War or the quartermaster 
general have since said to this Congress, and all 
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the gentlemen have said on this bill. Nothing new 

has been elicited. Well, sir, Congress, after that 

full discussion, in a test vote, solemnly refused to 
vote the quartermaster general’s estimates, and 
only voted the amount reported by the Committee 

of Waysand Means. . . 

I take it to have been the duty of: the officer in 
charge of the appropriation to square his expenses 
to the means Congress provided. If he went on 
to expend the money. in the face of this deliberate 
action of Congress, as though no such action had 
occurred, and he relied on this. Congress to meet 
the deficiency so that his expenditures may equal | 
the estimates which Congress refused, he has com- 
mitted a grave error in my opinion. As this bill | 
peopores to supply all Congress refused, and more, | 

want to know how the sum we voted has been | 
expended, in order that I may judge of the neces- | 
sity. Ido not mean to make any attack upon | 
any one. But, asa representative of the people, 

- I do not intend, by my vote, to appropriate an- 
other dollar, under the circumstances of this case, 
until the Committee of Ways and Means explain, | 
in some way, he manner in which this deficiency 
has arisen, and how the bureau has spent what | 
was appropriated. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Administration is re- | 
sponsible. : 
Mr. MARSHALL. I know the gentleman has 
attacked the Administration, the Secretary of War, | 
and the head of the army. I know the difficulty | 
has sprung out of the course-—— 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ken- | 


tucky does me injustice. T wish to state a fact——e || MarsHaLt,] says that he had rather vote to reduce 
I take it all back, the, | 


Mr. MARSHALL. 
[Laughter] I had rather withdraw the remark 
on which the gentleman desires to comment, than 
to lose any of my time. 

Mr. Chairman, this proposition is a very seri- 
ous one. We know Congress refused, last. ses- 
sion, the very supplies now asked as a deficiency. 
We ought to know why there is a deficiency, be- 
fore we reverse the solemn decision of Congress 


at the instance of a military officer, who asked for | 


this money and was refused. There is a question 
of power, of dignity, of duty, here. 1 do not 


think we shall act wisely or well to vote this mo- | 


ney, when we hear no explanation of what has 
been done with the app 


for the whole year. For one, I would rather take 


the responsibility of disbanding the army, than to } 
I would | 
withdraw my forces altogether, and leave the peo- | 
ple of Texas and New Mexico to defend them- | 
selves as best they may, and afterwards pay their ; 


vote a dollar under this state of the case. 


expenses, rather than to abandon a constitutional 
fundamental principle of this Government. We 
hold the keys of the Treasury, and we are re- 
sponsible to the people— 

[Here the hammer fell.] : 

Mr. HOWARD moved pro forma to increase 
the appropriation. : 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is there not an 


amendment to an amendment pending? The gen- || 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OLps] mgves to strike out | 
a clause, and the gentleman from South Carolina | 


{Mr. Orr] moves to strike out and insert. , 
The CHAIRMAN. The ground the Chair 
takes is, that any gentleman has a right to perfect 


a clause before the question is taken upon a mo- | 
tion to strike out, inasmuch as that excludes the |! } 


whole clatise. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina has made an amendment, and the Chair thinks 
that an amendment to that is in order. i 
Mr. HOWARD. There is no member of this 
Congress who was a member of the last that will 
not be astonished at the statement of my honor- 
able friend from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] that 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the last 
Congress investigated this matter, asserted that 
the amount proposed to be appropriated was too 
large, and therefore reduced it. Why, sir, he 
cannot have forgotten that the honorable gentle- 


man from the Committee of Ways and Means, |, 


who belongs to the other side of the House, not 
now in his seat, [Mr. Toonss,] said, that in 
making this motion he struck in, the dark, and did 
not know whether he was striking intelligibly or 
not. Now, under that state of things, we are 
gravely told that the last Congress deliberated and 


investigated this whole matter, ascertained that 


too mach money was a REN u rs 
they cut it down. Now, it is complained against 
the Executive officer as a fault, that he has found 


|| existing laws and existing establishments. 


ropriation which was made , 


sked for, and, therefore, | 


ho person to cut down nearly the whole amount 
of the deficiency. Sir, precisely the reverse is | 
true—that Congress did not investigate, that Con- | 

gress did not examine the estimates, neither did | 
| the- Committee of Ways and Means of the last | 

Congress go to the Department and ascertain if | 

too much. money was asked. . No such thing was | 

ever heard upon this floor at the last session of | 

Congress. he whole argument was, that the | 
amount looked large—looked like an extravagant 
amount, and ought to be cut down without rhyme 
or reason. Now, I think it is within the recollec- 
! tion of gentlemen here, who will bear me out, that 
| that was in substance the position those gentlemen 
occupied upon that occasion. And what was said 
by the distinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs upon that occasion? He said | 
that he had examined this matter; that he had 
been to the Department; that he had investigated 
it, and prophesied that it would be necessary to 
provide for it at this session by a deficiency bill, 
i as the result has shown. The records show why 
that was so. The estimates were returned to 
General Jesup, because it was said that they were 
too large, and he was asked to cutthemdown. He 
looked them over, investigated, returned them, 
and stated in his report to that Congress that they 
were made upon full consideration, and could not 
| be reduced. It comes here now asa deficiency, | 
because the last Congress failed to do its duty to 
give what the United States service required under 


The honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 


or disband the army than to vote for this deficiency 
i| bill. Now, if he has the nerve to propose that, 
| he shows some consistency in his action; but to | 
i| keep up the army to its presentnumbers, and then 
|| to refuse the necessary money to support it, is the | 


brain of a statesman. 
i reduce the source of the expenditures. Do not | 
|, Keep up your establishment, and then refuse to 
|; appropriate the necessary amount to defray the 


j! expenses of that establishment. | 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. As agreat deal of | 
reference has been made to the conduct of the | 
Committee of Ways and Means at the last session, | 
in striking down the estimates which were trans- 
|| mitted to us from the War and other Departments, I 
feel it due to myself that [ should state precisely | 
what was our action at that time. When those es- | 
timates for the army and navy were brought to the | 
consideration of our committee, by their direction, ! 
I addressed a letter to the Secretary of War, and | 
| also to the Secretary of the Navy, informing them 
ii that we were not satisfied with the large amounts 
i which were asked for, and that a disposition ex- 
ii isted in the committee to curtail the amount of 
| money appropriated to this branch of the public 
| 
| 
{ 


service; and we requested them to reform their. es- 
|| timates with a view to reduction in the amount of 
appropriations. . To that official letter, I received | 
i| a reply, in which we were told that the estimates | 
which they had sent in were as small as they could | 
recommend, and that they had cut them down to | 
the lowest cent. When we received this commu- | 
nication, by the direction of the committee, I 

wrote a second letter, in which I inquired if Con- 

gress was determined to make reductions, at what | 
co) . . os < 1 
point they should be made, in their opinion, with | 


Tn reply 
| to that inquiry, the Secretary of the Navy, al- | 
| though expressing his opinion that the estimates 


i 
i| the least detriment to the public service. 
| . 
|| were as low as they ought to be, pointed out the 
j 
ti 
i 
| 
Hi 
H 
i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
j 
| 


places at which to strike, if we determined to strike, 
and we made in the Navy bill the reductions under 
those heads where the Secretary informed us they | 
could be made with the least detriment to the pub- ; 
lic service. 

I am told by one of the gentlemen of the Com- , 
| mittee of Ways and Means, I have not examined | 
i| the subject carry: and that he has reduced his | 
| expenditures accordingly. The Secretary of War | 
ii called upon General Jesup, and others under him, | 
i to answer these inquiries of ours, and the reply : 
i was, that the estimates could not be reduced | 
| anywhere without detriment to the public ser- 
i| vice, and they declined to point out any places at 
|; which we could most safely strike, if we were de- | 
l Under this impression, | 

i 


| 
i 


t 


|, queerest sort of economy that ever entered into the | 
If you desire to economize, į 


i 
t 


ita very cordial support—not because I was not 


‘as vehement. as any member ofthe committee in 


favor of retrenchment in these two branches of the 
public service, ‘but because { thought it would 
come to nothing, and to guard myself upon ‘that 
point when it came before the House, I stated it 
would come to nothing. _With this letter from ‘the 
War Department before us, and from my knowl- 
edge of the manner in which some of these army 
officers—I am not speaking of the Secretary of 
‘War at all—have administered their departments, 
I knew perfectly well, and I so stated, that the 
effect of the reduction would be to create the ne- 
cessity for a deficiency bill. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Howarp’s 
apcoament to the amendment, and it was reject- 
ed. . 

The question was then taken on Mr.. Orr’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question then recurring upon Mr. OLps’s 
motion to strike out the clause, it was taken, and 
the motion was not agreed to. i 

The next clause was then read, as follows: 

‘For constructing, repairing, and enlarging barracks, 
quarters, hospitals, store-houses, stables, wharves, and 


ways, at the several posts and army depôts, for temporary 
cantonments, and the authorized furniture for barrack- 


i| room of non-commissioned officers and ‘soldiers, gun- 


houses for the protection of cannon, including the necessa- 
ry tools and materials for the objects enumerated, and for 
rent. of quarters, and offices for officers, and barracks and 
hospitals for troops, where there are no public buildings for 
their accommodation, for store-houses for the safe-keeping 
of military stores, and of grounds for summer cantonments 
and encampments, $219,000.” 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
strike out, in the eightieth and eighty-first lines, 
the words, ‘* for rents of quarters, and offices for 
officers.” f 

I should have preferred it, if this bill had been 
referred back to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that they might have brought before the 
House of Representatives some intelligible account 
about the money which has: already been appro- 
priated for the quartermaster general’s depart- 
ment for the current fiscal year. I hoped, upon a 
closer examination, they would be able to give a 
distinct idea how much of that appropriation has 
been spent, where expended, and hoe expended 


| —at all events how it was expected to be expend- 


ed. We might as well resolve ourselves into a 
registry chamber, for the mere purpose of register- 
ing the edicts of the Executive Departments as to 
do what we are now doing—to vote any amount 
of the public money the quartermaster general 
may choose to ask, without the Committee of 
Ways and Means, from its chairman down to its 
last member—being able to give the House or the 


‘ country any intelligible account how the money 


already appropriated has been spent, or what he 
wants with that he now asks for. The chairman 
of the Ways and Means spoke of abuses—great 
abuses in this bureau. Sir, there are enormous 
abuses which the quartermaster general himself 
has incidentally set forthin his report but without 
disapprobation, and as the apparent reasons why 
he should have more money. These abuses be- 
long, it is true, to the fiscal year ending June 30th, 
1851, but they account for the way the public 


| money is administered upon through that channel. 


In this item of house rent for instance: What do 
you think—what will the country think—of quar- 


| tering a major and one or two subalterns in New 
| Mexico in a house at an annual rental of $2,100. 
ij Look at the bill, sir; several of your platoon offi- 


cers paying rent as high as $600 or $800 per year 
for quarters for themselves only! Why, sir, it 
appears that it takes more money to shelter a com- 
pany of dragoons in such places as Las Vegas, or 
DonaAna, in New Mexico, than the establish- 
ment of the American Minister at Paris costs. 
Just think of it, sir—a company of fifty soldiers 
on the frontier living ina rented house and pay- 
ing for it, as rent, $3,360 per year—for the hay to 
feed their horses $35 to $40 per ton—for their corn 
$2 50 to $3 per bushel, and hauling these articles 


| too at public expense twenty or thirty miles, em- 


ploying for that purpose seven mule teams of six 
mules each, when they say each mule costs for his 
keeping, $310 per year, or for theforty-two mules 
$13,020 per year as the price of keeping. You must 
add tothis the transportation of herse medicines 


| —the wages of farriers, forage masters, &c., &c. 


These expenditures, sir, are officially communi- 
cated to you by the quartermaster general as the 
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the public money was spent only in the last 


way 
Can we see these enormous charges 


| 
fiscal year. e enorn sji 
-—these exorbitant charges—with indifference? In i} 
face of these things shall we supply the quarter- |} 
master general again with as much money as he |} 
chooses, yet know nothing of the way in which his || 
administration of the present. year is being con- |i 
ducted? Why, sir; it would be far cheaper to |; 
house the Indians, than the American: soldiers— || 
far cheaper ànd easier. ale Feil 7 
[heard the gentleman on my right{Mr. Brooxs] 
speak. on yesterday of these Indians, waich in- 
habit the borders of Texas, and I was surprised |j 
at the wide departure of his statement of their i; 
force from accounts submitted with the report of || 
the quartermaster general. The gentleman spoke i 
of their number being twenty thousand. Now, |i 
Captain French, who has been among them since || 
1848, reports to General Jesup, that of all tribes, || 
ages, sizes, and sexes, the Indians who inhabit the į! 
frontier of Texas—say on this side of New Mex- || 
ico—-do not number more than four thousand, and || 
he actually returns a census of the bribes. To take | 
care of these four thousand Indian men, women, |: 
and children, we have several Indian agents, and |} 
about one thousand eight hundred troops. If we |; 
are to pay house rent for the officers, at $600 per || 
year, and for dragoon companies at $3,600 per |) 
| 
| 


year, it would be better to bribe the Indians to 
occupy civilized habitations, and to feed them, than 
to present against them so expensive a military 
array. Look at it: $219,000 wanted to supply | 
deficiencies for house rent, &e., &ec. J think, sir, |! 
we should teach the officers, at least, that they are |, 
expected to live at a cheaper rental, and therefore į 
that we should lop off this item. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOWARD. I wish to correcta statement 
which the gentleman from Kentucky has made, 
about the Indians in Texas. An agent who has 

been among them for many years—while they 
were under the government of Texas, and since |) 
then up to the present Administration—estimates i 


į; a contract already 


the number of those Indians at about twenty-five | 
thousand. That is, no doubt, a large estimate. 
The probability is, that the resident Indians in Tex- |: 
as are about ten thousand in number. But in ad- |; 
dition to this, there are Indians in New Mexico | 
and in the adjoining Indian territory belonging to |, 
the United States, who congregate in Texas at | 
particular seasons—winter, for instance—and mix |! 
with the Texas Indians, and then there are avery © 
large number; in summer, however, it is much |} 
smaller. But it is because we have interlopers | 
there, belonging to other States, and because the |: 
Government of the United States have removed |; 
the Indians west, and they go into Texas, where | 
they ought never to have gone, that a large portion |! 


of this appropriation is necessary, fi 


Mr. PARKER, of Indiana, moved a pro forma |, 
amendment to the amendment, and said: | sim- ; 
ply wish to make a suggestion in regard to a few ; 
thoughts which have dropped from the gentenan ; 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Mansnatt.] Fle says that 
he ig opposed to these appropriations, and more | 
especially to those which he has named, because | 
the. chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means and the Administration have not takes it: 
upan themselves to show him in detail, the im- , 
portance of these appropriations. Now, if the | 
gentleman from Kentucky had listened to the re- = 
marks made by the chairman of the Ways end. 
Means, in his speech to-day, he would have no- | 
ticed that he stated expressly that he could not go 
into these things in detai; and the gentleman from | 
Kentucky must be aware of the fact that it would | 
have been utterly impossible for him to have do 
go. Why, ifhe had doneit, he would have needed 
a week yatherthanan hour. Supposehe had done | 
it, in what attitude would this House be placed in © 
to go into all these details? Jt strikes me that we ; 
would have been converting ourselves into a kind |, 
of court of justice of the peace. H 

Now, I am satisfied, from the fact that the Ad- |: 
ministration of the Government is in the hands of |; 
the Whigs, that the Committee of Ways and ` 
Means isa Democratic committee, and that the } 
chairman of that committee comes here and asks |, 
for these appropriations; that is enough for me, | 
especially where deficiencies are said to exist. And i 
do they not exist here, for this rent? i 

I call the attention of the committee to the nota- 
ble fact that the act of 1820, which was read by 


the chairman of the Committee of Ways and |: had obtained as to the manner in which the money i| founded. 


‘tee, and that my friend from Kentucky may be 
1aps 


eo to the head of the Department, and getit tere, | 


‘amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. 


: Ways and Means; but I made the statement, tha 


Means, directly authorizes these contracts to be 
made for the subsistence of our troops.’If it is our 
duty to withhold the supplies, let us, in the first 
place, step foward and withdraw the troops. But 
after the troops have been placed in the frontier, let 
as not starve them. It is not our duty to do that. 
I will tell you, however, what I am in favor of, 
go far as this bill is concerned... Wherever there | 
is an item in it, that is not for a deficiency to meet i 
made, my vote cannot be given | 
for it. Iam for holding that rod over any. Admin- 
stration, be it Whig or Democratic. Your army | 
and navy, however, when they have been put upon ! 
he field and upon the water, must be sustained į 
there, and it is our duty to do it. 
Mr. STANLY. [am opposed to the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, and I wish | 
to saya few words upon it. We are informed | 
that the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Mar- 
SHALL] inquired of the Ways and Means, and | 
could not get the information he wanted.. Now, 
did he go before the committee and inquire for it, 
or did he go here and there, to the members, in | 
ial chat, when gentlemen were busy writing 


H 


SOCH 
letters, or reading newspapers, or had other things | 
more important to employ their time? If my | 
honorable friend wants information about the de- 
tails of these items, and if he thinks the commit- 
tee is not competent to give it, let him introduce 
a resolution calling for the details, bring up the 
papers that are before the committee, and devote || 
his attention to them. lf he wishes to attack 
these estimates, as a friend or foe to the Adminis- 
tration, let him, when he has a chance to make an 
hour speech, attack the deficiency bill, and not 
oceupy his time in replying to his colleague in 
reference to Butler.and Fillmore, and their respect- 
ive positions on the slavery question. lt does not | 
come, I think, witha very good grace, from the 
gentleman from Kentucky, to lecture’ the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means about the manner in | 
which they have discharged their duty. Itis true į 
that there are six Democrats and three Whigs on 
that committee, and a Democratic chairman; but 
if my honorable friend finds fauit with the man- 
ner in which we have discharged our duty, I shall 
ask to be excused from being upon the commit- | 


put there. Let him try his hand at it. Per 

he may be able to take better care of the ways 
and means of the country, and will be likely to get 
more information about them than we can, al- 
though T think we have got as much information 
as a Committee of Ways and Means has ever | 
done, and have given itto the House. We would | 
have given more, if the House had allowed us, Iset | 
him look to the report of the Secretary of War; he 
will find ali the facts there; he will find that the ap- 
propriations have already been a great deal cut 
down. The gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. 
Jounson,| the chairman of the Committee on In- |} 
dian Affairs, hay announced that he intends to | 
offer as amendments various appropriations that || 
are indispensably necessary—amounting to some | 
two or three hundred thousand dollars, We have || 
exercised the most rigid economy; and I say tothe |! 
gentieman from Kentucky, again, that it was ex- || 
ceedingly unkind, and not what we on this side of || 
the House had aright to expect from him, as a 
friend of the Administration, to scold the Admin- 
istration as he does, or quite fair to say that he |) 
nnot get information from the Committee of ii 
Vays and Means. If he cannot, itis his duty to 


i 
i 
ii 


heretofore appropriated, had been spent; He 
says that they did not choose to go into details; 
that they had not time to go into details. Isay 
that, as I understand it, the Committee of Ways 
and Means have not any information in regard toit 
and that they have accepted, so far as this year’s 
appropriations are concerned, the declarations of 
the quartermaster general, or the officers of his 
bureau, ‘‘ that the accounts have not come in; and 
that, therefore, no accounts can be given to them.” 
I say that it involves the quartermaster general's 
bureau in the dilemma of having sent the public 
money. here and there, without understanding 
how. it was to be spent, or how they intended it 
should be spent, otherwise an.account could be. 
given which would be satisfactory. Ido not ask 
for details. I want to know how much money has 
been appropriated to New Mexico; how much 
has been sent to the frontiers of Texas; and 1 
want to know what they have done with it, how 
itis to be expended, and that they shall give me 


i some conclusions on which I may be justified 


again to draw the purse strings of this nation. 

It will not do—so far as I am concerned—for 
gentlemen to say that I belong to this side of the 
House or to that side of the House. Sir, when 
my duty as an American representative is con- 
cerned, I belong to no side of the House. Ibe- 
long to the country. I belong to the people. When 
I came here, I understood myself as being an 
American Representative—a representative of the 
interests of the whole country, and I should scorn 
myself if I could hold any place here, understand- 
ing that my allegiance was due to a party and not 

‘my country. When Lam called upon to appro- 

riate the money of this people, I must know how 
the money which I have already put into the 
hands of the Executive has been spent, and so 
help me God, I will never vote a cent without 
knowing it. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The gentleman from Ken- 


i tucky [Mr. Mansuarx] charges this Administra- 
| tion with violating the law and abusing the public 


confidence by a waste of the public money, not 
only by wasteful extravagance, but by expend- 
ing money not in pursuance of law, but against 
law, and the expressed will of Congress. Now, 
I want the country to notice this fact. Irepeatit, 
and dwell upon it. I agree with him, and I want 
the country to know that the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Kentucky—a friend of this Admin- 
istration, who consumed an hour the other day in 
irrelevant and illegitimate debate in praising the 
President of the United States, and in endeavor- 
ing to persuade the country that he should be 
reélected—voluntarily comes forward and bears 


| testimony to what I say, that there has been ex- 


travagance—that there have been abuses by this 
Administration. I admire the gentleman’s candor 
in admitting these abuses against his particular 
favorite for the Presidency, and I again call upon 
the country to notice that my statements are sus- 
tained by this distinguished friend of President 
Fillmore and his administration. 

But the gentleman says that the Contmiitee of 
Ways and Means have given no intelligible ac- 
count of how this money was expended. He 
seems to have paid no attention to the debate, or, 
it may be, the committee do not understand what 
he may call an intelligible account. The gende- 
man notified me beforehand that he was going to 
call upon meto-day for information. Did he doit? 


e in here and scold us. 
ion was then taken on Mr. Pancrr’s 


and net co 
The que: 


i 
i 
i 
f 


iy 


°Mr. MARSILALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
umend the amendments by striking out the words f 
“ for rent,” and F do it for the purpose of reply- i 
ing to the gentleman from North Carolina. Jt is | 
exceedingly convenient, Mr. Chairman, for gentle- ii 
men of the Committee of Ways and Means, to gi 
say that they were reading newspapers, or writing |} 
letters, or found employment more to their taste if 
than to answer inquiries of gentlemen who, asi 
representatives, inquired in regard to what the; 
committee had ascertained about this matter. I! 
did not stand here to lecture the Committee of: 


I had attempted to learn what conclusion the com- | 
mittee had attained, and what information they ! 


Did he call upon me when I was making my hour 
speech? F would have responded to him, and 
given him all the information I possessed upon 
any point he might have presented. I might not 
have been able to give an intelligible account, but 
I would have responded freely. But, lo and be- 
hold! my speech is made, and he has not asked 
for it. And now, he gets up here and complains 
that we have given him no information of these 
things. Whose fault is it? Even admitting the 
correctness of his complaint, he is more to blame 
than the committee; for, seeing we were not dis- 
cussing the true point of the case, it was his duty 
to call us to it, and ask for the particular informa- 
tion desired by him. Private conversation is not 
to be repeated here, and I do notintend to refer to 
it; but he notified me in the presence of several 
gentlemen that he would call on me, in the course 
of my speech, for information, He never made 
the call, and therefore his complaint is not well 
And now I use him as a witness, te 
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sustain the fact of the existence of the abuses 
spoken of in my hour speech. His evidence is 
before the country, and he can neither withdraw 
it nor evade its force. ; 
Sir, I would like to know of the honorable gen- 
tleman, if he believes there is no money in the 


Treasury that can be used to sustain the army, į! 
what his object is in this matter? Do you want | 


to disband the army? Your President has not the 


power to do it. You and I, with our fellow-mem- ' 


ers, have the power. If you want to disband the 
army, do it; if you want to keep up the army, do 
it. ‘But let us do one thing or the other. Do not 
let us keep up an establishment which we cannot 
„feed and will not clothe. Let us not pretend to 


keep up an army on the frontier of our States and |! 
Territories, and refuse to furnish them with am- | 


munition to shoot an Indian, if one should attempt 
to commit a depredation. 
Now, I put it to the gentleman from Kentucky, 


{Mr. Marsuavy,] and I put it to every gentleman | 


in this committee, Do you not believe that this 
or some other amount of money ought to be ap- 
propriated? Do you believe there is enough to sup- 
ply these objects yet unexpended; if so, the Sec- 
retary of War has acted in bad faith to Congress; 
he says it is not there. 


as it can be made—as clear as a sunbeam—that ; 
the money has been wasted by the Administra- |: 


tion, I would, even in that case, not hesitate a mo- 


ment to vote the appropriations necessary to carry | 
on the Government and supply the place of the || 
I would restrict the Administra- | 


money wasted. 
tion by legislation. I would do all that was neges 
sary to restrict the Administration, so far as 
was in my power as a member of Congress. 


would aid, to the extent of my ability, in an in- | 
vestigation of the abuses; but I would not hesitate ` 


to vote the supplies necessary to protect our fron- 


tiers, and to enable this Government to observe |: 
and faithfully execute its treaty stipulations with | 


Mexico. I would protect the emigrants, while on 
the roads to our distant frontiers, against the bar- 


barities of the wild, savage, and remorseless In- ` 


dians that hover along their pathway. 
save them from hutchery. I would protect them 
against the tomahawk and scalping-knife of the 
wild Indians. Itis due to the emigrant, and as 
far as my vote goes, he shall have it. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker | 


having resumed the chair, the chairman reported 


thatthe Committee of the Whole on the state of the `! 
Union had, according to order, had under con- : 
sideration the state of the Union generally, and ; 


particularly House bill 207, being a bill “to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 


vice of the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, | 


one thousand eight hundred and fifty-two,” and 
had come to no conclusion thereon. 
COMPROMISE MEASURES. 
Mr. JACKSON. 
regular order of business? 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order 


is the cali of the States for resolutions, beginning |} 


with South Carolina. 
Mr. JACKSON. 


now proceed to the regular order of business. 


I move that the House do 


of South Carolina, I have a resolution to offer when | 


Georgia is called. 


TheSPEAKER. Resolutions arein order from | 


the Siate of Georgia. 

Mr. JACKSON. i 
ton, upon the passage of which I move the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. CABELL. 
adjourn. . 

‘Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to make 
this inquiry of the Chair: If the House adjourn 
now, what will be the position of the resolution 
of the gentleman from Georgia? | 

Mr. GENTRY. The resolution nas not 
received nor read. : 

Mr. JONES. £ rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from Georgia, as I understand it, 
is upon the floor until his resolution is read; and 
until he yields the floor no gentleman can get 1t to 
move that the House adjourn. 


If you make it as clear | 


I would <; 


J It is about the | 
usual time for adjournment, and as we are not ;; 
likely to make any progress in the bill to-day, I 


Lask the Chair what is the! 


i: 


there are no resolutions to be offered from the State 


ĮI offer the following resolu- : 


I movethat the House do now | 


Treen i 


that the resolution would be in order when resolu- 


the compromises of the Constitution, and believe it to be 
the intention of the people generally, as we hereby declare 
it to be-ours individually, to abide such compromises, and 


ilast Congress for that purpose ineluded—and that we depre- 


i provision, of the questions embraced in the acts of the last 
| Congress kuown as the compromise, and of questions gen- 
į erally connected with the institution of slavery, as unneces- 
| sary, useless, and dangerous. 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia moves the resolution which has just been read, 
‘| and upon its passage he calls the previous ques- 
‘on. 

Mr. FOWLER, 
now adjourn. 
; Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, demanded the 
i! yeas and nays; but they were not ordered. 
|” The motion was then agreed to—ayes 84, noes 

not counted—-and 

The House adjourned till twelve o’clock, to- 
‘| morrow. : 


| 
i 
i 
l 
| 
| vision fer the delivery of fugitive slaves and the act of the 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| 
{ 
i 
{ 
| 


I move that the House do 


H NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. DO'TY gave notice of his intention to introduce a 
bill with the following title: 

“A bill providing for the free navigation of the St. Law- 
rence river, and for reciprocal trade with Canada.” 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
| under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees + 
: | By Mr. PARKER, of Indiana: The petition of Shipley 
, L. Foulke and others, assistant marshals of Henry county, 
ii Indiana, praying for additional compensation for taking the 
late census. ; 


and others, citizens of New Hampshire, in behalf of the 
Western Farm and Village Association of the city of New 
: York. 

On motion by Mr. PORTER, leave was giyen to with- 
: draw from the files of the House, petitions of citizens of St. 


ji Louis, Missouri, asking the passage of an act to provide for 
| holding an additional term of the circuit court of the United 
i States for the district of Missouri, and to refer the same to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ii IN SENATE. 
Turespar, March 23, 1852. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burer. 

Mr. WADE. 
tors of Samuel Prioleau, of the State of South Caro- 
lina, was at an early day referred to the Committee 
i! of Claims, and was considered by that committee, 
who, doubtfully and hesitatingly, I may say, 
came to a conclusion, and directed me to make an 
| adverse report. ‘The report was made principally, 
and. probably entirely, upon the ground that the 
claim appeared to be an antiquated one. Although 
it appeared to be equitable, there was no evidence 
before the committee to show why it had been 
L delayed so long; and in the absence of any evi- 
dence to account for that long delay, we came to 
the conclusion that we ought to make an adverse 
report, The subject was referred to the committee 
on the motion of the Senator from South Carolina. 


any light upon the subject. 
1 en s XAT 
i report, and it was adopted by the Senate. We 
‘have now been furnished with evidence that ac 
ii counts for the delay; and the committee have had 
| the matter under consideration, and have direvied 


making the adverse report. 


but by unanimous consent, 1 
Mr. WADE. I will state the equities of the 
laim, and the cireumstances under which it is 


ae 
| presented to us, if it is desired. 
i Mr. SEWARD. Lis not necessary. 


Mr. WADE. The committee desire to hav 
, the papers referred to them again, that they may 
i take them into further consideration. 

| ‘The PRESIDENT. The Chair has stated that 
| it requires unanimous consent. An adverse re- 
i| port having been made and concurred in, of course 


+i the papers cannot be acted on again unless further 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion | 
Resolved, That we recognize the binding efficacy of || 


to sustain the Jaws necessary to carry them out—the pro. | 


į cate al} further agitation of questions growing out of that | 


By Mr. PEASLEE: The memorial of Rufus K. Parker į! 


The case of the heirs and execu- i 


He was not present when we had it under con- ; 
sideration, and therefore was not able to give us |! 
We made an adverse | 


me to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to į; 
take the papers from the files, and again to reier | 


them, for we fear that we have donc injustice in} 


The PRESIDENT. The report having been | 
concurred in, the subject cannot again be referred | 


evidence is introduced 
not correct. i ` 

No objection being made, the papers were or- 
dered to be taken from the files and referred.to the 
| Committee of Claims. : 


PETITIONS, ETC. -0 07 


Mr. RUSK presented a petition-of members of 
| the Legislature of Texas, praying. the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Washington to Cold 
Spring; which was referred to. the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. $ 
Also, the petition of Charles B. Brower, late a 
i Lieutenant in the United States Army, praying 
that he be reinstated in the Army; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Also, a resolution of the Legislatire of Texas, 
| in favor of the payment of Samuel A. Belder for 
i Spoliations by Mexico upon his property; which 
i| was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and ordered to be printed, 
| 
| 
| 


to'show that the report was 


Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Texas, 
| in favor of the incorporation of the officers of the 
i Texas Navy into the Navy of the United States; 
| which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
i Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
| Mr. CHASE presented two. memorials of as- 
į sistant marshals for taking the Seventh Census in 
| Ohio, praying additional compensation; which 
| were ordered to be laid on the table. 
i 
{ 
i 


Also, a memorial of the Board of Trustees of 
! the Protestant University of the United States at 
| Cincinnati, Ohio, praying the endowment of ‘that 
‘institution by a grant of land; which was referred 
! to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of twenty- 
; five merchants of Boston, Massachusetts, praying 
| that the use of intoxicating liquors in the United 
l: States Navy may be discontinued; which was re- 
|; ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
i} ‘Mr. ADAMS presented a memorial of the 
| Legislature of Mississippi, praying the establish- 
li ment of a port of entry at Biloxi, and additional 
li 
| 


: mail facilities to that place; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 


ii 
iy 
i 
t 


propriation of scrip to satisfy the warrants now 
| outstanding and unprovided for; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of James Riley, of Cincinnati, 

Ohio, claiming the credit of having been the in- 
li ventor of the Independent Treasury system. 
' A motion by Mr. HUNTER, that it beprinted, 
i: was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
‘| Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania praying the construction of 
a railroad from the Mississippi to the Pacific ocean; 
which was. referred to the Committee on Roads 
and Canais. ` 
| Also, the petition of citizens of Albany, New 
i York, praying the passage of an act granting fur- 
er aid to Collins’s line of mail steamers; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
i Mr. GEYER presented the petition of mer- 
chants and others, citizens of St. Louis, Missouri, 
praying that further aid may be extended to Col- 
lins’s Ime of mail steamers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, presented a me- 
` morial of the Mayor and Common Council of Ra- 
i cine, Wisconsin, praying an appropriation for 
completing the harbor at that place; which was 
|; referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented a memorial 
li of citizens of Washington, District of Colu 2 
` praying an amendment of the charter of that city; 


l 
} 
i 
1 
i 
t 
i 
l 
i 
i 


d 


which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a petition of clerks in the office of the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury, praying anin- 
crease of their salaries; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SOULE presented a resolution cf the 
Legislature of Louisiana, in favor of the esta he 
ment of a mail route from the mouth of Red river 
to Burr’s Ferry, on the Sabine; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Pest Roads. n 

Also, a resolution of the Legislature of Louis- 
ii iana in favor of the establishment of a tri-weekly 
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mail. from Harrisonburg to’ Natchitoches; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and. Post Ruads. : 


WHEELING BRIDGE. 


Mr, BELL. - I present the memorial of Joseph 
‘Wood’ and a considerable number of other gen- 
tlemen, respectable and intelligent citizens of Nash- 
ville and its vieinity, setting forth that. they have 
heard, with considerable alarm and great concern, 
the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of 
the; Wheeling Bridge, on the suit of the State of 
Peinsylvania, and they pray that Congress will 
exercise whatever powers it may possess to pre- 
vent what they consider an arbitrary and unneces- 
sary exercise of power by any department of the 
Government of the United States, in decreeing the 
demolition of that great work, because the owners 
of only seven—as it is alleged is proved in the 
case—of the many hundreds of steam-boats navi- 
gating. the river, have thought proper to elevate 
their chimnies higher than usual, and higher than 
is thought to be essential, and because they do not 
choose to lower them. I move to refer the memo- 
rial to the Committee on Commerce. 

_ The motion was agreed to. 


` LINE OF STEANERS TO HAMBURG. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I present to 
the Senate the petition of C. Hansen, of the city 
of Brooklyn, in the State of New York, who pro- 
poses that with the consent and patronage of Con- 
gress, he will establisha line of steamers from that 
city via Rotterdam, in the Netherlands, to Glux- 
stadt, in Holstein, on the river Elbe, near Ham- 
burg, so as to make semi-monthly passages for 
the transportation of mails, passengers, and freight. 
He offers to build four steamers, each of two 
thousand tons. The first two to be completed in 
two years, and the two others in three years. He 
asks Congress to pay him. $100,000 per annum for 
the first three years, $85,000 for the next three 
years, and $75,000 for the last four years, for each 
vessel in active service. 

The first benefit which the United States would 
derive would be the establishment of semi-monthly 
mails, which in time would remunerate the Gov- 
ernment. The German population already in the 
United States is estimated at five millions, and it 
is increasing at the rate of more than one hundred 
thousand a year. The next benefit to the Gov- 
ernment would be an increase of the naval steam 
marine, since the United States would have the 
right to take the vessels at any time at cost. A 
third advantage which would accrue to the coun- 
try would be the substitution of the safe, whole- 
some, and speedy American steam-vessels for the 
importation of emigrants, in place of the small, 
uncomfortable, and unhealthy sailing vessels of 


Hamburg, Rotterdam, and Antwerp. The new | 
line would receive the trade of the three great rivers | 
of continental Europe: the Elbe, Weser, and the | 


Rhine. The fourth and capital advantage which 
it. would secure would be the direct carrying trade 
and navigation in the central continental Europe 
which is now nearly engrossed by foreigners. 
The entire tonnage, inwards and outwards, in the 
trade of the United States and the Hanse Towns, 
in a single year, belonging to foreigners is a hun- 
dred and eighty-three thousand tons. 

The entire tonnage owned by Americans within 
the same period, was forty thousand tons. The 
value of the freights reccived during the same pe- 
riod by foreigners, was $1,470,000, while the value 
of the freights received by the Americans was 
only $384,000, showing that the trade, as now 
carried on, is worth $1,000,000, all of which, by 


the-adoption of this enterprise, might be secured i; 


for ourselves. I remark, once more, that this 
great trade is carried on chiefly by British mer- 
chants. 


England, and thence is carried to the continent, 
thus subjecting us to a Jarge tribute in the way of 
expenses and commissions paid to English mer- 
chants. The enterprise connects itself, of course, 
with the present Bremen line, and these two lines 
would enable us to take control of a trade which 


at present we only divide with foreigners at great | 


disadvantage to ourselves, 


The petition is sustained by documents and |: 


references which J commend to the most favorable 
consideration of the Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads, to which I beg leave to refer the | 


Nine tenths of the American cotton con- | 


sumed in continental Europe, is shipped first to yton, taasi leave to introduce a billtoramend an 


|l whole subject. I move that the petition be referred 


to that committee.. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of William R. Nevins, on the 
| files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 


VANDERBILT STEAMERS. 


Mr. BADGER. A number of memorials were 
heretofore referred.to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, asking for the establishment of lines of 
ij steamers. By the direction of the committee, the 
chairman asked that they be discharged from the 
further consideration of them, and it was done 
accordingly. I now desire to submita motion that 
one of those memorials—that of Vanderbilt & 
Co.—be taken from the files, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. I 
wish to mention, in this connection, that the Naval 
| Committee made no report upon the merits of the 


that there was nothing in them that made them 
| appropriate for their consideration, they asked to 
be discharged from them. I think the one which 
| I have mentioned is entitled to the consideration 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MAIL CONTRACTS. 

Mr. CLEMENS. A communication was yes- 
| terday received from the Secretary of the Navy in 
| relation to steam-ships. Upon my motion it was 
laid on the table and ordered to be printed. I 
learn that it will be some two weeks. before it can 
be printed, as our public printer has managed to 
get behind with the business. 
that it be taken from the table, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
| The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill to increase the efficiency of the artillery; 
| which was read, and passed to the second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a joint resolution con- 


was ordered to be printed. 
A motion, by Mr. SHIELDS, to print two 
thousand addititional copies of the two last-men- 


Printing. ` 

Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Avery Down- 
er, submitted an adverse report; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 


Claims, to which was referred the petition of San- 
tiago E. Arguello, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. The report was ordered 
to be printed. 


sions, to which were submitted the following peti- 
tions, submitted adverse reports thereon: 

The petition of Squire Moore; 

The petition of Joseph W. Edwards; 

The petition of Elisha Merriman; and 

The petition of William Blodgett. 


| NOTICES OF BILLS. 


| Mr. HUNTER gave notice of his intention to 
i ask leave to introduce a bill to make an appropri- 


| ation of lands to satisfy the claims of those holding 
outstanding Virginia military land warrants. 


7 

| act entitled “‘An act for laying off the towns of 
| «Fort Madison and Burlington, in the county of 
i ‘Des Moines, and the towns of Belleville, Du- 
| ‘buque, and Peru, in the county of Dubuque, Ter- 
| ‘ritory of Wisconsin.” 

i CLERK IN THE SECRETARY’S OFFICE. 

| Mr. CASS. I offer the following resolution, 
| which, under the rule, will lie over for a day: 

i 
j 
i 


Resolved, That Y. P. Page, who has been engaged in 
clerical and other duties in the office of the Secretary of 
ii the Senate for some years past, be paid the same per diem 
|; compensation, from the beginning of the present session, 
| as is allowed to the committee clerks of the Senate. 


I move, therefore, | 


cerning the national defenses; which was read, | 
and passed to the second reading. The report | 


tioned reports, was referred to the Committee on | 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of | 


Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on Pen- | 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, gave notice of his inten- | 


| applications, one way or the other; but considering || 


1 
} 


i 
i 
t 
| 


g 
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Mr. BADGER. Let it be considered now. I 
do not think there can be any possible objection 
to it. 


Mr. CASS. If there is no objection, I ask for 


| its consideration at this time. 


No objection being made, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT. As it is a resolution pro- 
viding for the payment of money out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, it is necessary that it 
should have three readings. 

The resolution was read a second time and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would inquire of the Senator 
who introduced this resolution, what is the neces 
sity for it? If there is a law authorizing the Sec- 
retary to obtain necessary assistance, I should 
like to know what necessity there is for this? 

Mr. CASS. The person mentioned in the res- 
olution. is now in the Secretary’s office and has 
been for years, but has only been paid as a mes- 
senger. All who know the young man know 
that he is a most efficient clerk. There is no rea- 
son in the world why he should not be paid asa 
i clerk, when he is doing the duty of that office. 
| He may be called a messenger; but every Sena- 
tor knows that he has been doing the work of a 
clerk, and that he does it most admirably. 

Mr. BADGER. There is no doubt about that. 
All who’ have been here any length of time, 
know i 

The resolution was reported to the Senate, was 
ordeted to be engrossed for a third reading, and 

read a third time and passed. 


SALARIES OF TERRITORIAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I move to postpone all 
prior orders for the purpose of taking up the bill 
to repeal the proviso in the act entitled ‘* An-act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government, for the year 
i ending the 30th June, 1852, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1851, relating to the 
salaries of the officers of the Territories of the 
United States. I presume it will be acted upon 
without much debate. s 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the con- 
sideration of the bill, which was reported from 
| the Committee on the Judiciary with an amend- 

ment. : 

The amendment of the committee is in the form 
of a substitute for the original bill. It provides in 
the first section, ‘that if any officer of any Terri- 
‘tory of the United States shall hereafter absent 
‘himself from such Territory and his official duties, 
‘for a period exceeding sixty days in any one 
‘ year, without the leave of the President of the 
‘United States, he shall not be paid any salary 
‘ for the period of such absence, unless good cause 
‘for such absence shall be shown to the satisfac- 
‘ tion of the President;”’ and, in the second section, 
that the proviso contained in the act entitled “An 
| tact making appropriations for the civil and dip- 
‘lomatic expenses of the Government for the year 
‘fending the 30th June, 1852, and for other pur- 
‘ poses,” approved March 3, 1851, relating to the 
payment of the salaries of officers of the territories 
of the United States, be thereby repealed. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would like to know what 
the proviso is, which it is proposed to repeal. 

The Secretary read the proviso, as follows: 

“ Provided, That the salaries specified above for any of 
the officers of any of the Territories of the United States, 


shall not be paid in any case when any of said officers shall 
absent themselves from said Territories and their official 


| duties for a period of time greater than sixty days.” 


Mr. GEYER. It will be perceived that the 
proviso which it is proposed to repeal, annexes a 
forfeiture of the whole salary as the effect of an 
absence of sixty days—no matter from what cause, 
or under what circumstances. It provides that in 
case of absence, the fact of absence may be taken 
as judgment against an officer, and he is thereafter 
to receive no salary whatever. The first section 
of the proposed amendment designs to effect ja 
change m that particular. One defect intended to 
be cgred is, that where the proviso leaves it un- 
certain whether the several absences may not be 
taken together to make up the sixty days. It 
designs also to cure another defect, which ts this: 
The proviso, I understand, was inserted with the 
view to affect the officers in Minnesota; and, as it 
stands, if the different absences are not to be added 
together, any one of the officers in Minnesota may 


may arise. Officers: who are ‘appointed for these 
different Territories may have occasion to return 
for their families, and sometimes will have occa- 
sion to absent themselves on public duty; and it 
is contemplated, when they do so absent them- 
selves, with the permission of the President, or 
when they furnish a sufficient excuse in the judg- 
ment of the President, that the penalty shall not 
attach. Another object is to make the provision 
permanent; not to have it in an appropriation act, 
but in a permanent law, operating upon the offi- 
cers of Territories in all times. I will now move 
as an amendment to the amendment the following, 
to come in at the end of the second section: 

And the salaries of said officers, which have heretofore 
accrued, shall be paid, anything in the said proviso to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. CHASE. I was about to move an amend- 
ment, which it seems to me would be more appro- 
priate than that offered by the Senator from Mis- 
souri. Itis to strike out the last clause of the 
section, which will leave the judges of the Terri- 
tories to the discretion of the President for per- 
mission to absent themselves from their official 
duties. In the organization of the Territories of 
New Mexico and Utah, Congress thought fit to 
insert a clause providing that the judges should 
not be absent from the performance of their judicial 
functions more we sixty days without forfeiting 
their salaries. may be, and I think is reason- 
able, that they should be allowed, in cases of emer- 
gency, and with the sanction of the President, to 
leave their Territories; but to permit absences at 
discretion for an unlimited time, and appeals to 
the indulgence of the President, not merely for 

ayment after this law shall have been enacted, 
bac for payment before it, seems to me to be going 
too far. We all know how important it is to the 
inhabitants of the Territories that the presence of 
these officers shall be secured; and we know, too, 
that in regard to the particular Territories which I 
have named, it is indispensable that they shall be 
retained in their places by some condition of this 
kind. I have heard from highly respectable gen- 
tlemen of New Mexico, for instance, that the state 
of things there is so undesirable, that if the judges 
can be allowed to leave their posts, traverse the 
country at pleasure, and then throw themselves 
on the discretion of the President to be allowed 
their salaries, notwithstanding such absence, it 
will be almost impossible to retain them in their 
places. It seems to me to be our duty not to go 
further than the law now stands. At most, we 
should not do more than authorize the judges to 
absent themselves with the leave of the President. 
I shall vote against the proposed amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri, and then move to 
strike out the last clause of the first section. 

Mr. GEYER. It occurs to me that recent 
events should admonish us that it is necessary to 
authorize, under certain circumstances, the offi- 
cers to leave a Territory. Ido not pretend to form 
any judgment 
the officers of the Territory of Utah; but if what 
they represent approaches the truth, their condi- 
tion there would have been intolerable: It may 
be that, in those remote Territories, they cannot 
remain and attend to their duties without encoun- 
tering difficulties that few men would be willing to 
encounter, Now, sir, in the Territory of Utah, 
where it is said a state of things exists which ren- 
ders it altogether uncomfortable for any civilized 
Christian to reside, an officer must retire from the 
Territory, and he cannot wait for leave from the 
President of the United States. He can go into 
the Indian country, and remain there for a period 
less than sixty days, under existing laws; return 
to the Territory, and retire again to the Indgn 
country. As the law stands, the judgment agamst 
the officer is peremptory, and is left to the ac- 
counting officer, and to him alone. It is now pro- 
posed to submit it to the judgment of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. If the ease should 
occur—I do not say it has occurred—that the con- 
dition of a territorial officer would be rendered 


as to the cause of the absence of || 


H 


| lating in view of the state of 


officers, unless they had good cause for their ab- 
sence, would submit their case to the President of 
the United States in a matter of that sort, when 
they must ‘come here, make their application at 
the seat of Government, and present the facts and 
circumstances under which they were induced to 
absent themselves from the Territory. If the con- 
sent of the President could be obtained before- 
hand in all cases, and we were sure of it, I should 
have no objection to the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio; but, as it stands now, they are in a 
condition very much exposed. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to make an inquiry 
of those who have had this subject under consider- 
ation, and the inquiry may be understood by 
stating that to which it is designed to relate. If I 


_understand it, most of the officers of one of the 


Territories have Jeft, with the intention of not re- 
turning again; but they are, nevertheless, still in 
office. Now, sir, will not the operation of this 
legislation be to continue their salaries, notwith- 
standing they may remain herein Washington, or 
elsewhere in the United States, and have no con- 
nection whatever with the Territories, and no 
connection with the duties of the office, other than 
merely holding the position of officers? Will it 
not continue them, and continue their salaries? 
Mr. WELLER. If I understand the matter 
alluded to by the Senator who has just taken his 
seat, it is different from what he has stated. I un- 
derstand that these judges and other officers de- 
sire to return to Utah, but they have reported to 
the President, as I learn, that they are unable to 


execute the civil law, or the laws of Congress, in | 


the Territory, without the aid of the military, and 
that their persons are not safe. The question 
now is, what step can be taken so as to secure obe- 
dience in that Territory to the laws that may be 
enacted by Congress? In my judgment it would 
be very impolitic to send a military force there, 
avowedly for the purpose of executing the civil 
law. But the difficulty may be obviated in this 
way: it is necessary that some military posts 
should be established through that Territory, not 
only for the protection of the inhabitants from 
the Indians, but, what to me is a matter of more 
importance, for the protection of emigrants who 
are constantly passing that route to the State 
which I, in part, represent. Those military posts 
and depôts might be established as near as possi- 
ble to Salt Lake, because in that vicinity there 
would be afforded facilities for obtaining supplies, 
which could not be obtained elsewhere. They 
would at all times be ready to aid the civil authori- 
ties in the execution of the law. If they were es- 
tablished, I have no doubt that the judges could 
return to the Territory in perfect safety, to exe- 
cute the mandates of Congress. I would not send 
a military force along with the judges, for the rea- 
son that Lam unwilling to treat these people as 
designing to subvert this Government. I know 
that there is no very friendly feeling among them 
towards the Government, but I would treat them 
as a loyal people, although, at the same time, I 
would have a military force to compel them to 
respect the law. 

Mr. WALKER. Iam obliged to the Senator 
for the information and views which he has ex- 
pressed. As far as I have reflected upon this sub- 
ject, my mind has come very much to the same 
conclusion that his has, that something of the kind 
he mentions will be necessary in the Territory re- 
ferred to. But the only question in my mind, in 


| view of this, is, whether the legislation now pro- 


posed is not premature? In view of what has been | 


said, in view of the condition of things there, there 
is much more to be done before those gentlemen 
can enter upon the duties of their offices, before 
they can, in my opinion, safely remain mm that 
Territory. à ; 
Another question is, whether, while we are legis- 
things which we 
know to exist there, we shall make provision for 
the salaries of officers who either do not, or can- 


not, discharge the duties of their offices. For one, 
f must say, that I cannot agree to It. These gen- 
tlemen have returned to the States. They tell 


us the reason why they have returned. They 


legislate in view of the interests of the country— 
in view of the subject-matter to which their offices 
relate. It seems to me that we cannot feel: our- 
selves justified in providing for the payment of 
their salaries, while they are not discharging the 
duties of their offices. 

Mr. BADGER. I was originally opposed to 
the adoption of the proviso to the appropriation 
bill, the repeal of which is now sought to be ob- 
tained by the bill under the consideration of the 
Senate. “I thought then, and I think now, that it 
was an unjust, and a hazardous, and very impoli- 
tic system by which to enforce the discharge of the 
duties of public officers, and especially to enforce 
the discharge of the duties of judicial officers. If 
we had had a system upon this subject—a system 
of the Government of lung and established con- 
tinuance, and we were now called upon to make 
an exception out of that general system in favor 
of the particular class of officers to whom this bill 
refers—the remarks of the honorable Senator who 
has just taken his seat, would be entitled to great 
weight. But this is the case of a proviso added 
to an appropriation bill—a proviso sprung upon 
the country, in virtue of which, whether the ab- 
sence be with or without fault; whether the officer 
be expelled from his post, or prevented, unless at 
the peril of his life, from returning to it; or wheth- 
er he had absented himself voluntarily and negli- 
gently, because he was careless and indifferent in 
the discharge of his duty—without reference to 
any consideration of that kind, we visit his offense 
(treating it as a judicial ascertainment of judicial 
default) with the forfeiture of his salary. Now, 
such a system as that cannot be right, 

Without going into the particular circumstance 
to which the Senator from California [Mr. WEL- 
LER] has referred; agreeing with him in the senti- 
ments which he has expressed on the subject, I 
will merely remark, that, however these difficul- 
ties may have originated, these gentlemen, with 
great difficulty, and at great expense, ard at no 
small hazard to themselves, went into that Terri- 
tory. A state of things has occurred there in 
which they cannot remain, and on account of 
which they were compelled to leave the Territory. 
They are here. It belongs to Congress, as the 
Senator from California has said, to institute the 
measures necessary to make their return safe and 
practicable, in order to enable them to execute the 
duties which their officers require in that Terri- 
tory. In the mean time, they cannot go there. 
And until that state of things which has compelled 
them to leave is done away with, can it be rights 
is it fair; is it just; is it reasonable, to visit a sen- 
tence of starvation upon them while we are en- 
gaged—or whether engaged or not, ought to be en- 
gaged—in establishing some law by which the 
violated authority of the Union may be restored, 
and the peaceable return to that country of these 
judicial officers be effected, so that they may ex- 
ercise their proper functions as they are exe- 
cuted in every other State and Territory of the 
Union? 

The proviso itself was originally wrong, in my 
judgment. Subsequent events have proved the 
injurious purposes to which it may be applied. Tt 
seems to me that the Senate owes it to itself, owes 
it to these officers, owes it to the system on which 
our public affairs have been hitherto conducted, 
to repeal it at once, and declare that no injury 
shall result to the parties from its having been 
adopted. ; 

Now, whether these gentlemen have the animus 
revertendi to that Territory or not, I have no 
means personally of knowing. The understanding 
is, that they have been, in effect, expelled from 
the Territory; and I presume that if, when they 
can return there with safety, they do not return, 
the President of the United States will discharge 
his duty by informing them that they can no 
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longer be allowed to hold” offices when they can- | 
not attend to the duties belonging to them. 

Mr. CHASE. I regret very much to be com- 

elled to differ from the Senator from North Caro- 
fina {[Mr. Banger] on this question. But the 
Congress of the United States has thought proper 
to define, by law, the terms on which these judges 
take their office. They have taken upon. them, 
under the appointment of the President, the: dis- 
charge of their judicial. duties upon. these terms, 
dearly understand by them... There can be no 
doubt as:to that fact.. When they became judges | 
of these Territories, they knew that they would 
not. be permitted to absent themselves from the 
performance of. their judicial duties for a longer 
period .than sixty days without the forfeiture of 
their salaries; and that if. they should so forfeit 
them, they must appeal to the liberality of Con- 

ress for the payment, notwithstanding the for- 
eiture. Ifsuch payment were now proposed as 
a distinct and independent proposition, I am not 
prepared to say how I should vote upon it. But j 
we are now called upon to legislate for all cases— : 
not. merely the cases which have occurred, but 
cases which may hereafter occur. We are asked 
to repeal a proviso under which these Territories 
were organized. Itseems to me that it is unwise. 
Tt seems to me that it is unnecessary. 

Something has been said as to the urgency of 
the circumstances under which the judges for Utah | 
left the performance of their duties. I have read | 
their report; I have read the statements of other 
gentlemen who were cognizant of the state of af- 
fairs in that country; and I have yet to see any- 
thing which satisfies my mind at all that they 
might not have remained there with perfect safety, 
and freely administered justice in all cases which 
might have been brought before them. It is very 
possible that they might have had very few cases 
submitted to them. If they had been sent to a 
community of Friends, or Quakers, they might ' 
have had no cases at all brought before them. But | 
I have no doubt that they were at perfect liberty ‘ 
to adjudicate all cases submitted—to remain in; 
that ‘Territory, exempt from all danger to life or | 
person, as long as they chose to stay. Notwith- | 
standing that, they left the Territory. They left | 
it, notwithstanding their duties bound them fo re- | 
main; notwithstanding the law bound them to re- | 
main; notwithstanding the law imposed upon: 
them a forfeiture of their salaries if they did not 
remain. 

Now, if we adopt this provision, the practical 
result will be, that we shall have judges for these 
Territories who are unter no obligation whatever : 
to remain in them, and discharge their duties. || 
They will not be bound to go there; they will not | 
be bound to remain there, if they do go; they may | 
absent themselves whenever and as long as they | 
choose, and still their salaries would be dependant | 
wholly, not on the will of Congress, not on the | 
will of the legislative power, but on the will of the 
Executive. This strikes me as all wrong. The | 
salaries of the judicial officers of the Government : 
should be dependant on the will of Congress, and | 
on the will of Congress alone; and they should 
be confined, in the performance of their func- | 
tions, to the line which the laws of Congress pre- 
scribe. Tam, therefore, averse to this amendment; || 
though, at the sume time, as I said before, I am || 
quite willing to enact into a law a portion of this ‘| 
bill: that is, so much as authorizes the judges to || 
leave hereafter, having first obtained the sanction || 
of the President. That. it seems to me, is quite || 
as far as wecan be asked to go. I would not | 
legislate for past events, but merely for future con- | 
tungencies, 

_ Mr. GEYER. Irise for the purpose of offer- i 
ing some explanation of the bill to the Senator ; 
from Wisconsin, Mr. Warrer] who appears to | 
understand it different from its real import. It 
will be seen, by reference to the first section of the ` 
amendment of the committee, taken together with 
the amendment which I have had the honor to 
submit, that provision is made only for the pay- 
ment of the salaries which have heretofore ac- 
crued. If these officers remain absent from their | 
duties and from the Territory, then the first sec- 
tion of the act will apply to them, and they must =! 
have leave of the President of the United States, || 
or theymust show cause that is satisfactory for | 
such absence. The design of the amendment is, ¿j 
without intending to pronounce any judgment |! 
upon the events which have occurred in Utah. to i| 


should be appointed In.a season (as I believe these 


į ofa portion of his salary. Does not the Consti- | 
tution extend to and protect these territorial officers | 
If! 

{ 


suspend the operation of the proviso in reference 
to those officers. That there 1s a necessity for the 
amendment, will appear from a single suggestion. 
Every officer whois appointed here, must be ab- 
sent from the time of his appointment to the time | 
when he arrivesat the Territory of Utah—a period 
of more than sixty days. If, however, they 


officers were) when it is impracticable to pass the 
prairies, they will have to be trom ninety to onehun- 
dred and twenty days absent from the Territory 
after the time of theirappointment. The proviso, 


as it stands, operates as a forfeiture of their entire |! 


salary, because of this necessary absence from their 
duties and from the Territory. I supposed that 
the better way of adjusting this matter would be 
to restore the law, so far as the past is concerned, 
to what it was before the proviso was enacted. 
Then the first section of this act, if it should be- | 
come a law, would operate hereafter to prevent | 
any absence without leave of the President, or 
without good cause. An emergency may arise | 
where leave of the President cannot be obtained. 
Then, when the good cause should be shown, the | 
salary ought to be paid, especially if there should į 
be anything like the emergency supposed in the 
report made by the officers from Utah. 
he effect then, of this bìll, if it shall be passed, 
will be this: the salaries, as far as they have ac- | 
crued, will be paid. But, if any officer shall re- : 
main, after the passage of this act, sixty days ab- 
sent from his duties, without leave of the President, 
or without showing good cause to the satisfaction 
of the President for such absence, he will forfeit 
his salary for the period of his absence. Thatis, 
I suppose, the extent to which the provision ought 
to go. 
minority in the Committee on the Judiciary. I 
favored a total repeal of that proviso, for the reason 
stated by the honorable Senator from North Car- 
olina. But it was thought better to have a general 
provision upon the statute book, which should se- | 
cure the presence of these officers hereafter; and 
under circumstances where judgment should not 
be taken upon them from the mere fact of absence, 
but that an opportunity should be given to present | 
to some other tribunal, a sufficient excuse for that | 
absence. i 
Mr. BROOKE. 1 wouldask respectfully, why | 
it is, that an exception is made against these par- | 
ticular judicial officers, which does not prevail 
against any other officer ofthe Government? The | 


Judges of the Supreme Court and the District | 


Judges are not liable to a forfeiture of their salary | 
in the event that they fail to perform their duties, 
either in whole or in part. I know very well that 
the Circuit Judge of the United States, assigned 
to the circuit in which is included the district of 
Mississippi, has not been performing duty in that 
State for several years. And yet I never heard of 


For my own part, I happened to be in a | 


F 


any liability being imposed upon himofa forfeiture 


as well as other officers of the United States? 
so, then my inquiry is answered. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 


to 


less good cause for such absence shall be shown 
to the satisfaction of the President.” The effect 
of the amendment will be to allow an oficer of any 


| 
of the Territories to absent himself if he obtains | 
| 


leave from the President of the United States, and 
to be paid his salary if he has such leave. It will 
not at all affect the provision which has just been | 


adopted by the Senate, but will make it necessary |: 


for an officer, in all cases, to obtain the previous 


assent of the President, before he can leave his | 


post, 


The amendment to the amendment was not || 


| 
Mr. CHASE. I now move to strike out all af- | 
ter the word ‘‘ absence,’’ to the end of the first $ 
section of the amendment—being the words ‘“‘ un- | 


the limits of the Territories, or only those officers | 


necessary to the territorial government. 


Mr.GEYER. It includes all who were covered | 


| by the proviso to the appropriation act of last year. | 


; what questioned. 


ritories are covered by that proviso? 

Mr. BADGER. The judges and the secreta- 
ries, I believe. 

Mr.GEYER. The proviso is to the appropri- 
ation for the salaries of the governors, judges, and 
secretaries of the Territories. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Then I have no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

NON-INTERVENTION. 

The resolution some time since submitted by 
Mr. CLARKE, on the subject of non-intervention, 
came up as the special order. 

Mr. BELL. Before the question is finally ta- 
ken on these resolutions, I wish to say something 
in regard to them, as my feelings have beén some- 
I am very indifferent as to the 
time when I shall be heard. The Senate may fix 
on any time they may think proper. Perhaps this 
day week will be acceptable to the Senate. I un- 
derstand that there are two measures, the French 
spoliation bill and the bill for the establishment of 
anavy-yard in California, which the gentlemen 
most interested in them are desirous to have dis- 
posed of this week. I have, therefore, suggested 


| this day week as proper for the consideration of 


these resolutions. If that is not acceptable to the 
Senate, I will name any other day. 

Mr. CLARKE. Let it be the first Monday in 
April. 

Mr. BELL. The Senator from Rhóde Island 
suggests the first Monday in April, which will be 
next Monday week. If that day is agreeable to 
the Senate, I have no objection; and, therefore, I 
move the postponement of this subject until that 
day. y 

The motion was agreed to. 

NAVY-YARD AND DRY-DOCK IN CALIFORNIA. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill to establish a 
navy-yard and depot on the bay of San Francisco, 
in California. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs report the bill 
with an amendment, to anthorize the President to 
provide for the construction of a basin and rail- 
way in connection with the sectional floating dry- 
dock now being constructed at San Francisco, in 
California; and also to authorize him to allow 
additional compensation (not exceeding double 
their present pay) to the officers he may appoint 
to select the site for the navy-yard in San Fran- 
cisco bay. 

Mr. Bapenr, some time since, proposed an 
amendment to the amendment of the committee, 
which was to substitute “the Secretary of the 
Navy,” for “ the President of the United States,** 
in making the contract for the construction of the 
basin and railway, and allowing extra compensa- 
tion to the officers for performing this serviee; and 
also to appropriate $500,000 for carrying this act 
into effect. 

Mr. GWIN. Mer. President, the Committee 
on Naval Affairs did not report this bill without a 
fullexamination of the subject. At the last ses- 
sion of Congress, the necessity of establishing a 
navy-yard in California was, through a resolation 
offered by me, brought to the notice of the com- 
mittee. The Secretary of the Navy was consulted, 
and recommended that an appropriation should 
be made to commence the work, and the com- 
mittee, by a unanimous vote, instructed the chair- 
man to propose an amendment for this object 10 
the naval appropriation bill. 

It is weil known to the Senate that the appro- 
priation bills were near being lost at the last ses- 
sion by a protracted discussion on the river and 
harbor bill. When the naval appropriation b 
came up, and the chairman of the Natal Commit- 
tee was on the floor proposing the amendments 
he had been instructed to offer, the chairman of 
the Finance Committee [Mr. Hunter] announced 
to the Senate that if another amendment was per- 
mitted to be offered to the bill it would be lost; 
and thus the subject passed over. On the first 
day of this session I gave notice that T would offer 
a billestablishing a navy-yard in California, intro- 
duced it a few days thereafter, and bad it referred 
to the Naval Committee. It was amended so as 
to include the basin and railway for a dock, and 
brought before the Senate in its present shape. 

When the bill was called upon a former occa- 
sion, the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROD- 


re ee 
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swab] opposed its passage for reasons which I 
shall now proceed to examine. He said, ‘it is a 
very inportant bill’? This is true. It is a bill 
of the greatest importance, as it lays the founda- 


tion for national defense on the Pacific coast of the | 
ends the ques- 


United States. Upon its@fate de 
tion of defending that coast; or leaving it in its 
present unprotected position. . But this is not the 
light in which the Senator looked upon it as im- 
portant. Fie attached importance to it because it 
would cost money to establish these defenses. 
The Senator commenced his remarks upon the bill 
with the skill of an able tactician. He struck at 
its weakest point; for I have learned from painful 
experience in my short service here that the neces- 
sity which exists for enacting laws for the State 
of California never has as much weight with Con- 
gress as the amount of money it will take to carry 
these laws into execution. ‘The Senator must be 
well aware of this fact, and he avails himself of 
it in the very opening of his speech. He says the 
bill is important—and why? Because ‘it will 
involve the necessity of an expenditure of from 


$3,000,000 to $7,000,000." Now, sir, this is a | 


bold assertion, and if sustained by proofs will 
materially affect the action of the Sen 
bill. I undertake to say that the 


estimate from any department of the Government | 


upon which he bases this assertion. It is evi- 
dently a random shot—a statement made without 
due consideration, 1f based upon any calculation 


approaching to accuracy, he certainly would not | pies ‘ 
il Thus it will be seen, sir, that a Secretary of the | 
i Navy has recommended, and strongly recommend- | 


have left a margin of $4,000,000. He says “from 
$3,000,000 to $7,000,000.” Ishould like to know 
whether he means it will be near seven, or nearer |; 
three millions?—whether it will be six millions or | 
four millions? Or does he intend to split the dif- |, 
ference, and say five millions is to be the cost of 
this work? 

I hope the Senator [Mr. Broprreap] did not in- 
tend to take any unfair advantage of this meas- 
ure, by exciting the alarm of the members of this 
body, who are the zealous guardians of the public 
Treasury—when he asserts that this bill will cause 


so enormous an expenditure. I undertake to say, | ; L l : 
ʻi basin and railway, and a pier, until a further x | 
atSan í 


that the lowest amount named by the Senator will 
never be required to be expended upon this work; 
and I hope that this round assertion will not deter 
any one from giving the bill a fair and impartial 
consideration. To show that the Senator's esti- 
mate cannot be relied on, I will refer to other 
portions of his speech. He says ‘‘a railway and 
pasin will cost $1,500,000, and perhaps $2,000,000, 
and will require trom five to ten years for its con- 
struetion, 


As he advances in his argument, he reduces his 
estimate to ‘‘ $4,000,000 or 1,500,000;”? and he 
repeats this assertion on two other occasions, in 
his speech. 
basin and railway will cost. 
and no more. 
posed to give this sum for its construction, and 
the patentees accepted the proposition. The Sen- 


Tt is just $840,000, 


ator could easily have ascertained this in the Navy | 


Department, when he was getting the facts he 


that he did not do so, for, as I said before, nothing 
is so detrimental to the passage of bills for Cali- 
fornia as the enormous amount it is supposed 


works of this description will cost in that country. ` 
ifthe Senator had stated that his principal opposi- | 
tion to the bill, was because it cost $840,000 to : 


buiid a basin and railway, then his argument 


would have had its fair and legitimate weight upon ; 


the Senate. But he does injustice to the measure 
when he swells this item of $840,000 to $2,000,000. 

Again, the Senator says: ‘ No Secretary of the 
Navy has ever recommended this basin and rail- 
way in connection with a dry dock.” The Sena- 
tor ig not borne out in this assertion by the record, 
as T shall show. Tread from a report from the 
Navy Department, dated February 12th, 1844, 
made by the Hon. David Henshaw, then Secre- 
tary of the Navy, and one of the ablest that has 
ever presided over that Department: 

* An exeavated stone dock can accommodate, ordinari 
but one vessel at atime, and, during war, would hardly a 
tord the facilities that wonld be needed. The Navy com 
ners, ju a report dated February 17, 1836, state tha 


it night require twelve thousand days’ tabor to repair the } 


bottom of a seventy-four—working in the longest days © 
the summer. In such a case, many weeks, if not months, 
hist elapse before such a vessel could be taken from the 


dock, owing to the comparatively small number of persons | 


who could work upon her at once in so confined a place. 


ate upon the | 
Senator has no 


(The contract heretofore made re- `! 
quired the completion of the work in four years.) | 


Now, we know exactly what this |: 


The Secretary of the Navy pro- |! 


il: ©The sectional floating-dock, with rail-tracks, could ac- 

; COmmodate many vessels at once, where they would be 
placed with ample room, light, an 
giving every factlity for working with dispatch. 

“The object so-strongly desired in Mr. Jefierson’s mea- 
sage, before quoted—that our vessels may be taid up dry; 
aud under cover from the sun, and which -he hoped to ob- 
tain by the means of lock-docks—it is believed may be 
much better, and much more cheaply obtained, by the sec- 
tional dock and railway. 

“ All experience verifies the remark of 
that ‘no. cares, 
rapid decay, which lie in water, exposed to the sun 3? and 
that works of wood, laid up dry, will remain scarcely af- 
fected by time. 

* Some of the most cosily ships of our Navy have rotted,’ 
and been broken up, seeing little more service than lying at 


Mr. Jefferson, 


they were built. | 

“* It is believed that the sectional dock and railways will 
not only answer for the repairs of ships, better than any 
ther plan yet devised, but that they will become the only 
uilding-ways; and that, instead of letting our ships, when 
not in use, lie and decay at the navy-yards, in ordinary, 
hey will be raised from the water, and placed under cover, 
| protected from the weather, upon the rail-tracks. 

The plan of the sectional dock and railway commends 
itself to favor by its cheapness and simplicity; and if, on 
| trial, it realizes what has been promised trom its use, it will 
į enable the Government to construct at a moderate cost, a 
‘| dock at each of the navy-yards, capable of accommodating 
|| a number of ships at once. 
| ‘* After carefully considering the facts, statements, and 
|i opinions which have been presented to the Department, at 
different periods, by the officers and others who have had 


of dock of Mr. Dakin, here spoken of, is worthy of trial 
on a scale sufficiently large for raising the largest ships.” 


ed, the mode of docking vessels proposed by this 
hill. Nor is the Senator borne out in his assertion, 


by the reports of the present Secretary, who has į 


evidently changed his opinion on the subject. In 
his report at the last sessiog, he said, ‘that a sec- 
tional dock alone, with a pier to secure it, would 


of California, for many years to come.” In his 
last report, he says, ‘lt will be necessary to pro- 
vide a pier or basin, to render this dock capable of 
use;”? and he postpones an opinion between the 


ih 
it 
| 
| 
'| 
j 
f 
i 


| amination is made of the waters of the ba 
| Francisco, by a board of officers appointed for the 
| purpose. 


| 
| 
i liimself doubts the propriety of his former opinion, 


will find to have been incorrect. 

! The Senator availed himself of a statement of 
i the Secretary of the Navy, in his first report on 
this subject, that is calculated to mislead the Sen- 
ate. Itis that apier, which will costonly $50,000 
is all that will be necessary for_the floating dock 
: now building for California. He assumes this as 
‘a fixed fact, and proceeds to argue, that ‘a pieris 


i 


they use a pier which costs $50,000, instead of a 
basin and railway which will cost $1,000,000 or 
$1,500,000.” I shall now, sir, proceed to show, 
that a pier cannot be builtin California for $50,000. 


| Francisco, are soon destroyed by worms. Such 
' a work would soon become useless, and constantly 
liable to casualties. On examination it will be 
found that no officer of the Government who has 
any respect for his reputation, will recommend the 
building of a pier, in these waters, of any other. 
material than stone. . i 

Well, sir, what willa stone pier cost? I find 
| that the permanent wharf now being constructed 


f 
i 


i 


+ but little more than half completed. I may safely 
i| assume that it will not cost less than $600,000 
l| when completed. This is the kind of a pier or 


‘wharf that will have to he built in California, if: 


ii we do not constructa basin and railway. As- 


i 


the Government $1,200,000, nearly one third more 
than the patentees of the basin and railway have 


larger expenditure than is proposed in this bill. 
Itshould be borne in mind that the basin can be 


i also used as a pier. Itis to be built of stone, and 


and air around them, and } 


no attentions can preserve vessels from ! 


the wharves ; while others, built about the same periods, | 
emain comparatively uninjured, in the houses in whieh i 


the subject of a dry-dock at the Brooklyn yard under in- | 
vestigation, the undersigned is fully persuaded that the plan | 


answer every demand of jhe Navy on the coast | 


It is here evident that the Secretary || 


which, upon full examination, I have no doubt he ! 


all that is necessary,” and that ‘* merchants never | 
think of making use of the basin and railway— | 


ft must be built of stone; for it is a well-known | 


brought to the notice of the Senate; and I regret |; fact, that piers made of timber, in the Bay of San | 


i| atPensacola, hasalready cost$414,593 33, and it is | 


| suming that the cost of materials, and labor, in 
California will be double what it is in Pensacola, | 
(and this is a low estimate) a pier alone will cost ! 


agreed to complete them for in California. This i 
floating dock is useless, without a pier, or basin; 
and if you build a pier, such as the Government H 
should construct on that coast, it involves a much 


| will be five hundred feet in length, and answer all © 
the purposes of a pier as well asa basin. f 

The Senator says, that ‘this básin and railway 
is wholly unnecessary and useless.” I have just 
shown that the basin will answer all the purposes 
of a pier, and, therefore, the Senator’s argument 
falis to the ground, for it will be useful. But sup- - 
pose, for arguments sake, that he is correct; then. 
this bill accomplishes the very object that he is 
aiming at; for, in that event, it entirely dispenses 
with the basin and railway. The bill provides 
i “that when the site shall have been secured, and 
so.soon thereafter as it shall have been ascertained 
to the satisfaction of the President of the United 
States, that the basin and railway at Philadelphia 
or Kittery, are in full and successful operation,” 
|| then he is authorized to contract for the construc- 
tion of a basin and railway. Now, sir, there is 
to be no experiment about this matter. This law 
requires a certainty that the basin and railway at 
Philadelphia or Kittery are in full and successful 
operation before a dollar of the public money can 
be expended on a similar work in California: and, 
sir, what is meant by “ full and successful opera- 
| tion?” It is, that this basin and railway, in con- 
nection with a floating dock, can take up a ship 
of the line, with a fuil armament, place it securely 
upon the railway, and as securely return it through 
the dock to the water. When this is done, the 
President can act under this bill, and noi before. 
Suppose that the experiment is successful, it is 
one of the greatest improvements of the age, and 
the very thing we want in California. It will 
give us, for $1,450,000, the use of a dozen docks, 
equal in capacity to the stone-dock in New York, 
which cost $2,146,730 10. The Emperor of Rus- 
sia has recently paid nearly $13,000,000 for the 
| building of seven stone docks; and here we have, 
| for an expenditure of less than $1,500,060, docks 
jj of nearly double their capacity. Need | edd an- 
other word to show the immense importance of 
adopting this improvement in California, if it 
should prove successful, where the price of labor 
and materials is so great. I wish it to be borne in 
mind, that the basin and railway must be proved 
to be entirely successful, or this law, so far as that 
matter is concerned, is a dead letter on the statute 

ook. 

The Senator says, “We have now more docks 
| than there is any necessity for.” But, where are 
they? From Pensacola, round Cape Horn, and 
|| up the Pacific to Bhering’s Straits, there is no 
i dock; and because there are more on the Atlantic 
coast than are useful, shall we, for this reason, 
|| have none on the Pacific? Are we to be told that, 
because money has been wastefully expended here 
| upon useless works, none shall be expended upon 
| useful works in California? I hope such will not be 
| the policy adopted toward us by this Government. 
I do not agree with the Senator. I think these 
docks, navy-yards and coast defenses, on the Atlan- 
tic coast, are necessary and useful; and, although 
not on so extensive a scale, we need the same on 
the Pacific. In order to show that we are nut ex- 
if travagant in the demands we make on the Gov- 
ernment for the defense of the Pavific, as com- 
pared with the past policy of this Government in 
| defending the Atlantic coast, and giving to its 
commerce the advantages of light-houses, [ have 
prepared a statement of the amount of money 
thus expended and estimated for. 
| The Atlantic coast of the United States, from 
the northeastern boundary on the ocean to the 
4 mouth of the St. Marys, is 1.450 miles. This is 
i| the whole of the Atlantic coast of the old thirteen 
‘| States, and is less than our present possessions on 
the Pacific. From the mouth of the St. Marys 
to the south cape of the peninsula of Florida is 
450 miles, making a total of the Atlantic coast of 
1,900 miles. I will now shaw to the Senate what 
has been paid from the national Treasury to fortify 
4 and protect this coast. , 

I take from the report of General Totten, Chief 
Engineer, on the subject of the national defenses, 
and will also add the estimate for new works and 


j 


i 
i 
ii fortifications: 

[From Report of General J. G. Totten, on the subject of 
i National Defenses.) 

i 

j 

l 


Fortifications on Atlantic coast, with the “ estimated cost of 
construction and repair.—f Class A, pages 92-94. } 


Maine ....eeeeseee No. lto 
; New Hampshire oO. 6... 
i) Massachusetts. . o. Ttw 
1H Rbode Fsland. No. 16, 


H Connecticnt..... 
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New York..,...5. No. 20 to 20.0... .4-00 0.500 $1,398,222 f 
Pennsylvania.. Bc ae 
Maryland.... ae 
North Carolina. 5 
South Carolina 124,110 
Georgia... 125,000 
Florida, 51,934 
e $3,678,370" 


“Amount.expended for construction or repair.?°—( Class B, 


page 96.) 

Maine.... cove cers NOn desperate siressa is ++ $1,093,000 

» Rhode Isiand..... No. 2..... eseese 1,66] 3343 
New York. E 7 1,462,765 
Virginia ...... $ . 2,402,471 
Nortb Carolina. ... No. 6, 7 < 1,032,011 
Georgias soss seres e NOs Brceeeveceecevencs 923, 859 
$8,575,449 


“Amount expended for construction and repair.—( Class 
C, page 98.) 


Maine..... assina $130,442 
Delaware... 539,914 
Maryland... » 135,090 
Virginia.... 1,664,996 

South Carolina.. 677,408 | 
Florida 20,000 

Total, Class C... ETTE TET 3,167,760 | 
Total, Class B... 8,575,449 
Total, Class Av.seeeees . 3,678,370 
$15,421,579 


Recapiiulation, classes A, B, and O; amounts expended— 
actual and estimated, 


Mamei einan r Aj Cariere ees iri $284,661 | 
New Hampshire.. A... i 17,691 
Massachusetts....A, 1,769,738 į 
Rhode Island.....A, 1,673,343 
Connecticut A. 255,941 
New York... A, 2,860,987 
Pennsylvania, A 83,999 
Delaware ........C... 539,914 
Maryland. -A,C... 908,516 
Virginia..........B, C 4,067,467 
North Carolina... A; B. vresseseeresee 1,037,011 
South Carolina. A, C..sessesssocceesossoseve 801,518 
Georgias ...ass Ay Besessouoseereessosssnase 1,048,859 
Flotida...... 066 Ay Osssessoeresesesosseseeo 71,934 | 


Expended on fifty-four works for defense... .$15,421,579 i 


Estimated cost of works to be completed—Classes D, E, and 
F—pages 100 to 106. 
Maine............D, B, F.... wrea aeo e e a $1,863,000 


New Hampshire..D......... vee 300,000 
Massachusetts... ..D, E, F.. 3,281,000 
Rhode Island. .... D, F... aeaeeee 1,657,000 
Connecticut ise, Foes scvsiass es 788,000 | 
New York si ceee eeu sceee css 1,238,000 
New Jorsey.. 6... Dissece veces see 1,200,000 
Delaware. suseso Enean +» 1,121,000 
Maryland..... s.. D, B, F. 1,531,000 
North Carolina....F.... 198,009 
South Carolina... B, F... 950,000 | 
Georgia vcscsceseBy Pertin asera pasa 1,720,000 


Estimated cost of seventy-five proposed works. $15,847,000 | 


Table showing the Amount Expended and proposed to 
be Expended. 


Es. rena pe ee, 
Amount ex-/Proposed ex- 
States, pended. | penditure. | Aggregate. 
Í $ f 
MAINE aanne ..{ $284,661 | $1,863,000 | $2,147,681 
New Hampshire. .! 17,691 300,000 | 317,691 
Massachusetts. 1,769,738 | 3,281,000 ; 5,050,738 | 
Rhode Island. 1,673,243 | 1,657,000 | 3,330,343 | 
Connecticut, A 255,941 788,000 i 1,043,941 | 
New York........! 2,860,987 | 1,238,000 | 4,098,987 
New Jersey.. - 1,209,000 1,200,000 
Pennsylvania “| 83,999 - 
Delaware.. a 539,914 | 1,121,000 | 
Maryland ‘| 9883516 | 135313000 | 
Virginia.. sessen. | 4,067,467 | - i 
North Carolina... 1,037,611 | 198,000 
South Carolina... 801,518 | 950,000 | 5 
Georgia neess sess 1,048,859 1,720,000 5 
Floridas., naa 71,934 | - 71,934 | 
Total.........../915,421,579 "815,847,000 | 831,268,579 | 
From this it will be seen that there has been ex- | 
pended for 54 works of defense. .$15,421,597 | 
And the estimated cost of seventy-five | 
proposed works.......eee.ee05+. 15,847,000 | 


Making the amount expended, and to 
to be expended. snee nmosesn ere. $31,268,597 | 


I will go now to the light-houses, and quote 
from “‘ the list of light-houses, beacons, and float- 
ing-lights of the United States, prepared by Stephen 


| Pacific Empire State destined to command the com- 
merce of the Pacific and Asiatic seas, left wholly ij 
unprovided for, in regard to works of protection |: 


66 lights built, up to the year 1820..° $470,000 00 
130 lights built, up to the year 1842.. 792,800 00 
34 lights built, up to the year 1852.. 250,000 00 


: $1,512,800 00 
To this should be added four lights in 
process of erection by the topo- 
graphical bureau, for which there 


has already been appropriated.... | 354,976 00 
Also costs of forty-two floating-lights: 

34 lights, up to the year 1842....... 300,478 79 

8 lights, up to the year 1852........ 77,252 77 


Adding these items together, we have 
expended on the light-house sys- 
tem, on the Atlanticcoast........42,245,507 56 | 


I come now to the Navy-Yards and Docks:— 


Aggregate amount of expenditures for improvements at 
the several N. avy-Yards, from the date of their éstablish- 
ment to the lst January, 1852. H 


Portsmouth.. . $1,392,939 96 | 

Boston..... 2,455,426 00 | 

New Vorbis so iausaycecss see. 38,488,596 00 | 
Philadelphia, (since 1831). eseese 1,167,995 55 

Washington. sasse. ..ceeas .. 761,035 75 | 

| Norfolk... +» 2,682,857 72} 
Pensacola.. +» 2,284,629 04 | 

i 

f 


820,043 43 | 

"715,053,593 45 
3,104,672 47 
11,948,850 98 

Add Docks on Atlantic Coast...........000. 5,344,358 83 


Wades $17,293,209 81 


Memphis......... 


Excluding Pensacola and Memphis........ 


Aggregate for Navy Yards and Docks. 


Tt will be perceived that I confine myself exclu- | 

sively to the Atlantic coast, excluding the Gulf of 
Mexico and the Lakes, and that in this Atlantic 
coast is included the peninsula of Florida, running 
like a finger post for hundreds of miles into the 
ocean, covering no exdensive or important back 
country; and we have already expended— 
For fortifications.. .. essees esa «$15,421,597 00 
Light-houses......6..ecseeeeees 2,245,508 55 
Navy-yards and docks.......... 17,293,209 81 
To which add estimate for fortifica- 

HONS a siesurssessresnenre eee. 15,847,000 00 


And we have the grand total of.. -$50,817,315 36 | 
I will now turn to the Pacific. 
The coast of California is........... 970 miles. 
Oregon. ve csececrececesenevcrcsces 500 & 
Straits of Juan de Fuca............ 150 “ 
Makinga total for the Pacific coast of 1620 
Nearly equal to the whole Atlantic coast, including 
the peninsula of Florida. And what have you 
expended on that extensive coast for fortifications, 
light-houses, navy-yards, and docks? Not one 
dollar! What have you appropriated? About 
$150,000 for light-houses not yet commenced, 
$250,000 for a dock, to cost, when completed, 
$610,000, and nothing for fortifications ora navy- 
yard. Even the estimate for surveys for fortifi- 
cations, of $50,000, made by the War Depart- 
ment, has been left out of the army appropriation 
bill by the Committee of Ways and Means, which 
is an Indication that we are to have no fortifica- 
tions there. | 
Here is my own State, of California, which paid | 
$3,212,127 79 into the Treasury from customs the | 
last fiscal year, with a sea-coast of 970 miles, con- 
taining within her limits 188,981 square miles, 
more than four times the size of the State of New 
York, utterly destitute of light-house establish- 
ments, necessary and indispensable to our commer- 
cial marine in approaching her coasts. Here is the 


‘ce 


and defense. In the agitations and political com 
motions of European nations, we know not at 
what hour we may find it necessary to place this 


i 


defend our neutral rights as a great maritime | 
power, to say nothing of the importance of con 
forming to the policy of Washington and his suc- 
cessors, in time of peace to make proper prepara- 
tion for war. 


Pleasonton, Fifth Auditor and General Superin- | 
tendent of Lights.” There have been built two | 
hundred and thirty light-houses at an aggregate | 
cost of $1,512,812, viz: 


The honorable Senator has alluded to the war k 
of 1812 to show that we need no national defense. | 
I wish to call his attention to the historical fact that 
the British sloop of war Racoon entered the port 
of Astoria, in Oregon, and in the defenseless con- 


i 


ji 
i 


l| seas. 


|| until it reaches the Pacific ocean? 


nation in an attitude of defence, even if only to: 


dition of our rights there, formally took posses- 
sion of the country in behalf of his Britannic Ma- 
jesty, and changed the name of “ Astoria’? to 
“Fort George.” Thanks to the valiant spirits 
that now occupy California and Oregon, no hos- 
tile foot can ever tread that soil with impunity; 
yet who can estimate the extent of the mischief 
and ruin that would be there inflicted by the pres- 
ence of a powerful hostile fleet, left as the country 
now. is by the Government of the United States 
wholly unprotected. 

The Senator makes a comparison between our 
country, during the war of 1812, and the present 
time, and draws the inference that, as we needed 
no defenses to protect our coast and commerce 
then, they are useless now. The Senator has cer- 
tainly not looked at the commercial progress of 
this country since the close of the war of 1812, 
! or he would have drawn no such inference, [ 
j have examined the statistics of our commercial 
marine, and find that since 1815, (when the war 
! with Great Britain closed) to 1850, we have built 


|, 34,792 vessels, witha tonnage of 447,591,045 tons. 


The registered whale fishery for the last twelve 
years, to wit: from 1840 to 1851, had a tonnage of 
2,038,177. The registered whale fishery for 1851, 
had a tonnage of 181,645. 

It is known that, perhaps with the exception of 
asingle ship that visits the Greenland seas, the 
whale fishery is confined to the Pacific and South 
The proceeds of the sea for the year ending 
June 13, 1850, from the whale fishery alone, 
amounted to $2,318,024. Are no means to be pro- 
vided for the protection and encouragement of this 
valuable traffic? And are our possessions on the 
Pacific coast to be deprived of all those facilities, 
which aid in the exaltation of a State or nation, 
through a miserable, parsimonious policy, on the 
part of the General Government, which refuses to 
extend to us proper aid, when we are advancing, 
with giant strides, in all that constitutes real worth 
and greatness? So much for what the Government 
has failed to do, to build up the commercial great- 
ness of her Pacific possessions. And when we look 
into the interior of the country, we have but little 
hope that a more liberal policy*will be pursued to- 
ward that section of the Union. We have no re- 
liable evidence that we are to receive a grant of land 
to encourage the great railway system that will 
yet begirt this ocean-hound Empire, in order that 
we may do our part in improving our State, devel- 
oping its boundless resources, and connect us 
with the Atlantic, by communications, as we are 
in principle, in all that concerns the glory of this 
Union. 

Only twenty-five years have elapsed since the 
railway system began in the United States. At 
the end of the year 1850, we had 8,797 miles of 
railway, which cost $286,455,078. There were, 
up to the close of 1851, by estimate, 10,618 miles, 
and to the end of 1852, we have its extent esti- 
! mated at 12,600—more than half the circumfer- 
ence of the globe! Does any one suppose that 
| this great system of land communication will stop 
Then, with a 
| Proper system of defense upon that coast, which 
will give us a permanent commercial ascendancy 
on the Pacific and Asiatic seas, the carrying trade 
between Asia and Europe will be within our ter- 
ritory, and enable us to control the commerce and 
exchanges of the world. Congress has dealt lib- 
erally and justly with the East, in land, money, 
and improvements. Let them deal in the same 
spirit with the West. We ask nothing more. 

The Senator says, that the commercial marine 
does not use the basin and railway. Preparations 
_ are now making in New York to build one, to 
i avoid the expense of accumulating docks; to meet 
the wants of our commercial marine. The Sena- 
tor also objects to the mode of completing the title 
| for the site of the navy-yard; and supposes that 
' a California jury will not do justice to the United 
States. He need be under no apprehensions on 
this subject, for the location of the navy-yard will 
greatly enhance the value of the property sur- 
‘ rounding it, and the owners of property near eligi- 
| ble sites for its location will be most willing to give 
e quit claim to the United States for any amount 


i 


, of land needed for this purpose. I doubt very 
much whether there is a man in California who 


| would risk his title in a contest with the United 


States. Land titles in that country are not so 
perfect as to court an issue of title with the Uni- 
ted States, for lands selected for public purposes, 


pa in ae ag ag aces gee eae as aa SR oe hare 
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This ale of the bill was intended to do away 
with the necessity of further legislation as to the 
selection of a site. The Senator says this coun- 
try has no necessity for national defense, because 
no nation wants to goto war withus. This may be 
true now, but will italways remain so? If the Sen- 
ator was the emperor of ite world, and should issue 
his edict that there should’ be no more wars, then 
there would be no necessity for national defenses, 
here or elsewhere. Unfortunately for mankind, 
he has not this power; and I prefer adhering to 
the time-honored policy of this Government, * to 
prepare for war in time of peace.” ‘The question 
now is, shall we make this preparation on the Pa- 
cific coast of the United States. Arguments in 

“favor of the expenditure of public money in any 
State of the Confederacy have less weight, when 
they come from a representative of such State, 
than when they emanate from an entirely disin- | 
terested source. 


Tt is fortunate for me that 1 can bring high au- | 
thority to my aid in favor of this bill, by reading || 
i 


from an able report, made by the Naval’ Commit. 


tee of the House at the last session: 


‘The next object which has engaged the attention of the 
committee is that which relates to the naval defense of our 
western coast. I 

“The acquisition of California, and the occupation of $ 
Oregon, have extended our sea front from the Atlantic to 
sthe Pacific ocean. The national defenses to be provided 
for those distant shores must, of necessity, be almost en- 
tirely naval. The approaches from every other direction 
except from the sea are difficult and doubtful, and may easi- 
ly be well secured. Butso weak and helpless against hos- 
tile approaches on the sca front are our fellaw-citizens on 
the Pacific, that itis within the reach of any third or fourth- | 
rate naval power with whom the United States may be at : 
war greatly lo harrass and annoy them. Sa dependent are 
they upon ships for supplies of all kinds, that a blockade of 

«her principal ports for a few months would reduce the State 
of California to a starving condition. 

“ The average population of California, for the last year, ; 
may be estimated at 2005000; and it may be assumed, that 
during the year there were about 2,000 vessels of all des- 
criptions which entered her ports. "This estimate is suffi- 
ciently accurate to show how entirely dependent that coun- 
try is upon the sea, and how vulnerable from that quarter ; 
for it proves that, in the average, one ship is required to 
supply the wants and necessities of about one hundred Cal- 
ifornians—so little do they produce except gold, and so de- 
pendent are they upon foreign markets. The world would 
not afford sea-going vessels enough at this rate to fetch and 
carry for the people on this side of the Rocky mountains; 
nor does the world afford another instance of a people so 
dependent for supplies apon the sea, or so exposed and so 
utterly helpless in case of attack by sea, as are the people 
of California in their present condition. 

& A blockade of our Atlantic ports might interfere with 
our intercourse abroad, but it could not bring the people 
here to such a degree of suffering, distress, and misery as 
would be inflicted on the people of California by a blockade || 
of their coast. The voyage by sea hence to California and || 
Oregon is the longest voyage known to navigation; and as | 
far as the naval defenses of that State and Territory are con- 
cerned, they are ax a colony in the most distant part of the || 
world, which in war the navy has to protect, and the route 
to which wouid be thronged with the enemy and beset with 
dangers. 

“< In providing the means of naval defense, or planning a | 
course of naval policy, regard must be had to the situation i 
and condition of other nations. 

Seeing, then, the means of attack, and knowing the ex- 
tent of their resources at sea, and our own, we can the bet- 
ter judge as to the degree and kind of preparation which it 


** Owing to the great naval resources of the States upon 
the waters of the Atlantic, it never has been and never will į 
be consistent with the true policy of the country to keep up f 
in peace a standing navy in proportion to the standing navies | 
of other countries. Hence, though we find the United Stat 
the first commercial nation for tonnage, she is only the fifth 
in actual navai force. The navies of Great Britain, France, 
Russia, and Turkey, all earry more guns than the American 
navy, and the Egyptian navy has only seven guns less. 

“Tn proportion to commercial marine, the navy of the 
United States is the smallest navy in the world. The na- 
tions of Europe support navies that mount some twenty, 
some ten, but all more than two guns for every 1,000 tons 
of eommerejal shipping ; whereas we mount, on the aver- |, 
age, rather less than one gun. Great Britain has six, France i 
ten, Russia twenty-four guus for every 1,000 tons of ship- 
ping owned by their merchants. The naval force to be kept 
ordinarily in commission should not, in the judgment of | 
your committee, ever reach sucha figure as these navies i 
present, nor do the public interests require that in times of 
profound peace it should exceed one third or one fourth of | 
the lowest of these rates. 

As commerce expands and increases, the demands upon ! 
the navy for service also increase ; thereferc, there seems 
to exist somewhere a ratio between the tonnage of com- | 
merce and the guns of armed ships, which, if it could be : 
discovered, an eye being turned to the degree of preparation 
of other navies and our own resources, would determine 
the proper size and the most judicious rate of growth for 
the American navy. That navy is no larger now for th 


protection of both the Atlantic and Pacifie coasts than it! 


st alone ; for the 


was for the protection of the Atlantic ca. 
present size was determined before Texas was annex 
California acyuired, or Oregon occupied. Tins iner 
of sea front, therefore, would seem to call for an expans 
of the navy. But the committee do not propose any enlarge- 
ment; they believe that the fundamental changes already 


i so much even as a second cias: 
[i as England, France, and Ru 


: likely soon to be wrested from them, or even to be dis 


i 


suggested in the models and armaments of our ships, to- 
gether with other arrangements which may be easily adopted 
by executive authority for increased activity and efficiency, 
will render the present foree amply sufficient for a peace 
establishurent. 

“In the opinion of the comimittee the naval resources of 
the Atlantic States, in contradistinetion of the Pacific States, 
are unrivaled. Theraiiroads, eanals, and other gréat works 
and thoroughfares which penetrate into the interior and in- 
tersect among the mountains, have converted almost every 
forest into a timber-shed for the navy.. T'he tonnage of the 
United States is the greatest in the world. Our merchant 
ships are unmatched for speed and unequaled in size. We 
build more ships than any other people, and we may almost 
be regarded as a nation of ship-builders. With sailors enough 
1n peace to man the largest commercial marine that ever 
Spread its sails to the breeze, we should have from that ser- 
vice gallant tars enough in war to man the largest fleet the 
world ever saw. 

‘* With such means, resources, and facilities at command 
for stretching out the naval arm upon the Atlantic in war, it 
would be neither wise nor desirable in peace to provide 
either ships or guns according to the numbers which Great 
Britain or any other nation may choose to build. Ali things 


considered, the Pacific coasts require the protection of a | 


much larger navy in proportion than the Atlantic ; for the 
case is different there. We have no private ship-yards; no 
ship-builders ; no timber-sheds; no railroads running from 
the sea-board up into forests of ship-timber; nor any 
other of the facilities for building upa navy. All the mate- 
rials for creating a navy there must be sent hence over that 
long, tedious, and dangerous route, which in war would be 
controjled and commanded by Great Britain. 

“ First standing in the middle of the great highway to 
Calitornia is the island of Bermuda. Ships from the south- 
ern ports bound to the other hemisphere pass on one side 
of this island, while those from the Northern States pass on 
the other side of it. It is a powerful position, amply pro- 
vided with coals, munitions of war, and military stores of 
all sorts. A few steamers stationed as lookouts off that 
island would give intelligence of the approach, in war, of 
any fleet bound to Califomia. Escaping here, the rock- 
bound island of St. Helena, another centre of naval opera- 
tions in the South Adantic, stands on the wayside of our 


; road to California. But getting safely by this, we next come 


to the Falkland Islands, another station upon whieh the 
British navy is perched right in the middle of our road. Es- 
cape here would be a miracle; for at this poifit the tracks 
of all vessels come together preparatory to doubling the 
cape. Butif the fleet for the succor of California should 
pass by this port without molestation, it would be only to 
encounter the storms and tempests of the cape, and there, 
in that inbospitable region, to buffet with the ancient and 
unsubsidized allies of that proud realm, as the winds of 
heaven were once styled by a British statesman ; and, after 
all these dangers are passed, the haven we seek would stil! 
be three months off. 

“The idea, therefore, of sending to our Pacific coasts any 
succor in time of war around Cape Horn, or of furnishing 
any navy supplies by such a route, is a mere chimera— 
wholly and utterly impracticable. 

“Taking this view of the subject, the committee propose 
to consider the means of naval defence which economy, 


t true policy, and a sound forecast require should be provided 


for California and Oregon.’ Having determined that, they 
propose to recommend a plan for aceomplishing it. 

“As to the extent of the naval preparations which ought 
to be made in peace for the defense in war of any coast 


i line, there is room for wide and honest differences of opin- 


ion, more especially as neither the time nor the motive of 


i that war can be foreseen, nor can il be known who the other 


belligerent may be. But in this case and on this occasion, 


though some degree of preparation is necessary, that pre- | 
| paration involves no tedious undertaking nor extravagant į 


appropriations. 


“ No respectable naval power is to be found on the shores | 


or among the islands ofthe Pacific. There is not so much 
even as a dock-yard to be found, from one extent to the 
other of that vast ocean. The committee cannot learn, 
though inquiry has been made, that there is a single port in 


j 
i the Pacific ocean, or along its shores, that is at this time 
i 

behooves us to make. Í 
i 
i 
f 
i 
i 
i 
' 
{ 
i 


capable, with its own resources, of building or equipping 
frigate. Maritime nations, 
a, have colonies there, but 
no naval stations of any consequence whatever, 


“ Hence it appears that the naval supremacy on the sea | 
; is easily acquired, and when once acquired and placed in ! 


hands as strong as those of the United States, it will not be 


puted. In the event of war, Great Britain finding us un- 
prepared or without naval resources in California, would, 


: by means of her stations and other facilities, send a force | 

: there superior to the small one now kept in cominission, 

; and so overpower us; at least, seeing that we were unpre- 
pared, she would be iuduced to make the attempt. 


“ Butif at the breaking out of war she should see ships 
already built and lying in ordinary in our Pacific ports: if 
she should see there the means and facilities of equipment 
and repair—uone of which she has; if she should also see, 


ready to act, who, in Old Ironsides and other ships, 
her in the last war such cause of remembrance, she would 
no doubt be disposed to leave us alone in that quarter, 

& As long as ships can be built on the Atlantic aud deliv- 
ered on the Pacifie coast cheaper than they could be built 


built here and sent there.” 


while I express my regret that the prevailing 
spirit of the present Congress seems to be adverse 
to the extension of the system of mail steam-ship 
lines. There are great defects in the system; but 
these defects should not be used to destroy it. Let 


in connexion with this state of preparation, the Marblehead : 
and other fishermen whom the war wouid throw out or em- | 
ployment, and of whom 12,000 are engaged in their hardy ; 
occupations, on the waters of the Pacific; ifshe should see 

there these Very men, standing as a corps of reserve and | 
gave ; 


there, true policy and economy require that they should be | 


I will detain the Senate but a few minutes longer ; 


| us avoid the errors of former laws, but never aban- 
don a system which is intimately connected with 
| our commercial prosperity. I shall, on a future 
occasion, go more fully into this subject, and con- 
tent myself, for the present, with showing what a 
great advantage Great Britain would have in a war 
between the two countries, by using for war pur- 
poses the steam-ships now employed by that Gov- 
emment in carrying the mails all over the world. 

In the event of such a war, Great Britain would 
arm her mail steamers and fill them with seamen 
to man the prize vessels they may capture. She 
has these steamers in all quarters of the globe. 
One large gun upon each would answer her pur- 
poses, ig 

Her Mediterranean mail steamers would be or- 
dered to the Straits of Gibraltar. Here they would 
capture every American vessel in the Mediterra- 
nean sea, and all vessels bound thither, and send 
|| them into Gibraltar for confiscation and safety. 

Her Oriental steamers would be ordered to 
cruise off the Straits of Sunda, Gaspar, Macas- 
sar, and the Cape of Good Hope. This would 
enable them to capture nearly every American 
vessel in the East Indies. Their prizes would be 
j| sent to Singapore and Cape Town, or the Cape 
of Good Hope, for safety and ‘confiscation. 

Her Rio and Rio de la Plate steamers would be 
ordered to cruise on the Equator, and they would 
capture ail the vessels that escaped round the Cape 
of Good Hope and Cape Horn, as well as all ves- 
|] sels going to and from Rio de la Plate and the 
Brazils. ‘Their prizes would be sent to the Falk- ` 
land Islands, St. Helena, Jamaica, and other 
islands in the West Indies for safety and confis- 
cation. 

Her West India, Boston, and New York steam- 
ers would be ordered to cruise off the harbors of 
the United States, and their prizes would be sent to 
Bermuda and Halifax for safety and confiscation. 

Her Havre steamers would capture all vessels 
sailing to or from Europe. : 

I now come to the North Pacific ocean. Here 
alone Great Britain has no fortified point where 
her prizes could be deposited for safety and con- 
fiscation. But she could soon remedy this defect. 
The Sandwich Islands are powerless, and contain 
some good harbors, and the past history of Great 
Britain shows that she waste aot hesitate to seize 
these islands, and make their harbors the asylum 
for her prizes. Thus her Pacific steamers would 
capture our whalers and merchant vessels in that 
ocean and send them to Biron’s Bay, or some other 
harbor in the Sandwich Islands for safety and con- 
fiscation. 

That this is no exaggerated statement of the 
power of the British Government in the event of 
a war with this country, is easy of demonstration 
had I the time to enlarge upon the subject. It 
should be borne in mind that her mail steamers 
are built with express reference to their use as war 
steamers. I am informed that"simultaneously 
with their building armaments, are prepared and 
deposited at ports where they can, at short notice, 
be fitted to the vessels, and have them ready for 
war service. 

The only point on the ocean, where we haveany 
advantage over Great Britain, is in the North Pa- 
cific. As shown in the report I have just read, 
there she has no fortified harbors, naval depéts, 
or docks for the repair of vessels. Her steam 
marine is weaker there, than in any other part of 
the world. We have already more than a dozen 
steamers engaged in carrying the mails from Pa- 
nama to California and Oregon. With a fully 
| equipped navy-yard, and such a dock as.this bill 
proposes to build, we could, in an incredibly short 
space of time, turn these steamers into vessels of 
war, and sweep the Pacific ocean, sending our 
prizes into San Francisco for safety and confisca- 
tion. With a knowledge of the fact that her 
whole Pacific commerce would be destroyed, and 
her East India possessions endangered, Great 
Britain would not engage in a war with this coun- 
try, unless forced to do so by us. Although she 
could, as stated, cut up and destroy our commerce 
with other parts of the world, yet with ocean su- 
|| premacy on the Pacific in our bands, it would be 
a question of the dismemberment of her empire. 
| In the North, we would seize her North Ameri- 
can possessions, and in the East we would destroy 
her dominion in Asia, i 

I have spoken of the dozen mail steamers run- 
ning between Panama, California, and Oregon, 
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sion, a call was made on the Navy Department 
to say which was preferable, a basin and railway, 
or a pier, such as was in use on the Atlantic coast 
for the commercial marine. The Secretary of the 
Navy responded thus: 

“In reply to so much of the resolution ‘as inquires 


| < whether, in the judgment of the head of the Department, 


a dock could not be constructed sufficient for all the pur- 
poses of the navy, at much less expense to the Govern- 


ii ment than the One contemplated by the act aforesaid,’ I 


e || have to state that, in my opinion, a sectional dock alone, 


on that part of the coast, was dispatehed thence | 


for Panama with four hundred passengers, sprung 
a leak, and with the greatest difficulty got into 
Acupuleo, and sunk in an hour after she cast 


anchor. She was again repaired so as to get to | 


Panama with great difficulty, endangering the lives 
of the four hundred passengers and crew. 
way to take my seut at this session of Congress, 


On my | 


the steamer Carolina put into Acupulco in distress, ; 
with three hundred and fifty passengers on board, | 


having spring a leak north of that port in a severe | 


gale, and thus putin jeopardy the lives of every | 
ove on board. With a dock, basin, and railway | 


at San Francisco, every steamer that leaves with | 
such an immense number of passengers, would be | 


examined before she left 


poit 
Mr. BRODHEAD. 


I have a double purpose | 


in taking the fluer at this time for a short time. i 


In the first place, I wish to make some observa- 


tions by way of a reply to the remarks made by: 
the Senator from California ona former occasion, | 


as well as those which he has made to-day. And 


in the second place, | wish to reinforce and sus- : 
tain, with additional facts and arguments, the | 
h T assumed the other day, that this | 


position whic 
basin and railway was not only without the 


recommendation of the Navy Department, but | 
was in opposition to it, and was useless and un- | 


necessary, 


Mr. President, the question now to be decided | 


is not whether we shall fortify the coast of Califor- 
nia--the question now before the Senate is not 
whether we shall have steamers all over the world. 
‘The question, and the only question, and the only 


point of any importance, to which I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate, is the propriety of: 
erecung a basin and railway in connection with a: 


dry-dock in California, which would cost, as 1 
have said, from $1,000,000 to $1,500,000. 


has said, and { will follow my assertion with the 
proof presently. Tle admits that it will cost some- 
thing more than $800,000. We all know the dif- 
ference between the actual cost of such improve- 


; And: 
L repeat, that it will cost that sum, notwithstand- ii 
ing what the honorable Senator from California | 


ments and the original estimates, and that they | 


frequenily cost twice as much as the original esti- 
mates. ‘These gentlemen originally offered to 
build the railways for a little more than $40,000, 
and they have reerived over $400,000 for them. 
Mr, President, the honorable Senator says that 
he is anxious to have the western coast fortified. 
Lam alse anxious to have it fortified, and hence I 
object to this projected basin and railway, the 
construction of which would occupy five or six 
years. 4 will follow up that assertion with the 
proof; aud if the honorable Senator is very anx- 
ions tu have the w 
commerce sustained in the Pacific, he willgo with 
me and adopt the bill which I have prepared as a 
substiunte for the one now under consideration. I 
have modified this bill, and prepared one in com- 
pliance with the recommendation of the Navy 
Department, in favor of 


re 


only $50,000, notwithstanding what the Senator 
has said, in ce of the basin and raiiway, which 


WHI cost at ieast $1,000,600. Tk could, also, be 
constructed in a year or sixteen months, and our 
commerce will be aided in that time; whereas, the 
project of the Senator from Culifornia would ren- 
der five or six years necessary. At the last ses- 


` the Atlantic side. 
stern coast fortified, and our | 


li less than one half 
ii the amount proposed to be paid for the whole work as |! 
1) herein stated. The addition of the pier to secure it, and ren- 
der it capable of use, would probably not exceed $50,090. | 
| These ean be completed and ready for use in two years at |: 


without the addition of a basin and railway, but with a pier 
to secure it, would answer every demand of the navy, on 
the coast of California, for many years to come. Such a 
dock has recently raised the steam-ship Ohio, belonging to 


| Messrs. Law & Co., in the harbor of New York, which 
| ship is over three hundred feet in length. 


“The cost of the dock alone would certainly be much 


„and possibly not more than one third, of 


i! most, and may be in fifteen or twenty montlis; while the ! 
| addition of the basin and railway will require from four to |: 
+; five ycars to complete them.” 


The Senator says that this basin and railway 


has been recommended. Well, sir, although it | 


may have been recommended by Mr. Henshaw— 
who, by the way, never was confirmed by the 
Senate, and never occupied a place ihere but a 
little while—the weight of authority is against it. 


I did not look at hus report. {examined those | 
of Secretary Mason, the late Secretary of the |; 
Navy, and I can find no Secretary of the Navy: 
who has recommended this project. All have | 
been heretofore opposed to it. And not only were i 
they opposed to it, but, sir, so well satisfied was : 
Congress at the last session, with regard to this | 
question, that they abrogated an alleged contract | 


for this basin and railway—as can be seen bya 
reference to the Navy appropriation bill. But 
yet the Senator, notwithstanding this solemn de- 
cision of the Congress, at the last session ; not- 
withstanding the decision of the Navy Depart- 
ment, comes here again with this project, and at 
the same time complains of the delay in the erec- 
tion of a naval establishment on the coast of Cali- 
fornia. Whose fault is it that there is delay? I 
put that question to the Senate. I did not propose 
the bill now before the Senate ; I only proposed 
this particular item in this bill, and yet the Sena- 


tor from California directs his argument against 


me, as if I had opposed fortifications and a navy- |! 


yard and depôt on the coast of California. I made 
my argument, and based it upon facts and figures, 
to show that a basin and railway would not only 
be useless, but unnecessary, 

The Senator says that a pier will be eaten by 
worms. F would like to know if this floating dry 
dock will not also be eaten up with worms. 

Mr. GWIN. That will be coppered. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Very well, sir; cannot you 
copper a pter? 

Mr. GWIN. No,sir. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 


If a floating dry-dock can be 


3 so that there is 
answer to the areument of the Senator. 
But the Senator says the dock is not to be 


erected until the testis made at Philadelphia. That | 
been going on on i 


is just the way these docks have 
The gentleman says we have 
a great many. 


į who have a patent for them, and who have ob- 
į tained Congressional docks in opposition to the 


: recommendation of the Navy Department. Tha. 
is the way they are managed. We have a little |: 


a pier, which will costi 
: the Navy Department. 


: the site, are we able to judge? 
tribunal to judge of such matters, and to make | 
: contracts? If contracts are to be made, 

Should be made by the Executive departmen 


of the responsibility in Congress, and a little ati: 
We order a dock with- |’ 
; out any adequate knowledge of the necessity for | 


it; and if we were upon the ground to examine 


they 


T do not understand why | 
: you cannot; you can drive in copper nails allo 
| it, if you please. 

i preserved from being eaten by 
: can also be preserved 


ver 


worms, the pier i: 
a perfect | 


At whose instance have we a i: 
great many? At the instance of the gentlemen |: 


Is this the proper | 


ts of 


$ 


ji the Government. We order the contract to be 
: made, and to be made with particular persons, 
| thus excluding competition; because competition 
is excluded when you order a contract to be made 
| With certain individuals, who have a patent fora 
| particular thing. ` 
i He says it is not to be erected till it is tested in 
| Philadelphia or Kittery. Well, sir, how long is 
| this trial to be delayed? This basin and railw 
were to be erected, according to the returns given 
in answer to my call for information on that sub- 
| ject, and were to be completed, tested, and taken 
off the hands of the contractors last June. Sir, 
i although they may have been taken off the con- 
‘ tractors’ hands, and although they may have got 
: their money, no test has ever yet been made; and 
Į find in the deficiency bill, reported in the other 
i House, an item on this subject which is worth 
| mentioning, to show how these things are man- 
i aged. It is a little curious: 
To pay reserved per centage, under contract, for building 
i adry dock at Philfadelphia....... cc. eee see 85,939 68 
To pay for dredging the river in front of the dock 

at Philadelphia... ccccceceseeneees tase nsec eo 12,000 00 


This basin and railway were to be taken off their 
hands last June, according to the contract. A 
vessel was taken there, bul, of course, she could 
not be taken in. Nevertheless, the money was 
paid. The expenses go on for dredging, and we 
‘must pay them, sir. We have now expended 
; $3,078,000 for these docks; and that, too, within 
_ the last five years; and no Government vessel or 

ship of the line has ever yet been placed upon one 
| of them, to my knowledge. The Senator from 

California can correct me if | am in error. 

l: Now, sir, if we are going to build docks, let us 
| testthem, and not have a little res onsibility on 
i 


ay 


| 
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Congress, and a little on the Navy Department. 

Iwill go a little, sir, into the history of these 
docks, and how the business has been managed, 
and how the money has gone from the Treasury. 
We have had this dock business before Congress 
about eight years. That is long enough. I am 
opposed to monopolies. These gentlemen have 
obtained upwards of $3,000,000 for building docks 

—that is quite enough, in my opinion, to one set 
i of men; they had a patent, and consequently had 
little or no competition to encounter. 
| Iwill read the amounts which they have obtain- 
ed, and then will show, by their memorials, how 
; much they proposed to build them for, and then 
; the Senator from California can see whether this 
| proposed structure in California will not amount 
| toa million and a half of dollars, when I show 
their propositions made some years ago, and how 
much these works did actually cost. 
|. Up to the year 1842, or 1843, this Government 
i; had expended $1,650,446 upon docks. We had 
passed through the war of the Revolution, and the 
war of 1812, having expended only that amount 
i of money for docks, 
Mr. DAWSON. Up to what time: 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Up to the time of the 
| commencement. of''the stone dock at New York, 
: which was about the year 1842, I believe. 
Mr. BADGER. It was 1841. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. Then we paid for the stone 
i; dock $2,146,255 36. Then these gentlemen came 
n on with their propositions, the one set claiming a 
patent for a particular kind of balance dock, and 
another for a sectional dock. The matter was 
contested for some time before Congress, as I learn 
from the memorial, and finally they united togeth- 
er, as I learn from the reports of the Departments, 
After seeing their names separate, and quarreling: 
: before Congress for two or three years, I find their 
: names all together in the last contract. 

They have received fora balance and floating 
dock at Kittery, and for a basin and railway, 
$732,905. They have received for the sectional 
floating dock at Philadelphia, $402,682; fora basin 
and two railwaysat thesame place, $411,059; ma- 
king in all $813,742 fora dock at Philad elphia, Then 
comes an additional estimate for dredging out, of 
$12,600, according to the bill reported inthe House 
i of Representatives. It has never been tested, al- 
though it was taken off the hands of the contract- 
ors last June; and no prudent Secretary of the 
Navy would put a vessel of the line on one of 
these basins and railways. They received fora 
balance and floating dock at Pensacola, $555,712, 
and for a basin and railway §353,295; and for a 
gate to the entrance of the basin $13,000; making 

21,937 expended at Pensacola. They received 
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